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act, nor as in any manner affecting any cause of action existing in fayor of any 
purchasér against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

“Src. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled “An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,“ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled.“ An act extend- 
ing the time for the 3 of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other pur, ” approved March 3, 1865, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled“ An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,” approved July 4,1866,s0 far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the sameare 
hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4ofan act approved 
June 2, 1861,and entitled An act to amend an act entitled An act making a 
grant of lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construc- 
of certain railroads in said Siate, “ approved May 15, 1856, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior to reserve 
any lands but the old sections within the primary or 6 miles granted limits of 
the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act to which the same is 
amendatory. 

“Sec. 5. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacitic Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the Harrison 
line,” being a line drawn from Wallula, Washington, easterly to the southeast 
corner of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast . 27, in town- 
ship 7 north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had 
acquired in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
any portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in pos- 
session of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the 
same under written contract with said conipany. executed in good faith, or 
their heirs or assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to purchase the lands 
sọ acquired, possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior 
to the expiration of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands 
are restored to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 
per acre, and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office 
of the fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment there- 
for without limitation astoquantity: Provided, Thatthe rights of way and ripa- 
rian rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the 
State of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central 
Trust Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8. 1886) 
and which are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 5 
feet on each side of the center line of a water-pipe line, as the same is staked 
out and located, or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to provis- 
ions of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon approved 
November 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with 
an abundance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the follow- 
ing-deseribed tracts of land: Sections 19 and gl in township 1 south, of range 6 
east; sections 2, 31, 33, and 35, in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 
and 5 in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section 1 in township 2 south, of 
range 4 east; sections 25, 25, and 35, in township I south, of range 4 east, of the 
Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act, are hereby 
confirmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of Oregon, its successors 
and assigns, forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip 
of land, over and across the above-described sections, for the purpose of con- 
structing, ninintaining, and repairing a water pipe line aforesaid. 

“Src, 6, That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
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by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 


which lands may have been grented by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally 
covered by any such grant, or to confer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant. Norshall the moicty 
of the lands granted to aux railroad company on accountof a mainanda branch 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- 
flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines bas been completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared, 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“SEC, 7. Thatin all cases where lands included ina grantof land to the State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding inthe construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf cf Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have been entered in good 
faith under the pre-emption or homestead laws, ot upon which there were bona 
fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or 
asserted by actual occupation of the lagd under color of the laws of the United 
States, the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the right to 
enter agaforesaid may perfect their entry under the law. And on condition that 
the Gulfand Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days from the passage 
of this actshall, by resolution of its board of directors, duly accept the provisions 
of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a valid relinquishment 
of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim ia and to all such lands as 
have been sold, entered, or claimed as aforesaid, then the forfeiture declared in 
the first section of this act shall not apply to or in any wise <fect so much and 
such parts of said grant of lands to the State of eee i as lic south of a line 
drawn east and west through the point where the Gu Fand Ship Island Rail- 
road may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad in said State until 
one year after the passage of thisact. And there may be selected and certified 
to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of those hereinbefore required to 
be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity limits of the original grant 
north of said line nearest to such part of the line as may be constructed at the 
date of selection. 

“Sec. S. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company of Alabama shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from 
Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior, in 
making setUementand certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands 
earned thereby, shall include therein all the Jands sold, conveyed, or otherwise 
disposed of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said 
Eompenz as aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are 
hereby confirmed so far asthe United States are concerned. But such settle- 
mentand certification shall not include any lands upon which there were bona 
fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arisin. 
See by actual occupation of the land under colorof the laws of the Uniter 

es, 

The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
itshall, within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same,and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a yalid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such Jands within the limits of its grant as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, where the Govern- 
ment still retaius the purchase-money, or, with the allowance or approval of 
such officers, have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or pre-emption laws as afore- 
said, and the richt and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the 
pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com- 
pany to have the right to select other lands as near as practicable to constructed 
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road and within indemnity limits in lieu of the lands so relinquisbed. And the 
title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of persons holding i 
under any sales by the local land officers of the lands in the granted limits of the - ; 


Alabama and Florida Railrosd grant, where the United States still retains the 3 
purehase- money, but without liability on the part of the United States.” ` 2 

P. B. PLUMB, 

J. N. DOLPH, S ` 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


I. E. PAYSON, 
Ik. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 10884) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. n 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred > 
the bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled Au act authorizing the 
coustruction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, approved 
July 16, 1888, reported it without amendment. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. k. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Little 
Tennessee River, at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee, reported it with- 
ont amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green 
and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over Green 
and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
4237) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green and Chat- 
tanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over Green and Barren 
Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, reported adversely thereon; and the 
hill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PRINTING OF CERTAIN LAWS. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed and placed in the document-room for the use 
of the Senate 500 extra copies of public act No. 145, an act to simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I report back favorably from the Committee 
on Printing with amendments the following order introduced yesterday: 


Ordered, That public act No. 214, directing the purchase of silver bullion, ete., 
be reprinted for the use of the Senate. 


I ask for its present consideration. 5 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- = 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inserf after the word that, in the ‘first line, 
the words “five hundred copies of, and in the second line strike out 
‘reprinted ’’ and insert printed and placed in the document-room;“ 
so as to read: x 

Tħat500 copies of public act No. 214, directing the purchase of silver bullion, 
etc., be printed and placed in the document-room for the nse of the Senate. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ihg to report back an order adversely, and I ask that it be indefinitely 
postponed. It is an order for the reprinting of the pension act. I find 
that by the action of the Senate taken about a month since 5,000 copies 
of the act were ordered printed. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, Phat public act No. 181, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors, 
etc., be printed for the use of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order being adversely reported, 
the committee will be discharged from its further consideration, if 
there be no objection. 


The amendments of the committee 


BANKRUPTCY BILL, Š 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
telegraphic communication from F, N. Bardwell, president National 
Furniture Association of Boston, Mass., addressed to the Vice-Presi- 
dent and forwarded by that official, relative to the bankruptcy bill; 
which will lie on the table, that measure having been reported. 
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States. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE. 


A message {rom the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad concurred in the resolution of 
the Senate concerning the matter of the erection of the statue of 
Lafayette. 

SUPREME COURT EXPENSES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Chiet- Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, transmitting 
a letter of the marshal of the court in response to Senate resolution 
of August 12, 1890, calling for a detailed statement of the fees charged 
and received by the marsbal of the Supreme Court of the United 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. There is a matter connected with fees 
in the Supreme Court under consideration by that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. Shall it be printed? 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. And printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (S. R. 120) ap- 
propriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution 
therein. 

EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Acting Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate dated August 9, 1890, calling for information in relation to 
the bridge across the Eastern Branch at Washington, D. C.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11568) defining lard,“ also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture and sale, importation and exportation 
of compound lard, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to make a suggestion. As the main char- 
acteristic of the bill is agricultural, therefore the bill should be con- 
sidered in the first instance by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. Itshould then probably be referred to the Committee on 
Finance, because there is substantially a question of revenue contained 
in the bill. 

TRIAL OF LIEUTENANT GUY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair Jays before the Senate a 
communication from the acting president of the board of commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of August 21, offered by the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr, PLuunl. certain papers in connection with the trial of charges 

nst Police Lieutenant Guy. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the communication, with the accom- 

ying papers, be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
Bin withont printing. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of objection, 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee will determine, I take it, whether 
there is any need to have the communication and the accompanying 
papers or any part of them printed. It seems to be quite a consider- 
txts bondis of papers, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The documents accompanying the 
communication are quite voluminous. It will be referred without 
printing to the Committee on the District of Columbia, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 12 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the bill comes up as the unfinished business, and is now before 
the Senate. ; 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS, T offer an amendment to the pending bill, and I move 
that it lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I report sundry 
amendments to the pending bill, and as they are amendments of con- 
siderable importance I ask that they be read for the information of the 


Senate. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Rhode Island, 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


from thé Committee on Finance, and in its behalf, reports sundry 
amendments, which will be read. ‘ 
Mr, ALDRICH. The first is to insert an additional section. 
. pro tempore, Are the amendments to be now con- 
idered? 
Mr, ALDRICH. No; only to be read for information. 
The PRESIDENT pro Empore. The amendments will be read and 
ordered to be printed. 
The Secretary read us follows: 


Sec.2, That the exemptions from duty of Bugar. molasses, collec, tea, and 
hides provided for in this act are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, wheneverand so often as the Presidentshall be satisfied that 
the government of any country producing und exporting sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the acricultural or r of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unjust, 
he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to 
that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of such 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, und hides, the production of such country, for such 
time as he shall deem just, and in such case and during such suspension duties 
shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
the produet of or exported from such designated country, as follows, namely: 

All sugars not abovo No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic tests as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirnps 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seren- 
tenths of I cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a de- 
aroo snows by the polariscopie test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi- 
tional. 

All sugars above No, 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No, 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents acd pagi 

All sugar above No. Is and not above No, 20 Dutch stanc of color, II cents 
per pound. 

Ail sugars above No: 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 3 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound, 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or picked, Angora goat-akinas, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or onmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 

Restore House paragraph 290 (Senate No. 278) and add the following proviso: 

“Provided, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of | cent per 
pound in lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the prod- 
uct of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as American 
fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purchase 
supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipmentin bond tothe United States 
without restraint or the imposition of fees or other Government charges,” 


Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the amendments may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed, 

Mr. MORGAN. Do [understand that they come from the Commit- 
tee on Finance ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They come from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The pending amendmeut of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 24, in paragraph 246, after the 
word ‘‘cleaned,’’ it is proposed to strike out two“ and insert one 
and one-half;’’ so as to read: 

Rice, cleaned, Ii cents per pound. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon this amendment at the time of 
adjournment yesterday the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] had the 
floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. VEST. I would prefer to proceed now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. zz. President, no legislation in this bill illustrates more 
vividly its unfairness and the partisan character of the bill than the 
provision» in regard to rice. 

I kad occasion yesterday to make some allusion to the pretense of 
brotecting the agricultural interests of the United States in the in- 
creased duty upon wheat, corn, corn-meal, and some other articles. 
We have increased the duty upon wheat in order to protect the Amer- 
ican farmer, when we exported last year 46,414,129 bushels and im- 
ported 1,946 bushels of seed wheat because the price averaged abont 
$1.75 a bushel on the imported article when American wheat was worth 
abont85 to 90 cents, showing that the article imported was for seed and 
not for ordinary consumption. 

We exported during the same year of corn upon which the duty has 
also been increased 69,592,929 bushels, and we imported during the 
same time 2,388 bushels, and no man outside of a lunatic asylum will 
pretend that these 2.388 bushels brought down the price of corn raised 
by the American farmers, a 

We have also increased the duty upon animals under the false pre- 
tense that the importation increased from abroad when the tables show 
beyond any sort of question that from 1888 to 1839, asadmitted at least 
by the Senstor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the importation 
decreased; and in the face of that fact we are to-day using every sort 
of means in our power to induce Great Britain to take our beef and to 
remove the quarantine regulations upon it and to induce France to 
take our pork, and our minister to France has gone so far as not only 
to enter a protest against the present rules and regulations of the French 
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Government, but to enter into an argument to conyince the French 
people that their interests lie in the direction of increased importations 
into that country of the American hog. 

We have also inereased the duty upon beef, mutton, and pork, the 
export of which last year was 286,991,121 pounds and the import 215,- 
575 pounds; we have increased the duty from 1 cent a pound to 2 cents 
a pound. Of baconand hams we exported last year 400,224,646 pounds 
and imported 272,130 pounds, and yet the miserable pretense is made 
that the 272,130 pounds brought down the price of the 400,224,646 

unds! 

Poe have gone into the orchards of the country and attempted to hum- 
bug the apple-raisers by putting a duty upon apples, dried and green, 
which have hitherto been upon the free-list, and next year the conn- 
try will resound with Columbian eloquence as to the products of the 
orchards, and the apple-grower will be told North, South, East, and 
‘West, ‘' Behold what we have done for you; behold our worship to the 
godiless Pomona.” Of apples, dried, the exports were 22,101,570 
pounds and the imports none; and yet we have put a duty apon them 
of 2 cents a pound, they having been heretofore on the free-list. Of 
apples, green or ripe, the exports were 942,406 barrels; imports, 
none; and we have put a duty upon them under this bill of 25 cents a 
bushel. 

Wheat flour: We exported last year 9,374,803 barrels and we im- 
ported 1,155 barrels, The duty under the present law is 20 per cent. 
ad valorem, and this bill raises it to 25 per cent. under the pretext that 
this inconsiderable importation has brought down the price of wheat 
flour in the United States. We exported last year 624,226 bushels of 
oats, and we imported 22,324 bushels, and we have increased the duty 
under the same alleged reason from 10 cents per bushel to 15 cents per 
bushel. > 

Now, Mr. President, the argument, if it can be dignified with the 
name of argument, for this increase, when there is no competition, as 
every sensible and honest man knows, is that the foreign importation 
comes in competition with the products of American farmers and is in- 
creasing, as the committee say, from year to year, and thereby dimin- 
ishes the price. 

Now, let us apply this rule to rice, and see what the Finance Com- 
mittee has done. Rice is an agricultural product, raised principally in 
South Carolina and Louisiana. Itis raised exclusively by negro labor. 
No white man can labor in the rice-fields of the South. A mule can 
not be used in the rice-fields, as every man knows. They can take no 
animals upon the rice-fields| The manual labor of the negro is alone 
available, and thousands of negroes in South Carolina and Louisiana 
live by what they make in the rice-fields and have no other means of 
support. They are a peculiar race, as every Southern man knows, dif- 
ferent even from the other negroes of the South. They live half in 
water and half upon land. As I have said, no white man can stand 
the surroundings of the rice culture. 

Now, what are the factsin relation to the importation of rice? Let 
us see how this rale applies. The official reports show that we im- 
ported in 1888 49,297,108 pounds of cleaned rico, and in 1889 the im- 
portation increased to 64,164,962 pounds, the increase being 14,867,854 
pounds. Have we increased the duty under the rule which the Finance 
Committee have set up here, to keep out or destroy the competition 
which comes from this increased importation? The importation of 
wheat, of corn, and of animals has decreased, and we have raised the 
duty. Now, when it comes to rice and there is an increase of impor- 
tation, has there beenany increase of duty? Weshallsee. The House 
bill decreased the duty, instead of increasing it, in the face of these in- 
creased importations, from 2} cents per pound to 2 cents per pound, 
and the Senate Committee on Finance further decreases it to 1} cents 
per pound. So, with conditions reversed as between rice and wheat 
and corn, the conditions are reversed as to taxation. 

The official report shows that in 1883 we imported of all kinds of 
rice 186,243,406 pounds and we exported of all kinds only 457,206 
pounds. The duty on uncleaned rice is reduced from 1} cents per 
pound under the present law, first to 1} cents by the House bill and 
then to 1 cent by the Senate bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iask whether the importation of rice as stated by 
him is only the rice which paid duty or whether it includes the rice 
imported from the Hawaiian Islands, which comes in free? 

Mr. VEST. This is only the dutiable rice. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is quite a large quantity imported from 
the Sandwich Islands free, 

Mr. VEST. That is not included. This is dutiable rice, and on 
which duty was paid by the importer. $ 

The duty on rice-flour, rice-meal, and broken rice is reduced by the 
House bill from 20 per cent. ad valorem under the existing law to 1} 
cents per pound, and then by the Senate bill to one-quarter of one cent 
per pound, although we imported in 1888 of granulated or rice meal 
55,379,279 pounds, and in 1889 62,013,528, an increase in importation 
of nearly 7,000,000 pounds. 

How is this to be explained? Why is it that with a decreased im- 
portation of corn and wheat and animals the duty is put up, and with 


an increased importation of rice the duty is put down? And, Mr, Presi- 
dent, to add to the injustice, the rank, gross injustice of this legisla- 
tion, every intelligent man knows that this does not affect the white 
planters of the South, and that the only effect will be to put down the 
price of negro labor in the rice-fields. The white planters who own 
the lands—and it is very expensive to prepare a rice plantation for the 
product—will simply decrease the price of wages if this legislation goes 
into effect. And yet we are told by the Republican party that all this 
increased taxation is in the interest of American labor, and here is the 
poor ignorant negro who follows the flag of the Republican party with 
the devotion of the Old Guard under Napoleon, who can not work at 
anything else, who is not even intelligent enough to hunt for different 
habitats, who is an animal peculiar to the soil upon which he works 
and the culture of rice, and where he is always ſound this duty is put 
down in the face of increased importation, and in the teeth of the debt ` 
of gratitude, not due from the negro to the Republican party, but from 
the Republican party to the negro! These same negroes will be told 
at the next election, Vote the Republican ticket; westruck the shackles 
from your limbs when the Democratic party tried to rivet them upon 
you; vote against the rebels; they are your enemies; vote for your 
friends;’’ and not one of them will ever hear of this legislation, and 
if they ever do hear of it some Republican carpet-bagger come along 
and say ‘‘It isa Democratic lie made for electioneering purposes; we 
are your friends and they are your enemies.“ : 

1 do not hope to reach the negroes, but I hope to reach the honest 
and intelligent people of this country and expose the pretense and fraud 
of this bill, which cries aloud with its rank injustice not only to heaven, 
but to every honest man. : 

Mr. President, the farmer is to-day complaining of existing con- 
ditions. He is crying, not for bread, but for relief, and what do you 
give him? You give him this bald pretext of excluding importations 
that do not exist; you bring him this fraud which says to him, “ We 
will keep out corn and wheat and animals from competing with you,” 
when he knows that what he wants is not increased duties, but addi- 
tional markets. He is to-day not only suffering from present condi- 
tions which have destroyed our commercial intercourse to a large ex- 
tent with foreign countries where he finds his markets, but he is taxed 
in order to put money into the pockets of the manufacturers of this 
country who sell their agricultural implements, even the tools of his 
trade, for one-half the amount to a foreign buyer that they sell them 
to the American farmer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is the Senator contending that an 
increase of duty upon rice would help the rice-growers of the United 
States or that the maintenance of the present duty would help the rice- 
growers of the United States? 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question, Mr. President. I am deny- 
ing the premises of the Senator from Rhode Island, whosays that the 
increased duty upon wheat and corn will help the wheat-growers and 
the corn-growers of the United States, and I ask him if the same rule 
does not apply to the rice-growers, and he can not divert me from that 
argument by any such question as he puts here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri will allow me to ask 
him a question, because I certainly would be inclined to defer to his 
wishes about the matter. The duty on rice, as he says, is altogether 
the highest duty on the whole list of agricultural products. I think 
itis twice as much as any other. There was a slight reduction made 
of half a cent a pound, I think; butif the Senator from Louisiana and 
the Senators who represent that region of country where rice is pro- 
duced really think the duty ought to be maintained at the old rate 
of 2 cents a pound, I should vote for it, although it is against the 
recommendation of the Committee on Finance. I think, however, the 
committee will be perfectly willing to give that rate of duty which is 
thought to be hest or proper and beneficial by the Senators represent- 
ing the States where this article is produced, although it is, as I say, 
twice the duty on any other agricultural product, 

Mr. GIBSON. I did not hear all that the Senator from Ohio said, 
but I wish to observe in the first place that rice is not merely an agri- 
cultural product, as I shall show in a few moments if I can get the op- 
portunity after the Senator from Missouri concludes, but that it is a 
manufactured article; and I wish to say still further that I made ap- 
plication to the committee when I saw the very low point to which 
they had reduced the rates on rice, for higher rates, and I am glad to 
hear from the Senator from Ohio that the committee will accept the 
amendment I propose to offer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not speak for the committee; I speak only 
for myself, The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] was complaining 
of the injustice to this production made mainly by the negroes in the 
South. As the reduction proposed did not even approach the rates im- 
posed on other agricultural commodities, I supposed probably it would 
be acceptable. But if reduction is not in the judgment of the Senators 
from those States according to the best interests of the people where 
this rice is raised, I shall without hesitation vote for the rate of duty 
that they think is to maintain the industry and to develop 
it, for we have the natural country in the South to produce rice to 
almost any extent. Itis only a question, I sup of the of 
labor; and if the Senators think the duty ought to be maintained at the 
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old rate I think the committee will be very willing to do it, althongh 
I do not speak for the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say for the committee that, upon the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] and of other Sen- 
ators representing States where rice is produced, I have stated to them 
that when this matter was reached we would concede the rates which 
they have asked us as submitted in the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have proposed an amendment which I understood 
would be acceptable to the Committee on Finance, but it is not what 
I think should be the duty upon rice. I think the existing law ought 
to remain justas it is because the rate was reduced in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Tariff Commission in 1883. I will not, 
- however, now interfere with the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio states that 
the duty upon rice is the highest rate of duty imposed upon any agri- 
cultural product, and therefore the committee has reduced it. I sup- 
pose the Senator will concede that tobacco is an agricultural product. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, hardly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We had yesterday a contest over the rate of duty 
to be imposed upon certain kinds of tobacco produced in the States of 
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Wisconsin, and to some extent in Ohio and 
other States in the North, and by a vote of the Senate the duty was put 
at 481 per cent. upon one class of this tobacco and at 222 per cent. upon 
another. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Although tobacco is an agricultural product in 
the strict sense, it is a result of agriculture, yet it has never been classi- 
fied in the agricultural schedule in our tariff laws, and therefore, when 
I speak of it technically, although it is an agricultural product literally, 
yet it has never been so classed in the tariff, but is treated by itself. 
Tobacco, ete. is treated as a separate schedule. It is regarded simply 

as a matter of luxury, to be taxed to any extent desired for revenue, 
Mr. CARLISLE. We have never had an agricultural schedule by 
name until the present bill was introduced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we have had. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No. Now we bave an agricultural schedule, which 
is a new thing entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate tobacco has always been treated ina 
separate schedule. 

r. ALDRICH. I do not suppose the Senator from Kentucky means 
to say that tobacco ought to be treated in the tariffschedules upon the 
same plane or level with rice and other food products. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because it is simply a luxury, the use of which is 
entirely voluntary, while rice is an article of necessity. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But when you are considering simply the interests 
of the agriculturists of the country, which seems to be the paramount 
consideration now in this schedule, why not put tobacco upon the same 
footing as other agricultural products? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that anybody in the Senate pro- 
posed to treat the interests of the agricultural classes as distinct or 
Separate from those of any other people in the country. 

r. CARLISLE. We havea separate and a distinct schedule in this 
bill, for the first time, entitled ‘‘Agricultural products and provisions.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. We make a distinct schedule of chemical products, 
but we did not infer from that that we proposed to make that schedule 
in accordance with the wishes of the chemical producers. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the Senator will devote a portion of 
his valuable time, however small, to the perusal of the report of Mr. Mc- 
KINLEY, the author of this bill, he will see that he makes special claim 
to the gratitude of the American farmers for having paid special atten- 
tion in this bill to their interest by putting up the duty on wheat, 
corn, oats, cattle, etc., a 1 claim that for the first time he has 
devoted himself and that Congress is prepared to devote itself to the 
American farmer; but we are told, now this schedule has got in here 
by accident, that it is not intentional legislation in favor of the farmer, 
but it simply happened so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who said that? I did not say that. 

ig VEST. Tbat is the effect of what the Senator from Rhode Island 
said. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I beg the Senator’s pardon. Isaid nothing which 
could be possibly construed into that. 

Mr. VEST. It is not material; but the idea is this, if it amounted 
to anything, if there was any idea in it, that this special schedule here 
was not in the nature of class legislation. The Senator said there was 
a schedule as to chemicals also, but this was not intended to be any 

ial legislation in favor of the farmer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say the fact that the name of the schedule is 
called “agricultural produets, and because all agricultural products 
are put together, was no evidence of the intention to legislate in favor 
of farmers, but the rates in the bill were fixed for the benefit of the ag- 
ricultural classes. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply supplement that by referring to the report of 
the author of the bill that it was intended as a special series of legis- 
lative enactments in behalf of the farmers of this country. 

Mr, SHERMAN. That is a fact. 4 


Mr. VEST. It is a great relief to them that these 1,946 bushels of 
wheat that come in at $1.75 a bushel, if excluded entirely, will of 
course put up the price of American wheat. What Senator can look 
in the face of his colleagues and not smile at the idea of any such pre- 
tense, that ample relief is given to the farmers of the United States, 
and if they believe it they ought to be disfranchised, any man who 
would believe such nonsense as that 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am inclined to think that our producers for 
about thirty years have been working under such idle delusions and 
demagogical schemes, for I think wheat has been on the taxable list 
for many years. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; and it has had no more effect than if it had not 


heen, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That makes no difference. The men who have 
gone before us of both parties who have framed tariff laws must have 
been demagoguing and firing in the air. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator from Ohio congratulates himself upon 
the fact that he has doubled an idiotical tax. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam only showing the argumentum ad absurdum, 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has simply doubled a thing which has 
been proven by actual experience to amount to nothing, and he can 
have the full benefit of that self-congratulation. I simply assert that 
it has done no good in the past and will do no good in the future, and 
if you were to put a tax of $50 on wheat it would not raise the price 
of American wheat, and the Senator from Ohio knows it. There is 
not enough that comes into the American market from abroad to affect 
this article, and it is so with all these articles. 

I was proceeding to allude to the additional humbug in this bill of 
pretending to protect the farmer by putting aduty of 45 percent. upon 
agricultural implements, the tools of his trade, when the manufacturers 
who receive this protection are to-day selling to the foreign buyer for 
one-half less than they are selling to the American consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think the duty 
of 45 per cent. levied upon agricultural machinery increases the price 
of the machinery to the American farmer ? 

Mr. VEST. That is not pertinent to this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is entirely pertinent. 

Mr. VEST. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is exactly in the line of the argument the Sen- 
ator has been using in regard to wheat. 

Mr. VEST. Forty-five per cent. is put upon agricultural implements 
for the purpose of protecting the manufacturer, and I say that it has 
protected the manufacturer so effectively that he is now able to go 
into the unprotected markets of the world and sell for one-half to the 


foreign consumer or user ofagricultural implements that he sells to the 


American farmer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Having had that effect, does it serve any longer as 
a protection to the manuſacturer? Is there any benefit to the manu- 
facturer now from the duty? 

Mr. VEST. No, and that is the humbug of keeping it in this bill. 
The manufacturer is told that he is protected, and the farmer is told 
that he is protected, when the result is in both instances that the 45 
per cent. is not necessary on agricultural implements and the increase 
of 10 cents a bushel upon wheat and upon corn is no protection to the 
American farmer, and no intelligent man believes that it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that these agricultural- 
implement makers sell their machinery to foreign people at a loss? 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then if they sell at one-half the cost abroad that 
they do at home, on all that they sell at home they make 100 per cent, 
Does the Senator believe that ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope he will come to it. * 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that. [Laughter.] I think the Sen- 
ators will laugh on the other side before they get through with this. 
They certainly will when they meet the people on it. That is the fraud 


and outrage and humbug of this whole thing. They sell a plow for 


$18 to ihe American farmer; that is what it costs him before he can 
put that plow in the furrow in the field; and they sell the same plow 
free on board in New York to the South American exporter and the 
man who takes it to South America, whether a farmer or exporter, for 
$9. They do not lose any money, Who is robbed? It is the Amer- 
ican farmer, who pays $18 for his plow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Who robs him? 

Mr. VEST. He isrobbed by a conspiracy between the agricultural- 
implement maker and the middlemen. 

Mr, ALLISON. ‘That is to say, the agricultural-implement maker 
and the middleman make 100 per cent. upon every plow they sell ? 

Mr. VEST. ‘They do between them. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ishould like to have the Senator demonstrate that. 

Mr. VEST. I will prove it, and I did prove it the other day so that 
no mortal man who was not blind with partisan rage could doubt it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not blind. 

Mr. YEST. I hope not. Ifthe Senator is, I will perform a little 
operation in the way of restoring his sight upon that subject. 

Here is the advertisement of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company 


1890. 


which was defended here by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE], Here isthe same plow, photographed with the same num- 
ber, sold in the United States for $18, and with no mark wholesale 
or retail“ upon it. Here is the same plow, photographed the same 
number, which is sold free ou board at New York to the South Ameri- 
can or foreigner for $9. 

Now, what is the explanation of that? The Senator from Michigan 
after conferring with these manufacturers, whodid not themselves come 
forward in their own defense, says that this$18 plow issold to the mid- 
dleman for $9, although the advertisement says $18, and that the $9 
difference between the price paid by the middleman and the $18 is the 
margin allowed for profit, commissions, ete., to the middleman. Inother 

words, a farmer goes into a retail dealer’s establishment in one of the 
towns of Missouri and wants to buy one of these Advance plows. ‘‘ What 
is the price?“ ‘‘Eighteen dollars.“ That is pretty high.“ Ves, 
sir; but here is the price; here is the advertisement; $18 is whatvit 
cost me and what it is sold for by the manufacturer—$18.’’ The farmer 
pays it. He finds out that the real price at which the middleman has 
received it from the manufacturer is $9. Why is the advertisement 
made to the farmers of the United States? It is a fraud in order to con- 
ceal the truth and enable these enormous profits to be made off the 
farmer by the middleman, and as a matter ot course the manufacturer 
makes a profit by selling it at $9 to the middleman, and the middle- 
man has the margin between $9 and $18 upon which to plunder the 
farmer. If these gentlemen are satisfied with that explanation which 
they have made themselves, let them take it. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the duty on middle-men in this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not talking about duties on middle-men. There 
are no duties upon men. That is another outrage of the bill. Pauper 
labor can come into this country without any duty, and it is almost 
the only thing that is free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to have a letter read 
upon this subject? 

Mr. VEST. When I get through the Senator can read it. 
eare to have it injected into my speech. 
time. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to produce for myself a little literature 
upon this subject. Before reading it, however, in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], let me call attention to one matter. The 
American middleman has for his profit the difference between $9 and 
$18 on this plow, according to the Senator from Michigan; and he ex- 
plains it in that way and says the manufacturer gets just thesame from 
the American middleman, the retailer, that he gets from the foreign 
exporter or anybody who takes a plow free on board at New York, 
That means $9 out of which the farmer can be plundered under that 
explanation, and where is the profit of the man who buys a plow for 
$9 free on board at New York? Where does he get his profit? 

Here [exhibiting] is the foreign edition of this same paper, printed in 
Spanish, and distributed in the South American countries, distributed 
amongst the farmers there, showing that these are the prices advertised 
to the farmers of South America; and yet the contention was made 
here the other day that these were not the retail prices, but that they 
were the wholesale prices. Now, I propose to show that that is abso- 
lutely untrue, and that any man in South America, any farmer there, 
can buy a single agricultural implement from any of these manufact- 
urers, a single plow, a single hoe, a single rake, and there is no whole- 
sale trade abont it. I thought it very remarkable when the Senator 
from Michigan made his statement the other day that there was noth- 
ing in these advertisements to show that these prices were offered alone 
to wholesalers. I believed then it was the retail trade, and I have 
been absolutely confirmed in my impression since, 

I will ask the Secretary, to sade my own voice, to read an article 
which is contained in the New York Worid of Wednesday, August 27, 
upon this subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
DISCOUNTS FOR EXPORTS—FACTS THAT THE UNITED STATES SENATE WILL DO 

WELL TO HEED—THE FOREIGN SUBSCRIBER BUYING AT RETAIL BELOW THE 

DOMESTIC WHOLESALE PRICE—THE EXPORT DISCOUNTS GIVEN TO ANY FOR- 

EIGN PURCHASER, WHOEVER HE MAY BE, AND WITHOUT REFERENCE TO THE 

AMOUNT HE BUYS— THESE DISCOUNTS REFUSED AMERICAN NEWSPAPERS FOR 

CLUB ORDERS OF THEIR DOMESTIC SUBSCRIBERS, 

To the editor s the World ; ` 4 7 

I find that I have done the Engineering and Mining Journal an injustice in 
supposing or inferring that it made a profit by or through the supply of pro- 
tected American manufactures to its foreign subscribers at from 30 to 70 per 
cent. “discount for export only.” I find upon investigation that the Journal 
was in precisely the same condition that the World was and is. It had a very 
large foreign subscription list, scattered all over the world. The foreign man- 
ufacturers were offering from 30 to70 percent, discount for foreign export trade. 
The regular commission merchants in this city who handled that trade did 


nothing to foster it, as will be seen from the following extract from a letter from 
a foreign subscriber to the Journal: 


“13 Port ROYAL STREET, Kingston, Jamaica, 


I do not 
He can put it in in his own 


The article will be read, if there be 


The curse of your American trade isthe excessive prices cha by yourso- 
called commission agents in New York, who pretend to ship at r cent., but 
in reality, by ar.) back discounts, and fictitious prices, act y et 10 
to 20 per cent, Thus American goods can not compete with English in spite of 


meanness to us and less per cent. 
s “THOS, McNASH.”* 
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The state of things described in this letter compelled the Engineering and ^ 
Mining Journal to protect jts foreign subscribers, and it made arrangements 
for them to receive directly from the manufacturers, or through their agents, 
the goods which could be exported, 

It makes no money by this. It receives the individual foreign orders and 
hands them over to the agents of the manufacturers to fill at the price it names 
in its export edition. Itgathers from all parts of the world the advertisements 
of all these exporting manufacturers, obtains from them their export discounts, 
and devotes from twelve to twenty pages of the export edition to news còn- 
cerning the retail prices here in New York to its foreign subscribers of Amer- 
ican goods of every kind. 

These sales are retail sales. They are sales made to any subscriber of the 
Engineering and Mining Journal. More than this. They are not limited to 
subscribers; any person in any foreign country can send in and have his order 
filled at these rates. There is no inquiry made as to whether he isa subscriber. 
That issupposed. It does not matter whether he is a don ora peon, a merchant 
or a book-worm, a farmer or a gambler, What his occupation, business, or 
means of livelihood is does not concern either the Journal or the agent of the 
manufacturer who fills the order. No inquiry is made. Whoever in a foreign 
county wishes to purchase at these prices is welcome and no questions are 
asked bim. No delays of six months or a year are made in shipping goods, 
No voluminous correspondence is beld, 

This trade is retail trade. Each subscriber orders the unit article advertised, 
If it is a plow advertised, he orders one plow. If it is a dozen spoons that is ad- 
vertised, he orders the dozen spoons, e can not order one teaspoon at the 
price of a dozen, or one fork at the price of a dozen, because they are only ad- 
vertised by the dozen, and the dozen is a unit; but he orders only one plow, 
one tedder, one mower, one reaper, unless, indeed, he should need any more 
tha one on his farm. He buys exactly as the domestic retail subscriber buys 
and under the same conditions, but not at the same prices. The difference, 
the only difference, is in the price. : 

When the very grave and reverend Senators, the successors of the veuer- 
able men“ of Webster, gravely discussed these questions last Friday they took 
it for granted that this foreign trade was foreign wholesale trade, and that these 

were sent to the foreign wholesale dealer instead of to the foreign sub- 
scribera to American newspapers. 

The idea is absurd and impossible. There is no foreign wholesale trade. It 
is not yet big enough to be wholesale. The foreign trade that we pick up is 
and must be a retail trade for a long time to come. In other words, it is a trade 
in single articles, or in the anit of single articles, with any purchaser who may 
order—without asking any questions as to his occupation. If not true of one 
or two special articles, it is porcus true of all e under disoussion. In all 
other trade the foreign wholesaler must get a better price than this foreign re- 
tail trade gives the individual buyer. 

The Engineering and Mining Journal has a large domestic subscription list. 
Their domestic subscribers are barred from these export prices. They can not 
get these special prices, A special price-list is secured for them, and they are 
permitted to buy at retail at the wholesale American rates, or what are called 
wholesale American rates.“ But these wholesale American rates are far above 
the foreign export discounts, Let any person send to the Engineering and Min- 
ing Journal for two copies, one of its domestic edition and one of its ex port edi- 
tion, and see the two offers that are therein made, the one to the fore: sub- 
seriber, the other to the domestic subscriber. 

Every foreign subscriber to the World can buy here in New York, at retail, 
anything advertised in any foreign supplement, or in any foreign newspaper, 


fe 
at the prices and the s dal discounts therein named. prices are not 


wholesale but retail prices, The World will guaran to fill every order that 
will be sent to it from any country of the globe, It will fill that order by 
turning it over to the agent of the manufacturer who sells those goods. 

But no domestic subscriber to the World can buy at these prices. Often the 
domestic wholesale buyer in the largest lots can not buy within 25 per cent, of 
these retail export prices. : 

The following letter from the manager of the export edition of the Engineer- 
ing eee Mining Journal should end this question. It leaves nothing more to 

said : 
t EXGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, New YORK, August 26, 1890. 

“Dear Sin: I am obliged to you for the letter of August 25, respecting proceed- 
ings taken in the Senate regarding our prices current.“ 

* Prices quoted by us are, as you will notice at the head of the first column, 
‘for export only, and the prices therein given are the prices at which every 
foreign subscriber can buy in this market. It stands to reason that orders for 
farm implements are frequently for one ies If to buy one machine is retail 
trade, then these foreign prices are retail prices. 

Our domestic subscribers are barred from the prices quoted in these columns, 
These special discounts are ‘for export only,’ and in more than one instance 
we have lost our advertiser through our publishing these pr 

“I inclose an invoice from S. Allen & Co., which you will see is for one of the 
machines quoted by us, and you will notice that it conforms exactly with our 
prices us reprinted by you in the World, aud that the net price on the bill is ex- 
actly as stated by you in the World. 

“ Your statement that the foreigner can buy at retail in this market chea 
than the domestic consumer is as indisputable as the daily revolution of the 
earth, We can enumerate any number of instances where houses have written 
to us; ‘Prices furnished are for export only, and it would be most injurious 
to us if these figures were circulated in the “home market.“ 

In going through our letters this morning we counted no less than fifty-eight 
received during the month of July, thanking us for publishing the prices cur- 
rent,’ as it enabled our subscribers to keep a check on the prices charged them 
on their indents, 

“Yours, very truly, 


“To T, E. Wi1203.”" 


‘The whole contention ofthe protected manufacturers, caught red-handed and 
held up to the knowledge of ths American people, is that they are selling abroad 
to the retail buyer at a wholesale foreign rate,and that therefore the foreign 
retail buyer isa wholesale buyer. With thismere juggle and vain excuse they 
hope to deceive the American people. It can not be done, 

‘They may trick the Republican members of the Senate, but not the Repub- 


i à 
lican farmer, TE: N. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the statement from the Engineering and 
Mining Journal, containing the export prices with the discounts, shows 
this salient and important fact, that no American consumer, no reši- 
dent of this country can obtain these articles at the same price that 
they are sold to the foreigner, and I know an instance—the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] knows it, too, and we will produce 
the proof here—in which a man has made a considerable amount of 
money in New York by buying watches as a foreigner, having them 
taken out of the country, and bringing them back and selling them to 
American consumers, and making the profit which is allowed, accord- 


“ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
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ing to the Senator from Michigan, to the middlemen by the manufact- 
urers of agricultural implements. He was detected, and they refused 
to deal with him any further. - 

I assert, moreover, and I can prove it beyond the shadow of a doubt, 
that when the New York World, irritated and taunted by the denial 
of this statement, applied to these manufacturers to sell for their do- 
mesticsubscribers at the prices at which they sold to go into foreign coun- 
tries—not the prices in New York, but the prices at which agricultural 
implements were sold, for instance, in South America, under this ar- 
rangement, in quantities of from 500 to 1,000—they refused to do it 
and said that the prices were alone for the foreigners, and not for the 
American consumers. 

I have a letter in my hand received this morning from one of the ed- 
itors of the World, who says: 

Tun WoRLD EDITORIAL Rooms, WORLD BVILDISG, Park Row, 
New York, August 25, 1890, 


Dear St: Lthank you for your letter which gave me the first (and only) 
news I have of the fact that my accuracy hasbeen questioned. Tosatisfy you— 
and any honest man—that I have told the simple truth, I inclose herewith a 
letter from the manager of the export edition of the Engineering and Mining 
Journal, from which I republished the advertisements. 

S. L. Allen & Co. refused to sell to the World's domestic subscribers at the 
same discounts at which I can have orders filled here in New York for the 
World's foreign subseribers. I hold their letter refusing to do so. 

I write this jetter with a pile of S. L. Allen & Co.'s letters to the Engineering 
and Mining Journal before me, giving their prices to its foreign subscribers, 
and they are exactly what the Engineering and Mining Joufnal prints and I 
had photographed. 


S8. L. Allen & Co. wrote to the World denying that they ever sold their imple- 


ments at the prices named in my article copied by photograph from the export 
edition of the Engineering and Mining Journal, With their receipted bills not 200 
ards away of single implements sold at these prices to an foreign subscribers to 
Journal at retail, I objected to publishing it—in their interests. It was un- 
true—conspicuously, even resplendently untrue—and I did not wish to draw 
attention to any particular firm out of many hundred by making it a vicarious 


sacrifice, 
They insisted and printed their letter in the Agricultural Press, which forced 
me to give it the no it has reecived. 


If there is any Republican Senator who will go over the evidence on filein tho 
office of the Engineering and Mining Journal that S. L, Allen & Co. now sells 
and has been selling for three years to any of its foreign subscribers, or any per- 
son who sent it an order at the ptices named in its announcements to foreigners, 
and believe the statement that it does not sell to the foreigner at retail at these 

rices I fear he would believe neither Moses nor the Prophets, and that it is use- 

to add anything further to the controversy, which degenerates into a quar- 
rel as to whether the sale of one plow to any person wanting it is a wholesale 
or retail sale, 

No man of sense will question for one moment that the statements made in 
the Engineering and Mining Journal concerning its own private office business 
are true or for proof while the advertisement or announee- 
ment” to its subscribers stands unquestioned. 

What is true of Allen & Co, is equally true of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Com- 
pany- They nre birds of a feather—and in spite of Dundreary’s question they 

o flock together, The latter has absolutely refused to even make an explana- 
tion to the readers of the World of their two advertisements in the April number 
ofthe Mail and Export Journal. They dare not attempt one. There was noth- 
ing to explain. Nota copy of the export edition of that paper is permitted to 
remain in this country, the editor assures me, and the copy sent here from Bue- 
nos Ayres with the foreign offer to the foreign reader wasa surprise from which 
the 8 not yet recovered. If the Senator from Michigan will inform 
himself of other side of this question he will throw up his defense of this 
company which dare not defend itself before an audience of 100,000 listeners fa- 
millär with the facts. 

J regret that so much prominence and free advertising should have to be given 
to two firms who happen to stand at the head of the alphabetical list when there 
are dozens further down who are much more flagrant offenders. 


Yours sincerely, 
T. E. WILLSON. 
G. G. Vest, Esq. 


Mr. President, I have here extracts from the same paper, the New 
York World, giving what is stated by the editor of the Engineering 
and Mining Journal in corroboration of what has been read, and also 
the statements of the manufacturers, conspicuously that of Mr. A. B. 
Farquhar, president of the agricultural implement factory at York, 
Pa., who says he does charge less to the foreigner, that he has a right 
to do it, and that protection is for that purpose. I will read a few of 
these extracts and ask that the whole of them be inserted in my re- 
marks, I ask for the reading first of the World article. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WHAT Is PROTECTION FOR ?—OF COURSE WE SELL CHEAPER TO FOREIGNERSTHAN 
TO AMERICANS—THE RINGING DEFIANCE OF THE PROTECTED AMZRICAN MILL- 
OWNERS—THE WORLD'S EXPOSURE OF THE “DISCOUNTS ron EXPORTS ONLY '' 
READ IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND PUBLISHED IN THE RECORD OF 


MAY 20—AN ATTEMPTED DENIAL FAILS UTTERLY—FAE FACTS UNQUESTIONED 
AND UNCONTROVERTIOLE. 


Tho revelation made in the World of Mey 14 concerning the discounts granted 


by protected American manufacturers to foreign buyers has created a sensation 
throughout the country, and for the past week all the Republican organs have 
been en in ing and denying. 


exp 

Mr. Lindquist’s report ind the comparative tables published in the World 
Were real in the Hoe during the tariff debate, May 20, the World having sent 
copies to each member of Congress, and Mr, Swyser, of Ohio, attempted to 
make a denial on the authority of the Cleveland Leader, but found himself in 
a moment in a very deep hole, from which he was glad to crawl out. One of 
Als colleagues rushed to the telegraph room and sent-a dispatch to a widely 
known protected manufacturer in New York, asking him to telegraph a prompt 
and ringing denial. Within twenty minutes he received this reply from his 
correspondent: 
ities! 3 we sell cheaper to foreigners than to Americans. What is protec- 

or 

‘The sender of the dispaich, a protected manutacturer, who is not afraid of 
telling the truth, not only sent this reply, but at the same time telegraphed the 
inquiry and his reply to a prominent Democratic member of the House to pre- 
vent any mistake about the facts if he should be misrepresented. The Repub- 
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licans found the poker too hot to hold, and dropped it. The gag law and five- 
minute rule was applied to the Democrats. 

Lana es newspaper that has touched this question has been ata 

t lof pains to misrepresent it. The majority deny the facts in toto, 
he minority assert that the World quoted trade prices abroad and retail prices 
at home. The latter was the Cleveland er's assertion, and many Repub- 
lican papers have contented themselves with republishing the er’s arti- 
cle, making no comment of theirown, The last number of the Engineering 
and Mining Journal oo of the Leader and the Leader's statements ina 
2 to make the editor of that Republican newspaper long for a foreign 
consulship: 
“DISCOUNTS FOR EXPORT ONLY.’ 

“In the House of Representatives, on the 20th Instant, in the discussion of the 
tarii bill, Mr. Mansur, of Missouri, brought up the question of our manufact- 
urers 1 Hams s for export cheaper than they do tothe home trade, and 
he cited the Export Price List,issued every month with the Engineering and Min- 
ing Journal, in proof of the truth of his statement. Mr. Maxsun, knowing the 
standing of this journal, naturally felt assured thar the statements and figures 
published in Reed agers 8 correct and can be relied on; but Congress- 
man Suyser, of Ohio, with whose views these facts clashed, replied, quoting the 
Cleveland Leader to the effect that American manufacturers make lower dis- 
counts to the home trade than to the forsi; n statement which is so easily dis- 
proved that the Cleveland Leader can not beignorant of the fact. 

“We recently received a letter from the head of the chief protection organ- 
ization in this country asking in the most naive manner whether it is actually 
true that 5 are given to the export trade than to our home buy- 
ers; and, If so, the reasons why. It would seem, therefore, that among the ultra 
protectionists there is a large and convenient amount of ignorance on a subject 
which we had supposed was so well known as to call for no special comment, 
and which, in fact, is so well known regular monthly publication or 
the fact, and of the actual export prices of our manufacturers, as given in the 
Engineering and Mining Journal, has never been questioned or controverted, 
though we have had frequent letters from some manufacturers objecting to our 
8 se home trade know the prices and discounts at which they sell ‘for 
export only.’ 

“In order to confirm the confidence which Mr. Maxsvr has shown in our 
statements, on receipt of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 2lst instant, contain- 
ing the report of these speeches, we had a few of the most important manu- 
facturing concerns, with offices in this city, interviewed, and we give here 
briefly the substance of what they say. The uames are withheld, tho: we 
forward them to Mr. MAnsvurR for his satisfaction. They are all firms of h 
senang; the largest concerns of their classes, and their statements are easily 
ver i 


“The manager of a very prominent iron works said: 

„We manufacture exclusively engines and boilers; we, of course, make a 
discount for export. As an illustration: The 20-horse-power engine on the 
first page of our catalogue is listed at . Our lowest price for the same to 
dealers or wholesale houses of any kind in this country is $525 net; our ex- 
port price for the engine is M95 net. Our export discount ranges from 2} to 7} 
per cent, better than the home trade, according to the size of the nes.“ 

Ons of the very largest exporting firms, who manufacture silver-plated ware, 


say: 

Wo allow an export discount of 60, 10, and 5 from our list. The best home 
San we ever give is 50,15,and 10 percent. This, however, is only on large 
orders.’ 

“Another of our large silver-plate manufacturers, who does a very large ex- 
port business, says: 

„Our export discount is 50, 10, and 5 per cent, Our home discount is 50 per 
cent. We sometimes allow an extra 5 per cent., but only with a few firms.’ 

“A slate-manufacturing concern, doing a very large business, says: 

“Of course we have special export discounts, (See Export Discounts” 
stamped on outside of our catalogue.) 

“ The catalogue shows these export discounts’ to be from 33} to 50 per cent. 
and on large lots 5 per cent. more. 

N Mae of the largest cutlery companies in the country,doing a good export 
usiness, says: 

“t We. of course, make a considerable difference in the discounts on export 
trade. We object, however, to giving you our home discounts, as they fluctuate.’ 

“The export discounts in this case are 4 per cent. greater than those to the 
home trade, and the firm writes: ‘Prices are for export only.“ 

“A large fancy hardware house writes: 

“ ‘Certainly we make a difference on rt trade. Our discounts, however, 
finctuate so much that we will have to make a list out for you.’ 

“A very important hardware house answers: 

Lowest price at which wo gett poode; class A or net, we allow for export a 
discount of li per cent.; upon all goods we allow 33} per cent. for export 
and 25 per cent. to large home dealers,’ 

“One of the largest exporting manufacturers of paints and varnishes makes 
the following very important statement. We weary say that the heads of this 
concern are, or were at the time of the last Presi pani election, very strong 
Republicans and protectionists. Their politiezi and politico-economjeal views 
appear to have been very greatly mgdiaed by the practical working of the 
ey ih pasa policy now in force and by the threatened increase in the 


ff: 

Mio used to axe a discount for export higher than for the home trade, but 
the trusts havé completely destroyed the export trade in paints and varnishes, 
To give an idea of the injury trusts have done us you will readilysee. Linseed 
oil to-day ia selling in England at 34 cents per gallon; we are paying 62 cents 
per gallon to the trust. This is a difference of 80 per cent.in favor of the En- 
glish manufacturer, White lead is selling in England at 4 cents per pound; we 
are paying 6) net, making a difference of 60 percent. against us. We can not 
buy ouroilin England, as there isa tariff of cents per gallon on oil; thus, 
with freight, insurance, and other charges, it brings the price of oil the slight- 
est fraction over the price ch by the trust, They are now talking of rais- 
ete tariff on linseed-oil, This will enable the trust to again raise their price 


on it. 

As an illustration of the injury this trade is receiving, we can assure you that 
if the MeKinley bill were to pass, and could be guarantied to us for ten years, 
we could make thousands of dollars each year by removing our plant to Eng- 
land, manufacturing there and importing the goods; 8 at the present time 
there are many articles that we can bay, payipx all charges of importation, and 
put into our show-rooms at less money we can manufacture. This is par- 
ticularly true in the case of chrome yellow and other preparations in which 
white lead and linseed-oil are ingredients. Before the formation of the lead 
and linseed-oil trusts we were exporting these goods.“ 

“A manufacturer's agent, exporting agricultural tools, handles, ete., says: 

The difference between home and export discounts in this line ranges from 
7) to 15 per cent.’ 

“A watch manufacturing company says: 

“* The difference between home and export price is about 15 per cent,’ 

This company threatened to withdraw their advertisement from the Engin- 


ecring and Mining Journal because we quote their export discount in papers 
that ee in the United States. A tool company which makes picks, ham- 
mers, — i 


* 
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“Refuse absolutely to give the Engineering and Mining Journal an advertise- 
ment as long as it continues to publish their export discounts,’ 

Tue agent for a blower-manufacturer says they 

Give a discount on all of their goods of 10 and 5 per cent, for export, whereas 
they only give 10 per cent. for home trade.’ 

“A company manufacturing water motors, hammers, etc,, makes the following 


nts: 

On water motors, allow 40 per cent, for export, 30 per cent. for home trade; 
on hammers, 40 per cent. for export and 20 per cent. for home trade; slaters“ 
tools, they give 30 and 35 per cent. for export, only 20 per cent. for home trade.’ 

“A manufacturer of packing writes us; 

ue very bottom home 2 7 on packing is 40 cents net per pound and the 
best for export 38 cents, the list in both cases being 75 cents per pound,’ " 

These examples could be multiplied indefinitely and are merely cited in con- 
firmation of what “every one knows:" that our manufacturers sell goods “for 
— cheaper than to the home trade. The fact is indisputable, 

Vill it be surprising if the people of this country, who are imposed upon by 
-protected trusts and who are taxed so aang through the opera- 

ns of a war tariff, some day arise and sweep the whole protective policy 

way without considering the incalculable injury that this sudden change of 
conditions will bring upon many important industries? y } 

The Republican editor or speaker who attempts to further monkey with this 

nor who tries to delude the Republican voter with misrepresentations 

this particular subject may wish he had never been born. As the Journal 

the facts published in the World haye never been questioned or contro- 

Fericd, and never will be questioned or controverted by the protected manu- 

urers, although they may be denied by the apologista whom they hire to 
misrepresent the facts and delude the publio, 

Since the article of May 14 was prepared Mr. Lindquist has succeeded in ob- 
28 South America copies of the Export Price List sent to foreign coun- 

es with each copy of the American Mail and Export Journal, not a copy of 
which is permitted to remain in this country or to be seen by any American, 
and the second chapter of this exposure will be more crushing than e 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to make this matter as clear 
to other Senators as it is to me. The salient point in that statement 
of the editor of the Engineering and Mining Journal is that there is a 
difference between the discount allowed to ſoreigu trade and the dis- 
count to the consumers in the United States, even to the middlemen; 
that they sell to the foreigners cheaper than they do to our own peo- 

e; that they conceal this fact; and that some of these manufacturers 

ve withdrawn their advertisements from that paper because these 
facts have been made public. 

But it has beensaid here that this was all a mistake; that there was 
no difference between discounts to foreign and domestic consumers of 
these articles. The Senator from Michigan said the other day that 
South America bought these articles at the very same prices at which 

are sold to American consumers. A gentleman in New York who 
saw that statement sent mea copy of the Engineering and Mining 
Journal of June 7, 1890, and I want to call the attention of Senators 
who are disposed to see the truth about this whole matter to this ad- 
Vertisement. Here is an advertisement, accompanied by a photographie 
picture, reading in this way: 

Gaskets. Corrugated copper. Price,2 cents persquare inch, less 30 per cent, 
discount for home trade. 

Now mark this: 

Less 60 per cent discount for export trade. 


I should like to see how Senators can get around that, 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the name of the party? 

Mr. VEST. The name ot the party is not given, and it is given in 
hardly any of these cases, because, as the Engineering and Mining 
Journal states, these arrangements are made with the manufacturer to 
sell to foreigners at the prices they furnish to him, and, as a matter of 
course, he is not putting in this advertisement here for amusement, as 
he says, and he will go into a court of justice and swear toit. He 
makes arrangements with the agents of the manufacturers, the terms 
are fixed, and then he advertises that any foreigner can, through the 
Engineering and Mining Journal, obtain the articles. at the prices 
named, : 

Now, Mr. President, I will undertake with the Senator from Rhode 
Island to make myself personally responsible that if he and I write to 
the editor of this paper, that editor will give the Senator the name of 
this man rer; and I will undertake, under any sort of bond, for 
any reasonable amount that I can give, to establish before any court 
of justice that this advertisement is authorized, and that I can buy as 

‘oreigner at 60 per tent discount, and that the Senator from Rhode 

d will, as an American citizen, get no more than 30 per cent. dis- 
count. 

Now, so far as human testimony is capable of going, I think that 
settles the question. From the advertisement itself and from the ad- 
vertisements of 156 manufacturers that I have exhibited here—and I 
have the papers to show it—these discounts range from 10 per cent. 
up to 70 per cént. of difference between what the American can buy 
the articles for and what the foreigner can buy them for. 

One minute more, and I shall be done with this subject, unless other 
proof is necessary, and if itis I will try to furnishit. I understand that 
dye are now attempting, through the State Department and by legisla- 
tion on the part of Congress, to extend our commercial transactions 
abroad, to open up foreign countries to American products, and espe- 
cially our agricultural pen Sir, lam an American. There is not 
a drop of blood in my body nor has there been a drop of blood in any 
of my people for two hundred years, so far as I know, that is not 
American. I have not one single element of sympathy with any for- 
eign interest whatever. I believe in honest and just legislation, I 
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question nobody’s patriotism and allow nobody to question mine. I 
am here legislating for all of the citizens of this country. I only ask 
for my constituents exactly the same privileges and the same advantages 
in the race of life that are accorded to the people of any other State, to 
all individuals and all nations alike, 

But what is the result of our legislation? I know that in what I 
say I am provoking that sort of vitriolic and Columbian eloquence that 
is so common and cheap here, about British interests and foreign in- 
terests as against American. Mr, President, we are doing one thing or 
the other. We are either extending our commercial intercourse and 
opening more foreign markets or we are going in the other direction. 
How are weimpressing toreign nations by the course we are pursuing, 
putting up these enormous duties, and enabling manufacturers to make 
these enormous profits, and, as I honestly believe, every day making 
it more difficult to acquire new markets for the agricultural producta 
of the United States? How are weimpressing foreigners by the course 
we are pursuing now in increasiag duties in the present bill? They 
are men, like ourselves, actuated by similar motives, governed by self- 
interest, looking out for their own people. 

I have before me an extract from the Breeders’ Gazette, published 
in the interest of the cattle-raisers of the United States, the editor of 
which paper is utterly opposed to me in politics, one of the most rabid 
protectionists I know of. This paper is published in Chicago. When 
I was lately making a plea for the beef interests of this country, Iam 
glad to say that this man stood by me without regard to politics, I 
think he is an absolutely honest man; he is an honest protectionist. I 
do not agree with him about that, but he wanted to protect the cattle- 


raisers of the West, as I did. Here is a very significant article from” 


that paper: 

A general press cable of last week brought the information that a committee 
from the Chamber of Deputies, 3 the departments of Finistére, Cotes 
du Nord, and Loire, called upon Roche, the French minister of commerce, 
to urge that the prohibition of the importation of American lard be maintained, 
To this deputation the minister made reply that the passage of the McKinley 
tariff bill by the House had changed the commercial position of France toward 
America, so that the question of the importation of American lard had become 
secondary as compared with the entire commerce between the two nations, 
Under the circumstances, Minister Roche declared, France was not prepared to 
meet with any concessions at all America’s avowal of an economic war, as 
voiced by the adoption of the tariff bill, so that there need be no fear of, an im- 
mediate change of the attitude of the Government toward the importation of 
this product of the American hog, A word dropped by M. Roche would seem 
to indicate that further negotiations between the two countries might resultin 
a. modification of the present prohibitory order in some way, but report of 
that part of his reply is too indefinite to rest any assurance upon. 4 

It is ovident that the tariff legislation, as enacted by the House of Represent- 
atives, would be made the bulwark behind which France could intrench her- 
self for defense inst the vigorous movement now on foot for raising the un- 
just sabano which she has p on our pork products. Well, if it were not 
this it would doubtless be something else as an excuse; at least such frank 
avowals of retaliation as this from the French minister of commerce tend to 
bring out in strong relief the dishonesty of the claim that our products are 
scheduled on account of theirunwholesomeness, It will be much when 
all nations which now discriminate against American meats shall honestly pro- 
claim that such action is based either on a desire for retaliation or pro on to 
home producers. America sets an ery ry which they may well follow in this 
regard, Whatever may be thought of the policy of exclusion of imports by 
tariff duties it is distinctly stated that it is purely for purposes of protection to 
Americar industries, and no assassin-like attacks are made on the wholesome- 
ness of the products which our foreign neighbors seek to dispose of in our 
markets. If the American policy is exclusive it is also frank and hon and 
ee and honesty are virtues which may well be emulated by our friends 
across the sea, 


Mr, President, it may be that it is a pretext on the part of the French 
Government that the products of the American hog are unwholesome; 
but I read this to show that France is not disposed on account of our 
tariff legislation to go into legislation favoring this country as to com- 
mercial intercourse. We must show them, beyond the possibility of 
suspicion, that every hog and every pound of lard and bacon we send 
from this country shall be absolutely free from disease and impurity, 
and yet it would not facilitate commercial intercourse so long as we 
make this commercial war upon the rest of the world. 

We are in exactly the same condition with regard to Great Britain. 
It may be a pretense upon the partof the British authorities, but they 
declare that the beef from America is unsound, and they go out of their 
way to find proof of the existence of cases of pleuro-pneumonia in the 
United States, in order to enforce their quarantine regulations. Now, if 
we were to relax theseiron rules, which we are each day making more 
exclusive, instead ot finding this unfriendly spirit on the part of France 
and England, we might find somethingelse. In this connection I have 
herea very significant extract irom the Stockbreeders’ Gazette, of June 
25, 1890, in regard to the proceedings of the British Parliament lately, 
in which— 

Itis stated that a joint resolution calling upon the President tor the full text of 
recent correspondence between the Departmentof State and the English Gov- 
ernment in relation to the British restrictions upon American live cattle will 
be brought before Congress at an early day. American stockmen know, of 
course, What the nature of the London replies have been, but would be much 
interested in hearing Secretary Blaine's presentation of the case. In this con- 
nection the following cablegram, bearing date London, June 20, will be of in- 
t t: - m 

vin the House of Commons this evening Howard Vincent asked if the Goy- 
ernment would require America to modify the duties upon British products be- 
fore modifying the rules governing the importation of cattle into Great Britain. 


Sir James Ferguson explained that the restrictions upon cattle imports into 
Great Britain were solely on sanitary considerations, without to 


ry a 
the fiscal systems ofother nations, Mr. Vincenttherevpon laid upon the Houses 
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table notice of a motion that as the American tariffs will inflict great injury 

pee the trade of Sheffield and upon British traders and artisans generally the 

House consider whether a free market ought to be longer given to the compet- 

ing products of a foreign State which puts a prohibitory tariff on British goods, 

[Conservative cheers.) 

It will be seen from this that the government evaded Mr. Vincent’s question 
entirely; but the mere fact that such an inquiry has been made indicates that 
ulti ly it may be necessary for Mr. Blaine to extend his late Pan-American 
reciprocity arguments to the English trade. 

Now, Mr. President, in direct antithesis to these statements is the 
late jubilant utterance of the author of this bill, Mr, MCKINLEY, when 
he received a renomination for Congress and when he pointed to the 
tone of the British press in regard to the McKinley bill, as it is termed, 
as the best proof that that bill ought tobe enacted. When he said that 
because it did not please Englishmen it ought to please Americans, 
Mr. McKINLEY, in my judgment, uttered the most narrow-minded and 
bigoted partisan statement that could possibly be conceived by mortal 
man. I have no respect for the statesmanship that would shut us out 
from commercial intercourse with the rest of the world. I believe in 
people protecting their own interests, but I do not believe in this Chi- 
nese policy that would shut us, and especially the farmers of the United 
States, away from the markets of the world. 

Mr. Blaine talks about reciprocity now with South America, when 
he, as an intelligent man, must know that the South American repub- 
lies are to-day and each day becoming our great rivals in agricultural 
exports. He knows that three-fourths of the exports of this country 
are agricultural and that an immense majority of them go to Great 
Britain. And yet we are told by the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], in explaining the policy of the present Administration, that 
we can have reciprocity with South America, but we can not have it 
with Great Britain because Great Britain is our great rival as to manu- 
factured products. 

Where shall we sell our wheat and corn and barley except in Great 
Britain? England is to-day a great factory. Her agricultural interest 
is comparatively nothing. She must have our wheat, our corn, our 
beans, and our potatoes. We can not sell them in Sonth America, be- 
cause the Argentine Republic, as I know from detailed examination 
made by myself in the course of my duties upon the committee with 
regard to the beef interests of the United States, is day by day becom- 
ing our great rival, both as to cattle and agricultural products, cereals 
and others. So far from our finding a market in South America, we 
shall find rivals there. And yet we stand dagger in hand and assail 
everything that comes from Great Britain, and every man who protests 
against this policy is marked down, of course, as being in the British 
interest and to those of the American people! But no such 
contemptible conduct shall deter me from doing my duty here as I 
see it. 

I stand here as representing an agricultural State, and demand of the 
American Congress that it shall so legislate as to treat our people hon- 
estly and justly. In their behalf I protest against this system that 
shuts them out from the markets of the world in order to enable the 
manufacturers of the United States to charge us from one-third to twice 
as much for their manufactures as they do to foreigners. , 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me one mo- 
ment to say a word in reply to the Senator from Missouri? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The issue raised by the Senator from Missouri is 
entirely aside from any question fairly involved in the bill under con- 
sideration, The made by thatSenator is that certain exporters 
or manufacturers of machinery sell their products for consumption in 
the United States at a higher price than when sold for exportation. 

Now the substantial accuracy of that statement can only be ascer- 
tained by a careful examination as to the relative quality of the articles 
sold in each case and of the circumstances under which sales were 
made. So far as I am concerned, the statement, whether true or not, 
would not influence my action or vote upon any item of this bill. 

To sustain the charge anonymous statements are read, sometimes in 
the form of interviews, sometimes in the form of printed advertise- 
ments, and sometimes in other forms. Whenever any name has been 
mentioned in this connection, in every single instance it has brought 

a prompt and emphatic denial. 

- Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will pardon me, I challenge—I use 
the word in a friendly sense, not offensively—a denial of the facts 
stated by me the other day in regard to the Northampton Cutlery Com- 

y, that it was selling its goods cheaperabroad than at home. There 

been no denial. L said then that if it was denied I would be pre- 
pared to substantiate it by evidence which Senators on the other side 
would not dispute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in what I was saying I had special 
reference to the statements made by the Senator from Missouri; I had 
not in mind at that time the statement in rd to the Northampton 
Cutlery Company, I have not heard from that company. But I re- 
peat that in every case brought to the attention of the parties interested 
a denial has been entered. 

One of the names used by the Senator from Missouri was some firm 


by the name of Allen & Co., in New York, who deny the published 
charge in regard to their selling-prices. This is also true ol the Ann 
Arbor Agricultural Company, from whom the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] received a telegram a day or two ago, which, in 
his opinion and I think in the opinion of every Senator who heard the 
statement, furnished a singularly definite and clear denial of the state- 
ments made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Now, as bearing upon the question of the prices obtained for exported 
plows, I ask that a letter may be read, furnished me by Mr. EYANS, of 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Chattanooga Plow Company, manufacturers chilled plows, plow re 


mills, evaporators, and furnaces. Newell Saunders, president; O. 
secretary and treasurer, } 


rs, cane- 
. Mitchell, 


CHATTANOOGA, TENN., August 23, 1800. 

Dear Sim: Your inquiry of the 2ist received. Our foreign trade is with Mex- 
ico. Prices on implementsin the United States are governed by cost and com- 
petition between manufacturers. Foreign prices are our home prices plus the 
diference in freight and cost of conducting business, Our net prices on plows, 
cane-milis, and evens ening we make, free on board cars at our factory, are pre- 
cisely the same to home and foreign customers. But the prices to farmers 
abroad are always higher than to farmers in the United States. 

Chattanooga cane-mills which we sell here for $24, $36, and $48, cost delivered 
in city of Mexico $72, $98, and $145 and are retailed there at $100, $150, and $200. 

Chattanooga plows, on which the proportion of freight to cost is not so great, 
we price retail as foliows: 


Number— 


After deducting the discount on Mexican money, this leaves the Mexican 
farmers paying an average of 75 per cent. more for their implements than our 
home farmers pay. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


NEWELL SAUNDERS, 
President Chattanooga Plow Company. 
Hon, H. Cray Evans, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. VEST. Who has ever said anything about the Chattanooga 
Plow Company? I never heard of it and never mentioned the name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is the trouble about this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator does not mention names, and we have to bring 
such evidence as we can from people who are engaged in the business. 
If the Senator will not furnish names we have to do the best we can, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have made a proposition to the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, which I will repeat: I will putup any amount 
he says, to be forfeited it I do not show that every advertisement in 
these papers is genuine and authorized. 

Mr, ALDRICH. What is to prevent the Senator from Missouri from 
giving the names of the parties and publishing them to the world ? 

Mr. VEST. Because I have not their names, but these parties state 
that they are authorized to name them. I will undertake to do more 
than that, Mr. President. I will undertake to buy through the Engi- 
neering and Mining Journal, or through the New York World, which 
does the same sort of business, for any foreigner, at the prices named in 
these advertisements, the articles named. I will put up this penalty, 
and pay it if the Senator from Rhode Island can buy them for Ameri- 
can consumers at the same prices. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is aside from the question, Mr. President. 
That is not the point at all. If che persons making these charges are 
responsible, if what they say is correct, there is certainly no reason why 
they should not tell us in broad daylight who these people are that are 
doing this terrible thing, in order that we may verity their statements. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, the editor of the Engineering and 
Mining Journal in his letter which has been read, and which, of course, 
the Senator from Rhode Island did not hear, goes on to state that one 
of the conditions under which he is made the’agent or authorized to 
sell these goods is that he shall not make public the names of the par- 
ties, and he says that some of them have withdrawn their advertise- 
ments because he made public their names, They did not want the 
American farmers to know that they are being robbed. Why do not 
the Ann Arbor people appear here if the statement made with refer- 
ence to them is untrue? ` 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from New York? - 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, originally when this discussion com- 
menced, as I recollect, it was asserted, or argued at least, that the dif- 
ference between the domestic or American price and the foreign price 
was the discount mentioned in these advertisements. Does the Sen- 
ator still hold to that opinion ? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course; the foreign price is that much 
Jess than the American price, 

Mr. HISCOCK. A difference of 45 or 50 per cent. 


+e: 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9257 


Mr. VEST. These various discounts I have named. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then you claim that the differences between the 
prices at which these goods go to the American jobber or wholesale 
dealer and to the foreign dealer are the discounts which are mentioned 
in these advertisements ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; substantially. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You will notice that the letters 

Mr. VEST. Isay here, and I can prove it anywhere 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; itisnota matter of assertion or bluffing about 
it one way or the other. 

Mr. VEST, Nobody is bluffing. I say I can prove it; that is all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well, I understand you to say that. Now, 
what I want to get at is precisely what you claim. The letter read 
here this morning indicates that these dealers are accustomed to make 
a difference of 4, 5, or 10 cents; I think the highest you gave was 14 
cents. 

Mr. VEST. Much higher than that. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not remember, You say they gave higher 
than that? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I heard or noticed, I think, was fourteen. I 
mean in these interviews. I am not talking in reference to your ad- 
vertisements, but with reference to the interviews which you read, and 
which had been inclosed to youin a letter. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know the exact figures stated in those inter- 
views. If the Senator from New York will permit me, I will state 
what I said, if he will not put any words in my mouth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not trying to put any words in your month; 
Jam merely getting at the contention. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I want. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Mr. President, I can understand very well how an 
American manufacturer, for the purpose of extending his market and 
sending his products abroad, for the purpose of introducing them to 
another market, might make a discount of from 5 to 10 or, perhaps, 
even 15 per cent.; but I can not understand how he can make a dis- 
count of from 25 to 55, or 60 or 624 per cent., and I want to know pre- 
cisely what the contention is. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my contention is simply that American 
citizens can not buy as cheaply from these manufacturers as a foreigner 
can buy, and that the difference in price is the difference in discounts 
named in these advertisements. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely what I wanted to know. 

Mr. VEST. And we are asked now to believe—or else the Senator 
from Rhode Island has said nothing at all—that these advertisements 
are anonymous and irresponsible, are putin these papers simply for 
amusement, and that they are not authorized; and we are asked to be- 
lieve this in absolute contradiction of the statements of the editor of the 
Engineering and Mining Journal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do not understand that the editor 
any where asserts that the difference between the American price to the 
same class of purchasers and the foreign price is the discount mentioned 
in these advertisements. 

Mr. VEST. That is exactly what it does say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the statement to be that it may be 
the difference between the listed price to the retailer, what is called 
the retail price—that it is a discount off from that price; but I do not 
understand that the statement is anywhere made that that is a differ- 
ence made to the same class of purchasers. 

Mr. VEST. There is nothing said about wholesale or retail in these 
advertisements; and the Engineering and Mining Journal says a man 
can buy one plow or can buy five hundred at this price, if he is a for- 
eigner. There is no distinction between retail and wholesale. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr,-President, I would like to ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri how this trans- 
action which he describes differs from the transaction which has been 
over and over again avowed by high English authorities 2s the method 
of England in getting possession of foreign markets ? 

I remember once reading and quoting Lord Brongham's description 
of the method by which English capital got possession of foreign mar- 
kets—by putting their e products into the foreign markets at 
very low prices in order to bring down the prices of the foreign manu- 
facturers, Irememberalso another very high English authority, whom 
I once quoted at a meeting of Boston merchants, describing that exact 
process by which England was enabled to bring down prices, with special 
reference to American markets. They began by taking their surpius 
and putting it there, at a low price, so that no American could com- 
pete with it in the American market. Now, how does this happen to 


differ from that process? The object of a tariff is to protect against 
that method. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, whenever any English merchant or man- 
ufacturer asks Great Britain to give him a protective duty and then 
charges the foreigner less than he does his own people, he is guilty of 
the very same crime, for it is nothing else. He is robbing the people 
of his own country in order to extend his own trade. I do not under- 
stand that the English manufacturers or merchants are doing that. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, is that quiteclear? Here is a man es- 
tablished in business, and he is supplying the markets of his own coun- 
try with anumber of things. He wants to get possession of the mar- 
kets of another country where there are some manufactures of the same 
kind. He will take his surplus and put it there perhaps at a much 
less price than he can furnish it in his own country; or he has a sur- 
plus which, without his consent, he has left on his hands, and hetakes 
that and dumps it abroad for whatever he can get, putting it in at 
cost, near cost, or below cost, as the case may be. 

Now, I can not understand, myself, with great respect to the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, how that is a crime, and I can not under- 
stand how it is any more or less a crime, whether it is in a protected 
or in a free-trade country. It does not hurt the domestic consumer at 
all, and in the end, if the manufacturer succeeds in getting hold of the - 
foreign market, it enlarges his business, in the end the domestic price 
comes down by reason of the smaller relative cost at which great trans- 
actions are managed than small transactions. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 


to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Massachusetts will delay until I 
answer his colleague I should be glad, although I would justas lief 
answer the whole State at once. 

I simply want to say to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
that if these manufacturers will dump their surplus money on the 
farmers of the West they can do what they please with the remainder 
of the market. But what I object to is that theyand the middlemen 
should charge my constituents $18 for a plow that they sell in South 
America for $9. It is no excuse to tell me that they are trying to 
a foreign market. I say they ought to sell for a reasonable profit 
to their American fellow-citizens, and especially when agricultureisin 
a depressed condition in the United States, as it is now, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri another 
question. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that precisely the same crime that was com- 
mitted by the vineyard-owner who employed those who came to work - 
at the eleventh hour and paid them at the same rate as he paid those 
who came at the third and sixth hour? — 

Mr. VEST. I do not care about going into a scriptural analysis of 
this question just at this moment, though I am ready to do that with 
the Massachusetts gentleman whenever the proper time comes, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. I have already yielded the floor to the Sen- 


ator from Texas twice. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, yesterday I offered an amendment 
to the pending tariff bill and requested thatit be printed. I now find 
that it requires to be changed, and I therefore desire to introduce an- 
other amendment and ask that it be printed. š 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks that 
the amendment he now submits be printed as a substitute for a pre- 
vious amendment offered by him. It will be printed, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. VEST. I now yield to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] to ask a question. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have always understood that one of 
the purposes of a protective tariff was to protect the American producer 
against this very precise thing of a foreign producer waiting his oppor- 
tunity to get our market below cost, and thereby either breaking down 
or stopping the American production. That is one of the purposes, as 
I nnderstand, of a protective tariff. When he undertakes to do that 
he is obliged to pay the duty himself and the tax, of which we have 
heard something here and with reference to which our friends on the 
other side omit to describe what they mean, whether a tax upon the 
producer or upon the consumer. 

Now, the testimony which I have produced was this: During the 
pendency of the Mills bill one of the largest woolen-clothing manu- 
facturers, if not the very largest, of this country, a man whose word 
would be taken anywhere and everywhere by everybody who knows 
him, told me that but a few weeks before in the city of New York 
he was presented with an invoice by an importer of woolen goods at 
such a low price as, from his personal knowledge of what it cost to 
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Mr. ALDRICH. He does not furnish a name. 

Mr. VEST. He states facts here on his own responsibility. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has no responsibility, because he is not a party 
implicated. Now, I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he should 
stopreiterating these statements two or three times a day or else he 
should furnish the names of the parties. 

Mr. VEST. I do not expect to satisfy the Senator from Rhode Island 
even if I should produce here one from the dead. I have not theslight- 
est idea I could do so. I am talking now to people who are disinter- 
ested about this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator had more facts he would have more 
foundation for his argument, 

Mr. VEST. I have them. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yon do not furnish them to the Senate if you have. 

Mr. VEST. No; I did not furnish them to the Senator. Nothing 
would satisfy him. 

33 GIBSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to paragraph 
246. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana offers an 
amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out paragraph 246, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 


Rice, cleaned, 2 cents per pound; rice, uncleaned, 1} cents 1 . A 
1 cent per pound; rice-flour, rice- meal, and broken rice which w = ge ugh 
a sieve known commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-half of I cent per pound. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in of the bill has stated to the Senate 
that the amendment I offer will be acceptable to the Finance Commit- 
tee. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], however, says he is dis- 
pores to accept any amendment that is designed to protect this in- 

ustry. 

I will say, Mr. President, that if I had my own way in the matter 
I should prefer that the existing law should stand. ‘The tariff rate on 
rice in 1864 was 2} cents per pound; it was reduced in compliance 
with the views and recommendations of the Tariff Commission in 1883 
to 2} cents a pound; and it now stands at 2} cents per pound. I should 
prefer, as I stated at the outset, that the existing law should remain 
in force, and as I know that it will be utterly impossible to get any 
amendment through the Senate which is not accepted by the Finance 
Committee of this body, I must content myself, therefore, with the 
amendment which I now have the honor to offer, placing the duty at 
2 cents per pound. 

We all know the Finance Committee represented by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] controls absolutely the rates on every 
schedule, Ihave had great difficulty in inducing that committee to 
accept the amendment I offered. Its acceptance relieves me from the ne- 
cessity of detaining the Senate by any protracted discussion of the rela- 
tion of this industry to the revenues of the country; but I think it 
would not be uninteresting if I were to give a brief history of this in- 
dustry, if I were to state what its present condition is in respect of pro- 
duction, importation, rtation, and consumption. 

In the early history of the country, as we find it established in the 
provinces of Carolina and Georgia, Doctor McCulloh tells us in his Dic- 
tionary of Commerce and Navigation that there were produced as early 
as 1720 about 9,000,000 pounds of rice in this country and that there 
were exported in 1772 from the colonies about 60,000,000 pounds. 


The following table shows the export of rice from the United States, begin- 
ning with 1791 and continued by decades to 1830, inclusive: 


produce abroad, as well as at home, astonished him, and he, at con- 
siderable pains, with the help of associates, bought the entire invoice, 
and when he gave his check for it he asked the importer how it was 
that he was able to manufacture abroad the goods named in that in- 
voice at that cost, and the importer told him that he did not manu- 
facture at that cost, but that it cost him a t deal more; and then, 
in reply to the question, Why do you sell it below cost?“ the answer 
was: For two reasons. I have supplied my home market; I have 
this on hand over and above the demand ; it is better for me to sell it 
much below what it cost us than it is to keep it; and for the further 
reason that every yard of it which is put into your market takes the 
pene ol a yard manufactured by your people, and the more I can put 

your market the more I get possession of it at the expense of your 
own manufacturers.“ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have heard all that before; I have 
heard it from the Senator. He says it now about as well as he did be- 
fore. It is the same interview and the same thing, asurplus stock that 
was run into this market and was sold off under an emergency.. That 
does not affect the question at issue here. 

You may go into any of the largo mercantile establishments, even 
` that of my respectable friend, Mr. John Wanamaker, of Philadelphia, 

the Postmaster-General, and you will find what they call a bargain- 
counter. You will find the same thing at the Palais Royal here in 
Washington and at other large establishments. Itis the counter where 
there are the odds and ends of nopus stock and things that have gone 
out of tashion, and they are put off at greatly reduced prices, often less 
than they cost to manufacture. But what would you think of one of 
these gentlemen who would put up those articles for sale at one counter 
to foreigners at 5 cents and at another counter for sale to Americans 
at 10 cents? How long ought such a condition as that to last and 
how long would it last? 

Tiere is what they are doing, however. You go to the Ann Arbor 
manufacturing establishment and ask for a plow and they will tell you 
that the price is $18 at retail. You go to the retailer to whom they 
have sold and he will tell you the price is $18, and show you the ad- 
vertisement. And yet they admit thatthey sell the same plow abroad, 
or at any rate delivered free on board at New York, for $9. That is 
what we complain of. If they would put their surplus stock on the 
American market first orif they would even sell cultural tools to 
the Americans at the same price, I would not be here attacking the 
system. But they will not sell to American citizens at the same price 
as to foreigners, It has been tried over and over again. As soon asa 
man is branded as an American he must pay double price. They say 
they do not take it from you directly, but that they sell it tothe mid- 
dleman and he takes it under the cover of the advertisement. Is there 
any analogy between that and the case stated by the Senator from 
` Massachusetts who last spoke? 

Here is a 5, of manufactures that has existed for many years, 
not a surplus s of old-fashioned articles, but for patented agricult- 
ural implements, and I bring here a pho ph of the articles, with 
the patent mark upon them, showing that they are new and necessary 
agricultural implements sold in America. 

I read here the other day from the testimony of Mr. Emerson, a 
manufacturer of saws in Pittsburgh, Pa., who says he makes a busi- 
ness from year to year of paying 15 per cent. duty to get into the Cana- 
dian market, and then sells his large saws 15 per cent. less to the Cana, 
dian than he does to the American, and makes money by it. I can 
read the testimony again if desired. It is found in the volume of tes- 
timony taken by the Committee on Ways and Means of the House in 
1888. 


Here is the firm of Disston & Sons, of Philadelphia, that to-day have 
a systematic and regular trade in saws allover the world. They con- 
trol the English market, and they sell their saws there to the English- 
men cheaper than to Americans. Why? Because they have bought 
up all the saw establishments in the United States and now control the 
American market and can fix the price to suit themselves. 

Just as soon as they go into an open and unprotected market they 
are bound to sell cheaper to the foreigner than the American. What 
did Mr. Farquhar, of York, Pa., say? What is protection for? It is 
a condition within which they can operate to suit themselves upon 


Beginning with 1540, the statistics, until then wanting in positive data as 
333 become more instructive as they become more complete, The fol- 
ee = exhibits the production, export, and home consumption in the dec- 

es stated: 


everything inside, but when they get outside they have to fight in the Year. 
unprotected markets of the world for their trade. "zs 
r. GIBSON. Mr. President 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me a 1840 . . .es ee SPEEA 8 
moment? 1880 245,818,057 | 68,000,000 | 147, 313,097 


Mr. GIBSON, I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri understands as well as 
I that the method which he proposes for the investigation of this sub- 
ject is entirely impracticable. Neither he nor I can spend our time to 
the extent of four or five days, perhaps, going to New York to investi- 
gate the matter, and he also knows as well as I that the testimony 
which he submits here would not be seriously considered in any court 
of justice in christendom for a moment. He depends entirely, as I 
said before, upon 3 statements or newspaper interviews. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Rhode Island want the editor of 
the Engineering and Mining Journal 


18650. sse , 187, 167,082 | 78, 373,000 | 111,794, 082 
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The prices of rice in the New York market, per pound, were as follows in the 
. and July of this period: 


In the next epoch of the history of this industry, that is during the 
civil war, it absolutely disappeared; there was little or none produced 
in 1865, about 12,000,000 pounds only, but after the war it was im- 
mediately revived, and in 1869 the domestic production was 53,000,000 
pounds; exports of domestic rice, 2,000,000 pounds; domestic rice 
one 53,937,000 pounds; foreign rice imported, 53,065,194 
poun: : 

This ratio between production and importation continued until 1887, 
when the importation exceeded the home production. I hold in my 
hands a table showing the domestic production and domestic rice ex- 
ported, domestic rice consumed, foreign rice imported, foreign rice ex- 
ported, foreign rice consumed, and the total consumption, which I will 
embody in my remarks. 


` Table showing domestic production, importation, exportation, and consumption of rice. 


i Years. 


| 
(Domestic rice Domestic rice Foreign rice | Foreign rice | Foreign rice 
rted, | consumed. 


exported. consumed, expo 


| 
| imported. 
| 


25 
BE 


SRE 
s 


— 
AN 


888 
ga 


a 
2 
P 


SRE 


3 11 55 
RR 


10 


Pounds, Pounds. Pounds, Pounds. Pounds, 

639, 080 10,953,520 | 60, 407, 756 7,998,996 | 52, 408,760 63, 362, 280 
2.212, 901 9, 993, 819 75, 514, 064 8, 656, 060 66, 858, 004 76, 851, 823 
1,334, 007 208,533 | 44,782, 223 4, 676, 082 40,106,141 | 53,314,734 
3, 074, 048 23, 716, 157 59. 140, 707 11, 908, 953 47, 231, 754 70, 947, 911 
2,232,833 | 51,704,167 | 53.005, 194 8, 808, 64 44,196,530 | 95,900, 697 
2, 133,014 45, 214, 986 43,123,939 | 15,212,833 | 27,911,106] 73,126,003 

445, 842 30. 150, 148 64, 655, 820 10, 212, 920 54, 442, 900 93, 623, 048 

403, 835 230, 565 7A, 642, 631 12, 251, 959 62, 390, 672 | 114, 621, 237 ` 

276, 637 2. 623, 7 83. 755, 225 20, 202, 774 63,552,451 | 126,176,194 

558, 922 67, 652, 478 73,257,716 | 25,840,877 | 47,416,839 | 115,099,317 

277, 357 72, 083, 59,414, 744 12,352,330 | 47,062,414} 119, 145, 857 

439, 991 80, 951, 809 71, 561, 852 16, 610, G14 54, 951, 233 |- 135, 903, 017 
1, 306, 982 75, 933, 418 64,013, 064 14, 483, 645 49,529,419 | 125, 462, 887 

631, 105 84, 108,095 47, 489, 878 9, 656, 593 37, 833,285 | 121,941,380 

178,5384 | 86,818, 57, 364, 848 8,793, 395 48,571,453 | 135, 389,719 

150,451 | 117,615,549 68,739, 409 10, 819, 867 57,919,542 | 175,535, 691 

143,289 | 95,069, 511 79, 412, S41 6, 855,056 | 72,557,785 | 167,727,296 

186,140 | 106,984, 96, 673, 080 2,312,068 | $4,361,012 | 201, 345,997 

163,519 | 106,923,111 | 106, 630,523 10,146, 154 | 96,484,369 | 203, 407, 480 

168,827 | 107,959,833 | 81,077. 410 8,630,960 | 72,446,550 | 180, 406, 383 

256.311 | 150,848,609 | 97,562,353 *6,591, 090 91,391,263 | 242, 239, 872 

644, 334 053,476 | 93,950,357 4. 858, 769 89,111,590 | 244,175,060 

398,535 | 139,100,463 | 152,361,205 3,398,122 | 147,963,068 | 287,063,545 

457, 206 808, 186, 243, 406 8,303,904 | 177,940,531 | 314,768, 835 


Nore.—Both 1887-83 and 1888 89 were years of great floods; hence the decrease in the domestic production. 


The domestic production during the last year amounted to 137,285, - 
600 pounds and the foreign rice imported amounted to 186,243,406 
pounds. It will be observed that the imports have increased more 
rapidly than the domestic production within the last two years. 

The development of this industry has increased very rapidly in the 
State of Louisiana. I quote now from the statement of Mr. Emile 
Dupré, a highly respected merchant of New Orleans, engaged in this 
rice industry. He says in 1866 and 1867 the production amounted to 
abont 100,000 bushels of rough rice. That would amount to 2,700,000 
pounds of clear rice. In 1877 it amounted to 50,000,000 pounds of 
cleaned rice. From 1877 to 1889 it gradually increased until now it is 
93,663,000 ponnds of rice. We produce, he says, 3,112,000 bushels of 
rough rice. The present crop, he says, will largely exceed these figures. 
When asked what the capacity of Louisiana to grow rice was, he re- 
plied: 


It is almost unlimited, for the territory is susceptible of growing rice. We 
calculate thore are to-day 2,500 square miles in different parishes in Southwest- 
ern Louisiana susceptible of being cultivated for rice, out of which there are 
1,600 square miles unfit for anything but rice and raising cattle. 

Mr, McKenna, of the House, desired to know whether they could 
farnish all the rice consumed in this country. Mr. Dupré replied: 

That would furnish all we could use, and I am satisfied that, if the immigra- 
tion continues at the rate at which it has been coming in for the last four or five 
years from Kansas, lowa, Michigan, and several of the Northwestern States, 
and the consumption increases in the same ratio, I would not be at all surprised 
if,in five years, we make 20,000,000 bushels of rough rice— 


In the State of Louisiana alone. 

Mr. President, the total domestic production for the year 1883-89 
was 137,285,600 pounds, and of this Louisiana produced 93,663, 000 
pounds, and I should not be surprised if the crop in Louisiana this year 
equaled 125,000,000 ponnds. 

Mr. Presideht, it was stated this morning that rice was an agricult- 
ural product. That is not a fact. An enlightened merchant of New 
Orleans, Mr. F. J. Ernest, in hisremarks before the Finance Committee, 
tells us: 

In 1878 there were only six mills in the State of Louisiana, having a capacity 
of62 pounders. Pounders are mortars that beat the rice in and work the bran 
up. In 1890 we havetwenty-one mills with 212 pounders, instead of 62 pounders 
twelve years ago. ides there are two millsin course of erection now. They 
have started the foundation of them, and they still increase the number of 
pounders to 32 more, which makes a total of 252 pounders for the crop of 1890 
against 62 pounders in 1878. That shows the rice industry has been large and 
the crop has increased. Notwithstan the present duty on rice, we have 
5 in keeping the price of rice down to where it was before the war. 
Rice is just as cheap to-day as before the war, but we can stand no further cut, 
In fact some of them can not make it at these prices. These old lands can not 
make rice at the present prices. 


I doubt very much whether in Georgia and South Carolina they can 
make rice at the present prices. 

I will state here that about 12 per cent. of the cost of the production _ 
of rice is in the milling of it. So it may fairly be stated to be a manu- 
factured article. 

Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to arecent 
improvement that has been adopted in the State of Louisiana in har- 
vesting rice. I hold in my hand acopy of the Times-Democrat, a paper 
published in the city of New Orleans, of date August 14, 1890, which ` 
gives a very interesting account of the arrival of a train of twenty-two ` 
cars direct from Chicago loaded with rice harvesters and accompanied 
by a large party of gentlemen from the Northwest. This paper says: 

It is the first solid train of thisclass of freight ever run south of the Ohio River 
and demonstrates in a practical manner the wth of the rice industry and the 
8 of Louisiana to invoke the best appliances in the cultivation and dis- 

tion of that wholesome cereal. It may, in fact, be said to inaugurate anew 
era in rice planting and affords a solution of that most vexatious problem in 
rice culture, how to harvest rice economically on a large seale, 

The cars employed in t: rting this valuable consignment of freight are 
babad new, this being their initial . They are 34-foot cars, with a capacity 
0 ms. 

The train came through from Chicago in charge of Mr. O. W. Lewis, of that 
city, who was met here by Messrs. E. S. Center and W. I. Davis, of Nashville. 
The train was transferred yesterday evening to the tracks of the Southern Pa- 
pester bone will be run through special to Lake Charles, La., its ultimate 

Mr. E. S. Center, representing the manufacturers, stated that the machines 
had been sold to planters cultivating rice in Calcasieu Parish, the —_ Lge 

on 
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Center, A. Durio, R. C. Snively, Judge Collum, H. C. Smith, Judge Rodgers, 
Wm. Sharp, J. C. Padget, and H.C. Drew. ; 

The rice-growing industry in Southwestern Louisiana has grown to an as- 
tonishing extent within the last five years. Five years ago the rice crop was 
harvested with sickle. 

Mr. S. L. Cary, of the Southern Pacific Railroad, is responsible for the state- 
ment that no less than 400 self-binding harvesters were in use, and that this 
year not less than 1,000 would be in the field. Five years ago 250 car-loads of 
rice were shipped to New Orleans over the Southern Pacific Railroad. Last 
year the shipments reached 1,000 cars, and this year it is estimated that not less 
than 4,000 car-loads ofrice will be shipped from Southwestern Louisianato New 
Orleans over the Southern Pacific Railway. 

One firm of machinery men have sold in that section $35,000 worth of steam- 
thrashers, $35,000 worth of ‘twine binders,” and $50,000 worth of other farm 
machinery and implements within the past year. 

usiness at Jennings Station, for example, has grown from $250 per 
month six years ago to $4,000 per month now. 

The population in Calcasieu and Acadia Parishes has greatly increased within 
the past five years, and the assessed value of Caleasteu Parish has risen from 
SURSA to $5,000,090. ž 

ve years ago Š acres was considered a large rice-field. Now, rice-flelds are 
found Al the way up to 2,000 acres, owned by one individual. Last year, on 
450 acres, one rice planter made a profit of $10,000, This year, on 3,600 acres, he 
e ts a net profit of $60,000, ó 

e shipments of rice from Crowley, La., in 1887, over the Southern Pacific 
Railway, were 3 car-loads; in 1888, 30 car-loads; in 1889, 255 car-loads, And 
Mr. Cary estimates that not less than 1,500 car-loads will cover the crop of 189), 


On the arrival of the train in New Orleans it was welcomed by many 
of the leading citizens. As it along from village to village it 
was greeted by the people inhabiting Southwestern Louisiana until it 
reached the village of Lake Charles, a beautiful town on the borders 
of the lake from which it takes its name, I quote now from the Lake 
Charles Commercial, a paper published in that town, an account of the 
demonstration which greeted this train and the gentlemen on it; of 
the persons who attended the banquet and the addresses that were 
made on the occasion, especially by Professor S. A. Knapp and Judge 
Thomas Kleinpeter; the toasts that were drunk, showing the joy of 
the people at this development of a new industry in that part of the 
State. ‘There were present at the banquet to the guests who came on 
the train the following leading citizens: 

Rey. G. B. Bagor, Hon. S. O. Shattuck, and Messrs. Sol. Bloch, T. E. George, 
D.R. Will Murray, J. T. Brooks, C. M. Richard, W. H. Haskell, sr., J. 
H. Poe, D. B. Gorham, A. P. Pujo, Sam Kaufman, L. Kaufman, M, J. Rosteet, A. A. 
Wentz, Adolph Meyer, Jos, Fournet, and others, of Lake Charles; Messrs. L, E. 
Robinson, O. Fulton, N. Prentice, George D. Moore, and P, L. Drury, of Welsh; 
Léon Viterbo, of Viterboville; William Carey, of the Jennings Reporter; C.B. 
Lewis, of the Crowley Signal; O. H. Simpson, of the Attaka Vindicator; C. 


D. Otis, of Shell Beach ; E. H. Vordenbaumen, of Lafayette; J. R. Province, trav- 


eling agent for the Deering Company, and others. 
The article describing the banquet closes as follows: 


We can safely say that no pleasanter affair has ever occurred in our midst; 
and we look upon this as the dawn of a new era of prosperity for Sonthwestern 
Louisiana. enever the West and South unite, the prosperity of the Union 
will be assured ; and we welcome this first important business shake of the 
hand given to our State by ee as 

Come South and get acquainted with this Frans country, and you will always 
receive such a hearty welcome that you will surely return in love with our be- 
loved South and enchanted by the hospitality of its warm-hearted citizens, 


Mr. President, this is an industry not on the scale of the old plant- 
ing industries in the South, but it is generally pursued by men of small 
means, by small farmers who own small farms, some 100 acres in ex- 
tent, others 250, and but few over 500acres, It is an industry in which 
the colored people engage, but not exclusively, because we have ascer- 
tained that in Louisiana it is a healthful pursuit. White men expose 
themselves to it with as much impunity as colored men. So it is an 
industry of the small white and colored farmers. Some of them have 
accumulated capital and are extending their farms. It is a beneficent 
industry in this country, because it diffuses population; it tends to 
withdraw from the cities, that are congested, the population, young men 
and young women, to build themselves independent homes in the 
country. 

Many of the leading people in this rice industry in Louisiana are 
from the Northwest, as this statement shows. They are coming in 
large numbers because the land is fertile, the climate is mild. No 
healthier country in the world exists than this country of Southwestern 
Louisiana, so beautifully described by Longfellow in his Evangeline. 
We have people there from all parts of the earth. The borders of the 
Teche country were settled by the French and Spanish, and afterwards 
many came from New England—people from Massachusetts, Maine, 
and Connecticut, There is a large infusion of people from Kentucky, 
Virginia, and the Carolinas. But more recently there is a large number 
of people, as I said before, who have settled there from the Northwest. 
It is an admirable population, intelligent, industrious, law-abiding 
and neighborly, independent, patriotic. ‘The harvest season begins 
in August and continues during the month of September, when the 
earth soon becomes hard and we can drive reapers over it; so that we 
apply machinery successfully to the harvesting of rice, whereas from 
e immemorial it was cut down with the sickle. 

The observations of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Davis] in re- 

spess ta binding-twine are also very important to the people of Loui- 
That article ought to be put on the free-list. It will be used 
extensively in the rice harvests. 

It might be an interesting question to ask, and if I were going into 
the subſeet at any length I should discuss that phase of it, whence comes 


the competition that we are meeting in the rice industry in this coun- 
try? because it will be observed that we have lost control, so to speak, 

of the American market for the last two years, and the importations 
are steadily increasing. Under the present rate of 2} cents per pound, 
the importations exceed the domestic production, whereas irom 1867 

until 1887 the domestic production exceeded the importations. 

Why is it that the importations of this article exceed the domestic 
production? We all know that the Suez Canal changed the order of 
the universe commercially, and that our competitors are Asiatics and 
East Indians on the other side of the world. Their production, instead 
of coming around the Cape in light sailing vessels, comes now in steam- 
vessels through the Suez Canal, and while in old times this product 
was sold on bills at six months, now bills at thirty days and sixty days 
serve the purpose. 

The element of labor is one that can never be disregarded in the dis- 
cussion of a tariff question. I have letters of our consuls before me 
and I will ask Jeave to insert them, but will not detain the Senate, be- 
cause I know how weary we all are alter so long a session. The min- 
ister at Peking reports that the average wages of able-bodied young men 
are $12 per annum, with food, straw shoes, and tree shaving. In Japan 
the wages are from $8.60-to 12.96 per annum, and in British India we 
find that the labor paid there is to the males about 6 cents a day, the 
females 1} cents, and the children 1 cent. In Kurnal the highest per- 
manent wages, with or without one meal per diem, are 50 cents per 
month, that is $6a year. In Borat men employed by the year get from 
80 to 100 pounds of grain per month and from 44} cents to $1.98 per 
annum. In Bombay and Madras laborers are paid from 6 cents to 12 
cents per diem, and when employed throughout the year, if furnished 
food, 224 cents per month, and without food 50 cents per month. 


We learn from areportofthe United States minister at Peking (Reports from 
the Consuls of the United States No. 83, September, 1887, page 489) as follows: 

“Coming, now, to the field hand whom the farmer hires, we arrive at the sub- 
stratum of labor, The average wages of an able-bodied young man are $12 per 
annum. food, straw shoes, and free shaving. Deducting $4 for his clothing, he 
saves $8 annually, or may do so. Ten years’ saving will enable him to buy 
one-third of an acre of land (value per acre, $150) and necessary implements, by 
which he can attain by his own labor a subsistence, In twenty years he can 
become possessor of two-thirds of an acre and one-third of a buffalo, and with 
six years more saving he may purchase a wife, with whose assistance he can 
maintain himself on his own land, in his own hut, and rear children, 

Thus, in twenty-six years from zero,a Chinese farm laborer may obtain what 
to him is a competence. Ascertain now the number of years in which thesame 
result might be accomplished in all lands and we shall have, approximately, 
their relative wage rate. Thislabor gauge can not, of course, embrace the im- 
portant factors of decency and comfort in living, nor the death rate, which with 
other matters pertain to a full consideration of the subject.” 

In Japan, field hands receive their food and lodging, with wages from $8.60 
to $12.96 per annum. The wages of females are about S per annum. (See 
United States Consular Reports No. 48, December, 1884, L 

In British India, we learn from the British Indian Famine Report, 1871 to 
1881, that in Delhi, occasional labor is paid for males per diem, 6 cents; for fe- 
males, 1} cents; for children, 1 cent. 

In Kurnal, the highest permanent wages, with or without one meal per diem, 
are 50 cents perm: nth. 

In Borat, men employed by the year get from 80 to 10) pounds of grain per 
month and from 44} cents to $1.98 per annum. 

In Bombay and Madras laborers are 3 from 6 to 12 cents per diem, and 
when employed throughout the year, if furnished food, 22} cents per month, 
and without food 50 cents month, 

Hence the wages paid to laborers in the rice-fields of the South are manifold 

er than those paid to laborers in the rice-producing countries of Asia. In 

e former not less than two-thirds of the cost of production is disbursed in 
wages, and doubtless the same fact will hold true in China, Japan, and India, 
while evidently the contrast in this element of cost should render unnecessary 
any further comment than that without the intervention of the existing import 
taxon Asiatic rice competition would seem impossible, It is common to cry 
out against the so-cal excessiveness of this duty, when it is in fact very far 
A being apportioned to the comparative value of American and Asiatic 
abor. 


We have here then this industry, the outlook of which is so favor- 
able, in which white men and colored men are employed, in which 
machinery is about to be used in harvesting the product, and in which 
the labor with which we come in competition receives about as much 
by the year as we pay by the fortnight. It does seem to me that under 
these conditions a higher rate of duty should be levied upon the im- 
portation than my amendment imposes. - 

Mr. VEST. Ishonid like to ask the Senator from Louisiana a ques- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do. 

Mr. VEST. Ihavealways been under the impression, and so stated 
here-in the Senate, that the culture of rice could not be made with 
white labor. Is not that the case in South Carolina? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is. I am speaking of Louisiana; and I said that 
I did not believe, if they would reduce the tariff any, that on the old 
lands of South Carolina and Georgia it would be possible to raise rice 
ata profit. I have here a statement showing that while the domestic 

roduction has been increasing and the importations have been increas- 

ng the price has been going down steadily. I will insert this table, 
which shows that the price of rice in 1869 was from $7.25 to $10 a hun- 
dred pounds; that in 1879 it was from $5.50, which was the lowest, to 
‘$7.25, which was the highest; and in 1880 it was from $5.50 to $8. 
Now it is from $3.75 to $5.75. 
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Lowest and highest prices of rice per 100 pounds in each year in the New 
York market from 1825 to 1889, inclusive. 


{American Almanac for 1888. 
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It is estimated that the cost of production even in Louisiana, where 
the circumstances and conditions are much more favorable than they 
are in the older States, is about $3.50 a hundred pounds. So if we put 
this tariff rate at 2 cents a pound there isa very small margin, if any, 
for profit. Ido not believe it will check importations at all; and I be- 
lieve if it were not for the improved methods that are to be applied, in 
the face of transportation now on the shorter Red Sea route and the 
lower prices that are paid for wages to the laborers in the East, it would 
be almost impossible to maintain this industry here, 

Mr. CAMERON, I wish to ask the Senator a question with referenee 
to this subject of rice. Suppose the duty on rice is placed at 3 cents 
a pound, would the States of Louisiana and Georgia be able to produce 
all the rice that we use in this country? Would it prevent importa- 
tions of rice ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think that with a duty of 2} cents a pound, the 
tariff duty that prevailed before 1883, we should raise all the rice that 
we would consume in this country. We not only supplied the home 
consumption, but exported largely until 1861. The tables show that 
in 1860 we produced 187,000, 000 pounds and exported 75, 000,000 pounds, 
while now the importations slightly exceed the home production. 

Mr, CAMERON, Then why not make the amendment 2} cents a 
pound instead of 2} cents a pound ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think that 2 cents a pound perhaps would enable 
ns to live in Louisiana. 

Mr. CAMERON. Do you not want to do a little better than merely 
live there? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator from Pennsylvania can induce the 
Finance Committee to accept 2} cents or 2} cents per pound I would 
very cheerfully 3 for the people I represent. But I could not 
induce the Finance Committee to agree to any advance over 2 cents per 
pound. I would be glad if he should have more success than I have 
had in the enterprise with the Finance Committee. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know what the Finance Committee will 
do, butI certainly should vote for 2} or 3 cents per pound if necessary 
to keep out foreign rice from this country, and when the Senator’s 
amendment is voted upon I think I shall move to increase the duty 
to 24 or 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I believe I have said About all I care 
to say on this subject. I will join heartily in any attempt to raise the 
daty on rice. Here is an opportunity to help a meritorious class of 
farmers, but I have found no disposition to afford them any protection 
except that derived from the amendment I have offered, and that is 
meager indeed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be again reported. 

Mr. GIBSON, I did not hear the last remark of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON. I said after the Senator’s amendment is voted 
upon, or I will do it now, if the Senator desires, I shall move to place 
a tax of 3 cents per pound on rice. à 


Mr. GIBSON. I prefer to take the vote on my amendment first, 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the first committee amendment, 
which I sup is the first in order, be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the committee 
amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 56, paragraph 246, strike out 
two!“ and insert ‘fone and one-half;“ so as to read: 

Rice, cleaned, 1} cents per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 246 
was, in line 25, page 56, after the words ‘‘uncleaned rice,” to strike out 
“and rice flour and meal.” z 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finauce to paragraph 246 
Was, inline 1, on page 57, after the word ‘‘one,” to strike out and 
one-quarter cents“ and insert ‘‘cent;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Uneleaned rice, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 246 
was, on page 57, line 2, after the word pound,“ to insert: 

Rice-flour, rice-meal, and 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 
246 was, on page 57, line 5, before the word of, to strike out ‘* one- 
half“ and insert one-ſourth; so as to read: 


One-fourth of 1 cent per pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON, 
because I supposed we were to take the bill as it came from the other 
Honse, and that has a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound on broken 
rice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no competition with American producers 
on almost all the items embraced in this particular clause. 

Mr. GIBSON. The competition on rice-flour, rice-meal, and rice 
broken is almost as large as it is upon cleaned rice. We imported last 
year 62,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
petition with our rice. 
come in competition with the American grower. It is used by brew- 
ers; the duty is strictly a revenue duty, and I see no reason why the 
duty should be above a quarter ofa cent a pound. 

Mr. CAMERON. Is any imported now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, and to a considerable extent it must be im- 
ported. The large amount which is necessary to be used by brewers 
must be imported. The production of this quality of rice in the 
United States would never be sufficient to supply that demand. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Rhode dis misinformed. We 
have the rice-flour; we make the rice-meal; and we have broken rice. 
We maks rice-flour in large quantities in Louisiana. Why should 
we not? If the Senator understands the proposition that I submitted 
to the Finance Committee, it contained one-half of 1 cent tariff on this 

broken rice and rice-flour. It is a manufactured article used hy the 

| brewers. I know very well that it is used also in other I 
think it should be putat half a cent to give harmony to the bill. As I 

| understand, the paragraph now allows 2 cents a pound upon cleaned 
rice. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. \ 

Mr. GIBSON. Anda cent and three-quarters upon uncleaned 7 

Mr, ALDRICH. A cent and one-quarter. 

Mr. GIBSON. A cent and one-quarter upon uncleaued rice, and a 
cent a pound upon paddy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three-quarters of a cent a pound upon paddy. 

Mr, GIBSON. ‘Then there should be at least one-third of a cent on 
the flour if you want to preserve any harmony in the paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is not a question of harmony. If it was, the 
duty on rice-floar—— 

Mr. GIBSON, Orsymmetry, I ought to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question of symmetry. I submit to the 
Senator from Louisiana if it was, the duty on rice-flour should be more 
than a cent a pound. It should probably be as much as on cleaned 
rice if it was a question of symmetry. This duty, as I have apie A 
stated, is simply a revenue duty; and it is a question whether we s 
force the brewers to pay one-half or one-quarter of a cent a pound. 


As long as it must be imported I think that the amendment suggested 


by the committee upon this item is correct. 

Mr, GIBSON. Does the Senator mean that broken rice is used by 
the brewers? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Rice- flour and rice-meal. 

Mr. GIBSON. And broken rice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 


I should like to understand that last amendment, 


It is a waste product which does not come in com- 8 
It is a waste product in India. It does not 


* 
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Mr. GIBSON. We produce those articles in the rice industry in 
Louisiana just as well as they do in India. 


Mr. ALDRICH. You only produce them incidentally and to the 
smallest extent ible. The Senator knows that as well as I do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


roposed by the Committee on Finance, in line 5, on page 57. Is the 

Benate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The noes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think we had better have the yeas and nays on 
that, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, on page 57, strike out *‘ one-half ’’ and 
insert ‘‘one-fourth;’’ so as to read: 


Rice-flour, rice-meal; and rice, broken, which will pass through a sieve known 
commercially as No. 12 wire sieve, one-fourth of I cent per pound. 


Mr. GIBSON. I desire to say that the bill as it came from the 
other House, commonly called the McKinley bill, placed this duty at 
one-half of 1 cent per pound, and if we raise the other rates to conform 
to the McKinley bill, I think in order to preserve the symmetry of the 
bill this rate should be raised from one-quarter of a cent per pound to 
one-half a cent a pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the question of agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr, CALL (when his name was called). 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it may be well to state to Senators who are 
in favor of one-halta cent a pound instead of a quarter ofa cent a pound, 
and in favor of retaining the rates that were fixed in the bill asit passed 
the other House—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is debate in order? s 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER, Debate is not in order during the 
calling of the roll. The roll-call will y 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I transfer that 
chat pair to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY], and I vote 
U 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Believingas I do that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], with whom Iam paired, would vote yea, I record my vote 

yea. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to announce again that my colleague [Mr. 
PAYNE] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] for 
the remainder of the session, unless otherwise arranged. I shall not 
announce the again, so that it may be entered for the session. 

Mr. DOLPH. Tunderstand that this amendment relates to the duty 
upon rice. That being so, I will observe my pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 

with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
is not here. So I withdraw my vote. s 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. FAR- 
WELL] is detained from the Senate by illness, and has left the city for 
his home, being well enough to return home. 

Mr. 3 I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 

. GEORGE]. 
Mr. SANDERS, ask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky 
r. CARLISLE] fora moment. If there be no objection, I shall vote 
Jen.“ The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], with whom Iam 
ired, is not present. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I have no doubt he would vote yea. 

Mr, SANDERS. Ihave no doubt that he would. I will take it for 

ted that he would, and I vote ‘‘yea.’”’ 

Mr. REAGAN (after having voted in the negative). 
if the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr, REAGAN. Then I will withdraw my vote. Iam paired with 
him for awhile and did not know but that he had voted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator had better vote to help make aquo- 


rum. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will let my yote stand if it is needed to make a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas desire to record his vote? 

Mr. REAGAN. Il there is a quorum without my vote, I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a quorum without the vote 
of the Senator. i 


Iam.paired with the Sena- 


I am 
I see he 


I will inquire 


The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 10; as follows: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 
Allen, Dixon, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Bate, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Squire, 
Blackburn, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Carlisle, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cockrell Harris, Pasco, Vest. 
Coke, Hawley, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hearst, Platt. 
Davis, Hiscock, Pugh, 
NAYS—10. 8 
Barbour Gibson. Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Paddock, Teller, 
Colquitt, Quay, Washburn, 
ABSENT—36, 
Allison Dolph, Ingalls, Power 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, 
Blodgett Evarts, Kenna, Spooner, 
Brown Farwell, McMillan, Stanford, 
Butler, George, McPherson, Stewart, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Vance, 
Casey. Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Daniel, Higgins, Plumb, Wolcott. 
So the amendment was a to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Louisiana to the amendment proposed by him. Does he 
desire to have it considered? 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw my amendment, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 
reading of the bill will proceed, 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

247. Rye, 10 cents per bushel. 
248. Rye-flour, one-half of I cent per pound. 
249. eat, 25 cents per bushel. 
250. Wheat-flour, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 
Dairy products: 
251. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 6 cents per pound. 
252. , 6 cents per pound. 
253, Milk, fresh, 5 cents per gallon. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 57, 

line 18, after the word pound,” to strike out the following proviso: 


The 


draw shall be paid only to the manufacturer of the condensed milk, 
* such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
presc . 

So as to make paragraph 254 read: 

254. Milk, preserved or condensed, including weight of packages, 3 cents per 
pound: sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The paragraph as it now stands reads: 

Milk, preserved or condensed, including the weight of packages,3 cents per 
pound; sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound. 

Condensed milk is now imported at 20 per cent, ad valorem. This 
provision will make a very large inerease in the rate of duty. Precisely 
what the equivalent ad valorem will be [am not able at this moment 
to state, but it is very evident that itis quite a large increase, although 
the table shows no increase. 

It seems altogether unfair to impose a specific duty of 3 cents a pound 
upon condensed milk including the weight of the packages. There is 
a provision in the bill imposing duties, which were supposed to be suffi- 
cient, upon bottles, jars, and other articles of that kind imported, filled 
or empty. Ithink that the clause providing that the weight of the 

shall be included ought to bestricken ont, and I move to strike 
it out for the reasons I have stated. 

While I am on the floor I will also submit an amendment to strike 
out the words ‘‘sugar of milk, S cents per pound,’’ and make a brief 
statement on that subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, Strike out, in lines 16 and 17, the words in- 
cluding weight of packages; and in lines 17 and 18 strike out the 
words sugar of milk, 8 cents per pound.“ 

Mr. CARLISLE. This sugar of milk is manufactured by tour or 
five establishments only in this country, I believe, according to the 
testimony given before the Committee on Ways and Means, which con- 
tains all the information I have on the subject. It is now admitted 
free of duty, and has always been admitted free of duty. Under the 
law as it now stands these four or five establishments, as the case may 
be, have been set up and appear to bè, so far as the testimony shows, 
doing a reasonably prosperous business. : 

This isa medicinal preparation. It is an article of food for infants 
and is used largely in cases of sickness. I have here on my desk a pe- 
tition with the original signatures. I have not counted them, but it 
is signed by a large number of physicians in the States of Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, protesting most earnestly against the imposition of this 
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duty. It is very brief, and I will read a part of it because it states the 
objections in a more condensed form, perhaps, than I could do myself: 

We, the undersigned physicians of the United States, respectfully to call 
yourultention to the following facts relative to sugar of milk, which article for 
many years past has been free of duty, but now, in the McKinley tariff bill, a 
duty of 10 cents per pound is proposed. 

It is only 8 cents. At the time this petition was sent here the bill, 
as it was prepared in the other House, proposed a rate of duty of 10 
cents a pound. 

Sugar of milk can not be properly considered a dairy product any more than 
lactic and butyric acids, which are also derived from milk, are also medicinal 
and on the free-list. The sugar of milk found in condensed milk is only that 
which appears as a natural constituent of the milk from which the condensed 
product is made. Sugar of milk is almost entirely used in the manufacture of 
medicinal preparations, and in the preparation of food for the sick and for in- 
fants. Therefore, to impose on this article, the use of which is almost purely 
medicinal, a duty of 10 cents 5 is unjust and ill-advised. The average 
yearly import of sugar of milk for the past four years has been, according to 
the Government statistical table, 266,600 pounds, at an average cost of 16.8cents 
per pound, and the imports for the past year have been 382,302 pounds, at an 
average of 13.3 cents, hence a specific duty of 10 cents per pound on this article— 

Fight cents it is now in the bill— 
would represent an advance of over 60 per cent, on the former and 75 per cent. 
on the latter. 

Sugar of milk, I understand, is manufactured from whey, which is 
a by-product in the manufacture of cheese; and the imposition of this 
duty will not to any extent increase the production of whey or affect 
in any way whatever the price which the farmer receives for his 
milk. Inasmuch as it is almost entirely used for medicinal purposes, 
and has been free for many years without injury to any industry in this 
country, I am unable to see any reason why it shall now besubjected to 
this duty of 8 cents per pound. : 

Mr. President, I am not dis to consume the time of the Senate 
in the consideration of this schedule beyond what is necessary to make 
a brief statement of the facts, and will, therefore, say no more on this 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, page 57, after the word condensed, 
strike out the words ‘‘including weight of packages.’’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment moved by the 
Senator from Kentucky will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 17, page 57, after the word pound,“ 
strike out: 

Sugar of milk,8 cents per pound, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think I shall have to call for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. ask for a division, however, and not the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator might as well call for the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Is t that the Senator may as well call for the 
yeas and nays. A division will disclose no quorum probably. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; take the question by yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenator from New York calls for 
the yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 
They yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. i 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Benator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 
Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). J am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER]. 
Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
ondan]: Unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum, I with- 
old it. > 
Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island 
[ Mr. Drxon] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON]. Isuggest that we transfer our pairs, and both of us can vote. 
Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. 
Mr. HARRIS, I vote yea.“ 
Mr. DIXON. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 
ge (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my yo 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GzorGe]. I desire also to state that my colleague [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] is absent by reason of illness and he is paired with the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. : 

Mr. EVARTS. If there is a doubt about a quorum, I will vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair is advised that a quorum 
of the Senate has voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—21 
Barbour, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Bate, Daniel, Pasco, Walthall, 
Berry, Faulkner, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Ransom, 
Carlisle, Gray, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Harris, Turpie, 

NAIS—21. 
Aldrich, Frye, Moody, Sherman, 
Allen, Higgins, Paddock, Spooner, 
Casey, Hiscock, Pierce, Squire, 
Dawes, Hoar, Piatt, Stock bridge, 
Dixon, Manderson, Power, Teller, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—39. 

gig F * 

r, „ n 5 uay, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Brown, Evarts, Kenna, Stanford, 
Butler, Farwell, McMillan, Stewart, 
Call, George, McPherson, Vance, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Washburn, 
Coke, Hampton, Payne, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hawley, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with an understanding with Sena- 
tors upon the other side of the Chamber I now ask to return to para- 
graph 135, which was passed over to allow some statements to be se- 
cured in regard to the cost of producing steel rails. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read paragraph 135. 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 5, page 
28, after the word ‘‘rails,’’ to strike ont “‘ six-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘five- 
tenths;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

135, Railway bars, made of iron or steel, and railway bars made in part of 
steel, T-rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. Before we go into the subject of steel rails I want to 
avail myself of this opportunity of commencing the conversion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which promises to take a long time and a 
large amount of labor and testimony. 

He said this morning, in regard to the difference between the price 
charged the foreigner and the American, that he wanted names. Now, 
I propose to give him an object-lesson and a name. Here is an article 
manufactured in the United States [exhibiting], and here is a letter 
from Lazarus & Rosenfeld, manufacturers, 60 and 62 Murray street, 
New York, August 26, 1890. The letter is from L. Lehmann: 


DEAR Mu. MCKEEVER: I send you herewith a 13-inch round embossed tin 
tray. Iam buying this article in this city at $5.30 per gross, less 2 per cent., and 
am exporting it to London, England. The same article if bought for this 
market is not sold for less than $6,50 per gross— 


He bought it for $5.30— 


Upon exporting these goods we receive a drawback from the custom-house 
which amounts to about 85 cents per gross. 
Yours truly, 
L. LEHMANN. 
This is the first installment of the testimony that I propose to give 
the Senator. Now, he can correspond with these parties and see whether 
that is a bogus arrangement or not. I give him the name now, and I 
want him to open his correspondence at once. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have no disposition to open any correspondence. 


The experience of the past has been that these people have always 


promptly denied, without any suggestion or correspondence, every 
statement made here on the subject. 

Mr. VEST. There is the letter. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have had the Senator from 
Missouri emphasize a particular fact which appears in that letter. 
First, that they buy the goods for export at $5.30, less 2 per cent.; that 
the price here for the trade in this country is $6.50; that the export 
agent, the exporter, gets all the drawback in addition when he ex- 
ports it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the gentleman 
who buys the goods gets the drawback instead of the manufacturer? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ` He gets the benefit of it. So he states. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand his letter that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the committee in line 5, page 28, which has been read. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The vote is about being taken upon 
135, I understand. I want to make a single statement before we de- 
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part from this point, not to delay the Senate, because I know how im- 
portant time is with respect to the consideration of this bill; and, more- 
over, I know another fact, that there is no amendment which can be 
offered that will have the least effect in changing the rate of duty in 
any paragraph init. The Senator from Rhode Island has been lead- 
ing his party on that side of the Chamber, and the way in which he 
controls and governs all the votes on that side of the Chamber upon 
any question that comes up, it matters not how absurd it may be, rep- 
resents, as I should think, something worse than Austrian tyranny. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have noticed the same thing with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is one statement I wanted to make when 
this matter was under discussion. When we passed this over a few 
days ago I was attempting to ascertain the amount of Jabor-cost in a 
-ton of steel rails in order that we mightarrive at some kind of an idea 
as to what amount of duty was necessary to protect the labor employed 
in the steel-rail industry in this conntry. 

A few days before the consideration of this paragraph was reached 
the Commissioner of Labor sent to the Senate a report which he called 
a preliminary report of the cost of the production of pig-iron, steel 
ingots, steel rails, coke, coal, iron ore, and limestone. From this pre- 

report, as found on page 35 in the table there presented, I 
undertook to make a computation as to the difference in Inbor-cost in 
producing a ton of steel rails in this country compared with the labor- 
cost in other countries; and when I speak of labor- cost I use it in the 
sense that a ton of iron ore is to be taken ont of the earth and the dif- 
ferent stages of manufacture of that iron ore atevery period until it pro- 
duces a ton of steel rails, and we fonnd the amount to be a difference 
of about 27 cents per ton between labor in the United States in pro- 
ducing a ton of steel rails and labor upon the continent of Europe and 
in Great Britain. 

The computation was disputed upon the other side of the Chamber 
and a correspondence took place between the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Commissioner of Labor, and finally between 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] and the Commissioner of 
Labor. In the letter sent by the Senator from Kentucky to the Com- 
missioner of Labor he asked for a comparative statement of the amount 
of labor-cost in a ton of steel rails in the United States, upon the con- 
tinent of Europe, and in Great Britain. What didthe Commissioner 

of Labor do in answer to that letter? I now invite the attention of 
the Senafe to page 35 of this preliminary report of which I have 


ken. 
e find here that he has taken the labor-cost in the United States 
in an establishment in whith the Iabor-cost is reported to be the high- 
est, and we find that in taking the labor-cost in establishments upon 
the continent of Europe he bas taken the one that represents the very 
lowest labor-cost of all, and he has done the same thing with reference 
to the labor-cost of the establishments in Great Britain. After taki 
these statements which ae the lowest labor-cost in Europe an 
the highest labor-cost in the United States, he then makes an average 
of those three establishments and he finds that the labor- cost is about 
$3.78 per ton greater in the United States under this method of com- 
putation than it is upon the continent of Europe. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, inasmuch as the 
average labor-cost in all the establishments from this preliminary re- 
port differs only 27 cents per ton and inasmuch as the labor-cost taken 
under the most favorable circumstances represents only $3.70 per ton, 
why the necessity of imposing $11.20 per ton duty upon steel rails, 
If, however, as I presume the Senator will answer—and he now seems 
to be speechless upon this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I presume he will answer that inasmuch as 

steel rails are imported into the country and it is the purpose of the 

ublican party to prevent importations, therefore we must impose 
a duty which will prevent them. If that be the answer, it is very 
plain and simple to me, and I can understand why you want a duty of 
511.20 per ton. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair), The 
question is on the amendment o? the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken Ishould be glad to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey if he thinks the committee has reduced this 
amount too much as he votes against the amendment of the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In voting for the amendment of the commit- 
tee, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound, I am voting for what I think to be 
too high a rate of duty, inasmuch as the difference in Jabor-cost is only 
27 cents a ton. 

Mr, ALLISON. 
Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No, I have suggested none. It is useless. I 
neither offer an amendment, neither do I vote for a rate of duty which 
I think too high. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been considerable discussion in regard to 


I did not hear any amendment suggested by the 
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the direct Jabor-cost in manufacturing a ton of steel rails, and I desire 
to place in the RECORD three statementsshowing the labor-cost of mak- 
ing steel rails in three different establishments in this conntry which 
may be said to be representative establishments. Establishment No. 1 
is the Bethlehem Iron Company, at Bethlehem, Pa.; No. 2 is the Cam- 
bria Iron Company, of Johnstown, Pa.; and No. 3 is the Cleveland 
Rolling Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, and the statements show the 
cost of making steel rails in each in the year 1888. I place these in the 
RECORD that the Senator from New Jersey may have some information 
of a practical nature upon this subject. 
The statements are as follows: 


No. 1.—Bethichem Iron Company. 


To produce one ton of— 


No. 1.—Labor-cost in producing one a Se 
| i 
| Blooms, | Rails, 


ton of steel rails, ; f 
Pig-iron. Ingots. 


Cost of labor in fuel required $3.08 $4.15 $4.34 81. 70 
Cost of labor in ore required = 4.66 5. 21 5. 26 5.42 
Cost of labor in limestone required ......! 2 | .39 . 40 11 
Cost of labor at works .......<s0-- 2.41 575| 652| 8.76 

Total labor cost} .... z | 15.50 | 1 8 19.29 


his item includes the spieg leisen required. . 
In this table 50 per cent, of the cost of transportation on the material ro- 
quired is estimated as being paid directly to labor. 


No. 2.—Cambria Iron Company. 


| Material 
Labor- required Labor- 
8 cost per to pro- | cost per 
No, 2. Materlal used in producing Bessemer steel. tonon | dnai n A 
material. ton of | metal, 
| metal. 
— . 5 3 
: | Tons, 
Ore: Labor in mining and connected therewith...! S1. 80 1.80 $3.24 
Coke: Labor in mining coal and coking a | 1.00 1.35 1.35 
Limestone: Labor in quarrying 30 90 «27 
Labor in furnaces. .... . £ 1.46 
Labor on maintenance of furnaces «50 
Transportation : 
Labor-cost of freight on ore per ton from mines 
NO PEON EP E A N RESAS *1.60 1.80 2.85 
Labor-cost of freight on coke per ton from 
mines to works. . . . — 1.5 „54 
Labor-cost of freight on limestone per ton | 
from Quarry to Works. . 9 2 
Total cost of labor on materials aud at | 
kk furnaces in producing 1 ton of pig- iron . .. . . v, | 10. 47 
ingots: — 2 


For 1 ton of ingots 1.13 tons of pig· iron are re- 


Mire at 810. 7. .. . . . .. 1,83 
Labor in converting 1 ton of ingo 1.12 
Labor on maintenance of works. 50 

Cost of labor in producing I ton oſ ingots. 13. 45 


Blooms: 
For 1 ton of blooms 1.08 tons of in 


Cost of labor in producing 1 ton of 

Rails: 
For 1 ton of rails 1.10 tons of blooms are re- 
RISE AE BES c NA A S 


q 
Takase in rolling 1 ton of rails... 
Labor on maintenance of mill. .. sere 


f. 
Cost of labor in producing 1 ton of steel 
rails from the mining of the ore, ete...) Eee eee 2 


19. 58 


In this statement 50 per cent. of the cost of transportation is assumed to be 
paid to labor engaged in transportation, this being $3.65 on the ton of pig metal. 
The other 50 per cent. of cost of transportation, excluded from the above table, 
being $3.65 on the ton of pig metal, amounts to $4.89 on the ton of rails. This 
$4.89 added to the labor-cost of $19.58 makes the total cost for labor and freight 
alone in a ton of steel rails amount to $24.47 to-day, 

Tho foregoing table takes no account of interest on $8,000,000 of capital, gen- 
— 8 of management, clerical force, cost of sales, etc., nor of insurance 
and taxes. 

The above tables show that the labor-cost alone exceeds $19. 


Statement of Cleveland Rolling-Mill Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, submitted 
by Hon. H. B. Payxe, of Ohio. 


Slatement showing the cost of producing 1 ton of steel rails from Lake Superior iron 
ores, taken from the pay-rolls and expense accounts, 

Paid for labor in mining 1 ton of ore 

Paid for labor in transportation of 1 ton of o 

Paid for labor in producing 1 ton of pig-iron from ore.. A 

Paid for labor in producing 1 ton of steel rails from pig: iron. . . . 


Total amount paid for labor in the production of 1 ton of steel rails 
Nomen nnr ⁵ : K ls OO 
Paid for materials and transportation on same (less the cost of labor), 


— 


such as ore, spiegel, coke, coal, oil, gas, ganister, clay, brick, eto. . 7.07 


Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails manufactured from Lake Superior 
MIB OE Access yess) EE R E ET SE whose E A E N RESI R EE R N 29. 50 


— 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator state what the cost is in each 
one of these establishments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The cost at Bethlehem was $19.29 for direct labor. 
At the Cambria Iron Company's works it was $19.58 per ton. That 
is direct labor-cost actually paid by each of these companies on account 
of the production of a ton of steel rails. ‘ 

Mr. McPHERSON. What does it include? Does it include the 
salaries of officials, the pay of clerks, and everything else? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the sum paid for labor in the various proc- 
esses, but does not include, as I understand, the salaries of officials 
or the interest on capital or depreciation of the plant, or labor in col- 
lateral industries. The cost in Cleveland was$21.83a ton. Ofcourse 
the Senator from New Jersey will understand as well as any one that 
the duty should be levied to equalize the relative total cost of produc-. 
tion, not the mere cost of the labor at a single stage. 

The statement submitted by the Commissioner of Labor to Congress 
a few days ago shows a difference (with certain items of cost excluded) of 
about $9 per ton between the cost of producing a ton of steel rails, as I 
remember it—I have not the table before me—in England and in the 
United States. Senators upon the other side should understand that 
the cost of transportation is an important element in the cost of pro- 
ducing steel rails in this country—the cost of transportation to a mar- 
ket. Of course the cost of assembling the materials is a very impor- 
tant item, but beyond that the cost of transportation of the finished 
product toa market is of the highest significance in an article like steel, 
where the cost of transportation is very heavy. 

For instance, it costs as much to manufacture a ton of pig-iron in 
some parts of Europe as it does in Alabama. But when we are con- 
sidering what tariff rate is necessary to equalize conditions this fact 
alone proves nothing. In other words, the man who produces pig-iron 
in the mountains of Alabama must send that iron either to Pittsburgh 
or some other Northern or Western distributing point for a market, 
and the cost of transportation from Northern Alabama to this point is 
as essential an item to him in the cost of producing the pig-iron as the 
ore or any of the other elements of cost. 

It may be true that at the present time, or under exceptional condi- 
tions, steel rails may be producd at Mr. Carnegie’s works, near Pitts- 
burgh, within 86 or 87 a ton as low as they can be produced at some es- 
tablishment in Great Britain, but the cost of transportation to a market 
and the inevitable variations in market conditions and other relative dif- 
ferences must be taken into account, as well as the absolute relative 
cost of production. Again, in considering the proper rate of duty to 
he levied the comparison should not be made between the cost of pro- 
duction at an establishment in this country most favorably located and 
the average cost in England. 

Mr. President, the statements of the Commissioner of Labor as sub- 
mitted to the Senate have all of them, as stated by that official, ex- 
cluded from the elements of costan allowance for depreciation of plant, 
the interest upon capital, differences in the original cost of the plant, 
etc. The Commissioner says very truthfully that a comparison which 
excludes these items is not of special value from an economiestandpoint. 
The cost of all the items not included is much greater in the United 
States than in Great Britain. There is no information furnished by 
the Commissioner which would enable us to fix a rate of duty which 
should be fairly compensatory and equalize the conditions between the 
two countries. 

We should remember that the steel-rail manufacturers of the United 
States have to send their rails sometimes several hundred miles to a 
market, and the transportation in this country from an interior point, 
like Steelton, or Pittsburgh, or Bethlehem, to Southeastern Missouri, 
or to Texas, or to Kansas, is an important element in the cost of pro- 
duction; and when the English ironmaster has an opportunity to send 
his rails to Galveston and to New Orleans by water at a much less rate 


of freight than any of the American manufacturers can send their rails |- 


to the same point, that element of cost should be taken into considera- 
tion in a discussion of the question of rates. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has 
stated the labor-cost in the manufacture of a ton of steel rails at 
three establishments in this country. I was notable to hear distinctly 
what the labor-cost was in each case, and perhaps could not repeat it 
from memory if I had heard it. But we have here the official state- 
ment of the Commissioner of the Department of Labor, made after a full 
investigation of this whole subject by experts, from which it appears 
that, taking an establishment in the northern district of the United 
States, where the cost of production, as we all know, is much greater 
than it is in the southern part of the country—I mean the production 
of iron, which is the basis of the steel rail—it appears that the total 
cost of a ton of steel rails in the United States in the most expensive 
district is $24.66 per ton. In Great Britain, at an establishment where 
the Commissioner himself concedes that less wages are paid than are 
ordinarily paid in that country, the total cost was 518.61, making a 
difference of $6.05. On the continent of Europe the total cost was 
$19.63, a difference of $5.03 between the cost there and here. 

Ihave here the Philadelphia Bulletin, which is the organ of the 

- American Tron and Steel Association, received yesterday afternoon, 
from which it appears that the price of steel rails, not the light rail, 
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but the standard steel rail, in England is £5, which, counting exchange 
at $4.86 per pound, is $24.30, and that the price at the mills in this 
country is $31.50 for the same character of rails. ‘This makes a differ- 
ence in the selling price of these rails here and “abroad of $7.20, and I 
learn from a recent number of this same Bulletin that the cost of trans- 
portation from London or Liverpool to Galveston or New Orleans was 
$3 per ton, which would make a difference of only $4.20 between the 
price there and here—that is, the price of our rails at the mills where 
manufactured and the price of the English rail laid down at our ports 
without any duty; and yet it is proposed in this bill to impose a duty of 
$11.20 per ton. I have voted for that amendment because it reduces 
the duty proposed to be imposed upon this article by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, although I think that the duty ought to be much lower; 
but I know there is no prospect of securing the adoption of an amend- 
ment to reduce it. 

In this statement I have brought the foreign rail simply to our sea- 
ports and shown a difference of $4.20 between its cost and the cost of 
the American rail at the mill; and when the Senator from Rhode Island 
speaks about the cost of transportation he seems to base his remarks upon 
the idea that the foreign rail will be carried from the seaports to other 
ofthe country ſor nothing. But the American rail is not sent to New York, 
or to Galveston, or to New Orleans, as a general rule, because they are 
not going to construct railroads in those cities. They must be trans- 
ported to that point in the country where railroad construction is going 
on, and so must the English rail or the Belgian rail when it reaches a 
seaport in the United States. They must be subjected to precisely the 
same rates for transportation into the interior that the American rail 
is subjected to, with this additional disadvantage, that it is obliged in 
every instance to start from the seacoast, while the American rails start 
in a great majority of instances, and so far as I know in all instances, 
from some interior point. ; 

The same rule applies in England and Belginm and Germany to th 
assembling of the materials, although perhaps, on account of the fact, 
that the territory of those countries is not so large as ours, it will not 
have to be transported the same distance; and the same rule applies 
also to the compensation of officials and the administrative force of the 
establishments, all which the Commissioner of Labor says he has omit- 
ted in these cases. g 

It is a little strange in looking over the preliminary report made by 
the Commissioner of the Department of Labor to find that not a single 
one of the large steel-rail establishments in the United States has fur- 
nished him with any information. Everybody knows that steel rails 
are manufactured much more cheaply in the large establishments, 
where great quantities are produced, than in thesmallerones. I have 
reason to believe, and I assert it here upon the best information I can 
obtain, that there are establishments in this country, such as the 
Cambria Iron Works and others, using natural gas, in which the cost of 
labor is not more than half what the Commissioner of Labor has stated, 
and other establishments in which the rail is made by one continuons 
process, there being but one heating from the ore to the finished rail, 
so that the finished rail itself comes out of the mill hot and ready for 
shipment to its destination. We have no statement as to the cost ot 
labor in those establishments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will take the two establishments, 
numbered respectively 1 and 2, in the statement made by the Com- 
missioner of Labor, he will find that No. 1 used 4,868 tons of material 
within the time named, while No. 2 used 120,762 tons, or thirty times as 
much, and that the cost ot making steel rails in No. 1 is given here at 
$24.79 a ton, while the cost at No. 2 is $27.68 per ton, or $3. a ton more 
in the concern making thirty times as many rails as the smaller one. 
That does not carry out the statement the Senator is making about the 


very great saving which would be effected by a very large establish- . 


ment. 

Mr. CARLISLE, My statement was that he had taken a steel-rail 
establishment in the northern district of the United States, where the 
cost was greater. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both the establishments I have named are in the 
northern district of the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; and if the Senator will look down he 
will find other establishments in which the cost is less. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are the only two given in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For steel rails? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But owing to the cheaper cost of iron in the South, 
if the steel rails were manufactured there undoubtedly the direct labor- 
cost and the total cost of the production of the article would be much 
less than it is in those establishments. 

I repeat the statement that we have no information from any of these 
large establishments which turn out their product at lower cost than 
the smaller ones in this report of the Commissioner of Labor, and from 
no establishment where natural gas is used, for in every instance we 
find the cost of mining ore and iron and assembling and making pig 
and assembling all the material included in the statement of cost, 

Now, Mr. President, while upon this subject I desire to ask the Sen- 
ators upon the other side, who owns the patents for the basic process 
in this country under which iron containing a large percentage of phos- 
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can be turned into suitable steel for rails. Why is it that the 
people of this country are not allowed to have the benefit of that proc- 
ess and the eonsequent reduction of the price of the steel rail? 

Are we again in the same situation that we were a fewyears ago, 
when the manufacturers of Bessemer steel rails in this country had 

hased certain patents under which there might be a cheaper pro- 
uction and withheld them entirely from use, depriving the people of 
the benefit of the cheaper process and consequently a cheaper article? 
I ask the Senators upon the other side—and I hope they will answer 
me—who owns to-day in this country the patents for this process under 
which, if they could use it, the iron of the South containing phos- 
horus could be converted into steel rails? Are those patents in the 
hands of the same gentlemen who for years and years possessed the 
monopoly of the manufacture of steel rails in the United States, and 
do they propose to hold those patents and deprive the people of the 
benefit of them until such time as they see proper to change their 
establishments and go into the manufacture of that kind of steel rails? 
I should like to have an answer to this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that what is known as the Bessemer 
combination—I am not sure whether it is the Bessemer Iron Company 
or a corporation which controls or did control years ago the Bessemer 
patent—now controls the Thomas-Gilchrist patent for making basic 
steel. The Senator from gees O suppose, is aware of that as well 
asIam. The representative of that company has stated before the 
Committee on Finance on several occasions that they are quite will- 
ing to allow iron or steel to be made by that process upon the payment 
of a nominal royalty, but that it never has been found practicable or 
feasible up to this time to manufacture steel by this process in the 
United States. 

I will state further—and the Senator is probably aware of this as 
well as I am—that by a recent process known as the Henderson proc- 
ess the phosphorus is being extracted from the ores of Alabama and of 
neighboring States and soft steel is made, it is said, by the people who 
are producing it, to be even superior to that manufactured by the 
Thomas-Gilchrist process. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator knows that this same combination 


or aggregation of — or whatever you may see proper to call it, 
0 


While owning the other patents made the same statement, that they 
were willing for our people to take them upon the payment of a roy- 
alty and manufacture steel rails, but they knew very well then, as 
they know very well now, that nobody can engage in the manufacture 
of steel rails in this country in competition with them, with their old 
establishments and their skilled labor, and we know that while they 
held these other patents they prosecuted everybody who undertook to 
manufacture rails in this country under them, although they refused to 
use them themselves, and thereby deprived the people of the benefit of 
them. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, while this subject is under consideration, to one 
fact in this estimate given to us by the Commissioner of Labor. If the 
Senator will turn to page 35 of the report he will find that the Com- 
missioner of Labor takes a small establishment, the smaller of the two 
establishments in the northern district of New York in which the labor- 
cost of manufacturing a ton of steel rails was $1.54 compared with the 
labor-cost of $1.38 in the other establishment given. That, of course, 
‘made the direct labor-cost of steel-rails higher in the United States 
than it really was, because he took the highest priced establishment. 
That is establishment No. 3. Now; follow down the list and you find 
in the first establishment he took on the continent of Europe the 
labor-cost was $1.04 a ton; take No. 4, and the labor-cost is $2.51; in 
No. 5 it is $4.64, in No. 6 it is $2.58, in No. 7 itis $2.68, in No. 8 it is 
$2.97, and in No. 9 it is 52.01; but in order to arrive at the labor-cost 
on the continent of Europe he took an establishment which gave a 
labor-cost of $1.04. Was that a fair way of arriving at the average 
labor-cost in the two countries? . 

‘Then we come to Great Britain. There are two establishments given 
in Great Britain, in which the labor-cost of one was $2.54 a ton and in 
the other it was $1.36 a ton. In order, seemingly, to make it appear 
that the labor-cost in Great Britain was very much lower than here, in 
his computation he took the establishment that gave a labor-cost of 
$1.36 per ton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Senators on the other side have no further re- 
es to make upon this paragraph, I ask that we take up paragraph 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 164, which was reserved, 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance report to strike out 
paragraph 164, as follows: 


All shotguns valued at not more than $12 each, 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued 
at more than $12 each, 40 per cent. ad valorem; pistols and revolving pistols, 


35 per cent. ad valorem, 

And in lien thereof to insert: 

164. All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns valued at not 
more than $6 each, $2 each; valued at 22 not tore than Sis oat, 
$i each; valued at more than „Ss each; and in ition thereto on all 
the above, 35 per cent. ad Singi ing shotguns, 


35 per cent. ad valorem. Revolving pistols valued at not more than $1.50 each, 
$1 each and 40 centseach ; valued at more than $1.50, $1 each; and in addition 
hereto on all the above pistols, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In line 19, Isuggest a modification by striking out 
„82 and inserting 51.50.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, line 19, in the amendment pro 
by the committee, it is moved to strike out the words two dollars“ 
and insert 81.50; so as to read: 

All double- barrel = i ¥ 
(han bocca Sian ed, sporting, breech-loading shotguns valued at not more 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Withrespect to this whole paragraph, these guns 
come in now and are dutiable at 35 per cent. ad valorem. The propo- 
sition here is to make the duty specific, and the committee have car- 
ried out no percentage whatever toshow us what thechange will be from 
an ad volorem to a specific rate of duty. But in order that the Senate 
may understand exactly the effect of the amendment, I desire to state 
what the percentage will be under the different specific rates here as 
given from the values. 

We will take the double-barreled breech-loading shotgun, the foreign 
value $3.75 each, which would come in under the six-dollar valuation 
clause in line 18, and the duty of $2 each would amount to 53 per cent. 
ad valorem. On guns costing $4.63 each it would be 43 per cent. ad 
valorem; at $5.40 each it would be 37 per cent. ad valorem. Now we 
go on tothe nextclause valued at more than $6 and not more than $12 
each. Ifyou please let us take another class of guns, which I under- 
stand sell for $6.17 to $6.20each. There seems to beasort of standard 
value for guns of different grades. The duty of $4 each would amount 
to 65 per cent., nearly double the 35 per cent. rate of duty which is 
now imposed. On the guns valued at $7.72 each, $4 duty is 52 per 
percent. On guns valued at $10.61 the $4 duty is equal to 38 percent. 
On guns valued at $12.54—we now get above the $12 class—they come 
in at $6 each and an addition thereto of 35 per cent. ad valorem, which 
1 to 80 per cent. as compared with 35 per cent., the present rate 
of duty. 

Take the single-barreled breech-loading guns valued at $1.30 each, 
now dutiable at $1, the addition of 35 per cent. ad valorem is equal to 
112 per cent. On those costing $1.85 the proposed rate of duty is equal 
to 89 per cent. 

Now, we will take the double-barreled muzzel-loading gun, the for- 
eign value of which is $2,30 each, and the duty of $2 is equal to 87 
per cent. ad valorem. On guns costing $2.80 each the rate is equal to 
71 per cent. ad valorem, On guns costing $3.60 each, it is equal to 56 
per cent.; and on those costing $4.40 it is equal to 46 per cent. 

I move to amend the amendment of the committee by striking out 
all after the word guns, in line 18, down to the words ad va- 
lorem,’’ in line 1, on page 41, and inserting in lieu thereof 35 per 
cent.; so as to read: 

1 All double-barreled sporting breech-loading shotguns, 35 per cent. ad va - 
orem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey will be in order after the pending question is dis- 
posed of, which is tostrike out, inline 19, the words ‘‘two dollars’’ and 
insert 51.50.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] will now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, in paragraph 164, in the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, it is proposed, in line 18, after the word 
“ guns,” to strike out 

Valued at not more than $6 each, & each; valued at more than $6 and not more 
than $12 each, $t each; valued at more than $12 each, $6 each; and in addition 
thereto on all the above, 35 percent. ad valorem. Single-barreled breech-loading 
shotguns $1 and. 

So as to read: 

: All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, 35 per cent. ad va- 
orem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, to strike out the original 

ph and insert what has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I suggest that we resume the reading of the 
bill, on page 58. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We have the pistol portion of the clause yet 
remaining, and I desire to offer some amendments to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed that that paragraph had been disposed 


of. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That part relating to pistols? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had supposed it was. 

Mr. MoPHERSON. I thought there was nothing in that paragraph 
disposed of but the relating to guns. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It was all one amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was disposed of by 
the vote of the Senate, If the Senator from New Jersey desires to 
move an amendment, the Chair will receive it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I moved an amendment to that portion of the 
paragraph relating to guns, and now I wish to offer an amendment to 
the p#tol clause of the paragraph, and I wish to make a statement in 
regurd to it. 

It you take the foreign value of revolving pistols at 87 cents each, 
the duty of 40 cents each and 35 percent. ad valorem is equal to 81 per 
cent, These now come in at a duty of 35 per cent. On pistols 
costing $2.12 each the duty of 40 cents and 35 per cent. ad valorem is 
equal to 54 per cent. 

I move to strike out, after the word pistols, in line 1, on page 41, 
all down to and including the‘word “‘ pistols ™ in line 5; so as to read: 

Revolving pistols, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
to paragraph 164, on page 41, line 1, after the word “ pistols, it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 

Valned at not more than $1.50 each, 40 cents each; valued at more than $1.50, 
$l each; and in addition thereto on all the above pistols. 

So as to read: 

Revolving pistols, 38 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by which the Senate agreed 
to the amendment of the Committee on Finance will be reconsidered 
if there be no objection, and the question recurs on the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion to amend proposed by the committee, to strike out and insert what 
has been read, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The readingof the bill was resumed. Paragraphs 255, 256, and 257 
were read, as follows: 


Farm and field products: 
255. Beans, 40 cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 
256. Beans, and mushrooms, prepared or preserved, in tins, jars, bottles, 
or otherwise, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 
257. Broom-corn, $8 per ton. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island if there is any country in the world that produces broom- 
corn, except the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Canada, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not in any very great quantities. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Paragraph 258 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, in paragraph 258, on page 58, line 7, after the word 
“ cabbages,”’ to strike out “3 cents“ and insert 1 cent;’’ so as to 
read: 

258. Cabbages, 1 cent each. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ishouldlike to make another inquiry. What 
is the propriety, or judgment, or sense in imposing a duty of 1 cent on 
cabbages and putting saur-kraut on the free-list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The action is taken in both gases, as I understand, 
for the benefit of the people of New Jersey. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ah! Iam very much gratified to hear it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraphs 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, and 264 were read, as follows: 

259, 2 — per paon, 
281. yolk of 35 por cent ad valorem. 
262. v. 81 p ton. 
203. Honey, 20 cents per gallon, 
264. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out of paragraph 264 “‘ fifteen” 
and insert eight.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, in ph 264, before the word 
cents,“ itis proposed to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so 
as to read: 

Hops, 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I promised the Senator from Illinois not now in 
his seat [Mr. CULLOM] that this ph should be passed over until 
he was in the Senate Chamber, and I ask that it may be passed over 
without prejudice, i 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to be present also when it is con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be passed over 
without prejudice, if there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 265 was read, as 
follows: 

265, Onions, 40 cents per bushel. 


Paragraph 266 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 58, line 16, in ph 266, after the word 
green, to strike out “or dried; and in line 18, after the word 


remt to insert ‘‘pease, dried, 15 cents per bushel;’’ so as to 
read: 

n, in bul 
TCTTFFCCCCCTCCTTTCTCT0T0T0T0T0T Se 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the committee will not insist upon this 
amendment. This would be in fact a very great tax upon the farmers 
of this country. The seed pease that they must havein all this section 
of country must of necessity come from the North. The amount 
that is raised along the border of the lakes is considerable, but, as a 
matter of course, not of sufficient variety orin a condition for the pur- 
pose of planting. I think in my State alone, from what I have seen 
of the statistics furnished, this duty would be a tax upon the farmers 
and small gardeners amounting to $40,000 or $50,000 a year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Maryland will observe that this 
rate is about equivalent to the existing law. The unitof value of im- 
ported pease is 81 cents a bushel, and at 20 per cent. ad valorem the 
rate would be 16 cents a bushel. The committee propose to reduce the 
House rate from 40 cents a bushel to 15 cents a bushel. 

Mr. GORMAN. But without that they would be on the free · list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. They pay 20 per cent. ad valorem now. 

Mr. GORMAN. If this is not adopted, we can put on the free- 
list, and therefore I appeal to my friend from Rhode Island, in the in- 
terest of the farmers, the small planters, and the gardeners everywhere 
in this country. He knows perfectly well that these seed pease must be 
had from a northern or cold climate. We can not raise them and can 
not reproduce them in this section of thecountry, although a very small 
portion of them is raised along a small strip on the lakes. 

In the interest of that class of people whom we have all talked about 
so much, I trust that the Senate will agree that these pease, which aré 
brought in for seed and scarcely for any other purpose, may be put upon 
the free-list, or at least that the duty may be largely reduced. 

Mr.SHERMAN, I think they are brought in for soup and not for 


seed. 
„ The pease in question are principally used as articles 

of food. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I see that this paragraph refers to dried pease. My 
remarks will apply to garden seeds, in paragraph 271. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to paragraph 266, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of paragraph 266 was resumed and continued, as fol- 


lows: 
Split 50 oen el of unds; 
other A paea poaa 8 i 8 N 8 

Mr. CARLISLE. As to the last clause in that paragraph, 
in cartons, papers, or other small packages, 1 cent per pound,“ I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate to a statement which was made 
before the committee in regard to that matter, which I think ought 
to be considered. The first statementis that, taken in connection with 
the administrative act, which was passed during the present session of 
Congress, it will increase the duty to about 60 per cent. 

I believe what I was about to read refers to pease in tins and cans, 
and not to this provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I was about to suggest to the Senator that he was 
mistaken about this paragraph. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What I was about to read relates to another para- 
graph, ‘‘ pease in cans or tins,” 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Paragraphs 267, 268, and 269 were read, as follows: 

267. Plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, commonly known as nursery 
stock, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

268. Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel-of 60 pounds, 

269, Castor beans or seeds, 32 conts per bushel of 50 pounds, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to restore the duty now existing on that prod- 
uct by making the rate 50 cents per bushel in place of 32 cents, and 
that will correspond fairly with the duty which has already been im- 
posed by the action of the Senate on the finished product, castor-oil. 

I may say here that I am inclined to believe the duty which I 515 
posed on castor-oil, is too ige, but I hope to suggest, before the bill is 
through, a reduction in thatitem. It is now fixed upon what the law 
has been since 1883. I propose to make the duty on the castor-bean 
the same as it is under the present law, to correspond practically to the 


qaty on the oil. 
r. MCPHERSON. What is the duty on castor-oil? 
Mr. PLUMB, ty cents a gallon, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. That was increased on your motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, it was made just what it is now. There is no 
increase. It leaves it just as it was in the law of 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 269, on page 59, line 4, before the 
word cents,“ it is proposed to strike out 32 and insert 50; so 
as to read: , 

Castor beans or seeds, 50 cents per bushel of 50 pounds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe amendment which was adopted on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas placing the duty on castor-oil at 80 
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cents a gallon or anything approximating that is to stand, then the 


duty on castor-beans should be increased and the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas should prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. a 

The amendment was agreed to. - 


The reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 270 was read. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 59, line 7, 
after the word ‘‘act,’’ to strike out thirty ” and insert “twenty-five; ” 
so as to read: 

270, Flaxseed or linseed, poppy-seed, and other oil-seeds, not specially 2 
vided for in this act, 25 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; but no drawback shall 
be allowed on oil-cake made from imported seed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that they propose a duty here of 25 cents per bushel upon 
linseed or poppy-seed or flaxseed, and at the same time they give a 
duty of 27 cents a gallon on the linseed-oil. Now, a bushel of linseed 
or flaxseed will make 2} gallons of oil, and upon a gallon of oil you 
impose a duty of 27 cents, and upon linseed or flaxseed you impose a 
duty of 25 cents a bushel. You, therefore, give 67} cents protection 
on the oil which is made from the flaxseed or linseed to the oil trust, 
and have reduced the duty on the flaxseed itself from the House bill. 
I should like to have some explanation about the consistency of that, 
After the oil is extracted from it the manufacturer of oil has the seed 
itself, which is sold for feeding cattle, and is exported in very large 
quantities, 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will remember that the paragraph in 
regard to linseed-oil was passed over until this paragraph should be 
acted upon. It is the intention of the committee, if the rate is fixed 
upon flaxseed at 30 cents per bushel, to go back and take the para- 
graph in regard to linseed-oil and make it proportionate with the para- 
graph now under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 270. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itake it there will be no objection now to going back 
to paragraph 236, although I will wait if the Senator from Rhode 
Island prefers that I shall. i 

~ Mr. ALDRICH, What is the amendment which the Senator from 
Kansas desires to offer? 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk to come in in any proper place. I think that after paragraph 236 
would be the best place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
236}. Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether dry, salte l, or pickled (ex- 
cept sheep-skins with the wool on), I cent per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it would be better to have this 
amendment taken up when hides are reached in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well, I give notice also, in connection with that, 
that if it shall be adopted, I will move, when we come to paragraph 579 
in the free-list, to strike out the words: ‘‘Hides, raw or uncured, 
whether dry, salted, or pickled,” and also all after the word ‘‘unmanu- 
factured.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding was that the bill 
should be considered in order, and the amendments of the Committee 
on Finance acted upon. ae 

Mr. PLUMB. I have noohjection to that. Iwill submit the amend- 
ment, to come in when it is reached. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be understood as pending. 

Mr. PLUMB.: I also send to the desk an amendment which I will 
propose at the proper time. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore, The two amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be printed and their consideration postponed 
until the committee amendments have been concluded. 

A e reading of the bill was resumed. Paragraph 271 was read, as 
‘ollows: 
271. Garden-seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds not specially provided 
for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
; — ALDRICH. I move to strike out the word ‘‘forty’’ and insert 
‘twenty. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
vided for in this act?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are on the free-list or provided ſor in another 


way. j 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 

3 from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] will be stated from the 
esk. 


The proposed amendment will be 


I ask, what are the seeds not specially pro- 


The SECRETARY., In paragraph 271, on page 59, line 12, after the 
eb sea st itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert twenty; 
80 as to read: 


271. Garden seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent, ad valorem. syne i 


Mr. PLATT. I do not know but that it is all right that we should 


have this amendment passed on at this time without any notice that 
the committee proposed to amend this paragraph, but I wish that it 
might be 5 over for a few moments until I can get some papers 
in regard to it. I think it is a very great mistake to make this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that paragraph 271 may be passed over without 
prejudice. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: I ask the Senate now to dispose of 
an item which was passed over at my request. Paragraph 271 was 
passed over at my request. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to that paragraph will now be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, in paragraph 271, after the word 
— 5 it is proposed to strike out 40 and insert 20; so as to 
read: 

271. Garden seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds, not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. I will not ask for any division of the Senate upon this 
proposed amendment of the committee, but I had supposed thatcertain 
facts and statistics had been laid before the committee by seed-growers 
from our section of the country, which members of the committee say 
they have not received. The vote may be taken on the matter and it 
will go into conference, I suppose, if not changed in the Senate, and 
these statements can be laid betore the conferees, and I shall be willing 
to abide their decision when they shall have all the facts before them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If there should be no disagreement between 
the two Houses in respect to that paragraph it would not be subject to 
the action ol the committee of conference, 

Mr. PLATT. It will be open to amendment in the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itrusttheamendment will be adopted. This is the 
paragraph which I had reference to a few moments ago. I thought the 
intimation of the Senator from Connecticut was that it should only go 
into conference and then be given up. 

Mr. PLATT. It can not go into conference as it stands, because then 
there will be an agreement with the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill as it comes from the House ee a duty 
of 40 per cent. on garden seeds and agricultural seeds. is in an in- 
crease of tax from 20 per cent. under the existing law to 40 per cent. 
upon an article that is absolutely necessary to nine-tenths of this en- 
tire country for the small farmers. These seeds can not be raised ex- 
cept-in a cold climate: It is not cold enough in Connecticut for the 
seed to be produced so as to be used in this section of the country. 

I am glad to know that the Senator in charge of the bill has moved 
the amendment, and I trust for the purpose of insisting upon it when 
we reach another stage of the proceeding. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is the purpose of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. All I wished to say was that the committee shall con- 
sider the facts when they are laid before them by the people who think 
the duty onght not to be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Paragraph 272 was read, as follows: 

272, Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and 
sauces of all kinds, not specially provided for in this act, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. This paragraph includes pease, beans, mushrooms, 
pickles, and articles of that kind preserved in jars and bottles, and the 
proposition is to impose a duty of 45 per cent. ad valorem. Upon part 
of them now the duty is 30 per cent. and upon another part 35 per 
cent., without any duty whatever upon the packages in which they 
are contained, but under the administrative act which was passed dur- 
ing the present session there will be a duty, as we all know, this being 
an ad valorem rate, upon the package, which will very largely increase 
this duty and make it from 60 to 65 per cent. ad valorem. ‘The state- 
ment before the committee with regard to pease was: 

Pease: The average cost of this article is 55 francs per case in France. The 
dutiable value under the present tariff of one hund cases would he $612— 

That is the value of the article-— 
duty at 30 per cent., 8183.60. Under the administrative bill this duty isincreased 
by the increase in the dutiable value— ` 

Because packages are included in the dutiable value— 
taking in the cost of all k „cha , ete., to $1,062, which at the present 
. — duty would be 881800 sch 3 : 

As against $183.60 duty under the present law— 
and if the proposed duty in the new tariif bill goes into effect, the dutiable 
value being $1,062, the duty at 40 per cent,— 

Tt is now 45 in the bill in place of 40— ; 
will be $124.80, showing an increase in duty under the new bill of 39} per cent, 
We attach herewith a memorandum showing the actual increase in duty on one 
hundred cases, with the percentage of increase under the administrative and 
new tariff bills, showing that the revenue will be increased under the new 


tariff bill and the administrativé bill 131 per cent. 
There is no occasion for any increase in duty on this article, as there is no com- 
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petition between the French and American packed pease, the best grade of 


American selling at about the same price per tin as the best grades of 
French, while the can is nearly twice as large. I have had many years’ experi- 
ence in buying the Amsrican article, and I know that the price on the French 

oods hes never infiuen ed in the pation dares the price on American pease. 
his is true of the cheaper grades as well as of the best. 

Mushrooms.—What has been stated on pease applies with equal force to mush- 
rooms, except that there are absolutely none produced in the United States for 
canning purposes, and no amount of duty would enable them to be produced 
here so that they could be canned to advantage. What few are grown for com- 
mercial purposes are sold fresh to the hotel and restaurant trade, and the de- 
mand is in excess of the supply. 

Then, on pickles, sauces, ete. 


Prese: . r cent. ; posed duty, 45 per cent.; with administrative 
bil fucrense to about Sore) — 5 cent. Woe ask That these be allowed to remain 
gg Dee nO competition between the American and foreign goods, The En- 
glish pects are the ones most largely sold in this country, and if consumers 
want & Blackwell's pickles or Worcestershire sauce they will not take the 
American article. The prices on the foreign goods range from $1 to $3 per dozen 
higher than the American under the present tariff. The increase in duty will 
benefit in no way the American manufacturers, but will increase the revenue 
and add materially to the cost of the goods to consumers, 

I do not see why, in view of these statements, which so far as I know 
have never been controverted, there should be an increase of duty upon 
these articles, I move, therefore, to strike out 45 and insert 
30,“ so that the rate of duty will be 30 per cent. ad valorem, which 
will be a large increase over the present rate, because of the passage of 
the administrative act, which imposes duties upon the packages in 
which these articles are imported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, on page 59, line 16, after the 
word act, it is proposed to strike out 45 and insert 30; so as 
to read: 

2. l kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles aud 
Semanal nina obey OER AA for Ia this act, 30 per cant xa valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the articles included in this para- 
graph are substantially luxuries, and 45 per cent. is certainly not a 
high rate of duty to assess upon articles of this kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not think that beans and pease can be very 
well classed as luxuries in this country. They may be luxuries to 
some people somewhere on the face of the earth, but certainly are not 
so considered by our people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must understand that the only beans 
and pease included in this paragraph are French beans and French 

which are luxuries if any are. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not see why they are luxuries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not so much articles of food as sauces 
and condiments and things of that kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not see why they are luxuries simply because 
they are produced in France or somewhere else. They are simply 
beans and and not as good, in my judgment, as our own. 

+The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraphs 273, 274, and 275 were read, as follows: 

273. Vegetables in their natural state, not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent, ad valorem. 

274. Straw, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

275. Teasels, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to strike out paragraph 275. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 275, as fol- 
lows: 

275. Teasels, 30 per cent.ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I see no reason why this weed should be taken 
from the free-list and made dutiable at 30 per cent. ad valorem. Isup- 

this is another instance where the agriculturists are to be bene- 
Bted by the imposition of a duty. This is a weed or plant which 
pons a burr that is used by the manufacturers of woolen goods, I 
ieve, in making the nap upon their cloth. I do not suppose there is 
one farmer in the United States in five hundred who knows what a 
teasel is, and yet it is proposed here to take it from the free-list, where 
it has always been so far as I remember, and impose a duty of 30 per 
cent. upon it. I move tostrike it out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The teasel is cultivated and it is nota weed. It 
formerly was dutiable and it has been restored to the dutiable list. It 
is an agricultural product. It is very largely used. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There were only $2,309 worth imported during 
the fiscal year 1889. The Senator from New York states that it was 
at one time upon the dutiable-list. I had forgotten that fact, if it be 
a fact, which I do not dispute; but I should like to know of the Sena- 
tor from New York how long it is since it was upon the dutiable-list. 
It certainly has been upon the free-list a great many years, and yet we 
have imported only $2,309 worth in an entire year of this useful article, 
which is used by the manufacturers of woolen goods, and is necessary 
in their industry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Those who use it do not complain of the duty, and 
you have been assaulting—I beg pardon—an assault has been made 
upon these gentlemen that they are unduly unprotected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have always advocated giving them their ma- 


terial as cheap as they could getit, and Iam entirely willing to help 
our manufactarers in that way rather than to help them by imposing 
taxes upon the people. My idea of assisting our manufacturers, with- 
out doing injustice to anybody else, is to give them their materials nec- 
essary for their use in their industry at as low a cost as they can 
sibly get them, so that they may produce their goods cheaper, and, as 
Isaid yesterday, benefit themselves, their laborers, and the consumers 
of their products. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out paragraph 275. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraphs 276 and 277 were read, as follows: 


Fish: 

276. Anchovies and sardines, packed in oilor otherwise, in tin boxes measur- 
ing not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep. 10 cents tper 
whole box; in half-boxes, measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 in 

wide, and Ii inches deep, 5 cents each; in quarter-boxes, measuring not more 
than 4} inches long, 31 inches wide, and 1} inches deep, 24 cents each; when im- 
ported in any other form, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

277. Fish, pickled, in barrels or half-barrels, and mackerel or salmon, pickled 
or salted, 1 cent per pound. 

Paragraph 278 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, in section 1, on page 60, line 13, to strike out: 

290, Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, or preserved in any other manner (ex- 
cept a cans or other ase] see not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per 
pound, 

And to insert: 

273. Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for preser- 
vation, mee specially enumerated or provided for in this act, one-half of I cent 
per poun 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer for the committee an important amendment 
to this paragraph, which I suppose the Senators upon the other side 
would like to look over before they are asked to vote upon it. I will 
therefore suggest that the paragraph go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 278 will be passed over 
without prejudice, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Theamendment isalready offered, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island on behalf of the Committee on Finance has been ordered 
to be printed and is now on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from that paragraph I suggest that 
the punctuation of the amendment proposed by the Senate committee 
is not just as it is intended. It appears in this way: : 

Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for preserva- 
tion, Bar specially enumerated or provided for in this act, one-half of I cent per 
pound. 

I understand that the object is to limit fresh fish to that class of fish 
frozen or packed in ice or otherwise prepared for preservation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The action of the committee was that the House 
paragraph should be restored as to rates, with a proviso to that para- 

ph. I ask that the paragraph may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be over 
without prejudice, to be considered with the amendments to it hereafter. 

Paragraphs 279 and 280 were read, as follows: 


279. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-halfof I cent per pound; herrings, fresh, _ 


one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

280. Fish in cans or packages made of tin or other material, except anchovies 
andsardines, and fish packed in any other raanner, notspecially enumerated- 
or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 281 was read. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 61, 
beginning in line 4, to strike out: 

281, Cans or kages made of tin, or other metal, containing shell- ad 
mitted free of duty, not exceeding 1 quart in contents, shall be subject to a duty 
of 8 cents per dozen cans or packages; and when exceeding 1 quartyshall be 
subject to an additional duty of 4 cents per dozen for each additional half quart 
or fractional part thereof: led, That until June 30, 1891, such eans or pack- 
ages shall be admitted as now provided by law. 


And insert: 


281. Cans or kages made of tin or other material containing fish of any 
kind admitted of duty under any existing law or treaty, not exceeding one 
quart in contents, shall be subject to a duty on each can or emery hos 1} cents ; 
and when ease gam, ous quart, shall be subject to an additional duty, for each 
additional quart or ional part thereof, of 1} cents. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee are satisfied, upon further exami- 
nation of this subject, that the rates of duty levied by the House pro- 


vision are sufficient for the purpose indicated in the paragraph, and 


they therefore recommend a disagreement with the amendment and a 
concurrence in the House provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A disagreement with the amend- 
ment of the committee, so that the provision will stand as it came from 
the House of Representatives ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

7 GORMAN. I should like to know what became of paragraph 


Og ee 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 281 is the one upon which 
the Senate has just voted, and rejected the amendment of the commit- 
tee; so that the part proposed to be stricken out will stand. 

Paragraphs 282 and 283 were read, as follows: 

FRUITS AND NUTS, 

2 Annes r ripe, 25 cents per bushel. 

283. We eee pasak aseli or prepared in any manner, and 
not otherwise provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound. 

Paragraph 284 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 62, in paragraph 284, line 4, after the word 
ttørapes,™ to insert 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic feet capacity or 
fractional part thereof; so as to read: 

281. Grapes, 60 cents per barrel of 3 cubic fect capacity or fractional part there- 
of; plums, and prunes, 2cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 285 was read, as follows: 8 

285. Figs, 2} cents per pound. 

Paragraph 286 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 298 of the House bill, on page 
62, as follows: 

# limes, in packs; f ty ot 1 bie feet 
a a fe aA cy O nE i mitts Gees nod 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, 50 cents per package; in kages of capacity ex- 
ceeding 2) cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, $1 por paokago; in pack- 

of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubic foot or frac- 
tional part thereof, 20 cents; in bulk, $2.50 per one thousand: Provided, That 
when boxes in which oranges or lemons are imported shall be of shooks mantu- 
factured in and exported from the United States, and so verified in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, there shall be a 
rebate of the duties on such oranges and lemons of 2 cents for each box of 1t 
cubic feet or less capacity, and 2 cents for each additional 1} feet capacity, or 
fractional part thereof. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

1 ali i kages of 1 fi bic feet 
Jess, 18 conte por package; in packages of capacity exceeding Ie eubie fost and 
not exceeding 21 cubic feet, 25 cents per package; in packages of capacity ex- 
ceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 oubie feet, 50 cents per package; in 
—— of capacity exeeeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubie foot or 

ctional part thereof, 10 cents; in bulk, $1.50 per 1,000. 

Mr, CALL. Mr, President, the Senate ought not to agree to this 
amendment of the committee, the effect of which is to change the duty 
ftom the amount reported in the House bill from 50 cents per box to 
25 cents per box. It is a question of the adjustment of the duty upon 
different articles according to the merits of the case. In this case the 

interest in the State of Florida is the sole support of a very ex- 
tensive region of country. It has amounted toa very considerable sum 
and as reported by the proceedings of a convention of orange-growers 
to be something over $4,000,000, and it is now progressing into much 
larger proportions. 

Under this tariff bill these people are taxed upon all the necessaries 
of life, upon everything which they consume, and this, their sole re- 
source, is left without any benefit from the tariff except an infinitessi- 
mal or comparatively small amount of 25 cents a box. If we are to 
have a system of duties which are to be adjusted with reference to the 
interests of particular industries, this is an entirely unfair application 
of the rule. 

The manual which I hold in my hand, which has been submitted 
by a convention of orange-growers in the State of Florida, composed 
of people of both political parties, contains the following statement of 
facts: 


I. THERE IS A COMPETITION. 


Imports of oranges at all ports of the United States, January and Feb- oe 2 
—j— cone sean — —— n 
158, 392 


ary, 1888. 
79,196 casesand barrels, equa} to „ ENTE * 
l A dacncetes pootepentiwosenvenpac opens sarcodh 
Equal to one-fourth entire importation for the year. 


January and February, 1889. 
23,641 cases, equal to rere ee 


Total 
Nearly one-fourth entire importation forthe year. 
January and February, 1890 
145,869 cases and barrels, equal to . i 


E aleng Aa a beste te r fapro E G Tapers 
Equal to one-third entire importation forthe year. 

Making for the year an average of nearly two million boxes, and in 
these particular months, when the orange-grower in Florida comes into 
the market, the heaviest of these importations from abroad occur. 

The statement gives the comparative cost of the Florida orange and 
the foreign orange in the New York market. This manual states the 
cost delivered for sale of the Florida orange at the sum of $1.70, which 
is greater than the cost of the foreign imported orange, according to the 
tables here cited, which I will not delay the Senate by reading. 


It is evident, then. that the heaviest importations are received in our markets 
during the two months of January and February, when the shipments from 


Florida are largest. During these two months one-third of the forei bee pman 
tations are brought into direct competition with domestic oranges. clu 
the months of December and with 9 February (practically 
the whole of the Florida oa about one- of the imported oranges 
are brought into direct and trous competition with the Florida crop. 

2. THIS COMPETITION IS DANGEROUS AND HURTFUL. 

The placing of the imported oran; upon the American market at a time 
when the Florida shipments are at their height has the effect of breaking down 
and glutting the market to such an extent that these lo fruits are o 
sold at prices below the cost of production. It is unjust to the American pro- 
ducers that their products should be thus brought into a hurtful competition 
with foreign fruits. 

3. COMPARATIVE COST OF PLACING FLORIDA AND IMPORTED ORANGES ON THE 
NEW YORK MARKET. 

Reginning with the wild land, it costs at least $1,200 an acre to bring it to 
profitable bearing condition. After from twelve to fifteen years of labor and 
waiting, an acre of orange grove will uce in a favorable year an average of 
200 boxes of fruit (a high estimate). oney commands, in Florida, at least 10 
per cent. interest, and from that to 15 cent. The interest on the capital rep- 
resented in an acre of bearing grove is, then, not less than $120. Cost of ferti- 
lizers.and labor is $50 per acre per year, making the cost of a box of oranges on 


the tree Scents. To get the box of oranges to market the expense account will 
stand as follows: R 


Freight (average).. 


Cost delivered for sale — 

To this is added 8 to 10 per cent. commission on selling ; price, which, with the 
items of insurance, taxes, and other expenses directly rgeable, brings the 
cost of the box of Florida oranges up to not less than $1.95. The average gross 
pie obtained last season by the Florida Fruit Exchange, which compares 

vorably with otheragencies, was about $2.25 per box, leaving a gross profit of 
30 cents a box on a perishable commodity, or5 per cent. on a class of business 
in which 25 per cent. is considered the lowest limit of safety. 

This is the showing of an unusually favorable season. Tho disasters of frost 
or decay will putthe balance against the 8 

Compare these figures with the cost of laying down in our markets a box of 
foreign oranges. With cheap capital, cheap labor, and cheap transportation, a 
box of foreign oranges is put upon our markets at a cost, including present 
duties, not exceeding 90 cents per box. Is it not evident, then, that the foreign 
producer and speculator can sell his fruit profitably in the New York market at 
a price lower than the bare cost of placing a box of Floridaoranves in a cart at the 
grove? Is it unreasonable to ask that at least the duties provided in the House 
bill be retained? Even they will only lessen the evil, without removing it. 

It is true that the foreign oranges are inferior to the Florida fruit. None the 
less does the foreign importation affect and reduce the price of the domestic 
fruit. It is proved by all commercial experience that when a market is glutted 
with an inferior article, cularly of perishable commodities, the price of the 
superior article is in ly lowered. Does not the sale of adul rod- 
ucts interfere with the sale of the unadulterated? The sale of shoddy injures 
the market for honest goods. The sale of a bankrupt stock is detrimental to 
the interests of the honest merchantand manufacturer. The reliable figures of 
the practical orange-grower should be considered as to the pone of the indus- 
try and not the glowing and unreliable statements of real-estate speculators 
and town-site boomers. 


4. THE ADVANTAGES OF THE FOREIGN PRODUCER OVER THE AMERICAN FRO- 
DUCER. 

Investi n has revealed the fact that of the thirty or more fruit-importi 
houses ‘ew York City only three are American houses. The rest are own 
or controlled by Italians, a majority of whom are not citizens of the United 

They are the kinsmen of foreign producers seut here to actas nts, 
The money received by them is sent bodily from the country, not even giving 
this country the benefit of exchange, leaving us financially poorer by just that 
amount, without taking into consideration the injury caused by the supplant- 
ing of a home product. An increased tariff will bea direct charge on the for- 
eign producer, for his profits are wide enough to stand a much larger increase of 
duties than is pro It will help the American producer to exactly the ex- 
tent that it steadies the home market from glu prices. Is it not a end 
of the American Government to r the wealth-producing American citi- 
zen from the forced competition of the wealth-consuming alien? On the side of 
the alien are massed cheap labor, cheap money, cheap freights, Iong- establ 
pore 1 — 3 vantages which come ed highlo pata is bor, nah in — 
n e Florida orange- grower are gron y labor, rest, 
high freights, and the protracted struggle with the j forest and unculti- 
vated soil. Which shall we favor? 


5. PRESENT PRODUCTION OF FLORIDA ORANGES AND THE FUTURE OF ORANGE- 
GROWING UNDER ADEQUATE PROTECTION. 


Within ten years the production of Florida o has increased from 350,000 
boxes to 4,000,000 boxes per annum. The groves which are ndw coming into bear- 
ing were planted more than ten year ago. e future increase of the cropdepends 
on the markets of present years. If glutted markets are to continue to be our 
lot the rapid increase of the orange-raising industry will receivea serious 
If porer protection is afforded now the year 1900 will see American markets 
fully supplied with American orangesall the year around. Protection now will 
measure and assure the supply of the future. Protection will assure the con- 
tinued steady increase in the length of the Florida orange season, which will 
eventually supply the eountry with orangestwelve months in the year. Itwill 
do this by encouraging the expenditure of time and capital in developing new 
8 of the orange, a line of experiment already attended with splendid 
results. 

6, OTHER INDUSTRIES ARE BENEFITED, 


Estimating the Florida orange crop at 4,000,000 boxes, the 55 the 
Maine manufacturer of box sides will be „000; the hende will $200,000 
more; the single item of wrapping-paper foots up $125,000; nails, $20,000; straps 
for the filled boxes, $60,000, These articles of purely American manufacture are 
merely items in the vast aggregate of the Florida orange industry. Twenty 
thousand persons own orange groves in Florida, with a total area of 250,000 
acres, Over $100,000,000 is invested in this industry. Employment is given to 
more than 150,000 people, Railroads and steam-ship lines receive yearly $2,000,- 
000fortransportingthiscrop. The vastincrease oft aggregates ofthe oran 

wing business and its dependent industries will receive a serious check ifthe 
Fist an 855 le arguments for a fair measure of protection go unheeded or 
are set as 
THE STATUS OF ORANGE-GROWING AS COMPARED WITH OTHER PROTECTED IN- 
DUSTRIES. 


The average duty on importations is 47 per cent. On oranges it amounts to 
less than 30 per cent, A rail mill, à cotton or woolen factory may be built in a 
year, A glass factory may be erectedinafew months. The entire list of highly 


profitable saie upon a glutted market—glutted 

more favorable conditions, under less stress of 

should be preserved, and 9 5 honorable committee is ‘ually urged to 
e 


products raised under 
randexpense. The equities 


give due consideration to equities under discussion. And it is ſurthex urged 
not alone does the prosperity of an industry rest in your hands, but the 
perity of a sovereign State, one of that Union of Commonwealths whose 
constitutional representatives you are. 
J. C. McKIBBIN, 


President Florida Orange-Growers’ Union 

and Chairman Florida Tarif committee. 

Mr. President, upon the theories of this bill there can be no answer 
to the arguments which are presented by the orange-growers of Florida 
for such a duty as will protect them from the importation of an inferior 
quality of toreign fruit at a period of the year when the domestic fruit 
is ripe and placed upon the market. 3 

I do not know that I can add anything to this. statement, further 
than to say that a very large convention of the orange-growers of the 
State of Florida was held during the past winter upon these grounds,and 
with entire unanimity of opinion a paper was presented stating these 
facts and signed by M. H. Mabry, John E. Hartridge, J. C. McKibbin, 
R: F. Rogers, John H. Welsh, and George W. Wilson, committee. 

While the committee was out, Chairman Wilson addressed the convention on 
the issue as follows: 

Not only is Florida feeling the direct and ruinous effect of the importation 
of Mediterranean fruit, 100,000 boxes of which have arrived in our ports for each 
of the last three weeks, breaking prices and losing Florida at least $200,000, but 
another and even greater danger has recently come to noticein Mexico, Central 
America, the West Indies, and the coast of South America, Immense areas 
have been planted in oranges gonny e pastfew years. When sugar failed in 
these countries the question arose, * What are we to do with our vacant land?’ 
Plant orange trees, was the answer. ‘Where can capital be had?’ From 
England and the mother countries,’ came the reply, ‘and in any quantity, at3or 
4 per cent.“ 

P Gentlemen, so with their cheap money, cheap labor, rich lands, and cheap 
transportation, they can lay their oranges down at our packing-house doors for 
less money than we can grow them. American ship-builders are already con- 
struciing fleets to en in this carrying trade. This is no chimera; it is hard 
fact. It is not distant; it is upon us, Shall we let the fruits of our painstaking 
labor be taken from us, our living that we have established, by a set of men 
who have no sympathy with our social life, our traditions, or our institutions? 
Weare confronted with dire disaster, and it behooves us to stir ourselves speed- 
fly and make our plight known, through an eficient committee, to the law- 
makers of the country.” 

In the memorial adopted by the convention and which was presented 
to the Ways and Means Committee is the following statement: 

We would confidently assert to your committee that if this industry could be 
protected until it has reached a stage of full maturity and development we could 
supply our home markets with better fruit (cheapened by inventions as ap- 

lied to harvesting, packing, and storing), and at prices bringing to the pres 
1 —.— a modest but comfortable livelihood. There is no danger ofthe people of 
the United States having to pay high prices for oran: if the Government will 

rsuie the policy of helping us get our industry fully established. O gen- 
3 is a contest between well-paid labor, expensive operative capi and 
the cheap capital and still cheaper labor of Europe, Mexico, Ceutral Ameri 
West India Islands, and South America. Florida can not (allow us to reiterate 
compete on equal terms in the production of oranges while we pay 81 to $1.25 

r day for labor and 10 per cent. to 15 per cent. interest on our capital, while 

he same result is reached in the countries mentioned with labor paid less than 
50 cents per day, with operating capital at 3,4,and 5 per cent. 


Mr. President, the signers of this petition to Congress, which has 
been presented to the Committee ot Ways and Means of the House, are 
men of both political parties. Those who are in favor of protection, of 
course find no want of harmony in that proposition with their views, 
nor do those who are not all agreed upon the proposition, for it is a tax 
upon a luxury which may be imposed to any extent to which it will 
be a subject of revenue, and in adjusting the duty it should be placed 
upon those articles which can bear it where the incidental benefits 
will be of the mostimportance to the country. Measured by that rule, 
there can be no doubt whatever that this reduction of 25 cents upon 
the rate imposed by the House is not a fair nor a just application of 
the principle, and that the duty of 50 cents a box is not more than a 
reasonable tax easily borne by this luxury, and that the resulting benefit 
* to orange-growing, which is a very great interest in the State of Florida, 
will be one adequate to the encouragement of the growth of this busi- 
ness in that State and elsewhere in the Southern States. 

Mr. HALE. Before the Senator sits down, I wish to ask him one 
question. Does not the orange-grower of Florida bear the burden of a 
great freight, which he pays upon his production before it is sold in the 
markets of the North, and a freight that is greater even than the freight 
by sea which the Mediterranean orange-shipper pays? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator is entirely right, and that is one of the 
statements I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will say that no doubt that is true, and that it is 
true, also, of a great many other things. It is true as respects hides. 
Tt costs less to transport hides from the Argentine Republic to New 
York than it does from Iowa. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is pretty nearly true, also, of corn. 

Mr. CALL. That shows the propriety of providing for it in a sys- 
tem which gives encouragement to the various industries of the coun- 
try. I have always insisted ever since I have been here, when a tarift 
bill was under discussion, that Inxuries were propersubjects of taxation, 
and this luxury of the orange was a proper subject for such a tax as 


would give ample protection to the orange-grower, and I think now 
the Senate may, with entire justice to the principles upon which this 
bill is framed, let this duty stand at 50 cents a box. 

The advantages to the country, as have been stated in this paper, are 
very great. The railroads get $2,000,000 in freight, I have no doubta 
very much larger sum of money than they ought to exact from these 
people, and the country is supplied with a very superior article of fruit. 


In the course of time there is no question whatever that the develop- 


ments there will amount to a very t production. The people are 
dependent entirely upon fruit for their subsistence and their SM: and 
out of the sale of this fruit they pay all the heavy taxes im upon 
the various articles of subsistence and of use which are contained in the 
tariff bill, Under these circumstances, the request of these ple, 
which is an earnest one, and the complaint which they make shat ome 
der the existing tariff, with the orange growing wild in the West In- 
dies and in Central America, and with speedy and cheap communica- 
tion, being brought in bulk in these great ships, these tramp vessels, 
and growing upon the islands without any care, and the wonderful fer- 
tility of Cuba and the West India Islands and Central America, the 
cost is almost nominal in the importation of this fruit into the ports of 
this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Although the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance increases the rates of duty upon some of these fruits 
I shall cheerfully give it my support, because it reduces the rates im- 

by the House in the bill sent to the Senate, 

I have listened to what has been said by my friend from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] and I do not think that any sufficient reason has been 
given, either for the increase of the rate of duty upon this fruit or for 
maintaining the present rate. The very paper from which the Senator 
reads shows that under the present rates of duty the production of 
oranges in Florida has increased in ten years from 350,000 boxes to 
4,000,000 boxes, an increase of over 1,100 per cent, inten years. That 
does not indicate to my mind that the importation of foreign fruits has 
interfered to any injurions extent with this industry, and I hear and 
read in the newspapers very frequently accounts of the large profits 
which are being made by the cultivation of the orange in Florida. Their 
orange groves are selling for almost fabulous 2 and every fact which 
has come to my knowledge indicates very clearly that this industry is 
avery prosperous one under the present rates of duty. d 

When the Senator talks about the freight of $2,000,000 per ann 
which is paid for the transportation of these fruits to New York an 
other markets, he must remember that the growers of the oranges do 
not pay these freights. They are paid by the consumer, and I protest 
that no additional burdens shall be placed upon them by act of Con- 
gress, atleast. I would rather reduce the burdens upon the consumers. 

These fruits are not luxuries in any proper sense of the term. They 


are no more luxuries than apples and peaches. They have become ab- 


solutely necessary to the comfort and health of the American people, 
and lemons and limes especially are used largely in sickness. 

Without undertaking to detain the Senate by an attempt to discuss 
this subject at length, I desire to enter my protest against any increase 
of duties on these articles, because I think they are unnecessary and 
because such a course would be contrary to the principles by which my 
action has been governed throughout the entire consideration of this 
subject. I wouid vote for a lower rate of duty than the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance pro but I know we can not secure it, and there- 
fore I shall vote for their amendment as against the provision sent to 
us by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the present rate of duties upon oranges 
has existed at all events since the year 1883. I do not know how much 
farther back its origin dates. 

When the question of tariff revision came up before the two Houses 
two years ago the Mills bill made no reduction in the orange duty. 
When the responsibility was upon the Senator from Kentucky in sug- 
gesting and directing the details of that bill, he brought forward no 
proposition to reduce the duty upon oranges, but he stood by the law 
as it existed up to that time. 

When the Mills bill came to the Senate in that shape it went before 
the Committee on Finance. In the first draught which came from 
that committee there was a reduction of the duty upon oranges, and it 
was in this shape when it was first reported to this body, but, upon 
further examination and further information, the committee restored 
the clause as it came in the bill from the House of Representatives. 

The orange-growers of Florida have come from all parts of the coun- 
try; they have been building up this industry for a good many years, 
and have made some success at it, and they have come to the conclu- 
sion that there is a necessity for some protection against the foreign 
crops imported from South America, from Italy, from Central America, 
from Mexico, and the West Indies. They think that if this tariff bill 
is to be framed upon the lines of protection, they are as much entitled 
to the favorable consideration of those who favor a tariff for protection 
as any other class of agriculturists, or others engaged in industrial pur- 
suits who are asking that their several industries may be protected. 

Reference has been made by the Senator from Kentucky to the large 
increase in the product of Florida oranges, and he that as a rea- 
son why the duty should not be increased. But, Mr. President, tomy 
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mind it affords a reason why the duty should be increased. This is a 
perishable article, and unless it is consumed in a short time after it 
matures it is worthless; and when the fruit-growers have shown by the 
e increase in the growth of the fruit, by the large increase in the 
production, that they are in a position to supply the markets of the 
eountry, it would seem to be a reason why they should ask that they 
be protected against foreign producers. It is the home product that 
promises success that deserves encouragement, and a perishable article 
which is abundant should have the preference in our own markets, 

With this end in view the Florida orange-growers have come to- 
gether. They have had their convention, their association meetings; 
they have matured their plans; they have made their statements, and 
when the House committee met and considered this proposition along 
with others with reference to changing the tariff laws, they submitted 
all the facts they had in their possession to the consideration of the 
committee. Some of these statements have been submitted by my 
colleague to the Senate thisafternoon. The matter was maturely con- 
sidered and after its consideration 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do not the oranges from the countriessouth of Florida 
come into the market at a time when the Florida oranges have been 
practically consumed, and therefore are not in competition with the 
production in Florida and Louisiana, being a perishable article? By 
the time that our crops have been consumed by the people of this 
country, then in come the crops from the southern islands to supply 
our people with this very necessary fruit. 

Mr. PASCO. I had intended to make reference to these arguments 
which have been used against the increase of the duty a little later on, 
and I will take that matter up at length before I get through with the 
few remarks I propose to make. 

All these facts with reference to the growth of the orange, with ref- 
erence to foreign markets, with reference to the dates at which these 
different countries send their products to this country, were before the 
House committee, and they were very maturely and carefully consid- 
ered, and, as a result of it, the ph was framed which it is pro- 

tostrike out, which nearly doubles the former duty upon oranges, 

e basis of the former duty was about 25 cents upon a box exceeding 
1} cubic feet and not exceeding 2} cubic feet; under the paragraph as 
proposed by the House, it was made 50 cents upon such a box. 

It was said by many that this is simply the production of a single 
State. But the large State of California has very great interests in this 

roduction as well as the State of Florida, Oranges are raised in the 

ower part of Louisiana, and orange farms and groves located in these 
States are owned by people all over the United States, There are few 
States that arenotrepresented in our population of orange-growers, and 
it is by no means a sectional matter or a matter limited to one partic- 
ular State. 

The effort that was made by the Florida orange-growers was partic- 
ipated in by the orange-growers of California. They went before the 
committee also and they made their statements, and, as I have already 
shown, the result was the increase of the duty to 50 cents a box upon 
oranges. The proposed duty in paragraph 286 on some of these items 
is the same as in the present law. Theduty is 13 centsa box on pack- 
ages of 1} cubic feet or less; 25 cents for those of double that size, and 
soon. But in several the proposed duty is lower than the 
duty in the existing law, For instance: 
deat Oota née PEAKE ta peckeaes of capacity oxtecding © CADI lest, for 
ever additional Subic foot or fractional part thereof, 10 centa; in bulk, $1.50 
per 

In the existing law it is $1.60 per thousand. The estimated duties 
under the rates proposed by the House bill would amount to $1,843,- 
377.49. - The estimated duties under the rates in the paragraph as pro- 
— by the Senate committee is 51,078, 233.33, making a Ah piis or 

65,144.16 from the amount in the House bill. 

The chief argument which has been urged why 50 cents a box, as 
prescribed in the House bill, should not be continued is that the for- 
eign orange comes into the market ata different time from the crop 
raised in Florida and in California. That is notaltogether true. A very 
large proportion of the Florida crop comes into the market at the same 
time that the European crop does. In addition to that, we have to con- 
e. against the crop of Mexico, Central America, and the West India 

The orange-growers of Florida are endeavoring toraise different kinds 
of oranges, They have introduced various qualities and kinds which 
ripen and mature at different seasons, and if this effort is encouraged 
and protected, it will be in their power, as they hope and believe, to 
supply the market at nearly all seasons of the year at which oranges of 
any kind are produced, and that being the case the competition will be 
continuous. In support of these views I wish to read a carefully pre- 
pared statement presented before the Ways and Means Committee by 
the Florida Fruit Exchange and the Florida Orange-Growers’ Union, 
in which they say: 

It will not be denied that the West India, Mexican, and Central American 
frait comes into market in October, November, and December, We are pre- 
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Bred further to show from tables compiled by the Foreign Fruit Exchan 
the distribution of Mediterranean fruit begins in November and exten 

in increasing quantities, through the ensuing six months, Out of 500,458 boxes 
of Palermo oran, received during the season of 1883-89, 345,363, or over three- 
fifths, were received during the months of October, November, December, Jan- 
nary, February, and March, namely, in October, 437 boxes; in November, 18,912; 
in December, 84,449; in January, 77,674; in February, 93,057; and in March, 
70,840. And weare further prepared to show that there were received between 
December 15, 1839, and Janu: 15, 1890, according to the statistics furnished by 
the Foreign Fruit Exchange, from Catania, Messina, and Valencia, excluding 
Palermo, 105,500 boxes; beingat the rate of over 26,000 boxes per week, in com- 
petition with Florida fruit. 


Further on this memorial says: 


In conclusion, we beg leave to call your attention to the main points of the con- 
2 of those advocating the abolishing or reduction of the duty on foreign 


its. 

First. That the orange and lemon productions of Florida require no protec- 
tion, because the Mediterranean oranges come in later than the Floridas. To 
this we have conclusively shown by their own statistics that three-fifths of the 
Palermo fruit in 1888789 was imported in November, December, January, Feb- 
ruary,and March, in direct competition with Florida fruit and we have also 
shown that Jamaica, West India, Mexico, aud Central America, come in earlier 
and during the marketing season of Florida fruit; and moreover, that we are 
raising later maturing fruit which will comein May, June, July, and August, 
We also note that California fruit comes in March and onwards, 


Mr. President, I will read from another document the argument of 
the Florida orange-growers presented before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee on the House of Representatives. Mr. Wilson, the chairman of 
the committee, came from Florida to present this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. He said, in a speech delivered before a 
5 of fruit-growers at home, which is included in this pam- 
phiet: 


Not only is Florida feeling the direct and ruinous effect of the importation of 

editerranean fruit, 100,000 boxes of which have arrived in our ports for each of 
the last three weeks, breaking prices and losing Florida at least $200,000, but 
another and even greater danger has recently come to notice in Mexico, Central 
America, the West Indies, aud the coast of South America. Immense areas have 
been planted in oranges during the past few years. When sugar failed in these 
countries the question arose, ‘What are we to do with our vacant land?“ 
Plant orange trees,“ was the answer. Where can capital be had?“ From 
. sue the mother countries,” came the reply, and in any quantity, at 3 
or 4 per cen 

Gentlemen, so with their cheap money, cheap labor, rich lands, and cheap 
transportation, they can lay their oranges down atour packing-house doors for 
less money than we can grow them, American ship-builders are already con- 
structing fleets to engage in this carrying trade, This isnochimera; it is hard 
fact. It is not distant; it is 55 755 us. Shall we let the fruſts of our painstaking 
labor be taken from us, our living that we have established, by a set of men 
who have nosympathy with our social life, our traditions, or our institutions? 
We are confronted with dire disaster, and it behooves us to stir ourselves 
speedily and make our plight known, through an efficient committee, to the 
law- makers of the country. 

Maj. G. P. Healy, of Jacksonville, following Mr. Wilson, said he could cor- 
roborate every word Mr. Wilson had said, and, in addition, it had come under 
hia personal knowledge that Jarge quantities of orange buds had been sent 
from Florida to the near-by countries enumerated. He had eaten Florida navel 
oranges grown upon the wild stocks of Jamaica, budded with Florida buds, as 

in every way as Floridas. Thousands upon thousands of buds have been 
sentout during the past eighteen months, and to Mexico over a million buds 
during the past year. ‘‘ Gentlemen,” he said, “if you don't take measures to 
shut out foreign-grown oranges gos willsee the time within three years when 
Florida- grown oranges will not bring 75 cents in New York.” 


Their memorial then stated as follows: 


The growers of citrous fruits in the State of Florida, represented in conven- 
tion by the Farmers’ Alliance of the State of Florida, the Farmers’ Alliance Ex- 
change, the Orange-Growers' Union, the Florida Fruit Exchange, the Horti- 
cultural Society of Florida, the Florida Orange and Vegetable Auction Company, 
and other associations composed of fruit-growers, and also of the railway and 
transportation N and their connections, respectfully memorialize the 
Con, of the United States, and urge upon its attention that the present duty 
on citrus fruits is insuficient to give the protection necessary to encourage the 
production of these fruits in the States of the Union in which this indust 
exists; moreover, but a small amount of revenue is produced, and we v 
fully urge and ask that such duty should be advanced to a special rate of 50 
cents per cubic foot, or $1 per box of 2} cubic feet. 


Further on the memorialists say, in presenting their case to the com- 
mittee: 

Ours, gentlemen. is a contest between well paid labor, expensive operative 
capital, and the cheap capital and still cheaper labor of Europe, Mexico, Cen- 
tral America, West India Islands, and South America, Flo; can not (allow 
us to reiterate) compte on equal terms in the production of oranges while we 
pay $i to $1,25 per day for labor and 10 per cent. to 15 per cent. interest on our 
capital, while the samo result is reached in the countries mentioned with labor 
paid less than 50 cents per day, with operating capital at 3, 4, and 5 per cent. 

It is claimed from some sources that foreign oranges do not come in competi- 
tion with Florida oranges for the reason that the foreign fruit is put into our 
markets at times when we have no Floridas. This is not true. Florida has 
developed and is developing an early and late variety of oranges. Todak we 
are putting into our markets oranges the entire season. With proper induce- 
ments we can supply the demand of all periods of the year, and the recent suc- 
cessful experiments in cold storage will enable the 8 to store his crop, to 
be distributed at the demands of the consumption, should the supply become 

er than the home consumption. Our heaviest shipments commence in 
ovember and last until June, during which time nearly a l of the foreign 
oranges are thrown open our markets, coming directly in competition with us. 

We herewith submit an accurate statement of the receipts of foreign oran. 
(this does not include numerous small fruit-producing countries as yet in the 
transition stage of development) during the years 1887, 1888, and 1889. 


They submit a statement of the receipts of foreign oranges, not in- 
cluding small fruit-produeing countries, during the years 1887, 1888, 
and 1889, which shows that a very large portion of the crop is imported 
into this country during the very month when our Florida oranges 
come into market. Without reading the table I ask leave to submit 
it with my remarks. 
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Receipts of oranges in United States. 


Boxes Mediterra- Barrels 
nea: | Cases Valencias. | Jamaica. 
_ |New York, 8 New Vork. aaar New York. 


Zg 


8 


137, 
157, 
34 
13, 

1 


: "8367 | 5 
625,447 | 463,128 154.67 41,608 | 49,735 
———— SS S CO ee 
1890. 
January 57,341 | 48,279 47,140 | 19,573 1,696 
February... 79,667 70, 256 62,529 17, 800 7,131 


RECAPITULATION. 


The memorial proceeds: 

Over one-quarter of the whole mone yearly receipts from the Mediterra- 
nean have arrived in January and February—say, 261,543 boxes of oranges. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks that the 
people of Florida would be willing, for the reasons he has stated, to ac- 
cept a share of this robbery and to become monopolists to that extent? 

Mr. PASCO, A share of what robbery? 

Mr. HOAR. Of the tariff robbery, Does he think the people of 
Florida would consent to accept a share of it? 

Mr. PASCO, I will state thata large number of the gentlemen who 
are interested in these orange groves are as much in favor of a protective 
tariff as the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. They do not, then, regard it as a robbery on the part 
of monopolists? Iam glad to know that. 

Mr. PASCO. According to my view of the tariff question the range 
of duties is about 47 per cent., which I think the Mills bill proposed 
to reduce to about 43 per cent. With the large debt that the country 
owes it would be impossible to get along without a very large import 
duty on difterent articles received into the country. The question of 
free trade will not be a question for this generation to solve, As long 
as immense amounts of money are obliged to be raised for the expendi- 
tures of the Government they must be raised through this means. No 
other method has ever been found so satisfactory to the people at large 
as this way of raising money, and itis only a question, so far as I un- 
derstand it, as to the articles upon which the money should be raised. 

The Florida orange-growers believe that this is one of the articles 
that is deserving of the consideration of the country, and if this system 
of protection is to prevail that they are deserving of as much considera- 


tion as the manufacturers in Massachusetts and other States who also 
desire to be protected, 

I am presenting their views, and I say, Mr. President, as long as we 
have to raise duties for this purpose I am in favor of seeing a fair dis- 
tribution of the matter, and I believe that this is a proper case for 
favorable consideration, I will conclude my reading. 

During the year 1889 not less than 20,000,000 of Florida buds (not including 
what has been sent from California), from improved varieties, were exported to 
Mexico, West India Islands, South America, some of the Pacifico islands, and 
Europe, to be grown on the vastly 33 acreage of orange trees planted 
and being planted in these countries. 

That closes what I have to read from this statement. I also desire 
to put in the RECORD, and not weary the Senate by readingit, a state- 
ment of Hon. Mr. VANDEVER, of the House of Representatives, who 
appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means and supported these 
views, and also a letter of H. K. Snow, that show that California 
orange-growers share in the opinions expressed by the orange-growers 
of Florida. 

The statements are as follows: 

THE CROP IN CALIFORNIA—STATEMENT OF HON. W. VANDEVER. 

Three thousand car-loa's, or 900,000 boxes, of oranges were the 


past season 
transported from Southern California, by rail, to various parts of the United 


States. One dollar and twenty-five cents to $1.50 r box for ordinary seedlings 
isa fair average of the price delivered on board the cars at the citrus centers. 
This is as low a rate as will possibly compensate the producer, It is with great 
apprehension that the California producer of oranges ropas the increasing im- 
portation of this fruit from foreign countries to our markets, N 

It costs 57 cents per box (by car-load lots) to transport oranges from Florida 
to New York City or to Boston. 

The average yield of an acre of orange trees in bearing is 200 boxes, 

The transportation of a box of oranges from Italy to New York City or to Bos- 
ton is 25 cents; duty 25 cents, Total freight and tariff 50 cents. It costs7 cents 
per box more to land oranges in New York or Boston from Florida than it costa 
to bring them from Italy. Upon the basis of 200 boxes to the acre, then, Italy 
7 bre advantage of Florida in supplying New York or Boston with oranges 
0 per acre. 

8 labor in the State of Florida is worth $1 per day and in Italy 20 cents 
per day. 

One man’s labor is required to cultivate 10 acres of oranges; three hundred 
my labor, which is about an average year's work, $300 in Florida; $60 in Italy. 

he Italian producer, then, has the advantage of the Florida producer in sup- 
lying the American market of $14 per acre in transportation and duty and of 
24 per acre in labor; a total of $38 per acre on orenga 

The transportation of a box of oranges from California to New York or Bos- 
ton is $1.25 per box (by car-load lots); to Chieago, 90 cents. Labor in California 
is $2 perday. Therefore the Italian oran ees has the advan’ over the 
California orange-grower in New York of about $76 per acre, and in the Chicago 
market of about $58 per acre. 

To place Florida and California in our American markets on equality with 
Italy the import duty on oranges and Jemons should be at least $1 per box. 

The orange is the chief source of citrous wealth in Southern California. It 
provides fruit the year round, Oranges may be picked from the trees at Riy- 
erside and at Pasadena the entire year; the old crop being left on certain 
for use, and lasting in v. good condition until a new crop begins to ri 
without apparently affecting the new growth. The California orange bas 
staying qualities, In this particular it is far superior to the Italian orange, and 
even better than the Florida oranj, The Riverside orange is famous for its 
excellence. The scedless navels bring la prices in the market, and the 
seedlings of Southern California are generally in flavor and lusciousness far su- 
perior to the best imported oranges from the Mediterranean. 

The orange belt of California extends from San Di to Santa Barbara, skirt- 
ing the Coast Range and the Sierras from 10 to 50 miles from the ocean. The 
base of the Sierra Madre affords the most favorable localities for orange culture, 
Intense heat does not injure the orange. The Southern California orange will 
also stand a temperature 4 or 5 degrees below freezing. The orange is not a 
native of California; it was brought as seeds from Spain, long years ago, by the 
padres and the explorers who first settled the ä 

The extent in value of the industry at the present time can be i ned from 
the following figures: In Los ei, foo County there are about 350,000 bearing 
trees; Santa Bar ego County, 55,000; San Bernardino, 300,000; 


age given to Mediterranean and Havana ranges, and that she can, if necessary, 
supply the entire demand. 


VIEWS OF H, K, SNOW. 
AUSTIN Crry, Can, January 13, 1890. 

DEAR Sm: Linclose you a petition of a great many orange-growers in this 
econ Ab ask of Congress for more protection on our oranges, The present 
tariff is only about 25 cents a box, which is only about 8 per cent., whereas wine- 
grapes are protected 50 cents a gallon, equal to 3 cents a pound for grapes, 
and they sell here for $10 per ton, or one-half centa pound, G oranges are 
worth from $2.50 to $5 per box in the markets. 

There ougbt to be a protection of at least $1 a box, which is only about 30 per 
cent, There will be several itions sent you, and I trust you will do all you 
can to further our wishes. nator STANFORD ought to help us, as it will be a 
great impetus to orange-growing, which will tax railroads to their utmost 
to carry the fruit to market ina very few years. I will not bother you with 
many remarks, as I know that you are very busy. This work ought to be done 
before the committee on tariff, You will know, of course. 

Most truly yours, 
1 H. K. SNOW. 

Hou. WILLIAM VANDEVER, . 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. President, the people of Florida are laboring under a great many 
difficulties. I regret very much to be obliged to infer from the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that he thinks that the burdens 
should all be borne by the people ot the section of country in which 
these fruit-growers live, and that none of the advantages should be en- 
joyed by them. 

The majority, in this bill, have increased 200 per cent. the duty upon 
cotton-ties, They propose to put sponges upon the free-list, They car- 
ried through a measure yesterday which threatens destruction to the 


7 


tion. 
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cigar manufactories in the State in which I live, and now when we bring 
a proposition to give some benefit toa part of the population of Flor- 
many of them sympathizing with the Senator from Massachusetts 

in his political views, I am met with the suggestion that they should 
bear all the burdens and receive none of the benefits of tariff taxa- 


Mr. President, if the farmers and agriculturists and fruit-growers 
of Florida could be relieved of the excessive taxation upon their agri- 
cultural implements and tools, upon the different implements which 
they have to make use of in raising these articles, and upon their cloth- 
ing and articles of domestic use, they would beable to get alongas well 
as those living in any other section of the country, with lower rates of 
duty npon theirown productions. Whenever the question comes up 
for a fair revision of the tarift they will be willing to bear their part of 
the reduction, but, while other duties are being raised and while addi- 
tional burdens are being placed upon them, they are not willing to see 
the duties lowered upon their products, in this instance as well as in 
others, and the advantages given by existing law to their products re- 
duced. 

A reference has been made by the Senator from Maine to the question 
of freights. Hon. H. S. Sanford is largely interested in orange-growing, 
and is acquainted with all the details of the business. He was in the 
city recently, and I conversed with him on this subject. He says 
the freights upon oranges from Italy to New York are from 12 to 24 
cents a box, and the freights from Sanford, Fla., 45 cents a box, so 
that it will be seen the protection given by this bill, as it will be when 
modified by this amendment, simply removes about the difference be- 
tween the freights from Italy and the freights from Florida. It leaves 
the home product practically without any other protection than enough 
to cover the difference in freights. 

Mr. President, while I am on the subject, and referring to the fact 
that the people in our section have to bear all the burdens of the tariff 
and receive very little of its advantages, I desire to say that in my 
opinion partisan and sectional lines are drawn all through the bill, and 
that all the benefit the people of our section get from it is simply in- 
cidental, because articles similar to ours are raised in other more highly 
favored States. In this connection I call attention to the fact that the 


` off-products of the citrous fruits, such as citric acid, lime juice, oil of 


limes, lemon juice, Jemon oil, lemon peel, orange flower or neroli, 
orange oil, orange peel, and orange sticks are, with one or two excep- 
tions, all placed upon the free-list. 

These are all products of Florida and ought to be encouraged, so as 
to assist this industry. They have received no attention whatever 
from the committee. Citric acid alone is protected. There is a small 
protection upon orange and lemon peel when it is preserved or candied, 
but I suppose that is simply on account of the sugar that is used in its 
manufacture. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that we are practically with no 
protection except the difference between freight rates; that our oranges 
come in competition for three or four months in the year with Italian 


T 2 and at other seasons with the products of Central America, 
t 


h America, and the West India Islands; that the neighboring coun- 


tries, taking advantage of this low duty, are already going largely into 


this industry, and that in a few years they will have millions of trees 
in Mexico to compete with the trees in our own State, I think that it 
is not unreasonable to ask, as I do, that the action of the House of Rep - 
resentatives, which carefully considered this entire subject, be sus- 
tained, and that the amendments offered by the Senate committee be 
rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I ought to have said when on the 
floor a few moments ago, in order not to trouble the Senate again on 
this subject, that we have already by our legislation during the pres- 
ent session given to the growers of these citrous fruits a large degree of 
additional protection by the customs administrative bill, which ex- 
pressly abolishes all allowances for damages. It is estimated, and Ihave 
no doubt correctly, that at least 25 per cent. of these fruits shipped 
here from abroad decay and rot on the voyage and are absolutely lost, 
Yet the shippers are required to pay at the custom-house fall rates of 
duty upon the whole cargo as it left the foreign port, although they land 
here to sell only about 75 per cent. of it. This of itself affords a very 
large measure of protection to the growers of these fruits in this coun- 
try in addition to what they have by the imposition of specific rates of 
duty provided for in the law. 

While I am on the floor I desire to say in response to the Senator 
from Florida that I did not vote for the imposition of any additional 
burden upon his people by the increase of the rates of duty upon cot- 
ton-ties or tobacco or anything else which they are compelled to pur- 
chase and use. I opposed the imposition of those additional burdens 
for the same reason that I oppose this. I am looking to the interest of 
the consumers of the country who must have these things in order to 
live comfortably in their homes, and it makes no difference to me 
whether it is a product of the South or a product of the North, wher- 
ever we can reduce a rate of duty without injury to the industry Iam 
in favor of making the reduction, and I shall pursue that course 
throughout the consideration of this. whole bill. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I did not suppose the Senator from 


Kentucky would think for a moment that I intended any reference to 
him in the few remarks that I made upon the imposition of burden- 
some taxation upon our people. : 

Mr, PASCO. I wish to my one thing that escaped me while I was 
on the floor before, and that is with reference to the duty upon lemons. 
There is no request on the part of the fruit growers of Florida that this 
higher duty shall be placed upon lemons. Lemons are needed for the 
sick; they are used largely as a medicine. 

The production of lemons is not at all great in our State at the pres- 
ent time, and, as I understand the ma ter, the fruit-growers of our 
State and the frnit-growers of California have not asked that this ad- 
ditional duty be put upon the lemon. If the committee are at all dis- 
posed to meet the proposition made by myself and my colleague, that 
the duty be retained as in the bill as it came to us from the House, we, 
would be perfectly willing to submit to a reduction so far as the lemon 
is concerned. 

The Senator from Kentucky referred to the damage clause. I sup- 
pose he referred to section 22 of the act which was passed during the 
present session. There is one feature of tliat damage clause which is 
not at all favorable to the orange-growers if advantage is taken to pur- 
chase damaged lots and then sort them. That section provides: 


Sec, 22, That no allowance for damage to goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
ported into the United Statesshall hereafter be made in the estimation and liqui- 
dation of duties thereon; but the importer thereof may, within ten days after 
entry, abandon to the United States all or any portion of goods, wares, and 
merchandise included in any invoice, and be relieved from the payment of the 
duties on the portion so abandoned: Provided, That the portion so abandoned 
shall amount to 10 per cent. or over of the total value or quantity of the invoice; 
and the property so abandoned shall be sold by public auction or otherwise dis- 
posed of for the account and credit of the United States under such regulations 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 

Now, where that portion is abandoned, there may be 10 per cent. of 
salable fruit, perhaps more, in the box, and the whole of it can be 
thrown upon the market to come into competition with the fruits com- 
ing from our own fruit-growing States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask forthe yens and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SPOONER. Task that the proposed amendment may be read 


again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment is a very long one. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the purport of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the committee amendment reducing the rates 
proposed by the House on oranges, lemons, etc. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know the form of the question. Does yea 
vote with the Senator from Florida or against him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Against him. 

Mr. CULLOM. It votes to sustain the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state that 
Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has a pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL]. By an arrangement between us the pairs have been 
transferred, and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] 
stands paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I vote 

ea. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH]. Ido not see him in the Chamber, 
and I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vaxcer]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who I believe is not 
recorded, and for the present I withhold my vote. If he were present I 
should vote nay. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voo1 HEES]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I will in- 
quire if the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I then withdraw my vote, unless it be necessary to 
make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. HEARST. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 
If he were here he would vote “nay,” and therefore I vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
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The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Cok: McPherson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dawa Manderson, Spooner, 
Pate, Dixon, Mitchell, Stockh: 
Riad, resting Pi Vest” 
Talas Hawley, Power, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Ilis mf Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—1s. 
Allen, Hale, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Barbour, Hearst, Paddock, Washburn, 
Cameron, Higgins, i Wilson of Iowa. 
Casey, Hoar, Pierce, 
Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
ABSENT—38. 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Brown, Farwell, McMillan, Squire, 
Butler Faul T, Moody, Stanford, 
$ Frye, Morrill, Turpie, 
Chandler, George, Payne, ‘ance, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Pettigrew Voorhees, 
Cullom, Gorman, gh, Wolcott. 
tel, Gray, Quay, 
Dolph, Hampton, m, 


So the amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 5 

287. Raisins, 2} cents per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 


288, page 63, line 18, before the word fruits,“ to strike out or“. 


and insert ‘‘and;*’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

288. Comfits, sweetmeats.and fruits eee be. in sugar, sirup, molasses, or 
spirits, not specially provided for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


239. Fruits preserved in their own juices, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
290. Orange-peel and lemon-peel, preserved or candied, 2 cents per pound. 


Nuts: 
201. Se, not shelled, 5 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 7} cents 
er pound. 
p 292. Filberts and walnuts of ail kinds, not shelled, g cents per pound; shelled, 
6 cents per pound. 

293, Peanuts or ground beans, unshelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 1} cents. 
per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 294, page 64, line 11, after the word kinds,“ to insert ‘‘shelled 
or ;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

204, Nuts ot all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially provided for in this 
act, I} cents per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

Meat products: 

295. Bacon and hams. ö cents per pound. 

206. Beef, mutton, und pork, 2 cents per pound. 

207. Meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

295, Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per 

und; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound; but the dutiable weight shall 

nelude the extract and the tins, jars, bottles, or other articles containing the 

same, and no separate or additional duty shall be collected on such res 
unless as such they are suitable and apparently designed for use other than in 
the importation of meat extracts. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make the same motion there. that I did awhile 
ago in reference to another ph. I move tostrike out the words 
but the dutiable weight shall include the extract and the tins, jars, 
bottles, or other articles containing the same.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., On page 64, line 22, after the word ' pound,“ 
strike out the words: 


But the dutiable weight shall include the extract and the tins, jars, bottles, or 


other artices containing the same. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The rate of duty now upon these articles is 20 
per cent. ad valorem. This makes a very great increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
this question?. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I rise to speak to the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to the amendment? 

Mr, MoPHERSON. I want to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator does not object to the 
pending amendment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. This increase applies to extract of meat, which 
is used very largely for medicinal purposes, known as Liebig's extract 
of meat, which will be bruught here and will be purchased, whatever 
rate of duty you impose upon it. The rate of duty of 35 cents a pound 


Does the Senator rise to speak to 


isa very great increase; from 20 to 35 cents a pound it is a tremendous 
jump, and it does not seem to me that it is necessary. 

I move to strike out 35 cents in line 21, on page 64, 
and in line 22 I move to strike out 15 cents per pound“ and insert 
20 per cent. ad valorem,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 21, strike out 35 cents per 
pound,” and in line 22 strike out 15 cents per pound and insert 20 
per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: $ 

Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, fluid extract of meat, 
20 per cent. ad valorem., 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 


299. Lard, 2 cents per pound. 
300. Poultry, live, 3 cents per pound; dressed, Scents per pound. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 8, 
page 65, after the word “‘ tallow,’’ to insert and degras; so as to read: 

301. Tallow and degras, I cent per pound. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I ask that the words and degras™ be omitted 
from this paragraph, and following it I shall move toadd an additional 
clause after the word ‘‘ pound.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee, proposing to insert the words and degras,’’ 
will berejected, and the Senator from Rhode Island proposes an amend- 
ment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the paragraph: 


Wool-grease, including that known commercially as degras, or brown wool- 
grease, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. CARLISLE, I suppose that upon the suggestion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island the Senate will disagree to the amendment proposed 
by the committee to insert the words and degras.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has already been done. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say in to the amendment now 
proposed that it is simply transferring this article from the free-list, 
where it is now and has been for a long time, and making it dutiable 
at one-half cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator does not wish to make a 
misstatement. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Ido not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never has been upon the free-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Degras? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never has. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I supposed it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is now dutiable at 10 per cent. as grease not 
otherwise provided for, or at 25 per cent. as a chemical compound. The 
rei Department has ruled both ways upon it. It never has been 

ree. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I knew it was not enumerated in the dutiable- 
list, and I supposed it was on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 7 

Mr. CARLISLE. At any rate, it ought to be upon the free-list, I 
think. This is the grease which is extracted from wool in cleansing 
it, and is used by the manufacturers of leather. Itis not an article 
which we can encourage the production of, it seems to me, to any con- 
siderable extent. There will not be a single pound of wool washed or 
cleaned in any way in addition to what is now done on account of the 
imposition of a duty on this article; and it is an article, as I said, of 
absolute necessity to the manufacturers ot leather, and therefore if they 
can get it cheap it has a tendency to reduce the cost of the production 
of that article. Iam told that it is absolutely necessary for them to 
import this article on account of some difference between the foreign 
and the home product. I understand that there is an acid or some 
element-in the domestic production, which element, in their opinion 
at . makes it not as suitable for finishing leather as the imported 
article. 

As I have said, this bill seems to be framed upon the theory of protec- 
tion in order to encourage the production of articles at home. It will 
not have that effect in this case, because the duty will not, as I said, 
induce people to extract a pound more of this article from wool than 
they do now. > 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is certainly mistaken 
in his understanding of the question and in his expectation of what 
will be done if that duty is imposed. There are from fifty to sixty 
million pounds of wool-grease now being allowed to run into streams 
in various parts of the country which, if we have this protection, will 
be preserved and made use of in the preservation of leather, the manu- 
facture of soap, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator says it has a protection now of either 
10 cents a pound or 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And still it is washed out in streams, 


Mr. ALDRICH. Ten per cent., which amounts to a quarter of a cent 


a pound. We want to increase the rate. 
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Mr. CARLISLE, You want to double it? 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask a question. At one time there were 
a number of gentlemen here representing interests who were opposing 
the provision as it stood in the bill in the first instance. I desire toin- 
quire whether the modification is sqtisfactory to those interests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The modification is satisfactory to all interests. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Miscellaneous products: 

302. Chicory-root, burnt or roasted, ground or granulated, or in rolls, or other- 
wise prepared, and not specially provided for in this act, 2 cents per pound. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 65, line 
14, after the word chocolate,“ to strike out other than chocolate con- 
fectionery and chocolate commercially known as sweetened chocolate, 
three and insert two;“ so as to make paragraph 303 read: 

308. Chocolate, 2 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 65, 
line 18, before the word cents,“ to strike out three and insert 
‘“two;’’ so as to make paragraph 304 read: 


304. Cocoa, or manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 
2 cents per pound. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

205. Cocoa · butter or cocoa-butterine, 3} cents per pound. 

306. Dandelion-root and acorns prepared, and other articles: used as coffee, 
or as er for coffee, not specially provided for in this act, 1} cents per 
poun 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 66, 
line 14, after the word ‘‘ remitted,’’ to strike out the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

Provided further, That exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which 
have been cured in the United States with imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory 
proof, under such regulations as the of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
that such meats have been cured with imported salt, have refunded to them from 
the Treasury the duties paid on the salt so used in curing such exported meats 
in amounts not less than $100, 


So as to read: 


Salt: 
307. Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents per 100 pounds; in 
oulk, Scents per loo pounds: Provided, That imported salt in bond may be used 
in curing fish taken by vessels licensed to engage in the fisheries, and in curing 
fish on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States, under such u- 
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof t 
the salt has been used for either of the purposes stated in this proviso, the duties 
on the same shall be remitted, 


Mr. McPHERSON. It will be observed that by striking out the 
proviso as proposed by the committee the Western packers of meat are 
deprived of free salt for packing their meats, while the fish-packers in 
the East are given free salt to cure their product. I move to strike out 
_ the whole paragraph, the effect of which will be to put salt upon the 

free-list. 

In order that I may not take up too much time of the Senate in the 
discussion of this question, I want to read a short extract from a few 
remarks which I had the honor to make in the Senate in 1886. I 
know that my speeches generally are not very entertaining; but in this 
case the remarks may ap to be edifying. In those remarks I de- 
scribed a visit that I paid to a salt factory — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the Chair first understand the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move tostrike out the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee propose to strike 
out part of the i 

Mr. McPHEKSON, I propose to strike out what isleft. I moveto 
strike out all that precedes the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The whole ph? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out the whole 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 


proceed, 
Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, what I said in 1886 reads in 
this wise: 


Let us take the article of salt. How much duty is im d upon salt? I 
find that we imposed a duty of 12 cents per hundred pounds by the tariff act of 
1883. Twelve cents per hundred pounds wonld bè about 36 cents per barrel. 
I believe there are usually 800 pounds of salt in a barrel. I was informed the 
other day by a gentleman largely engaged in the manufacture of salt that ow- 
ing to the improved machinery employed in its production, to the great extent 
and area of a late discovery of salt-fields, he would like to make a contract to 
sell all the salt that his salt-works would produce fora year at 40 cents a barrel, 
In other wo he said, I propose to supply yot oranybody with all the salt 
my works will produce for a year, and I think my capacity is 200 barrels a day, 
for 40 cents a barrel. 

The duty we have imposed is 36 cents a barrel, almost 100 per cent, duty. 
Every poor man, every farmer, every man who uses salt, is forced to pay a 
large tariff upon the salt product, 

Now, about the labor employed in its manufacture; let us see the necessity 
for the duty, for I hear Senators on that side of the Chamber declare that the 
reason for the tion of these heavy duties in one sense is that labor may 

p and thelaborer may not suffer. I visited those salt-works and 
there I found immense machinery, magnificent boilersand engines, They were 


ph. 
ersey will 


umping water from the lake down intoa hole in the ground; they were pump- 

ng itout of the hole by the same engine and the same machinery into lar; 
evaporators. The only living soul whom I saw about the salt-works was the 
one individual who was running the engine. 

What is salt? Itis something born of the sunlight and the air. If you take 
a basin full of sea-water and set it in the sunlight the result is salt. This one 
individual was manufacturing salt upon which a duty was laid by the Govern- 
mentof36centsabarrel. Said I. My friend, how much wages do you receive?” 
‘Ninety cents a day.“ Ninety cents a day paid for wages was producing 200 
barreis of salt. 

On questioning the gentleman I found thathe had been ee by the salt 
industry to visit Congress in 1881 as a representative of the labor part of that in- 
dustry to prove to a committee of Congress that unless a protection was afforded 
upon salt the iabor engaged in that industry would starve, and he came here 
for that purpose. He was getting 90 cents a day, or starvation wages, even with 
a duty of 100 per cent. as protection to the proprietor of the works, Unfortu- 
nately this is the case with most all of our protected industries, 


A Mr, President, that is my reason for asking thatsalt be put upon the 
ree-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. I must ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
on this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rose to ask the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw his demand for the yeas and nays; but I do not care to do it now 


that they have been ordered. 
Mr. VEST. No, we must have the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The yeas and nays having been or- 


dered the roll will be called. 
Mr. CULLOM. That ison the motion to strike out the whole para- 


graph? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from New Jersey to strike out the entire paragraph 307. 
Mr. VEST. That is to amend the amendment of the committee? 
Mr. McPHERSON. To amend the amendment of the committee 

by striking out in addition to the words the committee proposed to 

strike ont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee. It proposes to strike out more than the com- 
mittee propose to strike out. 

Mr. VEST. The questionis whether salt shall go on the free-list or 
not. That is the whole of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Maaton: 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. - 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1Lson], and I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BARBOUR (after having voted in the affirmative), I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN ] voted on this question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I therefore abstain from voting, being paired 
with him, 3 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is recorded. 

Sie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is not re- 
corded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washington with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. SANDERS. Has a quorum voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is not recorded. 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEORGE]. Ifhe were present, I should vote nay’? and he wonld 
vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. I wish tostate, also, that 
my colleague [Mr. HARRIS], who is not present in the Chamber just 
now, is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative), I thoughtthe 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] had voted. I am paired 
with him, and withdraw my vote. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can vote to make a quorum, if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from New 
Hampshire would not make a quorum, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Pending the announcement of the result, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not interrupt the pro- 
ceedings by receiving a motion to adjourn. 


I inquire if the 


The Senator from Missouri with- 


The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—13.- 
Bate, Coke, Mo: X Walthall, 
Berry, Gorman, Paddock, 
Carlisle, ay Ransom, 
i, McPherson, Reagan, 
NAYS—22, 
Aldrich Frye, Mitchell, ewa 
Allen. Hale, erce, Stosk bridge, 
Allison, Hawley, Power, Teller, 
Cullom, Hi Sanders, Washburn. 
iph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
5 Ingalls, Spooner, 
ABSENT—49, 
Barbour, Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, uire, 
Blair, Edmunds, -MoMillan, Stanford, 
Blodgett, pat Manderson, Turpie, 
Brown, Farwell, pene A Vance, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Vest, 
5 George, Pasco, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
y. Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Harris, Platt, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Elumb, 
el, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, August 29, 1890, at 10 
o’clock a. m. y 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
f THURSDAY, August 28, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER directed the Clerk to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr, Speaker, I make the point that there is no 

norum present, 2 
~ The SPEAKER counted the House and announced the presence of 
167 members—a quorum. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the roll-call on the 
question, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I find that to-day, after the morning 
hour, is one of the days set apart for the Labor Committee, and that 
the time assigned for business reported from the Committee on Agri- 
culture has expired. I desire, therefore, to be informed by the Chair 
why, this day being assigned to the Committee on Labor, the consid- 
eration of business reported from that committee is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. it is not entered upon because gentlemen have 
been taking up the time. As soon as the business now before the House 
is disposed of the business reported from the Labor Committee will be 
taken up. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to occupy a moment on a 
question of order. Does the Chair recognize me for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would like to know what the point of 
order is that the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that the order 
which was adopted by the House fixing certain days for the consider- 
ation of certain bills reported from the Committee on Agriculture has 
expired, and that this day having been set apart by a subsequent spe- 
cial order of the House for the consideration of business reported from 
the Committee on Labor, the Committee on Labor is now entitled to 
the right of way. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a dis- 
tinction between business coming over under the first order and busi- 
ness under this order of to-day. In the Journal of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, first session, Forty-ninth Congress, I find that— 

Mr. REAGAN, as a privil question, under the order of the House of March 
16, called up the bill of the House to regulate interstate commerce and to pre- 
vent unjust discrimination by common carriers; pending which 

Mr. Harcu made the point of order that the rogo order was the consider- 
ation, under order of the 30th of April last, of such business as may 


be presented b; Committee on Agriculture; the said order setti apart 
this day, after the second call of committees, for the consideration of such busi- 


ness, 

The SPEAKER sustained the point of order, and held that the order of 
the doch of April took precedence of that of the 16th of March, for the reason 
that it assigned and set apart this day for the consideration of business pre- 
sented by Committee on ure, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the point of order that I make is that the Com- 
mittee on Labor is entitled to this day and to Saturday, and that if 
this other business, under the Speaker’s ruling, comes over ds unfin- 


ished business it should be taken up on Friday or on Monday follow- 
ing, or at such subsequent time as unfinished business may prop- 
erly be considered, because the special order of the House suspen 

the operation of the regular rules of the House and sets apart a day 
for the consideration of certain business, and names the committee 


and gives it the privilege of having its busin 
stated day. 7 
Therefore, if this is unfinished business, I insist that it should go 
over as unfinished business until to-morrow, and if not d of 
then, that it should be again taken upon Monday. That would be the 
ease under the Speaker’s ruling, to which I do not agree and did not 
agree when it was made, We have tried this question as against the 
colored people of the country and now we are trying it as against the 
laboring men of the country; let us see if the hog can knock them all 


out. z 

The SPEAKER. The last observation which the gentleman has 
made is not on the point of order. The Chair directs the Clerk to call 
the roll, on the ground that the question raised by the gentleman from 
Tennessee is the very question that the House has to upon. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the Chair to rule on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to rule on the point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. On what ground? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the ground that that is the very question 
which the House is now passing upon, the Chair having already ruled 
upon it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Itis not the question thatthe House has to pass upon. 
I raise the question of consideration, a 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair made on Tuesday morning stand as the judgment of 
the House? The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr, TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The roll-call can not be interrupted. ~ 

Mr. McCLAMMY._ I addressed the Chair before the roll-call began. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I addressed the Chair, also, and the 
Chair deliberately turned away and refused to recognize me. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. And I was standing up calling out to the Chair 
in my thin voice before the roll-call commenced. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
130, nays 46, not voting 150; as follows: 


considered upon the 


YEAS—1%, * 

Anderson, Kans. Pingiex, McCord, Smith, III. 
Arnold, Dockery, McCreary, Smith, W. Va, 
Atkinson, Pa, Polliver, McDuffie, Snider, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dorse; McKenna, mer, 
Banks, Dunnell, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Bartine, Evans, iles, Stewart, Vt. 
Barwig, rs aaa Morey, Stivers, 
Bayne, Fithian, Morrill, Stone, Mo 
Belknap, Flick, Morse, Struble, 
Bergen, Forman, Mudd, Sweney, 
Bingham, Fowler, Niedringhaus, Tarsney, 
Bliss, Funston, Norton, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Gear. O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brickner, O’Ferrall, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brookshire, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 

ius, teh, Osborne, Townsend, Pa, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Owens, Ohio Turner, 
Burrows, Haynes, Parrett, Vandever, 
Burton, Heard, Payne, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Paynter, Wade, 
Caldwell, Hermann, nyson, Walker, 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Perkins, Wallace, N. X. 
Cannon, Hitt, Post, Wickham, 
Carter, Holman. Raines, Willcox, 
Caruth Kennedy, Randall, Williams, III. 
Caswell Kerr, Iowa Fay W. Ohio. 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Reilly, Wilson, Mo. 
Cogswell, Lacey, Reyburn Wilson, Wash, 
Comstock, La Follette, Rockwell, Wilson; W. Va. 
Conger. Lane, Rowell, Wright, 
Connell, Laws, Russell, Yardley. 

zell, Martin, Ind. Scull, 
Darlington, McClellan, Simonds, 
NAYS—46. 
A 5, Frank, McCarthy, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Geissenhainer, McClammy, 
Bankhead, Goodnight, McRae, Stockbridge, 
Barnes, Harmer, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Hayes, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Blount, Lanham, Moore, Tex, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Lawler, Mutchler, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
Clements, Leblbach, O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. P Venable, 
Dickerson, ish, Penington, Wheeler, 
Enloe, Mason, Quinn, 
Forney, McAdoo, $ 
NOT VOTING—150, 

Abbott, Baker, Boatner, Breckinridge, Ky, 
Alderson, Beckwith, Boothman, wer, 
Allen, Mich. Belden, Bou wn, J. B. 
Allen, Miss. B Bowden, wne, T. M. 
Andrew, Blanchard, Breckinridge, Ark. Browne, Va. 
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inner, Dunphy, Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Buchanan, Va. Edmunds, Lewis, Sawyer, 
Buckalew, Elliott, Lind, Scranton, 
Bullock, Ellis, Lodge, Seney, 
Bunn, Ewart, Magner, Sh: 
Byn Featherston, Mansur, Shively, 
Campbell, Finley, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 

Fitch, MoComas, Smyser, 

Carlton, Flood, McCormick, Spinola, 
Catchi Flower, McMillin, Springer, 
Cheadle Gibson, Milliken, StahInecker, 
0 Gifford, Moffitt, Stewart, Ga. 

» Greenhalge, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex. 
Clarke, Ala. Grimes. Morgan, Stockdale, 
Clunie, Grosvevor, Morrow. Stump. 
Cobb, Grout, Nute, Taylor, III. 
Coleman, Hall, Oates, Thompson, 
Cooper, Ind Hare, O'Neall, Ind. Tillman, 
Cooper, Ohio Hemphill, Outhwaite, Townsend, Colo, 
Cothran, Henderson, III. Owen, Ind. ‘Tucker, 
Cowles, Henderson, N.C, Perry, Van Schaick, 
Covert, Herbert, Peters, Wallace, Mass. 
Craig, Hooker, Phelan, Washington, 

Hopkins, Pickler, Wheeler, Mich. 
3 ouk, Pierce, Whiting, 
Culbertson, Pa. Kelley, Price, Whitthorne, 
Cummings, = Ba, —.— pas, 
n. U * 

ý Kimeay. Reed, lowa Wilkinson, 
Davidson, Kna Rife, Wilson, Ky. 
De Faven, Laidlaw, Robertson, Yoder. 

De Lano, Lansing, Rogers, 
Dibble, Lee, Rusk, 


So the decision of the Speaker was sustained. 
The following-named members were announced aspaired on all polit-- 
ical questions until further notice: 


Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr. REED, of Iowa, with Mr. StocKDALE. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. HopKINs with Mr. PRICE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 
Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 


Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 


Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 
Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 


Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 


Mr. Nurse with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Cooper, of Indiana. 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 
Mr. QUACKENBUSH with Mr. CLANCY. 
Mr, Morrrrr with Mr. MAGNER. 


Mr, LANstNe with Mr. ELLIS. 
Mr. LODGE with Mr. ANDREW. 


Mr. Craic with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. SAWYER with Mr. HEMPHILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. WILEY. 


Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. HARE. 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. SENEY. 


i with Mr. COBB. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, 


Mr. Hovuxk with Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. FLoop with Mr. ALDERSON,. 
Mr. BeckwitH with Mr. SHIVELY. 
Mr. BowDEN with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
i st ENLOE and Mr. McCLAMMY asked that the vote be recapitu- 
ated. . 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired with 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGers]. If he were present, I 
should vote in the affirmative on this question, and I desire to be 
counted present for a quorum, 

Mr. MORROW. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. WHITTHORNE], but have voted to make a quorum. If there is 
a quorum without me, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KINSEY. Iam paired, as announced by the Clerk, and have 
voted in order to make a quorum. If a quorum has voted, I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 130, the nays 46; 
and the decision of the Chair stands as the judgment of the House. 
The question now recurs upon the of the bill, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Before the roll is called I desire to 
raise the question of consideration between the eight-hour back-pay 
bill now pending and this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will not 
eg that question, as this bill, I understand, can be disposed of in half 
an hour. : 

The SPEAKER. The gehtleman from New York [Mr. TURNER 
can not raise the question of consideration. The Clerk will p: 
with the roll-call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 33, not vot- 
ing 167; as follows: 


Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 
Mr, PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. YODER. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Vi 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. MAIsH. 

Mr. CHEATHAM with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. HOOKER, 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. OATES, 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. MOMILLIN. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 


Mr. Moone, of New Hampshire, with Mr. DIBBLE, until the 30th in- 


stant. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING, except on Butterworth 


option bill. 
On the Conger lard bill: 
Mr. Owen, of Indiana, with Mr. STUMP. 
Mr. Kinsey with Mr. RIFE. 
Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. LEE, 
Mr. Haves with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
On this vote: 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. DARGAN, 
Mr. McCosras with Mr. WASHINGTON. 


nia, with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 


YEAS—126. 
Alderson, ley, La Follette, 
Anderson, Kans. itn eed Lane, Rowell, 
Arnold, Dolliver, Laws, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa. a Martin, Ind, Scull, 
Atkinson, W. Və. Dunnell, McClel ea 
nks, vans, McComas, Smith, 
Bartine, Farquhar, McCord, Smith, W. Va, 
Barwig, Fith McKenna, Snider, 
yne, Flick, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Hergen Forman, Miles, Stiv: 
Bland, Fowler, Mo Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Funston, Mo 5 Stru 
Brewer, Gear, Morrow, Sweney, 
Brickner, Gest, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brookshire, Hall, ew f Taylor, J. 
rosius, Hansbrough, Niedringhaus, Taylor, Tenn, 
Buchanan, N. Hatch, Norton, Thomas, 
Burrows, Haugen, O'Donnell, To 
Butterworth, Hayes, O'Ferrall, Turner, Kans, 
Caldwell Haynes, Osborne, Waddill, 
Candler, Mass. Heard, Owens, Ohio Wade, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Parrett, Walker, 
Carter, Henderson, Iowa Payne, Wickham, 
Caruth, Hermann, Paynter, Willcox, 
Casweii, Hill, yson Williams, III. 
le, Hitt, Perkins, will Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Holman, ‘ost, Wilson, Mo. 
i, Houk, . ‘ash, 
Comstock, Kennedy, Raines, Wright, 
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Randall, Yardi 
Connell, Ketcham, Ray, 
Darlington, Lacey, Relily, x 
NAYS—33. 
Adams, Goodnight, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Eelknap, rmer Mutehler, Tucker, 
Bingham, Lehibach, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Blount, Mason, Peel, Vaux 
urton, McAdoo, Penington, Venable, 
Covert, M yY, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Dalzell, McCrea: Spooner, 
Dickerson, McDuffie, Stewart, Vt. 
Frank, McRae, Stockbridge, 
NOT VOTING—167. 
Bullock, Cutcheon, Hare, 
Allen, Mich. Bann, Dargan, Hemphill, 
Allen, Miss. Bynum, Davidson, Henderson, N, O, 
Anderson, Miss. Cam i, De Haven, H 
Andrew, Candler, Ga. De Lano, Hooker, 
FCC 
nk chings, nphy, le: 
Barnes, Cheatham, Edmuns Kerr, 
Beck with, Chipman, — 2. — 
en, Clancy, ` nsey, 
Bi Clarke, Ala. Enlve, ; 
Blan d, Clements, Ewert, Laidlaw, 
Boatner, Clunie, mun herston, pe 
Boothman, Cobb, niey, nsing, 
Boutelle, i Fiteh, Lawler, 
Bowden, Cooper, Ind, Flood, Lee, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cooper, Ohio Flower, Lester, Ga, 
Breokinridge, Ky. Cothran, Forney, Lester, Va. 
Brower, Co Geissenhainer, Lewis, 
Brown, J. B, Craig, Gibson, Lind, 
Browne, T.M Crain, Gifford, Lodge, 
Bru — O . — 
nner. ‘ex. imes, 
B Culbertson, Pa. Grosvenor, Mansur, 
Buckalew, Grout, Martin, Tex. 


Phelan, 


McClammy, 
MeCornzi 


* 

Pickler, Sherman, Turner, Ga. 
MeMillin, Pierce, Shively, Turner, N. Y. 
Milliken, einem Skinner, Van Schaick, 
Mills, Q enbush, Smyser, ` Wallace, Mass. 
Mofiitt, Quinn, Spinola, Washington, 
Moore, N. H. Reed, Iowa Springer, Wheeler, Ala. 
Moore, Tex. Richardson, Stahlnecker, Wheeler, Mich. 
Morgan, Rife, Stewart, Ga. Whiting, 
Nute, Robertson, Stewart, Tex. Whitthorne, 
Oates, Rogers, Stockdale, ke, 
O' Neall, Ind. Rowland, Stump, Wiley, 
O’ Neil, Mass. Rusk, Tarsney, Wilkinson, 
Outhwaite, Sanford, Taylor, Lil. Wilson, Ky. 
Owen, Ind. Sawyer, ‘Thompson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Perry, Sayers, Tillman, Yoder. 
Peters, Scranton, Townsend, Colo. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Funston with Mr. SKINNER, until further notice. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. KILGORE, until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, on the Conger lard 
bill. 

Mr. CUTOHEON with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 

Mr, BECKWITH with Mr. SHIVELY, on this vote. 

Mr. BowpeEN with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, on this vote. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I desire to state that I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. LEE]. If present, he would vote ay and 
I would vote no.” 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I am paired with the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cowes]. If he we present and voting, I should vote 
ay on this question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DaRGAN], but I desire to be counted to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. CLUNIE]; 
but in accordance with an understanding with him I have voted on this 
question. If present, I believe he would also vote for the bill. 

Mr. MO) W. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr: Wurrrnorne], with the privilege of voting in case there is no 
quorum, I have therefore voted on this question. 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk will announce the names of members 
who are present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BAKER, Mr. Banses, Mr. Booruman, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, Mr. 
Currman, Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. KiI NSE. Mr. Mansur, Mr. O/Nern of Massachu- 
a Mr. Rusk, Mr, Seney, Mr. Tarsney, and Mr. Wiisox of West Vir- 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas recorded are 126 and the 
nays 32, and with the members present and not voting a quorum being 
present, the bill is a 

Mr. BROSIUS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I desire to make a few brief remarks explain- 
ing my conduct during the past few days while the votes were being 
taken on the lard bill. 

The resolution that was offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon ] might be construed as a censure upon my action, and I think 
that as a member of this House I have a right to ask that my expla- 
nation should appear in the RECORD of the proceedings of this body, 
inasmuch as his resolution has been printed in the RECORD. I have 
no apology to make for my action in this matter 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I rise to a question of order. I make 
the point of order that this is not a question of personal privilege. 
Every gentleman may desire to explain his votes. I would like to have 
5 some of my votes where the previous question has cut me 


off. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey can proceed by 
consent of the House. Is there objection? 

j e Mr. Speaker, I object. [Cries of Oh, no; do not ob- 

Mr. bannen I hope there will be no objection for a brief state- 
ment by the gentleman from New Jersey. : 

Mr. WADE, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER, The objection is withdrawn and the gentleman 
from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take up the time 
of the House if a single objection is made to my doing 80 

The SPEAKER. . The objection has been withdrawn. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. And I believe the objection in this case was made 
in the interest of saving time for the Labor Committee by the gentle- 
man from Missouri 

Mr. WADE. That was the only reason. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the objection has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. WADE. I did withdraw it. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Ido not care to proceed by consent if it is not 
my right as a member to do so, and will only say, Mr. Speaker, that 
I will make my explanation to my constituents at the proper time. 
(Applause, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


personal privilege, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, I observed ffom the papers of yester- 
day morning, as well as from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD when I 
came to the House, that my name appeared in the *“ black-list” pre- 
sented by my colleague, Mr. CANNON, on the previous day in the 
shape of a resolution submitted to the House for its action. I rise 
now for the purpose of explaining the cause of my absence. I was in 
the House until 3 o'clock on Tuesday, at which time J left the Hall 
on account of sickness in my family. 

Soon after I left, my coll e, Mr. FORMAN, at my request, stated 
the cause of my absence, and I was excused by the House. Soon after 
that, my colleague, Mr. CANNON, presented the resolution referred to, 
and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that upon reading that resolution, which 
by this time is familiar to the House, it is a very reasonable conclusion 
to draw that those who are named in that resolution, while present, 


simply answered when there was a call of the House and refused to 


vote on all other questions. And to show that that is the inference, 
Mr. Speaker, I referto the Washington Post of yesterday, which draws 
that conclusion from the resolution. When that resolution was pre- 
sented and under consideration my colleague, Mr. FrrHtan, endeavored 
toget recognition to make an explanation in my behalt, and having failed, 
went to my colleague, Mr. CANNON, explained to him the cause of my 
absence, and requested him to make a statement to the House of the 
fact, or to withdraw my name from the resolution, which he refused to 
do, allowing the resolution to go to the country without any explana- 
tion from those who had been unjustly treated by it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to comment upon these statements 
further than to say that I have voted for this bill which has just 
the House, known as the lard bill, every time it has been before the 
House for such action; and, Mr. Speaker, I welcome the new convert, 
Mr. CANNON, to the interests of the farmers, aud I only regret that his 
anxiety for the farmers is of such recent birth. I only regret, Mr. 
Speaker, that he did not, asa member of the Committee on Rules, 
months ago bring in a special order authorizing the House 

The SPEAKER. One moment. It seems to the Chair that the gen- 
tleman should confine himself strictly to his question of personal priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will return to 
that. Isay, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, let him goon. It does not hurt anybody. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman will suspend for a 
moment. This is not a question of hurting or helping anybody. It is 
a question of the consumption of the public time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As against the Labor Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to clear himself of any 
imputation against his legislative character, if he thinks he has not al- 
ready done so, and the Chair hopes he will confine himself to that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Very well, Mr. Speaker. I was 
ing to accept the statement of my colleague [Mr. CANNON] that 
could not be hurt after yesterday’s proceedings. [Applause on the 
ey has side and manifestations of disapproval on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will not engage 


in discussion outside of the regular order which will delay public busi- 


ness. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, All I wish to say in conclusion is—— 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. It is 
scarcely proper for the gentleman to make that remark. Yesterday’s 
proceedings appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD officially, and I 


am not afraid of yesterday’s proceedings. I am only afraid of lies out- 


side of this Chamber 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman’s words be 
taken down. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, that does not come within the rule. He says, 
“lies outside of this Chamber.” You would have a pretty big con- 
tract if you asked that all such expressions as that, with reference 
persons outside of this Chamber, be taken down, : 

Mr. MCRAE. Let him say what he means by that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, I will ask the gentleman what he 
means by that expression, 

Mr. CANNON. I mean exactly what I say. What transpired 
touching certain alleged objectionable matter appears in the RECORD 
of this morning from the Official Reporters’ notes, without a change 
in the dotting of an i“ or the crossing of at,“ and in the pres- 
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ence of this House and of the American people I am willing to be 
tried upon the official record; but I object to being tried upon lies 
originating outside of this Chamber. 

Mr. ENLOE. I challenge that statement, Mr. Speaker— ~“ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Nlinois. To whom do you apply the word 
1 lies?“ ? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. ‘That is what we want to understand. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Gentlemen will 
please take their seats. 

Mr. McCCLAMMY. Several of us consider ourselves aggrieved by the 
remarks of the gentlemdn. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor, I think. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, but other gentlemen do not 
seem to think so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Iam uncertain myself. I supposed 
the floor had been yielded to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
Non]. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was going to say, I have no desire to 
make any comment on these facts which I have stated. I want what 
I have stated to appear. I feel that while it may have been a pleasure 
to my colleague [Mr. CANNON] to send that resolution to the public, 
that he has already received his full reward, and I would not, if I 
could, add any punishment to that which he has already inflicted upon 
himself. 

Mr, CANNON. The bill is That is reward enough for me. 

Mr, BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. Day before yesterday the gentleman from Ilinois[ Mr. CANNON ] 
introduced a resolution into this Housein which he recited that certain 
gentlemen named therein had absented themselves after having an- 
swered to their names on a call of the House for the pu of break- 
ing a quorum. Some of those included in the resolution have con- 
si red it a reflection upon them as members of the House; that it 
indicated that they desired to shirk the responsibilities of their offi- 
cial duties. I want to say to the House now, in order that my con- 
stituents may fully understand the causes of my absence, that I de- 
liberately absented myself for the purpose of breaking a quorum, so 
as to defeat a bill which I can not properly charactérize in parlia- 
mentary language, considering that measure as a blow at my con- 
stituency and at an industry which I represent. Believing that it 
can not be defended on any democratic or constitutional principles, 
I thought it my highest duty as their Representative to resort to any 
means to defeat its consummation short of absolute criminality, and 
for that purpose I absented myself from the House. [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 
ular order! 

- Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to correct the RECORD, Mr. Speaker, in 
regard to the controversy between the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
ConGER] and myself, believing that the RECORD ag reported and re- 
corded is not exactly as stated by myself, and not in accordance with 
the facts. To be brief (and I will say that in this question of privilege 
I have tried to hurry matters this morning because labor bills are to be 
considered), it is stated on the floor of the House that Mr. CONGER, 
thatis, the gentleman from Iowa, or his friends, had attempted to 
delay an investigation in the Post-Office Department, which was to 
delay furnishing evidence to this House, which was proper evidence to 
be heard before the final vote upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ConGER did not delay it, but on the contrary I am satisfied 
and I have neverstated that he had attempted to delay it, although 
it is claimed that under a certain reading the statement of mine can be 
so constrned—I am satisfied and know that he asked to have the 
evidence produced; but, as a matter of fact, the evidence is still in that 

Department. I desire to be perfectly fair, because we have had some 
sore spots within the past few days and I owe it to myself that I get 
no more criticism than justly due me in this House, but I am willing 
and ready to take that which isdue to me. The gentleman who is 
chief clerk of the Post-Office Department complains that in some part 
of my statement in to him I gave the House to understand that 
he was impolite to me. I did not intend to so state, and while his 
statements were all perfectly polite, he refused to do what I wanted, 
just as I stated. I do not want to put upon the record any discourte- 
ous treatment by the gentleman to me as a member of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker; I desire to put in the RECORD some telegrams in 
regard to the personal character of Mr. Fairbank—I will not ask to 
have them read—and also put in some affidayjts in regard to the analy- 
sis which the tleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER] introduced; and, as 
I understand, he has one also that he desires to place in the RECORD. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall not object if the affidavit I have can be put 


in also. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the telegrams and affi- 
davits will be printed in the RECORD. [After a pause.] The Chair 
_ hears none. 
The telegrams and affidavits are as follows: 


‘ Sr. Lovis, Mo., August 25, 1890. 
STATE or Missouri, City of St. Louis, ss: 
L: O. 3 of N. K. Fairbank & Co. 
oath says our white clover brand of lard is made fi 
no adulteration whatever. 


being duly sworn, on 


from pure hog fat only; 
L. C. DAGGETT. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 25th day of August, 1890. My term 


ends June 30, 1893. 
O. D. J, t 1 
Hon. W. E. Masox, D. GREEN, In., Notary Public, 
House of Representatives. 


N. t25 . 
Hon. W. E. Masox, New Lonk, August 25, 1290. 
House of Representatives: 
I assert on oath there is no adulteration in our white clover brand of lard; it 
is all hog fat. Oaths of all employés engaged in manufacture will follow if 


needed. 
HALSTED BURNET, 
Of N; K. Fairbank & Co., St. Louis. 


New York, August 25, 1890. 


Hon. W. E. Masoy, 
House of Representatives : 

Assertions of adulteration in white clover lard either a trick of Squire, who 
has changed the contents of pails, probably, putting compound lard in a clover 
pail. and tricking the chemist, or an error in analysis. I refer you to the cele- 

rated lard analysis of Fowler versus Armour, wherein all chemists disagree, the 
adulterated called pure and the pure being adulterated. 

I stand on oath, sworn to the purity of clover Jard, and swear it is all pure hog 


fat. 
HALSTED BURNET, 
N. K, Fairbank & Co, 


CHICAGO, ILL., August 21, 1890. 
Hon, WILLIAM E. Mason: 

Congressman Bnosrus is reported in this morning's Tribune as having abused 
Mr. Fairbank personally and his business likewise in a most unjust manner. 
Of course he has been grossly misinformed, but we rely upon you, in common 
with all our Chi een tose nance to resent an insult to one of our very best 


and most public-spirited citizens. 

PHELPS, DODGE AND PALMER COMPANY. 
HIBBARD, SPENCER, BARTLETT & CO. 
JOHN B. CARSON. 
REID, MURDOCK & CO. 


Cnricaco, ILL., August 21, 1890. 
Hon. WILLIAu E, Mason, M. C., 
Washington, D. C.: 

In view of N. K. Fairbank’s well known position and standing in this com- 
munity, we are surprised to read in this morning’s papers the personal attack 
skupa nie ase his ag ikea aonig to Sangre Bnostus. Fairbank's 
cha er is, of course, above reproach and needs no defense, but we protest 
against the introduction of such methods into national! ation, s 

WM, T. BAKER. 
KENNETT, HOPKINS & CO, 
OC. J. GAGE, 

J. A. SEXTON. 

WM. PENN NIXON, 

W. G. MeCORMICK & CO. 
F. F. EAMES, 


CHICAGO, II L., August 21, 1890. 


Hon. WiLLIam E. Masox, 


House of ne Washington : 

We 8 personal abuse of Mr. N. K. Fairbank and of his firm in 
the House yesterday as reported in our morning papers. No one stands higher 
in this city or in the United States than Fairbank personally as a gentleman 
and as a merchant, and no firm commands greater respect than N. K, Fairbank 
& Co. in our business community, 

* JESSE SPALDING, 


JOHN M. CLARK 


CIAO, August 21, . 
Hon. WILLIAM E. Mason, nå at 
House of Representatives, st ta ate D. 0.: 

Morning papers report that Hon. N. K. Fairbank and his firm were dis- 
credited on the floor of your House yesterday by a member from Pennsylvania, 
In view of the high standing of not only Fairbank, but of all the members of 
his firm, in both a social and business sense, it seems to us that the remarks as 
reported should not be allowed to pass without rebuke. 

J. W. DOANE & CO. 


H. B, STONE. 
A. F. SEEBERGER. 


CHICAGO, August 21, 1890. 


Hon. WILIA E. MASON, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C.; . 
According to press dispatches, personal abuse of Mr. N. K, Fairbank was re- 
sorted to on the floor of Congress yesterday as a means of legislation. While 
9 in Chicago knows that in view of the standing of both Fairbank 
and his firm such abuse is ridiculous, yet it seems to us that the humblest citi- 
zen is entitled to protection against such an assault. 
FRANKLIN McVEAGH & CO. 
R. W. PATTERSON, JR, 

For the Chicago Tribune. 
L. Z. LEITER. 
STUYVESANT FISH. 


WasHNG TON, D. C., District of Columbia, ss: 


I, R. J. Dyas, of St. Louis, Mo., do solemnly swear that on July 31, 1890, I pur- 
chased, in Charleston, S. C., four packages of lard and had them marked “A,” 
“B,” C, and “D,” had them nailed up in a wooden box, brought them to 
Washington, D. C., and delivered them to E. H. Concer unbroken and with con- 
tents just the same as when I received them from the merchants in Charleston. 


R. J. DYAS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of Au 2 A. D. 1880. 
R. B. NIXON, Notary Public 


Mr. MASON. One word more, Mr. Speaker, and I will have finished. 
I do not know whether my name was on the black-list furnished by 
my colleague [Mr. CANNON]. If it is not there, it ought to have been. 
I did absent myself several times from the House to effect the break- 
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ing of a quorum upon the of this bill. I have no apology to 
make for it; and while I have received some severe censures from some 
of my colleagues and other members, I am able to stand it. I did it for 
this reason: I had no opportunity before the committee to be heard upon 
the bill which it has produced. I had no opportunity during its con- 
sideration to be heard there. The rule was applied so that with the 
exception of two amendments we had no chance to offer amendments. 
I submitted a request to allow me to have two minutes on each of four 
amendments, and offered to agree that that should be put into their 
rule, and that no roll-call should be had. That was refused, and be- 
cause that was refused I made the best fight I could; and now I am 
beaten, I accept my defeat as every man ought to accept it. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish it distinctly understood that I have no apology to make 
for the part I took in filibustering. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
by asking him a question? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. y 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are we to understand you to say that you were 
allowed no opportunity to make a statement before the committee? 

Mr. MASON. On this bill I had no opportunity to be heard at all. 
I did not know the consideration of the bill had been entered upon till 
you reported it. It was introduced one day, printed the next, and re- 
ported the next. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will you allow me to correct the impression which 
you are making? 

Mr. MASON. I have said that I was not heard on the Conger bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. But you were heard on that question. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly I was heard on the question, but it was not 
the bill you proposed and passed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It was essentially this bill—the essence of it. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, it is the essence of it with some essence added. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MORGAN, With a perfect cut-throat clause put in it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You made a speech on the lard bill. 

Mr. MASON. But that was not the Conger bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You discussed the lard proposition in 
the committee. They heard you, and they can adopt and report any- 
thing they please, 

Mr. MASON. They can report anything they please! É 

Mr. HENDERSON, óf Iowa. You discussed before the committee 
the whole question of lard, 

Mr. MASON. I did not do anything of the kind. The bill that the 
House has passed to-day condemns property in my district without 
trial by judge or jury. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You discussed the whole subject, for 
I read your eloquent speech on the subject in the printed report of the 
hearings. 

Mr. MASON. I discussed one branch of the subject—well, two or 
three branches of it, perhaps; but I did not have an opportunity to dis- 
cuss a new element in this bill, and they brought up a bill in this 
House, Mr. Speaker, the elements of which I had no opportunity to be 
heard on, and that by a rule known to our party alone, and it is all 
right; I voted to stand by them in it; I wanted it; but it is hard to 
take your own medicine once in awhile. [Great laughter.] And I 
made up my mind, Mr. Speaker, that when that medicine was pre- 

red for me I would do as fine a job of kicking as I was able to do. 

Laughter.] I have done my kicking; I accept the situation; I will 
not apologize; and I will make no further explanation to any man ex- 
5 5 my own constituents. 
. FUNSTON and Mr. CoNGER rose. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire on the part of the commit- 
tee to make some observations. 

Mr. WADE. I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. One word, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add just one statement 

Mr. FUNSTON. LI object. If I can not be heard I object to any 
further statement by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Just this additional word 

Mr. FUNSTON. Not a word unless I have an opportunity to be 
heard. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. MASON. I willhave my word, for I have been recognized. I 
ge put face to faċe with the proposition of continuing this fight, Mr. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois had not finished. 

Mr. FUNSTON. He had sat down. 

T MASON. Well, that is no sign that I have finished. 
ter. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Tue chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
has the floor and we want to hear him. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please be inorder? Will gentle- 
men take their seats? The Chair hopes this matter will be managed 
without unnecessary confusion. 

Mr. MASON. Now, Mr. Speaker : 

Mr, FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to another word unless I can 
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be heard. The gentleman made an attack upon the committee and I- 
desire to reply in behalf of the committee. He abandoned the floor 
and I claimed it, and he now undertakes to resume it with no more 
right than I have. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, another commit- 
tee, by the order of the House, are entitled to the floor at this time, 
and they insist upon their rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this whole discussion is irregu- 
lar. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] must confine himself 
to the question of privilege and not interfere with the personal priv- 
ileges of other gentlemen. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman did not rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. He rose to introduce some evidencein relation tosome 
meat-packers in his own city. He did not claim that it was a matter 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes, I did. I claim . 
Now, Mr. Speaker, give me thirty seconds more and I will finish. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hopes the gentleman will confine him- 
self strictly to the question of personal privilege. 

ia FUNSTON. Unless we can have an opportunity to be heard, I 
object. 

Mr. MASON. The Chair stated that I had not finished, which was 
correct, 

Mr. FUNSTON. But you had sat down. Now, the question is 
whether the gentleman can take mo off the floor or not. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois must appreciate the 
situation, and the Chair hopes he will act in accordance with his ap- 
preciation of it. 

Mr. MASON. Iam trying to do so, sir. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I insist that I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kansas have the kind- 
ness to take his seat? The Chair will be very much obliged to the 
gentleman if he will be in order. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will do so, sir, but I protest against being sat 
down on by the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] And when 
the gentleman states that the committee did not give him an oppor- 
tunity to be heard he states a falsehood. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Funston] to order, and I ask that his words be taken down. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the words of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Funston] be taken down. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I am taking up the time 
which belongs to the Committee on Labor, and I will not fur- 
ther. It was for that reason that I stopped the fight on this lard bill 
to-day, because I did not propose to fight labor bi 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I am with you on that. I am a labor man, 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina will please 
be in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The House must be in order before the Chair will 
recognize an tleman. - 

Mr. HILE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the bills to be presented under 
the order which the Clerk will read. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE] rises to a parliamentary inquiry. ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to know if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] did not demand that the language used by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] a while ago be taken down. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Take it down. Iwill be glad to have it taken 
down; and we will take you down, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] has 
demanded that the words of the gentleman from Kansas be taken 
down. 

A MEMBER. The demand has been withdrawn. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I have not withdrawn the demand, Mr. Speaker, ` 
If I had thought of withdrawing it the last remark of the gentleman 
ought to be conclusive evidence to the House and the country that I 
ought not to withdrawit. [Applause.] I want it determined whether 
this is a deliberative body governed by parliamentary usages. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] did 
make a request that the words of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Funston] should be taken down; but the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kansas were out of order; he had not the floor 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair rule that a member who uses unpar- 
liamentary language can not be censured unless recognized for debate 
by the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not make any ruling on the sub- 
ject; he merely makes a statement. 

Mr. ENLOE. I submit that the Chair ought to give the House an 
opportunity to pass on the question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN addressed the Chair. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to have the House 
come to any resolution on the subject that it sees fit; only the great 
object which we ought all to have in view is to proceed with the pub- 
lie business 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Inagree with that remark of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. And for that purpose the co-operation of all the 
members of the House is needed. The Chair hopes he will have such 
co-operation 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly that is proper. I understood the re- 
mark of the Chair to be merely a suggestion that the gentleman from 
Kansas was ont of order at the time 

The SPEAKER. That was all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was evident to the House that the gentleman 
was out of order; but that fact should never be taken as an excuse be- 
hind which any member may be permitted to escape from the conse- 
quences of an unparliamentary speech. Now, I did not happen to hear 
the gentleman’s remark; whether it was parliamentary or not I do not 
know; but the fact that it was out of order does not preclude the pos- 
sibility or the propriety of the words being taken down on the demand 
of any member, [Cries of Regular order!’ ] 

The SPEAKER The Chair desires that.this question may be dis- 
cussed in proper spirit. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr, Speaker, this House can proceed against any 
member for improper conduct, but this particular method of proceed- 
ingagainst a member applies to words spoken in debate, because the 
question follows, whetherthe gentleman shall be permitted to proceed. 
This is in accord with the ancient parliamentary custom. Whatever 
any member of this House may do which he ought not to do, the House 
under the Constitution can punish in a proper way; but the taking 
down of words isa proceeding to enable the House to come to a vote 
on the question whether the gentleman shall be permitted to proceed 
in order 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that the gentleman is out of 
order. J ask that the rule ofthe House applicable to this case be read. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
this matter be postponed until 5 o’clock this afternoon, [Cries of ‘Oh, 
no!“ ! -Who objects? Who rises to object? 

Mr. ENLOE (standing). I do. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
business set for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the rules per- 
taining to this question. 

Mr. MASON, Before that is read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If nuy member, in speaking or otherwise, the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
shal! immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain, and the House shall, ifappealed to, decide on the case without de- 


bate; if the decision is in favor.of the member called to order, he shall beat lib- 


erty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, ifthe case require it, he shall be liable 
to censure or such 


unishment as the House may deem proper. 
Ifa member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member calling 
him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall betaken down 
in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud to the House; but heshall not be 
held to answer, nor be subject tothe censure of the House therefor, if further 
debate or other business has intervened. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the ruling of 
the Chair is incorrect and that the Chair can not refuse 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no ruling. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Chair did rule, as I understood, that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE], when he made the demand that 
the words be taken down, did not have the floor 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

The SPEAKER. Notatall The remark of the Chair was that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] had not the floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was under a misapprehension. I understood the 
Speaker to rule that the gentleman from Indiana had not the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the business now before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The business before the House is the request ot 
the gentleman from Indiana that the words of the gentleman from 
Kansas be taken down and read to the House, The Reporter will fur- 
nish the language. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that every member of this 
Honse desires to see our proceedings conducted in an orderly manner. 
If any one does not that ought to be his desire. Isuggest that the dif- 
ficulty arising npon the question raised by the gentleman from Indiana 
may be solved by permitting the gentleman from Kansas to make an 

lanation of hisremarks. Ithink that is the proper way out of this 
diflicnlty, and I make the motion that the gentleman have five min- 
utes in which to make an explanation. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the words, 

Mr. ENLOE. We first want to have the language of the gentleman 
from Kansas read from the Clerk’s desk, in accordance with the rules. 

— 5 HOUK. The proceeding I propose is in accordance with the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is that, if any member is 
ealled to order for words spoken in debate, the member calling him to 
order shall indicate the words excepted to and they shall be taken 


I ask it in the interest of the 
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down in writing and read to the House. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana indicate the words? 

Mr, CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, of course I would not undertake to 
state positively what the language used by the gentleman was, and for 
that reason I have asked that the Official Reporter may furnish a tran- 
scriptof the words taken down. Ireferto the language used by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas when he referred to the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason], stating that when the gentleman says” 
so and so—I do not remember exactly the words, butreferring to some 
committee of the House he states a falsehood.” Of course the offi- 
cial notes will tell the exact words. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There was so much confusion that it is doubtful 
whether anybody heard what was said exactly. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MASON, Mr. Speaker, let me offer a suggestion which may 
possibly facilitate matters and allow the House to proceed with its 

usiness. [Cries of All right!“ 

I think the gentleman from Kansas, who is my friend, said thatif I 
stated I was not heard on the Conger bill I stated a falsehood, and the 
gentleman is entirely correct in that. [Laughter.] But what I said 
that I was not heard on—and I want now to correct an impression that 
may have gotten out from any remarks that I made a few moments 
ago—lI did not state that T was not heard upon the Conger bill at all, 
and I ask now that I be allowed the privilege of forgiving my friend 
from Kansas; I insist upon it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make this suggestion 

Mr. MASON. I have not finished yet, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will p z 

Mr. MASON. I want to make my statement here, so that there can 
be no misunderstanding about itin the future. WhatI did say was 
that I had not been heard upon the bill which was reported by the 
committee, I did not state that I had not been heard upon the Con- ` 
ger bill, for I had been—I mean the bill as originally introduced. But 
that bill was amended and changed in vital and important particulars 
and was reintroduced and rereported in what I regard as a very dif- 
ferent shape; and the gentleman from Kansas agrees with me, I am 
satisfied, that I never did have a hearing upon bill. Did I (ad- 
dressing Mr. Funston) ? 

And I do not see any reason, therefore, to carry on this controv: 
any further, and I insist upon forgiving my friend. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, while I am very glad and always 
am glad to see an amicable adjustment of any difficulty or unpleasant- 
ness, and while I am inclined always here and elsewhere to encourage 
rather than discourage such adjustments, yet if the gentleman has made 
the charge of falsehood against another member on the floor of the 
House the House itself has a grievance that no one member can forgive. 

at HOUK. I move that the whole matter be indefinitely post- 

n 
Pear. ENLOE. That motion is not in order; and I insist that the 
words shall be read fiom the Clerk’s desk in accordance with the rule 
of the House, and then the proper steps shall be taken to preserve the 
decorum of the House. : 

TheSPEAKER. TheChairthinks the gentleman has a right to have 
the words read from the desk, 

Mr. ENLOE. I want not only to vindicate the dignity of the House, 
but to let the country understand that gentlemen can not apra eee 
and fight each other on the floor of the House without attention being 
called to such conductand proper steps taken to put a stop to it, 

Mr. HOUK. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK. Is it in order to make a motion to give the gentleman 
from Kansas five minutes to explain his remarks ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let the remarks be read first, · and 
then the gentleman can be heard in explanation. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the only proper course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the remarks should first be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. HOUK. No one could hear a half-dozen words of it, for that 
matter, owing to the confusion. ; 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the House indulge me for a single mo- 
ment? 

It seems to me, Mr, Speaker, that the House is scarcely in any tem- 
per to-day to settle the sort of question that is now before it. The 
whole matter evidently grew out of a misunderstanding; and I think 
a mere statement, and a very brief statement, will explain what seems 
to be an offense committed by the gentleman from Kansas against the 
dignity of the House. 

Nobody is more solicitous for the dignity of the House than I am, 
and nobody 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that this is not proceeding 
in accordance with the rules of the House, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Isimply want to make a suggestion that I am 
satisfied will meet the approyal of the House, 

Mr. ENLOE. Nothing isin order but the reading of the words to 
which exception has been taken; and I demand the regular order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. . I do not want to argue the question presented, 


— 


7 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


9283 


nor ask that the House shall surrender any right that it may have, or 
that the gentleman from Tennessee shall lose any privilege that he 

y have to insist that the words used shall be taken down and that 
the House shall take such steps thereafter as it may see fit in regard 
to the matter. ButIonly want to make this suggestion, that the whole 
trouble has grown out of a misapprehension—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman to order. 8 

Mr. McKINLEY. Very well; if the gentleman will not permit a 
suggestion I will take my seat. 

Mr. ENLOE. I insist that the gentleman is out ot order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman insists, Mr. Speaker, I have 
nothing more to say. 

Mr. ENLOE. Idoinsist. Ido not want any one rule made to goy- 
ern Democrats and another to govern Republicans in this body. A 
gentleman on this side of the House was censured for language not half 
so offensive as the language used on yesterday and this morning on the 
floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] can 
not interrupt the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY} for the pur- 
pose of indulging in the same kind of debate that he himself objects 
to. [Cries of “Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the words. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Kansas have the kindness to take 
hisseat? The Chair will be very much obliged to the gentleman if he will be 


in order. 
Mr. Funston. I will do so, sir, but I protest against be sat down on by the 
mtleman states that the 


gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] And when the 
committee did not give him an op) unity to be h he states a falsehood. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Funston] be permitted to be heard. 

Mr. TUCKER. He has that right under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be heard. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It was not my intention tocharge the gentleman 
[Mr. Mason] with having stated a falsehood; it was rather my inten- 
tion to declare my belief that he would not assert that he had not been 
heard on the lard bill. I knew he would not so assert, for I had confi- 
dence that he would not be guilty of a willful falsehood. ‘The gentle- 
man and I have been personal friends, and I am sure I should not like 
to charge him with a falsehood. I did say if he did make such 
a statement he had stated a falsehood. That may be something of- 
fensive in such strong language; but certainly no one could be convicted 
of a crime or even of violating the propriety of this House by making 
a declaration coupled with such qualifications. The gentleman himself 
so understood me 

Mr. MASON. Yes, that is exactly what you did say. 

Mr. FUNSTON. And says I told the truth. Certainly this House 
ought to be satisfied if the gentleman himself is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

Cries ol Regular order!“ ] It is one that affects the dignity of 

e House. We have had explanations from gentlemen for using 
language in debate that was intemperate and unparliamentary. Isub- 
mit that yesterday in the presence of the Honse and the country two 
members of this House—and I say this not in any unkindness, be- 
cause I am not personally acquainted with these gentlemen; they be- 
long to a different party than that to which I belong; but in the pres- 
ence of the House they engaged in a personal difficulty on the floor. 
In this personal difficulty on the floor blows were passed. Now, I 
submit that this affects the dignity of the House much more than mere 
angry words, and if we are to have an explanation from gentlemen who 
transgress ihe rules it seems to me that gentlemen who go so far as to 
engage in a personal difficulty ought at Jeast to make explanations to 
the House and relieve themselves of the contempt in which they place 
themselves. 

It is due to the dignity of the House, itis due to the gentlemen them- 
selves. While I have no lecture to deliver, for it does not affect me 
more than other gentlemen, yet it is something that the House itself 

ht to take notice of; and, while I have presented no resolution and 
do not intend to do so, I feel that it is but right and proper that the 
attention of the country should be called to the fact and that these 
gentlemen may be permitted to make an explanation. I accomplish 
my purpose, sir, when I put on record the facts. Action can be taken 
the majority if desired, to the end that the dignity of the House 

1l he preserved. This is all I wish to say. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 10884) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. - [Cries of Regular order! “] 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the House will in order, 

Mr, CUMMINGS. In the interest of the Labor Committee I call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. WADE. That is 1. 5 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is seconding the gentleman in that to 
the best of his ability. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I want the Chair to understand that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is standing by him on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the regular order, 

The Clerk read as follows : 

That on Thursday and Saturday, August 28 and 30, after sixty minutes of the 
morning hour are exhausted on said days, the House shall proceed—. ~ 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 7 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise for the p of endeavoring to ascertain by 
what means we passed from the consideration of the matter that was 
perns the House to the matter that you are now proceeding to have 
read. 

Mr. MORSE. ‘There was nothing to consider. 

TheSPEAKER. The House passed from the consideration of that 
because nothing further was presented. The gentleman from Kansas 
has been allowed to make his explanation, and he has made it, and 
there was no further action proposed, and we proceeded to other busi- © 


ness. 
Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam satisfied to leave the matter asitstands with the ` 
other side of the House. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CHEADLE] 
should have presented a resolution if he intended to carry the matter 
any further. 

Mr. BUCHANAN,of New Jersey. TheSpeaker will understand that 
the special order excepts the morning hour. 

5 The gentleman is right. The special order will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


men, and mechanics spores for oron behalf of the Government of the United 
States; ursday, August 28, the vious question shall be 
considered as ordered; that on Saturday, A 30, M. 

from the Committee on Labor relative to allen 


ered us ordered. If the time herein 
in the consideration of said bills, then the remaining time on either of said days 
shall be given to the considerati other 

on Labor in the order 
eral appropriation bills and conference reports 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I call up the un- 
finished business of the morning hour. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. ENLOE. Trise to a question of personal privilege. My ques- 


tion of personal privilege is this 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Can a matter of personal privilege interfere with the morn- 


ing hour? 

Mr. ENLOE. The House has not proceeded to consider any busi- 
ness in the morning hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The morning hour has begun. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not begun. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one thing to which I wish 
to call attention in the RECORD that involves a question of personal 
privilege, and I will submit it to the Chair. I find on page 9976 of 
the RECORD the following: 


During the roll-eall, 
Mr. ENLOE said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dinciey). The gentleman will state his point 


of order. x 
Mr. ExLon. That the Chair should not allow members to stand around the 
Clerk's desk while the roll is being called. 
The SPEAKER pro tem What was the point? 
Mr. Reep (the Speaker), A simple ence, that is all. 
My response is reported as— 
Mr. Exvoe. I think it is, for the Speaker to be violating the rule of the House. 


I think that the language nsed by the Speaker involves a question 
of personal privilege, for the Speaker of this House to characterize my 
demand for an enforcement of the rule of the House which the Speaker 
has frequently enforeed against other members, and which should be 
enforced against him— that he should characterize my conduct before 
the House as an impertinence, when I asked for an enforcement of 
the rule, I think involves a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The point of the gentleman from Tennessee is well 
taken, so fitr as the RECORD is concerned. The remark was made by 
the Speaker as an individual to Mr. DinGLey, without any idea that 
it was being reported. It was entirely personal, privately made. 

Mr. ENLOE. Lam glad to know that it was personal and not ofi- 
cial. [Cries of Regular order! ““] : 


that bin og hours would not be accepted 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, The morning hour begins at 2 o'clock and five 
minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. VAUX. Irise to ask if there are any personal privileges left? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks they have been exhausted, unless 
the second round has commenced. 

Mr. VAUX. I have a question of personal privilege, and I have 
not been able to be heard. 


ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
is under consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 


Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unavoidably 
occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its being 
located elsewhere than at the place selected; and 

Whereas the said statue bas in the last few days arrived in this country, and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in position 
fronting and obstruct 2. ibe view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which $ authority of Congress was placed where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
vanis avenne and the Executive Mansion: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
mission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of Lafa- 
yette is directed toselectsome other site than the one selected, and to suspend any 
farther proceedings relating thereto until the same is done. 


Mr. MoMILLIN. I ask consent to put the resolution which has just 
been brought over from the Senate upon its passage. It will not take 
up a moment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
two hours have been wasted already. 


ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey objects, and the 
gentleman from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, when addressing the House the 
other morning I said this bill is for the correction or adjustment of ac- 
counts under the eight-hour law. For one I have been all the years 
of my adult life an ardent friend of the eight-hour law. I believe it 
has its foundation in the constitution of man. I believe that the di- 
vision of time made by an eminent English king several hundred years 
ago—eight hours forlabor, eight hours for recreation and study, and eight 
for sleep is a division of time that is necessary to be observed in order to 
secure the proper development of the laboring man and to bring him 
up to the high standard that he should hold in intelligence under a 
Government controlled by the masses of the people, and I believe that 
any men or class of men who seek to interfere with this proper appor- 
tionment of time which was made by the law of 1868 is an enemy to 
our civilization. 

But I believe also that the men who consented to accept $2.50 for 
ten or eleven or twelve hours of daily labor when the law said that 
eight hours should constitute a day’s work, and when men in other es- 
tablishments were receiving $1.75 a day, or two-thirds of what the 
Government employés received, were in practice the greatest enemies 
of this eight-hour Jaw; and having received that extra pay for the ex- 
tra service that they performed, receiving 75 cents or $1 a day out 
of time and opportunities of labor which should have been accorded to 
other laboring men in the country, these Governmeat employés are 
not the men who should come forward and say, ‘‘ Weask an additional 
appropriation to pay for the time that ought to have been accorded to 
other men who were laboring in the community.“ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do you know of any such instance? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Why here is the very case—a case which has 
been adjudicated in our courts—the case in 4 Otto, 

Mr. GEST. Ifthe gentleman refers to the Martin case, it does not 
come within a million miles of sustaining the point he makes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will read the opinion of the Supreme Court 
in the Martin case, 4 Otto, page 400, showing just how it applies to 
the present question. The court say: 

In the case before us the claimant continued his work, after understanding 
as a day's labor, but that he must work 
twelve hours, as he had done before. He received his pay of $2.50a day for the 
work of twelve hours a day as a calendar day’s work during the period in ques- 
tion without protest or objection. At that time ordinary laborers under the 
same Government received but $1.75 per day at the same place, and those en- 

in the same department with the claimant in a private establishment at 

e same place received but $2 for a day’s work of ve hours, and the find- 
ing adds: “ They had more work to do than the claimant had while similarly 


employed.” The claimant's contract was a voluntary and a reasonable one, by 
which he must now be bound, 


Mr. GEST. That contract was made before the act of 1868 was 
passed. The court said that he got full and reasonable pay, and that 


It will take up a moment, and 
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he also got, under the act of 1872, full pay for the time he had overworked 
upto the time when the order of the Government was issued. The court 
further says that this opinion is in harmony with the act of 1872 and 
with the proclamation of the President. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, while on this proposition I have this to 
say; that the act of 1868 was thoroughly discussed all through this eoun- 
try. It was discussed especially in the West. I know the matter was 
before the people of Illinois and was thoroughly canvassed. It was 
betore the laboring people at that time in that State; and I was in the 
campaign of 1868 when this question was a prominent issue; and no 
man claimed that the act was intended in any way to fix the pay of 
the laboring men. The argument was made distinctly that if the labor- 
ing men would consent to work only eight hours per day the tendency 
would be to increase the price of labor. That would have the effect 
of elevating the standard of intelligence among the laboring men of 
the country, and the indirect effect of the passage of the law would 
be beneficial to them. But no man claimed that the pas: of the 
eight-hour law was intended in any way to affect the wages of labor 
directly, but only indirectly. ` 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 1 clock having arrived the special 
order is before the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I reserve the balance of my time. 

ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS—THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, while I was addressing the House 
the other morning on this bill, it will be seen the gentleman in charge 
of the bill [Mr. Gest] said that the Martin case, to which I have here- 
tofore referred, did not apply to this case, alluding to the contract on 
which Martin’s claim was made before the act of 1868 was te 
the gentleman will examine that case he will find that the only question 
involved was the effect of the eight-hour law on the rate of wages. I 
ask the Clerk to read the syllabus of that case to show what was in- 
volved in it, from 4 Otto, 400. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. The act of Con; of June 25, 1858 (15 Stat., 77), declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by or on behalf ofthe Government of the United States, is in the nature 
of a direction by the Government to its agents, 

2. It is not a contract between the Government and its laborers that eight 
hours shall constitute a day’s work, It neither prevents the Government from 
making agreements with them, by which their labor may be more or less than 
eight hours a day, nor does it e the amount of compensation for that 
or any other number of hours’ labor. 

ere, therefore, a laborer, in the habit of working for the Government 
twelve hours a day for $2.50 a day, is informed by the proper authority that, if 
he remains in the service at thatcompensation, he must continue to work twelve 
hours a day, and he does so continue, and is paid accordingly, he can not after- 
wards recover for additional time over eight hours as a day's Jabor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, Mr, Speaker, that syllabus recites what 
was decided in the courts. Martin was working for the Government 
of the United States at the time of the passage of the eight-hour law, 
and he continued in the employ of the Government up to June, 1869, 
and also up to 1872. In 1872an act was passed authorizing persons in 
the employment of the Government at the time the eight-hour law 
was passed to recover pay for that service on the basis of eight hours a 
day up to June, 1869, at which time an order of the Navy Department 
was promulgated, or an order of the Government was promulgated, fix- 
ing the conditions on which men who were working in the public em- 
ployment should claim pay, and the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
application by Martin, paid him in full for his services up to June, 1869, 
for which he received $205. 

This suit was brought to recover payat eight hours a day from June, 
1869, up to 1872, and the Supreme Court of the United States refused 
to allow him pay for that time, and, in deciding the case, the court 
held, as I held the other day, that the passage of the eight-hour law 
was not intended to fix the rate of wages at all, but was simply for 
the purpose of adopting a rule of policy to govern the administrative 
officers of the Government in the employment of the labor required in 
the Government service. Now, I hold that to pay any laborer on any 
other basis than that on which he was employed by the officers of the 
Government is, in effect, to disregard the spirit of the eight-hour law, 
because if there is any class of men in this country who ought to pay 
particular attention to the law upon the subject of the employment of 
labor it is the laborers themselves, If a laborer consents to occupy 
twelve hours a day in the performance of labor when there is a laborer 
right by him who wishes te work and get pay for four hours of that 
time, then the man who consents to do the twelve hours’ Jabor is the 
last man in the world who ought to find fault with his employment. 
The object of the eight-hour law was to adopt a line of policy, which if 
carried out in good faith would have a tendency to make a demand for 
a greater number of laborers and thereby to enhance the wages of the 


laborer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question at that 

int? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did not the decision in the Martin case rest upon 
the fact that there had been a voluntary contract between the parties 
on another basis, and did not the court decide that that contract was 
binding? But did not the court at the same time practically hold that 
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“where there had not been such a contract entered into there should be | that had been made and taking up all the exceptions and considering 
t day’s pay for eight hours’ work? the question whether it was discretionary or not that the men should 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. The court in deciding this question | work eight hours, the court finally says: 

expressly decided that the object of the law was not at all to fix the | Weare of opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different length 
wages of the laborer. In order that I may more perfectly answer the | of time as the day’s work are legal and binding upon the parties making them. 
gentleman's question I will read from another portion of the decision | ‘That is all there is of the Martin decision. 

of the courtin the Martin case. The court, after reciting that formerly | Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Oh, no. 

it had been the practice of Governments to fix the wages of labor and | Mr FARQUHAR. That is all it amounts to. You may argue forty 
‘citing a statute of Great Britain which provided that a laboring man | hours, and you can not make any more of it than that. The court 
should not receive over two shillings a day, went on to say that that | simply decided that Martin had a contract, that he was working under 
policy had been abandoned under this Government, and that the ques- a contract when the eight-hour law went into operation, and that he 
tion of the rate of wages was now left to the employer and the em- | was to be paid according to his contract. That is all there is of it. 
ployed. After reviewing these points the court says: Mr, KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman,in making this speech, is 


A different theory is now almost universally adopted. Principals, so far as i i iri permissi him t 
eee 775 give 2 — 2 ee to 8 as 7 5 z pac payee and o e plying with the spirit of my ission to o ask me 
whatever degree of si and at whatever price they n and, exce n u 
some special cases, as of children or or; bans, the hours of labor and the price to Mr. FARQUHAR. I am glad you allowed me to put in this last 
p 5 ee = determination of the part — 3 low —. np of suggestion. 

e Un oes notinterfere this principle. It does not specifyany . : 1 
sum which shall be paid for the labor of eight hours, nor that the price shail | Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall not feel at liberty to yield to the gen 
be more when the hours are greater or less when the hours are fewer. Itis | tleman any more. [Laughter.] 
silent as to everything except the direction to its officers that ogo hours shall The court says: 
po pee 8 ebe pe nae SaS daos oy ited 2 8 sn We are of opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different length 

er and the rer may notagree with each other as to w me s con- on, 
„ work. There are some branches of labor connected with furnaces, | Of time as the day’s work are legal and binding upon the parties making them, 


5 or — ard whare an — eian a = eight hours a I have read, in the hearing of the House, the four points involved 
— rope invalid. eee other ta not prohibited Scio knowing in this decision, and, if any person cares to look at it further, he will 
these facts nor from agreeing, when itis proper, that à less number of hours | see that this is only a part of what the court decided, that this de- 
— 5 Sot snas 8 cap bee work. Nor does vane are A Poe ae cision covers the entire case. 
where out-of-coor labor in the long ys of summer may ofer or twelve Now. in regard to the pending bill, the first section, as I have said 
i 
— 9 a uniform price the officer may not so contract with the consenting un de raka to provide for where, acco rding to the lan of th o 
Mr. COVERT. Was that a unanimous finding of the court? | BiN, the laborer has not been paid the “fall priog of a day's work” 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is no dissenting opinion. The gentle- 8 1 8 tes <n Munit tie cone aid 2 it a say that, unless a 
man from Illinois [Mr. Gest] cited an order afterwards issued by the man laboring for twelve hours a day has 3 fb the fall rice of a 
Navy Department in regard to the employment of labor, but that or- Waviawork 5 Yes avery Glatt 1 haa train omits ed, the ry 
5 es you Wil. samina it, shows conclusively that the right D fix Sais find in his 3 8 pio; i 
the hours of labor and to regulate the time is left under the order in e 
the hands of the executive officers of the Government. They go onto 1 B 5 3 eee ee the 
£3; Oa in p employment of labor they shall be 8 by Ano ae 8 * 
rule in force in the place where the laborer is employed. Now, this z > i 
case goes to show that at that very time these men werereceiving even e 85 ewe V ban proviso. Let me 
greater pay der eee eee HONT deen ate e de oie me {And for thas. Length of service the claimant Shall be entitled to reapver the 
employment of private parties were receiving, even when employed at a 
labor of a more difficult kind, and that therefore they were not enti- — a, = CFC tt 8 je 7 —— 
tled to recover. So I say the statement of the gentleman that this such was the meaning ofthe said act of June 25, 1868, or any other existing law. 
case of Martin does not cover the entire case provided forin this billis| Now the court has already decided plainly and squarely in the decis- 
a mistake. ion I have quoted that the object of the statute of 1868 was not to fix 
I object to the bill in that it fixes a rule to govern the court. If the | the rate of wages at all; and every one whois familiar with the discus- 
8 were left to the court without any limitation, the decision in | sions at that time knows that no man in the country claimed that the 
is case would settle it in advance and would show the great impro- | act was intended to fix the rate of wages at all. 
priety of: rege, hese court by an act of Congress to review itsown opinion | Mr. WADE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
and decide differently at the demand of the laborers. But this bill Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not consent unless it is a mere question. 
makes a special provision. I read from the first section: Mr. WADE. I just want to ask this: If your statement is true and 


That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by or | if the Martin decision has settled this case, why not let this bill pass 
on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, | and let the question go to the court? 


1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's work, and has not be : ; 
paid the full price of a day's work — eight Re has been so employed, Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Because in the bil? you put limitations on the 


shall have the right tobring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover | court. > 
such deficiency. Mr. WADE. No, we do not. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Read the rest of that section. Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You undertake to prescribe what they sball 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will read some more of it later. decide; you propose to say that they shall reverse their former decision. 
Mr. HAUGEN. It comes in very well at this point. You had bet-| Mr. WADE. Oh, no. 
ter read it. Mr. TURNER, of New York. In what section do we undertake to 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Before the gentleman leaves the discussion of | 10 that? 7 
that decision will he permit me to ask one question? Mr. WADE. The language of the bill is, or any other existing 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. laws.” 
Mr. FARQUHAR, First of all, according to your information, did | Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. They say, as I have quoted here before: 


this man Martin ever contract with the Government previous to the | The claimant shall be entitled to recover the full price of a day’s work, what- 
passage of the eight-hour law? 28 Mias may a, ee ee a a Mear — 3 — that ratio 
for any fraction of a day, if, in the opinion of the court, such was the meaning 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was no contract whatever between Mar- | of the said act of June 35, 1868, or any other existing laws, and, if anything is 


tin and the agent of the Government previous to the passage of the | found to be due, judgment shall be given against the United States in favor of 
eight-hour law; but the court in this decision goes on to say that if he | ach caimant accordingly, é 
continued to work, knowing the rate of wages he was to receive and | They say further: 3 =; 


the hours of labor fixed by the Government, he was estopped from de- | ‘That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price 
nying that he had received his full wages. of a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shallaffect the right 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman has omitted one qualification: if | °f recovery. 
he did so without protest. i Mark the words, that no payment heretofore made shall affect the 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It does not say a word about protest. right of recovery; and it goes on to provide: 
Mr. 1 of New Jersey. The gentleman omits all refer- | Nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer— 
ence to the subsequent orders of the Department under which these | Mark now the lan because the Supreme Court in this ve 
men are employed and which were contracts between them and the Gov- | case that I have aitoa tay thas if a laborer Sebis to work, 5 


ernment. 3 2 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa, This case goes into the whole field. Dhe prico Main ba SOE A SEE Dy thr Sere oE Set: STEN a 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Allow me to call the gentleman’s attention to secti : 
one peculiar remark in that decision. Iam notlawyer enough to pre- a EERE ree ee pit ee spastic se +t 
tend to construe the decision authoritatively. I know in what sense For shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, or me- 


it has been accepted by the workingmen of the country and by all who | chanic, whether for pi k, stint-work, task-work other kind 
have discussed this Martin case. In the i jot ben (as work, affect such rig 35 l m 


the gentleman will find if he examines it), after covering all the points | Mr. TURNER, of New York. Now read the proviso. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman asks me to read the proviso. 
Well, I do not think he will get any comfort from that. It reads: 

Provided, That the said court shall find that such terms, either in the number of 
hours required to be performed in a calendar Sapos in the rate established for 
such piece-work, stint-work, task-work. or any kind of work, required the 

rformance of more than eight hours’ labor in each calendar day to earn the 

ll price of a day’s work, as set forth in the first section of this act, and that 
such terms were made since the passage of the act of Sth of June, 1868, consti- 
tuting eight hours a day’s work, and are inconsistent with the first section of 
this act, and exacted by any officer of the Government as a condition of employ- 
ment or retention in the public service. 

This goes on to show that, if the agents of the Government told the 
man when they employed him that he was to be required to work twelve 
hours a day, and he knew that fact and the man worked the twelve 
hours and received the pay current in the country for twelve hours’ 
work of that character, notwithstanding that fact, he shall have the 
right to recover one-third more for his services. Now, while I be- 
lieve in the eight-hour law and shall vote for a most stringent measure, 
if an opportunity is presented, requiring the officers of the Govern- 
ment to comply with the conditions of the eight-hour law in all proper 
cases—— 

Mr. GEST (interrupting). And reduce the wages proportionately. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (continuing). I say that the question of the 
rate of ought not to be fixed absolutely by law. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Nobody tries to do that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It should be fixed at what is the common price 
of wages in the country for the character of work in which the party 
is employed, and the officers of the Government should see that men 
who are employed by them should receive what is received as current 
compensation by other people in like work throughout the country. 
We. as the Representatives of the people of the country, should bear 
in mind that the taxes that are paid by the people are taxes upon la- 
bor, and that the money we raise from taxes to employ the various 
officers of the Government is money derived by taxation upon labor 
itsel, and it is not just that we should require taxes to be paid by the 
common laboring masses of the country to pay employés of the Gov- 
ernment who receive their appointments oftentimes at the hands of 
friends as favors, and that e so employed should receive the same 
pay that other persons engaged in similar employment throughout the 
country receive, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why fix any salary, then, forthe clerks 
in the Departments, for the judges throughout the country, and for the 
members of Congress themselves? We may as well fix compensation 

for certain other kinds of labor as for them. 
`. Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I have not said anything to the contrary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understood you to say that you did 
not believe in fixing the rates of wages. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, I say we ought not to fix it by an abso- 
lute standard, bat that we onght to require the officers of the Govern- 
ment who employ labor at the various places throughout the United 
States to give them the compensation current for other men performing 
the same duties. That is common sense and fair play, and any other 
rule is unfair which taxes the people of the country who are laboring 
men to pay unequal compensation to officers of the Government. 

Now,in regard to the ‘compensation of members of Congress and 
clerks in the Departments of the Government, etc., I suppose the in- 
tention is in all of these employments togive men the pay that is current 
pay for men performing similar duties throughout the country; and if 
they have paid more to clerks and members of Congress than men of 
similar capacity and attainments receive elsewhere they have paid too 
much, and it ought to be reduced. 

ding law is that it fixes abso- 


My objection, Mr. Speaker, to the 
Intely a rule by which the Supreme Court of the United States is re- 


quired to determine the question in advance; and further I say that 
there are provisions in the law which provide, as I believe, in the in- 
terest of claim agents. We bad a similar bill before in the last Con- 
gress; and I believe the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has an 
amendment to modify this bill, which, it adopted, would be a decided 
improvement. 

But the bill at present provides: 

And provided further, That whenever a sufficient number of claimants of any 
one class shall join in the same suit, so that the amount claimed shall in the 


regate exceed the sum of $5,000, the said claimants shall have the right to 
. — to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Now, the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] pro- 
vides that the money recovered under this provision, if any, shall go to 
the claimants, and not to the claim agents. I know that in the last 
Congress there never was a greater lobby representing claim agents be- 
fore the Committee on Claims than those representing the claims un- 
der the eight-hour law, 

They swarmed by the seore around the committee-room. There 
were occasions on which forty of them were present; and if the truth 
were known, most of these claims are in the hands of claim agents, 
ready to be presented and enforced in the Court of Claims just as soon 
as this law s be passed, and the men who actually did the work 
will, unless the amendments of the gentleman from Iowa be adopted, 
get a very small portion of the pay. Of course it may be said that, if 
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a man sells a bona fide claim which he has against the Government 
for a small price, it is none of our business what he takes for it., I 
know that answer will be made; but while there is some force in that 
p yet I believe that these claimants have no just claim against 
the Government, where they have been paid by virtue of an order ot 
the Department, in conformity with the contract of employment which 
was notice to them of the amount of wages they would’ be paid and the 
number of hours’ labor they would be required to perform before they 
got their pay. And if they only worked that number of hours, un» 
derstanding what would be required of them, and received that pay, 
they ought not now to be permitted to come forward and claim any ad- 
ditional compensation, 

It is unjust, as I say, to the tax-payers of this country. These 
claims are held, it is trne, mainly along our eastern border, and they 
are represented in a number of constituencies very close to this Capitol, 
and they feel, I have no doubt, the pressure from that source in favor 
of the passage of this law. It is asked in the sacred name of labor, and 
if it is asked in the sacred name of labor then it must be granted or 
else a man is to be held disloyal to the cause of labor. Now, I have 
been a Jaboring man all my life. I believe that the only legitimate 
way to earn money is to work, to labor for it, and that speculation and 
every other method except by honest employment for the earning of 
money is not as high-toned and as honorable as it should be. 

I am in full accord with that sentiment, but I do not believe that 
this Government of ours should pass a Jaw by which men out of the 
earnings of the masses of the people in the form of taxation should be 
permitted to receive more pay than they expected to receiveat the time 
they entered the employment, 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a question? I 
ask him if the Government officials have promised to pay men for over- 
work, for instance where a man works ten hours a day and the Gov- 
ernment has promised to pay for the extra number of hours, are those 
men entitled to a fulfillment of that promise? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If they have been promised more 

Mr. WADE. Now, I want to say tothe gentleman that three-fourths 
of the money that will be paid out under this bill will be paid under 
promises of Government oflicials to the men who did the work. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A Government official has no right to offer 
any inducement to an employé of the Government that the law does 
not authorize him to offer, and the laboring men of this country are not 
to be presumed to be so ignorant that they do not know what the ad- 
ministrative officers of the Government have the right to give them for 
their work, or to offer them. 

Mr. WADE. Suppose the Secretary of the Navy says to a man, “If 
you work eight hours you shall receive $2 a day and if you work ten 
hours you shall receive 82.50 day.” The man goes on and works 
estar and receives $? a day. I ask you if that man is not entitled 
to $2.50? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman from Missouri 
can show any such case as that. 

Mr. WADE. Oh yes, I can. 

Mr. BREWER. Iwill ask the gentleman from Missouri, if that be 
the fact, why did he not frame his bill on that theory? 

Mr. WADE, It isso framed. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is not any such implication in any por- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Not the least. 

Mr. KERR, of Jowa. The bill is founded on the theory that where 
a man worked twelve hours a day and got what he expected to receive, 
that he shall now, after the lapse of fifteen years, be permitted to come 
in and get paid for four hours’ labor that at the time he performed the 
work he did not expect to receive. 

Mr. WADE. Now, the factsare that the Secretary of the Navy prom- 
ised to pay men for ten hours’ work. They worked ten hours and they 
never have been paid the extra amount, and three-fourths of the money 
involved is for that kind of claims. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say to the gentleman that if there 
are any such claims there is no allusion to them in any place in this 
bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Nor in any of the reports. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Page 7 of the report, I believe, 
states it distinctly. 3 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think that the officers of this Government, 
especially as high officers as Secretaries of the Navy and Secretaries 
of War, have been men who had good common sense and who did not 
make any promises to employés that they were not authorized to make; 
and when they did make promises, they performed them. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do you not know that they did not 
perform them? : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No; I do not know anything of the kind. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is the exact question of 
fact that is to be submitted to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do not you know they did not per- 
form these promises ? f 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is not a particle of evidence that they 
did not. There is nothing in the report showing that. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman speaks unad- 
visedly on that point. 78 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say that in your bill that you present for 
the consideration of the House you propose simply to change the rule 
by which men are to be paid who are in the service of the Government. 

You propose at this late date, eighteen years after the order was 
passed, to declare that the law was made fora purpose that was not 
contemplated at the time it was because every man living at 
that time knows that it was not intended for that p and every 
man knows that it was intended to fix the rate of wages only indirectly. 
With the eftect of throwing dust in the eyes ot this committee here to- 
day, they citea resolution passed by this body a number of years ago re- 
citing that the intention was to fix the rate of wages. 

Mr. WADE. Let me ask the gentleman a question there. Did not 
Congress in 1872 settle what was the amount of wages paid the men? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They settled from May, 1868, at the time the 
law was passed, up to June, 1869, at the time when the order was 
made, saying on what terms after that date the labor should be em- 
ployed. The law passed in 1872, when the men were familiar with 
the circumstances and knew all about it. It did not attempt to as- 
suine that there was any claim after 1869. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do you not know that the law ex- 
isted after 1869 ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. After that, notice was given to the employés 
of the Government as to the policy that would be pursued by the Gov- 
ernment, and after that time they were governed by the terms of their 
employment, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Where do you find that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. After the proclamation of the 
President was issued, they should work eight hours. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, the gentleman made an assertion in his 

the other day that his reference does not bear out, and in order 
to show that it does not bear out his assertion I well read just what 
the gentleman quoted: 

Congress having enacted June 25, 1953, that eight hours shall constitute a 
days work for all 8 workmen, and cs now emplo; or who 
may be hereafter empl , by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, and that all acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby 
ropen led“ 

Now, mark that 
all the officers of the Army and others in the military service having civilian 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics under their charge, will be governed ac- 
cordingly. 

And further: 

0 hall be so ted „ as with the hours 
l in civil 5 „ re yy need be ey vä 

In each locality.” 

Watchmen, clerks, messengers, and others whose services may be necessary 
at any and all hours are not considered to be embraced within the terms of the 
law. In cases of great necessity, as in military operations, where men are on 
extra duty, they must perform the necessary service regardless of hours 

Mr. GEST. Read the rest. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will— 

8 estimating their extra-duty pay, eight hours will constitute a work- 

g day. 

Mr. GEST. That is it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was saying that that did apply; but that 
only applies in cases of great necessity, in military operations, when 
men are on extra duty, and the order says that it shall only apply to 
that class of men, and gentlemen want us, eighteen years afterwards, to 
make it apply to every man who worked for the Government, when 
the order says that men in the service of the Governmentshall be gov- 
erned by the hours of labor and by the pay in each locality. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The hours of commencing. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then the rule of common sense will show how 
the law ought to apply. JI asked the gentleman in charge of this bill 
the other day if he thought that men who worked for the Government 
ought to have more pay than the men who worked tor those who pay 
taxes and have to pay their men, and the gentleman was not prepared to 
assume that position, 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We only ask that the Supreme 
Court shall give effect to a statute of the United States. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They have given effect to a statute of the 
United States by a decision covering every point, under the terms of 
which decision these men have recovered all they were entitled to. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I take exception to that state- 
ment, and state that subsequent to that decision the order of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy of 1878 was made. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Has the gentleman from Iowa ever 
heard of that? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The order of 1877 and 1878. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Has the gentleman from Iowa ever 
heard of that? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I presume I have read it a dozen times. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Here is the order of March 21, 1878, 
and I will hand it to the gentleman so that he may read it. Three- 
fourths of chese claims he denounces come within that act. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iwill read it: 
The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date— 


March 21, 1878. Why did the gentlemen nnder the terms of their 


bill make it apply as far back as 1868? 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. It goes back of 1878. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It says: 

The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the cir- 
cular of October 25, 1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy~ 
yards and shore stations. 

The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a.m. to 6 
p. m.; ee eee 20, from 7. 40 a. m. to 4.30 p. m., with the usual 
intermission of one hour for dinner. 

The De ent will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and rers on the basis of eight hours a day. All workmen electing to 
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Now, may I ask the gentleman a 
question at that point ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You asked mea question before, but I did 
not see that there was much in it. But I will hear the gentleman's 

uestion. 
5 Mr. TURNER, of New York. Are yon not willing to pay them for 
the extra two hours thus contracted for ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ifthe Government contracted to pay them for 
ten hours a day and they worked ten and have only been paid for eight, 
then they could recover; but, as I understand, this bill has no appli- 
cation to such a case. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman kindly confine 
himself to my question: Are you willing to pay them for the over- 
time thus contracted for? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam willing. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then I say that three-quarters of the 
claims arising under fhis bill are of that class. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say there is not a single claim of that nature 
that has not been open for suit all these years. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, we know that. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think there are such cases; but if 


men, knowing their rights, have slept upon them for twelve years, it 


is too late to come forward now after the time has passed, when we 
know very little about the circumstances, and set up these claims now. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will the gentleman kindly yield for 
another question? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Do I understand you to say now that 
because these men have slept on their rights you are not willing to pay 
them, although you have just said that you were ing? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am not willing where a man has had an op- 
portunity for a great number of years to make his claim against the 
Government and has virtually said by his own action that he did not 
believe he had any claim—I am not willing that he shall come in now, 
after the lapse of ten or twelve years, and try to enforce such a claim. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Then, does the gentleman wish to 
plead the delay on the part of these claimants as an estoppel now, al- 
though the Government, through its Secretary of the Navy, agreed to 
pay them, but in fact refrained from paying them? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In the first place, I do not believe that the 
Secretary of the Navy agreed to pay those men and did not pay them. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Why, the gentleman himself has just 
read it to the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I have read an order, but there is nothing in 
that order in regard to payment. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Does it not say that they will be paid 
on the basis of eight hours? i 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And were they not paid? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. They were not paid. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Howdo you know? Where is your proof? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. In the pay-rolls of the Department. 
And if they were paid, they can not be paid a second time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the gentleman had brought in a bill pro- 
viding that men who, by the pay-rolls of the Department, were entitled 
to be paid for ten hours a day and had received pay for only eight 
hours should be paid, it would be a very different proposition. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is just what this bill does. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. ‘There is nothing in this bill in reference to 
any such case. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Will it not cover every one of such 
cases? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No, sir. $ 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to know from the committee whether itis 
a fact that the men who contracted to work ten hours per day did not 
receive more pay than the men who contracted for eight hours. 

Mr. WADE. They did not. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. There was no difference in the pay. 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to see something official on that point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The committee could not put 
the testim in the report. 

Mr. BRE But you could have put in some statement from the 
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Department, and that statement has not been made in any document 
that I have seen here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Nor in any that I have seen, and I have ex- 
amined the files of the committee. k 

Mı. TURNER, of New York. This bill was not before the Commit- 
tee on Labor in the last Congress; it was before another committee; so 
the gentleman examined the wrong files. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iam willing to leave it to the House to say 
whether a careful reading of the bill does not show that the only ques- 
tion involved is this: that where a man received pay under a contract 
with the officers of the Government for a day’s work on the basis of 
twelve hours a day and according to the understanding he had when he 
performed that work, he shall now, after the lapse of from twelve to eight- 
een years, be permitted to come in and say that, because the law of 1868 
was passed, he ought to have additional pay to the amount of one-third 
more than that which it was agreed he should receive. That is all that 
is involved in this proposed law. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me to make a brief state- 
ment? I will be glad to correct him if he wants to be fair in this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to be very courteous to my friend. 

Mr. WADE. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he can not help knowing 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is hardly courteous. 

Mr. WADE (continuing). That the law was not made for ten months 
and twenty-four days afterwards, and that Congress went on and ap- 
propriated the money to pay these men for the extra time. Now, from 
that time, 1869, down to 1877, the law was obeyed, and when the Mar- 
tin case was promulgated the Secretary of the Navy presumed that it 
wasa direction to him, and he went on and assumed to make contracts 
with the men. He made a contract, which the gentleman has just read 
from the report, to give the men who worked eight hours a day a full 
day’s pay and to give the men who worked ten hours additional pay; 
but he never did give them that additional pay, and that is what this 
bill proposes he shall do. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I have given the gentleman a chance to 
make his statement, and in reply I want to say this: I have read 
most of the Martin case here in the hearing of the House. Ihave read 
it over myself several times, and I say to him that there is not a syl- 
lable in that case which sustains anything like what he has claimed 
in his argument. 

Mr. WADE. Does not the Martin case say that a man shall make 
a contract? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. That he may make a contract. 

Mr. WADE. Well, these men did make contracts to work ten hours 
a day for extra pay, and they never got the extra pay; and does not 
the Martin case cover that? Y 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. No. ‘There is not a word in the Martin case 
showing that the men made any contract. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The contract of which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] speaks was made subsequently, 
and therefore could not have been referred to in the Martin case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Department advertised for laborers and 
stated the pay and the number of hours’ work a day, and these men 
were employed and worked under the rules of the Department and got 
their pay. 

Mr. WADE, They did not get their pay. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I say they did get their pay on the basis of 
the advertisement, twelve hoursaday. Now, long after that work has 
been performed, you come in hore and on behalf of a few laborers along 
the coast you insist that they shall be paid one-third more than it 
was agreed they should receive when they did their work. 

Mr. WADE. Lask the gentleman whether under the decision in 
the Martin case they can not get their pay. 

Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. Thatonly covers the period from June, 1869, 
down to the time of the passage of the act of 1872; it does not deter- 
mine anything further than during that period. 

Mr. WADE. Then I understand the gentleman to say that under 
the Martin case these men can not recover. Now, all we ask is to send 
these claims to the Court of Claims and see whether they can recover 
or not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And after the Supreme Court of the United 
States, with all the facts before it and upon a full examination of the 
law under which this claim is made, has decided that a claimant in 
this situation is not entitled to recover, you want to direct the court 
to go back and disregard the facts of the contract and say that these 
laborers shall be allowed pay on the basis of eight hours a day, when 
they knew they were working at the rate of a certain sum for twelve 
hours a day. 

Mr. WADE. The bill does not say any such thing. 

Mr. BOWDEN, Every man who worked more than eight hours a 
day did so with the expectation that the Government would do him 
justice and pay him for the additional time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. These men did not work twelve hours a day 
but ten hours a day; and by the Secretary’s order they were promised 
pay for the extra two hours. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You have not read the Martin case. In that 
case the court says that the men worked twelve hours a day. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ido not need to read the Martin case; I have 
read the order of the Secretary. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think the House understands this matter. 
If these gentlemen in their bill had referred to the order of the Depart- 
ment, had alleged that the Secretary of the Navy had not paid certain 
employés the sums which they were promised by the terms of their em- 
ployment, and had asked that the bill be passed on that basis, I under- 
take to say that no member of the House would have made any objec- 
tion to the consideration of that question by the court. 

Mr. WADE. That is just what we do ask. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Oh, no; you donot. You ask that men who 
worked twelve hours a day and who were paid for their work shall 
now be paid on the basis of eight hours a day, thereby increasing their 
pay one-third. That is just what you ask in this bill. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LACEY. I merely desire now to offer an amendment 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understood that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TURNER] asked for recognition. He is a mem- 
ber of the committee, and I presume should have precedence, because 
it looks as if it would be im ble to finish this bill to-day. 

Mr. LACEY, I do not desire to take up any-time, but merely to 
offer an amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had the impression that the amendment 
was offered. 

Mr. LACEY. It was not offered the other day, because we did not 
have time to consider it; it was simply printed in the RECORD for the 
information of the House. I wish to offer it now. I think, perhaps, 
the committee will accept it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The diffleulty is this: It was 
understood that tho gentleman from New York, a member of the com- 
mittee, should next be recognized for the purpose of debating the bill. 
I understand that under the order of the House only one amendment 
can be pending at a time. The committee have the right to perfect 
their bill; and they may desire to offer an amendment themselves, 
They have no desire to cut out the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa; that can be offered later. 

ae SPEAKER, The Chair thought the amendment was already 
0 ‘ered . 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. No, it was simply read for in- 
formation. The committee have no desire to cut off any member, but 
they do not wish to be cut off themselves. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from New 
York, as a member of the committee, should be ized. The Chair 
was under the impression that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa was already offered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I assumed that it was. I referred to it and 
said that the gentleman from Iowa had offered it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Will the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN] give me his attention? I think there is a very general desire 
to have this amendment offered or at least read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It has been read and was printed 
in the RECORD. The only desire of the committee is to guard them- 
selves against being cut off. The morning hour has now almost ex- 
pired and it is evident that this bill will go over to another day. The 
arrangement among the members of the committee was that the gen- 
tleman from New York, a member of the committee, should control 
the next portion of the time in connection with the measure. I will 
say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAcEy] that there is no desire 
to cut off his amendment, none whatever. 

Mr. TRACEY. I think it would be a great help to the bill. 

A MEMBER. Why can it not be offered now? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Because the committee will 
probably have an amendment to submit; and under the rules only one 
amendment can be pending at a time. 

Mr. LACEY. This might be disposed of and then the other follow, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But the gentleman’s amend- 
ment would undoubtedly lead to discussion and would require a vote. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to inquire of the Chair for how many 
days a single bill can occupy the morning hour. Is there any limita- 
tion in that respect? 

The SPEAKER. There is no limitation, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This bill can be disposed of in 
the next morning hour. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are some other committees that desire to 
occupy the morning hour. 

Mr. CONNELL. Has not this morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. The Chair thinks he ought to recog- 
nize the gentleman from New York, who is a member of the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; I shall claim recognition later, I desire 
to offer the amendment I have indicated. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTA]. 

Mr. CONNELL. Before the gentleman proceeds may I ask how 
much time remains of the morning hour? g 
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The SPEAKER. Two and a half minutes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether I may 
oceupy the two and a half minutes now and seven and a half minutes 
to-morrow, or the next morning, when this matter comes up for consid- 
eration. Now, two and a half minutes speaking upon a question of 
this importance is a very short time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It depends upon who is talking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARU TH. Well, it may seem a very long time to the gentle- 
men who listen, but to the man who may happen to have the good fort- 
une to get the floor itis a marvelously short time. [Laughter.] Now, 
our friend from Iowa here has occupied the time of the House for fifty 
minutes, barring such time as he may have been interrupted by gentle- 
men from the other parts of the United States. [Laughter.] Our friend 
from Iowa is opposed to the payment of these claims. He is in favor 
of a great Government like the United States maintaining the bar ot 
the statute of limitations against the body of our citizens. I am op- 
posed to the United States pleading the statute of limitations against 
any honest claimant. I am in favor of the payment of all the just 
claims against the Government, and I wish sincerely, Mr. Speaker, that 
some method could be devised by means of which those who have hon- 
est debts due them by the Government could go before a court having 
jurisdiction, have their claims adjudicated, and then, when they get a 
judgment, go to the Treasury of the United States and draw their money 
without having to come back to Congress to go through the uncertain 
process of having an appropriation made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The morning hour has 
expired, and the special order is before the House. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
all gentlemen who desire to do so may print remarks upon the bill 
just considered in the morning hour; also the one to be called up by 
the Committee on Labor under the special order this morning, the eight- 
honr bill, and the other bill also provided in the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from New Jersey? A 

There were no objections, and it was so ordered. 

LAFAYETTE STATUE. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for the 
of a resolution that the Senate has just sent over, which will 
take but a few moments. If it leads to any debate whatever I will 
withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas legislation is pending in Congress, in which delay must unayoida- 
bly occur, as to the site of the Lafayette statue, involving the question of its 
being located elsewhere than at the place selected ; and 

ereas the said statue has in the last few days arrived in this country, and 
will, unless stopped by authority of Congress, be immediately put in position 
fronting and obstructing the view to the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, 
which by authority of Congress was pl where it now is, fronting Pennsyl- 
vania avenue and the Executive Mansion: Therefore, 

Be it resolred by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
mission or board having charge of the matter of erecting the statue of Lafayette 
is directed to select some other site than the one selected, and to suspend any 
farther proceedings relating thereto until the same is done, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, . Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that the 
consent of the House was given to agree to the resolution. I under- 
stood the consent was for its consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is correct. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was objection, 
and there being no objection, and no gentleman rising to address the 
Chair, the Chair submitted the question on the adoption of the resola- 


tion. 
Mr. TRACEY. We did not get much opportunity to be heard. 
Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 

- Mr. LACEY. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, for the informa- 
tion of the House, that on Monday next the Committee on Elections 
will call up the contested-election case of Clayton rs. Breckinridge, 

EIGHT HOURS’ WORK. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Under the special order the Committee 
on Labor is assigned the remainder of this day for the consideration of 
certain measures specified in the order. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. CONNELL] is recognized. 

Mr. CONN I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States, or by contractors doing work or furnishing material for 


a ee and providing penalties ſor violation of the provisions 
ereof. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may hereafter be employed, 
by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, except in cases of extraor- 

nary emergency which may in time of war, or in cases where it may be 
necessary to work more than hours per calendar day for the protection 
of property or human life: Prot: That in all such cases the laborers, work- 
men, or mechanics so em oy Sige working to exceed eight hours per calen- 
dar day shall be paid on the of eight hours constituting a day’s work, 

Sec. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States with any corporation, person, or persons for the perform- 
ance of any work or the furnishing of an material manufactured within the 
United States sha deemed and considered as made on the basis of eight 
hours constituting a day’s work; and it shall be unlawful for any such corpo- 
ration, person, or persons to require or permit any laborer, wo n, or me- 
chanic to work more than sight Louse per calendar day in doing such work or 
manufacturing such material, except in the cases and upon the conditions pro- 
vided in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That any officer of the Government of the United States, or any per- 
son acting under or for such officer, or any contractor with the United States or 
other person violating any of the provisions of this act, shall for each offense 
be punished by a fine not less than $50 nor more than $1,000, or imprisonment 
aa 2 than six months, or be both fined and imprisoned, in the discretion of 

The Committee on Labor recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 

In line 3 of the title, after the word States,“ insert the words “or by or on 
behalfof the District of Columbia,” and in line 4, after the word “ Government,” 
insert the words of the Un States or the District of Columbia.” 

In line 6of section 1, after the word States, insert the following words: or 
by or on behalf of the District of Columbia,” 

At the close of section 1, insert the following words: 

“Provided further, That not less than the current rate of per diem wages in 
the locality where the work is performed shall be paid to laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States or the Distriet of Columbia, and laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by contractors of subcontractors in the execution of a contract or con- 
tracts with the United States or the District of Columbia shall be deemed to be 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States.” 

In line 2 of section 2, after the word States, insert the words or by or on 
behalf of the District of Columbia.“ 

Add section 4, as follows: 

“That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ments will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. F 

Mr. CONNELL, Mr. Speaker, every true friend of labor will rejoice 
that an opportunity is now given for the consideration of this bill, 
which has for its purpose the improvement of the condition of the 
wage-workers of America. It is a bill that ought to receive and I 
trust will receive the support of every member of this House, The 
Committee on Labor, of which I have the honor to be a member, has 
most thoroughly and carefully considered its provisions and has unan- 
imously reported in favor of its passage. It is indorsed by the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor and by many assemblies of the Knights of 
Labor. Itis supported by the greatarmy of wage-workers, who justly 
demand that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work and who will 
hail with delight its erer a substantial and proper recognition of 
the reasonableness of their demand. 

Mr. Speaker, the workmen and mechanics of this country do not seek 
to escape from toil. They recognize the necessity of working. They 
cheerfully submit to the divine decree promulgated almost six thousand 
years ago that in the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread. They 
believe labor is honorable and that with it come contentment and hap- 
piness, They recognize, as all thinking men must do, that idleness is a 
curse. It is with a full appreciation of these self-evident principles 
that they now demand a reduction of the hours of toil. The demand 
that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work is a reasonable demand, 
It is a demand which sooner or later must be conceded. For the wel- 
fare and prosperity of our country I hope it may be conceded without 
unnecessary delay, The agitation at present existing will never cease 
until this is done. The strikes of the past are certain to be repeated 
in the future unless justice prevails. No question or controversy is 
ever settled until it is settled right. The breach between capital and 
labor, which is constantly widening, should be closed. The chasm 
between the masses and the favored few, which is rapidly becoming a 
yawning gulf, should be bridged. ‘The leveling process is sure to come 
sooner or later, and it is for the people of this country to say whether 
it shall come peaceably and quietly, by increasing wages and reducing 
the hours of toil, or come as a thunderbolt of anarchy, bringing with 
it destruction of property and loss of haman life. 

Mr. Speaker, it is to the honor and credit of the workingmen of. 
America that in their efforts for the improvement of their condition 
they have been poderate, reasonable, and law-abiding. With butfew 
exceptions the strikes which have occurred have been attended bya 
strict observance of law and good order. The great strike for the eight- 
hour system which occurred at Chicago in May last was a splendid vin- 
dication of the peaceable, law-abiding character of American working- 


men. It was also a demonstration of their intelligence and loyalty. 
In a procession of twenty thousand men the utmost order was 
maintained, while the Stars and Stripes waved along entire line. 


It may safely be asserted that among no class in this country can be 
found a greater degree of patient endurance, intelligence, and patriot- 
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ism than among the laborers, workmen, and mechanics who constitute 
the great army of wage-workers. It is by fair argument and organized 
effort that they hope to secure their rights and to obtain for labor its 
just reward. These means have already proved potent in molding pub- 
lic opinion. The tide has commenced to turn. The great majority of 
business men of the country are already awakened to the true condi- 
tion of affairs, and now realize as never before the necessity of legis- 
lative action and conceding to wage-workers some of their reasonable 
d. They view with alarm the danger that threatens the busi- 
ness and commerce of the country, not from organized labor, but from 
the tyranny of organized capital, which seeks to enslave labor and rob 
the wage-worker of the fruits of his toil. They see, as all who stop to 
think must do, that our free institutions and industrial progress are 
to-day in jeopardy from the concentration of power in corporations, 
trusts, and syndicates, and the arbitrary exercise of such power in the 
interest of capital. 


Mr. Speaker, I have referred to the great May Day strike at Chicago | peal 


and throughout the civilized world in behalf of theeight-hour system. 
I now wish, within the brief time I shall occupy, to make a passing 
reference to the recent strike along the line of the New York Central. 
Iam not an advocate of strikes. Ideplore their existence. Imuch 
regret their frequent occurrence. As evils they seem unavoidable. 
As evils they will continue to exist until proper legislation is had and 
justice shall prevail. Until then, organized labor must protect itself 
by demanding what it is fairly entitled to receive, and when this shall 
fail, enforcing such demand as best it can by all lawful and peaceful 
means within its command. 

0 labor means organized peace. Under exalted leadership 
the advance from serfdom and chattel slavery is being made. We are 
living in a progressive age. The workmen and mechanics of the elev- 
enth century were slaves; those of to-day are freemen, and as such 
they have the right both toorganize and to act for their self-protection. 
This is a tion to w Mr. Webb, the present manager of the 
New York Central, evidently does not yield assent. Heseems to con- 
sider that might makes right and that, if he has the power to crush 
the men who have had the hardihood to ask a consideration of what 
they deemed their rights, it is his duty to do so, ess of the con- 
sequences and regardless of the rights of the public. He has ed 
that the great corporation which he represents proposed to vindicate 
its right to employ and discharge whomever it wished, whenever it 
pleased, and generally to ‘run its own business in its own Way. 

Now, this sounds very fine and as a general proposition may seem 
correct, but, carried to its natural and legitimate result, it means an 
absolute ignoring of the rights of employés, which rights, I contend, 
run parallel with the road itself. Is capital a dictator and labor a 
slave? Surely the émployés engaged in the openen of a great rail- 
way have some right as well as the officers of the corporation to deter- 
mine whatis properand reasonable respecting that part of the manage- 
ment which directly affects their personal safety, independence, and 
manhood. Without labor the locomotive would remain stationary, 
the cars would be side-tracked, and the switches would remain locked. 
It is labor that created the road; it is labor that runs the road; and 
labor as well as capital should have the right to be heard regarding its 
management and operation. 

While this proposition may be controverted, no one will dispute that 
the demands of labor should at least be considered. This has practi- 
cally been denied by the management of the New York Central, while 
all propositions to arbitrate have been absolutely ignored. What has 
recently occurred unquestionably will be repeated, and itis not out 
of place here to predict with greater losses to the company and more 
serious consequences to the public. Thesituationis one which properly 
demands the attention of Congress. As representatives of the people 
we will be derelict in our duty if we fail to take action to prevent fuat- 
ure itions of what has recently been witnessed. The vindication 
ofa or the enforcement of a claim of right should not be made 
atthe expense of the people and to the injury of the public. Some 
plan of arbitration should be devised and enforced. 

The management of these great interstate lines of travel and com- 
merce should be required by law to submit to arbitration. That the 
New York Central refused to listen to any proposition of this nature is 
another evidence of the foolhardy and reckless di of the rights of 
employés by railway rations, The time is not far distant when 
Serious consideration will be given to the demand of the people that 
interstate lines of railway, as well as telegraph lines, shall be owned 
and operated by the Government. For one I stand ready to advocate 
and favor this being done. I believe the plan is entirely practicable. 
Ibelieve it would result in great good to the masses, I believe it is only 
a question of time when it will be perfected and put in operation. But 
my time will not admitof a discussion in detail of Government owner- 

pand control of railways. The bill now being considered relates to 
the hours of employment. It is one with regard to which public senti- 
ment has already so crystallized that there can now scarcely be a differ- 
ence of opinion as to either its merits or necessities. 

While it may be denied that the world owes every man a living,” 
it will be universally admitted that every man has a right to earn 
his daily bread by the sweat of his brow. The present wage system 


denies this to many thousand willing workers, In America, which 
should be the workingmen’s El Dorado, there are upwards of a million 
men out of employment. ‘‘ Enforced idleness,” says Carlyle, is the 
Englishman’s hell.” Thisapplies with double force to American work- 
ingmen. No system can be defended which will turn willing workers 
into this hell and lock thedoor againstthem. Shall we be now forced 
to confess that all labor-saving inventions have proved a curse in place 
of a blessing? ; 

This we must do unless the hours of toil are so reduced as to give 
employment to those who are willing to work. The inventions, which 
have been largely made by workmen and mechanics, were not designed 
as a blessing to the rich and a curse to the poor. Steam and electricity 
were intended by God for the benefit of allalike. With the aid of these 
most powerful agencies more can now be accomplished in the brief 
space of eight hours than formerly could be done in a week’s time. 

It is not long since that the members of this House received an ap- 
to ress from idle workmen, making known their condition of 
helpless destitution and urging that the Government enter upon a sys- 
tem of public work which might furnish the means of existence for 
the unemployed. 

I quote the concluding part of the appeal and petition referred to, 
which is as follows: 

In the name of God and h x r 
77... daersi nee denad 
We confidently feel that the power that armed and equipped a million of men 
for the preservation of this Union can now preserve its citizens from ion. 
We know t, should a common enem 8 this our beloved country, 
millions of men would spring to arms and her boundless wealth would pour out 
like water for her defense. We beseech you to remember that there is no greater 
conceivable enemy toa nation than poverty. The dignity of a nation’s man- 
hood, the virtue of a nation’s ee eee fall before the withering blight of 
poverty; truth, virtue, and honor become mere empty words, and all £ bartered 
to escape starvation’s cruel grasp, 

In the name of theimmortal patriots that have bled and died for freedom, we 
implore you tosave the citizens of this nation from destruction, The pauperiza- 
tion of the workers of any country inevitably heralds the speedy dow: J of its 
government, Webeseech you to break the fetters of enforced idiencsathat now 
fasten down thelimbs of labor. We ask not for charity; we but plead for justice. 
In the conscious dignity of American manhood, we demand tthe means of 
an existence by honorable labor be placed within the reach of all. 

Mr. Speaker, of all the nations of the earth America is the greatest, 
grandest, and best. Nowhere else in the great universe that God has 
given to man are the conditions so favorable for peace, prosperity, and 
plenty. We have enough for all and to spare. Our agricultural and 
mineral resources are without limit. Enough is produced each year, 
if justly distributed, to relieve from poverty and want all who are in 
distress and bring contentment and happiness to every home. What 
becomes of the wealth created by labor? Is it not unfairly diverted 
to the pockets of a few while the many are left to struggle in want and 
misery? These are questions which are being asked and to which we 
must make response, 

This is the problem to be solved, and upon the members of this House 
does the responsibility of its true solution largely rest. Of all the 
dangers to this great and glorious Republic, the greatest is the concen- 
tration of enormous wealth in the hands ofa few. The rich are grow- 
ing richer while the poor are becoming poorer. It is merely a question 
of a little time, at the nt rate of accumulation and absorption, 
when the Goulds, Vanderbilts, Astors, and a few favored ones, will 
own all that is worth possessing. What is true of the rich in New York 
and Boston is also true of Chicago and other Western cities. A few are 
absorbing the entire product of labor, which alone creates wealth, while 
the masses are struggling for mere existence, 

In view of this condition of affairs, can we do less than declare that 
eight hours shall constitute a day’s work, and so perfect existing law 
as to require a strict and honest observance of the eight-hour system 
by all officials of the Government? By doing this we render a most 
substantial service to the cause of labor and greatly aid the wage- 
workers of the country in their struggle for a general recognition of a 
system which will give to them greater opportunities for rest, recrea- 
tion, and enjoyment. Since this bill was reported I have received, from 
various assemblies and labor organizations, many resolutions indorsing 
its provisions. As indicating the charac’er of such resolutions, I now 
make special reference to one recently received from the Trades and 
Labor Assembly of Topeka, Kans. It is as follows: 

Whereas on April 20, 1800, a bill was introdu ed by Representative CONNELL 
of Nebraska, known as House bill 9791, and wich was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Labor and ordered to be printed, and ou July 8, 1890, was reported with 
amendments and committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union aud ordered printed, the title of siid bill being as follows: “‘A bill 
constituting eight hours a day’s work forall laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States or by con- 
tractors doing work or furnishing material for the Government, and providing 
penalties for the violation of the provisions thereof. 

Whereas we, the delegates and officers of the Trades and Labor Assembly of 
Topeka, Kans., an organization representing the organized trades and occu- 
pations of the city of ka, Kans., fully believe that the industrial progress 
of the age demands the introduction of a shorter work-day for the mechanics 
and laborers of the nation in order that they may share in the benefits of the 

neral advancement which have accrued by reason of improyements in in- 

ustrial methods; and 


Whereas we believe it is proper and fitting that the General Government 
should take the initiative in the general movement sought by the said bill: 


erefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Trades and Labor Assembly of Topeka, Kans., heartily 
indorse the bill and the action of Hon. W. J. CONNELL in his efforts to have the 
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eight-hour m enforced an labor performed for and on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

And be it further resoteed, That a copy of these resolutions be on the 
record e and also a copy thereof sent to Hon. W. J. CONNELL, 


e bill. 
J. G. SAMUELSON, 
GEO. H. HUGER, 
E. H. KERLE, 
7 Committec. 
Not only has this bill been unanimously indorsed by the labor or- 
ganizations of the country, but its p of establishing eight hours 
as a day’s work is approved by the friends of labor, including the Pres- 
ident of the United States. X 
I quote from the Chicago Tribune the substance of some of the in- 
terviews with distinguished men during the ‘‘eight-hour strike of 
May, 1890, as follows: 7 

Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States: Ihave in public expressed 
the opinion that every workingman ought to have such wages as would yield 
him docent and comfortable support for his family and enable him to keep his 
children in school and out of the mill in their weer ae Not only should he 
have this. but his enges should be sufficient to allow him to lay up against inca- 

ity by sickness or accident or old some fund on which he could rely I 
foes always advocated the policy which promoted the true interests of the 
be fig hag ara of America, The prosperity of the country depends upon legisla- 

interests of workingmen, which wonld bring comfort to their homes 
and happinesss to their hearts. 

Robert G. Ingersoll: Lam perfectly satisfied that eight hours are to become 
alabor-day. Fora man to get up before daybreak and work till afler dark life 
is of no particular importance. He simply earns enough one day to prepare 
himself to work another. His whole life is spent in want and toil, and such a 
life is without value, Of course I can not say that the present effort is going 
to suceeed; all I can say is I hope it will, I can not see how any man who does 
nothing—who lives in idleness—can insist that others should work ten ortwelve 
hours a day. The free school in this country hastended to put men on an equal- 
ity, and the mechanic understands his side of the case and is able to express 

views. Under these circumstances there must be a revolution. That is to 
say. the relations between capital and labor must bo changed, and the time 
must come when they who do the work, they who make the money, will in- 
sist on having some of the profits. Ido notexpect this remedy to comeentirely 
from the Government or from Government interference, I think the Govern- 


a ee have done in ten many years ago. I believe, however, that ar- 
bitration is the proper means by which a movement like this is to be carried 
out. There is no natural antagonism between capital and labor, and itis nec- 
essary that both sides d remember the words of our Savior, “Do unto 
others as you would they should do unto you.“ This is the only basis on which 
a labor Erupe like the present one should be conducted. There should be 
mutual nce, and one side should respect the rights of the other. The 
golden rule, in fact, is the guide. 

I also quote from a wage-worker and citizen of my own city a por- 
tion of an interview published by The Omaha Bee during the Chicago 
strike, which I think well worth a place in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


When God created this universe He, in His infinite wisdom, divided time in 
such a manner that the day consists of twenty-four hours, eight hours of which 


were intended for work, eight for sleep, and eight for rest. Now, why should 
we, mortals of His 


creation, attempt to undo this law by working ten and twelve 
hours and allow our minds to become as barren of intelligent ideas asa desert. 

Mr. Speaker, on one occasion, many years ago, in the consideration 
of a great financial problem by this House, the brilliant but eccentric 
Randolph, of Roanoke, tragically exclaimed: I have found it. Ihave 
discovered the philosopher’s stone; it is—pay as you go.“ Ido not 
claim to be a Randolph or to be possessed of the remarkable gifts which 
made him such a striking and picturesque character in the history of 
our country. I do claim, however, that the philosopher's stone has 
again been discovered, and that a remedy for the evils of the present 
labor system has been found which will bring happiness to the wage- 
worker and peace and prosperity to capital. Itis toso raise wages and 
reduce the hours of toil as will make life worth living and give work 
to the unemployed. Why should not the wage-worker have some of 
the sunshine and leisure of life to enjoy the beauties of nature and the 
comforts of his home? 

The poet Goethe has truly said: Every man should hear a little 
music, read a little poetry, and see a fine picture every day of his life 
in order that the worldly cares of life may not blot out the sense of 
the beautiful implanted by God in the soul.” As the tired laborer 

homeward after ten or twelve hours of weary toil, what 
are these words of the poet to him but hollow mockery? Where is 
his opportunity for recreation and enjoyment, where the time for 
cultivating his sense of the beautiful? Thesky may be anazure blue; 
the heavens may be studded with countless sparkling gems; all nature 
may rejoice, but the weary wage-worker trudges along his way uncon- 
scious of it all; the sense of the beautiful has well-nigh been blotted 
out of his soul. 


All hail the dawn of a new day breaking, 
When a strong-armed nation shall take away 

The weary burdens from backs that are aching 
With maximum labor and minimum pay. 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. HILL. I would like toask the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
CONNELL] if it is the purpose of the proviso at the end of section 1 to 
make the Government of the United States liable for the payment of 
workmen and contractors employed by subcontractors. 


Mr, CONNELL. No, sir; I do not think that is the purpose or effect 
of the provision referred to. 

Mr. L. The gentleman will observe that it provides at the end 
that they shall be deemed to be employed by and on behalf of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. If they are employed by and on behalf 
of the Government of the United States, the United States would cer- 
tainly be liable for their payment. 

Mr.CONNELL. Thatrefersonly to laborers, workmen, or mechanics 
actually employed by the Government. The second section relates to 
contractors. 


Mr. TRACEY. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HILL] refers 
to the proviso. 

Mr. HILL. I have reference to the proviso. If you will pardon 
me, you will see that the proviso relates exclusively to laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed by contractors and subcontractors, and 
provides that they shall he deemed to be employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United States. Now, if they are employed by 
or on behalf of the Governmentof the United States, the United States 
would certainly be liable for their payment. I do not suppose it was 
the intention of the committee to make that the law. 

Mr. CONNELL. No. < 

Mr. HILL. And I havedraughted here an amendment which I wish 
to submit, covering that subject. 

Mr. CONNELL. Iam safe in stating that it was not the of 
the provision to make the Government liable to the employés of con- 
tractors, but liable only to the workmen and mechanics directly em- 
ployed by the Government. 

Mr. HILL. With that explanation, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
offer an amendment to come in at the end of this section. 

Mr. CONNELL. The amendment may be offered and may be con- 
sidered as pending. 

Ne car HILL. Lask that it may be read and considered as pending at 
is time. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. HILL], 
in the time of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL], proposes 

ding. 


-the following amendment to be considered as 


pen 
Mr. CONNELL, I think there is no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman in charge of the bill 
states that the amendment may be considered as pending. The Clerk 
will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “States,” ab the end of line 22, page 2, insert: 

But the Government of the United States not be liable for the payment 
of —.— laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by contractors or sub- 
contractors.” 


Mr. FARQUHAR. That will do. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to prepare 
an amendment which I would like to.add to that, as an amendment 
to the amendment, and which I wish to suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill at the present time, requiring the disbursing officer, 
on behalf of the United States, to first inquire, before final payment, 
whether or not the employés on such Government work have been paid~ 
by pon contractor or subcontractor, in accordance with the terms of 

is bill. - 

Mr. CONNELL. Ifthe purpose of the gentleman in offering the 
amendment isto perfect the bill, as it seems to be, I presume there 
will be no objection to it. 7 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HILL] who proposes this amendment if ‘ba would not aceept an 
equivalent and make it a good deal shorter and more expressive; if 
the gentleman will turn to his bill, at line 18, after the word and,“ 
insert the words: 

For the purposes of this act, laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed. 


Mr. HILL. I do not think that would obviate the objection. 

s Mr. FARQUHAR. That is the usual legal form, to save the United 
tates. 

Mr. HILL. But the gentleman will observe one purpose of this 
act is to provide that laborers and workmen employed by contractors 
and subcontractors shall be employed only for eight hours a day; so 
that when you insert the words you propose to after the word and 
it does not obviate the objection that it would still bind the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 2 

Mr. CONNELL. The purpose of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hitt] is evidently to perfect the bill, and if any suggestion can be 
made I presume they will be received with that purpose in view. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
O'DONNELL] and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I am free to say that I gladly give 
voice and yote in favor of this bill to enforce the eight-hour law on 
Government premises. By this bill the United States says to all labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics in its employ that they shall not be re- 
quired to labor more than eight hours per calendar day on public work. 
The workingmen of the nation demand that the Government shorten 
the hours of toil, that those who labor may have more time for phys- 
ical and mental improvement and development of those qualities that 
fit them to become more intelligent citizens of the Republic. Organ- 
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ized labor has for years petitioned and memorialized Congress for the 
enactment of this law, a supplemental statute that will have for its 
basis justice, humanity, and the promotion of happiness of the citizens, 
This will strengthen the act of 1868. 

The history of the struggle of the laborer and-mechanic for shorter 
hours of toil, lessened drudgery, in this country may be of interest in 
connection with this discussion. At the beginning of this century, in 
1806, the ship-builders and calkers of New York were obliged to work 
fourteen hours per day. They demanded that the hours of toil be re- 
duced to ten hours; the employers refused, and the workingmen òrgan- 
ized to secure justice, but were defeated. In 1832 the carpenters and 
calkers of Boston sought to make ten hours a working-day, and a long 
strike followed, which ended in disaster, though the agitation resulted 
in some success in Philadelphia and New York during the same year. 

The partial victory in the two great cities was an incentive to the 
masses to press on, and the demand for ten hours as a day’s work be- 
came general, The Government of the United States recognized its 
justice, and in 1838 President Van Buren, by proclamation, ordered 
that ten hours should constitute a day’s work with the employés in the 
arsenals and navy-yards of the nation, This was followed in the next 
year by the governor of New Jersey recommending a statute defining 
ten hours as all that should be required of the laborer. The system 
was adopted in the ship-yards at Bath, Me., and the leading industries 
in many cities gave approval by accepting the hours of 7 a. m. to 6 p. m. 
as the time for labor. Here the reform stopped until 1845, when the 
first national labor convention was held in New York City, which 
united for reduction of the hours of toil. Theagitation continued, but 
little progress was made. 

Another convention was held three years later, in 1848, at Faneuil 
Hall, Boston, to advance the demand, Employers refused the radical 
change demanded, but all through the country the work of agitation 
went on, until one hour less was conceded, followed later by the con- 
cession of another hour, until in 1853 some of the trades had secured their 
demands, but quite generally eleven hours was agreed upon, though 
some of the large establishments adhered to the old time. In 1864 and 
1865 there were many strikes; the large number of workingmen in the 
Army, battling for their country’s preservation, produced a scarcity of 
labor, and employers were obliged to conform to the wishes of their 
employés, and the eleven-hour system was entered upon. 

When the war was ended and the men who had defended the flag 
returned to the peaceful pursuits of life the labor market was over- 
supplied; the old system of long hours was revived; the overabun- 
‘dance of workmen compelléd submission to the injustice, and the em- 
ployers were masters of the situation. The laborer still hoped fora 
diminution of the hours of toil. The New England Ten-Hour League 
organized fora ten-hour workday,and pressed their demands so urgently 
and forcibly that Massachusetts enacted a law making ten hours a legal 
day’s work. This cape was followedall over the country. Labor 
is now asking that nine hours be made a day’s work, and in some in- 
stances, after prolonged strikes, success has crowned the effort, but in 
many cases disaster and failure have been the outcome. 

It will be seen by this brief history that the action of the Government 
led to a reduction of the hours of labor of those citizens who toil. This 
may be the outcome if we pass this bill to-day. Eight hours for labor, 
eight hours for sleep, eight hours for improvement and recreation, will 
make the days gladsome for those who toil. 

Mr. Speaker, the workingman is better off in this country than in 
anyother. It will be seen that the nation and its inhabitants have not 
suffered by the lightening of the hours of toil; the country is the most 
prosperous in the world. Our people are accumulating wealth; there 
are some sharp contrasts in the social conditions, but the general aver- 
age of wealth and comfort is rising all the time. I know the number of 
millionaires is increasing, but it is gratifying to realize thut the num- 
ber of citizens worth four, two, and one thousand dollars is increasing 
wonderfully faster. The aggregate wealth is large, and the distribu- 
tion is as nearly equal as will ever be reached under any government. 

We are in the forenoon of our national existence, but what a change 
in the condition of all in the last century, and for the better—improve- 
ment and p This is the genius of our people and is inwoyen in 
the fiber of our free institutions. This, compared with the good old 
times we hear of, is an era of luxury in all strata of society. The 
statistics show that in the savings-banks of this country (six States not 
reported) there are 4,021,523 depositors, with $1,425,239,349 to their 
credit, an average of $354.40 for each depositor. In my own State of 
Michigan there are 99,245 depositors in savings-banks, who have $24,- 
015,207 on deposit. If you compute the millions deposited in building 
` and loan associations, to secure homes for themselves and families, you 
will find our artisans and laboring population are in the sunshine of 
prosperity. F. ARS 

One of the enterprising papers of Michigan two years since sent fifty 
workingmen to Europe to see the condition of their fellow-laborers 
abroad. They visited many points in Great Britain, France, and Ger- 
many, and after due observation they were of opinion, without ex- 
ception, ‘* that the American workmen are better housed, better fed, 
better paid, better clothed, and generally better off than their Eu- 
ropean fellows.” This pleasing picture of American contentment is 


supplemented by the report of the Statistician of the Agricultural De- 
partment, who states that labor here secures a larger share of reward 
than in other countries; there is one paùper here totwenty-twoin Great 
Britain; our people consume double the amount of meat here over those 
of Great Britain and nearly four times the meat the inhabitants of other 
lands have; our consumption of cereals is three times as great as that of 
Europe, in proportion to population nearly the same gratifying ratio of 
bread, while our inhabitants have the same excess of clothing and other 
comforts, It should be the duty of Congress to improve the condition 
of our people, if possible, by legislation. Labor is courageous and con- 
tent under prosperity; let our laws aid labor, litt the general masses 
higher, and then we have the same patriotism and exalted citizenship 
that has made this nation prosperous and sweetened the relations of 
common life. 

England, Ireland, Scotland, Wales, Germany, France, Switzerland, 
Norway, Sweden, and Holland have sent to us their industrious arms, 
who have ditched the water, builded towns and villages, constructed 
our railroads, covering the land with harvests, and extended prosperity; 
these are welcome to our shores, for they become a part of our institu- 
tions; the oppressed of other nations for a century have found this Re- 
public a beacon of hope for all humanity, But of late there is a 
menace to our well-being, to the prosperity of our laboring population. 
The immigration within the last thirty years amounts to 10,434,506— 
nearly one-sixth of our population; during the last decade the immi- 
gration has been more than half of what it was for the whole thirty 
years. Of late a different class, in too many instances, are coming to 
us, They are not like the larger portion of the immigration hereto- 
fore coming to our shores from those countries. Many of these later 
immigrants are malefactors, criminals, and foes to established govern- 
ment, security, and law, who have left their native land for its good. 
Then, again, there are many coming from other lands who know noth- 
ing of our institutions, who elbow our people out of the way in the 
struggle for existence. There is a daily increasing tide, which, like 
the waters of the Egean, know no return. 

Their presence causes a bitter note of complaint from those who are 
displaced by these unwelcome strangers to our civilization and institu- 
tions, They come in hordes to our shores and supplant our workmen 
in the mines and manufactures, This Administration thoroughly en- 
forces the contract-labor law, but it has no power to exclude the igno- 
rant, the vicious, and the disturbers. Their presence reduces the prog- 
ress and prosperity of our laborers and artisans, and their coming adds 
to the host of the discontented, recruits the restless force, and conscripts 
men into the army of tramps. ‘This polyglot humanity here disturbs 
the harmonious relations between capital and labor, augmentsilliteracy, 
and increases poverty in the land. This is a menace to national de- 
velopment and industrial supremacy. What is the remedy? It must 
be applied soon, for national discontent will demand on, It will 
be the maximum of legislative wisdom to satisfactorily adjust this mat- 
ter. 

Let us consider the subject soon, ſor the peril is great and rapidly 
increasing. The people begin to ask that undesirable immigration be 
controlled in the interest of prosperity and our workingmen; they wish 
that dangerous classes be kept away—that the coming of these unde- 
sirable elements be repressed; the workingmen ask for protection by 
repression of such degrading competition. The leadersof thoughtand 
industry who aim to promote American labor ask for judicious enact- 
ments to save the American laborer the limitless field of a nation's in- 
dustry—the industry American labor has created. The workingman 
of the United States believes in law and order. 

He has faith that the inviolable sanctity of the law can alone secure 
to the citizen the fruit of his industry and inspire him with the happy 
confidence which is the soul of all activity. The laborer here real 
that the railways are built, and many of the manufacturing establish- 
ments are nearly completed. He feels that the demand for new labor 
in the pioneer industries and enterprises of the West will be far less in 
the future than in days gone by. For these reasons the workingman asks 
Congress to protect him from unworthy competition from such com- 

tition that, while it deprives him of employment, also imperils pub- 
Fie tranquility. While the cry of the American laborer is not America 
for Americans alone, itis America for those who are or will become 
Americansin the true sense ot thé word, and who will conform to and 
uphold our American institutions and American liberty. 

There is much todo by this Congressin theinterest of labor. It will 
require wise counsels to adjust the ever-changing conditions and con- 
flicting interests in the field of labor. 

With national development will come the prosperity of those who 
work. Perhaps we may in the future get hold of the right thread of 
the too often snarled skein that links capital with labor. Labor and 
capital are not in conflict; they are harmonious, dependent each upon 
theother. There isan assumed antagonism between capital and labor, 
which is sometimes blown into fury by the breath of artful dema- 
gogues. I have spoken of what is needed now by our Jaws to protect 
labor, to save it and coming generations from misery, The problems 
will be soived, and in the interest of our civilization. 

Mr. CONNELL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. ATKINSON]. 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the object of or- 
ganized labor, as I understand it, is to adjust, as far as possible, pro- 
duction to national demand, and to secure an honest day’s pay for 
an honest day’s work. Labor has sought collective action, there- 
fore, to control those industries that make the best use of our national 
resources. The need of such collective action has been demonstrated 
by a long series of experiences and experiments. Hence, admitting, 
as all must do, both tbe wisdom and justice of collective action on 
the part of the toilers of our country, the producers of the wealth of 
the Jand, the next step we should take as legislators is to inquire 
what organized labor demands at our hands and how far we should 
go in yielding to such demands. 

All laws, Mr. Speaker, are compromises by which some advan- 
tages are sacrificed on the one hand, in order to secure in another 
form ter advantages on the other hand. We should all be of 
one mind in desiring the welfare of all our people, and especially 
the prosperity of the working masses who, unlike employers and 
capitalists, are unable at all times to protect and support themselves 
and those dependent upon them. Whatever duties we owe to man- 
kind at large, we are Americans and at the same time owe to our 
country our best endeayers, and to our families as well as to our- 
selves we owe our undivided allegiance. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that it is not only the duty of a government 
to pre‘ect its labor in Mie ible manner, butI go farther and 
state that a government which refuses to do so—a government which 
refuses to enact such laws that will protect the weak as against the 
natural encroachments of the strong, is unworthy the name of a 
government, and ought to perish from the face of the earth. 

. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the eight-hour labor system. 
The question of shortening the hours of labor is being agitated 
throughout the civilized portions of the world, Workmen in fac- 
tories and other manufacturing establishments in every section of 
the country have succeeded in reducing their working hours, and 
the advanced sentiment everywhere is in their favor. The Govern- 
ment of the United States can not well afford to be behind her indi- 
vidual citizens in respect of the employmentof herlabor. Already 
a law is in force fixing eight hours for Saye work for all clerks 
in the Government employ. Why, then, shall we not enact a gen- 
eral law which will accord to its laborers the same numberof hours 
for a day’s work that it provides for its clerks? The bill under con- 
sideration does this, and it is only common justice that it should be- 
come a law. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I am heartily in favor of a general 
eight-hour labor Jaw. Many good and substantial reasons can be 
given to sustain this position. I, however, to-day will advance but 
a few, because of the limited time allotted to me in this discussion, 

1. First of all, the great labor organizations of the country de- 
mand it, and, so far as I am informed, it is not opposed in any gen- 
eral manner by manufacturers and employers. . 

2. I believe if it were made general it would, in a great measure, 
prevent strikes and lockouts, and would tend toward bringing em- 
ployers and employés together, and substitute sympathy and good- 
will for hatred and hostility, which in many localities at present 
exist. 

3. I am clearly of opinion that eight hours of effort and toil on 
a single stretch is long enough for any man or woman, however 
strong, to engage in during the twenty-four hours of the day. Eight 
hours for work, eight hours for refreshment and intellectual im- 
provement, and eight hours for sleep. This, in my judgment, isa 
proper and natura division; and if the General Government and 
all the States will fix eight hours for a day’s work, it will be a bless- 
ing to humanity and will prove the first grand step in lifting our 
working people up toa higher plane of physical manhood, of intel- 
ligence, and usefulness as citizens. 

4. The different States of the Union provide for all their citizens 
a thorough system of education at public expense. The General 
Government should, in every possible way, encourage every measure 
that tends to educate the masses. A reduction of the number of 
hours for laborers will give them that much more time for intellect- 
ual effort. Two hours a day of systematic literary work in ten years’ 
time will make a good scholar out of any man of ordinary natural 
ability, and will be morethan equal to the course of study required 
by the average college of the country. Dr. J. Dorman Steele, the 
author of the wonderful system of “Fourteen Weeks’ Text Books,” 
that are so popular throughout the country, once said in a public 
lecture that two hours’ study a day by a mature mind, if prosecuted 
for six years faithfully, would be more than equal to an ordinary 
college course taken when one was less than twenty years of age. I 
mention this fact to eneourage men to make proper use of their lei- 
sure hours. Let us hope, Mr. Speaker, that much of the spare time 
that will be afforded by the passage of this bill—if it should become 
a law—will be spent in reading, in study, and in earnest intellectual 
employment, N 


5. A fifth, and in my judgment a very important argument in favor 
of the passage of a general eight-hour labor law, is the fact that it 
will give employment to the many thousands that are now seeking in 
vain for work by which they may be able to support themselves and 
their helpless wives and children. On account of the use of ma- 
chinery in almost every industry—machinery of all kinds working 


‘ 


ten hours a day, there is an overproduction of manufactured prod- 
ucts in this country. To restrict the hours for a day’s work to eight, 
instead of ten, necessitate the employment of one-fifth more 
men to produce the same quantity of manufactured products that is 
now being produced by one-fifth fewer laborers. The adoption, 
therefore, of the eight-hour system will either give employment to 
present unemployed labor, or it will, on the other hand, do away 
in 7 measure with the existing surplus of our manufactured 
roducts. 
: 6. A sixth and final reason that I shall offer on this oecasion for 
supporting this bill is the fact that it is a step in the direction of 
dignifying labor. A man, if he wills to the contrary, can not be 
made respectable by a legislative act; but it can not be denied that 


proper legislative action does lift the body-politic to a higher level. 


shall, therefore, Mr. Speaker, under all circumstances and upon 
all proper occasions, always strive to lift my fellow-man to a higher 
plane of citizenship; to dignify and ennoble the laboring masses; 
to give them a proper consideration for their toil, and to make them 
2 3 more intelligent, and more useful citizens of the 

epublic. 

hope, for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, the bill may become a law, 

and shall take pleasure in voting for it. 

Mr, CONNELL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CALDWELL]. 
Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. Speaker, among the most important eco- 
omie questions which to-day are agitating the public mind and 
knocking loudly at the doors of this Congress for recognition and 
solution, is this labor question. I heartily su pori this measure, be- 
lieying eight hours should constitute a daela or, as printed in this 
bill. Itis practical and for the bestinterest of our people, whether 
considered as a social, political, or economic problem, ere is truth 
in the couplet: 


The longer the hours the shorter the pay, 
Whether you work by the piece or work by the day. 


The history of labor agitation proves that wherever the hours of 
labor have been shortened it has occasioned an increased demand 
for labor, an advance in wages, and a betterment of the condition 
of the wage-workers. The Republican party dignified and ennobled 
labor by making freemen toilers unrequited and in bondage, and be- 
lieves that the Government which does not rest upon the happiness 
and intelligence of its people can not long exist; that the greater 
intelligence among a people the greater the safety, and if this Con- 
gress will open the door wide enough by the passage of this bill to 
enable them to admit that glorious sunlight into their homes it will 

roye an inspiration to noble effort, and the Government will be 

nefited and grow in corresponding ratio. 

We do not believe it is the province of the Government to sup 
its able-bodied population, yet its care should ever be exe: 
every constitutional way to lighten and agiten the pathway of 
its people. Thisis, Mr. speek, a broad and far-reaching question, 
one we have to meet and settle, Behind every Representative on 
this floor is an army of ter or less numbers whieh belongs to 
that class referred to b 
who straggle fifteen of the twenty-four hours for food and shelter. 
Formerly laborers toiled blindly on from morn till night, doing little 
thinking and less acting. It has not been many years since the 
miners of Great Britain were in a condition of slavery. They “were 
compelled by law to remain in the pits as long as the owner chose 
to koop them at work there, and were actually sold as part of the 
capital invested in the works. If they accepted an engagement 
elsewhere, their master could always have them fetched back and 
flogged as thieves for me attempted to rob him of their labor, 
This law was modified in 1797, but was not repealed till after the 
acts passed in 1797 and 1799.” (Trades Unions of England, p, 119.) 

This was hardly one hundred years ago. What a wonderful change. 
With shorter hours of labor, the growth and development going on 
in this wonderful age of cheap newspapers, books, and magazines, 
the begrimed toiler in the shop and mines, the sun-browned workman 
in the field and forest, has caught an et Nea that has led him u 
to a higher plaue; he has heard a voice w isper: ( Then act a man; 
he has wrought and thought; he has confided his thoughts to his 
neighbor in toil, until the sublime spectacle is presented of the Ameri- 
can laborer standing among his fellows the peer of ay citizen, 

With all this progress which has been brought about by education, 
agitation, and legislation, there is greater pro and development 
in store. Hugh Cavenaugh, a man of the highest standing and a 
prominent labor reformer of Cincinnati, an ex-representative to the 
national meeting held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1889, in an article published 
over his own name in the Cincinnati Evening Post of November 26, 
1889, details a state of facts which existed at that time, and donbt- 
less does to-day, in the cotton factories of Georgia, which is almost as 
bad as the deplorable condition of labor in parts of the Old World. 
He says: 

In the thirty-three cotton factories in the State of Georgia there are employed 
two thousand white children between the ages of seven and twelve years, every 
one of whom was questioned by the Knights of Labor committee of inv 
revealing the fact that of the entire number only seventeen could read write 
222. eae oe cee See 
0 
locust than is worked by the operatives in the same industry in Great Britain, 
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cents day for the infants to 60 cents day for 
6 the packet room receiving ae high as 85 pod gs day. 
Fervently do we hope that this condition has not its counterpart 
in any other part of this great Union. The question comes to me Can 
a4 reared under such conditions be patriotic and loyal citizens! It 
time, Mr. Speaker, that the American Congress stretch forth its 
strong arm for the protection of the weak and defenseless, and while 
aware that we can not reach the laborers in the Georgia cotton mills 
and those of other States, this Government can and should set the 
example with her servants. 2 
This can only be done by passing and faithfully enforcing this bill. 
You will thereby prove to the employer of labor that more and bet- 
ter servico will Re given with shorter hours of labor, and the army 
of the uncmployed will be lessened, and you will have taken a long 
stride in 1 15 the labor problem, and shall be approaching the time 
whea in my judgment you will have a purer and better citizenship 
and a happier and more contented people. A È } 
Give our toiler some hope of something beyond his daily toil. 
Cheer him with the recollection from day to day that four hours at 
the commencement and ending of each day are his by sacred right— 
for home, for wife, and children. Let this be his hopeand his home 
will brighten with his coming. He will have time for mental recre- 
ation, time for gathering his fittie ones beside him for converse with 
books and papers to which they incline, or to. sports with games to 
which they may be attached, time for mental and moral develop- 
ment and à consequent improvement in his worth as a citizen. Let 
us show this army of laborers that we believe eight hours of God's 
sunshine is theirs and provide that it shall be theirs so faras service 
for the Government is concerned, and by doing so show to the em- 
ployers of labor elsewhere that their material pr ity lies in the 
t 
ha 


way of the same reform. Let us pass this bill, remembering 
Cz 


He's truo to God who's true to man; 
Wherever wrong is done 
To the humblest and the weakest 
‘Neath the all-beholding sun, 
That wrong is also cone to us, 
And they are slaves most base 
Whose love of right is for themselves, 
And not for all their race. 


Mr. CONNELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. WADE]. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, in addressing myself to the bill under 
consideration I do not to ocenpy even the limited time that 
has been granted to me, common with the other members of the 
House, I understand that this is a bill that has been pro and 
meets with the approval of organized labor. The draught of this bill 
was first presented to me by Mr. Kennedy, president of the Columbia 
Typographical Union, of this city. We have been visited by all the la- 
bor organizations represented in this city and the bill has met with the 
approval of the labor organizations of the entire country. Now, sir, 
in view of that fact and in view of the further fact that there seems to 
‘be no objection to the passage of this bill, I simply propose to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD and ask that this bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. REILLY]. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, in two minutes little can be said in 
favor of any measure that comes before this House; but we may con- 

tulate ourselves that this measure before the House so commends 

to the approval of the majority of the members of this House 

that it needs but little argument to bring support in its favor. On the 

25th day of June, 1868, the President of the United States approved 

an act passed by the Congress of the United States constituting eight 

hours a day’s work. In 1872 another act of Congress was passed with 

a view of giving a construction to that act, and appropriated a large 

sum of money to enable it to be carried into effect in accordance with 
its spirit and meaning. 

Alter the lapse of twenty-two years, and during all that time, there 
has never been a proposition to repeal that law. No complaint bas 
been found againstit. It has worked to entire satisfaction in all the 
Departments of the Government, and the only complainthas been that 
of the employés who have been imposed upon, and who, by the prac- 
tices of the subordinate officials of the Government, were not treated 
according to the spirit and meaning of the law. This bill, as I under- 
stand it, coming from the committee, now before the House, is simply 
to perfect that law and enable it to be carried out in the manner and 
in accordance with the spirit and intent which Congress had in passing 
it, There can be no question about it, and the bill shall have my 
hearty support. 

Mr. CONNELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cusmmyes}. 


[Mr. CUMMINGS withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 


Mr. CONNELL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
land [Mr. McComas]. 

. MCCOMAS. In that time, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 

amendment, after the end of line 22, on page 2, and before the amend- 
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ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, soas to perfect it, It 
reads as follows: 

Provided further, That any officer of the United States whose duty it is to pay 
such contractors or subcontractors shall, before payment of moneys due, as- 
certain and satisfy himself that the laborers, workmen, and ics so em- 
ployed have been paid by such contractors or subcontractors. 

That comes in before the amendment of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois: 

But the Government of the United States shall not be liable for the payment 
of such laborers, workmen, or mechanics employed by contractors or subcon- 
tractors. 

That gives immunity to the Government upon the bond taken b 
the Government to indemnify itself for the contractor's default. If 
the hours are fixed he gives a guaranty that the wages will be paid, 
and the provision will be made that the Government officer shall re- 
quire the subeontractor or contractor to produce his pay-roll and show 
specific payments, and that the contractor has paid the laborers thus 
employed ior eight hours a day. It further guards the Government 
by providing that there shall be no liability upon the Government for 
his failure thus to do; but at the same time enjoins upon an officer of 
the Government in good faith, as part of the duty attached, that he 
shall satisfy himself that the workmen who are worthy of their hire, 
whose hours are fixed by law, have been paid before the account of 
the Government contractor is closed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be considered 
as pending, 

Mr. CONNELL. Inow yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to say that Iam fully in 
accord with this bill presented by the committee. It is a question 
which for twenty-five years has been agitated by the working people 
of this country, and the practice is in vogue with many private cor- 
porations to-day. Therefore I hope that Congress will pass this bill 
this afternoon and make a national eight-hour law. I have no ques- 
tion of doubt in my mind that it will be enforced, and that it not 
be made of no effect as were the bills passed in 1866 and in 1868. 

Mr. CONNELL, I reserve the balance of my time. 


ANTI-TRUST BILL. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
2,000 additional copies of the act to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies be printed for use in the document- 
room. 
There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
oo „ [Mr. MUTCHLER] to control the time in opposition 
to the bill. ~ 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the prop- 
osition to make eight hours a day's labor, I hope the time will come, 
and come speedily, when eight hours shall constitute a day’s labor in 
all parts of this country. But I can not support this bill, and I want 
to state very briefly my reasons. I think there are serious objections 
to the measure, and I hope that the committee presenting it will have 
it so amended that we can all yote for it. Let me read from the bill: 

That eight hours shall constitute u day's work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now employed, or who may er be employed, by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of 
Columbia, except in cases of extraordinary emergency which may arise in time 


of war, or in cases whero it may be necessary to work more than eight hours 
per calendar day for the protection of property or human life. 


Now, gentlemen will observe that whether an emergency does or 
does not arise is a qnestion of fact pure and simple. The employer 
may be of the opinion that such an emergency has arisen, that it is 
necessary for the purpose of protecting property that the laborer shall 
labor ten hours, and the laborer may be perfectly willing to do that, 
and may do it. Now, suppose that the laborer afterwards quarrels 
with the employer, or is discharged, what may he do under this bill? 
He may go before a justice of the and have his employerarrested. 
The employer may be an officer of the United States Government, but 
that makes no difference. The man may have him arrested and bound 
over to the criminal court and compelled to answer for violating the 
eight-hour law. 

The question as to whether he is guilty or not guilty is not a ques- 
tion of law under this bill, but it is a question of fact for a jury to de- 
termine. The evidence must be adduced before the jury to show 
whether or not such an emergency did arise, and if the jury shall come 
to the conclusion that there was no such emergency, then the officer 
or employer may be convicted and be made to suffer the pre- 
scribed by this law. Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that that is putting 
into the hands of the laboring man a power which he ought not to 
have. And this may be done repeatedly; it may be done by a dozen 
different employés with one employer. United States officers who 
are in charge of the construction of any public work of this Govern- 
meni, or any contractor, may be annoyed in this way from time to 
time and arrested a hundred times before his work is done, and each 
time he will be compelled to come into court and stand a trial, because 
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the bill makes it a pure question of fact whether the emergency arose 
or did not arise. ; 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman. permit a question at this point? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Yes, sir: 

Mr. HILL, The gentleman will observe that this bill provides that 
in all such cases where the employer requires the man to work over 
time on aecount of necessity or emergency, they shall be paid on the 
basis of eight hours for a day’s work. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Oh, that has nothing to do with what Iam talk- 
ing about. The question is, who is to decide when an emergency arises? 
Who is to determine that? There is no power of determining it ex- 

t by a jury in the criminal court. 

Mr. MOREY. Will the gentleman permit me to call his attention 
to the fact that this power to extend the hours of labor in case of 
emergency is limited to the protection of property and haman life, 
and must it not be presumed that it will be exercised with a wise dis- 
cretion ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Suppose a freshet should come and threaten to 
break down an embankment, and the employer, thinking it likely to 
break through, requires his men to work more than eight hours forthe 
purpose of protectingit; then suppose it turns out that there wasnoactual 
danger, that the employer was simply mistaken, can not he bearrested at 
the instance of any employédof hisbysimply makinga complaint before a 
justice of the peace, and must not he come into the criminal court, and 
must not the question be there determined whether there was or was 
notan emergency? Andif the jury, who may be in sympathy with 
the Jaborer, shall determine that there was not an emergency, what be- 
comes of the employer or Government officer? 

Mr. MOREY. An accused person on trial for taking human life in 
self-defense would be protected by any court in the land under such 
circumstances, and I think that the gentleman from Pennsylvania as- 
sumes that there will be an unusual or a captious resort to the courts 
in these cases. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
be done under this bill. 
in the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me one word of ex- 
planation at this point? : 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I believe that emergency provision was sng- 
gested by myself in the Committee on Labor, and I will explain to the 
House the necessity for it. Take, for instance, the Government works 
that are under construction on our lakes. Weundertake here to make 
eight hours a day’s labor. Now, everybody knows that the break- 
waters that we are constructing upon the lakes are entirely subject to 
the elements. : 

In the harbor building at my own city of Buffalo shifts of men have 
been required to work from one morning- clear through the night till 
the next morning in order to prevent the destruction of Government 
property in the storms which occur at that end of Lake Erie, and in 
which tens of thousands of dollars’ worth of United States property 
have at different times been washed away. When this eight-hour mat- 
ter was up two years ago the engineer in charge at that place called at- 
tention to the necessity of providing for such emergencies, and he sug- 
gested the provision now under consideration. It is designed simply 
to meet an emergency which can not be provided for in any other way. 
The engineer in charge there has no desire to exact more than eight 
hours’ work a day unless for the purpose of saving the public property, 
and certainly no workman would reasonably object to the extra require- 
mentin such a case. 

If there is so serious an objection to this provision as the remarks of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER] would imply, I 
suggest that instead of weakening the bill by striking out the pro- 
vision he propose something stronger or hetter. 1 

Mr. CHLER. I will do so. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Anything that will meet the emergency with- 
out. friction, which will protect the rights of the laboring man and at 
the same time enable the Government to complete valuable work in 
accordance with the exigencies that may arise, will, I think, be entirely 
acceptable to the committee. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to 
another objection to this bill. In lines 4 and 5 of section 2 we have 
the words ‘‘or the furnishing of any material manufactured within 
the United States;’’ and in lines 10 and 11 of the same section we find 
the words or manufacturing such material.“ The idea implied here 
is that no contractor, Government officer, or anybody else who may fur- 
nish material to the United States: Government shall permit the work- 
men engaged in the procurement of that material to work more than 
eight hours a day. Now, if this bill becomes alaw with this language 
unchanged, no contractor who furnishes this Government with a post- 
age-stamp, an envelope, a sheet of paper, or with any of the supplies 
which the Government needs, can permit his employés to work more 
than eight hours, Suppose the Government is constrncting a post- 
office building, and the Government officer or contractor contracts with 
a person for supplying stone or lumber or any other necessary material. 
In such a case the Government officer or contractor must see to it 


I simply say that what I have suggested may 
And lot me call attention to another defect 


that the persons who furnish this material do not allow their employés 
to work more than eight hours, Consequently, if the post-office is to 
be built of brick he must go to the brick-mannfacturer and say, You 
must make brick for this post-office and for nothing else; you dare not 
sell me the brick you have piled up in your yard, because your men 
may have worked ten hours aday in making those brick, and if I buy 
such brick I am liable to be put in prison. You must start a new kiln 
of brick, and you must hire your men to work only eight hours a day; 
otherwise Lean not contract with you.“ So in dealing with the man who 
supplies the lumber, this Government officer or contractor must require 
him to see that the men who cut down the trees, who hew the timber, 
who prepare it in the saw-mill, work only eight hoursa day; for if they 
work five minutes over that time the contractor or the agent of the 
Government is liable to be prosecuted and sent to prison. 

I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the committee would do a wise 
thing by excluding from the bill the words I have read. 

A MEMBER, What are those words? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. In the fourth and fifth lines of section 2 the 
words ‘‘or the furnishing of any material manufactured within the 
United States, and in lines 10 and 11, the words or manufacturing 
such material,” 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am asked how I would remedy my objection to 


the bill. I would remedy it by striking out the whole of the third 
section. 
A MEMBER. You mean the second section? 


Mr. MUTCHLER. No; the third section. Let the second section 
stand with theamendments I have suggested striking outthe wordsI have 
read. I believe that the penal provisions embraced in section 3 should 
be stricken from the bill. I do not think it necessary, in order to se- 
cure a working day of eight hours to our laboring men employed by 
the Government, that we should enact a law by which our own offi- 
cers are liable to be putin the penitentiary for permitting Government 
laborers to work longer than eight hours a day. It seems to me that 
if this bill be passed without the third section, and with the second 
section amended as I have indicated, it will be all that the laboring 
men can reasonably demand. With the penal provisions stricken out, 
and with the other amendments I have suggested, I would heartily 
support the bill; and I think we could all vote for it. But the bill in 
its present form is, I think, too objectionable to secure the vote of an 
person who wishes to deal fairly both with the Government and wi 
the laboring men. ¥ 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a word to say in reply to the 
gentleman who has just addressed the House [Mr. MUTCHLER], It 
you strike out section 3 you take from this bill every provision that 
will give it foree and effect. The difficulty with the law which was 
enacted in 1868 was that there was no provision for its enforcement, 
andas a result it was persistently violated by the officers of the Gov- 
ernment. Now, I think I reflect the sentiments of every member of 
the Committee on Labor when I say that the committee desires merely 
to perfect this bill so that no injury will be done the Government, and 
that laborers, mechanics, and all classes of workmen employed by the 
Government will also receive ample protection. 

I have already conferred with several members of the committee re- 
garding the objections made by the gentleman to section 2. There is no 
objection on my own part, nor so far as I can learn on the part of any 
other member of the committee, to strike out the particular words to 
which he makes reference in that section. Speaking for myself also as 
well as for the other members of the committee, I can add that there 
is a decided objection to striking out section 3 or any part of it. 

Mr. BLISS. It would kill the bill. 

Mr. CONNELL. It would have the effect of killing the bill, as has 
been suggested, and defeating the very purpose of the committee in 
framing it. f 

I now yield five. minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TURNER], 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before that the Chair desires to ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he proposes to amend the bill? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to strike out, in line 4 
of section 2, down to and including the word shall, in line 5, being 
the following words: 

Or the furnishing of any material manufactured within the United States. 

And also from and including the word or,“ in line 10, down to and 
including the word material, in line 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the amend- 


ment might be passed upon by the Honse now and save time. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope that will be done. 

Several MEMBERS. Question. 

ate ge ge pro tempore. The amendment will be reported by 

the Clerk. 

Mr. REILLY. Lask consent that the section may be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section will be read in that form. 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc.2. That all contracts hereafter made 
of the United States or by oron behalf of the 


oron behalf of the Government 
ct of Columbia, with any cor · 
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poration, I or persons, for the performance of any work, shall be deemed 

and consi as made on the basis of eight hours constituting a day's work; 

and it shall be unlawful for any such oorpore ion, person, or persons to require 

or permit any laborer, workman, or m ic to work more than eight hours 

por oada day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the condi- 
provided in section 1 of this act. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I move to furtheramend by striking out the words, 
in line 6 of section 2, “ deemed and considered as;’’ and in line 8, after 
the word “ persons,” insert under such contract; so that it will 
read: 


Seo. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia, with any 
corporation, person, or persons, for the performance of any work, shall be made 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work; and it shall be unlawful 
for any steh corporation, person, or persons under such contract to require or 
permit any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours per 
calendar day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the conditions 
provided in section 1 of this act, 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I want to amend in line 8 of sec- 
tion 2 by striking out the words or permit;’’ so that it will read: 
And it shall be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to re- 
quire any laborer, workman, etc, 

There are many instances and circumstances that may often arise 
where the laborer would desire to work more than eight hours per day. 
If these words are allowed to remain in the bill he can not do this, 
even if necessary or desirable for the support of his family. This is a 
free country; and if a man can earn more money by working longer 
than eight hours a day he should be free to do it. If he can better sup- 

rt his wife and children or pay for his house or his land by working 
ee eight hours a day, I do not see why he should not have the 
privilege of doing it. 

Mr. CONNELL. In that event he deprives the wife and children 
of some other laborer of the right to work, the very thing this bill is 
trying to correct. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BLISS. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 
it would be a very serious injury to the bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I repeat, this is a free country; and if a man can 
not work when he wants to it is not a free country. The greatest 
crimes against liberty that have been committed have been committed 
in the name of liberty itself. 

Mr. CONNELL. But this law is for the protection of the workmen 
themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan so the House can proceed 
understandingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont, line 8, section 2, the words or permit.“ 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
in N of the bill whether it prohibits a man from making a con- 
tract with another to work more than eight hours per day, if both 
desire to do so and neither of them is in the employ of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is just what it does. 

Mr. CONNELL. It does except in special cases where there is 
some necessity for it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And who is to decide when the special ne- 
cessity arises ? 

Mr. CONNELL. The parties can decide that for themselves, and 
if they make a mistake they are amenable to the court, as they 
ought to be. 

B ERWORTH. Who is to determine when there has been 
a violation of the law, or when there has been a mistake? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, As stated by the gentleman trom Pennsylvn- 
nia, that is a question of fact to be determined by the jury. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my friend from Nebraska 
insists if I take employment to work nine hours a day by my own 
consent, in order to secure the additional compensation, I am rob- 
bing somebody else of employment, and that that is the point in this 


III. ‘ 
Mr. CONNELL. The point is to give everybody a chance to get 


work. . 

Mr, FARQUHAR, That is just what the bill does, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; the bill doesnot. We are simply erecting 

a Government aristocracy. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman if this law is 
1 veri to apply in any case except in regard to Government em- 

o; 
x „ FARQUHAR. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It certainly is not pretended that it can 
reach beyond the employés of the Government. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is all that it does and what it 


I think 


is intended to do. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend isinerror, I think the bill in 
terms goes far beyond that. Itin ress terms seeks to control pri- 
vate contracts between citizens, if the employer happens to have a 


contract with the Government to supply material or pender service, 
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angh neither party is in fact working for the Government or in its 
employ. 

ze se BESS touching this intermeddling in the private affairs of the 
citizen, that it might be very 570 for my friend to work but eight 
hours a day if he had only a wife; or himself, to support, while it might 
be n for me to have the inc compensation for working 
ten hours a day if I had to support a wife and twelve children. Now, 
we ought not to try to regulate by statute, I think, the precise 
number of hours that a man not in the employ of the Government 
shall work, unless, at the same time, we can adopt some regulation 
to limit the number of children that he should have, and generally 
regulate or fix the limit of his necessities and the range and meas- 
ure of his responsibilities. 

Mr. CONNELL. But half a loaf is better than no loaf at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true; but we have not come to 
the half loaf yet, and in this country there are loaves enough for all, 
if we have fair play, coupled with industry, economy, and sobriety. 
2 Mr. CONNELL, And that is the theory upon which this bill is 

T 


amed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a question, I will say to my friend, 
whether under this bill our Government is not getting too paternal 
and meddling in matters that are none of its business. I think from 
the evidence brought before me that possibly men working eight 
hours a met will in many lines of industry accomplish as much as 
they would working ten under the old régime. at is the testi- 
mony that has been adduced before the Commissioner of Labor and 
otherwise, but that does not determine the question as to the individ- 
ual right of an American freeman to sell without the meddlesome 
interference and restriction of the Government the only thing that 
God gives him to sell, that is his labor, in order to provide. for his 
family aud better his condition. 

Mr. TUCKER. Or cotton-seed oil. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, No matter what it is, whether it be cotton- 
seed oil, as my friend suggests, or his wheat, corn, or labor, or what- 
soever else he has got 

Mr. MUTCHLE As a lawyer, do you believe any statute can be 
enacted that will prevent a man from doing that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not, and if that is true, then my 
honored friend will see that this act would be nugatory. But Iam 
discussing the wisdom, or want of wisdom, of attempting, to the pro- 
posed extent and in the manner proposed, to restrict the om 
and inherent right of the free citizen. I do not think we can do so 
constitutionally. And if we could, we should not do so. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. That is what I think. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Weare all concerned, and properly con- 
cerned, to protect the rights of the American citizen. There is no 
man in America who is fit to associate with who does not eat his 
bread in the sweat of his face, no matter in what honorable voca- 
tion he labors. = 

Mr. MUTCHLER. But there is no legislation that can say I dare 
not work ten hours if I choose to do it. 7 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill says it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Clearly if this bill abridges the constitu- 
tional right of the citizen it ought not to pam 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No law can say Ishall not work over eight 
hours. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Gentlemen will correct me if I am wrong 
in my construction of the bill. It is better to be right than to at- 
tempt merely to please a considerable number of people, for any 

litical advantage that may come to us as a result of pleasing them. 

ow, I understand that if this bill should become a law and if I 
have a contract to deliver to the United States at Fort Leaven- 
worth 1,000 tons of hay, and employ my neigbbor to help me bale the 
hay for delivery to the Government, or to help me to haul it to tho 
place of delivery, and I agree with him to work ten or nine hours a 
day, or permit him to do so with or without increased pay, I be- 
come a criminal, and would be liable under this bill to fine and im- 
prisonment. 

Mr. WADE. That provision has been stricken ont. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that is the proposition 

nding, 

„Mr. WADE. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, sir, that provision has not yet been 
stricken out, and the bill as it now stands would cover the case I 
have supposed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Any Government work. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow me, as that section 
now stands it reads, by an amendment offered and adopted: 


That all contracts hereafter made by or in behalf of the Government. 
And down in line 8: 


Such corporation, person, or persons under such contract, to permit or ro- 
q 

It is limited strictly and sharply to Government employment, and 
does not affect the citizen in the matter of personal employment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is just what I want to get at. You 
say it limits it to Government employment. In terms it does not do 
so. In the case I put, my neighbor whom I might employ would in 
no sense be in Goyernment employment. 


= 
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I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], in 
order to get at the true import of the language of this bill so far as 
it has been modified, let us suppose that I am employed to build a 
tunnel for the Government, no matter where, or to do any work, to 
transport goods, if you please, from one place to another. Suppose 
it was the preference and a prime necessity of those who were em- 
ployed by me, and my own preference, that we should work ten hours 
a day, and we should agree to it; suppose I should pay the men for 
the increased hours of work, and they should do it. I understand 
os under this bill I would be liable to fine and imprisonment. Is 

at so? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Yes; if = even permitted them to do it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If I even permitted them to do it? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, you would have to go to prison. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When you make a contract as a Government 
officer you are probibited from making, as one of the terus of that 
contract, any agreement which requires or permits more than eight 
hours a day as part of that Government contract. That is the whole 


of it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is to say, that men who make 
contracts shall not modify them. 

Mr. McCOMAS. An officer of the Government shall not do it; 
that is all. It says that in all contracts made on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, by a Government officer, he shall not, in any such contract, 
as the bill now stands, fg in the body of that contract any require- 
ment or permission to do more than eight hours’ Jabor, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. As I understand my friend, it provides 
that, if I have a contract with the Government to do certain work, 
for instance to construct a railroad to transport supplies from one 
point to another, to construct a tunnel, to cut and deliver 10,000 
cords of wood, or any other work, if in the prosecution of that work 
the men who are engaged in it as employés, for me, work more than 
eight hours a day, althongh we may mutually desire to work nine 
hours and to increase the pay on the basis of the longer hours, or 
if I permit that, I will be liable to fine and imprisonment. Is that 


so? 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the purpose of this bill; in the case of 
the Government contracting, so far it makes him an official of the 
Government. £ 

Mr: BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that 
the cause of labor, which is the cause of mankind, the cause of our- 
selves and our children, can ibly be promoted by an act of that 
kind. If I thought so I would vote for it. Let us pause and reflect 
a moment upon what we are doing. Have we indeed reached a point 
in this free country that the freemen of the land are not allowed, 
although every man interested—the employer and the employed— 
desires to work nine hours a day with increased compensation—that 
we can not do it without the employer becoming a criminal under 
the law and liable to fine and imprisonment. If so, then it seems 
to me the Government has become thoroughly and utterly paternal 
and our privileges as freemen are being shamefully abridged. 

What may we not louk for, what may we not fear if such legis- 
lation as this is even possible? The excuse is that there is not work 
enough for all. If it be true that there is not work enough for us to 
do—if that be true, and if we are forced to recognize that fact, 
which I do not in any wise believe, then let us resort to some other 
remedy. It seems to me that the highest right of an American free- 
man is to utilize the time and the faculties that God has given him 
to feed himself and his children; and instead of depriving the citizen 
of this inestimable boon, which is the birthright of every freeman 
in my country, a right that has been 9 ut the cost of forty 
centuries of conflict waged in the interest of larger liberty for men, 
I would close the gates of Castle Garden for a little season at least 
against that kind of immigration which is depriving the boy and 

1 of America of the rights and opportunities they ought to enjoy. 

Mr. TRACEY. But it is the American boy and girl who ask for 
the passage of this law. 

Mr. WADE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question! 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One single moment. 

Now, no one on this floor need to say that he is more the friend of 
labor than another. It is not true. There is hardly a man who hasa 
seat in this House who did not begin life surrounded by conditions 
that compelled him to work and struggle with adversity, and no one 
here but won his spurs by wisely utilizing the very privilege which 
this bill would strike down, ‘The honorable gentlemen seat me 
achieved the success that has marked their careers by extra hours de- 
voted to work. Gentlemen, this is not a mere question of votes as 
t result of a demonstration on behalf of labor. There is involved in 
this bill the question whether the time and ability of every American 
freeman is his own and to be enjoyed, or whether both belong to the 
Government to be employed only and to the extent parmiisted: by the 
Government. I insist that one of the highest and most sacred rights 
of an American citizen is perfect freedom to employ his time and his 
faculties as he sees fit, and that the right to say I shall only work 
eight hours, whether I want to or not and whatever my necessities. 
aay ai ves the right to say what, when, and how much I may eat and 
sleep. 

To regulate the honrs of labor, as it is done in most of the States, 
is a very proper but a very different thing from saying I shall not 
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work over eight hours if I wantto, or that the man who hires me, at 
my request, to work ten hours and me for itis a criminal. 

I believe myself that eight hours is better. I believe in providing 
that limitation upon the requirement by the Government, but when 
you g beyond and say that a man who has contracted to deliver to 
the Government this, or that, or the other, that when I contract, or 
you contract, to deliver to the Government 10,000 tons of hay, or a 
million bushels of oats, or to construct a railroad from point to 
point—when you say thatI or you shall not agree with those whom 
we employ to work nine hours a day, you deprive each of them of 
one of the highest rights and most important privileges of an Amer- 
ican freeman. 

When you make a criminal of me for giving these men a larger op- 
portunity you deprive an American citizen of one of the most im- 
portant elements of civil liberty, and if the law does not extend to 
the subcontractor and the subcontractor under him, you put it into 
the power of the contractor to stand aside’ and ene ps sublet his 
contract and thus escape the prorina of the law. we intend to 
experiment with Belana eory as described in Looking Back- 


ward, the provision of this bill which we are discussing is a very 
natural and proper cig? 
Mr. CUTCHEON. This provision does extend to the subcon- 


tractors. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly; and if it is right it is right 
in the abstract, and, if I may not have the right to agree with my 
friend here to work nine hours a day, it must be because it is a 
wrong that anybody should have or enjoy that right, since it rests 
upon the principle that no man has the right to work over eight 
hours a day, lest if he do he rob somebody else of a job. And yet 
the effort is made, and successfully, to show that men will accom- 
plish as much in eight hours as they have been accustomed to ac- 
complish in ten; and, if that be true, where does the increased oppor- 
tunity for employment comein? Ifitis right for the Government 
to say to me: Lou, as a contractor, shall not employ your neighbor 
to work nine hours a day,” it must follow, as Ihave suggested, that it 
is wrong in the abstract, for clearly that contract which would be 
wrong in the matter of cutting wood nine hours a day for A, who 
is a contractor, would be equally wrong for B, who is not a con- 
tractor, under the Government. 

Mr. LAWLER, Why, then, should it be applied to your Depart- 
ments? They work seven hours in them. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not object to their working seven 
hours or six hours. I would prefer six hours myself. My friend 
might prefer five. [Laughter.] That is not the point. My friend 
aera Pe the real point in this controversy. 

Mr. LAWLER. Right here it appears that there is no issue raised 
in the case of these men who are receiving payment of three thou- 
sand and four thousand or five thonsand dollars, but there is in those 
who work by the day’s work. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend from Illinois is raising another 
and a totally different question. Whenever they work extra time 
5 should be paid for it. This has nothing to do with it. I am 
talking about this clause in the bill which would make you a crim- 
inal if you should enter into an agreement with your neighbor to 
work or permit him in his own interest to work nine hours a day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do you not, as a matter of fact, work from twelve 
to thirteen hours a day? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do so, and there is not a member on this 
floor who does not find it necessary to work as much. And my ob- 
servation is that auy man that makes a success in life and gets ahead 
does it by working longest and best, of course of his own accord. 
One word more, for I want to get at the root of this matter. Iam an 
American citizen and I have no patience with anybody that is a recent 
transplant who tells me how to love my country and how to stand 
by it, or to instruct me as to its opportunities and its glories and at 
the same time intimates that he is more a friend to the homes of my 


country than I am, [Applause.] 
Mr. WLER. These men love their country just as much as 
yon do. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly those you refer todo; those I 
refer to do not. I refer to this because I have been criticised by some 
persons, not members of this House, but recent importations, men 
who never struck a blow for the freedom of the country they left 
and who brought nothing to our own that could add to its moral or 
mental elevation, who represent servile instincts and lawlessness, 
and yet these same creatures would assume to teach us what freedom 
is and how to throw around American institutions and American 
freemen the only true safeguards of both. + 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There are foreigners on this floor just as good 
citizens for the country as you are. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have not a doubt of it and I have never 
said otherwise. 

But now, Mr. Speaker, to return to the question, if the Govern- 
ment says to me that I shall not hire A or B or that A or B shall 
not hire me, even if we both agree, recognizing the necessity to both 
to work nine hours a day, it must be because it is inherently wrong. 

Mr. WADE. Les, and it is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. If it is inherently wrong, as 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. WADE] says, then by all the rules of 


i , T 
. 


and logic the law ought to.apply to every man in private 
Tite aa well ey contractors ist ren a ees of the Government. 

Mr. WADE. And that is how we want to make it. [Laugh- 
21. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. Your purpose is to handi- 
cap industry and perseverance and offer a premium on dullness and 
sloth. Now, I will put this gruen to my distinguished brother 
from Missouri [Mr. Wap]: IfI can not dispose of my time and serv- 
ice, the only capital which God gives me with which to earn my 
bread and win larger opportunity for my children as I please, in what 
sense am In freeman? And if we go on in the same direction how 
Jong willit be until I am a serf? aM a 

. LAWLER. We answer that by saying that we are legislating 
here for American mechanics working for the United States Govern- 
ment, and we do not propose to interfere with private individuals. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. You are legislating their lib- 
erties from them. The difference between my friend from Ilinois 

. LAWLER] and me is that I would leave to every mechanic, the 
ere rof every family in this country, the widest possible liberty, 
while my friend would abridge the man’s liberty. In other pone 
while pretending or attempting to reduce his hours of labor he woul 
deprive him of fis freedom as a citizen. Thank heaven, no such 

position was ever sprouted in American soil, It has about it no 

of the spirit that belongs to American institutions. It belongs 

to a soil a country where the government is everything and 
where the citizen is nothing. 

Mr. LAWLER. 
for the tion of men and their families in this country. 

Mr. B RWORTH. I understand that, but I am not talking 
about that, but am objecting to robbing workmen of their liberty 
under the pretense of enlarging their opportunity. 

Mr. LA R. Bat you are leading towards it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are talking abont different things. I 
am talking about the authority of this Congress to say to individ- 
uals that they shall under no circumstances, so far as contracts to 
render service to a Government contractor are concerned, be it- 
ted to work more than eight hours per day, no matter what may be 
the conditions, no matter what may be the surroundings. That is 
something ne in my country. Imay be wrong. This is a period of 
evolution and I may be 1 this, but for me and my house, 
until there is a stress, until I find that there is no remedy except to 
abridge the liberties of American freemen to do as they please with the 
time and faculties which God has pra them by which to earn their 
bread, Ido not propose to adopt this method, at least until I lose all 
my confidence in and or the manhood of my countrymen. 

. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I desire to know who is controlling the time on this side. I under- 
stood the Chair to state some time ago that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER ] was to control the time in opposition 

the bill. 
to The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentle- 
man that the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CONNELL], in charge 
of the bill, is entitled to control practically an hour's time if he de- 
sires to do so in favor of the bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MUTCHLER] was recognized to control the-time in opposition 
to the bill, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania occupied so much 
time as he wished and did not manifest a desire to use any more, 
and unanimous consent was given to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. CurcHeoy] to offer an amendment, to which he addressed him- 
self. Then, nobody rising to ope the bill except the gentleman 
from Ohio, the gentleman from Ohio was recognized. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, after the gentleman from Ohio 
IMr. BUTTERWORTH] has concluded I shall ask to control the bal- 
ance of the time in opposition to the bill. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So much time in opposition to the 
bill as shall remain after the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] conclades will be controlled by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as the rule of 
conductin the navy-yards and in the other departments is concerned, 
I quite agree to the policy of fixing a day’s work at eight hours, but 
Ihave not yet got quite so far along im making serfs of my conntry- 
men that I am willing to say that a man isa criminal because he per- 
mits his employé to work nine hours under a contract to furnish sup- 
Plies to the United States. 

- Mr. CUMMINGS. Does not the gentleman know that under the 
laws of the different States men, women, and children are forbidden 
to work in cotton-mills and other factories twelve, fourteen, and six- 
teen hours a day? 

+ Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that employés shall not be 
required to work excessive hours, but I do not know of any State in 
which men are placed in the position of being punished as criminals 
if they a by contract with those who work under them that they 
shall work nine or ten hours a day. e 

Mr. C There is a penalty provided for the violation of 

the law in Massachusetts and in New York; and does the gentleman 
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mean to tell me that the General Government has no ri 


ht to pre- 
scribe that men shall work eight hours per day on work that isdone 
for the Government? 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly the Government has a right 
to fix the time during which itsemployés shall render seryice; and 
not only that, but I believe that such a limitation as to the number of 


hours required is proper. But that is another question—— 

Mr.CUMMINGS. If the State provides a penalty for the violation 
of its State law, why has not the General Government the right to 
provide a penalty for the violation of its law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend must observe that the law to 
which he calls attention is wide apart from the provisions of this 
bill to which objection is They are totally unlike. The ques- 
tion is as to the range of the bill, how far you may rightly go without 
subverting the liberties of the people. I agree with my friend, and 
always have done so, with regard to the proper limit of the hours of 
work; and the law in all the States, I believe, provides that in the 
absence of any contract to the contrary a day’s work shall be ten 
kours, — — ho or whatever number may be specified. Butthis 
goes farther—much farther, It applies to subcontractors, no matter 
where and how employed—not specially in any factory, department, 
or bureau, but wherever throughout the United States workmen may 
be engaged, not by the Government, but by a contractor or subcon- 
tractor, who may be engaged to build a ship, or improve a wate “ 
or the like; he may not it a workman to be employed over eight 
hours aday under ee going to prison; no matter how scarce 
may be, no matter thongh there be work for a thousand men and 
only a hundred to do it, without regard to any circumstances of this 
kind, I become a criminal, liable to fine and imprisonment, if I hire 
nyi friend or (which is more likely) if he hires me to work nine hours 
aday. : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the contractor takes a contract under that 
specification, how can it be hive 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But the question is whether we should 
compel a contract which dees wrong to the rights of the individual 
citizen. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. The law, if passed, makes the specification. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. That is true, but the question is as to the 
wisdom of the law, even if it was constitutional. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If a law of this kind violates the right of the 
individual citizen, why does not a similar law with re to work 
in the 3 of Massachusetts violate the rights of the individual 
citizen 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My honored friend is 8 two laws 
which are unlike both in provision and object. No such Jaw as this 
would be valid in any State in this Union. The circumstances may 
be entirely different. The law of Massachusetts relates specificall 
to factories; it refers to certain conditions which are popan out, an 
limits the number of hours that may be required asa day's work. The 
trouble with this bill, as my friend will observe, is that it is general 
in its application, It is not to enlarge the opportunity of the work- 
man, but to abri his liberty. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It relates simply to contracts under the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly, but to all kinds of con- 
tracts; and operates to restrict the highest rights of the citizen to 
work aceording tothe necessities of his condition, and, although there 
may be but one hundred men to doa thonsand men’s work, yet it 
DAEA me a criminal if I employ a hundred men or one man to work 
for a greater length of time daily than eight hours. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You understand that when you take the con- 
tract. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Certainly; but we should not provide for 
making such a contract. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will allow mea moment I wish 

to ask him this one question: Has he noticed that the section as 
now amended is limited strictly to contracts made by the Govern- 
ment for the performance of work? It does not apply to the furnish- 
ing or the manufacturing of materials, bnt simply provides that when 
there is a contract to work for the Government the party shall not be 
required or permitted under such contract to work more than eight 
hours a day. That is the whole of it. 
. Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend must certainly see that there 
is a very broad distinction between being an employé of the Gov- 
ernment and being an employé of a citizen having a contract with 
the Goyernment for supplies, whether in one line or another. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
a question. x ` 

Mr. EVANS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] is still entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg pardon of my friend for having 

assed so much upon his time. 

The objection to this bill as it is reported to the House is that it 
leaves the citizen little better than a serf. It turns civilization 
backward, instead of forward. It has some excellent provisions, 
such as that wherein if seeks to compel the observance of the law 
by bureaus and Departments of the Government in the matter of 
the number of hours of labor that are required of those in the employ 
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of the Government. Boyond that there is, I fear, more polities than 


wisdom in the bill. i. ; : 

The statement made upon the floor of the House to-day that a law 
which makes it a penitentiary offense for a man to contract with his 
neighbor to work nine or ten hours a day, getting larger compensa- 
tion therefor, is an enlargement instead of an abridgment of oppor 
tunity, is brilliant in the extreme; and the pretense that anybody 
upon this floor has, during this discussion, suggested that if was un- 
wise to limit the day’s labor so far as Government employés are con- 
cerned to eight hours is wholly gratuitous and sounds very like an 
attempt to go on dress parade for political campaign purposes. The 
issue here is as to the proper limitation upon the exercise of govern- 
mental power in interfering to control and abridge the liberty of the 
citizen in bid pa of his time and opportunity according to his 
necessities and desires. 

Those who carefully 3 the relation between capital and labor, 
between employer and employé, and who address themselves intel- 
ligeutly, as well as See to making those relations what they 
should be, in the interest of all concerned, are entitled to all honor, 
and I am glad to recognize the thoroughly unselfish devotion of 
many members npon the floor of this Honse in their efforts to re- 
strain the exactions of capital in that wherein it ged to be 
heartless. Verily, they are entitled to their reward. But I have 
nothing but contempt for the mere actor in the arena of politics, 
who sighs over that about which he has no honest concern and be- 
comes demonstrative about economic questions of which he has little 
knowledge and no wisdom, 

Every gentleman upon this floor who, in the line of his own ex- 
perience, knows what it is to earn his bread, must realize the truth 
and force of the fact that the present and future pros ity of his 
children, and those who come after them, will be found in preserv- 
ing to each citizen the largest liberty consistent with the public 
5 and such member can not be other than a friend of the 
workmen of our country, and he can not fail to realize, also, that we 
are a nation of laborers, all workmen, some in one field of endeavor 
and some in another, but none the less all workmen, striving to 
provide for those who depend upon us and to aid those among whom 
our lot has been cast to achieve the suecess upon which their com- 
fort and happiness in large measure depend. 

The economic and social problems that confront us will be found 
difficult enough to solve when men bring to the work intelligent con- 
viction and honest effort. We will not be helped any by the mere 
gratuitous lip service of the pretended friends of labor, nor by the 
unintelligent efforts of those who have not given the subject studi- 
ous investigation and careful thought. 

I desire to submit, in conclusion, that the intelligence and savin 
common sense of the people of this country are too often underrated, 
and there is too little disposition to accord to principle and to clean 
personal character the power and influence that attach to both. 

Ou upon liberty have been most frequently committed in the 
nanie of liberty. It is so with labor. The wrongs that have been 
inflicted pon the workmen of my country are most frequently the 
result of the efforts of those who assume to be their special friends 
and champions. A friend who lacks discretion is more dangerous 
than an avowed enemy, and zeal without intelligent guidance is like 
aship without ballast or rudder., I repeat, we are a nation of la- 
borers. Weare the Government, and we can enlarge the opportenity 
of all without restricting the proper liberty of any. The bill will 
be greatly improved by the amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McCoatas], the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTCHEON], and others. It is to be regretted that it still has em- 
bogied in its provisions a plain and direct assault upon the inher- 
ent right and most sacred privilege of every workman in the United 
States, and it may be doubted whether the good accomplished can 
sufficiently atone for the ovil which may result from the adoption 
of the measure unless itshall be farther amended. It isto be hoped 
that the provision to which I have called attention may be modified 
before the bill goes from this Capitol. 

There is a thought or two I wish to add to what has been said 
touching the wisdom and justice of abridging by law the right of a 
citizen to use his time and ability as he pleases in order to provide 
for his necessities and those of his family. It not only strikes a blow 
at the liberty of the citizen, but.it offers 2 premium on idleness and 
vice, while it rebukes and condemns industry and perseverance. 

The proposition that in this goodly land, which would support a 
population of 500,000,000, there is not employment and room for 
65,000,000 and that we must by law restrict the opportunity of each 
citizen to earn bread, and by the same logic limit the quantity and 
quality of what he eats, will not for a moment stand the test of crit- 
ical examination. Yet that is just what this bill proposes. 

Why, gentlemen, there is not a man about me whose whole life 
has not been a protest against the principle and policy of this bill. 
There is not a member who hears me whose life would not be a flat 
failure if he had been controlled by the principle of this measure, 
There stands in front of me my good friend from New York, AMos 
Cunmunes. If his success is due to any one thing more than an- 
other it is to the fact that he has worked more hours and worked 
harder than his competitors, and by so doing has left them behind 
in the race, and as a result he has won honorable distinction in the 


eouncils of the nation, He works now not less than fourteen hours 
a day. Here on my Hgh is my equally worthy friend, General 
HENDERSON, of Iowa, 

less than twelvé hours, His honorable position here attests the 
wisdom of his course. The same is true of my friends FARQUHAR, 
CuTcHEON, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, and the other honorable 
members here. Nor is that all. I do not know of any one on or off 
this floor who does not owe his success in life, whether in business or 
politics, to extra effort and longer hours, and the idea that somebody 
else has been robbed thereby is utterly at variance with the fact. Yet 
this bill proceeds on the theory that we can make equal yoke-fellows 
of idleness and industry, economy and wastefulness, and secure to 
all equal thrift by limiting the opportunity of each, and sending to 
the penitentiary as a felon the employer who oe to either an extra 
hour’s work for an extra hour's pay. That is the idea of the chairman 
of the Committee on Labor. It is the idea which finds expression in 
this bill as reported to the House. And so SPATNE to the mere 
politician are the supposed political advantages that will accrue to its 
supporters, that one gentleman hops. about and frantically shrieks 
for the “yeas and nays” in order to go on record himself for or put 
some member on record against this folly. 

The worst features of the bill have been eliminated by the vote 
of the House, but there remains still the fatal defect which marks 
it, a meddlesome abridgment of the personal liberty of the citizen, 
and to that feature I am and will continue to be unalterably opposed, 
Nor will it be necessary to resort to the ‘‘yeas and nays” in order to 
apprise my constituents what my convictions are upon this subject 
or any other. If they trust me, I much prefer that it be because of 
their knowledge instead of their ignorance of my official conduct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentléman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MUTCHLER] is recognized. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. How much time have 17 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven miuutes. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask at this time to have an amendment pend- 
ing to be voted on at 5 o’clock—an amendment to strike out the third 
section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves to strike out the third section of the bill, and asks unanimous 
consent ~ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My amendment is pending, I understand, and 
should be disposed of first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rights of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CurcHEON] will be protected. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in his own time moves to amend by striking out section 3, and 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment be considéred as pending 
at the hour of 5 o’clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to be heard fora moment on my amend- 
ment. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I will yield tothe gentleman from Michigan. 


How much time does he desire? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Only a minute or two. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield two minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I do not ask more than two minutes to discuss 
my proposed amendment. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. ; 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, liberty is equality; and liberty 
among citizens implies equality in the right to gain alivelihood. Any- 
thing that operates to impair or take away that right to gain a liveli- 
hood tends toward slavery, not liberty. Thegentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] says that this bill does not apply to materials or the 
manufacture of materials; that it applies only to the labor which 
shall be done upon Government work, Now, Mr. Speaker, in my dis- 
3 we have many Government works in progress upon rivers and 

rs. 

They consist in the building of piers and building timber cribs, and 
filling the cribs so built with stone. Now, if this bill becomes a law 
in its present form, the workmen, who are workmen of the vicinity 
usually, poor laboring men, can not be permitted to exercise the poor 
privilege of working more than eight hours if they desire to do so. 
They are deprived of the right which every freeman should have of 
using his time to his own best advantage, while the workmen all around 
them upon the farms, in the mills, in the shops, and in the furnaces 
may work just as long as they please. But the man filling stone in a 
Government crib, or hewing timber for the Government, can not be 
permitted by the contractor or subcontractor to work in excess of 
eight hours a day, and if he is permitted to doso the contractor or sub- 
contractor makes himself liable to this penalty of $1,000 and the im- 
prisonment specified in the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Are they not working eight hours now on all 
Government work? ‘That is the practice on all Government works. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iam not against the eight-hour law; I am in 
favor of it, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. But you are against its enforcement. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I favor restricting the contractor that he may 
not require over eight hours work; but what I do object to is the re- 
striction that you are imposing in this bill upon the contractor or the 
subcontractor, whereby he is prohibited from allowing a man who goes 


know that he never saw the day he worked 
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to work the privilege of working longer than eight hours if he shall 
choose to do so, when eee ace, epee poor privilege he may earn 
larger wages for the support of his family and to better his own condi- 
tion. 

Now, I claim that to work in excess of eight hours, or at any other 
time, is a rightthat every free man should exercise. Every man should 
have the privilege of saying how many hours he will employ in labor. 
If he can not get employment at the hours he chooses to fix for him- 
self, then he has nobody to blame but himself. But here you make a 
restriction that if a man wants to work in excess of eight hours he is 
prohibited under heavy penolties on the part of his employer from do- 
ing so. 

am op to all such restrictions, aud I move to strike out the 
words in the eighth line or permit; so that it shall read: 

And it shall be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to re- 
quire any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than cight hours, ete, 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that no just-minded or right-thinking 
man can object to such an amendment as that, 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield now three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a great 
deal of eloquence from gentlemen on this question under a misappre- 
hension, I think, of the facts of the case as embodied in the pending 
bill, This bill simply provides an extension of the present eight-hour 
law, so as to make it applicable to contracts of all kinds for Government 
work; and that in entering upon such contracts the contrector may 
know in advance that he must make his contract upon the basis of 
eight hours’ work for a day’s labor on the part of his employés. 

It provides that he shall pay his employés on the basis of eight hours 
for a day’s labor the same wages that are paid for a day’s work of a 
similar character in other avocations of life. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And so far as that is concerned I have no objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Now, gentlemen say they are all for 
an eight-hour bill, they favor an eight-hour law. But, Mr. Speaker, 
they are like other gentlemen of whom I have heard—they are very 
willing to have the law but are against its enforcement. I say that it 
can be no possible hardship to any man when working to say thateight 
hours shall constitute a full day’s work with a full day’s pay; but it 
is a hardship to many people who are seeking employment to say that 
any man who is thus working for the Government, and getting a full 
day’s pay for eight hours, shall be at liberty to work a day and a half 
and get a day and a half or two days’ wages to the exclusion of some 
other laborer from employment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will you yield for a question just there? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. No; I have but three minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But this does not apply to any but Government 
laborers. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I know that; and if any gentleman 
feels that his liberties or his privileges as a free man are trampled upon 
because he can not work twelve hours for the Government and get extra 
pay to the exclusion of somebody else, he has all the wide world over 
in which to seek another job. He is not under any obligation to work 
for the Government if he does not agree to the terms imposed, 

This is practically saying that the statute which is upon our statute- 
books, and has been since 1868, shall apply to all Government work 
and to all contractors on Government work who shall employ their 
men on the basis of eight hours for a day’s work. It provides thatthe 
men so employed s. not take advantage of the shortened hours of 
labor by an agreement between themselves and the contractors, and 
earn about two days’ pay for a regular calendar day’s work. ‘That is 
all there is in it. The liberty of the individual is not trenched upon; 
his private rights are not infringed. He is still a free man, to work or 
not.to work, as he pleases. Nobody is obliged to work if he does not 
want to work, under the terms of the law. And it is necessary that 
this should pass to secure the enforcement of the eight-hour law, as an 
experience of twenty-two years has shown; because we have had Gov- 
ernment officers trying to play smart, if I may use the expression, 
and evade the mandatory provisions of the law and head it off. If I 
can work eight hours a day for the Government—and this is the point 
that I wish the gentleman’s attention to—and get a full day’s pay for 
a calendar day, working that length of time, and then take the addi- 
tional two hours that the Government intended should be hours of 
rest, and give it to some other work, I do it to the exclusion of some- 
body else, and the injustice that gentlemen speak of is perpetrated by 
the very law itself which seeks to correct that injustice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Morey]. 

Mr. MOREY. | Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill because by its 
provisions itis proposed that the Government of the United States shall 
set the example of shortening the hours of labor to those who toil. Our 
Government, sir, has an interest in all the people of this country. It 
has an interest not only in the men that toil, but it has an interest in 
the women and the children. It has an interest in the youth who are to 
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come after us and those who are now coming upon the stage of action. 
policy of our Government and the civilization of this age require 
that the hours of labor shall be shortened to those who are c¢mpelled 
to toil. In our country those who labor do not represent a class, thank 
God, but they represent a condition. From that condition every man 
of spirit and ambition looks hopefully forward for something better for 
himself and his children. Weare here not simply to earn meat and 
bread, but we are here to be educated, to educate our children, to fit 
them for the positions to which every child of every freeman of this 
country may aspire. 

In this free country of ours every avenue to honorable and useful 
achievement is open to every child of the Republic. 

It is honorable to labor, and the genius of our civilization has dig- 
nified and ennobled labor. From the ranks of those who toil have 
sprung some of the noblest specimens of our race. There should be no 
limitations set between those who perform the manual labor of the 
vee and those who follow the other honorable and useful pursuits of 

ife, 

The improvements in labor-saving machinery, which have marked 
the present epochin human experience, should bring a full measure of 
relief to those who are bearing the heavier burdens in life. Give them 
an opportunity for improvement and cultivation to fit themselves the 
better to perform every duty which may be im upon them as 
citizens of our great Government. Give them a chance to give more 
of their lives to their wives and their little ones. 

The tendency of the bill isin this direction and sets an example on 
the part of the United States to all who employ labor. And so the in- 
fluence of our Government will be felt for the amelioration of the con- 
ditions which surrounded those who toil. 

I append here an abstract from a lecture given by Wendell Phillips 
more than twenty years ago: 


Let me tell you why I am interested in the labor question. Not simply be- 
cause of the long hours of labor; not simply because of the specific oppression 
of a class, I sympathize with the sufferers in Europe; lam — to fight on 
their side, But I look on christendom with its 300,000,000 of people, and I see 
that out of this number of people 100,000,000 never have enough to eat. 

Physiologists tell us that this bod of ours, unless properly fed, properly de- 
8 aa sustained by rich blood, and carefully nourished, does no justice 

o the brain, 

You can not make a bright, good mind from a starved body, and so this one- 
1 christendom who have never had food enough can never be what they 
show 8 

Now, I claim that the social civilization which condemns every third man to 
take below the average nourishment God prepared for him did not come from 
above; it came from below, and the sooner it down the better, 

Come over on this side of the ocean; you will find 40,000,000 of people; and I 
suppose they are said to be in the highest state of civilization. And yet it isnot 
too much to say out of the 40,000,000 at least 10,000,000 who get up in the morning 
and go to bed at night spend the whole day in the mere effort to barely live. 
They have not elasticity enough in mind or body to do anything in the way of 
intellectual or moral progress. I take a man, for instance, in one of the manu- 
facturing valleys of Connecticut. If you get into the cars there at 6.30 in the 
morning, as I have often done, you will find getting in at every station a score 
or more of laboring men and women, with their scanty dinners in a pail; and 
they get out at some factory already lighted up. Go down the same valley at 
7.30 in the evening and you will again see them going home. They must get 
up at 5.30 a, m. and work till nearly 8 p. m., a good solid fourteen hours, Where 
is the time for study? ‘There will be a strong man among them them like Cor- 
bett, for instance, who will sit up nights studying, and who will be a scholar at 
last perhaps, but he is an exception. 

The average man, nine out of ten, when he gets home at night does not care 
to read an article from the North American Review or a long speech from 
Charles Sumner. If he can not have a good story and warm supper and a glass 
of grog perhaps, he goes off to bed. Now, I say the civilization that has pro- 
duced this state of things in nearly the hundredth part of the American Kepub- 
lic did not come from ve. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Bhio 
[Mr. MCKINLEY. | 

Mr. MCKINLEY. * Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill. It has 
been said that it is a bill to limit the opportunity of the workingman 
to gain a livelihood, This is not so; it will have the opposite effect. 
So far as the Government of the United States, as an employer, is con- 
cerned, in the limitation for a day’s work provided in this bill to eight 
hours, instead of putting any limitation upon the opportunity of the 
American freemen to earn a living, it increases and enlarges the oppor- 
tunity for the workingman to earn a living. [Applause.] Eight hours 
under the Jaws of the United States constitute aday’s work. That law 
has been on our statute-books for twenty or more years. 

Several MEMBERS. Since 1868. 

Mr. McKINLEY. They say around me that it has been on our 
statute-books for twenty-two years. In all these years it has been the 
word of promise to the ear, but by the Government of the United 
States it has been broken to the hope.” [Applause.] The Govern- 
ment and its officials should be swift to execute and enforce its own 
laws, and failure in this particular is most reprehensible. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that when we constitute 
eight hours a day’s work, instead of ten hours, every four days give an 
additional day’s work to some workingmen who may not have any em- 
ployment at all. [Applause.] It is one more day’s work, one more 
day’s wages, one more opportunity for work and wages, an in 
demand for labor, Iam in favor of this bill as it is amended by the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

It applies now only to the labor of men’s hands. It applies only to 
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their work. It does not apply to material, it does not apply to trans- 
portation. It only applies to the actual labor, skilled or unskilled, 
employed on public works and in the execution of the contracts of the 
Government. And the Government of the United States ought, finally 
and in good faith, to set this example of eight hours as constituting 
a day’s work required of laboring men in the service of the United 
States. [Applause.] The tendency of the times the world over is for 
shorter hours for labor, shorter hours in the interest of health, shorter 
hours in the interest of humanity, shorter hours in the interest of the 
home and the family; and the United States can do no better service 
to labor and to its own citizens than to set the example to States, to 
corporations, and to individuals employing men by declaring that, so 
far as the Governmentis concerned, eight honrs shall constitute aday’s 
work, and be all that is required of its laboring force, [Applause. ] 

Therefore, Mr, Speaker, this bill should be passed. My colleague, 
Mr. Morey, has stated what we owe the family in this connection, 
and Cardinal Manning, in a recent article, spoke noble words on the 
general subject when he said: 

But if the domestic life of the people be vital above all; if the the pu- 
rity of homes, the education of children, the duties of wives and mothers, the 
duties of husbands and of fathers, be written in the natural law of mankind, 
and if these things are sacred, far beyond anything that can be sold in the mar- 
ket, then I say, if the hours of labor resulting from the unregulated sale ofa 
man’s strength and skill shall lead to the destruction of domest'c life, to the 
neglect of children, to turning wivesand mothers into living machines, and of 

‘fathers and husbands into—what shall I say, creatures of burden ?—I will not 
say any other word—who rise up before the sun, and come baca when it is set, 
wearied and able only to take food and lie down to rest, the domestic life of 
men exists no longer, and we dare not go on in path. 

Mr. Speaker, we owe something to the care, the elevation, the dig- 
nity, and the education of labor. We owe something to the working- 
men and the families of the workingmen throughout the United States 
who constitute the large body of our population, and this bill is a step 
in the right direction. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, while I work from sixteen 
to eighteen hours a day for my constituents, yet I am willing that all 
laborers should work only eight hours, unless they are paid for work- 
ing beyond that time. In the two minutes allowed me I have not time 
to elaborate on this, but it seems to me, from the discussion so far pre- 
sented, that there is a misapprehension of this bill by some gentlemen. 
It does not prevent a person from working more than eight hours, but 
it does prevent the Government, when it employs a man to work eight 
hours (which, as has been said by the gentleman from Ohio, constitute 
a day’s work under the laws of the land) —it prevents the Government 
of the United States from receiving his labor for ten hours and only 
paying him for eight hours. 

A simple reading of the bill will correct the misapprehension: 

Eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics, ete., except in cases of emergency: Provided, That in all such cases 
the laborers, workmen, or mechanics so employed and working to exceed eight 
Bonta par 5 day shall be paid on the basis of eight hours constituting a 

y's s 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How can they work more than eight hours when 
they are not permitted to do 802 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Section 2 provides, and that is the point 
that our friends object to: 


And it shall be unlawful for any such corporation, person, or persons to require 
or permit any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours 
in any calen day 

And there they stop. But it says 


to work more than eight hours in any calendar day in doing such work or 
manufacturing such materials except in the cases and upon the conditions pro- 
vided in section 1 of this act. 


Which provides that if they have worked more than eight hours 
they shall be paid extra for it. I am heartily in favor of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, That clause which you refer to refers only to 
the cases of emergency. 

Mr. CONNELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. This eight-hour question wil} not down with 
talk. When you can see processions of 30,000 men tramping the 
streets of our great cities, when those men, independent of Congress 
and politicians, can make eight-hour laws and contracts, we are a little 
behind the procession in the House of Representatives. 

Now, while the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] was 
talking, if he had devoted a little more time during the morning hour 
to the discussion of the adjustment bill he would have had all the 
argument he desired and all the answer. The act of 1868 was re- 
peatedly violated by the officers of the Government, and was so violated 
even after the proclamation of the President; and when this Congress 
seeks now to cleat down this law, and then to make it penal or a felony 
to break the law, gentlemen talk about the liberty of the American 
citizen and make a stump speech that has nothing to do with the bill. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Ir. FARQUHAR. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I know eit. One word. This is the first vote of 


the sense of this Congress and the only opportunity in twenty years 
that the House of eee has had to say whether it is in ac- 
cord with American thought or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
four minutes remaining. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, 1 think I have six minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes. 

5 Mr. RISG I yield three minutes to my colleague [Mr. 

AUX]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, very much has been said and eloquently 
said about the rights of the laboring man, and against all that has been 
said asking Congress to protect his rights and protect him in the rights 
of his own independent judgment I have not a word to say. That is 
amatter entirely within the discretion of the honorable members of this 
House; but when they ask me to enact class legislation, and that, too, 
class legislation the most marked of all that has ever been presented 
in my time in Federal legislation, and ask that that class legislation be 
enforced by penalties, by fine and imprisonment, I think class legisla- 
tion has gone about as far as the American citizen is willing itshould go. 

Now, a great deal has been said, and I do not criticise or traverse the 
eloquence that has been emitted in this discussion; but I ask this House 
to say whether or not, in asking for this system of class legislation, they 
are going very far from the old doctrine that we were taught, and that 
for the benefit of these workingmen of this country this class legislation 
is to be forced by fine and imprisonment; yet, so far as I can see, it 
seems that it does not apply this imprisonment to anybody but the Gov- 
ernment, They say the Goverument“ is to be imprisoned, the *‘Goy- 
ernment is to be fined, or anybody representing the Government is 
to be fined or imprisoned. 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a practical 
question ? 

Mr. VAUX. Certainly, if there is such. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam in favor of the eight-hour law. I simply speak 
of it so far as it affects contractors. Iam employing mechanics and 
laborers. They work ten hours a day. I pay them the scale of wages 
agreed upon by the amalgamated iron and steel workers, molders, and 
mechanics. Would I be subject to fine and imprisonment under this 
bill as a criminal ? 

Mr. VAUX. Yes, sir, if you employed them on a Government con- 


tract. 

I ask the attention of the gentleman to the third section: 

That any officer of the Government of the United States, or any person act- 
ing under or for such officer, or any contractor with the United States or 

rson violating any of the provisions of this act, shall for each offense be 
shed by a fine not Jess than nor more than 81,000, or imprisonment not more 
than six months, or be both fined and imprisoned in the discretion of the court, 

So that by this law every man employing twenty men who shall 
unintentionally or accidentally violate this law, these twenty men can 
apply to have this law put in force, and he can be fined a thousand 
dollars and imprisoned six months for each offense. If this is not class 
legislation with a vengeance I do not know what class legislation is. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I now yield a minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. I desire to offer as an additional section to this bill 
the provisions of the bill (H. R. 11236) to limit the hours of work of 
clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices, as follows: 

That hereafter cight hours’ labor shall constitute a day's work for clerks and 
employés in all first and second class post-offices whose salariesdo not exceed 
$1,400 per annum, for which they shall receive not less than the classified salary 
for a day’s work. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of 
this act there is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,782,685, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 

Evenif this amendment should not be adopted, I would vote for this 
bill but for the fact that I am paired with my colleague [Mr. BELDEN]. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the amendment w: 

be considered as pending. 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is second to none in importance 
that has claimed or can claim the attention of this House, 

It is the appeal of an element in our country which has already re- 
ceived too little attention at the hands of Congress. Briefly stated, it 
is the crystallized statement of labor, courteously made, but firmly, 
asking for relief which will elevate and ennoble the wage-workers of our 
land. The true lover of his country must and does recognize that a 
Government to exist in a prosperous state must have as jts basis an in- 
telligent, happy, ani prosperous people. 

Ignorance among the masses has ever been the bane of civilization. 
It begets unrest both in the relations of the citizen to the state and to 
his family. Domestic peace, contentment at the home fireside is the 
first condition of national peace. We recognize that the safety of the 
Republic rests upon the happiness and contentment of all her people. 

This bill recognizes the claim of the laborers under the Government 
to be shown the same consideration shown the clerks under the Goy- 
ernment. This bill wipes out the distinction so long maintained against 
the daily laborers employed on Government work. It would be im- 
possible for a private firm to inaugurate this reform alone, for the rea- 
son that they must compete with their commercial rivals. But the Gov- 
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ere fee, e PE and can well afford to take the first step, 
which, I believe, tend to prepare the country for shorter hours of 


labor. 

It be said that such legislation is a breach of precedent. Admit 
it. In this rushing age of thought and measureless activity it is well 
that we be not too closely wedded to long established precedents. By 
this bill we say to the wage-earners the world at large that we 
recognize and adopt that good provision in the divine economy that 
eight hours were given to man for sleep, eight for labor, and eight 
for mental development, And while it is not the province of Congress 
to interefere with the private affairs of our people, while we may not 
say to the employers of labor how many hours the employed shall 

believing as we do that intelligent, well directed effort is more 
conducive to the interests of the employer, we say to the world, as far 
as those who labor for the Government are concerned, eight hours of 
heaven’s sunlight at the beginning and ending of each day is and shall 
be his for mental and moral development. We are trying no new ex- 
periment from one standpoint. 

All history shows and all experience teaches that cheerful, contented 
labor is the most valuable to employers. Alacrity takes the place of 
sluggishness, and intelligent, well directed action the place of the life- 
less, spiritless machine. The friends of this measure expect much to 
come of it to laboring men of this country. Their lot istomparatively 
ahardone. It is not for us to stop now and inquire from what cause 
or series of causes such great numbers of our fellow-citizens are com- 
pelled to perform arduous labor in order that they and those they love 
may live. Such, however, is the condition presented. Be it ours to 
use such power as we have to lighten this burden. 

We present this measure believing that it will carry into the count- 
less homes a degree of the sunlight of hope and good cheer. We have 
in our country a vast army of unemployed labor. This is due not so 
much to the suggestion that there is nothing forso many to do as to 
the sordid, avaricious, grinding policy gorea by so many towards 
the employed. The employer too often loses sight of the fact that the 
laborer thinks as he works. He forgets that if discontent and unrest 
sit where the satisfied soul should dwell this condition not unfre- 
quently bodes no good to his interest. By this bill we set the exam- 
ple to the private employer of labor and confidently expect the result 
of this legislation to demonstrate that with an opportunity given the 
wage-earner to read and cultivate those finer qualities of his nature 
more and better service will result. 

The American Congress in 1868 placed this law upon the statute- 
books, but it was nugatory for want of penalties to enforce it. This 
measure supplies the remedy. This measure will put in operation the 
law passed twenty-two years ago, but which after all these years has 
pora fatally defective because wanting in penalties to enforce it. 

e predict as the provisions of this legislation go into effect a new 
dignity will attach to labor. We expect to see the army of the un- 
employed grow less, and as a consequence fewer strikes, and conse- 
828 less conflict between those handmaidens of civilization, cap- 


Mr. Speaker, I regard this bill as the key-note to a song which will 
swell and fill our land with joy. While a ntly a small measure, 
in it, inmy humble judgment, we will yet find, the germ of a bountiful 
harvest of much that makes a people happy. 

Let the American laborer be ized as worthy of Congressional 
care and guardianship; let him see that the nation recognizes that in 
his hands as much as in any other rests the responsibility of Govern- 
ment; let him, in other words, beableto take his loved ones to his bosom 
and say, My Government is considerate for my interests,” and we 
may rest assured he will respond with this declaration, I love my 
country in return.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to emphasize a thought heretofore but briefly 
alluded to. It is the absolute necessity to the existence of liberty for 
an enlightened citizenship. Men, as a rule, are not ignorant or unin- 
formed from choice, but from necessity. Let the literature of the day 
come to the home of the toiler with time to master it at his command; 
let the father have time morning and evening to become acquainted 
with his wife and children and cultivate those qualities which beautify 
the home; and who will deny that better homes, better husbands, bet- 
ter wives and children must bless our land? And if I am correct in 
this—and I challenge successful contradiction—a more intelligent, con- 
tented, and consequently a purer eitizenship will bless onr land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time under the special order for 
the discussion of this bill has expired. The hour of 5 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the previous question is operating upon this bill and pending 
amendments. 

DISTRESS IN OKLAHOMA, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Pending the further consideration of 
this bill, I ask unanimous consent to take up the conference report on 
the joint resolution for the relief of Oklahoma sufferers. It will take 
but a moment to of. The conferees have agreed, and I would 
like to put it through the House. 

The k read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R.120) appropriating 


mo to the Terri of Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein, havin 
after fall and free co’ have to recommend and psn corn 
to their ve Houses as follows: 


That ee Se Leet ee ee, 
AnA RETNA IDA aed SIAN SR ED as follows: 
8 e out all after the resolving clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 


“That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by public 
numbered 15, 3 April 25, 1890, tor the relief of persons in the district 
overflowed by o Missiast i River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 

> of Oklah 
o 


D. B. HENDERSON, 


J. G. CANNON. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


P. B. PLUMB, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managors on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the joint resolu- 
tion appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution 
therein submit the following written statement in explanation of the action 
agreed upon by the conference committee, namely: 

in lieu of all after the enacting clause of said joint resolution they recom- 


mend the following: 
That the unexpended balance of an appropriation made by public zepoan 


peni 
numbered 15, approved Apa 25, 1890, for the relief of persons in the 
overflowed by the Mississippi River and its tributaries, be, and the same is 
hereby, reappropriated to the Territory of Oklahoma, to be expended as the 
law of said Territory, enacted for the purpose, may direct, for the relief of citi- 
zens of that Territory who have been rendered destitute by tbe unexampled 


drought of the present session,” 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the conference report? The Chair hears none. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the conferees was adopted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pending 
amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 6, by inserting, after the word State,“ or by or on be- 
half of the District of Columbia.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as 
follows: 

In the same section amend by adding, after the word “work, in line 14, the 


tollowing : 

Provided further, That not less than the current rate of per diem wages in the 
locality where the work is performed shall be paid to laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States 
or the District of Columbia; and laborers, workmen, and m es employed 
by contractors or subcontractors in the execution of a contract or contracts with 
the United States or the District of Columbia shall be deemed to be employed 
by or on behalf of the Government of the United States.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. McComas) was read, as follows: 

Provided further, That any officer of the United States whose duty it is to pay 
such contractors or subcontractors shall, before payment of money is due, ascer- 
tainand satisfy himself that the laborers, workmen, and mechanics so employed 
have been paid by such contractors and subcontractors, 

Mr. CONNELL, There is no objection to that amendment so far as 
the committee are concerned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. HILL) was read, as follows; 


At the end of section 1 as amended add, “ but the Government of the United 
States shall not be liable for the payment of such laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed by contractors and subcontractors. 

The amendment-was agreedto. 

The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as 
follows: 

Amend section 2 by inserting, after the word “States,” in line 24, the words 
or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia.“ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. Curciteon) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Line 8, section 2, strike out the words “or permit.” 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and there 
were—ayes 87, noes 52. 

Mr. CONNELL, I demand the yeas and na 

Mr. CONNELL subsequently withdrew the demand, and theamend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to the third section, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please withhold 
it until the other pending amendments are disposed of. The Clerk will 
report the next amendment. 


1890. 


The next amendment (offered by Mr. MutTCHLER) was read, as fol- 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. S. , there was an amendment to section 
2 offered by myself, which was accepted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, striking out certain words. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those amendments have been agreed 
to. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has not been so read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They were read E in the ab- 
sence of the gentleman. They have been agreed to. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Then, Mr. Speaker, Lask that section 2 as amended 
be now read. 

Section 2 as amended was read, as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That all contracts hereafter made by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia, with any 
corporation, person, or persons for the . of any work, £ be madu 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day's work; and it shall be unlawful 
for any suth corporation, person, or persons under such contract to require any 
laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight hours per calendar 
day in doing such work, except in the cases and upon the conditions provided 
in section 1 of this act. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MUTCHLER]J, to 
strike ont section 3. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ought 
not section 3 to be first perfected? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly; but there is no amend- 
ment pending to section 3. 

Mr. HILL. But I am proposing an amendment to that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But that is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minois asks unan- 
imous consent to offer an amendment tosection3. Is Shera objection? 

Mr. REILLY. Letit be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 3, line 3, after the word person,“ insert “intentionally;” so that the 
clause will read, “ or other person intentionally violating any of the provisions 
of this act,” eto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MUTCHLER to strike 
out section 3, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and theamendment was rejected—ayes 38, noes 
107. 

The next amendment (recommended by the committee) was read, as 
follows: 

Src. 4. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby ro- 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to delay the 

of the bill; but certain amendments have been offered -I do 
not know whether they were adopted or not—which would improve the 
bill. It will only take a 3 gee: the bill as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. gentleman is entitled to the read- 
ing of the bill at this stage if he 7 Ai it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, I call for the reading; it will take 
buta moment. Ido not ask for the reading of the engrossed copy of 
the bill. 

The bill as amended was read. 

The question being on the of the bill— 

Mr. CALDWELL. I demand t eee 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 29, noes 129 
(less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative). 

The bill was then 

Mr. FARQUHAR. On behalf of the committee I move to amend 
the title ot the bill so as to read: A bill constituting eight hours a 
day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States or by or on behalf of 
the District of Columbia or by contractors doing work for the Govern- 
ment of the United States or the District of Columbia, and providing 
penalties for violation of the provisions hereof. 

The amendment of the title was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
Joint resolution (S. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic 


A bill (S. 329 
on 


1 AD m ie. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 
d 
bin (S. 2749) granting an increase ot pension to Augustus J. Wer- 


nitech: 
A bill 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle; 7 
A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White; 


A bill (S. 3064) to fo establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as 
Townsend Harbor, Maine; 

A bill (8. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of New 
Haven, Conn., for a public park; 

A bill (S. ae granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 

A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; 

A bill (S. 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma 
and Marco Aurelia; 

A bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening. who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical 
force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,” from September 1, 1890, for 
the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 213) amending and construing the act ap- 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases. 

The SPEAKER was — to lay before the House some re- 
quests for leave of absence, when 

Mr. BLISS moved that st the House adjourn. 

The motion was fo; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, the ad of e immediately 1 min- 
utes of the morning hour 3 shall be taken up for con- 
sideration, and the previous qu Rise: shall be considered as ordered at 3 o'clock 
8 September 3, an I that no other business shall be in order until said 
bill is disposed of: Provided, however, This order shall not interfere with the 
consideration of conference ‘reports or appropriation bills; 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts (by request): 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested to e e and re- 
port on the ex ency of testing machinery ted by John A. Enos for 
saving life and property on rivers and š 


to the Committee on Commerce, 


s 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2-of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and of as follows: 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported ta- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3751) to grant to Ping Mobile and 
Dauphin Island Railroad and Harbor Company a right to trestle across 
the shoal water between Cedar Point and 3 Island, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3026) to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
2 titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

WS: 

By Mr. CANDLER; of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11880) to amend 
an act entitled An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, approved 
June 10, 1880—to the 9 on the J 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 11881) to prevent the 
building of houses along certain alleys in the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 11882) to make legal and valid 
naturalization certificates issued by the municipal court of Biddeford, 
Me., in the First Congressional district of Maine, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 217) for the appoint- . 
ment of a member of the Board . National 2 
Home- to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BECKWITH: A bill (H. R. 11883) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Orsemus B. Boyd—to the Committee on WarClaims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 11884) removing the charge of deser- 
tion and granting an honorable discharge to Wentley Brager, Company 
G, Sixty-fifth Illinois Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 11885) granting an increase of 
pension to Henrietta Boeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11886) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Peter Seibel—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 11887) for the relief of James R. 
Mills—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11888) for the relief of Thomas 
Coughlin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of Edward J. Hogan—to the 
Committee on Military Affaire. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 11890) for 
the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased—to the Committee 


on 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R, 11891) granting a pen- 
sion to Simon Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11892) granting an increase of pension to J. Enoch 
Baily—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11893) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. McElravy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARLTON: Petition of the citizens of Green County, Georgia, 
protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, r 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Resolution of Detroit Board of Trade, approving 
of Mr. Blaine’s reciprocity proposition—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 80 citizens of Hastings, Mich., 
asking that Phoebe Sisson be restored to the pension-rolls—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 1 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 29, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

-The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 


Mr. REAGAN. There are two bills introduced by me on the Cal- 
endar that relate to subjects which have been acted upon. I desire to 
have them indefinitely postponed, so as to carry them off the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the Orders 
of Business? 

Mr. REAGAN. The first is Order of Business No. 1, the bill (S. 58) 
for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
pened, if there be no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. The other is Order of Business No, 21, the bill (S. 
3769) to provide for the irrigation of the arid lands of the United States, 
and for other pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of the Woman's National Indus- 
trial League, remonstrating against the outrages committed by the 
armed assassins known as Pinkerton’s detectives,’’ as set ſorth in the 
memorial, and praying for the protection of law-abiding citizens and 
the punishment of the outrages’ complained of by the State and Na- 
tional Governments. 

As it may involve some law, I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR._ I present a petition of leading manufacturers who use 
velveteens and corduroys, and importers of these goods, doing business 
in Boston, Mass., praying for a modification of the proposed increase 
in the rates of duty on such fabrics. The petitioners desire that this 
petition be printed in the RECORD. It is an important petition with 
reference to the pending bill and very brief; but not to violate the cus- 
tom of the Senate in that respect, Lask that it be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


on PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of leading manufacturers of caps, 
fancy boxes, etc., and importers of velveteens and corduroys, doing 
business in New York, asking for a modification of the proposed increase 
of duty on velveteens and corduroys, and also affidavits showing the 
cost of manufacturing these goods in England; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. _ I present the petition of a large number of settlersin 
Northwestern Kansas, asking that the Government take such steps as 
will furnish to them relief on account of the failure of crops, various 
methods of relief being suggested. I move that the petition, with the 
accompanying papers, be referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the resolutions of the Tariff Reform Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Federal 
election bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of leading firms in Chicago, III., 
for a modification of the proposed increase in the duties on velveteens 
and corduroys, which I move lie on the table. This petition is brief 
and the petitioners very modestly request that I ask permission of the 
Senate to insert it in the RECORD. I make that request. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to printingit 
in the RECORD, it will be printed as a document, if the Senator desires, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let that be done, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will lie on the table and be printed 
as a document. 

Mr.QUAY. Ipresenta petition of leading firms in Philadelphia, Pa., 
some of whom ate manufacturers who use velveteens and corduroys for 
making caps, slippers, clothing, box-lining, etc., and others whoareim- 
porters of these fabrics, praying for a modification of the proposed in- 
crease of duties on these and I ask, as did the Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], that the petition be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to that, the 
petition will lie on the table and be printed as a document, if there be 
no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colnmbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6498) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac River at the Bennings road, in the District of Columbia, to 
report it favorably, and as the eommittee has already reported a simi- 
lar Senate bill I ask that this bill be substituted therefor on the Cal- 
endar, and that the Senate bill be postponed indefinitely. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the bill now reported may be substituted for 
and take the place on the Calendar of the Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject, favorably reported from the same committee and now on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the Senate bill to be indefinitely postponed, 


Isu 2 

The PRESI DENT protempore. That will besubsequently done. The 
Chairs hears no objection. The bill (S. 2589) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River at the 
Bennings road, in the District of Columbia, will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3528} to grant a pension to James Knetsar, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, M. D., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4358) for the relief of the admin- 
istrator of Jeremiah Simonson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4359) for the relief of Cornelius * 
Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4360) for the relief of David Redfield; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 4361) for the relief of Sarah E. 
Harless; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

PROPOSED RECESS OF CONGRESS, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer a resolution and ask that it may be read 
and lie on the table. I shall call it up for consideration at some later, 
3 time, when we shall know a little better how we are get- 

g OD. 
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The concurrent resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on the 19th day of September, 1890, it be to meet on the 
10th day of Noyember, 1890. 


THE ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate —— copies of the 
minutes of joint hearing before the Senate Committee on Education and La- 
bor and the House Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffie = joint reso- 
— — (S. R. 2), held June 14. 1890, together with the report of Senate com- 
mittee. 


Mr. BLAIR. I submit the following resolution, and ask for imme- 
diate action upon it: P 

Resolved, That tbe expenses of reporting and printing the DENNER pa by 
the Committee on Education and Labor on the joint resolution (S. R. 2) propos- 
ingan amendment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic 
liquors be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred un- 
der the rules to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it a matter of necessity that it should go to that 
committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is not only a matter of rule, but 
a matter of statute—required by the statutes of the United States to 
be so referred. 

Mr. BLAIR, I will acquiesce, I think, on that statement. 


MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 9791) con- 
stituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, 
or by or on behalf of the District of Columbia, or by contractors doing 
work for the Government of the United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia, and providing penalties for violation of the provisions hereof; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill 8. oan granting a pension to John L. Russell; 

A bill (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 

A bill (S. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 

A bill (8. 2210 granting a pension to John Conolly; 

A bill (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Harrison De F. 


Young; 
A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 


urgh. 

A bill (S. 2749) granting an increase of pension to Augustus J. Wer- 
nitsch; 

A bill (S. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle; 

A bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White; 

A bill (8. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
Tsland, at the entrance to Booth Ray Harbor, otherwise known as 
Townsend Harbor, Maine; 

A bill (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of New 
Haven, Conn., for a publie park; 

A bill (S. 3348) granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 

A bill (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; 

A bill (S, 4312) to provide American registers for the steamers Stroma 
and Marco Aurelia; ` 

A bill (S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
Orlando A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (8. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical 
force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent uts, from September 1, 1890, for 
the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act ap- 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothing in the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the pub- 
lication of the reports of the International American Conference. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That George W. Hardwick have leave to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers filed by him for consideration in connegtion with Senate 
bill 2005, entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion m the military 
record of George W. Hardwick,” said bill having been reported ad 1 


verse 

the Committee on Mili Affairs of the Senate, as the charge of . 

pavos Hoa remo from the record of said Hardwick by order of the 
tary of War. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Presiding Oficer to lay before the Senate a 
bridge bill which has been on the table for some time, It is a matter 
of considerable importance. It is a bill which was passed by the House 
of Representatives and sent to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, which will be twice read. 

The bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 
Missouri, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. F ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. A 
similar bill has been considered by the Committee on Commerce and 
reported to the Senate, and is now upon the Calendar. While it was 
pending here this bill was passed by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall have to ask thatit be laid aside. As it is 
not in print, Ishould like to see it before it passes. 

Mr. VEST. The same bill is in print here, reported from the Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate, and is upon our Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but this is a very rapid way of passing 
House bills that are in writing. 

Mr. VEST. I would not have asked it if the bill had not alread 
been considered. It simply amounts to doing something that has al- 
ready been done, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be, but I should be very glad to have 
an opportunity to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the present consideration of the bill. : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. L only ask unanimous consent that it may be laid 
aside for a few minutes. I do not wish to interrupt my friend, but I 

should really like to look at the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Let it lie on the table until the Senator can examine it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that it be informally 
laid aside. Very likely in ten minutes I shall withdraw my objection, 
after I look at the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said (the revenue bill being under con- 
sideration): With the permission of the Senate, I wish to ask the Sen- 
ate, if the Senator from Missouri desires it, to again consider this House 
bridge bill. I have looked at it and am entirely satisfied that it is cor- 


rect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unsnimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between 
the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri. 
The bill will be read at length, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill (S. 4294) for the erection 
ot a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of St. Charles, 
Mo., and the county of St. Louis, Missouri, will be taken from the 
Calendar and indefinitely postponed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of 
Columbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, and providing ties for 
violation of the provisions hereof, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


PAY OF SESSION CLERKS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay the per diem clerks to the committees of the Senate and the 


clerks to Senators, during the coming recess, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, the per diem now allowed by law during sessions. 


DESTITUTION IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the joint resolution — R. rinting 
money to the Territory of Oklahoma to relieve destitution there Raving 
after full and free conference, have to recommend and do recommen 
to their ctive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its d ent to the amendments of the House, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

: — spor out all after the resolving clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


is 
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that Territory who have been rendered destitute by the unexampled drought 
the present season,” 
And the House agree to the same. 
e P. B. PLUMB, 

EUGENE HAL 

F. M. COCKRE 
Managers on the part of the 

D, B, HENDERSON, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the 
revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, moved by 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSoN], will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out paragraph 307, as follows 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It need not be read, having been 
read once, unless called for. The yeas and nays having been ordered on 
the amendment, the roll will be called. 

. Mr. COLQUITT. The effect of the amendmentis to putsalt on the 
free-list, is it not? Is that the amendment as it is now before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was sostated by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vestr], who spoke last evening on the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That is the effect of it. That will not be the direct 
eftect of striking out the paragraph, but the purpose will be accom- 
plished of placing salt on the free-list. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate voted down the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from New J eaey [Mr. MCPHERSON} to strike out the whole para- 


, I understand. 
ore VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we took the vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays were ordered and 
the roll called, and the want of a quorum was developed, whereupon 
the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. CULLOM. I remember now. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, my object is not to make any ex- 
tended remarks, but merely to refer to the discussion of this question 
in the Senate fifty years ago. It seems that the effort was then made 
in the incipiency of a salt combination and monopoly, the trust not be- 
ing then known as such, with a view to control the sale of salt in this 
country, when the works were fewand scattered. I merely propose to 

as a matter of history, and with a view to recall to our minds the 
long contest that has been made to resist the effect of this monopoly, 
What was said by Mr. Benton in the Senate Chamber some fifty years 
ago. His remarks were these: 


ation, 
because, being an arti 


and a monopoly on its salt, and, at some 
one or both, At present re remain but two countries which suffer both 
evils, our America and the British East Indies. others have got rid of the 


the product of the nd, ager a loaded with debt and taxed in every- 

-thing, is now free from the salt tax. Since 1822 it has been totally suppressed, 
and this u. of life is now as free there as air and water. e even has 
a statute to its price and common law to prevent its monopoly. 

He concluded bis speech with declaring implacable war this tax, with 
all its appurtenant abuses, of monopoly in one quarter of the Union and of 
undue advantages in another, He denounced it as a tax upon the entire econ- 
omy of nature and of art—atax upon man and upon beast, upon life and upon 
health, upon comfort and luxury, upon want and superfluity, upon food and 
upon ent, on washing and on cleanliness. He called it a heartless and 
tyrant tax, as orable as it was omnipotent and omnipresent; a tax which 
ho economy could avoid, no poverty could shun, no privation escape, no 
cunning elude, no force resis, tno dexterity avert, no curses repulse, no pray- 

fa 33 It was a tax w ed the entire dominion of human 


eny, the salt 3 the West. I war against 
while I remain on th Ppa have passed ives ERAAN years 
more than thesiege of Troy lasted—since I began this contest; nothing disheart- 
ened by so many defeats in so long a time, I prosecute the war with unabated 
vigor; and, relying upon the ness of the cause, firmly calculate upon ulti- 
mate and final success.“ 


Fifty years a that was adeclaration that implacable war was to be 
made against tax, this salt monopoly; but it exists still, and it has 
increased in power and influence and in the control of the markets of 

this country until to-day. When fifty years ago this fight began it 
Was ex that it would last but a brief period. It is here now, 
and I have no doubt that Mr. Benton and his confréres who were at 
that time in the Senate would turn uneasily in their gravesif they were 
to hear at this late day the audacious proposition that the tax is a 


blessing, that the tax is a means and instrumentality of wealth, that 
it is nota curse, as he then regarded it to be, and that even upon this 
very necessity or life it is regarded as a blessing to humanity. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if that speech was made about 
the same time that Mr. Benton made his cclebrated statement that the 
whole Territory of Oregon and the Pacific coast were absolutely worth- 
less and would not raise any considerable crops or support human life, 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire what was the price of salt at 
that time. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam not able toin orm theSenator, but if it will 
influence his action to have information t pon this question I will make 
the investigation and give him the point-. 

Mr. BLAIR. My impression is that the price of salt under the 
operation of this tariff imposition of which Mr. Benton so complained 
is about one-twenty-fifth of what it was in his day. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to supple- 
ment what was said by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
about Mr. Benton saying that the entire Western coast was worthless 
by referring him to a speech of Mr. Websterin 1850 on the compromise 
measures, when he said substantially the same thing and insisted that 
there could be no agriculture on the Pacific slope. He insisted that 
the whole coast would not produce one-third as much in agriculture as 
the State of Illinois, not one-half, nay, said he, not one-tenth as much. 
So I want Mr. Benton to be in good company. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. Benton was in excellent company and so was Mr, 
Webster when he was in the company of Mr. Benton, and they both of 
them seem to me to have been in that particular eminent illustrations 
of the maxim which I will commend to the consideration of the other 
side of this Chamber, and that is, that prophesying is not an exact 
science. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the roll-eall had been commenced, and that I had answered to my 


name. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has always been understood in 
the Senate that when a roll-call fails for want of a quorum there has 
been no response, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I responded to my name this morni 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from 1 [Mr. 
Col gurrr] rose before the Senator responded, and is, under the rules, 
entitled to recognition. P 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope there will be unanimous consent to the Sen- 
ator proceeding, 

Par PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 

Mr. COLQUITT. I will not detain the Senate. I have no desire 
in the world to prolong the debate upon this item or any other item 
in this bill. I merely wish to say a word in reply to my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR} who asked in regard to the price of salt. 
Whatever salt may have been worth heretofore, or however cheap it 
may be in this country now, if we can get it from abroad cheaper, I 
think our people ought to be entitled to it even if itis but one-tenth 
of a cent cheaper, 

5 Mr. BLAIR. Salt is several times cheaper now than it was at that 
ime. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I do not suppose that my friend contends that the 
imposition of the tax has made it cheaper. ; 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly I do. That is my understanding. 

Mr. COLQUITT. That is a most singular paradox. It is an anomaly 
that here there should come the representatives of these monopolies 
and of these manufacturing establishments, their committees, their 
leading men, their presidents, their directors, their stockholders to argue 
for and urge the imposition of a tax the effect of which is to reduce the 
rice of the commodity which they have in the market, It is a palpa- 

le and absurd inconsistency that they should argue to the consumers 
of this country that the imposition of this tax lessens the price of the 
commodity to the consumer, while upon the other hand when the wage- 
workers turn up and demand their share it isurged that the imposition 
of this tax is necessary in order that the manufacturers may increase 
their prices to pay the wage-workers ! 

Mr, BLAIR. May I suggest to the Senator that so far as I know 
there has never been any claim that the imposition of a tax reduces 
prices, but the protection to the home industry which may or may not 
come from the tax, the protection and development of the home in- 
dustry, cause the decrease in prices? 

Mr. COLQUITT. Well, if it was mide a great deal cheaper here 
and if that was the case, I am perfect] satisfied there is not a manu- 
facturer who would ever have come be!»re the Committee on Finance 
or the Committee on Ways and Means asking to be allowed to sell for 
a less price. The manufacturers are not such humanitarians, they are 
not such philanthropists, they are not so benevolent as to demand that 
the Congress * the United States should go forward in legislation and 
enforce upon them what they desire to do, to sell their goods cheaper 
than they are able to sell them now by the imposition of this tax. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
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Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], otherwise I should vote 
“ nay ' on this motion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). -Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK} who is not in his seat, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] and withhold my vote unless it shall 
be necessary to make aquorum. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ and doubtless 
he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATT’S name was called). Mycolleague 
[Mr. PLATT], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], but I am at liberty to 
vote to make a quorum, 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure that no quorum has voted. I therefore 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. My pair with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] has been transferred to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], and I therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr, HARRIS, In view of that transfer, I will record my vote. I 
vote ena.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Casey]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. Having a general pair with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], but with the understanding between us that either 
may vote when a quorum is not present, I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. WASHBURN. My colleague [Mr. Davis] is paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. As my vote seems to be needed to make a 
quorum, I will vote, as it does not change the result. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MoMILLAN. I vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE], who has just entered the Chamber and who is paired with 
my colleague [Mr. PADDOCK], that as but one vote is needed to make 
a quorum of the Senate, I think he can vote with perfect propriety. 

Mr. BLAIR. I can vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I notice by the vote of yesterday that my col- 
league voted yea on this proposition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator that he transfer his pair 
with my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] to his colleague [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have voted in order to make a quorum, as it 
did not change the result. 

Mr. CARLISLE. After the statement made by the Senator from 
Nebraska as to the vote of his colleagne yesterday, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Hicerxs] has voted. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware is not 
recorded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERson] that we transfer our pairs so that he and I can vote. I vote 

nay.’ 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. Frye] is detained in conference 
upon the river and harbor bill. He is paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. If my colleague were here, he would vote 
s na U 


Mr. BLAIR. On this vote the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Berry, Colquitt, McPherson, Walthall, 
Carlisic, Hampton, Morgan, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 

NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan Sherman, 
Allen, Edmun Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Teller, 
Blair, Hale, Plumb, Washburn, 
Cameron, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Qullom, Hiscook A Quay, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sanders, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—40. 
Barbour, Butler, Daniel, Faulkner, 
omen ae Call, aue Frye, 
get ’ Casey custis, George, 

Brown, Chandler, Farwell, Gibson, 


Gorman, Moody, Pierce, Stanford, 
Gray, Morrill, Piatt, Stewart, 
Hearst, Paddock, Pugh, Turpie, 
J f Nevada, Payne, Spooner, — 
— Pettigrew, Squire, ` Wolcott. 
So the motion to strike out was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro 


proposed by the Committee on Finance can be considered now only 

unanimous consent, The motion of the Senator from New Jersey to 
strike out the entire paragraph having been negatived, that vote is 
equivalent to an affirmative declaration in favor of the paragraph as it 
stands; and it can not be changed in Committee of the Whole unless 
by unanimous consent, Is there objection ? i 

Mr. VEST. I do not propose to make any objection, but I should 
like to inquire from the Senators in charge of this bill why this por- 
tion of the House bill has been stricken out. It was enacted in 1883 
and has remained the law ever since. Why now make this discrimi- 
nation against the meat-packers in the interior of the United States? 
I have constituents that are directly interested in this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. So have I. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator wish to ask a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the opportunity will be given to take a vote 
on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I was about to ask, although my views 
are very distinct and emphatic in regard to putting salt of all kinds 
upon the free-list; but this committee amendment strikes directly at 
a very large interest in the interior of the United States. It repeals a 
law which was enacted after long and anxious consideration and de- 
bate to place the meat-packers of the United States upon the same foot- 
ing with the fishermen upon the northern portion of the Atlantic sea- 
board : 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator wiil allow me to say that the expres- 
sion to me from those persons interested in the packing of meat is that 
they have been very indignant at the manner in which they have been 
treated in comparison with other people. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only rose to see whether I under- 
stood the decision of the Chair, As I hearabout me, the Chair decides 
that the Senate having failed to strike out the whole of this paragraph, 
it is not in order to strike out a part of it. 3 

The PRESILDENTyro tempore. Except by unanimous consent. The 
vote of the Senate refusing to strike out the paragraph was equivalent 
to an affirmative declaration that the entire paragraph sho stand. 
That being the case, a motion to amend it is no longer in order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole 2 2 by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Chair pardon a suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The proposition made by the Senator from New 
Jersey was to amend the amendment pro; by the committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tes pore. But proposition was to strike 
out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. But a part of the paragraph was already out. 

Phe PRESIDENT protempore. No. 

Mr.CULLOM. So far as the report of the Committee of the Whole 
is concerned? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that the proposition of the Senator 
from New Jersey was to strike out what was left of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is o vote 
has been taken on the amendment pro: by the committee, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to differ with the Chair upon a par- 
liamentary ruling, but it strikes me that when a motion to strike out 
the whole clause and insert something else is voted down, that does not 
prevent the Senate from striking out or any Senator moving to strike 
out a part, Perhaps I am mistaken about that, but I have this further 
to say, that it makes no difference whether this is stricken out or not, 
because there is another provision in the bill which will allow the re- 
fund of any duty paid on any article used in the manufacture of goods 
for export—a geueral provision further on in the bill. Asa rebate on 
salt is already covered by another section of the bill, I do not consider 
this of any importance. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the ruling of the Chair is based upon the 
popoean that if the paragraph is to be amended it ought to be done 

fore the vote is taken on the motion to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to the law upon this question which appears in Jefferson’s 
Manual, on page 242 of the compilation of Senate Rules, etc.: 2 

When it is pro to amend i i 
friends of a Pane omer may 5 ä 3 — py 
fore the question is put for insertingit. If it be recelved, it can not be amended 
shares in the same stage, because the House has, on a vote, agreed to it in 
that form. In like manner, if it is proposed to amend by striking outa para- 
graph, the friends of the paragraph are first to make it as perfect.as they can by 


amendments, before the question is put for striking it out. If on the question 


it be retained, it cun not be amended afterward, because a vote against 


out is equivalent to a vote agreeing to it in that form. 
Therefore the motion to amend proposed by the Committee on Fi- 


tempore. The amendment to this 7 788 3 
y 
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nance, to strike out a part of the paragraph that has been retained by a 
vote of the Senate, can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire whether there is any objec- 
tion to taking a vote on this committee amendment. If there is not, 
we may as well come to the question. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ithinkasa matter of parliamentary law the Chair 
is right. It is a simple inadvertence in the committee not insisting 
upon a vote to strike out a portion of the paragraph before reporting 
the bill te the Senate, and I hope that by unanimous consent the vote 
may be taken. 

Mr. HOAR. Task leave to observe in relation to the matter of unan- 
imous consent that of course this whole matter will be open to be dealt 
with in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly it will. 

Mr. HOAR. But that time will probably bea time when there will 
be little opportunity for discussion; we shall be just closing up the bill, 
and therefore it would be better to have unanimous consent to have 
the amendment acted upon now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If Thad understood the parliamentary status of the 
case to be as the Chair has stated it to be—and I presume correctly—I 
certainly should have insisted upon the vote being taken upon the 
committee amendment first; but I am quite willing, so faras Iam con- 
eerned, that the matter shall go over, and I will offer for thecommittee 
an amendment in the Senate, unless it is desired that a vote shall be 
taken now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us settle it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I interpose no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Itis better to dispose of it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that unanimous consent may be granted to 
dispose of it now. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Ohio to state that the 
action of the committee striking out this portion of the clause in rela- 
tion to the exporters of meat amounts to nothing, because another part 
of this bill has substantially the provision of law as it now exists. 

a REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say a word as to the point 
of order. 

Mr. VEST. I should rather dispose of this question, but if there is 
a point of order to be raised let us settle it now. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to raise a point on the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. VEST. That can be settled aſterwards. While the thing is 
under consideration, I want to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 
I should like to understand this matter. I understand the Senator 
from Ohio to state that the action of the committee in regard to the 
latter of this clause is immaterial because there is another pro- 
vision in this bill which covers the existing law; in other words, which 

gives a rebate to the exporter of salted meat in the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think so. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator turn me to that part of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is on page 149, section 24. 

Mr. VEST. That is the section in regard to using ſoreign materials 
in manufacturing. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Les, and in production. It reads: 


Sec. 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been 9 
nee in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
tes— 


As amended by the committee— 
there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback equal in 
amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of such duties, 

Perhaps there may be some question whether the words or pro- 
duced” are sufficient to cover the matter, but I think they cover salt 
used in ng meats, etc. ; that is, salt which has already paid a duty. 

Mr. VEST. I must very respectfully differ from the Senator from 
Ohio. The latter portion of section 24 requires that the articles shall 
be specifically identified. Now, how are you going to identify salt that 
is used in the preservation of meat? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to understand whether we are to finish 
this matter now and are to have unanimous consent to consider the 
question as open. I ask unanimous consent that it may be so treated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the committee 
may be now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Before that is done I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair, if the Chair will permit me, to Rule XVIII of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator trom 


Texas, 
Mr. REAGAN. Rule XVIII provides: 
Rete XVIII. 
AMENDMENTS—DIVISION OF A QUESTION. 

If the question in debate containsseveral propositions, any Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided; but the on of a motion to strike out and insert one pro tion 
shall not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition; nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 
tion to strike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. pending a 
motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be 
inserted shall each be regarded tor the purpose of amendment as a question; 
and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 


If I understand this rule, it conforms to what I have always under- 


stood to be the general parliamentary law, that when 2 motion toamend 
is made and is decided the same motion can not be made again, but a 
motion embracing more or a motion embracing less may be made. It 
seems to me that the rule covers the case before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance not- 
withstanding the point of order? The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ment is before the Senate, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] being 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for a 
moment to make a statement in regard to the attitude of this particular 
amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that there is a division in committee as 
to the propriety of making this amendment. A majority of the mem- 
bers were in favor of the amendment and a minority were in favor of 
retaining the House provision, 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, in regard to the statement of the 
Senator from Ohio, for whose opinion I have always great regard, I ask 
the attention of theSenate to the section referred toby him. I think 
the Senator is unquestionably mistaken, I know the parties most 
deeply interested in this matter put no such construction on section 
24. I was under the impression, when the Senator from Ohio inter- 
rupted me, that he referred to some other section. I think an analyt- 
ical examination of this section will show that he is unquestionably 
wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the only provision I know of which re- 
lates to the rebate of duty on articles used in manufacture or produc- 
tion. 

Mr. VEST. I think it is beyond question—I will not say beyond 
question, but undoubtedly the weight of authority would be against 
the construction put upon it by the Senator from Ohio. The section 
reads in this way: 

Src, 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 


equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of 
such duties, 


Now, I call attention to the fact that it is not a manufacture. Itis 
simply a process for the preservation of an article which is already in 
existence and to which there js nothing to be added. It simply pre- 
serves. The section continues: 


Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from domestic 
materials— 


Which is not the case here at all— 


the imported materials, or the parts of the articles made from such materials 
shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantity or measure thereof 
may be ascertained: And provided further, That the drawback on any article 
allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein provided. 
That the imported materials used in the manufacture or production of articles 
entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall in all cases where 
drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be identified, the quan- 
tity of such materials used and the amount of duties paid thereon shall be ascer- 
tained, the facts of the manufacture or production of such articles in the United 
States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the drawback 
due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, etc. 


Now, it is manifest without any a ent that salt can not be iden- 
tified. It is out of the very nature of the ease that it should be, and 
I take it that it will hardly be contended seriously, after examination, 
that this clause was ever intended to apply to the case that is now 
pending before the Senate. It can not be carried out, and I do not 
think that such was ever the intention of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not care to raise a question which it may not 
be necessary to raise, but the argument for retaining this proviso isa 
very simple one, and the Senate can decide it in less time we can 
discuss the general clause as to whether it embraces this article. The 
idea of retaining this ponio is that according to the fashion or at least 
according to the idea heldin foreign countries it was thought that no 
pork could be really merchantable unless it was eured by a certain 
kind of salt. Whether that be true or not, and whether the American 
saltis not sufficient to the purpose, is not a question to be raised. Ifthe 
market demands a particular kind of salt for curing meats, it is but 
right that that salt should be used, although the ‘American salt may 
be just as good, and therefore this provision no doubt was inserted by 
the House, and I think it is pow the law. 

Mr. VEST. The Jaw of 1883? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Therefore I donotsee myself any objection to re- 
taining it where it is. But there was a difference of opinion, as has 
been said, about it. It is said now and insisted upon by the American 
salt producers that their salt is just as good as any English salt or any 
other kind of salt, and that therefore there is no reason for such a pro- 
vision as this. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those who export these meats say that they are re- 
quired, in order to find a market abroad, to use imported sait, and 
therefore whatever may be the fact with reference to the quality of the 
salt, it is certainly true that foreign salt has to be used in order to get 
our meats into foreign markets. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Because they think abroad that their salt is better; 
I do not know what else. That is their claim. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio states the whole case when he 
says that the American producers of salt, in New Vork especially, 
think that their salt is as good as English salt, and they want such legis- 
lation as will compel the meat exporters of the United States to use 
their commodity. That is just exactly the thing in this whole tariff 
scheme to which I object. It is the use of the legislation of the United 
States for classes, withont regard to the gencral interest of the con- 

- sumers throughout the country. We have it in every clause almost of 
this bill, certainly in every important clause in it; and here comes a 
class of people, and we have had a conspicuous example of it lately in 
Congress without referring to the particular bill, who want you to eat 
a certain thing because they make it and they are making money out 
of it, and come in, after they have failed to get a State law, to get Con- 
gress, which is the omnium gatherum of all the crankism in the entire 
country, to give them one, and say, Now give us an act of Congress, 
and make the people eat what we produce and shut all others out of the 
market; do not Jet a man say whether he thinks it is healthy or not; 
do not let him say whether it shall go into his stomach, but make 
him take what we make, cram it down him, and put his money in our 
pockets.” That is what this Governmentis made for according to the 
new idoa of things ! 

If the construction of the Senator from Ohio is correct, why is it 
not applied to fish? If meat is a manufactured article, why is not fish 
a manufactured article, and why is not the whole of this paragraph 
struck out here? Why do the committee retain the provision in re- 
gard to fish, making a discrimination in favor of the Atlantic seaboard, 
and strike out all existing legislation in favor of my constituents and 
the meat exporters of the West? 

I do not care to say anything generally upon the question of salt. 
I had supposed that the public sentiment of the country was in favor 
of putting salt upon the free-list, and all the distinguished Senators 
upon the other side hare at one time or another voted in favor of put- 
ting it on the free-list. In 1871 my friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
distinguished himself in a very eloquent speech, in which he compared 
the salt trust of Onondaga County, New York, to the most odious 
monopoly that ever existed from the time of the Tudors, and he was 
supported by the Senator from Connecticut, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and others. I have got the list here, but I do not propose to 
read it to show any inconsistencies, because I think they haye a per- 
tect right to change their opinion with changed conditions. But if 
they retain the same opinion, it seems to me they should say so; and 
I could read from speeches which furnish the most admirable arguments 
for the position I still hold, that salt should be put upon the free-list. 
They ought to be consistent, and vote with us now to put the whole 
commodity there. 

Ido not know—because I shall say nothing here of which I have not 
sufficient evidence to create moral conviction—I do not know whether 
there is n salt trust in the United States to-day or not. I know there 
was oue. I have beforeme an article from the New York Times, which 
created considerable excitement at the time it was published, giving 
all the particulars of the creation of a salt trust to corner the product 
of the whole world. That was in 1888. It is headed The Salt 
Union, Limited.“ It goes on to state that the great honse of Morton, 
Rose & Co.—Sir John Rose and Mr. Levi P. Morton—are at the head of 
what is called the Salt Union in Great Britain, and a large folio pros- 
pectus sets forth in detail the plans and objects. It is published in 
London, under date of October 8, 1888, and reads as follows: 

The share list will close on or before Friday, October 12. 

Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co. are authorized to invite applications for the 
shares and debentures of the Salt Union, limited, incorporated under the com- 
panies’ acts, 1862 to 1888. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Missouri is 
reading a statement to show that there is a salt trust in England? 

Mr. VEST. I am going on, if the Senator would just possess his 
soul in patience for a minute, to show that this was followed by the 
application of this same scheme to the United States after the Novem- 
ber election in 1888, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have understood the Senator to declare several 
times that there was no such thing as a salt trust or any kind of a trust 
in England, and could not be. 

Mr. VEST. I repeat every word Isaid in regard to trusts, I said 
that trusts did not exist in England, or if they did exist they could not 
be maintained in one case out of a thousand because of the enormous 
amount of capital that was required to corner the product of the whole 
world. It was undertaken in this case to corner the produce of the 
world with a capital ot $25,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question if he 
will allow me to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Is not the Senator aware that there is a steel-rail 
trust in Great Britain that includes all the manufacturers of Great 
Britain, all the manufacturers of Belgium, and all the manufacturers 
of Germany except one concern? 

Mr. VEST. There was such a combination or such a trust. 


Mr. TELLER, There is now, is there not? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know. 

Mr. TELLER. Has the Senator any information that it is broken 
up? 

Mr. VEST. g have heard that it was. I saw a statement in a paper 
that it was, but I do not know as to that. But in regard to the salt 
trust I know it did exist, and I know it extended to the United States. 
I do not propose to read the whole of this article, but the object of the 
trust was set forth in these words: f 

The scope of this gigantic corporation is not limited to Great Britain. In the 
articles of incorporation it is declared as among the objects— 

To ptirchuse or otherwise acquire, take over, and amalgamate all or any salt 
mings; works, lands, or undertakings, whether in the United Kingdom or else- 

Toenterinto any arrangement with any Government or authorities, supreme, 
municipal, local, or otherwise, and to obtain from any such Government or an- 
thority all rights, concessions, and privileges which may seem conducive to 
the company’s objects or any of them. 

And the shares were placed with great rapidity at a premium of £5 
10s. on £10 shares, and it was a success unquestionably for a time, 
whether it exists nowornot. It was then extended, after the election, 
to the United States, and I hold in my hand an extract from an inter- 
view with Mr. Thurber, published in the New York Times and in the 
World, in which he says— 

That Mr. Burger was an agent for the Eureka Salt Sony raed which handled 
Higgin's salt in this country. As Thurber, Whyland & Co. had dealt in this 
salt, somebody must have figured it out that Burger represented the firm. 

He then went on to say that the trust was made for the purpose of 
controlling prices in this country in order that there might not be ruin- 
ous competition. Whether that trust exists to-day or not I am unable 
to say. In a debate not long since had in another branch of Congress 
it was asserted by a large salt manufacturer, a member of that body 
from Michigan, that he was able to compete with foreign salt on the 
Atlantic seaboard and he wanted no duty upon his commodity; and 
whether this duty be large or small, even if it be infinitesimal, as a 
matter of principle it should not be retained upon that great necessary 
of life. 

But what I rose to notice particularly was the unjust discrimination 
made against the pork-packers and the beef-packers of the United States 
by repealing the law of 1883. We then gave them a rebate when they 
used imported salt in the preparation of their commodities for the for- 
eign market, 

Mr. ALLISON.. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Missouri makes some very re- 
markable statements in reference to a trust. 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HISCOCK. IbegtheSenator’s pardon. 
know that he had the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I voted against putting saltu 
the free-list because the experience in my part of the country is that 
salt is now abont as low in price as can be. In fact, I think it is less 
now than it has ever been before. The salt at the Michigan salt works 
I understand sells at 42 cents a barrel, including the barrel, which 
makes about 20 cents for 280 pounds of salt. But I oppose the stri 
out of the provision relating to a drawback for the curing of meals, an 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri that the ph found in 
section 24 of this bill will not apply to salt, although it was hoped that 
in some way it might save salt in case this other proviso should be 
struck out. I hope we shall reach section 24 before the debate on this 
bill is closed, in order that we may by discussion and comparison of 
views ascertain just what that does apply to, when it is ascertained 
whether it is wise legislation, about which I have some doubt myself. 

Mr. President, there are several pork-packing establishments in my 
State which pack meats for the British market, and in every instance 
they are required by their customers to use English salt, and they do 
use English salt. I do not know whether it is better than the best 
quality of Saginaw salt, but the pork-packers say that it enables them 
to give the meat a lighter color, and therefore it is desirable in the 
aket of Great Britain, where the meat is cured with the best Liver- 

l salt. 

PONO hardships can occur to the manufacturers of salt in this country 
from this provision, because the American meat-packer would not use 
English salt hut for this compulsion. The American salt is far cheaper 
than the English salt. I have before me letters from two pork-packers 
in my State who use English salt largely and American salt as well. 
American salt now costs in the city of Chicago $4.50 a ton. The best 
Michigan salt, which is used by these pork-packers in packing meat 
for the American market, costs $4.50 a ton, The English salt in the 
same market, without duty, costs $8.57 per net ton of 2,000 pounds. 
Thusin the Chicago market the American salt is to-day about one-half 
the price of the English salt without any respect to the duty. 

So it seems to me, in view of the fact that this is a very important 
industry, and in view of the fact also that these pork-packers would 
not use English salt but for the necessity of using it to secure the Eng- 
lish market, that this provisio as inserted by the House, which is the 
present law, should be retained. 

I may say also in this connection that there is a constant diminu- 


I apologize. I did not 
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tion of the amount of salt imported into this country. The American 
producers of salt seem to be in a situation to successfully have the 
American market even at the low prices I have named. I see by re- 
ferring to the tables, which I will not quote from, that there is a con- 
stant diminution in the amount of salt imported since 1880. 

Mr. HISCOCK., Mr. Presidgnt, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
made some assertions, as I understood him, with reference to a salt 
trust, that at least were very surprising to me. I live in one of the salt 
centers. I assert that there was an English trust in salt, and its object 
was to put up the price of salt, to control the market, and I assert 
that they attempted to extend that combination to this country and ab- 
solutely failed. Certain of the American producers were in favor of it, 
others were against it; and I know whereof I speak on that question, 
and except for the position of the American producers to-day we should 
havc an English trust controlling the salt product of the United States. 

Our salt has reached a point where it is nearly as cheap as earth and 
I believe of us good quality as any of the salt that is produced else- 
where for the purpose of curing meat. It is the competition that is 
maintained in this country which holds it down to the preseut price. 
Lask the Senator from Michigan the price of salt now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Fifty cents a barrel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Fifty cents a barrel of 280 pounds, - 

Mr. McMILLAN. And that includes the barrel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And that includes the barrel; and that is worth 
how much ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. From 15 to 20 cents. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Fifteen to 20 cents, and thatis the great hardship 
that is im upon the people of the United States! Within ten 
years salt depreciated in price at least 50 per cent. Ten years ago 
it was a dollar a barrel. 

Referring to the price that I gave in respect to salt, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says that with 280 pounds to the barrel the re- 
sult is that the cost is about 10 pounds for a cent. In my judgment, 
in view of the quality of salt that is now manufactured in the United 
States, and the fact that it is necessary that the present position of the 
American manufacture should be maintained to prevent a salt trust 
originating on the other side, it would be eminently just and wise to 
encourage this industry, and so the amendment should be adopted. 

When we come to consider the provision in reference to drawbacks 
on foreign materials which are used in manufactures, the provision, 
which has been referred to by the Senator from Ohio, if it is thought 
wise to enlarge, it will be done, but it is extremely proper that any 
drawback which is to be allowed should be provided for in that provision 
upon a general policy which is to extend to and cover all articles which 
we import. 

Mr. VEST rose. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator from Missouri desire the floor? 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to state to the Senator that I made no 
charge that a salt trust in the United States is now existing. I repeat 
what I said before, that the English syndicate, which the Senator him- 
self says was complete, sent an agent to this country, a Mr. Burger, 
who was successful toa large degree both in Michigan and in New 
York in inducing the salt manufacturers to go into the trust. I have 
before me now dispatches 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have this to add, that the attempted combina- 
tion was abandoned; that he was not successful in New York; Iam 
not prepared to speak for Michigan. A very small proportion indeed 
of the manufacturers of salt in New York were willing to go into that 
combination. I may add asa contribution to the literature and the 
knowledge upon this subject that it is utterly impossible to cover the 
production of salt by any syndicate or by any combination. In the 
county of Onondaga, in which the Syracuse salt springs are situated, 
within the last four or five years, at a distance of some 23 or 24 miles 
south of what was supposed to be the salt deposit, or at least the point 
at which the salt-brine was pumped up, they have sunk shafts or wells 
to a considerable distance and struck solid rock-salt some 24 feet or 
more deep, and are now taking brine therefrom into the city of Syra- 
cuse for use in the manufacture of soda-ash; and we believe for use 
there is no limit to that immense field of salt in that county. 

They might succeed in forming a syndicate here in the United States 
that would include the present salt manufacturers, and it would sim- 
ply require the expenditure of sufficient money to sink another well 
on the part of some capitalist, and he would go into the manufacture 
of salt outside of the syndicate. 

Mr. TELLER. The same is true of Wyoming. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Colorado says the same is true 
of Livingston and Wyoming Counties, and I know that to be so. 

Mr. VEST. There is no question in regard to that, 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I want to add in this connection that the duty 
that has been maintained on salt is the controlling force which has de- 
veloped this salt production all over the United States. Perhaps I 
am too general when I say all over the United States, but in many of 
the areas in which it exists it has been stimulated by protection and 
investigation, and has resulted in these new discoveries and in the 
further developments. 

Mr. VEST. The fall in the price of salt—and I think if it were not 


for taking up the time of the Senate I could prove it mathematically 
almost—has come from the discovery of new salt deposits and compe- 
tition in the United States, and the tariff has had nothing to do withit. 
We should have had the same fall under free-trade absolutely, or under 
an exclusive tariff. I had here, not long since, and have now at my 
residence, a pamphlet from Dr. Engelhart, of New York, in regard to 
salt discoveries recently made in that State. He says they have dis- 
covered there beds of rock-salt, from 40 to 90 feet in thickness, and they 
are practically inexhaustible. I have seen in the western part of Loui- 
siana a salt deposit that would furnish salt for this world and five more 
like it for an illimitable period. I use the word witha due sense of its 
meaning when I say the deposit is simply inexhaustible; there is no 
end toit. We have these same salt deposits all over the world. Eng- 
land has them iu nearly the same abundance that we have. They are 
fonnd in Asia, in Africa, everywhere. They have large salt deposits in 
my own State, and in Kansas, and in Arkansas, and in the Indian 
Territory, and in Texas, and all through the West, all through the new 
States. So the supply is inexhaustible. 

Now, why should we shut out foreign salt? We know that the dairy 
interests of the United States require it, and they will buy it, no mat- 
ter what the duty on it is. The idea obtains amongst the dairy people 
that the finer grades of English salt are absolutely necessary for good 
butter. My constituents in Kansas City and St. Louis will have En- 
glish salt for their meats, I do not care what duty you put upon it. 
They are determined to have it, because they have the idea, based 
upon experience, that it is the best salt they can use for their business. 

In to the trust, I do not care to say anything further than 
that if any credibility is to be given to the statements of the men en- 

in fo this trust and extending it, after it was created in 
Great Britain, over the United States, a large number—whether a ma- 
jority or not I am not prepared tosay, but a large number—of the salt 
manufacturers of the United States agreed to go into it. I have be- 
fore me a dispatch from Detroit, dated March 18, 1889, stating that the 
salt manufacturers had held a meeting there and a majority had agreed 
to go into the combination: 
The idea is to shut down all works where fuel costs so much that there is 
only a narrow margin of profit, and the profit of each district to be regulated by 


the area it can control, being, of course, regulated by freight rates. Mr. 
Burger is now in Saginaw— 


That was this English agent— 


and the details of the trust, or syndicate as it is called, as 
“trust,” are vere arranged, The entire salt-producing territory o 
will be included in the trust, which is said to have a capital of 825 000,000. The 
advance in price of the commodity, under the manipulation of the trust, will 
be about 5 cents a barrel at the outset in the Michigan market. 


That was published in the New York Times of March 19, 1889, and 
the New York World of March 21, 1889, has an interview with Judge 
Comstock, in which he stated that the trust was being extended over 
this country; and then with Mr. Thurber, who stated: 

We are simply forming an association of capitalists to purchase good salt- 
works, and with improved machinery and with an improved process of manu- 
facture we will turn out a better article at a much less price, We will have a 
capital of $10,000,000, and I am sorry that, as the matter is not yet settled, I can 
not give you the names of the principal men in the association. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corqurrr], however, has 
a publication giving the names of the directors and stockholders and 
the mines they have purchased. I remember very distinet]y—and that 
is all I know personally about it—that in the last Presidential cam- 
paign I went into West Virginia to make some speeches for the Demo- 
cratic party, and I went into the salt country, and I saw there wells 
abandoned. I talked with the people, as is the habit of a public man 
engaged in a canvass, in regard to the cause of there being no further 
manufacture of salt in that country, and they told me invariably, both 
business men and the common farmers in the neighborhood, whoseemed 
to feel it very acutely, that some sort of trust had taken all ihe wells 
in West Virginia and closed them down except one or two; I think one 
was then in operation. Whether those people were entirely mistaken 
or not, I am not, of course, prepared to say, but we.do know {rom sta- 
tistics that the salt product of West Virginia has fallen off largely; that 
the wells have been closed up, and that something was at work, whether 
it was the competition from Michigan or whether it was the operation 
of the trust that has brought about the status of things now existing. 

I will ask merely to put these statements in my remarks to show the 
basis of my opinion upon this question, and I close what I have to say 
with simply repeating what has been so often said by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Vance] when we have been told that the tax was 
so small that no attention should be paid to it, that it fell in such an 
infinitesimal degree upon the people of the United States that nobody 
felt it. Iwill not quote the language of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, who said if it was big enough to steal it was big enough to keep, 
but I will say that if it is worth while to put this tax on the people it 
is worth while to keep it off the people. 8 


The Up referred to are as follows: 

Levi P. Morton, the blican candidate for Vice-President, is at the head 
of the great London ban Co. SirJohn Rose, Mr. 
Morton’s partner in the firm, some days ago died 3 in Scotland, leaving 
the burden of responsibility for the frm's doings upon Mr. Morton alone. 

A large folio prospectus set forth in detail the plans and objects of Mr. Mor- 


referable to 
the country 


ng house of Morton, Rose 


le out of the profits of each year.) Liye Ape — . —f El on appli- 
pore on allotment, December, 1888, an 
£2 on ist January, 1889. 

“After the last payment the 2 may be f into stock, transſerable 


in 12 25 amounts not less than £1) 
sA SIRRA capital is subsoribed by the vendors of 


ut £900,000 of the 
salt 333 and lands.“ 

The scheme contemplated includes nothing less than the combination of all the 
salt-producing industries of Great Britain and other countries into one gigantic 
corporation for the purpose of increasing and maintaining the price of this staple 
necessary of life at figures which, according to the prospectus, will pay the in- 
vestors at least 20 per cent. dividends per annum, 

In the board of directors of this latest scheme of monopoly, the 5 1 
— 0 Thurlow, P. C., stands at the head as chairman. Associated with 
are the heads of several of the largest 1 
England, and the following: Pascoe St. 

Rose & Co.; 8 Corbett, member of Pafilamont; 


jority of 
Fate all the 


roprietors in the Un om, a view to ending tition 
"bich injuriously — 1745 the salt industry, without conferring — equate 
Minch inj on wa pinus 
“2, The properties to be acquired or controlled by the com y are of great 
extent and magnitude. Some ofthe salt firms have been es ished 3 of 


way 
trucks and 9 1 stages, tim „ Warehouses, 
horses, ponies, ve icles, prot pesee re for workmen, rrr ar ra lway and river 
communication, and factories for making most of the articles required in the 
88 : 55 the aggregate property one of the largest and most complete 

the kingdom. 

“3. The following are the firms, companies, and 
Mr. Robert Fowler, Nae 5 ioia — Westm. 


rsons between whom and 
„contracts and terms 


for sale and purchase, leasing, or renting, bave been made. [Here follows 
a list of 64 firms, 8 an 8.1 
Other properties are under offer to th the said Robert Fowler, pees are being 


adjusted, and the offers may become contractsatany moment. In the case oflim- 


3 mpanies, the agreements are subject to formal co n by theshare- 
ders. 

In the article setting forth the inducements to subscribers to shares it is 
Stated that “the hest price of common salt during the Jast ten years has 
been 7s. per ton at the works, the lowest 2s. 3d., the average price about 5s, 6d. 
For East indian salt the highest price has been 13s., free on , the lowest 


6s, 34. In 1872 the price of common salt reached 20s." per ton, and did not ſa ll to 
7s. per ton until 1786. The ee price during the four years 1872, 1873, 1874, 

was over Ils, per ton. The shipments of salt in 1875, when the price was 56. 
per ton more than in 1887, were larker than in 187 In 1883.86 East Indian salt 
was sold at 13s. per ton, free on board, and that price could easily be obtained 
at maintained, or even a higher one, without any detriment to the trade. 

Jt has been long evident to all conversant with the salt trade that the only 
bar to lis great success has been sin ee among its members. During the ie 
terval that associations have e — fortunes have been made. This 

yall the 0 


company, uniting us works, will secure that unity 
which eg a ro F pa will, by preventing reckless competition, secure 


pees for salt which, while most amply paying all the shareholders, will not be 
‘elt burdensome by the purchaser, Few trades in the country are capable of 
being so easily united aud worked, and no trade can earn such good dividends 
without raising prices toa prohibitory or Be peed point. The 2 will 
begin by earning good dividends.” Inatable ofstatistics showing theshipments 
of Cheshire salt tin the ten years from 1578 to 1887 inclusive it a rs that there 
were ex to “United States (North), 1,524,238 tons; Uni States (South), 
711,329 tons,” and that the total exports were 1 10,894 e The shipments to 
the United States, North and South, were greater the home consumption 
of Great Britain and over twice as large as the exports to any other country ex- 
cept the East Indies. 

Phe produce of rock-salt, white salt made from brine, and salt contained in 
pastel te res for making alkali under Solvay’s process, in 1887, amounted to 

ns, 
With these figures for a basis i it is set forth that; “Taking the estimated pro- 


duction of the works ola the company at. 2,000,000 tons per annum, an 
average profit of 5e, per na won d yield annually £500,000. Deducting interest 
on Gobentars stock, £45,000, and end on preference shares, £70,000—total, 


£115,000—would leave £385,000, or cats hed cent. per annum, available for 
reserve fund and dividend upon the share capital.“ 
The entire cost of all the properties acquired and the expenses of organizing 
the 3 are stated at £3,704,519. 
The of this gixantic corporation is not limited to Grent Britain. Inthe 
articles of incorporation it is declared as among the objects: 
To purchase or otherwise acquire, take over, and amalgamate all or any salt 
an works, n or undertakings, whether in the United Kingdom or else- 


Mr. een ‘the shares of this salt monopoly is testified 
to by the fact that they are Levey. w quoted at £5 10s, premium on £10 shares. 


ASALT TRUST ORGANIZED—TO CONTROL THE PRODUCT OF THE WHOLE COUNTRY— 
A COMBINATION WITH A CAPITAL OF $25,000,000 TO SUSTAIN THE MARKET. 
- DETROIT, MıcH., March 18. 

AEAEE AEE TT.... Trust, 
now in process of incubation. 

Northern and Western markets are largely overstocked with salt, there — 
atleast one-fifth as much pendran cing ana wr e pro 

ly the whole country for one-third of 
t tat the works) at the average Live: 
Bs poy year Michigan produced 4,243,264 barrels o! 


waiting for 
3 and it could “iy 


salt, and "ne girder a ect 


77777 the year 1,884,000 barrels. The average 
8 pe 2050 aE plan EAR last year for their product was 58,5 cents 


Pors have 8 times during the past 9 inte crest for the 
t interest for 


urpose of 2 the production and enhancing the price. The 
Block was the M 55 


tion ot a ten Si salt trust, came to Michigan in January and 

with the manufacturers at the annual meeting of the salt 53 

conclusion was reached. Subsequently the president and a member of the 

executive board of the Michigan association visited New . N sven 

the situation, and a proposition was made for the formation of 

for which was the purchase of all plants operated 8 . S 

—5 roduct controlled by the Michigan association and manufactured in con- 
ection with mill plants to be turned over to the national trust at stipulated 

| prices. This proposition was laid before a secret meeting of Michigan manu- 

acturers last week in Saginaw, and the members present voted to go into the 

trust 2 the basis pro d. 


regulated by fret eerie Mr. Burger 

is now in Saginaw, and the dotails of the trust, or syndicate, as it is called, as 

preferable to trust,“ are here: | arranged. The a salt-producing territory 
+} on 8 will be includ: ich is sai: 


manufacture 
reservation has not been profitable for years, on ac- 
count of strong competition at Warsaw and in the Michigan fields, the cost of 
8 the chief drawback. 


utmost secrecy has been observed here among the large com * and 
the individual manufacturers, but it is learned that only a ae oe me ago C. 
H. Burger, who represents the capitalists interested in the trust, both English 


and American, was in pink — to make negotiations; that a secret — of 
the salt: men was held and general consent was obtained by Mr. Burger forthem 
to join or sell out to the syndicate, on the ground or manufacturer would 
be benefited by an increase in prices, It was . Burger's —— 
that the matter should be kept from publication antil! he had made 

arran: ents with the Michigan manufacturers, which seoms to have wood 
completed. The Onondaga reservation salt interests are virtually governed 
by the American Dairy Fine Salt Company and the Onond: Coarse Salt As- 
sociation. J George F. Comstock is the president a 
secretary of bo 8 and it was through Ju Uomsteck that Mr. 
Burger succeeded in gettin; = manufacturers inte: it is said. 

Judge Comstock said to-day: Tou may say that I believe it to be true that 
there are capitalists who profess at least a desire to buy upand consolidate the 
leading salt interests in this city, and that some of these en live in 
land. Some ofthem live in NewYork. Their view, if lam 8 inform: 
is that there are economiesattainable in the wea of these interests which wil 
enable them to make reasonable Fone: out of the business. The 
mean the domestic salt trade in try—has, to my knowledge, Saute los- 
ing trade for several years I 8 on mae KEREN a ar amount of salt-man- 
ufactaring property which I hold under a trust to sell for 25 benefit ofa 58 
number of 1 who are creditors and en of corporati 


will sell it if I can geta fair price. The newspape like aren age ee 
toes lease. Thescheme referred to is notcom Piet. I tis notan Eng! 
trol t 


is contemplated. The control will be in * United States. 

Judge Comstock said further that the story of 3 of stock for the 
dicate was at least double the amount expected to be raised. In his — 5 
$10,000,000 would be nearer correct. The whole amount which he has to sell 
will include a greater of salt interests in this locality, He wasnot able to 
state the figure for which the entire amount was offered, and perhaps would not 
be inclined to tell if he could, 

Was this movement started in the West?” was asked. 

“No. The Michigan fields are only one of the salt interests of the country 
which it is proposed to obtain. the reports it would seem that a satis- 
gop i price has been agreed upon there,” 

“ When was the syndicate formed ?” 

“It is not fully formed yet. An agent of the English capitalists has been in 
this country witha view to ae with New York men. 

“J.G. Wynkoop, secretary of the Salt Spring SolarSalt Company, said that his 
company was outside of the Onondaga Salt Association, to whi most of the 
other companies belonged. He was not fully informed ns to the syndicate. 

It is reported that in the end the Onondaga reservation works will be shut 
down entirely on account of the increased cost of manufacture over other fields.” 

The Thurbers having no longer any mae in prong fn — share in the 
business, Mr. F. B. Thurber stated to a World reporter: e are simply form- 

ng an‘association of capitalists to purchase good salt-works, and with im 
machi and with an improved process of manu ‘we will turn out a 
better cle at a much Jess prias, We will have a capital of $10,000,000, and I 
am sorry that, as the matter is not yet settled, I can not give you the names of 
the principal men in the association.” 

It is noticeable that the prime movers in the American salt trust are Eu- 
glish capitalists,” the Thurbers, leading importers of English salt, and the de- 
caying “fine salt” industry of — — while the one salt manufacturer not 
interested, the Salt Springs Solar Salt Company, re ts the solar salt” 
industry, the only one esis y profitable of late years on the 0 
reservation; also that Mr. Thurber's unctuous disclaimer of the probabil of 
higher prices for sa for sait is 79 at PF epee — the plan — 758 . — 
Barger, the general agent in e ma is proceeding ichigan, 
where an immediate raise is 5 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say a few words. 

In the first place, I want to say, as to the provision referred to here 
by the Senator from Ohio as co: -ring this 3 that ona 
tion of that kind made by a member of the committee I forw. it 
to parties interested in the exportation of salt meats and called their 
attention to it, and they decided that so far as they were concerned it 
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did not meet the ire eyt that they would get no drawback under that 
provision referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 

If this drawback is to be given at all, it ought to be given where this 
pora applies that is proposed to be stricken out by the committee. 

think the proviso ought to be reinstated, because it seems to me clear, if 
we are di in any instance to favor exporters of agricultural prod- 
ucts, we onght to be willing to allow the law to remain as itis. To 
show what I said a moment ago, that it made no difference with the 
home product whether this provision remained in or out, for the rea- 
son that it is a fact, as stated by these people who export, that the 
purchasers in the foreign countries require absolutely the use of the 
foreign salt in curing the meats which our people export, I desire to 
read simply a clause in a letter which I have from a very honorable 
gentleman connected with this business, in which he says: 

The foes eae demands products cured with imported salt and will take 
no other, e exporter would gladly use domestic salt if he could. With a 
rebate he could, as things now are, make more by using the domestic salt if 
the foreign trade would take provisions so cured, but it will not. 

Now that is the declaration of a gentleman connected with a very 
large export business of both cured pork and beef. They have been 
carrying on that trade for a good many years, and tbe assertion is abso- 
lutely that the purchasers in foreign countries will not take the prod- 
uct that they ship to them—cured pork or beef—unless it is cured by 
foreign salt. 

Now, if that is so, it will do no good to our home manufacturers of 
salt to strike that provision out of the bill, because simply the export 
trade would cease unquestionably for the time. Whether inthe fut- 
ure a different state of things might prevail or not Iam not able to 
say, but so it is at present. The export trade demands this foreign 


The question simply is whether we are willing to do anything to cut 
off that trade, or whether we will not stand by the law as it exists, 
and vote against the amendment proposed by the committee, 

So far as this general discussion is concerned, I have always been in 
favor of protection, and in favor of protecting salteven, as I have voted 
at previous sessions as well as at the present; but this is not a ques- 
tion of protecting American salt. It is more a question of protecting 
our American people engaged in the shipment of ourprodncts to foreign 
countries; and it seems to me we ought to be willing to allow the pro- 
vision to stand as it is in the law. 

, Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, I hope that this proposed 
amendment of the Committee on Finance will be adopted. I think 
the Senator from Illinois made avery correct statement just now. that 
this rebate is in the interest of the American packers. I think, sir, 
that is all there is of this proposition. It may be that foreign pur- 
chasers of our beef and pork prefer to have them packed with foreign 
salt. It is undoubtedly true that our salt is just as good as foreign 
salt, but the foreign market may prefer meats packed with foreign 
salt. However, I insist that the statement of theSenator from Illinois 
is absolutely correct, that this proposition to grant a rebate is purely in 
the interest of a dozen or so American packers. The packers do not 
pay one cent more for a steer because they get this rebate. Our peo- 
pe at home get no rebate from the salt which they use in packing their 


f. 

I have here the reports from the custom-housesof St. Lonis, Chicago, 

Boston, and New York, showing the amountof rebate paid to American 

erson foreign salt. They are very voluminous. I merely state the 
fact that I have the statistics here. During the last five years there 
has been paid to a few American packers, whose names you can count 
upon the fin of your two hands, $257,175.97. 

I submit that our American packers have been very successful in the 
pursuit of their business, and if all our consumers of salt who prefer 
to use the foreign salt have to pay this duty upon foreign salt without 
a rebate, I insist that these half-dozen or twenty gentlemen through- 
out the country who ge} the full benefit of this rebate can very well 
afford to leave this $257,000 in the Treasury. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? He gives the sta- 
tistics, as I heard him imperfectly, of the amount of rebate that has 
been allowed to the packers. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Can the Senator give us the amount of imported salt 
in bond that has been used by the fishermen under this legislation? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I have not those figures. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to see them. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Upon the general subject of salt, at the time 
referred to by the Senator from Georgia a short time ago, the price of 
salt in those days was from two and a half to three dollars a barrel. I 
will state that Michigan last year produced 4,500,000 barrels of salt, 
which has been sold at from 48 to 56 cents a barrel, including the bar- 
rel, which cost about 21 cents. The price of salt is certainly not very 
oppressive. The production of salt in Michigan was stimulated by the 
duty which was imposed, and the present low price, I think, is entirely 
due to the enactment of that duty. 

Mr, ALLISON. May I ask the Senator what the price of salt in 
bulk is in Chicago, and what hasit been for the last four or five years? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The price of foreign salt? 


Mr. ALLISON. American salt used by our packers. 

f „ Ido not think the American salt is handled 
n bu 

Mr. ALLISON. I, of course, do not know, but I have before me a 
letter trom an American packer, a packer in my own State, who says 
that he buys salt in bulk in Chicago at $4.50 a ton, used in packing. 
Mex STOCKBRIDGE. It is possibly shipped direct to packers in 

t way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read the letter if necessary. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to say one word in to the 
salt trust, to which the Senator from Missouri has alluded. I know 
very well the penal of our Michigan salt trust, a very distinguished 
Democrat, and a very fine, able business man. I know that he spent 
some time in New York with these foreign parties negotiating with 
regard to a trust, but I also know that, while time was spent in that 
negotiation, no trust was formed embracing our American producers. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President : 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Illinois takes the floor, I 
desire to read a letter received by me from T. M. St. Clair & Co. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the Senator from Iowa excuse me one 
moment? He asked me a question which I was unable to answer. I 
now state upon the authority of a gentleman from the Saginaw salt re- 
gion that bulk salt is sold in Saginaw to packers at about $2.40 a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. In Saginaw? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, At $2.40 a ton, in Saginaw. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isabout10cents a hundred. St. Clair & Co., 
who are large packers for the foreign market in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
state in this letter: 

We would add to what we have previously mentioned that we can buy fine 
American salt for packers’ purposes at $4.50 in Chicago, in bulk, per ton, En- 
glish saltis at present costing us 25s. in Liverpool; freight to Chicago, l4s., mak- 
ing 40s. per Jongton. This makes $8.57 per ton of 2,000 pounds aid down in 
sacks at Chicago. Deduct $1 per ton for sacking, and we have $7.50 per ton in 
bulk without duty, as compared with $4.50 for the American salt. 

I merely read this letter for the Pere: of showing that American 
packers would not use foreign salt if they were not compelled to do 
so in order to meet the demands of the English market. 

I have here a letter from Mr. Burt, which I find among my papers, 
who is a leading manufacturer of salt in Michigan, and, I suppose, well 
known to gentlemen on the other side. He is a very prominent Dem- 
ocrat. Hestates in this letter, which I shall not read, that the American 
saltis as good as the English salt, but the English eren agents 
require the meat to be packed in foreign salt, thus forcing the packers 
to use imported salt to a certain extent. I merely show that this isa 
recognized fact among the producers of salt as well as the packers of 
the United States. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me simply to make a sug- 
gestion which will throw some light on the inquiry made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, I think, in reference to the amount of salt used 
for curing fish? I havea tablein my hand which states that the total 
imports and withdrawals for consumption, curing fish, amount to 105,- 
502,527 pounds, the value of which is given at $106,955.88. I thought 
perhaps it might be a partial answer to the inquiry made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

I desire to add that it is not a question of preference on the part of 
these exporters of cured meats at all. Itis a question of necessity. I 
have information from gentlemen engaged in the business that they 
would prefer touse the American salt, because they can get it cheaper, 
but as a matter of fact they are in this trade and do not want to lose 
it, and they do not wish the Congress of the United States to legislate 
in such a way as will cut them off from the foreign trade. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I can not consent to depart from 
the consideration of this paragraph without a single word with respect 
to the very peculiar position taken by my friend from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON], and it gives the very best possible illustration of the doctrine 
of protection gone to seed. When you come to compare the Senator's 
vote in favor of a protective duty on salt with his argument or state- 
ment showing the fact thatit is absolutely necessary, for the packing 
of meats in this country for export, that the foreign salt should be pur- 
chased and used for that purpose, notwithstanding it costs double what 
American salt costs, what is the conclusion ? 

Although the protected American salt should stand by the car-load 
at the door of the packing-house, it could not be used even when the 
foreign salt, as he states, costs double the price of the American salt, 
and yet he is willing to impose a duty upon imported salt in order that 
goods packed for the use of the American consumer shall be compelled 
to pay an increased price upon the product by reason of the tax or the 
duty imposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator of course does not want to misstate 
me. He wholly misapprehends what I said. I stated that the for- 
eign consumer insisted upon foreign salt, although the American salt is 
justas good and so recognized, and can be procured for half the amount; 
and the American salt is used wholly in the United States for 
purposes for American consumption. So the statement of the Senator 
from New Jersey as respects my position in that particular is quite er 
roneous. 
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The Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] has stated that 
American salt for packing purposes can be had at $2.40 a ton at Sagi- 
naw. The concurrent testimony is that all packers use American salt 
for American consumption and that it is just as good. We have used 
in the United States 11,000,000 barrels of American salt in the last 
year and less than a million and a half barrels of foreign salt. Soitis 
perfectly apparent that this question of the use of Liverpool salt is an 
English prejudice, it may be, but at least they exclude American salt. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a prejudice you are bound to respect, how- 
ever, in order to make a market for your packed products. 

Mr, ALLISON. Undoubtedly; that is what I said. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me that the Senator's argument 
does not hold together very weil. In the first place, he imposes a duty 
upon salt which, if it has any purpose or meaning at all, is to increase 
the price of salt in this country, and to that extent it increases the cost 
of American meats to the American consumer. Now, we turn to the 
foreign salt, and he says that the American salt is just as good for the 
packing of foreign meats. The facts are against the Senator's proposi- 
tion. The evidence is that we can not sell our meats in any foreign 
market except when packed with foreign salt. Therefore, that dis- 
poses of the whole question. We may use any kind of hypothesis we 
please, if the fact remains, and we are confronted with that fact, we 
shall have to adapt ourselves to the circumstances. We must import 
foreign salt and pay the duty, and such increased price on the Amer- 
ican salt as the duty compels. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, a single word only. Unless we 
propose by this legislation to discriminate against the packers of pork 
and beef for export and in favor of other classes of manufacturers who 
produce goods for export, the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance ought not to be agreed to, for I think it is perfectly clear 
to any Senator who will read the twenty-fourth section that it does 
not cover this case. It willapply, of course, to machinery which is com- 

of separate parts and many other articles, perhaps, which can be 
produced in this country and exported; that is to say, articles so con- 
structed that the different parts may be separated, and it may be de- 
termined what was made from a domestic product and what was made 
from an imported product, 

Now, upon the other question, as to the price of salt in this country 
and the compulsion which rests upon the packers of our pork and beef 
to use imported salt in order to sell their products abroad, I have only 
this to say: The Senator from Iowa has stated that imported salt is 
used by our pork and beef packers simply because of the fact that it 
is demanded by the purchasers of their products abroad, although he 
says that the price of American salt of as good a quality is only one-half 
that of the imported salt. If this be true, and I have no doubt it is, it 
may account for the importation of the foreign salt foruse by our pork 
and beef packers, but no Senator has undertaken to account for the im- 
portation—qnuite a large one, too, as appears from the statistics furnished 
by the Senator from Illinois—by the packers of fish for export. 

I submit to Senators upon the other side that if the effect of the pro- 
tective tariff has been, as they claim, to bring down the price of salt in 
this conntry below the price of the same product of salt abroad, why 
is it that the American fishermen and the packers of fish import for- 
eign salt and use it in packing their articles? This fact can not be ex- 
plained except upon the hypothesis that foreign salt is cheaper without 
the duty than the American salt. When they import the foreign salt 
and use it in curing their fish and export the fish, they receive back, 
under the present law, either 90 or 99 per cent.—under this bill 99 per 
cent.—thus getting, as they understand it at least, their salt cheaper 
than they could buy the American salt. 

Mr. President, I deny absolutely that the reduction of the price of 
salt in this country or the reduction of the price of any other article 
has been brought about by the imposition of protective duties. Ithas 
been brought about, as was stated by the Senator from Missouri, by 
the discovery of new sources of supply, by the employment of new 
processes, Why, sir, in the State of New York, where, as the Senator 
from that State has already stated, they have discovered a mine of rock- 
salt which can be taken out simply by quarrying, like stone, out of 
the earth; and at other places in the State of New York where the 
water belongs to the State, and every man has a right to use it by pay- 
ing a small royalty, the salt is actually made in tanks by evaporation 
from the heat of the sun, with no considerable manual labor. 

The salt deposit in the State of Louisiana had been alluded to, where 
nothing is to be done except quarrying, and I believe the product is 
98 or 99 per cent. pure salt. Inthe State of Michigan, which, as every- 
body knows, is a great lumber-manufacturing State, the general rule is 
that the salt-works are carried on in connection with the saw-mills, and 
the cost of the production of salt is greatly reduced by the use of slabs 
and sawdust as fuel, materials which otherwise would be entirely 
wasted. 

It is these things, the discovery of new processes, the discovery of 
new sources of supply, the utilization of this waste material in Michi- 
gan, the evaporation of the water by the heat of the sun in the State 
New York, and many other causes which have brought down the price 
of salt here, and not a protective tariff. 

But, Mr. President, suppose the protective tariff had brought it 
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down, suppose the protective tariff had reduced the price of pig- iron 
steel rails, and many other articles which I might mention, as claimed 
by our friends upon the other side; how much have the people of this 
country paid for it, and when are they to receive the dividends upon 
the money which they have paid in the form of increased prices for 
these products? It is estimated by Mr. David A. Wells, Edward At- 
kinson, and Mr. A. B. Faquahar, three accomplished statisticians who 
have given this subject patient and thorongh investigation, that the 
people of this country have been paying from fifty to eighty million 
dollars per annum more for pig-iron alone by reason of your tariffthan 
they would have been compelled to pay without it. It can be shown 
by the authentic list of prices that we have paid during the last twelve 
or fifteen years between two and three hundred million dollars more 
for steel rails than they were selling for abroad, and still they are not 
down to the foreign price. Although we have paid from fifty to eighty 
million dollars more for pig-iron, that is not yet down to the foreign 
rice, 
P Everybody can see that in order to reimburse the people for the 
money which they have expended on account of the increased prices, 
these products must not only fall hereafter and remain for all time 
to come at the foreign price, but they must go below it so the people 
can receive some dividends upon the money which they have invested. 
They cau receive those dividends in no other way than by a reduc- 
tion in the prices of the goods which they are compelled to buy and use. 
Undoubtedly, the imposition of this duty upon salt in the first in- 
stance was to increase its price, and I think it can scarcely be denied 
that its maintenance now is at least to keep up the price at the present 
figure. How long, then, I say, before our people—assuming, for the 
sake of argument, that the price has been somewhat reduced by the 
protective tariff—are to get back again, by reason of reduced prices 
below the foreign price, the extra money they have paid? This isa 
feature which our friends upon the other side never seem to consider. 
It shows that the people made a bad contract, Mr. President, when 
they went into partnership with the producers of these articles to pay 
them increased prices for their products upon their promise that here- 
after they would reduce them. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, to hear the Senator from Kentucky 
one would suppose that the price of salt was alarming. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky know the price of a barrel of salt at the great salt- 
producing points of the United States? The cost of a barrel to put the 
salt in is from 18 to 20 cents. That is labor, at least, practically all 
labor. The price of the salt is about 30 cents. Salt has been selling 
at various points in the United States where it was produced, with the 
barrel included, at from 47% to 55 cents for several years. Two hun- 
dred and eighty pounds of salt have been sold to the consumer at re- 
tail for $1 a barrel in nearly all points in the United States. 

A good many years ago, quite early in the history of this en 
we had free salt, and salt went to $4 a barrel, with just as much salt 
in the country as there is now. The truth was that all the American 
manufacturers of salt shut up and then the foreign producers of salt 

ut up the price. r 

Mr. CARLISLE. When was that, Mr. President? 

Mr. TELLER. That was right after the war of 1812. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was not here then. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TELLER. No, the Senator was not here; but the Senator might 
learn something by the study of the history of the country upon these 
questions. 

The Senator from Missouri admitted that there was a salt trust in 
England. I suppose nobody will deny that there is a salt trust in 
England, and there has been a salt trust there for years. I do not su 
pose anybody familiar with the economic conditions of Great Bri 
will deny to-day that nearly every great manufacture there is con- 
trolled by a trust. There are trusts to sell in Great Britain and trusts 
to buy. They have trusts to procure for themselves the raw material 
as cheaply as possible, to prevent competition, and then they have 
trusts in all departments of manufactures for the purpose of creating a 
price to suit themselves. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into any discussion of the 
tariff question, but the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
Missouri are very much disturbed about the price of American steel 
rails. They seem to have forgotten that the stimulus we gave to the 
rail manufacture in this country has lowered the price of rails the world 
over. It was stated before the British Commission in 1885 that devel- 
opment in the steel industry in the United States had exceeded that ot 
anything in the world. That isa fact which everybody who has given 
the slightest attention to these subjects understands. 

Isimply want to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to 
the steel-rail trust as detailed in 1885 before the commission to con- 
sider the cause of depression in British trade, The Senator from Mis- 
souri said that he had seen somewhere in a newspaper that the trust 
had broken up. Ifso, it has broken up within a few months. The 
fact is that it isin fall existence to-day. A witness came before the 
commission and was asked this question: ' 

information with regard to the association which we 


Can you 2 us may 
understand has been formed for the purpose of distributing the orders received 
for the manufacture of rails? 
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He replied: ; 

I had something to do with the origin of that association, and the conduct of 
itsince. It was formed two years ago, at which time steel rails were being sold 
at less than £4 per ton at the works, that price, I believe, being a loss to the 
parties selling them varying from 5s. to 10s.aton. The quantity of rails that 
were req then had fallen off to only about one-third of what it had been 
in previous years; we were all of us working nothing like half time, and when 
ers came in it became a question, is it better to take these orders ata known 
loss or let the works stand and have an indirect loss in that way? The com: 
tition became so keen that we down to less than £4 a ton at the works. 
After some time the makers in nd, all except one firm, agreed to join the 
association, and it was decided to endeavor to associate the Belgians and the 
Germans with us as being the only two countries that exported rails. 


I will say that later France exported some rails and so did Germany 
and so did Austria. I call attention to the way this trust met that 
exportation of rails from countries outside of the association: 

It ended, after taking the figures of three years of the exports from the hres 


countries, that Great Britain kept 66 per cent. of theentire export trade. 
gium had 7 per cent. and Germany 27 per cent. 


Later I believe they changed it and gave Germany more and Great 
Britain less, In fact, he states that right here; I thought it was stated 


senting a certain number of parts out of one hundred parts. 

The effect of this has been that we have gone on for two years dividing the or- 
ders in something like a proper proportion, and wo have maintained a price of 
£4 13s, a ton at the works, it having been, when we began, £4. 


Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. TELLER. I read from the evidence in the report of the royal 
commission appointed to inquite into the depression of trade and in- 
dustry, and I have just read paragraph 2271, the testimony of Mr. L 
T. Smith, December 17, 1885. 

Paragraph 2272, the question is: 

The purchaser has nothing to 8 he, as to what make it shall be, whether 
it shall be Belgian, German, or Bri ? Yes; we do consult the convenience of 
the purchaser to a v: large extent, and we have had no difficulty in iug 
that, because if a phet Gea preferred English rails we should k: that in Eng 
land. and as far as we could we should give it to the company which the pur- 
chaser preferred to deal with, if the position of the works and so on was more 
convenient than thatof others. Wesometimes oes great deal more than our 
proportion, because customers prefer to deal with England, and as we get ahead 
‘we try to influence orders to go to Germany and Belgium to level us down to 
our fair proportion, 


There is a good deal of very interesting testimony in connection with 


this report which I will not take the time of the Senate to read. Mr. 
Dale asks the question: . 
Your association is charging more than they really need to charge for profit? 


We are not charging much profit. 

That is paragraph 2278 Now paragraph 2279: 

What would be the position of a man opening a new firm? The position of 
aman opening a new firm would be, that if he would not join the union we 
anetare to put our price to the point that would prevent other people com- 
ing n 


Into the work. 


The point to which we regulate our price isto minimize competition as much 
as we can. 

2288. The price would have been about £4, then, according to the figure you 
have given? Under the extreme competition that was going on just at the 
we started it was about £4, and we put the price up lo £4 15s., but we have only 
realized about £4 13s., because there have been a good many cases in which we 
have had to compete with France, and one or two cases in which we haye had 
to compete with Austria, and when any firm supplies rails under the standard 
— peice is made up out of the funds of the association. 

é * * * 


. * 


1 

2301. But then, you still have the fact before you that you have willingly sur- 
rendered to Germany, 9 period I have named, 246,000 tons? e have 
willingly surrendered, that is true; but we should have had probably to sur- 
renderan equal 3 had e on competing and to have surrendered 
itata less price. The of work given to the Germans and Belgians in the 
last two years is based upon giving them the share that they took in 1881. 1882, 
and 1833, in competition with us. 


I want to cali attention now to how the competition works: 

2360. With regard to the firms outside the union, are their prices less than those 
in the union or about the same; do they fluctuate in accordance with your 
prices? They fiuctuate to some extent, because when we know that rails are 
required in a district where euch a firm is well situated to supply them, we put 
arsa of our members in a condition to compete, and make up the difference in 

ce. 
Ka s * 


* a * 

2363. Would you kindly say in what way you put the members of 
in a condition to compete? If rails are required in the neighborhood of the 
works of a firm that is outside the association, and we have a firm 50 or 100 miles 
away who could execute the order and whose turn it wasto have the order, and 
whose works required the order, we should allow that firm to quote as nearly 
as possible what we thought would be the price, and if this firm had taken the 

er at 3s., 4s., or Ss, less then ourstandara price we should make up that price 
to them, and in that way the standard price of £4 15s, has been reduced, as I tell 
you, to £3 13s, ; it costs us 2s. all aroun 


That is all I desire to read on that point; and I will suggest to the 
Senator from Kentucky, who is alarmed abont the price of salt, that it 
is very probable this English salt trust would be quite able to control 

-~ the American market for a few years until the Ameriean salt enter- 
were closed. A 
Mr. President, every nation ought to produce its own salt. It is as 


$ 
the union 


absolutely essential to national existence in time of waras thatitshould 
produce its own gunpowder, or that it should produce its own clothin 
or its own food. The Senator from Kentucky says he does not think 
this system has been the result of a tariff. Possibly not, but at all 
events we puta tariff on salt, and the American consumer in very many 
places is buying salt for less than the tariff price. Yet the Senator as- 
sumes now in the remarks he has just e that the continuance of 
the duty on salt is adding to the price to the American consumer. 

Two years ago I went over this salt subject very carefully. I have 
not the figures before me now, but the expense, the outlay the ordi- 
nary family makes for salt is so absolutely inconsequential that it does 
not pass into the calculation of the head of the family as to its cost, 
unless he is a farmer and uses the salt as a fertilizer. Then, if he is 
near a great center of salt production, like Western New York, like 
Michigan, or points in the extreme West, he can get it so cheap that 
it is practically valueless, I may say, especially when he takes the in- 
ferior product, or what is called the waste product of the salt-works. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that there is practically no labor in 
salt; they just quarryit out. If they quarryit, itislabor. Of every 
barrel of salt more than one-half what it sells for in this country rep- 
resents labor. At least 35 per cent. of the direct cost of the salt in the 
various manufactories is labor. 

Mr, ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Allow me one moment, and I shall not prolong 
the discussion further so far as Iam concerned. I am not alarmed to 
any considerable extent about the price of salt in this country. I have 
coneeded, and cheerfully concede, that the price of salt has fallen very 
greatly in this country, as I think it has all over the world in salt- 
producing countries. My contention simply was that the tariff had 
not reduced the price, and I was responding to the statement made by 
the Senator from Iowa and other Senators on that side in explanation 
of the fact that our pork and beef packers purchase foreign salt. 

My answer to that t was that it did not show that Ameri- 
can salt would be purchased if it were not for this compulsion, because, 
as I said, the packers and exporters of fish, who are under such com- 
pulsion, actually purchase and use the foreign salt, as shown by the 
statistics submitted by the Senator from Illinois. I assume, and think 
it is safe to assume, that the people engaged in that business under- 
stand their own interests, and understand the effect of their own busi- 
ness transactions, and would not purchase the foreign salt in preference 
to the American salt, one being as good as the other, unless they got 
the foreign salt cheaper than the American salt. That was the whole 
of my argument on this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong this debate or 
occupy any more time upon it, but I am very much struck with the 
similarity of the argument that is compelled in the championship of 
privileged classes the world over. The Senator from Colorado, in mak- 
ing an argument in favor of this salt-producing trust or monopoly in 
the United States, does not differ at all from his confréres on the other 
side of the Atlantic. 

I saw a short time ago an extract from an English paper in which 
the writer lashed with his scorn and contempt the argument that had 
been made that the expense of supporting the aristocratic establish- 
ment of that monarchical country was an unjust tax and burden upon 
the people of that country; that the Queen and the lords and the cham- 
berlains and the gentlemen in waiting and the ladies of the bed-chamber 
and the equerries, and all that Old World establishment, were a privi- 
leged class that had no right to impose itself upon the labor of the 
country. 

The paper that was controverting this attack upon this established 
order of things, as I said, treated with scorn the Englishman who could 
for one moment argue against an English institution so old and glori- 
ous and useful to the country, on the score of economy. The ent 
was that it only amounted to a penny or two a head for all the people 
of the United Kingdom to support this great establishment. And here 
we to-day hear the same old argument repeated: Why, it is only an in- 
considerable tax on each man, woman, and child. And the Senator 
dwells upon the cheapness of salt and upon what a great quantity can 
be bought for a very small sum of money. 

Mr. TELLER. I deny that it is a tax at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Wait a moment. It is an inconsiderable tax, says the 
Senator from Colorado, on each man, woman, and child in this coun- 
try; and he holds up to what he thinks deserved contempt the economic 
argument that we should decline to pay this inconsiderable, infinitesi- 
mal per capita tax to support the great salt industry; every country 
should have its own salt and be able to produce its own salt; and there- 
fore should have a privileged class producing that salt, with power 
given it by the legislative branch of the Federal Government to levy a 
tribute, small and infinitesimal as it is, upon all the people of this 
country. I only want to draw attention to the similarity of argument 
that is compelled from the advocates of privilege the world over. Itis 
a small, a very small tax on each one, but aggregated it is a very large 
sum. 

The Senator from Illinois told us just now that the rebate to the 
fishermen of New England of the duty alone upon salt used in packing 
fish, just that one use of the article, amounted to a good deal over 
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$100,000. ‘That is a large sum to take out of the people of the country 
for one use, and that a very limited use comparatively of this article. 

But so it is, Mr. President. Many a mickle makes a muckle,” as 
the Scotch proverb has it, and the beneficiaries of the tariff laws have 
found out long ago that when they want to get the greatest possible 
benefit from a protective tax they must seek the commonest articles of 
universal use and consumption, and a very small tax per capita will 
produce a very large sum for their benefit. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator from Delaware put words in my mouth, 
either purposely or accidentally, that I did not use, when he declined 
to allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. GRAY. I yield now to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, the Senator yields now; but I wanted him to 
yield when he made the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not propose to yield in the middle of a sentence. 

Mr. TELLER. I said nothing about the American consumer pay- 
ing a small tax on salt. He pays no tax on salt. Isaid that in the 

t centers of salt manufacture salt is selling cheaper than the duty 
would be on it if he had it to pay. The Senator may have misunder- 
stood what I said. 

Mr, GRAY. I did not attempt—— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator need not interrupt me now. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not pretend to quote the Senator; I only stated 
his argument. 

Mr. TELLER. I said nothing about a tax at all. The American 
consumer of salt pays no tax whatever, as he does not pay a tax ona 
hundred things, even if the duty is a tax. 

The Senator from Delaware, like all of his confréres on that side, is 
exceedingly sensitive about trusts. They have talked a great deal 
about American trusts, but the moment anybody calls attention to an 
English trast, that moment they seem to think it is a matter pretty 
nearly if not quite a personal offense. 

I am going to put in the Recorp—I am not going to read it unless 
somebody requires that I should—a little of the English opinion on 
this American, McKinley tariff, and it is so nearly alike with the opinion 
of the Senator from Delaware and other Senators on that side that it 
will be very interesting reading to the American people. They tellus 
that their solicitude for the American people is that they do not want 
to see the English pve robbed. The English people say that we are 
going to rob them; that we are stealing their markets; that we are 
going to deprive them of the opportunity of getting rich from the prod- 
ucts of their labor. 

At a public meeting not long since they declared that they had prac- 
tically paid the expense of our Government, including our great war 
debt and all that, and we had levied this tribute upon them. They 
held a public meeting not long ago in Sheffield, and they discussed the 
matter there with a good deal of bitterness. They concluded that the 
only hope they had was from the Democratic party, and they finally 
concluded that there was a fair prospect that the Democratic party 
might get into power; and, if the Democratic party did, then the legis- 
lation would be in such a way that they would be benefited, and not 
the Amerizans. 

I have here extracts from English newspapers which cover just a 
sheet of paper. I do not desire to take up the attention of the Senate, 
but I ask to have it put into the RECORD in connection with my re- 
marks, and I would commend it to the Senators on the other side to 
see what good allies they have on the other side of the water. It is 
possible after they have read this that they may change the tenor of 
their remarks somewhat. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator takes his seat, will he allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL, Would the Senator like to see all trade with Great 
Britain destroyed ? 

Mr, TELLER. I do not propose to destroy trade with Great Britain. 
I have not proposed to destroy any of it, except where we can produce 
articles that Great Britain produces. I believe in encouraging the 
American manufacture and paying the cost of its production to Amer- 
ican labor, and not to English labor in Sheffield, and Lancashire, and 
Birmingham, and other points. , 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow me to inquire further 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not reciprocal trade between two nations advan- 
tageous to both? 

Mr. TELLER. There is more or less reciprocal trade, but it is not 
that any one nation buy of you because you buy of them. They buy 
of you because they can buy cheaper. Great Britain bought of us last 
year a very large amount more than we bought of them. Does any- 
body believe they would have bought of us if they could have bought 
anywhere else cheaper? Trade does not know any sympathy. Trade 
does not know any blood relation either. We might buy of Great 
Britain ever somuch, and if she found that she could get her imported 
products a hundredth part of a cent less by buying somewhere else she 
would buy somewhere else. So do we. We buy where we can buy 
the cheapest when we buy trom abroad, and it is the same here in our 
own domestic competition. Nobody buys of his neighbor and pays an 


advanced price because he is friendly to him. Nobody buys within 
the borders of his own State and pays an increased price over what he 
may get the article for in the borders of another State. 

I repeat, there are no sympathies in trade. It does not make any 
difference whether Great Britain is satisfied with the McKinley tariff 
or not, she will continue to buy of us just as long as she can buy cheaper 
of us than she can buy anywhere else or just as long as our products 
are better than the products of any other country. the Senator 
from Virginia think she is going to cease to buy our cotton and that 
she is going to buy the inferior cotton of India or of any portion of 
Asia? She buys our cotton because it is the superior cotton. She buys 
our wheat when she can buy it cheaper of us than she can of India. 
When she found she could buy it cheaper of India and cheaper of Rus- 
sia than she could of us, she ceased to buy our wheat. She buys our 
meats in the sameway. Ifshecan buy them cheaper thanshe can buy 
Australian meatsshe buys them. Shedoesnot buy them when she can 


get cheaper meats from Australia or South America than she can from us. 


Now, Mr. President, I ask to have a paper put in the RECORD which 


I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


The paper referred to is as follows: 


ENGLAND AROUSED—BRITISH INTERESTS PROTEST AGAINST THE M'KINLEY BILL. 


FFT 
test ust the McKinley ta: „ Was pro! y on o! 
opinion in favor of the poor of 3 ever presented in the economic his- 
tory of the two t n countries. We first present some ex- 
tracts from the Sheffield egraph of July 14: 
- ** Duties so hostile as to be practically prohibitive do more than take away em- 
ployment here. Such duties transfer N to the enemy. They fetch 
out not only the work, but the capital and the ial know! behind the 
work. They are intended to do no less. On the Continent and in the States 
english firms working with English machinery are nearly everywhere. It was 
the high tariffs which drew them and their money and their picked men out of 
ow to compete with and cut 


composing above ground, and they long to have it buried out of sight. 
resent the notion of haying the honorable work of their hands treated 
some infection Ge and pestilence clung to it, 
puy and favor at Washington is not one of give-and-take, 
ey feel that practically pot ores could be more hostile or more pernicious 
by the bitterest malevolence.” 
thus refers to the “auda- 
ditional outrage which the 
by building up herown 


to themselves were iteven d 
Under date of Wednesday, Jul 


16, the same pa; 
cious items of the McKinley 


fM,” and tothe 
United States is going to perpetrate upon Great Britain 


industries: 
Ho far the hostile policy embodied in the customs m of the States has 
been stimul yonder across the Atlantic by non- ce here may be read 


tile supremacy at sea. They believe their Beary heege very e it to 


‘The Continentals see new ee colonies thriving in their midst, and 
they take note that these were founded and are conducted oran lishmen. The 
Americans have recently witnessed the sudden pore under their eyes of gi- 
gantic fron works, Bessemer-steel wo: and ries for the production of 
pianos organs, sewing-machines, and the like for exportation to our n mar- 

ots. They have uaded themselves that n ut ies on 
Welsh tin-plates y can draw almost the entire tin out of Wales into 
their own country.” 


On Tuesday, July 15, 1890, the Sheffield Ind dent published an editorial, 
some of the sentiments in which, when pans the side of the remarks of the 
Sheftield Telegraph, show that the real hope of the British public, so far as the 


tariff is concerned, is not in defeating the tattered theories of free trad 
in the effect of a monster meeting in Sheffield, is not in fair ” and isnot 
in “retaliation.” Wherein, then, does it lie? In the Demooratie party. And 
here it is, from the Independent of vols. 15: 


“Mr. Blaine has come down footed,’ as the saying goes, against the tariff 


bill, and that isa terrible blow for the M. ley as, although the Secre- 
tary of State has no seat in the Congress, be has m regarded as the 
most powerful man in the Ley perre pany: All this is news for Shef- 
field, and a calm and dignified protest may elp the d of the ridiculous 
proposal. But serious talk of ‘retaliation’ would atonce thehigh- 


tarif men, and if resorted to—of which there is, of course, little fear—would es- 
tablish the tariff and alienate the sympathy of the Western States, who to-day 
are as bitterly opposed to the McKinley bill as we are. On the contrary, if we 
do not lose our heads, and the worst comes to the worst, these Western tarm- 
ers will assuredly help to secure the downfall of the Republicans next year, and 
install in their place a Democratic government pledged to a largely reduced 
tariff, running a long way in the direction of free trade.“ 

The Sheffield Telegraph for July 17, 1890, says: Our working classes are not 
helpless as oysters, They recognizein the offender, whose very cuffs are odor- 
ous of lard, pork, and cheese, an ‘individual mostly clothed, fed, and kept 
kept at least in t part - by their custom, and they think they see clearly how 
he can be brought to hissenses. They know some civil fellows—their own near 
of kin or else their colored fellow-subjects—honest, well people, who 
are also in the provision line, whose stocks are! whose 99 — power 
is capable of immediate and limitless extension, and who would be delighted to 
barter or truck their great surpluses of food-stuffs for knives, tools, clothes, 
coal, or machinery. 

“ Why send ninety-odd millions yearly—a sum more than equal to the entire 
government revenues of the greatest of great powers—to the churl on the other 
side of the Atlantic, when next door to him (actually ‘ next door’) there is a dé- 
cent fellow in the provision line who not only keeps a good ol 
good character, and who, with a little encouragement, would cnt oe 
out of our pork orders, and would, in Tete with Australia, New d, 
and India, glut our market with grain? ethical grounds—reasons of mo- 
rality—we ought to transfer our trade to the shop which has a more honorably 
ethical record than Jonathan’s—the shop next door—with Canada on the sign- 


board. 
The Sheffield Telegraph, in its issue of July 14, has the following: 


last in the city of Shefficld, England, to pro- 


T 
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“WHO PAYS IMPORT DUTIES? 


“An American paper not long ago proved very exactly how, when internal 
or other competition exists, the consumer does not pay the duty on imported 
The case of steel rails was selected for illustration. Steel rails at the 
me shipped from Live: I. with freight, insurance and other charges, to New 
York cost $25 a ton. The American duty was $17 a ton. Hence, if the con- 
sumer paid the duty the selling price of steel rails would have been $25 plus $17, 
whereas, as a matter of fact, the selling price was $28. Thus the consumer ben- 
efited by a reasonable price, and the English seller, whose rails had cost $25 
and had to be sold at $23, was 8 to pay $14 of the $17 duty in order to 
do so. It is, therefore, apparent that, where there is competition, whether in 
iron, cutlery, or corn, the consumer does not suffer, while the home producer 
guins by revenue duties,” 
The Manchester Examiner and Times, of Wednesday, July 16, 1890, paya: 
But there is no evidence that the majority of the people of the United States 
wish to injury British industries or that they would be in favor of Spone in- 
tended to have that result.“ This is true. Noone wantsthis result alone. But 
the Examiner and Times in the next sentence says exactly What we do want, 
namely, What they do desire is to improve their own industries.“ This is 
exactly what the McKinley bill was framed to do. Nothing more, nothing less. 


THE GREAT SHEFFIELD MASS MEETING. 


At the mars meeting at Sheffield on July 14, 1890, the honorabie mayor (Alder- 
man Jackson), who made the opening speech, said; “I have been engaged in 
business for the last forty years, and during that time I have seen the markets 
of the United States 88 tting narrower and narrower. At one time 
pretty nearly one-half the workingmen of this country were engaged in manu- 
facturing goods for the United States. To-day a very small proportion indeed 
are engaged in work for that market, and if this ff becomes a law. as there 
is every probability it will, that proportion will diminish greatly, until there 
is very little really of it left. That, T think. is a reason why we should lift u 
our voices and say the time has come for having a little bit of square tal 
with America upon this tariff question.“ 

Mr. Howard Vincent, M. P., in his letter which was read at the meeting, thus 
arrogantly refers to the factthat the United States has papan at the expense 
of England: The United States of America, established really by ourselves, 
peopled by our kindred, have prospered especially at our expense. Now they 
propose to do all they can wholly to exclude British goods, heedless of the fact 
that the English are their best customers. If the prohibitory tariff is enacted 
it will hit us heavily.” 

Another gentleman, Mr. Hobson, took occasion not only to object to the 
American tariff, but to all tariffs. He said: I am not here to speechify either 
upon the subject of fair trade or free trade, upon liberalism or conservatism, 
but Iam here simply to enter a strong protest against the tariff bill that is be- 
fore the Legislature of the United States. And not only against that prohibit- 
ory tarif will I protest, but quite as strongly against the tariff of any other 


country, 

Mr. Liewellyn, wee ofthe Sheffield Labor Association, made a somewhat 
Yigorous speech, in which he makes the extraordinary admission, for a free- 
trader, that the proposed increase in the tariff made by the McKinley bill will 
not come out of the American consumers, but out of the profits of the British 
manufacturer. Said he, “Supposing their bill should pass and British goods 
should continue to find their way into the market, this increased tariff must be 
raised somewhere. Where is it to come from? There are only three sources, 
Either the price of the goods must be raised, and that is altogether out of the 
question, or it must come from the profits of the manufacturers, and they will 
tell you they are quite sure they can not afford it; or, thirdly, it must be pulled 
of men's wages; and you are here to-night to say that you can not stand 
another two and a half, that you are determined you will not stand it, but that 
you will raise your em o protest ust this unfair bill. “I haveh men 
to-day say they would not care if the bill did pass and there were even higher 
tariffs. But who are they that sayso? Men who have got their bread but- 
tered; men who have made for themselves fortunes. I have not heard a work- 
ingman sayso. Protests have been made over in America against this bill from 
the jobbing hardware men, an association that represents $35,000,000. Our mest- 
in night and our protest is going to helpand 1 their hands, and itis 
going to 18 SE OAR TO ONI O . Iam not sure, my- 
— all, that the bill will pass, At any rate, we will do our best to pre- 
vent it. ` 

RETALIATION THREATENED. 


A dispatch from London, dated August 16, says: English as well as Irish 
manufacturers and workingmen continue to be stirred up abont the McKinley 
bill. Advices from Germany state that a number of Saxon and Thuringian 
manufacturers are about to transfer their entire establishments to the United 
States, and their example will be followed by several British houses, so far, at 
least, as establishing branches in that country is concerned. On the other hand 
the movement in favor of retaliating is gaining 1 both in England and 
on the Continent. Popular sentiment in Great Britain, France, and Germany 
loudly demands discrimination against the United States, and Lord Salisbury's 
Government is inclined to regard the proposition with favor. Nothin „ of 
course, can be done until the next session of Parliament, but meantime th 
will be made as uncomfortable as possible for American exporters, especially 
of food products, by methods Britishers are expert in. Quite possibly another 
pork disease may be discovered, imported cattle will develop an astonishing 
amount of pleuro-pneumonia, and American manufacturers, who have man- 
aged to obtain a market in Great Britain, will find the merchandise marks act, 
recently enacted, of considerable injury to their trade.“ 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I understand from the argument 
made by our friends on the other side that they think that this duty 
of 8 cents a hundred pounds on salt goes directly to the producer, to 
the manufacturer of salt. A barrel of salt is sold for about 48 cents, 
I am told by those who know something about that business, and the 
barrel costs about 20 cents. That makes about 28 cents for the saltin 
the barrel. That is to say, at 230 pounds to the barrel, the salt costs 
10 cents a hundred pounds. ‘The producer sells a hundred pounds for 
10 cents. The duty on that is 8 cents. I understand, then, that if we 
should abolish this duty the consumer would be able to buy his salt 
for 2 eents a hundred pounds, That is the argument exactly, if I un- 
derstand it. 

Does any human being suppose that the people who produce salt in 
Michigan would be able to sell it for 2 cents a hundred pounds? No- 
body in the world could sell it for that. Their argument is that the 8 
cents on a hundred pounds raises the price of salt just that much. 
Sup the duty was 10 cents, the tariff being 10, their argument 
would be then that taking off the duty would give us the salt for 
nothing, and if it were 12 cents, taking it off would compel the producer 
to give us 2 cents a hundred pounds to take salt away. 
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As to this matter of international trade, which some of our friends 
are anxious to maintain, it will maintain itself if there is any necessity 
for it. That is their doctrine. That is the free-traders’ doctrine: 
Let the world alone; keep your hands off; do not try to protect your 
own people; let everything run, every man for himself and the devil 
take the hindmost.” It is a very cruel, hard-hearted doctrine, and no 
decent government really believes in it. There is no more paternal, pro- 
tective governmentin the world than that of Great Britain, as can be 
easily shown by any one who examines their system of taxation and 
protection. They will tax the manufacturer upon, say, 20 acres, and 
say nothing about his buildings, and their ships pay no tax atall unless 
they are shown to have earned an income. 

We buy infinitely more of China than we send her, but the account 
settles itself. We need not think we have got to get up some sort of 
excuse for carrying something in a ship over to China to pay for the 
tea. We pay for it in drafts on London. If we send a cargo of goods 
there to pay for tea, well and good; but, if not, our draft on London 
answers the purpose, and the further course of the transaction need 
not concern us. 

So it will be with all nations. I can imagine circumstances in which 
we might have nothing to send abroad and might not have anything to 
buy from abroad. Wherever trade is necessary to the welfare of man- 
kind, if another nation has what we want and we have what they 
want, then by all means facilitate that intercourse by all methods in 
your power; but if there be any way by which we can dispense with 
the carrying of those tive products one way 3,000 miles and the 
vee way 3,000 miles, dispense with it, and you are both the richer 
or it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, to strike out from 
paragraph 307 the proviso. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
noes have it. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. This vote is upon the amendment of the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out the proviso in paragraph 307. A votein the nega- 
tive lets the proviso remain in the ph, 

ee CULLOM. A negative vote is against the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A negative vote will allow the pro- 
viso to stand in the paragraph. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the proviso. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with theSen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. It he were present, Ishould 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], and will withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with tha 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. = 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE], but on this question 
I shall try to make an exchange of the pair. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr, WALTHALL’s name was called), The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is necessarily absent, and is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
PADDOCK], unless he is present and voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am paired with him. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I wish to state 
that Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], but 
I have taken the liberty to vote, having transferred my pair to the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], so as to permit the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] also to vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I vote “yea,” 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


Harris]. > 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—15. 
Allen, Evarts, Hiscock, Quay, 
Dawes, Hale. Hoar, raed hee 
Dixon, Hawley, MoMillan, Stockbridge. 
Dolph, Higgins, Power, 
NAYS—31. 
Allison, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
ur, Edmunds, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bate, 8 1 vo 
Berry, ibson, organ, es 
Cockrell, Gray, t, Washburn, 
Coke, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, I Pugh. Wilson of Md. 
Callom, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
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ABSENT—38. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Manderson, uire, 
Blackburn, vis, Moody, Stanford, 
Blair, Eustis Morrill, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Paddock, Turpie, 
Brown, ‘rye, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, rge, Payne, Voorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Cameron, ý Wolcott. 
Carlisle, Hearst, Sanders, 
Casey, Kenna, Spooner, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ceed, 

The Secretary read paragraph 308. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed to amend the paragraph, on page 67, line 1, by inserting, before 
the word two, the words without further process ot manufacture;’’ 
so as to read: 5 

908. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, 
fit for use as starch without further process of manufacture, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The committee, upon further investigation, are sat- 

- isfied that this amendment should not be made, and I ask that it be 
disagreed to, 

The amendment was rejected. : : 

Paragraph 309 was read, The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 4, after the word ‘‘gum,”’ to strike out 
2 cents” and insert 1 cent;“ so as to make the clause read: 

909, Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum,1 cent per pound, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 310 was read, as follows: 
310. Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents per pound, 


Paragraph 311 was read. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 8, after the word ‘“‘found,”’ to strike out 
“cayenne pepper, 2} cents per pound, unground;“ so as to make the 
clause read: 

311. Spices, ground or powdered, not specially provided for in this act, 4 cents 
per pound; sage, 3 cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 312 was read, as follows: 


312. Vinegar, 7} cents per gallon, The standard for vinegar shall be taken to 
be thatstrength which requires 35 grains of bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 
lounce troy of vinegar. 

Paragraph 313 was read. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page 67, line 21, after the words per cent.,’’ to strike 
out on and insert of; o as make the paragraph read: 

313. There Sane a be allowed — bard wie thr 3 used in N ere 
re of cans, boxes, packages, an a es of tinware exported, either em 
or filled with — products, a drawback Sgun to the duty paid on RA 
. less 1 per cent. of such duty, which shall be retained for the use of the 
Unit tates, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 
SCHEDULE H.—aPIRITS, WIYES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES. 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


314. Ready and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2 per proof-gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the paragraph so as to make the 
duty $3 per proof-gallon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 68, after the word act,“ strike 
out two“ and insert three; so as to read: 

Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other mate- 
rials, and not specially provided for in this act, $3 per proof gallon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. [Putting the question.] By 
the sound, the ‘‘ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. PLUMB, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear the amendment again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that the ‘‘ayes’’ 
appeared to have it. Does the Senator from Kansas desire the yeas and 
nays? 

Nr. PLUMB. No, I do not, if that is the result of the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to. 

Paragraph 315 was read. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on 68, line 10, after the word gallons, to strike out 
‘tor in bottles of less capacity than 1 quart;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


315. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as at least one proofgalion ; and the standard for determining the proof of brand 
and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall be the same as that whi: 
is defined in the laws relating to internal revenue; but any brandy or other 
spirituous liquors, ree (oti in casks of Jess capacity than 14 gallons shall be 
forfeited to the United States: Provided, Thatit be lawful for the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in his discretion, to authorize the ascertainment of the proof of 
wines, cordials, or other liquors, by distillation or otherwise, in case where it is 
833 to ascertain such proof by the means prescribed by existing law 
or regula: ns, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Paragraphs 316 and 317 were fead, as follows: 


316. On all bers orgie or preparations of which distilled spirits are a com- 
ponsas part of chief value, notspecially provided for in this act, there shall be 
vied a duty not less than that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

Paragraph 317 wasread. The amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on 68, line 25, after the word other,“ to strike out 
‘‘similar;’’ in line 26, after the word “‘ bitters,” to insert ‘‘ of all kinds; 
and in line 26, after the word ' spirits,” to strike out the words and 
not specially provided for in this act; so as to make the paragraph 
read: 


317. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other spirit- 
uous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, $2 per gallon, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. In order to make a uniform rate, 52, at the top of 
page 69, should be ‘‘$3,’’ and I move that amendment. - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 69, before the word dollars, 
strike out two“ and insert three;“ so as to read: 

Three dollars per proof gallon, 

The amendment was agreed to. " 
Paragraph 318 was read, as follows: 

318. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than tha} fixed by law for the 
description of first proof; but it shall be increasedin 3 ſor any greater 
strength than the strength of the first proof, and all imitations of brandy or spirits 
or wines imported by any names whatever shall be subject to the highest rate 


of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively intended to be represented, 
and in no case less than 81 per gallon. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a dollar a gallon added in the last 


line of the paragraph to make the rate of duty uniform with the rates 
adopted in the preceding paragraphs, It should read, and in no case 


less than $2 per gallon.” 
Mr. PLUMB. It should be 52.“ I move that amendment, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY, In line 13, on page 69, after the word than, 
strike out 51 and insert ‘'$2;” so as to read: 
And in no case less than $2 per gallon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraphs 319 and 320 were read, as follows: 
319. Bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and e for any greater strength than first proof, $1 per gallon. 
nes: 
$20. Champagne and allother sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 


more than 1 quartand more than 1 pint, 87 dozen; con not more than 1 
pint each and more than one-half pint, $3.50 per dozen; containing one-half pint 
each or less, $1.75 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels contai: more 


1 quart each, in addition to $7 per dozen bottles, on the quantity in excess of 1 
quart, at the rate of $2.25 per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 21, on page 69, to increase the duty to 
$10 per dozen, and I also move to increase the other duties in the 
agraphin proportion. Ido not know but that there may be some 
tions necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON, No; 85“ in line 23. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it 510 per dozen in line 21, and 
in line 23 85 per dozen.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And 52. 50“ in line 24. 

Mr. PLU MB. Two dollars and fifty cents“ in line 24. 

Mr. ALLISON. And 510“ in line 1, on page 70. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then on page 70, line 3, the excess 
rate should also be changed to what? 

Mr. ALLISON. I would make that about $3.25. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know but that it would be right to make 
it „810, in line 21, 85 in line 23, and 52. 50 in lines 24 and 25. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In the first line, on page 70, ‘'$7’? needs to be 
changed to $10.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
82.25, in line 3, on page 70? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three dollars. 

Mr. PLUMB, Three dollars? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be treated as 
one question, if there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. Line 21, page 69, after the word pint,’’ strike 
out the word seven“ and insert ten;“ in line 23, after “pint,” 
strike out 83.50 and insert $5;’’ in line 24, after the word less, 
strike out 81.75 and insert ‘' $2.50;’’ in line 1, 70, strike out 
„seven and insert ten;“ and in line 3, after the word of,“ 
strike out $2.25’ and insert $3,” so as to read: 

Wines: 

320. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each not 
more than one quart and more than one pint, $10 dozen; containing not 
more than one pint each and more than one-half fat, $5 per dozen; contain- 
ing one-half pint each or less, $2.50 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels con- 

ning more than one quart each, in addition to $10 per dozen bottles, on the 
quantity in excess of one quart, at the rate of $3 per gallon. 


Mr. 3 The last 83“ should be $3.25 or $3.50, to cor- 


respond. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it $3.25. 
Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if 


What is to he inserted in place of 
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he thinks this amendment will have the effect to stimulate home in- 


Laughter. 
Mr. RICH. I suppose the purpose of the Senator from Kansas 
is to increase the revenue? 


Mr. PLUMB. That is my purpose exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire the opinion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
as to whether this will have the effect to stimulate and increase home 
industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In what respect? 

Mr. BLAIR. In the manufacture of spirituous liquors. 

Mr. PLUMB. That question might better be addressed to the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. New Jersey is said to be the home of the 


American champagne. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to know from the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, then. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The subject is altogether too large. I can not 
do it justice, 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose the subject ought to be called up earlier in 


the morning. [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 70, strike out the word two“ 
and insert the word three; so that it ‘will read: 

Three dollars and twenty-five cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. The I have in offering this amendment is 
because the people who use articles of this kind, which are luxuries, 
can well afford to pay the increased duty, and, therefore, to that ex- 
tent recoup the Treasury for the revenue i will lose by other portions 
of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in order to make this increase sym- 
metrical in the ph preceding (319) the rate should be increased 
from $1 to $2 on bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or com- 
pounded,” ete. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF cee. In line 16, on page 69, paragraph 319, strike 
out one and insert two;““ so that it will read: 


Two dollars per gallon. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
zadig of the bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


821. Still wines, ee ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermouth, in 
casks, 50 cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
to indicate what would be a proper increase in this class of liquor in 
order to correspond with what has been done in the preceding para- 


ph. 
. ALDRICH. That should be 75 cents. 
Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to make the duty 75 cents, instead of 
he cents, In line 5, I move to strike out N ” and insert seventy- 
ve.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. In line 9, I move to make the duty 82. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Two dollars and fifty cents would be the propor- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph has not yet been read. 
The Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

In bottles or jugs, per case of one dozen bottles or jugs, containing each not 
more than 1 quart and more than 1 pint, or twenty-four bottles or jugs con- 
taining each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per case. 

In line 10 the Committee on Finance proposed to strike out “sixty”? 
and insert ‘‘sixty-five;’’ so as to read: 65 cents per case. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to make that ‘‘$2.50 per case. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The reading of the paragraph was continued, as follows: 


And any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall 
be subject to a duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereo! 


The Committee on Finance proposed to strike out the word * five? 
and insert in lieu thereof six and one-half. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make that ten. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, make that ‘‘ten.’’ 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

Subject to a duty of 10 cents per pint, ete, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
line 13, after the word ‘* thereon,’’ to insert: 

But no separate or additional duties shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The remainder of paragraph 321 was read, as follows: 


Provided, That any wines, cordial, or vermouth im 
more than 24 per cent. of alc shall be forfeited to the 


provided further, That there shall be no constructive or other allowance for break- 


leakage, o 8 on wines. ors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wi 
coral, , brandy and other — — liquors imported in bottles or j shal 
and at ck ie mtaining not less than one dozen bottles orjugs in each 
a all such bottles or jugs shall pay an additional duty of 3 cents 
or each bottle or jug. 


The Committee on Finance proposed, in line 3, page 71, after the 
word ugs,“ to insert the words: 

Containing more than 1 pint, and 2 cents each on bottles or jugs containing 1 
pint or less. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, in charge of this bill, to the apparent inconsistency of the para- 
graph just read as compared with paragraph 315, on page 68, the par- 
agraph prohibiting the importation of brandy in jugs or bottles. In 
this ph brandy is included in the articles that may be packed 
in bottles or jugs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Iowa is mistaken about 


that. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
brandy or other spirituous liquors, im capacity than 
14 gallons, akali ke- fortelied to the United Siac i na . 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is only as to casks; it does not refer to brandy 
in bottles. It only refers to casks, 

Mr, ALLISON. Yes, I see. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reading may be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
reading will proceed. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 71, line 6, paragraph 322, after the 
word ‘‘gallon,’’ the Committee on Finance propose to insert the words: 

But no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs. 

So that the paragraph shall read: 

322. Ale, porter, and beer, in bot n, but n 
sate ox additions! duty shail be asncesed on the DOLUA pr fees; DUOEN ISS TIRA 
in bott les or jugs, 290 cents per gallon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out the word ji thirty-five: in line 
6, and insert “‘sixty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, page 71, strike ont “thirty-five ’’ 
and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to read, 60 cents per gallon.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 8, page 71, after the word j 
to strike out twenty“ and insert ‘‘ forty. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF Cr ERK, In line 8, page 71,strike out the word twenty 
and insert ‘‘forty.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I will change that and make it thirty-ſive.“ I 
think that will be sufficient. 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to read, 35 cents per gallon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 

323. Malt extract, fuid, in casks, 20 cents per gallon; in Jed or jugs, 40 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 40 per cent. ad valore 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Rhode Jaana what proportion 
that should be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That should now be thirty-five. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty-five and sixty ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it should be the same as the preceding para- 
graphs for similar articles. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert thirty-five” inplace of “twenty ” 
in line 10, „sixty“ in place of forty in line 11, and sixty in 
the place of ** forty?’ in line 12, on page 71. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be reported. 

a CHIEF CLERK. So as to make the paragraph, when amended, 
rea 


323. Malt extract, fluid, in casks, 35 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, 60 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 60 per cent. ad valorem, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, these sev- 
eral amendments can be considered as one amendment, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was 
to strike ont the word sixty,“ in line 16, page 71, paragraph 324, 
and insert in lieu thereof “‘fifty;’? soas to make the paragraph read: 

$24. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juice, not 


It is provided in paragraph 315 that— 


The 


especially provided for in this att, containing not more than 18 per cent. of 
alcohol, 50 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent. of alcohol, $2 


per gallon and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. PLUMB. I inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island what rate 
that should be in order to be proportionate with the other paragraphs. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That should be 75 cents. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it 75 cents. 
par CARLISLE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will be re- 
rted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK. Paragraph 324, in line 16, page 71, strike out 
“sixty” and insert aros ” soas to read: 
324. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juice, not 


specially provided for in this containing not more than r cent, of zlco- 
hol, 75 conte per gallon. am we 8 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, this is a very large increase over 
the present rate of duty upon cherry juice. Cherry juice is now ad- 
mitted at 20 per cent. ad valorem. There are very large importations 
of this article, although they are not shown upon these tables. The 
spe who made up these tables has stated the importations of cherry 

ce either ander paragraph 288 or 289, both of which relate to fruits. 
* 288 8 


Comfits, s , and fruits preserved in sugar, si . molasses, or spirits, 
= — ari provided for in this act, and jellies of all kinds, S per cent. ad 
orem. 


Paragraph 289 reads: 
Fruits preserved in their own juices, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 


Isay the expert has placed the importations of cherry juice under 
one or the other of these paragraphs, as he himself has informed me. 
So that we have in the table relating to paragraph 324, the one under 
consideration, no statement showing importations of cherry juice, the 
whole of the importation stated here being prune wine, which is quite 
a different article. This, of course, applies only to prune wine and 
cherry juice containing not more than 18 per cent. of aleohol. My in- 
formation is—and I think that is the judgment of the Treasury De- 
partment, or the experts of the Treasury Department—that 18 per 
cent. of alcohol is absolutely n in order to preserve this juice. 
It is not a be It is not an article, either, which competes with 
any article produced in this country. 

1. is e, as I understand, from the German cherry, which has 
some peculiar quality which fits it better for this purpose than any 

we have in this country. There has been quite a impor- 
tation of it. I have a letter here from a gentleman in New York, who 
Says: 
erage importation of ch ice into this for, say, the 
Mian ba has been about 4,000 nary ney Brant . 
160 gallons to the puncheon this would be 640,000 gallons. Of this quantity we 
ourselves im: about 75,000 gallons, and statistics can easily be procured 
ofthe collector of customs at this port, or of the Treasury Department, to prove 
the correctness of these figures. The price of cherry alo al has ofcourse 
varied y, according to supply and demand; we have purchased it as 
low as 30 marks per 100 liters, free on board Hamburg (about 28 cents per gal- 
Jon), and as high as 55 marks per 100 liters (about 51 cents per gallon)— 

It is now proposed by the amendment to make the duty 75 cents per 
gallon— 
and the article may be said to vary in price between these two extremes. 
Cherry juice, while coming under the same class as prune juice (fruit juices), is 
an entirely different article from the prune juice, the Treasury Department 
has several times in its decisions designated it as “the cherry-fruit juice of com- 
merce,” and held it to be dutiable at 20 per cent.— 

Which is the rate stated by the expert here in regard to these preced- 
ing paragraphs to which I have alladed— 
while it claimed that prune juice was a non-enumerated article and recently 
decided that this should pay N per proof-gallon for the alcohol contained and 25 

cent. ad valorem. It sppears to us that the purpose of the Republican mem- 
pezi ina oo heres: Finance Committee to prevent the fraudulent importation 

That is the reason stated here for the imposition of this high rate of 
duty— y 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire of the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I shall be through in a few moments, 

This letter continues : 

It appears to us that the purpose of the Republican members ofthe Senate 
Finance Committee to prevent the fraudulent importation of aleohol "— 

As I have said, that is the reason stated here for this duty— 


is aimed more at this article of prune juice than at cherry juice, which latter is 
fortified with only sufficient alcohol to keep it from fermenting, and if the pro- 
paa new tariff restricts the amount of aleohol that may be contained in same, 

obj of the ublican members of the Finance Committee would be ac- 
complished without requiring any advance in the rate of duty on an article 
not produced in this country to any extent. 

The rate of duty on prune juice (under the decision above referred to) is 
about 45 cents per and the pro advance to 50 cents would not be 
prohibitive, while on cherry juice, as purely a fruit juice, it is now 20 per cent, 
ad valorem, or about 7 to 8 cents per gallon, and such an enormous advance as 
to 50 cents 
use your 
figure. 

It is now proposed to raise the duty to 75 cents per gallon by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
I will find that part of the letter whith states the uses to which it 


is put. Perhaps, however, that is another statement. Here it is: 

It is an article very larxelx used in commerce, being the basis particularly of 
preparations such as cherry brandy, blackberry brandy, cherry bounce, etc, 

It is used, I believe, also in preserving fruits. The writer goes on 
to state that the importations do not interfere with any industry in 
this country, I think it proper to make this statement in order that 
we may know what we are doing when we propose to make the duty 
75 cents when it is now admitted at about 7 or 8 cents a gallon, the 
purpose being, as stated by the committee, to prevent the fraudulent 
importation of alcohol, when the duty fixed will prohibit its impor- 
tation under this clause and throw it under the second clause at $3 per 


r gullon would be prohibitive. We therefore hope that you will 
uable efforts to keep the rate on cherry juice down to a reasonable 


gallon and 25 per cent. ad valorem if it contains more than 18 per 
cent. of alcohol, which isnecessary for the purpose of preservation, as I 
understand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a paragraph similar to this was in- 
serted by the Senate Committee on Finance in the tariff bill of 1888, 
upon the representations of the expertsof the Treasury Department 
that these articles, which were essentially beverages and were used 
for that as the Senator from Kentucky has shown by the state- 
ment which he has just read 

Mr, CARLISLE. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Were being imported, in order to evade duty, as 
fruit juices at 20 per cent. ad valorem. The same duty should belevied 
upon them as upon still wines, as they contain no larger or no smaller 
percentage of alcohol than still wines. They are used for the same 
purpose and should pay the same rate of duty. Any less rate ot duty 
would be an injustice to the producers of still wines, an injustice to the 
revenue, and I hope that this rate which is fixed in this bill upon still 
wines will also be fixed upon cherry juice and the other articles pro- 
vided for in this 1 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not stated that this article of 3 jus 
was used as a beverage. On the contrary, I saidit was not tself 
as a beverage, but that it is the basis of cherry brandy, cherry bounce, 
— inot as hops and barley are used as the basis for the manufacture 
0 r. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certginly, it is one of the materials used in the 
manufacture of these wines in this country, just as corn is used in the 
manufacture of whisky. 

5 M 5 HISCOCK. Anditissimply mixed with alcohol to make cherry 
randy. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Les. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis mixed with it; it does not go througha chem- 
ical change, as in the case of hops or barley. It has not to be malted 
or changed chemically. It is simply a component partot alcohol with 
which to make cherry brandy. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is a component part of brandy, which is of 
itself a beverage after it is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

If containing more than 18 per cent. of alcohol, $2 per gallon and 25 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That should be $3. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to make it $3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is moved to strike out two“ and insert 
“t three; ™ so as to read: 

Three dollars per gallon and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
line 24, page 71, paragraph 325, to strike out the word ‘‘ thirteen ” and 
insert ten;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 

325. Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other similar waters 
in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, containing each not 
more than three-fourths ofa pint, 10 cents per dozen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1, page 72, to strike out twenty- ~ 
six” and insert twenty; so as to read: > 

Containing more than three-fourths of a pint each and not more than 1j pints, 
20 cents p dozen; but no separate or additional duty shall be assessed on the 
bottles; it imported otherwise than in plain green or colored molded or pressed 
glass bottles, or in such bottles containing more than 1{ pints each, 50 cents per 
gallon, and in addition thereto duty shall be collected on the bo or 
coverings, at the rates which would be chargeable thereon if imported empty. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this paragraph reads: 

Ginger ale, ginger beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other similar waters in 
plain or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, eto. 

I move to insert after the word similar,“ in line 21, page 71, the 
word artificial.“ I doso for this reason: The proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and it was also the proposition of the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, is to place natural 
mineral waters on the free-list, and this paragraph is intended to em- 
brace only these artificial waters. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is right. 

Mr. CARLISLE, In order to remove any ambiguity I propose that 
amendment. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, page 71, after the word similar,“ 
insert the word artificial;“ so as to read: 

Other similar artificial waters, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance is to strike out paragraph 338, as follows: 

All effervescent mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters: 
and all artificial mineral waters in green or colored glass bottles, containing not 
more than I pint, 25 cents per dozen bottles. If containing more than 1 pint and 
not more than 1 quart, 50 cents dozen bottles. But no a duty shall 

assessed upon the bottles. If imported otherwise than in plain green or col- 
cored glass bottles or in such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per 
gallon, and in addition thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or other 
soyada at the same rates that would be charged if imported empty or sepa- 
rately. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, under an arrangement with the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, I have consented to ask the 
Senate next to take up Schedule K, wools and woolens. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before doing that, Mr. President, I would like to ask 
the Senator the reason that influences the committee in striking out 
the provision of the House bill with reference to mineral waters, thus 
rejecting the protection that bill gave, as it came from the House, to 
our own patriotic mineral waters. Is there any reason why that in- 
dustry should not be protected as well as any other? 

Mr. ALDRICH. When that question comes up inits regular order 
I shall be very glad to answer it. 

Mr. BLAIR, That is the question now. 

Mr. TELLER. We have passed that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have passed from the consideration of that 


paragraph, and I was just suggesting to the Senate that we now take 


up Schedule K, beginning on page 84. ‘ 

Fur. GRAN. Ar. President, 1 would like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if the effect of striking out paragraph 338 will be to put 
the articles mentioned therein on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; they will be dutiable under another para- 
graph. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As I understand, the effect will be to put the 
natural waters on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I made that statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. How about thé article inclosing the mineral water, the 
bottle or other incasing ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bottle pays a duty. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nothing but the fluid comes in free? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing else, The bottles pay a duty amounting 
to about 18 cents a dozen. When natural waters are reached in the 
free list the whole question will come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
that Schedule I be omitted from consideration for the time being and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Schedule K. Is there 
any objection? The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Schedule K.—Wool and manufactures of wool. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island and 
to the Senate that we might dispense with the reading at the desk of 
the parts of this bill relating to wool itself, because I desire to move 
to strike them out; and in the discussion which will occur I suppose it 
will be referred to. > 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will have to be read once, and it might as well 
be read now as at any time, I suppose. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


357. All wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals shall 
be divided for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged thereon into the 
three following classes. 


Mr, CARLISLE. I suppose the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
insist upon aseparate motion being made for each paragraph, but that 
at the end I may move to strike out the whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the paragraphs must be read once, and I 
su t that they be read now, informaliy. 

Sir. CARLISLE. And then a motion to strike out will be allowed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraphs 358 to 366, inclusive, as follows: 

358. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mest metz, or metis wools, or other 
wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing wools, and wools 
of like character with any of the preceding, including such as have been here- 
tofore usual! eg eye nto the United States from Buenos Ayres, New Zea- 
land, Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Ru Great Britain, Canada, and else- 
where, ane a including all wools not he x described or designated in 
classes 2 an: le 

359. Class 2, that isto say, Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combin 
wools, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English blood, — 
usually known by the terms herein used, and also hair of the camel, goat, 
alpaca, and other like animals. ` 

360. Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Val- 
paraiso, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools 
of likecharacteras have been heretofore usually imported into the United States 
from Turkey, Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools 
hereinafter provided for. 

361. The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be hereafter de- 
posited in the principal custom-houses of the United States, under the authority 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the standards for the classification of 
wools under this and the of the Treasury shall have the authority 
to renew these standards and to make such additions to them from time to time 
as may be required, and he shall cause to be deposited like standards in other 
custom-houses of the United States when they may be needed. 

362, Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture 
of merino or English blood from their present 
standard samples now or hereafter to 


characte: represented by the 
be deposited in the principal custom- 
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houses of the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for duty 
either as class 1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 
363. The duty on wools of the first class which shall be imported 


washed 
shall be twice the amount of the duty to which they would be subjected if — 
ported unwashed; and the duty on wools of the first and second 9 which 
shall be imported scoured shall be three times the duty to which they would 
be subjected if imported unwashed. 

264, Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from 
the sheep without any cleansing; that is, in their natural condition, Washed 
wools shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep’s 
back. Wool washed in any other manner than on the sheep's back shall 
. The 3 the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and 
other like eee shall be 3 in any other than ordinary condi- 
tion, or which changed in its character or condition for the purpose of 
evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt, 
or any other foreign substance, or which had been sorted or increased in yalue 
by the rejection of any part of the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to 
which it would be otherwise subject: Provided, That skirted wools as now im- 
ported are hereby 3 Wools on which a duty is assessed anp apg} to 
three times or more n that which would be assessed if said wool was im- 

rted unwashed, such duty shall not be doubled on account of its being sorted, 

f any bale or package of wool orbair specified in this act imported as of any 
ified class, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any specified 
„Shall contain any wool or hair subject toa higher rate of dut; an the 
class so specified, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the highest rate 
of duty chargeable on wool of the c subject to such higher rate of duty, and 
ifaw Bate or be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, 8 
wool, hair, or other material of any class specified in this act, and such bale 
contain any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other 
material, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the highest rate 
imposed upon any article in said bale or package. 

366. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first class shall be 11 cents per 
pound, and upon all wools or hair of the second class 12 cents per pound, 

The Committee on Finance proposed, in paragraph 367, line 20, to 
strike out the word Russian;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

367. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the 
value whereof shall be 13 cents or less per pound, including charges, the duty 
shall be 32 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 22 of the same paragraph, after the 
word pound,“ to strike out including c 8 

Mr. MOODY. hope the committee will not insist upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes no difference whether the words are left 
out or included. I have no feeling about it one way or the other. If 
the Senator from South Dakota desires to have the amendment rejected, 
it will be perfectly agreeable to the members of the committee, 

Mr. MOODY. And in the next paragraph the same words occur, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report. 

TheSecreTaRy. On page 87, line 22, paragraph 367, the Committee 
on Finance propose to strike out the words including charges;’’ soas 
to make the paragraph read: 

367. On wools of the third class and on camel's hair of the third class the value 
8 shall be 13 cents or less per pound, the duty shall be 32 per cent, ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 87, 
in paragraph 368, line 24, before the word ‘‘camel’s,’ to strike out 
‘*Russian;’’ so as to read: 

368, On wools of the third class, and on camel's hair of the third class, the value 
whereof shall exceed 13 cents per pound, including charges, the duty shall be 
50 per cent. ad valorem. ` 

The amendment was a to. . 

Mr. McPHERSON. ell, Mr. President, what has become of the 
amendment? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been Sere are to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The matter is already provided for in the admin- 
istrative bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that it will not change the meaning of 
the law in any respect whether those words are in or out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 368, page 88, line 1, to strike out the words including 
charges.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 369, as follows: 

369. Wools on the skin shall pay the same rate as other wools, the quantity 
and value to be ascertained under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This concludes the reading of all 
lating to wool. Now, if the Senator from Kentucky [ 
desires to make his motion it will be in order. 

Mr. CARLISLE. _ Mr. President, I was not giving strict attention 
and did not hear where the Secretary stopped reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading ended at the end of line 
5, page 88. 

"Mr. SHERMAN. The next clause ought to be read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Paragraph 372? 

Mr. ALDRICH. None of the succeeding paragraphs refer to raw 
wool. The paragraphs that have been read are all the Te- 
lating to duties upon every description of raw wool. e other para- 
graphs, 370 and subsequent paragraphs, relate to manufactures of wool. 


phs re- 
„ CARLISLE] 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Isee. Then, Mr. President, I move to strikeout 
all that has been read with a view of placing all these classes of wool 
upon the free- list. But I will not occupy much of the time of the Sen- 
ate in support of this motion because I assume that it will not be suc- 
cessful. But still, being in favor of free wool, I think it is my duty to 
make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 84, line 15, after the figures ‘' 357, 
strike ont the remainder of page 84, page 85, page 86, page 87, and down 
to and including the word prescribe,“ in line 5, on page 88, being 

phs 357 to 369, inclusive. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this part of the schedule which has 
been read not only directly increases the rates of duty upon wool of all 
classes very materially, but it contains provisions which will have the 
effect of indirectly still farther increasing them and embarrassing the 
importation of this article, which all our woolen manutacturers are com- 
pelled to have. 

Before proceeding to say anything in support of the proposition for 
free wool, about which I shall say but very little, I think it proper to 
call the attention of the Senate to these new provisions, 

Paragraph 361 contains an entirely new provision, but it is not very 
material. It simply relates to the samples of wool to be furnished by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Paragraph 362 is entirely new and reads as follows: 

Whenever wools of class 3 shall have been improved by the admixture of 
merino or English blood from their present characteras represented by the stand- 
ard samples now or hereafter to be deposited in the principal custom-houses of 
the United States, such improved wools shall be classified for duty either as 

1 or as class 2, as the case may be. 

The effect of that will be that whenever there is any improvement 
of the wool by the admixture of merino or English blood the duties 
upon wool of the third class, which is used by our carpet-manufactur- 
ers, will be raised to the rate prescribed for class 1 or class 2, as the 
case may be. 

Paragraph 364 is also entirely new, and reads as follows : 

Unwashed wools shall be considered such as shall have been shorn from the 
sheep without any cleansing, that is, in their natural condition. Washed wools 
shall be considered such as have been washed with water on the sheep’s back. 
Wool washed in ay other manner than on the sheep's back shall be consid- 
ered as scoured wool. 

The bill provides that the duty upon washed wool of the first class 
shall be twice the duty imposed upon unwashed, and the duty on the 
wools of the first and second classes which shall be imported scoured 
shall be three times the duty ta which they would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed. Therefore the effect of the paragraph which I have 
just read is that if the wool is cleansed in any manner whatever after 
it is removed from the sheep’s back it will be 18 to pay three 
times the amount proposin to be imposed by the bill upon unwashed 
wool; that is, wool of the first class will be compelled to pay 33 cents 
a pound, and wool of the second class will be compelled to pay 36 cents 
a pound simply because it has been cleansed in some manner after it 
was taken from the back of the sheep. 

Then there is a new clause entirely in paragraph 365: 

The duty upon wool of the sheep or hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals which shali be imported in any other than ordinary condition, or 
which shall be chan, in its character or condition for the purpose of evading 
the duty, or which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or any 
other foreign substance— 

That is the present law— 
or which has been sorted or increased in value by the rejection of any part of 
the original fleece, shall be twice the duty to which it would be otherwise subject. 

That is to say, if any part of the fleece is removed, orif it is assorted to 
any extent whatever, it must pay twice the duty imposed by the provis- 
ions of the law upon wool of the same class not in any way assorted. 

Provided, That skirted wools as now imported are hereby excepted. 

I call the attention of the Senate to this provision particularly: 


If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act imported as of any 
e class or cinimed by the importer to be dutiable as of any specified class, 
contain any wool or hairsubject to a higher rate of duty than the class so 
species. the whole bale or pape roe be — — to the highest rate of duty 
ble on wool of the e subject to such her rate of duty, and if any 
bale or package be claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, 
hair, or other material of any class ified in this act, and such bale contain 
any admixture of any one or more said materials. or of any other material 
the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the highest rate imposed 
upon any article in said bale or package. 

So that if wool, for instance, of the third class is imported and it is 
found upon inspection that it contains a particle of wool of the first 
class or a particle of wool of the second class, no matter how small 
the quantity may be, it will be required to pay the duty upon the wool 
of the first or second class, as the case may 

If shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair, or other material of any class 
designated in this bill is brought in and contains any admixture of 
these materials, or contains a particle of wool, then the whole package 
must pay the rate of duty imposed by the bill upon that article which 
is subject to the highest rate, no matter how small a quantity may be 
found a ge. 

This bill proposes to imposea duty of 30 cents a pound upon shoddy 
instead of 10 cents a pound, as imposed under the present law. Why 
we should want to encourage and protect the manufacture of shoddy in 
this country I am not able to see. But such is the provision of the bill. 


These are the new provisions which, as I said before, havea tendency 
themselves very largely to increase the rate of duty upon these wools, 
because it can not be possible, it seems to me, that wool can always 
be so assorted that each packageshall be all of precisely the same class 
and containing not a particle of any other material or class, Some 
parts of another class might be found in it, and then it would have to 
pay these higher rates of duty even when there was no intention to 
commit a fraud. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not proposan to go extensively, as I said be- 
fore, into the argument in favor of wool. That question has been 
discussed agaiu and again in Congress and before the people, and will 
continue to be discussed, I suppose, for many years to come, 

I concede that it is exceedingly difficult to say precisely what the 
effect of the duty is upon the price of domestic wool. There are many 
intelligent gentlemen who insist, and give apparently reasons for 
it, that the duty does not in fact increase the price of the domestic 
clip because of the fact that our domestic manufacturers of woolen 
goods are compelled, in order to produce certain varieties of these goods, 
touse foreign wool, and it is argued that if they could be permitted to 
have access to the wool markets of the world, where they could pro- 
cure at reasonable prices all the different qualitiesof wool, it would 
enable them to manufacture different kinds of goods from those they 
are now making, thus crea a greater demand and a more extensive 
market forthe domestic clip of the United States, There is certainly 
force in that a ent. 

It is contended by other gentlemen, and among them some of the 
wool-producers themselves, that this duty does not increase the price 
of American wool, because of the fact that our domestic consumers of 
wool fix the price in this country at just such figures as will prevent 
the American wool-grower from exporting his product and selling it 
abroad at the prices prevailing there. I have on my deska letter from 
a very intelligent gentleman who is personally known to me and to the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who says he is engaged in grow- 
ing merino wool in the county of Vinton, in Ohio, I would like to 
read that letter, because it shows the view of an intelligent gentleman 
engaged in this business, who has put himself to very considerable 
trouble to ascertain where and how it is that the prices of American 
wool are fixed. 

After some preliminary remarks he says: 

I have been interested, in a small way, for some years in the growing of 
merino wool on my farm in Vinton County, Ohio, ant have ascertained how 
the prices paid to growers are fixed from year to year. 

The sheep-raisers do not fix the gm: they do not say to the mts of the 
buyers for our woolen factories: *“ We are asking—have fixed—such a price on 
our wool this year.” But the buyers say: “Wo give so much for wool this 
What is that price? Invariably only so much above the natural level of prices 
fixed, regulated, and controlled by the London (Mark Lane) and Liverpool 


prices as will prevent our wool-growers from exporting their wool at a profit 
over home prices. 

Long knowing this, by having carefully studied the prices paid to first hands 
for some years, I tested it. 

In the spring of 1888 we had to sell our wool, washed in the fleece on the shi 
Ohio XX, for 28 cents p pound. In the spring of 1889 the price general 
paid for the same was 30 cents per pound. We got 31 cents, owing to m 
of it being XXX. 

Republican stumpers went through the wool-growing districts last fall and 
told the people that Cleveland and CARLISLE'S— 


Very good company— 
tariff talk had put wool down to 28 cents per pound in 1883, and that Harri- 
raised the 


I knew that this was idle talk, asa Republican Senate would b prevent tariff 

post hoc, ergo 

propter hoc, concurrence for cause and effect, the same as s 8 proposed 
% man pro 


ry 
above the natural level of prices, as fixed by the free per par wy 
ices; that 
they are compelled to do this to recoup as much as possible, in the prices paid 
ools, which are nec- 
1 
„Pa., ve me the Live BU 
wool, for the six months, April to September, of 1888 and 130, 
washed on the sheep, if it brings 21 to 24 
cents per pound, the same if so washed will bring 30 cents per pound and over. 
October 10, 1889, that paper, at 506, states as follows: 
At the request of a reader we have secured some 


essary 


res for comparing the 

year and this year 
For the facts here given we 
ustice, Bateman & Co., Philadelphia: 


prices of Australian wools (unwashed) in Liverpool 
with those ofa 3 grade of Ohio wool. 
acknowledge obligations to 


Australian, 
Port St. Philip, 


Months | unwashed. 


| 1888. 1889. 
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Showing an increase in 1889 over 1888 in every instance. 

Now, Mr. President, taking this statement to be correct as to the 
relative prices ot washed and unwashed wools, the prices of Ameri- 
can wools in 1888 and 1889 followed the prices of Australian wools in 
the foreign market; and if the election of President Harrison had, as 
our Republican friends claim, the effect of i ing the price of wool 
in this country, it also increased the relon in AGOAN, Liverpool, and 
London, because prices went up there exactly in the same proportion 
that they went up here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand that the Senator from Kentucky 
concurs in the statement which his correspondent makes in regard 
to the theory upon which prices are fixed in this country ? 

Mr, CARLISLE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think so. I think it is beyond question that if 
the American consumer of wool refuses to pay our domestic producers 
of gre as much as they could get for their wool abroad they would ex- 

t. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What struck me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? : 

Mr, CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What struck me as very in the statement, 
from hearing it read from the letter of the correspondent of the Sena- 
tor, was this, that the American purchaser only paid a sufficient sum 
above the London price to prevent the wool-producer of this country 
from exporting his wool. Why should he pay any sum above the 
Lordon price to prevent the American producer from exporting? It 
strikes me, if the tor’s theory is correct, that he would pay as much 
less a price as would measure the cost of freight and expenses of ex- 
porting. 

Mr. CARLISLE, ‘That is what I said, Mr. President. He pays the 
American producer just that price which will prevent him from send- 
ing his wool abroad and selling it at a higher price than the domestic 
consumer will pay. - 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the statement made by the Senator shows that 
be price paid for wool in Ohio was a number of cents higher than 

t. 
Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly; because one was washed and the other 
unwashed, and the letter states the proportions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Kentucky is as well posted as 

I think he is upon wool, he will understand perfectly that Anstralian 
unwashed wools do not shrink any more than Ohio washed wools, and 
that they stand practically upon the same level. 
~ Mr. CARLISLE. That is what my correspondent says. 
Mr. ALDRICH. And they have about the same value. Now, if 
the price is fixed in the manner N. by the correspondent of the 
Senator, why should they pay in Ohio from 5 to 8 cents a pound more 
than the London price if the price is governed by the London rates? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I have explained that fully, and 
the gentleman who writes this letter has explaineditfully. The prices 
which I have quoted for two years in London are the prices of Austra- 
lian wool unwashed, and he says that when the unwashed wool sells 
at this price in Liverpool then the washed wool sells at the higher 
= which they received in Ohio for the two years that he mentions. 

esays the difference between prices per pound on the Australian 
wool and the prices per pound of Ohio wool, both in 1888 and 1889, 
was the difference between washed and unwashed wool of the same 
kind. 
` Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was trying to impress upon the 
Senator that Ohio washed wool and Australian unwashed stood, when 
manufactured, in relatively the same position, and that there was no 
a 3 in unwashed Australian wool than there was in washed 

o wool, 

Now let us follow the matter a little farther. The Senator said, or 
his correspondent said, that the purchaser in Ohio paid 5 cents a pound 
more for wool of the same grade than the London price. Now, if the 
Ohio producer sends his wool to London he must pay for transporta- 
tion, pay commissions and other charges, amounting to at least 2 
cents a pound; so that the Ohio wool-grower receives at least 7 cents 
@ pound more than he would have done if he had sent that wool to 
Liverpool for sale. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Ohio wool-grower received 6 
or 7 cents a pound more in 1888 and 1889 for his washed wool than 
was paid for the Australian nnwashed wool sold in the foreign market. 
That is the statement. Before making the statement of actual prices, 
the gentleman states that when the price of unwashed wool, for in- 
stance, is 21 cents, which was the price of Australian wool at one of the 
dates he mentioned, the price of washed wool would be about 30 cents, 
and that proportion runs through all the table, showing that if Ohio 
wool had been unwashed it could nothave been sold for more than the 
other, or if the Australian had been washed it would have been sold 
for as much as the Ohio. 


Now, Mr. President, a word upon the other point which the Senator 
from Rhode Island makes, that Australian wool unwashed will not 
shrink more than Ohio wool washed. I can show the Senator, from 
the statement of the Wool-Manufucturers’ Association and from the 
testimony of their representatives before his Committee of Finance, 
that they claim that the Australian wool does shrink, and that it takes 
4 pounds of it to make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; the Senator-from Kentucky is entirely 
mistaken about that. He ean not find any such evidence from any man- 
ufacturer in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will find evidence to show that the claim made 
by the manufacturers of wool is that they are very much handicapped, 
to use a common expression, by the fact that they have to pay duty 
spon A pounds of wool unwashed in order to get material for 1 pound 
of 

Mr, ALDRICH. The contention of the wool mannfacturers is, and it 
has been their contention from 1867 to the present time, that it takes 4 
pounds of South American mestiza unwashed wool to make one pound 
of finished cloth. But no manufacturer has ever claimed anywhere 
that it takes 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool to make a pound 
of finished cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; we will see when we come to that 
part of the bill. 

Mr. President, I bave read to the Senate part of a letter from a pro- 
ducer of merino wool in the State of Ohio, and if I did not dislike to 
occupy so much of the time of the Senate I should like also to read a 
letter from a manufacturer of woolen goods in this country, a very in- 
telligent gentleman, upon the same subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the name of the Senator’s correspondent Smith? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, sir; his name is Judge Alfred Yaple, a very 
intelligent gentleman, who is well known to both the Senators from 
Ohio. 

I hold in my hand a letter addressed to me by Mr. Robert Bleakie, 
who is known, I presume, to the Senator from Rhode Island, a re- 
markably well written letter, containing a great deal of matter which 
I think the Senate and the country ought to have the benefit of, but it 
is too long for me to read without occupying more time than I ought 
upon a single point in this schedule, because we are all anxious to 
reach the manufactures of wool as soon as we can. 
= Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that it be printed in the 

ECORD. 

Mr.CARLISLE. In this letter, Mr. President, this gentleman shows 
what has been the effect, as he claims, of the imposition of the in- 
creased duty upon wool in 1867, that the wool-producers of the coun- 
try then promised the manufacturers and consumers that if that duty 
was imposed they would in a few years be able to supply the whole 
American demand for wool; that they have not kept their promise; 
but that, on the contrary, they have found it so much more profitable 
to sell their sheep and their lambs for mutton that they are selling 
every year twenty million sheep to butchers and are still clamoring 
for more protection upon their wool. But on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode d I will ask leave to insert this letter in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator passes from that point I sup- 
pose he is as well aware as I am that the contention of the wool-grow- 
ers is that the act of 1883 so reduced their protection that it made the 
production of wool in this country unprofitable, and they give that as 
a reason for the slaughter of the sheep, instead of the reason which the 
Senator from Kentucky has given. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, I suppose the duty upon wool 
is advocated partiy at least upon the same ground that is supposed to 
justify other high rates of duty, and that is that we must compensate 
our producers for the difference in the cost of labor here and abroad. 
That heretofore, at least before this discussion commenced, was sub- 
stantially the sole ground upon which these high rates of duty were 
advocated. 

But some Senators upon the other side said during this debate that 
this was not the sole ground, but that th-y wanted to equalize the con- 
ditions between this country and other countries in all respects. Three 
geutlemen appeared before the Commitice on Ways and Means and 
asked for an increase of duty upon all th: se classes of wools—one from 
Montana, one from Colorado, and one from Texas—and I will call the 
attention of the Senate for a very few moments to their statements. 

The gentleman from Montana stated to the committee in detail the 
cost of producing wool in that State, including interest upon the capi- 
tal invested, rent of the lands, wages of labor, taxes, and every ele- 
ment that could possibly be included in the cost. He took for illus- 
tration a flock of 2,000 sheep, producing, as he said, 10,000 pounds of 
wool, but I find in the The Manufacturer which I have before me, 
of a very recent date, a carefully compiled table showing the average 
weight of fleeces in every State and Territory inthe Union, from which 
it appears that in Montana the average quantity is 7 pounds per fleece, 
which would make 14,000 pounds of wool from this flock, instead of 
10,000 pounds. 

This gentleman gave the total cost of producing this wool in Mon- 
tana at $2,100, and the labor-cost was as follows: Herder, $420, and 
his board at $180, which is a pretty high rate, it seems tome; shearing, 
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$140—7 cents per fone, oe $740 for labor. But there was sold out 
of this flock $750 w of lambs, which is more than the total labor- 
cost of producing all the wool and all the lambs. 

In Colorado a flock of 2,000 sheep was also taken, producing 13,000 
pounds of wool, notwithstanding the Manufacturer says that they 
produce 7 pounds to the fleece, which would be 14,000 pounds, and the 
total cost was $2,945. For labor, the herder cost $420, a farm hand 
$420, and extra for shearing $140, making $980, which is nearly 37 per 
cent. of the cost. But the lambs sold brought $750, leaving an expend- 
iture for the labor in producing the lambsand the wool, of only $230, 
which is less than 8 per cent. of the total cost of producing both. 

A gentleman from Texas appeared before us—and I speak of these 
States now because they are among the largest wool-producing States 
in the Union—in Texas over 28,000,000 pounds of washed and unwashed 
wool were produced this year; in Montana about 13,000,000 pounds, 
and in Colorado perhaps three or four or five million pounds; I have 
not the exact figures in my mind at this moment. In regard to Texas, 
Mr, Shepard, who seems to be a very prominent man among the wool- 
growers of the country, stated the cost of producing wool from a flock 
of 5,000 sheep, producing 35,000 pounds of wool, the whole cost being 
$7,977, including every element he could think of, interest, taxes, rent 
of land, and everything : 

Mr. TELLER. Ishouldlike to inquire of the Senator where that is. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In Texas. I have already spoken ot Montana and 


Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I heard that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In Texas in the cost of the labor areincluded the 
wages for one herder for every 1,200 sheep, whereas the gentlemen 
from Montana and Colorado both testified that one herder was suffi- 
cient for 2,000 sheep in those States. I think the sheep would not re- 
quire so much attention in Texas as in the States of Coloradoand Mon- 
tana; but, however that may be, he gives the labor-cost for herders, 
$500; one foreman, $420; shearing, $600; extra labor, $250; making 
$2,470, which is less than 31 per cent. of the whole cost. They sold 
lambs for the sum of $1,500, leaving expenditures for labor on wool 
and lambs $970, which is a little over 12 per cent. of the total labor- 
cost of producing both. f 

Then this gentleman takes his own flock of 18,000 sheep, kept on a 
tract of 85,000 acres of land, producing 108,000 pounds of wool, at a 
total cost of $22,979, including his own services and attention and 
everything he could put into it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if this man was 
running his on the public lands? 

Mr. CARLISLE. He was renting a part of the land, he said. 

Mr. TELLER. From whom? } 

Mr, CARLISLE. He was renting part of the land from the State 
ot Texas. 

Mr. TELLER. At what figures does he rent? 

Mr, CARLISLE. That is all stated in the testimony, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us at what figures? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill turn to it in a moment, when I finish this 
statement. 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not give the figures, but none of these herd- 
ers or stock-raisers are on the publie lands except where they have 
leased the school lands and paid a rental. Ido not know what they 
pi for them. Besides that, the most of them own large bodies of 


Mr. CARLISLE. This gentleman states that he owns quite a large 
body of land himself and rents the remainder from the State of Texas, 
I think, for 4 cents an acre. That is my recollection. The Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who has the testimony before 
him, tells me it is 4 cents per acre. 

The labor-cost, without reciting it in detail, was $5,711, which is 
less than 25 per cent. of the total cost, and he testifies that he sold 
$6,000 worth of lambs, whichis more than the whole labor-cost of pro- 
ducing the wool and the lambs. This gentleman appeared before the 
committee and was very urgent and persistent in demanding that there 
should be an increased duty upon wool, and especially upon wool of 
the third class, which he says they could produce with sufficient pro- 
tection; that is to say, he urged the imposition of a duty which would 
justify the people of Texas in going into the production of this inferior 
article instead of continuing to produce the superior one, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me finish this statement. We investigated 
the subject to some extent to see whether he needed protection. It 
appeared from his testimony that he commenced this business in the 
State of Texas in 1881 with 3,000 sheep, worth $2 each, or $6,000, and 
that he has now 18,000 sheep, worth $36,000, and has sold every year 
25 per cent. of his flock and got the money ſor it. That is to say, dur- 
ing a period of nine years he has multiplied his flock sixfold, besides 
selling all the wool produced by it, and selling 25 per cent. of his sheep 
in the market and getting the money for them; yet he says Congress, 
by refusing to increase the duties upon wool, has greatly injured his 


Mr. BLAIR. That is worse than manufacturing. 
Mr. CARLISLE.. Certainly, a good deal worse. 


Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me a mo 
ment? . 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The inference which I draw from the statement 
made by the Senator is that these gentlemen could engage in sh 
raising under the conditions which he has named, that is, selling 
lambs at the price named, and having the land increased in value, and 
give away their wool, and still make money. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is exactly the very point I make, and I say 
that under no circumstances can the people of this country who own 
high-priced lands compete with the people of the West and Northwest 
with their low-priced land; and consequently in Ohio and in Kentucky 
we can not continue the wool-growingindustry as a profitable business 
on the high-priced lands in those States. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky what 
proportion he thinks of the wool of this country is raised by the herders 
on the public lands and the cheap lands of Texas. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I am not able to state at this moment, but I do 
know this, or at least I think I know it, that the quantity produced 
upon the cheap lands in the Northwestis constantly increasing and that 
the number of sheep and quantity of wool produced on high-priced land 
is constantly decreasing. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to say that an examina- 
tion of the records willshow that that statement is incorrect. Iknow, of 
my own knowledge, that the sheep industry is decreasing on the public 
lands very materially, and everybody knows that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Decreasing! 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, decreasing. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Inevitably the 
certain parts of the public lands and on 
they begin to fill up with population. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The raising of sheep is a pioneer industry, the 
first industry in which people engage when they have wide areas of un- 
occupied and cheap land, but the moment settlers to go in and 
divide up the land into farms, they engage in the uction of wheat 
and corn and potatoes and other things, and sheep-raising in large flocks 
diminishes, and necessarily so. If we look back to the earliest history 
of mankind we find that the keeping of flocks was one of the very first 
occupations in which the people engaged. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me how many sheep there are 


industry will decrease on 
the public lands whenever 


in the State of Colorado, with an area more than two and a times 
that of the State of Ohio? 
Mr. CARLISLE. No; I can not. I was under the impression that 


I had a statement showing it, but I find that it only states the quan- 
tity of wool produced. 

Mr. TELLER. It is less than 2,000,000; about 1,700,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it increasing or decreasing? 

Mr. TELLER. It is decreasing. The Senator will allow me to say 
that it is decreasing in all that country, and inevitably must decrease; 
and I think it would not be out of the way to say that in ten years the 
sheep industry on the public lands will be practically ended. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why? 

Mr. TELLER. Because the country is being settled. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is it. It is not the tariff; itis not the want 
of sufficient protection. It is because the people are opening up farms 
and producing wheat and corn and rye and all the varieties of crops 
which can be cultivated upon that soil, and that will continue 
to go on; but there never will be a time when there will not be large 
numbers of sheep in this country, because every farmer, howeversmall 
his holding, wants a little flock of sheep upon his land for the mutton 
and for the benefits derived from their pasturage, 

Mr. ALLISON. I intended toask the Senator from Kentucky where 
in the near future, in view of the statement of the Senator from Col- 
orado, the chief seat of the wool industry will be in our own country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ithink that the sheepindustry, the wool-growing 
industry—I mean by large flocks—will naturally gravitate towards the 
unoccupied lands, and the large flocks will continue year by year to 
diminish and disappear from the populous part of the country, and 
with the constant increase in the value of land the time may come when 
there will be no large flocks of sheep in this country, as it will undoubt- 
edly come when we shall have no such large herds of cattle as we have 
now on the great plains of the West; but every farmer will have his 
sheep and his cattle and we shall always have at least a partial supply 
of domestic wool, 

But I do not believe if the consumptive demand in this country for 
woolen goods goes on hereafter as it has heretofore that we shall ever 
produce in this country a sufficient quantity of wool to supply all our 
demands. We have not done it up to this time, and after a high tariff 
of more than twenty years the quantity is diminishing instead of in- 
creasing, as Senators themselves state. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky understand that 
the wool which is produced in Texas or on any unoccupied lands south 
of Montana or Wyoming competes in any sense with the wool which 
grows in Ohio or Mi or Pennsylvania? - 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think it does. True, it is-not used for the same 
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bi ar I mean to say that it is not used in making precisely the same 

¢ 255 or eloth; but it enables our manufacturers to make and sell a difer- 
ent kind of cloth, which takes the place of the kind manufactured from 
the Ohio and Pennsylvania wool to a certain extent, because, as every 
Senator knows, when two articles can be applied to the same purpose 
they compete with each other to a certain extent, but not as much as 
if they were both used in making precisely the same kind of garment or 
the same kind of cloth; but they supply the same use, the same de- 
mand. 

Now, Mr. President, we have been told in the case of sugar that it 
ought to be put on the free-list because we did not produce sugar 
substantially,“ to use the language of the Committee on Ways and 
Means in its report, to the extent of our wants“ for home consump- 
tion. Let us test wool by the same rule. According to the best au- 
thorities we consume in this country about 600,000,000 pounds of 
unwashed wool every year, including our domestic production, the 
wool contained in imported woolen fabrics and the raw wool brought 
here from abroad. The whole consumption is about 10 pounds per 
capita. Now, as I have said, we have had a high duty comparatively 
upon this article for more than twenty years, and what is the result? 

Out of 600,000,000 pounds of wool we have imported in the form of 
manufactured cloth 150,000,000 pounds, and we imported in the year 
1889 wool of the third class amounting to 100,000,000 pounds, upon 
which we paid a duty of about $3,000,000, and 29.626, 000 pounds of 
clothing wool upon which the duties amounted to nearly $3,000,000 
more, or about 10 cents per pound. 

I have herethe statement of the Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, 
from which it appears that we produced in this country a little over 
321,000,000 pounds of unwashed wool in 1888, So, then, after thislong 
period of protection we have produced only about one-half of our do- 
mestic consumption, as this co’ ndent, whose letter will be printed 
in the RECORD, shows; not enough to furnish toeach man, woman, and 
child in this country 24 ounces of wool per annum for clothing, when 
the absolute demand is for 72 ounces to make one dress for a woman 
or one suit of clothes for a man. 

Mr. GIBSON, Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to make a 

on? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to state that under the Robert J. Walker 
tariff the sugar industry in the State of Louisiana produced a liftle more 
than 50 per cent. of all the sugar consumed in this country, and that 
if it were not for the high bounties placed upon sugar in Austria and 
Germany and France, and the disasters which were inflicted upon this 
industry in the State of Louisiana, that State, with Florida, Kansas, 
and Nebraska, under a pcoperty regulated tariff, that is, a tariff which 
would establish between that industry and the other industries of the 

United States a just equilibrium and a proportionate share of the pro- 
tection afforded by the Government, we should be able to produce, in 
less than five years, all the sugar that is required to supply the market 
of the United States. 

Yet, whenever a tariff bill is igen in here by those who advocate 
a tariff for revenue for individual and corporate interests and their pro- 
tection, even to the extent of prohibition, upon all commerce and for 
reduction of the revenues of the Government, or a tariff for revenue 
with incidental protection, all the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber and all the leaders of the Republican party propose to trade 
off this sugar industry in order to secure, if possible, markets for North- 
ern industries. Why should they not give Southern industries the 
benefit of tariff poon Why exclude them and determine the 
policy by lines of latitude? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to sup- 
plement further the statement of the Senator from Louisiana ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to supplement the historical statement 
made by the Senator from Louisiana with the further statement that 
fifty years ago under a tariff which, as he says, was 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, Louisiana produced more sugar than she did in 1890 when 
the protection was 80 per cent. ad valorem. In 1840, on the other hand, 
there were produced in the United States 35,000,000 pounds of wool, 
and in 1890 there were produced more than 300,000,000 pounds. This 
shows the relative claims of these two articles for the consideration of 
the Congress. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to say that the statement of the Senator 
trom Rhode Island is not fair. It is misleading. There was noslaugh- 
ter of all the sheep in this country during the civil war. The sheep 
produces itsown wool. There is no manufacturing process carried on 
to produce wool. But we know that the most expensive industry in 
the United a combining the highest skill and scientific processes 
and the most costly apparatus in any business in this country, and the 
most expensive labor, and the most scientific methods of agriculture 
are applied to the sugarindustry. Thereis no agricultural product in 
the world requiring so large an amount of capital per acre, and there 
is no manufacturing process in the world which requires so much ex- 
penditure in machinery. No other one single industry concentrates 
so much capital or compels such a system or so much organization. 

Now, I do not wish, and I never wish, to refer to that epoch, but 


during the civil war nothing was left in this garden spot of Louisiana 


but chimneys and ruins, e went down there from 225,000 tons a 
year and more to 5,000 tons in the last year of the civil war, and then 
the levees were swept away, and these public works were destroyed by 
the military commanders on both sides, as they were in Holland. The 
levees were broken down, and the lands were overflowed year aiter 
year, and not only that, but the export bounties that were given b 
Germany and Austria and France overwhelmed this industry in 
other lands, reducing the price to a point but little above the cost of 
production. It is wonderful that the sugar industry has survived and 
prospered in the midst of so many catastrophes, burdens, and disconr- 
agements. t 

Now, I beg pardon ofthe Senator from Kentucky for consuming 
so much time. Itis proposed whenever the tariff system comes up here 
to treat this industry in a lett-handed manner, as if it were of illegiti- 
mate birth, disowned, disfavored by the very promoters of the pro- 
tective system. I will on a proper occasion show that the much talked- 
of idea of reciprocity as now proposed will bring no relief to the peo- 
ple of this country and that it will not reduce the price of a pound of 
sugar to the consumer in the United States or open a market fora 
single pound of flour or a yard of cloth or a pound of meat. We pro- 

to establish reciprocity with the people of South America and with 
Porto Rico and Cuba while we are building a high stone wall to shut 
off our kin people—our countrymen, if I may ofthem so—in Can- 
ada, and placing restrictions and impediments upon our commerce and 
trade with the largest consumer ofour products. Why should we sac- 
rifice our agriculturist in sugar to open markets for our manufact- 
urers in the countries south of us, who really consume little or noth- 
ing of our commodities, and yet close the markets for our agricultur- 
ists in England in order to protect our manufacturing industries? Why 
not sacrifice wool as well as sugar? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAWES. Just for a single interrogatory. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Louisiana has alluded to the amount 
of the production of sugar under the Walker tariff. Will he be kind 
enough to state the comparison between that production and the pro- 
duction of the present day? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ido not feel that I can intrude longer upon the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Louisiana no doubt will address 
himself to this subject hereafter. 

Mr. GIBSON, I feel that I have already overstepped the limit, 

Mr. DAWES. It will only take a minute to state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not know that I understood the question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. My question was whether the production under the 
Walker tariff was greater or less than the production of the present day. 

Mr. GIBSON. Why, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has been so long and so honorably connected with the mak- 
ing of tariff bills, ought to know that sugar and every other industry 
in this country advanced more rapidly under the Robert J. Walker 
tariffthan underany other tariſt in its whole history. If he will ask his 
neighbor the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] he will make the same 
confession. If I had the RECORD here, I would quote his eloquent 
words in describing how the industries of this country throve under the 
Robert J. Walker tariff. Iam not permitted by the restraint that we 
put upon ourselves in this body to trespass farther upon the indulgent 
ra of my friend, the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE]. 

Mr. DAWES. It would not take halt so long to tell as to make the 
excuse, S 

Mr. GIBSON. I think the Senator from Massachusetts can have a 

rivate conversation with the Senator from Iowa, who can enlighten 
him better than I can upon the merits of the Robert J. Walker tariff. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It was not my intention to introduce the sugar 

uestion into this debate, and I referred to it only for the purpose of 
showing that the same argument which justifies the placing of su 
upon the free-list would justify the placing of wool upon the free-list; 
that is to say, after a long trial under high protection we have not suc- 
ceeded in encouraging its production to an extent which would supply, 
or substantially supply, the home demand. 

Mr. President, I have already spoken longer upon this subject than 
I intended, but there is one aspect of it which I think ought to be con- 
sidered. In my opinion, the admission of foreign wools free of duty 
will not in the end injure our wool-growers to any extent whatever, and 
it will vastly benefit the manufacturers of woolen goods and the con- 
sumers of their products. If our woolen manufacturers could have 
access to the t woolen markets of the world and make their selec- 
tions from all the wools that are there offered for sale, it would enable 
them to produce various grades of goods which they can not now pro- 
duce, and to produce them cheaply, and at the same time it would have 
a tendency to raise the price of wool in foreign markets and to that ex- 
tent assist our domestic wool-growers, 
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The very moment a great country like the United States, with 65,- 
000,000 people, enters the markets of the world to buy any particular 
article, the price of that article will go up, and the foreign manufact- 
urer who now excludes the American manufacturer from the markets 
outside of his own country will be compelled to pay higher prices for 
his material than he pays now; and thus our manufacturers and the 
foreign manufacturers will be placed more nearly upon a footing of 
equality than they are now in the markets of the world, because we 
could help our manufacturers by equalizing the cost of production here 
and the cost of production elsewhere better than we can help them in 
any other way. 

As I had occasion to say a few days ago, in the great contest for the 
markets of the world the result is not determined so much by actual 
prices as by relative prices. No matter what the cost of producing a 
given article may be, for whether it be $100 or $10, if it is the same to 
the foreign manufacturer as it is to the American manufacturer, we 
stand upon an equal footing with him. If, therefore, by our demand 
upon foreign markets the prices of iron and wool and other materials 
used by our competitors abroad in their markets is so raised that their 
cost of production is increased, it helps our manufacturers precisely to 
the same extent as if our cost of production was decreased—J mean in 
the contest for the markets abroad. 

That is the philosophy which lies at the foundation of my position 
upon this subject, We need not attempt to cut down the rates of 
wages in this country, for we could not do it if we would. Senators 
upon the other side very frequently assume that if we had free trade 
or lower rates of duty all our manufacturing establishments would be 
closed, all our mines would be abandoned, and all the mechanical arts 
in this conntry would cease to exist. Why, Mr. President, the whole 
world could not supply us. The whole world could not supply the 
United States with the seven thousand millions’ worth of manufact- 
ured products which we poanie and consume annualiy. These in- 
dustries would go on in country, and the effect of our demand 
upon foreign producers for seven thousand millions’ worth of manu- 
factured products would inevitably be to raise the prices there and 
keep the prices up here to a considerable extent, equalizing, in other 
words, the cost of production, equalizing the price of the finished 
article, and we should go side by side with the English and the Ger- 
man and the French manufacturer into the markets of the world and 
undersell them. 

The best way, and the only legitimate way, in my judgment, to pre- 
serve the home market for the domestic producer is to produce the ar- 
ticle so cheaply at home that no foreign producer can invade it and sell 
his wares in competition with us, and that we can do and will do when- 
ever we adopt a policy which places our manufacturers upon a footing 
of equality with the foreign manufacturers, either by reducing the cost 
of production here or by increasing the cost of production abroad; and 
this can be done without diminishing the rates of wages, for the statis- 
ties show beyond question that the higher the rate of wages paid in this 
country the lower is the cost of production and the lower the price of 
the article in the market. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, in his recent work, has demonstrated this so 
clearly that no man who reads it can doubt. Mr. Joseph D. Weeks, 
a protectionist of protectionists, but an intelligent and honest man, 
who deserves the thanks of the country for the conscientious manner 
in which he discharged his duty as the agent of the Census Department 
in 1880, hasshown beyond question in the twentieth volume of the cen- 
sus reports, devoted to the wages of labor, that as wages rise the cost of 
production diminishes and the selling price decreases. 

Why, Mr. President, suppose it takes ten men to produce a given 
quantity of a certain article in a day, and they are each paid a dollar a 
day, it will amount to $10 for labor, but suppose a machine is invented 
by which the same quantity can be turned out by one man in one day 
and he is paid $5 a day, the actual amount of wages paid by the man- 
ufacturer to a single laborer has increased 400 per cent., and yet he has 
secured the same amount of product with one-half the actual cost for 
labor. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the honorable Senator a question 
with his ission. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. In the case the Senator states, the other nine men are 
turned out of employ and are seeking todo the same job of which they 
have been deprived; is it likely that the man, No. 10, will get $5? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not know that I understand the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says that if ten men are doing a certain 
work for a dollar a day, and a machine is invented by which one man 
does the same thing, he will get $5a day, and still the production 
will not be diminished while the wages will be increased, I asked 
him if, in the particular case which he has supposed, the other nine 
men being turned out of employment and seeking precisely the same 
ob , he is quite sure that man No. 10 will get $5. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say he would. I simply put a case to 
illustrate my argument, and there are actual cases, as the Senator very 
well knows, where askilled man takes charge of a machine and receives 
four or five times as much as the unskilled man who worked on the 
same article before. I do not agree with an inference which might be 


drawn from the Senator’s statement that the introduction of machinery 
is a misfortune to anybody. 

It is true that in the case supposed the nine men will be turned ont 
of that particular employment, but they will get employment at some 
other work at the same or perhaps better wages than they received be- 
fore, and the general result will be that the whole community, inelud- 
ing the laboring man himself, notwithstanding his frequent protests 
against the introduction of labor-saving machinery, will be vastly ben- 
efited by its introduction and use. 

Its use has a tendency to cheapen the necessaries ol life which he is 
compelled to have; it has a tendency to increase the purchasing power 
of the wages he receives for his labor. It increases his comforts and 
promotes his prosperity and welfare in every respect. I have no sym- 
pathy whatever with that spirit which would arrest the progress of 
the age. Let the inventions go on and let us multiply as many times 
as we can the machines in our shops and factories, cheapen the cost of 
production, diminish the prices of the necessaries of life, for which alone 
the laborer works, because he can not eat or drink or wear the money 
received for his labor. 

His wages are worth nothing to him except what they will purchase 
in the market. As a general rule, he saves but very little if he saves 
anything, and every time we increase the cost of the things he has to 
buy with his wages it has precisely the same effect on him as if we di- 
rectly diminished the amount of money received by him for his labor, 

But, Mr. President, I owe an apology to the Senate for having occu- 
pied so much of its time, and will detain it no longer. 

; The letter referred to in the remarks of Mr. CARLISLE is as fol- 
ows: 
HyDE PARK, Mass., June 18, 1890, 


DEAR Sin: I have been asked by members of the Wool Consumers’ Asso- 
ciation to lay before you a New England manufacturer’s reasons why wool 
should be placed on the free-list, and why the tariff bill now before the 
should not become a law. As it will require considerable space to do this, I 
will proceed at once. : 

In the earlier days of our Government it was thought expedient to extend 


especially 

fields were dotted with mulberry trees to furnish food for the silk-worm. 

But no amount of Government protection could bring that industry up to the 
expectations of its promoters, and about 1854 raw silk was placed on 
list, though many feared this would bring disaster to the farmers who had been 
engaged in this culture, especially in Connecticut, and to the numerous 
silk-mills upon her streams. Yet, to-day, the wisdom of 
hardly be questioned by any one, and least of all by the people 
who have in their midst the tsilk manufactories of Cheney Bros. and $ 
structures which never could have been sappa by the domestic production 
of silk. To illustrate how manufactures increase and flourish when freed 
from artificial impediments, I quote the following concerning silk manufacture 
from the American Almanac, 1886: 


Percentage 
1870. 1880. 0 
increase. 
100, 000 205 
ages 100, 000 m3 
Value of product.. 000, 000 223 


Now, in the same days when raw silk was taxed, raw wool also was heavily 
taxed, but in 1857 the same statesmanlike sagacity which had freed silk from 
its burden substantially relieved wool, and from t time to 1861 our manufact- 
ure of woolen goods in in magnitude by leaps and bounds. When 
war broke out every possible source of revenue was utilized, and wool had to 


free ; from 1864 to 1867 the tax was from 25 to 30 per cent. on value. This was 
the ultimate limit of the burden which the able and patriotic leaders of the Re- 
publican party thought wool should bear, and this with r like taxes was 
deprecated by those leaders, was excused asan undesirable necessity occasioned 
by the great cost of the civil war, and they solemnly pledged themselves to se- 
cure its removal as soon as that necessi had ceased. It was submitted to, un- 
der these pledges and the hope of an carly relief, as cheerfullyasmightbe. But 
alas! for misplaced confidence. In violation of those pledges, in 1867, two 
years after the war had ended, a combination of certain carpet manufacturers, 
woolen goons manufacturers, and Western wool wers, as mischievous as 
any of t oS afe trust combinations of Stan Oilor sugar monopolists, 
was suffe; to log-roll a bill through Congress imposing a duty of from 50 to 
60 p cent. on all clothing wools imported into this country. Many of our 
ablest manufacturers then predicted that this would do great injury to the 
mue industry of the country, and those predictions haye been abundantly 
ver 5 

It is needless to produce here statistics to show this. The factis universally 
known and admitted; and the excuse offered for retaining or increasing the 
duty on wool is that it is for the benefit of the wool-raisers and to stimulate 
production. The same reason was given in 1867, and the wool-raisers this side 
of the Missouri River (for at that time hardly any wool was grown the other 
side) promised to give us all the wool the country needed in return for that high 
protection. They have not kept that promise. On the contrary, they have 
either gone out of the business or brought their flocks down to a mutton-con- 
sumption basis. e 

This is shown by the fact that ihe number of sheep cast of the Missouri has 
diminished from 22,000,000 to 9,000,000; and even in the States and Territories 
west of the Missouri, where most of the wool is raised to-day, the same con- 
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is apparent in the slaughter of lambs for the table—notably inColorado, 
Texas, and California. In the latter State the wool clip has fallen from 56,000,- 
000 pounds to 30,000,000 pounds,as appears by the following table, for the acou- 
racy of which I will vouch: 


This can not be from lack of enough protection on wool, for the tax of lo cents 

er pound on this kind of wool is equal toa protection of 60 to 75 percent. Itis 
8 mutton is worth 40 per cent. more now than it was in 1876, and the 
sheep farmer can get better Sonate at less trouble, by selling his sheep for the 
table than by keeping them for their wool. 

The following table shows the winter price of wether mutton in San Fran- 
cisco during the period from 1876: 


„the market; 
of other industri by his own act he has put it outof his power 
b ac 5 his promises and supply the wool which the necessities of the country 
In the resolutions adopted by the National Association of Wool-Manufactur- 
ers at its annual meeting, October 2, 1889, it is stated that the quantity of 
foreign wool introduced into this coun arns has 
increased to the enormous total 
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purposes, 
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ef cloth, not 24 part 


000. As it will take 72 ounces of woolen cloth to make a suit for aman ora 

for a woman, it is easy to see that many must get little wool in 
their clothing even when we include all that is imported; and if restricted to 
home production the quantity of wool in a so-called woolen coat will be hardly 
enough to decently veneer the cotton and shoddy in it. 

Therefore, the more hibitory the duty on wool, the greater must be the 
quantity of shoddy cotton used in manufacture to supply the pee of the 
wool which our sheep farmers do not and will not supply tous. This state of 
things is not e from any point of view. It not only cripples the manu- 
facturer and cheats the consumer, but it even injures the wool- rin the very 
matter which he is aeea f so anxious to protect, the price of his wool. 
For the more extensively dy is used to clothe the people the less will be 
the demand for and the price of wool. 

J am an ardent admirer of the tariff bill prepared by the House of Representa- 
tives when you were its and known as the Mills bill, because it pro- 
posed to Rive our ind free wool and open to it the same chances for devel- 
opment that are enjo: by the silk, cotton, and leather industries, which, 
getting their material at the world’s market price, have expanded an wn 
until thay are a credit to our’country, and do a profitable exporting ness. 
All that has been possible for them is possible for the woolen industry under 
similar conditions, i 


ple find 
t as pting a 
and our Lawrences 
3 
ring ind might do, if com- 
unhampered by vexatious legislation, I will refer fly to the manu- 
In that business, 8,543,691 pounds of wool were consumed in 
1860; in 1887, 77,504,477 pounds were used, Practically all of this was imported. 
as the home production of ca: wool that year was only 4,000,000 pounds, au 
double that quantity was in other manufacture than that of carpets. The 
wool so imported paid a duty of at least 24 cents per pound. Thus we see that 
the carpet industry, not debarred under a duty of only 2} cents per pound from 
going upon the markets of the world for its raw maternal, in those twenty-seven 
years increased over 876 per cent. 
It is amanan De note, also, that the duty paid that year on this imported 


wool was over £2.000,000, while the whole value of the home production was 
only $610,000! This exhibits to perfection the beauties of indiscriminating pro- 


For advocating such views as I have here — during the last Presi- 
dential cam I and others met the determined opposition of Republican 
ticians and hom tection o: zations; and we were called free-traders 
asking that the made the representatives of the Government 
twen gle raai o heey mayne Of course, we know that those who cried 
out trade” did so only to cover up their real designs. 
Itis, however, rather amusing to hear them now attempt to curry favor with 
the people of New England by claiming that the McKinley bill puts more arti- 
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cles on the free-list than the Mills bill, as was done hero a short time ago by Mr. 
Dixgkkx, of Maine. We were also assured, two ‘ferris ngo, that the success of 
the Republican party with its high protective plattorm would revive all the 
drooping branches of business and make every one happy. Especially was 
this to be soin the woolen industry. But in looking back over the last two 
years we do not find much to be thankful for, unless we can be comforted like 
the farmer’s wife from Mr, Disairy’s district in Maine, who, when asked how 
rowan ig 3 during the winter, answered that sho “had enjoyed very poor 
en 


I find that in 1989 the number of failures among wool-dealers was 11, liabilities 
$2,293,000, assets $1,381,000; wool-manufacturers 61, liabilities $8,149,000, assets 
95,651,000, Total failures, 72; labilities, $10,442,000; assets, $7,032,000. 

This is not very n itself. When compared with the previous year it 
is less so, Then the number of failures among wool-dealers was 8, liabilities 
$536,000, assets $253,000, wool-manufacturers 49, liabilities $3,101,000, assets $1,- 
728,000. Total, 57; liabilities, $2,637,000; assets, $1,976,000. In 1889 the number 
of failures was 15 per cent. greater, the liabilities 150 per cent. greater, the assets 
less than half as much. 

If this is the result when increased tax on wool is only threatened, what will 
happen when such tax is an actual fact? The only hope is in the fact that the 
lessons taught by tariff reformers is daily takinga firmer and deeper root among 
the laboring masses. As when our Savior sought for disciples He took them 
from among the fishermen on the banks of Galilee, whose plastic minds were 
open to receive im: ns, while educated ignorance, the child of prejudice. 
in the temples could receive no light, so now the truths of tariff reform fin 
their converts among those whose labor is their sole capital. 

If the adjustment of this matter rested with their votes, the woolen industry 
and all o manufacturing industries would quickly stand where they ought, 
side by side with cotton, silk, and leather; and indeed we have the reported 
statement of Mr. MCKINLEY, the author of the present bill, that 3 argu- 
ment which can be urged in favor of taxing wool os with equal force to 
taxing hides, As he seems now to be reconciled to hides, may I not hope 
that before long he may become a convert to free wool? 


Very truly yours, 
R i ROBERT BLEAKIE. 
Hon. Jonx G. CARLISLE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not think that at this period 
of the debate, or indeed at any other, itis necessary to enter into any gen- 
eral discussion upon the wool tariff. A very few facts demonstrate the 
wisdom of the policy provided by the act of 1867, and the facts speak 
more eloquently than words. I have before me a statement showing 
the productsof wool in the United States, and the effect of the various 
tariffs upon wool. In a general way I may say that from 1810 to 1860, 
at the time of the passage of the Morrill tariſt bill, there was no pro- 
tection on wool. Practically wool was admitted duty free, although 
at different times and by different tariffs, especially that of 1842, there 
was a small duty on wool. 

The result was that in 1810, the statistics of the earliest date that I 
have in hand, which are probably accessible to any one, it was shown 
that the number of sheep in the United States was 10,000,000, and the 
amount of wool produced was 13,000,000 pounds. So the matter con- 
tinued until 1860, when the number of 8 had been increased to 
22,471,275, or had more than doubled in fifty years, while the ula- 
tion had increased four or five fold. The quantity of wool uced 
was 60,511,343 pounds. 

In 1867 the farmers of this country, feeling that gross injustice had 
been committed in to their interests, and feeling that the same 
principles which had been applied to all kinds of manufacturing in- 
dustries had not been applied to the important industry of wool-grow- 
ing, insisted by a popular demand coming from every State of the 
Union (because every State in the Union is more or less interested in 
the sheep industry) upon Congress giving them some reasonable pro- 
tection, not so high a protection as is given in favor of manufacturers, 
but a reasonable protection, which was provided for by aduty of from 
10 to 11 cents a pound. 

At that time, or shortly after the of that act, the number of 
sheep had increased in 1870 to 28,477,951, and the number of pounds 
of wool had increased to 100,102,387, showing not only a large increase 
of the number of sheep but a still larger increase in the number of 
pounds of wool produced, 

Under the operation of the act of 1867 the sheep in thiscountry were 
enormously improved. The best breed of sheep from different parts 
of the world were brought here, improved, and perfected, so that in a 
short time the average for a sheep was 5 or 6 pounds of wool for each 
sheep, instead of i} pounds. So it continued. 

In 1880, a period of over ten years, the number ofsheep had increased 
to 40,765,900, while the number of pounds of wool yielded was 240,- 
000,000, almost three times the amount of wool produced when the 
tariif of 1867 was framed. By 1884 an agitation had occurred and an 
endeavor had been made to reduce the duties not only on wool, but on 
woolen goods and all other lines of goods, to the extent that in the act 
of 1883 the duty on wool was somewhat reduced and the duty on 
woolens, and that made a very serious disturbance in the wool industry; 
so that in 1884 we produced the highest quantity of sheep and of wool 
in this country; the number of sheep had increased to 50,360,243, while 
the pounds of wool had increased to 308,000,000 pounds, or more than 
6 pounds to a sheep, instead of 1} pounds, as under the old system. 

Under the operation of the act of 1883 the wool industry of this 
country has been greatly discouraged. There wasa reduction, not very 
large it is trne, but still there was a reduction of the duty on wool. 
The result was that rapidly the number of sheep was reduced, and 
consequently the amount of domestic wool produced in this country in 
1887 had failen to 265,000,000 pounds, and the number of sheep had 
fallen to the same extent, and that kind of discrimination still con- 
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tinues because the law has not been changed, although several efforts 
have been made to change the duty on wool and to restore the condi- 
tion to the act of 1867. = 

However, at this moment the number of sheep and the number of 
pounds of domestic wool are rather increasing than otherwise, but not 
rapidly, 

This bill practically maintains the present duties and gives only an 
increase over the act of 1883 of about 1 cent a pound, and scarcely that. 
The average is not quite 1 cent apound in my judgment. The rate is 
less than the rate on almost any other article in the tariff, much less 
than the average rate. I believe it is not quite sufficient, but yet the 
wool-zrowers of this country believe that under the provisions of thi 
bill as it is now reported not only will they reclaim their industry, but 
they willrapidly advance and increase it. 

Most of the provisions of this bill which are beneficial to the wool- 
growers arè contained in the legislative clauses or definitions. By the 
act of 1867 wool was divided into three classes, depending mainly upon 
the country from whichitcame. One wastheclothing wool, the second 
the combing wool, and the third the carpet wool. The combing wool 
and the clothing wool are those used in making the cloth for the wear 
both of males and females, while the carpet wools are mainly the car- 
pet wools from Mexico and other countries where the sheep have not 
been improved, and the rates of duty on those wools were made very 
low under the act of 1883. 

The result of that has been to di the growth of sheep and 
the improvement of sheep, and the quantity and quality have both di- 
minished so that here we have a striking seen Sa the experience of 
the country for a period of more than twenty years, from 1867 to 1890. 
The beneficial effect of protection to the farmer has been to enormonsly 
increase this important industry and to supply two-thirds of all the 
wool necessary for the manufacturers in this country. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to say that since 
the tariff act of 1883, in which the rates of duty on wool were reduced, 
the number of sheep has been reduced by reason of that tariff act? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do say so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is the Senator not aware of the fact that there 
has been an increase, that there are a greater number of sheep, and that 
there was a ter increase from 1883 for three or four years after that 
than there had been under the ng tariff of 1867? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Every tableofstatisticsand every statement I have 
seen showsthecontrary. In 1884, before the tariffact of 1883 had really 

t intooperation, practically the number of sheep had increased to 50,- 
$60,249. That was the highest notch, and then it went down rapidly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That was after the tariff act of 1883. It took 
effecb some time in July, 1883. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The effect of a tariff never can be estimated until 
at least a year after its passage. That isa rule which may be applied 
to all articles, I have no doubt the effect of the present tariff will not 
operate at all or increase prices to any considerable extent until a year 
from this time, because we know that all foreign merchants and per- 
sons engaged in business make their importations with a view to avoid- 
ing any increase of duty, and they generally get.a year’s supply in ad- 
vance. It is so now, and one of the causes of the disturbance in our 
money markét at this moment is the enormous amount of goods brought 
into the country in order to avoid the operations of the bill which we 
are about to pass, and that has really tended to make a stringency in 
2 money market, and so every person familiar with this subject will 
tell you. 

Let us go a little further. Why is it that the farmer demands pro- 
tection on this article? Is it not a manufacture in the sense of pro- 
duction? The growth of sheep and the yield of wool is purely an in- 
dustry. The farmer is constantly endeavoring to increase his sheep, 
and is constantly endeavoring to increase the yield of hissheep, because 
the profit after all is in the wool. If you destroy the woolen industry, 
you destroy the sheep industry, because nothing like the quantity of 
sheep would be produced in this country but for the fact that the wool 
erop, the clip of wool, is worth more than the sheep, and if you destroy 
the wool industry you destroy the sheep industry. 

There is no sufficient motive to raise sheep merely for food, because 
beef can be raised cheaper for food than sheep, but it is because the 
sheep yield a large annual product year by year. If it is 6 pounds of 
wool it will be equivalent to $1.50, or about the value of a sheep, so 
that the annual increase eansed by the clipping of wool is worth more 
to a farmer than all the sheep he can produce. Indeed, one year’s 
clipping of clothing and combing wool is about equal to the value of the 
carcass of the sheep. 

What the farmers of our country ask, and what they have demanded 
pretty diligently and sometimes boisterously, sometimes complaining 
of great injustice, is that the same principle which is applied to all 
other kinds of productions or manufactures should be applied to the 
farmer. Why should it not be? His productions are the result of his 
labor, not, it is true, in the workshop, butin the field. He must make 
his money by what he produces just as the manufacturer does, and the 
same principle which declares that it is good policy to protect the labor- 


ersand build up the manufacturing industries applies also to the farmer. 
He is encouraged by this Freie: 

It is trne a large part of the productions of the farmer are not affected 
by your tariff law. There are articles of food, and whenever there is 
surplus production of any kind of food it must be exported abroad and 
there meet with competition from all the nations of the world. But 
in regard to wool it is quite different. We have not yet been able, 
although we ought to in this country, to provide every pound of wool 
needed for American manufactures, not only for the manufactories we 
have now, but also for all the manufactured goods of this kind that 
we import. 

We have such a variety of soil and such a variety of climate, such a 
variety of mountains and dells, of wilderness and farms, that we can 
produce in this country, as is shown by the statistics, every pound of 
wool that is necessary, not only to supply our manufacturers for their 
industries, but even to go beyond that probably after awhile. Why 
is that? We can supply every variety and quality of it. The quality 
of the wool depends first upon the breed of the sheep, and next upon 
the food it consumes. 

The cheaper wools are raised in the wild plains in Texas, California, 
and the Western country, but they are constantly improving their stock 
and beginning to raise combing wool and clothing wool, while in the 
Eastern States, especially in Ohio, we raise the very best of wool. That 
woolindustry is very important to the farmer, not only as yielding him 
an annual crop by the clip, but also yielding him a healthful food fer 
sale or for his family use, but it has also a much more important bear- 
ing upon agriculture even than this. It fructifies the ground. No 
manure is more valuable than to allow a flock of sheep upon thin, poor 
land. 

It can be plowed in and yields an increase. Sheep culture is ab- 
solutely necessary for land that bas been used constantly for farming, 
and no farmer can succeed well in cultivating his land unless he has 
more or less sheep. 

So in every respect the sheep industry is one of the most valuable in 
the country, first, in supplying our clothing, next our ts of all 
kinds and woolen goods of every kind and degree, and next in supply- 
ing food, and next in increasing and fructifying the lands on which 
the sheep live. So, then, it is a matter of vital importance, and I may 
say that no nation can be rich or independent unless it is able to raise 
its own clothing and be independent in raising wool for the manufact- 
ure of woolen goods, and no farm inthe country which has been culti- 
vated for more than ten or fifteen years can be productive unless itis 
fructified by the growth of sheep upon the farm. Therefore it is an 
industry ot the highest importance and the highest interest and itought 
to be protected. 

Now all that is done by this bill is practically to re-enact the provis- 
ions of the act of 1867, which o ed so well, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator be kind enough to state exactly 
the difference between the present law and this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rates proposed by this bill are a little less 
than the rates existing under the act of 1867. It advances the rates of 
the existing law about 1 cent a pound, although it can hardly be said 
that it is that much, because the rate on carpet wools, a class which is 
more largely imported than any other, is now put by this bill at 32 
per cent, ad valorem. 

No specifie duty is put upon carpet wool, while the rate on clothing 
wool is 11 cents per pound, and on combing wool the same, and that 
rate is a little less than the rate of 1867, and bat a shade more than 
the rate of 1883. But, as I said, the provisions contained in this bill, 
which have already been read, do define more accurately what is the 
difference between cosine yoo, and carpet wool, and combing wool, 
so classify them and describe them as to prevent frauds. ; 

It is admitted on all hands, by manufacturers and wool-growers 
alike, that under the provisions of the act of 1883 many frauds were 
practiced—what I call frauds. The importers do not consider them 
frauds; that is, they take advantage of the imperfect definitions of the 
old law to bring higher priced wools in at the lower rates. They con- 
sider that to be fair and just and that they have a right to do it. Lean 
not say, therefore, in the striet sense, that there is an intention to de- 
ceive as a fraud, but still it isa fraud in law; it defeats the object of 
the law, because the classifications made by the wool tariff, 
wools into three grades, did intend to describe clothing wools as more 
valuable than any other, combing wool as something substantially sim- 
ilar in value, and then carpet wool as of far less value; but on account 
of the imperfection of the language used for the change in the charac- 
ter of sheep in the different countries this e was not correct, and 
the present bill does attempt to define in specific words the various 
qualities of wool. - 

Why is this? Because in defining these classifications they use the 
description of the country. It is only necessary for me to turn to this 
bill to show you that it is largely dependent upon the description of 
the country in which the wool is produced, because at the time the act 
of 1867 was framed that class of wool was produced in those countries, 
and therefore in describing what was called carpet wools this was the 
description used: 

Class 3, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, Valparaiso 
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native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and including all such wools of like 
a ay as have been heretofore ps esa imported into the United States from 
‘Turkey, e 

inafter 


Greece, Egypt, Syria, and else 
provided for. p 


This is the description given. Now, when you take the wools of 
those countries you find that they have been greatly changed. Those 
countries are advancing, 3 South America. Sometimes it is 
said that the South American wool does not compete with ours, On 
the other hand, so remarkable has been the growth of the sheep indus- 
try in South America that they now produce some of the best combing 
and clothing wool that can be found anywhere. 

Their wools command high prices. They have done precisely what 
we have done since the act of 1867. They have improved the character 
of their sheep and instead of producing carpet wool they produce wool 
of higher value; and therefore it is necessary to change the classifica- 
tion or description, and this has been done, aided by the experience of 
manufacturers of wool and the producers of sheep, and the arrange- 
ment or classification thus made has been agreed to between parties of 
opposing interests. 

The sections which have been read only leave the law, so far as the 
rates of duty stand, asitisnow. The slight increase that was made 
under the proposed bill that the Senate last year, of 1 centa 
33 instead of two rates of 10 and 12 cents a pound, making the rate 

1 cents a pound, has been adopted and applied to two of these great 
classes. Another provision has been made to prevent noils and some 
other parts of the fleece which were introduced as carpet wools, and 
which are really more valuable than the best clothing wool, and have 
been so classified as to bear their rightful proportion of the duty. 

These are the general facts in regard to the duties on wool. The 
farmers in every part of this country ask of you only the same kind of 
treatment that you apply to others, I do not say anything now in re- 
gard to the rates of duty imposed on manufactured goods, because Ido 
not care so much about them. Iam willing to give the manufacturers 
of our country engaged in manufacturing woolen goods such reasonable 
protection as will enable them substantially to supply the home market. 
I know as a matter of fact they can notsupply it, becanse fashion, cus- 
tom, luxury enter into the question of the use of foreign goods, and I 
have no doubt, whatever rates of duty we may impose, that certain 
classes of woolen goods will be brought into this country simply as a 
mere matter of fashion, luxury, or expense. Some people will not wear 
American goods, not because American are not as good as any 
Leere, but simply because they think it more fashionable to wear the 

oreign 

I say, then, this classification of wool does bear a fair proportion to 
the different classes as their values in the market bear to each other, 
and no arrangement that I know of can be made to more justly classify 
and arrange these duties than has been made here by the joint consent 
of the wool-growers and the woolen manufacturers, As to whether 
the rates are too high or too low, I can only say that they are less than 
the average rates of duty imposed by this bill upon other articles, and 
there is no reason in the world why the same degree of protection 
should not be extended to farmers in raising wool as to the manutact- 
urers in converting that wool into cloth. 

I went over this subject two or three years ago much more fully 
and elaborately and with ample statistics than Icare to do nowin view 
of all the subjects which are to come before us, and I think I have said 
all that it is necessary for me to say at this time. It may be that upon 
fuller consideration some future provision may be proposed in regard 
to this bill, but if so it will not be with the intention of raising the 
duty beyond the rate now proposed, but for the purpose of making 
clearer the classifications which are given in the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the statement made by the Sen 
ator from Ohio touching the comparison of the present bill with the 
law of 1867 Iam not prepared at this moment to dispute. I think, 
however, the Senator is slightly mistaken in that comparison. But in 
respect of his statement comparing the proposed bill with the tariff law 
of 1883, we have the testimony before us in the tables which shows how 
near the Senator was to stating the exact facts. ; 

Let me premise by saying that there was scarcely any increase in 
duty, as I understood him to say, above the tariff rates of 1883. Now, 
if you take the wools of the first class, costing 10and 12 cents a pound, 
taking the valuations of 1889 as a basis, the increase of rate has been 
from 49 per cent. and 35 per cent., taking the two grades under the 
existing law, to an average ad valorem rate of 54 per cent., or an in- 
crease of 27.21 per cent. 

Now, take wools of the second class, under the importations of 1889, 
coming in at different rates of duty, of 48 per cent., 43 per cent., and 
26 per cent., and we have now got an average ad valorem rate of 61.52 
per cent., or 53.41 per cent. increase. 

Now we will go to wool of the third class, of which a very large 
quantity is imported, known as the carpet wools. Under the existing 
rate the percentage is 24.61 per cent. ad valorem; that isthe wools of the 
lower grade coming in now at 2} cents. The proposed rate of duty is 
32 per cent.; and coming in at a duty of 12 cents a pound causes an in- 
crease from 30 per cent. to 50 per cent. Therefore the Senatorcan not 
say, I think, that there have been no increases of duty in the proposed 
bill over the existing tariff rates. 


re, excepting improved wools here- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isaid there was 1 cent, and that is all there is 
aboutit. Taking the ad valorem computation here tends to deceive, 
and the Senator must be aware of it, because the prices of wools have 
gone down, and the specific duty remaining the same, 10 and 11 cents, 
would naturally increase the percentage as the price fell. But the rate 
fixed by this bill is only 1 cent on any grade above the rate fixed by 
the law of 1883. I have the two laws before me. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Yes, but the simple imposition of arate of duty 
of i cent a pound upon wools of the first class when importations came 
in very largely under a 10 cents per pound duty, and last year amounted 
to $2, 229,772.50, while only 13,185 pounds under the 12 cents a pound 
duty were imported. This bill will tend to increase practically all the 
wools of the first class 1 cent a pound, and the same rule applies with 
respect to the other classes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator deny now the proposition I 
make that the increase is only 1 cent a pound on any grade? I have 
here the law of 1867. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I willnot deny the statement at present, be- 
cause I want to make a very correct computation and speak advisedly 
about it, but whatever argument the Senator may make touching the 
first-class wools or the second-class wools which enter largely, and in 
fact almost entirely, into the manufacture of cloths and clothing in this 
country, certainly the argument he makes can not and does not apply 
to the carpet wools, of which we raise little or scarcely any at all. 

I am not willing to admit the argument of the Senator that by an 
increase of duty on wools of the first and second class, judging by the 
experience of the past—and there is no way of judging the future ex- 
cept by the past—it will have the tendency of increasing the growth 
and production of sheep in this country to an extent that will give us 
the clothing wools we need, for the sheep industry in this country has 
been going down year after year. The farmer no longer grows wool 
in this country upon the old farms throughout all of the Eastern and 
Middle States, and in fact in very many of the Western States. 

He does not grow sheep for the purpose of the wool that they pro- 
duce, but he grows them for mutton. You go to any one of our great 
cities or any of our live-stock centers where the sheep and the cattle 
and the produce of our Western farms and prairies come to market, aud 
whatdo you find? You will find searcely a single sheep coming in 
there that is more than six months or a year old. In short, I think it 
may be correctly said that of the whole number of sheep to-day that 
come to our great market-places for consumption, more t one-half 
of them are less than a year old. In fact they come as lambs and then 
only perhaps the male members of the flock are sent to market. 

It is not an uncommon thing to see thousand and tens of thousands 
of lambs come from the State of Texas, even in the months of Febru- 
ary and March, to the city of New York to be marketed. Whatis the 
result? The result is simply that of course there is a diminution in 
our flocks. There has been an increase and there is an increase every 
year in the production of sheep in this country of about 50 per cent., 
but they do not live long enough to be counted. Therefore it does not 
follow, but it is proof positive to the contrary, that sheep are grown 
for the purpose of producing wools. They are grown for quite a dif- 
ferent purpose; they are grown for mutton, and they always will con- 
tinue to be. 

‘The Senator from Ohio stated that the farmer can grow cattle cheaper 
than he can grow sheep. That can not be true for this reason: That 
the farmer will produce a sheep fit for mutton in two or three months, 
and certainly, as the farmer is dependent upon his own home supply, 
he can not always avail himself of beef, and therefore he resorts to the 
easier and better mode of killing a mutton instead of a beef. The 
quantity is smaller an@ it is easier to preserve and to keep it, and it 
has become the great food of the farmer in this country. 

Then we are informed that there are about sixty-four or sixty-five 
millions of people in this country under the new census and a little 
over a million of them are sheep-growers or wool-growers, and that the 
number of sheep in the country is only about 44,000,000 all told, makin 
about forty-four sheep to each one of the wool-growers when divid 
among them. Wool-growing, therefore, can wry Sai industry. Itis 
simply an incident of farming, and the farmer di of the product 
of that flock every year. He does not keep them for the wool, but for 
the mutton. 

Now, Mr. President, I notice that the Senator from Ohio did not 
vouchsafe any statement whatever with respect to the carpet wools. I 
would like to have sent to the Secretary’s desk a statement to be read 
with respect to the carpet-wool industry in this country, a statement 
made by the carpet manufacturers themselves, which states this ques- 
tion a great deal better and plainer than I have ever heard it stated 
before. It is very short, I l not ask to have but little of it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


XII. In a word, it is our judgment as carpet manufacturers that the practical 
effect of this bill, taking into account the changes in classification, in rates, in 
limit, and the arbitrary definitions and restrictions, will be to about fourfold 
. upon carpet wools on 1 that is to say, to 
add two and a half fold to the duty charges of the war „thus making nec- 
essary enormous compensatory duties on carpets in order to permit the Ameri- 
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po wel oa manufacturers to continue to hold their market against foreign com- 
uon. 
These demands for increased duties and more vexations restrictions upon our 
raw materials are all founded upon an hypothesis as novel as it is misleading. 
It is claimed that with prohibitory duties, or nearly so, the United States can 
raise all the third-class wools needed in her mannfacture. This propo- 
sition is one which protectionists must dismiss altogether from their plans. 
None of the tulates by which the system of protective duties is defended 
will apply to third-class wools. It is an acce axiom of protection that tar- 
iffs shall be levied only upon such articles ides mere luxuries) as we are capa- 
ble of producing in sufficient quantity to regulate market prices. The logical 
application of this principle uires that third-class wools shall be placed upon 
the free-list. While the undersigned make no demand for free third-class wools, 
they protest against singling out their industry as the one only industry which 
is to be made to suffer under a new tariff, by reason of the conspicuous viola- 
tion of the foundation principle of the protective system. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, these gentlemen go further, and 
say: 
No duty upon carpet wools can be high enough to induce their production in 
the United States, 


I think everybody will admit that carpet wools are the refuse of the 
world. 
Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator must know that that is denied over 
and over again in testimony taken before the committee, and that we 
do produce it, and we can produce it to any extent. 
Mr. McPHERSON. The denial of it is not found in the fact when 
you come to take into consideration the amount of carpet wools imported 
into this country that there is not a great amount of them produced 
here: 
Carpet wools are the refuse of the world, grown on the native sheep of semi- 
barbarous countries, and commanding prices so low that they can not even be 
grown at a profit in Texas, on lands that cost nothing. 
They go on further to say: 


The quantity of carpet wools grown throughout the world is steadily decreas? 
ing, even to the extent of causing some apprehension as to the future supply. 
The reasons for this are apparent. The fiber of third-class wool is unfit for 
the higher forms of manufacture, and, as a consequence, it commands a price far 
below that of other wools. These other wools can be raised anywhere in the 
United States at a cost to the producer no greater than the cost of raising the 
third-class wools. 

Now, here is the testimony of Mr. Shepard: 


Mr. A. E. 9 the president of the Texas Wool-Growers’ Association, 
delegated to ress your committee in January last npon the ability of the 
United States to produce third-class wools, was asked by a member of your 
committee what rate of duty would be sufficient to induce the raising of third- 
class wools in Texas, and he replied; “Sufficient protection to è it as re- 
munerative for us to raise that class of woo! as to raise fine wool, and nothing 
else. I mean that you should give us equal protection to enable us to do that. 


In other words, you must impose the same rate of duty upon the 
third-class wools per pound that you do upon the first-class wools per 
pound in order to enable them to grow them. 

Another word with respect to the duty upon the first and second 
class wools. Mr. President, this is the only civilized country in the 
world, so far as we are informed, which levies a duty on raw wool. 
In short, every country without exception, whose wool-manufacturers 
come in competition with ours, enjoys the advantage of free wool, as 
the following tables will show: 


TABLE I.—List of free-irool countries. 


Austria, France, 


Belam, Germany, Norway. 
British India, 88 Britain, Portugal, 
Canada, reece, Sweden, 
Chili, Italy, Victoria, 
Denmark, The Netherlands, New Zealand. 


All of these countries that are our principal competitors in the man- 
ufacture of woolen goods allow the importation of wools duty free. 
Now, what are the countries that levy tax upon wool? Among them 
we find the United States of America. One that should be found in 
the list of free-wool countries is found in the list of these ecuntries that 
impose a duty.. 


TABLE II.—Showing countries lecying import duties upon unmanufactured 
wool, with amount of same reduced to United States currency. 


*And 6 per cent. ad valorem. 
S per cent. ad valorem. 


s per cent. ad valorem. 
#2 percent ad valorem. 

And among them all there could not be found a single one where the 
rate of duty is more than half that of the United States and scarcely 
one of them that is one-fourth of the duty levied in the United States. 

Tt will thus be seen that in the list of free-wool states are found the 
largest producers of fine and medium wools in the world, and in the 
list of wool-tariff countries only wools are produced of the lowest and 
cheapest grades, and, with the exception of the United States, nocoun- 
try levying tariff duties on wool of as much as 2 cents per pound makes 
any attempt to manufacture raw wools. 
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Woolen goods are one of the necessities of civilized existence, and 
the experience of the whole civilized world teaches that entire freedom 
to purchase raw wools untaxed is to the advantage of both manafact- 
urers and growers. 

It has been urged that the wool-growing industry of the United States 
will be prosperous and expansive according as the manufacture is pros- 
perous and expansive, and not otherwise. If this be true, why has the 
duty been increased upon the raw wools, which will make a great dif- 
ference to the manufacturer while it can make no difference to the 
grower so long as the rate remains as at present amply protective against 
the directly competing wools? z 

Fine combing wools are produced only to a limited extent in ihe 
United States; strictly fine qualities are grown in but small quantities. 
A large proportion of all the fine combing wool has been and must be 
imported. So long as our manufacturers must enter foreign markets 
for wool they must encounter disadvantages, which in turn become 
their competitors’ advantages. Their purchases must be concentrated 
upon certain kinds of wools not grown here and necessary to the par- 
ticular fabrics they intend to make. 7 

This concentration enhances the costof these wools. For the wools 
with which onr finest woolens are made we must go to the Cape of Good 
Hope; for the body of the goods we need the fine clips of the River 
Plate and Australia, and for our choice worsted goods, both for men 
and women’s wear, we have to look to the long fine staple of Australia 
and New Zealand. In 1888 we imported over 114,000,000 pounds. 
How much were the wool-growers benefited by the $4,729,486 gathered 
in by the Government? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. What does he say was the importation? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know that my figures are entirely cor- 
rect. I have not verified them, as is my custom. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does not the Senator know that the act in 
this country is abont 300,000,000 pounds, and twice and a half times 
the amount of the importation, and yet the Senator says we do not 
produce the very finest wools that can be produced, while the finest 
wools that are produced anywhere are produced in the United States? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I admit in limited quantities in some portions 
of Pennsylvania and Ohio they produce the fine wools, but it has never 
been increased under the high rates of duty which have prevailed here 
for years, beginning in 1867, as the Senator says, to the present time. 
They have produced these wools in no such quantity as they are re- 
quired, 

The manufacturers who paid the duties recouped themselves by add- 
ing the duties to the cost of the cloth, and under the operation of an 
indirect tax gently shifted the load to the uncomplai consumer. 
The ene was not benefited by the tax and the eonsumer was 
injured. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to know where that statement comes 
from. Is it the Senator’s own statement ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It was furnished me with some statistical in- 
formation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has been misled in this. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not the papers with me, but I can bring 
them to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole amount of unwashed wool of the first 
class imported to this country was 22,297,725 pounds in the year 1889, 
and the whole amount of the second class imported into this country 
in the same year was 6,558,664 pounds, while the amount of the home 
production of these classes of wool is not less than 250,000,000 pounds. 
So when the Senator says that we consumed one hundred millions of 
foreign imported wools of the first and second classes, he must be mis- 
taken. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Possibly there may be some mistakes in the 
figures, and if so I will correct them. My statement did not apply 
to wools of the first and second class alone. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Nearly all the importation into this country is of 
the third class, carpet wools, and much of the first and second classes 
is included in that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? I have 
been out of the Chamber for a few moments and I do not understand 
whether the Senator from New Jersey gave the name of the gentleman 
who has furnished him the information. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not given the name, and I do not know 
but that the figures may have been misplaced in some way. If they 
be incorrect, I will correct them. 4 

A free selection of many varieties of wool is essential for the manu- 
facture of the cloths required by the trade, and the seclusion of foreign- 
wool so interferes with the necessary supply of raw material as to re- 
duce rather than increase the quantity of American wool used. Besides 
this, the woolen manufacture can not be successfully developed with- 
out the free selection of raw material, and the prosperity and activity 
of the home manufacture of woolens is the first and essential element 
in increasing the use and demand for American wool. 

The system of secluding wool by more or less prohibitory duties has 
proved so destructive to the manufacture that during the two years end- 
ing with November, 1839, one hundred and two failures of wool-manufact- 
urers took place, involving liabilities of over $10,000,000. It follows 
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of necessity that our manufacturers must either import the wools not 

wn in this country or limit the range and quality of their product. 

contention is that if the wools now imported could be obtained by 

our manufacturers free of duty in order to make the higher fabrics, they 

would displace the imported goods and afford so much more employ- 
ment to our own labor. 

In spite of the heavy duty on this character of wools, since 1867 there 
is no native industry to protect. These heavy duties have restricted 
_ the home manufacture, besides greatly increasing the cost of clothing 
by helping the foreigner to send to this country vast quantities of 
woolen goods that with free wool and moderate duties upon the goods 
might be manufactured at home. 

And with a readjustment of values, such as free wool would require, 
what would be the effect upon the American wool-grower? The world’s 
prodan of woolin 1889 was nearly 2,000,000,000 pounds, and is not 

excess of the demand. Of this amount the United States produced 
abont 245,000,000 pounds, and imported in different forms about 350,- 
000,000 pounds, our consumption being about 600,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That includes the whole amount of wool in the 


manufactured goods, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the manufactured goods. - 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator would drop off that figure he would 
find that the imported wools are comparatively small that are brought 
in in the im cloth. 


Mr. McP. N. Istated that it came in in different forms. 


high grade 
of wools which long experience has shown we can ne ee if ad- 
e wool-grower 


to supply all the demands of our people forall grades of cloths at lower 
than had ever been known before. 

The bulk of the wools grown here, while showing a wide range of 
character, find their greatest use and value when mixed with imported 
clips impossible for us to reproduce. This should be an in tand 
convincing argument to the American wool-grower when cow with 
the fact that the entire product of the country is far below the amount 
consumed, 

There is scarcely an intelligent and practical woolen manufacturer 
in the country who will not say that the wool-grower in this country 
is not protected over 5 cents per pound with a duty of 10 cents per 
pound, and who will not further say that if the duty on raw wool were 
removed, and a new equalization or readjustment of wool values were 
made to meet the changed conditions all over the world which sucha 

licy would enforce, the value of his wool would be permanently en- 
2 by more than he now receives under a so-called protective tariff. 

But this is not all. The cost of clothing would be reduced, and the 
money thus saved would come back to him in the purchase of other 
farm products upon which he almost exclusively relies for his profits. 
In the principal farming States east of the Missouri River wool-growing 
was once an industry, but it is no longer an industry, not even an in- 
cident to farming, and may now be classed as a by-product. It is be- 
cause mutton is worth 40 per cent. more now than it was in 1876, and 
the sheep-farmer can get better returns at less trouble by selling his 
sheep for the table than by keeping them for their wool. 

Mr. J. R. Dodge, the able Statistician of the Department of Agricult- 
ure, estimated the number of sheep in the United States in 1867 at 
42,000,000. In short, from 1867 to 1889, under high protective tariffs, 
we find we have to-day about 600,000 more sheep than we had in 1867. 

Twenty-two years of a high wool tariff failed permanently to increase the 


Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator would read that last sentence 
over again. I want to emphasize it as to the number of sheep in this 
country com with i867. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is copied from J. R. Dodge: 


Mr. J. R. Dodge, the able Statistician of the Department of ulture, esti- 
mated the number of sheep in the U; States in 1867 at 42,000,000 (Bulletin 
National Association Wool Manufacturers, iv, 236), while his latest estimate, that 
of April 1, 1889, shows a total of only 42,599,079. 

It is copied from this bulletin. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How many? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Forty-two million. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867? 

Mr. McPHERSON. . Forty-two million. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The number was 24,000,000 in 1867. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had a statement read a few moments ago from 
the very table referred to. I think somebody has taken advantage of 
the Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What does the Senator from Oregon state the 

number to have been in 1867? 
` Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867, 24,000,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What was the number in 1887? 


Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator o 
of the author of that statement so that we may 
lied upon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will. What was the number of sheep in 1887? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In 1884 it was 50,000,000. 

- Mr. McPHERSON. In 1887 what was it? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I had the table here awhile ago, but the Reporters 
took it. I think it was about 42,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1867 the number was about 24,000,000. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I have the table now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In 1887 the number was about 44,000,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In other words, there has been no increase in 
late years, but a gradual decrease in the number of sheep. 

Mr. MITCHELL, If the Senator will allow me a moment, I will 
state that from 1867 until 1883, under the protective tariff of 1867, 
there was a gradual and immense increase in the number of sheep and 
the production of pounds of wool in the country; but after the enact- 
ment of the tariff of 1883, which largely reduced the rates, in the next 
five or six years there was a reduction in the numberof sheep of about 


ht to give us the name 
ow if he is to be re- 


7,000,000, 
Mr. McPHERSON. This report proceeds to go on and state the rel- 
ative number of sheep as reported by the Department of Agriculture 


in the principal farming States of the Union, showing a very great de- 
crease in the number of sheep during that period of time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The decrease could only have been since 1883, 
Prior to that time, from 1867, there was a gradual, and what may be 
called an immense, increase annually. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will proceed with my statement. 

In the principal States where wool-growing and farming go hand in 
hand, the flocks of sheep have steadily and seriously decreased, as is 
poma rot following comparison of the sheep reported in the years 

an 8 


TABLE II. —Showing the relative number of sheep reported by the De- 
partment of Agriculture in the principal farming States of the Union. 
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statement ina thoughtful and conservativespeech upon this very subject: 


As you know, the wool-growers did insist upon an extremely high tariff, par- 
ticularly upon merino wool; but having obtained it, I for one did not desire it 
to be disturbed until it should bave a fair trial, though 1 never doubted, judg- 
ing from the experience of this and all wool wing and manufacturing coun- 

es, that it would prove disastrous to their interests. It has had ten years of 
trial, and the result been in accordance with all such experience, as will be 
seen from the prices realized for Ohio wool: 

From 1524 to 1861: Fine, 53.3 cents; medium, 42.4 cents; coarse, 34.5 cents, 

From 1862 to April, 1887: Fine, 57.4 cents; medium, 50.3 cents; coarse, 47 cents, 

From April, 1567, to 1877: Fine, 45.4 cents; medium, 44.2 cents; coarse, 40.7 


cents, 
From 1877 to 1889: Fine, 3s cents; medium, 38.9 cents; coarse, 33.4 cents. 


Mr. Bond's prediction has been singularly verified. His statement 
is here supplemented from 1877 to 1889 from Mansur & Co.’s wool 
circular. 

Tariffs are not enacted to depress the prices of commodities, although 
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] are fond of 
pointing to low prices as the result of that No one doubts 
that the intention of the tariff of 1867 was to enable the wool-growers 
to charge a higher price for their wool than similar or better wool could 
be bought for abroad. With twenty-two years of a high wool tariff, 
the highest ever known in the history of any country, it has failed per- 
manently to increase the flocks or enhance the price of the fleece. 

With free wool the United Kingdom and France have both grad- 
nally increased their flocks—one maintaining 235 sheep and the other 
100 sheep to the square mile, while the United States, with high pro- 
tection, can not maintain 14 to the square mile, 

Our carpet wools are almost wholly imported, and a tax upon them 
protects no American 5 N 0 of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ill the Senator allow me to interrupt him at 
that point? 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator has several times made the state- 
ment that no carpet wools are produced in this country, and he re- 
peated it again just now. The estimate of the Bureau of Statistics in 
1883 of the wool produced in this country that year was 320,000,000 
pounds 233,000, 000 pounds of clothing wool, 65,000,000 pounds of 
combing wool, and 22,000,000 pounds of carpet wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How much carpet wool? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Twenty-two million pounds in 1883, There is 
not so much produced now, because there has been less protection 
afforded to the coarser wool than to the other classes of wool. The es- 
timate now is about 10,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But there is as much protection afforded to that 
class of woo! as there was at the time of which the Senatorspeaks, I 
have a statement here which I believe is made by the American Wool 
Manufacturers’ Association in 1888, that there were only a little over 
640,000 pounds of third-class wool produced in this country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are several estimates made by witnesses 
whose testimony is incorporated here in this document. The Senator 
will find in Miscellaneous Document No. 149 the testimony of the wool- 
growers of this country. Theestimate places it at about 10,000,000 
pounds now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know it has been said that a certain amount 
of carpet wool is produced in this country, and in proof of it they show 
the fact that the manufacturer of ts requires a larger amount of 
wool than we import; but the answer to that is found in the simple 
fact that they are making carpets of shoddy, mungo, waste, and every- 
thing of that kind, and therefore no correct estimate can be given. 

No industry in the country to-day has a darker outlook than has the 
carpet-manufacturing business, caused by overproduction and no oit- 
let for the surplus stock. The home market was gluttedand the goods 
could not be sold elsewhere. This bill, should it become a law, will 
simply add to the present depression in the t- manufacturing in- 
dustry, and deprive labor of employment without conferring benefits 
upon any one else in this country. 

In a recent conversation with a prominent manufacturer in my State 

he said that the high rates of duty on wool had transformed the woolen 
factories into shoddy mills. In 1880 the mills used over 50,000 pounds 
of shoddy. The demand for substitutes for wool had become so great 
that in 1888 we imported over 4,000,000 pounds of shoddy, mungo, and 
rags, and in 1889 the importation was eight and one-half millions. This 
reduces the priee of domestic wool, throws upon the market a vast 
uantity of cheap, worthless goods, made from shoddy and cotton, which 
inexperienced purchaser will always buy because they look well 
and seem cheap, and because he has not the money to pay for a genu- 
ine article. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think the Senator ought to give us the author of 
that paper. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Which paper? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The one he has just been reading. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is my own paper. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is my own paper, with the exception that I 
have copied in one or two cases the information I have received, which 
purported to be taken from statistical information, and I believed it 
to be truthful. Idid not verify it; I had not time to do that; but I 
will see that verification is made, and if there is anything in the state- 
ment which is not exactly true I shall have it corrected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate more 
than two or three minutes. 

I advise the Senator from New Jersey to look over his figures, because 
he certainly has made statements which are entirely at variance with 
the papers upon which we are framing this bill, and upon which we 
rely, not only as to the amount of importations but as to all the facts 
connected with the whole sheep industry of the country. He has pro- 
duced some statement from a carpet manufacturer, I am bound to say, 
and the Senator must know, too, that the carpet manufacturers, their 
representatives and agents, concurred in this arrangement of the wool 
schedule so far as the duty on carpet wool is concerned. I do not 
know who this man is (the name is not given) who is discontented with 
the arrangement; but, on the other hand, when we come to compare 
the duty on carpet wool, which is 32 cents, only a slight increase, if 
any at all, upon the former rate, according to the tables I have before 
me, with the duty in favor of the carpet manufacturers, I find a very 
different state of facts, and I hope the Senator will have this corrected 
when he comes to deal with the carpet manufacturers. Hecomplains 
that they are now a very much oppressed industry by this duty of 32 
per cent. on their carpet wool. 

I find that of every one of the grades of carpets in this bill one is 
65.23 per cent., another is 71.92 per cent., another is 82.36 per cent., 
and another is 82,25 percent. What class of goods this gentleman 
manufactures I do not know. If that is the protection that he thinks 
is necessary for him I would not—I was going to say I would not trust 
the man who came here as a manufacturer of carpets under existing 
law who demanded for himself more protection and then refused to give 
to the farmer one-third as much as he received on every article he man- 


ufactured. Whoever he is, and I can fire at the heap, I am bound to 
say that the information we have before the Committee on Finance is 
that the carpet manufacturers and their leading representatives in dif- 
ferent parts of the country agreed to the rate that has been proposed 
upon carpet wools. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I find no fault with the statement made by the 
Senator from Ohio.. I do not know that the carpet manufacturers 
agree, but I was only stating the extra amount of the cust of carpets 
by reason of the higher duty upon wool. I read the complaint of the 
carpet manufacturers themselves as explained in their own statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was only complaining of any carpet manufact- 
urer who would come here and demand high rates of duty upon the 
manufacture of carpets. Lam perfectly willing to give them all reason- 
able rates, but they should not complain of that and deny to the farmer 
a rate of duty one-third as much on his production. 

The Senator from New Jersey stated another thing that is not cor- 
rect, He stated that there were no carpet wools produced in this 
country, and that we can not produce them. Here are witnesses all 
around me who know thatin Texas, in California, in Montana, in Idaho, 
and the Dakotas, everywhere, they not only produce carpet wools, but 
very good carpet wools, carpet wools that are advancing now and prob- 
ably will take their place after awhile as clothing wools and combing 
wools have done, 

Mr. McPHERSON.* How long, may I ask the Senator from Ohio, 
has such a condition of things existed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do verily believe that but for the act of 1883 
we should have produced in this country all the carpet wools that are 
necessary for our carpet industry by this time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator from Ohio believe that the 
cheap carpet wools can be grown anywhere in the United States of 
America and grown with profit ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They can be grown with profit in Texas, in New 
Mexico, in Arizona, in California, in Colorado, in Wyoming, and in 
Montana, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. But they can grow better grades of wool at a 

t deal more profit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will after awhile, but they can only pr 
better grades of wool when the sheep are put in small flocks on a farm. 
It is the food and the care and attention that make the re 
product. As a matter of course, they can not raise the fine-blood 
merino sheep as yet on the plains, because those sheep can not endure 
theclimateandthe exposure. They are like high-bred Durham cattle, 
or the Devon cattle, they must be cared for; they are the product of 
care and cultivation. But the wilder sheep, the common Mexican 
sheep, can be grown anywhere. Indeed, Mexico furnishes the type of 
this kind of sheep. 

Now, here is another thing. I will give the Senator figures from 
this official statement. The total number ot sheep in this country in 
1886 was 48,322,331. The number gradually rose from 1867 up to 
1884, when itattained the largest figure, 50,626,626; and from that 
time until the present, although now there is a kind of reaction, the 
number of sheep has declined. The Senator quoted 1867, but it was 
1887, I suppose. The number that year was 44,759,314. Under the 
operation of the reduction of duty enacted by the act of 1883 the decline 
was about 6,000,000sheep. Ifthe increase had goneon after 1883 asit 
had gone on from 1867 to 1883 the amount ofsheep in 1884 would have 
been 52;300,000; in 1885, 56,000,000; in 1886, 59,900,000; in 1887, 
64,000,000; and I have no doubt at this time the number would have 
been over 70,000,000 sheep. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. What is the number of sheep at the present 
time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About 46,000,000, I believe it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, not so much as that. Some estimates make 
it only 42,000,000 or 43,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to be always very exact about such figures. 
I think the Senator from New Jersey ought to revise his figures. There 
has been a decline. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. As to my figures, they were given to me by an 


authority that I thought was entirely accurate, and he says that the 


latest estimates of Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Department of 
Agriculture, for April 1, 1889, show the total for the year to be 42,599, - 
000. So it does not differ very materially from the Senator’s figure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This important fact is shown by the statistics I 
have already given, that from 1810 to 1860, under a tariff which prac- 
tically through its whole course allowed wool to be admitted free of 
duty, the number of sheep and quantity of wool had only doubled in 
fifty years, while population and production of every other kind had 
enormously increased; and from 1867, you might say from 1860, when 
the Morrill tariff act was passed, practically from 1867 up to 1883, the 
number of sheep had increased nearly threefold. 

I thinlt the number increased from about 18,000,000 in 1867—I can 
not state the exact number that year as it is not given in the table before 
me- but at any rate it ran up to 50,000,000, and the quantity of wool 
had increased from 1} pounds to the fleece to the average of 6 pounds. 
In Ohio it was not at all unusual with the finer sheep to go up as high 
as 10 and sometimes to 20 pounds, We have all read no doubt of very 
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remarkable sheep that have yielded some 20 pounds of wool, which is 
very extraordinary. But the average had gone up to 6 pounds. 

So, under a fair protective tariff which would induce the tarmer him- 
self not only to pay attention to the character of the sheep, but totheir 
care and culture and custody, the sheep industry is rapidly prospering. 
If the law of 1867 had remained to this date there would have been no 
need to have any imported wool to supply all the clothing that could be 
manufactured by the manufacturers of the country. 

Even to-day, as it is, the quantity of wool supplied by the domestic 
markets is about 270,000,000 pounds, while the entire importation of 
clothing and combing wools does not exceed twenty or twenty-five 
million pounds. ‘The rate of duty on carpet wools was put clear down 
by the act of 1883; they were practically almost free; some of the grades 
were free; and the result was that, instead of raising our own carpet 
wools, the amount of importations rapidly rose until four-filths of the 
wool introduced into this country is carpet wool, as the Senator from 
New Jersey calls it, the dregs of the earth, and it is brought here and 
made into carpets, while if the old policy had been maintained under 
the act of 1867, in all human probability all that carpet wool would 
have been grown in our Western States. As a matter of course, in the 
older States, where farms are more valuable, they can not afford to raise 
the coarser sheep; they give them more attention, and they therefore 
expect a better yield. But there is no trouble at all in this country 
of ours in producing all the carpet wool and all other wools that are 
necessary to supply our own demand. 

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator takes his seat, will he be kind 
enough to tell us what was the effect of the tariff of 1867 on the price 
of wool to the farmers ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It varied more or less by the season, but I do not 
think there was any very radical change. If anything, there was a 
decline. My observation is, asa rule, thata rate of duty put upon any 
kind of production, whether a production of the farm or a production 
of the workshop, inevitably tends to lower the price. Ihave no doubt 
of that; but any duty whatever put upon any form of industry tends 
to encon: it and inerease it either in its manufacture or production. 
Whatever may be the source of production or the mode of production 
it naturally tends to lower the price; and that is what we desire. We 
on this side of the Chamber desire as much cheap food and cheap arti- 
cles and cheap goods as any one else. 

The question is whether on the whole that result can be obtained by 
building up in our own country domestic manufactures, or whether it 
will be obtained by depending solely upon foreign manufactures and 
foreign products. All experience has shown tbat a protective tanff, 
by diversilying and increasing our interests, by increasing manufact- 
ures and increasing production; tends to reduce prices, and that is one 
of the benefits derived from the system, not only in making us inde- 
pendent by supplying all our wants, but actually bringing home to the 
consumer improved articles at a cheaper price. All the statistics on 
this subject will show that that is the tendency of a protective tariff. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a recent num- 
ber of The Manufacturer, which contains what appears to be a care- 
fully compiled table showing the number of sheep in the country at 
the present time, accordiug to the recent reports of the Agricultural De- 

ment, the number of pounds of washed and unwashed wool pro- 
duced in each State and Territory; and from this it appears that there 
are now 44,336,072 sheep in the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN, ‘Thatis what I supposed there were. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It shows that the average weight of the woolclip 
in the State of Ohio is 5 pounds instead of 6, as stated by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I stated that the average in 1884 was 6 pounds all 
around, It may have declined. I hase no doubt that there has been 
less care taken of sheep, and that the sheep industry throughout the 
country bas declined since the tariff act of 1883. 

Mr. CARLISLE. From this statement it appears that washed and 
unwashed wool produced in the country during the present year was 
13,695,377 pounds greater than last year, and the increase of scoured 
wool on the market was 4,832,870 pounds more than last year. So the 
namber of sheep is increasing to some extent, and also the number of 

nds of wool, 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I said, I think now the tendency to decline 
has somewhat changed. We have the exact figures in Ohio. I have 
the census report as to the production of sheep in Ohio, furnished 
mainly by our United States authorities, and I notice in that report 
the number of cattle and the number of sheep in Ohio is somewhat in- 
creasing this year as compared with last year. ‘They have there an 
annual assessment of all kinds of live animals, so that we are able to 
know every year about the growth, the increase or decrease. I think 
that the sheep industry is rather increasing now than otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘There were at least 50,000,000 pounds less wool 
prodaced last year in this country than in 1883. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose that is true. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is somewhat confusing to hear the 
Senator from Ohio say that the object of this duty, as of all protect- 
ive duties, is to cheapen the tommodities to which they relate, and 
that the effect of the tariff of 1867 has been, in his opinion, to reduce 


the price of wool for the American wool-grower. We had been led to 
believe by some of the orators upon that side of the Chamber, by sev- 
eral in this debate, and within a very few days, that cheapness was a 
thing we ought to despise, condemn, trample under foot. 

One of the Senators on the other side eloquently said that cheapness 
excited him to wrath, and he expressed himself in eloquent denuncia- 
tion of it, In fact, we had as the key-note of this Administration, be- 
fore it came into power, from its leader, the distinguished gentleman 
now President of the United States, the assertion in a very epigrammatic 
form that a cheap coat meant a cheap man inside of the coat. 

So it is a little confusing to hear the Senator from Ohio now laud 
what he says is the effect of the tariff, the cheapening of commodities; 
and he has confessed that the effect of the tariff of 1867 was a decrease 
in the price of wool to the American wool-grower. 

It would be curious, if the Senator from Ohio had remained in his 
seat, to have asked him why it was that the tariff of 1883, which low- 
ered the duties, had the effect which he also states that it had, to drive 
out of business to a large extent the wool-growers of the United States 
or in his part of the country. 

But we can not clear up all these things ina day, or in a moment, 

It cheapens the article to increase the duty and it cheapens it to de- 
crease the duty. However, we can not explain these things in a mo- 
ment; we can not get, uro flatu, at the philosophy that underlies these 
remarkable phenomena. 

But, Mr. President, I only rise now to call attention to what seems 
to me the most important thing in regard to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky, which puts wool upon the free-list. This dis- 
cussion has been very interesting in regard to the statistics of sheep- 
raising and sheep-husbandry in the United States, and there has a 
great deal been said here to show that after all the wool-grower, by 
being less avaricious in his demands upon the law-making power, 
widening the horizon ot his hopes and desires, may by a fair accommo- 
dation secure the market that he desires and at the same time not put 
an undue burden npon the manufacturer, and, what is worse than all, 
upon the great mass of consumers of this country, in order to accom- 
plish his object. 

The serious thing about this increase of the duty upon wool, the se- 
rious hig mabe refusing to put it upon the free-list, is this: I find here 
from the Committee on Finance this explanation of the changes that 
have been made in the wool schedule: 

WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL, 

Say the committee: 

The demand from the representative wool-growers of the country that the 
rates upon wool should be largely increased, has led the committee to recom- 
mend the adoption of the new classification herein suggested, which it is hoped 
will result in a uniform and honest classification of wool, 

The important part of this report from the Finanee Committee is as 
follows; it is very brief: - 

The increase of rates for the manufactures of wool have been made necessary 
by this increase in the wool rates, 

Ah, Mr. President, here, after all, is the ultimate reason for thisin- 
crease of tax upon the clothing of the people, the increase of the tax 
upon the raw material which enters into their manufacture. It is be- 
cause of that fact, and not because I have any desire, or any one on 
this side has any desire, to interfere with the prosperity of the wool- 
growers that we think the Senate should pause before it takes this 
most important step of raising the price of wool to the manufacturer 
and the price of clothing to the people. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that the effect of the tariff upon any imported commodity which 
compttes with the products of our own country is to reduce the nee 
of the article itself. That appears to be the doctrine of our friends on 
the other side, and the compensation is given to the manufacturer be- 
cause of the higher tariff rates placed on the raw material ! 

Mr. GRAY. To reduce the raw material? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatis oneof those conundrums which arise out of the 
confusion of statement and argument upon the other side, and I am 
not ingenious enough to attempt even to answer them all. The - 
ment on that side is made, I know, with a great deal of pertinacity 
that the effect of these duties is to decrease the price of the commod- 
ities to which they refer. 

But, Mr. President, the common sense of this whole matter, the 
philosophy that appeals to the plain mind of the country, is that when 
you impose a tax it has to be paid by somebody, when you increase 
the cost of the raw material to be manufactured you thereby increase 
the cost of the products manufactured, and if you increase the tax on 
raw wool then, as this Committee on Finance has said, it becomes nec- 
essary to increase the tax on the manufactured articles, Somebody at 
last in this dismal progression must pay that increased cost, and those 
who must pay it, to my apprehension, surprising and unsophisticated 
as perhaps Senators on the other side would think it, are the great mass 
of the consumers of this country. 

Do Senatore realize, when they propose this increased tax on wool 
and the consequent necessary increased tax on manufactures of wool, 
the extent of it? I have before me a table giving the tariff rates on 


woolen goods from the beginning to the present time, including the | out stopping to read it in detail I shall ask to have it printed in the 


proposed tariff rate in the bill now before us. It is interesting, and with- 


RECORD. : 


OUR INFANT WOOLENS, 


Tue following table will show the progress made in the course of one hundred years in nursing the woolen infant, by means of tariff pap, to the self-support- 


ng stage of existence. 


Articles. 


Rate of duties under the tariff of— 


Dress-goods of cotton and worsted, costing 15 cents 
the square yard. 

Same, costing 20 cents square yard. . seses set sene 

Same, all wool or of mixed material ting 21 

Same, costing 30 cents square y. 

Same, costing 60 cents square yard... 


19 


30 per cent . . 
19 | 30 per cent . eee 


30 per cent 
Same, weighing over 4 ounces square yard . . ... 24 | 3 and 12 cts. 40 percent. and 21 ots. 
l per lb. per lb. 
Ready-made clothing. . . .. .es eee esse 74 24 Sper cent. and 12 cts. | 40percent. and 24 ets. 
per lb. per Ib. ber Ib. per lb. 
Tapestry Brussels carpet . . . . ele- T} 24 | 30 cts, per sq. yd. . 50 cts, per sq. yd. . — 5 per sa. yd.and — per sq. xd. and 
i per cent, per cent. 
Tapestry velvet Carpets. s- . ,es ves 7 21 30 ets. per sq. yd. ... 80 cts. per sq. yd. . Magda yd. and 8 338 aud 
per cent, per cen 
ee veces EA A sedan! E T7 A | 40 cts. per sq. yd. ..... 70 cts, per sq. yd. 30 cts. per sq. yd. and | 40cts, per sq. yd. and 
| 30 per cent. 30 per cent. 
5 24 20 cts. per sq. yd. . . | 25 ots, per sq. d. . . 15 cts, per sq. yd. and 20 cts. per eq. yd. and 
80 per cent. 30 per cent. 
7 19 | 30 per cent... . . . 50 per cent.... seser Average probably 90 
| | per cent, 
5 24 | 30 per cent. 
5 24 | 39 per cent. 
5 24 30 per cent 
5 24 | 30 per cent... 5 
5 15 30 per cent wal 
ai al 
Costing 2.10 cents per dozen 74 | 
Costing 4.10 cents per dozen 7 


But I want to call attention, for I intend to oceupy the Senate but a 
few moments, to one article in this most remarkable category of taxa- 
tion, in this great tax-list, which is proposed now to be enacted into 
law, indirect, it is trne, but burdensome many times more than any 
tax-list which the tax-payer is called upon to pay to the collector who 
comes with his demand for so many dollars and so many cents as his 
contribution to the expenses of the Government under which he lives— 
a tax-list much more important and much more affecting his daily life 
and his prosperity than any other that he is called upon to pay. 

Now, wool hosiery is an article used by all the people. It is an arti- 
cle of absolute necessity in a large part of our country, where climatic 
conditions make it necessary forsanitary well-being. It will appear by 
the table to which I have referred that those grades which cost 32 cents 
per pound are subject to a tax of 77 per cent. by the present law, and 
that the tax is raised to 214 percent, under the proposed law. Woolen 
hosiery costing 42 cents per pound is increased from a tax rate of 79 per 
cent, ad valorem under the existing law to 175 per cent. ad valorem. 

On woolen hosiery costing 62 cents per pound it is increased from 
74 per cent. to 135 per cent.; on that costing $2 cents per pound it is 
increased from 35 per cent. to 50 per cent., thus fulfilling in this 
enormous increase that great rule which has become an economic rule 
on the part of those who lay these taxes and make these schedules, 
and that has been alluded to by the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] so often, that the increased burden must be borne by the 
cheaper articles, and by those articles which enter into the daily con- 
sumption of the people, and therefore bearing most hardly upon the 

r. The discrimination is in favor of those who buy and use the 
higher priced articles, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senatorallow metoask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certoinly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will be be kind enough to inform me in what part 
of the world woolen hosiery can be bought for 32 cents a pound ? 

Mr. GRAY. I have no information on the subject other than that 
derived from these schedules, © è 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not suppose the Senator had. 

Mr. GRAY. I only read from a table made out by a dealer in 
woolen hosiery, and that is the description of grades contained in the 
bill before us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


| 
| 


Mr. GRAY. I read this table from those who appear to know some- 
thing about it for what it is worth. I should be very glad to give the 
Senate confirmation of the truth of what I say when I have time to 
do it from the language used in this very bill, but I will not pause 
to do that now. I read it for what it is worth, as it purports to come 
from persons who have expert knowledge of what they are talking 
about. 

Whatever we may say about the analysis of the different grades of 
this hosiery there is no dispute as to the increase of the duty, and what 
I want to call the attention of the Senate and the country to is that it 
is made necessary, they say, by this increase of the duty upon raw 
wool. 

This is an enormous addition to the tax burdens of the people who 
are compelled to buy and compelled to use this most necessary article 
of clothing, being a rate of duty in the cheaper grades of those articles 
that are used by the poorer people of the country of more than double, 
more than a hundred per cent. 

I think we may well pause and turn our attention trom the well- 
being of the wool-growers and not confine our discussion entirely to a 
matter of a few cents more or less to them, but let the consumers have 


their day before this Senate, and let their interest be considered as over | 


against those who are so clamorously demanding this increase, in order, 
as they say, to make prosperous an industry which already seems to 
be conducted in a natural Way and under natural conditions to the 
great profit of those who conduct it wisely, those who avail themselyes 
of the cheap lands and great ranches and the wide ranges of the trans- 
Mississippi. Let the condition so favorable to them be their sufficient 
protection. 

Mr. President, I do not pause now to dwell upon the arguments 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] has already made so clear, 
that after all the wool-grower himself will be embraced within the 
benefits of this scheme of lower taxation by the encouragement to the 
manufacture of woolen goods in this country, which it will give by 
making a better market for his product when mixed with the wool 
which must of necessity be imported in order to make certain classes 
and the most important classes of these goods, 

Let me call attention, belore Itake my seat, toastatement that has 
been sent to me to-day, coming froma firm of manufacturers and im- 


I wish the dealer would tell the Senator where | Potters of woolen and worsteds for men’s wear, giving a table show- 


woolen hosiery can be bought at that price. The price of scoured wool ing the amount of duty under the present Jaw on the average class of 


in England is 50 cents a pound. 

Mr. GRAY. I have had some experience before with the Senator 
froin Rhode Island, who contradicts à statement where there seems to 
be no other way of getting around it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It seems to me that the fact is transparent upon 
the face of it, that where wool before it is scoured is worth 20 or 24 
eents a pound, and ashrinkageof 50 per cent. would make it costscoured 
from 40 to 50 cents a pound, there can be no such thing as woolen 
hosiery manufactured and sold at 32 cents a pound. 


woolen cloth that comes into this country : 


Amount end percentage of duty on worsted and woolen goods for men’s wear 
as now assessed under the tariff of 1883 and the Dingley resolution of 
May 9, 1890, compared with the amount and percentage of duty on the 
same class of goods as provided in the McKinley tariff bill now pending in 
the United States Senate. 


2 calculations are based on goods weighing 1} pounds per yard, 56 inches 
wide. 
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AVGUST 29, 


— 


Present duty, from 77 to 124 per cent. - average 100} per cent, 
Proposed duty— j 
Made n: „as the Finance Committee says, by this increase in 
the duty on ean ih 
Proposed duty from 96 to 162 per cent.—average 129 per cent. 
I submit the statement: 


Statement of the amount and percentage of duty on worsted and woolen goods 
for men’s wear as now assessed under tariff of 1883 and the Dingley reso- 
lution of May 9, 1890, compared with amount and percentage of duty on 
same class of goods as provided in McKinley tariff bill now pending in 
the United States Senate. 


Note. These calculations are based on goods weighing 1} pounds per yard, 56 
inches wile. Present duty from 77 to 124 per cent.; spy 100} per cent. 
Proposed duty from 96 to 162 per cont.; average, 129 per cent. 


One and one-fourth pounds per yard is the average weight of fall and winter 


ings. 
One pound per ifthe average weight of spring and summer suitings. 
One sni tures ‘ourths pounds per yard is the average weight of winter over- 
coatings. 
2 
Amount of dut rd and percentages of Increases by pro- 
S seme OA oreign cost. posed new law. 
— 
E 8 Under present law. Under proposed law. 80 
me — * 
E de 
8 = 2 822 > ; 8 
25 54 Bs Rea ez 2 ee 
1 z$ | ney 82 $ 3 2 
= 8 ne D 
3 | eee, | 28 | Pei, | 8 R | 85 
z743 32 EEE E 
iin „ in 
£ 3 88 2 $22 g 
88 9 
. 28 |a à 5 Š 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Per cent. Cents. Per cent. 
49 61 79 162 38 
50 61} 80 160 1 37 
51 62 so} 158 18 36 
52 62 81 156 i9 36} 
58 62) 811 154 19 36 
ot 63 82 152 19 5 
55 63 82} 150 19} 35} 
56 63) 83 148 19} 35 
57 6i 883} 146 19} 34 
58 OA 8⁴ 145 20 34 
59 645 Stl 143 20 34 
60 65 s5 141 20 33 
61 65 s5} 140 205 33} 
62 65} 86 139 20} 33 
63 66 86} 137 20} 324 
64 66) 87 136 205 32 
65 67 87 135 20} 31k 
66 67 83 133 21 82 
67 67 100 88} 132 21 311 
68 67 99 89 131 21} 31 
69 68 98 89) 130 2i} 31 
70 68} 98 90 129 24 80} 
71 69 97 90} 127 2¹¹ 30 
72 69 96 91 126 2 30} 
73 6o} 95 911 125 2 30 
74 70 95 92 124 2 30 
75 70 93 92} 123 225 30 
76 704 93 93 122 225 29} 
7 70} 92 93} 12t 23 30 
78 7L 91 94 12⁰ 23 29} 
79 211 90} O45 120 2 29 
80 72 90 %5 119 23 29 
120 n 77 115 96 23 19 


ar | Forty per cent. and 35 cents per pound. 


In connection with this table I ask the Secretary to read a statement 
made by this firm, which very tersely, very ably and clearly, as I think, 
presents an argument that is worthy of consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read it, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


We nt a statement of the duty on worsteds and woolens for men’s wear, 
According to the present tariffand the Dingley resolution of May 9, 1890, com- 
155 with the duties on the same class of 3 provided in the pending tariff 
Those who contemplate these figures will be impressed with the large amount 
of the present duty, and the question will naturally arise that, if it is in the 
power of a high tariff to make any class of industry prosperous, why the man- 
urers of woolensare not ¢o. If thisend has notbeen accomplished by such 
extreme duties, they will be perplexed that the cause has not been discovered, 
and that still higher duties are relied upon to accomplish this purpose, 

The explanation of tho claimed prostration of the woolen industry appears to 
us to have its basis in the following causes: 

When this enormous duty was established, the manufacture of such goods 
became so profitable that the mills and machinery of the country were perhaps 
fully doubled, which led toan overproduction. eee ee o under 
such a tariff induced the establishment of enormous mills on the ee of 
stock companies. Capitalists having no knowledge whatever of the business 
l capital and formed these corporations, employed superintend- 
ents, presidents, and treasurers to conduct them, at liberal pay, whose largest 
interest in the concern was their fixed ea. 

These corporations engaged the services of business firms to sell their prod- 
ucton commission, and upon these firms they largely depended for su tions 

rding the style and character of the they should produce. us, the 
n the product and the managers of the corporations were but incidentally 


interested in the economies, expert han of every facility of the mill, and, 
above all, in the judicious production pe yer, d and fabrics in market demand, 
at the same time absorbing for their salaries and commissions a sum which in 
itself would be a fair return asa net profit of such a manufactory, 

There is no amount of duty ble that will make such mentinany 
branch of industry e y successful, and the larger the amount of duty 
the more likely is industry to fall into this class of ent. In other 
countries, similar industries are dependent for success be. pom the onde Se! 
skill, capital, and personal direction of those who own and operate them. e 
owner the capital and the knowledge, conducts his own manufactory, 
and sells his own goods, receiving bona fide orders for them at fixed prices from 


idents, 
large return upo: 


goods y large to create 

the same system of production and distribution which these conditions origi- 
nated here, it would effectually weaken fo: com) on, 

The claim that this duty is n for the protection of American 
is easily exploded by taking the amonnt of duty per 45 and considering the 
labor necessary to produce the . Without going into this subject in detail, 
we would simply call attention to the fact that of an average fabric of a class 
costing, say, 73 cents per yard abroad the American weaver can make 100 yards 
per week, upon which there is a present duty of $69.50. Of course there is con- 
siderable of other labor, such as spinning, dyeing, and finishing. 

The American weaver would receive $12 ya week, and the English weaver 
$6 per week. It will be observed how much of this duty 


to support bad 
management, created by the allurements of the large profits possible under a 
high tariff. With the increased tariff, doubtless, there beatem: boom 


porary 
and gathering of profits for a short season, but the stimulus to incompetent and 
extravagant embarkation in the business will shortly leave this branch of in- 
dustry in even a worse condition, 

It is well known that the success and stability of any branch of industry are 
better maintained when the profits are moderate, and the business therefore 
necessarily confined to those who have experience, knowledge, and skill in its 
prosecution, Itis a fact that the woolen industry years was more gener- 
ally prosperous under a lower tariff, because it was subject to these conditions, 
We have been dealers in woolen goods since 1857, and have reached our pres- 
ent business by a continual connection with consumers of men's woolens. 

The output of our American mill is larger than the source from which we ob- 
tain our foreign supply, and if the demands of the trade were exclusively for 
American fabrics it would be to our interest. We are concerned in the stability 
and prosperity of the woolen industry, and fully recognize the fact that the 
permanent employment of American labor at good wages is the basis of national 
prosperity upon which we all depend. 

Respectfully, 
EDWARD T. STEEL & CO., 
Manufacturers and Importers of Woolens and Worsteds for Men's Wear, 


PHILADELPHIA, August 28, 1890. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, only a word further. It does seem to 
me that in this very pracen business transaction of imposing a tax 
we have not been as thoughtful as we ought to be upon the fact that 
there are two sides to this negotiation. We are here as representing 
the tax-laying authority of the United States, and we have here the 
demand of a class represented by the wool association, gentlemen of 
eminence, respectability, and worth, who ride here in palace cars, who 
stay here for long weeks, who besiege the doors of the Ways and Means 
Committee and the Finance Committee of this body, on the one side; 
and there is the great hody of the American people, out of whose pock- 
ets and out of whose hard toil, day by day, these taxes must come, on 
the other side of this negotiation. 

Let us deal fairly with both; do no injustice to the wool-grower, but 
ask whether it is allogether fair that we should listen with such atten- 
tive ears to his ents in favor of an increase of duty upon the raw 
material that he produces without giving as much attention, at least, 
without turning our eyes and ears to those mute appeals that come u 
from all over this country from the men and the women and the chile 
dren, who ask you why is it necessary for the protection of this wool 
association that you should increase the taxes on our woolen clothing, 
that of our wives and little ones, to a rate that means more than doub) 
the present rate, and which in some cases reaches as high as 214 per 
cent., if the tables from which I read are to be relied upon. 

Mr. President, this onerous tax, not for revenue, as is confessed, but 
for the protection of a class, however worthy, comes out of the pockets 
of the people, as I have already said. It comes from those who have 
earned it, and it is to be paid to those who did not earn it, and on the 
plea that thereby an American industry is to be supported, and patri- 
otic motives are appealed to, sentiment, and all the time that sentiment 
and that patriotic appeal rest upon the hard, naked fact that it takes from 
the toilers of this country a percentage of their toil to payit. It means 
that many more hours or days of labor to those who buy these neces- 
saries of life. e 

Senators on the other side have said at various times that the tax in 
a given case was so insignificant that it was not to be regarded and 
could not be looked upon in the light of a burden, and they have said 
at other times that the tax itself would have the tendency to reduce 
prices to consumers, 

Mr. President, the gp common sense of the people, that aver- 
age judgment and intelligence which is rarely mistaken, knows better 
than this. Those who are called upon through their business to dis- 
tribute these articles of necessity to the people know better than this. 

There was sent to me the other day an advertisement that was dis- 
played in the street cars of Philadelphia, one of which I saw myself, 
which, whatever may be said here, shows that those whoare concernedin 
the distribution of these articles of common necessity feel, by an instinct 
as unerring as it is intelligent and significant, that this enormous in- 
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crease of duty on woolen goodsis going to be a burden tothe consumers 
ofthe country. Here it is just as it was and is displayed in the ad- 
vertising spaces of these public cars: 


FOREIGN HOSIERY. 
No CHANGE IN PRICES WITH US 
AS YET. 
Coox & BROTHER, 
49, 51, and 53 N. Eighth st. 


Mr. STEWART. What is the name of the firm? 

Mr. GRAY. Cook & Co., as reputable a firm as there is in the city 
of Philadelphia. I know it very well. 

Mr. STEWART. They are importers, are they not? 

Mr. GRAY. They have committed the crime of importin; 
hosiery for the millions of people in this country. Yes, sir; 
for them their guilt under that charge. 

Mr. STEWART. Then that did not come from the common peo- 
ple, but it came from the importers? 

Mr. GRAY. They, with business instincts, with sentiment and with 
favoritism thrown aside, tell the people that this McKinley tariff bill 
doubles the price of hosiery, and they do, in order to put in a stroke 
of business themselves, tell the people they will do well by laying in 
hosiery now, as prices have not gone up yet. 

Mr. President, it is a significant fact about all this, it is the plain 
and undeniable fact, that an increase of duty on these necessaries of 
life means an increase of burden by imposing on the people of this 
country higher prices for their clothing, higher prices for all articles 
of universal consumption and daily use; and we ought to pause now 
at the threshold of this important measure and consider whether the 
people are able or should be called upon to bear this burden for the 
sake of increasing the price of wool to those who are growing it on the 
cheap lands west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether it would not be well 
to suggest along with this advertisement from Cook & Co., who want 
to increase their trade, that the true eftect of the McKinley tariff bill 
is going to be to reduce the price of hosiery and let the consumers have 
the benefit ? The instinct of the importer teaches himthat he has got 
to sell out very quickly or lose on his goods. 

Mr. GRAY. Over and over again we have had that suggestion made, 
and for a hundred years the people have been paying taxes and waiting 
for the time when the tax may betaken off or lessened; and the Senator 
and I will grow older than we are before we reach it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is on the side of Cook & Co. I want the 

ple there tohold on. They will get their goods cheaper a little 
ice on, in the course of a month, when the bill is enacted into law. 

Mr. GRAY. Always to-morrow, never to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. Cook & Co. and the Senator need to make hay while 
the sun shines. 

Mr. GRAY, With the Senator and the rest of the people in this 
regard— 


cheap 
confess 


Man never is, but always to be, blest. 


Aud it that is all he has to say to them he has a right to say it, and 
he may do it. 

I want to read in connection with what I have just said the report 
made in one of the hearings before the Finance Committee of a com- 
mittee who I expect were importers of hosiery, but let me just here in 
passing remark that although I feel I ought to apologize for alluding 
to the testimony of an importer, and although we haye been called 
upon several times to explain why it was we had the hardihood to 
bring into court an importer of any of the articles of daily domestic 
consumption and ask him to tell us anythingabout the business which 

resumably he understood and knew something about, this very bill 
by its title and by every paragraph in it deals with imports, is a tax 
on imports. 

That is all there is to it, and it would seem that an importer ought 
to be the very man of all men to speak in regard to a scheme of taxa- 
tion upon imports. But, however, for what it is worth, not so much 
of course as a manufacturer who is interested directly in a tax that 
comes from the people and goes into his pocket, but for what it is worth, 
let ine read a paragraph from the statement of this committee made 
before the Finance Committee: 


An increase of the duties— 
Say they— 
An increase of the duties on all these goods will produce possibly higher 
rices for the stock on hand for a short while or perhaps for a longer period of 
me, it the great manufacturers here form a trust excluding all new mills and 
preventing them, by reducing their own goods under cost for some time, from 
prospering. The members of the trust, say ten or twenty, will make handsome 
fits, perha ,000 cach a year, which would put at best $1,000,000 into their 
s , which, most of them, is overflowing already. For this one 
million coming to at most twenty men, the whole population of the United 
States, men, women, and children, would be taxed from 25 to 40 cents a head a 
r; say 60,000,000, supposing that 10,000,000 do not wear any stockings, $15,- 
00,000 to $24,000,000. 


Now, that is one articleof very use. It isnot worth while 
to travel outside of this and consider the whole scheme of this taxation. 
Mr. Wells, a gentleman whom I will venture again to cite as an au- 
thority in this presence, in a very careful study which heseems to have 
made of this matter, has estimated that the tax ing to the peo- 
ple of the United States from this indirect tax of the amounts to 
about $40 a year to each head of a family. 

Mr. President, I doubt whether there is any scheme of taxation, 
municipal, county, or State, anywhere within the confines of this broad 
land of ours that imposes such a tax rate upon the mass of the people 
asthat. The tax that is imposed by State, county, or municipality is ` 
set down in dollars and cents and is paid in money into the ds ef 
the tax collector; but these disguised taxes, these masked batteries 
that attack the prosperity and the well-being of the masses of this 
eountry, are the taxes that bear most hardly and meet the poor man 
at atay turn, when he goes ont in the morning with his taxed dinner 
pail, when he comes home in the evening to eat his supper off of his 
taxed earthenware, when he seeks to dress himself on Sunday in a 
decent worsted coat, which for a little while under some classification 
of law could be gotten at a comparatively reasonable rate, but having 
been discovered by these tax-gatherers from the people who place the 
tax in their own pockets, even that 9 was closed to him, and 
the worsted clothing made for the man of moderate means, the = 
worker in this country, the decent apparel with which he could go to 
house of God on Sunday with his wife and little ones, was at last 
discovered. He was caught with this comparatively cheap coat on his 
back, and straightway these private tax-gatherers said, This ought 
not to be; this is a crime; this spoils thesymmetry of the tax-law, and 
you myst put that into a class where it will be taxed at the same rate 
as the broadcloth that goes upon the back of his more fortunate neigh- 
bor.“ That is the result of the bill that passed the Senate some time in 
May last, directly affecting, as all these tax schemes do, the least ex- 
pensive class of goods that are worn and used by men of small means. 

I recollect very well that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALD- 
RICH] when I was alluding to this fact, when the Dingley act came over 
here to place the worsted cloths in another classification so as to make 
them pay 44 cents a yard and 50 per cent. ad valorem, instead of the 
lower rate at which they had been brought in, said that those worsteds 
were only the higher grade of clothing, such as he himself wore, and 
the Senator from Vermont, I think, touched his own coat. That is 
the kind of goods, he said; it was only the higher grades, that were 
not worn by the being in that expensive schedule that was sup- 
posed to be out of their reach. The Senator shakes his head, but I 
am sure if he will recollect a moment and tax his memory he will not 
disagree with me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will recall the matter, I think he 
will remember that he said the cloths referred to, namely, worsted 
cloths, were cheap cloths and used for making articles of cheap cloth- 
ing. Istated that worsted cloths were pee by everybody and that 
Senatorsand gentlemen everywhere wore worsted cloths made up into 
clothing. That was the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect very well the effect of the Senator’s state- 
ment. Of course, I can not repeat his words at this length of time, but 
it was to traverse thestatement I made, that the worsted clothing which 
was the subject of that Dingley act and upon which the tax was then 
increased was not of the less expensive kind of fabric which went into 
the wear of men of small means, those worsted cloths which would make 
a decent Sunday coat, as I said just now, at a comparatively inexpen- 
sive rate as compared with some other goods. 

Mr. President, I have here, and I will not detain the te, a price- 
list of an importer of cloths, one of those extensive me t tailors 
which the Senator from Vermont alluded to, in which the worsteds that 
were dealt in by him and Manufactured into the expensive cloths that 
he spoke of cost anywhere from two to three dollars a pound, while 
these worsteds that we were dealing with in the Dingley act, expressly 
in the terms of the act itself, in the tax law, were worsteds costing less 
than 80 cents per pound, Therefore, it would be just in that category 
to which I have alluded. So we go all along, wherever we tough this 
tariff we strike in the interest of those who are the beneliciaffes of it, 
those articles of universal consumption which go into the daily lifeand 
daily use of all people, and the small tax from 60,000,000 people means 
a large sum to those who collect it, 

Mr. HAWLEY. BeforetheSenator passes from thesubject of worsteds 
I respectfully ask him if he is not perfectly well aware that worsteds 
are all wool? Worsteds are simply wool, wool slightly different in 
form of manufacture, of dressing, spinning, that is all; and we do not 
know of any reason why worsteds should not be taxed in the class as 
woolens, as they were intended to be. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say just now that there was any particular 
reason why they should not be discriminated against. I said it so bap- 

ned that by a classification made, if you please, erroneously, by the 

w of 1883, I believe, these worsteds were enabled to come in at 35 per 
cent. ad valorem and 30 cents per pound—something like that—at 
something less than the rate that obtained on woolen cloth; I am not 
exactly sure of my figures in that respect, but 15 or 20 per cent. or 30 
per cent, less than the duties that were exacted for other woolen cloths. 
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This difference, if I understand it at all, between the tax on worsted 
cloths and on ordinary woolen cloths was because those long combing 
wools, from which worsted cloth is made, came in free of duty; and 
therefore the tax upon the product of the manufacture of those wools 
was less, and rightly less, than it was upon those where a tax was laid 
upon the raw material. 

But, Mr. President, by the Dingley act we raised the tax on the man- 
ufactured products and left the raw material free, legislating in the in- 
terest of the manufacturer entirely, and leaving ont of consideration 
altogether any incidental effect that it might have in the more or less 
increase it made in the clothing of the mass of the people of this coun- 


try. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I shall be through. Of necessity, 
as it would seem, in a tax scheme of this kind, where you seek to pro- 
tect an industry, you are compelled—and Iam not finding particular 
fault with the Senators who framed this bill; it seems to have been a 
necessity of the situation in which they found themselves—you are 
compelled to go to those articles and those commodities that are uni- 
versally used, that are of every-day consumption, for upon those and 
oe alone when the tax is laid can any very considerable harvest be 
ren 

The consumption of the rich, great as it may be, is insignificant in 

“comparison with the consumption of the masses. The silks, the vel- 
vets, the diamonds, the pearls that are used by the rich, great as their 
aggregate may be, are nothing in comparison with the aggregate of 
these small expenditures, made every day by all the people over this 

-land; and therefore, where you want to protect an industry, as you 
call it, where you want to turn money into the coffers of an enterprise, 
you have got to seek, from necessity, an industry, a manufacture that 
deals with these matters of common, every-day use. 

Mr. MITCHELL, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the Senator any advices as to the fact that 
the price of worsted clothing in this country has been increased to the 
consumer by the of the Dingley bill? 

Mr. GRAY. What was the object of passing it, unless it was? I 
bave no advices. The bill was passed in May last, and I have been 
pretty continuously here since then; I have had no opportunity of mak- 
ing the inquiry. I have no doubt that the price will be found to have 
heen increased. 3 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand that prices have been ad- 
vanced at all, so far as that is concerned. I can point the Senator to 
this fact, as the result probably of the passage of the Dingley bill, that 
according to recent statisticssome thirty-five hundred loomsin England 
engaged in this business havestopped work since the passage of the Ding- 
ley bill, and the amount of worsted cloths that have been imported into 
this country in the last two or three months is less than one-halfof the 
amount imported in the same months a year ago, Asa further de- 
velopment, a great many looms have been started up in this country 
engaged in the manufacture of those worsteds, giving employment toa 
great many hundred operatives in this country. 

Mr. GRAY. I doubt very much whether it was sound economics or 
very much worth while for the American people, in order to destroy 
3,500 looms in England, to add a tax of many thousands of dollars to 
the people who wear coats in this country. It may be some satisfac- 
tion to the Senator from Oregon, but if there was a profitable trade be- 
tween the people who could make that article cheaply for the people of 
this country who wear woolen clothes and decent coats, I do not see 
that it was such a time that it should be the object of special legisla- 
tive attack. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator assumes, in all that, that the price 
in this country bas been advanced. 

Mr. GRAY. So I do assume; and, as I said awhile ago, it is assumed 
by the people. It is assumed, as I said justnow, by the people who 
deal in hosiery. I suppose the Senator would be one of those who 
state that donbling the duty on hosiery will not increase the price to 
the women and children next winter of this most important article; but 
people know better; those who deal in it know better; the common sense 
of the case contradicts it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the debate 
upon the Dingley bill, so called, and to statements made then by the 
Senator from Delaware. He said: 

They— 

Referring to the worsteds in question— 
happen to have made a very important element in the clothing commodi- 
ties of the country, and have produced at a comparatively reasonable cost, as 
compared with other woolen products, a useful, and comfortable, and decent, 
and respectable garmeat, within the reach of those classes are not wealthy, 
within the reach of those who have to consult their income and their outgoing 
expenses. 

Again: 

Mr. President, I still think the Senator from Vermont is mistaken as to the 
matter of fact, the information that he has in regard to the character of these 
so-called worsted cloths. I have made some inquiry among many persons in 
the trade—I think most of us have been somewhat interested in the fabrics of 


which our cloths are made—and I have always understood, as the result of my 
Zogut, that worsted cloth was a cheaper cloth than the high-grade woolen 


And again: 

Unless I am ly mistaken—I admit the Senator from Rhode Island is bet- 
ter informed—the class of wools from which wo: are made is not precisely 
the same class in all respects from which the best woolen cloths are made, 

The Senator was then laboring under the impression that worsted 
corne Sane the term in a generic sense, were much cheaper than woolen 

oths? 

Mr. GRAY. I was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I simply sought to correct him by stating that 
worsted cloths included as well the very best quality of cloths that 
were used, if there is any difference in classes of the people of the United 
States, by what would be understood to be the better class of people. 

Mr. BLAIR. The richer class. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The richer class, not the better—I will retract what 
I said; the richer class of people. 

Mr. GRAY. Does not the Senator from Rhode Island think he would 
have been treating me with a little more fairness, considering his oppor- 
tunity of knowledge and my lack of opportunity of knowledge, to have 
also informed me and the Senate that the very article we were dealing 
with in that Dingley bill, by the very terms of the law, referred to 
worsted cloths of less than 80 cents a pound in value? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I was not discussing with the Senator from Dela- 
ware the question as to those particular cloths, but as to the worsted 
cloths taken by and large, what the term meant. The Senator said a 
few minutes ago that worsted cloths were made from wools that were 
admitted free of duty, as I understood him. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg also to correct the Senator in that regard. 
There are no wools admitted free of duty that I know of at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me read, then, trom the source of my immediate 
information, Imay be mistaken, I only want to say before I do it that 
whatever may have been the debate at that time, I contess I was not 
then so well informed as the Senator from Rhode Island; I doubt 
whether I am everso weli informed; but the fact remains now, and I 
allude to it for that purpose, that in this very matter of worsted cloth 
the purpose was to bring it in some classification so that it might have 
the tax burden upon it that other cloth had, which was an article that 
belonged to the cheaper grades of cloth that went into the manuſacture 
of clothing that was comparatively inexpensive, being made of worsted 
cloths less than 80 cents per pound. But my authority for what I said 
in regard to the matter, to which the Senator last alluded, is one of the 
statements made in the hearings before the Committee on Finance by 
Ernest Werner and P. B. Worrall, the subcommittee, in which they 
stated: 


The differential rates of duty on worsteds in the tariff of 1883 were based on 
the discrimination which was made in the wool schedules of the same tariff, 
in favor ofcombing wools by allowing them to come in at the same rate of duty, 
whether washed or unwashed, while clothing wools washed were obliged to 
pay twice the duty ofcombing wools washed. 

Isee my mistake, and I am thankful to the Senator from Rhode 
Island for correcting it; but the force of my argument still remains, 
not comingin free of duty, but coming in at about one-half of the duty 
im on the other class of wools. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, if the Senator will—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, and I am through. 


It is to be noted that this discrimination in favor of combing woolsisretained 
ta me prennit bill, without the corresponding reduction of compensatory duties 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I will correct both 
his statement and that of the importers from which he has read. The 
gentlemen whosigned that statement should have known whatis known 
to every intelligent observer in the United States, that worsted cloths 
are now made, and have been for several years, from wools of the first 
class, and not from wools of the second class; that they are made 
almost exclusively from merino wools, which are classified among wools 
of the first class; and that what are known technically as combing 
wools are not used to any considerable extent in the manufacture of 
8 cloths either in the United States or anywhere else in the 
world. 

Now, one other word. The Senator from Delaware says we complain 
of Senators upon that side of the Chamber for citing importers in 
evidence upon this question. We do not complain that they cite im- 
porters or that the importers appear here by or through Senators upon 
the other side, but we do find fault that they furnish no other evidence 
and they apparently appear for no one else except theimporters. They 
do not cite the evidence of a single consumer in the United States. They 
have never brought here the opinion or the statement of a man who 
was not directly interested in breaking down the American market and 
destroying American manufactures. 

I think from a patrioticstandpoint we have a right to find fault with 
Senators upon the other side that they never bring any one to the bar 
of the Senate to plead their cause or to sustain the which they 
make other than the importers. As the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HoAR] suggests, they are dependent upon foreign manufacturers 
and their prosperity depends upon the Jack of success and prosperity 
of the American people. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I would be very far from accusing the 
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Senator from Rhode Island of anything like indirection in any argu- 
ment that he made, but if it were not for my high opinion of his char- 
acter and what I know of his fairness and directness I should have said 
that there was an object in view when he asked us to bring here the 
consumers as witnesses in regard to these schedules, running through 
these tables and through one hundred and eighty-seven pages of this 
complicated and labyrinthine seheme of taxation. 

He knows that the great mass of the consumers of this country have 
not the time to examine this bill and understand it. He who sits day 
by day and night by night with an expert by his side in order to thread 
the maze of this piece of oppressive taxation asks us to bring the con- 
sumers and those upon whom it is laid to explain what he has acquired 
with such toil and labor and expenditure of time. It is because these 
importers have an interest which enables them and stimulates them to 
examine this very thing that we bring them here as the best possible 
witnesses on the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My estimate of the character and intelligence of 
the American people is such that, upon a question of this kind, which 
has been debated publicly for thirty years—yes, a hundred years, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] well says—I am certain that, 
if they believed their interests were involved or at stake and this legis- 
lation or any other that was before Congress proposed to destroy their 
rights or interests, to place unn: burdens upon them, they would 
be heard here in emphatic protest; their testimony would be too plain 
to be mistaken; and it would not be necessary that they should be 
represented by the importers, who appeared in the Marble-Room of 
the Senate several months ago, or by importers’ arguments alone upon 
the floor of the Senate. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] says very truthfully 
that, while the items of this bill may be and some of them are compli- 
eated, each one refers to the interests of some particular class, and the 
people understand them as well as Senators here. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire what the particular ques- 
tion under consideration is. What is the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 84, line 15, strike out all of paragraph 
357 down to and including line 5, on page 88. 

Mr. STEWART. The effect of that would be to put wool on the 
free-list, I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the effect of the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not authorized to state 
the effect of the amendment, 

Mr. STEWART, No; the Chair is not authorized tostate, but that 
I understand to be the effect of the amendment. That is rather a broad 
proposition. It has been assumed that the tariff on wool was a tax 
which produced a direct burden upon the people. First, the assump- 
tion is that the wool-growers ot this country are not to be a very large 
part of the people; second, assuming that if wool was on the free-list 
we would obtain the wool from South America, from India, and Aus- 
tralia, as the wool-growers there and the Mexicans can produce wool 
more cheaply than we can here, because they have cheaper labor; and 
assuming that those wool-growers, after they had destroyed the wool- 
growing in this country, would voluntarily sell wool cheaper than it 
would be sold for if we cultivated it in this country. 

Now, there is a rule that applies to prices everywhere, and that is 
the rule of supply and demand. If there is a large amount of wool 
produced in this conntry or in any other country, it will inevitably 
have a tendency to bring down the price everywhere in the world. If 
with regard to this article, as many others, you have free wool, you will 
destroy the wool-growing in this country and diminish the aggregate 
of wool production, and as you can not compete those who do produce 
wool will sell it for as much as they can get. 

Suppose that you had all your woolen manufactures destroyed in this 
country, do you think you would get cheaper commodities? What is 
produced in this country supplies a large portion of the market of the 
world, because it supplies to a great extent the people of the United 
States, who are very large consumers. That makes a larger supply, 
and reduces the price of clothing to all the people of the world, and 
those who sell here and get this market must comply with the condi- 
tions produced by this production; they must sell cheaper. 

Take your iron and steel. The great development of those indus- 
tries has forced the world to sell cheaper. The only way we can cheapen 
commodities is to produce more largely. The only way we can pro- 
duce more nick . in this country is by accepting the conditions of this 
country, which are higher wages and a higher state of civilization, bet- 
ter pay. That is the only way we can manufacture and the only way 
wecan produce here. 

If we were to stop the production here and cutoff the home supply, 
do you think that articles of the world’s use, such as clothing and iron 
and steel would becheaper? Certainly not. They were not cheaper, 
although wages were just as cheap and cheaper thirty and forty years 
ago, but they have grown cheaper all the while by the additional sup- 
ply which the people of the United States have furnished. 

The idea of calling this a tax is incorrect; it is absurd. It is no tax. 
It is a charge on the foreign producer, on whatever he may produce, 


for trading in our market; and while we levy that charge we protect 
our own markets and build up our industries here and cheapen the 
articles to the consumers. It is not a tax upon our people. They are 
not complaining. It is the foreigners that want these markets who 
complain. It is Great Britain, that is spending her millions to acquire 
markets, that complains, It is Great Britain, that is subsidizing her 
steamers to go to every port of the world in order to get markets, that 
complains. It isGreat Britain, that has her navy and her army to sub- 
jugate millions and hundreds of millions of mankind for a market, that 
complains that she can not have our market free. That is the trouble. 
There is where the argument comes from. It comes from that portion 
of the public press that is interested in importations. 

The attempt to convince the American people that it is a tax has 
failed and will fail. It is no tax. It simply increases the price of 
commodities. If it is levied properly it increases them alike, and if 
we should pay higher, which I claim we do not in the long run, if we 
should have to pay higher for a 3 thing, the man gets a higher 

rice for all he produces, and the whole transaction is simply on a 
8 0 basis. Our wages must remain on a higher basis than slave and 
cooly labor in other countries, and everything else must correspond. 
It is simply doing business on a higher plane. We are enjoying, and 
on that basis we can enjoy, more of the comforts and luxuries of life, 
That is ascertained. 

Now, it is said that this wool tax is specially odious. Why is this 
particular attack made upon it? I do not understand why itis. Ido 
not understand why patriotic Americans should prefer to encourage and 
benefit the people of South America and India or Australia rather than 
our own people. All these pleas for free trade mean to favor other 
countries, to give other countries our market; and whatever you may 
say about the common people, whenever the question has been fairly sub- 
mitted to them they have usually decided right. They have been and 
will be in favor of a tariff, 

No party can propose to represent a foreign interest as ngt the 
interest of the American citizen, and succeed, It has been tried on this 
wool question. This particular question was fairly submitted to the 
American people by President Cleveland. This was his special hobby, 
It was submitted to the American people, and they could see that to 
destroy the wool industry in this country was not only unjust to the 
farmer, but they could see that when that industry was destroyed the 
price of wool would go up and the farmer would have more to buy and 
less to buy with, 

Destroy your home industries aud allow the countries of Europe, that 
have their own people protected by tarifis and by their trade a e e 
to enjoy our markets without giving their markets to us, and you 
place our people in a very dependent condition. If you destroy our 
industries and give our markets to foreigners for nothing, they will not 
surrender their markets to us. Let any Senator investigate the ques- 
tion, and tell me where we could get an extra market that would 
amount to anything by free trade. Would Great Britain orany of the 
European countries buy more wheat of us than they want? Great 
Britain as a nation does not buy wheat, but her people do, and individ- 
uals buy it in the Liverpool market or where they can buy it cheapest, 
and they only buy what their people want to eat, and nothing more. 

Do you suppose you can increase your exports of wheat by giving 
away our market? No. Take any other article. Do you suppose 
you can increase your exports of cotton by giving away our market? 
No. Then, if you destroy the home manufacturer, how are you go 
to pay for these foreign articles? You can not pay for them; you 
have to do as they did in the early times, in the free-trade times; 
you will have to deal by barter for those articles. You can not get the 
money. If you take the money to pay for them you bankrupt the 
country. They will not take your wheat, and they will take no more 
of any article than they need, and Whether you have free trade or not 
they will only buy what they want. 

That is what we buy of other countries; we buy what we need. We 
do not ask what China buys of us. We buy what tea we want. We 
have no regard for the trade with Brazil. We buy only what coffee we 
wanf, and it does not make any difference what they buy from us, we 
buy only what we must have. And if we destroy ourhome market by 
inviting them with their cheap labor and with their high tariffs to sup- 
ply us with manufactured articles, and thus break down our manu- 
facturers, we deprive our people of a home market, and where are we 
going to find a market for their products? What are we going to buy 
with, if we have no home market? Our home market is 95 per cent. 


į of the whole market, and of that 95 per cent. I think more than 60 per 


cent. comes from manufactures of one kind or another. More than halk 
of that market comes from manufacturing. If you break up this man- 
ufacturing and reduce your market so that you can not sell your prod- 
ucts, how are you going to get money to buy abroad ? 

Now, to get things cheap is not the greatest desideratum in the 
world, It is to get things, and if you have no money to buy them 
with, it does not make any difference to you about their price. If 
you can not sell your commodities, you can not buy. I do not believe 
in cheap men, and I do not believe in any cheaper commodities than 
the genius of our country can produce, thatcan be produced with free 
labor withont mechanical devices, 

Sixty~five millions of people, with the genius and enterprise of the 
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ple of the United States and with resources unlimited in extent 
3 can produce all that man needs on as cheap a basis as 
we are entitled to have them. We should not destroy our market by 
buying from abroad, but we should avail ourselves of our right to be 
producers and reduce prices by adding to the commodities of the world 
and taking care of ourselves as other nations do. 

I tell my friends on the other side that they can not take this duty 
off wool, and that free wool will not be endured by the common peo- 
pleof this country. When that proposition is fairly submitted to them, 
stripped of all others, there is no doubt about what the result will be, 

know more about the consequences of these things than you 

they do. They are not importers; they are not on the other side 
of the question, but they are producers and consumers, and they are 
aware of the fact that, if they are to have a market here, they must 
stand a tariff and build up our home manufactures, and let the wool 
be manufactured in this country. They understand that, and they 
are willing that the manufacturers of woolen goods shall be well pro- 
tected, so that there shall be little or no importation of wool in any 
shape, whether in theshape of cloth or of the raw material. They are 
willing to submit to that to build up our home market, and they know 
that their prosperity depends upon this. There is not a wool-producer 
in the West who does not understand it. They do not object toa high 
tariff on manufactured articles, because you furnish the t market. 
What advantage they can get abroad is nothing to them. What they 
ask of you is to consider their interests and let them live, There is 
no harm done; each supports the other as one great family, and that 
is what the United States must and can do. 

Why this talk about a tax when itis merely protection to a home 
industry, when it is building up our own industries, and when nobody 
complains of it, except the foreigners who pay it, because it prevents 
them from enjoying our market which is so valuable to them? That 
has been the contest from the beginning, and every time you had free 
trade in any shape, and you can trace it through, you have had hard 
times. Itis only a protective tariff that enables us to build up our 
own manufactures and our own industries. 

We have competition between 65,000,000 people; we have got cheaper 
supplies for the laboring man in this country than almost any coun- 
try in the world, certainly 50 per cent. cheaper than they were fifty 
years ago, if they had enjoyed the same luxuries then and the same 
advantages. This country must, with its resources, its free institu- 
tions, its genius, its enterprise, have a capacity to take care of itself. 
I would be ashamed to say that there was anybody in this country 
who would ayail himself of the higher wages, of the better education, 
of everything that ins to the advancement of civilization and the 
comfort of ci lite, and at the same time would claim that what 
he wanted to use must be produced by slave labor in some other coun- 
ay If it was not for the selfishness of those who are for the tariff 

ing everything raw material that comes to their shops, there would 
be no difficulty about this question. 

Place it all around, and it is no tax; place it all around and it equal- 
izes itself; place it all around and it makes one family of this great 
country and insures its prosperity and independence, and insures ulti- 
mately cheaper productions than we should otherwise have. Drive 
away your manufactures and you will have trusts in other countries, 
monopolies cruel and unrelenting, which you can not reach. There 
will be no competition if you destroy the manufacturing interests of 
this country and destroy production here, I have witnessed it on many 
articles, For example, with no tariff on quicksilver, it was in the 
hands of a few monopolists, and they put it up toruinous prices. We 
put on a tariff that enabled it to ho podassi in this country, and quick- 
silver went down, because foreigners no longer had the monopoly. It 
was 80 with borax, and it is so with almost every article that you may 
name. 

It is human nature to get all a man can; and if you give meena 
of any kind the monopoly of your market and you produce nothing, 
they do not hear your complaints when they fix the price upon you. 
Let no foreigner fix the price of any article that can be manufactured 
in this country by free labor and the genius of Americans for manu- 
facturing. With the genius we have for machinery and for inventions, 
and enterprise, and in ence, let the price of no article be fixed by 

ers that we can produce here. 

Now, I look upon this tariff as no tax, but as a protection or benefit 
to every laboring man. It does not costa cent. Take the matter of 
coffee, I was here when the tax was taken from tea and coffee. I 
heard the poor man’s cry at that time the same as I hear it now. I 
was sitting in this chair at that time.. I listened to it and I voted to 
remove that tax. I doubted the propriety of it at the time, and I 
think I said so. At all events, I recollect distinctly that that was my 
opinion. 

We have not gained one cent by the removal of that tax. Brazil has 
sold us the coffee at the same price, and we have lost, I suppose, about 
$125,000,000 without getting any cheaper coffee, and given that amount 
to Brazil. We have got no cheaper tea. Iam unable to find the arti- 
cle, followed through a series of years, that we get cheaper by making 
free trade. We simply build up a trust somewhere else, and they will 
charge all they can, and if we are not producing they charge twice as 


much as if we are. If you are producing nothing in this country, you 
are dependent upon other countries, Independence is only acquired 
by home production. You must be able to do it yourselves. Wool 
can not be by any party put upon the free-list, We have the un- 
limited regions of the West, where wool can be produeed, so far as the 
land is concerned, cheaper than anywhere in the world, but so far as 
labor is concerned, no. Our labor must be more highly paid, and if 
they can not get high pay they will go into something else and the 
whole business will cease. 

We have an unoccupied country, a boundless region, that is hardly 
fit for anything else than raising sheep, and we can produce our sup- 
ply at home. What is necessary is to put such a tariff upon wool as to 
enable us to pay our laborers, so that our laborers will stay in that in- 
dustry, and not put them in competition with the coolies of India or 
the peons of South America. That we can not do. You must not ask 
us to do it. They are Americans, living in a higher civilization, con- 
tributing to your prosperity, and you contributing to them; but for the 
sake of benefiting other countries, and not America—and there can be 
no other benefit—would you destroy this great industry? 

I tell you again that it can not be done. The American people are + 
beginning to understand their own interest, that they are one great 
family, and they must protect each other, and if they pay a higher 
price for an article they pay it to Americans, and they receive in re- 
turn a higher price for what they have to give in exchange, and with 
that they are satisfied. 

That is the patriotic view of the question. Free trade is the anti- 
American view of the question. It was repudiated in the beginning of 
your Government. When your Constituticn was discussed by the States 
after the war of Independence, that was almost the only question dis- 
cussed. We had no carrying trade, and we were unable to establish 
manufactures; and for the purpose of protecting American industries, 
and to build up manufactures and protect American commerce and the 
carrying trade, the Constitution was formed. These were the petitions 
that were sent in. It is American to protect America against all the 
world and build a this country. That is the true American idea, 
and it must and will prosper and it will succeed, and free trade can 
not be maintained. Whenever you go before the people on that issue 
you will be defeated, for it is unpatriotic and un-American. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, I propose to make a brief response 
to the extraordinary statement made by the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that we have no consumers here to pro- 
test against a high protective tariff and against this bill. 

Mr. President, we can hardly bring the men from the plow and the 
field to the lobbies of the Capitol in Washington to protest that they are 
being robbed for the benefit of others. We can hardly bring the man 
from his plane and saw, whose daily labor is necessary for the support 
of his family, to the lobbies here to testify to the wrongs done him by 
class legislation. We can hardly bring the blacksmith from his anvil 
here to testify that he does not want a high protective tariff. 

But, Mr. President, these are not the only sources of information as 
tothe public desire and the public interest. The manufacturers, by 
possessing large wealth and large intelligence, can easily concentrate 
their intelligence and their wealth and bring it to bear with all its 
power upon the Congress of the United States, and they do it. 

But the people at home do have a way of reaching Congress. They 
hayethirty-odd Senatorshere, representing consumers, protesting against 
the outrage of this bill. That ought to pass for something. They have 
nearly the half of the aap in the other wing of the Capitol 
protesting against this bill in the name of the consumer, and it is not 
yet two years since the American people were appealed to on this very 
question, when, by 100,000 majority, their verdict was rendered against 
a high protective tariff, notwithstanding they did not secure the elec- 
tion of their President under the recognition ot the State-rights prin- 
ciples in the Constitution of the United States and its peculiar struct- 
ure; but a majority of 100,000 of the American people, if it is assamed 
that that was the question in issue, pronounced against a high pro- 
tective tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is speaking of the count now. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there are other sources of informa- 
tion. If we look to the press of the country, which is a reflex of the 
popular interest and popular opinion of the people of this country, 
there come up daily protests against the wrong of this bill. Go to the 
great metropolitan press of New York nnd there you find a large num- 
ber of the leading papers of that city, and that State, and of the Union, 
the Herald, the World, the Sun, the Tin:es, protesting against the mon- 
strosity of this bill in the name of the people. You find it all over 
the country. 

There is still another and more direct way in which the consumers 
of this country are protesting against this bill. They are assembling 
in their State conventions and in their Congressional conventions all 
over the Union, and they are sending their protests here against the 

of this bill, and it is not limited, Senators may as well under- 
stand, to the action of Democrats as such. The Farmers’ Alliances 
all over the country are protesting against this bill, the labor organi- 
zations are protesting against it, and the State labor convention of 
Missouri only a day or two ago denounced this bill. 
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These are voices coming from the people. It is the concentrated 
will of the people expressed through these State and nal 
conventions and through the press and through the voice of their XA 
resentatives here in Congress by which the consumers are heard. 
Icould but feel a. when the Senator from Rhode Island as- 
sumed that we had brought no consumers here to protest against the 
ou of putting an average tax of ſiſty-· odd per cent. upon the imports 
Into this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] made a statement a few moments ago in regard to the 
manufacture of worsted goods which I think can not be sustained. 

It is undoubtedly the fact that there is a discrimination made in 
tariff law as it now exists andin this bill as reported between the cloth- 
ing wools, that is to say, the woolsof the first class and the wools of the 
second class, or combing wools. 

Under this bill and under the law as it stands clothing wools, wools 
of the first class, imported washed, are required to pay double the duty 
imposed upon the unwashed wool, being 22 cents instead of 11 cents, 
whereas the combing wools, unwashed, are not required to pay this 
double duty, but all classes of scoured wools are required to pay three 
times the duty of the unwashed wool. This, therefore, is undoubtedly 
a discrimination in favor of the combing wools, from whieh, as I un- 
derstand it, the worsted goods are mainly, if not entirely, made. 

In the litigation which occurred before the United States court very 
recently, in which the validity of the decision made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury placing worsted goods upon the same footing with 
woolen goods was involved, this very question was made. It was con- 
tended before the court that the Secretary of the Treasury was right in 
his rulings classifying the worsted as woolen goods, because they were 
mado from the same kinds of wool by reason of recent discoveries of 
machinery, as it was claimed, by which these shorter wools could be 
combed, and therefore used in making worsted goods. 

But, as a matter of fact, the jury found against them. It was dis- 
uted by the parties who had brought the suit and was not sustained 
y the court, and upon that information I state that, in my opinion, 

the Senator is mistaken in saying that any considerable quantity of 
worsted goods are made from wools of the first elass or clothing wools; 
and, if this be true, there ought not to be the same rate of duty upon 
the worsted and upon the woolen goods. 

I want to say here that I voted in the House of Representatives dur- 
ing the present session to place worsted goods upon the same footing, 
classifying worsted goods with woolen goods, because, on the informa- 
tion which I then had, I thought it was an act of justice to the manu- 
facturers of woolen goods, but subsequent investigations have induced 
me at least to doubt very much the correctness of that vote. 2 

The Senator who last addressed the Senate upon the other side of the 
Chamber [Mr. STEWART] asserts that we appear to forget on this side 
of the Chamber that the wool-growers of the country are a part of the 
people. Why, Mr, President, of course they constitute a part of the 

ple of the United States. There are about 65,000,000 people in 
the United States, men, women, and children, and about 44,000,000 
sheep, which is about two-thirds of a sheep to each individual. 

These sheep produce about 268,000,000 pounds of unwashed wool, ac- 
cording to the most recent statistics we have, which is about 4.4 of a 

und of wool to each individual; whereas, as a matter of fact, each 

dividual uses 10 pounds of wool in his woolen clothing, his 
carpets, and other manufactures of wool necessary for the use of the 

le. 

re we have this state of the case, that 1 in 65, that is 1,000,000 out 
of 65,000,000 of people, produce wool, and they produce 4.4 pounds of 
wool to each individual of the 65,000,000, who consumes 10 pounds, 
and every single individual in the United States—speaking now of av- 
erages—is compelled to pay a higher price upon 10 pounds of wool in- 
cluded in his clothing and carpets and other articles in order to get 
some sort of benefit from 4,4 pounds of wool in this country, and that 
is given to 1,000,000 people to the exclusion of all others. 

That is what the application of the rules of arithmetic shows in re- 

to this matter; and therefore we are perfectly justified in saying 
that when the charge is to be imposed upon all the people it is for the 
benefit of only a part of the people engaged in a particular industry, 
and even those people are not all engaged exclusively in that industry 
by any means, for if you take even the State of Ohio you will find that 
the total value of all the wool produced in that great wool-growing 
State is only about 4 per cent. of the values of its whole agricultural 
products, and all the people of Ohio and all the people of the United 
States are to be taxed upon their clothing and their carpets and their 
woolen goods of all kinds to protect 4 per cent. of the agricultural prod- 
ucts of that State. F 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to ask the Senator, in connection with his 
statement that out of 10 pounds of wool used by every individual in 
this country only 4 of them are produced here 

Mr. CARLISLE. Four and four-tenths. 

Mr. DAWES. In that neighborhood. What I wanted to ask the 
Senator was whether he would rather have that produced in this coun- 
try or have it produced abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I would by far rather have it all produced here, 


Mr. DAWES. Iam happy to find the Senator agreeing with mein 

one poinh, He would rather have it all produced here. 
. CARLISLE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the question between him and me would be, 
what is the best means of producing it all here? ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is exactly the question between us. I think 
we have al! substantially the same end in view, but we differ as to the 
means by which it is to be accomplished. I would much prefer to gee 
all the wool consumed in this country produced at home by our own 
people, and I. would much prefer to see all the manufactured woolen . 
goods consumed by our people produced here. I think the best way 
to bring about both of those results or, if not both, certainly to bring 
about one of them, which would certainly bea great improvement over 
the present condition of affairs, would be to give our manufacturers 
2 wool and let them engage upon equal terms with their competitors 
a ` 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator if he could indicate 
about what time that would bring about the result of producing the 
whole of the 10 pounds here. 

Mr. CARLISLE. After the innumerable false prophesies made by 
our protectionist friends in regard to the time when we would feel the 
benefits of the protective system, I should not like to undertake to 
prophesy. s 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to try the experiment with a new 
prophet, TheSenator says he wants to see the day when all the wool 
each man uses will be produced in this country, and then he intimates 
that, on the whole, we had better let other people produce it rather 
than produce it in this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I attempted to make an argument during the dis- 
cussion to-day to show that it would not injure our wool-growers, and 
I have stated that it was the opinion of many gentlemen of extensive 
knowledge upon this subject and of long experience that it would in 
fact benefit them by increasing the manufacture of woolen goods in 
this country, and thereby make a more extensive market for our do- 
mestic wool to mix with the foreign wool, Whether that be true or 
not, I do not know; but, undoubtedly, we have found, according to 
the statement made by the Senator from Ohio to-day, that the imposi- 
tion of the duty has not increased the price of the wool here, and, that 
being the case, I am unable to see how it can encourage the production 
of wool here. 

Mr. DAWES. I remember when the tariff of 1867 was enacted a 
great lover of the wool-growers in this country got up in the House of 
Representatives and was very angry at the wool-manufacturers and de- 
clared very loudly that he would trom that time forth make war upon 
the woolen manufacturers in the intsrest of the wool-growers, and he 
said, Mr. Speaker, war to the knife and the knife to the hilt; and 
when some man interrogated him and asked him what he would do 
with the wool produced in this country when he had killed off the 
woolen manufacturers, he was reminded of the story of the darky who 
said that when all the rest of the world was dead he was going to keep 
store. [Laughter.] a 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think, Mr. President, that the tendency of the 
system and policy which my friend from Massachusetts advocates is 
to produce this very kind of warfare between different classes of pro- 
ducers in this country, each one contending that the imposition of a 
any upon something which he has to use in his industry is an injury 
to him, 

Mr. DAWES. So long as the relation established between the wool- 
grower and wool-manufacturer in 1867 was maintained both prospered. 
The wool-grower prospered; the number of sheep produced in this coun- 
try increased year by year; the number of pounds of wool produced by 
the sheep increased; the improved character of the sheep increased every 
year, as did the manufacture of woolen goods; but when that relation 
was destroyed in 1883 the very reverse was produced. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, I do not think it can be es- 
tablished at all that the slight change made by the rates of duty upon 
wool by the act of 1883 was any injury whatever to the wool-growers 
of this country. The price of wool was falling before that. It has fallen 
some since that time. Of course there have been fluctuations, as there 
are in the prices of all articles; but I say that in my opinionif we had 
a duty of a thousand per cent. upon wool the same fluctuations in price 
would occur, the same decrease in the number of sheep would occur in 
some sections of the country, while there would be an increase in the 
number in other sections of the country, but ultimately a decrease in 
the same section where the increase wasformerly. Changed conditions, 
the influx of people from other parts of the country, the settlement of 
the country, and a thousand things with which the tariff has nothin 
whatever to do cause these periodic increases and decreases in prices as | 
increases and decreases inthe number of sheep and theamount of wool 
produced. One of the great causes for the diminution of the number of 
sheep at the present time and during the last eight or ten years has 
been the slaughter of these animals for food. It is shown by statistics 
that, as nearly as it can be ascertained, about twenty million sheep are 
slaughtered every year for the market, simply because it is far more 
— to dispose of them in that way than it is to keep them for 
wool. 


9340 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 29, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for two or three min- 


utes? i 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a few words in answer to a state- 


ment made by the Senator from Kentucky in regard to the class of wools 
used in the manufacture of worsted goods. I wassurprised to hear the 
statement from that Senator, who is usually so intelligent and well in- 
formed upon these subjects. I will say tohim that I speak with abso- 
Inte knowledge when I say that the wools used in the manufacture of 
worsted goods, that isthe cloths for men’s wear, are almost exclusively 
merino wools and other wools which are included in what are known as 
clothing wools in the laws of the United States; in other words, wools 
of the first classin this bill. 

In 1867, when these classifications were made, the long English 
wools were the only wools combed, and they were used at that time 
in making worsted dress-goods or stuffs which had a luster and which 
were then in fashion all over the world, They were the only kinds 
of wools that could be used in the manufacture of those goods, and 
those goods were about the only kinds of worsted goods made. Sub- 
sequent improvements in machinery and subsequent inventions al- 
lowed all kinds of merino or short wools to be combed, and they have 
been found not only better, but indispensable, in the manufacture of 
all kinds, or nearly all kinds, of worsted goods, which include goods 
for men’s wear and the finer kinds of worsted dress-goods for women’s 
wear. These are all made—I speak within bounds when I use the 
word ‘‘all,’’ because any exception wonld be rather extraordinary 
from merino wools, either from Ohio or Michigan or from the finer 
grades of Australian wool, 

Mr, CARLISLE. What then becomes of the combing wools ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are used in making carpets. There are very 
few combing wools imported. If the Senator will look at the impor- 
tations for the year ending June 30, 1890, he will find the importations 
of those wools are only 7,000,000 pounds against 22,000,000 of the 
wools of the first class, and there are but very few of those wools pro- 
duced in this country. ‘There are some produced in the Senator’s own 
State, Kentucky—more there than anywhere else—and some other por- 
tions of the country, but the quantity of long English wools used here 
is very small, and that amount is used in carpets or in coarse goods for 
men’s wear, or for purposes where a strong wool which takes a good 
color is required. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I know that in the trial to which I referred the 
manufacturers of worsted goods, who were resisting the claims of the 
importers, whosued to recover duties paid under protest, made the very 
elaim which the Senator from Rhode Island now makes, and the testi- 
mony was taken upon the subject, and I shall endeavor to get the re- 
port of that trial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, the contention then 
made was that as these various classifications were inserted in the act 
of 1867, when the conditions to which I have referred existed, there- 
fore the worsted now used could not have been intended as the 
worsted is which the act of 1883 provides for, and that they should 
be dutiable as woolen goods. But the court held, and I think very 
properly, that the re-enactment of this provision in 1883, when worsted 
goods were made from the merino wools, nullified this claim in regard 
to what was true in 1867, 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Kentucky 
if this was not the condition of that suit, that it was not that the jury 
found that, notwithstanding the goods might be made from the first- 
class wools, yet the ruling of the court was that, by force of the name 
or description, they must be considered as worsted and not as woolen 
goods. I understood that was the decision. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The court held, as the Sapreme Court has held 
and all other courts have held for many years, that the article must be 
dutiable according to itscommercial designation, and, these being called 
in the act of 1883 “worsted goods, they were worsted goods under the 
law and should bear the rate of duty provided in the law for worsted 

I am notsufficiently familiar with all the proceedings of the 
trial to undertake to say exactly what was the decision by the court or 
exactly what was left to the jury. Itherefore prefer not to do so; but I 
shall endeavor to get the report of the trial. 

Mr, DAWES. My impression was, not that the jury found that the 
goods themselves were made from second-class wool, but the ruling of 
the court in the case was in accordance, as the Senator from Kentucky 
says, with the uniform decisions that, whether they were made from 
one class or another, they came in by a duty which was fixed by the 
nomenclature. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be true. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 


Mr. COLQUITT, Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. COLQUITT. The Senator from Virginia has yielded for a con- 
siderable time out of courtesy to-other members of the body on both 
sides who have e 
reserving his right to the floor. 


colloquially in the discussion of this matter, 
I would ask the consent of the Senator 


from Rhode Island that we now adjourn, leaving the Senator from Vir- 
ginia on the floor so that he may proceed with his remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Beforean adjournment is taken, I desire to suggest 
that we agree, by unanimous consent, to have evening sessions upon 
Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next week. 

Mr. CARLISLE, May we not also agree upon some time in the 
morning to take the vote on the pending amendment, so that the Sen- 
ate may proceed to consider the remainder of this woolen schedule, 
which is important? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we may be able to get a vote on the pending 
amendment the first thing to-morrow morning. Ishould be very glad 
if we could. Perhaps I had better ask unanimous consent for evening 
sessions to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to suggest that 
the request for unanimous consent had better be made when a quorum 
is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Chair is right about that, and I will 
make the request to-morrow morning. In accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Georgia, I now move that the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 30, 1890, at 
10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 29, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D 


"The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 10060) 
for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city 
of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Lonis, Missouri. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. There is no private business on the Speaker’s 
table and no unfinished business, The gentleman trom Wisconsin 
[Mr. THomas] is recognized. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

N. K. FAIRBANK & CO. 


Mr. ADAMS. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THOMAS] 
to withhold his motion for one moment that I may submit a request 
on behalf of my colleague [Mr. Tay or, of Illinois], who is kept from 
the House by illness. Hesimply desires to have printed in the RECORD 
atelegram from N. K. Fairbank & Co. somewhat similar to the telegrams 
received by my colleague [Mr. Mason] and put into the RECORD of 
yesterday, but not covering exactly the same ground. The telegram? 
printed in the RECORD of yesterday were telegrams from prominent 
men in Chicago testifying to the high personal character and standing 
of Mr. N. K. Fairbank. I indorse these statements most earnestly, 
for I know Mr. Fairbank personally. 

There were also telegrams from representatives of the firm of N. K. 
Fairbank & Co. at other places than Chicago, stating positively that 
compound lard was not placed by that firm in packages marked with 
the clover-leaf brand. The telegram which I wish to insert is from 
the firm at Chicago, denying positively that lard branded by them 
“ white clover, pure“ is in factadulterated lard. They make no chargo 
against members of this House or the Agricultural Department. They 
intimate that members of the House and the Agricultural Department 
have been imposed upon by outside persons, and they ask an official 
investigation, 

Mr. Fairbank is a constituent of my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR, of Ili- 
nois]. My colleague has been absent several days by reason of illness. 
Otherwise he would have done his duty by his constituent, Mr. Fair- 
bank, by having this telegram printed in the RECORD, as were those 
presented by my colleague [Mr. Mason]. 

Mr. THOMAS. You do not ask to have it read? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; I do not wish to delay the House. 

The SPEAKER, If there is no objection, the telegram submitted 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Apaus] will be printed in the 
RecorpD. The Chair hears no objection. 

The telegram is as follows: 

Cuicagco, ILL., August 25, 1800. 
Hon. ABNER TAYLOR, House of Representatives, Washington: 


Please deny, in the strongest possible terms, the charge made by Congressman 
Coax that lard branded by us White Clover Pure,“ is, in fact, adulterated, 
Such lard as sold and shipped by us is always absolutely pure. Our competi- 
tors, some unscrupulousagency, have fraudulently substituted the con- 
3 of our packages for 
tion. 


demand an official investi; 


u and We 
r N. K. FAIRBANK & CO, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. CUMMINGS, be excused from attendance, on accountof sick- 
ness. 

There being no objection, the leave of absence was granted. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was also granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. SKINNER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Rusk, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. REED, of Iowa, for two weeks, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. SHIVELY, for four days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. OATES, on account of important business, until September 6. 

To Mr. FITHIAN, until September 10, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. McCormick, for the rest of the week, on account of impor- 
tant business. ~ 

To Mr. CHEATHAM, until Friday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that indefi- 
nite leave of absence be also granted to my colleague, Mr. ROGERS, 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. MCRAE. On account of important business, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 


BUSINESS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. THOMAS. I now renew the motion, Mr. Speaker, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider business 
on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to. 

The House acco: ly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar, and the Clerk 
will report the bill last before the committee, coming over under the 
head of unfinished business, 


CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. n. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies 
taken and used by the United States Army as reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, there has been an arrangement be- 
tween some parties and myself in relation to this bill, and I would sug- 
gest that by unanimous consent House bill No. 11382, which is some- 
what of a revised bill, containing the same cases, so far as I know, 
with some eliminations, be substituted in place of the bill now under 
consideration. I make this request for unanimous consent if it is sat- 
isfactory to the other side. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin a question first. The bill to which he refers (House bill 
11382), as printed, contains all amendments necessary to perfect the 
text of the bill which was introduced and considered previously. This 
was done for the purpose ot having the matter in an amended shape 
before the committee when it came up for consideration, so that the per- 
fected bill might be considered. I understand the gentleman now 
moves to substitute this bill (No. 11382) for Honse bill No. 7616. Is 
that the motion? 

Mr. THOMAS. That was the proposition I made, with the excep- 
tion, of course, that the same objection obtains to this bill that I have 
to a great many cases in the other bill, and especially to the very last 


case. 

Mr, McCREARY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: In 
what respect does the bill (H. R. 11382) to which the gentleman refers, 
differ from the former bill under consideration? 

Mr. THOMAS. The most important changes are the elimination of 
certain matters that had not been reported from the Court of Claims, 
but which had inadvertently crept into that bill, as I understand. 

Mr. McCREARY. Are all of the bills reported favorably from the 
Court of Claims included in this substitute bill ? 

Mr. ENLOE. All in which there are findings before the Committee 
on War Claims of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand they are all here, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
Does this bill provide that these claims are subsequently to be sub- 
mitted to the Attorney-General ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam going to propose an amendment to that effect 


myself, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the suggestion of the gentlemar from Wiscon- 
sin will meet with the approval of the committee. It will very much 


facilitate the consideration of the bill, and it contains everything that 
ought to be in the bill, I am satisfied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that bill has not yet 
been reported from the committee. The gentleman offers it as an 
amendment to the pending bill, in the nature of a substitute, and asks 
unanimous consent thatthis may bedone. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THOMAS, Now, Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it is necessary 
to read this substitute bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless dispensed with by the committee, the 
rules require that it shall be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to suggest, while all that can be done in 
the House it can hardly be done in committee. The gentleman may 
make his motion recommending the substitution; and then when we 
come to the House it can be done. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this is a sub- 
stitute in the nature of an amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course, if considered as an amendment, in that 
way it may be recommended to the House. That may be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I will not object, provided consent is asked 
and given by the gentleman that the bill as amended, or the substi- 
tute rather, be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman, and I 
have no objection to the reading of the billat large, if necessary. But 
my only idea was that it would take up too much time. 

Mr. DOCKERY.: I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a 
question 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be considerable anx- 
iety on the part of gentlemen as to what this bill contains. I will say 
to gentlemen that it contains everything that the other bill contained, 


and some two or three cases that were not in the other bill, that. 


were subsequently reported by the Court of Claims, 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the bill will be read. 


Mr. MORGAN. If it should happen that there are claims that have 


been reported by the Court of Claims, that have been omitted by acci- 
dent, will you consent to have them come in? 

Mr. ENLOE. If any such thing as that should occur they could be 
offered in an amendment, but to consent to such an arrangement as 
that would be equivalent to saying that the bill should not pass the 
House. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to know, if that bill is substituted, whether it is subject to 
amendment the same as the bill for which it is a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly; it is in exactly the same position as 
to amendments as the bill for which it is substituted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Tons] one question. If I understand correctly, the substitute 
which he offers contains only the claims for supplies furnished to the 
Army. ‘There is nothing in the bill but claims for supplies, 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, I am not sure but there may be one case, 
possibly, different from that, butall but one, I believe, are for supplies, 

Mr. 8 of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. SIMONDS. ‘There is no rule requiring the reading of the bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I hope gentlemen not insist 
on the reading of the bill. It was read once before. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understood the gentleman to ask for unanimous 
consent to substitute this bill for the other, and that was given; and so 
this bill is substituted for the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] asks for 
unanimous consent that this bill be printed in the RECORD. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the bill will be read. I think the bill 
ought to be read. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


HoLMAN] that the bill was read once before. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand there was a bill similar to this 
pending before the House, and by unanimous consent the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. THomAs] was allowed to substitute the bill 
which you hold in your hand for the original bill. Now, that origi- 
nal bill had been read a first and second time, and we were consider- 
ing it, and I ask this question: Whether it is necessary, now that this 
bill is substituted for the original bill, that it shall have a first and 
second reading, it being a substitute for the original bill, 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks this is a substitute in the nat- 
ure of an amendment which has not yet been read. The Chair is of 
the opinion that unless there is unanimons consent to the contrary, 
under the rule it will have to be read. 

Mr. McCREARY. Ithinkit will have to be read once, but I do not 
think it will have to be read twice. £ 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not yet been read. 

Mr. McCREARY. This is an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, and any member can demand the reading of it once. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. But he can not have it read twice. 

Mr. McCREARY. No; because the original bill has been read twice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Like any other amendment offered, it must be 
read at the time it is offered. 

Mr. McCCREARY. I agree with the Chair that it must be read now 
once, but I do not understand that that would be its first reading, this 
being in the nature of a substitute for the original, which has had a 
first aud second reading. That being so, the substitute can now be read 
once. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a substitute in the nature ofanamendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the Chair hear me for a moment on that? Task 
the Chair if it was not by unanimous consent that this was adopted as a 
substitute? That being so, it is now standing in theattitude in which 
the original bill stood. is it not? It takes the place of the original bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The demand for its reading ought to have 
come in before it was adopted as a substitute. It can not come in now; 
it is too late. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is too late to demand the reading now. The de- 
mand should have been made before it was adopted as asubstitute for 
the original bill, which had already been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the 3 that, if insisted upon, 
this substitute must be read. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to be read once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, let me suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. aepo A if he will hear me for a moment, 
the bill will have to be read item by item under the five-minute rule. 
If itis read now it will only take up an hour of time to enumerate 
these names. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist upon 
consuming this hour. We bave not had a private-bill day in sixteen 


weeks, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think this is a measure that warrants a 


from the regular order of procedure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will remind the gentleman that oftentimes 
in 3 of the Whole the first reading of the bill is dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But not a bill of this character. 

Mr. MORGAN. These are the tacties that have been pursued for 
eight months on this bill, and we will recollect the gentleman on mat- 
ters of such importance, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mississippi i is not 755 order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say that much, however, out of ord: 

Fe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the 8 of the 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will certainly have the bill read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 2 au- 
thorized and paltik to > paT, out of apy money in the Treasury not otherwise 
toned here the sams eral persons in this act named the several sums men- 

rein, the same being in full for, tee the jaapan bee rie same to betaken 

in each case as a full and final of, the several claims ex- 

nt chor oe and reported favorably by the rt of Claims of the 

United’ States under the provisions of the act of 3, 1883, entitled “An act 

to afford assistance and — to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
the investigation of claims and demands a; — 50 Government” namely 

To Keim ag N. Allison, administrator of L. Allison, of Jack: 
son County, Alabama, 

To St. — Academy, of Nashville, Tenn., $930, 

Kentucky, $: 


To William W. Anderson, of Harrison n County, 
To John R. Watki = administrator da W. a erat of Haywood 


County, Tennessee, 
To T. 8. Galloway. par A of Jackey Armour, deceased, of Fayette 
eae ee 


issippi, $2,233. 
To Sarah A. Bishard, administratrix of Daniel Bishard, of Bourbon County, 


Kansas, $22. 
To T. J. Powell, administrator of Warren M. Benton, of East Carroll Parish, 
8 $14,585, 
2 . administrator of Elizabeth Becton, of Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee, 
To M A. Blackwell, of Shelby County, Tennessee, $940. 
* . — — — Rear Abraham Bazinsky, ‘of Warren County, 


Buskirk, of Logan County, West Virginia, $672. 
RE Nikao es Bowen and William T. Bowen, administrators of James 
r „ ‘$4,488.87. 
1 Wiliam E- i Agnes Par i, hom Smas M Brown, Eliza ©. B Mrs. Evel 
0 ar mas M. 9 za rown, 
27 heirs of T deceased, of Monroe County, cane 


15 Joshua Baker, of Gibson County, Tennessee, $154 
To Aaron Stanton and James C. Brandon, executors of Charlotte S. Brandon, 
deceased, of Adams County, Mississippi, $5,602. 
N. of Limestone County, Alabama, 8150. 
ks, of S Shelby County, Tennessee, $783. 
To William H. Borders, of Washington County, Ke agg mecha 
Cou Elizabeth Ann Best, executrix of Davi N of Frederick 
„Maryland. $671. 
H. 3 not Jefferson County, West Virginia 
To J.E. well and H. McKinstry, executors of Dixon S. ph rose of Fay- 
„Tennessee, ait. 
M. Belt, McGill Belt, and E. Oliver Belt, administrators of John L. 
Belt, deceased, of Frederick County, Maryland, $470. 


To R. H. Wood, executor of John H. Bills, deceased, of Hardeman County, 


8 
asep of Cherokee County, 8178. 
To A. Bailes, of Jefferson County, okipan $ 

To William MI. Brewster, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, $575.50 
ann 8 Bryan, administratrix of William A. Bryan, of Fayette County, Ten- 
To Chesley J. Burnett, of Hamblen Coun , Tennessee, $264.20, 
5 — —.— 55 8 dtor of Loudoun County, Virginie, 8400. 

8 Branscom, of Hardeman Count 8 8132. 

To fsi V. Brooks, of Walker County, Geo: $1,332. 
5 — io executor of John Bird, deceased, of Mississippi County, 


‘kansas, 88.881. 
To William H. {ary Parish, Louisiana, $2,085. 
To Georgo W. Chapman, administrator of John M. Cook, of Franklin, La., 


$1,316, 
o Andrew Cathey, of Tishomingo Count: a err $575. 
To Ellzey Chamblin, of e iS 12. E80. 

To E. J. Conard, of Loudoun County, V 2 5 215 526. 
Vigne 1 Conard, administratrix of John W. Conard, of Loudoun County, 

n 

To Alexander ees administrator of Jordan Chavis, of Haynes Bluff, Miss. 
(Warren County), $950. 

To James W. Allen, administrator of Thomas B, Crenshaw, of Shelby County, 
Tho Bent Guaningham, of Cherok Co Alabama, $1,450. 

0 nezer ee County, 
— ty: a, Sl. 


Coman, administrator of James L. deceased, of Madison 
8 7 8 
ames ‘oleman, executor of Daniel Col 5 
Couniy, Nn — ro Coleman, deceased, of Jefferson 
A, NI. ond administrator of B, F, Cloud, deceased, of Claiborne County, 
8 81.9 
To Ada E. 3 administratrix of C. De France, of Adams County, Mis- 
sissippi, $514. 
To W. P. e administrator of Eliza M. Dawson, of Shelby County, Ten- 
* Ales h P. Dyer, of Fa; ette Count; 2 8180. 
0 
To W. H. Douglass, of Í Shelby Co County, 
mon potae =f M. Dowling, administrator of Michael Dowling, of Shelby County, 
‘onnessee, $1,778, 


To 4 F. Dorr 155. 

To James Dillard of of Goochland. County, Virsi in Sse, 

To Joseph Dunbar, administrator of — aig of Jefferson County, 
Mississippi, $300. 

To William C. parima oaan County, $50. 

5 County, Tennessee, $4,300. 
nty, Arkansas, $1,300. 

To Mary T. Dominique, administratrix of Louis Dominique, of Baton Rouge, 


To F. M. and Josiah E. Davis, executors of Eliza Davis, deceased, of Wash- 


fo Laura . Buford and V. Ruth Mary 
o Laura uford an uth Bowhanna' mo of J. 
Dooley (Seager ty of 8 County, Tennessee, $1 

To Annie E. administratrix of John iL’ Davis, deceased, of Hinds 
County, —— mi $495. 

To B.J. Kimbroo h, administrator of Asa Douglass, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, 


To Daniel — of Fayette County, Tennessee, $534. 
To Susan S. Eyler, administratrix of Andrew J. Eyler, of Washington County, 


To Elias Eakle, of Washin Conny: Mexyient. „H51. 

To Leonard Emmert, of Washington — Maryland. 8842. 

To J. A. Thomas, administrator of merson, deceased, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee, 

To A. W. 5 administrator of Benjamin C. Embry, deceased, of 
Green Count ty. Kentue 

To Willis Ferrill, i ‘of shelby County, Tennessee, $4 

To Thomas S. Fo: Giles County, Tennessee, waist. 4i. 

To Elizabeth J. ae Fayette County, Tennessee, $285. 

To Mary S. Foga.of § ison County, Tennessee, $660.50. 

To Samuel F. h, executor of Anthony R. Frazer, of Alexandria County, 
Virginia, $12,890.87. 

ToSamuel M. Foitz, executor of Jacob Foltz, deceased, of Washington County, 
Maryland, $125. 
Pe — Friend, executor of Henry Fricnd, deceased, of Washington County, 

rylan 

To S. 8. Gloyd and Jacob A. Gloyd, executors of Samuel Glo: deceased, of 
Montgomery County, Maryland, $550. 85 

To John A. Gwin, of Marshall County, ee 

To Horace P. Hobson, administrator of John 2 Graves, of Fayette County, 


Tennessee, $3,231. 
To M. W. Prewitt and J. K. Gates, executors of James F, Gates, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, 8028. 
To Grantham, of Clarke eitersoa Counts, Ws $1,885. 
To William J. Grantham, of Jett 
To Amos L. Moody, 
sre A 


276. 
$178.95, and to Be! 5 Din, 


T rial Irous 90 95 $173.85, as heirs of 

o as he Solo- 

mon George, d S. George, S17 Loudoun — ay 
To William BS Grover, administrat 


ot ud J. Grover, deceased, of Henrico 
County, Virginia, 5 


83.025. 
To Samuel S. Gies. of Montgomery County, Maryland, $192. 
To William W. Green, of Camden County, Missouri, $270. 

To William Garrett, of Davidson County, Tennessee, $5,690. 

To T Ho e e e County, , Maryland, 8621. 

To Isabella Hance, administratrix of Wiiliam ——.— deceased, of Montgom- 


“Te County, Maryland, $3,835.90. 
ah W. e of Pulaski 8 3 175. 
administratrix Hughes, deceased, of Shelby 


Coe 83 1,436. 
To Wiliam R Harper, adm e of Ecloe A. Harper, deceased, of Chat- 
To Ney A Hast 5 of A. F. Hurley, deceased, of Montgomery 


$700. 
S. Hudgins, of raain 


3 413. 
To Robert C. Hardwick, of — 


ss tow ke 
Hardeman County, T. ‘ennessee, $187, 
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To John Loague, administrator of Delos A. Harrell, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, $835, 

To Mattie B. Pitman, ot ne gaat of Fannie T. Hunt, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, $2 

To William Owen, e ol Sarah Harris, deceased, of Warren County, 
Mississippi, $870. 

To Francis A. Harwell, of Cherokee Count, „Alabama, 8281. 

To Robert E. Hale, of St. Francis 8 kansas, $300. 

To Newitt Harris, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $60. 

To James Higginbotham, of La eee Parish, Louisiana, $2,623. 

To Wiliam Hawkins. administrator of William Bavkina deceased, of 
Monro> County, Arkansas, $1,020. 

Tol amin Holt, of Wayne County, Tennessee, 81 

To Tilghman Hilleary, Br of Frederick County, Maryland, $1,086. 

To Caroline C. Hedges, of Hinds County, Mississippi, $5,135.50. 

To John Heflebower, of Washington County, Maryland, $1,764.50. 

To H. H. Hughey, of Lincoln County, Tennessee, $275. 

To W. H. Halliburton, administrator of James Furlong, deceased, of Arkansas 
County, Arkansas, $4,400. 

To Ann E. Graves, executrix of Samuel Hutzell, deceased, of Washington 
County, Maryland, $570. 

To Americus V. Warr, administrator of Nicholas H. Isbell, decoased, of Fay- 
ette County, Tennessee, $13,475.15. 

To Furney Jones, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, $440. 

To James O. Jenkins, administrator of Thomas C. Jenkins, deceased, of Har- 
deman County, ‘Tennessee. $1,275. 

To Harriett Jones, administratrix of John L. Jones, deceased, of Shelby 
e ante Tennessee, $870. 

illiam Johnson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, jem 

70 John T. Jones, of Phillips County, Arkansas, $6,705. 

3 J. L. Johnston, guardian of Elizabeth M. Johnston; of Monroe County, 
nnessee, $705. 

To Clayton O. Keedy, administrator of John D. Keedy, of Washington County, 
Maryland, $645. 

To Jacob H. Keedy, of Washington County, Maryland, $134. 

To Jolin H. King, of Washington County, Maryland, $500. 

To 8 W. sats of bon a Doug; Bynes omen i, 81,500. 

unty, West 

To Daniel Beard 407 C. N., administrator of Ell Koons, deceased, of Washington 
County, Maryland, $105. 

To W 8 R. Eng. 0 ye {Nok of Hardeman County, eee 8120. 

To Charles Franklin County, Ohio, 8190. 

To 175 Eneo of Shelby speed Tennessee, $350. 

To Charlotte L. Drain and Francis P. Drain, administratrix of John Lamden, 
deceased, of Alexandria County, Virginia, $4,144. 

To John H. 1a eae administrator of Peter Lighter, deceased, of Frederick 


County, 
ae Pillip Li y, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, $331. 
Bertha Silberberg, Samuel Marks, Nora Marks, and Hannah 
ae ‘holes a at law of Simon Lubinsky, of Warren County, Mis- 


470 Riam Lloyd, of Jefferson County, West Virginia, $1,708. 
To Heary N. Lansdale, of Frederick County, Maryland, $642. 
To David M. Lindsey, 1 ad oE James Lindsey, deceased, of Wash- 
ae ing County, Maryland, 
Eliza C. LaRue, of cp nish County, West Virginia, $1,890. 
Ses Jackson P. Lewis, of Shelb 8 Tennessee, $305. 
To Joseph Lowe, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $740. 
To Nancy Lewis, of Hinds County, Mississippi, $306.60. 
To H. C. hey eine administrator of Samuel B. Lanier, deceased, of Missis- 
sippi County, A 810,177.30. 
Abner D. Lomia, 0 Fayette County, 3 
Ae 5 Mulvehill, of Frederick County, Virginia, $426 
To T, S. Galloway, administrator de bonis non of James Marshall, deceased, 
of Fayette County, Tennessee 
To Elizabeth Griggs, administrate of Charles Murphy, deceased, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee, $3,187. 
To John W. McKnight, of Paducah, Ky., $051. 
2 Eliza Marsteller, administratrix of C. C. Marsteller, deceased, of Prince 
illiam County, Virginia, $2,537. 
me. 53 administratrix of Samuel McKenna, deceased, of Mem- 
‘enn 
* To John B. McGhee, administrator of Ann E. McGhee, deceased, of Monroe 
County, Tenness 
To John Mack, o Jackson, Miss., $300, 
To Rachel Martin, administratrix of Thomas L. Martin, deceased, of Mont- 
gomery County, Arkansas, $1,112. 
To Arthur Miller, of Madison Parish, Louisiana, $760. 
‘To Hezekiah My of Sharpsbu: 5 | h, Md., a 
To John H. Mitch of Fort Smi 
To John R. MeKin innie, eee SFT 2 54 0 McKinnie, deceased, of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee, £1,142. 
To John R. McDowell, administrator of John McDowell, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $15,570. 
Png Ann Moreau, of Avoyelles Parish, 5 
o Sarah E. Mendenhall, administratrix of F. M. ‘Mendenhall, deceased, of 
Shelby County, Tennessee, $533.73. 
To Susan Merrill, of Lee County. Mississippi. 8815. 
To Thomas B. Moore, administrator of Lydia Miller, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, 295. 
To John Murdock, of 1 County, Maryland, $72. 
To George Minga, Isle of Wight County, E $258. 
To Duncan Marr, of Clarksville, Tennessee, $9. 
To Victor H. Newcomer, executor of John G. filier, deceased, of Washing- 
ton County, Maryland, $332. 
To James W. Johnson, administrator of Samuel McClung, deceased, of Green- 
brier County, West Virginia, $2,006. 
To H. A. e of Rebecea Montgomery deceased,of Oktibbeha County, 
ToWi Haze dd B. G. Davis, administrator of Coleman Marshall, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, $610. 
To Robert S. McDonald, of Benton County, Mississippi, $1,959. 
To David S. Noe, of Hamblen County, Tennessee, 
To James C. Noe, of Grainger County, Tennessee, $1, 090. 
To William Nuckolls, of Hardeman junty, Tennessee, $2, 173.00. 
To R. C. Oglesby, of Washington, County, Mississippi, a 
To John A. Oursler, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $2,439. 
To Henry Piper, of Washington County, Maryland, Sas 
To Samuel D. * of Washington saat ee e 90. 
To William A of Dedrick Pike,of Monroe County, 


‘kansas, 
To Kilsabeth Smith, administratrix of John Putnam, deceased, of Sebastian 
County, Arkansas, $1,568. 
To John Rolater, administrator of James Pinkston, of Cherokee County, Ala- 


To Raleigh Poindexter, of Fa: County, Tennessee, $542.70. 

‘To Francoise P. Perrett, of St. s Louisiana, $820, 

To Morgan Price, of Garland County, Ar 

To Elizabeth Pitts, of Cherokee County, 5 $231. 

To Alfred Poffinberger, of Washington county, 

To Samuel I. Piper, of 9 m County, orig $1,625.25, 

To Emmet Y. Parham, of Henderson County, Tennessee, $1,055. 

To Piety eign of 8 Tennessee, $933. 

To William P, County, Tennessee, $370. 

To Joseph M. * Pilkington, of Pettis 5 Missouri, $2,860. 

To Thomas 8. Poindexter, W. G. Poindexter, and Oliver E. Poindexter, heirs 
ot C. C. Poindexter, deceased, of Tipton County, Tennessee, $657. 

To J. W. B. Robinson, administrator de bonis non of Andrew Park, deceased, 
of Monroe County, Arkansas, $330. 

To William N. Potts, of Madison County, Kentucky, $1,431. 

To William Robinson, of Roane County, Tennessee, $573. 

To Malindo Rodgers, of Greenbrier County, West 3 $210, 

To Robert W. Renick, of Greenbrier County, West V. a, $3,352, 

To Madison Randolph, of Shelby 8 Tennessee. 
aire = „ of the Roman Catholle Church clergy, ae Charles County, 

rylan 

To John B. Reid, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $1,000, 

To William F. Rica, of Colbert County, Alabania, $1, 050. 
2 John pee Reaves, administrator of Edmund Reaves, of Hardeman County, 

‘ennessee, 

To H. B. Reheback, of Washington Sonaty a Maryland, $504. 

To William C. Ramey, of gear oe County, West Virginia, $1,815.50, 

To Herman L. Routzahn, administrator of John 9 of Frederick 
County, Maryland, 8248. 

To Betty B. Reily, of Frederick County, v „ $900. 

To Robert E. Russell, of Loudoun County, tia, 

To Edward 55 administrator of rehber denour,of Jefferson C 
West Virginia, $1,8 

To Thomas H. e of Lauderdale County, Tennessee, $1,127, 
í — Georgs A. Davis, administrator of Samuel Reel, of Washington County, 

ryland, 3653. 

To Mary E. 8 administratrix of James M. Rodgers, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, $2,5 

To Absalom Riley, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $655. 

To Sept Einion oS miei esos of Nicholas Rue, deceased, of Pointe Coupée 


u, Louisia: 
To William A. Smith, of St. s 88 8 sk 
To Thomas Stewart, of 3 ‘County 


To William Shifter, of Washington € Coun Marylands $10, 
To John Hoffman Smith, of the 9 
To Mary 8 ol Greenbrier ag ll Virginia, $395. 
an Almira E. Still, administratrix of William F. St ill, deceased, of Madison 
un 


55 
To den, of Pulaski, Tenn., $710, 

To Jeremiah B. Simmonds, of Pine Bluff, Ark., $1,485. 

To David Singleton, of Adams County, Mississippi, $820. 

To Mary Smith, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $1,126.50, 

To James Sessions, of Warren County, Mississippi, $605. 

To Mrs. “Elizabeth Seward, of Gibson 8 5 8187. 

To Robert Smith, of Madison County, Tennessee, $510. 

To Jesse M. Shivers, administrator of James Shivers, deceased, of Hardeman 
County, Tennessee, $2,813. 

To George K. Sims, of Gibson County, Tennessee, $796. 

To James II. Stafford, of Warren County, ese $1,336, 

To C. W. Hunt, administrator of William L. Shelton, deceased, of Jackson 
County, Alabama, $1,386. 

To Louisa Schrader, — Charles Schrader, deceased, and tutrix of her 
minor children, of Pineville, La., $275. 

To Robert D, Salmons, for the use of George C. Harris and John M. Henry, 
trustees for the creditors of Robert D. . and 1 McGoodwin, ad- 
ministrator of William H. . 3 the State of Kentucky, $3,475. 

To Dr ARAA Thomas, of Frederick County, 


‘To Thomas Trundle, of Frederick County, Maryland, $650. 

To Otho W. Trundle, of Frederick County, Maryland, $925. 

To James Tucker, of Fayette County, Tennessee, $500. 

To Lucius J. of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana, $1,275. 

To 5 Polk, administrator of Levi M. Todd, of Fayette County, Ten- 
nessee, 

To J. A. Thomas, of 3 Sp pod Tennessee, $150. 

To Martha L. Trigg, of Shelby 8 Tennessee, $4,550. 

ToD. A. and J. Thomas, administrators of W. C. Thomas, of Jackson 
County, Alabama, $1,623. 

To Sarah M. Thomas, of Adams County, 3 ee: 

To Joseph S. Thompson, of Lee County, P 0 80 
Bint. Frank Slade, administrator of John Norfolk County, Virginia, 

0.807. 
To A. II. Taylor, administrator of Theodocia Turner, of Gibson County, Ten- 


To J. a Thomas, administrator of Samuel Thomas, of Madison County, Ten- 
nessee, 
stor J. A. Thomas, administrator of Mary Emerson, of Madison County, Ten- 


“Foc. Thomas, administrator of Lewis Thomas, deceased, of Clark County, 
Arkansas, 
To Milton iD Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle 


County, Kentucky, $1,626, 
S. H Broadnax, 88 of George T. Taylor, of Tipton County, 


ToS. 
Tennessee, $1, 1‘. 

To George W. Thornton, L n Mary Thornton, deceased, of Chero- 
kee County, Alabama, 

To J. R. Vinyard, 3 of W. K. Vinyard, deceased, of Phillips 
County, Arkansas, $509. 

To Jesse K. Vawter, of Jennin: Soans Indiana, $175. 

To Jacob D. hd sys 5 t administ istrators of Peter Virtz, deceased, 
of Loudoun County, V: 

To Robert H. Walton, of Fa meas ene essee, $360, 

To Mary E. Wagely, administratrix of David A. L Wagelz. deceased, of Jeffer- 
son County, West Vi ia, $991. 

To F! r R. Veitch, John W. Veitch, Margaret Veitch, and Lizzie V. Boyle, 
of Prince George County, land, 

To R. T. Coles, Sa yt R of William H. Wortham, deceased, of Madison 
County, A 

To Luther Walters, Floyd County, ee tal 

To Thomas H. Wyson 5 County, West Vina $1,325. 

ae Thornton UALR =, eee 

o Charles W. Woods, o . me Sh 
. — Whitlock, deceased, 


nessee 


Alabama, 
To John Walker, of Jackson County, Alabama, $78. 
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To Harrison Winfield, of Warren County, Mississippi, $462. 

To Julius Witkowski, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, 37,900. z 

To Wiliam R. Webber, administrator of Mathew W. Webber, deceased, of 
Fayette County, Tennessee, $895. a 

Mary E, Wells, sole heir of Daniel J, Wells, deceased, of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee, $455, 

To E. W. executrix of Richard T. West, deceased, of Montgomery 
County, Jand, $1,095. 2 

To Sarah cFerrin, administratrix of Robert Waters, deceased, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, $1,752. 

To J. C. Williamson. administrator of J. I. Williamson, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,375, 

To George H. Wenner, of Loudoun County, Virginia, $1,197. 

To William H. Wilson, administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, of Harrison 
County, Kentucky, $270. 

To Hattie E. Winn, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, $2,200, 

To T. S. Galloway, administrator of Mary G. Wilkes, deceased, of Fayette 
2 Tennessee, $1,430. 

To William D. Walker, of Warren County, Mississippi, $627. 

To T. S. Galloway, administrator of Mary G. Wray, deceased, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, $1,150. 

To John B. Wiltberger, executor of Charles H. Wiltberger, of the District of 
Columbia, $3,581. 

To William W. Watson, Tensas Parish, Louisiana, £2,775. 

To Simon Witkowski, of Carroll Parish, Louisiana, $7,200. 

To E. D. Young, of Warren County, 3 $6,304, 

To M. W. Young, of Benton County, Mi ppi, $794. 

To Jonathan Yaste, of Frederick County, Maryland, $868. 3 

To Thomas D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, 80.210. 

Mr. HOLMAN (during the reading of the bill). In view of the 
amendments which are to be offered, for Inyself I will not insist upon 
the farther reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the further 
reading of the bill. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the first reading? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in order fully to understand the 
provisions of this bill, I will state when this matter was up before 
the Committee on War Claims, in placing these cases in what I called 
an “omnibus bill,“ I took the position that the Court of Claims 
had granted them without inquiry whether they were right or wrong. 
The consequence is there is a difference of opinion in the committee 
as to the propriety of passing this bill, and in order to reconcile that 
difference the members of the committee have agreed upon amendment 
in three particulars, which I think will avoid all objection. 

The first amendment is: 

Insert after the word “appropriated,” in lige 5, page 1, the following: Ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided.” 

The second amendment reads as follows: 


5 anonn by inserting after the word “Government,” in line 3, of page 2, as 
‘ollows: 

s ided, however, That no one of the said claims or sums hereinafter men- 
tioned shall be paid until the Attorney-General shall, in the order in which 
they were by the Court of Claims. first cause the record and evidence 
in the Court of Claims and such other pertinent evidence as he shall deem nec- 
essary as to the loyalty of the claimant or claimants, and the justice of the 
umount found due in each such claim or case to be examined, and thereupon 
shall certify that he finds no probable cause for a new trial; and if he shall 
find probable cause for a new trial he shall so certify. 

“The Attorney-General is hereby directed to cause such examination to be 
made within six months from the of this act. In all cases where the 
Attorney-General} shall certify that he finds probable cause for a new trial, the 
elaimant shali be entitled to a new trial on motion to that effect, without costs 
of motion, which motion shall be addressed to the Court of Claims, on notice 
to the Attorney-General, within one year after the date of such certificate, and 
in all the cases or claims mentioned in this act where the Attorney-General 
certifies that he finds probable cause for a new trial no payment shall be made 
under the provisions of this act.” 

The third amendment is toamend by striking out the word namely, 
in line 3, page 2, of the bill, and insert: 

The several persons, claims, and sums are as follows. 


The object of these amendments, Mr. Chairman, is to have the At- 
torney-General do exactly what I think the Committee on War Claims 
should have done. This bill carries on its face very nearly the same 
amount that the old bill did, by reason of several claims having been 
added by order of the Committee of the Whole at the time the bill was 
up last, while several other claims have been stricken out for the reason 
that the Court of Claims did not pass upon them atall. The whole 
amount carried by the bill is $537,014.15. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to correct my friend from Wisconsin in 

to the cases stricken out, and which he said had never been con- 
idered by the Court of Claims. They were stricken out because there 
were no findings of the Court of Claims before the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will correct it by saying that there was no evi- 
dence before the Committee on War Claims that they had passed the 
Court of Claims. That is what I am getting at. 

Mr. ENLOE. The findings had been misplaced or lost. 

Mr. THOMAS, I have not investigated that. à 

There are two hundred and ninety cases or thereabouts in this bill. 
There are one hundred and seventy-six of these cases in which the Fed- 
eral archives intimate orshow that the claimants were disloyal. Eighty- 
four of these one hundred and seventy-six cases were not examined, so 
far as the Confederate archives are concerned, by the Court of Claims; 
so that we have no opinion of the Court of Claims upon these eighty- 
four cases. My examination of these cases would indicate also that the 
decision of the Court of Claims had been made without that examina- 
tion into the meritsofmany other claims that ought to have been made. 


Now, as I have stated in this committee when the bill was up for 
consideration before, Iam not censuring the court. The court is but 
a commission in this case, inquiring into the facts, while sitting, it is 
true, as a court; but its tindings are not conclusive upon Congress. 
The attorneys on each side make up their cases, and the court has 
to go by the case as made up; and I think that in the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s Office the young men managing the cases before the court (and 
I do not know who they were) were a little careless, to say the least 
of it, in bringing out the facts on the part of the Government. 

Now, I find a vast number of these cases, when I come to examine 
the testimony taken by the court and the evidence given before the 
Southern Claims Commission, where, in my judgment, if the same facts 
had been brought out before the committee that had been brought out 
before the Southern Claims Commission, these parties here never would 
have gotten an award, 

Now, under that state of the case the committee will see the impor- 
tance of adopting the amendment which I propose. It is to submit each 
and every one of these cases to the Department of Justice with the power 
to cause to be examined, not only the evidence taken before the Court 
of Claims, but also any other evidence which the Department may find 
that is pertinent to the case, and if, in the opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, a case is , then it is to be certified for payment, but, if wrong, 
he is to certify it for a new trial. The parties are to have a year in which 
to move for a new trial without costs of motion, and in a case where a 
new trial is ordered that case is not to be paid under the provisions of 
this bill. That is the substance of the amendment. I donot thinkit 
is necessary for me to gointo the merits of any of these cases, and I shall 
leave the matter now until I hear what the other side have to say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman before he sits down answer 
two or three inquiries? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand from the gentleman’s statement 
that the Committee on War Claims have not themselves investigated 
the facts in a single one of these cases amounting to over $537,000? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the Court of Claims adjudicated any of these 
cases? Has there been anything more than a report of the facts, as 
they found them, for Congress to adjudicate? 

Mr. THOMAS. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Maine, I will say that the decision of the Court of Claims was made in 
each of these cases under the Bowman act. That act provided that the 
court should hear testimony, first, as to the loyalty of the claimant, and 
then, if they found that he was loyal, they were to go on and investi- 
gate the merits of the case and make a report to Congress of the facts, 
subject, however, to the action of Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Another inquiry. I notice that here is a bill in- 
volving several hundred private claims that have not been adjudicated 
by any court, butsimply the facts in each case reported. How doesit 
happen that all these several private claims have been bunched in one 
bill, for the first time in the history of Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS, All I can say in answer to that question is that 
a majority of the Committee on War Claims—I presume I am not 
doing anything improper in stating the action of the committee—a 
majority of the Committee on War Claims were of opinion that that 
was the proper way to do, so they presented the bill to the House in 
that form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was.any such bill reported to the committee, or 
were there several private bills referred to the committee, and did the 
committee then make one omnibus bill and report that to the House? 

Mr. THOMAS. Thegentleman is correct, if I remember the circum- 
stances. Each case was referred to the committee, some by bill and 
some by petition, and from those cases this bill was made up by the 
committee. I filed with the House a dissenting report, deeming it the 
duty of the committee to examine and investigate each claim upon its 
merit and to present it here by itself, so that the House might have an 
opportunity to consider each claim unembarrassed by any other in- 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to make another su tion. I suppose there 
is not another gentleman in the House who does not thoroughly under- 
stand the exact position of this bill, and I was about to suggest that 
unanimous consent be had that the general debate upon this bill shall 
not occupy more than one hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before that proposition is put, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Wisconsin a question. Isit not a fact that this bill 
includes the same claims that were included in the bill which passed 
the Fiftieth Congress? 

Mr. THOMAS. The same claims, I understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill that then passed this House included 
claims amounting to about $240,000, and we have here the same iden- 
tical claims, for the same amounts, that were included in that bill, and 
that bill was passed by the House almost unanimously in the Fiftieth 
Con 

Mr. DIN GLE. That was an omnibus bill, I believe? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les, that also was called an omnibus bill. 
The claims were the same that are included in this bill and they were 
fally discussed at that time and generally understood, I think, by 
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every member of the House. The bill failed in the Senate; that is, it 
was not rejected there, but it failed for want of time to consider it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that a portion of the 
claims in this bill—not all of them by any means, but a portion of 
them—are the same that were included in the bill that passed the 
House in the Fiftieth Congress, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, the same claims are included in this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And the other claims in this bill are 
of the same character. 

Mr, THOMAS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, upon that point, 
that in the Fiftieth Congress the claims that were bunched together 
and that passed the House in the bill referred to took exactly the same 
course. Thatis, they were not considered separately by the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, but were put together in one bill upon the assump- 
tion that the court had decided rightly, and they were brought into 
the House and passed in that way; but the bill failed in the Senate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
whether any bill covering all those claims had been introduced in the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam not able to answer that question. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Is it not true that all the claims em- 
braced in this bill which were not before the Fiftieth Congress are of 
the same character as those which were before that Congress? 

Mr. THOMAS. They are all for supplies claimed to have been fur- 
nished to the Army during the time of the late war. The claimantsall 
claim to-be loyal—— 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And prove it. 

Mr. THOMAS. And the court has certified that it finds from the 
testimony that they were loyal. The only difference between myself 
and anybody who may adopt the view of the court is that I find upon 
investigation there are a great many claimants—not all by any means, 
but a great many—who in my judgment could not be thought to be 
loyal, and still they may be. i 

For instance, in the State of the gentleman from Alabama there are, 
I remember, several cases where the sons orsons-in-law of a man went 
into the Confederate army and were supplied by their father or father- 
in-law with clothing and money in order to get ready for that service; 
and the father or father-in-law has brought no testimony before the 
court to show that he was loyal to the Government of the United 
States. Now, that may be so; I can conceive of a case where it could 
be so—that his affection formembers of his family might induce him to 
furnish them clothing and money though they went into the army 
against his will. But testimony to that effect was not brought before 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ENLOE._ I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether 
he would not be willing to let the question of general debate be settled 
now, and then have this discussion continue under that arrangement. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think that is the best way. 

Mr. ENLOE. If we expect to make any progress we must proceed 
in that way. i 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
TuomAs] has moved that general debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to correct the gentleman. I did not make 
a motion, but submitted a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to say that many of the claims embraced 
in this bill were considered in the Fiftieth Congress; and substantially 
this bill has been debated several days in the present Congress. The 
general principles applicable to these claims are understood by mem- 
bers and have already been debated at length. I therefore see no ne- 
cessity for any consumption of time now in general debate, especially 
as the bill has to beread paragraph by paragraph. I therefore suggest 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin that he ask unanimous consent to 
close the general debate in five minutes, or at the outside thirty minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection at all to that suggestion. If it 
is the desire of the House to go at once into the consideration of this 
question under the five-minuterule, I am perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido not want to be understood as assenting to 
the suggestion that this bill must be read section by section or para- 
graph by paragraph. The pending proposition is simply a substitute 

or the bill; it has been read once, and there is no rule requiring an 
amendment in the form of a substitute to be read paragraph by para- 


graph. 

Mr. McCREARY. I shallnotask the reading by paragraphs, though 
some member indicated a few moments ago that the bill was to be read 
in that way. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My understanding, when the objection to dis- 


pensing with the reading of the bill was withdrawn, was that it should 
paragraph by paragraph. 
Mr. REILLY. I think that was the understanding when the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin offered his proposition by unanimous consent. 
Mr, CLEMENTS. There was no such question submitted to the 
Committee of the Whole. 


XXI——5835 ` 


Mr. ENLOE. I hope the Chair will submit the request of the gen 


tleman from Wisconsin and let us make progress in some way. 
we must debate the bill by paragraphs, let us proceed to do so. 


Mr. THOMAS. Gentlemen on this side who have spoken to me de- 


sire to occupy, I understand, about thirty minutes, among them the 
gentleman trom Maine [Mr. GLEY]. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand the gentleman from Maine is willing to 
take his opportunity under the five-minute rule, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I think all gentlemen desiring to speak can get 
the time they require under the five-minute rule. I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be now closed on the bill. It has already 
ran for several days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcuron] 
asks unanimous consent that general debate be now considered as closed. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Wis- 


consin [Mr. THOMAS] will send to the Chair the amendments which 


he offers to the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments submitted by Mr. 
THOMAS. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “appropriated,” in line 5, insert the words except as bere- 
inafter provided.” 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment submitted by Mr. THomMAS was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Insert after the word Government,” in line 3, on page 2, the following: 

Provided, however, That no one of the said claims or sums hereinafter men- 
tioned shall be paid until the Attorney-General shal], in the orderin which they 
were passed by the Court of Claims, first cause the record and evidence in the 
Court of Claims and such other pertinent evidence as he shall deem necessary 
as to the loyalty of the claimant or claimants and the justice of the amount found 
due in each such claim or case to be examined, and thereupon shall certify that 
he finds we propan cause for a new trial; and if he shall find probable cause 
for a new trial he shall so certify. The Attorney-General! is hereby directed to 
cause such examination to be made within six mouths from the passage of this 
act. In all cases where the Pakage Sic seater shall certify that he finds probable 
cause for a new trial the claimant shall be entitled to a new trial on motion to 
that effect, without costs of motion, which jon shall be addressed to the 
Court of Claims on notice to the Attorney-Geheral within one year after the 
date of such certificate; and in all cases or claims mentioned in this act where 
the Attorney-General certifies that he finds probable cause for a new trial, no 
payment shall be made under the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin a question. Why is it necessary, atter these claims have been con- 
sidered and favorably reported upon by the Court of Claims, that they 
shall be again referred to the Attorney-General for further investiga- 
tion? 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, it is for the reason, Mr. Chairman, that I do 
not consider for one that the Court of Claims has made as accurate and 
careful an investigation of many of these cases as I think should have 
been made, It is true that they have made a report of their fin 
on each of the cases referred to them, as embodied in the bill which 
reported to the House, and in each case they have found the party to 
be loyal and also found the amount to bedue as mentioned in the bill. 
The findings in each case are made on the testimony submitted to the 
court. But, as lexplained to the House before, I am inclined to think 
that the court did not make that careful investigation of the facts in 
many of the cases which I think should be made before we are war- 
ranted in making an appropriation to pay them. 

Mr. McCREARY. Under the provisions of what is known as the 
Bowman act it is required— 


That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Sen- 


ate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in- 


volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House 


may cause thesame, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertain- 
ing thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and 
the same shall there be p ed in under such rules as the court may adopt. 
When the facts shall have been found the court shall not enter judgment there- 
on, but shall report the same to the committee or to the Honse by which the 
case was transmitted for its consideration. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I would like to make a statement to 
my colleague, if he will yield for a moment. 
Mr. McCREARY. In an instant I will. 


What I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, is this: These claims were re- 


ferred to the Court of Claims, the court consisting of five gentlemen 
who are presumed to be learned in the law; and they have made an 
investigation, examined the testimony, presented and submitted a 
favorable report to the House upon each of the claims so referred to 
them. Now, I see no necessity, neither do I see any wisdom, in re- 
ferring these claims to the Attorney-General, who is already overbur- 
dened with work—one man—to examine the cases seriatim, each one 
upon the testimony submitted before the court already, and which 
have been already examined and fayorably reported upon by five offi- 
cers of the Government acting as a conrt and proceeding under the 
provisions of the law to investigate and report upon the claims. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And the Attorney-General repre- 
sented in each case. 

Mr. MCCREARY. And, as is well suggested by the gentleman from 
Alabama, the Government represented by the Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral before the court in the investigation of each of the claims. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I for one can see no necessity for send- 
ing these cases back for a new report and a new investigation by another 
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officer of the Government after they have already received a full in- 
vestigation and favorable report from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I wish to state that the position my 
colleague takes to-day is precisely the position that prevented this bill 
from being passed through the House four months ago. There are a 
number of gentlemen who believe that the claims embodied in this 
bill ought to pass without question. There are at the same time 
another portion of the members of this House, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims himself, who believe that many of the claims 
have not been sufficiently investigated to warrant an appropriation, 
and that there ought to be some further investigation of them before 
payment is ordered. 

The form in which the bill comes before us to-day is the result of a 
compromise reached in the committee between these different views; 
and 1 hope the House will adopt that compromise and get the matter 
out of the way, and get these amounts paid out as soon as possible to 
the parties who are justly entitled to receive them. 

So I repeat, Mr. Chairman, while the position the gentleman takes, 
according to my idea, is exactly correct, yet in view of the fact that 
this is a compromise idea, agreed upon by the committee, which we 
asked the House to concur in, I hope no gentleman on the floor, no 
friend of the bill, or of any claim in the bill, will raise any sort of ob- 
jection to allowing it to pass just as reported. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, all legislation is more or less the 
result of compromise. I was interested in the passage of this bill be- 
cause I thonght it right each day when it was considered heretofore. 
I was not aware that there had been any compromise made by the 
members of the committee or by those who had been advocating and 

ing the of the bill on the floor of the House, I simply 
„arose to state that I saw no reason for referring the claims now 
to the Attorney-General, and I say again that I see no good reason 
for so referring them, It will only result in delaying them and deny 
that speedy justice to those who are entitled to it which we onght to 


accord. 

But I yield to the decision reached by gentlemen who are, like my- 
self, anxious to see the bill pass; “ind if my friend from Wisconsin, the 
chairman of the committee, and his associates think justice will be 
advanced and that it will be the part of wisdom to let these claims go 
through the process which he has outlined in the amendment, that is 
to say, a further supervision by the Attorney-General, I shall make no 
no farther objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I now offer the further amendment which Lask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word namely,“ in line 3, on page 2, of the bill, 
and inserting: 

“The several persons, claims, and sums are as follows.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have not the substitute before 
me—lI believe it has not yet been ted—but would be glad to have 
the proposition as it would stand if amended read. 

The section of the bill was read as proposed to be amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the paragraphs of the 
substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute, 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 

inquiry. Under what rule are the items of the bill now being read in 
this manner? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the flve-minute rule by paragraphs. The 
Chair will state that this is an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. The committee are not informed whether this is identical with 
the original bill as to the items or not. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, the substitute was read this morn- 
ing when it was offered, down to a certain point, and then the further 
reading of it was dispensed with. This is not an original bill, and 
therefore it is not necessary to read it by phs, butasan amend- 
ment; and it was read as far as any body required it to be read this morn- 

ý e reading was then dispensed with by unanimous consent. There 
can be no information gained by a repetition of the bill item by item, 
as read this morning. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I think the bill ought to be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parliamentary 
statement. As I understand, this substitute is in the nature of an 
amendment and has been read to the House. I know of no rule that re- 
quires it to be read again under the five-minute rule. The substitute, 
of course, can beamended. I do not think the rule would require it to 
be read again by paragraphs, : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will inquire whether any sub- 
stitute to the bill has been read at length? 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill that is now pending as a substitute 
incre 

Mr. CLE And the original bill has been read in the House 
or in committee. This amendment in the nature of a substitute comes 


in as an entirety, and does not come within the meaning of the rule 
which requires that a bill must be read by paragraphs, 

; a BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But it has not been read at 
eng 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute was being read this morning, 
when the further reading was waived. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But it was waived with the understanding 
that it was to be read again a second time by paragraphs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will say to the gentleman that 
no time will be gained by dispensing with the reading of the items. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am advised by one or two gen- 
tlemen around me that the reading of the substitute was dispensed 
with when it was offered originally, with the understanding that it 
was to be read by paragraphs. In view of that fact, of course Ido not 
desire to insist that the reading shall stop now. i 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not understand that any such consent as 
that was given. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was suggested. There was no agreement. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was suggested, but it was objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the position as he under- 
stands it. It was tacitly agreed at the time. The gentleman from 
Indiana called for the reading of the substitute, and afterit had been 
about two-thirds read he withdrew his request and the balance of the 
bill was not read, but there was an understanding thatthe bill should 
be read by paragraphs, treating it like other bills in that regard. While 
it is a substitute in the nature of an amendment, it contains so many 
items that the committee can not be informed as to the items without 
its being read at length. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think we would save time by going ahead with the 


reading of the bill. è 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 


Mr, CLEMENTS. When it was intimated that this bill was to be 
read again, that was objected to, and we are not now under the rule 
which requires a bill to be read by paragraphs. This is simply an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I willsay to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] that he will not save any time by such a 
course as that. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the gentleman that there was an 
understanding, when the gentl from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN Jand 
others withdrew their call for the reading of the bill, that the bill 
should be read by paragraphs, and I think it will facilitate the con- 
sideration of it if it is read now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that that was the 
understanding. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state to gentlemen 
who want to consider this bill and want an opportunity to vote on it, 
that I think we are taking the best course to get to a vote on the bill, 
and I do not think, in view of the amount of time that has been con- 
sumed in debate on this bill on previous occasions, and in view of the 
number of Fridays upon which we have been denied the opportunity 
to consider bills on the Private Calendar, I do not think tlemen 
will be disposed to consume time unnecessarily. I think the bill had 
better be read. ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill begin where it was left off at the other reading. 

Mr. McCREARY. That is right. 

Mr. CHEADLE, That is fair. 

Mr. McCOMAS, That is all right. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous con- 
sent that the reading be resumed at the point where it was stopped, 
on page 19. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The items have been read up to that point. 

Mr. ENLOE. It seems to me the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
BUCHANAN] might be willing that we go on, as we are trying to deal 
with this matter somewhat in the spirit of compromise. I have no 
doubt but that the parliamentary situation would have placed it within 
the power of the House to have dispensed with any other reading of 
the bill, but by general consent here those of us who did not want to 
take any unfair advantage of the situation are perfectly willing that 
the reading should begin where it was left off before. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have nothing to compromise. 
I am perfectly willing that this bill shall be considered and voted on 
on its merits. Ifthe reading of the bill is to be resumed where it was 
left off, I will have to object, as there are only a few members who 
have been able to procure copies of this bill, and we do not know what 
is in the amendment proposed as a substitute. It has not been printed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has been printed, and I will suggest to the gen- 
tleman that nineteen pages have already been read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But it has not been printed. 
3 McCOMAS. Yes, and I will give the gentleman my copy of 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman might well consent that 
the reading begin where it wasleft off. Iappeal to the gentleman from 
New Jersey to let that be done, Sa 
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Mr. MCCOMAS. That will give ample opportunity for debate. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have not been able to see a copy 
of this substitute. If I can be furnished with a copy of the substitute 
so that I may be informed as to the contents of it, I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not until I have an oppor- 
tunity to see a copy of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter before the committee being a sub- 
stitute in the nature of an amendment, world, of course, stand in the 
same situation as auy other amendment, but there was a tacit under- 
standing that the bill should be read to the committee, and it was par- 
tially read; and now the request is that the reading may be resumed 
where it was left off. Is there objection to that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now have a copy of the sub- 
stitute, and I withdraw my objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To A.T. Sneuffer, administrator of Richard Thomas, of Frederick County, 
Maryland ,f535. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Lask unanimous consent to make an amendment 
in the paragraph just read by striking out the letter e in the word 
tt Sneuffer,’’ and inserting the letter“ o'; so as to make itread ‘‘Snonf- 

n 


TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be con- 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To William H. Wilson, administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, of Harri- 
son County, Kentucky, $270. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to ofter an amendment to the 
section just read, by striking out the sum 8270“ and inserting ‘$2,- 
130.” When this claim was first brought before the Court of Claims 

it was for $2,130 worth of property taken and used by the Government, 
and only $270 of it was commissary stores, and the balance, $1,860, 
which was found to have been the value of the property taken, is rated 
as quartermaster’s stores that were taken possession of at the town of 
Cynthiana, Ky., and used for hospital purposes, and it was so reported 
in the findings of the Court of Claims. Why the bill was drawn this 
way I do not know. My attention was called to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask the gentleman if he has the finding of 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I have. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask the gentleman if he will have it read, as 
several gentlemen here did not understand the matter. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will. Ifit is not perfectly acceptable 
I will not insist upon the amendment, as I do not want to cause de- 
lay by discussion. 

Mr. THOMAS. I had an impression that it was for injury to real 
estate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No; it is not real estate; it was quarter- 
master’s stores taken. I do not want toenter into any discussion, but 
think it should be perfectly acceptable, and that it comes directly within 
the line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FINDINGS OP FACT. 

At a Court of Ciaims held in the city of bse ase . on the 18h day of June, 
A. D. 1858, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 

The claim in the above-entitled case, for supplies or stores alleged to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their 
use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was transmitted to 
the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives. 

T. W. Tallmadge, esq., appeared for claimant,and the Attorney-General, by 
Lewis Cochran., esq., is assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the 
defense and protection of the interests of the United States. 

On a preliminary inquiry the court, on the 26th day of April, 1886, found that 
the person alleged to have furnished the supplies or stores, or from whom they 
were alleged to have been taken, was Joyal to the Government of the United 
States throughout said war. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of J 1888, 

The petition alleges that during the said war of the rebellion the United 
States forces, by proper authority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said 
Isaac N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary supplies of the valne of 

580, and appropriated the same to the use of the United States Army in the 
following manner: e 

Cooked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, from —— day of to —— day of at 75 cents per 
day each, to amount of $720, for the payment of which a claim was presented 
to the Commissary-General of Subsistence under an act of Congress approved 
July 4, 1864, and was by said Comm -General disallowed, reference being 
made to the declaration and proof in said claim for more specific description of 


said commissary supplies. 
That the ie gpa stores which was the property of said deceased, and 
of articles of furniture then 


appropriated by the United States Army, cons 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of General 
Burnside for hospital pu and of the reasonable value of $1,960, 
The court, u the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 
of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 
The claim for property — to be quartermaster stores was not presented 
tothe Quartermaster-G „and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
States, (Dodd's Case, 21 C. Cls., p. 117.) 


The commissary supplies were furnished as all between about Novem- 
ber M and about ber 15, 1862, to the value of $270. 
By THE Court. 
Filed June 18, 1888. 
Atrue Nee A 
Test, this Ast day of June, A. D. 1883, 
{seat.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 


Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Mr. THOMAS. The findings as reported by the court would indicate 
that the whole claim, as by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
ought to be allowed if any of it is allowed, for the reason that the court 
said that supplies were furnished. Two hundred and seventy dollars“ 
worth of meal for rations was taken and the other was furniture taken 
for hospital use by order of General Burnside. The court say it was 
not presented to the proper department is the reason they did not allow 
it, as the whole claim had been presented to the Commissary-General, 
They found, however, that the property was actually taken. I had the x 
impression that it was thrown out becanse it was for real estate. g 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is a different case, I suggest to the 
gentleman. `; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be read again. 

The amendment was again reported. T 

Mr. HOLMAN. Two hundred and seventy dollars is the amount 
mentioned by the court. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The amount found by the court was 
$270 for commissary stores. The whole claim was presented to the 
Commissary-General. There was $1,860 of it that was quartermaster s 
supplies. That was the finding of the court. They said that $270 
of it was commissary supplies, and the committee in drawing the bill 
put in the $270 as the amount when $2,130 should have been put in. 

Mr, HOLMAN. As a matter of fact, the court found for 8270. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. The court found for $2,130, and stated 
the amount of commissary stores as $270, and the other as quarter- 
master stores, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. That is it exactly. 

Mr. HOLMAN, As to the $1,860 and odd of the claim they did not 
pass. They say that was barred by the statute. > 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They say it was barred because pre- 
8 to the Commissary-General instead of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it was not nted to the Quartermaster- 
General, and the Bowman act ex: y states that the court shall not 
consider a claim that is barred by any statute of the United States, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hope this House is not to vote 
down a proposition of this kind because the claimant in case did 
not know that there was a division between RE re r- 
master supplies when he filed his claim, and that they to be filed 
in separate Departments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I my friend’s pardon. That is not the point. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Itis the exact point made by the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no evidence before the House at all in 
favor of this claim. 

28 STONE, of Kentucky. The evidence is clearly set out by the 
cou. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court simply says in effect that they did not 
consider that claim because it was barred by the statute, - 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court says: 

That the qua: er stores wi 
TTT 

nthe n „an ere a riated, order General 
Burnside, for hospital purposes, and of the 8 value of 81,800. 

What 552 be plainer? T 

Mr. HOLMAN. They state in express terms, as my friend w 
that they have no jurisdiction. + p z 285 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They say this: 


The court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 
of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 


The claim for property all to be quartermaster stores was not ted 
ie ae 8 is therefore barred by a law of the United 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It was simply filed with the Commis- 
sary-General becanse the claimant did not understand that part of the 
claim should have been filed with one Department and part with an- 


other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, as a matter of course, we have no evidence; 
because the court could not pass upon it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, I dislike to take up the time, and there- 
fore ask for a vote of the committee without fi statement. 

a KERR, of Iowa. I understood it was $1,800, if I am not mis- 
taken. - 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
55 is right; that $270 is the amount that was found by the 
Court of Claims. ` They took the evidence in the whole case and ex- 
amined it, and after an examination of the whole facts they found the 
taking of the property and the value of it; but because the statute of 
limitation operated t that branch of it, they did not find that 
this should be paid, but found that it was due. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the jurisdiction depended in, the first place 
upon the finding whether the party was loyal and whether the claim 
was barred, and if it was barred by any statute the court had no juris- 
diction and could not inquire into the facts, 

Mr. ENLOE. I will admit that the gentleman is technically right, 
but I believe this claim ought to be allowed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a yote. 
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The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky; and the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 2. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will not insist upon a quorum for 
the reason that I notice that the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims [Mr. Toms] has consented to this proposition and votes in 
favor of it, and of course he has examined the subject and understands 
it better than I do. 

The amendment was agreed 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Jonathan Yasté, of Frederick County, Maryland, $368, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out the last word. This 
bill as it comes before us to-day obviates an objection that I made to 
its consideration several months since. We now have a bill which 
has been introduced in the House in the proper form and reported 
favorably by a committee of the House. In regard to the reports 
from the Court of Claims, the law expressly provides that they shall 
be referred to this House for consideration, and I think the intention 
of the act was that when the claims were thus presented here they 
should have consideration. For that reason I think that upon every 
separate item of this bill there ought to have been a report from the 
Committee on War Claims showing that they had investigated the 
matter and had found favorably upon it. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
there is a report in every case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, There is a separate report from the commit- 
tee on each item. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And the finding of the Court of Claims is attached 
in each case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


ittee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Certainly; there is a special report in each case. 
The proper thing has been done. It was proper to require it to be done, 
and it has been done. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then the ohj- on that I made when the mat- 
ter was up before, and which was made at a time when the facts seemed 
to warrant it, no longer holds good. If since that time there have 
been reports made upon every item, of course that objection fails. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not concede that there were not reports 
in each case before. There may not have been reports in each case at 
this session of Congress, at the time when the gentleman took the floor 
against this bill, but there had been in a previous Congress a report 
from the Committee on War Claims in each case. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I concede that that ob- 
jection is no longer tenable. But there is another thing in regard to 
these claims. I think the evidence ought to be very cleur and conclu- 
sive in all these cases before there should be a favorable report from 
the committee, because of the fact, as I understand it, that nearly all 
of these claims had been investigated by the Southern Claims Com- 
mission and had been reported unfavorably. 

Mr. McCREARY. Could there be any better safeguard thrown 
around this bill than a favorable report in each case from the judges 
of the Court of Claims, each claim beingsubsequently examined by the 
Attorney-General before payment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 


to. 


But there is no report from the House com- 
m 


ired. 

x Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] has said, I think it is not improper to draw a 
distinction. I would not myself favor grouping all reports from the 
Court of Claims in one bill and forcing the House to a vote upon them. 
But the claims embraced in this bill are not of a class that can estab- 
lish a dangerous precedent in that regard. These are claims for sup- 
plies furnished by loyal men to the armies of the United States during 
the war. If they had been reported upon favorably by the Quarter- 
master-General’s Office, they would have all gone into one billand, un- 
der the 4th of July law, would have constituted one act for the reliet 
of the variousclaimants concerned. Hence, no hardship can come from 
patting these claimants in the condition in which they would have 
been if the Quartermaster-General had done with these claims what 
the Court of Claims now says was proper to be done, and these cases 
can not be made a precedent for indiscriminate claims coming from va- 
rious sources and arising under widely different circumstances. 

These claims are necessarily limited in time, and they are now com- 
paratively few in number. Thestatement has already been made that 
they had been severally reported upon by the Committee on War Claims, 
and, as I have said, they are now only in the condition that they would 
have been in if the Quartermaster-General’s Office had done as it is con- 
3 by all it should have done and allowed these claims in the first 

nstance. 8 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in connection with what the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN ] has just said, I think there should 
be an additional fact stated in order that we may understand the real 
position of this bill. It is true that if the Quartermaster-General had 
adjudicated these cases they would have been sent to the Committee on 
Appropriations, to be placed properly in one bill; but not having been 


adjudicated, but simply referred to the Court of Claims for report of the 
facts, they stand before Congress precisely in the same attitude as any 
other claims, 

It seems to me that the Committee on War Claims in this matter 
has set a precedent which, if it should be followed, would be likely to 
result in a great deal of confusion and danger in the future legislation 
of the House. There have been referred to that committee a number 
of private bills involving about half, perhaps, of the various claims em- 
braced in this bill. That committee, instead of reporting as they 
should have done under the rule, upon each individual bill as sent to 
the committee, have ingrafted one private bill upon unother, making 
an omnibus bill, in violation of the rules of the House and contrary 
to what the House itself could have done if each bill had been reported 
separately to the House, 

Now, without discussing at present the propriety of these claims, 
the question is whether the Committee on War Claims or the Commit- 
tee on Claims can, under the rules, as a matter of parliamentary prec- 
edent, unite in a single omnibus bill every claim on which the Court 
of Claims has made a report of facts—not an adjudication, because if 
there had been an adjudication then the matter would have gone to the 
Committee on Appropriations and would have been properly included 
in the regular appropriation bill. I submit that these matters having 
gone, not as adjudicated claims, butsimply on a statement of the facts, 
to the committee, the committee was bound to report separately each 
bill referred to it, and had no right to violate the rules of the House by 
ingrafting one private bill upon another, bringing here s bill contain- 
ing two hundred and eighty-nine private claims, of which, as I am in- 
formed, nearly one-half have never been even_referred to the commit- 
tee in the form of private bills. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to say that I think he 
is in error as to his premises? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to be corrected if I am in error. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The fact is that most if not all of these claims 
were filed in the Quartermaster-General’s Department as required by 
law; my friend from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] says all of them. They 
were rejected there, and this proceeding is in the nature of an appeal, 
an appeal which the law provides from the decision of the Quartermas- 
ter-General. Hence I think it would be a hardship to hold that these 
claimants who, as the Court of Claims has held, are entitled to recover, 
should be placed in a worse condition than they would have been if 
their claims had been allowed in the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 
ment. 

I agree with my friend from Maine that we ought not to establish a 
precedent which will allow all classes of claims to come in here in a 
single bill. I am interested, as he is, in pursuing those methods which 
conduce to good legislation; butin this proceeding we do not establish 
any such precedent as he apprehends. These are claims which would 
have been embraced in a single bill if the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment had done what the Court of Claims and the committee say 
they should have done. ‘These claims stand on the same footing as the 
‘4th of July claims.” This proceeding is an appeal from the action 
of the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. These are 4th of July claims.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘Of course they are different from the ‘‘ 4th of July 
claims,“ so called, because the ‘‘4th of July claims“ are claims which 
have been adjudicated by the proper officers under the law. ‘These 
have not been adjudicated by the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They were adjudicated, but rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there could not have been an adjudication in 
the sense in which I use the term unless the claims were examined 
and allowed by the proper adjudicating officer. 

Mr, ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine whether 
it makes any difference in regard to the question of adjudication 
whether the adjudication be favorable or unfavorable. As I under- 
stand, the adjudication is a passing upon the merits of the claim and 
evidence on which it is based. That was done in this case, and the 
decision reached in the adjudication was unfavorable. This appeal 
was provided by Congress, and now the claims come here with a favor- 
able finding of the court and the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course I can understand that these particular 
claims may involve considerations of equity which may commend them 
to Congress. But what I desire to protest against is the dangerous prece- 
dent that we may be setting. These claims stood before the commit- 
tee in no other relation than any other claim; and I desire to protest 
against a violation of the rules of the House by a committee to which 
private bills are sent when that committee ingrafts one private bill 
uponanother, making two hundred and eighty-nine private bills brought 
in as one. Although in this case the proceeding may result in sub- 
stantial justice—I am not here to say anything about the merits of 
these claims I can see that in a short time the Committee on Claims 
or the Committee on War Claims, stein, on the precedent which 
we may now set, may place in one omnibus bill a large body of private 
bills involving a variety of private claims and may report this omni- 
bus bill to the House for action. I wish at this time to enter my pro- 
test accepting as a precedent for our guidance in the future the 
action that has been taken in this case. 
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I understand that as to a large portion, at least half, of the claims 
contained in this bill no bill has been referred to the committee. I 
do not know whether that is the fact or not, but I so understood from 
the chairman of the committee. 5 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘That is the fact. s 

Mr. DINGLEY. The chairman of the committee informs me that 
there are included in this bill claims which have never been sent to the 
Committee on War Claims in the form of a private bill. 

Mr, McCOMAS. That is a mistake. i 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. A bill involving all these items was intro- 
duced on the 12th of July by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know that was done subsequently, to cover the 
difficulty. 

Now, I do not wish to be understood as objecting to this bill. Ido 
not know but it may be a proper and just measure. Isimply desire to 
place myself on record as protesting against this method of doing busi- 
ness, for gentlemen can see that if it is to be continued in the future 

t abuse and great danger may result. 

Mr. SIMONDS, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] bas stated repeatedly that this action of the Committee on 
War Claims is a violation of the rules of the House. I submit that it 
would be a matter of extreme difficulty for the gentleman to point out 
what rule of the House has been violated by the reporting of the bill 
under consideration in the manner in which the committee have pre- 


sented it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, to the original bill reported by the committee, being an omni- 
bus bill embodying a vast number of claims. It has been repeatedly 
decided by the presiding officers of the House that it is out of order to 
incorporate the provisions of a bill for the relief of any one person in a 
pending bill for the relief of another; and certainly if the House can 
not do that under its own rules, the committee would haveno authority 
to do it. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I am perfectly well aware, so far as that is con- 
cerned, of what the Digest and the rules provide in that connection. 
But the gentleman misapprehends, I think, the question presented 
here, for that has not the slightest pertinence to the matter which is 
now pending before the House. That refers to the incorporation of 
other bills by way of amendment to a pending bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Bat does the gentleman say that the committee 
could do directly what the House itself can not do; that is, to ingraft 
one private bill upon the other? 

Mr.SIMONDS. ‘The answer to the question of the gentleman is 
the suggestion that the committee have done nothing of the sort. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill is an evidence of what they have done. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The committee report a bill covering a class of 
claims—a numberof them. It has not taken any private bill and 

other bills, by way of amendment, upon it; and the rule to 
which the gentleman refers pertains exclusively to the procedure in 
the House when a bill is under consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the original bill reported by the committee 
had not been referred to that committee. The only way they obtained 
jurisdiction to make a report to the House at all was on some one of 
the private bills referred to them. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I will reach that point in due time if the commit- 
tee will give me a little latitude to proceed with this argument. 

First, Mr. Chairman, let me say a word as to the character of the 
court that passed upon the claims embodied in this bill. The gentle- 
man from Maine has stated in the course of his argument and has said 
again and again that the Court of Claims has not adjudicated these 
claims, Now, I for one, should be exceedingly glad if the gentleman 
would tell us exactly what he means by ‘‘ adjudicating ”’ the claims? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That a judgment has not been rendered. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The court can not render a judgment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely; but 

Mr. SIMONDS. The law does not permit them to do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah, but the gentleman makes—— 

Mr. SIMONDS. Now, if the gentleman will permit me to proceed 
without interruption, he will have an opportunity of answering in his 


- own time. Let us examine first the proceedings of the court in de- 


termining these cases and in reporting their findings to Congress. 
The court find, first, that the claimant isdoyal; second, that the United 
States Government owes him so much money; and on that they base 
their report to Congress. Thereis nothing needed, then, tomake their 
action an adjudication except a judgment, which could be rendered but 
for the fact that the law forbidsthe court togive judgment, And that 
is the reason there is no ‘‘ adjudication ™ of the claims in the sense that 
my friend from Maine uses the term. 

Now, every one of these cases has come before the committee by a 
bill or petition, without a solitary exception; and, as I am credibly in- 
formed, a bill has been introduced for every one of these claims at this 
session, though it would be unfair to require that, in view of what the 
Bowman act provides for continuing the cases from one term of Con- 
gress to another. 

The Committee on War Claims can not in the very nature of things 
give to each claim the kind of examination that the gentleman from 


* 


Maine demands. Theseclaims are the accumulation of six years, and 
Congress has during all of this time refused to act upon them. Six 
years’ claims have come to the committee in a bunch; and it is impos- 
sible for the War Claims Committee to take each one and examine it 
separately, as has been done in the Court of Claims. It would be man- 
ifestly impossible for the committee to do this, and it is the purpose of 
this amendment to permit the Attorney-General of the United States 
to go over each one of the claims carefully and give to each one that 
examination which we of the committee had not time to give it. 

These claims have all been considered by the Court of Claims, and, 
Mr. Chairman, let me ask, have gentlemen of this Chamber taken oc- 
casion of late to find ont how that court is organized? Let me state 
tothem: First, we have William A. Richardson, of Massachusetts, who 
was appointed on June 2, 1874, and chief-justice in January, 1885. 
He was appointed by President Grant. He had been a judge of pro- 
bate and of insolvency in his own State for a period of more than six- 
teen years, and was one of the commissioners to revise the statutes of 
the State. He was Secretary of the Treasury of the United States at 
the time of his appointment. Then we have Charles C. Nott, of New 
York, who was appointed by Abraham Lincoln in February, 1865, who 
had been long engaged in the active practice of the law in the city of 
New York, and was for several years the commissioner of loans in 
that State. Glenni W. Scofield, ot Pennsylvania, was appointed the 20th 
of May, 1881, by President Garfield. He had been a judge in that State, 
and many years a Representative in Congress. He was the Register of 
the Treasury at the time of his appointment. Lawrence Weldon, of 
Illinois, was appointed in 1883 by President Arthur; had an extensive 
practice of the law in his own State, and had served as United States 
district attorney in Illinois during President Lincoln’s Administration. 
And John Davis, of the District of Columbia, also appointed by Pres- 
ident Arthur in 1885. He had practiced law in New York City and 
in this District, and was assistant counsel for the United States before 
the French-American Claims Commission. 

All of these gentlemen have had an extensive experience on the 
bench—almost every one of them without exception. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMONDS. I would like to be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to pro- 
ceed for a few moments longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Connecticut asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SIMONDS. It is hardly possible that a court could be consti- 
tuted of gentlemen more thoroughly competent to carefully examine 
the cases which are referred to them. And right here I would like to 
have the committee understand the percentage of these claims that go 
to the Court of Claims that are allowed there. Iask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES COURT or ELAS, CLERK’s OFFICE, 
Washington, April, 1890. 


7 date April 22, 1890, Ihave 
0 


My Dear Sm: Replying to your letter of in 
wman act was made April 


the honor to state that the first finding under 


28, 1884. 

Up to this time there have been tried by the court, of these cases referred 
under the Bowman act, 1,020 cases. The amount passed upon by the court is 
upwards of $7,000,000, This amount includes not only the Bowman-act cases 


on, but all other cases 
referred by War Claims Committee and other ittees of Congress under 
that act wherein loyalty was not a subject of ag. 5 

Of this number of cases tried, 358 have been decided in favor of claimants, 
which embrace the classes above refi to. 

1 ripe goad invite your attention to the accompanying extract from the re- 
rt of the Attorney-General, commencing in 1886 and ending in 1889. It will 
seen upon reference to his last report that the percentage of allowances in 

proportion to the amount claimed is about 7 per cent. 

Itis ay ere that if the findings, in cases that form a part of this te, 
in which loyalty was not a jurisdictional question, be eliminated, t the 
amount allowed for cases for stores and supplies will scarcely reach 6 per cent. 

This, it is respectfully suggested, is a fair basis for the percentage of allow- 
pay throughout the time covering the trial of Bowman-act cases in the Court 
of Claims. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


when the question of loyalty is precedent to give ju 


ARCHIBALD HOPKINS, Chief Clerk. 
Hon. W. E. Soronps, House of Representatives. * 


Mr. SIMONDS. It will be seen from the letter which has just been 
read, Mr. Chairman, that the Court of Claims have only allowed about 
7 per cent. of the whole amounts which have been submitted to that 
court, and evidently only about 33 per cent. of the number of cases. 
When this letter was under discussion before, the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [ Mr. ROGERS] said his attention had been called to the manner 
in which the Assistant Attorney-General had conducted his part of 
the business, and he said; 

The Assistant Attorney-General under the last Administration who had 
of these measures was a Union soldier, I believe, with the rank of colonel. 
read law in the office of Secretary Stanton. He is one ofthe brightest men that I 


know in his profession, and I know no man anywhere of higher character or 
purer professional life than his, 


The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN], speaking of the 
same matter, stated at that time: 

I just want to say this, that I have the word of the present Attorney-General 
that there is nothing in the record as to the management of these cases toshow 
the least dereliction on the part of the late Attorney-General, or of the gentle- 
man named by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
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Now, you have before you the composition of the court. Yon have 
before you the character of the Attorney-General who a on be- 
half of the Government. You have before you thestatement as to the 
number of cases which are allowed and the percentage of the amounts 
which are allowed. Isubmit that every one of these cases has had the 
most thorough discussion and examination that is possible, and it is 
not reasonable to expect the Committee on War Claims or anybody else 
to take this accumulation of six years and go over the cases in the way 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY | seems to demand. Now, 
these cases have all come to this House either by bill or petition sepa- 
rately, and, as I said before, æ bill has been introduced in the present 
session as to each one of them and gone to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

They come up here together. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DinGuey], if I understand him, says in substance that it is violating 
the parliamentary procedure of this House for us to put these claims 
into a single bill. He might just as well say that the river and harbor 
bill is a violation of the parliamentary procedure of this House. He 
might just as well say every Serene bill, the sundry civil and 
every other one, is a violation of parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The river and harbor bill is authorized by the 


rule. 

Mr. SIMONDS. Certainly it is, but there is no special authority 
given there that they may bunch everything together under that rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was the intention originally as to that. 

Mr. SIMONDS. The same remark is applicable to all the appropri- 
ation bills, every one of them; and, as I am eredibly informed, the so- 
called ‘‘4th of July claims” have been paid in the same way, and, as 
I am credibly informed, the Southern Claims Commission findings 
were put into one bill in the same way. And I believe that when 
these claims are fairly classed together, as they are, having been thor- 
oughly examined and adjudicated by a competent court, it is not the 
thing to rise here and say that the Committee on War Claims have 
failed in their duty in a single particular. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from Con- 
necticut permit a single remark? The statement I made was in refer- 
ence to the administration in the Attorney General’s Office so far as 
the late Attorney-General was concerned and so fur as his chief assist- 
ant in charge of these claims were concerned, but it did not extend to 
all the subordinates in that office. 

Mr. TEOMA ae 8 members of this Honi and 
the newspapers of this ei ve felt called upon to criticise the posi- 
tion taken by the e of the War Claims Committee as to this 
bill. The gentleman who has just sat down represents the majority 
of the Committee on War Claims and I think that that committee should 
have investigated these claims, notwithstanding the fact that the Court 
of Claims has, as he says, adjudicated upon the question and decided that 
these parties were loyal and entitled to the allowance of the claims. 
Now, the law itself provides that the adjudication of the Court of 
Claims, when made, shall not be final, but shall be subject to the re- 
vision by Congress, or by a branch of Congress sending the claim to 
them. 

To illustrate to this House how following these decisions blindly 
would operate, I wish to call attention to the last case upon this bill. 
I do it because it is the last case, and there are hundreds, or I believe 
there are hundreds, of just such cases that have been decided there; 
and if it were not for the amendment providing that the Attorney- 
General shall thoroughly examine these cases not only on testimony 
taken before the court, but also in the light of any testimony he can 
find, I could not conscientiously vote for the passage of this bill. 

The last item of the bill is: : 

To Thomas D. Mears, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, $10,210. 

Now, sir, [holdin my hand absolute evidence from the rebel archives 
that this man, Armand D. Young, of the county and State mentioned, 
in the years 1862 to 1864, during the rebellion, signed as security the 
bonds of one P. H. Langdon and one Richard F. Langdon as assistant 
quartermasters of the Confederate army. He became security for the 
performance of their duties, stood in their places, and was responsible 
upon written bonds which to-day are filed in the archives. 

Now, if this court is so perfect in its decisions, why did it not take 
that and adjudicate upon it? A hundred or more cases are in the same 

ition. These certificates are from the Confederate archives. The 
eee of Justice furnished a copy of these on June 21, 1889. I 
thought it was most astonishing that they should decide that case in 
this way, and when I came to look at the decision I found it was sey- 
eral months previous to this time. 

Theattorneys of the Government, who have been loudly lauded here, 
could not even step over to the War Department and examine the Con- 
federate archives in order to protect the Government. Sir, I am not 
here to shield them. I do not care if they were army officers.. I care 
nothing about their standing. Isay that they, or theirsubordinates who 
are operating under them, neglected their duty, and it becomes my 
duty, sir, when I am a member of a committee of this House, when a 
matter of that kind is referred to me, to investigate it and report the 
facts, instead of bunching them all together in an omnibus bill and 


swallowing them blindly without regard to the facts when the facts 
were easy to ascertain, because they are matters of record. 
4 Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The question I desire to ask the gen- 

eman ‘is—— 4 R 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Chairman, I heartily concur in the suggestion of 
my friend from the State of Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] as to the vicious- 
ness of the policy of bringing into this House an omnibus bill covering 
a large number of private claims. I am unable to discover any rea- 
son why this mass of claimants should be given that great advantage 
over other private claimants who are appealing to this body for relief. 

On the other hand, I see the best of reasons why this course should 
not be pursued in this class of cases. We have the fact stated that in 
eighty-four cases the court which ascertained the facts in reference to 
these claims did not have recourse to the rebel archives, where testimony 
would be found in reference to the loyalty or disloyalty of theclaimants. ` 
Mr. Chairman, we have heard it stated here to-day that the law officers 
who represented the Government when these claims were being heard 
were men of high character, diligent in the performanceof their duties. 
I am not here to attack any officer of the Government, nor to cast any 
imputation upon his conduct before that court, but I noticed that when 
my friend from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] was quoted as giving a 
certificate of character to these law officers he rose in his seat and 
qualified that statement and limited it to the Attorney-General and 
certain attachés of his office. 

3 BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And I made that limitation ad- 
y- 

Mr. MOREY. Yes, sir; and made the limitation advisedly. I will 
say here I have been informed, but am not able to designate the gen- 
tleman, and would not do it without definite information, but I have 
been informed that in many of these cases the law officers with 
defending the rights of the Government accepted without question and 
as correct the brief as to the law and the facts of the attorneys of these 
claimants themselves. It is unfair to this House, it is unfair to the 
thousands of applicants for relief at the hands of this body, to bring in 
here an omnibus bill embracing hundreds of claims belonging to one 
class of cases and appropriating more than one-half million of dollars, 
and compel members of this House to vote away this vast sum of money 
without an opportunity to distinguish between the fraudulent and just 
claims which may be embraced in the bill. 

The principle is vicious, because it appeals to every member to vote 
for every other member’s claim for the purpose of securing his own 
claim. It is a principle which is not applied to other private bills, and 
ought not to be applied to any class of private claims. I shall vote 
for every just claim against our Government, for I know how difficult 
it is for an individual to get justice from a great government; but I 
am unwilling to vote fora bill covering hundreds of such cases in a 
lump without separate examination and report thereon by a committee 
of this House, and I shall vote against this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in on 
page 15 of the bill, after the word dollars, in line 7, inserting the 
following: 


To John Kelly, of Alleghany County, Virginia, $6,571.71. 


I will just state, Mr. Chairman, that that claim was in the original 
bill and has been omitted in the substitute. The matter has been be- 
fore the Court of Claims and passed upon, and was recommended by 
the Committee on War Claims of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would state that that case was left out of thesub- 
stitnte bill for the reason that, I was informed, the Court of Claimshad 
recalled it for further investigation. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, that after he told methat 
was his impression I sent to theclerk of the Court of Claims the following 
note, and have here his reply to it. 

The note and reply are as follows: 

Dran Sin: Will you kindly let me know at once if the Court of Claims has 


ordered a rehearing in the case of John Kelly, Alleghany County, Virginia 
(claim for supplies), and which claim is on page 15 of H, R. 7616? 


Very truly, 
Sfat H. ST, d. TUCKER, 
Court or CLanis, August 29, 1890. 
Dran Sir: The court filed findings of fact in the case of John Kelly vs. United 
States, No. 446, February 7, ISN, and the same was certified to Congress Febru- 
a $ 
"Ro proceedings have been had since in the case. 
ruly, ete., 
J, RANDOLPH, Clerk. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe that paragraph of the bill 
has not been read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read the paragraph, as follows: 


To Thomas D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased, of New 
Hanover County, North Carolina, $10,210. 


- 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make a formal motion to strike 
out the last word to enable me to say afew words in regard to this bill. 
I wish to make a few observations upon an amendment offered awhile 
ago by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. STONE], which was adopted, 
increasing an appropriation of $270 up to $2,130; but before speaking 
of shat amendment I wish to say a word in regard to these claims gen- 
erally. 

Years ago when claims of this class came before the Congress gen- 
tlemen very properly said: This claimant has not had his day in 
eourt and it is theduty of Congress to act upon the necessarily partial 
statements that have been made and to reach the best conclusion that 
can be reached under the cireumstances;’’? but the committee are of 
course aware of the fact that the great body of these claimants have 
now had their day in court. I think no tribunals have ever been cre- 
ated in this country so competent, from the nature of their organiza- 
tion, as the two tribunals organized by law, the one applicable to the 
loyal section of the country, the other to the section that had been in 
insurrection. f 
The 4th of July act, passed on the 4th day of July, 1864, conferred 
ample powers upon the Commissary-General and upon the Quarter- 
master-General, and the act of 1871 created the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, a very able body of lawyers. The latter commission was in 
existence for ten years, and both tribunals had the power to send 
their agents everywhere to take testimony, both for the Government 
and against the Government, and that testimony was reported and 
acted upen without any expense whatever to the claimants. About 
7 or 8 per cent. of the claims was allowed by those tribunals, and now 
many claims which were entirely or partially rejected there have been 
resurrected and brought up for reconsideration by the Courtof Claims. 

Instead of it being a matter of surprise that only 7 or 8 per cent. of 
the claims was allowed by that court the wonder is that the court was 
able to allow anything near 7 per cent. of the claims, for the reason 
that those claims had already been examined by tribunals having much 
better opportunities for examination than the Court of Claims can pos- 
sibly have, because Congress has never been so liberal in any other 
case asit was in furnishing those two tribunals with ample facilities 
to obtain testimony in every State of the Union. 

But what I desire especially to speak of now is the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE], and toshow how 
readily we make mistakes when we attempt to adjudicate these mat- 
ters in a hurry. The gentleman from Kentucky made a motion to 
increase the amount of the appropriation I have referred to, and he 
will discover that, in the hurry of the moment, he entirely misappre- 
hended the finding of the Court of Claims in that case. My friend 
read as a part of the judgment of the court an extract from the peti- 
tion which is quoted in the opinion of the court. The court say: 


The piron alleges that during the said war of the rebellion the United 
States forces, by properauthority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said 
Isaac N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary supplies of the value of 
bx 530, and appropriated the same to the use of the United. Bestes Army, in the 

manner: 


win 
Cooked rations for the board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment, Kentucky 


Volunteers, from —— day of —— to — day of ——, at 75 cents per day each, to 
amount of $720, for the ment of which a claim was presented to the 
-General of Su mee under an act of Congress approved July 4,1864, 
and was by said treet Pope disallowed, reference being made to the 
declaration and proof in said claim for more specific description of: said commis- 


li 
at. The OAA ANAE stores which were the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were appropriated by order of General 
Burnside for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,860. 

That is as far as the petition goes. Now, what do the court say, 
and what are we acting upon in allowing this claim? The court says 
iust this and 20 more: 

The court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 
of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: 

The elaim for property all to be master stores was not presented 
to the Quartermaster-Gen „and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
States. (Dodd's Case, 21 C. Ols., p. 117.) 

Tle commissary supplies were furnished as alleged between about November 
Mand about December 15, 1362, to the value of $270. 

Now, that is the whole finding of the court. It applies simply to 
the $270, because the court had nothing else beforeit. I haveread the 
ee to show what allegations and claims were made, and then the 

ision applying simply to the $270. It is clear that the decision of 
the court was confined to that, because, under the Bowman act, the 
court had no jurisdiction of the case if it was barred by the statute of 
limitations. So my friend will see that he has inadvertently made 
the petition a part of the decision of the court, and that the House 
therefore has acted in this matter upon no testimony whatever. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, this discussion for the 
last few minutes has been useless. The amendment to which the gen- 
tleman refers has been adopted by a majority of 47 in a total vote of 
51. Sometimes I have seen a man defeated in his efforts todoa thing 
show that it hurt, but usually gentlemen when they are defeated have 
the grace to submit to the decision of an overwhelming majority with- 
out ex post fac’o complaints, 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] talks abont how 
these elaims come here, says that they have had their day in court, 
and that the cases have been adjudicated by the Quartermaster-Gen- 


= 


tleman from In- 
diana himself was the chief factor in the w by which these 
bills come before Congress, and that, I think, is a sufficient answer to 
what he has said on that subject. z $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifmy friend refers to the Bowman act he is right. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana told you 
that I had read from the petition of the claimant. I read from no such 
thing. The Clerk read finding of the Court of Claims and I read 
the finding of the Court of Claims. The court expressly say that they 
find that property to the value of $2,130 had been used by the United 
States troops, part of it in rations for the menand partin ital sup- 
plies. Possibly the gentleman from Indiana has no conception of what 
tations mean to hungry soldiers, or of what the comforts of the hospital 
mean to a man who has been shot down in battle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those men are not here asking anything, as my 
friend knows. . 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; but they were asking something 


at that time. 
2 And they got it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Les, they got it; and honesty dictates 
that the Government of the United States should now be willing to re- 
imburse the parties who furnished to its suffering or dying soldiers some 
of the comforts of life. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What evidence has my friend that one dollar of 
that claim of $1,860 is correct? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Court of Claims says that it finds it 
correct. The amount claimed was $2,580, and after investigation 
$2,130 was found to be due, $1,860 being for hospital supplies. And 
I want to tell the gentleman from Indiana that when these supplies were 
taken tor the use of the Federal soldiers, the citizens of Cyn were 
contributing hospital supplies to men on the other side who were lying 
there; and the citizens of Cynthiana who were there were showing con- 
sideration and kindness (more than the gentleman is willing to have 
shown by the Government of the United States) to the men upon the 
side to which the gentleman belonged, who were there in hospitals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That certainly has nothing to do with this claim. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. It may have nothing to do with it; but 
the gentleman states that this claim is not honest, that it is not just, 
and that the court has never found the amount to be due. The court 
saysin so many words in this very finding that the property was taken 
and used by the Federal Army—taken by order of General Burnside. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, I will allow my friend 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is laboring under a misapprehen- 
sion 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will turn that paper right over 
and read 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Here is the petition, and here is the 
finding of the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask him to examine that paper and see whether 
the court is not simply stating what the petition alleges. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court would not say thestatements 
were true if it had not evidence to sustain the finding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mhe court does not say they are true. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I stand by the court, and say that the 
statements of the petition are true. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the finding of the court show that it is 
simply reciting the statements of the petition ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky (reading): 


That the quartermaster’s stores which were the property of said deceased 
and appro; ed by the United States Arm 


That is what the court says. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all; that is simply a statement of what the 
petition 3 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, I can not afford 
to talk to a man who is fixed in his obstinacy and will not believe the 
truth that his own eyes have proved to him. y 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the time of the gentleman will be extended. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I hope I may haye a minute or two 


more. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I trust the gentleman will have five minutes. 1 
interrupted him. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed for fiye minutes. : 
There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
matter in general 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will have that petition read, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentueky. Ido not care anything about the peti- 
tion; I have been reading what the court said. 

115 HOLMAN. The court was simply stating the contents of the 
petition. 


eral and the Southern Claims Commission. The 


No, Iam not. I understand the whole 


I want to say a few words about this 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. You have been told to-day the character 
of the court by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I am not assailing the court. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. They are Republicans—I imagine as 


black as t. 
ald I think so, most of them. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. But so far as legal ability is concerned 
I apprehend they are equal to any five gentlemen whom my friend 
from Indiana could pick out in the United States. 

Mr, HOLMAN. They are excellent gentlemen. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was any other part of this petition considered 
by the court except the part that they held they had jurisdiction of? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court would not state in so many 
words that certain things were true if the matters from which the 
proof of the statement resulted had not been cunsidered by them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Was anything considered by the court except 
that part of the claim which they said was not barred ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The court said in so many words— 

That the quartermaster stores which was the property of said deceased, and 
appropriated by the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
in the hotel at Cynthiana, Ky., and were approp by order of General 
Burnside for hospital purposes, and of the reasonable value of $1,800. 

M. HAUGEN, Is not that a recital of the statement of the peti- 
tion? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; thatis the very finding of the 
court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me—— 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has fallen into a most extraordinary 
error i 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No doubt I have from your point of 
view. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will examine again the document 
from which he has just read, he will find that in the language which 
he quotes the court is simply reciting the statement of the petition. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I willask my friend a question. If the 
petition of the claimant states the truth 

Mr, HOLMAN. But how do you know that? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Is it necessary for the court to say ex- 
plicitly that the petition states the truth? I would like you to answer 
that question. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend— 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Are you a lawyer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam more a farmer than I am a lawyer. 
ter. 

r. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, you are like a good many other 
members of the House who claim to be farmers because they have not 
practiced law since they have been elected to Congress. Upon the 
same principle I might claim that I am a lawyer because I have not 
sowed 150 acres of wheat by my own labor since I was elected to Con- 
gress in 1884. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend will allow me one word further 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There are no quotation marks accom- 

ying what I have read. This is the finding of the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The court never indicates in that way recitals from 
the petition. : 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to 
undertake to argue with a man who will not believe. No man isso 
hard to convince as a man who will not believe. 

Now I want to say a few things in regard to these claims in general. 

Since my entrance into Congress, Mr. Chairman, I have been con- 
nected with the War Claims Committee, and I have not ceased during 
my service in this body in trying to do right and justice to those peo- 
ple who were loyal to the Government when I was not loyal—people 
who had no sympathy with me and who never furnished anything to 
me during the time that I was in the Confederate service, But I came 
here with a belief that the Government should do its duty to this class 
of claimants. I found them before Congress. I believe that these 
claims, where these people were loyal to the Government during the 
war, should be paid; and I do not believe that any should be paid who 
were not loyal. I have always taken the position that no claim onght 
to be audited or paid which belongs to a man who aided or assisted the 
rebellion in any way. I was in the Confederate army, believing that 
I was right; and I believe that every man who entered that side and 
engaged in that service ought to have believed that he was right; and 
if there were any who either from hypocrisy or any other cause entered 
that service, not believing it to be just and right, certainly they ought 
not to be rewarded by this Government. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I started to say a word in connection with my 
service on the Committee on War Claims for the purpose of saying 
this, that my service in the Confederacy has had no tendency to preju- 
dice my mind in the slightest d against this class of loyal claim- 
ants. I know it may be assumed by gentlemen occupying a different 
position from myself that such a service in the past would very likely 
have that tendency. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 


[Laugh- 
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Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

_ Mr. THOMAS. I wish to state to the gentleman that I am satisfied 
it is the universal opinion of gentlemen on this side of the House that 
the gentleman from Kentucky has acted honestly, fairly, and favorably 
and has probably been as much in favor of doing justice to the Union 
soldier as any man in the Union Army. 

Mr. BROSIUS. There is no doubt ot that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I thank the gentleman for the state- 
ment. Ihave tried to do what I thought was honest and right and 
correct, feeling that I could be impartial in regard to these matters. 
I have believed, Mr. Chairman, that there was no necessity for living 
in the past in regard to these matters; that I was sent here tor my 
people and for my State, and I represent as honest and intelligent a 
people as exists in the United States; so that I can not do less than 
to undertake to be fair and honest about every matter that came be- 
fore the committee of which I had the honor of being a member, To 
say that I have never made a mistake would be going beyond the bounds 
of what humanity can ever claim. I may have done so, but if I did 
it was an error on my side in trying to do justice to the claimants here 
and not against them. à 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. If I have time to answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
the Chair will have to submit the question to the committee for unan- 
imous consent, as there has been so much debate. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin asks to be allowed to occupy the floor for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. THOMAS. I only want to ask the gentleman a question, and 
will not occupy a minute, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky to say 
that he does not wish persons who were in the Confederate army, or 
sympathized with the Confederacy, to receive any of the benefits of the 
Bowman act. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, No, sir; Ido not ‘They went in the 
same boat with me, and they must fare as I do. 

Mr. THOMAS. Are you not satisfied that there are claims embod- 
ied in this bill where the parties were not absolutely loyal? 4 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I can not say that I am absolutely sat- 
isfled of it, but I think it possible. 

Mr. THOMAS. The claim of Hiram D. Young, for instance, who 
signed the bond of an assistant quartermaster in the Confederacy. 
Now, he must have sympathized with the Confederacy. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Well, I could not say in regard to any 
special claim, and would not like to make any statement upon that; 
but only this, that if this gentleman was connected with the Confed- 
erate Government in any way he ought not to be paid. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. That wasacase, very possibly, where 
the quartermaster was engaged in collecting supplies and distributin 
them to indigent people, because several quartermasters were engag' 
in that duty and were not actually in the military service, 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, all I contend for is to have an honest and fair 
investigation of these claims, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is aware that I have 
never objected to that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin if he 
has doubt of any claim that he move to strike it out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The investigation of them is provided in the 
amendment, 

Mr. THOMAS. The Attorney-General is capable of examining any 
claim under the amendment. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to come in after line 21, but before doing it I wish to ex- 
plain a few matters. . 

Mr. CHEADLE, Does the amendment refer to this same item ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, No; to another item. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will you permit me a single statement, then, in 
regard to this item? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I yield. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to say a word relative to the item, as I un- 
derstand it, on page 29, to allow William H. Wilson, administrator of 
Isaac N. Webb, of Harrison County, Kentucky, $270, and the amend- 
ment which I understand was submitted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky which increases it to $2,100. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The increase is actually $1,860. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does seem to me that according to the findings 
of the Court of Claims there ought not to be any misunderstanding in 
the minds of the committee and no controversy as to this item. 

The court, after reciting the petition, say: 

The court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and arguments 
of counsel on both sides, find the facts to be as follows: ae 


The claim for property, all be quartermaster stores, was not presen 
to the Quartermaster-Gen and is therefore barred by a law of the United 


The commissary supplies were furnished as alleged between about November 
30 and about December 15, 1862, and to the value of $270. 
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It does seem to me that there ought to be no misunderstandi The Clerk read as follows: 


amo the committee about that; that the claim ought to be allow 
for $270. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make an 
amendment, and I will explain why I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to make it at this time. During the first session of the last Con- 
gress a bill which I had introduced, containing the provisions of the 
amendment I now hold in my band, was reported favorably to the 
House and was considered in the Committee of the Whole, and would 
have passed the House had not a gentleman on the other side, just 
before the House was to adjourn or take a recess, in an objec- 
tion. The gentleman was subsequently induced by those who knew 
the character of the bill to withdraw his objection, which did not relate 
to the bill at all, and he did so; but the Chairman held that the with- 
drawal came too late, as a motion to takea recess had been made in the 
mean time, and that it was now too late for him to withdraw his ob- 
jection. The result was that the passage of the bill was thereby de- 
feated, and no other opportunity came during that Congress. 

The bill proposed simply to refer a certain claim of Battelle & 
Evans to the Court of Claims. This is ail that was sought by the 
bill, and it is all that is sought by thisamendment. The claim is one 
that the Government justly owes, but its payment was prevented by 
circumstances over which the claimants had no control. 

They agreed, in 1862, to furnish beef to General Lander's division, 
then stationed along the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between 
New Creek (now Keyser) and Cumberland, Md. While this contract 
was in force, in May, 1862, the army was ordered into active service, 
under General Frémont, and these contractors were ordered to follow 
the army on its forward movement, which they declined to do until 
some new contract was entered into. 

It was then agreed that they should be paid whatever was right if 
they would continue to supply the army with fresh beet, and that the 
hides and tallow should be returned to the railroad by the Government. 
When Battelle & Evans presented their accounts for payment the ac- 
counting officers refused to pay anything beyond the price fixed in 
the first contract, and while the claim for the additional compensation 
promised by the commissary was being prosecuted in the Departments, 
which the Court of Claims at that time required to be done, under the 
decision of what is known as the Clyde case, the claim itself became 
barred by the statute of limitations in any proceeding in the courts, 

In 1872 Congress passed an act authorizing the Court of Claims to 
take up and pass upon the claim of *‘ cattle and beef sold and delivered, 
but no allowance was made for the damage arising out of the failure of 
the United States to furnish transportation for the hides and tallow, as 
had been agreed upon between Battelle & Evans and the commissary. 
This was an oversight in the passage of the bill, which was intended to 
cover all of the claims. They were paid only for the beef they de- 
livered. The first contract only provided for the delivery of the beef 
at New Creek, West Virginia, and along the railroad. They did not 
agree in that contract to furnish beef at another point, and the contract 
agreed upon, in writing, shows this fact. And the Commissary- 
General agreed, when the army was about to move, that if they would 
follow up the army with their cattle they should not only be paid for 
their beef what was right, but he agreed on behalf of the Government 
that the hides and tallow should be returned to the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad. 

This was never done. The hides and tallow were destroyed. No 
payment was ever made for the hides or tallow, or for the failure to re- 
turn the same as was agreed. The only surviving party now is Mrs, 
Battelle, who resides in Bellair, Ohio, who is a very estimable lady 
and in very destitute circumstances, and greatly needs the residue of 
this claim, and all I now ask is that this claim be reterred to the Court 
of Claims for decision, and that she may be allowed to receive what- 
ever is due her, and I propose to amend this bill so as to accomplish 
this end by providing that if her claim is allowed that it go in this list. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that it is not in 
order to ask such an amendment as that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I anticipated this, and hence I ask 
unanimous consent. It is only a small claim; and I want to say an- 
other thing, and that is that this bill ought to have on a divis- 
ion of recognitions, which was agreed upon at the time I was allowed 
to bring up this bill. Our side got one bill less than the other side. 
The vote on the bill was cut off, and I never got a chance to have it 
considered after that, although it was reported unanimously by the 
committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
question ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Has this elaim been passed upon by the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, it was not; that is what I want 
done now, and this widow is so old and so infirm that I ask that this 
amendment be added here, with the proviso that it go to the Court of 
Claims, and that whatever damages are allowed her be paid under 
same conditions under which these other claims are to be paid. 
the amendment be read and then you will understand it better. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


the 
Let 


8 on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is hereby referred to the Court of 


Battelle & Evans at some point upon the said railroad, and that the Gorern- 
ment failed to perform said engagement as to the whole or any part of said 
property so agreed to be delivered, then and in that case the court shall render 
a judgment for any damages that were thereby sustained in favor of the said 
Battelle& Evans, or their legal representatives, and which damages shall be 
found by the court not to have been heretofore paid, and the same shall be paid 
upon the same terms and condition as is herein p ovided as to other claims.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, I must raise the point of order upon 
that. It is not germane to the bill. It will not do, in my judgment, 
to attach such an amendment to a bill of this kind. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, What is the point of order? 

Mr. THOMAS, It has nothing to do with this kind ofa bill. It is 
piling up one bill upon another, the very thing the rules say we shall 
not do. It is an entirely different situation from claims of the kind 
provided for in this bill, cases decided by the Court of Claims, in which 
the loyalty of the party and the amount due have been adjudicated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that no bill em- 
bracing this subject is before this House or has ever been introduced. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to say in reply to that 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, it is piling one bill upon anotber, 
and we have no right, in my judgment, and the House has no right, to 
put half a dozen bills on this bill which have no relation to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, just one word in reply 
to that. That is what this bill is—two hundred and eighty-nine bilis 
piled together and grouped in one bill. Because my claimant happens 
to be a widow living on the borders of the Ohio River, is thatany reason 
why her claim should not be included? It is said it is no part of any 
bill that is before this House, but I will say that I have taken a bill 
and have added to it and changed it so as to adapt it to this bill and 
make it simply an amendment which could make no trouble. 

If the Court of Claims, as my amendment provides, does not find that 
there is something due to this woman, it will not have to be paid; and 
she can not get a dollar from this great Government unless the claim is 
just aud fair. Therefore, I trust that the gentleman will not make this 
point of order; and as I have adapted the amendment to the bill I 
hope the point of order will be overruled. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would be very glad to accommodate the gentle- 
man, but if we did not insist upon this point of order it would be set- 
ting z * by which any bill in this House might be added to 
this bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If this bill is not considered until next 
Congress this woman will probably die in the mean time. 

Mr. THOMAS. If you can add this amendment to the bill you can 
add any bill before the House to it. I say that that would certainly 
be in violation of the rules, and set a bad precedent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the claim has ever been heard and reported upon by the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. It never has. I provide by this amend- 
ment that it shall be reported on by that court before it shall pass into 
the hands of the Attorney-General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the committee is for the allow- 
ance of certain claims for stores supplied for the use of the Army of the 
United States, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions 
of the Bowman act. Therefore, the Chair thinks this amendment is 
not in order; and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the RECORD the report of the Court of Claims in the case of Wilson, 
administrator, against the United States, out of which this $1,860 item 


grows. 
The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, leave will be given. 
There was no objection. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill Meo So san for 
the relief of the estate of Isaac N. Webb, deceased, William H. W 9 
trator, report as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Con; to whom was re- 
ferred the claim of William H. Wilson, administrator, not being fully and clearly 
advised of the facts in said claim, referred the same to the Court of Claims for a 
finding of facts under the provisions of the Bowman act. This claim has been 
returned by said court with findings of fact, which are appended hereto. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 2746, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the claims of William 
H. Wilson, administrator, and others, report as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims of the F. -ninth Congress, to whom was 
referred the claims of William H. Wilson, 
fully and clearly advised of the facts in said claims, referred 
Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the provisions of the act, 
These claims have been returned by said court with the several findings of 
fact. The committee are satisfied as to the loyalty of the several claimants, and 
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— to the am eee en er 
— by rf the Army of the FFF 

by the Court of Claims sho 
our co ttee the money to pay the 


ani Fecommend iia passage. 


- ‘ [House Mis Doe. No 8, Fiftioth Congres iest sesion. 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy 
Ming of fact tn the cae of Wiliam E. Woon, administrator, ‘against 


‘pies HL Wileon, administrator af Im Isaac N. Webb, es. The United States. Con- 
gressional case No. 317. 
Creek's OFFICE, Washington, June 21, 1888. 
: Pursuant to the order of the court. I transmit herewith a certified copy 
fact filed the afo. 


the court June 18,1888, in cause, 
court by the Committee on War Honse 


op hear prap eanan under the act of March 3, 1883. 
am, very respectfully, yours, cte., 


P Cnited | Fe 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Hon. Joun G. OARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
[Court of Claims. case No. 317. William H. Wilson, adminis- 


Congressional 
trator of Isaac N. Webb, vs. The United States.] 
FINDINGS OF FACT. 


At a Court of aane Te Th aie ic ee Se ee ee oe tee 
6. ͤ ͤ .. 

im the above- entitled ease, for supplies or sto res alleged to have 

capone espn Ma ARNEE S U Oa 

use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, was transmitted 

to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Representa- 


T. W. Tallmadge, appeared for 8 and the Attorney-General, by 
Lewis Cochran, unk pes senage yes F 
defense and protect on of the interests of the United States. 

Ona . inquiry the court on pd 26th . of April, 1888, found that 
the person alleged to have furnished the plies or stores, or from whom they 

fermen bargin been ö — to the Government of the United 
States thronghout said war. 

The case was brought to 8 its merits on the 4th day of June, 1888. 

Tho alleges that during the said wur of the rebellion the United 
Stat: s forces, by proper authority, during the month — — 1862, took from said 
Isase N. Webb quartermaster stores and commissary aop lies of the value of 
$23, and appropriated the samo to the use of the Uni Army, in the 


lowi 
ool Cooked rations for tus board of sixty men of the Seventh Regiment Kentucky 
of day hg Gom” 
m- 


The The alen for 5 siget tobe quatiexnister inten was not presented 

uartermaster-General, and is therefore barred by a law of the United 
(Dodd's Case, 21 C. cis., p 117.) 

ppap aaee were furnished as between about Novem- 

I5, 1862, to the value of 

By THE COURT. 
Filed June 18, 1888. 
A true co cas 
Test, this day of June, A. D. 1888. 
[seat] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims: 


Un the Court of Claims: December term, 1884, William H. Wilson, — 
trator of Isaac N. Webb, vs. The United States. No. 217, Congressional. 


PETITION. 
[Presented by 8e Tallmadge, attorney. Filed . R.] 


at 
Tana N. Webb, with the © was 
argh 


the Government of the 
United States, 

That during the said war of the rebellion the United States forces, by proper 
authority, during the month of July, 1862, took from said Isanc N. Webb quarter- 
master stores and commissary supplies of the value of $2,580, and appropriated 

the same to the use of the Unit tates Army in the following manner: 

Cooked rations for the —— sixty men of the Seventh 
Volunteers from to ——day of 


pattie ncn O disallow: * ce being made to the 
declaration elaim for more specifie deseription of said com- 


missary 
That the 

in the 

side for hospi 


quartermaster stores, which was the property of said deceased and 

ow the United States Army, consisted of articles of furniture then 
Lt Same Ta Ky., — — were appropriated by orderof General Burn- 
ta: of the reasonable value of $1,860, the specitic 
articles a —.— of said conn to be shown in the tion of this case, 
as ee: original claim filed before Congress, with petition therein pre- 


ac ery no remuneration has been made for this your petititioner’s claim, eith 
tothe his tatives, or any other for him him, but —— 


Court of 
March 3, 1383, entitled “An act to afford 


petitioner claims the sum of $2,530, and prays for a finding of the 

facts before set forth, and such facts as may be shown by the evidence, and the 

rE ao As OE O at a res O 2 3s ree ner Soc En meat 
in said act of March 3, 1883. x, 


W. H. WILSO 
Administrator of Isaac N. Webb, deceased. 


Personally appeared before me W. H. Wilson, who, being duly 
that the statements contained in the foregoing petition are true, to 1 of f his 
knowledge, information, and belief. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of April, 1885.. 
[SEAL] E LEBUS, 
= Notary Public, Harrison County, Kentucky. 


ecg of Kentucky, Harrison County court.—Special term, 
APRI 10, 1888. 


On motion of William H. Wilson, it is ordered that administration upon the 
estate of Isane N. Webb, deceased, be, and the same is h 8 unto 
him, with his will annexed, whereupon he took the oath p by law, and 

ther with J. T. Cook, his surety, whois: roved by the court, 
entered into and acknow! md to the Common th ntucky as 
administrator aforessid, con ed merge Day law, and thereupon the court 
grants letters ofadministration herein to him in due form. 

A copy—Attest: 

baat R. M. CO 

G. H. d d D: d. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Lask unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD the report of the Committee on War Claims in regard to 
the bill whieh I offer as an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

And the Court of Claims shall retain jurisdiction of Forman 
Mathews and David Stout Agi of . — County, 5 the State of New Jer - 
sey, for recovery of the value of their schooner, the Twili 

th a publie vessel of the United States, and, u 
shall enter such judgment therein as right and law may 
either party to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 

Mr. THOMAS. Imake the same point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. What is the point of order? 

Mr. THOMAS. That it is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why, Mr. Chairman, since this 
discussion has gone on I have looked at the several reports as to the 
different items in this bill, and I find that it contains everything from 
potatoes to peanuts and from rails to rubbish, and certainly somewhere 
within that wide range a schooner would find a place. This claim has 
been reported from the Court of Claims, and stands vd = recisely the 
same footing as these other claims. It was referred inthe Forty-eighth 

to the Court of Claims. That court has made its report, and 
= amendment is simply te send the claim back to the Court of Claims 
to pass its judgment upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. as if reported by the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman act? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It was. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not understand that it was so reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It was so reported. It was re- 
ferred under the Bowman act, and I do not ask as much for this claimant 
as is asked for the others. I do not ask this House to-day upon the 
findings of fact reported under the Bowman act to say that the claim- 
ant shall be paid; but Lask less than is asked fortheothers. I ask that 
it be referred back to the court to see whether under these findings 
this private legal claim should be paid or not, with leave for an appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey whether the claim mentioned in this amendment is for supplies 
taken for the use of the Army of the United States, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New: Jersey. Iv is not for supplies furnished 
to the Army; neither is that bill exclusively for supplies furnished to 
the United States Army, especially since it has been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of o inion that if there were any 
items in the bill that were not for that purpose they would be subject 
to a point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. The point of order bas never been raised, and this 
bill is not even for supplies to the Unitel States Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of opinion that the amend- 
ment is not germane to the bill. The character of the bill is shown 
by its title, which is ‘‘A bill for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army,’ etc. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Well, if the Chairman please, I 
will move to amend the title when we reach that. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The amendment is not in order, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the committee now rise * 
bill to the House. 
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Mr. PAYSON. I desire to offer an amendment tocomein at the The gentleman from Tennessee says thatthe easy way, the best way, 


end of the bill. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. . Has the last paragraph of the bill been read? 
The CHAIRMAN. It has. 
The amendment of Mr. Paysow was read, as follows: 
Amend by adding the following words: 
“All Treasury drafts in pa: of the claims appropriated for in this act 


yment 
shall be made payable and delivered to the parties named, respectively, or, in 
case.of the death of the party, to his or her executor or administrator.“ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word upon 
that amendment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. L hope the gentleman. will not object to that. It 
is a very just and wise amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Chairman, I think the arrangement now 
earried out by ths Deparment isa good one. These drafts are now 

made out in favor of the claimant. Nobody else but the claimant can 
draw money upon a warrant for a warclaim; but it has been aregula- 
tion of the Department for twenty-five years, ever since the war, that 
the warrant shall be delivered to the attorney who has been represent- 
ing the claim for perhaps twenty years, and has advanced his own 
money in order to prosecute and perfect it. The attorney then goes 
to the claimant and together they collect the money and thesettlement 
is made. Now, that is fair. I am no attorney, and I have no interest 
in anybody who is an attorney; in fact I do not care about the attor- 
ney’s interest at all, except that I wish to treat everybody fairly. 

But if you mail a draft to some place in Tennessee or Kentucky or 
some other remote portion of the country, and the claimant alone can 
collect the money, evidently the attorney, who may be in Washington, 
or New York, or Chicago, or some otherdistant city, willin many cases 
stand a very poor chance of getting his fee. On the other hand, when 
you pursue the course which the Secretary of the Treasury has pursued 
for many years, both parties are protected. The Secretary can adjust 
any differences that may arise between the attorney and the claimant. 
He is authorized to do that, and he has made regulations by which the 
adjustment ean be madesatisfactory. On the whole it seems to me bet- 
ter to let the matter stand as it has been for many years past under the 
regulation I have stated. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope that the amendment will be adopted. For 
many months I have been most earnest in my efforts to secure the pas- 
sage of this bill. I know a great many honest people who have made 
these claims and have employed attorneys, and who will settle with 
them if they obtain this money, after twenty-five years of waiting; 
but I am anxious that honest claimants may know and that the coun- 
try may know that, as this amendment indicates, this is a claimants’ 
bill and not an attorneys’ bill. There can be no difficulty about the 
matter which the gentleman from Tennessee suggests, Let the attor- 
neys settle with their clients in the way proposed, but let Congress do 
this long-delayed justice to these claimants and pay the money to the 
parties named in the bill or their representatives. It would give this 
legislation a better standing in another body as well as a better stand- 
ing before the country, and I appeal to my friend not to o the 
amendment, but to aceept it in good faith and Jet us pass this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Maryland saysthis amend- 
ment will commend this bill to the Senate. In reply to that I want 
to say that in the Forty-ninth Congress, when we passed the 4th of July 
bill providing tor the payment of war claims such as these, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offered an amendment identical 
with that which his colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] has offered 
to this bill and the House adopted it. The bill went to the Senate, 
and instead of being commended to the Senate by that amendment, 
the Senate unanimously struck the amendment out. The bill came 
back here and went to.a committee of conference of which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [ Mr. STONE] and myself were members, accord- 
ing tomy present recollection. Wemet the Senate conferees and agreed 
that that amendment should be stricken from the bill. The bill came 
back to the House and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
objected to its consideration. Unanimous consent was required to get 
the bill considered. We went to the gentleman from Illinois and ap- 
pealed to him to withdraw his objection, and about two days before 
the session closed he did so and the bill passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Well, let us do our whole duty and let the Senate 
take care of itself. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, the suggestions made by the gentle- 


man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] are not even persuasive to 
me. Iam utterly indifferent as to what the fate of this amendment 
shall be in any other place. I am more anxious that the amendment 
shall be adopted, if it commends itself to the considerate judgment of 
this House of Representatives. I know, as everybody knows, the evils— 
I hardly know how to measure the words that I shall use with ref- 
erence to this matter—I know the evils, the scandals, the robberies, 
that are carried on by claim agents in and about this city when claims 
are allowed by Congress. Every man within sound of my voice knows 
of them by information, if not directly from honest and poor claimants 
this country over, if not from the experience of some among his own 
constituents. 


to manage the business is to let the attorney, the claim agent, whois . 


sometimes, often possibly in a majority of cases, a scalper, sit down 
with his client, with the Treasury draft in his hand, and arrange his 
percentage. That may be the best way for the benefit of the scalper, 
but certainly not for the benefit of anybody else. Mr. Chairman, what 
harm enn it do, when we are opening the doors of the Treasury here 
for honest claimants, to say that in the first instance the money of the 
United States shall go to the citizen, to the honest claimant, and tono- 
body else, to the man or the woman who, twenty or twenty-five years 
had his or her property taken to aid in putting down the rebell- 
ion? What harm can it do to say that one hun cents on the dol- 
lar shall go, in the first instance, to that man or that woman, and let 
him or her arrange with the attorney ? 
My experience and my observation in the ranks of a 


deserving pro- 
fession anthorize me to say that no honest lawyer will be injured by 


the adoption of this amendment. No honest man, prosecuting a claim 
for a reasonable fee, will be less likely to receive that fee by reason of 
the adoption of this amendment. £ 
These ‘‘scalpers’’ undertake to exact fees of 25 and 50percent. In 
regard to these claims I want the 100 per cent. to go to the claimant 
himself, permitting him to settle with his lawyer. It seems to me I 
need not upon this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend by striking ont the last word. 
Lhope this amendment will prevail. More than that, L wish we had 
placed a precisely similar amendment upon the pension appropriation 
bill in regard to the fees of pension attorneys. It is a fact known to 
every member of the House who has anything to do with pensions that 
pension attorneys have their claims collected gratuitously by the 
United States before the honest pensioner can ever touch a farthing of 
his pension. The United States collects in this way a million dollars 
of attorneys’ fees in pension cases every year. I trust that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is not going any further in this direction. 
In regard to the war claims now before us, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee says that the draft will be made out in the name of the claim- 


ant and will be sent to the attorney. What will the attorney do? He 


will write a letter to the claimant stating that he holds the 

draft, and if the claimant will make out a power of attorney author- 
izing him to collect.the money, he will take out his percentage and re- 
mit the balance. It is within my personal knowledge that frequently 
35 per cent. of the amount of the claim has been exacted in this way 
for attorneys’ fees. I trust that we shall put such a proviso on this 
bill as will preventanything of that kind in regard to these warclaims; 
and I hope that hereafter our pensioners will be protected from this 
species of extortion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CUTCHEON ] 
will allow me to call his attention to the fact that this House passed 
at the last session—by a unanimous vote, I believe—a bill to reduce 
the fees of pension attorneys to the extent, in the te, of half a 
million dollarsannually. It is not the fault of this body that that bill 
is not now a law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 
the last two words. Mr, Chairman, I wish to emphasize, if possible, 
what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has said in regard to 
the necessity for this amendment. It does seem to me that this Con- 
gress ought not to consent to the passage of a bill carrying so large a 
sum of money as this without providing that every dollar of the money 
appropriated shall go to the claimants from whom it has been with- 
held for a quarter of a century. I have been in Congress only a short 
time, yet I have been here long enough to know something of the rob- 
bery practiced by these claim attorneys. I know that in one case in 
the Fiftieth Congress more than 33 per cent. of the amount of a claim 
went to the attorney as a fee for his services when they were not worth 
in fact one-tenth part of the amount he received. 

I know also that in the case of pensioners, one or two pay days pass 
after the pension is allowed before the pensioner can receive anythi 
it being necessary that the claim of the ion at shali be sat- 
isfied before the pensioner can obtain one cent of the pension granted 
him by the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Yes; sometimesa whole year passes after 
the allowance of the pension before the pensioner begins to receive any- 
thing, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I submit that every consideration of justice and 
equity demands the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tilinois, and I trust that it will be agreed to without dissent. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I think the amend- 
ment by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] ought 
to commend itself to the favorable consideration of members of the 
House, and certainly no friend of this bill will jeopardize or delay its 
passage by opposition to the amendment under consideration. Some 
gentlemen argue that the amendment will commend the bill to the 
Senate, while others seem to argue to the contrary. I am utterly op- 
posed to shaping our legislation u any such basis, but asthe matter 
has been diseussed gentlemen will recollect that the Senate inserted in 
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he direct-tax bill an amendment almost precisely of the same tenor, 
thereby showing that they concur in the view suggested in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Now, a moment as to the general character of this bill and a word 
in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
and others. I want to call attention to some of the cases embraced in 
this bill, and I may as well take the first case— that of Mr. Allison. 
I hold in my hand the report of the Southern Claims Commission. 
This case is found on page 411, reports 71 to 74. It shows that this 
tribunal tried this case nearly twenty years ago, and found that $2,506 
was justly due to Mr. Allison. The court found the supplies were 
sold to the Government and used by the Army, and that at reasonable 
market prices they were worth $2,506. 

It appears from the decision that his loyalty was fully established, 
but 3 after the trial was over, or at least aſter the evidence 
was closed, two men testified or presented affidavits that Mr. Allisou 
had used disloyal expressions, and therefore the court rejects the claim. 
When this claim is presented to the Court of Claims, twenty years later, 
they find that Mr, Allison was loyal and therefore entitled to the whole 
amount of the claim; but, possibly in a spirit of compromise, they cut 
it down from $2,500 to $900 by reducing the prices charged for the 
articles furnished; and certainly an examination of those prices will 
convince any reasonable man that they were not too high, but that 
they were proper and just. 

Let me urge one further consideration as showing the injustice suf- 
fered by claimants of this character. The value of the supplies fur- 
nished by this man in 1863 was $2,500, which amount was at that time 
justly due him. That sum running at legal interest, compounded reg- 
ularly since that time, would amount to over $17,000, which is thesum 
he is now justly entitled to. And yet, after working and waiting for 
twenty-seven years, he is compelled to come here begging Congress to 
give him $900; and, as has been remarked, one-third of this will prob- 
ably go to the attorney, so that this claimant will receive not over $600 
in settlement of a claim which justly amounts to $17,000, and there are 
men on this floor who would prevent his getting the little pittance of 
$600 if it was in their power to do so. 

Now bear in mind that Mr. Allison has waded through two courts 
in his efforts to get justice, both courts finding that the articles were 
purchased and used by the Government, and the Court of Claims also 
finding that’ he was always loyal, and the Southern Claims Commission 
finding this fact substantially the same as determined by the Court of 


laims, 

A great deal has been said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS] with regard to the loyalty of these claimants, and he has 
also intimated that these courts were not sufficiently strict in consid- 
ering the question of loyalty, that they were careless and declared men 
to be loyal when according to the evidence they should have found 
otherwise. 

Had the gentleman looked into these cases and examined the evi- 
dence upon which the judgments of these courts were based he would 
never have ventured such an opinion. The facts are just the reverse. 
53 were almost cruel in their exactions regarding proof of 

loyalty. 

Why, sir, I hold in my hand one of the judgments of the Sonthern 
Claims Commission with regard to the question of loyalty. Theclaim- 
ant proved clearly and positively that he was a loyal man. There was 
not one word or syllable to controvert the evidence upon this point. 
All the witnesses testified that he was loyal to the United States Gov- 
ernment during the entire war; but the court accepted the evidence of 
a neighbor, who testified that threats were made against Union men; 
that five Union men in that locality had heen shot down and thrown 
over a precipice; and simply and solely because this man was neither 
shot down nor injured nor thrown over a precipice the court is not sat- 
isfied that he was loyal and rejects his claim. 

I read from the third eral report of the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, page 221. It is the case of Lindsey Allen, of Franklin County. 
Here is the language of the court: 

This claimant poe to have been loyal to the United States, and his wit- 
nesses testify to loyal reputation and to his very strong expressions of con- 
demnation of the Confederacy and its leaders; yet he was never personally 


threatened, molested, or injured on account of his Union sentiments, Yet one 
of the witnesses, who expresses the opinion that Mr. Allen was a Union man, 
says: “Threats against Union men were constantly in circulation during the 
war, and he knows that such threats were in several instances carried into 
effect. Five Union men were shot and thrown from a bluff within 6 or 7 miles 
of claimant, and another was hung in Marion County, Alabama, all because 
of their Union sentiments. They were non-combatants, connected with no 
army, and two of them were between sixty and seventy years old when 
killed.” The Io ty of the claimant and his escape from personal injury are 
wholly irreconcilable with the facts above recited. 


The court here virtually decides that because this man (Mr. Lind- 
sey Allen) was not killed he could not have been loyal, and because 
he was not either killed or injured the court rejects claim. And 


this is the eourt which gentlemen say found men were loyal upon in- 

sufficient evidence, 
And all this cant about loyalty is flaunted before Congress in the 
face of the fact that the 2 ore Court of the United States has de- 
t proof of loyalty to the United States 


clared over and over again t 


during the war is not per se essential to enable a claimant to recover 
payment for property taken from him by the Government or its ofi- 


The legislative appropriation bill of July 12, 1870, included an ap- 
propriation for the payment of judgments rendered by the Court of 
Claims, but with the proviso that (see 13 Wallace, page 133)— 

The proof of loyalty required by the abandoned and captured property act, 
and by the sections of several acts quoted, shall be made by proof of the mat- 
ters required, irrespective of the effect of any executive proclamation, pardon, 
amnesty, or other act of condonation or oblivion. And in all cases wherejudg- 
ments shall have been heretofore rendered in the Court of Claims in favor of 
any claimant, on any other proof of lo 
provided, and which is hereby dec): 
and meaning of said respective acts, the Supreme Court shall, on appeal, bave 
rst ig jurisdiction of the cause, and shall dismiss the same for want of ju- 

In the case of the United States vs. Klein, 13 Wallace, page 128, 
the Supreme Court held that by imposing the conditions contained in- 
the proviso, Congress had encroached upon the Constitution and that 
Congress had exceeded its powers. 

The Court proceeded to consider the various laws enacted by Con- 
gress during the war regarding property in the Southern States, and 
on page 137 the decision says: 

It is thus seen except to Foren in actual hostilities, as mentioned 
in the first section of the act of March 12, 1863, no titles were divested in the 
insurgent States unless in pursuance of a judgment rendered after due legal 
proceedings. The Government recognized to the fullest extent the homane 
maxims of the modern law of nations, which exempt private property of non- 
combatant enemies from capture as booty of war. 

Even if it were true that any of the claimants whose claims you are 
now considering aided the cause of the Confederacy, it is also true that 
they all received a pardon from the President twenty-five years ago; 
and in the opinion in the Klein ease, pages 147 and 148, the court says: 

To the Executive alone is intrusted the power of pardon, and it is granted 
without limit. Pardon includes amnesty. It blots out the offense pardoned 
and removes all its penal consequences, It may be granted on conditions. 
* * * Now, it is clear that the Legislature can not change the effect of such 
a pardon any more than the Executive can change a law. 

The act of March 3, 1883, by which the cases now before us were re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, endeavored to circumvent the force and 
effect of the decision of the Supreme Court by providing that the Court 
of Claims was given jurisdiction in only those cases where the claim- 
ant proved loyalty, and for that reason it is only such cases that are 
now before this body. All the legislation of Congress upon this sub- 
ject has been very unjust to the citizens of the Gulf and Atlantic 
States, 

The act of July 4, 1864, provided for the payment for quartermaster 
stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the United 
States by loyal citizens in States not in rebellion. This, of course, ex- 
eluded all Southern States except Kentucky and Missouri. (See Stat- 


utes at Large, volume 13, page 381.) 
The joint resolution of June 18, 1866, volume 14, page 360, enacted 
that the provisions of this law— 


Be, and the same are hereby, construed to extend to the counties of Berkeley 
and Jefferson, of the State of West Virginia. 


The joint resolution of July 28, 1866, volume 14, page 370, provided 
that the law— - 

Is hereby extended to the loyal citizens of the State of Tennessee, 

The first law which sought to give claimants in the other Southern 
States an opportunity for the adjudication of these claims was the act 
of March 3, 1871, which authorized the Southern Claims Commission, 
to consist of three commissioners— 


Whose duty it shall be to receive,examine,and consider the justice and validity 
of such claims as shall be brought before them, of those citizens who remained 
loyal adherents to the cause and the Government of the United States during 
the war, for stores or sippi taken or furnished during the rebellion for the 
use of the Army of the United States in States proclaimed as in insurrection 
against the United States, including the use and loss of vessels or boats while 
employed in the military service of the United States. And the said commis- 
sioners in considering said claims shall be satisfied from the testimony of wit- 
nesses under oath or from other sufficient evidence of the loyalty and adher- 
ence of the claimant to the cuuse and the Government of the United States 
before and at the time of the taking or furnishing of the property for which an 
claim shall be made, and of the quantity, quality, and value of the property rid 
leged to have been taken or fornished. (See 16 Stats., page 524.) 

The gross injustice done to claimants by this tribunal caused numer- 
ous appeals to Congress, and on March 3, 1883, the law was enacted 
called the Bowman act.” 

Section 1 provides— 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of the committee or House 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertain- 
ing thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and 
the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt, 
When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not enter judgment 
thereon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the House by which 
the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Section 2 provides— 

That when a claim or matter is pending in any of the Executive fps pelea 
which may involve controverted questions of fact or law, the head of such De- 
partment may transmit the same, the vouchers, papers, proofs, and docu- 
ments acto apn, — to said court,and the same shall be there proceeded 
in under such rules as the court may adopt. When the facts and conclusions of 
law shail have been found, the court shall not enter judgment thereon, but shall 


Por: than such as is above requiredand 
to have been and to be the true intent 
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report its findings and opinions to the Department by which it was transmitted 
for its guidance and — — 
Section 3 provides that 


The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any claim against 
the United States growing out of the destruction or damage to property by the 
Army or Navy during the war forthe suppression of the rebellion, or for the 
nse and occupation of real estate by any part of the military or naval forces of 
8 United States in the operations of said forces during the said war at the seat 
of war. 

Section 4 provides that— 


Unless the said court shall, ona preliminary inquiry, find that the person who 
furnished such supplies or stores, or from whom the same were taken as afore- 
said, was loyal to Government of the United States throughout said war, 
the court shall not have jurisdiction of such cause, and the same shall, without 
further proceedings, be dismissed. 

The claims we are now considering were before the Southern Claims 
Commission under the act of March 3, 1871, which I havecited. They 
were appealed to Congress, and by that body referred to the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 3, 1883, from which I have just read; 
and that court adjudicated the cases in favor of the claimants. 

‘These old men have been disappointed and their cases delayed long 
enough. The injustice of Congress to these claimants is too apparent 
to be longer continued, and the limit of endurance of these poor people 
has been reached. The time has come when avote is to be taken, and 
J appeal to all men who believe in fair dealing, in honesty, in integ- 
rity, and in humanity to vote for this bill and let the struggle cease. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say just a word, and that 
is to express the hope that gentlemen, in their solicitude to protect 
these claimants, will not consume the entire remainder of this day and 
thereby prevent them from an opportunity of getting anything at all. 
I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. $ 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now rise 
and report this bill to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 7616, on 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report the same to the House 
with various amendments, and, as so amended, that the bill do pass. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The adoption of the previous question will not cut 
off a demand for a separate vote on one of these amendments, will it? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the several amendments. 
Unless a separate vote is asked for on the amendments as they are read 
they will be considered as having been agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L ask a separate vote on the amendment in relation 
to the claim of Wilson, administrator, vts. The United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the restof the amendments 
on which a separate vote is not demanded. 

The remaining amendments were read and to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the amendment on which 
the gentleman from Indiana demands a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “Kentucky,” in line 18, strike out the words “two hundred 
and seventy” and insert in lieu thereof the words “two thousand and one 
hundred and thirty,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. On that I ask a separate vote. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that these are amendments 
to a substitute; and the question now is on the adoption of the substi- 
tute as amended. 

The substitute as amended was adopted. 

The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. Hor- 
MAN, there were—ayes 89, noes 8. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the large preponderance of the affirm- 
ative vote, I shall not ask a further count. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and reada third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, ; 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. TRACEY. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent to 
put on its a bill which has passed the Senate and is included 
in this omnibus bill which has just passed the House, and also to strike 
that from the bill which has just passed. The matter to which I refer 
has passed both the Senate and the House separately. 

Mr. THOMAS. I must insist on the motion. 

Mr. TRACEY. I hope the gentleman will not object. This is sim- 
ply carrying out the intention of the Senate and the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair. 

J. F. BAILEY & co. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in the Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, and the Clerk 
will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. Sentas jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, notwithstand- 
ing any statutory bar, of the claims of J. F. Bailey & Co. and others, 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over informally without prejudice, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam willing that it shall be passed over, but am 
not willing that it shall be done without prejudice. I want to get to 
the other bills on the Calendar. 

Mi: O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This only allows the bill to retain 
its place. 

Mr. THOMAS, Very well; I withdraw the objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was informally passed over. 


CHARLES STOTESBURY, ADMINISTRATOR. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 


endar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8 to and set aside an order of the Court of Claims can- 
celing a portion of a judgment inst the United States, remitted through mis- 
take as to the facts in regard to 


e same 7 claimant to the United States, and 
to refer the matter to the Court of Claims for such further action as said court 
shall find to be just and equitable. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the order made on the 28th day of April, 1881, in the 
Court of Claims of the United States, in the case then pending in said court in 
which Charles Stotesbury, as administrator of William Stotesbury, et 
was claimant, and the United States were defendants, said case being num 
13416, in and by which order, upon the remitting by claimant to the United 
States of the sum of $4,933, residue of the sum for which judgment was entered 
in said case on the 7th day of January, 1884, and upon the payment of the sum 
of $6,368, and interest from the time of presenting transcript of the judgment to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, pursuant to the statute, the United were 

uitted of said residue, and said judgment was canceled upon said terms, be, 
and the same hereby is, opened and set aside, and the matter referred back to 
the Court of Claims. 

Sec.2, That the claimant have permission and opportunity, n notice to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, to make a motion be the Court of 
Claims, at say term thereof within one hood from the passage of this act, tore- 


rdug 
mistake of the facts, and that said remittitur and cancellation of said residue of 
said judgment were, and are, under all the facts and circumstances of the case 
unjust and inequitable to the beneficiaries entitled to the said 8 and 
that it would be just and equitable so to do, then in that case said Court of Claims 
is authorized and empowered, and jurisdiction and authority are hereby 
said court, to grant said motion and to restore said remitted part of said original 
judgment asa valid and existing ju ent against the United States for the 
sum of $4,983; otherwise toreaffirm said order of April 28, 1884. 

Sec. 3. That in case said Court of Claims restores said remitted part of said 
original judgment as a valid and existing j t against the United States 
pursuant to the provisions of the second section of this act, the amount th 
shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury appl le to the payment of prize to captors; and if there shall not be 
money applicable for pu n the Treasury, or sufficient therefor, then 
the same, or any part thereof for which prize-money in the Treasury is insuffi- 
2 shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, 


3 HOLMAN, T hope the report accompanying the bill will be 


iven 
it 


The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3308) to open 
and set aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment 
against the United States, remitted through mistake as to the facts in to 
the same by claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court 
of Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and equi- 
table, respectfully report as follows : y 

That a bill was introduced into the House of Representatives of the Forty- 
ninth and Fiftieth Congresses embracing the same subject-matter as this b 
and substantially to <a the same ends. That it was to the 
Committees on in said former Congresses 989 and Fiftieth) and 
by said committees reported favorably to the House in said Forty-ninth Con- 


gress, with certain amendments recommended in the report, a copy of which 


report is hereto attached. The present bill contains the amendments recom- 
mended in said report. The present committee adopt the report of the former 
committee as their own, and recommend that the present do pass, except- 
ing as to the amendments proposed in the former report, 


[House Report No. 2172, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 1533) to open 
and set aside an order of the Court of Claims canceling a portion of a judgment 
against the United States, remitted through mistake as to the facts in regard to 
the same by claimant to the United States, and to refer the matter to the Court 
of Claims for such further action as said court shall find to be just and equitable, 
baving considered the same, submit the following report: 

The claimant, ns administrator of the estate of William Stotesbury, deceased, 
obtained, in 1584, a jud tin the Court of Claims against the United States 
for the sum of $11,301, from which judgment the United States appealed to the 
Supreme Court; that thereafter the claimant, through his attorney, remitted 
$1,933 e the balance was paid by the United States 


and the a 1d 
The n has produced evidence tending to show that he was induced to 


remit said sum under a mistake of fact, and t by reason of such deception 
he was induced to take a less sum than he was entitled toundersaid tape ee a 

Tho committee is of opinion that he should be pormi to make hisshowing 
in tho court which rendered the judgment, and, if the facts warrant it, he should 
receive the amount remitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. this is a most remarkable bill, and 
I would like to have some explanation of it. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No more remarkable than some 
of the items we have already passed. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; but there is no provision similar to the one in 
the other bill protecting the interests of the Government. 

As 1 understand this bill, Mr. Chairman, there was a settlement be- 
tween the Government and the claimant, in order that he should not 
run the risk of an appeal to the Supreme Court, by which he remitted 
a certain sum. Now he proposes to submit it to the court again and 
have this sum that he remitted returned to him, on the ground of some 

tation; but the bill does not provide that in that case the 
matter shall go to the Supreme Court for review. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it looks very much to me as 
if this judgment was paa; or the case settled, on a compromise; and 
it does not seem that it would be proper under those circumstances, 
after the claimant had received about half of his claim and got this 
money, which apparently was paid to him in consideration of his 
abandoning the rest of his claim, that the Government, after it has 
parted with $4,000, and on that sum lost its right of appeal, appar- 
ently as a matte of compromise, should now be compelled to go and 
adjudicate the whole matter over again, when it has parted with half 
of the money, when the whole claim might have been decided adversely 
to the claimant if the whole matter had gone up at first. 

Mr. WILLCOX. Mr. Chairman, thechairman of the committee hav- 
ing this matter in charge [Mr. LAIDLAW] is not present in the House 
to-day, and I think it would be unfair to dispose of it without his 
being present to explain the bill. It is a matter that Iam not familiar 
with, although I am on the same committee, I therefore move that 
this bill be without prejudice at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. WILL- 
cox] moves that this bill be laid aside without 8 place on the 
Calendar. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] e Chair hears 


none. 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 
` HEIRS OF-MARK DAVIS, DECEASED. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4496) for 
the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas itis shown that the military authorities of the United States in com- 
mee ofthe city of New Orleans, on the 23d day of 1 
pares personal property. isting ! 

„ cons: n 
. Seay value in the 8 interest, ane deducting certain in- 


currency to the amount of $275.30, 
OOVA TO Foal PLADE bale to 


ceiving the same; an 
Whereas the said Mark Davis has since died, leaving a will wherein certain 
That the Secretary of the ones „„ hereb: 
ryo ry and he reby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the resid wary named in the $ 
and testament of Mark Davy 


being the face amount and value of the pronio and cash so taken: 
e said resid — 

inst the United Stat f ori 

OOA EOR with, dhe aril takeing, whether DEING TOSAN DOMEIN OE TOM TALKIN 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the report should be read. 

Several MEMBERS, The report is very long. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. think there should be some 
explanation of this bill, I understand it is a bill for the relief of the 
nM THOMAS. The tats: 

2 e gentleman from Virginia „ VENABLE] will 
be able to state the facts, as I understand it. J 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the 


Mr. VENABLE. This is the claim of the heirs of Mark Davis, of 
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the city of Petersburgh, who was a merchant there and had retired from 
business as early as 1843. The principal part of his fortune consisted 
of business real estate in the city of New Orleans. Itwas there in the 
hands of Edward Barnett, esq., an attorney at law and real-estate agent, 
When the Union Army came to New Orleans the first act of General 
Butler was to issue a tion protecting absolutely from use by the 
Governmentor from confiscation the property of private citizens. Not- 
withstanding that, when General Butler was superseded in command 
this property was taken from Barnett by Capt. James W. McClure, and 
upon that demand by Captain McClure Barnett surrendered to him 
money, notes, and leases belonging to Davis, the > poparty amounting 
in all to $21,828. Davis was always represented to be a loyal, un- 
swerving adherent of the Union. He moved from Virginia as soon as 
the war closed, and died in New York. The facts in this case are set 
forth elaborately in this report. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
What became of that money and property that were taken? 

Mr. VENABLE. Itisin the hands of the United States Govern- 
ment to-day. i 

Mr. HILL. The securities and all? ` 

Mr. VENABLE. The securities and all; that is, if they have not 
been used by the Government. Here is a receipt from Mr. Barnett by 
J. W. McClure for this money, for these rent notes, and for these leases, 
Here is Mr. Armstrong’s delivery to Mr. Barnett, after the war in 1865, 
of the property itself, but no delivery of these notes or money or bonds 
which Barnett turned over to McClure. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to ask if any application was ever made to 
the Government for the restoration of these securities, : 

Mr. VENABLE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. HILL. I would also like to ask whether they are valuable now 
or not, 

Mr. VENABLE. Here is the proof that the Goyernment officers 
there took those notes, took the buildings and rented out those build- 
ings to tenants during the whole two years. 

Mr. WILLCOX. DoT understand the gentleman to say that the Gov- 
ernment has got this identical property? 

Mr. VENABLE, No, the Government surrendered this property in 
1865. It took it in 1863. 

Mr. MAISH, Except the leases, the reat notes, and the cash. 

Mr. VENABLE, ‘They did not surrender them. 

Mr. BREWER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MAISH. It is a very long report. 

Mr. HILL. I think it had better be read. 

Mr. VENABLE. This isa unanimous report made by Mr. THOMAS, 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. How much is the amount? 

Mr. VENABLE. Twenty-one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
eight dollars and thirty-three cents. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, this case comes from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and the report was made by myself. It is acopy 
of reports made in-several Co „ both in the House and in the 
Senate. At the time I made it I supposed there was no question as to 
the loyalty of this man, Mark Davis. I will say to the House that 
since there has been a question raised I have very carefully investigated 
the matter, and am still of the opinion that there ought to be no ques- 
tion as to his loyalty. This is a iar case, and the only question 
about the whole matter is a question as to whether the man was loyal 
ornot. The facts are that he had property in New Orleans—a large 
number of houses and stores—that were taken possession of, he being 
an old gentleman, residing in the State of Virginia, and the property 
was used and occupied by the Federal troops. 

The rent that the property had been fetching, the amount of money 
for which it was rented, was accounted for by the Government. The 
property had been rented and notes given for the rent, and after the 
notes became due the Government took them up and said, ‘ We will 
relieve the men who had this property from. paying the rent, because 
weareoccupyingit.’? Solthink thereisnoquestionabout the amount. 

Now, I made investigation of the Confederate archives to find if there 
was any other man by the name of Mark Davis. I made that inquiry 
after I had made the report, and consequently it did not appear in the 
report. The fact isthat the Confederate archives show the following, 
as I am informed by a letter of the Secretary of War of February 25, 
1890: 4 

ers —_ Davis subscribed $3,000 to the Confederate States loan, at Rich- 
mone M. Davis subscribed $300 toConfederate States lonn, at Richmond, Va. 

One M. Davis, of Liberty, Va., requested arms for use of the Old Dominion 
Rifles; signed a petition for the diseharge of a tanner, and as secretary of the 


war committee for Bedford County, Virginia, volunteered (on behalf of citizens 
and wounded soldiers, 


aslave, and 
one sign ke-oven, 
Mr. BREWER.- Where did this man live? 

Mr. THOMAS. He lived at Petersburgh, Va. Now, all the neigh- 


bors, acquaintances, and friends of this man say that he was an old 


1890. 
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man at this time. He is now deceased. They say he had retired from 
business, and that he had exhibited his loyalty to such a degree as to 
become unpopular in the . where he lived. His financial 
agents made oath that they Jed all his funds and money during 
the rebellion and that he made no such loans, and that this is not the 
man. I will read one of the affidavits, and there are a great many of 
them. 

It is as follows: 

The deponent, M. M. Davis, now of the city of New York, but a resident of 
Petersbu Va., from April, 1361, to 1865, says that be is a nephew of the late 
Mark Davis, sr., whose is now pending before the House of Representa- 
tives for money collected by the Federal officers for his rent of porey in New 
Orleans during the war. he was the financial agent of the said Mark 
Davis, sr., from January 1, 1861, till 1875. That he knew all the financial acts of 
his said uncle and was intimately acquainted with all his transactions. The 
affiant further says that his uncle, Mark Davis, sr., did not, on the 26th day of 
December, 1562, or at any other time, subscribe $3,000 or any other sum to the 
Confederate States loan, and for the following reasons: 

First. The said Mark Davis always, without exception, signed his name Mark 
Davis, sr., and no name of Mark Davis without the senior can be his name or 
Bi ture. In examination of his papers I find his signature was inyariab) 

k Davis, sr., and this was to distinguish him from other Mark Davises. It 
was u very common name, and he had a nephew named Mark Davis. 

Second. Hisp rty was chiefly in New Orleans. When General Butler took 
ossession of the city in May, 1802, his main source of income was cutoff and 
e was not able to make an: pay a subsoription of $3,000, 

Third. He was a foreigner and was loyal to the United States Government. 
He had no confidence in the success of the Confederate cause, and would not 
have inyested in a cause that he felt was bound to fail. 

Fourth. That said Mark Davie,sr., placed his money with me and made his 
payment — me during the period of the war. No sum could have been 

as A su ption to Confederate loan without my knowledge, and I never 
w or heard of such subscription or loan, ioe Biv 


Now, a number of the affidavits are from Mark Davis’s neighbors. 
This is the affidavit of his nephew, and there is also the affidavit of an- 
other nephew who was with this nephew, and they transacted all his 
financial business. The fact that this man at that time was known in 
his neighborhood as a Union man, and that the whole family was so 
known; the fact that there are in Virginia a great many men by the 
name of Mark Davis; the fact that this man, Mark Davis, sr., invari- 
ably signed his name Mark Davis, sr., wherever he subscribed it, and 
the fact that there is no other evidence to show that he is the man re- 
ferred to in the Confederate archives, convinces me beyond a reasonable 
doubt; and taking that in connection with the fact that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. VENABLE] has personally examined the matter, I 
am of the ion that thereis 3 ol this man being the man 
mentioned in the Confederate ives, 

There is another thing, Mr. Chairman, that I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to. If by any accident it should prove that this 
man was the man mentioned in the Confederate archives, we have the 


Ered parer was taken in that way. 
1. The Supreme Court of the United States decided in 1864 that the 
militgry occupation of the city of New Orleans by the forces of the 
United States after the dispossession of the rebels from that imme- 
diate region in May, 1862, may be considered as having been substan- 
tially complete from the publication of General Butler’s proclamation 
of the 6th (dated on the 1st) of that month; and all the rights and 
amie eer’ resulting from such occupation, or from the terms of the 
proclamation, existed from the date of that proclamation. 

2. This proclamation, in announcing, as it did, that ‘‘all rights of 

roperty ” would be held ‘inviolate, subject only to the laws of the 

nited States, and that all foreigners not naturalized, claiming al- 
legiance to their respective governments, and not having made oath of 
allegiance to the government of the Confederate States,” would be 
protected in their and property as heretofore under the laws 
of the United States,“ did but reiterate the rules established by the 
legislative and executiveaction of the National Government, and which 
may also. be inferred from the policy of the war in respect to the por- 
tions of the States in insurrection occupied and controlled by the troops 
of the Union. It was the manifestation of a general purpose, which 
seeks the re-establishment of the national authority and the ultimate 
restoration of States and citizens to their national relations under bet- 
ter forms and firmer guaranties without any view of subjugation by 
conquest, 

3. Substantial, complete, and permanent military occupation and 
control, as distinguished from one that is ill 
sitory, works the ex 
those parts of rebellious States 

trolled by forces of the United 


the department in which the 


city of New Orleans was situate had not the right on the 17th of 
Augnst, 1863, after the occupation of the city by General Butler, and 
after his proclamation of May 1, 1862, announcing that all the rights 
of property of whatever kind will be held inviolate, subject only to the 
laws of the United States,” to seize private property as booty of war, 
or, in face of the acts of Congress of 6th of August, 1861, and July 17, 
1862, make any order as commander confiscating it. (Planters“ Bank 
ce. Union Bank, 16 Wallace, page 483. 

But I am frank to say that if I had a suspicion, under all the circum- 
stances and in view of all the evidence, that this Mark Davis had been dis- 
loyal I should have been willing to leave this matter to a court to decide 
whether he ought to have his pay or not. But the testimony, when you 
come tolook atit, isoverwheiming that he wasnotthe Mark Davis who 
subscribed to the Confederate loan, that he was not the man who did 
any disloyal act. He was loyal throughout the war. He was so old 
that he was not subject to military duty. He had no reason for being 
disloyal. He and his family were known in the neighborhood as Union 
men, and then and for a good many years afterward they were under the 
ban on account of their loyalty. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that we shall get to a vote 
upon this bill without farther delay. i 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Was this property seized under 
the Butler administration in New Orleans, or under the subsequent 
administration? ~ 

Mr. THOMAS. Under the subsequent administration. . 

Mr. HILL. Ifthat is so, then the đecision which you have read 
would not be in point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, yes. The decision is that General Butler hav- 
ing made and published his proclamation, after that the citizen was 
protected, and any subsequent commander at New Orleans who took 
the other course and seized the property of the citizen violated the law, 
unintentionally perhaps, and his actions were void, and that the party 
was entitled to recover. 

Mr. HILL. I understood you to say that the subsequent commander 
at New Orleans, General Banks, I believe, revoked that order of Gen- 
eral Butler. : 

Mr. THOMAS. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not remember that I ever revoked any order of 
General Butler. A 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether this Mark Davis did not subsequently apply to the General 
Government for a pardon, and whether he did not receive a on? 

Mr. THOMAS. It appears that he did. He had lived in a State 
that was in insurrection, and he felt that that fact would warrant him 
in asking a pardon. But he stated at the time that he had committed 
no treasonable offense against the United States. He andanumberof 
others asked and obtained pardon; but it was conceded by his neighbors 
at the time that he made the application under the advice of attor- 
neys for the reason that it was feared by some that the mere fact of resi- 
dence in a hostile territory might be regarded as an offense requiring 


pardon. 

Mr. BANKS. And because pardon and amnesty were necessary to 

Air, THOMAS. Yes: and, b 

f „Tes; as is suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, because the pardon was necessary to secure the safety 
of his person and property, whether he had been in the rebellion or not. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the Government took possession and held 
possession of the property of a person who was in rebellion, was not 
that, in effect, a practical confiscation of the property, and did not that 
fact obviate the objection that the property not been condemned ` 
by process of law? 

Mr. THOMAS. The law provided that in districts controlled by the 
Government of the United States, not the theater of war, as New Or- 
leans was in ion of the Army of the United States, the confiscation 
should be by process of law. They proceed against a man in the courts- 
charging him with being a rebel against the Government and asking 
in court that it be so adjudged and his property be confiscated. In 
that way his property might be taken; but the Supreme Court de- 
cided that after General Butler had proclaimed, in New Orleans, that 
property rights should be held sacred, and that property should not be 
confiscated by the Army, but should be left to process of law—that 
after that proclamation was issued, which wasa proclamation of een 
to the inhabitants, declaring that their property should. be p 5 
any taking of property by the military force was null and void. How- 
ever, I do not base this claim upon that ground. I base it upon the 
loyalty of this Mark Davis, for I do not believe there is anything that 
can be shown against it, $ 

Mr, SMITH, of Illinois. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
THOMAS] takes his seat I would like to ask him one question. As he 
examined the evidence in this case and prepared the report, and as he 
has been a Union soldier himself, I wish to ask him whether he is sat- - 
isfied from the evidence that this claimant was a Union man, loyal to 
his Government. 

Mr. THOMAS. Beyond a doubt. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, That is all. 


— 
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The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 

the Honse with a recommendation that it do pass. 
NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BOWDEN. ‘The next bill on the Calendar is a House bill for 
the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee, A Senate bill sim- 
ilar in substance has come over to the House and been favorably re- 
ported here. I suggest that the Committee of the Whole consider the 
Senate bill instead of the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withontobjection, that will bedone. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (5.471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee, 

Be it enacted, eic., That the secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the Norfolk County fe committee, of Nor- 
folk, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $42,300, that being the amount collected by the Quartermaster's De — 
ment of the United States Army as tolls and ferriages for the transportation of 
civilians, their animals and freights, for three years and eleven months, ex- 
cepting eight days, beyond the current expenses and repairs of said ferry, as 
found by the Court of Gaims. 


Mr. BOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is long, and 
if the committee will indulge me I can state the claim in a few words. 
This is a bill to pay the amount of the finding of the Court of Claims 
in favor of the Norfolk County ferry committee. This ferry, the boats 
of which ply between the cities of Norfolk and Portsmouth, is the prop- 
erty of the corporation of Norfolk County and the city of Portsmouth. 
The Fagin realized from the running of the ferry go to the support of 
the free schools of Norfolk County and Portsmouth. In May, 1862, 
the Federal authorities took possession of this property and used it 
both for civilian travel and for the rtation of troops and muni- 
tions of war. It was a very valuable franchise and paid very largely. 
The Government has never given to the owners any compensation 
for the use of that property, although it was within the Union lines 
and not at the seat of war, that section of country being at the time 
represented in this House and also at the other end of the Capitol. Al- 
though after the war a settlement was sought, yet it was denied by the 
various departments until finally the claimants made an appeal to 
Congress. They have been urging this appeal for the last ten or twelve 
ears. The claim was referred to the Court of Claims, and was there 
lacaia into. It embraces no charge to the Government for the trans- 
portation of troops or munitions of war, but simply compensation for 
the civilian travel while the Government occupied the property. The 
net profit on this civilian travel, according to the award of the court, 
was $42,300. 
Having thus briefly stated the case, I will gladly answer any ques- 
tions in regard to it. - 
The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM JEWELL COLLEGE, MISSOURL 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1574) 
for the relief of William Jewell College, of Liberty, Clay County, Mis- 


souri. 
The bill, with the amendments reported by the Committee on War 
Claims, was read, as follows: 


in compensation for the use, occupation, and 
building while used 76 . — United States Army, subse- 
tember 16, 1861: Provided, That the said sum be accepted in full 
payment of all claims against the United States down to the date of the pas- 
sage of this act. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “five thousand two hundred,” line 7, and insert “two 
thousand two hundred; “ strike out the words “and es to,” line 8, and 
insert the word “and” after the word use,“ line 8, and insert the word of,“ 
line 8, after the word occupation.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. The effect of these amendments is to reduce the 
amount appropriated tothe extent of $3,000, and to strike out all 
compensation for damages. 

I ask that the report be read or that the circumstances 


Mr. HILL. 
of the case be stated. $ 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as amended by the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, appropriates $2,200 to the trustees of William 
Jewell College, located at Liberty, Mo. This amount is appropriated 
as compensation for the use of the college building and grounds as a 
hospital by United States troops after the battle of Blue Mills, in 
1861, and also for the use of the college and grounds in the summer of 
2 the Fifth Missouri Cavalry, commanded by Col. William R. 
enick. 
A MEMBER. This is to pay for rent and occupation? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; rent and occupation. No allowance for 
damages is included in the bill. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Was there any contract, or was this property 
sony taken and used? 
. DOCKERY. It was taken and used by the military forces. 
The bill pas simply for the payment of rent. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1512) 
for the relief of the heirs ot Thomas Black. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $4,617.60 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid to the heirs of the late Thomas Black, deceased, out of any 
moneys in the 5 not otherwise appropriated, in compensation for pots i 
erty taken by the naval forces of the United States during the war of the rebell- 
ion from the said Thomas Black, a loyal citizen of the United States. 


; The report (by Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania) was read, as fol- 
ows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. N. 1512) for 
the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Congress, a copy 
of which is hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 


[House Report No. 2677, Fortx-eighth Congress, second session.] 


Under the act of March 3, 1871, this claim was filed by Thomas Black, a native 
of Maine, who had moved to South Carolina prior to the late war, and had ac- 
+ eke property on Edisto Island in that State. When the claim was filed, Mr. 

lack was old and infirm, and died September 25, 1877, lea three daughters, 
and leaving no personal ar to be administered, as the parties were 
very poor at the time of his death. 

According to law, the commissioners could not receive testimony after March 
10, 1879. Owing to the death of Mr. Black and the porey of his three daugh- 
ters, there was no administration until May 13, 1879, and the 3 was 
then taken and filed with the commissioners May 17, 1879; butthe commission- 
ers did not consider or act upon the testimony on the ground that it was filed 
too late, and they had no jurisdiction to act upon it. There was no adverse 
action on the claim itself. 

The first question, then, is, should the claim be now considered, if otherwise 
meritorious, notwithstanding the proof was filed two months and seven days too 
late for the commission to exercise jurisdiction? It appears that the death of 
this old man, poor and infirm, and the leaving in poverty three daughters, suf- 
ficiently accounts for the delay, since there was no person competent to press 
the claim until May 13, 1879, and the testimony was filed in four days after ad- 
ministration ted; and especially should the United States be lenient in the 
case of this claim, when it is so clearly and conclusively shown that Thomas 
Black was one of the few in the South who remained at all times loyal to the 
Union during the war. 

This brings us to consider the proof of his loyalty. This should be clearly 
established, for there is a presumption that one who resided in the Confederate 
lines during the war was not loyal to the Union, although there were several 
loyal men who were so resident at Charleston, S. Ù., and who were well known 
to besuch. Among them, as appears from the testimony, was James L. Petigru, 
esq., theablest lawyer of his day in the State; and the loyalty of Thomas Black, 
an humble citizen, is fully established by the testimony of Hon. Charles Mac- 
beth, mayor of Charleston during the war, and of Hon. James B. Campbell, a 
3 citizen of Charleston, who was elected to the United States Senate 

y-the first South Carolina Legisiature which convened after the war had ended, 
and by other reliable witnesses. 

Mr. Black was arrested and confined by order of General Ripley, command- 
ing the Confederate forces in and near Charleston, on account of his adherence 
to the cause of the Union, and with difficulty obtained his release from impris- 
onment, as he would not declare adherence to the Confederate cause. On this 
poio of loyalty there does not seem to beany room for doubt from the evidence, 

he claim arises as follows: Mr. Black's home was on Edisto Island, and the 
Confederate forces ordered him to leave the island, which was about to fall into 
the hands of the United States forces. He was thus compelled to goto Charlies- 
ton, but returned to the island to look after his property, when was taken 
by armed negro troops on board the United States gun Penguin, whence 
he was released through the kind offices of Captain Boutelle, then of the United 
States Navy, and now of the Coast Survey, who states that he was released with- 
out parole and unconditionally, the only instance of the kind that he yemem- 
bers to have occu 5 

The soldiers who landed at Edisto Island, after occupying it, toro down tne 
houses on Mr. Black's plantation in order to use the lumber for Government 
purposes, and also took for the Government use a l barge, a pile-driver, a 
cart and harness, and the provision crop of Mr. B These articles, with 
some others taken, were for the convenience and use of the Army. 

The barge was a 14-oared boat, 45 feet long, and was worth $375, and tho pie 
driver $78 according to the testimony of Charles Deignan, an export of forty 
pee experience in ship and boat building. The items ofthe claim are proven 

y an eye-witness, and the values are substantiated by testimony of several 
witnesses, excepting the lumber charged for in the — 5 While it is in evi- 
dence that this lumber was taken and used by the United States troops, yet the 
quantity of lumber is not given, and we therefore do not consider this item 

roven. 
= The rest of the claim 18 to us to be fully established, and we therefore 
recommend that the bill do pass, with the following amendment as to the 
amount: Strike out 8992.60“ and insert instead thereof $617.60," so that the 
claim shall be reduced from $4,992.60 to $4,617.60. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. i 
DAVID B. SANDERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. A 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay tothe heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased, late of 
Livingston voun: Kentucky, out ot any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise approp: the sum of $3,357.50, for fuel, forage, lumber, and brick fur- 
nished to and used by the Army of the United States. 

The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2950) for 
the relief ofthe heirs of David B. Sanders, deceased, reports as follows: 

This is a claim for quartermaster stores furnished the Army of the United 
States du: the late war. Claim stated at $5,000. 

Claimant filed his claim in the office of the Quartermaster-General for adjudica- 


tion under the act of July 4, 1964. The claim was given to Special Agent J. C. 
Dougherty for on and report; and on December 26, 1874, he reported 
to the Quartermaster-General that the decedent's loyalty was established, and 
recommended payment for the following stores: 


For 40 tons of hay, at $15 ........ 00 
For 2 tons of Hun: 30.00 
For 2,500 binds fodder. 37.50 
For 600 cords wood, a 1. 500. 00 
For 8,000 feet of lumber, at 160.00 
For 55,000 feet of lumber, at $1 550. 00 
For 6,000 brick, at $8.. 480.00 

Amounting to 3, 387. 50 


Col. James A. Ekin, deputy duartermaster- general. transmitted the claim to 
the Quartermaster-General with a recommendation that the claim besuspended, 
and no action has been taken on said claim. 

Your committee are satisfied that the claimant was a loyal citizen, and that 
stores of the value ot $3,357.50 were taken and used by the Army of the United 
States, and report back the bill and recommend its passage with the following 
amendment: 

Strike out the word “heirs” wherever it occurs in the bill and insert in lieu 
thereof the word estate.“ 


The amendment recommen ied by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN N. DORR, SR. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on tke 
Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (II. R. 2017) for the relief of John N, Dorr, sr. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to John N. Dorr, senior, of Crittenden County, 
State of Kentucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of $150, for one horse taken from him by the United States Army 
during the late war. 


The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2917) for 
the relief of John N, Dorr, sr., report as follows: 

That the claim is for a horse taken from the claimant by the Army of the 
United States during the late war, Claim stated at $150. 

‘The proof filed in support of the bill shows that in 1863 the command of Colo- 
nel Johnson, United States Volunteers, took from the claimant one horse of 
the value of $150, for which he has not been paid. The loyalty of the claimant 
and the value of the horse are established by the best citizens of Crittenden 
County, Kentucky. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


J. L. CAIN ET AL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. , Z 
The Clerk read us follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. 
The bill is as follows: r 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinatter provided to the re- 
spective persons named berein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, to wit, 
for cotton taken by order of General A. E. Burnside to strengthen the fortifica- 
tions at Knoxville, Tenn., November 17 and 18, 1863, to wit. J. L. Cain, 6 bales, 
2.269. pounds, at 75 cents per pound, $1,701.75; Hugh G. Kyle, administrator of 
A. A. Kyle, deceased, 7 bales, 93 at % cents per pound, $2,625; Alex- 
ander Kennedy, 10 bales, 4,500 pounds, at 75 cents pound, $3,375; W.C. Hazen, 
surviving partner of G. M. Hazen, deceased, 34 es, 17,303 pounds, at 75 cents 
per pound, $12,975. 


The report (by Mr. STONE, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2990) for 
the relief of J. L. Cain and others, report as follows: 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises wiil be found stated in House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, a copy of 
which is hereto annexed for information, 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 3190, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 97) for the 
relief of J. L. Cain and others, report as follows: 

The committee find the facts of this case fully and acourately stated in Senate 
report from the Committee on Claims of the present Congress, which report is 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own and report back the bill 
and recommend its passage. 

[Senate Report No. 773, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The committee to whom was referred the bill (S.97) for the relief of James L. 
Cain, A. A. Kyle, Alexander Kennedy, and W.C. Hazen, surviving partners of 
G. M. Hazen & Son, bave carefully investigated the facts bearing upon the relief 
asked by said bill and find that the Committee on War Claims of the House of 
Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress referred these several claims to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883. 

The following are the facts found by the record of the Court of Claims, as 
shown by certificate of their findings certitied on the 25th of November, 1887 : 
[Court of Claims. Congressional Case No. 358. James L. Cain, A. A. Kyle, 

Alexander Kennedy,and W. C. Hazen, surviving partner of G. M. Hazen & 

Son, ts. The United States.] 

FINDINGS OF FACT. 

Ata Court of Claims held in the city of Washington onthe 16th day of May 
1887, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: z xf 
| ‘This case, refe to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House 

of Representatives March 4, 1885, was submitted on briefs and arguments by J. 
F. Kenney, esq., for claimants, and Robert A. Howard, esq., Assistant Attor- 
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ney-General, and Edward W. Watson, esq., of the Department of Justice, for the 
. Sanang and the court finds the facia to be as follows: 


I. 

The claimants were residents and citizens of Tennessee, and throughout the 
war of the rebellion were loyal to the Government of the United States, and 
did not give any aid or comfort to the rebellion. 

IL 
About the Ist of September, UR Reczville was ocoupied by United States 
forces under the command of Maj. Gen. A. E. Burnside. 

In November following a Confederate army, under the command of General 
Longstreet, was on a march to attack it. 

A large amount of military stores had, in the mean time, been deposited there, 
but no sufficient fortifications had as yet been co * f 

III. 


In this emergency the sarge, Degen er to the several claimants, 
with cotton of other es, in the city of Knoxville, was furnished or taken: 
and used under the direction of the engineer officers for the use of the Army, 
Six bales, of 2,269 pounds, belonging to said J. L. Cain. 
Seven bales, of 3,500 pounds, belonging to said A, A. 
Thirty-four bales, of 17,300 
Ten bales, of 4,500 pounds, 


Kyle. 
unds, belonging to said — Hazen. 
longing to said Alexander Kennedy. 

IV. 

The cotton so taken was effectively used for the defense of the city, 

After the repulse of the enemy, the claimants applied to Gen Schofield, 
who had succeeded General Burnside in command, for the return of their cot- 
ton. But, instead of returning it, it was disposed of, as appears in Finding V, 
under the following order : 

[Special Orders, No. 57.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE OHIO, 
Knoxville, February 26, 1884. 

*4 + * The chief quartermaster of this department will proceed to collect all 

cotton that bas been used in the constraction of fortifications and for other pur- 

in the vicinity of Knoxville, not absolutely necessary for the public serv- 
Ko asd ship the same to Louisville, to be turned over to the quarter- 
master, there to be disposed of for the benefit of the Government according to 
existing regulations, 

He will also take the necessary steps to ascertain the parties to whom such 
cotton ag have belonged, the amount taken from éach party, their loyalty, 
and give the proper vouchers therefor, according to the loyalty of each, 

Brigadie neral Tillson will render such sis, Brith as may be in his power 
to the quartermaster to enable him to carry out this order. 

By command of Major-General Schofield, 

HENRY CUSTISS, 4. A. G. 


vg 
The cotton was taken by General Burnside, November 25, 1863, but the order 


before thip 
tobe 


nitely appear. Some 
have been taken by the soldiers to fill their bunks; some Noell ta ants 


master at Louisville, les does not appear. 
Nor does it appear from which one of the citizens the cotton lost, burned, sold, 
or used had been originally taken. 


VI. 
Said cotton so taken, or furnished, from the claimants was never returned to 
them, nor have they received any compensation therefor, The market value 
place was 75 cents a pound, amounting to the sev- 


of the cotton at the time and 
eral parties as follows: 
W.C. Hazen, surviving partner of G. M. Hazen & Son 

A. A. Kyle ue 

Alexander Kennedy. 


A true copy. 
Test, this 25th day of November, A. D., 1887. 
[SEAL] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims, 
The findings of fact clearly show that the claimants were loyal to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States during the entire war; that the property taken 
from them by General Burnside in order to meet the emergency which arose 
by reason ofthe advance of General Longstreet’s army was intended by the com- 
manaing general to be compensated for, as is shown by the sevond clause of 


Special Orders, No. 57. in which he says: He will also take the ne steps 
to ascertain the parties to whom such cotton may have belon; the amount 
taken from each party, their loyalty, and give the proper vouchers therefor ac- 


cording to the loyalty of each.” 

After the emergency had passed that induced the general commanding to 
seize and use this cotton, the claimants applied to General Schofield to return 
the same to them, instead of doing which he ordered it to be taken to Louisville 
to be turned over to the Quartermaster-General, to be disposed ot for the benefit 
of the Government, 2 

Your committee, under these circumstances, can seo no just reason why the 
action of the agents of the Government, under the facts found by the Court of 
Claims, should not ee rend upon the United States the obligation to Rey to the 
claimants the value of the property taken by the Government from them. 

Your committee would therefore recommend that the bill be amended in 
line 10, after the words to wit,” by striking out “I,” and inserting “J.;" and 
in line 22, by striking out “seven” and inserting “five;’’ and in line 23, by 
striking out all after the word “dollars,” and that the title be amended so as to 
rend. For the relief of J. L. Cain and others,” and as so amended the bill is re- 
ported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let meask the gentleman what amountis carried 
by the bill. 7 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. About $20,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I remember that we passed a bill in the last Con- 
gress covering some of this cotton. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; there were several bills passed 


at different times in regard to this matter. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. How are = able to identify the cotton ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I am not able to identify it. The Gov- 
ernment did that for itself, and the gentlemen from whom the cotton 
was taken established their claim before the court; and all, with the 

exception of the four who are named in this bill, have been paid. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What rate does the committee recommend? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Seventy-five cents a pound—whatit was 
fonnd to be worth at the time. = 

Mr. CUTCHEON. On what theory do you propose to pay 75 cents 
a pound ? 

Bir. STONE, of Kentucky. On the theory that the court ſound it 
to be worth that price at the time it was taken. In fact, soon afterwards 
it was worth over a dollar a pound. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That may be; but I happen to know something 
about this cotton myself, as I said in the last Congress. I was there 
in Knoxville when the cotton was taken and used for fortifications. It 

might have been worth 75 cents a pound if they could have gotten it 
out to market, but I wopld like to know how, in the condition that 
East Tennessee was in at that time, they could have found a market 
for the cotton. 5 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman was there. 
I was there, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, but on the other side of the cotton. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; the gentleman was on the inside 
and I Was on the outside of the fortifications at that time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, Fort Sanders and this cotton was between 
us at that time. Iam glad to say. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then did not my friend get the benefit of the 
cotton? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; I was very glad to get the benefit of it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Did not you think your breastworks were worth 
75 cents a pound at that time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is a just claim, Mr. Chairman, and it ought 
to be paid. One similar to it has already been paid in the last Con- 
gress. Isincerely hope there will be no question about its payment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The only point I am making is as to whether, 
under the cireumstances, it was worth 75 cents a pound. I know the 
cotton was taken for the purpose named. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It was worth that to any man inside of the 
breastworks, was it not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; it was probably worth that to me, at least 
the bale I was behind. [Laughter.] 

ut if the committee has deliberately decided on the proof that it 
was worth that, I have not any objection to paying for the cotton. I 
know that there was some very loyal people in East. Tennessee at that 
time, and I know the cotton was used for that purpose, because I was 
behind one of the bales myself, 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Undoubtedly there were times when 
cotton was worth many times over 75 cents for such purposes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection, so far as my particular bale 
is concerned, to paying for it. I think it was worth fully that. Cer- 
tainly I thought so then. [Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have some objections to this bill. 
From the finding of the court it does not appear what became of a por- 
tion of the deficiency of 75 bales, which wasalleged to exist. Ithought 
it was a little doubttul as to where the cotton had gone. The court 
found that it was taken and never returned to the parties. It struck 

me at the time that this ought to go in and be paid for out of the cot- 
ton fund, instead of makingan appropriation from the Treasury, and 
I would like to see the bill so amended, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will consent to amend it, by providing for the payment out of 
the cotton fund. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It would be useless to do that, because 
this cotton was taken possession of by the Government, and but a 
small quantity of it was sold and the proceeds turned into the Treas- 
ury. tis known as the cotton fund ” in the Treasury was cot- 
ton that was actually sold by the Government, and it would be very 
unfair to the people who are interested in that fund to require cotton 
taken and used under the circumstances that this was taken and used 
ee eee fund. It would be takin gta money that be- 

to somebody else and appropriating it to this purpose, 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well, I will not insist. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

“Mr. THOMAS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration sundry bills on the Private 
Calendar and had directed him to report the same to the House with 
various recommendations. > 


HOUR OF MEETING SATURDAY. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Pending action on these bills, I 
would like to ask unanimous consent that an extra hour be allowed for 


debate only upon the eight-hour adjustment bill, and that for that 
purpose the House meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning; and that 
immediately after the reading of the Journal debate upon that bill be 
in order, but that no vote be taken before 12 o'clock; 

Mr. DINGLEY. The consideration of the bill to go on as usual in 
the morning hour, after that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the morning hour to com- 
mence whenever the bills on the Speaker’s table are dis of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey unanimous 
consent that the session of the House to-morrow begin at 11 o'clock 
instead of 12 o’clock, the extra hour to be devoted to debate only upon 
the eight-honr adjustment bill. Is there dbjection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 2 

MARK DAVIS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NORFOLK COUNTY FERRY COMMITTEE. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee, 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. z 
ene bill 1121, relating to the same subject, was ordered to lie upon 

e table. 

WILLIAM JEWELL COLLEGE, OF LIBERTY, MO, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
~ A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Liberty, Clay 
County, uri. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is an amendment to that bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There was an amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, but the bill is printed with the amendment embodied in the 
bill. The amendments do not show in the bill, but the bill as agreed 
to by the committee is correctly printed, including the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, the amount app: is $2,200. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, the amountappropriated in this bill is 52, 200. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems there are no amendments. The bill is 
correct now, $2,200 as now reported. The amountof the original bill 
seems to have been $5,200. — 

Mr. DOCKERY. The original bill appropriated $5,200, and the com- 
mittee reported it back with an amen t reducing it to $2,200; but 
the amendments do not appear in the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee. It is simply printed as though it were an original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendments should be 
agreed to. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


THOMAS. BLACK. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID B. SANDERS, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.2950) for the relief of the heirs of David B. Sanders. 

The Clerk reported the following amendment: 

Amend by striking out, in line 4, the word “heirs” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word estate.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title of the bill was amended by striking out the word ** heirs” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word estate. 


JOHN N. DORR, SR. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
J. L CAIN ET AL. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain et al. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PORT OF DELIVERY AT CAIRO, ILL, 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, III., 
a port of delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elo., That Cairo, in the State of Illinois, be, and hereby is, estab- 
lished as a port of delivery in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 
and that there shall be appointed at said porta surveyor of customs, with com- 
pensation of $350 per annum and the usual fees and commissions. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and $ 

Mr. SMITA, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

House bill 6778, relating to the same subject, was ordered to lie upon 
the table. 

REPRINT OF REPORT ON INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to present the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. SIMONDS] for a reprint of the report 
numbered 2401 on the bill (H. R. 10881) known as the international 
copyright bill. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

CUSTOMS DISTRICT, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9602), to establish the cus- 
toms-collection district of Tennessee, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dto., That the customs-collection district of Tennessee be, and the 
same is hereby, created and established, to comprise the State of Tennessee, in 
which Nashyille shall be the port of entry and Memphisand Chattanooga ports 
of delivery. 

Src. 2. That there shall be in said district one collector, and such deputy col- 
lectors, inspectors, and other employés as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
deem necessary, whose compensation shall be prescribed by him. 

Sec. 3. That the officers stationed at said subports shall have authority to en- 
ter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such 
other services as, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, the exigencies 
of the service may require. 

Sec. 4. That the privilege of immediate transportation of unappraised mer- 
chandise, under the provisions of the actof June 10, 1880, is hereby extended to 
the ports of Nashville and Memphis, 

Src. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


pealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury recommends the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He does, and the bill also comes with the 
unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object, unless there shall be some 
other opportunities for recognition of members, I hold in my hand a 
bill that comes over from the last Congress, which I very much desire 
to have considered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do not object to my bill. This is the only 
recognition I have had this session. 4 

Several MEMBERS. Do not object to this. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Very well. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After à pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. - 

r. WASHINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OWNERS AND CREWS OF CERTATN AMERICAN WHALING VESSELS. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the passage of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and I wonld like to make a very brief statement in regard to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Abil (H.R. at the relief ofthe owners and crews of the American whaling- 
vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa. 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay to the owners (through their legal representatives) 


of each of the vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, 

out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 860. 

000, in full compensation for losses sustained and services rendered by them in 

p panting their business of whale-catching and resuing 900 seamen in the 
o seas. 

Sec, 2. That said moneys shall be paid over to the owners of each of said ves- 
sels, for the benefit of themselves and of such of the officers and crews of said 
vessels, ively, as were Sogeged in that partioular season of the cruise in 

during which said rescue was made, and such moneys shall be 
distributed by the owners between themselves and said officers and crews in 
the proportion to their respective lays,and in thesame manner as the ordinary 
earnings from the said eruise would have been distributed. The Secretary of 
= Treasury shall not be bound to see to the application of said moneys by 
own 


ers. 
Sec. 3. That shid owners, res vely, shall deliver to the Secretary of the 
ry, upon the receipt of said money, and in behalf of themselves and said 


officers and crews,a full discharge of all claims, equitable or otherwise, which 
they haye, or think they in any way have, — e United States on account 
of the aforesaid losses and services: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that a statement will be made or that the 
report will be read. s 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, I would like tọ make a state- 
ment, for I believe this bill will be passed by unanimous consent when 
the facts are understood. Nineteen years ago 1,200 seamen in thirty 
vessels were frozen in in the Arctic Ocean, and they sent word by a single 
boat through 50 miles of open sea to make an appeal to the masters of 
these vessels that they should abandon their voyage and endeavor to 
rescue the 1,200 men. They did abandon their voyages. They suc- 
ceeded, after a desperate struggle, in saving the lives of 1,200 men that 
were aboard these ships. All these ships were lost, and Congress after 
Congress during these nineteen years has made reports favoring the 
remuneration of these owners, but the recommendations have not as yet 
been acted upon. There are several instances where such remunera- 
tion has been given. We have a precedent in this Co where an 
English ship rescued some men and they were rewarded. [Cries of 
“Vote!” Vote rA ‘ 

The SPEAKER. there objection? The Chair hears none, 

The amendment recommended by the committee is as follows: 

In lines 7 and 8, page 1, strike out the words ‘‘sixty thousand dol- 
lars’’ and insert the following: 


Nineteen thousand eight hundred and sixty-one dollars and twenty-seven 
cents to the owners of the vessel Midas, $21,527.95 to the owners of the vessel 
Daniel Webster, $23,611.20 to the owners of the vessel Lagoda, $26,111.32 to 
we owners of the vessel and $33,889.16 to the owners of the vessel 

uropa. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iwish to inquire if there was a unanimous 

rt of the House committee. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Yes, sir; it was a unanimous report, I 


prepared the report myself, and it was unanimously agreed to by the 
committee. 

The amendment was to. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. > 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISABELLA HANCE, ADMINISTRATRIX OF WILLIAM HANCE, 


Mr. TRACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2058) for the 
relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of William Hance, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the iene Moe the Treasury be, and he is 1 4 — 
thorized and directed to pay Isabella Hance, administratrix of William < 
of Montgomery County, Maryland, outof any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $3,835.80, being for stores and supplies taken and 
used by the United States Army, as found by the Court of Claims, the same bein 
in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and nocepted asa full and fina 
discharge of, the whole claim, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iwill state to the gentleman that this bill is already 
included in the bill that was passed this afternoon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then what is the purpose of passing it, if it is al- 
ready in a bill that has the House? 

Mr. TRACEY. This is à bill that has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House can not pass two bills on the same sub- 
ject the same day. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have no objection, if it is stricken out of the 
House bill. * 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. F 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent that the item be stricken 
out of the bill which was passed this evening. 

The SPEAKER., Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move that the bill H. R. 4480, on the same sub- 
ject, be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TRACEY. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT LUDINGTON LIGHT-STATION, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3871) for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at 
Ludington light-station, Michigan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted,etc,, That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any mone; 
in the Treasury not otherwise approp à „ the sum of $5,500, or so eek 


thereof as may be necessary, for the establishment of a steam fog-signal at Lud- 
ington light-station, Michigan, 


* - 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
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Mr. MORRILL. The proposition is that we take up the Senate bills 


Mr. BYNUM. The time has arrived for taking a recess; and I ob- | on the Calendar in their order. 


ject. -~ 


The SPEAKER. The time bas not yet arrived by more than a 
minute, 
Mr. BYNUM. I object, anyhow. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE NEPTUNO. 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Neptuno. 

The bill was read, as follows: 3 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Neptuno, pure and wholly 
owned by American citizens and repaired by them, to be registered as a vessel 
of the United States. 

Src, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the in ion of said steam- vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appears of said boiler, aud cause to be granted the 
pro and usual certificate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam- ipes, and appur- 
tenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States, and 
were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests to be 
applied to the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, sten i andappurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suantto the requirements ol the laws of the United States, and are of unstam 
iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boiler. 
po iat and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and 
safety. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I would like to hear a statement concerning 
this bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. This vessel was built in England for $33,000 and 
it has been repaired in this country to the amount of $36,000, and they 
want an American register for it. They want to take it from under 
the English flag and put it under the Stars and Stripes. That is all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

TheSPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House 
is declared in recess until 8 o'clock this evening, for the purpose con- 
templated by the rules, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
will act as Speaker pro tempore. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired the House reassembled at 8 0’clock p. m., 
Mr. DINGLEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business under the rule for 
Friday evening sessions; and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent 
that one hour be devoted to the consideration of Senate bills on the 
Calendar in their regular order. 

` Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that, after the House shall have resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, one hour be devoted to the consideration of 
Senate bills on the Calendar in their regular order. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this 
request, that the Senate has been very kind in passing House bills. 
‘There are now on the Calendar a large number of Senate bills which 
have not been considered here; there is a feeling in the Senate that the 
House has not treated them fairly, and it seems to me only fair that a 
portion of this evening should be devoted to those Senate bills. We 
shall get more bills through both Honses on this plan than in any other 
way, and 1 trust thatevery gentleman present will see its fairness and 
that no objection will be made. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. MORRILL. My requestis that only one hour be devoted to these 
Senate bills, and after that the gentlemen present can haye unanimous 
consent to call up their bills. 

Mr, REILLY. With that understanding I shall not object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope there will be no objection to the request or 
the gentleman from Kansas, By taking up these Senate bills now they 
will become laws, while bills which pass the House at this stage may 
not become Jaws at this session. ' 

Mr. REILLY. Do I understand the proposition to be that after this 
first hour we shall go into Committee of the Whole and that unani- 
mous consent will then be given.for members to call up bills from the 
Calendar? 

Mr. MORRILL. That these Senate bills be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole for one hour and that thereafter unanimous consent 
be given for gentlemen present to call up bills, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. HERMANN. I should like to understand whether a member 
who has a Senate bill called up in the first hour under this arrange- 
ment will have the privilege of calling up any other bills later, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas 
that he put his request in this way: That after the hour devoted to Sen- 
ae bills each member present shall have the privilege of calling up a 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the suggestion; that unanimous consent 
shall be given for each member present to call up a bill. 

Mr. BAKER. That is the method that was pursued a week ago. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] asks unanimous consent that after the House shall have resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole one hour shall be devoted to the 
consideration of Senate bills upon the Calendar in their regular order. 
a Mr. MoCREARY. Are there enough Senate bills to occupy the 

our? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether after the ex- 
piration of this hour we are to return to the list of applications for rec- 
ognition which is on the Speaker’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands it, the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Kansas contemplates that at the end of one 
hour the committee shall rise and that after that unanimous consent 
shall be given for members present to call up bills, 

Mr. MOREY. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that that will do away 
with the list on the Speaker’s desk, under which we have been oper- 
ating for several Friday evenings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands the request, 
it will require a departure from the list for the first hour, but at the 
end of the hour the list will be resumed. 

Mr. MOREY. With that understanding I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas ? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. GEAR in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first Senate bill on 
the Calendar. 

AMANDA L. WISNER, 


The first Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1303) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Amanda L. Wis- 
ner, widow of John L. Wisner, late corporal of permanent party United States 
Army, Newport Barracks, Kentucky, during the Mexican war, at the rate of 
$12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


Mr. WASHINGTON, I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Dx LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1303) granting 
8 to Mrs, Amanda L. Wisner, have considered the same and report as 

follows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 534. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and return the bill to the House with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 

(Senate Report No. 534, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1303) granting 

nsion to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner, have examined the same and report: 

‘his claim was rejected September 17, 1887, on the ground that the soldier was 
not in active service during the war with Mexico, nor was his disease incurred 
while en route to, or returning from, the seat of war, nor under such circum- 
stances as would entitle the widow to a pension. 

The recerds ofthe War Department show that the soldier enlisted in Captain 
McCrea's company, permanent detachment, Third iment United States In- 
fantry, February 23, 1847, and was discharged from the service June 23, 1848; 
that he was stationed at Newport Barracks, Kentucky, during the term of his 
enlistment; that he was admitted to the hospital as follows: August 30, 1847, 
with diarrhea; September 11, 1847, with remittent fever; March 28, 1848, with ty: 
phoid fever; April 23, 1848, with neuralgia. 

Claimant states that on account of sickness known as the “black tongue,” a 
fever, the soldier never recovered from the injuries of his service in the war, 
and that the said injuries caused him to become insane, and he died in the Hos- 
pital forthe Insane at Mt. Pleasant, Iowa, on or about September 20, 1868; that 
sheis now fifty-nine years of age and the mother of seven children. 

In affidavit filed October 30, 1886, J. B. Raines, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, testifies 
that he knew soldier from 1852 to the time of his death; that the said soldier 
2 complained of pains in his head which grew worse until he became 

nsane, 

In affidavit filed October 30, 1886, Charles Call, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, testifies to 
soldier's continuous sickness from 1862 to the date of his death ; that said sick- 
ness terminated in insanity, from which disease soldier died. 

In affidavit filed October 30, 1885, Dr. H. C. Huntsman, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, 
testifies that since April, 1862, he frequently treated soldier for neuralgia, which 
caused intense pain in the head; that having been 12 insane he was sent 
tothe insane asylum in November, 1865, where he died about ten months there- 
after. 

Mary A. Raines, II. M. Bassett, B. F. Dutton, and J. M. Janney all testify to 
re ee of neuralgia and pain in the head, causing insanity and death 
of soldier. ; 

The records of the War Department show that soldier was in the service dur- 
ing the war with Mexico, in consequence of which he incurred disease termi- 
nating in insanity and death. He was subject to military orders, and it was 
no fault of his that he was not at the seat o The records show that his 


war. 
disabilities were incurred in the service and in the line of his military duty. 

The facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM N. CLINE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 805) 
granting a pension to William N. Cline. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William N. Cline, late of Company 
D, Eleventh Regiment, Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 805) 
granting a pension to William N. Cline, submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly shown by the Senate report, which is 
hereby adopted. The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 805) granting 
a pension to William N, Cline, have examined the same and Sy ce 

*A similar bill passed the Senate at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. 
The facts are fully set forth in the accompanying report: 

“William N.Cline, the claimantin this case, enlisted as a private soldier in Com- 
pany D, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volanteer Cavalry, on the 23d day of Au- 

st, 1862,and was discharged from the service of the United States September 13, 
1805 On the 7th day of October, 1885, he made application for pension, alleging 
as the basis of his claim that he contracted rheumatism near Elm Springs, Ark., 
winter of 1862, from exposure. The claim was rejected August 19,1886, on the 
ground that the claimant had not been disabled in a pensionable degree on ac- 
count of rheumatism since October 7, 1885, date of filing his claim. 

“The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reports him in the hospital at 
Fort Scott, Kans., sick. The Surgeon-General of the United States Army re- 
ports claimant admitted to hospital at Fort Scott, November 17, 1862, with 
rheumatism. 

Thomas Seat, an employé of the United States at the time, swears that 

In winter of 1862 the claimant, Cline, contracted rheumatism from exposure 
incident to the service; that he was personally scquainted with claimant at 
the time of enlistment, and up to late fall or early winter of 1862 he was a 
hearty, robust man. He has frequently since suffered from the recurrence of 
the rheumatic attack, disabling him, I should say, at least as much as the loss 
of an arm.’ 

“This affidavit was made May 21, 1886. Dr. Owen Blacken, under date of 
May 17, 1886, swears— 

Ile first treated the claimant for rheumatism the Ist of October, 1965, it then 
being of an inflammatory character; continued treatment until in the fall of 
1870. I retired from practice in the spring of 1871, and have not treated him 
since, though he has been treated by other physicians to my personal knowl- 


e. 

“Dr. J. W. Spence swears that he was the family physician of claimant for 
two years (1882-84); has treated claimant for rheumatism; for one very severe 
attack in June, 1882, 

“The board of examiners at Lamar, Mo., under date of December, 1885, report 
no rating for rheumatism, but one-half for the disability caused by tumor of 
right knee, and one-fourth for that caused by disease of left ear; in all, three- 
fourths total. 

“After n careful consideration of the case your committee incline to the be- 
lief that the disability was contracted in the service, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ZEPHANIAH H. BONES, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 811) 
granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Zephaniah H. Bones, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventh Regiment Iowa Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 811) 
granting a 82 to Zephaniah H. Bones, submit the following report: 

That the facts are fully set forthin the Senate report, which is adopted by your 
committee. The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 811) granting 
a pension to et garter H. Bones, submit the following report: 

“A similar bill passed the Senate at the first session fiftieth Congress. The 
facts are fully set forth in the sxccompanying 200 made at that time. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


SENATE REPORT. 


Zephaniah H. Bones enlisted Mayan, 1863, as a private soldier in Company II. 
Separ 7 — ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and was discharged from theservice 
uly 14. le 

On June 25, 1881, he made application for pension, alleging in his declaration, 
as a basis of hisclaim, that at Davenport, Iowa, about July 1, 1863, he contracted 
sore eyes and chronic rheumatism. 

The claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, December 5, 1883, on 
the ground “that claimant had not been disabled in a pensionable degree by 
reason of his alleged sore eyes and chronic rheumatism since June 25, 1881, the 
date of filing his application.” 

Lieut. Allen Ellsworth swears that when claimant was enrolled in his company 
he was a sound, healthy man, not afflicted with sore eyes. If he had been, affi- 
ant would have known it, and that “while in the service and line of duty at 
Davenport, Iowa, in July, 1963, he conjracted sore eyes and rheumatism so he 
had to be discharged by our su: n. 

Dr. D. W. Stewart swears that his acquaintance with claimant commenced in 
the latter of July, 1865, and continued up to the spring of 1868; that during 
that time he medically treated him at intervais for chronic rheumatism and ex- 
Sey sore eyes. 

Dr, L. W. Jacobs, of Ossawatomie, Kans., swears that he was the family 
1 of the claimant, commencing May 23, 1874, to the present time (June, 

881), and that during all of said time he was afflicted with chronic rheuma- 
tism, from which has resulted chronic pericarditis. The dimness of vision 
seems to be owing to diseaxed condition of optic nerve. In my judgment his 
0 to perform manual labor is not less than one-half by reason of said 


Edward Wallace and John Bones swear to continuance from 1863 to 1874, and 
that they saw Dr, Holliday treat him for sore eyes and chronic rheumatism 
during that time. 


J. D. Walthall, M. D., of Paola, Kans,, swears that during the last 
1 5 a, ing year (1 


B34) 

opportunities of examining the claimant. he first saw 

him he was not able to stand erect—could walk some by the mappo ofa cane, 

His case presents an aggravated form of chronic rheumatism; it does not yield 

to treatment and will undoubtedly continue to w worse © * A larger 
part of his time he is totally disabled from all kinds of labor. 

Dr. J. T, Parramore, 9, 1882, as . eee su n, reports his dis- 
ability as probably permanent. Has weak eyes; disability one-eighth total. 
ree of rheumatism; bas no physical signs of the disease, yet he no doubt 

afflicted with rheumatism; disability one-fourth total—three-eighths total. 

. Haldeman, examining surgeon, reports that he can see no reason for recom- 
mending pension, The board at Iola, Kans., declines to make rating. 

Your committee, while admitting the disagreementin the medical testimony, 
are of the opinion that the continuance of the disabilities is clearly shown; that 
he was a sound, able-bodied man at enlistment; that he is now and suf- 
fers from the disabilities all the time; are of the opinion that the bill should be 
reported favorably, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROZALIA JUNK. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1702) 
granting a pension to Rozalia Junk. y 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rozalia Junk, widow of John 
Junk, alias John Younge, late a private in Company K, of the Sixth Regiment 
of Wisconsin Volunteers, 


The report by (Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.1702) 
granting a pension to Rozalia Jank, submit the following report: 

Your committee believe, from a careful examination of the Senate anta 
hereon, which is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, that this is a merito- 
rious claim, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1702) granting 
a pension to Rozalia Junk, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill was introduced at the last session of Congress and was favorably 
reported by this committee, Thatreport is adopted, and is as follows: 

rom the report of the Adjutant-General it appears that John Junk, or 
Young, as the name was pronounced, the husband of the claimant, wasdrafted 
September 22,1864, He was examined and held to service, sent to draft rendez- 
vous, forwarded to Sixth Wisconsin Regiment, and delivered at City Point. He 
was mustered out with his detachment June 6, 1865, making eight months’ serv- 
ice from the date of drafting to muster-out. He died May 7,1879. and his widow 
filed application for pension, claiming that his death was caused by an aggra- 
vated case of hernia incurred in the service. The claim was rejected on the 
ground that the claimant admitted her inability to furnish the proof required 
by the Pension Ofice that his disability originated in the service. 

Wyta Stramsky, for thirty years a resident of Kewaunee, Wis., testifies that 
he was acquainted with the soldier five years before he went into the Army. 
He was often in his employ; knows that he was a strong, healthy man. He 
says: ‘ 

“I was with him when he went into the Army, and accompanied him to Green 
Bay. Iwas at that time assistant United States marshal, aud had John Junk in 
charge with many others; that when he was examined I stood close beside him. 
He was naked, and he was pronounced by the examining surgeon to be a sound 
man, and I know of my own knowledge if he had a rupture at that time I should 
have seenit. Hewas y ee friend, and I knew him intimately before the 
war and after his return. On his return I saw himas he came off the boat, in July, 
1865, which was the time, as I now remember, he came home, I made i airy 
abouthishealth, and he told me he was all right except a rupture horecaived, asf 
now remember it, in the en; meut at Richmond in crossing a diteh into w 
he fell. Iknow that aſter his return he was not able to do hard work. 3 
complained of his injury. I knew him intimately up to the time of his d i 
and Fave no doubt that his injury caused his death. It was a matter of gen- 
eral repute at the time of his death, which was sudden, that it was ca by 
his rupture.” 

Wenzel Shimmel testifies to his intimate acquaintance with the soldier; they 
lived in the same town of Carlton, in Kewaunee County, and he knows he was 
sound before his service; that when he returned he had a rupture and wore a 
truss. Healso heard him relate how the injury was received. 

Joseph Kozel testified that he was a neighbor, fellow-countryman, and com- 
rade of Junk. They were drafted at the same time, examined by the same sur- 

eon, and both pronounced sound. One was sent to the Sixth, the other to the 
Eleventh Wisconsin Regiment, Knows that he came home with rupture; be- 
lieves that he died in co; uence of it, 

Frank Harmacheck testilles that he knew him well before service; that he 
was sound; that he came home with a rupture of which he believes, and all the 
neighbors believe, he died, Hedied yery suddenly. He was at his house an 
hour after he died. He did not see his rupture before. He saw it then, and his 
inwards protruded to such an extent that he could not live. The protrusion 
was as large as his two fists, The doctor who was sent for to attend him says 
he ne i been dead more than an hour when he arrived; that he made no exam- 
ination, 

The claimant says her husband was the only person in his ent or com- 
pany of his nationality; that he could not speak English, and consequently 
made no SORIS Iana did not learn the names or living places of any of the 
soldiers with whom he was only for a short time associated, For this reason 
and knowing that she could not obtain a pension under the general laws, she 
has appealed to Con, ~ 

There appears to be no doubt as to the soundness of the man prior to his sery- 
ice, nor as to the incurrence of the disability, which was an aggravated and 
dangerous case of hernia, and finally proved fa) 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the committee to indulge me 
a moment. I have here a pension bill that I am very anxious about, 
and I am not able to remain this evening. 

Mr. MORRILL, I shall have to object, Mr, Chairman, to changing 
this order for one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 


BETSKY MANSFIELD, 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1703) 


granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield. 
The bill was read, as follows: i 
Bett enacted, ele. 
limitati sej the eat dg reg name of Betsey 
ns. Mansfeld, late a private in Company Lot the Fifth Regiment of Wisconsin 
unteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: : 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1703) 
submi; following report: 


and needy. , 
Your committee would therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
(Senate Report No. 333, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 
- The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1703) granting 
a pension to Betsey Mansfield, have examined the same and report: 

A similar bill was introdu during the last session of Congress, and was fa- 
by this committee. That report is adopted, and is as follows: 
is Betsey M ld, mother of Franklin Mansfield, a private 
— Canogar J, Fifth Wisconsin Infantry, who died at Fairfax, Va., November 


h From the evidence it appears that the soldier wasa mere youth at the time 
of his enlistment; that he enlisted contrary to the father's wishes; that his 
‘death affected his father very seriously, and that he became and remained dis- 

sipated and reckless, It ee by the evidence that soon after his son's 
death he was seriously injured by a ; that his mind was affected, wholly 
unfitting him for or manual labor. 

“The claim is rejected on the ground that he was the owner of considerable 
land, which was purchased at an early period, but it does not appear that it 
was productive or that much of it was improved, Immediately after his son's 
death he sold a horse belonging to the soldier, and which he bad left at home, 
The price obtained was $50, and the money was used for their support. While 
felling timber, prior to 1861, he was struck on the head, and in addition to his 
other liarities he deranged on the subject of religion and persisted 
in exciting discussions. It is aflirmed by reputable witnesses that the net in- 
come, in 1861, from his farm and shop did not exceed $150, and some years it 


J 1 
i fein evidence that prior to the son’s enlistment the father was subjected 
to temporary mental incapacity :. that claimant has earned her own living 
by toil and management. In 1883 their possessions were reduced to 40 acres, 
mo to affiant, O. D. Bishop, for $000, two cows, and a pig. The father, 
years back, owned more land, but it had been sold from time to time to pay 
debts incurred in a reckless way and from which there was no escape. There 
is no contradictory evidence that is of any value, and it is apparent that the 
mother is very old, very needy; thatshe has bravely struggled to maintain her- 
self, and that it is time she had relief. 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. BYNUM. I should like to know the object of passing these 
bills pensioning the widows and mothers of deceased soldiers. Are 
they not entitled to pensions under the general Jaw? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itsaves the necessity of their paying a pension 
attorney a fee of $10, and also the necessity of presenting at the Pen- 
sion Office the proofs contained in the report. 
Mr. BYNUM. Why not save all the widows of soldiers the neces- 
sity of pa; the fee of a pension attorney? 
“Mr. B and others. We wish we could. 
‘The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the Honse. 


> SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1840) 
granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranſt. 
‘The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, alo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
the provisionsand 
on Sallie Douglass Hartranſt, widow 
of the late Byt. Maj. Gen. John F. Hartranft, United States Volunteers, at the 
rate of 8100 per mon 
Mr. WASHINGTON. L call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting 
bave examined the same and adopt the 


n the widow of the late General Hartranft appeals t 
sentiment which has birth in 7 


rematurely of dis- 
ion for his family, 


it necessary to present a detailed aceount of 
General Hartranft's services during the rebellion; hisfame is linked with that 
of the Ninth Army Corps, with which he remained connected until the close of 
the a but 185 pone <a the 3 paid 8 brais 3 in the 
executive chair of Pennsylvania, w nterprets wishes © people of his 
State In the following letter: F 

“ COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
“ Harrisburg, January 20, 1899. 


“My Dran Sin: I have been informed that a bill has been introduced in the 
Senate to grant a pension of #100 per month to the widow of General John F. 
late of Pennsylvania, deceased. 
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Aveust 29, 


—— peti Me cee 
prom m by 
+ PY have the honor to be, very cordially yours, ie 3 
“Hon. C. K. Davis, ; 
United Slates Senate, Washington, D. C.“ 


“In confirmation of Governor Beaver's opinion that the death of General 
Hartranft was attributable to ‘the chronic diarrhea, which was the result of his 
army life,’ is the following testimony of Dr. Lewis W. Read, surgeon-general 
e B volunteered through R. H. Sprague, esq., in support of the 

‘SunGEoN-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Norristown, February 17, 1890. 


“Sır: I have the honor to represent that I knew General J. F. Hartranft in- 
timately for more than thirty-five years. His health before the war was good. 
I had a close social relationship with him during the war. He was com — 
tively well before the Vicksburg campaign, after which he complained tre: 
quently of diarrhea and functional disease of the liver. 

“These conditions spesinned be recurred duri. sbo 0 1 life, weed 
as a consequence physical vigor was greatly impaired, and be was t 
victim of an intractable indigestion, or dyspepsia, with functional disease of the 
kidneys, which, for the last two years, became aggravated, and gave all the evi- 

nees of disease. The uremia consequent upon this was the cause of 
his death. my opinion the source and origin of these diseased conditions 
were generated or contracted during his term of service in the United States 

rmy. 
“Very respectfully, 
“LEWIS W. READ, 
* Surgoon-General of Pennsylvania, 


“Mr. R. A. SPRAGUE. 

In view of all these considerations the committee feel justified in reporting 
favorably upon the bill and recommending its passage, which is hereby done. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I desire to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. MORRILL] what the pension would 
be in this case if granted under the general law. 

Mr. MORRILL. It would be $30. My recollection was that this 
bill =, been amended in the House committee so as to make the pen- 
sion $50. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I was about to say that $100 a month seems 
to me a pretty extravagant pension for us to vote without considera- 
tion, this pension to continue nobody knows how many years. I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to strike out 8100 and insert 850.“ 

Mr. MORRILL, The understanding in the committee, and I believe 
the instruction of the member who reported the bill, was that it should 
be amended so as to make the pension $50. 

The CHAIRMAN, No amendment is stated in the report. 

Mr. oa I move to amend by striking out 5100“ and in- 
Se 850. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry 
that the gentleman from Kansas has proposed this amendment. Gen- 
eral Hartranft was a very distinguished officer, a very distinguished 
soldier, a very distinguished man, In the State of Pennsylvania no 
man was better known. Entering the Army in the late war he 
achieyed great reputation in the field, and on his return to civil life 
he was twice elected governor of our State. He was a man of great 
modesty, who never pushed his own claims, He worked from his 
youth until the day of his death to support his family, but died with- 
out leaving practically any property. 

The Senate of the United States examined this claim thoroughly and 
recommended very justly that the widow of this high officer should be 
pensioned at the rate of $100 a month, the rate at which the widows 
of many other distinguished officers had been pensioned. I hope that 
this Committee of the Whole will permit this bill to pass at the same 
rate that has been agreed to in the Senate. I believe they will thus 
do an act of justice to the memory of this hero; for he was a hero, a 
natural-born soldier, to whom President Grant offered a colonelcy in the 
regular army; but his circumstances would not permit him to t. 
Like the man that he was, he preferred to make a living for his family 
in the pursuits of private life, in the hope of leaving them something 
to live upon after his death. But he was unsuccesstul, so to speak, in 
many of the enterprises upon which he entered, and, as I have said, he 
died practically a poor man. . 

I hope the Committee of the Whole will permit this bill to passat the 
rute of 8 100 a month. The whole State of Pennsylvania is looking upon 
us to-night, expecting us to pass this bill as it came from the Senate. 
There is no man who knows the history of the war of the rebellion who 
does not know the great reputation gained by General John F, Hart- 
ranft as a soldier, as one who aided materially in vindicating the cause 
of the Union. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] will consent that the pending amend- 
ment be adopted. Only last Friday night this House voted to pension 
at the magnificent sum of $12 a month a woman who bore three boys 


1890. 
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to grow to manhood and die, each of them having been killed in de- 


fense of the Union. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no; the in that case was $50. 2 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, $12. Now, if this House can vote to pension 
at that rate the mother of three boys who died that this Government 
might live, the friends of the widows of other soldiers can afford to as- 
sent to a pension of $50. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I feel the same sympathy for the 
widow of a private soldier that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] does. I would willingly vote to increase the pain in 
the case to which he refers if the question should come before the 
House.. I would draw no invidious or unjust distinction in these pen- 
sion cases. But, Mr. Chairman, whileIshall vote no“ on this amend- 
ment and trust that it may not be adopted, I am unwilling to delay 
the proceedings of the Committee of the Whole for any great length of 
time in contesting this question, and will therefore say no more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, As the amendment was proposed by myself 
as well as by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], I wish to 
say a word upon it, I was aware that this gentleman had been gov- 
ernor of the State of Pennsylvania as well as a general in the Union 
Army. But if we are going to pension the widow of every general above 
the grade of brigadier at the rate of $100 a month, we shall place a 
heavier burden upon the tax-payers of the country than we havea right 
to ask them to carry. Their interests ought to be considered as well 
as those of the soldiers and their widows. Iam willing to do justice; 
Iam willing to do more than justice; I am willing to vote a pension to 
every soldier's or oflicer’s widow sufficient to keep her from want, but 
I do not think we should enter upon this extravagant system of legis- 
lation. : 

Mr. O’NELLL, of Pennsylvania. I suggest to the gentleman that 
he allow an amendment to his amendment making the pension at $75. 
We have done that heretofore. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will object to that. 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amendment, it 
was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. MORRILL was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. NORTON. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2954) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 
The bill is as follows: , 


Norton, late of Compan 
E Seventh New Hampshire Infantry 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2954) 
granting a pension to Charles A. Norton, submit the following report: 
Your committee adopt the report made by the Senate committee, as follows: 
The claimant, Charles A. Norton, late of Company K, First iment Maine 
Cavairy, and of Company K, Seventh New Hampshire Infantry, is now receiv- 
inga pension of $45 per month for the loss bene i arm, He filed an appli- 
cation in the Pension Bureau for an increase to per month under the pro- 


visions of the act of June 16, 1880. 
“iis claim was rejected on the grounds that his condition was not such asto 
Tequire the ‘constant personal aid and attendance of another person,” in the 


language of the act. 


“Pending the prosecution of his claim for increase he was examined by the 
medical board of this city, and under date of November 7, 1889, the following 
ratings by said board were reported: 

For loss of 

‘or disease of hea: 8 
For loss of lefteye . 
For nervous disability eee 

“Tt is shown by the evidence that the claimant received severe gunshot 
wounds, resulting in loss of the sight of the left eye in 1802 and loss of right arm 


any rest he has to be ke 

FE See e e F 
Medical and Surgical History of the War, volume 3, page 718, and American 
Journal Medical Science, April, 1884, page 450. 

““The claimant is a thoroughly educated physician, and for a time tried to 
ice his ession, and did to a limited extent, but in recent years he has 
compelled to abandon all work. All his personal effects have been sacri- 

ficed, Including his medical library and surgical instruments. He has abso- 
lutely nothing but his pension left. 
2 6 has seriously impaired her health and exhausted her estate 
s 2 

Your committee are satisfied that these combined disabilities are all legiti- 
mate sequel of the pensioned cause and of wounds received in battle, and 
that they are such as so puny anane the claimant to an increase, and therefore 
recommend that said bill beamended by striking out of line 7 the words sev- 
enty-two ” and inserting in lieu thereof the words fifty-five,” and when so 
amended that said bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. ` 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. ; 


~ ‘DANIEL DONOVAN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1238) 
granting a ion to Daniel Donovan. > y 
The bill is as follows: 


The report (by Mr. Nuts) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1238) 

pica Ramee epee ane gh wien on rth yale f the 
grounds upon w. pension are 00 0 
Senate Committee on tensions, which is as follows: 

“That the son of the said Daniel Donovan, whose name was Jeremiah Dono- 
van, enlisted in the Union Army in the war of 1861 and served in Companies F 
and G, Ninety-ninth ape yey of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was killed 
while acting in the line of his duty in the service at Gettysburgh, Pa., July 2, 
1863; that the said Daniel Donovan, the father of said deceased soldier, is now 
avery old man, being something over seventy-two years of age, and was at the 
time of the enlistment of hisson advanced in years and ly dependent upon 
him for 5 he is very poor, is dependent upon what little he can earn 
by his daily Jabor for his support at this time, aided by the charity of benevolent 
persons, The mother of the deceased soldier died some time since, 

“The committee conclude that this case is clearly within the ordinary rule 
granting pensions to dependent parents, and that this bill should — 

Your committee like wise report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LLOYD H, SNELL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed 4o place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lloyd Snell, late a private in 
Company F, First Regiment of Maine Volanteers, and pay him a pension from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Nur) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom-was referred the bill (S. 1048) 
granting s pension to Lloyd H. Snell, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The beneficiary under the bill entered the service in July, 1863, and was 
mustered out in June, 1865. He wasenlistedasa substitute, and 5 
according to medical testimony in the case, to a rigid examination. first 
service was as a nurse in hospital, where ne was under the eye of the hospital 
steward, who afterward became assistant surgeon to his ment. This ofi- 
cer, affirming other testimony, certifies to his soundness at enlistment and 
on, went to the regiment in 


while in hospital. 

The soldier and steward, then appointed 
the spring of 1864. During the long marches in Shenandoah Valley, in the 
fall of that year, the soldier was first attacked with rheumatism in the service , 
for which he received the prescriptions and care of the assistant surgeon. Fol- 
lowing the rheumatism were vertigo, heart trouble, debility, and nervous and 
muscular prostration, until at his 8 his condition bed as that 
of a broken-down man. 

„The soldier's declarations for pension were filed in June, 1876, and April, 
both alleging rheumatism as a principal disability, and the claim was rejec! 
in July, 1882, on the und that the disease for which was claimed 
originated in causes which existed prior to enlistment,’ 
rheumatism was the disease remeron to as the nd for rejection, and the tes- 
timony shows that the attack reveal! its oh ay existence oceurred in May, 
1850, and was confined to the hands and wrist of the soldier; that it was severe 
enough to lay him by from his work as a shoemaker for a period of two weeks, 
but not severe enough to require the services of a physician, With that excep- 
tion, it was established and accepted by the bureau thatthe soldier had been 
free from disease before enlistment, and that there had been no recurrence of 
rheumatism trom the time of the attack,in May, 1860, to that in the service in 
October, 1864, about four and a half years. 

“This looking back four and a half years over the life of a soldier discharged 
from the service because no longer able to form his duties, and hogs Hoong 
resources of the Government in ferreting out an instance ofa fortnight's il 
not severeenough to require the advice of a ph but remembered 
brought fo: only for the purpose of defeating his claim for a pension, pre- 
sents a case of more careful and assiduous nursing of an accidental cold, with 
ere e the letter or spirit of the pension laws requires of 
the medical branch of the Pension Bureau ; ing the facts thatthis 
soldier was at the time of enlistment and had n for ovér four years previ- 
ously a sound man; that he was discharged from the service broken down, and 
has remained broken down to this day, the committee A ove over the questions 
of original and recurrent attacks of disease, on which case was re} as 
better suited to the pages of a medical treatise than to sustain adverse 
on the case under consideration, where the soldier needs the pension money 
to procure bread; and, on its general merits, they approve the and recom- 
mend its passage.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, : * 
JOHN M’LAREN. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2766) 
granting a pension to John McLaren. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John algo = a private in Com- 


(8. 1048) 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalia Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2766) 
granting a pension to John McLaren, submit the following report: $ 
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2 the als report fully e sets forth the facts in this case and is 
reby ado: The report is as follows: i : ° 
“The a on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to John McLaren, have examined the same and re 4 

The claimant enlisted in Company H, Third United States Infantry, Decem- 
ber 12, 1857, was di ed December 12, 1862; again enlisted August 13, 1864, 
Veteran Reserve Corps, snd henge ar Au 18, 1866, and re-enlisted Septem- 
ber 4, 1866, in Company H, Third United States Infantry, and was discharged 
September 4, 1569, and reenlisted in same company March 15, 1870, and was dis- 
eharged March 15, 1875. 

“ It appears thal he received agunshot wound at the battle of Antictam,on left 
leg, wh: was nearly healed at time of his enlistment in the Veteran Re- 
serve Meg pera that he was injured by being crushed between two wagons, 
while in the service, and is suffering from hernia; and from exposure in 1574 he 
lost the sight of the right eye, and his disabilities undoubtedly are attributable 
to his injuries and exposure while in the line of duty, as he was a healthy, 
mabe p Warsi at the time of his first enlistment, and was sadly disabled at his 


final 
“We N recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HENRIETTA E, BOGGS, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1928) 
for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That from and after vat passage of this act there be Fait: 
out of the naval pension fund, to Henrietta E. Boggs, widow of the late 
Admiral Charles S. Boggs, United States Navy, the sum of $50 per month dur- 
ing her widowhood, the same to be in lieu of her present peasion. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1928) 
granting an increase of pension to Henrietta E. Boggs, submit the following re- 


rt: 
P That the Senate report fully and clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is 
hereby adopted. The report isas follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief of 


Henrietta E. have examined the same, and report: 
“The claimant is the widow of Charles S. Bogus, who died April 22, 1888. She 
married him April 8, 1875, her former husband having died in 1860, and his 


former wife in November, 1873. 3 

“Charles S. Boggs was appointed a midshipman in the Navy November 1, 
1826, and was promoted from time to time, becoming a rear-admiral July 1, 1870, 
and retired from service May 21,1873. It appears that he was 8 and 
able officer, and died of disabilities contracted during his service and in the line 
of duty. 

“She filed a declaration for a pension September 14, 1888, and December 31, 
1889, was allowed a pension at the rate of $30 per month, from April 23, 1888, 
and now asks an increase to $50 per month. 

“In view of the long and faithful service of Rear-Admiral Boggs and the fact 
that widows of other officers of like rank have been given such an amount, this 
bill commands our approval; we therefore recommend its passage.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL H. KENT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1356) 
granting increase of pension to Daniel H, Kent. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $36 per month, 
in lieu of his present pension of $24 per month, the name of Daniel H. Kent, 
late captain Company F and brevet major and lieutenant-colonel of the Fourth 
Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1356) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent, submit the following re- 


rt: 
That the Senate report fully and clearly sets forth the facts in this case and is 
hereby adopted, The report is as follows: 5 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1356) granting 
increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent, have examined the same, and report: 
“The case provided for in the bill under consideration was presented to the 
committee so late in the last session that, although reported on favorably to and 
by the Senate, it failed for lack of time to secure consideration in the 


ouse, 
The petitioner for increase is now receiving pension at $24 per month for 
. gunshot wound of right arm at and below elbow. This was granted upon an 
officialexamination made before the of the act of August 4, 1886, upon 
the following statement of the condition of applicant: 

Hall entered right fore-arm about an inch and a half below flexure of elbow 
joint on anterior surface, and came out on dorsal surface about 2 inches below 
elbow joint. Cicatrices large, deep, and adherent. About 2} inches of ulna 
have been removed. Motion of elbow-joint considerably impaired. Complete 
loss of rotary motion of radius. Atrophy of muscles. Forearm 2 inches less in 
circumference than the left, and arm an inch less. G of hand very feeble. 
— ao fully flex norextend fingers of right hand. Little finger permanently 

xX 


“The eminent surgeon, Dr. D. Hayes Agnew, certifies as follows in respect of 
Captain Kent’s condition: 

Mr. Daniel H. Kent, 7 — commanding the Fourth Delaware Regiment, 
in a aane at Rowanty Creek, February 5, 1855, received below the elbows 
shot, whi uired an excision of a portion of the ulna. The injury was fol- 
lowed with a dreadful neuralgia of thearm and hand. To relieve this I ex- 
cised a considerable portion of the ulna nerve in October, 1880, with only partial 
relief. I have advised amputation as the only operation likely to give any de- 
cided exemption from suffering.’ 

The petitioner is not only totally disabled in his right arm for all purposes 
of manual labor, but is a constant sufferer from pain and without hope of alle- 
viation, He isclearly entitled to the increase provided for total disability of 
arm in the act of August 4, 1856, and the committee approve the bill, with an 
amendment making such increase up to $36 per month, instead of $50, such in- 
eos to take effect from and after passage, and, so amended, they recommend 

passage. 

“Amend by striking out 4 7 80 in the fifth line of the first section of the bill 
and 5 in lieu thereof the words ‘thirty-six,’ and by striking out all of 
section 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me from what I 


gather from the reading of the report that the disability of this man 
Kent does not warrant any such increase of pension as that. I would 
like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to give some explana- 
tion. A 

Mr. BROSIUS. I happen to know Mr. Kent personally and am àc- 
quainted with the character of his injury. He has been an extreme 
sufferer for twenty years, and would be better off if his arm had been 
amputated above the elbow. I know that Dr. Agnew undertook to 
remove the nerve of the arm to relieve him from the incessant pain he 
had suffered for so many years. The operation was nota great success, 
but partially relieved him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask this 
question: Do I understand there is total disability of the arm ? 

Mr. BROSIUS. vay I say he would have been better off if the arm 
had been amputated. Itis very much attenuated and is of no use to 


him. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, if the arm was amputated what pension 


would he be entitled to under the law? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Why, $36. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Very well; I Lave no objection. 
sired that there should be uniformity in these matters, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the reeommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. FENTON, 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar, was the bill (S. 998) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William H. Fen- 


n. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to cause the recordsof the War Department to be so amended 
as to remove the cha of desertion from the service record of William H, 
Fenton, late a private in Com y G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, 
and to grant an honorable d tothe said William H. Fenton as a private 
of said company, as of the date of May 27, 1864. 

The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 998) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of William H. Fenton, having 
considered the same, respectfully report: 

That the facts in this case are fully set forth in the following extract from the 
Senate report on a bill of like import in the Fiftieth Congress: 

The case may be briefly summed up that he, being under thirteen years of 
age and not eligible forenlistment in the Army, was induced to believe thathe 
could join the company as a musician, and accordingly was enrolled, and w 
he was enrolled was then by his officers treated as a private soldier and re- 
quired to perform the duties ofasoldier,and performed such duties faithfully and 
as wellas a boy of his age could do, perfo: g guard duty and participation in 
all the battles in which his regiment was engaged, and after two years and 
three and a half months re-enl as a veteran volunteer, being only a few 
days over fifteen years old, on January 1, 1854, and served faithfully till 27, 
1864, when he was detailed for pioneer duty, and whilst performing such dat 
under the direct orders of his orderly-sergeant was placed under arrest b; bia 
captain, and . a corporal participated in the battle of New 
Church, Georgia, and during the night in the retreat of the regiment and the 
confusion incident to a night movement he became lost from his company,and 
fearing the continuance of the hardship and treatment of his captain he re- 
turned to friends and made his way to Indiana, where he is shown to have been 
suffering from a severe attack of chronic diarrhea, from which he has never 
recovered. Not having reported to his company he was marked as a deserter. 
His re-enlistment on January 1, 1864, by the proper officers of the Army, who 
are presumed to have known the laws and requirements in 8 to the age 
of those eligible for enlistment, being then only fifteen years old, was in direct 
violation of the law of February 13, 1862. and there is no evidence that upon his 
re-enlistment he misrepresented his age. 

In war, soldiers are compelled, on account of frail humanity, often to submit 
seemingly to hardships and oppressive discipline, and, while such hardshi 
and oppressive conduct on the part of those clothed with brief authority will 
not justify illegal acts on the part of the soldier and will not justify desertion, 
yet there may be cases exceptional in their nature, and while the act of the 
soldier deserting or absenting himself without leave from the command ma 
not be justified, yet it may be excusable. Your committee consider this su 
a case. And while they can not justify the soldier-boy Fenton in deserting or 
absenting himself without leave from his command, yet under the circum- 
stances such act is by your committee considered excusable.” 

Acopy of the record of this soldier furnished by the War ment and the 
petition of the soldier are herewith printed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee believe that simple justice will only be done by correcting 
the military record of this soldier, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


I only de- 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFI 
Washington, June 19, 1886, * 

Sm: I have the honor to return Senate bill 3139, Fiftieth Congress, first ses- 
sion, authorizing the removal of the cha of desertion against and the issue 
of an honorable discharge to William H. Fenton, late a private in 8 
Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, transmitted by the chairman of the — 
ate Committee on Military Affairs, and to report as follows: 

William Henry Fenton, aged sixteen years, was enrolled September 15, 1861, 
to serve three years in the company and regiment mentioned, and served faith- 
fully (having re-enlisted as a veteran volunteer on January 1, 1864), until May 
27, 1864, wheh he is reported as having “deserted near Pickett's Mills, Georgia, 
while in front of the enemy.” He never rejoined his command, which was re- 
tained in service until October 24, 1865. 

The following isa synopsis of testimony which has been submitted to this 
office in this case, to wit: 

On October 26, 1881, the applicant (Fenton himself) testified that he was born 
December 2, 1848, and enlisted September 28, 1861; was not quſte thirteen years . 
of age. It was understood when he enlisted that he was simply to doduty asa 
musician, 8 his duty as a soldier of the United States until May 
27, 1864, when he was put under arrest by the captain of his company for an 
oftense he had not committed, and on account of the disgrace and indignities 
to which he was subjected he felt justified in leaving his command. He further 
says on May 25, 1864, he was detailed by orderly sergeant of his company, 
Doty, under the direction of the adjutant of the regiment, for pioneer service. 

On the 27th May, 1864, being near the regiment, his captain saw him, and, not 
knowing of the detail, put him in arrest, and during the battle on that day he 


was compelled to enter the same under arrest and under charge of a corporal. 
The captain of the company was wounded and taken away, without releasing 
applicant, who was pablented to indignities and disgrace by such unjustifiable 
arrest, and under the influence controlling his better judgment at the time he 
deserted, On account of his tender years, his long service for his country pror 
to his desertion, and the unjustifiable arrest and disgrace imposed upon him at 
the time, he asks that the charge of desertion be removed, 

On November 14, 1881, Sylvester Doty, of Southington, Ohio, testifies that he 
wasorderly sergeant of appiate company, and was well acquainted with ap- 
plicant, and corroborates the statement of applicant throughout as to detail tor 
pioneer duty, ete. 

On October 30, 1881, George N. Lawson, of Corry, Pa., and a former member of 
Company G., Nineteenth Ohio Volunteers. testified that he was acquainted with 
applicant; that atthe time ofan engagement near Dallas, Ga,, on May 27, 1964, 
applicant had been absent from the company, as affiant learned, on detached 
duty, and returned tothe com y as the regiment as going into a fight; Captain 
Smith, of the com y, not knowing that applicant bad been detailed by Ser- 

t Doty, when he saw applicant, caused him to be put under arrest, and dur- 
— the peters! applicant was made to enter the battle under charge of a 

Affiant remembers hearing Sergeant Doty tell Captain Smith that he had de- 
tailed applicant into the pioneer corps; the captain was wounded before appli- 
cant was released from arrest and was taken back by the deponent; so appli- 
cant was kept under arrest, as affiant thinks, unjustly, and felt soaggrieved that 
he deserted and never again returned to the regiment. Applicant was very 
young when he enlisted as a musician, and never received very kind treatment 
at the hands of his commanding officer aforesaid. 

On December 10, 1881. Jason Hurd, of Braceville, Ohio, testified that he was 
formerly second lieutenant of applicant's company, and to the same effect as 
George N. Lawson. He also says that applicant was enlisted as a“ musician” 
at about fourteen 8 of age, and was placed on the rolls as a private to fill up 
the company, which there was some nany in doing.” 

This ofice since 1881 has repeatedly declined to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against this soldier on the 3 that the nature of the case,as shown by 
the record and the testimony, did not bring it within the purview of any law 
authorizing the removal of charges of desertion. 

An adverse report was made by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs 
upon a similar bill to the one in question on February 15, 1884 (Report No. 183, 
naume bill ee Forty- Sieh Congress; Heb 5 í 

am, sir, very respectfully, your o ent servant, 
8 J. C. KELTON. 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY oF Wan. 


PETITION OF WILLIAM H. FENTON. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The undersigned respectfully represents that at the age of thirteen years he 
enlisted as a musician in Company G, Nineteenth Ohio Infantry Volunteers, 
and after some two months’ service was given and carried a musket asa private, 
That on the Ist day of January, 1864, he re-enlisted in the same beng and 
regiment, to serve during the war, and that on the 27th day of May, 1464, he left 
his company and regiment without leave and did not thereafter return to the 
service. And now respectfully asks that your honorable body take such ste 
for his relief as will cause the proper authorities to grant him an honorable dis. 
charge for the following reasons, to wit: 

About the 26th day of May, 1864, I was detailed by the orderly sergeant of 
our com Sy to go with the on train. This was about 1 o'clock p. m. I 
worked fa nearly all night tilt we got the wagons out of the sand, and re- 
turned to the front next morniug about 8 o'clock a. m., with the wagons; and 
the captain of our company, not knowing of the orders given me by the orderly 
sergeant, put me under arrest for straggling. Just then the regiment received 
ondars to charge on the enemy, and I staid with my company till 10 o'clock on 
the night of the 27th, when we were driven back by the rebels, and in the con- 
fusion I got lost, and Jay down in the pines, and, being exhausted, went to 
sleep, and did not wake till near noon of the 8th, and then I did not dare to 

back to my ment. I had nothing to eat from the noon of May 26 to 
Stay 28. When I received orders to go to the wagons, as aforesaid, we had to 
march back 12 miles to where the wagons were stuck in the sand, and marched 
back 12 miles to the front where we s m, 

At the time I left my company and regiment I was sick, suffering with chronic 
diarrhea, and was not in fit condition to endure the hardships of camp life, and 
was a mere boy, and did not understand the consequences of my actions, as I 
would have done had I been older. Lenlisted September 27, 1861, and served 
till May 28. 1864, and wasin every battle fought by our ment while I was 
with it, and drove an ambulance at the battle of Perryville, Ky., when our 
regiment took no part in said battle, 

On account of the hardships endured and disease contracted while in the serv- 
ice I am broken down and unable to earn my living by labor, which is all I have 
to depend upon, having no other source of income to support myself and family. 

WILLIAM H. FENTON. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, Erle County, ss: 

On this 10th day of January, 1888, before me, a no ublic in and for said 
county and State, personally came the above-named William H. Fenton, and, 
being duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say that the statements by 
him made in the foregoing petition are correct and true. 

LAL. WM. C. JACKSON, Notary Public. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM P. MADDEN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 803) 
granting a pension to William P. Madden, 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William P, Madden, late pri- 
vate Company I, Sixth United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 803) granting a 
pension to William P. Madden, have considered the same and report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 22. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report, and respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 22, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 803) granting a 
pension to William P. Madden, submit the followin rt: 

A similar bill passed the Senate at the first Aedes Jog Fiftieth Congress. The 
facts are fully set forth in the 3 report. 


The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


William P. Madden, the claimant, enlisted in Company I, Sixth Sr ge 
Uni States Infantry, April 29, 1851, and was discharged April 29,1 On 
April 18, 1884, be e application for pension, alleging that while at Fort 
Kearney, Ind. Ter., on July 4, 1854, he incurred deafness of right ear by fring a 
cannon salute; and taking cold ju said ear caused total deafness, con- 
tracted lung and liver disease while guarding the mail between Fort Kea: 

and Fort Laramie during the winter of 1854 and spring of 1855, and at the e 
of Ash Hollow in September, 1855. 

George Friederich and William Mealy testify to prior soundness and to in- 
currence of disability as alleged. William Mealy, in a subsequent affidavit, 
States that he was a comrade and ae sure that claimant incurred his 
disability in the line of duty while in the United States service, and that he is 
more or less disabled ever since, Dr. John S. Hidden testifies that he prescribed 
for claimant in the spring of 1863 for chronic bronchitis and co: n of the 
liver, and continued to prescribe for him at various times up to 1870; that dur- 
ing the seven years he was disabled one-half. Dr. G. L. Nichols swears that 
he has treated claimant more or less for twelve years for chronic congestiun of 
the liver and kidneys, also for heart disease, which has become very trouble- 
some; disabled 25 to 30 per cent, for manual labor, 

William Hunton swears that he first prescribed for claimant in 1879 “ for 
chronic constipation; * ~ * claimant can do some manual labor, but is not 
physically able todo much.“ Dr. A. B. Anderson prescribed for claimant in 
1879 for congestion of the stomach and liver. Dr. C. A. Cole testifies similarly 
to Dr. Anderson, 

The board of surgeons of Marysville, Kans., rates him at one-half total for 
deafness of left ear, and three examinationsmade by the same board make same 
rating—one-half total. + 

A.M. „ special examiner, ‘doubts the merits of the claim,” but recom- 
mends further examination. 

George W. McKean, special examiner, “ doubts merits of claim, but recom- 
mends further examination.” 

J. W. Burnett, special examiner, recommends rejection of claim as having 
no merit from its start,” which was approved by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and on October 7, 1886, the claim was rejected on the ground of no record eyi- 
dence of the alleged deafness, disease of dps and liver, and the claimant's 
inability, after a special examination of the claim, to uce tes- 
timony connecting said disabilities with the service and line of duty, 

Your committee, after weighing carefully all the facts in connection with 
this case, are of the opinion that the claimant should be pensioned, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MENA HOLMES., 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1524) 
granting a pension to Mena Holmes, $ 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mena Holmes, widow of John 
Holmes, late coxswain, United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1524) granting 
a pension to Mena Holmes, have considered the same and report: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 438. Your committee adopt tho 

same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill. 
{Senate Report No. 438, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (G. 1524) granting 
a pension to Mena Holmes, have examined the same and report: 

Claimant in this case is the widow of John Holmes, who served on the United 
States ships Potomac, United States, and Cyane, from 1834 to 1839; Brand 
wine, Fairfax; and Delaware, from 1839 to 1843; Cumberland, 1843 to 18487 
United States, 1846 to 169; Taney, Mississippi, and Independence, from 1849 to 

une, 1852. 

He was drawing a pension of $8 per month at the time of his death. 

His faithful service is testified to by the officers under whom he served, and it 
appears that the widow is in destitute circumstances. 

our committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. — 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 


PHILLIPE RAY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 992) 
granting a pension to Phillipe Ray. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Phillipe y, late of Company B, 
First New Jersey Cavalry in the war of the re n, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting 
a pension to Phillipe Ray, submit the following report: 

The claimant was mustered on the 20th of August, 1861, as sergeant of Com- 
pany E, First New Jersey Cavalry. In 1862 he was transferred to Company B 
and madea corporal. At Harrisonburgh, Va., June 6, 1862, while on retreat he 
fell with his horse and was rendered insensible from concussion; was however 
aroused by a comrade, but not in season to prevent his capture by the enemy, 
and for several months of that year it appears by the mental rolls he was a 
prisoner. He was returned su uently as a paroled prisoner and rejoined his 
regiment, and at the expiration of his term of service he re-enlisted, and was 
discharged July 24, 1865. 

He filed an application for a pension in 1869, claiming disabilities originating 
in exposure while a prisoner at Belle Isle and Lynchburgh, Va., but relin- 
quished the same in 1871, with the avowal that the evidence required by the 
Pension Office could not be furnished. 

Upon his own application the case was afterwards reopened, and June 17, 
1887, was adversely disposed of by the Assistant of the Interior, be- 
a 3 na meg have contracted his disability in the service, the evidence 

ate roye 

The evidence submitted to the committee shows, by the certificate of the ex- 
surgeon of his regiment and the affidavit of a party who knew him before and 
at the time of his enlistment, that he was then a sound man. 

That later, and in 1873, he was suffering from some kidney trouble, by affi- 
davits of women who took care of his room, The medical examiners to whom 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 29, 


his case was committed, reported his disability-from diabetes at one-fourth total 
and permanent, and that in their belief it originated in the service and in line 
e himself testifies that he contracted a severe cold on account of 
want of while a prisoner, but that his after his return 
22 t, yet during Burnside's mud march“ he suffered a * 
of 1 vom 5 Mewes 
— never use 
Higa been kno of promotion, which would have been difficult his physical condi- 


— ae a tke long service of this soldier and the 8 proba- 
cc DENE the pemage ot 


—— WASHINGTON. How much does that carry? 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular amount allowed by the pension laws. 
` “The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES COEY, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1294) 


to increase the pension of James Coey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., Te the Secretary ofthe Interior he, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of James Coey, late major of the One 
hundred and forty-seventh Regiment of New York Volunteers, and pay him at 
-the rate of $60 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on aia Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1294) 
-granting an increase of pension to James Coey, submit the following report: 

That have examined the case and annex the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and recommend the bill do pass, 


[Senate Report No. 352, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1294) to increase 
pension of James Coe, have examined the same and report: 

The ease of the beneficiary under the bill received the 5 of the 
committee at the laah Congre and the statement and recommendation made 
then are now; which it appears that he enlisted August 21, 1862, in 
Company E, One 8 and forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers; 
was commissioned first lleutenant r 4, 1882; captain, February 24, 1863; 
major, October 28, 1x64; licutenant-colo November 15, 1864, but not mus- 
tered, the regiment being below minimum ; fentenant-colonel by brevet, March 

1865, ** for conspicuous gallantry inthe battles ofthe Wildernessandat Laurel 
HIN, Va; ; colonel by brevet, April 9, 1865, for gallant and meritorious sery- 
uring the war and in the recent cam paigns, 5 with the sur- 

anova of the insurgent army under General R Robert E 

He was severely wounded in the leg at Laurel Hill, Va., and at Hatcher's 
Run, Va.; on February 6, 1865, he was terribly wounded in the bead. It was 
-on account of the last wound that he was pensioned from June 1 1865, at $25 per 
month, which was increased to $30 per mo from August, 1886. the increase 
2 or the — disability 8 Ger pose g diseases, total deafness of right 

paralysis, and loss of sense of sme! 

“The bill under consideration provides for an increase of pension to $60 pe 
month. The claimant's disability, in substance corresponding with the techni 
cal medical description, is: Gun-shot wonnd through the head, the ball enter- 
ing below the left eye, near the nose, and ng out throu: the right side of 
the head, underthe bo right ear. Subsequent ya ak piece of the ball out 
of the right ear. He lost use of hearing in ri; arent aaen is suffer- 
ing, and has been for the last four years, from a discharge from the Fight ear. 
eyelid of right eye in completely paralyzed an the entire right side of face; the 

po pti ior pa mp FCC 

of protection to the eye, and thus the sight of right eye is much impaired 

od: is constantly growing weaker; and the eet geri 05 smell is entirely lost. 
Memory is also. a and capacity for mental labo; 

There is no question about nore extent of disability as above stated, nor that it 


is permanent and of a that willincrease with years, nor that the com- 
on oftroubles now affecting claimant is directly resultant from his wounds 
received in service. 


FO ove committee deem the case so plain and meritorious that they recommend 
— age) marge ake of the bill, amended, 3 by limiting the pension thereunder 


Amend by Pi itis out in the sixth line ofthe bill the word “seventy,” and 
in the seventh line the word flve,“ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this would 
break the uniformity in such cases. I do not think the disability war- 
rants an increase from $30 to $60. If we could afford it, it would bea 
pleasant thing to increase every man’s pension, but we can not afford 
todo that. I would like to hear from the gentleman in charge of the 
bill some better reason than is given in the report for that increase. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the bill was reported by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. TURNER], who is not present this even- 
ing. Iwill say in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASH- 
INGTON] that the committee have carefully considered all these mat- 
ters, examined the evidence, discussed these questions in full commit- 
tee, andthe reports are passed by a majority of the committee. A 
hasty reading of the report would hardly give the gentleman a correct 
idea of the matter. 

Mr. TUCKER. But suppose we have given it a careful reading ? ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object to the passage of the bill at that rate, 
oa eo Sip Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 

e. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let it be passed over and retain its place on 
the Calendar. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, As the gentleman who represents the bill is not 
here, the Chair would suggest that it be laid aside without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2493) 
nas pension to John Swearer. 
was read, as follows: 
Beit 


8 , That the Secretary of erio) hereby, au- 
ee the opel the vty wert ee Saree 
rate o T mon 
tr mg ny ara : rom 0 passage of this act, in lieu o! 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana), was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid to whom was referred the bill (S, 2493) 
granting an increase of pension to John Swearer, submit the Pac Pe Teme! 


Your rete have had said bill under consideration, and, recommending 
f the Senate commi 


the passage of the bill, adopt the — wo, 
which is in the following wor words, to wit: ý tios saone 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2493) grant- 


ings pension to John Swearer, have examined the same, and report: 


the time of the attack on Fort Sumter a party of stone-masons and brick- 
gon were engaged in strength: its insecure defenses, One of thi John 
Swearer, volunteered to help man the guns, The whole lar force in the 


fort under or e eee sixty men, his services were 

and he was privileged to be first man in the fort who was wounded, 
and so also, in the war of the rebellion. The circumstances under 
which the claimant under the bill was thus parm rmitted to exhibit his manliness 


atthe guns during the bombardment, and 
8 the duties ofa soldier. At the close of the action Swearer was 
wounded Sre a piece of shell en his body. 
e was the first man wounded in the Ide civil war. Instead of $a month 
pension dating only from 1884, I think his pension should be increased, and it 
should date from thé day he was wounded. 

“t ABNER DOUBLEDAY, 


“t ‘Major-General, U. S. Army, formerly Capt, Co. E, First U. S. Artillery.’ 
“The service performed by the claimant was in no sense required by or in- 
cident to his employment. It was an act of generous and spontaneous pat 
y to be remembered in behalf. It is ly to be so 

since age has come to him with disease resulting from his woun 

and poverty as companion to both. He was pensioned under the statute 
— 1 per month, and that rating was increased to $3 from Septem- 
“In consideration of th e peculiar and meritorious circumstances surround- 
~ the case, the committee do not hesitate to recommend the passage of the 


We further recommend the amendment of the Senate bill by adding thereto 
the following words, to wit, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
In lieu of the pension he is now receiving.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I did not catch the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Twenty dollars a month. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not that-bill provide for arrears also ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Something is said in there about arrears. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is not provided for in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN W. BOTTS. 


The nozi Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 437) 
granting to Benjamin W. Botts. 
The bill Was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That tire Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll,s' subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the 2. —— laws, 5 name of Benjamin W. Botts, of url, 


late a member of pany B, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Morr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 437) 
8 — to Benjamin W. Botts, submit the Ph ApoE re 
nate report clearly sets forth the ſnots in t by ahd it is 
adopted. Your committee recommend the passage of seg bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin W. Botts, have examined tue same and report: 

The record in this case discloses a peculiar state of facts. * Se ember, 1852, 
the soldier, then a minor, lett his home in Davis County, Iowa, for Keokuk, a 
recruiting station, for the purpose of enlisti æ inthe Union arny, norant of 
the fact his father’s consentto such enlistment would berequ On pre- 
senting himself as a recrui, and learning {liis fact, he sent home for such con- 
epee and waiting its arrival, joined the company in its drills and submitted to 

discipline. The father's consent received, he was mustered into service 
225 18th of October, 1962. On the 22d of tlie same month he was admitted to 
broken out with measles. He was discharged from the 5 ma 
the ospital, b November 18. 1962. The su n's certificate states his disabilit: 
discharge as chronic gastritis, chronic bronchitis, and general debility. — 
adds: “Should not have been mustered.” 

Application for pension was rejected on the ground that the measles which 
uced the disease of lungs was contracted prior toenlistment, This is 5 
nically true, and justifies the Pension Bureau, under its practice, in its 

disease does not make its appearance until 


adi 


tion; for the torten days 

it is con while the soldier was — hospital four after 1 
ment. But, except so far as record was concerned, the soldier had been 

service from the himself for enlistment. He Rad 


ime when he first offered himself 


amenable to the discipline of the cam 9 drills had 
himself fi rvi boils $ tentions were un- 
preparing is also — sie that 5 while thus 


licati: an y diseased 
discharge, with that of comrades while in camp, establishing the fact of the 


passage. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS H. HOPKINS, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Hopkins, late a pri- 


vate Company K, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly and fully set forth by the Senate report 
and are hereby adopted. 

SENATE REPORT. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) granting 
a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, have examined the same and report: 
his claimant made application for pension several years ago, alleging enlist- 
ment at Pittsfield, III., June 13, 1861, and the incurrence of his disability the latter 
rt of June, 1851,at Camp Butler, near Springfield, III., by g SO. over- 
tedasto cause disease of the lungs, from which he has never recovered; that 
he lay sick at Camp Butler about three months. On February 21, 1889, his claim 
waa rejected on the ground that the records of the War Department fail to show 
the service as alleged 

Accompanying the papers presented to the committee is an affidavit of the 
claimant in which he swears to his enlistment in Com y_K, Second Illinois 
Cavalry. That he enlisted at Pittsfield, Pike County, Illinois, June 13, 1861, and 
thata dischaten was given him at the expiration of about three months’ serv- 
ice. ‘That he was an able-bodied man at the time. 

Presley G. Athey, late captain of Company K, Second Illinois Cavalry, swears 
under date September 7, 1589, 

“That Thomas H. Hopkins enlisted at Pittsfield, III., on or about June 13, 
1861, to serve three years or during the war, and that he was sworn into the sery- 
ice of the Unitea on or about June 20, 1881, in the company afterwards 
lettered K, of the Second Illinois Cavalry Volunteers; that on June 28, 1861, he 
received orders to march; thaton June 30, 186], he took up line of march for 
Camp Butler; that while on said march, owing to excessive heat, dust, want of 
water, and exposure at nights, ‘Thomas H. Hopkins was so overcome as to pro- 
dude, and did produce, hemorrhage of the lungs, which caused his discharge at 
Camp Butler, III., on the 5th day of A , 1861, by Silas Noale, colonel of said 
regiment; said claimant w worse all the time; that on the 12th day of Au- 
gust, 1561, said Company K was examined by surgeons and passed upon when 
anew roli was made, and hence the name of Thomas H. Hopkins does not ap- 
pear on the rolls of the War Department at Washington; said Hopkins was at 
the time of his enlistment, and for some time prior thereto, a sound, able-bod- 
ied man, as thisaffiant verily believes, The facts are personally known to this 
affiant.”’ 

Captain Athey resides at New Albany, Mo. 7 

Mrs. T. E. Snyder, of Kansas City, Mo., swears to an acquaintance of over 

sixteen years; he bas been an invalid most all of the time, notable to do man- 
2 on account of weakness of lungs; under care of the doctor a great 
deal, 
Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant has fairly established 
his enlistment. He has also established prior soundness, and with the evidence 
presented he has established continuance. The affidavit of Captain Athey is 
80 meong and directly to the point as to service that we recommend the passage 
of the 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to have to object 
to anybody’s bill, but I will have to object to that, By a careful pe- 
rusal of that report, I learn that the applicant was not in the service 
to exceed thirty days. He claims to have been taken sick with lung 
disease on the march to camp. He was discharged in August, after 
having enlisted in June. I do not think it is right to put a man like 
that on the pension-roll, to be a tax on the people of this country for 
the next forty years. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Does not the report indicate that he was in the 
service three ménths? > 

Mr. BROSIUS. Do I understand my friend to say that a man who 
entered the service of his country and was disabled in that service, 
even although he served only thirty days, is not entitled to.a pension? 

Mr. MORRILL. And when he has hemorrhage of the lungs? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The gentleman has put words into my month 
that I did not use. You are laying down a general proposition that I 
have not stated. I say the statements in that report indicate that this 
man enlisted and started for camp, as I get it from the hasty reading 
of the Clerk; that he broke down from the heat and dust on the road 
to camp, and he claims that that gave him a lung disease from which 
he has suffered eyer since. I think that is getting it down to a pretty 
fine point. 

Mr. MORRILL. 


The report shows that he suffers from hemorrhage 
of the lungs. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. He must have suffered from it before, if he 
got it in one day, on one march. I shall have to object. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask that the bill be laid aside. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, As I understand the gentleman’s request, it 
is that the bill be laid aside without action. 

Mr. MORRILL, Without action, A 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HUGH BRADY, 


The next Senate hill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 757) 
granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, su- 
irected to increase the pension of Hugh Brady, late of Com 
I, Eighty-fourth Regiment of Illinois Infantry, to S per month, in lien of the 


on now received by him under certificate 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.757) - 
granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady, submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly set forth in the Senate report, which is 
hereby adopted. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill an in- 
crease of poon to Hugh Brady, have examined the same, and report: 

This bill passed the House of Representatives during the first session of the 
Fiftieth Con, and was favorably reported to the Senate. The factsare fully 
set forth in report made at that time: 

“The beneficiary named in the bill is now a pensions. at the rate of $24 per 
month, on account of a gunshot wound of left hand and breast, piles, and 
disease of heart, contracted while serving as private in 3 Eighty- 
fourth Regiment Ilinois Volunteers, This rate was fixed by the Pension Bu- 
reau because the combined disabilities are held as equivalent to the disability 
resulting from the loss of hand or foot, for which the act of March 3, 1883, pro- 
vides said rate. By the provisions of the act of August 4, 1886, the rate of pen- 
sion for loss of a hand or foot was raised to $30 per month, but equivalent dis- 
abilities were not increased over the former rate. 

“ Pensioner asks that his pension be increased to $36, the rate now penton 
by law for loss of leg above the knee, or arm above the elbow, or total disability 
in either. Such a disability, however, is not shown by the medical certificates. 
But as the disability, as heretofore stated, is equivalent to the loss of a hand, 
your committee are of opinion that the pension should be increased to $30 per 
month, and therefore recommend that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY A. DOUD, 


Tue next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2407) 
for the relief of Mary A. Doud. $ A 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
A. ig ase sce pe mother 

nnecticut Heavy 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2407) 
for the relief of Mary A. Doud, submit the following report: 

That they have carefully examined the report of the Senate committee, which 
is hereto annexed and made a part hereof, and belie the case to be a meri- 
torious one they would recommend the passage of the 


[Senate Report No. TH, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


Tho Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2407) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Doud, of the city, county, and State of New York, have ex- 
amined the same and report: 

That a bill similar to this in its provisions was referred to this committee dur- 
ing the last Congress. It was fully considered and reported upon at that time. 
The report is hereby approved, attached hereto and made a part of this report, 
and we thercupon again recommend the passage of the bill, 3 

[Senate Report No. 447, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The claimant is the mother of William C. poet. who enlisted F. 
1863, in the First Connecticut Volunteer Regiment of Heavy Artillery, in which 
he served until February 5, 1854; he then re-enlisted and served in the same ' 
regiment until September 5, 1865, when the command was mustered out. The 
soldier died of diarrhea and consumption June 12. 1870, in the city of New York, 
It appears from the testimony of his comrades, Cook and who served 
in the same regiment with him, that William C. Doud rendered service as above 
and that his pay was remitted to his mother for her support. The husband of 
the claimant had many years before the war abandoned her, gone to California, 
and died there; and the son, his mother remaining a -widow, having no other 
means of subsistence except their manual labor, lived and worked together at 
sewing garments for the c ons and tailor shops. 

It is shown by testimony of his comrades, Durfee, Dietrich, and Atheington, ~ 
that said William O. Doud, at the siege of Yorktown, Va., in May, 1862, con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea; that he suffered with it during the whole of his sub- 
sequent service. The disease seems to have never been cured, but to have 
lasted until his death. The testimony of the two brothers Hoyt shows that the 
soldier was married about fourteen months before his death, but that his wife 
afterwards married again and has since died herself. These witnesses were 
brothers-in-law of the soldier and brothers of his deceased wife, There were 
no children of this marriage. The claimant is meg Pye years old, without 
means of support except her needle, and is now too old to work steadily there- 
with. She was very largely dependent upon her son, the soldier, who, as we 
think is shown, died from disease contracted in the military service. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


17, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EVELINE A. NOYES. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1554) 
granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes, - 
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AUGUST 29, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roli, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the — 05 laws, the name of Eveline A. Noyes, widow of James F. Noyes, 
late of the Tenth Independent Rattery, Wisconsin Light Artillery. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1554) 
granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes, submit the following report: 

Believing from the report of the Senate committee, which is hereto annexéd 
and made a part hereof, that this is a meritorious case, they would recommend 

that the bill do pass. - 
[Senate Report No. 872, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1554) granting 
a on to Eveline A. Noyes, haye examined the same and report: 
his is a bill to pension Eveline A. Noyes, widow of James F. Noyes, late a 
member of the Tenth Independent Battery of Wisconsin Light Artillery. 
The widow claims that her hushand died of disease contracted in the service, 
and this appears to be the fact. The Adjutant-Genęral's report shows that he 
was sick from May 18 to August 30, 1864, and that he was captured and a pris- 
oner in the Confederate prison. When he enlisted he was a practical, hard- 


working farmer, and there is abundant testimony to show that he was entirely 


sound when heenlisted. He was mustered out at the end of the war, and re- 
turned to his home broken in health and continued to fail until he died. There 
isa | number of affidavits whieh show that his illness was continuous and 
that as he grew weaker there were indications of dropsy, and of this he finally 
died. His widow claimed that he died of dropsy, but was unable to meet the 
requirements of the Pension Office, which demanded evidence when, how, and 
where he incurred this disease. f 

There have been three special examinations. and the report in each instance 
is favorable to the claimant, but the records of the War Department do not show 
that he had copy, nor is there any medical testimony identifying this disease. 
It is enough for the committee to know, as is positively shown, that he was 
sound when he entered the service, that he came out of it diseased, and that he 
was sick and a sufferer to the time of his death. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. x 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour has arrived at which this order of the 
House has ired, > i t. 

Mr. MOR I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. GEAR reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration sundry pension bills, which they 
reported back to the House with various recommendations. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. - 


Senate-bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendments, were severally ordered to be 
read a third time; and they were accordingly read the third time, and 


A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner; 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton; 

A bill 8 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 

A biil (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

A bil 8 2766) granting a pension to John MeLaren; 

A bill (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; 

A bill (S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Fenton; 

A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

A bill (8. on granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (S. 757) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; and 

A bill (S. 1554 ting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were severally taken up, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to a read- 
ing, read the third time, and è 

A bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; and 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to print in 
the RECORD some remarks on the bill granting a pension to Mrs. Hart- 
ranft. I was very well acquainted with General Hartranft, was a com- 
rade of his, served with him for three years, was an intimate personal 
friend, and should be very glad to print some remarks in connection 
with the bill granting a pension to his widow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do wish unanimous consent to 
let the amendment go at $75 a month for Mrs, Hartranft. 

Objection was made. 

“MRS. REBECCA E, SIMON, 


Mr. REILLY, Lask unanimous consent to take up for considera- 


tion the bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
E. Simon. à 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 


thorized and of Mrs, 

Simon, widow of William I. Simon, late surgeon United States Navy, and allow 

5 a pension at $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pension now paid 
er. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, this bill and report were read at last 
Friday evening’s session, but owing to the arrival of the hour of half 
past 10, when under the rules we are obliged to adjourn, further con- 
sideration was cut off; and I request that the reading of the report be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request to dis- 
pense with the reading of the report? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that the report was read in full at the last Friday evening 
session and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. As the report was printed, I withdraw the de- 
mand for its reading. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it Was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH P. NEWHOUSE. 


Mr. KINSEY. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11456) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth P. Newhouse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse, for- 
merly wife of Christian Newhouse, deceased, late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, upon the pension-roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. 


+ The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11456) for the relief of Elizabeth P. Newhouse, submit the following report: 

Claimant is the divorced widow of Christian Newhouse, who was a soldierin 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Indiana Cavalry. The evidence shows that 
Christian Newhouse served his country with credit for nearly three years and 
received an honorable discharge. After his return home, that he was a man of 
good repute and 8 by his neighbors, but some time afterward was occa- 
sionally under the influence of strong drink, and while in that condition was 
overbearing and abusive to his wife. He gradual! © more and more 
addicted to the habit until his wife was compelled to leave home for safet: 
during his periods of delirium. Finally it became evident that it was u 0 
for her to longer remain with him; therefore sho applied for a divorce, which 
decree was granted June 26, 1873. 

The affidavits ot many witnesses show that the claimant is, and was at that 
time, a kind-hearted, virtuous, and noble christian woman; that she was very 
patriotic and loyal, being a very industrious member of a society, during the 
war, for the aid of the soldiers in the field and their widows and orp! at 
home, Thetestimony shows that claimant frequently took care of her divorced 
husband in times ofsickness, and thatat his final sickness she had him brought 
to her home and took care of him, and ministered to his wants until his death, 
which is shown by evidence to August 21, 1880. Claimant is now near! 
three score and ten ro of age, and has very little of this world’s goods an 
hasnever remarried. Your committee report favorably and recommend that 
the bill do pass, with amendment, “and pay her s pension at $8 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How much does this bill carry ? 

A MEMBER. Eight dollars a month. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 8 


JOEL HENDRICKS. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9293) 
granting a pension to Joel Hendricks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to placeon the pension-roll, subject to 5 the pension laws, 
the name of Joel Hendricks, who was enrolled July 2, 1832, in Capt. James 
Orr's company of cavalry of Indiana Militia, in Black Hawk war, and mustered 
out of service with said company August 12, 1832, and pay him a pensionat the 
rate of S per month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9293) grant- 
1 5 pension to Joel Hendric 1 report as follows: 

‘he said Hendricks was enrolled July 2, 1832, in Capt. James Orr's company 
of cavalry Indiana militia in the Black Hawk war; was mustered out of the sery- 
ice honorably with such company Au; 12, 1832. It appears from a numer- 
ously signed petition, and also from affidavits, that Mr. Hendricks is now sev- 
enty-eight years old; is totally disabled, being unable to perform manual labor 
necessary to procure his subsistence, and thatclaimant has no income from any 
source whatever ee for the maintenance of himself and family. 

R. L. Parsons teslifies that he has been personally and intimately acquainted 
with Mr. Hendricks for the past 5 knows from personal knowl- 
edge that he is now almost totally disabled from following his occupation (shoe- 
making); has no income sufficient to maintain himselfand family; that he is 
without means of support other than his labor; and that he has no friends le- 
gally bound or able to suppor him. Similar facts occur in the affidavits of 

muel Gaskins and of Mr. Hendricks himself. 

In view of the facts stated, your committee report the bill back with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass with the following amendment: Strike out the 
word twenty,“ in line 10, and substitute in lieu thereof the word eight.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
JEANIE BRENT DAVENPORT. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to take up for consid- 
eration the bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport 


to reissue the pension certificate 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jeanie 
Davenport, widow of Capt. Henry K. Davenport, late of the United States Navy, 
at the rate of $50 per month, 

The report (by Mr. RANDALL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 721) granting 
an increase of 2 agents to Jeanie Brent Davenport, have considered the same, 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Said bill is similar to House bill No. 10508, which was reported favorably at 
this session by your committee and is now on the Calendar. It is respectfully 
recommen that the Senate bill be substituted for the House bill, and that 
the former be put upon its passage. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert 
“thirty.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that the 
beneficiary gets $30 a month now. She is a widow and is not getting 
enough. 

Mr MORRILL. On what ground is the increase asked ? 

Mr. RANDALL. On the ground that she is of advanced years, with- 
out means, and that $30 is not sufficient for her wants; also on account 
of the meritorious services of her husband during the war. The bill 
came before the Committee on Pensions and was very carefully looked 
into, The committee reported it unanimously. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What was the rank of the officer? 

Mr. RANDALL. He was a captain in the Navy. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, What rank would that be eqnivalent to in the 
Army? 

Mn RANDALL, A captain of the Navy has the same pay asa colo- 
nel of the Army. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the regular pension? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the regular pension. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What age is she? 

Mr. RANDALL. She is sixty-four. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I shall not argue this case, but I am opposed 
to these special cases. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARGARET O'CONNER, NOW SULLIVAN. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, now Sullivan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it evguted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Margaret O'Conner, now 
Sullivan, the widow of Robert O'Conner, who served as a soldier in Company 
F, Eleventh United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 
from and after the passage of this bill. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9236) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Sullivan (formerly O Conner), have considered the 

and report us follows: 

A similar bill was reported to the House by your committee at the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress. The number of the report is 2900, Your committee 
adopt said report as applicable to this bill, and return the bill with the recom- 
mendation that 12 do pass. 


[House Report No. 2900, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10485) and 
petition of Margaret O'Conner, have considered the same, and report as follows: 

‘The claimant asks in her petition that she be restored to the rolls as the widow 
of Robert O'Conner, who died in the Mexican war while a soldier in the Eley- 
enth United States Infantry, Captain Ramsey’s company. Shestates as follows: 

I received a pension as his widow until it was taken from me by reason of 
cohabiting with one John Sullivan and having children by him, Sullivan was 
a soldier in the late war and served, until it closed, with honor and bravery. 
Sullivan is dead, my children have left me, and I am living alone, destitute, and 
dependent on charity for the common needs of life, I am a very old woman 
and can not be a tax on our good Government but a few years longer at best,” 

Your committee have investigated the case and find that the claimant's first 
husband, Robert O’Conner, was a soldier in Company F, Eleventh United 
States Infantry, from January l, 1848. He enlisted for the war with Mexico, 
but died July 10, 1848, from diarrhea contracted in service. 

The claimant, in 1873, was placed on the pension-roll as the widow of said 
soldier, but in March, 1882, her peo was suspended, and subsequently her 
name was dropped from the roll because she was not entitled to ber pension. 

The foilowing opinion of the Acting Secretary of the Interior, when the claim 
was on appeal, shows the cause of dropping: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, September 12, 1888. 

Sim: Herewith are returned the papers which accompanied the report dated 
the 7th of February last, upon the appeal from the action of your office drop- 
ping the name of Mrs, Margaret O’Conner, widow of Robert O'Conner, from the 
pension-roll. Mrs. O'Conner was pensioned by certificate No. 7334, issued on 
the 31st of July, 1873, on account of the death of her husband in 1848 of disease 
contracted while he was a private in Company F of the Eleventh Regiment of 
United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 

The report of your office, dated the 5th of May, 1884, sets forth that the name 
of the pensioner was dropped 8 roll under the act of August 7, 1882, on 
1 — unt of her open and notorious adulterous cohabitation with one John O'Sul- 

van. 

Since that report was made the case has been further investigated by your 
office, on the suggestion of this Department, and in the report of the 7th of Feb- 
roary last your office proposes to adhere to the action dropping the name from 
the roll on a different ground, which is, that the evidence is sufficient to show 
that Mrs, O'Conner was married to said John O'Sullivan in 1849. 

In this view of the case this Department concurs. The testimony of John 
Sheehy, setting forth that he was present at of Mrs. O’Conner and 
John O'Sullivan in 1849, sustained by the fact that s license for the marriage 


1 


was procured; setting forth than Mrs. 
O'Conner admitted to her that she was married to John O allivan; and the 
cohabitation of the parties from 1849 to 1883 are deemed sufficient proof of the 


The action of your office dropping the name from the pension-roll is affirmed 
on bat ground. 
ery respectfull 
ih A G. A. JENKS, Acting Secretary. 
The CONMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Itis seen by this statement that the claim was rejecled by the Pension Bu- 
reau on the ground ef the rem: of the widow. 

The second husband, Sullivan, is d. The claimant is in destitute circum- 
stances. She is about seventy years of age. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the remarriage of this claimant should 
not deprive her of her right toa pension. Her first husband (O'Conner) was a 
soldier, and died while in the service of his country. 

The pension laws relating to the Revolutionary war allow the granting of 
pensions to those widows of soldiers who, having remarried, again become wid- 
ows, The honorable Commissioner of Pensions has expressed himself as fa- 
vorable to the enactment of a law allowing pensions to all widows of soldiers 
while they are widows. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY S. MILLER. 


Mr. DORSEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3214) grantinga 
pension to Mary S. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll,subjectto the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the hame of Mary S, Miller, as the widow of Will- 
jam 15 arent ate private of Company K, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3214) 
granting a pension to Mary S. Miller, submit the following report, being report 
ot Senate Committee on Pensions on same bill, namely: 8 


[Senate Report No. 1405, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

Claimant isthe widow of William J. Miller, who served as a private in Com- 
pore eT ina Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, from August 11, 1862, 
to July 17, > 

Soldier was drawing a pension of $8 per month atthe time of his death, 
reason of disability from chronic diarrhea, Claim was rejected August 19, 1889, 
on the ground that claimant is not the legal widow of the late soldier. 

A copy of the records of County, Iowa, shows that soldier was 
married to one Phcebe Blacketer, November 3, 1861, She applied for pension in 
June, 1865, supposing the soldier to have been killed in battle. This claim was 
rejected August 19, 1889. on the ground that there is no pensionable period, 
claimant having remarried prior to date of soldier's death. 

The records of Mahaska County, Iowa, show the marriage of soldier to Mary 
S. Graham, claimant in this case, May 22, 1836, This was nearly four months 
after the marriage of soldler's first wife (Phoebe) to Mr. Fletcher, which occurred, 
according to report of special examiner, Tanong 24, 1865, 

In affidavit filed May 15, 1888, claimant states that her late husband, William 
J. Miller, was divo; from his former wife, Phebe Miller, prior to May 22, 
1866 ; that before that time soldier had commenced divorce proceedings and pub- 
lished notice against the said Phcebe Miller, at Oskaloosa, Mahaska County, 
Iowa, and while the same were pending received notice that a divorce had 
been granted Phosbe Miller elsewhere, but where this claimant does not know ; 
that the said soldier thereupon dismissed his proceedings in Mahaska County 
Iowa, and he and affiant were married; that the notice of the divorce receiv: 
by claimant's late husband from the said Phosbe Miller was lost in moving from 
place to place, and claimant is therefore unable to furnish proof of the same, 

Phoebe Miller, soldier’s first wife, states before a s; 


the testimony of Mrs. Lucy S. Kell 


= never expec! to rom him again, and therefore she ed Mr, 
etcher, 
It is shown b; inl examiner that soldier died 


medical testimony taken 9 8 

from chronic diarrhea, the disability for which he was ae . It is not 

shown, however, that soldier was ever divorced from his first wife, although 

ne 8 another man about four months before soldier waa to this 
mant. 

The testimony in the case indicates that soldier was but elghteen years of 
age when he was married to his first wife, with whom he lived only afew months; 
that the said marriage was an 3 one and that soldier had just grounds 
for divorce; that the present widow before consenting to rere ber dier was sat- 
isfied that there was no legal barrier to their marriage; that 
married to James Fletcher several months before soldier was married to this 
claimant, and, therefore, had no claims upon him, Itis well established that 
soldier regarded claimantas his only true and lawful wife, and so lived with her 
to the day of his death, September 29, 1887, nearly twenty-one years. It is also 
shown claimant for and nursed soldier through all of his sickness, 
and earned a living for the family when he was unable to work. Sho was to 
him in every respect what a true wife would be to her husband, and no blame 
bev attach to her, believing, as she did, that there was no obstacle in the way 
ol their m e. 

In an 2 filed June 13, 1889, Hon. E. S. Gaylord, a prominent and bighly 
respected citizen of Washington County, Nebraska, testifies that he has personal 
knowledge that the late soldier and clalmant li ether in the most repu- 
table manner during the last ten yearsas man and wife; that the said soldier 
was a weakly, sickly man and without means; that during much of the time 
his wife was compelled to do washing, sewing, and housework for other per- 
sons in order to maintain herself and husband; that she worked for this t 
in such capacity, he being a near neighbor to them; that said work greatly im- 
paired claimant's health, and that she is now greatly broken down and without 
means of subsistence; that claimant and soldier always lived together in loy- 
alty and fidelity as man and wife. 

In affidavit executed June 14, 1890, Melissa A. Faust. of Douglas County, Ne- 
braska, testifies that she was intimately acquainted with claimant and her hus- 
band, William J. Miller, and knows that they were married on the 22d day of 
May, 1866, and lived togetheras husband and wife until hisdeath, September 29, 
1887; that aMiant lived near by them nearly all of the time, and knows that the 
said soldier was in r health and confined to the house during the last two 
years of his life, being unable to perform any kind of work, and not claim- 
ant cared for and nursed him he would have been a charge upon the county. 

The facts seem to warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
5 the passage of the bill with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 

nte. 


— 


o first wife was 


_imen 
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the third time, and passed, 
CONRAD M’CLAIN. 


Mr, HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9934) granting 
ion to Conrad McClain. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Con: M 5 of Company 
F, One hundred and ninth ment of New York Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9034) granting a pension to Conrad MoClain, having examined and considered 
sy same, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 


pass, 

Conrad Modlain was a soldier in the One hundred and ninth New York Reg- 
being the regiment of Colonel Catlin and General B. F. Tracy, and he 
seryed therein about three years. He filed application for pension in 1836, 
claiming for gunshot wound in head and right fore-arm, and chronic diarrhea, 
which was rejected on the ground that there was no pensionable disability 
pod gunshot wound in head and no record of origin in service as to the other 

ms, 

He was treated at Chester Hospital, at Laurel, Md., and at Harewood Hospital, 
Washington. The Adjutant-General’s report shows that he was wounded, but 
does not show the details, and the Surgeon-General’s report shows his hospital 
treatment for wounds. His colonel, Isaac S. Catlin, ifies as to his being ill 
with malarial fever and as to his being furloughed in 1862 on account of illness, 
and testifies to his wounds, and that one of them was ineurred while he was re- 
covering the colors of the regiment, the bearer of them having fallen mortall 
wounded, and also expresses the st belief in the merit of his claim, an 
that he has never recovered from hia illness, and has a letter on file to General 
Tracy — . this claim. 

Comrades also swear to his illness and injuries in the same way, and Sara A, 
Young, who was a nurse at the h tal at Laurel, Md., and OKOA of him, 
testifies as to his wounds and that they were severe. itis also shown by the 
testimony of those with whom he has worked and since his disc 
that he has suffered ever since with diarrhea and general debility, and that he 
has not been able to perform anything Tike full manual labor. 

A medical examination was had at Maquoketa, Iowa, and the wounds were 
reported with a statement that they think it bable that his disabilities were 
incurred in service, but that there were no o ve of d in the rec- 
tam, but say that he is entitled to à rating for a wound in the head. 

Your committee can not see wherein the ruling of the Department that there 
‘Was no record and no proof of origin of complaintin service is justified; the 

seems to be entirely satisfactory —— all of these points; and the record 
oses no ground upon which relief should be denied him, and the bill should 


pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
j MRS. LEONORA COON. 
Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7574) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the rn peoe laws, the name of Mrs. Leonora Coon, widow 
of the late Denby L. Coon, ng by pers of the Second Battalion, Third Regiment 
Michigan Cavalry, at the rate of $14 per month, * 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 4 
The Committee on Pensions, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 7574 
granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon, fally recommend that the bil 


Mrs. Coon is the widow of Denby L. Coon, who at the date of his death was 
recei A pension for rheumatism, from which disease it is claimed he died in 
1885, origin of rheumatism in the service was proven in the claim for orig- 
inal re ut the widow's claim was rejected by the Department on ground 
that soldier did not die of rheumatism. There are on file the affidavits of three 
physicians and one druggist, all of whom treated the soldier, and all agree in 
their affidavits in treating him for rheumatism and nothing else, and the doctor 
and who trea him in last illness swear that rheumatism was the 
cause of death. On 1 examination there are conflicting statements made. 

John H. 3 ri of twenty years’ standing, swears that he called 
on soldier several times a week, Saw him right before he died; foot and toe 
sore from rheumatism ; toe amputated; otherwise in health. 

Dr. Nichols treated him from 1878 to 18% for rheuma , which he describes 
in his affidavit as inflammatory, but, on special examination as gouty, mala- 
rial, and progressive, He thought death que to impairment of nutrition of the 
parts, resulting from obstruction of circulation due to previous rheumatism and 
varicose condition of left leg. 

Dr. m B, Lester attended the soldier in last illness, and swears sabe d 
affidavit that he died of rheumatism. He amputated the toe of! 
ted. On special examination he swears that 


soldier died of lung trouble, but repeats his statement of treatment for rheuma- 
= « — 7 — and foot, The special examiner reports him as a quack. 
r. O. 


.Slawson was the family physician from 1865 till 1870, and treated the 
soldier for rheumatism; was otherwise a h yman. 

The soldier's legal adviser, Judge John Lewis, swears that he saw him often, 
and he always spree ant of rheumatic pains in left leg and foot, and contd 


not wear boot com aroa A 

The soldier was sick in bed for three months prior to his death, during which 
time it is evident gangrene seb in, aud the left foot was rotting away and the 
big toe had to be amputated. All the physicians agree that there was no other 
disease that this condition could be attributed to except rheumatism, The sol- 


dier enlisted October, 1831, and was discharged for disability September, 1862. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 8 


WILLIAM STOVER. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9935) 
granting a pension to William Stover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the sion laws, the name of William Stover, late of Company I, 
Twenty-fourth ment of Iowa Infantry. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was.accordingly read | The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ee R. 
9935) granting a pension to William Stover, having examined and considered 
the same, report the same back to the House witha recommendation that it do 


pass, 

William Stover was a soldier in Company J, Twenty-fourth Regiment, Towa 
Infantry, and served about three years. 

He made application for pension in 1880 on the ground of chronic diarrhea, 
Tung, and heart trouble, and rupture, claiming that he incurred the rupture by 
a mule falling upon him near Helena, Ark., and that the other diseases were 
contracted by exposure in the Army in lying out nights in sleet and rain; that 
he has been d led therefrom ever since. 

The claim was rejected in December, 1883, on the ground that there was no 
record of rupture or disease of the heart or lungs, and that the evidence taken 
did not connect his complaint with army service, and that their existence at 
discharge was not shown, and that there was no evidence of chronic diarrhea 
since discharge. 

We can not agree with the finding of the Department upon these facts, and 
believe that the evidence fairly shows to the contrary upon each one of them. 

The evidence of the claimant himself is very full upon all of these points, and 
he is reasonably well sustained in regard to all of them. It may be said, as 
having a bearing upon all of the points, that the evidence is full and complete 
from neighbors, comrades, and family that he wasa strong, healthy man pre- 
vious to enlistment, and that he has bad these various complaints ever since, and 


that he wore a truss after the alleged injury from the mule falling upon him, 
The Adjutant-General reports that the hospital records are not on file, but the 

records show that he was in hospital in Louis, but no details are on file, 

The Surgeon-General reports that he was admitted to hospital steamer City of 


any oa, See in 1863, with chronic diarrhea, several of his comrades testifying fully 


as to his sickness and diarrhea from exposure, and also that he complained of 
the other injury, aod that he wore a truss after he returned from ital at 
St. Louis, and did not do so before going there. These in to his 


past condition and wearing of truss after he came home, is fully sustained by 
numerous witnesses, 

He has been twice examined by medical boards, once at Dubuque and once 
at hens neg Mee and both of these boards re his condition as to the hernia 
favorably for a rating, and express the opinion that it was incurred in service, 
and two special examiners, who have examined his case and taken evidence, 
A. A. Holmes and B. P. Me iel, report that they believe the claim for hernia 
is meritorious. The most that can be said in favor of the action of the Pension 
department is that perhaps there was not technical proof of the incurrence of 
the rupture in service, but that it did therein incur does not admit of a doubt 
upon the evidence. There seems to be no just ground upon which to rest even 
a question upon the fact. A great deal of testimony has been taken and it all 
pone to one conclusion, that he is entitled to relief, and the bill should be 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


THOMPSON RILEY. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8473) granting 
a pension to Thompson Riley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is — * authorized and 
directed to place upon the invalid pension-rolls, at the rate of $20 a month, the 
name of Thompson Riley, of Capt. Lemuel Ford’s company of Indiana troops in 
the Black Hawk war. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. $473) grant- 
ing a pension to Thompson Riley, have considered the same and report as tol- 
lows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Lemuel Ford's company of United States 
Mounted Rangers, and served from July 2, 1832, to July 2,1833,in the Black 
Hawk war. 

In his application for relief by special act the claimant declares he is seventy- 
eight years old, and by reason of epilepsy, from which he has been a sufferer for 
twenty-one years, he is unable to perform any manual la His identity and 
loyalty are established by the testimony of S. B. Downing And A. G. Clxman. 
It is further shown that he is r, and by reason of age and disease almost 
entirely helpless. His wife still survives, aged seventy-six t 

That the case tsa proper one for the favorable consideration of Congress is 
shown iù a petition signed by re citizens of Drakesville, Iowa. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the relief prayed for should be 
1 the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that 

t 


do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


MRS. LOUISA M. GORDON. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 10355) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ena eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs, Louisa M. Gordon, former! 
widow of Monroe B. Pulliam, first lieutenant and commissary Eleventh Regl- 
mentof Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, United States Army, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. WILsoN, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill (H. R. 
10355) granting a pension to Mrs, Louisa M, Gordon, submit the following re- 
rt: 5 
Phe 3 beneficiary was a pensioner as the widow of Monroe (or Moreau) 
B. Pul 
unteers, who died Jan 
war for fourteen months, 


without repie Home estate whatever. Iiis widow 
Sheis now sixty 


dependent upon 
— in which Congress has granted relief. Your committee therefore report 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN GRACE. £ 


Mr. BELDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
ing a pension to John Grace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of John Grace, father of Edward 
Grace, late a sergeant in Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9716) granting a pension to John Grace, submit the following report: 

John Grace is the father of Edward Grace, who enlisted in Company A, 
Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers, September 2, 1861, and died July 
3, 1863, of wounds received in action at Port Hudson. Hehad another son who 
also died from wounds received in action. The wife of claimant, and mother 
of these two soldiers, applied for pension, but her claim has been rejected by the 
Pension Bureau because the soldier, Edward Grace, left sarviving him a widow 
who was pensioned and continued to draw pension until her remarriage, a few 
years later. 

The mother ot Edward Grace is now dead, as is also his widow, as shown by 
the evidence before your committee. Theclaimant, John Grace, isnow eighty- 
three years of age, has no property or income from any source, and is now sup- 
— ty a widowed daughter-in-law, who has fivechildren to maintain by her 
own efforts. He feels that he is too much of a burden upon her, and asks that 

the Government, in whose service twoof his sons have died, grant him a pen- 
sion, that he may be spared the necessity of spending the few remaining months 
of his life in the almshouse. 

Your committee are of opinion that his t should be granted, and there- 
fore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In 
what order are the calls made by the Chair? I think my name ought 
to have been reached before now upon the list coming over from last 
Friday evening’s session, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
after this. 


16) grant- 


The gentleman is second on the list 


PRESLY HALE. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Presly le, late a vate of 
Company E, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and allow him $72 per 
month from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10457) granting an increase of pension to Presley Hale, has considered the same, 
and report as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company E, Sixty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, 
and rend honorable service for nearly three years in the war of the rebell- 
fon. During the period of his service he contracted chronic diarrhea and dis- 
ease of cyes, and he is now a pensioner at $10 per month, under the general 
pension laws, on account of those diseases, 

It appears that the claimant is now totally blind in both eyes, a condition 
which followed soon upon his being struck in the left Ye by a nail which he 
was . this occurred in 1882, and total blindness of both eyes 
su ‘ened in 


ot forthe pre-existing disease 
above referred io — — 


of an attendant, is entirely dependent upon others for 
by the special examiners who investigated the case 
tion for relief is signed by a large num- 
ber of the citizens of Selvin, Ind., where he resides. In w of the claimant's 
long and honorable service, his present deplorable condition of blindness and 
lence, and the fact that he is already a disease 
of eyes contracted in the service, your committee return the bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do Nee amended, however, by striking out the word 
m ras pdt and inserting the word “forty,” so as to make the pension 810 
per month. . 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


W. W. SEELY. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8163) grant- 


a pension to W. W. Seely. 
* bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. W. Seely, late a private in Com- 
pany H, Second Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
* ting a ponen to W. W. Seely, submit the following report: 
4 WW. Seely, beneficiary named in the bill, wasa member of Company 
H, Second Minnesota pe wR of Volunteers,in the late war. He served 
faithfully from the time o enlistment, Fe 18, 1864, to the close of the 
war, nod was discharged on the IIth day of July, 1865, at Louisville, Ky., with 
his regiment. He was with pean speed sent to Fort Snelling, near St. Paul, 
where on the 2ist day of that month he received his discharge. On the follow- 


oner on account of 


passage in a stage for home, 
means of conveyance, 

into the mili- 
tary service. The driver e stage was intoxicated, and before they had pro- 
ceeded far, and while within afew miles of Fort Snelling, the intoxicated d: 
overturned the stage, and Seely, who was compelled to ride on the top for want 
of sufficient room with his comrad: 


ing day he, with a number of his comrades, took 
which was 135 miles distant. This was his onl 


Mr. Seely has always borne an excelient character. He was a graduate from 
college and held many places of trust and honor. He enlisted as a private and 
devoted himself to the cause of hiscountry ata time when he could have earned 
and commanded a good salary, and the committee think he was entitled to safe 
transportation until he reached his home, . 

He was in no way at fault when he received the injury. His return to his 
home was a journey incident to his service, and while he could not receive a 
pension under the general laws, this spirit would afford him a just relief. 

Mr. Seely has never recovered from the injury. The proof is conclusive that 
ever since the accident he has been subject to great pain, suffering, and sickness 
from the injury received. He is unable to labor, is poor, and entirely without 
means. He has a wife who was his companion before the war, still dependent 
upon him for support. 

Your committee believe that Mr. Seely should be placed —— the È arora 
roll and be treated the same as if he haďreceived his injury before the 
was placed in his hands, for he was still in transit when he was injured, and 
they report this bill back with a recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, how much does that bill carry? 

A MEMBER. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. CASWELL, The man is to be placea on the pension-roll the 
same as any other disabled man and to be pensioned according to the 
time of his disability. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has he not a right under the general Jaw re- 


cently 3 to apply ſor a pension? . 

Mr. CASWELL. Ido not know how that may be, but that does 
not affect the merits of the case. The same question might be asked 
about almost every bill we pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Lask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
reports on these bills be dispensed with, as it r 
time and the cases have all been considered by the ttees. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 


THOMAS J. REED. 


Mr. PARRETT. I call up the bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Reed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, to the pi ions 
and limitations of the pension la the name of Thomas J, Reed, late first lieu- 
tenant and acting quartermaster Pioneer Corps, Third Division, Thirteenth 
Army Corps. 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: X 

The Committee on Invalid Seeng EE was referred the bill (H. R. 
10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. „submit the following report: 

The claimant entered the service as a corporal in Company E, 
Indiana Volunteers, on July 6, 1881; subsequently he was prom o 
and after n year’s faithful service he attained the rank of second Heutenan 
—— was soon followed by promotions to the grade ot first lieutonant 
captain. 

e tendered his resignation December 28, 1863, and was honorably discharged 
on surgeon’s certificate of disability, which reads as follows, to wit: 


“New IBERIA, LA., December 10, 1863, 


“Thomas J. Reed, captain of Company IN Twenty-fourth 2 Indiana 
Volunteers, having applied for a cert on which to tender his resignation, 
I do hereby certify that I have carefully examined this officer and find prior 
to his enlistment he had received a severe wound across the dorsum of the foot 
with an ax. 8 tendons and injuring the bones, and that sinep comin, 
into the service he once or twice received additional injuries of the foot, an 
that in consequence thereof he is, in my opinion, unfit for duty. Said injury is 
such as to materially injure the mobility of the foot and interfere very much 
with Jocomotion, becoming irritable and inflamed on marching and preventing 
him from discharging the duties of his position. 

“A, W. GRAY, 


“Assistant Surgeon in charge Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers." 


The claimant filed an application August 29, 1888, for pension on acoount of in- 
jey of foot, and a medical examination, ordered by the Pension Bureau, shows 
im to be seriously disabled by said * eo The rating recommended by the 
board is total of his rank, which was first lieutenant at the time he alleges he 
Sieg tojan in the service. His allegation is as follows: That at Port Hudson, 
„ 
ing his left foot. This was about August 1, 1882. 
tation at 


quired by the Bureau. 

The claimant's petition for relief by special act shows that he is fifty-five A eo 
old, in poor health, and without pro or means of — 22 — ey is 
numerously by prominent citizens of the community in which claim- 


ant resides, and additional proof in the shape of affidavits of disinterested par- 
ties is filed to show that hisallegations are entitled to credit and that his condi- 
tionis suchas to require prompt relief. Proof of soundness and freedom from 
lameness at the time of his enlistment is also filed. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Insert at the end of the bill the words, “the pension to commence with the 
approval of this act,” 

Mr. PARRETT. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
by striking out all after the word late, in line 6, and inserting ri 
tain of Company E, Twenty-fourth i t Indiana Volunteers. 
amendment properly identifies the soldier. 


93715 
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i Since then the 
Toere being no objection, the amendment of Mr. PARRETT was 1 ord nth nr ie the soldier remains unchanged, no new testimony 


adopted, 
The question recurring on the amendment of the committee, it was 


to. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DAVIS. 


Mr. HILL. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9617) 
to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion and grant him an hon- 
orable discharge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on 
said roils and records against John Davis, late of Company F, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and thim an honorable discharge, 
and that thesaid John Davis be restored to al rights lost or suspended by said 
charge of desertion or by reason of not haying been previously discharged : 

„ That this act shall not be coystrued to give to the said John Davis, or 
his legal representatives or heirs, any pay or allowance for any period of time 
he was absent without leave and not in the military service of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military A: to whom was referred the bill 
torelieve John Davis of the charge of desertion and to grant him an 
2 have considered the same, and report as follows: 

That John Davis enlisted April 8, 1864, in Company F, Nineteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry for three years, and was mustered into the 
United States service the same day and sent to Galloup’s Island rendezvous, 
and from there was sent via Fortress Monroe and Alexandria to Mason’s Isl- 
and, D. C., and from there he was sent to the front to join his regiment April 30. 

May 6, 1864, directly after he had joined the Sy ae at the second day's bat- 
tle of the Wilderness, he was severely wounded in the left hand by the fragment 
ofa shell which tore out the of the hand and wrist, and cut off one and 
permanently stiffened two of his other The same or another shell ex- 
ploding near him so blinded or affected eyesight that he was for over two 

years nearly blind, from the effects of which he never entirely recovered. After 
ng wounded he was sent to the rear by the surgeon of the regimentand was 
given quarters in an old church at Frederic h. 

The city was full of wounded, and when the rest were sent to Washington he 
was left behind and remained there till his wife,to whom he had sent word, 
came for him and took him home, where he remained till the close of the war, 
unable by reason of his wound and blindness to rejoin his iment. He was 
with his regiment and in actual service less than seven days, but his name ap- 
pears on the muster-out roll of Company F as absent, sick in United States 
general hospital May 6, 1854," and he was never mustered out of the United 
States service. 

On the muster-outrolls in the adjutant-general’s office of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, a copy of which is hereto attached, he is noted as mustered out on 
the 30th day of June, 1865, as absent, sick.“ There is no charge of desertion 

nst this soldier upon the records of the War De: ment, and when all the 
facts + re considered your committee are of the opinion he did not intend to de- 
sert, and that he should be granted an honorable discharge to date from April 
30, 1865, the date of the muster-out of the regiment. 

Your committee append a copy of the report of the War Department in this 
case; and recommend that he be granted an honorable discharge to date from 
April 30, 1865,” and that as so amended the bill do pass. 


Case of John Davis, lale of Company F, Nineleenth Massachusetts Volunteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION Dryrston, May 27, 1890. 


The official records show that this soldier was enrolled April 8, 1864, to serve 
three years and mustered in the same day; that he was received at Galloup's 
Island rendezvous, Boston Harbor, Mass., April 8, 1864, and sent to the Nine- 
teenth Massachusetts Volunteers on April 24, 1864; that, on April 27 following, 
he was delivered to an officer at Fort Monroe, Va., to be delivered at Alexan- 
dria, Va.; that on April 29, 1854, a detachment of twenty-nine men—names not 
ven—of the Nineteenth Massachusetts Volunteers was rece at Mason 
‘sland, D. C., and on the day following (April 30, 1864), twenty-six men—names 
not given—were forwarded from that island to the Nineteenth Massachusetts 
Volunteers. 
_ . There is no positive record that the soldier ever joined that regiment, but it 
is inferred that he did, as on the muster-out roll of Company F, dated June 
company on which his name appears), he is repor 


R. 9617) 
onorable 


to obtain work in the mills, but as work happened to be scarce he enlisted in 
the army, and that in a letter from Galloup’s Island he told her to address him 
as John Davis, the name under which he had enlisted. 

That some time in June, 1864, she received a letter from Fredericksburgh, Va., 
written by a stranger for her husband, in which it was stated that he (the sol- 
dier) was in a precarious condition; that he was blind, was without money, 
and entirely de dent upon the charity of others. That aftiant immediately 
started for Frederickaburgh and found him in the condition described in the 
letter; that he was in a pitiable condition; his hand badly wounded, so much 
so that theaffiantatthe tase “feared that it would be necessary to have itampa- 
tated,” and that when asked how he had met with such a misfortune he replied 
that be had been hit with a piece of shell at the battle of the Wilderness on May 
7, 1864, and that the blindness followed soon after. 

That she, afflant, then took him to Scranton, Pa., and there for over twoyears 
he was so blind that he had to be led around; that they were poor and could 
not afford a regular physician, but bought medicines from an Indian herb 
doctor; that after awhile her husband's sight gradually came back, but it has 
never been fully restored, and to this day he has been compelled to use glasses; 
hand was slow in healing, and stiil remains crippled. 

Affiant further declared that it was impossible for her husband to have re- 
turned to his command, as his condition would not haye permitted it, but that 
he would have done so had he been able. * 

On April 10, 1890, the application for amendment of record was denied on the 
gous that the testimony was not deemed sufficient to warrant favorable ne- 

on. 


1t is proper to add that on Febr 18, 1890, a communication was addressed 
to the Hos. C. A. HILL, M. C., in which the full military hist of this soldier 
wasgiven, together with the reasons why the Department declined to consider 
the case favorably. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Capa mn dni Ae i 
Captain a lan .S. le 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 2 “lig 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
pa Boston, Mass., January 25, 1889. 

e name of John Davis, of Newbury, aged twenty-th occupation, o 
ative, is borne upon the muster-out roll of Goines Winetesnih Bedionens 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, Colonel Devereux; enlisted on the Sth da: 
of April, 1864, and mustered into service of United States on the Sth day of Ap’ 
_ for three years; mustered out on the 30th day of June, 1865, as absent 


[SEAL] SAMUEL DALTON, Adjutant-General. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN MORAN, 


Mr, PAYNTER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9391) granting 
an increase of pension to John Moran. 
The bill wasread, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to increase the pension of John Moran, late first lieutenant Compan F, 
Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers, and allow him 
4 N to his present pension, the legal rating for complete scrotal hernia of 
Ti side. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran, submit the following re- 


port: 

Claimant was enrolled as first lieutenant of Company F, Fifty-foarth Reg 
ment Kentucky Mounted Infantry 8 the 30th dag of Bente 
1864; was di September 2, 1865, for disability from chronic diarrhea, and 
is now suffering from scrotal hernia on right side and edematose condition of 
lower limbs; evidence on file going to show that hernia is caused and aggra- 
vated by chronic diarrhea. All this bill asks is that he be allowed an additional 
een wos es legal rating of hernia as may be determined by the Pension 

men 

The existence of this disability is fully established. Prior soundness is 
This additional claim was rejected for the reason that he could notolearly prove 
origin of hernia, which is always difficult te prove, and your committee, after 
a careful consideration of all the evidence in this claim, recommend the 
sage of the bill. He is now drawing the small sum of $1.25 per month, and Ein 
5 circumstances and entirely disabled from the performance of manual 

r. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


N. L. YOUNG. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration at this time of the bill 
(5. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of N. L. Young, mother of Henry 
H. Young, late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (3. 
granting a pension to N. L. Young, submit the following report: * 
Mrs. N. L. Young is the mother of Henry H. Young, who was an officer in the 
Second Rhode Island Volunteers and chief of scouts, and aid-de-camp on the 
staff of General P. H. Sheridan, with the rank of major, in the war of the re- 
bellion, in which service he distinguished himself by his gallantry, eminent 
e, and exceptional ability. 


H. . was commissioned as lieutenant-colonel in sajd 


The mother is aged, infirm, and dependent, and, as your committee believe, 
entitled to the relief pro; 85 
They therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Warsaw, ILL., November 18, 1889. 


* 
To the Chairman Military Commiliee, Uniled Slates House of Representatives : 

Sır: I have the honor to state that I knew personally of the services of Maj. 
Henry Harrison Young throughout the civil war. Major Young took part in 
all the great battles of the Army of the Potomae, from the battle of First Bull 
Run to the surrender at Appomattox. Heserved also in the Shenandoah cam- 
paign of 1864 and 1865. Major Young was promoted from first lieutenant to cap- 
tain for gallantry at Bull Run, and for valuable services in Peninsula campaign 
and Maryland campaign, 1862, was made acting assistant inspector-general of 
brigade, in which tion he rendered valuable services during the siege of 
Fredericksburgh, at Salem Church, Gettysburgh, and Petersburgh. 

Major Young served on my staff from Spottsylvania through the battles of. 
North Anna, Tolypotamie, Cold Harbor, Petersburgh, first siege of Washing- 
ton, 1°64 (Fort Stevens), Opequan (Winchester), and Cedar Creek, rendering 
most valuable services. In November Major Young rendered most valuable 
secret service that brought him the thanks of General P. II. Sheridan and the 
appointment of aid-de-camp (and chief of scouts) on General Sheridan’s staff. 
General Sheridan stated to me at the close of the war that bo was more in- 
debted to Maj. Henry H. Young for valuable public services than to any officer 
who served under him, and that more was due to the services of Major Young 
in — the surrender at Appomattox than to the service of any one in hig 
com: 


At the close of the war General Sheridan offered to recommend 
for the commission of lieutenant-colone! in the United States 


3 
rmy, 
which offer Major Young declined, but went with General Sheridan to his new 
command in Texasin charge of secret-service duty. General P. H. Sheridan 
stated to me in person that Maj. Henry H. Young went over into Mexico on 


matters connected with the secret service that he, Sheridan, was not at liberty 
to divulge, and probably never would be, and that returning scouta reported 
that Mafer Young was attacked by Mexican troops, who would not believe his 
statements, and that Young died fighting, Major Young had with him a num- 
ber of his uld scouts. 

While at the time of his death Major Young may not have been re; ly in 
the military service, so as to entitle his widowed mother to a pension under 
existing laws, yet he surely died while engaged in most perilous service to the 
country he loved so well. I know personally that the mother of Maj. Henry 
H. Young, Mrs. N. L. Young, was dependent upon her son, Major Young, for 
support, and that Major Young while on my staff sent most of his pay over his 
expenses to her. Lrespeoctfully urge that Maj. Henry H. Young rendered such 
special valuable service during the war, and died subsequently while engaged 

on secret service for his country, as to entitle his aged widowed mother toa 
sufficient special pension to relieve her from poverty. 


Very respectfully, 
we OLIVER EDWARDS, 
Brevet Major-General, U. S. A. 


To the Chairman of the Military Committee, House of Representatives: 

It is within my knowl that Maj. Henry Harrison Young, Second Rhode 
Island Volunteers, en Mexico in the summer of 1865 at the request of the 
late General P. H. Sheridan, who was then in command of the United States 
forces upon the line of the Rio Grande River. An army of over 60,000 men had 
been sent to the Mexican frontier, and were held there toawait the outcome of 
the attemptof the late Napoleon III to establish a monarchy upon the North 

‘American continent, 

It became necessary that accurate and reliable information should reach Gen- 
eral Sheridan from time to time of the true condition of affairs in Mexico, in 
order that the Government of the United States might be able to determine 
whether or not it would be necessary to assist their sister Republic in her 
effort to dislodge Maximilian. 

Major Young had been on duty at General Sheridan's headquarters as chief 
of scouts in the campaign in the Shenandoah Valley and the closing scenes 
around and beyond Richmond that resulted in the surrender of the Army of the 
Northern Virginia at appoox court-house. He wasthoroughly well Bes 
ified to undertake such a mission. Active, energetic, cool, deliberate, O- 
lutely fearless, and withal of good judgment and not mislead, anything 
from his pen regarding the condition of affairs upon the side of either of the 
belligerents could be depended upon, and I know that no other source of in- 
formation regarding the status in Mexico at that time was looked upon with 
the same reliance as to its credibility as was his own. 


r * . r * * — 


Knowing that he entered Mexico in the interests of our Government, not- 
withstanding the fact that at the date of his death he was not regularly in the 


mili service of the United States, and considering the great service he ren- 
dered during the war, I would most res ally u upon the 1 military 
committee in Congress that a pension granted his aged and infirm mother 


from the date, or supposed date, of his death, believing that she is justly en- 
titled to this consideration from the United States Government. 
(At the date mentioned was chief of staff to General Sheridan.) 
GEO, A. FORSYTH, 
Lieutenant-Colonet Fourth Cavalry, U. S. Army. 


HEADQUARTERS SEVENTH CAVALRY, 
Fort Riley, Kans., November 22, 1889. 


I desire to here testify as to the great service rendered to this country during 
the last year of the war of the rebellion by the late Maj, Henry H. Young, who 
was, from the autumn of 1864 until the winter of 1866, in of the scouts at- 
tached to the headquarters of the late General Sheridan. Throughout the Shen- 
andoah campaign jor Young a body of about fifty picked men, who 
were uniformed and equipped as rebel cavalry and lived in and about the flanks 
of the rebel army. 

Their careful handling by Major Young was such that General Sheridan was 
kept ae informed of almost all the movements of General Early's command. 
And in the Appomattox e er Major Young and his scouts, after the battle 
of Five Forks, kept the touch of the rebel army, and it was through their push, 
daring, and cheek that we were enabied to capture all the railway trains sent 
with sp lies on the 7th and 8th of April from Danville and Lynchburgh for 
Gene s army. Í 

At the close of the Appomattox campais Yo accompanied General Sheri- 
dan to New Orleans, aud was sent by him to the Rio Grande River to assist in 
the overthrow of the imperis! government of Maximilian and French rule in 
old Mexico. While thus occupied he was under pay as a secret-service man, 
and to a t extent he aided by his skill and pluck in furthering the plans of 
General Sheridan to force Bazaine and the French imperial army of occupation 
out of the country and the eventual re-establishment of the Republic of Mexico 
under President Juarez. Before this finality was reached jor Young was 
killed, and in his death the United States lost one of her most gallant defenders. 
He died in the cause of freedom and in carrying out the wishes and well laid 
plans of his commander, the late General P. H. Sheridan. 

JAMES W. FORSYTH, 


Colonel Seventh Cavalry. 
The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. s 


MRS. CLEMENTINE FINK. 


Mr. LANHAM. Task for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Clementine Fink, widow 
of Captain Fink, late of Company —, First Regiment of Michigan Volunteers, 
and pay her a pension of $40 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiv- 
ing. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11687) granting a pension to Mrs, Clementine Fink, submit the following report: 
Captain Fink was the husband of claimant, and served as a private soldier in 
the Florida war and was sergeant-major of the Eighth R ent. He after- 
wards served in the Mexican war, and was brevetted lieutenant for meritorious 
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conduct at the taking of the City of Mexico, where he received three severe gun- 
shot wounds which disabled him from active service for six months, : 

Captain Fink was brevetted second lieutenant for gallant and meritorious 
ee in leading the attack on the Heights of Chapultepec, being first man 
over the ramparts. He was promoted captain,and in 1861 died while in the 
service in the State of Michigan. 

The claimant is drawing a A pepe of $20, the usual amount given to the 
widow of a captain, but this o ant is now seventy-two years of age, very fee- 
ble and poor, and has no means of support but that sum, which is inadequate 
for that purpose, and the increase is recommended by O. B. Willcox, brigadier- 
general, who isacquainted with the facts in this case as well as the parties. The 
services of this soldier having been engaged in three wars, and being of an ex- 
ceptional and unusual character, the committee recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the word “ forty in line 8 of said bill and to insert in 
lieu thereof the word thirty“ and that said bill as so amended do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report was 
read and to. } 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK W. MORGAN. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan, 
late of Company G, Fourteenth United States Infantry, and issue to him an 
honorable discharge from the Army of the United States. 


The report (by Mr, CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6558) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Frank W. Morgan, respectfully re- 


rt: 

That the War Department report of the military record of Frank W. M. 
shows that he enlisted as a musician (band Fourteenth Infan February 17, 
1865, for three years. Was admitted to Armory Square General Hospital, Wash- 
ington, D. C., May 7, 1865, and treated to June 29, 1865, for acute diarrhea; sub- 
sequently was treated for intermittent fever,and returned to duty on the 5th 
day of July, 1865, but failed to rejoin his command, and was marked as a de- 
serter on the latter date, 

This soldier states that he enlisted when but twelve and a half years of age; 
that he was with his regiment at the battle of Five Forks, and was at the battle 
of Hatcher's Run and before Petersburgh; that he was taken sick at Burkville 
Station, Va., and was sent to City Point, and from there to Armory ie eg Hos- 


pital; from there to Fort Trumbull Hospital, and from there home sick by the 
commanding officer. He says they did not send for him, as they knew he “ was 
a playedout boy.“ This soldier's statement is corrobo: by other testi- 
mony. : 

The committee find that this case is not unlike many others. were en- 
sapea Coring the civil war in violation of law and the Articles of War, Many 
of these 


not the physical strength to endure the hardships of the service. 
They were often sent or permitted to go home “to get well.” Many of these 
were marked as deserters or absent without leave. 

The committee believe that it would be but a simple act of justice to grant 
the relief asked for by the bill. F 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. BRUCE. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. I call up for consideration at this time the bill 
(H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Thomas H. Bruce, of Lewis County, Kentucky, was an engineer on 
steam-boats employed by the United States Government in transporting troops 
and supplies during the late war of the rebellion, said position 5 
— ee of the enemy often firing from the banks of the rivers at the menon 

e ; an 

Whereas said Bruce was shot and wounded so as to unfit him for work ever 
since: Therefore, } 

Be il eń , etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, mags to the provisions and 
e of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Bruce, of Lewis County, 

entucky. * 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as ſollows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4220) granting a pension to Thomas H. Bruce, submit the following report : 

Thomas H. Bruce isa citizen of Quincy, Lewis County, Kentucky. During 
the late civil war he was a licen engineer on used by the 
United States in the 9 n of her troops. In October, 1864, he was an 
engineer on the steamer e of St. Louis, navigating the Mississippi River 
between Memphis, Tenn., and St. Louis, Mo. The steamer was ordered by the 
United States to transport troops from Sarg ound to St. Louis. While on the trip 
between said points laden with the United States troops the steamer was fired 
upon by Confederate troops at Randolph, Tenn., on or about the 27th day of Oc- 


tober, 1864. 
As a result of such firing said Bruce, while on duty at his engine, received a - 
shot wound in the left arm and shoulder. The effect of the wound has — 
disabled the left arm. Brace was loyal to his Government du) the late war. 
He was compelled to render the services which he was rendering when he was dis-. 
abled. It was just as important to the Government to have him yy the engine 
of the said steamer as to have the services of a soldier in the field. Under the 
provisions of the s general law he is not entitled to a pension. We recommend the 
passage of the bi 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF ROBERT J. BAUGNESS, 


Mr. GEAR. I ask Tor the present consideration of the bill (8. 735) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Robert J. Baug- 


ness, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to correct the record of Robert J. Banguess, late a privato in Company 3, 


Tat 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9378 AUGUST 29, 
Thirty seventh HHnóis Veluntiors ov as te remove the charga of Gonectise from Sy, foes Mae a, 1847, to August 5, 1848. He is now 5 er 

same; and the accoun officers of the Treasury are directed to for nervice in the Mexican exican war, said pension having — 1 
tet heive or wen of the said Robert J. — the | the the general Jaw upon proof of disability from rheumatism, rupture, and varicose 


to tho representati 
bounty and allowances that would have been dno him had sh dare EO: 
sertion appeared against him on the rolls. 


The report (by Mr. WIIIIAus, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 735) for re- 
lief of the heirs of Robert J. eas, submit the 1 port: 

This is a bill „ against Robert J. Baugness, de- 

ant Sees ee accounting officers of the Treasury ag oe 

said Nobert J. Baugness the bounty allowances 


that onld ha TT f desertion a pred sae 
Vim on the rolls. This bill passed the Senate February 17, 1600 890, was reported fr- 
— — 2 See Congress, and reported adversely in the Forty-sixth and 


Fontres reer so far as oe can be ascertained, are that said Robert J. Bangness 
September 10, 1861. in ecg y H, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, 
and with his company to tember 29, 1862, when he was sent to hos: 
pital at Portarias, Mo. Theorderly sergeant sayshe had received a fesh wound; 
while on a] stealing peaches: he was shot by the guards; he never rejoin 


his 

On Willism Downing has an affidavit on file, in which he states that Robert 
J. Baugness, on or about the Ist of Jan 1883, enlisted in Seventy-sixth Mis- 
souri Militia, and was killed on the 15th o June, 1863, while fighting the enemy. 
William Downing states that he saw him Scilled. 

W. W. Ritchey, captain of Company I. Scventy-sixth Regiment of Missouri 
Militia, states that he did enlist on the 6th day of January, 1863, one Robert V. 
Jackson, a young man about seventeen years ots and that he served, and that 
ed on the day above stated. Ritchey further states in affi 
davit that he Seid that Jackson Pe dential with and is the Robert J. 
Baugness who is reported as a deserter from the Thirty-seventh Illinois, on in- 
formation received from a member of his pe ore and Birari received from 
Bauzness's father and froma anes o him. 

Your committee do not r the case as free from doubt, t bat, in view of the 
youth of the soldier at the time of enlistment and desertion and in view of his 
early 3 t aud being killed fighting the enemy, recommend the passage of 
the Senate bi 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER EVANS. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask the present cousideration of the bill (H. R- 
9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
f the Interior be, and he h is, au- 
Pidak peer disectad to p 5 of Louisville. Kynsa n 
Mexican war, the sum of $30 a month, in lieu of the pension 75 paid to him. 
The report (by Mr. Dx Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9072) increas- 
tng the pension of Alexander er Evans, have considered the same and report as fol- 


54 claimant was a lientenant in the Sixteenth United States Infantry, and 
served frome apie. 9, 1847 to August 7, 1848, in the war with Mexico. 
He is now receivin, g n pension at $2 per the Mexican war service 


pens EJ: 
he sition Tor aa Tarode of his pension is accom ee ne the om — 
W. B. Hoke, S. D. Johnson, H. B. Grant, and other Ja 
the effect that he bo petitioner) is now in his seventy-sixth year, 5 ed 
pendent, in very feeble health, and totally unable to earn a toy sek 

or view of the facts — your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 
with an amendment to allow a pepsion of $25 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out thirty and insert “twenty-five; 80 as to make the pension 
$25 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


SAMUEL D. HARPER. 


Mr. FLICK, I ask consideration of the bill (S. 1506) granting re- 
lief to Samuel D. Harper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, That the Secretary of W and he is hereby, d 

. a — — ere 
name of Samuel D. H 3 . ———— Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, of Humeston, . County, Towa, and 
grant him an bonorable discharge of date August 13, 1865. 

—.— zeport En Mr. starred: is as follows: 


to whom was referred the bill (S. Hn 
paning ig relief to to Samuel D- D. Harper, 2 9 the same, 
ae pl ae eee ene Z upon this re fully sot forth in tho Sonat 
—— this bill. w. ja herewith 


and for the reasons i's herewith printed as a part of this report, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
5 the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CLARK, 


Mr. MCRAE. I desire to call up the, bill (H. R. 7897) to increase 

the ion of John Clark. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete., {vats of Company F, Sixteenth a increase the i 

Jaa — late a a. private of Sixteenth ai ent United — ie, 
3 1 6 sum of $8 to the sum of 
o 7 

The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7897) grant- 
— aes ea E Joùn Clark, have considered the 3 
petitioner served as a private in Company F, Sixteenth United States Infan- 


In his petition for relief the claimant declares he is now too old and feeble to 
earn a by manual labor, and that the diseases from which he suffers have 
cay on —— th Nie saa. petitions signed by ber of citizens 

ceompanying the are two a o number o 
of Mul „Franklin County, Ark. These petitions set forth that tho claimant 
is almost w. lolly untitted for manual labor by reason — age and disability, and 
that his goi source of income is -his amall ion. IIe possesses no property 

g maani tools and ne articles. His age is sixty-three years, and he 
has been known as an honest, hard-working man. 

Your committee believe the case to be a meritorions one, and the bill is there- 
fore reported back with the recommendation that it do pass with the following 
amendment: Strike out the words “twenty-five,” in line 7, and substitute in lieu 
thereof the word twenty.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report was, 
read and agreed to. > 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY CANNON. 


Mr. TRACEY. On behalf of my collea eil K. QUACKENRUSH], 
I ask the present consideration of the bill | R. 5 a 
pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of Snes Cannon, 
pany D, One hundred aud twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 


“Tho bil] was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
and. directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Cannon, the blind and depend- 
ent daughter of James Cannon, deceased, late a private of Company D, Uns hun- 
dred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Sawyer) is as follows: 


5 err Pensions, — 5 — — 3 the bill (H. R. 7799) 

nt pension to Mary Cannon, au e following report: 

it That the said Mary Cannon is the daughter of James on, late a private in 
ent Now York Volunteers, who 


83 D, One hundred and t Regim 
died June 24, — Praca ved in battle. That the widow of said sol- 
dier, the mother Rare Dees in December, 1880. That the said Mary is now 
totally blind, and has been since she was two gats of age, and is entirely without 
means of support, and dependent upon other: 

Your committee think it but 8 that this Aree blind — — of a 
soldier who give his life to his country should receive the pension that the mother 
received daring her life, therefore recommend tho passage of the bill. 


The bill wees ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. A. W. ACKLEY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley, 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aun- 
ed and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to KE Say, A — 


limitations of the —— laws, the name of Mrs. E 3 
mother of John T. T, Ackley, late a private in Company F. — — Mich. 


The ae (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi ons, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11375) 

granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. 2 submit the following 
The ia the mother of John T. Ackley, who enlisted June 
¥, Fourth Michigan Volunteers, and 


sion until her 30, 1 

The mother is now over ei, 3 property nor income from 
any source, as is nally known to the member peg introduced the bill in Ber 
bebalf, and is from infirmities incident to tig 

There being no to any py Bape ayes service and death of 
her soldier son, the believe that this r and old mother should re- 


ceive ition at the hands of the Government in whose defonse her only su 
port sacri his life, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying b 
and ask that it do pass. 

There ape Boe no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be 


a third time; and peia engrossed, it was ac- 
8 read see third time, 5 + 


POLLY GRAY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Lask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he here by is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Polly Gray, widow of Truman Gray, 
late a soldier in the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. Parrett) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4514) grant- 
ns ie to Pally Gray, have considered the same ard respectfally submit 
0 re port: 
Tt is alleged that the clatmant’s late husband, Leger open deceased, enlisted 
at Pittsford, Vt., F pes Noor 
rollof abet Hender's Vermont Militia show: 
that the company was o! ser at Pittsford, Vt., and marched to Plattsburgh, 


plication for pension onder Gf 1812 service act ot Mareh 9y 1878, but the 
o war a0 
same was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground of insufficient service of 


1890. 


to 
the wi 

The proof 2017851 in support of ae bill fully establishes the identity of the 
aot as the widow of the soldier, and shows that she is eighty-four raa Cad 

owns no property, but is bes dependent upon others for su 
swears that s heard her bus bay ag 2 7 on duty with the von 
mont militia guarding the arsenal at V. stated that he was on 
duty for seventeen days, and then sol te oid tn copelling the invasion of 


In view of claimant's great ago and destitution, sour committee report the bill 
back recommending its passage. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ilin Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that an 
amendment be adopted fixing the rate at $12 per month. It should 
pare been placed in the bill, and also the initial letter (E.“ in the 


Te SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
are suggested by the gentleman from Illinois will be 
0 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was ordered to be 
ed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RHODA BUCK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I 23 unanimous consent for the present 
1 of the bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda 

uck 

The bill is as follows: 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid P. to whom was referred tho bill = R. 8713) 
granting a widow’s pension to Rhoda Buck, submit the following repo: 

Rhoda Buck is the widow of Hassan A. Back, t Ganan r *. Seventh 
Michigan Cavalry. She made an application 5 September, 1889 
Tigi lees reales er S 
of her h ‘ad 

The record evidence on file with her 9 ion shows that he was wounded 
severely at the battle of Gettysbargh, which he never fully recovered. 
Being unfit for active duty he was transferred to the awe Corps, and in Sep- 
tember, 1 mu of service and returned to his home. 

The wo received 
labor. Aboat April 1, 1866, been 

by any of his friends since that date, althongh 7 has been made 
— . The supposition is that he became nag wandered sas po pèr 
home was a most hap nt older, ab is enlistment. He was a 
hal and a vi y gallant ier, and by his disappearance his wife 

man of gon hab eprived ofa husband and s care. 


3 effort was was made to trace his disap: without success, for the past 
twenty-four years, and there can be no t that he lost his life while in a feeble 
or demented condition. The widow has h by hard labor since 


her husband enlisted, She is now destitute. 
1 committee, believing this a meritorious claim, recommend the passage of 
There being no 8 the ui oe considered, ordered 5 
engrossed and read a thi me; an ing engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA PYLE. 


Mr. LEWIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill pr R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the pcg re bind Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Eliza Pyle, late a nurse in the hos- 
pital of the Fortieth Iliinois Regiment Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Laxe) is as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5079) 
granting a pension to Eliza Pyle, submit the following 

The evidence shows Eliza 5 was a nurse in Fortieth Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteers, from September 7, „ to March, 1862; that she was industrious and 
faithful at all Limes while in the service; that in November, 1861, while in the 
service she was taken sick of the 1 which her eyes at the time, and 
as a result of which she is now 

Your committee therefore re report the bill back with the 8 05 amendment: 
After ae word Volunteers, in line 7, add the following: e rate of $25 
per month, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

There veing no objection, the bill was consid and as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

T. A. MORTON. 
Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. 
orton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ot Cow E ge reat pe Ne rer a orc i agen yo 
rag ap Ao of that which he now receives. 

ae SPEAKER tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to hear something about this bill, 
either the report to be read or some explanation given. This seems 
to be an increase to $24 per age hat is he now receiving? 

The 3 pro tempore. The report will be read if the gentle- 
man 
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thet : 
2 title under that act, only six daysof service being shown by 1 The report was read at i 


9379 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Pol rive too obje ect to the passage of this 
bill, That claimant is getting $4 per month now by a act, and, 
as I understand it, that enables him to make his application for a re- 


5 85 at the Pension Office, 
r. SAWYER. Ido not so understand the Jaw. Where a special 

act 1 the rate of pension, the Pension Office can not increase it. 

Mr. j WILLIAMS, of Illinois. That can only be done by another 
special act, 

Mr. BYNUM. Was this pension originally fixed at $1 per month? 

Mr. SAWYER. Iso understand. 

Mr. BYNUM. This is the first time I ever knew of a man who 
came and asked special relief at a less rate than he was entitled to. 

Mr. SAWYER. It has been along time since [examined the case, 


although I reported it. I know the party; but I have forgotten the ` 


circumstances of the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. Unless the gentleman in charge of the bill can ve 
accurate information as to whether this is fixed by a special bi 
his rerating was fixed by a medical board, I think it is not a prope ae 
case for an increase. He ought to take his chances as other 2 
by letting the board of medical examiners rate his case according to 
2 disab ae 

Mr. SAWYER. Ican not say_positively whether that was done 

or not. It has been some time since I made the . in the case. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think we ought to let the bill go o 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being 8 the bill is not 
before the House for consideration. 

Mr, SAWYER. 1 will of course retain its place on the Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tem, Ps ys The gentleman from ee TNE 
O'DONNELL ] is next on the list, but does not seem to be in the 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then J ask the House to take up and consider 
the bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chap- 
lain Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was that recognition arranged before the 
House met or after? 

Mr. HEARD. It is not fair to other members who have been wait- 
ing here all evening. 

- Mr. DOLLIVER. I willsay that I made my arrangement witliont 
kooma who was to be Speaker to-night. 

ARD. Ifthe gentleman is not on that list he ought not to 
ake the place of somebody else. 

Mr. DOLIVER. This bill will take but a moment. 

Mr. HEARD. Ifthe gentleman is entitled to a call on that list, 
then he ought to have the opportunity of 8 the bill, but if 
not I hops o he will not insist. I only want fair play. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection.is made, as the Chair un- 
derstands it, to the request of the gentleman from Iowa, 


ELIZABETH ABELL. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for the 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to 
beth Abell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and, be gm 
thorized and directed to place on the pension. roll, — CB to the 
limitations of the persion laws, the name of bell, of Jackson Counter, 
Ind., widow of George W. Abell, of the Twenty-second er Indiana Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


oa Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the ey (H. R. 8649) 
granting — to Elizabeth Abell, submit the follo 
The appl 215 was the widow of one George W. A 
13. aed died died at et BA itai: Tenn., on February 23, 1863, 
contracted in the Hne of duty. Hieft 3 
and two minor children. SpA a pension, which commenced 
with the death of her h d and 8 upon . Fieldin; 


Johnson. The pension was granted tothe said minor children, whic 
ceased in 1876, upon the youngest coming 
That affiant’s ma 1 said J. 8 e for her 
and treated her with violent cruelty until uee for self-preserva- 
tion, to apply for and obtain a divorce, which was ne within 6 last few years, 
restorati ename of Abell, That she has resided in Jackson 


ty, 
Ind., for many years, racter, has paat port hat- 
ever, and in Be advancing years is not able to support — a a 

Inasmuch as no oneis drawing a pension on en 
your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, eter ps to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, i it was ac- 
8 read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN FROHLIN, 


Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
presni consideration of the bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to 

ohn Frohlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete, o Secretary of the au- 
ae directed to place ga th su! to the provisions and 
poms ei Nan tho name of John late a private in Com- 
pany I, First Roginent Obie t Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month. à 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ` 


Aveust 29, 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8519) 
granting a pension to John Frohlin, submit the ä 

Claimant enlisted August 22, 1864, and was discha une 25, 1865, on account 
of frozen 1 injury constantly increased until it finally resulted in the 
loss of his right leg in ay, 1866. 

He 8 for pension in 1868, alleging that while in line of duty near Alexan- 
dria, Va., on the day of December, 1864, in line of duty, while standing guard, 
he froze both feet. 

It was rejected after repeated examinations in the Pension Bureau on the 
ground that his limbs were diseased prior to enlistment. 

Claimant is an uneducated German, and made some pr cing nage? angarai 
The testimony on file, by a man who was with him at the time, conclu- 
sively that he was subjected to two rigid examinations by the Government sur- 
geons, and pronounced sound, and accepted as a so man; and your commit- 
tee think it is not creditable to a government to first accept a man as sound, and 
afterwards reject him on technical grounds, and, to say the least of it, doubtful 
and contradictory evidence, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M’GREGOR. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John 
Med r. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
pare me name of John McGregor, son of Murdock McGregor, late a private in 

th Battery of Indiana Light Artillery Volunteers, who was kilied in the battle 

of Stone River on December 31, 1862, upon the pension-rolls at the rate of $18 
8 and as the said John MoGregor is of unsound mind, wholly inca 

le of managing hisestate, that such pension be made payable to legally qualified 

Jackson Wills, of Greenfield, Ind., or his legal successors in the trust. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking ont the preamble of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. Martin, of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8557) 
granting a peso to John McGregor, submit the following report: 

Murdock MeGregor, while rane fa a private in the Seventh Battery of In- 
diana Light Artillery in the war of the rebellion, was killed in the battle of Stone 
River. He left a widow, Sarah F. McGregor, who was pensioned and continued 
on the rolls until the 31st day of June, 1882. when she died. 

John McGregor is the son of Murdock McGregor and is now nares yearsof 
age. He has been an imbecile from birth and is not only mentally but physically 
unable to take care of himself and has no property whatever. These facts are abun- 
dantly established by the affidavits of Jackson Willis, the legal guardian of said 
McGregor, and Dr. John W. Selman, and is not controverted by any one. The 
practice in such cases as this has been to grant a pension of $18 p month, and 
your committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that it do 
pass, amended, however, by striking out the preamble. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrosed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

ABIGAIL HUGHES, 


Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abi- 
gail Hughes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls of the United States the name 
of ity any widow of Benjamin G. Hughes, late of Company F, Seventy- 
fourth t Obio Volunteer try, subject to the conditions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws of the United States. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


19, 1 as private in Comps F, Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and 
was killed in battle of Stone 1862. She drew a pens 
her re: Lacrone in October, 1870, the children of the sol- 


an unfortunate one, as a rs from the fact that she had to fora 
TP the October, 1879, term of the 872 Ceunt 


husband. 
The claimant is now nearly seveaty years of age, has no pro y or income 
from any source, and being badly afflicted from rheumatism and troubles, 


it do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
T. A. MORTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. 
A; Morton. : 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to Lag on the ion: roll the name of T. A. Morton, late 


of Company E, § ent New York Cavalry, at the rate of $24 a 


ixteenth Regim 
month, in lien of that which he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


Aee ve 8 25 Pensions, — * N Dre tue bill (S. 2813) 
granting a pension „A. Morton, su follo report: 
The report of the Senate committee, which is hereto — and adopted by 


this commi 


contains a very full statement of th 
A ery ento = cape, and, believing the nase 


one, they recommend the passage of the 


SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to T. A. Morton, have examined the same and rt: 5: 

Your committee had under ion a bill during the last Congress. 
Tho report then submitted was favorable, and the bill passed the Senate, but 
failed of action in the House. The former re; is adopted and submitted : 

The claimant is now receiving a pension of $4 a monte by special act, forinjury 
to abdomen and head. He asks that the pension be increased to $24 a month. 
One of the reports of the board of Anger My aay ra rates his disability at six- 
3 of total, and another rates that for deafness at total of the rating 

for tha a 

The certificate of discharge from the Ladies' Home Government Hospital, New 
York, states that the eas had been deaf eleven years prior to his enlistment 
and it is upon this record that the Pension Office has denied Morton any pension 
for that disability. In contravention of this record evidence is the Kan a of 
half a dozen witnesses who knew him well before enlistment and who swear that 
his hearing was good. 

Dr. Henry E. B. Miller says the claimant ''wassound at enlistment. I baye treated 
him ever since he was sent home on furlough." 

Dr. John Miller says: Good hearing at enlistment. Have treated him more 
or less ever since he was discharged.” 

Michael Kelley and Betsey Allen say they knew claimant five years before he 
enlisted. He was an able-bodied, robust man, and had g 

Michael Wright and James Winters went to school to claimant before he en- 

|. His hearing was t 

William Matthews and James Wright, comrades during his army service, say 
his hearing during service was ; that he was able tone as much as his com- 
rades, and that not having seen after the horse fell upon him during Mosby's 
Tag the, ra AE SN dead until they met him as fellow-inmates of the Soldiers’ 

‘ome at „ N. Y. 

Dr. F. Wylie certifies, April 23, 1885, that he treated claimant from November, 
3880, to March, 1882, while an inmate of the Soldiers’ Home, and that his condition 
on sores Sf the disabilities claimed renders him totally unable to 
manua 3 . 

Your committee, in view of the mass of testimony going to show claimant's 
soundness prior to enlistment, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was once before presented 
and it was objected to. the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. SAWYER. I understand t the gentleman from Indiana 
[| Mr. Bynum] withdraws his objection to its consideration. 

Mr. BYNUM. The provisions of the bill having been explained 
to me, I will withdraw my objection under the circumstances, 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. Speaker, I objected to the passage of 
that bill. I have not withdrawn my objection. 

Subsequently 

Mr. WASHINGTON said: Mr. Speaker, having had an explanation 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sawyer] in regard to this 
bill, I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E, HICKS. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10753) for 
the relief of Mary E. Hicks. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled An act to restore sions in certaiy 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to inclade within its pro. 
9 E. Hicks, widow of Capt. Daniel Hicks, of the Adrian Guards, Mex- 

can war. 

The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10753) for the 
relief o Mary E. Hicks, have considered the same and Ni AoE 

The committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include the 
widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

Mrs. Hicks is the widow of Capt. Daniel Hicks, of the Adrian Guards, Michigan 
Volunteers, in the war with Mexico. sion was originally $25 per month, 
but subsquent general le; tion resulted in a reduction to $20 per month. 

The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANNA PLATT, 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
— consideration of the bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna 

latt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ard is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pecs on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Anna Platt, late volunteer nurse in Armory 
. Hospital during the civil war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


perform 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 5 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5524) granting a on to Miss Anna Platt, submit the follo bg et 

The evidence filed with your committee clearly shows that this eficiary. 
who is a maiden lady of sixty-five years of age, entered the service of the United 
States as a volunteer nurse at Armory Square Hospital, Washington, D. C., Feb- 
raary 6, 1863, and served there until the close of the war. That she received to 
her own use no compensation for her services, but ended the whole monthly 
stipend allowed her for the comfort of the soldiers in the hospital ward under her 


care, 

She has in her books the names of over two hundred and eighty soldiers from 
fourteen different States cared for by her in Armory Square Hospital. That, as 
ey ea oy wi of her labors in the hospital, she had a severe attack of typhoid 
and fever, from the effects of which she has never fally recovered. That 
sho is now in needy circumstances and has living with her and depending upon 
her for Eps her widowed mother, now ninety-five years of age. 

The fact of her having rendered such services, her faithfulness and competency 
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as a nurse, that she received no re era therefor, and her present needy 
circumstances. are clearly established before your committee. 

4 e therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendment: 
Add to the bill the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Add to the bill the words “ and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. : 

The biil as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOHN H. GROVE. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension 
of John H. Grove. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to John H. Grove, late a member of Company C, 
Thirty-foarth Regiment Independent Volunteers, a pension of $72a month, in lieu of 
the amount now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4210) 
to increase the pension of John H. Grove, having fuily examined the papers in 
the case, submit the following report: 

Jobn H. Grove was a corporal in comune, C, of the Gg ae feet Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted ai Huntington, Ind., on the 28th 


day of August, 1861, for the term of three years, and was honorably 3 
on the 29th day of September, A. D. 1803, at St. Louis, Mo., because he had lost 
his arm at the batt: i A 


le of Champion Hills, Mississ ppi, on the 16th day of May, 
D. 1853; arm amputated above the elbow on the 17th day of May, 1863. 

On the 23d of September, 1863, he was granted a pension of $8 per month, which 
was increased June 6, 1866, to $15; June 4, 1872, to $18; June 4, 1874, to $24, and 
December 11, 1886, to $45 per month. Since that date his disability has slowly in- 
creased. He applied for a further increase on April 8, 1889, and showed by com- 

tent and suficient evidence that by reason of bab with constant pain in 
The stump of his left arm, and the extra strain upon his right arm, his right arm, 
right hand, right leg and foot are ly paralyzed. The evidence shows that 
the claimant suffers from a constant tremor and motion of rightarm, hand, leg, and 
foot. His 3 has failed; he has an impediment in his s| so that he is 
not able to attend to any business, and he requires the aid of another person in 
dressing and eating. The stump of the arm which was amputated is short and ir- 

lar in shape and the cicatrix imperfect and sensitive, so that be has never been 
able to wear an artificial arm. k 

His condition is not such as to require tbe constant aid and assistance of another 

raon, and therefore be entitled to the rate of $72 per month under the general 
law as recently amended. There is no general law by which the claimant could 
have his on increased to any sum intermediate between that rate which he 
is receiving and the rate for total disability. The evidence clearly establishes 
two things: First, that be is suffering from an injury incurred in active service 
and in the line of duty which disables him toa much greater degree than he is re- 
ceiving a pension for; second, that his case is one not provided for by the general 
law. Tris condition is steadily growing worse, and he is in t danger of com- 
plete sis or death as a direct result of the injury for which he is pensioned. 

In the bill the word Independent is used Where Indiana shonld have 


The committee recommend that the bill be amended to correct this mistake, by 

out the word Independent, in line 5, and inserting ‘' Indiana.” That 

the bill be further amended by striking out “seventy-two,” in line 6, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof sixty,“ and that tho bill as amended do pass. 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM DUNN. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to 
illiam Dann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Dunn, late of Company I, 
Second United States Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. CRaId) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom waa referred the bill (H. R. 9425) 
granting a pons to William Dunn, submit the following report: 

That William Dunn enlisted August 15, 1861, in 8 B. tere Sarg Penn- 
sylvania Infantry, and joined the re; Army, Battery I. Second United States 

Artillery, October 21, 1862, and was discharged July 20, 1865, on certificate of dis- 
ability. 

He filed claim for a pension March 26, 1883, and it was rejected October 23, 1883. 
Wis claim was based on injury to right hand, g index, e, and third fin- 

ra, leaving only the thumb and little tinger, incurred While assisting in unload- 

sick and wounded soldiers from cars at Philadelphia in May, 1863. That while 
one of the cars was being pushed up for the purpose of coupling it his hand was 
caught. That he was there under a ten-day furlough, from April 15, 1863, and the 
records show that he was admitted to hospital at 9 for treatment for 
this burt of hand on the 25th; same month The hospital record states that his 
hand was injured while unloading wounded soldiers. 

His claim was re because the injury was not incurred in line of duty. 
His own statement is that he was at Philadelphia en route to his ent at ex- 
piration of his leave, and was called on and directed by some one in the United 
States uniform te assist as aforesaid, which he did, and the accident occurred. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CALVIN GUNN. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimons consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin Gann. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ke is hereby, au- 

eai una p er to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calvin Gunn, late a member of Capt. 

Isaac G. Measic's company of California Volunteers, in the Hamboldt, California, 
dian war of 1858. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the re- 
port in that case or else I should like to hear a statement from 
1 who knows about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of 
the bill can give a brief statement, 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The facts in this case are that Mr. 
Gunn served in the Indian war in California in 1858. The case is a 
very meritorious one, and I hope that there will be no objection to 
the consideration of the bill. > 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I am satisfied with the statement of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The report (by Mr. De Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7523) grant- 
ing a pension to Calvin Gunn, have considered the same and rig. og 

n his petition for relief by special act the claimant declares 1 he served as 
a sergeant in Capt. Isaac G. Messec’s company, California militia (known as the 
Trinity Rangers"), from October 14, 1 to April 4, 1859. 

This company was organized pursuant to a proclamation issues by Johu B. 
Weller, then governor of California, calling for volunteers for the suppression of 
the Indians that were at that time enga, in pillage and murder in the counties 
of Trinity and Humboldt in said State; that while in said service and 
during a severe conflict with the Indians, he (claimant) received a dangerous gun- 
shot wound of the left side below the nipple, the ball passing throngh his body and 
coming out at the short ribs at theright side; that by reason of wound be was 
obliged to give up his occupation of mining and farming in California and come 
8 to St. Louis, Mo., where he is now engaged as a night watchman in the police 

epartment. < 
‘he claimant originally applied to the Ponsion Bureau, but his claim was re- 
jected on the ground that the organization to which he belonged was not in the 
service of the United States. 

The fact that the claimant received the wound at the time and under the cir- 
cumstances herein set forth is clearly established by the testimony of Capt. 
Isaac e who commanded the company and was present when the wound 
Was received. 

The claimant's certificate of honorable discharge from the service, signed by 
eee eee 9 

edical and other testimony on shows the wound to be a severe one, — 
= Aci result, the claimant is permanently disabled for the performance of 


By an aet CANE praras ia gr 1861 (see 199, U. S. Statutes at La: 
vol. 12), the State of California was bursed by the General Government for 
the es arse incurred daring said Indian war. 

In view of all the facts, including the recognition by Congress of the servico 
rendered, your committee are of the opinion that the f prayed for should be 
granted, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it 

o pass. 
Nore —Amend by spelling the word in line 6 ‘‘ Messea" instead of Messic.“ 


Tue bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL P, ROBERTS, 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, { ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10808) to increase the pen- 
sion of Daniel P. Roberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aa- 
thorized and directed to increase the m of Daniel P. Roberts, late a second 
lieutenant in Company F of the Third ment ot Missouri Volunteers in the war 
with Mexico, to $50 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10898) grant- 
ing au increase of pension to Daniel P. Roberts, having given the same due con- 
— 5 — beg leave to report as follows: 

Tbe claimant served as a second lieutenant in 7 F, Third Missouri Vol- 
unteers, Mexican war, and he is now in receipt of the service pension at $8 per 
month provided by the act of Congress of January 29, 1887. 

Prior to the allowance of his service pension the claimant made application for 

nsion on account of a double rupture, which he alleges be incurred during his 

exican war service, but the was rejected January 10, 1887, by the Pension 
Bureau on the ground that there is no record of the alleged rupture, and the tes- 
timony in the claim, after a special investigation, fails to show that the said dis- 
ability was incurred in the service and line of oor 
‘The claimant is now about seventy-six years old, with no property or means of 


support aside from his small n. and entirely incapaci by old age, 
double rapture, rheumatism, and disease of eyes to carn a — by manual labor. 
‘The facts are shown by the sworn statements of Dr. J. W. Dr. L. D. Bur- 


gess, James Bottom, and Samuel Morrison. Two petitions, signed by a largo 
number of the citizens of Randolph County, III., are also filed in support of 
bill 5 the claimant to be worthy and in need of the increase of pension 
ray or. 
£ The passage of the bill is recommended with the following amendment: Strike 
out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and substitute in lieu thereof the word twenty; 
80 as to allow a pension at $20 per month. 3 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
DANIEL J, MAHONEY. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the record of Daniel Mahony. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Daniel Mahony, late a sailor in the United States Navy, be, and the same is 
hereby, removed ; and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed 
to issue to him, the said Daniel Mahony, an honorable arge. 
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August 29, 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Daniel J. Mahoney.” 


The report (by Mr, DOLLIVER) is as follows: 
Feat an pe ar og Reta ge nisi TO gaging 5 Dae H. R. 4451) for 


f from the record of Mahony, beg 
report same back with an amendment, by changing the name of Dan- 
Mahony” to * Daniel J. erag GE 


In rt of the action pro; 
recommenda tion of the Navy 
- of their report, and recommend 


sy this bill we submit herewith the favorable 
t, which your committee adopt as bal we 
the bill do pass with the amendment 5 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 2, 1890. 


that it 9 from an examination of the records in this 

those in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the that one Daniel J. Ma- 
honey enlisted in the Navy October 23, 1860, as second-class boy for three years, 
and that he served under such enlistment as follows: As second-class boy on 
board the United States steam-ship North Carolina from the date of his enlistment 
to November 7. 1860, and on board the United 5 V: 

November 8, 1460, to September 1, 1861; as first-class 

September 1, 1861, to November 1, 1862; as landsman on the same vessel from the 
last-named date to Februa as landsman on board the North Caro- 
lina from February 5 to Fe 11, 1863 ; on board the Colorado from e 
12 to Jane 20, 1863, and on board the prize bark Neptune from June 21 to July 14, 


1863. 

On the latter-named date he was transferred to the recei > hij 
lina, at New York, but on the rolls of that vessel he is marked as having never 
reported.” The records in the office of the Fourth Auditer of the Treasury show 
that the balance due barera ae to June 20, 1863, was $176.48. 

In view of the met that onay failed to report on board the North Caro- 
lina after his transfer from the Neptune and inasmuch as it does not appear that 
he 3 on board any naval vessel or at any naval station of the 
United States, regarded as having deserted the service from the date on 
which the memorandum never reported" was opposite his name on the 
rolls of the North Carolina, namely, July 19 1863. 

It farther ap from an examination of tho records in the War mt 
that one Mahoney was enrolled in the Fourth New York Heavy z 
at Lockport, N. Y., on 6th of September, 1864, as a private (unassigned), for 
one year, under which enlistment he became entitled to Bioo bounty, one-third of 
which he received on enlistment and another third when mustered ont of the 

rd installment was withheld under the following decision of 


North Caro- 


olunteers), and is 
quent rolls to April 
muster-out roll at 


De t, dated May 29, 1865. 
Seon the 2 hia services in the aT the Navy; contained in 
ec 
J. 


s letters of application for the removal o harge of desortion, and 
of the descr lists of the Daniel Mahoney and Daniel Ma- 


* case. 
In view of tho long service of Mahoney in the Navy, covering almost two years 
and nine months of his term of t of three years, and of his subsequent 
enlistment and faithful service in the Army and honorable therefrom, 
ene commends the bill to the favorable consideration of the com- 


The letter of Mahoney which accompanied the communication of the committee 
is herewith returned. His address is 1130 First street northwest, Washington, 


Very respectfully, 
gi z F. M. RAMSAY, 
Acting Secretary of the Nary. 
Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, ? 
Committee on Naval A fairs, United States Senate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 1 should like to hear some statement as to 
this case. I do not think we should remove a charge of desertion 
without some good reason. 

Mr. QUINN. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that this man 
served nearly five 83 in the Navy and the Secretary of the Navy 
recommends that the bill pass. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

The title of the bill was amended in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the commi 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary arg Have we any right to extend the time of this 
session beyond half past 10? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We have not. 

Pres WILSON, of Washington. C&n we not turn the clock back, 
n 

f NANCY J, DORLOS. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to 

ancy J. Dorlos. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

£ t Be Tb 3 That the — be * 3 8 and enea 
upon valid pension- a mon! ancy J. le 

Ios, widow of George P. Dorlas, jato of Sen U, One hundred and seventh Ohio 

Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Fick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid 8 whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4179) 
garara widow's pension to Nancy J. Dorlos, submit the fi : 


pany 


Te) 
ancy J. Dorlos was the reputed wife of George P. Dorlos, of 


C, One hundred and seventh Ohio Volunteers. That said Dorlos married said 


Nancy at a time when he had another lawful wife li wi fact was unknown 
to said N. That before said George P. Dorlos his wife died, after 
which said continued to reside with said Nancy, recognizing and 


P. 
treating her as his wife up to the time of his death. 
9 show a divorce from the former wife, and under the 


death 


the death o: 


The bill was ordered to be en d and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER CALIISON. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eta, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Alexander Cal n, 
who enlisted for the Mexican war and did service on the frontier as a soldier in 
Company B, Powell's battalion, Missouri Mounted Infantry, and that said Alex- 
ander Callison be paid a pension of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Norton) is as follows: 


The Committes on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R, 8028) grant- 
ing a pension to Alexand: a — 
The claimant was a pri 


Inan lication for pension filed 
at Nebraska 


and place alleged. 
for the past 
andt amputation of the right 


threo-quarters total. 

Evidence of the claimant's loyalty during the late war was also filed, but the 
Pension Burean the testimony as insufficient to establish the m, and 
the claimant being unable to furnish additional proof the application was disal- 


lowed. 
After the 3 of the Mexican war service- pension act the claimant filed 
another application for pension, but the same was on the ground that 


jected 
the organization to which he belonged did not serve eos or en route thereto. 
The claimant is now seventy-two years old and greatly disabled for the per- 


formance of manual labor. 
The valuable services of Powell's Battalion d the period of the Mexican 


war have been repeatedly recognized by your committee in to the House, 
and a bill including the members of that organization within the of the 
Mexican service act has been favorably to the House at this 


The of the bill for the relief of Alexander Callison is respectfully rec- 
ommended, amended, however, as follows: By inserting the word “twenty” in 
line 8 in lien of the word “twenty-five.” 

to. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and 
passed. 
MRS. M. E. DANIELS. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I desire to call up for 8- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Airs. 
M. E. Daniels. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject_to the provisions and 
22 of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. M. E. Daniels, formerly š 

E. 5. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1279) 

granting a pension to Mrs, M. E. Daniels, submit tho following report: 

rs, M. E. Glines, now Mrs. M. E. Daniels, joined that noble corps of 

pee and self-sacrificing women known as “volunteer nurses." Entering the 
ospital at Alexandria, Va., she remained there during almost the entire war, 

caring for the sick and wounded soldiers with such tenderness and untiring dovo- 

ps aa to 5 from the sufferers there a testimonial, of which the following 

an extract: 

“Wo embrace this opportunity to express our most heartfelt gratitude and 
thanks to Mrs. Glines for the constant attention, as woll aa the kind, noble, and 
generons manner in which she has ministered to our wants, and ask that she may 

t this as the most fitting testimonial we have in our power now to offer, in 
roof of our high esteem and admiration of her many virtues, and the entire sat- 
faction she has merited in her noble vocation.” 

Mr. J. G. Blaine says: 

“ During the war Mrs. Glines was very devoted and assiduous in her attention 
to wounded soldiers, and performed an amount of hospital service equaled by few 
and exceeded by none.” 

Surgeon-General Hammond says: 

“I am well acquainted with Mrs. Mary E. Glines, who came here in 1262 as 
nurse in our military United States hospitals. I remember well her valuable 
services rendered to the sick and wounded, and beg leave to recemmend her as 
worthy of consideration.” 

General O. O. Howard says: 

“Mrs. Glines I know well and esteem her highly. She labored hard among the 
sick and wounded soldiers, and will long be remembered by them. She deserves 
well of this Government.” 

Your committee might add many other testimonials as pertinent and of equal 
valne with the foregoing. 
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“ Glines," in the sixth line, the words “a volunteer nurse in the late war, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 
The bill as amended was ord to be en for a third a 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
GEORGE M’KINNEY, JR. 


Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill sag R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin 


ne 
gs bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and be is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record wees Geor] McKimiey (or Georgo W. 
McKinney), jr., late of coerce É, Thirty-sixth In 9 who was mus- 
tered in said company October 23, 1861, to 6 —.— him continuously in from 
date of enlistment to date of muster out, mber 21, 1864, aA p tomate aes 
charge of absence ‘without leave standing a; — him. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, te whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5121) 
to correct the record of George McKinney, jr., baving considered the same, re- 


By rary Lg 

That „was enrolled August 23, 1861, in inte of E, Thirty- 
sixth Indiana” Velantere rtafintry, for thres years. After’ the bat of Shiloh he 
Was sent to Jefferson Barracks, Mo., sick. From Jefferson Barracks he was fur- 
loughed und sent home. Such farlough was from time to — 5 on account 
of his continued 2 until finally learning that he was reported on his e 
rolls as a deserter, he ff... i EN DEROA 
8 Tenn., June 25, 1863, under charge of desertion, for trial by court - mar- 


He as too ill for trial and remained in hospital until January, 1864, when brought 
to trial and found gay of absence without leave. He maintains that such ab- 
senso was purely the result of his disability, which was contracted in the service 
and 1 the fact that when he did return he was at once sent to hospital. After 
his trial the sentence of the court he returned to duty, and was finally mus- 
tered out t with his regiment in September, 1864. Your committee believe the sol- 
dier should be relieved of the charge and finding of absence without leave, but 
think he should not demand or 1eceive pay during his absence from his command, 
and would therefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding to the end of 
the hill: That this act shall not entitle such soldier to py or emolu- 
mana from August 18, 1862, to June 23, 1803; „and that tho word in 

line 6, be stricken out and the word “infantry” inserted in lieu thereof; and the 
words ‘‘to show him nce Tag Tag in service from the date of enlistment to date 
= muster ont, September 21, 1864. be striken out, commencing in line 7 of snch 


Your committee submit herewith 3 of the ae General and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill as amend 


Case of George (.) McKinney, ney, fr. eee Company E, Thirty-sixth Indi. 


RECORD AND Pexsrox Divisioy, April 2, 1890. 
3 1 MK ager Jt Ir. private Company E, ech ee ieee Infantry 
0) 


m August * h serve three years. hile sick at 
ato eral hospital, Jefferson Ba: Mo., with rheumatism, he was ene 
eae ys on May 19, 1862, this furlough was extended at Indianapo 


He failed to return a = easton of his extended furlough, and y Ea 
—— a deserter on July 
General Orders, No. 92, War Department, Adjntant-General's Office, dated J: — 
31 1 revoked all leaves and eens on August 11, 1862, and directed that 
all soldiers fit for duty, absent on August 18, 1 be regarded as deserters, un- 


less restored. The only excnses for — — after A 11.1 were to be: 
wounds 


First, order ar leave from the ae disabili 

received in service; and, third, disability from geen ia nE Par ET soldier unfit 
for military duty (but must be so sick that he can not visit places of amusement, 
mako soc! 1 oto. ). 

As this man had not rejoined his command on August 18,1862, he was dropped 
as a deserter on that date. 

Ho was received at Soldiers’ Home, 1 he June 23, 1863, and at 
Barracks No. 1, Louisy Ky., Jane 24, 1863, wit! “ a deserter from In- 
Sere Ind., and was sent to Nashville, Tenn., as a gh on June 25, 

He was arraigned before a eral court-martial convened at Whites 
on January 13, 1864, on the charge of desertion, Fr ing that after the expira- 
tion of a furlough granted him at St. Lonis, Mo. 9, a and which was re- 
newed at 5 Ind., be failed to report as s required said furlough ; was 
marked a deserter on August 18, 1862, in pursuance eral order from tho War 
Department, and did not rejoin hia company and ee until on 8 about Sep- 
tember 24, 1863. He was found not guilty of desertion, but of absence 
Without leave and sentenced to forfeit all pay and allowances ony m from the 
United 8 Sera the 18th of August, 1862, until the 23d day of June, 1863.” The 

om, ve gs, and sentence of the court were d proved and con- 
by Major- earal Stanley and published in General Orders, No, 22, head- 
quarters Fir Division, Fourth Army dated March 2, 1864. 

In view of the findings and sentence of the court-martial in the case of this sol- 

dier no charge of desertion stands inst his record, but he is considered as hav- 
been absent without leave from July 1, 1862, to June 23, 1863. 
o was mustered out with his company on September 21, 1864. 

The only explanation made by this man of his prolonged unauthorized absence 
is to the effect that he went home on furlough on account of lung trouble, result 
of measles; had his furlough renewed from Hmo to time, and finally got what ho 
supposed to bè a genuine discharge farlongh, whereupon he remained at home 
some months longer, but he finally learned rs he was marked as a deserter, and 
then he at once reported himself to military headquarters at Indianapolis, Ind. 

The conviction of this soldier of absence without leave by a general eourt-mar 
tial, the sentence being duly sparo and exeonted, is held to be a legal ba: 

* further action in the case by the War Department. 
espectfally submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army. 


ide, Tenn. , 


The SECRETARY OF Wan. 


The amendment reported by the con:mittee was agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. There is another verbal amendment. Strike out 
the word “cavalry” and insert the word “ infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


JOHN T. BALLARD. 


Mr. BREWER. Icall up for present eee the bill (H. 
R. 7010) granting a pension to John T. Ballard 
De ill was read, as follows: 


ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Pan Egan to place on the pension- sul t to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of John T, Ballard, late private of Com- 
pany F, Eighth Michigan Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Aor met to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7910) 
granting = a — to John T. Ballard, submit the fo! Teport: 


of the War Department it ree: that Jobn T. 1 
server! in . — Bl F, Eighth Michigan Volunteers, from April 1, 1865, to Sep- 
tember 22, 1 records furnjsh no evidence of any disability are the hos- 
pital records of the ment are not on file in the War 


Mr. Ballard filed a claim in the Pension Office on Angust 30, 1878 based upon 

oka re ayap and indigestion while in the service near Pulaski, 
enn., about Augast 1. 2 
His claim was specially examined = fin; disability dt by the Pension — on 

the ground of no record evidence of the d RA in — 1 * and failure to 

. — and all 5 tin rong of soldier hysician, 

2, of this ‘ace 0 sme ony ol s 
showing that he was sound at and before h: the S 


y of the 
assistant surgeon of his —— 5 man of * showing treatment 
in service for dysentery aren, obstinate character, of good ‘hich still still e at the time 


of discharge, and that of comrades in arms to the same effect. 
Continuance of said disability with indigestion from date of discharge to 1882 is 

fairly well shown, but the special examiner seemed to have had the habit of call- 

ing all testimony in favor of the claim as “biased in favor of claimant” and wat 

liable, and all sach throw: . er etd u 1 as “unbiased” and Span 

ble.“ It is claimed by the rein Baa i beak ian that all of the Ballard famil ied 

grew older were sufferers from 

yet neither he nor any of the other 3 — tnesses seen by the special examiner act 

— 8. that the soldier was a sufferer from such disease 

ment. 


The assistant surgeon made his affidavit in 1876; seven years 3 
cial examiner of the Pension Office calls on him, and because he could pagal 
remember the man, yet admits the genuineness of his affidavit and signature, 
throws said testimony aside, upon the 8 that he can not explain his affidavit. 
Reading the testimony as a hole and com paring it with 2 5 to bellows dati 
made ret fo he 3 examiner, would lead any intelligent soars to believe that it 
was th „and not the witnesses, who was biased 


examiner, 
8 medical examinations made between 1876 and 1882 3 that Mr. 
Ballard was suffering from chronic gastric catarrh, and evidence filed since shows 
continuance of the lity. 
Your committee are of the S opisa. that ne veces is sufficient to warrant 


fi ble consideration of the n ili, and therefore return the sam 
r that it do pass. eee 8 
The bill was ordered to be en for a third readin 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 
SARAH PHILLIPS, 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
6227) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit pee ete., That the Secretary of the Ione rs and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 5 
limitations of the —.— laws, the name of Samah 1 5 of — 
III., widow of Jonathan Phillips, late a soldier in the Seminole Indian war, at 
rate of $12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Parrett) is as follows: 

AD Committee on Pensions, to whom was 3 the bill (H. R. t- 


Robert Newton's company of 1 Tennessee Volunteers, Seminole 
served from January 31, 1 
In her petition for relief the claimant declares that she wa 
and dependent for her upon her children and u 
of 120 acres which is cultivated by her children; tha: 
died on the 2d day of April, 1857, of preamonia, gu 
which she believes ori while he was in 
that she still remains the widow of Jonathan Phillips. 
The claimant's identity as the widow of the soldier is established a, the sworn 
3 of Mary Cameron, who was present at their marriage and has known 


es since. 
© of the bill with the following amend- 


© committee recommend th 
ment: Strike out the word twelve, in * 8, and substitute in lieu thereof the 


word " eight,” it being the purpose of the committee to recommend a pension at 
$8 per month. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Saye Lask that the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee not to, but that the amount 
may be fixed at $12; and in support 07 that I want simply to say 
that this is an old lady eighty-four ieee of age; we have passed 
another bill to-night granting a lady of sixty-four years $12 a 
cow igs and I do not see any reason why a distinction should be 
made 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be hon, Se for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 


MICAGER HANCOCK. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I have a bill here 


one hundred and two years old, and wo 
The bill was read, as follows : 


erinduoed bY un pir, 


ting a pension to a man 
like RA have it considered. 


Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and direeted to è the name of Mi: a Hanedok on the pension. 
228 to the pension laws of the United Sta he being a soldier in the war 
0 


eat a A ge wr — J ” = = 7 
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The report (by Mr. Parrett) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2487) ting 
a pension to Micager Hancock, have considered the same and report as follows: 
our committee beg leave to rt that Mie Hancock was a soldier in the 
war of 1812, and entered the ce at Eagerry, „in the 7 or 1813. He 
served under Capt. Samuel Taylor, and fought at the battle of ton, in April, 
1813. It appears when the term of service was — 9 and the war was over that the 
beg “tee eved all bis men, and Hey were p tted to return home, 
facta appear in an affidavit made by the applicant. He is without cor- 
‘roborating testimony, and your committee have been compelled to rely u his 
statement as being true, it 3 vonched for by the affidavits of J. C. Brewer, 
L, N. Hollett, J. C. Bledsoa, J. B. Keeves, who are four of the most reputa- 
ble and well known citizens residing at Mr, Hancock's home, who testify that 
they have known him for thirty years and more, avd that he isa man of undoubted 
truth and veracity. Mr. OWEN, who is the Representative in Congress from that 
district, states that he has known the family for many years, and that they are 
thoroughly Se eer citizens, and are dee as among the most upright and 
circumspect y in their 5 Hancock is very poor. 

In view of tho fact that Mr. Hancock is one hundred and two years of age and 
is thus thoronghly indorsed, your committee believe that he is entitled to credi 
and aceept his statement as true, and therefore recommend that in lines 5 and 
the words "according to the pension laws of the United States be stricken out, 
and that at $25 per month be inserted, and thus amended that the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There is a verbal amendment in the name. It is 
rinted “Micagen” in the bill. It should be “Micager.” I ask that 
t be corrected in fhe body of the bill and also in the title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for athird read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

MYRON A. EASTMAN. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11040) 
to relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge of desertion. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and bo is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the War Department of the 
United States Army the charge ofdesertion now standing on said rolls and records 
against Myron A. tman, late of Company F, One hundred and seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and to grant to said party an honorable dis- 
bs N 


The report by (Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11049) to 
relieve Myron A. Eastman of the charge uf desertion, submit the following ny ede 

The official records show that this soldier was eurolled March 2, 1862, in Com- 
pany F, One hundred and seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to serve three years ; 
that he was captured at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa., July 1, 1863, and that he was 
sent to the parol camp at West Chester, Pa., on the records of which he is borne 
asa K. 

On June 21, 1883, he was reduced to the ranks from first on peel On January 
28, 1865, while a deserter at large, he re-enlisted at Detroit, Mich., under the name 
of Myron B. Phillips, was gned to Company G, Sixteenth Michigan Volun- 
teers, and served faithfully therein until mustered out with the company July 8, 
1805. 


The evidence shows that he was very young when he first enlisted, but a mere 
boy. That after e See, over a year he was promoted to be first ser- 
geant of his company. That soon thereafter he was reduced to the ranks for the 
accidental gory of hia gan. Several of his comrades swear thatit was purely 
an accident, and that the order reducing him to the ranks was cruel and unjust. 

T. F. McCoy, late colonel of the One hundred and seventh Pennsylvania Volan- 
tears, states 

Rosie | his absence on sick leave in June, 1863, the soldier was refluced to the 
ranks wh 


u were not allowed 
to load until the regiment went into action on the donble-quick. A fflant is satis- 
fied that if tha matter had been referred (as was usual with such offenses, to the 
major) to him, the soldier would not have been reduced; and furthermore that 
Eastman was a good soldier. 

Frank H. Wentz, late second lieutenant; P. H. pampos, late corporal; and J. 
E. Allen, late private, all of Company F, One hundred and seventh Pennsyl- 
vanis Volun in se te affidavits corroborated the soldier’s account of his 
treatment just prior to battle of Gettysburgh. 

After the soldier's reduction to the ranks he was captured during the battle of 
Gettysburgh, was paroled, and while at the parol camp at West Chester he was 
stricken with rheumatism and general debility, and his brother came and took him 
home. He was sick for a long time and unfit for duty. When he did finally re- 
cover he re-enlisted, as above stated, and served his country faithfully to the end 
of the war and received an honorable discharge, but under an assumed name, 

As ee by the record, this boy-soldier was unjustly treated. Feeling his 
humiliation deeply, sick in body, and sore at heart, he did not return to his regi- 
ment. But as soon as he recovered he did return to the service of his coun 
and has ever been a loyal and reputable citizen since that time. He served fai 
fully as a soldier for about two years. 

In war soldiers are compelled, on account of frail humanity, often to submit, 
scemingly, to hardships and oppressive discipline, and while such hardship and 
oppressive conduct on the part of those clothed with brief authority will not jus- 

Illegal acts on the part of the soldier and will not justify desertion, yet there 
may Dba csao exceptional in their natare which may not be justified and yet may be 
excusable. 

Your committee believe that only simple justice will be done to this soldier by 
removing or correcting the charge of desertion from his record, and by directing 
an pee yeaa to be granted to him, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage o $ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
3 it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
‘Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes by which the several 


bill were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes 
having arrived, the House stands adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m, 
to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


FRAUDS UPON THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


A communication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting facts 
and papers in answer to House resolution of August 16, 1890, reciting 
that frauds were charged to have been practiced upon the Post-Office 
Department by one Alexander J. Wedderburn—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer is hereby instructed to print in pamphlet 
form 5,000 copies of the bankrupt bill (H. R. 3316) as reported to the Senate from 
its Committee on the Judiciary ; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: f 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported with amendment the bill ofthe House (H. R. 7072) forthe relief 
of William G, Halpin, accompanied by a report (No. 3027)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8551) for the regu- 
lation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for 
the protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3028)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R, 11069) for the 
relief of Alfred Crayton, accompanied by a report (No. 3029)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FUNSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which were 
referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 10928) to provide for fixing a uniform standard of classi- 
fication and grading of wheat, corn, oats, barley, and rye, and for other 

urposes; an A 
A bill (H. R. 11468) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to es- 
tablish uniform grades for grain; 
reported, asa substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11895) to provide for es- 
tablishing a uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, ànd other 
grains, and for other purposes; which was read twice, and, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3030), referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. McCLAMMY; A bill (H. R. 11894) to provide for banks of 

deposit, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 
By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11901) to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to promote the industry of raising, decorticating, and un- 
gumming fibers from fibrous plants, and the manufacturing of the same 
into fabrics in the United States--to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Post- 
master-General to expend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages 
the system of the free-delivery service, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BREWER: A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Mary 
Buckland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 11897) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military records of Edward Roche, late of Company 
G, Eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committea on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11898) ting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11899) granting a pension te 
Phoebe A. Sisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 11900) for the relief of Matilda 
Grippen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of 87 persons and 80 representative in- 
dorsements from the Sixth Congressional district of New York, asking 
for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BREWER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mary Buck- 
land for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Bur- 
lington, N. J., for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COMSTOCK: Petition of 188 citizens of the Fifth Congres- 
sional district of Minnesota, in favor of a national Sunday-rest law— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of 59 citizens of Hancock County, Illinois, 
for a Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 219 citizens of the Sixth Congressional 
district of Illinois, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: Petition of Willis Boston, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Andrew J. Ingle, for the same relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of F, C. Harris, for same relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: Petition of Mrs. Amanda M. Carter. 
S. Carter, and 315 others, citizens of Grant County, Indiana, for a na- 
tional Sunday-rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROCK WELL: Petition of Matilda Grippen, for widow’s pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of U. S. Grant Post, 327, Grand Army 
of the Republic, opposing the removal of the remains of General Grant 
from their present resting-place—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 30, 1890, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a com- 
munication of the 28th instant from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, inclosing a draught of a joint resolution authorizing the transfer 
of certain appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the 
Treasury; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the officers of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., praying for 
the passage of the proposed law, or the substance of it, on the subject 
of the settlement of private land claims in that Territory, and repre- 
senting the great injury to society and progress there, owing to the un- 
settled condition of land titles. I move that the petition lie on the 
table, as the bill has been reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, I present a memorial in the nature of a protest from 
the colored people of Birmingham, Ala., and that vicinity, who met 
in mass meeting on the 15th of August, 1890, and who in their resolu- 
tions have preferred a request that I should present to the Senate this 
paper on behalf of the colored citizens of Birmingham, by Prince Rob- 
inson, chairman of the meeting, and the secretary. 

I will call attention to one of the resolutions to show the purpose of 
the memorial, after various preambles and recitals in regard to this 
matter: 

Resolved, That we, the colored people of Birmingham, Ala., in mass meeting 
assembled, do hereby enter our solemn protest against the passage of the said 
election bill. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, signed by 110 citizens ot Tennessee, praying 
for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of merchant tailors and cloth- 
ing manufacturers, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for such amendment 
of sections 392 and 396 of the McKinley tariff bill, in regard to woolens 
and worsteds and ready-made clothing, as will prohibit the free im- 


pein of made-up wearing-apparel; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented a petition with 172 individual signatures and 730 
representative indorsements of citizens of Ohio, praying for the passage 
of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a tion of 320 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of a S y-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. = 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 235 citizensof New York State,” 
praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Mary B. Cushing, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; and 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar- 


vey. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4352) for the relief of Basil Moreland, asked that 
the committee be discharged from its iurther consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9212) to relieve John J. Murphy from the 
charge of desertion, asked that the committee be from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. : 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through and a 
right to terminal grounds in the State of Washington to the Portland 
and Puget Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2174) to remove the charge of desertion 
from Ellery C. Folger, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the House concurrent resolution for printing 
the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 wi 
certain amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 


lution. 
The amendments of the Committee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on Printing will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, After the word printed, in the fourth line, 
strike out ‘‘twenty’’ and insert and bound sixteen; strike out 
ten“ in the fifth line and insert eight; and strike out eight in 
the sixth line and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring), That ofthe Report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889 there be printed and bound 
16,000 copies for the use of the House, 8,000 for the use of the Senate, and 20,000 
for the use of the Commissioner of Education. 7 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on its amendments to the concurrent 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the ; and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr, GoRMAN were appointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4362) granting a pension to 
Catharine A. Sharp; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4363) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Flat Woods, Braxton County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4364) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee o Pen. 
sions. 

REPORT OF AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the Senate to take up the report made by 

the Printing Committee about two days ago in favor of printing the 


+ 


annual report of the American Historical Society, which was laid over 
for some reason, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, being in 
order, the Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1947, a concurrent resolution 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoaR] authoriz- 
ing the printing of 4,500 extra copies of the report of the American 
Historical Society for the year 1889, If there be no objection, it will 
be read at length. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to sub- 
mit a report from the Committee on Indian Aflairs? 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is a matter of morning business. It will take 
but a moment. I do not see why these little things should be mixed 
up and made hash of. I shall be done in a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is mistaken in suppos- 
ing that this is morning business, It is on the Calendar like any other 
nent order. The resolution will be read at length, if there be no 


0 
“Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
Hoar, June 18, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of concurring), 
ted of the S of winch 1,000 copies ah oa oo? day ring 


— of the — — Tastitution and the American Historical Association. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Connecticut would ex- 

(as I believe the fact to be, but I should like it to go in the Rxo- 

ORD) whether this association has now by law some official connec- 
tion with the Smithsonian Institution, so that it will appear, if it be 
true, that this is not providing for printing the documents of a mere 
private society having no relations with the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The ional act of incorporation was approved 
January 4, 1889. The society had been in existence for four or five 
years before. Its object is pp to be: 


For the promotion of historical studies, the oar 47 and preservation of 
historical manuscripts, and for kindred purposes in the interest of American 
poy and of history ia n America. Said 8 is authorized to hold real 


That it is 2 7 3 to read. 

Said 3 shall . — annually to the Secretary of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution concerning ngs and the condition of historical study in 
America. Said Secretary shal oo communicate to Con the whole of such re- 
— or such portions f as — shall see — 1 he eee — Smith- 

ian Institution are authorized to permit association to de t its col- 

manuscripts, books, pamphlets, pod gees other material for h in the 

Smithsonian Institution or in Fhe National Museum, at their discretion, upon 
such conditions and under such rules as they shall prescribe. 

It will result in an exceedingly valuable collection of historical man- 
scripts, publications, etc., in the National rad i The association 
numbers hundreds of members, including every leading librarian or 
student of history in the United States, I think. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 


-in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 
A bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 
A bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos; 
A bill (II. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 
A bill (II. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas H. Bruce; 
A bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of "desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 
A bill BE R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 
A bill (II. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 
A bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of Eliza Pyle; 


5 1 5 | (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 
Tu F, R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt; 
A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Sarah Phillips 

ar tone 10 ie R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion 8 Frank 
A bill Il. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 
A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 
A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 


James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7910) granting a pension to John T. Ballard; 

(H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

(I. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W, Seely 
(H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to 9 E. 
(I. 
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ill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 
ill 12 R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; 

1 (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 
1 (H. R. 8640 granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 
. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 
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A bill Cir ie 9988) granting» pocbioa to ht Alexander Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O'Conner, 
now Sullivan; 

A bill . R. 9298 granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 3 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill u R. 9617) to relieve John Davis of the charge of desertion 


and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H (H. R. 4 granting a pension to John Grace; 

A bill (H. R. 9934 granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A pill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10355) gra granting a pension to Mrs, Louisa M. Gordon; 
A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 


A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, 
late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers, in the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11040) to relieve Myron A, Eastman of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink; 

A bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of ‘Tenneascee, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and crews of the 
B whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and 


Euro 

A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Neptuno; 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black; 

A bill (H. R.1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill 2 R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr. 

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the estate of David B. Sanders, 


deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain, and others; 

4 bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heir of Mark Davis, deceased; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, 
known us the Bowman act.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft; 

A bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; and 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
OTREMAN gan x 

A bill ting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (8. matt or the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee; 

A bill 8 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
Robert J. Baugness; 

A bill (S. 757) granting increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

A bill (8. 998) to remove the charge of sree array from the record of 
William H. Fenton; 

A bill (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 

A bill (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner; 

ill (S. 1356) granting increase of pi nsion to Daniel H. Kent; 

ill (S. 72 50 granting relief to Samnel D. Harper; 

ill (S. 1524) granting a pension to lena Holmes; 

ill (S. 1554) granting a pension to Jiveline A. Noyes; 

ill (S. 1702) granting a pension to }‘ozalia Junk; 

ill (S. 1703) granting a pension to etsey Mansfield; 

ill (S. 1928) for the relief ot Henrictta E, Boggs; 

ill (S. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 
iam Hance; 

bill (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 

A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 

A bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, IH., a port of delivery i in the cus- 
toms collection district of New Orleans; and 

A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary S. Miller. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
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Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 


s 
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The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to strike out 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR POST-OFFICE EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Task the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 
me to have a small bill passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will lead to no discussion I will yield. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is a small bill and will take but a moment. I 
ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10086) 
granting leaves of absence to clerks and employés in first and second 
class post-offices. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside to enable him to obtain consideration of the bill indicated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that considerably explained 
before I shall be ready to vote for it. It may be right, but it is a pretty 
large subject and a very new one. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill was passed by the other House and is 
recommended by the Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that it was passed by the other House he- 
cause it is entitled a House bill, but I certainly 

Mr. McMILLAN. It provides that clerks A first and second class 

ffices shall have a leave of absence of fifteen days. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that starts in on the operation of procuring 
extra help in all these offices all over the country for that period of 
time. In some of the great cities undoubtedly in some way there 
should be some leave of absence fairly given, but to apply it every- 
where, it appears to me, will cost a great deal, I think the post-office 
in the town where I live would fall in that class; Lam quite sure of it. 
The gentlemen who are concerned in that office get quiteas much leave 
and quite as much rest, and perhaps more than young gentlemen em- 
ployedin other ocenpations in the same town 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this bill gives rise to any discussion I shall have 
to object toits consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking just now. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall havesomething to say on the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I shall interpose an objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to finish my sentence if I can. I believe 
the bill was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I was about to conclude by saying that this mat- 
ter deserves a good deal ot consideration. There are some aspects of it 
that commend themselves to my sense of what is fair and just, and per- 
haps necessary for the health of the clerks in the great cities, unless the 
force is sufficiently large to enable them to have a day or a week off, as 
the clerks in stores and other occupations do. 

But to return to my own city, where I know something about it, be- 
lieving as I do that that post-office, which has a large income, falls 
within the clause (and for this purpose it does not make much differ- 
ence whether it does or not), the clerks employed in that office have quite 
as easy a time and quite as much time to restas the other young gentle- 
men and ladies employed in honorable and honest occupations about the 
town, and geta great deal more pay. Therefore it requires some con- 
sideration tosee whether this thing as it stands ought to go. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Isuppose, then, the bill will go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Dots the Chair understand that there 
isobjection to the request of the Senator from Michigan that the unfin- 
ished business be informally laid aside and this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. TI object to its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that we had as well take the little time that it would require to con- 
sider this bill as to consume it in a call of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We must havea call of the Senate if we proceed 
with this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the Senate 
resumes consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee, I take it, will under- 
stand my reasons forinterposing an objection. The Senator from Texas 
gave notice that the consideration of the bill would lead to discussion, 
and I felt obliged under the agreement or understanding we have to 
make an objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, If we are to come toa vote at this time, I should 
think the Senate ought to be fuller. If any one is ready to take the 
floor, of course I have no suggestion to make and nothing to say. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go ahead with the tariff bill, because we 
should have to divide on the other question. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SHEBOYGAN, WIS. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to yield to 
me a moment to enable me to ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 
4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 


aside. 
Mr. SPOONER. If the bill elicits debate, which I do not think it 
will, I shall not press it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

-There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. G. FETHERSTONE. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will yield to me, 
I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pen- 
sion to J. G. Fetherstone. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may beinformally laid 
sop to enable him to ask the consideration of the bill indicated by 

m. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committeeof the Whole, 
proceeded toconsiderthe bill. It proposes to place on the pension-rolls 
the name of Jesse G. Fetherstone, latea private in Fletcher’s First Ten- 
nessee Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LITTLE TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider at this time a little House bridge bill. It is Order of Business 
1957, House bill 8523. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 


aside to enable him to ask forthe consideration of the bill (H. R. 8523 3 


to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Little Tennessee 
River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 5 
19th of August approved and signed the act (S. 3329) authorizin 
city of Charleston to open Concord street through the grounds the 
United States in that city. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 28th of 
August approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 276) providing for leave of absence for officers and em- 
ployés in the customs service of the Government who receive per diem 
compensation; 

An act (S. 3127 amending an act enitled An act to constitute Lin- 
coln, Nebr., a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act 
of June 10, 1830, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate’ transportation of dutiable goods, and tor other purposes,’ to 
the said port of Lincoln; 

An act (S. 3163) to reorganize and establish the customs collection 
district ot Puget Sound; 

Joint resolution (S. E. 71) directing the Librarian of Congress, the 
librarian of the Senate, the librarian of the House of Representatives, 
and the librarian of the Department of Justice, respectively, to deliver 
extra or duplicate copies of law books to thè law department of the 
Howard University; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) extending the privilege of the Library of 
Congress to the members and secretary of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and the Chief of Engineers of the Corps of Engineers United 
States Army. 

The message further announced that the President had, on the 29th 
of August, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 388) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the record of Noyes Barber on the rolls of the Navy Department; 

An act (S. 4335) to change the time of the sessions of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Missouri; 

An act (S. 2661) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize foot 
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, 
in the State of Minnesota,” approved July 5, 1884; 

An act (S. 2979) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at some accessible point between the mouth of the 
Illinois and the mouth of the Missouri Rivers; 

An act (8, 3795) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River by the Oregon Railway Extensions Company; 

5 8 (S. 2780) for the relief of James Lansburgh and Julius Lans- 
urgh; 
rie act (S. 973) granting an increase of pension to Virginia L. M. 


Ewing; 

An act (S. 1740) granting a pension to Mary J. Welch, an army nurse 
in the late war; 

An act (S. 510) granting a pension to John W. Reynolds; 

An act (S. 775) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

An act (S. 916) granting a pension to Mary E. Harney; 

An act (S. 1203) granting a pension to Miss Margaret Stafford Worth; 

An act (S. 1256) granting a pension to James A. Myers; 

An act (S. 1732) granting a pension to Nancy A. Thornton; 
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act (S. 2043) granting a pension to Edgar M. Cherry; 
S. 2366) granting a pension to Florida Kennerly; 
S. 2698 ting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 
t (S. 3101) granting a pension to Anne Rodgers Macomb; 
8 3177) granting a pension to Ursula Lucretia Haight; 
(8. 3194) granting a pension to Joseph H. Scoopmire; and 


and Marco Aurelia; E 5 
An act (S. 2594) providing for an inspection of meats for exportation, 
prohibiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or drink, and 


authorizing the President to make proclamation in certain cases, and 
for other pu ; s 
An act (S. 3714) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands 


to the more complete endowment and support of the colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts, established under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862; 

An act (S. 848) granting a pension to Mary J. Eadie; 

An act (S. 2976) granting a pension to Mary L. Bradley, formerly 
Mary L. Smith, who served as a nurse in the war of the rebellion; 

An act (S. 314) for the relief Mary B. Le Roy; 

An act (S. 2832) for the relief of Jesse H. Strickland; 

An act (S. 2859) for the relief of Caroline Baker Stevens, relictof the 
late Col. Robert J. Stevens and daughter of the late Col. Edward D. 


Baker; 

An act (S. 1502) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; 

An act (5.2036) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
B 


uchanan; À 
An act (S. 2066) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 
lis: 


ro! 

An act (S. 3064) to establish a fog-signal at or near the Cuckold’s 
Island, at the entrance to Booth Bay Harbor, otherwise known as Town- 
send Harbor, Maine; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing that nothingin the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill shall be construed to interrupt the pub- 
lication of the reports of the International American Conference. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11120) 
providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Featherstone; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 
Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relicve destitution therein. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to move that the Senate take 
a recess until 1 o’clock. I have important business at the Depart- 
ments which has been lingering now for several weeks on account of 
the pressure of the tarift bill, and other Senators have the same, and I 
think it entirely too much to ask of us that we sacrifice our health and 
convenience and everything else in order that this puttering work may 
be done while hunting and waiting for a quorum to come in when we 
have got to get a quorum in the usual process; and unless the Senator 
in esires to proceed with the tariff bill now, I shall ask that the 
Senate take a recess so as to enable some of us to attend to other impor- 
tant accumulated work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to be in the nature of an objection, although he has 
taken a peculiar way to express it. I will, therefore, ask that the reg- 
ular order be proceeded with. 

Mr. BLAIR. I it is desired to go on with that bill, of course that 


is more important. 
The Senator from Rhode Island calls 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for the regular order, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H, R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other pu 

Mr, ALDRICH. I will say that I hope that we may conclude the 
consideration of the pending schedule to-day with the purpose of tak- 
ing up the sugar schedule on Monday; and I also give notice that on 
Monday I shall ask the consent of the Senate that a recess be taken 
from half past 5 until 8 o'clock for the three days remaining 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am fearful the Senator is not heard. I hear 
him, but I do not think others do, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I was stating that on Monday I should ask that 
consent be given for the remaining three days to be devoted to general 
debate on this bill, namely, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday of next 
week; that a recess be taken from half past 5 to 8 o’clock each day, 
and that the evening sessions be devoted to debate exclusively. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 84, line 15, after the figures 357,” 
strike out the remainder of page 84, page 85, page 86, page 87, and down 
to and including the word ‘‘ prescribe,” in line 5, on page 88, being 
paragraphs 357 to 369, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
having been once read, the further reading will be waived, if there be 
no objection. Is the Senate ready for the question on the motion to 
strike out? 

Mr, VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
who offered the amendment is not now present, and I think he had 
some further observations to make, 

Mr. ALDRICH. He can make them farther on in the schedule just 
as well. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Can not we proceed with the consideration of 
some other parts of the schedule until the Senator from Kentucky 
comes in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that course being taken if 
it is agreeable to Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is just as well to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the read- 
ing of the bill will proceed, beginning with paragraph 370, on page 88, 
and the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky will be 
informally passed over without prejudice, the yeas and nays having 
been ordered upon it. 

Mr. McPHE N. Ihave no objection, so faras Iam concerned, to 
the vote being taken if it is desired by gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber, but I think it better that the Senator from Kentucky 
should be here. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Kentucky is not here, and he 
probably desires to be here before this vote is taken. 

Mr. HALE, If the clerks can be persuaded to read on with the bill 
we can make some progress, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion EI. the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Car- 
LISLE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky is now in the Senate 
Chamber, and if he desires to be heard further he can proceed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] has been recognized as entitled to the floor. 3 

Mr. DANIEL. - If the Senator from Kentucky desires to make any 
remarks I will yield. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have no disposition to prolong the discussion, so 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire to 
submit some remarks upon the effect ot the high tariff upon wool, and 
to show, as I think I can, that some gentlemen who have spoken on 
this subject have wrongfully attributed the decline of the price in wool 
and the decrease in the numberof sheep to the tariff of 1883. If the 
facts and which we have submitted to us in the various reports, 
agricultural and manufacturing, upon the subject of wool prove any- 
thing, they seem to me to demonstrate that the high tariff upon wool 
and woolens is a complete failure. Ifit was designed to stimulate the 
growth of American manufactures of woolen, it has failed. If it was 
designed to increase the number of American sheep and the cultivation 
of flocks, it has failed. If it was designed to increase the wool clip of 
the United States, it has failed. If it was designed to decrease the 
prices of wool, it has succeeded. 

THE HIGH TARIFF OF 1867 DECREASED THE PRICE OF AMERICAN oO. ? 

In 1883, when the tariff of that year was under discussion, I find in 
the RECORD of February 7, 1883, theseremarks from the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]: ` 

The State of Ohio produces 25,000,000 pounds of wool, far more than any other 
State in the Union. It is not By lates flocks and herds, as in California and 
Texas, but almost every tarmer a flock of sheep averaging about one hun- 
dred in number, and from these they A r fine wools that are now most 
valuable tocommerce, to the amount of 25,000,000 pounds, Under the operations 
of the existing law the price of wool has gradually gone down, Upto 1866 the 
wool-growers and the wool-manutacturers were in a state of perpetual war 
with each other, the wool-manufacturers insisting that there ought to be no 
duty on wool, and the wool-growers insisting that there ought to be a duty upon 


wool to co nd with that on manufactured goods. They finally reconciled 
nrg — 1866, and the Tariff Commission, in speaking of that important 
fact, say t = 


The law fixing these duties was passed in 1867, with the approbation of the 
entire body of producers, so far as any E Riera could be secured, and the wis- 
dom which guided its promoters has found substantial vindication in the growth 
of sheep husbandry during the past fifteen years.” 


The Senator from Ohio continued: 


In the table which I have now before me it is shown that in 1867 the price of 
woo! was 51 cents a pound, in 1870 it was 46 cents a pound, in 1875 it was 43 cents 
a pound, in 1880, w! was an abnormal year, 48 cents a pound, but to-day I 


am told these wools are sold in Ohio at from 36 to 40 cents a pound. So the re 
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sult of the policy of protecting the wool-growers has been, as it is in all indus- 
tries, to grad y reduce the price. 

Here, Mr. President, attention may be well fixed to the two theories 
that the Republican party hold upon the subject of the tariff on wool. 
We find the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Nevada and 
various other gentlemen who coincide with them in opinion most 
strenuously insisting that we shall place a higher tariff than that now 
existing upon the raw wool, while we find another school side by side 
with them insisting also that we shall place a high tariff there—the one 
for the purpose of protecting the wool-growers of the United States and 
increasing the price of their wool, the other declaring that in this case, 
as in all industries, the effect of the high tariff lox beer, and is now, 
operative to decrease the price of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator from Virginia say the ef- 
fect of it was ? 

Mr. DANIEL. In my opinion the effect of the high tariff has been 
to decrease the price of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then, Mr. President, it has been the contention 
on the other side of this Chamber all the while that there should be no 
protective tariff upon wool because it increased the price of raw ma- 
terials and therefore increased the price of clothing to the poor people 
and consumers of this country. According to the Senator’s theory 
now, the effect of a high tariff is to reduce the price of the mannfact- 
ured article by giving raw material cheap. 

THE GREAT VARIETY OF WOOL, 

Mr. DANIEL. Not by any means. 1 will answer the suggestion 
of the Senator from Oregon, which I recognize to be entirely pertinent, 
and I think when the subject is discussed it will be shown that the 
‘tariff on wool and woolens is sui generis, it is altogether peculiar, and 
you can not conjecture from the effect of a tariff on a specific article 
that stands out by itself isolated from others what it will be when ap- 
plied to a sabject of such infinite variety and produced under such an 
infinite variety of circumstances as is the raw wool. 

Mr. George William Bond, of Boston, who is an expert upon the sub- 
ject of wool, was a few years ago employed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment to make samples for appraisers, and in making these samples he 
produced one hundred and thirty varieties of the raw wool, and all the 
manufacturers of wool informed Congress in all the various ways in 
which they can approach the subject that it isin the commixtureof this 
large variety of wools and in the capacity of the manufacturer to as- 


semble them together and select out of them the particular variety that 
may be needed for a particular purpose in which consists the supe- 
riority of position of foreign manufacturers of wool over the American. 


THE COMMIXTURE OF WOOLS NECESSARY TO SUPPORT MANUFACTURES, AND MAN- 
UFACTURES NECESSARY TO SUPPORT THE MARKET. 


Now I think, sir, that the Senator from Oregon will at least appre- 
ciate what is our conception of the subject, whether he may concur in 
it or not, when he remembers that the woolen manufacturers of Eng- 
land, the woolen manufacturers of Germany and of the continent of 
Europe, can assemble their materials of raw wool for any kind of article 
they wish to produce from all quarters of the globe absolutely free, 
and thus selecting the raw material which is to be embodied into the 
manufactured goods at bottom prices, they are enabled thereby to cre- 
ate a market for all manner of wool from the different countries, to 
produce activity in their manufacturing trade, and, with better prices 
for the raw material than we can afford to pay under this high tariff, 
to produce a cheaper net result in cheaper fabrics for the people to 
wear. 


PRICES OF AMERICAN WOOL LOWER UNDER HIGH TARIFF THAN UNDER FREE 
TRADE. ` 


Now, Mr. President, I shall develop the thought that I have on this 
subject by endeavoring to prove one fact after another.. In the first 
place, then, I contend that the high tariff on wool and woolens has de- 
creased the price of raw wool. I first give in evidence of that fact the 
concessions of Republican statesmen of high rank. I give also the opin- 
ion as expressed by the Superintendent of the Census, Mr. R. P. Porter, 
who is the proprietor of the New York Press, and who states in a recent 
issue of that journal that the price of wool is now cheaper than it was 
under free trade, and who, like the Senator from Ohio, deduces the con- 
clusion that it is the effect of the high tariff to bring about that result. 


THE DECLINE IN PRICE OF AMERICAN WOOL NOT CAUSED BY THE TARIFF OF 1883. 


Then, Mr. President, I produce from the Statistical Abstract of 1889 
the prices of fleece wool, fine, medium, and coarse, from the year 1824 


to the year 1890, and here I would ask the attention of the Senator ` 


from Oregon and of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that the 
decline in the price of raw wool was not produced by the tariff of 1883, 
which was lower, but followed upon the tariff of 1866 and 1867, which, 
it is contended, stimulated the production of wool and woolen manu- 
factures. Iask, Mr. President, to insert this entire table as it is an 
instructive one, and I will read a few figures from it: 


No. 205.—Prices of fine, medium, and coarse washed fleece wool in the New York market for the months of January, April, July, and October of each 
year from 1824 to 1890, inclusive. 


{From Mauger & Avery’s Annual Wool Circular, ] 


| 
Year. | 


Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. 
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April. July. | October. 
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No. 205.—Prices of fine, medium, and coarse washed fleece wool, ete.—Continued. 


RBESBRESSeaseracaugssa! 
SBRSSRSESSARRERSL AUS! 


À Nors.—Wool, owing to its wide variety, difference in 
which apply to prodacts which may be dealt in as futures.“ For these reasons 


Fine. 


Cents. | Cents. | Cents. |. Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. Cents. 
4 8 | a| e] w| | G| e 58 
666 wl 9 7 22 7 | 68] 0 87 
s s| 84 % 48} 44] „33 47 
47 8% e |e 47 
a) 514] 582 46 sa| s| 4% 4 50 42 
42 46 49 40! % 2 -srl 40 33 

„ s] 40| 33% Sol a| 7 8 mi 35 
33 10 3 35] 2 2s 32) 35] 37 32 
2 3 34] E f 38] wl 1 48 33 
43 2 32 46) % 2 42 
43 40 44 7 42 44% 2% 43] 46 36 
2 el s| 3% 2 s| aj 2 34 
33; 44] u| z| w| aj | s| 40 34 
31 3] 2 “a| s| 34] 30] S| 34 30 
æ} 32] z| | |- z| z| B| 5 32 
32 3 311 %% spo 3| 2| | æ 21 
| 3 37] 2 „ 34 
33] 3st] 34} E 2] 93] 31] 31] 36 31 
35 a| a| s| | sa| B| 7 31 
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character and condition, liability to shrink in cleaning, is precluded from speculative o oe, 


the prices of wool are not liable to ihe sume changes as cotton, wh 


Thus it will be seen the price of fine wool fell from 70 cents per j nor as positive as it had been during the same number of years when 


pound in 1886 to 44 cents in 1882, medium wool from 65 to 46 cents in 
the same period, and coarse 50 to 47. In 1879, with the high tariffin 
full operation, fine wool had fallen to 34 cents, medium to 35, and 
coarse to 32. 

This fall of fine wool from 70 to 34 cents a pound took place under 
that high tariff of 1867, which was eulogized yesterday afternoon by the 
Senator from Massachusetts as one that had p produced such good re- 
sults, and now in 1890 the price of the same order of wool is 33 cents 
a pound, maintaining just about the same position that it had under 
the tariff of 1866-67. 

Mr. President, you follow this table through all its diversities 
and ramifications through various years and different seasons of the 
year, and it discloses and demonstrates the fact that under the high 
tariff of 1867, it is true, as was alleged by the Senator from Ohio in 
1883, that the price of wool had gradually declined. 

UNDER HIGH TARIFF THE NUMBER OF SHEEP DECREASED, 

How is it respecting the number of sheep? ‘The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yesterday afternoon contended that under the tariff of 1867 
from year to year the number of sheep had ually increased for 

years, and he attributed the recent falling off in the number of eee 
in the United States to the tariff of 1883. I do not so read the figures 
before me, Mr. President. From an extract from the report of 3 Ag- 
ricultural Department I beg to present these figures: 


Whole number of a, in United States, in the years given progi as by 
Agricultural oy ay 1 89,385,355 ; 1877, 35,804,200 ; 1879, 38,123,800 ; 1 pn 
; by census, 42,192,074; 1581, 45,016,224; 1883, 49,237,291 ; 1881. 50,626, 
„ 50,880,243 ; 1886, 48,322,331; 1887, 44,759,314 ; 1888, 42,599,079. | 
Mr. Warner says in the pene ae which I get these figures: 
There are not one-third as — Do sh pt in aie Eng land to-day as were 


kept there in 1840. The figu or 180. 7.2550 085 for 1887. In 
the Middle States there = . n similar fall ng of, fro frome 7, 408,557 in 1810 to 
082. In the Western and Southern States ‘has been a considerable 


2,968, 

increase in the period Were N ee 8 the pas 
there bas been a decrease e there, so that the total number of sheep in the 
ei Gin iest 1887 was 14,790,314, as against 48,322,331 the previous year, and 50,- 


is an industry that is growing on the een! lands of the South 

and Wast, aa decreasing on the more fruitful lands of North. Nothing 

but a distorted i nation can make a sectional question out of this, and none 

but a political shepherd can j to the abolition of the duty on wool and a 
consequent cheapening of clothes, 

It is true that in the course of a few years after 1883 the number of 

sheep did begin to decline, but the declination was not as continuous 


t half dozen years 


the tariff of 1867 was in complete operation. 

Mr. President, let us look at the operation of this high tariff of 1867 
upon the sheep of various Commonwealths. We all know that in New 
England and in the Atlantic States sheep have so far declined that the 
cultivation of flocks is no longer regarded, at least in New England, as 
a considerable item of agricultureor commerce, But let us look atthe 
state of affairs in some of the great Commonwealths of agriculture, 


DECREASE OF SHEEP UNDER HIGH TARIFF INX OHIO, MICHIGAN, PENNSYLVANIA, 
NEW YORK, INDIANA, ILLINOIS, WISCONSIN, AND IOWA. 


Take the State of Ohio, for instance. In 1866 there were 6,588,000 
sheep; in 1867, 7,159,000; in 1869, 6,300,000; in 1877, ten years after 
this high tariff had been in effect, there were 3,900, 000; in 1878, 
3,700,000; in 1879, 4,040,000; in 1880, 4,243,000. 

How can any logical mind reach the conclusion that this high tariff 
on wool and woolens has been productive of benefit either in mat- 
ter of price to the American wool-producer or in the increase of the 
number of sheep, when immediately under its operation you see both 
undergo a positive decline? If any deduction can be drawn from the 
fact as thus unfolded, must it not be the deduction that under the 
operation of these laws some element had been introduced into our 
country’s affairs which produced injuries to the industries or to the 
enterprises which had suffered such injurious decline? 

How was it in the great sheep-producing State of Michigan? In1866 
there were 3,473,000 sheep; in 1880 there were but 1,930,000. The 
high tariff, if a tariff is concluded to be a matter that is a factor in this 
business, has more than decimated the Michigan flocks. How was it 
in Pennsylvania? In 1866 there were 3,230,000 ; in 1880 there 
were 1,632,000; or more than half had passed away. n New York in 
1866 there were 5,117,000; in 1880 there were 2,338,000. In Indiana 
in 1866 there were 2, 783, 000, and in 18801, 029,000. In Illinois in 1866 
there were 2,446,000; in 1880 there were 1,155,000. In Wisconsin 
there were 1,260,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 1,329,000. In 
Iowa there were 1,950,000 in 1866, and in 1880 there were 463,000, or 
two-thirds had disap; 

So I might follow this ont from year to year, and it tells its one tale. 
Under the high tariff of 1867 the number of sheep in the United States 
continually declined, and in the great wool-producing States it partic- 
ularly declined. 

‘ie ask leave to present that talle in full in my remarks. ` It isas fol- 

WS: 


Number of — in the several Slates named at the given dates, as nate in the 2 States 8 Kepari 


Michigan 

Pennsylvan 

New York.. 
diana... 


1866. | as. 1879 1880. 
— | 

052 177 | 6,300,000 000 000 | 4,040, 000 616 
3473: ors 767 2 83 371 2100 0 | 1 750, 000 1, 820, 000 Leon 857 
3, 230, 440 568 | 3,045,581 | 1,607,000 | 1,607,600 | 1,630,000 | 1,632, 807 
5,117, 143 005 | 4,247,359 | 1,897,700 | 1,518,100 | 2,121,000 | 2,338, 148 
2, 783, 967 870 | 2,622,780 | 1,175,700 | 1,092,700 | 1,039,500 | 1,029,570 
2, 446, 081 O72 | 2,380,694 | 1,258,500 | 1,258,500 | 1,089,000 | 1,155,232 
1, 260, 900 338 | 1,749,104 | 1,151,100 | 1,323,700 | 1,313,090 | 1,329,261 
1,950, 752 425 2 2.211 | 1,080,500 | "s60,000| 448,000 463, 488 
222 | 26,231,130 | 14, 709, 800 | 12, 898, 600 | 13,527,500 | 14, 122,778 
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Number of sheep in the several States named at the given dates, as stated in the United States Agricultural Reports—Continued. 


r r eyeaee AF4SES sperra derese ESO EEIEN verts TEEN sesweeeee eeeweeeen eeu eee 


DECREASE OF OUR WOOL CLIP. 


I pass from the number of sheep to the wool clip of the United States, 
and I produce from a pamphlet written by Mr. John De Witt Warner 
the wool clip of the United States and the wool clip of the older States 

from 1866 to 1888. In this table it appears that there has been a con- 
tinuous decline in the value of the wool clip of the United States and 
in the wool clip of the older sheep-producing States, 


The wool clip of the United States, in pounds, 


Clip of older Total clip of 
Years. Bates | United States, 
120, 000, 000 137,000, 000 
140, 000, 000 160, 000, 000 
150, 000, 000 177,000,000 
135, 000, 000 162, 250, 000 
130, 000, 000 163, 000, 000 
110, 000, 000 146, 000, 000 
120, 000, 009 160, 000, 000 
125, 000, 000 174, 000, 000 
120, 000, 000 178, 000, 000 
125, 000, C00 193, 000, 000 
112, 500, 000 198, 250, 000 
120, 000, 000 208, 250, 000 
125, 000, 000 211, 000, 000 
133, 000, 000 232, 500, 000 
148, 000, 000 240, 000, 000 
164, 000, 000 272, 000, 000 
166, 500, 600 290, 000, 000 
177, 500, 000 300, 000, 000 
` 180, 000, 000 208, 000, 000 
f 165, 000, 000 302, 000, 600 
336... 160, 000, 000 285, 000, 000. 
1887... 162, 500, 000 269, 000, 000 
rT REPELLENTS COPE EE LT HOG HTN BT A 260, 000, 000 
On examining these figures— A 
Says the commentator— 


it will be seen that there was a notable increase in the wool clip both of the 
whole United States and of the older States in 1867 over 1866, and in 1868 over 
1887: but after 1808 


At which time the high tariff of 1867 must have had time to get in 
full sway— 


there was a falling off every year till 1871, and the product of 1868 was not again 
reached till 1874. That is to say, under the fostering care of the tariff the pro- 
duction of wool in the United States absolutely d ed, or did not increase, 
for six years. The country grew and expanded in all other directions, but its 
wool industry stood still. 


DECREASE OF MANUFACTURES UNDER HIGH TARIFF, 


So, Mr. President, if you look at the number of cards which were 
employed in the manufacture of wool in the United States—and I 
produce here a table showing them in 1870 and 1880—you will see in 
the various States a steady decline. 


We are going through— 
As is remarked by this writer 


We are going through the same experience we had sixty-four yearsago. By 
the tariff of 1824 there was OO E TEOT par cent. to 33} cent. on 
woolens, 20 per cent. on raw wool costing over 10 cents per pound, and 15 per 
cent. on raw wool costing under 10 cents per pound. The following is the re- 
sult as told 8 William Bond (the protectionist ee s 

“Anticipat gua in spus of the duty upon the raw s, this. protec- 
tion would make the woolen manufacture remunerative, the erection of woolen 
mills steadily increased; but protection thus gained was checkmated by Great 
Britain expressly to retain the business of this country, * * * lessedly 
for this purpose she soon after reduced the duty on raw wool from 6d. to 
ld. and r to half-penny per pound, while in this country foreign wool 
was subjected to a duty of Mpercent, * * The elip ot the country (United 
States) was stil! insufficient. The importation of wool and woolens continued 
under a tariff. which was only nominally protective. Sooner br later nearly all 
of them (manufacturers) failed, and their agents were obliged to take posses- 
sion under the mortgagees—many of whom soon went through the same ex- 


ence. 

History is repeating itself. That the woolen industry was not prosperous 
after our tariff was in 1867 sufficiently appears from the following figures 
taken from the census. 


f 
5 


511 5,000,036 | 4. 900, 035 4,562,913 | 4,065, 880 
752 2.412,42 | 2, 964,174 2,156,127 2.134.134 
41 1,719,236 | 1,486,857 1, 094, 223 935, 646 
332 1,732,332 | 1,697, 685 1,579,856 | 1,548,496 
111,516 1,145,084 | 1,122! 182 1,034,091 | 1. 420,000 
026,702 1,126,903 | 1,093,101 925, 201 773, 468 
350, 175 1, 338, 463 | 1, 252, 947 1,072,544 793, 146 
6st 497, 161 | 172,303 425, 498 540,700 
999, 882 12, 211, 076 

7, 558, 461 4,761,831 | 5,659,451 

5,892,911 | 6,069,699 | 5,462,728 | 3,655, 000 


10,224,559 | 8,015,461. 


Number and capacity of cards used in the manufacture of woolen goods in 
each State and Territory of the United States in 1870 and 1880. 


1880. 
States and Territories. 
Daily ea- 
pacity. 
Pounds. Pounds. 
Alabama. 2⁴ 1,836 1,200 
Arkansas .... 17 1,448 2,860 
California... 46 8,000 7, 240 
Connecticut... 600 70,085 50,055 
wenre. -seceseee 30 2,475 1,700 
— 1 GO r 
72 5, 4 3,713 
Illinois. 250 21, 302 10, 678 
Indiana.. 346 32,487 18, 445 
Iowa. 199 19, 482 4,420 
Kansas 24 1,270 80 
Kentucky. 208 17,768 14, 737 
— 12 800 t.. — 
:::. — 331 33,020 $0, 530 
Maryland... 60 4,158 2,870 
Massachusetts. 1,357 159, 484 175, 539 
igan. 116 11,430 4, 680 
9 2,105 2, 236 
1, 405 1,635 
21, 162 18,275 
44. 550 37,304 
10,700 27,065 
10 OEE EEREN 
84,470 50,735 
5, 698 5,320 
28, 376 14.000 
3.855 2,235 
140, 262 172, 468 
e 64, 639 54,028 
1,458 790 
9 10, 807 &, 450 
9 1,555 250 
Utah. 1,475 1,560 
18,070 16,798 
8,011 5,085 
8 250 
5,313 
)) 6. 390 
r 754. 000 


IMPORTATIONS OF WOOL. 


Furthermore, Mr. President, this high tarifon wool has not checked 
the importations of foreign articles. The fact that this high tariff on 
wool has not checked the importations of foreign articles demonstrates 
most conclusively that a commixture of the foreign article is necessary 
to the utilization of our own wool. We produce in round numbers 
something like 250,000,000 pounds of wool per annum, We need and 
are obliged to get, in order to clothe our people, about 350,000,000 pounds 
more, 

A few days ago, when discussing the question of the tariff on sugar, 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] called my attention to the 
fact that we could not produce enough sugar in the United States for 
the use of our on people; that the home product supplied but about 
10 per cent.; and he concluded that it was wise and just to take the 
tariff off sugar and make it free, because this country did not produce 
and could not produce, as he concluded, enough for the use of our en- 
ue population; The same identical situation is presented in the case 
of wool. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will allow me to suggest that in 
the case of sugar we only produce about 10 per cent. of the whole 
amount consumed in this country, and in the case of wool in 1883 we 


produced about 80 per cent. of the consumption in this country, and 
with the farther belief that if the wool industry is ly encour- 
aged we could produce the whole amount consumed in this country, 


about 600,000,000 pounds. 
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Mr. DANIEL. The same belief that is expressed by a few wool 
men is expressed by the sugar men in Kansas who want beet sugar, 
and of New Orleans and Louisiana, who want cane sugar, and of Cali- 
fornia and all other localities where they are clamoring for the same 
kind of protection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As a matter of fact, we never haye produced 20 
per cent. in any year of sugar, and, as a matter of fact, we have pro- 
duced 80 per cent. of the amount of wool consumed. 


PROTECTION HAS NOT PROTECTED IN THE CASE OF WOOL. 


Mr. DANIEL. The application of a principle can not depend upon 
a percentage, and furthermore if there be any philosophy to be deduced 
from these figures, they show that under a protective tariff, such as the 
high tariff has been called, you have gotten away from your capacity 
to supply the American people just in proportion as you have applied 
your so-called protection. Your number of sheep has decreased; your 
wool clip has decreased, the price of wool has decreased, and if you are 
thus advancing backwards under your protective tariff and getting 
further away from the result every day, it will take a finer mathema- 
tician than the Senator from Oregon to calculate the time when we shall 
produce enough in the United States for all our inhabitants. 


CUMULATIVE FOURFOLD TAXES TO PROTECT PROTECTION AGAINST PROTECTION. 


A singular thing, Mr. President, has also happened. The gross value 
of our wool clip for the last year was about $70,000,000, about a dollar 
a head of woo! for the people of the United States, or a little more, and 
to enhance that one dollar per capita in the hands of about 1 in 65 of 
all the people, for the chance of enhancing the property of one million 
people, no Jess than four different forms of taxation are applied in this 
pill. A cumulative tax on everything connected with the subject- 
matter, to the total massacre of every interest concerned in it, is ap- 
plied, and in this wise is this tax multiplied. In the first place, upon 
the idea of protecting the American woolen manufacturer and his labor- 
ers against the pauper labor of Europe, you put up one tax on the manu- 
factured goods. 8 vou do that the representative of the wool- 

ucer comes in and says, Here you are protecting the manufacturer, 
and why not protect me? In order to appease and placate him, atax is 
then put upon the raw material. Then, says the manufacturer, Since 
you are now having protection in the second degree upon the raw ma- 
terial, and the infant industry idea is abandoned, you must give me a 
compensatory duty, because the English and the German manufacturer 
has no such tax on raw material to pay for,’’ and so you put in the bill, 
in addition to an ad valorem tax, a specific tax to protect protection 
t protection; and haying nowa three-story tax - protection in the 
ird degree—you are not then done. The American tailor and the 
manufacturer of ready-made goods comes in and says, Here you have 
tected the manufacturer upon the production of this cloth, you 
ve protected the wool-grower upon the production of the raw ma- 
terial, you have again given the manufacturer of the cloth a second 
on in the way of a specific tax, and now I have got as an arti- 
san to compete against the manufacturer of the finished fabrics in Eu- 
rope in cutting cloths for customers, and I must have my protection.“ 
And so in this bill, upon an article of prime necessity, upon the cloth- 
ing which must be worn by the rich and the poor, there is a cumula- 
tive fourfold tax to protect everybody except the people who are more 
interested than any others. They want cheap clothes, 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me I wish to correct a 
statement he made a moment ago. 

Mr, DANIEL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator stated a moment ago that the in- 
creased tariff or tax, as he calls it, on wool had not had the effect of 
limiting the importation of foreign wool to this country. Now, the 
fact is that under the act of 1867, which was highly protective—at 
least much more so than the act of 1883—the importations in 1882 
were but 47,208,175 pounds of wool. Then came the act of 1883, by 
which the duties were largely reduced, and what was the effect on the 
importations? From 1883 to 1887 the importations had increased to 
81,504,477, partly scoured and equal to 114,000,000 pounds of our raw 
wool, and in the year 1888 to 126,487,729 pounds of raw wool, and 
during the past year, 1889— 90, the amount of our importations, not 
of course raw woolalone, but ineluding raw wool and the woolen goods, 
amounted to about 378,000,000 pounds, some 98,000,000 pounds of 
which carpet wools, and great portions of which were scoured. The 
whole equal to 150,000,000 pounds of our raw wool; besides the impor- 
tation of combing and clothing importations, amounting, the former, 
to over 8,000,000 pounds, and the latteror clothing wools over 25,000,- 
000 pounds. 3 F 
Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Virginia will yield to mea 
moment, the Senator from Oregon, by the statistics which he has pro- 
duced, shows that the importation of wool largely increased for the year 
1 


883. 
Mr. MITCHELL, That was a slip of the tongue. They had not 
increased in 1883. 
Mr, CARL Will the Senator read the figures again before 
1883 and the figures after? 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill. The importations in the year 1882—that 
wos prior to the passage of the act decreasing the tariff were 47,208,- 
175 pounds. The next that I have is for the year 1887. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator then skips 1883. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I said 1883 before by a slip of the tongue. 
They had not increased in 1883 because the reduction in the tariff had 
not had its effect in 1883, but in 1887; four years after the act of 1883 
had been in operation, the importations had increased from 47,208,175 
in 1882 to 114,038,030 pounds, or what was equal to that in 1887, 
while in 1889 the importations had increased to 126,487,729 pounds, 
estimating the scoured as at raw, while in the last fiscal year, includ- 
ing woolens, the importations amounted to abont 378,000,000 pounds. 

Ir. CARLISLE, The rate of 1883, of which complaint is made on 
account of its slight reduction in the duty upon wool, took effect on 
the Ist day of July, 1883. Therefore no importations were made 
under the operation of that law until the fiscal year 1884. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the fact. I have given no importations 
except by a slip of the tongue a moment ago between 1882 and 1887, 
but I did give the figures for those two years, showing the effect of the 
act of 1883 in largely increasing the importations of foreign wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not refrain from making an observation re- 
specting the reduction made by the tariff of 1883 in connection with 
the statistics just read by the Senator from Oregon. 

The Senator from Oregon says that the tariff of 1883 largely reduced 
the duty on wool, It reduced the duty on carpet wools one-half cent 
a pound, which class has constituted the largest item of the importa- 
tions between 1883 and now, so that whatever argument may be made 
as respects the tariff of 1883, it remains as a fact that the duty upon 
carpet wools, which constitute the largest importation, was only re- 
duced one-half cent a pound. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That wasa considerable reduction as applied to 
wool of that grade. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Thevalue of wools imported in 1882 was $48,457,- 
570, and in the fiscal year 1883, which was still before the act took effect, 
the valne was $55,224,283, showing an increase of about $7,000,000. 
In 1884, which was the first year the act took effect, it was $53,542,292, 
or about $5,000,000 more than it was before. So the increase was larger 
from 1882 to 1883, before the act took effect, thanit was afterwards when 
the act had taken effect. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But take it on an average of four or five years 
and the increase in the importations after the act of 1883 was more than 
double the average of the five years prior to that act. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam fully prepared to answer the question and sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Oregon, and if he will look at the Agricult- 
ural Report for 1889, 246, I think that from the statement there 
given, which I have collated anticipating just some such question as 
he has asked, he will find a complete and satisfactory answer. I pre- 
sent a collation from that report of the wools entered for consumption 
in the United States from 1867 to 1884, inclusive, stated by years, of 
each class, quantity, and value; but, without going through all the de- 
tails of these figures, let me ask that Senator to observe the striking 
fact that under the tariff act of 1867 the imports arose in lines of fluctua- 
tion from 1,270,356 pounds of clothing wool to 26,785,172 in 1880. 

Let me further observe that of combing wool the importations rose 
from 150,302 pounds to 13,266,858 pounds in 1880, and of t wools 
from 36,263,017 to 59,320,412 pounds. Then it will be perceived that 
over and beyond the tariff act of 1883, to which the Senator now at- 
tributes this increased importation, under the tariff act of 1867 there 
were these decisive increases in our importations both of combing wool 
and of clothing wool. e 

aT are the importations from 1867 to1884. [See last table on next 

Then I present along with that atable giving the net importations 
of raw wool from 1822 to 1889, and ask leave to insert it in association 
with my remarks: 

IMPORTS. 


Net importation of raw wool, 1822 to 1889. 


f 
| Average 
f Annual 
Periods. | Aggregate. imports 
| average. |percapita. 
1 
| Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. 
1822-1830... . 530; I S: 1, 881, 812 2 
62, 865, 275 G, 286, 528 4 
139, 764, 592 18, 976, 459 2 
230, 106, 287 23, 010, 629 9 
501, 611, 182 50, 161, 113 1.4 
640, 916, 638 64, 091, 664 1.5 
786, 862, 753 87, 429, 195 1.5 


The average supply since 1840 from domestic and foreign fleece has 


been as follows 


Total wool resources by decades, average per annum. 


Total sup- | Per capita 

Periods. Product, Imports, ply. supply. 

5 unds, Pounds, Pounds, 
1841-1850 1 * 000 13, 976, 459 55, 976, 459 3.0 
1851-1860... 000 01C, 629 89,010, 629 3.3 
1861-1870... 000 50,161,113 | 200, 167,113 5.4 
171-1880. . . . . 186, 000 64,091,664 | 250, 366, 664 5.7 
1381-1889.. . . . .. . . ] 281, 222, 222 87,429,195 | 368,651,417 6.5 


Then, further, I present the value of the importations of wool from 
1865 to 1888, as taken from the pamphlet of Mr. Warner to which I 
have heretofore referred. 


Value of wool imports, 1865 to 1888.* 


Year. Total, 
$6,309,701 | $410, 395 820, 347,563 | $27,067, 659 
9, 479, 043 400 | 57,115,899 | 67, 184) 432 
6,246,157 | 518,473 | 44,813,212 | 51,577,848 
4.030.245 49,649 | 32° 371.329 356.451.223 
5,800,888 68,103 | 34,560,324 | 40, 229, 355 
6,743,350 | 55,609 | 34,435,059 | 41, 234,018 
9,780,443 | 87,667 | 38,751,973 | 48. 620.083 
97,206,073 24.211 | 52,176,710 | 79, G14, 994 
20,433,988 | 199,687 | 50,875,805 | 71, 509.430 

“| “8.250.306 | 151,156 | 46.732.032 55.133.404 
11.071, 0 149,109 | 44° 460,595 | 55. 680, 963 
8.247.617 | 45,322 | 33, 164.486 | 41,457,425 
7,156,944 | 33.255 25, 668,657 | 32, 858, 866 
8.383.015 19,071 | 25,211,083 | 33,593, 169 
5,034,545 | 22.121 | 24,383,700 209.390. 366 
23,721,650 | 207150 | 33,613,897 | 57, 638.743 
9.703.968 | 138.363 | 31, 018.063 | 40, 860. 394 

“| 11.096.050 | 358, 366 | 37,003,134 | 438,457,570 
10.949,31 438.750 | 43.836, 202 | 55, 224, 283 
12.384, 700 554,694 | 40,592,889 | 53. 542, 292 
8.879.923 287,4 35.489,55 | 44, 656,482 
16.748.081 | 1,036,869 40,384. 450 88.157. 400 
16.424.479 | 1,855,618 | 44,235,243 | 62,515, 40 
15,887,217 1. 719,154 | 46,000,236 | 63,606,610 


These figures are given in the only shape in which they are obtainable for 
the purposes of this table. But it must be remembered that the prices both of 
wool or of its manufactures have fallen so of late years that the figures for the 
latter years represent proportionately a much greater quantity of wool or 
than do those for former years, the $63,600,000 of 1885 representing more than 
would $100,000,000 in 1872, The increase of importation has, therefore, been at 
an even greater rate than the figures above would indicate. 
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THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF PROTECTS FOREIGN MANUFACTURERS, 


Mr. President, I call attention also to the fact that this high tariff 
upon wool and woolens is working in the same manner as the sale of 
agricultural implements at lower rates to other countries than to our 
own. It is developing the woolen industries of other nations, not our 
own. It is working in the exact opposite direction to that in which it 
was originally devised to work. This has been explained over and over 
again by the woolen manulacturers themselves. In the year 1878 many 
of the woolen mannfacturers of the United States presented a petition 
to Congress in favor of tariff reform on this subject. They asked that— 


The duties on all wools be largely reduced, if not wholly removed; that wools 
not produced in this country be put upon the free- and that the duties on 


woolens be fixed at a moderate rate corresponding with the scale adopted in 
other manufactures, 


This petition was dated Boston, January 7, 1878, and 3 
over one hundred of the leading woolen manufacturers of the Uni 
States. 

During Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, Mr. Secretary Manning sent 
out circulars to the woolen manufacturers of the United States and re- 
ceived a reply from Mr. William Whitman, the president of the Na- 
tional Association of Woolen Manufacturers. I wish the time or the 
space permitted the inclusion of that entire reply in my remarks, but 
I extract from it just this much: 

The high duty is not the only difficulty with which our manufacturers requir- 
ing foreign wools have to contend It is held that complete protection to the 
most important branch of our wool-growing industry, the iaip ees F bhus- 
bandry, requires that washed wools in class 1 shouid be subject to double the 
duty of unwashed wool, and the duty on scoured wool should be three times 
the amount upon the unwashed wools—an arrangement which compels the im- 
portation of class 1 wools to be in the greasy state, necessitating the trans 
tation pend poten from 2} to 3 pounds of grease and dirt in the wool req 


fora pound ofcloth. The effect of the compulsion to buy greasy wooland pay 
a heavy e duty on its impurities, is that the American manufacturers are 


thereby to give undue preference to light condition over fineness and 
the other uable qualities of wools offering in foreign markets. manu- 
facturers, moreover, are obliged by this restriction to concentrate their compe- 


tition in foreign markets upon the always small proportion of the — — un- 
washed wools, while our foreign competitors, having to duty neither upon 
Wool nor on grease and dirt, can buy the heavy wools in the market to much 
better advantage. 


Then he shows how the foreigners are protected: 


To these considerations it should be added that the high specific duty on 
clothing wools—a duty i iye of the cost—practically excludes the cheap 
and abundant clothing wools of South America, and by freeing them from our 
competition fur their purchase, makes them much cheaper t would 

erwise be to the manufacturers of France, Belgium, and Germany, who work 

them up into cloths and stuffs by the chea) Jabor in Europe. 
It may be said that a remedy for these difficulties is to be found in the exclu- 
sive use of the domestic wools, which will be abundantly supplied under due 
protection. To this wereply that neither our own country norany other in the 
world does or can penises to advan wools of all kinds and grades, Ex- 
28 under high protection of w in this coun for over thirty years 

as demonstrated that our domestic wool-growers find it to their advantage to 
produce only the staple wools required for the ordinary — of woolen fab- 
ries ; and as these fabrics will always be in demand, they buil up their flocks— 
a work of time ſor the production only of the fleeces which will be profitable 
for a long series of years. 


Wools entered for consumption in the United States from 1867 to 1884, inclusive, stated by years for cach class, quantity, and value, 


Years. 


— 


Sees 


No.1. Clothing wool. | No.2, Combing wool. | No. à. rr 
Total 
— pounds. 
Pounds. Value. Pounds. Value. Pounds, | Value, 
1, 270, 356 $415, 609 150, 302 $31, 827 017 . 074 | 37, 675 
4,681, 679 | 918,588 | 1,804,272 832, 315 te oot 600 2287 85 24.888881 
2,512, 202 505,715 | 4,533,367 | 1,092,297 | 27,650,371 | 3,653,082 | 34, 695, 940 
6,530,493 | 1,249,152 | 2,752,569 765, 147 | 29,351,006 | 3,416,024 | 38,634,068 
5,957,461 | 1,201,201 | 17,665,600 | 3,167,835 | 26,550,995 | 3,335,638 | 60,174,056 
16, 871, 4, 183, 960 | 41,155,460 | 8,952,131 | 36,289,141 | 6,435,468 | 94,315,933 
6,029,488 | 1,744,200 | 49,540, 231 | 12,723,501 | 28,642,863 | 5,998,465 | 84,212 582 
2, 398, 210 | 815,307 | 27,087,438 | 6,193,150 | 27,308,090 | 4,603,410 | 56,793,738 
3,117,679 | 3,602,535 | 7,769,157 | 2,153,261 | 30,799,458 | 4,472,826 51.688.204 
643,366 | 2,187,713 | 3,167,307 | 1,153,504 | 28,465,005 | 4,546,398 | 40, 275, 678 
204,029 | 2,202,639 | 2,509,954 830,715 | 23,310,411} 8,979,617 | 40,114,394 
916,012 | 2,431,043 | 3,028, 869 969, 683 | 26,856,230 | 3,504,640 | 39,801, 161 
229,987 | 1,114,301 | 1,709,601 413,761 | 33,163,054 | 3,988,752 | 40,102,642 
785,172 | 6,412,273 | 13,246,856 | 3,801,730 | 59,320,412 | 7,699,663 | 99,372,440 
609,707 | 4,751,454 | 4,421,491 | 1,271,332 | 42,385,769 | 6,088,041 | 67,416,967 
3,489,923 | 3,042,407 2, 318, 671 G48, 252 | 47,208,175 | 6,642,699 | 68,016,769 
1,546,530 | 2,567,443 | 1,373,114 943, 987 | 40,130,323 | 5,580,558 | 53,049, 967 


p pet 


HOW OUR AMERICAN MARKET FOR DOMESTIO WOOL IS CURTAILED. 


So, it will be seen that by the operation of this high restrictive tariff 
you are building up the manufacturers of England, Germany, and 
France, there being no American market in which the cheap wools of 
other countries can find a competitive purchaser; and by the inability 
of the manufacturer to introduce those very foreign wools into his 
factory he is cut off from the power of producing the goods which 
would compete with those of the foreign manufacturer, and our Ameri- 
can wool producer is denied a market which would otherwise make ac- 
ate in the woolen trade, and produce a better home market for 

m. 
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PRESIDENT GRANT SAW IN 1874 WHAT THE DEMOCRACY CONTEND FOR, 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] yesterday rather spoke 
of this subject as if it were a Democratic idea alone and as if it were 
one in which the Democratic theory would seriously interfere with the 
welfare of the people of thecountry. Mr, President, Republican opin- 
ions are as thick as dust in vacant chambers that this is the correct 
policy. You have it in the message of President Grant in 1874, in 
which he said: 

The introduction free of duty of such wools as we do not produce would 


stimulate the manufacture of s requiring the use of those we do produce, 
and therefore would be a benefit to home production. 


The argument could not be more sententiously and clearly expressed 


* — 
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than that, and it came from the great head and leader of the Repub- 
lican party. Again, in 1875, he said: 

These duties[on raw material] not only come from the consumers at home, but 
act as a protection to foreign manufacturers of the same completed articles in 
our own and distant markets. 

General Grant saw twelve or fifteen years ago, just as plainly as Presi- 
dent Cleveland saw in 1888, that this tax on wool was a hollow pretense, 
that it was building up European manufactures to the prejudice of 
our own, that it was putting a burden upon American consumers which 
was useless, and that it was restricting the market for the wools of 
American producers and was producing a decline in prices. 

-THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF EXPOSED AS A FRAUD, 

The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] has expressed 
his views upon this subject, and to him, as well as to the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I appeal to answer his colleagues who, as they 
find ita little more consistent with their present theory, endeavor to load 
the tariff act of 1883 with all the evil which has afilicted the manu- 
facture and the production of wool. The Senator from Iowa, in his 


speech which was made before the tariff act of 1883 became a law in, 
commenting upon the tariff of 1867, said: 


and the coarser fabrics. Before the tariff of 1867, our man e 
mixed foreign fine wools with our domestie prod and were thus able 
compete successfally with the foreign manufacturer of wools. 


Thus the Senator from and the Senator from Massachusetts 


f itis because they have changed their posi- 
e facts, and not because the facts are not as plain 


HOW OUR DOMESTIC MARKET IS INJURED EXPOSED. 


Continuing, in the speech above quoted, the Senator from Iowa said: 


those fine goods, they would make a market which 
we do not now have, for our fine wools to be mixed with other fine wools 
character abroad. want of a market, as I understand 


-I have before me now the extract which I referred to from the New 
York Press, edited by the Superintendent of the Census. Says that 
gentleman: 

‘Wool is lower to-day than during the days of free wool. * * The meat 
supply of the country as well as its woof supply was enormously increased by 
what the Telegram calis the wool steal (the wool tariff), 

Then, commenting upon this fact, he says: 

Just what the Press claims. The protected product is cheapened to the con- 

sumer. 


THE PRICE OF AMEEICAN WOOL LOWERED, RUT THE PRICE OF FINISHED PROD- 
UCTS INCREASED, 


Now, Mr. President, it may be desirable to explain an apparent para- 
Gentlemen say if it has lowered the price of American wool, 

does it not also lower the price of the finished product to the con- 
sumer? By no means necessarily, because the American wool is not 


the sole staple which produces that product, because by lack of ability 
to get the necessary article of wool to mix with the American wools 
without paying exorbitant duties the American manufacturer is crip- 
in iis business, and because he is crippled in his business he no 
makes a market for the varieties of wool which would build up 
the trade and produce activity, increase, and progress in all branches 
of enterprise connected with it. ; 
NUMBER OF SHEEP IN OLD ENGLAND MAINTAINED WITH FREE TRADE. 
There is another fact which I should like to have explained by gen- 
tlemen who insist on this high increase of the wool tariff. England 
has free trade in wool; we have high protection, and two facts of con- 
trast stand out in bold relief—the lish manufacturers are prosper- 
ous and the American manufacturers are not prosperous. Consequently 
the wool or the sheep husbandry is prospering in free-trade England 
more than it is prospering in the protected United States. In Great 
Britain where they have free wool and high-priced lands they had, in 
1886, 28,950,000 head of sheep, and, in 1888, 28,936,000 head of sheep— 
buta t decrease. 
Mr. 8 NER. May I ask the Senator what he is reading from ? 
Mr, DANIEL, It makes no difference what I am reading from. 
Mr. SPOONER, I tit was some official document. 
Mr. DANIEL. Iam statingit on my own responsibility. Iam not 
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reading from a document. I am reading from a paper which I rely 
upon, and Iam stating it upon my own responsibility. I would be glad 
to tell the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwas not putting the question to the Senator with 
any purpose: 
Mr. DANIEL. I understand that. I did not mean to reply other- 
wise.. Iam reading from a collation of facts on this subject which I 
have entire confidence in. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator reads from a paper the authorship of 
which he declines to give, I have no objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have assumed the responsibility of it myself. That 
is enough for the Senator. If I am incorrect I should be very glad to 
be shown so, but I am satisfied to state it so. I do not have to give 
my authority for every statement that I make on my own responsibil- 
ity, or I should be glad to furnish the Senator with the original source 
of it. I have not the British documents before me, and I am obliged 
to take the fact from some compilation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator indicates considerable feeling upon 
my question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ihave no feeling about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. [I ask the Senator to recollect that it is a question 
very often pnt in the Senate and never with any purpose to offend. 
The Senator was reading from a paper and I thought perhaps he had 
given when he commenced to read it the author of it. I did not hear 
it, and I desired to know what it is from. That is all. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon of the Senator if my manner indicated 
the slightest notion of offense. I did not feel that he meant that, and 
it was a mere earnestness of mannerism and not any feeling whatever 
towards the Senator’s question, which I recognize to be perfectly per- 
tinent, and which I should be glad to reply to if I had the original docu- 
ment before me. But I have seen a similar statement in a variety of 
documents and I think it will be found in our statistical reports. I 
know I have met with it in many directions to some such p as 
that here in the United States, with a boundless area of new lands which 
especially invite the cultivation of sheep, as contrasted with Old Eng- 
land, where the lands are dear, there has been a diminution in the num- 
ber of sheep under protection, while there they have either increased 
or maintained a level of number under free trade. 


WOOL MANUFACTURE IN THE UNITED STATES CRIPPLED. 


Further, Mr. President, I simply call attention to one additional 
fact, that this tariff on wool has crippled the manufacturers of the 
United States. The number of failures of manufacturers of the United 
States in 1889, immediately after the Presidential election, compre- 
hended hundreds of individuals and millions upon millions of money. 
The only reason that I can see why a political party will persist in a 
policy which has been so fatal to every interest connected with it is 
simply because the protected industries of the United States have formed 
aatar trust and alliance by which the one is called upon to stick to 
the other. 

The manufacturers of the United States were anxious altogether for 
free wool, but when they asked for what was reasonable protection, 
considered by the standards of nowadays upon the manufactured ar- 
ticle, which was consistent with the early policy of this country, the 
representatives of the raw product of wool came in and insisted that 
they should have a high protection. Then the manufacturers stood 
by the producers of the raw wool and joined in their cry for fear that 
if they did not the farming population of the United States would rise 
against the manufacturers and take off all protection whatsoever; and 
then having induced the farmers to believe against plain disclosures of 
the facts of the record of our agricultural and manufacturing reports 
that they were benefited, they came in and demanded a second tax to 
protect them against the protection that they had given to the farmer, 
and put up the third story of this ruinous castle of so-called protection. 
This combination of interests, not allied otherwise than by the attempt 
to combine numbers to crush out interests—this combination of inter- 
ests is that which, against the judgment of the Republican leaders of 
the United States, against the judgment of the wool experts of the United 
States, against the judgment of the manufacturers themselves, against 
the interests of the farmers, is foisted by a false policy upon the people 
of the United States and makes them pay millions and millions of dol- 
lars for cheaper and meaner cloths than could be bought without it. 

THE MAIN BURDEN UPON THE POOR, 

Mr. President, in this bill the main burdens have been made to fall, 
as they do in all such systems of taxation, upon the poor. By the 
analysis of its provisions made by the minority of the committee or 
the House of Representatives, you will find that in this bill the lowest 
rate of woolen yarn, worth about 30 cents, is taxed 112 per cent., while 
the most costly yarn is taxed 72 per cent. 

Now, briefly here, in answer to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEW- 
ART], Who says this is not a tax at all; that it is a mere charge upon 
the foreign manufacturers. If that be true, why has such skill and such 
design been disclosed in the scheme of taxation to charge the foreign man- 
ufacturer or ucer # higher rate for bringing into our country those 
articles which will benefit the poor and the great mass of the people 
and a lower rate for bringing in those which will benefit the rich? 1f 


1890. 
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it is not a tax, why do not the rich take it upon their shoulders and not 
put it upon the poor? ~ 

Furthermore, Mr. President, a coarse cheap blanket is taxed 106 per 
cent. and a fine blanket 72 per cent.; a coarse woolen hat 111 percent. 
and a fine hat 66 per cent.; cheap dress goods for women and children 
106 per cent., and the finer 73 per cent.; the lower grade of woolen 
cloth 125 percent. and the highest grade 86 per cent.; the cheapestof un- 
derwear from 112 to 138 per cent., the finer 78 per cent.; coarse woolen 
shawls and goods 5 and the finest 9 ee What philos- 
ophy is there in a of taxation which ps the burdens of a 

ment so unequally upon the great mass of the people who are 

toiling to produce these results and which is cheapening the luxuries 
ofthe rich who may go in purple and fine linen every day? 
THE HOME-MARKET THEORY A FAILURE AS TO WOOL. 

Mr. President, one other observation in general. It has been alleged 
that this system of high cumulative protection is building up a great 
American home market. It has not built up an American market for 
our wool or our sheep or for anything that is associated with this par- 
ticular industry. The State of Connecticut, I believe, is about the 
third State in the manufacture of wool in the United States, Massa- 
chusetts and Pennsylvania probably ranking ahead of her. A few days 
ago the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] told us about the 
high price of agricultural lands in that State as contrasted with some 
other States which were not so highly favored by the home market. 

I suggested to the Senator then that perhaps he had better study the 
figures of the present census. We have some of those census reports 
now in advance, and from a recent paper, the National Democrat, of 
August 27, I beg leave tocommend a few of the figures which it discloses 
to his consideration: 

The State of Connecticut now contains— 

Says this article— 
twelve cities. In the appended table each of these cities is selected as the cen- 
ter of the group of farm towns nearest it, the farming r of each town 


characte: 
being proved in almost every case by the description of it as “ agricultural” in 
the Connecticut State Register of 1590. 


Here is the grouping of these towhs in this article: 


Group. 


Middletown 
Rockville......... 


What is the matter with the home market in this specimen exem- 
plar state of high protection, that in this great American Republic, 
where progress is so rapid and population and wealth are increasing 
in almost fabulous rate, they are shrinking and shriveling in their 
population and the home market is failing to produce or even to sus- 
tain the riches of the accumulated population of the towns? 

We have been told sometimes that protection in this country is what 
is attracting to our shores the artisans and the population of free-trade 
England; and it was one of the Senators on the other side who re- 
marked a few days ago, Tou do not see Americans going to England, 
but you do see English capital and English artisans and English people 
coming here. How is it, let me ask the champions of these home- 
market towns, that you do not find the American from the unprotected 
regions of this country going to them, but you do find them going away 
from the very spots where the rays of protection bring warmth and 

ht to a focus, and going out into the regions of the South and the 

est where protection has built up no such desirable home markets 
as these? Says this writer: — 

The decrease, subject to very slight revision in the final returns, during the 
ten years in these twolve groups is 4,748, or about 10 per cent. In the thirty- 
seven “farm towns nearest cities,” which make up the whole twelve groups, 
two or three towns have been used twice over, in cases where they adjoin two 
cities—a point to which the ardent protectionist can not object, as in that case 
the farm town is 1 to receive protective“ benefits from both its urban 
neighbors, It will observed also that in only aginpi group of towns has 
there been a gain of population during the ten years, and in that 


frifie. ‘The figures, however, derive their chief value from 
test and vitiate the “truck farm 


ut the merest 
the fact that they 
n the 


k à of Its are 
State, all but two of the eight counties containing one 
ecticut being unlike Massach with 


Providence; or Vermont, with almost no cities at all, From tour to ten rail- 
road lines, or , traverse each Connecticut county, bringing almost all 
the country towns into pretty close connection with the urban centers. Yet, 
under these singularly favorable conditions for local markets the farm towns 
of Connecticut continue their steady decline. 

In the rural county of Litchfield all but eight ofthe twen! towns score de- 
creases by this year’s census returns; the rural county of d shows gains 
in but three of her towns; and of the State’s total gain of, say, 118,000 in the ten 
years, about 95,000 is found in the twelve cities, ich now contain about 50 per 
cent. of the whole population of the Commonwealth. Universally the farm. 
towns lose under precisely the conditions that the high protectionist vaunts as 
most favorable, concrete fact is established by the State census enumera-- 
tors, and if the protectionist alleges outside causes to account for the dec! he 
must at least confess that his “ home-market” theory in Conn 
mighty poor progress in resisting them. 

REACTION WILL FOLLOW FALSE STIMULUS, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] the other 

day predicted that when this bill there would be unexampled 

ity in this country. I do not doubt, sir, that after the po 

which is indicated in this bill has been embodied into a law there wi 
be a great momentary stimulus to both commerce and manufactures. 
You already see that the importers of New York are in their 
imports from different countries in order to get inside the breast- 
works” before the wall that is to be built around that great commer- 
cial cityiserected. And you will find that corporations will be formed, 
and that there will be a rush of capital into these highly protected in- 
dustries; that new towns will dot the plains, and that for a season 
there will be what may be called flush times in new activities given to 
commerce and manufactures, 

But, Mr. President, when a year or two have passed, when the sturdy 
self-independence of the American citizen, which has been wont to start 
out with its own right hand and inborn genius to build up local and 
personal industries has been absorbed in these corporations eee 
to be rich hen everything is moved by trusts and combinations, an 
the moméntary stimulus wears out, there will be a pay-day in the cal- 
endar, and it will come like a thief in the night, unannounced. I hope 
that it may be long averted. I hope, indeed, that my vaticinations 
may be incorrect, and that it may not come at all; butif there beany- 
thing in the teachings of history and of economic experience, it is just 
as certain as that the wheel of time shall turn around. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator has endeavored to make 
a frightful example of Connecticut in support of his doctrines. He 
should know, and does know, doubtless, that the tendency of people 
towards cities is common to nearly all cities and to all States and na- 
tions in modern times. He shows, what is undoubtedly true, that in 
Connecticut the population has tended towards certain centers, and 
that the population of farming towns in a number of instances is not 
as great as it was in the previous census or the census before that, and 
the reduction has been going on for some time. He thinks that we 
show the nnfavorable influences of the protective doctrine. Now, if 
he will go to free-trade Great Britain, the ideal of the Democracy, he 
will find precisely the same tendency there, and I am not sure but in 
a greater degree. It is not to be charged to one doctrine more than to 


the other. 

Mr. HOAR. London is the most rapidly growing city in the world. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the Senator from Massachusetts reminds me 
that London is the most rapidly growing city in the world. We think 
there is nothing like the growth of some of our Western cities, but Lon- 
don has run rapidly up to 4,000,000, and it is like Jonah’s gourd, no- 
body knows whatitisto-day. Itis absorbing, like Chicago, the country 
around it; all the country roads are becoming continuous lines of build- 


ings. 

Now, in Connecticut, the Senator will find, if he will examine, that 
these concentrations of population take pe upon the streams where 
thereis valuable water-power, along which there sometimesarises almost 
a continuous village, and the farms not being as profitable in some re- 
spects as they used to be the people settle down into the vi and 
manufacturing cities. The value of the farms has not gone down on 
the whole; they are still cultivated. They would be worth next to 
nothing, I might say, if it were not for these man 
There is a tendency toward aggregation that we can not prevent by 
any legislation, it isan economical and irresistible tendency, but its 
effect we can immensely modify by keeping up and extending manu- 
facturing, for without that oar people could not live at all. I think 
Connecticut would reduce in population if it were not for the manu- 
facturing interest. 

If the Senator will search the history of our business enterprises he 
will find cases in which individuals and corporations, working at adis- 
tance from a navigable river or the seacoast, being about to or 
modify their works, pull up its stakes thereand go down to the river- 
side or to the banks of Long Island Sound, because there they can re- 
sort to water transportation any time, and hold a check upon railroad 
rates. These are among the reasons for our condensation in cities, and 
these reasons are somewhat the same in free-trade Great Britain. The 
social tendency and the attractions of crowded life assist. 

But if the Senator will take the whole view of our State he will see 
that we have more landholders than formerly and that the average 
value of lands has increased. The population of the State has grown 
118,000 in ten years. The moneys in the savings-banks, an excellent 
test of the prosperity of the common people, grow year by year. There 


9396 


is no possible indication of the prosperity and progress of a people that 
we do not exhibit, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, just one word in reply to the Senator | as he eal 


from Connecticut. He seems to misapprehend my position. I only 
state these facts to rebut the argument that he and other gentlemen 
who concur with him have made, that the tendency of these cumula- 
tive taxes is to produce a home market to the farmer. I cite this Con- 
necticut example to show that it is destroying the local home markets 
of the farmers and is building up the country in centers, just as he has 
indicated. 

Furthermore, the Senator very much misapprehends me if he sup- 

that I am in any way opposed to manufactures, for I agree with 

im that judicious manufactures well placed and run on business prin- 

ciples are great benefactions to every State and every country and to 

every people. What I object to is the crippling of manufactures, against 

its protest, by a charge upon it for raw material, and then paying it a 

bonus in the form of a secondary tax to pay it an additional sum for 
the amount it has to pay for that raw material. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not care to take more than amo- 
ment of time in reply to the remarks of the Senator from Virginia, and 
that is simply for the purpose of calling attention to his logical incon- 
sistencies, 

He says that the policy inaugurated in 1867 has had the effect to con- 
panig depreciate the wool growth of this country both in value and in 
quantity; and yet there is not a wool-grower in the country who asks to 
have that policy abandoned. He proposes to substitute for it free trade 
in wool. There is not a wool-grower in the country, understanding his 
own interests and studying his own interests, but would consider the 
policy which the Senator suggests as a cure for a system which he says 
works constant reduction in the prices and value of the wool product, 
ruinous, and one necessarily compelling him to abandon the attempt to 
grow wool in this country. 

Again, the Senator says that the policy of 1867 worked precisely the 
same effect upon the wool-manufacturer; that although under it the 
wool-manufacturer’s raw material was growing cheaper and cheaper 
every year, yet it had that remarkabl eeffect upon the wool-manufact- 
urer that as his raw material grew cheaper and cheaper his results 
and profits were all the time diminished, and the wool-manufacturer, 
instead of clinging to the idea of what he calls a high tariff upon wool 
production as a means of cheapening his raw material, asks to have this 
tariff abandoned and the very opposite adopted as the meansof reduc- 
ing the value of his raw material. The wool-manufacturer says that 
free trade will cheapen his raw material. The Senator from Virginia 
says that the high tariff, as he calls it, of 1867 has reduced the raw 
material and will continue to reduce the raw material. 

Mr. President, it is said that there is poetry in statistics. That is 
true, and I have seen people run crazy with statistics, frenzied like 
poets, But there is also jugglery in statistics. Idonot usethat word 
offensively to the Senator from Virginia. Nothing is so unsafe as a 
leader as assorted statistics, I have seenin my experience men adopt 
theories and then assort statistics to maintain them, and the assorted 
statistics are delivered over for us here. 

The application of the Senator’s theory by men of experience in the 
matters to which they pertain is worth more in the solution of the 
question than theories maintained by assorted statistics. 

Take his reference to the towns in Connecticut to show that a home 
market in Connecticut, produced by means of manufactures there, has 
caused a decline in the value of the property of Connecticut. Assort 
the statistics and pick out the effect upon a locality in Connecticut and 
leave out the statistics of other localities and you can make the condi- 
tion of Connecticut just what you please. Take the statistics of the 
8 of the manufacturers of 8 by themselves and they 

ock the pretense of the Senator from Virginia out of sight in a mo- 
ment. 

The whole of these statistics that tell the history of the industries 
and the prosperity and the growth and the wealth of Connecticut are the 
only lesson that can be learned trom statistics as pertaining to Con- 
necticut, Assort the statistics in reference to particular years of the 
production of wool in this country and then assort again the statistics 
and put the value of wool one year with the value of wool another 
year, picking ont the highest and the lowest and leaving the average 
to take care of itself, out of sight, will Jead us the Lord knows where, 

But, sir, the real use and the safe and honest use of the statistics is 
to tell us what, as a whole, has been the result of this tariff. Has the 
business of production in this country, either of the raw material or of 
the manufactured article, as a whole, been on the increase? Has it 
wrought more of good than of evil asa whole? When the Senator is 
able tosatisfy the people of this country that the effort to furnish more 
employment for her ‘people, more investments for her capital, more 
market for the products of her soil, has on the whole worked an evil, 
then he will derive some useful lesson from the statistics. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why in the bill are not hides protected? Why do 
you not protect the shoe and leather manufacturers and the acers 
of hides by a tariff on them? What is the difference between hides 
and wool? Will the Senator explain that? 
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Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator to answer my question, and 
I will repeat it. I have not heard him answer it. If the high duty, 
it, upon wool im in 1867 has had the effect to reduce 
the price of the raw material, what is the reason why the manufacturer 
wants it abandoned? ; 

Mr, DANIEL. Will the Senator it me to answer? 

Mr. DAWES, Yes, that is what I want you to do. 

Mr. DANIEL. Because it is only to reduce the price of one portion 
of his raw material, while it has so increased the price of all the other 
portions that when he gets it all together the sum is greater. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not quite hear the answer, but I suppose it is a 

answer, else the Senator would not have made it. 

Mr. DANIEL, I wish the Senator would make as good an answer 
to the question I asked him. 

Mr, DAWES. But the simple logic of the course pursued by the 
men who produce the wool and the men who produce the manufact- 
ured article out of it, I submitted to the Senator, and I persist, isa 
course more intelligent, more in accord with their real interests, 

Mr. DANIEL. I am afraid the Senator did not hear my question. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose I did not, and therefore I hope the Sena- 
tor will allow me i 

Mr. DANIEL. Iasked the question why it was that there was no 
tariff in this bill on hides—why they were not protected in the same 
way as wool? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, Lam not to be diverted from this posi- 
tion by any such interrogatory as that. If the Senator thinks that that 
elucidates his logic as it relates to the producer of wool and the manu- 
facturer of it, it only confirms my opinion that the Senator has been 
made mad with statistics, 

Mr, President, I want an answer to the question how it is that the 
wool-grower wants to maintain a tariff, the effect of which is to reduce 
the price of his wool, and the wool-manufacturer wants the tariff sban- 
doned, which has the effect to reduce the cost of his raw material. 
They are both fools, or the Senator from Virginia has been led astray 
by assorted statistics, Statistics, as a whole, honestly applied, do not 
bear out any such conclusion as that to which the Senator comes. 

I know that they can be made to state anything. I knewa wonder- 
ful statistician in 1867 who went to work on statistics with a theory 
and he has come out a rank free-trader, turning over statistics, and 
whenever facts confront him he answers in substance, the more the 
pity for the facts; the theory is sound, and there must be some mis- 
take about the facts.’’ 

Mr. President, the idea that there can be any antagonism between 
the wool-grower and the wool- manufacturer, or the attempt to create 
it here in this way, is idle and is injurious to the interests of both. 
The wool-grower can not prosper when the wool-manufacturer is not 
prosperous, nor can the wool-mannufacturer prosper unless the wool- 
grower also is prosperous. 

Mr. VANCE rose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal toSenators upon both sides of the Cham- 
ber toallow a vote to be taken upon the pending amendment. It must 
be apparent to the Senate that unless we make greater progress with 
the discussion and disposition of this bill the time fixed for taking the 
vote will be reached without some of the important questions involved 
in the bill having been discussed at all, and [ again appeal to Senators 
upon both sides of the Chamber to allow a vote to be taken upon this 

uestion, 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, yielding to the appeal of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, I shall refrain from the remarks I was going to 
make, and yield the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] 
to strike out certain paragraphs that have already been read, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Iowa rise to 
speak to the pending motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Irise to ask a question and to call the attention ot 
the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that, under the ruling of the 
Chair, if his motion fails no other intervening amendment will be in 
order. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator criticised very severely several sep- 
arate provisions within the line of this motion tostrike ont. I suppose 
he does not wish to make any amendment respecting them, 

Mr. CARLISLE. My motion is to strike them all out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; and that failing 

Mr. CARLISLE. That failing, I understand that under the ruling 
made a ſew days ago no amendment can be entertained to the para- 
graphs already read while we are in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reſerring to that ruling, the Chair 
begs to state that several Senators have criticised the opinion of the 
Chair and referred to Rule XVIII, ignoring the fact that the motion 
was Dot one to strike out and insert, but one to strike ont merely, to 
which that rule is in no sense whatever applicable. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on agreeing to the amende 
ment, the roll will be called, 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired at present 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. If he were pres- 
ente should vote yea.“ 

“Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Corquirr] has been necessarily called home for several days, and 
‘Iam paired with him for the time of his absence. I shall therefore 
consider myself paired on this and all subsequent votes, unless other- 
wise announced, with the Senator from Georgia. Ishould vote “nay”? 
if he were present, and he would vote yea. 

Mr, FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]. If my colleague were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN], who is detained from 
the Chamber by illness. If he were present, I should vote ‘*nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. PADpocK’s name was called). My 
éolleague [Mr. PADDOCK ] has been called away from the Chamber on 
business in one of the Executive Departments. He is paired with the 
Senator irom Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I do not know how my col- 
league would vote on this question. 

Mr, TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I 
voted inadvertently, not observing that he was absent from the Cham- 
ber. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote, 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
Squire] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. My col- 
league, if present, would vote nay on this question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague [Mr. PLATT] has gone home to at- 
tend the funeral of a near neighbor, an old and prominentcitizen, He 
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague [Mr. peaks desired, I know, to 
vote for retaining these woolen clauses in the bill, and he made some 
arrangement with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to pair 
with him in that direction. I suppose it would make no difference in 
the result of the vote, and therefore I do nothing but leave his pair 
stand with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], unless some 
Senator should see proper to pair him with a Senator on the other side. 
My colleague, as he told me, would vote for retaining the wool-tariff 
clauses as they are in the bill, and therefore would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this 
proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUME]. If he were present, I should vote yea. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am paired, as stated, with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE], but if there be no objection I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], so that I can 
vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
not in the Chamber, and I desire to state that he is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 suggest to the Senator from Missouri that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas 14 BERRY] be paired with the Senator from 
He [Mr. PLUMB]. Then he and I can vote, if that is agreeable to 


m. 

Mr. VEST. That is entirely agreeable. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. TELLER, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CAMERON. Fam paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BUTLER], but if necessary to make a quorum I am at liberty to 


vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that I have not voted because I 
am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL]. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is paired 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr.Squrre]. If agreeable to him, 
we can pair the Senator from Washington with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, and the Senator from Virginia and I can vote. I vote nay.““ 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote yea. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I desire tostate that my colleague [Mr. Davis! 
is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

he result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 

b Gibson, Morgan, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gray, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 

Coke, Jones of Ar Ransom, P 
Daniel, Me n, Vance, 


ú NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Dolph Hoar, Spooner, 
Allen. Edmunds, 1 Stewart 
Allison, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hal MeMillan, Teller, 

v, Hawley, Mitchell, Washburn 
Cullom, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—4. 

Barbour, Davis, Kenna, Power, 
Berry, Dawes, Manderson, uny. 
Blackburn, Eustis, Moody, n. 

air, Farwell, Morrill, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, Squire, 
Bauer” Geek Penisa Turpie, ` 
utler, 0 ettigrew, urpie, 
Call, raed hy treet Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harris, Platt, Waithal 
Colquitt, Hearst, Piumb, Wolcott, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, as follows: 

870. On noils, shoddy, top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, 
yarn waste, garnetted waste, and all other wastes composed wholly or in part 
of wool, the duty shall be 30 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. L should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
the reason why the duty upon shoddy is increased from 10 cents per 
pound to 30 cents per pound, an increase of 200 per cent. upon this 
article, which I suppose we do not want to encourage the production of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator well knows that it is a substitute for 
wool, and with a view af giving protection to the lower grades of wool 
this duty has been increased from 10 cents to 30 cents a pound. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

$71. On woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, the duty shall be 10 cents per pound. 

372. Wools and hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other like animals, in the 
form of roping, roving, or tops, aud all wooland hair which have been advanced 
in any manner or by any process of manufacture beyond the washed orscoured 
condition not specially provided for in this act, shall be subject to the same duties 
ae are pruon Y upon manufactures of wool not specially provided for in this 
ac * 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 88, 
line 22, atter the word be, to strike out twice“ and insert two 
and one-half times;’’ so as to make paragraph 373 read: 

$73. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in part of wool, worsted 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30 
cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the ay 
imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in 
dition thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 30 cents and not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the dut; 
imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in * 
dition thereto 35 per cent, ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, 
the duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty imposed by this 
act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not think the amendment 
proposed by the committee ought to be 


increase over the present rate and is not justifiable in my opinion. The 
rate proposed by the House on ‘woolen and worsted yarns made 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel’’ (which has 
heretofore been free, but is now classed in this bill with wool of the 
first class and made dutiable at 11 cents per pound), *‘ goat, alpaca, or 
other animals, valued at not more than 30 cents per pound,“ is twice 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

That is the provision in the bill as it came from the House, and it 
proposes to impose a duty of 22 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad 
valorem upon all these yarns which are worth less than 30 cents per 
pound. The Finance Committee of the Senate proposes to increase the 
specific duty from 22 cents per pound, as proposed by the House, to 27} 
cents per pound and 35 per cent, ad valorem upon an article which must 
be worth less than 30 cents a pound in order to come in under this 
clause. 

The rate of duty under the present law upon this class of yarns 
valued at less than 30 cents per pound is 70.32 per cent. ad valorem, 
The House propose to raise it to 112.70 per cent. ad valorem, and the 
Senate committee amendment to over 132 per cent. ad valorem, 

This is the material which is necessarily used by the manufacturers 


of woolen and worsted cloths, and Iam unable to see any sufficient 


reason why even the rate of duty proposed by the House should beim- 
posed upon it, and, much less, why we should impose a duty of over 
132 per cent. 
I hope the amendment proposed by the committee will not be adopted, 
and I think that the rate proposed by the House ought to be reduced. 
Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenatorfrom Kentucky understands, of course, 


that the specific rates in this bill are intended to be compensatory fur 


the rates upon wool or substitutes for wool. The rate upon scoured 
wool by this bill is 33 cents a pound. The rate fixed upon all substi- 
tutes for wool in paragraph 370, which we have just adopted, is 30 
cents a pound. The Senator must understand that if we propose to 
make the duties on yarnscompensatory this rate must not be less than 
the rate fixed upon scoured wool or upon all the substitutes of wool. 


to, In fact the rate ot 
duty proposed by the bill as it came from the other House is a large 
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The rate proposed by the amendment of the Senate Finance Commit- 
teeis only 27} cents a pound as against 33 cents a pound upon scoured 
wool of the first class, or 36 centsa pound upon scoured wool of the sec- 
ond class, or 30 cents a pound upon the various substitutes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We have again presented to us the doctrine of com- 
pensatory duties by the Senator from Rhode Island. I should like to 
ask that Senator for what is this to compensate the manufacturers of 
these yarns, Foran increased price of their wool on account of the im- 
position of the increased rate of duty or for a reduced price of their wool 
resulting from the increased rates of duty upon that article? 

We have reached a point where it seems we ought to have a distinct 
and final understanding upon this subject; that is, upon the question 
whether the imposition of protective rates of duty upon an article which 
is produced in this country reduces its price or increases its price. This 
question has been answered both ways repeatedly during this discus- 
sion. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday afternoon, in a 
brief statement made by him, admitted that the imposition of pro- 
tective rates of duty upon wool by the act of 1867 had not increased 
its price, but had decreased it; but other Senators upon that side of the 
Cham ber insist that the imposition of such a duty increases the price, and 
this bill isframed uponthattheory. Consequently we find that wher- 
ever a new duty is imposed upon a material used in our manufactures 
or an increased duty is imposed upon such a material, there must be 
an increased duty upon the product made from it, in order, as the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island says, to compensate the manufacturer. 

Now, in the first place, the factthat the wool from which these yarns 
are manufactured is not all imported must not be overlooked; in fact, 
very little of it is imported; and therefore this compensatory duty can 
not be justified upon the ground thatit is to reimburse the manufact- 
urer of the yarns an amount of money which he has actually paid 
out of his pocket at the custom-house upon the imported article. It 
must be placed solely upon the ground, therefore, that the imposition 
of the increased rate of duty upon wool from which these yarns are 
made increases their price; and yet the facts stated throughout this dis- 
cussion and admitted upon the other side show that the price of wools 
has decreased since 1867, when this high rate of duty was imposed 
upon them. 

I insist, therefore, that we have reached a point in the consideration 
of this bill where we should have a distinct and a final un ing 
upon this subject, because if we are to continue throughout the re- 
maining provisions of this bill to impose what ace called compensatory 
duties upon the finished product, it can be justified only upon the 
ground that the duties upon the materials increase their price, although 
those materials are produced here in our own country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the compensatory duties levied by 
the proyisions of this bill are not imposed for either of the reasons sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky. The reason for their imposition, 
as I think the Senator understands, is to equalize, if possible, the con- 
ditions, so far as the cost of wool is concerned, between the foreign and 
thedomesticmanufacture. If the domestic manufacturer imported the 
wools or substitutes, he would be obliged to pay the duty, and should 
be compensated for the amount paid. Otherwise, of course, he would 
be under an additional disadvantage on account of the wool duties as 
compared with his foreign competitor, who has free wool. If he does 
not import the materials, he is brought in competition with a foreign 
manufacturer who has the advantage of cheaper wool or cheaper sub- 
stitutes for wool, it may be, to the full extent of the duty which we 
impose in the United States. Under these circumstances, it is abso- 
lutely necessary, if we propose to continue the manufacture of wool in 
this country, that through adequate compensatory duties foreign and 
domestic manufacturers should be placed upon a basis of equality. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island insist that 
the imposition of an increased rate of duty upon the material which 
the American manufacturer has to use has a tendency to put him more 
nearly upon a footing of equality with the manufacturer who has free 
material? It is precisely the contrary. The foreign manufacturer has 
free materials for use in the production of his goods, and thereby, ac- 
vording to the Senator’s argument, which is correct, has an advantage 
over the American manufacturer. Why has he the advantage? Simply 
because under the law which gives him free raw material he secures it 
at lower cost, and to compensate the American manufacturer on ac- 
count of this disadvantage under which he labors from this cause, the 
Senator proposes still further to embarrass him by putting an increased 
rate of duty upon his material, and thus make it cost him more accord- 
ing to the theory of this bill. 

Mr. President, this compensating duty, as it is called, can not be 
justified upon the ground that it aids the domestic manufacturer in 
the contest with his foreign competitor. It must rest upon the ground, if 
it can be justified at all, that the imposition of the increased duty upon 
the material used by the domestic manufacturer increases its cost to 
him, and that therefore he must have an increased duty upon his fin- 
ished product. ; 

The Senator says that itis justified upon the ground that its pur- 
pose is to equalize the conditions between the manufacturers here and 
the manufacturers abroad, which is simply another form of stating the 
argument to which I have just replied. It does not tend to equalize 


the conditions, but, on the contrary, tends directly and inevitably to 

make them still more unequal than they are now by imposing upon 

the material used by our manufacturers anincreased charge which the 
manufacturer does not have to pay, and therefore —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Waita moment. Therefore it excludes. 
thestic manufacturers of these goods not only from the other 
of the world, but raises their price here to such an extent as to encour- 
age their im tion from abroad, for it is a rule of trade as inflexible 
as any rule in mathematics that our im increase when our 
prices rise and decrease when our prices It is high prices in this 
country that bring goods here from other countries, and low prices in 
this country that exclude them. 

Therefore, when you place in this bill a provision which increases 
the cost of production and thereby necessarily increases the price at 
which the articles sell in the market you offer to the foreign importer 
a premium to bring his products here and sell them in competition 
with ours. What we want, therefore, more than anything else in the 
adjustment of our tariff laws, if their purpose, or any part of their pur- 
pose, be to aid and encourage American industries, is to enable 8 
industries to turn out their products at such prices as will exclude the 
foreign product from competition with them in the home markets, 
and if possible at such prices as will enable our producers to export 
them and sell them in the foreign market in competition with foreign 
producers. We can never reach that point, but will be constantly re- 
ceding further and further from it, if we continue to incorporate into 
our legislation these provisions which increase the cost of production 
in our own country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, the argument of the Senator from 
Kentucky should have been addressed to the Senate when the para- 
graphs relating to the duties upon wool were under consideration. He 
questions the wisdom of the policy of adopting these rates. Having 
once decided, as the Senate has so far as it can control this matter, to 
place these duties upon wool, it is indispensable, 1 repeat, to equalize 
the conditions between the domestic and foreign manufacturers. 

Mr. CARLISLE, How equalize it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President, I will say a few words in regard 
to this point, because this same question will arise in many other items 
in these schedules as they come up. 

It seems to me that the Senator from Kentucky overlooks the main 
facts in regard to these duplicate and triplicate and quadruple rates 
upon woolen goods. He forgets—no, he does not forget it, because he 
is perfectly familiar with the fact—that it requires 2 pounds of or- 
dinary wool as taken from the sheep’s back to make a pound of what 
is called washed wool. It takes 3 pounds of unwashed wool to make 
a pound of scoured wool. It takes 4 pounds of unwashed wool to 
make a pound of cloth, That is a fact. If the Senator disputes it 
then we are all at sea; but that, I believe, is a conceded fact. 

At any rate it is proved by every witness who came before the com- 
mittee, and is shown by the importers and manufacturers and all 
wool-growers, that it is a general simple rule which may vary in de- 
gree according to the character of wool, the finer wool Laine better, 
that 2 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of washed 
wool; that 3 pounds of unwashed wool are equivalent to 1 pound of 
scoured wool, and that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are required to 
make 1 pound of cloth. That seems to be rather strange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a matter of fact. 
Thegreasein the unwashed wool isremoved partially when itis washed, 
still more when it is scoured. It not only takes off all the dirt, but 
all the fiber of the wool. Still, in the next process of manufacture, 
when the wool is converted into cloth, there is a waste, so that all 
parties have agreed to the general rule that it requires 4 pounds of un- 
washed wool to make 1 pound of cloth. 

That does not apply to all kinds of cloth. It only applies probably 
to the better wool. The general rule is that of good quality it may re- 
quire 4 pounds of wool to produce a pound of eloth, but it does not ap- 
ply to all, because in certain articles they use other substitutes for wool 
to the extent that they use cotton in satinets and in some formsof 
I am not a merchant or a manufacturer or anything of the kind, and I 
may confound these matters, but in many classes of goods made 
of wool there is cotton, and in many there are other articles. In all 
carpet wools there are great varieties of substitutes. Therefore, the 
rule does not apply to those, but in all cloths of every kind whatever 
it may be said that it requires 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound of 
cloth. 

That is the reason of this discrimination. Inregard to these cheaper 
woolens that are provided for here at two and a half times the rate, 
they are mainly made of cheap wools which bear a low rate of duty com- 
paratively. The carpet wools are sometimes used more or less for this 
class of goods, and the inferior wools are used for that purpose. Still, 
the endeavor was to equalize the number of pounds of wool that are re- 
quired for a pound of cloth, because now we are dealing with cloth or 
Woolens, the manufactured articles. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yarns, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yarns; the same thing. Yarn, before it is pre- 
pared and called yarn, must go through the process of washing, scour- 
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that is necessary, carding probably. Iam 
matter, and I only know what I gather from the 
all the ; so that yarn 


manufactured 
as cloth, because the wool even after it is woven into loses some- 
what by the processes of manufacture, 3 A 
in fixing the ratio the House fixed the ratio of 2 to 1. 
The Senate committee, however, proposed to increase the rate upon the 
statement made before it by men who are interested no doubt upon 
this matter, but certainly made without a division of opinion that 
that was not enough; that it required 2} pounds of wool to make a 
pound of yarn. Whether that be so or not I do not know, but that 
was the best evidence we had; and unless the Senator from Kentucky 
can controvert that fact his argument fails, 

So as you go along into higher grades and higher prices of woolen 
gooda, where the waste is greater, the ratio increases. In some cases 

pounds of wool are made the equivalent of 1 pound of cloth, in other 
cases ot cloths of the higher grades it requires 4 pounds; and therefore 
the corresponding duty on the is made four times the amount of 
the duty on the unwashed w 

If the duty upon wool had been levied on the washed or scoured 
woo), it would have been much higher, but as the wool enters into 
market mainly as unwashe : wool, or wool washed on the sheep’s back, 
as a matter of course the rate of duty is fixed upon the wool that is 
usually imported in that coadition, generally in a very dirty state; and 
when you come to convert tnat into cloth, it takes, as I say, from 2 to 
3 or 4 pounds of the wool to make a pound of cloth. 

That is the reason for the difference between these various grades— 
that as the product advances in quality and value it takes more wool. 
Therefore, according to the testimony of every one connected with this 
whole business, and it has never been contradicted or denied by any 
one, 4 pounds of wool are required to make 1 pound of cloth. If that 
be true, it explains the whole of these progressive stages of two, three, 
and four, 

Now, what is just and right is that the duty on the woolen goods 
should correspond substantially with the duty on wool, giving the 
manufacturer a reasonable protection for the conversion of that wool 
into cloth, and giving him a duty that will bear a just relation to the 
value of the foreign wool and the domestic wool. 

In regard to the other rule that the Senator from Kentucky men- 
tions, I have no doubt whatever that under the operations of this pro- 
tective tariff the effect will be—not in a year, not in two years, butas 
soon. as the law takes eftect and is in full operation, and encouragement 
is then given to the manufacturers and producers of wool, and the in- 
evitable eftect of domestic competition at home will be to reduce the 
pire of wool and woolens. In every speech I have ever made where 

have alluded to the subject at all, or in any speech or remarks I have 
ever made in the Senate or in the House as a member where this sub- 
ject was discussed, I have always said that what I desired to do was, 
not to make dear goods, not to compel the consumer to pay higher 
prices, but it was to induce the manufacture of goods in our own coun- 


Trs President, if I had the power I would frame the law so that 
every article, of any name or nature whatever, that could be manu- 
factured in this country of ours should be manufactured here; and 
then, if left open to the competition which always springs up if undis- 
turbed by trusts or combinations, that competition will always reduce 
the price lower and lower, down to the absolute cost of manufacture or 
production, so that the cost of production would decide the value of 
the article in ourown country, and the cost of manufacture, governed by 
the wages paid to our laboring men, higher than are paid abroad, should 
fix the prices in this country, and then we would get the benefit of 
any invention, any improvement, any increased competition, any in- 
creased effort made on the part of laboring men or inventors to lower 
or lessen the price of goods. That is my idea of a protective tariff, of 
a protective policy, 

If I supposed or believed, as the gentlemen on the other side seem 
sincerely to believe, that these duties are added to the cost, piled up 
and accumulated upon the cost of the article, that the consumer must 

y it, that there was no evasion of that universal rule, I would not 
* a protective tariff at all. But I know that all human experience 
teaches, and the experience of our own country more than anywhere 
else teaches us, that if we have the facility of trade and the inducement 
to go into manufacture or 88 of any kind, we can by our own 
superior intelligence, by the character of our people, by free and fair 
competition, undisturbed by trusts or combinations, reduce the prices 
to as low a rate as they ought to be reduced with due regard to fair 
wages to American laborers, £ 

Mr. President, we must not only consider the interest of the laborer 
in this matter, but we must induce, by our laws, capitalists to invest 
in the production and manufacture of these articles, because, unless, 
we can do so, unless we can cause capitalists to invest in the necessary 
plant to manufacture, as a matter of course we can give no laborers 
employment, and therefore these protective laws must be made not 
only to induce capital to come in for the purpose of legitimate profit, 

but also with a view to give our people fair and reasonable wages 


and fair and reasonable prices. Then, if on account of the higher prices 
paid for labor in this country and the higher rate of interest on capital, 
the domestic article costs a little more than the foreign article, I say 
it is better for the American people, better for the consumers, to pay 
that increased cost, rather than not have the article manufactured here. 

Mr. President, so far as I am personally concerned, I can have no in- 
terest whatever in these tariff laws, Iam unfortunately neither a pro- 
ducer nor a manufacturer nor an importer. I am a consumer to the 
extent that I have any connection with the articles named in this list, 
As a consumer I believe, in common with the t body of our 
that if we do protect, foster, encourage, and diversify our ind 
although in the commencement it may advance the price to the con- 
sumer, yet in the end it will reduce the price and fix the price to be 
paid in our own country at about the fair rate for the men that are em- 
ployed in manufactures and a fair rate to capital employed in manu- 
factures, which is absolutely necessary; and when it is thus reduced to 
that price we ought to pay it cheerfully and fairly. 

I believe that if these laws now could be framed upon the basis of 
this bill, with any sign that they would endure for a number of years, 
there would be no difficulty about prices; that we should be able to 
compete with other countries and soon be able to export certain classes 
of goods to foreign countries and compete with those countries in the 
markets of the world, 

Such, Mr. President, are the ideas that I entertain in supporting a 
protective tariff bill—not for the purpose of building up manufacturers 
particularly, not for the purpose of enriching a few men and of giving- 
them the advantage over laborers, but to induce industry, to secure 
employment, to diversify employments, in order that we may not only 
manufacture articles needed on the farms, in the workshops, and in 
the mines, but encourage every class of industry that will give honest 
labor fair employment and give capital a new inducement to enter and 
embark in all kinds of business. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, so far as I know, the Senator from 
Ohio has always been consistent in his advocacy of the theory that the 
imposition of protective duties upon goods the like of which are ef 
duced in this country has a tendency to reduce prices, and I s 
therefore have no contention with him upon that subject. But what 
I have endeavored to show is that such a theory iswholly inconsistent 
with this theory upon which this bill is framed. 3 

This bill is framed upon the theory that compensatory duties are 
n in order to reimburse the manufacturer, who uses ma- 
terial, for the increased cost to him on account of the imposition of the 
duty upon the material. Thatis the theory which I endeavored to get 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to announce, but w. 
he does not announce in his remarks, although he does in his bill. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] asserts 


that it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of 


woolen cloth, and asserts that until thisiscontroverted these compound 
duties, or this multiplication of duties, mustbe justified. I know that 
this is the estimate which has usually been made, and opon wilen our 
legislation on this subject, since 1867 at least, has been But I 
controvert the statement that, as a universal rule, or even as a gen- 
eral rule, it requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound 
of cloth. If, however, that be conceded, I assert that in the waste, ot 
which the Senator from Ohio speaks, there is valuable material which 
is utilized by the manufacturers, 

The Senator from Ohio states that it requires 3 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound of scoured wool, and 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound ofcloth. If this be true, there would be a loss 
of at least 25 per cent. in the manufacture of I pound of cloth from the 
scoured wool, whichI deny. The waste will not exceed, in my opin- 
ion, 15 or 18 per cent., and that is not lost. It consists to a large 
extent of noils, roving waste, ring waste, ete., upon which this bill 
im poses a duty of 30 cents per pound. It must be worth something. It 
must be worth more than 30 cents a pound in order to justify this rate 
of specific duty. As a matter of fact, noils are worth 

Mr. SHERMAN, large portion of these cheaper wools referred 
to under the duty of 30 cents a pound must be made out of cheaper 
kinds of wool, such as carpet wools, some kinds of which come from 
Germany. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is aside from the point I am discussi 
Mr. President. Of course it is conceded that in some classes of woo! 
it would require 4 pounds to make 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is speaking about the duty of 10 
cents a pound. The duty on carpet wool is 30 cents, and they use car- 
pet wool to some extent in the manufacture of woolen 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, Mr. President, all this waste, whether it oc- 
curs in the manufacture of carpets or the manufacture of woolen cloth, 
is subject under this bill to a duty of 30 cents a pound. That is the 
point I was on. d 

Mr. SHERMAN. Noils and those things originally supposed to be 
waste wool are really worth more than any other kind of wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio will understand that I am 
not complaining of the duty of 30 cents on waste inthis bill. Iam 
alluding to it only for the p of showing that those waste wools 
have value; that they are not in fact waste, as the Senator has stated, 


and that although in the manufacture of certain kinds of woolen cloths 
they may a y manipulate 4 pounds of unwashed wool in making 1 
pound of cloth, still the waste itself is valuable. Although it does not 
go into the pound of cloth it is on hand to put into some other pound 
of cloth, and is carried over from one process to another, so that the 
manufacturer has no right to claim that he shall have a compensatory 
duty upon the theory that it takes 4 pounds of wool to make 1 pound 
of cloth. That is the point I am making. 

In the first place, I say that it is not a universal, or even a general, 
rule that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are manipulated in making 1 
pound of cloth. In the second place, I say that even in those cases 
where 4 pounds are manipulated in making 1 pound of cloth, the 4 
ponos of wool are not actually consumed in manufacturing the cloth. 

et the manufacturers have succeeded in getting the Committee of 
Ways and Means of the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate to give them in this bill four times the amount 
of duty upon a pound of unwashed wool and an ad valorem rate for their 
| ager tate upon every pound of woolen cloth imported for sale here, if it 

valued at over 40 cents per pound, and net only upon every pound of 
imported woolen cloth, but upon every pound of imported worsted cloth, 
a part of which is cotton, a free article, subject to no duty whatever, and 
notwithstanding the fact that the cotton put into these imported worsted 
goods was originally 8 abroad ſrom this country, manufactured 
abroad, and shipped back here, which is of itself a large protection to 
our manufacturers of domestic worsted goods, All the charges of 
transportation both ways, commissions, insurance, ete., have to be paid 
by the foreign manufacturer upon the cotton before it ever reaches the 
markets of this country; and still 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. 
ad valorem are put upon worsted cloths by this bill, under the last 
clause of the next section to be considered, if the value of the goods is 
over 40 cents per pound. 

And, moreover, Mr. President, while Iam upon this subject, this bill 
not only gives to the manufacturer a specific duty equivalent to the 
duty upon 4 pounds of unwashed wool, which, of course, compensates 
him entirely for the whole amount of wool he uses in the manufacture 
of a pound of cloth, even if he uses the imported wool, but it gives him 
a duty of 50 per cent, ad valorem besides upon the whole value of the 
cloth, including the value of thissame wool, upon which he has had 44 
cents a pound specific duty. 

Now, when he bas received his 44 cents a pound, specific duty, to 
compensate him for the duty upon the 4 pounds of unwashed wool, he 
is even with the foreign manufacturer. He is upon equal terms with 
the foreign manufacturer so far as the wool is concerned. What further 
right then has he toa duty upon wool for his own protection? He has 
none whatever, Mr. President, and yet this bill gives him 50 per cent, 
ad valorem in addition to this sum of 44 cents, and this is upon the 
whole price of the cloth, including the wool. Suppose the wool is worth 
20 cents a pound abroad—and I showed by a letter yesterday that it 

from 21 to 22 cents, but is sometimes even higher. The 4 
pounds of wool used by the foreign manufacturer, therefore, costs him 
at least 20 cents a pound, which is 80 cents. 

Now, the domestic manufacturer, to compensate himself for the duty 
on the wool, has a specific duty of 44 cents a pound on the cloth, and 
he has also a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem upon 80 cents, the cost of 
the wool abroad to the manufacturer, which gives him 84 cents on ac- 
count of the wool used in the imported cloth, to say nothing of the 
protection which he receives from the ad valorem rate on the remainder 
of ths cost of the article. Thus he gets over 20 cents a pound on the 
4 pounds of wool Which- he says he has to use, although the duty on 
the domestic wool is only 11 cents per pound. 

All that the manufacturers have ever claimed was that they should 
have the ad valorem rate for their protection, conceding all the time 
that this specific rate was only for the purpose of compensating them 
for the additional cost of the wool by reason of the duty on that ma- 
terial. But they have under this bill at least 84 cents per pound upon 
all woolen and worsted cloths valued at more than 40cents per pound, 
and upon all other manufactures of worsted weighing over 4 ounces to 
the yard, which is nearly twice as much as the duty upon 4 pounds of 
unwashed wool, and they have besides 50 per cent. ad valorem upon the 
remaining cost of the imported goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky is now upon a very 
important branch of this whole question. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it be true, as stated by the Senator just now, as 
I understood him, that the compensating duty is excessive use of 
the mode of its levy, then it seems to me we ought to modify this bill. 

Now, if I do not interrupt the Senator by lengthening my state-- 


ment 
Mr. CARLISLE. I have noobjection. I want to hear the Senator. 
Mr. ALLISON. This bill does not fix a uniform limit on all wools. 
Mr. CARLISLE. But on all woolen cloths and worsted cloths, 
Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, no. 
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Mr, CARLISLE, On all weighing over 4 ounces to the yard. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this very provison we have now before us it is 
twoand a half, the latter part of the provision 3 pounds,ete. Now, the 
statement of the manufacturers is—and I want the Senator’s views upon 
this point—that in order to compete with like manufactures in Ger- 
many, or England, or France, it is necessary tor them to be placed upon 
an exact equality as respects the material which enters into the man- 
ufacture. The statement of the American manufacturers is that the 
manufacturer in G has his wool free, and therefore when he 
manufactures a yard of cloth, if that yard of cloth costs 80 cents in 
Germany, the cost of the wool enters into it as a of it. 

The manufacturer here claims that the cost of the wool in this coun- 
try enters into the production of a similar article. If that cost be 20 
cents a pound, multiply that by 4 and you have 80. Then, if you 
multiply the duty by 4, it will be 44 cents, in addition to the 80 cents, 
which is the cost to the German manufacturer, and that requires that 
23 shall be a compensating duty for the material and cost of manu- 

acture. 

Now, the material here, costing so much more, enters into the cost 
of the manufacture as it does in Germany, and therefore this compen- 
sating duty is placed upon the raw material, and the manufacturer 
here is only upon an equality, and he should have an ad valorem rate, 
whatever it is, to compensate for the difference between the wages here 
and the w. in Germany. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is exactly what I said. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I want the Senator to explain why it is that 
that is not the correct theory, so that we can all understand. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It is the correct theory upon the assumption that 
it requires 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of cloth, and upon the 
additional assumption that the duty upon the wool increases its price 
by 11 cents a pound to the American producer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now the Senator has stated that if the American 
manufacturer makes a pound of cloth, the wool in it costing 20 cents 
a pound, amounting to 80 cents, and therefore, there being 4 pounds 
of wool, he must have a compensatory duty of 44 cents on that pound 
of cloth in order to protect him against the foreign manufacturer who 
has free wool. 

Now, let us stop there a moment and sée if he is not made entirely 
equal at that very point with the foreign manufacturer, so far as the 
wool is concerned. That is the point I made a few moments ago. 

But what else occurs in this bill? You have given him the 44 cents 
a pound upon the imported cloth in order to compensate him on ac- 
count of the duty of 11 cents a pound on 4 pounds of unwashed wool, 
and you have thus made him even with the foreign manufacturer so 
far as the wool is concerned. But this bill further and gives him 
50 percent. ad valorem besides upon the whole price of the foreign cloth, 
including the 4 pounds of wool supposed to be in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me a 
moment upon that point? 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not that true of manufactures of cotton, upon 
which material there is no duty on either side of the Atlantic? Is not 
that true of silk, upon which there is no duty? 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the duty upon silk is altogether protective, 
although it yields a revenue. The object of the duty upon silk was 
protective. The object of the duty upon cotton goods is altogether 
protective, and what the manufacturer of woolen goods claims as neces- 
sary for his protection is the ad valorem rate of duty after he has been 
compensated for the increased price of his wool, and not the specific 
rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And he is precisely-—— , i 

Mr. CARLISLE. And more than compensated, as I claim. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And he is simply placed upon equal terms with the 
manufacturer of cotton s. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Notatall. You have put 50 percent. ad valorem 
duty here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the manufacturer of wool has 50 per cent. ad 
valorem that protects him against lower cost of products, and the cost 
of material on the other side is included in both cases, as it goes into 
the general cost of the manufactured goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is true that raw silk is free, but it is also equally 
true that it is all imported, and that the manufacturer is subjected to 
the charge of transportation, at least, and the other charges incidental 
to transportation, handling, and sale in this country, increasing very 
considerably the cost, which is a charge upon him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the case of cotton 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the case of cotton there is no such charge. 
But you do not propose to put a duty of 50 per cent. upon the cotton 
schedule and a specific duty besides. The specific duty would be un- 
necessary, upon the theory of the Senator from Rhode Island, as I said, 


because there is no duty upon the raw material, but the ad valorem 
is protective, and to some extent a revenue duty. 
pe 5 I was making is simply this: That, accepting the 


rate of duty 
Now, the 
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statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] as being 
universally true concerning the amount of. wool, the numberof pounds 
of wool, used by the manufacturer of cloth, still this bill gives to the 
manufacturer a greater degree of protection than it ought to give; that 
is, it does not equalize him, so far as the wool contained in the foreign 
cloth is concerned, with the wool-grower. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy any time 
in this discussion, but I wish to make a few observations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let me first correct a misstatement that I have 
made. ‘ 

I believe I stated that the bill was framed upon the theory that there 
was to be a compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on all the woolen 
and worsted cloths weighing over 4 ounces to the yard. That duty is 
imposed on all woolen and worsted cloths valued at over 40 cents per 
pound. Under the clause relating to worsted dress goods which are 
composed entirely of cotton warp or other vegetable fiber the 44 cents 
a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem apply only to the elasses weighing 
4 ounces to the yard. In the hurry of the debate I may have con- 
founded the two clauses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it has always seemed to me (because 
this is.not a new question) that the woolen manufacturer, in order to 
be successful in this country, must at least be placed upon an equality 
with the woolen manufacturer in other countries; otherwise, no mat- 
ter what the amount of duty we place upon wool, the woolen goods 
would be imported from countries where wool was free. Therefore, 
in all these discussions I have taken it for granted that there must be to 
the mauufacturer some compensating duty in order that woolen goods 
should be manufactured here. That principle is involved in the law 
of 1867 and hasremained, so far as I have heard the debates, practically 
undisputed until now, that a compensating duty is necessary in order 
that manufactures may be conducted here. 

I have heard this morning a good deal of debate about the law of 
1883, and I heard a great deal about it yesterday, and that the de- 
pression of the wool-growing industry came from the mistake made in 

- the act of 1883. Why, Mr. President, in my beliet no greater mistake 
has ever been made than to attribute the reduction in the price of wool 
to the woo) tariff of 1883. In 1880 we imported more pounds of wool 
than we have ever imported since, and I have before me the commer- 
cial statement of 1880, showing an importation of 128,000,000 pounds, 
and more, of wool in that year. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It came in under the tariff of 1867. 

Mr. ALLISON. It came in before the law of 1883 was passed. 
Therefore, for one I am getting somewhat tired of the statement that 
all the evils which the wool-growers of the United States have been 
laboring under come from the legislation of 1883. 

Mr. HOAR. Was that an exceptionally large amount in 1880? How 
does it compare with the amount for 1879 and the amount for 1881? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is exceptionally large as compared with 1881, 
and it is much larger than the amount for 1879; but the point I make 
is that if the provisions of the wool tariff in 1883 were such as to re- 
tard the growth of wool in this country, that wool tariff should receive 
the condemnation that it has received upon this floor. 

The great importations of wool now into this country are of carpet 
wools valued at less than 12 cents a pound, carpet wools that are not 
produced by our people, no matter what may be said. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And let me add, ought not to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can do better. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say that the American farmer and producer, 
whether upon the hills of Ohio, the undulating plains of my own State, 
or in the mountainous region, if he raises wool at all, ought to raise 
wool that has a value in the market without having to compete with 
these semi-barbarous wools that are gathered from the plains of Asia 
and South America, 

Mr. President, what I want as respects this debate is, if I can, to 


draw it down to the practical and effective result of our tariff laws. 


For one, I desire to protect the American wool-growers to the fullest 
extent that they need protection. But Ido not want the American 
wool-grower to have in his mind the idea that all the ills of life as re- 
spects wool come from the legislation of 1883. I want to warn him, 
and to put upon record the prediction that the legislation which we 
propose here will not be legislation which will materially advance the 
price of wool. f 

Mr. PLUMB. What abont the price of woolen goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will advance neither material, in my belief. The 
tendency in this respect is down and down, and the competition be- 
tween this country and England and everywhere is sharp. 

Why, Mr. President, it is said that because of the legislation of 1883 
the price of wool has been depressed. It is 4 cents a pound less this year 
than it was last year. Has the tariff affected the price of wool this year 
as compared with the price of last year? The tariff is the same. 
There are many conditions and situations that affect the productof wool 
as well as woolen manufactures. 

Look at South America; look at the Argentine Republic. We are 


now engaged in a project having in view the enlargement of our trade 
and commerce with that country, She has but 4,000,000 population 
and 77,000,000 sheep to our 44,000,000. With a less duty than we 
have believe it is a duty of only 2 cents a pound upon wool im- 
ported there 

Mr. CARLISLE. Twenty-five per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank you. It is 25 per cent. ad valorem in the 
Argentine Confederation. Yet she has produced 77,000,000 sheep as 
compared with our 44,000,000 of to-day. What is it that creates that 
condition in that South American Republic as compared with ours? 
It is because of the character of the air, soil, and country. The sheep 
tees sng the raisers of sheep, are, as compared with our own people, 
no c 

The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] did me the honor to read 
some-observations which I made in 1870 as respects the wool and woolen 
tariff. The conditions of 1870, as compared with the conditions of 
1880, are as varied and different as it is possible for them to be. The 
Australasian countries in 1870 had just begun the production of wool. 
I have not the figures before me, but I will venture the statément that 


they did not produce then to exceed 15,000,000 or 20,000,000 pounds. 


Now, Australasia and its colonies pour into the markets of the world 
500,000,000 pounds of the finest wool grown on this globe, the most 
of it wool that enters into the finest productions of cloth, Has that 
had nothing to do with the reduction of the price of wool? 

I appeal to those who are more familiar with the manufacture of 


wool than I am, and I have no doubt they will tell you that the wool 


used in the production of the finest cloths, whether in Germany, the 
United States, or in Great Britain, comes from the Australian colonies, 

Mr. President, I mention this for the purpose of bringing this de- 
bate, if I can, down to the question as to what we ought to do here, 
having in mind first to protect the American wool-grower as nearly as 
we can protect him in his products, because I agree with every Senator 
upon this side, and I believe almost every Senator on the other side, 
so far as they have spoken, that the woolen industry in our country is 
one that should be amply protected and cared for in order to make us 
as independent as we can be in this industry as well as in others. 

1 only make these observations for the purpose of showing, if they 
be true, that there are other elements which enter into all t! mat- 
ters besides the mere question of a cent a pound upon wool, The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said truthfully that the increase in the 
bill was a small increase upon wool. So it is, if you take the direct 
increase. Take the importations of 1889. Ihave them here. The 
proposed bill would only impose upon clothing wools, wools of class 
No. 1, $229,000. That is all the addition there is in this bill for the 
benefit of the farmers who produce clothing wool in this country, 1 
centa pound. When you take the wools of the second class, known 
as combing wools, the duties are increased to the extent of $385,000, 
making in all less than $600,000. 

The increase, then, is simply upon wools of the third class, which 
are the carpet wools that are imported, and the increase is chiefly upon 
the class which now comes in at less than 12 cents a pound in value. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. : 

Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator to say that the effect of this 
bill would not be to materially increase either the price of wool or the 
price of the finished products. 

Mr. ALLISON. Istated that awhile ago. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to say to the Senator that I know it to bea 
fact that a leading tailor in this city informed a Senator not three days 
ago that the price of woolen goods was already advanced 20 per cent. 
in anticipation of the passage of this bill, and is still advancing. 

Mr, ALLISON. I merely entered that for the moment as a predic- 
tion. I have no doubt that that sort of thing is going the rounds. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], yesterday I believe it was, 
introduced here an advertisement respecting some hosiery in Phila- 
delphia. Well, it may be that the price of hosiery will be increased. 
When I speak of increase I speak of the general increase and perma- 
nent increase. I do not mean to say that under the effect of this bill 
there will not be increases in particular things. I have no doubt there 
will be increases in the prices of certain articles. But that is aside. I 
will return to that question, because if I am mistaken about it I hops 
the Senator from North Carolina will put me right. 

The increase of duty upon wool is a nominal increase in one sense. 
But the Senator from Ohio said truly that it was one of the provisions 
and definitions of this bill that gave trouble, and therefore it was that 
I put the question to the Senator from Kentucky as to whether he in- 
tended to confine his motions to amend this bill to moving to strik 
out the clause respecting the definitions contained in this bill, Here 
are shoddy and noils increased from 10. cents a pound to 30 cents a 
pound. That is an enormous increase, And there is an enormous in- 
crease on all these articles that are the refuse of scoured wools. 

Now, Mr. President, I have no doubt that the farmer believes that 
he has been greatly injured in the past by means of what he calls the 
importation of high-priced woolen raw material, Let me turn to the 
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pound duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What material is that, may I ask? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the material which is included —— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Shoddy? 

Mr. ALLISON. Noils, shoddy, top waste, ete. The manufacturer 
took advantage of the duty of 10 cents a pound and imported these ar- 
ticles to that extent. But there are other things in this woolen sched- 
ule which, it is claimed by the manufacturers, compel them to pay ad- 
ditional duties, and one is the fact that there shall be no sorting of 
wools. There is a provision in this bill that there shall be no sorting 
of wools abroad, which isa common custom, and that if wools are 
sorted, they shall pay double duty. So, if a earpet wool is sorted, even 
as to color, and pays 32 per cent., it has to pay 64, the value being un- 
der 13 cents a pound. If itis over 13 cents a pound and is sorted, 
then on the valne at the place of production it pays 100 per cent. 

Mr. President, I make this statement in justification of at least my 
own conduct as respects this wool schedule, I have always believed, 
and I believe now, that in many respeets this schedule is higher than 
it ought to be. But having been a participant in the making of the 
tariff of 1883 (whereof, I believe justly, the manufacturers had a right 
to eomplain because we so adjusted and arranged it as to induce large 
importations of manufactured goods which we ought to make here), 
I with my colleagues assented to the general provisions of the woolen 
schedule of this bill, and I did so, as was said by Senators upon the 


other side, because this question has become a party question to a cer- 


tain extent. 

When we went into the consideration of this bill in the Committee 
on Finance, as Senators on both sides know, and I think the public 
ought to know, we were told tomake this bill to snit ourselves on the 
Republican side, and that the Democratic side would content itself 
with moving such amendmentsas it chose. Therefore it was that this 
bill has been made up according tothe best knowledge of the majority 
of the Republican members of the Finance Committee. If I had made 
it myself I should have made many changes init. So we find our- 
selves now confronted with this as a party question on this side of the 
Chamber and on that. So I repeat that although there are some pro- 
visions in this schedule, and a good many of them, that do not meet 
my approval, yet I can not but believe that the statement made by the 
manufacturers as the compensating duty isa just statement. 
3 have reached in this bill the exact and proper propor- 


Mr. McPHERSON. Did I understand the Senator to say that he 
can not believe, or “can not but believe? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘“‘I can not but believe.“ I will put the question 
to the Senator. If we put a duty upon wool, and then only the usual 
ad valorem duty upon the manufactures of wool, say 40 or 45 per cent., 
will woolen goods be manufactured most abroad or here? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fiity per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that is on the higher pricedarticle. It 
is 50 per cent. ad valorem u pure luxuries, not upon ordinary 
woolen goods. If wedo that it is plain to me that the great body 
of woolen goods will be manufactured abroad and not here. 

The Senator asks me why that isso. My answer is that we consume 
600,000,000 pounds of wool in the United States; that we produce but 
265,000,000 pounds according to the last statement, and that there- 
fore there must come in 335,000,000 pounds either in the shape of im- 
portations of wool for our manufacturers or in the form of manufactured 
goods for consumption in this country. In that condition in which we 
are situated E can not but believe that the people who produce the 
265,000,000 pounds should be enabled in some way to receive a fair 
price for their wool; and I come to that point now with a view of sug- 
gesting to the Senator from Kentucky an element which he has not 
yet considered. 


The producers of wool in this country, producing less than half the 
consumption, with a duty of 11 or 12 cents, or whatever you please, 
per pound upon this wool, must in some way, until home competition 
shall rise to the point where production exceeds consumption, be able 
to add a large portion of this duty to the price of the wool which they 
sell. Therefore, so believing, I think there must be a compensating 
a, to the manufacturer in order to enable him to manufacture at all. 

ow, Mr. President, when it comes to the question as to what that 

shall be, I confess myself not sufficiently an expert to*know. In this 

ba mie it is proposed at two and a half, later on three, again three 
a half, again four, and again four and one-fourth. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me a moment to 


Mr. ALLISON. With 3 

Mr. PLUMB. The duty on wool is increased a cent a pound. The 
Senator thinks a large portion of that increase will inure to the benefit 
of the wool-grower, Will he state what the large portion of the effect 
of the increase of 1 cent a pound-will be? 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not speak of the increase when I was speak- 
ing of that. ae of the same duties, whether the duty now or the 
duty which be added. It the Senator wants to know what I be- 
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I think it may possibly increase it somewhat, as I have said. But I 
would like to have some gentleman on either side—and I ask the ques- 
tion for an answer—tell me * ons here believes that the duty 
upon wool, whether it be 11 cents or 12 cents, adds to the price of the 
American product. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No. 

Mr. ALLISON, Is the price 40 the American wool-grower added 
to by reason of the duty? Task the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if it does not add 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from New 
Jersey to say no in answer to the question of the Senator from Iowa. 
I do not know whether I misunderstood bim or not. 

Mr. VANCE. It it does not add tothe price of the native wool, 
then certainly there is no earthly excuse for increasing the duty in 
C è 

Mr. ON. Now that the Senator from North Carolina is on 
his feet, I hope he will give me his views on the question as to whether 
or not the duty of 11 cents a poundadds, and, if so, how much, to the 
price of American wool because of the imposition of that duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to answer? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I stated yesterday, Mr. President, and I will re- 
peat now, as briefly as I can, that it was exceedingly difficult to say 
what the effect of the duty was upon the price of the American prod- 
uct. Some contend that by reason of the duty the demand for the 
American product is decreased by the exclusion of foreign wools, which 
are necessary in the manufacture of certain kinds of cloth, and that 
this decreases the price, while others claim that the price is increased. 

Of course, we can all understand that when the American manuſact- 
urer is excluded from all the other markets of the world and eom- 
pelled to rely upon the domestic products, and cam make only those 
qualities which can be produced from American wool, there will not 
be such a demand for wool as would otherwise exist; in other words, 
it would not bring the full value which it would if the domestic manu- 
facturer could get the foreign wools to mix with the domestic for the 
manufacture of the finished product. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there is a difference of opinion as respects 
the effect of mixing wools and sorting wools and all that; but what I 
want to get at is whether or not the duty of 11 cents a pound adds to 
the price of wool in the United States. That is the question. 

It is true that we do not export one pound of wool to any place on 
this globe, I say one pound. We practically do not export at all. 
Therefore our market is the only market for the American producer, 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Iowa let me answer the 
question in my way? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer itin my way, and then it may help 
the Senator to answer it in his way. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have no doubt it will. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall yield to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. President, London is the market for wool. The price of woolin 
London is as fixed and permanent as the price of silver, and more so 
until the time we passed our silver bill. In other words, you may 
take the price of wool the world over and it is quoted with reference 
to the London price. I may be mistaken about that; and if I am I 
hope some Senator will correct me. Every manufacturer in the United 
States and in every other country buys his wool at the London price 
plus the cost ot transportation from London, or, ing that into ac- 
count, to the place ot manufacture. Therefore the on price is the 
eeue pera Is it not? Very well. [t is the price there with 
dutyadded. Wool is gathered there from the four corners of the world, 
from Australia, from India, and soon. All wools meet there. Now, 
if the American manufacturer finds a deficit in the production of 
his own country he must go to London to buy and be governed by the 
London price. If that be true, when he does buy he must pay the 
duty, and therefore the duty is added to the price. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. By the Senator’s consent, I desire to state that I 
think his assertion is incorrect. What is the reason for the increased 
duty on wool if the Senator’s theory is that it will not increase the 

ice? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the theory on that side. I am trying to 
prove that it does increase the price; that is what I am trying to 

rove, and if I have not made myself understood by the Senator from 

r. e have been very unfortunate in the language I have 
employed. 

—— as we produce 265,000,000 pounds of wool and consume 
600,000,000 pounds of wool—I recognize, of the conditions sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky—lI undertake to 2 that the 
great body of the duty is added. to the price of wool in country, 
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and that if it were not for the duty the price of Ohio fleece wool in Lon- 
don and the price of the best Oregon wool in London would be a shade 
less than the price of wool from Australia, and it would be practically 
the price of Australian wool less the duty now imposed upon wool in 
this coun: 


The ‘ are perfectly open to everybody who will look at them. 


Now, I repeat, if that be true, then, when we are to have manufact- 
ures at all in this country, we must have them in some way compen- 
sated for the additional cost of wool to them as compared with the 
wool of people who manufacture woolen goods elsewhere. 

Tt was partly in vindication of thisidea that I have ventured to make 
any suggestion repecting this bill at this time, considering the haste as 
respects these schedules. But I feel sure that we must give the man- 
uſacturers a compensating duty, and if the Senator from Kentucky will 
show me anywhere that the compensating duty proposed is too high, 
then I shall go with him, and feel bound to aid in reducing it. But 
my own judgment is, with the best light I have, that while it is high, 
yot it may be to enable us to successfully compete with those 
who are producing these articles abroad. 

Now, Mr. President, before I sit down I want to say one word in 
response to the Senator from North Carolina. The Senator from North 
Carolina asked me if the effect of this bill, taking it by and large, will 
not be to increase the price of woolen goods. My answer to that is 
this: This bill has been under consideration in the two Houses for 
four months. I am not speaking of that. consideration which it re- 
ceived in committee. It came here on May 21, There is a large in- 
crease, as is claimed, upon certain articles of woolen goods, as also 
upon wool. Now, the price of wool has gone down 4 cents a pound 
pending the consideration of this bill, as I understand. If I am mis- 
taken I shall be happy to be corrected. As the price of wool has gone 
down, the price of the world’s product of wool (not that of the United 
States alone) has gone down. - 

Mr. CARLISLE, Does not that show that our price is affected by it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly affected by it. I agree to that. I 
undertook to show, as the Senator will rememher, that the injection 
of 500,000,000 pounds of wool from Australia affected the price of the 
world’s product of wool, and so from other countries. As the price of 
wool goes down the price of woolen manufactures goes down inevitably. 

I have heard here a great deal said about trusts. I have yet to hear 
it stated on this floor or elsewhere that in the manufacture of woolen 
goods in this country, or in any other country, there is such a thing as 
a trust or a combination. Its manufacture is of such universality and 
is engaged in by so many people that there is no combination, so far 
as I have ever heard, res it. 

It may be that under this bill there are a few items of woolen 
the price of which will be advanced; for instance, those that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina referred to when he undoubtedly went to some 
fashionable tailor in New York City or London, who would never think 
of clothing a man in this country with an-American product. That 
tailor would undoubtedly say that the price of these woolen goods hav- 
ing been advanced, I have got to advance on the cloth that I make up 
into your suit. I have no doubt there will be some of that effect upon 
the high-priced clothing of the United States. 

But, as respects the low-priced clothing, the clothing that we are all 
in the habit of wearing here day by day, there is no material increase. 
Why? Because the American manufacturer has the market to-day, 
and he will hold that market, and the competition that comes in be- 
tween the manufacturers of the United States will be sufficient to 
keep down the price to a reasonable sum. And I have ‘no doubt, as 
the Senator from Rhode Island prompts me to say, that the effect of 
this bill upon our manufacturers will be to enable them somewhat to 
enlarge their manufacture of fine goods; that the competition will be 
still sharper in our own country, and that by this competition the 
prices will be kept down. y 

So that now I put myself again in the line of prophecy to say that, 
with the exception ofa few high-priced goods, whether they be for men 
or women, this bill will not materially change existing conditions as 
respects the woolen trade in our country, whether it be in wool or woolen 
manufacture. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from North Carolina will permit me 
I would like to answer something stated by the Senator from Iowa. 

The Senator from Iowa spoke in regard to what the price of Ameri- 
can wool would be if we had free trade. The Senator has made a very 
able and a very practical speech, and I concur with him in many things 
he has said, but of course not in all. The Senator states that if there 
were free trade in wool the American producer of wool would receive 
in the London market just what the Australian wools brings 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, if he produced the same kind of wool. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Free trade would give him, the Senator says, the 
of Australian wool less the cost of transportation to London. 

. President, the question is not what the producer of American 
would receive in London, but what he would receive here in his own 
eountry; and I submit to the Senator from Iowa that he would not 
export his wool under any circumstances likely to occur, but would sell 
it here in the home market, and then he would receive in the home 
market the price of Australian wool in the London market plus a suf- 


regard | ficient amount to prevent him from exporting it; because the Ameri- 


= W pay him that or he would ship 
is woo! 

The price of Australian wool in the London market would rise, as 
the price of all other wools in that market and all other markets of 
the world would rise, because of the increased demand from this coun- 
try for more than 300,000,000 pounds every year. This would bring 
up the price, and hence the American producer of Wool would receive 
in Ohio and elsewhere this increased price of Australian wool in the 
London market plus a sufficient amount to prevent its shipment. 

The Senator will not deny, I presume, the tact that the price of these 
wools all over the world would rise on account of our increased 
and if so, upon his own theory that the price of our wool here is regu- 
lated and controlled to a large extent by the world’s product of the 
same kind of wool, our wool-growers will receive the benefit from it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but, Mr, President, I think the Senator and 
myself differ in this respect: The Senator from Kentucky seems to 
think that the universal product and the universal demand wouldallow 
fixing the price here as elsewhere. If I do not interrupt him by ex- 
plaining my views, I will say that I agree with him that the very 
increase in the production of wool in the last few years has affected the 
price; no doubt about that. I also agree with him that if there was 
to be a great inution in the production of wool now that would 
affect the price. 

But what I want him to tell me is whether or not our duty has the 
effect now because I do not wish to go into the domain of ation 
for the future as to what would be the best policy, not at moment 
at any rate—what is the effect now of this duty? Is not the material 
effect, the controlling effect, to place the wool-grower of the United 
States upon a very much higher plane as respects price than the wool- 
growers in all the other countries of the world? f 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, when I see the prices of wool con- 
stantly fluctuating in this country, and when I see that they rise with 
the prices of wool in other countries and fall with the prices in other 
countries, I confess that I am unable to see exactly how the tariff in- 
creases the price. We do not fix the price of wool in this country. 
It is fixed, as the Senator from Iowa has admitted, to a certain extent, 
at least, by the supply and demand throughout the whole world, Our 
production is decreasing, and consequently if we fixthe prices of wool 


they ought to be increasing, because the domestic demand is increas- - 


ing, and yet we find that just exactly the contrary process is going on. 
The production of wool is decreasing in the United States, the demand 
for wool is increasing in the United States, and yet prices are falling, 
which shows beyond any doubt or cavil that we do not fix the price 
here, but that it is fixed by the world’s supply and demand. 


Now, while I think that the abolition of the duty on wool would nat 


hurt the American wool-grower to any extent, it would certainly help 
the American manufacturer, because he could go into the foreign mar- 
kets and buy the wool to mix with ours and produce his woolen goods 
cheaper and sell them cheaper at home, and, as I said this morning, 
perhaps sell in the foreign market besides, 

But I will not discuss this question further now, because other Sena- 
tors desire to be heard, but may discuss it hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Kentucky a 


question before he takes his seat. While it is undoubtedly true that ` 
the general level of prices all over the world is governed by supply 


and demand, and that prices here fluctuate with the prices in the general 
markets of the world, is it not also true that the relative price between 


the United States and Great Britain is always maintained? In other 


words, is not a higher price always maintained here by the operation of 
our tariff laws? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is a question which I could not answer with- 
out entering into perhaps a very laborious investigation and a very nice 
calculation, because, as I u k to show yesterday, which I will 
not repeat to-day, we find that the prices prevailing in 1888 and 1889 
on unwashed Australian wool corresponded substantially with the 
prices in this country for washed wool; that is to say, for what our 
wasked wool would have sold for if unwashed, = 

Mr. ALDRICH. There isanother question. TheSenatorsaid a few 
moments ago that if we should place wool upon the free-list the prices 
of foreign wools would increase with the increased demand, Now, 
Where would that increased demand come from? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why? Would our people use more wool ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I supposed I had made it sufficiently plain, Mr. 
President, that in my opinion if the manufacturers of the United States 
could have access to foreign markets for the purchase of wool they would 


enter u 
which 


the manufacture of many grades and qualities of cloths 

ey do not now make, and increase the manufacturing estab- 
lishments and increase the demand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would they use any more wool than the Belgian, 

French, and English manufacturers are now using to supply the Ameri- 


can market? 

Mr.CARLISLE. The American market would not be supplied at all 
by foreign manufacturers, The demand for these goods would increase 
here enormously if we could make them as cheaply as they are made 
abroad, because we can only get them now by paying the foreign prices 
with an enormous duty added, ranging from 65 to 90 or 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator is quite aside from what I am 
baa, fe impress upon him, which is that the American market is now 
supplied by somebody, either by the American manufacturer or the for- 

ign manufacturer. If the American manufacturer supplies the whole 
market instead of it being divided with the foreign manufacturer, no 
more wool is required, whether it comes from Australia, or Ohio, or 
Michigan, or anywhere else. In other words, the aggregato demand 
for wool will not be increased simply by a change in the legislation of 
the United States. If the Senator means that other conditions may 
increase the demand, I can understand that; but there will be no in- 
creased demand growing out of putting wool on the free-list in the 
United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator has not understood me. My state- 
ment was, and I endeavored to make it clear and distinct, that if we 
had access to these foreign wools the demand of our domestic manu- 
facturers for wool would be largely increased, and besides they could 
enter upon the manufacture of different qualities of cloth which they 
can not now make, and that the domestic demand here in the United 
States for woolen goods would be so largely increased pver what it is 
now by the fact that they would be cheaper. We have now when we 
bring in the goods to supply our demand to pay the cost of their manu- 
facture with the profit of all the dealers through whose hands they pass 
and from 60 to 100 per cent. duty besides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, a man would wear two coats where 
he wears one now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes; there might be circumstances where he would 
wear two woolen coats where he now wears one. 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell you one effect: he will wear a woolen coat 
where he wears shoddy now, and woolen mills here would be used in 
place of shoddy mills, 

Mr, VANC Mr. President, I have listened, as I always do, with 
a tdeal of pas to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and 
I listened to his recent able speech with more than usual attention be- 
cause I was anxious to find out where Senators on that side stood and 
what they were after in this woolen schedule; but I confess that I was 
not able to comprehend exactly the position that that Senator and his 
associates have assumed. 

He says, in the first place, that there are many things in this bill 
which are very wrong, and yet he is going for it, and he has not given 
us any help to redress any of the wrongs which are in the bill. 

In the next place, he said that neither this tariff nor the tariff of 
1883 had made any material difference in the price of either the raw 

-wool or of the manufactured product, and in the course of a few minutes 
he said that it would increase the price of the finished uct in some 
particular articles, articles of pure luxury I believe he described them; 
that is, articles which were all wool and not shoddy. 

On the whole, sir, I come out at the hole at which I went in. I did 
not understand, when he began to speak, how the bill could be of any 
service so as to relieve the wool-growers if it would increase the price 
of their product, nor how, if it was not to increase the price of wool in 
this country, it could be the foundation of almost double the price of 
all woolen manufactures. I could not understand that for my life, and 
I do not understand it now. I do not know what the position of Sena- 
tors on that side is. . 

Many years ago there was an old darky who used to fish on a rock 
in the Mississippi River. He would get out upon his rock and take his 
seat and light his pipe and fish for cat-fish. e day he swung an un- 
Rsually big cat, and in the struggle the cat pulled him off the rock and 
he was drowned, and the poet of the local newspaper had the following 
couplet describing the catastrophe: 


The neighbors never could make out, 
By the aid ofall their figuring, 

Whether the nigger went a-fishing 
Or the cat-fish went a-niggering. 


[Lsughter. ] r, 

can not make out for the life of me what the Senator is after when 
he insists on increasing the duty on raw wool for the benefit of the 
producers of raw wool, alleging at the same time that it is not going 
to make any difference, but will rather make the wool cheaper, when 
he insists on basing upon that figure on the raw wool a very large in- 
crease in the manufactured product on the ground that it is going to 
make that cheaper also. That is a kind of mathematics that is pecu- 
liar to the school of protectionists. It is not ſouud in the old arith- 
metics which were taught in the schools where I was educated, and which 
to some extent in benighted suburban regions are still taught to the 
youth of the land. 
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Now, either this bill will raise the price of wool or it will not. If 
it will not raise the price of wool, those of us who vote for it are hum- 
bugging the farmers. The bill will either raise the price of the woolen 
products which clothe the people or it will not. If it will not raise the 
price, then it is of no use to the manufacturer. If it does raise the 
price, then it is a burden to the consumer. And so the theory of the 
Senator is all wrong. He can take which horn of the dilemma he 
pleases, I always observe, though, that whenever there is a doubt 
about what the effect ofa schedule will be, the manufacturer gets the 
benefit of the doubt, which is a very benevolent and beneficent feature 
in the common law in the treatment of criminals. [Laughter.] 


[Mr. PLUMB addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, a very illustrious predecessor of mine, 
representing Massachusetts on this floor, Rufus Choate, declared in 
1842 that it was impossible for human ingenuity to say anything new 
on the sabject of a protective tariff; and while I have listened with a 
good deal of interest to the debates on the general principle of this 
bill, I think Mr. Choate would probably repeat that observation if he 
had heard the discussions this winter and summer. 

I do not rise, therefore, to enter upon a discussion of this question, 
but I think I ought to allude to one observation which has been made 
by the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], made, certainly 
as he made it, with the most absolute kindliness and good nature of 
expression and of feeling. He seemed to think that there was a dis - 
position on the part of the manufacturers of the East, as it were, to lie 
down upon the protection and care of the Government in relation to 
their interests, and that the old energy, perseverance, and enterprise 
which would lead Americans ordinarily to push their adventure and 
investment into foreign countries were wanting in that class of our fel- 
low-citizens; and the Senator commented with some severity upon the 
absence of the ordinary means of extending trade into forefgn countries 
on the of this class of people. 

I wish to declare as a matter of opinion that nothing could be more 
unfounded than such a suggestion. These communities were driven 
into manufacture out of commerce by the protective policy established 
by the South under the lead largely of Mr. Calhoun in the period just 
following the war of 1812. Among the great arguments against the 
ee system is a speech in the House of Representatives by Mr. 

Webster and an article in the North American Review by Edward 
Everett. They voiced the interest and the opinion of the communi- 
ties which they represented in that day. But, 3 to their pro- 
tests, they were forced to take to this new occupation. They have built 
it up and made it what it is, not originally of their own volition. 

Of course, the generations have changed, but the spirit and the tem- 

have not changed, and I think there have been no greaterinstances 
in the history of modern life than the business risks and the enter- 
prise which have been shown by these manufacturing communities in 
their struggle to extend their markets everywhere. They have built 
up the railroad systems in the West in order that those regions might 
be settled and in order that new customers mightcometothem. They 
are building the railroad systems of the South in Texas and elsewhere. 
They are building to-day the railroad systems of Mexico. They aro 
sending their investments to Japan and the Sandwich Islands. Wher- 
ever they can get the edge of the sharpest knife into a foreign market, 
their en and enterprise is taking the lead, and if they do not get 
hold of the South American, and African, and Asiatic markets in com- 
petition with England, with Germany, and France, it is because the 
policy of the legislation of this country denies them the instrumentali- 
ties which in every other manufacturing country legislation has given 
to the manufacturer. 

England is circling the world with her military posts. The islands 
of the sea, the unsettled or the barbarous lands of the continents are 
but the stepping-stones by which England has coiled herself around 
the globe like a mighty snake. She spends enormous sums for her 
army; she spends enormous sums for her navy; she spends enormous 
sums in subsidizing her steam-ships and in paying for her mails, an- 
other form of subsidizing her steam-ship lines; and this whole expendi- 
ture, army, navy, commerce, settlement, political dominion, is but tha 
expenditure which England is making in the interest of her manu- 
factures. 

Now, if you will give to the manufacturers of the East one of these 
many instrumentalities, if you will but establish for their use, with a 
reasonable assistance from the Government, the means of commerce 
that the carriers may take their manufactures abroad and bring the 
produce of foreign countries by direct American lines of transportation, 
we will take all the methods which human ingenuity and human en- 
terprise can suggest to introduce the products of American manulact- 
ure into foreign markets. 

It is not the absence of the spirit of adventure, it is not the absence 
of a willingness to take the responsibility or risk in the manufacturing 
communities of this country; it is the refusal by Congress, after their 
repeated application and supplication, to give them the means which 
the experience of mankind has suggested to every other manufacturing 


nation on the face of the globe. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in the few observations I made 


. 


1890. 
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earlier in the day ng this bill generally and this schedule espe- 
cially, I must have wholly misunderstood by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], as well as by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VAnce]. eed 

What I meant to say and what I did say in respect to this bill was, 
that in its preparation it was a party bill, and endeavored to emphasize 
that fact by disclosing the method of its origin. We were met in the 
Finance Committee, at the threshold of the consideration of this bill, 
with a statement that it should be prepared by the Republican mem- 
bers of that committee. Why? Itis perfectly well known that the 
two sides of this Chamber are divided in relation to the public policy 
which should be maintained in to a tariff. 

The Senators on the other side of this Chamber are following party 
lines by saying that the protective policy which has been upon our 
statute-books for thirty years is a vicious policy, and that it should be 
overturned. Their President two years ago placed a banner of free 
trade, as distinguished from the protective policy of the Republican 

upon the outer wall and defied us to combat on that issue; and 
the Mills bill was prepared in the House of Representatives distinctly 
and avowedly and purposely upon those lines. Therefore it was that 
when we came into the committee-room for the consideration of this 
bill we were practically two opposite hostile forces as respects the 
policy which should prevail in its preparation. 

Believing as I believe, that fairand reasonable protection to the in- 
dustries of our country is a wise and just policy in order to prevent the 
inundation of the productions of foreign countries to the detriment and 
destruction not only of our manufacturing but our agricultural interests, 
I stood with my party in this contest for the preparation of the pending 
bill for the consideration of the Senate. 

I stated, aad I repeat what I said, that in the preparation of this bill 
many of its items were regarded by me as too high; but in a bill cov- 
ering nearly two hundred pages and eight hundred items it must be 
found in the nature of things that there must be a composition of diverse 
views respecting details. i 

I will take tor illustration the chemical schedule. In the chemical 
schedule, covering as it does many pages and extending over a large 
number of articles, I might pick out articles that I thiuk are highee 
than they ought to be, but the reasonable and fair judgment of my as- 
sociates overruled me in that respect. I do not hesitate to say that 
because in the general preparation of the details of the bill here and 
there and now and then I was overruled, as I overruled my associates 
in a good many articles in the bill, they conceding what I believed to be 
wise against perhaps their individual judgment, I am now to oppose 
the bill. Not at all. 

We brought in here a general scheme of detail, and that was all I 
said. When the Senator from Kansas says that I admitted that I was 
a bond slave I desire to state that I am as free as he is upon this floor 
or anywhere else as respects this bill. But I am in favor of the gen- 
eral principle of protection to American industry and American inter- 
ests as I understand them; and therefore it is that when we come to 
the minor details of the bill I stand upon the enlightened judgment 
of my associates as well as my own, and have agreed to the detuils of 
the bill, with some few exceptions, as reported by the committee. I 
shall be found before this debate closes upon some material points in 
antagonism with the majority of my Republican associates on the com- 
mittee. I do not know how the Senator from Kansas and the other 
Senators upon that side of the Chamber may stand as respects some of 
these questions, That was all I meant to say when I stated that I 
thought the rates in some of these schedules were too high. 

As to the schedule respecting woolen goods, it is not possible for 
me to know absolutely all the details, and I suppose Iam disclosing 
no secret when I say that this schedule has been substantially made 
up by experts who are familiar with this trade, and by the agricult- 
ural interests which are interested in the growing of wool. Whether 
two and a half times the speeiſie duty is exactly the amount, I do not 
know. I doubt whether the Senator from North Carolina or the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky even has that expert knowledge which enables 
either of them to say whether this specific duty is a remunerative or 
compensatory duty with the duty on wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator refers to the duty in the paragraph 
now under consideration ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the pound duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. On the yarns, which is the paragraph under con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. ALLISON, On the yarns and on the different kinds of cloth. 
Certainly, the experts say that two pounds and a half of unwashed 
wool will make a pound of a particular cloth, while a pound of an- 
other particular cloth requires 4 pounds of unwashed wool. If Sena- 
tors have had the time in the hurry of our work here to ascertain with 
absolute exactness what that is, then they have had more time than I 
have had in the preparation of this bill. ) 

So in regard to amendments to this particular schedule, I do not wish 
to hazard my judgment as against the judgment of my associates upon 
the committee who have more expert knowledge, and who say that 
these rates, corresponding with the wool duties, are necessary in order 
to maintain the existence of the woolen-manufacturing industries in our 


country. I can not resist the belief that some of the rates are too high, 
but they are too high upon the higher grades of manufacture, if at all. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. vande) has over and over 
again undertaken, and even the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
the other day by tables undertook, to show that these schedules were 
highest upon the low-priced goods. That may be true if you figure 
out the percentage of the schedules, but it is perfectly well known to 
every one here that we have the absolute market of the low-priced 
goods in woolens, and have held it for twenty years. Therefore, the 
home competition fixes the price, and under the existing law none of 
these low-priced goods are imported practically. That is all I care to 
say respecting this schedule. 

Imay as well remark now that I have never been satisfied with 
the carpet-wool schedule of this bill. I do not believe that it is wise 
for us to undertake to produce the low-priced carpet wools in ourcoun- 
try. Ihave believed that for some years. Yet, the wool-growers of 
our country who are scattered all over the States believe it can be done. 
Tam willing that they may test that, and if it can be done I shall be 
glad of it; but I do not believe it will be accomplished. 

This schedule is made up on the idea of protecting our great farm- 
ing industry engaged in the production of wool, and, although it does 
not meet fully my approval and judgment, I am willing that it may be 
tested and thoroughly tested in the interest of the great agricultural 
States of this Union, especially as those interests have been for some 
years in a depressed condition. They are not so now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator that when- 
ever he or those who particularly represent the wool-growing interest 
manifest a readiness to reduce the duty on wool they will find them- 
selves met by the manufacturers with an equal readiness to reduce 
protective duties on the manufactured articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am only speaking now of the low-priced carpet 
wools, Iam not prepared to suggest in any way that the great wool- 
producing interests of our country should not be protected as other in- 
terests are protected in the UnitedStates. When weare to turn 
ourselves into a free-trade country then I shall go with the Senator from 
Kentucky in his motion to put wool on the free-list, but until we have 
reached that point I am in favor of caring for the million of farmers, 
more or less, who are engaged in the industry of producing wool, as I 
am for caring for those who are engaged in other industries, no matter 
what they are. 

I repeat that this bill has been prepared upon the line of protection 
to American industries, and while some of its details, at least, are in 
my own judgment unwise, and I have given an illustration, yet I am 
for standing by the protective principle and working it out as 
the agricultural interests of this country while it is being worked out 
in other interests and for other industries. That is all there is about it. 

There are some other schedules in this bill which I do not quite 
agree to, but which I have assented to. I have thought that the to- 
bacco schedule was too high, but the judgment of this side of the Cham- 
ber, with almost absolute unanimity, is in favor of that tobaccoschedule. 
Tobacco is an absolute luxury. No man need use it. I refer to the 
tobacco provided for in this bill, because we are not providing here in 
the bill for the 225,000,000 or the 300,000,000 or 400,000,000 pounds 
of tobacco produced in our own country. We are only providing for 
the luxuries of tobacco, for that class and kind of tobacco which is 
used chiefly by the men who have either acquired a fortune or who 
are lavish in their expenditures upon salaries or wages. Therefore, 
although I believed. that this duty was too high, it being a matter ot 
luxury and furnishing a great revenue to our country, I gave it my 
assent, and am willing that that shall be tried as we have tried other 
high duties upon luxuries in this bill and in former bills, 

Upon the motion of the Senator from Kansas yesterday the duties 
upon distilled spirits and wines were largely increased, and not for 
the reason, as I take it, that the Senator from Kansas desired to pro- 
tect particularly the production of distilled spirits in this country, but 
because he belived that those articles were luxuries and could afford to 
pay a high tax. 

Mr. PLUMB. And because I also believe we shall need the reve- 
nue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, and because, as the Senator sa 
we shall need the revenue, Upon that question I regret to say that 
have not my papers here prepared to show what the needs of the rev- 
enue are, but when the sugar schedule comes up for consideration 
which involves the largest amount of revenue in the bill, I think I 
shall be able to show conclusively that we can put sugar upon-the 
free-list, and thus relieve the consumers of our country to the extent of 
2 cents a pound on the sugar they consume. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without any danger to the revenue? 

Mr. ALLISON, Without any danger tothe revenue. Iam in favor 
of that provision; thatis, Lam in favor of admitting free of duty all sugar 
under No, 16 Dutch standard, as I am also in favor of giving what I 
understand and believe, under the circumstances and conditions, a suf- 
ficient and fair inducement to those who are engaged in refining sugar 
in our own country, 


Therefore, Mr. President, when we are called upon to debate this 


bill in its details and in the interests involved in it, I am prepared to 
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show the faith that is in me as respects every provision of it in detail. 
But we are confronted here, as is well known, by two conflicting sys- 
tems, one side proposing amendments in the interest ot free trade and 
the other side proposing amendments in the general line of protection. 
So it is that I said what I did say in regard to the bill, 
Now one word more in response to the Senator from Kansas as re- 
the duty on wool. I asked the Senator from North Carolina to 
tell me whether he believed that the existing duty of 10 cents a pound 
upon wool i or diminished the price of wool. I received no 
answer from him upon that subject, 

Mr, VANCE rose. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will pause now for an answer. I want to know 
whether in the Senator's judgment the duty upon wool under existing 
law, or the duty as proposed here, increases the price of wool to the 
American producer of wool in the markets of the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator must not think that I undertook to evade 
the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not. 

Mr. VANCE. I rose and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] asked me to let him answer the question, and he answered it 
for me. 

I say that this duty will decrease the price, in my opinion, of Amer- 
ican wool, for the reason that the American wool and all other prod- 
ucts, whether American or European, depend upon the general Jaw of 
supply and demand, and that inasmuch as the American woo] can only 
be used by i e with certain foreign wools, a duty which pre- 
vents that free admixture and the free coming in of the foreign wool 
decreases the demand for the American product. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then the Senator from North Carolina 
believes that a duty of 10 cents a pound upon wools imported into this 
country, where the supply confessedly is less than one- of the con- 
sumption and absolutely necessary for our manufacturers, or if not for 
them for opr consumers in the shape of clothing, diminishes the price 
of wool to the American farmer. 

Mr. President, if that be true, I am sure we are at sea in this bill or 
any other bill, If that is a possibility, then I confess that I have no 
knowledge of the method of making up tariff bills, or tax bills even, 
if the Senator so chooses to term them, because it is just as well known 
that the price of wool in Boston is the price plus the duty as compared 
with the price in London as it is known that two and two make four. 
Undoubtedly the Senator in following out that line would make this 
. increased duty upon woolen goods diminish the cost of woolen goods. 
That would bea most gratifying situation. Why? Because in the 
“nature of things we can not produce and do not produce all the woolen 

that we consume in this country at this moment. 

Mr..President, in the statement just made I was not able to say and 
I do not say with accuracy that 12 cents a pound on wool means ab- 
solutely 12 cents a pound added to the price in this country, and yet 
I venture the statement that in nine months out of twelve that is the 
exact truth, and it will be the truth until we produce practically the 
amount of wool necessary for our own consumption, and when'we do 
then the competition of our producers will reduce the market price of 
wool. Iam now quoting the exact language of the Senator from Ken- 


tacky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, we have wandered somewhat away 
from the real question before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to me until I offer some amend- 
ments, to have them printed? X 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present three amendments, which Lask may be read 
and printed, and lie on the table. I shall offer them at the proper 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In Schedule D, paragraph 211, line 8, after the words “ basswood,” insert the 

Insert as an additional section: 

Sud. —. On the Ist day of May, 1891, and annually thereafter rectifiers of dis- 
tilled spiritsshall pay an annual special tax of $500, and wholesale liquor-deal- 
ers shalt pay a similar tax of $250, both in lieu of the tax now imposed by sec- 
tion 3244 of the Revised Statutes,” 

Insert as an additional section: 

“Sece.—. That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act 
there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced in 
the United States a tax of $1.25 on each proof gallon or wine gallon when below 
proh, to be paid by the distiller, owner, or person having possession thereof, be- 
fore remy from the distillery bonded warehouse.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These proposed amendments will be 
printed and lie on the table, 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, I was proceeding to say that in 
this discussion we have wandered away from the real question under 
consideration. The last paragraph read relates to the duty upon woolen 
and worsted yarns, and nothing else. The proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Finance is to impose a specific duty of two and a half times 
the duty imposed upon a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, a 
specific duty of 27} cents, and at oe cent. ad valorem. 

TheSenator from Iowa says that he is not prepared to state whether this 


is exactly the proper proportion or not, assuming that we are to give 
what is called compensatory duties; that it may be too much or it may 
be too little. Of course I have no personal or practical knowledge upon 
this subject, and must depend for my information upon the statements 
of others who have, or profess to have, such knowledge. I have here 
a letter from a gentleman who transmits with it two samples of goods 
which are here on my desk, and in this letter he says: 

The piece represented by sample No. 1 was manufactured from 10} poundsof 
raw wool, which was spun down to7} pounds of yarn, and this was used forthe 
weft or filling. - 

These are worsted goods. 

The warp weighs 3} pounds and is entirely com; of cotton, so that the 
total weight of the piece is 11 pounds, of which n y three-eighths is cotton. 

Now, if Senators will make the calculation they will find that when 
10} pounds of wool, unless I am mistaken, for I made the calculation 
somewhat hastily, is spun down to 7} pounds of yarn, there is simply 
a loss of 22 per cent. 

a piece represented by sample No.2 was manufactured from 10} pounds of 

001. 


Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him right 
there, although it does notsay so,it must undoubtedly mean 10} pounds 
of scoured wool. It it means unwashed wool, I shall be glad 

Mr. CARLISLE. The writer says: 

The piece represented by sample No.1 1 unds 
— wool whieh was pong down ruth ieir dpa pein yt apata for ae 
wi or < 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know the exact relation, but I should say 
10 2 of scoured wool would spin down with the loss of a pound 
at least in s ing. 

3 ARANGE: The duty upon 10 pounds of scoured wool would 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I only want the Senator to state what 
the facts are about it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In that case there would be no sort of compensa- 
tion in this provision for the duty on wool. 

Mr, ALLISON. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I will state fur- 
ther that 10 pounds of unwashed wool would be equivalent to 24 or 3 
pounds of scoured wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The duty upon every pound of scoured woolis 33 
cents under this bill. It takes more than a pound of wool to make a 
pound of yarn, and your compensating duty would be wholly insuffi- 

ent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore in 10 pounds of unwashed wool there 
could not be 7} pounds of yarn. That is the point I make. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the statement, and I shail read further 
on the writer’s statement, where he says if his figures are disputed he 
is prepared to prove them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is the writer? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. McKeever. He says: 

The pieeé represented by sample No.2 was manufactured from 10} pounds of 
wool which was spun down to st pounds of yarn, and the eomposed en- 
tirely of cotton, weighs 6 pounds, so that the cotton in sample No. 2 is nearly 

r cent. of the whole weight of the piece, and it is proposed to assess a duty of 

4 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem, not alone on the 6} po of 
manufact wool, but on the 6 pounds of cotton, simply because the goods 
weigh over 4 ounces to the square yard. 

In the case of this sample the loss was 25 per cent, This being so, 
it takes 2 pounds of wool to make 1} pounds of yarn, and therefore a 
specific duty of 15 cents a pound, as I make it out, upon each pound 
of the yarn made will exactly compensate for the duty on the wool. 
The bill as it comes from the House proposes 22 cents, and the Senate 
Finance Committee proposes 27} cents. Now, I submit these facts and 
the samples. This gentleman says at the close of the letter: 

If the foregoing figures of mine should be disputed, I can give you all the 
facis to prove my statement. 3 

The only difference between these two samples is that one of them 
weighs a little less than 4 ounces to the yard, whereas the other weighs 
a fraction over 4 ounces to the yard, and consequently sample No. 2, 
under the terms of this bill, must beara duty of 44 cents per pound 
and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, if these facts are not correct, I assume that Senators on the 
other side will be able to show it. I have, as I say, no information 
upon this subject except what I get from these statements, 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, I of course do not 
pretend to be a manufacturing expert, but I do know enough about 
woolen manufactures to know that there are no 10 pounds of unwashed 
wool produced in the world that will make 7} pounds of wool in the 
cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What sort of wool, then, does the Senator suppose 
this gentleman was talking about? 1; it scoured wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He must mean scoured wool, and he must mean 
that 10 pounds of scoured wool make 7j pounds of that quality of yarn. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, as I have said, if that be the case there 
should be a duty of 33 cents a pound for every pound of wool used in 
manufacturing these yarns, and the compensating duty which you pro- 
pose would be wholly insufficient. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it is not all wool; it is only half wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the wool that is init is just the same as the 
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wool in woolen cloths, These yarns are used in the manufacture of 
these goods, and in the manufacture of what are called woolen goods 
also. There is no difference in the yarns. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course the yarns under consideration in this 

ragraph must be made of some substitute for woolin part. Therecan 
8 about that. It is very easy for the Senator to see that 
yarns valued at 30 cents a pound or less could not be made of pure wools 
of the first or second class. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, we are at that stage now of this 
controversy when a little further testimony perhaps may be of use and 
benefit. Without discussing any other phase of bill ex: to put 
in certain facts I havein my possession in support of the position 
by the Senator from Kentucky, I wish to say that having been for the 
past three or four weeks diligently employed in trying to obtain testi- 
mony from the manufacturers of woolen goods who could give infor- 
mation as to the number of of unwashed wool it required to 
manufacture a yard of cloth, I failed to get it because of the fact that 
every manufacturer whom I applied to gave me to understand that he 
did not want to meddle with the matter. Yet from one of the manu- 
facturers of my own State I obtained the information that the aver- 
age number of pounds of unwashed wool needed for a yard of cloth did 
not exceed 3 pounds, 

But, through the instrumentality of a friend, I succeeded in finding 
a gentleman who had been for twenty years employed in the woolen 
and worsted manufactories of Massachusetts and Rhode Island and 
elsewhere as a superintendent. He was commended to me by a gen- 
tleman whom I trusted. This gentleman reached Washington yester- 
day, and from his books, covering a period of time I can not pretend 
to say how long, but long enough certainly to convince any reasonable 
man that they were not made up for this occasion, he gives me test 
eases which show a certain number of pounds of cloth manufactured 
from a certain number of pounds of wool, going back to 1884 and com- 
ing down to the year 1890, in which the number of pounds of wool I 
take it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator give the name? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will give it to the Senator privately, but I 
should like to ask the gentleman’s consent before giving it in an open 
manner. I have no doubt at all but what he would N perfectly will- 
ing to have the Senator, or any Senator ſor that matter, know his name. 

r. ALDRICH. Before the Senator I will say to him that 
there is no contention here on the part of any one that it takes 4 pounds 
of Ohio wool, ox of any wools produced in this country, to make a pound 
of finished cloth. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well. Let me first read what the gentle- 
man 2 as a context to his own statement: 

aso hile od cory ro dont of differ t 8 in Massachusetts and 
Rhod ode Island, e suporintenden expatiolios — years, and states fairly aad 
correctly the cost and percentages in the different stages of manufactures be- 
tween wool the manufactured product. 

Now, we will take up the first case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a single 
question? What does he understand by raw wool? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I speak of the unwashed wool, and this gentle- 
man speaks of the unwashed wool. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yoar understanding is that raw wool means un- 
washed wool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Unwashed wool. 

Australian wool for making 2-40 yarns, or, in other words, 40 yards of 
* yarn, single, to weigh 124 grains. 
A lot of 1,600 pounds of wool, unwashed, at 43 cents per pound, $638, 


RESULT. 


S Actual cost of tops, 75.27 cents per pound. 


RESULT. 
_ Tops. halal pounds. 


Actual cost of yarn without labor 80.28 cents per per pound, 
Labor, 16 cents per pound, $137.12. 

Noile and waste, 156 ponnds, at 40 cents, $62.40. 

Here is the actual cost of the yarn. 

Mr. HOAR. May I intebcopt the Senator ? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. No, I can not yield for an interruption now. 
It would confuse my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to put a question to the Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will proceed: 


Actual cost of yarn: 7 
14 pounds of tops af 75.27 cents per pound = Ph eet: Wade 


of eee prona, — — nn ee 

To SAEED . 3 — 137.12 
r vhosts o sab tee sopia — 825.12 

Less — 156 pounds of waste, at 40 cents. . .. sees 2. 40 
n o LASE I EE rE PASSET R NEEE EN — 702. 72 


We have now got down to the actual cost of the yarn. We have sub- 
tracted the noils and the waste, and have got in the cost of labor. = 
Cost of converting 1,600 pounds into 835} yards . 
weight to the square yard : 
RESULT. 


One thousand six hundred Cae of raw wool at 43 cents per pound eq 
u scouring to 914 pounds; hence costof said 914 paal raag is 
tops equals $75.27 cen pene turned into 


r pound. Sheene EAE gee of 
prim sai of hard and 


PAY TO LABOR, 


Labor for scouring, combing, spinning, and producing 857 pounds of 


Yarn at 16 cents per pound... . ester net $137.12 * 
Libor. for or getting the 33 857 pounds of er into e — 
ready for the beams, at 2} cents per 
Labor Yor weaving the — N at 24 cents ] Por pound í 
Dyeing and finish ng 835} pounds, at 10 cents per pound. ho 
Total to labor. . ... ä K 262, 43 
ANALYSIS. * 
Cost of B35} pounds of „at 82,35 cents per — wenseceee se ses’ $008, OF 
Tess for 156 pounds of hard and soft waste, w sold at 40 conis per 
pound... .. — 10 
Net cost... — ñäßẽ— 050,00 
. ———T———.—. LENS ‚ — —— — 


Total cost, labor ineluded sosterran 


The result from this investment of $888.03 is the ‘production 3 
yards of cloth weighing 16 ounces, or 1 pound, to the square yard, equal to yee 
— sit vata 4 iad te the jobbers at mare 5 realizin; 
$1,253.25. Net profit, Rar E p Apoia prag dl per cook Thee all wo: 
with no backing or admixture of fiber of any kind. 

The labor-cost in this particular manufacture corresponds nearly with 
the labor-cost as is given by Mr. Waldin, the commissioner of labor in 
the State of Massachusetts for the manufacture of this kind of goods. 
He gives it at 29.5 per cent. of the total cost of the product. 

Labor, $262.43 to cost of production of $388.03, equal to 29.5 per cent. 

Net profit of $365. 22 on $888.03 investment, . 

REMARKS. 


uare yard ported were com- ` . 

—.— — and cotton; more cotton than shoddy, and the duty of 33 cents in 
per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem is given in the comparative statement, 
pago %9, as 146.99 per cent. and 175.65 oon cent. pro it was wool. Butas 

I penne e wang cotton than — 7 4 — Piána was oan Ja Eu- 
rope 16 cents per poun: ence roposed duty cents n over t 
200 per cent., a 1 n a 
ad „ and not er 146.99 per cent. or 175.65 per cent. 


Then he gives another result of six months’ working in first-class 


worsted factories. He gives here both to and domestic wool used. : 
The total number of pounds is 1,474,536. 2 the result of that. — — 
He then takes the result again lor six months ‘ollowing, of 1,807,040 k 


pounds, and he brings it down to a result giving you the cost of the 
yarn. He does not carry this test the yarn itself, but he 
gives the value of the wool, of the combed wool, of the 3 
tops, of the card waste, of the burrs, the sh: ev 


takes every single item of expense, and what is theresult? He Sean 
out that a pound of worsted cloth, of this fine cloth, does not require 
to manufacture more than 2 pounds of wool. This is a verification of : 
the statement madeby the Senator from Kentucky upon the authority = 
of Mr. McKeever, as I understood him to say, from New York. 7 vA 
Resull of siz months’ working tn ash Fy por BrE Sactory, foreign and domestic WIG ER 

n — 


Total, 1,474,536 pounds. 
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Result of the second six months’ working. 
Total, 1,807,040 pounds. 


Result of whole year working. 
Total, 3,281,576 pounds. 
RESULT. 
Pounds, Per cent. 
C ˙A—— EEE LEA A . 2,440,020 | = 74.48 
N 353,613 | = 10.77 
— > 483.943 = 14.75 
OGD r AEEA R OAE 8,281,576 | A0. 00 


Pennsylvanta, Ohio, and Australian wools (2-48 yarns). 


Wool, 25,0650 pounds; tops, 12,985 pounds; noils, 2.787 pounds; card waste, 
547 pounds; burrs, 131 pounds; shrinkage, 8,600 pounds. 


| Pounds. Per cent, 


Are worth 4 cents per pound. 
2 Total loss. 


*Are worth 40 cents per pound. 
+ Is worth 16 cents per pound. 


Labor to produce tops, 6 cents per pound, or $779.10 for the lot, 

The wool originally cost 34 cents per pound; after paying for labor and scour- 
ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound; adding 8 cents forspinning per pound and 
the 10 per cent. of shrinkage to make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per 
pound, Thisyarn sold at $1.05 per pound, leaving a net profit of 14.7 cents per 
pound, or 16.8 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. ` I wanted at some time convenient to the Senator—he 
was quite right in not having the reading of his table interrupted—to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator now want to ask it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. The Senator will pardon me, be- 
cause I did not want to break my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator was quite right in not having his state- 
ment interrupted. But I want to ask those Senators who have been 
upon the Committee on Finance or the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the House, respectively, and have been familiar with this discussion, 
of course, for a great many years, if they do not understand that this 

portion of the weight of unwashed wool to the weight of the fin- 
shed woolen cloth into which itis made is a matter which is sub- 
stantially settled by English experience where thereis no dispute about 
it; where it does not come in to affect the compensatory clauses of our 
tariff at all, but is a matter of the experience of English manufacturers 
laid down in their publications on that subject? The thing is settled 
by the experience of mankind. Their formula of course varies with 
the icular lot of wool or the particular manufacture; but I ask 
whether their general formula is not that 4 pounds of the unwashed 
wool make 1 pound of the cloth? 

Mr. McPHERSON. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts 
I wish to state that, so far as I am concerned individually, I donot un- 
derstand any such thing. I do not understand that anybody has ever, 
in England or sermien, argued as broadly as the Senator puts it. 
There are certain kindsof wool which of course sbrink away very much 
more than others. As to the Australian wool, from which these sam- 
ples were drawn and from which these goods in part were made, it cer- 
tainly is a wool which wastes less from the unwashed condition until 

ou get it into the product itself, into the cloth, than any other wool 
5 the world. 

Mr. HOAR. Less than Ohio wool? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think it shrinks less than Ohio wool. It is 
lighter wool than Ohiowool. Therefore it can not be taken, of course, 
as a basis for all kinds of wool; but I do affirm that the compensatory 
duties which are provided here in this bill are far in excess of what 
they ought to be, and that the rate of compensation given in this bill 
ought to be 3 cents a pound or less, 

Mr. HOAR. What I desire, if the Senator will pardon me, to get 
at is this one fact, I do not profess to be a learned person myself on this 


subject, but is it not true that, taking the average of the wool upon 
w our customs duties are imposed and will be imposed in the fut- 
ure, the English or foreign manufacturers treat 4 to 1 as the general 
average formula? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No, I do not think that is so; and even if it be 
so, the importations of wool we require to mix with our clothing wools 
in this country are wools of a ter character, like the Australian 
and other wools of finer character; and as far as the carpet wools are 
concerned, it is not a matter of so much consequence, because they are 
ower — 

r. HOAR. Is the Senator speaking of carpet wool? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No; but of the high-priced wool, where the 
duty is 11 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator know—I am sure he should 
that the duties fixed in 1867 upon the basis that 4 pounds of wool were 
required for 1 pound of cloth, were fixed upon the theory which waa 
then conceded by all, and which has been established and re-established 
a thousand times since, that it took at least 4 pounds of South Ameri- 
can unwashed wool to make a pound of finished cloth? The Argentine 
Republic produces more wool than the United States, and the average 
shrinkage of her clip is as I have indicated. In order to give our 
manufacturers compensatory duties it is to take as a basis 
the wools that shrink the most, and not those that shrink the least. 

Mr. HOAR. Those that would come in competition? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those that would come in competition with our 
wools. We are prevented by our tariff from buying these South Ameri- 
can heavy-shrinking wools. That puts down the price of these wools 
to the foreign manufacturer. The compensatory duty is placed upon 
that basis. I can bring the testimony of all the manufacturers of the 
United States, everyone who knows anything about it, to confirm the 
statement which I make, that this class of wools shrinks 75 per cent. 
In other words, it takes 4 pounds at least to make a pound of finished 
cloth. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in response to what the Senator from 
Rhode Island has said, that this isa matter that I do not know anything 
about, but a gentleman who is thoroughly reputable told me that he 
had furnished to the Committee on Finance samples of goods and was 
ready to establish by testimony which could not be disputed that it 
took less than 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of finished cloth, but 
he was not permitted to make the statement. He simply said the com- 
mittee had declined to give him a hearing and made a promise to him. 

Now, I only speak of this in order that the Senator from New Jersey 
may be re-enforced in his statement and know exactly what the facts are. 
I have a regular statement which I suppose other members of the body 
have received also, at least I know the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAweEs] has from one of his constituents, to the effect that this 
was an overstatement, that there was no such average and no such re- 
lation except that it might be incidental. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no contention, as I said before the Sena- 
tor from Kansas came in, on the part of the committee, or on the part 
ofthe mannfacturers, or of anybody else, that it takes 4 pounds or any- 
thing like it of the light Australian wools to make a pound of finished 
cloth. A large class of wools, notably the South American wools and 
wools from the Cape, do shrink that amount, and those are the wools 
that the foreign manufacturers buy to compete with our manufacturers. 
I have several statements in my possession which show upon the very 
best of evidence that it takes of these wools 4 pounds, 4}, and 44 
pounds in many instances to make a pound of finished cloth. 

Mr. PLUMB. Were there not some statements made before the com- 
mittee and samples furnished to show that it does not take so much ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The importers haye made such statements before 
thecommittee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not speaking of importers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Evidence was given before the committee that it 
did not take 4 pounds of light Australian wool or of Ohio wool tc 
make a pound of finished cloth. It does, however, take 4 pounds of a 
large class of wools that compete with the American. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the average ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There can be no average about it. We have to take 
those that compete with us. We know that there isan average shrink- 
age of 75 per cent. in these wools and it requires 4 pounds 

Mr. PLUMB. Are not these other wools used that do not take so 
much ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereare other wools used, but those are the wools 
we have to compete with. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island says that there 
is no contention upon this question. If I understand the state of the 
ease at this moment, that is exactly what the contention is. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa raised the point that it is time we to determine 
whether the compensatory rate of duty as provided in this bill is cor- 
rect, as I understood him. Then there are three or jour things to be 
considered with respect to the rate of compensatory duty. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not want to misre tme, I 


said there was no contention over the fact that it did not take 4 pounds 
or anything like 4 pounds of the light shrinking Australian wool to 
make a pound of finished cloth. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Senator to contend for directly 
the opposite, and therefore I suppose I did not hear him distinctly. 


The Senator from Iowa asks another question. He asks whether 
the duty of 10 cents a pound on wool increases the price to the Ameri- 
can producer of wool. For one I want to admit that to a certain ex- 
tent it does increase the price to the American producer; but that it 
increases the price to the American producer to the extent of 10 cents 
a pound I do not believe, and for this reason: The American manu- 
facturer is obliged to buy his wools all over the world to mix with the 
wools produced in this country, and the wools produced in this country 
are the easiest obtainableand the greatest inamount, The American 
manufacturer is compelled to go into a competitive market when com- 
petition is active and pay competitive rates tor his foreign woos, This 
would have a tendency, of course, to reduce the price of domestic wool. 

I think it can be safely said that with a duty of 10 cents a pound the 
American producer of wool does not receive in protection more than 
halt of it, but that he does receive some protection I am willing to ad- 
mit. We do not grow one-half the wool we need, hence a duty on for- 
eign competitive wools would enhance the price of wools at home. I 
also think that if all nations manufacturing woolens should remove 
duties, a readjustment of values would thus be enforced that would 
tend to raise the pues of such fine wools as we grow everywhere, and 
the market would be stable and permanent. 

But every particle of the protection of 11 cents a pound which this 
bill proposes for the American producer of wools does not go to him. 
Under this bill the American manufacturer will get a big share of it, 
as will be noted in the dress-goods ph, if you please, where you 
find this condition of things, that you raise the duty on wool 1 cent 
per ponpa and the compensatory duty on cloths 33} per cent. 

The specific duty on women’s dress goods under 4 ounces per square 
yard has been increased from 9 cents to 12 cents per yard, an increase 
of 33} per cent. with only an increase of 1 cent per pound on wool; 
and not content with that you have increased the ad valorem rate of 
duty from 40 to 50 per cent., which is an increase of 25 percent. I 
admit that the duty of 11 cents a pound on wool is a perfectly propor- 
tionate duty; and as this bill is constructed from one end to the other 
a duty of 11 cents a pound upon wool is no higher than other things 
upon the list. But I want to say that when you proceed one step be- 
yond the wool duty, the duty of 11 centsa pound upon the finergrades 
of wool, and you reach the manufactures of wool, it then becomes flat 
burglary. 

There never was such a bill made before in the history of the world. 
You propose here to give a compensatory duty of 44 cents a pound on 
cloths under the supposition that nobody will discover the fact that 
these very cloths which come in undera 44 per cent. compensatory duty 
may be half or three-fourths cotton, and in the majority of cases they 
are. 
I have some samples of goods upon my desk which have been fur- 
nished me with a statement made concerning them that they come in 
under these different paragraphs 374, 375, and 376, and provision is 
made in this bill that the compensatory rate of duty shall be upon all- 
wool goods; that is, while they are not described in the paragraphs as 
all-wool goods the compensatory duty is levied as upon all-wool goods, 
Now here are two samples of goods [exhibiting]. One is all woolen 
and the other is half cotton, and both are subject to the same compen- 
satory duty of 44 cents a pound, and who gets the benefit of it? 

Mr. ALDRICH, One all cotton? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No, one is part cotton and part wool, and so on. 

There is another thing to be taken into consideration. Ifin the first 
place the manufacturer gets some part of the 11 cents a pound duty 
which you sup you are giving to the farmer, andif in addition to 
that the manufacturer ge a larger percentage in a compensatory duty 
than he is entitled to receive because it does not take 4 pounds of wool 
to make a pound of cloth, there he is benefited again. In what other 
way is he benefited? He is benefited by a high ad valorem rate upon 
the woolen goods, and that you say is to protect the American manu- 
facturer, to enable him to pay for labor employed in the manufacture 
of American products in competition with pauper labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to understand one statement before 
the Senator passes from it. Did I understand him to say that nearly 
the entire amount of the importations was three-quarters cotton ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No; I was speaking of the sample goods I have 
before me; one-half, and even more, as I understand, of these goods is 
cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A large proportion of the importation? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Some of the samples here are half cotton, some 
of them all wool, and some have to the extent of three-fourths cotton. 
But as wool would be the component material of chief value, as a 
matter of course they receive the compensatory duty for wool. 

It is then stated that we must have an ad valorem rate of duty of 
50 per cent. to protect the manufacturer against the pauper labor of 
Europe. ` 

Now, I refer to a statement made by Consul Schoenhof, who I think 
every Senator upon that side of the Chamber will r ize in a mo- 
mentasa gentleman of large experience and great ability asa statistician 
and anexpert. He was selected to visit the different establishments in 
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Europe and America and to ascertain tke labor-cost of different prod- 
ucts manufactured both in America and England in competition one 
withthe other. I haveno statement as to the difference in cost between 
the manufacture of wool yarns in Europe and in America, but I have 
with regard to the differencein cost of the manufacture of cotton yarns, 
and the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof is that there is but very lit- 
tle difference between the two yarns in the cost of the manufacture. 

Consul Schvenhof in his report to the State Department from Tun- 
stal, August 28, 1886 (page 208), speaking of the comparative labor- 
cost in the manufacture of cotton goods between Old England and New 
England, writes as follows: 

I set alongside the price-list for the Grinnell Wamsuttas Nos, 5 and 6 at Fall 
River, as in force in March of this year, and the prives actually paid in Lanca- 
shire for the same numbers of yarn. I take only such numbers out óf the list 


as come here under review, comparative prices actuall id for spinning cot- 
ton yarn in Massachusetts and 3 * * * 


What is true of spinning 
Says the same authority— 


is also true of weaving, and the fact is fairly well authenticated that, measured by 
the piece or pound price, our labor in cotton spinning and cotton manufactur- 
ing is fully as cheap as British labor, while its earnings are on an average 50 


per cent. E po heap production and high carnings go, therefore, pretty 


well in han 

The duty upon cotton goods for the protection of American labor 3 
in that industry is from 35 to 60 per denk Upon what hypothesis ean it be 
shown that American labor working for a less price per piece or pound is per- 
mitted to share any part of the protection given to the cotton factory? 

Mr. President, I do not know that I want to take up the time of the 
Senate to-night in presenting a list of these different samples of 
that I have here, showing the effect of this proposed 1 tion upon 
the cost of these goods; and perhaps, therefore, I may call attention, 
omitting that and one or two other things, with respect to the labor- 
cost in the manufacture of the goods upon which you propose to levy 
a duty of 50 per cent., as you say, to protect the home manufacturer 
piter you have given him two or three slices out of the compensatory 

uty. 

Mr, Wadlin, in his report for 1890, on page 81, giving the amount 
of the average labor-cost in the 5 of „ ves it 
at 21.95 per cent., and the worsted goods at 21.04 per cent. He goes 
on to state, speaking of the industry, having written to a large num- 
ber some thousands of them and they report to him: 

In the following industries the percen wage · cos 
not exceed $3.33 per cent. of the fir of 3 e 

In those we find cotton goods, worsted goods, and woolen 8. 
Now he refers us to page 30, speaking of cotton in w the 
labor-cost in the amount of goods of 5,861,296 pounds manufactured - 
into cotton sheeting was only 18.89 per cent. of the cost of manufacture. ~ 

The rate of duty pro here is 35 per cent. upon this imported 
article, while Mr. Wadlin tell us the entire average labor - cost is only 
21.4 per cent., and in this test case but 18.897 per cent. 

Then there are other things in this bill. For instance, we have the 
worsted „we have the cheviots, we have the carpetings and things 
of that kind, upon which Mr. Schoenhof gives us some information as 
well, and while I am upon my feet I think I will put it in the RECORD. 
I will take them up one by one. 

We will take first the subject of worsted goods, in the manufacture 
of which England has taken an advanced position by reason of her 
ability to control in large measure the wools suitable ſor combing. Raw 
wools being admitted duty free into England, London became the 
store-house of the combing wools of the world. The factories in the 
United States were limited in the choice of these wools. It is one th 
to make corded soft wool goods, and quite another to make com 
von goods when the imperfections all lie and show upon the smooth 
suriace, 

Notwithstanding all these disadvantages, the American worsted manu- 
facturers have made great progress, and with free wool can now com- 
pete with England in any market, both as to cost and quality. In 1888 
Mr. Schoenhof visited Philadelphia, where the highest wages paid in 
this country in the woolen industry are paid. He also visited Rhode 
Island, where, perhaps, the lowest wages are paid in the same indus- 
try—at least so Mr. Schoenhof reports; it is not my own opinion—and 
drew a comparison between American cost and English cost in a line 
of goods known to the trade as 16 ounces 6-4 black corkscrew worsted 
coatings, which sell in England for about $1 per yard. 

In his report he gives minutely every item of labor-cost and other 
expenses in the manufacture of these cloths. Omitting the cost of the 
wool the whole mill-cost compares as follows: r 
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Philadelphia, 50.67; Rhode Island, 37.71; England, 46.04. The 
English total and the Rhode Island total show a higher cost in Eng- 


land. 

Labor- cost based upon $1 per vard in England: Philadelphia, 40.3; 
Rhode Island, 30.40; England, 24.97. 

Labor, therefore, gets 15.3 cents more per yard in Philadelphia, and 
in Rhode Island 5.43 cents more than in England in the manufacture 
of a yard of worsted cloth costing in England $1 per yard. The duty 
upon this cloth is 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

‘The same authority gives the comparative cost of manufacturing chey- 
iotscomposed ofshoddy and wool, Owing tothe high tax aby pubes wool, there 
is no country in the world where shoddy is so much the manu- 
facture of cloths as in this country, and therefore no country where the 
people are so much cheated and defrauded. It being sufficient formy 

urpose to find the comparative labor-cost, the cost of material is there- 
fore omitted from the computation, 

The mill account of the total cost of manufacture of these cloths in 
the United States is 30.42 cents; in England, 30 cents, 

The labor cost in the United States is 18.07 cents; in England, 12.75 
cents. Labor here gets 5.22 cents per yard more than English labor. 
Duty, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

By the same authority kersey cloth is worth in England 88 cenis 

yard; the mill-cost in the United States, 36.2 cents; in England, 
25 cents, 

Labor-cost: United States, 22 cents; England, 13.62 cents. 

Labor in the American mill receives over and above English labor 
7.38 cents per yard. Duty, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

INGRAIN CARPET INDUSTRY. 

I present herewith a statement by Mr. Schoenhof of the cost of 
manufacturing two-ply 4-4ingrain 1 superior quality, in America 
and England, omitting material as before: 

Mill apes United States, 12.32 cents per yard; England, 15.76 
cents per yard 
Labor: United States, 7.92 cents per yard; England, 8.26 cents per 


yard, 
American labor gets .34 cent per yard less than English labor. Duty, 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 
e American labor gets less than English labor, the duty is 40 
eent. ad valorem to protect American labor against the pauper la- 


of E 
Mr. HA LEY. I sincerely wish the Senator would give me a little 
explanation of the statement he has been repeating over and over again. 
—— me make a preliminary explanation. If the American tive 
roduce a great deal faster than the other, I can understand what 
ag? wor means; but does he mean that the operative in each case 
pork the same daily ‘wages? If the American operative gets less per day, 
I do not understand his statement at all. I want to know whether he 
means that the daily payments to the operative are the same in each 
case, or whether he means that it is less in America. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will explain to the Senator just as briefly as 
Ican. You are comparing a yard or a pound of English carpet with 
a yard or a pound of American carpet, and in your tariff bill you levy 
a duty to protect the American laborer and the manufacturer of Ameri- 
can ton that nd or yard. 

Mr. hof s that the labor-cost in producing a yard or a 

nd, as the case may be, of American eloth compared with English 

Tabor, and compared with English labor itis as I have stated. There- 

fore, the labor in this case is measured by the product of labor, and if 

— in the United States costs no more to produce a yard of cloth 

than labor in England costs to produce the same yard of cloth, why do 

we impose from 40 to 50 cents per yard upon that cloth to protect the 
American 


laborer? 
Mr. ALDRICH. What kind of goods does the Senator speak of? 
All kinds of goods—ingrain carpets, cheviot 


Mr. McPHERSON. 
worsted goods. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What particular kind of goods? 
Mr, MCPHERSON. The one I am giving now is the ingrain-carpet 


industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator know that that statement 
was denied and shown to be absolutely false by half a dozen carpet- 
manufacturers years ago, and that he is reading ancient history which 
has been shown to be false time and time again? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It has never been successfully contradicted in 
the world, and they defy contradiction, they defy anybody to present 
any facts to show to the contrary, because this labor-cost is taken from 
their own books, and therefore it can not be denied. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has not at all approached an answer 
to my i I want to know whether the operative in one case 
gets 75 cents a day and the other a dollar a day. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It does not matter whether he gets 75 cents or 
a dollar or a dollar and a half aday. I have always argued that Amer- 
ican labor is as much better than foreign labar as the pay is better; that 
the product of American labor when the cost is measured by the product 
of American labor is cheaper than any labor in the world. That is my 
argument; and when you raise the duty 40, 50, or 60 per cent. ad valo- 
rem upon the products of foreign labor to protect American labor, you 


5 eee to show that American, labor gets any part of that protec- 


8. Schoenhof says: 


I have taken the heh American weaving * paid. not tak into no- 
count that with the improved looms weaving is done at from three-fourths to 
I cents less per Still, with all this, the general cost is much less than the 
English cost, an with wool at the English cost a yard of carpet could be pro- 
duced in America for 41.07 cents which costs 44.51 cents in England. 

It is getting late, Mr. President, and I will postpone further re- 
marks until Monday. 

Mr, GIBSON. I offer an amendment to the pending pill. I move 
to amend the bill in Schedule E, on page 52, by inserting in line 10, 
after the words ‘‘the United States,’’ the following: 

Or from sirup produced from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane grown within the 
United States, 

In line 22, after the word States, where it first occurs, insert the 
words: - 

Or from sirup produced from sorgham, beets, or . grown within the 
United States, 

And on page 53, line 2, after ‘‘ United States, 5 1 

Or from sirup produced from sorghum. 


The PRESIDENT BF tempore. The suggested amendments will bo 
received and printed ; 
HENRY L. MULVIN. 


Mr. CAMERON. Lask unanimous consent that the vote by which 
Senate bill 3600 was indefinitely postponed may be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 3600) for the relief of Henry L. Mul- 
vin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which this bill was postponed will be reconsidered and the bill placed 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. That is all right, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be placed upon the Cal- 
endar or recommitted to the committee ? 

Mr, BATE. Probably it had better be recommitted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the en of desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 5121) to correct the military record of George McKin- 
ney, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 6558) to remove the charge of desertion against Frank 
W. Morgan 
A bill A R. 9617) to relieve John Davis = the charge of desertion, 


and to t him an honorable an 
A bill (H. R. 11040) to relieve Myron "A. Eastman of the charge of 
desertion. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 9602) to establish the customs district of Tennessee, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the owners and the crews of the 
American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, Lagoda, Daniel Webster, 
and Europa; and 
rA bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 

eptuno. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1512) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas Black; 

A bill (H. R. 1574) for the relief of William Jewell College, of Lib- 
erty, Clay County, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of John N. Dorr, sr.; 

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of the estate of David B. Sanders, 
deceased; - 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 

A bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; 

and 

A bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army as reported by the 
Courtof Claims under the provisions of the act of Mareh 3, 1883, ra Bos 
as the Bowman act.“ 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. eres granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 


A ait te we asic granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos; 
A bill HE B- 4210) to inorena the pansion of Jobe H. Grove; 
A bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Thomas II. Bruce; 

A bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Polly Gray; 
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A bill (H. R. 5 — granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary. Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. Cari to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7910) granting a pension to John T. Ballard; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 

A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs, Rebecca E. 


Simon; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; 

A bill (H. R. 8557) granting a pension to John McGregor; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 

A bill (H. R. ried granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 9072) increasing the pension of Alexander Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Conner, 
now Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 9293) granting a pension to Joel Hendricks; 

A bill (H. R. 9391) granting an increase of pension to John Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 9425) granting a pension to William Dunn; 

A bill 5 R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 
A bill (H. R. en granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa M. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bül (II. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A bill (. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late 
a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Missouri 
Volunteers in the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs, A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11456) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth P. Newhouse; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 
ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That bill has been reported by the Senate committee 
and is on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will lie on the table. 


JOHN SWEARER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2493) ting a pension 
to John Swearer, which was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘act,’’ to insert 
tt in lien of the pension he is now receiving.“ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1840) granting a pension 
to Sallie Douglass Hartranſt, which was, in lines 5 and 6, to strike out 
„8100“ and insert “$50.” 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimons consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Days, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
upon the wares amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] to yield for a motion for an executive session. 

Mr, STEWART. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Nevada. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock. and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 1, 1890, at 10 o'clock 
a. m. 


Is the Senate ready for the question 


The question is on the motion of the 


States for the district of Nevada, vice George M. Sabin, deceased. 
CONSULS. 


John F. Healey, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Funchal, vice Thomas C. Jones, recalled. 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States at 
Matamoros, to fill a vacancy. 

James J. Peterson, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Tegucigalpa, to fill a vacancy. > 

` POSTMASTER, 

William Judson, to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the county of Wash- 
tenaw and State of Michigan, in the place of Thomas McKone, whose 
commission expired Angust 2, 1890. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Fifteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


Second Lieut. William F. Blauvelt, to be first lieutenant, August 
26, 1890, vice Kinzie, deceased. 
Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Willson Y. Stamper, to be first lieutenant, August 7, 
1890, vice Sparrow, appointed regimental adjutant, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, August 30, 1890. 
The House met at 1lo’clock a, m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the present hour 
was at the disposal of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]. 
He is not present, but by an arrangement with him I was to control 
the time; and at the time the morning hour expired, when this bill 
was last before the House, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
was proceeding in time which had been yielded to him. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky has seven min- 


utes. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, in the district so ably represented by 
my friend and colleague [Mr. MONTGOMERY ] there resided in the olden 
time a gentleman who kept a hotel, and was noted for his talkative- ` 
ness. On one occasion a traveler came there and stop at his hotel, 
and the old man talked to him until bed-time that night and talked 
him to sleep, and when he got vpi the morning he continued the 
strain until the traveler got on his horse and rode away. In about a 
year thereafter the same traveler rode up to the tavern door, and as 
he was on the point of es pats Soa landlord came up to him, 
shook him by the hand, and said, My friend, as I was saying to you 
when you were last here ’’—and he took up the conversation where he 
left it off a year before. [Laughter.] 

As I was saying to members of this House when last I addressed 
them upon this subject, I am in favor of paying the debtsof the Gov- 
ernment of the United States due to any person who has an honest 
claim; and I am in favor of throwing wide open the doors of the courts 
in order that they may go there for the purpose of testing their rights 
under the law. If I understand the purpose of this bill, it is to open 
the court-house door, to allow these persons to litigate with the United 
States as to the justice of their claims. I think that this is a very pecul- 
iar case, Although in 1868 the Congress of the United States placed 
upon its statute-book an act that regulated a day’s labor, no attention was 
paid to it by the officials of the Government; and it became necessary 
to issue, not one, but two proclamations of the President of the United 
States in order to compel the subordinate officials of this Government 
to pay attention toa solemn law which the Congress ot the United 
States had enacted. 

So I say that when we are affording these people an opportunity to 
go into court for the purpose of testing the law that we have made we 
are simply asserting the dignity of our own act, I know there area 
great many members of Congress and others who talk about “ stale 
claims,” about years having elapsed and these having become 
“stale,” Whose fault is it that claims become stale? Congress 
after Congress, session alter session, honest claimants against this Gov- 
ernment come knocking at the doors of the legislative halls asking for 
orn gr oa and session gei aeg Congress ee without pea: 
viding for their payment; an en, after years have psed, gen e- 
men get up here and talk against the claims because are stale!’’ 
These men try to make for themselves reputation as watch - dogs ot 
the Treasury.” 
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My friend from Iowa [Mr. KERR]—I am sorry that he is not in his 
seat—is trying to make himself a watch-dog of the Treasury. [Laugh- 
ter.] These are the gentlemen who believe in the doctrine that— 

: Little drops of water, 

Little grains of sand, 


Make the mighty ocean, 
And th 


e beauteous land, 
And their motto is that— 


These little items, 
Minute though they be, 
fons 


Make the mighty m 
Of the Treasuree. 


(Laughter, ] 

They come here and attempt to guard the Treasury against the 
payment of these small but honest claims. They are the watch-dogs 
of the Treasury. They set themselves up as guardians of the peo- 
ple’s money,” and they try to guard it against everybody, provided the 

who attempts to get it does not come from their own locality. 

i Laughter.) Why, sir, the gentleman from Iowa told us the other 
day that the claimants in this case came mostly from the East. If they 
had come from the West, and especially if they had come from Iowa, 
the watch-dog might have remained in his kennel, and the approach- 
ing claimant could exclaim— 

‘Tis sweet to hear the watch-dog's honest bark 

Bay deep-mouthed welcome as we draw near home. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Here is a proposition embodied in this bill to allow these men who 
have performed labor for the Goverament beyond what should have 
been their day’s labor under the law to receive just compensation for 
that extra work. It is not proposed to pay them this money now, but 
only to pay thein after they have presented their case to the Court of 
Claims and that court has favorably adjudicated their demands, Isay 
that if there is to be any sanctity in the statutes of the United States, 
if the laws that we put upon our statute-books are to amount to any- 
thing, then these men are entitled to the relief they seek. 

In 1868, more than twenty-one years ago, you passed this law. 
By a resolution of the Congress of the United States at a subsequent 
date you said what the law meant. You said it meant that a man 
should be paid the same wages for eight hours as men in the locality 
where the labor was done were paid for a full day’s work, and that is 
the rule that now prevails in the Departments. But, notwithstanding 
that declaration of Congress, a Secretary of the Navy, sworn to uphold 
the Constitution and enforce the laws—a Secretary of the Navy had 
the audacity, in face of the solemn enactment of Congress, to issue an 
order in which he set aside what Congress had said should be the law 
and fixed ten hours as a day’s labor. And it is, as we understand from 
this report, to obtain pay for the extra labor thus enforced that these 
men now desire to appeal to the courts of justice. Are they entitled to 
this relief? Gentlemen say that to pay them may take three millions 
out ot the Treasury of the United States. What difference does it make, 
if the debt is just, whether it takes three millions or thirty millions of 
money? ‘The question is simply: Do we owe this money If we do, 
we ought to pri If we do not, we ought not to pay it. 

[Here the mer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill ought to 
pass. I can hardly understand how, under all the circumstances, we 
can refuse to these thousands of laborers, workmen, and mechanics who 
have been employed by the Government the right to go to the Court 
of Claims for the purpose of testing the justice of their claims against 
the Government. 

The facts, as I understand them, are simply these: In 1868 the Con- 
gress of the United States what is known as the eight-hour law. 
The law simply provided that eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
* for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of 
the Government. These workmen claim that under this law they are 
entitled to a full day’s pay for each eight hours’ work which they per- 
formed; and they ask that they may be permitted to go to the Court of 
Claims in order to determine the justice and equity of their claims. 

The debates in Congress when this law was enacted, the order which 
was issued by the Adjutant-General immediately after the passage of 
this act, the proclamation of the President a year later, and especially 
the act of Congress passed in 1872 directing the accounting officers to 
settle with laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed up to that 
time at the rate of a day’s wages for each eight hours’ labor performed, 
seem to carry clearly the conviction that it was the intention of Con- 
gress in enacting the law ot 1868 to pay these laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics a full day’s wages for each eight hours of labor, and not, as 
the act was construed by some of the officers in the Departments, to 
reduce their pay in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

However that may be, this bill provides that this very question as 
to the intent of the eight-hour law of 1868 shall be determined by the 
court on the application of these workmen to have their cases reviewed; 
and I see ohing in the bill that in any way interferes with the proper 


I yield five minutes to the gen- 


decision of that question. Of course there is waived first of all the 
lapse of time; and it is appropriately waived, because the officers of 


the Government and not the workmen themselves have been at fault. 
There is appropriately waived also the fact that these men received pay 
according to the construction given to the law by the officers, because 
these workmen had no other way to do than to accept the amount that 
was offered them and Dies for it. There is also excepted in the bill, 
and it seems to me appropriately, ‘‘any agreement exacted by any offi- 
cer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in 
the public service.“ 

I call attention to the fact that under the act of 1872 all such labor- 
ers who had worked between 1868 and 1872 over eight hours per da 
were paid the price of a day’s work for each eight hours’ labor, whic 
is all that is claimed by the laborers who ask to go to the Court of 
Claims under this bill. 

The suggestion has been made that the whole matter be referred to 
the accounting officers of the Treasury with directions to settle with 
each claimant. If the direction could be given to the accounting offi- 
cers to pay each employé a full day’s wages for each eight hours I 
should be glad to concur. But this isnot what gentlemen who make 
the suggestion propose. They propose to refer the matter to the ac- 
counting officers who have already decided that these men are entitled 
to nothing, and such reference would simply defeat the claimants, who, 
as a last resort, ask to go to the courts to have their rights determined 
under the eight-hour law. 

If there has been a voluntary agreement by any employé or laborer 
to work eight hours each day and to subject himself to a reduction of 
pay according to the hours of labor, then the decision in the Martin 
case would control. But if there has been no voluntary agreement— 
if everything that has been done is an exaction on the part of the ofti- 
cer, submitted to under protest by these men, then there certainly is 
no reason why the fact that they were told they should work this 
length of time and have a reduction of pay should affect the decision 
in this case. 

Mr. BREWER. 
tion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave but a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. DNGLEV] has expired. $ 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield the gentleman two min- 
utes additional. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now I will yield for the question of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BREWER]. 

Mr. BREWER. I take it from your argument that if a man should 
come to you seeking employment in your business and you should offer 
him certain wages per day, and he, while protesting against the rate 
of wages offered and saying he ought to have more and ought to have 
certain hours of work, does in fact consent, and does go to work upon 
your terms, he is accepting the employment under protest.“ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, does the gentleman think his way of stating 
the question is at all fair and just? 

Mr. BREWER. It seems to me an exactly analogous case to the one 
now before us, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Here was an officer of the Government directed by 
law to employ these men to labor eight hours asa day’s work, and that 
officer violated the Jaw—— 

Mr. BREWER. But there was nothing in the law that prevented 
these men from contracting to work ten hours a day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If it was done voluntarily 

Mr. BREWER. What does the gentleman mean by voluntarily?“ 

Mr. DIN GLEX. If the officer of the Government, in violation of 
law, imposed upon these laborers an agreement. 

Mr. BREWE If they went to work under those terms, was not 
their action voluntary so as to make it a legal contract? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a question which the court will determine. 
But if the officers of the Government violated the law which existed at 
that time—and that is the first thing that the court must find in order 
that these claimants may recover—I am sure the gentleman's sense of 
fairness and honor would prompt him to say that these Jaborers or 
workmen who went to work under protest relying upon the faith of 
the Government and the laws of the country should not suffer in cou 
sequence, This case is not parallel at all with that ot employment 
by an individual as put by the gentleman, and it seems to me that an 
honorable man looking at the Jaw as he should, looking at the agree- 
ment that the nation made with these workmen, wonld say that they 
should be paid according to the intent of the law, and that the officers 
of the Government should not be permitted to step in and violate the 
law and then deprive these laborers of their pay. 

Mr. BREWER. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
from New York [Mr. COVERT]. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the pending meas- 
ure may be enacted into law. It seems to me that its passage will be but 
an actof simple justice, long delayed, to those who have received gross 
injustice at the handsof the Federal authorities. Over twenty years ago 
the Congress of the United States, by a solemn enactment, ordained that 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


I now yield to the gentleman 
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eight hours should constitute a day’s work on the part of all mechanics, 
laborers, and workmen thereafter to be employed in the service of the 
General Government. There can be no misunderstanding, no miscon- 
struction, it seems to me, as to the intent of this provision of law. 

Prior to the passage of this enactment ten hours constituted a day’s 
work to be performed by the employés of the Government referred to 
in the pending measure, But the official agents through whom this 
class of workmen were employed, in some instances seemingly placed 
their own construction upon the law thus solemnly enacted, and, as 
claimed by these employés, deprived them of all benefit arising from 
its passage. It is alleged that in other, and perhaps the great majority 
of cases, promises of added pay for work in excess of eight hours were 
made by departmental officers, and that these promises have never 
been fulfilled. 

The claim of these workmen is simply that when they had labored 
eight hours each day they were entitled under the law to pay fora full 
day’s work, whatever that pay might be. The pending measure SoD 
makes provision that whoever, coming within the classes of employ 
mentioned, has been employed in the Government service under and 
since the act of 1868, and has not been paid the full price of a day’s 
work for each eight hours he has been so employed, shall have the right 
to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to recover such de- 
ficiency; and power is given to the court to take jurisdiction of all such 
cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opinion of the 
court, he was, under the act of 1868, or other existing laws, entitled to 
the full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ service, to adjudicate 
such claim upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work; 
and for that length of service the claimant shall be entitled to recover 
the full price of a day’s work, whatever that may be, less the amount 
he has already received, and in that ratio for any fraction of a day, if 
in the opinion of the court such was the meaning of the act of 1868, or 
any other existing laws; and if anything is found to be due, judgment 
shall be given against the United States in favor of each claimant ac- 
cordingly. 

These are the substantial features of this bill. I have stated the 
material parts of it, withont any attempt to reproduce the measure in 
its entirety. It will beseen that no question is involved hereas to the 
propriety or impropriety of establishing the limit of time which shall 
constitute a day's work on the part of those engaged in these branches 
of the public service. The law-making power of the land settled that 
question by the enactment of over twenty years ago, This House, by 
an overwhelming vote, only the other day reaffirmed the provisions of 
the act of 1868, and extended those provisions to other classes of Goy- 
ernment employés. 

The simple question to be determined now is, shall the mechanics 
and workmen interested in the question brought about by the conditions 
presented be permitted an opportunity to test the validity of their 
claims? About a year after the passage of the original ‘‘ eight-hour 
law” President Grant issued a formal proclamation directing that from 
and after that time no reduction should be made in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such mechanics or workmen on account 
of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

Four years Jater the same Executive issued another proclamation 
again calling the attention of the officers engaged in the Executive De- 

rtments to the provisions of the act of 1868, and to his former proc- 

amation upon the same subject. The appropriation act cf the same 
year called attention to the first enactment on the subject and to the 
several proclamations of the President, and directed the proper ac- 
counting officers to pay for the services of this class of employés with- 
out any reduction on account of the decrease of the hours of labor. 

This, briefly stated, is the record of legislative and executive action 
already had upon the matter now under consideration. I may add that 
repeated efforts have been unsuccessfully made from time to time in 
Congress to pass measures similar to the one now under discussion. 
The claimants here can scarcely be charged, therefore, with laches or 
with sleeping upon their reserved rights. 

It occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that any attempt now to discuss the 
meaning and object of this prior legislation would be entirely unnec- 
essary. It seems to me that the legislation already had speaks for 
itself. 

But with exceeding care, with a degree of attention for which full 
credit should be extended, the committee reporting this bill have ex- 
amined fully into this question. They have reproduced in their report 
extracts from the discussion had in the Senate when the original 
measure was before that body, and these extracts establish conclusively, 
it seems to me, that the effect sought was not by any means to bring 
down the rate of wages because the time for labor was shortened. 

From these premises I submit that the only fair and logical deduc- 
tion that can be drawnis that if these employés of the Government since 
the passage of the enactmentreferred to have been coerced to perform 
ten hours’ labor per day before they could receive pay tor a full day’s 
work, or if their wages have been reduced because they did only eight 
hours’ work a day—if either of these conditions have prevailed, they 
55 entitled in morals and in Jaw to the remedy they now seek to en- 

force. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] in his argument against this 


bill has quoted the case of Martin vs. The United States (4 Otto’s Re- 
ports, 400), and has claimed that the decision in that case is absolute 
as against the right of these claimants to recover. But in the Martin 
case the claimant had acquiesced in the agreement that eight hours 
should not make a day’s work. He had received his pay upona basis 
of twelve hours constituting a day’s labor, without the slightest pro- 
test, He gave a receipt in full for his pay upon this basis. The court 
conld have rendered no other decision, it seems to me, but a decision 
adverse to the claimant under these circumstances, 

But here, as I am instructed, the conditions are entirely dissimilar, 
Here there were protests; here there was no understanding or agreement 
between the parties such as existed in the Martin case. Here 
was no waiver of the reserved right of the claimants. 

It is of course understood that Congress by the enactment of this meas- 
ure does not by its affirmative action settle or in any manner determine 
any legal proposition that may be involved here. Wesimply by the pas- 
sage of this act say that these claimantsshall have their day in court.” 
The Court of Claims will take under careful advisement all the facts 
in the case and all the principles of law which may be applicable to 
the facts presented. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] protests against the 
of this bill because, as he avers, he has reason to think that some of 
these claims have been assigned, and are now in the hands of specu- 
lators. I do not know how correct he may be in this assumption, but, 
even if it be true, it does not affect the principle involved here. If 
any such assignments have been made, the contracts were periectly 
legal and legitimate. This Congress has already passed some measures 
the direct effect of which will be to interfere with, to restrain, and 
limit legitimate trade. We did that the other day when the majority , 
passed the Conger bill. N 

We have another measure pending limiting 3 in futures. 
But no law has yet found its place on our statute- book forbidding an 
assignment of a legitimate chose in action. If it be true that in iso- 
lated instances these assignments have been made, such action should 
not affect the principle involved here, nor can it affect the cases of those 
workmen who still hold in their own right these claims against the 
Government. 

The gentleman from Iowa says, also: 


If there is any class of men in this country who ought to pay particular at- 
1 to — law upon the subject of the employment of labor, it is the labor- 
ers themselves. 


I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this is worse than begging the question. 
Does not the gentleman—himselfan astute lawyer—know that as a rule 
the class of people affected by this bill are the very people who, by 
reason of the conditions which surround them, are incapableof drawing 
nice conclusions and of determining questions of law upon which even 
gentlemen on this floor seem, from this discussion, to entertain con- 
flicting opinions? 

The people affected by this bill are the class of people who rely upon 
promises made to them by their employers; they are men who regard 
definite statements made by those in authority as to how much they 
shall receive for certain stipulated hours of labor as binding and con- 
clusive. ‘‘Their brows are wet with honest sweat.“ They have no 
time to read law digests, and no money to pay lawyers for elaborate opin- 
ions. They are to a greater extent perhaps tban any other class of our 
citizens of that number who need all the protection that law and equity 
can throw about them. 

One of the unquestioned edicts of the universal moral law is that 
“the laborer is worthy of his hire.“ 

It would seem to me, sir, an act of the grossest injustice, in the face of 
the facts presented, to deny to these claimants the privilege of attempt- 
ing at least to substantiate theirclaims, It would bean act of grossest 
wrong to close the doors of our courts in the faces of these men and to 
say to them that the strong arm of the law shall prevent them from 
seeking that justice which is equal and impartial. It would be a per- 
version of that justice which is for rich and poor alike—alike for the 
strongest Republic on earth and for the humblest servitor, who in his 
dual character of citizen aud workman constitutes a part of the strength 
and integrity of the Republic. 

[Here the hammer fe 1. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the time allotted to me is entirely 
too brief to allow me to enter into any general discussion of the ques- 
tion before the House. But I hold in my hand an appeal made by the 
workingmen of Kansas to Congress in 1874. As this appeal containsa 
full but concise statement of the case on behalf of these men, I desire 
to have it read, together with a brief in relation to the law of the case, 
presented in 1876. © 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW—AN APPEAL TO THE HONORABLE SENATORS AND REPRESENT- 
ATIVES IN CONGRESS, ASSEMBLED AT WASHINGTON, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: We respectfully make known to you that we were employed 
by the United States Government, under the direction and by authority of the 
commander of the Department of the Missouri, and that between June 
and the 15th of Au 1872, we were required to work ten hours per day, in 
violation of the act of Congress known as the eight-hour law, 
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a of the Government 


Now, we invite ——— attention to the fact that the President's proclamation 
gave NO protection to the work ingmen in this, the Department ot the — ent 
and we Had to work ten hours each day up to the 15th of August, 1872; three 
months aller the l. proclamation, dated May II, 1872, and again 
oar all officers of the Government having charge of the employment and 

payment of workingmen to make no reduction in the wages on accountof the 
8 of the hours of labor. 

As Government employés, we believe we had a right to the benefit of the 
eight-hour law, which brought the sunshine of happiness Into the home of 
many a laboring man throughout the land. but we were deprived of its bless- 
ings for more than four by being compelled to work two hours per day 
more than the law of gress required of us, or suffer a reduction of our 
* or the loss of our situation. 

claims are acknowledged to be just and reasonable, and the accounting 


officers of the Treasw ent have, under tho provisions of an act of Con- 
a May Mayis settled and paid us fora portion of the time, namely, 
| nde. ghee 25, 1868, and the 19th of May, 1889; and we now claim pay for the 


balance of the time, The honorable Secretary of War informs us that rolle of 
a 33 hired in this De ent, entitled to 5 benefits of the eight-hour 
with statements of the amount due them, were, in May last, forwarded to 
the e Third Auditor of the Treasury for settlement, But the cause of non-pay- 
mont by the of these claims for services since May 19, 1869, is owing 
to want of an appropriation for that And the honorable Secretary of 
ve says that on the 10th of ie rhb 874, in a communication to the House 
tatives, he asked thatthe ‘provisions of the act of May 18, 1872, ve 
. cover the from May 19. 1869, to the time when full wages 
noon paid for eight hours’ labor, and that Congress did not take final action in 
matter. 
From all the evidence we furnish, it will be seen that all who know the nat- 
them to be just and honorable; and it is for 
prosentatives to say that the laborer is worthy 
— his hire, and for the National Government to prove that justice shall kedana 
to the tee iy apenas ot this ‘country. 
And it will be ever remembered that the man who votes making an 
appropriation. tu pay our justclaims, votes that au order of commander of 
a military nt of the United States can veto and set aside an act of Con- 
gress, especially when such an act is made for the benofit of the working 


To sum up our 8 it amounts to this: 
First. Congress enacted that eight hours should be a day's work after June 


R We worked ten hours por day between June 25, 1968, and August 15, 
1 We received extra pay for the time between June 25, 1888, and May 
Fourth. Government owes-us for tho time between May 19, 1869, and August 


1872, 
ith. Our claims are audited and allowed to be correct and just. 
Sixth. We 3 to you — — a) 6 to pay us our claims. 


Our honorabi State will attend to the matter for 
aud we refer to m fort 8 
Teustidg that you will see that justice is — we wish to say that dye nsk for 


no favors, but for payment for service rendered, and on behalf of the claimants 
Net the — — be, A e 
respect: , your obed vorvan 
* ‘a PETER O’ FARRELL, 


Corresponding Committee for the Workingmen of 
LeAVENWorTH, KANS., November 10, 1874. 


BRIEF, 

Ex. No. I. January 12, 1876, Mr. Willian: A. Phillips introduced the following 
bill (H. R. 1005); which m read. 2 referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed 
“A bill to amend the act entitled An act making appropriations forthe service 

of the Government for the fiseal year ending June 30,1872, and for former 

years, and for other purposes,’ approved May 18. 1872. 

Ne it enacted by —— Senate and House of Representatives of the United States q 

- America in Congrese That section 2 of the act entitled ‘An act making 
SD and fo for to service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
Bost | and for former years, and for other pu 1 May 15, 1872, 
the same is liereby, amended so as to include, in the settlement therein 
provided for, all aecounts 13 the services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
125 by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, between the 
day of May, 1869, and the date when full pa; — were commenced for 


— hours’ labor, without reduction on account of he reduction of the hours of 
t by the act approved on the Ih cles 1868, and when it shall be 
made to appear that the aeiia age of the — — of labor was the sole cause of 


Claims. 
Mr. Thomas J. Cason, of Indians, appointed a subcommittee to examine into 
the merits of the bill and reportthe same back to the committee, 


EVIDENCE PRODUCED DIN SUPPORT OF BILL, 


Ex. No. 2. Februar — . General Orders No: 6, issued from Headquarters 
Department ofthe Missouri Fort Leavenworth, Kans., by Maj. Gen. A- J. Smith 
commanding, establish ee rate of pay, per diem and month, of all classes of 
employés in the Quartermaster’s n at any station im the military 
t of the Missouri. 

No. 3. February 24, 1869, circular issued from the office of the depot quar- 
termaster, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., by General Benjamin C. Card, depot quar- 
termaster, as follows: 

On and after the Ist of March next, until further notice, the workshops and 
places of labor at this depot will be open daily, as foflows: 
From 7 a.m. to 12 m., and from 12.45 p. m. to 5.45 p. m. 
“Em ae pow ho choosing to work these hours will receive the same rate of pay 
now allowed. Those 8 ay the hours comprising 585 legal day's fe 
will —- four-fifths of a. lowed in the cabor 


and 
on and after 
overwork at the same rate as for the legal day’s work of eight hours. 


Ex. No. 4. March 24, 1869, 3 issued from the Hi 
ent ot the Missouri, Fort Len by . — 
, commanding, establishes the rate per diem month for all em- 
and reducesthe —— ne a Er a 
mechanics: Master mechanies, blacksmiths, ass 


. —— in that 
of laborers, wor 


ant blacksmiths, whee! wrights, carpenters, saddlers and harne-s-makers, —.— 
2 rr 
rates o 


wages the following, whose time may be necessary at any and all 
mera 5 pec hga mare een. 3 8 depot 8 
assistant train-masters, teamsters w rains, eamsters, depot ost 
chief herders, herdsmen, and cooks. 3 25 mt 

Ex. No. G. May 19, 1889, ‘the President of the United States issued his proclama- 
tion as follows: * From and after this date noreduction shall be made 
in the wages paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics on account of such pean of the hours of labor.“ 

See volume 16, Statutes at Large Taree. pene U2 * 

ix. No. 7. May 11, 1872, the President of the United States issued his second 
proclamation, and after reciting his proclamation of May 19, 1869, says: “And 
whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Congress and the proclama- 
tion aforesaid have — yanv been strictly observed by all officers of the Govern- 
ment having charge of such la workmen, and mechanics: Now, there- 
fore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do at ry ——— call 
attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers 


tive department of the Government, having of the em 6 and 
lardieras of laborers, workmen, or mechanics, employed by or on behalf of the 

vernment of the United States, beg make ain — in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such |. n, and mechanics on ac 


come oe reduction of the hours of labor.“ —— 17, Statutes at Large, 
page 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Chairman, I have carefully read the report of 
the committee on this bill, and I assure you that Iam heartily in favor 
of the measure. I believe that had members of Congress been inter- 
ested in the payment of this money as they were in a question affect- 
ing their own pay which arose here a few months ago twenty-two years 
would not have elapsed and the claim still remain unpaid. I know 
that the claims of Representatives to their pay went through at this 
session very quickly; and J hope that the claims of these workingmen 
will be adjudicated by the Court of Claims with the same celerity. I 
trust also that the committee will bring up the bill establishing an 
eight-hour law for the benefit of post-office clerks. I believe that the 
law ought to be applied to that branch of the public service, as those 
employés perform more arduous duties than any other class of em- 
ployés under the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [ Mr. Wape]. 


[Mr. WADE addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I yield now to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY]. ` : 

Mr. REILLY. Mr, Speaker, in the discussion of this bill those who 
oppose its passage seem to entirely ignore the fact that there is a stat- 
ute of the United States which prescribes what shall constitute a le- 
gal day’s work;’’ and the question is discussed and treated by these 
gentlemen as though it were one arising upon a voluntary contract be- 
tween individuals standing upon an equal footing and competent to 
contract. Of course we all understand that in such cases the agree- 
ment—the contract—of the parties constitutes in itself the law. by 
which the contracting parties are to be governed, and all that the law 
of the land undertakes to do in such cases is to execute the contract 
between the parties as they made it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is no such question bere. By the exeręise 
of its sovereign power the Government of the United States has en- 
acted a law under which the rights of the parties are to be determined. 
We have made the law, and that is the contract now by which we are 
bound. We said by solemn act of Congress that eight hours shall con- 
stitute a day’s work for all Jaborers and mechanics employed by or on 
behalf of the United States, the effect of which was to say to such em- 
ployés that when they performed eight hours’ work in a calendar day 
for the Government that the Government would then compensate 
them therefor by payment ot a day’s wages; for a legal day’s work 
they were to receive a legal day’s pay. 

It is therefore, Mr. Speaker, the fact that such a law as this appears 
on the statate-books that gives rise to the very controversy now before 
us. Again, the argument proceeds upon the assumption’ by the op- 
ponents of the bil that the eight-hour law is not a wise nor an expe- 
dient law. It is not only useless, but foreign perhaps, to the question 
now before us to discuss either the wisdom or the propriety of that enact- 
ment. It ought to sniffice to know that the law-making power of this 
Jand, in the exercise of its wisdom and sound discretion, did enactsuch 
a law, and like all other laws, is to be enforced; and if not intended 
so to be, ought without delay to be repealed. But since that question 
has been thrown into the discussion, and if necessary to discuss the 
merits of that law, abundant and conclusive argument is at hand to 
justify the passage ‘of that act, 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, it has stood not only unrepealed, but 
without any attempt to repeal it for a period now of over twenty-two 
years. On the contrary, repeated efforts on the part of the Chief Ex- 
ecutive and of Congress have been had to enforce and carry it into exe- 
cution. And, as a matter of fact, the law is to-day strictly observed 
by the Government in all its Departments. The wisdom and sound 
for | public policy of such a law is not only demonstrated by act of Congress, 


= E 


~ 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


but was demanded and approved by the large mass of our working 
people throughout the country, and they constitute the great mass ot 
our citizenship. And so late as the Ist day of May last the working- 
men, mechanics,and laborers throughout the 1 and breadth of the 
land made a united and determined effort to have inaugurated the 
same system of eight hours for a day’s work throughout thecountry, 
and the movement met with a large measure of success, and in m 

humble opinion, Mr. Speaker, the time is not far distant when it wi 

be universally adopted. As indicative of the sentiment of Congress in 
view of this past legislation I had the honor of presenting to the House 
the following resolution on the 1st 7 8 May last, which was referred 
to the Committee on Labor, and w I hope to see favorably reported 


by that committee: 

Whereas a law was enacted by Congress on the 25th day of June, 1868, pro- 
viding that eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, work- 
men, and mecha: now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the United States,” thereby declaring this Gov- 
ernment in favor of the system; and 

reas the mechanics, workmen, and laborers, constituting as they do the 

bulk of our patriotic citizens, are on this Ist day of May, A. D. 1590, agitat- 

fag and demanding that henceforth eight hours shall constitute a legal day’s 
work: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the said demand is reasonable 

and just, and that it is our belief that the inauguration of said system of eight 

hours for a day's work would be conducive to the public weal and tend to pro- 

mote the industrial, commercial, intellectual, and moral advancement of the 


people. 


The arguments in favor of this system have found favor very gener- 
ally among our pone; and if time permitted and the occasion war- 
ranted I should be glad to enumerate some of them. It tends to the 
higher development of the citizen, renders him more capable of per- 
forming better service to his employer, and will enable him to con- 
tinue it in vigor for a greater number of years.. But, as I have said, it 
is foreign to the question now before us, and I ought not perhaps to 
trespass upon the indulgence of the House by digressing from the direct 
issue, especially in view of the action of this House only day before yes- 
terday in passing the bill amendatory of the act of 1868, so as to render 
it more effectual, and emphasizing our approval of the eight- 
hour system. I will therefore leave this branch of the question with 
a quotation on this theme from that eminent christian statesman, Car- 
dinal Manning, which contains a word of philosophy that must com- 
mend itself to all fair-minded people. Itis: 


But if the domestic life of the le be vital above all; if the peace, the pu- 
rity of homes, the education of chil „the duties of wives and mothers, the 
duties of husbands and of fathers, be written in the natural law of mankind, 
and if these things are 3 beyond anything that can be sold in the mar- 
ket, then I say, if the hours of labor resulting from the unregulated sale of a 
man's stren; and skill shall lead to the destruction of domestic life, to the 
neglect of children, to turning wives and mothers into living machines, and of 
fathers and husbands into—what shall I say, creatures of burden ?—I will not 
say any other word—who rise up before the sun, and come back when it is set, 
wearied and able only to take food and lie down to rest, the domestic life of 
men exists no longer, and we dare not go on in this path. 


Let me therefore, as briefly as I can, present the question now before 
us. This bill does not ask the adjudication at the hands of Congress 
of the rights of the claimants, or of those who will be benefited by its 
passage. All they ask is that they may have an opportunity of having 
determined by the court, a court of the Government’s own creation, 
the legal rights to which they claim they are entitled. On the 25th of 
June, 1868, Congress passed a law commonly known as the eight-hour 
law, which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all la- 
borers and mechanics now employed or who,nay hereafter be employed by or 
in behalf of the United States. 

The intention of Congress in passing this act is plain and unmistak- 
able. I do not know that it has ever been anywhere questioned, ex- 
cept by certain subordinate Government officials, as I shall hereafter 
refer to. The debates in both Houses of Congress when said bill was 
undyr consideration leaves no room for doubt that it was the clear, un- 
equivocal intent of Congress in passing said law that eight hours 
should constitute a legal day’s work and entitle the person rendering 
it to a legal day’s pay. Some of the Government officials, however, 
sought at first to construe this law differently; but the same coming 
to the knowledge of President Grant, he issued a proclamation on the 
19th of May, 1869, and a second one of the same tenor on the 11th of 
May, 1872, both of which I quote as showing the construction placed 
upon said act by the President of the United States: 

Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1963, constituted on and after 
that date eight hours a day's work forall laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and repealed 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith : 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages paid 
by the Government by the day to such workmen, laborers, and mechanics on 
account of the red n of the hours of labor. 1 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of 
the United States to be affixed 


Done at the city of Washington. this 19th day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1869, and of the Independence of the United States the ninety-third. 


U. S. GRANT. 
By the President: 
HAMILTON FISH, 
Secretary of State. 


THE PRESIDENT'S SECOND PROCLAMATION, 

Whereas the act of Co: appro ved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
that date eight hours a day’s work for all 7 workmen, and mechanics 
n the Government of the United States; and 

hereas on the 19th day of May, 10, by Executive proclamation, it was di- 
rected that from and sfter that date no reduction should be made in the 
paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, wor! n. and 
on account of the reduction of the hours of labor; and 

Whereas it is now represented to me that the act of Co 
mation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all o 
ment having cha: of such workmen, laborers, and mechanics: 

Now, therefore, 1, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
again call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of 
the Executive Departments of the Government ha charge of the employ- 
ment of laborers, workmen, and mechanics, en:plo: or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States, to make no reduction in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 
count of the reduction of the hours of labor. (U. S. Stats. at Large, volume 17, 


P Saied May 11, 1872. 


And later on, President Cleveland's attention having been called to 
alleged violations of this act, he used the following language’in refer- 
ence to the same: 

I believe that the law is a sound one and a good one, and that it should been- 

instances of its violation 


forced to the letter. I have no informatio: ing 


n re ol ¥ 
or evasion, but if such instances are nted to me I will see that the abuse 
remedied and the full spirit of the 


is w is enforced, which I understand to be 
to pay, workmen in the Government 5 
is pa’ ra 


t hours’ work daily what 
outside of the Government employ day's work. The 


ment can not afford to set the example of non-enforcement and n 
of its own enactments. 


This clearly demonstrates, better than any words which I could use, 
the construction placed upon this act by the Chief Executives of the 
United States. Bat, Mr. Speaker, if farther argument were necessary 
to carry conviction to the minds of the members of this body, a con- 
clusive answer is to be found in the act of Congress of May 18, 1872, 
which provided and appropriated money to pay all laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by the Government who were made to work 
more than eight-hours for a day’s work and received only a day’s pay 
therefor. It was anact made necessary by the evasion, or, if you please, 
the construction which certain Government officials had placed upon 
the eight-hour law, and Congress, entertaining no doubts about the 
rights of these men, at once appropriated the necessary amount to pay 
3 As bearing upon the question, Mr. Speaker, I will quote this 
act of 1872: 


and the 
of the Govern- 


[Act of May 18, 1872.] 


Sec, 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized 
and required, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, la- 
borers, and mechanics aang tees by oron behalf of the Government of the 
United States, between the 25t 5 June, 1868, the date of the act ut- 
ing eight bours a day's work for such rs, workmen, and mechanics, 
and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of President con- 
cerningsuch pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on aceount 
of the reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to ap- 

r that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum 
or said purpose is hereby appropriated out of any meny in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, (Sec Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 134.) 
Appropriation act, approved May 18, 1872. 


Notwithstanding, however, all this, Mr. Speaker, it seems that in 
some Departments of the Government, particularly the Navy Depart- 
ment, full force and effect was not given to this law as construed by 
the President and by Congress, and the House of Representatives on 
the 9th of May, 1878, passed the following joint resolution with the 
view and for the purpose, as shown by the debates thereon, of giving 
a constraction to the act of June 25, 1868, which should thereafter re- 
move all doubt, question, or controversy as to its meaning, and the 
language of this joint resolution is in ar Fig with and clearly ex- 
presses the intent that Congress had in view when the eight-hour law 
was passed. The resolution was as follows: 

II. Res. 176, Forty-fifth Congress; second session.—Joint resolution to provide 
for the enforcement of the eight-hour law.] 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That according to the true intent and 3 of the 
act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, entitled An act constituting eight hours 
a legal day’s work for all] workmen, and mechanics employed by or 
on behalf of the Government of the. United States,” eight hours 2 a 
day's work for all such workmen, and mechanics; and while the act 
remains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by 
the Government, by the day, to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 
count of the reduction of the hours of labor; and that all the heads of Dopart 
ments, oMicers, and agents of the Government are hereby directed to enforce 
said law as long as the same is nnrepealed. 

Passed the House of Representatives May 9, 1878, 

Attest: j GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk. 

So that we see, Mr. Speaker, there is no room left for contention as 
to the spirit and meaning of said act of Congress, and consequently no 
force can attach to the argument of those who oppose the of 
the present bill by the construction they seek to place upon that act, 
and I feel, therefore, that I need not consume further time in consider- 
ing that feature of the case. The greatest complaint as to the evasion 
of this law arises from the course pursued in the Navy Department, 
The Secretary of the Navy undertook, by official orders issued in his 
Department, to fix the number of hours that should constitute a day's 
work, entirely regardless and without considering the said act of June 
25, 1868. One of the orders, perhaps the first one, I will read, as showing 
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the manner in which the present controversy originated. It is as fol- 
lows: 
[General Order No. 227.—-Extract.] 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 30, 1877. 


The Department has fixed the rate of labor for mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and laborers on the basis of ten hours a day. All workmen electing to 
labor only eight hours per day will receive a proportionate reduction of their 


rens R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

This order was subsequently modiiied in some respects by other or- 
ders, and by the issuing of certain form of agreements or contracts, 
which the men employed in the different navy-yards were obliged to 
sign under pevalty of dismissal, and which, when signed by the work- 
men, as shown by evidence submitted to the committee, was done un- 
der protest. Now, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, in regard to these orders, 
hurriedly passing along, that in my opinion they are clearly illegal. 
The Secretary of the Navy had no power to make or issue any such or- 
ders; it was an act clearly ultra vires; he had no more power or right 
to ignore, evade, or violate an act of Congress by any order that he could 
make or issue not warranted by law than any other citizen, and from 
evidence submitted to the committee it appears to me that this whole 
proceeding was an attempt on the part of certain subordinate officials 
of the Government to evade a positive law which they should have been 
the first to have enforced and upheld. 

So that in no aspect of the case, I submit, could there be any seri- 
ous question as to the liability of the Government to pay its workmen 
for services rendered by them in excess of a legal day’s work and for 
which they received only a legal day’s pay Reference has been made 
to the decision of the Supreme Court in the Martin case, reported in 
4 Otto, United States Reports. That decision has been referred to and 
commented upon by the gentleman from New Jersey reporting this bill 
[Mr. BucHANAN], and I am sure he has clearly and fairly presented 
it when he says that that decision, instead of being against these claim- 
ants, must bean authority in their favor. In that decision the Supreme 
Court say: 

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time for a day's 
Jabor, and that his contract shall be based upon that theory, 

And if any contract made by these claimants has been made upon 
that basis, that is, of eight hours for a day’s work, of course there would 
be no question here; but that is not the case, and therein arises the 
whole controversy. The Government undertook in point of fact to 
compel them to work a greater number of hours than eight to consti- 
tute a day’s work, and only paid them for a day’s work. In addition 
it must be borne in mind that Martin had received an extra compen- 
sation for time over and above eight hours, made by the act of 1872 
above referred to, and had receipted in full for all claims against the 
Government; so that the Martin case is not at all analogousand no au- 
thority in the questions here presented. 

But, as I have said, Mr. S er, we are not called upon now and 
here to adjudicate these claims; the present bill simply authorizes 
these claimants to be heard in a court of justice and have their rights 
under the law adjudicated and determined. They can not bring suit 
against the Government owing to one of the relics in our institutions 
coming down to us from past ages, that the Government can not be sued. 
But in a country like ours I submit that where a citizen asserts a claim 

inst the Government under and by virtue of one of its own laws im- 
posing a liability on the Government, there is no good reason why such 
citizens should not be allowed to have such claim adjudicated by the 
courts. It the court decides that these men have no claim in law or 
equity against the Government, they have their labor for their pains; 
no undue advantage is asked or sought. The Government is to be 
represented by counsel, shall have aright to appear and be heard and 
submit evidence and in every way known to the judicial procedure 
protect the interest of the Government. 

Why, then, Mr. Speaker, shall we refuse to pass this bill? Bills of 
a similar character in been passed by Congress, and only the other 
day a contractor who had done work for the Government and alleges 
he hasa claim against the Government was authorized by a bill passed 
by this House to present his case tothe CourtofClaims. These claim- 
ants are poor men who have nothing but their daily toil to depend 
upon, aud they come here through petitions and by representatives 
from their own ranks to ask for the passage of this fair measure. The 
Government expects of its citizens observance of the law, and we are 
all prond to realize a disposition on the part of our people to do so. 
The Government itself should be the last to seek to evade liability un- 
der its own laws, and if in the construction placed upon this law any 
citizen has been deprived of a just right to which he was entitled un- 
der the law we should hasten to remedy the wrong done him. 

We have heard much, especially during the present session of Con- 
gress in the discussion of the tarift and other measures, of the dignity 
of American labor and elevating the American worki n, senti- 
ments in which we all share and results which we all hope to see ac- 


complished; but we can illy afford, as representing the Government, in 
a measure of this character to ignore or slight the demands of our work- 
ing people upon such a case as is now before us. I trust, therefore, 


Mr, Speaker, that this bill will pass, and that the cases when they go to 
the courts shall have a speedy adjudication, 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr, Speaker, if I shonld make any objection to 
this bill, it would be that it does not go as faras it should and provide 
in express terms that all claims, under its provisions, for labor per- 
formed in excess of eight hours per day, should be referred to the Court 
of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis that eight hours consti- 
tuted a day’s work. A bill with an express provision of this nature 
was introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest] during the 
early part of the session. The bill to which I refer is known as House 
bill 3829, For some reason, probably to overcome objections that 
might be made to such a provision, the original bill referred to has 
been toned down until it is somewhat doubtful if the claimants for 
whose benefit it was intended will obtain the substantial relief they 
desire. 

However this may be, one thing is certain—the bill in its present 
modified form ought to be satisfactory to those who heretofore have 
considered it their duty to oppose it. In place of requiring the Court 
of Claims to ascertain and determine the amount due these claimants 
on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’s work, as I believe it 
would be entirely proper to do, this bill (H. R. 1121) merely confers 
jurisdiction and provides that if in the opinion of the court the claim- 
ant, under the law, was entitled to the full price of a day’s work for 
eight hours’ labor, then it shall render judgment accordingly. 

I would like to inquire, Mr. Speaker, how any person who approves 
of the eight-hour system and who believes that a party should have 
his day in court“ can object to this provision. This bill does not 
undertake, as did the one first introduced, to determine that these 
claimants, as a matter of right and law, should be paid for each eight 
hours he was employed, as fora fullday’s work. This question is left, 
by the provisions of this bill, entirely to the court. It the court shall 
decide that under the act of June 25, 1868, or other existing law, the 
claimants under this bill are not entitled to the full price of a day’s 
work for eight hours labor, that ends the whole matter and there is 
nothing further left for the court to determine. 

If, on the other hand, the court shall decide that under such law the 
claimants were entitled to pay which they never received, then, in such 
event, it will become the duty of the court to render judgment in favor 
of each claimant accordingly. Can any fair-minded person object to 
this being done? I submit, Mr. Speaker, that objections to this bill 
are technical in their nature and do not go to the merits of the case. 
If the Government of the United States is justly indebted to these 
claimants, it ought to make payment to them of any balance remain- 
ing due, regardless of technicalities, This is a self-evident proposition. 
This is all that is contemplated by this bill, 

As already stated, I believe it should go one step beyond this, and 
declare that these claimants should be paid for cach eight hours as for 
a day’s work. I believe this to bea correct construction of the law. T 
believe it would be just and right. I believe it would be in harmony, 
not only with the express terms, but witli the purpose and spirit of 
the act of June 25, 1868, which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work forall labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may hereafter be em- 
ployed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United States. (U. S. Statutes 
at Large, vol. 15, page 77.) 


Now, Mr. Speaker, is it possible that in the enactment of this law 
Congress intended to do the laboring man a positive injury? If tho 
construction contended for hy those who deny the right of these claim- 
ants to the pay of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor is correct, then 
it was so intended. I deny, however, that such was the purpose of the 
act referred to. It was intended as beneficial legislation. It was in- 
tended to give to laborers, workmen, and mechanics in the employ of 
the Government the price of ten hours’ work for eight hours’ labor. It 
was not intended to reduce their pay about one-fourth, as of necessity 
would follow if any other construction was given to the act. 

This is clearly shown by the proclamation of President Grant to 
which reference has been made, It is also shown by all the proceed- 
ings of the representatives of the Government relative to the enforce- 
ment of the law. 

The attempt of certain officials of the Government to overcome and 
render nugatory the provisions of the act referred to should not be al- 
lowed to succeed. These claimants should receive the full pay to 
which they are entitled under the law. At least they should be al- 
lowed to have their claims considered by the proper legal tribunal and 
their rights under the law judicially passed on. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. OSBORNE]. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I will say 1 am somewhat surprised 
that it should be necessary to consider this bill at all. If we look into 
the facts out of which the circumstances arose, which brought this case 
before Congress, we must say that there has certainly been a neglect of 
duty on the part of those who alleged at least that they represented the 
Government of the United States. There was an act of Congress that 
fixed the number of hours which each man in the employment of the 
Government should work, to constitute a day’s work. It seems to me 
that that should settle the matter. 
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However some wiseacres in the Departments of the Government saw 
fit to sit as a court of appeal upon the acts of Congress, and the rules 
and regulations were established in the Departments that required the 
laboring men to work more than the hours fixed bylaw. They issued 
orders and in some cases required the men who were in the employ of 
the Government to sign contracts binding themselves to work ten or 
twelve hours a day. Then when they came to settle their accounts 
with the Government, these contracts niade by the officials of the De- 
partment were pleaded against their rights to receive the excess in pay 
to which they were entitled. Out of that arose this controversy. The 
man’s place depended upon this acquiescing in the wishes of the De- 

ent. Of course he must take what was given to him or he must 

ose his place. He remained, and time has run along now until the 

statute of limitations has run against his claim, and the same officials 
now stand up and defiantly say that they can not recognize his right. 

Now, the force of this bill is simply to allow those people to go to 
the Court of Claims of the United States, and if they ean show a state 
of facts that will entitle them to more than they received for their pay 
and their day’s wages, that then they may come to Congress and ask 
for an appropriation. It is a long way around to get justice: it seems 
to me that there must be a desire upon the part of some officials and 
upon the part of Congress to insist that everybody who works for wages 
for the Government shall be required to work their day over again by 
going constantly to the courts before they are paid. 

It seems to me, further, that if these people were not poor people, if 
they were not laboring men, then the proclamation of President Grant, 
if not the act of Congress, would have been listened to; but as they are 
poor men, who are bound to work day by day for their bread, there- 
fore they can be turned off and compelled to establish in court that 
which they earned by the sweat of their brows. Ido hope that this 
bill may be passed without a dissenting voice. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CHIPMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now yield for a minute to the 
gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Lacey]. é 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair). 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN ] addressed the Chair, 
and desires to speak in opposition to the bill. The Chair understands 
that the time for debate on the bill was limited. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. But there will be debate in the 
morning hour on this bill. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from New Jersey to control the time up to a quarter past 12 in 
favor of the bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Iam occupying the time yielded 
to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr, TuRNER] out of his 
hour. 

Mr. LACEY. 


Perhaps the gentleman will be willing to hear this 
amendment read. 


I simply desire to offer the amendment and ha ve it 


ding. 
Pe Mr. CHIPMAN, Let us hear what the amendment is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will bein order at the 
beginning of the morning hour. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let the amendment be read now. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Then the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CHIPMAN] will be recognized during the morning hour. 

Mr. LACEY, I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. It was presented the other day, but there have been 
some additions and modifications. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment will be in order at the 
beginning of the morning hour. This hour is for discussion only. The 
morning hour begins at quarter past 12. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understood the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TURNEE] that the amendment was to be offered at 
this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It may be read with the understanding that it is to 
be pending. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Add, at end of section 2, the following words: 

“And provided further, also, That upon the commencement of such suit any 
claimant in such class may petition to be admitted as a prosecuting claimant 
therein, and the Department of Justice shall prepare a form of petition for such 
purpose, and shall furnish the same in blank, with proper instructions for ex- 
ecuting and filing thesame, to any applying claimant, tree of cost, and upon the 
filing with the clerk of the Court of Claims of such petition, pro rly executed 
and verified under oath,such clerk shall forthwith notify t 8 of 
Justice of such filing, and if no reason appears to the contrary, such claimant 
shall be admitted asa party tosuch suit; and unless the Government shall tray- 
erse some material allegation in said petition, no attorney or agent shall be 
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation whatever for any sery- 
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to said applying claimant, in 
connection with the preparation or filing of said petition, orthe presentation of 
said petitioner’s claims. 

“Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to demand or receive any 
fees for services in such suit or collecting of such c , exceeding 5 per cent. 
of: the amount of any such claims; and payment of such judgment shall only 
be to the claimant in person or to the heirs oradministrators ur executors 
of such claimant if dead, and not to any agent, assignee, or attorney.” 


Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to enter upon a discus- 
sion of this amendment, I donot know that it will meet with any op- 


position from any source, but if it does I would like to be recognized to 
present my views upon it. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman present that as au additional sec- 
tion, and where does it come in? 

Mr. LACEY. It is a proviso. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an additional section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Atthe proper time an amendment will 
be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have it read now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One amendment is already pending. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to have it read now for information, and will 
offer it at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The paper will be read for information. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That a sum sufficient to carry out the purposes of this act, and to pay all claims 
as fast as they may be adjudicated, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey hav- 
ing charge of the time will please give his attention. To whom does 
the gentleman from New Jersey now yield time? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We have been eee under 
the order for debate for one hour until 12 o clock. I suppose that at 
120’clock the regular session will commence, and when the morning 
hour is reached again I desire to call up this bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was informed that debate 
was for one hour this morning, which was entered upon at a quarter 

t eleven. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The terms of the provision were- 


that there should be a session of one hour from 11 o'clock for debate, 
to commence after the reading of the Journal, and the reading of the 
Journal took a part of the time. 

Mr. REILLY. That was the understanding, and the reading of the 
Journal took a portion of the time. É 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask a question for information. 
Is there any tabulation of these claims by which the House can be in- 
formed as to the number of men who are claimants, where they pro- 
tested against working the extra hours, and is there any list of those 
who voluntarily worked hours in excess of eight? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is no list. There is a data 
in possession of the Government as to certain 3 in which they did 
and in other places there is no such protest. For instance, at some of 
the arsenals they protested. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It seems to me that if these men protested against 
working more than eight hours at the time they performed the labor and 
were compelled to do so, it would be cruel to send them to the court. 
We should appropriate the money to pay them. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman will at once see 
that that is a matter that will take some time for somebody to sift 
out; and the court can do it better than we can. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock 
and 5 minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I now call up the unfinished 
business, 4 yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CHIPMAN ]. 


Mr. MORGAN. Before he begins I would like to ask unanimous ` 


consent 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is very similar to, almost 
identical with, the bill which was introduced here and failed to pass at 
the last session of Congress. It is subject to the same criticisms that 
that bill was then, and I regret very much that I am obliged to criti- 
cise it, for I am in favor of the payment of these claims, believing as 
I do that they are valid claims and that the persons who own them 
sen debarred from receiving them by a wrong construction put upon 

e law. 

Í do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether anything I will say or any sug- 
gestion I may make upon thissubject will be of any use, for I observed 
the treatment of the eight-hour bill yesterday, when the House emas- 
culated it in response to the cry of personal liberty,” which was 


raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan Mr. CUTCHEON], a cry which was utterly un- 


founded, utterly inapplicable to that bill, because we were not enact- 
ing a law for the whole country, but we were determining what the 
relations of the Government should be towards its own employés and 
what law it should establish for doing its own business, and therefore 
Isay that when that word permit“ was stricken out of the bill yester- 
day allits virile power was taken fromit; the grand principle which we 
sought to assert was abandoned, and the bill was entirely and thor- 
oughly emasculated and made helpless to achieve the results we hoped 
to achieve. I shall probably vote for this bill because it is the only 
measure I will have the opportunity to vote for but it is about as 
feeblea remedy as could possibly be proposed for the grievance weseek 
to redress, 

The language, it seems to me, is very carefully drawn to prevent it 
from being efficient. We all know the attitude assumed by the Su- 
preme Court upon this question, and while I think—I say it with all 
respect to that great tribunal—while I think they escaped the entire 
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meaning and intent of the eight-hour law, still their decision as it stands 
is the law, and I find nothing in this bill which will prevent the Court 
of Claims from being governed by it and from giving an adverse decis- 
ion to these claims under it. } 

It that is so, then this bill is a mere makeshift, as the bill in the last 
Congress was a mere makeshift, It holds out a promise to the claim- 
ants under it which in the end will prove to be a mere delusion and 
a snare, and which will never result in any actual benefit to them; 
What rule of law will govern the Court of Claims in examining this 
question? The case which is put to the court by the bill is expressed 
in these words: 

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was, under the act of June 25, 1864, or 
any other existing law, entitled to the full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ 
labor or service, adjudicate them upon the basis, etc. 

We remit the whole question of the interpretation of the law to the 
Court of Claims. We leave it exactly where the Supreme Court has 
left it, and we leave the decision of that court (a hostile decision to the 
claimants) paramount over the judges of the Court of Claims, which 
they will be bound to follow in adjudicating these cases. Is that the 
intention of this House? Is that the way weare to relieve these claim- 
ants? Is that the way that we are to declare our honest conviction 
that the eight-hour law cee pana e e that when aman wascom- 

ed to work ten hours under an eight-hour Jaw he was entitled to pay 
for the two additional hours? 

I wish I bad time to enter more fully into this question, but I un- 
derstand that an amendment has been offered by my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Brann] which grapples with the difficulty and pro- 
vides a remedy for the very casè itself. It does not remit these work- 
ing people to the Court of Claims, but it calls upon this House to man- 
fully instruct the Departments to pass upon their elaims, and provides 
for the appropriation of a sum of money sufficient to pay them. That 
is the relief which should be given to these working people. That is 
the relief which it is in our power to givethem. If we do not believe 
thai the eight-hour law meant eight hours’ work, then let us not pass 
this bill. If we do believe it, let us amend the bill; let us appropriate 
the money; Jet us stand by our convictions; let us give the working- 
men a measure of relief which will actually relieve them. As I have 
said, Mr. Speaker, I shall probably vote for this bill, but, I repeat, it 
is a mere delusion. The men who claim under it may live and will 
live, perhaps, for years and years—— 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Please do not interrupt me. I say, Mr. Speaker, 
these men may live for a century and not one dollar will they receive 
under this bil. Look at the reports from the Court of Claims upon 
the Calendar of this House. Lock at the claimants who come here and 
spend year in and year ont, from youth to old age, upon the faith that 
some respect will be paid to the decisions of a court instituted by the 
Government itself, but who go away session after session disappointed. 
And this is the Barmecide teast to which we are inviting these work- 
ingmen! This is the balm which we offer for their wounds! This is 
the remedy which we provide for their grievance! I say, Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is a mere make-shift, ‘‘a good enough ‘Morgan until after elec- 
tion.“ It means nothing; it will do nothing; and, in my judgment, 
it is meant to do nothing. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to oceupy the attention of the 
House for a short time in giving the reasons why I can not consistently 
vote for this bill. I with my honored colleague who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. CureMan] that if the position which is assumed 
here by the friends of the bill is correct, the manly and honorable way 
for this House to act is not to refer these cases to the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate them, because, according to that view, there is nothi 
to adjudicate, but to pass a bill referring these claims to the severa 
Departments to compute the amounts claimed to be due, and then to 
appropriate the money to pay the amounts so found. 

ut I do not take the position which is assumed here by the friends 
of this bill. In 1888 the Congress of the United States passed a law 
viding that eight hours should be a day's work, and there it stopped. 
ter, a gentleman by the name of Martin, who was employed by the 
Government at that time and continued in its employ at the same rate 
of wages that he had been receiving, brought a suit to recover pay for 
the difference between the time that he had worked and eight hours 
per day. The case went to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and was decided by that tribunal. That decision settled two ques- 
tions conclusively. What were the two propositions that were thus 
settled by the Supreme Court? The first was that this eight-hour law 
in no way affected or referred to the question of wages. 

The second was that it in no way interfered with the Departments, 
or the heads of Departments, or, in other words, the Government 
and those who desired to work for the Government, entering into con- 
tiacts for as many hours’ work per day as they saw fit, and for such pay 
as might be agreed upon. These two propositions, I say, were settled 

ond controversy. Now, after this, or even before this—it has been 

to several teadh here—the President of the United ee is- 

sued an order asking Departments, or commanding them, if you 
please, to enforce the eight-hour law in their dealings with their em- 


i 


This was before the decision of the Supreme Court in 1876, and the 
court in the decision which it rendered alludes to the order which was 
made by the President. I desire to call attention to what the court 
says. I will not refer to the volume of reports, but will simply read 
so much of the decision as is set forth in the report of the committee 
as submitted by my friend from Missouri [Mr. WADE]. The court, in 
construing that case (the eight-hour law), says: 

This was a direction ngress to the officers of the United States establish- 
ing the principle to be o in the labor of those en; in its service. It 
prescribed the length of time which should amount to a day's work when no 
special agreement was made upon the subject. 

Again, referring to the proclamation of the President, the court 
gays: `X 

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent, that eight hours is deemed to bea proper length of time fora day's 
labor, and that his contracts shall be based upon that theory. 

The proclamation of the President and the act of 1572 are in harmony with 
this view of the statute. 


Yet gentlemen take the floor here and argue as ifthe Supreme Court 
of the United States was not the appropriate constitutional tribunal to 
say what the law isand how thestctutesshould be construed, but asif 
this function belonged to the executive branch of the Government or 
to Congress; and upon this theory they seek to rest their case. 

Now [have stated what the law is. I have stated the decision of the 
Supreme Court; and following out that line let us see where it leads 
us. The Secretary of the Navy in 1878, being familiar with this statute, 
being familiar with the decision of the court, says to the men at the 
head of the various bureaus of his Department that laborers shall be em- 
ployed for certain hours and receive a certain rate of wages therefor. 
I oal attention again to this order, which is set forth in the report it- 
self: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 21, 1878. 
The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, for the cir- 
cular of Oetober 25, 1577, in relation to the working hours at the several navy- 
yards and shore stations: 
The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a. m. to 6 
m.; ſrom September 22 to March 20, from 7. 40 a. m. to 4.30 p. m., with the usual 
— — of one hour for dinner. 


Now, hereis the gist of this whole order: 

The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and laborers on the basis of eight hours a day. All workmen electing to 
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is not Secretary hapa sett own order, I 
believe, if the gentleman reads it correctly, His order related to work- 
men electing to work eight hours. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
occupy my time. Iam reading what the committee itself has set forth 
in the report. In this order the Secretary of the Navy prescribes that 
eight hours shall be considered a day’s work; but he says to the men, 
“If you work ten hours you shall receive pay for ten hours.” 

Mr. WADE. Now, then, they did not receive it. 

Mr. BREWER. My friend says they did not receive it, and there is 
where he is mistaken. My friend from New York [Mr. TURNER] made 
that statement the other day to gentlemen sitting here in their places; 
he declared that these men who contracted to work for teu hours per 
day did not receive their pay for ten hours. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. That is a fact. 

Mr. BREWER. My friend from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], I 
am sure, will not say that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, I do say that the terms of that 
order never were fulfilled by the Department. 

Mr. BREWER. ‘That is deceptive, just like your report. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If they did get their pay for ten hours, 
they can not get any more when they g» to court. 

Mr. BREWER. I will offer an amendment to that effect; will the 
gentleman vote for it? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. 


ment is. 

Mr. BREWER. Now, what are the focts? I assert here that these 
men did get pay for working ten hours n day. Now, what is claimed 
on the part of these workmen? It is thi-—and this is a fair statement 
of their proposition, as it ought to be sited by the members of this 
committee, who should not undertake to cover it up 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. There is no attempt to cover up any- 
thing. 

Mr BREWER. It is claimed on the part of these workmen that 
they were compelled to work ten hours per day, and that they did so 
under protest,“ as stated by my friend trom Maine [Mr. DINGELY]. 
There is no pretense that they did not receive what the Government 
agreed to pay them, but they say: Under the law of 1868 eight hours 
were madea legal day’s work; and we were entitled to receive for eight 
hours’ work what we in fact received for ten hours.“ 

Mr. WADE. The gentleman from Michigan is misstating the prop- 
osition, 

Mr. BREWER. That is what the facts are. 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Now, it is the most preposterous and ridiculous 
proposition ever asserted on the floor of Congress to say that thousands 


I will see, first, what the amend- 
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of men were employed in the navy-yards under a contract with the Gov- 
ernment to work ten hours a day for a certain sum, and yet they never 
have been to the Navy Department to ask that they shall be paid the 
difference between what the contract said they should receive and what 
they actually did receive—the difference between pay for ten hours“ 
daily work and the pay for eight hours’ daily work. Of course they 
never have presented any claim at the Department except upon the the- 
ory I have stated. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan this question: Whether it was the duty of the employés them- 
selves to execute the law or the officers of the Government ? 

Mr. BREWER. Oh, that is simply undertaking to befog the ques- 
tion I am discussing. : 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir; it is not befogging the question. It is 
the plain qnestion of fact that this case presents. 

Mr. BREWER. Because the Departments enforced the law accord- 
ing to the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do you mean to say that Secretary Thompson, 
in issuing within thirty days one order revoking a preceding one and 
then issuing a third revoking both the others, was carrying out the 
law according to the decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, the last suggestion made by my friend 
from New York, to the effect that because the Secretary of the Navy 
within the space of a few months’ time issued three different and con- 
flicting orders, he was not therefore carrying out the law on the statute- 
books, is not a strong legal question. Now,I have stated what the 
law was, and no man, in my judgment, except one who undertakes to 
say that the Supreme Court did not know what the law was and did 
not understand the law they were undertaking to construe, would con- 
trovert that suggestion. 

But let ns follow it up a little farther and see what it results in. I 
say in the first place that the law was so and so, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States say that it was so and so, and the Secretary of the 
Navy, carrying out that statute, issued an order and these men went to 
work under that order, upon an express, or at least an implied, under- 
standing that they were to be paid ten hours a day for ten hours’ work; 
and I assert here that the order was carried out to the extent of paying 
them in full, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, and there 
is not a single scintilla of evidence in the Department of the Secretary 
of the Navy to controvert the idea that they did not receive the sum 
which was agreed upon under their contract. 

But now we go on a little farther, and what is the pending proposi- 
tion? It is this: That notwithstanding the fact that these men have 
been paid—and nothing is shown to the contrary—for every single 
hour's work they performed, in accordance with the provisions of the 
contract made, it is now sought to repay them or allow them to be 
paid again, because, forsooth, as stated by my honored friend from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], these men were compelled to do it; that is, 
compelled to enter into this contract and to undertake the labor for 
which this bill seeks to make this new or additional payment. What 
nonsense, Mr. Speaker! 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot! New Jersey. Why is it nonsense to ask only 
that to which they are entitled under the law? 

Mr. BREWER. Well, it would be nonsense for any man to go to my 
friend, farmer as he is—and I use this as an illustration of the posi- 
tion—and ask if he wanted to employ a man on his farm. You respond, 
“Yes, sir; Iwantone. How much per day do you want for your labor?“ 
“I want 81.50.“ Well, Jean not pay that; I will give you $1 per day 
and you can work for me ten hours.“ He replies, I can not do that; 
I have a family to support, and I can not support them on that pay.“ 
You respond. That is all I can afford to give you; it is all the labor 
is worth, and it is all I shall pay.“ But yet notwithstanding this the 
man goes to work under a protest, saying that the amount offered for 
the labor is not sufficient. 

Do you think that he would thereafter have aclaim against you for the 
difference in what he thought he should have and what you were will- 
ing to give? These men employed by the Government are presenting 
a claim that is based on a similar principle. They are now employed 
by the Government, or if not, they were at that time; they knew ex- 
actly what the proposition was that the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment held ont to them, that they were to receive so much per day 
for ten hours’ labor and so much per day for eight hours’ labor; and 
who can gainsay the fact that the officers of the Government were not 
authorized to contract with the men under the statutes on these terms? 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow a question there ? 

Mr. BREWER. Not now; I have not the time. 

They knew what the proposition was; they knew what the pay was 
to be; they knew what they would be entitled to under the law for 
eight hours’ work; but they claim, We are entitled to the difference 
between eight hours and ten hours for all the time that we worked over 
eight hours,’’ 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And that is the law. 

Mr. BREWER. Well, that is just where my honored and eloquent 
hapa from New York differs with the Supreme Court of the United 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. Oh, no. 


Mr. BREWER. And it is not strange that he should, because I 


have seen him often differ with some of the ablest men on this floor 
during the present session on plain propositions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these men upon these terms went to work; and 
to say that because they went to work under a protest—in other words, 
because they did not get what they were entitled to, according to their 
belief—they ought to be paid again, in my judgment is too ridiculous 
an argument to be presented to an intelligent body of men. 

This is the condition in which the matter rests. It is said that these 
men here who worked ten hours only received the amount they were 
entitled to for eight hours’ work, and that they have a claim for the 
balance. I turn again to the decision of the Supreme Court, or spor 
tion of it, recited in the report of the committee, and let us see if the 
Government did not make a clear distinction. I find in this case of 
Martin the court held: 

In the case before us the claimant continued his work after understanding 
that eight hours would not be accepted as a day's labor 

And these men entered upon the work when they knew they would 
not receive ten hours’ pay for eight hours’ work— 
but that he must work twelve hours, as he had done before. He received hia 
pay of $2.50 per day for the work of twelve hours a 7 as a calendar day’s 
work daring the period in question without protest or objection. At that time 
ordinary laborers under the same government received but $1.75 per day at the 
same place; and those en in the same department with the claimant, in 
a private establishment, at the same place, received but $2 for a day’s work of 
twelve hours. 

There was a distinction or a difference between the time which was 
employed by these men and a difference in the payments; and the same 
policy was continued under the order of Secretary Thompson in 1878. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to this bill that is 
presented here. How specious is this argument made by gentlemen 
favoring this bill, Why, look at it for a moment. They say, All we 
ask of the Government is to permit us to go into court, and if there is 
nothing our due, then of course we will abide the result. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, here are a few thousand men interested in this 
bill; but they are not the only people in this country who are inter- 
ested in legislation. Itis in my judgment unfortunate for the Congress 
of the United States and unfortunate for this great country of ours 
that to-day, and day after day, week in and week out, during these 
latter years, we are sitting here, not legislating for the great masses of 
our citizens, but in the effort to pass bills for the special benefit of 
the few as against the many. : 

Too true is it, Mr. Speaker, that the great body of our people to-day 
have seemingly come to the conclusion that the Government of the 
United States in some way has a duty to perform in supporting the. 
people, instead of the people supporting the Government. And it is 
true also that they seem to think that somewhere, covered up here in 
this city, the capital city of the nation, is a store of wealth in countless 
millions; that there is a fountain here that pours forth green 
gold, and silver in untold quantities, and that it is the duty of the 
Congress of the United States to so legislate that this money shall be 
divided among the people from day to day. Hence we see these organi- 
zations, these professions and business interests of the country, coming 
here and demanding special legislation in their interest. I say that 
there are a few thousand people interested in the passage of this bill,fa 
few thousand that will receive its benefits; but, Mr. Speaker, it is bad 
policy for this country, bad policy for this Government, bad policy for 
this Congress, to say that none but the beneficiaries shall be consulted 
in the passage of legislation. It is, in my judgment, our duty to con- 
sult the wishes and wants of all the people; and while we deal jastl 
with the few, let us see to it that we do not thereby deal unjustly wi 
the many. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us look a little further. We owe the same 
duty to these individuals, standing here as the representatives of the 
Government, that I as an individual owe to the man whom I take into 
my employ. We owe no higher duty to them than we owe as individ- 
uals to the men we employ, and that is, to deal justly with them, to 
always feel assured that they shall have all that they earn, and that 
they should be paid not only in accordance with the letter of the con- 
tract, but the spirit of the contract as well. And let us see if that has 
not been done by the Government of the United States, - They con- 
tracted with these men; they paid them according to contract. Why, 
let us see what would be the anomalous condition in which we would 
find ourselves. Some of the men in the employ of the Government 


said, We will work but eight hours a day and take eight hours’ pax.“ 
? 


Others said, We will work ten hours and receive ten hours’ pay. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. And they all got the same pay. 

Mr. BREWER. Now my friend states that which I must say there 
is not a particle of evidence in the Department to warrant his stating, 
and I hope he will not repeat it again so as to interfere with me. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I say, supposing, as these men got paid for ten hours’ 
work, that we should pay them now fortwo hours extra. We are not 
asked to pay the men who worked but eight hours and got but eight 
hours’ pay anything more than they got. Wedonot pay them an 
extra. Now, let us look at this bill. If it is not the most anomalous 
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production that ever was printed in the English language, then I do 
not understand that language. Let us see : 


That whenever any laborer, workman, or mechanic has been emplo: by 
— on behalt ot the Government of the United states since the 25th day of June, 


Why, they told us they had settled these matters up to 1872, but of 
course they go back to 1868— 
the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's work 

Now, let-us see— 
and has not bese part the full price of aday’s work for each eight hours he has 
been so employed— 

Here is where the milk is in the cocoanut. Eight hours being a day’s 
work, as they claim, they were entitled to all that they were paid for ten 
hours. Now, that is the theory; and if my friend from New York [Mr. 
TURNER] knew as much about the views of these workingmen as I do he 
would know that was it, and not the theory that he is advancing here 
shall have the right to bring suit in the United States Court of Claims to re- 
cover such deficiency; and the said court is hereby authorized to take juris- 
diction of all such cases without regard to the lapse of time, and if, in the opin- 
ion of the court— 

Now this is thrown in, and I call your attention to it, and then I will 
_ call your attention when we get along a little further to where they, 
as the boys would say, knock the stuffing’’ entirely out of that sen- 
tence which they put in there, giving the court some power. 

And if, in the opinion of the court, he was under the said act of June 25, 1868, 
or any other existing law— 

It does not make any difference whether that law was passed years 
after they performed this work; if they are entitled to it under the 
present law, why of course the court must so adjudicate— 


entitled to the full price of a day’s work for eight hours“ labor or service, ad- 
` judicate them upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day's work. 


Now you see they are adjudicated, but upon the principle that eight 
hours constitute a day’s work. Now, I can not read the whole bill for 
I have not the time. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Goon; you are making a good speech. 

Mr BREWER. But I want to call your attention to another pro- 
vision here, because theyseem to have lett in section 1 some little thing 
for the court to determine, but here it takes it all away. I want to 
call the attention of the House to section 2 of this bill— 

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of 
a day's work y 

Now, as to the argument that they are to have a full price for a day’s 
work. That is what they got. It does not matter whether a day was 
eight hours, or ten, or more. Section 2 reads: 

That no payment heretofore made of a less sum per day than the full price of 
a day’s work, as provided in the first section of this act, shall affect the right of 
recovery— . 

Do you not see it does not affect the right? 


nor shall any terms submitted to by any such laborer, workman, or mechanic, 
whether for piece-work, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind of work, af- 
fect such right : That the said court shall find that such terms, either 
in the number of hours required to be performed in a calendar day or in the 
rate established for such piece-wook, stint-work, task-work, or any other kind 
of work, required the performance of more than eight hours’ labor in each cal- 
endar day to earn the full price of a day’s work 


Now, in all cases where they had to perform more than eight hours’ 
work, what they received is not to be considered; but if they worked 
more than eight hours they are to receive pay, under the construction 
of this act, for the time they worked over eight hours that they were 
paid for. 

Mr, MUTCHLER. Read on a little more, for the next provision is 
entirely inconsistent with what you have said, 

Mr. BREWER, Well, I am going to read it— 
as set forth in the first séction of this act, and that such terms were made since 
the of the act of 25th of June, 1868, constituting eight hours a day’s 
work, eg are inconsistent with the first section of this act, and exacted by any 
officer of the Government as a condition of employment or retention in the 
public service. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. You see, in the Martin case, the Supreme Court 
say it is not inconsistent with the act of 1868. 

Mr. BREWER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, they say that, but our 
friends are trying to enact something to get around that decision. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. They take it all back. 

Mr. BREWER. Again: 

Provided, That all suits under this act shall be commenced within two years 
oo and after its passage, and any number of claimants may join in the same 
suit. 


Now, let us see how liberal our friends are towards the Government, 
Of course, the Government ought to have some rights. If you give 
them the right to bring suit the Government onght to be permitted to 

into the court upon equal terms. It provides that claimants hav- 

claims aggregating in amount $5,000 may go to the Supreme Court 

if the decision of the Court of Claims is adverse to them; but they do 

not give the Government that privilege. The Government can not 
take an appeal, but this bill would give that right to the claimants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up further time in present- 
ing reasons why I can not vote for this bill. It is claimed here, and 
you will remember very well, you gentlemen who are doing me the 


honor to listen to me to-day, that in all the speeches made by our 
friends in favor of this bill, all they asked was the privilege of going 
into the court. Why do you not go into court? Because, they 
say, we expected that Congress would grant us relief, but we can not 
go into the courts now, because the statute of limitation prohibits us 
from entering the court.“ 

Then, I say to you, my friends who are in favor of this bill, why 
not simply prepare a measure and present it here allowing these claim- 
ants to go into the court and present their claims and have them ad- 
judicated, and that alone, and not seemingly attempt to tie the hands 
of the court and say how it shall render its verdict? If that is the 
only object you desire to accomplish, then I say why not in a bill of 
ten lines, or of five lines, authorize these claimants to go into the courts 
notwithstanding the statute of limitation? But, my friends, this law 
was framed here after consulting, not with the men who are interested, 
but with men who are walking delegates,” and are paid for it by these 
poor men who toil for $1.50 or $2 a day—delegates who get their bread 
by the sweat of other men’s brows. They get their food and drink from 
those whom they are attempting to deceive by their supposed influence 
and work. I, Mr. Speaker, would be glad and I am perfectly willing 


to vote for the strongest kind of eight-hour law, and I am 2 
willing that the rate of wages should be fixed in such law. I am not 
here to condemn those who are engaged in honest toil. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pointof order. I think 


gentlemen ought not to be engaged in conversation right near toa gen- 
tleman who is addressing the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will cease conversation. 

Mr. BREWER. It does not interfere with me, but it may with 
those who desire to hear me. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that Iam not here to criticise or to take one 
farthing from those who have to earn it by honest toil. Far from it. 
We come here and talk about labor, and that this legislation is in the 
interest of the laboring men of the country. Why, Mr. Speaker, Irep- . 
resent a district where there are two hundred thousand working peo- 
ple or more. I know but very few who do not live by their toil. It 
is true they do notall live by the wages they earn by the day or month, 
but they are laboring people; and I may say in this connection that I 
know what it is to toil myself, and while these men are complaining 
because they do not get more wages than $2.50 for ten hours’ work, I 
can say to you that I myself have toiled on the farm day alter day, in- 
stead of ten hours, fourteen hours, and instead of $2.50 a day I re- 
ceived the meager pay of 50 cents a day. 

Mr. WADE. It was not enough, was it? 

Mr. BREWER. No, it was not enough. I get all I can, just as I 
advise all the people of this country to get all they can honorably; but 
I would not encourage them to repudiate any honest contract that they 
have entered into with the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two amendments that I desire to pro- 
pose to this bill, and if my friends who support the bill are correct in 
what they state, and are stating what they mean, they can not do oth- 
erwise than support these amendments. My friend from New York 
says that these men did not get what they contracted to receive. If 
they did get what they contracted to receive then they ought not to 
be paid again, but if they did not they ought to be paid whatever is 
due them. If they contracted to work ten hours per day and did not 
receive the pay which they agreed to take and the Government to pay 
for ten hours’ work, the Government ought to pay them, and the Gov- 
ernment would have paid them long ago if that was the case; but the 
statement is not true that they failed to get the amount agreed upon. 

Now, in order to carry out that theory, I desire, if I can get an op- 
portunity, to propose this amendment: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the courtshall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 
3 ore express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agree . 


Can anybody object to that? Can any man who has a claim against 
the Goverument object to the proposition that if he hus not been paid 
what he contracted to receive he shall have a right to recover, but that 
if he has been paid he shall not have the right to recover? 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, if it will tend to elucidate this matter. 

Mr. WADE. Suppose John Smith had been hired by the Navy De- 
partment and worked thirty days, and received, under protest, pay at 
the rate allowed by the Department, would not the fact that he con- 
tinued to work the next month and accepted the same pay be an im- 
plied contract, and would not he be barred under your amendment? 

Mr. HEARD. And ought he not to be? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. If he works the second month, after having received 
notice the first month, is not that a voluntary service, and ought he 
not to be bound by its terms? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, it is wonderful what charity we have, 
and it is very wonderful how liberal we are when we come to pay 
money out of the 3 and not out of our own pockets! I have 
another amendment which I desire to present. I can see no reason 
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why these claimants, if they do not get $5,000 of their claimstogether, 
should not be permitted to appeal to the Supreme Court. Even if one 
man has a claim, and desires to have a test case made in the Supreme 
Court, I do not know why he should not be permitted to take his case 
there. The parties interested can contribute among them the money 
to pay the expenses, and, if they desire to have the law tested, they 
should be permitted to carry it to the Supreme Court. Therefore, I 
shall move to strike out the last proviso of the bill, which provides 
that they can not go to the Supreme Court without having an aggre- 
gate sum of these claims amounting to $5,000, and I shall ask to have 
substituted for it the following: 


nd any such parties, as well as the United Stales, shall have the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. We will accept that. 

Mr. BREWER. My friend from New Jersey suggests that this 
amendment will be accepted by the committee. If the first amend- 
ment to which I called the attention of the House, providing that it 
these men have not been paid they shall be paid, and that if they have 
been paid they shall not be paid again—if that amendment is adopted 
T shall vote for the bill, although I think it ought to have been simply 
a bill removing the bar of the statute of limitation and permitting 
these men to go into court and test the validity of their claims, 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to ask my friend a question. 
If there was a contract in any case between the Government and the 
laborer that he should work for a specified sum, has Congress any power 
to pass an act impairing the obligation of that contract? 

Mr. BREWER, Well, that is a constitutional question, and this 
bill, I imagine, is largely a matter of sentiment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question upon the pending amendment and upon the engross- 
ment, third reading, and passage of the bill. 

Mr. BREWER. Before the previous question is ordered I desire to 
submit the two amendments which I have read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The latter amendment the com- 
mittee are willing to accept. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to offer those two amendments and to have 
them pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, I wish to know whether it is 
the intention of the committee to compel us to vote on this bill with- 
out allowing any amendments except such as are proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is the intention of the com- 
mittee to get this bill out of the way in the morning hour. It has 
already occupied more time than is necessary, and I insist on my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two amendments pending. 
‘The gentleman from New Jersey moves the previous question 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I offered my amendments before I 
yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. There are two amendments now pend- 
ing. 

Alx. BREWER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments I have read may be considered as pending under the previous 
question, if it be ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was misinformed. The 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from New Jersey will pardon a sug- 
gestion, why not call the previous question on the pending amend- 
ments and let them be disposed of, so as to allow further amendments 
to the bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
Speaker; I ask that it be put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. Are the 
two amendments which I have sent up pending, so that I can havea 
vote upon them? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One amendment, as the Chair under- 
stands, was assented to by the committee. 

Mr. BREWER. The amendment striking out the second proviso 
and inserting what I propose has been accepted. I desire a vote on the 
other. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s amendment can not 
be accepted by the committee; it must be voted upon by the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether the amendment which I submitted, to make an appropriation, 
is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. I renew my parliamentary inquiry, whether the 
amendment which I offered is pending, the amendment proposing to 
make an appropriaticn of money ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not pending. It 
was not received as an amendmentat the time the gentleman proposed it. 


I have made my motion, Mr. 


The gentleman from New Jersey de- 


The gentleman from New Jersey moves 


jection? The Chair hears none. 


| shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic perf 
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Mr. EDEN D. 3 1 oo = N a cease now. 
notice at the proper time that offer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be pending ex 
imous consent. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND 
imous consent to offer an amendment, Is there objection 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object. 

Objection is made. 


I gave 


t by unan- 
asks unan- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Mr. BLAND. Iam not in favor of this bill; but I ask gentlemen 
who claim that it is a good bill why they are not willing to appropriate 
money to carry it into effect, Why do you undertake to perpetrate a 
iraud upon these people? y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following: 

And provided further, also, That upon commencement of such suit any 


therein; and the ent of Justice shall prepare a form of petition for such 
pu and shall furnish the same in blank with proper instractions for exe- 
cuting and fil the same to any applying claimant free of cost. And upon the 
filing with the Clerk of the Court of Claims of such petition properly executed 
and verified under oath such clerk shall forthwith notify the rtment of 
Justice of snch filing; and if no reason appears to the contrary such claimant 
shall be admitted as party to such suit. And unless the Government shall 
traverse any material allegation in such petition, no attorney or mt shall be 
entitled to demand or receive any fee or compensation w ver for any serv- 
ices rendered or alleged to have been rendered to such applying claimant in 
connection with the preparation or auar of said petition or the presentation of 
said petitioner’s claim: Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any attorney to 
demand or receive any fees for services in such suits or collection of such cla’ 
exceeding 5 per cent. of the amount of any such claims; and payment of such 
judgments l only be made to the claimant in person or to the heirs or ad- 
ministrators or executors of such claimant if dead, and not to any agent, as- 
signee, or attorney.” 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
LACEY, it was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the amend- 
ments which were sent to the desk by the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. BREWER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional proviso the following: 


“Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court 


shall find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or 


service under a contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the 
amount upon,” f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan 
offer this as a new section? s 

Mr. BREWER. The other amendment was accepted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be accepted. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire the other amendment to be taken up first. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask the Chair to take the sense of the House by 
unanimous consent upon approving the amendment which the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] is willing to accept. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That, I understand, is just what 
the Chair was going to do. 

Mr. BREWER. I want my other amendment taken up first—the 
one which the committee agreed to accept. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after further,“ in line 21 of seetion 2, and insert, and any such 
parties, as well as the United States, shall have the right of appeal to the Sn- 
preme Court of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to entertaining this 
amendment? The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BREWER. Now I ask that the question be taken ou my other 
amendment, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be reported, t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour having expired, 
the House under the special order 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Inasmuch as the remainder of 
this day belongs under the order of the Honse to the Committee on 
Labor, I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be now disposed of. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope that may be done. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] asks unanimous consent that the special order be post- 
poned until such time as the pending bill is disposed of. Is there ob- 
The question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional proviso the following: 

“And provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court 


Let it be read. 


formed such labor or 
service under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the 


amount agreed upon.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on agreeing to 
the amendment). The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Icall for a division. 

The question being again taken, the amendment was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 57, noes 53. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now upon ordering 
read the third time. 


the bill as amended to be engrossed an 


Aveust 30, 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, I understood my friend from New 


Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to say that he would give me one minute be- 
fore this matter was disposed of to make a suggestion. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been or- 
dered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask unanimous consent—— 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can proceed if there is 
unanimous consent. a 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I did make the promise which 
the gentleman states, but I have had to yield to the exigencies which 
surrounded me. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. My object, Mr. Speaker, I will state, 
because objection may be made, and I do not wish the House to think 
that a trap has been prepared, is to offer an amendment which will be 
in effect a substitute forthe bill, After describing the supposed claims 
of these laborers it provides that— : 

They shall have the right to present their claims to the accounting officers o 

rejudice, and rt such de- 
TFT 
es so ascertained, and the Treasurer is directed to pay the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That leaves the law without having been construed. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. But the law has been already con- 
strued by the courts, 
Is there objection to the proposed 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Ishall have to object, as it makes 
an appropriation long before the judgment is rendered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, moved to reconsid er the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ALLEGED FRAUDS UPON THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with the regular or- 
der I ask unanimous consent to present a matter to be printed in the 
Rxconb, a communication from the Postmaster-Gen transmitting 
facts and papers in answer to House resolution of August 16, 1890. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the papers were ordered to be printed. 

They are as follows: 

[Letter from the P: neral, transmitting facts and papers in answer 


‘ostmaster-Ge' 
to House resolution of August 16, 1890, reciting that frauds were charged to 
have been practiced upon the P. Department by one Alexander J. 


Wedderburn. 
- J OFFICE OP THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., August 28, 189). 
Sin: On the 16th instant a resolution was adopted in the House of ag aan 
atives reciting that it had been aed in the columns of responsible journals 
that gross frauds had been practiced on the Post-Oftice Department by one 
Alexander J, Wedderburn, in connection with the transmission thro the 
mails ofa large number of newspa: entitled The National Farm Fire- 
side nt one-eighth of the rates establ: by law; that said ne Ts, printed 
in Alexandria, Va., were mailed at a post-office called Grange 
lished at the request of Wedderburn, one of whose employés was 
that an investigation of these facts had been made 3 Post- O 
ment, with the result of discontinuing the said post. o 5 
serted that criminal proceedings were not instituted nst Wedderburn, the 
Department of Agriculture having inter, in his behalf; and requesting the 
Postmaster-Gencral to transmit to the House all the facts in possession of the 
Post-Office Department in this matter, including the reports of the 
inspectors, together with any correspondence had with the Department of Ag- 
riculture. 


A copy of this resolution, signed by the Clerk of the House, reached this De- 
partment on Monday the 18th instant. Thad left the city fora few days on the 
ing Friday, the 15th instant, and the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 

eral, who, in addition to myself, alone had full knowledge of all the facts in this 
was absent at the death-bed of his mother, baving left Washington on the 


9th instant. Immediately upon my return I caused the papers to be prepured, 
and have the honor to submit them to you herewith in answer to the call of 
the House of Representatives. - 
This Department has had no correspondence in this matter with the Depart- 
mont of Agriculture, 


The facts in this case may be briefly summarized as follows: Grange Camp is 
nota city, town, or village, nor a place of resort, except that once a year an agri- 


cultural fair is held there fora od of about two weeks. It isa flag station 
on the railroad, distant in one direction a mile from the next fice, and in 
another direction a mile and a half. There is no commercial or private busi- 


ness transacted at that place. There were but two families permanently ac- 
commodated by the post-office, in addition to the e of a weekly paper, 
nominally issued there, but, in reality, published at Alexandria, Va., and one o 
these families receives part of its mail oat rine arented box at a neighboring 
post-office. The only person really benefited by the continuance of the office 
Was Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, proprietor `of The National Farm and Fireside, 
the editions of which, printed at Alexandria, he has regularly sending by 
ress to Grange Camp, to be mailed through that post-office, 

The Department's investigation discloses that the post-office was originally 
established through the exertions of Mr. Wedderburn, April 22, 1887; that an 
order for its discontinuance was made April 16,1888,which order was rescinded 
April 24, 1888, and that the person 3 to be postmaster, and who served 
as such until the office was discontinued, was not a resident of the place, = 
formed none of the duties of the office, and was postmaster in name only. The 
one of Mr. Wedderburn's em- 


business of the post-office was formed b; 
ployts, who permitted Wedderburn to obtain his supplies of postage-stamps on 
Erodi had th thal jasves of his paper without ulring advance t of 
postage, both of these r in violation of plain visions of statutes, 
and is alleged to have received all the emoluments of the office, 

Mr, W. , therefore, although not an employé of the service, 
was absolute director of the post-office at Grange Camp, mailed papers there 


tions, exercisin postmaster, 
being almost its solepatron. Itthus resulted that while the receipts of the office 
existence amounted to 81,408.81, 81 02, or 81 per 

cent. of the whole, wentto pay the commissions of the postmaster, The receipts 
fro: ness than that of Mr. Wedderburn ayoragod a little more than 
the salaries of the post-oftices at 9 88 


s Was a com- 
plete loss to the Government. 

Upon these facts, developed by post-office inspectors, the post-office at Grange 
Camp was discontinued. 

The paper above mentioned has not yet been denied admission at second-class 
rales. That matter is still under consideration and the Department is await- 
ing further proofs. 

The question as to the prosecution of Mr, Wedderburn has been submitted to 
the Attorney-General for his opinion. 

For 8 a 7 — 55 inclosures is given below. Sedini 5 

ve the honor to be, very respectfully, your o ent servant 
aid 4 JNO. WANAMAE 
Postmast: 
Hon. Txomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


LIST OF INCLOSURES. 
dence in Office of Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 

I. Third Assistant to chief inspector, May 22, 1890. 

2. Third Assistant to a Se June 17, 1890. 

8, Third Assistant to First Assistant, June 17, 1890, 

4. Third tto master Grun u rs 20, 1890. 

5. 890. 

6. 

7. 

8. 


A. 


Assistan post 
Third Assistant to chief inspector, June 20, 
Third Assistant to Mr, Wedderburn, June 27, 1890. 
Mr. Wedderburn to Postmaster-General, August 13, 1890. 
Mem um as to compensation of tmaster at Grange Camp and 
amount of postage paid on Nati Farm and Fireside. 
9. Specimens of National Farm and Fireside. 
B.— Pa in office of First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
1, Original jacket and inclosure in matter of first establishment of office 
at Grange Camp, April 22, 1887. 
2. Jacket und inclosures in regard to the discontinuance of office at Grange 
oe 6 1 5 16, 1888, and the subsequent rescinding of that order, 
pr „ 


3. Jacket and inclosures in regard to discontinuance of post-office at 
Grange Camp, June 25, 1890. 

4. Jacket and inclosures (not acted upon) in regard to the re-establish- 
ment of the post-office at Gran: Ome, July 8, 1890. 

5. Postmaster Dunn Loring to First stant Postmaster-General, re- 
porting closing of Grange Camp oflice, June 25, 1890. 

6. Letters from Hon. E. H. C 1 1 5 C.; Hon. E. H. Fuxston,M. C.; Hon. 

a 4 „M. B. Waeienr, M. C.; aster Alexandria, 

Fairfax O. H., Va.; Mr. Albert Peacock, Lewins- 

ville, Va.; and reply of Third Assistant Postmaster-General, July 16, 


7. Report of Inspector Arrington, July 9, giving reasons why post-office at 
Grange Camp should not be sipan Wary 
8. Letter from Hon, A. S. PADDOCK, United States Senate, to Postmaster- 
General, July 16, 1890, 
8 in Office of Chief Post-Office Inspector. 
1, Report of Inspector Arrington, July 12, 1880. 
2. Report of Inspector Arri. n, July 31, 1890. 
3. Statement of A. J. Wedderburn, June 20, 1890. 
4, Statement of A. J. Wedderburn, June 24, 1890. © 
5. Statement of A. J. Wedderburn, to editor Star. 
6. Third Assistant Postmaster-General to Chief Inspector, June 20, 1890. 
7. Chief Inspector to In r King. July 8, 1890, 
8. Inspector Arrington to Inspector King, July 12, 1890, 
9. 8 for admission of Farm and Fireside at second-class rates 
t Alexandria post-office, 
10. Chief to Inspector King, June 21, 1890. 
11. Chief Inspector to Inspector King, ay. 16, 1890, 
12, A. Freeman to Postmaster-General, July 15, 1890. 
13. Hon. A.S. Pappock, United States Senate, to Postmaster-General, July 


7, 1890. 
14. Reply of Postmaster-General to Senator PADDOCK, July 15, 1890. 
D.—1, Copy of resolution of the House of Representatives, August 16, 1890, 


A.—CORRESPONDENCE IN OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POST- 
MASTER-GENERAL, 
Post-Orricr DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENER. 
Washington, D. C., May 22, 1890, 

Sm: The National Farm and Fireside was accepted for entry and mailing as 
second-class matter at Grange Camp, Va., November 8, 1887, 

Ithas recently been represented to this office— 

That it is printed at Alexandria, Va., and sent to Grange Camp by express, 
and there mailed at the pound rate of postage. 

That much of the business of the publication is transacted throngh post-office 
box 33 (), Washington, D. C. 

That the legitimate ciroulation of the paper does not exceed from 300 to 500 


copies. 

Fuat from 10,000 to 15,000 copies of each issue are being mailed and that the 
so-called sample copies are paid for atthe rate of 3 cents apiece by John P. 
Squire & Co., of Boston, Mass., who are advertisers and are circulating it for 
the purpose of influencing . on a bill now pending before Congress. 


That each issue contains a blank petition, which each reader is requested to 
sign and return, 
That Mr. W. W. Kimball, of Boston, Mass., now in this city, is the agent of 


nire & Co., and that sample copies are mailed under his direction. 
the publisher of The National Farm and Fireside mails his correspond- 
ence at Grange Camp, Va., haying an arrangement with the postmaster by 
which he receives all the emoluments of the office in excess ofan amount agreed 
upon, which is paid the daughter of the master, who is assistant. 
That the Department is being defrauded by the improper diversion to that 
place of business properly belonging to Washington and Alexandria. 
Í zau thank you to cause an early and thorough investigation of all the facts 
n the case. 
Yours, very respectfully, 


A. D, HAZEN, 
re Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
S Donici, Post-Office Department, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


GG 


9423 


Posr-Orrien DEPARTMENT, 
Orrion OF THe TAID ÅSSISTANT PostmastER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D; C., June 17, 1890, 
Sin: . Farm and Fireside, published at your place, has been de- 
cided by this office, after consideration of the application and — submitted 
awe publishers, to be not entitled to admission into = is at the second- 
rate of 5 the provisions of paragraph 4, section 328, Postal 
Laws and Regu 
You are directed toinform the Ken raie of the action of the So KETON 
and to require postage at the be hak -class rate on all copies of the publication 
presented for mailing at your office. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 


POSTMASTER, Grange Camp, Va. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMAsTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D, C., June 17, 150 

Dran Stn: I beg leave to submit herewith a 9 v ol a report of Post-Office 
Inspector T. M. Arrington, in case of The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly 
newspaper that purports to oe ublished at Grange Camp, Va. In accordance 
with the recommendation of the inspector the p privileges of the second-class 
rates of postage have been withdrawu from the Spahu on. 

As this appears to be a case where the post-office has been run in the interest 
a publisher of the paper, I respectfully recommend that the office be dis- 
continued. 


A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Poatmaster- General. 


Hon, J. S. CLARKsoy, 
First Assistant Postmaster- General. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., June 20, 1890. 
Sin: The order sent you ithdrawing the 8 of entry as 
second-class matter at 5 —5 a of mt The N National Farm and Fireside is hereby 
modified so far (and no farther) as to permit the publisher to mail the edition of 
the paper for this week. 
fours, very , 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 


POSTMASTER, Grange Camp, Va. 


POsT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT F.. 
‘ashington, D. C., June 20, 


the oort at ‘ost-Oflice gton relative to the of Na- 
Farmand Fireside, published at Grange Gam Va., and of the post-office 
9 the 2d of 3 18888. 


at that place. I send yo 
by Post-Ofi Mce f V. Rasel gely „TVT 
Grange Camp, which bin a state o . — at that time somewhat similar 
322. —... resort. MAID Maros 
z the y 0 s re namely, on Maron 
at neue @ anual t eana r tote N ostinaster-Genera! 
with a recommendation for the discontinuance er the office, fp thatan ae 
to a oma was made on the 16th of April, 1888, but e ten days after- 
wai 


Tinclose also Sopi es of two applications made by Alexander J. Wedderburn, 
publisher of The National Farm and Fireside, for * om? of that paper at 
Grange Camp, Va, and for the entry at Alexandria, Va., of what is called the 
Virginia edition of The National Farm and Fireside ; and although this office is 
not aware of any fraudin reg with these applications it n it may be that upon 
speciul investigation fraud will be discovered. I should be to have you 
ee or investigate the —.— of bengali legend of The National Farm and 

reside, with the view of discovery whether it is advisable to exclude it from 
the mails as second-class matter. 

There ia still another paper, it seéma—The Progress— published at Alexan- 
2 Va., by Mr. Wedderburn, the status of which it might be well to inquire 
nto. 


wit bey tenve to 75 your 
3 atG 


the present range 
Camp, a Mr. Swayze and bee. pra: according to Inspector Arrington’s 
report, been habitually violat rag, eww of Congress of June 17, 1878, in 8 
amps to the publisher of The ational Farm and Fireside, Alexander J 
derburn, without requiring payment therefor in cash,an offense which is pun- 
ishable by fine or imprisonment and which would seem to be in this case of 
S After the investiga fe tion i g oben ear Tabea be 82d to be 
r nv s com ve you communi- 
erte the result to this office, r Fa 
Yours, very respectfully, 
A, D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
E. G. Rarnnoxk, Esq., 
Chief Post-Ofice Inspector, Washington, D. C. 


Post-Orricr DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. O., June 27,189. 


Sm: Pending a further investigation, which has been directed, into the status 

of your paper (The National Farm and Fireside), heretofore entered and mailed 

second-class matter, the order recently issued excluding it from the — 
und- lass matter has been suspended until further notice. Sine e 


ne pe Gro Toe bc Camp has 88 your right to mail the 


poras at another post-office 1 be decided onl; a new application. 
ours, Very respectfu 
D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant — aral. 
A. J. WEDDERBURN, — 
Alera: a, Va, 


WAsmIxGTůTON, D. C., August 13, 1890. 


Grange Camp, Va., — i doubtless upon the information received from 125 


a revocation s order to r paper that you desire 
to act without prejt udice and with entire justice, T shali asi yo ask your attention to 
the following facts 


The Latin motto Falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus would certainly easily dis- 


credit the “ore rt of your “ aes inspector” were only one of his 


t int Camp is —.— a Frode nor boras is without commercial or 


* not a city, town, manufacturing or commercial center, Grange 
Gone 888 . used oftener than once a year. 
Charge 2. It is station on s Virginia railroad. 


reasons amount to nothing, in ai except to show that probably 
the writer had fully and carefully Ane A 
it was desired that he should not. And the assertion that a truth half told 
leads to incorrect conclusions holds good in this ease as in others, 

Charge 3. It is situated within a mile of Dunn Loring and It miles of Vienna, 
both post-office villages. 

Reply 3. The distance is incorrectly stated. To Dunn Loss itis Butai- bose mnes 
and to Mankeni miles by Pam at a lose What constitutes 


one de sone one goons and an ing other fan two other —— —— sof which 
ES rea yards distant, 
Ww, any in- 


would not exceed 2 cents perday. 
4and5. These statements are 5 


grounds or on the farms adjnce: 
are employed five colored persons, all of whom write and receive letters far 
above the ordinary average for colored persons. Mr. A. C. Williams, as seere- 
tary of the Grange Camp Association, paid i in =~ that association last year on 
one voucher over $24, which alone exceeds by so iy per cent. the amount 
stated by your inspector. As secretary ofthe range of Northern Vir- 
ginia my mail has exceeded $7.30 per * ear (which agin Ais ‘disproves it). 
The personal mail of Mr. Williams is not 

that, leaving out my individual and G il, 
would compare favorably —.— those of a argo ma ge 


if it would not rank very h in the ave Your seems to 
have ignored entirely the 5 of Mr. Jo! — th his also that of Mr, 
Swayze (the assistant postmaster), who, o, together with ] with his family of five, have 
resided on the ground 2 overeighteen or knew of their 


existence can be easily shown. He not only 3 Mr. Swayze, but 
was in his house, and certainly saw and conversed with Miss his 
daughter, and the clerk in the post-office. Was it ible, under such cireum- 
stances, for him to have f ten their existence in his enumeration of the popu- 
lation of Grange Camp? could it have been an intentional omission, made 
by a man sent to see only what he wanted? 

Charge 6. That of the twenty-cight signers to the petition, six belon; to the 
two Williams families and five to mine, and “the remainder are to be ro- 
siding within the delivery of other 8 

y 6. It may be true that six of the signers to the petition belonged to the 
Williams families and five to mine, but if ail of these persons write — receive 
letters is there any reason why they should be denied proper postal facilities 
underan 5 which announces its avowed policy to be to accommo- 
date the public and increase the postal frellities? Admit, for argument’s sake, 
in „ tat some of your other charges are sufficient to warrant my pun- 
5 is the entire community to be made to suffer for my misdeeds, real or 


“having ‘disposed signers 

vin of eleven of boat — a to the tion spr 
writer 1 Sb — ie thas the baladas 

the — reside within the limits e ber post ace. het 2 are = 20 


son, A. Wilson, E. Hawkins, R. p arans 
pon: ten all live nearer to Grange Ganon thes than to any other 
established post-oftice of Merri- 
ee Durant, Charles the; Host T. Brent and w. M. Brown, 
Dane only one out of the twenty- 


ment. 
colored aiies on the nds, That there may be 
onat par names, as follows: The white familles 
rank Williams, Mr. aera: Oscar Moore, Mr. Terrett, A 
ett, Mr. Johnston, A. J. Wedderburn, in all ten. The colored fami- 
CC 
— T r, ing ve. 
The C estas des on 3 —. ‘With few 


all of these persons ide within the mile limit for — T. letters, 


9424 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Charge 7. The only person benefited ey this office was myself, as the editor of 
The Nationa) Farm and Fireside, which I regularly sent by express to mail from 


Grange Camp. 
Reply 7. As to being the only person served by the office, and consequent! 
benefited thereby, the preceding paragraphs show the incorrectness of th 


ment. 
Regarding the National Farm and Fireside being sent from Alexandria to 
Grange p, I have to say: 

First. I know no law to forbid the oe of a newspaper in one place and 
and mailingitinanother. So far as I know, the postal laws have been faithfully 
observed in its publication. 

nd. For seventeen years the paper ran on in the even tenor of its wa; 

without hinderance — t on one occasion, when the Department thought 
was advertising my fertil: business too heavily; but they receded from that 
position on investigation), until I presumed to advocate the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; when suddenly the postal authorities pounced upon my paper 
without a word of warning, and issued an illegal and unwarranted order deny- 
ing it the United States mails at newspaper rates, 

en the office was established at Grange Campand The National Farm and 
Fireside entered there as second-class matter—and for many months thereafter, 
however, it was printed there, as well as mailed from that place—owing to rea- 
sons perfectly legitimate, it was deemed best to remove the printing to Alexan- 
dria. The greater portion of the editorial work was and is still done at Grange 
Camp, as I reside there from April to November (which again disproves the in- 
spector’s statement that I reside most of the time in Alexandria), I wouldlike 
to know as to the e e to printing a paper in one place and mailing it at 
another, ana, further, has tbe Department ruled that a paper can not be 
printed in whole or in part in one place and mailed from another as second- 
class matter? If such rule exists, how does it coincide with the law, which says 
that agents and dealers can mail tosubscribers at offices other than that of pub- 
lication? If there is no such regulation, what has that to do with the matter? 

Charge 8. The office was originally established upon my exertions, and the 
person appointed postmaster, and who continued as such until the office was 
discontinued, was not a resident of the place, etc, 

Reply 8. It is an undisputed fact that the o was created at my request and 
for my benefit principally, as my written application and papers in the case will 
show, wherein are set forth the kind, quantity, and character of the mail to be 
sent therefrom; and this, after a protest from the nearest (Dunn-Loring) office 
and an investigation by the Department. 

The idea intended to be conveyed regarding the postmaster, Mr. Luckett, is 
calculated to deceive it not so intended. Mr. Luckett, at the time of his appoint- 
ment,was a resident of Grange Camp. 

Charge 9. The duties of the office were performed by an employé of mine, who 
allowed me to get my stamps on credit, 

as Bo There has been no attempt to deny that an employé of mine per- 
fo the duties of postmaster. If it was illegal to have sold me stamps on 
credit I was unaware of it, and presumed the Government only desired to get 
the amounts due at the end of each quarter, which the Treasurer's reeeipts will 
show have been paid, 

Charge 10. That I received the emoluments of the office. 

Bay 10. This a; to me to be of no concern rps tothe postmaster and 
myself, but as the was suspended afew months after it was started on pre- 
cisely the same ground (that I was its chief patron and chief beneficiary), and 
as the whole subject was then fully discussed, and the authorities decided that 
the question of the disposition of the profits of the office was one for the consid- 
eration of the postmaster, and not of the Post-Office Department, and the office 
was at once re-established, I am at a loss to see what blame attaches either to 
Mr. Luckett or myself. 

11, I was the absolute director of the office, and mailed my paper in 
unlimited quantities, without liability of being questioned as to its legiti. 1 
11. For years I have mailed each year several large editions of The 
National Farm and Fireside, and intend to do so in the future, unless a general 
rule is made to the contrary, applicable to other papers as well as mine. Ire- 
member eight years ago sending into Pennsylvania an edition of twenty-five 
thousand, advocating the election of that friend of the farmer, Governor Pat- 
tison, as my contribution to his successful canvass, and its “legitimacy was 
not even then questioned. 
Charge 12. That I brought other mail matter” from Alexandria and Wash- 


i 80 as to swell the cancellations at re N 
ent 12. The insinuation that I secured mail from 3 and Alexan- 
dris iior iban my own and that on which I paid the postage is absolutely faise. 
Charge 13. The receipts of the office are shown to be large enough to pay the 
Government during its continuance $230.79. 
Reply 13. The strangest of all reasons given for the suppression of the office 
is the one that it wasa paying fourth-class office, 
The figures presented show that the Government received something every 
uarter, That, so far from bein, 
— Moes of the country, it actually paid 19 per cent. profit. 
Pr mirage de months of its existence it paid .79 into the United States 
When millions have to be appropriated every year for the pe gol of fourth- 
offices, it seems remarkable that one of the few paying offices should be 
discontinued, while non-paying offices are allowed to continue and are con- 
stantly being established under the rule alluded to. : 
* Charge 14. That the receipts from mall other than mine did not average 2 cents 


r day. 
* — 14. This charge has been di d of above. 
15. That the whole, or nearly the whole, of the commissions paid were 


an expense, like 75 per cent. of alljthe fourth- 


“more than it did in this case. 

Second. The commissions enabled me to circulate very much more mail (which 
mail, by the way, was in connection with my Grange work, and not for my in- 
dividual benefit) than I otherwise could have done. 

Taken together, I believe the Government is a gainer rather than a loser by 
the transaction, as the writer tries so hard to show, 

These being the facts, it hardly seems that this injustice should be permitted, 
as there was no intention to discontinue the office (as shown by the request for 
a new bond dated June 14, 1890) until the attempt was made tostop The National 
Farm and Fireside. And if you examine the conversation between Inspector 
Rathbone and myself, on June 20, 1890, you can not but see that I have strong 
presumptive evidence for believing that that attempt to suppress my paper was 
due to its aie of the Conger lard bill and instigated by the opponents 
of that measure, e Department having found itself in the awk wa) position 
of having violated the constitntional right of the freedom of the press, in its at- 
tempt to shield itselfdescends to the small ex ient of trying to suppress a 
fo post-officé, which not only inconveniences myself, but many others, 


Yo 1 
7 5 ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, 


Hon. Jons WANAMAKER, 
PostmasterGeneral. 


Aveust 30, 
Compensation of the postmaster at G: Camp, Vi d amount t aid 
on National Farm and Fireside, dafl that ofice from May 14. 174% arch 
81, 1890, by quarters. 
— — 
Postage on 
Com 
Quarter ending 3 1 = 


June 30, 1887 $62, 96 $65. 83 $59.50 $9.68 
t.30, 74.25 82, 38 69. 43 10.49 
Dec. 31,1887 170. 98 165, 43 117.71 16.15 
Mar, 31, 1888 163, 02 217.68 143.84 17.88 
June 30, 1888 71.02 87.00 72. . 42 
Sept. 30, 1888 179.44 180.00 120.83 17.01 
Dec. 31. 1888 105,30 118. 10 90, 86 21.10 
Mar. 31, 1899 . 58, 46 60, 64 56, 38 45 
Tune 30, 1889 63.12 63. 28 57.97 8.09 
Sept. 30, 1889 56, 12 88.50 55.14 9.79 
Dec. 31, 1889 95.90 97.98 73.79 3.33 
Mar, 3L, 1890 .. 77.91 82.24 69.34 11.18 
Total . | 1,178.48 | 1,288.87 | 1,001.04 153, 65 


Mem.—Swayze, asst. p. m., says that paper has about 500 subscribers, which 
would make the r legitimate mailing a quarter about 400 Ibs. or less. It 
would thus seem that greatest part of the papers mailed nearly every quar- 
ter have been sent as sample copies. 


(Here follow five copies of the National Farm and Fireside.) 


B.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF . POSTMASTER-GEN- 


No. 1012. 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT P. M. GENERAL, 
Aprit7, 1887. 
New office in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to be named Grange 


Camp. 
For P. M., Lud well H. Luckett. 
Applied for by 40 citizens. . 
neries sent April 7, 1887, to Ludwell H. Luckett, care of the postmaster at 
Fairfax C. H. 
Queries returned April 10, 1887, 
It will be situated in the 


and answered as follows: 

quarter of section , township ——., 
range ——. Route No. from Washington to Leesburgh, and will 
increase the distance ——. 


Between the’offices of Dunn Loring, 1 mile east, and Vienna, 5 miles west. 

Nearest office not on route, * 

Its distance is miles in a direction. 

Population to be supplied, 20 families. 

Number of inhabitants within village, summer resort. 

Or not on any established route, but to receive special supply trom 
distant miles, and os ay by ——-for y 

panonna :) No. 1012, April 7, 1887, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Vir 

Papers to Fairfax C. H. $500 bond. 

Referred to contract office, April 12, 1887. Contract office returns case April 
12, 1887, and reports can be supplied from R. R. route No. 11004, provided the 
mails are taken to and from the post-office without expense to the Depart- 
ment,—Sweney. 

Establish Grange Camp on Route 11004, and appoint Ludwell II. Luckett, P. 
M.—A. Leo Knott, Acting P. M. General. 

April 22, 1887. 

Hon. W. II. F. LEE. 


GRANGE Camr, VA., April 4, 1887. 
Dran Sin: In asking for a post-office at Grange Camp it was s that 
such reasons should be given for its establishment as may seem to justify it, in 
view of the proximity to the offices at Vienna aud Dunn Loring. 1 will th 


state: 

First, The wagon-road to Dunn Loring is about 1} miles; to Vienna between 
2} and 3 miles. That they are almost impassable at times, and I understand 
neither are public roads, 

Second. There are to Se paoues at Giange Camp, two paren; one weekly 
with nearly 2,500 regular ulation, and one monthly with about 500 circula- 
tion. 

Third. Grange Camp Hotel will be o 
sort andexcursion grounds, and in ad 
be a large transit mail from the office, 


eretore 


ned on May 1, as a regular summer re- 
tion to the neighborhood mail there will 


Fou I find upon invest „as shown by the petition annexed hereto, 
that over twenty families be y convenien by the office. 
Fifth. The office shall not cost the Government one dollar more than the pres- 


ent offices would, and will add considerably to its revenue and aid in develop- 
ing and improving this section. 

Sixth. If it be found necessary to erect a crane or to goto any other expense 
for the purpose of establishing the office, it will be.done at the expense of the 
management of Grange Camp. 

Seventh. There is held by the association, annually, an exhibition lasting one 
week, at which time thousands of people gather on the grounds, and the office 
would be a source of great convenience to the members of the Grange Camp 
Association and their exhibitors and visitors. $ 

Eighth. The District Grange of Northern Virginia have recently organized a 
Mutual Insurance Co. and are preparing to organize a life association, The 
headquarters of both of these concerns will be established at Grange Camp pro- 
yided this office is established. a 5 

As the various enterprises hereinbefore mentioned will necessitate consider- 
able outlay and will add greatly to material prosperity of the neighborhood, 
it is earnestly requested that the office be established at the earliest praeticable 
moment, 

Yours, respectfall 
: = ALEX, J. WEDDERBURN. 
Seerclary Grange Camp Association 


To the PostMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. G. 


1890. 
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RICHHOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY, 
Duxy Lorine STATION, April 8, 1887. 


Le as the Dunn Lorin 
mile to the Grange Camp, aud wilt answer all purposes for mail matter for the 
Grango Camp, and would not be of any benefit to any others. 
JI hope you will not establish any new post-offices inside of 2 miles to my office. 
remain, yours respectfully, 
F, BRENIZER, 


Postmaster, Dunn Loring. 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL,. 


(Local, (1010.) Grange Camp Office, Fairfax County, State of Virginia] 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or First ASSISTANT ~GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1887. 
Respectfully referred to the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service for 
his opinion as to the name proposed. 
Respectfully, 


Chief Clerk. 
OFFICR OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT 
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1887. 


T. E. NASH, 
General Superintendent, 


Respectfully returned approved. 


To the POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


Washington, P. 0.: 

We, the undersigned, most Dg nari solicit the opening of a post-office at 
Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with Ludwell Henry Luckett as post- 
master. 

Alex. J. Wedderburn, Grange Camp Association of Northern Vir- 
nia; Liberty Publishing Com y (monthly), Patrons Mutual 
ire Insurance Association, National Farm an Fireside Publish- 

ing Company (weekly), Mrs. I.S. Wedderburn, Thos, B. Criten- 

den, Alex. J. Wedderburn, secretary District Grange of Northern 

Virginia; Jno. M. Fletcher, L. H. Luckett, Mrs. Dr. Wedderburn, 

Gus. Wedderburn, Franklin Williams, F. Williams, jr., Mrs. H. 

Williams, A. C. Williams, F. A. Williams, Mrs. M. F. Williams, 

William Durant, Chas. A. Denison, Mrs. C. A. Denison, Fannie 

Williams, T. A. ng. Mary Haney, Lizy Bell, Harriet Bell, Reial 
rgaret Harrison, Jos. Frey, 


Mabre, Harriet Brown, Francis 
Will Andrew Williams, Frank Williams, George Brandt, 
John E. Carter, Oscar A. Hudson, Henry Hudson, Susin Jack- 


son, Katie West, Mrs, Hannah Hudson, Miss Missouri Hudson,» 
Henry Vickens, Maria Vickens, Austin Cramp, George Burley. 


(Jo. 1015.] 
TTH APRIL, 1888, 

Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H. Luckett, P. 
M., appointed 22d April, 1887. 

Reasons: P. G. inspector recommends office not needed. 

Referred to contract office, 7th April, 1888. Contract office returns case 12th 
Apr., 1888, and reports no objection. Route 11004, rty. 

Discontinue, to take effect April 20, 1888.— K. E. S., First Assistant P, M. Gen- 


eral. 
Apr. 16, 1888, papers to Dunn Loring. 
The order of April 16, 1888, discontinuing the post-oflice at Grange Camp, Fair- 
fax County, Virginia, to take effect April 20, 1888, is hereby rescinded,—A, E. 
Stevenson, First Assistant P. M. General. 
Recommendations.—Inspector’s report recommends discontinuance, 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMasTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1888. 


Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of Inspector Ridgely 
in the case against L. II. Luckett, postmaster at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, 
Virginia, from which it will be seen that large quantities of matter are being 
diverted from a Presidential office to Grange Camp for a consideration and in 
order to increase the postmaster's compensation, 

I beg leave to state that the best interest of the postal revenue demands that 
the Department should take prompt and earnest steps to have the practice, re- 
ferred to by Inspector Ridgely, discontinued. 

Respectfully, ete., 
H. R. HARRIS, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Post-Orricr INSPECTOR, 
d Grange Camp, Va., March 2, 1888. 
W. P, Ryan, Inspector in Charge: 


I visited Grange Camp this date. I find the following condition of facts re- 
lating to this office: The postmaster, Ludwell H. Luckett, is only nominally 
postmaster, He does not reside at Grange Camp and rarely visits it. At the 
time of his appointment he was a traveling agent to sell phosphate for Alex, J, 
Wedderburn, and his name was used by Mr. Wedderburn for purpose of ob- 
taining an office at Grange Camp, the benefits of which have chiefly inured to 
Mr. Wedderburn. The name of Luckett has been retained, but the office is 
conducted by a young man who, though nominally assistant to Luckett, is act- 
ually the general agent of Alex. J. Wedderburn. The latter gets all the can- 
eellations and profits of the t-oftice. While not nominally postmaster the 
post-office is conducted in hisinterests and for his benefit. In this connection 
see paper filed herewith marked Exhibit B. 

This being the case, the solicitation of matter within the delivery of Wash- 
ington post-office (D.C.), as shown by a letter filed herewith (marked Exhibit 
No. A) of Rider & Addison, of Washington, D. C., and the statement marked 
fourth, inanswer of Thomas B. Crittenden, in Exhibit B, wasin violation ofthe 

irit of postal laws, section 515, Mr. Wedderburn, while conducting this post- 
office at Grange Campin the name of another person and getting sole benefit 
from its cancellations, has been soliciting mail-matter in Washington City to 
be deposited for mailing at Grange Camp and has actually received and de- 
posited the same at Grange Camp post-office and reaped the benefit of al! can- 
cellations npon said mail-matter so solicited and obtained. 

This fact, in connection with the further fact that the G e Cam potos 
fice appears to be merely a subterfuge by means of which Mr. Wea erburn 
gets his mail-matter through the mails at the expense of the United States and 
with little cost to himself, and this in large quantities, as shown by state- 
ment of the sales and cancellations marked C,“ establishes a condition of af- 
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fairs which is discreditable. The pretense of using the name of Ludwell H. 
Luckett for A. J. Wedderburn’s benefitisa fraud wh: ae, bakes een tted. 
“O,” that Mr. Wedderburn's 


statement (marked Exhibit B), shows that besides the mailing of Alexander J. 
Wedderburn's mail-matter the business of the omee will not average more than 
two stamps per day, or about $3.96 per quarter. This being the and the fur- 
ther fact that post-offices are located at conventent distances on either side of 
Grange Camp, one at Vienna and the other at Dunn Loring, I believe that the 
interests of the Post-Office Department wiil be subserved by the discontinuance . 
of the post-office at Grange Camp, and therefore recommend that it be discon- 


tinued, 
WM. S. RIDGELY, 
Post-Office Ii A 


Wasutineron, D. C., March 1, 1888. 


Dear Sim: Answering your inquiry as to how some of our calendars ad- 
dressed “City ™ came to be mailed from Grange Camp, Va.,“ we desire to say 
that Mr. A. J. Wedderburn requested us to let him mail them and to give him 
credit for the stamps on his account. 

The amount ited was $5.25. 

Yours respectfally, 
RIDER & ADDISON. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 


(No. 1015.) 
Juxx 20, 1890, 


Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, Virginia State, Ludwell H. Luckett, P. 
M. Appointed April 22, 1887. 

Reasons: P. O. inspector's report recom'ds, office not needed. 

Referred to contract office June 20, 1890. Contract office returns case June 
20, 1890, and reports no objection to its discontinuance from R. R, route No. 
11044—Wm. J. Pollock. 

Discontinue to take effect June 25, 1890.—J, W., P. M. General. 

June 23, 1890, 

Papers to Dunn Loring. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890. 

Dear Sir: I beg leave to submit herewitha of areportof P. O. Inspector 
T.M. Arrington, in case of The National Farm ane Fireside, a weekly ne 
per that purports to be published at Grange Camp, Va. In accordance with 
the recommendation of the i r, the privileges of the second-class rates of 
postage have been withdrawn the publication. 

As this appears to be a case where the post-office has been run in the interest 
of the publisher of the paper, I respectfully recommend that the office be dis- 
88 411 

ery respectfully, 
A, D, HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. S. CLARKSON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF Post-Orrice Lysrecto: 
Washington, D. C., June 14, 1850 

Dear Sin: This case was made up with a view of ascertaining the fact 
whether or not The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper entered 
at the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., as secon matter should be con- 
tinued as matter entitled to such rates. In the investigation of this case a state 
of facts are found to exist making it necessary to treat of the ma ent of 
the post-office at Grange csop, a., in connection with the publication of the 
newspaper, as the two are so interwoven that it would seem hard to separate 


them. 

The National Farm and Fireside is owned and published by Alexander J. 
Wedderburn, esq.; he rents box 33 in the Washington, D. C., post-office, and box 
16 in the Alexandria, Va., post-office, and he receives mail at both places; he 
lives at Alexandria, Va.,during the winter, and at Grange Camp, Va., during 
the summer. The National Farm and Fireside is printed at Alexandria, Va., 
and mailed at ag Camp, Va..to which office it is sent in boxes by freight, 

7 7905 Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, is a smal! station on the Washington 
and Ohio Railroad, though it can hardly be called a station, as there is no station 
agent there and the trains do not stop unless signaled, There is a post-office, 
and Ludwell H. Luckett is postmaster, He lives at Unison, Loudoun 8 
Virginia, 51 miles from Grange Camp. He was appointed April 22. 1887. e 
has never lived at Grange Camp, never performed any of the duties as post- 
master, and receives none of its revenues. Mr. Alex. J. Wedderburn virtually 
owns, controls, and runs the post-office in his interest, as his individual prop- 
erty, having agreed with Mr. Luckett that he would pay the expenses of the 
office and the revenues were to be his, Mr, Wedderburn has been paying Miss 
Minnie Swayze, a daughter of Mr. W. S. Swayze, $10 per month to attend to the 
post-office. This he did up to the Ist of Jan , 1890; since then he has paid 
nothing, 3 Mr. Swayze to live in a house at Grange Camp free 
ofrent. Bot Minnie and Mr, W. S. Swayze haye been sworn in as assist- 


ant postmasters. : 

Mr, Wedderburn has stamps, etc., ordered when he desires, takes them away 
without paying for them, and in every way runs the office as his private prop- 
erty. He sends large quantities of papers, letters, and circulars from Alexan- 
dria to Grange Camp ne fi ht, in boxes; there they are stamped and mailed. 

To give you some idea of the business transacted at Grange Camp: From 
April 1 to and including June 5 (the date of my visit) the sales of stamps 
amounted to $234.26 and the cancellations to $244.53; and I will state that 
8 time not $1 worth of stamps have been sold other than those 
taken by Mr. Wedderburn, and there have been no cancellations of stamps other 
than his. Besides Mr. Wedderburn, I learn there are yo Ahva ener pe 
trons of the Grange Camp post-office; these are Mr. A. C. Williams and Mn 
Frank Williams, two brotbers. Dunn Loring post-office is only about three- 
quarters of a mile from Grange Camp and Vienna only 1} miles, Grange Camp 
being between the two. 

As to the mailing of The National Farm and Fireside: From April lto May 
20, 1890 (nine issues), he mailed 2,994 pounds. I learned from Mr. Swayze, who 
helps his daughter to attend to the duties of the post-office and who seems to 
be very familiar with Mr. Wedderburn’s mode of business, that it takes about 
60 pounds per week to supply the regular subscribers, or for the nine weeks, 

pounds; the others, 2,454 po! were sent out as sample copies. Mr. 
Swayze says these papers average eight to the pound, so that 4,320 were sent to 
regular snbsoriners and 19,632 as sample copies, 


fe] 
8 
— 


une 7 Mr. Wedderburn, at my request, 
Grange Camp; that he 

and took the reven He stated that The Farm and Fi 
ides interest of agriculture. I called his attention to the fact that the last two issues, 
2 herewith inclosed, contained almost identically the same matter and that they 


id the 


advocated the of some land bill by Congress exclusively. He 
said, when he putin what he reading matter for the farmers 
s he kept it in his paper tor aoe time; and was advocating the passage 


ranedig and if it became s law 


187 
8 
z 
BEE 
11 
TH 
8. 


stated egy regular Binoy 4 edition was 5,000; that sometimes he issued as 

e has about 2,000 paying subscribe 

the issues 9 sent out as sample copies; that he usually | sent them in Congres- 
ners z Cong 


Fes e at Grange Camp, Va., be Fee and, second, that The National 
and Fireside Sanok allowed the privileges of second-class rates of postage. 
y, 
: 7 T. M. ARRINGTON, 
et eee he Post-Office Inspector, 


(No. 1012.) 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF FIRST Assistant PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 


July 8, 1890. 
Ré-est—in the State of Virginia, county of Fairfax, to be named Grange 
Oer r. M. 
Applied 4587 by 2 by 28 citizens. 
: Suse to A. C. Williams, sec'y, ete., care of the postmaster 
al nn Lorin 
Que . 18—. ———and answered as 3 
` Ih willbe sitamod Inthe = uarter ot section range 
— Route No. m — to ——, and ll int 9 — the d 
Between the offices of miles and ———, ——— miles 
Nearest oftice not on route. 
Tts distance is milesin a direction. 
Population to 


to be 5 
Number of inhabitants within village, 
0 x Or not on * established routo. wo to ree receive supplies from distant 


D Sec 
-4 f m 1 l Talg. 1890, Grange Camp office, Fairfax County, 


nn Loring. 
Wrote on, ark Agnew July 31, 1890, — name of some one to serve as P. M. 
during session of Grange Camp A Association 


‘Wasurxeros, D. C., July 1, 1890. 


Dear Sin; I write to most res ‘ually urge the re-establishment of the post- 
office at Grange Camp for the following reasons: 
— . First. The office accommodates between twenty-five and thirty-five patrons; 
not two, as stated. 
Second. It is of immense convenience to the many visitors who meet from 
various States during 74. annual exhibition, 
Third. The Grange p Association has a mail of between $30 and $0 a 
year, which is proms p as te as ordinary cancellations at fourth-class offices. 
v . Fourth, One patron (Mr. Williams) mails between $20 and $30 a year at the 


office. 

Fifth, All of the subscribers to the accompanying petition (twenty-eight in 
number) mail more or leas matter at the office. 

Sixth. The office isa mileand aquarter from the nearest post-office by a road ; 
in a bee-line over marshes, branches, and through bushes or down the railroad 
track, it is about nine-tenths of a mile. 

Seventh. During the summer, spring, and fall months I reside at the cam; 
my mail Sinan p and 3 saa) ‘should be accorded the same bec Powe 

“a asany other patron of y as my mail, which els yo ap 
P personal but Farsi Dery T 8 re than that of any ordinary fourth- 
class office in er State. 


Eighth. The Grange Camp Association isa chartered organization for the 
benefit of promoting OA EA isin no sense speculative or profitable. 
To do away with the ce will seriously 3 and injure the associa- 
tion and the entire county, 


thereby 
Ninth. The summary discontinuance of the office, together with the semi-of- 
ficial a connected therewith, which certainly casts undue Sor ner 
e, and seems to demand, if I am not guilty of the crimes charged, that 


A the office shonld be reestablished. 
Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, will recommend a suitable 
> have no doubt, and I most sincerely hope you will kindly revoke the order g — 
its disestablishment, 
Yours, respectfully, ALEX. S. WEDDERBURN. 
Hon, JONN WANAMAKER, 
* Postmaster-General, 
x ComMMITTER ON COMMERCE, poue or r ag os 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1800. 


ur attention to the case of the post-office at Se 
Fairfax Cou County, V Hirn kala and urge that no change in the location of that 
; pergam respectful]: 
s 1 wt TH. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 


Hon, First ASSISTANT Post AsSTER-GENERA 
Post-Office r City. 


LEWENSYVILLE, FAIRFAX Cousty, VIRGISIA, June 30, 1890. 
Resrecrep § Sim: Referring to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange 


a Va., allow me, as president of the Grange Camp Association, tosay that 
. osing of said office will, in my belief, work a ere injury to said associa- 
ten and through that to the people of the county. 


you consider that you have, in addition to that, that of the people attending the 
8 an e mail of Grange p Associa! en to- 
gether make up a business as as is done 6 
post-ollloes throughout the co 


oun aay 
It Fe . ye matter of the re-establishment of said office 
ou. 
ae — * WM, B. DODGE, 


y ts President Grange Camp Association. 
Hon. 55 WANAMAKER, 
8 Postmaster-General ral of the United States. 


called to see me. He stated that 
expenses 
e was run in the 


and rer found him an u 
subject of 
„terest of the farmers of the country. 


discontinued, Please give 


tives, giving statement 


rection of Postmaster-General. 


fied the office is n 


the matter may be reopened: and the office continued, I remain 


y, 
„C. WILLIAMS, 
Secretary rane Camp Association, 


ENERAL, 
Washington, 3 D. C. 


Trusting that the 
Yours, 
Finsr ASSISTANT 


GRANGE Camp, June 30, 1890. 
3 ASSISTANT PosrMASTER-GENERAL, Washington, D. C.: 
e, the undersigned citizens of Grange Camp and vicinity, respectfully ask 
that the Koog at this place be re-established, It is a di angan to the 
8 —.— ADON NHANES will be of great detriment to the Grange 


A. pases tes Williams, Alex. J. Wedderburn, jr., Jerry Smith, F. Williams, 
Wm. Dorant, Oscar nea py mel Nickens, Geo Brent, Bell 
Brent, Frank Williams, jr., Charles Taylor, Ir. ‘Charles H Henry 
onto Gus Wedderburn, Alice Wilson, Welton Wil Mrs. 

lams, Mra. F. Aaamua M. F. S. WII I R. Le Grand John- 
ston, Mary V. J Mrs. Millie I. S. Wedderburn, Alex. 

J. Wedderburn k Richa Pullem, Jerry Vilson, Mrs. Emma Haw- 

kins, Miss M, Addison, M. M.B. Wedderburn, 


RICHMOND AND DANVILLE RAILROAD COMPANY, June 20. 1800. 
DEAR SiR: As your letter of June 23, in regard to closin, Cam 
office, I oars 8 instructed. sy pene closed June 25, 5 . 
v. 


L. BRENIZER, 
353 Postmaster Dunn Loring, — County, Virginia. 
First “Aasistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 
Room or CONMITTEE ON Corxaae, ee AND MEASURES, 


REPRESENTATIV 
1 Pan iE Washingion, D. C., July 5. 1890. 
IR: ve known A. J. Wedderburn, of Virginia, for past three yea 
‘ht, reliable gentleman. . ihe 
agriculture and has been — po earnest and effective work in the in- 


Very respectfully, 2 
E. H. CON Gd ER. 
Hon. Jons WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, 

(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. H. Concer, House of Representa- 
tives, giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By di- 
rection of Postmaster-General. 

COMMITTEE ON 5 
HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, U 
Washington, . B. G, J 7 1890. 
t-office at Grange. Camp, Va., should be 
the matter careful attention. 
E. H. FUNSTON, 


A. L. BLISS. 


JNO. H. GEAR. 


(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. H. Fuxsrox, House of Representa- 
t ol facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By di- 


Dear SiR: Ido not believe the 


I concur. 


I concur in the requestof Hon, E. H. Fuxsron. 


Aorsx OF op REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STAT: 
Washington, D. C., July 7, 71800. 
Sr: I have been at some pains to ascertain the status of the Grange Camp 
fiee, Va., and while entirely out of my personal interests, yet I am a 
ceded there and hope the way may be clear to re-establish it 


Very respectfully, 
EDWARD P. ALLEN, 
Hon. PostMasTer-GENERat. 
We concur in the foregoing recommendation. 
M. BROSIUS. 
JOHN H. WILSON, 
ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE. 
(Indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. E. P. Artes, House of Representatives, 
giving statement of facts in case of post-office, Grange Camp, Va. By direction 
of Postmaster-General. 


A Horse oy REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, July 1, 1890. 


Dear Sin: I respectfully eS that a post-office be re-established at Gran, 
ip, Va. I Feci not who may be postmaster, but for benefit of my fi 
s | who want l facilities at that point I desire very much that this oflice be re- 
This request is personal. 
Yours, truly, 


M. B. WRIGHT, M. C. 
Hon. Jons WANAMAKER. 
3 ) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Hon. M. B. Wrienr, House of Representa- 
Eres. py giving 8 of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of 
er- Gene 


Usrrep STATES Post-Orpice, 
Alexandria County, Virginia, July 3, 1890. 
Dear Sin: The . county ee (Hon. R.R. ari of Fairfax 
with me that the post-office at Grange Camp should be contin- 
it serves about as many patrons as most offices of like character 
in this State. 
Yours, truly, etc., 


Hon. Jonx 8 
= Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


(indorsed :) July 15, 1890.—Wrote postmaster at Alexandria, Va., giving state- 
ment of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va, By direction erosion Gan eral, 


PARK AGNEW. 


. 
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1890. 
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FAIRFAX Covet-Hovss, VA., July 2, 1590, 
Dran Ste: I have heard with regret that the post-office at Grange Camp, 
Fairiex pe Te has been discontinued. 
8 the association and feel a deep interest in the success of the 


py wha es „ and we meet once a year 
ten me one weeks for ure as well as profit, and you can readily see 
3 eat convenience the office is to PF 


1 respectfully ask that the action of the ent be reconsidered and that 
the pas roby eg Camp be re-established. 
res , yours, 
es wor R. R. FARR, 
Hon, Jons WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-Gencral, 


(Indorsed:) July 15, 1590.—Wrote Mr, R. R. Farr, Fairfax Court-House, Va., 
ving of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster- 
en 
LEWINSVILLE, VA., July 7, 1890. 
The POSTMASTER-GESERAL : 
As a citizen of Fairfax County, a member of the 
J heartily coneur in the recommendations of Hons. R. R. 
that mee at Grange Camp be 
Jam cognizant of the fact tbat this office is of 
and its visitors, and as anh ia xaluable to all the farmers of 


1828 
3 Agnew 


(Indorsed:) July 15, 1890.—Wrote Albert Peacock, 22 Va., giving 
statement of facts in case of Grange Camp, Va. By direction of Postmaster- 
General. R 

— Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE or THE THIRD Assistant PosTMAsTER-GEXERAL, 

Washington, July 16, 1890. 

ee fo the Fut eee r ee 
Third Assistant Postmaster-Generat. 


ICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 15, i890, 
th, — ba information, copy ofa 1 sent 


rensmit herewii 
from thie bureau, by direction of he Postmaster-General, to Hon. E. H. Concer, 
relative to the discontinuan: post-office 


Foxsrox, Hoo. E. P. ALLES, Hon. M. 


R. R. Earr. ~ 
fours, very respectfully, 
A.D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Posimaster-Gencral. 
Hon. J. S. 


. CLARKSOX, 
First Assistant Postmaster-Geaerat. 


Post-Orrice ee 
OFFICE or THE Tuten ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEN 
Washington, D. C., aly 18. 1850. 

Sin: By direction of the Postmaster-General I have the honor to acknowl- 
eå 3 yoar letter ot᷑ the 7th instant, asking the re-establishment of post- 

oie at Grange Camp, Va.,and, in reply, ‘to sie you the facts in connection 
with the recent . — of that office, which are as follows: 

The place known as Grange Camp is not a city, town, or meee. nor a resort 
for pleasure, health, or any other purpose known to the Department, except 
that once once a year an attempt is made to hold there an agricultural fair; it is 
merely a station” on one of the —— railroads, distant buta mile in 
one direction from Dunn pening and s miie and half in another from Vienna, 


both of which are post-offi 
Xo commercial, manufacturing, or other private business is transacted at 


station upon a recent th in it was ascer- 
tained by an it inspector of the ent besides the proprie- 
torofa pete ange papar nominally issued there (but . — in reality is published 
at Alexandria, Va., the y „there were 


submitted te the Department, pa by twenty-eight 
that six of the of this 
alluded to, five are of the Wedderburn wee ony and the remainder are said to be 
residing within the delivery of other post- 

The only person who was really benefited by the establishment and the con- 


tinuance of the 555 2 senile proprietor 
of The National Farm and e referred to, Ane and 
Alexandria, Va., but thet hen of whi eich for — years, it seems, Mr. Wed- 


N has been regularly i of which ex 
from that post-office, the prar w 
estigation made 


a resident of the place, never rendered any returns or performed any ‘of the 
other duties of the office, never even visited it, and indeed in nothing but the 
mame was an officer of the Government. 

The entire duties of the office were performed by one. of Mr. Wedderburn's 
employés, who, with his daughter, was sworn in as assistant postmaster, and 
who, under an arrangement between them, alowed: Wedderburn to get all his 
supplies of ps on credit, to mail all the issues of his paper without 

requiring cash 3 of postage thereon, both of which acts ae in viola- 
tion of the lain leti law, and 72 brs eall the emoluments of the of- 
ce, one 
bag Apne te — the sider settlement of ike post-office uarter, 
= 


T 
the postmaster, Fgm iTe the — the othan east r im PESA 


intimated, almost its 
following paaria — shows the receipte of the office and the commissions 
allowed by thai Department on the cancellations of stamps upon matter mailed 


at it from the time of its establishment, April 22, 1557, to the date of its discontin- 


uance, June 25, 1890: 


From A) 22 to December 81, 1887 8216. 01 
Year ing December 31, 8 l 517.78 436.78 
Year ending December 1, 1889. 238.60 248. 30 
January 1 to June 25, 1890 — — 396, 26 283. 30 


By this it will be seen that the total receipts of the office during the time it 
* istence amounted to $1,495.81, of which $1,216.02, or 81 ——— cent., went 


commissions to the postmaster. The receipts from other business 
that oe Mr. Wedderburn, y poeira y to the report of the post-office inspector, 
average a little more than 2 cents a day. 
The at Washington and Alexandria, * from which the matter 
at Grange „ are salaried offices,and the whole or 
nearly the — 9 a amount of $1,215.02 paid for compensation to the Grange Camp 
ao iy — fact 5 — — — tp ab I the post-office discontinued 
3 deve: y the was u 
by de First Assistant . 
ours, Very respectfully, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster- General. 
Hon. E. H. Coxe 
House of 23 
POsT-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE ov THE THIRD ASSISTANT POsTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 15,1890, 
2 the honor to send you “gigs copy of a report, dated the othr 
8 T. M. ngton, giving reasons why the 


Camp, Va. should noi 
ee very MADISON DAVIS, 
Postmaster-Gencral. 


Acting Third Assisiant 
Hon. J. GB. CLarxsox, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


— 


Post-Orricre DEPARTMENT, 


— mado 


Dear SIR: E me under date of June 14, 1890, the post- 

office at pn apes greg he nia, was discontinued on June 20. 
re being made to have office and I deem 
it my duty to give to the ent more fully than I did in my first report 
the reasons why this office uld haye been discontinued and it should 
not be again established. 


Luckett be 2 
S 
mp 
under that date submitted a 7757... ak kee ia: 
1888, 27 order, however, was rescinded April 2i, eight 


da: 
e Camp is situated onthe W. and Ohio R. R., between por — 
measured by the 


derives its name air grounds contain 40 acres. The do not stop 
e: t son and there is no agent. Near Grange Camp liye ~ 
Mr. Ke. illiams and his — 1 Frank Williams; they both live in the 
same yari These 33 aro were an 8 e only 
permanent patrons post-office. True wayze and family are a 
Burn living on the grounds and Mr, Wedderburn and his family live near by. 
ut they are not permanent. Va., in the 


Mr. Wedderburn lives in 
Ale: ris thers tempo 


ing, Grange Camp, and Vienna; matter f 
threc; that be had a box in the Vienna Moe that he had kept for the past 
this box if he considered himself 


fifteen years. Iasked him why he had 
a patron of the Grange Camp office; he said he did so forthe reason that he 
did not know whether the ofice at G Camp would be permanent, and, 
5 he was a correspondent for seve! e ee Vienna was known 
as his 8 and he did not care te change 

I told him his ay raaa the 


saw fit to reestablish the post- O who was there that could be a: inted 
r. He t been mentioned. Igsked ifhe 

would have the place; said he would not, and could only answer b; 

that Hon. Park ew would recommend some sui s Bix. Lad 828 

H. Luckett, when he was appointed „lived Camp, but. 

soon thereafter, and Rates not St resided re since. I submitted to him the — 

nal petition upon which the office was established and he ted r. 

and he t he knew few of them and did not know where they 

got their mail tn astatement filed by Mr. A. J. Wed urn in- 


the year 158. sales $517.78, the com: 
for 1889, sales $273.60, cancellations dona D and eom $248.30; for 1890, 
to June 25, sales $396.26, cancellations $442.20, and commissions . 


it will be seen from the establishing of the office, April 22, 1887, to the date of its 
discontinuance, 7 re 25, 1890, issions amounted to $1 
of this time Lud well H. Luckett has been 


him from ‘ashington. 
in the report made by Inspector 5 gohida 


sworn statement, FFF 
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Aveust 30, 


charge of the office and in the employ of Wedderburn, in which he stated that 
besides Wedderburn's mail the business of the office would not amount to more 


Minnie 8 to run the office for him, ing to pay her $l 
with the understanding that all she rece at the office other than his mai 

was to be in part of her salary; so that she kept an accurate account of the re- 
ceipts, and from January 29 to December 31, 1889, the receipts were $11.97; from 
January 1 to June 25, 1890, they were $2.59. In my opinion the publie interest 
does not demand an office at Grange Camp, and it should not be re-established. 


Very respectful 
5 1 aA 
mapector, 
J. D. Kix, 


Post-Office Inspector in Charge, Washington, D, C. 


CONMITTER ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY, 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1890. 

Sm: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 15th 
instant relative to the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va., 
and to which matter I called your official attention on the 7th instant, specific- 
ally stating that on the basis of certain other letters presented by Mr. Wed- 
derburn I trusted that you could see your way clear to continue that office, 

Ihave no desire to receive further information of the investigation which 
you state is still in progress. The reasons furnished for the discontinuance of 
the * seem to W e for your decision in the matter. 

very respectfully, 
A. S. PADDOC 


United States Senate, 
Hon. Jons WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


C.—PAPERS IN OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. U., July 12,1890. 

Dran Sin: This case was made up for the purpose of investigating the status 
of The National Farm and Fireside, a paper claiming to have its publication of- 
fice at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, with a view of ascertaining the 
legitimate subscription list to said paper, and also to report upon the fact 
whether it should be mailed as second-class matter at the pound rates of post- 

This investigation has developed a state of facts in connection with the 
Grange one postoffice, the publication of The National Farm Fireside, and 
. — J. Wedderburn that seems to be without a parallel in the history of the 

ment, 
the 9th instant I reported — — the post-office at Grange Camp, and in this 
Ishall, as closely as possible, confine myself to The National Farm and Fireside, 
and later I will submit a report upon Mr, Wedderburn. 

The Nationa) Farm and Fireside, published by Alex. J. Wedderburn, isa 
weekly newspaper that has been printed and published at Alexandria, Va., en- 
tered as second-class matter, and mailed at Grange Camp, Va., and bearing the 
name of Washington, D. C., on the front page. seemingly for the purpose of cre- 
ating the impression that it was a Washington paper, As to the subscribers to 
the paper, Mr. W. S. Swayze, who has been familiar with the mailing of the 
paper, having been attending to the post-office at Grange Camp 8 and 
mailing the poe, ee informed me on June 5 that about 60 pounds of each issue 
were sent to su ibers, or those supposed to be, and a much larger number 
mailed every week as sample copies; ™ for illustration, from April 1, 1890, to 
May 30, 1890, there were sent out nine issues, aggregating 2,994 pounds; for the 
nine issues it would take 540 pounds for the subscribers, and the balance, or 
2,454 pounds, were sent out as sample copies.“ 

I weighed some of these papers, and it takes about sixteen to make a pound, 
so that while 960 copies were sent to subscribers, 4,362 copies were mailed as 
ae — copies each week. Mr. Wedderburn stated to. Major Rathbone in an 
interview on June 20, tothe question, How many subscribers have you?“ that 
There are some 2,000 on the books; I will say over 500. Question: “How 
many sample copies do you send out per month? Answer: When Congress 
is not in session we send very few; when it is in session we send as many as 
we can dispose of; ™ and stated that of one issue he had sent out as many as 25,- 
000 copies. He further stated that it (the paper) Salonen to John J. Nicholson 
& Sons, of Baltimore; I run it for them; and that he never printed less 
than 2,000 copies, 

In a statement filed by Mr. Wedderburn in this office on July 7, 1890, he says 
his —.— subscribers are 304; to exchan advertisers, complimentary, and 
to ol! rs ot the State Granges. 297; and to 8 and Senators, 404; 
making a total of 1,005. These 40i to members of Congress and Senators he 
states are all à for, but when asked who paid for them he declined to say. 
So that from his own statement he sends out from 2,000 to 25,000 copies each is- 
sue, and his actual, bona fide subscribers, who themselves take his paper and pay 
for it, amount to just 304; now adding to these the 404 thatare sent to members 
of Congress and Senators, we have 708, all that he claims are paid for. On June 
25 the fice at Grange Camp was discontinued, but upon the order issued 
June 28, 1890, signed by Hon. A. D. Hazen, Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Mr. Wedderburn has been permitted to mail his paper at Alexandria,Va. July 
> 1 he mailed 70 pounds, purporting to be to the regular subscribers,and on 

uly 8, 1890, he mailed 253 pounds as sample copies,” all addressed to parties 
living in the State of Louisiana. 

The subscription price of this paper is $1 per year, and the number sent to 
subscribers is so small as com to the number sent as Sepe wa copies” that 
it would seem that the paper is being published at nominal rates, and is there- 
fore not entitled to the privileges of second-class rates under the rulings that 
have heretofore been governing the Department. 88 4 of section 328, 
Postal Laws and Regulations, requires a paper to have a legitimate list of sub- 
scribers, and that it must not be “designed primarily for advertising Low! rnd 
or for free circulation, or for circulation at nominal rates.“ (Act of March 3, 1879, 
sec, 14, 20 Stats., 359.) 

Following paragraph 4 of section 331, Postal Laws and Regulations, in defin- 
ing the eee of section 328, The question whether a publication is pri- 
marily designed for advertising 1 is one of fact, to be determined in 
each case from the evidence” (16 Opins, Atty. Gen. 303), and in doubtful cases 
the Department will judge from the ADRIES and matter in the publication, 
the price and amount derived from subscription, 'the number of subscribers 
in proportion totheissue, * * * or if the circulation be principally gratu- 
itous, and the list of subscribers so small as to appear only a nominal list, se- 
to bring the publication within the pona rates. * è it 
may reasona’ ly be deemed to be designed 8 ſor advertising purposes 
(Paragraph 4 of section 340, Postal Laws and Regulations). After a publica- 
tion has been admitted to second-class rates, the continuous mailing of sampie 
copies in numbers exceeding the issue to regular subscribers * * will be 
deemed evidence that the publication is primarily designed for advertising or 
free circulation.” 

Mr. Wedderburn stated that the only interest John J. Nicholson & Sons had 
in his paper was were his financial backers. Still he has st ted to me 


cured merel 


that they 
that he could not have published his paper bad he not been allowed the privi- 
leges and revenues of the post-office at Grange Camp, Va. He also made a 


similar statement to yp in the ce of Colonel Helm, This would show 
that, while he claims Nicholson & Sons as his financial backers, the Post-Office 
Department, innocently, has been in reality furnishing him the means to run 
his paper. Surely it can not be the policy of the Department to establish post- 
ottices for the sole benefit of one man, and thereby enable him to publish a news- 
paper, in effect offering a subsidy for that 8 Should this be so, there is 
no telling how far it 52 soe; and it would be setting a precedent that 
aken 


would in all probabilit; vantage of by other publishers who are un- 


able financially to run their rs, 
Very respectfully, ht 
T. e 
J. D. Kine, Esq., 9 


Inspector in Charge, Washington, D. C. 
Posr-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice or Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 31, 1890, 

Dear Sin: Grange Camp post-office, Fairfax County, Virginia, was estab- 
lished April 22. 1887, upon a petition signed by forty names which is herewith 
inclosed. This petition was filed with the 1 April 17, 1887, by Alex. 
J. Wedderburn, Ludwell H. Luckett, a pas n the employ of the said Wedder. 
burn, was appointed postmaster, Since this office was established to the date 
of its discontinuance, June 25, 1890, it has been in charge of the following per- 
sons: Ludwell H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas B. Crittenden, Graham 
ae W. S. Swayze, and Miss Minnie Swayze, all in the employ ofthe said Wed- 

lerburn. 

Ludwell H. Luckett, the postmaster, remained at Grange Camp about four 
months in the early part of 1887, He then moved to Union) Loudoun County, 
Virginia, where he has since resided, retaining all the time the position of st 
master at Grange Camp in name, permitting Mr. Wedderburn tos t who 
he wanted to act as assistant ae. and to run the office. Of the above- 
named parties who have at different times had charge of the post-oftice, Lud- 
well H. Luckett, John M. Fletcher, Thomas C. Crittenden, and Graham Hill were 
regularly in the employ of the said Wedderburn, and attended tothe t-office 
as a part of their regular duties, and receive no extra compensation for attend- 
ing to the duties of the t-office or any of the revenues of the said office, 

anuary 29, 1889, W. S. Swayze and his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, as- 
sumed cha of the office, and Wedderburn agreed to pay Mias Minnie Swayze 
the sum of $10 per month to run the office. This sum he paid to October 29, 
1889 (nine months); from this time to June 25, 1890, he paid nothing, except to 
allow Swayze and his family to liveina house on the Grange Camp fair grounds 
free of rent. From April 22, 1887, to June 25, 1890, Alex. J. Wedderburn has re- 
ceived the entire revenue of the office, amounting to the sum of $1,215.02, 

Ia the agreement between Mr. Wedderburn and Miss Swayze she wasto keep 
an account of all matter mailed at the Grange Camp office other than that 
mailed by Mr. Wedderburn, and it was to bea part of hersalary going towards 
making up the $10 per month that he was to pay her. In her affidavit she 
swears the amount she received from January 29, 1889, to December 3), 1889, 
was $11.97, and from January 1, 1890, to June 25, 1890, it was $2.59, or for the 
seventeen months she was in charge $14.56, abont 86 cents per month. This 
would make the legitimate revenues of the office from the date of its establish- 
ment, oP es 22, 1887, to its discontinuance, June 25, 1800, over three years, about 

30, I feel sure from the surroundings and the patrons (which will be shown 
pater) that this isa liberal estimate, r. Wedderburn received $1,215.02; the 
legitimate recei would have been $32.30; showing that he has received the 
sum of $1,182.72 illegitimately. 

Grange Camp is situated on the Washington and Ohio Railroad, between 
Dunn Loring and Vienna. The distance from Grange Camp to Vienna post- 
office is 1,6 miles, from Dunn Loring post-office 1 mile, and from Maryfield post- 
office 2} miles. (See Diagram, Exhibit A.) At Grange Camp there is held once 
a year an agricultural fair, from which it derives its name. These grounds con- 
tain 40 acres. Grange Camp can hardly be called a railroad station, for the 
reason that there is no agent and no traius stop unless they are signaled. There 
is no business of any kind carried on exceptfor one week in the year when the 
fairis being held. In about one-fourth of a mile live two brothers, A, C. Will- 
jams and Franklin Williams, They are farmers and Jive in the same yard. 

The two Williams brothers and their families were the only regular patrons 
of the Grange Camp post-office, This is not only shown by a persona! obser- 
vation (for Í walked over the ground from Dunn Loring to Vienna), but is 
sworn to by both W. S. Swayze and Miss Minnie Swayze. (Exhibits Band C.) 
This does not include Swayze and his family, as they are not permanent, or 
Wedderburn and his family, as ey. only reside at Grange Camp during the 
summer, their residence being in Alexandria, Va. Mr. A.C. Williams, who is 
mentioned as having been one of the patrons of the Grange Camp post-office, 
is in fact and has been all the time a regular patron of the Vienna office, 

He informed me that he had a box in that office and had kept it for the past 
fifteen years. He had not changed it to Grange Damp rot two reasons; the first 
was that he did not know that the oflice at Grange Camp would be permanent 
and the second was that both his wife and himself were correspondents for sev- 
eral newspapers, and Vienna was known as their office, and he did not care to 
change it. told him his argument was very strong, showing that there was 
no necessity for the office at Grange Camp. (Special report under date of July 


Of the forty names signed to the petition upon which the post-office was es- 
tablished only fourteen were ever patrons. These were members of the fam- 
oat fha two Williamses and Wedderburn and those employed by them. (Ex- 

Ludwell H. Luckett, who was the only postmaster ever appointed at Grange 
Camp, swears thut he never received one cent of the emoluments of the office, 
and that he took the appointment simply through the request of Mr, Wedder- 
burn, who had been very kind tohim. (See Exhibit E.) The post-office at Gran 
Camp has been controlled by and run almost exclusively in the interest of the 
said Alex, J. Wedderburn; in fact, in a statement filed by him, which is here- 
with inclosed, he states that “it was known by every one that the office was 
created after careful investigation for my henefit.” Nearly ali the matter mailed 
at Grange Camp has been carried or shipped there by the said Wedderburn; 
stamps have been put upon bis mail without any payment therefor. He has 

ublished The National Farm and Fireside, a weekly newspaper, at Alexandria, 

Fa., and shipped it there by freight, from which office it was sent as second- 
class matter at the pound rates. A 

He sent large quantities of letters and circulars there to be mailed. Upon all 
of these the postage would be put at Grange Camp, and he paid for none of the 
stamps, thereby causing (I think innocently) the officials who were acting for 
him and in of the office to violate the act of Congress of June 17, 1473 (sec, 
174 P. L. and R), and violating, himself, section 5451 of the Revised Statutes ot 
the United States, in that he was paying a Government official (Miss Swayze) 
to commit a crime, or fraud, against the laws of the United States. Wedderburn 
would at the end of each quarter deposit a sum due the United States, as shown 
nyeoe uarterly statement. This is all he ever paid, He has, in my opinion, 
also violated section 5475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in that ho 
has used this Mee and the property of the Post-Office Department 2 
for his convenience, and has appropr' the same to his own use to the d 
ment of the Government and of the public service. 


1890. 
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Mr. Wedderburn has also solicited matter in the city of Washington to be 
mailed at Grangé Camp, stating that he received 60 cent, for so doing. (See 
statement made Mrs. Charlotte Smith, Exhibit F.) This she si to me, 
after reading it over to her several times, was absolutely correct, but refused to 
sign it and swear toit, saying she did not wish to get Mr. Wedderburn into any 
trouble. (Mrs. Charlotte Smith is the editor of a paper published in the city of 
Washington, known as The Working Woman.) 

The National Farm and Fireside, appar published by Mr. Wedderburn, to 
which reference has already been ie, been printed at Alexandria, Va., 
entered as second-class matter and mailed at Grange Camp, Va., and bearing the 
name of Washington, D. C., on the front page, seemingly for the purpose of creat- 
ing the impression that it was a Washington paper. 

As to the subscribers to The National and Fireside in a statement filed 
by Mr. Wedderburn (Exhibit G), he says his regular subscribers are 304. He 
sends to exchanges, advertisers, complimentary, and to the officers of State 
Granges 297, and to Congressmen and Senators 404, making a total of 1,005, 
These 404 to the members and Senators he claims are all paid for, but refused to 
say who paid forthem. It will therefore be seen from his own statement that 
he has just 394 actual, bona fide subscribers who take his paper and pay for it 
themselves. In an interview with Major Rathbone, Chief Inspector, on June 
20, Mr. Wedderburn stated that he never printed less than 2,000 copies of his 
peber und sometimes as many as 25,000 copies, All of the copies of The National 

‘arm and Fireside over and above those sent to subscribers, and the ones men- 


tioned above, are sent out as sample copies, and this is done every week, the 
sample copies always exceeding the subscription list. 

Since the discontinuance of the Grange Camp post-office, the National Farm 
and Fireside has been mailed at Alexandria, Va., under an order dated June 28, 
1890, signed by Hon. A. D. Hazen, Third Assistant Postmaster-General, On July 
5 he mailed 70 pounds purporting to be to subscribers, and on July 8 he 
253 pounds as sample copies,all addressed to ies in the State of Louisiana, 
so it will be seen that of this issue he mailed three and a half times as many as 
sample copies as he did to his subscribers, In sending out his paper as he 
it would seem to me that Mr. Wedderburn has clearly violated paragraph 4 
section 328, P. L. and R., the clause following raph 4 of section 331 P. L. 
eg 25 121 N 4of section 340 P. L. and R. (Special report under date 
of July 5 

My conclusions are that Grange Camp post-office should not be re-estab- 
lished; The National Farm and Fireside should not be permitted to be sent 
through the mails at second-class rates, and that Alex. J. Wedderburn should 
be prosecuted for the violation of sections 5451 and 5475 of the Revised Statutes 
of 8 States. fei 

am, very respectfully, 
r. 
J. D. Kise, Esq., 8 
Inspector in Charge, Washington, D. C. 


Exurerrs ry Case No, 121527, C, Grancre Camp, Va. 
A. 


LN 24MILES. * 


A. GRANGE CAMP. 
B. DUNN LORING, Eo. 

C. VIENNA, P Ò. 

D. MARYFIELD, Eo. 

E. OAKTON, P.O. 

E FAIRFAX C. H, E o. 

G. WEDDERBURN’S HOUSE. 

H. A. C. & F. WILLIAM S HOUSES. 
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Abdus 30, 


a January 18,1890, to June 25,1890, she took in cash in the post-office $2.59; 
‘that Mr. Wedderburn would send his mail matter, consisting of newspa\ E 
letters, and circulars, to the e by freight and individuals coming from 
Alexandria, Va., weekly, to be mailed at Grange Camp; that she ed her- 
self as in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn and did what he di 

the mail matter: ut on at Grange Cam 


quarter, when the quarterly statement was rendered the rtment, he would 
usually deposit the balance due, and that was all he ever paid. 

He never, in fact, paid for any of the stamps, either for his newspapers or for 
his letters or circulars; that soon after she took charge of the office she thought 


Witness: 
A. M. Swayze, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, at Grange Camp, Va., July 17, 1890. 
i s T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Office Inspector. 


C. 


W. S. Swayze, being first duly sworn, makes the following statement, to wit: 
That he now resi at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia; that he 
moved there from Prince William County, Virginia, December 14, 1 at the 
earnest solicitations of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, to assume charge of the Grange 
Camp fair grounds; that when he first came to Grange Sor u young man in 
the employ of Mr. Wedderburn, by the name of Graham Hill, was in charge of 
the post-office; that on 3 „ 1889, his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, and 
himself assumed charge of the ffice and were in cha: of the same 
until the office was discontinued June 25, 1890; that Mr. Wedderburn agreed 
topay Miss Minnie Swayze $10 per month for her services in running the post- 
office ; that the pos ce was run under the direction of Mr. Wedderburn; 
that he had entire control of it; that he sent his mail matter to the post-office 
regularly to be mailed by freight from Alexandria, Va., sometimes by persons 
coming from Alexandria to Grange Camp; that this mail matter cons of 
letters, circulars, and newspapers, sometimes in very large quantities; thatthe 
necessary postage was put on this mail matter at Grange Camp from stamps fur- 
nished by the Department; that his daughter objected to this unless the stam 
were paid for, and Mr, Wedderburn stated to him that it was all t; that the 
Department understood all about it; that during this time Ludwell H. Luckett 
was postmaster, he resided at Unison, Loudoun County, Virginia,and gave no 
attention to the office, haying nothing whatever to do withit; that his daugh- 
terand himself took charge of the office at the requestof Mr. Wedderburn, 
That on October 29, 1889, a settlement was had with Mr. Wedderburn, and he 
id $90 for nine months’ service for Miss Minnie in attending to the post-ofllce. 
that date he has paid nothing. That Mr. Wedderburn never paid for any 
of the stamps, the postage on his mail; that at the end of each quarter he would 
deposit the amount due the United States, and that was all he ever paid; that 
upon one occasion Mr. Wedderburn remarked that we ought to haye the Gov- 
ernment owing us sometimes; that the t-office at Grange Camp was on the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad, about three-fourths of a mile from the post- 
office at Dunn Loring, and 1} miles from the t-office at Vienna, and about 2 


miles nonon age ane a iiae hep ag 617 5 tat 38 
Camp and trains do not stop except upon being sign: it Ti r pa- 
ea é Williams, Franklin Winans, 


trons of the Grange Camp post-oflice were A. 
A.J. Wedderburn, and himeetf and their families, and these would be all ifthe 
office was again established. 

W. S. SWAYZE, 


Witness: — 
WX. J. MAXWELL, — 


Sworn to and subseribed hefore me in Washington, D. C., July 21, 1890. 
T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Office Inspector. 


D. 
Names to the petition filed in the Department April 17,1887, upon which the post-office 
vet at Grange Camp was established. * 
Names. [Present post-office. Remarks, 


Alexander J. Wedderburn... Washington and 


Alexandria. 
Mrs. I. S. Wedderburn 6 ~| Wife of Al. J. Wedderburn. 
Thomas B, Crittenden ......... West Point, Va. ae printer for A.J. Wedder- 
urn. 
John M, Fletcher. . Baltimore. Md. Do. à 
L. H. Luckett Unison, Va. .. Was at Grange Camp fonr 


months in the employ of 


Wedderburn. 
Mrs. Dr. Wedderburn...........| Alexandria, Va... Mother of A.J. Wedderburn. 
Gus Wedderburn. «| Washington and | Son of A. J. Wedderburn, 16 
- Alexandria, rome old when he signed 
ion. 


33 Williams 
4 ms "Fah 
Mrs. H. Wil — 


A. C. Williams ... 


. near G Camp. 

Son of Franklin Williams. 
Wife of Franklin Williams, 
Brother of Franklin Williams, 


Names to the petition filed in the Deparment April.17, 1887, elc.Continued. 


2 Fot known. 

— ts (ol. ). Vienna, Va. . Has been all the time. 
Bell col.) Da Do. 

Harriet (col 


. —j—— 


) Do. 
Dead: post-office was Vienna. 
3 Has been all the time, 
James Frey oni 3 — 
Francis Williams (col). Do. 
Andrew Williams (col.)........ Do. 
Frank Williams (eol.) . . . do . Do. 
George Brandt (coL)... n 
John E. Carter (col.) .. .| Vienna, Has been all the time. 
A. Hudson (coL) .. 


Oscar Not known. 
Henry Hudson (col.) | 


Susin Jackson (col.) 
Katie West (col.).. 


Dead; did live with A. C. Will- 
Has been all the time. 

Do. 

Do. 
Henry Nickens (col.) .... 


Maria Nickens (col.) ... 
Austin Crump .. 


Has been all the time, 
t Do. 
| Not known. 


do. 


George Beverly (col) mn Somewhere in Was at Grange Camp a short 
| _ Pennsylvania. time. 

The only signers to this tion that received their mail at the Grange Camp 

post-office were e two Williams families and Mr. Wedderburn and 


those in his employ, in all fourteen, 

This information was obtained from F. L. Brenizer, aster at Dunn Lor- 
ing, A.C. Staats, postmaster at Vienna,and Miss Minnie Swayze, assistant post- 
master at 8 Camp. 

Of the 40 petitioners, just one-half are colored people. 


E. 


In connection with the post-office at Grange Camp, Fairfax County, Virginia, 
Mr. Ludwell H. Luckett, the late postmaster, makes the following statement: 
That at the time of his appointment as postmaster he was living at Grange 
Camp. This was in the spring or early in the summer of 1887, That he con- 
tinued to reside atGrange Camp for a few months thereafter, Hethen moved 
to Unison, Loudoun County, Virginia, where he has since resided. Unison is 
about 25 or 30 miles from Grange Camp. When he left G: Camp in 1887 
John M. Fletcher, an employé of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, wasin charge of the 


post-office, 

After Mr. Fletcher left Grange Camp Mr, Graham Hill had 8 of the office. 
Hill was also in the employ of Mr. A. J. Wedderburn, After Hill, Mr. W. 8. 
Swayze and his daughter, Miss Minnie Swayze, have had of the post- 
office. That he has never had any direct benefit from the post-office; has never 
received any of its revenue; that he took the appointment atthe request of Mr, 
A.J. Wedderburn, who for several years na friend of his,and he was 
lad to be of service to him; that it was understood between himself and Mr. 

Vedderburn that Mr. Wedderburn was to have charge of the post-office, bay the 
expenses, and have what the office paid ; that Mr, Wedderburn always sopana 
whom he wanted to be in charge of the office and he had appointed them. athe 
has given the office no personal supervision since he left Grange Camp in 1887, 
That he knew Mr. Wedderburn was printing his paper in Alexandria and mail- 
ing it at Grange Camp, but he thought it was all right; in fact, had givenit very 
little thought, That he does not know how many patrons the office has had. 

After etamining the petition upon which he was appointed postmaster Mr. 
Luckett states that he does not know very many of them and does not know 
where they get their mail. Not having attended to the post-office in person, he 
is unable to say just when they get their mail or how many of them that were 
patrons of the Grange Camp office. After Mr. Fletcher charge of the office 
and before Mr. Hill took charge Mr. Thomas B. Crittenden had of the 
office for a short time; he was also in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn. That 
when he was appointed master he was in the employ of Mr. Wedderburn. 

Q. Now, Mr. Luckett, I desire to ask you plainly whether or not you and 
Mr. Wedderburn ever entered intoany agreement by which you were to take 
the appointment as postmaster and he was to look after the mailing of his 
matter and that of others, witha view ofincreasing the revenue for his benefit. 

A. No, I never entered into any such agreement, 

Q. Why did you take the e as postmaster? 

A. I took it pimply through the request of Mr. Wedderburn, who had been 
very kind to me, and I was glad to do anything I could for him in return, 

Q. Do you know how much money Mr, Wedderburn has made out of the 
post-office? 

A. I do not; bave no idea. 

Q. How long did you reside at Grange Camp? 

A. About four months, I think in 1887. 

Q. Did you and Mr. Wedderburn ever make any ment by which he 
was to pay the expenses of running the office and he to have the reyenue? 

A. No, we mide no such an agreement; but I supposed if there was any 
revenue he was receiving it. I never gave the matter a thought. 

Q. Did you know that the office was being used by Mr. Wedderburn soiely in 
his own interest, and that by bringing his mail from Alexandria to mail in the 
Grange Camp office he was defrauding the Government? 

A. Xo; I did not have any 8 of this, and if I had known of it I 
should have at once reported it. IfI known anything was wrong I should 
have at once let the Department know it. 

Q. Did you know that Mr. Wedderburn was using the stamps from the post- 
officeand not paying for them? 


A. I did not. 
L. H. LUCKETT. 
Sworn and subscribed to before nte, at Grange Camp, Na., July 2. 1800. 
* . M. NGTON, < 


Post-Ofice Inspector. 


terest of pure ul ore and subminis am abgames ete 

rn came to her that she have her address printed and dis- 
tributed throngh the mails, saying at the time that he would pay $ 
this she do and went to r , ete. ; that 
she 3 and sent oft one lot by mail; that when 
she presented the bill to Mr. edderbura he sensed 10 get and to 

n gi as his reason that he desired 
tha: 8 t. L a aaie T7 them ——— 

t ho could N 0 ; 
that he did not want her to mail any more, but to give them to him; that after 
this she did give him one lot to and he took away with him—about 
two hund letters. 


July 16 I caled upon 
with Attached, to me. 


I called again on July 19 and her and made to 
swear to the same, sarabally. tó 


balance he owed her. She was quite abusive in 
officials, from the Postmaster-General to the charw 


Jury 19, 1890, 


Wasurscros, D. C., July 7, 1590. 
An accurate count of my mail-book shows as follows: 


8 and rer br ies aches 
fficers of State granges .. 


ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, * 
Publisher National Farm and Fireside, 


Statement made by Alex. J. Wedderburn, June 20, 1890, in chief inspector's office. 

Alex. J. Wedderburn, editor and isher of The National Farm and Fireside, 
called at my office to-day and made the following statement: 

ar rasa Fe am perfect! „ute rege i ore that. I had at Teast 2 evden 

y willing to go into one u- 
sand 3 henda subscribers on my book, and N number of sub- 
scribers all over the United States. It puts me in ana 

Mr. RATHBONE. There is one thing I do not understand, and I would like to 
— 24 explain it to me, and I am glad that you have called, 

Post-Office Py packers aE appointed a postmaster down there some two or 
9 who resides 51 miles away from G Camp; he has no con- 
trol over the office whatever; and ra employ some y down there—a Miss 
Swayze, I believe—to take charge of the office. You EE 
— 7 — until January, gen which time you have giving her house- 

rent in lieu of her services). This postmaster has no more control over that of- 
fice than a man in China; and you seem to be controlling it and running it, 
and, as I understand, you ‘get the profits. Am I ? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Les, sir. Let me toll you the whole : Icame here to 
this Department about three ears ago; I went to see Mr. Ha: 
clerk, I was introduced to him; I made a statement 0 him. I 8 First 
Assistant Postmaster-General. had letters of introduction to him, and told 
him very plainly that I was go! out there in the country and wunted to run 
this post-office, and that I wan Mr. L———, who was superintendent of the 

grounds and who was in my pet fies to be e appointed postma pope Pm He asked 


then made the ap- 
5 and he staid there about five or six months and whenhe went away 
Nr. Thomas B.C was appointed RAN TEn cng meg pete 
assistant and Mr, H made arrangements with Mr.S——— to 
and T run the hotel. I did not divide the profits, 
post-office he should get $10a month. I gave him 
pty p to the Isto Ist of January 


XE. I understand. further, ... ROE 
2 en . e brothers and that on one side na a post-office is 
three-quarters of a eis Rar ion clan morpha tie othe te Keb eae 


3 nearest 
Mr. 8 It is nine-tenths of a mile D unn Loring. It is about a 
e walk it, and by the railroad it! it isnine-tenths of a mile. 
at is the nearest post-office on the other side? 
Mr. WEDDERBURN. Vienna; about 2 miles by going around the road. 
Mr. Rarnnoxz. How many patrons are there of the Grange Camp post-of- 


Me. Werppreeves. I can not answer that, sir; I do not know, because I never 
had anything—. I started that flice I went — ‘in the neighbor- 
2 po you will find Koy at a pa eine — — 

ty (I started to say over forty, lam ve it was over y 

Mr Rarnnoxk. Patrons of that office? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN, I do not know how many of them got their mail there. 
The application was to have the post-office establis! there. 

ce is another point in connection with this: We have our Grange Camp 

iation fair, which runs for a week; — it is a very great advantage 18 

3 who come from all over the country to get their mail. In addition to 

That as Istated in nfy letter, I had all this Grange Camp literature to send out, 
and I sent it out accordingly. 

Personally 1 have not derived any benefit. This question arose under Mr. 
Haynie's supervision. They did exactly what you did; it is only a little differ- 
ent. You have taken up my paper and decided to abolish the office. I come 


here and I ask why? Would there be any objection to Mr. getting the 
per cent.? They said, No, I don't see that there is. 
Mr. RATHBONE W hat is your arrangement with Mr. 88 2 
5 Werppersvex. I have not any objection to telling y. in the world. 
ABET meta ig apnea warmest personal friends, A1 time he took 
the post-office he was superintendent of the place and the grounds and 
motored yer yey We did not propose to increase his salary. We ex- 


and him his I Seene = — if 
y him was . 
vou the t thro I have not made m 
„ RATHBONE. not à Why should you control this post- 
office yourself, and you have a man appointed postmaster who lives 51 miles 


away? 
Me. Wroprnnunx. He was not 51 miles away when he was a pant 
Mr. RATHEONE., Why did you not take the post-office yourself? Why did you 
not apply for it. è 


tmaster an bond, 
Kar some trouble, and I have been so busy y that I have not been able to attend 


Mr. RATHEONE. You make all the requisitions for senpa; as I understand ? 

Mr. Weppersvey. I have never done anything of that kind. Mr. Swayze, the 
assistant postmaster, makes all that. 

Mr. RATHEONE, You are the principal patron of that office? 

Mr. WEDDEREURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHRONE. Don't you knowas a fact that there are but two other people 
who get their mail at that office? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Indeed I don't sir. I think you are mistaken about that, 
sir, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Mr. RATHBONE. How do you send out this publication, The National Farm and 

e; do you send it at second-class rates? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Yes, sir; certainly, sir. 

Mr. Rarnnoxx. How many subscribers have meres? 

Mr. Weppersven. There are some 2,000 on books; I will say over 800. 

Mr. RATHBONE. How many sample copies do you send out month? 

Mr. Wropznaonx. When gress is not in session we send very few; when 
TTT 

Mr. Rarunoxn. How many do you think you have sent out in the past five 
or six months? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY., I could give you — SIRAT sir. One issue was 25,000, 
including our regular edition, as an extra ed 
7 —— D understand that you publish ish this paperin Alexandria, You 

vein 

Mr. WEDDEEBURN. Yes, sir; I live in Alexandria about five months and in 
Grange Camp about seven months; and I have an office in Alexandrina. 

Mr. RATHBONE., Where do you print your paper; in Alexandria? 

Mr. Weppersves. I print my paper there. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You havea lock- in the post-office at Alexandria? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, I have a lock-box there. 

Mr, RATHBONE. Also in Washington? 

Mr. WEDDERBURXN. Ves. 

ao Rarueoxe, Have you an office in Washington? 


Mr. WEDDERBURY, I have no business office in „Washington. The idea is to 
get an agricultural paper. We put the place on Washington,“ and that was 
taken up by the Attorney-Gen and they decided this is— 

= THRONE, Aan Somes ke this? 


Ih that that could be chan; 
post-office there, and I do not think it would be a ve! 


matter to do that. 

Mr. RATHBONE, My information is on an — * aus that there are only 

a patrons of the o outside of yourself. Ifthat true, there is no occasion 
ora 


Mr. WEDDERBURYN. Suppose, for instance, I have got mail there; I am sending 
it off there 

Mr. RATHBONE. You publish a Raper in Alexandria; now why not mail it 
there? Why do you send them by express down to Grange p to mail 

em 

Mr. Wepperscrs. For the simple N ou want ~~ know that—the last 

months we have had a li p. To print my — 

there in the winter-time requires a ig that . nok got, Itreq 
building with —— You tae not run a press in cold weather without poet 
and that was the only reason the printing ting office was moved to Alexandria, and 
as soon as this rm Did Yo has— 


Mr. RATHBONE. ever — . this 83 in 
r six months, Maro unf tive fe following Febru- 


Mr. WEDDERBURS, 
“yi postage 
r. RATHBONE. You have to the same amount of at Gra: 
that you would in Ale: ‘Alexandria? es 
Nr. 7 ddiin al is th nsportation of the 
r. THBONE, expense © ira on r 
from Alexandria to Grange Camp? 18 
Mr. WEDDERBURN. I am not bothered about that, sir, Iam willing to mail 
this paper in Alexandria, 
Mr. RATHBONE, It looks to me thatthe maintenance of a post-office at Grange 
Camp is almost exclusively for the convenience of one patron—just the one 


— 
Mr. WEDDERBURYN. It is very largely, It may be so, sir; but it seems to me it 
las been for the benefit of our whole order in the U United ted States, 

Mr. RATHBONE. Would it not be cheaper for you to mail —— publication at 
Vienna, which is only a mile away? you not haul it from Camp Grange 
to Vienna cheaper than from Alexandria? X; 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. No. sir; because we can baul it from Alexandria for 8 cents 
a hundred if we had to get it, and from Vienna it would cost me more, 

Mr. RATHBONE, Aninspectorof this Departmentexamined these publications, 
and in his opinion they were unmailable at the rates 5 were sending them, 
and report was made to me: I in turn referred it to saben vey di Erak 
master-General, and the Third Assistant holds that it is unmailable; 
soa recommended that this publication be excluded from the W chat 

post-office be abolished, and that recommendation was concurred in by the 
Third Assistant, who excluded this publication from the mails, and it was con- 
a in by the First Assistant, who abolished theoffice. That isthe status of 
* TS. 

Mr. Weppersves. In regard to the office, I . that will have to be 

taken up with the First Assistant Postmaster- General; but in regard to the 

=p of my r. [donot think that has anything todo with the post-office. 
I submit a paper for consideration. There isa C1 
lished for seventeen years, The first day of May this year it has been published 
for seventeen years, I have subscribers for the whole of that time, and the 
Government steps in bere and snys—— 

Mr. RATHBONE, The Government has the right to determine what mail shall 
be conveyed in the mails and what shall not; or, in other words, the law pro- 
vides that certain ae shall not be carried in the mails except at cer- 
tain rates, And the law has decided that the 8 this case is probib- 
ar the law at the rates you have been pn 
EDDERSURN. Isa paper publishing a E biff before Congress against the 
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Mr. RATHBONE. I do not know what the particular point about this paper is. 
Mr, WEDDERBURN. This is a very serious thing It is a question of thousands 


-of dollars to me. I would not take $5,000 for my paper to-day. I simply want 


to say that I will be very much obliged to you if you will let me send my paper. 

I can not stop matter of that character. 
Mr. RATHBONE. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General had sample copies 

of your paper before him, and he decides that it should be excluded from the 

peal. pa and has done it. He is the man for you to labor with. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I do not know what to do. I do not want to go up to the 
Capitol and get men to come here. I certainly will have to bring suit; I can 
not afford that. The Government has got no by ag 

Mr, RATHBONE. You are publishing a papir. ere that the Department has 
decided is unmailable at the rates you have n sending. 

Mr. Wepprrsury. Refer to the law; I mean the clause on which you made 
9 e Here I am, a citizen of the United States, doing nothing illegit- 

mate. 

3 — RATHBONE, If vou are doing an illegitimate business, you must expect 
Mr, WEDDERBURN, My dear sir, Iam not doing an illegitimate business. 
Mr. RATHBONE. That is a question to be determined. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I have read that section (328) over very carefully, and I 
can not see——,. Our whole thing is information of a public T; cer- 
lalnly of the best character. We are publishing matter bere that no other pub- 
lication in the United States discusses, and if there is anything illegitimate in 

Lam absolutely unable to see what it is. 

Mr, RATHBONE. This section provides that “ Nothing herein contained shall 
be so construed as to admit to the second-class rate regular publications de- 
signed primarily for advertising purposes, or for free circulation, or for circula- 
tion at nominal rates.” 

Mr. WEDDERBUERN, That paper is a dollar a year; you can get papers all over 
the country for a dollar a year. 

Mr. RATHBONE. As to the question of excluding from the 8 will have 
to see the Third Assistant Postmaster-General ut that, as he full charge 
of that. These copies I should be very glad to keep and look over. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, I would be very glad to have you keep them here where 


I can have them, 
(Mr. Wedderburn left here; returned at 3 o'clock p. m. the same day, and 
made the following additi statement.) 


Mr. WEDDERBURN. I wanted to be allowed to send the paper out this week. 
I ean not see the decision in this case would affect the paper at all; I can not 
believe that, I would like very much to be allowed to mail them. 

e 8 I can not understand why you do not mail that paper in 
exandria. 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN, I asked the gentleman, and he told me that it would not 
be allowed to be mailed at any point. 

Mr. RATHBONE, The 3 snag is unmailable, as you have been mailing it. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. How can you hold that? 

Mr. Rarnnoxx. It is an advertisin 
connection with this popor 

Mr. WEDDERBURY. It belongs to John J. Nicholson & Sons, of Baltimore. I 
run it for them. 

Mr. RATHBONE. There was something said about your advancing the passage 
of this lard bill with the view of getting an appointment in the Agricultural De- 
partment. What was there about that? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. That is funny, Has a man got the right to advance a 
measure that he believes right or wrong; has he got the right to advance a 
measure which is before Congress? 

Mr. RATHBONE. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WeppExsuRN, I have had an appointment under the present Administra- 
tion to write a book. The Committee on Agriculture 9 8 a 
2 to increase the appro tion on account of the work that Idid. Ithink 

. Rusk will take my part in that. 
Mr. RATHBONE. Are you not publishing this paper for the purpose of getting 
an ag teen nel 
EDDERBURN, No, sir. 
Mr, RATHBONE. Do you not expect to get an appointment under the bill? 
Se a prena natenn Yo, sir; if the food bill ever passed I hope to get an ap- 
en 

* RATHBONE, That is the Paddock bill? 

Mr. WEDDERBURS, Ves, sir; and you have not seen very much about that in 
my paper, 

Mr. RATHBONE, On this pan I am clear, thatthere should not be a post-office 
at Grange Camp, because I know from a personal investigation by one of my 
men that there are only two patrons of that office. 

Mr. Weppersvry, Iam go to find out about that, and will let you know. 

Mr. RATHBONE. But I have already investigatedit. There are only two pa- 
trons, nam 

Mr. Weppereven. Those are two brothers named Williams. 

I do not want to raise that question at all. Iam looking out for my paj 
my property—now; I am not asking any questions about the Grange p 

t-o! 
8 RATHBONE. There is one thing I would like to soans into a little more 


gpaper. Tell me something about your 


specific, and that is your ent with Mr. Luckett, postmaster. You 
had some arrangement with him by which he was to be postmaster in name 
and you postmaster in fact, 


Mr. WEDDERBURN. Not at all; so far as the receipts of the office are con- 
cerned, yes. When Mr. Luckett was appointed, he was the clerk, just as there 
are at most of these small resorts. He received some 

Mr. RATHBONE. How long was that? . 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Three years ago. - 

Mr. RATHBONE. And he has not been there for nearly three years? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY. He leſt in about four months after that. 

Mr, RATHBONE. Say about two years and eight months he has not been there. 

Mr. WEDDERBURY. No, sir; he has been there occasionally. 

Mr, RATHBONE. What part of the work of the office do you perform, if any? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. I have never looked at a single boo, except at the end of 
the quarter I have asked him to show me their reports. I have never looked 
at the books to compare, They told me when he first went there that I could 
not even go into the post-office; that was one of the rules, that nobody except 
the postmaster, his assistant, and clerk could go into the post-office, 

Mr. RATHBONE. How do you get your stamps from that office? 

Mr. WeEppERBURN. We send the papers there, and they stamp them and can- 
cel them. Very often I have sent 200 or 300 or 500 papers into the office already 
stamped; often [ send papers into the office and they stamp them. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You pay for the stamps afterwards? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. They render you bills for the stamps? 

Mr. Wrppersven, Ves. sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. How often? 

Mr, WEDDERBURN. About once in three months. 

Mr. RATHBONE. So you for your stamps that you have used previously— 
„ sir. Un! in anoth ti I 

r. WEDDERSURN,. Yes, sir. niess, another way—sometimes I stam 
them, and get them te—— “A p 


Mr. Raxunoxx. But as a rule you send your matter to the office, they stamp 
them, and, about three months later, you pay them for the stamps? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN,. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. The reason why Iask you somany questions is that it seems 
to be a very peculiar transaction. There is nota parallel with this case in the 
history of the Department. 

Mr. WEDDEERBURYN. The same thing came up here under the Department be- 
fore. They raised the question as to whether you had a right to Fide me the 
office, and I said, if you get your money it does not make any difference who 
gets the office—just so the Government gets its due. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You have all the benefits and emoluments of the office under 
your arrangement with Mr. Luckett? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY, Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Your arrangement with Mr. Luckett is—— 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. That I am to pay the 5 

Mr. Ratusoxe. And your arrangement with Luckett is that the stamps are to 
be ordered from the Department in his name? > 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. For the post- oflloe 

Mr. RATHBONE, You say he renders you a bill? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Whenever he wants it he renders a bill. He usually ren» 
ders it every three months, and I pay it. 

Mr. RATHBONE. For instance, at the end of the quarter he sends you abill for 
$500, and you send him a check for that amount? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN, There is no intention to do anything wrong in the world, 
and I do not think there has been; but I do not want question of a post+ 
ote 2 Sy cr that blish Ale: 

r. RATHBONE, It seems very strange to me you pu a paper in Alex- 
andria and you box it up and ship it by “gt seer cost, to Grange Camp, and 
there you mailit. Why don't you mail it Alexandria? There must be 
some inducements for you to go to additional expense 

og bcs aaron — x 4 the 3 of — 7 5 ‘we 

r. RATHBONE. Then the inducement for you ip your paper range 
Camp is that you derive the revenues of the office? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Certainly, sir; certainly, sir, There is no other thing. 1 
have certain claims upon the pisos (Grange Camp), and intend ultimately to 
buy it. IfI do buy it, I intend to put up an office and print my paper right on 
the ground. 

Mr. RATHEONE, Grange Camp is a railway station? 

Mr. WEDDERBURS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHEONE. You have no station agent there? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Do the stop there? 

Mr. WEDDERRBURN. Yes? sir. 

Mr, RATHBONE. You have to signal every train that stops? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Yes, sir, 

Mr. RATHBONE. How large a place is Grange Camp; how many acres? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, We have 40 acres in the camp proper; then I have my lit- 
tle house besides. There are about 43 acres; then we have, ‘besides that, a piece 
of property, We have got a nice place anda place that will ulti y be 
considerable of a piace. 

Mr. RATHBONE. How far is Grange Camp from Alexandria? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Thirteen miles. I can get an agent there if I want him, 
except for the fact that we haven’t got a man that we can trust to do the work 
in proper shape. So I have not asked for one. 

Mr. RATHBONE. There is nothing for an nt to do there? 

Mr. WEppERBURN, Oh, yes; during the a 

The post-office being moved is going to hurt me. 

So far as your saying there are only two people there, there are Dna Will. 
iams and his wife; Mr. S ze, who gets a eal of mail; my ly gets 
good deal of mail and sen: olf a good deal. We have got two or three serv- 
ants, whose family lives in Baltimore, and Dyg get a deal of mail; then 
there is Mr. Johnson's family. Say there are five families. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Do you suppose it would average a dozen letters a week ? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Yes, sir; more than that. 

Mr. RATHBONE. The Pést-Office Department can hardly afford to establish 
and maintain an office to accommodate two or even one-half dozen families. 


Mr. 

— ng you have a lock-box in Washington, where you get nearly all your 
mail. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. RATHBONE, I notice in one of your papers you speak of the contest be- 
ae ret twang of the Big Four, a man named Kimball, and yourself. Who 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN, He is the gentleman who represents the pure-lard le 
in this district. 2 P = 

Mr. RATHBONE. The matter of admitting your pa; to the mails you will 
have to settle with the Third Assistant, Inthe opinion of our inspector it was 
not proper to be mailed. ` 

Mr, WEDDERBURN, Let me tell you I do not want to get into a wrangle. All 
I ask, as a matter of equity, is that I be allowed to send off this issue of the 

per, which wal po to mail. I do not think there ought to be any in- 
fabian in stopping That is a downright cost to me—so many dollars and 
cents. But 2 of course, to deal with the case before the Postmaster - 
General, and I have no idea that they are going to stop my paper. I can not de 
that. It hurts my propensi 

Mr. RATHBONE, Did I understand you tosay this morning that your bona fide 
subscription list is about 500? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. I said that it exceeded 500. 

Mr. RATHBONE. About how much is it, do you think; 600? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, We never print less than 2,000 copies. You ask me aques- 
tion that I can not answer without my books, I presume it is 1,200 or 1,500, 
We say itis over 500, But the regular circulation of the paper I know is 1,560— 
that is the regular edition of the paper. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You often printas high as 15,000? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No, sir; I do not know anything of the kind. I have 
printed 5,000 several times. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Why do you poas them—in advocacy of this bill ? 

Mr, Weppersury. Yes, sir. To circulate m 

Mr. RATHBONE. What particular interest has your backer Nicholson ? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, He just backs me financially. He has nothing to do with 
that. He is backing me as a financial enterprise. You do not seem to compre- 
hend. The National Grange have inact certain things; those things I ad- 
vocate in my paper. I do not advocate anything else that could get into my 
ban for any consideration. 

. RATHBONE. Is the National Grange financially back of this publication? 

Mr. WEDDERBURXN. No, sir. 


I hope to get an office under this. I got $1,000 from Uncle Sam 
for writing a book last year. I get — from my advertisements. I sell 
quite a number of these papers. Members o Sone ves ey Sooty perissa the 
hundreds. The National Democrat, the Gazette, and all those papers, when- 


ent? 
‘edderburn publishes 
his paper in Alexandria; he ships it down to Grange Camp, and there he mails 


nothing. 

Mr. — Excuse me, I don't. Understand me. About the paper 
being shipped to Alexandria: I told the gentleman, the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General’s chief clerk—I told him that so far as the paper was concerned 
I was perfectly willing to mail it from Alexandria. But in re to the mail- 
ing of the Fireside, I don't care whetlfer it is mailed here or m Alexandria 
or from Grange Camp; that is immaterial, We won't discuss the question of 
the Fireside. It is only a question of Gra Camp. There are certain rea- 
sons (irrespective of any profit that may come to me) that Iam very anxious to 
keep the post-office there. y 

Mr. RATHBONE. That reason is personal to you? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. No, sir; not at all. The first and foremost reason is that 
we have this Grange Camp Association there every year. People have been 
coming there from Pennsylyania, New York,and Ohio, now, for three or four 
years. That is the first reason on which the post-office is established, 

Mr, RATHBONE. That meeting only lasts abouta week. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Another reason that I want the —. It helps to give me 
the revenue. We have been, as I told you the other day,in litigation. That 
will be settled in a month or six weeks. 

Mr. RATHBONE. I can not see how any litigation with private parties will af- 
fect your paper. $ 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Well, you see we want to sell some lots there. 

Mr. RATHBONE. The Post-Office Department can not lend itself to any plan of 


that kind to sell lots, 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I am mentioning that as the reason why it has not been 
built 5 Every farmer in Fairfax County is interested in that as well 
as myself. 
ptr AGNEW, Mr. Wedderburn has his own registered mail amounting to over 

a year. 

Mr. WEDpERBURN. There are twenty-five people who get their mail there 
regularly, instead of two. I could not tell you the other day, because I did not 
know. Icould not answer that, I never interfered with the details of the office 
in any shape or form. 

Mr. RATHBONE., Let me tell you why I asked you those questions: because 
the inspector's report indicated that there were but two families who get their 
mall there. It struck me that you would know how many patrons there were 
in that office. You control the office. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. Don't you recollect that I told you, when the office was 
established there; Mr. Fletcher, who was then acting as postmaster, said no- 
body shall have anything to do with these books, except three people, the post- 
master, the assistant postmaster, and his clerk; I told you, sir, with all due re- 
spect, although I am your clerk, that you can not have anything to do with the 
post-office or books, or anything of that kind. As to the individual benefit de- 
rived from it, I bave my own mail, my “ Fireside" mail, and the mail of the 
Grange Association; although I get no benefit of the Grange Camp Associa- 
tion. All of that you will find—— 

Mr. RATHBONE, You are controllin: 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. I am perfectly willing to es that up. 

Mr. RATHBONE. You get all the revenues of the office, That office is run in 
the interest of one man? 

Mr. WEDDERBSURN, So far as the money is concerned. 

Mr. RATHBONE, It is an office to accommodate one man. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. That has been done all over the country. 

Mr. AcNew, I have noticed, since I have had anything to do with these 
things, that they are constantly establishing offices upon application of fifteen 
or twenty people. They don’t appear to care much about distances. What I 
wanted to get atis, if there is any one there willing to take the position for 
what it may be worth in cancellation. Is there any objection on the part ofthe 
sani ee Department to having an office there when it does not cost them 
anything? 

Mr. Weppersury, lam igre Ph opti to— 

Mr. AGxew. Then don’t you think they ought to abolish a good many offices? 

Mr, RATHBONE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. WeDDERBURN. Vienna is a large office. 

Mr. RATHBONE. Let me say this about the exclusion of your paper from the 
mails. That isa matter that the Third Assistant Postmaster-General controls 
exclusively, Ihave nothing to do with that. The i tor’s report was re- 
ferred to me, in which he concluded that this paper, giving his reasons, should 
be excluded from the mails. The Third Assistant Postmaster-General con- 
sidered this question, and did exclude it three or four days ago. Yesterday he 
held that order in abeyance. You know that. 

Mr. Weppersurs. When I was here, he said he would allow the last issue 


to go. 

Mr. RATHBONE., Now, in the matter of the abolishment of the post-office, from 
= investigation of the matter, by conference with you, and from the 
or’s report, I am clearly of the opinion that that office should be abolished. 

Mr. AcxEw. Eliminating it from any connection with The Farm and Fire- 
side, is there any objection to a post-office at that place? 

Mr. RATHBONE, I do not think there ought to be one there. There are three 
post-offices within two miles and a half. 

Mr. Adxkw. I think if you would follow it up you would abolish a great 
many. 

Mr. RATHBONE. I think we ought to abolish them in like cases. 

Mr. Weppersvury. Is it fair that this post-office, sending as much mail as it 
does, should be abolished? That is the plan so faras the paper is: that is all right. 
When I go back to Alexandria I will send it from the post-office there. I will 
apply for entry in the -office at Alexandria. I come to Washingon inthe 
morning; I stay here; I get back to my place in the evening, and I write my 
letters there at night. 

Mr. RATHBONE, Exclude from this class the amount of mail that you send 
out, what would be the amount of mail that is shipped from that office? 

Mr. WEDDERBURN, Outside of my own mail there would be over $100. 

Norr.—An actual count shows receipts of office, outside of Wedderburn's 
mail, for the year 1889, to be $11.59.) 

Mr. RATHBONE, I doubt it. 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. Mr. Williams had told me positively that he had personal 
mail amounting to over 

Mr, RATHBONE. What business is he in? 

Mr. WEDDERBURYN. His wife is a correspondent of a newspaper. 
off manuscript very ergy: The Grange Camp Associa’ 
about between $60 and $75. 


the office, 


They send 
tion maii a quantity of 


Mr. Rarnnoxx. From the information I have it is clear that that office should 
be abolished, 


Mr. AcxRxw. Don't you think that order might be held up? 

Mr, RATHBONE. Well, I don’t know. 

Mr, AGNEW, I don't doubt there are 

Mr, RATHBONE. J tell you plainly, I am against the re-establishment of the 
post-office. What the Postmaster-General will do, Ido not know. 

Mr. AGxEw. Mr. Wedderburn is entering that paper with heading that was 
drawn in Department. 

Mr. WEDDERBURN. The whole question was raised and decided in my favor. 

Mr. RarmBoxe. You say that Swayze made a complaint here? 

Mr. WEDDERBURY, No. As I told you the other day. I think those at the 
bottom of it are the Fairbanks and Armours, Those fellowsare fighting me, 
0 RATHBONE. You say that the lard fight is at the bottom of the whole 

g? 

Mr. Wepprrscrs. I know that, 

Mr, RATHBONE. You are against Armour, evidently. 

Mr. Wepprrsvey. I am against him, and I am worse against him now than 


I was before. 
4. J. Wedderburn to the editor of the Star. 
EDITOR Star: 
When I called yesterday and asked for your author as to the statement relating 
to Gee 2 t-oftice and the attempted supression of the National Farm 
and Fireside 


‘ou kindly Ber paar a correct statement of the matter. I desired 
to make a plain and true statement, free from heat, which in this weather and 
under the circumstances I find hard to do. 

To be charged with fraud in the matter of the Grange Camp post-office and the 
acho of the National Farm and Fireside by joen iay — wri under in- 

formation given out by the postal authorities, might be passed by with indiffer- 

ence and contempt were it not for the circumstances connected with the matter, 
which throw around it the astonishing facta that the authorities have been 
duped into lending themselves to one of the most ng pieces of lobby work 
that were ever Re trated in the United States, thereby violated not only the 
Constitution, which guaranties a free press and free speech, but have attempted 
to rob me of my property without warrant of law and to cover up their blunder 
have gone so far as to try and rob me of my good name. 

The facts in the case are as follows: 


FIRST AS TO GRANGE CAMP POST-OFFICE. 


Some threo years ago I moved from Baltimore to Grange Camp, Va., on the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad, and requested that a post-office be at that 
place, as my was large enough to justify the establishment. protest was 
entered by the nearest post-office and an investigation ordered, but as thirty or 
more citizens requested the office, and it was recommended by the N ae ABO 
from my district and several others, the request was 3 and Mr. L. H. 
Luckett, whom your informant is — to style a farm 2 who in reality 
is a highly educated and an honorable gentleman and who at time was super- 
intendent of the camp kronan was appointed pre The fact of his being 
really in my employ was stated at the time, and it was known by every one that 
the office was created, after careful investigation, for my benefit, as page other 
offices are created for the benefit of others who have large mails. I may add that 
my mail consisted of my paper, my regular 3 my nes as 
the chief legislative officer of the State Grange of Virginia, and also as an officer 
of the Grange Camp Association; also the mail of the association and of its many 
visitors during exhibition week. 

My mail was and is in a great measure not of a personal character, bht for the 
benefit of the farmers of my own State, and also for those of the whole country. 

Had not these facts been fully understood at first they were 80 
stood in a few months, because an inspector of the Post-Office Department came 
to the camp and made a report, upon the basis of which the post-office was abol- 
ished. I went to Washington and asked the canse, and was told that the order 
sar 3 because I was receiving the benefits of the office and that I was its 
chief patron. 

To which I simply replied by reminding the officer, Mr. Haney, chief clerk of 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General (and a n of my application on 
file in the De ment and also asked him what it to the Government if 
they were paid all that was due them who got the profits of the a 
the postmaster was satisfied. The office was immediately re-estab and has 
continued until the present order. 

There has been nothing illegal connected with it from beginning to end, unless 
it be the removal of Mr. Luckett, and that was known at the Department at the 
time of the first suspension. 

As to the profita of the office they have not paid the expenses up to the present 
year, as the rental and clerk hire has cost more than the returns, 

Such is the basis of this charge of fraud by me on the Government, and as stated 


above is made to cover up the attempted 3 of my in the interest 
of the gigantic lobby, headed by W. W. Dudley, which is to defeat the 
Conger lard bill. 


The following are the facts connected therewith : 

The Fireside has been a thorn in the side of the Fairbank-Armour-Dudley lobby 
for three years. It has fought them with unremitting ardor, and at every turn 
exposed their tricks and routed them. Two committees of Con in the Fif- 
tieth and Fifty-first Congress, have reported favorably the lard bill presented by 
Mr. ConGgr, thus sustaining and supporting z my ion. 

The National Grange, P. of H., have indo’ ie measure three times. 

Numerous State, county, and local ges have indorsed the bill. Thousands 
= tens of thousands of petitioners have sent in, through me, their petitions in 
its favor. 

This lobby has boasted that it would spend $100,000 to defeat the . bill, 
and has tried to incite sectional and race prejudices to the same end, all of which 
I have exposed, and by constant hard work have met these men 
2 at every turn up to the present time. Personally I claim no merit for this, 
or 


Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel just,” 


and the position I snstained and advocated was simply that every tub of lard in 
this great country should be rly branded, and that the Chicago millionaires be 
not allowed to defraud the public by selling under a false brand a mixture com- 
posed of God knows what. 

= epee 8 now for 3 8 8 

anew bond was sent range Camp go y the l unaa 
Mr. Luckett, to whom I wrote requesting him to come and attend to 1 

June 5 I learned that the post-office inspector visited Grange Camp. 

June 6 I received a letter from Post-Office Inspector F. M. Arrington request- 
ing me to call on him, which I did on that day or the day after. Mr. Arrington 
asked me questions covering the above statements as to Grange Camp office, to all 
of which I replied truthfully and fully, and referred him to the pa; on file. In 
regard tomy paper he simply asked if I did not print it in Alexandria and mail it 
at Grange Camp. which I told him I did. It never occurred / me that any attem 
was to be made to exclude my paper from the mails, and I paid little attention 
the investigation regarding the ofice. Mr. ngton requested me to call on him 
again the following week before he made his report, for what purpose he did not 
say. I did not, however, do so until after my paper had been denied the mails, 
and then he was out. 
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ed This statement 
instead -of Vir- | the statement given out by the Post-Office Department, and not from any 


OFFICE or THIRD ASSISTANT PostTMasTen-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 17, 1890. 


Grange Camp, Va.: re 
.... uns been decided by 
this office, after due consideration of 6 
„„ puy eripere apr ager mat, ragadna npr payini i 


eee section 328, Postal Laws and Regula - 
of the action of the 


— 


“A. D. HAZEN, 
“Third Assistant Fortmaster- General. 
Inne 20, I called on 
. He referred me to 
connected with 


enon are directed to 
to 


3 of sample 


e foe the vary 


hat the law was ublishers to increase their sub- 


aioe — fio vory lengthy conversation in —— 2 of 


ete. o TTT 


e 
SF or popr sareei W. W. Dudh: 
_ A third reason was given a 


5 


ready to mail. Iasked 


their vengeance qn oun through 


Fund — usliell Aes General Hazen 
at the paper was printed in Alexandria and published 


to the chief clerk and told him my paper 
So 


rep aeea official 


— — 


ies the facts are, and can 


—— with — ‘politically, 


These italics are mine (those below are the De I have made them 


previous and 
— oe it hadi 


+See 1 — —— with this gentleman. Tt upsets 
mm, u 
bis ä 


has been forced from ee er anthor of 
‘personal 


desire to gain a little cheap notoriety. 


Post-Orrrce DeranTMext, 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD AssistaxT PosTMasten-GExERAL, 
Washington, D. O., June 20, "890, 


net fn vary i amag kee ap ber prising a mm a egy i e return herewith the 

report of Pi relative to . 

Farm and Fireside, 3 and of the 

Eee 5 y ofa. ri mado on, tho 2a of March, ten ta Past 
ice i e i 


by th areny state of — at . org 

report Inspector Arrington. seems that ly after the reoeip’ 

office of Inspector 's report, name! v, on March 20, 1888, a copy of 
5 a recommenda- 


2 edderburn, publisher 
of The National sand 3 for the entry: of that at Camp, 
Va., and for the entry Va., of what is the V: edition 
of the National 8 pad nde, ; and, although this office is not aware of an 
fraud in connection with these 9 Way be that upon investi- 
gation fraud will be diseevered. 1 should be gladio have you ‘investigate 
the status of the Virginia edition of The Nation u Farm and Fireside, with the 
view of 8 it is advisable to exclude it from the mails as second- 


There. is {a stil another it seems, Alexandria, 
ya ti Ba fs. Wedderburn, the status of 5 
also paper showing sales, cancellations, commissions 
C of 1887 to the fourth 


to in 
In rs guegrser~ 4 to you the 5 papers I beg leave to call at- 
tention to the * 5— 
r r th 33 = 17, 1878, in — 215 — ep 
vio e 0 une 17, g 
oe The National F. Al 


ing 

8 and which would seem to be in this case of sufficient gravity to war- 

Fant eimina eatigation is Z e n bo glad to he ap ESEA 
inv com ve comm’ 0 

the result to this office. r= 

Yours very respectfully, 


A.D. HAZEN, 
Third ilini Sooo, General; 


E.J. — 
oat-Opice Inspector, 9 D. C. 


t 
ae eee Sor admission of publication at tie second-class rates of postage. 
vere ty the publinber ot publishers of eres) required to be made out and 
answered by the publisher eet of every new publication presented for 
Aae by the publisher 


5 
Application is hereby made to have The National Farm und Fireside, a semi- 
mon Ag ponies oo gre AAO gh w gens aA DOANE TIOE 
postage, 5 3 it being given in the sworn answers to the subjoined 
orties. 


NATIONAL FARM AND FIRESIDE PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
Per ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Editor, 


er. 


1. Magazine or newspaper? 

A. New : 

2. How blished ? 

A. Ist and of each month. 

3. Where is the paper ted? 

3 Sis f th magazine! 

4 o are the proprietors of the or 

A. National Farm and Fireside Publishing 

5. Are they in any way interested, pecuniarily, in any business or or trade rapre- 
peat the he publication, either in the reading matter or or in the advertisements! 

so, what 

* 

6. Who are the editors of the publication and how is their compensation deter- 
2. Harte the oila, in business or trade represented 
A 1 an or 
by the publication, either e reading matter or in the the ađvertisementa? If so, 
shah is the interest? 

A. Mr. B Pacinos tn the paper, and has done se sinos 
8. | ; 


of 
Is your e the trade which it to represent 
Ee mehek pe the trade or is it considered as Topresuting the business inter; 
est of a special house in that Stade, whase prisspoucons an vertisemonts appear 


8 — 5 = is nota trade journal, but an agricultural one, circulated all over 
e Un ates. 

9. ee e TE DETE our is the interest of 
avy business house in the trad Ne 8 b. * 1 your 
design of making the Pro Fesnerat a journal representing 3 ting the trade ing 

10. Can any honsein good standing advertive in your publication ut the regular 
igre * 


Yes; glad to get all legitimate ads. 

11. Have any of the business houses which advertise in eee any 
interest (either by past connection or special contract) * respecting adver- 
tisements or subscriptions? And ifso, what ‘is that interest 

A. None whatever. 

12. What is the greatest number of copies furnished to any person or firm who 

in your tion? 


to num 
4. What number of do you tof each issue 
A e oonan 
15, . tees jets eubeealoes: (ike subscribers who pay 
their own money for the publication and receive it — Aer have yon tothe next 
issue of your paper? 
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A. About 1,800. 
as What is the subscription prio of yonr publication per ann 
17. sic many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 


mamber of specimen copies, with each issue, ds yee Mako 

8 

Pea: if tiny toga ne daar tk pica ta to send sample copies 
A. From masters and secretaries of granges in all the States, and by advertis- 

ing free sample copies. as 


ALEX. J. URN, 
Editor National Farm and Fireside. 


Sworn t d subscribed before me this 8th day of November, 1887. 
=a GEO. D. SCOTT, Notary Public. 


222 when properly a soning — Kr Gr rang other roots that may 
Eh 


other proofs that ma: 
be te offered. and with one copy mi the 2 ‘or th . imt mar LA of which the 
application is made. (See sections 333 and 334 334 of the Postal Laws and Regulations.) 


EXTRACTS FROM TRE POSTAL Laws AND REGULATIONS OF 1887. 


Sxc. 328. STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICS.—That the 8 upon which a pub- 
lication shall be admitted to the second class areas follo 
be issued at stated N as ee as ſour 
te of issue, and be numbered ne vely 


from periodical publications. 
Fourth. It 8 de originated and published —.— the SORA of informa- 


tion of a o character, or devoted to arts, or some 
ial industry, and tering x a legitimate list of — — Provided, however, 
‘that nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to admit to the second- 


class rate publications designed y for advertising purposes or for 
5 on m ig Nor ations dosigned primari pores (Act of March 3 3, „ 1879. 8 — 
20 Stats., 359. 


. B29. 8 OF JESUE.—The o roires 3 be shown 


by the pu blication itself and be within the statut semi-annuals 
— — matter. And it is only matter mailed at or arn re the time of its 
regular publication which is entitled to second-class — 2 of news- 
or periodicals published ae times must pa; in section 

Goi except that back numbers may sent to regular su E ADIBE RINA CAES 
as from monthly to 


„ may eraa, bat on 6 periods of 
— or vice veraa, t on such change 

— ge pd of entry accord: ingly. “rage wear arog and those of colleges 

and schools, otherwise within the en ra do not loso their right by suspension of 


during vacation. 
BEC. 833. APPLICATION FOR ADMISSION TO THE POUND RATES.—When a new 
3 is offered for ee at nerf rates at any post-office, the postmaster 
roceed as follows : 
uire the publisher, or ane of the 7 to make and ma eee 
wi two copies of the publication, sworn answers in writing to the following in- 
tories: (See ERRA above). 
f satisfied by the afidavit, the publication itself, and farther proofs offered, 
shat the ag the Department, admitting the pathic 2 permit, on a form to 
be fi by the on at the pound rates 


pending the d Jepartment as to its e e 

3. It u such evidence n$: sade Erre appear to be doubefii, he shall — 
a deposit at eg ri the issue offered for peat ee 
t blicat 


permi onditionally, pending d 
of the deposit over the pound rate to be refunded if tho Department ‘hall decide 
— the publisher is entitled to the pound rates. 

non-admissibility, be will refuse to admit, except at third-class 


If satisfied of 
se advising the publisher to appeal to the Department. 

5. In all cases rey forward to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
eee, — i cation, affidavit, and other proofs presented by the 
es 1 ...... 

ce ee. admission t, retaining ont copy of the pub- 
lieation, to be kept in his office for such comparison with future issues as may be 
„ B34. ENTRY OF SECOND-CLASS Seager el Third Assistant Post- 
— ‘ually decides the admissi! 


‘blications 7 
tions, and 

rina to = 5 orizo the | -A 

ter at the office to issue a certificate of entry therefor t- 

aut will thoreupor iste such certificate ae e eee the Department, | list 
publisher 3 u each. cation 

entered the words 1 bat. 8 matter. 

ar ag of such ao or thelr a without due entry 33 first 


Soon —ͤ— 
3 


that a publication has 
admission 


lication offered for mailin to ascertain that they do not vio- 
late thors rules prescribed by law for their N at the pound rate, and spe- 
v note: 
2 Whether the same are issned at stated intervals as frequently as four times 
r, and bear a date of issue, and are numbered consecutively. 
1 thoy are issued from a known office of publication. 
That they 5 ol printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather, 
ae 
4. Whether they are designed primarily for advertising purposes or freo circn- 
sae hether ee, mailed at the offi seinen in section 248, 
they are proper office, as section 
nathan sop ONO at the person, firm, or corporation publishing the same ap- 
ereon. 
7. Whether any other matter than legitimate supplements, as defined in section 
337, ia inclosed therewith. 
8. Whether any writing, print, mark, or sign, other than authorized by section 
256, 3 thereon or 
hether any advertisements not 2 attached are inclosed there- 
with, (See section 343.) 
10. When a after ad- 


postmaster has reason to evo that a publication has, 
mission to the pound rate, so manne 2 character as — to be Legal entitled 


sworn statement as to its list 6 
evidence within his 


karpa bia, ai gsar swith any other facts of 


Hi 
0 
Be 

3 


first day o any change made therein. 
346. SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDENCE PUNISHABLE.—That an 


3 
15 
1 

R 
Ji 
i ; 

a 

E 

: 
i A 

HI 
11 
E 
eet 
E 
E 


meanor, court of 
iction, shall for r every such offense be ere ne of not 
red more than five hundred dollars. (Act of Mareh 3, 1879, 


a 
fs 
8E 


[8214.] 
Application for admission of publication at the second-class rates of postage. 
[This hin per and the appended questions are required to be made out and 
answered by the publisher or pah hers of every new publication presented 
for admission at t eanas Phe postage.) 
ALEXANDRIA, VA., January 19, 1889. 


— is hereby made to havo the weekly edition of Kater naan ‘Farm and 
rieni weekly paper mere pine this Š rece admitted to the mails at the 
‘all particulars of it being given in the sworn.answers 


ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN & CO., 
Publisher 


3 rate of postage, fi 
to the subjoined interrogatories. 


— a or newspaper! 

— La 

e- 

A. Every Saturday. 

3. Where is the paper printed! 

E Whom F 

are e or ine? 

„Alex. J. Wedderburn & Co. mre eae 


. Are they in any way interested Bog ere ee in any business or trade repre- 
re 5 e reading matter or in the advertisements? 
© interest 


A. Alex. J. Wedderburn. By profit of paper. 

7. Have any in any business or trade tod 
age penta, v eitha the reading matter or in the al ? Ifso, 
W. 

A. No, 


A Is your publication regarded by the trade which it purports to represent as 
3 — of the trade, or is ie considered as representing the business in- 
— arson a a house in that trade, whose price - currents or advertisements 
appear 
T It is organ of Virginia State Grange. Don't represent interest of any busi- 
neas house. 


9. As a result of the publication of S 
any business house in the trade especlally ally advanced by 3 thetanding Y vies 
ey tae of making the publication a j 
. No, 


10. Can ga boc in good standing advertise in your publication at the regular ‘ 


pean ra 


fl. favs any of the business houses which advertise in your publication an 


interest (either by past connection or special contract) therein representin 
r And, it so, what is that interest? s 


the greatest number of copies furnished to person or firm who 
advertises in your publication? 2 
A. All they will pay for. 
— On meee terms are these papers furnished! 


74 “Sat umber o papers do o you ptint of each issue?! 

A. Five hundred de 

15. About what number of bona fide subscribers (that is, 0 pay 
their own, money for the publication and receive it — ~~, i * 


bar oh zoe of wees pape per? 
ble to answer this question. Wo have some subscrib- 
ait’ 2 SF cared a are receiving others. Few papers have a subscription 
list before starting. We have several thousand for our semi-monthly edition. 
16. What is the subscription price of your p j 
A. One dollar, 
es many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 
seribers 


— Twenty. 
8. What avera TT issue do you desire to 
— through the — at pound rates 
A. Reasonable number. 
in . names of the persons to whom yon wish to send sample copies 
— by you? 
. Masters and secretaries of subordinate granges, clubs, alliances, etc. 
J. n 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 23d day of J: 1889. 
[SEAT] yo! SJULIAN w: Taak 


‘This „When property filled ont. is to be t eee 
r —— Washington, D. py the pata fs 


Thi 
that may be offered, and with one copy of the pnblication for asf of 
which t e application is made. (See sections 333 and 334 of the Postal Laws and 


ere follow extracts from ee Laws and Regulations of 1887, same as those 
printed with preceding paper. 


8.) 


{Examining Division. No. 104. 
Report of sales and cancellations. 
Orrion oy Tim AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. O., June 20, 1890. 
Sur: I have the honor to submit the tees nome sales, cancella- 
tions, and commissions from the acconnts of H. Luckett, postmaster at, 


knowledge, he 


; 
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G Camp, State of Vi Please have the case investigated under sec- 
tion 259, Postal Laws and tions of 1887. 
Fairfax County. 


T. B. COULTER, Auditor. - 
THIRD ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENEBAL. 


Cancella- Com- 

Period. | Sales tions. | missions. 
Second quarter, 1887 $62. 96 $65. 83 $59, 50 
Third quarter, 1887. 74.25 82. 38 09. 43 
Fourth quarter. 1887... 170, 98 165. 43 117.71 
First quarter, 1888 163. 02 217. 68 143.84 
Second quarter, 1888 ... 71.02 87. 09 72.25 
Third quarter, 1888 179. 44 189. 60 129, 83 
Fourth quarter, 1888 ... 105. 30 118.10 90. 86 
First quarter, 1889 ....... 58. 40 60. 64 58. 38 

quarter, 1889 63.12 63. 28 57. 97 
Third quarter, 1889 .. 66.12 58. 56 55.14 
Fourth quarter, 188 ũ9ũ 95. 90 97. 98 78.79 


Estimated May 14 to June 30, 1887. 
Post-Orrice DrrarTMExt, Orrick OF CHIEF Post-Orrics Ixepxcror, 

Washington, D. C., July 8, 1890, 

Va., which Inspector Arrington is investigat- 

sections 5450 and 5451, oo 755 

cular! 

to the latter part of section 5451, and have him consider it in connection with the 

evidence secured by him in the above-named case. 

Respectfull, 


7 E. G. RATHBONE, Chief Inspector, 
J. D. Kixe, Esq., Inspector in charge, Washington. 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Post-Orvice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 12, 1890. 


newspaper that 

General Hazen, Third Assistant Postmaster- k 
vestigation be made as to the Virginia edition of said paper entered for second- 
class rates at Alexandria, Va., January 17, 1889. I will state that this edition, 
ublished for a few months, and is not now mailed. 


T. M. ARRINGTON, 
Post-Ofice Inspector, 


J. D. KIxd, Esq., Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF POST-OFFICE INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1890. 
Respectfully 8 a Third area A in connection 
th a same su refe: s 
Muita hee csp JAMES MAYNARD, 
Acting Chief Inspector. 


8214. 


Application for admission of publication at the second-class rates of postage. 
This application and the ded questions are required to be made ont and 
l ondine by the publisher or publishers of every ees publication presented for 
admission at the pound rate of postage. ] 
ALEXANDRIA, VA, July 7, 1890. 


Application is hereby made to have The National Farm and Fireside, a Grange 
and agricoltural paper published in this place, admitted to the mails at the sec- 
ond-class rate of e, full particulars of it being given in the sworn answers 


the subjoined es. 

8 ALEX. J. WEDDERBURN, Publisher. 
1. Magazine or newspaper? 
A. Grange and sgricaltaral. 

2. How often published? 

A. i hoy Hy 

3. Where is the goa printed! 

A. Alexandria, Va. 1 

4. Who are the proprietors of the paper or magazine? 

A. J. J. Nicholson & Sons. 

5. Are they in any way interested pecuniarily in any business or trade repre- 
sented by the Ss either in the reading matter or in the advertisements? 
If so, what is interest? 

A. None whatever. : 

. Who are the editors of the publication and how is their compensation deter- 


1 

A. Alex. J. Wedderburn; based on the profits. 

7. Have the editors any pune interest in any business or trade represented 
by the publication, either in the reading matter or in the advertisements! If so, 
what ia the interest? 

A. Not at the present time, and have not for some months. 

8. Is your publication regarded by the trade which it purports to represent as a 
general organ of the trade, or is it considered as representing the business interest 
< a oer house in that trade, whose price-currents or advertisements appear 
therein 


e trade especially advanced by it, notwithstandin t 
eee the trade? * 


A. The paper is published in the interest of no business or business house. 
10. Can any house in good standing advertise in your publication at the regular 
8 7 


ta Have any Dy past connecti: ae DOA — r perest 
interest ( y on or con ig adver- 
Meg or subscriptions? And, if so, what is that interest? 

A. None. 

12. What is the greatest number of copies furnished to any person or firm who 
advertise in go publication? 

A. Wim sell any number asked for. 


Nr 


AUGUST 30, 


13, On what terms are these papers furnished ? 
A. From 1 to g cents each, according to quantity. 
14. What number of pa do you print of each issue? 
A. For some time past 2,000 copies N 

15. About what number of bona fide subscribers (that is, subscribers who pay 
uer opa money — the publication and receive it regularly) have you to the noxt 
ssue of your paper : 

A. About five hundred paid subseribers (a large number of — are paid for 

bscrib personally) and are regu 


by persons other than those su ing rly on 
such order, 

16. What is the subscription price of your publication per annum? 

A. One dollar. 


i many pounds weight will cover the papers furnished to regular sub- 
scribers 2 7 
A. About 100 pounds. 
18. What average number of specimen copies, with each issue, do yon desire to 
send throagh the mails at ponnd rates? 
A. Average not over 2,000.. Occasionally we issue ori ys editions and sometimes 
no extra copies. Judging by the pasta average will not exceed 2,000. 
7 noy are 1 5 names of the persons to whom you wish to send sample copies 
0 you 
A. Sent in by Grangers, sent in on petitions to Congress, sent through me, and 
names furnished by antes and 88 2 
ALEX. J, WEDDERBURN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 7th day of July, 1890. 
(SEAL) WM. A. MACNULTY, Notary Public. 


1 paper, when properly filled out, is to be sent by the postmaster to the 
Assistant Postmwaster-General, Washington, D. C., with any other proofs 
offered, and with one copy of the publication for the . of 


that * 17 
0 a and 334 of the Postal Laws and 


which pplication is made. (See sections 
Regulations.) 


EXTRACTS FEOM THE POSTAL Laws AND REGULATIONS OF 1887. 


SEC, $28. STATUTORY CHARACTERISTICS.—That the conditions upon which a pub- 
lication shall be admitted to the second class are as follows: 

First. It must regularly be issued at stated intervals, as uently as four 
times a year, and bear a date of issue, and be numbered consecutively. 

Second. It must be issued from a known office of publication, 

Third. It must be formed of printed a papar sheets, withont board, cloth, leather, 
or other substantial binding, such as guish printed books for preservation 
from periodical publications. 

Fourth. It must be originated and published for the dissemination of informa- 
tion of a public character, or devoted to literature, the sciences, arts, or somo 

ial industry, and having a legitimate list of subscribere: Provided, however, 
lass rate roptlar publications daxigued prissetily ioc aitvertaing gurpeese ce for 
class rat publications p y for advertis or for 
free 3 or for circulation at nominal rates. (Act of 8 h 3, 1879, sec- 
tion 14, 20 Statutes, 359.) 

SEC. 329. REGULARITY OF IssUE.—The regular periods of issue must be shown 
by the publication itself and be within the statute. Annuals and semi-annuals 
are third-class matter. And it is only matter mailed at or about the time of itə 
regular publication which is entitled to second-class rates. Old copies of news- 
papers or periodicals published at prior times must pay rate prescribed in section 
351, except that back numbers may be sent to subscribers at the pound 
ru 


te. 

An admissible publication may change the periods of issue, as from monthly to 
weekly, woekly to daily, or vice rersa, but on such change should receive a new 
certificate of entry accordingly. Educational publications and those of colleges 
and schools, otherwise within the rule, do not lose their right by suspension of 
issue during vacation. G 

SEC. 333. APPLICATION FOR ADMISSION TO THE POUND RATES.— When a new pub- 
5 is offered for mailing at pound rates at any post- office, the postmaster 


w as follows: 
1. Require the publisher, or one of the publishers, to make and present to him, 
with two copies of the publication, sworn answers in writing to the following in- 


terrogatories. (See interrogatories above.) 

2. If satisfied by the affidavit, the publication itself, and further proofs offered, 
that the publication is admissible, he will issue a tem ry permit, on a form to 
be furnished by the rtment, admitting the hay ication at the pound rates 
pending the determination of the Department as to its admissibility. 

3. If upon such evidence the admissibility appear to be doubtful, he shall re- 
quire a deposit at third-class rates on the issuo offered for g. and issue a 
permit admitting the publication conditionally, pending determination, the ex- 
cess of the deposit over the pound rate to be ded if the Department shall de- 
cide that the publisher is entitled to the pound rates. 

4. If antisfied of non-admissibility, he will refuse to admit except at third-class 
rates, advising the publisher to appeal to the Department. 

5. In ali cases he will forward to the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, in 
the same envelope, the application, affidavit, and other Lewy) presented by the 
8 with a copy of the publication, and a statement of any facts or reasons 

wn to him for or t the admission sought, retaining one copy of publica- 
tion to be kept in office for such comparison with fu issues as may be 


necessary. 

Sec, 334. ENTRY OF SECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—The Third Assistant Post- 
master-General finally decides upon the 3 of ee to the peros 
rate in all cases. He will without delay examine all applications, and u ing 
satisfied that a publication is entitled to admission at such rate will au the 
postmaster at the proper office to issue a certificate of entry therefor. The post- 
master will 1 issue such certificate on form furnished by the Depart- 
ment; and the publisher is then privileged to print each copy of the —.— 


cation so entered the words Entered at the poea ce at as second-e! 
matter.“ Tho printing of such words, or their e without due entry 
having first been made, is unlawful. (See section ) 


Postmasters should notify publishers of the requirements of this chapter, and 
that it is the desire of the Department that due entry be made of all second-class 
publications, both old and new, and that frequent examination and rigid scrutiny 
will be had of all publications not so formally entered. 

Whenever it is made to appear by ney congas Pesci that a publication has 
been admitted to the pound rates upon false lence or that after admission it 
has so a be its character as to be no longer entitled thereto, the entry thereof 
will be revoked and the postmaster at the proper office notified of the revocation. 

SEC. 844, EXAMINATION OF SECOND-CLASS PUBLICATIONS.—Postmasters should 
often examine publications offered for mailing to ascertain that they do not vio- 
— — the Agar prescribed by law for their admission at the pound rate, and spe- 

a. note: 

1. Whether the same are issued at stated intervals as frequently as fonr times 
a year, and bear a date of issue, and are numbered consecutively. 

Whether they are issued from a known office of publication, 

3. That they are formed of printed paper sheets, without board, cloth, leather, 
or other substantial binding. 

4. Whether they are designed primarily for advertising purposes or free cirom 
lation at nominal rates. 
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5. Whether they are mailed at the office, as prescribed in section 348. 
6. Whether the name of the Puerco tol or corporation publishing the same 


thereon. 
T Whether any other matter than legitimate supplements, as defined in section 
337, is inclosed therewith. 

& Whether any writing, print, mark, or sign, other than authorized by section 
356, . thereon or therein. 

9. ether any advertisements not permanently attached are inclosed there- 


with. (See section 343.) 
has reason to believe that a publication has, after admis- 
sion to the pound rate, so changed its character as not to di gon Bor wer gn 
he may require a sworn statement as to its list of subecribers to be furnished him, 
within his knowledge, he will forward to 


licate thereof to the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gene: to him on 
he first day of each month any change made therein. 
Seo. 346. SUBMITTING FALSE EVIDEXCE PUNISHABLE.—That any person who 


shal) submit, or cause to be submitted, for transportation in the any false 
evidence to the tmaster relative to the character of his publication, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any court of 


competent ction, shall, for every such offense, be punished by a fine of not 
lon ahaa — hundred nor more . five hundred doles. (Act of March 3, 


1879, § 13, 20 Stats., 359.) 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMEXT, OFFICE or CHIRP Post-Orrice INSPECTO 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1800. 

Sır: I hand you herewith paj in case No. 121527 C, which is a recent report 
of r Arrington on the ge Camp, Va., post-office. 

I invite your attention to the statement of Alex. J. Wedderburn herewith, taken 
by me on the 20th instant, and call your attention particularly to that portion 
W he states that he sends his mail matter to the post-office at Grange Camp, 
and that the assistant postmaster affixes stamps, and forwards it, without prepay: 
ment for cory oY and that occasionally, or about every three months, Mr. - 
derburn pays the postmaster for the stamps, which is in violation of section 348, 
Postal Laws and Regulations of 1887. 

As Mr. Arrington has bad charge of this ease and understands it pretty thor- 
oughly, it is suggested that he continue to follow it up. 

7 to your attention to the fact that, in the opinion of this office, a con · 
spiracy was entered into between the postmaster (Luckett) and Wedderburn to de- 
fraud the Government. We have a statement which materially bears on that 

int from Mr. Wedderburn. I doubt not that the inspector will secure evi- 
— of co; fraoy; which, taken in connection with Mr. Wedderburn's state- 
ment, will pes A a case. 

Of course, the inspector will understand that, after the conspiracy has been es- 
tablished, the acts of one are the acts of both. 

ention is also invited to a copy of a report from William S. Ragay, post- 
ofice inspector, to W. P. Ryan, inspector in charge, of March 2, 1 case 
98847 C. Attention is also invited to the communication of Third Assistant Post- 
master-General, of June 20, 1890, which the inspector will please consider in his 
investigation. AA 

ery respec yY, 
wd ts E. G. RATHBONE, 
Chief Inspector. 
J. D. Kd. Esq., k 
Inspector in charge, Washington, D. C. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF Cum Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1890. 
Sin: Referring to the matter of the discontinuance of the post-office at Grange 
Camp, Va., the Postmaster-General desires an inspector to visit that locality 
again, at the earliest practicable date, for the purpose of ascertaining the relative 
positions of the different post-oftices surrounding Grange Camp. It would be 
welt for the per ees to make a diagram or showing the position of the 
Grange Camp office and other conti, offices. It is also desired that the in- 
or get the list of petitioners who petitioned the Department for the estab- 
lishment of the office, over it very carefully, and ascertain all about them, 
arly as to whether or not they are within the delivery of the Grange Camp 
office and whether or not they are bona fide petitioners, 


Very respectfully, 
nf 1 E. G. RATHBONE, 
Chief Inspector. 
J. D. K 
Inspe 


’ 


. Washington, D. C. 


VIENNA, VA., July 15, 1890. 
Dear Sm: Being ere acquainted with this section of Fairfax 98 


its people, and . take pleasure in stating that I believe it to be to t 
2 — the people of section that the post office at Grange Camp be re- 
established. 


The Grange Camp Association is an organization devoted to the welfare of ag- 
rieulture and is intended to develop the agriculture of our county. 

To discontinue the office at Grange Camp will certainly be an injury not only to 
the locality, but to the county and to this section of Virginia. 

Yours, very respectfally, : 
A. FREEMAM. 
Hon. Joux WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND Forestry, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
~ Washington, D. C., July 7, 1890. 

My Dran Sin: On the basis of the statements presented in the letters of the 
Hon. R. R. Farr, United States marshal of the eastern district of Tupaia and 
‘the Hon. Park Agnew, of Alexandria, with reference to the recent discontinu- 
ance of the co at Grange Camp, I shall be much poea if Lyon can see your 
way clear to continue the reception and distribution of mail at that point. I un- 
derstand that the office is one of growing importance, that it is situated on the 
ground of the great agricultural fair of the Virginia State Grange, and that the 
post-office there bas in no sense run for the private advantage of any indi- 
vidual. Unt rather for the best interests of the ons patrons. 


Very res: ou 
~~ fava: A. S. PADDOOK. 
Hon, Jons WANAMAKEK, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. O. 


OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENTRAL, 
Washington, D. C., July 15, 1890. 
Sin: . Hie aeknowledge the receipt of your communication of 7th instant, 
concerning the matter of the discontinuance of ae eee at Grange Camp, 
Va., in w 1 1 IT ean Ses tay way Alene fo 
continue the and distribution of mails at that point. In this connection 
Camp 


I beg to state that the recent investigation of another matter at ono 
t-office developed the fact that the ofico was being used almost exclusivel 
Alexan Va., Sarpin 


y a Mr. A. S. Wedderburn, who n at d 
it by freight to Grange Camp, where it is The inspector's report shows 
that there are but two who get mail at Grange Camp aside from Mr. 


Wedderburn; that on one side, a distance of 13 miles, is a post-office, and on the 
ner at a distance of abont one-third or three-quarters of a mile, is another post- 


ce. 

It seems to be well established, in fact admitted bye Wedderburn, that about 
three years ago he caused the appointment of a Mr. Luckett as postmaster a$ 
Grange on * Mr. Luckett was an employé of Mr. Wedderburn, and four 
months after appointment removed to some point 51 miles away, and has not 
since that time performed the duties of postmaster. Mr. Swayze was appointed 
2 {master at the instance of Mr. Wedderburn, and is under hia control 
and influence, so, in fact, Mr. Wedderburn controls the office. It has been de- 
veloped that the assistant postmaster, Mr. Swayze, would receive Mr. Wedder- 
burn’s mail from time to time, stamp it, and every three months render a bill to 
Mr. Wedderburn for the Postage, — Mr. Wedderburn would pay by check. 

t 


This is a clear violation o ws. 
The revenues of the office go to Mr. Wedderburn, and he orders supplies from 
the Department as they are needed, supervises the making of returns to the De- 


partment, ete. 

The investigation is still in progress, the result of which I will be pleased to 
communicate to you, if you desire it. 

As at present advised, I am not pre to countermand the order discontin- 
uing me eee Grange Camp, Va. 

ery respectfully. 
JNO. WANAMAKER, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


D.—COPY OF A RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, ` 
AUGUST 16, 1890. 
Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, August 16, 1890. 
Whereas it is charged in the colamns of The New York Sun and other responsi- 
ble journals that frauds have been practiced on the Post-Office t 
by one Alex. J. Wedderburn, in conn n with the transmission through the 
Lope eek gine y leak E Ra A per enti The 
National Farm and Fireside, at one-eighth of the rates estab by law; and 
Whereas it is stated that said circulars—printed in Alexandria, Va.—were 
mailed ata ce near that city, at a placecalled Grange Camp, where a 
ofice was established at the request of the said Wedderburn, one of his em: és 
being appointed postmaster; and 
W hereas it js stated that an investigation of these facts was made by the proper 
officers of the Post-Office Department, with the result of 3 said post- 
office after the Government had been defrauded out of a large sum of money by 
the said Wedderburn in the manner stated; and 
Whereas it is asserted that criminal proceedings were not instituted — the 
said Wedderburn, as 8 by law, the Department of Agriculture having in- 
5 in behalf of said Wedderburn: Therefore, 
esolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is, requested to transmit to 
the House at the earliest practicable moment all the facts in on of the 
Post-Office Department in the matter, including the re of the special agents 
or inspectors of said Department therein, together with any correspondence had 
= the Department of Agriculture in respect to said matter. 
ttest: 


ED W. MCPHERSON, Clerk, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent, in accordance with the 
desire of the Committee on the Territories, to present for consideration 
a bill which will take but a short time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is not fair to the Committee 
on Labor, which has a very limited time, to yield for any other p 
We have but two or three hours to discuss a very important bill, and 
I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The special order under the rule is the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 9632. 


ALIEN CONTRACT LABOR. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9632) to amend “An act to prohibit the importation and migra- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia.” 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the 3 of this act it shall be unlawful for an; 
son, persons, or corporation, in any manner or way whatsoever, 8 or 
encourage the importation or immigration of any alien into the United States 
under contract or agreement, parol or special, ex press or implied, made previous 
lo such alien becoming a resident of the United to perform labor or serv- 
ice of any kind in the United States; any such ‘contract shall be utterly void 
and of no effect; and it shall be unlawful forany alien to enter the United States 
under any such contract. 

“Sec. 2. That any person, persons, or corporation ente into a contract 
prohibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who knowingly as- 
sist, encourage, or solicit the importation or imm: on of any alien into the 
United States, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agree- 
ment, parol or express or implied, with such alien, made previous to his 
becoming a resident of the United States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months, or at the dis- 
cretion of thecourt, The proceeds of fines collected under this act shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. And in addition to the above ties, 
any person, including the alien + pete to said contract, may institute a suit in 
the proper circuit court of the Uni Sy pags Jaa nanie 5 1 
agai the person, persons, or corporation en ng in ro eon- 
tract, and shall have the right to recover the sum of $1,000 Dekh alien in 
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into the United States in of such contract. gad oaen ofa Bintan of the 1T 

pee brought for each alien indluded in suchi contract, and it shalt eae his intention to become a 3 — Snas nor —— 8 8 
of the district 3 the proper district and prosecute such suit | person or a citizen of a 3 or who has declared his intention to become a 
at the expense of the States. dee haft rr obtained, when | citizen of the United Stat as soon as he legally can, after becoming a 
collected, shall be paid to the party inainta the ans mes 1— citizen of a State, or so dosiarin his intention, beeome a fully naturalized 
be paid to the Secretary of Treasury to be citizen of the United States; and if he does not so become a f ally naturalized 
“Sec.3. That the master of any vessel who shall tag within the Gaited citizen of the United States he shall be subject to the provisions ofi the first sec- 
States, on any vessel, or who shal or permit to m his vessel, | tion of this act from the time when he may so become a fully naturalized citi- 
borer, u zen until the time when he is actually naturalized: „That the 


ice in the Unit 
thereof shall 
pay a fine of not more Anan Cres Ope Dae ano7 such alien laborer, mechanic, 
may also be imprisoned fora 
six months, and shali return such alien tothe portat which 
the above fine shall be a lien upon such vessel; and such 
zaon shall ae have clearance from any port of the b United States until such 
e is paid. 
“Seo. 4. That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, or corporation to 
encourage any United Sates, 3 or artisan to migrate from any fi 


ed 
proper United Statescirouit court; ragementof 
Promise o of 5 through advertisement or . 
£ a viola this act, and shall subject any person, 
corporation so e 80 1 the immigration to the penalties — 

“Sec. 5. That a nothing in this act shall be se construed a” proveni 5 citi- 
zen or subject of any foreign country temporarily 8 e United States, 
in any private or l eapacity, from engaging, ander contract or otherwise, 

not residents of the the United States to act as paver secretary or honse- 
Roid domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States as 
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person, persons, 
or corporation from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen 
in in fosplan oo Leger pain to 2 labor in the United States in or upon any new 
industry not at present established in the United States; Provided, That skilled 
labor for that at ds ace can not be obtained in the United States; ‘nor shall the 
a act 2 gospel to professional actors, artists, lecturers, larl 
„learned * for colleges and semi- 
strictly as household 


singers; rete em 
in tho United Slats with their employers: 
act shall be so construed as to ibitany 
of family, or 
for the 


in 


States. 
ving in this country on any vessel may be in- 
oath he is braced within any of the 
ons of this act; and any officer appointed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
to aid in the enforcement of this act, or of the act referred to in the title of 
hereof, shall parole pve sect in air osta 
y person sup] engaged ina violation of 
act, or any of the acts above referred to, or any witness produced; andany false 
statement willfully made by such person or witness in the course of his exam- 
ination is hereby declared to be — fe shall subject the person guilty 
thereof to all the pains and tics ay gi prescribed by Be The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby c = sapiri the duty of executing the po 9 
ions of r. set and l for that purpose he shall have the power to establish such 
rules and regulations and issue from time to time such not incon- 
sistent with law as he shall deem best caloulated to enforce the prov. 
this act, and shall have the pewer to withhold entry and clearance from an 
vessel used in 3 the provisions of this act, or either of the acts in this 
section referred master of which refuses obedience to the provisions 
of said act; and w — it shall be determined that any person arriving on any 
vessel within the jurisdiction of the United States in violation of the provisions 
of this act, and w a return of such person to the country from whence he 
game has been 2 it a pase duty of eag farted master of the vessel on which 
such person was imported, u ot th plea yon fare AG qn or 
other proper officer, to detain cody person on board said vessel 2 trausport 
said person to the country from whence he came at the e of said vessel. 
«gc. 7. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. CHIPMAN, I desire to offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
and I wish to know when it will be in order to submit it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be offered now, as there is no 
amendment pending. 

Mr, CHIPMAN, Then I will offer it now, before the debate com- 


mences. : 
Mr. WADE. Am I not entitled to the floor? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan sends 


an amendment to the Chair, which will be considered as pending, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. But how does the gentleman get 
the floor? The custom, as I understand it, is to recognize the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair Bie pone to recognize the 
gentleman in charge of the bill, but the from Michigan 
sends an amendment to the desk, which will t be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

5 Clerk read as follows: 


Mees 7. That no alien shall be the chief officer, — se superintendent 
under the laws of the United 
eer, e 
n, switchman, or oar-driver on any railroad, including street rail- 
the ‘United State States; nor contract todo any work for the 3 States 

or for any Hate, county, municipality, or municipal board in the United 
mor bean employé or under any contractor to do such work; deste 
coutractor, nor an ompiey® or laborer under any contractor to do any work 
in — United States; nor to be a master. engineer, mate, 
sailor, porter. or clerk on any water craft wholly engaged navigating 

1 the United States. 

“ Sc. & The foregoing section shall not apply to any person who is a resident 


Mr. CHIPMAN. ee Speaker, there is a 3 amendment to be 
made, The first section is specified there, but it should be section 7. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask first if that is intended to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States? 
oy CHIPMAN. If it is necessary to meet such an evil, it ought to 

one. 
ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri has the 
T, 

Mr. WADE. Iyield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I apprehend that no Congress can interfere with the 
>| rights of the citizen of a State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 


recognized, 
Mr. DALZELL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 
9, in lines 12 and 13. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
cout the words “ 


. rwise as 


shown to their sai 
shall by them — prescribed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Missouri to yield to this amendment. 
Mr. WADE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The amendment will be considered as 


pending, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I desire to amend by adding what I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. 
there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by adding the following after the word “iaw,” in Line 26, 


page 8: 
“And it is further provided that no fin penalty, or ju ent recovered by the 
United States, or in the name of the U; te: 

shall be compromised by any officer — tho forthe violation 15 tis = 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Pear the bill been read the second time? 

The SPEAKER pro tem Not the second time. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. 5 to me it would be better to read it 
by sections and let the amendments be offered in their order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The amendments will be pending in 
their pri order. 

Mr, WADE. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it has been the 
policy of the Government of this country, from its organization, to 
open wide its doors to the people of all nations, But as time has gone 
on it has been found that the cupidity of man has abused this privi- 
lege, and forced immigration, contract immigration, purchased immi- . 
gration has become an evil, and a cryingevil, in the land. Not only 
have the Governments of other countries shipped to us their convicts 
and paupers, but men of greed within our own country have sent abroad 
and made contracts for the importation of laborers to come into this 
country, and under those contracts such laborers have come here and 
entered into competition with our own honest home Jabor. 

This evil becamé such that in 1885 the Congress of the United States 
passed an act prohibiting the importation of contract labor into this 
country. A subsequent amendatory get was in 1887, anda still 
further amendment in 1888. The adininistration of these laws by the 
Department of the Treasury has developed instances in which, under 
the provisions of these laws, evasions were possible. Under the last 
administration which was charged with the enforcement of these laws, 
efforts were made to prevent the importation of contract labor, and to 
a large extent those efforts were successiul. Under the present admin- 
istration of the Treasury Department, the efforts to enforce these laws 
have been continued and with much success; but the Department finds 
that there are cases which the present laws do not in practice cover, 
and which makes necessary further legi=lation if the labor of this coun- 
25 is to be protected fully against contract labor brought in from 
abroad. 


The Committee on Labor have reported this bill after a conference 
with gentlemen charged with the execution of these laws, and they be- 
lieve that the provisions of the proposed bill, if enacted into law, will 
very materially aid the officers of this Government in preventing such 


Tt can be read now for information, if 


‘ 
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tion. 

state wherein this law adds to or takes from the existing statutes. 
In the first- place, the exemptions under the present act are in one 
respect increased and in another diminished. The present law exempts 
from its operation professional actors, artists, lecturers, singers, and 


It is my purpose in the few minutes assigned to me to 


persons employed stricty as personal or domestic servants. Under the 
provisions of that act a minister of the gospel, coming to New York, 
under engagement to serve a church in that city, was held to come 
within the prohibition; and the proposed amendment to the original 
law adds to this exemption regularly ordained ministers of the gospel 
and learned professors of colleges or seminaries. Under the original act 
persons employed strictly as personal or domestic servants are exempt. 

Your committee found that adyan: was taken of that ex- 
emption, and so in the substitute which they report they limit the 
exemption to household domestics or servants traveling in the United 
States with their employers. Difficulty has been found in enforcing 
the provisions of the present law in this respect: When a man was 
bronght into this country under contract to labor in thiscountry, there 
was no law by which the steam-ship company bringing him here in yi- 
olation of the terms of that act conld be compelled to return him to 
the country from which he had been brought. An incident of this 
kind during the present summer in New York. At first the 
steam-ship company declined to return the man brought in in contra- 
vention of the act; but afterwards they saw fit to return him, denying, 
however, the right of the Secretary of the Treasury to insist under the 
law that they return him. 

The amendment to this act proposed by the committee provides that 
when a steam-ship company brings men into this country in violation 
of the provisions of the act such company shall return the men thus 
brought in at their own costs and charges, And to make this remedy 
more effective it puts it into the power of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deny aclearance to the steam-ship until the terms of the act are 
complied with. 

The bill also provides for a penalty upon the master of the steam- 
ship violating the provisions of this act. It also provides that the offi- 
cials appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of 
assisting in the carrying out of the provisions of the law against the 
importation of contract labor shall have the right to examine under 
oath any immigrant brought into this country to ascertain whether or 
not such immigrant is brought in in violation of the terms of the 
law. And that power is given to those officials to examine not only 
the proposed immigrant, but any other witness that ey produced. 

The proposition first was, as the bill originally stood before the com- 
mittee, to make any such person coming into this country under a con- 
tract to labor guilty of a misdemeanor, but your committee thought the 
effect of that would be to at once close the mouth of any such immi- 
grant, because it is well understood that you can not compel any one 
to offer any testimony to criminate himself. And therefore they pro- 

this substitute, which takes away the criminal feature from the 
immigrant, but subjects him to an examination by the inspectors ap- 
pointed under the law as it now stands. 

It also, as I said, gives these i tors the right to take testimony 
as to the facts in the case. This bill proposes to cure another evil, 
It is a fact to-day that all through European countries the steam-ship 
companies have their placards at every cross-roads, in every wine shop, 
in every place of resort, advertising for immigrants to the United States 
of An#rica. These companies secure the benefit of the money. 
It makes no difference to them what becomes of the immigrant after he 
has landed upon our shores. He may, as often happens, at once be- 
come an object of charity at the hands of the municipality within the 
boundaries of which he has landed, . 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow meto interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would rather not until I get 
this proposition finished. a 

Mr. MORSE. I wanted to supplement what you have said by a 
statement of the governor of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will give the gentleman an 
as reer in a moment. 

We have no quarrel with the legitimate, honest immigrant; but we 
demand that the immigration into this country shall only be honest 
and legitimate. So we provide in this bill that if any person or cor- 
poration engages any alien labor, laborers, mechanics, or artisans to 
come from any foreign country to the United States under promise of 
employment through advertisement or otherwise, such action shall 
be unlawful, and the alien thus arriving shall not be allowed admit- 
tance to our ports. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORSE. I will say, in substantiation of what the gentieman 
from New Jersey has stated about pauper labor coming into this coun- 
try and going directly to a penal or reformatory or charitable institu- 
tion, that the governor of ee recently called the attention 
of the Legislature to the fact that certain paupers, landed at the port 
of Boston, came directly from a work-house in England and went right 
vd the wharf to the almshouse at Tewkesbury, in the State of Massa- 

use tts. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Instance after instance of that 
kind by the thousands and tens of thousands have passed into the his- 
tory of this country. 

We provide not only against such forced immigration as that, but we 
provide that the parties encouraging such immigration shall not only 
not be allowed to land rs thus obtained, but by such encour- 

ent they become obnoxious to the terms of the law and are sub- 
jected toa 2 k 

We provide, and it is ſor the purpose of covering cases where previous to 
the fact coming to the knowledge of the officials the actual ing has 
taken place, that in an instance where a person brought in under con- 
tract to labor in this country has by hook or crook effected his Janding, 
it shall be the duty of the steam-ship company which brought him in 
here to return him at their own cost, and if they refuse to do so they- 
shall not have a clearance for their vessels. 

Here the hammer fell, 
r. BUCHANAN, of 
gentleman yields to me. 

I will say, sir, that this bill proceeds upon one line. I want to em- 
phasize this especially in view of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. There are other phases of the labor question; 
there are other phases of the emigration question which might be dealt 
with by the law-making bodies of this country; but the committee 
haye undertaken in this bill to deal with one phase of it, and with one 
that needs immediate legislation. We endeavor so far as statutes can 
do so to prevent the importation into this country 
contract to labor here or under a promise of emplo 
committee have felt that if they undertook to deal with all the vari- 
ous phases of the question this most important part be might 
fail; and they thought it better to deal with this one of evils in 
this one bill alone. 

Whilst amendments may be proposed here which re 4 be worthy in 
themselves, and which may be designed to accomplish worthy pur- 
poses, we ask every friend of honest labor in this ORSA by 

‘honest Iabor I mean no cant phrase, but I mean labor that is em- 
ployed in this country inearning its bread in the sweat of its face—every 
one who is inte! in not having this labor in this country come into 
competition with labor bought abroad and brought here to work ont. 
its contracts; we ask all such to join with this committee in confining 
the bill to this one single pu . Allow us to perfect it, if it needs 
perfection, in its details and pass it by a unanimous vote. [Ap- 


ew Jersey. Justone moment more. The 


lause. 
K Mr. WADE, I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. QUINN]. : 
Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, inrising to support this bill I do so be- 


lieving that no act of this or any other Congress so completely meets 
the requirements of the American working man and woman as this 
act is intended to — uo bill, e “ee pe law, will, in my 
opinion, go far to right the wrongs w. ave been so Jong crushing 
down into the earth the toilers of our land, causing unceasing poverty 
aud discontent every where. 

Some men say that this measure is a delicate and dangerous one to 
handle. Mr. Speaker, I can not see it in that light, and if there was 
anything delicate or dangerous to our institutions or our honor in this 
bill, all that I could do, every effortof mine, would be put forth to de- 
feat it. 

No man on the floor of this House has given this subject more care- 
ful study than I have done as a member of the stone-cutting trade. 
Ihave seen year after year thonsands of such mechanics come with 
the first dawn of spring from the poorly paid countries of Europe to 
compete with and undermine the American workman, both native and 
naturalized, who, with his home and family here, was sharing through 
the long and dreary winter, as he had done the whole year round, all 
the responsibilities, all the duties of a faithful American-workman. 
Not so with those whom we aptly styled birds of They came 
with the spring, and the first faint blast of winter found them crowd- 
ing on board a foreign ship again, to take them back laden with the 
money which was nothing less than robbed from our American homes. 
This was repeated year after year by a class of men who would hardly 
spend a shilling on our shores, and who hated everything American ex- 
cept the gold they took from us. 

he opponents of this bill, Mr. Speaker, may say that I, too, came as 
one of No, I never did; for long and long before my feet tonched 
the sacred soil of this free land, a land thrice sacred to every man of 
my race, my every breath was mingled witha prayer that I too would 
some day come to share in its freedom. And when at last in the tull- 
ness of my manhood I raised my hand to take the oath of citizenship 
and to renounce forever all allegiance to every foreign prince or poten- 
tate, it was only to ratify before Heaven on this soil the oaths of citizen- 
ship I had taken before I had seen it. 

To all who come as such, my heart and my arms are as open as 
those of my country to receive them. But to all who come as hire- 
lings and as the creatures of the destroyer of our homes and the inde- 
pendence of our workingmen, I would close every pathway to our 
country in their face. To my mind there is not much difference be- 
tween them and the hireling Hessians who, during another dark period 
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of our country’s history, were induced to accept the hospitality of gallant 
New Jersey, a State so ably re ted by the gentleman having charge 

of this bill [Mr. BUCHANAN ], and who settled down around Trenton 
and elsewhere. They may not have multiplied there, but let us hope 
that they replenished the earth. 

What might be said relative to the injury done to the American 
stone-cutter might be safely said of every trade or calling in which 
our people are engaged. There are regularly established agencies all 
over Europe, in England, Ireland, Scotland, notoriously in Italy and 
other countries of continental Europe, for the purpose of gathering to- 
gether and crowding on to our shores in many cases the worst elements 
of their various communities. j 

What can we not see daily on looking around us? Our working men 
and women ground down and compelled to work fora pittance scarcely 
sufficient to keep body and soul together, that the favored class may 
be enriched, and when at last they cry out in their despair and say, 
“We can not and will not stand this any longer,’’ off goes on the 
wings of the . the souless employer, messages saying, 
„We have a strike on d; send un your paupers, your working men 
and women (a class of men and women who receive in many cases not 
more than from 12 to 50 cents per day); send them on and we will give 
them work and wages. The next fleet steamer lands hundreds of that 
class on the streets of our cities, and the thousands who were banded 

ther in their cry for bread that their wives and children might be 
fed are soon reduced to a still lower condition, and all because of this 
accursed contract system. 

The of this bill, Mr. Speaker, and its enforcement will put 
an end to this; and the great centers of labor, such as New York, Penn- 
Sylvania, Ohio, and all over the land, will cease to be cursed with com- 
munities of men who will not speak our language and who defy our 
la 


ws. 

Thousands of this class can be found to-day, particularly in the em- 
ployment of the coal barons of Pennsylvania, who despise our laws 
and our institutions; who recognize nothing in common with us, and 
whose deeds and whose crimes are a foul blot upon our civilization, 
and a proof (if one were needed) that slavery in this country has only 
been transferred from one class of humanity to another. 

Referring to the wages as paid to foreign workmen, let me quote to 
you from the American Economist of August 22: 
TRISH WAGES. 

There is a strike on the Waterford and Limerick Railway, at Limerick, where 
the engineers and fitters are receiving 33s., or $8.05 per week, and machinists 
are getting 16s., or $3.90 per week. They want 36s. and 24s., respectively, or 
$8.78 and $5.86, same t men are getting in other parts of Ireland. The 
directers have decided that they can not afford to pay the advance, and proba- 
bly they can not. How any railroad can live ina country as sparsely populated 
as Ireland is, when engineers work for $8.05 per week and machinists for $3.90, 
is more than we can comprehend. 


In a visit to that country recently I traveled over this very railroad 
from its start to its finish, which is from the city of Limerick to the 
beautiful city of Lismore, in Waterford. As an American, I was nat- 
urally interested in everything I saw around me, particularly in a 
country wherein I was born, and which I had seen only twice in over 
forty years. I saw and conversed with the very class of employés men- 
tioned here, and the statement just quoted seems to me even more 
favorable than the present condition of those employés really is. 

It is not that they are less skillful; it is not that they are less care- 
ful or less daring than the same class of employés in this country or 
in that of any other on the face of the earth, for nowhere can men be 
found more daring or more skillful than they are. 

It is not against the foreign-born citizens who come here with their 
own free will that I would legislate. No; for to this class of emigrants 
America owes her unsurpassed greatness. Itis this class of emigrants, 
who, coming from beautiful, poetic, though oppressed Ireland, or from 
the fertile valleys of Germany, and from other lands beyond the sea, 
that have made this country the peerless nation which itis. Therefore, 
yan, anona be done that might be construed to oppose their coming 
here. o; there is room within the shores of America for millions 
more like them, and the heart of America welcomes them to her bosom. 

‘The class which she refuses to accept are those who might be brought 
by contract to take the places in the mines, the factory, or the work- 
shop of her own citizens, and who come without any desire or inten- 
tion to become citizens. We know also that the paupers, and many 
times criminals, of England have been given a premium to leave there 
and accept passage to this country. They bring their pauper, as well 
as their criminal, proclivities with them. They have been shipped at 
the expense of their own country to ours, and I can see no reason why 
we should want such a class, 

Will not this class of men, all over Europe, at the first favorable op- 
portunity, hire themselves to the agents of a Vanderbilt or a Gould, 
and in doing so become the unwitting agents, in the hands of such 
men, for the humiliation and degradation of our American workmen? 

Quotations of this kind might be multiplied many times, as going to 
show a vastly worse and lower condition of things in other portions of 


Europe. 

lt Ra the wholesale importation, by contract, of low-priced 
and low-paid laborers from all over the world that I for myself, and 
also in the name of the honest toilers of our land, protest. 


You have recently by your acts declared that eight hours, and no 
more, shall constitute a day’s work on all Government work. This I 
delight in, for the best portion of my life was given to establish such 
a rule or law among the various trades on this continent, A bill 
should also be preventing aliens from being employed as con- 
tractors or otherwise on our public works. Anda bill should, and will, 
I hope, be passed which will shut out for all time a class of working 
men and women who have wrought such injury to our Amercan citizen, 
to our American workman. 

This will prevent thousands of birds of passage from coming here and 
spremiog themselves all over the country every spring, and, as I have 
already stated, returning to their homes across the sea when the first 
signs of frost appear upon our fields in the early winter. Then it is 
that our American artisan and laborer will be given a chance to live 
in the land which he can truly call his own; then it is that once more 
prosperity and happiness will be found in every workman’s home, asit 
once was; then it is that virtue and true manhood will bless the land, 
and become in themselves the strongest barriers against every vice, 
and the truest and grandest bulwarks for the preservation and protec- 
tion of our glorious, our free, institutions will have been established, 
[Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Speaker, while Iam in accord with the general 
purpose of this bill, I think that, like most of the labor legislation 
which has been this session, it fails to give a complete remedy 
for the evil which is sought to be redressed. The gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] in the course of his remarks said that the 
bill dealt with one phase of the evil. I mustdisagree with him entirely, 
if he means there is more than one. There is but one phase of the evil, 
and that is the evil itself in all of its force and in all of its enormity, 
and if the measure before us fails to grapple with it to that extent and 
to provide a rémedy against it, it fails entirely of being a measure 
which ought to be by the House. 

The great evil which we are seeking to overthrow is the competition 
of aliens with our own citizens in the industries of life. We wish to 
stop the process by which labor is imported into this country under 
contract, and we wish todoiteffectually. We do this upon the ground 
that those who are sons of the country, whether by naturalization or by 
birth—and they both stand and ought to stand upon the same footing— 
are entitled to whatever benefits are to be gained here by honest in- 
dustry and ought not to be subjected to the competition of those who 
owe no allegiance to our Government and who have no love for our 
country. This alien competition is the great evil which we are seek- 
ing to overthrow, and if we simply close the door to the importation of 
contract labor we but partially perform our duty in that be- 
cause we leave the other and the greater door open by which this 
competition may still be carried on. 

I do not know what may be the experience of gentlemen from other 
sections of the country and I donot know what their sentiments may 
be as to the amendment which I have introduced, but I do know that 
on the frontier from which I come, and, as I am told, along the frontier 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, our towns and cities, onr fields and 
our forests, all our industries, are swarming with laborimported from 
Canada. Our pine woods are full of that labor; our railroad corpora- 
tions are full of it; our street-railway corporations are full of it; our 
lake marine is full of it; our shops are full of it. In every branch of 
industry in my own city we find these people coming with their din- 
ner-pails across the river and competing with and driving out, to the 
extent that they compete, the labor of our own citizens. They not 
only do this, but they live among us unnaturalized year in and year 
out. This is a great evil, one of which the workingmen on the north- 
ern frontier are continually complaining, and which, in my judgment, 
they rightfully complain of. These workingmen are dren of the 
great mother, our conntry, and sheshould nurse them to prosperity and 
not take to her breast the stranger who cares not whether good fort- 
une or ill fortune betide her, who has no interest in her good order or 
her good government, who recks nothing for her prosperity, and who 
has no care here save to take what he can make and carry if back to 
the country whence he came. 

The amendment which I have offered is yery comprehensive. It 
includes not only the labor of individuals, but also of corporations. I 
propose to prohibit any foreigner from being the controlling officer ot 
any corporation in this country. Corporations, as we all know, possess 
public franchises, and as the possessors of those franchises they are to 
a greater or less extent—to the sorrow of many people it may be said to 
agreater extent—a governing power in the country, and they ought to 
be controlled by men who are in full sympathy with our institutions 
and who have such a stake in the country as citizens that they will do 
no harm, because the harm they might do in the exercise of their cor- 
porate functions would be a harm to themselves and to their posterity 
alter them. 

Gentlemen, I know, look with some surprise and suspicion upon 
this amendment, but the country will come to it in time. Ii is not 
hostile to immigration. It is not hostile to the acquirement of citi- 
zenship by foreigners. It in no way precludes any man who comes 
here from abroad with the purpose of declaring his intention and be- 
coming a citizen from doing so. It only insists that he shall do so; 
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that he shall not live among us an alien, in time of war to reſuse to 
aid the Government that protects him, and in time of peace to be a 
drain upon our resources and an injury to our working aga 

As to the power to doit, my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asked 
me awhile ago—and I was sorry that he asked the question without 
more reflection—if this was proposed as an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. My answer was that it ought to be, if 
such an amendment was necessary. But such an amendment is not 
necessary. This Government possesses the power of all civilized gov- 
ernments, the power to determine the status of every foreigner, of 
every alien, who comes to reside amongst us. The Chinese exclusion 
act, indeed this very bill, proceeds on the ground that we have that 
power. We are responsible to foreign nations for the treatment of their 
citizens among us. If we do them harm, the Federal Government may 
be called to account and looked to for reparation. All our foreign re- 
lations are controlled by the Federal Government. The naturaliza- 
tion power, the reaty-making power, the commerce power, all those 
powers which go to the relations of one nation to another and under 
which the status of an alien in any country is determined, all those 
powers are fully and exclusively placed in the hands of the Federal 
Government. 

Now, if this Government has these great powers, are they not all the 
power any sovereignty can have over the subject, and is there any 
doubt, can there be any doubt, that Congress, as the legislative branch of 
the Government, may enact a law of the kind which I propose? Does 
any man who has studied the Constitution, does any man who has 
looked into the matter at all, doubt it fora single moment? Is there 
any authority upon international law which does not lay down the doc- 
trine plainly that this isa power inherent in the Government, or in 
the branch of the Government which may control the relations of a 
country with other countries? Aliens enter countries foreign to them 
at the pleasure of the governments of those countries. They may be 
excluded entirely, which we have done in the Chinese acts, and have 
tried to do in the contract-labor law, or they may stay among us on 
the conditions prescribed by law. This is the universal law ot civil- 
ization. It is necessary to the dignity and the safety of republics, 
as well as of monarchies. It grows out of the right of self-defense, and 
the authority to exercise it is not, in our case, with the States, but 
with the Federal Government, 

There is nothing narrow in the legislation which I propose. It is 
broad; itis generous. It invites and givesan impulse, an impetus, so 
to speak, to the naturalization of the foreigners who come to the coun- 
try. It gives them time after they have obtained employment, if they 
desire so to do, to declare their intention; it gives them ample time. 
T have heard gentlemen say on this floor that men should have time 
to think and reflect before they declare their intention to become citi- 
zens. That is not the theory of the law. We give them five years to 
reflect before they take the final oath and become citizens of the United 
States; but the declaration of intention does not bind them in any way; 
it holds them to no duty; it does not cut them off from the choice of 
being or not being citizens. It is during this time between the declara- 
tion of intention and the final oath of citizenship that the man is sup- 

to study our institutions and to reflect as to whether his final 
choice shall be to become a citizen. 

Mr. Speaker, I for one do not desire great crowds of people to come 
into the country who do not intend to become citizens. I desire that 
those who come shall be decent men, of reputable lives, of proper in- 
telligence, free from crime; men, in a word, who can display the quali- 
fications required by our naturalization laws. And when they come 
here with a purpose of living and working here I desire and demand, 
and Congress should demand, that they at least make up their minds 
to declare their intention to become citizens, and so far at least qualify 
themselves for citizenship. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, I 
would like to ask him a question. What does he do with that great 

rinciple of the Declaration of Independence which declares that all men 
lish the right to liſe, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness?“ Why 
does he propose to deprive any man of the right of liberty the moment 
he arrives on republican soil—to make a slave of him simply because 
he is on American soil? Ithought that slavery had been abolished by 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, my answer to the gentleman is, with 
all the great respect I hold him in, that I do not propose to do any- 
thing with that Declaration. The gentleman and myself have for years 
and years stood up and denounced the gentlemen on the other side for 
abandoning the Constitution of the United States and planting them- 
selves upon the Declaration of Independence. The Declaration ot In- 
dependence is not the Constitution of the United States. I do not pro- 
pose to go into the field of sentiment on this subject. My position is 
a practical one; it is one in behalf of the independence and the real 
freedom of the workingmen of this country. Charity begins at home. 
I would take care of our work-people first, those who boles to us now. 

Sir, we have been ind in platitudes on this subject day in and 
day out. We have been doing with this question as we did with the 
trust bill; we have been making a pretense of action, and yet not one 
bill has been passed so far at this session of Congress which in any way 
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relieves labor from any of the evils against which this measure is aimed; 
not one. Let us give a sensible and practical relief to labor. We pre- 
tend in this bill that our intention is to prevent men from swarming in 
here from foreign soil whenever a crisis in labor affairs occurs and tak- 


ing the place of our American laboring men. That atleast isthe only 
justification of it. Vet the law to which this bill is amendatory, strong 


as it has been supposed to be, long as it has been on the statute-book, 
has been evaded with perfect ease. And I can tell gentlemen that the 
bill now before us when enacted into a law will be evaded with simi- 
lar ease, 

Why, sir, not long ago when a strike occurred in the city of Detroit, 
Jabor coming from Canada was clear beyond the demand; it swarmed 
in there. There was no contract-labor law violated; there was no con- 
tract made; but word was from mouth to mouth that there 
were vacancies there; that there was astrike; that carpenters and men 
of that kind could come to Detroit and find employment. And they 
came. They literally took the bread and butter out of the mouths of 
our own people. And this bill which you now propose to pass would 
not prevent that. 

Asa memberof the committee on the labor troubles in Pennsylvania, I 
found that, notwithstanding the law now on the statute-book, when- 
ever a strike occurred among the miners, immediately, almost miracu- 
lously, almost as if by magic, not only in tens and twenties, but in 
fifties and hundreds, men came into the country and took the places of 
our di citizens. 

Now, these are the facts, and these are the evils against which the 
contract-labor law was meant to provide, These are the evils which 
this bill is meant to redress, But how do you redress them if by in- 
direction the very thing may be done against which your bill is aimed ? 
What redress can there be if swarms of. laboring men come in at their 
pleasure and take the place of your workingmen, and may do it legally, 
provided they have not entered intoa contract in some foreign country ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will I interrupt the gentleman if I ask him a 

nestion ? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. How would the gentleman suggest that we 
remedy the evil to which he is now addressing himself? ‘ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I propose to remedy it by forbidding these men to 
work except on certain conditions. My amendment proposes to pe 
vide that within a certain time after they go to work here they s 
declare their intention to become citizens, and that at the end of the 
time prescribed by law they shall perfect their citizenship. That would 
be a complete remedy, and it would involve no hardship, It would 
give an immigrant a chance to look around for work; it would give 
him, after he had secured work, reasonable time within which to take 
this legal step and declare his intention. It would not debar him from 
labor if he declared his inteution in a reasonable time after going to work. 

I go further, however, than that, My amendment strikes at the 
foundation of this question. I say to the gentleman from Mississippi 
and to the House that I do not wish any considerable number of men 
to come to this country to be of us, to work with us, to compete with 
our working people, unless they come with the intention of being citi- 
zens, They should come with that intention; and under my amend- 
ment I give them ample time. 

The gentleman from Missouri made a remark about the rights of the 
States. In my amendment I provide for that. I ize the citi- 
zenship of the States, I recognize to the fullest extent the doctrine to 
which the gentleman alluded at the time I introduced the amendment, 
What I contend for is a measure of real relief to our workingmen—not 
a prior-election relief—not this evasion which promises what it does 
not perform. I wish an honest, a fair, and a constitutional solution of 
this question. 

A great many gentlemen have an idea that the demands of labor in 
this country are of very little importance. A question of this kind is 
buffeted around this House as if it were a matter to be discussed just 
before elections and then to be dropped, something upon which weare - 
to tickle the ears and mislead the understandings of the laboring peo 
ple. I can tell gentlemen that there never wasa greater mistake. The 
labor question is the great question of the age. It underlies and it 
overlies every other question. From one end of the world to the other 
it is among statesmen and public men the one grand subject of discus- 
sion. In this advanced age the laboring men can not and will not be 
made the mere mudsills“ of society, to be used for the purposes of 
capital and for the purposes of politicians. 

There must be something „something earnest done in a country 
like this, where the elective franchise is based upon manhood, and 
where the man who wields the plane or follows the plow by his vote 
determines the destinies of a great people. There can be no real in- 
telligence, there can be no real safety in this country, Mr. S x 
unless the laboring men are kept upon a high plane, not only of 1- 
edge and liberty, but upon a high plane of comfort and social de- 
cency. It is not the mere cry of demagogism, but it is the cry of the 
statesmen of this country and of all countries, When an Emperor like 
William, in the nearly despotic Government of Germany, deemsit of the 
highest consideration to his people and all others, it is a question 
necessarily of paramount importance everywhere. ‘ 
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: And, Mr. Speaker, as we deal with it we will deal with and de- 
termine the safety and perpetuity of onr Government. To bandy it 
about, shuiile with it, raise our extreme doctrine of State rights against 
it, resort to any and every subterfuge and method to overthrow and 
keep it out of sight, is simply playing with a volcano, with a terrible 
force, which, as it has broken out in other places, will as surely break out 
in this country if we do not deal honestly with the questions presented 
by labor. 

Sir, bills of this kind, which deal half-heartedly with the question, 
are the food upon which communism and anarchism feed. They plant 
the seed from which French revolutions spring. They sow Russia with 
the dragons’ teeth of sedition. They spread discontent amongst the 
people; they cause the laboring man to believe that after all he is not 
of the importance which his manhood gives to him, and sooner or 
later - and the signs of the times of this country are ripe for it—sooner 
or later, if we are not wise on the subject, I predict to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that there will be trouble. Farmers are aroused, the workingmen 
are nroused upon all hands, and there is no disguising the fact that they 
are in practical alliance from one end of the country to the other. 
They are acting hand in hand. It is not merely the fate of the manu- 
facturer or the farmer, but the fate of labor itself, which they have in 
charge and which they purpose to keep in charge until some favorable 
result is attained in the legislation of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a great question, an important question. You 
will find it in the cotton fields of the South; it is in the wheat fields 
of the North; it is being discussed in all its forms in every place where 
industry is pursued; it is being discussed in every home where man 
lives by the sweat ot his brow, and I repeat now what I said betore, 
and I beg gentlemen to believe me, it is the paramount question of the 
day and the hour. It is not bounded by continents; it is not bounded 
by oceans, but east, west, north, south, from further Australia to the 
confines of our western domain, there is but one voice, and that is that 
the day of labor has come; and when we refuse to listen to that voice 
we simply, Mr. Speaker, declare that the laborer is not worthy, but 
that the product of his hands, which the few have accumulated and 
hold is the worthier thing and the only thing we ought to protect. 

I protest against that sentiment. I protest against the spirit which 
has been rampant in this House, which is as rampant upon the part of 
some of the professed friends of labor as upon the part of those who 
openly and boldly oppose some of the bills in behalf of labor. I pro- 
test against the spirit which has consented to certain amendments, 
emasculating, as I had occasion to say this morning, bills meant to re- 
lieve labor. I demand honest legislation for the workers of the land. 
I demand a fair and patriotic solicitude for the condition of the great 
masses of our people, for labor constitutes the great mass of the people. 
Here is a field for statesmanship. 

Here is a field not only embracing the present comfort, but the fut- 
ure welfare of the great body of the people; and in offering this amend- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, I care not how it may be characterized, I know in 
the great court of the people themselves it will be held as honest and 
a step in the right direction, and in offering it Isimply propose a greater 
Americanism, a truer Americanism, not that kind which lit 
its way by the convent fires of the days of knownothingism, not that 

riptive kind which seeks to drive immigration from the country, 

ta better, more enlightened, patriotic kind, which will welcome all 

who choose to come and are fit to come, but which simply asks them 

when they do come to become one of our household, bone of our bone, 

flesh of our flesh, our friends, our brothers? our very fellow-citizens. 
That is what I desire; that is all I ask. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr, CHIPMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he knows of any 
growing evil in this country arising from the reluctance on the part 
of those who come here to become citizens of the country. Is not the 
fact just the reverse? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Missouri seriously, and I wish to answer him respectfully and kindly. 
I do know all through the Northern frontier hundreds upon hundreds; 
I know it is a growing evil, or else I would not have said so. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That those who come bere do not avail themselves 
of our laws in to becoming citizens? 

Mr. CHIP . Yes; hundreds on the frontier, men who work in 
corporations there day in and day ont, especially Canadians; men who 
work in factories year in and year out—an evil so great that the labor- 
ing men have protested it, and continue to protest against it; 
so great an evil that they have invited me to introduce this or some 
like measure here. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Then will the gentleman permit me to ask if com- 
pulsory citizenship will make good citizens out of these people? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My dear sir, I will answer that question patiently. 

I will not say what I think of the question. Perhaps I might burst 
out and show how utterly from the point it is. pulsory citi- 
zenship! What does the gentleman mean by that? How does my 
amendment compel a man to become a citizen? Can anybody explain 
in what way? All there is of it is that we have the power and we 
have the moral right to say what the status of an alien shallbe. We 


may say he shall not come into the conntry at all, and of course to say 
what he may do when he does come. But we offer him this great boon 
of citizenship, and under my amendment I propose that he shall not be 
compelled to take it upon him until he has had an opportunity to get 
work. 

Mr. TARSNEY, Is not the true remedy for the situation the re- 
striction of that undesirable immigration, and does not this bill go to 
that extent? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the men who come into the 
shops in my city are not undesirable save as they are un-American. 
The men who come from Canada are desirable. Some of them at least 
I would like to kave become citizens of this Republic. They would 
make good citizens if they would give up their prejudices. They are 
industrious, they are honest, they are and would be hailed as citizens 
with open arms by the very mer who protest against the present con- 
dition of affairs. My objection to them is not that they are all unde- 
sirable, but that they are working in our midst, giving no support to 
the Government, paying no taxes, performing no public duty, and tak- 
ing the rewards of their labor away into a foreign country, draining 
us of our resources. That is my answer to that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But this bill provides a remedy for that. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. My amendment prescribes a better remedy, acer- 
tain remedy. It provides that if within thirty days after they have 
got to work they do not take out their first papers, then they shall not 
be allowed to work in the country until they do. 

Mr. TARSNEY, Now, would the gentlemen consider it advisable 
or wise to have a law requiring the class of immigrants that he com- 
plains of to declare their intention to become citizens of this country 
within thirty days after they land here, before they learn our lan- 
guage, know anything of our institutions or our system of govern- 
ment? Does the gentleman believe in that premature naturalization? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Ihave already addressed myself to that very ques- 
tion. If Ihave not made myself understood, if it is because I myself 
have failed, then thatis my fault. Ifthe gentleman has failed to under- 
stand me, then it is his ſault. I dweit at considerable length upon 
that phase of the questiou. I explained this fully, as I thought, and 
if the gentleman will do me the honor to read my remarks to-morrow 
morning I think he will discover that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But your amendment provides that any person 
coming into this conntry shall be deprived of obtaining labor for more 
than thirty days—— 

Mr. CHIPMAN. It does not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. TARSNEY (continuing). Unless at the expiration of that 
time he declares his intention to becomea citizen of the country, when 
perhaps he can not speak a word of our language and has never heard 
of our Constitution and knows nothing whatever of our system of 
government, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have already, as I have said, ad- 
dressed myself tothat subject. I willreiterate what I said, because it 
may be possible that itis my faultand not the fault of the gentleman that 
he does not understand me. In the first place, I have explained what 
is the true theory of our naturalization laws, to wit, that the time 
given from the declaration of intention to the time of taking ont the 
last papers is the time accorded by the law in which the person may 
study our institutions and make up his mind. 

Mr, TARSNEY. But you want to force him to declare his inten- 
tions before he knows what his intentions are—within thirty days. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I want every man who comes to this country to 
live to have the intention to be a citizen of it. [Applause.] That is 
what I proclaim and declare. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Before he comes? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I want no ignorant men to come here. I want no 
men to come here to make a mere experiment of us. I wish every man 
to be an honest man. a sound man, and to come here with the firm de- 
sire to take upon himself the obligations of citizenship. No other 
class of immigrants are desirable. It is to prevent any other class of 
immigrants that we are endeavoring to impose restrictions upon immi- 

tion, The man who comes here to live ought to know, and he does 

ow before he comes here, what his intentions are, that they are to 
make a home here, and I will welcome every decent man who comes 
with that intention. And if he comes with that intention to live among 
us, then as an honest man he onght to take upon himself the obliga- 
tions of citizenship, and the first gep toward that, the first process of 
his education, is not the formation of the intention, but it is the decla- 
ration of the intention which he formed before he came to this country 
at all. Besides, I do not by my amendment require him to declare his 
intention before, but after, he gets work. His going to work shows that 
he intends to make a living here. That is a declaration of an inten- 
tion to compete with our Jaborers, and I would have him compete on 
fair terms. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Do ga not think he ought to have a chance to 
look about him and see if he likes it or not? $ 

Mr. CHIPMAN. How long a chance would the gentleman give him? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Well, this is a great country. He could not see 
much of it in thirty days. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman will please bear in mind that there 
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is uo such provision in the amendment. You might make the time 
longer if you wish; but the provision is that thirty days after he goes 
to work—not thirty days after he gets here—he shall declare his in- 
tention to become a citizen. I keep telling gentlemen that. I have 
gaid it half a dozen times, and say so now again for the seventh time, 
that there is no such provision in the amendment. 

Mr. TARSN EV. Is it not to be presumed that every man goes to 
work as soon as he can? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is reasonable; it gives 
every opportunity for a man to protect himself. 

Now, as I said, Ido not know what. the intentions of other gentle- 
men are in this matter of legislation for labor. Iam in earnest. AsI 
said, I believe it is a great and imminent question and I am in earnest 
in regard to it. I propose by this amendment to extend arelief which 
will be effectual in a manner which I think it will be effectual, as all 
other laws which we have enacted on this subject have been evaded. 
The law before us now will be evaded from one end of this country to 
the other. So far as Iam informed, and I think gentlemen who will 
inquire into it will learn that Tam rightly informed, there isa demand 
for just this kind of legislation. It is not inimical to aliens; it is not 
inimical to naturalization; it is not inimical to immigration, but sim- 
ply provides for a sufficient protection against an evil so great that for 
session after session and year after year since the first contract-labor 
law was passed, it has agitated Congress and has held the attention of 
the American people. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. I would like to say one thing to 
the gentleman before he takes his seat. I know he did not do it inten- 
tionally, but he said that in the city I come from a convent was 
burned. There was never a convent burned in Boston, nor by the 
citizens of Boston. What happens outside of Boston should not belaid 
to the charge of the people of that city. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. It was near Boston. I will apologize to the mem- 
ber representing Boston most cordially. I know there was some 
wicked work of that kind done, a work which is a reproach to the 
American people; and I thank God that such work is impossible now 
in these days of better knowledge and greater toleration, and I will 
withdraw the remark and apologize for all reference to Boston. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON, I was not present when the consideration of this bill 
began, nor until its consideration had been proceeded with to some ex- 
tent. I desire to inquire how many amendments are now i 

TheSPEAKERpro tempore. Twoamendments to the bill are pending. 

Mr. PAYSON. By whom were they offered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee has reported an amend- 
ment ta the bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
offers an amendment by the consent of the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to propose two amendments 
to the bill at a little later stage in the discussion. I would suggest to 
the gentleman in charge of the bill that the amendments pending may 
now be voted upon and disposed of one way or the other, so that under 
the rules of the House other amendments may be in order, because (if 
I can have the attention of the gentleman from Missouri) I would 
state that under the rules of the House only two amendments can be 
pending at one time. The previous question, if I recollect correctly, 
is to be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock upon the bill, and therefore 
it seems to me to be wise that these amendments which are now pend- 
ing shall be disposed of, so that members desiring to. offer further 
amendments may not be precluded by the operation of the previous 

uestion. 
z Mr. WADE. I heard the statement of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
and I will state that I have agreed to yield fifteen: minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. 8 and after that we will of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 


ZELL]. 

Mr. PAYSON, II there is no objection, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent for leave to propose two amendments to the bill, so that they may 
be S as pending, and then I am content so far as I am con- 
cern 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The amendment offered by the com- 
mittee is a. substitute for the entire bill, and an amendment to that is 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. The 
course outlined by the gentleman from Illinois can be pursued after the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall have been dis- 
posed of, when other amendments will be order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent, while Iam upon my feet, 
to offer the following amendment: To insert in section 3, line 1, after 
the word ‘‘shall,’’ the word“ knowingly. That is the first amend- 
ment; and secondly, to strike out all of section 2, beginning at the 
word ‘‘one-half” in line 23. I should be glad to have unanimous con- 
sent that these two amendments be considered as pending, so that they 
will come in and not be cut off under the operation of the previous 
question, if they shall not be reached prior to that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. WADE. There are amendmentsnow pending before the House. 


re. If there be no objection, the amend- 
from Illinois will be considered as 


The SPEAKER pra 
ments offered by 
pending. Is there objection ? 

Mr, WADE. I object. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why does the gentleman object? 

Mr. WADE. They can be offered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Isimply offer them that they may be pending and 
that when the previous question is ordered at 4 o’clock I would not be 
precluded from offering them and having a vote upon them. There 
can be no objection to that course. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WADE. I object. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WADE] has thirty minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. WADE. I yield fifteen minutes of that to my colleague [Mr. 
NIEDRINGHAUS]. 


[Mr. NEEDRINGHAUS withholds his remarks for revision See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Labor have substan- 
tially exhausted not only the subject of this bill, but the tinie allotted 
to its discussion. But I desire to add a few words of commendation 
to the object of the bill and to the bill itself. : 

This country has been the haven of the oppressed and liberty-loving 
immigrants from the days of the pilgrim fathers down to the present 
time. The intelligent and industrious settler is, and has always been, 
welcome to our shores, > 

Every honest man who lands in this country to cast his lot with us 
who has come of his own volition and at his own expense should be 
received with hospitality. He may still feel a yearning for the hills 
of his fatherland, fora love of the place of one’s birth is one of the 
natural emotions of the human heart. But love of liberty and a de- 
sire to better his condition have led him to cast his lot with us, and 
his children and his children’s children will be Americans. 

From immigrants of this class the country is in no danger. But when 
in searching for lower priced labor the byways of the Old World are 
ransacked, and aliens, not only by birth but in ee imported 
by contract like cattle, a new peril is added to those y environ- 
ing our Commonwealth. 

The barbarians who overthrew Rome marched on foot through the 
dark forests and across the mountain barriers with arms in their hands, 
But in our day a single vessel can carry in ease and comfort a small 
army. of these contracted laborers, 

A law of natural selection brings by voluntary immigration the best 
of foreign population to our shores, but a system of contract labor aims 
at quantity alone and brings to us men who will agree to work cheap 
regardless of all their other qualifications. The laws on this subject 
have been severe, but have not proved fully adequate to the evil. 

The bill proposed will, it is believed, supply the defects of the former. 
law and render it impossible for scheming contractors to break down 
and destroy the prices commanded by American labor. Flesh and blood 
must never be made cheap in America. 

We have fought against the proposed destruction of our protective 
system, because free trade means to put American labor upon the plane 
of other less favored lands. 

American labor is the best paid of any in the world. To maintain 
this position for the ing man of America it is necessary to main- 
tain our protective system and keep American markets for American 
labor. To allow laborers to be imported like beasts of burden by con- 
tract will reduce the price of labor in America and destroy the bene- 
fits of the protective system, of Clay and Webster, which has been for 
thirty years the fixed policy of this Government. 

To protect the interests of American workmen itis necessary to main- 
tain the protective-tariffsystem, which preserves the American markets, 
and also to effectually prevent the importation by contract of that class 
of aliens who, withont having the spirit to come to America of their 
own volition, yet may be landed by contract in swarms to demoralize 
alike the labor market and moral atmosphere of our happy country. 

I trust this bill, making additional and most stringent 
against contract-Jabor importation, may be passed, and that it may most 
effectually be enforced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri has 
seventeen minntes of his time remaining. 

Mr. CARUTH. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow me 
a question before he takes his seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has already taken his 
seat and yielded the floor. . 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I again desire; if the gentleman from 
Missouri in charge of this bill is present 

Mr, WADE. Iam here. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire again to renew the request for unanimous 
consent in my own time to have the amendments I have indicated read, 
with a modification I desire to make, and to have them considered as 
pending before the previous question is ord: so as to enable me to 
secure a vote upon Otherwise, Mr. S. , I will be driven to 


provisions , 
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take another parliamentary course in order that they shall go in, be- 
cause I am particularly desirous of securing a vote upon them, 
the gentleman still insist on his objection ? 


TheSPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri with- 
draw his objection? 8 
Mx. PAYSON. If the gentleman does not, then I offer as a substi- 


tule for the pending bill the amendment I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. I intend to have a vote on this proposition and it will con- 
sume a good deal of time, necessarily, to drive me to this course, which I 
hope will not be done. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON (interrupting the reading). The gentleman from 
Missouri withdraws his objection to the pendency of the amendments, 
and if there is no further objection, I will not take up the time of the 
House in reading them now. But I desire to address myself to the 
amendments briefly, 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the amendments he has suggested be considered as pending. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. The first amendment I offer to the bill is to strike 
out from section 2 the following words : 

One-half of the judgment obtained, when collected, shall be 
party instituting the suit, and the other half shall be paid to the 
the Treasury. to be dimosed of according to law. 

J propose, sir, to strike that from the bill. I think it is one of the 
things agreed npon by thecommon judgment of lawmakers, of jurists, 
of practical Jawyers the world over, who have had little or much to do 
in the prosecution of quasi-criminal cases where a portion of the fine 
i; paid to an informer, that the legislation is vicious in and of itself; 
and so far as I know in modern days the practice of incorporating this 
kind of a provision in the criminal or quasi-criminal legislation has 
heen abandoned everywhere. 

Now this bill relates to n class of men that are not criminal in and 
o! themselves. Lawyers about me understand the distinction between 
the two classes of crime covered by criminal statutes, namely, those 
crimes that are malam in se—that is, those that are criminal in them- 
selves, crimes against the person or property of a citizen—and those 
which are maium prohibitum, criminal simply because prohibited by 
law; and the class of cffenses against which this bill runs comes in the 
latter category. In and of itself there is nothing wrong or criminal 
in engaging men across the water and making a contract in advance 
with them by which they are to labor here; but in the interest of pub- 
lie policy, in which I agree heartily, and in accord with the sentiment 
of the country, the provisions of this bill are supposed to beso framed 
as to prohibit the employment under contract of laborers in foreigu 
countries and bringing them to our own shores. 

Now what is the provision of this section? 

Sec. 2. That any person, persons, or corporation entering into a contract pro- 
hibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who shall knowingly assist, 
encourage, or solicit the importation or immigration of any alien into the United 
States, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, 
parol or special, express or — with such alien, made provious to his be- 
coming a resident of the Uni States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisoned fora period not exceeding six months, or both, at the dis- 


cretion of the court. The proceeds of fines collected under this act sball be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. And inaddition to the above penalties— 


In addition to a fine of $1,000and a longi 
in addition— ; 


any person, including the alien party to said contract, may institute a suit in 
the proper circuit court of the United States, in the name of the United States, 

the person, persons, or corporation entering into the prohibited con- 
tract, and shall have the right to recover the. sum of $1,000 for each alien im- 
ported into the United States in pursuance of such contract, A separate suit 
on NO bag, for each alien included in such contract; and it shall be the 
duty of the district attorney of the proper district to appear and prosecute such 
suit at the expense of the United States, 


And then follows the provision which I propose to strike ont of this 
bill, If there is not an industry opened up that will be worked to its 
fullest extent I would like to see one. Here litigation is proposed in 
the name of the General Government, and all the power of the national 
arm is put into the hand of the informer, he is obliged to employ no 
counsel, the Department of Justice is compelled to prosecute the suit 
and at the expense of the General Government, and— 
one-half of the judgment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the party 


id to the 
eretary of 


mprisoument, one or both, 


8 and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to be disposed of according to law. 
It is p to pay one-half to him, when perhaps the evidence of 


the alien alone is all that may be necessary to secure the rendering of 
that judgment. : è 
Mr. TURNER; of New York. Will my friend yield for a question ? 
Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York. Is it nota fact that this moiety 
clause, which the gentleman objected to, is in the present alien-con- 
tract law? 
Mr. PAYSON, Oh, I do not know, and I do not care. If it is, it 
ought to be stricken out. I am addressing myself to the present cir- 
cumstances, I have not had ience in prosecutions nor defenses 
under this Jaw, and if it is in the present law, it never ought to have 


Aveust 30, 
been put in it and it ought to be repealed. I am tal n a prin- 
ciple, and I will say eres is here, if 2 75 on pape 


acted into law, to give a power that is broader than I ever knew to be 
given in any! on to which my attention has ever been called. 


at TARS . That provision has been abused in some of the 
statutes, 
Mr. PAYSON. Yes, everybody knows that; and so, Mr. Speaker, 


because this class of legislation is vicious in any law, and because in 
the class of legislation provided for in this bill it is so easy of accom- 
plishment in the hands of a designing informer, the seal of condemna- 
tion ought to be put upon it, and I can not imagine how it ever found 
lodgment in this bill. That is all I care to say with reference to that 
clause. [Applause. ] 

The next amendment that I offer is this: Section 3 of this bill pro- 
vides as follows: 

Sxc. 3. That the master of any vessel who shall bisg within the United States, 
on any vessel, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his vessel, from 
any foreign port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan, who, pre- 
vious to embarking on such vessel, had entered into contract or ment, 
parol or special, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the United 

tes, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall pay a fine of not more than $500 foreach and every such alien laborer, me- 
chanic, or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid, and may also be impris- 
oned for a term not exceeding six months, and shall return such alien to the 
port at which he embarked; and the above fine shall be a lien upon such ves- 
sel; and such vessel shall not have clearance from any port of the United States 
until snch fine is paid, 


Here is a crime of grave character fixed upon a man who is utterly 
ignorant, so far as the terms of the bill are concerned, of the fact that 
he is charged with doing that which constitutes a crime. ‘The amend- 
ment which I offer will insert the word “knowingly” after ‘‘shall;’? 
so that it will read: 


That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States, etc. 


I follow that with another clause providing, at the end of the section, 
that the landing of such alien laborer shall be deemed prima facie evi- 
dence of malice on the part of the master of the vessel. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit an observation there? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. IU believe that the committee were satisfied of the 
fact that none of the masters, or owners, or pursers, or clerks of any of 
these vessels ‘‘knowingly’’ allow any of these contract laborers on 
their boats, And when the committee went over this matter very thor- 
oughly with the Solicitor of the Treasury it was thought best that, as 
we could not convict with the word ‘‘ knowingly” in the old law, we 
would try it without the word ‘‘knowingly ’’ in the law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that is good legislation, to 
create a crime without any intent? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ihave asked several lawyers on this floor, one 
or two ex-judges, and they think it is just as well to leave it in this 
form without the word knowingly” being inserted. I want to say that 
the importunities of the foreign vessels’ agents toward me asa member 
of this committee rather prejudiced my mind to them that the word 

“knowingly” ought not to go into this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this proposition overturns the founda- 
tion of the entire criminal law of the civilized world. There is no 
man who has ever read the elementary principles of criminal jurispru- 
dence but knows that the recognized definition of a crime is a joint 
union of act and intent. There never was a time in the history of 
civilization—and I make this statement as broad as language can make 
it—when a crime could be imputed to a citizen unless a scienter was 
averred as against the defendant. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I will call the attention of my friend to the fact 
that in the internal-revenue laws pertaining to the collection of reve- 
nue on whisky the intent, expressly, by the statute itself, cuts no part 
whatever in the crime. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that is an act which has reference to a mat- 
ter under the jurisdiction of the Treasury Department; but I am dis- 
cussing the general principle of the application of criminal law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That was upon a discovery of a violation of the 
law; and our statute with reference to the violation of this law was 
expressly drawn so as to do away with any construction as to criminal 
intent, 

Mr. PAYSON. Then let me ask my friend from Mississippi this 
question: Does he think it desirable on the t of the national Con- 
gress to include in a measure to regulate the immigration between this 
country and another such a sweeping charge as is contained in this 
bill, to make them all criminals simply because he finds it extremely 
difficult to convict after the fact? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that by saying that when this 
question came up before the committee I made the same objection the 
gentleman does now. 

Mr. PAYSON. I regret that the gentleman did not adhere to it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But when Judge Hepburn, the solicitor of the 
Treasury, a very learned lawyer and a very accomplished gentleman, 
came before the committee, and a man, too, who had much ex- 
perience in the enforcement of the present law, he satisfied me that 
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unless we should strike out the word ‘“‘knowingly™ it would be use- 
less to endeavor to secure a conviction. 

Mr. PAYSON. While this matter is under discussion will you let 
me ask you a question? If the word knowingly ’’ was inserted and 
the provision was added to the section that the landing of a contract 
laborer should be prima facie evidence, would not that be sufficient 
to enable them to secure a conviction ? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. We did discuss that indirectly, but we found 
that at last it was but prima facie evidence, and that all that would be 
necessary for the master ot a vessel to discharge himself of the crime 
would be to take the stand and say that he was innocent, and that 
would settle the whole question. 

Mr. PAYSON. But behind that comes the twelve honest men who 
are sitting in the jury-box. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course they would believe him unless testi- 
mony could be adduced showing that he was not truthful, and that 
would result in throwing the burden of proof on the United States to 
show that he had violated the law with knowledge. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this bill throws no burden upon the United 
States at all, except that a foreigner under contract for labor was upon 
a vessel and landed upon these shores; and if that is shown it brings 
him within the terms of the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. To be sure, and my friend misunderstands me. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have never heard in the little experience I have 

had in the administration of criminal law a proposition that was so 
startling to me as this is. 
- Mr. CATCHINGS. If my friend will permit me, I will state that 
Colonel Hepburn, the Solicitor of the Treasury, stated to us expressly 
that there would be, in his judgment, no practical difference about the 
matter, because he said, and truly, I have no doubt, that the law offi- 
cers of the United States had looked into the matter, and that all that 
would be necessary would be for the captain or owner of a vessel to say 
that he was innocent, and as a matter of fact that would be an end of 
the prosecution. 

Mr. PAYSON. But that is a discretion that should never be vested 
ina prosecuting officer, that by the terms of law an act admittedly in- 
nocent of itself should be made a crime, and the defendant liable to 
information and indictment, and that that should be left entirely to the 
discretion of a prosecuting officer, who would be bound in nine out of 
ten cases to act in an ex parte way, to say whether or not, on an indict- 
ment which had been found by the grand jury on an information which 
he himself had presented under the authority of the terms of the law, 
the party should be released from further liability. 

This Congress ought not, in my judgment, go to that extent. That 
is all I care to say in reference to these two propositions. I think that 
both should be adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will suggest to the gentleman 
to cover the matter entirely by adding as a provision, ‘‘and such bring- 
ing or landing.” 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection, and will modify the amendment 
which I have proposed so that it will read as follows. 

The fact of such bringing or landing shall be prima facie evidence of such 
knowledge. 
. That is all I care to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection these two amend- 
ments will be considered as pending. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope I shall be recognized next. 

Mr. STEWART; of Texas, rose. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEW- 
ART] desires to offer an amendment so that it will not be cut off. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield so that he may offer the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Texas will be read, after which the Chair will ask whether 
there he objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to section 2, after the words United States,“ in line 23, 
the 8 

“And it is further provided that no fine, penalty, ox judgment reeovered by the 
United States under the provisions of the act to which this act isan amend- 
ment, or which may hereafter be recovered by the United States under this act 
or the act to which this act is amendatory, shall, by any officer or agent of the 
United States, be compromised for any sum of money less than the amount of 
money claimed or recovered for the violation thereof.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I just want to say in connection with 
that amendment that I offer it because I think experience has shown 
that the law has been rendered in a great measure nugatory because of 
the compromises that have been made by the officers of the Govern- 
ment after judgments had been obtained, and to prevent that is the 
object of this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection that the amendment 
be considered as pending? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee 
on Labor went seriously to work to devise some measure by which the 
defects in the law as it now stands should be remedied and the evils 
which prevail in consequence of them should be suppressed, and, not 
satisfied with our own judgment in this matter, we invited before us 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepburn, who is a very accom- 


plished lawyer and thoroughly familiar with the legislation upon this 
subject and the difficulties of enforcing it. After we had discussed 
the matter with him iully, going over it line by line and section by 
section and agreeing upon certain amendments, we referred the whole 
bill to him to be rewritten, and what we present for the consideration 
of the House is the bill framed and fashioned as I now state; and it is 
my own opinion, Mr. Speaker, that it is, to all intents and p 

about as near perfect to effect the object for which it is designed as a 
law can be made. 

The gentleman from Michigan, my friend, Judge CHIPMAN, was dis- 
posed to be somewhat rough in criticising the bill. He denounced it 
as practically an absurdity and stated that it would utterly fail to ac- 
complish anything that we had in view, and he has proposed asa pan- 
acea an amendment which has been read and to which I will now make 
some reference. And I will say in the first place, Mr. Speaker, that if 
there be one thing more certain than another it is that his amendment, 
if adopted, would not only be unconstitutional, but would ‘be utterly 
futile fo effect the purpose which its framer designed. It is expressly 
declared by this proposed amendment that— 

No alien shal! be the chief officer, president, superintendent, manager, or di- 
rector of any corporation formed under the laws of the United States, or any of 
the States thereof, 

You see it is not confined to corporations created by the laws of the 
United States, but applies as well to corporations chartered under the 
laws of the several States. I would like my friend to tell us wherein 
we have the power to control the action of the States of this Union in 
thatrespect. The amendment also provides that— 

No alien shall be a conductor, engineer, brakeman, baggageman, switchman, 
or ear driver, on any railroad, including street railroads, in the United States. 

I would like my friend to indicate to this House where the power 
comes from which enables this Government to regulate matters of that 
sort. The amendment prohibits the States from making a contract 
with any alien to do any work. It prohibits any town or city from 
making a contract with any alien to do any sort of work. That is an 
attempt to exercise a power which the wildest visionary never dreamed 
of before to-day. It even goes into greater minutiæ .than that, and 
provides that a private citizen can not make a contract with an alien 
to do work. 

The second section provides that every person shall be subject to 
the provisions of this act until he has become naturalized or has filed 
his declaration. 

Now, even if it were true that we could enact the legislations ted 
by my friend from Michigan, he has overlooked the fact that there is 
nota word ora line in his amendment which provides any means whereb; 
such legislation could be enforced. It does not provide a penalty. It 
does not provide any remedy for the violation ofits provisions. So that, 
I repeat, even if we had the power and should enact such a law, it 
would practically be so much waste paper for want of a penalty by 
which it could be enforced. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Under that law any contract made in violation of 
it would be nugatory. No pay could be recovered under such a con- 
tract. I thought it best not to provide a penalty, but to leave it in 
that shape. 5 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think it is very well that my triend did not 
undertake to put people in the penitentiary for doing the acts which he 
enumerates inhis amendment. I donot think it is necessary for me 
to make any further allusion to that proposition. 

Now, some suggestions have been made by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson] which are worthy of consideration. He proposes that 
we shall strike out from section 2 so much of it as gives to the party 
who institutes suit one-half the penalty proposed to be recovered. I 
admit that ordinarily legislation of that sort is offensive and objection- 
able. I admit that it ought not to be resorted toif it can be avoided. 
But what we had in mind was to provide a law which would have the 
effect which we all desired. And we thought we were justified in re- 
sorting to the most drastic measures for the purpose of effecting that 
end; and so we believed that if we suffered that provision to remain— 
I believe it is in the law as it now stands—we would have the benefit 
of the co-operation of labor societies and those who are interested in 
preventing the fraudulent importation of the class of labor which we 
designed to keep out, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying 
that the provision is in the law now. s 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not assert that it is; that suggestion was 
made to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TURNER]; 2 
haps Iam wrong about that. But if it is not in the existing law, then 
we have taken a step which will be a decided improvement upon the 
law as it stands. I do not see how any evil can result from the pro- 
vision, because if the law is not violated, then, as a matter of course, 
a suit instituted against the owners of a vessel could not be main- 
tained, and if it is violated we ought to stimulate persons to aid us in 
detecting the violation. That is the purpose of this provision. 

This is by no means unusual legislation. I undertake to say there 
is not a State of this Union which has not upon its statute-books laws 
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containing similar provisions; that is to say, laws providing that the 
informer persons whocommit certain offenses shall derivesome 
pecuniary benefit if he succeeds in brin about a conviction. 

As to the use of the word knowingly,” to which allusion has been 
made, I do not know that it is necessary for me to add anything to what 
I have already said during the colloquy on that subject between the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] and myself. But lestsome gen- 
tleman may not have heard what I then said, I will now state that 
when we had this bill up for consideration in the Committee on Labor, 
I myself suggested, as gentlemen of the committee will remember, that 
perhaps the omission of the word ‘‘knowingly’’ might make the 
measure too severe, since there might be cases whére the owners of ves- 
sels would, with entire innocence, import labor into this country in vio- 
lation of. this law, and that it would be a hardship to treat them as if 
they were intentional violators of the law. 

But the Solicitor of the Treasury, Judge Hepburn, suggested that 
experience under the law as it now stands had made it perfectly de- 
monstrable that unless the word knowingly ’’ should be stricken out 
it would be utterly impossible to obtain a conviction in any case. And 
gentlemen can see the reason of this. How would it be possible for 
the United States in a proceeding against the owner or captain of a 
Liverpool vessel to prove that when he took upon his ship in Liver- 

l aliens to be brought to this country he knew at the time that they 
Pad made a contract to labor when they reached here? 

The effect of retaining this word would be to put upon the United 
States the necessity of proving that which in the very nature of the 
case it would be utterly im ble for the Government to establish. 
Hence the Solicitor of the jury assured us that unless this word 
were stricken out we might as well not pass the law at all. After a 
great deal of conference on the subject, and much hesitation on my 
part, I finally reached the conclusion that he was right and that this 
word must be stricken out or serious harm would resalt. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Could an alien coming to this country, under 
contract to labor here, institute a suit of this kind against the owner 
of the vessel that 9 him and collect the penalty of $500? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Itis ible he could, 

Mr, LEHLBACH. I would suggest that perhaps improper advan- 
tage might be taken of such a provision by many people. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The provision tends to secure us what we want 
information in regard to these contracts; we want to pay a premium 
for such information. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill expressly provides that the alien him- 
self may institute such a suit, The language is: 

jon to the above penalties, an including the al 
9 . institute ae suit in the A aoge, it 5 of the United 
, ote, 

This ision was put in for the very reason that we thought we 
might thus obtain the benefit of the assistance of the alien in securing 
the conviction of the guilty party. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. An alien who has made a contract of this kind 
may take passage in a vessel for this country, but the owners of the 
vessel may have absolutely no means of finding out that the alien is 
thus under contract; and he may come here merely for the purpose of 
making this $500. Would the gentleman consider it just under such 
circumstances that the steam-ship company should be convicted? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I was about to allude toa case of that 
sort. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It occurs to me that to prevent injustice in a 
case of that kind the word knowingly ’’ would be very proper. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I was about to makeasuggestion which I think 
would meet the case put by the gentleman as well as others. The Solic- 
itor of the Treasury assures us that if the captain or owner of a vessel 
was in fact innocent, if he had not intentionally violated this law, there 
would be no danger that punishment would be inflicted upon him. He 
said that in the first place the prosecution of cases of this kind is largely 
discretionary with the officers of the Government, and if it should come 
to the knowledge of the Government that the party was innocent in 
fact, although guilty under the letter of the law, no prosecution would 
be begun, or if the prosecution should have gone on to conviction the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Department of Justice would have 
abundant power to waive the penalty. So that no harm would result, 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] was disposed rather to pooh- 

h this suggestion; but if he will go to the Department of Justice 

e will find the record not of one, but of ten thousand cases under the 
revenue laws (which dispenses with the necessity on the part of the 
Government of proving intentional guilt) where parties who have inno- 
cently violated the law have had the penalties and even the costs of the 
poen remitted. The object of the Government is simply to lay 
ts strong hand on the guilty; and whenever it is brought to the knowl- 
edge of the Department of Justice that a party proceeded against has 
not intentionally violated the law, it has always responded promptly 
to the dictates of justice and equity; and I do not believe that any 
man who was not intentionally guilty of a violation of the revenue 
laws has ever been punished for such violation. 

I know that I have myself defended many with 


persons charged 
violating the revenue laws (under which, as I have said, it is not nec- 


essary to establish intent as a ground of conviction because of the Lin 
difficulty of establishing it) and after their conviction and sometimes 
before upon obtaining the indorsement of the judge of the court and 
the district attorney, I have never had the slightest difficulty, upon 
application to the Department of Justice, in obtaining a remission of 
the fines and penalties. Hence, while it does seem hard that a man 
should be even subject to prosecution unless he is an intentional vio- 
lator of the law, I do not think any practical hardship will result 
from the provision in the form in which the committee report it. 

My friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR ] suggests to me that the 
records of the Department show almost numberless compromises and 
discontinuances of prosecutions by the Government; and every lawyer 
knows that such is the fact. I think, Mr. Speaker, we had better pass 
this bill as it has been reported. It is quite possible, of course, that 
the bill is not perfect. It would not be a human work if it had not 
some imperfection; but it represents the best labor of an earnest com- 
mittee and of the officers of the Department. Our object has been to 
secure an effectual law for the prohibition of the importation of alien 
labor under contract. 

I believe the bill as we have reported it will come as near the ac- 
complishment of that purpose as any law which can be devised; and 
while some of the amendments which have been suggested might not 
perhaps prove harmful, I think it would be wise for the House to take 
the bill as reported and pass it. 

Mr, SHIVELY. This is a drastic measure intended to reach and 
smash the whole business of contract pauper-labor importation. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow I 
desire to call his attention to a provision in section 4, and toask 
whether he does not think there ought to be an amendment made there. 
The section provides: 

That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, 
ageany alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan to migrate from an 
— thed the United States, by promise of employment, through advertisement or 
otherwise, and any such alion who shall thus be encouraged to im to 
the United States, or who shall bea party to a contract prohibited by section 1 
of this act, shall not be permitted to remain, but shall be returned to the port 
from whence he sailed, 

Ought not some limitation of time to be specified? Otherwise, a 
man’s right to remain here might be attacked by somebody after he had 
been here for twenty years. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In answer to my friend from Illinois I call his 
attention to the fact that the amendatory act of October 19, 1888, is not 
repealed by the provisions of this bill. We have been careful to pro- 
vide that only laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
the bill shall be repealed; and under the act of October 19, 1888, there 
is a limitation of one year provided, 

Mr.PAYSON. It occurred to me there ought to be some limitation. 
Iam not familiar with the legislation on this subject. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thesuggestion of the gentleman is a very proper 


one. 
Mr. SWENE . Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit me to 
ask him a question ? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 
Mr. SWENEY. It is provided at the end of section 5 that 


Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to poe any individual from 
assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or any relative, 
to from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose of se- 
curing citizenship in the United States, 


Now, I wish to inquire what effect this provision would have in the 
case of female immigrants who, as we know, do not obtain naturaliza- 
tion here? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not think it would have any effect in such 
cases at all. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘There are no female contract laborers at any 


rate. 

Mr. SWENEY. I desire to suggest an amendment striking out the 
words for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United States.“ 
This would leave no question as to the right of female immigrants. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not think the provision would operate to 
prohibit the immigration of females. The word eitizenship is used 
in the broad sense as implying permanent residence. 

Mr.SWENEY. A man coming to this country is not a citizen until 
he obtains his naturalization papers, which we know is not done by 
females coming here from abroad. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I do not recognize the objection of the gentle- 
man as sound, but I think perhaps there would be no objection to 
adopting an amendment in that part of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
the existing law, of which this is amendatory, contains the phrase, 
for the purpose of settlement in the United States.“ This bill uses 
the words, for the purpose of securing citizenship in the United 
States.“ 

In the case of Hungarians, Italians, and others, many of them have 
come to this country without ever intending to become citizens at all, 
though they did come here for the purpose of settlement. The lan- 
guage of this bill was made specific so as to require these people, if they 
come here, to take steps for becoming citizens. By this proviso we un- 
dertake to shut out the shifting hordes of contract labor. 


or corporation to encour- 
foreign coun- 
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Mr. SWENEY. CCC 
of those who come here for the purpose 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 
girls here from using their wages to bring over their parents or other 


relatives. 

Mr.SWENEY. This provision would permit them to assist in bring- 
ing over their fathers or brothers, if they came with the intention of 
becoming citizens, but would it 50 not put a difficulty in the way of their 
giving such assistance to female relatives? 

Mr, CATCHINGS. I suggest to the gentleman that the word 
tt citizenship in this bill is used in the same sense as the word set- 
tlement’’ is nsed in the present law. But the bill has been rewritten 
since it was originally and I think the word “ citizenship” 
was intended by the committee to besynonymous with the word set- 
tlement.” What we mean by tbe term there is, of course, permanent 
residence. 

Mr. SWENEY. I understood the gentleman to say that the words 
permanent settlement? had been ee out and the words se- 
curing citizenship’’ inserted. But the case would arise, as I have sug- 
gested, when a person might come for purposes of permanent settle- 
ment withont in to become a citizen 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think the suggestion is a very good one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly it is not intended that this should ex- 
clude those who desire to become t residents. 

But the gentleman referred a little while ago tothe 
Italians and Hungarians who did not intend to become permanent cit- 
izens. 


Now, I would suggest that we might strike out the word ‘‘citizen- 
ship” and put in the words permanent residence there, so as to 
make it read “securing permanent residence in the United States,” 
That, I think, would cover the point. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If the committee has no objection, I think it 
wouldimprove the bill to make that modification. 

Mr. PAYSON. But if the gentleman will permit me, the expression 
of the bill, ‘‘securing citizenshipin the United States,” would embrace 
women as well as men. They can be naturalized, and are being nat- 
uralized, just ns well as men every day. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Undoubtedly, but I think that the amendment 
suggested would be rather an improvement than otherwise to the bill, 
and for my part I have no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the provision of section 5 of this bill as reported from the com- 
mittee, which it seems to me may be amended so as to very much 
strengthen and improve the bill. This section recognizes that there 
are cases where it is proper to introduce into the United States the 


skilled labor secured by contract in other countries. It reads as fol- 
lows: 

Sco. 5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to preventany citizen 
or subject of any fore country temporarily residing in the United States, in 


any private or official open. from engaging, under TONAR or otherwise, 
not residents of t States to act as te secretary or house- 
d domestics for such foreigner temporarily beg the United States as 
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any persons, 
or corporation from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen 
in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new 
industry not at present Kestablished { in the United States: Provided, That skilled 
labor for that purpose can not be obtained in the United States; nor shall the 
provisions of this act apply to professional actors, artists, lecturers, 3 
farien, oF professional singers; not te perso FT 
onal singers; nor ns e as 0 
domestics or servants 93 in the nited States with their — ers: Pro- 
vided also, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prohibit any in- 
dividual from assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or 
any relative, to migrate from any foreign — 2 to the United States for the 
purpose of securing citizenship in the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Permit me to say that these are 
the exact words of the present law. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that they are the exact words of the 

resent law, and they recognize that where an industry exists in the 
United S States and can only be successfully uted by skilled labor, 
and there is no skilled labor in the United States whereby to prosecute 
it, it is proper that the labor should be introduced under contract. 

Now, I know of no reason why an industry here, whether it be a 
new industry or an old one, should be allowed to go to ruin by reason 
of the lack of skilled labor because that labor is not to be found in the 
United States, and because it is illegal to import it. 

Wherever skilled labor is necessary and the importation of skilled 
labor will not interfere with the American workingman it ought to be 
lawful to introduce the skilled labor into the United States, and I pro- 
pose to offer to this section an amendment by adding— 

Or in or upon any industry recently established, where skilled labor toa suf- 
ficient extent can not be obtained in the United States. 

I found among the records of the Treasury Department on yesterday 
evidence of this state of facts: The plate-glass industry is not a new 
industry in this country by any means, but it is a recent industry. It 
has grown to be one of the most important industries of Pennsylvania, 
and of the West. I find that the plate-glass manufacturers complain 
that they are unable to extend, or even to properly carry on, the present 
business by reasonof the lack of skilled labor in the United States, but 
because their industry is not a new one the present law prevents the im- 


We ä the 


portation of that class of skilled labor which is necessary, and the Ameri- 

can consumer suffers, while the American laborer would not be hurt if 

American consumer could be served. If the clause I have intro- 
duced as an amendment be made a part of the bill, that difficulty 

will be avoided. . 

Furthermore, it is said that notwithstanding the provisions of the 
law as it now exists it is daily, hourly, and weekly in process of viola- 
tion, It seems to me that one gcason why it is being violated is be- 
cause under the provisions of the existing law the man who secks to 
import skilled labor is himself made the judge of the necessity of the 
importation. The man who desires to import skilled labor under con- 
tract is the man who passes ou the question as to whether the industry 
he has in view is a new one; and he also passes on the other question, 
whether or not the skilled labor for that purpose can be obtained in 
the United States. 

I submit that it is plainly a bad proposition to embody in any leg- 
islation a provision that a man shall be made the judge in his own case. 
The regulations for the enforcement of this law are to be under the 
control of the Secretary of the Treasury. He is the party who under 
the existing law deals with the facts of each The 
forcement of the law is in the hands of the Aoma Gasna, Why 
not, then, constitute the Secretary of the Treasury and the pe ee 
General a court to pass upon the questions involved in each case? Why 
not add to the bill a provision so that it will read: 


Provided, That in either of such cases 


That is, in the case of the importation of skilled labor for a new in- 
dustry, or for an ind recently established where skilled labor can 
not be obtained in the United States— 

Provided, That in either of such cases laborers ma: imported eg by and 
with the consent and approval of the Secretary of the ä Attorney - 


General upon cause shown to their 3 and upon such —.— to wages 
and otherwise as shall be by them prescribed. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Are there two amendmrnts? 

Mr. DALZELL. No, one amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One amendment in two forms? 

Mr. DALZELL. No, I have been explaining that it accomplishes 
two things in my judgment. I will read my amendment in connec- 
tion with the bill. I read from the bill: 

Nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any Bop ane wenn rad cor- 
poration from engaging, contract or 
eign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any. new in- 
dustry not at firessot established in the United States, 

And I would add: 

And for the prosecution of which skilled workmen can not be obtained in the 

nited States, or in or upon any 15 5 recently established gass skilled la- 
bor to a suficient extent can not be obtained in the United 
That in either of such cases 
consentand ee of the Secretary of and 
of the United States, upon cause 1 to their satisfaction, and upon such 
terms as to wages and as shall by them be prescribed. 

Now, to test the execution of the law in this shape, suppose, for in- 
stance, an application were made to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
leave to import skilled labor under contract in either one of these two 
eases. The Secretary of the Treasury would hear the applicant, take his 
evidence, and then he would send for the other parties interested in the 
enforcement and execution of this law, to wit, the parties representing 
labor in the district, and then, upon the whole case thus made up, the 
Attorney-General would deliver his judgment as to whether or not the 
case fell within the provisions of the law. And it seems tome that by 
the adoption of a process of this kind, which takes away from the party 
seeking to import the power to be himself, in the first instance, the 
judge of the necessity for the importation, we would secure a rigid and 
honest enforcement of the law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. DALZELL, Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has there been any fight in the glass Tegions of 
Pennsylvania about the importation of contract labor for thegglass- 
works? 

Mr. DALZELL. There was a suit instituted against certain manu- 
facturers for the importation of foreign laborers. j 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Upon what ground did the labor organizations of 
Pennsylvania base their complaint against this importation of contract 
labor ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Upon the e that there was no necessity for 
it, and that they were taking the places of laboring men in this 8. 
try; in other words, that the importation did not fall within the 8 


visions of the law, which only permitted the importation of 
labor when skilled labor could not be found in this country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why is it that the glass business in Pennsylvania 
ought not to be left to attract the immigration of men skilled in that 
business, the same as other employments, without previous contracts? 

Mr. DALZELL, I will answer the gentleman it is a long way 
between Western Pennsylvania and Belgium, and that it is not to be 
presumed that the men would come simply upon a bare chance of get- 
ting employment. 


Mr. WADE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Briss]. 


skilled workmen in for- 
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Mr. BLISS. Mr. f er, I believe this bill is a step in the right di- 
rection, Living, as I do, in a State which is uear the borders of Canada, 
I have had some occasion to see the necessity for the enforcement of this 
law. A great many men who come from Canada are employed to work 
in the woods of Michigan, and it is commonly reported that agents are 
often sent into Canada who make contracts with men and bring them 
into the forests of Michigan. I can not say that that is positively 
true, but 1 believe it has been dong Iknow Ihave seen in Canadian 

pers advertisements quoting rates of wages that were said to be paid 
fn the woods, which were far in excess of the rates of wages in Canada. 

The effect of those advertisements would be to induce men to come 
over to seek employment at the larger rate of wages offered. In some 
cases when they got into the woods they would find that the rate of 
wages advertised was not being paid. But being there, being a long 
way from home, they would hire out at what they could get, and by so 
. doing they would crowd out the men who live there and have their 
homes and families there. The effect of this evil has been felt in many 
parts of the State. 

So, I say, this bill is a step in the right direction. I believe it will 
be a remedy for a state of things that is encouraged by some corpora- 
tions, not only in Michigan, but all along the border from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, in the mines, in the woods, and on the railroads. I be- 
lieve we should do everything we can to elevate and advance the inter- 
ests of labor. The intention of our tariff laws is to increase the wages 
of labor and to protect our own citizens against the competition ot for- 
eigners. In some instances our tariff laws have not been efficient in 
that direction, but I think this bill will mitigate many of the evils 
which come from the competition of cheap labor. 

It has been said in reference to the amendments to this bill that the 
committee were unanimous as to all the sections of the bill. 

I wish to say that two or three of us were not present when one of 
the sections of the bill wos considered. I was not present when the 
provision was incorporated in the bill that half of the tees should go to 
the informer. I was present when the rest of the bill was under con- 
sideration. 

Mr, Speaker, this bill and the act it amends deserve of Congress 
its closest analysis and consideration. The Committee on Labor have 
bestowed upon this subject much time and attention, and from the 
great mass of measures presented upon this subject have evolved the 
measure under consideration, which in the main is thought to represent 
the best and most practical methods fora solution of this much-vexed, 
but important, subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that those who oppose this bill will claim 
to see in it an ee of the liberal and inviting policy towards 
all nations to come to our shores, But upon the subject, as well as all 
others, American statesmanship must keep abreast with the demands 
of the hour. With the march of time have come changes in our na- 
tional conditions, and in no respect is there a greater demand for halt 
being called than upon the policy of indiscriminate immigration to our 


s. 

We have merited the opprobrium of being termed the dumping ground 
for the refuse of all nations, and dearly have we paid for it. We have 
been deluged with the world’s criminals and paupers, until to-day we 
are in danger of settling upon a policy which may be found in the 
other extreme. Toa proper solution of this question Congress must 
wisely and patriotically direct its attention. 

‘Two motives prompt men to come to our land. One is a laudable desire 
to better life’s condition and to become a part of the citizenship of this 
Republic. The other is to seek new fieldsin which to practice the crimi- 
nal arts and inhabit almshouses and too frequently insane asylums. 
To encourage and foster the former and discourage and suppress the 
latter should be the supreme effort of this Congress. One of the former 
class landing at Castle Garden, young or in middle life, with all his 
goods in a cotton handkerchief, is worth $1,000 tothe Republic. Every 
child born to such a parent on American soil isan American. Itim- 
bibes the spirit of liberty and has no attachment for the land of its 
fathers. From such as these come many ot our best citizens. And while 
this class is valuable in all that goes to make us greater and better, so is 
vice! Be of the latter class the moment he touches our shores an in- 
cumbrance of $1,000 upon the property of our people. He enters upon 
a career of crime, and with court, prison, almshouse, and asylum ex- 

nses incident to his existence, only impoverishes and poisons our na- 
tional life. Mr. Speaker, is proof demanded to support this proposi- 
tion? My answer is found in the statistics of my country. They teem 
with frightful data fally supporting my assertion. Leaving out of 
the question all moral and religions considerations, which outweigh 
all others, from a purely financial and commercial standpoint our duty 
lies in the course indicated by the bill. 

Our tree of 8 pioua no longer shelter the pauper criminal ele- 
ment from the Old World. Our gates should not be shut against any 
one with professed intentions of citizenship. While we nolonger have 
any frontier, while our Territories are nearly all changed into thickly 
povisen States; while we are nearly 65,000,000 population, we still 

ve room for the well disposed, but none for the pauper criminal. 

Mr. Speaker, while this measure is the culmination of the doctrine 
of protection and meets a demand in the Republican platform of 1888, 


1 it is also so eminently patriotic that no member of this House will, 
trust, seriously oppose it. Who will say that were it possible to 
eliminate from the laboring classes the pauper criminal class from 
Europe that American labor would not at once rise 50 per cent, in 
the scale of mental and moral development ? 

Who will say that America needs the alien element that is to-day 
crowding the well-inclined citizen laborer from the mine, the forge, 
the mill, and the shop? Who will say that the tendency of this measa 
ure is not for the protection of the better class we now have, and which 
may come? 

This bill is presented as an improvement upon the present laws, and 
intended to correct some of the abuses under those Jaws. Our tariff 
laws are designed primarily for the protection of labor in this country 
against the cheaper labor of foreign countries, but those laws have been 
directly evaded and their effect lost by the practice of certain employ- 
ers of importing labor under contract to work for stipulated wages 
pene apon the price of labor in the country from which they are ex- 


This practice rendered the tariff Jaws valueless as affording any pro- 
tection to labor, and Co very wisely undertook to remedy this 
abuse. The administration of these laws has developed certain weak- 
nesses which this bill undertakes to remedy, and makesit very danger- 
ous for any person to engage in the business of importing contract 
labor. The Government should not allow the standard of wages main- 
tained in the United States to be lowered by the competition of foreign 
cheap labor brought within our borders, We gladly welcome all labor 
that will enter into honest competition, but shut our doors stoutly 
against the intruder who would lower our standard of living. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not close without reminding the House that, in 
my judgment, this billis the enemy of anarchists and so-called social- 
ists; that the legitimate fruit of this and kindred | tion is the 
greatest possible prevention of those acts of bloodshed which during 
the last decade have blackened our annals. 

Mr. Speaker, even-handed justice, from a social, moral, and financial 
standpoint, asks the passage of this bill. ‘The enemies of free institu- 
tions will scoff and sneer, but the honest and well disposed will applaud. 

There can be no doubt in which direction our duty lies. 

Mr. CARUTH. TI ask unanimous consent to address the House for 
five minutes. 5 

Mr. WADE. I yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I desire to know if there is any rule of the 
House giving the chairman of the committee entire control of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore,. The chairman of the committee has 
time vet remaining in his own right which he has not consumed, and 
the Chair, of course, izes him. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WADE] has yielded to me three minutes, and I “wade ” in. 

I do not desire, Mr. Speaker, to make any remarks about this bill, 
but I do desire to say that if the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. NIE- 
DRINGHAUS] construed my remarks made here upon the 17th of May, 
which he seems apparently to have just discovered, as an attack upon 
the German race he is very much mistaken. They have no more de- 
voted, no more ardent admirer for their thrift, their progress, and their 
industry than I. 

When I made the speech upon the 17th of May it was in order to 
defend that race from a wanton attack made upon it by the gentleman 
from Missouri. He laid down a proposition that we were paying too 
much for foreign labor, and I agree with him only to the extent that 
we are paying $5,000 to the gentleman from Missouri. [Laughter.] 
Now, he says he wanted to prove how true that was, because he says 
he can not tell to what race I belong. If his eyes and his senses are so 
defective that he can not tell white” from black,“ then he has no 
business to occupy a seat in the American Congress. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. But this is following out the same princi- 
ple, you know. 

Mr. CARUTH. Now, I wanted to make a speech on that day in 
respect to a discussion which was going on about putting a tax upon 
granite, and this gentleman advertises before all the world that he is 
engaged in the manufacture of imitation granite. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS. That is a misstatement. 

Mr. CARUTH. Now, I want to advertise my protest against the 
gentleman advertising his wares before the American Con I have 
here this document, which the gentleman says he 555 It 
is his autobiography, and in it he states the business in which he is 
engaged, and he tells the American people furthermore that he was 
the only Representative of sufficient popularity in the city of St. Louis 
to win an election. Now, this is not 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


_The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 
p Mr. CARUTH. Oh, give me two minutes more. I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed two minutes. 
Mr, WADE. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TURNER]. 
Mr. CARUTH. I desire to have two minates more. 
Mr. TURNER, of New York, Isimply desire tosay a few words 


Koor CARUTH. I asked unanimous consent to proceed for two 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put thequestion. The 
gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent to proceed for two 
minutes. Is there objection? . 

Mr. WADE. Would that come out of the time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would. 

Mr. WADE. Then I object. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a 
few words in opposition to the proposition of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson], for whom I have the profoundest re- 
spect, and who asks to strike out the so-called moiety clause in this 
matter of the fine. I would suggest to him that there has never been 
an abuse of the moiety clause complained of, and I believe no informant 
has obtained one single dollar of it. The object is simply this: Here 
are a number of foreign workmen brought to an establishment, and it 
is believed that they are under contract. 

Now, the only persons in interest to any inquiry of that kind would 
naturally be the competing workmen, and they might fail to prosecute 
or give information as to such a violation of the law unless prompted 
by the possible collection of something for themselves as a result of such 
successful prosecution. I am informed that the amount provided 
in the last Congress for investigation into and prosecutions for violation 
of this law stands upon the books, and the thirty or fifty thousand dol- 
lars has not been paid out. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is in error as to the moiety proposi- 
tion being in the law of 1885. I stated that on the floor before, but I 
sent for the law since then, have examined it, and the gentleman is 
misinformed. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York, That was my information. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam not doubting the sincerity of the gentleman, 
but his statement is erroneous, 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If it was not in that law that is 
probably the reason why it has proved nugatory and of no effect. 
Why, in this way you make every man who is employed by a corpora- 
tion, or any other institution using and employing labor where re- 
cently landed immigrants might make their appearance, a detective to 
see to it that this law shall not be violated, and you thus throw around 
every other employer a cordon of detectives who shall look into and 
investigate this matter and prevent a violation of this law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempnre. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


ired. 
: Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman think that is a good policy? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. Ido. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘To create a detective force in every working estab- 
lishment? 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, we have been told by the gentleman 
from Michi, that this law, as it now exists, has not been enforced. 
It was for the purpose of enforcing the law and for the purpose of pre- 
venting the importation of contract labor that this bill was introduced 
and perfected. I want to say to the members of the House that the 
Solicitor of the Treasury drew this bill. He drew it on thorough 
knowledge of the conditions surrounding the Treasury Department in 
the enforcement of the law, and has asked this House to pass this bill 
to enable him to carry out the provisions of existing Jaw. 

Mr. McKINLEY. With the experience he has obtained in the en- 
forcement of the law. 

Mr. WADE.. And he appeared before the committee and gave it 
the benefit of his experience as to the enforcement of the old law, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. It seems to me the worst 
policy possible on the part of members of the House to ingraft on this 
hill amendments that the Solicitor of the Treasury has asked us not to 
put in the bill. Now, the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has 
put in an amendment that the master of the ship shall not know- 
ingly’’ bring these people here. That very provision is the one that 
the Solicitor of the Treasury asked to have eliminated from the old bill. 

A MEMBER. Why? 

Mr. WADE, Because the law could not be enforced with it in. 
Now do members of this House, in obedience to the sentiments of the 
people of this country, want this contract labor prevented from coming 
into the country? If they do, they ought to give the officers of this 
Government just such a lawas we have proposed, and any amendments 
that may be ingrafted upon this bill will be ingrafted upon it in op- 
position to the desire of the Solicitor of the Treasury. I hope, there- 
fore, the House will vote down every amendment that has been pro- 
posed to the bill, and will take it just as it has been written by the 
ponar of the Treasury and caretully considered by the Committee 
on r. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will the gentleman permit one question? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, Do you want the bill to remain in such a 
condition that the Government officers can compromise and “adjust” 
these fines after they have been recovered, as has been done in the past? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, 
the previous question is ordered; and the question is upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, the “Ls taper post having charge of the bill 
beste oe for the purpose of offering an amendment, which he agrees 
accep 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not do that. The 
rule of the House fixed a time when the previous question shall 
be ordered, and that time has arrived. 

Mr. QUINN. I ask unanimous consent to present an amendment 
which the chairman of the committee having the bill in charge con- 
sents to accept. Iask to present my amendment and have it consid- 
ered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York ? 

Several MEMBERS. What is the amendment? : 

Mr. QUINN. Iwill read it. I propose to amend by striking out 
the word imported,“ in line 28, section 6, and inserting these words: 
‘forin the event of such master of the vessel not being within the 
jurisdiction of the Government of the United States, then the com: 
owning, or the agent acting as such on behalf of said owners, shall,’’ 
ete. Also strike out the word to,“ in line 30, of the same section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SWENEY. Lask unanimous consent to submit the amendment 
that I proposed a few momentsago, which was, to strike out the words 
“securing citizenship,” in line 23 of section 5, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words permanent residence.“ 

Mr. WADE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

The amendment offered by Mr. DALZELL was again read. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to amend by inserting the words process, or,“ in line 11 of section 5, 
so that where it now reads in or upon any new industry it shall 
read process or industry.” 

Mr. WADE. Tobject. Reserve that until the pending amendment 
is disposed of. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WADE] withdraws his objection to my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it may be considered as pending. 

The amendment of Mr. DALZELL was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Payson], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 23, section 2, strike out the following words: One-half of the judg- 
ment obtained, when collected, shall be paid to the party instituting the al 
and the other half shall be paid to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be di 
of according to law.” 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 51. : : i 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed Mr. PAY- 
sox and Mr. WADE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the second amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], which will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 1, of section 3, after the word shall“ insert the word knowingly,” 
and add at the end of the section, and the fact of such bringing or landing 
shall be prima facie evidence of such knowledge.” 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, noes 35. 

Mr. WADE. I demand tellers, 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. WADE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

5 yeas and nays were refused, only seven members voting in favor 
thereof. > 4 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. STEWART], which will be read. - 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the next amend- 
ment, which was offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. QUINN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word“ imported.“ in line 23, of section 6, insert the words “ or in the 
event of such master of the vessel not being within the jurisdiction of the Gov. 
ernment of the United States, theu the company owning, or the agents acting 
as such on behalf of said owners.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let that portion of the bill be read as it will stand 
with the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the master of the vessel on which sash person wes ine 
ported, or in the event of such master of the 8 being within the juris- 


diction of the Government of the United 
behalf of said 


vessel said person to the country from whence he came at the 
expense of said vessel, ae, 


the gentleman’s proposition, I that in its present form it does 
not harmonize with the language of the section as reported, and there- 
fore should not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment is not subject to de- 
bate. . - 


The 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
3 by the gentleman from Iowa 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in the last line of section 5 the words “securing citizenship” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ permanent residence; ” so as to read: to mi- 
grate from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose of perma- 
nent residence in the United States.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair would like the attention of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. The Chair understood 
him to offer his amendment merely for information, not for the pur- 
pose of being considered. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, I would be very glad to have it voted upon. 
pr aae I may be almost ‘‘solitary and alone’’ in my advocacy of 

ition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment which he proposed, and which was read, may 
be considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
vas ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONVICT LABOR ON GOVERNMENT WORKS. 


Mr. WADE. On behalf of the Committee on Labor, I call up the 
bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor 
ear repair pega building, 95 — or structure 
United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of of the United Slates of 
led, That no person who has been convicted of crime 
and sentenced to imprisonment in any prison, penitentiary, jail, or other penal 
orreformatory institution, shall be employed or permitted to work or labor upon 
any 5 house, or other structure gs to or is constructed 
orrepaired by the Government of the United States; and any officer or agent 
of the United States, or any contractor with the Government of the United 
States, or any subcontractor under such contractor who may employ such con- 
viot } upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is be- 
ing constructed or repaired by the Government of the United States shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof may be 
fined in a sum not exceeding $5,000, or imprisoned in the peniten for not 
more than two years, ors person upon conviction may be both fined and im- 
prisoned. in the discretion of the court before whom the party may be tried. 


Mr. WADE. I call for a vote on the question of ordering the bill 
to be en: ed and read a third time. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to hear some explanation of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The will be read. 

The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3928) to pre- 
vent the employment of convict labor upon the construction or repair of any 
2 3 other structure belonging to the United States, submit the 
2 piia believe thatall work done on Government buildings should 
be done by the honest labor of the country. We recommend the passage of the 
bill with an amendment, inserting fn line 6, after the word “labor,” the words 
during his term of service.“ 


2 BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill is open to 
te 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It occurs to me this is a very extraordinary 
bill. It goes beyond any former legislation in reference to the em- 
ployment of convict labor. Is it proposed, where a man has been con- 
victed of an offense and afterward his innocence is ascertained and he 
is pardoned, that he shall be ontlawed during the remainder of his life 
80 far as copeerns employment by the Government in any business by 
which he might earn a livelihood? That is one illustration of what 
I understand to be the scope and effect of the bill. How will it be 
with the thousands of persons who, after committing some offense 
and being placed in prison, have under religious instruction and prison 
discipline reformed, leading afterward honest lives? Are they to be 
outlawed by the Government of the United States from public employ- 
ment so long as they live? 

Mr. CONNELL. Has the gentleman read the bill? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I heard it read. 

Mr. CONNELL. Is the gentleman aware that its provisions are 


“The next question is upon the amend- 
TMr. SWENEY ], which will 


m the construc- 
g to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Whatever may be the merit of 


AUGUST 30, 


limited so as to apply only during the term of service of persons con- 
victed of crime? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. During their term of service they are shut up 
in prison, and they could not be employed at any rate. 

A MEMBER.. That is not so in all the States. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. From the of the bill I understood it to 
prohibit the employment of convicts after their release from pn 

Mr. CONNELL. No, sir; it does not apply in that way. It relates 
entirely to the labor of convicts during their term of imprisonment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would be glad if the gentleman would point 
out any such limitation. The bill does not read in that way. . 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The bill as read from the Clerk’s desk did not 
contain any such limitation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read an amendment 
which has been reported by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “labor,” in line 6, insert “during his term of service; so as to 


That oy pomon a has pone gig ee eee — eee to am 
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service upon any building, house, or other structure that belongs to or is being 
constructed or repaired by the Government of the United States.“ 

Mr. BUCKALEW. ‘That amendment was not read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Of course I was speaking of the bill in the form 
in which it was read. 

Mr. CONNELL That, however, is an amendment reported by the 
committee, and appears in the printed bill. 

Mr. HAYES. Why are the words term of service used instead 
of “term of imprisonment? ” 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have but one further remark, Mr. Speaker, to 
make. By this amendment the whole character of the bill is changed. 
I understand if the bill is amended as the committee now propose, it 
will apply only to the term of actual service. Now, it must appear to 
most men, I think, when they come to scan the provisions of the bill, 
that it will be almost ridiculous to send it out, being so limited, in 
fact, that it will have but little effect throughout the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would suggest, if the gentleman will permit 
me, that the word service“ be changed to im ent,” 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Undoubtedly that would be a better word. 
Then the bill is so insignificant in its results that it is scarcely worth 
while to spend time considering it. [Cries of Vote!?? Vote! “] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “service” and insert “imprisonment.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopied. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRODUCTS OF CONVICT LABOR. + 


Mr. WADE. I now call up on behalf of the committee the bill (H. 
R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from being furnished 
to or for the use of any Department of the Government, and to prevent 
the product of convict labor from being used upon public buildings or 
other public works. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be un- 
lawful for any agent or officer of the United States Government to purchase, 
or, if under his control, to permit the purchas of supplies of every description 
to be furnished to or for the use of the Army or Navy of the United States or 
other Government t, or for use awong any of the Indian —— or 
any of the Departments, or materials to be nsed in the erection, construction, 
or completion of public buildings or other pu io works, when ee 
mal are, in whole or in part, the product of convict labor: „ That 
in all advertisements for the purchase of supplies to be furnished to or for the 
use of any of the Departments, or for the erection, construction, or completion 
of publie rears or public works, and in all contracts made under or 
suance of such advertisements there shall be inserted a condition that no con- 
yict or prison labor whatsoever, or the product thereof, shall be used by or fur- 
nished to any Department of the Government, or employed or used upon any 
public building or work, or in the preparation or manufacture of any of the ar- 
ticles, materials. or supplies contracted to be furnished therefor. 

Sere, 2. That any willful breach of any of said conditions by any contractor 
shall authorize and work a forfeiture of the contract, and shall constitute a com- 
plete defense in bar aguinst any claim or action against the United States for 
the recovery of any sum or sums under said contract; and it shall be the duty 
of the officer 5 such contract, upon being advised that any contractor 
has knowingly vio! the terms of such contract, to declare the same forfeited. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 


: 


Mr. DOCKERY. Why, that is the report we heard read on the other 
bill. ; 
Mr. STRUBLE. Was not this report read a few moments ago? 
Mr. EVANS. It is the same report exactly. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that he 
is reading the correct rt, and will continue the reading. 
The report (by Mr. WADE) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3286) to pre- 
vent the product of convict labor from being furnished to or for the use of any 
Department of the Government, and to prevent the product of convict labor 
from being used upon public buildings or other works, submit the following 
report: 

j Wedo not believe that this Government can afford to savo a few dollars in the 
cost of its supplies by forcing competition between its free and honest citizens 
and the inmates of the risons of the country. The mechanics and laboring 
men of the country pay their full proportion of the expenses of the Government, 
and their labor is as much entitled to the pro! on of Government against 
the prison labor of this country as against the cheaper labor of foreign countries, 
and therefore recommend that the bill pass. 


During the reading of the report— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do we have the same report on both bills? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The same report was read by 
mistake on the other bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thought it sounded familiar. 

Mr. McCKEARY. If this is the correct report on this bill 

Mr. CRISP. I would suggest that the report on the other bill be 
read on this one, [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regrets that gentlemen were 
not so observant when the other report was read. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As we have had this report read once, if we 
have the other report read on this bill, we can understand both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as above. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WADE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman from Missouri any 
other bills from the Committee on Labor? 

Mr. WADE. That concludes the reports from the Committee on 
Labor at present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments a concurrent resolution 
of the House to print the report of the Commissioner of Education for 
1888 and 1889, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN conferees 
on the part of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of Oklahoma 
to relieve destitution therein. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives eee That there be 

rinted of the report of the American Historical Association for the year end- 

g December 31, 1889, 4,500 extra opt ys of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
— Fie use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Associ- 

n. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; and 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill 
(S. 4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis,; in which the con- 
currence, of the House was requested. 


PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Man Ty: votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S, 3918) in regard to collisions at sea, 
having met, after a full and free conference have eons WA recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its di ment to théamendments of the House 
to the second section of said bill, — 5 to the same with the following 
amendment thereto, namely, amend on 2 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That every master or person in charge of a United States vessel who 
fails, without reasonable cause, to render such assistance, or give such informa- 
tion as aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable 
to a penalty of $1,000, or imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years; and 
for the aboye sum the vessel shall he liable and may be seized and proceeded 
against by process in any district court in the United States by any person, one- 
half of s d sum to be payable to the informer and the other to the United 


And with the following additional section: 
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“Sc. 3. That this act will take effect at a time to be fixed by the President 

by proclamation issued for that purpose. 
And the House agree to the same. M. DINGLEY,3 
= . R. 

JOHN M. FARQUHAR, 


. GO i 
> 8 S the part of the Senate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the statement accompanying this report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro re. The statement will be 

The statement was , as follows: 

Statement of the House managers in the conference on bill (S, 3918) in re- 
gard to collisions at sea: 

The House agrees to section 2 of the bill relating to penalties as it passed the 
Senate, with an amendment providing that the act shall take effect at a time to 
be fixed by the President by proclamation for that purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not agree to that report. 
The House has just expressed itself again against the system of in- 
formers, and has decided against the renewal in our I tion of the 
old system of qui tam actions. We abandoned that twenty years ago 
with great unanimity. It is a system that ought not to be tolerated 
in a Government like this, and I hope the report will be rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire simply to say, in response to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that while in ordinary cases within the limits of this 
country where evidence can be reached it might seem entirely appro; 
priate that that should be the case, yet it should be borne in mind that 
the only evidence in case of a collision at sea—when the master ofa - 
vessel runs away and leaves the vessel with which he came in collision 
with the crew and passen to perish—the only evidence of his crim- 
inality in such case must be obtained from some on board the 
vessel, some member of the crew. And when a member of the crew 
would be liable to lose his place if he gave any evidence relating to 
the case, it seemed to all the conferees desirable that in this particular 
instance a part of this $1,000 penalty—and it can not exceed $500 in 
any case—should go to the man who comes forward and gives the evi- 
dence of such serious criminality as this. 

The crew alone can possibly know the facts; the man who furnishes 
information is liable to discharge, and will probably be discharged and 
lose his wages, and so be left helpless unless he shall have this part of 
the penalty. Therefore all the members of the conference, both on the 
part of the House and the Senate, were unanimous, after a discussion 
of the matter, in the view that this was a peculiar case in which the 
principle of allowing half of the penalty to go to the informer should 
be inserted in the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, but a single word. My friend is per- 
fectly aware of the fact that thesame argument is the one which built 
up this system originally in this country. The same ent would 
apply in favor of the proposition contained in the bill which we just 
disposed of, in regard to the importation of foreigners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; because the evidence would be obtainable in 
other ways. The crew of the vessel would not be the only witnesses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the facts displayed to the House over twenty 
years ago in regard to the system showed that this class of qui tam 
actions had created a class of informers who were making money by 
their own dishonor and shame, and the fact adduced at that time in- 
duced the House and the Senate to unite in abolishing the entire sys- 
tem, and until very recently no attempt has been made to revive it for 
any purpose. And while the argument of my friend from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] is a plausible argument, such as has always been presented 
in favor of informers and of qui tam actions, yet it is not a sound one, 
according to our experience; because if we again restore this system of 
giving half to the informer, it will gradually creep back into our leg- 
islation in regard to our internal- revenue laws and our tariff taxation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But a single suggestion and I will submit the 
matter to the House. It was the unanimous opinion of the conferees 
that an offense like this, committed npon the sea, where no person 
could be a witness except the members of the crew, who were liable to 
be discharged if they gave any information; the enormity of the offense 
was such, in view of the fact that a thousand lives might be imper- 
iled by such an act as this, that it was a case which absolutely de- 
manded that halfof the penalty should go to the informer. Theamount 
is not large, only $500 in any event, and it seems to be necessary, in 
order to give assurance to the seaman who comes forward and furnishes 
the evidence to convict of this serious offense, that if he loses his place 
he will still be whole. Therefore, it was the unanimous opinion of 
the conferees that the seaman would not run therisk of losing his em- 
ployment by furnishing the evidence necessary to convict of an offense 
of this serious character, which is an offense against mankind, and not 
simply against our own people. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will not be adopted in its pres- 
ent form, as it will be establishing a precedent in favor of-a system 
which was abandoned nearly a quarter of a century ago. I would like 
to make a further suggestion to my friend from Maine. He says that 
the conferees on the part of the House and of the Senate both con- 
curred in restoring that provision to the bill after it had been stricken 
out in the House. I admit that the vote was not a very formal one, 
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It was rather pro forma, yet it is a fact that the provision was stricken 
out in the House. $ : 4 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from Indiana will remember 
that the action was pro forma, with the consent of the committee, in 
order that the matter might be thoroughly investigated, and was with- 
out any discussion at all. No judgment was pronounced by the House 
upon the matter. ; x 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be a further opportunity given 
to consider this subject and that this report will not be adopted, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam sure thatif the gentleman from Indiana will 
investigate the matter as it has been investigated by the conferees he 
will see the absolute necessity, in this peculiar case, of doing just what 
is proposed in this bill. 

ask for a vote. 
The question was taken on the adoption of the conference report; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 37. 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr, DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
‘ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STATE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State of North Da- 
kota to appro; for the use of the State Agricultural College, as a site for 
that institution, section 36, township 140, range 49 west, situate in the county 
of Cass, in said State. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of the United States is hereby given to the 
State of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural Col- 
Jege, as a site for that i tution, section 36, township 140, range 49 west, situ- 
ate in the county of Cass, in said 45 portion of the lands granted to 
said State for the purposes of common schoo! 

The committee recommend to add to the section the words: 


Butno indemnity shall be allowed for this section. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believethat bill comes from the Public Land Com- 


mittee. 
It comes from the Public Land Committee 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
with a unanimous report. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. As I understand the purpose of this bill it is 
to grant for the site of an agricultural college certain lands that would 
be used for school lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all there is of it. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 

cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. [After a pause. ] 
I withhold the motion until the gentleman from Missouri presents his 
request for unanimous consent. _ 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask you to hold it for sometime. Ihave a bill 
here that I desire to have passed. 

The SPEAKER. - Does the gentleman withdraw the motion to ad- 


journ? 
Mr, HOLMAN. I do. 
ST. CHARLES COLLEGE, ST. CHARLES, MO. 


Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
(H. R. 5501) for the relief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, Mo., re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, may be recommitted to that com- 
mittee. ; 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


CAPT, CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to take up for 
immediate consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the 
retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, 
valid, and that he is entitled as such officer to his pay. 

The resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to have some explanation of the resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. ‘The resolution was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and its passage is desired by the War De- 
partment, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] who 
made the report is more familiar with the facts than I am. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this officer is now on the retired-list. 
He served during the war, and in 1864 was put upon the retired-list; 


Aveust 30, 


but before that time he was summarily dismissed by order of the Sec- 
retary of War—— 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
that until I get this resolution through. 

The SPEAKER. All these proceedings are by unanimous consent, 
and when any gentleman says he demands the regular order that fin- 
ishes proceedings which are going on by sufferance. The gentleman 
from Indiana moves that the House do now adjourn. - 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
withhold that motion I will move that when the House adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Tuesday next, in order that we may thus honor 
Labor Day. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have legislative day. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws his motion for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Indiana can not withdraw 
his motion in favor of another gentleman. If he withdraws his mo- 
tion then it is for the Chair to determine who shall be recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would withdraw the motion if the gentleman's 
motion could be put. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
to lay before the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. s 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; 

A bill (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River, at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 
River between the city of. St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Lonis, 
Missouri; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of the death 
of his brother. 

To Mr. BOWDEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. RoBERTSON, indefinitely, on account of important business, 

The motion of Mr. HoLMAN was then to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 utes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday, September 1, at 12 o’clock m. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 4158) for a public building at Sheboygan, Wis.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That there be 
rinted of the — of the American Historical Association for the year ending 
mber $1, 4,500 extra copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House of 8 and 1,500 for the 
use of the Smithsonian Institution and the American Historical Association ; 


to the Committee on Printing, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: z 

Resolved, That on Wednesday, the 4th day of September, immedtately after 
the morning hour has expired, H. R. 5958 be taken up for consideration, and 
thatthe previous question shall be considered as ordered in one hour and a 
half after its consideration is begun, and that no other business shall be in 


order until said bill is disposed of: Provided, however, That the consideration of 


this bill is nottointerfere with conference reports or appropriation bills; 
to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3843) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a port of delivery at Rock Island, III., accom by - 
a repari (No. 3031)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. STONE, ot Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


ported favorably the rte of the House; which were severally 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 
A bill (H. R. 2749) for the relief of John F. Alsup. (Report No. 


3032, 
3) (H. R. 2743) for the relief of John Sullivan. (Report No. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 206) regulating 
leases of coal landsin the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, reported, as 
asubstitute therefor, a joint resolution (H. Res, 219) regulating leases 
of coal lands in the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory; which was read 
82 ees accompanied by a report (No. 3034), referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 10756) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes, approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of 
said first-mentioned act, and to provide fora settlement of claims grow- 
ing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the 
railroads, and to secure to the United States payment of all indebted- 
ness of certain of the companies therein mentioned, in behalf of the 
minority of said committee, submitted their views in writing thereon; 
which were ordered to be printed as Part 2 of Report No. 2329—to the 
House Calendar. 

` Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10507) for the relief of the Portland 
Company, accompanied by a report (No. 3036)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, on the bill (H. R. 
11802) to repeal the law entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company, of Nicaragua,’’ approved February 20, 1889. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11902) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William W. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11903) grantinga pension to Jona- 
than Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11904) to correct the military rec- 
ord of William Myers, and pay him $376.36—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 11905) for the relief of Arthur Hutch- 
eson, administrator of the estate of John Carleton, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 11906) for the relief of Jacob P. 
Stroope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11907) for the relief of Asa Townsend—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11908) for the relief of the estate 
of Rigobert Donato, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11909) for the relief of Victor Lastrapes, of St. 
Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11910) for the relief of the estate of Charles Le- 
melle, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11911) for the relief of Léon Lemelle, of St. Landry 
Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, . 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of 
charge of desertion from Anderson Malone—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 11913) granting a pension to Anna 
A. Tallman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition for a bill granting an increase of pension 
to William W. Ivory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, GRIMES: Petition of Arthur Hutcheson, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of Isaac Pack, asking for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUINN: Resolutions of Grant Post, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, relative to the removal of the remains of General Grant—to the 
ommittee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 1, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not feel at liberty to go on 
with business with only eight Senators present, and I suggest that there 
is no quorum. Eight are too few. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont suggest- 
ing the absence of a quorum, the roll of the Senate will be called by 
the Secretary. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Stockbridge, 
Allen, Dixon, Ingalls, Vance, 
Berry, Edmunds, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Casey, Hale, Ransom, 

Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 

Culiom, Harris, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sponded, 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from. Rhode Island 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance 
of absent Senators, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The eant-at-Arms, being fur- 
nished with a list of absent Senators, will execute the order of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BATE, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. COKE, Mr. DoLPH, Mr. 
Evarts, Mr. FRYE, Mr. Grsson, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. MCPHERSON, Mr. Moopy, Mr. MORGAN, Mr, PLATT, Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. TELLER, Mr. VEST, and Mr. VOORHEES entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

Mr. BLAIR (at 10 o’clock and 27 minutes a. m.). Would a motion 
to adjourn be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It would be in order, 

Mr. BLAIR. This is Labor Day, universally observed as a holiday 
throughout the country, and in behalf of those who are expected to 
work only from eight to ten hours, when we work fromsixteen to twenty, 
I think it is due from the Senate of the United States that it do honor 
to this occasion by adjourning. So I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us honor our Labor Day by legislation for the ben- 
efit of labor. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senate will take up the labor bills that have 
been sent us by the House of Representatives, I shall be glad to aequi - 
esce ee 3 suggestion. 

Mr. IS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to spend the day in legislation which will 
raise the wages of every laborer in this country. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is the motion debatable ? 

Mr. PADDOCK and Mr, STEWART entered the Chamber, and answered 
to their names. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will give the Senator in charge of the tariff bill 
notice that as soon as a quorum is present Ishall ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the labor bills which 
have been sent to us by the House of Representatives. This is Labor 
Day, and there is a universal desire to do something for labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is by unanimous consent. The 
Chair understands the Senator from New Hampshire to withdraw the 


motion to adjourn. 
I object to any further buncombe speeches this 


Twenty-one Senators have re- 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island ob- 
jects to debate while the call of the Senate is pending. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose it is to be understood perhaps that the rep- 
resentatives of monopoly might object—— z 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iobject to debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I shall hope that the Senator would certainly _ 
agree that we proceed to consider the labor bills. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask the President of the Senate to enforce the 
rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair wiil request the Senator 
from New Hampshire to observe the rales of the Senate and abstain 
from debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. SHERMAN entered the Chamber, and an- 
swered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 10 o’clock and 37 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators have answ: to their names. A quorum being 
present, if there be no objection, further proceeding under the call 


shall malce proclamation fact, an 
tion is in force coal mined in the Dominion of Canada shall 
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will be dispensed with and the Journal of the proceedings of Satur- 
day will be read by the Secretary. 

The Journal of Raturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

J PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr, SHERMAN, I present thirty separate petitions signed by citi- 
zens of Ohio residing in different of the State, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the pure-lard bill, being House bill 283, 
and the pure-food“ bill, House bill 8648, now pending i intheSenate. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of A. V. Cox and 48 other 
citizens of the Fourth Congressional district ot Ohio, praying for the 
passage of legislation to prevent gambling in farm products; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a petition of the New Mexico Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of the land-court 
bill. As the subject is already before the Senate on a report, I move 
that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to. whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. McCreery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereo 


n. 
Mr. BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted a rt to accompany the bill (S. 4310) to authorize the 
Washington and ¢ Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into 
the District of Columbia, heretofore reported by him. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4365) to enable the Postmaster- 
General to test the practicability of extending the free-delivery system 
to offices of the fourth class and other offices; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4366) providing an income tax; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred. to Committee on 
Finance. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS. WITH CANADA, 


Mr. SHERMAN, introduce an amendment intended to be pro- 


8 tariff bill, which I ask to have read, printed, and lie on 
N tal 


ble until the proper time to offer it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The amendment was read, ordered to be printed, and lie on the table, 
as follows: 

SEC: —. a whenever it shall be certified to the President of the United 
States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada shall, by law or regula- 
—— admit free of duty into all its ports coal mined in the United States, he 

of that d thereafter while such law or regula- 

be admitted free of 
ut; — 2 15 all the ports of the United States. And whenever it shall be duly 
— the President of the United States that the Government of the Do- 
minion of {Canada bas declared a desire to enter into such commercial arrange- 
ments with the United States as will — — re complete or partial removal 
of duties upon trade between. ted Btates, — shall appoint 

Sot oe to mect 8 — be o designated to resent the 
Government of Canada, to consider the best method of extending the trade re- 
lations between Canada and the United States, and to ascertain on what 

freedom of intercourse between the two countries can best be secured, 


before nd the —— expenses of the commissioners appointed 
— ees at the rate of $10 a day each 
time Lr. 8 duty. shall be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for tne colieat colleatio the customs reyenue, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the S votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3918) in regard to col- 
lisions at sea. 

The message also announced that the House had the bill (S. 
3031) giving the consent of the United States to State of North 
Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural College, as 
a site for that institntion, section 36, township 140, range 49 west, situ- 
ate in the county of Cass, in said State, with an amendment in which 
it oe the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had the tol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of -convict labor from be- 
ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government, 
and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub- 
Tie and other works; . 


A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor 
upon the construction or ofany building, house, or other struct- 
ure belon to the United States ; and 

A bill ( 9632) to amend alten Oe es 

of fi and aliens under contract or 


$ oi APOE ADA: Dna Saa A: Taie cnt the Disteiet of 
u 


THE. REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pre: tempore. If there beno further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VII 
in order, the Senator from Ithode Island moves that the Senate p 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The bill is before the Senate as in 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill being taken up, I ask that it be informally 
laid aside, as this is the morning hour and the bill is properly not in 
order until 120’clock, that I may request unanimous consent to 
ceed to consider the House bill for the adjustmentof accounts of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

That bill has been before both Houses of Congress for many sessions. 
It was passed in the last Congress through the Senate and has been re- 
ported favorably by the Senate committee and is now on the Calendar 
of the present Congress. The bill has been passed in the House of 
Representatives, it isnow lying upon the table, and Lask that the Sen- 
afe proceed to its consideration. It is brief, and I think will consume 
scarcely any time and not lead to debate. Lask the Senator from Rhode 
Island to give way until I can ask for its consideration. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Ham 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to call up the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for 
the adjustment of aceounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics. aris- 
ing under the eight-hourlaw. Is there objection? 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless there can be unanimous consent that it 
shall be disposed ot without debate, I shall feel compelled, by the 
arrangement under which we are acting, to interpose an objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There can not be unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. That consent can not be had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. Shall the bill 
be placed on the Calendar or lie on the table? 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that there was objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Labjected, because both the Senator from Vermont 
and the Senator from Tennessee said that the bill could not be dis- 

of without debate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Nebraska Ishould 
like to say that in the amendment submitted from Committee on 
Finance on the 28th ultimo there was a mistake in copying, and the 
word unjust,“ in the thirteenth line, should have been ‘‘ unreasona- 
ble. Lask that the modification be made, and that the amendment 
be reprinted as corrected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send the print to 
the desk so that the modification may be made in the order to print? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not hear the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Can it not be read from the desk? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Wecan not hear the Senator here, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island pro- 
poses to correct an error in the print of an amendment previonsly sub- 
mitted by him to be considered hereafter, and he pet that it may be 
reprinted as corrected. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only the change of one word. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, what became of the eight-hour bill, 
which was asked to be taken up? 


The PRESIDENT pro sti i Nothing came of it. 
Mr. PLATT. Then it still lies on the table? 
The PRESIDENT pro tem Tt still lies on the table, where it 


was placed at the request of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 


Bl. AIR], a similar bill having been reported from the Committee on 


Education and Labor of the Senate and being on the Senate Calendar. 
Mr. PLATT. Something was said about the bill going on the Cal- 


endar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair inquired whether the bill 
should go on the Calendar or be laid on the table and received no re- 


sponse. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the inquiry of the Chair. I de- 
sire the bill to lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The following bills from the Honse of Representatives were severally 
nee pews by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Education 
an — 

A bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from be- 
ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government, 
and to prevent the product of coves labor from being used upon pub- 
lic buil and other works; 

“A bill ( R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor upon 
the construction or repair of any building, house, or other structure 
belonging to the United States; and 
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A bill (II. R. 9632) to amend “‘An act to prohibit the importation 
and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 

umbia.’?’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for 
the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics aris- 
ing under the eight-hour law, which on the 30th ultimo was ordered to 
lie on the table at the request of the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
BLAIR], if there be no objection, will be taken from the table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

NORTH DAKOTA SCHOOL LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3031) giving the consent 
of the United States to the State of North Dakota to appropriate for the 
use of the State Agricultural College, as a site for that institution, sec- 
tion 36, township 140, range 49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in 
said State, which was, in line 7, after the word school,“ to insert but 
no indemnity shall be allowed for this section.“ 

Mr. PIERCE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, 

The amendment was concurred in, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3202) ex- 
tending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts to 
the Great Lakes and their connecting waters. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 
R. 3839) for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment to House 
bill 9416 will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 373, on page 88, line 22, after the 
words shall be,“ the Finance Committee propose to strike out the 
word twice and insert two and one-half times;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

373. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in t of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be twoand one-half times the dut 
im) by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad- 
dition thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, since the commencement of this 
somewhat protracted debate on the tariff, I have consumed compara- 
tively little of the time of the Senate, and I desire now to submit some 
remarks of a general character upon the pending bill. 

Mr. President, the great power and influence of the Republican party 
as a factor in the politics and the civilization of our country, and its 
brilliant achievements in defense of the Union against rebellion, in 
the re-establishment of our free institutions apon the enduring founda- 
tions of liberty and justice and in the advancement of our material in- 
terests, are due chiefly to the fact that from its birth it has possessed, 
through its membership, the best average intelligence, courage, morals, 
and conscience of the country. 

A further explanation of its inherent strength, and its ability to live 
and endure in the midst of contentions more formidable than ever 
beset a political in this or any other country, is found in the 
fact that, as an organization, it has always been tolerant of differences 
of opinion, and the public expression thereof, by its membership. This 
is notably true as to all economic questions, and conspicuously so as to 
the tariff. Indeed, the organization of the party was made possible 
only by compromises between the powerful free-soil elements of the 
old Democratic and Whig parties, the former of which would never 
consent to anything in the way of tariff impositions beyond what waa 
absolutely necessary to produce the revenues required for the support 
of the Government, while the latter could be satisfied with nothing 
short of the most ample protection, through high-tariff duties, for the 
maintenance of home manufactures. 8 

It is a well known fact of history that when these elements came 
together and organized the Republican party, with the determination 
of placing a barrier against the further encroachments of the slave 
power, they agreed to bury their differences and relegate all ques- 
tions geen oe tariff policies and measures to the future. So it hap- 

ed that the tariff never appeared asa distinctive issue between ex- 

fting political parties in this country until after the war for the Union 

had a successful issue and the great questions arising out of that 
were mainly settled. 

The tariff of 1862, known as the war tariff, was generally accepted 
at the time of its enactment as a necessity arising from a state of war 
which had demoralized the currency, the exchanges, the commerce, 
and the industries of the country. Very soon after the commencement 
of that great struggle the sources of supply became wholly inadequate 
tomeet the enormous demand suddenly and unexpectedly created and 
which rapidly increased with each month as the war progressed. This 
e ee ee the facilities of production in every field 


At length the war was at an end and the unprecedented demand urrated * 


by it was withdrawn., Then it was discovered that not only had the 
facilities of production increased immeasurably beyond the require- 
ments of the country ina time of peace, but far beyond what would 
have been necessary even if the war had continued. Moreover, a large 
surplus of many kinds of productions had accumulated, to be passed 
over to the greatly reduced demand resulting from the return of peace. 
It was not, therefore, thought to be wise or prudent to invite compe- 
tition from other countries through tariff reductions until these hard 
conditions should be materially changed or altogether removed. 

It required the best talent, the greatest courage, and the most un- 
yielding patriotism on the part of Republican Administrations to con- 
duct the Government through that stormy post-bellum period, to lead 
the country out of the demoralization and distress incident to the 
greatest war of modern times, and to bring order out of the chaos into 
which the finances, the currency, and the business of the country had 
drifted. And here were written some of the very brightest pages of the 
great history of the Republican party. But I can not turn aside now 
to present them. 

After the re-establishment of our depreciated currency at a parity 
with gold through the operation of the resumption act, and the general 
readjustment of our commercial and industrial interests which rapidly 
followed that great result, a revision of the tariff laws looking to a re- 
duction of the war imposts came more and more to be considered the 
imperative duty of Congress, Much has since been accomplished on 
this line, but a great deal yet remains to be done. The Republican 
party cheerfully assumes the responsibility of completing this impor- 
tant work. And while there are differences of opinion in the y as 
to the details of the required adjustment, there is no dissent from the 
declarations heretofore placed by the party in its convention platforms, 
that in all revisions of the tariff due consideration must be given to 


the principle of protection. 
‘There is no contention within the party as to the definition of this 
principle. It is understood by all to mean such protection, h 


tariff duties, as will enable the home manufacturer to successfully main- 
tain his industry and pay the higher prices for labor universally obtain- 
ing in this country, as against the foreign manufacturer and the star- 
vation wages almost universally paid abroad. But the belief is very 
generally entertained in the great agricultural non- man ing States 
of the farther West that the constituents of some of our associates in 
this body, engaged in manufactures in the East, insist upon an appli- 
cation of this principle for the protection of their industries liberal 
enough to insure to themselves excessive profits upon their produets 
at the expense of the agricultural class of the country. 

Mr. President, I should be glad to be able to follow the majority of 
the committee in all of the changes and all of the indorsements made 
by them of the paragraphs which they have left unchanged in the 
pending bill. I very much regret that I have not seen my way clear 
to do so as to all the schedules of the measure. I appreciate fully the 
arduous and conscientious labors performed by them. I concede cheer- 
fully that they have endeavored to faithfully perform their duty to the 
country as they have seen it. And I have heard, with much 
insinuations indulged in by some that threats or ae or 3 
have been permitted toinfluence their action against the right, even as 
the right was a t to themselves. ; - 

It is true, Mr. President, that most of the members of this great com- 
mittee, who were specially charged with the duty and the responsibility 
of perfecting, reporting, and conducting the consideration in the Senate 
of this bill, are from States heavily interested in manufacturing. The 
homes of its members.are within the very shadows of great and pros- 
perous industrial institutions which have been built up by high pro- 
tective tariffs. The owners, and all who are maintained by these in- 
dustries, are of their immediate constituencies. f 

In the prosecution of their work, now, as always heretofore, they 
have been constantly subjected to the insistence of these men that 


must have tariff adjustments which will surely relieve them from 


anxiety and apprehension on account of foreign competition, and that 
their lines shall thus be made easy and comtortable, regardless of the 
effect of such adjustments upon the consumers. The arguments and 
the testimony presented to the committee have come almost entirely 
from the representatives of these interests. The consumer has not per- 
sonally presented himself to them. ; 

All the influences of home interests and local demand have been 
brought to bear upon their judgment. And they are, from the per- 
sonal standpoint, perhaps, to be commended rather than cond 
if, while they are endeavoring to uphold the protective principle, to the 
maintenance of which the Republican party is irrevocably pledged, 
they strive to couserve the interests of the manufacturers, who are 
their immediate constituents. Indeed, it would not be at all strange 
if these able and patriotic Senators should find it difficult to look upon 
the solution of this vexed question as do the equally loyal and true 
Republicans of the West, who are compelled to consider it mainly 
from tlie standpoint of the non-manufacturing consumer. 

And, Mr. President, Iam ready to admit that upon t as upon 
all questions directly and seriously affecting the interests of Western 
constituencies in common with all others, the human nature of their 
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representatives here is such, that, unselfish as they always mean to be, 

they can not refrain from resolving all doubtsin favor of their own people 

as to the share of the benefits to accrue to all, or the sacrifices to be made 

by all, through the adoption of anew policy or the maintenance of an 
one. 

The agricultural West, Mr. President, believes in a tariff for the dual 
object of revenue and protection. It has loyally maintained the pro- 
tective principle. It has sustained it on the broad ground that diver- 
sification of industry and the extension of the home market benefits 
the farmer as well as the mechanic and operative. It has recognized 
the fact that the enormons revenue requirements of the Government, 
present and prospective, can most readily be met by indirect rather 
than by direct taxation. Year alter yearits representatives have stood 
sturdily by the men of the East, repelling what they believed to be dan- 
gerous assaults upon the American system. 

A section least of all directly interested in these industries which 
are most highly protected, it has acquiesced in the retention of heavy 
duties, because assured that without them industries profiting by their 
imposition could not be built np to self-maintenance. The West has 
placed full faith in the promise that a gradual lowering of the tariſt 
would be the inevitable result of the policy which it was supporting. 
It never dreamed of the possibility of the indeñnite perpetuation of 
high protection. It favors now, as it always has, a tariff high enough 
to equalize the difference in lIabor- cost between American and foreign 

e-earners, but it insists that it must be low enough to prevent the 
destruction of home competition, and at the same time ‘preserve at 
least the semblance of foreign competition. 

Certainly, Mr. President, admitting, as I readily do, that no section 
of our country fails to share in the benefits of a properly constructed 
protective tariff, I can truly and with propriety say that those who 
most directly profit trom tariff imposts are, and naturally, less inclined 
to yield any portion of their share of those profits and benefits 
saan are those more remote from the visible effects of tariff stimula- 

n. 

As I before stated, sir, the Republican party has been for many years 
the advocate and the conservator of the protective principle. In its 
national convention of 1888, particularly, it pledged itself to revise the 

ties of the tariff, while maintaining the protective principle. 
With that pledge inscribed upon its banners, it went into battle and 
won, The Republicans of the great agricultural West stood firmly by 
this principle, as expounded by the party platform, placing full reliance 
the professions of their party respecting the same. They believed 
t the inequalities of the tariff should be removed, and they preferred 
that such removal should be made by the friends of honest and fair 
on. 
were not allured, sir, by the cry of a tariff for revenue only, 
but they supported, as they believed, a policy which was to reform, 
and not to renew, to decrease taxes where practicable, not to increase 
Durdens where possible. They naturally desired such a solution of 
this problem as would best conserve the interests of a section whose 
resources were almost exclusively agricultural. They desired a tariff 
adjustment which would protect their home market and at the same 
time the interests of the wage-earner, but which would not op- 
erate to bulwark insolent aggregations of capital, using the necessities 
of the workingman as a shield for their own voracity. In short, the 
‘Western farmers have favored, and favor to-day, a tariff reform which 
does not look to tariff destruction; a readjustment only, and not the 
abolition of needed duties, They have understood revision to mean 
reductions where possible, and not increases in tariff imports. 

A life-long advocate of the protective tariff, Mr. President, believing, 

with all the h of my convictions, that the maintenance of the 
with proper limitations is essential to continued 
prospe ty, Iam convinced that a demand is upon us for a 
lower range of duties generally, which must receive an early and favor- 
able response from Congress. Many of these duties, now believed to 
be too high, have long ago done the work which first justified their im- 
position. They have diversified industry; they have made possible the 
employment of thousands of mechanics, operatives, and laborers. They 
have reduced the prices of manufactured articles by bringing American 
competition to bear on what was formerly foreign monopoly. They 
have stimulated invention and brought labor-saving machinery into 
use to still further cheapen production. 

So long as a high tariff was needed to keep the wheels of such indus- 
tries in motion it was uncomplainingly supported and properly defended. 
But the sentiment is growing and the belief is becoming fixed convic- 
tion in the West, as to some of these protected industries at least, that 
the decreased cost of production should now be met by a greater de- 
=— in duties than our manufacturing friends have yet been willing 

o accept. 

The people of the West begin to think that if a number of the most 
tected of these industries are eyer to learn to stand alone their 
ds should soon be forcibly released from the skirts of high protec- 

tion, to which they so persistently cling. I would reduce the duties 
on the necessaries of life to the lowest point consistent with the main- 
tenance of our own industries in their production. I would 
demand specific reasons of general application for every impost— 
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reasons which shall be specific and conclusive, not only respecting the 
need of a duty itself, but as to the amount of such duty. 

Mr. President, I must frankly say that while this bill was much im- 
proved by the committee in respect of reductions, it was, as reported, 
something of adisappointment. Perhaps some of us had expected too 
much. Ido not assume to have fathomed its intricacies, and I shall 
not attempt a critical review in detail of its provisions. I have no 
doubt many reductions were made by the committee which were not 
acceptable to the manufacturers affected thereby. But I am very cer- 


“tuin that all who are favored most directly by the maintenance of high 


tariff duties, including even those who now complain of the reductions 
made, will be better satisfied with its enactment on the lines Jaid down 
by the committee than any other class. 

In matters directly affecting industrial interests selfishness is un- 
doubtedly sometimes a more powerful motive than patriotism. I have 
no doubt the committee will readily accept this aphoristic conclusion 
after their hard struggle to make revision mean a reduction of tariff 
duties. 

Mr. President, while I believe in protection I must insist that the 
necessity for its application shall be indisputably shown; and in the 
consideration of this bill I have voted for lowering existing duties when 
I believed it could be safely done, resolving all doubts in favor of the 
consumer. I have as a rule voted against all increases excepting only 
those upon luxuries and those upon agricultural products, the latter 
upon the theory that while agriculture is the greatest of all industries 
it has less practical protection than most others, and is at this time 
the least remunerative of all. The list of the increases proposed for 
agricultural products is a very long and valuable one, and it is a pleas- 
ure to me to specially indorse so much of the bill as relates to that 
particular subject. 

But, Mr. President, in the case of industries altogether new, the 
building up of which is sure to increase the labor demand, strengthen 
the home market for the products of agriculture, materially aid the 
growth of business generally, and thus contribute to the general wel- 
fare, I am willing to go to the utmost limit of liberality in the appli- 
cation of the protective principle. But, sir, notonly the practicabilt A 
usefulness, and a reasonable certainty of the success of such indus 
must be demonstrated, but the fact that it can not be securely pla 
upon ils feet and maintained ſor a reasonable period without protection 
against foreign competition must be conclusively shown before I can ac- 
cord it my support. As to such industries, however, I shall desire al- 
ways, when practicable, to give the required protection through the 
bounty system. 

For instance, the manufacture of sugar in this country from the 
sugar-beet has passed mag and surely beyond the experimental stage, 
and the success of this industry, if the protection to which its great 
importance to the whole country entitles it shall be accorded by Con- 
gress, is already assured beyond a peradventure. It has been proposed 
to place sugar upon the free-list, or what will be incomparably better, to 
make treaty arrangements, if possible, with the sugar-producing countries 
of South America for reciprocal free exchange of sugar and some other 
of the products of those countries for certain of the products of our 
own country. 

At the same time it is proposed to protect the beet and other sugar 
industries in this country against free imported sugars, whether from 
the southern part of this hemisphere or from the enormous surplus 
products of both the bounty and tariff protected i industries of 
Germany, France, and Austria-Hungary, by a reasonable bounty, tobe 
paid out of the general funds in the Treasury. I believe in free sugar 
so long as we may be compelled to depend on other countries for our 
supply. Ibelieve, however, that we should secure it through some such 
plan of reciprocity as that indicated by Mr. Secretary Blaine and formu- 
lated by the Finance Committee. But whatever we may conclude to 
do about this, with a liberal bounty assured for fifteen years there will 
thereafter be no occasion whatever for the importation of a single pound 
of sugar into the United States. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I firmly believe that we will become long be- 
fore the date indicated a sugar-exporting country, exactly as the coun- 
tries of Europe referred to, which started with nothing but tarift laws, 
almost prohibitive, liberal internal bounties, etc., have become in about 
the same period of time. 

I would treat the proposed tin-plate industry in thesameway. The 
permanent establishment of this great industry in our country would 
undoubtedly contribute enormonsly to the general welfare if it could 
be accomplished without increasing the cost to the millions of our poor 
people of the innumerable articles made from this product in use in 
the households of all the poor, as well as all the rich, throughout the 
whole country. 

I can not vote for the increase of duty proposed for the protection and 
establishment of this industry, however great its promise for the future, 
because I can not vote for any increase of tariff imports, however meri- 
torious, except suchas I have before indicated, which I think will in- 
crease the cost of any article, commodity, or thing to the poor to whom 
it is a necessity. But I will cheerfully vote for a bounty to make up, 
to the projectors of the tin-plate industry the amount of protection pro- 
posed by the committee through tariff increase. ‘Through the increase 
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of the tariff as proposed by the committee I consider it a self-evident 
proposition that even under the limitations of the proposed increase 
there will be an increased cost to the consumer for everything manu- 
factured from tin-plate for tour or five years, at least, and this would 
mean an enormous sum in the aggregate to be gathered from the pockets 
of the poor. 4 

For, Mr. President, as the poor vastly outnumber the rich, and all 
must have for their daily use articles made from this material, upon 
them would fall the larger proportion of this tax, and to this I can 
not consent. But under the bounty plan protection will be given by 
the use of moneys collected from internal-revenue taxes upon spiritu- 
ous, vinous, and malt liquors and other articles which are chiefly luxu- 
ries; and upon brandies, wines, silks, and theinnumerable other luxuries, 
imported mainly for the use of the rich. Indeed, if necessary, I would 
cheerfully vote for specific additional increases of taxation upon such 
articles and commodities as I have described to cover the requirements 
for bounties upon home-manulactured sugar, tin-plate, perhaps, under 
some circumstances, binding-twine, and, indeed, other new and deserv- 
ing industries. 

I feel certain, sir, it would be the part of wisdom and of justice to 
adopt this policy rather than to increase tariffs which will surely op- 
erate to increase the burdens of the people. 

Mr. President, I would rather vote to appropriate a hundred mill- 
ions of dollars, or more if it could be judiciously used, for the pro- 
tection of meritorious industries, the money to be provided for by in- 
creased taxation upon the luxuries mainly used by the rich, to be sup- 
plemented, if necessary, by a tax on the line indicated by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] upon the large surplus incomes of the 
wealthy, than to vote one additional tariff increase. 

Mr. President, more than eleven years ago, in a speech on this floor, 
I had the honor to call the attention of the Senate to the subject of 
reciprocity with South America. I then urged that through such re- 
ciprocal trade relations new markets might be opened for our agricult- 
ural products. I expressed the opinion that sooner or later we must 
be permitted to pay for our importations from that quarter of the world 
with our own products, and I gave somewhat in extenso my reasons for 
such opinion. On behalf of the great interest of agriculture I besought 
Congress to give early and earnest consideration to the subject. I quote 
from my remarks delivered in this Chamber on the 9th of February, 
48 as follows. I will send this to the desk and ask that it may be 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The extract will be read by the Chief 
Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In this connection, Mr. President, I am led to consider more fully the subject 
of markets to which I before 3 referred. And in speaking of the 
importance of securing new markets and extending old ones, I shall discuss 
the proposition as one that embraces within its scope and is applicable to all 
classes and kinds of producte, because when we enter this field of inquiry we 
at once disvover that whatever will benefit permanently any or all other inter- 
ests will correspondingly advance the interests of agriculture, and on the other 
hand, whatever will benefit agriculture will benefit all other interests, because 
all others in our country have their bases in and are dependent upon it. Im- 
proved methods of agriculture whereby increased protection of our growing 
crops, of our flocks and herds, may be secured, cheaper transportation, the per- 
manent maintenance of a sound currency of uniform standard with the fixed 
money of commerce will enable us to extend our markets in Europe, but these 
alone will not securely open to us the markets of Sonth America, Australia, 
ete, Some other things besides these are necessary. We must strengthen our 
merchant marine, and at the same time adopt a more liberal rule of reciprocity 
in trade with those countries. 

Through the generous ry acre accorded to their mail steam-ship lines by the 
chief producing nations of Europe, as well as by a more 3 rule of re- 
ciprocation on their part, they have very nearly monopolized the trade of the 
South American countries, so that our commerce in that direction is of very 
little accountto us. Take the Empire of Brazil for illustration. From 1870to 
1875, both years inclusive, the exports of that prosperous country were of the 
value of $577,041,492. Of this large amount the United States purchased $274,148,- 
500, nearly one-half ofall herexports, During the same period Brazil imported 
$471 ,570,859 in value of the products of other countries, of which we sent of our 
products $48,853,535, showing a balance nst us from five years’ trade with 
that country alone of morethan $220,000,000, all of which had to be paid in gold. 

During the year 1877 our importations from Brazil were in round numbers 
$45,000,000, while our exports to them were in round numbers only $7,000,000, 
And it is a fact full of significance to the farmers of the West that the shipments 
of flour and other bi stuffs, and of the various products common to their 
farms, ted in value a rsum than that of all other exports to that 
country combined; and another interesting fact in connection with this Brazil- 
ian trade is that of coffee alone, an article used by almost every man, woman, 
and child in this country; the average annual importation from Brazil into the 
United States is about $36,000,000. If we could pay for this im portation with our 
own products we should do exactly the thing we ought and must be permitted 
sooner or later to do. Our mailsfor Brazilhave frequently been sent by steam- 
ships from New York to Liverpool and thence to Rio de Janeiro, because there 
was no other way to transmit them. Our products have often been shipped to 
Liverpool, there sold, and reshipped thence to the ports of Brazil. 

The United States mails, even when transmitted directfrom our ports to Bra- 
zil, have almost always until quite recently gone in British steam-ships carry- 
ing the British . Now if there is any possible remedy for this condition of 
things—whatever it may be and however strongly condemned by previously 
conceived ideas as to its efficacy—it should, by the consent of all, be applied 
at once. I believe the exact remedy is to be found, first, in establishing the 
necessary lines of mail steam-ships between this country and Brazil, which in 
respect of capacity, speed, and elegance of construction shall be superior to the 
ships of the British, French, and German lines, the service to be performed un- 
der contract requirements, with heavy forfeitures for the violation thereof, so 
— rr Ses absolute certainty as to exact regularity of trips and of transmissions 
ofthe mails. 

Next in order, but perhaps even more important than this, is complete rec- 
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iprocity of trade with Brazil. If such a policy cou'd be adopted we would 
very shortly turn the balance oftrade against Brazil, instead of being compelled 
to make gn annual payment, in gold, of $36,000,000 or more on acconnt of the 
balances due her as the result of our commerce, There is, indeed, hardly an 
article which Brazil imports that we can notsomewhere in our country produce 
and successfully export to them, provided that the conditions of our trade and 
business intercourse with them are such as to enable us to com with the 
other producing nations that now employ these 8 facilities to our practical 
exclusion from that commerce because we possess them not. 

What is true of our trade with Brazil is in a greater or less degree true of that 
with the Argentine Republic, with Venezuela, with Chili, with Peru. Let us 
look for a moment at one illustration presented by the commerce of Chili, 
Nearly everything produced by Chili for exportation is subjected to a heavy 
import duty by our Government; therefore, they ship mainly to the European 
markets, which are free to them. Those markets are about as good to them as 
ours would be if our import duties were off, and so the Chilians save nearly or 
quite the whole amount of that tax, which thus operates almost as an actual 
prohibition of imports into the United States from that country; besides, the 
rates of freights are lower to those European countries for the reason that, 
making with them a free and equal exchange of their products, ships in that 
trade have both outgoing and incoming cargoes, - Where thus loaded both ways 
much lower rates can be given than when the shipments are made only one 
way, as is often the case in our small trade with Chili. Moreover, the condi- 
tion of the finances and the currency of Chili—they have an irredeemable cur- 
rency, fiat money, there—are such that if we sell our products to them they 
must give us theirs in exchange therefor, and so it happened in a single year 
recently that England sold in that country 7 a million yards of cotton 
cloth, while we sold but five million, although ail Chiliadmi that our goods 
were greatly superior to those manufactured in England and the nominal 

rice of both was the same. But the difference in the cost of exchange in their 
‘favor, from the causes indicated, operated to exclude ours and admit the poorer 
fabrics of England. 

‘The great colonies of Australia and New Zealand, in the South Pacific, lying 
in the very path of our commerce, which imported in 1865 $236,000,000 of fo: 
producta—very largely of those classes and varieties which we produce in the 

atest quantities and of superior excellence—took from us less than $4,000,000. 
Now, I myself was educated in the political school of Henry Clay, and while I 
ro think that in some cases and under some circumstances protection through 
1igh revenue tariffs may answer a good purpose, I am fo to believe that for 
the States that are exclusively 3 it may be on the whole an injurious 
porte. I speak now only of and to those States. Undoubtedly we would be 
mmensely benefited ifall raw materials used by the skilled labor of the coun- 
try in the manufacture of articles absolutely necessary to the wardrobe of the 
farmer, the laboring man, and their families, and all articles of food—not luxu- 
ries—could be admitted free of duty. This would p us almost entire recipro- 
cation with all the countries I have named; which, together with favorable 
postal communication with them, would very shortly secure for us very nearly 
a monopoly of that immense trade. 

On behalf of the great interest of agriculture particularly, for which I speak 

to-day, sir, I ask Congress to give to this subject early and earnest consideration, 


Mr. PADDOCK. What I then said, Mr. President, I now indorse; 
and I stand ready to vote for any well considered measure of reciprocal 
exchanges framed on the lines indicated by me eleven years 

Mr. President, Western Republicans have always admitted the de- 
sirability of an increased home market and the importance of giving to 
it liberal protection by the stimulus afforded manufacturing industries 
through the operation of a protective tariff. They have not, however, 
lost sight of the fact that the West has in return furnished forthe 
manufactures of these great industrial institutions the best market on 
earth. 

They remember that by its labor on the farm and in the field it has 
largely contributed to the success of the manufactories of the East and 
the building up of the manufacturer’s home market, by the cheapness 
of the raw material sent him and the wealth of the food products 
furnished him at prices so low as to be within the reach of every factory 
operative, mechanic, and laborer there employed. They have always 
desired that American labor should be the best and cheapest fed and 
the most contented of any on the face of the globe, as it doubtless is, 
but they have felt that the industry and thrift of the Western farmer, 
which were contributing so largely to this result by opening up vast 
agricultural areas in the farther West, should share with the manu- 
facturers at least a portion of the credit therefor. And while recog- 
nizing the natural interdependence and mutuality of interest between 
the strong and wealthy manufacturing sections of the East and the great 
agricultural region beyond the Mississippi, they have insisted that the 
balance of account was not against the latter, if properly stated, but 
altogether in its favor. 

In this connection I ath reminded of a suggestion recently made by 
the Senator trom Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], that the West had received 
enormous beneficences through subsidies granted by Congress for the 
construction of its railroads. It may not haveoccurred to thatSenator 
that these subsidies went into the pockets of the capitalists of these 
very States of the East to which I have referred, who issued bonds, in 
many cases, in sufficient amount to construct these roads, and atter- 
wards issued large amounts of stock, which were so much clear profit 
from construction. It is true they transported the crops, the cattle, 


the hogs, and the sheep, and the products thereof from the vast agri- , 


cultural empire of the West to supply those engaged in manufactures 
and other vocations in their own section with the cheapest and best 
food in all the world. But, sir, they have made their freight rates high 
enough to pay à good interest on the bonds sold for their construction, 
and large dividends in many cases on the stocks issued, and afterwards 
swelled in volume by liberal water baths, representing little, if any, act- 
ual cashinvestment. In return for oursupplies carried by them to their 
home market they have brought back to us the goods, wares, etc., manu- 
factured there with cost greatly increased by high tariff protection. By 
this double back-action process, those who transport our products and 
return to us the productions of the manufacturers of the East never 
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fail to receive a large enough divide ont of these transactions to insure 
a good, strong credit balance on their side of the ledger. 

But we have often to hold the bag with nothing in it, and never re- 
ceive it with our fair proportion within. Now I want to sound the 
note of warning to Congress and to the country. This equation is out 
of balance. It must be corrected.. The great agricultural States of 
the West are Republican. They love the Republican party, and grate- 
fully acknowledge its valuable services in the past to that particular 
section. But we can not live entirely on the glories, the traditions, and 
the good services of the past. We are engaged now in trying to live 
in the living present. It is necessary for success in this effort that the 
cost of maintaining aud reaching the home market with our products 
shall be minimized. 

We have confidence that when the Republican party comes to fully 
understand the situation, and its duty in respect of these matters, it 
will be found, as it always has been, ready forits faithful performance. 

Mr. President, in suggesting apparent evils it is always in order to 

est possible remedies. I shall therefore be justified, I think, in 
calling the attention of the Senate to a plan in the nature of a remedy 
for evils apparent to every one in the consideration and determination 
of tariff FEE RREN which I believe, if adopted, would materially aid in 
a settlement of our contentions in respect of this whole subject. 
I believe, sir, that our methods of tariff legislation are largely re- 
nsible for the dissatisfaction expressed with the legislation itself. 
he best informed of those called to recommend and to enact laws on 
this question work largely in the dark. Weare year by year forced 
to base our action on one-sided arguments and insufficient data. Our 
committee-rooms are besieged by the men or the agents of the men 
who demand the stimulus of high protective duties, while the mass ot 
the advocates of tariff reduction are ni y absent. S 

Skilled statisticians present tables of figures incomprehensible ex- 
cept to the trained accountant; experienced orators assure us in un- 
answered ent that any decrease in duties on their particular in- 
dustry will wipe it outof existence; delegations, associations, corps ot 
attorneys, specialists, e. all are in never-failing attendance upon 
us io demand relief for the industries which they represent, a relief in- 
variably to be found only in increasing or maintaining high duties 
which, when first imposed, were to be of a more or less temporary charac- 
ter. ‘The result is often honest bewilderment, and doubtless, some- 
times, as I fear, unconsidered and improper legislation. 

Those of us who are anxious to throw no obstacle in the path of in- 
dustrial development and prosperity, but who are as anxious to reduce 
unnecessary taxation, falter and hesitate when confronted with pathetic 
appeals against any change in existing duties, which, we are assured, 
barely make up the difference in labor-cost between our own country 
and Euro At the slightest evidence of indecision we are assailed 
with ponderous tables of figures, difficult of comprehension, but which 
on their face bear out to the letter every assertion of those who de- 
mand national aid on the ground of national prosperity. There is 
neither time nor opportunity afforded us to disprove or to verify such 
statements and arguments. So-called ‘‘ business interests’? demand 
of us prompt consideration and rapid action upon a measure which so 
vitally affects prices. 

The mere announcement of impending protective-tariff legislation 
brings a host of appeals that there shall be no delay in the determina- 
tion of the changes to be made in the various schedules, Congress is 
accordingly placed between the Scylla of one-sided and insufficient 
data upon whicli to base its judgment and the Charybdis of a spur to 
unconsidered action in the form of threats that if we do not make haste 
we shall be lampooned in the newspapers, or if we have the temerity 
to vote against a single paragraph in any schedule we are to be read 
out of the party. What wonder is it, Mr. President, that the result 
is more or less unsatisfactory. It would bea miracle of chance were 
it otherwise, 

Tue call to grasp the intricate details of most of the industries of the 
world and to formulate legislation concerning the whole range of tarift 
imposts, with the necessity of a definite understanding of the most com- 

— minutie of technical processes, can not be safely nor satis- 
_ factorily answered in the few weeks of a Co i session, We 
are necessarily without an authoritative basis for intelligent legislation, 
groping, for the most part, in the dark, and in our final action laying 
ourselves open, alternately, to the charge of unwarranted favor to prof- 
itably employed capital, and of disregard of the interests of unprofitably 
employed labor. 
LI am convinced that there can be no change in the results of such a 
system without a change in the method itself. 
In response to a universal demand for legislation for the regulation 
of interstate railroad riation, and satisfied as to its necessity, 
created the Interstate Commerce Commission, and placed the 
whole subject of such commerce in their hands. 
Confronted. by the necessity of legislation for the protection of the 
interests of the Government imperiled by the enormous indebtedness 
of certain sabsidized railroads, alleged to be in default, the office of 
Commissioner of Railroads was created. To this officer full authority 
was given to in the affairs of all these roads, to examine the 
books, accounts, me of business, ete., of such companies, and report 


through the Secretary of the Interior from time to time to Congress 
for its ation and guidance in legislating on this important subject. 

Mr. President, I look upon these great manufacturing industries 
whose products are protected by high tariff duties, im at the ex- 
pense of every tax-payer, as indirectly subsidized, and that they may 
properly be subjected to governmental supervision and regulation, in 
respect of the proper use of this enormous bounty received by them 
from the people on some such plan as that adopted in the cases to which 
I have referred. 

A permanent commission of this character, whose whole time should 
be given to the study and observation of the practical workings of our 
tariff laws, could accomplish great and most useful results, It should 
be composed of men of acknowledged ability and probity, learned and 
experienced as economists and statisticians, and possessing the confi- 
dence of the country in so full a degree that their findings and recom- 
mendations would be as readily accepted by Congress and the coun- 
try as the judgment of a court. They should have authority to 
determine as to inequalities in the application of the protective prin- 
ciple to different industries, but especially as to those of millionaire 
paupers—never so poor as when pleading with Congress to increase the 
tarift or to refrain from lowering it on articles in whose production 
they were interested. 

The largest diseretion possible under our system of government 
should be given them to make tariff adjustments under rules and reg- 
ulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and approved 
by the President. They should be empowered to visit and personally 
investigate as tothe conduct, the methods, and all the details of the 
business of every protected industrial institution in the United States; 
to send for persons and papers and administer oaths, They should 
have authority to arbitrate between employers and employés as to wage 
rates when disagreements should occur impossible of adjustment be- 
tween the parties in interest. > - s 

They should be required to make frequent reports: to the Secretary 
of the ury, and through him at least once in each year to Con- 
gress, giving a full and complete history of their transactions, with rec- 
ommendations for such legislation, if any, as might be deemed neces- 
sary. The commission should be non-partisan, but they should be 
required by the law of their creation to conform all their acts to. the 
protective principleasI havedefinedit. When some such plan as this 
shall have been adopted by Congress the tariff question will cease to 
disturb the business of the country and consume the time of Congress. 

Mr. President, I can not finally dismiss this subject without advert- 
ing to some observations which have been quite freely indulged in on 
the other side of the Chamber during the progress of this debate as to 
theimpoverished condition of the farmers of the country, and partièularly 
of those whose alleged hard lines have been cast in the great agricult- 
ural States of the Northwest, of which that which I have the honor in 
part to represent here is one of the most prominent and one of those 
most disparaged arab ping statements to which I have referred, 

I confess, sir, that I have listened with no little impatience to these 
very wild statements regarding the condition of our farmers. I have 
heard the policy of protection denounced as responsible for every dis- 
aster that agriculture is heir to, and have noted with pained surprise 
the placing of the farmers of the West in the same category as those 
less fortunate in climate, in soil, and in the rewards of thrift and in- 
telligent labor. At the present time I only desire to enter a general 
demurrer against these charges as to unsuecessful agriculture, so faras 
my own State is concerned at least. 

So far as the farmers of the West are concerned, and especially so 
far as these statements touch those engaged in agriculture east of the 
arid belt, there is not. to-day on the earth a more prosperous farming 
class or one in which the rewards of thrifty labor are larger. With- 
out considering in this connection whether they have been receiving 
their full share of the benefits of protection, whether they would now 
be benefited by minimized protection, or whether they feel that in- 
creased prosperity would follow a tariff revision in the direction of re- 
duction, the fact of their steady progress from the small beginnings of 
the first settler to the comfortable competence of the older inhabitant 
is undisputed evidence that the protective system, whether fairly or 
unfairly adjusted, considering their particular relation to it, has not, 
at least so far as they are concerned, been the despoiler of labor and an 
obstacle in the pathway of agricultural success in such a degree as has 
been represented. The farmersof Nebraska, like their neighbors, whose 
excellent financial condition was so clearly set forth the other day by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], are neither mendicants nor liv- 
ing within the shadow of the poor-house. 

The Senator from Iowa presented some statistics, prepared by an able 
and reliable statistician residing in his State, relative to Iowa condi- 
tions, past and t, which are equally applicable to Nebraska, which 
I quote. I will not read them at this time, but will ask that they 
may be printed as a part of my remarks, 
far from affirming or believing that our social order is perfect. 
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in competition with the world? Are the inequalities of life becoming greater? 
Are the poor more in the power of the rich than formerly? Is it true that none 
ofthe increased production of civilization goes tolabor? ‘These are the living 
uestions. Facts are better than opinions, and we have gathered a few facts 

t are very convincing, 


PEICES IN 1850 COMPARED WITH 1890, 
W hat better method of determining these questions is there than to compare 
n 


the present with the tin cold figures? the wages of the 5 
ee or better food. clothes, comforts, and luxuries now than formerly, or 
do they not? If not, then it is true that he is not getti. benefits from the 


development of the sre Butif wefind a general reduction in the costof what 
— has to buy it is evident that he is being benefited by the increased produc- 
on. 


We have accordingly applied to one merchant in each line of trade in Fort 
Dodge for a comparative statement of his retail prices now and in 1880. We 
have chosen the year 1880 for 3 instead of one more distant because 
we wish to show the comparatively recent reductions. If 1870o0r1860 had been 
chosen the comparison on all manufactured articles would, of course, have 
shown much greater reductions. We have endeavored to procurea strictly fair 
statement, requesting that care be taken to compare articles of the same grade 
and if possible of the same brand, and to give the cash price in each case. 
There are sometimes so many grades of the same article that some confusion 
may arise unless it is borne in mind that the 1880 and 1890 prices given axe for 
one and the same grade. In some cases, where there are many makes and 
grad es and prices, it is more intelligent to give the percentage of reduction on 


Let us take up the case of the farmer first, as he is the largest factor in the 
Iowa agitation of this problem. There have been great fortunes made in the 
manufacture of farm implements, and much talk of combines and exorbitant 

fiis. Let us see whether the millionaires have been able to absorb all the 
nefits of inventive skill and large production of these implements: 


; Price | Price 
dnes. in 1880. | in 1890, 


Self-binder 


$130.00 
n 40.00 
14.00 
Riding cultivator........ 45. 25.00 
Walking enltisato: 85. 20. 00 
Mowing-machine 85. 50. 00 
Strowbridge seeder .... 8. 13.00 
. 80.00 
50.00 
75.00 

i 

+ 


` 


*Generally reduced one-half, 
Reduced one-half. 


The above are the principal implements in common use. The reduction in 

their eost to the farmer since 1880 runs from 33 to 60 per cent. And the machin- 
is made better than before. 

“K should not be strange if, with these great reductions in the cost of farm im- 
plements and with farming Jand free to settlers, there was an enormous in- 
crease in the production of farm staples from 1880 to 1890 and a shrinkage in 
prices. Furthermore, bas not the workingman who labors in the factory where 
these implements are made a legitimate right to look for some benefits to him- 
self from these great labor-savers which he sees go out to the fields of produc- 
tion? Does not the very principle for which our restive friends are contendin 
demand that the benefits of cheaper farm implements shall not be all absor'! 
by the farmer. but that they shall reach all of the consumers of farm produce? 

‘The stock of a hardware store can almost be classified as farm implements, 
and we will examine hardware next. At the top of the list we place barb wire, 
as its consumption is wholly by the farmers. Our farmer friends will hardi 
be able to realize that ten years ago they were paying 10 cents a pound for ae 8 


TAI reduced about one-half, 


wire, But we know they were, for we haye examined the charges upon the. 


books of one of the best firms in Fort Dodge. All of the prices here were pro- 
cured by examining the books of this firm for 1380: 


Articles. Price | Price 


Barb wire, per pound. . 
Fence staples, 


pe 
Tool steel, per pound. 
Plow steel, per pound... 


A 
o 


„00 
2.25 
+B 
8.00 
+20 
13} 
33,00 
1,40 
«75 
. 80 
40 
10 
12 


-235 

0 

08 

5 03 

25 5⁰ 

1.75 1,00 

tern. 1.50 +75 
Common clevis.... +20 -10 
Milk-pans, per dozen 2.25 1.00 
Bugsy springs, per pound., 20 10 
Swedes iron, per poun „12 00 
Cartridges, per box...... 85 15 
Wire cloth, per foot... 06 03 
Post-auger.... 2.25 1,235 
Cast washers -05 . 0³ 
Slop-pail..... 1:00 65 
Tin cup..... 10 0 
Zino, per poun 15 10 
Pipe-collars 10 0 
Deor-knobs. -20 10 
20 121 

-22 12 

Perey 0 2 


Price | Price 
in 1890. 
$0.20 
r- en 10 
Basket. 4 
Roof saddle 6 
Door-key...... 05 
Covered pail.. 10 
Wheel 1.6 
Oil-can...... 40 
eee 60 
je- plates, 35 
Mortise 1 35 
Astern pump 2.25 
Universal wrin 3.00 
Pocket and table = 
Window-glass.... t 


* Reduced one-half. 


hardware goods, but they do not appear to prevent a good share at least of 
the benefits resulting from im 


Articles, 


Sugar, nulated, per pound 
Sugar, standard A... ws 


Canned tomatoes, per can 
Boston butter 
Soda —— 


renee 


oo 


*25 per cent, reduction, 30 per cent. reduction. {35 per cent. reduction, 


Here is a surprise. The products of the two great “trusts,” sugar and oil, 
show quite as great a reduction as anything. Is it possible, after all, that the 
assertion is true that to achieve any permanent success a trust must sell its prod- 
uets for less than private manufacturers,and make its money out of economies 
possible in arge production under one management? One thing is certain, 
namely, that the consumers of oil and sugar are getting them for much less 
than ten years ago. 
DEY Goops, 


In dry goods we find the same downward range of prices, showing that the 


benefits of labor-saving machines and large productions go to all consumers. 
Here are a few 


u . 


Unbleached muslin, per yard... 

Calico, per yard 

Gingham, per yard.. 

Worsted dress goods, 
Do. 
Do. 

Laces and e 

Silks and velvets.. 


ASBESRS 


SBF ososesB 


* 33} per cent. reduction. i 25 to 33} per cent. reduction, 
+ 2% to 33} per cent. reduction. 23 to 33} per cent. reduction. 
CLOTHING, 

On clothing comparative figures can not well be given because qualities vary. 
There has been, however, since 1880, a general reduction on ready-made cloth- 
ing ranging from 30 to 50 per cent., and there has been a decided 1 rovement 
in the stabilily of ready-made clothing. A pair of overalls sell for g are war- 
ranted not to rip, and last in every-day hi labor for months, Good service- 
able suits can be had for $7 to $10. It is the universal opinion of all familiar 
with the trade that the tariff euts no figure-whatever in the cost of such goods 
as laboring men and farmers wear forcommon, Such 
asin England. The tariff 
just as the protectionists intend it shall. 

BOOTS AND SHOES. 

Inventive genius has accomplished wonders in the boot and shoe business 
since the village shoemaker took orders for the footwear of the neighborhood. ~ 
Great progress had been made in the manufacture of foot-wear by machinery 
prior to 1840, but we are not dealing with that time now. ‘The ave reduc- 
tion in the retail price of foot-wear since 1880 is 33} per cent, So all of the ben- 
efits of improved methods in the production of s have not by any means 
been absorbed by the manufacturer. 

WATCHES, CLOCKS, AND CUTLERY. 

The old-time watchmaker has eto join the old-time shoemaker. Who gets ` 

the benefit of inventive genius toons ? The silver watch which retailed in 1880 


at $20 now retails at $12. The set of knives and forks sold in 1880 at $6 now re- 
tails at $3. Ev hing in the store has suffered a reduction of from 33} to 50 


percent. No gobbling up of all the benefits of improved methods there, 


FURNITURE. 
The retail prices of furniture have suffered a reduction since 1880 ranging from 
25 to 50 per cent. A half dozen wooden chairs, such as sell now for $3, sold then 
for $4.50 to $5. Bedsteads and $6, 


sold now at $1.75 and $2.50 sold then at 

The cut is heavy on all articles, but most on the machine-made articles. The 
big manufacturers of furniture have not been able to absorb all the benefits of 
improved methods, It should be borne in mind in this connection that the raw 
material of which furniture is made has not d. in price, nor have the 
wages of laborers in the factories been reduced, 


LUMBER. 
At first thought one would not expect much reduction in lumber since 1880. 
Standing pine costs more now than then, but inventive genius been mak- 


ing the saw-mills more productive, and the mill-owners have failed to hold all 
the benefits for themselves. Freight rates are also lower. 


Prices compare as 
follows: 


Articles, 


Dimension lumber $20.00 | $15.00 
First 18.00 13. 00 
Shingles...... 4.50 3.00 
First shiplap. 24.00 18.00 
Fencing ........ 20. 00 10. 00 

Sach . 16 11 
Finishing lumber . 40.00 30.00 
Tath ..... secese $o 3.50 2,50 
Siding......... 30.00 y * 


Doors, windows, 


*30 per cent, reduction. 


HARNESS. 
Harness costs but little less than ten years ago. This is because most harness 


is made by hand and the labor-cost is as great as ever. In all machine-made 


goods there are considerable reductions, 
DRUG-STORE STOCK AND BOOKS. 


The general line of drugs are from 20 to — cent. cheaper than in 1880. 
Paints are 20 per cent. lower; lamps, one-half ſower; stationery, one-half 
lower; toilet brushes, 30 per cent. lower; paint brushes, not so much. The 
books of standard authors are away down ; cost about one-third what they 
formerly did, School books are much lower. 


INTEREST, 


1 9 9 this has reference to the money. sharks of whom we have heard. 

How the capitalist who lives on the interest of hia money fared daring 
this time? Is his income as large as ever? Up to 1879 the county of Webster 

id 10 per cent. on its indebtedness. In 1 it made a loan at 7 per cent. to 
clean up its old debt. In 1886 it made another loan, for the purpose of reduc- 
ing the interest rate, and sold its 5 per cent. bonds ata 13 of 81.010, so the 
rate is now actually less than 5 per cent. The bonds of the independent school 
district of Fort Dodge draw 5 per cent., having been reduced from 8 to 6 and 
from 6 to the present rate. 

Ordinary loans do not show the same reductions in the interest rate, because 
Eastern capital does not come West as freely to private borrowers as on county 
or school. riet bonds. The loan Sry gets between the principals on private 
loans and makes an expense, In 1880 home money generally commanded 10 
per cent, and Eastern capital 7 and 8 per cent., witha commission. Now, home 
capital commands 8 per cent, and outside capital 6 per cent,, witha commission, 
which makes not quite 1 per cent. more. 


RAILROAD CHARGES, 


How have the railroads fared during these ten years? 
rants, we are told, who devour the substance of the country. 
rate on wheat from Fort Dodge to Chicago was 33 cents and on other grain 27 
cents per hundred; now the rate on wheat is 22 and other grain 20, In 1880 the 
rate on all stock from this point to Chicago was $69 per car 28 feet long; now 
the rate is $55 for cattle and $45 for od per our of 35 feet. In 1880 the freight 
on a barrel of salt from Chicago to Fort ize was 63 cents; now it is 33 cents. 
In 1880 the rate on lumber from Dubuque to Fort Dodge was IA cents; now it 
is 8.3 cénts. In 1880 the rate on first-class freight from Chicago to Fort Dodge 
was ba cents; now it is 70 cents. We should explain that 70 cents was the rate 
in force until a few weeks ago. At present, however, this rateiscut, but it will 
probably be restored to somewhere near the old figure before long, so we make 
no account of this cut. 


They are the cormo- 
In 1880 the freight 


CONCLUSION, 


This closes the comparison of prices on what the farmer, mechanic, and la- 
borer have to buy. It is beyond dispute that the development of the has ac- 
complished a large reduction in all manufactured articles. Now, unless there 
bas n a corresponding reduction in the products of the farm and in the wages 
of the mechanic and the laborer, we have established our claim that never in 
the history of the human race would a day’s labor buy so many comforts as to- 
day. We clip from The Messenger the following report of the prices of agri- 
cultural products in 1890 and 1890: 


Price in 1880. | Price in 1890, 


$0.78 to $0.19 
20 


Cattle iiensesssesssseor 
Roll butter... 
Tub butter... 
ERRI... sissoo dp 


There was no market for wheat in 1890, as the farmers in this locality have 
3 growing it entirely, and now grow corn, oats, hogs, and cattle in- 


ead, 

We submit to the candid farmer whether, with his bountiful yield of last year, 
and his implements, barb wire. and supplies of all kinds reduced as above, he 
is not in better relations with the world now than in April, 1880, with prices on 


produce as above and his supplies at the old figure. 


And now, what about the mechanic and laboring man? Is it not a fact, un- 
disputed, that labor of every kind is as well pai i now asin 1880? Asa rule, in 
the cities labor is constantly fighting for a betterment of its condition and con- 
stantly gaining either an increase of wages or shorter hours. erican work- 
ingmen were never more alert to their interesta than they are to-day, and their 
movement for fewer hours of Jabor and better pay never has commanded the 
interest and the sympathy that it commands ay. They were never so in- 
telligent as they are to-day, and that means both that they deserve more and 
that they know how to get more. The workingman is winning on both sides 
of the question, more hours to himself and better wages on one side and cheaper 
living on the other side. It is doubly false, then, to assert that the develop- 
ment of the age is not benefiting the workingman, 

Mr. President, the very fact of the phenomenal growth and pros- 
pe of the States of the great West during the past decade under 

igh protective duties and in the face of certain other adverse circum- 
stances is the best possible proof that a properly adjusted system of 
protection will be most useful. For such adjustment we shall not 
cease to contend. We are determined to have our full share of the bene- 
fits resulting from the home market which we help to protect. When 
we shall have secured this and silver shall have been permanently re- 
established in the coinage of the world at a parity with gold, as I firmly 
believe it soon will be, nothing can prevent agriculture from again tak- 
ing its proper place at the head of the procession of great industries. 
Tariff adjustment and the remonetization of silver must go forward 
hand in hand to secure this consummation. Already the disastrous 
legislative blunder—by some denominated crime—of demonetizing and 
dishonoring silver has been corrected in part by this Congress, 

No one can measure the Joss and the suffering entailed upon the ag- 
ricultural class of the whole world from that unfortunate legislation. 
It stimulated competition from every silver-using eountry in all the 
markets abroad for agricultural products. It forced down by nearly, or 
quite, 33 per cent. the prices which American farmers should have re- 
ceived for their wheat and corn and cotton. India wheat bought with 
the silver rupee was cheapened as the rupee was depressed and our own 
wheat fell insympathy. To illustrate: In the recent past the gold dol- 
lar would purchase about 130 cents of silver in the London market meas- 
ured by the purchasing power of silver in India. In other words, the 
gold dollar through the use of the silver which it would purchase in 
London would buy in India a quantity of wheat which in London would 
sell for 130 cents plus cost of delivery in the English market. The 
difference or gain resulting from this financial sleight of hand for the 
advantage of the European purchaser of wheat in India has made 
it only possible to sell American wheat in European markets by re- 
ducing the price to the American farmer nearly, and often quite, 
down to the cost of production. Nor have the American farmers been 
the only sufferers. The English farmers have been ruined, the farmers 
of France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, and, indeed, ofall the European 
countries, have bitterly complained and protested against this ruinous 
system which has brought many of them to bankruptcy. Protective 
tariffs do not operate in those countries to oppress the farmer, and yet 
he has greatly suffered and many have been ruined, while our farmers 
throughout the West haveat least measurably prospered. It is there- 
fore the wildest vaporing for our Democratic friends to charge this world- 
wide depression in agriculture to the American tariff. Itis quite asab- 
surd to constantly ring the changes upon the alleged burning of corn in 
the newer States of the West on account of poverty resulting from high 
tariffs. Why, Mr. President, there has never been any general burning 
of corn in my State because of poverty. Convenience and choice have 
been the incentives in the vast majority of instances, ‘This story origi- 
nated in the hard experiences of frontier settlers during some of the 
severe storms which occasionally prevail in that section in winter when 
the railroads and wagon roads are obstructed and the cold so severe that 
it is impossible to move a rod in any direction even without a wagon. 
At such times corn, which makes the quickest and hottest of fires, is 
the richest blessing which wealth could command, because without it 
the farmer and his family in many cases would perish, and at such 
times it is freely burned, It would be so burned if it were worth $4 a 
bushel instead of 25 cents, which is a remunerative price to the farmer 
in that section. 

Mr. President, during the last decade the farmers of our State have 
more than doubled their own wealth and the wealth of the State. 
They have seen their farms appreciate in value, often a hundred-fold, 
and their crops find ready sale at remunerative prices, Overproduc- 
tion, resulting from want of proper diversification, unwise haste in mar- 
keting the products of their farms, local partial failures of crops, due 
to caprices of nature over which neither they nor a protective tariff 
have any control, have at times decreased the returns of their labor and 
lessened the annual rewards of their toil. 

But I affirm, with the confidence of intimate personal knowledge, 
that no class engaged in building up its fortunes by personal labor has 
prospered in a fuller degree during the past decade than the Western 
farmer; has been enabled to earn more, or to save more, or, in propor- 
tion to capital invested, has secured larger interest returns on their 
principal. However unremunerative agriculture may be in sections 
drained of its inhabitants through emigration from its worn-out soil 
and stony hills to our rich Western prairies, the mere fact of reduced 
populations in euch portions of the East and South is the highest of 
pein os to the paramount and splendid advantages offered by the Weste 
ern farm. - 

The well settled valleys and prosperous uplands of my own State, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


7 


9461 


dotted with generous farm-houses, to which hundreds of thousands of 
acres of corn wave welcome eyen in this year of universal drought and 
disaster in the corn-belt, the hundreds of thriving villages and towns, 
the churches, the handsome institutions of higher learning, and the 
thousand and one humbler little school-houses on the hili-tops—each 
and all the product of barely thirty years of settlement in an agricult- 
ural State—are a sufficient denial of these extraordinary statements as 
to the desperate condition of Nebraska farmers. I repudiate them ut- 
terly on behalf of the agriculturists of the State which in part I have 
the honor to represent here. There can be no disaster in Nebraska as the 
result of a protective policy properly adjusted and applied. Thetheory 
that reasonable protection will ruin the farmer can not be proven by the 
prosperity of Nebraska under high tariffs in the past. The Nebraska 
farmer does not complain because of a protective tariff which saves his 
home market. He only asks that duties may be reduced to asafe mini- 
mum, in order that his share of the profits in supplying the home 
market may be more equitably adjusted. 

I think it would be impossible to find another State in the Union 
where wealth is more evenly divided among its citizens. And, sir, it 
is within bounds to state that fully two-thirds of our population are 
of the agricultural class. Inquiries recently instituted as to the bank 
deposits in our State indicate that out of $64,000,000 of such deposits 
70 per cent. are those of Nebraska farmers. I feel authorized to say 
that this sum would pay off every farm mortgage in Nebraska and 
leave a handsome surplus to their owners, 

The wicked vaporings of irresponsible agitators, endeavoring through 
a malicious perversion of patent facts to advance their personal and 
political ends by sowing dissatisfaction and discontent among our peo- 
ple, has lately done more damage to the good name of the prosperous 
Commonwealth of Nebraska and thrown more obstacles in the path of 
her upward apd onward progress thana visitation of grasshoppers, three 
successive years of hot blasts from the semi-torrid plains of the South- 
west, or ten years’ duration of the most unjust and oppressive of pro- 
tective tariffs conceivable. 

Here is another pertinent fact, Mr. President: Nebraska has not one 
dollar of either bonded or floating State indebtedness, Of all the 
States of the Union only two others, Iowa and West Virginia, are so 
fortunate as to take rank with Nebraska in this notable respect. 

My friend from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] says that his State 
has no State indebtedness. The late bulletin on this subject from the 
Census Office, based upon the census of 1890, recently promulgated, in- 
dicates that it has. Whether itis correct or not that is the statement 
as it has come to me. 

In ten years we have nearly trebled our population, rising trom 
450,000 to within sight of a million and a quarter. We have built 
up great cities without draining the adjacent country, and changed 
the homeless prairie and deserted plain to fields ringing with the 
song of the reaper and binder and meadows filled with a living wealth 
of cattle and other domestic animals. We have erected great public 
institutions, colleges and high schools, hospitals and asylums, every- 
thing indeed but poor-houses and prisons. 

Capital has flowed in a steady stream to profitable continuous invest- 
ment, lowering interest rates and permitting the extension of remu- 
nerative home industry, And in the mighty work of this construc- 
tion and development of a great Commonwealth the farmer has been 
at the front, in numbers greater than any other class of our citizenship, 
in industry and ardor unsurpassed, and in thrift unrivaled. I insist, 
Mr. President, that those who seek for evidences of the blighting 
effect of a protective tariff upon American farmers must turn their 
eyes in some other direction than towards Nebraska. 

Thus I stand, Mr. President, and thus I believe the West stands, upon 
this great and disturbing question of the proper adjustment of tarift 
duties. That is the problem as it appears to them, a practical, and 
not a theoretical one. It is one quite within the lines of party promise; 
it should be as clearly within the lines of party performance. 

Those whom Mr. Lincoln has immortalized as ‘the plain people of 
the United States“ are not looking to that Utopia of commercial ex- 
change, absolute and unchecked freedom of trade, but they are ques- 
tioning vigorously as to the time when limitations are to be placed upon 
the too numerous obstructions thrown in their pathway. The passions 
and fears, the disquietude and discontent, natural to temporary de- 
pranon may cause anxious queries as to the application of principles, 

ut they will not, I am convinced, shake the solid foundations upon 
which such principles are based. Political parties and semblances of 
political parties based upon supposed class necessities may temporarily 
swerve the sound, sober judgment of the people, but they can not per- 
manently direct or support an assault upon the essentials ot our indus- 
trial prosperity. 

The people of the United States, where education is most widely 
diffused, where the school-house is planted on nearly every hill and 
the town library in nearly every settlement, where the smoke of forge 
and furnace mingles with the pure air from fertile uplands, where 
farms and fields bring in rich returns, because near to mill and market, 
are convinced from experience, the best of teachers, that proper pro- 
tection to American manufacturing industry is at the same time pro- 
tection to the American agricultural labor. They may, and they do, 


differ as to the amount of protection needed by individual industries, 
They may even question whether any protection at all is required by 
certain lines of production which nse the nation’s bounty to oppose 
their benefactors, They may demand the withdrawal of the support 
from wealthy corporations, banded together to heap up great profits be- 
hind the shield of unwarranted protection, but they will not, I am 
sure, abandon the protective principle itself. They will correct, but 
they will not wipe out the equation. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the argument which the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] has just addressed to the Senate is in most 
of its features an unanswerable argument in favor of the policy of pro- 
tective duties in the United States. He has shown most conclusively 
that his State under that policy has been probably the most prosperous 
State in the Union, has been built up within the last thirty years of 
what our friends on the other side are pleased to call the war tariff 
policy, from a prairie to a great flourishing, rich, prosperous, and ad- 
vaneing Commonwealth. He has shown most conclusively that itis a 
protective tariff which has stimulated the agriculture of his State, and 
indeed which has made Nebraska possible, for without that protective 
system, early inaugurated in this country, steadfastly insisted upon, 
having its logical and best development during the last thirty years, 
Nebraska would still be a prairie. If the manufacturer of the East has 
reaped some benefit from this protective policy the agriculturist of Ne- 
braska has reaped benefits more abundant. 

The only thing that £ regret about the speech of the Senator from 
Nebraska is that he seems to think in some way that with all this mar- 
velous prosperity—and no State better than Nebraska could have been 
selected to illustrate that prosperity, a prosperity the like of which I ~= 
may, I think, say the sun has never shone upon—in some way it has 
not got its fair share of the benefits of protection. 

I see that the Senator has been called out of the Chamber, which I 
am sorry for, as I wish to remind him that his State has got a much 
larger share of those benefits than the purely manufacturing States. I 
beg to remind the Senator that no representative of a purely manufact- 
uring State on this floor can point to any such prosperity as the State 
of Nebraska has enjoyed during the last thirty years. I venture to 
suggest to him that the people of Nebraska are richer than the people 
of Connecticut in one sense at least, and I rose merely for the purpose 
of trying to correct, if I can, this impression which seems to have gone 
abroad that the manufacturers are acquiring enormous wealth, 

The manufacturers of Connecticut are acquiring no such wealth as 
the people of Nebraska have been acquiring. We have no such rich 
men in Conecticut as are to be found in that State, now thirty years 
old. We have no men of so large fortunes. We have not the popan 
tion of rich men in Connecticut that are to be found in Nebraska. You 
may count on the fingers of your two hands all the manufacturers of 
Connecticut who have made a million dollars by manufacturing. How 
will that compare with the wealth which has been acquired in that 
new State, made possible only by this protective system? It is a de- 
lusion that the manufacturers in my State are acquiring great wealth. 
They are not enjoying more than their fair share, compared with other 
States and localities of this country, of the wealth which is being pro- 
duced. 

I want to say one thing more, and that is that notwithstanding all 
this talk about the manufacturers enjoying the bounty of the Govern- 
ment in this protective policy, they enjoy it to no greater degree than 
do all the people of the country. I venture to suggest to the Senator 
from Nebraska that during all these thirty years of marvelous growth 
and development of the people of his State they have bought those 
manufactured products which are their necessities cheaper than they 
could have done, except for this protective policy. I venture to suggest 
to him that if the protective policy shall be maintained so that those 
goods which are consumed in this country shall be manufactured in 
this country and not manufactured abroad, they will during the next 
thirty years pay less for the manufactured necessities of life than they 
will if a different policy prevails which shall transfer our manulacture 
to foreign shores, 

I venture to suggest further to him that this protective policy never 
yet thoroughly applied in this country makes it possible for the Ne- 
braska farmer to be better clothed, quality considered, than the farmer 
in any other country on the face of the earth; that it makes it possible 
for him to have more of the comforts of life at the same or a less price 
than anywhere else on the globe; and that it is not only possible, but 
it is actually true, that he lives, and he lives more comfortably, at a 
less price than he could live in the same manner anywhere else on the 

lobe. £ 
j I want to suggest one other thing to the Senator from Nebraska, and 
that is that the development of this protective policy has taken away 
from Connecticut its opportunity to live by farming. Having trans- 
ferred in a measure and in a sense the agricultural industry from Con- 
necticut to Nebraska, it is now transferring the manufacturing interest 
from Connecticut to Nebraska. My mind runsover many Connecticut 
men who have gone to Nebraska to engage in manufacturing. It is al- 
ready leading to the diversification of theirindustries, and diversification 
of industries builds up a people in every way, in mental, moral, social 
development and growth as well as financial development and growth. 
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In conclusion, I want to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
1 West are more interested in the maintenance of this 
. ve principle and its application in a way which will prevent the 

ction of American industries than any other section of the coun- 
try, unless it be the South—much more so than the section of the 
country which it is og, ges in part to represent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
discussing the general question as to the effect of the protective sys- 

tem upon the prosperity of the country or upon the prosperity of any 
. cular class of poa in the country, but I think the Senator from 

ecticut [Mr. TT] is very much mistaken when he asserts that 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] has shown conclusively 
that this m has either caused or increased the prosperity of the 
farmers in the State of Nebraska. All that the Senator from Nebraska 
showed was that, while we have a protective system, which of course 
everybody knows, the farmers of Nebraska have been reasonably pros- 
perous; but he did not show or.attempt to show the connection be- 
tween the prosperity of the farmers in Nebraska and the protective 


The Senator from Connecticut in drawing his conclusions from the 
statement of the Senator from Nebraska is simply repeating the old 
argument, if it may be called an ent, which we have so often 
heard in the discussions of this subject. The character of this argu- 
ment was very well illustrated, I remember, upon one occasion by a 
ished member from the State of New York, now dead, Hon. 8. 
In commenting upon it he said that there were no snakes in 

hat free trade, therefore there can be no snakesin 
amy country that has free trade! There is just as much connection 
between the premises and the conclusion in the illustration gron by 
the honorable gentleman from New York as thereis between the prem- 
ise and the conclusion drawn this morning by the Senator from Con- 
necticut from the statement made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Our people have been reasonably punem not only our farmers, 
but all other classes, Mr. President, in spite of our system of high tax- 
ation, which has taken from them every year a large part of theirearn- 
ings, and not because of that system. 

at I do not rise now to discuss that question. We have under con- 
sideration at this time one of the most important hs in this 
bill, not so much on account of the particular article to which it re- 
lates or on account of the particular rate of duty which it is proposed 
to impose upon it, but because it lies at the very beginning of those 
paragraphs in the schedule which relate to the duties upon manufact- 
ures ot wool, and because we meet here at the very threshold the ques- 
tion as to what amount of specific duties we are to impose upon these 
gots to compensate, as it is said, the manufacturer for his duty upon 

e raw material. We have before us, therefore, a very im t prac- 
tical question, and I to say a few words upon that question in 
addition to what I have said heretofore. 

I will read a brief extract from what was stated by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on Saturday morning: 

x it is proved by” witness who before the com: 
pcp ay — the tm 5 re pad — inenen all MOOLEN. thet 


itisa hy ee ple rule which may 5 in d according to the character 
of wool, the finer wool being better, that 2 pounds of unwashed wool are equiv- 
alent to 1 pound of wool; that 3 pounds of un wool are equiva- 


lent to 1 pound of scoured wool, and that 4 pounds of unwashed wool are re- 
to make | pound of cloth. That seems to be rather strange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a mutter of fact. The grease 
in the unwashed wool is removed 1 when itis washed, still more when 
itis scovred. It not only takes off all the dirt, but all the fiber of the wool, 
Still, in the next process of manufacture, when the wool is converted into cloth, 
there is a waste, so that all parties have agreed to the 8 rule that it re- 
of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of oloth. 
“That seems,“ says the Senator, to be rather strange. One would 
wonder how this waste could occur, but it is so as a matter of fact.” 
The Senator insisted that, unless these statements were successfully 
controverted, if we were to equalize the rates of duty throughout the 
different processes of manufacture, we must give to the manufacturers 
of woolen cloths a specific compensatory duty equal to the duty upon 
4 pounds of unwashed wool. In some remarks offered here atter- 
wards I controverted the Senator’s statement, and later in the debate I 
a a a letter from a gentleman in New York, in which he was not 
ng this particular question, but was simply protesting against 
the ratesof duty proposed to be imposed by this bill upon certain classes 
of worsted goods, and in the course of that letter, while stating the 
character of the s, he made incidentally the statement that in their 
manufacture 10} pounds of raw wool had been reduced by spinning 


to 7} pounds of yarn in one case, and that in the other case 10} pounds 


of wool had been reduced in the spinning to 6} pounds of yarn. 

This statement was immediately assailed by the Senators upon the 
other side, and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] even 
went so far as to say that this gentleman did not know what he was 
talking about. If the statements made in that letter are correct, it 
requires in one case 1.39 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of 
woolen yarn, and in the other case, as I make the calculation, 1.38 
pounds of unwashed wool to makea pound of yarn. 

After this discussion had taken place, the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MCPHERSON ] produced a statement, taken as it is said—and I have 


no doubt of it—from the books of a gentleman who had been a super- | 


intendent in woolen and worsted mills for twenty years, in which he 
shows, as any Senator can see who will take the trouble to sit down as 
I have and make the calculation, that the statements made by the 
New York gentleman whose letter I read are correct—perhaps a little 
below the average, because it may be that in the manufacture of the 


particular class of worsted goods about which he was some- 
thing else besides wool was used in the but even if they were all 
wool itis but a mere fraction below average, as I will show the 


Senate from the statements made by the practical man and expert 
whose figures have been produced by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. President, thestatement that it requires 4 pounds of unwashed 
wool to make 1 pound of cloth has been so often repeated and so long 
acquiesced in that I think the country generally believes it to be correct. 
Tt has been the basis of our legislation u subject since 1867, and 
unless it is correct all that legislation 2 wrong and this bill is 
still more so. 

The statement produced by the Senator from New Jersey, taken from 
the books of the superintendent, shows that in one operation 1,600 
pounds of unwashed wool produced 914 pounds of tops, so that it re- 
required 1,33 pounds, or 1} pounds, of unwashed wool to makea pound 
of tops, which is scoured and assorted wool. Out of these tops there 
were spun 857 pounds of yarn, the article to which this paragraph 
relates, showing that it required 1.87 pounds of tops to make 1 pound 
of yarn, and not 2} pounds, the estimate upon which this ‘aph is 
based, and that these 857 pounds of yarn made 835} of woolen 
cloth—all wool and not part wool and part cotton—which shows that 
there were required in thatcase 1,91 pounds of unwashed wool, instead 
of 4 pounds, to make 1 pound of all-wool cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what page or from what statement is the 
Senator reading? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam taking as the basis of this calculation the 
statement made by the expert. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But what particular page or what particular state- 
ment does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The statement introduced by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MOPHERSON]. 

Mr. ALDRICH, He introduced quite a number. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They are all together. I am taking them in the 
order in which they come. I have taken the trouble to sit down my- 
self and make these calculations, and this statement gives all the ele- 
ments which will enable any other gentleman to make the calculation 
if he desires to do so. 

I want to say in explanation that the statement introduced by the 
Senator from New Jersey does not give the number of ds of yarn 
or the number of pounds of cloth made from the un ed wool in any 
case except the first, and therefore, in making my calculations as tothe 
second and third operations, I had to assume that there was the same 
percentage of loss in producing the yarns from the tops and the same 
percentage of loss in producing the eloth from the yarns in those two 
cases as in the first case, which I am sure is correct, or, if not, is an 
overestimate, because the wool was superior wool in the second case, 
and about the same wool in the third case as in the first. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator will notice that in the second 
= all that I sought was to get the proportion of the tops.and the 
noi 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And therefore I stopped at the tops. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
whether the percentage of tops alluded tois the percentage of tops made 
from unwashed wool or washed wool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Unwashed wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unwashed wool in every case, and it is so stated. 
I have assumed, as just stated, that there was no greater percentage of 
loss in manufacturing the yarn and cloth in the second and third op- 
erations from tops than there was in the first, which is certainly a fair 
assumption, because they are from the scoured wool, and after having 
been once cleansed and reduced totops, the percentage of loss thereafter 
in converting the tops into yarn, and the yarn into cloth, would be 
substantially the same in all cases. 

I want to say in addition that in the first operation Australian wool 
alone was used, and in the second, Australian wool mixed with domestic 
wool, but in what proportion is not stated. In the third case the Aus- 
tralian wool was mixed with Ohio and Pennsylvania wool, so that in 
these three operations a fair illustration is presented of the manufact- 
ure of woolen goods in this country. 

In the second operation there were used during the whole year 
3,281,576 pounds ot unwashed wool, and from this there were procured 
2,440,020 pounds of tops, showing that it required 1.34 pounds of un- 
washed wool, or just about the same as in the other case, to make a 
pound of tops. ‘There were spun from these tops 2,087,762 pounds of 
yarn, showing thatit required exactly 14 pounds of the unwashed wool 
to make a pound of all-wool yarn. There were made from these yarns 
2,056,658 pounds of ail-wool cloth, showing that 1.59 pounds of un- 
washed wool make a pound of cloth. This, as I have said, was Aus- 
tralian wool mixed with domestic wool. 

In the next operation 25,050 pounds of unwashed wool were used, 
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making 12,985 pounds of tops, a very large tage of loss, as Sen- 
ators will observe; but I will show what noils and other waste 
were worth—showing that in that case it required 1,92 pounds of un- 
washed wool to make a pound of tops. From these tops there were 
uced 12,174 pounds of yarn, or 2.05 pounds of unwashed wool to 
pound of yarn, and from this yarn there were made 11,870 pounds 
of cloth, showing that in that case it required 2.11 pounds to make 1 
pound of all-wool cloth. 

But it appears thatin the first case what the Senator from Ohio called 
waste, that is, noils, produced in the operation was worth 562. 40, or over 
9 per cent. of the total cost of all the wool that was used. In the second 
case there were 353,613 pounds of noils, worth 40 cents a pound, or 
$141,445.20, over 10 per cent. of the total cost of the wool; and in the 
third case, where the proportion of reduction, as I have just stated, was 
greater than in the other cases, in reducing it to tops 2,787 pounds of 
noils were produced, worth 40 cents a pound, card waste, 547 pounds, 
worth 16 cents a pound, and burrs, 131 pounds, worth 4 cents a pound 
$5.24, making altogether 81, 207. 56, or over 13 per cent, of the cost of all 
the wool. 

So, then, in all the cases except one, a pound of wool cloth was man- 
ufactured from considerably less than 2 pounds of wool, and there was 
this valnable waste besides. If you take the third operation, which 
is the only one in which the amount of wool required for a pound of 
cloth exceeded 2 pounds, yon find the proportion of the noils was very 
much greater than in the other cases, and then they were worth 13 per 
cent. of the entire eost of the wool. 

Thus it is seen, if the testimony is reliable, that it will be perfectly 
fair to assume in the adjustment of these specific rates of duty that 2 

nds of unwashed wool, even in all-woolen goods, will manufacture 
3 of cloth. But a large part of the cloth imported into this 
country and a large part of the cloth manufactured in this country is 
not all wool; it is composed in many cases of nearly half cotton, and in 
others cotton and shoddy, and other substitutes for wool. So, I repeat, 
that it would be more than fair to the manufacturer of woolen goods 
in this country to assume as an average basis of your specific rates of 
duty, 2 pounds of unwashed wool to the pound of cloth. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island, before this debate had closed on 
Saturday afternoon, conceded that it did not require 4 pounds of Amer- 
ican wool or 4 pounds of Australian wool to make a pound of cloth, 
and insisted that this had never been contended for. The Senator then 
undertook to justify the imposition of rates of duty to compensate for 
4 pounds of wool upon the imported cloth upon und that the 
foreign manufacturer of cloth used 4 pounds of wool in making his 
product which was imported into this country. Well, Mr. President, if 
that be true, if it be true that the foreign manufacturer is required to 
use 4 pounds of wool to make a pound of cloth which comes in here 
and com with our goods which contain only 2 pounds of wool, 
then our domestic manufacturers have a very t advantage over him, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator seriously contend that anybody 
has made such a statement? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I say the RECORD shows it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator point it out. 

j Mr. CARLISLE. I will read what the Senator said upon that sub- 
ect: 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator know— d 

The Senator from Rhode Island, referring to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON], said, as reported in the RECORD— 


lished a thousand times since, that it took 4 pounds of South American un- 
washed woo! at least to make a pound of finished cloth; that the Argentine 
Republic produced more wool than the United States; and as ost the entire 
amount of these wools which are sold and manufactured which compete with 
American wools will average 4 pounds to a yard of cloth; and that in order to 
give our people compensato uties itis necessary not to take the wools that 
shrink the least, but to take those which shrink the most? 


And again the Senator said: 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is no contention, as I said before the Senator from Kan- 
sas came in, on the part of the committee, or on the part of the manufacturers, 
or of anybody else, that of the light Australian wools it takes 4 pounds or any- 
thing like it to make a pound offinished cloth. A large class of wools, hotabiy 
the South American wools and wools from the Cape, do shrink that amount, 
and those are the wools that the foreign manufacturers buy to compete with 
other manufacturers, I have severai statements in my possession which show 
upon the very best of evidence that it takes 4 pounds, 4}, and 4} pounds in many 
instances to make a pound of finished cloth. 

That was the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made no statement that it took 2 pounds of the 
ome kind of wool to make a pound of finished cloth in the United 

tates. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what the Senator was stating. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator is altogether mistaken. I did not 
attribute that statement to the Senator at all. Isaid that if that were 
true and the statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island sub- 
sequently was true, then our domestic manufacturers had a great ad- 
vantage over their foreign competitors. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
anak bs be intervened j 
Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator deny the statement that it takes 
4 V) 
0 
Mr. CARLISLE. I do not, because I have no information on that 


point. ; £ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say that a of finished’ 
rca ay made in the United States from 2 pounds of South Amer- 
can Woo 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, sir; I have not made that statement. Let 
us understand distinctly what I have stated and what my contention 
is. Ihave said that the evidence so far introduced into this debate 
shows thatas a general rule it takes less than 2 pounds of the kind of 
wool which our man use to make 1 pound of cloth, and that 
the Senator from Rhode Island stated that it takes 4 pounds of the wool 
which the foreign manufacturer uses to make 1 pound of cloth which 
comes here and competes with ours. That being the case, our 2 pounds 
of wool are equal in the manufacture of cloth to their 4 pounds of 
wool, and we have the advantage in that res: 


So, then, a specific duty on a pound of woolen goods of that character 


equivalent to twice the duty upon 2 pounds of unwashed wool is all 
that our manufacturers have the right to ask upon the statement made 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, assuming that the evidence we have 
here is correct. Of course, if it requires more than 2 pounds of un- 
washed wool in this country to manufacture a pound of the same kind 


of cloth which competes with the foreign cloth imported, then it would , 


require a compensatory duty, according to the theory of Senators upon 
the * side, more than double the amount on a pound of un ed 
wool. 

Now, sir, we have brought this controversy down to the question as 
to how many pounds of unwashed wool are required to manufacture 
1 pound of the yarns to which this paragraph applies, and how man 
pounds of unwashed wool are required to manufacture 1 pound of all- 
wool cloth. 

This paragraph, Mr. President, does not relate merely to all-wool 
yarns. Woolen and worsted yarns are all put upon the same footing 
in this paragraph, and it is proposed by the Committee on Finance to 
impose a duty equivalent to two and a half times the duty on unwashed 
wool upon all these yarns, which, as I said on Saturday, are the ma- 
terial of our manufactures of woolen and worsted goods. 

Then when we come to subsequent paragraphs we find that all woolen 
goods valued at over 40 cents a yard are subjected to a specific and 
compensatory duty of 44 cents per square yard and 50 cent, ad 
valorem. i, A the Senator will concede that no all-wool goods 
can be sold for less than 40 cents a yard, because whether they contain 
4 pounds of wool or 2 pounds of wool, the wool alone would cost more 
than that, without any regard to the dyestuffs and labor, interest on 
capital, or taxes, or -wear and tear of machinery; so that actually and 
practically it is proposed to impose upon every pound of all- wool goods 
a specific duty of 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem, and the 
ae zate upon many classes of goods which are not composed entirely 
of woo 

Therefore I havestated, Mr. President, that this isan important prac- 
tical question we are now considering. It lies at the very foundation of 
the whole structure of this schedule in relation to the manufactures of 
wool, and we ought to get here and now as nearly as we possibly can 
to the amount of unwashed wool required to produce a pound of yarn 
ora pound of cloth, and make that the basis of the specific rates all 
through this schedule. 

Isaid on Saturday that according to the statements made in the 
letter, which was all the information, or, at least, all the evidence I 
then had, it would require about 2 pounds of unwashed wool to 
make a pound of this yarn which we are now considering; but I found 
upon making the calculation afterwards more carefully, the first cal- 
culation having been made hurriedly at my desk, that it would re- 
quire less than 2 pounds, or a little over a pound and a third. 

But assuming that it requires a pound and a half, then 16} cents spe- 
cific duty upon this yarn is a full compensatory duty for the duty on 
the wool contained in it. Assuming that it requires 2 pounds, which 
is far above any statement that appears here, then 22 cents, the amount 
proposed by the House of Representatives, is a full compensation upon 
these yarns for the duty on the unwashed wool; and yet the Senate 
Committee on Finance propose to make it two and one-half times, that 
is to say, 27} cents specific duty and 35 per cent. ad valorem besides, 
upon a class of yarns none of which can possibly be worth over 30 cents 
a pound, for if it is worth over 30 cents a pound it can not comein under 
this clause, but must pay a much higher rate of duty under another 
clause. Therefore we are not wasting time in discussing this proposi- 
tion which lies at the foundation of this whole scheme of taxation on 
manufactures of wool, and we ought here and now tofix as nearly as 
we can the quantity of wool required to make a pound of yarn anda 
pound of cloth. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree fully with the Senator from Kentucky that 
this is a practical question of very great importance in the consideration 
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of this schedule. It does lie at the foundation of itsstructure. Ifthe 
Senator from Kentucky is correct, and if the statement from which he 
has quoted is correct or approximately correct, then this schedule has 
been made up upon an erroneous basis and the rates should be largely 
reduced. I agree to that in the outset of this discussion. 

But let us examine the character of this statement and its correct- 
ness so far as we can for the purpose of ascertaining whether it furnishes 
a more reliable basis for fixing the rates in this, perhaps the most im- 
portant schedule in the tariff bill. 

I suggest to Senators that the statement which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky relies upon, like most of those which Senators upon that side 
have used in this debate, is anonymous in its character, and that the 
man who made itis either ashamed or afraid to have his name used. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Have I not given the Senator the name of the 
gentleman ? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. You have given it to me, but with the injunction 
that I shall not use it, so that it amonnts to the same thing as far as 
the public is concerned. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Not at all. Iam perfectly willing you shall 
use it. I do not want to have a gentleman, who is dependent for his 
livelihood upon employment in woolen manufactories, without his con- 
sent to have his name bandied all over the country as opposing the in- 
terests of the beneficiaries under this bill. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has no te-timony in the world except the testimony of the ben- 
eficiaries themselves, and here the other day in the discussion upon 
tħis question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tue Senator will permit me to say that I do not 
care to have an argument made by him in my time. If the Senator is 
willing that I should give the name of the party, I will give it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If he is not willing, his correspondent is, as far as 
the public is concerned, a myth. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to say to the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that upon the recommendation of this gentleman to me, I accept 
and I father the statement made by him, and now the Senator may 
deal with it as my statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Because I will trust the man who recommended 
this gentleman to me. 

Further than that, if the Senator will bear with me amoment, I 
will venture this statement: When Carroll D, Wright the other day 
made a statement to the Senate npon the comparative cost of the manu- 
facture of a ton of steel rails in the United States and upon the conti- 
nent of Europe the Senator from Rhode Island disputed that statement, 
and came here two days later with a letter made up by the beneficiaries 
under this bill, giving the cost of a ton of steel rails in two or three 
, establishments in the United States, which far exceed the testimony 
and statement made by the Commissioner of Labor. 

Mr, ALDRICH. But I gave the names of the parties. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I gave you the name of the party 
who makes this statement, and I expect to stand as the father of the 
statement myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then we will admit for the purposes of this argu- 
ment that it is an anonymous statement vouched for by a gentleman 
who confessedly knows nothing about the subject, and I shall treat it 
as such. ü 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill take up twoor three points in thestatement 
alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey for the purpose of exam: 
ination, but I will not spend the time of the Senate, because I do not 
think it would be a valuable expenditure to go into all of its details. 

I will consider first the statement which he makes in regard to the 
cost of making two-ply No. 48 worsted yarn from the clean wool, and 
I desire the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to this particular 
clause, as I think it furnishes a very good indication of the character 
ofthe whole. This gentleman says—and I read his exact words, that 
I may do him no injustice—on page 10226 of the RECORD: 

The wool originally cost 34 cents per pound; after paying for labor and scour- 
ing its cost was 79.3 cents per pound. 

In other words, the scoured wool cost 79.3 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Forty-three cents, in the first place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Seventy-nine and three-tenths cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Forty-three cents for the wool, not 34. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Thirty-four cents, the statement reads, 

Mr. CARLISLE, I have it 43 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look at page 10226 of the REC- 
ORD he will find that I have reai it literally. 


Adding § cents for spinning per pound and the 10 per cent. of shrinkage to 
make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per pound. . 


In other words, this gentleman states distinetly and definitely that 
it costs 8 cents a pound to make two-ply No. 48 worsted yarn from the 
clean wool to the finished product. I hold in my hand a statement 
made in the House of Representatives. : 

Mr. CARLISLE, Would it interrupt the Senator to tell me which 


+ 


one of the statements he is reading from now? The first statement is 
clear, and that made the cost 43 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from the text of the statement fol- 
lowing the last table, in the second column on page 10226. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘'Ona lot of 1,600 pounds of wool, unwashed, at 
43 centa pound.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in the second column, on page 10226, the text 
which follows the last table. 

I hold in my hand another statement, made in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 12th of May, 1888, long enough ago, I suppose, to 
be historical and to make its use here permissible, made by a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, Hon. William L. Scott, known 
to Senators upon the other side, I have no doubt, as a gentleman fa- 
miliar with tariff matters. He stated that the tables which he then in- 
serted in the RECORD, and for the accuracy of which he vouched, were 
taken trom the books of a company in which he was interested located 
in Philadelphia. 

Now, let us examine his testimony. He states the cost of making 
two-ply No. 36 yarn from Australian cross-bred wool to be 37 cents 
per pound from the clean wool to the finished yarn. In other words, 
Mr. Scott places the cost of making from the scoured wool 1 pound of 
two-ply 36 yarn at 37 cents per pound, while the correspondent of the 
Senator trom New Jersey states the cost at g cents for the same process, in 
making two-ply 48 yarn. Now, two-ply 36 yarns measure to the poung 
20,160 yards, while two-ply 48 yarns measure to the pound 26,88{ 
yards; and I state upon my own authority, if I may imitate the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey in this particular, that it will cost at least 1@ 
cents a pound more to make No. 48 yarns than it will to make No. 36 
yarns; in other words, that it would cost, according to Mr. Scott’g 
figures, at least 47 cents to do the work which this anonymous cors 
respondent of the Senator from New Jersey says can be done for 8 cents, 

Mr. CARLISLE, It will cost that to spin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will cost that sum tomannfacture from the cleax 
wool to the finished yarn. 

Mr, CARLISLE. This correspondent does not say anything of that 
sort. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does. He says exactly that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He says, Adding 8 cents for spinning.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. It the Senator will permit me, I will read it again. 
that there may be no misapprehension about it: 

The wooloriginally cost H cents per pound; after paying for labor and scoun 
ing, its cost was 79.3 cents per pound. 

That puts it in the condition of cleaned wool. 

Adding s cents for spinning per pound and the 10 per cent, of shrinkage te 
make it into yarn, the net cost was 87.3 cents per pound. 

Or a difference of 8 cents a pound as against 47 cents a pound as the 
statement made upon the authority of Mr. Scott. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not understand Mr. Scott to state that it costs 
47 cents a pound to spin the yarn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the statement of Mr. Scott again, that 
there may be no misapprehension in regard to it. On page 4173 of the 
RECORD of May 12, 1888, I find this table: 

Cost of making I pound of No. 35 yarn out of Australian cross-breds, under the 
bill now before the House. 

The bill alluded to was the Mills bill, Mr. Scott being at that time 
an associate of the Senator from Kentucky upon the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I believe. 

Mr.CARLISLE. I was not upon the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Scott was at all events a leading member of 
the committee. Perhaps the Senator became a member later. 

Mr. BLAIR. He was Speaker. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He was Speaker at the time; I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLAIR. And made up the committee, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But Mr. Scott was a leading member of the Dem- 
ocratic Committee on Ways and Means of the Honse; I think there will 
be no dispute about that, and his statement is that it would cost, with 
free wool, 43 cents to produce a pound of clean wool, and that it would 
cost 80 cents per pound to produce 2-ply 36 yarn from that cleaned 
wool, making a difference of 37 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What was the last figure? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The last figure was 80 cents and the first 43 cents, 
That is the estimated cost with free wool. 

Now, so much for this item of the statement, which furnishes a fair 
illıytration of the character of the whole. It was either made with 
the intent to deceive or else the author has no knowledge of the subject. 

Now, let us examine one or two other statements made by this gen- 
tleman which are perhaps more extraordinary in their character. The 
Senator from Kentucky has called attention to the tables at the bottom 
of the first column on page 10226 of the RECORD showing, as stated by 
that Senator, the percentage of tops produced froma pound of unwashed 
wool. This shows that in one period of six months 77.13 per cent. 
of tops were produced from a pound of unwashed wool, in another 72.31 
per cent., or an average for the year of 74.48 per cent. I will say to 
the Senator from Kentucky that there is not a man in the United States 
who has the slightest knowledge of woolen manufacturing who does not 
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know that there is no pound of unwashed wool produced on the face of 
the earth from which 77 or 74 per cent. of tops can be made. 

Half the members of the Senate have sufficient knowledge of woolen 
manufactures to know that that statement is not even approximately 
correct. The average amount of tops obtained from the better class of 
Australian wools does not exceed 35 per cent. instead of 75 or 77 per 
zent., as stated by this anonymous gentleman, quoted as an authority 
by the Democratic members of the committee. 

I will take but one more item of this extraordinary statement, as I 
think I have said enough to convince Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber at least that the authority cited by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is unreliable. In the first column, on page 10226, the labor-cost 
of weaving 835} pounds of cloth is stated at 2} cents a pound. It 
disclosed in the course of the statement that the cloths in question are 
worsteds weighing 16 ounces, or 1 pound, to the square yard. Now I 
say, and I challenge contradiction of the statement, that no worsted 
cloths of that character can be woven for three times the amount which 
this gentleman states here as the cost of weaving. 3 

The transparent falsity of these statements is such that I am surprised 
that Senators upon the otherside should use them as the basis of a serious 
argument upon a question like this, involving the welfare of the second 
or the third test industry in the United States, one that is certainly 
entitled to the fair and honorable consideration of the Senate. 

I shall ask to put into the Recorp—I do not know that it is neces- 
sary to have them read—a series of statements establishing the fact 
that it takes 4 pounds of South American or other heavy shrinking 
wool to make a pound of finished cloth. I have never known this 
statement to be seriously questioned until it was denied here, and the 
refutation rests upon the sole authority of this anonymous superin- 
tendent, vouched for by the Senator from New Jersey. I will put 
against this the evidence of honest and honorable manufacturers through- 
out the United States, men who are willing to give their names and 
are not ashamed to be known, 

Perhaps I had better have this statement read—it isnot very long— 
for the information of Senators, and I will thensapplement it by some 
additional statements on the subject. Perhaps I ought to preface the 
reading by saying that the collection of authorities was made by the 
National Association of Woolen Manufacturers, of which Mr. William 
Whitman is president and Mr. North secretary. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What kinds of wool are they talking about? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will see as the reading proceeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, DoLPH in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the statement, which is as follows: 


Statement showing the number of pounds of wool required for a pound of 
finished cloth. N 


It was the concurrent testimony of experienced manufacturers in 1861 and 
1864, when the woolen tariffs of those dates were established, that 4 pounds of 
mestiza wool, paying the average ‘duty on clothing wools, were required to 
make a pound of finished cloth. That all doubt might be removed as to the 
correctness of this estimate, the executive committee of the National Associa- 
tion of Wool Manufacturers, in submitting the statements upon which the 
woolen tariff of 1867 was based, sought to obtain memoranda of actual experi- 
ments made without reference to any discussion of tariff questions. 

Among other statements, they obtained from the books of the Proctorville 
Woolen Mill, situated in the State of Vermont, a statement of the semi-annual 
production of cloth, the consumption of wool in making such cloth, and the 
weight of each yard of cloth manufactured. From this statement it appeared 
that certain lots of cloth made in that mill from the Ist day of January, 1865, to 


the last day of June, inclusive—to wit, six months—and from the Ist aay of |. 
rom 


July, 1865, to the last day 01 ber, 1865, were manufactured wholly 
mestiza clothing wool. The accounts of the mill show that there were manu- 
factured in the mill, in the first six months, 77,320 yards of black cassimeres; 
that 32.4 ounces of wool, as purchased in the market, were consumed in the 
manufacture of each yard of said 77,320 yards of cloth; and that the average 
weight per yard of the cloth was 8.2 ounces, or, in other words, 32.4 ounces of 
wool were requi to make 8.2 ounces of finished cloth. The accounts of the 
mill also showed that in the last six months there were manufactured, wholly 
from mestiza woo), 79,6063 yards of black doeskins; that the average weight of 
said doeskins was 8,2 ounces per „and that 31.1 ounces of wool were re- 
quired to make 8.2 ounces of such cloth. 

In the discussion before the Tariff Commission, preceding the legislation of 
1883, the allegation was made, though unsupported by evidence, that it does 
not require 4 pounds of foreign unwashed wools of the kinds at present in 
vogue to make a pound of finished goods, To refute this allegation the follow- 
ing statements were submitted to the commission: 

Mr, Robert Middleton, agent of the Globe Woolen Mills at Utica, N. Y.—mills 
of very high celebrity—states that 4 pounds of fine Australian unwashed wool 
will yield but 15 ounces of fine finished cloth, such as that company is making. 

Mr. David Ramsden, superintendent of the Oswogo Falls Manufacturin 
Company, states that 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool will yield only 1 
ounces of the goods that that company manufactures, 

The items of his estimate are as follows: - 


Four pounds of greasy or unwashed Australian wool... 
Loss in sorting, 2 per cènt 


Loss in scouring, 60 per cent. 88. 40 
Loss in noils made in combing. 6.14 
Loss in preparing and spinning. 1.84 
Loss in dycing and finishing. . „ 1.31 
— 19 
15 


It is the opinion of other manufacturers that the loss in the processes of man- 
ufacture is placed too low. 

The wools used by Mr. Ramsden are among the lightest of the foreign cloth- 
ing wools, or among those containing the least grease, the wools from the Ar- 
gentine Republic and Cape of Good Hope being much heavier. 


Itis true that this great . in the case above referred to is not all lost, 
a part of the waste in this case cons of noils. Butthe noils are worth much 
less than the foreign, or or cost o 
without the duty; that is 
noils included in them. In selling the noi 
upon the noils; and the value of the noils 
from the calculation, 2 — 
Mr. Henry F. Coe, treasurer of the Washington Mills, regarded as one of the 
most reliable experts in America in the woolen manufacture, makes the follow- 


ing statement: 
unds of finished cloth which 100 pounds of scoured wool 


The number of 
yields is about as follows: 
Loss in manufacturing. 
65 pounds, or 35 per cent, 
Fancy colored suitings, cassimeres. . 70 pounds, or 30 per cent, 
Plain flannels, coatings, etc....... 75 pounds, or 25 per cent. 
(These are not estimates made for this statement, but are the results of care- 
ful observations made in the Washington Mills to determine the cost of manu- 
facturing the goods, and therefore the prices at which they could be sold. 
On the above basis the wools usually imported will eka or require 
lowing to yield a pound of finished cloth, according to Bowes & Co., of Liver- 
pool, an accepted authority: 


Cloths and goods having a luster 


Average Cape wool will shrink 67 per cent.in | Pounds. 


Pounds, | Pounds, 
scouring. 4.66 4.33 4.04 
Average mestiza shrinks 65 per cent. s VA 4.40 4.09 3.81 
Average Adelaide and Australian shrink 62 pe 
CONE e RATA 8 F 4.0 3.76 3.51 


The formulas by which the above calculations are made may be illustrated as 


follows: 2 

Loss in Cape wool in scouring, 67 per cent., leaves 33 pounds clean wool. 

This clean wool loses 35 per cent. in man turing: 33 pounds less 35 per 
cent. (11.55 pounds) equal 21.45 pounds of cloth. 

ion hundred pounds (clean woo))-+21.45=4.66 pounds of wool to I pound ot 

cloth. : 

That the estimate of 4 pounds of wool for a pound of finished goods is a cor- 
reot one is further shown by the following considerations: 

That the existing wool tariff, by placing a double duty on washed wools and 
a treble duty on scoured wool of the first class, prohibits the manufacturer from 
importing the latter wools, and compels him to buy all his wools in an un- 
waslied state. The law by making the duty on scoured or clean clothing weol 
three times the duty on unwashed woh aleariy admits and recognizes that 
3 pounds of unwashed foreign wool are requi to make 1 pound of clean or 
scoured wool ready for the picker, or before the first processes of manufacturo 
involving a further loss are commenced. Three pounds of wool entering into 
the finished cloth are thus accounted for, and it is shown above that there isa 
further loss on clean wool in manufacturing of from 25 to 35 per cent., accord- 
ing to the cloth, which will more than account for the other pound of unwashed 
wool We to make a pound of finished cloth. 

The following corroborative evidence is taken from the Bulletin of the Na- 
tional Association of Wool Manufacturers for 1883, volume 13, page 178: 


‘PROPORTION OF CLOTH TO WOOL AT ELBEUF, FRANCE. 


“The following paragraph and table, which we find in the portion of the 
report of the Department of State on the cotton and woolen industries ot Eu- 
rope, furnished by Conaul-General Walker, supply an interesting confirma- 
tion of the position taken by the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
that, asa general rule, 4 pounds of unwashed wool are required to make a 
pound of finished cloth. 

»Consul-General Walker, in speaking of the manufacturers of Elbeuf, one of 
the most important centers of wool manufacture in Europe, says: 

“A woolen msnulacturer in Elbeuf gives the following information concern- 
ing the woolen industry of that district in the year 1869: 


è Cost price 


Quantity of wool used. per kilo- | Proportion.| Yield. 
gram. 

Per cent. | Per cent. 
900, 000 kilograms German wool. ........... $1.00 12.80 60 
1. 740, 000 kilograms French wool. — 2 6.59 2 
8,700,000 kilograms Australian wool .55 20. 45 42 
14, 200, 000 kilograms Plata -wool......... — 20 46,61 80 
1, 400, 000 kilograms miscellaneous ............ 40 7.50 42 


= Tha F of woolen manufactures has been 6,553,000 Kllograms, valued 
at $17, * 

"It eh be seen from the above that the quantity of wool consumed was 21,- 
940,000 kilograms. and the weight of the goods manufactured from the wool was 
6,558,600 kilograms. It is obvious that the former figure divided by the latter 
will give the quantity of wool to a kil of cloth. Taking these res as 
they stand, they show 3.34} kilograms of wool to a kilogram of cloth. Butthe 
German wool mentioned above, from its yield and its price,must have been 
washed wool, requiring double the quantity of unwashed wool. 

“To brio the whole of the wool consumed into the condition of unwashed 
wool, the dividend ought to be increased by the addition of at least 900,000 kilọ- 
grams, and probably more, to cover the Australian and miscellaneous wool, a 

rtion of which must have been washed. Making the addition of only 

ormer would make the quantity of wool toa kilogram of cloth 3.45} kilograms, 
This assumes that no cotton warps, nor cotton mixed with the wool, nor other 
fiber enters into the weight of the cloth. By increasing the dividend by the 
amount of other raw material, which must necessarily have added to the weight 
of the cloth, we should have a proportion very clo-ely approximating our own 
estimate of 4 pounds of unwashed wool to the pound of cloth.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think it is necessary to read the rest of the 
statement. I ask to have it printed without being read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Rhode Island goes on I 
wish to ask him a question on that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the question refer to the print- 
ing of this document ? 


fol 
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Mr, ALLISON. Oh, no. 


Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator from Rhode Island has assailed the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the printing of | statement produced by the Senator from New Jersey simply u 


the rest of the document in the RECORD? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to know who signs that „ 
- Mr. ALDRICH. It is ed by William Whitman, ent, and 
S. N. D. North, secretary, of the National Association of Woolen Manu- 
facturers. 


Mr. McPHERSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the contention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky that it does not take the number of pounds of unwashed 
wool to make a pound of cloth that is stated by the manufacturers as 
necessary. The Senator from Kentucky made sanean eee 

some impression u me respecting our own domestic wool, saying 
that 2 pounds of 3 wool would make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. According to these statements. 

Mr. ALLISON. According to these statements, and therefore that 
our manufacturers had an advantage in that respect. Now, I think 
that depends upon whether our own wool is washed or unwashed wool. 
If our wool is washed wool, then the wool that comes in in competition 
with it pays double duty. So in discussing this question (and that is 
what I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to) I regard it as important that there should be clear definitions, that 
we may know whether own domestic wool is washed or unwashed wool, 
and whether these foreign wools that are under discussion are un- 
washed foreign wools. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Ohio and Michigan and other merino wools 
that compete with the wools now under consideration are sold, as the 
Senator from Kentucky very well knows, in a washed condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. And similar foreign wools would pay double the 
duty? * 

Me. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwill respond when the Senator from Rhode Island 

through. Is the Senator from Rhode Island through? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to put in another statement which is very 
short and I will ask to have it read, as it contains so clear and definite 
a statement of the question now under discussion, that I think it will 
be instructive to Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement will be read, unless 
there is objection. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE oy ARLINGTON Minus, Lawrence, Mass., June 9, 1890. 
Dean Sm: I hand you herewith the following estimate of the number of 
pounds of finished worsted dress-goods that be made from 100 pounds of 
South American wool in the bale: 
— The maximum pounds of sorts that could be obtained from 100 


ds of greasy South wool in the bale would be 95 pounds of sorts. 
P Ninety-five pounds of sorts, 66 per cent., will netin scoured wool 32.3 
poun 
Thirty-two and three-tenths ds of scoured wool, less 4 per cent. waste in 
carding, would give 80.9 piena 5 of carded wool. : 
Thirty and nine-tenths of carded wool, with 6 per cent, added for moisture 
and would yield 


32.8 
— — and eight-tenths pounds of carded wool, no’ 16percent., which 
is a minimum percentage of noil, will yield in op 27.6 
Twenty-seven and six-tenths pounds of top will yield, including soft waste 
worked over, %} per cent. of which is equal to 26.2 pounds. 
The maximumamount of fin worsted dress goods thatcould be made from 
this yarn would eee aD amigas ated yarn would net not more 


than 23.6 pounds of dress 
This shows that it wo require 4} pounds of such wool to make 1 pound of 


dress 

An almost identical result would be reached if the wool were imported in the 
scoured state, 

These figures are a maximum for the amount of cloth that could be produced, 
The amount of noil stated isa minimum amount for this class of stock. The 
shrinkage from yarn to cloth is also a minimum shri; = 
Many grades of cloth would shrink more than the sl above given. 


5 WM. D. HARTSHORNE, Superintendent, 
WILLIAM WHITMAN, Treasurer. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The question asked me by the Senator from Iowa 
goes to the root of this whole matter. The Senator from Kentucky 
and the Senator from New Jersey have both alluded to the fact that it 
did not take 4 pounds of domestic wool to make a pound of cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unwashed wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of washed wool, domestic wool; there is no domestic 
merino wool unwashed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, There never has been any contention that it re- 
* pang scoured wool or 4 pounds of washed wool to make 
a of clo 

. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
New Jersey should know that there are no merino wools like those 
produced in Michigan and Ohio sold in an unwashed condition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That does not make any difference, whether it is 
sold or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there has been no testimony put in based 
upon the quantity of unwashed domestic wool required, The duty, 
` as the Senator knows very well, upon washed wool is double the 
amount of duty on unwashed wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr, ALDRICH. That would be, of course, either 22 or 24 cents on 
wools of the first or second class, 


one 
int, and that not at all pertinent to the question before the Senate. 
value of the statement introduced by the Senator from New Jer- 

sey, if it has any value 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope the Senator wi!l not allow that statement 
to stand. He says I have taken onlyone point. I took three distinct 
points as an illustration of the veracity, or the accuracy, I should say, 
perhaps, of the statement submitted by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iwase part of the time in looking at the 
statement made by Mr, Scott in the House of Representatives, and 
perhaps did not hear all the Senator said, but the point which attracted 
my attention, and the only one, was whero he attacked the peman s 
statement that the cost of spinning a yard of yarn from the tops was 
8 cents a pound. The Senator alludes to that for the purpose of dis- 
crediting the whole statement, and he cites a statement said to have 
been made, and it is printed in the RECORD, by Hon. William L. Scott, 
of Pennsylvania, in the House of Representatives, in 1888, from which 
it appears that it costs 35 cents a pound to spin a pound of yarn from 
the tops. Now, I want to ask the Senator if he believes, or if he will 
say that he believes, it eosts 35 cents a pound to spin yarn from the tops. 
Is not this gentleman correct, or substantially correct, in his statement 
that 8 cents a pound is the cost of spinning yarn from the tops? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the gentleman is correct in any of 
his statements, and he is certainly very far from being correct in the 
statement the Senator now alludes to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What does the Senator think that it costs to spin 
yarn from the tops? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am putting in evidence here the statement of a 
gentleman whom Senators upon that side must recognize as a good au- 
thority upon this question „ 

Mr. CARLISLE. As to the cost of spinning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who states the cost of manufacture in a mill in 
Philadelphia in which he was interested. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Butthis gentleman refers only to one single proc- 
ess—that is, the spinning of a pound of yarn from the tops. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement made by the gentleman quoted by 
the Senator from New Jersey was from clean wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To the finished yarn. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement made by Mr. Scott was taken in 
the same way. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly. Does the Senator indorse the state- 
ment made by Mr. Scott? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not think it necessary to indorse the state- 
ment, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then will the Senator make a statement of his 
own which he can indorse? He has assailed the statement made by 
this gentleman because he says it is not enough; that is to say, he cites 
in opposition to it a statement made by somebody else that it costs 35 
cents a pound to spin yarn from tops, and now 1 ask the Senator if he 
will makea statement upon that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to interrupt my friend, but I have 
been absent on.other duties of the Senate, and I ask the Senator if he 
disputes the fact that it requires 4 pounds, or in the neighborhood of 
4 pounds, of unwashed wool to niake a pound of cloth? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; I have np aoe it. 

„ Does the Senator ish any evidence on that 
Mr. CARLISLE. What evidence I have here I have furnished. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I can only say ifthe Senator can demonstrate that 

fact it upsets the whole of the wool tariff schedule, because it is all 

founded on the difference. Atone time I wondered about this enigma, 
how it should take so much wool to make a pound, and I examined it 

as a simple matter of arithmetic. If the Senator can show me that 2 

ds of unwashed wool will make a pound of cloth I will agree with 

im that this whole thing has to be revised, but I examined that care- 
fully upon the testimony of experts, upon the testimony of men who 
arein both ways, and the uniform testimony was, although there 
may be exceptions as to particular parts of the fleece, that as a rule 

4 pounds of unwashed wool will make a pound of cloth, or 2 pounds of 

washed wool will make a pound of cloth, or 14 pounds of scoured wool, 

and so on down, the proportion being kept up. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Now, the Senator from Rhode Island, who is con- 
sidered, notwithstanding his disclaimers, to be somewhat of an expert 
upon these subjects, made the statement Saturday afternoon on the 
floor of the Senate, as shown by the Rucorp, and which the Senator 
from Ohio can read, that it does not require 4 pounds of unwashed 
American wool nor 4 pounds of unwashed Australian wool to make a 


pound of cloth. 

Mr. S . That is always washed. I wish to say that all 
wools in regions where there is water are washed on the sheep’s back, 
unless a sheep should die, and then it would be cut off and washed and 
scoured afterwards. I suppose in the plains and in California and in 


‘ 
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some other places where it is not to wash the wool, and 
cially in South America, they donot wash it, but it comes into patie ith 
not only unwashed, but full of burrs and all sorts of things. However, 
in our country, in Ohio, I doubt if a single fleece of wool goes into mar- 
ket unless itis washed, and if wool abroad comes into competition with 
that, as a matter of course it is at a different se because it takes 2 
pounds of unwashed wool to make a of wool, 

Mr. ALLISON. <And it double. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It pays double the rate of duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will come to that in a moment, 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will now answer the Senator from Kentucky, if 
he wishes his inquiry made some time since answered. I will say to 
him what perhaps he may know, that there is quite a diference in the 
estimates of cost of manufacturing worsted yarns between the New 
England snd Philadelphia manufa the latter having always esti- 
mated the cost higher than the former. I will say that it costs more 
than 25 cents a pound, to speak within reasonable limits, to manufact- 
ure two-ply 36 yarns from the wool to the finished yarn, the same proc- 
ess which, according to the expert cited by Senators, would cost 8 
cents a pound. 

Mr. BLAIR. In New England? ' 

Mr. ALDRICH. In New England. The Philadelphia manufact- 
urers estimate the cost at.a cent per number, which would be in this 
case 36 cents, or 37 cents, as Mr. Scott makes it. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is the simple process of spinning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the wool to the yarn. The testimony taken 
before the Senate Finance Committee in 1888 of a number of Phila- 
delphia manufacturers was to this effect. But the New England manu- 
facturers do not estimate the cost to be as much. 

Now, one other word. I do not wish to create a misapprehension in 
the statement I have made about washed and unwashed domestic wools. 
I understand that territorial wools, cross-bred wools, and other wools 
of similar description are sold inan unwashed condition, but the wools 
we have been discussing are the Ohio and Michigan and other merino 
wools with which the Australian and better class of South American 
wools come in competition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The controversy here involved in the attack by 
the Senator from Rhode Island upon the ot the statement to 
which I alluded is not as to the whole cost of converting tops into yarn, 
but the mere single = of spinning. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I must insist that the Senator either has not read 
the statement or that he does not understand it. This gentleman states 
distinctly, first, the cost of the clean wool, and then the cost of the yarn, 
and the difference is only 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That includes everything trom the wool to the | w 


yarn. 
Mr. CARLISLE. He says distinctly: 


The wool originally cost 34 cents a pound; after ying for labor and scour- 
ing its cost was 79,3 cents per pound; adding 8 cents for spinning per pound and 
the 10 per cent, of shrinkage 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, that is right; after adding 8 cents for both of 
those items the total is so much, which shows a difference between 
clean wool and finished yarns of only 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. And he then states what it is sold for. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘There is no allowance for noils; but that is not 
important. Iam not able at this moment to determine whether the 
gentlemen means by the statement what the Senator says or whether 
he means we are to add 8 cents a pound for spinning and add 10 per 
cent. for shrinkage, because he uses the word ‘‘and,’’ and I have had 
w N of course, being on my feet, to make a calculation. He says 

Adding 8 for spinni und and the 10 n 
make it 1 tho nód cost was 87.8 cents per 1 oy eae 

Undoubtedly he is talking simply of the single process of spinning, 
but if he is mistaken about that mere matter of cost it does not by any 
means prove that he has made an erroneous or false statement in regard 
to the quantity of wool used, the quantity of yarn produced, and the 
quantity of cloth produced. 

The Senator from Rhode Island caused to be read an extract from 
the proceedings or from some report made by the American Wool Manu- 
facturers’ Association, in which they in the first part of it dis- 
tinctly of British goods, of the wool which is required to be consumed 
in the production of British goods, and they allude to South American 
wools in another part of it. Some gentleman who represented the 
Globe Mills, I believe, is quoted as saying that 4 pounds of unwashed 
Australian woo! will make only about 15 ounces of the kind of goods 
they are making. It may or may not be so, I do not know; but the 
Senator himself has conceded that as a general rule it does not require 
in the manufacture of ordinarily made and sold in this country, 
or the goods ordinarily imported in this country, 4 pounds of unwashed 
Australian wool or English long wool, or our Ohio and Pennsylvania 
wools. That I understand to be admitted. 

Now, the Senator from Iowa makes the question that we were speak- 
g of unwashed wool and that the wool which is imported here in the 


form of yarn, against which we are seeking to protect our manufact- 
urers, is scoured wool and bearsa rate of duty three times that imposed 
upon the unwashed wool. Undoubtedly is true, but how does it 

thequestion? Whenthat 4 pounds of unwashed wool comes here 
in „ is only 1 pound. It has boen reduced 
to 1 pound, and the duty upon this 1 pound of scoured wool is not 44 
cents, but 33 cents; so that the bill does not carry out his view upon 
his own argument, and there is no necessity to carry it out. 

Mr, ALDRICH. But the scoured wool then shrinks 33 per cent., 
so that you have 4 pounds to sell 

Mr. CARLISLE. But it never has been contended here that it took 
4 pounds of washed wool. It is not contended now that it takes 4 
pounds of washed wool, or 4 pounds of scoured wool, but 4 pounds of 
unwashed wool; and 4 of unwashed wool taken from South 
America to England and converted into cloth which is imported into 
this country to be sold in competition with our cloth which is made 
from a less quantity of wool, as everybody concedes would pay only 33 
cents duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It takes a less quantity of washed wool, if do- 
mestic wools are used, that is, Ohio and Michigan wools; and that 
distinction should always be bornein mind, 

Mr. CARLISLE. But that quantity of washed wool, whatever it 
may be, or that quantity of scoured wool, whatever it may be, repre- 
sents simply so many pounds of unwashed wool, because that is the 
foundation of this whole schedule. 

Mr, ALDRICH, But the Senator must see that if it takes 2 pounds 
of domestic washed wool to make a pound of finished cloth, and if it 
takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to produce 1 pound of washed wool, 
he has arrived at the same result. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ofcourse I concede that, but the statements which 
we have here are Ni exactly the contrary; that it is unwashed wool. 
It is so stated. There can be no disagreement between the Senator 
and myself that if it took 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound 
of washed wool it would take, according to the statement made now 
by the Senator from Ohio, somewhere between 3 and 4 pounds of un- 
washed wool to make a pound of cloth, but the Senator from Ohio does 
notinsist this morning thatit takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 
1 pound of washed wool, as he did on Saturday. The Senator from 
Ohio, a moment ago, made a statement in which he said it took about 
a pound and a half of unwashed wool to make a pound of washed wool, 
which is just about correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the Senator from Ohio to 
make any such statement, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator from Rhode Island now state 
that it takes 2 pounds of unwashed wool to make 1 pound of washed 

9 


001? 
a ALDRICH. That depends entirely upon the character of the 
wool. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Well, ordinarily, as a general rule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nogeneral rule about it; that is the trouble. 
Certain kinds of wool shrink 75 per cent., certain other kinds 50 per 
cent., certain other kinds 60 per cent., some 80 per cent. There is no 
general rule applying to all wools. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For the purpose of taxation we are asked to make 
not only a general rule, but an inflexible rule, to which there can be 
no exception at all, and yet the Senator tells the Senate and the coun- 
try that there is no general rule on the subject. 

“Mr, President, I assert here that it does not take anything like 2 
pounds of unwashed wool in this country to make a pound of washed 
wool, and especially when your wool is washed here, or called washed and 


classified as washed, if a little water is put on the sheep before it is 


sheared. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
what section of country he is talking about the wool from. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Iam talking about the Ohio and Kentucky wool 
and all the wool in regard to which I have any information. 

Mr. TELLER. Does not the Senator know that there is a vast dif- 
ference between the wool of Ohio, Michigan, and Illinois and the wool 
of Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, and California ? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Oh, certainly; there is more grease in some fleeces 
than others. It depends largely on the climate. A 

Mr. TELLER. Itis not the grease simply; itis more dirt, more 
burrs; it is more of everything. = 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but I speak of the general rule. If 
you take the great mass of wools produced in this country and con- 
sumed in this country, it takes nothing like 2 pounds of the unwashed 
wool, and especially when you provide in the bill that wool is washed 
simply because it has been @leansed a little on the back of the sheep 
before it is sheared. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator, having had in 
my youth some experience in this matter, that there is an immense 
difference in the wool in the same community raised on different farms. 
Wool from one farm will produce much finer washed and scoured wool 
than wool from another farm, i 


Mr. CARLISLE. Ihave no doubt of that, Some farms will pro- 


duce a better quality of corn, or wheat, or tobacco, or almost any other 
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product than other farms in the same neighborhood; and more espe- 
cially is this true, I suppose, in the case of wool, when so much de- 
pends on the care of the sheep. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky is willin 
to admit that if wools were imported from any country in the worl 
into the United States in the condition which domestic wools, as Ohio 
and Michigan wools, are they would have to pay 22 cents if wools of 
the first class, and 24 centsif wools of the second class; andif it takes 
2 pounds of wool in that condition to make a pound of finished cloth 
of course the manufacturer is entitled to twice 22 or 24, as the case 
be. 
ie CARLISLE. -~ Not by any means. The wool which comes here 
in foreign cloth does not come as washed wool, but comes as scoured 
wool, and on that you put 33 cents a pound. If that wool itself, un- 
manufactured, came here in that condition, the wool-grower would have 
against it a protection of 33 cents only, because it amounts to only 1 
pound when brought here in the cloth, and the wool manufacturer is 
getting 44 cents specific duty on it to protect him. That is the point 
I mak $ 


e, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must be mistaken. I think he does 
not quite understand the character of the statement he is making. 
He says the inference to be drawn from the statement was that scoured 
wool and wool in cloth were the same thing. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Scoured wool shrinks nearly one-third before it 
can be made into cloth. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; and so much the worse for the Sena- 
tor. The same quantity of wool does not come here in the cloth in the 
scoured condition as there was in the scoured condition before it was 
put in the cloth; in other words, the wool that comes here in a scoured 
condition in the cloth is less than the amount of the scoured wool be- 
fore it is put in the cloth. If it had come here betore it was put in the 
cloth it would have paid only 33 cents on the whole quantity, and you 

pose to give the manufacturer 44 cents a pound protection against 
fin. That is the point, and the Senator can not escape it by any sort 
of contention about washed wool or scoured wool, The wool comes 
here in cloth after it has been scoured, and the 4 pounds of unwashed 
‘wool used in making the cloth brought here makes only 1 pound when 
it comes in, arcording to the Senator, and it would pay at the outside 
only 33 cents a pound. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that 100 pounds of 
scoured wool make 100 pounds of cloth? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all; I have said nothing of the kind. Let 
me make myself plain to the Senator. Four hundred pounds of un- 
washed South American wool taken into the woolen factory at Brad- 
ford, England, for instance, will be converted into 100 pounds of cloth. 
That is what Senators are contending for; that is to say, 100 pounds 
of scoured wool, because it has to be scoured before it goes into cloth, 
Now if that 100 pounds of scoured wool had come here without being 
converted into cloth you would have imposed upon it a duty of 33 
eents per pomi to protect the wool-grower in this country, but if it 
comes in here in the form of cloth you impose a duty of 44 centsa 
pound to protect the woolen manufacturer, and give him 50 per cent. 
ad valorem besides upon the wool and the other value of the cloth. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Kentucky say that 100 pounds 
of scoured wool turned into cloth would comein weighing 100 pounds? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would weigh a little less than a hundred 
pounds, and so much the worse for the Senator from Rhode Island, 
because if the whole hundred pounds came in it would only pay 33 
cents a pound, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know that I quite understand the Senator 
from Kentucky; but what I do understand him to say is that if the 
scoured wool comes in in the form of wool we impose a duty of 33 cents 
to protect the wool-grower, and if it comes in in the form of cloth we im- 
pose a duty upon the cloth of 44 cents. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Yes; to compensate the manufacturer. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not entirely proper relief to afford protection to 
the labor that is employed in the manufacture of the cloth? 

Mr. CARLISLE. You have your 50 per cent. ad valorem, not only 
upod the rest of the cost of the cloth abroad, but npon this very wool 
besides. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is an ingredient the Senator did not putinto his 
statement. I do not know about that part of it. I suppose there are 
other reasons for the imposition of that, but to stick right to the Sen- 
ator’s point in the way he made it, and all he made of it, in which he 
showed an absurdity or a wrong in the schedule as it is, if before it is 
cloth it is protected by 33 cents as wool for the protection of the wool- 
grower and you bring it here in the form of cloth manufactured, then 
the protection should cover the wool-grower and the wool manufact- 
urer in order to cover the difference in labor and the difference in the 
cost of capital invested in the manufacture. So is not the 44 cents in 
the form of cloth quite as reasonable protection as the 33 cents in the 
form of washed wool ? ; 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fot at all, in my opinion. The idea that the 44 
cents specific duty per pound upon imported woolen cloth is imposed 
for protective purposes been disclaimed all the way through; it is 


simply a compensatory duty on account of the duty on wool, and the 
50 per cent. ad valorem is the protective duty always claimed by the 
manufacturers and always assented to by the committees of the House 
and the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Finance Committee can take care of that 
part of it; but teking the Senator’s pointas he made it, with all the 
elements that have been in the controversy here this morning, I sub- 
mit to the Senator that he has not made any point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to read upon this point astate- 
ment made by the National Woolen Manufacturers’ Association, which is 
so clearly put and so conclusive and cogent that I am sure Senators will 
be impressed with it. They say: 

1, The House bill is based upon the calculation that it requires 3} pounds of 
the ordinary unwashed wools of commerce to manufacture 1 pound of yarn and 


4 pounds of that wool to manufacture | pound of cloth. This computation was 
first made in 1866, for the United States Revenue Commission. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Is not that unwashed wool? Do they not say 
distinctly it is unwashed wool ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The ordinary unwashed wools of commerce. 

This computation was first made in 1866 for the United States Rey- 
enue Commission, 


We add herewith, in the form of an appendix, the data upon which the com- 
128 was then made, together with some later evidence of its accuracy. It 

necessary to constantly repeat this formula and its verification in order to 
meet the criticisms of those whoas constantly assail it, but never successfully. 
If this formula was correct in 1866 it is correct to-day; for there bas been no 
change in the conditions upon which it was based. it is incorrect in any 
way or affords any unfair advantage to the manufacturer no one has been able 


show. 

It is true that Ohio or Michigan washed wool may 

Washed wool, mind you— 
not shrink in earn Peepers to the extent of shrinkage indicated in these tables. 
The lighter Australian wools may not shrink in the proportion indicated. But 
whether they do or not is not in the case. The American manufacturer must 
be reimbursed on the of the shrinkage of the wools used by his foreign 
competitors, or available for the latter's use, in order to equalize the disad- 
van arising to him from the duty charges on similar wools. This By A 
sition is the fundamental essential of the wool tariff as now — Yo 
demonstrations of arelatively smaller shrinkage in certain selected wools af- 
fect it or impugn it. It must stand until it can be shown that none ofthe wools 
abundantly accessible to our rivals, suchas the South American, African, and 
other wools, show these results in manipulation. That they do show these re- 
sults is determined by the overwhelming evidence of experience and actual 
test extending over a period of a quarter of a century. 

The law itself, from 1867 to date, establishes this calculation by imposing upon 
imported scoured wool a duty three times that upon unwashed wool. So long 
as this triple duty remains upon scoured wool, the adjustment of the compensa- 
tory duty to the manufacturer must accord with it. 

The recent report of Consul Baker, of Buenos Ayres, to the State Department 
shows that 263,024,827 pounds of clothing wool goevery dae from the ntine 
Republic to France, Germany, and Belgium, there to worked up into the 
goods which come into competition with our manufacturers. This is a volume 
of raw material, going to these three countries alone, equal to the total wool 
clip of the United States as reported by the De tof ture. It finds 
its way very largely into this country, in the manufactured form, under the ex- 
isting law. although practically prohibited to our manufacturers in its raw con- 
dition. The statement of Bowes & Co., of London (see appendix), shows that this 
xon shrinks on an ayerage 65 per cent. from the unwashed to the scoured con- 

tion. 


To the scoured condition. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is wool which our competitors use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the wool which our competitors use, against 
which the American manufacturers demand a compensatory defense. 


The formula for this wool, reduced to cloth, is as follows: 

Loss of mestiza wool in. scouring, 65 per cent. Leaves 35 pounds clean wool. 
This clean wool loses 35 per cent. in manufacturing. 

5 pounds clean wool, less 35 per cent. (12.25 pounds loss) 22. 75 pounds 


of cloth. 
unds clean wool-+-22,75—4.4 pounds of wool to 1 pound of cloth. 


One hundred 
The lossin shrinkage on the Cape woolsis somewhat larger than in the mestiza; 


and 73,500,000 pounds of Cape wool went to European ports, chiefly for English 
man turers, in 1889. The combined clip of these two countries, available for 
the uses of our foreign competitors, was but a few million pounds less than the 


total Australian clip of 1889. 
nsate the manufacturer on this basis, and 


The House bill is framed to compe: 
the latter is entitled to every penny of the compensatory duty thus shown to be 
one, 


necessary on the wool duty 

In every instance where Congress has failed to accord the full measure of 
compensation necessary, the result has vindicated the principle for which we 
contend, by proving the inadequacy of the lesser compensation to accomplish 
the purpose in view. 


Not only the act of 1867 was constructed upon this basis, but the. 
acts of 1861 and 1864 were also constructed upon the basis that it re- 
quired 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of finished wool, 
This practically was first incorporated in the Morrill tariff bill of 1861. 
It was retained in the act of 1864; it was retained in the act of 1867; 
it was violated in the act of 1883 to the great injury and almost the 
destruction of the woolen manufacturers of this country, and the prop- 
osition made in this bill is to restore it. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. It may be inexcusable obtuseness upon my part, 
but I confess myself wholly unable to understand how the foreign 
manufacturers of woolen goods can have an advantage over the Ameri- 
can manufacturers in respect to their wools if they are compelléd to 
buy and use 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of cloth, 
and our manufacturers can make a pound out of 2 or of or 3 pounds of 
wool, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they can not out of the same kind of wool. 
The Senator admits that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. We do not get that wool. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. We can not get it on account of the prohibition of 
our tariff. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly, and therefore we are not using that 
kind of wool at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are not using it, but our competitors are using 
it, and we must compensate American manufacturers on account of 
their inability to buy these low-priced wools and use them in com- 

tition. 

Pir CARLISLE. When the foreign manufacturer buys 4 pounds of 
wool and puts them in a pound of cloth, assuming that the cloth is of 
equal value to the American cloth, or the same kind of cloth, he has 
produced just exactly what the American manufacturers produce with 
24 or 3 pounds of wool, and how he has an advantage over the Amer- 
ican manufacturer I can not see. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the cloth weigh just the same? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It must weigh just the same. A pound is a 

und. 
ra BLAIR. Buta yard may not be a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The yard cuts no figure at all. It is a pound unit 
on the cloth which is made from these wools which require 4 pounds 
to the yard, and on the cloth which is made from 2} to 3 and 3} pounds. 

Mr. BLAIR. A pound is a pound, if the Senator will allow me, and 
so is a yard a yard, and how can 2} or 3 or 3} pounds of American 
wool be just exactly as much as 2, or 2}, or 3 or 34 pounds of foreign 
wool? How can it help being just the same? 

Mr. CARLISLE. When it gets into the cloth it is the same. 

Mr. BLAIR. How can 3 or 4 pounds of foreign wool, where there 
are only 2 pounds of the other, be equivalents? 

Mr. CARLISLE. When it is put into the cloth the4 pounds shrink 
and become only 1 pound in the cloth; whereas 4 pounds here will make 
more than 1 pound of cloth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I can make a practical illustration which 
will satisfy the Senator from Kentucky upon this point. Take a Bel- 
gian manufacturer, for instance, who is buying South American wools 
and paying 10 cents a pound for them. The wool in his cloth costs 
him 40 cents. Take a manufacturer in the United States who buys 2 
pounds, admitting for the sake of the argument those 2 pounds make a 
pound of cloth, which I do not admit—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Say three. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I willsay two. That willanswer my purpose 
as well as three. Take an American manufacturer who buys 2 pounds 
of Ohio or Michigan wool, for which he pays 40 cents. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Washed wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, washed wool. The wool in his cloth costs 
him 80 cents, as against 40 ceuts which the Belgian manufacturer bas 
in his pound of cloth, aud the American manufacturer needs 40 cents 
a pound protection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment to ask a 

uestion ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, HALE. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill 
what his expectations are as to making progress with its consideration. 
T do not suppose that the Senator from Rhode Island will convert the 
Senator from Kentucky, nor will the Senator from Kentucky probably 
convert the Senator from Rhode Island. The discussion of course is most 
interesting and illuminating, and yet Senators must bear in mind that 
many important parts of the tariff bill have not yet been reached, that 
the time for general debate is nearing the end, and the time for the 
five-minute debate is limited to a short period, and under these con- 
ditions I should be glad to learn if the Senator from Rhode Island has 
any programme in his mind as to when we are likely to finish the wool 
schedule. 

We have been upon it now almost all the time since the agreement 
was made limiting the period for general debate, and I for one should 
be glad to know what the Senator’s purpose is, or what we are to try to 
do as to bringing this part of the bill to a head, so that we can have a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in hopes that the discussion and considera- 
tion of this schedule may be concluded this afternoon. 

Mr. HALE. That only leaves for all the rest of the bill two days. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think all the other portions of the bill except the 
sugar schedule and the reciprocity scheme have been pretty well dis- 
cussed up to this time, and I think there will be no disposition on either 
side of the Chamber, so far as I understand, to protract the debate. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I do not want to say more on this subject. 

Mr. HALE, If this wool schedule takes up all the rest of the day 
it only leaves two days for the remainder of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very well content if we can dispose of 
the wool schedule to-day. It is one of the most important in this bill, 
and if Senators on the other side will agree that we shall finish this 
schedule to-day it is all I think that we ought to ask. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the afternoon debate or evening? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the afternoon, I hope. 

Mr. HALE. I think nobody will object to that. That gives four 
hours more. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky has already announced 
that he does not care to speak further. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better go on with the bill, and 
not consume the time in talking about this. s 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am not willing to let the subject drop where 
itis, The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has seen fit to 
assail a statement made here by myself which was handed me by a 
gentleman in whose judgment and knowledge of the whole matter I 
have every confidence. I would hardly have ventured to present the 
statement had I not sufficient evidence outside of his statement to in a 
measure prove his figures correct. 

The Senator from Rhode Island has also disputed that portion of the 
statement which referred to the cost of spinning, as I understand, and 
has presented a counterstatement here purporting to have beeu made 
by a former member of the House, Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania. Now, 
as further evidence with respect to the truthfulness of the statements 
heretofore presented, I wish to read from a report of one of the consuls 
of the United States, which has been considered of sufficient impor- 
tance to be put into pamphlet form and distributed upon the authority 
of the Government of the United States, with respect to this very mat- 
ter. Ispeak now of the report made by Mr. Schoenhof in July, 1888, 
with respect to the manufacture of worsted coatings. He says: 


The samples of American worsteds which I have brought over for compari- 
son astonished English manufacturers and received great from them, A 
comparison of the manufacturing cost seemed to me, ore I entered into a 
searching inquiry, to be hazardous. x 

1. The goods are made in the neighborhood of Philadelphia. I was told b. 
different manufacturers there that wages were higher in and around Philadel- 
phia than in Rhode Island or the Eastern States generally. Indeed,I wastold 
that in textiles Philadelphia is the dearest labor market on account of the di- 
versified industries and the great demand for labor. I do not express my own 
opinion on this score, but simply repeat information. Partly to the faet 
that in the Eastern States a greater number of skilled operatives can be found 
than in Philadelphia, and the cost of production correspondingly decreased in 
consequence. 5 

The mill manufactures worsteds alone. The wool is bought in the 
and goes through all the manufacturing processes in the mill. The following 
3 a n the goods mentioned, i6-ounce corkscrew, 55 inches wide, 100 picks 

o the in 

The wool and the yarn.—The wool is XX Ohio. Twoand three-quarter pounds 
of wool yield | pound of yarn. The scouring produces 48 yards of clean wool 
out of 100 pounds of grease wool. The combing gives 23} pounds of noiis, The 
account is 275 pounds of grease wool (December, 1887), at 34 cents per pound, 
$93.50; less 23} pounds of noils, at 40 cents per pound, $9.40; net cost of wool in 
100 pounds of yarn, $34.10, The manufacturing cost is as follows 


Now here is the matter of which the Senator from Rhode Island com- 
plains in his statement made by my friend as to the cost of spinning. 
Let us see what Mr. Schoenhof says as to the cost of spinning in a mill 
in Philadelphia, and here he gives the entire cost, not only the labor- 
cost, but the manufacturing cost: 


Wool d 4.75 
Sen. y eased dapeant —— esisi 8 
. 3.00 
Scouring and carding. 1.13 
Combing ... 2.48 
Spinning .. . 263 
Doubling a — 29 
Miscellaneous expense, engineer, and general expense up to and includ- 
inn 1 


Total ...... 2 . 95 


Finished yarn, price 96,95 cents; in which wool stands 84.10 cents and labor, 
including general expense in the spinning department, 12.85 cents. 


That is the whole cost, includingall of the items of expense. So that 


it will be seen that Mr. Shoenhof gives the whole manufacturing cost 
including spinning, weaving, and all, at 12,85 cents while the Senator 
from Rhode Island denies that the spinning alone can be done for 8 cents. 
I bave another statement to make which seems to be corroborative 
also. I was handed a statement made by a gentleman from Boston, 
Mr. E. C. Hovey, who is a member, as I understand, of the firm of Ho- 
vey & Co. It is signed by him. He told me he had also given a like 
statement to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and a similar one 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

Mr. Hovey also hands me a lot ofsamples which he brought on to Wash- 
ington with this statement under a promise that he could appear before 
the Committee on Finance and rebut the testimony which was given 
before that committee by Mr. Whitman. Mr. Whitman seems to have 
had more to do with making up this wool schedule in the tariff bill 
than all other forces combined, not even excepting the committee them- 
selves. I inquired this morning of the Senator from Massachusetts as 
to the character of the gentleman who makes this statement [Mr. 
Hovey], and that Senator said to me, if I understood him correctly, 
that Mr. Hovey is a gentleman of high character and ability, and more- 
over had had large experience in this business, Whatdoes Mr. Hovey 
say? He replies in this document to Mr. Whitman’s argument before 
the committee. When Mr. Hovey came to Washington he was denied 
the privilege of appearing before the Senate committee to rebut the 
testimony of Mr. Whitman; the committee did not want to hear any 
rebuttal of Mr. Whitman’s testimony. 

I shall ask to have Mr. Hovey’s whole statement putin the RECORD, 
I will not take the time of the Senate to read it, but as to this particu- 
lar point I do wish to read, for it relates to the very subject we are 
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discussing; which is, how much unwashed wool is required to make a 
pound ofcloth. He says, as follows: 

‘The accuracy or inaccuracy is to be found in the percentage of shrinkage i 
the wae in — — 8 the various stages of pea ey pare Mr. Whitman 
claims on such wool as enters into the manufacture of the goods now under 
discussion 


Referring to samples exhibited— 
a loss of over 60 cent. in scouring. This we know to be too high by over 
10 per cent. as experience of several mills using the same grades of wool 
shows the to be under rather than over 50 percent. Added to this 


t wool merchants in the country, 


we have the opinion of several of the 
disputed. 


whose knowledge on the subject can not 


He further says: 

Indeed we believe, from all the trustworthy information we can obtain, that 
the average waste on Australian wool, of which these goods are made,is less 
than 50 per cent.and that itis more than safe to lay it down as a fact that it 
does not takeover 3 pounds of wool in the grease to make 1 pound of cloth. 


Mr. President, I shall ask to have this whole statement inserted in 
the RECORD, because it explains and antagonizes the statement made 
by Mr. Whitman, upon whose statement the committee evidently have 
framed their bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), Is there 
objection to printing in the Recorp the statement presented by the 
Senator from New Jersey? The Chair hears none. 


‘The statement is as follows: 
Bosros, May 26,1890. 
To the Honorable Commitiec of Finance of the Uniled States Senate: 

In certain protest which, through Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, 
e to the United States 
ferred to your ttee, I desire herewith to add a few facts. and figures for 
your 93 The 


any increase of duty on women’s and children's dress goods, as well as on silk 


ushes, 
This protest is the same poh e which have reached your honorable com- 
mittee 5 many other cities in the country, being introduced into the Senate 
the honorable Senators from the respective States. As Ihave been asked by 


in as few words as possible, state 


existing tariff sufficien 
with the low wages of Europe, and are more than fully compenaated for the 
duty on raw material. 
The manufacturers of all-wool and cotton-warp dress goods for women's and 
children's wear base their claims for the specific duties laid on these goers by 
ported 
uare yard; and, second, 


product. If now we can ve this not to be so the results which they refer t: 
8 the duty which they ask 6 


largely based enpa the gentleman's claims for 

an inerease in the On page 16 of Mr. s argument 

“To fully compensate for the duty on wool and dye-stuffs, it, the square yard 
than 12 cents per square yard; 7 specifi 


ws 
that 11} cents per square yard are required to make the specific duty upon them 
equal to what is required upon woolen cloths.” 

‘To prove that the gentleman is in error when he makes this statement, I ask 
your attention to the accompanying samples numbered from 1 to 10, both in- 
clusive. These goods, made some in France and some in the United States, 
represent those es of all-wool dress goods of which there is the largest sale. 
By them it wiil seen that not a single one weighs as heavy as 4 ounces per 
square yard, and that the average weight is not far from 3 ounces. 

Accepting for the moment his statement, which, however, I shall attempt 
to disprove later on, that it requires 45 cents per pa ro of cloth to offset the 
duty on wool, his figuresare conclusive if one could also accept his other state- 
meut that these goods average to weigh 4 ounces per square yard. As we 
however, that the ave weight is 3 ounces and not i ounces per 
-square „ and that there is, therefore, an average of 5} square yards to the 

nd instead of 4 square yards, as he would have you believe, you bave onl 
to divide the 45 cents, the maximum he asks for, as duty on 1 pound of cloth 


by the average number of square yards of cloth to the pound to arrive at the 

needed duty per square of cloth. This you wijl find to be 8,43 cents per 

square yard. You will therefore see that, inasmuch as Mr. Whitman's assump- 

tion that these goods weigh 4 ounces per square yard is not borne out by the 

facts, it will only 8.43 cents per 8 duty to cover even what 

— 8 is needed to p Spies duty onthe consumed in making 1 pound 
clo 


red of wool or worsted equal to four 
of wool of the first class. These all-wool 


made ock. There ean be no better illustratio: 
fallacy of this claim than is furnished by an analysis of the stock in one of the 
fabrics of which empath yar yea 2 2 

‘Take for instance sample l: T) 


F that the manufactured 
i cents por pound. As these goods 


of wool uired, as Mr. Whitman says, to o l pound of cioth. This 
makes 88 cents. To this we must add ford g say o cen ga total oſ o 
cents, lea a balance of i cents pound to cover cost ufacturing,inter- 
est, account of commission en guaranties, and ible profit. The same 
process of figuring on any of the samples wil} show r. 's 
ment is correct the ufacturer is ves 


his nished product to for his stock and dye-stuffs, to say nothing of his 
labor, interest, and prof a ; z z 

“ The accuracy or inaccuracy is to be found in the percentage of shrinkage in 
the wool in passing thro: the various of manufacture. Mr. Whitman 
claims on such wool as enters into the manufacture of the now under dis- 
cussion “a loss of over 60 per cent. in scouring. This we know to be too high 
by over 10 per cent., as the e of several mills using the same grades of 
wool shows the to be under rather than over 50 per cent. Added to 
this we haye the opinion of several of the wool merchants in the coun- 
try, whose knowledge on the subject can not ted.” We will, however, 
average the two percentages and give the manufacturer the advantage by call- 
ing the waste 55 per cent., a very outside figure. 8 

oun 


Take, for instance, Australian wool..... eee 100. 00 
Loss i Pa 


Leaving a balance of. . nenen 7 35.38 


One hundred pounds of grease wool divided by 35.38 pounds of cloth equal 
2.82 pounds of woo! to | pound of cloth. 

Indeed, we believe from all the trustworthy information we can obtain, that 
the average waste on Australian woo), of which these goods are made, is less 
—.— Sper sen, end that itis more than safe to lay it down asa fact that it 

oes n 


the to 


goods pe 
to the pound of cloth. One-third of this d 
so that it will take about 8 square yards of cloth to 
contain | pound of wool. are made from Australian wool, which 
shrinks 40 per cent.; allowing for further se Ber et we find that 100 pounds of 
this wool in the grease produces 52.75 pounds of oth. 
As this wool pays dutyof Il cents per pound, we divide $11, the duty on 100 
ds of grease wool, by 52.75 the out- turn of clean wool, and fod thet 
t requires 20.08 cents per pound to offset theduty on wool, As, however, there 
are 8 square yards of cloth to 1 gouna of wool, dividing the one by the other 
would ascertain that a duty of 2} cents per square yard will amply cover all 
compensatory duty on wool. Call it 3 cents, or even 4centsa square yard; the 
now-existing duty is 5 cents per square yard, and the McKinley bill makes it 7 
cents per square yard, to say nothing ofincreasing the ad valorem duty from 35 
per cent. to 40 per cent, ; 
Wesubmit herewith other samples on which we have placed res which 
will explain themselves. These are putin forthe purpose of em ‘ing the 
statements already made that these goods a to weigh less than 4 ounces 


uare yard, or5} square 
of cloth however, is cott 


we have 
the benefit of all 
yard, 
cents ashy ee yard and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. Itisfur- 


cases where the goods weigh over 4 ounces square „ four times the 
for the first Pang namely, d4cents 
paring these rates with those 
rp dress goods we find, first, that in the present tariff 
there is but one dividing line, namely, a cost of 20 cents per square yard. All 
iding line n pay Scents per square yard and 35 

at 


square yard. 

As it is a low estimate that one-third of these cotton-warp dress goods is cot- 
ton, the result of this tariff is thata wool duty based on 4pounds of cloth to 1 
of grease wool is imposed on cotton, which raw material is free. There 
are included in rp dress weighing over 4 ounces per 
square yard such fabrics ss coat linings and Italian cloths, which enter largely 
into the manufacture of Cong, and in many cases cotton composes a very 
large percentage of the weight. Is it not manifestly unjust to compel the cot- 
ton in these goods to pay a wool duty? 

Sample No. 12 is a cotton-warp Italian cloth, made in England. This partic- 
ular fabric happening to we a trifle over 4 ounces per square yard, namely, 
4.07 ounces, altho: containing a large percen of cotton,must, under the 
MeKin bill, pay a specific duty per pound of ual to four times the 
value of 1 pound of unwashed wool, namely 44 cents. This, with the ad va- 
lorem duty of 50 per cent., makes a total duty of 106 per cent. on the cost. If 
now, instead of weighing 4.07 ounces per square yard, this fabric weighed 3.% 
ounces per square yard (and itis not a possibility but a probability that two 
pieces out of the same case would show this — 2 it would pay cents per 
square yard and 50 per cent, ad valorem, exjual to a total duty of 91 per cent. on 
the cost ofthe K 

The injustice of this would be apparent hen one considers that, a Bong. week 
ing a duty of 8 cents per square yard on coton warp goods weighing a 
4 onnces per square yard, an allowance i+ mads for the fact that the goods 
are on ird cotton. When, however, these goods happen to weigh over the 
dividing line, 4 ounces per square yard, it «eemsto be forgotten that the same 

of cotton ns and a duty is laid equal to that imposed 


on all-wool dress goods, 

The advance in the bill over to now existing tariff is, as you will 
see, excessively large, we believe that, with the foregoing statements, your 
honorable commitiee will be convinced that the tariff now existing is ample to 
give our manufacturers fall protection in the manufacture of their goods, 

Right here I would like to call your attention to a statement made by Mr. 
Whitman, as president of the Arlington Mills corporation, at a meeting of the 
stockholders held March 29, 1800: I have been your treasurer for the vonsecu- 
tive period of twenty years, During this period the average earnings have 
been 20.08 per cent.of the capital. The earnings last year were y three 
and one- times those of year previous, and there is every indication 
that the current year will be the most profitable one in the company’s history. 


And yet this 
House and as! 


Added to this is the 


MeKinley bill? 
The Atlantic Mills are the largest in the United States makin 
dress goods, 


the class of 
© House bill 


poses a duty of 12 cents per sq and 50 per cent. ad valorem on this 
Fabric. 8 ng been established that it takes only 3 pounds of wool in the 
to 0 


3 of cloth, the duty needed to offset that on wool is 3 
uty im class, 


pro; 


tection, 

We think that on cotton-warp dress goods 5 cents per square yard and 35 per 
cent, ad valorem will more than fully cover the protection needed by our manu- 
facturers, and on all- wool dress goods there is every evidence to prove that the 
existing tariff of 9 cents per square yard and 40 per cent. ad valorem is much 
more than sufficient to enable them to compete with foreign manufacture. We 
therefore hope that after a careful consideration of the question you will con- 
clude that no further protection is needed on these goods by manufacturers 
who are at the present time making such a successful business showing. 

Paragraph 412 of the McKinley tariff bill. imposes a duty on velvets and 
plushes and other pile fabrics, including ribbons, which contain, exclusive of 
selvages, less than 50 per cent. in weight of silk, $2 per pound and 15 per cent, 
ad valorem. The same goods containing, exclusive of selv: 50 per cent. 
or more in weight of silk must pay a duty of $3.50 per pound and 15 per cent, 
ad valorem. The provision is further made that in ascertaining the percen 
of silk this aot the weight of silk shall be taken as found in the 
The reg po these goods at the present time is 50 per cent. ad valorem, with 

cific duty. 

“Piho result is, so far as plushes and velvets are concerned, an inerease of duty 

from the present rate of 50 per cent. to a rate equivalent to from 90 to 250 per 

cent. It will be readily seen that it is quite possible for two pieces of 

costing the same sum on the other side of the water, and packed in the same 

case, subjected to these two rates of duty, for such fabriesin which thesilk 

weighs in the neighborhood of 50 per cent, it would be possible, owing toa mis- 
take In manufacturing, for one piece to contain less while another piece contains 
more than the requisite 50 per cent in weight of silk. 

These are not ee in this country to any extent, Thereare but two 
manufacturers of any importance; one located in South Manchester, Conn., 
Mesars. Cheney & Co., and the other, Messrs, Dobson & Co., Philadelphia, The 
silk industry has under a 50 per cent. tariff increased to such an extent that to- 
day it is asafe statement to make, that at least 75 per cent. of the silks marketed 
in this country are manufactured in this countcy. If such a result has been ob- 
tained under a protective duty of 50 per cent., is not that fact in itself sufficient 
proof that no further protection is needed for this branch of manufacture? 

I beg to submit samples of four grades of silk plushes made in England, upon 
which I have placed the two rates of duty which they will be obliged to pay 
under the McKinley bill, if it should be ascertained that the silk contained 
therein amounted to more or less than 50 per cent. in weight. also submit a 
sample of velvet which, under the present tariff, costs 97) cents a yard, dut: 
paid, but which under the McKinley bill would cost from $1.37} to $1.64, accord- 

ng to the weight of the silk therein. 

t is principally on plushesand velvets, or what are known as pile goods, that 
the silk duties as pi are ex ve. These are heavy P Kaipapa beea 
back being necessary to support the face. This back is sometimes woolen —— 

oſtentimes cotton, They clearly come within the classification for cotton or 
woo! and silk goods, as laid down in paragraph áll of the MoKinley bill. It 
would be interesting to inquire why a special paragraph was formulated for 
them alone, when, as has been said, the duty has been increased from 50 per 
cent, to, in some cases, 250 per cent. ' 

The duty on other enumerated silk goods has been, comparatively speaking, 
but slightly advanced, and on all unenumerated fabrics remains the same as at 
present, namely, 50 percent. If the manufacture of the yarious silks made in 
this country has been so successfully carried on under a 50 per cent. tariff, it 
does not seem wise to legislate in ſuvor of a few particular manufacturers or for 
a particular fabrie, We therefore hope that paragraphs 411 and 412 may be en- 
tirely stricken out and that plushes and velvets may find their classification 


under paragraph 415. : 

We further rey that at least sixty days may be allowed to elapse after the pas- 
sage of the bill before it shall go into effect, Any tariff bill whieh Congress may 
in its wisdom pass at this time will undoubtedly stand for several years. We 
would * no means adyocate putting off the date to any distant day as, for ex- 
ample, January L, for with a leeway of six months the looms of Europe could 
9 turn out such a quanity of merchandise as would very soon swamp 
the market, 

A period ofsixty days could, however, be safely given without incurring any 
such risk, as the factories on the other side are now busy filling orders usually 

laced at this season of the year for delivery during July, August, and Septem- 
oe In granting, then, this sixty days, while doing only simply justice to those 
who in good faith have placed their orders, you could not bring onto the coun- 
try the calamity of permitting Europe to flood our markets with supplies sufi- 
cient for several seasons in advance. 

This argument is one ented to the Finance Committee, written by Mr, 
Samuel Johnson, of the firm of C. F. Hovey & Co., of Boston, who at the re- 
quest of the jobbers and retailers of Boston prepared the above and furnished 


samples. 
E. C. HOVEY. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Further than that, I wish to present another 
statement. This is made by a member of the firm of E. G. Williams 
& Co,, of 92 Mercer street, New York. The statement is made by Mr. 
George A. Jackson, and I want to say that nothing can besaid against 
the truthfulness of any statement Mr. Jackson may make on this 
subject, and I do not think his facts can be resisted. Mr. Jackson 
sends me three samples of goods [exhibiting] and he calls attention to 
the fact that under this bill, while there is apparently no difference to 
the eye, to the eye of any man who is not an expert as to the quality 
and the different characteristics of the goods, oneof them under this 
bill comes in at a rate of duty of 100 per cent. and another at 150 per 
cent. I now wish to read a part of Mr. Jackson's statement which 
refers to this particular question. He says: 

Referring to the interview had with you on Friday last 1 376, 
left with 
ion promised, 


EL R. H16, and the samples numbered, respectively, 3126, 431, and 
you at the time, I now to hand you the detailed ta im 


no 


which he took off that letter. I happened 
tached to that letter lying on his desk on Saturday, and I wish he 


section 376, H. R. 911d, and the samples numbered, res 
283, left with you at the time, I now beg to hand you the de 
promised: 


In this piece [exhibiting] numbéred 3126 there are 9 pounds and 4 


ounces of wool in the whole piece, 


The weight of raw wool required to produce this amount of weft, 13 pounds 


I asked this gentleman for a statement as to how many pounds of 


8 raw wool it took to make a pound of cloth, and this is his 
reply 


Mr. ALDRICH. I wish the Senator would read the memorandum 
to see 2 memorandum at- 


would read that now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This memorandum ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; I will read the memorandum: 

Weight of wool required to produce this amount of weft, 10 pounds 12 ounces. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is before combing and spinning. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator then claims that it is scoured wool 
instead of unwashed wool that he had reference to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then why does he say raw wool?” No, Mr. 
President, it does not mean that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The weight of the wool before combing and 
spinning is 10 pounds 12 ounces. 

me ALDRICH. ‘That is before combing and spinning; that is scoured 
wool. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That may be scoured wool, but it makes no 
apana whether it is or nob for the purpose I have in view at this 
momen 

I wantto put this letter in the RECORD as showing exactly the dif- 
ference that this bill will make in the rates of duties u e differ- 
ent kinds of cloth. The specific or eompensatory duty is made in the 
bill 44 cents per pound or four times the duty on wool of the first class, 
while the actual goods imported under this paragraph are half cotton, 
The importer then must pay wool duties upon cotton and cotton is upon 
the free: list. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


E. G. Williams & Co., 3 Mercer street.) 


New Yorx, August 18, 1890, 
Dear Sin: Referring to the interview had with you on Frida: 


last 
A 


Sample No. Sample No. | Sample No. 
3126. 431. 283. 


Actual weight of weft (or wool) 
in picce. 
Weight of raw wool required to 


produce this amount of weft. 
Amount of waste eres 


7 lbs. 10 0. 7 Ibs. 10 oz. 
10 Lbs. 12 02.....| 10 Ibs, 12 oz. 
371 per gent. . 87} per cent. 


‘Actual weight of cotton in piece. 5 7 Ibs. 12 O8 . 7 lbs. 12 oz. 
Weight 8 yard of cloth.. . 3.95 oz, 

Cost in England, 32 inches wide. II cents. 5 nt cents. 
9 a here under present | 21 cents net.. 19) cents net cents not. 
Cost landed here under bill H. | 23} cents net.. | 26} cents net...) 21} cents net. 
Amountof duty under bill H.R. | 100 per cent. . 150 per cent... 100 per cent. 


This, as you will understand from Mr. Wormser's 


also. 

I trust I have made this matter quite plain to you, and given you all the de- 
tails you may require. If there is any other information that you require that 
I can give you I shall only be too glad to do it, and belicve me to be 

Yours truly, GEO. A. JACKSON. 


Hon. J. R. MCPHERSON, 
Uniled States Senale, Washington. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I have another statement here which I would 
like to put in. It comes to me de Mr. Wormser from Mr. D. 
e e ver, of New York. This letter I would also like to appear in 

e RECORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is so ordered. 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 
et New York, August 13, 1880. 


Dear Sin: I inclose you two samplesof the heavy cotton-warp goods. They 
are, as you are aware, 54 inches wide and weigh about 30 ounces to the running 
yard, The foreign cost is 54d, 

The present duty of 85 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem equals 
almost 100 per cent.; whereas the proposed duty of 44 cents per pound and 50 
per cent, ad valorem equa!s over 125 per cent. 

be particular to call Senator McPueErson’s attention to the fact that of 
the 30 ounces in these fabrics, fully one-half is cotton, so that even admittin 
the claim of the manufacturers that it takes 4 pounds of raw wool to make 
pound of the manufactured article, on these samples they would be getting not 
the 44 cents 1 pound on the wool, but actually 88 cents per pound. 

+ ou a sample of the cotton-warp cloth about which I spoke to 
indy igen uae at what time you can see me to-morrow and I will give 
you letters of introduction to Senator MCPHERSON. 

Yours very truly, 
D. McKEEVER. 

Mr. M. WORMSER. 

Mr. McPHERSON subsequently said: I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Rhode Island to a colloquy which took place between 
that Senator and myself respecting a letter which I received from Mr. 
George A. Jackson to be put in the Recorp. He stated the fact that 
he had seen the letter lying upon my desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator showed it to me last night. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And the Senator referred to the phraseology of 
the letter, I find I had interlined the letter myself in pencil with 
some references of my own. Now, I wish to insert the letter in the 
RECORD exactly as Mr. Jackson wrote it, omitting that part which I 
interlined in pencil, so that it willstand exactly as he wrote it. Lask 
that it may be inserted at the proper place where the colloquy took 
place between the Senator and myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the paper will be inserted. 

The paper is as follows: 

[Extract from letter dated August 6, 1890.) 

The weight of the raw vono e. combing and spinning) is 10 pounds 12 
ounces per piece; the weftrequi for the piece would weigh 7 1 10 ounces, 
a waste, therefore, of 37} per cent., which is accounted for as follows: 

1. To make wool into tops wool shrinks about 25 per cent. Of this 12} per cent. 
is noils and the balance evaporation, 

2. To make tops into yarn, wool shrinks 12} per cent. Of this 6} per cent. is 
waste and the balance evaporation. 

The cotton w: for the same piece would weigh 7 pounds 12 ounces, 

We me this information is wanted in connection with the discussion on 
the tariff bill, and we hope we have supplied you with all that is necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which 
will be reported. 5 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 88, line 22, paragraph 373, strike out 
the word twice“ and insert in lieu thereof the words two and one- 
half times. À 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, on that question I shall have to 
ask for the yeas and nays. As this is the very beginning of this whole 
schedule in regard to manufactared woolen goods, I must demand the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The + aga and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the ro! 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
If he were here, I should 


ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
vote nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Mr. President, I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [ Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and I shall not vote unless my 
vote becomes necessary in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. GEORGE was called). My 
coll e [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ido notthink that the Senators exactly under- 
stand the question before the Senate, I understand that the question 
is rte’ being taken upon the committee’s proposed amendment to par- 
a ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That is the question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On the question that I now understand to be 

before the Senate I desire to indicate that my vote would be “‘nay ” 


instead of 3 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
ea pate Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 3 

roll-call was concl 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. JONES] 
s at home sick, being paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 

ISCOCK ]. 

Mr. MUNDS. May I inquire if a quorum has voted? I am 


S 


paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen], whom I have not 
seen this morning, but with liberty to vote in order that the business 
of the Senate may be contin if necessary to make a quorum. If 
he were t, I should vote yea.“ 
Mr. VOORHEES yea having voted in the negative). I desire to 
inquire whether the tor from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has voted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
ok VOORHEES. Then I withdraw my vote. I have a pair with 
m. < 
Mr. GRAY. I would like to inquire if the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CULLOM ] has voted. 
He has. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. GRAY. I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], as I have before announced. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER]. In the absence of the Senator from South Carolina I 
suggest that the Senator from Pennsylvania and I agree to transfer our 


rs. 

Mr, CAMERON. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CAMERON. I vote yea. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
SQUIRE] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] re- 
corded as having voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He isnot. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
to announce his pair with Senator PETTIGREW. : 

Mr. CALL. I did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JonES]. Now, I suggest that the pair of Senators JONES and PET- 
TIGREW be transferred, and that the Senator from Florida and I both 


vote. 

Mr. CALL. Very good. 

: Mr. 1 I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 

USTIS]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired, as I have already stated, with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], and the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. We have arranged to transfer our pairs, and I therefore vote 

un „* 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. . 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with him, bat Iam at liberty to vote in order to make a quorum. 
For the present I shall allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL]. I believe that he has not voted. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COL- 
QUITT], and I would ask the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
to transfer his pair so that the Senator from Georgia may be paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. McPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). If the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Hicarns] is not recorded, I ask to withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. The 
pairs are transferred, so that the junior Senator from Mississippi and 
myself may vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] 
is at home ill, and is paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. BLODGETT]. 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], but retained the right to 
vote in order to make a quorum. I understand there is a quorum with- 
out my vote, and I therefore withdraw it. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—26, 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, 8 
Blair, Edmunds, McMillan, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Mitchell, Teller, 
Casey, —— Moody, Washburn. 
Cullom, Haw ey: Pierce, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

NAYS—18, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Vest, 
— SO Faulkner, McPherson, Vi 
Gals „ G X Ransom, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Hampton, Vance, ? 


ABSENT—40. 
Allison, — Manderson, Pugh, 
Barbour, Farwell, Morgan, Quay, 
Blodgett, Frye, Mo „ 
Brown, George, Paddock, Spooner, 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Sq 
Chandler, Hearst, Payne, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pe W, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Ingalis, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Kenna, Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 58, 
line 22, after the words shall be,” to strike out twice and insert 
two and one-half times; so as to read: 

373. On woolen and worsted yarns made wholly or in of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 
30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be two and one-half times the dut; 
8 by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in ad- 
dition thereto 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more that 30 cents and not 
more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the dut 
imposed by this act on a pound of unw: wool of the first class, and in ad 
tion thereto 35 por cent, ad valorem; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty imposed by this act 
ona pound of unwashed woo! of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I scarcely know what motion to 
make in regard to this paragraph, because it is very evident that the 
Senate, having established a rule for what is called a compensatory 
duty upon yarns, I suppose of course it will be carried out through the 
whole of this schedule. 

This paragraph proposes to raise almost as much revenue, upon the 
basis of the importations for 1889, as was collected by the Government 
of the United States from its customs duties during the first five years 
of its existence under the Constitution, If the importations are the 
same as they were in 1889 it will raise a revenue of $21,402,523.55, 
and this large amount is to come from a very great increase in the duty, 
not only by the reclassification of the articles to which it applies, but 
directly by an increase of the rates of taxation. 

Woolen shawls, for instance, which are expressly mentioned in the 
present law, are not specifically mentioned at all in this paragraph; and 
I see that the expert has included them in his table attached to this 
paragraph, although I am sure, Mr, President, they do not come within 
this paragraph at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Kentucky is laboring 
under a misapprehension. We have not yet reached the paragraph 
upon shawls, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I know; and that is just what I propose to show, 
that they ought to be in with the woolen goods, which would still in- 
crease the rates of duties very largely. But instead of putting them 
here the bill has put them in another paragraph which increases the 
duty still more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean tosay that shawls and yarns 
ought to be put together? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no; I mean the woolen cloths. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not yet finished the paragraph in regard 


to yarns. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I was out of the 
Chamber for a moment after the vote was taken, and I thought the 
Secretary had read the next paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will allow the next paragraph 
to be read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. I owe the Senate an apology. I 
thought the other A had been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will be proceeded with. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Me. President, before leaving the consideration 
of paragraph 373, the Senate having practically fixed the ratio for the 
percentage of compensatory duty in paragraph 373 upon woolens and 
yarns, which is really the beginning of the manufacture, so to speak, 
I want to try and see if that side of the Chamber will not consent to 
some reduction in the ad valorem rate of duty, which is also an addi- 
tional benefit to the manufacturer. 

I move, sir, in line 24, page 88, to strike out thirty and insert 
twenty, so as to read ‘*25;’’ in line 3, on page 89, to strike out the 
word“ five,” so as to read 30 per cent.;’’ and in line 7, to strike ont 
40 and insert 35; and I will agree that all these amendments 
shall be voted upon together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, unless there is ob- 
jection, and the amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 24, page 88, paragraph 373, strike ont 
35 and insert 25; so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH, The duty fixed by the Mills bill upon this article 
was 40 per cent., and yet the Senator now proposes to reduce it to 25. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, yes; and there were other articles ineluded 
in the Mills bill, and besides that, wool was free in that bill. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 89, line 3, strike out “35” and in- 
sert 30; so as to read: 
And in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


In line 7 of the same paragraph strike out 40“ and insert ‘ 35,” 
so as to read: 


Andin addition thereto 3 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I shall have to ask for the yeas 
and nays upon this question as well. r 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, notwithstanding what has been 
said by the Senator from Rhode Island in regard to provisions of the 
Mills bill, I desire to state that in the Mills bill there was no s e 
duty whatever im upon these yarns. I stated the view whieh I 
entertain in to this question this morning at some length, and 
it is that the specific duty is largely more necessary for yarns of do- 
mestic manufacture than the duty upon wool. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I suppose the same ar- 
rangement exists on this vote as on the preceding vote, as regards the 
pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. Iask now the 
Senator from New York if he desires the same arrangement to continue, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr, TURPIE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name wascalled). My pair with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. CoLQUITT] and that of the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. SANDERS] with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] be- 
ing transferred, leaves me at liberty to vote, and I vote nay. “ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment made in regard to the pair of the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. PIERCE], I transfer my pair I have with the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. QUAY] to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and 
yote “yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiaGcrxs], whom I do not see in his 
seat. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] left the Chamber in consequence of 
unwell, and asked me tostate that he was paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MaspErson]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Pennsylvania Mr. CAMERON] and 
myself have agreed to transfer our pairs. He has already voted “nay,” 
and I vote yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to announce the detention of my colleague ir. 
SQUIRE] from the Chamber, He is paired with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. - 

Mr.EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN]. Ido not see him in his seat. Iam at liberty to vote to 
make a quorum, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that a transfer of has been 
made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiddixs] and the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ], so that the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] and I can both vote. 

Mr. CASEY. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco], but, as has already been announced by the Senator from West 
Virgin : [Mr. FAULKNER], a transfer has Ten made, and I vote 

yea.’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WILSON IJ, and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN ] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 
We have arranged to transfer the pairs so that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and myself can both vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. On this vote I voted ‘‘nay’’ under the 
ment made on the preceding roll-call for the transfer of my pair with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], and the pr of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. J 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr, 
BARBOUR], but I think that a quoram has not voted, and hence I am 
at liberty to make a quorum. I therefore vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to inquire if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has voted. 


. 
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The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 
: YEAS—I6, 


Bate, Carlisle, Gray, Vance, 
Berry, Cockrell, H: Vest, 
Blackburn, Coke, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Call, Faulkner, Reagan, Walthall, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, McMillan, Ste 
‘Allison, E Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hale, Moody, Teller, 
Casey, Hawley Platt, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
` Dawes, Hoar, Su ic 

ABSENT—4L 
Barbour, Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blair, Frye, Morgan, Ransom, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Sanders, 
Brown, Gibson, Paddock Squire, 
Butler., Gorman, Pasco, Stanford, 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Higgins, Pierce, Wolcott. 
Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 
Eustis, na, Pugh, 


So the amendments were rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance is, on page 89, line 14, paragraph 374, to strike out 
the word twice and insert three times; so as to make the para- 
graph read: 
374. On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting 
machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, 
not oo, provided for in this act, valued at not more than 20 cents per pound, 
the duty per pound shall be three times the duty im by this act on a 
pound of unwashed woo! of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent, 

_advalorem; valued at more than 30 and not more than 40 cents per pound, the 
duty per pound shall be three and one-half times the duty im by this act on 
a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per 
cent. ad valorem; valued at above 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound 
shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr, McPHERSON. Mr. President, before any vote is taken upon 
that amendment of the committee I would call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that in paragraph 373, which we have just passed, 
the committee recommended an amendment to strike out the word 
twice in line 22, and insert two and one-half times, which upon 
a yea-and-nay vote the Senate sustained. The evidence is that the 
House committee believed that twice the duty imposed upon a pound 
of unwashed wool was sufficient compensatory duty, The committee 
has also inserted the same word in paragraph 374, so that it reads: 

Valued at not more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be twice 

the duty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed wool of the firstclass, etc, 

Now, sir, there was evidence that the House committee believed that 
a duty of twice the duty upon wool of the first class was a sufficient 
compensatory duty. The Senate committee has changed that and 
made it three times. Upon that question of agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It must be perfectly obvious to everybody that 
no pound of cloth which sells for 30 cents or less can be made from 3 
pounds of unwashed wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky seems 
to invite a disputation upon this point. I have to say that Iam told 
that into the manufacture of the cheaper class of goods carpet wools 
and much cheaper wools enter. Consequently what the Senator says 
is not exactly true, because three times the duty on carpet wools would 
be from 13} to 15 cents, the duty on carpet wools being about 3 cents 


per pound. 
Mr, CARLISLE. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr, CARLISLE. 


How much per pound ? 

An average of about 3 cents per pound. 

On carpet wools? 

Yes; that would be 32 per cent. 

Under this bill ? 

Yes, sir. 

Certainly 32 per cent. and 12 cents. 

Thirty-two percent. The duty on the unwashed 
wools is not to exceed 3 cents per pound, you will find, because the val- 
uation of these carpet wools is about 8 cents, and the duty of 32 per 
cent. on 8 cents is less than 3 cents. t 

Mr. CARLISLE. The lineis drawn in this bill, in the imposition of 
the duty upon carpet wools, at wools costing not to exceed 12 cents per 

_ pound, recognizing the fact that a large part, or some part at least, of 
these wools cost more than 12 cents a pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, but the average cost of these wools, as the 
Senator will see by the table, is now about 8 cents. 
Mr. CARLIS The average price of the carpet wools during the 


last year for which we have returns (thatis for 1889) was, according to 
gn countries, 


my recollection, over 10 cents per pound in the fo: 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then the duty of 32 per cent. would be about 3 
cents a pound. That is what I said. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Provided, as you now propose to do, you force our 
manufacturers to use these inferior grades of wool in the manufacture 
of their goods to be sold to the people, instead of the superior grades of 
wool which would give them better cloth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not force them at all, because all experi- 
ence and all testimony show that the carpet wools are largely used in 
the manufacture of goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, whatI was about to say was simply 
this: That the effect of this clause in the ph will be to abso- 
lutely prohibit any manufacturer in the United States from making 
these cheaper goods from good wool, and compel them to use, pot 
American wool, not the wool which is produced in Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania and other States in the Union, but compel them to import the 
cheap carpet wools and use them in the manufacture of these woolens, 
because it is perfectly evident that no manufacturer can make a pound 
of this cloth and sell it for 30 cents or less per pound and put 3 pounds 
of good wool in it; and if they do not use that, I think 33 cents a 
pound is wholly unnecessary, because, if what the Senator from Ohio 
says is true, that they are going to use low-grade wool that costs 9 
cents a pound on an average, then 9 cents a pound would compensate 
for 3 pounds of wool. 

The Senator’s statement is sufficient of itself to show that we ought 
not to have 33 cents a pound specific duty upon these goods. 

Now, here is an article which, in order to come under this clause at 
all, must sell for 30 cents or less per pound, so that a specific duty of 
33 cents a pound is of itself over 100 per cent. upon it, to say nothing 
of the additional duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

This makes an enormous rate of duty upon these cheap goods, which 
has theeffect to largely increase the price to the consumer, and has the 
effect that the Senator from Ohio states, to compel the American man- 
ufacturer to use the cheaper foreign wool instead of domestic wool; 
and even if he uses those imported wools, there ought to be, according 
to the theory ofthis bill, 9 cents a pound specific duty, and then what- 
ever ad valorem duty the Senate thinks proper, because 9 cents would 
be three times the duty imposed upon a pound of wool of the kind the 
Senator from Ohio says these goods are made from. 

I think, therefore, the House, when it proposed to impose 22 cents 
a pound specific duty upon this class of goods was gine far beyond 
anything that was necessary in order to compensate the manufacturer 
for the duty on his wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have a table here before me 
which is from entirely reliable gentlemen—Messrs. Justice, Bateman 
& Co., of Philadelphia—which shows that the wools of New Mexico, 
the medium and low medium carpet wools, are selling at 15 cents a 
pound in the domestic markets, so that a protection of 3 centsa d 
on carpet wools is believed to be a ſair and just compensation. in- 
stance, if the ſoreign article is worth, as the Senator says, 9 cents a 
pound, and it takes only 2 pounds of this kind of wool to make a 
of cloth, the duty will be 6 cents a pound, which would make it about 
equivalent to the price of carpet wools in this country. We produce 
carpet wools in this country to a large extent. 

The Senator knows as well as I that we do not produce any wools 
here at less than 30 cents a pound, which is not true of the wools of 
New Mexico, Arizona, and Texas, which range on an average trom 15 
to 20 cents a pound. They are the cheaper wools, and the duty now 
proposed by the Senate of 32 per cent., conceding even that 2 pounds 
of wool would make a pound of cloth, which is not correct, for it would 
take 3 pounds, is only sufficient protection. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as the cheaper wools raised in this coun- 
try are concerned, all the parties interested in raising those wools, es- 
pecially those from Texas and New Mexico and other places, were en- 
tirely content with the rate provided, 32 per cent. ad valorem, as a 
sufficient protection for their industry. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me one moment to ask a 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does theSenator believe that the American manu- 
facturer can take even 2 pounds of unwashed wool, for which he pays 
15 cents a pound, which is the lowest price he mentions, and put them 
into cloth and sell that cloth for 30 cents or less per pound, the wool 
alone in which would cost him 30 cents? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The valuation is the valuation without duty in 
the foreign country. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I am taking the Senator’s own statement as to the 
cost of the cheapest wool, 15 cents a pound, 

Mr.SHERMAN, In making eoarse goods they put in cotton and other 
material, so that I think the 32 cents a pound is all that is desired by 
these N 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not controverting that, but if they put cot- 
ton in it, somuch the worse; they should have a lower c duty, 
rather than a higher one, on account of the cotton, because the 3 
rate is to compensate for the duty on the wool. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but it is only wool of the cheapest kind 
that is used in the manufacture of goods Worth 30 cents a pound. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. That is what Isay. If the Senator will allow me, 
that side of the Chamber has proposed a duty of 33 per cent. on the 
cloth in order to compensate for the duty on wool of the very lowest 
class, which is the wool the Senator says is used in the manufacture. 
Suppose he uses 3 pounds of wool. Then he would want a duty on 3 
pounds of that low class of wool, which would be about from 9 to 10 
cents, instead of 33 cents. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Either the Senator from Kentucky does not under- 
stand me, or I do not understand him. 

I say where the articles cost 30 cents a pound in the foreign market 
they are no doubt composed of some cotton, satinets and goods of that 
character, the cheaper grades of goods, and the rate proposed here is 
just about a fair protective rate—two and a half times the duty on the 
unwashed woo! of the lowest grade of wool. Or, considering that the 
lowest grade of wool is about 8 cents a pound, the average is only 9 
cents a pound; 32 per cent. ad valorem is about 3 cents a pound; and 
if they should use 3 pounds of wool in making 1 pound of cloth, still 
the duty is fair, just, and not at all unreasonable. 

Mc. VANCE. Mr. President, this schedule is better illustrative of 
the iniquity to which I have frequently called the attention of the Sen- 
ate than, I believe, any other in the whole tariff bill, to wit: Imposing 
the highest. duties upon the cheapest articles and the lowest duties 
upon the highest priced articles. i 

It was stated the other day by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
and he has but repeated the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means of the House which reported this bill, that 
in the cheaper grades we had possession of the market, and have had 
it for twenty years, and that this bill would not affect the price of the 
cheaper articles at all, for the reason that they were all made in this 
country. And yet, sir, I have a statement here before me, made by 
Edward T. Steel & Co., of New York—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that has already been put in the 
RECORÐ once, and I do not think it is necessary to put it in again. 

Mr. VANCE. In deference to the Senator’s feelings, I will not put 
it in again. I can read from it, though. 

I have this statement, to which I have referred, showing that on the 
very cheapest quality of these goods, the foreign cost of which is 49 
cents, and the percentage of duty on which, laid down in New York, 
is 162 per cent., there is an increase of 38 per cent. over the present 
rate of duty, for the pu of protecting the American manufacturer 
against an article which does not come from abroad at all, aud the manu- 
facture of which they have had sole possession of, and the market for 
which they have had entire control of for the past twenty years. From 
that to articles costing 120 cents, the duty grows smaller by degrees,” 
but not beautifully less. 

When the duty is over 162 per cent. on the 49 cents a yard article, 
the duty comes down to 96 percent. on the 120 cents per yard article. 
If there can be any reason shown whatsoever for increasing the duty 
on these cheap goods, on which they say there is no competition, for they 
are all made in this country, and you are making the duty upon them 
higher than it is upon the high-priced cloths, then I should he glad to 
be informed of it. The whole schedule, sir, is a shame and an abom- 
ination when considered by the law of justice and equity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, I desire to say a single word. The 
rate proposed by the committee is a reduction on the existing law, and 
it is made in the face of the fact that there is an increase upon all the 
articles from which these goods are made. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A large increase? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anincreased rate. Forinstance, we have increased 
by this bill, the provisions of which have been passed over, the rate ot 
duty upon shoddy from 10 to 30 cents, and upon waste of all kinds 
from 10 to 30 cents. We also propose to impose a duty of 33cents upon 
scoured wools of the first class, and 36 cents upon scoured wools of the 
second class, We propose to increase the rates upon carpet wools valued 
above 13 cents a pound to 50 cent. ad valorem. The total aver- 
age, based on the unitof value of importations last year, would be about 
9 cents a pound, I think, so that the rate the manufacturer will have 
to pay upon the materials of which these goods are manufactured will 
be equal at least to the rate proposed by the committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, under the existing law all woolen 
cloths valued at less than 80 cents a pound are admitted at 35 cents a 
pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

5 ALDRICH. That includes, of course, the goods under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It includes, of course, these goods, Now, it is 

ed to draw the line at 30 cents a pound, and tax all below that 
valuation 33 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem; on another 
class the tax is to be 38} cents per pound and between 30 and 40 percent. 
ad valorem; and upon the next class, including all valued above 40 
cents, the duty is to be 44 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
So that all goods valued at 40 cents a pound will, under this bill, have 
to pay 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem instead of 35 cents 
a pound and 35 S pee cent. ad valorem, as under the existing law, no 
matter whether they are all wool or part cotton. 


But the clause now under consideration is the first one to which the 
committee has offered an amendment proposing to increase the specific 


rate from 22 to 33 cents a pound on cloths which must cost not over 30 


cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator means the increase in the House bill, 
not the present law. < 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; you propose to increase on the House 
bill; and upon whatargument is itsought to be justified? The House 
bill, according to the statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
„ is more than double what ought to be imposed as a specific 

uty, 

The theory of your compensatory duties is that you will give to the 
manufacturer of the cloth on each pound a specific duty which will 
compensate for the duty upon the amount of wool contained in that 
amount of cloth. In woolen cloths, where it is contended that 4 
pounds of wool are required to make 1 pound of cloth, the proposition 
is to give 44 cents a pound specific duty to compensate for that. Now, 
in this class of goods, which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
says are made out of the low-class wool, and which we know must be 
made out of that class of wool or they could not be sold for 30 cents a 
pound or less, you pro instead of giving a com tory duty to 
correspond with the duty on the number of po on this lowest 
class wool used in its production, to give a compensatory duty upon 
an equal number of pounds of the finest wool that could be imported 
into this country. In other words, instead of giving a compensatory 
duty of 9 cents per square yard, which would be equivalent to the duty 
of 3 cents on the low grade of wool, you propose to give them 33 cents 
per pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas notin the Senate Chamber when the Sena- 
tor from Ohio made his statement, so I can not answer for him. Of 
course, he can answer for himself. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He can answer for himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But Iknow, and I presume the Senator from Ken- 
tucky himself knows, that these goods are made from substitutes. for 
wool, to which I have alluded, the waste, shoddy, and various things 
of that kind, to which I have alluded and upon which there is a duty 
made specific by this bill at 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They could not be made from the highest class of 
wool. These noils are worth 40 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say 6 noils; I spoke of 
shoddy and various kinds of waste, upon which the duty is levied in 
this bill at 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio insisted that they are 
made out of t wools, and now the Senator from Rhode Island says 
they are made from shoddy. Of course they are not all made from 
shoddy, but if they were there is nobodyin this country who wants to 
protect shoddy, so far as I know; everybody should prefer rather to 
discourage its production and use than to en it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the pu of the rate in both cases. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No; it is to allow our own people to use it, and 
protect them in its use by a high duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Itis to protect the manufacturer that the 32 cents 
a pound is put on his cloth made from shoddy. 

The P ING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was ed). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). If the senior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] is in the Chamber I will vote; if not, 
I will withhold it until he comes in. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hradixs ]. If he were present I 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], but by a transfer of 
pairs I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask if a quorum has voted, for I have 
leave to make a quorum if my vote is necessary to do so, being paired 
with my friend from Alabama [Mr. PucH]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK, Under the arrangement previously announced be- 
tween the Senator from Florida [Mr. Canty and myself, I will vote 


ee n 

yea. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] 
will agree to it, I will transfer my with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Hraanys] to the Senator with whom he is paired, and then 


we can both vote. 
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Mr. EVARTS. I have already voted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Has the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
been recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 5 

Mr. DAWES. I stand with the Senator from Geo: [Mr. 
Corquitr]. The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] stands 
paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts Hir. 
DAWES] that I, being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], we transfer our pairs, and we can both record our votes. 

Mr. DAWES. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. DAWES. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL, Under an arrangement with the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] my colleague is paired on this question 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I learn that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], 
and I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ : 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], and the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. CASE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
E 


USTIS]. 
Mr. FRYE. If no quoram has yet voted, I will vote yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Sawyer. 
Allen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds MeMillan, Stewart, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
eron, Frye, oody, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pierce, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—17. 
Barbour, Call, Harris, Vest, 
Bate, Carlisle McPherson, Walthall, 
Beery: Cockrell, Ransom, 
burn, Coke, F 5 
Butler, Gray, Vance, 
ABSENT—29, 
Blodget George, Manderson, Quay, 
sm gy Gibson, <r = ers, 
Gorman, orrill, Spooner, 
handler, Hale, Paddock, uire, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pasco, Stanford 
Daniel, Hearst, Payne, rpie, 
Davis, Higgins, P w, Voorhees, 
Eus Ingalls, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Powar, Wolcott. | 
Faulkner, Kenna, Pugh, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the Senate has now fixed a com- 


ting duty, in line 14, at three times the duty imposed by this 
bill upon unwashed wools of the first class in cloths valued at not more 
than 30 cents a pound. Believing that that would be asufficient rate upon 
all cloths costing even a greater amount than 30 cents a pound, I move 
you, in line 18, to strike ont the words and one-half, so as to leave 
that three times the duty imposed as well upon cloths costing over 40 
cents a pound; also, in line 21, I move to strike out four“ and insert 
three. That, I believe, covers all the specific and compensating 
duties in this paragraph. : 
Now, sir, I wish to go back to the paragraph so thata vote can be 
taken upon the ad valorem rates throughout the entire paragraph. I 
first, in line 16, to strike out ‘* forty ’’ and insert thirty,“ so 
that the ad valorem rate of duty shall not be 40 per cent., but 30 per 
cent, I also move, in line 20, to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘thirty;"’ 
also, in line 23, to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Corer CLERK. In line 16, at the beginning of the line, strike 
out ‘forty ’’ and insert thirty;’’ so as to read: 
And in addition thereto 50 per cent, ad valorem. 
In line 18, after the word three, strike out the words and one- 
half;*’ so as to read: 


The duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this act on a 
pound of unwashed wool of the first ciass. 


In line 20, strike out the word“ forty ° and insert chirty; so as 
to read: 

And in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

In line 21, strike out ‘‘ forty and insert thirty; so as to read: 

And in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one fact I mentioned a moment ago only incidentally, 
which is that this makes quite an increase upon all the articles em- 
braced in the paragraph except the articles covered by the first clause, 
by reason merely of the reclassification, to say nothing of the increased 
rates of duty specifically provided for. 


Under the existing law all these goods valued at less than 80 cents a 
pound are admitted at 35 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem; 
whereas it is in this bill to draw a line at goods valued at 30 
cents or less, and impose upon them a duty of 33 cents a pound and 35 
per cent. ad valorem, and then Se all goods valued between 30 and 
40 cents a pound to impose a duty of 33 cents a pound and 40 per 
cent, ad valorem, and upon all goods valued above 40 cents a pound 
a duty of 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, these classifications are different, as will be seen at once, from 
the classifications in the existing law, and there is a very large in- 
crease of duty specifically upon some classes of these goods. The exist- 
ing law includes in the corresponding paragraph, which I will read, 
woolen shawls, while worsted shawls, in the existing law as it was be- 
fore the 9th day of May, when we passed a bill sometimes known 
as the Dingley bill, came in at a still lower rate of duty under the 
clause relating to worsted goods. The following is the present law: 

Woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures of wool of every descri 
tion, made wholly or in part of wool, not specially enumerated or provided for _ 
in this act, valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound and 
35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 80 cents per pound, 35cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto 40 percent. ad valorem. 

Now, all goods valued above 40 cents a pound will, under the bill 
now before us, pay a higher rate of duty than the goods valued above 80 
cents a pound now pay under existing law, a very considerably higher 
rate of duty. 

Moreover, the word ‘‘shawls’’ is omitted from this paragraph in the 
bill under consideration; that is tosay, it is not specifically mentioned, 
The paragraph provides: 

On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knitting 
machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made wholly 
or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alapaca, or other ani- 
mals, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents— 

And the expert, in making up this table, has inserted shawls,“ as 
if they came still under this provision, whereas in fact, Mr. President, 
if the Senator from Rhode Island will turn to paragraphs 378 and 379 
he will agree with me, I think, that shawls must come under one or the 
other of those paragraphs. In fact, they may be classed under either 
of them, and it would make no difference, because the rates of duty 
prescribed are the same in each. Paragraph 378 is: 

; On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
on-— 

Of course it will be conceded that a shawl is an article of wearing 
apparel— 
made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not bas greens Ak pdt for in 
this act, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the ofthe camel, 
goat, al or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four and one-half 


times the duty imposed by this act ona pound of unwashed wool of the first 
class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 379 reads as follows: 


On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for 
ladies’ and children’s apparel, and goods of similar description 


Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There is no mention ofshawls under either of those 


paragraphs. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, not specifically. But all the cheap shawls— 
for the Senator will observe there is no value required here—every 
cheap woolen and worsted shawl will be classified under this bill either 
with cloaks, dolmans, ulsters, and other articles of that character, or 
with wearing apparel, and will pay a duty of 49) cents a pound and 
60 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, Mr. President, what propriety is there in placing these rates 
upon a garment which has not had one-half the labor expended upon 
it that a dolman has, or a cloak, or any similar article of wearing ap- 
parel provided for in this section, and upon which the duty will be, I 
suppose, without having the time to make a calculation, almost double 
what it is now? 

Under the present law one class of shawls comes in at 35 cents a 
pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem, which is 88,43 per cent. Thenext 
class comes in at 35 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, which 
is 69,23 per cent. The next class comes in at 40 cents a pound and 35 
per cent. ad valorem, which is 61.82 per cent. Now it is pro to 
take them, as the Senator admits, notwithstanding the has put 
them here in this table, and put them with all these articles of wear- 
ing apparel upon which a Jarge amount of labor has been expended. 

Moreover, under the existing Jaw endless belts, used by paper- 
makers and printers in this country, are admitted at 20 cents a pound 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem; but they are notspecially enumerated and 


| provided for in this bill, and, therefore, they will come under the para- 
| graph we are now considering, and will pay 44 cents a pound and 50 


per cent. ad valorem. 

Thisis a very necessary article used hy the paper-makers and printers, 
and I presume there is perhaps scarcely a Senator here who has not re- 
ceived protests from newspapers all over the country against this in- 
crease of duty. Newspapers in all parts of the country are interested, 
as well as publishers of books, and everybody else who is compelled to 
use paper. It is well known that our newspapers, in the great metro- 
politan cities ially, are being sold at the very lowest rate at which 
they can possibly be sold, 1 or 2 cents a copy, and if the cost of paper 
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is increased, of course they ean not continue to be sold at those prices 
They must raise them from 1 cent to 2 cents, or from 2 cents to 3 
cents, because you can not make change of half a cent in this country. 
So it will inflict, first, a great injury upon the paper-makers and upon 
the publishers of books and newspapers, and, secondly, upon the readers 
of books and newspapers, j 

I propose, therefore, when these amendments are of, to 
move to insert the word shawls“ in this paragraph, which will still 
leave the duties upon them very much too high, and I shall move at 
the proper time to insert a separate clause in regard to endless belts, 
putting upon them the same rate of duty that is prescribed by the ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It will be noticed that at a value of 30 cents a 
pound, in line 13 the rate of duty is three times the duty imposed by 
the present law, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, take goods valued at 25 cents per pound; the duty is 172 per 
cent. under this bill. Counting the value at 30 cents a pound the rate 
here fixed is 150 per cent. Now, you go one step above, as is found in 
line 16, between 30 and 40 cents a pound, for which a different rate 
of duty is fixed, at 31 cents a pound the duty of 38} cents a pound and 
AO per cent. is equal to 164 per cent.; and at 35 cents a pound, with a 
specific duty of 38} cents a pound and 40 per cent., it is equal to 150 
per cent. At 40 cents per pound, which is the next limit of value 
fixed here, 38} cents specific duty and 40 per cent. is equal to 136,25 

er cent. 
2 Now, we go to those goods valued at above 40 cents per pound. We 
take a rate of 42} cents cost, the duty is four times, or 44 cents, and 
50 per cent., which is equal to 153.50 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the various 
amendments will be treated together as one amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The yeas and nays have been called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. : 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called), Under the arrange- 


ment heretofore announced with respect to the transfer of puirs, if 


ble to the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], I shali vote. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire if the Senator 
from Minnesota te Davis] is recorded as having voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote. If that Senator were present, 
I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Under the ar- 
rangement heretofore announced by me respecting the pair between 
myself and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson], the Senator 
from Maryland stands paired with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON]. I will not again to-day announce the transfer, but this 
announcement will be sufficient for the day. I vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Making thestatement I did before about my pair, 
I vote Ps 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corgvirr] stands 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. The Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself will both vote. I vote 
oe nay. 7 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is 
absent necessarily, and is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am pajred with the Senator from Lonisiana 
[Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). I voted assuming 
the pair to stand as on the last roll-call. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in theaftirmative). I understand 
it is agreeable to the Senator from New Hampshire to transfer his pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], so that he and I 
can vote. I will therefore allow my vote to stand, and the Senator 
from Mississippi stands paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote nay. 

Mr. CASEY (after having voted in the negative). I have voted. I 
am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but have the 
privilege of voting to make a quorum. If there is a quorum now 
voting I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senators vote is needed to 
make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Barbour, Call Harris, Vance, 
Bate, Carlisle, MePherson, Vest, 
5 Cockrell, Pugh, Walthall, 
‘burn, Coke, Ransom, 
Butler, Gray, Reagan, 
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errs — 


NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Dixon, Me Millan, Stewart, 
Allen, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stockbridge, — 
Allison, Evarts, Moody, Teller. z 
Blair, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. i 

= Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Cullom. Hoar, Sherman, 
Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Spooner, 

ABSENT—41, 

Blodgett, Frye, Manderson, Sanders, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Squire, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hampton, Payne, Washburn, 
Davis, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, Higgins, Pierce, Wolcott, 
Eustis, Ingalis, Plumb, 
Farwell, Jones ofArkansas, Power, 
Faulkner, Kenna, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to amend the paragraph by inserting the 
word ‘“'shawls” after the word ‘‘cloths,” in line 8, on page 89. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragragh 374, in the first line, after the 
word ‘‘cloths,’’ insert the word shawls;“ so as to read: 

On woolen or worsted cloths, shawls, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on 
knitting machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description made 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
animals, not specially provided for in this act, valued at not more than 30 cents 
per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty 8 by this 
act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 
per cent, ad valorem. à 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, but I will say in regard to it thatall the low grade 
woolen and worsted shawls to which he alludes are now made in this 
country and will continue to be, whatever duty may be placed on them. 
The only shawls that could possibly be affected by this change are 
some high-priced shawls which are not bought or worn by the common 
class of people, the people of whom the Senators upon the other side 
seem to consider themselves the special advocates and defenders. ; 

Mr. Natt Did the Senator say the low-priced shawls are taxed 
in the bill? i 

Mr. ALDRICH. They will be taxed now under this paragraph, but 
I say they are all made here. I will read the evidence of an importer 
which I suppose will be conclusive to Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber. He says: 7 

The woolen shawls take care of themselves. We can make them in this 
country as cheap as they can be made anyw 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is woolen shawls. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Woolen and worsted. 

Mr, CARLISLE. He speaks of woolen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Woolen there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But this clause of the bill includes both woolen 
and worsted, and there is no propriety, as I think the Senator himself 
concedes, in classing shawls with dolmans and cloaks and ulsters and 
wearing ser made up, because there is little labor 

Mr. ALDRICH. It the evidence of this im is sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the propriety of the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kentucky is manifest, it seems to me, in or- 
der to prevent a very great discrimination against low-priced 3 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Ashawl costing $2 would be taxed the same pound rate 
that a cloak worth $100 would be taxed, if it comes in under paragraph 
378, and it would charge the same price to every man for every kind 
of goods. It would make the Congress of the United States a one- 
priced clothing store, where everything would be taxed precisely the 
same—and not a dollar store, either—where a lady could buy a fine 
cloak costing $100 for the same pound rate that the poor workingman’s 
wife would have to pay for a shawl costing $2. It ought to be trans- 
ferred to the present schedule, according to the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky, and the rate ought to be reduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment last stated is agreed to. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the reading proceeds, if as a matter of fact the 
bill does give the opportunity for a demagogical stump- splurge, 
it seems to me that the Finance Committee owe it to themselves and 
the country that they make their language so that it can be under- 
stood and not conclude with an opportunity for an argument like that 
which the Senator from North Carolina has stated to the Senate and 
the country. 

We have trouble enough with the tariff bill before the people any 
way, and if the language as it now is excludes the poor shawl of the poor 
working woman, so that apparently it is taxed the same rate per pound 
as the cashmere shawl, or very expensive $100 or $500 shawls, the same 
per pound, when as a matter of fact there are no such shawls coming 

, and they are not going to be taxed at all, I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island owes it to the stump-speaking of the country, if for no 


` more than 40 cents per poun: 
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other cause wnatever, that he make the bill explicit and put his tax on 
the $100 shawl and let the poor woman’s shawl, that is going to be 
made in this country any way, apparently be exempt, It would help 
us out a great deal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire can suggest 
any language which will enable us by legislation to stop what he calls 
stump demagogical speeches on the other side of the aisle I am sure 
the committee will be very glad to accept it. 

Mr, BLAIR. I suggest that the Senator amend it so that while the 
language is broad enough to include the shawl that is made only in 
this country, nevertheless the tax, as he calls it himself, shall only fall 
upon the shawl which came in here, which would not be the poor 
woman’s shawl, but which would be the rich shawl and the expensive 
shawl. Iam not master of phrases nor of this tariff bill, but it oc- 
curred to me that probably the Finance Committee would be able to 
fashion the clause so that the speech would not be possible, and there- 
fore would not take any time in replying to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will look at 
the statistics he will find that shawls were imported into this country 
worth only.65 cents per pound; that another quality of shawls imported 
was worth one dollar and nineteen cents and eight mills per pound; 
that another class of shawls imported was worth one dollar and forty- 
nine cents and one mill per pound, Those are cheap shawls, and quite 
large quantities of them were imported, too, as the Senator will see it 
he will look at the official statistics. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Cheif Clerk read paragraph 375. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph, on page 90, line 1, by inserting after 
the words flannels the words for underwear; and in line 5, after 
the word pound, inserting ‘‘and one-half;’’ so as to make the par- 
agraph read: 


375. On blankets, hats of wool, and flannels for underwear com wholly or 
in part of wool/the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other ani valued at not 


d. the duty und shall be the same as the duty 
by this act on f pound and one- of unwashed wool of the first class, 


in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 30 and not 
the duty pound shall be twice the duty im- 

by this act on a pound o unwashed wool of the first class; valued at more 
40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be 
threo times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class; and in addition thereto upon all the above-named articles 35 per cent. 
ad valorem. On blankets and hats of woolcomposed wholly or in part of wool, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at more than 50 cents 

r pound, the duty por pound shall be three and a half times the duty imposed 
by is act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 

per cent. ad valorem, Flannels composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair 
of the eamel, per pier py or other animals, valued at above 50 cents per pound 
shall be classified and pay the same duty as women's and children’s dress goods, 
coat lint Italian and goods of similar character and description pro- 
vided by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The second word“ in line 25, page 90, 
should be ‘‘cloths,’’ soas to read Italian eloths.“ I move that amend- 
ment. 

-. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer some amendments to this para- 
graph, and after offering them I want simply to refer to the tables to 
show how excessive the duty proposed is on these blankets, hats, and 
flannels. I move to strike out, in line 5, on page 90, after the word 
“pound,” the words and one-half.” 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been agreed to as anamend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was not observing, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the committee’s amendment, 
and was announced and voted upon. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I move tostrike out in line 9, on page 90, 
the word twice and insert one and one-halt times. I then move 
to strike out in line 11 the word ſorty and insert thirty; to 
strike out in line 12 the word three and insert twiee, and in 
line 15 to strike out five and let thirty stand, so as to read 30 
per cent. ad valorem. In line 19 J move to strike out three and one- 
half” and insert two and one-half, so as to read two andone-halt 
times; in line 21 to strike out forty ” and insert thirty-five; and 
strike out all the rest of the ph after the words ad valorem” 
in line 21, because those are flannels only of a higher cost, and they 
are already provided for in the ph. 

Mr. President, a reference to the table will show that the existing 
rate of duty of 10 cents a pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem has been 
raised to 16} cents a pound and 30 per cent. ad valorem. The unit of 
value is pee here at 26 cents. The existing rate of duty is 73.47 per 
cent. and the Senate committee make it 81.74 per cent.; but that is on 
goods valued at 30 cents a pound, 

Now, let us go down to goods valued below 30 cents a pound, at 20 
cents a pound. Sixteen and one-half cents a pound and 30 cent, 
equals 112 per cent. ad valorem; at 30 cents a pound cost, 16} cents a 

pound and 30 per cent. equals 85 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, we will take the next stride up, from 30 to 40 cents per pound 
cost. Blankets valued at 32} cents a pound, a duty of 22 cents a pound 
and 30 per cent. is equal to 102 per cent.; valued at 40 cents a pound, 
a duty of 22 cents a pound and 35 per cent, is equal to 90 per cent. 


Let us take the next step up, from 40 to 50 cents a pound. Blankets 

costing 424 cents, at 33 cents a pound, as the present bill proposes, and 

35 per cent. ad valorem, the duty is equal to 112.66 per cent., and at 

5o cenia a pound, 33 cents a pound and 35 per cent. duty, is equal to 
01 per cent. 

It seems to me as though that is an excessive rate of duty upon arti- 
cles of this kind and character, which are in every-day use in the homes 
of the poor as well as of the rich, and it is simply the imposition of a 
terrible tax upon the poor people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 375, line 9, of page 90, strike out 
the word ‘‘twice’’ and insert the words one and one-half times;’’ in 
line 11, strike out the word ‘‘ forty ”’ and insert the word thirty;“ in 
lines 12 and 13, strike out the words three times and insert the word 
“‘twice;’’ in line 15, strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert * in 
line 19, strike out three“ and insert twoz!“ in line 21, strike out 
‘*forty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five; ’’ and in line 21, after“ ad valorem,”’ 
strike out all down to and including the word act,“ in line 2, on the 
ninety-first page. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the separate 
amendments will be treated as one question. 

Mr. McPHERSON, There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon agreeing to the amendment 
the Senator from New Jersey asks that the yeas and nays may be en- 
tered on the Journal. 

Bisa hans and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CASEY (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but have the privilege of voting to 
make a quorum. I withhold my vote forthe present. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I announce once more, 
and I presume I need not make the announcement again, that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron] has retired from the Chamber 
unwell and is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], If he were present, Ishould vote 
yea, 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. HARRIS. By the transfer of pairs to by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] and myself, I vote yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Non! and 
myself have transferred our e irs, and we both vote now, 
leaving the Senator from Mary. [Mr. 5 paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce again the pair of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay]. I shall not repeat the announcement to-day. 

Mr, CALL. If the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has voted 
I will vote under the arrangement we made for the transfer of pairs, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York is re- 
corded in the negative. 

Mr. CALL. I vote yea. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I voted inad- 
vertently not noticing that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON] was absent. I therefore withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 


m. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island with- 
draws his vote. = 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
ne Gall” —— — 
$ A Carlisle, 25 V. : 
Blackburn, Cockrell, McPherson, Walthall, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Edmun Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Allen, aie McMillan, 8 mer, 
. —. Hawi 5 Stockbridge 
meron, wley. y. g 
Cullom, Hiscock, Pierce, Teller, 
Daw Hoar, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Ingalls, - Sawyer, 
ABSENT—4I, 
Blair Faulkner, Morgan, . uire, 
Blodgett, ©, Morrill Stanford, 
wn, rge, Paddock, Turpie, 
y. Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
S A Pelle Fear 
u mpton. w, urn 
Dental Hearst, Plumb, ' Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Higgins, Power, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 
Eustis, Kenna, Ransom, 
Farwell, Manderson, Sanders, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 
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The Secretary read paragraph 376, as follows: 


or 
vegetable material, with posed 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, alpaca, or other 
anim: valued at not exceeding 15 cents square 7 cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 15 cents 
ar IGIN beni eed grads, ape and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad 
valorem: Provided, That on such goods weighing sq 

yard the duty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on a 
pound of unwas wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. 


valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to strike out the word fiſteen, in line 
8, on page 91, and insert the word twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Valued at not exceeding 20 cents per square yard,7 cents per square yard, 
and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The paragraph as it now stands proposes to im- 
pose a duty of 7 cents per square yard and 40 per cent, ad valorem upon 
all these goods valued at not exceeding 15 cents per square yard. 
present law imposes a duty of 5 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. 
able cg upon all these goods valued at 20 cents per square yard or 


So it will be seen that there is an increase of duty here in the classi- 
fication and also in the specific rates imposed, and I do not see any rea- 
son why an article which is valued at 15 cents or less per square yard 
shall pay 7 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent. 
ad a ae which makes a very large increase in the rate of duty now 
imposed by law. Without consuming the time of the Senate in dis- 
cussion, I submit the amendment and ask to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator also proposes to amend inline 11? 

Mr, CARLISLE. I might as well propose my amendments now all 
the way ugh the paragraph and take one vote upon all of them. 
In line 11 I move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert twenty.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pradine amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam submitting all of them together so as to have 
one vote and save time. Then in line 14, after the words square 
yard,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ valued at more than 20 cents per 
Square yard.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, In line 8, on page 91, strike out the word ‘‘fif- 
teen and insert the word twenty; in line 11, strike out the word 
‘fifteen’? and insert twenty; and in line 14, after the word yard,” 
insert the words ‘‘ valued at more than 20 cents per square yard.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The effect ofthis amendment will be to restore the 
present classification as to the first two clauses in this paragraph and 
to prevent the imposition of the duty of 44 cents per pound and 50 per 
cent. ad valorem upon goods weighing over 4 ounces to the , un- 
Jess they are valued at more than 20 cents per I think every 
Senator can see at once the impropriety of imposing aduty of 44 cents 
per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem npon an article which really 
costs less than 15 cents per yard; but that is what the paragraph does 
as it stands now. I showed on Saturday two samples of goods, and I 
have a great many more, costing 10 and 11 and 12 cents a yard, upon 
which this paragraph will impose 44 cents a pound and 50 per cent. ad 
3 simply because they happen to weigh a little over 4 ounces to 

ey: 

There is one case I remember in which one of the samples weighs 
three ounces and nine-tenths of an ounce to the yard that will come 
in under the first clause of this paragraph. The other sample weighs 
four ouncesand one-tenth of an ounce, and is precisely the same kind 
of goods, except that it has a little more cotton in it, which increases 
its weight, because it was used for coat linings for winter wear instead 
of summer wear, and that will pay 44 cents per pogpd and 50 per cent. 
ad valorem. Therefore I propose that the 44 cents pound and the 
50 per cent, ad valorem shall not be applied to any article unless it ex- 
ceeds in value 20 cents per yard, and then it has a very high rate of 
duty. These goods cost 10 and 11 cents per running yard, but the 
duty is put upon the square yard, and a square yard of these goods 
weighs over 4 ounces to the yard, and therefore it is subjected to the 


ty. 
When! say 11 and 12 cents a yard, that is the running yard, which 
is 32 inches wide, but when you take the square yard, 36 inches wide, 
which the duty is levied, one of these weighs over 4 ounces to 
the yard and the other less. 
Mr. HISCOCK. A square yard? 
„ A square yard; and that is the way the duty is 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I have here an object-lesson which has been 
furnished me of a few samples of goods, and as I can not very well put 
the samples in the RECORD I will state as nearly as I can the effect of 
this paragraph upon the price of these kinds of goods, and so far as I 
can judge I can not see a particle of difference between them. These 
[exhibiting] come in under paragraph 376. The samples are 
numbered 1151 and 1079. Sample No, 1151 will be duti at 44 


Con Be rere Bee ee per cent. ad valorem, which is equal to 150 per 
cent. duty. 

The cost of the goods of which 1151 is asample is 10 cents per yard, 
No. 1097 will pay 7 cents a pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, which 
is equal to 100 per cent. These samples 1151 and 1079 are identi- 
cally the same warp and weft. The only difference in construction is 
that 1151 weighs 4.01 to the square yard, and while No. 1079 
a trifle under 4 ounces to the yard, the difference being only in the 
weight of cotton. Each of them has got cotton in it. I the 
warp in each case is cotton, and you are imposing a duty here of 44 
eents a pound on the cotton contained in these 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from New Jersey permit me 
to introduce an amendment to this bill to be printed? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ofter the amendment which I send to the 
desk to the pending bill, and I ask that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed, and lie on the table. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ihave here a number of samples which have 
been furnished me by different merchants in New York and else- 
where, all of whom concur in the same view as to the construction of 
this paragraph of the bill. The meaning of itis simply and oe 
to prevent the importation of the goods. If that be the object 
purpose of the committee and of the gentlemen upon the other side of 
aan Chamber, they are pursuing exactly the right course to accom- 

ish it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isimply wish to say in answer to what the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey says that it is very fortunate for him that he can 
not put the samples he has in the RECORD with his argument. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

5 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CASEY (when his named was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], but am at liberty to vote if it be 
necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena - 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Drxon] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON]. We have agreed to transferthose pairs, so that he and myself 
can vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], but it has been ar- 
ranged to transfer the pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN]. As I see he is not present I withhold my vote, unless it be 
necessary to make a quorum. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I ask whether the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Caskx] has voted? We transferred our pairs this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will announce my with the Senafor from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr, CALL. Under the arrangement made with the Senator from 
New York for the transfer of pairs, I am at liberty to vote, and vote 

ea. * 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to ask whether the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON ] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the a ent made by the Senator 
from Iowa and myself we are both at liberty to vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CASEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], 
but an arrangement has been made so that the pair of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Quay] is transferred, and the Senator from West Virginia and 
myself are at liberty to vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON. By the transfer of pairs announced by the Sena tor 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] I am permitted to vote, and I vote nay.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Barbour Call. Gray, 
22 Cockrell MePa Veste 

ell. c erson 

Blackburn Coke, Pugh, Walthall. 
Butler, Faulkner, m, 

NAYS—26. ~- 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, er, 
‘Allison, E oai MeMillan, Stewart, 
Casey, P Hawie 5 x 
Sullom, Hiseoek, Plat, Wilson of Iowa. 

wes, Hoar, Wyer, 

Dixon, Ingalls, Sherman, 


* è — 


ABSENT—39. 
Allen, Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blair, 4 Mitchel), Sanders, 
Biod; eorge, organ. uire, 
en Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gorman, Paddock, Turpie, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, t, Payne, Washburn, 
Davis, H ns, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Plumb, Wolcott. 


Kenna, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I intended to offer a further amendment to 
paragraph 376, but inasmuch as the amendments offered by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky have been so unfortunate I shall not do 30. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed, 
Paragraph 377 was read, as follows: 


$77. On women’s and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, bunt- 
ing, and goods of similar description or character composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair ot the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, and not 
special! ded for in this act, the duty shall be 12 cents per square yard, 
and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem; Provided, That on all such 

weighing over 4 ounces per square yard the duty per pound shall be four 
times the duty im by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of. the first 
class, and in addition thereto 59 per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr. VANCE. Imove to amend that ph by striking out, in 
line 23 on page 91, the word twelve“ before the word“ cents,“ and 
inserting ‘* nine,“ so as to read nine cents per square yard;”’ and in 
the same line, after the word “thereto,” by striking out“ fifty ” and 
inserting ſorty, so as to make the paragraph conform to the present 


law. p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be treated as 
one question, if there be no objection, and will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In paragraph 377, line 23, of page 91, before 
the word cents,“ it is proposed to strike out twelve“ and insert 
nine; and in the same line, after the word“ thereto, to strike ont 
tt fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty ’’ so as to read: 

377. On women's and children’s dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloth, bunt- 
ing, and goods of similar description or character composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, and not 
specially provided for in this act, the duty shall be 9 cents per square yard, and 
in addition 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of this bill whether it is meant to include in this 
category, as it would scem by the plain language used, goods in which 
there is only a small percentage of wool, the other portions of the 
fabric being composed of some other cheap material? Is that what it 


means? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator refer to paragraph 377? 

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 377 and paragraph 376, both. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 relates to goods of the description 
the Senator is now alluding to. 

Mr. GRAY. I mean more particularly paragraph 377. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 covers goods composed of cotton and 
wool, 

Mr. GRAY. Paragraph 377, I notice, goods of similar description 
or character, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted,” ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not specially provided for in this net.“ 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That would include goods in which there was a yery 
small percen of wool or any percentage of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr, GRAY. Why nf? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 376 covers all goods with cotton warp, 
and paragraph 377 covers only those goods which are not thus pro- 
vided for. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the meaning of tho language goods of simi- 
lar description or character composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, and not specially 
provided for in this act” shall pay this high duty? Would not a piece 
of goods of this description, women’s and children's dress goods, which 

a very small percentage of woolen or worsted in it be subject to 
this tax, even though the larger part of it was cotton? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This language is used in the paragraph in order to 

ent the evasion of the duty by putting a small amount of cotton 
with the wool into goods of this nature. 

Mr. GRAY. Precisely; but in attempting to prevent that evasion do 
you notalso impose a duty on goods that have a very small amount of 
wool and a great deal of cotton? Do you not put this enormous duty 
on a fabric of that kind and put it at rates that are provided as com- 
pensatory for the tax on the raw material of wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to explain to the Senator from Delaware 
that there are two classes of these one made with cotton warps 
and the other made of all wool or practically all wool. All cotton- 
warp goods are included in paragraph 376 and all the other goods are 
included in ph 377, and the language there used is necessary 
to prevent as amount of cotton being mixed with the warp or fill- 
ing in the woolen goods and thereby reducing the duties to the rates 
provided for in graph 376, and thus to avoid fraudulent practices. 


Mr. GRAY. Very well. If I understand, then, the Senator from 
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Rhode Island, the necessity is to prevent the evasion of duty by bring- 
ing in goods that have a small amount of cotton in them. Now, I want 
to know if the provision which is made here and made necessary by 
that practice does not also work this result, that goods which may come 
in with a very small amount of wool, the larger part of the weight being 
of cotton, will be subjected to the duties of this paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No of that nature are ever made or could be 
made profitably unless they had a cotton warp. 

Mr. GRAY, I only asked the Senator if goods came in with ever so 
small a part of wool in their fabrication. 

Mr, ALDRICH. In the filling? 

Mr. GRAY. In the fabrication, without using technical terms, and 
the larger part of their weight being cotton, would they not be subject 
to the duty named by this paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it would depend entirely on the method of 
fabrication, If the warp was made of cotton entirely or other vegetable 
fiber, the goods would pay duty under paragraph 376, being therein 
specifically named. If the cotton was put into the filling, or into the 
warp of so-called all-wool goods, either in a large quantity or a small 
quantity, it would be put there necessarily for the purpose of evading 
the law. Naturally no goods of that kind are made. 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose it is bought here for any purpose, a la 
amount of cotton in the filling, I ask whether it is not subjected to the 
duties named in paragraph 377, 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. Then you are imposing upon goods of that kind this 
large duty that was made necessary by the compensation which you 
say is due for the raw material of woo). 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there are no goods of that kind, and they 
would not be made and could not be made except for the purpose of 
evading the law. ‘The filling can not be largely composed of cotton in 
all-wool goods, If composed to any extent of cotton, it would be for 
the purpose of evading our tariff provisions and to have the goods en- 
tered at a lower rate. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, but there may be goods with a portion of 
cotton in the filling. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but these are for the purpose of evading the 
tariff, and for no other purpose whatever, 

Mr. GRAY, And yon can make them more cheaply than goods made 
altogether of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; if the quantity was small. 

Mr. GRAY. Then why should anybody resort to that for the pur- 
pose of evasion ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Because they would save 3 cents per yard in duty. 

Mr. VANCE. I would suggest that the probable reason is that the 
American manufacturers do not want anybody to make cloth composed 
partly of cotton and pass it off for woolen goods except themselves. 

Mr. CARLISLE. These two paragraphs,I think,are not difficult to 
understand. Under paragraph 376 ies 7 can not be admitted at the 
rates of duty prescribed here unless the warp consists wholly of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber. Under paragraph 377, if there is the slightest 
particle of wool or hair of the goat, alpaca, or came), or other animal 
used in the manufacture of the goods, and the warp is not wholly of 
cotton, they must pay the rate of duty 1 by this paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or other vegetable fibers. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it is not composed wholly of cotton or other 
vegetable fiber they must pay this rate of duty; so that if an article 
should come in more than half the weight of which was cotton or some 
other vegetable fiber, still, if the warp was not wholly of cotton or vege- 
table fiber, it would pay this rate of duty. 

Now, the Senator says none of them are made—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ldid not say that at all. I say that a consider- 
able part of the goods that come in have a warp of cotton or other vege- 
table fiber. 

Mr. CARLISIg§. Iam talking about paragraph 377. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I say that the goods I have alluded to, contain- 
ing a small portion of cotton in the warp or filling, are otherwise wool 

s, and are made for the purpose of evading the law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Suppose some cotton is mixed with wool in spin- 
ning and used in the welt of these goods, and the warp is not of cotton. 
You may adulterate, if I may use the expression, the wool with cot- 
ton, or other substances, down to a point where there is very little wool 
in it, but yet, unless the warp is altogether cotton, or some other vege- 
table fiber, it will pay this increased rate of duty, and, as a matter of 
fact, there was imported during the fiscal year 1889 goods of this de- 
scription to the value of $2,394,815, upon which the duties collected 
were $1,739, 138.92, and these goods were not imported in this form, as 
intimated by the Senator from Rhode Island, to evade the payment of 
duty. The importers of them knew exactly what duty they had to 
pay, beeause they were provided for in the existing law as well as in 
this. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Undoubtedly, 

Mr, CARLISLE, Undoubtedly; and there is no evasion of duty 
about it, and there could be no evasion of duty if you put the lower 
rate of duty upon these articles; and that is what the Senator from 
Delaware, as I understand, is contending for. 


Pa 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I should say evade the plain intent and 
purpose of Congress in enacting the law, ratherthan evade the duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not even that. What the Senator from Delaware 
is objecting to, as I understand, is not the fact that you have sucha 
classification of goods so as to impose a reasonable rate of duty upon 
goods which would not come in under clause 376, but that you have 
put a very high rate of duty upon them considering the fact that there 
may be but very little wool in them. That is the point I understand 
that he made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose an amendment tothe bill which I ask may 
be read and printed. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

&ec.—. That on and after the Ist day of July, 1891, there shall be annually 
levied, collected, and paid, under such regulations and forms as may be pro- 
seribed by the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue, by and with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, a tax of 3 per cent. upon the dividends, including 
interest on all bonds, whether cash, scrip, stock, or otherwise, of all corpora- 
tions, of whatever character or nature, transacting business under corporate 
functions authorized or to be authorized by any law, Federal, State, oeta 
Territorial, or municipal, which tax shall be annually collected from the sa d 
corporations: Provided, That all dividends so made liable for said tax, other 
than cash dividends, shall be estimated at the actual value thereof. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of every such corporation to make due ro- 
turn of all dividends in such form and manneras may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and in default of such returns, it shall be lawful 
for the Commissioner of Internal Revenueto make estimate thereof upon the 
best information he can obtain. And for any neglect or refusal to make said 
returns or payment thereupon, any such corporations so in default shall pay a 
— of $1,000, in addition to other penalties and forfeitures prescribed by 

aw for violation of internal-revenue provisions. 

Src, —. That it shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the 
beneficiary or beneficiaries of any such dividends the amount of tax so levied 
and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 


Paragraph 378 was read, as follows: 

378. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de” 
scription, made up or manufact wholly or in part, nots 4 rovided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in of wool, worsted, the r of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four and one- 
half times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the 
first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorom. d 

Mr. McPHERSON. I moveto strike out in line 9, of page 94, after 
the word four,“ the words and one-half; and in line 11, after the 
word ‘‘ thereto,’’ to strike out sixty aud insert fifty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., In paragraph 378, on page 92, line 9, afterthe word 
“four,” itis proposed to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’ and in line 11, after 
the word thereto, to strike out sixty and insert ‘‘filty;’’ so as to 
read: 

378, On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially provided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty per pound shall be four times 
the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwas wool of the first class, 
and in addition thereto 50 percent. ad yalorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 379 was read, as follows: 

379. On cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, or other outside garments for 
ladies’ and children’s apparel and goods of similar description, or used for like 
pu , composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, 

— 2 alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, the 

uty per pound shall be four and one-half times the duty imposed by this act 
on a pound of unwashed wool of tbe first class, and in addition thereto 60 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to amend that paragraph, inline 18, after 
the word ‘‘four,’’ by striking out and one-half;’’ @nd, in line 21, by 
striking out ‘‘sixty’’ and inserting “‘ fifty’* before the words per cent.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, In paragraph 379, on page 92, line 18, after the word 
four,“ it is proposed to strike out and one-half;’’ and in line 21 be- 
fore the words per centum”’ tostrike out sixty and insert fifty;’’ 
so as to read: ‘ 

379, On cloaks, dolinans, jackets, talmas, ulsters or other outside garments {or 
ladies’ and children’s apparel and goods of similar description, or used for like 
purposes, composed wholly or in part of woo}, worsted, the hair of the camel, 

t, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, the 
uty per pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of 
unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 380 was read,in which the Committee on Finance pro- 

„on page 93, line 6, before the word cents,“ to amend by strik- 
ing out seventy' and inserting ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

380. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, bindings, braids - 
loons, fringes, gimps, co and tassels, dress 5 and em a 
jes, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other forms, for tassels 
or ornaments, wrought by hand or braided by machinery, any of the foregoin 
which are clastic or non-elastic, made of wool, worsted, the hair of the came z 
goat, alpaca, or other animals, or of which wool, the hair of the camel, 


goat, alpaca, or other animals is a component material, the duty shall be 60 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I move to insert at that point, before we get to the 
next paragraph, what I send so the desk, as a separate paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be sta’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘I should like to baye the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the amendment I offer. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert the following as a new 
paragraph: 


380). Endless belts or felts for paper or printing machines, 20 cents per pound 
and 30 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is offered for the purpose of taking that 
article out of the general provision contained in paragraph 374, wHich 
would include it with manufactures of wools not otherwise provided 
for and subject it to a duty 44 cents per pound and 50 per «ent. ad 
valorem because it is ali worth over 40 cents per pound. I canscarcely 
think it was the purpose of the Committee on Finance to include this 
article in that pb. But as a matter of fact, when we come to 
consider the bill, it will be found that endless belts are not anywhere 
specifically provided for, and therefore necessarily fall under that para- 
graph and will be subjected to this high rate of duty. The rate which 
I have proposed is the existing law upon this article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision the Senator has asked to have in- 
serted in the bill is one of the anomalies of the present law by which 
felt goods used for a particular p are estimated at very much less 
duty than when used for other p It is the object of the com- 
mittee, as far as possible, to eliminate these inequalities, and I hope 
the Senate will not vote to levy a different rate upon felts for one pur- 
pose from that which is fixed upon felts for any other purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For what other purpose are these endless belts 
used? Iam not aware of the fact that they are used for any other 


purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But all kinds of felted goods are used for various 
purposes, and there is no reason why goods made up in rey particular 
way should be subject to one rate of duty and goods e up in an- 
other way to other rates of duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand very well that belts and certain 
other kinds of goods are made out of felt, but these are simply endless 
belts. Now, hats and many other articles are made, I ve, from 
felt articles, which, perhaps, require considerable labor in their man- 
ufacture, and I can see some reason why there should be a higher rate 
of duty upon some than upon others, and this p tion is to impose 
this rate of duty upon these endless belts used for this p 

The Senator says the object of the committee has been to eliminate 
these provisions imposing lower rates of duty upon articles when used 
for certain purposes. Why, Mr. President, some new provisions of 
this kind have been introduced in this bill, and some things have been 
made free absolutely in this bill because of the uses to which they were 
applied. In other cases, discriminations have been made in the rates 
of duty imposed upon them because of the uses to which 8 
plied. There are a great number of instances in this bill not pe 
copied from the old law, but new ones introduced here, I will ask for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator not be satisfied with a division or 
a viva voce vote on this amendment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Les, sir; under the circumstances I will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Is it in oid er tomove to amend the Senate committee 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The committee amendment has been 

to. 


Mr. VANCE. I did not know that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reconsidered if the Sena- 
tor desires. g 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I will content myself with offering an amend- 
ment in line 7, on page 93, to strike out sixty and insert forty.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In ph 380, on page 93, in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘thereto,’’ it is proposed to strike out sixty“ and insert 
** forty; so as to read: 

380, 0 bbings, i d b , belti bindings, b - 
loons, fringes, 5 aca prape os 3 828 = 
broideries, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or buttons of other fo: for 
tassels or ornaments, wrought by band or braided by machinery, any of the 
foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, made of wool, w: the hair of 
the camel, alpaca, or other animals, or of which wool, worsted, the hair 
of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals is a component material, the duty 
shall be 60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 381 was read, as follows: 


381. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, — 415 or plain, 
= woven whole for rooms, and all carpets or carpeting of like character 
or descri n, and oriental, Berlin, and cther similar rugs, 

yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad rem, 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the committee have not given us any 


cents per square 
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explanation of the reasons for this increase of these articles of carpet. 
This is a yery large increase over the t law on articles of neces- 
sity such as carpets are, and I think we ought to have a reason why 
that increase is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The increase is made necessary by the increase of 
the duty on carpet wools. 

Mr. VANCE, On carpet wools! 
President. 

Mr. GRAY. This then, Mr. President, is one of the evil conse- 
quences of the tax to which I alluded the other day, the tax on raw 
wool, and that brief but very pregnant statement of the committee 
that the increase of the tax on raw wool makes necessary an increase 
of ihe tax on all woolen manufactures is a volume in itself. I only 
want to call the attention of the Senate to this matter of this 
most important and useful article of carpets. Just as the manufacture 
all over the world was cheapening, just as the invention and ingenuity 
and enterprise of manufacturers here and abroad were reducing the 
price of these wool carpets so that what in our youth used to be con- 
sidered luxuries to the rich are commencing to come within the reach 
of men of moderate means, so that the mechanic, the man of small in- 
come, can have a decent Brussels carpet in his room, in one room of 
his house at least, and this cheapening process is going on all over the 
world, we step in to prevent the American people from sharing in the 
advantage that the cheapening process has brought to all mankind, 

I wish the Senate to pause long enongh to note precisely what this 
means; that it means that the doctrine of pemon; as itis called by 
Mr. Edward Atkinson, is the doctrine and philosophy of this whole 
schedule, and the privation of the masses for the enrichment of a few. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to mingle in this debate, 
but I should like to state an aneedote which I heard from an English 
mechanic who had been at work over there in manufacturing, himself, 
and had some friends in this country, and had got well-to-do and came 
over here, and he was a strong protectionist. He went up to a town 
in the interior of Massachusetts and visited a friend who had come from 
England and was at work in this country in a manufacturing estab- 
lishment and had joined the Democratic party—as Englishmen are very 
apt to Dre my friend from Delaware knows. 


I have nothing more to say, Mr. 


Mr. GRAY. No, I do not know it. It is generally the other way, 
I think. 
Mr. HOAR. For other reasons they like my friend’s notions about 


fishery treaties and other things; and this Englishman who lived here 
was telling his friend about the heavy taxes of our tariff, and the friend 
who came from across the water said to him, ‘‘Can you tell me what 
things you have got in your house here that you have to pay any more 
for than you would in England? Well,“ said the English opera- 
tive, who lived over here, There is the carpet.“ The wife, who was 
t in the room, said We did not ’aveany when we were in Eng- 
„and this man said. Women will always be putting in their 

oar when they are not wanted.“ 

Mr. GRAY. That is just what I complain of; here in this country, 
where we were beginning to have carpets in all our houses, and not 
only in the houses of gentlemen like the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, but all over the country a man could enjoy the luxury 
of a Brussels carpet, we are by this bill adopting a Aae which will 
have a tendency to produce the state of things that the poor woman in 
England said, We don’t’ave one,“ and that is just the state of things 
I want to avoid; and that doctrine of privation, as I said Mr. Edward 
Atkinson very happily calls it, is the doctrine that is going to produce 
that result. 

Mr. HOAR. The man who came over from England under the pol- 
- icy which my friend from Delaware likes, and thinks ought to prevail 
here, never had had a carpet under his feet from his birth, and if he 
had lived there a thousand years under that policy never would have 
had one. He had been here a year and got one under our policy. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam concerned about the mechanic and the laboring 
man in this country, and not the one who seems to give my friend 
from Massachusetts so much concern, the one in England. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What ph is now under consideration ? 
What was the number of the paragraph last read ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 381 has been read. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that the anxiety of the Senator 
from Delaware is in to Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and 
chenille carpets, and he is desirous that the poor people of this country 


shall have a chance to buy them cheaper. ; 
Mr. GRAY. Yes, Iam. Ido not know why they are not entitled 

to get them as cheaply as any other people in the world. 
Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will look back to 1867 he will find 
precisely the same gloomy apprehensions indulged in, and the same re- 
that the people were to be deprived of cheap carpeting, expressed 
en on that side of the Chamber in to the duties which were 
then imposed upon carpets, the effect of which has been to cheapen to 
a very low plane the prices that exist at the present time. History is 


3 repeating itself. 


. VANCE. Lama little surprised at my friend from Delaware in 
persisting after the explanation we have had. The idea that he should 


insist on people having cheap carpets when the duties being raised on 
raw wool there is an absolute necessity for raising them on the carpet! 
It does not make any difference what becomes of the people. That is 
not only good political economy, but it is theology. ughter.] The 
fathers having eaten sour grapes, naturally the children’s teeth are set 
onedge. Having committed the iniquity of unnecessarily raising the 
duty on wool, as a matter of course we have to go throngh the whole 
figure, and raise the duty on all the products in order that the bill may 
have some symmetry if the people have naked floors. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think the Senator means to apply his re- 
marks to ordinary ingrain carpet. For poor people like my friend from 
North Carolina and myself, the ingrain carpets are cheaper than any 
others that I know anything about. They can be bonght for 30, 40, 
50, 60, and 70 cents a yard. I have never had an Axminster or chenille 
carpet and never expect to use one. 

Mr. VANCE. We are speaking of carpets generally. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As far as my limited means are concerned I am 
quite contented to have some of these. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. On this subject generally I will reada short 
letter that appeared in the St. Louis Trade and Traffic, a paper pub- 
lished in that city. It says: 

‘Thirty years ago there were but few carpet establishme: 
although ed use more ts than any Stee 3 paeba y pIE 


our supplies came almost entirety from abroad, Only about 13,000,000 yards 
were made at home. The business called for only 18,000,000 pounds of wool,and 


the w: paid were only 000, In 1870 there were 215 e 
33,000,000 pounds of wool, employing 13,000 hands, paying out $4,081,000 in wages 
a year, and turning out 22,000,000 yards of carpet. Si then these fi 


increased to 11,500 looms, 43, 000 hands, 90,000,000 pounds of wool, and 77, 
yards of carpet. And while this enormous enlargement of business has been 
ing on it has been attended by a reduction in the prices of carpeting. In 1872 

y Brussels sold for $2 a yard. 


That is one of the kinds of carpets spoken of by the Senator from 
Delaware, 

In 1880 it had fallen to $1.50, and in 1890 it is only 93 cents a yard. In the same 
time tapestry Brussels carpet has been reduced in price from $1.46 per to 
65 cents a yard for the best quality and ingrain from §1.20 to 45 cents. The 
competition between our home man turers been very sharp, and it has 
led to inventions and improvements that have done much to assist the cheapen- 
ing of prices and increase the consumption of carpets, and one result is that 
hundreds of thousands of humble homes can afford to have their once bare 
floors covered with these adjuncts of comfort. 


I may say in connection with the remark made by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] that when the duties were imposed which 
brought these results the same class of arguments were presented which 
we have here to-day, but this industry has grown strong and it will grow 
stronger as the American improvements and advantages which are util- 
ized in this manufacturing industry go ou depressing the prices of car- 
pets so that many more millions of even poor e in this country 
can have a better carpet on the floor than they possess to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, when that tims comes some years later, when 
the cheapening process is going on, we shall add more duty to get it 
still cheaper, according to the philosophy of the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa; but he seems to want to stop for the present, at any rate, 


this cheapening process. 
But I did not complain, and I offer no amendment in regard to the 
duty on carpets, whether they be moquette in ph 381, or Brussels 


in paragraph 383, I merely wanted to call attention to the fact, which 
I think deserves to be noted again in passing these several paragraphs, 
that this is all made necessary by the increased tax upon raw material. 
These carpet manufacturers have gone on, as the Senator from Iowa 
has said, in this country ander a duty on wool much less than that 

roposed and have increased from two to two handred and something 
in number, and are making up many millions of pounds of wool every 
year, and could go on if zon would let them alone, and if you would 
give them free wool could still cheapen their product and increase their 
manufacture. I am only calling attention to the fact that all that 
wholesome and desirable progression is stopped, and we are lifted back 
again on the higher plane by this false step of addiyg to the price of 
the raw material. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish to discuss the paragraph under con- 
sideration, but I desire to ask the Secretury to read a very brief article 
from the St. Louis Republic of August 29, showing the effect of im- 
posing higher duties upon some of onr industries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The piper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DRIVEN INTO MEXICO—ACTION ON THE TARIFF BILL AFFECTS EL PASO, TEX. 


SERIOUSLY. 
Et. Paso, TEX., August 28. 


Asa result of the action of the Senate in retaining the duty on Mexican lead 
ores, the El Paso Smelting Company will move its large plant across the river 
to Juarez, in Mexico. In order to be prepared for the worst, a site was selected 
by the company in Juarez some time ago. The free zone in Mexico affords 
every advantage the company enjoyed here. Coal is free of duty and all New 
Mexican and Arizona ores can enter the free zone without tax, Thus the pro- 
tection policy of the Republican party drives an American industry, which it 

rofesses to protect, to a foreign . It is said the International Smelting 

mpany l also move its plant to Mexico. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this policy has a tendency not only, 


1890. 
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as shown by that extract, to drive manufacturing establishments out 
of this country, when they can get out, but it has a tendency to invite 

e English, whom my friend from Massachusetts says are joining the 

ocratic party, to purchase our manufacturing establishments and 
take the dividends to England. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to haye the Senator explain how, in 
the first place, it is driving manufacturing interests from us, and in 
the next place bringing capital here to purchase them. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I can state to the Senator that his policy of im- 
Lares ee raw materials, and especially in this case of lead, 
willinevitably drive a number of our smelting establishments out of 
this country into Mexico or compel them to suspend operations here 
or diminish their operations here, and the smelting of fluxing ores will 
be done in Mexico by English and German and French syndicates in- 
stead of being done in the United States by Americans with American 
capital and American labor. The gentlemen in charge of the smelt- 
ing establishment at El Paso told me last summer, when I visited their 
works, that if this duty was imposed upon lead they would be com- 
pelled to remove their establishment, which wasa very large one, across 
the river to Juarez, heretofore known as Paso del Norte. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator will allow me,I should like to say 
that I have given some personal attention to this subject and we shall 
lose nothing if they go abroad, for they have employed practically Mex- 
ican laborers who live on the other side and only come over on our side 
to work. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I went through their establishment, I think all 
through it, and I can say that I did not see a Mexican inside of its walls 
or outside of its walls. I saw American workmen, receiving good 
wages too, as they said to me. If they employ any Mexican labor, it 
must be outside of that establishment at El Paso, for I failed to see a 
single Mexican, and I think I know a Mexican when I see him. 

I had a conversation with a gentleman only two or three days ago, 
who overtook meas I left the Senate Chamber, and who told me he 
was a sheep-raiser in Utah and owned 11,000 head of sheep, and had 
made an aye of 35 per cent. on his capital for seven years past, 
and that he did not need any duty on his wool. He said that he was 
also the owner or part owner of lead mines or silyer mines and smelt- 
ing works, and he said that already since the Senate had agreed to im- 
pose a duty of 1} cents a pound upon the lead contained in the silver ores 
of Mexico that the fluxing ores he was compelled to buy had gone up 
$4.50 a ton, according to my recollection, and that it was a great injury 
to him aud toa great many other people engaged in that business in 
Utah. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Assuming that it is the settled policy that there is 
to be a duty on lead, that it is understood that that is the fixed policy, 
is there any theory in the world upon which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky can defend here a bounty for the introduction of lead ore into 
this country to be smelted, giving a bounty to lead ore or to lead which 
is brought in from Mexico? 

Understand I desire to take the propositions together and let it be 
understood that it is the fixed policy that there is to be a duty imposed 
upon lead, can you then defend the payment of a bounty—because it 
is no more nor less than a bounty—to the importers of lead ores to this 
country ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, unlike the Senator from New York, 
Iam opposed to the payment of bounties in any case whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is not that a direct bounty? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me to answer his ques- 
tion. Iam opposed to the payment of bounties in any case whatever 
to the sugar-producers of Louisiana, or Kansas, or California, or to 
the proposed manufacturers of tin-plate, or to the sugar of the people 
of Vermont, who make sugar out of the sap that comes from the maple 
tree. We do not pay a bounty on the lead which comes from Mexico. 
That ore is not imported into this country on account of the lead which 
it contains, but it is imported here because it is necessary to have it in 
the smelting of our own ores. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is a disputed question whether there is any 
necessity of having it at El Paso for the purpose of being used in the 
smelting of our own ores. 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam extremely desirous of avoiding an evening 
session to-night, if possible, and I shall be very glad if we can finish 
this schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am as anxious to do that as the Senator, but I 
want to say this, and I will take my seat, and so far as I now think 
will take no further part in the debate on this schedule. 

The Senator from Massachusetts referred to the Englishman, and 
nearly always does when he addresses the Senate upon this subject of 
the tariff. I have here a communication from Bradford, England, to 
the American Woolen and Cotton Financial Reporter, which I believe 
is a protectionist paper, and which 1 will read in confirmation of the 
statement I made a moment ago that this policy of imposing high rates 
of duty upon manufactured goods will bring the English here, or rather 
the Englishman’s capital here, to purchase these establishments, while 


he will take the dividends away and spend them in England. Here is 
the communication: 4 
Braprorp, ENGLAND, August 13, 1890, 
Editor of the American Reporter: 
The ocrats and ani ä will find an urgent support ſor their 


worsted mills of Mr, Charles Fletcher, which are about to be offered to the pub- 


£88,917 8s, 9d,—$334,249.58 
— 87,196 14s. = 422,903.99 
97,800 14s. 4l 


And this is one of the poor worsted factories for which we have in- 
creased to-day the duties upon worsted goods enormously in the para- 
graphs we have already passed over. 


The figures are vouched for by leading firms of public accountants. 


Yours truly, 
FREE TRADER. 

Now, the editor of the American Reporter says: ‘ 

Mr. Charles Fletcher is one man in a thousand for thoroughness of knowl- 
edge in manufacturing, and for breadth, decision, and courage in the conduct 
of his great business. The results which he achieves are no criterion for the 
woolen industry as a whole. 

In another paragraph this paper refers to this information and com- 
ments upon it in a similar strain. f 

Mr. President, the inevitable tendency, as I have said, of this sys- 


tem is to induce foreigners to put their capital here, while they do not 


come here and join the Democratic party or the Republican party, but 

make enormous dividends and drain this country of its money as land- 

lordism is draining Ireland of its money. That is the effect of it, 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will allow _ 


me to put in a denial. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow mea moment. If an Englishman can come 
here with his capital and make enormous dividends, why can not Amer- 
jeans do the same and match him here on our soil and bring down the 
cost ? 

Mr. CARLISLE, -The Englishman comes because he finds he can 
realize much larger dividends under this policy than he can in England, 
where he is carrying on his business, 

Mr. DAWES. I did not ask why he did not stay in England. 

Mr. CARLISLE. He does stay there. 

Mr. DAWES. I asked if he made these enormous dividends why 
could not American capitalists in the same business make enormous 
dividends, and then between them, all the competition being here, the 
price of the article comes down and the dividends come to an end? 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the first place, the Englishman does not come 
here. He stays in England and spends his money in England, but the 
American manufacturers can make large dividends, and the very paper 
which I have read shows that they have proved it to the satisfaction of 
the Englishmen, who are willing to invest their money and pay over 
$4,000,000 for this establishment upon the statement that their profits 
have increased from $324,000 in 1887 to over $471,000 in 1889. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not the personal presence of the Englishman's 
body here, but it was the presence of his capital here in a kind of busi- 
ness into which every one of the 64,000,000 people in the United States 
has just as much liberty to enter as he. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If they have the money. 

Mr. DAWES. The question I tried to put to the Senator was this: 
When he has an opportunity to put his capital into a business which 
produces such enormous dividends, why all the rest of the people of 
this country do not do the same thing and bring these enormous divi- 
dends to an end. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, Mr. President, the answer is very sim 
In the first place, all the people in this country have not the capital 
necessary to enable them to engage in the manufacture of woolen and 
worsted goods; in the second place, they have not the skill or experi- 
ence in that business which these gentlemen in England have who are 
already engaged in that business and whose fathers and grandfathers 
were engaged in it before them, and they can come here because they 
have both the capital and the experience. You might as well ask me 
why everybody does not go to Florida to produce oranges, which are 
sold at a profit, or why everybody does not go to the West and mine 
for gold or silver. They can not do it. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe American people believe what the Senator has 
said to-day, they have the skill and capital in abundance, and they 
would put them into that business just as quick as they could put them 
in. Any kind of business in this country, which is open toeverybody, 
that pays more than 6 per cent. dividend will draw a crowd after it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I sought the floor a few moments ago to read a short 
extract from an interview with Mr. Fletcher, published in the Prov- 
idence Journal, in which he denies the statement the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has read and states that it is wholly untrue in every particular. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will see that I read all thatthe Amer- 
ican Reporter said upon the subject, because the paper treated it as 
being true, and this paper defended Mr. Fletcher. 


‘ 
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Mr. HISCOCK. That is one of the peculiarities of this discussion. 
The debate is filled with these flying rumors manufactured for the 
purpose of exciting prejudice, and we hear of these immense profits, 
when it does seem to me thatany Senator conversant with the business 
affairs of this country must, withoutany investigation, know that they 
are absolutely false. It is no answer to say that men have experience 
and that therefore they can control a business. This country is full 
of capital, and this country is full of energy and experience with re- 
spect to every one ofthese industries. Inquiry of gentlemen wholive 
in the neighborhood of these establishments, and know of their own 

knowledge that these monstrous profits have never been made, 
would demonstrate the fact that the manufacturing industry is upon 
the edge too frequently of bankruptcy, that people are withdrawing 
from it, and that it is subject to the same vicissitudes, to the same fort- 
unes up and down as every other business in the United States; and 
yet updn the statements of anonymous correspondents, not supported 
by a man who would give his name, the country is frightened, or the 
attempt is made to frighten the country or the Senate as to the pro- 
priety of proposed legislation. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I fonnd this in a protectionist paper friendly to 
Mr. Fletcher, which commented upon it upon the assumption that it 
was true. I showed it to the Senator from Rhode Island two or three 
days ago, and he was not then prepared to say whether it was true or 
not, and I had never heard its accuracy questioned until the Senator 
made the statement a moment ago from his seat. The Senator from 
Rhode Island will bear me witness that I have not used this without 
first showing it to him, because it related to an establishment in his 
city, and I had every reason therefore to believe that it was true, and 
Thave reason now to believe, upon the statement made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that itis not true. . ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. That it is not trae? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That the statement which I read is not true. I 
understand the Senator to say that Mr. Fletcher denies it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. . Yes; and I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I had not seen the interview to which I referred at thattime. It 
has just been brought to my attention. 

r. FRYE. But did not the Senator from Kentucky, as a member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and from his general knowledge 
of the rulings of the Treasury Department touching worsteds, know 
that during the last five years nearly half of the worsted mills have 
been driven out of business because they could not make anything ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. No; I did not know it, and I do not know it now. 

Mr. FRYE. I know it. s 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iseeit stated in the newspapers, but that may 
not be true, that they are forming a combination of some sort, perhaps 
in the nature of a trust, to control prices, notwithstanding the fact 
that we have given them all they asked for in this legislation which 
they supposed would enable them to carry on their business prosper- 


ously. 

Me DOLPH. Mr. President, it is a very extraordinary spectacle to 
see Senators on the other side of the Chamber willing to throw down 
the barriers against the cheap-labor products of the world and admit 
them to compete with the products of labor in the United States, 
When we discussed the Chinese question and proposed to exclude 
Chinese laborers from this country on the ground that that labor came 
in competition with the labor of American citizens we found Senators 
on the other side claiming that they had been originally and always in 
favor of excluding Chinese laborers. 

Mr. GRAY, May I ask the Senator from Oregon if that was the sole 
ground upon which Chinese immigration was prohibited ? 

Mr. DOLPH. That was the principal ground. 

Mr. GRAY. If it was, why is not the Senator in fayor of the prohibi- 
tion of other forms of foreign labor in this country? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will attend to that directly. When we discussed 
the question of the importation of contract labor we found Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber claiming the credit for all that has 
ever been done in that regard, and when we come to the discussion of 
the question of the importation of cheap products of cheap labor from 
other countries we find them apparently willingly to throw down the 
bars and introduce the cheap-labor products of China and India and of 
other foreign countries, ; 

There is such a thing as having goods too cheap. A labor productis 
too cheap if it deprives the American laborer of employment, and it is 
too cheap if it reduces the wages of the American laborer so that he 
can not live in comfort and independence and properly support his fam- 
ily. I for one do not want anything in this country any cheaperthan 
it can be manufactured by the competition of 64,000,000 of American 
citizens and the most intelligent and enterprising people on the face 
of the when it can be manutactured by American capital and 
American labor, And I say American capital and American labor in 
contradistinction to the capital of New England, or of the South, or 
of the States of the great Mississippi Valley, or of the Pacific coast, 
and the discussion upon that side of the Chamber has proceeded upon 
the theory apparently that it was the interest of sections that was to 
be considered, that it was the interest of a particular class of individ- 
uals that was to be considered. This great question of protection is a 


national question, and while there are some leading industries in my 
own State that we contend should be protected in the general scheme 
of protection, for myself and for the people there I can say that we are 
in tavor of protection as a principle, and that it is not a local question. 
We are in favor of protecting American industries, American capital, 
and American labor. 

The Senator from Kentucky said that many people have not the 
capital to enter into the manufacturing business. There is not a coun- 
try now upon the face of the earth, unless it be Great Britain, where 
there is as much capital awaiting profitable investment as there is in 
the United States. e savings-banks are full of the savings of work- 
ingmen; money is offered gt 5 per cent. per annum; Government 
bonds, drawing 3 per cent. interest per annum, are at a premium; 
stocks of private corporations which pay from 8 to 10 per cent. per an- 
num dividends are far above par, some of them as high as 200 per cent.; 
and with this surplus capital and with 64,000,000 pete ready to en- 
ter into any enterprise that promises to pay a reasonable return, it is 
absurd to say that American competition is not sufficient to keep down 
tue prices of all manufactured articles as low as they can be manufact- 
ured and preserve the wages of American workmen. 

What our friends on the other side want is not American competition 
and not goods as cheap as they can be manufactured by American la- 
borers and American manufacturers, with a resonable return to capital 
and fair wages to labor, but what they want is the competition of the 
pauper labor of European countries. 

The Senator from Kentucky the other day contrasted the revenue 
system of Great Britain and that of the United States, and undertook to 
tell the Senate that, considering the cost of living, the wages of la- 
boring men in Great Britain, as I undertsood him, was substantially 
equal to that in the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said nothing upon the subject, Mr. President. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said nothing upon that subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will tell the Senator that there is in Great Britain 
out of a population of 35,000,000, 7,000,000 who have to be supported 
in part by the public; there area million paupers in that country, and 
the great majority of the laboring men live deprived of the things which 
the ordinary American workingman would count as necessaries of life. 

I repeat that, so far asi am concerned, I am willing to risk Ameri- 
can competition to secure to us labor products as cheap as they ought 
to be afforded. 

Mr. VANCE, Iam a little astonished that the Senator from Oregon 
should express so much horror of cheap things while advocating a bill 
the object of which is expressly to make things cheaper still, but it is 
one of the mysteries, sir, that I give up. 

In relation to the matter of combinations which are being formed in 
anticipation of the passage of this bill, I ask the Secretary to read an 
extract from the New York Herald of the 29th of August, 1890, show- 
ing a combination of window-glass men. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope the Senator will allow that to be read some 
time when we are not in so much of a hurry as we are at the present 
moment. 

Mr. VANCE. I am not in a hurry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall certainly ask for a special session to-night 
unless we can complete the consideration of this schedule. 

Mr. VANCE. I am willing to have the article printed in the REC- 
ORD without its being read, if the Senator prefers, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The article will be inserted in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The article is as follows: 

WINDOW-GLASS MEN COMRINE—THEY INTEND TO POOL THEIR ISSUES AND WORK 
THE NEW TAI. 
| By telegraph.to the Herald. 
PITTSBURGH, PA., August 28, 1890, 

Details for the consolidation of all the window-glass factories in the North 
and West were perfected at the Monongabela House here yesterday by a com- 
mittee appointed at a meeting at the Auditorium in Chi on August 19, 
James Chambers and William Loeffler, of Pittsburgh: T. F. art, of Muncie: 
W. D. Keyes, of New Albany, Ind., and N. G. Baker, of Findlay, Ohio, were 
the committee. Thirty-nine firms, representing all the factories in Western and 
Northern districts were represented at the meeting. 

Euch firm is to take steck in the new company equal to the value of its plant. 
All glass manufactured is to be sold by this company and prices are to be con- 
trolled and held firm, Out-of-the-way factories are to be shut down. Only 
those well situated are to be operated. 

Eastern district manufacturers are expected to come in to save themselves 
from ruinous competition. A coalition is to be formed with the importers at 
ee pw New York, and Boston, by which they are to handle American 
glass and keep the foreign article out of the market. A resolution was passed 
at the Chicago meeting that every firm should refuse to accept or fill orders un- 
til after a meeting to be held on September 12. 

It was represented by James Chambers in the meeting of August 19 that the 
only way to stifle competition was by this plan. His ideas met with a ready 
acceptance, and the committee to formulate detailed plans and draw up legai 
papers, etc., was appointed. The aggregate value of all the factories which are 


to federate is about $20,000,000. 
It is expected to raise prices 5 to 10 per cent. It is claimed that econo- 
mies will be effected consolidation, and that profits will be o larger by 


the absence of competition. > 

The passage of the tariif bill is now considered assured, and this will give the 
syndicate the opportunity to coerce importers into handling American glass in 
preference to foreign. 7 


Mr, PLATT. If the Senator from Kentucky had turned to the re- 

pos of Mr. Fairchild, when Secretary of the to Congress, no 

onger ago than December, 1887, he would have found that the Demo- 
cratic Secretary ot the Treasury said: 

Earnest representations have been made to me of the hardships suffered by 
domestic interests on account of these changed conditions. 

Referring to the discrimination in the rates of duties imposed on 
woolen and worsted cloths. 

There is much reason to believe that the manufacture of worsted cloths must 
soon cease in this country unless the tariff law in this regard is amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will allow the whole of the par- 
agraph to be inserted in the RECORD, © 

Mr. PLATT. That is all I desire to have inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with, 

Paragraphs 382 and 383 were read, as follows: 

$82. Saxony, Wilton,and Tournay velvet 4, red or plain, and all car- 
pets or carpeting of like character or description, 60 cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

383. Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like char- 
acter or description, 44cents per squre yard, and in addition thereto 40 percent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I rise only for the purpose of say- 
ing that, inasmuch as everybody is anxious to dispense with an even- 
ing sessionif possible, I shall offer no amendments to any of these para- 
graphs, but I desire to say that if there were time to consider and 
discuss them I should certainly feel it my duty to offer amendments 
to each one of them, because I think the duties in all are too high. 
In view, however, of the fact that we want to get through with the 
schedule and that we can not, judging by what has passed, secure the 
adoption of amendments I will not consume the time of the Senate 
by offering them. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] desires to 
offer an amendment to one paragraph, which will take but little time, 
and, with that exception, so far as I know, we shall waive the right 
to offer amendments and proceed with the schedule. 

Mr. GRAY. In paragraph 383—I think we have passed that, and 
I will ask unanimous consent to go back to it—I move that 35 cents 
per square yard ’’ and ‘'35 per cent. ad valorem,” in lines 19, 20, and 
21, be substituted for the rate in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 383, on page 93, line 19, after the 
word description,“ it is proposed to strike out 44“ and insert 35; 
and in line 20, after the word ‘‘thereto,’’ to strike out 40 and in- 
dert 35; so as to read: 


383, Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like 
character or description, 55 cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 35 
per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. GRAY. 
existing Iaw. Assuming that something must be conceded to the 
higher rate on the raw material, I have not broughtit down to the ex- 
isting law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Paragraphs 384 and 385 were read, as follows: 

381. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed on the warp 
or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like er or description, 40 
cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

285. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of 
like character or Dr rae printed on the warp or otherwise, 28 cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto ad yalorem, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
desire to fill the blank in paragraph 384, on page 94, line 4? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert 40 per cent. ad.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, in paragraph 384, on page 94, 
in line 4, before the word ‘‘ valorem,” to fill the blank with the words 
‘t forty per cent. ad; so as to read: 

383. T. Br is fi, d lain, and all ts ting 
of like Si dis 3 hited 9 3 — 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 386 was read, as follows: 

386, Treble ingrain, three ply, and all-chain Venetian carpets, 19 cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 386 I move to strike out 19 before 
‘‘cents”’ and insert 12; and to strike out 40 and insert ‘'30;’ 
which will restore the existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In paragraph 386, on page 94, line 7, before 
the word cents, it is pro to strike out 19 and insert 12; 
and in line 8, after the word thereto, to strike out 40 and in- 
sert 30; so as to make the paragraph read: 


386. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all-chain Venetian carpets, 12 cents per 
square yard, and in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The question is on the amendment 


That amendment does not bring the duty down to the 


Paragraph 387 was read, as follows: 


387. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets, IU cents per square yard, and 
in addition thereto 40 per — 2 2 pe 


Mr. VANCE. Inthat h, after the word “‘ carpets,’ I move 
to strike out 14 and insert ‘‘8;” and to strike out? 40“ and insert 
**30;”' so as to make the rates 8 cents per square yard and 30 per cent. 


ad valorem. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In ph 387, on page 94, line 10, before 


the word cents,“ it is pro to strike out 14 and insert ‘'8;”’ 
and in the same line, after the word thereto, to strike out 6459 
and insert 30; so as to make the paragraph read: 

337.. Wool Dutch and t ly i i ts, 8 cent rd, and 
in addition thereto 30 92 3 C 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 388 was read, as follows : 

388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent, ad valorem, Felt ing, Sg 
ured or plain, II cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Mr. VANCE. In that paragraph I move to strike out ‘‘22,’? before 
the word cents,“ and insert 15; to strike out 40 and insert 
30; to strike out the whole of the specific duty and leave the duty at 
40 per cent. ad valorem. I am willing for these three amendments to 
be acted upon as one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 388, on page 94, line 13, it is pro- 
posed, before the word“ cents,“ tostrike out 22 and insert 15; in 
line 13, after the word thereto,” to strike out 40“ and insert 30; 
in line 15, after the word ' plain,“ to strike out 11 cents per square 
yard and in addition thereto; ’’ so as to read: 

388. D ts and bockings, printed, colored, th ise, 15 cents 
yard ania, ‘addition Í thereto 50 per Onk ad Valorem.” Pett carpeting, floured 
or plain, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
amendment. 

‘The amendment was rejected, 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 389, as follows: 

989. Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or parts of either, and other 
materials not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. The duty upon that, I think, by the present law is 
40 per cent. I move to strike out 50“ and insert 40.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should there be any punctuating 
point between Wool? and “flax?” > 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a comma after wool.’? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted after 


“wool? 
I should like to ask the Senator while he is up if the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. VANCE. 
paragraph means to impose this rate where the carpets are all flax or 
all cotton or all wool or partly of either. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it perhaps would read plainer to insert in 
the eighteenth line, ‘‘or any part of either,” 

Mr. VANCE. Unless the wool was a component part of either ar- 
ticle the cotton and flax would have no place under the wool schedule. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
to strike out parts“ and insert any part.” The amendment will 
be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
read: 

Carpets aud carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, orany part of either, and other 
materials, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a comma after materials.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted; and the 
amendment will be agreed to, if there be no objection. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think, upon further consideration, the words 
“and other materials” should be stricken out. It is a dangerous phrase 
to have in the paragraph, anyhow. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then should not the words not 
specially provided for’’ also be stricken out? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; those should be retained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In line 18, on page 94, it is proposed to strike 
out the words and other materials; so as to make paragraph 389 
read: 


It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 


Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or any part of either, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. My amendment has not yet been voted upon. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announced that the amend- 
~~ proposed from the committee were agreed to, if there were no 
objection. 

Mr. VANCE. Ves, sir; but I made a motion to amend by striking 
out fifty and inserting ‘‘forty.’’ z 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was not heard at 
the desk, It will be reported. 
The Cuter CLERK.. In paragraph 389, line 19, page 94, strike out 
“fifty”? and insert ſorty; “ so as to read: 40 per cent. ad valorem.““ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Chief Clerk read paragraph 390, as follows: 
390.. Mats, screens, covers, hassocks, bed-sides, art squares, and other 
portions of carpets or carpeting made wholly or in part of wool, not specially 
provided for in this act, shall be subjected to the rate of duty herein imposed on 
carpets or carpetings of like character or description. 

Mr. ALDRICH. L suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that we 
might read through the next schedule, the silk schedule, which is very 
short, and to which I think he has no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is only one clause in it which I now think 
of that I bave any objection to, and that is the clause which puts a 
woo! duty upon every bit of silk that has a particle of wool with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is in the last paragraph. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, read on. 

Mr. VANCE. I have an amendment to come in after paragraph 390, 
at the conclusion of Schedule K, as an independent provision, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North ina will be reported. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask to have the amendment read, and as I regard 
it as an important provision and wish to make a few remarks upon 
it, I shall ask the consent of Senators upon that side to hold an even- 
ing session to-morrow evening for the purpose of allowing me to make 

remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will be consent to that. 

Mr. VANCE Lask that the amendment be read simply, to lie over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think perhaps we had better have an understand- 
ing now that we shall have a session to-morrow evening. 

r. MoPHERSON. At what hour? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a recess be taken from half past 5 
o’clock to 8 o’clock, for the consideration of the bill. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be unjust 
to more than a quorum who are not present now to fix any order for to- 
morrow that they might object to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I withdraw the suggestion now, and will 
make it again to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas from an early period in our history duties upon foreign imports have 
been levied with the avowed purpose of promoting the interest of domestic 


manufactures, and drawbacks or rebates have been given of the duties on raw 
material used in the manufacture of all articles exported for the same purpose; 


ment of the production of spirits and tobacco all 
a taxes are refunded upon those articles which are exported abroad; 


Whereas bounties have 1 been nted to our fishermen by a drawback of 
duties upon the salt used in their ness, and subsidies are proposed to aid in 
the ing and 1 i Rand 

Whereas agriculture., ing the greatest and most important of all our indus- 
tries, has not been, and in th 
manner, the duties heretofore levied for that purpose having for the most part 
proved wholly unavailing; and 

‘Whereas it is desirable to do impartial justice to all of our industries, and to 
give no one an advantage over the others, and inasmuch as there is no other 
way by which agriculture can be compensated for its contributions to the sup- 
port oi 

S80. —, 


and 
Whereas for the encou 


e nature of things can not be, aided in the same 


cotton may be component material of chief value; 60 per cent. of the present 
duty on earthenware, china, and ware; 30 per cent. of the present rate of 
duty on all used for fertilizers or in the manufacture thereof, and 25 


material 
cent. of the present duty on lumber, jute bagging, and farmers’ binding- 


e 
SEC., — That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt 

pon — 5 as may be necessary to carry into effect the provis- 
ns s act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, after line 1, 
95, Schedule L—Silk and silk goods, to strike out the follow- 


paragraph: 
409. There shall be paid from any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
tion of the Revised Statutes, for a 
often years from and after the date on which this act takes effect, the 
every from the cocoon, but not 

or 3 in manufacture in any other way: 
has been reeled in 8 States from 


z 
a 
2 
8 
a 
= 
2275 
g 
5 
5 
8 
g 


fresh cocoons produced in the United States by sil 


tifically known as Bombyx mori, And the Secretary of oa nema i is author- 
ized from time to time to prescribe regulations for determining the amount of 
the silk in a lot on which a bounty is pa: and the manner in which itshall 
be ; also, rules regulating the payment of the bounty on cocoons; and the 
said rules shall be duly published. And for the payment of these bounties the 
Secretary of the l is authorized to 

or su 


draw warrants on the Treasurer of 
the United States sunis as shall be n „which sums shall be cer- 


ecessary, 
posas him by the Secretary of Agriculture, by whom the bounties shall be dis- 
n H 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading 
of the part proposed to be stricken out will be omitted by common con- 
sent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The committee propose various amendments in the 
schedule, which might as well be concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro temre. The reading of the part proposed to 
be stricken out may be omitted, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, striking ont the 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

301, Silk partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk, and not 
1 ad vanoed or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 50 cents per 
pound, 

$92, Thrown silk, not more advanced that 
silk, twist, floss, sptin silk, and silk threads or 8 — 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ihave some amendments to offer to paragraph 392. 
I move to strike out ‘‘spun silk,’’ in the second line of the paragraph, 
and to insert before the word thirty,“ in the third line, except spun 
silk;“ and then to add a new clause, as follows: 

Spun silk in skeins or cops, or on beams, 35 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr, MCPHERSON. May Lask the Senator if that tends to increase 
or decrease the duty ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It increases the duty 5 per cent. on spun silk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 392, page 96, line 4, strike ont the 
words ‘‘spun silk;“ inline 5, after the word description, insert the 
words except spun silk;” and add to the paragraph the words: 

Spun silk in skeins or cops or on beams, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


392. Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing 
silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or of every description, except spun 
silk, 30 per cent, ad valorem; spun silk in skeins or cops or on 35 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, page 96, 
after line 6, to strike out down to and including line 2, on page 97, in 
the following words: 

412. Goods in the piece, including ribbons, not otherwise especially provided 
for in this act, 5 ers not less than 1 . nor more than n square 
yard, containing less than 25 per cent, and not less than 10 per cent. in weight 
of silk, 75 cents DR gore pepe eed perean rem; the same, containing 
less than 50 per cent. and not less than 25 per cent. in weight of silk, $1.25 per 
pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem ; the same, containing 50 per cent or morein 
weight of silk, if black, $1.60 per pound and 15 per cent. valorem; if white 
8 ee or partly black or partly colored, $2.25 per pound and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

413. Velvet, plushes, or other pile fabrics in the piece (including ribbons) con- 
taining, exclusive of selv less than per cent. in weight of silk, $2 per 
paa and 15 per cent. orem; the same containing, exclusive of sel 

cent. or more weight of silk. 83.50 pound and 15 Boxy cent. 
valorem. In ascertaining the percentage of silk under this act weight of 
silk shall be taken as found in the goods. 


Mr. VANCE. Lask the Senator from Rhode Island where the arti- 
cles designated in the stricken out paragraphs will come in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In ph 395, all manufactures of silk * 
* * not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read paragraph 393, as follows: è 
å braces, 9 braids, gal- 


eee: OREN pgm Hee age the are elastic or non- 


elastic, buttons, and ornaments, made of silk, or of which silk is the component 
material of chief value, 50 per cent, ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
394, beginning in line 14, on page 97, to strike out the following pro- 
Viso: 


Provided, That all such clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel 
when com in tof India rubber shall be subject to a duty of 10 cents per 
ounee, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem, 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


304. Laces and embroideries, neck rufflings and ruchings, clothing read 
made, and articles of ee pad of every description, including nit 
goods, made up or manufact wholly or in by or, 
or manufacturer, composed of silk, or of which the component material 


is 
of chief value. not specially provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad valorem., 
Mr. VANCE. I wish to ask, if the Senator from Rhode Island will 
pardon me, as thereare no data given here, whether that is an increase 
or not. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


out the proviso would be a reduction, if 
that is what the Senator to know. 


Mr. CARLISLE. But the paragraph is an increase from 50 per cent. 
to 60 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The general clause; but the effect of striking out 
the proviso would be to reduce the rates on those articles. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I understand if ss) eid is left in every silk 
glove with a little India rubber in it would pay this increased rate, and 
by striking it out those articles are exempt from the increased duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; that is the effect of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee propesing to strike out the proviso. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 395, as follows: 


895. All manufactures of silk, or of which silks the component material of 
chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent, ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That all such manufactures of which wool, or the hair of the camel, goat, 
or other he animals is a component material, shall be classified as manufact- 
ures. of wool. 


Mr. CARLISLE, I move to strike out the proviso in that para- 
ph. That is the clause to which I referred a moment ago. The ef- 
fect of that will be that if there is a single thread of wool used in any 
manufacture of silk it will be required to pay the duty imposed upon 
manufactures of wool; that is to say, silk in the piece, all which must 
be worth over 40 cents a pound, and therefore if silk in the piece has 
any wool whatever in it it will be subject to a duty of 44 cents a pound 
and 50 per cent. ad valorem. If it is an article of wearing apparel 
made of silk and has a particle of wool in it it will be subjected to a 
duty of 49} cents a pound and 60 per cent. ad valorem, The proviso, 
in my opinion, ought to be stricken out entirely or the words of chief 
value“ should be inserted, so as to make the proviso read: 

That all such manufactures of which wool, or the hair of the camel, goat, or 
other like animals, is a component material of chief value, shall be classified 
as manufactures of wool, 

That would prevent this high rate of duty from being applied to 
those articles which have just simply a thread or any quantity what- 
ever of wool. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator know of any way in which it is 
possible to prevent fraud in respect of either silk or woolen goods ex- 
cept to adopt this provision? Where are you going to draw the line 
of admixture? Then, when you say component material of chief 
value, it would be necessary to practically make a new schedule almost 
with reference to goods made up in that way. They could accommo- 
date themselves to the condition of things and keep the silk ont of the 
manufacture of woolen 

Mr, CARLISLE, Keep wool ae of silk, you mean? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; PRE wool out. 

Mr. CARLISLE, But if there is any difficulty here about inserting 
the words ‘‘ of chief value,’’ this bill is full of such difficulties. 

HISCOCK. Oh, itis full of it. 


Mr. 
Mr. CARLISLE. That provision occurs in many places, to subject 
the article to the rate of duty prescribed for the component material of 


chief value and not simply to a rate of duty because it happens to have 
a small particle of some "material which is subjected to a higher rate of 
du 

Me. ALDRICH. The Senator must know that a different rule has 
al ways been applied to wool for obvious reasons; that the duties upon 
wool itself have made it necessary to impose higher duties upon woolen 
goods than any other textile fabrics; and for that reason the woolen 
schedule has always been drawn in such a way as to impose duties on 
manuſactures composed wholly or in part of woo). That has been the 
law ever since 1867,but by a recent decision of one of the district courts 
it was held that notwithstanding the plain and explicit character ofthe 
language of the woolen schedule, unless wool, when mixed with silk, 
was the component material of chief value the goods were dutiable 
under the 50 per cent. rate. 

Mr, CARLISLE. As silk goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As silk goods. It is for the purpose of obviating 
that evasion of the law that this paragraph is inserted here. It does 
not change the plain intention of Congress in every act imposing the 
duties upon woolen goods, which has been adopted from 1867 to the 
present time, to impose a certain and aspecific rate upon all textile 
composed wholly or in part of wool. This does not change the intent 
of Schedule K, which we have already passed over, in any respect. It 
merely prevents people from inserting a small of silk in wool 
goods to enable them to evade paying the higher rate of duty. 
rong 1 That policy has not been carried out throughout 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Not in the woolen schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Oh, yes, it has. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Notat all. You have not imposed 44 cents per 
pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem upon all the goods which contain 
cotton and wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The basket clause of the woolen schedule, if the 
Senator will permit me—— 
ane CARLISLE. But I am speaking of the specific provision of the 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It is contained on page 89, paragraph 374, and is 
as follows: 


874. On woolen or worsted cloths, knit fabrics, and all fabrics made on knit- 
ting machines or frames, and all manufactures of every description—— 


Mr. CARLISLE. “Not specially provided for.” 
Mr. ALDRICH. Sus 


Made wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or 
other animals, not specially provided for in this act. : 


Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, ‘‘not specially provided for.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have in the case of dics goods provided a * 7 
rate for goods composed in part of cotton and in part of wool, 
is the only exception. 

Mr. CARLIS And also in the next paragraph alter that the same 
distinction is made, and the wool duty is not applied to it simply be- 
cause it has a little wool in it, or even half wool in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That is only true of the paragraphs in relation to 
dress goods. In all the others in paragraph 378 in regard to clothing com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, ete., in the ph in regard to dol- 
mans, in the paragraph in regard towebbings, gorings, etc., made wholly 
or in part, etc., this rule applies and always has ‘applied, as I have 
already stated, from 1867 down to the t time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I do not want to prolong the dis- 
cussion of this ph, and I shall not do so, but it is evident, 1 
think, although Iam not familiar with the manufacture of this kind 
of thata very small of wool can be used in the manufacture 
of silk goods. It is not a case even like the women’s and children’s 
dress goods, where there may be a large quantity of wool, more than 
half of it composed of wool and the balance of cotton or some otber 
textile fiber. In this case there can be only a very small particle of 
wool in the manufacture, and that small particle, it seemsto me, ought 
not to subject the whole article to the wool duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to strike out the 
proviso to paragraph 395, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it agreeable to Senators on the other side to go 
on with the paper schedule, or do they desire to have an adjournment ? 

„Mr. CARLISLE. There are some things in the paper schedule that 
will give rise to some discussion, and we can consider that under the 
five-minute rule, I think, very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill state that in the morning I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to take up the sugar schedule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 885) au- 
thorizing the Lexington Pontoon Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a pontoon bridge across the Missouri River, and to 1 
the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State 
of Missouri, withan amendment in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3918) in re; to collisions at sea, 
having met, after fall and free conference have agree to reeommend and do 
recommend to their ve Houses as follows. 5 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
to the second section of ony it and agree to the same with the following 
amendment thereto, namely: Amend section 2 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That every master or person in charge of a United States vessel who 
fails, without reasonable cause, to render such assistance or give such informa- 
tion as aforesaid shall be deemed g bear Sp a Lager pasted and shall be liable 
to a penalty of $1,000, or imprisonment fora term not Pyn pe two years, and 
for the above sum the vessel shall 3 3 

against by process in any district court of the United States 8 
half such sum to be para — to the informer and the other 
es. 
And with the care ase Gage ne sep section 
“Sxo,3, That take effect at a time to be fixed by the President 
by proclamation issued for that purpose. 
And the House agree to the same. 


United 


WM. P. FR 

W-D. WASHBURN, 

A. F. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senkte. 
N. DINGLEY, Jr., 
JOHN M. FARQ 


WM. M. SPRINGER, 
Managers onthe part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3839) for the protection of miners in the Territories 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 2, 1 
10 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 1, 1890. 


The House met ati2o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. R. S. MACARTHUR, 
D. D., of New York, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


PROTECTION OF LIVES OF MINERS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (IT. R.3839) for the protection of the lives of miners in the Territories. 


Be it enacted, elc., That the President shall appoint in each organized or un- 
organized Territory of the United States a mine inspector, who shall hold his 
ce until his successor is appointed and qualified, Such inspector shall pe 
bond in the sum of $10,000, conditioned upon the faithful performance of his 
duties, f > 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the mine inspectors provided for in this 
act to make careful and thorough inspection of each mine in operation within 
such Territory, and from time to time, at least annually, to make full report of 
the condition thereof with reference to the appliances for safety of the miners, 
and shall report the number of air shafts, shafts or slopes for ingross or ess. 
the condition of the ventilating 8 the quantity of nir supply, and gen- 
erally the condition of such mine as to the safety of the workmen. Such re- 

will be made to the governor of each organized Territory and a dupli- 
cate thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, and in case of unorganized terri- 
tory such report will be made to the Secretary of the Interior. £ 

Sec. 3. That in case the said mine inspector shall report that any mine is not 

rly constructed or not furnished with reasonable and proper machinery 
aoa appliances for the safety of the miners and other employés, it shall be the 
duty of the governor of such organized Territory, or in case of unorganized ter- 
ritory it shall be the duty ot tho Seere! of the Interior, to give notice to the 
owners or managers of said mine that the said mine is unsafe, and notifying 
them in what particular the same is unsafe, and requiring them to furnish or 

e uch itional machinery, appliances, slopes, ent . means of escape, 
ventilation, or other appliances necessary to the safety of the miners and other 
employés, and if the same be not furnished as required in such notice it shall 
be unlawful after the time fixed in such notice for the said owners or managers 
to operate said mine, Said notice shall fix n time, not exceeding six months, 
for compliance with its requirements. 7 

Src, r That in all coal-mines in the Territories of the United States the 
owners or managers shall provide at least two shafts, slo) or other outlets, 

by natural strata of not less than 150 feet in breadth, by which shafts, 
slo; or outlets distinct means of ingress and egress shall always be available 
to persons employedin said mine. And in case of the failure of any coal- 
mine to be so provided it shall be the duty of the mine inspector to make report 
of such and thereupon notice shall issue as provided in section 3 of this 
act, and with the same force and effect. 

Sec.5. That the owners or managers of every coal mins or other mine of a 
depth of 100 feet or more shall provide an adequate amount of ventilation of not 
less than 55 cubic feet of pure air per second, or 3,300 cubic feet per minute, and 
as much more as circumstances may require, for every fifty men at work in said 
mine. and in like propos ioe fora r number, which air shall by proper 
appliances or machinery be forced through such mine so as to dilute and render 
— and expel therefrom the noxious or poisonous pare to such an extent 

the entire mine may be in a fit state for men to work therein; and all work- 
shall be kept clear of standing gas. 

6. That any mine owner or manager who shall continue to operate a 
mine after failure to comply with the requirements of the mine in r, as 
provided in this act, shall be deemed guilty ofa misdemeanor, and shall be fined 
not to exceed SRO or imprisoned not to exceed one year, or shall be both fined 


the discretion of the court. 
Sr. 7. That in no case shall a furnace shaft be used or for the purposesof this 
act be deemed an panty! a shaft. 
Seo. E Thatescape shafts shall be constructed in compliance withthe require- 
ts 


meni this act within six months from the date of the passage hereof, unless 
the time shall be extended by the mine inspector, and in no case shall said time 


be extended to exceed one year from the passag of Uhis act. 
EEC. 9, That a metal aking-tube from the top to the bottom of the shaft or 
slope —＋ 3 be provided in all cases, so that conversation may be carried on 
e sanie. 


the mine inspector. 

Src. 13. That mine inspectors shall be permitted to enter all mines at any 
time that they may so desire. 

Src. Thatin all cases of fatal accidents a full report thereof shall be made 
by the mine owner or manager to the mine inspector, said report to be in writ- 
tag and mado within ten days after such death shall have occurred. 

. 15. That as a cumulative remedy, in case of the failure of any owner or 
manager of any mine to comply with the orders of the mine inspector, made 
in pursuance of this act, or in case of the failure of any mine owner or mana- 

to comply with the 1228 of this act, any court of ii stg jurisdic- 

m, or the judge of such court in vacation, may, on the application of the mine 

inspector in the name of the United States, issue an injunction restraining the 

further ration of such mine until such requirements are complied with, and 
in order to obtain such injunction no bond shall be required. 

Sec. 16. That wherever the term owner or manager is used in this act the 
same shall include lessees or other persons controlling the operation of any 
mine. And in case of the violation of the provisions of this act by any corpo- 
ration, the ma ng officers and superintendents and other managing agents 
of such corporation shall be personally liable and shall be punished as pro- 
vided in this act for owners and managers. 

SEG. 17. That the mine inspectors provided for in this act shall each recelve a 
salary of $2,000 per annum and their actual traveling expenses when engaged 
9 duties. 


During the reading, 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


privil 
The SPEAKER. There is business now before the House. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Does not a question of privilege take 
precedence over that? 

The SPEAKER. Not in the midst of it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I ask that the be read as setting forth 
the purposes of the bill and as explaining the amendments which have 
been incorporated in the bill since it was introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘That is, the gentleman demands a second. Iam 
willing that a second shall be considered as ordered. : 
ane SPEAKER, The motion is to suspend the rules and pass the 

Mr. CANNON. 
will save time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to considering a second as 
ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr, STOCKBRIDGE. Lask that the report be read, as it gives a 
statement of the objects of the bill, together with the amendments re- 
ported by tlie committee. 

Mr. PAYSON, We can pass it right now. 
“Vote !??} 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments, 

The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: 


I ask that a second he considered as ordered, as that 


[Cries of Vote!“ 


Strike out all after the word assembled,“ at the end of line 2, in section I, 


and insert the following in lieu thereof: 


That, in each organized and unorganized Territory of the United States 
wherein are located coal mines the aggregate annual output of which shall be 
in excess of 1,000 tons perannum, the President shall appoint a mine inspector, 
who shall hold office until his successor is appointed and q ed. Such in- 
spector shall, before entering upon the disc e of his duties, give bond to 
. in the sum of $2,000, conditioned for the faithful discharge of 

uties. 

Strike out section 2 of the bill and insert the following as section 2: 

“Src, 2, That no person shall be eligible for appointment as mine inspector 
under section 1 of this act who is not either a practical miner or mining engi- 
neer, and who has not been a resident for at least six monthsin the Territo: 
for which he shall be appointed. And no person who shall act as land agent, 
manager, or agent of any mine, or as mining engineer, or be interested in op- 
erating any mine in such Territory, shall be at the same time an inspector un- 
der the provisions of this act. 

Insert the following as section 3: 

“Bec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the mine inspector provided for in this 
act to make careful and thorough inspection of each coal mine operated in such 
Territory, and to report, at least aninag upon the condition of each coal 
mine in said Territ with reference to the ig onsets for the safety of the 

iners, the number of air or ventilating shafts, the number of shafts or mores 
for ingress or eg the character and condition of the machinery for ventilat- 
ing such mines,and the quantity of air supplied to the same. ch reports 
shall be made tothe governor of the Territory in which such mines are located, 
and a duplicate thereof forwarded to the Secretary of the Interior, and in the 
case of an unorganized Territory directly to the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Rennmber section Zand make it section . Amend said section by inserting 
in line 2, between the words “any” and mine,“ the word coal; and in line 
7, between the words "ssid" and “mine,” insert the word“ +” strike out 
in line 10 the word appliances; in line 12 of said section, after the word 
Soot =|, hin insert the following: Within a period to be in said notice 
named.“ 

Strike out from lines 15 and 16 of said section the words “said notice shall fix 
atime, not exceeding six months, for compliance with its uirements,’’ 

Renumber section 4 of said bill and make it section 5. Strike out the word 
three in line 10 of said section and insert in lieu thereof the word “four.” 

Renumber section 5 of said bill and make it section 6, Strike out inline 2 of 
said section the words or other mine; and strike out from lines 6 and 6 the 
words “and as much more as circumstances may require. 

In line 9 of said section, after the word mine,“ insert the words to the face 
of each and every working place,” 

In lines 10 and 11 of said section strike out the words "to such an extent that 
the entire mine may be in a fit state for men to work therein.“ 

Renumber section 6 of said bill and make it section 7. In line 3 of said sec- 
tion strike out the words the mine inspector" and insert in lieu thereof the 
words“ this act.” 

In line 3 of said section, after the word! inspector," sirike out the words “as 
provided in this act and insert in lieu thereof the following: and after the 
8 of the period named in the notice provided for in section 4 of this 
act.” 


ct. 

Strike out in said section all after the word “exceed,” at the beginning of 
line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the words “five hundred dollars,” 

Renumber sections 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, and make them, respectively, sections 8, 
9,10, 11, and 12. Amend said last-named section by striking ont in line 1 the 
word“ ” and inserting in lieu thereof the word child.“ Then farther 
amend said section by adding thereto the following: 

And no father or other person shall misrepresent the age of any boy so em- 
ployed. Any person guilty of violating the provisions of this section shall be 
deemed 88085 a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be fined 
not to ex 24} 

Renumber section 12 and make it section 13. Strike ont in line 1 of said sec- 
Bon — words “and skillful” and insert in lieu thereof the words competent 
and sober,’ 

Strike out all of section 13 of said bill and insert the eee in lieu: 

“Seo, 1. That itshall be lawful forany inspector to enter and inspect any coal 
mine in his district, and the works and machinery belonging thereto, at all rea- 
sonable times, but so as not to impede or obstruct the working of the mine; and 
to make inquiry into the state of the mine, works, and machinery, and the venti- 
lation and mode of lighting the same, and into all matters and things con- 
nected with or relating to the safety of the persons employed in or about the 
same, and Speman to make inquiry whether the provisions of this act are 
complied with; and the owner or agent is hereby required to fu the 
means necessary for such entry, inspection, e n, and inquiry, of which 
the said inspector shall make an entry in the record in his office, noting the 
time and material circumstances of the inspection,” 0 

Renumber section 14 of said bill and make the same section 15, 
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Renumber section 15 of said bill and make the same section 16, In line 3 of 
said section, strike out the words “orders of the mine inspector, “and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: requirements contained in the notice of 
the governor of such Territory or the Secretary of the Interior, given.” 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Iam directed by the committee to report one 
additional amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There are now twenty minutes on either side, and 
the gentleman from Maryland is recognized for twenty minutes? 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. PAYSON. Under a motion to suspend the rules how is a com- 
mittee amendment in order to be voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill with the amendments. 

Mr.STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in addition to the amendments 
alteady read by the Clerk, Iam directed by the committee to offer a 
further amendment, which is as follows: On page 6, new section 13, 
line 1, strike out the word and“ and insert a comma in place of it. 

I will simply state, for the information of the House, that this bill 
aims, in the Territories of the United States, where there shall be coal 
miningofany considerableextent or importance—thatis, wherever there 
is an output in excess of 1,000 tons per annum—to establish an inspec- 
tion of the mines, having in view the safety of life and limb of the mi- 
ners employed therein. The bill is framed very largely upon the Penn- 
sylvania statute, which now regulates the matter in that State, but, 
looking to the interest of local self-government, this bill further provides 
that whenever any Territory shall adopt proper regulations in this re- 
spect and shall so certify to the Secretary of the Interior, then and there- 
after such local regulations shall obtain, and this law shall be abro- 
gated thereby. Mr. Speaker, I know of no better or more fitting 
measure to be brought before the House on this day, which is being 
celebrated all over this country as Labor Day, than a bill which looks 
to the protection of the miners employed in this industry in the Terri- 
tories. I reserve the balance of my time to answerany questions which 
may be asked. ` $ 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does this bill apply to any mines except coal mines? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It does not. As the gentleman will see by 
the first section of the bill as amended, it provides thatin Territories 
where coal mines are located with an annual output in excess of 1,000 
tons per annum this inspection shall be established. It applies to ngne 
but coul mines, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Is there any provision in the bill that the 
Territory itself can legislate upon the subject? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The last section of the bill expressly pro- 
vides— 

That whenever auy Territory shall make, or has made, provision by law for 
the safe operation of mines within such Territory, and the governor of such 
Territory shall certify said fact with a copy of the said law to the Secretary of 
the Interior, then and thereafter the provisions of this act shall no longer be in 
force in such organized Territory, but in lieu thereof the statute of such Terri- 
tory shall be operative in lieu of this act. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. The gentleman says this is a copy of the 
Pennsylvania law. Who appoints the inspector under the Pennsyl- 
vania statute? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I did not say that this was a copy of the 
Pennsylvania law. I said that in many of its provisions it was framed 
upon that law. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona.. How is the inspector appointed under the 
Pennsylvania law ? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, That Iam unable to answer, because in Penn- 
sylvania different laws apply to different counties, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to have an amendment 
adopted putting the appointment of this inspector inthe hands of the 
governor of the Territory. In Pennsylvania, I am informed, the in- 

r is appointed by the governor, and I think the same rule ought 
to apply to the Territories. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It seems to me not. 

A MEMBER. There may be no governor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, in the absence of a governor let the 
President appoint. In organized Territories let the governor appoint 
and in unorganized Territories let the appointment be made by the 
President of the United States. 7 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That change seems to me unnecessary} as 
the governor of the Territory is designated by the President. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. But the governor lives in the Territory 
and the President does not. : 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
There are two Territories, I believe, where mining is carried on, New 
Mexico and Arizona—— 

A MEMBER. And Utah. 

Mr. CANNON. And Utah. Now, are there any coal mines operated 
in either of those Territories? 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. As ſar as my information goes, in neither of 


the Territories which the gentleman has mentioned is coal - mining car- 
ried on to a sufficient extent to bring it under the provisions of this 
act. Thereis considerable coal-mining in the Indian Territory. There 
are supposed to be some coal mines in Oklahoma, but they are not yet 
e eee and there is known to be some in Alaska, but its extent is 
unknown. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, this applies only to cases where the output 
is a thousand tons per annum. That is a very small output of coal. 
This bill does not even require that the coal shall be mined from the 
shaft; it may be surface mining or slope mining, in which there is 
not the slightest necessity for inspection. How much pay is this in- 


r to get? 4 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Two thousand dollars, 

Mr. CANNON. This bill applies only to coal-mining. Now, if my 
friend wants to protect the lives of the miners why does he not report 
a bill that will apply, in the absence of Territorial legislation on the 
subject, to the kinds of mining that do exist largely in the Territories, 
gold and silver mining, which we know are carried on to a great extent 
there. Ido not object to legislation of this character where there is a 
necessity for it, but I fail entirely to see any necessity for such a law 
in relation to coal-mining in the Territories. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. In answer to the gentleman I will state that 
the dangers to be guarded against are those which to a great extent, if 
not exclusively, are confined to coal-mining. The gases which are the 
great source of danger are not developed in the character of rock and 
soil in which mining for the precious metals and metals semi-precious, 
whether gold, silver, copper, or cinnabar, is carried on, 


Mr. CANNON. I will ask my friend whether there are any Terri- 


torial laws in Utah in regard to coal-mining. I suppose not, as there 
are no coal mines there. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. So far as I am aware, there is none 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I understand there is a small quantity of 
coal obtained by steam-ships irom Alaska, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. A small amount, I am informed, 

Mr. CANNON. You do not know whether more than 1,000 tons in 
all is obtained in that way? 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There have been no accurate figures fur- | 


nished; my information is that the quantity is less than 1,000 tons. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that coal obtained by shaft mining or surface 
mining, strip mining or slope mining? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Up to the present time there have been no 
shafts sunk in Alaska. In the Indian Territory there have been a con- 
siderable number of shafts sunk, 

Mr. CANNON. Vet, if there has been as much as a thousand tons 
of coal obtained in Alaska by strip mining or slope mining, a mine in- 
spector must be at once appointed under this bill in the name of pro- 
tection of industry. It looks to me as if we might by this legislation 
create an industry before there is any necessity for the protection 
of mining in Alaska. Has my friend thought of that view? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It does not so seem to me, and I think the 
gentleman from Illinois, if he is as familiar with coal-mining as I sup- 
pose him to be, recognizes the fact that the coal veins almost invaria- 
bly oceur with a dip which necessitates the sinking of a shaft when it 
is desired to mine coal to any extent, that which comes to the surface 
being, as a rule, weathered, and losing much of its virtue. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand that; but still there is a great deal 
of slope mining or strip mining. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But not for practical use. 

Mr. CANNON. So far as the information which I obtained from a 
gentleman goes, I can not see any necessity for this bill anywhere un- 
less it may be in that portion of the Indian Territory occupied by the 
civilized tribes. I believe in Oklahoma there is no mining. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There is none developed there yet. ; 

Mr.CANNON. And the Legislature has just met, and presumably if 

any mining business was developed the local government would take 
care of the matter. Now, I want to ask my friend whether he thinks it 
wise on the one hand or whether we have the power on the other, under 
our treaties with the civilized tribes, to appoint a mine inspector to 
make these regulations in the Creek, the Choctaw, or the Cherokee 
country? 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I know of no treaty stipulation which would 
be violated by this legislation. Ido know that the men engaged in 
these mines have petitioned Congress for just this sort of relief; and I 
believe it to be competent for us to enact this legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, if the bill can apply practically only to the 
Indian Territory, why not amend it so that in terms it will go only to 
that extent? Why adopt a bill under which, whenever in ony portion 
of the Territories an output of a thousand tons can be obtained by strip 
mining or otherwise, men may call fortheappointment of mining in- 

> 


Mr. BAKER. Allow me to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the mines in the Indian Territory are all leased; the lessees work them 
just as they would work mines in any other Territory. 

Mr. CANNON. But is not the matter subject to the legislative pro- 
visions which may be adopted by the civilized tribes? 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. But, when Congress takes action on the sub- 
ject, those provisions, so far as they may conflict with our action, cease 
to operate. 8 
Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, according to my understanding 
we do not regard the Indian Territory, in the sense in which Congres 
legislates for it, as on all fours in this respect with the other Terri- 
tories, I have every sympathy—— t 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I hope this is not coming out of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. It comes out of my time; I am entitled to twenty 
minutes, I believe. 

I have every sympathy with any legislation which will protect hu- 
man life, but when you undertake to enact bills creating new offices I 
always like to see some necessity or justification, and, frankly, I do not 
see that the necessity is made apparent in this case. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The committee thought it wise to close the 
stable door before the horse was out. [Cries of Vote! ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. If no further debate is desired, the question is on 
the motion to suspend ihe rules and pass the bill with the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (8. heed granting a pension to John Swearer; and 

A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State. 

The message also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1840) granting a pensión to Sallie 
Donglass Hartranft, asked a conference with the House on the disa- 

ing votes of the two Houses, and had 4 Mr. Davis, Mr. 
AWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER conferees on the part of the Senate. 


CHARGES AGAINST COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on the 7th day of June last 
I offered a resolution asking for an investigation of charges made in 
the newspapers against the Commissioner of Pensions. One of the 
charges was that he was the president of a corporation known as the 
“Universal Refrigerator Company;’’ that he was selling shares of the 
stock in that corporation to employés in the Pension Office; that the 
scheme was impracticable and the stock worthless, bnt that in consid- 
eration of such purchases by said employés they had been promoted 
in office. 

On the 26th day of July following the Committee on Rules reported 
back the resolution and it was adopted by the House and a commit- 
tee appointed by the Speaker to investigate the charges. My name 
was not placed upon the committee, but at the solicitation of the chair- 
man of the committee I appeared before it and undertook to submit to 
the committee for consideration such facts as had come to my knowl- 
edge concerning the newspaper charges in question. Upon the unani- 
mous request of the committee I undertook the management of the in- 
vestigation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend a moment until order 
is restored on the floor. [After a pause.] The gentleman from In- 
diana will proceed. 

Mr, COOPER, of Indiana. In the beginning, Mr. Speaker, of the 
investigation I had a subpœna duces tecum issued for the Commissioner 
to produce, that is, to bring with him the books and papers of this cor- 

tion. : 

peWhen the committee met and organized a preliminary statement 
was made both by myself and the Commissioner of Pensions, In con- 
cluding his statement he declared that he declined to produce the books 
of the company on which the names of the stockholders appeared. 
Several efforts were made by me to discover the real owners of the 
stock. Questions having that in view were asked and ruled ont time 
and again by the majority of that committee. I was not allowed at 
any time to have inspection of these books. 

It has come to my knowledge to-day, and is admitted by the testi- 
mony taken before the committee, that one of the members of this 
2 committee, one of those chosen to try and determine the ques- 

nand to investigate the facts concerning that corporation, is himself 
a stockholder in this refrigerator company. The name of that gentle- 
man is Mr. MARTIN L. SMYSER, of Ohio, and I now send to the desk 
and ask the immediate consideration of the resolution which I ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AE aa management ot tos Universsl ROIO E OCA 

management o! or mpany; an 

Whereas Hon, MARTIN L. one of the members of said committee, 

appears on the books of ssid corporation as a stockholder in said Universal Re- 
frigerator Company: Therefore, 

That Hoa, N L. Surszn be, and is hereby, discharged from 

said committee; and the Speaker is hereby directed to appoint his successor. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker A 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. If that is offered for consideration I want to make 
the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I insist that I have the floor. 

Mr, CANNON. I want to make the proper objection at the proper 
time, that it presents no question of privilege and is not in order. 
I have no desire to take the gentleman from Indiana off the floor; 
but I do not want to lose any rights which might be construed to attach 
by permitting the consideration of this matter in this ex parle way by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. The resolution just offered by me raises, 
as I understand it, a question of the very highest privilege. It is a ques- 
tion affecting the integrity of the proceedings of this House. Wehave 
been for some days in an investigation in which, to the utmost 
of my ability, I have endeavored to secure the production of the books 
of this corporation, in order that the allegations or charges made in the 
hewspapers, on which the resolution was based, might be shown to be 
either true or false and in order that the facts in the case might be 
fully developed. It is one of the substantial issues submitted to the 
committee whether the stock is worth anything or not; whether the 
corporation is a wild-catspeculation, a worthless enterprise, a visionary 
scheme. That is a question to be tried, and that is the question sub- 
mitted to the special committee by the House. One of the vital ques- 
tions in the ascertainment of the truth of the charges made against the 
Commissioner is the question of the valne of the stock in question. 

Now, in trying that question we found that upon the very commit- 
tee constituted to try that issue is a member who has $20,000 of that 
stock to his credit. I ask gentlemen on that side, theretore, if that is 
afairtribunal, if they expector desire that this investigation shall pro- 
ceed with a committee thus organized. = 

The SPEAKER. What kind of a question of privilege does the 
gentleman claim he presents? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. A question of privilege affecting thein- 
tegrity of the proceedings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. A question as to the privileges of the Honse? 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, Yes. The House embraces its commit- 
tees; and I call the attention of the Speaker to the rulings heretofore 
made upon like questions, In our Digest of Rules, on page 440, it is 
shown that the refusal of a witness toappear and testify before com- 
mittees of the House has been held to be a matter of privilege; on 

442, the refusal of a committee to have read before it certain 
petitions referred to it by the House. And I need not, I suppose, 
elaborate that question, because it seems to me so clear upon the face 
of it that a question affecting the rights and integrity of the proceed- 
ings before a committee of the House is a question affecting the dignity 
and integrity of the proceedings of the House itself. 

I have thought it my duty to bring the matter to the attention of the 
House. Itisfor you to say what disposition shall be made of the matter. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, thisis certainly a question for the House 
to consider. If a gentleman is upon this committee who is interested 
in this company that is being investigated, no doubt he got there by 
inadvertence on the part of the Speaker; but that is no excuse for his 
remaining there, and it is due the dignity of the House, and it affects 
the character and honor of its proceedings and its integrity, to investi- 
gate tbat; and if a gentleman has been placed upon that committee in 
defiance of the integrity and proper proceedings of this House, there is 
no question of a higher privilege than that. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri regards it as a ques- 
tion of privilege of the House, and not an individual question? 

Mr. BLAND. But an individual member of the House has a right 
to rise to a question of privilege which belongs to him personally and to 
the House collectively; and no one can bring that to the attention of 
the House except some member of the House. It can not be brought 
to the attention of the Speaker except as a matter of privilege belong- 
ing to a member of the House as a part of the House itself. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the question 
before this committee for investigation is simply the question 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend foramoment. Will 
the House please be in order? The gentleman from New York will 


p Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the question 
referred to this committee is whether Mr. Raum is president of a com- 
pany or whether the stock of that company is worth anything or not. 
I do not understand that to be the question. 

‘As I understand the charge which has been referred to the commit- 
tee it is this, that Mr. Raum, as Commissioner, being president of a 
company the stock of which is valueless, has sought to obtain persons 
connected with the Pension Office to purchase that stock, and has 
promised or agreed to promote or has in fact promoted employés in 
that Department in consequence of their being stockholders or in some 
way being connected with that corporation. I have no doubt in my 
own mind that the true construction of the resolution committed to the 
committee is to inquire whether Mr. Raum, in the discharge of his 
official duty, has promised or given any intimation that promotion 
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should follow any of the anpii in that office in consequence of their 
connection with this corporation. I never have supposed that the 
question submitted to the committee was whether Mr. Raum was en- 
gaged in some outside speculations or not, nor whether he was an officer 
of any company whose stock was valueless, but whether, in his official 
capacity he has sought to influence thé action of men holding positions 
in his bureau under him, and whether he has made promises or given 
any encouragement, or hasin fact promoted men because of their con- 
nection with that corporation. 

That is the view that I have always taken of the matter, that that 
was the charge against Mr. Raum. And Isuppose that is the question 
we are called upon to investigate, whether Mr. Raum in the discharge 
ot hisofficial duties has done any wrong act. As to whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Suxszn] owns stock, I never heard anyintimation 
of it until to-day, but I myself can see no reason why his being a stock- 
holder in the company in any way affects his qualifications to decide 
whether Mr. Raum’s official conduct has been wrong or whether he 
has promised any of his employés any promotion or any advantage in 
consequence of their connection with that company. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sawyer] in stating the question that this committee was ap- 
ps to consider, states that it was whether the Commissioner of 

ensions was engaged in a corporation, or was the president of a cor- 

ration, and was selling the valueless stock to the employés of the 
ension Bureau whom he promoted when they bought the stock. That 
is the statement made by the gentleman from New York. It does make 
some difference whether the stock is of full value or not. What harm 
could there be—although it would be indelicate and questionable—what 
evil could there be in the Commissioner of Pensions being engaged in 
u company or being the president of a company and selling its stock of 
full value to the employés in the Pension Office? What inducement 
would there be towards their securing promotion for those employed, 
to take stock of full value and thus getting a return of a dollar fora 
dollar? How could their purchases of stock be influenced by their pro- 
motion, if that stock was of full value? The charge is that General 
Raum, Commissioner of Pensions, has, by his superior official position, 
influenced employés under him in the Pension Bureau to take stock of 
no value, because of the promotions that he gave them. Therefore the 
value of such stock is one of the vital questions that this committee is 
required to pass upon. } 

There are other questions that may arise before this committee con- 
cerning this company, its stock, and its value in some way. AsI under- 
stand it, the Speaker hesitated to appoint, and in fact declined to ap- 

int, or we may say failed to appoint the mover of this resolution [Mr. 

PER, of Indiana], because he was supposed to have some interest in 
the prosecution of the matter, arising from the fact that he had intro- 
duced the resolution. How much less interest has the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SatysEr] in this in tion, with $20,000 of this alleged 
worthless stock standing upon the books of the eompany to his credit? 
How much less interest has he to protect as a member of that commit- 
tee than the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] would have had 
to promote the prosecution, as mover of this resolution? Iam sur- 
rised that gentlemen of honor and integrity upon the other side of the 
ouse should raise any question whatever as to the propriety of con- 
sidering the resolution—or even of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMY- 
SER] immediately withdrawing from this committee. 4 

Mr. TRACEY. He ought to have withdrawn on his own motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am surprised that men who claim to treasure 
the dignity of this House and the integrity of its proceedings should 
for one instant raise any objection to the consideration of this resolu- 
tion or attempt to thwart its passage in any way whatever. It is for 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SaysEr] himself to determine whether 
his situation is such that he ought to have withdrawn voluntarily. 
But it is for each member of this House to have the opportunity of de- 
termining whether the integrity of its proceedings through the integ- 
rity of the proceedings of one of its committees—and so important a one 
as this—shall be embarrassed by an objection to the consideration ot 
this question. The resolution is certainly one of the very highest 
privilege. 

Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on Rules reported 
the order directing this investigation and the committee was made up, 
Thad no knowledge that I was to be a member of it until my name 
was announced from the Speaker’s chair. As a member of that com- 
mittee I have entered upon the discharge of my duty, and have done 
it faithfully and well [laughter on the Democratic side]; and I pro- 

to say here and now, as I said in the committee-room this morn- 
kie T do not own $20,000 of that stock, but, connected with reputable 
gentlemen from Ohio, of whom the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat has full knowl I do on some of that stock. It is ours, and 
we have paid forit. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. You say that I have knowledge. I say that I 
have no knowledge whatever of anything abont your being possessed 
of any of that stock or any other gentleman from Ohio being 
of any of this stock. But I suppose you allude to the fact, of which 
you have knowledge, that some of that stock was offered to me and I 
declined to accept it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


—— eee 


Mr, SMYSER. Fot at all. If it was germane to the subject-mat- 
ter here, I might recall to the gentleman's recollection something that 
he has not stated to the House, but I refrain from that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, You need not refrain from stating anything so 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. SMYSER. Ido not propose to stand here in the House and 
have my honor and integrity assailed by gentlemen on the other side, 
simply because I happen to have stock in the Universal Refrigerator 
Company. The question is whether being a member of that company 
or not or owning any of the outstanding stock will in any manner af- 
fect the integrity and honor of an honest man, and those who know 
me will never impute to me a want of honor orintegrity. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BLAND. Will che gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SMYSER. Because, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BLAND. Lask if the gentleman will yield to a question. As 
a lawyer, if you were selecting a jury to try a case would you not dis- 
charge or reject a man whom you knew to be interested in-a suit 
against you or if you were on the other side? There is nothing about 
interest in it; it isa legal question. 

Mr. SMYSER. Thegentleman knows more about silver than he does 
about the practice of the law. I have tried case after case an 
insurance company where a stockholder sat upon the jury, and nobody 
thought because he happened to be a member of the company he could 
not rte a trne and honest verdict. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr, Speaker, as I understand it, the Commissioner of Pensions is on 
trial to answer two charges. One is for advancing the claims of George 
E. Lemon by reason of the fact that he became an indorser of the 
Commissioner of Pensions. How is the fact that I happen to have 
stock in that company in any manner to affect my judgment upon that 
question? I can not conceive how it can; but will leave it to gentle- 
men on theother side on the committee. The other Mr. Speaker, 
is this: That the Commissioner of Pensions has ca L iu 
the Pension Office to be made by reason of the fact that clerks had pur - 
chased this stock in the Universal Refrigerator Company. Thatis the 
whole case. I can not understand how the fact that I happen to have 
some stock in that company is to affect my judgment as to whether 
that is true, 

Now, I understand perfectly well what it is for. It is intended for 
a little bumcombe here this morning; and that is the long and short of 
it. Why, Mr. Speaker, if it were proper, I would tell you the very 
questions that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER ] propounded 
to me in the committee-room. He wanted to know how much stock I 
had and whom I represented. That was the nature of the ing $ 
not for the purpose of eliciting what is before the committee, but for 
the purpose of dragging myself and friends before the committee 
through the medium of this investigation. As I said before, while I 
do not see that this in any manner reflects upon my standing as a mem- 
ber of the committee, if in the judgment of the House—if in the judg- 
ment, I will say, of the members upon that committee—if in the judg- 
ment of the two members upon that committee who sit upon the other 
side of this House, Iam in any way affected in the discharge of my 
duty by reason of the fact that my name happens to a upon the 
stock-books of that company, I will yield willingly and resign my po- 
sition on that committee. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Resign! 

Mr. SMYSER. Now, I propose to have the record made up. If my 
associates on that committee feel that I am prejudiced by reason of 
this fact, let that fact be stated. Let them state itin open House; and 
if my associates upon that committee say that in their jadgment my 
judgment as a member of that committee is to be in any way influ- 
enced in this respect, I yield gracefully, and will resign from that 
committee. I did not care and ask for this position. Iam not respon 
sible for the fact that Iam a member of the committee; but, being a 
member, I have so far done and shall, if I continue on that committee, 
endeavor to do my dutyand my whole duty to the House and to the 
parties under investigation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOATNER. What is the question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether this is a question of priv- 
ilege. That is the first question before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I am not at all familiar with the 
facts in regard to which this inquiry has been ordered, but I under- 
stand from the statements made here that the committee appointed to 
inquire into this subject-matter deemed it proper to b before it the 
books of the corporation which has been mentioned. I am incor- 
rect in that, I shall be glad if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SAWYER] will correct me. My statement is that I understand it has 
been found proper and necessary for this committee to have brought 
before it the records involving the ownership of this stock, and L infer 
from the silence of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] that 
he aequiesces in my statement, and that the committee have deemed 
it proper to bring those hooks before them, and that the books have 
been brought before the committee and examined. 
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Mr. SAWYER. May I read from the resolution under which the 
eommittee is acting, so as to show the subject-matter referred to the 
committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will read it. 

Mr. SAWYER read as follows: 

Whereas, by the statement of Representative Cooper before the Committee 
[on Rules] and by his resolution referred to them, it is ch , first, that the 
present Commissioner of Pensions has been engaged in selling to certain em- 
— pee the Pension Office shares of stock ina corporation or company of 
which he is president and which is organized for the purpose of introducing a 
patent refrigerator, which it is claimed is impracticable and worthless, and that 
in consideration of such purchase said employés are promoted in office— 

Now, I say the question submitted to the committee is whether the 
Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Raum, has been engaged, as charged, 
in selling such stock to any employés of the Pension Office, and whether, 
in consideration of such purchases, said employés are being promoted 
in office. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from New York assume 
that the stock is valuable, or does he assume that it is valueless, or is 
that a question that is to be decided by the committee? 

Mr. SAWYER, My opinion isthat a Commissioner whoshould seek 
to sell to any employé in his office any stock, however valuable, and 
who should make the promotion of employés contingent upon the pur- 
chase of such stock, would be guilty of a violation of his official duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Has the committee had.these books brought before it? 

Mr. SAWYER. The committee has had brought before it all the 
stock books of the company giving the names of the stockholders as of 
record in the books, 

Mr. HOLMAN, And the committee deemed it necessary to have 
those books brought before it for the purpose of commencing and carry- 
ing on the investigation with which it was charged? 

. SAWYER. For the purpose of ascertaining who the stockhold- 
ers were; to see whether any of the stockholders, as appearing upon 
the records of thecompany, werein fact employés of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement ot the 
gentleman from New York, it is quite obvious 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. If my colleague will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, that statement ought to be somewhat qualified. The books 
were brought before the committee under a promise, as I understand, 
that the committee would make public no part of the records of the 
company, nor give to the public anything contained in the books, un- 
less it appeared that employés of the Pension Office were on the list of 
stockholders, 

It was also stipulated that I, who was conducting the investigation, 
was not to see the books of the company, and the fact is that the com- 
mittee went to one end of the room and turned over the leaves of the 
stock-book and examined it while I remained in my seat, where I had 
been conducting the examination, and was not allowed to see the books. 
I wish to state at this point, in vindication—— 

Mr. SAWYER. Who has the floor? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave the floor, with the permission of the Speaker. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. And my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
yielded to me. You [Mr. SAWYER] thought you got in with a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAWYER. How did you get in? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I got in by permission of my colleague, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. Now, Mr. Speaker, in 
vindication of the two gentlemen from this side of the House who are 
members of the committee and, as such, did have permission to glance 
at those stock-books, I desire to say that they have in nowise betrayed 
the confidence which was reposed in them by the majority of the com- 
mittee, but I overheard a conversation which led me to this informa- 
tion. I dislike to appear as an eavesdropper, but I did not agree to go 
out of the committee-room and I did not agree to keep the secrets of 
this concern, and I overheard a conversation in which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SNYSER] admitted that he was a stockholder, That was 
how I became of the fact primarily, and in the next place I 
put him upon the stand and proved it by his own admission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is manifest that the books of 
this corporation were brought before the committee for the purpose of 
inquiring into the ownership of the stock as a primary object, and it 
is obvious thatthe whole inquiry will turn more upon the question of the 
ownership of this stock than upon the question of its value, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] has well stated. Now it is ob- 
vious that the gentleman from Ohio, a member of this committee, is 
in some way interested in this stock—interested in the subject-matter 
of the controversy, It is not shown up to this moment, with any de- 
gree of clearness, in what manner his relation to that stock may influ- 
ence one way or another his conduct. Admit that it does not; I as- 
sume that it does not; still, can gentlemen consent, can the gentleman 
from Ohio himself consent, after considering the matter, that he shall 


remain upon a committee of the House investigating a subject-matter | sel 


in which he himself has a direct interest? 
Supposing it impossible, upon the state of facts now presented, to 
int out exactly how his relation to this stock may affect the real sub- 
ject of the inquiry, the mere fact that he owns a portion of that stock, 


that in some form or other he is interested in the prosperity of the en- 
terprise intended to be promoted by that corporation, is of itself, it 
seems to me, sufficient to require that he should cease to be a mem 
of the committee. Under similar circumstances, a juror with a pre- 
sumption of interest in the subject-matter, and theretore likely, inde- 
pendent of high integrity, to have his conduct somewhat influenced 
and colored by that interest, would certainly not be competent to sit. 
A judge with similar interest would not be qualified to sit on the hear- 
ing of a cause. And a gentleman occupying to a committee a relation 
like this occupies a relation of judge or juror—more a judge than juror. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of great delicacy ; and I am well 
satisfied that the gentleman from Ohio, as a member of this committee, 
has not had occasion to consider carefully his relation to this subject- 
matter. What is being said does notaffect his integrity; the resolution 
submitted to the House does not do so. This is a mere question of pro- 
priety. A gentleman rs tam) such a relation to such a committee 
should not bein a position where by possibility his judgment might be 
warped one way or the other, Rule IX is a very comprehensive one: 
Questions of privilege shall be, first— 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
Mr, HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will wait until I have fin- 
ished reading the rule. 


Mr. CANNON. I wanted to interrupt the gentleman right here be- 
cause I think, so far as I am 5 I may render the reading un- 
necessary. I reserved a point of order upon this resolution until I 
could see what it was. In my judgment it presents no question of 
privilege, and in my judgment, further, there is nothing in the objee- 
tion, whether the gentleman from Ohio owns this stock or not. The 
thing to be tried is whether the Commissioner of Pensions corruptly 
placed or attempted to place this stock. But having reserved the point 
of order until I could see what would be said upon each side, I will 
say now to the gentleman that whether the point of order be good or 
not I have no desire to insist upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the point of order is withdrawn, then of cow 
Iam not permitted to speak further. 5 

Mr. SMX SER obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SmysEr] will 
yield to me a moment I would like to make a statement. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no; let him go on. 

Mr. MORRILL. I want to make a statement. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] wants 
to be heard a moment, I hope he will be permitted. 

Mr. SMYSER. I yield a moment to the gentleman. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the committee and to 
the Speaker, I think I ought to say to this House that the first inti- 
mation we had that any member of the committee held any stock in 
that company was when the books were produced. I want to say on 
behalf of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] that his conduct on 
that committee was perfectly honorable; that from anything we could 
see in the questions that he asked in the course of the examination he 
had but one desire, and that was to arrive at the truth and the whole 
truth in the investigation. 

The question of submitting the books to the committee was argued, 
and the committee questioned their right to force witnesses to produce 
private papers; but we felt that we had a right to see the books and 
the stock-list of that company, and so we insisted that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions should answer the question. We declined to decide 
whether he should produce all the books or not, because we thought 
that was a question involving grave principles of law. 

If I had known, Mr. § er, that any member of that committee 
held any stock of the company or that the propriety of his action could 
in any way be questioned, I certainly should have declined to serve 
on the committee. It is simply and purely a question of propriety. I 
do not doubt the gentleman’s motives in the least; I know that his 
conduct before that committee has been perfectly honorable, frank, 
and square. I hope that now, in order to relieve the other members of 
the committee, he will promptly withdraw from tlie committee. 

Mr. SMYSER. Mr. Speaker, as I said a moment ago, I had no 
knowledge that I was to go on this committee. When my name was 
announced I looked at the resolution submitted to the committee. I 
saw hut two charges made there against the Commissioner, and they 
involved corruption in the discharge of official duty. I read them and 
reread them, and to my mind there were only two charges embraced 
in the matter submitted to the committee for its consideration. One 
was the advancement of employés in the Pension Office by reason of 
the purchase of this stock; the other was the expediting of the claims 
prosecuted by a gentleman in Washington by reason of the fact that 
he had become surety for the Commissioner. I could then, I can now, 
in no wise see anything that affects my standing; and I want it nnder- 
stood distinctly before the House that I feel there is nothing in the 
charges submitted to our inyestigation that in any manner affects my- 

f, 


I have already asked my colleagues upon the other side to say some- 
thing. They have been silent. And now, Mr. Speaker, in order 
that there can no blame attach to the investigation of General Raum, 
in order that the other side of this House may be fully satisfied, in 
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order that the country may be satisfied, and in justice to myself, be- 
cause I do not want to take part in avy investigation, I do not want to 
be a member of the committee, I do not care to be associated with 
gentlemen when the matter happens to reflect, as some think, upon 
myself as a member of the committee 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SMT SER. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I most respectfully ask to 
be relieved from further service upon the committee, 

Mr. GOODNIGHT, Mr. Speaker, I had thought, as a member of 
this special committee commissioned with the trial, in some measure, 
of the charges against the Commissioner of Pensions, delegated at least 
with the duty to inquire into the evidence bearing upon the charges, 
and upon that to make true report formally to this House, that Iought 
not to say anything on the question now presented. I have felt, Mr. 
Speaker, in the committee-room as when I was first appointed on the 
comnbttee; and I desire it to be appreciated by the committee and the 
House that I felt myself as a judge trying a cause, and that noth- 
ing should permit me to entertain or evince the least bias or the least 
disposition to depart from the position of the judge with the view of 
reaching a right, proper, and true conclusion of the ease submitted to 
us; and it was my conviction of duty, as it was of others, no doubt, 
that we should reach a conclusion based solely upon the testimony pre- 
sented. To that end I have thought it my obligation to maintain a 
strict conservatism throughout. Thatis the spirit in which I approached 
the investigation of the case before the committee. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Saryser] has made it to some extent 
obligatory upon me that I should say something at least in this con- 
nection, or at least I so construe him, because lie says he has called 
upon the minority of the committee to say something and they have 


Now, I do not wish to say or wish to be understood as meaning that 
the gentleman from Ohio has been guilty of anything either corrapt or 
incorrect. That is not forme to say. I do not wish to be understood 
as saying that he has been guilty of even any indiscretion. That is not 
my province. The members of this committee are my peers, and ac- 
quitting every member of anything wrong, ascribing to each one the 
same honesty, the same honor, and the same pure intention that I claim 
for myself of doing exactly what is fair and right in the matter, hav- 
ing no right and no disposition to reflect upon them or upon any other 
gentleman, yet, without any sort of reservation, I say now, as I have 
said in the committee-room, that the majority’s opinions of the pro- 
priety of the introduction of certain testimony and of the competency 
of evidence called totheirattention have been so much at variance with 
my own that I have felt at times that the examination in which we were 
engaged was almost necessarily fruitless, and the results would be 
without any sort of good or practicality. 

I do not say this with a view to applying it to any particular gentle- 
man connected with the committee, because I think the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] has been generally, if not at all times, in 
harmony with the other gentlemen composing a majority of the com- 
mittee, and I desire to accord to them all the highest integrity in pur- 
suing the investigation. 

But, sir, to illustrate differences which have arisen: When the Com- 
missioner had been examined as to the security that Mr. Lemon held 
as collateral for the payment of certain loans on which he stood as 
surety—and I say I use it as anillustration—the majority ofthe commit- 
tee have seen fit to admit evidence showing, or at least have allowed the 
Commissioner to state that the security wasabundantandsolvent. Yet 
when I have desired and insisted on hearing proof tending to show that 
it was utterly or practically worthless the gentlemen constituting the 
majority of the committee thought such was not competent testimony. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] It is fair to suppose that this 
simply grows out of a different appreciation of the legal rules and ef- 
fect of evidence. 

I am perfectly willing to concede that the majority does not differ 
with the minority as to what ought to be undertaken by the commit- 
tee, but as to matters of evidence and methods. And the case which 
I have stated is only one illustration of many such questions that have 
arisen in the committee, 

Now, with this explanation I trust the House will cherish no reflec- 
tion upon the gentleman from Ohio, because his deportment upon the 
committee, so far as I have observed, and so far as I have heard ex- 
pressions of sentiment by the members ot the committee, does not au- 
thorize censure; and, while.our differences before the committee have 
been frequent and material, not only in the instance to which I have 
referred, but in other respects, I do not wish to imply that they grow 
out of any cause other than the different standpoints from which we 
look at things. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, in the present attitude of affairs I deem 
it proper that I should say something on thisquestion. Unfortunately 
the gentleman from Kentucky and myself dre in the minority on this 
committee. Iam nota lawyer, but I believe that I had a proper con- 
ception of the range and scope that this investigation should take, and 
I desired and asked that the fullest latitude should be allowed to both 
sides touching all questions that might lead to the gravamen of the 
charges to be investigated. I believed that the book containing the 
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names of the original stockholders of the Universal Refrigerator Com- 
pany ought to be laid before that committee. The gentleman from 
Ohio and the other gentlemen on the niajority side of the committee 


held that the business of the refrigerating company was not a proper ` 
subject of investigation until we had established what they called the 
corpus delicti; that is, we should first prove that General Raum had 
moted certain employés of the Pension Department because they had 
subscribed to the stock of this company. : 

We held— I mean the minority—that it was perfectly competent to 
show whether the stock was valuable or not and whether or not the 
$200,000 of this stock which Mr. Raum turned over to Mr. Lemon as 
collateral security for going on his paper to the extent of $12,000 was 
good and valid security against the contingency of loss. Hence when 
the question came up I voted with the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. GOODNIGHT} that the prosecutor—the gentleman preferring the 
charges (whatever yon may choose to call him)—should have access to 
the books or any other character of evidence that might throw light 
upon that question. I will not undertake to say that the gentleman 
from Ohio placed himself in the attitude of an attorney for General 
Raum, but I will say frankly that when questions were asked, the 
gentleman from Ohio frequently said, “I object. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I went on that committee, sir, with a desire for a fair, honest, and 
full investigation, and I endeavored to divest myself of all 
feeling in the matter; and for the benefit of the House I want to say, 
and tor the benefit of the whole country as well, that I still have no 
other desire. 

Now, I hold that ina matter like this, affecting the integrity of a 
prominent officer of this Government, neither he nor his friends on the 
committee ought to be allowed to environ him with the numerous 
technicalities of law, and thus shut out and prevent the fullest, fair- 
est, and freest investigation, and if this resolution had not been offered 
this morning by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] I intended 
to raise the same question before our committee, and s to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] that a nice sense of propriety 
would dictate his retirement from the committee. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. BURROWS. s 

Mr. SAWYER. Intimations have 
been made—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that if the gentleman 
from New York desires to address the House on this question the Chair 
will recognize him. Questions of privilege seem to be getting rather 
numerous. [Laughter. ] i 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not propose to say one word in defense of any ` 
of the decisions of this committee, nor one word as to the action of that 
committee. The best time to do that will be when its action shall have 
been reported to this Honse for its consideration; but I understood the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] to make this statement, that 
the book containing the list of stockholders was brought before the 
committee and the committee stepped off to one side to examine it by 
themselves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that to be the fact, Mr. 
Raum did present to that committee a book of the company showing 
the stockholders, and two of the members of that committee, including 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], sat down at the same 
table where he had been sitting, and where the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. COOPER] bad been sitting, and where he was sitting unless he had 
left the room, and compared with the books of the company a list of 
stockholders for the use of the committee. There was nothing secret 
about it, no member of the committee that I know of—and I was there 
the whole time—went off into any corner to examine any books or trans- 
act any of its business, 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will ask you tostate if the book which 
was represented to be the original stock-book of the refrigerator com- 
pany was not by General Raum handed to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SAWYER, Ihave no doubt that it was. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Was he not sitting at the west end of 
the long table in the room of the Committee on Invalid Pensions ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Les, that is the seat he has occupied as a member 
of this committee and of the Invalid Pension Committee. ; 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, And with the book lying before him at th 
west end of the table did you gentlemen not congregate around him 
there with your heads together and look at that book? 

Mr. SAWYER. I will say, as far as I am concerned, my head was 
not together with anybody and that I did not look at the book at all. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Was it not expressly stipulated 

Mr. SAWYER. One thing further. I am going to answer your 
other question first, I saw that the gentleman from [Mr. Mon- 
RILL], a banker, accustomed to business, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Lewis], representing the authority of the commit- 
tee, sat there with that book before them, having also before them a 


Regular order. 
I rise to a question of privilege. 
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red, as I understood, by Mr. Raum, 


of the list of stockholders, p: 

that examined the then and there, and compared the 
list of ders as appearing on the book with the list, and both 
Major MORRILL and Mr. Lewis thought that it was a correct copy of 
the stockholders as appearing on the book. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. I will ask you to state now if it was not 
. bag rend stipulated that I should not see the original book. 

. SAWYER. It was stated that you should not see the book, for 
the reason that there were things appearing upon the book other than 
the mere list of stockholders, and Mr. Raum stated that those facts he 
did not wish to have made public. That is the way I understand that. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana, That is correct. 

Mr. SAWYER. But there was no understanding that you should 
not see the list of stockholders, nor was there any understanding that 

should not be permitted to call any one of them, to trace to the 
farthest extent every particle of the stock that had been subscribed 
by anybody. And further than that—— 

Mr. HERBERT. What was the reason for the discrimination against 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] in the committee? 

Mr. SAWYER. Because a ng in the list other matters 
beside the list of stockholders i jes of Regular order! on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. RAINES, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the ques- 
tion of privilege was exhausted by the gentleman’s statement; that that 
mestion does not extend to the consideration of the resolution intro- 
need, and therefore I object to the further consideration of the reso- 
lution, believing that this matter will be settled by the Speaker on the 
uest of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The SP. The Chair desires to say that any question of priv- 
ilege affecting the House itself will naturally be decided by the House, 
but that in all probability the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SarysEr] to be relieved from further service on the committee is 
a disposal of matter, unless the House desires to take some other 
action in regard to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Lask unanimous consent that the request of the 
gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] that he be excused from further 
service on the committee be granted. 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. Will the Chair allow me 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, before that is decided 

Mr. COOPER, of Indiana. It has been stated that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] desires to withdraw from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. S3YSER] has so 


nested. 
ay Os COOPER, of Indiana, Upon that I desire to withdraw the reso- 
lution which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SMYSER] to withdraw from the committee. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in this connection that 
` the facts have e ge rendered it sufficiently apparent to the House 

that the Chair no knowledge of any relation of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SMYSBR] to the company which has been referred to in the 
discussion. The made the appointments from the Committees 
on Pensions and on Invalid Pensions, because he thought thatit would 
facilitate the disposition of the matter to have gentlemen upon that 
committee whose previous experience in the business of the House had 
given them some knowledge of the business of the Pension Office. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY ON THE RETIRED-LIST. 


The SPEAKER. There is a matter of unfinished business coming 
over from the last session, presented by the gentleman from Pennsyi- 
vania [Mr. OSBORNE], and the Clerk will report the title ot the bill 
again. The question of ordering a second was before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8.1638) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of the Army 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise'to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. sans 

Mr. PAYSON. How does this matter come over with any privilege 
from a prior day when it was simply on a motion to suspend therules ° 

The SPEAKER. It comes over as unfinished business of that class. 

Mr. PAYSON. That motion certainly is not a privileged matter, 
Mr. Speaker. It is only a ition of a motion for a suspension of 
the rules, and I insist that it does not carry that business along with 
it until the next suspension day. 

The SPEAKER. It has been so held; it is the practice of the House. 


Mr. PAYSON. This was a motion made on the recommendation of 
a committee, 

The SPEAKER, It is the same thing. The gentleman will recol- 
lect a motion made by the gentlemau from Massachusetts came over 
= me same way from personal suspension day to committee suspen- 
sion day. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course, if the precedents are clear aboutit, I do 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. The precedents are very clear. 

Mr. PAYSON. But it seems to me from the logic of the situation 
that, having failed on that day, that would be an end of it. 

The SPEAKER. The question of ordering a second was pending 
on the demand of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockrry]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Lask thata second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY ] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OSBORNE] will resume their 
places as tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 43. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes are allowed for debate on either 
side. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. OSBORNE] is recognized 
to control the time in the affirmative. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] be recognized to control the time in oppo- 
sition to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri can be recognized 
and yield his time if he desires. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill only affects three officers 
now living, whe are now upon the retired-list of the Army. There 
seems to me to be great equity in this case, because of the fact that the 
three officers who are to receive benefit from it were entitled to pro- 
motion at the time they were retired. They were retired because of 
wounds received in the service while in active service. They were en- 
titled to promotion and were retired before the promotion was given 
them, and when put on the retired-list they were denied promotion. 
It affects one major, one captain, and one lieutenant, and to pass this 
bill would raise the rank of the major to that of lieutenant-colonel, 
the captain to that of major, and the lieutenant to that of captain. 
After twenty years of service these three men who had gone all through 
the war found themselyes upon the retired-list without having received 
promotion, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa’ Who were the three men? I would ask 
the gentleman. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Major Merrill, Lieutenant Bellas, and Lieut. George 
W. Kingsbury. 

Mr. PAYSON. How do they happen to be on the retired-list? 

Mr. OSBORNE. They were put upon the retired-list because of 
wounds, 

Mr, PAYSON. B 

Mr. OSBORNE. 
ing- board. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They were not put on the re- 
tired-list by special act of Congress? 

Mr. OSBORNE. No, sir; they were not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But were simply put upon 
the retired-list under the operation of a general law? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, and because they were disabled by reason of 
wounds received in the service. Now, these men—— 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman inform me, as I am not familiar 
with army matters, what he means by saying that an officer was en- 
titled to promotion?“ r 

Mr. OSBORNE. At the time these officers were retired there were 
vacancies in the grade immediately above them and they were entitled 
to be appointed to that grade under the law. They were not appointed, 
but were retired, and therefore they were retired with the rank in 
which they were serving at the time of their retirement, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Will the gentleman explain why they had not been promoted? 

Mr. OSBORNE. There had been no vacancies up to that time, and 
they could not be promoted because there were no vacancies in the 
grade to which they could be promoted until just before their retire- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS. When a vacancy occurs is the President confined in 
his discretion to fill it from a certain list of officers? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Under the law he is. It therefore seems to me 
that this bill is one full of equity and full of right. These officers had 
a claim to that promotion. They had each served upwards of twenty 
years > ne Army, and were retired, as I said before, at the rank they 
now hold. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state that this bill does not mention any names, but gives 
the President the right to appoint all officers who may have been re- 
tired under these circumstances. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir; and you will observe by the report of the 
Adjutant-General attached to the report on this bill that there are only 


act of Congress? 
y an act of Congress and by the report of a retir- 
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the three officers I have named in the Army who would be or could be 
affected by the bill, N s 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is not the case simply this, 
that there were certain officers who, in the judgment of the President, 
were not competent to perform the duties of the rank to which they 
might have been entitled, and he therefore, under the law, placed them 
on the retired-list, and promoted to the existing vacancies other officers 
who could perform the service, and this is an act to give those gentle- 
men the rank and pay which the President did not think ought to be 
given to them, and to give them additional emoluments without any 
additional service at all? 

Mr. OSBORNE. That can not be the case, because these officers at 
the time of their retirement and at the time the vacancies occurred in 
the grade to which they were entitled were rage ap duty in the 
Army. They were able to do duty and they did dò duty for nearly a 
year after the vacancies occurred. So that there must have been some 
other reason. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They could only haye been 
retired according to law? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Therefore, if they were re- 
tired by the act of the President it was a legal act. And their suc- 
cessors could only have been promoted by the consent of the Senate, so 
that the consent of the Senate to the confirmation of their successors 
was an adjudication by the appointing power of the Government that 
the act of retiracy was not only a legal act, but a proper act, and that 
the act of appointment to fill the vacancies was a proper act. Is 
not that so? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Well, I donot know. I would not care to say yes, 
for I think these officers were entitled to promotion, and there is nothing 
in their records which would show that they were not entitled to it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman concludes let me ask him a 
question. Is not the fact that these officers were not promoted when 
the President had the power to promote them to be taken as prima 
facie evidence that they were not entitled to promotion? 

Mr. OSBORNE. They were entitled to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman from Illinois will permit me 
I will explain the status of this matter. The law, which has been the 
law since 1861, in regard to promotion isin the following words: 

When any officer in the line of promotion is retired from active service the 
next offiser in rank shall be promoted to his place according to the established 


rules of the service; and the same rule of promotion shall applied success- 
ively to the vacancies consequent upon retirement, 


In 1886, by the retirement of Col. John C, Hatch, of the Second 
Cavalry, by the operation of this law the lieutenant-colonel was pro- 
moted to be colonel. Major Merrill, one of the beneficiaries of this 
proposed act, was then the major of the regiment, and under the law. 
was absolutely entitled to that promotion; but instead of promoting 
him, for some reason which I do not understand, the vacancy remained 
unfilled for months, There were three officers, one major of the cav- 
alry, one first lieutenant of cavalry, and one first lientenant of in- 
fantry, and those offices were permitted to remain unfilled for months 
for the reason that these officers had been examined by a retiring board 
and had been found by the board to be proper subjects for retirement 
on account of disabilities contracted in the service, and, in the case of 
Major Merrill, on account of wounds received in action. 

Mr. PAYSON. On account of disabilities, That is, because of their 
disabilities they were unable to perform the duties of the higher grade 
and therefore were not promoted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But they were not required. They were still 
left on active duty, and under this law they were absolutely entitled to 
promotion to fill the vacancies that had been created. 

Mr. PAYSON, After the finding of the retiring board? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. These are three exceptional cases in the Army 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman does not answer the question: It 
the retiring board found that these officers were incapacitated for pro- 
motion by reason of wounds, and so on, and therefore should go upon 
the 5 does the gentleman still hold they were entitled to pro- 
motion? 

Mr. CUT CHEON. Most certainly they were if the vacancies occurred 
before their retirement was completed. They were entitled to promo- 
tion when the vacancies occurred, and they were entitled to be retired 
whenever the retirement had been completed. These three officers 
have been singled out of the whole Army and have been made excep- 
tions to the rule and the practice which have prevailed in the Army 
since 1861. What is proposed in this case has been done again and 
again under different administrations. That is, although an officer 
had been examined for retirement, but had not been retired, when an 
opportunity for promotion arose he was promoted, notwithstanding the 
fact that he had been examined for retirement. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there any precedent for such legislation as this? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ido not think that anything of this kind has 
ever happened before in the Army. As a matter of fact Major Mer- 
rill was actually nominated to the Senate for promotion, but through 
the adjournment of that body the nomination was hung up and te 
failed to receive the promotion. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not true that, instead of 
this officer being entitled to promotion, his case waslike that of Commo- 
dore Truxtun? In that case the Senate decided that although his name 
had been sent in for promotion and the nomination was pending when 
the time for his retirement came they would not approve of the pro- 
motion because it would be contrary to law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, I think it would take an act of Congress 
in that case, as it will take an act of Congress in this case; for unless 
we this bill these officers can not have their promotion, as Com- 
modore Truxtun could not get his. ; ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was a case where the 
officer was entitled to promotion and received it by Presidential action 
before the act of retiracy. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ‘The same thing precisely was true in the case of 
Major Merrill. His nomination for promotion failed in the Senate by 
reason of the adjournment of that body. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the gentleman accurate 
about that? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The question has been asked, What difference 
in pay will be made by the passage of this bill? The pay of Major 
Merrill will be raised from $2,500 to $3,000, an increase of $500; the 
pay of Lieutenant Kingsbury, who is a lieutenant of cavalry, will be 
raised from $1,600 to that of a captain, which is $2,000, an increase of 
$400; the pay of Lieutenant Bellas, who is an infantry lieutenant, will 
be raised from $1,500 to $1,800, an increase of $300. This will be the 
financial effect of the bill. í 

These are exceptional cases. I know of no other cases like them, 
and Iam told by those who ought to know better than I that there 
are no cases like them, The report of the Adjutant-General is quite 
full, setting forth all the circumstances, and it seems as though an ex- 
ception to the ordinary rule had been made to the disad vantage of these 
officers, 2 

I suppose I understand the reasons which may have premen the 
President in not making these promotions, The name of Major Mer- 
rill was, as I have said, sent in for promotion, but the nomination 


failed in the Senate. The reason, I presume, was that these officers had 


been examined, found disabled and entitled to retirement; so, instead 
of giving them the promotion to which they were entitled at the time 
under the statute which I have read, the vacancies were held open for 
some months until a time when their retirement was completed by 
the occurrence of vacancies on the retired-list; and then they were 
shoved upon that list without promotion and promotion accorded to 
other men who would not have entitled to it if it had been made 
at the proper time as required by law. 

I think this statement covers the whole case, and I have nothing 
further to say unless some one desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. 5 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, ‘this case does 
not involve any very large amount of money; but it is not a good prece- 
dent and it is nota good case, The circumstancesin substance are that 
three officers who were physically disabled for the performance of the 
duties of the ranks which they then held orof any higher rank were by 
a proper board decided to be fit for retirement under the law. The 
President of the United States looked into the record of that board and 
approved the findings; and that action of the President, by operation 
of law, placed the officers on the retired-list as soon as vacancies occurred. 
No further action was required ; their retirement took place by opera- 
tion of law. 

While this was pending vacancies occurred in the ranks to which 
these men, if qualified, would have been promoted; but there was the 
law on the statute-book requiring these gentlemen to undergo a mental, 
moral, and physical examination showing their qualifications for the 
ranks to which promotions were to be made; and there stared the Presi- 
dent in the face the finding of the proper board that they were phys- 
ically unable to perform the duties of the ranks they already held. He 
simply decided—indubitably according to law—thathe could not make 
the promotions, that it was arene Gag law to do so; and he further 
decided (as I judge is the law) that his act in approving the finding of 
the board, by its own operation under the law, put these men upon 
the retired-list without any further action at all. 

Mr. RAINES. On that theory how do you get along with the prop- 
osition that the President actually sent in the name of one of these 
gentlemen for promotion ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ido not get along with it 7 
at all, because I rather judge that it is a mistake in fact; that my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] was in error in making that state- 
ment. I hold in my hand the report, which states that J 

At this time— - 

That is, at the time when Colonel Hatch was retired and Lieutenan 
Colonel Sweitzer promoted— 

At this time Maj, Lewis Merrill, of the Seventh Cavalry,was the senior major 
in the cavalry arm of the service, but he had been examined by an Army re- 


tiring board on November 16, 1885, and pronounced incapacitated for active 
service on account of physical disability, and the President concluded not to 


nominate him for promotion to the vacancy made by the promotion of Lieu- © 


tenant-Colonel Sweitzer. 


9495 ` 


„ 


9496 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


m 


SEPTEMBER 1, 


Now, I would not like to state that the gentleman from Michigan is 
mistaken; but I do not find 
Mr. CUTCHEON. ' I may be mistaken about that matter. While I 
was on the floor a gentleman by my side made the statement to me, 
g, as I understood, by authority of a gentleman who had inves- 
gated the matter. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. There is no question about the cor- 
rectness of the statement that the name was sent to the Senate, and, 
though subsequently withdrawn, it remained there some three weeks. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not see the statement in the report; it was 
made to me by a member of the committee while I was speaking. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Here is the letter of the 
President giving the reasons why he did not send in the names to the 
Senate; so that I apprehend either the name of Major Merrill was not 
sent in or it was sentin improvidently. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, There is no question about its hav- 
ing been sent in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know any of these gentlemen. I have no interest in this matter, but 
I desire to appeal to the House not to establish a bad precedent. Ido 
not believe in enlarging the retired-list beyond what it is now by law. 
If it were an original question, I should be inclined to diminish rather 
than extend the retired-list. Iam not much in favor of public officers 
being retired and receiving income for services which they do not per- 
form. I do not believe in a civil retired-list at all. If I had my way 
I would repeal the act which provides for the retirement of United 
States judges. I know there are some very plausible and captivating 
arguments in favor of that measure, but I do not believe the rule isa 
good one. I would limit, rather than enlarge, our retired-list, so far 
as it could be wisely done, and in time of peace I believe I would en- 
tirely dispense with the retired-list, except in cases of extreme age and 
entire disability. 

During times of peace young officers can readily perform the duties 
which are needed; and I would have a system by which these young 
officers might get promotion over their seniors, by allowing them tojump 
the senior officers by some mode of promotion. Instead of having pro- 
motion by corps or line up to the coloneley, [would have promotion by 
seniority only up to the majority—the position of full major—and then 
have some system like that employed in the German army, where the 
officers could be permitted to jump over the intermediate grades and 
occupy a superior position to their incompetent senior officers, Then, 
instead of having the retired-list, I would have, not exactly age to 
control—for Iam myself fast approaching that period—bnt this kind 
of system of promotion, which would always have young and compe- 
tent men in command. 

Mr, ADAMS. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that I agree 
with him as to the retired-list. But is not the gentleman’s argument 
an somen in favor of the early retirement of the older officers to 
give the younger ones a chance? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, not by any means; but 
I favor giving the men a little more leisure who are incompetent to 
3 the duties of the higher offices by reason of age or other causes, 

y letting them remain in the lower grade. When a man is incompe- 
tent, by age or otherwise, I would permit the younger and more com- 
petent officer to jump over him, leaving him to occupy the less respon- 
sible place, and appoint the younger one to the more important place 
_ which he is competent to fill. 

Mr. ADAMS. But where would you appoint the younger officer? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE; of Kentucky. Why, to the vacancy. Of 
course if there was a vacancy and the senior officer could not fill it by 
reason of age or incompetency, I say I would provide for the appoint- 
ment over him of the younger and more competent. 

Mr. ADAMS. But thatis justthequestion. Where is the vacancy 
to which he can be appointed ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Well, it is true the only way 
that vacancies are made, as a rule, is by the help of the Lord, who 
occasionally comes to relieve the American Army and Navy and takes 
some ot the elderly ones to His arms. 

Now, in the case pending before us at the present time there are, it 
is true, only three officers, but a precedent is established. The retired- 
list is to last after we have passed from this scene. Our efforts to rid 
ourselves of it will not, in all likelihood, be available. Motives of sym- 
pathy, personal solicitation, admiration for heroic military services, all 
of the motives which control men, that should control them, will pre- 
vent the limitation of the retired-list; and this is simply a precedent, 
not particularly in this form, but in some other form, to increase the 
rank and pay of gentlemen on the retired-list. These gentlemen, the 
beneficiaries of the proposed legislation, are evidently not within the 
law. It is a pure act of grace on the part of Congress, and I do not 
think that Congress ought to do that act of grace. 

Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk and ask to have read a letter from 
the late President, which gives the reason why he did not feel that he 
had the right, or even power, to promote Colonel Merrill; and I think if 
the motives which then actuated the President tooppose the promotion 
were sound, as they seem to be, it is certainly not a good case for pro- 
motion by an act of Congress, . 


— 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Executive Massos, Washingion, July 16, 1888. 


Dran Str: I have examined your claim that you bave been unjustly treated 
in the matter of the nomination to the Senate of Major Mizner to the lieuten- 
ant-colonelcy caused by the promotion of Lieutenant-Colonel Sweitzer, you at 
the time of such nomination being the senior major and, as you insist, the 
only person who could be entitled to be promoted to such lieutenant-coloneley. 

If your right was absolnte, there would be nothing left to the discretion of 
the President or the Senate, and yet the actionof is necessary to compass 
such promotion, The Senate has very recently exercised its discretion and 
judgment in such 3 rejecting nominations based upon the rules and 
practice governing promotions, and the rejection has been for canses the exist- 
ence of which had not been found by any examining board or other tribunal. 

The President's power in the matter of nominations ought not, perhaps, to be 
so much subject to his discretion—or 5 he oughtto consider himself more 
limited in the exorcise of such discretion. In one case, however, I think he 
decline to send to the Senate the name of an officer apparently entitled by 
rank to the promotion, and that is, when such officer is disqualified. 

Iam byno means certain that he must learn of this disqualification from the 
record of a retiring-board, approved and fully made up as a judgment, at the 
time the vacancy occurs. 

But in your case the board had found the fact. The President examined the 
record on the question of your disability; he was satisfied with the finding of 
disability and signified his approval. These twothihys being done, the concur- 
rence in the finding decla: you to be disabled and poveca him under the 
regulations from nominating you to the Senate; and his approval actually put 
you upon the retired-list, when instantly the statute intervened to prevent your 


I can not see in all this anything rab pow b and considering all the facts of 
the case I can not see that any injustice has been done to you. 


romotion, it would be in 
ion the retired-list. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Maj. Lewis MERRILL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shall occupy five 
minutes. I think that two will suffice to give my reasons for oppos- 
ing this proposition. 

On principle I am opposed to the increasing of the emoluments of 
any public officer, where there is no expectation that any additional 
duty will be performed by that man as a reason for such compensation. 

The retired-list of the Army, as I am advised by gentlemen whoare 
familiar with the subject, is restricted to four hundred names, for dis- 
ability; and at the time action was had as to some of these officers 
there was no opportunity for them to get practically on the retired-list, 

But it is proposed here by the pending bill to increase the pay of one 
of them $500 a year, another one $400, and another $300 a year, be- 
cause of the fact that the President of the United States did not in his 
discretion promote them to vacancies in the active service when he 
might have done so. The difficulty with the argument, as it seems to 
me on an examination of this bill, is the assumption that whenever 
there is a right of promotion therefore there is a vested right to all of 
the emoluments attached thereto, whether the President of the United 
States makes the vacancy for promotion or otherwise. 

Now, in this case what do we find embodied in the report? It ap- 
pears that— 


On January 9, 1886, Col. John P. Hatch, Second Cavalry, was retired from act- 
ive service by operation of law, having reached the age of sixty-four years, and 
the senior lieutenant-colonel of the cavalry arm (Nelson B. Sweitzer) was sub- 
sequently nominated to the Senate for promotion to the grade of colonel, to 
date from January 9, 1886, He was confirmed and commissioned KOTIIN; 
leaving a vacancy, from that date, of lieutenant-colonel in the Eighth Cavalry. 

At this time Maj. Lewis Merrill, of the Seventh Cavalry, was the senior ma- 
jor in the cavalry arm of the service, but he had been examined by an army 
retiring-board on November 16, 1855— 
Prior to that time— 


and pronounced incapacitated for active service on account of ph disabil- 
ity, and the President conciuded not to nominate him for promotion to the va- 


caney. 

Now, there is evidence that this officer, although in the ling of pro- 
motion, had he been fit to perform the duties of active service, was 
found by the proper military board to be incapacitated for the perform- 
ance of the duties of the rank he then held. If he was unable to per- 
form the duties of the rank he then held, it follows logically and for 
the much stronger reason that he would be incapable of performing the 
duties of a higher rank; and the President of the United States in his 
discretion declined to promote him, and I think the President did 
right. 

But now come gentlemen and say that this case and the other two 
in like position, where the parties were ſound by the proper tribunal 
to be incapacitated, by reason of disability, from performing the duty 
ol the lower rank—gentlemen come and say here that by legislation we 
ought to set the precedent that if there is a vacancy in a superior grade 
the one of an inferior grade should follow the line of promotion, no 
matter what the disability may be, and has a vested right to the in- 
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creased pay and emoluments of the higher position, particularly when 
after years of enjoyment of the privileges of the retired-list and all 


2 then to make 


may use the words 


the pay and emoluments of the position, it is 
this addition. There is no logic in it, and, i 
not in an offensive sense, there is no sense in it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The express terms of the statute are that the 
next officer in rank shall be promoted to his place. 

Mr. PAYSON, Ofcourse, but that presupposes that the man next 
in rank is in such a position that he ought to be promoted, and is not 
disabled from performing the duties of the position, because the law 
gives discretion to the President of the United States to make the appoint- 
ment. Suppose this Major Merrill had been found to be incapacitated 
even to perform the duties of major, by reason of mental disability, by 
reason of lack of mental power. Then would the gentleman say that, 
notwithstanding that, he ought to be promoted, simply because no- 
body else had been promoted to the position? Not at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The finding of the retiring board is entirely in- 
complete until it has been acted upon by the President. And so long 
as he remains upon the active-list he is entitled to the full benefits of 
the statute, until he gets actually upon the retired-list. 

Mr. PAYSON, It makes no difference. There is a finding by the 
proper military tribunal that he was incapacitated for actual service at 
the time, and that ought to be conclusive, unless there is something to 
show that there was a mistake as to that. But the fact that gentlemen 
go upon the retired-list and accept the emoluments of it without com- 
plaint is to mea satisfactory justification of the finding of the board of 
inquiry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit a question? How 
long since these officers were retired ? 

Mr. PAYSON. In 1886; something over four years ago. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Major Merrill had nochoice but to go upon the 
retired-list. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is all I care to say. I think the bill is bad in 
principle, and I see nothing of an exceptional character to take it out 
of the criticism which might justly be passed upon cases of a like char- 


acter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. You do not think, then, that long con- 
tinued service and the fact of being worn out in the service should 
count for anything? 

Mr. PAYSON. That is another proposition. If an appeal was made 
for an increased allowance as a matter of equity, that might do, but 
weare asked here to place these men upon the retired-list because, in the 
language of both gentlemen who have addressed the House, they were 
in the line of promotion and were not promoted, and I am combating 
the idea that there is a vested right of promotion in any way until the 
President of the United States has approved it. The discretion rests 
with him as to who shall be promoted and who shall not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Why is there a vested right at any time, 
except on account of long continued service ? 

Mr. PAYSON. There is no vested right at any time, and the statute 
does not give it. All that it says is that the promotion shall be made 
so and so; but that is always subject to the other provision of the law 
aoe the promotion shall be the act of the President of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MORGAN. It an officer had become absolutely demented, would 
that law carry him forward in the line of promotion ? 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi had done me the 
honor to follow what I have said, I put that very inquiry to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] a moment ago, that if he had 
been demented, in a state ot mental incapacity, where the President 
would be subject to criticism if he did appoint him, no President 
would do it. I understand the argument of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan to go to the extent that, no matter what the condition of the in- 
capacity was on the part of the inferior officer, if there was a vacancy 
in the grade above him, he was entitled to promotion as a matter 
of vested right, and that I dispute. I insist that there is nothing in 
the principle or policy of the law that gives any officer a vested right 
of promotion until whatever equity he may have is recognized by the 
appointing power, to wit, the President of the United States, There- 
fore I am opposed to this bill and hope it will not pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the statute a man is entitled to his pro- 
motion and has a vested right in it until he is out of the line of pro- 
motion. He is not out of the line of promotion until he is either dead 
or retired or resigns or is out of the service. This man was neither. 
He was in the line of promotion. He was upon the active-list. He 
was the next in rank. And under the statute which I have read he 
was as clearly entitled to this promotion as a man is to receive a pay- 
ment upon a promissory note. The language of the statute is that the 
next officer in rank shall be promoted to the place, according to the 
established usage of the Army. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, But had he not been declared unfit for the 
active-list? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He had been examined and recommended for re- 


tirement, but there was no possibility of retiring him, because there 
was no vacancy on the retired-list. Therefore he was still in the line 
of promotion. 

r, PEEL. I understand you to say that he is entitled as a vested 
right to the promotion, as long as he is in the line of promotion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Yes. 

Mr. PEEL. Under the law, is the President of the United States, 
who makes these appointments, compelled to appoint the next in rank 
or is it at all discretionary with him? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. He is required, under the law, to make the pro- 
motion. I suppose he may exercise some discretion as to the imme- 
diateness with which he would make it. That might affect the time 
of filling the vacancy. 

Mr. PEEL. Then I can not seehow anybody under the law would - 
have a vested right. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. The law is that the next in rank shall be pro- 
moted if he is in the line of promotion; and he is in the line of pro- 
motion until retired. 

Mr. ADAMS. Under the Constitution the President has the power 
to appoint A, and not B. Is that right, that Congress shall say that he 
shall appoint A, and not B? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The President having subscribed to this law 
and it having become law, I take it he will observe its provisions. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The custom of the President has heen to set 
aside seniority. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ob, no! 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Oh, yes! 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not as to this, Above the rank of colonel the 
President may select; below the rank of colonel he appoints by law, 
he appoints by seniority. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then is it to establish a precedent, and not make 
a new precedent? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is to fill a break that has been made in the 
precedents. It restores by act of Congress a break which has been 
made in the precedents. It does not establish a new precedent. These 
are the only cases that I am aware of in the whole history of the 
Army. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the rules and 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Division. 

` The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 53. 
So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 


EXTENDING CRIMINAL JURISDICTION OF CERTAIN COURTS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit 
and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacied, etc., That every 1 who shall, upon any vessel ré; 
enrolled under the laws of the United States and being on a Mt fe 39 upon the 
waters of any of the Great Lakes, namely, Lake Superior, Lake Michigan, Lake 
Huron, Lake St. Clair, Lake Erie, Lake Ontario, or an: of the waters connecting 
any of the said lakes, commit or be guilty of any of the acts, ae arae — omis- 
sions, respectively, mentioned fn e r3of Title LXX of the Re Statutes 
of the United States shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished with the same 

unishments in the said title and chapter, respectively, affixed to the same of- 
Feiss therein mentioned, respectively. 

Ssc. 2. That the circuit and district courts of the United States, respectively, 
are hereby vested with the same jurisdiction in respect of the offenses men- 
tioned in the first section of this act that they by law have and respect 
of the oftenses in said chapter and title in the first section of act mentioned, 
and said courts, respectively, are also for the purposes of this act vested with all 
and the same jurisdiction they, res ively, have by force of Title XIII, chap- 
ter 3, and Title XIII, chapter 7, of Revised Statutes of the United States, 


The EPROR ER The question is on the suspension of the rules and 
of the bill, 

Mr. FRANK. I demand a second. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a second being considered as 
ordered? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCREARY. I would like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor and 
controls the time in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the gentleman from Michigan will state briefly 
the points on which he relies in favor of the passage of the bill that 
will be satisfactory. ; 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate report is very brief, but a 
full report was made upon this bill by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] at the last session of Congress. The object of the bill is to èx- 
tend the provisions of the United States laws in regard to crimes com- 
mitted upon shipboard to vessels navigating the lakes. This! ion 
has been demanded very generally from one end of the lakes to the 
other, and there is no doubt that the general good demands its passage. 
Daring the last the House a bill almostidentical with 
the bill now betore us, but it failed in the Senate. At this session of 
Congress the Senate has passed it. 


or 
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the lakes crowds of peo- 


get aboard, take the law into their own hands, and commit all sorts 
crime, for which there is no practical remedy; and it can be readily 


The difficulty is that on vessels navi 


imagined that in av of a thousand miles, from Buffalo to Duluth 
7 sometimes in waters of one State and 
sometimes in waters of another, the voyage being made without stop- 
page anywhere, as an ocean voyage would be made on a steam-ship, 
questions of a practical nature would arise in dealing with crimes 
which would be very difficult to solve. It is very difficult, for instance, 
to state whether the ship is in Canadian water or American water. It 
is difficult also to tell whether it is in the waters of one State or of 
another State. 7 
These are practical questions, and they have resulted in many an 
act of lawlessness going unpunished and unchecked until a year or two 
ago it culminated in the seizure, so to speak, of a large steamer by a 
of disorderly people who terrorized everybody and committed 
rutal assaults, and no court was found competent to punish the of- 
fenders. As to the jurisdiction to do this I think there is no doubt; 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the Ball case, arising from Michi- 
, covered the entire ground, and places the jurisdiction of naviga- 
3 under the commerce power. That the lakes are navigable 
waters and within the meaning of our general law I need not stop to 
here in a House which has passed river and harbor bills, and 
which, by its light-house system and its life-saving system, has recog- 
nized that those waters are navigable waters of the United States. 
Mr, FRANK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Allow me to finish this statement. The rule that 
was laid down by the United States court is that waters which furnish 
in part, or in its entirety, the means of transportation between dif- 
“ferent States, or between this country and foreign nations, are nav- 
igable waters of the United States. They also held that the old English 
rule in regard to navigable waters, that the question is determined 
by their being tide-waters, is refuted or abrogated in this country by 
reason of the fact that in England the navigation does not extend, 
as a usual thing, above the action of the tide, whereas in this country 
it extends not only below, but above the action of the tide, and is also 
found in rivers which have no tide at all. 
Mr. FRANK. That is a settled doctrine. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. Now, what does the gentleman desire to ask me? 
Mr. FRANK. Iwant to ask the gentleman whether this bill has 
received consideration in the House Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CHIPMAN, Les, sir; it has been reported by the committee 
unanimously. It was reported in the last Congress and in this Con- 


gress also. 

Mr. FRANK. Do I understand that this lodges jurisdiction in the 
Federal courts of Michigan in relation to all crimes committed in those 
waters? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No; the bill lodges the jurisdiction in all the Fed- 
eral courts on the lakes. It is justas if the vessels were navigating the 
ocean; whatever place they land at the Federal court there has juris- 
diction. For instance, supposea murder were committed in Salem Har- 
bor, inthe State of ee under our laws it could be punished 
by the Federal court there, and the same rule is applied in these cases 
on the lakes. 

Mr. FRANK. Suppose a murder committed on a vessel upon Lake 
Huron, what court would have jurisdiction? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The Federal court at the point where the vessel 
landed would have jurisdiction. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does this apply to all criminal cases? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No, sir; it applies to the offenses specified in the 
chapter of the Revised Statutes which is set forth in the bill. Ita 
plies to the cases mentioned in chapter 3, Title LXX, It does not apply 
to all offenses, but it applies to all which go to the safety of the pas- 

and the good order of the ship, to all the offenses that are em- 
braced in that statute. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BREWER. After the full explanation given by my colleague 
[Mr. Cureman], I apprehend that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
FRANK] will withdraw his call for a second. We who live on the 
border know the importance of this proposed legislation. We know 
that offenses have been committed on boats navigating the lakes when 
no court has been able to punish the guilty because of the confusion 
about jurisdiction. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Michigan state whether there bas been really found any practical de- 
nial of justice under the present system ? 

Mr. BREWER. Yes, sir; there has been. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it not true that the ordi- 
nary State courts having jurisdiction along the borders of the lakes 
have been found ample for the administration of the criminal law in 


that as . 

Mr. BREWER. No, sir; that has not been the case. As stated very 
fully by my colleague [Mr. CH MAN IJ, offenses may sometimes be 
committed just over the Canadian line, in Canadian waters, but on 
board of American vessels, and it may happen that ten or fifteen min- 
utes later the vessel will be in American waters, and, altogether, the 
jurisdiction has been doubtful in many cases, and insome instances it 


has been almost impossible to the ies to punishment be- 
—_ —_ uncertainty of jurisdiction in either the State or the Fed- 
00 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, as it appears that this legislation is im- 
peratively demanded, and as the House Committee on the Judiciary 
have fully considered itand have made a unanimous report, I withdraw 
the demand for a second. 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rule besus- 
pended and the bill ? [After a pause.] The have it, and, 
in the judgment of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in the afirma- 
tive, the rules are suspended and the bill is passed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RATLROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rule and pass 
the bill which I send to the desk, being the bill (H. R. 10954) anthor- 
izing the Secretary of the T. to settle the indebtedness to the 
Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, 
by and with the consent of the President of the United States, to negotiate 
with the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company for a settlement of ita in- 
debtedness to the United States, and to make such settlement thereof as shall 
be, in the judgment of said Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the 
President of the United States, for the best interests of the Government of the 
United States, and upon the receipt of such sum as may thus be agreed upon be- 
tween said railroad com y and said of the Treasury, by and with 
theconsent and appro of the President, to execute to said company an ac- 
quittance in full of its obligations to the Government of the United States, aris- 
ing out of the advance by the said Government to the said company of bonds to 
aid in the construction of its railroad: Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall be construed so asto affect any right that the United States now 
has, or may hereafter have, to recover against the said company, its officers, 
employés, or agents by reason of any act unlawfully done in connection with 
the original construction of said railroad. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are twenty minutes for debate 
upon each side. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] to control the time ins upport of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OurHwarre] in opposition thereto. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad 
Company are owners of a railroad extending from Sioux City in Iowa, 
to Fremont in Nebraska, a distance of 101} miles, and also of a branch 
which extends from a point known as California Junction to Missouri 
Valley Junction, a distance of less than 6 miles, at which point it con- 
nects with the Chicago and Northwestern Railway. This Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad is one of the roads constructed by Government 
aid, and the indebtedness to the Government, principal and interest, 
up to November 1, 1887, is about three and a half million dollars. 
Preceding the Government lien is a first lien of some $1,628,000. 

The Pacific Railroad Commission who reported to President Cleveland 
during the last Congress found that while the net earnings of this com- 
pany were sufficient, if continued in future as they have been in the 
past, to justify a composition agreement between the Government and 
the company extending over a period of years, yet this railroad being 
owned by the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company, in whose 
power it is to render the road valuable or valueless, the probabilities are 
that the Government will never receive anything unless it be by way of 
voluntary settlement. The commission therefore recommended that in- 
stead of providing for a composition extending over a period of years, 
the settlement between the Government and the company should be 
left to a board to be appointed by Congress for the purpose of conclud- 
ing such asettlement. It was in the line of this suggestion of the com- 
mittee that this bill was introduced and was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads. 

Instead, however, of referring the matter to a board for adjustment, 
the committee thought it better to leave the question to the proper 
financial officer of the Government, the Seeretary of the Treasury, and 
to authorize him to make such settlement as in his judgment would 
best subserve the interests of the Government, provided that the set- 
tlement should have the approval of the President of the United States. 

As in the case of all the Pacific Railroads, there are certain legal ques- 
tions involved in connection with this matter, arising out of the methods 
pursued by the parties who originally built the road. It may be that 
the Government at some future time will have a right of action to re- 
cover against the original constructors for moneys illegally appropriated 
by them, and it may not; it is a question. But to cover that phase of 
the niatter, there is inserted in the bill a proviso that any settlement 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President shall be upon 
condition that such right as the United States raay legally have to re- 
cover, if any exist, shall be preserved. 

I have no interest at all in this matter, and do not care to submit any- 
thing more than this simple statement, reserving the rest of my time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. VANDEVER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who controls the time in support of the 
motion, has reserved the remainder of his time; perhaps the gentleman 
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from California [Mr. VANDEVER] may be able to make some arrange- 
ment with him. - 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iam not 8 the — — NA he $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e recogn: e gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATTE] to control the time in opposition to the 


motion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it is well for the Honse, before 
voting upon the passage of this bill, to recall some facts connected with 
the history of this corporation. This is one of the railroads that were 
inco: under the acts of 1862 and 1864. In the act of 1862 cer- 
tain grants of land and certain aids by theloan of bonds of the United 
States Government were made to a ration or to two or more cor- 

tions that should build a railroad from the Missouri River to the 

ific Ocean. In the act originally there was, in addition to 
the land grant, a provision that the Government should lend to the 
railroad company $16,000 for each mile of road constructed, and should 
take as security for the pami of the money thus advanced a first 
lien upon all property of the railroad company. 

In 1864 Congress changed that law, first by increasing the extent ot 
the land grant, and, second, by providing that this railroad company, 
or these railroad companies, might put upon their franchise and their 
roads a first mortgage equal in amount to the money lent them by the 
Government. Thus this company was permitted to execute a lien 
prior to that of the Government—a mortgage of $16,000 per mile upon 
every mile of the 101 miles of road constructed—and the Government 
took a second lien. 

Now, the history of this corporation shows that the funds thus sap 
plied were squandered or stolen; that a pool was made up to build 
the road, and while getting from the Government $16,000 per mile in 
bonds payable in thirty years, and putting a first mortgage on the 
property of the road, they were enabled to build the road for a little 
over the $16,000 per mile, enough to include, perhaps, the land grant. 

Now, we have no information here as to whether the men who prof- 
ited by that scoundrelly proceeding, which disgraced the record of 
railroad building in this country, are still interested in the road. It 
is claimed to belong to the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Com- 
pany. But the debt to the United States Government does not become 
due until four years hence. The first of the bonds which will mature 
still lack at least four years of maturity. Why this haste at this time 
to place in the bands of any individual the right to compromise or set- 
tle or adjust this debt? In fact, this bill gives the right virtually, 
you might say, to forgive the debt, because it is not required that any 
account shall be made to Congress or any one else. 

It is posed, then, in this bill not to do what the railroad com- 
mission fas recommended, not to appoint a committee or a commission 
to investigate this matter, but to make a settlement and to place in the 
hands of one man—the Secretary of the Treasury, subject to the ap- 
proval of the President—the right to settle this indebtedness. And 
then comes in the innocent proviso. It has been claimed by those 
most conversant with the affairs of this railroad company that the men 
who were guilty of the manipulations by which the corporation was 
robbed of hundreds of thousands of dollars in the construction of the 
road are amenable in a civil suit to any creditor of the corporation— 
either the innocent bondholders, if there be any such, or the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

But here is a proposition not to prosecute those men, It is claimed, 
I say, that they are liable both to civil and criminal proceedings; and 
this proposition is to relieve them of the danger of either kind of pros- 
ecution. And then it is d that the passage of this bill shall 
not be construed to affect any right which the United States now has 
or may hereafter have to recover against said company, its officers, em- 
ployés, or agents, by reason of any act unlawfully done in connection 
with the original construction of said road. 

Why, sir, after settling with this corporation, what right would the 
Government have to prosecute? It might, of course, embody in the 
settlement such aright; butit would be questionable whether, after 
having compromised the indebtedness, the Government would not be 
precluded from prosecuting any suit against the original wrongdoers. 

Bear in mind the fact that not a single dollar of this indebtedness 
becomes due until four years have elapsed. It is proposed by this re- 
port that you shall discount the indebtedness due four years hence at 
3 per cent, interest compounded. If it were not a matter of intricate 
computation I think I could show that the figures in this report are 
very largely in favor of that corporation, Understand me, I recognize 
the fact that we can not to recover from this road at the ma- 
turity of the indebtedness the debt due to the Government; understand 
that I recognize it as possible we may never recover all that is due to 
the Government. 

But we have some security other than the simple second lien that 
we have on the road. We have this kind of security—the Govern- 
ment holds in its hands the authority to determine whether this road 
shall renew its first-mortgagebondsornot. If they wish to renew the 
first mortage they must come to the Government and obtain its con- 
sent. It was put there by consent of the Government and can not be 
renewed without consent of the Government; and in any judment that 
may be had at any time the debtis due, the circumstances of the com- 


pany will have had the four years additional in which to improve, and the 
chances of a better settlement than the one made now are surely to be 
considered as ble. 

Mr. F. Let me ask the gentleman 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question, for 
information only? ` 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask this question for information: Is this 
3 more than equal or less than equal to the present value 
of the 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This first mortgage is reported by that commis- 
sion as more than the road is worth. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, to the extent of about $5,000 a mile. 

; — CANNON. Does my friend think that is a reasonable conclu- 
sion 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I do not think it is accurate, ing the road 
as an interest- paying investment. It now pays 6 per cent. on the first 
mortgage semi-annually. That has all been paid. Now, if the mort- 
gage is renewed by permission of the Government, through a commis- 
sion appointed to investigate, with the authorities of the road, and re- 
port to the Congress, and have that adopted under a readjustment of 
the whole matter, it is possible the Government might get more by ex- 
tending the debt than by the present system. ; 

Mr. CANNON. But suppose the first mortgage is foreclosed, do I 
understand the gentleman to admit that the road would sell for $5,000 
a mile less than the amount of the indebtedness? * 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the claim, but I am not prepared to 
concede it. 3 

Mr. FRANK. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
80 75 has been partly answered in his response to the gentleman from 

nois. 

Mr. DORSEY. Will the gontleman from Ohio permit me one state- 
ment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; I can not yield for that. The gentleman 
must get time from the friends of the bill. 

Mr. FRANK. If the value of the road does not exceed the $1,600, - 
000 of the first-mortgage lien, and there was a foreclosure under the 
first mortgage, the Government would have nothing to fall back upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is true; it would have nothing to fall 
back upon; but I claim that a road that pays 6 per cent. on such an in- 
debtedness semi-annually is worth more than the amount of the origi- 
nal mortgage. It is a good investment at that rate. 

Mr. DORSEY. Does not the gentleman know that the Chicagoand 
Northwestern road has a line running nearly parallel with this one? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I admit that. 

Mr. DORSEY. Running out from Sioux City ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask this question: 
Does the gentleman speak advisedly when he states that the earnings 
of the road are sufficient to pay interest at 6 per cent. on the first mort- 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do speak advisedly. That is a fact. 

Mr. § er, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield fiye minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not pass the 
bill; and I feel quite confident that it would not do so if there was 
time for per debate and the matter was fully by the 
House. It is not so much the amount involved in this particular meas- 
ure as the amount involved in the large debt growing out of the Union 
Pacific of railroads. The House, of course, understands that 
this is one of the body of corporations which, in 1862 and 1864, ob- 
tained grants of land and subsidy bonds from the Government under 
the name of the Union Pacific Railroad system. The Sioux City and 
Pacific, the Western Pacific, and the central branch of the Union Pa- 
cific are the small corporations. The larger are the Union Pacific, the 
Central Pacific, and the Kansas Pacific; the subsidy bonds issued by 
the United States for the benefit of these corporations are, altogether, 
$64,623,512, and now amounting to the sum due to the Government 
from these various corporations of over $114,000,000, as the United 
States has paid the interest on these bonds from the beginning and the 
repayments amount to a mere bagatelle, 

In addition to this the Government granted to these corporations: 
28,000,000 acres of land. Ladmit that the grant of land to this par- 
ticular corporation was not very large, being about 60,000 acres; and 
the amount of the bonds it received was $1,628,320. 

Now, as far as I am informed, notwithstanding the fact that this 
corporation is in default on the interest due the United States on these 
bonds to the extent of more than $1 800,000, yet they have kept down 
their other indebtedness, and paid the interest on their bonds which 
have a prior lien to those of the United States, I understand. They 
have paid regularly on their own bonds of the same amount as the 
United States bonds the interest at 6 per cent. So gentlemen will 
understand here isa deliberate discrimination against the United States 
Government, which furnished the credit on which the railroad was 
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built, and a manifest p to force the Government to give the cor- 
ration its own terms, allowing the interest to be in default on those 
nited States bonds to the amount of over $1,800,000—the exact sum 
is $1,887,660—making a total bonds and interest paid by the United 
States of $3,515,980.69 due to the Government. And now this bill 
proposes that the Secretary of the Treasury shall compromise this debt 
as he pleases with the approval of the President. 

Now, sir, it is said that this railroad has become a part of that t 
railroad system known as the Chicago and Northwestern Railway. Iam 
satisfied that if a foreclosure is had when that debt becomes due in a 
few years on the first mortgage, their inside mortgage, the Government 
will realize more than it will by a compromise. But itis better that 
the whole debt should be lost than that such an extraordinary bill as 


_this should pass the House. Andwhy? Because, whatever might be 


said gf this particular corporation, these other corporations are able to 
pay, and will pay if Congress acts with reasonable firmness, and if you 
pass this bill it will be the opening measnre, which will in all human 

robability be followed by bills equally successful relieving all the 
Union Pacific railroads from the payment of their portion of $114,000,- 
000, all soon to become due. I think the country will note the course 
of this legislation. 

The attempt of this corporation to defraud the Government does not 
justify Congress in passing this bill for its relief. 

The public example of a deliberate scheme of a subsidized corpora- 
tion to defraud the Government of the subsidy given will exert a bene- 
ficial influence on our legislation. This corporation has outstanding 
securities behind ours; at least all the others have. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman from Indiana state what those se- 
curities are? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able tostate at this time. The last time 
I made an examination into the subject, some years ago, all of these 
corporations had securities, greater or less, behind the United States lien, 
paying a fair rate of interest, and the bonds generally above par—bonds 
behind ours. 

Now, I hope the House will not take this step. It is but a prelude 
to the great measure, If you allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make an adjustment of this matter, which seems but a mere bagatelle, 
you give away the whole case. If you intend to secure justice to the 
peopleof the United States agginst this pet system of corporations which 
had so dishonored your munificent gifts, you should not begin conces- 
sions at this time. 

Mr. DALZELL, TI now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I reserve that time. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House is not one 
that affects the morality of those who were connected with the origi- 
nal Pacific Railroad Company enterprises. It is merely a business 

uestion, and it is summed up in this proposition: What is it best for 
the Government to do in order to get from the railroad company which 
is the subject of the bill under consideration the best possible settle- 
ment of its indebtedness? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Oorn- 
WAITE] claims that this bill should not pass, because some of those 
gentlemen who were connected with it or with kindred enterprises have 
been charged, whether properly or not I am not prepared to say, with 
diverting the earnings of the road from their legitimate channels. 

The President of the United States, in accordance with an act of Con- 
gress, appointed a commission for the purpose of investigating this Pacific 
Railroad enterprise in all its bearings, taking into consideration all the 
roads that were involved, and a majority of that commission reported 
in favor of just such a measure as is reported by the Committee on Pa- 
cific Railroads to this House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What commission was that? 

Mr. CRAIN. The Pattison commission. I will read from their report 
for the information of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OvrHwWAITE] who 
is opposing this bill. In speaking of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 

the majority of the commission said: 


The company, however, is owned and controlled by the Chicago and North- 
western Railway Company. Its earnings are largely dependent on the rela- 
tions existing between these two companies. The Chicago and Northwestern 
has its own connections with Sioux City, and with Fremont, and could divert a 
z — 8 portion of the traffic which is now done by the Sioux City and Pacific 
Railroad Company. 

The road itself is of but slight importance and does not form part of any com- 
plete system of railroads. 

For the purp: therefore, of making further provision for reaching an ad- 
justment and making a final disposition of the indebtedness of this company to 
the United States, the commission has suggested, as in the case of the Central 
Pacifie Railroad Company, that the matter be referred toa board to be appointed 
by Congress for the purpose of concluding such adjustment. A bill relating 
to the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company is herewith reported. 


Now, the only difference, Mr. Speaker, made by the majority of the 
railway commission appointed by President Cleveland lies in this, 
that the commission recommended the appointment of a board, whereas 
the bill provides that the Secretary of the Treasury alone shall be au- 
thorized to make settlement with this railway company. I submit to 
the House that it would be far preferable to have the Secretary of the 
Treasury make this adjustment than to leave it in the hands of a board 


appointed by the President. TheSecretary of the Treasury is familiar, 
by reason of his official position, with the relations that exist between 
these companies and the Government. He has at his command a co 

of clerks; he has ts; he has men who are familiar with the de 

of the official and relations that have existed ever since the pas- 
sage of the original act whereby these railroad companies were incor- 
porated and authorized to construct their lines. 

It is far better to have one man make the settlement on the part of 
the United States Government, fortified as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is, than it would be to have any number of men collected from dif- 
ferent parts of the country, not familiar, perhaps, with the details of 
legislation and with the details of the fiscal relations that have existed 
for so many years between the Government represented by the Treasury 
Department and these railroad companies, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman bas ten minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL, I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think this is a matter of 
sentiment or a matter of original rights or of original wrongs, but I 
think it is a practical question that should address itself to the con- 
sciences and to the judgment of this House at this time, Those who 
have investigated the condition of this road and its business will recall 
the fact thatthe first-mortgage bonds upon this road are equal to $16,217 
upon each mile of the road. Those who have investigated itand those 
who are familiar with the local conditions know that this indebtedness 
more than equals the valueot the railroad. And my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] will confess, undoubtedly, that if that mortgage 
should be foreclosed the road could not and would not under any cir- 
cumstances sell for enough to satisfy the indebtedness of the first lien 
upon it, The lien of the Government is subject to this, and, as a prac- 
tical question, we should look at the situation as it is and should de- 
termine whether it is best to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the approval of the President of the United States, to compromise 
this indebtedess and get something from this company for the Gov- 
ernment, 

Now, the bill preserves the right of the Government to proceed under 
the law against any wrongdoer who had any participation or connec- 
tion with this company in this affair. Hence no one is discharged or 
relieved by the provisions of this bill, and if the Government has any 
right as against such parties that right is preserved by the provisions 
of this bill. As I said before, it only authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as a financial officer of the Government of the United States, 
with the approval of the President, to settle this indebtedness, and it 
is not to be presumed by any gentleman upon this floor that those rep- 
resentatives of the Government will not care judiciously and faith- 
fully for the interests of the people and for the interests of the Govern- 
ment. } 

If they can not get from that company a compromise and settlement 
that will be fair, then undoubtedly no compromise will be made. Those 
who have investigated it, the officers of the Pacific commission and oth- 
ers, have recognized the propriety of a compromise and a settlement of 
this claim; realizing, as Isuggested before, that in the event that there 
shall be a foreclosure proceeding, the Government of the United States 
can realize nothing. As I am told, there are but 37 miles of this road, 
that portion which extends from California Junction to Fremont, that 
constitutes a part of the main line of the Chicago and Northwestern 
road, and is particularly valuable. All east of the Missouri River, ex- 
tending from the California Junction to the other side, is but local 
and comparatively valneless, and would not, in my judgment, sell for 
$5,000 a mile iu a foreclosure proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wanted to answer the question of my friend from 
Indiana, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ihave found out by inquiries I have made. 

Mr. DALZELL. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will now occupy 
his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
utes remaining. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I had three minutes remaining. 
yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But by the persistency of the gentle- 
man from Indiana he occupied that half minute. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hope I shall not be charged with that time. 
I yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, and I hope that 
I shall have three minutes allowed me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will be allowed five minutes, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, let us review what the object of 
this bill is. It places in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
extraordinary, unusual, and large power of settling an indebtedness to 
the Government of over $4,000,000 without requesting the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report to Congress or to any one else, He is thus 
to settle an indebtedness nota dollar of which will be due for four 
years, The t” Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to set- 
tle an indebtedness which is not to become due for four years, and heis 


The gentleman has two and a half min- 
I only 
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to settle it as he sees fit, without any power being reserved to review 
that settlement or reject it. If it were conceded that some compromise 
must be effected, is this the best way to do so when such a large sum 
is involved? 

The Pacific Railway Commission recommended that a board be ap- 
pointed by Congress to make a settlement with the officers of this com- 
pany. I insist that the board should report that settlement to Con- 
gress, with the reasons for that settlement, and then that 
should pass upon it. Is this House to-day going to put into the hands 
of the Secretary of the Treasury the enormous power to say whether 
the Government shall receive 10 cents on the dollar or less than that 
upon so great an indebtedness, which will not be due until four years 
from now ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Or to extend the debt for a hundred years. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Or some proposition of that kind, Therefore, 
this bill is one to which I object.. It is not in conformity with the 
report of the commission either. It is not a proposition that should 
be, under such circumstances, it seems to me, considered by this House 
at all. I understand and admit that the debt is probably one which 
can never all be collected, It is certainly clear to any one who has 
investigated the subjectit never can be collected atits maturity. Some 
adjustment and some concession may be necessary. But is the House 

oing to relieve itself of its great responsibility in this matter and put 
in the hands of one officer of the Government all this responsibility 
and all this authority? 

I do not apprehend that this bill will get atwo-thirds vote to-day. 

Mr. DALZELL. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, my interest in this bill, like the inter- 
est of a great many other gentlemen in this House, is the interest in 
the extension of railroad facilities throughout the Northwest. I have 
no other interest and none of us have any other interest except that. 
A certain portion of this road—a comparatively small portion of it— 
can be made useful as a link in the Northwestern system. In order 
that the Chicago and Northwestern Railway may use it this question 
of liability to the Government must be promptly determined. I im- 
agine that the Northwestern Railroad cares less how it is decided than 
that it shall be promptly decided one way or the other. The North- 
western Railroad can build, as I understand it, a parallel to a compar- 
atively few miles of this system. If this is done there will be little or 
nothing left to the Government as security. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will they do that? 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly they will. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will you allow me to ask you if you know how far 
apart these parallels are? Are they not on opposite sides of the Mis- 
souri River? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not talking of the north or south part ot the 
road, but of the small line of 30 miles which runs east and west across 
the Missouri. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How far apart are these lines? 

Mr. ADAMS, There is but a small portion of it which would be of 
use to the Northwestern road, It isthe east and west portion, as I nn- 
derstand the matter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Now I will ask you if it is not the fact that dur- 
ing the last financial year that company paid interest on the first bonds, 
interest on the United States bonds, and 7 per cent. interest on its pre- 
ferred stock ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Itis not true, according to my information. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Itis so reported in Poor’s Manual of this year. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think it may be they appeared to pay interest on 
these first-mortgage bonds. The coupons were taken up to prevent fore- 
closure; so that the first-mortgage indebtedness is not diminished by a 
dollar, and the road is not paying even its running expenses and the 
interest on its first-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is reported as paying over $11,600 in dividends. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iwill save time by saying to the gentleman that if 
that be true the fact will be made to appear to the Government official 
before whom the examination provided for in this bill is to be made. 
When the statement comes to be determined I think it will be found 

` that it is not true, and that the road is hardly paying the interest, and 
the rails and the ties are deteriorating all the time, and the value of 
the road as a security is diminishing from year to year. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If that is true, then there is less urgency for this 
settlement. 

Mr. ADAMS. There is an urgency for the settlement because there 
can be no doubt that the road is insolvent. Now, if Congress chooses 
to throw the road away and allow the foreclosure under the first mort- 
gage, which is now imminent, the Northwestern road will simply take 
another line of policy and the Government will get nothing. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] wants to wait four 
zeus because the first-mortgage bonds are not due until four years 

ence. But during that time there will be no improvement in the 
situation so tar as the Government lien is concerned. The north and 
south part of the road is not worth enough to justify putting it in re- 


pair. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, I think that is very remarkable, since there 


88 twiee as much money spent upon the road as it would take to build 
t now. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] in discussing the present policy and the present duty of the 
Government ought to go into the question of the frauds connected with 
the original building of those roads. I will admit everything he de- 
sires to say in regard to the character of those transactions, and I would 


4 reserve to the Government every remedy against the parties guilty of 


the frauds, but here is the road and the only present question for our 
‘onsideration here is as to the value of it as security for the debt. 
\The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rules be 
s.'spended and the bill passed? R 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 45, noes 64. ms 
So the House refused to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


PONTON BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, MO, 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize a bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri, and I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the bill should be 


read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That it shall be lawful for the Lexington Ponton Bridge 
Company, a corporation having authority from the State of Missouri, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to build, construct, and maintain a ponton wagon and foot 
bride across the Missouri River at some convenient point in or near the corpo- 
rate limits of the city of Lexington, in La Fayette County, in said State, and 
extending to the county of Ray, opposite thereto. 

Sec, 2. That said bri shall be constructed with one suitable ponton draw 
of not less than 500 feet in width, located over the main channel of said river, 
which said draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal to allow the 
passage of boats: Provided, That said bridge shall not interefere with the place 
for landing of steam-boats at Lexington. 

Sec, 3. That said bridge shall be built and located under and subject to such 
regulations for the security of the navigation of said river as the tary of 
War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the said company or corporation 
shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and approval, a de- 
sign and drawings of the bridge,and a map of the ee oes for the 
of 1 mile above and I mile below the proposed location, the topography of the 
banks of the river, the shore lines at high and low water, the n and 
strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings accurately showing the 
bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or brid and shall furnish 
such other information as may be required fora full and satisfactory under- 
standing of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the pin, neg 
approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, 
and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
„ such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
ofthe War. 

Sec. 4. The said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own 2 
from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light- 
House Board shall prescribe. - = 

Sec. 5. That the right is reserved in Congress to amend, alter, or repeal this 
act atany time, without any cost or damage to the said United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rules be sus- 
pended and the bill passed ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand a second, but I am willing that it shall 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Withoutobjection, a second will be con- 
sidered as ordered, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] 
will be recognized to control the time in support of the bill and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] to control the time in opposition 
to it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman moving 
this bill whether it is not the inauguration of a new policy. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Not at all. There is already a ponton bridge 
across the Missouri River at Leavenworth, Kans. One was authorized 
a few days ago at St. Charles, Mo. This bridge at Lexington has been 
constructed and in operation for some time, and there is also a ponton 
bridge at Pierre, 8. Dak. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But is not this the first time that Congress has 
been asked to legalize any of these structures? 

- Mr. TARSNEY. No. Only about ten days ago Congress passed 
bill authorizing a ponton bridge across the river at St. Charles, Mo, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Has that become a law ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I think it is now pending in the Senate, though it 
may have been first passed by the Senate. is bill has been drawn 
in the office of the Secretary of Warand meets the approval of the War 
Department in all particulars, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have no desire to occupy further time, Mr. 
Speaker. [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘Vote!’’] : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that a verbal amendment is necessary in the bill 
where the Secretary of Waris described as the Secretary of the War,” 
The word the“ ought to be struck out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask my colleague one or two questions. 
From a hasty reading of this bill, I take it to be the bill as it passed 
the Senate. If so, it does not legalize the structure now spanning the 
river at icy ie but provides for the construction of a bridge under 
regulations to be preseri by the Secretary of War. 


between David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and 
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Mr. TARSNEY. It the present structure, provided the 
plans upon which that structureis built meet the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War when submitted to him. If the plans do not meet the 


approval of the Department, then the bill does not legalize the existing 
structure. 5 = 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the rules be 
ded and the bill passed ? 


he question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, 
the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
AGREEMENT WITH SAC AND FOX INDIANS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H, R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac 
and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Okla- 
homa Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying out the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation of Indians 
and the lowa tribe of Indians, of Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropri- 
ations for carrying out the same. 


agreeme: 
Sac and Fox Nation in the Indian Territory on the 12th day of June, 1890, by and 
si the part of the United Stat jotad tor the f S on and rre 

oners on the of the Unite es, app purpose, 0 
and Fox Nation, witnesseth: 

“ARTICLE I, Thesaid the Sacand Fox Nation hereby cedes, conveys, transfers, 
surrenders,and forever uishes tothe United States of America ali their title, 
claim, or interest, of every or character, in and to the following-described 
tract of land or country, in the Indian Territory, to wit: Beginning at a pointon 
the left bank of the North Fork of the Canadian River, where the west bound- 


sections d 31 and 32 of said township 18, 
and between sections 5 and 6,7 and 8. 17 and 18, 19 and 20, 29 and 30,31 and 2 of 
tow: 17, 16, 15, 14 north, and between sections 5and 6, 7 and 8, and sections 
17 and 18 of township 13 no all in range 4 east of the Indian meridian, tothe 
southeast corner of section 18 in said township 13; thence west on the section 
line between sections 18 and 19 to the range line between ranges 3 and 4 east of 
said Indian meridian; thence south on said range line to a point on the left bank 
of the North Fork of the Canadian River, where the said range line strikes the 
said river; thence down the said North Fork ofthe Canadian River, along the left 
bank thereof, to the place of beginning. 

“Algo the tract of land situated in township 10 north, of range 4 east of said 
meridian, north of the North Fork of the Canadian River (not within 
the limits of the tract of country above discri 


to the United States by this cession, conveyance 
transfer, inquishment, but shall remain the property of sa‘ 
Sac and Fox Nation, to the full extent that itis now the property of said nation— 
subject only to the rights of the United States gg Sem y reason of suid Lagonoy 
ose 


be subject either to allotment to an Indian or to homestead entry 
under the laws of the United but shall remain as it now is and kept for 
school and farmin, 


urposes, so long as said Sac aud Fox Nation shall so use 
the same: N That at the time allotments are bein taken, as 


of said school 
become 


ne pon Pe en pe Sand section 36, of any CO 
as sald 


Nation shall use the same for school purposes or for fa 
with this said school. 85 


ing arti- 
cle, the United States of America hereby with said Sac =a Fox Nation 
tha the age of eighteen years shall have 
one body, in a 
surveys, anywhere in the 
sections 16 and 36 in each 
mal townshi 


of age, and 
ing at said Sao and Fox agency shall 


above 
“ART. III. It is further agreed that when the allotments to the citizens of the 
Sacand Fox Nation are made, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents 


to issue therefor in the name of the allottees, which patent shall be of the 
effect and declare that 80 acres of land to be rae eee Pe 
rovided, at time the allotment 
trust by the United States of America, for the period 
for the sole use and benefit of tho allottee, or his or her 
Jaws of the State or Territory where the land is located; 
and other 80 acres shall be so held in trast the United States of 
America for the period 5 President of the United States will 
consent, for fifteen years for like use and benefit; and that at the expiration of 
said periods 3 the United States will convey the same patent to 
said allottee, or or her heirs as aforesaid, in fee, disc of said trust and 
veo from all incumbrances: Provided, That in no case shall a patent in fee be 
ed to a person who is an orphan at time allotment is made and unmarried, 
until he or she shall ha 
In order that the question of age of any o 
be subject to future inquiry, it is oe 
under the age of twenty-one years sball be 
making the allotment and reported by him to the De; 
andsuch report of the age of any allottee shall be hel 
in carrying out this ent, 

“Arr, IV. As a further and only additional consideration forthe cession, con- 
veyance, transfer, surrender, and relinquisbment of all title, claim, and interest 
in and to the tract of land desoribed in Article I hereof, the United States agrees 
to pay the Sac and Fox Nation the sum of $495,000: Provided, The entire number 
ofallotments hereunder shall not exceed five hundred and twenty-eight, and 
should the allotments exceed in number five handred and twenty-eight, then 
there shall be deducted from said sum of £485,000 the sum of §200 for each allot- 
ment in excess of said number, 

“Said sum of $155,000shall be paid as follows: Three hundred thousand dollars 
thereof shall be retained in the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of 
the said Sac and Fox Nation, and bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
— which interest shall become due and payable on the Ist day of March in 
each year. 

Five thousand dollars thereof shall be paid to the United States Indian agent 
at the Sac and Fox agency, to be paid out and expended by him under the di- 
rection and authority of the national council of the Sac and Fox Nation, 

The residue of said sum of $455,000 shall be paid out in currency to the citi- 
zens of the said Sac and Fox Nation, per capita, at the Sac and Fox oy in 
the Indian Territory, within three months after the ratification of this agree- 
ment by Congress, as follows: person over the age of twenty-one years 


of twenty-five yea: 
3 to 


ve arrived at the age of twenty-one years or shall marry, 
ban allottee as aforesaid shall not 
at the age of each orphan allottee 
fixed and ascertained by the person 
rtment of the Interior, 
and deemed conclusive 


shall receive and receipt for his or her share thereof; each person that is mar- 
ried shall receive and receipt for his or her share thereof whether twenty-one 
years of age or not. 


“ The United States Indian agent at the Sac and Fox agency shall retain and 
pay out the share thereof belonging to any insane or im o citizen of said 
nation for his òr her sole use and benefit, either for necessary support or for the 


improvement of his or her land, 

“The share thereof belonging to orphan children under twenty-one years of 
ageand unmarried shall be retained in the Treasury of the United States until 
he or she shall marry or become twenty-one years of age, when he or she shall 
be entitled to receive and receipt for the same at said Sac and Fox agency, 
of charge; or if the national council shall at any time deem any orphan child 
capable of taking proper care of his or her money, said council may make an 
order to that effect, upon which order being made the United Indian 
agent at said Sac and Fox agency shall make requisition for such person’s 
money, which, at the ensuing annuity payment, shall be paid to such person, 
Itis the purpose and intention and agreement that no part of this fund shall 
ever pass under the control of any guardian appointed by or acting under any 
State or Territorial authority, 

It is further that no part of said sum of $485,000 shall be applied in pay- 
ment of any claim preferred against said Sac and Fox Nation alleged to have 
accrued prior to the ratification of this agreement. 

“ ART, V. It isfurtheragreed thatthe Department of the Interior shall, as soon 
as practicable, after the ratification of this agreement by the Congress of 
United States, send to said Sac and Fox agency a competent corps of allotting 

ents and necessary assistants to make, survey, designate, and describe the 
allotments herein provided for, who shall give a notice in writing to the prin- 
cipal chief of the Sac and Fox Nation that they are pecpased and ready to pro- 
ceed in making such allotments, and said Sacs and Foxes shall then have four 
months from the time of giving such notice to complete the taking of their allot- 
ments, and if, at the end of such period of four months, it ascertained 
that any of the citizens of said nation haye failed or refused to take their said 
allotments, then the United States Indian agent, for the time being, at said Sac 
and Fox agency shall make selections for such which shall have the 
same effect as if such persons had made such selections for themselves, It is 
further agreed that as soon assuch allotments are so made and approved by the 
Department of the Interior, and the provisional patents hereinbefore provided 
for are issued, then the residue of said tract of country shall, as far as 
and Fox Nation is concerned, become public lands of the United States, and, 
under such restrictions as may be imposed by law, be subject to white settlement. 

“Arr, VI. It is further agreed that whenever any citizen of said Sac and Fox 
Nation shall have made and owns valuable improvements on any lands in said 
reservation, he or she shall have the preference over any other citizen of said 
nation to take his or her allotments so as to embrace improvements, pro- 
vided 5 1 shall be limited as hereinbefore provided as to boundaries and area, 

“Apr. VII. Itis further a that the beneficiaries of this a ment shall bo 
limited to those persons w! names are now on the roll as and Foxes at 
the said Sac and Fox agency; and those that may be born 
by the laws and customs of said Sac and Fox Nation to go u 
said allotments are made; and those that may be adopted into said ration nao- 
cording to law by the national council, before said allotments are made. 

“ART. VIII. This agreement shall be in force and have effect from and after its 
ratification by the national council of the Sac and Fox Nation and the Congress 
of the United States. 

“In witness whereof the said David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren 
G. Sayre, commissioners on the of the Un States, have hereunto set their 
hands the day and year aforesaid, and the principal chief and the first assistant 
principal chief of the said Sac and Fox Nation have hereunto set their hands and 
the seal of said nation the day and year aforesaid. b 

“And the secretary ofsaid Sac and Fox Nation now attests the same. 

„DAVID H. JEROME, 


“ [sean] 


issioners for Uniled States. 
“MA H-KO-SAH-TOE, —— x mark, 


neipal Chief. 
“MOSES KEOKUK, his x mark, 
“ First Assistant Principal Chief, 


2 t: 
“ WALTER BATTICE, 
* Secretary of Sac and Foz Nation,” 
And whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. bd ae bm Warren G, duly 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the 20th day 
of v. 1890, conclude an agreement with the Iowa tribe of Indians, residing 


1890. 
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faa the Iowa reservation, in the Territory of Oklah 
dian Territory, Which’ said 3 is in words and figures as follows, to 


. of agreement made and entered into on the 20th —— of 2 1890, 
at the Iowa Vil in what is known as the Iowa reservation Indian 
Territory, by David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and 1 — Sayre, com- 
missioners on the part of the United States, appointed for the purpose, and 
the Iowa tribe of Indians residing on said reservation. 

“AETICEE I, 


The said Iowa tribe of Indians, residin aoa having their homes thereon, 
upon the condition hereinafter expr surrender and rel 
to the United States all their right, title, s * and interest in and to and over 
the following-dlescribed tract of country in the Indian Territory, namely : 
inning atthe point where the p Fork of the Canadian River inter- 
sects the west boundary of the Sac and Fox reservation; thence north along 
said west boundary to the south bank of the Cimarron River; thence up said 
Cimarron River to the Indian meridian; thence south along said 2 merid- 
jan to the Deep Fork of the Canadian River; thence down sali 2 Fork to 
the place of beginning, set apart for the Permanent use and occupation of the 
Towa and such other Indians as the Secretary of the Interior may see fit to 
82 thereon by executive order made and dated the 15th day of August, A. 


“ARTICLE II. 


Each and every member of said Iowa tribe of Indians shall be entitled to se- 
lect and locate upon said reservation or tract of country 80 acres of Jand which 
shall be allotted to such Indian in severalty, No other dp ogee s as to local- 
ity shall be placed upon such selections than that they shall be so located as to 
conform to the Congressional survey or subdivision € of said tract of country, 
and any Indian having improvements may have the preference overany other 
Indian in and to the tract of land containing such improvements, so far as they 
are within a legal subdivision not exceeding in area the quantity of land that 
he is entitled to select and locate. 

“ Each member of said tribe of Indians over the age of ee years shall 

„the mother shall select 


„shall s 
ll be without kindred as aforesaid, then the Commissioner of Indian airs, 
or some one by him authorized. shall select and locate the land ot such child. 


“ARTICLE III. 
That the allotments provided for in this act shail be made at the cost of the 
United States by Hagman g 


under such rules and regu’ 
time to time p pode 210 sixty days after agentor agents 
shall appe pear upon said reservation and ae notice to the — and recognized 
chief of said lowa tribe of Indians that he is ready to make such allotments; 
and if any one entitled to an allotment hereunder shall fail to make his or herse- 
leetion within said period of sixty days, then such 8 1 shall proceed 
at one to make such selection for such person or pe h shall have the 
pomp ty par pena! © person so entitled; 1 said allotments 
are made and ap en the residue of said reservation, except as herein- 
after stated, shall, as 1 far as said Iowa Indians are concerned, become public 
Jand of the United Sta 

ARTICLE IV. 


“Upon the approval of the allotments provided for herein by the Secretary of 
sewed eoig qed shall cause patents to issue therefor in the name of the allottees, 
tents shall be of the legal effectand declare that the United States does 
cr sill hold the land thus allotted for the period of twenty-five years in trust 
for the sole use and benetitof the Indian to whom such tment shall have 
been made, or in case of his or her decease, of his or her neirs or devisees ac- 
cording to the laws of the State or Territory where such land is located. and 
that at the expiration of said period the United States will conyey the same by 
patent to said Indian or his heirs or devisees 5 in fee, discharged of 
gaid trust and free ofall incumbrance whatsoeve: 

“And if ang conveyance shall be made of the lands set apart and allotied, as 
herein provided, or any contract made touching the same, before the expira- 
tion of The time ‘above mentioned, such conveyance or contract shall be abso- 
lutely null and void. 

“And during ssid period of twenty-five years said lands so allotted and the 
improvements thereon shall not be subject to taxation for any purpose by any 
State or Territory or any municipal subdivision thereof nor subject to 3 seized 
upon any execution or other mesne.or final process issued out of any court of 
any State or Territory, and shall never be subject to be seized or sold uponany 
execution or other mesne or final process issued out ot any court of any State 
or Territory upon any judgment rendered upon any debt or — 5 
tho pe of which, immediate or remote, passed prior to the expiratio 
ot said period of twenty-five years. And the law of descent and partition in 
force in the State or Territory where such lands are situated shall apply thereto. 

“ARTICLE V. 


“There shall be excepted from the operation of this agreementa tract of land, 
not exceeding 10 acres, in a square form, ego the church and school-house 
and grave-yard ator near the Iowa V. acres of land shall belong to 
said lowa tribe of Indians in common so tne ved they shall use the same for re- 
gani, educational, and burial purposes for theirsaid tribe; but whenever they 

L cease to use the same for such purposes for their tribe, said tract of land 
— belong to the United * 
“ ARTICLE VI. 

“When pre the allotments are made as aforesaid, the United States, underthe 
direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 7 — expend for said Iowa 
tribe of Indians described herein as beneficiaries of raaid indians b for improv- 
ing their said land, for building houses, providing ta 2 aes ians breeding ani- 
mals, agricultural limplements and seeds, the sum of That 2 
sum shall be paid out as nearly equally per capita Seg 28 he; the father, or, if 
he be yee e mother, to act for their children under the age of ei; ighteen 
years; and he Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his own discretion, — net ſor 
orphan aad tbe C under the age of eighteen years. 5 


“ARTICLE VII. 


additional consideration for such surrender and relin- 
quishment of 3 m, oe Pog r interest, as aforesaid, the United States 
will pay to said Io: e beneficiaries of this agreement, per capita, 
s agree- 


“As a further and — 


$3,600 per annum, Ayabe somi semi-annually, for the first five years afterthis 
ment shall take e $3,000 per annum, . ſor the second 
five yearsafter thisagreement shall take $2,400 perannum, payable semi- 
annually, for the third five years after this this agreement shall take effect; $1,800 
= ayani deet 93 and $1,800 per ann for the fourth able semi datar weg tin e | oon 
an r. sanum, e -annually, 
pe paran 


Seis cae og Seay each perso: 
over the age 2 6 years Shall receive ear receipt his or — hase; 


oia, eee part of the ana. Sie Sather. oF, H hee be. diad, the mother, of an 


y person entitled 1885 is 
under the shall receive and reesi for his or her share; 
and when an of such rage „the person, if an 
Towa Indian, with whom — person makes rap ceeding shall receive and 1 
for such person's shares; otherwise, it shall be paid to the Indian agent of 
said Iowa Indians for the use of such orphan. 


“ ARTICLE VIII. 


“It is hereby expressly agreed and understood that nothing herein contained 

lin any manner affect any otherclaim not mentioned herein that said Iowa 

tribe of Indians have against the United States; nor shall this my ter wed in 

any manner affect any interest that said tribe or its members may have in any 

reservation of land outside of the Indian Territo ory, nor shall this agreement in 

3 affect any annuities or payments, principal or interest duc, to said 
or its members by existing laws or treaties with the United States, 


“t ARTICLE IX. 


William Tohee, the chief of the Iowas, is incurably blind and helpless, and has 
a wife, Maggie Tohee, an Iowa woman, but by whom William no child. 
William isnotonly helpless but requires and receives the constant care and atten- 
tiono f Maggie, so that neither can give attention to matters of business or labor, 
or devote their time or energy to procuring a living. Therefore, it is mutually 
agreed in addition to the provisions hereinbefore made for the Iowas, including 
said William and Maggie, that the United States will pay ont to or for the use of 
said William, under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the 
sum oſ $350. Because of the 1 between the said William and Maggie and 
the care that he uires of her, and that shi magne dy vie beng we holy 
that the patents to them creating the trust in the United for them forthe 
period o; pa -five years, shall 
the death of e said W. 
years, then the Hrann to shall be i 
survivor and patents for the land allotted to both shall issue to the cara, pro: 

discharged of the said trust at the papain of the said twenty-five years, 

vided said parties shall be living together as man and wife until the d 


either. 
“ARTICLE X. 
nE pare yore shall be ln force from and after its approval by the Congress 
of the Uni 
In witness whereof, we have hereunto set our hands and seals the day and 


year first above written. 
“DAVID H. JEROME, 
“A. M. WILSON, 
“WARREN G. SAYRE, 
nn on the part of the United States. 
Jefferson White Cloud, his x mar! 


mark; Mary H 
mark; Abert Ely, his x mark; Julia 11 her x mark; Naw- 
atawmy, her x mark; Moses, his x mark; Lucinda R, Moses, her 
„ 8 

x 
k; Mary Tohee, her x mark; Ellen White Cloud, — x mark; 

acy OLAT, her x mark; Kis-tom-ie, herx mark; Big Ear, his 
x mark; Big her x mark; Washington, ber x 
mark; Anna Rubedeau, her x mark; Josie Dole, her x mark. 


“SUPPLEMENTAL ARTICLES, 


“ ARTICLE XI. 

“It is now further agreed by the commission, on the part of the United States, 
at the special instance and request of Chief To that if the Iowas at the ex- 
po iration of said term of twenty-five years, during which the United States shall 

d the allotments in trust for them, saall represent to the President that they 
desire said trust continued, then the President may, in his discretion, extend 
apa penod during which said lands are so held in trust for any period not ex- 

g five years. 


“ ARTICLE XII, 
It is ee that when said soy epg are being made, the chief of 


“J, Kirwan Murray, do hereby certify that I am the AART ebene 
by the Iowa tribe of Indians; Iam a member of said tribe; that I inter- 
— to said Indians the nature and terms and words of the contract to which 
8 made and entered into by and between David H. Jerome, Al- 

fran M. Wilson and Warren G. Sayre, com: oners on the of the United 
States, and the Iowa 1 on their reservation, in the Indian Ter- 
—— , at the Iowa Village, on 3 A. D. 1890, that said contract 


me fully explained to sid Indians and they made to understand Te 


e same, 
75 ame under my hand at the Iowa this Ma: 
N = KIRWAN MURRAY,” 


Therefore, 
Be tt enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United Slates 
America in 8 assembled, 5 


That said agreements be, and the same are here- 
by, accepted, ratified, and co 
Sec. 3. That for the purpose of making the allotments —— for in the saĩd 


— —— including the pay and expenses of the n not 
mma ee three in 7 — ä authorized to . — de the Erestlent 
for the purpose, an necessary resurveys, there be, and hereby is, appropri- 
outofany — poy ge yd the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
8 or so much f as may be necessary. 
Src. ar making the PARARE for in said 


8. That for the provided 
agreement the sum of $185,000 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise app: ted, of 82 the sum of 
$300,000 shall be retained in the Treasury of the 2124 the credit of 
the said Sac and Fox Nation, o rg pee 3 
annum, which shall become due and payable on the Ist day of March in 
— 5 and the remainder shall be disbursed or applied as provided end 1 — 


BEC, 4. That for the of making the allotments provided for in said 
agreement with the Towa tribe of Indians, including the pay and expenses of 
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special agents appointed by the President for the purpose, and the necessary sur- 
y tbere and here! out of any money in the Treasury 
o * — $1:000; or so much thereof as may be 
1 2 


ecessary. 

SEC, 5. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms and provisions of Ar- 
ticles VI, VII, and IX of said ment with the Iowa tribe of Indians, there 
be, and hereby ted appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropri „ the following su to wit: 

For this amount, to be expended under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, for snid Iowa tribe of Indians as provided in Article VI of said 


82 000. 
or 1 of the first five annual installments, first series, payable 
semi-annually as provided in Article VII, $3,600, 

For this amount, to enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to carry out 
the provision of Article IX, for the beneſit of William Tohee, chief of the lowas, 


Sxo. 6. That for the pu the descent of land to the heirsof 
any deceased Indian 
the Iowa tribe of Indians, or under any law or treaty authorizing the issuance 


of determinin 


timate shall patch E alja betaken 
and deemed to be the timate issue of the father of such child. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand a second. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 

sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS] is recognized to control the time for twenty minutes in sup- 
port of the bill, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] to 
control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demanded a second, Mr. S er. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair unders that a second 
was demanded by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CONNELL. Before the gentleman proceeds, I would like to 
makean inquiry. I did not distinctly hear the reading of the bill; and 
I would like to know whether it affectsin 3 the rights of parties 
who claim to be members of the tribe of Indians known as the Sac and 
Fox tribe? 

Mr. PERKINS. It applies only to land of the Sac and Fox Indians 
in the Indian Territory, not in Nebraska. 

Mr. CONNELL. It in no way prejudices the rights of the Murphy 
claimants? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the treaties referred to in this bill 
were recently negotiated with the Sac and Fox Indians and with the 
Towa Indians in the Indian Territory. The commission is composed 
of three reputable and distinguished gentlemen, representing both 
of the t political organizations. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, Mr. Speaker, we desire to hear what 
1 has to say. We do not even know what the bill is. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill pro to ratify agree- 
ments recently made with the Sac and Fox Ind and the Iowa In- 
dians in Oklahoma Territory, so as to open to settlement the lands 
which these Indians do not need, and to allot the balance to them in- 
dividually. The treaties were negotiated by the gentlemen known as 
the Cherokee Commission, comprising reputable and honorable gentle- 
men representing both of the great political organizations, so that there 
is wird a political in this proposed legislation. The bill was prepared 
in the Indian Office; it has the indorsement of the Secretary of the In- 
terior; and it has been sent to Congress by the President of the United 
States with his approval. 

- These lands are situated in Oklahoma Territory. Under the provis- 
ions of the bill creating that Territory, where additional Indian lands 
are opened to settlement, the settlers are required to pay to the Govern- 
ment what the Government is obliged to pay to the Indians for the ex- 
tinguishment of the Indian title. In this case the Sac and Fox In- 
dians are to receive $1.23 an acre for their lands, and the Iowa Indians 
38 cents an acre for theirs, The truth is that the Iowa Indians have 
no title to the lands they occupy; those Indians were settled there by 
an executive order and were permitted to occupy the lands, but they 
never paid anything for them nor gave ages ia exchange for them. 

Hence, they are content with this treaty. ey consent to take 80 
acres of land apiece on the reservation which has been set apart to them, 
and permit the balance of the land to be opened to settlement, they re- 
ceiving payment at the rate I have suggested. Thereare only eighty- 
eight of the Iowa Indians living on that reservation. are 8 
418 acres of that reservation, and the bill will open to settlement 
221,528 acres. This land is a part of that purchased more than a year 

of the Creek Indians, and hence, as I have s settlers who 
obtain these lands under the provisions of the homestead law will be 


re to pay to the Government what the Government pays to 
the Indians in extin ment of the Indian title. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas, As I understand, the bill which the 
gentleman from Kansas desires to have passed is made up of two bills. 

Mr. PERKINS. Two bills. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. We are unable to get a copy of the bill 
a Perron to be passed. Why does the gentleman blend the two 

s? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because of the importance of the immediate pas- 
sage of a measure of this kind; that is all. 

I have here a letter and a telegram from the governor of Oklahoma 
and a letter from the Secretary of the Interior urging the importance 
of speedy action upon this subject. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I donot understand how the gentle- 
man moves to sus the rules and pass both bills. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have moved to pass one bill. I have put two 
bills together and offer them as one bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. As I understood the reading, there 
is some arrangement made about the government of these Indians, 

Mr. PERKINS. The bill authorizes the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to the Indians. Under the provisions of the bill the Sac and 
Fox Indians are to get 160 acres each, because they own their reser- 
vation and have paid for it ; they are to receive $1.23 per acre from the 
Government for the amount of land which we obtain under the bill. 
The Iowa Indians will receive 80 acres capita and will be paid 38 
cents an acre by the Government for the residue of their land. This 
arrangement has been accepted by the Indians and indorsed by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
President. The Indians, in fact, sent a delegation here urging us to 
act promptly on these treaties so that they might get the benefits re- 
sulting to them thereunder ; and the governor of Oklahoma has been- 
specially urgent 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What Indians have sent a delegation here? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Indians who reside upon the Jands—the Sac 
and Fox Indians who reside upon their reservation. 

Let me say that this legislation will very much relieve the unfortu- 
nate condition existing in Oklahoma at the present time. As is well 
known, when Oklahoma was opened to settlement persons went in 
there in great numbers, more than could get desirable locations. The 
result is that hundreds of thousands of contests have been precipitated 
there, and an unfortunate state of affairs has resulted. The throwing 
open tosettlement of these lands lying immediately east of the settled 
portion of Oklahoma will do much to relieve the unfortunate condition 
of affairs now existing. It will give the settlers who desire to do so 
an opportunity to go upon the lands opened under the provisions of this 
bill and to take them under the homestead law, upon the additional 
condition, however, that they pay the Government all that it pays to 
the Indians for the land. . 

I think there can be no objection to any provision in the bill. It has 
received, as I have suggested, the sanction of all the parties interested, 
so far as I know; and it comes here with the approval of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, the Secretary of the Interior and the President. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to inquire whether the gentleman 
does not think it desirable, in reference to negotiations yet to be had 
with other Indians, that these treaties be speedily confirmed and appro- 
priations made to carry them into effect? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think prompt action on this bill would operate 
in that way. This commission, as my friend from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
BERSON | knows is still at work negotiating witb other tribes of Indians, 
and if these treaties are approved promptly, as suggested by my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], it will assist very materially the labors of 
the commission with other Indians. The Sac and Fox Indians sent 
their chief and other members of the tribe here to urge upon us the im- 
portance of early action on this treaty. 

Without detaining the House further at present I will reserve the 
residue of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I heard some provision 
of this bill read to which the gentleman from Kansas has not referred 
in his ; and inasmuch as we can not get a copy of the bill any- 
where, I desire the Clerk to read it in my own time, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Texas will yield 
to me five minutes of his time. 

Mr. PERKINS. What portion of the bill does the gentleman re- 
fer to? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I want that portion read especially, 
that refers to other matters than the disposal of the land, As I under- 
stood the reading of the bill here, there are some provisions in it in re- 
gard to criminal jurisdiction over these 2 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. CANNON. I call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to 
the fact that the first part of this bill is the language ot the treaty. Ti 
the Clerk will turn to page 10 he will find the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr, HO When that bill was first read there was a descrip- 
tion of lands or a part of lands—— 


- The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that that was in the early partof the bill. The gentleman from Texas 
has requested that certain portions of the bill beread. The billisnow 
being read in his time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. What court is to decide on the ques- 
tion of law raised by the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It will be under the laws of the Territory of Okla- 
homa. For the present the laws of Nebraska would apply, they being 
extended over Oklahoma by the act of Congress of last winter. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I yield the balance of the time to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 
maining. š 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill embraces some provis- 
ions in which I think I am interested, unless I am very much mistaken. 
I understand this chief, Keokuk, claims to be the owner, and entitled 
to all of the money arising from the sale of these lands.. There are 
three hundred and ninety-eight members of the Sac and Fox tribe of 
Indians who reside in my district in Iowa. They claim to be entitled to 
their proportion of the money arising from the sale of these lands, and 
I have recently been written to in regard toit. I understand the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to hold as his opinion that they are entitled to 
their share of the lands. 

On the other hand, the President of the United States holds differ- 
ently. Iam also advised that the Indian Department hold that the 
Iowa Indians are entitled to their share of the lands, but, as I have 
said, the President holds differently, and the matter ought to be thor- 
oughly investigated. It ought not to be passed in this way, a bill in- 
volving as this does an appropriation of about $485,000. I have not 
had time to investigate it thoroughly, because I did not know the mat- 
ter was to be brought up now, but I think the bill ought to be sub- 
jected to more careful consideration, and not undertake to pass it in 
this hurried way. 

I had no notice whatever that the bill was to be brought up to-day. 
I have been looking after it somewhat, and I called the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to the fact, but have not called the attention of the 
committee of this House. But I think, unless I am very much mis- 
taken, and the gentleman from Kansas can inform me if I am mis- 
taken, that this treaty or arrangement in which it appears the Sac and 
Fox Indians are concerned entirely divests the Iowa tribe of all inter- 
est in what they claim of lands in the Indian Territory, and does it 
without their being permitted to be heard at all. Is that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say in answer to the gentleman from Iowa 
that this agreement which is proposed by this bill to be ratified does 
give to the Sac and Fox Indians in the Indian Territory—the Sac and 
Fox Indians residing on the reservation, the Indians who have occupied 
the lands—the funds realized from thesaleof the lands. And the Pres- 
ident thinks that is right, and the Secretary of the Interior, after con- 
sidering the matter, after the President wrote his letter, prepared this 
bill himself and sent it to Congress for passage. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. And yet the Secretary of the Interior has 
written thiscommittee giving his opinion positively, after investigation, 
that the Sac and Fox Indians of Iowa are entitled to their share, and 
he is confirmed in that opinion by the Indian Commissioner. 

Now, I say such a matter, where the opinion of the Indian Commis- 
sioner is that they are entitled to their share of the lands, and where 
the Secretary of the Interior gives as his judgment, after investiga- 
tion, that they are so entitled to the lands, is certainly a matter of 
enough consequence to entitle it to consideration in this House, and to 
have time enough given to it to present all of the facts and reasons in 
favor of allowing these Indians their share. But seeing that, in so 
far as this agreement is concerned, it divests all of these 298 Indians 
in Iowa of their share of these lands, I think the attempt to pass it 
under a suspension of the rules ought not to be successful. 

I know it is claimed by the President that the interests reserved to 
these Indians from the lands which they had abandoned in Kansas was 
simply for the improvements they had made, and consequently that 
they did not become entitled to the land, because there was no occu- 

cy of the land by the Indians of Iowa. But the Indians now in 
owa did go to Kansas; they remained there and got a share of the lands. 
There never was any valuable improvement made by the Indians in 
Kansas that entitles them to these valuable lands in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and the interest they get arises from the abandonment of lands, 
and not from improvements; consequently che interest they have is one 
arising out of lands belonging to the whole tribe and not to a part of it. 
Hence the Iowa Indians should be allowed some share arising from the 
sale of the lands, 
How much time, Mr. Speaker, remains? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has nine minutes re- 


Mr. PEEL. Will you allow me to make a suggestion? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I would like a minute or two to speak on this sub- 


ect. à 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CAN NON]. 
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Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to vote for this 
bill under a suspension of the rules, And I alsodislike a little bit to 
vote against it. I believe it ought to be considered at leisure in this 
House. I doubt very much if this treaty ought to be ratified. In com- 
pany with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and other gen- 
tlemen I once passed through this reservation. As I recollect it, it is 
in the Ozark Mountains, and there is but a small portion of it that is 
of any account at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my friend that he is entirely mis- 
taken about that, as I will show him by the report of the commisioners 
conducting these investigations. 

Mr. CANNON. And that portion of it which is valuable is, I think, 
now occupied in severalty by the Sac and Fox Indians, and will be un- 
der this treaty if it be ratified. The most of the land, as I understand it 
after the best inquiry I could make, is barren land in the Ozarks, with 
a little scrubby timber on it, without any subsoil under it. I do not 
know but you ought to give the Sac and Fox Indians six or seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars, but I think you had better do it outright if 
you are going to do it, because I believe when you undertake to put 
it upon the basis of a consideration it is a mistake. I am willing to 
suspend the rules to consider this, but I am not willing to vote to 
ratify these two treaties and pass these two bills with twenty min- 
utes' discussion on a side, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have the two bills in my hand, House 


bills 11683 and 11682, which two bills seem to be combined, as I un- 
derstand, in the pending motion. I do not find, in the hasty examina- 
tion that I have made, any provision in regard to the disposing of these 
lands to settlers which are to be acquired by the treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is covered in the bill creating the Territory 
of Oklahoma. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is not referred to here. 

Mr. PERKINS. These lands are included, and the language of the 
bill creating the Territory of Oklahoma expressly provides for such a 
treaty as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the general Oklahoma bill contemplates’ this 
legislation, and if the matter is covered by the provisions of that bill, 
of course that is satisfactory. 

Mr. PERKINS. That matter is covered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So that such settlers shall pay $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. PERKINS. Shall pay whatever the Indians get for the land. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that is about $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are to take it under the homestead law, and 
the commuting feature of the homestead Jaw is ed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This provision which reserves 80 acres from sale 
out of each quarter-section, to be held in trust by the Government for 
twenty-five years, is a very wise provision, but then it is provided that 
the other 80 acres shall only be held for five years unless the time be 
extended by the President for fifteen years. 


Now, the truth is that this is land adapted to pasturage, and through - 


pasturage, by one means and another, these Indians have lived: Now, 
Keokuk himself, the son of the noted chief of forty years ago, is a very 
intelligent Indian, one of the most intelligent that you will find in the 
whole Indian Territory, and one of the most accomplished. He dresses 
like a white man, but at the same time he can not speak a word of the 
English language, and heisabout the only one connected with theirtribe 
who is not still a blanket Indian, The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Cannon] will perhaps remember, and my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 


PEEL] will remember, that the chiefs of the Indians present when we 


had a conference with them were still in their rude and primitive state 
of Indian life. Now, to confer upon these persons the right to sell their 
lands in five years is simply to expose them to absolute robbery, I think. 
I should not have any hope that, with white people all around them, 
a single acre of that 80 acres would be held for a year longer than the 
five years prescribed. Keokuk isa Baptist preacher, is a well-informed, 
intelligent man; has a church of his own and preaches to his people, 
and he is competent to manage his own afiairs—a progressive, enlight- 
ened man; but not so with the people of that tribe generally, And I 
do not think this bill ought to pass in this hasty way. I was going to 
suggest to my friend from Kansas that I hoped he would consent that 
the five-year provision be modified, but I see it is embodied in the 


treaty. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is embodied in the treaty and it can not be 
modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think the treaty ought to be ratified. I 
think if the gentleman would see these Indians he would think it was 
improper. ’ 


Mr. PERKINS. But the remark of the gentleman does not apply to 


the Sacs and Foxes in Iowa. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, the same remark applies to them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My objection to the passage of this bill at this 
time is that we have not time in the few minutes we have to decide 
this matter and to consider the interests of these various portions of the 
tribe. I understand that Keokuk, the chief of the tribe in the Indian 
Territory, has been here urging the passage of this bill. 


"+ 


Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion? 
Mr, KERR, of Iowa. One of the difficulties of this matter is that 


you have either got to ratify the agreement as it is or reject it as a 


whole. Lou can not amend it, 

Mr, PEEL, You can ratify the treaty with the Sac and Fox In- 
dians, but that does not preventthe Sacs and Foxes of Iowa from com- 
ing in and setting up their claim; and if it be found that they have a 
claim, then this money to the amount of $300,000 remains in the Treas- 
ury under the control of the Government, and they can be paid ont of 
that. The Government can recognize them and they can be paid out 
of the proceeds of this land. 

Mr. STRUBLE. How many years does the money remain in the 

Ed 

Mr. PEEL. It is there until Congress appropriates it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If I were entirely satisfied about that I would 
not oppose this bill. 

Mr. PEEL. That is my judgment about it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. All I desire is to save the rights of the In- 
dians in my own district. They claim that they are entitled to their 
share of the poorer of the lands sold, and they do not want to be 
concluded. Iwas going to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have only received 
the information, and that I did not know of this contemplated meas- 
ure until after I received an intimation by letter from my district a 
few days ago. I went to the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs and he said to me that the officer in charge of the matter said that 
he was satisfied that the claim of the Iowa Indians was well founded; 
and I examined and found that the Secretary of the Interior was of the 
same opinion; but finding that there was some disagreement with the 
President I was not thoroughly satisfied respecting this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to ask my colleague, may not this 
money be kept in the Treasury until a settlement of the question is 
arrived at? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Under the view of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the view of the tleman from Arkansas, it may pos- 
sibly. With that understanding I shall not oppose the passage of the 
bill; but I would be glad to have an understanding to that effect. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is nothing in the bill that concludes by ex- 

terms any of the Sac and Fox Indians who residein Iowa. There 
i nothing in the way of affirmative legislation that would conclude 
them from asserting any right they may have. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I understand the gentleman to say there 
is nothing in the bill that prevents them from insisting upon and es- 
ae their claim to an interest in the proceeds of the sale of these 


Mr. PERKINS. There is nothing affirmative. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has an 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to occupy a moment’s 
time in answering the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. He 
makes a suggestion that these lands are not desirable for agricultural 
purposes. Now, the commission conducting these negotiations in their 
report say: a 
The Sac and Fox reservation contains 498,668 acres of land, and is said to be 
better land on the whole than the Cherokee Outlet, 
And the Cherokee Outlet is supposed to be the best portion of the 
Indian Territory. 
Mr. CANNON. I think the commission use the expression said 
to be. They would not even say that it was, but say it is said to 
? 


Now, I undertake to say they did not understand what they were 
talking about. I would not give $50,000 for the whole reservation; 
nor would anybody else who knows anything about the value of land. 

Mr. PERKINS, Nosettler can get a foot of it under the provisions 
of this act except by paying to the Government of the United States 
what the Government has paid these Indians, 

Mr.CANNON. Les; but the Governmentappropriates nearly $700,- 
000 for a lot of worthless land. It may be that we ought to give these 
Indians $700,000. If so, let us give it to them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let us have a little piece of trade in it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The statement made by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is controverted by the commission and by gentlemen who are famil- 
iar with the land and know its value; and they say that this land, as 
soon as it is open for settlement, will be occupied by settlers under the 

visions of the homestead law and the Government reimbursed. The 
„000 in payment for this land appropriated for the benefit of the Sac 
and Fox Indians is retained in the Treasury and becomes a trust fund, 
and it isonly the excess that is paid to them per capita; and it is fur- 
ther provided that those who are minors shall not receive their share 
until they attain their majority. So that, in fact, but little is paid at 
once under the provisions of this bill, but as the minors become of 
they receive their per capita share of the money paid in excess of the 


. $300,000. For the present it is only the adults who get their per capita 
share of the excess over the $300,000, the money being retained in the 


‘Treasury as a trust fund for the benefit of the entire tribe or nation. 
Again, as suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas, it is eminently 
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fair to all. Tho Indians are satisfied with it; the Department havi 
charge of this work is satisfied with it; it is recommended by the Presi: 
dent, and there is an exigency, as suggested, that onght to prompt the 
passage of this bill by this House. 

That is my apology, Mr. Speaker, for having brought the matter up. 
Lhave no interest in it, but knowing the condition there, and receiv- 
ing this telegram and this urgent appeal from the governor of Okla- 
homa and the Secretary, I felt it my duty to present this bill for the 
consideration of this House. [Cries of Vote!’?] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division: 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 29. 

Mr. PERKINS. Tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, PERKINSand Mr. KERR; of Iowa, were 


pointed, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (during the count). I make the point of order 
that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will please report the yote, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On the statement of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas that this bill does not affect the right of the Indians in my district, 
I will not make the point of order that no quorum is present. 

The tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 18. 

So the bill was passed, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the amend- 
ment I send to the desk, the bill (S. 3556) granting to the Hutchinson 
and Southern Railroad Company the right to construct a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

That the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company, a corporation created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Kansas, be, and the same is 
hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, equip- 
ping, operating, using, and maintaining a railroad, telegraph, and telephone 
line from a point on the north line of the Indian Territory, south of the city of 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, into the Indian Territory, to a connection 
with the Chicago, Kansas and Nebraska Railroad at or near Pond Creek, in 
the Indian Territory, and thence to a connection with the Santa Fé Railroad . 
at or near the city of Guthrie, or some point north of there, within the distance 
of 20 miles, with the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn- outs, 
and sidings as said company oa deem it to their interest to construct al 
and upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for: Prov 
‘That the company shall have the right to adopt the most feasible and practica- 
ble route in following the general direction hereinbefore specified. 

“ Seo, 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use forall 
a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line, and for no other -papoa a right of 
way 100 feet in width through said Indian Territory, for said line of the Hutch- 
inson and Southern Railroad Company, and to take and use a 4 0 of land 200 
feet in width with the length of 3,000 feet, in addition to the right of way, for 
stations for every 10 miles of road, with the right to use such additional und 
where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and 
maintenance of the road-bed, not ex ing 100 feet on each side of said right 
of way, or as much thereofas may be included in said out or fill; Tv 
no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the 
company, and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as shall be renzo f for the construction and convenient operation 
of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof 
shall cease to be so such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of In- 
dians from which the same shall have been taken. 

See. 3. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any lands held 
by individual ocoupants according to the laws, customs, and uses of any of the 
Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, full compensa- 
tion shall be made to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage done 
by reason of the construction of such railway. In case of failure to make ami- 
cable settlements with any occupant, such compensation shall be determined 
by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be appointed one (who 
shall act as chairman) by the President, eet the chief of the nation to which 
said occupant belongs, and one by the rail 8 who, before entering 
upon the duties of their appraisements, shall take and subscribe before a dis- 
trict judge, clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner an oath that 
they will faithfully and impartially S o the duties of their appraisement, 
which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award toand filed with 
the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion thereof, 
and a majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence 
of a member, after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make 
such appointment within thirty days after the appointment made by the Presi- 
dent the vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of the United States court 
held at Muscogee, upon the application of the other party. The chairman of 
said board shall appoint the time and place of all hearings within the nation 
to which such oceupant belongs. Euch of said referees shall receive for his sery- 
ices the sum of $H per day for each day they are engaged in the trial of the cause 
submitted to them under this act, with mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses 
shall receive the usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation. Costs, includ- 
ing compensation of said referees, 1 be made a part of the award, and be paid 
by such railroad company. In case the referees do not agree, then any two of 
them are authorized to make the award, Either pene dissatisfied with 
the finding of the referees shall have the right, within ninety days after the mak- 
ing ot the award and notice of the same, to ap by original petition to the dis- 
trict court held at Muscogee, which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and 
determine the subject-matter of the petition, according to the laws of the State 
of Kansas for determining the damage wel the ar taken for railroad pur- 

If, upon the hearing of said appeal, the judgment of the court be 


said award, 
the costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railroad company. If the 
judgment of the court cg be fora Toss sun than the award wis berr 
erees, then the costs be adjudged against the party claiming 


or s larger sum than the award of the referees, or a sum equal to 
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ings shall have been commenced in court the railroad 


3 rate of freight than the rate authorized by the 
Kansas for services of aoe at egies of the same kind: Prov That passe passon: 
ger rates on said railroad 


mah or governments shall exist ia in said Territory 
said railroed, or a part located, and then — State govern- 
mentor governments shall —— to fx and cost of pete sac 
tation of persons and freights within their respective limits i by ead 
but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at ety aren the cost 
of such 5 by said railway or said company whenever such trans- 
portation shall extend from one State into another or shall extend into more 
than oneState: Provided, however, That the rate of such transportation of pas- 
seners, loval or interstate, shall not exceed the FAA EAA AAN Peg And pro- 
vided further, That raid railroad company shall carry the at such 9 — as 
Congress may by law provide, and until — rate is fixed by law tho Pomthanter- 
General may fix the rate of compe 

“Seo. 5. That said railroad company shall y tothe Spiced of the Interior, 
for the benefit of the particular nation or tri through whose lands said line 
may be located, the sum of $50 per mile for each mile of road constructed and 
maintained in said Indian Territory, in addition to compensation 
in this act for property taken or damages done indi brag pag eon Sen by the con- 
struction of said railroad, said payment to be made in i. en! 
each 10 miles of road is : Provided, That if the ne pools ong pardi either 
of the nations or tribes be located shall 


roal company for such dissenting 8 or oes be in lieu of the —— 
sation the said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the foregoin ng 

rovisions. Said company shall also pay, so long as said Territory is occupi 

y the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the pe of — for 
each mile of railroad it shall construct and tory. T 
money paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the . of this act shat 
be apportioned by him in accordance with the laws and t now in force 
among the different nations and — according to the number of miles of 
railroad that may be constructed and operated by said company — eaaa their 
lands: Provided, That Congress shali have the right, so long as said lands are 
occupied and possessed by said nations and tribes, to impose additional taxes 
upon said railroad as it may deem just and for — benefit; and any 
State or Territory hereafter formed, throug’ which said railroad sl have 

ed, may exercise the like power as to such part ot said railroad 

as lics within its limits. Said railroad company shall have the right to survey 
and locate its railroad immediately after the passage of this act. 

* Sec, 6. That said company shall cause 3 showing the route of its located 
line through said Territory to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of each of the nations or 
tribes through whose lands said railroad may be located, and after the filing of 
said maps no claim for subsequent settlement or improvement upon the right 
of way shown by said ae shall be valid as inst said company: 

t when a map show. any porod af a rallroad's located line ia fl 
as herein provided for said company shall commence grading said located li 
within six months thereafter, or such location shall b be void; and said location 
si 75 a in sections of 25 miles before 


such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall have, without refer- 
ence to the amount in controversy, jurisdiction over all controversies arising 
between said Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company and the 88 
tribes, and individual members of said tribes or nations through whose land or 
territory said railroad may be constructed. Said court shall have jurisdiction, 
without reference to the amounts in controversy, over all controversies arisin; 
in said nations or tribes and said oo company, and the civil 8 ot 
aE an wo DUSAU at tise partie so for ax (EA DEION TAAS Se POENE 
inet ion as to citizens 0 es, 80 as the same may Be 

to carry outthe provisions of this act. 

“Sec, 9. That said railroad company shall build and complete its railway in 
said Territory within eighteen months after the passage of this or the rights 
herein granted shall pot forfeited as to the portion not built; and it shall not be 
neceszary in such a case for a forfeiture to be declared by judicial process or 
legislative enactment; said company shall construct and maintain con- 
tinually all road and highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railroad 
wherever such roads and highways do now or may hereafter croas said rail- 
way’s right of way, or may be by the 8 authorities laid across the same. 

“Sro, 10. That said Hutchinson an: uthern Railroad Company shall accept 
this right of = u paa the express condition, binding upon itself, its successors 
and ry gee will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking 
toward the inant ing or changing the present ter tenure of the Indians to their 
lands, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations an} farther, 5 
of land. or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, 
violation of the conditions mentioned in this section shall operate as Branden 
ofall rights and privileges of said railroad under this act, 

“Sro. II. That all mortgages executed by said railroad company coors 

portion of its railroad, with its franchises, that may be constructed in 

— ian Territory shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and ‘the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution, and shall convey 
all 8 and 9 of said company as therein 

ingress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or re this 
act, son the * 1 way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and riae iva of 
said road, except as to mortgage or other „lien that may be given or secured 
thereon to aid in the construction thereof.’ 


Mr. CANNON, Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] de- 
sire that a second be considered as ordered? 

Mr. PEEL. I think we can take a vote on this question without 
much discussion. : 


Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I shall not demand a second if 
we can have an explanation from the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order unless a second 
be ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

There being no obj ection, it was ordered accordi 

Mr, PEEL. Mr. S er, I wish to say that the Tate bill is a bill 
in the ordinary form giving right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern 
Railroad through the Indian country to Texas. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Letmeask the gentleman a ques- 
tion at this point—the only question I wanted to ask. 

Mr. PEEL, Certainly. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of 2 New Jersey. I notice that the ARME PROA 
proposed contains a word which the House in several of these bills has 
struck out—the word owni 


Mr. PEEL. Well, I have no objection to striking that word out. 


I do not think it makes any difference, because the company under this 
bill can only own the right of way; that is all itis proposed to give them. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Arkansas is willing, I under- 
stand, that the word shall be omitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let it be struck ont. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is it understood that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Arkansas is to be modified as suggested by the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, yes; there is no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. wil thas, Ten bill then read ? Iy the righ 

Mr. P t suppose, give simply the t to use. 
I do not see that the matter makes a particl of difference. The only 
objection is that the may confuse cs reli 

. AN, of New Jersey. It does not; I have examined 
the 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this company has 82 miles of railway 
in operation from Hutchinson to the southern line of the State of Kan- 
sas, and there it is blocked; it can not go a rod farther. It has no 
local business. This bill merely gives the company the right to cross 
the Cherokee Outlet (which is not occupied by Indians) upon the same 
eonditions that have been inserted in all similar bills, and to extend 
its road to Guthrie in Oklahoma. I can not see any objection to it. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that the bill has been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS. It isunanimously reported by that committee. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] has stated 
all there is in the bill. The Senate bill provides that the road may ex- 
tend through the entire Indian country od Texas; but the committee 
were not willing to grant the right of way to that extent, and the pres- 
ident of the road is willing to accept the substitute or amendment 
agreed on by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. What does the company pay for the right of way? 

Mr. PEEL. Fifty dollars a mile and $15 annually afterward, just 
as all the other railroad companies do. This bill is in the same form as 
other bills granting right of way. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I want to know whether the 
gentleman from Arkansas consents to modify the bill by striking out 
the word “owning.” 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, certainly, if the gentleman insists upon it, though 
I really think the amendment is immaterial. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I insist upon it. 

Mr. PEEL. The bill as now presented for allows this com- 
pany simply simply to cross the Cherokee Outlet, on which there are now no 

Jet te to extend their road to Guthrie, in Oklahoma. 

Mr. HO: I hope the portion of the bill which has been modi- 

fied will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Com y, a corporation created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State peg en be, and the same is 
De; invested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, equip- 
ping, operating, using, and maintaining a railroad—— 
Mr. PEEL. That is sufficient. 
The question being taken on suspending the rules and passing the 
bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


ADJUDICATION OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. HERMANN. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the consideration of the bill which I send 


to the desk, and the same. 
The Clerk as follows: 
A bill R. 6150) to 9 for the adjudication and ment of claims srisi 
Aaa or Tekin — a lE E 
Be it enacted by the 8 and House of Representatives of the United pary 
America in Congress assembled, Thatthe President is hereby authorized to no: 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 5 int three 
judges, no more than two of whom shall belong to the same po! party, one 


of whom shal! be designated as presiding judge, andthey shai! a their offices 
until the 3ist day of December, , when the same shall expire and all the funo- 
tions and privileges thereof shall cease. If either of said judges shall not be so 
mt session of the Senate the 5 may make 

appointment d the recess thereof, but the appointee no 
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longer than until the end of the next session thereafter ensuing, during which 
the President shall nominate to the Senate as aforesaid. In like manner ane 
vacancy subsequently occurring shall be filled. esr 

receive a salary at the rate of $3,500 perannum. Each of saidjudges shall, before 
entering upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe the oath required by 
law for judges of the United States courts, 

Sec, 2. That said judges shall constitute a court to be known as the court of 
Indian depredations, and shall have a seal with such device as it shall order, 
and as such court shall possess jurisdiction and authority to inquire into an 
finally adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all claims of the follow- 
ing classes, namely: 

First. All claims for property of citizens of the United States taken or de- 
stroyed by Indians withouc just cause or provocation on the part of the owner 
or agent in charge, and not returned or paid for. 

Second. All claims by Indians under the protection of any tresty with the 
United States who, while peacefully residing and being upon any lawful reser- 
vation provided for them, or absent therefrom by authority and peacefully, 
shall have suffered a loss of property through unlawful destruction, or taking 
by white men, or by Indians of another tribe or nation then belonging within 
the United States, and not authorized to be upon the reservation where such 
destruction or taking occurred: Provided, however, That no claim referred to in 
the second subdivision in this section shall be entertained by the court untess 
substantiated tothe satisfaction of the court by the testimony of the agent, or 
other ereditable witness not of the Indian race, being persons haying a per- 
sonal knowledge of the facts. i 

Third. All just offsets and counter-claims to any claim of either of the pre- 
ceding classes which may be before such court for determination. All ques- 
tions of limitations as to time and manner of presenting claims are hereby 
waived, and no claim shall be excluded from the jurisdiction because not here- 
tofore presented to the Secretary of the Interior or other officer or Department 
of the Government; Provided, That no claim Kommuna- prior to January 1, 
1847, shall be considered by the court, The said court shall have authority to 
issue subpænas for witnesses, to be signed by its clerk or one of said judges; 
to make rules and regulations not inconsistent with law or with the goncral 
course of procedure in courts of justice; to govern the methods of procedure and 
practice in and before such court, the appearance of parties, in person or by at- 
torney, and all matters pertaining and needful to the due performance of the 
duties of said court, and to oaths in proceedings in said court, and 
to preserve order and punish for contempt. Such reg ons of practice shall 
be adr rhea soas to provide for the expeditious, just, and fair tion of 
such claims as may come before the court, regardless of technicalities and ac- 
cording to the rights of claimants upon the merits. A claimant may mad ey in 
person or by attorney. Upon the filing of any petitions as herein provided the 
clerk of said court shall send a notice thereof in writing to the 1 
eral of the United States, whereupon the Attorney-General shall enter his ap- 

rance, and thereafter see that the interests of the United States and of the 


ndians are properly defended. For this pu there shall be appointed by 
the Attorney-General an paper seaman eign, fo who shall be under the direction of 
the Department of Justice, whose salary shall be $2,500 per annum. 


See, 3. That said court shall hold its regular sessions in the city of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia, and the Attorney-General shall provide for the 
said court, its clerks and employés hereby authorized, suitable rooms, with nec- 
essary furniture, fuel, light, Sr and stationery. Twoju shall constitute 
a quorum for the transaction of business, but no judge s participate in any 
hearing or proceeding in which he has any pecuni: interest, directly or in- 
directly, or in which he is of kin to any claimant. A docket shall be kept of all 
claims, showing the date of presentation, number, name of claimant, subject- 
matter, amount of claim, and the adjudication, and said conrt shall keep a rec- 
ord of its proceedings. ‘The said court shall appointa chief clerk and a messen- 
ger, and such assistant clerks, one of whom shal! be a skilled stenographer, as 
may be from time to time found necessary, not exceeding three. The chief 
clerk appointed by the court shall receive a salary of $2,000, the messenger a 
te ors $340 per annum, and such additional clerks as may be appointed with 
salaries of $1,400 per annum each, 

Sec. 4. That upon the organization of said court all papers, reports, evidence, 
recorda, and 3 now on file or of record in any of the Departments or 
the office of the Secretary of the Senate or the office of the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, or certified copies of the same, relating to any claims, au- 
thorized by this act, presented to said court and for which no appropriation has 

m made by Congress, shall be delivered to said court upon its order at the 
request of the Attorney-General, theclaimant, or his attorney. All claims shall 
be presented to the court by petition, setting forth in ordinary and concise lan- 
guage, without unnecessary repetition, the fact upon which such claims are based 
the persons,class of persons, or tribes of Indians by whom thealleged illegal 
acts were committed, the property lost or destroyed, and the value thereof, and 
any other facts connected with the transactions and material to the proper ad- 
judication of the gases involved. The petition shall be verified by the affidavit 
of the claimant,his agent, administrator, orattorney. In considering the merits 
of claims presented to the court any testimony, affidavits, reports of special 
agents, or other oflicers and such other papers now on file in the Departments 
or in Congress relating to any of such ms shall be considered by the court, 
and such weight given thereto as in its judgment isright and proper, less 
of the technical rules of evidence in courts of law: Provided, That 
which have heretofore been favorably adjudicated by the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall have priority of consideration by said court, and shall be held to be 
prima facie correct, 

Spo. 5. That the said court shall make general rules and regulations for tak- 
ing testimony in causes pending therein; and 5 be taken in the 
county where the witness resides when the same can conveniently done. 
Every case shall be heard by a quorum, at least, of the court, and such quorum 
is empowered to render final ju ent, and all decisions shall be rendered at 

the same term at which the case may be heard, or, at the furthest, during the 
succeeding term. Each of said judges and clerks of said court is authorized to 
administer oaths in matters arising in said court. 

Sg. G. The said court may appoint not to exceed three commissioners, whoshall 
each be paid a salary of $2,000 per annum, and the further sum of $3 per day, in 
lieu of subsistence and actual traveling expenses, for each day actually em- 
ployed in traveling or absent from home upon official duty. Such commission- 
ers shall have power to administer oaths, take testimony and prosecute investi- 
gation, and they shall perform such other duties as may be required by the 
court and under its direction. The Attorney-General shall cause the accounts 
of said commissioners itemized and sworn to, to be audited and approved and 
payment made in the manner prescribed for employés of the opastan of 
Justice, and the salaries of other officers of said court shall be audited, approved, 
and payment made in like manner. 

Sec. 7. That the said court shall determine in each case the value of the 
Property AN or destroyed at the time and place of its loss or destruction, and, 

e. ribo 


hands ofthe United States, belonging to said tribe or tribes, an account thereof 
said tribe or tribes be charges 


Src. K. That either party shali bave theright to appeal upon questions of law 
alone to the Supreme Court of the United States, and the rules governing such 
appeal shall be the same as those now in force relative to appeals from the 
Court of Claims, so far as the same may be applicable, 

Src, 9. That all claims of the character mentioned in this act which shall not 
be presented to the said court within three years after the passage hereof shall 
be forever barred. 

Sc. 10, That said court shall hold two regular sessions each year in the city 
of Washington, District of Columbla. The first session shall commence on the 
second Monday in January and end on the 20th day of June: the second ses- 
sion shall commence on the first Monday in September and end on the 20th day 
of December of each year. 

Sec, 11. That harabe and hereby is, appropriated, from the Treasury of the 
United States, out of the moneys not otherwise appropriated, $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to pay the salaries of the judges and other officers 
and employés herein provided for, and such other expenses as are authorized 
to be made by this act, which shall be disbursed by the disbursing clerk of the 
Department of Justice in the same manner in which salaries and expenses of 
that Department are authorized to be paid. 

Sec. 12. All laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the question ought to be taken on second- 
ing the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HERMANN. Task unanimous consent that a second may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LACEY. With the understanding that the bill shall go over 
until the next suspension day (forit will be utterly impossible to con- 
sider it to-night) I should not object; I suggest that as a part of the 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I suggest that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
HERMANN], instead of proposing tosuspend the rules and pass the bill, 
ask unanimous consent to fix a future day for its consideration. It is 
a very important measure, 

Mr. HERMANN. The bill is a very plain one, and I feel assured 
we can dispose of it in the course of an hour or less. There is no dis- 
position on the part of those favoring the bill to debate it. I prefer 
that it take the regular course. 

Mr. HEARD. I will ask whether this is not almost exactly the 
same bill which was passed by this House in the last Congress. 

Mr. LANHAM. Itis substantially the same. 

Mr. HEARD. That was my understanding; and therefore I hoped 
there would not be required very much time for discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope before the motion to suspend the rules is 
submitted that the gentleman will modify his bill to apply to those 
claims that have been filed with the Secretary of the Interior. As I 
understand the bill it goes back to 1847 and includes all claims from 
that time down that might have been filed, and for three years yet to 


come. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Well, it ought to do so. You have pro- 
vided for the French spoliation claims, a hundred years old. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And this bill provides for the payment, out of the 
public Treasury, of these depredation claims, 

Mr. LANHAM. This bill simply proposes to give a day in court for 
the hearing of these claims. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have an amendment, Mr. Speaker, to offer, 
and desire that my motion shall be made to include this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word claim.“ in line 6, page 2, the following: 
“heretofore filed in the De ment or presented to Con 55 

Amend on pane 3 by striking out, after the word Government,“ in line 3, the 
sentence: "Provided, That no claim accruing prior to January 1, 1347, shall be 
considered by the court.“ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. I de- 
sire to know what the status of this particular bill will be hereafter if 
we now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, It will come upon the next suspension day as the 
unfinished business, 

Mr. LANHAM. I suggest to the gentleman from Oregon that pos- 
sibly we might make arrangements to set this bill for consideration on 
some day previous to the next suspension day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KERE, of Iowa; and on 
a division there were—ayes 63, noes 57. 

Mr. LACEY. I demand tellers. Let me suggest that we simply de- 
sire to call the Breckinri ease this evening and then let it go over. 

Mr. CRISP. You will have the same right to-morrow that you have 
now. : 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


TRANSFER OF CERTAIN APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INDIAN SERVICE. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and inclosing a draught 
of a joint resolution authorizing the transfer of certain appropriations 
for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury—to the Committee 


on Indian Affairs. L 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

Resolved, That on x 


„and ——, , —, — days of September, 
immediately after the approval of the Journal, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration of Senate 


ills favorably reported on the Private Calendar, in 
such order as the chairman or acting eee of the committee repor the 
bill may designate, and to which not mora than five objections may be m $ 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SWENEY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10476) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible 
point within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, in the county 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas, accompanied by a report (No. 
3037)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11914) authorizing the Bowling 
Green and Northern Railroad Company to bridge Green and Barren 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11916) for the relief of Owen T. Gale, 
alias Thomas Mott, late of Company E, Eighty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11917) granting a pension to Mary 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11918) for the 
relief of John E. Edrington—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11919) to increase the pension of Samuel H. OF 
futt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11920) granting a pension to Judith M. Sprin- 
gate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11921) granting a pension to Beulah 
Mullen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11922) for ihe relief of 
Francis Jean, sr., of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11923) requiring the Secretary of War to place on 
the rolls of Company E, Sixteenth Kentucky Regiment Cavalry, the 
name of John C. Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11924) to increase the 
pension of Charles H, Hinman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11925) increasing the pension 
of William L. Horn—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11926) granting a pension to Iza A. Stont—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Resolution of the National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, protesting that none but those who have 
had service in the Army should be appointed on the Board of Managers 
of National Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREN = Petition of N. R. 1 08 L. Dix, and others, 
citizens o u uunty, Georgia, in favor o passage of Senate 
bill 3991—to the Committee on Agriculture, fs 


Also, a petition of T. H. Kimbrough and others, members of the 
grange, of Harris County, Georgia, against the passage of the option 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of 153 persons, of the Fifteenth Con- 
gressional district of Ohio, in favor of a national Sunday-rest law—to 
the Committee on Labor. : 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: Paper from August Post, secretary 
National Farmers’ Alliance, transmitting transactions of Farmers’ Con- 
gress, held at Council Bluffs, Iowa, favoring the option bill and de- 
nouncing the subtreasury bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of miners’ convention favoring the Lacey 
bill for the protection of miners in the Territories, and objecting to ex- 
tending leases on coal lands in the Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of James Jackson for invalid pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: Petition of 257 persons in the Eighteenth 
Congressional district of New York, in favor of a national Sunday-rest 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SMYSER: Petition asking that a pension be granted to Mas. 
Anna Sands—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 2, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on Saturday, 
the 13th instant, at 12 o’clock, I shall ask the Senate to proceed tothe 
consideration of the resolutions of the House of Representatives rela- 
tive to the death of Samuel J. Randall, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. h 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro t laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lex- 
ington Ponton Bridge Company to construct and maintain a ponton 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to legalize the bridge already 
constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 2, line 
1, after the words Secretary of to strike out ‘‘ the;’’ so as to reac® 

Such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES A. NORTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2954) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Norton, which was, in line 5, before the word dollars, 
to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-five;’’ so as to read: 

Fifty-five dollars per month. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. $ 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EVARTS presented resolutions of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants’ 
Exchange favoring reciprocity not only with the nations to the south 
of the United States, but also with that on the north; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Knoxville, Tenn., and 
a petition of citizens of Cleveland, Tenn., praying for the of 
what is known as the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the State of New Jersey, signed by 70 citizens of that 
State, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of manufacturers of electrical machinery 
and stove-manufacturers in different parts of the United States, pray- 
ing voss mica be retained on the free-list; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of M. Roller and 11 
other citizens of Iowa County, Iowa, and the petition of James Whist- 
ler and 23 other eitizens of Decatur County, Iowa, praying for the 
sage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were refe: to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of William Bruce and 29 other citi- 
zens of Buchanan, Iowa; and the petition of George Van Horton and 27 
other citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, praying for the passage of what 
is known as the pure lard' bill; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


- 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with amend- 


ments: 

A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes sq 
as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Virginia; and 5 

A bill (S. 3482) to provide fora term of the cireuit and district court 
at Littleton, N. H. J 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clemen- 
tine Fink, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ercon. 1 
ie SAWYER. I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads; to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11569) to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for 
other purposes, to report it without amendment, and to submit a re- 

thereon. I give notice that immediately after the tariff bill has 
j E of I propose to make an effort to get action upon this 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and the report printed. j 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the bill (S. 4323) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other pur- 

be recommitted to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. È 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10267) for the relief of the 
owners and crews of the American whaling vessels Midas, Progress, 
Lagoda, Daniel Webster, and Europa, and ask that the committee be 
relieved from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims, where it belongs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for 
the steamer Neptuno, as it is precisely the same bill reported to the 
Senate a week ago, which is Order of Business 1936, Senate bill 4375, to 
provide an American register for the steamer Neptuno. Iask unani- 
mons consent that the House bill may be substituted on the Calendar 
for the Senate bill and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

MILITARY POST IN ALASKA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the vote of the 
Senate by which the bill (S. 943) making an appropriation for the es- 
tablishment of a military post in the interior of Alaska and for the 
exploration and survey of the valley of the Yukon River was indefi- 
nitely postponed may be reconsidered, and that the bill may be re-re- 
ferred to the Committee on 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered and the 
bill recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
Beeuf River; and 8 ; N 

A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer Italia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (S. 
3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and tele- 
phone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through 
the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Grayson, in the 
State of Texas, with an ame ent in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. f 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the Sac and Fox Nation 
of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make appropriations for carrying out the same; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S, 4367) to amend the laws in regard 
to national-banking associations, to retire their circulation, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 11915) to ratify and confirm agreements with the 
Sac and Fox Nation of Indians and the Iowa tribe of Indians, of Okla- 
homa Territory, and to make appropriations for carrying ont the same 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 

2 that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in or- 
er. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceeed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 


poses, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Schedule E, sugar, on page 51. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Schedule E, on page 51. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was passed over informally at my request. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT pro e. Shall the first paragraph be read? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It it had better be read for information. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It has not been read, I suggest to the Senator 


from Maine that perhaps the first paragraph of the schedule had better 
be read before he proceeds. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the first paragraph of Schedule E, sugar, on 
page 51. The Committee on Finance proposed, in line 15, on page 51, 
after United States, to insert or from maple sap produced within 
the United States; so as to make the paragraph read: 

SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR. 

That until „there Treasury 
not 8 deren 3 8 sation Som otoa Revised 
Statu to the producer of sugar testing not less then 80 degrees by the polar- 

m beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown within the United States, or 
from maple sap produced within the United States, a bounty of 2 cents 
pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal — 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me one mo- 
ment? I desire to move at the proper time to strike out all of the 
paragraphs granting a bounty on sugar. I do not know what the rule 
or practice is in the Senate; but in the other House I should have to 
move to strike out each paragraph as it was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can makea general motion at any time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I desire to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HALE. On the 19th of Jane last I gave notice of and sub- 
mitted anamendment which at the proper stage of thisschedule I shall 
offer as an amendment to the bill. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


The Cuter CLERK. Insert the following: 


And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all prod- 
ucts of any nation of the erican hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports, free 
of all national, provincial (state), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, 
and other preadstufts, preserved meats, „ vegetables and fruits, cotton- seed 
oil, rice and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining 


and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, ~ — 


railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the desirability of securing a larger por- 
tion of the trade of the countries of South and Central America and 
the islands of the Spanish main has long been recognized and has been 
the subject of careful thought and suggestion from eminent public 
men in both great parties during the last thirty years. 

Whoever has seen, during these years, nearly all of the great trade 
of these countries pass into the hands ot European nations must have 
witnessed these conditions with impatience, ‘The people of nearly all 
these countries of the American continent lying southward of us have 
a common sentiment with us as to their methods of government and 
as to the relations which the people bear to those governments. They 
are now republican in form. Their constitutions, from the day of the 
great Columbian liberator to the present time, have been largely 
framed in imitation of ours. 

The last year has proved their interest in our institutions and their 
desire for an increase of business in the assembling in Washington of 
the great Pan-American Congress, with its representation of eminent 
men from every one of these countries. 

The deliberations of this Congress were, from time to time, inter- 
rupted by the visits which the delegates, both of our own and the 
southern countries, made to different ions of the United States, 
thereby increasing the acquaintance of the southern delegates with our 


whole country and duly impressing them with the importance and ex- 
tent of our resources. These deliberations, oftentimes marked by a 
spirit of earnestness, sometimes nearing the ground of sharp contro- 
versy, were always finally brought under the spirit of common interest 
and common concession, and resulted in an agreement upon proposi- 
tions of great importance to the future of America. 

The adaptation of customs laws and exactions to the needs and uses 
of all concerned; the suggestions of a common coinage; the scheme 
for a common nomenclature in articles of trade; the survey Ipoking to 
a great intercontinental railway system of communieation; all these 
and other subjects debated and considered by the Congress, showed the 
keen interest felt by these sister republics and are all directed towards 
one sure, inevitable end, the increase in the interchange of the products 
of thedifferent countries of North and South and Central America. He 
who does not see that this was not only the intent and scope of the 
pira which brought these nations so happily together, but also of the 

elegates when the Congress separated, is blind to the light. 

The considerations which have moved in the minds of our distin- 
guished public men in the past have been also moving in the mindsof 
the leaders in these other States, and hence the result indicated. 

These considerations touching the extension of our trade with the 
countries lying to the South embrace not only the republics, but the 
islands of the great sea lying between North and South America. 

On December 11, 1884, Mr. Frelinghuysen, then Secretary of State, 
in communicating to the President certain considerations touching reci- 

sity, providing for the favored and conditional exchange of products 

een the United States and the Spanish West Indian provinces of 

Cuba and Porto Rico (the whole communication being afterwards trans- 
mitted by President Arthur to the Senate), says: 


The need h»s long been recognized of some arrangement by which the nat- 
ural market of the large communities lying at our doors should be secured 
under beneficial terms for the principal productions of the United States. In 
return for this we grant certain reserved favors whereby the articles, mainly 
raw materials or food products, which this country does not produce, or pro- 
duces in inadequate 1 „shall reach their natural market of consumption 
in this country. Tariff barriers, for the 258 ps greater in foreign possessions, 
as our manufactures, in the United States with respect to the crude 
materials we consume, have hitherto operated as obstacles to the desirable nat- 
ural movement of trade between our ports and theirs, 

This has been notably the case with the Spanish Antilles. Our imports there- 
from amount in round numbers to about $72,000,000 in value, a large proportion 
of those imports being free-listed in our tarifs. Oure rtsthereto amount to 
nearly $17,000,000, 5 for the most part articles in whose uction we 
excel, and which, with difficulty and in limited quantities, find their natural mar- 
ket in Cuba and Porto Rico, because of heavy customs taxation and discrimi- 
nating application of duties. This taxation and discrimination have not only 
panay cut off a profitable market from its full chance of development, but 

we also preven our vessels from enjoying a due share of the carrying 
trade, These unfavorable conditions haye kept the bulk of the import trade 
of Cuba and Porto Rico in other channels. 

The absence of official data for many years makes it impossible to ascertain 
the precise amount of the present import trade of those islands, but an approx- 
imate estimate of sixty-five or seventy millions in value, from all parts, 
including the mother country, probably understates the fact. It would be safe 
to say that, while under existing circumstances the bulk of the production of 
Cuba and Porto Rico comes to the United States, this country only supplies one- 
fifth of the goods and manufactures which those islands must receive from 
without to meet the absolute necessities of existence. The balance of trade is, 
8 to those provinces, against the United States in the proportion of 
5 to l, aud this is due to the operation of causes which limit our facility to sup- 
ply and the ability of the population of Cuba and Porto Rico to demand. 


In transmitting the treaty which our minister, Hon. John W. Fos- 
ter, had negotiated with Spain, President Arthur, on December 10, 
1884, in his message to the Senate, uses the following langnage touch- 
ing the treaty—in fact I will quote the entire message: 


To the Senate of the Uniled Slates : 

I transmit herewith, for consideration by the Senate with a view to advising 
and consenting to its ratification,a convention for commercial reciprocity be- 
tween the United States and Spain, providing for an intimate and favored ex- 
chan e! with the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico, which convention 
was signed at Madrid on the 18th ultimo. 

The negotiations for this convention have been in progress since April last, 
in pursuance of the understanding reached by the two Governments on the 2d 
of January, 1884, ſor the im provementofcommercial relations between the United 
States and the Spanish Antilles, by the eighth article of which both Govern- 
ments en “to begin at once negotiations for a complete treaty of com- 
merceand navigation between the United States of America and the said provin- 
ces of Cuba and Porto Rico,” 

Althongh this clause was by common consent omitted from the substitution- 
ary agreement of February 13, 1884(now in force until replaced by this con- 
vention being carried into effect), the ob! jon to enter upon such a negotia- 
tion was deemed to continue. With the desire manifest on both sides to 
reach a common accord, the negotiation has been necessarily protracted, owing 
tothe complexity of the details to be incorporated in order that the conven- 
tion might respond to the national policy of intercourse with the neighboring 
communities of the American system, which is outlined in my late annual mes- 
sage to the Congreas, in the following words: 

The conditions of 


to show how fully it 
out the policy of intercourse thus announced. I commend it fo you in 
the confident expectation that it will receive your sanction. 


It does not seem necessary to my present purposé to enter into detailed con- 
sideration of the many immediate and vantages which will flow 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


vead 
this convention to our potions our Syn ee 
ER A. ARTHUR. 
Washington, December 10, 1884. 


In December, 1886, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] 
offered the following Senate resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), That the President is requested to enter upon negotiations with the Gov- 
ernments of the several principal sugar-producing countries of the world with a 
view of securing mutual ments by which the United States shall agree 
toadmit at its ports, free of duty, sugar and molasses the produce of such coun- 
tries or their colonies, when rted in vessels under the flag of either of the 
contracting parties, and upon which no export tax or other export chargesshall 
have been levied, upon the condition that such Governments shall to 
admit in their respective countries or their sugar-producing colonies, of 
ares the agricultural, mineral, and manufactured products of the United 

tes. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, at its first session, Hon. A. S. Hewitt, 
of New York, then a distinguished member of the House of Represent- 
atives, reported a bill to carry into operation the convention between 
the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, signed 
on the 20th of January, 1883, accompanied by a very able report, in 
which, discussing the question of reciprocity with Mexico, he said: 

The two countries are by a line about 1,400 miles in 2 . om 
in reality affords no natural obstacle to the freest possible trade. In 
invites the exchange of commodities, as well from the difference in climate and 

hysical endowments as from the peculiar structure of the two countries. The 
Pnited States is altogether in the temperate zone, whereas one-half of Mexico 
lies within the tropics. The natural productions of the two countries are, of ne- 
cessity, very diverse, and each produces what the otherrequires. Thereis, there- 
fore, the natural basis of a legitioonte and profitable commerce for both countries, 


See how clearly Mr. Hewitt, though not himself sympathizing to the 
fullest extent with the protective doctrines of the Republican party, 
found the clear line and ground upon which he could place his argu- 


ment in favor of reciprocity; no general reciprocity, no reciprocity like 


that which we encountered in the treaty with Canada, where products 
like our own were given the market of the larger country, but dis- 


tinctly and clearly as language can frame it he based his argument - 


upon the statement that the productions of the two countries are of 
necessity very diverse and each produces what the other requires, 
There is, therefore— 
He continues— 


the natural basis of al 
The productions of Mexico are chiefly in the nature of raw 


all Hapja goods beyond the domestic demand and is eagerly seeking for them 
a foreign outlet, Mexico affords a market for these pı 


* * * * * 


Mexico is the gate through which this country will find its connection with 
the Central and South American 8 At present our commerce with those 
countries is carried on under very great disadvantages. We buy from them far 
more than we sell, and we can not hope to reverse this operation so long as 
our manufactured products cost more than similar articles produced in Europe, 
Bat the day is not distant when these elements of 8 cost will disap- 
pear and when our relations with the t American States to the south of us 
will become more intimate, commercially as well as politically. The time has 
already arrived when we must adopt a continental policy, laying its foundations 
broad aoe deep in the mutual interests of intimate — and political 
sympathies. 


It has never been claimed, Mr. President, that either President 
Arthur or Secretary Frelinghuysen or the Senator from Rhode Island 


[Mr. ALDRICH] is to be ranked in the school of political economy asa 
free trader. They have always been known and regarded as straight- 
forward, consistent protectionists, and not until this year has it been 
announced anywhere that a public man falters in his allegiance to a 
political system which protects the American laborer against ruinous 
competition upon the same articles which are the product of his labor 
produced by foreign and underpaid labor by encouraging trade with 
any foreign country which might open its markets to the products of 
our labor and pay for them in articles from that country which can 
not be produced in ours. 

The whole fabric of proteetion, which has so beneficently affected 
the interest ot labor in the United States and elevated that labor to a 
condition far beyond the labor of any other country, will be immensely 
benefited when that labor finds a market for its surplus products in 
the countries which do not compete with it in such production, but 
desire to pay for this surplus by products from fields in which we can 
not, by nature, enter. 

This is what The New York Tribune in a most intelligent article on 
the subject calls protection extended. As the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Davis], who treated this subject so ably, suggests, this is 
an extended protection, an external protection for American labor. 
The article of The Tribune is so clear in its statements and presents so 
broad a view of the subject that I quote from it at length: 


More quiekly than was anticipated, si of coming Republican agreement 
on the — appear. While Democrats — free-traders are gloating over sup- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


22 disruption of that powerful body which has for nearly thirty years sus- 


—— 5 arts av Washington that Rep 
coun’ are re sat Washington 
p ng to make that policy broaderand more effective than it ever has been. 

In order to appreciate the line of policy under consideration it may be well 
to remember the recent suggestion that the age duty belongsto the revenue 
class, and not to the tective part of the tariff. 

Originally im for revenue purposes only, it has not been of any avail for 
the encouragement of home industry. But there are other duties, now or for- 
merly in force, of precisely the same nature. Duties on coffee, tea, and hides 
never helped an, 9 industry, but were imposed ſor revenue only, and 
removed when the revenue was not ne . Exactly as the sugar duty, not yet 
removed, may be used to induce other nations to grant larger opportunities to 
American industry, so these revenue duties generally may be employed to the 
same end in perfect harmony with the protective policy. Of many articles the 
consumption of this country alone isalready ffom a quarter to a third of the en- 
tire world’s consumption. 

Protection itself may thus come to havea wider range. The defense of home 
industry against hurtful exclusion of its produets from foreign markets is de- 
sirable, as well as its defense against excessive foreign competition in home 
markets, Nor is it less clearly a part of an enlightened and broad protective 

licy to secure from other nations removal of export duties which enhance 

e cost of necessaries to American consumers, or of discriminating duties or 

rohibitions which shut out products from their markets. All these are steps 
br the protection of American industries in the highest and best sense, and as 
such are naturally associated. The revenue duties, present past, or possible, 
constitute a tremendous force which can be used to secure from foreign coun- 
tries advan for American ucers or consumers. The duties commonly 
called protective at the same time defend American markets for the home in- 
dustries, which undue foreign competition would endanger, 

An amendment is said to be nearly ready for submission to the Senate which 
would employ for the benefit of home industry not only revenue duties which 
remain, but others which were laid aside years ago only to the benefit of for- 
ei governments or producers. There is also a suggestion that importations 
of products from countries which arbitrarily discriminate against or exelude 
American products may by Presidential action be suspended. 

Itis to see that these propositions are not antagonistic to the protective 
policy, but would in fact broaden and strengthen it and render it more effective. 
The revenue duties which are not needed for protection of nny home industry 
ean be taken off or put on according to the advantages which may be obtained 
for American industries and consumers in negotiations with foreign powers, As 
tosuch duties large discretionary power within the limits defined by Congress 
can safely be intrusted to the Executive. 


Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I suggestto him that 
after ‘‘cotton-seed oil” in his amendment he insert the words * raw 
cotton; we export about 40,000 or 50,000 bales of raw cotton to Mex- 
ico now. 

Mr. HALE. I will bear in mind the Senator's suggestion before the 
vote is taken on the amendment. 

Now, following out this line of thought, certain articles imported into 
the United States are made dutiable because of their relation to the 
protective system, the question of revenue upon them being subordi- 
nated to their relation to protection; certain other articles are made 
dutiable largely or entirely because they affect the revennes; and still 
other articles because the questions of protection and revenue are inci- 
dentally involved. 

The New York Tribune well puts it. If we have come to the time 
when we consider the advisability of giving up duties upon the articles 
which bear relation to the revenue only, or largely so, this question 
should be treated in connection with a plan for thereby increasing the 
benefits to our protective system and to our labor, which is the result 
of that system. 

Tea and coffee and sugar may be termed the revenue articles of our 
tariff system. In considering the question whether we shall giveaway 
the duties upon sugar to-day, as is proposed by the House bill, without 
making any attempt to secure an offset which shall benefit American 
labor, it is well to note our experience with other articles of the kind 
which we have dropped from the tariff list in the past. 

In 1872 we repealed the duty upon coffee, largely received from 
Brazil. Since that time we have imported Brazil's products, nearly 
all in coffee, to the amount of more than $820,000, 000, and have sent 
to her in the mean time of our own products, in round numbers, 
$156,000,000. The difference of more than $664,000, 000 has been paid 
by us in gold, or, what is equal to it, in bills or notes, and Brazil has 
turned that sum over to the markets of Europe, which have been fur- 
nishing her with hundreds of millions of their own products which 
we ought to have sent to her. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator give a list of the artitcles we 
ex 


with results of incomparable advantage to the 
—— leaders are quietly 


ted ? 
r. HALE. I will come to that later. It is part of the tables which 
I have. š 

We have paid for these in cash, in gold, or in notes or drafts or bills 
which are the equivalent of gold. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me to make a suggestion 
or inquiry, is it not quite possible that they are paid by drafts upon 
London on funds which were there by reason of the cotton we sent to 
England ? 

Mr. HALE. Of course you can not follow in any case to the source 
whence the money is received. It all comes from labor. But we ought, 
I will say in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, 
to have this benefit of the market which we get in Europe 


in addition to the market we have or should have had in South America. 
The growth of American labor and its products, the development of 
American skill and ingennity, have been so great, so marvelous, that 
we ought not to be content with the markets we have gained for certain 
products of ours in Europe, but ought to extend those markets and in- 


crease them, so that we may have money ready to be drawn upon and 
to be called upon not only in London, Frankfort, and Paris, the great 
money centers of Europe, butin Riode Janeiro, Buenos st hag Havana, 
and the city of Mexico, and other southern marts of trade. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr, HALE, Yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Have we not necessarily paid for these products by 
our exports, grain, breadstuffs, meats, cotton, ete. ? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s question is the same that was asked by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and I gave the answer 
which seemed to me applicable to it, 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not wish to interrupt the line of the Senator’s 
observations, but I wish to ask him whether in the course of his tables 
or of his presentation of trade he has attended to or explored the ques- 
tion of how much gold of this country went to Brazil for coffee and 
from there sent to England to be imported or exported from there. 
That is an interesting point of inquiry. s 

Mr. HALE. Ihave treated the subject of the extent of our exports 
tothe different countries, and shall come to that in the tables which I 
have prepared and which I will give to the Senate later. 

Does anybody, Mr, President, who now objects to the attempt which 
is covered by the amendment that I have offered in dealing with Bra- 
zil, as well as other countries, to utilize our proposed repeal of the 
duty on sugar by securing corresponding benefits in the way of reduc- 
tion of duties imposed by Brazil and other countries upon these prod- 
ucts of ours, propose to repeat tho disastrous course pursued by us in 
taking off the duty upon Brazilian coffee in 1872? Would it not have 
been the part of statesmanship and of patriotism at that time to try 
to secure some n advantage in the removal of Brazilian 
duties upon our products, which would have tended to increase our 
trade with Brazil and the consumption by her of our own goods and 
products? 

Upon this point President Harrison, in his message to the Senate of 
June 19, 1890, says: 


If sugar is placed upon the free-list, practically every important article ex- 
ported from those states will be given untaxed access to our markets, except 
wool. The real difficulty in the way of negotiating profitable reciprocity trea- 
ties is that we have given freely so much that would have had value in the 
mutual concessions which such treaties imply. I can not doubt, however, that 
the present advantages which che products of these near and friendly states en- 
joy in our markets—though they are not by law exclusive—will, with other con- 
siderations, favorably dis; them to adopt such measures, by treaty or ot her- 
wise, as will tend to equalize and greatly enlarge our mutual exchanges, 


And Secretary Blaine in his letter to my colleague [Mr. Frye], 
dated July 11, 1890, following in the line suggested by the President, 
says: 

It would certainly be a very extraordinary policy on the part of our Govern- 
ment, just at this time, to open our market without or duty to the enor- 
mous 71 of sugar in the two Spanish islands, Cuba and Porto Rico 
furnish the United States with nearly or quite one-half of the sugar which 
we consume, and we are far larger consumers than any other nation in the 
world. To give a free market to this immense product of the Spanien planta- 
tionsatthe moment Spain is excluding the products of American farms from her 
market would be a policy as unpi en as it would be unwise. 

The charge against the protective policy which has injurod it most is that its 
benefits go wbouly to the manufacturer and the capitalist and not at all to the 
farmer, You and I well know that this is not true, but still it is the most plaus- 
ible, and therefore the most hurtful, argument made by the free-trader. ereis 
an opportunity where the farmer may be benefited—primarily, undeniably, 
richly benefited. Here is an opportunity for a Republican Congress to n 
the markets of forty millions of people tothe products of American farms, S 
we seize the opportunity or shall we throw it —.—— 

do not doubt that in many respects the tariff bill pending in the Senate is 
a just measure and that most of its provisions are in accordance with the wise 
policy of protection; but there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that 
will opena market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. If 
sugar is now placed on the free-list without exacting important trade conces- ` 
sions in return we shall close the door for a profitable reciprocity against our- 
selves. I think you will find some valuable hints on this subject in the Presi- 
dent’s brief message of June 19, with as much practical wisdom as was ever 
stated in so short a space. 

Our foreign niarket for breadstuffs grows narrower. Great Britain is exert- 
ing every nerve to secure her bread supplies from India, and the rapid expan- 
sion of the wheat area in Russia gives us a powerful competitor in the markets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the extension 
of our market on both of the American continents. With nearly $100,000,000 
worth of sugar seeking eur market every year we shall prove ourselves most 
unskilled legislators if we do not secure a large field for the sale and consump- 
tion of our breadstuffs and provisions. 


In his second letter to my colleague, of July 26, the Secretary of 
State says further: 


It is, I think, a very grave mistake to oppose this reciprocal proposition 
touching sugar from the fear that it may conflict in some way with the policy 
of protection. The danger is, I think, wholly in the opposite direction. Our 
Government has heretofore coll a heavy duty from sugar, amounting in 
one year in the aggregate to $58,000,000 and averaging $50,000,000 annually for a 
considerable period. We wish now to cheapen sugar by removing the duty, 
The value of the sugar we annually consume is enormous. Shall we pay for it 
in cash or shall we make a reciprocal arrangement by which a large part of it 
may be paid for in pork, beef, flour, lumber, salt, iron, shoes, calico, furniture, 
and a thousand other things? In short, shall we pay for it all in cash or try 
friendly barter in part? I think the latter mode the highest form of protection 
and best Ta to promote trade, 

I address this note to you, as I did my first, because you have taken an active 
and most intelligent interest in the increase of our trade with South America, 
When shall we enlarge our commercial intercourse with that continent if we 
do not now makes beginning? eee the duty on as We al- 


ready have given away the duties on and rubber, an noting 
in pea et shail be profitable to the er and the factory in the Uni 
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Stated, what shall be our justification for Site polka? You have recently re- 
ce congratu A 


y 
lations, in which I cordiall carrying the shipping bill 
through the Senata. DO yon not think a — of niga generously 1 the 
Government will have a better prospect for profit and permanence if we can 
give them outward ‘oes from the United States, and not confine them to in- 
ward cargoes from Latin-America? 
As showing the importance of our trade with the southern countries 
I present a statement giving the extent and course of trade between us 
and seven of the South American Republics, the Central American Re- 
publics, the returns of which are given in the te, and Mexico; 
and as my amendment deals also with the sugar product of Cuba and 
Porto Rico, I give the statement of our trade with these islands. 


Commerce of the United States with Mexico, Central America, the leading 
states of South America, Cuba, and Porto Rico for ten years ending June 
30, 1889. : 

Tabata from Mexico for ten years, $114,441, 226; exports to Mexico, $109,234,857. 


It is an interesting thing right here, Mr. President, bearing upon 
another branch of policy that the Senate has adopted during the pres- 
ent session, to notice that, while the discrepancy is most unfortunately 
and largely against us in many countries, in Mexico the showing is 
much more favorable, our exports amounting to nearly as muchas the 
imports from that country, largely because within the last few years 
communication has been opened and we bave been able to give to Mex- 
ico a larger proportion of articles in exchange for her products than any 
other country, and this appears upon the necessity, which seems to me 
goes as a kindred measure with this project of reciprocity, for the pas-, 
sage of the bills which my colleague had under his charge, passed 
through the Senate some weeks ago, for extending our communications 
with these people. Give usthe two together and it will inevitably fol- 
low that the interchange of products will advance. 

IMPORTS FROM— [i 


$114, 441, 226 | 
58, 490, 671 


EXPORTS TO— 


$109, 234, S57 
27, 088, 155 


56, 403, 254 


1.529, 791, 797 | 

Balance against United States, $1,002,509,021. 

Then I have a table showing the principal articles of these different 
countries, and it is interesting to recall what Mr. Hewitt said about 
Mexico and about our different fields for labor and there being no con- 
flict or competition, but it being only a question of mutual advantage 
in the interchange of products from one to the other. It is interesting 
to see the tables. 


Principal articles of import and export for ten years ending June 30, 1889. 
FROM MEXICO, 


Total imports. Total exports ...... 3 


Cotes. . ee AA 
e-woods in sticks ..... 1, 642, 698 
es and skins other than fur. 17, 306, 237 
India rubber and gutta percha 1, 288, 731 
Jute and other grasses, unma: 30,547, 844 
mals 5,2%, 833 
2,605 
834, 296 
4, 473,896 

TO MEXICO. 

$1, 905, 959 
5, 340, 993 
1,327, 877 


Chemicals, drugs, dyes, 
Cotton, unmanufactured., 


— 


pamje 
REF 
283 


Cloths, colored 

Cloths, uncolored, 289, 503 

Glass and glassware. 798.723 
powder 945, 199 

Iron and steel and manufactires of.. 21, 716 


Oils, mineral, refined. 


E 
EFE 
> 
& 


TARO ESEA 1, 399 

Quicksilver 2, 727, 810 

Sugar and molasses > 690, 950 

T co and manufactures o 1.422.925 

Wood and manufactures of. 8,317,258 
FROM CENTRAL AMERICAN STATES. 

Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 1, 408, 594 

Sotfee. . . 35, 355, 765 

Fruits of all kin: 5, 530, 684 

Hides and skins other than fur 4, 634, 329 

India rubber and gutta percha... 9, 261, 835 

Sugar, brown. eee, s 2,065, 441 

TO CENTRAL AMERICAN STATES. 

— 5,527,118 

1.154, 973 

2,561,812 

4, 695, 571 

473, 447 

494,976 

1, 687, 916 

1.556, 230 


FROM UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA. 


India rubber and gutta percha, crud: 
Fruits of all kinds 
Sugar, brown ....... 


` 


TO UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, 
WERS BOE annsa ROR ee — 2 — 
Carrig railroad and horse cars. 
Chem 
Coal. 


Cotton, manufactures of ... 

Sewing-machines and parts 
Leather and manufactures of. 
Oils, mineral, refined. 
Paper and stationery. 
Provisions, 8 
Soap, perfumed and other. 
Sugar, refined. 
Tobacco and manufactures of, 
Vegetables. ......:......0000 8 

Wood and manufactures of. s.s.s. 


FROM VENEZUELA, 


Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines .. 
Cocoa or cacao, crude, and leaves and s 


Guano. 
Hides and skins other than fu 


Wheat flour. 
Chemicals, ` > 
Cotton, manufactures of. . 
Tron and steel, and manufactu 
Oils, mineral, refined. ..., 
Butter. 


— 


Tobacco and manufactures of 
Wood and manufactures of........ 


India rubber and guita percha, crude.. 
Sugar, brown. . 
Wool, unmanufactured 


Books, maps, engravings, etc, 
Wheat flour. 
Colored and uncolored ths 
Tron and steel and manufactures of.. 
Oils, mineral, refined .......... 
2 and hams......,.... 


Wood and manufactures of. 


FROM URUGUAY 


Hair, onmanofactured 
Hides and skins other 
Wool, raw 


TO URUGUAY. 


Agricultural implements 
Cotton, manufactures of..... 
Tron and steel and manufac’ 
Wood and manufactures of. 
Oils, mineral, refined. 


Fur skins, undressed 
Hair, unmanufactured ..... 

Hides and skins other than fur 
Wool, unmanufactured 


TO ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, 
Agricultural implements 0 


Books, maps, engravi 
Carriages, horse and railroad cars... 
Chemicals drugs, dyes, and medicines. 
Coton, manufactures of. . . . seess 
Iron and steel and manufactures of. 
Oils, mineral, refined..... 

Provisions, eee 
tu 
Wood and manufactures of . 


Soda, nitrate of. sssrinin 
Wool, unmanufactured.... 


Agricultural implements . 
Cotton, manufactures of. . sses. . 
Iron and steel and manufactures 
Oils, mineral, refined 
Sugar, refined . . 
Wood and manufactures 


Bada, nitrate of., neee 


Cotton, manufactures of, 
Iron and steel and manufactures o 
Provisions, comprising meat and dairy 
Wood and manufactures of. . . 
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Fruits and nuts. 88. 643, 020 
Hides and skinsother 1,231, 038 
Wood, unmanufactured 4, 089, 335 
195 85 
te 
1,525, 776 
15,718, 629 
2,410,634 
1, 174,381 
1, 837, 452 
28, 472, 781 
651, 295 
3,713, 673 
20, 659, 391 
FROM PORTO RICO. 
2,502, 512 
A, 298, 747 
18, 192, 691 
TO PORTO 
Whiead flour eee > 4,336, 961 
— —.— mee eat 4 dal products 5, 702: 979 
com] meat an ry ucts... 7 7 
POPULATION. 
jenna eee 8 
Countries. 2 Population. 
po ea PIES AIA iad yl ie Rn St be By ee A ful Ra et pho Meh 1882 | 10,447,984 
Central Americas : 
British Honduras. eee eee de esse ess 1881 27, 452 
epee 1888 1.427, 116 
351,700. 


203, 780 

664,513 

2. 980, 376 
Porto BELO caseonciptesccetcd sessed icons 

Total Spanish West Indies 
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Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Maine what 
period of time is covered by his figures. 
Mr. HALE. The last ten years, to 1889, the latest statistics I could 


find. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator whether he proposes to an- 
tagonize his amendment to that reported by the committee? 

Mr. HALE, Ishall come to that by and by. 

Mr. President, these figures present a very melancholy showing, and 
the conviction of the American people that the time has come when 
something should be done to remedy these conditions is growing into 
a movement that will not be effectually resisted. 

Some of the reasons why this sentimentis so strong and is every day 
growing stronger may be given in brief. 3 

No man can tell what the benefit will be to the American consumer 
in the price of sugar which is used upon his table by the unreserved 
repeal of the sugar duties; but if the entire duties, amounting to about 
$55,000,000 yearly, were saved in the price of the article to the con- 
sumer, the average per capita to the population of the country would 
be about 80 cents, or, to an entire family of five, a saving in the year 
ol the sum of $4. This would be the extent of the benefit that could pos- 
sibly be derived from the repeal of the tax. It would in no way ex- 
tend itself as an impetus in the way of opening a market for our farms 
and workshops, but would be measured as a benefit by the amount in 
dollars which I have given, and whether the price of the article in the 
countries where it is raised would be advanced to the seale of prices 
charged in European sugar-prodncing countries is a question which 
arises, under absolute repeal, the same as it would under the proposition 
ofa repeal accompanied by reciprocal privileges in the ports of the sugar- 
producing countries. 

J think it has been urged in certain quarters, where the amendment 
is regarded as the “abomination of desolation, that none of the sugar- 
producing countries would be induced or tempted to give our products 


815 any advantage in their ports by the contemplated repeal of the duties 


on sugar. The answer to that is very plain and obvious. There is 
not one of these countries that does not desire the repeal of the sugar 
duty. With hardly an exception there is not one of these countries 
which does not wish to enter into a reciprocal system of treaties by 
which the gates would be opened for our products there and for their 
products here. 

Spain negotiated such a treaty with us seven yearsago. Mexico has 
negotiated one since. Brazil has kept a representative here in readi- 
ness to negotiate such a treaty for months past. And when it is said 
in addition that the negotiation of such a treaty would not increase the 
consumption of our own products, as I have heard it averred, a single 
dollar, the best answer that can be given is to note our experience with 


995 | Spain upon the island of Cuba. Señor L. S. Galban, of the firm of Gal- 


eee 


Total seven states. 3 
eee suse desscasscel E 


Mr. BLAIR, Ishould like to ask the Senator if those countries im- 
pose duties upon the breadstuffs and other articles which he enumer- 
ates which we now export? 

Mr. HALE. Some of these countries have Jarge duties upon bread- 
stuffs; and I find in investigating this matter that there is no rule or 
line of action adopted by those countries which makes a rule for all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do the Senator’s tables indicate which of our articles 
are dutiable? 

Mr. HALE. I have tables covering that, to be used in the discus- 
sion, but I have them not here now. < 

Mr. BUTLER, May J ask the Senator before he proceeds if he has 
any tables giving the amount of manufactured cotton goods imported 
into those countries from the United States as compared with those 
imported from Great Britain? a 

Mr. HALE. I can not make all the comparisons that suggest them- 
gelves to the fruitful minds of Senators, but I have the quantity of 
articles of manufactured cotton that we have sent to each one of these 
countries during this time, but I have not compared them with those 
of either Germany or Great Britain. 

If any Senator seeks to belittle this consideration, as eo 
be indicated by the question of the Senator from South ina, as 
showing that our trade with these countries is small com with that 
with Great Britain, the answer is given in the te which I 
have just stated to the Senate, wherein it is shown that we have taken 
from these countries, mainly of articles we could not produce, $1,500,- 
000,000 in the last ten years, and have only paid for them in articles 
which we could produce to the extent of $500,000, 000, leaving a round 
thousand million dollars in the balance against us. Of course the 
trade of other countries may amount to a larger sum than that, but 
this is a field large enough to invite the attention of every enlightened 
and patriotic and enterprising American citizen. 

Mr. HOAR. Do not all those countries discriminate against us? 

Mr. HALE, I do not know of any that discriminate against us as 
compared with their policy against other foreign countries 


ban, Rio & Co., of Havana, the largest flour-importers in Cuba, gives 
the following as facts coming under his immediate notice: 
Until 1882— 


He says— 


the importation of American flour wag limited, and covered approximately 25 

por cent. of the total consumption òf the island, owing to the extremely high 
uties, which at that time amounted to $6.89 per barrel, while Spanish flour o: ay. 

paid $2.81. In 1882 the 25 per cent, war tax was supp , the duty on Ameri- 

= flour being reduced to $5.51 in lieu of $6.89 imposed before that reduction in 
uty. 


Note the result which he says followed: 


The importation of American flour increased to nearly 40 per cent, of the total 
consumption. 2 

And, under the impetus given by the agreement entered into by Mr. 
Foster in February, 1884, through which the distinction of flag was 
suppressed and American flour paid only $4.694, the importation of our 
fiour increased to nearly 82 per cent. of the total consumption of the 
island. Under these steps just such as we are now seeking to take, in 
this single case furnishing the most pertinent and unanswerable illus- 
tration, in less than three years the exportation of American flour into 
Cuba increased from 25 per cent. of the consumption of all the island 
to 80 per cent. of that consumption—— > 

Mr. PLATT. It has fallen off some. 

Mr.HALE, Iwas going on further. So apparent was this that, the 
Spanish Government becoming alarmed and the arrangement of Mr. 
Foster not having ripened into a ratified treaty, the duty upon Spanish 
flour was gradually reduced under a provision that, at the end of ten 
years, it should enter absolutely free of duty; and upon this the im- 
portation of American flour began to diminish three years ago and has 
fallen off by degrees since. 

We abandoned our plan, we retraced ihe steps we had taken in the 
direction of reciprocity with these islands, and the inevitable result 
followed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Would it interrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 
tion on that very point about trade with Cuba and Porto Rico? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I wish to inquire of the Senator whether he un- 
derstands that his amendment would apply to Cuba and Porto Rico. 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | j 


9515 


- Mr. HALE. Let me answer the question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think it does not. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment which I have offered, if it is pushed 
to a vote, as it will be if some other proposition does not take its place, 
will need to be changed somewhat, not in principle, but in order to 
make it certain. My belief is that when the terms all the nations ot 
the western hemisphere” are included it would include their depend- 
encies, but if anybody wants to make it certain the words or de- 
pendencies or colonies of the western hemisphere’? can be inserted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Spain is the nation, and these are dependencies, 
and they are not nations. 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, is a thing easily corrected. I in- 
tended, and never had any other intention, that it should apply to all 
these countries, and it will be so made to include them. 

Mr. GIBSON. That would include Canada. 

Mr. HALE. By no means. 

Does any man of sense doubt that two things would happen ifa recip- 
rocal arrangement could be made with Spain by which the sugar prod- 
uct of Cuba and Porto Rico should enter our ports free, as is provided 
by the House bill, and that all or nearly all of the duty which is laid 
upon our flour should be taken off: first, a great increase of ourexport 
of flour toCuba and Porto Rico and, secondly, a great increase of the 
total consumption, in all of which our wheat-producers would share the 
benefit? -In fact, it is not to be forgotten in considering this subject 
that reciprocal relations between countries which are not rivals in the 
same products, but which desire to furnish each other with their own 
products, result in larger consumption, which necessitates larger supply. 

Mr, ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question for information? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. What would be the effect of unlimited reciprocity 
with the tine Republic, for instance, in the interchange of wools? 
In addition to that, I should like to ask the Senator if by the exten- 
sion of railroads upon the high plateaus of the Argentine Republic 
that country would not of itself become a great wheat-producing coun- 
try and practically be nearer the marketsof Boston and New York than 
those parts of the United States lying west of the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. I suppose it will be found, as the years advance, as 
communication is opened and these great countries are penetrated by 
the resources of civilization, that some of these countries will produce 
the articles that we produce; but over and above all that is the great 
natural barrier that stands between certain products of theirs and cer- 
tain products of ours. It will be found to be the fact all the time 
that all the products which we can not produce will be extended by 
them immeasurably, and we can pay for them by the products which 
they can not produce. 

Mr. HOAR. Which will be extended by us immeasurably. 

Mr. HALE. Which will be extended by us immeasurably. 

Mr. ALLEN. What would be the insuperable barrier, for instance, 
between the production of wool in the Argentine Republic and the 
United States? 

Mr. HALE, Iam not looking at the question of wool alone. Isay 
certain articles might be produced that would compete with us, and 
that is a matter which could be covered by any treaty or arrangement 
made, any law 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment offered by my colleague, he proposes 
I understand to amend, and instead of admitting free of duty all the 
products of all these nations to the United States, there can be an 
amendment by way of limitation. 

Mr. HALE. As I have said, that must be a matter of limitation. 

Mr. ALLEN. For non-competing products I can very well see the 
desirability of the rule, but when it comes to such products as I have 
suggested, the wool of the Argentine Republic, the wheat of the Ar- 

tine Republic, if its capacity for wheat-producing is developed, or, 
instance, the exportation of hides from the Argentine Republie in 
competition with those of our own country, what would be the in- 
superable barrier between those products and those within our borders? 

Mr. HALE. Now the Senator from Washington is dealing with the 
subjects to which I have not mainly addressed myself in speaking of 
reciprocity arrangements that shall largely include articles which we 
do not compete with in this country, and, when we approach the list 
of articles in which we do compete, then it must be a question for the 
wisdom of the Government in negotiating treaties or making arrange- 
ments by law as to what they shall include. 

Now, on this general proposition I maintain that these reciprocal 
arrangements will result, first, in increased consumption and then in 
increased supply; and here let me read what is said by a very eminent 
Brazilian upon this branch of the subject, Sefior Antonio Guimaraes, a 
leading merchant in business between Brazil and the United States. 


Brazil— 
Says Mr. Guimaraes— 


— at prons 600,000 tons of 3 but under a treaty of rec- 
procity with the United States in than three years it would produce 
enough sugar to supply the entire cou At present il es 76 per 
cent. of the coffee consumed in the Uni States; but, while the area of coffee 
ction is limited to the States of SA Paulo, the 
production being of no account, the sugar-cane area extends from 


to Parana, and, in fact, all the littoral of Brazil from the to a few 
` na, 8 along the — 
far in excess of those of 


He continues— . 
e eee roaa our import duty on the products of the United States. 
This is also an answer to the objection that is made that nothing 
would come of this— 


In exchange for these important advantages to my country, we pro} to re- 
duce our import duty on the products of the United States, Brazil depeadens 
on a tariff for its revenue, and while in exchange for free sugar we could not 
give entire free trade— 

Nobody expects that— 
we are in a position to make such a reduction of duty that the produce and 
manufactures of the United States could enter Brazil at a little lower than 
that at which the same articles could be imported from E ; and would 
be sufficient to create for American manufactures in B: an immense and 
almost exclusive market. : 

He continues: 


My country has a population of over 12,000,000 people, while Cuba has only a 
pulation of 2,000,000, and the consumption in Brazil of such uce and manu- 
factures as the United States could reap? pN be very For 


At presentthe United States urchasesof our produce $70,000,000, whilst we in 
8 $8,000, 2 ted States has to bo re- 
dise that we 
urchase from Brazil a 


favorable toa ey such as the one 


proposed. We have just dra undoubtedly 


be 

adopted, similar to that of the United States, and the tendency thro’ $ the 
litical organization is to institutions similar to those which exist in the United 
Rates and have given them their unexampled prosperity. 

The people in Brazil lean strongly towards the northern Republic, and there 
is no doubt, as I have already , they would hail with satisfacti 
treaty of reciprocity which would bring two 
cial rages y g ultimately to improved facilities for ba 
portation and developing the exchange of commodities on a 
tude of which it is now difficult to estimate. a 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator object to my asking him a question? 

Mr. HALE. I do not. 

Mr. GRAY. I am very much interested in the remarks he is mak- 
ing. Do I understand from his authority there that the gentleman 
from South America said the total product of the sugar for the last 
year was 600,000 tons? . 

Mr, HALE. Six hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. GRAY. Does that correspond with the Senator’s own investi- 

ions otherwise ? : 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The article that makes up about four-fifths of 
the great surplus that we get from Brazil over our exports is coffee. 

Mr. GRAY. Six hundred thousand tons is very surprising to me, 
I merely wanted to know if the Senator had confirmed the statement. 

Mr. GIBSON. I find it stated at 150,000 tons. 

Mr. GRAY. I had an idea it was about 150,000 or 140,000 tons, 
but the Senator from Maine may have confirmed that statement and 
I may be mistaken. I think it is important to understand that, as 
we go along. 

Mr. HALE, There may be a mistake in the 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very much interested in the Senator’s 

Mr. HALE. It is not essential one way or the other, because itis 
only giyen asshowing that it isa small proportion of what Brazil would 
naturally produce. The consular report for the year 1887 gives the 
then annual production of Brazilian sugar as 400,000 tons, and I pre- 
sume it has increased y since. 

Mr. PLUMB. Right on that point, if the Senator would not be em- 
barrassed by an interruption, I should like to have him state whether 
it is his idea that we should stimulate the production of sugar in Bra- 
zil rather than stimulate the production of sugar iv the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I amin nodegreeopposed toany iments that may 
be made in the production of sugar in the United States, and I havea 
considerable degree of hope in the future of developing something here; 
but I have, as all of us andas the Senator from Kansas has, seen these 
experiments made in a very careful way and to a limited extent, and 
not yet embracing any wide area or giving demonstration, whatever 
hope there may be, of any greatly enlarged production. 

In answer to the question whether I seek to stimulate the production 
of sugar in Brazil: certainly, Mr. President, if we can obtain, as this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Guimaraes, has pictured out that we may obtain, a — 2 
proportion of the Brazilian trade and pay for her products by the prod- 
ucts of our farms and our workshops, then I should hail with acclaim 
the day when the acreage of Brazil, the extent of country that is put 
into sugar producing, shall be largely extended. I should look with 
satisfaction upon the increase of Brazil’s product, whether it be one 
hundred and filty or six hundred thousand tons to ten times that, and 
of our receiving it into our markets to be paid for by our products. 
` Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will permit an interruption, I 
will ask him whether in his opinion the anxiety of Brazil for free sugar 
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into this country is not very largely because of the threatening danger 
to the cane sugar of Brazil by reason of the enormousincrease of importa- 
tion into this country of the beet sugar of Europe, an increase from 
abont 200,000,000 pounds in the year 1889 to 600,000,000 pounds in 
1890, and a proportionate loss to Brazil of her exportation to this coun- 
try of cane sugar. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that Brazil isso much in fear of the 

roduct of the beet sugar of Europe asshe is of the rivalry of the Span- 
ish islands Cuba and Porto Rico. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told that the product of sugar in Brazil 
has been declining for some years and less than 2 per cent. of the sugar 
we import is from Brazil. In the line of what the Senator from Ne- 
braska has said, I will state that the increasein the production of beet 
sugar in Germany last year was greater than the total production of 
sugar in the island of Cuba in the same period. It seems to me that 
in the natural course of things the production of sugar in Brazil is not 
liable to very largely increase, and if we do stimulate it we shall be 
so doing at the expense of the production of sugar in the United States 
and make an active competitor to what will undoubtedly in time be 


one of the leading agricultural products of this country. 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, in that 
connection I will say that the falling off in the production of sugar in 
Brazil, and of their exportation of sugar, is not owing to the causes 
which have been suggested, but to the fact of the demoralization ot 
labor in that country which grew out of the emancipation of slaves. 
I have no doubt that when Brazil shall recover from the state of affairs 
which was produced by that emancipation the production of sugar in 
that country will increase enormously and that we shall receive a con- 

tantly VERE e amount from Brazil. 

Mr. HALE, I agree fully with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Now, I wish to say in answer to these Senators who represent what 
is I hope a success, or to be successful and growing experiment with 
beet sugar or sorghum sugar, that I am not in antagonism with them, 
but if either of those Senators objects tothe policy that I have so faintly 
outlined and supported, of trying tosecuresome benefit from these south- 
ern countries when we repeal duties upon their sugar, I ask them, how 
much more musi they object to an outright, unreserved repeal which 
allows sugar free without attempting to getanequivalent? The thesis 
upon which I am going, which I am trying to maintain, is that if we 
are to make sugars free (and I have not gone into that question), then 
it will be a policy not much short of lunacy not to seek to utilize this 
and to get some benefit for our labor. 

I have not gone into the question as to whether, in any possible prej- 
udice to the efforts which are being made inthis country to raise sugar 
at home, we should take off the sugar duties entirely. The House of 
Representatives has done that in the exercise of a wisdom which it had 
a right to exercise. It took off absolutely, clean and sheer, $55,000,000 
of revenue, admitting free the products of these countries, which may 
crowd out the experiments in Nebraska and may destroy the experi- 
ments in Kansas; but whether they do or not, neither of those Senators, 
it seems to me, if we are to enter upon this field, should object to our 


— some benefit on the other side. 


Mr. PLUMB. I was not stating or suggesting any opposition as to 
this matter. I simply wanted to get the Senator's idea. In that same 
line, let me ask him to what extent Brazil would regard this proposi- 
tion as reciprocal if at the same time that we were pretending to stimu- 
late their production of sugar upon the idea that we would buy it we 
should give such a bounty as to stimulate the production at home in 
such a way that we should supply our own market and thereby utterly 
exclude Brazil, and whether they would not regard that as something 
that was lacking in the idea of reciprocity. 

Mr. HALE. If we give such a bounty as will make Americaa great 
sugar-producing country and furnish the tableof the American people 
with American sugar no Senator need have any apprehension as to 
what will follow; all these questions will be di of then, and ina 
most happy fashion. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to take up more of the time of the 
Senate, and it I am not further interrupted I shall soon conclude. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire to ask the Senator’s attention to a very preg- 
nant point. He has selected Brazil as the example of all others, and 
rightly, of the advantages that might be expected to come to that coun- 
try, and that by a corresponding introduction of our products benefit 
to us. The intelligent merchant of Brazil from whose letter the Sena- 
tor has read, speaking of the great expansion of their products and of 
their great exports to us, has made only this responsive suggestion: 
We can not admit your products and manufactures free, but we will 
make (and this is the language) a little difference between the tariff on 
your importations and the tariff from other nations.“ Now, as we are 
obliged to make a large difference by our protective duties against com- 
peting nations that our own industries may thrive, what practical re- 
sult in our competition with Europe in importations into Brazil is to 
come to us if only a little difference upon rates is to be made? 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter that time alone can tell, The Brazil 
merchant speaks of a little difference between duties laid on our prod- 


- 


ucts and those of European countries, and that difference in our favor. 
It is evident that the feeling, not only of Brazil, but of the other South 
American people, is strongly bent towards reciprocai relations upon the 
basis which I have indicated. 

It is easy to oppose; it is easy, and always has been, to find fault 
with any plan or scheme and to suggest difficulties; but one thing is as 
sure to me as that tide and sunrise come daily, and that is that the 
policy which was suggested by the President in the message trom which 
I have read, and which has been so ably supported by the Secretary 
of State, and which in times past has secured the attention and ap- 
proval of the wisest statesmen who have illustrated our career in the 
last thirty years, is a policy that has come to stay with the American 
people. Whatever may he done now, whatever may be incorporated 
upon this bill, this broad and enlightened view that has been taken, 
this vision of seeing trade advance and increase between us and our 
sister republics to the south, which shall in no degree prejudice Ameri- 
can labor, but which shall add to its advantages, is a policy that is go- 
ing sooner or later to be adopted by the American people. 

There never was a time that was more fitting to try this plan than 
now; and to my mind the amendment which I have offered, corrected ` 
in certain phraseology so as to displace all doubt that may remain in 
anybody’s mind about its construction, is a most fitting solution of the 
question. In the first place, it does not contemplate the repeal of the 
sugar duty until we can see where we are with reference to our 
finances and see whetber or not we are able to part with $55,000,000 as 
a necessary component part of our revenues in order to meet our ex- 
penses, and in the halt which will be called under this amendment 
we shall be brought to see just what the condition of our finances is. 

I do not for one, Mr. President, envy the future of any party that 
takes off taxes this year and, confronted with a deficit, is obliged to 
reimpose them next year. I do not here and now say that weshall be 
met with this, but as a general proposition that must be true. No 
party can afford to stand before the people under a financial policy that 
covers those three features: first, 8 then deficit, then reimposi- 
tion of taxes. 

But, Mr. President, the principle is much greater than the method 
of its application. That is the first thing; that is the essential thing, 
and the application will follow. 2 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave been waiting all through the Senator’s speech de- 
sirous to ask him one question if I could see a time when it would not 
interrupt him, and I judge from what he has now said that he is about 
to say something to which that question would be pertinent, if he will 
allow me, 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has several times used the phrases in his 
statement of his policy, these treaties, ’’ ‘‘ reciprocity treaties.’’ I 
should like to ask the Senator whether he thinks it is essential or im- 
portant to the success of the policy which he has outlined so ably and 
so clearly that we should undertake to regulate these fiscal matters so 
far as they are mutual with foreign countries by the treaty-making 
power, to accomplish it through that, or whether he relies upon con- 
current legislation to accomplish his purpose. I think some phrases 
the Senator uses imply that he expects the tariff of this country, so 
far as it is to be made in concert with other countries, to be regulated 


by treaty. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very glad the Senator has asked that questio 
because in presenting the case as I have, naturally I may have oad 
phrases and terms that convey a wider meaning than I intended. I do 
not expect, if this policy, in one form or another, either that indicated 
in the amendment I have offered or the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode island, representing the Finance Committee, be adopted, 
that we are driven to the necessity ot untying all these knots, which 
now inclose our trade with other countries, by reciprocity treaties. I 
do believe that as a result of the adoption of this policy in some cases 
some of these countries will be ready to negotiate reciprocity treaties, 
which will in due time be presented to the Senate, and which must de- 
pend not only upon the Senate, but upon the popular branch of the 
Government, for legislation to carry them out. 

The remarks I quoted from Mr. Hewitt, a formerly distinguished 
member of the House, with whom the Senator from Massachusetts and 
I served, who had liberal views on these projects, were made upon re- 

rting a bill to the House of Representatives embodying then 

egislation to carry out a treaty which had been negotiated. And even 
if no treaty is negotiated, so complete is the programme, so effective is 
the scheme, that it can be done without the negotiation of treaties; but 
there is no purpose in it, and I should deprecate any purpose in it that 
in any way destroys or dispenses with what must be the action of Con- 
gress upon these questionsof revenue and the raising of revenue. That 
must be, of course, a thing that the two Houses are to consider in con- 
junction and with the approval of the President. 

Mr. GRAY, Would the Senator object to an interruption? 

Mr. HALE. No. I should be glad not to take up too much time 
of the Senate, but I will listen to the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. I have listened to the Senator since I came into the 
Chamber, but I had not the pleasure of hearing the first few minutes 
of his remarks, and he may have covered the question I am about to 
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ask, which is this: Whether the scheme of his amendment does or does 
not avoid any complication by reason of the favored-nation clause in 
our commercial treaties with European nations. Itseems to me possi- 
ble that the scheme of his amendment may avoid that, and thereb, 
be a better way of achieving the result than commercial treaties woul 


be. 

Mr. HALE, I have looked somewhat into that, although I am not 
an expert in the constructions of diplomacy, but my researches show 
very clearly that we should in no degree be embarrassed in this, either 
in legislation or in a treaty. Any legislation or arrangement for a par- 
ticular product or products, coupled with an equivalent from the coun- 
try with which we are dealing, does not, as it is holden by all author- 
ities, interfere with what is known as the ‘‘ favored-nation’’ clause. 
So upon that the way is clear, open, undisputed, ready for us to enter. 

Mr. President, the policy suggested by the President, in his message 
to the Senate of June 19, so earnestly and ably advocated by the Secre- 
tary of State, so clearly foreshadowed, as I have shown, by enlightened 
statesmen in the past, is believed in by very many men here and in the 
other branch of Congress, and it has taken such root in the minds of the 
public that, whatever may be done about it upon this bill, it will not 
die with the American people. In its breadth and liberality it accords 
with the generous sentiments which always find recognition with our 

le. 
be gut, Mr. President, the prineiple is greater than the method by which 
it is to be applied. The sentiment of the American people upon this 
question is so clear that it becomes the bounden duty of the Senate to 
embody in the tariff bill, when we repeal duties upon foreign products 
which contribute to revenue only, a provision which sball secure for 
the products of our farms and our workshops an increased market in 
the countries upon whose articles or production duties are so repealed. 
This principle is plainly involved in the amendment which has been 
oftered by the Finance Committee. It is a departure from our previous 
policy. It broadens and widens that policy. It is a great step in the 
direction of opening to the production of our labor the markets of Cen- 
tral and South America and the islands of the great sea which lie be- 
tween the continents. It commits to the President, who, we know 
by his communications to the Senate, is in favor of this movement, 
powers which I am entirely willing should be placed in his hands. 
‘That he will exercise them wisely and in the true interest of American 
labor no man who knows his present attitude and his past history can 
doubt. 

And upon the question whether the condition of ourfinances is such 
that we can aftord to repeal the entire duty upon sugar we must trust 
somebody, and the Finance Committee, which is the guardian of the 
financial policy of the Senate, ought to be authority, and the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who 
is in charge of the bill, must carry with it asthe conclusion of the com- 
mittee their belief that there will be no deticit in our revenues in the 
next fiscal year, which begins July 1, 1891. Under this amendment, 
Mr. President, and taken in connection with the great measures for 
the revival of our shipping interests, which, in charge of my colleague, 
have passed the Senate and which now await favorable action from the 
House of Representatives, the principle which I have contended for 
can be fully tried; and then the Republican policy for the upbnilding 
of the American commercial marine and this new feature of Repub- 
lican policy for the opening of new markets to the countries south of us 
will proceed hand in hand. 

There is nothing in either of these great measures that does not, in 
actual operation, inure to the benefit of American labor; no bar is let 
down in the great protective system to which the Republican party is 
committed, and all these measures in successful operation willincrease 
our trade, our manufactures, and the market for all our farm and other 
products and willstand as a monument of the wisdom and patriotism of 
the party which now, for the first time in many years, has the control 
of all branches of the Government. 

IE Fc KENNA. Mr. President, protection to American industries has 

favored by the beneficiaries of that principle in one form or another 
since the foundation of the Government, But the power has been gen- 
erally derived indirectly from the general power of taxation. Parties 
have been slow to assert, as their representatives have been slow to exe- 
cute, a levy upon the earnings of the masses for the direct and avowed 
p of enriching and filling the coffers, not of the public Treasury, 
but of aselected and favored class. Fattened by the misfortunes of the 
country which made necessary the enormous exactions of war; adjusting 
he details of a system which has extracted billions from the earnings of 
the people to individual and corporate gain, the beneficiaries of that sys- 
tem have yet accomplished this result by the invocation of incidental 

wers. 

No tariff bill has ever passed which was placed by its advocates 
upon the distinct and avowed ground that Congress had either inclina- 
tion or power to levy tribute upon the community for the sole pur- 
pose of advancing the estate of its individual members. ; 

Speaking of the complications of 1861, the chief reliance of the 
United States for revenue,“ says Mr. Blaine, had always been upon 
customs. But no real test had ever been made of the sum that might 
be collected from this source. The aim had been to see with how 


small an amount the National Government could be supported, not 


how large an amount might be collected.” And so, Mr. President, - 


from the beginning of the Government to the civil war, every en- 
actment of tariff law had been subject to this limitation. No pats 
favored taxing the people for the manufacturers only. No party 
face the public upon the proposition that the taxing power should be 
diverted from the fair limitations of public necessity to the limitless 
greed of private gain. From 1789 to 1861 the great battles were fought 
upon these floors, the great contests were waged by the advocates of one 
theory or another, and yet the public requirements, and not the indi- 
vidual profit, fixed the limitation of every demand. 

No political platform ever ventured beyond this depth. 

The Locofoco platform of 1836 declared that— 


Every man is under the natural duty of contributing to the necessities of so- 
ciety, and this is all the law should enforce on him. 


The Whig platform of 1844 declared— 


for a tariff for revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the Government and 
discriminating with special reference to the protection of the domestic labor 
of the country. 


The Whig platform of 1852 proclaimed that— 


Governments should be conducted on the principles of the strictest economy, 
and revenue suficient for the expense thereof in time of peace ought to be de- 
rived mainly from a duty on imports, and not from direct taxes; and in laying 
such duties sound policy requires a just discrimination, and when practicable 
by specific duties, whereby suitable encouragement may be affo: 
can industries, equally to all classes and to all portions of the country. 


The Republican platform of 1860 declared that— 

While providing revenue for the support of the General Government by du- 
ties upon imports, sound policy requires such an adjustment of these imports 
8 to eneourage the development ot the industrial interests of the whole coun- 

ry. 

The Republican platform of 1872 declared N 

That revenue, except so much as may be derived from a tax upon tobaccoand 
liquors, should be raised by duties upon importations, the details of which should 
be so adjusted as to aid in securing remunerative wages to labor and promote 
the industry, prosperity, and growth of the whole country. 


The Republican platform of 1876 declared that— 


The revenue pet ee for current enditures and the obligations of the 
public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations which so far 
as possible should be adjusted to promote the interests of American labor and 
advance the prosperity of the whole country. 


The Republican platform of 1880 declared as follows: 


Wereaffirm the belief avowed in 1876that the dutles levied for the purpose of 
revenue should so discriminate as to favor American labos. 


The Republican platform of 1884 declared: 


We therefore demand that the imposition of duties upon foreign imports. 


shall be made, not for revenue only, but that in raising the requisite revenues 
for the Government such duties shall be so levied as to afford security to our 
diversified industries and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer, to 
the end that active and intelligent labor, as well as capital, may have its just 
reward and the laboring man his full share in the national prosperity. 


The Republican platform of 1888 declared that— 


The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national 
revenue by repealing the taxes upon tobacco, which are an annoyance and a 
burden to agriculture, and the tax upon the spirits used in the arts and for me- 
chanical purposes, and by such revision of the tariff laws as will tend to check 
imports of such articles as are produced by our people, the production of which 
gives employment to our labor, and release from impost duties those articles of 
8 production (except luxuries) the like of which can not be produced at 

ome. 


These, Mr. President, are the declarations, so far as I have beenable 
to collect them, of the so-called protection platforms of the country. 
It will be observed that in every one, except the last, the declaration 
looks to the raising of revenue, and not one of them goes beyond the 
revenue standard in its theory of protection, In the last platform I 


have quoted, the Republican party, confronted by a large surplus in 


the Treasury under Cleveland’s Administration, declared not for rais- 
ing, but for reducing, the revenue by the exclusion of foreign competi- 
tion. 

Thus it will be seen that while no party ever advocated in Congress 
and no party ever passed through Congress a tariff bill whose prime 
object was the advancement of private business at the expense of the 
public, it is equally true that from the foundation of the Government 
to this day no political party ever confronted the people of the country 
upon a declaration of such a power or such a purpose, It was only 
when coupling the idea of revision with the avowed purpose of reduc- 
ing the public revenue that the Republican party ventured to make the 
declaration of 1888, and it is only under the pretext of reduction that 
they undertake to curry it out. S 

And so, Mr. President, through all the stages from Madison down 
to McKinley, even from the protection standpoint, the idea of revenue 
bas predominated in the enactments of the tariff. No matter when, 
no matter how, no matter by whom the measure was supported, until 
this day and generation the adjustment of the taxes of the country to 
the interests and purposes of classes and callings was limited by the 
reasonable and fair demands of the public Treasury. Never till now, 
and now only upon the pretext of reducing, and not of raising rev- 
enue, was an attempt made to revise the tariff system of the country 
for the sole and notorious purpose of advancing private and corporate 
wealth. The determination to do this at this time is a cause of alarm, 


to Ameri- 
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and will arrest the attention of the country. I can not witness the close 
of the debate without a few observations which may go upon the rec- 
ord with what has been said. 

Mr. President, the discussion of the pending bill, as far as it has 

has been able and exhaustive. It has demonstrated, among 
other things: 

1. That the demands of a favored class, and not the public necessities 
or the public good, are the inspiration and purpose of this measure. 

2. That the increase of the public burden by the raising of tariff du- 
ties is to be the actual, if not the acknowledged, effect of this bill. 

3. That just in proportion to the exclusion of the foreign article 
which these increases ot tariff duties will accomplish the American 
consumer will pay his taxes to the manufacturer, and not to the Gov- 
ernment, 

4. That thus the public revenue is to be reduced, not by reducing 
the burdens of the people, but by compelling them to pay to the man- 
ufacturers, through the increased cost of the articles they consume, 
what they now pay through the retail and wholesale dealers and custom- 
houses to the Treasury of the country. 

5. That this extraordinary scheme is for the protection chiefly of a 
single class of citizens of the nine States of the Union which own more 
wealth than the other thirty-three States and the Territories com- 
bined. 


6. That this scheme will enable the American manufacturer to con- 
tinue to sell, as he does now, his plows and reapers and a thousand 
other articles to Mexicans and South American Indians from 25 to 50 
per cent. cheaper than he does to our own citizens. 

7. That therefore and to that extent this is a bill for the protection 
of Mexicans, Spaniards, half-breeds, and South American Indians, at 
the expense of the farmers, laborers, and consumers of the United 
States. 

8. That the duty on hundreds of articles is largely in excess of the 
entire labor-cost of their production, and often multiplies it many-fold. 

9. That protection to the product and free competition in labor re- 
duce labor to the simple proposition of supply and demand, while the 
his family of the production of their own hands 


10. That the home market is to be reserved for the manufacturer, but 
the markets of the world shall supply his labor. 

11. That we are to refuse to buy from anybody else and nobody else 
can therefore buy from us. - 

12. That our sufplus cereals are to rot in their barns and our farmers 
to starve to enable our surplus manufactures to find profitable market 
in foreign countries with 50 per cent. off. 

13. That the proposed reciprocity with South Americais intended to 
establish a market there for our manufactures and a market here for 
South American products of the farm. 

14. That the enormous largesses levied upon our people were made 
ible by the consequences of war and have been made profitable to 
manufacturers, who have been thereby enabled to maintain the 

prices of war in time of peace. 

15, That the farmer and laborer are plundered by war taxes under 
the specious guise of protection to both. 

16. That England, like has made herself mistress of the 
seas by the vastness of her commerce while we are impoverishing our 
people by a denial of intercourse with the commercial world. 

17. That we have no ships to float our productions, and our mails 
are carried under the British flag. 

18. That the system which this bill is intended to perpetuate has 

ven half the wealth of the country to three hundred men and is re- 

ucing the masses of the people to vassalage and to bon 

19, That the men who are most clamorous for this kind of protec- 
tion are the millionaires and monopolists. 

20. That Mr. Carnegie’s million-dollar castle in Scotland and Mr. 
Gould’s five million private fortress in Mexico are twin illustrations ot 
Republican protection to labor. 

1. That this bill involves a rapid rush in the transition already far 
advanced from a free people to a condition of landlordism and tenantry 
throughout the Republic. 

22. That the depressions and panics, the want of employment, the 
commercial disasters, the lockouts and strikes, the complaints of labor, 
and the impoverishment of the farm, the millionaire and the tramp, 
have alike for a quarter of a century exemplified the power as they 
have illustrated the process of Republican protection. 

These and kindred propositions have developed all along the line, 
and upon them the political parties have divided. I shall not under- 
take to repeat these discussions. ‘They are on the record and before 
the country. The condition which they depict has been approached by 
degrees. It could never have been reached directly. No people were 
ever enslaved by their voluntary assent, Like the noiseless creep of 
the tiger before he springs, like the insidious ravage of disease beforeit 
racks the flesh and dims the eye, thecitadel of human liberty is under- 
mined before the call ‘‘to the tower” is heard. And so of extortion 
upon the earnings of the masses. The open demand for tribute that 
‘would encounter prompt rebuke at the hands of the multitude finds 
easy and successful tution in the evasive process whereby its 


beneficiaries declare dividends of the earnings of labor and marshal 
their assets of its surrendered reward. 

So it is true, Mr. President, that while platforms of political parties 
have not demanded the imposition of a tax upon the people for protec- 
tion only, the debates which have occurred at various periods in the 
consideration of the subject disclose the fact that legislation itself has 
not been based upon that idea. ` 

The history of tariff enactments in the United States is illustrative 
andinstructive. The subject has been discussed in its relation to pro- 
tection at every stage of the country’s progress. If there be an ex- 
ception to this proposition it covers a period from the breaking ont of 
the civil war to the tariff enactment of 1867. 

During that period larger burdens were imposed upon the people 
by impost duties and otherwise than at any time in the history of 
the country. But during that period the question of protection was 
not a factor that entered into the debate. The truth is that the exigen- 
cies and consequences of war fixed the standard of our tariff exactions 
upon the people of the country, and the fact is that now and here, 
twenty-five years after the war, when no demand it created is pressing 
upon the Treasury, when the people are paying through their public 
officials 24 per cent. premium on their outstanding indebtedness, not 
yet due, and when they do not need more money, but less money in 
their Treasury, they are confronted by a conspiracy between certain 
political elements of the country and the beneficiaries of war rates of 
taxation to continue and perpetuate the burdens and calamities of war 
forever. The specious manner in which- this scheme is to be accom- 
plished may facilitate but can not justify these exactions. 

As far back as 1868 the Republican party declared in its national 
platform that it was due to the labor of the nation that taxation 
should be equalized and reduced as rapidly as the national faith would 
permit.” It has redeemed that pledge by increasing the burdens of 
labor and production from that day to this. 

Speaking of Hamilton and his theories of protection, which have 
been inherited and exaggerated by the Republican party, Mr. Blaine 
declares that— 


More promptly than any other financier of that century he saw that $10 could 
be more easily collected by indirect tax than $1 by direct levy. 


This declaration of Mr. Blaine furnishes the key to the whole proc- 
ess by which the burdens and exactions made upon the American 
ple have been augmented and increased and multiplied until they 
ve walked their various ways under a load more weary and a system 
more extortionate than any other people ever bore on the face of the 
earth. It is more easy, Mr. Blaine concedes, to levy tribute upon the 
American citizen by adding $10 to the price of his clothes than $1 
on the valuation of his cow. It is more easy, as Mr. Blaine bas de- 
clared, to extract from the earnings of the laboring man by an additional 
charge of 10 cents upon his tin-plate than 1 cent by arbitrary exaction 
in the direct demand for his coin. It is more easy, as Mr, Blaine has 
declared, to absorb indirectly from the earnings of the masses one hun 
dred millions, to be squandered in reckless expenditure under the in- 
genious guise of protection to the very men who digit from the ground 
or harvest it in the field, than to collect ten millions by direct levy in 
dollars and cents from a manly populace who would want to know, 
as they have a right to know, for what public use their money is de- 
manded. It is by this process that the burdens of war have been main- 
tained till the generation that fonght it is well-nigh passed from the 
activities of life. 

Prior to the rebellion of 1861 no man dreamed of the imposition of 
import duties at any such rate as is now enforced. I have endeay- 
ored to show that no political platform demanded imposition of 
taxes than would meet the requirements of Government economically 
and honestly administered. It is a remarkable fact that up to and in- 
cluding the year 1861 the largest amount of money ever collected by 
the Government in a single year was in round figures $83,000,000. 
This statement covers incomes irom all sources: import duties, di- 
rect taxes, sales of public lands, fines and penalties, Patent-Office fees, 
every dollar from all sources received into the public Treasury of the 
United States. This year of 1890 by this Congress the amount of ap- 
propriations to be expended for pensions alone will exceed $120,000, - 
000. The total collections during the past fiscal year from tariff duties 
amounted to $229,000,000. The total appropriations for all purposes 
by this Congress for the current fiscal year will amount to $460, 000, 000. 

Mr. President, these figures are startling. When we add the further 
consideration that the nine States of the Union most largely engaged 
in manufacturing possess more wealth than the other thirty-three States 
and the Territories all combined, it is astounding beyond man’s con- 
ception that under the financial conditions which I have related these 
are the nine States which, through their interested elements, are clam- 
oring for the perpetuation of the burdens of war for their protection 
and the maintenance and advancement of theirfortunes. By the cen- 
sus of 1860 the six New England States, with New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania added, owned 34 per cent. of the wealth of the coun- 
try. By the census of 1870 these nine States had advanced to more 
than 50 per cent. of our aggregate wealth, although nearly five years 
of devastating war had intervened. 

Thus the infant industry, which had been fostered by paternal care 
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until he was grown to be a giant, turned with ravenous hand upon the 
old man’s purse now that he was beset by dangers, sore in his needs, 
and writhing in the agonies of blood! And so the rate has kept up. 
The capital aud deposits in the nine manufacturing States amount to 
nearly three billions and a half, while in all the other States and Terri- 
tories they amount to less than two billions. How long, Mr. President, 
will it be under this system before these nine States shall own the 
Union? But did I say States? Ah! sir, it is misleading to call them 
States in this connection. The States are the people. It is not the 
people of these States that have amassed this immense wealth. It is 
the favored and pampered few. The people in these States are doomed 
to the common fate. 

From 1870 to 1880, and we have not the tables for 1890, the value 
of farms, animals, implements, and machinery in these nine States fell 
off $517,000,000, And so they have continued to fall.. We are apt to 
deal with figures too lightly. We have been made so accustomed by 
the conditions which followed the war to talk in Congress about mill- 
ions and hundreds of millions, and the people have become so familiar 
with the discussion of vast amounts in connection with the adminis- 
tration of their Government, that all lose sight of the magnitude of 
the subject and the vastness of the publie collections. 

But the thoughtful mind will not fail to pause for a moment's re- 
flection upon that process, indirect and subtile thoughit be, which ex- 
tracts these prodigious sums from the pockets of the people. Although, 
as Mr. Blaine has declared, it is easier to collect ten dollars by this 
method than it would be to collect one by direct taxation, this method 
itself is becoming better understood, But the classes and interests 
which are subserved by the maintenance of these burdens are not satis- 
fied to stop there. They are not content to base their profits upon the 
exactions imposed by the exigencies of war. They are actually demand- 
ing, and in the name of labor, that these burdens shall be multiplied. 

Mr. President, if a single tithe of the advantage which arises from 
the burdens of tariff tax contributed to the advancement of the labor 
of the country or added to the comfort of the wives and the little ones 
of our laboring population, no man would go further than I fo secure 
them that tithe. Noram I unwilling, so far as the public necessities 
require public taxation, so to adjust the details that the manufactur- 
ers themselves may, with the great body of their fellow-citizens, share 
equally both its benefits and its burdens. If money must be levied for 
public purposes in one form or another—and so it will have to be as long 
as the dee lasts the details should be so adjusted, within the 
limits of public necessity, as to reserve to our own people, whether en- 
gaged in one pursuit or another, every advantage which may tend to 
mitigate or counterbalance the burdens they bear. 

But the demand of the manufacturers that the exorbitant rates in 
most instances now enforced shall be ipcreased for the benefit of labor 
requires investigation and analysis. These rates were not established 
to promote the interests of labor. The attempt to maintain them does 
not emanate from the laboring population. They involve a tax and a 
burden upon labor in every form and sphere of its employment. Their 
beneficiaries are those who have levied tribute upon labor from the 
beginning until now. This fact is demonstrated by even a cursory ex- 
amination of the relations in which labor was held by the promoters of 
high tariffs at critical periods of legislation on the subject. Take, for 
instance, the first tariff enactment which bears date July 4, 1789. It 
was introduced by Mr. Madison, entitled. An act for laying a duty 
on goods, and merchandise imported into the United States.” 
It recited in its first clause that— 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Sarnami for the discharge of 


the debts of the United and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported, etc. 


Here was the avowed and declared object of encouragement and pro- 
tection to manufactures. But who will say that the protection of labor 
bore any relation to this scheme? The country had been through an 

ustive war. It had seen the want of manufacturing development. 
It saw and felt the need of manufacturing establishmeht to maintain, 
as it had seen und felt the need of manufacturing establishment to as- 
sert and secure, its independence. 

But where was the labor to be benefited by the act? It could not 
have been skilled labor, for that we did not have. It could not have 
been general labor, for even of that there was scarcity and want. Mr. 
Harrison in his letter of acceptance recognizes the condition which 
existed when he declares that— 


In the earlier years of our public history public agencies to promote immi- 
gration were common, The pioneer wanted a neighbor with more friendly in- 
stincts than the Indian. Labor was scarce and fully employed. 


Tt is thus demonstrated that the inauguration of our tariff system, 
while it had primarily for its object the raising of revenues to support 
the Government and meet its obligations, was aimed in its protective 
features, not to the advancement of labor, but to the establishment and 
maintenance of manufactures. It is as true now as it was true then 
that, while the duties amounted to a restriction upon foreign competi- 
tion to the manufacturer, the employers of labor, by the immigration 
societies to which Mr. Harrison alludes and by other processes, were 


looking to all the world for cheap and competitive labor as they ere 
looking to-day. 


The theory and purpose of this original bill were followed for years 
in subsequent enactments. The protection of infant industry, the pro- 
motion of manufacturing independence, and the creation of 
resources for the exigencies of war were the prime considerations which, 
next to the raising of revenue, governed the advocates of high rates of 
duty. But through all the controversies from 1789 to 1861 no man ad- 
vocated for protection, inoroutof Congress, exactions which approached 
the rates of the present law. 

By the various tariff enactments from 1789 to 1861 the country al- 
ternated, according to its condition and to popular sentiment, between 
what we call free trade and moderately protective tariff. The act of 
1833, known as the compromise measure, provided, as we all know, 
under the leadership of Henry Clay, for the gradual reduction of all 
duties to 20 percent. Mr. Clay’s avowed object in advocating this 


measure was to save from utter destruction the protective system, 


which he acknowledged to be in danger; and so it was in dan be- 
cause of its exactions upon the people; but these exactions which had 
thus created popular revulsion were in no sense the exactions of to-day, 
The tariff actof 1846, known as the Walker tariff, was likewise known 
as a free-trade tariff. Subsequently modified, the country found itself 
substantially under a free-trade system when the war broke out. 

Now, Mr. President, at this point, it is well for us to 525 to con- 
sider, The Government was confronted by impending war. Its Treas- 
ury was inadequate or supposed to be inadequate to the terrible ordeal. 

Mr. Blaine declares, and declares truly, that with the information 
which was then before the world it may be questioned whether a com- 
plete scheme for providing the money necessary for the struggle could 
have been passed throngh Congress or rendered effective with capital- 
ists. The needs of each crisis were supplied as each arose. 

did not try to look far into the future. It ex itself to give 
bread to the armies of the Union, to provide munitions of war, to 
and equip the Navy.” 

Mr. President, itis the trath of history that the enactments of 1860, 
1861, 1864, and 1867 were made to meet the exigencies and conse- 
quences of war. Contemporaneous discussion places this 5 propositua 
beyond the pale of controversy. Re the first bill of 1860, Mr. 
MORRILL, who had it in charge, declared that there were— 
no duti: protectio: 

The highest duties ia tho bilt were propowod for the purpose of revenue. ‘The 
manufacturers might get along with lower duties, but we require the revenue. 

And again in 1861, speaking on the bill to increase the duties on tea, 
coffee, and sugar, the same gentlemun declared it to be apparent that 
we need to husband all our resources. And again in 1861 he said: 

I confess, Mr. Chairman, that to the whole of this Senate amendment I have 
very strong objections, and it is only from the necessity under which the Gov- 


ernment lies to raise more revenue than we shall probably be able to raise 
out this tax on tea and coffee that I should be willing to consent to it. 


And still again in 1861 Mr, MORRILL declared— 


I may say with reference to this bill that while it does not meet my entire 
and cordial support yet I mean to give it my vote. I believe that the duties on 
most articles are put too high. 

And in 1864, reporting a bill still further to increase taxation, Mr. 
MORRILL declared, and there were none to gainsay it— 

This is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must as 
such give it our support. A 

In the same speech he used the following expressions: 

In 
faloportant that wa shonid bear ta salad tates wa Tooren o Aa st aay. 
article we diminish the number of those who will be able to consume it. 

And, Mr. President, at another period in these debates, to give em- 
phasis to the idea that all these exactions were based upon public ne- 
cessity as against the demands of individual or corporate cupidity, the 
same distinguished Representative from Vermont, now a venerable and 
honored associate on this floor, declared to the Congress and to the 
country that it was *‘ unfit that the Government of the United States 
should go to bed without its supper every time the revenues fell off a 
million in New York.” And thus we have the starvation of the Gov- 
ernment pleaded suppliantly for the imposition of burdens which, now 
that the occasion of their enactment has passed, are to be maintained 
in the interest of money and monopoly as against labor and consump- 
tion. - 

No pretense was offered that these increasesof taxation were made 
in the interest of manufacturers; silent spectators of current events, 
they saw that the calamities of war were promoting a system which 
from the very necessities of the situation would enrich their coffers. 
No yoice was raised for labor. But contemporaneously with these 
enactments labor was likewise a sabject of consideration, and what con- 
sideration did it receive from the men who composed the Congress of 
that day? 

In 1864, at the very crisis of these discussions, 


a bill was passed not 


to increase tariff taxes for the protection of labor, but side by side with 
the imposition of fresh burdens, as if in mockery of their relation to 
labor, a bill was enacted to provide for the importation of contract 
labor from abroad. The bill provided that foreign laborers to be im- 
ported by such contracts—the contracts themselves, when made in for- 
eign countries, to be legalized 


here—should pledge the wages of their 
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labor for the term of a year to their employers. Mr. SHERMAN, who 

managed and passed the bill, declared on the floors of Congress that— 
In the Western States labor is absolutely demanded, Common laborers are 
receiving a very high price. 

And, mark you, it was not the so-called protected labor of our facto- 

ries in the East that was commanding this very high price, but the 

unprotected labor of the Western States. 

Mr. President, the enactment of tariff legislation from 1860 to 1864, 
with the act of 1867 added, created substantially the system which is 
in force to-day. Who will declare, who can declare that the protection 
of labor or the promotion of its well-being had any place in the minds 
of men in these tariff enactments when in the very same day and hour 
they were providing for the importation of foreign contract laboron the 

und that labor was commanding a very high price in this country? 
Btrangely enough, the first tariff bill introduced by Mr. Madison, when, 
as President Harrison says, labor was scarce and {fully employed, in 
1789, bore date the 4th of July, as did also the act which Mr. SHERMAN 
when he declared that labor was commandinga very high price 

in this country in 1864. But the war ended. Many ofits consequences 
still remained. Among these was the vast indebtedness it had created. 

In 1866 the public debt reached its maximum. The public revenues 
fell off in that year $535,000,000. With this extraordinary condition 
of the country came the necessity for further increase of public taxes 
for public revenue. Taxes, including tariffs, were carried to the verge 
of desperation, and THESE ARE THE TARIFF TAXES WE ARE PAYING 
TO-DAY. Well may Mr. Blaine, describing the conditions of that 
period, quote Sydney Smith: 


We were levying taxes upon every article which enters into the mouth, or 
covers the back, or is placed under the foot; taxes on everything which it is 
pasanak po Sia; Daar SELI baad taxes upon warmth, light, and locomo- 

; taxes on everything on the earth and the waters under the earth; taxes 
on everything that comes from abroad or is grown athome; on the sauce which 
pampers man’s appetite and on the drug that restores him to health; on the er- 
mine which decorates the judge and the rope which hangs the criminal; on the 
poor man’s salt and the rich man's spice; on the brass nails of the coffin and the 
ribbons of the bride. 

Any fair inquirer into this vast and important subject must be con- 
vinced that the culmination of 1867 in the enactment of tariff duties by 
the United States Government brought us substantially to the rates that 
are in force at thistime. They were enacted without a pretense of pro- 
tection, without the slightest regard to manufactures or athought of 
their effect upon labor. They were the plain, simple, direct, imme- 
diate, and necessary consequences of war. But if there be one in any 
quarter so bold as to ascribe to the party then in power a regard for 
labor in this great emergency, the action of the same agencies within 
the brief period of one short year will forever dispel the illusion. 

It was in 1868, Mr. President, that the articles were agreed between 
this country and China, additional to the treaty of 1858. The act to 

romote the importation of foreign contract labor had passed in 1864. 
t had evidently failed of its object. It was declared by Mr. SHERMAN 
on this floor, when I had quoted his connection with that act, thatit was 
made necessary because so many of our citizens were with the armies 
in the field; but if that had been the spirit of the enactment it would 
have been promptly repealed when the survivors of the war returned, 
seeking employment, totheirhomes. It had evidently failed to accom- 
pligh its object. Labor was doubtless, in the estimation of these gen- 
tlemen, still commanding a very high price, because within a short 
year, as I have stated, after the increase of tariff taxes in 1867, addi- 
tional articles to the treaty with China were negotiated by the Repub- 
lican administration. : 

By the fifth of these articles the great promoters of protection to la- 
bor solemnly contracted that— 
the United States of America and the Emperor of China cordially recognize the 
inherent and inalienable right of man to ge his home and all ce, and 
also the muftal advantage of free migration and emigration of their citizens 
and subjects tively from the one country to the other for purposes of cu- 
riosity, of trade, or as permanent residents. 

So we have in theone instance, fathered and fostered and promoted by 
these friends of American Jabor, in 1864 an act to promote the impor- 
tation of foreign contract-labor contemporaneously with the increase of 
burdens upon our labor at home and in the other instance a sweeping 
invitation and the opening wide of our doors to myriads of Chinese 
paupers, who were seeking our shores to take the place of our honest 
and industrious labor, in 1868 contemporancously with the enactment 
which added largely to the burdens of every man, woman, and child 
in the country! And this was protection to American labor! 

But there is another vase pes to this Chinese question. When the 
Democrats acquired control of the House of Representatives, when the 
protest of American labor against cooly importation amounted, espe- 
ciallyin the far West, to open revolt, an act was passed probibiting the 
immigration of Chinese and excluding them from our shores for twenty 

years. This act was defeated by the protest and veto of a Republican 
President, In its consideration here it was embarrassed and hindered 
by Republican obstruction. Mr. Hon, of Massachusetts, sought to 
amend it by providing that it should not apply to any skilled laborer 
who shall establish that he comes to this country without any contract 
by which his labor is 3 of any person other than himself, 
and he was supported in this proposition by the votes of Mr, ALDRICH, 


Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. MORRILL, three of the six Republican Senators 


who report the pending bill. Failing in that proposition through 
Democratie votes, Mr. HoAR further moved that 

Any laborer who shall receive a certificate from the United States consul at 
the port where he shall embark that he is an artisan coming to this country at his 
own expense and of his own free will, and has establis) such fact to the sat- 
isfaction of such consul, shall not be affected by this bill, 

He was again supported by Mr, ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. 
MORRILL, three of the Republican Senators who report the present 
tariff bill, and he was again defeated through the Democratic vote of 
the Senate. 

These amendments, Mr. President, would practically have defeated 
the object of the Chinese restriction bill. They would havekept open 
our doors to competition from China with our domestic labor by every 
cooly who would call himselfaskilled laborer oran artisan, When the 
bill was finally passed it was opposed by the votes of Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. MORRILL, three of the Republican Senators who re- 
port the present bill. Thus the modification of that bill as proposed 
or its defeat would have lett in full force the treaty stipulations of 
1868, which provided for the unrestricted immigration of the subjects 
of China. On the passage of the bill it commanded the support of only 
eight Republican Senators, and four of these represented the States of 
Colorada, Nevada, and California, It encountered the negative votes 
of Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. MORRILL, three of the Repub- 
lican Senators who report the present tariff bill. 

But another bill was introduced in Congress which prohibited Chi- 
nese immigration for a period of ten years. On an amendment to admit 
Chinese to citizenship 26 Republican Senators voted ‘“‘ay ” and 5 voted 
tno,” Every Democratin his place in the Senate voted ! no!“ Onan 
amendment to strike out the clause which construed the act to mean 
and to exclude both skilled and unskilled laborers 29 Republican Sena- 
tors voted ‘‘ay’’ and only three voted ‘‘no.’? Every Democratic Senator 
voted “no!” And so the parties were divided upon other and similar 
propositions. On the passage of this bill Mr. SHERMAN voted no.“ 

Wethus have Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. MOR- 
RILL, four of the Republican Senators out of the six who report the pres- 
ent tariff bill, on the record in favor of the protection of American labor 
by refusing restrictions upon Chinese immigration! It was reserved to 
a Democratic Administration under Grover Cleveland to negotiate the 
treaty of 1888 by which Chinese labor is to be excluded for twenty years 
from March oſ that year. TheactofCongress would have expired and ad- 
mitted the Chinaman after the Ist of May, 1892. Now that the Re- 
publicans haye ten majority in the Senate, the same proportion of their ' 
number that opposed the bill would defeat its re-enactment. But the 
3 concluded by Mr. Cleveland in 1888 covers and excludes Chinese 

abor. 

Mr. President, is further demonstration needed that in all the tariff 
enactments which accompanied or have followed the war the protec- 
tion of American labor was never an element ot consideration? If so, 
it is found in the fact that the labor of our country in every phase and 
walk of its existence is open to competition, as it hasalways been open 
to competition, from every quarter of the globe. If so, it is found in 
the illustration occurring in a manner local tomy own community, under 
my one eye; during the progress and pending the discussion of this 
very bi 

While this Senate was engaged in the debate on the schedule embrac- 
ing building stone, limestone, and other material of that kind, and 
certain gentlemen were insisting upon certain additions to the list for 
the protection of labor, sixty Italian stone-cutters, subjects of the Italian 
king, unable to speak our language, were employing an interpreter at 
the post-office in my own town to enable them to procure foreign money- 
orders by which to transmit the wages earned by them on the great 
Kanawha improvement, under your system of protection to American 
labor, to their homes and families in Italy. 

Thus the money collected by the United States Government from its 
own people, its laborers included, and appropriated for the prosecution 
of its great works of public improvement, is paid to foreigners to be 
forwarded by due course of mail to the Italian provinces for the pro- 
tection of American labor. And so it has ever been. The laborer, 
forming the great mass of consumers, has been the first to tax and the 
last to relieve. The tax on lawyers and doctors and merchants and 
bankers was repealed; but the tax on pilots and engineers was retained 
for years. The tax on deeds and bank-checks was repealed ; but the 
tax on hats and boots was retained at war rates. The tax on incomes 
was wiped from the face of the earth; but the coat and the shirt, the 
breeches and the blanket, the dress and the cloak and the shawl, the 
plow and the spade, the pick and the shovel, the chisel and the plane, 
the plate that holds the fard oirne meal and the fork that carries it 
to the hungry lip, the blanket that shields the wasting form and the 
sheet that shrouds it cold in death, go on—like Tennyson’s brook—go 
on forever—levying silent tribute from the weary and the heavy laden, 
that colossal fortunes may tower to the skies, while 

Man's inhumanity to man makes countless thousands mourn. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, itis not 9 at this moment 
to discuss all the questions involved in the ule now before us. 
Indeed I do not know that I shall at any time have anything to offer 
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respecting the reciprocity features which for some reason or other seem 


to attach to this schedule of sugar. But there are several questions 
that should be decided preliminary to a consideration of that subject. 
The first one is whether we can under the framework of this bill remit 
the duties upon sugar, because the bill as it came to us from the House 
of Representatives and the bill as reported by the Finance Committee 
to the Senate both contemplate the absolute remission of the sugar 
duty; and although the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in his ex- 
haustive and able argument n proposed reciprocity feat- 
ures of this bill did not himself assert that it was within the purview of 
those who especially favor the various propositions for reciprocity to 
retain the present sugar duty, yet, if the sugar duty is to be retained, 
the first question for us to consider is whether or not it shall be re- 
tained as provided in the existing law or whether it is to be modified 
as respects the relations which now prevail under existing law between 
raw sugar and refined sugar. 

Although I have given some attention to the amendments which have 
been offered on both sides of the Chamber, I have yet to find or to no- 
tice an amendment offered on either side which looks to a modification 
of the existing arrangements respecting raw and refined sugars if the 
sugar duty is to be retained. 

There is another preliminary question involved in this repeal or pro- 
posed repeal, and that is what is the effect of the sugar duty? If the 
sugar duty is a tax upon the foreign producer of sugar and therefore a 
revenue which is derived from the men who produce sugar in other 
countries, then the sugar duty should not be.repealed at all, because 
if the duty upon sugar is not a charge upon the consumer of sugar in 
our own country, if it is a duty which pours its immense volume into 
the Treasury of the United States, taking it outof the pockets of those 
who dwell beyond the seas, or at least beyond our territory, then itis 
the very madness of folly to suggest the idea of repealing this sugar 
duty or any part of it. 


— I believe that the sugar duty comes out of the pockets of the con- 


sumers of the United States, whether they dwell in humble homes on 
the prairies of my own State, or in the palaces which are erected in 
the great cities of ourcountry; itis a tax upon consumption, and there- 
fore isa purely revenue duty. 

I assert that it is a revenue duty, and I assert it without fear of suc- 
cessful contradiction from any source, because if it is contradicted I 
think I can bring evidence overwhelming and absolute to show that it 
is a duty that comes out of the consumers of the United States. Any 
man who will take the price-list of London for the last ten years will 
see that the average price of sugar of a given quality in London has 
been measured by the average duty upon that class of sugar in the 
United States for this period. But I need not go to these statistical 
tables to show that. That is made evident by every bill which has 
been presented recently either in this Chamber or the other. 

When the Senate Committee on Finance reported two years agoa bill 
looking to the reduction of the duty on sugar one-half, we were con- 
fronted, and overwhelmingly, with the demand that if we reduced the 
duty on sugar one-half, we must provide for a bounty of 1 cent a pound 
in order to enable the sugar producer of ourcountry, whether from cane, 
beet, or sorghum, to successfully compete with the other sugar-pro- 
ducing countries; and when the House of Representatives sent us this 
bill repealing the sugar duty they sent it to us with a proposition to 
pay 2 cents a pound bounty upon sugar produced in the United States, 
whether from cane, beet, or sorghum, and I have yet to hear a single 

Senator upon this side or upon the other side of this Chamber denounce 
this sugar bounty on the ground that the repeal of the sugar duty will 
not reduce the price of sugar, because if this sugar duty does not come 
out of the consumers of the United States, then it is folly for us to put 
into the pockets of the producers of sugar the 2 cents a pound here pro- 
pee to be paid them. Their claim is that the effect of the repeal will 

to reduce the average price 2 cents a pound, that being the existing 
duty, and that they can not produce sugar in competition with this re- 
duction without the bounty, and that equal to the duty taken off. 

So vigorous are these appeals that the Committee on Finance upon 
this point have been constrained to include maple sugar in the bounty. 
Maple sugar, the sugar derived from the sap of the maple tree found 
in nearly all the States of the Union, and drawn in the spring-time 
by a process familiar to us all from the trees and gathered together and 
made into sugar. Although maple sugar is recognized as a luxury in 
nearly every place where it is not produced, yet so earnest were those 
whose States produce that sugar that they insisted that they were put 
in an unjust position as respects their product if we did not include 
in the proposed bounty their sugar made from sap. 

So it seems that I need not argue to Senators, in view of this situa- 
tion and these circumstances, that the sugar duty is a tax upon con- 
sumption. 

That seems to be universally recognized as necessary if we are to 
develop the sugar industry in our country in competition with the 
world’s product. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa yield 


for a question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield ? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has stated that the duty upon sugar © 
was purely a revenue duty, and that therefore the amount of the duty ‘2 
was added to the price of the domestic product. But the Senator then 

proceeded to state that because of the repeal of this duty he proposes 

a bounty of 2 cents a pound to the sugar producers in this country. 

Can that bounty be justified upon any other ground than that the 

sugar duty was protective of this domestic industry, and that therefore 

it follows that a protective duty may be added to the price of the do- 

mestic product, as well as a revenue duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky and my- 
self, when we get into the domain of dialectics respecting such a ques- 
tion, may not differ, because I heard him in the very o g of this 
tariff debate give a definition of protection to which I think I can sub- 
stantially assent, certainly on this point. Undoubtedly it is a protec- 3 
tion to the producers of sugar; but who are they, and what do they 
produce, and whatis the extent of their production? Of course, when 
I make a statement, if I do not say all that I onght to say, I hope it 
will not be supposed that I do not have in mind something more than 
I have said. 

I know perfectly well that the sugar-producers of Louisiana and 
other States have been enabled to put into their pockets in the way of 
an additional price for the sugar they sold to the American consumer 
an amount equal to the duty. I do not disguise that. So of the 
producer from sorghum, or from beets, it may be, but what does that 
amount to, and what does that prove? Does that prove that this is 
nota revenue duty because the amount of sugar imported into the United 
States—I have not the exact figures before me reaches in round num- - 
bers 3,000,000,000 pounds, whilst the amount produced in this coun- 
try, taken by and Jarge in every respect amounts to only 300,000,000 
pounds, or 350,000,000 pounds, I believe, Jast year, or one-tenth of the 
entire consumption only is produced in the United States. aO N; 

Mr. President, that will be a revenue duty until our production 

reaches a point—and here I come to the definition of the Senator from 
Kentucky—where that which is produced at home comes in competi- 
tion with that which is produced abroad, thereby fixing the price, and 
then the two coming together in conflict thereby the price is fixed and 
reduced by competition, as this competition is sharpened by the pro- 
duction in our country of a sufficient quantity for consumption or nearly 
so. So, Mr. President, when I said that this was a pure revenue duty, 
I said what was the effect of this exaction on sugar, and I think no man 
would be sooner in accord with me in that view than the Senator from 
Kentucky. Therefore, the first question for us to consider is whether 
or not we can remove this duty and still carry on the great affairs of 
our Government under the plan and arrangement and adjustment of 
this bill as it stands as respects revenue from imports. The next ques- 
tion is—the domain of which I shall not enter into at this moment— 
whether we shall forego this boon of exemption to the consumers of our 
country as respects sugar, and if we do, to what extent. That question 
I will not go into at this time. 

Mr. President, having said thus much about sugar, I want to call at- 
tention to the first question, which is, can we remit the su duty 
safely? What does it amount to? It amounts to 855, C00, 000 in round 
numbers, and co-related to it and running parallel with it is a bounty 
of $7,000,000 which comes out of the Treasury, and is to be paid to 
our own producers, Therefore it may be safely said that the sugar 
provisions of this bill involve $62,000,000 of revenue, directly and in- 
directly. 

There is another thing to be considered as respects the statement of 
this subject, and that is the fact that we are nearly up to the Ist day 
of October as respects this bill. That is to say, it is not probable that 
this bill will become a law in any form before the 1st of October, nor 
is it probable when it does pass both Houses and receives the signature 
of the President that we can safely deal with the sugar duty without 
giving the dealers in this great article of consumption some little time 
to adjust their arrangements to this new relation, and also give the 
sugar producers in ourcountry the benefit of the existing duty or allow 
them the benefit of the bounty. Therefore I take it for granted, al- 
though the Committee on Finance have not settled that question as y 
so far as their recommendation is to have influence, that when this b 
shall finally become a law, as respects the sugar duty the time of its tak- 
ing effect will be postponed for at least thirty orsixty days. Here as I pass 
Imay say that it is well understood throughout the country by all the 
dealers in sugar that the price ot angar will fall practically to a point 
equivalent to the duty remitted, and therefore they wish to make their 
adjustments in relation to it, having paid the duty on all they hold in 


stock. 

Mr. PLUMB, Will the Senator state whether the committee has 
in contemplation the payment to the holders of sugar at the date when 
this reduction of duty or elimination of it takes effect, of a rebate 
equivalent to the duty already paid? 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been suggested and suggested very strongly, 
but has not yet, so far as I know, received the assent of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, but they are entitled to consideration in some form. 

Then, Mr. President, in the discussion of this subject it will be 
borne in mind that five-tweliths at least of this fiscal year will have 
passed away before the proposed sugar duty takes effect—five-twelfths 
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of the fiscal year will have passed away practically, and at least three- 
one entire quarter, will have away before any bee 
tion of this bill takes effect. Therefore I repeat that it is . — a 
lutely clear of demonstration what the revenues will be d 
fiscal year, so thatin my statement I shall be obliged MAAT * go 
into the domain of conjecture—not of mere conjecture but of estimate 
based upon what I regard as reliable data; and whilst I am making 
this statement I will thank Senators to allow me to complete it with- 
out interruption and then I shall be able to answer any questions that 
May occur to Senators respecting it. 

The appropriation bills have all passed now with the exception of 
the general deficiency bill and the river and harbor bill, but I suppose 
I do not encroach upon any privacy of committees when I say that the 
river and harbor bill has been agreed to in conference, and therefore 
the amount of money appropriated by it is settled if the Senate and 
the House shall ratify the arrangements made by the conferees of both 
Houses. I appeal to the chairman of the Committee of Commerce 
whether I am at liberty to state that. If not I will withdraw it. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is entirely at liberty to state it. 

Mr, ALLISON. Therefore, the entire of appropriations has 
been of for this year. The Senator trom Maine [Mr. Hae] 
has gone over the deficiency bill with care, as well as myself, and in 
estimating I have estimated that the pending general deficiency bill 
will cover six and one-half million dollars. I may be a few thousand 
or a few hundred thousand dollars out of the way; something may de- 
pend upon the rigidity with which these matters are conducted here 
and elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. Or frigidity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I might have said the frigidity, as the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests. 

The total of appropriations, therefore, for this year amounts to $358,- 
883,564.24. I wall state at this point that I shall ask leave to insert at 
the end of my observations a table or tables which will show in detail 
the result I have just stated. 

Now to this sum must beadded what are known as the permanent ap- 
propriations, but I do not add that t appropriation called 
‘the sinking fund,“ because I do not regard that as a fund at this time 
which we are obliged to consider. In the first place, we are far in ad- 
vance of any demand of that fund at this time, and in the next place 
it is absolutely certain that more than enough to satisfy that fund will 
be paid during this and the next fiscal year by means of the redemp- 
tion of the remaining 4} per cent. put A So that in any event that 
demand will be met. So I deduct or eliminate from any calculation I 
have made everything respecting the sinking fund. This leaves the 
permanent appropriation for the current year, $52,000,000; in round 
numbers, to be accurate, $52,468,380. That is the permanent annual 
a oe excluding the sinking fund. 
vate SHE RMAN. Including the attat on the public debt, I sup- 


Pte ALLISON. Including the interest on the public debt and all 
the by- ways and side-ways, the Indian trust funds, and so on, that we 
are obliged to pay under any statute law. 

Mr. E. All not included in the annual 3 

Mr. ALLISON. All not included in the annual appropriation bills. 
The total of the appropriations, annual and permanent, is $411,352,- 
944.21. The river and harbor appropriation bill amounts in round 
numbers to $25,000,000, although it is less than that sum by a few 
thonsand. 

Mr. PLUMB. By $15,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said by a few thousand. The exact amount is 
$24,981,291—nearly $20,000 less than $25,000,000. It is understood 
in this Chamber and elsewhere, I have no doubt, certainly it has been 
so understood for some years, that at each long session we have a river 
and harbor bill which lasts for the Congress; that is to say, there has 
been for a good many years no river and harbor bill during the short 
session. I do not know what may be the purpose and aim of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, but I have heard itsaid by members of that com- 
mittee, I think by its that this bill was made up on the 
theory and basis that it was to last for two years and that no other 
wo come during the present Congress. If that be true, the real 

appropriation for rivers and harbors this year will be only $12,500, on 
instead of $25,000,000. Inasmuch as the first quarter of this fiscal 
year will have passed before it can become a law, it is not at all prob- 
able that even that amount can or will be expended during the fiscal 
year. So I deduct one-half of the river and harbor appropriation from 
the total Ihave made. 

During this fiseal year we shall have appropriated, including the 
general deficiency bill not yet passed, for deficiencies $38,500,000 in 
round numbers. The exact figures I can give, if necessary. But of 
these deficiencies $27,602,751.16 were paid out of revenues of the last 
fiscal year, and $3,000,000 of them at least were for deficiencies for 
1889 on account of pensions, and should not be fairly included as a part 
of the pension deficiency for 1890. I make that statement now in order 
that I may be better understood later on, 

So I deduct from this total the $12,500,000 for rivers and harbors 
and the $27,000,000 and more for deficiencies, which were included in 


my first calculation, but which were paid out of revenues for the past 
fiscal year. These tweamounts deducted will leave $371,250,193.05 
as the total of all the 1 of this fiscal year to come from the 
revenues of this fiscal y: 

Now, it will be ai Pa it ought to be said, that we have not pro- 
vided at all for the pensions created or to be created by means of the 
general pension act which at the present session. That is true. 
But in my calculation here for that ps ad aie and for the purpose of any 
little defiziency of pensións that may run over from the regular appro- 
priation for pensions—I say little because it will be little as com- 
pared with last year—I have estimated $40,000,000 as the sum to be 
taken out of the Treasury this year for ons in addition to the 
2250 457,000 which have been appropriated in the pension appropriation 


1161 is estimated at the Pension Bureau and by experts there that the 
average of the new pension act will be $100 a year to each person and 
not more. So, to secure an expenditure for the present fiscal year of 
$25,000,000 even for the new pension act will require an adjustment 
of 250,000 cases between now and the Ist day of July, assuming that 
that would include an adjustment of cases which have been pending 
since the Ist day of July of this year and running the whole year. So, 
Mr. President, I submit that in making this allowance of $40,000,000 
I have gone far beyond the probable necessities of this fiscal year. 

Mr. FRYE. Do you recognize the necessities of the next fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] for 
calling my attention to another point; and I may as well say that be- 
fore I get thro T hope to be able to analyze what will be the ex- 

nditures for year 1892, because that is the question we 

ve got to pe asin in establishing a permanent fiscal system as re- 
spects our revenues derived from imports, they being the great source 
ot revenue. But I have included in this year $140,000,000 for pen- 
sions as’a total. 

I will say, in my estimates I have not taken into account the $7,000, - 
000, the estimated sugar bounties, because I take it for granted that 
those bounties will not be paid during this fiscal year, unless it may 
be on o sugar. I believe maple sap is usually drawn in the spring- 
time. at is a small item. I understand the refund on this account 
would amount to only about a million dollars. 

After including all I have stated of every name and character, I make 
a total of $411,250,193.05 as the appropriations and limit of expendi- 
tures for the fiscal year as discl manner I have stated. Then 
the question comes as to revenues. The Secretary of the Treasury in 
his annual report, which Ihave here but will not take the time to read, 
estimates the total revenues for the current fiscal year at $450,000,000 
in round numbers, including the postal receipts; without the postal 
receipts, $385,000,000, being the same as for the fiscal year closed on 
the 30th of June. The revenues for the last fiscal year exceeded the 
estimates $17,000,000, and the revenues for the two months of the 
present fiscal year have exceeded the revenues for the same period of 
oe 3 fiscal year, showing a constant increase under existing law of 

rtions. 

oa A PRI YE. The last two months are exceptional. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maine says the last two months 
are exceptional. I agree that in a certain sense they are exceptional, 
but they can not be exceptional as respects internal revenue, and yet 
the internal-revenue receipts have increased relatively as much as the 
receipts from duties on imports, Now, it is somewhat exceptional as 


duties on imports. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The imports have not been withdrawn from bond 
for consum 


Mr. ALLISON. I was about to call attention to that. The goods 
have been imported, but they are still in bonded warehouses and the 
duties have not yet been paid. In addition to that, the sugar importa- 
tions have been probably greatly reduced because of the evident idea on 
the part of the sugar importers and refiners that the duty would be re- 
mitted and the arrangements in our country for storing sugar in bond 
are not so great as they are as respects most other articles of importa- 
tion. So I do not think you can consider any very great amount of in- 
crease as far as the revenues are concerned on account of the pendency 
of the tariff bill. 

The silver legislation which we passed has taken away from the mis- 
cellaneous receipts of the Treasury, according to the estimate of the 
Secretary, eight and one-half million dollars. So then, accounting for 
this source of diminution and also accounting for the natural increase 
by the growth of the country and the restoration of prosperity in busi- 
ness (because we must all recognize that that has 5 — going on ſor 
some time), it is saſe to assume that our revenues will be in excess of 
ten millions more than the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
But in order to be absolutely conservative and saſe I have estimated, 
taking all these things into consideration by and large, our total rev- 
enues at 8460, 000, 000, including postal receipts and everything in the 
way of miscellaneous zorpe except on the silver profit fund, There- 
fore, if we had no tariff bill under consideration and if the situation 
was un as respects our legislation in this respect, there would 
bea us for the current fiscal year of revenues over and above ex- 


penditures or appropriations, amounting to 848, 750, 808.95. 
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Mr, HALE. Does the Senator’s 8371, 000, 000 of appropriations in- 
clude the expenditures for the Postal Department? y 

Mr. ALLISON. All of them. 

Mr. HALE. All of them? : 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes every expenditure that can possibly be 
considered during this fiscal year under any and every law that is upon 
our statute-books. 

Mr. DOLPH. Permanent appropriations? A 

Mr. ALLISON. Permanentappropriations, I mean, except the sink- 
ing fund. - 

r. GIBSON. Does the Senator include the amount that may be re- 
quired for the shipping bills? reat are 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot include that amount, as the shipping bills 
have not passed the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. Or the direct-tax bill pending in the other House? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not include that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Or the claims that the people have all over this coun- 
try against the Government? 0 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not, except those that have passed Congress; 
these we always have with us and they can not be estimated; but I 
will speak of that matter more at large later on. é 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask tho Senatora question for in- 
formation, as I was not in when he was making his statement. Do I 
understand him to say that he does include the sinking fund? 

Mr. ALLISON. Istated distinctly that I did not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator please inform me how much 
he allowed in his statement for pensions as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. I allowed $140,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa has made a suggestion that he desires not to be inter- 
rupted during the course of his remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; Iso stated, but I am not disturbed by the 
questions and suggestions made. a 

I repeat, for this may have been forgotten, that but for this bill our 
surplus revenues this year would be, in round numbers, $49,000,000, 
or a sum equal tothe sinking fund. That brings me to a consideration 
of the question of the effect of the pending bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator from Iowa is through with his state- 
ment as to the fiscal year 1891, will he permit a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has made one statement in the course 
of his remarks which it seems to me requires some explanation. The 
Constitution of the United States provides that no money shall be drawn 
from the public Treasury except in pursuance of an appropriation made 
by law. The Senator has stated that there was withdrawn from the 

blic Treasury by the executive officers of the Government during the 
Tost fiscal year $27,000,000, and expended for making up deficiencies 
of previous years. I should like to know under what authority the 
$27,000,000 was taken out of the public Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator for interrupting me, because 
undoubtedly in the hurry of speaking, as I appreciate the value of time 
here under the circumstances, I did not fully make myself understood. 
In the fiscal year 1889 the appropriation for pensions was $81,000,000, 
and then there was some small deficiency passed in addition to that; 
but it turned out that at the end of the fiscal year 1889 there was 
$8,000,000 of quarterly pensions then due which had not been appro- 
priated for in 1889, and the Commissioner of Pensions, I think prop- 
erly, paid that $3,000,000 out of appropriations made for pensions for 
the fiscal year 1890. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That money not having been covered back into the 
‘Treasury? 

Mr. ALLISON. That money not having been covered back into the 
Treasury, nor in fact appropriated during 1889, but nevertheless due 
and payable under existing law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, of course, created an unusual deficiency for 
pensions for the last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1890. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He paid it out? 

Mr. ALLISON. He paid it out of the pension fund, out of appro- 
priations for pensions, but these were pensions that were due, and they 
were properly paid, in my judgment; at least they were so ordered to 
be paid under a decision or ruling of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I agree to that; I make no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no doubt about the correctness of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no donbt about the correctness of it; but 
that made a larger appropriation necessary for the fiscal year just 
closed. So for the fiscal year just closed the deficiencies for pensions 
were nominally over $25,000,000, although the actual deficiencies for 
the last fiscal year were only about $17,000,000. 

Now, those appropriations were made successively by what were 
called urgent deficiency bills. Twenty-seven million dollars of these 
appropriations were made upon urgent deficiency bills, $25,000,000 of 
it being for pensions so paid out during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and therefore out of revenues for that year. I have deducted 
that from the expenditures of this year, and I shall show later on why 
itisso. I want to draw a line between the 30th day of June, 1890, 


and the revenues that are derived from taxation after that time, be- 
fore the 30th of June, 1891. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, it I understand the Senator, the only part 
of this deficiency of $27,000,000 or thereabouts which was not specif- 
ically appropriated to the fiscal year 1890 was the $8,000,000 which 
came over from the preceding year. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; all the rest were deficiencies for the last 
fiscal year. 

Mt. CARLISLE. And appropriated during that fiscal year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Appropriated during that fiseal year and expended 
during that fiscal year. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. And not expended until after appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Under law, under deficiency bills which became laws 
during that year, so that they are all covered by actual law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I have reached the point as to the effect of 
this tariff bill, and in stating that effect I give not only my own judg- 
ment, but the judgment of my associates so far as I have been able to 
consult them, as to the effect of the pending bill. 

This bill, as reported from the Committee on Finance to the Senate, 
puts sugar and other things upon the free-list, amounting in the aggre- 


gate to 560, 599,343.69. This leads us, or rather compels us, to consider 


what is the effect of the other dutiable schedules pon the revenue. I 
wish now to analyze the schedules in that respect, and I do so from the 
tables which I have cut out from a copy of the tariff bill, page 110, giv- 
ing a summary of the schedules, and if Senators desire to see how I 
make up the amounts they can refer to the copies upon their tables. 

The dutiable schedules here are fourteen, running to Schedule N, 
Sundries. Of these dutiable schedules sugar is absolutely eliminated 
under House bill and under Senate amendments to the House bill. 
Therefore, for the purposes of what I am about to say, I exclude the 
sugar schedule. That leaves thirteen dutiable schedules. Of these, 
five remain practically unchanged. Therefore, whatever the effect of 
this tariff bill may be upon the trade and trade relations of our coun- 
try and other countries, I think it will be estimated that five of these 
schedules do not change these trade relations, although in every one 
of them there are many specific reductions in duties upon the articles 
contained in the schedules, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator indicate them, so that they may 
go in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not indicate these reductions from anything 
I have before me, but I will say that they were indicated with reason- 
able accuracy (I think I noticed one or two errors) by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] in his able observations here some days ago, 
and are already in the RECORD as a part of his 

But take the chemical schedule, which is the first one. I will illus- 
trate by that, although I have it not before me. The chemical sched- 
ule, I think, consists of some ninety articles—ninety numbers. I have 
not the book before me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ninety-two. 

Mr.ALLISON. Of these we have reduced the duties upon over thirty. 

We have reduced upon more than one-third of these; more than 
another third remain as under existing law without change; and on a 
few of them there have been increases. So, using the chemical sched- 
ule for illustration upon five of these schedules, involving a many 
millions of dollars (I have not computed them; they are the Schedules 
A, B, D, M, and N), there has been practically no change from exist- 
ing law as respects revenue. 


Schedule A,“ being chemicals, oils, and paints, impor- 
tations in round numbers .----- ------ $15, 000, 000 
Schedule B,“ being earths, earthenware, and glassware, 


importations in round numbers 18, 500, 000 
Schedule D,’* being wood and manufactures of, impor- 
CRON se yt TTT ei see 9, 570, 000 
Schedule M,“ being pulp, paper, and books, importa- 
J77777% BEES ae er ee es 10, 000, 000 
Schedule “N,” sundries, importations._......_.-... — 53, 000, 000 
106, 070, 000 


Upon two other great schedules, involving importations in the aggre- 
gate last year of $55,000,000, the change has been so slight that the in- 
crease of revenue will only amount to $500,000 in each of these sched- 
ules; that is, the schedule of cotton and the schedule of silk and silk 

I estimate upon these schedules as delineated here that there 
will be upon each of them an increase of half a million dollars. 

In the arrangement and adjustment of duties as réspects the five 
schedules which are not changed at all, and as respects the schedules 
relating to cotton manufactures and to silk goods, I do not think these 
adjustments and changes will in any way, or at least not materially, 
diminish importations of these articles, nor increase the cost to con- 
sumers of them, and therefore the estimate that I have made of in- 
creased revenue I think is reasonably accurate. 

5 pe HOAR. Neither diminish the importation nor the amount of 
uty 


9524 


Mr. ALLISON. Neither diminish the importation nor the amount 
of duty, nor increase the cost to consumers of them. 

Now, I have disposed of eight of these schedules, leaving metals and 
manufactures of metals, tobacco and manufactures of tobacco, agricult- 
ural products and provisions, spirits, etc., and wool and manufactures 
of wool. Iestimate the increase of duty upon metals and manufact- 
ures of metals at $4,000,000. That increase will come almost wholly 
from tin-plate, and will depend upon the final adjustment of the tin- 

late duty, but this duty does not take effect under the bill until July 

1891. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senator observed in his investigation of 
this subject that there is an error in the footing of the amount of rev- 
enue that we are to derive from the metal schedule in that table of 
over $2,000,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean in this bill? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The increased duty to be derived from the metal 
schedule upon the supposition that the importations will be hereafter 
as they were in 1889 is over $2,000,000 more than that table shows, 
by a mere error in the addition. 

Mr. ALLISON, I had not discovered that error. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I can show it to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it makes no difference in my calculation, be- 
cause whilst I have taken general note of these footings it is perfectly 
well known to every one who is familiar with the metal schedule in 
its details that we have made no such changes in that schedule as will 
materially change the importations respecting it except on tin-plate 
and cotton-ties, dut the latter is a small increase as respects revenue. 
We have reduced the metal schedule in many important particulars, 
which, according to the theory of the opposite side of the Chamber, 
will increase importations. So I estimate the increase of revenue on 
metals at $4,000,000. 

The next item is tobacco and manufactures of tobacco. I estimate 
the increase there at $5,000,000. Without pointing a moral I call at- 
tention to the fact that this tobacco comes chiefly fram Cuba, and that 
we have largely and enormously increased the duty. We have piled 
it up like Ossa upon Pelion. Why? We have done it because this 
class of tobacco is a luxury and this high-priced tobacco is used by the 
extravagant and the rich, and they can afford to pay for it if they use 
it, They are not obliged to use iteither, because its consumption is 
voluntary. They can take the Connecticut wrapper if they choose, 
and use the Kentucky tobacco as they smoke, or the Virginia tobacco 
as they chew; but if they want to indulge in the luxuries of life then 
they must go to this tobacco which we have increased the duty upon 
many hundred per cent. We bave put a duty of $4.50 a pound upon 
tobacco manufactures that in the Foster treaty of reciprocity were to 
come in at $1.25a pound. We have put a duty of $2 a pound upon 
tobacco which under the Foster treaty was to come in at 174 cents a 

und. 

So from this enormous importation of tobacco from Cuba and other 
tropical countries, amounting to many millions, $12,000,000 per annum 
from Cuba alone, we have drawn into our Treasury from the consumers 
or from the producers of it abroad, of this great luxury, at least $5,- 
000,000. o will say, or who did say, upon either side of this Cham- 
ber, when that tobacco schedule was under consideration, that this 
luxury could not bear this additional tax? 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator if that would go off under 


reci ity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not speaking of reciprocity at this time, but 
I have no doubt it would be a serious element in the consideration of 
that question. 

The next schedule in which there is an increase is agricultural prod- 
ucts and provisions, which I have estimated as amounting to $4,000,- 
000, and I think that is a reasonable and fair estimate, because, as I 
have said before, I do not wish to delude our farmers into the idea that 
under this schedule of agricultural products there will be no importa- 
tions. Our brethren from the Dominion of Canada, not being included 
in the amendmentof the Senator from Ohio, which only specifies coal, 
are the chief exporters of provisions and breadstuffs and agricultural 

nets to our country. 

Now, I will give a single illustration why I think the receipts from 


this schedule will be largely increased. The duty on barley is now 10 


cents a bushel. We have made it 30 cents by this schedule. Does 
any one believe that the effect of this increase of duty will be to de- 


. Stroy absolutely the importation of bariey into our country? Ido 


not indulge in that delusion myself. ‘Fhe Canadian producer of barley 
has for many years been producing it at a great advantage over the sim- 
ilar producer in the United States. This duty of 10 cents a bushel 
upon barley did not cover the cost of the transportation of barley from 
the State in which I live to the city of Chicago alone. 

Therefore, our tariff, as respects the agriculturists of Iowa, under the 
existing law was in the nature of a bounty to the man who lived upon 
the other side of the Great Lakes and produced barley in close juxta- 
position with the great cities of New York, Buffalo, and Boston and 
other cities of the East. So this increase of duty will not stop the 
barley-raisers of Canada, who will go on at diminished profits, and our 
agriculturists will go on at advanced prices, and the brewers who con- 
eume it will pay a little more for ek barley, thus dividing and split- 
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ting, if you please, the amount of the increased duty, and the Treasury 
will receive accessions to the extent of $4,000,000 upon barley and 
the other articles in this schedule. 

The next schedule is spirits, wines, and beverages, and I want to 
thank the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuatB] for introducing his amend- 
ments, whereby upon these great luxuries which come to us from for- 
eign countries those who use them will be obli to contribute to 
our Treasury two and half million dollars more they do now. I 
see our friends upon the other side smile at this statement, but it ig 
true as I have stated. 

The next schedule is flax, hemp, and jute. That has not yet been 
finally disposed of, but unless material changes are made I estimate 
that the increase there will be a million and a half of dollars. 

This leaves wool and manufactures of wool. I estimate that there 
will be upon wool and manufactures of wool an increased revenue of 
$9,000,000. Of course it will be said that that is an estimate; but 
whilst it is an estimate I am willing to put my prophecy on record, 
Ol that $9,000,000, $2,000;000 will come from the wool duty, possibly 
more. I have not the exact figures before me, but my computation on 
present importations discloses that $2,006,000 or $2,500,000 will come 
from the wool duty under this schedule. 

It is perfectly apparent to me, as I think it must be to other Sena- 
tors, that there will be practically no diminution, at least for a few years, 
in the amount of wool and woolens imported under this bill. It is not 
probable that the increase of sheep husbandry in this country will be 
so rapid as to not only overtake the increase of population from year to 
year, but also overtake the enormous amount of importations ot wool 
now, either in the shape of the raw material or in the shape of the 
manufactured goods. AsI stated the other day, we do not now produce 
one-half of the wool consumed in our country, and for some years at 
least woo] must be imported in its raw state, or in the shape of manu- 
factured goods, and the higher priced and finer grades of cloths and of 
dress goods will continue to be imported notwithstanding the increased 
rates. 1 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator indulge me a moment until I 
offer an amendment at this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer a proposed amendment as a substitute for 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance on the 20th day 
of August, 1890, and ask that it may be printed and lie on the table, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received, 
printed, and laid on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read Mr. MorGAN’s amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that the amendment is much longer than I 
supposed, and I will not interrupt my friend from Iowa by having it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has the floor. 
The amendment will be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr, ALLISON. I think I was stating, when interrupted a moment 
ago, that the increase of duties in the wool schedule would increase 
the revenue more than $2,000,000. I have no doubt that that will be 
done. I have estimated an increase of $7,000,000 upon woolen man- 
nfactures, which I think is a fair and reasonable estimate, and per- 
haps an underestimate, because I believe it will be regarded as certain 
that even with the increased duty, whilst there will be a diminution 
in the amount ot importations, necessarily the increased duty upon 
these articles will make up largely for the diminution in importations. 
Am I not right in that? N 

So, Mr. President, I have gone over these schedules. I have shown 
that one, sugar, is wiped out; that five more are neutralized practi- 
cally, because there are no such changes in them as materially affect 
importations or prices in our own country; that two or more of them, 
important schedules, have been changed so little that the increase of 
revenue will not be more than half a million on each; that of the 
other schedules the large increases are upon the two articles of luxury, 
tobacco and spirits, and upon agricultural products and provisions, and 
upon wool and woolens. That makes $27,000,000 of increase as against 
$60,500,000 on the free-list, leaving $33,500,000 as the net result in 
the way of reduction under the pending bill if it shall pass as it now 
stands without further material change. So this thirty-three and a 
halt million dollars must be taken from the surplus of $48,000,000, 
leaving in round numbers a surplus at the end of this year, taking 
revenues and expenditures into account, of $15,000,000. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And paying nothing on the sinking fund, how. / 
ever. 

Mr, ALLISON, Paying nothing on the sinking fund. 

In this estimate I have made the calculation upon a whole year, as 
will be seen, leaving a surplus of $15,000,000. I have made it also 
upon receipts and appropriations or disbursements, I have not taken 
into account, I desire Senators to remember, the amount of money in 
the Treasury on the Ist day of July, 1890. I have eliminated that sum 
entirely trom my calculation, so that we can clearly apply the calcula- 
tion to future years and to whole fiscal years. 

We had a surplus in the Treasury of $55,414,000 on the Ist day of 
July, and in addition a surplus of $23,202,000 of what is known as frac- 


1890. 
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tional silver, which I hope next winter we shall coin icto silver dollars, 
as well as the $6,000,000 of silver bullion which isin the Treasury and 
which by direct statute is required to be coined into silver dollars. So, 
for other purposes than I have named and outside of this bill and the 
estimates I have made respecting it, we shall have $78,000.000 on the 
Ist day of July, 1891, unless in the mean time we expend it for the re- 
demption of 44 per cent. bonds, which I hope the Secretary of the 
Treasury will proceed to redeem without delay from this fund, as I am 
glad to see he is now doing. 

But we not only have this $78,000,000, but under the silver bill we 
transfer from the special account of national-bank notes $54,000,000 
to the Treasury, so that notwithstanding the great expenditures the 
Secretary has made this last month for bonds, when his statement is 
read by Senators which is upon their desks this morning they will see 
that he reports that at this moment he has 5107, 000, 000 of surplus in 
the Treasury beyond every demand that can be made upon it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator includes in the assets of the Gov- 
ernment $55,000,000 which were transferred from the accounts of the 
national banks to the general account ot the Treasurer, then he must 
include in his estimate of expenditures for the present fiscal year all 
the moneys which will be required to redeem the national-bank notes, 
which he has omitted entirely from his statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. To use a familiar quotation, I can not state before 
what should be stated afterward. I had just entered upon the ques- 
tion of the $54,000,000 when the Senator from Kentucky interrupted 


me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I beg the Senator’s pardon, I thought he had con- 
cluded on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. NorhadIcounteditatallanywhere. I had counted 
$78,000,000 that belongs to the Government, and is in the Treasury, 
drawn there, if you please, by our system of taxation, which has been 
characterized upon both sides of this Chamber in a way which I need 
not repeat. 

This ‘54,000,000, I admit, as the Senator from Kentucky says and 
knows, and who does not disturb meat all by interrupting me, is an 
asset, but has charged against it, although an asset, the special re- 
demption of all the national-bank notes of banks that have closed up 
their affairs which are not yet redeemed. But thus far in the fiscal 

ear it has turned out, and the estimate of those who have this matter 
in charge in the Treasury Department is that it will so turn out dur- 
ing the year, that the amount of money that comes in month by month 
will be equivalent, ornearly so, to the payments that go out month by 
month, and that that process is likely to go on for two or three years 
to come at least, So we can fairly add to what will be in the Treasury 
practically uncovered on the Ist of July, 1891, $54,000,000 plus $78,- 
000,000, unless, as I say, in the mean time itis withdrawn by the pay- 
ment of bonds. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator passes from that, if he will let 
me interrupt him, I will ask him how much of this $78,000,000 under 
the practice of the Treasury Department is kept permanently in the 
Treasury as a working balance, to use the phrase which the Depart- 
ment employs? Heretofore that has been about $40,000,600. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question ot the working balance is a very flexi- 
ble one in every way. I think that this $55,000,000 does not include 
what is ordinarily called the working balance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am speaking about the $78,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, I mean the 855, 000, 000 and the $23,000,000. 
I think it includes neither of them, because if the Senator will exam- 
ine the assets and the liabilities he will see that what is required for 
the working-balance fund had already been taken out before the $55,- 
000,000 was set apart as a surplus. In other words, there is a work- 
ing balance there of $40,000,000 practically before this $55,000,000 is 
withdrawn and denominated as surplus. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator mean to say that there will be a 
working balance in the Treasury provided the bonds that fall due in 
September 1891, shall be redeemed and paid by the Secretary ? 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean the 4} per cent. bonds? 

Mr. GIBSON. The 4} per cent. bonds. : 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not due until September 1891, and Iam 
dealing with the present fiscal year. I have not reached the point 

Mr. GIBSON. Weare told that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
redeeming those bonds and that he has called in $40,000,000 of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know he is, and I hope he will continue to do so. 

Mr. GIBSON. If he has used the very fund that the Senator now 
counts on to the extent of $40,000,000, which the Senator says is a sur- 
plus, to redeem these outstanding liabilities, these bonds, how will 
you be able toaccount for it when the bonds have been redeemed by it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I must have failed tomake myself understood. I 
said there would be that balance in the Treasury on the Ist of July, 
1891, if the Secretary did not redeem in the meantime the maturing 
4} per cent. bonds, which I hoped he would do and do rapidly, as he 
is now doing; and I think he ought to do it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then there will be no surplus? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly not, if we redeem these bonds. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me? I understood the 
Senator to say, in response to the question propounded by the Senator 
from Kansas, that there would be this amount of money, to wit, $78,- 
000,000 or thereabouts after deducting the working balance. I do not 
understand the Treasurer in making up his accounts or statements 
monthly to set apart $35,000,000 or $40,000,000 as a working-balance 
fund before he proceeds to find the surplus in the Treasury, but that 
$35,000,000 or $40,000,000 constitutes a part of the $78,000,000, and 
must be deducted from it for all practical purposes in carrying on the 
affairs of the Government. 

Mr. HALE, What is the amount of the 4} percents that fall due 
in September, 1891? 

Mr. ALLISON, Eighty-two million dollars now, I believe, as shown 
by the statement received this morning. 

Mr. HALE. That is the outside amount that the Secretary can re- 
deem between vow and that time? * 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, between now and that time. 

Now, to recur to the suggestion made by the Senator from Kentucky, 
of course the Secretary of the Treasury does not say here is a 3 
balance of so much money, but he sets aside everything that is need 
as a working balance before he designates the surplus. I have the 
table before me of June 30, 1890, and I want the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to see if I am not right. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I see the point the Senator is making. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is the amount of accrued interest, $5,641,- 
782.66. That is in pursuance of a new rule which Mr. Manning for 
the first time started, every month to segregate the amount of interest 
that had accrued although not matured. That has been followed up, 
so that here I find in this statement of the 30th day of June that there 
was $6,641,782.66 of accrued interest, and so it goes on. That is pro- 
vided for in advance. 

Now, here is another large list, Post-Office Department account,“ 
“ Disbursing officers’ balances,” and so on, amounting to $36,000,000, 
in addition to the $6,000,000 I have described as accrued interest. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore I said that the Secretary of the Treasury 
in making up this statement of assets and liabilities practically does ` 
create and state his working balance of funds on hand for all current 


purposes, 

Mr. HOAR. Before he draws his balance? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before he draws his final balance. 

Mr. PLUMB. While the Senator is on that point, if it does not dis- 
turb him, I call his attention to the fact shown here that the actual 
cash in the Treasury is $260,597,583.50. Now, supposing that this 
was the statement for the last day of September, there would be sub- 
tracted from that first $100,000, 000 kept tor the redemption of Treasury 
notes, This is the total amount of money in the Treasury. There 
would be subtracted from that, for the purpose of. ascertaining what 
might be called the surplus, $100,000,000, which is kept for the re- 
demption of legal-tender notes, and also whatever amount is held for 
the redemption of national-bank notes, and those two sums amount 
now to about $155,000,000. That would leave the total balance, then, 
of all the balance, just about or a little over 8100, 000.000. That is the 
remaining balance, which would include this $78,000,000, and so on. 

If the Senator is correct, and the Secretary has set apart the $40,000,- 
000 working balance, if that is the amount, there would be those two 
sums of $100,000,000 for the redemption of legal-tender notes and $40,- 
000,000, which, with $40,000,000 plus $78,000,000 plus $54,000,000, 
there ought to be $272,000,000 in the Treasury now; that is, all the 
funds in the Treasury ought to amount to at least $272,000,000, Ihave 
never seen any statement which would seem to indicate that there was 
any separation of this working balance from the general fund in the 


Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. Then, if there are $78,000,000 of what 
may be called asurplus fund in the Treasury, according to the Treas- 
urer's method of book-keeping, out of that must come whatever the 
Secretary calls his working balance; that is, whatever sun he thinks 
he needs to keep on hand in order to always be in funds for the pur- 
pose of meeting the expenses which may have been provided for by ap- 
propriation bills. 

I do not think the amount ought to be $40,000,000, but I am speak- 
ing now of the practice of the Treasury heretofore, about which we have 
had some discussion. Iremember the Senator from Ohioobjected to my 
proposition to limit it to $25,000,000, or perhaps $10,000,000, at that 
time stating that a much larger sum was necessary. Not questioning 
that now, it seems to me that unless the Treasury changes its policy 
at least $40,000,000 of that $78,000,000 will be practically kept there 
for the purpose of this working balance and not to be paid out in the 
discharge of obligations against the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course thatis a matter which every Senator can 
calculate for himself. I have no idea that any greater fund will be 
needed than the fund I have described, which amounts to $40,000,000, 
That is a fund that is absolutely in the Treasury and under the control 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for current operations and to meet cur- 
rent obligations as they arise. 
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who are to come after us, that we shall impose burdens upon the 
now and perpetuate burdens in order that there . 
five years from now, or three years trom now, or ten years from now? 
No, not at all. We have seen by a consideration of our revenues and 
of our probable expenditures that we have the means to carry on this 
Government upon the basis which I have described for the year 1892 
as well as 1891, because on the basis I have given our receipts will not 
be diminished but increased. Although our expenditures will not be 
increased over this year—they will probably be relatively increased over 
the short session of last year—our receipts will keep pace with them, 
so that there is no danger of a deficit either now or in the near future. 
We will be able to meet every just obligation that we are required to 
meet under the legislation pro 

Therefore it is that I am in favor, whatever else we may do here, of 
testing the experiment of putting sugar upon the free-list, and I shall 
follow in the pathway of my brethren in this body on the other side 
of this question tor the farthest extension of reciprocal trade with the 
other countries lying about us, wherever they may be, in a just and 
proper way for our mutual interests. But I hope in any adjustment 
made we will have careful regard for the interests of our country, and 
not make arrangements which in the end may embarrass us, and inure 
to their benefit at our e ; 

I submit herewith the tables alluded to by me in the remarks I 
have made: 

The statements submitted by Mr. ALLISON are as follows: 


Table comparing by bills the total appropriations for the fiscal year 1891 
with the total appropriations for the fiscal year 1890. 


revenues, all of which will be in the Treasuryon the 30th day of June, 
1891, unless in the mean age a by pear ee. — 1 ee 

for the purchase of maturing 4} per cent. bonds, w. ma 
ri Epa Ist day of September, 1891, amounting to more than $40,000,- 
000 in excess of the 44 per cent. bonds to be redeemed. 

Mr. President, I have taken in these estimates no account, as Senators 
will see, of the growth of population and business and the growth of 
revenues because of it. It is perfectly well known by an examination 
which may be made of our internal- revenue receipts that they are going 
on day by day increasing, showing that our internal-revenue receipts 
inggease with the increase of population and increase of business. It 
may be also well settled, I think, that we have entered upon a career 
of reasonable prosperity and development in this country, originating 
from causes which I will not and need not now describe or discuss. 
Our situation is very different this year from what it was last year. 
Therefore it is that we may reasonably suppose that in the next few 
years which are to come our revenues will increase with our great 


So, Mr. President, I conclude as I began by saying that in my judg- 
ment it is a wise thing for us to take off these sugar duties, as we pro- 
pose to take them off in connection with the other arrangements made 
and to be made in this bill. For one, I do not have the slightest fear 
that there will be any danger to the Treasury, certainly not. within 
several years tocome. Although Senators on the other side may be- 
lieve that the rates of duties projected in this bill are high rates, yet 
T think it is perfectly certain that with 65,000,000 people, growing at 
the rate of more than two and one-half millions per year, our importa- 
tions will largely increase from year to year under any system we are 
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is obliged, or Spain for her, to exhaust the resources of her people in 
the way of taxes. Take the Argentine Republic, with its great area of 
territory, with its population of only 4,000,000, It is overwhelmed 
and overburdened with debt, and therefore is overwhelmed and over- 
burdened with taxation as compared with ourselves. Take Brazil, 
take any of our neighbors south of us and they are overwhelmed with 
debt and with necessary exactions upon their people in the form of 
taxation to meet the interest on these obligations. 

But here we are, not seeking sourees of revenue or means whereby 
we can gather revenue. Take, if you please, the coffee tax, which is 
a tax also upon consumption. Suppose we find our Treasury running ap- 
down and our revenues being depleted. We consume in the United | = = Propriations...... 
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posing revenue taxes, the sources for that revenue are lying all aboutus 
and around us. So we are in no situatlon to require that we shall for 


the purpose of k a great surplus in the Treasury impose a du 
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it was, we had a revision and reduction of tariff taxes and a 5, 769, 444. 15 5, 046, 410, 32 
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Dawes], who was then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means iat 238,512.01. 17 10,568. 383. 26 

in the House of Representatives, in the short session, not in the long = 

session when a great tariff bill was to be debated, but in a short ses- 9 e 


sion, brought into the House of Representatives a joint resolution, I 
believe it was, only providing for the reimposition of certain taxes upon 
sugar of 25 per cent., and an increase upon the whisky tax, and in the 
short session, without great debate, because the finance minister of our 
country said our revenues were likely to run short (which they did not 
as it turned ont afterwards), we reimposed certain duties and added to 
the sugar duty and added to the tax on ts and on tobacco, 

Are we to suppose that we are wiser and more patriotic than the men 
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Mr. BLAIR. I wish to state just one fact to emphasize what the 
Senator from Iowa said, and in immediate connection with it. While 
he was speaking I made a caleulation as to the increase of our revenues 
based upon the annual increase of our population as shown by the cen- 
gus and our previous history. Assuming the increase of our revenues 
to be simply in proportion to that of our population from year to year, 
from that source alone we can calculate on an annual increase of not 
less than $10,000,000 beyond the Senator’s estimate. Our wealth, it 
is well known, increases in a ratio not far from three times that in 
which our tion increases, so that it is undoubtedly true that 
from the increase of our wealth from year to year we may reasonably 
expect an annual increase beyond all these estimates of at least $25,000,- 
000, But basing that increase simply upon ulation, the increase 
from year to year of population, there would t be over $10,000,000 
annually, which would be just about enough to meet the requirements 
of the education bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task unanimous consent that a recess may be taken 
at half past 5 o’clock this afternoon until 8 o’clock this evening, the 
evening session to be for the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPOONER in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent that a recess may be 
` taken from half past 5 until 8 o’clock this evening, the consideration 
of the biil to be proceeded with at that time. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and that will be taken as the order of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to give notice of two amend- 
ments to the sugar schedule, which I hope may be acceptable to the Fi- 
nance Committee. The first is to insertafter the words ‘‘sugar-cane,”’ 
in line 15 on page 51, ‘‘or sirup of beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane pro- 
duced within the United States, and in the sixteenth line, after the 
word sap, to insert or sirup; so as to make it read: or from 
maple sap or sirup produced within the United States.” The same 
words should be inserted in lines 10 and 12 on page 52, and in line 21 
and in line 2 on 53. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is now pending. 

Mr. GIBSON. It evidently was the intention of the framers of the 
bill to include sugar made from sirup, but in order to make it clear I 
think that the words suggested should beinserted. The De- 
partment will construe the bill asit stands to include sugars made from 
sirup, but it is desired by the Department that this language should 
be adopted to remove any doubts or ambiguity. It is better, I think, 
not to leave it to interpretation, but to make the legislation plain and ex- 
plicit. Many small farmers in Louisiana are able to convert their cane 
into sirup, which is conveyed by pipes 2 or 3 miles to the factories, 
where it is manufactured into sugar. 

Converting it into sirup by an inexpensive process they escape the 
frosts that kill the cane towards the last of November and cuts 
short the crop. The small farmers can not afford to transport their 
cane, which is very heavy, indeed, over our soft roads in winter to 
the central factories; but they can make sirup at their own smaller 
establishments. I also suggest that on page 51, line 21, January 
should be stricken out and October or July inserted. It can not be our 
intention to deprive laborers in this industry both of the bounty and 
the tariff protection. I suggest that this schedule should go into 
operation in July next, and that the present crop now being harvested 

ould be covered by existing tariff rates. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] observed 
the other day that in the discussion of the tariff in 1842, Mr. Rufus 
Choate, one of his most distinguished predecessors, remarked that noth- 
ing new could ever be said on thesubject of the tariff. Iam sure that 
if Mr. Choate were here to-day he would find many strange provisions 
in the schedules of this tariff bill and hear many new and startling 
observations in the support of it. In my judgment, there never was 
a bill submitted to the American people that so strikingly reversed the 

licy of our fathers and so forcibly illustrated the new doctrine the 

ublican party is organized upon, namely, that the taxing power of 
this Government should not be exercised primarily to raise revenue for 
the support of the Government, but for the purpose of obtaining larger 
revenues for the manufacturing industries. 

The chief purpose of this bill is to revise the present tariff so as to 
increase the bounties to the manufacturers. It not only raises the rates 
so as to limit importations, but in many instances they are carried so 
high as to amount to prohibition, deprivation, and embargo. It may 
be styled a tariff created for the manufacturers of this country who 
have combined together to control the taxing power. I do not believe 
that the people will long tolerate this system which in the end must 
bring disaster upon the industries so largely supported by it; for every 
dollar taken from the earnings of the people and contributed as a do- 
nation to the manufacturer is so much abstracted from the common 
peh; and in that measure diminishes the prosperity of the whole 
country. 

Senators who represent the manufacturing industries have raised a 
mighty din about the Democratic party as a free-trade party. They cry 
out that it is controlled in a large measure by Southern men who are in 
league with Englishmen and animated by a desire to overthrow North- 
ern industries. I recall that the Bayard treaty composing the differ- 
ences on the fishery question was defeated by ap to Northern 
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prejudices and charging that that treaty, just and wise (under some 
of the provisions of which weare now living, the modus vivendi clause), 
was dictated by Southern men. The Republican party as usual when 
arguments fail them on these living issues, endeavor to get re-enforce- 
ments from the prejudices and passions of former times. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party is not a free-trade party. There 
never was a Democratic Administration of this Government, a Demo- 
cratic President, a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, or a tariff bill 
framed by Democrats, which justifies such a cha From the bill 
offered by Mr. Madison, tothe last bill adopted by a tic House, 
called the Mills bill, there has always been ample protection afforded 
toall American industries alike, 

The Democratic doctrine is that the powers of this Government should 
be exerted not for particular classes especially, but for the advance- 
ment of the whole people. They believe that tariffs should be levied 
to raise revenue for the support of the Government, and that discrimi- 
nation should be made in fayor of American labor against foreign labor 
producing the commodities that come into competition with our own 
within the limits of the revenue standard. But they do not believe 
in the doctrine that any particular class of our fellow-citizens should 
be permitted to seize upon the taxing power and tolevy contributions 
upon the great mass of the American people for their own special ben- 
efit. The general welfare, the common weal of the whole country, 
should be kept in view. 

The protection derived from a tariff should be equally shared be- 
tween our people engaged in agriculture, manufactures, and commerce, 
and between the people of different sections of the country; but what- 
ever the protection, it should be limited to national and sub- 
ordinated to revenue. But what is the bill before us? It provides 
for revenues for the manufacturers by placing restrictions, even to the 
point of prohibition, upon the importations of manufactured articles 
from other countries necessary for the use of the people of this country. 
It imposes burdens especially upon the farming classes, by whom over 
72 per cent. of the exports are furnished, the price of which is deter- 
mined in the open markets of the world, and which finds competition 
with the cheaper labor of India, Asia, and South America. 

These restrictions upon the importation of manufactured goods in 
order to enhance prices in our markets not only limit the markets for 
our exports, but tend to increase prices at home and the cost of pro- 
duction and living tothe farmer and consumer. This system of high 
bounties and of class taxation will, in the end, cause disaster to its 
beneficiaries. What our manufacturers need to-day is cheaper raw 
material and wider markets. The high protectionists declare that 
there is no middle ground between their policy of limitation and prohibi- 
tion and absolute free trade; and whenever it is proposed to reform the 
tariff in any manner so as to relieve our own manufacturers by giving 
them free raw material, the phantom of free irade is conjured up to 
frighten the country and to maintain rates that are compensatory and 
cumulative. 2 

But how can we adopt free trade? Our dual systems of government, 
if the Constitution did not, would constitute a barrieragainst it. The 
State, municipal, and local governments draw their support chiefly from 
taxes upon real estate, licenses, ete. This whole domain is covered 
absolutely by the very necessity of the case, and the Federal Govern- 
ment is excluded from it. We impose and collect nearly $400,000,000 
per annum for the support of our local and State governments, and it 
is not possible to add to the burdens of this system of taxation. How 
can the Federal Government, which must raise for its ownsupport and 
expenditures a still larger sum, not less than four hundred and fifty 
or five hundred millions per annum, obtain it without levying most 
of it, as has always been done, upon importations ? 

The Constitution provides that the Congress shall have power to la: 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to Pay the debts 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States; 
but thatall duties imposed and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States and that direct taxes shall be apportioned among the 
respective States according to their respective numbers. A capitation 
tax is allowed, but it is unlikely that the people of this country would 
ever adopt a system under which the poor man would pay as much as 
the man worth forty or fifty millions of dollars for the support of the 
Government. Real estate, therefore, is not subject to Federal taxa- 
tion. When the power of taxation is exercised primarily for revenue 
with incidental protection—in other words, when the powers of the 
Government are exerted for the benefit of the whole people—all indus- 
tries, including manufactures, thrive better than when they are subor- 
dinated to the interest and benefit of a favored few. Under the Robert 
J. Walker tariff—the tariff of 1846—asshown by the census, our wealth 
increased between 1850 and 1860, 126.45 percent., whereas from 1840 
to 1850 the increase was only 64 per cent.; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per 
cent.; from 1820 to 1830, 41 per cent. So also from 1850 to 1860 our 
agricultural products increased 95 per cent., and manufactures 87 per . 
cent., being in both cases nearly double the preceding ratio of increase. 
So also our exports,imports, and revenues nearly tripled in the same 
time, and our domestic trade was augmented in like proportion. The 
percentage of gain in manufactures from 1850 to 1860, under the rev- 
enue tariff, was 89.39 per cent.; from 1860 to 1870, high tariff, 67.80 


per cent.; from 1870 to 1880, high tariff, 64.66 per cent.; and the per- 


centage of increase in farming lands and personal property from 1850 
to 1860. was 60.66 per cent.; from 1860 to 1870, high tariff, 11.52 per 
cent.; from 1870 to 1880, high tariff, 36.60 per cent. The cause ot this 
general prosperity under a low tariff layin the fact that the tax contrib- 
uted by the people of the country went mainly into the Treasury; 
while under a high tariff their contributions go chiefly to the manu- 
facturers, and the restrictions upon exchanges limit our markets and 
tend to lessen the general range of wages and the general profits of the 
whole people. 

The résult under a low tariff soon becomes plainly manifest. The 
earnings of the people are diffused throughout the country; the gen- 
eral level of prosperity is higher; the inequalities in the conditions of 
life are removed; more people get 9 and employment for 
their own account, whereas under a high protected system combina- 
tions are formed which control the schedule rates for their own bene- 
fit, and thus great burdens are created by the few at the expense of the 
many and the mass of the people find themselves growing poorer and 
poorer. The growth of the inequalities of life inthe United States and 
the development of a class of millionaires, the aggregation of whose 
wealth is hecoming dangerous to our free institutions, to simplicity of 
life, and to the purity of the suffrage, constitute an anomaly under 
our American republican system. 

The people have been silent witnesses of this extraordinary evolu- 
tion and they are beginning to inquire into the causes which have pro- 
duced it. I do not believe that they can be longer beguiled into sup- 

rting this system by intimidation, by exciting sectional hates and 
3 or by charging the Democratic party with being hostile to 
the manufacturing industries of the country. It was declared that Mr. 
Cleveland was an enemy of these industries; and yet, in the very mes- 
sage which is employed to convict him, Mr. Cleveland says: 


It is not proposed to entirely relicve the country of this taxation, It must be 
extensively continued as the source of the Government's income; and in a re- 
adjustment of our tariff the interests of American labor engaged in manufact- 
ure should be carefully considered, as well as the preservation of our manufact- 
urers. It may be stalled protection or by any other name, but relief from the 
hardships and dangers of our present tariff laws should be devised, with espe- 
cial precaution against imperiling the existence of our manufacturing interests 


He says further on: 


The question of free trade is absolutely irrelevant; and the persistent claim 
made in certain quarters that all efforts to relieve the people m unjust and 
unn taxation are schemes of so-called free-traders is mischievous and 
far removed from any consideration for the pans good. 

The simple and plain duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury 


through the perversion of governmental powers. These things can and should 


be done with safety to all of our industries, without da: r to the opportunity 
for remunerative labor which our workingmen need, and with benefit to them 
and all our people by cheapening their means of subsistence and increasing the 
measure of thelr comforts, 

The policy of the Republican party is made manifest by the pending 
bill. Take, for instance, iron ore and pig-iron. The Government puts 
a tax on the importations of these crude articles from which it receives 
a revenue of about $4,000,000 annually. Now, let us see how much 
the people, and especially the farmers of this country, pay on account 
of the increased cost of the articles made of iron and steel and con- 
sumed in this country. Mr. A. B. Farquhar, of York, Pa., the largest 
manufacturer and exporter of agricultural machinery, computes the 
actual difference in the cost of such articles to the consumers in this 
country during the last ten years at about $700,000,000, or $70,000,000 
a year, in consequence of this tariff tax. Mr. David A. Wells estimated 
it at $560,000,000 and Mr. Atkinson estimated it at from $500,000,000 to 
$800,000,000 a year. So with a high tariff on these crude materials the 
enormous sum of not less than $74,000,000 or $75,000, 000 is taken from 
the earnings of the people every year, of which only $4,000,000 goes 
into the Treasury. But the taxation upon these articles tends to pre- 
vent their importation, and therefore to limit the demand for} them and 
to reduce the price in the countries from which they would be ex- 
ported enabling the people of those countries to obtain the manufact- 
ures of iron and steel cheaper than they can be obtained by the people 
‘of our own agar f and thus to get the benefit of cheaper implements 
with which to build their ships, to cultivate their fields, and to furnish 
their homes. 

Take steel rails. The English rail standard is worth about £5, that 
is, $24.33; the American rail, $31.50, a difference ot $6.17, but it costs 
$3 ee ton to bring the English rails here, which, added to the $24.33, 
makes $27.32, This is only $3.17 less than the price of the American 
rails; therefore the rate placed in this bill, $11.20, is absolutely prohib- 
itory. This increased cost in steel rails, of course, is borne not by the 
railroads, but by the farming classes of our country, the men who hold 
the plow-handle. No wonder they are crying out for revision and re- 
duction ot the tariff rates. We might illustrate the same principle in 
the case of wool. 

. The Senator from Iowa observed the other day that we produced 
about 265,000,000 pounds of wool in this country and that our con- 
sumption was 600,000,000 pounds, yet the duty on wool has been raised 
to 10 cents per pound. If the duty be added to the price of the wool, 
in other words if the protection is operative which is given in this 
bill, it amounts to not less than $26,000,000 per annum as a burden 
upon all the people of this country who use woolen goods, 
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A tax upon raw wool, like that on iron ore and pig: iron, isa continu- 
ing one; it follows all the processes of labor and production into which 
wool enters, and the people pay not only the revenue to the Govern- 
ment upon the crude material, but the bounty to the manufacturer 
and the interest upon the additional capital required in consequence of 
its enhanced price. The increased cost to the laboring people of this 
country, consumers of blankets, hats, etc., made of wool is at least 
doubled by this unnecessary tax upon the raw material; and the man- 
ufacturer is not benefited, for if he had free raw wool he would not re- 
quire what are called compensatory duties, which are laid at a higher 
rate on manufactured articles, Because it is assumed, and very justly, 
I think, that the tariff will increase the price of the wool itself. 

Now, the tax on sugar is one for revenue, but it affords incidental 
protection. This is the lightest tax, in proportion to the revenue, the 
Government receives of any that is laid upon the people. Nine dol- 
lars out of every ten that is collected goes into the Treasury, and only 
$1 to the sugar farmer. It is not an absolute necessity, like blankets 
or iron goods, but more or less a luxury, and the people get it to-day 
at a lower price than ever before. 

SUGAR AND THE TARIFF. 

Now, Mr. President, why should sugar be excluded from the benefits 
of the tariff system? It is held that it is produced in such small 
quantities in our country and that the prospects of its development are 
so unpromising that it is not entitled, although an agricultural and a 
manulactured product as well, to any protection whatever either on the 
the Republican doctrine of protection per se or the Democratic doctrine 
of incidental protection. Now, what are the facts about sugar ? 

I think the Senators on the Finance Committee have not given fair 
and just consideration to them. The season of 1861762, theimportation 
of sugar into the United States was 410,000 tons and the production in 
Louisiana was 265,000 tons, nearly two-thirds of the importation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What year was that? 

Mr, GIBSON. Eighteen hundred and sixty-two. In 1864 the im- 
portation was 316,000 tons, and the crop of Louisiana was 5,000 tons. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must mean 1852 or 1842; it could not 
be 1862. 

Mr. GIBSON. I mean the crop was produced in 1861-62. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The crop of 1860? 

Mr. GIBSON. No; 1861. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That was not under the Walker tariff. 

Mr. GIBSON. The industry had grown up ander the Walker tariff. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that the crop of 1860? 

Mr. GIBSON. The crop of 1861702, as it is called. 

Mr. DAWES. What was the production of Louisiana in 1858 ? 

Mr. GIBSON, Iam speaking about the production of 186162, and 
I say it was about 265,000 tons. 

Mr. DAWES. What was the effect of the reduction of the Walker 
tarif? 

Mr. GIBSON. It was reduced from 2} cents per pound under the 
tariff of 1842 to 30 per cent. ad valorem until 1857, when it was re- 
duced still further to 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. DAWES, I do not remember bow sugar was fixed in 1857, 
when there was a general reduction of the tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1857, if the Senator will allow me, the division 
took place, and the rate under the Walker tariff was 30 per cent., and 
under the revised tariff of 1857 it was 24 per cent. 

Mr. GIBSON. That was it, 24 per cent. At that time the State of 
Louisiana produced under that tariff, next to Cuba, more sugar from 
sugar-cane than any other country in the world. In 1861~’62, Cuba 
pro luced 525,230 tons of sugar; Louisiana, about 265,000 tons. This 
development of a Louisiana farming industry was owing to the fact, as 
I think, that between all the great industries in this country equal 
justice was done and an equal measure of protection was meted out to 
them, and the taxing power of this Government was not used exclu- 
sively for the benefit of one class of people or for one section of the 
ene: It diffused equally throughout the land the benefits and its 
burdens. 

It did indeed discriminate to the extent of 30 per cent. ad valorem 
in favor of American labor against foreign labor, but it did not dis- 
criminate between one class of our fellow-citizens and another class 
or between one section of the country and another section, between 
the farmers of the West and the South and the manufacturers of the 
East, as this bill does. Hence upon this system of equal justice to all 
men all industries throve alike at an equal pace. Why is it that the 
sugar industry has not developed undera still apparent higher rate of pro- 
tection as it did under the lower one which prevailed at the time of its 
greatest prosperity ? Thatisafairquestion. If it has not developed as 
itshould under the circumstances, then, according to the policy proposed 
by the leaders of the Republican party, the duty levied upon it would 
be merely a revenue duty, not a protective one, and their contention 
from their point of view would be justified, that it should not be in- 
cluded in the list of articles for taxation; but what are the circum- 
stances ? ` 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GIBSON, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I understand the Senator from Louisiana, the 
duty on sugar is not necessary to carry on the Government. 
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Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senator is willing to make sugar free. 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir. Would the Senator be willing to put wool 
on the free-list because the Government could dispense with the revenue 
derived from wool? 

. Mr. MITCHELL. But the Senator in answer to my question says, 
although there is no need for the revenne at all, he still would not put 
on the free-list. 

Mr. GIBSON. I say I would make a general reduction on every- 
thing if we wanted less revenue. I would bring everything down to 
the revenue standard; but I do not know that we want less revenue. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems to me the answer of the Senator convicts 
him and that it is contradictory; that he is in favor of a tax for reve- 
nue with incidental protection, but the tax so far as sugar is concerned 
shall be a protective tax. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator hasnot heard me through. I have not 
admitted, unless I used language which I was not sensible of using at 
the time, being interrupted in my remarks, that there was any ground, 
so far as the actual facts of the sugar industry are concerned, which 
would justify the Government in raising the rate, as has been done 
in this bill, npon all these other articles that are not produced in suf- 
ficient quantities to supply the American market, and at thesame time 
to exclude sugar from the protective system. I proceed now in the 
line I was following when interrupted, and I repeat the question, why 
has the sugar industry not been developed as rapidly under a high pro- 
tective system apparently as it was under a tariff for revenue with in- 
cidental protection? I beg the close attention of Senators while I at- 
tempt to answer this question. 

In the first place, the sugar industry was absolutely destroyed by 
the civil war; the production went down from 265,000 tons to 5,000 
tons in 1864; so that, practically, it ceased to exist. 

In the second place, the whole sugar delta was overflowed by the de- 
struction of the levees, and the necessity of rebuilding and repairing 
these public works has imposed a burden upon the people of Louisiana 
of about $21,000,000. 

In the third place, it is the most difficult of all industries when once 
destroyed to be restored. Ourseed-cane was swept away. Oneacre of 
cane will plant only 3 acres, and every third year the whole area in cul- 
tivation must be replanted. It is the heaviest of all agricultural prod- 
ucts per acre, weighing from 20 to 40 tons. Hence itis very difficult and 
expensive to transport the cane to any great distance for planting, This 
was one of the chief causes of the delay in the revival. Oneacre of cane 
represents an outlay of at least $100, and the buildings and apparatus 
for the conversion of the cane into sugar would cost about $100 per acre, 
A farm of 500 acres, therefore, stocked in cane would represent $100,000. 

In the fourth place, and I speak of this with reluctance, the disor- 
dered condition of society, in which both life and property were inse- 
cure,after our civil war and during the period of reconstruction. Labor 
was disorganized and the relations between the newly emancipated 
negro slaves and the whites had not yet been adjusted upon a basis 
that gave assurance of security and tranquillity. 

In the fifth place, that element which is quite as indispensable, even 
more indispensable than any other, was wanting; I speak of capital and 
of credit. There is no other source of wealth, not even the energy, and 
frugality, and intelligence, that may characterize a people, so necessary 
to their prosperity as credit and public honor. 

But there was still yet another cause operating against us, at a 
greater distance, it is true, from us, but characterized by equal force, 
and that was the export-bounty system which was adopted by the con- 
tinental powers of Europe in respect to the sugar made from beets. 
By the application of science to the cultivation of the beet it was dis- 
covered in 1720 that there could be extracted 5 per cent. of sugar from 
the beet, but it was not until 1796 that a beet factory was established 
at Steinau, on the Oder. Under the favor of Napoleon, in 1813, other 
factories were established in France, but they fell with the fall of Na- 
poleon, and in 1825 there were only 100 factories in France producing 
about 5,000 tons of sugar per annum. In ten years the number ot 
factories had increased to 436 and the production to 39,000 tons. 

The Germans watched the progress of this industry in France, and 
when Schubarth returned from his studies in that country there was 
a general movement in the establishment of factories. Austria like- 
wise, and afterwards Belgium, Holland, Russia, embarked in the cul- 
tivation of beets and the manufacture of sugar therefrom. During the 
five years from 1849 to 1854 the production of beet-root sugar was only 
683,000 tons, less than was produced in the same time from cane by the 
State of Louisiana. 

In 1889 the total production of beet sugar in Germany, Austria, France, 
Russia, Belgiam, Holland, and other countries amounted to 3,600,000 
tons; Germany alone produced, in 188990, 1,260,000 tons. The per- 
centage of sugar to the weight of the beet rose from 5 to 14 under dis- 
criminating and careful cultivation. The production of sugar in all 
these countries was stimulated by a system of export bounties, and 
high prohibitive tariffs. It was not until 1874 that England abolished 
her import duties upon sugar. There had been established an enor- 
mous refining interestin England and Scotland which was overwhelmed 
by the export bounties given by the continental powers equal to the 


cost of production, which enabled them to overcome the sugar- 

industry of England and to take ion of the marketsof that coun- 
try, which is the great market of the world. It is estimated that the 
annual gift made to the English people in this way is not less than 
$10,000,000 per annum. 

In an article on sugar bounties in the Economiste français, in Au- 
gust, 1889, Mr. A. Lallande, deputy from the Gironde, estimates that 
about $45,000,000 per annum is paid annually by European Govern- 
ments to encourage the exports of domestic sugar. This enormous sum 
is drawn from the people of those countries. It has had the effect to 
increase the production of beet sugar, for it enables the producer to 
place his sugar on shipboard compensated for the cost of its produe- 
tion by the drawback or bounty. Hence, it will be observed by an 
examination of the tables that I shall append to my remarks that while 
the production of beet sugar has progressed trom 2,229,973 tons in 
1885-’86, to 3,600,000 in 1889-’90, the production of cane sugar has 
declined since 1885-86, from 2,339, 950 to 2,228,000 tons in 1889-'90. 

In 1861-762 Cuba stood first and Louisiana next among the sugar-pro- 
ducing countries, the latter yielding more than half as much as the 
former. Then came Java and Madura and Brazil, with 118,000 tons. 
The beet sugar placed on ship-board by producérs who are com 
in bounty for the cost of production have gradually supplied the de- 
mand for sugar in all parts of the world and embarrassed the producers 
of cane sugars in all cane-growing countries. The effect, of course, 
was felt severely in Louisiana, when that State had already so many 
obstacles to contend with which Ihave outlined. It has, in fact, bank- 
rupted Cuba and the British islands engaged in sugar production, and 
Jamaica was menaced with a famine a few years ago. As the export 
bounty was about equal to our tariff rate upon sugar, we have had in 
effect free trade or little or no protection, when we take a compre- 
hensive view of the subject. Prices have been forced down all over 
the world, and hence our ad valorem rates have been forced up corre- 
spondingly, but the protection had been reduced to little or nothing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What do I understand to be the export bounty on 
sugar for exportation? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not wish to detain the Senate by entering into 
details which are complex, but I will append to my remarks ex- 
planation which the Senator desires. I have estimated the drawback 
or export bounty at just about what the cost of production would be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For export? 

Mr. GIBSON. Forexportonly. The continental powers tax the 
domestic product, but each keeps up a tariff that is prohibitory in re- 
spect to sugar. ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator incorporate in his remarks the 
amount of that export bounty ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senator spoken of Gerfhany? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes,sir. Here is the statement and I can read it, 
but I do not wish to take the time of the Senate to go into these de- 
tails, because they are a little complex, and if I attempt to explain the 
German, French, Russian, and othersystems it would take me perhaps 
half an hour. > 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not ask that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have already stated in a general way that these 
continental powers tax the people about forty-five millions per annum 
to pay the export bounties. A distinguished financier declares that 
the English people have been benefited by cheaper sugars in conse- 
quence of the continental bounty system, to the extent of about $10,- 
000,000 per annum. I remember a few years ago representatives of the 
sugar-refiners in England and Scotland waited upon Mr. Gladstone 
and insisted that there should be some measure of relief extended to 
them; but he responded that he did not see why the English people 
should complain; that the continental powers had adopted a policy 
by which they were taxing themselves heavily in order that they might 
be able to sell their sugars at a lower price to the English consumer, 
and that neither the policy of fair trade nor of free trade would justify 
the Government or the people in placing any tax upon the consumers 
in favor of the class engaged in the refining industry, I will place in 
the RECORD, if the Senator from New York desires it, a full explana- 
tion of the several systems that prevail on the continent. 

SUGAR PRODUCTION IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Now, Mr. President, let me return to the subject I was dealing with: 
the production of sugar in Louisiana and in this country. I have de- 
scribed the burdens and discouragements; the absolute destruction 
of the industry during the civil war; the breaking down of the levee 
system, by which the whole sugar country in Louisiana was protected; 
the difficulty of procuring seed-cane, and the cost and difficulty of 
transporting the cane; the disordered condition of society; the loss of 
private credit; the relative increased cost of everything employed and 
consumed, clothing, utensils, and machinery, to the sugar-farmers; and, 
finally, the competition of the beet sugars of Europe, which are plat ed 
on board the ships free even from the cost of production, forcing do rn 
the general level of prices. I have not alluded to the treaty with the 
Hawaiian Islands, because I wish to discuss that when I take up the 
question of reciprocity. 

The export bounty which developed the production of beet sugar in 
the manner I haye already described was equivalent in itself to abol- 
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ments gave them inary 
throughout the world. We could have com 
countries south of us, as we did previous to 1861, but the 

policy increased the production enormously and rendered nugatory the 
ad van of labor and better climate in the islands south of 
us and all the advantages that could be derived from the farmers of 


Louisiana under a tariff upon imports. 
To afford any protection to the su ers in this country it would 
have been necessary to give them rates at least twice the amount 


of the export bounty. ‘To escape the invasion of beet sugars, Mexico, 
Cuba, and Porto Rico, and the South American States and British islands 
have sought admission to our markets. Hence wherethere was some 
protection, growing smaller and smaller, as the production of European 
Sugars was expanding, notwithstanding the advantages of those coun- 
tries in respect of climate and labor, they realized that the industry was 
doomed in competition with the heavy export bounty bestowed by the 
Euro governments unless they could get the slight shelter still re- 
ame tag for our farmers. Now, under this accumulation of adverse 
circumstances and discouragements and legislative impedimenta, owing 
to the action of the European governments, our sugar-farmers have 
made steady progress in an industryin which capital nad been invested 
and labor was employed while it was receiving the highest rate of pro- 
tection. Let us look at the tariff rates hitherto imposed upon imported 
sugar. Under the tariff of 1789, 1 cent a pound on raw sugars and 3 
cents on refined; in 1808, 2} cents on raw and 9 cents on refined; from 
1812 to 1816, 9 cents on raw and 18 cents on refined; from 1819 to 1830, 
3 cents on brown sugar and 12 cents on refined; from 1832 to 1841, 
2 cents on brown and 12 cents on refined sugars; 1842 to 1846, 2} cents 
on brownand 6 cents on refined; 1846 to 1857, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 
1857 to 1861, 24 per cent. ad valorem. 

In 1862 the tariff was reduced; in 1870 it was still further reduced; 
in 1883 it was reduced for the last time; and now it is proposed to ex- 
clude sugar from the protective policy entirely and place it on the free- 
list with a bounty. l think I may say that since 1872, certainly since 
1883, the conditions of the sugar trade, owing to the export bounty of 
the European countries, have absolutely deprived the sugar industry of 
Louisiana of the benefit it would otherwise have received. What has 
been the history of this industry since 1864, when the crop, as I have 
said, was 5,000 tons? 

During the five years from 1865-1870, the annual average production 
was 38,000 tons; during the next decade ending with 1880, the average 

uction rose to 93,000 tons, av increase of about 145 per cent.; 

e nine years of the decade from 1880 to 1890 show an annual average 
of 133,000 tons, an increase of 43 per cent., and during the last few 

the annual production has been about 165,000 tons, exceeding 
That of any other sugar-cane-growing country except Cuba, Java, and 
Brazil. This year the Louisiana crop will be about 200,000 tons. 
Louisiana now occupies fourth place in the production of cane-sugar, 
when in 1861 it occupied the second place. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
this point if he will allow me. 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Taking the production for last year as stated by 
the Senator from Louisiana, how would a bounty on that basis com- 
pare with the present tariff? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will speak of that matter in a few moments. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I would like to know. 

Mr. GIBSON. I regard the support of the bounty system as the 
greatest mistake ever made by anybody who is in favor of a tariff for 


tion, 

Mr. TELLER. The bounty ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, the bounty. It gives away, so to speak, the 
whole tariff system, because it illustrates in a striking manner what 
I have already alluded to when discussing the iron and steel and woolen 
schedules, which shows what enormous bounties are contributed by 
the people engaged in other industries in order to increase the reve- 
nues of their fellow-citizens engaged in the industries I have mentioned. 
It is estimated that under the tariff system as applied in this bill for 
every $100,000,000 that go into the Treasury not less than $200,000,000 
or $300,000, 000 go to the privileged classes engaged in manufacturing 
pursuits, so that the people who contribute to the support of their Gov- 
ernment bear a burden of $400,000,000 ar $500,000,000 which they do- 
nate to the manufacturers in order to get 8220, 000, 000 or $240,000,000 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

This bounty system, if applied to the schedules I have mentioned, 
would do more to enlighten the people and do more to reform the tariff 
on just principles of administration than anything else I can imagine. 
I have already said that Mr. Farquhar, of Pennsylvania, one of the 
largest manufacturers of agricultural implements, estimates that the 
tariff on iron ore and pig-iron, while it places only four millions in the 
Treasury of the United States, imposes a tax of at least seventy mill- 
ions perannum on the people of this country who use articles manu- 
factured out of iron. 

I do not know this gentleman personally or by reputation, but I 


presume that the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania is acquainted 
with him, for I believe he is a large manufacturer of iron 

Mr. CAMERON. He is a manufacturer of agricultural implements. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Western farmers are beginning to see that the 
tax on wheat and corn and meat is inoperative so far as it may afford 
any protection tothem. They know that) the prices of these articles 
are determined in Mark Lane, London, and that the only diferenco 
in the price of their products in any part of this country is the differ- 
ence in the cost of transportation between the places where they are pro- 
duced and the places where they are consumed, They are large export- 
ers, and therefore the tariff has nothing to do with determining prices; 
and when the Southern and Western farmers shall forget the resentments 
growing out of the war and shall meet soberly to discuss and estimate 
the cost to them of the taxes levied under this high protective policy, 
they will conclude that the tariff should be revised, not exclusively for 
the benefit of the Eastern manufacturers, but for their own benefit as 
well. They will realize that their competitors are not Canada and Eng- 
land, but Brazil and the Argentine Republic and India and Egyptand 
Asia, and that their best markets are in Great Britain and the conti- 
nental nations of Europe; that the main difliculty to be overcome is the 
policy that refuses to permit them to exchange their agricultural com- 
ep ons for the manufactured articles that they need with the people 
of Europe. 

Mr. SPOONER. We should be able to assure him that we voted by 
this bounty to the sugar interests of the United States the same pro- 
tection that we would by a duty of 2 cents a pound, and we save the 
people ofthe country about $42,000,000 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. I did not intend at this point to discuss the bounty 
question, but as it has been presented here by the Senator from Wis- 
consin and the Senator from Oregon [ will go out of my way to say 
justa word on it. 3 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will excuse me for interrupting him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ihave no objection to the interruption. y chief 
objection to the baay system is that it is novel and may be unstable. 
Owing to this fact capitalists may not embark in this business os they 
otherwise would do under the protective system. It is a new depart- 
ure, and I warn the Senators now that if sugar be isolated from all 
the other industries ot the country and placed at tue head of the list in 
forma pauperis, other industries will follow and we shall find the list 
growing year by year; for how shall the other industries escape from 
being placed on the bounty list to be established? 

It must be remembered that the forty-two millions the Senator from 
Wisconsin speaks of as being saved by putting sugar on the free-list 
must be raised by taxation, and it is already provided for by the in- 
creased rates in the schedules I have referred to. We have levied a 
tax upon the consumers of this country of not less than one hundred 
millions, to supply to the Government the $42,000,000 to which the 
Senator from Wisconsin alludes. There is exacted from the people who 
are not engaged in those favored industries a contribution from their 
earnings of not less than one hundred or one hundred and twenty mill- 
ions to supply the forty-two millions hitherto received from sugar. 

It appears from this that sugar is thrown overboard in order to re- 
duce the revenues of the Government and to increase the revenues of 
the manufacturers. Let us look for a moment, however, at the bounty 
which is to be, I believe, fixed by this bill at 2 cents per pouon on 
sugar. Now, if, under the bountysystem, this industry shall prosper, 
it will necessarily increase every year. It is estimated that on the 
present production the bounty of 2 cents per pound would amount to 
between nine and ten millions of dollars. From theoutlook to-day itis 
estimated by its advocates that the production would double every five 
years. In 1895 the bounty will amount therefore to twenty or twenty- 
five millions of dollars, and probably by the end of the century to be- 
tween forty and fifty millions. I do not believe the people of this 
country will be willing to tax themselves to pay the sugar-producers 
of Kansas, Louisiana, Nebraska, Florida, and Texas fifty millions per 
annum. 

In the year 1900—that is, ten years from now—in my judgment 
the bounty paid to this industry, which I believe will be established 
throughout a large portion of the country, will impose a tax upon the 
people of the United States which will be greater than the cost of a 
protective tariff. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I wanted to ask. 

Mr. GIBSON. I mean more than the incidental protection that goes 
to the farmers to-day under the existing em, 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GIBSON, Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The theory of the Senator from Louisiana is that 
this bounty will stimulate the productivn of sugar more rapidly than 
will the duty. 

Mr. GIBSON. Isaidit was conjectural. It certainly will stimulate 
the production of sugar if made permanent. But that is the question. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks 
about it. Isupposed, when he stated it would be so much this year 
and so much he was giving his judgment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe it may be successful, although this direct 
bounty is not as large as the bounty indirectly afforded under the tariff 
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TTT us against the in- 
creasing importations of sugar from de Dep m a 
menace of reciprocity based exclusively upon sugar. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that the duty on sugar has 
na np i prod sugar in this country? 

8 N. I have sought to show that it has been beneficial as 
far as it goes. My whole argument rests upon the proposition which 
Mr. Webster and John Quincy Adams and other statesmen have elabo- 
rated, namely, that the increase of duty upon imported commodities 
that come into competition with commodities produced in our own 
country has the effect to increase the price. 

What is the object to be accomplished in laying a tariff tax upon any 
imported article? Why do you call it giving protection to the domestic 
production? Is it not to exclude or limit importations of the foreign 
article so that prices of the competing domestic articles may be raised 
in the home market? As you limit the supply by placing tariff re- 
strictions upon importations, the inevitable effect must be to increase 
the prices, the demand being the same. I know it is said by many 
Senators that the ultimate effect will be to reduce the price, but that 
the immediate effect on the domestic article of the restrictions upon 
importations will be to raise the price and to develop more largely the 
domestic production; and that thus, the supply being increased, there 
will follow ultimately a diminution of the price. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON, I have not lived long enough yet to see that purpose 
realized in a way to satisfy those who derive benefit from the protect- 
ive system. Noallowance is made for the discouragement and diminu- 
tion of production in the countries from which we import in propor- 
tion as production is stimulated in ourown., Beet sugar has increased 
largely by these bounties, but cane sugar has decreased proportionally. 

Mr. PLATT. It is realized in every article that is produced in this 


country. 

Me GIBSON, If that be the case, why do not the Senator from 
Connecticut and his friends come in here and ask for constantly in- 
creasing duties upon manufactured articles in their State? I take it 
that the reduced prices are owing rather to invention and the applica- 
tion of machinery to production than to the tariff itself. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I can give the Senator a very striking illustration 
of the reduction of prices by protection, and that is the protection 
which Europe has given to sugar. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is not a system of tariff protection. That isa 
direct bounty toexporters, and has not tended largely to reduce prices 
of sugar in European countries. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know what it is if it is not protection. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is a direct export bounty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The marked decrease in price there is due to the 

ion which has been given. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator from New York mean to assert 
that the price of sugar has been reduced to the people of France and 
Germany by a bounty paid by those countries for sugar? It has been 
reduced to the of d. 


Mr. HISCOC I mean toassert that, so far as that question is con- 
cerned, it will be to take into account precisely the burden 
that may be upon the French and German people in the way 


im 
of bounty, Abit bes been overstated here to-day, I think; but so far 
as the price of sugar in the markets of the world is concerned, it has 
been reduced by the bounty on sugar. : 

Mr. CARLISLE, It is not reduced to the people who pay the tax. 

Mr, HISCOCK. So far as that question is concerned, I repeat that 
we should have in the first place to ascertain the amount of bounty 
which is imposed on the people of France and then know the amount 
of the decreased price of sugar, and then we should reach precisely the 
result, so that the Senator would be able to say no or yes on that prop- 
osition. I doubt if he is able to do that now. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not delay in the line of the 
pursuing to enter into a speculation of that kind. I have no doubt 
that the effect of a tariff is to increase prices primarily, and afterwards 
perhaps, in some instances, to reduce them somewhat; but the result 
will depend upon given conditions in each given case. This much I 
know, that the industriesof this country which have received protection 
in their infancy have, when fully developed toa vigorous manhood and 
a green old age, never ceased to insist upon higher and higher rates 
and larger taxes upon the consumers in order to support them, on the 
ground that they are unable to get along without contributions from 
their fellow-citizens engaged in other pursuits, 

But why substitute a policy that only takes money ont of the Treas- 
ury for one that puts money into the Treasury and affords a more cer- 
tain benefit to the former? Why a bounty instead of a tariff? And 
if that system be good for sugar, why not for wool and tin and glass- 
ware and cutlery, which industries do not supply a larger proportion 
of our consumption than sugar? Why apply then a system as odious 
as the bounty system to a Southern industry against the earnest pro- 
tests of the people engaged in it? Upon what principle is this inde- 
fensible discrimination made? We all know that the more the bounty 


t I was 


system succeeds and this industry thrives under it the weaker it will 
become. It is also a cast-iron system. Should there bea 

in the revenues it is likely that the tariff on sugar would be 

as it has been invariably after all our wars, including the last war, bu 
the bounty system would cut off such a prospect. 

I beg now to revert to the line ot the argument I was following. I 
asked what were the for the establishment ef the sugar in- 
dustry in the United States. There are three sources of supply which 
are embraced within three distinct areas in this country. 

First, the more southern belt adapted to cane sugar, and in its upper 
latitudes to sorghum, embracing Louisiana, Texas, and Florida. And 
then there is a sorghum belt which reaches somewhat into the sugar- 
cane belt and extends northward to Missouri, and Ohio, east 
and west. Then comes the beet belt, which includes part of the sor- 
ghum belt and stretches northward without limit. Now let us consider 
first the outlook of the sugar-cane industry. 

It was only about five years ago, atter a season of disastrous floods, 
low prices, and unskilled labor, that science was called to the aid of the 
sugar-cane industry. An experiment station was established near New 
Orleans by Louisiana farmers, in charge of Professor W. C. Stubbs, a gen- 
tleman of the highest scientific training and acquirements, of practical 
knowledge, with strong common sense and enthusiasm. It was the 
first experiment station ever established in the interest of the sugar- - 
cane, I think it may be said that there is not an industry in the world 
that has made so much progressas the sugar industry since the experi- 
ment station was established. 

Four or five years ago, under the old process, 100 pounds of sugar from 
a ton of cane was considered a large and sati ry yield. Now, with 
the diffusion process and the triple mills, as much as 250 pounds of 
sugar have been extracted froma ton of cane, and the average is from 150 
to 200 pounds in the sugar factories where these new methods have been 
employed. Our experiment station has in it over twenty-five varieties 
of the cane, and those different types of the plant are being experi- 
mented npon in various parts of the State. Sooner or later we will 
procure a cane of hardy and vigorous growth that will withstand our 
climate. Already considerable advances have been made in that di- 
rection. 

We have at this experiment station a corps of young men under our 
distinguished scientist who are being educated in the laboratories and 
acquiring a knowledge of our soils and of fertilizers that are suitable to 
cane and the chemical constitution of the plant and the principles of 
its conversion into sugar, During the last year the demand for ee 
cal chemists could not be supplied in the State of Lonisiana, although 
the experiment station furnished over thirty sugar-houses with well 
equipped young men. The tendency in Louisiana is towards central 
factories. Many of these are being established by capitalists who em- 
ploy the best chemists. They are sugar manufacturers and not sugar 
farmers, The farmer is taking the place of the planter, and in many 
instances he raises only cane and manufactures only sirup, which is 
transported on water in tanks by barges, and in some cases by pipes 
that connect the small mills with the central factory. 

We have also an experimental station in Northern Louisiana, at Cal- 
houn, in Ouachita Parish, under Maj. G. L. Lee, a gentleman of the 
highest capacity and character, where experiments are being made with 
sugar-cane and sorghum. There is quite a large production of sirup - 
from sorghum and sugar-cane in the northern part of Louisiana, ex- 
tending into Arkansas, Mississippi, and Tennessee, sufficient to suppl, 
the local demand in many places; but I think in a few years cen 
factories will be established in those communities and that while the 
production of cane will not be the main crop, but a by-crop, so tospeak, 
shere WIE bo eee produced to furnish the central 
factories-and supply those communities with their own sugar. 

The sorghum plant in Northern Louisiana shows in the laboratories 
as high as 18 or 20 per cent. of sugar and less than 2 per cent. of glu- 
cose, and I have no doubt that with the use of fertilizers and improved 
methods of manufacture sorghum will be found a profitable 3 
It ripens early in the season and is manufactured into sugar by 
middle of October, the very time that what is called the grinding 
season for making cane sugar begins in Sonth Louisiana. But it is 
not only in the manufacture of sugar that these improvements have 
been made, They have been quite as remarkable in the methods of 
cultivating the cane, for the intensive system is being gradually adopted. 

I quote the language of my colleague, Hon. ANDREW PRICE, the 
representative of the sugar district in the State, and who is thor- 
oughly familiar with the industry in all of its aspects. He says: 

By i V of cultivation w: u n Ave! of from 18 
FFF 
0 15. 

Here we have, then, an increase of over 25 per cent. in the production 
of cane per acre and over 75 per cent. in the yield of sugar per ton of 
cane. 

I have had a practical knowledge of this industry since I was a boy, 
for my father was a sugar planter, and I retain his estate, which has 
been divided into farms. I am prepared, from my knowledge of it, 
to bear witness to the moderation and the accuracy of these estimates, 
How would you estimate the results if such a showing had been mada 
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with respect to the wheat and corn and cotton and wool? Is this like 
your block-tin industry, of which the existence has not yet been demon- 
strated, and for which you propose a burden upon the people of this 
country of $15,090,000 in order to give an opportunity to a few capi- 
talists to try to establish it? 

This industry you propose to place on the free-list, although 
I think this exhibit of its promise and growth justifies the opinion that 
in less than five years, if security can be given to capital, it will 
double its production. Here I may be pardoned if I invite attention 
to the fact that the sugar industry of Louisiana represents largely more 
than half of the capital and quite one-halt of the La “pr of the 
State, and that every dollar for which the gross crop goes at once 
into circulation at home, in the employment of professional and skilled 
labor, chemists, sugar-makers, engineers, blacksmiths, carpenters, 
bricklayers, harness-makers, etc.; that it gives employment to trans- 
portation lines for twelve months in the year, and to an army of labor- 
ers and brokers and machinists, etc., and is the corner-stone of the 
trade of New Orleans and of the prosperity of the State. 

This industry produces but little that it consumes. It purchases 
mills, plows, all kinds of farming implements, from the Northern and 
Western States; in fact, from all parts of the country, but especially 
from New land. Its apparatus comes from New York or New 
Jersey or Cin ti; its coal from Pennsylvania, of which there is con- 
sumed annually about $2,000,000 worth. It gives employment during 
the harvest season to a large number of laborers who come from the 
Northwest at that time. I need not say that a diversification of agri- 
cultural pursuits affords a wider market not only for our manufacturers, 
but for the roducers of wheat and corn in the West. 

The only er to its rapid development is the menace that comes 
not so much from those who are looking to the national welfare as 
from the bounty-fed monopolists and manufacturers who desire to place 
sugar on the ſree- list, to the end that they may secure increased tariff 
rates and bounties. It is this menace held over the industry that turns 
away from it the capitalist who would, if a stable and fixed policy 
were adopted, if it were treated as it was ut any time in the history of 
our Government from the time the first tariff bill was introduced until 
the last, if they would adopt the policy of the fathers or the policy 
that prevailed at any time since the beginning of this century down 
to 1860, this industry would double its production in the next five 

ears, 

7 I beg pardon for dwelling so long upon the promise of the sugar in- 
dustry, but it is a question that deeply concerns the people of my own 
State, my neighbors and friends. 

Mr. DOLPH. What has been the increased production in the last 
three or four years? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have already stated that. Now, Louisiana is not 
the only source of supply in this country of cane sugar. I have here a 
letter from Mr, Hamilton Disston, of Philadelphia, addressed to Hon. 
T. M. Bayne. Mr. Disston declares it has been— 

Successfully demonstrated that the rich muck lands of the State are capable 
of producing a large amount of sugar e acre, probably exceeding 2 tons, and 
the number of acres that are susceptible of reclamation and cultivation can be 
placed at not less than 500,000, which would give about 1,000,000tons of sugar. 

In addition to this there are other lands in Florida which can be made to pro- 
duce a fair yield of s by the use of fertilizers, 

You will see from this statement, which can be verified by an actual exam- 
ination, that Florida is about to become a very important factor in the sugar 
business, provided, of course, there is to be suilicient protection given by Con- 
gress to enable us to compete successfully against foreign sugars, 

As to the amount of protection required, I would prefer to have those who 
are more conversant with the business give the figures, but my judgment is 
against a bounty, from the fact that it would be an unpopular measure, and 
the outery might become so great against it as to cause its repeal, thus leaving 
the sugar industry without sufficient tariff protection and no bounty to sid the 
producers. 

This would give, as is stated, about 1,000,000 tons of sugar in Flor- 
ida alone, whose climate is well adapted to the cane. I do not know 
this gentleman personally, but I should like to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania it he is acquainted with him or acquainted with his char- 
acter. 

Mr. CAMERON, I know him very well personally, and he is a man 
of very high character. : 

Mr. GIBSON. I haye heard from personal friends who have quit 
Louisiana in order to embark in thesugar business in Florida that they 
have not been disappointed in their expectations. It is estimated that 
in the State of Texas (everything seems to be large in that State, as it 
is in the Northwestern States) there are 20,000,000 acres of land that 
are well adapted to sugar-cane. There was produced in that State in 
1879 a little over 3,000,000 pounds of sugar, while in 1889 there was 
produced just six times that amount, or nearly 20,000,000 pounds of 
sugar. 

Recently an old friend of mine, Colonel Cunningham, who is a 

~ gentleman of energy, sagacity, and intelligence, has established in 
Texas one of the largest sugar plants in the world, which he is suc- 
cessfully conducting; and I hear that capitalists are about to embark 
in sugar-growing on a large scale in that State. Here we have, so 
far as the sugar-cane industry is concerned, the climate, the capital, 
the labor, and the conditions that assure us within the next five or six 
years double the number of tons of sugar that are being produced at 


present. 


Mr. CAMERON, Then, I suppose ifthe Republican party offered 
them protection they would not vote for a change of Administration? 
Mr. GIBSON. I can not say how our people would vote, but as they 
have always found the Democratic party more friendly to them in re- 
spect to their political rights and in the conductof the finances and the 
ti power, I hope they will continue to vote the Democratic 
cket. 

I do not think that the tariff system, however, should be adminis- 
tered according to party lines or lines of latitude, but that the Repub- 
lican party should adopt a friendly policy towards the people of the 
South, a policy that the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON] advised when the rice schedule was under consideration 
and the facts in respect to that staple product were brought to his at- 
tention. He moved to give that industry the same protection that he 
would have given to it if it were established in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, He at least is consistent and just. 

Mr.SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I 
wish to say that I yoted two years ago, when the Senate tariff bill, so 
called, was under consideration, for 1 cent a pound duty and 1 cent a 
pound bounty on sugar. That proposition, so far as I recollect, was 
adopted by the Senate. Is there any difference in the degree of pro- 
tection afforded to the Louisiana sugar industry between that and the 
2 cents a pound duty? 

Mr. GIBSON. Not enough, relatively. Under the present tariff 
our farmers will be taxed enormously for everything they consume. 
Take these schedules, See what rates are placed upon glassware, iron 
and steel goods, upon the apparatus which the farmer must employ, 
upon their plows, spades, shovels, kettles, upon their woolen goods and 
cotton goods. In order to compensate them they should have a higher 
rute of protection, or, if the bounty system is adopted, a larger bounty; 
and then we should not lose sight of the fact that we are contending 
not so much against the cheap labor of Cuba and South America, which 
is paid about 25 cents a day, while we pay, on an average, $1 a day, 
but our chief competitor is the continental states of Europe, which not 
only have cheaper labor, but have the support of a bounty which will 
enable them, after having taken possession of all the European markets, 
as they actually have done, to gain the mastery in our own, which they 
are fast doing. 
` The bounties they receive and that it is proposed to give us are about 
thesame. There is no protection, therefore, for us. It is tree trade, 
and the European farmers will have cheaper transportation by sea to 
our great markets than we will have by railways. My complaint, there- 
fore, is, as the Senator says, that under these circumstances this sugar 


industry does not receive a proportionate share of protection and of the 


benefits that are bestowed upon the manufacturing industries. I have 
never voted for this enormous increase and the unjust discriminations 
found in this bill, because I felt that they were unjust and that they 
destroyed the equilibrium that should be observed in the distribution 
of the benefits and burdens of our taxing system, between all the in- 
dustries of our conntry, manufacturing, commercial, agricultural, and 
among the different sections of the United States. 

Why should you apply free trade to the farmers in sugar when they 
are the only farmers in this country, except those engaged in the pro- 
duction of rice, that can by any possibility receive any benefit from 
the tariff system? And in my judgment, for I must be candid, the ex- 
port-bounty system is breaking down in Europe, just as it is bound to 
break down in this country. It has been overdone and a reaction isal- 
ready setting in, for the people of those countries have no motive in the 
world to tax themselves so heavily to sell their sugars abroad below 
the prices that they are compelled to pay forthemathome. They are 
imposing upon themselves, as I have shown, an enormous exaction, 
amounting to about $45,000,000 per annum; but I will not take a fur- 
ther step in this direction. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator takes that step I would be glad 
toask him whether he regards the present law as a discrimination 
against the sugar-producers of Louisiana, 

Mr. GIBSON. I think it is, relatively. I do not think it affords 
the sugar-farmer in Louisiana who produces sugar or the sugar-pro- 
ducers in Nebraska, Kansas, Florida, and Texas a like proportionate 
amount of protection it aftords other industries; but, as I was going to 
observe when the Senator from Iowa interrapted me, I would not take 
another step in the direction of increasing the protection of these in- 
dustries, 

I believe the true policy is to equalize, as I have said before, the bur- 
dens and the benefits of the tariff system; and the first measure to be 
adopted should be to reduce taxation. I believe with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] that the farmers of our country should 
have some relief from the burdens that are placed upon them for the 
exclusive benefit of the manufacturers; and it is idle to talk about the 
effects of the tariff on the great staple productions like wheat, corn, 
and cattle. When the gentlemen in charge of this bill go before the 
country, the farmers all over it will ask why, when they clamored for 
revision, you did not make any reductions. The remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ], to which we must all attribute great 
weight, convict his party of givinglarger bounties to the Eastern manu- 
facturers and of increasing instead of diminishing the taxes upon the 
Western farmers. 


z 


1890. 


We were told by the committee that this bill would reduce the rey- 
enue anywhere from $20,000,000 to $70,000,000; but now comes the 
Senator from Iowa and declares that the sums raised under this tariff 
from the consumers of the country, both for the Government and for 
the benefit of individuals and corporations, will be larger than they are 
under exis laws, and that instead of there being a deficiency we 
shall under this revised bill create a surplus in the Treasury, taken 
from the hard earnings of the people of the country at the very time 
when they are demanding relief. 

You have increased the taxes on barley, I believe. That may en- 
able some few farmers who are engaged in that industry to sell their 

uct to the manufacturer of beer; but that will not answer the 
emands of the agriculturists, for they realize more and more every 
day, as they work in the field or are assembled in their homes or 
public meetings, what vast sums they are compelled to contribute 
under the doctrine of high protection upon agricultural implements, 
upon blankets, upon the wood out of which their dwellings are con- 
structed, upon the tin which covers their roofs, upon the cutlery on 
their tables and the clothes which they wear. Everything within 
sight of their homes seems to be reached by this high protective-tariff 
and the money taken from their earnings is for the benefit of 
the manufacturers. True it is taken not directly, but by way of the 
custom-houses, where the tax-gatherers are stationed. 

Mr. President, before I was interrupted I was about to speak of the 
production of sorghum sugar. I have no objection myself to these in- 
terruptions, except that they compel me either to shorten the observa- 
tions I intended to make or to overtax the patience of the Senate. I 
will dwell briefly upon the sorghum industry, becanse I note that 
Hon. S. R. PETERS, a Representative in Congress from Kansas, has 
given us a very intelligent account of the establishment and develop- 
ment of that branch of agriculture. I am very much gratified to see 
that he is opposed to excluding sugar from the tarjff system and at- 
tempting to establish it on the basis of a bounty. 

The fact is, [have grave doubts whether the bounty system is con- 
stitutional, for it looks very much like taking money from one class of 
people to establish an industry or to help an indnstry in which another 
class of our people in engaged, a policy which the Supreme Court de- 
clare unconstitutional in the case of the Loan Association vs. Topeka, in 
20 Wall., 657; the opinion of the court 7 delivered by Justice Mil- 
ler, and which is so familiar to us all that I will do no more than al- 
lude to it. He says: 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of the 
and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build 5 private fortunes is none the less robbery because it is 
done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This is not legislation. It 
is a decree under legislative forms. Nor is it taxation. 


And yet this is what a high tariff is requiring us every day to do for 
the manufacturers of this country. We take from the earnings of the 
consumers and of the farmers with one hand and turn them over to the 
manufacturers with the other. A bounty is simply an expression of 
the amount that is contributed by one class to another, by the many 
to the favored few. I do not see, therefore, any greater objection toit 
than to the protective system when it is carried toanextreme. But 
so long as the protective system is administered in the interests of the 
general welfare, and not of particular interests and particular classes 
who receive only the benefits that are incidental to national interests 
and national policy, we may justify it. 

That is the line I draw between a tariff for revenue, with incidental 
protection, and a bill like this which imposes upon the people a tariff 
tor protection and revenue for particular industries, which is its main 
pee and effect. Itis, therefore, a class bill and not a national bill. 

t is a bill in the interests of the few and not of the many, and is ob- 
noxious to every principle upon which our Government is based. But 
I will not dwell any further upon that aspect of the case. What does 
Mr. PETERS say in response to the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you say sugar plants? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; seven sugar planta. 

The CHAIRMAN. You mean mills? 

Mr. Perers. Yes, sir. That does not include the sugar that will be made 
from the seconds which is now being made. . The estimate of the State sugar 
inspector is that about 200,000 pounds of sugar will be made from these seconds 
that are now being run through the mill, so we will have a product of sorghum 
sugar in Kansas of 1,400,000 pounds, perhaps 1,500,000, Now, in 1887 we only 

roduced about 300,000 pounds of a. In 1888 we produced a little over 600,- 

pounds of sugar. In 1889 we produced 1,200,000 pounds, to say nothing about 
the sugar that is to be secured from these seconds. yousee we have doubled 
our production for the last three years, We had an experience similar to Louis- 
jana in 1883, 

Weare told by this gentleman that there is a sentiment of unrest; that 
there is something wrong with the farmers; that they are not properly 
protected. Hedeclares, in effect, that unless something is done for their 
relief he does not know what the result will be politically; that this sen- 
timent is not confined to Kansas, but prevails in the other agricultural 
States, He says he has heard farmers complain that they are raising 
corn and selling it for 15 cents a bushel; that there are more than 90,- 
000,000 bushels of corn raised in his district and that it has been sell- 
ing for 10, 12, and 15 cents a bushel, and that portions of it have been 
used for fuel. He also declares that his State is adapted to the produc- 
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tion of beets as well as sorghum. But I will leave this matter to the 
ever-watchfnl Senators from Kansas, who, I know, are better capable 
of taking care of it than I am. : 

I come now to the beet industry. I have here the testimony of Mr. 
Oxnard, whom I had the pleasure of meeting yesterday. He told me 
that he expected to produce at his central factory this year about 7,000 
tons of sugar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill say to the Senator from Louisiana that 
at the Oxnard factory, lately established at Grand Island, there have 
been planted in beets this year over 3,000 acres, and the product is 
nearly ready to take off, and shown to be about 15 tons an acre, making 
about 45,000 tons of beets to be converted into sugar at that place this 


year. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Oxnard told me yesterday that his sugar ap- 
paratus had cost him about $250,000, and that the tariff duty on 
it was about 40 per cent, (it came by way of New Orleans up the 
Mississippi); that he had given employment to six hundred farmers in 
his neighborhood, and had made contracts with them to produce beets. 
Now, he will produce this year a larger quantity of sugar from beets 
than was ever produced by that whole industry in the United States any 
year before. But I ask the Senators to observe that the taxes on his ap- 
paratus alone amounteto the enormous sum of $100,000, This shows 
how the development of the sugar industry is 8 by the hea 
tariff rates, and that on this account it deserves to share equally wit! 
the maunfacturing interests the advantages and burdens of the tariff. 
Mr, Oxnard says: 


It is useless to attempt to build up this industry in the United States without 
a protective tariff, and one in which people can feel a stability, for capital will 
not embark in this enterprise with asword of Damocles hanging over the in- 
dustry; and I feel sure that no bounty can be substituted for protection if the 
United States wishes to see this industry thrive, and become not only the largest 
sugar-consuming but also the largest sugar-producing country in the world. 
In 1887 we produced from the sugar-beet 200 tons of ry at in 1888, about 1,800 
tons; in 1889, about 3,000 tons. In 1890, 12,000 tons will be produced, an increase 
in 1890 over 1887 of about 5,000 per cent., and if any one doubts that this is the 
beginning of a new era in the sugar production of the United states he has only 
to go to California, Kansas, or Nebraska and he will see thatthe people of those 
3 are in earnest, and the whole West is to-day ready to develop this in- 

ustry. 

We have the climate, the soil, and skill, and as soon as we have the assurance 
that Con will permanently support this industry capital will be ready to 
invest. Previous to 1887 some attempts were made, but on such a small seale 
and under such poor ma ment that they could hardly be called attempts, 
and were really doomed to failure before they began. The first factory able to 
work under economic conditions ever built in the United States was erected in 
California last year at Watsonville. There are at present two beet-sugar facto- 


ries in the United States. 
First. The Alameda Beet Sugar Com y, situated at Alvarado, Cal., with a 


capacity of working 150 tons a day, which will be increased to 250 tons next 
year, 

Second. The Western Beet Sugar Company, situated at TOR 
with a capacity of 300 tons, Another factory with a similar capacity will ut 
up by the same company next year if tariff legislation does not prevent; situ- 
ation not yet decided. 

Third, The Oxnard Beet Sugar Company, at Grand Island, Nebr., with a capac- 
ity of 350 tons, now building, will be ready to start Se; tember 1, 1890. 

Each one of these factories cost about $500,000 to build and run, using 50 tons 
of coal per day and employing about two hundred men; turns out about 30tons 
ofsugar. And in 1900 we s need about seven hundred factories of this size 
to supply our home market, at an investment of about $350,000,000 to build. 


It is well known to all who have looked into this matter that as 
late as 1829 there was only 5 per cent. of sugar to the weight of beet; 
it rose to an average of 9 per cent. in 1879; whilst in 1889 an average 
of over 14 per cent. has been obtained, a percentage which means an 
increase of 20 pounds of sugar to the ton and about 300 pounds to the 
acre; so that the farmer, with the same cost of labor, the same fuel, 
the same plant, and the same capital invested, obtains 100 pounds 
more sugar than he did ten years ago peracre. A similar develop- 
ment is going on in sugar-cane and in the sorghum branch of this in- 
dustry also. 

The beets in Europe contain only about 14 per cent, of sugar, whilst 
Mr. Claus Spreckels obtained an average for the past year in California 
of 17 per cent. In Nebraska the average of many analyses of differ- 
ent beets give over15 per cent. These facts show that the soil and the 
climate of our country in the upper latitudes are specially adapted to 
the growth and development of the sugar-beet, perbaps better even 
than the soil and climate of Europe. There is one peculiarity about 
the sugar-beet that renders it above all other the most beneficent plant 
of agriculture. Instead of exhausting the land it improves it, because 
it draws most of its nourishment from the atmosphere. Then the pulp 
after the sugar is removed makes the very best kind of food for fatten- 
ing cattle, and can be sold by the farmers who produce the beet. 

Mr. Oxnard told me that the pulp would bring easily two-thirds of 
the price that the sugar in a ton of beets was worth. He said that a 
few days ago, while in Nebraska, he saw corn-fields that were utterly 
parched by long drought, and alongside of them there were fields o 
beets, green, growing, and flourishing. It appears that the taproot of 
the beet descends to agreat depth and enables it to withstand any ex- 
tremes of weather. The farmers may buy lean cattle and fatten them 
for market from the pulp. The beet gives back to the soil more than 
it takes from it, A by-crop of pulp is equal almost to the direct crop 


of sugar. 
Mr. TELLER. I would like to ask the Senator a question. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
ield 


2 

Mr, GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think that the cane-sngar regions of 
the United States can successfully compete with the beet-sugar regions? 
Inotherwords, when thisindustry, the manufacture of sugar from beets, 
develops, will the cane-producing regions be able to compete with 
beet-producing regions ? : 

Mr. GIBSON. It is impossible to forecast the development of any par- 
ticularindustry, asso much depends upon conditions. 

Tintended to make a few remarks upon the suhject of reciprocity. Ger- 
many is beginning to export her sugars freely into this country, and itis 
a question whether, if the bounty system should continue in Europe, they 
may not offer to sell their sugars in our market at a lower price than they 
can be produced in this country, even with the protection and bounty 
given in this bill. 

The situation of our domestic industry, as the Senator himself per- 
ceives, is not to be compared with any other staple product in the 
world which receives such a large bounty as is offered to producers on 
the continent of Europe. It is simply impossible to tell what will be 
the effect of this interposition within the domain of supply and demand 
by a system at onde so novel and extraordinarye 

Mr. MANDERSON,. We imported from Europe 60,000,000 pounds 
of sugar for the year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, we are importing sugars now, the beet sugars 
of Europe, and perps I shouid remark here thatthe most us 
conntry of all the American nations outside of the United States, the 
country whose exports and imports are the but whose society 
is now disturbed by a false financial policy; that country which has 
shown more en and intelligence aud a better comprehension of 
industrial development than any otlier nation of this hemisphere, out- 
side of the United States and Canada, imports her sugar mainly from 
Germany and Belgium; I refer to the Argentine Republic. 

. THE RECIPROCITY NOTION, 

Now, Mr. President, let us look for a moment at this notion of rec- 
iprocity. It is not a new one, but an old one, and was adopted with 
respect to Canada in 1854, before even the Dominion of Canada had 
been organized. We established a reciprocity with the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands and attempted to make a similar treaty with Mexico, and after- 
wards with Spain in respect to Cuba and Porto Rico; and I believe 
the British Government made strenuous efforts to obtain admission of 
her sugars produced on the islands near our coast free from duty. 

Reciprocity between one nation and another means free trade. Par- 
tial reciprocity means free trade in part. Recently the International 
American Conference assembled at this Capital, where they received a 
warm welcome from the Secretary of State and were made guests of 
the nation, and were conducted on a tour throughout the northern part 
of the United States. At the conclusion of their deliberations it was 
suggested that we should establish a customs union, and I believe a 
board of arbitration, between all nations of this western hemisphere, 
including those in Central America which are now carrying on a war 
with one another. 

The President of the United States laid before the Senate, June 10, 
1890, a letter from the Secretary of State, in which the Secretary dis- 
cusses at length the subject of reciprocity with the American states 
which had been represented in the International American Conference. 
The Secretary recommended therein that the several governments rep- 
resented negotiate reciprocity treaties upon such a basis as would be 
acceptable in each case, taking into consideration the special situation, 
conditions, and interests of each country with a view of promoting their 
common welfare. 

The Secretary frankly says that the representative from the country 
to which I baye alluded, the Argentine Republic, as well as the dele- 
gres from Chili, which is perhaps the republic next in importance in 

uth America after Brazil and the Argentine Republic, stated frankly 
that they had come here because their people and government were 
ready to make whatever concessions were necessary and possible to 
increase the trade between the United Statesand theircountries. The 
President of the Argentine Republic particularly declared that the 
people of that country felt the liveliest interest in the subject and 
that he hoped that commercial relations with the United States may 
be found practicable and that the United States may find some plan 
to ote the interchange of products between the two countries, 

e Secretary urges that there should be an amendment to the tariff 
bill authorizing the President to declare ports of the United States free 
to all the produets of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which 
no export duties are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation 
shall admit to its ports, free of all national, provincial, municipal, 
and other taxes, certain of our products which it is needless to mention. 
This indeed was a free and liberal proposition of the Secretary of State 
whereby there might be established a freer interchange of the products 
of our country with those of the South American nations. I desire 
toemphasize the fact that the reciprocity proposed by the Secretary 
of State was to be established between Republics represented in the 
International American Conference which was assembled in this city 


under his auspices. 


upon the idea of a commercial reciprocity treaty wi 


The Secretary of State ts in his statement facts showing the 
present condition of trade between the United States and those Repub- 
lics to the south ot us, It will be observed that the message of the 
President of the United States in submitting the letter from the Sec- 
retary of State pro reciprocal commercial treaties between the 
United States and the other American Republics, and he takes care to 
limit his observation to the states represented in the conference. He 
Says: 

If after the Con: shall have i 
appear that, — tbe general 1 hay pong — 
powers given by law, our trade with the states rescnied in the conference 
can be enlarged upon a basis of mutual advantage, it will be promptly done. 

Here, then, we have the suggestion of the President and the Secretary 
of State to such legislation as will meet the overtures of those nations 
embraced within the circle of the American Republics which are in favor 
of closer trade relations. The invitation from the President and Sec- 
retary of State to Congress has been met by a proposition submitted by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and that proposition had scarcely 
been submitted before I saw on the face of the veteran Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN ] an expression of pain, as if he heard already an outcry 
from the husbandmen and the shepherds in his own State against the 
sacrifice of the wool they produced. 

I saw a similar expression on the countenance of the Senators from 
the Western States when it was proposed to admit the mineral ores, 
wood, copper, and beef from Spanish America. Will the Senator from 
Michigan permit copper to come into this country free? No, sir. The 
copper industry in the Northwest has been the closest and most exact- 
ing corporation and the greediest oligarchy that ever filched millions 
and millions of dollars from the toil-worn people of this country toen- 
rich their own coffers. This oligarchy seized upon the tariffand estab- 
lished prohibitory rates upon the importation of foreign copper and 
then formed a trust by which they were enabled to extort vast sums 
from the consumers of copper in the United States. They raised the 
rate at one time over 300 per cent. 

We all know very well that wool is the very foundation upon which 
any reciprocity treaty can be made with South American states. The 
Senator from Maine has presented a bill drawn on the very lines 
suggested by the President and the Secretary of State; but the amend- 
ments offered to this bill and the remarks of the Senator from Maine 
in presentingit studiously avoid any reference to those nations except 
Brazil, and the studied silence in respect of wool shows that the prop- 
osition made by the President and the Secretary of State will have no 
3 attention paid to it in the Senate than to receive a decent 

urial, 

Thus perishes even before it receives consideration, the generous, 
statesmanlike, and magnificent suggestion of the Secretary of State for 
fuil and free interchange of commodities with Mexico, Central and 
South America. It has gone down before the shepherd’s crook. It has 
received death strokes at the hands of the Senators who represent wool, 
copper, wood, and ores. It has shrunk into a proposition to apply 
tos only. That was a good way to kill it, and it has been effect- 
ually done, Its dying groans will be silenced by the clamors for reci- 
procity in sugar with Spain; that is, for areciprocity treaty without 
any reciprocity in it, a treaty that can open no markets, as I shall show, 
to our manufacturers, who are taxed for their raw material, and no 
markets to our agriculturists, because the South American States are 
our competitors, 3 

The-Plumed Knight, as I believe the Secretary of State has been 
styled, found no sympathy in this Senate and no defense even at the 
hands of his friends. We ought to take this proposition made by the 
Secretary of State and at least give it decorous obsequies. It should 
be wrapped in the choicest specimen of wool imported from the Argen- 
tine Republic and coffined in the rarest wood from Mexico, and its grave 
should be marked by a monument more lasting than brass, of the best 
copper from Chili. We shall never hear of this proposition again. 

Will Senators vote for or against the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine just as it is, framed to carry out the precise views of the Presi- 
dent and Secretary of State ? 

Even the Senator from Maine turned his back upon it and dilated 

Spain in respect 


of Cuba and Porto Rico, which countries were not included cither in 
the message of the President or the letter of the Secretary of State. 

We hear nothing from the New England Senators in favor of the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Ohio for reciprocity with Canada. ‘They will 
not sacrifice one fish in the sea, or one tree in the forest, or one single 
thing in their States to secure trade with the Canadian people. They 
propose, however, to establish a reciprocity which will cost them noth- 
ing and that will in fact notenlarge the markets for what they produce, 
but which may enlarge the Republican party. A ity treaty, 
in name, for cam purposes, to hoodwink the people and to con- 
ceal the unjust d tions and the exactions of the t tariff 


here | bill. Mr. President, the fact is that the people of South America con- 


sume very little of what we produce. The Argentine Republic is a large 
importer of sugar from Europe. Brazil does not make much 
sugar for export; we imported $6,000,000 worth lastyear only. What 
they produce chiefly in those countries is derived fromrnatural resources 


in the way of woods and ores, wool, and beef, and breadstuffs. The 
Argentine Republic itself has over one hundred millions of sheep, and 
cattle in countless numbers are raised on the broad prairies and bot- 
toms of South America at a few cents per head. 

These South American States are already our competitors for the 
European markets as to beef and breadstuffs. Itis because England ad- 
mits wool and coffee and other products of South America that she has 
control. of these markets, and getting free raw material for her manu- 
facturers, she is enabled to undersell us in those markets. The South 
American States are notespecially fitted for sugar-cane, which, as I have 
already shown, requires not only large capital, but a most complex sys- 
tem of cultivation and manufacture. They have the climate and thesoil 
for the cultivation of the sugar- cane. But the richest countries are not 
those that have the best climate and soils, The reverse is generally the 
case. The true source of wealth in a country is to be found in the con- 
stitution of its society, in the stability of its laws, and in the industry, 
frugality, intelligence, and morality of its people. Theseare the sources 
of individual and national wealth and greatness, 

Mr. President, I have observed that the notion controliing the action 
of most.of the Republican Senators is to make a reciprocity treaty with 
thesecountriessouth of us by usingthesugar industry, which is not within 
the lines of their States, as a ifice and victim, and as the price at 
which they imagine they may enlarge their markets for the commodities 
of the people of their own States, and hence they exclude these consider- 
ations of national development and national greatness which should 
impel every broad-minded American to widen the circle of our sym- 
pathies and of our commerce on generous and ample lines that would 
embrace the people not only of Canada and Mexico, but of those South 
American nations whose institutions have been modeled upon our own. 

No, sir; the p of these Senators is to sacrifice the industries of 
the people of the States beyond the borders of those that they represent 
to secure advantages for their ownStates if possible. They propose to 
declare for reciprocity, but not to adopt it. This caps the climax of 
sectionalism and selfishness. It is in perfect keeping with the policy 
which places the taxing power of this Government in the hands of mo- 
nopolies and corporations engaged in manufacturing. South American 
nations afford no markets for our agricultural products. They are our 

competitors. Our manufacturers would find market there if they would 
receive raw material from them free in exchange, as England does, es- 
pecially wool, 

But let us look a moment at the suggestion that we should establish 
a reciprocity treaty with Spain in respect to trade with Cuba and Porto 
Rico; and this recalls to my mind the treaty that was established in 
1876 with the Hawaiian Islands, That treaty was carried through the 
House of Representatives, as the honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], who sits in front of me will remember, under the cry 
that if we did not make a treaty immediately with those islands they 
would fall within the grasp of England; that the paws of the British 
lion were already resting upon them, and it was high time that the 
American eagle should beflapping his wings over them; and so we pro- 
ceeded to enter into this convention with the Hawaiian Government. 

Now what has been the result of this treaty with the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands? The American flag does not fly over Honolulu. We have ac- 
quired no deep harbor in Pearl River. British ministers have declared 
they would not receive the islandsasa gift. I submit a statement 
showing the imports and exports year by year. It appears from this 
statement that we have remitted within eleven years in tariff duties, 
that would otherwise have been placed in our Treasury, to the people 
-of the Hawaiian Islands the enormous sum of $34,000,000, while they 
have bought from us during eleven years only $32,000,000 all told. 

We have presented them, as appears from this table, as a clean-cut 
donation inter vivos, a dollar of money for every dollar's worth of goods 
that they have bought from us, and during the whole period that the 
treaty has existed we have remitted duties in excess of forty eight mill- 
ions. How long could any American merchant do business with a 
customer across the street, if he paid that customer more than one 
dollar tor every dollar’s worth of goods sold in his establishment to him? 
His credit would disappear from the instant it was known he was 
carrying on business upon that basis; and his entire capital would be 
exhausted when his stock was half sold. We are carrying on such a 


business to-day with the Hawaiian Islands; and it is proposed to ex- 


tend it to the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico on a larger scale. 

Instead of endeavoring to establish full reciprocity with the coun- 
tries that are producing something besides sugar, with a population 
and institutions and society like our own, and with a variety of prod- 
ucts, which countries would consume largely of our own products, we 
propose to limit this system of reciprocity to two small islands in 
the Gulf of Mexico; one of. which has a population of about 1,500,000 
people, and the other about 700,000, half of whom are uncivilized, ig- 
norant, and degraded, and have just emerged from the darkest slavery. 
The two together would not consume in a year as much as the people 
of Louisiana would consume in three months. 

Mr. President, it isdemonstrable that we would remit annually duties 
of not less than $30,000,000 a year, under existing laws, and transfer that 
amount from our T; to sugar producers of Porto Rico and Cuba. 


This sum would be sufficient in two or three years to buy the two islands 
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price e one fraction of a cent in the markets of the United States 
or secure for us any market Which would compensate us in any degree 
for this loss of the immense sums we would remit to them. I have 
observed that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] stated that the im- 
2 of American flour into Cuba have very largely increased, 

think he said as much as 70 per cent.; but he took good care not 
to tell us what total amount of our flour was imported for consumption’ 
in Cuba. I will give the totals. Last year there was imported into 
Cuba of American flour $1,649,295; of Spanish flour, $973,551; so 
that the total consumption in Cuba is $2,622,846, but a little over 
$2,000,000 worth.. That is the great market that the treaty is to open 
to our wheat-growers in this country and our farmers. The popula- 
tion of the island of Cuba from the Jast reports was 977,992 Spaniards; 
foreign whites, 10,622; Chinese, 43,811; negroes, 489,249. The Chinese 
and negroes, I believe, are nearly all males, 

The population of Porto Rico consists largely of negroes, 300,000 or 
more, the total being 754,000 people. Negro slavery was abolished on 
March 23, 1873, in Porto Rico, and in Cuba the declaration of eman- 
cipation by the Spanish Cortez received the royal signature February 
13, 1880; and for slavery was substituted the patronate, which was 
to continue for nine years from May 8, 1880; and this was, in effect, 
only slavery in another form. The public debt of Cuba amounted in 
August, 1889, to £37,200,000 sterling, which absorbs £1,800,000 to 
meet the annual interest. The taxes in 1880, direct and indirect, 
amounted to £500,000, to which must be added the sum of £1,600,000 
levied in local taxation by the 153 munieipalities of the island. 

There was a deficit for that year of more than 600,000 pounds, and 
the greatest difficulty has been experienced in collecting the taxes. I 
do not see how with this negro population and small importations it 
could be otherwise than mere folly to attempt to establish reciprocity 
with a people already overwhelmed with debt. . 

Mr. ISON. It was the Senator from Maine who made the state- 
ment concerning the importation of flour into Cuba. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I remember it was the Senator from Maine, I 
beg pardon; he did not state the total amount. It was stated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the time the Hawaiian treaty was under con- 
sideration that 25,000,000 pounds of sugar was all that would come 
from the Hawaiian Islands into the United States, and that the remis- 
ne of 15 a would be oe small, and that the commercial 
and politi vantages would be very great. 

Now, instead of 25,000,000 pounds, we have received during this pe- 
riod about 2,000,000,000 pounds. The consul of the United States 


at Honolulu, Mr. Morton, says that the value of property in 1875 was 


$6,496,000, and after the ratification of the treaty it went up to $7,- 
642,000 in 1879; and it went up again to $10,699,607. After the treaty 
was made in 1879 the total value of property advanced to $22,722, 066. 
Whom has that treaty benefited? Oursupremacy was complete inthe 
Hawaiian Islands before it was adopted. It has conferred no benefit 
on the natives of the Hawaiian Islands, because under the bounties to 
the sugar-producers Chinese swarmed to the cane-fields, there being to- 
day more than 18,000. 

This is couverting these islands into an asylum for Chinese, and will 
render constitutional government impossible. The treaty has not re- 
duced the price of sugar one farthing, as I have said before, for statis- 
tics show that the people of the Pacific coast have higher rates for 
sugar than the people in the interior and on the Atlantic seaport. The 
treaty has taken $48,000,000 from the Treasury of the people of the 
United States. 


It will not do to say that eo would not have been imported from - 


the Hawniian Islands because the increase of production has been owing 
to the bounty which they received under the reciprocity treaty, for the 
Hawaiian sugars have shut out other sugars from this country, espe- 
cially those of the Philippine Islands, from which we would have re- 
ceived sugars; and the only persons in the world who were benefited by 
this treaty was the syndicate that purchased largely, in anticipation of 


the treaty, of the sugar property in the islands and imported Chinese - 


and have cultivated and sold within our own country the sugar pro- 
duced at a very low cost of production, getting the benefitof the tariff 
rates of between 2 and 2} cents a pound. 

We receive from Cuba and Porto Rico about one-half of the importa- 
tion of sugar in the United States subject to tariff taxes, but the ad- 
mission of sugar from the Spanish islands will not be sufficient to re- 
duce the price of that commodity in our markets. The character of 
the population and the climate and the pursuits show that these islands 
will offer no markets for the products of our own country. Why, then, 
should we embark on this narrow system of reciprocity that holds out 
no inducement for the enterprise of our own countrymen? LIobserve 
that the reciprocity is to be established, not by treaties made by the 
President to be ratified by the Senate and concurred in by the House, 
where the revenue power resides, but that this amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] reads as follows: 


And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 
legislation, to declare ne poris of the United States free and open to all the prod- 
ucts of any nation of the erican hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as nation shall admit to its ports, free 
of all national, provincial (State), municipal. and other taxes, flour, 


from Spain, if that were desirable, and such a treaty would not reduce the 


- 
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readstuffs, preserved meats, vegetabl ts, cotton-seed 
5 other provisions, a ell stolen 2 . furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, ralimplements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 
rail cars and supplies, street- cars. refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that all revenue bills 
shall originate in the House and that they may be amended in the Sen- 
ate; but here is a distinct proposition which if adopted will be tanta- 
mount to an abdication on the of Congress and a voluntary trans- 
fer of this important constitutional function to the discretion of the 
Executive. 

The proposition from the executive department was that Congress 
should put these duties on and, if satisfactory reciprocal arrangements 
could be made, the Executive should be authorized to take the duties 
off; whereas the pending amendment pro to take off the duties 
and leaveit to the discretion of the President to say whether they should 
be put on or not. s 
do not believe for one moment that the Executive will agree to as- 
sume such a eee respect to the commerce and trade of the 
pee of this country with other nations. I doubt very much whether 
such an exercise of jurisdiction over the business pursuits of the coun- 
try would be constitutional. Surely, it is plainly inexpedient. Great 

tions might be induced in the staple commodities, based upon 

action of the Executive, who, of course, would be ng party to them, 
but the very apprehension of this course or that on its part, arising 
from the apprehension that might be held of its views of public pol- 
icy, would create hesitation, doubt, disturbance in the business pur- 
suits of the people, and necessarily throw the whole trade in the arti- 
cles mentioned into confusion. Such an engagement on the part of the 
Executive would create an obligation in the nature of a contract 
which would be binding upon this country, and in the event of any 
crisis in our revenues, or any complications with foreign countries, we 
should find ourselves bound hand and foot and virtually handicapped. 

I think, Mr. President, that in the end it will be found out by the 
manufacturers of New England that they have made a great mistake 
in — this tariff bill, of which their leading statesman, Mr. 
Blaine, has declared that there is not a section or line in the entire bill 
that will open a market for another barrel of pork or another bushel of 
wheat. He has the sagacity to foresee that this high protective system 
is handicapping New England, and that there are already evidences of 
decay in some of the pursuits of her people that foreshadows the loss of 
the position she now holds. He very properly stated the other day that 
what the people of this country needed was not more protection, but 
more markets for their products; and I can say to him that what our 
farmers need is markets for their commodities, and the only possible 
way, so far as I can see, of establishing a freer trade and larger market 
is by revising the tariff upon the basis of a reduction, and not of an in- 
crease of rates, 

Why, sir, our chief market is in Great Britain, and our prod uction 
of wheat, corn, and cotton comes into competition in that market with 
the Argentine Republic and with the states of South America, India, 
and Egypt; and weare about to adopta tariff bill the effect of which 
is to place greater restrictions upon the commodities that we import 
from Great Britain and to greatly contract the markets there against 
our farmers. We send not more than twelve million dollars of agri- 
cultural products to Mexico, Central, and South America, while we ex- 

rt not less than three hundred millions of such products to the United 
Kingdom, which, with one-half of our population, but under a more 
liberal commercial policy, had last year exports and imports of mer- 
chandise amounting in value to $3,604,981,286, as against a total of 
exports and imports of merchandise and specie of the United States, 
under a more restrictive policy, that amounted to $1,487,533,027, or a 
little over one-third of those of the United Kingdom. 

I do not pretend to be a better friend of New England than the Sen- 
ators who so ee represent her Commonwealths, but I confess, sir, 
I have some remem 
Connecticut that would lead me to do anything that I could consist- 
ently with my views of duty as a public man to aid in the develop- 
ment and prosperity of the New England States; and may I not vent- 
ure to say that what New England needs is not higher tariff rates and 
larger bounties, but free raw material? I believe that if she possessed 
free raw material, with her intelligence, inventive faculties, and won- 
derful energy, and accumulated capital, she could compete with Eng- 
land or any other nation in the world in respect to manufactures, 

It is strange to me that she does not adopt a policy in keeping with 
the self-reliance, independence, and moral and intellectual force which 
have been unexcelled in the industrial history of this age. Without 
coal, iron, wool, cotton, or leather she has stretched her hands beyond 
her borders and brought them within the circle of her energies and 
her capacities, and fashioned them into forms of utility and beauty, 
and developed a material progress, as I have said betore, which is with- 
Why should she not now depend upon herself, and not 


out a parallel. 

upon bounties which are taken from the earnings of the people of 

orn „ try, j largely in 
ere is no part of this coun in my judgment, so y inter- 

ested in free coal, free wool, free iron ore, or a. fies tow tea: 


rances especially dear to me of the old State of 


terial, as the people of the New England States. Instead of clamoring for 
compensatory duties, if she adopted a policy of tariff forrevenue, with 
incidental protection,“ based upon the ideas of the Walker tariff, with 
some modifications to accord with the changed conditions of manufact- 
ures and trade, I believe she would bound forward in the race for in- 
dustrial supremacy. A tariff framed on principles of equal justice to 
all industries and to all sections would tend to deplete the cities and 
restore the urban population to the country; to build up agriculture 
and to lift up country life and endow it with the profits, and the 
dignity, and the comforts, and the surroundings that culture and wealth 
bring, 
Hyni tend to remove the concentration of wealth as well as pop- 
ulation from the commercial centers, which creates a class of se: 
greedy, and I was going to say uncultured millionaires, who contrib- 
ute little to those virtues that constitute the greatness of our coun- 
try, who set up false maxims and false standards of manners and mor- 
als and of private and public conduct, 


APPENDIX. 
Beet-sugar production for certain periods, 
From Sugar and the Tariff, by J. Alex, Lindquist.} 


The following table shows the production of beet-root sugar by periods of 
five years, 


j 


Ausra. | All other 


countries, Total. 


| l 
| France. | Germany. 


| Gross tons. | Gross lons. | Gross tons. 


The decrease in France in the five years from 1839 to 1544 was due to the heavy 
taxation imposed at the demands of the colonies. By 1564 Germany bad taken 
the lead, which she still holds, while Austria was then third, but is now the 
second bect-sugar country, France having dropped to fourth place, after Russia, 


Beel-root-sugar production, by countries. 
| 1889-*90. 


Countries. 


| 
| 
| 


2, 785, 844 


828,000 | 5,089, 844 | 4,946, 990 | 5, 006, 756 | _ 4,589, 923 


Thus the production Of sugar has increased nearly 200 per cent. since 1864. 
Cane-sugar production from 1860 to 1864, 


{ 
| 1860, | 1361, 1362, | 1863. | 1864, 
| 
i j — E 2 . 
Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons. Gross tons. | Gross ions. 
Java and Madura ... 8 22, Ç i 25.287 139, 759 
Surmaine . . . 0000. 16, 688 15, 877 16, 388 13, 683 10, 220 
447, 349 465,585 525, 230 „ 860 575, 

63,000 60,000 82, 000 83,151 61,235 
57,000 67,000 68, 000 63,000 61, 590 
56, 927 176,000 118, 000 238, 280 237,898 
110, 848 135, 612 111, 673 158, 209 121,792 
43, 645 42, 928 35, 966 13, 894 — — 
1, 236 776 853 1,317 4,221 
30, 437 83, 234 31.215 28,444 26,517 
Barbad 30,356 45, 055 31,611 29, 583 25, 927 
Trinidad. 30, 288 30, 859 41, 307 37,421 34,554 
English Guiana ...... 43,539 50, 43 45,496 53,974 51,791 
Australia... 2, 687 4, 157 5, 057 2,988 3,137 
Louisiana. 110, 920 114, 377 229,705 | No data, 3, 337 
Martinique. 32, 954 31, 837 $2, 101 30, 459 24, 161 
Guadeloupe 28, 800 27,816 31.313 30, 266 15, 906 
Réunion 65, 878 72,142 54, 568 65, 616 35, 913 
Cayenne 1 = 249 - 420 516 
t. 520 631 588 3⁴¹ 102 


— 1,291,316 | 1,496,264 | 1,601,226 | 1,486,193 | 1,433, 644 
Cane-sugar production from 1885 fo 1890. 
Countries. 1889-90. | 1888-89. | 188788. 1886~-'s7. | Lasi-'26, 

Gross tons, | Gross tons. | Gross tons. | Gross tons, | Gross tons. 

600, 000 530, 000 610, 000 608, 900 705, 400 

70, 000 55, 000 60, 000 86,000 „000 

60,000 60, 000. 60,000 69, 000 40, 200 

60, 000 50, 000 60, 000 65, 000 44,000 


Se 
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Cane-sugar production from 1885 to 1890—Continued. 


Countries. 1889-'90, | 1888-89. 1887 88 188087. 1888-88. 

F Grosa tons, | Gross Gross tons. Gross tons. Gross tons, 
Jamaica . 00.c0n008 20,000 28. „ A, 17,000 
Antigua and St. 

Kitt's. 28.000 25,000 26,000 25,000 25,000 
40, 000 38, 000 29.000 41,000 33, 000 

50, 000 45, 000 50, 000 55,000 37,000 

125, 000 108, 000 120, 000 135, 000 111,800 

30, 000 25, 000 82. 000 32,000 35, 000 

125, 000 132,000 120, 000 101, 800 114, 200 

310, 000 364,000 396, 000 363, 950 365, 959 

60,000 60,000 55, 000 50, 000 50,000 

150, 000 220, 000 320, 000 260, 000 186, 000 

180,000 210, 000 174,000 180, 000 186, 000 

125; 000 145,000 | 158.000 900 127, 900 

* 30, 000 30,000 30,000 26, 000 27,000 
. > e 35,000 35, 000 35, 000 50,000 65, 000 
Sandwich Islands ... 120,000 120, 000 100, 000 95, _ 96,500 
Totali 2,228,000 | 2,254,000 | 2,465,000) 2,345,550 2,339, 950 


THE BOUNTY SYSTEMS IN EUROPE. 
{From Sugar and the Tariff. By J. Alex. Lindquist.] 
THE FRENCH SYSTEM. 
On the 4th of INIER the new French sugar taxes went into effect. Pre- 


vious to that time unties were much larger than they now are. France 
levies an excise tax upon beets as they enter the man (which is there a 
bonded warehouse) on the basis of a sugar content of 7.75 cent. The tax is 
60 francs per 100 kilograms of sugar, or 5} cents per But beets contain 


over 7.75 per cent. of sugar, and on this excess there is a tax of 20 francs per 100 
ms of sugar, or 1} cents per pound; 12.9 tons of beets, according to the 
0 estimate, yield 1 ton of sugar, taxed at 5} cents per pound, or 8117.00 


r ton. . 
Rut 12.9 tons of beets 7 3,034.64 pounds of sugar, 791.64 pounds of which, 
being the excess in yield over the official estimate, paya 1} cents per pound, or 
$13.90. The sugar-manufacturer, therefore, pays to the Government 4} cents per 
cone excise tax, ee ee Ero ony te the export of a ton of sugar 


h duty on imports, are able to charge consumers the natural price pas 
ied eto 


The French omen of beet-root s 
518.5 tons of w 
$45,307,417. The bounty on production is $20.54 per ton, or $9,587,394, the present 
in France tothe producers of it. But of the 


THE GERMAN SYSTEM. 


In Germany the system of taxes and bounties is different. France imposes 
a single excise tax, which, for all practical purposes, is levied on the tonnage of 
beets going to the sugar factories, Germany also taxes beets as they goto the 
factory, but she imposes an additional tax on sugar as it enters into consump- 
tion. On a ton of raw beets the excise or, as it is called, the material” tax is 
$1.93; on sugar as it leaves the factory for consumption, the tax (called the tax 
on consumption“) fs $29,017 per ton. The average yield of beets in Germany 
is 12 per cent., so that the sum of the material“ and consumption taxes 
amounts to $45.097 per ton of sugar. 

Sugar that is — —.— pays only the material tax, which amounts to $16.08 
per 57 en so exported, the Government pays a drawback of 820.23, 
ora ty of $4.15 per gross ton. On refined sugar the bounty is, of course, 
larger. Asin France, so in Germany, raw-s manufacturers exact the bounty 
on all the su; produced, whether expo or retained for home consumption. 

The following table shows the amount of taxes and bounties according to the 
German treasury reports previous to the in 1888 of the present taxes 
and bounties. Imports and exports of refined sugar are reduced to their eqniy- 
alent of raw sugar. 


t ` Per cent. Domestic 
Campaign, — Imports. | Exports. export. tax: 

[cee | 
G. tons. Í 

279, 433 50.7 | $24, 077, 024 

309, 458 51.9 | 23, 883,576 

465, 1) 56.3 | 33,309,158 

586, 431 63.0 | 33,960,240 

663, 59.7 | 39,613,437 

492,442 61.5 | 26,923,766 

66.7 | 31,228,791 


Per cut Draw- 
Import | Drawback Tax per 
1 5 of total back 
duties, | on export. income ton. | per ton. 


The bounties as now paid under the law of 188$ will probably not exceed 
$4,000,000 per year. 


XXI——597 


THE AUSTRIAN SYSTEM. 


Germany’s bounty system became im tin 1869, In the same year Aus 
tria to encourage the 88 o by bounties, - Tho bounties in- 
so fast that in 1875 and FG, while the s taxes yielded a revenue of 
$3,716,289, the sugar bounties amounted to $3,770,250, or $53,961 more than the 
revenue, 

At present, Austria has a sine excise tax upon sugar, as it enters inte con- 
the refinery, of $26.60 per ton. 

On exports the domestic tax is remitted and a direct bounty is paid of $6.30 per 
ton, and on refined of $9.04 per ton. But the amount of money which can be 
paid in bounties is limited to $1,930,000, so that only 300,000 tons of raw or 213,- 
000 tons of refined could receive the bounty; but this it will be seen amountsto 
nearly one-half of Austria’s annual prod on, The amount which can avail 
itself of the bounty being so large, the producers of raw and refined sugar are 
able, with the assistance of the protective import duties, to charge consumers 
the natural price plus the bounty, 


OTHER EUROPEAN SYSTEMS. 


The bounties of Belgium and Holland are similar to those of France. Both 
countries levy excise taxes on an estimate of sugar content, which official esti- 
mate is lower than the actual, so that when the drawback is paid on the sugar 
which is exported, it amounts to more A og pound than the tax. “ue 

— en ee 3 si d industry, 
sugar, and by so sugar A 
Since then she has abolished t the payment of bounties, except on sugar exported 

one time Russia's export 


DOMESTIC SUGAR. 
[From the Statistical Abstract of the United States.] 


No. 130.—Quantity of sugar produced in Louisiana, imported into and exporled 
rom the United States, with the annual average sp: rates of duty and amounts 
of duty collected on, and cost per pound of, imported sugar, for each year from 
1851 fo 1889, inclusive, 


fear Nr 

end- Production | 

A ; Average 

June! Ciana. | Quantity of cost per 
dutiable, collected 


f 
1 

| i coun! * 
5 — 230 Orne 4098.8 70 02 0 28825 
2 257,138,000 457,511,093 84.178, 788.50 211 12,071.77 
883. 388,129,000 404. 402" 286 50 4. 250,501.10 3.18 | 24,809,082 
488. 158, 000 435, 928, 585 -86 | 3.481. 423. 80 2.89 | 61,897,740 
| 385,227,000 | 478, 809, S47 -90 | 3, 981, 921.90 3.02 | 44,876,018 
— 254,569,000 | 545, 226, 430 1.22 | 6,385, 974. 90 4.08 | 32,612,090 
81.873.000 776, 984, 262 1.64 | 12, 477,020.10 5.45 | 20,070,048 
| 307,666,700 | 519.200, 387 1,02 | 4, 550, 639. 28 4.26 | 82,107,244 
‘=| 414,796,000 | 655,846,362 1.09 | 6,797,879. 28 4.55 | 40, 166, 325 
1860. | 255,115,750 | 694, 838, 197 1.08 | 6,941,559. 12 4.38 | 38,476,823 
1861 265, 063,000 809, 749, 958 -7 | 6,511, 251. 19 3.68 | 86,913,641 
1862 | 523'321,500 | 557,738, 382 1.78 11,624. 493. 64 3.66} 26,907,117 
1863 .. 005 518, 594, 861 2.53 | 11, 118, 544.38 3.63 | 19,748,856 
1884. $1,500,000 | - 632, 230, 47 2.54 | 14, 301, 234. 65 4.68 | 29, 343, 689 
10,800,000 | 651, 986, 494 3.05 | 17, 642, 958, 88 4.89 | 32, 635, 280 
19.900. 000 | 1, 000, 055, 024 3.08 | 27, 312, 967. 65 4.02 | 13,027,910 
42° 900,000 | 849,054. 006 3.04 | 28, 570, 492. 23 4.09 | 20, 340, 676 
41, 400; 000 | 1, 121, 189, 415 3.04 | 30, 447, 970, 89 4.33 | 18, 329, 940 
95,051,225 | 1, 247, $33, 430 3.04 | 30, 923) 907. 06 4.74 | 20,995, 912 
99, 452, 940 | 1, 196,773, 569 3.03 | 36,819, 041. 26 4.95 | 22; 760. 904 
168, 873, 592 | 1, 277, 473, 653 2.50 | 90,751, 497. 4 4.94 | 14,203. 714 
146, 906, 125 | 1,509, 185, 674 2.04 | 28, 865, 447.02 5.87 | 16,598, 822 
125, 346, 493 | 1,568, 304, 592 2.01 | 29, 832, 579.43 5.85 34,010. 402 
103. 241, 119 | 1,701, 297, 869 1.98 | 32,491, 318.70 4.95 | 29,442,750 
131.50, 691 | 1, 797, 509, 990 2.10 | $4, 650, 034. 66 4.35 | 35,350,785 
1683. 418,070 | 1, 493, 977, 472 2.38 | 39, 439, 417.55 4.04 | 67,730,198 
"| 190, 672; 570 | 1, 654,556, 831 2,34 | 35,268, 204. 48 4.91 | 42,872, 675 
147, 101.941 1,537, 451, 934 2.33 | 87,076, 426.96 5.06 | 50,109,065 
239. 478,753 | 1,834, 365,836 | 2.32 | 38,065, 803.76 4.10 | 82,741,564 
198, 962, 278 | 1,829, 291, 684 2.44 | 39,739, 306, 49 4.18 | 40, 640,206 
272, 982, 899 | 1, 946, 745, 205 2.4 | 46,818,073. 49 4.41 | 81,980,791 
159, 874,950 | 1,990, 152, 374 2°44 | 46,711,795. 14 4.41] 19,436,376 
303, 066, 258 | 2, 137, 667, 865 2,31 | 44,591, 448. 98 4.37 | 30,550,506 
287,712, 230 | 2.756, 416, 896 1.95 | 47,500,749, 79 3.61 | 85,532,916 
211) 402) 963 | 2,717, 884, 653 1.97 | 50,885, 915. 89 2.67 | 258, 163; 890 
236, 626,486 | 2, 689, 881, 765 2.00 | 50, 265, 538, 24 2.84 | 175, 836, 220 
181, 123; 872 | 3, 136, 443,240 1.80 | 56,507, 495.57 2.50 204.241, 157 
“| 353, 855, 877 | 2, 700, 284, 282 2.01 | 50, 647,014.17 2.75 | 60, 399, 406 
‘| 324,526,781 | 2,762, 202, 967 2.08 | 54, 896, 437.38 3.21 19,751,597 


aConsist almost entirely of sugar refined from imported sugar. 
No data. 
Trade with the Hawaiian Islands from 1879 lo 1889, eleven years. 
5 


Imports of r into United States 
Exports from United States. 


Balance of trade against United States . eee 10, 484, 880 
Number of pounds sugar im in above period. .. 1 ·&ł 1, 578, 065, 643 
Which at 25 cents per pound duty equals 834.109, 755 
Excess of duties remitted over exports. 1, 491, 829 


The duties remitted for the whole period of the treaty, from 1877 to are 
estimated at $48,802.392.82, and the total excess of duties over total value of the 
importations from the United States into the Hawaiian Islands, under the treaty - 
is estimated at $13,031 591.82. 


Rj 
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Trade of United States with Hawaiian Islands.—Merchandise exported from United 
cance Hawaiian Islands and énported from Hawaiian Islands for years 1876 to 


[See Statistical Abstract, page G. 


| 

Total exports, | 
2 Total Total ex- 

Year. jomestic, to : | ports an 
| Hawaiian Impaa imports. 

| Islands, i 
1876...» | $769, 662 $1, 376, 681 $2, 146,343 
7 1.272, 949 2,550,335 3,823,284 
1878... 1,736,099 25 678, 830 4, 414, 929 
1879. 1,374, 918 3, 257, 938 5, 632, 856 
1880. 2,086, 170 4, 006, 444 6, 692, 614 
1881. 2,778, 072 | 5, 533, 000 8.811.072 
1882 3,350,775 7, 646, 294 10, 997, 069 
1883. 3,776, 065 8,238, 461 12, 014, 526 
1884 8,523,353 7. 925,965 11, 449, 318 
1885. 2.787, 2 8.857, 497 11.645. 419 
1880. 3, 192, 698 9, 805, 707 12, 998, 405 
1887. 3,622,029 9,922,075 | 13, 544, 104 
1888.. — 3,085, 203 11, 060, 377 | M, 145, 582 
—— ̃˙— uü—— aicncs proces arb asese 3,375, 661 12,87. 740 | 16, 223, 401 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I desire on this occasion to say 
something in regard to the subject of reciprocity, and T intend, unless 
drawn away from it by the fashionable mode of interrogating Senators 


pecessary : 
or to one particular nation, with a view to promote kindly intercourse | 
and commercial exchanges. Therefore, several times in our history | 
we have had reciprocity treaties, as they are called; butas a rule they 

have turned out badly. | 

We had two treaties with Canada at different times. They segel, 
however, fair and just, and I believe the general results of those treaties | 
were beneficial to both countries. But that was not the opinion of the 
23 of the United States; that was not the judgment of Congress. 

, after running a short time, each of them was abandoned and set 
aside, after due notice given to the authorities controlling the Canadian 
Dominion; that is, the authorities of Great Britain. 

So, more recently, we had a treaty of reciprocity with Hawaii, and 
no country, in my belief, ever made so foolish a treaty as that. There 
probably is not in the history of the human race a contract so one- 

so absurd, and so iadefensible as that which allowed all su 
and other productions from the Hawaiian Islands to enter into thi 
country free of duty, with the pledge that Hawaii would give us cer- 
tain reciprocal advantages in the way of admission there of our hard- 


ware, cutlery, agricultural implements, ete. 


| planters of the Sandwich 


Mr. REAGAN, And to buy lumber from us. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And to buy lumber from us. 

The result has been that we have yielded to the Hawaiian Islands 
$48,000,000, not $36,000, 000, as my friend from Louisiana[ Mr. Grenson} 
stated, but $48,000,000 up to the Istof July last, according to the re- 
ports of the Statistical Bureau, There may be other statements, but 
that is the fact. Indeed, that ty cost us $48,000,000. We got no 
advantages from it, and our exportations to those islands did notlargely 
increase, so that actually the amount of money surrendered by us was 
far greater than the aggregate exportations of any and all our people 
combined to Hawaii. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have been giving that question some examination 
in the last few days, and if the Senator from Ohio is not making a 
spore for publication I would like to inject the result of my examina- 

on. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I yield for that. 

Mr. DOLPH. The treaty with the Sandwich Islands went into effect 
in 1876 or 1877. I find that our imports in 1868 were $1,096,101; that 
they amounted in 1876, before the treaty went into effect, to only 
$1,154,348; that immediately, in the next year, after the treaty went 
into effect, they increased to $2,277,354, and continued to increase un- 
til in 1889 they amounted to $12,588,593. They were a little less 
during the last fiscal year, amounting to $12,058,557. 

Mr. HOAR. How much sugar was imported? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam coming to that ina moment. The amount of 
duty remitted under that treaty for the first year after the treaty was 
81,064. 225, and during the year (1889) it amounted to $5,452,381.97. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the aggregate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Forty-eight million nine hundred and two thousand 
three hundred and ninety-two dollars and eighty-two cents. 

Now I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the magnitude of 
the remissions of duty. ‘Lhe excess of the total remissions of duty un- 
der the treaty over the amountof the imports under the treaty is $13, - 
031,591.82. In other words, we could have given to the Hawaiian 
Government all the imports that we have made to that country and then 
paid it u bonus of over $13,000,000, if we had charged the ordinary 
duties npon sugar, rice, and other articles admitted duty free under 
the treaty. 

If this treaty stands five years more we will have given to the sugar 
Islands, and the sugar kings of San Fran- 
cisco enongh money to construct and put in operation the Nicaraguan 
canal. We have already given them enough in remissions of duty to 
have paid them between $11 and $12 for every acre of land in the 
Kingdom of Hawaii, there being but 4,355,000 acres in the kingdom, and 
out of that there is but a small portion that can be cultivated. It is 
a volcanic country, the pawr portion of it mountainous, with 
a small rim of level land around the principal is and only part 
of this can be cultivated. 

I estimate the amount of land which can be cultivated at 500,000 
acres, and we could have paid $100 an acre for every acre of agricult- 
ural land in the Kingdom of Hawaii with the duties that we have re- 
mitted under that treaty. 

With the permission of the Senator from Ohio I will put into the 
RECORD tabulated statements of the value of our imports from Hawaii 
for several years, and of our exports to Hawaii for several years prior 
to the treaty, subsequent to the treaty, the amounts and value of sugar 
and molasses imported, and the remissions of duty. 

The statements referred to are as follows: 


Statement showing the quantities and values of molasses and brown sugar imported from the Hawatian Islands and entered for consumption in the 
United Statea, also the estimated amounts of duty remitted from 1877 to 1889, inclusive. 


[Free of duty under reciprocity treaty, act of Congress approved August 15, 1876, which went into effect September 9, 1878. 


Sugar, Dutch standard in color. 
— a raetal | | Estimated 
SPA duties 


Molasses. 8 | $ garand 
Above No.7 and not Above No. 10 and not Above No, 13 and not Above No. ig and no Total molasses, remitted. a 
ve No. 10. above No. 13. above No. 16. above No. 20. z l 

Gallons. | Pounds. Pounds. Pounds. Pounds, | Pounds. 
133, 072 509 $714, 490 | 10,183,556 | $737,525 | 5,186,406 | 303 | 30, 642,081 108, 473 2, 131,982 | $986,475.30 
87,534 | 14,449 757. 784 12, 227,780 965,550 4, 897,345 j 891,224 | 30,368,328 | 2,274,430 | 2,288,879 989. 602, 02 
98,112 | 14,936 1,099,164 | 15, 670,564 | 1,118, 118 | 1,282,673 | 92,061 | 41,693,069 | 2,811,193 | 2,826,129 | 1, 266, 554.77 
111,950 | 19,835 1, 892, 737 | 23, 868,886 | 1,689,061 | 1,477,493 | 103,059 | 61,556,324 | 4,135,487 | 4,155,322 | 1,881,563, 44 
198, 887 35,087 1.774.852 | 43,049, 613 | 2,865, 302 . ., 76,909, 207 | 4,927, 02L | 4,962058 | 2,427, 777. 57 
1882... 152, 700 | 25, 256 3, 416,318 | 44,973,293 | 3,026,298 | 4,027,380 | 595 | 106,181,858 | 6,918,084 | 6,943,340 | 3,314, 933. 90 
238,778 | 37,493 3,553, 651 | 60,921,114 | 3,385,194 | 2,234,111 | 157,606 | 114, 132, 670 | 7,340,033 | 7,377,526 | 3,554, 139.96 
1884 ..... 163, 347 | 22,964 4,287,730 | 44,993,790 | 2,702,792 | 1,905,297 | 117,770 | 125,148,680 | 7, 108, 202 | 7,131, 256 | 2,959, 913.39 
5 71,649 | 9,054 |. 5,490,517 | 52,193,920 | 2,654,762 | 1,093,257 52, 865 | 169, 652,783 | 8,198,144 | 8, 207,198 | 3, 937, 947.32 
1880. . 61,127 [| 7,786 6, 275, 442 | 57, 331, 700 | 2,856, 511 762,932 3A, 873 733,175 | 9,166,826 | 9,174,612 | 4,435, 091.90 
1887......| 113,574 | 14. 712 . 6,535, 021 | 60,740,925 | 2,713, 232 571 7,093 290, 885 9, 255, 351 | 9,270,063 5, 016, 330.71 
1888. 52,582 | 6,417 9, 119,899 | 25,402,978 1. 140,149 |. pet 540, 513 10, 260, 048 10, 266,465 | 5,007, 200. 92 
1889. 48,140 | 6. 148 11,641,490 | 7,879, 472 437,028 |. 321. 683 12.078. 518 |12, 084, 666 | 5, 210, 049.55 
1800......| 81,443 | 9,314 |.. 11,139,862 | 6,782,673 | 409,966 |. 457,011 (11, 649, B28 [11,559,142 4,761,746. 35 
oe Se = a ey ae 5 appraiser an — e ney 8 
sugar brough' that port ing fiscal years 1884 and 1885 would average a ve 03 degrees, The estimated duty remitted therefore, since 1883, 

valent of the polariscopic test above indicated. 
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Statement showing the total values of free and dutiable merchandise imported from the Hawaiian Islands into the United States, distinguishing the total 
vac of articles named in the reciprocity treaty, together with the estimated amounts of duty remitted under the provisions of the treaty, from 1868 
to 1889, inclusive. 


Value of articles made free by the treaty. - 


Year ending June 30— ‘otalimports, 


Under the 
Other free 
reciprocity 
treaty. articles, 


1868 ... 359 $0,359; $1,183,041 | $1,189,400 
1869 705 7,705 | 1,281,079 1, 288) 784 

1870 - 469 7.40 1,127,254 1,134,723 

1871 442 $2'442| 1. 110 802 1.143.244 

1872 — 636 52,696 | 1,228, 197 1, 280, 833 

1873.. ted 715 136, 1,088, 286 1) 275, 061 r 
1874. 55 176, 818 176,818 810, 134 985; 952 : 
1875. E 68.771 168.771 1.058, 420 1,227,191 k : 
1876 | stk 192.071 192.071 1,184,610 1.276.681 ESR ; 
1877 $2, 277,354 108,012 | 2.888, 266 164,900} -2,550,335 |... $2,277, 354 | $1, 064, 225.00 
1878. 2,522, 254 119,374 | 241,028 37,202 2) 678, $30 2522,51 1,029.81. 00 
1879. 3, 112, 433 131,500 3 244.988 18, 950 3, 257, 988 3,112,438 | 1,387, 830. 00 
1380 | 4,464, 463 101,455 | 4,565,918 40,526 4.804.444 4,464,463 | - 2009, 000.00 
1881 5,373, 077 144,660 | 5.517.787 15, 263 5,533, 000 5,378,077 | 2.604, 776, 00 
1832, 7,475,453 146,237 | 7,621,690 24,604 7,646, 294 |.. 7,475,453 | 3.539, 293. 00 
1883 |... 8, 029, 848 166,089 | . 195,937 12.524 8.2401 8,029,848 | 4,279,075. 00 ` 
1884 . 7, 690, 216 209,784 | 7,900,000 25.905 7, 925, 965 7,690,216 | 3, 307,270.00 ° 
1885 8,611,936 205,131 | 8817, 067 40, 430 8, 857, 497 8,611,936 | 4.103, 775.00 
1880 9,536, 179 205,745 | 9,741, 924 63, 783 9, 805, 707 9,536,179 | 4,590, 232.15 
1887 9, 654, 043 233,841 | 9,892,889 29, 186 9,922,075 |.. 9,654,018 | 5, 224,813. 96 
-E paa] me Bew) Ral Be parei Parmo 
18800 12, 058, 557 2 à 7 12,088,557 5,003, 415,12 


a The collector of customs at San Francisco, under date of . 1886, forwards the statement of his appraiser that the polariscopic test of the Hawaiian 
sugar brought into that during the fiscal years 1884 and 1885 would average a little avora 00 chases. he estimated duty remitted has therefore been, 
since 1883, computed at 2.12 cents per pound, which is the equivalent of the polariscopic test above indicated, 


| 


Statement showing the quantities and values of molasses and brown sugar imported from the Hawaiian Islands into the United States from 1868 to 1876, 
inclusive. 


Sugar—Dutch standard in color. 


Total value 
c iS and | Aliovs Wo inend N e 
ao. 0. 
An not above No. 12. not above No. 15. | not above No. 20. Total. 
5 2 e 1, 888 | 14,241,062 | 9056, s $1,014,961 
eee eee eee e 1.087,43 1,128,569 
% „ 2475 
923, 441 944.800 
984, 824 945, 336 
740.786 | `- 757.983 
938, 676 947. 637 
1,057,987 | 1, 061.052 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from Wiscon- | Statement showing the annual average prices of sugar, ele. Continued. 
sin [Mr. Srooxxn], the result has not been beneficial to the people of üũ„ —ĩ]é4?a«·j᷑ i mm. 
the United States, or even to those of the Pacific coast, for many years 
after the treaty was made sugar was from 1 to 2 cents a pound dearer 
in San Francisco than in the East. 1 will also insert a table showing 
the prices of sugar in San Francisco, with the like permission of the 
Senator from Ohio, found on page 37 of the document that I hold in 
my hand, issued from the Treasury Department, showing the prices of 
Hawaiian sugar and Cuban refined sugar in the United States during 
tha: 


t period. 
_ The following is the table referred to: 
Statement showing the annual average prices of sugar in New York and 
San Francisco during each year ending December 31, from 1870 to.1889, 
inclusive. 


refining, 


Cts. per Ib. Cts. per Ib. | Cts. per Ib. | Cls.per b. 
1 5 


New York. San Francisco. 


a 
288888 
* 
2 
22 28888 
, 


aNo data. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the general result ? 
Mr. DOLPH. The general result is that the price of Hawaiian sugar * 
has been from 1 to 2 cents higher at San than the best grade 
ot Cuban sugar imported into the United States. . 
Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Ohio also allow me to insert 7 
a table I have at this t? 
o 6 Mr. SHERMAN, ly. 
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Mr. GIBSON. I present this table: 
Hawaiian Isiands, from 1878 ta 1889, eleven years. 


Imports of sugar into United Stat 
Tosa from United States 


Balance of trade against United States 


Number of pounds sugar imported in above period — 1,577, 085, 843 
Which at canta per pound duty equals "$34, 169, 755 
Excess of duties remitted over exports... .i. sses.» 1, 491, 829 


Trade of United States with Hawaiian Islands.— Merchandise exported from 
United States to Hawaiian Islands and imported from Hawaiian Islands 
Jor years 1876 to 1889. 


| Total exports, | 


foreign and Total | Total 
Year, | domestic, to Ris exports and 
| “Hawaiian | i™ports. | “imports, 
Islands | | 
— — = x Os Sel Prt wi ea | at mst 
769, 662 | $1,376, 681 82, 146, 343 
1.272, 919 2.530, 335 3.823.284 
1,736,099 | 2, 678. 830 4, 414, 929 
1,374, 918 3, 237, 933 5, 632, 856 
2.088. 170 4,606, 444 6, 692, 614 
2,778, 072 5,533, 000 8,311,072 
3,350,775 | 7, 646, 294 10, 997, 069 
3,776,065 | 8,239, 401 12,014,526 
2,523,353 | 7,925,965 11,449,318 
2,787, 922 | 8, 857,497 11,645,419 
3, 192. 698 9, 805, 707 12, 998, 405 
3, 622,029 | 9,922, 075 13, 544, 104 
3,085,203 | 11, 000, 37 1.145, 582 
3,375,661 | 12, 847, 740 | 16,223, 401 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, that is leaving out of the question the 
most important consideration of all. It is leaving out all political 
considerations whatever. The United States had better have paid 
$100,000,0C0 than to have had the Hawaiian Islands fall into the 
hands of England or Germany or Spain. We could not afford for any 
amount of money to bave either of those countries take the Sandwich 
Islands, in view of the commerce we cre likely to have in the Pacific 
Ocean in the next fifty years. 

Mr.SHERMAN. ‘That is neither here nor there, Mr. President. If 
the Government of the United States had appropriated about a million 
dollars, and bought up the Sandwich Islands, king, queen,and all the 
royal family, in that way it could have got control. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, let us go on. I only introduce that as an evi- 
dence of, sometimes, the bad results of a reciprocity treaty. We also 
made another treaty. On the 20th day of January, 1883, we made a 
treaty with Mexico, which I have before me. The treaty, I thought, 
was a very excellent one, containing many stipulations in favor of re- 
ciprocal relations, and providing for the immediate importation there 
of a great body of articles manufactured in this country. 

It was approved, I think, by the unanimous vote of the Senate; at 
any rate, it was approved by the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ratified by two-thirds of the Senate of the United States, It was sent 
to the House of Representatives because it changed the revenue laws, 
and it therefore became necessary to send it to the House. Indeed, 
the language of the treaty itself provided that itshould not take effect 
until the Congress of the United States should by law make the neces- 

changes in our revenue laws. As I say, it was sent to the House 
of Representatives three or four years ago, was there considered dur- 
ing the whole of the Congress when the House was largely Democratic, 
and it did not receive the sanction of the House. The result is that 
the treaty never took effect. 

The House of Representatives, where this modification of the tariff 
laws had to originate, refused and declined to haveany part in ft, and 
the treaty failed. 

Then again we had a treaty with Spain, which I am at liberty to 
speak of because it was made public by the vote of the Senate, neces- 
sarily so because it contained a change in the revenue laws. This treaty 
was sent to us on the 10th day of December, 1884, just towards the close 
of the Administration of President Arthur. It had been negotiated by 
Mr. Foster and Mr. Frelinghuysen. It was a treaty commanding the 
assent of the Foreigu Relations Committee. It was ratified, I think, in 
the Senate without any contest. It wasa treaty which, in my judg- 
ment, would have been productive of great good in our commercial re- 
‘lations with Spain, and especially with the island of Cuba, because of 
the provisions of the treaty relating to the exchange of our farm prod- 
ucts for sugar. 

I am reminded, and I do remember, that the Senator from Vermont 
[ Mr. MORRILL], who was alwaysopposed to reciprocity treaties on the 
ground that they were not constitutional, did oppose it. It was not 
acted upon, After the 4th of March, 1885, when Mr. Cleveland came 
in as President, it was withdrawn from the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, and that was the end of it. 
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was unconstitutional, or because, in the judgment of President Cleve- 
land, it was not for the public interest. Therefore that treaty failed. 

So Senators will perceive the great difficulty in attempting to regu- 
late by treaty our commercial intercourse and the rates of duty onim- 

ried goods, or any ex of goods of ours, when the House of 
8 is jealous of its power to originate revenue bills, jeal- 
ous of its power over the public money, and properly so because that 
is the constitutional provision, and each House ought to maintain its 
constitutional authority. The result has been that, with the single 
exception of the Hawaiian treaty, no treaty of a reciprocal character, 
at least in regard to duties, is now in existence between the United 
States and any other country. 

All the tariff laws are general laws, general in their character and 
applying to all nations. Still it does not follow that reciprocal laws 
and regulations ought not to be made. I myself now believe that the 
policy of attempting to make this kind of a law by treaty will fall into 
disuse, because experience shows that the House of Representatives is 
not willing to help createsuch laws, They rejected the Mexican treaty, 
and they would have rejected the Spanish treaty, no doubt, if it had 
ever been sent to them, because the same feeling and the same ideas 
that actuated President Cleveland in withdrawing it would no doubt 
have controlled the House of Representatives during his Administra- 
tion. 

So the onty way now by which reciprocal arrangements can be made 
between this country and other nations is by mutual laws and regu- 
lations, and that is the proposition. I have no doubt it would be 
a great deal better if the Congress of the United States would make a 
law fixing the rates of duties upon certain articles contingent upon the 
assent of the Government of any other country, or of a particular coun- 
try, or of a particular group of countries. Then you have the legisla- 
tion of both countries concurring, and such a reciprocal law would be 
free from all objection. 

There could be no complaint under the ‘favored nation“ clause. 
There could be no complaint by the House of Representatives that the 
Senate had usurped its authority. But reciprocal laws can only 
endure by the mutual consent of both parties when deemed advan- 
tageous to the two respective countries, and that now is the only mode, 
I believe, by which these reciprocal arrangements can be made be- 
tween countries that have special interests in each other. 

Now, Mr. President, the last effort that was made to bring about 
these reciprocal relations was by the organization of the Pan-American 
Congress. That was not a new idea, but had been proposed over and 
over again in both bodies of Congress, and was finally acted npon by 
the concurrence of the two Houses without respect to party, without 
respect to section. 

I believe that Pan-American Congress was wisely and well conducted 
under the charge of the Secretary of State, and I believe its beneficial 
results can not be overestimated. In my judgment it has fostered a 
more kindly feeling between these different nations. I believe that 
the distinguished agents who came here and traveled over our country 
got a better impression of our form of government and our resources, 
and were more willing to make arrangements with us. From the state- 
ments that they have made to their respective countries, as those state- 
ments come back to us, it appears that the general feeling among all 
those nations represented in that congress was a feeling that recipro- 
cal relations ought to be made with us, such as would tend to promote 
and enco intercourse and exchange of products, and that they 
ought to be brought about as far as possible by mutual reciprocal laws 
and regulations, and not by treaties. 

Now, Mr. President, there are three or four or more propositions— 
yes, there are half a dozen on this subject. There is the proposition 
discussed to-day by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. There is the 
proposition made by the Committee on Finance. There is the prop- 
osition introduced by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. There 
are other propositions introduced on the other side, proposing in one 
way and another to bring about reciprocal relations, Any measure of 
that kind which will tend to produce that result I am in favor of, and 
I now wish very briefly to state my opinion in regard to at least three 
of these different provisions which are before us and upon which we are 
called to vote. 

First of all, Mr. President, because first in order, is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The first proposi- 
tion in this amendment is almost a startling one: 

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 


legislation, to declare the ps of the United States free and open to all the 
products of any nation of the American hemisphere. 


What does the Senator from Maine mean by nations of the Ameri- 
can hemisphere? Is Cuba a nation? It is a dependency, Still the 
Senator from Maine I am sorry that he is not here—seems to think 
that Cuba might be embraced in this provision, or might become em- 
braced by an amendment. 

IsCanadaembraced? Lasked him that questiou. Is Canada embraced 
among these nations? He said, Oh, no; that is quite a different 
thing. And yet Canada is an independent government in all practical 


The Administration of Mr. Cleveland | effect, except as regards the tie which binds her to the mother country. 


must have condemned it either on the ground that a reciprocity treaty | She has the power of making laws, but not the power of negotiating 
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treaties with other nations. The Dominion Parliament, however, is 
just as absolute over Canadian affairs as the Parliament of Great Brit- 
ain is over the affairs of that country, except that both are subject to 
the veto of the queen or king for the time being. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will pardon me for a sugges- 
tion, I would like to say that I understand it is contended by some 
that the royal veto is practically obsolete, and never will be exercised 
under any circumstances. But that is not true. Under the Canadian 
constitution the queen has not only the ordinary veto power with 
which we are familiar, but the governor-general, appointed by the 
queen, and not by Canada, has the power of reserving laws which do 
not take effect. ‘That might be called a reconsidering power, so that 
the law may be iy ap at any time within a year atter its passage 
by the queen taking her advice from the ministry at home. Then, in 
addition to that, the governor-general, being an officer appointed by 
the crown, also has that power. So there are three modes of prevent- 
ing the operation of laws by the Canadian Parliament. That 
case is a very different one from that of Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is altogether outside of any material part of 
my remarks, Mr. President. Whether Canada is included or not, cer- 
tainly if any reciprocal trade or commercial relations are to be made 
with any country in the world they ought to be made with Canada, as 
I shall show later. 

There are many reasons for that, but mainly because ot the similarity 
of our institutions, language, religion, form of government, and mode 
of living. If you cross the Canadian line, the country looks very much 
like that of New England or parts of the Western States. The people 
are all very mnch alike, except in the province of Quebec, which has 
a peculiar population. 

Now, here is another thing: 

To declare the ports of the United States free and open to all the products of 
any nation. 

To what products? That means manufacturing, farming, minerals. 
It includes whisky, tobacco,and beer. Now, remember that by the 
terms of this first clause, that all these articles are admitted duty free, 
the condition follows that the President can demand what he thinks 
is necessary to be done by each nation for reciprocal advantage to the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. President, certainly this can be changed by an amend- 
ment, butas it is drawn and is here before us it would include every 
article of production. It would admit whisky made where they make 
the poorest kind of whisky, I am told, pu/que, spirits of any kind. 
Certainly that was not the design, but still the language is so broad 
that it may include that, and it may admit tobacco from Cuba, as 
Cuba is one of the tobacco-producing countries; tobacco from Mexico, 
and from all these countries. The result would be that onr revenues 
would be broken down, because these people could send articles in here 
free, and we should be compelled to change our internal-revenue system 
and apply to it the principles of our external customs system. 

Mr. GIBSON. Would it also include wool? 

Mr, SHERMAN. I will eome to that. I do not intend to overlook 


wool. ‘That shall not be forgotten. 

17 8 GIBSON. I thought the Senator from Ohio might not think 
of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not forget it. Take wool, for instance. 


Some of the best wool in the world is raised in the Argentine Confed- 
eration, in Uruguay, and Paraguay. The broad scope of this lan, 
includes countries occupying every degree of latitude in the whole 
world, because this hemisphere,” as it is called in this proposition, 
extends from the Arctic Ocean to the Antarctic, from Patagonia to 
Behring Straits; so that it covers every degree of latitude where men 
can live and cultivate anything. 

The result is, therefore, not as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 

said, that only articles from the tropical zone will be brought in duty 
free, but we shall get articles from all the zoues, from every degree of 
latitude, wool included. They will all be brought in free of duty, and 
that, too, without further legislation. The action of the President 
is not to be revised. Here it is upon the face of it, ‘‘ without further 
legislation. These extreme results would be brought about by the pas- 
sage of this amendment. 
Take wool: On the pampas of the Argentine Confederation, which ex- 
tend not only far over to the Andes, but I think within three or four 
hundred miles of the Atlantic Ocean, how many sheep graze? Unlike 
eur great plains, there is no vast interior valley like the Mississippi, 
but the rivers ran from the northwest to the southwest, from the Andes 
down, and it is all one broad plain. 

In those countries, the Argentine Confederation, Uruguay, and Para- 
guay, there are immense wastes only fit to raise horses, sheep, mules, and 
live-stock of that kind in vast droves. It is said that the cost of a horse 
is but $5 or $10, but a trifle for cattle, and for sheep almost nothing. 
They clip their wool, burrs and all, and send it to market, some of it 
the finest wool that cau be raised anywhere, because the climate is 
favorable, The quality of the wool depends upon the nature of the 
climate and the nature of the food of the sheep. Thus your wool tariff, 
that you have been talking about so much and guarding so anxiously, 
would be overthrown by the production of those countries. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me one moment? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I the justice of the criticisms of the distin- 

guished Senator from Ohio on certain portions of this amendment, but 

in the absence of my [Mr. HALE] I think it is only fair to 

him for me to be permitted to say that the amendment was offered two 

montbs ago, before any special consideration or thought had been given. 
to this matter of reciprocity, and that my colleague, in his speech to- 

day, stated that he proposed to amend it so as to make certain what 

nations should be referred to on this hemisphere; and I know also that 

he proposes toamend and strike out ‘‘all products,’’ and limit the prod- 

nets so that he will put his amendment into such a form that it will 

not be open to the criticism which the Senator from Ohio is now be- 

stowing upon the amendment as it stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the first I have heard of that. I can only 
take the amendment as it comes before me and the Senator who offered 
it read it to or had it read to us. 

Mr. FRYE. He said that to me privately; and I think he stated it 
publicly to the Senate this morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Supposehe attempts to designate the articles. Take 
rice; we have put an enormous duty upon rice for the benefit of the 
rice-growers of South Carolina, Louisiana, and G ia. That would 
be one of the articles that would naturally, I suppose, be in a reciprocity 
treaty, and yet in the corresponding lativudes of South America there 
are es swamps on the Amazon which is in the proper region, and there 
are vast inundated places where the water is shallow and all the sur- 
roundings are favorable for the cultivation of rice. 

Who can doubt if rice was put upon the free-list as one of the articles 
that it would utterly destroy the industry of our own country? So 
with wheat. The Amazon extends about 3,500 miles. The Senator 
from Vermont | Mr. EDMUNDS] very properly says to me that the River 
Amazon and the River Orinoco, both of them in the midst of a semi- 
tropical region, have more ground for the production of rice than the 
North American continent contains for that purpose, 

Mr. FRYE. The fact is that there is not the slightest practical dif- 
ficulty under the sun in limiting the products of these countries to the 
very products that the Senator himself desires to have admitted tree, 
such as sugar, coffee, tea, hides, and rubber. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to say a word, as I have 
just come in? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I learn that the Senator from Ohio has objected to the 
amendment submitted by me in reference to some of the matters that 
are evidently now in discussion between him and my colleague. > 

The amendment, as I stated this morning, was hastily drawn and is 
in no d intended to explicitly cover the scope of the plan I had in 
mind. Infact, my whole argument, as the Senator will remember if 
he did me the honor to listen to me, was upon the basis of certain arti- 
cles which are produced in these southern countries in a field which 
we can not naturally enter, and that they are to be made the subject 
ofany arrangement that takes place between us and them, whether by 
reciprocity treaty, or by legislation, or by arrangement, or by proclama- 
tion under act of Congress by the President; and as my colleague has 
just stated most fittingly, there is no difficulty whatever and it is a 
part of the plan that it shall apply to specific articles where the inter- 
change would be of common benefit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has entered upon a very difficult un- 
dertaking. I invite him to attempt to select the articles, and then 
I will take his articles when they are selected. At present I have dis- 
posed of all that regard food. As a matter of course, the bill as it now 
stands includes all minerals, and one of the chief objects of the men 
who favor this project would be to get ready access to cheap and ex- 
cellent mineral ores, and this includes minerals of all descriptions and 
from countries more rich in minerals than any part of our own country. 
Why, sir, Canada is full of the richest ores, copper, nickel, zinc, iron 
gold, and silver. Take Mexico, Central America. Take lead ore; and 
we have talked a whole day here about the duty on lead ore, and our 
friends from the West became excited about it as to whether it should 
be admitted duty free and silver ore and everything of that kind. Now, 
when the Senator comes to select the article he will be driven down to 
three or four only; and if thatis the only scope of the amendment, then 
we can deal with it; and if I had his selection 

Mr. HALE. Take three or four different articles, such as sugar, 
coffee, rubber, and rubber goods, nitrate of soda, and oneortwoothers 
of that kind, in which we never attempt to penetrate as a competitor— 
these furnish most of the articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am glad my friend bas named those that he 
has now mentioned. 

Mr. HALE. The more we take, the better. There is no trouble 
about them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has named one article that might be 
an inducement with Cuba, or Spain, the mother, or grandmother, or 
mother-in-law, as a Senator suggests, of Cuba, or the owner of Cuba. 
They oe no rubber there; they produce no coffee; you might treat 
with Cuba or Spain on sugar. But what would you treat with the 
Argentine Confederation on? 
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Mr. HALE. Iwill say to the Senator that if there is nothing we can 
treat about there to advantage, then we make no with them, 
The plan is comprehensive; itis not definitive, but embraceseverybody. 
If there is nothing we can treat fo advantage on with one nation, that 
settles the question. 

Mr. RMAN. I fear my friend is whittling down this magnifi- 
cent theory, this bright and brilliant hope he has been indulging in 
for some time, until there is not much of it left. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not speaking of Cuba alone; but in ten years the 
im from Cuba alone, which the Senator himself belittles, 
amounted to nearly $550,000,000 in sugar and molasses. So in refer- 
ence to. Brazil and other countries in relation to the articles of rubber 
and unmanufactured woods and all those things that we do not pro- 


duce. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator came in I reminded the Sen- 
ate of the fact that we had before us here a treaty with Mexico, that 
the other Honse refused to carry into execution, that contained this 

principle, and also that we had a treaty made with Spain negoti- 
ated with great care, and the Senate failed to act upon it. and the Pres- 
ident of the United States withdrew it from our consideration, and the 
House of Representatives was opposed to if all along. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator remembers that the reason for that was 
because the suggestion of the word reciprocity ” then brought a panic, 
if I may so call it, into the minds of legislators, and whatever the merit 
was it was rejected. 

We got the Mexican treaty through, a most wise and a beneficent 
treaty, and a treaty that showed great good conduct on the part of our 
negotiators. We got it through the Senate, but it failed in the other 
House. There are plenty of men who werealarmed at any suggestion 
of reciprocity with any people whatever, upon any articles whatever, 
who have become emancipated from that feeling, as the Senator must 
know, who are now fully and firmly of the belief that the time has 
come when we should liberalize our trade and increase our commerce 
with those countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since the Senator from Maine lias assured the 
manufacturers of this country that they had nothing to treat upon ex- 
cept these three or four artieles, I do not think there will be any great 
alarm as to it, but as it stood and as this matter came before the Com- 
mittee on Finance, where we considered it with a very friendly desire 
to do what we could, we could see that from the nature of the produc- 
tions of these various countries there were not more than four or five 
articles which could be made the subject of advantageous trade rela- 
tions with those countries, and therefore it was that the Committeeon 
Finance, when they came to look atit, reduced the number of these ar- 
ticles to four, such as have been enumerated. But when we studied 
this proposition we had nothing else before us, and we could see that 
this included all the agricultural products of the country, all the min- 
eral resources of the country, and we could see very plainly if that was 
to be the language of the law we had better at once, before going any 
further, repeal our agricultural schedule, and our mineral schedule, 
and onr tobacco schedule, and all these various schedules in the bill, 
leaving nothing in it except the duty on the various kinds of manu- 
factures and the free-list. - 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind in the discussion that 
this morning, so far from objecting to the amendment offered by the 
Committee on Finance, which has the approval of the Senator from 
Ohio, which was introduced by the Senator from Rhode Island who 
is managing the tariff bill, I stated that its features were not objec- 
tionable, and that it covered the great principle, and that it committed 
us to it, and that the designation of the articles found in the amend- 
ment suits me better, as I stated, than the proposition which I had 
submitted, which was never intended to be anything more than for 
the purpose of calling attention to the subject and of laying out the 

plan; and, as I stated again and again this morning, I in- 
tended to modify it so that it would cover certain articles. It was, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests, a skeleton plan. 
I do not object to the amendment framed by the Finance Co ttee, 
and in many regards I believe that it ought to be approved, and that 
it covers the broad general plan. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the statement made by the Senator from 
Maine I will lay aside that proposition regarding the amendment which 
has been proposed. 

Mr. HALE. I stated this morning what I have stated now, and my 
whole argument was upon that basis. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now, I call attention to the amendment reported 
by the committee, and while I admit the difficulty of an 
amendment of that kind or dealing with the subject at all or making 
a special act for special countries, [am inclined to think, all things 
considered, that it is not a work that I woul! take any great pride 
about, but the committee thought that was the hest plan, and I callat- 
tention to it and will read it: 

Src. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea. and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
VVV 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and — — Z duties ot 


shall be levied, apati at paid 
c „ An upon sugar, mo 
the product of or exported from such designa! 


Then follows a list of the duties on sugar as it now stands, and 
molasses as it now stands, on coffee as it stood when the duty was re- 
pore & few years ago by the act of 1883, on tea as it was repealed 
pag that, and on hides, raw and cured, as they formerly stood under 

e law. 

Mr. HALE. Upon sugar as it stands in the Senate bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it stands in the old law. 

Mr. HALE. The present Senate bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate bill of 1888. That was agreed to 
practically by both Houses. It was substantially in agreement with 
the Mills bill, I think. There was not much difference, 

Now the objection to that, if there is any objection to it, and I am 
perfectly willing to have any objection brought out because Senators 
ment waitthe new deal. I may say in framing a tariff bill here we 

m 

Mr. DAWES. I was going to make an inquiry at some time which 
will be the most convenient to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me first explain this point. 

There is no doubt about the first part of this section, because there 
are a dozen examples of it in the legislation of the United States. For 
instance, we have had constantly such a Jaw in regard to Spain and in 
regard to other countries—provided they do so and soin regard to cer- 
tain things we will do so and so, and authorizing the President of the 
United States to suspend the law in certain contingencies; and this 
simply leaves the duty on sugar free; that is, it leaves the duty on 
sugar only on the higher grades as is proposed in the familiar language of 
the bill, but it proposes that on the Ist of July next, if these countries, 
and we might as well name them, which are Braziland Cuba, whoever 
governs it, and these other countries from which we get sugar (and 
Great Britain is included also because from her territories we get about 
one-fifth of our sugar), do not make some law or regulation or some 
provision, each nation for itself, that in the opinion of the President is 
not a reciprocal one, is not an equal one and a reasonable one, under 
all the circumstances, we having relieved these important articles from 
all duty whatever, he shall thereupon proclaim that fact, and there- 
upon, on the Ist day of July, 1891, duty shall be imposed by Congress, 
not by the President, but by Congress, depending upon that fact, It 
seems to me that is not only clearly in the constitutional line, but it 
is clearly within the line of precedents. 

Mr. HOAR. It depends upon the President’s judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It depends upon the fact whether or notin the 
opinion of the President any provision has been made to meet the re- 
quirements of this law. < 

Mr. HALE. Itsimply postpones the operation of the rates fixed in 
the bill until the President shall have in his jndgment settled certain 
things. That is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And then it restores the rates in case such and 
such a state of facts exists. I do not say that is the best mode of leg- 
islation, because we should always deal with past facts, but when we 
propose to make our action depend upon an action to occur in the fut- 
ure we must make some provision for the result of the failure of these 
countries to meet our expectations, or if they do meet them that that fact 
shall be known, and then sugar and these other articles would be free. 

Mr, HALE. We have given the President power as great as that in 
other matters lately; for instance, the power we gave the Presidentin 
regard to the fisheries in Behring Sea and many other things. 

Mr, DAWES. The inquiry which I wish to make of the Senator 
from Ohio is whether any difficulty would arise under this contingency: 
Suppose one of those nations concedes what the President deems to be 
reasonable and another does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Each stands by itself. It is so framed. 

Mr. DAWES. I know how it is framed; but whether any difficulty 
would arise from the fact that the same goods come in free from one 
country and a duty is imposed upon like goods coming from another 
country might be a point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts stated the rule 
very clerly about that matter this morning ina conversation, that where 
we do a thing for a special consideration it does not fall within the line 
of the rule of *' favored nations.” 

Mr. DAWES. I do not speak with reference to our treaty obliga- 
tions. I speak of it as a practical question, whether in our dealings 
with these different nations we have a different rate of duty upon 
the same article coming from one nation that we have on it coming 
from another. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A case of the kind occurred within a short time 
which was practically settled by the action of Congress; that is, Sweden 
and Norway had an old treaty about tonnage dues, and they called our 
attention to the fact. 
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Mr. DAWES. That was a case of additional duties on articles com- 
eron beyond the Cape of Good Hope. 

. SHERMAN. That is another thing. This is the ease of Nor- 

way and Sweden, who had the benefit of the provident ot an old treaty 
which no higher tonnage should be levied upon a voyage from one 

to another; that is, that no discriminating duty should be levied. 

e passed a law which discriminated in favor of voyages along the 
coast, and they came in and demanded the enforcement of the treaty, 
and they showed a precedent. of some sixty or seventy years ago when 
Mr, Clay, when the conditions were precisely the reverse, demanded 
in a very urgent way the refund of duties, and we acceded to the de- 
mand and refunded the duties, and they called upon us to do the like 
under like circumstances, 

Mr. FRYE. It was not under the “‘ favored nation clause at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. There was no claim that it came under the 
‘t favored nation clause. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me a word on this 
subject? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
was asking me a question. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to make an inquiry. The action of the Pres- 
ident under this amendment will not depend upon his finding the ex- 
istence of a fact, but upon his judgment as to the character of the laws 
of other nations, whether in his judgment they are reasonable or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can offer an amendment to cover the 
point he suggests. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call the attention of the committee to what 
seems to me to be a matter desirable of explanation. That is all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can make that suggestion. The Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] desired to ask me a question. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to observe that the meaning of the 
most favored nation clause has been interpreted by publicists of Eu- 
rope, and has received its last interpretation in the case between Great 
Britain and Spain in reference to Spanish wines, growing out of the 
reciprocity treaties existing between Great Britain and France which 
was held by Mr. Gladstone, and I think now it is the admitted law 
of Europe, that that clause refers to personal rights, and not to com- 
mercial privileges or contracts at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one other amendment which I wish to 
call attention to very N I have already occupied more time than 
I intended, on account of interruptions, As a matter of course, the 
amendment reported by the committee could not apply to Canada, be- 
cause Canada produces none of the artieles named. Ithought it proper 
that in certain cases reciprocal relations should be had with Canada, 
and especially in regard to coal. That coal ought to be free between 
Canada and the United States is as clear a proposition as ean possibly 
be made, and when I state the facts I think the Senate will agree with 


me. 

In Nova Scotia there is only a small field of coal, which is in de- 
mand and no doubt it would be of value to the people along the New 
England coast, and ibly it mightextend down as far as New York, 
and coal would be brought in to supply the people of New England, 
Now, when you go west of the Alleghany Range the coal is all sent 
from the United States to Canada. We export about 1,000,000 tons 
from Ohio. I do not know how much goes to Canada, but I know 
that from Pennsylvania and Ohio, and perhaps Indiana and Illinois, 
great quantities of coal are shipped, and the whole of Canada is sup- 
plied, from Montreal clear through to Winnipeg, and I saw when I 
visited Canada at Port Arthur, the headwaters of Lake Superior, im- 
mense stores of our coal, some anthracite and some bituminous. 

When you go still farther west, nearly a thousand miles, to the base 
of the Rocky Mountains, you there find anthracite coal in abundance, 
and you find any quantity of bituminous coal on the Pacific coast, and 
that they want in California, and according to the statistics there are 
some 400,000 or 500,000 tons of coal taken from that region down along 
the Pacific coast. 

Mr. HALE. And taken into British Columbia. * 

Mr. SHERMAN. So that at different degrees of longitud the coal 
trade varies, going from our country into another for a thor snd miles 
and coming from their country into ours on the Pacific Cosan and on 
the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Ohio will allow me to say that 
reciprocity of that kind which gives the Central States, including Ohio 
and some others, a market for their coal would be for them, but 
it yong have a tendency to crush out the coal industry on the Pacific 
coas 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been told that the coal in the State of 
Washington and that region of the country is not so good as it is 
farther north. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are immense quantities of coal and excel- 
lent qualities of it all over the State of Washington and also in Ore- 


gon 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state for the information of the Senator 
from Ohio that the entire Puget Sound basin is underlaid with prac- 
tically inexhaustible beds of coal. This has been discovered by expe- 
rience to improve as you ascend the mountains, so that in the higher 


elevations on both sides of the Cascade range of mountains anthracite 


coal in hy? and easily available has been discovered. 

Mr. § MAN, Ifyou can find it nearer home, all the better. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me to state a fact which 
appears in a paper I hold in my hand? 

The following table, prepared from the reporta of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury boy orreaga ves an itemized statement of the trade between 
Canada and the United States for 1889, 

I see that the annual exports to Canada in 3 amount to 
1,370,119 tons, valued at between five and six million dollars. Then 
in the list of imports from Canada to this country 434,741 tons of coal 
were imported into the United States from Canada. 

Mr. SHERMAN, So the payor from our country to Canada are 
more than twice the amount of importsinto our country. It seems to 
me under those circumstances the duty on coal is not defensible, IfI 
find that coal is the subject of contention here in the Senate, I should 
not want myself to propose a relation in regard to a matter 
about which there was much contest; but the other clause of this 
amendment offered by me wasreported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the House by Mr. . While it was not acted upon by 
the House, I can say I know that this met their cordial approval and 
they expect to pass it in the form of a resolution, But in the form of 
a resolution it would dono good, because it would not have the requi- 
site appropriation, and therefore I have ventured to add to the 
ion a 55 coal the provision of Mr. Hrrr, and have added to that 
an appropriation. I wish to invite the attention of the Senate to this, 
because I shall offer it. Ifit meets the general consent, well and good; 
if not, I shall have done my duty: 

And whenever it shall be duly certified to the President of the United States 
that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to enter 
into such commercial arrangements with the United States as will result in the 
complete or partial removal of duties upon trade between Canada and the 
United States, he shall appoint three commissioners, to meet those who may be 
designated to represent the Government of Canada, to consider the best method 
of extending the trade relations between Canada and the United States, andto 
ascertain on what terms greater freedom of intercourse between the two coun- 
nn chs iy the vopar bere Geseran, hd tbe estoy Taaa ot is 
commissioners appointed by the President, including 3 n atthe 
rate of $10 a day each for the time necessarily employed in said duty, shall be 
paid out of the appropriation for the collection of the customs revenue, 

I think these two measures, when reported by the committee, and 
this one, the history of which I have already given, would open the 
door to reciprocal relations between these countries as far as we ought 
to go now. It will confine it to a very few articles, and the negotia- 
tions or the conferences between the commissioners of this country and 
of Canada will be, only in a smallerscope, similar to the Pan-American 
Conference. It will take probably a great deal less expense, and will 
be only the formal meeting of four gentlemen. If sa | should report 
any proposition that meets the favor of Congress, well and good, no 
harm is done. Congress can act upon it as they see proper, and this is 
about all there is of reciprocity that, in my judgment, ought to be in- 

upon this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to ask the Senator, as a matter of explanation, 
why it is that he proposes a different method of arriving at reciprocity 
with the countries south of us than that which he proposes by a com- 
mission for Canada, 5095 not employ the commission for both? 

Mr. SHERMAN, We 
ican countries. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of it. 

Mr, SHERMAN. The conference. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, there has been a Pan-American conference, but 
not in reference to these matters of detail. Now it is proposed to re- 
move the tariff duties from everything that lies south of us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator evidently has not read the proceed- 
ings of this Pan-American Congress, because he will find in large vol- 
umes the discussions of all these matters and the conclusions, to a cer- 
tain extent, and resolutions adopted by it. So there has been a 
conference, and we could now legislate, and we now no to legis- 
late, upon the information contained in those books. ey are volumi- 
nous. I know my friend has been reading so many other things he 
could not have had time to read those. He will find information there 
that justifies this amendment of the Committee on Finance, while the 
proposition I make in regard to the conference about Canada would be 
simply to do for Canada what has been done already for these South 
American countries, to confer with her. 

Indeed, I should not like anything better. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] has submitted two volumes of very interesting 


matter about Canada, and I should like to see him and his committee `- 


take charge of this matter. They probably would be able to confer 
with the Canadian authorities, with the consent no doubt of the British 
Government, which undoubtedly would be promptly given, because 
Great Britain allows to this child of hers a very different treatment 
from what she allowed the American colonies in olden times, a hun- 
dred years ago; Canada does as she pleases, No doubt commissioners 
would be promptly appointed, and they might then confer and actupon 
and probably agree to some measure of reciprocity that would be un- 
9 to the two countries. 


ave had a commission as to the South Amer- 


President, the Senator, I think, must perceive, aa 
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other Senators must, that reciprocity with the countries lying south of 
us that produce in the main for exportation articles that we can not 
oane, and which they wish to exchange for articles which we pro- 
nce and which they can not, is an animal of an entirely different breed 
from reciprocity with Canada. Nature in the one case has placed these 
countries to the south of us where by commerce with them and receiv- 
ing their products we may increase the market for our labor which does 
not compete with theirs. Nature at the same time has placed along 
our border for 3,000 miles a competing people in the Canadian Prov- 
inces in almost every article that we produce, and when reciprocity is 
urged, that involves init the free entry into our markets of the products 
of the Canadian fisheries and the Canadian fields and the Canadian tor- 
ests. That is a reciprocity, Mr. President, with which I wish to have 
no part or parcel. 
Mr. SPOONER, And the Canadian mines. 
Mr. HALE, And the Canadian mines. 
Mr. SPOONER. And agriculture, 
Mr. HALE. I said the product of their fields. 
That, Mr. President, is simply opening for products that are com- 
mon to both the market of sixty-five millions of people to four and a 
half or five million people, the advantage is all upon one side. 
There can be no advantage gained by us; but in the operation of re- 
eiprocal laws or treaties or arrangements with Canada every advan- 
tage is gained by them. I repeat that it is a reciprocity in which I 
wish to take no part. 
Mr. SPOONER. I send to the desk an amendment to the bill which 
I intend to propose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Insert on page 58, after paragraph 259: 
Coffee, green, from Canada, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
— roasted or ground, from Canada, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. 
Insert on page 59, after paragraph 274 : 
Tea, from Canada, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have no right to discuss that 
amendment at this time, and I do not intend to do so, but as pertinent 
to the talk about reciprocity with Canada I ask unanimous consent to 
simply call attention to the fact that in the Canadian tariff, which I 
hold in my hand, a duty a coffee, green, from the United States, 
of 10 per cent, ad valorem is imposed. Coffee, roasted or ground, from 
the United States, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent. ad valorem; tea, 
from the United States, 10 per cent. ad valorem. It is on the free-list 
as to every other country in the civilized world except the United 
States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is copied from some of our old tariffs as to 
Great Britain. We made a discriminating duty forfifty years as against 
Great Britain in the importation of tea. 

Mr. SPOONER. But they bring over the Canadian Pacific Railroad 
vast quantities of tea and coffee into the United States free of duty. 
They purchase and sell it in the United States free of duty. No Ameri- 
can merchant can sell a pound of it in the Canadian Dominion except 
with this duty, nor ean any American railroad bring it from the Pacific 
coast for delivery in Canada without the payment of this duty. A fair 
measure of reciprocity would seem to require the adoption of such an 
amendment, 

Mr, DOLPH. Mr. President, I had not intended to take auy part 
in the discussion of this bill unless danger was threatened to some one 
of the principal industries of the people of the State I have the honor in 
part to represent orof the Pacificcoast. Before the bill was reported in 
the other House I took occasion to address the Senate upon the subject 
of the proposed tariff legislation, presenting my views at some length, 
and I do not desire at the present time to discuss the general questions 
involved in the consideration of this bill. 

In the remarks I made at that time I said that the people of the 
United States had by their verdict at the last Presidential election de- 
termined that the protective system was to be maintained, and that 
whatever revision of the tariff was made should be made by the friends 
of protection. I have been content during the consideration of this 
bill so far to leave the question as to what revision should be made of 
the tariff to the majority of the Finance Committee of the Senate, and 
have voted with them from time to time upon the committee amend- 
ments and against amendments which have been offered, not always 
from the other side of the Chamber, proposing a reduction of duties 
upon specific articles. So long as the protective system is maintained 
and the effect of the legislation proposed isin general for the protection 
of American industries it is a matter of comparative indifference to me, 
and I think it ought to be to all friends of protection, whether the duty 
upon this or that article shall be slightly reduced or slightly increased. 

I am moreconcerned in maintaining and strengthening the protective 
system than inviting foreign competition with American products, be- 
ing satisfied that competition ina country with a population of 64,000,- 
600, the most intelligent, enterprising people in the world, will be suffi- 
cient to secure to consumers the products of American industry as cheap 
as is desirable and consistent with fair compensation to the laborer en- 

in the production. 

But, sir, there have been from time to time offered, sometimes, I re- 


gret tosay, from this side of the Chamber, amendments to the bill 


which I believe are inconsistent with the protective system—amend- 
ments proposing to remove the shield of protection from important in- 
dustries, which have not received my support. Another question has 
been brought into the consideration of the bill—reciprocity. Of the 
whole group of amendments that have been proposed looking to reci- 
procity most of them, including the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ], are dangerous to the protective prin- 
ciple. ‘Their adoption would be the surrender of the outworks of that 
system, would create a crevasse in the wall of protection with which 
we have surrounded the American laborer which would be liable to 
be enlarged until the whole protective policy was swept away. 

The subject of reciprocity does not necessarily include the question 
whether we shall sell more if we buy more of a particular nation, but 
the argument used in its favor is the same that is used by the Sena- 
on the other side of this Chamber in advocacy of free trade, There 
never was a greater fallacy than that it is necessary to buy of a nation 
if we desire to sell to it. 

In the first place, nations donot deal with each other. We do not 
buy of any government or any nation, and there is no nation that 
buys of us. Foreign trade is carried on by individuals, and upon the 
same commercial principles that govern commercial transactions be- 
tween citizens of the same country. The same law governs; it is the 
law of self-interest. Every man who buys buys where he can buy 
cheapest, quantity and quality being considered, and every man who 
sells sells where he can sell dearest. If a merchant of London wishes 
to buy a cargo of wheat he does not stop to consider what the charac- 
ter of our tariff is or what the condition of trade between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States is. He is not governed by any principles of 
patriotism or philanthropy, but is controlled by self-interest, and if he 
can buya cargoof American wheat raised by free American labor cheaper 
than hecan buy the product of India raised by the ryots of India, or of 
Russia raised by pauperized labor, he buys it, and if he can buy the 
Indian or Russian product cheaper he buys that. 

The proposition is shown to be false by the statistics of our foreign 
trade and by the statistics of the foreign trade of every civilized nation, 
England buys more every year than she sells. The balance of trade 
has been against her many millions of pounds for years. We sell more 
to Great Britain than we buy of her, while we buy more of Brazil than 
we sell to her. We buy what we want of each country; they buy what 
they want of us. 

Upon this subject, in some remarks that I made in the Senate on the 
11th of March, 1888—I quote from the Recorp—I said: 

The theory that for every import from any one country there must 
be a corresponding export to that country, or even that for every im- 
port from all countries there must be a corresponding export, unless, 
indeed, you include in exports gold and silver and evidences of debt, is 
false. ‘The official trade reports of England show that for thirty years, 
without a single exception, her imports have exceeded her exports. 
The figures for the last ten years, as taken from the trade reports printed 
by order of Parliament, are as follows: From 1875 to 1884 the total im- 
ports were £3,913,458,389, and the total exports were £2,776,564,775; 
an excess of imports over exports for the period named of £1,136,893,- 
614, or $5,502,565, 091. 

During thesame period the imports from France were £414,531, 173; 
the exports were £278,694,446; an excess of imports over exports of 
£135,836,727, or $658,771, 078. 

These annual reportsalso show a large balance of trade against Eng- 
land during the period aforesaid in favor of Sweden and Norway, Spain, 
Russia, China, Egypt, Peru, and other countries. 

The same disparity will appear by an examination of our own trade 
reports, er those of any other nation, no matter on which side the bal- 
ance of trade may be. It will not appear that there is necessarily any 
fixed relation between the amount of exports and imports to or from any 
country. In our own case there are two instances so marked that they 
are worthy of notice. 

In the report of the commission appointed under the act of Con- 
gress ed gnats July 7, 1884, ‘to ascertain and report upon the best 
modes of securing more intimate international and commercial rela- 
tions between the United States and the several countries of Central 
and South America,’ I find the following statement: 


The records of the Treasury Department show a direct commerce between 
the United States and sixty-six nations, Of these, Great Britain has 38.90 per 
cent. of our entire commerce; Germany has 8.92 per cent.; France, 8.62 per 
cent.; ada, 5.87 per cent.; and Cuba, 4.84 per cent. Brazil comes sixth in 
thelist, having 4.18 percent., or nearly balfas much as France, but unfortunately 
our commerce with Brazil is 8 largely in favor of that country, the imports 
exceeding the exports nearly 7 r cent. 

“Of our entire exports only 1.19 per cent. go to Brazil, while she furnishes 
7.53 per cent. of our entire imports. We import more from Brazil than from 
any other nation except England, France, Germany, and Cuba; but in the list 
of nations to which we export she stands number twelve. 

“Our trade with Brazil is greater than that with any of the South American 
countries, but in the last twenty years the balance apona us has reached the 
enormous sum of $579,000,000. The imports during that time have been $724,- 
000,000 and the exports only $145,000,000, 


“TRADE IN COFFEE, 


“ Of coffee alone we buy annually nearly 400, 000 pounds, of the value, vary- 
ing with the market price, from $30,000,000 to $35, 000. In addition to this we 
e annually about $8,000,000 worth of crude rubber, $5,000,000 worth of raw 


Va 
A 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9545 


su; near! 000,000 worth of hides, and about $1,000,000 worth of miscella- 
ere ——— n 


m 

Our total annual imports from Brazil average nearly $50,000,000 of the raw 
product of her soil. On the other hand, as has been stated, our exports to that 
country are comparatively small, being from $8,000,000 to $10,000,000 annually, 
and consisting mostly of provisions, 

“Nearly all of the manufactured articles imported into Brazil come from 
France and England, Á g 4 s 


“The balance of her trade with the United States annually averages about 
$40,000,000 in favor of Brazil, while in her commerce with England the balance 
is invariably on the other side, 

From agtable showing the exports to Brazil from the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, it appears that for twenty years, from 1863 
to 1882, inclusive, the United States exported to that country merchan- 
dise to the value of $138,190,807, and that Great Britain during the 
same period exported merchandise to the value of $629,002,274; and 
that during a period of twenty years, from 1865 to 1884, inclusive, the 
United States imported from Brazil merchandise to the value of $724,- 
014,250, and exported to that country $145, 994,246, being an excess of 
imports over exports of $579,020,004. 

Under the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands, admitting 
sugar free of duty, our imports from the Hawaiian Islands amounted 
during the ten years ending June 30, 1886, to $61,100,471, while our ex- 
ports to the islands for the same period amounted to only $25, 991,270— 
an excess of imports over exports of $35,109,201. 

These figures prove the utter fallacy of the proposition that in or- 
der to sell our surplus products to England, or to any other country, 
we must buy of her or that country. The truth is that we might ad- 
mit free of duty into the United States the manufactures of England, 
destroy our own industries, and stop our factories and drive the portion 
of our people now en in manufactures to farming to swell our 
surplus agricultural products, and England would buy no more wheat 
abroad than was needed to feed her people, and no more cotton than 
would be required for her cotton manufactures, and would buy that of 
India if by the labor of Indian ryots it could be produced cheaper than 
in the United States. And on the other hand, if we should increase 
the duties until not a dollar’s worth of England’s cheap labor products 
could enter the United States, England would continue to buy our 
wheat and cotton just so long as she could buy cheaper of us than of 
Russia and India, and no longer.” 

Reciprocity is an agreement, or to use a homely expression, a dicker 
between nations concerning the import duties to be charged by each 
nation upon the imports from the other. It proceeds upon the theory 
that one nation is to obtain some advantage over another nation by the 
trade. I assert that it is impossible that any reciprocity treaty can be 
made between the United States and any country upon this hemisphere 
at least by which there is to be admitted free into this country to com- 
pete with the products of American labor, free raw material, the prod- 
ucts of the mines, the forests, and farms of the other country which 
would be advantageous to the United States. The weaker nation in 
such a trade under such a treaty will always be the gainer. 

Take the case of a reciprocity treaty with the Dominion of Canada 
by which similar raw materials or manufactured articles are to be ad- 
mitted free of duty from one country into another, we would surrender 
a market of 64,000,000 people for a market of 5,000,000 people. The 
conditions are unequal. ] 

But in my ju ent there is something more injurious to the United 
States in unrestricted reciprocity with any nation than the mere loss of 
revenue. It is, as I have said, the weakening of the protective policy, 
permitting the cheap-labor products of other countries to come into this 
country in competition with the labor of this country. Reciprocity of 
that kind with any country would be an entering wedge which would 
lead to free trade with all nations. 

During the remarks of the Senator from Ohio I submitted some fig- 
ures to show how the reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands had 
operated. So far, at least, as the money value of that treaty i$ con- 
cerned it worked to our disadvan! and has resulted in the remission 
of nearly $50,000,000 of duties which we otherwise would have col- 
lected since 1867. I say duties which we otherwise would have col- 
lected, because, while we have increased the importation of from 
the Sandwich Islands, it is not probable that the United States has con- 
sumed more in ps of sugar than if the treaty had not been made. 
The sugar would have been imported from some other part of the world 
and the duties would have been collected and have gone into the 

“Preasury. 

1e Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] referred to the political im- 
portance wf the treaty, and intimated that the political advantage to 
the United States was a sufficient consideration for the surrender of 
duties. I am not new disposed to enter into a discussion of that prop- 
osition. I may at some future time do so. What I particularly desire 
to speak of to-night is the proposition for reciprocity with Canada. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has proposed an amendment 
in substance that whenever “the Government of the Dominion of 
Canada shall permit all manufactured articles produced in the United 
States, and all minerals the product of the mines of the United States 
to enter the ports of the Dominion of Canada free of duty, then all 
articles manufactured in Canada, and all minerals the product of the 


mines of Canada shall be permitted to enter the ports of the United 


States free of duty,” except, by a proviso, articles upon which an in- 
ternal- revenue tax is im by the laws of the United States. 

No sooner did the Senator from Kansas submit this amendment 
than the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] offered an amend- 
ment of a similar character to include Mexico. The reciprocity pro 
by the Senator from Kansas would exclude grain and yegetables, but it 
would admit into the United States tree of duty all manufactures of 
grain; it would admit flour and meal and starch, as well as all the prod- 
ucts of the mines and forests of Canada. 

Mr.PLUMB. Lhope the Senator will indulge me tosay that in ofer- 
ing that amendment I used the word manufactured ’’ in a more lim- 
ited sense, but in what might be called the ordinary sense, and I did 
not bear in mind the view which he has in mind. I did not intend it 
atany rate to be made thesubject of any reciprocal relation. His criti- 
cism under the terms of the amendment is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. DOLPH. In 1854 we entered into a treaty of reciprocity with 
Canada, It remained in force for no longer a period of time than was 
obligatory under the terms of the treaty: as soon as the United States 
could give the notice to terminate it provided in the treaty the notice 
was given, and it was terminated, I believe, in1866, By that treaty all 
food products, raw materials, and some partially manufactured articles 
were admitted free of duty into the United States, and similar articles 
were admitted free of duty into Canada, But, sir, the owners of the 
mines, the manufacturers of lumber, and the farmers of the United 
States soon found that that treaty worked largely to their disadvantage, 
and a demand was made upon the Government of the United States 
to terminate it at the earliest possible moment. As to the effect of that 
treaty I can not do better than to read a brief statement from a speech 
made by the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in the Sen- 
ate of the United States on the 7th of January, 1885. e said: 


It may be well to recall precisely the wretched results of our Canadian reci- 
procity Ny baleen yon Our exports to Canada in 1855 were $20,828,676, but under 
the operation of 5 then commenced they dwindled in twelve years 
down to $15,243,834, while the exports of Canada to the United States increased 
from $12,182,314 to $46,199,470. hen the treaty began the balance of trade had 
been $8,000,000 annually in our favor, and that paid in specie, but at the end the 
balance against us to be d in specie ina single year was $30,000,000. Here was 
a yearly tive loss of over five millions of our export trade and a loss of 
8 t millions of 8 going to enrich the Canadas at our expense. 
This is the sore lesson of bitter experience. 


Mr. HOAR. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. DOLPH. I read from the remarks of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL], made in the Senate on the 7thof January, 1885. While 
engaged as a member of the special committee appointed to inquire into 
our relations with Canada, I assisted in taking much testimony upon 
the subject of ourtrade with Canada, which has been printed and is u 
the desks of Senators. We found many people who were 8 
merchandising and in the commission business in large eities along the 
Canadian line favorable to some commercial arrangement with Canada 
by which our manufactures should be admitted into that country free. 

I took occasion to question some of them as to the probable charac- 
ter of our trade with Canada under reciprocity, and invariably, I be- 
lieve, when questioned upon that subject, it appeared that they expected 
that the increase of our exportations to Canada under any reciprocity 
arrangement would be of our manufactured products, while the imports 
from Canada would be largely agricultural products and raw materials; 
in other words, that the farmers of the country, the lumbermen of the 
country,.the workers in our mines, would pay the consideration to 
Canada for an increase of our trade in manufactured articles with her; 
that they shonld suffer this ruinous competition with the agricultural 
products of Canada, the raw materials of Canada, for the purpose of 
increasing the exportation of manufactured articles, That they were 
correct in their understanding of the effect of reciprocity with Canada 
is apparent from the following statement, showing the character of 
our imports of dutiable articles from Canada for the year ending June 


Articles, 


Values, 


Cod, haddock, ele.. 
Herring, pickled... 
Mackerel, pickled 
Flax, raw 


eee se 


Total 
Total dutiable merchandise . 


I will say to my friend from Kansas that it is idle to dream of such 
a reciprocity as he talks of. Canada will never consent to any reci- 


I 
r 


9546 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ; 


SEPTEMBER 2, 


procity treaty with the United States that does not provide for the 
admission into this country of free agricultural and food products, or 
the products of her fisheries, and her forests, and her mines, and her 
agricultural lands, and her mills. 

Mr, HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make one tion in 
that connection, which I think has not been made in this debate ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The English capital, as everybody knows, is at present 
redundant; it finds very great difficulty in getting suitable invest- 
ments; and it is seriously proposed to send it to this country and en- 
gage in manufacturing enterprises which have been excluded from our 
markets when conducted in England. Now, under such a general 
reciprocity as the Senator from Kansas contemplates and as the Senator 
from Ohio seems to have in his mind, as something to take place 
in the future, undoubtedly there would be enormous investments ot 
English manufacturing capital in Canadian manufactures where the 
French Canadians who nowcome to our manufacturing establishments 
to be employed here would be employed at home, on much cheaper 
wages, of course, and the notion of our manufacturers that we can have 
unrestricted reciprocity with Canada and still do the manufacturing 
for Canada and get nothing in return but raw material would be very 
soon and grievously upset, 

Mr, SPOONER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow me 
in that connection, and the Senator from Oregon, I remember in the 
report of Lord Iddesleigh’s commission attention was called to the fact 
that the Canadian tariff Great Britain had led to the transfer 
of vast amounts of English capital for manufacturing purposes to Canada, 
and it was constantly increasing; and it would inevitably increase. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I was aboutto say when interrupted 
that the Senator from Kansas need not expect that we can negotiate 
such a reciprocity arrangement as is proposed by his amendment, even 
after the suggested change, because Canada will never consent to any 
reciprocity with the United States which does not admit free of duty 
into this country all the products of her fisheries, and of her mines, and 
of her forests, and of her agricultural lands. 

Iie need never expectit for another reason. The Dominion of Canada 
has adopted the principleof protection—what is called there the national 
system. It was adopted in 1868. It is still believed in by a large ma- 
jority of the people of that Dominion, and they would never surrender 
the right to the United States to flood that country free of duty with 
the manufactures of this country, even if they were to receive the equiv- 
alent for it in the free admission of all raw materials. Nor couldsuch 
án arrangement be consummated while a duty is levied upon theim- 
ports of the manufactures of Great Britain into that Dominion. It 
could not be e that the Canadian Dominion should consent to ad- 
mit the manufactures of both Great Britain and the United States free 
of duty, and if such an arrangement were made the provision for the 
free admission of American manufactures would be of no value what- 
ever to the United States. 

Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, the minister of finance of the Dominion 
of Canada, in his budget speech delivered in the House of Commons 
on April 27, 1888, referring to Mr. Wiman’s advocacy in Canada of 
——— union and unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, 

‘And what is the result? The result is that Mr. Wiman, with all his money, 
with all his ability, with all his ambition, stands to-day alone on the policy of 
commercial union, without a follower, without a supporter, in the whole of 
Canada. That, sir. is the position. He found himself face to face with the loyal 
British sentiment that is too deeply rooted in the hearts of Canadians to allow 
them for one moment to adopt a policy which every man with a particle of 

must see would result in Canada either occupying the most deplorable 
and contemptible position that any free country could ever oveupy, that of hav- 
ing its tariff and taxes imposed by a legislation with which it had no connec- 
tion, or taking the next and inevitable step, of becoming a part of that great 

u . 

— t face to face with that loyal sentiment, which fills the breasts of Ca- 
Nadians to un extent as as it does those of the people of any portion of Her 
Majesty's Empire, the ship was steered away, and, sir, what for? Only to es- 
cape on on the rock of commercial union, to be stranded on theshoals 
of unrestricted reciprocity. There it lies to-day, sir, a great party, a party pos- 
moorings men of the highest order of talent, a party embracing a great body of 
the independent yeomanry of this country, who give it an enthusiastic 8 
a party g every quality necessary to lead it to power except fixed prin- 
ciples in accord with the sentiments of the country. 

And again he said: 

No man has yet un dertaken to give, during the long debate, to which I was 
sorry not to have the pleasure of listening, but which I read, while asking this 
country to commit itself to what I conceive to be the mad folly of unrestricted 
reciprocity, has ventured to put before this house or formulate any system by 
which it could be carried out if we got itto-morrow. If they say they are going 
to let the United States supply Canada with everything withouta farthing of 
tariff being imposed on it, where isthe revenue to come from? The United 
States are pertectly able to supply this country with everything we require, 
and I want to know in that case where is your revenue to come from? 

But Iam not going to waste the time of the house in discussing the wildest 


chimera that was ever put before a sensible peop: 
the enormous direct taxation that would crush the people of thiscountry. Iput 


heavy deficits and struggi 
moderate necessities of this country—the honorable gentleman then 
in reference to 


was im- 
ublic 
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` percentage im that he not increase the revenue to 
T On k maail extend weakens he dia i) be ANo Casatiei 


These are the words of one of the ablest and most liberal of the public 
men ever connected with the GovernmentofCanada. They show clearly 
that while Canada would be glad to secure the markets of the United 
States for her agricultural products and the products of her forests, her 
fisheries, and mines, she would not readily imperil her manufacturing 
industries by the free admission of American manufactures, 

Mr. President, there have been other amendments proposed een 3 
in the same direction—to free trade with Canada. Iwas delighted wi 
what was said by the Senator from Ohio in regard to the 5 
treaty with Hawaii, because I do not believe in such economic mes. 
I am convinced they are heresies, and are antagonistic Anine Bey 
of protection. I do not assent to what was substantially by the 
Senator from Maine this morning, that two great principles of the Re- 
publican party are reciprocity and the protective policy. They are 
not compatible. They can not stand together. 

The Senator from Ohio, however, proposes to admit free of duty into 
the ports of the United States coal from Nova Scotia and British Co- 
lumbia whenever coal from the United States shall be admitted free 
into the Dominion of Canada from the United States. I do not know 
how the Senator from Ohio, with his views upon the question of reci- 
procity and of a protective tariff, could have offered or advocated such 
an amendment as that. He must certainly have been ignorant of the 
state of the trade and of the coal deposits of the Pacific coast. He 
could not have known the fact stated to-day in the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN], that almost all the Puget Sound 
country is underlaid with coal, much of it of nearly if not quite as good 
quality as that which is mined on Vancouver’s Island. 

Sir, as I said yesterday in some brief remarks that I made, this ques- 
tion of protection is a national and not a sectional or a local question. 
The people of my State are quite willing that I should vote here to 
maintain and if necessary to strengthen the policy of protection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). 
The hour of half 5 o’clock having arrived, pursuant to the order 
heretofore made the Senate takes a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
THE REVENUE BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, at the time of the recess I was dis- 
cussing the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, and was 
saying that a majority of the people of the State I have the honor in 
part to represent are in favor of the protective system, and that they 
are quite willing that their representatives in Congress should vote to 
retain and strengthen the protective system as to all the articles which 
are manufactured in the United States, with which we should supply 
ourselves. 

But while they are willing to maintain this system as a whole the 
not unreasonably demand thatin the general scheme of protection th 
own industrial interests shall be protected. To illustrate this feeling, 
I will state that upon the Lower Columbia River a large amount of tin- 

late is used in canning salmon for the domesticand the foreign market. 
ere has been shipped from the Columbia River of the uct of the 
canneries in a single year canned salmen of the value of $3,000,000, an 
amonnt sufficient to load twenty ships of a thousand tons each. The 
cannery men are naturally in favor of free tin. At a meeting recentl 
of the Board of Trade of Astoria, the headquarters of the canning busi- 
ness for that section, a proposition was made to request the Senators 
from Oregon to vote against the propose: tariff on tin, and the matter 
was discussed and the proposition was voted down upon the ground that 
all the industries of the country should e protected. 

Now, the coal industry is a consider ble industry on the Pacific 
coast. The committee upon our relation with Canada took testimony 
at Tacoma and Seattle in regard to the extent of the coal deposits in 
Washington and Oregon and the extent to which coal was mined. Mr. 
McNeill, who is an expert in the business and had recently gone 
from Pennsylvania, I think, to take charge of the Oregon Improvement 
Company’s Works, was a witness before the committee, and a very 
conservative witness he was, too. He did not agree with all the wit- 
nesses who had testified before the committee as to the extent of the 
coal, or as to its quality, and he stated that their market was princi- 
pally. in San Francisco; that aside from the coal which was brought 

to San Francisco markets from Australia and from England there 
was a demand for about a million tons of coal, and that either Wash- 
ington or British Columbia alone could supply the whole demand; that 
the output of the mines in Washington was about 5,000 tons a day. 

Mr. HOAR. How long ago was that? 

Mr. DOLPH. That was a year ago last June. He testified that the 


output in British Columbia was about 3,500 tons a day; that the No- 
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naimo or British Columbia coal sold in the San Francisco market ſor 
something like $2. ton more than the coal then being mined in Wash- 
ington, on account of its being harder coal; that it was deemed by con- 
sumers to be superior to any other Pacific coast coal marketed at the 
market of San Francisco. { 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is any of it anthracite? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it wasclaimed by some of the witnesses who ap- 
peared before the committee thatthere had been deposits of anthracite 
coal found in Washington, but it was not being mined. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, But is any of it anthracite? 

Mr. HALF. The Vancouver coal is anthracite. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is bituminous coal, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Washington [Mr. AL- 
LEN], not now in his seat, to claim (he told meso in private and I think 
he stated so publicly in the Senate) that in the last year, since the com- 
mittee were there, some deposits of anthracite coal had been discovered 
in the mountains of Washington. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope that may be true. 

Mr. HALE. The coal that has been heretofore found in Oregon and 
Washington, I understand, is lignite coal. 

Mr. DOLPH. The coal at Seattle is lignite coal. 

Mr. HALE. It is not so good as the Vancouver coal. 

Mr. DOLPH. The coal from Tacoma, which comes from the mines 
of the Central Pacific Company at Carbonado, and from the Green River 
region, I understand, is bituminous coal, good coking coal. 

r. HALE. But none of that coal is as good as the Vancouver coal. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; it is so stated, and was frankly stated by Mr. Me- 
Neill, although I can not see, the geological formation being similar, 
why just across the Straits on the other side of the Sound any better 
jn should be found than will yet be found in the State of Washing- 
ton. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Tacoma coal is certainly bituminons. 
Mr. DOLPH. Yes; it is bituminons and coking. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They are not lignites; they are far beyond that 


process, 

Mr. DOLPH. Coal of inferior quality is found in California, and a 
large amount of coal is mined in Oregon, cipally in the region of 
Coos Bay. So, while the Senator from O who has heretofore been 
a stauch friend of protection, and who has to-day made so able a speech 
concerning reciprocity treaties in general, may think to justify his pro- 

amendment, by which he proposes free trade between Canada 
and the United States in coal, on the ground that it is a very little one, 
he will find that it is a matter of great importance to the people of the 


coast. 

Mr. President, I desire to call attention to some of the other amend- 
ments which have been proposed. The Senator from Maine has sub- 
mitted an amendment by which he proposes that the President of 
the United States shall be authorized, without further legislation, to 


declare the ports of the United States free and open to all the products | that 


of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its 
ports, free of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other 
taxes, certain products of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield a moment to me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want the Senator to fall into the error that 
the Senator from Ohio fell into of setting up a scarecrow man in order 
to shoot him down. I stated in my remarks this morning that the 
amendment which was submitted by me three months ago was, as de- 
scribed by the Senator from Massachusetts, a skeleton amendment; that 
the terms of it were not in any way insisted upon; that I intended to 
modify it so that it would apply only to the products of countries to 
the south with which we had no competition; that the whole scheme 
of reciprocity with the Central and South American countries, so far 
as I understood it or supported it, only involved articles of theirs in 
fields in which we could not enter and could not compete with, and 
that if the amendment were pushed to a vote it would be so modi- 
fied. I also stated that the amendment reported from the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, covering the principle of reciprocity with 
these countries and committing us to it, seemed to me to have great 
merit, and that it might well be that I would support that. 

I do not want the Senator now to spend any of his great superfluous 
strength in striking against something that does not exist, because I 
assure him, if he has not found it out, that that is a more tiresome 
pocas than actually striking at something that does exist. Sol begof 

not to spend any time on the text of the amendment, but to con- 
fine himself to the purpose and intent that I had in introducing it. 

Mr. DOLPH, I knew the Senator from Maine had already made a 
similar statement during the session of the Senate to-day in regard to 
his amendment, which, when offered, was big with expectation and 
danger, but it has dwindled remarkably since the Senator from Maine 
has seen further light. It is now nebulous, a cloud no larger than a 
man’s hand, and the danger does not come from the size of it, but from 
the quarter of the political heavens from which it originates, As orig- 
inally introduced free trade is with all nations u this 
ee fle ey and I understood the Senator to say that he in it, or 


at least it could be easilyso amended, and he would have no objection 
to it, so that it would embrace Canada. ; 

Mr. HALE. Ob, the Senator directly and squarely misunderstood 
me. I stated in terms that it did not include Canada and was not so 
intended. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator must have been entirely inattentive to 
what I said, because I afterwards remarked that reciprocity with Can- 
ada was an animal of entirely different breed from reciprocity with the 
South American countries, in which scheme, if it includes Canada, I 
have no part or parcel and have never had, and never intended that it 
should embrace that. 

Mr. DOLPH.. As introduced, it embraces all the products of all 
countries with which this commercial arrangement is proposed. 

Mr. HALE. It never was intended to include Canada. 

Mr. DOLPH. It would embrace agricultural products, raw mate- 
rials, manufactured articles, the product of the mines, all the fine fin- 

and hardwood lumbers that we import from southern countries, 
and wool and hides from the Argentine Republic; but now I under- 
stand the Senator proposes to modify his amendment and will be satis- 
fied with the amendment reported from the Committee on Finance. 
There are several of these amendments, the amendment reported from 
the Committee on Finance by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], the amendment ee by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], and the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Prerce], all looking substantially, as I understand 
them, to the same end. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not to the end the Senator has been denouncing. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
looks to the retention of the duty upon sugar until some commercial 
arrangement has been made with countries that produce it. r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Most decidedly. If my friend will allow me, I 
will state that that identical amendment, in the very same terms, was 
presented by me two years ago (and the very same paper that I pre- 
sented to the Senate, for I borrowed it from the Committee on Finance 
to the Committee on Finance, and I urged it upon them upon the 
line of demarkation in respect ot reciprocity in regard to products that 
we did not and could not produce to any extent, and the admission as 
a consideration for that of our products into the countries that did not 
produce the articles that we had to sell. Iam sorry that it did not 
strike the Committee on Finance two years ago. That is my stand- 


point. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will briefly refer tothe several amendments. The 
amendment reported by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
from the Committee on Finance recites: 


Government of any country producing and exportin: molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of — petn ig —— duties 
er products of the United 


The amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PIERCE] is: 

‘That after one year from the date of the passage of this act, and in the ab- 
sence of further legislation by Congress on this subject, the President may in 
his discretion direct that the duties on sugar imposed under the laws in force 
on the 30th of June, 1890, be reimposed as against any nation or country failing 
to enter intoadequate reciprocal relations with the United States ing the 
agricultural products of this country; and the President is di to pursue 
such negotiations as may be med necessary to secure, by treaty or other- 
wise, the unrestricted entry into any such country or countries of the agri- 
cultural products of the United States. i 


And then the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmuxps] is: ' 

That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any 
sugar-producing country, whence sugar is exported to the United States, has 
abolished its duties or taxes upon the importation of the principal cultural 
products of the United States, he may by proclamation diminish or wholly remit 
the duties imposed by law upon sugars or any class thereof produced in, and 
exported direct from, any such country to the Unite States for such period of 
time as he shall think fit, so long as such products of the United States are ad- 
mitted free of duty or tax into such country, and no longer. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont looks to the 
retention for the present of the duty upon sugar, and its remission by 
the President after making certain reciprocal relations with other gov- 
ernments. 

Now, I have a criticism to make upon all of these amendments, I 
showed this afternoon during the progress of the speech of the Senator 
from Ohio how our treaty of reciprocity with the Hawaiian Islands 
had operated, that it had not cheapened sugar, but that we had re- 
mitted since the treaty had been in force something like $49,000, - 
000 of duties which we otherwise would have received. Itisadmitted 
by all that the duty on sugar is substantially a tax upon the con- 
sumer, because our production is so small that the price is determined 
by the value of sugar imported, and not by our domestic production. 
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Suppose that some of the sugar-producing countries enter into com- 
mercial arrangements and that under them sugar is imported into the 
United States trom such countries free of duty, and certain articles ex- 
ported from the United States are admitted to those countries free of 
duty. Unless the amount of sugar admitted free bears such a propor- 
tion to the whole amount of sugar consumed in the United States as to 
control the price of sugar, the price of sugar in the United States will 
not be affected; it will be the price as fixed by the importations which 
pay duty, and we shall have with the countries with which we have 
reciprocal arrangements a repetition of our commercial treaty with the 
Sandwich Lslands. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume my colleague and also the Senator 
from Ohio in his speech to day, in speaking of the amount of duties 
that have been remitted, something like forty-eight or forty-nine mill- 
ion dollars it was stated were remitted by reason of the treaties, proceed 
upon the assumption that if no treaty had been made the amount of 
sugar would have been produced in the Hawaiian Islands that has been 
produced under the treaty. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is right where my colleague is entirely wrong. 
If we had not received the sugar from the Sandwich Islands we would 
have received it from Cuba or from Germany or from some other sugar- 
producing country. It would have come in at the port of New York 
or other ports on the Atlantic coast, and would have paid the duty. 
In other words, we would have consumed as much, only we would have 
received it from countries which were obliged to pay the duty upon 
its introduction into the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Then it is upon that theory that the estimate is 
based ? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no other fair estimate to base it on. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wished to know whether it was upon the theory 
that the same amount of sugar had been produced in the Hawaiian 
Islands or whether it was on the theory just stated by my colleague. 

Mr. DOLPH. Undoubtedly the same amount of sugar would not 
have been produced in the Sandwich Islands, but we would have re- 
ceived the same amount of sugar; we wonld have imported from all 
countries the same amount of sugar we have imported from all coun- 
tries, including the Sandwich Islands. Consequently we should have 
received the duty. So under the Hawaiian treaty we have remitted 
that amount of duty; and what I now say is that unless these recipro- 
cal arrangements which are contemplated by these several amendments 
can be made with all sugar-producing countries we are liable to have 
a repetition of the reciprocity treaty with the Sandwich Islands and 
simply be giving to those countries the duties upon sugar. 

r. President, the Senator fiom Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] in opening 
his speech to-day said that the Democratic party was not and had not 
been in favor of free trade. If he means by that that they are not in 
favor of abolishing all the custom-houses in the United States and levy- 
ing no duties and receiving no revenue from duties he is correct; but 
if he means by free trade or if we mean by free trade what they mean 
in Great Britain, and what we mean by free trade when we say that 
Great Britain is a free-trade country, then he is incorrect. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber have been very solicitous 
about the farmer and have been trying to create the impression that 
the farmer does not receive his full benefit of the protective tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my honorable friend from Oregon allow me to 
make a gu on in that connection? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Professor Sumner, whois perhaps regarded by the the- 
oretical free-traders—he is in New England, certainly—as their ablest 
and most learned advocate, gave this definition of protection as dis- 
tinguished from free trade: That free trade, in his judgment, was not 
the admitting of the products of other countries without a duty, but 
it was such a policy in laying a duty as would not induce any person 
to embark in a business who would not embark in it without the duty, 
or to remain in the business who would not remain in it without the 


duty. 

Nr. DOLPH. That is exactly what I understand by free trade. 

I was saying that our triends upon the other side of the Chamber 
have been very solicitous for the farmer. They have been not only 
trying to create sectional dissatisfaction with the protective policy, but 
to array class t class and trade against trade, and still they voted 
to a man for free wool, which would be free trade in one of the agri- 
cultural products of this conntry; they voted against the increase of 
the duty upon barley; and, so faras I know, whenever there has aques- 
tion arisen as to whether the rate of duty on agricultural products re- 
ported by the committee should be adopted or the present rate of duty 
should be increased, they have voted against theincrease. They have 
voted uniformly against the better protection of agricultural products, 

When the last Administration came into power and Mr. Mannin 
made his first annual report he fired the first gun of tariff reform, an 
as I recollect the report, when he treated upon the tariff question his 
argument was substantially that duties ought to be imposed for the 
purpose of revenue only and upon articles which are not produced in 
the United States, and he mentioned tea and coffee among the articles 


which should be taxed. He based his proposition upon the ground that, 
as he claimed, when a duty is imposed upon an article imported which 
is not produced in this country it is simply a tax upon the imported 
produet, but when it is im upon an article which comes into com- 
petition with the domestic product it increases the price not only of 
the article imported, but of all articles of a similar character which are 
produced at home. He then proceeded to say that next to tea and cof- 
fee and articles which we do not produce in the United States a duty 
should be maintained upon sugar, because the amount of the produc- 
tion was so small in the United States that the duty did not increase 
the price of the home production, or if it did the amount was so small 
that the tax was not burdensome. 

That is what [ understand to be a tariff for revenue only, not a tariff 
which raises only the amount of revenue necessary for the expenses of 
the Government, but a tariff which is laid upon articles not manu- 
factured in the United States and which do not come in competition 
with articles of domestic production, and that is free trade. That is 
all that is understood in England by free trade. That is the character 
of the duties levied by Great Britain, which levies very nearly as much 
upon imports per capita as are levied in the United States. 

But what I have said upon that subject has been introductory merely 
to what I desire to say upon this question of sugar. Lasked the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Greson], while he was proceeding with his 
speech, what the increase of production of sugar had been in Louisiana, 
He evidently supposed that 1 meant what he had just been discussing, 
what increase there had been in the production of sugar from a ton or 
a given quantity of sugar-cane, or what increase there had been in the 
production of sugar-cane per acre. He stated that the increase in the 
amount of sugar had been nearly doubled; that whereas some years 
ago it was 100 pounds to the ton it was now nearly 200 pounds; that 
the yield of cane bad been nearly doubled by the improved process of 
production, and that would be quadrupling the production of sugar to 
the acre. But when I come to look at the total product of sugar in 
Louisiana I find, according to the Statistical Abstract for 1889, there 
were produced in 1862, in Louisiana, 528,321,500 pounds, while the 
total product in 1889 was only 337,933,124 pounds. I have made a 
calculation, and if the Senator is correct there must have been in culti- 
12 55 planted in sugar-cane in 1862, 6 acres to where there was 1 in 


It is for a directly opposite reason from that which induced Secre- 
tary Manning to recommend that duties should be levied upon the 
import ot sugar that I think the sugar duty should be removed. It is 
because it has been demonstrated that no matter how high the duty 
is, no matter to what extent protection is afforded to this industry, it 
has not substantially increased, and we can not look to the domestic 
production for the sugars we consunie. If the revenue is to be de- 
creased, rather than to remove the duties from articles which come into 
competition with like articles produced in the United States, and there- 
fore which would have a tendency and would reduce the price of labor 
in the United States, I would remove it from sugar. 

This brings me to a further consideration of the question of reci- 
procity. As I said when I commenced my remarks, T reciprocity in 
trade between two countries both countries expect to get an advantage 
of it or they would not enter into it. If we can trade off to any of 
the South American countries anything we do not want, that is of no 
value to us, for something that is of value, I am perfectly willing it 
should bedone; and Iam willing it should be tried. In other words, 
if we have arrived at a point where we believe the best interests of 
this country demand that a duty should no longer be imposed upon 
sugar imported into this country, having already removed the duties 
upon tea and coffee, and anybody wants totry the experiment of trad- 
ing with the republics of South America for the removal of duty upon 
sugar and for the non-imposition of duties on tea and coffee, Iam quite 
willing it should be done, That is the only kind of reciprocity I am 
in favor of. Iam notin favor of any reciprocity which admits into 
this country free of duty any of the products of human labor which 
come in competition with like articles produced in the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the doctrine. 7 

Mr. DOLPH. As I have said, with our soil and climate and vast 
territory, and with our population and wealth, we are not in a position 
to trade upon an equality with countries that are less wealthy and less 
populous and have more undeveloped resources. 

Mr. President, I desire to return for a few moments to the question 
of reciprocity with Canada. I believe that few people understand what 
a reciprocity with Canada means which would admit free the products 
of the mines and forests and the agricultural lands of the provinces of 
Canada into the United States, We had the great apostle of commer- 
cial union with Canada before us 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator has finished what he desired to 
say upon free sugar I should like to ask him two questions, if they will 
not interrupt bim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon yield? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwill yield. I will answer the Senator if I can, al- 
though I have not made any preparation on this question. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do this because we have very little time to dis- 
cuss this great question, and we had better get at the exact points 
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I understand the Senator to say, in the first place, that after a long 
experiment made with the protective system it has been demonstrated, 
or at least satisfactorily shown, that we can not produce in this country 
a sufficient amount of sugar to supply ourown demand, That being 
the ease, I should like to know upon what theory a bounty is to be 
paid to the sugar-producer. I have supposed that was done for the 

of encouraging him to produce this article. 

In the next place, the Senator said that he was in favor of free sugar, 
but he announced at the same time that he would support an amend- 
ment looking to reciprocity with Sonth American countries which pro- 
vides that in case they do not reciprocate quite heavy duties shall be 
imposed upon sugar. We will not have free sugar under that amend- 
ment unless the sugar-producing countries agree to the reciprocity. 

Mr, DOLPH. I think the Senator misunderstood me if he thought 
I said I would support an amendment looking to the imposition ot 
heavy duties upon sugar. I said if we had arrived at a point when we 
were willing to remove the duties upon sugar, then, as we would lose 
nothing that would be of value to us in exchange, I was quite willing, 
if avy one wanted to make the experiment of trading upon that con- 
sideration with the South American countries, he might do it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I interpreted that to mean that the Senator would 

to this amendment, which does undoubtedly impose quite con- 
siderable rates of duty upon all sugar produced in sugar-producing 
countries which do not enter into this reciprocal arrangement with us, 
and would im of course, even if the South American countries did 
enter into it, duties upon beet sugar coming from Germany and sugars 
coming here from Cuba, Porto Rico, British Guiana, and other places 
from which we receive large amounts of our supplies. 

Mr. DOLPH. When [said that it had been demonstrated that even 
under a protective policy we could not supply our own wants in the 
matter of sugar, I had reference to cane sugar. I consider the manu- 
facture of beet sugar entirely experimental in this country yet. I be- 
lieve it may be developed, and I am quite willing thata bounty should 
be given to the producers of beet sugar in this conntry, and for all 
sugars for that matter, in order that the experiment may be tried. 

But I was proceeding to discuss more at length the question of rec- 
procity with Canada. As I said, we had Mr. Erastus Wiman before 
the Committee on Canadian Relations, and he testified quite fully upon 
this matter of reciprocity. It is well known that he has made ita study. 
He is to talk upon it Wherever he can get an opportunity, in Canada 
or in the United States, and I want to read some very brief extracts 
from his testimony. ‘This is a question by the chairman: 

Now, to go back to what you were king of a moment ago, as to the 
question of British sentiment. Iwould like to have you state what, in your 

ent, would be the effect, right through, of a political union of Canada 
with this country upon the value of real and personal property in Canada. 
A. A political union of Canada with this country would increase one hundred- 
fold the value of Canada as a property. 

Q. Do you not mean 100 cent.? 

A. No; it would not double it, but would increase it to the extent of §100 for 
every $I that it has to-day. There is no question about that, because the object- 
lesson which this country has worked out for the world I think provesit. I 
draw yourattention to the fact that until recently in the south the —.— 

or 


country. 
wheat, which is the truest test of climatic advantages. If Canada can produce 
more wheat than any other country in the world, and can havea market for it, 
can have transportation facilities such as the northwestern railwa: afford, and 
then can have manufacturing facilities such as the Minnesota mills duplicated 
a dozen times afford, there is hardly any limit to the amount of wealth which 
Canada would beget. 


To be sure, that is political union, that is annexation, but the in- 
crease in the valuation of the property of Canada is not to come from 
pe union, merely, but from free trade between Canada and the 

nited States, and the opening of the market of 64,000,000 people to 
Canada. 

Again, hesays, in answering a question propounded by the chairman: 


Now, a word in answer to the other question which the Senator asks: What 
would be the effect as deterring the growth of ann sentiment? There 
are many le who believe the only argument in favor of annexation is 
the mate: element, and if you granted Res and unrestricted reci ity, the 
argument in fayor of annexation would cease, and you would ind tely 9 — 
pone any arrangement between the two countries. There are those who think 
that would be the best thing that could happen, because a forced annexation 
could never take place. 


By Senator DoLPH : 
Q. It would never be desirable? 
A. It would never be desirable. There are other reasons: One is that by the 
repeal of the reciprocity treaty, in 1865, Canada was an enormous sufterer. 


There is testimony for you as to the effect of a reciprocity treaty upon 
Canada. 

You can hardly conceive the serious results following it there. There was 
hardly a fisherman, or lumberman, or farmer who did not suffer; and yet 


there was not a whimper of discontent; they stood it as you stood the effects 
of your war. 


Comparing the repeal of the reciprocity treaty to our civil war in its 
effects upon the fishermen, and lumbermen, and farmers, and showing 
the condition there now in Canada, deprived of our markets unless they 
pay the duties 8 upon agricultural products, and the products 
of the forest and the mine. 


For the purpose of showing one of the results of the repeal of the 
reciprocity treaty, I quote again from Mr. Wiman’s testimony: 
Q. We are getting a great immigration from that province now, are we not? 
3 ething like 8 t. of he tire lation? 
s on somethin, e cent, of her entire population 
A. A Mr. Mere 5000, PF 
only 1,200,000 uebec, 

CHAIRMAN, I understand that the railroad companies estimate for this 
year about 125,000 French Canadian immigrants from Quebec into this country, 
which would be about 10 per cent, in a single year. I understand the Govern- 
ment Sena deny that, but concede about 80,000, which would be about 6 
per cent. 


Six per cent. of the entire population crossing the border and coming 
down to the New England States and New York in asingle year. The 
witness says: - 

The immigration is simply immense. 

I asked him, what is it then that we want; why do we want com- 
mercial union or reciprocity with Canada? He said we wanted raw 
oe a from Canada; among other things he mentioned lumber. I 
said: 

Q. Who do you think pays the duty on lumber? 

He answered: 

A. The Canadian producer. 

Q — x — 8 benefit to the United States that the Canadian producer should 
Pay The Conadian producers pay it because riers to take just so much less 
than the American producer gets under protect 

He mentioned barley as one of the things we need, and I said: 


We can raise bariey. 

The Wrrsess. Why don't you? Why do you buy barley from foreign coun- 
tries if you can raise it? y do you pay your money forit? Hore isthe fact: 
That we bring into this country seven or ＋ 22 millions every year. as 

that we are buying every day of our lives, eve 


much lumber, ry week of our 
lives, and sending millions of dollars to Canada forit. We do not do it for love. 
But we want goods— 

New mark— 


ane ggg eo were taken down, there would be $10,000,000a week instead 
of $1,000,000. 

Q. Are these products to-day justas much undeveloped to the Canadians as 
they are to us? 

A. Just as much. 

Q. ap development would be first fell in Canada before it would here? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Then it is of more importance to them to develop it than it isto us, is it 
not? 

A. Yes. 
an Because they lie now as dead matter, while we could get along without 

em? 

A. That is true. 


There were some other very intelligent witnesses before the commif- 
tee who testified on this subject, and among others Mr. Francis Way- 
land Glenn, I will not stop to read what he said, but he dwells af 
Iength upon the exodus from Quebec to this country. I have marked 
some portions of his testimony which I will ask to have inserted in my 
remarks. Ishould say that Mr. Glenn had been a member of the Daa 
minion Parliament, had resided a long time in Canada. He ap 
to have full and reliable information upon almost every subject touch- 
ing our relations with Canada. 

The testimony of Mr. Glenn is as follows: 


After we abolished reciprocity then the exodus to this country, and if 
became very alarming. That was the nning of the federation 
The English Government and Sir John A, onald did not want the 
governments as they are now established; they wanted ve union of alli 
the provinces. But the people had been taught in their own councilsto control 
their own local affairs,and they prevailed and copied the American 2 
Notwithstanding the fact that they did adopt the rican system in the fed- 
erations scheme, that did not stop the exodus; it went on worse and worse, It 
was very alarming in 1878. The Canadian trade had been essentially free ry — 
that time; our tariff had never exceeded 20 per cent., and was then 17}; 
the exodus was alarming, so much so as to attract the attention of their own 
people. Then they proposed to adopt our fiscal policy. That was denounced 
as anti-British, ying the Americans, endangering British connections, 
Nevertheless, Mr. McKenzie went to the country in 1873 and had a 8 in 
his favor. IIe felt sure ot being returned with 50 in his ſu vor at least. Sir John 
A. Macdonald, who raised the question of protection, was returned by a major- 
ity of 75. So, in the face of the cry of “American, anti-British, and endanger- 
ing British connection,” there was a majority of 75, in the house of 212, in fg- 
yor of protection. 
By Senator HALE: 

Q. That brought in the Macdonald government? 

A. That brought in the Macdonald government, although Mr, Macdonald 
went out under a cloud. They had watched our prosperity; they saw usdraw- 
ing their best young men away from them; they became alarmed, and there- 
fore they adopted the policy of protection. That did notstoptheexodus. The 
exodus is worse to-day than ever before. Then they conceived the scheme of 
building up their northwest by the Canadian fic Railroad, They puta 
clause in that railway act in order to secure the trade of all that country to —— 
selves for twenty years, preventing the construction of any railway south of 
that, within 12 miles of the American boundary, for twenty years. ‘The people 
of itoba said: “We will have access to the American market.” The Gov- 
ernment sald: No, you shall not have it; we have a contract with the Cana- 


dian Pacific.” The ople of Manitoba said: “We will have it if we have to 
raise the American 45 and rai than have a rebellion Sir John A. Mac- 
donald yielded, paid Canadian Pacific for the 5 its 


bonds, and a new line was built. That indicates the d ion of the 
people to have tree access to this market, It is not so much that they want 
to join us, but they want to share in our prosperity; and if you give them your 
markets freely and feed them they will be satisfied. In the field you can catch 


a hun horse with oats, but not a well-fed horse. If we feed them all they 
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less than 1,100,000 E immi 

an 1,100, uropean imm 
is very great, and šoua not have n less than 800,000 more. And vet their 
minister of customs, in his last report, in estimating the per capita tax under 
the tariff estimates an increase of only about 450,000 population since that 
time. 

Q. How much of Canada does that include? 

A. Allof Canada. In other words, that means that 70 per cent, of the people 
who have been born there and come there by immigration have come here. 

Q. Has there been an increase in the last cight or nine years? 

A. Yes. The minister of customs in his last report, which I have, estimates 
for the per capita tax the population at about 4,850,000, a gain of about 500,000. 
Sir Richard Cartwright, the ex-minister of finance and the leader of the party 
there, denies that increase, He claims that they have not had that increase; 
that itis too large. Atany rate we find, on the mer gears and estimate of 
their own minister of customs, nearly 70 per cent, of immigration and births 
have come to us. 

Q. That would be only about 11 per cent. 

A. I think in the ten years from 1871 to 1881 they gained about 15 per cent., 
and it has not been so rapid since that time. They have adopted our land cus- 
toms, homestead exemptions, etc, In 1887 they induced two thousand young 
men to take up homesteads in their northwestern territories, Sixty p cent. 
were canceled for non-fulfillment that year. The conditions of their falfill- 
ment were $10 cash fee and the breaking up of 20 acres. This shows how they 
have utterly failed to get tion in their northwestern territories. The 
Kansas Pacific that year sold 50,000. acres, That was the year they had a large 
crop, Thisshows how the Canadians have utterly failed to introduce foreign 
immigration. In fact, so long as they are British provinces, immigrants from 
the old countries will not go there and settle. There are more farmers to-day in 

have aban:ioned farms in Manitoba than there are farmers in Man- 
itoba. There are more Canada in Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and Iowa than there are in the northwestern territories of Canada. 
Whe census of 1886 of the whole Northwest shows a Rapwerton of about 200,000, 
jneluding Indians. It shows about 1,000 native-born Nova Scotians. Lam told 
that there are 30,000 Nova Scotians in Boston alone. In fact, their own people 
will not go to their own northwest. There is no doubt that in Manitoba there 
are some very valuable wheat lands, but to any that that country is a good 
wheat country is not true. There is only asmall section of it where farming is 
profitably carried on, and that is subject to many drawbacks; there will be 
about one crop out of every three or four that will be frozen out by the August 


Another gentleman came before the committee, Mr. Ellis H. Rob- 
erts, who was the subtreasurer of the United States at New York. 

Mr. HOAR. He was formerly a member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DOLPH. Andthe Senator from Massachusetts informs me that 
Mr. Roberts was formerly a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the other House. He made a very intelligent statement in 
regard to this matter of reciprocal trade with Canada, and discussed to 
some extent the question of controversy between the United States and 
Canada. He wad: 

Now,all a wr hip cn seem to me to bear upon that other question which 


Às put most d in the discussions of our relations with Canada, 
to ne relations of trade. It occurs to me, Mr, Chairman, that Yankee 


the 
would not be oe 7 — as manifested in a large degree if we were to 
er the markets —— le in exchange for the markets of 5,000,- 

3 time, too, when we have such questions as I have rather indi- 

cated fully stated which also call for settlement. 

Then he said again: 

But if we come down to the simple question of trade with Canada, there are 
afew 2 which I should like to submit. 

In the place, the commerce of Canada and of the United States covers 
substantially the same classes of articles. 

‘That is to say, stretching all along from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
both countries lie divided by an imaginary line, with similar forests, 
the same character of soil, mines of thesame character, but with cheaper 

Jabor and more undeveloped resources on one side, and yet it is seti- 
-ously proposed by some that we shall throw down the barriers that 
keep ont the products manufactured by cheaper labor and admit them 
free into the United States. He said: 

In the first place, the commerce of Canada and of the United States covers 
substantially the same classes of articles. The question of reciprocity or com- 
mercial union between Canada and the United States is a very different one 
from that which would arise over the proposition for reciprocity with Mexico 
or with the South American Republics, for the reason that Canada produces al- 
most identically, so far as its production goes, the same articles as the United 

. States produces. Therefore there can be very little of exchange in the sense 
of our getting back for our products what we do not ourselves nee. The 
trade with Canada would be inviting competition so far as there isa production 
in Canada, as our own producers, along the line of specialdevelopment 
in the United States. 

He gave a statement also of the commerce between the United States 
and Canada under our present tariff, and said: 

The from Canada in 1888 into the United States were $42,500,000; to 
Great Britain, $42,094,000. So that the excess of exports from Oanada to the 
ee States was about half a million dollars greater than to Great Britain 

year. 

Now, the imports into Canada from the United States in 1888 were $43,000,000 
in round figures; from Great Britain into Canada, $39,000,000 in round figures. 
So that Canada took from the United States $9,000,000 more than from Great 
$10,000,600 (very nearly) greater than with Great Britain; and in that year the 

nm . 
trade of Great 3 th Canada was smaller than 3 tho — — 
1 that of the United States was greater than in any year except 


I will also ask to have inserted in my remarks a statement from an 
t witness at St. Paul. 
Mr. GRAY. What page is the Senator reading from? 


Mr. DOLPH. I propose.to quote from pages 448 and 449 of volume 
1. I will ask to have inserted what I have marked, and will read but 
a single sentence from the testimony of E. F. Drake. 


The Wrrsess. Mr. Chairman and gentiemen of the committec, I think the 
question which Iunderstand youaresceking light upon now relates chiefly tothe 
propriety or desirability of closer eommercial relations with our neighbors on the 
north, and my views u that question would vary according to the stand- 
poins I would occupy when giving them. IfI weres ee e business 

n St. Paul or Minneapolis I should doubtiess follow the views and feelings of 
the gentlemen who have made statements before you. IfI were engaged asa 
Jand-owner in farming in the State of Minnesota, as lam to someextent, I might 
take — 8 different views on the policy to be pursued by the Government. 
And lastly, if Lwere to look upon the question from a statesmanlikestandpoint, 
for the whole country, I might have a still different view. 

There is, however, another view of the case. First, what are we to gain by 
this commercial arrangement? Are we to gain, or.are the parties on the other 
side of the line to gain, the most by it. My views are that the Canadian prov- 
inces have not now, nor will they have in the near future, anything like an 
equivalent to give ns for what I rk we must give them. In that view of 
the case, looking at it trom the br fiela of the whole country, I should not 
greatly favor a free commercial intercourse. 


By Senator ALLizon: 


Q. You think there is no reason why we should be anxious to do something 
for them at this moment? 

A. It appears to me not. In the first place. we ourselves haven vast field of 
unoccupied territory. It is one of our favorite delusions, particularly in Con- 

t it is a great good to get people to oceupy this territory justassoonas 
possible; that if we give it away to them, or encourage them to come, no mat- 
teron what terms, so we can get it occupied, we shall have accomplished a 
great good. Isay that belief or theory seems to pervade Congress as much as 
any other, and we feel that here, because most of us are owners of property, 
and we want to increase the value of that property. Ido not look upon that 
theory, perhaps, as absolutely correct. If we were toestablish free commercial 
relations with Canada, it must be one of two things, It must increase the de- 
sirability of that country asa ence and increase its population, or 
it must not. If wedo that, we do it largely at our own- expense. Ilit is a good 
thing to populate our own country, we have ample lands, in my judgment, for 
2 many years to conie, to provide for all proper immigrants that may come 

oit. 

Idonotanticipate, by a free commercial intercourse with Canada, aux great de- 
mand for our manufactures, Naming twoor three articles that American skill 
has itself to the manufacture of, we should get their trade, particularly 
eee implements. We seem to know how to make them, and tomake 
them better than people abroad, But in the great body of manufactured arti- 
cles I do not think we could hope to compete with the mother country, who 
would have free access to Canada, It has not looked to me, therefore, that so 
mueli good was to arise from this free commercial intercourse as some of wy 
friends here think would arise. 

Ido not consider, however, that it would be within the power or the wit.of 
man tonegotiate or make acommercial treaty that shall cover the ends that 
we hope for, which would be beneficial to us and consistent with the interests 
of the mother yokoa A It occurs to me that we must have a uniform tariff be- 
tween ourselves and Canada as a all the rest of the world, before we 
could make any arrangement for trade between ourselves and Canada. 
The mother country can not be expected to surrender her rights to trade with 
Canada and bring in hergoods eean Gta It is almost impossible to su 

that they would consent to that. en the English manufacturer would 

ave free access to and would thereby become our competitor without 

the intervention.of the duty. I do not think that we can man ure for Can- 
ada successfully against the countries abroad. 

Thave not seen, in my own mind, in thinking over this question, any reason 
why weshonld wish for a commercial treaty with Canada that would not as 
well apply, ba thedifference in the character of the population, to Mexico 
or Cuba, or any other country that we reach. It seems to me that the same rèa- 
sons apply. Our friends who advocate this think it would increase our trade, 
and I think they found their opinions somewhat upon the mistake that, because 
we did enjoy relatively fifteen to twenty or twenty-five years ago a consider- 
able trade with the country on the north of us, we should resume it, notwith- 
standing the altered condition of things. At the time I speak of, when I first 
made my home in Minnesota, there was no access to that country except through 
St. Paul, and six months of the year we had no connection with the seaboard, 
and, practically, no transportation facilities. pe ns oe ret stocks of goods 
were laid in during the season of navigation. We laid in large stocks, which 
were expected to supply that very country, and in the winter those people came 
in with their dog-trains and otherwise and took them outthere. ‘Then, of course, 
we had a very considerable trade with those people, with a much tess 8 
tion than they now have. But now they havea ‘oad of their on, reaching 
cis into their own eountry, and trade with points that are visited by the ship- 
ping of the mother country. 

Iam sorry to differfrom my friends here, who are very anxious to bring about 
something that will be for the benefit ofthis country. I am as anxious to beue- 
fit the country as they are, but my judgment does not follow theirs in regard to 
the benefit that they think likely to result and to the extent that they expect. 

With regard to our agricultural interests, if this commercial arrangement had 
no effect upon the development of the country north of us one way or the other, 
Ido not think it would affect us at all. If it would more rapidly develop that 
country, I think it would affect us injuriously an agricultural point of 
view. I speak now asa farmer, as the owner of lands. We in Minnesota will 
never consume any part of the agricultural products of the north, eoessarily 
we have them of our own, and more than we want. We can only take in wheat 
from the north when the crop here is short and prices are exceptionally high. 
Their wheat comes in to some extent in bond. and our mills get the profits of 
grinding, and that is all the interest, I think, that we have in their agricultural 
products. Wedo not consume theirs: we have enough of our own, We have 
both meats and breads of all kinds, 

If the question were to arise as to the desirability of having annexation and 
making States of those provinces, my views might be different. While I should 
not think it a very great acquisition, yet I have the general national feeling that 
it would be somewhat desirable to take them in and enlarge our own country. 
I think we could make pretty good States of them, and then the case would be 
very different. 

1 do not know that I have much more to say onthissubject. Ithink the mat - 
ter has been as well discussed as it can be here, unless some questions might 
be asked that might lead me to the expression of an opinion. I have been in 
the country about twenty-five years and watched its progress, and I have been 
connected with transportation facilities, having built the first railroad in tho 
Stato, and being con more or less with the transportation business, al- 


though not actively so now. 
That is Mr. E. F. Drake, of St. Paul. I think he is quite a promi- 


nent man in the community where he lives. He is certainly very in- 
telligent, as the statement proves. 


— 


1890. 
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Mr. President, upon this same subject, as showing theextent of the 
resources of our neighbor on the north of us, a country with an area 
equal to or ter than our own, bounded by two oceans, with a cli- 
mate not very dissimilar from our own, with great undeveloped re- 
sources, I desire to quote from an article written from the Canadian 
standpoint in favor of . found in the Century Magazine for 
June, 1889. I think it will be a revelation to some who have never 
made a study of the resources of that country. The writer undertakes 
to show thatif we do not need now we shall in the near future needa 

t addition to the raw material, to lumber and the minerals and the 
products. I will ask the Secretary to read what I have marked. 
It is not very long. 
it Chief Clerk read as follows: 


n considering ser! gg poy bese bject it is necessary to be on guard a; mo 
a racers neralities,’’ to take no account of the fanciful figures and 
conclusionsin which political oratorsand even ntary committees som 
times indulge. years ago the people of the Dominion had little idea of 
the resources of their country, Since then avast mass of facts has been collected. 
Areas which less than a score of years ago were supposed to be a trackless waste 
of snow for the greater part of the yearand a barren inhospitable wilderness for 
= remainder have been found to possess a summer climate of a highly favor- 


character. 

it has aaa shown that summer isotherms are independent of latitude; that 
the slight elevation of the Canadian Northwest above the sea, the Chinook 
winds the Pacific, and the alternate southerly winds, heated on the plains 
of the United States, cause a balmy temperature to extend during five months 
of the year to within 25° of the pole: so that wheat is a reasonably safe crop in 
the great Mackenzie basin, within a comparatively short distance of the Arctic 
Circle. The Canadian senate committee in 1883, after examining over a hun- 
dred witnesses, either orally or by correspondence, felt warranted in reporting 
that there was in the great 9 River basin, and north of the fifty-fourth 
parae a latitude, an Firen of 800, 000 square miles suitable for grazing, of which 

6,000 square miles were adapted to the cultivation of wheat. 

This conclusion is so startling, so out of keeping with the preconceived ideas 
of almost everybody. that it w: ii be received with hesitation; yet it seems fully 
borne out by the testimony given before the committee. "Phe Canadian north- 
west is fall of surprises, presenting a most inviting field for 5 but 
the n spoken of above—that is, the country north of fifty-fourth 
parallel of Jatitude—may bedisregarded for the purposes of the present article, 
as, in view of the large unoccupied area south of that parallel, it is doubtful it 
the more northerly area will play any considerable part in international com- 
merce during the next thirty ears. As showing the probable ultimate de- 
velopment of Canadian agriculture, the 2 estimate aired be given of 
«what is officially claimed to be either arable or grazing land 


In the maritime pronio 
In Ontario and me 
In Manitoba, Sas: e e ssini d Albe 
In British Columbia (exclusive of Peace’ River). 
In the Peace River and Mackenzie valleys 


TA ENSA ore 893, 000. 000 

For the reason 5 —.—— e inst ieee will he iclims (naked from the present 
calculation, leaving 398,000,000 acres of tiliabie or pasture land in Canada south 
of the fifty-fourth parallel. Of this not more than 60,000,000 acres are now em- 


rms, so that 338,000,000 acres are yet to be occupied. One hundred 
prion a acres, principally in the northwest territories, may be regarded as 


more ially adapted to grazing than to cultivation; so thatwe AICO MINA 
conclusion that there is in Canada, south of the Sny-Sarth parellel, 238,000,000 
acres of vacant till — 55 Or, to state the case in terms, the area of 
arable land in Canada wi thin the we!}l-ascertained limits of profitable pea 
culture is about tee arable public domain in the United States. 
satisfied that this is a moderate estimate. Canadians generally will be ‘melined 
to thinkit far below the mark. 


Mr. DOLPH. I have before me the report of the select committee 
of the senate of the Dominion appointed to inquire into the resources of 
the great Mackenzie basin, from which I will read a brief extract: 

ARABLE AND PASTORAL LANDS. 


Sinth. That within the scope of the committee's inquiry there is a possible 
area of 656,000 square miles 


That is the valley of the great Mackenzie 


fitted for the growth of potatoes, 407,000 square miles suitable for barley, and 
316,000 square 1 5 8 for wheat. 
enth. That the: 2 area o — . — square miles, 26,000 miles of 
mas is open a prairie, with occasional grov: remainder more or less 
wooded ; 274,000 square miles, including the p: prairie, may be considered as arable 


Teewenth, That about 400,000 square miles of the total area is useless for the 
pasturage of domestic peat ey or for cultivation, this area comprising the 
a grounds and a portion of the lightly wooded region to their. south and 


WTrelhh. That throughout thisarable and pastoral area latitude bears no direct 
relation to summer isotherms, thespring flowers and the buds of deciduous trees 
appearing as early north of Great Slave Lake as at Winnipeg, St. Paul, and 

nneapolis, 9 or Ottawa, and earlier alo the Passe; Liard. and 
some minor western affluents of the Great Mackenzie oe: where the climate 
resembles that of Western Ontario. 

Thirteenth. That the native grasses and vetches are equal and in some dis- 
tricts superior to those of Eastern Canada, 

Fourteenth. That the prevailing southwest summer winds of the country in 
question bring the warmth and moisture which 8 possible the far northern 
cereal growth, and sensibly afect the climate of the region under consideration 
as farnorth as the Arctic Circle and as far east as the eastern rim of the Mackenzie 
basin. 


I will also submit without reading an extract from an address or 
letter by Mr. Erastus Wiman to the same effect in regard to the great 
area of arable lands, the products of which would be brought in com- 
petition by free commercial relations with Canada. It is as follows: 


CANADIAN WHEAT “ps 


Genesee Valley, in New York State, was the — wheat-producing 
Rochester was called the Flour City, because of famous mills, now 
Then came Ohio, then IIlinois FF the 
duction of wheat for export = for the sustenance of the people is co: 
largely to the northern regions, such as Minnesota, Dakota, and even Montana. 
pa — — one yet realized what this northern eet means, and how far it 
affect the great Canadian wheat-producing region? 
it isthat in Manitoba and the northwestern Territories w pall eid 
ts the greatest advantage is found in two facts, the 5 of w. 
ie that there are two hours more = sunshine dui 
their nearness to the ArcticCi: 
grown. These two hours add 
gann the Spee of frost is such that it never quite = 
and 


her other manufactures and 
without cost, why should she not aed The rap id settlement of the North- 
3 States makes certain an equally rapid 8 of northwestern 

Mr. President, not only is there involved in the scheme of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas for reciprocity the question of free lumber, but an 
amendment to the bill is proposed by the Senator from Minnesota pro- 
viding for the admission of white pine lumber free, and I desire before 
closing to submit a few. remarks in regard to that proposition, as when 
the time has expired for general debate it will be impossible to discuss 
it fully. 

‘The lumber industry is a great industry in this country. There is 
invested in it over $300,000,000. There are employed in it a million 
of people. It isa great industry upon the Pacific coast. In Washing- 
ton, east of the Cascade Mountains, there are said to be 20,000,000 
acres of timber land, and the lands in Western Oregon are largely tim- 
ber land. 

There are upon Puget Sound mills which have a capacity of over 
900,000,000 feet of lumber per annum. In the year 1888 there were 
manufactured upon Paget Sound over 700,000,000 feetof lumber. That 
lnmber was shipped to the Sandwich Islands and Australia and other 
islands of the Pacific, to San Francisco and to South American ports, 
and some of it was shipped around the Horn to New England, at least, 
timber for spars, some of it to Europe. A large fleet of coasting ves- 
sels is employed in its transportation. 

Domestic competition has been at times so fierce upon the Sound 
that the mills could not ran to their full capacity. There was in the 
markets a surplus supply. The testimony before the committee of 
every man who knew anything about the industry was to the effect that 
timber and labor were so much cheaper in Canada, and lumber could 
be manufactured so much cheaper there, the ucers of lumber there 
being able to get cheaper machinery, that if the duty was taken off 
lumber the industry would be destroyed on the Pacific coast; and it is 
so everywhere, 

I have already read from the testimony of Mr. Wiman to show that 
the removal of the duty on lumber would not reduce the price to the 
consumer, and if any man in the world is able to judge correctly u < 
that subject, Mr. Wiman is the man. If any man is interested in 
making the American people believe that free lumber from — 
would reduce the price in the United States, it is Mr. Wiman, a 
nadian by birth and still a Canadian cititzen, greatly and 5 
ee in this question of reciprocity or commergial union with 
Canada 

He says that the removal of the duty would not reduce the price of 
lumber, because the amount imported would be so small as compared 
with the production that the lumber producers of this country would 
fix the price, but the benefit to be derived from the removal of the duty 
would be received by the producers in Canada, by the lumber men in 
Canada, or the Canadian Government would charge more for 3 
aud put an export duty upon lumber, and the Government of 
would reap the ad vantage. 

Now I desire to snbmit without — A because it is familiar to the 
Senate, portions of the report of Consul Hotchkiss, at Ottawa, Canada, 
to the Department of 88e w upon this subject: 

— of the duty oe aa g epep are parae — ere 
consumer at large, both by cheapening the market price now as weil as tending as tending 


5 by heavy capitalists, who, ownin 
penton this element of 
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on the west, within which bounds is produced the only quantities of white- 

lumber worthy of any consideration, snd which pes Bae the Ottawa Val- 
— es chief outlet of this imm: district or pine belt lying north of the Ot- 
tawa River. - 

The fact that pine trees are not reproduced enters largely into the question of 
possibility of control of the timber. The question how, as well as by whom, are 
the pine forests of the United States and owned and controlled is a fac- 
tor in determining the future of prices and of the possible advantages to be 
derived by the pro; 1 u. z 

The manner in which the United States Government has disposed of its tim- 
bered possessions is well understood, and that individual purchasers have come 
8 of them in fee-simple at a fixed price per acre; that having thus 

absolute control and ownership they can and do m. their own 
business affiairs in connection therewith without let or hinderance the Gov- 
ernment as grantor, such lands, subsequent to purchase by individuals, being 
subject only to local and State taxation. The timber thereon is cut at will or 
left standing, as the necessities or inclinations of the owners may compel or in- 
duce, 
Turning now to the Canadian timber we finda widely different practice. The 
forest ons are not sold by the governments which are the owners. The 
lands in Quebec are controlied by the provincial government of Quebec, while 
those in Ontario are controlled by the provincial 1 of Ontario. The 
Dominion Government ownsand controls but a limited area in the Northwest. 


paid), on the Ist day of May pay into the crown land office a certain ae Pes 
0 
is now fixed at $8. If any trees have been cut on lands covered by the 


Tarif of timber dues. 


Articles. | Quebec, l Ontario. 
Oak and walnut, per cubic ſoot .... — | £0. 03 
Maple, elm, and tamarac, per cubic foot .. | i .02 
Norway and w pine, birch, bass-wood, | } 
other — my timber, sot 02 02 
Pine saw- — 2 (*) 
Haar 3 
saw-logs, 13} fect 06 10 
Hard wood saw -· logs and tamarac, roun | 22 2 
Balsam saw logs, 13} feet long, each H „065 10 
sta ves, per 1,000. 7.00. 7.00 
est India staves .. i 2.25 2.25 
, bhard, pe : 10 20 
ord- wood. soft, per cord of 123 feet. 0 12} 
Tails, 10 to 12 fect long, per 100.. 2 01 
picket, per 100... . . ee ae i a 
15 — 
-06 0 
5 — 0¹ 
> 01 
* 01 
à -01 
* 02 *) 
— 15 01 
„| $0, 23 to. 30 ) 
| 0 .30 
10 .35 
16 
20 
Boom timber, round 09} | 
Boom timber, pine eo | 
“30 | 
l 


Small round spruce Spara, 
Birch, per of 128 feet. 


* Fifteen per cent. ad valorem. 
+ One cent per cubic foot. foot. 


Additional exporl Dominion customs lar. 


Pine and Norway saw-l 000 f. measure. 
and hemlock 79 9 70 cr L000 foe board measu 


It is likewiso the right of the Government to change the terms and conditions 
at will, taking effect after the Ist of May of the following year. Iwill refer to 
the last order making such ch: by. which it will be seen how absolute isthe 

rnment contro! and their d tion in the premises, 


PUBLIC NOTICE. 


DEPArrMest oF Crowns LAnps, 
Toronto, April 29, 1887. 
Public notice is hereby given that, by order in council of th instant, the rate 
d-rent on timber limits or berths is increased from $2 to & per square 
annum; and the dues on squareand 3 tim bor are increased 
from 1} to 2 cents per cubic sot heen the ducs on pine saw-logs are increased 


ion licenses to cut timber granted or 
Limber and pine sawdogs to be payable ‘on nach pine tuber sud DaM Toa es 
mber and pine saw: able on su e and saw- as 
may be cut after the dale last shove mentioned, N taf 
F. B. PARDEE, Commissioner. 


One and one-quarter cents per cubic 


It will be obseryed that this order is dated April 29, to take effect May 1, and 
that without any prior notification of intention given. This order means 
an additional tax upon limit holders varying in its u licenses accord- 
ing to their holdings, but in sums ranging approximately from $1,000 to $80,000 

vidually on the annual dues to be paid on the lands in addition to which 
comes the r advance on the timber cut, 

I have been thus ex t in describing the systems of the two countries, for 
to my mind they are key by which the situation and effect may be safely 
prejudged in case free lumber becomes a reality. 

ere is no dispute that the American manufacturer controls the making of 
prices, In doing this he is not influenced by the Canadian supply in any de- 
pe Jf the duty of $2 is removed it will not affect the American price, because 
t has never been a factor and will still be unfelt. No lower price will prevail 
in the United States than heretofore, and no different net results will be ex- 
perienced by the manufacturer. 

The Canadian, on the contrary, will lay his lumber down in the American 
market at $2 less per thousand, and will obtain for it the same as the American 
does, so that the net result to the Canadian manufacturer will be a clear gain of 
the 82 which the American Government has remitted. This additional net re- 
sult to the Canadian manufacturer will, however, be of very brief duration. 

Having shown how the governments in Ci continue their control of the 
timber land and their disposition to tax them to the utmost, I am confidentthat 
not a May pay-day will pass before a public notice will issue in effect that a 
further increase in annual and timber dues has made on order in council, 
in sums sufficient to absorb the $2 per thousand into the provincial treasuries, 


I desire also to read briefly from the testimony before the special 
committee already quoted from to show the capacity of some of the 
great mills upon Puget Sound and what the effect of free lumber would 
be upon the lumber interests. The witness is Mr. Edwin G. Ames, 
whose testimony was taken at Tacoma, Wash., on May 24, 1889: 

By Senator DOLPH : 

Q. What is the capacity of your mill, and how many employés are there con- 
nected with it? 

A. In 1888 we manufactured at our three mills, at Port Gamble, at Port 
Ludlow, and at Utsaladdy, $5,518,678 feet of rough lumber, and 9,960,817 feet 
of dressed lumber, making a total of 95,500,000 feet in round numbers; we 
also manufactured 27,000,000 feet of lath, 265,000 feet of wool slats, 875,000 feet of 
1 by 3 pickets, 1,800,000 half-inch pickets, and 500,000 fect of sundry small lum- 
oer: i en there were 8,000 piles, or about 150,000 linear feet, 246 spars, and 200 
ship-knees. 

Q. Ho many employéshave you? Are you able to state? 

A. We have about four hundred at the three mills. 

2 N in the manufacture of lumber of different kinds? 

Ves, sir. 

Q. How many employés altogether en in procuring and transporting 
the J and n and disposing of the lumber? 

A. i think about fifteen hun > 

Q. Are you able to state to the committee about the wages paid to the differ- 
ent classes of labor’ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please do so. 

A. Weare yang laborera an average of $1.75 aday; to the mill hands we 
pay $2.25; to filers, $2.50 to $5 a day; to skilled mill-men, competentto run ma- 
chinery, $3.25 to $5; carpenters, $5 a day; machinists, $4 to $5 a day; black- 
smiths the same wages; all these men work ten hours a day; masons $6 aday 
for nine hours’ work, The average wages paid per day of ten hours for 1888 


was $2.50. 
Q. That is for all of your fifteen hundred employés? 
A. Yes, sir. 
He says in answer to another question: 
By Senator Hate: 


Q. What do you pay for stumpage? 
— 9 $1 to $1.50, according to the location of the claim and the quality of 
the timber. 


By Senator DOLPH: 


elve large 

That makes a total of 
seventy-one mills, with a daily capacity of 3,003,000 feet, and the ave: run- 
over 900,000,000 feet per year. That is the capacity of the mills on Puget Sound 
alone; the capacity, not the production. fín 1888, as I stated before, the total 
capacity of the mills in Washington Territory, from the best information we 
could get, was 707,000,000 feet. 

Q. You have not mentioned any mills on the Columbia River or in other parts 
of the Territory? 

A. No, sir. 


Mr. John B. Libby testifies: 


What is your business? 

I am assistant superintendent of the Tacoma Mill Company, 

. How large a mill is that? 

It has a capacity of 240,000 feet a day. 

A day of ten hours? 

‘Ten hours. 

How many employés have yout 

Two hundred and forty at the mill, engaged in the manufacture of lumber, 


He goes on to state that the character of lumber in British Columbia 
is very similar to that in the State of Washington. I said to him: 


rererepe 
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to pay our men. But as to their timber over there, from what 1 have seen of 
the country myself and what information I was able to obtain, I am led tothe 
belief that they are as well supplied with timber (as to quantity) as we are, and 
very much better as to quality; that is to say, their percentage of first-class 
lumber is very much greater than ours. 

By Senator HALE: 


Q. How do you account for that? 

A. We notice, even in this Territory, that the farther north we go the finer 
the lumber is. The best lumber we are cutting at present all lies north of us. 
Frond not know why this should be; Iam not well enough posted in that par- 

ar. 
By Senator DOLPH : 

Q. The tast witness, Mr. Ames, submitted asa portion of his testimony the 
law of British Columbia concerning the sale of timber. Do you know as a mat- 
ter of fact whether that law is in force? 

A, That is in force. 

2 za 9 their licenses under that law? 

Ves, sir. 

Q. Suppose the lumber from British Columbia was admitted free of duty into 

the ports of Washington Territory, Oregon, and California to popely spe do- 


mestic market, what would be the effect upon the industry of Puget Sound, in 
your 1 ? 

A. It would be simply ruinous to the lumber interests of Puget Sound, in my 
judgment. 


Q. You have heard the question propounded by Senator Pucu to the last 
witness, Mr. Ames, as to whether their milis, having a capacity of 200,000,000 
feet, could destroy millis having a capacity of 800,000,000 feet on the Sound. 
What do you say upon that question? 

A. If mills of 200,000,000 feet 3 pred are able to establish a rate babes 
mills of 800,000,000 feet capacity will lose money if they continue business, it 
a question who is going to lose, and the man who has the greatest capacity will 
lose the most dolars. 

Q. What would be the effect upon the lumber trade of America of the admis- 
sion of lumber tree from British Columbia into the American Pacific ports? 
How rag 25 time do you suppose the American lumber trade would be able to 
exist in t case? 


A. No time at all, because I am acquainted with some parties that hold them- 
acon in readiness to go into the business whenever the tariff is removed on 

umber. 

He also states, what I have already said, that the capacity of the mills 
on the Sound was 900,000,000 feet per annum and that they manufact- 
ured 700,000,000 feet. He gave as a reason why the mills upon the 
sound could not compete with the lumber of Canada that in Canada 
they employed y, or to some extent at least, Chinese labor at low 
wages, and that they employed Indians, while upon the sound they 
employ American white men; and he also produced and submitted as 
a part of his testimony a copy of an act of British Columbia relating to 
the cutting of timber upon the provincial lands for the purpose of de- 
riving a revenue therefrom, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I read very briefly from it to show that the timber law in British 
Columbia is substantially like that of the other provinces. The first 
section of the act provides: 

1. The words “ crown lands” in this act mean lands which are the property 
of the province, and shall not include lands which are leased. 

- > * > * » * 
4. Any person desirous of cutting or felling and carrying away trees or timber 
from crown lands may obtain a license to that effect upon complying with the 
following provisions: 

(a) He shall first stake out the land sought for in the manner prescribed by 
the law relating to the purchase of land from the crown. 

It then provides that he shall make application for a license, and by 
article 6 it ig provided that— 

6. No timber license shall be ted for a larger area than 1,000 acres ofland, 
nor shail the license be gran for a longer period than four years. The license 
shall not be transferable, and may be surrendered atany time. Nopersonshall 
be entitled to more than one license at the same time, The licensee shall pay 
to the chief commissioner, for the use of Her Majesty, annually during the cur- 
rency of the license, the sum of $10 therefor, the first payment to be made upon 
the granting of the license, and thereafter annually. In default of payment the 
license shall be void. 

That is an annual license, for a thousand acres, of $10, the first pay- 
ment to be made upon granting the license, and thereafter annually. 
Then article 9 provides: 

9, Every licensee shall keep an account in writing of the number of trees 
felled by him upon the land embraced within his license, and shall, at the ex- 
piration of every six months, during the currency of his license, make and fur- 
nish to the chief commissioner a statement in writing verified by declaration 
to be made before a justice of the peace, showing the number of trees so felled, 
and shall then forthwith pay to the chief commissioner for the use of Her Maj- 
esty, in respect of each tree felled, the sum of 15 cents. 


Then it is provided by the twenty-fourth article that— 


24, Nologsshall be sawn inany mill or otherwise manufactured into lumber or 
other material, in any mill, until the 5585 shall have been scaled and measured, 
and the timber dues hereinafter mentioned paid; but the provisions ot this 
section shall not apply to logs cut from any lands demised by the crown, in the 
lease whereof arent of lo cents or upwards an acre shall be reserved, nor shall 
such provisions apply to logs which shall be cut from land held by pre-emption 
or under crown grant. 

25. The logs shall bescaled and measured at the mill by the inspector of the 
district in which the mill is situate, or by his deputy, 


mn comes article 28, which provides what shall be paid per thou- 
sand. 

28. There shall be payable and paid by the owner of the logs to thè inspector 
or deputy inspector, to and for the use of Her Majesty, the sum of 20 conte, fox 
each and every 000 t. measure, contained in such logs, and until the 
same shall be paid the logs shall not be taken into the mill or removed from 
where they were scaled, and s lien for such timber dues shall attach to the logs 


until the dues are 2 and as soon as the logs are scaled and measured and 
until payment of the dues the inspector or his deputy may take and hold pos- 
session of the logs. 


The total amount to be paid is in the first 
a thousand acres, and the licensee is allow 
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$10 a year license for 
to keep his own accounts 


of the trees cut and niake his own report. He pays for the trees cut 
every six months, 15 cents a tree, but only for trees cut into logs, not 
those cut for other p and then 20 cents athousand for the logs, 
so that the total cost of timber to the manufacturer in British Colum- 
bia is but little more than 20 cents per thousand, while the manufact- 
urer pays from $1 to $1.50. stumpage in Washington. 

These things, I think, show that it would be a great injury to the 
lumber manufacturers in the United Statesand therefore wrong to ad- 
mit lumber free from Canada to come in competition with the product 
of the manufacturers of lumber here, who pay much larger stumpage 
or who own their own timber lands, which have now become valuable, 
upon which they pay taxes, who have large amounts invested in mills, 
and who employ American laborers at American wages—to admit to- 
compete with the American product lumber free, manufactured by the 
cheap labor of Chinese and Indians, where the timber is virtually a gift 
to the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate longer. When I 
arose I intended to confine my remarks to the question of reciprocity, 
and to give the reasons why I should not support any scheme of reci- 
procity by which it is proposed to admit agricultural products or food 
products or the products of the forests and the mines from other coun- 
tries into this country free to compete with like products in this coun- 
try. . 
In this country the people are sovereign. A vast majority are men 
who labor with their hands. They form not only the foundation, but 
the superstructure of this Government, and it is the part of wise 
statesmen to see that such legislation is had that the present standard 
of wages shall be maintained, and that our workingmen shall be ena- 
bled 9 8 8 5 labor to support themselves and their families, and that 
they shall be intelligent and independent. : 

It is too plain for dispute that the condition of the laboring men in 
the United States is better than it has ever been in the past history of 
this country, better than the condition of the laboring men in any other 


country upon the face of the globe. The testimony of every intelligent 


traveler who goes abroad is to that effect. All the statistics of foreign 
countries upon the subject when compared with our own show that 
that is the case. 

The millions who flock annually to our shores from Canada, from Great 
Britain, and Germany to share in the benefits and advantages which 
the protective system gives to the laboring men in thiscountry demon- 
strate it, and I for one am not willing to weaken or to break down the 
protective system either by direct legislation or by authorizing the 
negotiation of treaties which will provide for the introduction into this 
country free of duty of the products of pauper labor to come in com- 
petition with the products of American labor, 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President s 
Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield te me t 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. VANCE. If it is not to be debated 1 will yield with pleasure. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not to be debated at all. I offeran amendment 
which I ask may be printed. I move to strike out Schedule E, and to 
insert what I send to the desk as a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
received, ordered to be printed, and lie upon the table, 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from North Carolina permit me to 
have some manuscript printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave here a manuscript prepared by Mr. Randall, 
who is largely interested in the business of mica mining and ruined by 
the existing conditions. I desire that it may be printed for the use of 
the Senate in the RECORD, as there seems to he so little time for de- 
bate, and I will later call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I suggest that it will be just as well to print 
it in small pamphlet form as a document, and we can have it done by 
to-morrow noon, or by 10 or 11 o’clock in fact? 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be printed as a mi aneous document. $ 

Mr. BLAIR. I wouid prefer that it should be printed in the REC- 
ORD, but if it is to be printed as a document I should like those inter 
ested to understand that I wish it to be here by to-morrow noon. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, according to the agreement enterea 
into yesterday evening, I ask to recur to the amendment which I 
offered, to come in at the end of the wool schedule, after ph 390. 
I ask that it may be read as the foundation of my remar 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. i 

The CHIEF CLERK. After paragraph 390, it is proposed to insert the 
following: 


Whereas from an early period in our history duties upon foreign imports have 
been levied with the avowed purpose of promoting the interest of domestic 
manufactures, and drawbacks or rebates have been given of the duties on raw 
— used in the manufacture of all articles exported for the same purpose; 
an 

Whereas for the encouragement for the uction of spirits and tobacco all 
staet teen one ioar rr open ketyne espi orged oe ; and 

Whereas bounties have long been granted to our fishermen by a drawback of 


. 
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duties u the galt used in their business, and subsidies are proposed to aid in 


the building and sailing of ships; an 
Whereas 5 the greatest and most important of all our indus- 
tries, has not been and, in the nature of things,can not be aided in the same 
manner, the duties heretofore levied for that purpose having for the most part 
proved wholly unavailing; and h 
Whereas it is desirable to do impartial justice to all of our industries, and to 
give no one an advantage over the others, and inasmuch as there is no other 
way by which agriculture can be compensated for its contributions to the sup- 
port of manufactures: Therefore, 
Src. —, That in all eases where it can be shown by proof satisfactory to the 
wares, or merchandise imported into 
abroad byany citizen of the United States by 
farm products grown by him in the United States for such 
purchased with the proceeds or avails of such 
s 


products in foreign countries, such goods, wares, or merchandise shall be 


imported at the following rates of duty, to wit: Three-fourths of the present 
duty on all manufactures of iron and steel; 60 per cent. of the present duty on 
all woolen and cotton goods, or articles of which wool or cotton may be the 
component material of chief value; 60 per cent. of the present duty on earthen- 
ware, china, and ; 30 per cent. of the present rate of duty on all mate- 
rial used for fertilizers or in the manufacture thereof, and 25 per cent. of the 
present a on lumber or jute bagging and farmers’ binding twine. 

Src. —. at it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt such 
ee regulations as may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, there is a very earnest inquiry abroad 
in the country as to the reasons why agriculture has not held its own 
in the general advancement and prosperity of our country. Theobject 
of this amendment which I have offered is in answer to that inquiry. 

It is known, sir, that all ot the efforts which have been made to com- 
pensate farmers for the increased prices which they have been compelled 
to pay for the protection and benefit of manufacturers have, in a great 
measure, proved a failure, and there is no pretense that the inequality 
in the wages which they arecompelled to pay over that which is paid 
by their rivals in production has been equalized, nor in any way has 
the attempt been made toequalize it. This amendmentis an attempt 
to remedy that evil. It may properly be called an import rebate. 

It is necessary, in order to comprehend the meaning of my amend- 
ment, to look for a moment at what we do and have done for years and 
2 ſor the manufacturing interests and for the other great industrial 

terests of the country. 

In the first place, we give to the manufacturers hat is called a home 
market, almost the exclusive use of the home market, a market com- 
posed of 64,000,000 of the richest people in this world, and we protect 
the manufacturers in that market by high duties, and even by pro- 
hibitory duties. We give the manufacturers free raw material; or, 
where we do not do so directly, we give them compensatory duties, 
which are equivalent to free raw i From time to time we in- 
crease these duties which have been imposed for their protection. 
Whenever they demand it, we obediently and obsequiously give them 
their demand, and in the very language which they suggest. 

Whenever they produce a surplus which more than supplies the home 
market wegive them, for the purpose of aiding them to obtain a footing 
in the marketsof the world, a rebate of the duties on all theimported ma- 
terials which they use in articles which are intended for export. Not 
only do we do that, but we give them a rebate on any foreign article 
which is used in wrapping and envelo; the product which they in- 
tend to If they buy a bottle from abroad which is empty and 
fill it with any kind of concoction or decoction and ship it abroad we 
give them a rebate of the duty upon the bottle. It they buya tin can 
and fill it with any kind of manufactured or prepared article and ship 
it abroad we give them a rebate of the duty upon the can. At the 
same time, if they use in the manufacture of an article intended for 
export any domestic article upon which an internal tax has been im- 

we refund the internal tax to them. Having done all that and 
enabled them to hold the market by prohibitory duties, when they un- 
dertake to ship any of their surplus products abroad we subsidize ships 
to carry their articles to a foreign market. 

For the encouragement of the building of ships, on the other hand, 
we give free raw material, both for building and repairing, and then 
we have voted subsidies and bounties to the owners of the ships for 
sailing them after they have been built. For the fishermen and the 
meat-packers of the country we give arebate of the bounties on thesalt 
which they use in the product which they are to ship abroad. Even 
to the producers of whisky and tobacco when shipped abroad we give 
a rebate, or we refund all of the internal tax that has been paid upon 
those articles. 

Now the farmer can avail himself of none of these things except in 
the export of unmanuſactured tobacco. He manufactures nothing, of 
course, and he imports nothing for the purpose of re-exporting it, and 
therefore he can come in for none of these benefits. He gets no free 
raw material in his business. On the contrary, every tool that he 
uses is taxed, every chain and piece of harness, every pound of iron 
used in every one of his wagons, carts, or barrows, every horseshoe 
and every nail that holds the shoe on the foot, every pound of salt with 
which he keeps his cattle alive, every pound of wire with which he 
makes his fence, even his garden seeds and his fruits, plants, and 
vines are all heavily taxed, to say nothing of his household supplies, 
which are taxed in common with others. 

The a of this has been naturally that the tarmer has fallen 
behind, It does not matter what a Senator says here and there about 


the . of the farmers of their States. There can be no doubt, 
and we w there is no doubt, that the rity of the farmer, be it 
ever so much or ever so little, is far behind his share of the general pros- 
perity in comparison with the other industries of the country. 

Now, it devolves upon you Senators who are the authors of this leg- 
islation either to repair the injury done the farmer by this policy which 
has been pursued for twenty-Hve years or to justify it by showing that 
there has been no wrong, no inequality, no preference given by law to 
one class over and at the expense of the other. I say there has been a 
wrong, a great wrong, a shameful wrong done to the agricultural classes 
by this legislation. 

Mr. President, we are all familiar with the argument used in sup- 
port of protection, because we hear it every day, even by Senators who 
are somewhat ashamed to assert it openly and stand uponit boldly, yet 
bring it in by a kind of a side-wind, that we have had u protective tariff 
for, lo, these many years, and we have flourished; ergo we have flour- 
ished because of the protective tariff! It is called the post hoc, ergo 
propter hoc argument. I want to read what the great English divine, 
wit, and philosopher, Sydney Smith, said upon that subject in his ad- 
dress to the electors of Taunton, in speaking of certain abuses in the old 
borough system, which were justified precisely as the tariff is here jus- 
tified, by saying that England had flourished, and had had this system 
all the time, therefore she had flourished because of thatsystem. Here 
is the reply that that great Englishman made to it: 

There ha ntlemen, to li * 
superior Hee * 9 FTT 
made such good use of that superiority that he has saved what is (for his station 
in life) a very considerable sum of money, and if his existence is extended to 
the common period he will die rich. It happens, however, that he is (and long 
has been) troubled with violent stomachie pains, for which be has hitherto ob- 
tained no relief, and which really are the bane and torment of his life. Now. if 
my excellent laborer were to send fora physician and to consult him respect- 

would it not be very singular language if our doctor were to 
say to him, My friend, you surely will not be so rash as to attempt to get 
rid of these pains in your stomach? Have you not grown rich with these pains 
in your stomach? Have A hee not risen under them from poverty to prosperity? 
Has not your situation,since you were first attacked, been improving every 
year? You surely will not be so foolish and so indiscreet as to part with the 
pains in your stomach.“ Why, what would be the answer of the rustic to this 
nonsensical monition? “Monster of rhubarb!’ he would say, I am not rich in 
consequence of the pains in my stomach, butin spite of the painsin my stomach; 
and I should have been ten times richer and fifty times happier if I had never 
had any pains in my stomach at all.” 

(Laughter. ] 

That is the post hoc, ergo propter hoc argument. We have had a 
tective tariff here for many years, growing higher like this man’s l 
and because by the genius and industry of our people and the fertility of 
our soil and the beneficence of our climate and the goodness of Ged we 
have got along, it is all because we have taxed ourselves, from a slate- 
pencil and a tin-cup to a $100 suit of clothes. 

Mr, President, if the post hoc, ergo propter hoe argument is good to 
prove the efficacy of protection, if it suffices to account for the great 
prosperity of the manufacturing classes and a portion of our people, is 
it not equally good to account for the calamities that have overtaken 
the farmer? If you can say that under the one manufactures have 
flourished, then are we not entitled to say that under protection agri- 
culture has declined? The manufacturer builds mansions and orna- 
ments them with a great deal of free art, and counts his dividends 
which are piling up in the bank; the farmer patches the roof of his old 
house with taxed shingles and taxed nails, and scrapes the earth and 
skimps his family to raise the money to pay the interest on his mort- 

That is the difference between the two. 

Now, if protection has made the wealth of one, as it undoubtedly 
has, who can deny, according to any logic, that it has made the poverty 
ofthe other? The manufacturer’s prices are fixed by law on his own 
demand and in his own terms, and competition from abroad is warned 
off by an act of Congress, while competition at home is prevented by 
combinations and trusts. The farmer's prices at home and abroad ace 
fixed by the world’s competition. He buys in the dearest market and 
sells in the cheapest; whereas the manufacturer sells in the dearest 
market and buys in the cheapest. The difference is the farmer’s loss, 
a dead loss, a loss which he can not shift on to any one else. 

As to what that difference is there is a difference of opinion, some 
maintaining that it is one thingand some that it isanother. I will not 
weary the Senate by a repetition here of the difference between the 
New York prices of a long list of articles and the prices abroad where 
they are manufactured, but simply content myself with saying that 
that difference is caused by one selling in the dearest market and buy- 
ing in the cheapest, and the other the reverse. That difference has 
sufficed to enrich one class of men almost beyond the dreams of avarice 
and to impoverish the other. When the home market is supplied, the 
manufacturer ships his surplus abroad and sells it cheaper there than 
he does at home; and that is justified both on the floor of the Senate, 
when it is not denied, and elsewhere. 

I hold in my hand The American Economist. I know nothing of 
this paper nor of its authority. Ionly know from what I have just 


read that it is edited by one of the wicked, and here is what I find in 
an issue of The American Economist for August29. The writer quotes 
from The Engineering and Mining Journal, as follows, to show how 
special export discounts may be made without detriment to the domes- 
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tic purchaser, but even to his pecuniary advantage; thatis to say, he 
shows here how it is to my advantage to pay more for what I have to 
buy than the foreigner does who buys the same article. 

It would be unfair to say that our manufacturers should nevermake any dif- 
ference between export and home prices, for it is evident they could afford to 
sel) a surplus for export, even without profit, if they could from the home 
market n living pries, and by increasing production, which the forcign sales 
would permit, would reduce the cost of output. The bome consumer is then 
interested in our manufacturers having a foreign outlet for their 

That is, he is interested in the manufacturers having such a demand 
for their surplus abroad as enables them to keep up the prices at home. 
The American, from which it quotes, which is another protection paper, 
says aa follows: 

It is in manufacturing as in railroading. Production up to 3 
must contribute to the payment of all charges. After that point is reached, any 
additional business which will pay more than the cost of labor and the wear of 
the plant can be taken with profit, and taken not unfairly to those who pay for 
the other kind of business, if it be of a different kind and do not subject them 
to untair competition. On any other principle a railroad could carry dry goods, 
but not lumber. If we offered the World a small fraction of a cent per copy 
above cost for 100,000 copies in excess of its usual issue and satisfied it that we 
would so dispose of these copies by exportation as not to spoil its home mar- 
ket, it would embrace the offer eagerly. although it might be ruinous to sell its 
whole issue at that price. Nor would it admit that it was acting unfairly by its 
regular customers at home in making the 2 

There we have the bold statement made that the whole cost of any 
given amount of production must be borne by the home consumer, and 
that, after he is supplied, from the profit made upon the home market 
the manufacturer is justified in sending abroad the surplus and selling 
it for anything he can get, no odds how low it is, and we are told that itis 
absolutely for the benefit of the home market! How is it when the 
farmer’s home market is supplied? It so happens that he can only 
sell in the foreign market when he has a surplus, and he can only sell 
as he will buy, and he can not buy because of the tariff. He can not 
afford to give away one-half of his product by selling in the foreign 
market, we will say, wheat at a dollar a bushel, and taking in exchange 
for that articles of which he has to surrender one-half when he gets to 
the American port. 2 

Therefore, as he can only sell as he can buy, when he can not buy 
he can not sell, and the consequence is that the surpius is on his hands 
to lower constantly everything he sells in the home market; and when 
he even can not sell at the reduced home prices he can burn his corn 
in his stove, as is being done all the time in the West. His market is 
thus constantly narrowing, and the tendency of his prices is constantly 
downward. This year’s surplus, probably, of which I have seen some 
estimates—I do not pretend to be accurate about this, for estimates of ag- 
ricultural products yet ungathered or unharvested, of course, are more 
or less necessarily a guess; but I have seen it stated that there were 
probably in this year’s supply 100,000,000 bushels of surplus wheat, 
a surplus of 500,000,000 bushels of oats and corn, and 5,000,000 bales 
of cotton. Now, what is to become of that? If the growers can not 
find a market abroad, what is to become of it? It is either to rot on 
the hands of the farmers or else it is to be sold for whatever it will 
bring in a glutted market, for it can not go abroad unless the goods for 
which it is to be exchanged can be brought in. 

Mr. President, I want to read another extract from James G. Blaine, 
in a report which I have of a recent speech made at Waterville, Me., 
and which is very pertinent to this question I am discussing. 

In regard to national questions— 

He says— 


Iwish to declare the opinion that the United States has reached the poin 
where oneof its a er duties is to enlarge the area of its foreign trade. Under 
the beneficent policy of protection we have developed a volume of manufact- 
ures which in many departments has overrun the demands of the home market. 
In the field of agriculture, with the immense propulsion given it by agricult- 
ural implements, we can do far more than to produce bi stuffs and provisions 
for our own people. Nor would it be an ambitious destiny for so great a coun- 
try as ours to manufacture only what we can consume or to produce only what 
we can eat. 

I commend that especially to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAwLry]. 

Weare already, in many fabrics and in many products, far beyond that, and 
our great demand is expansion. I mean expansion of trade with countries 
where we can find profitable exchanges. We are not seeking annexation of 
territory. Certainly we do not desire it, unless it should come by the volition 
of pcopies who might ask the priceless boon of a place under the of the 
Union. I feel sure that for a long time to come the people of the United States 
will be wisely content with our present area, and not launch upon any schemes 
of annexation. At the same time, I think we should be unwisely content if we 
did not seek to engage in what the younger Pitt so well termed the annexa- 
tion of trade.“ 

That policy, Mr. President, would give relief to the farmer; but what 
is the relief proposed here? Tou grow too much cotton and wheat; 
stop it,“ says the venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
„Build a high wall against foreign trade, and live among ourselves, 
and fifty years afterwards we will come out fat and happy,’’ says the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Anythingand everything 
is said to the farmer except to help him sell his surplus abroad. His 
duty, he is told, is simply to supply his own country and to do no more. 
If his fields produce more, it is his fault, and he must not be saved by 
selling it abroad. Under this system the farmer wastes both at the 
spigot and the spile. 

You have heard, Mr. President, no doubt, of the old saying of “‘ wast- 


ing at the spigot and saving at the 1 but here is a waste both 
ways. He is protected in no market by our laws, either domestic or 
foreign, neither in his sales norin his purchases, This system makes him 
the common support and the pay master for all elasses of our people. The 
whole policy is based upon this supposition, that there is a great anda 
wealthy and a strong class of men who are able to support the others 
aud make good this invasion of the common principles of political econ- 
omy and to supply the injuries which their violation brings about. 

If domestic manufactures are deemed desirable and will not come 
naturally in obedience to the laws of supply and demand, a money 
stimulus is applied and the farmer foots the bill. If diversified indus- 
tries are deemed desirable and the best economy, and they will not 
spring up naturally and must havea money stimulus, itis applied, and 
the farmer foots the bill. If it is deemed advisable to extend foreign 
trade, instead of trying to ship that surplus of grainand wheat which is 
begging to go abroad, and those great stacks of meat which are begging 
to go to the hungry mouths that clamor for it, and that corn which is 
being consumed in the place of coal as fuel, instead of shipping that 
they serape and rake everywhere, by rebates and drawbacks and sub- 
sidies and what not, to get a few manufactures abroad in order that 
they may be sold to foreign paupers at cheaper rates than they are sold 
1 people at home if there is any loss, again the farmer foots 
the bill. 

Mr. President, if this thing continues without redress I can see but 
one resource, and that is for the farmers of America to take the thing 
in their own hands, or rather in their own feet, and foot the men who 
keep this iniquity upon them out of their seats in this 

This amendment is intended and will operate directly in the way of 
redressing to a very great extent this grievance under which the agri- 
cultural classes have suffered. It is the simplest, speediest, and most 
effective remedy I can devise, short of a repeal of the tariff iniquities, 
of which there seems no present hope. In the first place, it would 
equalize the wages which the farmer has to pay for labor with the 
wages which his rivals all over the world pay for labor. 

There has been no pretense of doing this heretofore. The great ar- 
gument in suppart of protection has been the difference in wages 
tween this country and the old countries. We have been told that it 
is absolutely necessary in order to maintain the high wages of this 
country that we should keep this tariff up and make it higher and 
higher. But nobody has ever made any reference whatsoever, that I 
can remember, to the difference between the wages which the farmer 
in this country has to pay and the wages which are paid all over the 
world in the production of his rival products. I venture to say that 
the wages which the farmers of America pay their hands are as much 
greater than the wages which are paid for the production of cotton 
and wheat and meatin other portions of the world as the wages which 
the American manufacturer pays are greater than the wages which the 
European manufacturer pays. 

Therefore, I say that this amendment would tend to equalize the 
wages which the American tarmer pays with the wages which are paid 
to those who producerival products. It would increase largely the ex- 
port of his products and the demand for them. It would reduce the 
cost of his necessary supplies to the extent of the rebate of the im- 
port duties which are herein proposed. It would reduce the taxation 
of the people and it would increase revenue. It would increase the 
value of all farming lands in the United States and would give an im- 
petus to all agricultural interests whatsoever. Groups of small farmers 
could combine to ship their cotton, wheat, or whatever product they 
had, abroad, and on the bill of lading they could realize a premium 
instead of borrowing at 80 per cent. of its face value, as is proposed in 
a bill which was introduced for their benefit here some time ago. That 
bill of lading would be worth more than gold by the difference in the 
duty on a cargo purchased by it and a cargo purchased with gold. 
There is no question of its constitutionality, no question of its prac- 
ticability, there can be no question of its justice. 

Out of $845,293,828 worth of exports which went abroad from our 
country in 1890, $629,785, 917 worth were products of agriculture alone, 
leaving for mining, forest, manufactures, fisheries, and all the other 
industries only 8215,507, 000. Now, as agriculture pays 52 per cent. 
duty on $488,644,000 of dutiable merchandise and as it pays its full 

and more of the enhanced protected prices on at least five times 
that amount of the domestic articles, all for the benefit of manufact- 
ures, why not allow these farmers this advantage from the sale of their 
own products? Ichallenge the production of a single principle of jus- 
tice that forbids it. I challenge the production of a single suggestion 
of bad policy that would prevent it. 

We gave the manufacturers, I have said, a market of 64,000,000 peo- 
ple by high protective duties, and we have aided them in every con- 
ceivable and possible way to conquer the foreign market. Now, why 
not permit the farmer with his own products to win all of the foreign 
markets that he can by his own unaided competition, simply by with- 


holding a part only of the bounty which is extended to manufactures? - 


This provision for his benefit requires nothing to be taken from the 
Treasury. On the contrary, it will put more money in the Treasury 
than the present tariff bill. It only requires that you should withhold 
that much for him. - 
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It ig useless to deceive him or to try to deceive him any longer with 
protective duties on eggs and 7 — beans and cabbage heads and dried 


apples. It is useless to bait any longer with free fiddle- strings, 
skeletons, acorns, salted guts, nutmegs, and Zante currants, Tempting 
as this bait is, the farmer prefers to have cheap ties for his cotton and 
twine for the sheaves of plenty which he reaps from the earth, cheap 
trace-chains to pull his plow and fence-wire to inclose his fields, cheap 
blankets, cheap bagging for his cotton, cheap tinware for his household, 
and cheap window-glass for his house. 

Look over that free-list, Mr. President, and no impartial mind can 
see a single ,solitary article which is largely imported of any particu- 
lar benefit to the farmer in his business. He will see every one of 
them either for the benefit of the rich or for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer., That is not right, sir; it is not just, sir; it is almost, I was 
going to say, impiety itself to thus oppress men who, as the instra- 
ments of the Almighty, answer for us the prayer He taught us to 
utter: Give us this day our daily bread.” 

[Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I believe the county of Buncombe 
is still in the State of North Carolina. I haye some observations to 
submit on this question, that has been so instructively discussed by 
my friend from North Carolina, but it is rather late, and I accordingly 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator desire to retain the floor in the 
morning? 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. I should be glad at some convenient time—I do 
not wish to interfere with anybody else—to say a few words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m, ) 
the Senate adjourne until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 3, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 2, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER ITALIA. 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Italia. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 
jection. 

3 The bill was read, as follows: 


not constructed of iron stamped a of said laws; and the tests to be ap- 
plied in the inspection of said bo 
ety as are required in the inspec- 


tion of boilers constracted in the ited States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam - pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the grenting of the usual certificate if 
said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength 
and safety. 

There being uo objection, the bill wasconsidered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was k 

Mr. COGSWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill (H. R. 11088) 
of the same title will be laid upon the table. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE BŒUF RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges 
across Bœuf River, Lonisiana. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the New Orleans, Natchez, and Fort Scott Railway 
Company, or its successors, a corporation and existing ander the laws 
of the State of Louisiana, be and is hereby authorized to construct and main- 
tain a bridge and hes thereto over Bœuf kiver at or near to the “cut 
off” north of Rayville, in Richland Parish. on a line to Oak Ridge, in More- 
house Parish, in the State of Lou 
vide for the of rail 
which it is 
rates of toll, 


to be fixed by said company and approved by the Secretary of War. 


trains, 


shall be constructed to provide for the 2 of railwa: 
and, at the option of the corporation by which it is built, may be for the 
transit of animals, for foot- 


passe: for reasonable rates of toll to be fixed by said company and ap- 
proved byt the 


y 8 ar. 

Sud. 3. That the two bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as post-routes, 
andshall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post- roads in the United States; 
that no higher charges shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mall, troops, and munitions of war of the United States, or for through railwa; 
passengers or freight passing over said bridges, than the rate per mile for the 
transmission over the railroads leading to said bridges; and equal privileges in 
the use of the said bridges shall be granted to all telegraph companies, and the 
United States shall have the right of way across the said brid 
graph pu : that the said bridges shall be construct: 
span, or otherwise, so thata free and unobstructed passage-way may be secured 
to all water craft navigating said river at the points aforesaid: Provided, That 
if the said bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be con- 
structed as draw-bridges, the draws shall be opened promptly upon reasonable 
signals for the passage of boats or vessels; an said corporation shall maintain, 
atits own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on the 
said bridges as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

Sec. 4. That the bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the 8 of War, 
for his examination and approval, designs and drawings of the said bridges, 
and a map of the location of each, giving the topography of the banks of the 
river, the shore-lines at high and low water, and the direction and strength of 
stages, the location of any other bridge or bridges within 
mile thereof, and such further information as may be required for a satisfac- 
tory understanding of the subject; and said bridges shall not be constructed 
until the plan and location is approved by the Secretary of War. All litigation 
which shall be had in regard to the said bridges shall be in the circuit court of 
the United States in whose jurisdiction the said bridges are located. 

Seo, 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be uired by the Secre- 
tary of War in the bridges constructed under this act shall be made by the cor- 

ration owning or controlling the same, at its own expense, Furthermore, 

f the construction of the said bridges shall not be completed within two years 

after the passage of this act all the privileges conferred hereby, and this act, 
shall become null and void, 


for postal-tele- 
either by draw. 


the current at different 


There being no objeetion, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 


ACCOUNTS OF THE LATE SERGEANT-AT- ARMS. 


Mr. PAYNE, from the Select Committee to Investigate the Accounts 
of the Late Sergeant-at-Arms, reported, as a substitute for House bill 
No. 1, a bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes (Report 
No. 3038); which, by unanimous consent, was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire now tocall up, in behalf of the 
Committee on Elections, the contested-election case or investigation of 
Clayton vs. Breckinridge, of which we gave notice that it would be 
called up on yesterday, but was passed over on account of suspension 


day. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman from 
Towa if he would not yield for me to make a conference report on the 
river and harbor bill, i 

Mr. LACEY. Iam willing that the gentleman should make the re- 
port and have it printed. I think there ought te be no objection to 
that. 

The SPEAKER. 
printed and lie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. What I wanted to do, Mr. Speaker, 
was to consider the report at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think it ought to be printed and lie over. 

Mr. LACEY. I can not yield to allow the report to be considered. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair was misinformed, and thought the gen- 
tleman from Illinois simply desired to have the report printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I give notice that I will call 
it up to-morrow morning. I ask now that it be printed. 

Mr. LACEY. That is a different thing. 

The SPEAKER. That will bedetermined when the question is pre- 
sented in the morning. 

The reportof the conference committee and the accompanying state- 
ment are as follows: 


In the absence of objection the report will be 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) making Soper for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public work onrivers and 
harbors, and for other p having met, after and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to . Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments n red 26, 32, 34, 44, 48, 49, 51. 
54. 60, S4, 86, 101, 147, 148, 149, 168, 187, 209, 233. 


That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate Bema On DE Bab tebe 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 31, 35, 36, 40, 
45, 46, 47, 50, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 63, 


91. 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112. 118, 116, 117, 118, 119, 
127, i 13 133, 134, 135, 142, 143, 145, L 
e 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


— 
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181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 188, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 
203, 204, 2:5, 206, 207, 208, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 221, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 
228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 235, 236, and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 1; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
840.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the words “this money" in said amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “said twenty thousand dollars; so that the 
proviso shall read: “ Provided, That no expenditure of said $20,000 shall be made 
until the draws in the Arsenal-street and Market-street bridges shall be made 
to conform to the projected channel without cost to the United States; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disegreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 75, 000;“ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and © to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $120,000; ™ and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieuof the sum proposed, insert $30,000; ™ also after 
the word “ Point” insert a comma and the word Connecticut;“ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 58100, 000; ' and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 27 and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: Strike out the words “four hundred thousand dollars” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: two hundred thousand dollars: Provided, 
That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War tor the work re- 
quired for the improvement of the Delaware River between the cities of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., according to the plan reported by the Board 
of Engineers and transmitted to Congress April 7, 1888, and printed as House 
Executive Document No, 260, Fittieth Congress, on, or such modifica- 
tions thereof as may be determined upon by the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That the cost of the improvement shall not be thereby increased, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be by law; and the Senate 
gree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30; That the House recede from its disagreement to 

he amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out ‘'$500,000,"" and in lieu thereof insert the 
following: ‘' $340,000: Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be 
entered into by the Secretary of War for the completion of the existing project, 
or any part of same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
mad by law; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment oi the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $370,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagrement to 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *$35,000;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *' $20,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word into! and before the word 
* for,” in the third line of said amendment, the words by the Secretary of 
War; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment pro „insert the follow- 
ing: “ Continuing improvement, $30,000. ef which $8,710 may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging and deepening the channel of 
Grand River from its mouth to the new docks on the west side of the same: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert at the end of said amendment the words “or by 
Congress; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the words“ Secretary of War,” where they 
occur in said amendment, the words “said right to be always revocable by him 
or by Conxress; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $40,000; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 825,000; and the 
Senate saree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘'$165,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede tromits disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: 

“Improving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $250,000; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said 
Harlem River to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners thereof 
as soon as the necessary legislation, if any such legislation be necessary, shall 
have enabled the change in grade to the approaches of said bridges thus required 
to be made, the owners of said bridges being allowed a reasonable time in which 
to complete the work necessary for said approaches; said bridges shall leave a 
clear space between the under sides thereof and the high water of spring-tides 
of 2 feet, and shall ts Pade with draw-spans and draws of the width and 
length to be determined by the Secretary of War, and shall in all respects còin- 
ply with this law and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War: 

|, That the Secretary of War shall prescribe the times and regulations 
for the opening and operating of the draws in said mages but said draws shall 
not be opened except for vessels propelled by steam with or without vessels in 


tow; nor shall they be required to be opened at any times other than between 
10 o’elock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon.” 

And the Senate the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $45,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: 

“That whenever the p ings commenced by the United States against 
the Monongahela Navigation Company, a corporation organized under the 
laws of Pennsylvania, to condemn lock and dam No. 7, constituting a part of 
the improvement in water communication in the Monongahela River between 
Pittsburgh, in the State of e oA ere and a point at or near Morgantown, in 
the State of West Virginia, shall be finally determined, and the United States 
shall have acquired the title to said lock and dam No. 7 and its appurtenances, 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and di to negotiate 
for and purchase, at a cost not to ex $162,000, lock and dam No. 6 and its 
appurtenances ofthe Monongahela Navigation Company,also constituting a part 
of said improvement, and the sum of $162,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby apprupriated, out of any moneys in tue Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for consummating said purchase, the same to be paid 
on the warrant of the Secretary of War upon full and absolute conveyance to 
the United States of the said lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenances of the 
said Monongahela Navigation Company.” 

And the Senate apres to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In licu ofthe matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: 

“In the event of the inability of the Secretary of War to make voluntary pur- 
chase of said lock and dam No. 6 and its 5 for said sum of $162,000, 
or a less sum, then the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to 
institute and carry to completion proceedings for the condemnation of said lock 
and dam No.6 and its a 3 said condenination proceedings to be as 
prescribed and 5 y the provisions of the general railroad law of Penn- 
sylvania, approved February 19, 1849, and its supplements, except that the United 
States shall not be requi to give any bond, and except that jurisdiction of 
said proceedings is hereby given to the circuit court of the United States for 
the western district of Pennsylvania, with right of appeal by either party to the 
Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That in estimating the sum to be 
paid by the United States the franchise of said corporation to collect tolls shall 
not be considered or estimated; and the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the not 
otherwise approp: , to pay the necessary costs of sald condemnation j ae 
ceedings; and upon final judgment being entered therein the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized and direc ed to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the 
amount of said judgment and costs, and said amount for the payment thereof 
is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

ropriated, And when said lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenances shall 

ave been acquired by the United States, whe: her by purchase or condemna- 
tion, the Secretary of War shall take charge thereof, and the same shall there- 
after be subject to the provisions of section 4 of an act entitled An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
poue work on riyers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved July 5, 


1884. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 82, 000; and the 
Senate agree to the sime. $ 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of tbe Senate numbered 81, and to thè same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro „insert $20,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered §5; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered , and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “three hundred and forty thou- 
sand dollars“ where they occur in said amendment and substitute therefor the 
words “three hundred thousand dollars; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its d ment to 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $170,000; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ** $170,000; “ andthe 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 8180, 000; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Substitute for the sum proposed, “$475,000; ™ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insertafter the word into“ and before the word for,!“ 
in the fourth line of said amendment, the words “by the Secretary of War: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered Il4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word“ into“ and before the word “ for.“ 
in the fourth line of said amendment, the words by the Secretary of War; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lievof the sum proposed, insert 83.200, 000;“ and at 
the end of said amendment strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the 
following: ` Provided, That the amount expended from such sum for work at 
the harbors aforesaid shall not exceed $600,000, and the amount expended atthe 
head of the Atchafalaynand the mouth of Red River for the rectification thereof 
pursuant to the pina heretofore adopted, including keeping open a navigable 
channel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the 1 River, 
shall not excerd 820,000.“ Also insert, after the word “surveys,” in line 10 
of said amendment, the words 5 the survey from the Head of the 
Passes to the head waters of the river: and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 138: Tha: the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the words nine hundred thousand dollars,“ where 
they occur in said amendment, insert $300,000.” Strike out the words “to 
Sioux City, inclusive,” in lines 6 and 7 of said amendment. After the word 
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“him,” and before the colon in line 8 of said eee “in 
reaches to be designated by by them: and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 139: That the Eoas recede from its tto 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and arete © same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert * $300,000; * and the 


Nenate to the same. 
‘That the House recede from its disa tto 


Amendment numbered 149: greemen 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and g . the same with an 
“$435,000; and the 

Senate to the same. 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its — to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and to the same with an 
amendment as 8 In lieu of the sum p “$475,000; and the 

to same. 
ent numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered M4, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; ** $70,000; “ and the 


way verde. Pate to the same. 
A ment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed and in lieu thereof in- 
sert the following additional sections, to be numbered sections 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11: 
“Sego. 6. That it shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, 
suffer, or procure to be cast, 2 emptied, or 5 either from or out of 
any ship, vessel, lighter, oro roraft, orfrom the shore, pier, wharf, 
furnace, manufacturing esta ents, or mills of any kind whatever, any bal- 
last, stone, slate, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, sawdust, 
cinders, ashes, refuse, or other waste of kind, into any port, road, roads: 
harbor, haven, navigable river, or navi; waters of the United States which 
shall tend to impede oe obstruct nt cep or to deposit or place or cause, suf- 
fer, or pan to be d jieren or placed, any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, 
rubbish, wreck, filth, gs, sawdust, or other waste in any place or situ- 
ation on the bank of any we ble waters where the same shal! te Hable to be 
washed into such navigable w: either by ordinary or high tides, or zA 
storms or floods, or otherwise, whereby navigation shall or may be impeded o 
obstructed: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall extend or be pos 
strued to extend to the eran À out, unlading, or throwing out of any ship or ves- 
sel, lighter, barge, boat, or other craft, any stones, rocks, bricks, lime, or other 
materials used, or to be used, in or toward the building, repairing, or kins 
in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other work 1 
or to be erected on the banks or sides of an port, harbor, haven, prong 
nel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or depositing of any ma- 
] excavated for the improvement of navigable waters, into such places and 
in such manner as may be deemed by the United States officer superv: said 
improvement most judicious and practicable and for the best interests of such 
improvements, or to prevent the depositing of Lie 52 eee above mentioned 
under a permit from the Secretary of War, which he is hereby authorized to 
— So in any place designated by him where navigation will not be obstructed 


SEO. i, That it shall not be lawful to build any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, 
dam, weir, breakwater, bulk-head, jetty, or structure of any kind outside es- 
tablished harbor-lines, or in any r waters of the United States where 
no harbor-lines are or may be estab! ed, without the permission of the Sec- 
retary of Warin a ay ports rt, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other 
waters of the Uni States, in such manner as 1 obstruct or impair navi- 
gation, commerce, or anchorage of said waters, and it shall not be lawful here- 
after to commence the construction of any bridge, bridge draw, bridge piers 
and abutments, causeway, or other works over or in any port, road, roadstead, 
haven, harbor, navigable river or ont op waters of the United States, 
under any act of the Legislativo Assembl any State, until the location and 


Ame 


— of such 5 or other works have submitted to and approved by 

the courae, Kae or to excayate or fill, or in any manner to alter or modify 

the cou cet, or capacity of the channel of said navigable, 

ee ap and authorized by the 

Ghall sot a 44 bridge, e 

. es © piera AS geo wet the construction o been heretofore duly 

authorized by law, or be so construed as to authorize the construction of any 

bridge. a Di ano ei bridge piers and abutments, or other works, under an act 

ofthe Sate sver or in any stream, port, roadstead, haven or 
harbor or 8 water not wholly within the I limite of such State. 

Sud. 8. That all wrecks of vessels and other obstructions to the navigation 


of any harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of 
the United States, which may have been permitted the owners thereof or 
— ties by whom they were caused to remain to the injury of commerce and 


gation fora longer period than two months, shall be subject to be broken 
— and removed by th — Secretary of War, without liability for any damage to 
be Shc 8 That it shall not be lawful f to tak 
“Sra N. s no for any person or persons e posses- 
sion of or make use for any exclusive purpose, or build u alter, deface, de- 
stroy, injure, obstruct, or in any other manner impair the Iness of any sea- 
wall, bu k-head, jetty, dike, levee, wharf, pier, or other work built by the United 
States in whole or in part, for the preservation and improvement of any of its 
navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or as boundary marks, tide gauges, sur- 
veyivg stations, buoys, or other established marks, nor remove for ballast or 


other p Nr stone or other material composing such works. 
“Seo, H e creation of any obstruction, not affirmatively authorized 
by law, to the na capacity haar waters. in respect of which the United 


4 of any — i 
w d similar s 
whether 5 or hereafter — shall 8 
weeks continuance of any such obstruction shall be 
deemed a separate offense. Every person and corporation which shall 
be guilty ot creating or continuing any such unlawful obstruction in this act 
mentioned, or who Eo violate the provisions of the last four pi 
12 5 of a misdemeanor, and on con 


States has agen is . bited. 
struction, exce and 
erected for 

an offense, and 


or may roceedin 
under the 1 theo of the ttorney: 9 of the United States. 

uc. 11. That it shall be the — of officersand agents Darina, the ae diat aN 
on the part of the United States, of the works in 82 r the preservatio 
and ps fb nae of said navigable waters, and, in 8 of the United 
States collectors of customs and other revenue officers to enforce the reed fort oe 
of this act by giving information to the district attorney of — United 1 
for the district in 2. cided 3 of ny provision of this shall have 
been committed: visions of this act shall n not apply to 
Torch Lake, Hocghton G County Blieb kan. 

Amendment egg 160 t the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the insert in lieuthereof the 
figure 12,“ so as to read Sec. 12; the Senate agree to the same. 
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——— — 164: That the House recede from or opt ioe e to 


of the Senate numbered 164, and with an 


ndment num 165: the House recede its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the same with an 
fhe aea he fi “9” and insert in lieu thereof 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, agree 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure II and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure 16,“ so as to read Sec. 16; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House — from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 169, and agree to the — with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure ra and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure 17,“ so as to read Sec. 17;" and this Senate agree 40 the supa, 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word Melbourne” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Titusville;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 180: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree 10 the same with an 
amendment as follows: 8 at the end of the amendment proposed the fol- 
lowing paragraph: 

“St. Augustine: Forim 
over the outer and inner 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 210: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 210, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word Champlain's“ in said amend- 
22 and insert in lieu thereof the word Champlin's; Pir and the Senate agree 

e same, 

Amendment numbered 220; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the amendment proposed the fol- 
lowing paragraph : 

Newport Harbor, south of Goat Island, with a view to the removal of the 
spit at the south end of the island.“ 

And the Senate ugree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 222: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 222, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter pro: to be striken 
out the word Waco," so that the provision will read“ River from its 
mouth to Waco; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 234, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure 94 13” and insert in lieu e 
the figure 18,“ so asto read “Sec. 18;” and bap nr ga 

d ©. H. GROSVENO 
NEWTON C, BLAN Ses 
Managers on the part of the House. 


rovement of channel so as to make a deep-sea channel 
rs,” 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 5480 
known as the river and harbor bill,” submit the following stateme: ap 

The Senate amendments to the bill were two hundred and thirty-six in num- 


ber. 

or these, ninety-three were merely verbal amendments, in the sense that 
they neither increased nor d the te of the bill; forty-seven 
were orders of survey added by the Senate; twenty-four were reductions in 
amounts as allowed by the bill as it ‘the H: ouse,and seventy-two were 
increases in amounts as fixed by the House, or additions to the bill, 

aoe bill as it passed the House N the sum of $19,948,445. 

oes upon in conference it aggregates $24,981,295, being a net increase of 


$5,082, 

hte im increase consists, principally, of the following items : 

Harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island.. ven Een ae 
Harbor at Wilson's 7 Connecticut, . 
Improving Bay Ridge Channel, New York Harbor. 
Harbor at timore... 3 

Harbor at Churlotte, Ela. 
Harbor at Galveston, Tex... 
Harbor at Yaquina 1 8 
For the ee of 


yg 


100,000 
40,000 


— * 


2 


——— 


58a: 


rovement Com- 
is = Iron 


a 
$ 
i 
3 
nese 


St. Mary’s River at the Falls, es 
Hay Lake Channel, Michigan. . . 
Reservoirs at headwaters — t Mississippi eres oes 
Canal at Cascades, Oregon... 
Mouth of Columbia River 
coat. River, from head of Rock Land Rapids ‘fo foot of Priest 
ids, Washington 
isos River 
Missouri River 
Examinations and surveys. —— 


All the Senate's reductions of the amounts as 5 — ay the House were re- 
stored except seven, and these seven n 
Tue Senate receded from its 6 


serores 


S82 888238338853 333 


55 ies: 


E 
8 


ng out the appropriation for 
as ela River, withan ree 


The Senate t is übel, the same as bill H. R. 403. N 
reported from the Committee on Railways and Canals and now on the Calendar. 


1890. 
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Senate amen: ts 127, 129. 13) d striking out se a 
een trees thes Head ofthe Panes te 8 


Tr air 5 
of the Ohio iver, tor survey of the river for harbors, and forthe head of the At- 


chafalaya and mouth of Red River, for the rectification thereof; and the 
Senate amendment 128, making an app tion of s lump sum of for 
improving the river from the Head of the to the mouth of the Ohio River, 
for surveys for . and for the head of the Ai- 
chafalaya, and the mouth of the Red River, were a! to, with an amend- 
ment reducing the 8 —.— $3,500, p — 000; and 2 
that not exceeding i shall expend: for the nam 

ment, and not $250,000 for the rectification of the head of the 
Atchafalayaand the mouth of Red River. 


Senate amendment 137, striking out the provision making an 9 
for the Missouri River, was agreed to, and amendment 138, ting $900,- 
000 for the improvement of the river from its month to Sioux y. was 

to with an amendment reducing the amount to $800,000, and providing thatthe 
improvements shall be made from the mouth of the river up in such reaches as 
shall be determined upon, 

Senate amendment No. 110, authorizing the Secretary of War to grant leases 
or licenses for the use of the water-powers on the Green and Barren Rivers, in 
the State of Kentucky, was eed to. 

Amendments 39, 114, and 114, make appropriations for Galveston Harbor, 
Texas; St. Mary's River, and Hay Lake Channel, Michigan, as already stated, 
and provide thit the Secretary of War may make contracts for materials and 
labor in carryingon these great works. to be paid for as appropriations may, 
from time to time, be made by law. 

Amendments 27 and 30, forthe improvement of the harbors at Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, as agreed upon, also authorize the Secretary of War to make 
contracts for labor and materials in carrying on these improvements, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 

Section 4 of the bill, relating to the steps to be taken to cause the alteration of 
bridges obstructing navigable water ways of the United was amended 
by the Senate so asto require that the parties interested should have reasonable 
opportunity to be — rhe to issuance by the Secretary of Warof notice for 
the alteration of such dges, and also so as to require that the Secretary of 
War shall specify the changesto be made in giving notice of alteration. 

Section 5 of the bill, which prescribes penalties for refusal to make alterations 
in bridges after notice by the Secretary of War, was amended by the Senate by 
striking out the imprisonment clause, and reducing the fine from not exceeding 
$10,000 to not exceeding $5,000, The amendments of the Senate to the bridge 
sections of the bill were concurred in, They modify or make more lenient the 
terms of the law, and do not, in our opinion, impair its efficacy, 

The Senate added a new section (section 6), on the subject of obstructions 
laced or continued in navigable waters of the United States. The House con- 
ſerees agreed to this with an amendment which embodies in the bill sub- 

stantially the provisions of the bill H. R. 3894, reported favorably to the House by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors February 26, 1490, and which is, in effect, 
the Senate bili numbered 83, which passed the Senate at the present session, 
and which was likewise reported favorably to the House by substitute by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

The last river and harbor bill to become a law was that of a, ss 11, 1888, and 
covered appropriations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1889. 0 8 have 
elapsed without a river and harbor bill, The present bill therefore really 
carries appropriations for two years, and is only, about $12.490,000 for each year, 

HOS. J. HENDERSON, 
NEWTON ©. BLANCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (§. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, CLAYTON VS. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Mr. LACEY. It has been agreed upon, Mr. Speaker, between the 
majority and the minority members of the Elections Committee that 
the time for the discussion of this case is to be controlled by the two 
parts of the committee on the floor of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. That is agreeable. 

Mr. LACEY. No limit has been fixed as to time; but it is believed 
that the discussion will not consume any considerable time, in view of 
the importance of the case. It is thought that further along ia the 
discussion we can agree upon some limit. If not, I shall, afterreason- 
able debate, ask the previous question. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this case comes into this House 
under a resolution adopted by the House in March last, which in sub- 
stance directed the House to investigate the contested- election case of 
Clayton vs. Breckinridge, to take testimony as to the election—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
House is in such disorder that the gentleman can not be heard. Let 
us have better order. - 

The SPEAKER Will the House please be in order? Will gen- 
tlemen have the kindness to cease conversation and take their seats? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio (continuing). To take testimony in regard 
to the election and the events arising therefrom and relating thereto. 
All this has been done, and I propose briefly to call the attention ot 
the House thereto. But before I proceed I desire to call the attention 
of the House, and particularly of the gentlemen of the minority of the 
committee, to what I regard as almost of a personal character, if not 
a matter of personal privilege. I hold in my hand what purports to 
be the report of the minority of the committee in this case, signed by 


all minority of the committee, extracts from which were given to 
the Associated Press and by it sent broadcast throughout the coun- 
It seems to be chiefly an assault upon the majority of the com- 
ttee, in which such choice language as this is of the 
majority of the committee: “‘ Discourtesy, unfairness, neglect of duty, 


unjustifiable artifices, bad faith, suppression of testimony,” etc., have 
marked their course. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not stand here to dignify this assault by re- 
plying to it nor by challenging the truth of the statements there made. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of order. I am unable even at 
this distance to hear what the gentleman is saying. I think there 
ought to be order in the House. = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Coorzn] will 
please suspend. The Chair desires to call the attention of the House 
to the disorder which exists upon the floor. The conversation 
members renders itimpossible for the gentleman from Ohio to be h 
by members who desire to hear him, and unless the conversation ceases 
it will be impossible for the House to go on with its business. Order 
can only be maintained by cach member refraining from conversation. 
[A pause.] The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I had said, Mr. Speaker, that I did not 
propose to dignify this assault by replying to it, nor by disputing the 
statements and charges contained in this minority report. I only de- 
sire to call the attention of my colleagues upon the committee, u 
the other side of the House, to this language which they publis 
over their signatures and sent out to the country. I have only tosay 
that I am willing to be judged, as a member of this committee, by the 
record which I have made in my four years’ service thereon, during 
which time the criticisms to which I have been subjected have not 
been charges of lack of independence on my part. During that time 
these gentlemen and myself have sustained the most cordial relations. 
I have ever entertained and expressed confidence in their integrity and 
great respect for their ability, and I have believed, and thought I had 
reason to believe, that they entertained no mean opinion of me. 

Iam unpleasantly surprised 7 y soas to the course 
ol my neighbor and coll e upon the committee and personal friend, 
the gentleman from Ohio i Mr. OUTHWAITE]. He will remember, as i 
well remember, that when in the last House the present distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Elections [Mr. ROWELL] and myself felt 
called upon by our sense of duty, our understanding of the law and the 
testimony in an important case which attracted widespread attention 
throughout the Republic, to differ with the rest of our Republican col- 
leagnes upon the committee, and with most of our Republican col- 
leagues in the House, we were subjected to the bitter and ferocious 
criticism of a great portion of the Republican press of the country, by 
which we were notified that the party had no longer use for us, and 
that when our then present term expired we could 8 retire 
to the shades of private life. It was then that my distingushed friend 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] came forward, took me by the hand, and congrat- 
ulated me upon the stand which I had taken and my independence in 
rising above party tie and behest, stating that he was especially per- 
sonally pleased, as he said he himself, in the quasi-judicial 
position of a member of the Committee on Elections, to rise above party 
ties. I regret that since that day I have waited in vain for that rising 
on the partof my friend, and now marvel if his efforts at rising have 
culminated in this assault contained in this report. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if my friend will permit me just there, 
I can say perhaps what the gentleman from Ohio himself [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] would not wish to say, that he was not present at any time 
during the consideration of that report, and I venture to say never 
saw it untilit a in print. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. But his name appears signed to it. 

Mr. CRISP. I ey state the fact that I believe to be true. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. May I ask if my distinguished friend 
signed this report? 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to the gentleman that that which he has 
read from does not contain the views of the minority of the Committee 
on Electionsas finally presented tothe House. He possibly reads from 
a proof-slip—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
tell us whose views it does represent? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman will excuse me 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. The views of the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions are before the House in printed form and any gentleman may see 
them for himself, and if they-—— 

Mr. DALZELL. But not as originally filed. 

Mr. CRISP. If there be some proof-slip that some gentleman has 
obtained surreptitiously or otherwise from the Printing Office, that 
is another matter. The views of the minority appear in the document 
which all gentlemen have before them 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I assume from the language of my distin- 
guished friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp} that the views which now 
appear in the minority report arethe views of the minority of the com- 
ei 8 upon this contest, but also of the majority of the com- 

ttee as a 
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But, Mr. Speaker, I submit to these honorable men, and they ‘‘are 
all honorable men, whether when a paper of this kind that has been 
filed and printed and given out to the press, and by that means to the 

blic, and all the damage that could thereby be done to their col- 

leagues on the committee, it is a sufficient amende honorable to file an 
amended report omitting these offensive charges, and with that sug- 
gestion I will leave that branch of the question to my friends, the 
minority of the committee. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? In commenting upon this you used the term facts.” 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Charges! I should have said. 

Mr. BERGEN. They allege that these statements are true. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. It is not necessary to make an answer to 
that. No man believes the charges true. We all well know that our 
genial friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mals], who is alleged to have 
made ‘his report, would spurn such an inquiry, and that he never wrote 
or signed such a report, and would scorn to do so, and the question is 
who did inspire and pen these charges, 

But to proceed, Mr. Speaker, in 1888 there was in the State of Ar- 
kansas widespread discontent at the Bourbon management and control, 
which seemed to be an inheritance from the defunct Confederacy, and 
whose political campaigns seemed to consist in incessantly waving the 
Southern bloody shirt and a repetition of the alleged history of the 
State during the transition days of the reconstruction period. 

Many progressive and enterprising men, who were not Republicans, 
when they contrasted the magnificent natural resources of that State 
and its splendid possibilities with the progress it had really made, 
thought those in control had better beat something else than vaporing 
about the alleged mis: ment of twenty years before. They 
thought that it would be wiser and better to improve the present and 
by legislation and management invite an invasion of friendly capital and 
labor to fill that State, develop its wealth, and give to the State that 
prond position in the Republic to which it was of right entitled. 

men united under various names with the Republicans, and 
swept the Second Congressional district of Arkansas in September by 
more than 3,000 majority, in spite of the ill-disguised frauds of which 
samples may be found in Howard Township, Conway County, where an 
unquestioned Republican majority of nearly 500 was by the Democratic 
judges changed to a Democratic majority of 76, and in Old River Town- 
ship, in Arkansas County, where, after the Democratic board had counted 
out and ascertained and announced a majority opposed to the Demo- 
crats of 315 votes, and one of the Democratic judges had started to the 
county seat with the ballots, poll-books, and ballot-box, he was, as he 
said, met in the woods and set upon by three masked men, who by force 
took from him the ballots, ballot-box, and poll- books, which, of course, 
were never returned, and the vote was changed so that the Democratic 
ticket in that county was thereby elected. 

As the Democratic managers feared that the presence of Federal 
supervisors at the polls might atleast to some extent interfere with the 
success of these practices in November, and as John M. Clayton, the 
Republican candidate for Congress, was known to be an able and ex- 
perienced campaigner, and was a man of very great personal popularity, 

and honored by all, the Bourbon leaders became frightened, 

Major Breckinridge, who was conducting an educational campaign 

in the State of New York, delivering political homilies from the deck 

of a canal-boat as it madly tossed in the raging waters of the Erie 

Canal, was called home to enter personally into the canvass, which con- 
tinually increased in excitement and interest. 

Especial attention was directed to Conway County on account of the 
number of election outrages in that county before, so that not only was 
Mr. Clayton very anxious, but Major Breckinridge felt called upon to 
admonish his partisan friends that they must be more discreet in the 
futurethan they had been in the past. Hestates that hedid this because 
he understood that his friends had been indulging in some ‘‘ horse 
play there, I learned the definition of these words, horse play,” 
while listening to the narrative of one of the participants, Dr. White, 
whose name will be mentioned frequently, who told with great glee 
how when he entered the election room one of the judges rose up to pro- 
test against his interference and therenpon he promptly knocked that 
judge down, and kicked over one of the lamps, and thereupon the colored 
judge became so frightened that he ran and jumped through the win- 
dow, carrying the sash with him, and was alter wards seen two miles 
away still running with the window-sash around his neck. [Laughter. ] 
That is horse play down there. 

Colonel Clayton was of course anxious to employ all proper means to 
secure a fair and honest, quiet election there, and in that line he re- 
quested Hon. M. W. Benjamin, a respectable, intelligent white citizen 
of Little Rock, to go to Morrillton, the county seat of Conway, in his 
interest, and we read in this morning’s dispatches in the press something 
concerning this place. The day betore the November election Mr. Ben- 
jamin went there to confer with the Republicans upon the situation at 
that place and to endeavor to secure a fair election the next day. His 
coming was known by the partisaus of Mr. Breckinridge, and upon his 
arrival at the depot at Morrillton he was met by a mob, set upon, 
knocked down, kicked, and beaten with fists and stones, and finally 
with some sort of an instrument a leaden bullet was shotinto his head, 


which, although it did not enter his skull, had to be extracted by a 
surgeon. He was oA sere to return home to his family on the next 
a 


train, and there, few weeks’ suffering, he died—one of the vic- 
tims of this method of holding elections. 

On the morning of the election day Mr. Shelby, the sheriff of Con- 
way County in November by virtue of the frauds and forgeries and 
crimes of September, finding his soul fired with a noble determination 
to prevent a repetition of the methods by which he himseif held his 
office, appointed some twelve or fifteen dashing young Democrats of 
Morrillton as deputy sheriffs and sent them 7 miles away to Plummer- 
ville, Howard Township, to preserve the peace. 

Upon the arrivalof this posse at Plummerville the two regularly ap- 
pointed Republican judges were on some pretext deposed, and an elec- 
tion board composed entirely of Democratic judges and clerks appointed 
in their stead, and when the two Republican judges, who had been un- 
lawfully driven from the polls where it was their lawful right and duty 
to preside quietly and peacefully, went to another room and there pro- 
posed to opar the polls and receive the vote of their fellow-citizens, as 
was their lawful right, they were by Sheriff Shelby’s peace-preserving 
deputies promptly arrested and taken away upon the charge that they 
were ‘‘ disturbing the election.“ 

The election proceeded under the entire control of the Democratic 
officers, subject only to the right of the Republican supervisor, Wahl 
an intelligent white man, to sit by and see what was done in and about 
the ballot-box, which he did the live-long day so vigilantly that there 
was no possibility of changing the ballots or stuffing the box, and as 
it was known that he was determined to be present at the count that 
night, there was but small prospect of success in the line of false count- 
ing or fraudulent returns, so some other device must be adopted. When 
the polls closed that night 697 votes had been polled, of which it was 
known by all that the Republicans had received a very large majority. 

The Democratic election officers separated for supper. They man- 
aged never to get together again. One of the judges, a Mr. Hervey, 
took the ballot-box with him, closely followed by the faithful super- 
visor Wahl. After some delay at supper and still further delay after- 
wards, when Wahl and Hervey returned with the ballot-box they found 
one of the Democratie judges and a clerk present. The others never 
returned. Afteralittledelayitsuddenly occurred to Judge Hervey that 
more light was needed, and he proposed to go out for another lam 
and take the ballot-box with him, but Wahl so earnestly protested 
against his taking the box that Hervey left it and went away and came 
back no more, After further delay the Democratic clerk suggested 
that as there was an insufficient supply of stationery he would go out 
and get more. He went and returned not. After a little while a man, 
at the time identified as Oliver Bentley (then and now a deputy sheriff 
of Conway County), whose name has figured with unpleasant flavor in 
the dispatches from Arkansas within the last few days, appeared at the 
door and inquired if the count had begun. Upon being answered in 
the negative he retired, and presently four white men with masks 
upon their faces entered the room where Wahl and the Democratic 
judge were, and by threats and force obtained possession of the ballots, 
ballot-box, and poll-books and took them away, since when they have 
never been heard of, except through the testimony of one of Shelby’s 
deputies, a Mr, Taylor, who swears that he saw them in possession of 
some of his colleague deputies on their way back to Morrillton that night. 

Of the 697 ballots which had been cast, uncontradicted testimony 
proves that at least 560 were Republican, 

In White River Township, Woodruff County, the judges returned 
254 votes, of which they gave to Breckinridge 210 and to Clayton 44. 
Now, by the law of Arkansas, it is provided and required that when a 
voter hands his ballot to the judge, before the ballot is placed in the 
box the name of the voter must be written upon the poll-book, the 
number of his ticket attached to his name, and the same number writ- 
ten upon the ticket, so that in the absence of fraud an examination ot 
the poll-books and ballots would show just how every man had voted. 
But in this case 62 voters who, by the poll-books and ballots, as counted 
and returned by the Democratic board, appeared to have voted for 
Breckinridge, came forward and testified upon oath that they did not 
vote the ballots which had been numbered for them, that they did not 
vote for Breckinridge, but, on the contrary, did vote for Clayton. In 
addition to these, 46 others whose names appear upon the poll-books 
testified that they voted for Clayton; making his vote at that poll 108 
instead of 44, 

In Cotton Plant Township the same methods seem to have prevailed. 
The judges in this Republican district returned 318 votes, of which 
they gave Breckinridge 186 and kindly allowed Clayton 132. But 46 
men, who by the poll-books and ballots appeared to have voted for 
Breckinridge, testified that they did not vote the tickets attributed to 
them, and that they did not vote for Breckinridge at all, but did vote 
for Clayton, and that therefore, by some improper or criminal method. 
the tickets which they voted for Clayton must have been changed and 
tickets for Breckinridge put in the box and counted in their stead. In 
addition thereto the testimony shows that 157 other lawful votes were 
east for Clayton at this precinct, including those cast by 30 duly quali- 
fied voters whose votes, although received by the judges, were never put 
in the box nor their names placed on the poll-books, 
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In Riverside Township, Woodruff County, the same practices appear 
to have been adopted. There were returned in this precinct 197 votes 
for Breckinridge and 59 for Clayton, but according to the testimony 
of the voters whose names appeared upon the books and who did vote, 
at least 29 of the men who were returned as having voted for Breckin- 
ridge voted for Clayton, their tickets having been changed after they 
handed them to the judges. Therefore, as 61 others swear that they 
voted for Clayton, and there is no doubt that they did, Clayton’s vote 
there was at least 90 instead of 59, as returned. 

In Augusta the same methods were adopted, of making men who 
voted for Clayton appear to vote for Breckinridge by the judge chang- 
ing their tickets and putting others in the box in their stead. There, 
where there were but 34 votes returned for Clayton, he actually re- 
ceived at least 52. 

In Freeman Township there was no pretense of an election, for the 
reason that the Democratic sheriff, whose duty it was to provide bal- 
lot-boxes and poll-books, sent the ballot-box with the poll-books locked 
up, while he kept the key safely in his own pocket 20 miles away. 
The Republican supervisor, who was anxions to have the election pro- 
ceed, was kindly informed that if he would break the lock ot the box, 
the election could go on; but as he was also advised that breaking the 
lock would be a penitentiary offense, he declined to make the venture. 
The consequence was that there was no election held in that precinct 
at all; and the sanctity of the ballot-box was so strictly observed there 
that no ballot was put into the box. Eighty-three Republican voters 
in this township made all the effort they reasonably could to vote the 
Republican ticket, but of course were unable todo so. How many 
Democrats were thus prevented from voting does not appear, but it 
does appear that very few Democrats were near the polls there on that 
day—perhaps for the reason that they understood that the polls would 
not be opened. 

In Prairie Township, Cleveland County, all the officers were Demo- 
crats except the supervisor, whose presence appears to have been 
offensive to Mr. Breckinridge's partisans, and especially to Mr. 
Dansby, who notified the Republican supervisor the day before the 
election not to appear at the polls upon penalty of death. Then Mr. 
Dansby appeared in the vicinity of the polls on election day armed with 
two shotguns and a knife. He notified the Republican supervisor to 
leave the polls or he would kill him. He swaggeringly proclaimed 
(being intoxicated) that nobody should vote there who did not vote 
for Cleveland; and as a further inducement for the departure of the 
Republican supervisor he produced what purported to be a telegram 
signed by John M. Clayton announcing that he had withdrawn from 
the race for Congress. He coutinued his threats and violence, tearing 
Republican tickets from the hands of those who held them, ete., until 
neither the Republican supervisor nor other Republicans dare be present 
at the counting of the votes. 

Of course an election thus conducted was satisfactory to Mr. Dansby 
and his friends. But for this day’s work this Dansby was tried and 
convicted in a Federal court and fined by a Federal judge, and Mr. 
Breckinridge proved his fidelity to a valuable friend and his appre- 
ciation of his seryices by promptly coming forward and assisting in 
paying Dansby’s fine. 

A MEMBER. Is there evidence of that? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, Oh yes; Mr. Breckinridge himself says so; 
and he kindly informed us that he did so because Dansby was a 
young man and an orphan. Aud as the testimony shows that Dansby 
was only thirty-odd years of age, it is to be hoped that when he arrives 
at years of maturity he will remember and repay Mr. Breckinridge 
for the money so kindly advanced him in the tender years of his or- 
phan youth. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL, He has a wife and children. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Oh, yes; he isa married man. Ido not 
— 1 at what age a man down there ceases to be an orphan. [ Laugh- 
ter. . 

No other testimony was taken or investigation had as to any other 
precinct in this district. But can any fair-minded man reasonably 
doubt that this election, which proves to be a festering corruption 
wherever probed, would have continued to show thesame condition if 
the probing process had been further pursued ? 

But what does the testimony show as to which of these two candidates 
was elected? It is conceded that the returns before the governor, upon 
which he made his certificate to Mr. Breckinridge and upon which Mr. 
Breckinridge had a majority of 846, did not embrace a siugle one of the 
votes cast at Plummerville in Howard Township, where as I havesaid 
the testimony proves clearly that Mr. Ciayion had at least 435 majority, 
thus reducing Mr. Breckinridge’s alleged majority to 411. 

Bat, I submit, can any man reasonably doubt from the testimony to 
which I have referred that the returns from White River, Cotton Plant, 
Augusta, and Riverside are so hopelessly false that no reliance can be 
placed thereon; that they do not represent the ttue vote there? And 
if so, then, according to the uniform and long-standing rules of this 
House and the decisions of the courts in analogous cases, the returns 
must be set aside and each party remitted to proof as to the votes he 
actually received. By this rule Mr. Breckinridge will lose in White 
River Township 210 votes, in Cotton Plant 186, in Augusta 98, in River- 


side 196, making a total loss of 691, while Mr. Clayton’s vote is in- 
creased in White River Township by 62, in Cotton Plant 73, in Augusta 
18, and in Riverside 31, making the majority of Mr. Clayton 464, say- 
ing nothing about the vote in Freeman Township, where 83 men testified 
that they endeavored to vote the Republican ticket; and, giving to Mr, 
Breckinridge the full vote in Dansby’s precinct of Prairie Township and 
all the votes to which he can by any rule of law be entitled or elaim 

Mr. CRISP. May I ask thegentleman from Ohio whether he draws 
any distinction as to the application of the principle of law he has just 
stated between a case where there are parties and a case where there 
are no parties; for instance, between a statutory contest and a case 
where a committee is specifically instructed to inquire who was elected ? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I have not done so in this case, nor do I 
understand that it could make any difference, for there is no proof at 
all, these returns being set aside, of any vote having been cast for Mr. 
Breckinridge in these precincts. Ihave not made the distinction to 
which the gentleman alludes. 

Mr. CRISP. Under the ordinary practice, was it not the duty of 
the committee to find out what votes were cast? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The gentleman can discuss the question in 
his own time. I do know that the Democratic supreme court of the 
State of Arkansas in a recent decision in a conteste f- election case did 
hold that where the returns from a precinct are false the entire vote of 
the precinct should be set aside. I do not understand that to be settled 
law; but if it was accepted and applied to this case it would only re- 
duce Mr. Clayton’s majority, still leaving him elected. 

Now, as to the contest, it appears that John M, Clayton, dissatisfied 
with the methods of the election and the result as returned by the 
judges of the election, believing he had been fairly elected,determined 
to contest the election and expose these methods in the presence of the 
House of Representatives and of the American people. He accord- 
ingly gave notice of contest; and soon afterward criminal prosecutions 
were commenced in the Federal courts against the parties alleged to 
have been guilty of these election outrages in Conway, Woodruff, and 
Cleveland Counties. The most important of these cases was the pros- 
ecution against the two Bentleys, Reed, Wells, and others for the steal- 
ing of the ballot-box at Plummerville. These prosecutions seemed 
alike to terrify and enrage the parties charged, especially when detect- 
ives began the work of investigation and when it became known that 
George Bentley was negotiating for his own personal safety upon the 
condition of confessing and giving the details of the crime and the 
names of the criminals. Therefore, a portion of the residue, under 
the leadership of Oliver Bentley, began negotiations with Clayton and 
his friends with a view to an adjustment of the contest on the basis 
that if the prosecutions were discontinued, the rewards which had been 
offered recalled, and the detectives dismissed, Clayton should have 
credit in his contest tor the 500 majority he claimed in Howard Town- 
ship, Conway County. And then these men, to deter George Bentley 
from his purpose of confession, as well as all other persons who might 
be disposed to do so, announced that the penalty of such conduct would 
be death, 

In the mean while Supervisor Wahl, happening to be in the classic > 
village of Plummerville one winter night, accepted a kind invitation 
to play cards with three prominent Democrats of the town, this man 
Dr. White being one of the party. It so happened that the game pro- 
gressed in a room the door of which was partly of glass, and while en- 
gaged in playing, a murderous bullet came crashing through the glass 
door and entered Wahl’s neck, or rather the lower part of his head, 
inflicting an exceedingly painful and dangerous wound. It will bere- 
membered that this was while these prosecutions were still pending in 
which Wahl was an indispensable witness for the prosecution. : 

Atterwards, and while George Bentley was still proposing to tell all 
he knew of the conduct of this election as a condition of his personal 
safety, it so happened that one day he and his brother, Oliver Bentley, 
were engaged in the examination of a new revolver, which, although 
of a pattern regarded as especially free from any danger of accidental 
discharge, widely advertised and prized on that account, yet, while 
this weapon was in the hands of Oliver Bentley, in some mysterious 
way it was accidentally discharged, and the bullet entered the neck of 
George, who fell at the feet of Oliver, and shortly afterwards died. 
Oliver Bentley claimed that the shot was accidental. It may have been 
accidental, but the public could not readily forget that George Bentley 
then and there met the terrible fate with which he had been threat- 
ened, and the man who was disposed to do as George Bentley had pro- 
posed to do, that is, to confess these crimes, could read in George Bent- 
ley’s blood the possibility of death by accidental shooting. 

George Bentley being dead and Wahl wounded, Oliver Bentley con- 
tinued his negotiations for adjustment on the basis I have already 
named, and Clayton, always desirous of peace, favored it, and at one 
time it was believed to have been consummated, and one of Clayton’s 
friends who had been active in bringing it about was congratulated for 
having thereby saved John Clayton’s life. Unfortunately, he did not 
saveit long. For when it became known that Oliver Bentley could not 
make a binding agreement on the part of Mr. Breckinridge as to the 
Plummerville vote and that Mr. yton could not control the crimi- 
nal prosecutions against the violators of the law, the attempt at ad- 
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et ee ee and Clayton began to take testimony at 
‘lummerville. 


John Clayton went to Plummerville with many misgivings. - His 
friends entreated him to remain away, ishing him that they had 
good reason to believe that by going there he imperiled his life, and life 
Bt LAE OS MMA e AMAF CO ODN as by the then recent 
death of his wife his children had = ee nda chin hen cet 
guidance, protection, and support. But he felt it a duty w eow 
to himself and 86 had voted for and, as he believed, 
elected him, and a duty he owed to the country which had been wronged 
in this manner, to pursue the contest to a final conclusion. Some one 
must go to Plummerville for him, and John Clayton was not a man to 
shrink from going where duty called him; nor was he a man to send 
another to brave a danger which he himself did not dare to face. More- 
over, he encouraged himself against the fear of personal danger by the 
fact and consciousness that he had not a personal enemy on the face of 
the earth or a personal difference with any man, 

But when he proceeded to take the testimony signs of danger became 
apparent. He was refused admission to the rooms in the village hotel 
which had been for him, and could only find shelter in an out- 
of-the-way old house in the outskirts of the village, and soon so many 
omiuons threats filled the air that the man who had accompanied him 
to assist in taking the testimony became so frightened that he aban- 
doned Clayton and left the county, stating at the time that he believed 
he would be killed if he remained. Finally, on the night of thefourth 
day of the investigation in Plummerville, while John Clayton, who 
had been engaged in speaking in fond and loving words of his bereaved 
children, was in the act of sit down to write to them a letter, he 
received in his neck a load of bu ot which nearly severed his head 
from his body. He fell to the floor dead and lay there in his bed of blood 
the livelong night. 

The news of this assassination was flashed over the country and was 
answered, as we all remember, by a cry of indignant horror. Foral- 
tbough our people are not, alas, wholly untamiliar with political mur- 
ders, there was something about this matter so cruel, so inexcusable, 
that the people could not repress their indignation at the murderers— 
for there was manifestly more than one—nor their sympathy with the 
gallant victim and his family. But in that feeling the people of Plum- 
merville did not seem to participate. 

W. H. Clayton testifies—and I see my friend over there has quoted 
what some other gentlemen outside of Plummerville did, but I am 
speaking of the people of Plummerville—W. H. Clayton, the twin 
brother of John, testifies that when, upon the next day after the murder, 
he went to Plammerville upon the sad errand of taking his brother’s 
dead body home to his weeping children, no white man, woman, or 
child in Flummerville came to him, met him, took him by the hand, 
or ia any way tendered him the slightest sympathy or assistance. The 
coffin which he had brought with from Little Rock was borne by 
a few faithful black friends from the depot up 3 the streets of 
Plummerville to the old house where John Clayton been compelled 
to find shelter, and although William H. Clayton remained there many 
weary hours, while the body of his brother was being prepared for the 
coffin and before the returning train came by, his grief was not invaded 
by any citizen of Plumm e. 

fei when a man came to that house upon business, who William 
H. Clayton had reason to believe was a Mason, he himself being a high 
officer of that order, he inquired of the visitor whether he belonged to 
the fraternity; and upon the man answering in the affirmative, Clay- 
ton cried out, Do you know that my murdered brother, who lies in 
yonder room, wasa Mason? The man answered, Les, I know he was 
grand master of the State of Ar Then,“ asked Clayton, 

‘why should he and I have been so used here? Why has no man or 
woman lent me or tendered me any assistance? Why have I been 
shunned andavoided?’’ And his brother Mason answered meekly, ‘‘ I 
can only speak for myself. Iwas afraid to come for fear that I myself 
would be killed.“ And having thus answered the brother Mason de- 

And when, in the es of that decliningNovember day, the 

y of John Clayton, borne upon the shoulders of his faithful black 

friends, was taken through the silent streets of Plummerville, his twin 

brother, walking behind alone with bowed head and stricken heart, 
formed the funeral procession. 

Afterward, however, in response to a general outcry, large rewards 
were offered by the State for the arrestand conviction of the murderer. 
The surviving brothers of Clayton spent thousands of dollars of their 
own money in the payment of Pinkertons and other detectives, in the 
vain labor of attempting to ferret the murderers out. And Governor 
Eagle, if I remember the testimony, also spent upon behalf of the State 
of Arkansas, the sum of $65 in the same effort. 

I shall not delay the House by any discussion of the murder of the 
negro detective Smith, which has been put into the record. It seems 
that this man was acting as a detective in investigating the Clayton 
murder, during which he was killed in an affray by a young man whose 

ts were Republican; an affray the origin of which is not developed 
by the testimony, nor does it appear whether the murder grew out of 

e Clayton assassination or not. 

Mr. Speaker, from the facts I have stated and others given in our re- 


we find that John M. was duly elected a Representative 
the Second Congressi district of Arkansas, and if alive he 
would to-day be entitled to the seat in which Mr. Breckinridge has 
so long sat while his opponent has slept in a bloody grave. e also 
find that his murder was a political assassination in the sense that it 
directly grew out of and arose from the political methods which had 
been adopted in that district. In this, sir, we but echo the almost 
unanimous sentiment of almost all parties in that region, including 
such prominent Democratic journals as the Arkansas Democrat, the 
Arkansas Gazette, the St, Louis Republic, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, 
as well as the opinion of the Democratic zovernor of Arkansas and the 
Democratic judge of Conway County. call attention to these pub- 
lications, The Arkansas Democrat, published at Little Rock, said: 
The cold-blooded assassination at Plummerv lle on Tuesday night is the fruit 
of ballot-box robbery. ‘The story is a short one and it may do some good to re- 
it. At the September election there were notorious frauds upon the ballot 
n this State in several counties—the worst by far being perpetrated in this, the 
capital county, where the safe in the county clork's office was robbed of nine 
ballot-boxes which, if counted, would have elected the entire opposition ticket, 
with the exception of county clerk and judge, This nt outrage was fol- 
lowed by the stealing of a ballot-box in Howard Township, Conway County, at 
the Congressional election in November. This township was known to have 
cast a large majority for the Republican candidate, Hon. John M, Clayton. In 
the investigation which followed Colonel Clayton went to Plummervilleto take 
testimony in the case and wasassassinated in cold blood. It isnot worth while 
to moralize over the heart-rending tragedy. 


Mr. BAKER. Is that from a Democratic paper? 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Yes, sir, a Democratic paper of rankest 
type; and I call especial attention to the statement of ballot-box rob- 
bery in the State capital, in the very shadow of the State-honse itself. 

The St. Louis Post-Dispatch, which had a correspondent upon the 
ground, in speaking of the murder, said: 

It will generally be taken as an admission of all that has been charged in the 
way of ballot-box frauds, terrorism, and violence in elections, and mere ex- 


pressions of horror and disapproval will not wash the hands of Arkansas De- 
mocracy of the deed. 


The Arkansas Gazette, another leading Democratic journal, also pub- 
lished in Little Rock, speaking of the Clayton murder, said: 


They did not originally contemplate murder. They sought to influence the 
result of an election by destroying the contents of a ballot-box, They antici- 
pated the sensation their act invoked. But for this they cared little. Masks 
concealed their faces when committing thecrime. Besides, ballot-box stealing 
had become an old, old story; and there was little in the surroundings to justify 
the fear of detection and punishment. 

In the assassination of John M. Clayton appeared the one chance ofeseape, It 


is the first step that counts, That step was taken in November. It forced the 


step taken in January, when fear of detection of the lesser crime decreed the 
assassination of the one man whoin their view endangered their personal lib- 


erty. 

‘That isthe story. It leaves little to betold. It brushes all other theories 
aside. In fact there is no other theory. The burglar murdered the man who 
stood between him and the door, beyond which lay trackless darkness and 
safety. The men who stole the ballot-box murdered John M. Clayton to pre- 
vent detection of the crime of November. 


The St. Lonis Republic, said: 


To one of these (the men who stole the ballot-box), all the circumstantial eyi- 
dence points as the murderer, 


And the Democratic judge of Conway County,in his charge to the 
grand jury, said: 

There is no man with three ideas above an oyster who does not know that 
murder and assassination are the results and will continue to be the results of 
Pe ook vg methods that have been employed in this country to carry the last 
e on. 

Governor Eagle, who had charge on behalf of the State of the inves- 
tigation of this murder and the ferreting out of the murderers, in his 
recent examination before this committee testifies as follows: 

As to the other matter of offering a reward for the ballot-box thieves, I want 
to say, as I said then, I say now, I believe, I believed then and I believe 
now, that the men who stole the ballot-box were implicated in the murder. 1 
will not state that it was done with a view of putting Clayton out of the House 
of Representatives, or witha view of keeping him out and putting Breckinridge 
in; but beeause they were conscious, probably, of having committed a crime 
against the law and that there was an investigation going on there, and they 
—.— feeling that probably they would be overtaken the crime and be pun- 


And finally, in explanation of the fact that these murderers have not 
been arrested, in exposition of the legitimate and direct results of the 
election methods which prevail there, I read from the Arkansas Ga- 
zette again: à 

The burgiar-murderer slinks away in the darkness. He is without character 
or standing, and he is ever under the shadow of the law. Not so the men who 
stole the ballots in November, and who in Jan followed their crime to its 
logical extreme. They are res) citizens. Woe be to him who brings against 
them accusation not backed by absolute proof. The eye that directed the aim 
and the finger that pulled the 6 death that murdered 
John M. Clayton have not lost their cunning. They would be quick to act if 
any 2 dared breathe a suspicion that could not be eoined into overwhelming 
proof, : 

Mr. Speaker, I think this case, in its sad details, shows the direct 
and legitimate results of the political practices and methods which un- 
fortunately prevail now in some of the fairest portions of this Republic; 
how one crime leads to another; how ballot-box stuffing and stealing, 
perjury, forgery, and murder naturally and quickly follow each other; 
shows how the continued condonation of a violation of the Constitution 
and the law of the State and the rights of the citizen in some respects, 
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for some purposes, is but a natural invitation to the evil disposed to 
violate at laws and trample upon the rights of all men at pleasure. 

These practices and methods are necessarily demo in the ex- 
treme to all classes, to those who inflict and those who endure them. 
The latter are cruelly taught thereby to hate the Constitution as 
a hollow pretense and the law as a mockery, while those who are 
permitted and 5 to commit these outrages for specific Fc 
poses soon come to spit upon the law and the Constitution and the 
rights of all and become a law unto themselves alone, and dire results 
must sooner or later follow. For, while dashing and reckless young 
men may enjoy the commission of these outrages and older and wiser 
men may williogly accept the usufruct thereof for a time, as surely as 
God is just and this is a civilized and enlightened christian land, so 
. will these methods sooner or later turn again and rend them. 

ir, these methods tend to disturb the peace, to dry up the very fount- 
ains of law, order, and security, and to paralyze all the impulses of hu- 
manity. 

Therefore it is that the murderers of Benjamin and Clayton and 
Smith to-day walk the land in undisturbed safety. Therefore the 
death of Bentley and the murderous assault upon Wahl have never 
been investigated, although poor Wahl has been duly punished for vio- 
lating the sacred law of Arkansas by playing cards. Therefore it was 
that while there are many good and humane men and women in Plum- 
merville, no one, not even his brother Masons, bound to him by ties 
the sanctity and the closeness of which I can not here speak, dared to 

to poor, dead John Clayton’s body and kindly wipe the death damps 
5 his honest brow and the blood from his brave m. 

Can there be more dangerous conditions? Could there be a greater 
beneficence to this nation, especially to the people where these prac- 
tices prevail, than the ending of these conditions? Is it not the su- 
preme duty of this American Congress at the earliest possible moment 
to enact such Jaws as will, so far as enforced laws can, terminate these 
methods by removing the inducements thereto? We all know that 
the inducement to crime is either the gratification of passion or the 
hope of the acquisition of profit. The inducement to these crimes is 
the hope thereby of acquiring profit in the form of political position 
and office. Let it be once fully understood that these methods are not 
profitable, and that thereby no mancan obtain a seat in this House, 
or office in the nation, and these methods will come to a certain and 
sudden end. Mr. Speaker, that day, sooner or later, is sure to come; 
it may come “through much tribulation,’’ or it may come in a form 
peaceful and acceptable to all, which may God grant. 

-For myself I can say that I hope and believe that in the not distant 
future all men everywhere will marvel that the enormity of these out- 
rages and of their resulting conditions was ever questioned or that an 
apologist for them was ever found. And then we can have eos | 
peace; then will come that long-desired, but long-delayed, baptisma 
wave which will wash out forever all memories of hate and sectional 
bitterness and animosity; then will we indeed be a united people, all 
loving the same flag, obeying the same law, and all respecting the rights 
of our fellow-citizens; then will the surplus of Northern labor and capi- 
tal rush in friendly invasion to the Sunny South ’’ and kindly assist 
its disenthralled sons to make that portion of our land what it should 
be—our country’s pride and ‘‘fit to be the paradise of man and the 
garden of God.’ 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a word in conclusion in reply to 
the frequent admonitions given by the sitting member against expected 
assaults upon the State of Arkansas and its good people. Sir, 1 know 
of no one on this side of the House who is disposed to assault the people 
of Arkansas, good or bad. The gentleman himself makes an assault 
upon a great portion of his own constituency to which I will notreply. 
hava certainly none but the most friendly and kindly feeling for the 
good people of Arkansas, some of whom I have known and respected 
and loved for many years, I have fresh and grateful memory of the 
courteous, kind treatment I received at the hands of the good people 
of Arkansas. I honor and respect that people as a brave, generous, 
hospitable people, most of whom deeply deplore the existence of these 
conditions and the employment of these methods of which I have spoken, 
but who, by designing and artful politicians who thereby secure their 
own perpetuation in power, are persuaded to tolerate these things for 
fear that otherwise they might be subjected to negro domination, of 
which, in Arkansas, with its great and rapidly increasing white major- 
ity, there is not the least peril. 

All that Arkansas needs to enable her to enter upon a career of 
boundless prosperity is the elimination of these conditions and the 
abandonment of these practices. Let it but once be understood that 
in Arkansas all laws are honored and obeyed and all men permitted 
to enjoy their lawful rights, and then that State which I admire; that 
State where mighty rivers flow through broad alluvial bottoms which 
in their richness surpass the famous Delta watered by Egypt’s vaunted 
river of fatness;’’ that State in whose hills nature has kindly and 
thickly planted, and but thinly covered, vast and diversified deposits 
of mineral resources waiting for the kindly coming of honest labor and 

merous capital for development, when her hill-sides will be dotted 

y blazing furnaces and shops, the ring of whose anvils shall fill the 
echoes with music, and the rising smoke and flame from whose chim- 


neys will be nh a of cloud by day and oh ee of fire by night lead- 
ing her people in their career of prosperity; State from whose cliffs 
burst forth in copious streams those health-giving and life-renewing 
waters, in the vain search for which the chivalrous Spaniard lost his life, 
will enter upon a career of prosperity at which the world will marvel 

and for that as the true friend of Arkansas I here plead. [Prolonged 
applause on the Republican side. ] 

r. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can and do very heartily 
join with my friend from Ohio [Mr. COOPER] in the panegyric he has 
just upon the State of Ar and upon her people. I believe 
thatif my friend and his Republican colleagues of the majority of this 
subcommittee had appreciated to the full extent, as he has expressed 
himself to-day, the Si which pervade the people of that State and 
their real worth this report would have had a different color. I was 
glad to hear him say that there were no better people anywhere than 
are to be found in the State of Arkansas. I know they received him 
and his colleagues with open-handed hospitality. They extended to 
him, as is characteristic of that people and their kinsmen of the South, 
every hospitality and kindness possible to extend to strangers. And 
may I not add, Mr. Speaker, that my friend from Ohio [Mr. COOPER], 
knowing that people as well as he now does, must certainly have come 
with great hesitation to the conclusion which is expressed in the report 
of the majority of the subcommittee. Why, sir, the favorite expression 
to be found in that report is murder; and all the crimes in the 
category of crimes are intimated or charged in this indictment against 
the people of Arkansas, miscalled a report to this body. 

Is there a member within the sound of my voice, is there any gen- 
tleman upon this floor or elsewhere, who for a moment believes that 
Major Breckinridge, or any of the people of Arkansas outside of those 
who committed the crime, ever dreamed that John M. Clayton was 
to be murdered? The impression has been sought to made 
upon the country that his killing was an organized political murder, 
and that the people of the State of Arkansas have adopted assassina- 
tion as a ſavorite political measure! Does the evidence produced here 
sustain that charge? Does the character of that people authorize it? 
In the inmost consciousness of my friends on the committee, who were 
for more than two weeks with me in Arkansas, is there any real belief 
that outside of the murderers anybody in that State knew in advance ot 
the contemplated assassination of John M. Clayton? And yet, sir, it 
is in this report gravely intimated, though remotely, that the sitting 
member, Major Breckinridge, knew something of it; or, if not, he 
is at least charged solemnly before the country as being an accessory 
after the fact and with profiting by the murder. It is charged that 
had it not been for the deep damnation of the taking off of John 
M. Clayton Major Breckinridge would not occupy the seat he occupies 
to-day. The supposed murderers are even spoken of as his friends and 
companions, Theselaw-breakers gentlemen conjure S in their imag- 
inations are spoken of as his consorts in social as well as in political 
life. Is this right or just? z 

Is this House a stranger to Clifton R. Breckinridge? Who will 
say the history of this House would be complete without the mention 
ot his name and public services upon this floor? Would the history 
of the country be complete without the story of his illustrious lineage? 
Do the memories of this Capitol hold enshrined a brighter or more 
honorable name than that of his father, the superb, the eloquent, the 
noble ex-Vice-President John C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky? Is there 
anything in the character, public or private, of the son, Clifton R. 
Breckinridge, that would justify the bitterest partisan in charging 
that he would take advantage of foul murder for any or po- 
litical consideration? Yet these charges are made, and when, in their 
proper and natural indignation, his friends upon the, committee, in 
their report, resent these imputations, our friénds upon the other side 
become at once exceedingly sensitive and fall back upon their dignity. 

It occurs to me to remark, that in my judgment, in view of all the 
surroundings, the less said by these gentlemen about reports in this 
matter the better for their names and fame. Their own report was 
sent to the country before it was ever seen by the House. Ours is no 
report. Why, sir, these are the views of the minority;’’ they are 


only presented, as you know, by courtesy. The merest tyro in parlia- 


mentary law knows quite well that there is no such thing as a minor- 
ity report. By parliamentary courtesy only the minority are allowed 
to present their views; that is all; and if it has a resolution to 
present, different from that submitted by the majority of the commit- 
tee, it is permitted by the rules of parliamentary proceeding to offer it 
with the views. 

Perhaps right here it may be as well to relieve our friends of any 
distress of mind in relation to the grave charges they seem to think 
have been brought against them in the views of the minority. We 
certainly entertain the kindest feelings toward our colleagues of the 


committee, and entertain for each and every one of them the highest 


respect personally. As a matter of fact these views“ as filed by 
the minority were prepared by and under the supervision of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mast. The gentlemen on the 
other side know very well the custom in this respect. The majority, 
after the report is upon, select some one of their number to pre- 
pare the same, which, when convenient, is submitted, and when not 
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convenient all around is not submitted, to the other members of the 
committee, before filing. In this case the views of the minority, pre- 
pared, as I state, by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania, were handed to 
the printer not as solemn records of this House, but for convenience, in 
order to get copies to be passed around among other members of the 
minority that they might look over them and correct the proof. Will 
any one say that the minority of the committee had no right to correct 
the proof of their own papers? Who is it on this floor, when the copy 
of a report or speech is returned to him from the printer, does not take 
what he has a right to take—license with it to a certain extent in cor- 
recting the proof? That is the objectof having the matter putin proof, 
The person revising the proof is not confined in his revision to the cross- 
ing of a t or the dotting of an i.“ 
this case I ask my friends what authority they had to peer into the 
private affairs of the minority of the committee, to take their incomplete 
views and give them to the world? This wasa private paper until it 
had been corrected and had received the official indorsement of the mi- 
nority of the committee. Copiesof this proof were struck off and given 
to the members of the minority. Yet it seems my friends had no 
ualms of conscience in obtaining surreptitiously or otherwise (and 
1 do not care how— they had no right to it) a copy of an immature 
paper which had been prepared on which to base the preparation of 
the views of the minority. And if in the correction of those sheets 
rough edges were smoothed down and unparliamentary expressions 
made to conform to parliamentary usage and rule, I think we should 
receive the thanks of those gentlemen instead of their condemnation. 

I entertain for my colleagues on the committee, especially for the 
distinguished gentleman who has just taken his seat, the profoundest 
respect, and I had almost said affectionate regard. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that every single word given out to the 

“ public press in relation to the views ot the minority and published 
in the Associated Press dispatches was cut out in this revision?“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I do not know, sir. To tell the truth, 
my friend, I do not know what was given to the press. There was 
no authority on the part of any of the members of the minority to 
have it printed for publication and it was not given to the press with 
their consent. It was, I presume, obtained by the press, as my friend 
from Iowa obtained the copy that he gave practically to the press— 
surreptitiously and without authority. 

The gentleman says that alterations were made in the revision and 
that matter was expunged. I will ask the gentleman whether he ob- 
jects to the alterations. Would you prefer [turning to Mr. Lacey] to 
have the views of the minority appear as they appeared in the copy 
which without authority you obtainsd at the printing office before it 
had been finally upon by the minority of the committee? Do 
you prefer it in that shape? 

Mr. LACEY. I certainly do not object to the expunging of those 
unparliamentary parts; surely not. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Then you have no objection? 

Mr. LACEY. I compliment the committee, not on writing it and 
giving it to the press, but in expunging that portion left out in the 
corrected copy. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The report of the minority, as finally 
agreed upon, is before the House; and upon that we stand. And I 
here declare in the presence of this House that I do not believe there 
is a member on the Republican side who, if he will carefully and dis- 
passionately examine it from beginning to end and verify from the 
records the statements therein, can have the conscience to say that 
©. R. Breckinridge was not elected to the seat he so honorably and 
ably fills. 

I know that these things are regarded as party spoils. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, I was struck in reading the July number of the North Amer- 
ican Review, in which the Speaker of this House in writing upon 
contested elections says that by general consent they are regarded as 

y questions, and mentions a remark made by an ex-governor of 
assachusetts, at one time a distinguished member of this House, Gov- 
ernor Long, that really he did not know of but one strictly party 
question, and that was a contested-election case.” Isay if my friends 
will divest themselves of partisan feeling and examine this case calmly, 
they will conclude beyond peradventure that Mr. Breckinridge occupies 
the seat he has a right to occupy, and that there is not a shadow upon 
his title to it. 
f But I am digressing, Mr. Speaker. Let us return and see what could 
have been the real objects to be achieved in raising this investigation 
and in sending the subcommittee to Arkansas. 

Let us rapidly pass in review the history of the whole thing. Very 
early in this session, on the 16th of December, a couple of weeks atter 
we assembled bere, a resolution was offered by the gentleman from 
Towauponthissubject. Mr. Clayton was dead; Mr. Breckinridge quietly 
occupied his seat; death had abated the contest which Mr. Clayton had 
begun, On that day my triend from Iowa, a personal friend, I believe, 
of General Clayton, a brother of the dead man, offered his resolution, 
and from that day to this it seems to us he has made it his chief busi- 
ness here to pursue the sitting member and drive him from his seat. 
Whether this is to gratify personal malignity filtered through others to 


him, or make political capital to aid in passing a force bill, which was 
then known to be in contemplation by the Republicans of the House, 
I do not know. 

Now, what was the duty of the House in this connection? Mr. Clay- 
ton was in a regretted grave, his contest abated or suspended. It was 
the duty of the House, of course, when called upon, to institute an 
inv tion. That was done in the following resolution, offered by 
Mr, LAckx himself: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the con- 
te-ted-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge; to take and report all the evi- 
dence in regard to the methods of said election; to the contest and all events 
relating thereto or arising therefrom after said election, and as to whether the 
contestant or the contestee, or either of them, waslawfully elected, and report 


such evidence to the Committee on Elections, and said committee will report 
said evidence and its findings to the House for further action, 


The subcommittee was ordered, Mr. Speaker, to make a full and 
thorough investigation. Upon the death of Mr. Clayton, of course 
there was and could be no contestant. It is not analogous to a case 
that in law survives to an administrator. It is a case sui generis, It 
was competent, of course, for uny member on this floor when Mr. 
Breckinridge came before the bar of this Housé to take the oath and 
to be sworn in as a member of this body to object toit on the ground that 
there was a contest pending. That was the proper time to have done so, 
but there was no objection made. He was sworn in. Noone challenged 
his right to a seat. He was appointed to one of the most prominent 
positions in the House by the Speaker. He sat here for two weeks, 

rticipating actively in the legislation of this House before the intro- 

uction of this resolution or before any question as to his title to his 
seat was raised. After the passage of that resolution the House, by 
its vote, concluded it would take up and investigate as to whether he 
was entitled to a seat or not as a member, as they had a right to do; 
and they further directed the committee to inquire into the cause of 
Oe killing of the late contestant to this seat, as they also had a right 
to do. z- 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was an act of the House of Representatives 
operating through its committee. It was not Clayton vs. Breckinridge, 
because that contest abated on the part of Clayton when he died in Ar- 
kansas, and this whole proceeding isa proceeding on the part of the House 
of Representatives for the purpose of ascertaining whether Mr. Breck- 
inridge is entitled to the seat he occupies; to call it the contested-elec- 
tion case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge is a misnomer and altogether mis- 
leading. In other words, this case is the case of the House of Repre- 
sentatives ex parte inquiring, under this resolution, as to whether Mr. 
Breckinridge is entitled to his seat; and that is the language of the reso- 
lution, and this committee was sent down to investigate all the facts 
in relation to it and to report these facts with its findings after the man- 
ner Of referees in court to take testimony. 

Now, sir, when this committee went to Arkansas they were not pre- 
sumed to go there as partisans, as seems to be the custom here in con- 
tested cases. When the majority of the special committee went to 
Arkansas they did not go there for the purpose of prosecuting Mr. 
Breckinridge, acting as attorneys for the dead man, because, if for no 
other reason, he was not a contestant upon this floor; but it was sup- 
posed to be an impartial proceeding upon the part ot the House to vin- 
dicate its prerogative to withhold its privileges from any one who is 
not entitled to them. But I am sorry to say, Mr. Speaker, the his- 
tory of this contest, as found in the record after the subcommittee 
took hold of it, shows to the world that my friends, forgetting the spirit 
of their own resolution, forgetting the objects for which they were sent 
to Arkansas, went there and acted practically as attorneys on the part of 
the friends and kinsmen of the dead man for the purposeof prosecuting 
Mr. Breckinridge, and with the further purpose possibly of working up 
a great Southern outrage to be used, in the language of ex-Governor 
Powell Clayton in speaking of another matter, as political capital to 
influence Northern elections. 

Their business—I was one of them—our business was toinvestigate, 
under the resolution, all the facts growing out of the election and of 
the murdtr of Mr. Clayton, to report upon the same tothe House, and 
certainly to do that impartially. We received our commission from 
the House of Representatives to go as its agent, and impartially, upon 
the part of the people of the United States to give them through this 
House an honest, unbiased, account of the whole affair, after investi- 
gating it from bottom to top and after taking all the testimony of every 
shade and degree bearing upon our mission. Isay all, not a part; but 
I repeat, the whole proceeding, as found in the published volume of 
the subcommittee proceedings in Arkansas, would seem to indicate 
that my friends—especially the chairman of the subcommittee—was a 
sort of self-elected procheim ami of the dead man’s friends, a conse- 
crated instrument of vengeance, and whether, as has been charged in the 
public press, and as is believed by those on the Democratic side of the 
Honse, this whole proceeding was instituted not only to deprive Mr. 
Breckinridge of his seat, but also, as I have before remarked, to work 
up public sentiment to aid in the of the force bill, Ido not 
positively know; but, if that was not their object, it is difficult for me 
to account for the course pursued by them in their so-called investiga- 
tion in Arkansas. 

Now, let us see. I have before me their report. I will not weary 
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the House by reading it; you will see, however, Mr. Speaker, by read- 
ingit that it is manifestly an arraignment of Mr. Breckinridge from 
the beginning, treating him as an enemy, treating him in the light 
of an escaped Arkansas criminal whom they had been sent down there 
to recapture, treating him as if they had been delegated to go by the 
House to make a case there for the purpose of driving him from this 
Hall. Why, sir, notwithstanding the chairman of the subcommittee, 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. Lacey }, for whom I have great respect, made 

quick, after he had been sworn in as a member of this House, to offer 
this resolution, while hardly dry behind the ears as a member, thrust- 

ing it before the House and the country, and though, from the nervous, 

anxious zeal displayed by him from his early entrance in this Chamber, 

one would infer this investigation was his principal object in coming to 

Congress, and though he was the instigator of this whole expensive, 

fruitless trip and farcical investigation at Little Rock, yet, strange to 

relate, he had hardly arrived there before he began to act as if he had 

been against his will forced to the place on a very disagreeable mission, 

and forthwith, with the bit in his teeth, began to ran away with the 

case in a wild, helter-skelter race against time and to get away. 

Why, sir, it is a matter of common history connected with that so- 
called investigation that we arrived at Little Rock one evening, and 
before the setting of the sun rushed pell-mell, under the lead of our 
chairman, into this investigation. It was proclaimed from the start 
that our time was valuable and very limited, indeed. Why, sir, we 
were not authorized to have attorneys, had no use for them, and yet, 
regarding it as a contest between Clayton and Breckinridge, my friend 
from Iowa constituted himself a sort of a next friend, or an adminis 
trator de bonis non, and immediately proceeded to the investigation of 
the case in the interest of those opposed to the sitting member. For 
over two weeks, night and day, the committee hurried and railroaded 
the matter through under the direction of our chairman, meeting at 9 
o’clock in the morning, adjourning an hour for lunch, meeting again 
in the afternoon, taking a short intermission for dinner, and afterwards 
sitting until 11 o’clock at night; and thus, under whip and spur, all 
of us worn down, we deliberately made a full and thorough investi- 
gation ” of this case, as commanded in the resolution. 

I denounce the whole business as a miserable political farce, and be- 
lieve the House owes it, not only to Mr. Breckinridge and the people 
of Arkansas, but to its own dignity, to refer this matter to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, with instructions to carry out, not only its letter 
but its spirit, and do what it was commanded to do, and which has not 
been done—make a full and thorough investigation of the contested- 
election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge.’’ I wish further to say that 
the failure to comply with the resolution was not the fault of either 
Mr. Marsa or myself. 

Now, sir, coming to the main issue, the gravamen of the case. Is C. 
R. Breckinridge entitled to his seat? These murders that have been 
spoken of have nothing to do with the case. In fact, if they had, there 
is nothing in them. I wish fora moment to refer to these murders.’’ 
Why are all these things lugged in here? The committee is com 
of lawyers, and know the reference to them is wholly irrelevant. The 
object is manifestly to appeal to the prejudices of the Republicans upon 
this floor and the country, to excite their hostility, prejudice the casein 
their eyes, and also to giveita politicalturn. Now, they say that— 

Hon, M. W. Benjamin, a well-known Republican of Little Rock, was sent to 
Morrilton the day betore the election to confer with the cay e there, and 
to arrange, if possible, to prevent the anticipated frauds, is coming was an- 
nounced, and as he got off the train a mob stood ready to receive him. He was 
knocked down, beaten, and shot in the head with a leaden ball from what is 
called in Conway County a bean-shooter.“ 

This is headed ‘‘ Murder of Judge Benjamin.” Now, as a matter of 
fact, Benjamin went from Little Rock to Morrillton upon a political is- 
sue outside his own district and having along with himadetective. The 
news had gone on before and a crowd had gathered there to tell him 
that he and his detective had no business there, and had better return 
to Little Rock, and I presume they did roughly treat him, but as to 
knocking him down, bruising him, and shooting him, and finally mur- 
dering him, the facts are utterly at variance with thestatement. His 
physician does not say that it was the result of that. His physician 
says that it may be possible that the man may have received a nervous 
shock which may have aggravated a diseased condition of the heart, 
with which he had before been afflicted, as I understand it, and with 
which he died long after the supposed fatal injury. 

That very day, at Morrillton, after the difficulty, the evidence shows 
that he came out upon the balcony and made a speech. He returned 
to Little Rock. His physician says there were no bruises upon him 
except that made by the bean-shooter. He lived and attended to 
his business for two or three weeks after that, when, as I have before 
stated, he died of heart disease. 

I do not desire to be understood as indorsing the treatment he re- 
ceived there. It was rough and rowdyish, but these things are not 
uncommon everywhere in times of heated political excitement, as we 
all know. And the instrament with which he was shot, as they say, 
was a toy, used by boys to shoot pebbles. And there is not a member 
here who has a boy ten years old that has not perhaps played with a 
bean-shooter, or, as my little boy calls it, a bee snapper ’’—a little 
forked stick with some rabbers on it to throw stones, us, seeds, or 


shot with. It was one of those things that a small boy had in the 
crowd, and he was shooting gooseshot or buckshot, I do not know ex- 
actly which, and accidentally one of them struck the man and went 
under the skin and lodged there, and was afterwards taken out. Now, 
that is your murder of Benjamin that has been so much bruited here 
and elsewhere in the public press. 

Now, as to the matter of Smith, the negro detective. All of this, as 
lugged in here in this report, has no more connection with this case 
than a last year’s almanac. As a matter of fact, Smith, the much- - 
mourned, murdered Smith, was a negro living there, and it does not 
appear that anybody knew at the time that he had any connection 
whatever as a detective with anybody. It seems to have developed 
afterwards that Smith was a negro detective or was acting as such. 
Nobody knew it at the time, and there could certainly have been no 
object in killing him for any political purpose. The young man who 
killed him was a Republican as was his father beforehim. I presume 
he had no acquaintance with Mr. Breckinridge, certainly no political 
affinity with him or his friends, and there can be no doubt that he killed 
the negro, which was done out in the country, as he claimed, wholly 
in self-defense, the negro first assaulting him with a large stone. 

It had nothing to do with politics, I do not suppose, possibly, he had 
ever heard of Breckinridge. He had recently returned from the Indian 
Nation and was jabbering some Indian talk at the negro, some words 
that he had picked up there, and it brought about the difficulty. They 
were alone in the woods, and, as he claimed, the negro assaulted him 
with a large stone, as I have said, and he drew his pistol in the defense 
of his life to keep the negro from killing him. Because it afterwards 
develo that this man was in correspondence with the detectives, it 
suits the purpose of the wet-nurses of this investigation to say that it 
grew out of the killing of Clayton or had some connection with it. I 
repeat it had no more to do with the murder of Clayton, it had no more 
to do with the matters we went to investigate than the history of the 
solar system has to do with this case. So much for that horrible, blood- > 
curdling political murder. > 

Now, then, as to the killing of George Bentley. George Bentley, it 
was claimed, was one of the men who stole the ballot-box, and as his 
brother, Deputy Sheriff Bentley, was charged with the same offense, 
and as it is claimed the former was about to turn ‘“‘State’s evidence, 
he was murdered by his own brother to prevent it. 

Can there be anything more horrible than this charge? And the enor- 
mity of it is aggravated by the fact that there is absolutely no ground 
for it. The undisputed facts are, that the two brothers and another, 
in broad daylight, in the business house of the latter, were examining 
a new sort of pistol, when it was accidentally discharged, the contents 
killing George Bentley. Sir, these brothers observed the closest frater- 
nal relations. They were brothers in every sense of the word, and I 
say it is not only wrong, it is not only cruel, to charge this man with 
the murder of his own brother when there is no foundation in the 
world for such a charge, but it is amazing to think my friends would 
resort to so unnatural an expedient to prejudice this case and make po- 
litical capital by employing such means. 

A man who has been kept, as Oliver Bentley has, in public office in 
the county of Conway, one of the most respectable communities in the 
South or elsewhere, whose reputation is that of an efficient officer, an in- 
telligent man, and who in all the investigation there endeavored to 
conceal nothing—everything about him was as an open book—who has 
been retained as deputy sheriff by each succeeding sheriff because ot 
his efficiency, yet he is charged with not only being one of the mur- 
derers of Colonel Clayton, but absolutely as the murderer of his own 
brother, and because he is a Democrat and one of Breckinridge’s friends, 
and because he failed to do what the governor of Arkansas failed to do, 
what the powerful Clayton family failed to do aided by the Pinkerton 
detective agency, supplemented by the invincible Judge McClure, and 
immense rewards failed to do—that is, to discover the murderer of Clay- 
ton—he is charged with tratricide, and Mr. Breckinridge is to lose his 
seat in consequence, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is well to vindicate the truth of history in this 
connection. I do think it is due to the sitting member. It is due to 
his long service and excellent character that this matter should be seru- 
tinized with more than.) rdinary care and attention. It is not denied 
that Clayton was foully murdered. It shocked the people of Arkansas, 
as I know from what they told me and my colleague upon the com- 
mittee, and they were as grievously shocked, and perhaps more so, than 
any other people in the United States. 

If it were possible for Mr. Breckinridge or any of his friends to have 
been so base and cowardly as to resort to murder for political purposes, 
in view of the conditions surrounding that campaign, there was not a 
Democrat in that State with sense enough to keep out of the lunatic 
asylum who did not at that time know that such a course would not 
only be suicidal to their interests, but would be doing what their po- 
litical enemies would most desire them to do, not only in Arkansas, but 
out of it. It is their main political stock in trade. 

Why, has Mr. Breckinridge no more sense; are his friends so be- 
reft ot intelligence that they would select such a time to commit a foul 
murder? I say the very suggestion carries its own refutation. When 
the deed was committed my friend from Ohio sayshe believes the State 


9566 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 2, 


of Arkansas t $63 to apprehend the murderers. It 22 in this 
record that when that sad event occurred the governor of Ar as 
soon as he could write it, offered a reward of a thousand dollars, which 
went to the full limit of the law according to the statutes of Arkansas. 
Every cent in the way of reward was offered that he was authorized to 
offer, and the citizens, mainly Demoerats, over the State added to it 
enough to make it a very largesum. The governor of the State, the 
Legislature being in session, sent in a message recommending that he 
be authorized to offer a Jarger reward, and the authority was quickly 
given and $5,000 was added to the reward. 

These very men who are maligned and abused and who are held up 
to public scorn and public indigation and contempt, the people of Mor- 
rilton, in Conway County, were among the first to offer a reward and 
add to the fund for that purpose, I repeat that the very men who are 
denounced and are being held up to public execration were the fore- 
most in this work. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized to say by this record 
that John M. Clayton never sought this controversy; that had it not 
been for the unfortunate event that occurred at Plummerville (for which 
Mr. Breckinridge was not responsible), had it not been for that crime, 
and, to Mr. Breckinri that most unfortunate larcency of the ballot- 
box, you never would have heard of this investigation. 

If John M. Clayton to-day walked the earth, then this case would not 
be here. He really had no valid claim. It would, I believe, have been 
dismissed long ago. He told his partner and his bosom friend, who is 
to-day oneof the supreme judges ot the State of Arkansas, that he knew 
absolutely nothing except the theft of that box, and there never was a 
time when Mr. Breckinridge and friends were not ready to concede to 
him, and did offer to concede to him, everything he claimed there. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Certainly; with great pleasure, 

Mr. BERGEN. How much wasconceded to be theamount of the poll 
east at Plummerville; and if the gentleman knows that to be 697 votes, 
could Mr, Clayton have entered into a contest with that understand- 
ing? When Mr. Breckinridge’s majority is reported as 846, is it not 
unreasonable to say that Mr, Clayton had no other information ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I did not yield for a speech. I know 
the weakness of my friend. You will find this whole record made up 
of just such questions put by him. [Laughter.] Now I will answer 
my friend. The Plummerville vote was not counted, because the box 
had been destroyed; but I say that Mr. Breckinridge’s friends stated 
to him that every vote he claimed there should be conceded to him. 
The record shows it. That was agreed to. It was agreed that the 

tions which had been inaugurated by reason of that matter 
should be dismissed, and that Mr. Clayton should have all the votes 
he claimed there. Thatarrangment was made, as Judge McClure him- 
self states, but because he would not agree to another proposition, con- 
nected with certain matters, the arrangment fell to the ground, and Mr. 
Clayton went on as prescribed by the statute to prove up his vote. But 
he made nothing by it. The friends of Mr. Breckinridge, one of them 
the chairman of the Democratic committee, offered to count for Mr. Clay- 
ton more than the number of votes that were afterwards proved up by 
his friends who met there, among them being the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN], supposably to represent the Houseof Represent- 
atives, but who, under the lead of the chairman of the subcommittee, 
practically acted as attorney prosecuting Mr. Breckinridge. 

Now, how do they conclude in their report that Mr. Breckinridge is 
not entitled to his seat? Why, sir, you might destroy the Plummer- 
ville box; you might give to Mr. Clayton, if he were here contesting 
this case, every vote cast in that township at the Plammerville box, and 
still Mr. Breckinridge would be elected by several hundred votes. Con- 
cede everything that isasked on the otherside, still Mr. Breckinridge is 
elected. How is it, then, that my friends in their report say the cer- 

tificate issued to Major Breckinridge was obtained by the well-known 
larceny of a ballot-box.” Why, sir, as a matter of fact, the election 
occurred upon the 6th of November, and the ballot-box was stolen upon 
that night, and though you may take away every vote cast at that poll 
and give them against Mr. Breckinridge, still, I say, that by several 
hundred votes he was entitled ta the certificate. 

How, then, canit be said that he obtained his certificate by the well- 
known larceny of a ballot-box? How can that be possible? It is not 

ible. They say that he obtained his certificate by the well known 

my of a ballot-box and through the blood of Mr. Clayton. How 
could that be, when, as I say, the ballot-box was stolen in November 
and Clayton was not killed until the 29th of the following January, 
and giving Clayton every vote cast there, both Democratic and Repub- 
lican, would not change the result? How can it be that the murder 
of Clayton inured in any way to the benefit of Breckinridge in obtain- 
ing aseat upon this floor, in the light of the testimony to which I have 
already relerred, which shows that if everything claimed is conceded 
against Mr. Breckinridge, still he was entitled to his certificate by bav- 
ing received a majority of the votes. My friends of the majority of the 
committee attempt to get around this by applying the well known prop- 
osition of Jaw that when you show that any ballot-box is tainted with 
fraud in any way, it destroys the integrity of the entire box, and the 
vote must then be re 

In several of the precincts in different counties, utterly disregarding 


the testimony of the white election ju and clerks, all of whom 
were men of probity, it appeared, and of high character, the committee, 
after hearing the statements of a few ignorant negroes from each place, 
proveeded to invalidate the polls, throw away the Breckinridge vote, 
and count everything in sight which a strained construction of events 
would permit for Clayton, and thus it is enabled to make the sort of 
report it has on this, the only pertinent question in the whole matter. 

I invite members of the House to an investigation of this matter for 
themselves. The case will not be concluded at any rate until to-mor- 
row, and inthe meantime they can examine it, and I think the gravity 
of this case should powerfully second my reqnest. Take up the report 
and read it. Why, sir, there is no credence given to the oaths of the 
judges or of the clerks of election by the majority of this committee. 
Although the law is that ail the presumptions arein favor of the judges 
and clerks legally appointed, although these men are men of high 
character and unimpeached, an irresponsible band of wandering negroes 
brought in at $2 a day, who come and swear when contronted with the 
ballots that they did not vote them, are assumed to settle the 
case against the sworn returns and testimony of these officers. All the 
majority of this committee want is to get two or more witnesses to tes- 
tify that the ballot which was held up to the witness is not the ballot 
cast, and down goes the whole poll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP, Mr. Speaker, it is the desire upon this side that the 
gentleman from Missouri shall have time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker, is that fair and 
right? I«s it just to the sitting member? If he wasa man of feeble 
character upon this floor, if this was a contest by a living man walk- 
ing around these halls and seeking a seat in this Chamber, the case 
might be different, but under the existing circumstances is it proper, 
is it magnanimous, is it manly, is it just, is it patriotic, when there 
is no one here authorized to prosecute this matter except the agents 
of vengeance? I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is all wrong. Here is a 
gentleman who for Jong years has sat in this Hall and been honored 
time and again by his fellow-citizens, who was honored by an sp- 

intment from the Speaker as a member of the Ways and Means 

mmittee, a gentleman whose high character, attainments, and great 
legislative experience have justified the wisdom of the choice of the 
Speaker, asks only for simple justice and for that which was denied 
him“ a full and thorough investigation.“ 

It seems that Mr. Clayton himself would never have instituted this 
proceeding of his own free will had he not been urged to it by cer- 
tain Republicans in Arkansas, chief among whom is Judge McClure, 
or, as he is in that State commonly and somewhat irreverently called, 
Poker Jack McClure, I dislike to refer to things of this sort, but this 
man crops out from beginning to end as the instigator of this persecu- 
tion. This proceeding should be denominated McClure rs. Breckin- 
ridge. This man realizes the character of the fell spirit in Manfred: 

: I'm the rider of the wind, 
And the stirrer of the storm; 
The hurricane I left behind 
Is yet with lightning warm. 

It is intimated Mr. Breckinridge holds his seat through the blood of 
his foully murdered friend. Who believes it? Do you not believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that instead of reaching out to the various precincts and seek- 
ing pretexts to destroy the votes of Mr. Breckinridge, this committee 
acting for both parties, having ascertained that there was fraud in any 
ballot-box, was in duty bound to follow the matter up on their own 
motion and investigate all the fraud in the box? It was their duty, 
acting asagents of the Honse of Representatives, toact not only in favor 
of the prosecutors of Mr. Breckinridge, but in his favor also, And if 
they reached the conclusion that the integrity of any box was ‘forfeited, 
they ought to have gone on and polled the entire vote without sugges- 
tion or dictation, not only those cast for Mr. Clayton, but those cast in 
favor of Mr. Breckinridge, because it was not engaged in a contested- 
election case pure and simple under the statutes, but engaged as the 
agents of the House to investigate the contest which had been ended 
by the death of the contestant. The contest had been remitted to the 
House of Representatives. 

We had no lawyers; the lawyers who appeared there were permitted 
to so appear on their own motion. Our business was to investigate. 
Unfortunately we acted too much as partisans and not as judges, as we 
should have acted. I repeat, ins of saying, We discover fraud in 
this ballot-box and therefore we will (leprive Mr. Breckinridge of all 
the votes he got at that precinct and practically give them to Mr, Clay- 
ton,” we should have investigated the whole matter; and if we polled 
the ballot at all we ought of our own motion to have polled it for Mr. 
Breckinridge, as well as against him. Would not that have been liv- 
ing up to the spirit and letter of this resolution ? 

Are you satisfied with this partial investigation? The committee 
comes here and pro to unseat Major Breckinridge—not to seat Mr. 
Clayton, but to drive out Major Breckinridge asan unfit associate—vot 
because he is filling somebody else’s seat, but because his presence is a 
contamination and you are determined to gratify a feeling of saintli- 
ness within yourselves, to say nothing of vindictive personal malice of 
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others yon subserve, by driving 
I hope it will not be done. I say it can not be done unless the House 
concludes to adopt the proposition with which the subcommittee started 
out, that this is a continuing contest between the two candidates and 
that we were sent there for the purpose of prosecuting itin behalf of 
Clayton, and not merely to investigate the matter on behalf of the 
House and report the results of our investigation with the facts as to 
his murder. 

This does not stand on the same platform with the seventeen other 
election cases which have been brought before this House. It can not 
be contounded with them. I know the effort has been made to draw 
a parallel and to treat it as upon the same footing, but it is not the 
same sort ofa case. This is a proceeding where the contestantis dead 
and were we are charged by resolution to bring the facts before the 
Honses-not to report a one-sided investigation and claim that because 
somebody’s lawyer did not call before us, sitting as a court, all the 
voters in the various counties, therefore, Mr. Clayton should have the 
votes which are proved up and Mr. Breckinridge shall have none be- 
cause he did not prove any. Why, sir, it was not his business to prove 
anything. It was our business to obtain the proof. We were sent 
there for that purpose. If the spirit, letter, meaning, and intent of this 
resolation had been carried out, then there would have been no divis- 
ion on this report. 

I will now advert for a moment to the statistics of the vote. The 
majority returned for Mr. Breckinridge was 846, Mr. Clayton’s vote 
proved at Plummerville by the committee was 558. Breckinridge’s 


vote proved at Plummerville was 125, leaving a majority there of 433- 


for Mr. Clayton. Subtracting 433 from Mr. Breckinridge’s returned ma- 
jority of 846, the true majority of Mr. Breckinridge in the district is 413. 

Now, how does the majority of the committee get rid of that majority 
of 4132 Why, sir, they go to the town of Augusta, in Woodruff County, 
and find 8 negroes who voted for Breckinridge and who testify they did 
not so vote; they go to Riverside Township, in Woodruff County, and 
find 22 negroes who testify in the same way; they go to Cotton Plant 
Township, Woodruff County, and find 29 negroes who say that their 
votes are wrongly returned; they go to White River and find 21 other 
negroes who give similar testimony. And after figuring up everything 
they claim, it leaves Major Breckinridge a majority of 77. Give them 
all the votes they claim, even by the false construction they adopt, and 
it gives Major Breckinridge a majority of 77. 

Mr. HILL.. Do I understand the gentleman as conceding that these 
negroes of whom he speaks voted as they state they did? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. They testified upon the stand that 
they had voted for Mr. Clayton, and they were returned as voting for 
Mr. Breckinridge. 

Mr. HILL. But what I want to know is whether you concede they 
voted as they stated, 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. We concede that they swear they voted 
for Clayton. But I say, conceding that they voted as they state, and 
conceding all that is claimed by the attorneys of Clayton, still Major 
Breckinridge is elected by 77 majority. 

Mr. HILL. In other words, there is nothing in the evidence to show 
that those bys Sa did not vote as they say they voted. 

Mr. WI N, of Missouri. Nothing, except the election returns 
and the ballots, and the oaths of the judges and clerks of election that 
the ballots were counted as cast. I will state to my friend from Illi- 
nois that in the first place the returns show how those negroes voted, 
and then the ballots show how they voted. But when they are called 
to testify they say that their ballots had been abstracted and other 
ballots put in; in other words, that they did not vote as they are put 
down as voting. Isay they stultified themselves by voting one way 
and permitting themselves to be eoerced into swearing they voted an- 
other. My experience on the Committee on Elections in this House 
satisdies me this is a very common practice in contested cases coming 
from the South. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butstill it does not affect the result? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Notwithstanding that, it does not affect 
the result. Conceding everything that is claimed, everything that is 
asked for by the attorneys of Clayton, still Mr. Breckinridge is elected 
by 77 majority, which they can not overcome. 

Mr. HILL. Now, if the men voted as they said they did, and as you 
concede, should not that overturn the returns? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; I do not concede it. What I 
say is that conceding all that they claim, assuming the accuracy of all 
that they claim, Breckinridge is elected by this majority of 77. 


Mr. HILL. But if they so voted, and the official returns show other- 


wise, does not their own testimony overturn the official returns ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; but suppose it does. Let us 
admit that it does for the sake of the argument and count the vote as 
proved up, it leaves Breckinridge with 77 majority. 

Mr. MORGAN. Conceding to Mr. Clayton every vote polled there 
at the precinct at which he was killed, as I understand it, Mr. Breck- 
inridge is still ahead. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Admitting that every vote polled at 
the precinct where Mr. n was m was given to him it 
would not affect the result of the election. 


Major Breckinridge from ihese Halls. Mr. HILL. Ido not know that the gentleman from Missouri quite 


understood the purport of my question. It was in effect whether or 
not if these men, the negroes of whom he spoke, voted as they say they 
voted, whether the proof of that fact should not overturn the entire re- 
turns from these precincts, > 

Mr. LEHLBACH. On account of fraud. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Missouri. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Then why not? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Well, here is the case of 29 votes, to 
which I have already alluded. If twenty-nine men come up and swear 
that they are reported as voting in a way they did not vote, of course 
that would affect the 29, If thirty men came up, or, as in this case 
at Cotton Plant, where forty-eight so testify that they were recorded as 
voting wrong, that they are recorded as voting for Mr. Brecki 
when they voted for Mr. Clayton; I say, counting all of that class of 
5 as against -the sitting member, Mr. Breckinridge is still entitled 
to his seat. 

Mr. DALZELL. But you still let the returns stand? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Yes; I am only conceding the claims. 

Mr. DALZELL, Then I understand that you simply purge the re- 
turns by throwing out the assailed votes, and let the rest stand? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. And you do not throw out the whole return be- 
cause it was fraudulent? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. No, sir; I do not admit the return to 
be fraudulent. 

Mr. DALZELL, In other words, the returns might be partly traud- 
ulent and partly honest, as I understand the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Oh, well, I do not say this as a matter 
of law. Iam only conceding certain claims; and I say, as a matter of 
fact, that the committee had no authority to throw out the returns; 
that they are not justified by that evidence in doing so. I not only 
say that, but I say also that there is not adistrict in the United States, 
there is not a district represented by any gentleman on this floer—I 
do not except the district of the gentleman from Pennsylvania him- 
self—where I could not in the inauguration of some such proceeding, 
if that rule should prevail, overturn the returns, I say, to bring up 
the vote of the gentleman from Pennsylvania before a committee—say 
that it was possible there wasa contest against him at the next session, 
and say in the good providence of God that we swapped places, and sup- 
pose the committee of the House went to Pittsburgh and investigated, 
how many of your precincts would stand? Many men are there who 
could be found, as these ignorant negroes were ſound, to say, This is 
not my vote.“ All that is necessary is to find two or three or four 
men to say, I did not vote for Mr. DALZELL.” Then we fall back 
and say fraud, fraud, fraud. Men of no greater intelligence 
than the negroes down in Arkansas say they did not vote for you, and 
although you may have received 500 majority it invalidates the whole 
return, and yonr opponent, the contestant, John Jones, who runs against 
you, is the beneficiary, unless, of course, you prove up your vote, as 
was our duty to doin this ez parte case. 

The same would be the case in the district of my friend from New 
Jersey who sits opposite. Put it to yourselves, gentlemen. 

Mr. BERGEN. Do not forget Missouri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The gentleman from New Jersey will 
bear me witness that if you impeach the poll and bring the voters all 
into courtand have them state how they voted, you could find enough, 
notwithstanding that they may have voted in the majority for my 
friend, Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, who sits over there, to prove that there 
was fraud in the whole election, and his opponent was entitled to the 
seat, unless he shows a majority in the new poll by proof, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, It was not so in the last election in Mis- 
souri. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Hence, according to the rule adopted 
by the committee in treating the returns of the judges, and these gen- 
tlemen are justas honorable and as truth- ing as ju anywhere— 
I say if you can invalidate their returns by bringing in the ballot-box, 
sending ont into the sloughs and by-ways and bringing men in who 
will swear they did not vote the way they are returned as voting, then 
no man’s seat here is safe; no certification is unassailable. All that is 
necessary to be done is to screw up to the proper political partisan 
pitch a.committee of Democrats to turn you all ont in the next session. 
But, gentlemen, we are not going to do that without judge or jury. We 
are not going to follow as bad a precedent as this. 

Mr. BLAND. Do not make too many promises. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Now, suppose in the case I was just 
speaking of, in a coming contest, possibly, of somebody against Mr. 
DALZELL, I am disposed to think in the next Congress, when that 
case is called before a committee composed of a majority of Democrats, 
and some member of the committee goes along and throws out all the 
votes for Mr. DALZELL and counts for the other man, I know he would 
think that a very unjust, one-sidai proceeding. 

And yet in order to throw Breckinridge out you go on and count 
all these negroes that you have discovered for Clayton, and refuse to 
ascertain and count those in favor of Breckinridge, and you ask the in- 
dorsement of the House upon that proposition. And that in a case 
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that is not like your case. This is not a contest, it is an investiga- 
tion, charged by you and others to investigate it impartially, and you 
in effect charge the committee if it counts on one side it ought to count 
on the other. Is not that right, that having concluded to set aside 
a box for fraud we should have proceeded on our own motion to have 
polled the whole listimpartially? You ought not to count in favor of 
one and against the other, as you have done in order to figure out a 
majority against Breckinridge. It is a bad precedent, to say the least 
of it. 

I grant that if a precinct or a box is tainted with fraud, the old doc- 
trine that fraud viciates everything ought to obtain; but I say ina 
ease of that sort I deny the right of the committee, when they have 
found that a box is tainted, to count for one and omit counting for the 
other. I say it is wrong and inequitable. And when you come in 
here with such a count as that, you do not come in with clean hands, as 
you ought to come into a court of equity, and this certainly is one of 
the highest character, or ought to be so. 

Now, I believe that is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker, except to ad- 
jure my friends to make no precedent like this. Isay in the interest 
of the dignity of this House, in the interest of the people of this country 
and the purity of elections, make no mistake of this kind; make no 
precedent of this kind; invent no such miserable pretext of this kind 
in the vain hope that it will inure to your party advantage; and besides, 
at some future time the invention may return to plague the inventor. 

Poor Clayton has been in his grave now since the early winter of 
1888. I have no special feeling upon the subject. I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am as clear of prejudice in this case as is possible for a 
man to be. I have nothing against Powell Clayton. I do not forget 
that the murdered man was his brother. 

I presume there is no man upon this floor who knows Powell Clay- 
ton better than Ido. We were young men together. I assisted in 
buckling on the sword that he carried during the war, and I do but 
recall some of the most pleasant memories of my life in saying the first 
public position I ever occupied, before there was a beard upon my 
cheek, I was assisted to by Powell Clayton, who was one of the most 
progressive, aggressive, brilliant, daring, ing young Democrats 
Kansas ever knew. He and I were close friends before we reached the 
parting of the ways; and notwithstanding he may have committed 
something unpleasant to recall since that time, yet it was at a period 
in the history of this country when the laws were nearly silent, a period 
which has, I fervently hope, passed and gone forever; and thus true to 
my ancient friendship and sweet boyish memories I plead the statute 
of limitations against any bad political things my friend may have 
done, and in this connection remind him and my colleagues that 
‘t Vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord.” 

Let us forget that the dead man was a Republican and the live one 
is a Democrat, John M. Clayton, the murdered man, was the 
bosom companion and friend of Major Breckinridge. They were 
townsmen. They had been together socially and pleasantly for years 
in all the relations of life. They lived in the same town. They trav- 
el-d together in the campaigns, They slept together. They ate to- 
gether. Theyspoketogether. They wereclose, warm, devoted friends, 
and you do violence to yourselves when you for a moment turn ear to 
the suggestion that Clifton R. Breckinridge would avail himself of any 
advantage growing outof the death of his murdered friend for the poor 
privilege of sitting here to be made aslave for the public use, fe 


plause. ] 5 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN]. 


[Mr. BERGEN addressed the House. 
GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New Jersey 
will give way to me for a moment; and will consent to conclude his 
remarks in the morning instead of this evening, I will state very 
frankly the object of my asking this, and I believe he will concur in 
the request. I desire to ask unanimous consent, as I have some ad- 
vices from Illinois that are liable to call me away in the morning, to 
submit a statement at this time of the appropriations made for the 
present session of Congress, in order that it may go into the RECORD. 

Mr. BERGEN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON, With the understanding, of course, that the gen- 
tleman concludes his remarks in the morning. 

Mr. BERGEN. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 


See Appendix, ] 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand the gentleman from Texas also desires 
to address the House. Ifit be the understanding that both these gen- 
tlemen finish their remarks this afternoon I shall have no objection. 
Otherwise I shall feel compelled to object. 

Mr. CANNON, I understand that the gentleman from Texas will 
not oceupy any longer time than I shall myself oceupy, which will not 
exceed thirty minutes. We can readily conclude this evening. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the House will hold its session, say, until twenty 
minutes past 5 or half past 5, we can easily get through. My col- 


league from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] and I both desire to be heard 
on this subject. 
I think the House will bear with us until that 


Mr, CANNON. 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Se if he will divide the time now. It will be a little over an 

our. 

Mr. CANNON, I think it is well to divide it into three parts. 

Mr. SAYERS. That would be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CANNON. That would give me, say, twenty-five minutes. I 
would be glad if at the end of twenty-five minutes the Chair would 
notify me. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire that the remaining time, Mr. Speaker, shall 
be divided between the gentleman from Missouri and myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas desires to 
modify his request so that the gentleman from Missouri may also have 
twenty or twenty-five minutes, Is there objection? 

The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding with the gentleman from Illinois 
was this: That whatever time was accorded him would be divided into 
three parts. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that is fair, but as there is but one on this 
side and two on that it may be that I shall want a little over twenty- 
five minutes, say thirty minutes, 

Mr. SAYERS, There will be no objection to that on our part. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, all the appropriation bills have been en- 
acted except the river and harbor and the general deficiency, and those 
are in such condition that the amounts of the same can be accurately ap- 
proximated. Ithereforeavail myself of the present opportunity to make 
a statement of the work of the present session of Congress in connection 
with appropriations for the public service, and to compare the provision 
made for such service for the fiscal year 1890-91 by this Congress with 
the similar provision forsuch service made by the last Congress for the 
fiscal year 188990, with references to provision made for the fiscal 
year 1888-789. 

Preliminary to a critical examination of this statement, it is not un- 
interesting to call attention to the fact that the appropriations made 
during the first or long session of a Congress exceed in a marked de- 
gree those made during the next preceding and succeeding short ses- 
sions. The last, or Fiftieth, Congress furnishes an apt illustration. 
During the first or long session the appropriations aggregated $422,- 
626,343.53, or $57,357,947. 21 excess over the appropriations of the short 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and $27,288, 827.26 excess over the 
appropriations of the following short session of the Fiftieth Congress, 
which latter are the appropriations naturally brought into comparison 
with appropriations made at this session. 

An examination shows that during the first session of the last Con- 

there were appropriated, including deficiencies, for the payment 
of pensions, $85,258,700, while during the present session there have 
been appropriated, including deficiencies, for the payment of pensions, 
$193,779,368.35, or an excess of 838.520, 668.35, which alone is more 
than equal to the whole difference between appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Government at this session and the first session of the last 
Congress two years ago. And when our Democratic friends cry out 
t extravagance” in the increase of appropriations, I reply that such 
increase results solely from increased legislation and payment of pen- 
sions for soldiers and sailors of the late war, and that was one of the 
issues in the campaign of 1888; and in compliance with the Republican 
platform, as well as from the standpoint of patriotism and justice, we 
make the increase and appeal to the country for our justification. 

The fact that appropriations for the Government during a short ses- 
sion fall below those of the next preceding long session is attributable 
largely to lack of time in which to consider many objects that would 
be provided for did the length of the session permit. Thus it has 
passed into a custom to enact river and harbor bills into laws only at 
the long sessions, Laws passed during the Jong sessions authorizing 
public buildings, light-houses, and other public works are at least 
twofold greater in number and in the expense involved than those 
passed for similar objects at short sessions. 

A critical examination of the appropriations made during this and 
the two preceding sessions of Congress will justify the statement that 
had the last session of Congress made appropriations in the same de- 
gree of liberality that seemed to have governed that Congress at its 
first or long session, and had it . us it should have done, so as 
to avoid the 538,511,541. 17 of deficiencies which it devolved upon this 
Congress, the sum total of appropriations at this session would haye 
been no greater, if not less, than they were at the last session. 

The following comparative statement shows, by titles of the respect- 
ive bills— 

1. Appropriations for the support of the Government made during 
the present session of 

2. Appropriations forthe support of the Government made during the 
last session of the last Congress. 

3. The respective increases of the former over the latter. 

4, The respective reductions of the latter under the former. 


9 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. | 


Comparative statement of appropriations made during the first session of the Fifty-first Congress and second session of the Fiftieth Congress. 


Title of bill. 


Increase, Reduction, 


Academy 


River and harbor.. 
err vensconed RE EAA peeptensldccoentscl VO EA E 


Deficiencies, exclusive of e 


Miscellaneous acts . 


eee se 


Deere,, . secession Nbe 
WI.... TV ua TR 


Mine <<ococontoonysissinet osuna cheternasdanlaioaondesssanssnennseesabpsnd eset sosshoonseed soe 


a Includes $25,321,907.35 for deficiency in appropriations for pensions on account of fiscal year 1890. 
T 1889 8 c This ted 


tions for pensions on account of fiscal year * sum is estimated. 


deficiency bill will become a law. 


Considering the increases seriatim which are shown in this compara- 
tive statement of appropriations by the present and preceding session 
of Congress, it is proper to say: 

The bill for the Agricultural Department shows an increase of $129,- 
330, which is readily accounted for in the fact that the Department 
was, by a statute of the last session of Congress, elevated from the po- 
sition of a mere bureau to a place among the Executive Departments 
of the Government, giving to its chief a place in the Cabinet of the 
President. Within the past twelve months the Department has, as a 
result ot this legislation, been completely reorganized, and the scope of 
its operations and usefulness to the agricultural interests of the coun- 
try, it is believed, has been enlarged far beyond the apparent increase 
in the appropriations. 

The increase of $87,034.24 in the amount appropriated by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bill is more than accounted for by the necessary 
provision for the growth of the public-school system and the requisite 
enlargement of the police and fire departments of the District. 

The increase of $2,999,341, on account of fortifications, is the im- 
mediate result of legislation had two years ago, pursuant to the policy 
of strengthening our seacoast defenses and fortifications, concurred in 
by all parties and recommended by all ot the Presidents since and 
including General Grant’s Administration. Of the whole apparent 
increase $1,721,000 alone is for the procurement of sites for, and the 
mounting in seacoast batteries of, the guns constructed since the pas- 
sage of the fortification act of September 22, 1888. 

The increase on accountof legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses is shown to be $187,136.94. Of that sum $50,000 is to provide 
for the expense incident to the increase in the collection of internal 
revenue, and to the expense of additional clerical force in the Sixth 
Auditor's Office, Post-Office Department, General Land Office, and 
other branches of the public service which I will more fully refer to 
hereatter. 

The naval bill shows an increase of $1,443,525.26, which is wholly 


incident to the construction of the new ships authorized at this and 


preceding sessions of Congress. The ordinary expenses of maintaining 
the Naval Establishment are not increased. 

For pensions there appears an increase of $34,020,668.35, which in. 
cludes $25,321,907.35 deficiencies growing out of insufficient appro- 
priations made at the last session of Congress for the fiscal year 1890- 

The Post-Office bill isincreased $5,621,354.71, or a little more than 
8 per cent. more than the appropriations made for 1890. An equal 
percentage is assured of increase in the revenues of the postal service 
for the fiscal year 1891 over the previous year. For reasons that are 
obvious a considerable increase in the appropriations for the postal sery- 
ice one year with auother is as irresistible as is the growth and prog- 
ress of the country certain. 

No river and harbor bill having been passed at the last session, 
the oue passed at this session appears in its entirety as an increase over 
last session’s appropriations. As before stated, it has become an estab- 
lished custom of late years to pass but one river and harbor bill during 
each Congress; each bill being prepared on the basis of two years’ work 
and expenditure. The bill pasyed at this session appropriates about 
$2,602,384 more than the one passed during the last Congress, and, ac- 
cording to custom, really contemplates an increased annual expenditure 
of only $1,301,192. 


XXI——599 


second ses- 0 
session; sion; appro- 1891 over — — 
ions, 1890. x 
: 669, 770. 00 $129, 330, 00 . . i 
B16, 615.73 . $110, 143, 94 
710, 980, 025. 00 269, 210.00 
769, 444. 682, 409, 91 4 
232, 935. 233,504.00 | 2, 999, 341.00 
263, 116. OTT, 48. 890 15.0... ccsccensssce sores 
030, 752. 843, 615. 81 187, 136. 94 
435, 296. 902, 768. 69 . cosseressees | 
22, 136, 035. 692,510.27 | 1. 443,525.26 |.. 
4123, 779, 368. 758, 700. 00 | 34, 020, 668. 35 
«| 72,20, 698. 605,344.28 | 5. 621,354.71 |.. 
e. OCD, 000. 00 . . 25, 000, 000. 00 
29,788, 288. 297,341. 65 4,440, 940.57 | 
340, 328, 315. 060, 146.73 | 73,929, 331.07 
OEE di3, 189, 683. 330,518.30 | 4, 859,115.52 
e . 500, 000. 10, 255, 785. 20 . tee 4, 755, 795. 20 
359, 017, 949, 238, 646, 460, 32 788, 446. 59 6,416, 957.18 
e 101, 628, 453. 00 108, 691, 055. 95 3 „062, 802. 95 
. 460, 616,402.73 | 395. 387,518.27 78, 788. 440. 59 13, 479,560.13 
| 305, 337,516.27 |... Maal twee 18, £70, 8 „„ 
65, 308, 886. 46 


b Includes $8,000,000 for deficiency in appropria- 
d This sum includes 96,500,000 as the estimated amount at which the general 


e This sum is estimated. The exact amount appropriated to date is $5,383,819.48, 


| 940.57, which is accounted for in-the items increased over the amounts 
| for 1890 as follows, the propriety of which is not disputed by any one: 
On account of the census, $1,750,000; support of homes for disabled 
volunteer soldiers of the late war, including aid to State homes, $760,- 
898.53; artificial limbs for soldiers, $270,000; Congressional Library 
building, $350,000; surveying public lands, $225,000; Geological Sur- 
vey, $168,200; city post-office building in Washington, $250,000; ad- 
ditional accommodations for Government Printing Office, $250,000; 
maintenance of Light-House Establishment, $91,000; Life-Saving Serv- 
ice, $42,225; engraving and printing, $80,000; construction of military 
posts, $117,000; propagation of food-fishes, $46,000; current expenses 
of public buildings just completed, but authorized prior to this Con- 


+ Ej . 

On account of deficiencies other than for pensions there appears an 
increase of $4,859,115.52, for which this Congress can in no sense be 
held responsible. They are the result of inadequate re a 
provided at the last session ot Congress. And yet, if there be de- 
ducted from the deficiencies of this session the amounts appropriated 
for the Eleventh Census, which aggregate $3,325,000—an unusual ex- 

and one which occurs but once in ten years—it will be seen that 
the deficiencies appropriated for, excluding pensions, are $2,873,749. 44 
less than those of the first session of the last Congress, excluding there- 
from the amount for pensions. 

Substantial reductions areshown by the statement to have been made 
in the regular appropriations for the support of the Army, the foreign 
service, the Indian Department, the Military Academy, and for mis- 
cellaneous objects. 

The following statement affords in another form an explanation of 
the apparent excess of the appropriations made at this session over 
those of the last session of Congress: : 


Total appropriations first session Fifty-first Congress.................. $460,646, 402.73 
Total appropriations second session Fiftieth Congress .. . 395,837, 516.27 


65, 308, 886. 46 
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Deduct the following: 
Amount of river and harbor bili, none having passed at the 
last session A 25, 000, 000. 00 


40, 308, 886, 46. 


EMO VOR a —[—ͤ— E E Suavesecdtsstosases 
Deduct for following increases in appropriations 
for the benefit of soldiers of the late war over like 
appropriations made at the last session, namely : 
FI EE A AE AE SNENA $34, 020, 668, 35 
For clerical force to facilitate adjudication of 
pension claime (under new disability law), 
ccc yE E S E 598, 085. 81 
For artificial limbs: 
In sundry civil act... 270, 000, 00 
In deficiency act. . , be ebe edges ee drees 60, 000. 00 
For soldiers’ homes: 
In sundry Civil act . . . . . . . 760, 898, 53 
In deficiency and special acts 121, 609, 69 
— — 83.831, 262,38 


4,477, 024.08 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the whole increase in appro- 
pianon by this session over the last, after deducting the river and 
bor bill and the increased sums for soldiers, is more than accounted 


for by the increase of $5,621,354.71, which is given on account of the 
postal service. i 
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For sundry civil expenses there is an apparent increase of 84, 440, - 
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SEPTEMBER 2, 


REVENUES AND APPROPRIATIONS, - 


The revenues of the Government for the fiscal year 1891 were ofi- 
cially estimated nine months ago, as follows: From ordinary sources, 
$385,000,000; from postal receipts, 866, 414,337.34; in all, „414, 
337.34. The actual revenues, however, exclusive of postal receipts, col- 
lected during the fiscal year 1890, which closed two months since, were, 
in round numbers, $17,000,000 in excess of the estimates for 1891, pre- 
eee months ago and seven months before the year began. 

nder the same revenue laws, and in view of the steady growth of the 
country, there is no reason at this time to estimate a less collection of 
revenue for 1891 than was realized for 1890. Hence, it is reasonable to 
add to the original estimate of ordinary revenues at least $17,000,000, 
which would make a grand total of revenues from all sources, includ- 
ing postal receipts for 1891, of 8467, 414,337.34. 

The whole appropriations made at this session of Congress, including 
permanent appropriations, aggregate, as shown, $460,646,402.73. In 
order to ascertain the amount of this sum which is actually chargeable 
se the revenues of 1891, and that are for the ordinary expenses 
of conducting the Government during that year, the following analysis 
is made: 

O! the $38,511,541.17 deficiencies provided for during the session, the 
whole sum should be deducted, because of it $27,602,751.16 were act- 
ually paid out of the Treasury prior to July i, 1890, and no part of the 
former sum has to do with the current expenses of the Government dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1891, or is chargeable against the revenues to be col- 
lected during that fiscal year. After deducting the amount actually 
paid out prior to July 1, the remainder, $10,908,790.01, should be de- 
ducted from the net cash in the Treasury on that date, in order prop- 
erly to ascertain the total actual and estimated resources of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1891, beginning July 1, 1890. 

Of the whole amount carried by the river and harbor act, at least 
one-half, $12,500,000, probably very much more, will not be expended 
within the current fiscal year; and of the sums appropriated by the 
sundry civil, naval, and fortification acts for public works that have 
to be constructed under contracts not yet made, there will be a further 
amount that will not, in the nature of things, be expended in 1891, 
which, together with that for rivers and harbors, is sufficient to bring 
the whole up to at least $20,000,000 that should be deducted, making, 
with the deficiencies, a total of $58,511,541.17; which, taken from the 
whole amount of appropriations at this session, leaves. the sum ot 
$402, 134,861.56 as properly chargeable against the probable revenues 
of the Government for the fiscal year 1891; and when deducted from 
the latter shows a surplus of $65,279,475.78. 

On the Ist of July last the net cash in the Treasury amounted to 
$55,409,748; from which should be subtracted $10,908,790.01, the 
amount of deficiencies appropriated at this session but not paid prior 
to July 1; leaving $44,500,957.99. There was in the Treasury July 1, 
$23,002,008 of fractional silver and minor coin. The national-bank 
fund, added to the cash in the Treasury under the act of July 14, 1890, 
amounts to $54,207,975, These sums added to the above surplus of 
revenues show an apparent net surplus of $186,990,416.77 in the re- 
sources of the Government for the fiscal year 1891 over all liabilities, 
which is more than ample to satisfy the requirements of the new pen- 
sion law, estimated at $30,000,000, so far as it can be adjudicated dur- 
ing the fiscal year, to meet the estimated reduction of $60,000,000 in 
taxation under the McKinley bill, and to meet all of the 44 per cent. 
bonds which are redeemable at the option of the Government Sep- 
tember 1, 1891. These bonds amounted on the Ist of July last to 
$109,015,750. Tam informed at the Treasury that $28,300,000 of these 
have gone and will go into the sinking fund in meeting its require- 
ments during the current fiscal year, reducing the amount that will 
stand for redemption to $80,015,750. 

Expressed in tabular form, we have the following: 


Revenues, 1891: 


Ordinary, estimated December 2, 1889... .. . e eee $355, 000, 000, 00 
OME LOSODE siopa cc actives site scvaane intik as hick cease kaS FAATA mace 65, 414, 337. 34 


450, 414. 337, 34 
Add excess of actual ordinary revenues, 1890, over estimate 
„ . ĩͤ v ane 
Nallet ⁵ —[—̃—ß .. 467, 414, 337. 34 
Appropriations: 


Total made at this session, including 
nent appropriations and deficiencies. 
Deduet for deficiencies 


422, 134, 861.56 
Deduct for sums in river and harbor and other 
acts that will not be expended during the 
fiscal year 1891 


Total appropriations . . . ..... . .. . , 402,184, 861.56 
Add balance of net cash in Treas pl fi 
ciencies not paid prior to July Io... icc. sesia 44, 500,957.99 
Add fractional silver and minor coin in Treasury. 002, 008. 00 
Add for national-bank fund under act of July 14, 1800. 54, 207, 975. 00 
= Total surplus . 188, 990, 416.77 
Deduct for 4} 


per cent. bonds redeemed 
for sinking fund for 1891. 4 . . . reese 


Appropriations—Continued. 
Estimated requirement under new pension 

law so far as same can be adjusted thts year.. $30, 000,000.00 

Estimated reduction of revenue under the 


McKinley bill ec 60, 000. 000. 00 
— 10, 015, 750.00 
Net surplus. ... n 16, 974, 008. 77 


Should it be the policy of the Government, as I think it will be, to 
redeem the $30,015,750 of 4) per cent. bonds, so as to carry $48,000,000 
of them into the sinking fund under its requirements for 1892, the net 
surplus, as shown above, will be increased by that amount, to $64,974, - 
666.77. 


SINKING FUND, 


This statement shows not ouly the propriety, but the necessity, of 
the reduction of revenue by placing sugar upon the free-list, and that 
the revenues of the Government will still be ample to meet all ex- 
penditures of the Government, including the sinking fund of $49,200,- 
000 for this year. I want to say, however, that in my opinion it 
would not be a misfortune if our revenues were so adjusted by a further 
reduction not contemplated by the McKinley bill as to require a sus- 
pension of the sinking fund for ten years to come, for I am informed 
at the Treasury Department that the requirements of the fund have 
already been anticipated by actual reduction of the public debt by 
more than 8750, 000, 000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the result of the policy of President Cleve- 
land. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, my friend, expected somebody would say that 
Cleveland did that, and I am ready to reply to it. I hold in my hand 
astatement of Cleveland’s performances touching this matter. In 1888, 
when he was crying aloud and sparing not that we hada Treasury that 
was overflowing, I will tell you how much he expended in redeeming 
the public debt. He expended that year for that purpose $81,000,000; 
but in 1889 Harrison came in, and there was $150,000,000 so expended. 
In 1890 there has been $126,000,000 so expended. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. What was the difference in the preminm ? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is less premium paid on bonds pur- 
chased under this Administration than under the last. We have been 
taking in 4 per cent. bonds at 22 and 23 and 24 and 25. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. And 26 and 27 and 28. 

Mr. CANNON. Under the policy of depositing in the national banks 
that you had, these bonds went up to 28 and 29, and you paid that 
premium for them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We paid 124 and you paid 128. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman should state that they have 
$31,000,000 in national banks yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois requested 
not to be interrupted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question for information? I could not catch, as be went 
along, his statement with regard to this. There have been covered into 
the Treasury under the late silver bill a certain number of millions of 
dollars which have heretofore been held as a sort of trust fund for the 
redemption of outstanding national-bank notes. In the gentleman’s 
estimate of the expenditures of the Government which are to be a 
charge upon the revenues, has he any estimate of these outstanding 
bank notes which may come in for the purpose of liquidation during 
the fiscal year 1890-'91? : 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave that estimate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I could not catch it in your 
total statement. 

Mr.CANNON. Lam glad the gentleman called my attention to that, 
because I had not referred to it, and it enables me to answer that qnes- 
tion. I made careful and exhaustive inquiry at the Treasury Depart- 
ment touching this fund for the redemption of national-bank notes, and 
was informed that it could be held as an asset for the redemption o! 
the national debt or the payment of other expenses, for the reason that 
it has been shown for a great number of years at the Treasury Depart- 
ment that year by year there was more money came in for that purpose 
than went out. So I was quite conservative in making that statement. 


NEW OFFICES CREATED AND OFFICES ABOLISHED, 

Mr. Speaker, as to the officersand clerks necessary to the public serv- 
tice provided for in the appropriations sor this fiscal year, I call atten- 
ion to the fact that from year to year they decrease or increase, ac- 
cording to the necessities of the public service; although from one dec- 
ade to another there has been, with increase of population and busi- 
ness and with the extension of territorial and industrial boundaries, t 
necessary growth ot the public service, And I trust and believe that 
such growth, extension, and increase will permanently continue, for 
when they cease political and moral death to the country will be nigh. 

I discuss these changes somewhat in detail, not that I consider it 
material to do so, but for the reason that some may deem it important. 

Tn order to facilitate the adjudication of pension claims under the 
act of June 7, 1890, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 
incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and to widows, 
minor children, and Gk mig Rs relatives, additional employés are au- 
thorized, as shown in following statement. 
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It is contemplated that the services of this force can be entirely dis- 

PAA ADE TORR a) PAROL e even a shorter pe- 

riod. Inthe main, the employés constituting this force are of the 

lowest grades in the civil service, their aggregate annual compensation 
averaging, as will be seen, less than $1,100 to each. 


Clerks and other employés to facilitate adjudication of pension claims. 

| | Annual 

Place of employment, Number. 9 
on. 


Pension he geaen ing Pete Me SON I ea a A — Ste 

an nsion division, War Department. 2, 
U 10 12.000 
Fourth Auditor's Oſllce. . . 2 2. 200 
Bureau Medicine and Surgery, Navy Department. 


2 2,600 
615 | 671, 750 
i 


In addition to the foregoing new employments others have been au- 
thorized and some abolished, as shown by the following statement: 


New offices, [Otoes Abolished, 


Place of employment. 


i 
x Annual | „ | Annual 
No. ‘salary. | NO- |- salary: 
i 
r ENR A E E R A p ANN | 3 
House of Representatives . . ... . .. . 4 9,226.00 1 $6, 000. 00 
Congress. 1 1. 200. 00 
2 3,400.00 
5 6, 600. 00 
1 2,000. 00 
97 W, 840. 00 
5 6,600, 00 
11 | 23,350.00 |. 
16 | 25,000.00 
7 | 12,950.00 |.. 
61 | 68,170.00 
37 | 24, 660,00 
6| 11,180.00 
5 7. 320. 00 6 6. 240.00 
63 | 79,040.00 l4 16, 300. 00 
147 | 111,651.00 3 540.00 
10 SB, TOD A A ee beheneees 
12 | 37, 800. 00 16 37, 700.00 
17 | 35,300.00 8 500. 00 
1 3,650. 00 i sorik 
2 6, 780. 00 
12 | 69,600.00 
24 | 12,000.00 
3 600. 00 
17 15,640.50 
3 A |- 16,820.00 
n ment Á 
Military Academy — 1 1. 500. 00 


655 | 719,461.50 | 109 


The whole number of new places authorized, as shown in the fore- 
going, itis proper to state, exceed the number created during the first 
session of the last Congress under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration twenty, 
while their whole compensation amounts to $1,334.25 less than the ag- 
gregate salaries of the six hundred and thirty-five places created by 
Congress two years ago. 

The additional employés in the Senate are necessitated by the en- 
largement of that body through the admission of six new States. 

Four additional employés are authorized in the House. One is an 
officer asked for by the minority to attend their caucuses, two are clerks 
to new committees that have been authorized, and one is an Official Re- 
porter of Debates provided for in the place of and at a less salary than 
the Chief Official Reporter, who died during the session. 

For the Civil Service Commission five additional clerks are author- 
ized in order to bring up the work in that office and to more fully ex- 
tend the operation of the civil-service law throughout the country by 
affording opportunity to all applicants to be examined at the least pos- 
sible expense to themselves. 

In the Treasury Department there is an increase of ninety-seven em- 
7 i while a reduction of twenty-nine has been made. Of the ad- 

itional number, sixty-five are provided for in the Sixth Auditor's Of- 
fice, where, because of lack of clerical force during the past few years, 
the work has gotten in arrears to an extent which prevents that prompt 
settlement of postmasters’ accounts thatis 3 in order to secure an 
honest and efficient administration of the postal service, and that is re- 
quired by law. 

For the government in the Territories eleven new positions were 
necessarily created, including eight for the new Territory of Oklahoma, 
an additional judge for New Mexico, and two new deputy marshals to 
enforce the laws in Alaska. 

In the War Department sixteen new places are created and five are 
abolished. Of the new places one is an Assistant Secretary of War,an 
office the creation of which has been urged upon Congress by all parties 


and all Administrations for years past; five are in the new rec- 
ord and pension division recently organized in that Department; three 
are clerks in the Inspector-General’s department incident to the new 
duties entailed upon that branch of the service; and three are employés 
in the office of War Records of the Rebellion, rendered necessary by the 
hastening of the work of publication of the war records. 

In the Navy Department seven new offices are provided for, principal 
among them being the place of Assistant of the Navy, which, 
like the position of Assistant Secretary of War, been urged to be 
created for many years past. The importance and necessity for the 
position at this time is manifest in the light of the magnitude of the 
operations of the Navy Department in the work of reconstructing the 
Navy, involving the expenditure of millions of dollars each year. In 
the proper execution of the vast labor attending these operations the 
assistance of a civilian aid to the head of the Department is practically 
indispensable. 

In the Interior Department sixty-one new offices are created and ten 
places are abolished. Among the increases are the following: Six mem- 
bers of the board of pension appeals in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior, to aid that official in the prompt disposition of appeals 
that go to him in pension cases; a net increase of clerks in the 
General Land Office, where the work of issuing patents is behind three 
months; in the Patent Office, where the work is 8 increasing 
and the revenues augmenting each year, marking the y growth of 
the industrial interests of the country, isan increase of nine employés; 
and in the Pension Office fifteen charwomen and two mechanics are au- 
thorized, in order properly to care for the building. 

For the Post-Office Department an increase of thirty-seven and a re- 
duction of seven employés is made, The expansion of the postal sery- 
ice and the consequent increase in postal receipts render the service of 
the net additional force in ble, 

The Department of Justice is given an increase of six, among whom 
is an Assistant Attorney-General, whose services are greatly needed in 
representing the interests of the Government in the constantly rising 
number of suits brought against the United States. The number of 
courts throughout the country has been tly augmented d the 
past few years, thus increasing theduties of the tment at Wash- 
ing, making an increase of force, such as is given, absolutely necessary 
to handle intelligently and satisfactorily the business that comes be- 
fore it. 

In the Department of Labor a partial rearrangement of the force is 
made, showing a net reduction of one employé. 

The Department of Agriculture, by an act of the last Congress, was 
elevated to a place in the Cabinet. Under the old practice, when the 
Department was presided over by a Commissioner, a system had ob- 
tained of employing and paying various officials from general appro- 
priations. For the current fiscal year the salaries of these sev em- 
ployés are specifically provided for, a corresponding reduction being 
made in the appropriations from which they had previously been paid; 
so that the new offices which appear to have been created in the Depart- 
mentof Agriculture are in fact all substantially tions heretofore 
existing, but now for the first time specifically provided for. 

The District of Columbia is charged with an increase of one hundred 
and forty-seven new places, while a reduction of three appears to 
have been made. Fifty of the new places are those of teachers in the 
public schools of the city; six are janitors of new school buildings, 
thirty-seven are members of the increased police force of the 
eleven are for men added to the fire department, and thirty-two are 
employés in the water department, heretofore employed and paid from 
general appropriations of the water revenues, but now for the first time 
specifically set forth in an appropriation bill. The other additional 
employés are mainly authorized in connection with the various reform- 
atories of the city. 

In the Life-Saving Service ten additional keepers are provided for, to 
take charge of the new life-saving stations heretofore authorized and 
constructed along the coasts. 

By the admission of Idaho gnd Wyoming as States into the Union 
an increase of twelve new offices is made, the officials being Represent- 
atives and Senators in Congress and Federal judicial officers. A re- 
duction of sixteen Territorial offices, it will noticed, follows this 
increase. 

In the diplomatic and consular service an increase of seventeen and 
a redaction of three officers is made. The new positions are mainly 
consuls who have heretofore been compensated by the retention of the 
fees of their positions. By specifically providing for their salaries the 
fees heretofore retained by them will revert to the Treasury, and in 
many if not in all cases will exceed the salaries which are now provided. 

In the customs service there appear twelve new places; nine of them 
are the new general appraisers created under the customs-administra- 
tion act; two are collectors of customs in the new State of Washing- 
ton and one is a collector of customs for Arizona. 

Registers and receivers of land offices are increased twenty-four in 
number. They are mainly in the new States and are for the conven- 
ience of the settlers. 

In the naval establishment an increase of seventeen and a reduction 
of ten is made in the civil employés at the various navy-yards, where 
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increased activity, incident to the building and outfitting of the new 
ships, renders the service of additional employés imperative. 

the Indian Department there appears an increase of sixty-two new 
offices. Fifty of these places are Indian policemen, receiving $10 per 
month, and five are officers of Indian police, paid at the rate of $12 
month. ‘The others are principally superintendents of the Indian 
schools heretofore authorized constructed. 

In addition to the new employments which are specifically author- 
ized, as shown by the foregoing statement, additional new offices are 
provided for by the increase of certain general appropriations, as shown 
in the following exhibit : 

New offices created by inerease of appropriations, the number of such offices 
and amount of cach salary not being specified. 


Clerks in offices of surveyors-general....,........ $9, 000 
Department of Agriculture . 10, 000 
Teachers of night schools, District of Columbi 1,000 
Water department, District of Columbia 1,000 
Engraving and 1 8 7,000 
Assistant custodians and janitors of public buildings ... — 50,000 
— — les employed for casual 8 of heating apparatus in public 108005 
Professors and teachers in Howard Universit 1,800 
Regular assistant United States attorneys .. 10, 000 
assistant United States attorneys.. 10, 000 

arshals for consular courts . sessen 300 
Clerks at pension agencies 72,000 
Clerks in post-offices...... 840, 000 
Railway post-office cler! 310,000 
Farmers for Indians... 10, 000 
Indian court judges 5. 000 
Total . e 


With reference to the main features of increase shown by this state- 
ment, a few words of explanation will suffice. 

In the offices of the surveyors-general the increase of $9,000 is re- 
quired for temporary clerks to make returns of the surveys of the pub- 
lic lands which are authorized under increased appropriations therefor. 

The $10,000 in the Department of Agriculture is for a class of tem- 
porary employés needed only during certain seasons, and whose serv- 
ices are dispensed with when their work is done. 

For the Engraving and Printing Bureau an increase is made of $7,000. 
The work of this bureau is constantly increasing, and is largely added 
to by the passage of the silver-coinage act. 

An increase of $50,000 appears for assistant custodians and janitors, 
whose services are indispensable in caring for the new public buildings 
heretofore authorized and but recently completed. 

For clerks at the pension agencies throughout the country an in- 
crease is made of $72,000. The large additions to the pension-rolls 
make more clerical work indispensable in order to accomplish prompt 
payment to the pensioners. 

For clerks in post- offices there is an increase of $840,000, together 
with $310,000 for more railway post-office clerks, the constant growth 
of the postal service, heretofore adverted to, accounting for these addi- 
tions. 

An increase of $10,000 is made for the employment of practical farm- 
ers to aid in training the Indians, and $5,000 additional is given for the 
judgesof Indian courts. These two branches of the Indian service have 
proven valuable agencies in civilizing the Indians and in rendering 
them self-supporting. 

For mechanics temporarily employed in making casual repairs of 
heating apparatus of public buildings all over the country, $10,000 is 
given. 

For regular and special assistants to United States attorneys, an in- 
crease is made of $20,000. The considerable number of new courts 
established thronghout the country, particularly by the last Congress, 
render these assistants hecessary. 

SALARIES INCREASED AND SALARIES REDUCED, 

The following statement shows,in the various branches of the public 
service, the number of offices the salaries of which have been increased 
or reduced: 


— x ET PAH Fes — = — 
Salaries increased, | Salaries reduced. 


Place of employment. 
No, 


Amount. 


No. | Amount. 


House of Representatives 
Executive O: 


Interior mt... 
Department of Justice 
District of Columbia. . . . 

Department of Agriculture 
Diplomatic and consular servi 
Customs service . . 
Eleventh Census 
Naval Establishment... 
Indian Department... 
Life-Saving Service.. 
Washington Monumen 
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The whole number of salaries increased, as shown in this exhibit, is 
1,097, as against 1,486 increased during the last session of Congress, or 
389 fewer salaries increased by this than by the last session, 

The increases in salaries made at this session are more apparent than 
substantial in their character; and the only instance worthy of ex- 
tended comment is the case of the eh salmon of the Eleventh Census, 
one hundred and seventy-five in number, increased from $500 to $1,000 
each, This was done by a act, and without material antago- 
nism from any quarter, the Superintendent of the Census having rep- 
resented the impossibility of procuring the services of competent and 
responsible men for 8500. 

In the House of Representatives the salary of the attendant in the 
ladies’ waiting-room is increased $120, and six laborers, who are 
charged with caring for the Hall of the House, have their wages in- 
creased so as to make their whole pay $50 per month. 

The salary of the assistant secretary to the President, a man who 
has served in that capacity to all of the Presidents for twenty years 
past, is increased $250, 

In the Treasury Department the salaries of a superintendent, the 
Chief Clerk of the Bureau of Statistics, and a laborer are inereased 
$200, $250, and $220, respectively. 

Tn the Navy Department the pay of a messenger boy is increased $120. 

In the Interior Department the salaries of thirty principal examiners 
in the Patent Office are increased $100 each, being the amount to which 
they are entitled under the law creating their offices; the salaries of the 
Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
three principal clerks therein, and the surveyor-general of Oregon are 
increased $1,000, $500, and $200 each, respectively. 

In the Department of Justice the salaries of the chief clerk and clerk 
in charge of pardons were increased $300 and $400, respectively. 

The teachers of the public schools in the District of Columbia, to 
the number of seven hundred and forty-five, have had their salaries 
increased $5 each, so as to bring their salaries per annum to an average 
of $685 each. ‘The pay of three janitors of school buildings is also in- 
creased a small amount each. 

In the Department of Agriculture four salaries are increased in the 
aggregate $1,400. 

There are eighteen salaries increased in the diplomatic and consular 
service. They are principally of places in Central and South America, 
and are increased because of the added importance and responsibility 
of the positions incident toour growing commercial relations with those 
countries, 

The salaries of the collectors of customs for Puget Sound, in Washing- 
ton, and at Columbus, Ohio, are increased. 

In the naval establishment the salaries of twenty civilian employés 
at the several navy-yards are increased in the aggregate $2,265.12. 

In the Indian service the pay of seventy Indian policemen is increased 
from $12 to $15 per month each, while three of the Indian agents are 
increased $200 each, one $100, and one $500; and the salaries of three 
superintendents of Indian schools are increased $500 each. 

À he salary of a superintendent of a life-saving station is increased 
300 


And in connection with the Washington Monument two salaries are 
increased $15 per month each. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] has spoken from the standpoint of the Republican party and of 
the Government. I shall speak from the standpoint of the Democratic 
party and of the people. 

Sir, I am one of those who are not surprised at the prospective con- 
dition of the Treasury in the light of the many and extravagant ap- 
propriations made by the present Congress. 

Whenever and wherever the Republican party has been in power 
with an unlimited supply of money at its command, it has been in the 
highest degree extravagant. Especially has it been so as regards the 
administration of the affairs of the Federal Government. The pro- 
ceedings of the present Congress are but in keeping with those of the 
past Congresses in which our Republican friends were in the majority. 

During the Forty-seventh Congress they appropriated $121,631, 552.20 
more than did the Forty-sixth Congress an $113,999, 378.65 more than 
did the Forty-eighth Congress. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, it will be remembered, the Repub- 
licans had control of both branches; in the Forty-sixth and in the 
Forty-eighth Congresses the majority of the House was Democratic, 
but in the Senate the majority was Republican. 

This relation of the two parties continued during the Forty-ninth 
and the Fiftieth Congresses, whose Journals and RECORDS disclose 
many protracted contentions over the regular appropriation bills. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress we find that these bills passed the House 
carrying the gross sum of $475,092,609, which was increased by the Sen- 
ate to $516,518, 842.83; and in the Fiſtieth Congress they passed the 
House with a sum total of $523, 129,925.12, which was enlarged by the 
Senate to $552,635,012.05. It was over these increases that the numer- 
ous and prolonged struggles between the Houses were generally had. 

The appropriations by the present Congress exceed those of the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress by $52,013,700,10, and those of the 
second session by $72,352, 784.41. 
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At no time since 1860 has the Democratie party been in a position 

to successfully and effectually impress upon the general appropriation 

bills, in all of their details, its peculiar and distinctive ideas of re- 
trenchment, economy, and reform, 

The gentleman from Illinois, ignoring this fact, forgetting that dur- 
ing the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses his own political associates 
bad the control of the Senate and in the conflicts between the Houses 
ndhered with great tenacity to their own peculiar views and never 
surrendered a point without demanding an equivalent concession in re- 
turn, has instituted a comparison between the appropriations of the 
Fiftieth and of the Fifty-first Congresses. He would have the country 
believe that the Democratic party was as responsible for what was ap- 
propriated by the last Congress as his own party, being in full posses- 
sion of the entire Government, is responsible for the acts and doings of 
the present 5 

But, Mr. Speaker, I shall not complain. I believe that I will be able 
to show that notwithstanding a Democratic House was handicapped 
with a Republican Senate, the comparison which has been invoked will 
be altogether against the gentleman and his political friends. Heas- 
sumes as a fact, Mr. Speaker, that the revenues for the present fiscal 
year will be greater than as estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He takes it for granted that because they have been somewhat greater 
during the past six months than was anticipated the increase will be 
maintained during the remainder of the fiscal year. 

It has not occurred to him—and, if so, he has not been candid enough 
to let it be known—that this increase may be very properly and alto- 
gether attributed to the influx of foreign goods, hurried in because of 
the dency of a measure largely advancing the duties; and that, 
should the measure be enacted into Jaw, imports would immediately 
decline and the revenue be reduced in proportion. The gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, has built for himself a castle in which he may enjoy him- 
self for awhile. It rests, however, upon the drifting sand. 

But, sir, what is the true situation as to revenue and expenditure? 
Iam disposed to accept the statement of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY], that if the bill reported by him should become law there 
will be a reduction in revenue to the extent of $71,264,414; and that 
no increase of revenue, taking the bill through and through, will arise 
from articles upon which duties have been advanced. Of course it is 
not to be presumed that the bill as it passed the House will, in its en- 
tirety, become law, but it is to be presumed that no measure will pre- 
vail that does not bear, in the most emphatic manner, the marks of a 
high protective policy. 

1 believe, Mr. Speaker, that under all the circumstances the esti- 
mate of the Secretary of the Treasury is a liberal one, and that the 
revenue is more liable to fall below than to rise above the figures at 
which he has putit. He has placed the receipts, including those of 
the postal service, at $450,414,337.34, against which we are confronted 
with appropriations, including the indefinite and permanent, which 
amount to $461,844,779.89, leaving a balance against the Government 
and against his party of $11,430,442.55, The gentleman is between 
the upper and the nether millstone. He seeks an escape from his un- 
fortunate dilemma by two ways, one of which is through the ignorance 
or blunder of his own Secretary and the other through the failure of 
the Fiftieth Congress to make adequate appropriations, 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will find both ways 
impracticable, 

Sir, the gates are locked and guarded against him, and he and his 
party must suffer the sure consequences of a willful extravagance, His 
party had warned him, long in advance of the present session, that the 
revenue would and must be reduced in order to give the manufacturers 
the protection which had been promised them, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury had notified him that he must not count upon more rev- 
enue than $450,414,337,34, all told. Heshould have heeded these ad- 
monitions and cut his garmentsaccordingly. He has not done so, and 
the effort of himself and of his party will be to throw the blame upon 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

If I have not misunderstood the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, he hassaid 
that if the Fiftieth Congress had, at its last session, made as liberal ap- 
propriations as were made at its first session—that is, before the Presi- 
dential election and when there was an expectation that Mr.Cleveland 
would be re-elected—the appropriations at the present session would 
have been no greater than at the second or last session of the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

A glance, Mr. Speaker, at one of the tables which I shall submit to 
the House will demonstrate beyond cavil the injustice of his com- 
plaint. 

This table shows that there was appropriated by the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, at its second session, $20,339,084.31 less than was appropriated 
at its first session. It also shows that the river and harboract of the 
first session carried $22,397,616.90, and that no river and harbor bill 

at the second session, as has been the custom for some years. 

ow, sir, every one is aware that no deficiency can occur under the 
river and harbor act, and the gentleman himself knows that there 
have been no estimates for river and harbor deficiencies and none have 
heen allowed. Deducting the difference between the appropriations of 
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the two sessions {rom the river and harbor act of the first session, and 
we have $2,058,532.59 to the credit of the second session. 

Again, there were no deficiencies under the fortifications act for 
which the t Co had to provide. Without occupying fur- 
ther time of the House, Mr. Speaker, upon this point, I will ask gen- 
tlemen to carefully examine the table of appropriations which will ac- 
company my remarks, comparing for themselves the items of the two 
sessions, and they will readily see that in matters and upon acts in 
which deficiencies might occur the appropriations of the second session 
were larger and more liberal than those of the first session. 

But, sir, we have been also told by the gentleman from Illinois that 
it was the duty of the Fiftieth Congress to ri i ee $38,511,541.17, 
the amount of his deficiencies. This I utterly deny. But supposing 
it so, the majority would not be at all relieved from their embarrass- 
ment, an embarrassment which they have knowingly and unnecessa- 
rily hrought upon themselves. Of the deficiencies, Mr, Speaker, $25,- 
321,907.35 is for pensions and $1,071,643.43 for soldiers’ claims. 

In respect to the first item, the Fiftieth Congress appropriated at 
both sessions every dollar that was estimated and asked for. Besides, 
who could have anticipated the appointment of such adepts in the 
finding of ways and means to expend the public money as the gentle- 
men who have been intrusted by the present Administration with the 
examination, allowance, and a n of pension claims? The 
only wonder is that the deiicien¢cy in this respect has not been much 
greater. 

Sir, in view of what the majority have done at the present session 
in the matter of pensions, ought they to complain of the ſailure of the 
majority in the last Congress to appropriate a greater sum for pensions 
than was estimated and asked for? Knowing that the actual expend- 
iture for pensions during the past fiscal year was $106,936,855.07, 
they have deliberately appropriated for the present year $98,457,461; 
and for the pensions to be granted under the acts of March 4, 1890, 
and June 27, 1890, known as the totally helpless ’’ and the “‘ disa- 
bility ” laws, not one dollar has been appropriated, thus necessitating, 
beyond question, a deficiency, under the appropriations of the present 
session, of not less than $44,904,394.07 in the matter of pensionsalone. 

As to the item of soldiers’ claims, which appears in the budget of 
the deficiencies to be supplied by this Congress, I have only to say that_ 
it has been the uniform practice for many years past, as I am informed, 
to provide for these claims on the deficiency bills. 

There is another item in the deficiencies, Mr. Speaker, to which I 
will now ask the attention of the House. It is for the taking of the 
present census, and amounts to $3,500,000. This should have been 
placed upon the sundry civil bill, as it was not in any sense of the term 
a deficiency. The Fiftieth Congress had appropriated $1,000,000 for 
the purpose, and of that sum $391,798.60 was unexpended on the Ist 
day of July last. This fact demonstrates that there was no necessity 
for putting the item on a deficiency bill. 

What then was the p of the majority forso doing? Sir, itoccurs 
to me that it could only have been done tor the purpose of relieving 
the revenues of the present year to that extent, and also to curtail the 
proportions of the sundry civil act, which was in the immediate 
of the gentleman from Illinois. I might alsoadd, Mr. S er, with- 
outimpropriety that it would serve the further purpose of enabling the 
majority to gratify their desires in other directions and at the same 
time to excuse to the country their extravagance by the claim, how- 
ever unfounded, that the volume of appropriations was to be attributed 
to the deliberate failure of the Fiftieth Congress to make sufficient ap- 
propriations. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that the appropriations of this Congress at 
the present session amount to $461,844,779.89. One word of expla- 
nation as to this. The table from which I read shows only $460,627, - 
697.73 as the aggregate of expenditures, It will be remembered that 
there are several concealed and indefinite items in the sundry civil act, 
against which the minority have protested as an unwise and unfair 
method of appropriation. ‘These items, the Treasury Department in- 
forms us, will involve an expenditure during the present fiscal year of 
not less than $1,044,000. There are also in the same act items of 
reappropriation, which are not included in the sum total. These items 
aggregate $173,082.16. 

Adding the two sums to that stated in the table and we have $461,- _ 
$14,779.59as the true amount of appropriations. I now desire toshow, 
Mr. Speaker, and I think that I will beable to do so most satisfactorily, 
that, taking the estimate of revenueas given us by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to be approximately true, we may di the deficiencies— 
$38,511,541.17—altogether, and yet the current revenue for this fiscal 
year will not be sufficient to meet the current expenditure. 

In the face of the most reliable and positive information given them, 
the majority have refused to appropriate, by as much as $675,000, 
what will be n to sustain the Department of Justice, and, by 
e het as $487,000, what will be required for the office of the Public 

nter. 

We may, therefore, confidently expect đeficiencies in the Pension 
Office, in the office of the Public Printer, and in the Department of 
Justice that will aggregate, during the present fiscal year, at least 


$46, 066,394.07, to say nothing of the shortages that will certainly 
occur in other branches of the public service. 

Omitting the item of $38,511,541.17, complained of by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, we will be compelled beyond all question to supply 
its place with deficiencies accruing Sears the present year that will 
eee least 546,066, 304.07, and will make a sum total of $469,- 

632. 


y ý 
Mr. FLOWER. And there has been no appropriation for the pen- 
sions which will accrue under the laws we have passed this session. 
Mr. SAYERS. The effect of the laws to which the gentleman refers 
was not taken into consideration. ‘The pension appropriation was based 
upon laws that were in force prior to this session. The acconnt, Mr. 
Speaker, when stated, will stand thus: k 


Appropriations already made, less 838,511,541. 17 (de- 

„ ye eA i Say E . 
Add as stor i additional appropriations for the 

Department of Justice, the Pension Office, and the 

office of the Public Printer for the present fiscal 


CCC AO IS Se SS 46, 066, 394. 07 
MOM a success cs N r A Lee ee 
Deduct revenues, including postal receipts, as esti- 
mated by the Secretary of the Treasury -....___- 450, 414, 337. 34 
Balance against the Government 18, 985, 295, 45 


It will be perceived that I have not included the deficiencies, which 
are certain to occur in the other Departments of the Government. 
To relieve the Administration from the dilemma in which it will be 

that is, the incurrence of a deficiency of current revenue as 
compared with current expenditure—an experience which the country 
has not had since 1866, provision must be made for more revenue or 
the Government must be conducted upon a more economical basis. 

If the Administration should determine to expend the appropria- 
tions which an extravagant Congress have already madeand to permit 
its various ts and subdivisions to create obligations and to 
contract debts, as during the past six months and at the rate indicated 
by some of them, a deficiency of current revenue, even under the 
pu Jaws, as compared with current expenditure is as sure to fol- 

ow as the day succeeds the night and the night succeeds the day. 

Mr. Speaker, the statement which I have given to the House rests 
upon no untrustworthy foundation, As to pensions, it is supported 
by the assertions of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. MORRILL], whom 
we all know to be a most careful, painstaking, and capable Representa- 
tive, upon the floor of this House, in his capacity as chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, while he was conducting the passage 
of the bills which are known as the actsof March 4, 1890, and of June 
27,1890; he had given the matter a most thorough investigation and 
had called to his assistance the most reliable experts in the pension 
service, ` 

As to the anticipated deficiences in the Department of Justice and 
in the office of the Public Printer there can not be a doubt. The most 

ced and intelligent employés in both of these services were 

the Committee on Appropriations and were positive in their 

declarations as to the necessities of the Department or office to which 
they belonged and in whose behalf they were speaking. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, another item in the budget of expenditures 
which the Secretary of the Treasury estimates for the present year at 
$49,159,073, and that is the sinking fund. In my opinion, and I ex- 
press it without hesitation, there is not a more important fand known 
to our fiscal affairs. It is a fund that should be carefully maintained 
so long as there is an outstanding and an EA ee interest-bearing bond. 
It is due as well to the people as to the bondholder thatitshould always 
be carefully provided for, and it has always been carefully provided 
for through all the years since its first creation. 

But, sir, from what source is the Government to secure that fund 
during the year which is upon us? Will the Administration d 
it altogether, or will Congress, in order to cover up and to shield its 
reckless extravagance, authorize the use of other funds for the pur- 
pose—say, the $100,000,000 of gold that is in the Treasury to protect 
certain notes which are in circulation? 

We have been told by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
that our bonds—those due in 1891—are depreciating in value. If so, 
then and by all means the Treasury should be in a condition to redeem 
them so as to reduce our interest-bearing indebtedness. But, sir, with 
what can the purchase of the bonds be made if all the revenue is to be 
consumed for current expenses as fast as it comes in? Do gentlemen 
of the majority contemplate a refunding of the bonds when they ma- 
ture in 1891 and 1907, and to thus postpone their full and final pay- 
ment for a century longer? 

Do they propose that our present national-banking system shall con- 
tinue for generations yet to come? 

Have these purposes, as also other motives, influenced them to the 
pen ssa id extravagance which has characterized the present Admin- 

tration? 

With the one hand theyseek todiminish the revenue by an increase of 
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duty on imports, and with the other they scatter the declining receipts 
of the Treasury most lavishly. It would be well for gentlemen to pause. 
It is bad enough to unnecessarily appropriate the public money, but, 
when withsuch extravagance are involved the maintenance ofan enor- 
mous tax on the necessaries of life, the refunding of the public debt, 
and the perpetuation of the national-banking system, the extravagance 
assumes the shape of the greatest criminality, 

But, sir, not satisfied with directly and, in many instances, unnec- 
essarily appropriating from the public Treasury, the majority have bur- 
dened future Congresses with contracts Aad Ee e ee to pay which 
provision must be made hereafter, They have, without appropriating 
one dollar therefor, authorized contracts to be made for the manu- 
facture of heavy ordnance to the extent of $3,775,000; they have also 
authorized the construction of war-vessels which, together with their 
armor and armament, will cost $24,225,000, and have only appropri- 
ated an undefined portion of $5,475,000 for the purpose; they have 
further authorized contracts for the improvement of certain water ways 
and harbors for as much as $14,922,979, toward which they have appro- 
priated but $2,000,000; and, finally, they have authorized the construc- 
tion of forty-one public buildings to cost not exceeding $7,116,639.54, 
but for which they have appropriated only $2,375, C00. 

These contracts, if made, will constitute obligations the burden of 
which must fali upon fature Co: 

As to the public buildings, how striking the contrast between the 
action of the present and that of the Fiſtieth. At the first ses- 
sion ofthe latter Congress thirty-eight public buildings were authorized, 
with a maximum limit as to cost amounting to $6,882,000, 88 per cent. 
of which was immediately appropriated toward their construction. Ot 
the cost of the public buildings authorized by the present Congress only 
34 per cent. has been appropriated. 

In the matter, Mr. Speaker, of new offices and places we find that 
the present Congress have, to this date, created 1,270, the annual sal- 
aries of which amount to $1,391,211.50, and that 109 offices and places, 
the salaries of which aggregate $155,828.38, have been abolished, leav- 
ing as a net increase, 1,161 offices, with salaries calling for the expendi- 
ture of $1,235,383.12 annum. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. ore than a regiment. 

Mr. SAYERS. This exceeds the first session of the Fiflieth Con- 
gress by 931 offices and by $984,615.62 per annum in salaries, and the 
second session of the same Congress by 880 offices and by $919,555.12 
in annual salaries, and both sessions of the Fittieth Congress by 650 
offices and by $668,787.62 per annum in salaries. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The gentleman includes the new pension clerks. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido; but if you leave them out of the calculation 
there will still be an excess in new offices by the present Congress over 
both sessions of the Fiftieth Congress. I, however, fail to see the ne- 
cessity for so large anincrease in the pension force, as there were in the 
Pension Office at Washington on the Ist day of July last 1,263 offi- 
cials, clerks, employés, and examiners. This large force should be able 
to easily do a vast amountof work. Among the offices that have been 
thus created may be named an Assistant Secretary of War, an Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Navy, an Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, and 
an Assistant Attorney-General, the first three to receive each $4,500 
per annum and the last $5,000 per annum. 

Of course the creation of these offices is a great public necessity and 
the growth of the conntry demands it, as will be answered by our Re- 
paian friends when they are questioned by their constituents touch- 

ng the expenditure of the public money. 

But on this side of the House it is believed, and it will be so said to 
the people, that it is a wasteful extravagance, and but in keeping with 
the policy and practices of the Republican party whenever in power. 

It will be noted, Mr. Speaker, in one of the tables which I shall 
append to my remarks, that there has been an increase of appropria- 
tions for offices, not specified, amounting to $1,347,100, and a decrease 
in appropriations for such offices of $30,000 by the present Congress. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the latter item. This 
decrease affects the mint at Carson City, Nev. It will be remembered 
that a few weeks since a bill relating to the coinage of silver was under 
consideration. In the debate upon that measure our Republican friends, 
almost without exception, expressed their sincere devotion to silver; 
yet, strange to say, they not only decided against its free coinage, but 
have lessened the facilities of one of the mints by decreasing the appro- 
priation for its working force to the extent of $30,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman please repeat his statement 
in regard to the mints ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have said that there has been a decrease of $30,000 
for the compensation of employés at the mint at Carson City, Nev. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is quite correct in that statement; 
and there was a decrease of $70,500 at all the mints. 

Mr, SAYERS. That is so, and it but indicates the true feeling of 
the majority toward silver coinage. There is, as it seems to them, a 
sufficiency of money in the Treasury for the creation of new offices and 
for the payment of increased salaries, but not enough to keep the 
mints supplied with the force necessary to their proper administration. 

I have another table, Mr. Speaker, to be submitted with my remarks, 
that shows the offices the salaries of which have been increased or re- 
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duced, with the amount of such increase or reduction. In this con- 
nection I will only say that salaries have been increased during the 
present session in one thousand and ninety-seven offices and to the ex- 
tent of $132,055.12, and that the salaries have been reduced in but 
five offices, and in them only by $965.82, 

It is unnecessary, I trust, for me to comment upon this unjustifiable 
extravagance. At this, a time of the greatest depression among the 


ee and agricultural classes, it does occur to me that our Repub- 
lican friends might have hesitated, in the interest of the public good, 
to make these increases, 

Mr. Speaker, I crave the further indulgence of the House to refer 
very briefly to some of the general appropriation acts. 

The agricultural heads the list, and is to be criticised chiefly for the 
new offices and places which it creates. While under consideration in 
the House the following colloquy was had: 


Mr. Dockery, Ido not know that I understood the gentleman from Kansas 
correctly; but, if I did, he stated, in reply to the gentleman from Texas Mr. 
Savane}, that he was not able to give us the number of new officers and the in- 
creases of salary embraced in this bill. g 

Mr, Fussrox, I wasnotable to state exactly the increases of salary; but, as to 
the namber of new offices, there are only three or four. There are new divis- 
jons created, but they embrace officers already paid out of the funds of the Ag- 
ricultural Department. 

Di vat hd fesse Then what are we to understand as being the total increase of 
aries? 

Mr. Fussron. The total increase of silaries isfor one person under the orig- 
inal House bill and 5 under this conferenoe report, including also 
$500 extra, given temporarily for one year to the chemist for experiments with 
reference to sugar, making about four persons in all whose salaries are in- 


Mr, Dockery. But the gentleman does not give the amount of the increase. 


An examination of the provisions of the act, Mr. Scere shows the 
facts to be somewhat different from those as stated by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. I find that sixty-three new offices, with salaries 
aggregating $79,040 per annum, have created, and that fourteen 
offices, with salaries REET, to $16,300, have been omitted. I also 
find that there has been a net increase of appropriation for offices not 

‘specified of $10,000. At the second session of the Fiftieth Congress 
$178,580 was appropriated for salaries, and by the present Congress 
$251,300 forthe same purpose. These facts and figures, which may be 
relied upon, are calculated to excite the suspicion that the gentleman 
from Kansas misunderstood the provisions of his own bill. 

The diplomatic and consular act, though carrrying a smaller sum 
total than that of the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, adds to 
the civil list seventeen offices at an annual cost of $35,300, and omits 
three offices which were a charge upon the Treasury to the extent of 


$9,500 per annum. 

The Indian act is worthy of special mention, Mr. Speaker, but I will 
only read from the RECORD what was said by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] respecting it when up for consideration. On the 
9th of August this gentleman, speaking of the amendments placed upon 
the bill by the Senate, said: 

This Indian bill as passed by the Senate appropriates 7, 283, 202. 78, being an 
increase of $1,260,654.01 over the bill as passed by the House, Theaverage total— 
and I ask attention to this—the average of ropriations in the Indian 
bills for the eight fiscal years 1881 to 1838, inclusive, is $5,278,000, or $2,000,000 less 
than the amount of this bill as passed by the Senate. 

Mr. Savers. Does not the sum total of the bill of last year include the Choc- 
taw claim, amounting to between two anda and three million dollars? 

Mr. Caxxox. Iam coming to that in a moment. But I first call attention to 
the average of these bills from 1881 to 1888. Five and a quarter millions of dol- 
Jars in round numbers was the average amount that they carried for eight years. 
Now, for 1889 the Indian appropriation bill was unduly swollen by an appro- 
priation of $2,858,000 to pay the Choctaw judgment, Ift item been omit- 
ted the act would have appropriated only, in round numbers, $5,404,000, or 
$1,878,000 less than the pending bill as it comes from the Senate. Now, for the 
year 1890 the Indian appropriation act was again unduly swollen by two un- 
usunl items: a payment to the Pottawatomie Indians of an old award, 
with interest for twenty years, amounting to $361,000, and a payment of $1,912,- 
000 Lo the Seminole Indians for certain lands. If these two items had been omit- 
ted, the act of last year would have appropriated only$5,802,000, or $1,453,000 less 
than the pending bill. 


Aud, seven days later, when the conference report was before the House: 


Mr. CaxxOox. Mr. Speaker, this is the most extraordinary conference report 
ona eral ef garner bill that I have ever known since I have served in 
this House, and Í beg the attention of the House fora few moments while [speak 
of the surroundings of this bill. When it was first considered in the House I 
conceived it my duty to make points of order upon claims reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and scattered throughout the bill, aggregating in round 
num bers 8300, 000, and those claims went out on points of order. The bill went 
to the Senate and was increased over the amount as passed by the House $1,200,- 
000, and substantially none of that increase covered the claims which had been 
proposed by the House committee on the original bill, 

Mr. BLOUNT. What was the character of the amendments which went out on 
points of order in the House? 

Mr. Cax Nox. They were claims, substantially, all of them. 

Now, another strange thing happened. Each and every amendment which 
helps to make up this increase of $1,200,000, made by the Senate upon a $7,000,000 
bill, was non-concurred in by the House. That action was taken after a discus- 
sion of two hours, in which many of us took part. Now this strange thing ap- 
poa and I speak after examination ofthe bill): The conference report carries 

full amount of the bill as it passed the House with the full amount of the 
Senate amendments and $12,000 more. I will put in the RECORD astatement on 
the subject: It is a statement which was made elsewhere careful statement— 
and I have had it verified by a man who does not make mistakes, 


The sundry civil act, Mr. Speaker, carries upon its face appropria- 
tions amounting to $29, 738, 282.23, and, though containing no extraordi- 
nary and unusual items of any magnitude, is r by several mill- 
ions than any similar act since the Forty-second Congress, which is 


as far back as I have examined. But, heavy as it is, the figures named 
do not include all the expenditures for which the act provides. There 
should be added to them $1,044,000 which is estimated to be authorized 
by certain concealed and indefinite items, and also 8173, 082. 16, which 
was reappropriated without naming the amount. With these sums 
added, as they should be, the sundry eivil act of the present session 
will aggregate $30, 955,364.38. 

I have already spoken sufficiently as to the deficiencies, Mr. Speaker, 
and will not detain the House further in reference to them than to say 
that, excluding the pensions and soldiers’ claims for which it provides 
and which amount to $26,393,550.78, it will be larger, by several 
millions, than the deficiencies at any session of any previous Congress 
since the Forty-second, except at the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, which carried $16,063,383. 26. excluding pensions, but including 
soldiers’ claims, and $3,127,617, the amount of the deficiency bill that 
failed at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

It will be observed that in the table of appropriations there are in- 
cluded the estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury as to the perma- 
nent (specific) and indefinite appropriations. It will also be noted that 
the estimate to the first session of the Fiftieth Congress is considerably 
larger than that to the second session of the same Congress, and also 
than that to the present Congress, Of the estimate to the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress, however, but 5101, 638,512.74 was expended 
during the year for which it was made. K 

There are fitty-eight general subdivisions of these estimates upon 
the permanent (specific) and indefinite appropriations, the subdivision 
embracing the appropriation for the payment of the interest on the 
public debt, to-wit: The navy fund, the funded loan of 1891, the 
funded loan of 1907, and the refunding certificates, being one of the 
most important. f > 

I find, sir, from the. report of the Treasurer of the United States, 
the annual decrease of interest-bearing debt to be, on June 30— 


ending June 30— 

27... thou I Sindee LANE EE EA TOE OIG MET SOON. Get 
1887 , 657, 939. 72 
1888. 869, 345. 97 
1889 32 


1590, N 
These tables will to a certain extent explain why it is there bave 
been decreases from year to year in the estimates of the Treasury De- 
partment upon the indefiniteand permanent (specific) appropriations, 
and it will be readily perceived that the decrease of the interest charge 
will enable the party in power to use so much more of the public 
money for other purposes. 

In the statement which I have been making, Mr. Speaker, I have 
considered the appropriations by the present Congress as they affected 
the current revenue. Since 1865 our revenues have been each recur- 
ring year greater than our expenditures; but I sincerely believe that 
when the fiscal year of 1891, that is, the present fiscal year, shall have 
terminated it will be found that the annual receipts are no longer able 
to meet the annual indebtedness, 

Our Republican friends are sensible of this condition of things, and 
they will prevent this result if it be possible. I apprehend that if the 
Democrats win the House of the next Con 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. As they will. 

Mr. SAYERS. The majority will not appropriate sufficiently at the 
next session, three months hence, to defray all the expenses of the 
Government during the present fiscal year, but they will leave the 
performance of that duty to their successors in the Fifty-second Con- 


ress. 
É Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Then they will unload them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the contingency which I have suggested I 
believe they will do so. 

Suppose, Mr, Speaker, that it should happen that I am correct and 
that the current revenues will not suffice to meet the current expendi- 
tures, what will the Administration then do? Will not the effort be 
made to repeal the law which sets apart $100,000,000 in gold for the 
redemption of the Treasury notes, so as to use it for other purposes ? 
There is a bill already pending in the House looking to that end. It 
seems that our Republican friends are getting ready for the coming 
storm. They will also refuse to set aside a sufficient sum, annually, 
for the sinking fand. 

Mr. MOMILLIN. And thereby perpetuate the public debt. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who 
has just spoken, suggested that very policy. 

Mr. SAYERS. I firmly believe, Mr. Speaker, that the effort will be 
made to refund the public debt. All things point in that direction. 
Themillions of capital in Wallstreet desire it corporate wealth in every 
form desires it. The people they who toil in the fields, in the work - 
shops, on the land and on the sen - they do not desire it, and they ought 
to be heard and their wishes ought to prevail. Iask my friend from 
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Kausas [Mr. KELLEY], who I see is giving me his attention, what he | you gentlemen continue in the control of this House, holding, as you 
thinks the farmers of his State will say tosuch a proposition ? will, the entire framework of the Government in your hands, there 

Mr. KELLEY. I will simply say that, if all these predictions of the | will be left but little to the people of liberty and 8 by the time 
gentleman are dependent upon the contingency of the ocratic pariy your Administration will haveexpired. Iacknowledge that there will 
having a majority in this House in the next Congress, there will not | be music and feasting and mirth in the mansions of those who have 
be any trouble about the matter either in Kansas or anywhere else. grown rich and powerful under the management of the fiscal affairs of 

Mr, SAYERS. ‘Then, I will say that if the majority in this House | the Government, but in the homes of those who earn their bread in 
is not changed at the coming elections the people will be in a pitiable | the sweat of the face there will be no gladness whatever. [Applause 
condition indeed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] For should on the Democratic side.] 


Appropriations, 

First session Second session| First session 

Acts. | “Fitieth | Fiftieth Fifty-first 

| Congress. | Congress. Congress. 
Agricuitural.... $1, 716,010.00 1, 669, 770.00 $1, 799, 100, 00 
. 24. 471, 300. 00 24,316, 615, 73 24, 206, 471.79 
Dip! ic and 1. 128, 465. 00 1, 980, 025, 00 1,710, 815. 00 
District of Columbia. 5, 046, 410. 32 5, 682, 409. 91 5, 769, 444.15 
Fortifications.. 3, 972, 000. 00 1,233, 594. 00 a4, 232, 935, 00 
Indian. . 68, 268. 700. 79 8. 077, 453. 39 7, 263, 116.02 
ive, executive, and judicial.. 20, 758, 178. 07 20, 843, 615, 81 21, 030, 752. 75 
Military Academy. . 315, 043. 81 d 902, 766, 69 435, 296. 11 
Naval.... 19, 942, 835. 35 21, 692,510.27 | 23. 136, 035,53 
oe Fenn e | * SS 

K ice... T . 
River and harbor . 2 $07, 818.90 laren i24, 981, 295. 00 
Sundry civil ...... 26, 320, 804. 84 25, 297,341.65 $29, 738, 282, 22 
Deficiencies. . . k 16, 063, 383. 26 8. 330, 518. 30 m38, 511.541. 17 
Total. 682.08 | 276, 390, 665.03 499, 244.73 
Miscellaneous, 862.55 | o 10,255,795. 20 500, 000. 00 

oe 

Sum total of r annual and miscellaneous appropriations 544.63 286, 646,460.32 358, 999, 244.73 
Permanent (specific) and indefinite appropriations (estimated) 793.90 | q 108, 691,055.95 | q 101, 628, 453, 00 
Grand total 343.53 | 395,337,516.27 460, 627, 697.72 
Total receipts (estimated), including postal revenues . libres: seseveer gtipsnare eee — — P 


a The act making this appropriation authorizes contracts for heavy guns to the extent of $3,775,000, to meet which no appropriation is made. 

b Includes 82.838.798. 62 for payment of a judgment against the United States in favor of the Choctaw Indians. * 

e Includes 81.912.912. 02 for payment to the Seminole Indians for lands; also $351.000 to the Pottawatomie Indians on an award. 

d Includes $490,000 with which to erect a fire-proof building at the Military Academy. 

e The act carrying this appropriation authorizes the constraction of six war vessels which are to cost, exclusive of armament and armor, $15,225,000, The 
estimated cost of sucharmamentand of the armor is $9,000,000, making the total cost of the vessels when completed $24,225,000, toward which an undefined 
portion of $5,475,000 is appro 5 — 

J Includes $3,500,000 ion deficiency for 1833, appropriated by special act. 

re $8,000,000 pension deficiency for 1889, Bey ae her in the general deficiency act. 

This is in strict pursuance of estimates furnished by the Commissioner of Pensions and based upon lawsexisting prior to March 4, 1889. It is $8,479,394.07 less 
than what was expended for pensions during the last fiscal yer, and is admitted to be insufficient to pay the pensions granted under such laws during the present 
fiscal year and also under the acts of March 4 and June 27,1390, which latter acts, as stated by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the floor of 
= Heut, will themselves and independent of other laws necessitate an expenditure of $35,425,000 for the present fiscal year. To meet this increased expenditure 
there is no approp ¥ : 

2, aC 1 — act also authorizes contracts for the improvement of certain water ways and harbors to the extent of $14,922,979, and appropriates toward them only 

j This does not include an expenditure of $1,014,000 as estimated by the Treasury Department, which is authorized in certain concealed and indefinite items 
of ap riation in the sundry civil act, nor does it include $173,082.16 reappropriated in the same act. 

This is the aggregate of deficiencies passed during the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, exclusive of $3,500,000 for pensions, It includes $3,127,617.00 de- 
ficiencies for 1887 and 7 5 years, the bill for which failed at the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress, and also $927,177.40 paid to the State of Texas. 

l Includes $1,185,348.33 deficiencies in the Navy Department for 1885 and prior years, and was made to enable the Department to balance accounts without 

a new expenditure. It is the axerecate of deficiencies passed during the second session of the Fiftieth Congress exclusive of $8,000,000 for pensions, ` 
H mT! 333 eee deficiency bill which, when it becomes law, is estimated to carry $5,500,009. As the bill now stands, having once passed both 
ouses, it carries $7,87 

n Includes the following: Public buildings, $4,727,000; establishing quarantine stations, $542,500; procuring the division of the Sioux reservation, $1,018,000. 

o Includes the following: Milwaukee public building, $12,000; Omaha public building, $600,000; payment to the Creek Indians for land, 2, 280,87. 10; expense 
of the Eleventh Census, $1,000,000; to procure the division of the Sioux reservation, $3,153,200, 

p Of this $180,180.52 is estimated. 

q This is the amount submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury as necessary under permanent (specific) and indefinite 5 The amount actually 
expended may be r or less than the estimate, as, for instance, of the estimate to the first session, Fiftieth Congress, only $101,638,512.74 was expended dur- 
ing the fiseal year for which it was estimated. 


New offices created and the salaries thereof, the offices the salaries of which have been omitted, with the amount of such reduction, amounts for new offices 
created by iaerease of appropriation or other law, the number of such offices and the amount of each salary not being specified, and amounts for 
offices omitted by reduction of appropriation or other law, the number of such offices and salaries of each not being specified. 


First session, Fiftieth Congress. | Second session, Fiftieth Congress, First session, Fifty-first Congress. 
3 82 
E EE 
** | Z 
$15,242.50 24 
! 079. 90 4 
i 2 
| 1 
3 mi a } 000. 00 5 
Public Buildings and Grounds.. 2.000. 00 5 Wann 
Department of State. — 2} $180.00 1 5 1 
Treasury rtment, independ- . 
ent treasu etc. — 53 79, 660. 00 92 | 121,950.00 59 38, 230.00 2 2,500.00 139 
Do...... s 3 102, 920, 00 . . 6, 400. 00 8 10, 00 2 OO Fie isi sasso 
136, 105. 00 222 | 219, 055.00 4,340.00 9 6, — | 
— | E 5 TOS 7 
4, 000, 00 00 f 
2.217. 25 
we | 3, 333.47 |. 82 


De sntofthel 

Tg ail ite agencies and 
Census and Pension Offices and . 
BBO CED an. dccece cssendvsaceoscenesscousoons nee! 5i 80, 920. 00 13 | 21,300.00 88 1%, any — 5 9, 500. 00 585 579, La — 10 18, 400, 00 


90 —————.—.—1N.——— 71, 700. 00 ——œ«—.ͤ 2... ——— . . 00 J. ——y[—— —VƷu 
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New offices created and the salaries thereof, the offices the salaries of which have been omitted, ete.—Continued. 
First session, Fiftieth Congress. ` 


Second session, Fiftieth Congress, First session, Fifly-first Congress. 


"04, 613. 00" 
4, 650.00 


Coast and Geodetic Survey 7 
by nevis m Monument, and 
Var, and N 5 67 36, 740. 00 
Fors t Leavenworth SLES ET, 
Prison.. 


5 000. 00 |. 
sor Pt „A 800 60 oe tre mY 7 


gester ee 


2 80, 600. 60 31 7 550. 00 


N * 8 
International Conference and in- 
treatin exposition .. aa 15 


Howsra University 
Military Academy .... 


Total new offices created fore 
to ies thereof ... 
Total offices omitted 
salaries thereof 
Excess of new offices created over 
offices omitted and excess of 
salaries of new offices over sal- 


1 
315, 8. 00 [ . J. ve —— 110 | 1. 285, 383.12 J. . . e. 


aries of offices omitted ... 230 
Excess of first session of Fifty- 

first Con, arare first session 

of Fiftieth Congress. bee eee, NETERA EEN 5 931 984, 618. 62 . . . eee, 
Excess of first session ‘of Fifty- | 


first Congress over second | 


session of Fiftieth Congress. Avg (ee 880 919,555.12 . eee aoe 
Excess of first session of Fifty- 
first Co over both ses- | 7 
. eee secu vi dsos eee sene 650 CBG, 787. 02 foss J . e pecans 
1, 025, 979. 79 . .. 7. 200. 00 . . .. 1,347, 100. 00 


1.016, 779. TD . . . ... .. bees eee 1, 317, 100. 00 


Offices the salaries of which have been ineressed or reduced, with the amount of such increase or reduction, p 7 


First session, Fiftieth Congress. | Second session, Fiftieth Congress, First session, Fifty-first 5 


Salaries increased. | Salaries reduced. une nee increased, | Salaries reduced, | Salaries increased, Salaries reduced. 


Amount, | No. Amount. No. Amount. 


| No. Amount. | No. Amount, | No. 


No. Amount, 


Sonate 
House of Re} 
Executive O 


Departm 
De ent of Justi 
District of Columhia 


Fort Leavenworth military prison Sra 
Mili Acad 


Diplomatic and consular service 
Washington Monument. . . 


771 18, 680. 00 
5 5. 060. 00 


F 
Total offices whose salaries have 
been increased, with amount 
of such increase ... 
Total offices whose sal have 
been reduced, with amount of 
such reduction —— 


Excess of offices whose salaries are 
been increased over offices whose 
arana have been reduced, and ex- 

of increased cea over re- 

duced snlaries . — 43 11, 864. 90 


ese ee eee 


A Six 3 and ninety- three of this number were added by the Sena 


b This appropriation was made in order to out the act of — 24 1888, which provides that the letter-carriers who were employed more than cight 
hours per daa should receive proportional compensation for such extra serv 
eSevent: ty of this number were Indian whose salaries were increased from $10to $12 per month, and 700 were Indian police privates, whose 
were increased from £8 to 10 per month, 


oe oe 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
last annual report estimates that the revenues of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, will be 8450, 414,337.34. This 
estimate includes postal receipts, customs dues, internal-revenue taxes, 
and all other sources of Fed revenue, and is exclusive of any re- 
ductions, if such there should be, by the operation of the McKinley 
bill. ‘The appropriations for the support of the Government made 
prior to the beginning of the present fiscal year have been classed as 
annual and permanent, but in the light of the new departure which 
has been inaugurated at the present session they may now be classi- 
fied as annual, permanent, and indefinite, the items of appropriations 
being annual $359, 172,326.89; permanent, $101, 628, 453; indefi- 
nite, $1,044,000, or a total of $461,844,779.89. ; ; 

Notwithstanding this startling aggregate of expenditures, which far 
exceeds the amount appropriated in any prior year, exclusive of the 
civil war, they are yet insufficient to meet the requirements of many 
branches of the public service, notably the Pension Bureau, the office 
of Public Printer, and the Department of Justice, 

The entire appropriations, annual and permanent, made at the first 
session of the last Congress, amounted to $422,626,343.53, and at the 
second session of the same Congress they aggregated $395, 337,516.27; 
but for purposes of comparison I shall confine myself to the appropria- 
tions of the first session of the last Congress and the first session of the 
present Congress. On this basis it is manifest that the eee, 
of the present session exceed the appropriations of the first session of 
the Fiftieth Congress by $39,218,429.63, whilst if we exclude from the 
comparison the permanent appropriations which are provided for the 
payment of the public debt and interest thereon, it may be stated that 
the ordinary current expenditures of the Government are increased in 
two years to the vast sum of 853, 220, 802.26. This increase, enormous 
as it is, does not, by about $50,000,000, represent the sum that ought, 
in justice to the needs of the public service, to be appropriated at the 
present session. 

Me. FLOWER. Before the gentleman leaves that point let me ask 
him this question: Do I understand correctly from what has been said 
hero that we have appropriated $98, 457,461 to provide for the payment 
of pensions under laws in torce prior to this session of Co and that 
there have been two or three pension bills passed in addition for which 
no appropriation at all has been made? I wonld like the gentleman 
to make that plain in his remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman understands correctly, but I will 
refer to that in detail in a moment. - 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri if 
at the same time the soldiers are not getting their pensions promptly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, first let me get under way and I will then 
yield to you for a question. [Langhter} 


RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, 


Mr. Speaker, that we may fully understand the necessities of the 
service for the current fiscal year, I will now state the demands that 
will be made upon the $450,414,337.34 which the Secretary of the 
Treasury estimates as the limit of our national income. To present 
an impartial and accurate financial exhibit, we must deduct from the 
appropriations the amount which was actually paid out by the Sec- 
retary prior to the beginning of this fiscal year, while we must at the 
same time charge against the revenues the appropriations which the 
necessities of the Republican party have deferred until after the No- 
vember elections. The charges against the revenues therefore stand 
as follows: 

To the amount of annual, permanent, and indefinite appropriations, 
aggregating $161,844,779.89, must be added as a charge at least $45,- 
048, 146.35 of pension deficiencies which the Republican majority have 
deliberately refused to ap 1 755 until the ensuing session. 

Mr. McMILLIN, TPE I understand my friend from Missouri, 
that would be increasing or swelling by that much the excessover the 
appropriation of two years ago. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is quite correct, as I will now ex- 
plain. The items of this pension deficiency are $425,000, required by 
the act of Mareh 4, 1890, and $36,000, 000, demanded by the act of 
June 27, 1890, known respectively as the totally helplesg’’ bill and 
the“ disability’? pension bill. To this sum must also be added 
$8, 623,146.35 necessary to meet the requirements of pension laws which 
have been in force for many years. I estimate the necessity for the 
appropriation of the last amount on the basis of the money actually 
expended for pensions during the last year, and in the further view 
that the claims for pensions under the old laws are increasing rather 
than decreasing in number. 

Mr. SAYERS, Will my friend allow me? I have a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Pensions saying that on the Ist day of 
July there were 499,812 claims then pending. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam obliged to my friend from Texas, 

That the amount cited as necessary under the disability pension 
bill is moderate and within the limits of abundant caution becomes 
obvious when we recall that $43,000,000 was the actual estimate of 
the House and Senate Committees on Pensions. This amount was 


predicated upon the assumption of 300,000 applications under the act, | a cost of $1,317,100, or a total on account of increases in 


whereas it isa matter of record that there have been already filed 395,- 
662 claims, with an average number daily received of about 4,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? The 
dependent-pension bill when adjudicated, under the estimate, may cost 
$36,000,000, and the $30,000,000 that I spoke of would pay 250,000 
claims, and I believe that is as great a number as can be adjudicated 
this fiscal year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman may be correct in his estimate. 
The difference between the gentleman from Illinois and myself is one 
of $6,000,000, and as this is the only item in my statement about 
which there can beany doubt I am willing to be liberal and will give 
him the $6,000,000. [ Laughter. ] 

We find, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the appropriations, annual, 
permanent, and indefinite, with the pension deficiency amount to 
$506, 892, 932. 97, and deducting from this sum $27,602,751.16 actually 
paid out by the Secretary of the Treasury before the ist of July last, 
we ascertain that the total liabilities of the Government for the present 
year will be 8479, 290, 181.81, leaving a deficiency in the current reve- 
nues of 828, 875, 844. 47. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now, right there I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Very well. ; 

Mr. FLOWER. Does the Secretary of the Treasury, in his state- 
ment of the revenues for the coming fiscal year, estimate what the 
Mekinl fel will yield? 

Mr, KERY. This estimate of the Secretary takes no account 
of the reductions, if any there should be, by the McKinley bill, but is 
based solely upon the existing statutes in respect to taxation. 

Mr. Speaker, I care not from what standpoint you view this financial 
exhibit or what methods may be employed to conceal or defer appro- 
priations for partisan purposes, an unbiased examination of our l 
affairs will compel the conclusion that the deficiency for the present 
fiscal year will not be less than the amount I have stated. Indeed, sir, 
in this estimate I have not included the certain deficiencies in the De- 
partment of Jastice, the office of Public Printer, and other branches of 
the public service, which will amount to several millions of dollars; 
neither have I included the cost of subsidies, Federal election laws, the 
direct-tax bill, French spoliation claims, and other pending legislation, 
which if enacted into laws will involve a liability upon the Treasury of 
not less than fifty millions. 

The largest items of increased appropriations compared with those 
of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress are for the Navy, the postal 
service, new offices, increased salaries, and pensions. 

Mr. Speaker, I have briefly adverted to the policy which has ob- 
tained of deferring until after the elections appropriations which must 
be made to satisfy the official demands of the Government during the 
fiscal year, but I now desire to call attention to another feature of the 
Kepublican policy which imposes liabilities upon the Federal Treasury 
aggregating, not less than $45,000,000, while at the same time refusing 
to appropriate the money necessary to meet these liabilities. 

Contracts for various public works and objects have been authorized 
in the river and harbor bill, fortification bill, naval bill, and for pub- 
lic buildings, which call for the expenditure of $45,664,618.50 of the 
people’s money, and yet not a single dollar of this te has been 
appropriated. In this connection, sir, I desire to invite special atten- 
tion to the policy which has prevailed in this House in respect to pub- 
lic buildings as contrasted with that which obtained under a Demo- 
cratic Administration in the last Congress. During the first session of 
the last Congress thirty-eight public buildings were authorized, and 
the limit of cost was fixed at $6,882,000. Of this sum $5,922,000 was 
appropriated, or 80 per cent. of the entire authorization. During the 
present session forty-one buildings have been authorized at a cost not 
to exceed $7,116, 639.54, whilst but $2,375,000 has been ap priated, 
being only 34 per cent. of the entire liability. Confronted with this 
comparative exhibit, comment becomes unnecessary, since the convic- 
tion has become notorious that the studied purpose of the Republican 
party is to disguise and conceal the tremendous aggregate of their ap- 
propriations until after the November elections. 

NEW OFFICES AND SALARIES, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call at:ention to the extraordinary 
number of new offices that have been crc ited by this Congress and to 
the vast aggregate of the increases that have been made in salaries 
under the existing Jaw. At the first session of the Fiftieth Congress 
the salaries of forty-three officials were increased at a cost to the tax- 
payers of $11,864.90, whilst during the samesession two hundred and 
thirty new offices were created with annual salaries amounting to 
$250,767,50. That Congress also created offices not specified at an an- 
nual expense of $994,426.12, so that, Mr. Speaker, as a result of the 
legislation of that session the salaries of forty-three officials were in- 
creased, two hundred and thirty new offices were specifically created, 
and other increases not specified were made, the entire increase being 
$1,257, 068.52. 

The increases of the present session may be briefly stated as follows: 
Salaries increased, 1,092, at a cost of $131,089.30; new offices created, 
1,161, at a cost of $1,235, 393,12; offices not specifically designated, at 

salaries 


1890. 
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amounting to 82,683, 572. 42, being an excess over the a) tions 
for like service in the corresponding session of the Congress of 
$1, 426,503.90. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman will allow me to say that of those 
salarics which he mentions as having been increased at this session six 
hundred are the salaries of the teachers of the public schools in the 
District of Columbia, the average increase being $5 a head. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, and you charged that item against us in 
your statement two yearsago,and we therefore chargeitagainst you now. 

Mr. CANNON. Then you want to plead a set-off? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, because you charged that increase 
against us, and it is therefore necessary that it should appear in this 
comparative exhibit. 

This Congress has created nine hundred and thirty-one more offices 
than were authorized at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 
if from this number we deduct six hundred and fifteen clerks that have 
been provided to execute the provisions of the recent pension legisla- 
tion, at a cost for the remainder of the fiscal year of $598,085, there 
still remains an excess of three hundred and sixteen new offices, at an 
increased cost over the first session Fiftieth Congress of 8828, 418. 90. 
Indeed, Mr. Speaker, this Congress has created six hundred and fifty 
more offices than were created during the entire term of the Fiftieth 
Congress, whilst the increase of salaries has been $56,897.49 over both 
sessions of that Congress. 

Sir, at the beginning of this session, although urging no claims to 
gifts of prophecy, I stated that the new rules would “facilitate aud 
accelerate the passage of many bills imposing burdens upon the pub- 
lic Treasury,” and further declared that they were ‘‘likely to relieve 
Congress of the necessity of reducing the burdens of taxation, with the 
view at least of disposing of the surplus.” 

RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. Speaker, that prophecy is already accomplishing its fulfillment 
and approaching its consummation. ‘‘ Reciprocity ’’ with South Amer- 
ica is but a subterfuge and transparent device to endeavor to delude 
the farmers and at the same time enable the Republican party to re- 
cede from its position announced in the beginning of the session to strike 
off fifty-five millions of taxes that have heretofore been levied on sugar. 
It is impossible, sir, in the presence of such extraordinary and extrava- 
gant appropriations, to reduce the revenues of the Government to this 
extent without an actual Treasury deficiency, and, so far from striking 
the tax from sugar, the Republican party has been compelled even to lay 
its ‘‘ mailed hand upon the trust funds in the Treasury of the United 
States. The silver bill, by one of its provisions, took $54,207,975.75 of 
the national-bank redemption fund and covered it into the general 
Treasury. This trust fund, together with the surplus in the Treasury 
on the Ist of July last, amounted to $109, 617,724.41. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of which I suppose $23,000,- 
000 is fractional coin. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think that is included. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And it is not to be used in 
payment of the public debts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It can not be used to pay the public debt. 

Mr. FLOWER. And the $54,000,000 of the national banks and the 
5 per cent. they deposit as a basis for their circulation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, the financial stress of the Republican party 
is so great that the $54,000,000 of the national-bank redemption fand 
belonging tothe holders of national-bank notes are to be used to endeavor 
to prevent a Treasury deficiency. I may also add in this connection that 
if the tax on sugar is removed it will result in the suspension of the 
sinking fund act and the refunding of bonds due September 1, 1891. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, deducting the $28,875,844.47 deficiency in 
the revenues of the present year, the $22,250,000 which the Treasury 
Officials estimate to be necessary to redeem national-bank notes during 
the current fiscal year, and the $42,118,139.10 used for the purchase 
and redemption of Government bonds since July 1 last, we ascertain 
the total charge against the reserved funds in the Treasury to be $93,- 
243,983.57, thus leaving but $16,373,740. 84 as the entire available sur- 

lus revenues. If, however, we allow the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CANNON] in the estimate the $6,000,000 reduction he claims 
under the disability-pension bill, the surplus will be $22,373,740.84. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. All of which would be frac- 
tional coin? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allof which would be fractional coin, as suggested 
by my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. FLOWER. No wonder the bonds have gone down. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Gone down! Ofcourse they have gone down. My 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] suggested that they were higher 
under a Democratic Administration. Idid not understand exactly the 
purpose of the suggestion, as it seemed to me to be somewhat compli- 
men to our Administration. [Laughter.] But if I were called 
upon to tell the truth ’’—and, as a Democrat, I am so much in the 
habit of doing this that I can not do anything else [langhter]—if I 
were called upon to tell the truth, I would say that the reason the 
premiums have gone down is because we are approaching the date of 
the maturity of the bonds. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must he temembered that this surplus is the 


only available resource for the purchase of Government bonds, and 
that every bond hereafter purchased during the current fiscal year will 
reduce the surplus to the extent of such purchase. In the view there- 
fore of the recent calls of the Secretary of the Treasury to relieve the 
2 in the money market, it is apparent that this surplus will 
be usted within a very brief period. Indeed, sir, it will probably 
disa within the next eighteen months, but its disappearance will 
not have resulted from benign and salutary legislation to reduce the 
swollen streams of Federal revenues and thereby relieve the burdens 
of an overtaxed people. It will, on the contrary, be at once the illus- 
tration and consummation of measures of profligate and unparalleled 
extravagance. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for its attention, and yield the floor 
with the confident assurance that a thorough examination of the finan- 
cial records of the two great parties, to which I have only briefly ad- 
verted, 7 result in a finding in favor of the Democratic party. [Ap- 
plause. 


APPENDIX. 


Comparative lable of appropriations made during the first session of the Fiflieth 
d the Fifty-first Congress. sae 


Congress an 


first session of the 


Object. 


A $1,716,010.00 | $1,799, 100. 00 
c | 24, 471. 300. 00 24, 206, 471.79 
Diplomatic and cons 1, 428, 465.00 1,710, 815, 00 
District of Columbia... 5, 046, 410, 82 5, 709, 444. 15 
Fortification........ 3. 972, 000. 00 4,232,935. 00 
Indian — 8. 283. 700. 75 7, 263, 116, 02 
Legislative, executive, and judicial 20, 758, 178. 07 21, 030, 752. 75 
Academ: 315,013.81 435, 296. 11 
3 19, 942, 835. 35 23, 136, 035. 53 
85, 258, 700. 00 98, 457, 461, 00 
Post-Office. 60, 860, 238. 74 72, 226, 698. 99 
22, 397, 616. 90 24, 981, 295. 00 
Sundry civil ... 26, 320, 804. 81 29, 738, 282, 22 
Deficiencies. 16, 063, 383, 26 38. 511, 541. 17 
Total. .. 296, 814,682.08 | 358, 499, 244. 73 
And —: E 5, 500. 000. 00 
Total regular, annual, and miscellaneous... 358, 999, 244. 73 
Permanent. "n 101, 628, 453, 00 
Grand total. en e | 422, 626, 343. 53 | 460, 627, 697.73 
Indefinite and renppropriated. . . . . .. . . — 1. 217,082. 16 
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PORT OF DELIVERY, ROCK ISLAND, ILL. 


Mr. GEST. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of deliv- 
ery at Rock Island, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, be, and hereby 
is, established as a port of delivery, in the customs-collection district of New 
Orleans, and that there shall be appointed at said port a survoyor of 
with compensation of $350 per annum and the usual fees, 
which compensation an appropriation is hereby made out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and 4 
Mr. GEST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REIMBURSEMENT TO HART COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dise from 
the further consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that - 
the House now proceed to consider the same. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

A bill (HL. R. 8169) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky. 


Be ti enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby authorized and required on 
appeal to him made to refund and pay back to the county of Hart, State of 

entucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any 
and all money collected from any and all corporations, or from any other per- 
son or party whatsoever, as internal-revenue taxes on dividends or shares of 
stock owned by said county in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Compan: 
tothe extent that such taxes were deducted from any dividends due and N 
to said county, any statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to discharging the 
Sane of the Whole House and proceeding to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CANNON, I wish the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONT- 
GOMERY] would give some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The bill proposes to refund to Hart County, 
Kentucky, money collected by the Government of the United States as 


* 
e 


customs, 
for the payment of 
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income tax on dividends accruing to the county on stock owned by it | sion to John S. F. 


in the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, All the counties 
along the line of the road took stock in the corporation; and in all 
those cases this tax wascollected. But subsequently the collection of the 
tax was judicially determined to have been illegal, and a refund was 
made at the Treasury Department except to Hart County, Hardin 
County, and the city of Louisville, whose claims were cut out by the 
statute of limitations. Hardin County and the city of Louisville have 
since received arefund under acts of Congress similar to this; and now 
Hart County asks the same measure of relief. 

Mr. CANNON. How much money is involved? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Without a calculation from the Treasury 
Department I can not tell the precise sum; but, judging from the amount 
refunded to the other counties, I think it will be about $1,800 or $2,- 
000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill; which was ordered to be en- 
grossed ~ read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 5 

Mr. MO. MERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was te. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore (having put the question on the motion 
to adjourn). The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the further con- 

“sideration of the Arkansas contested-election case. 

Mr. LACEY. Imove that the House adjourn. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair desires to announce the appointment of the gentleman trom Iowa, 
Mr. FLICK, to fill the vacancy on the Special Committee to investi- 
gate Charges Against the Commissioner of Pensions, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LAWLER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. McCorp, indefinitely, on account of business. 

To Mr. MANSUR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WRIGHT, for twenty days, on account of serious illness in his 
family. 

To Mr. WHITING, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ELLIS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Bynum, after to-day until Saturday, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. WADDILL, indefinitely, on account of the illness of his 
father. x 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the original dis- 
charge from the military service of the United States of Robert B. 
McCutcheon, private, Company B, First Georgia Volunteer Infantry, the 
same having been placed in the files with the other papers in the case. 

And then the motion of Mr. LACEY was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick 
Morgan, accompanied by a report (No. 3039)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. $ : 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 
(Report No. 3040, ) 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsy A. Mower. (Report No. 


3041.) 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10862) 
to prevent counterfeiting or manufacture of dies, tools, or other im- 
plements used in counterfeiting, and providing penalties therefor, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3042)—-to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11257) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Ayars, formerly Elizabeth M. Sutton, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3043)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9767) granting an increase of pen- 


‘erguson, accom ied by a report (No. 3044)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. ene 5 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict ot Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 11539) ratifying the action of the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, and granting permits to extend buildings and regulating 
the granting of such permits hereafter, accompanied by a report (No. 
3045)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. K. 10500) authorizing the 
commissioners to grant to the Veteran Volunteer Firemen’s Associa- 
tion use of certain property in the city of Washington, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3046)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 11927) for the establishment of a 
first-class mail and steam-ship service between New Orleans, La., and 
Aspinwall, Central America, for aterm of five years—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOCKBRIDGE: A biil (H. R. 11929) to protect the lives 
of travelers and employés on railroads and the property of railroad 
companies in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11930) for the relief of Hector 
W. Summers, of Auburn, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11931) to increase 
the pension of Jacob Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11932) for the relief 
of Peter Branch—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11933) for the relief of Benjamin Carter—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11934) for the relief of Willis Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11935) for the relief of David Vincent—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11936) for the relief of Mrs. Mary M. Westmore- 
land—to the Committee on War ms. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Petition of Mary Snead, for 
invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE LANO: Petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, asking for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 58 citizens of the Second Congressional 
district of Vermont, in favor of national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and protest of the Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, against the bill to absolutely prohibit the 
coming of Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Memorial of merchants, citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com. 
merce. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 3, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had elected Hon. JULIUS C. BUR- 
Rows, a Representative from the State of Michigan, as Speaker pro 
tempore during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The message also announced that the House had passed without 
amendment the bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a 
port of delivery at Rock Island, III. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EVARTS. I t a memorial from the Oswego Board of 
Trade bearing upon an important item in the tariff bill now pending 
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for discussion. If there were a larger attendanee of Senators I should 
ask that this brief memorial upon a particular point ht be read, 
but I now ask, as it will occupy only a t of a column in the 
RECORD, that it may be printed in the RECORD, so that it will be be- 
fore the minds of Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
that a certain paper which he has presented may be printed in the 
RECORD without being read. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS, What is the nature of the paper? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the paper? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The indorsementon the paper will 
be read by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘A statement of the Oswego (N. Y.) Board of 
Trade correcting statements made in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
August 28, res: ng the home production and importation of barley.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to printing the 
statement in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of 59 citizens of Kansas, praying 
for the passage of a law against the running ofinterstate Sunday trains, 
mail trains, and military drills on the Sabbath; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB, I present a memorial of the Woman's National In- 
dustrial League of America, signed by Charlotte Smith, president, any 
Catherine Bergen, secretary, dated September 2, 1890, making m and 
statements in regard to the condition of the laboring people in this 
country,of which I have no knowledge, but they are concisely stated 
and seem to be important if true, and probably would be the subject 
of some discussion, In view of the action of the Senate just taken 
in regard to the memorial offered by the Senator from New York, I 
will ask that this memorial also be printed inthe Recorp. It relates 
to the general subject of the tariff. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the memorial he has presented may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how long it is, and I will not make 
the objection now, but I respectfully give notice that I shall try, as a 
member of the Committée on Printing, to check this, I think, alto- 
gether unwise expansion of the RECORD. ‘The permanent RECORD will 
be so large that nobody will want the volumes to come to his house. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should not have asked for it except that the prec- 
edent has already been established. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is it the memorial of a State Legislature ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt will be printed in the RECORD, if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. HOAR, I wish the Senator from New York would consent to 
have the order rescinded and to have his memorial printed as a docu- 
ment instead of in the RECORD. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is impossible that this important communication 
from a very important board of trade of an important city, interested 
vitally in this question, should be before the Senate effectively in any 
other form, unless it may be printed in the RECORD in a shape in which 
it will be present to the minds of Senators. 

Ishould have trespassed but little upon the patience and indulgence of 
the Senate by reading this very short communication on a very precise 
point did the condition of my eyes permit me to read it. Iconuld not do 
that, and I have asked, as the only resort by which this vital matter 
can be brought to notice, that it be printed in the RECORD, and that 
accord has been given. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there could be a direction to the Public Printer 
under which this could be omitted from the permanent edition of the 

tECORD, I should be less likely to object; but I should be very glad if 
the Senator from New York would consent to have 500 copies of this 
paper printed for the use of the Senate. It would be a trifle then, and 
the Senator from Kansas also, I think, would agree to the same thing, 
and the matter wonld be just as well and as effectually presented to us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, It is much better for us to have it printed as a 
document, in large print. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr, HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to add that Iam moved 
to this objection partly by the fact that I do not think we can estab- 
lish the precedent of permitting everybody in the country who isa 
little dissatisfied with something in the tariff to put an extra- offleial 
argument in the permanent RECORD? 

Mr. HARRIS, If the Senate by consent allows the printing of one 
memorial in the RECORD it becomes very embarrassing to object to the 
printing of another, and the rule will become practically universal to 
encumber the RECORD with every petition and memorial that anybody 
may choose to send here on any subject. Not having objected to the 
request of the Senator from New York this morning, and the permission 
having been given him to print in the Recorp, I shall not object to 
the request of the Senator from Kansas; but I take this occasion to give 
notice that hereafter, whenever I am in my seat, I shall object to the 
printing of any memorial in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to reconsider the order by which the memo- 
rial presented by my friend from New York was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD. 


Mr. HAWLEY. And the one presented by the Senator from Kan- 
sas. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill take one at atime. I have no doubt my 
friend from Kansas will withdraw his request. I do this with a view 
to the making of an order that the memorial be immediately printed 
as a document. It can be laid on our tables as a document, if neces- 
sary, within two hours, and for me it is much more useful for my in- 
formation as a document than in the RECORD, the print of which is 
very fine, and, intermingled as it is with other things, sometimes dif- 
ficult to find. For the information which I should be glad to have 
from it and its statement, it is a great deal more useful to me to have 
it printed as a document, and let it be printed at once, so that before 
this day’s debate is closed it will be on our tables. I appeal to my 


friend from New York to consent to such a reconsideration and let an 


order be made to print the document forthwith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to reconsider the order of the Senate by which the memorial presented 
by the gentleman from New York was directed to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have been as observant, I think, as 
any Senator of the 5 in regard to the introduetion of matter 
into the RECORD. I have never sent any clippings from stb ar yp to 
be printed in the body of the Recorp. But at a critical period of an 
important issue, in which constituents are greatly interested, when 
there is no reference to the committee possible, for it is now ding 
in the Senate, there should be some way in which there could be brought 
to the notice of the Senate the wishes, if properly expressed and con- 
cisely stated, of interests that are to be upon immediately. 

This little memorial would not occupy one-third of a column of the 
RECORD, and I have asked that it may be printed there in order that 
it may be ready for discussion when the matter is presented in the sched- 
ules of the tariff bill for further consideration, if further consideration 
should be given. 

Now, Mr. President, I am found in this position, that having made 
the only effort in my power to have this attention given to the wishes 
of my constituents I am told that the cost of printing is the impedi- 
ment on one side, and the inconvenience of curbing the presentation of 
matters that do not need or have no special occasion for printing on the 
other. Under the circumstances, if it is understood that there is to be 
an immediate order that the memorial shall be printed specially and 
distributed sray; I shall withdraw all objection to a reconsideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I may be allowed to include the two matters, The 
Senator from Kansas does not object. I move that 500 copies of each 
memorial be printed immediately for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands then that 
by unanimons consent the order is reconsidered, and the memorial 
presented by the Senator from New York will be printed as a docu- 
ment for immediate distribution, and the same order will be taken 
with the memorial presented by the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five hundred copies of each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Five hundred copies of each will 
be printed immediately for the use of the Senate. The memorials 
will lie on the table. 

Mr, DIXON presented the petition of Sterns Hutchins and other 
citizens of Providence, R. I., praying for the passage of what is known 
as the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Oliver H. Leonard, of Clo- 
verdale, Putnam County, Indiana, praying for the passage of a special 
act granting him an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing, I report fa- 
vorably, with certain amendments, a concurrent resolution, and I ask 
for its immediate consideration. à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
COCKRELL January 20, 1890, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the first annual report of the Interstate Com- 


merce Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 of said copies to be for- 


the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON, The committee report sundry amendments to 
othe PREST The resol roposed to be 
e IDENT pro tempore. The resolution as to 

amended by the committee will be read. P 
j The concurrent resolution as proposed to be amended was read, as 
ollows: 


Resolved by lhe Senate (the House of Represenlatives concurring), That there be 
rinted 6,000 additional copies each of the first and third annual reports of the 


nterstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 copies of 
each of said reports to be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies of each for, 
the use of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire of the Senator if of the second an- 
nual report an additional number has not already been printed ? 
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COCKRELL. The second report has been printed. 
. MANDERSON. I will explain that matter to the Senator and 
the Senate. : 

The Senate in the year 1888 ordered printed by concurrent resolu- 
tion 20,000 copies of the first annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission with an even distribution between the Houses and a cer- 
tain number for the use of the Interstate Commerce Commission. That 
concurrent resolution failed in the House by failure of consideration. 
In 1889 the second annual report was ordered printed to the number 
expressed in this resolution, 4,000 for the House and 2,000 for the 
Senate, and that second report has been printed in that number. Now, 
the p tion of the committee is to print the same number of the 
first and third annual reports so as to make the same number for dis- 
tribution of all of these reports. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 30th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 846) for the relief of 
Nathaniel McKay and the executors of Donald McKay. 

The message also announced that the President had on the Ist instant 
approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 3172) granting the use of certain lands to the town of 
New Haven, Conn., for a public park; 

An act (S. 2386) granting a pension to John Conolly; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 120) appropriating money to the Territory of 
Oklahoma to relieve destitution therein. 

The message further announced that the President had on the 2d 
instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act 8 ea} granting a pension to John L. Russell; 

An act (S. 762) granting a pension to Jeremiah White; 
act (S. 843) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 
act (S. 2971) granting a pension to Caroline Huddell White; 
act (5. 3348) granting a pension to Mary J. Milroy; 
act (S. 3608) granting a pension to Mary C. Winslow; 

S. 3927) granting a pension to Maria E. Baker; 

S. 3730) granting a pension to Mary E. Greening, widow of 
do A. Greening, who served in the Indian war; 
act (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Harrison De F. 
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An act (S. 2863) increasing the pension of Andrew J. Konkle. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right 
of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, throngh the Indian Territory, to 
some point in the county of Grayson, in the Stateof Texas, which was 
to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is one of consider- 
able length. Probably it ought to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand, not from personal examination, how- 
ever, that the amendment amounts to simply this: That while the Sen- 
ate bill authorized a railroad from the southern boundary of Kansas 
directly through the Indian Territory, this stops the railroad at Guth- 
rie, and while that bill gave four years’ time to complete the railroad, 
this limits it toeighteen months. That is the statement to me. I did 
not know that the other House had struck out the entire bill. I should 
like to compare it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the amendment be printed and that 
the matter be laid on the table, to be called up when we can see it in 

nt, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It there be no objection, the amend- 
ment made to the bill by the House of Representatives will be printed 
in connection with the bill, and it will lie on the table to be called up 

. hereafter. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot Springs 
Ark., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 


House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
i by the President pro tempore; 

A bill (S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (8. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee; 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased; 

A bill (S. 754) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

A bill (S. 5 granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (S. 205) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 
A bill 8 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 
A bill (S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to constract and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri; 


bill (S. 1524 


granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

1 (S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes; 

II (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

ill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

ill (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

ll (S. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 


(S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 
ill (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; 
ill (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 
ill (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 
S. 2813) granting a pension to T, A. Norton; 
8. foal} granting a pension Charles A. Norton; 
A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State; 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, Ill., a port of delivery in the 
customs-collection district of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and 
district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; 

A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary D. Miller; and 

A bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 

MURDER OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was referred 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, That the murder of General Barrundia on the steamer Acapulco by 
the authorities of Guatemala while under the protection of the flag of the 
United States is an insult to the people of the United States and demands 
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rompt action by the Government of the United States for the redress of this 
injury and for security against the future occurrence of such cases, 


SAMUEL BURRELL. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some time ago the bill (S. 3051) for the relief ot 
Samuel Burrell, was reported adversely from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and postponed indefinitely. I ask that the action indefi- 
nitely postponing the bill be reconsidered, and that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Afairs, for the reason that the testimony 
was largely in the possession of the committee on the part of the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and it 
will be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, It is so 
ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of Hart County, Kentucky, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance; 

The bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for other purposes was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; and 

The bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN NATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House tatives: 


Represen: 

I transmit herewith yee from the Secretary of State, which is accompa- 
nied by three reports adopted by the conference of American nations, recently 
in session at Washington, relating to the subject of international arbitration. 
The ratification of the treaties contemplated b 
of the happiest and most hopeful inci 
sphere. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 3, 1890, 


y these reports will constitute one 
nts in the history of the western hemi- 


BENJ. HARRISON, 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that orderis closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, isin order. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bili (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending question 
being on the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance to the 
first paragraph of Schedule E, sugar, on page 51. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President, I believe I had the floor last night 
when we adjourned; but my friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
whom I do not see in his seat, informed me that there was some under- 
standing or expectation according to which he would like tô proceed. I 
told him that if there had been any such understanding I certainly did 
not wish, from having obtained the floor, to interfere with it. If he 
were here, I should certainly yield to him; but he does not appear to 
be present, and if there be no objection I will say now the little that 
I have to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no objection to that. 
from Alabama is not here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the debate on this bill from our 
friends on the otherside has proceeded through the two or three weeks 
that we have been occupied with it upon an iterated and reiterated as- 
sertion or assumption that a customs duty upon imported articles was 
a tax upon the citizens of the United States who consumed those ar- 
ticles; that it was not a tax on the foreign producer, not an exaction 
on the shipper and freighter, not an imposition upon the wholesale im- 
porter, not a burden upon the jobber; that it did not bear upon the 
retail dealer, but bore upon the consumer alone. 

My friend from North Carolina [Mr. Vance] last night illustrated 
and capped the c'imax of that sort of assumption and assertion by de- 
claring that the farmer bore everything of these.customs duties, and 
that there was no benefit in any of these tariff laws for him, and he 
named a variety of articles that were on the free-list that the farmer 
never wanted, and in a very funny way he named a variety of articles 
that were on the tax-list, I believe, or the customs - list. more properly 
speaking, that apparently on the face of it the farmer had nothing to 
do with. But I noticed that by some strange forgetfulness, which is 
rare with my friend from North Carolina, he did not speak of the duty 
upon mica, which comes out of the soil of North Carolina; he did not 
speak of the duty upon tobacco, that North Carolina raises, I believe, 
to some extent. 

Mr. VANCE. There is no duty on mica. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Then there ought to be. 

Mr. VANCE. Put it there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator did not speak of rice, a most whole- 
some food, that the farmers of North Carolina raise wherever there is 
land suitable for it. He forgot the lumber interests of North Carolina, 
and shut his eyes to the most important of all, the pitch, tar, and tur- 
pentine that has given such a wholesome and odorous name to the peo- 
ple of that State. 

Mr. VANCE. That is put on the free-list also by this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pitch, tar, and turpentine? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; pitch-tar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pitch, tar, and turpentine on the free-list ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, and the duty on rice is reduced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us unite, then, I beg my friend from North 
Carolina, to put them where they belong. The fact is, Mr. President, 
that the farmer of North Carolina is in respect of every material in- 
terest precisely in the condition of the farmer of Vermont. He lives 
by what can be got from the products of the soil, and if a tariff is bad 
for the farmer of North Carolina it is bad for the farmer of Vermont, 
as it ought to be; for there is no just value in any law called a taxa- 
tion or custdms, or call it protection and benefits, that does not, where 
it is a burden, bear equally upon all as far as human arrangements can 
make it doso, and that does not wherein it may be a benefit benefit all 
alike, so far as human conditions can make it possible that it should. 
I take it my friends on the other side probably agree to that general 
proposition, but when it comes to the application of it they may differ, 
and do differ, with us. 

The Senator from North Carolina said last night that the thing todo 
for the farmer of North Carolina, and so as well for the farmer of Ver- 
mont, was to diminish the price of labor so that the farmer can em- 
ploy his help at a less rate than he does now, if I correctly understood 
him. That is not the opinion of the farmers of Vermont. They are 
the laborers themselves, with their sons and their daughters and their 
cousins and with the whole body of an industrious people. I wish it 
were so, and I hope it is so, in the State of North Carolina. The time 
was, I know, when labor in North Carolina was not paid for at all in 
the sense of wages, but I had supposed that human experience had since 


` 


The Senator 


The Senator from Vermont will pro- 


proved that it was better that labor should be paid rather than that 
slavery, by whatever name or in whatever form it might exist, should 
continue to be; and I can not help supposing that the people of North 
Carolina—I certainly hope so—think so now. 

If it be true, Mr. President, that a customs duty is, as a rule or even 
largely as an exception, an imposition upon the consumer of imported 
commodities, then, of course, it is a tax upon the consumer, and it 
ought only to be levied for the purposes of revenue, as the Democratic 
national platform I believe some years ago—a somewhat disastrous 
platform, to be sure—manfully affirmed. But, if it be not true and if 
the money that is required for the uses of the people of the United 
States for the carrying on of their Government, for the improvement of 
their rivers and harbors, for the payment of their pensions, for the ad- 
ministration of justice, and all the other things that are essential to 
social progress and social welfare, is not paid by the people of the 
United States as a whole, or by its farmers as a whole, or by its farmers 
as a great part, but is paid and is borne by the people of other coun- 
tries who put it into the Treasury as a payment for the privilege of oc- 
cupying a market in this country which is capable of producing every- 
thing that it needs in the world, with exceptions only sufficient to be 
counted on the fingers of one’s two hands, then itappears to me that it 
is for the welfare of the farmers of the United States and of every other 
industry in the United States (because as industries there is no distinc- 


| tion between them) that this money should be collected from the peo- 


ple who have the 1 ol occupying the market, that if there be 
anything of value in the social fabric of a nation it might be made and 
ought to be made by the industry ot every one of her sons and daughters. 

So we come to the question of what the truth is. Some people are 
disposed, and I think my friends on the other side are disposed, to get 
at the truth of the system of high theoretic reasoning, or what they 
consider to be reasoning, to gointo the philosophy, as they understand 
it, of customs duties, and take the ments of college professors and 
the writers upon the economics of politics and so on as better proof to 
them of what the fact actually is than their own experience and the 
experience of this and every other country. 

Now, I have been taught to believe, Mr. President, and I do believe 
the common-sense farmers and other industrial people of the United 
States have also been taught to believe and do believe and do know 
that when they have tried an experiment and have found that the re- 
sult is one way, if that is a good result they are unwilling to try an- 
other where the result, if there is any logic in such things at all, must 
be exactly the other way, And I confess I have been amazed that in 
all this continuity of philosophy and assumption and assertion by gen- 
tlemen on the other side, they have not produced a single instance of 
national or human experience anywhere that I remember where the 
increase of a duty by a country has increased the price of the article to 
the consumer, or where the diminution of a duty by a country has 
diminished the price to the consumer, or where putting the article en- 
tirely upon the free-list has worked any essential or appreciable or even 
observable benefit to the people of the United States or any other peo- 
ple that consumed the commodity so brought in. : 

If a farmer in North Carolina or Vermont raised last year a crop 
of corn, or of tobacco, or potatoes, or wheat, or rye, or oats, or any 
other grain, and the taxes upon his farm and stock and operations 
levied by the authority of his own State and his own locality were 1 

r cent. upon the whole of his product, he took that product to mar- 

zet and sold it for all he could get; and how much he could get did 
not depend, and he kuows it, upon whether the taxes for the town, 
State, county, school, and everything were 1 per cent. upon that prod- 
uct or 2 per cent., or no taxes at all. If the next year he raised the 
same crop and the taxes were diminished by one-half, or, as sometimes 
has happened in the State of Vermont as to State taxes, there was no 
tax at all, the other resources of the State being sufficient to pay our 
economical State expenses, he did not go into market and say to any- 
body I am going to reduce the price of my wheat and oats, ete., by 
1 cent a bushel or 2 or 10 cents, as the case may be, because this year 
I do not have to pay any State tax in my town.’’ Nota bit of it. 
Neither morality nor reason nor any economic consideration would 
lead him to do anything of the kind. He sells his crop for the best 
price he can get, and the price he can get does not depend in the least, 
I repeat, and no man canaflirm that it does, upon how much it has cost 
him to raise it, because the tax is a part of the cost of his raising, and 
he either makes more or less or loses altogether, according to the bur- 
dens that in one way or another have been imposed upon him in con- 
nection with the raising and marketing of that crop. 

My friend from North Carolina can not convince, and I am sure he 
would not wish to convince, his own people that it is otherwise, be- 
canse their daily and yearly experience during the whole course of their 
business lives would give, I will not say the lie, because that is an im- 
proper word, although my friend knows I do not mean it in thatsense, 
but would show how entirely incorrect such a pretension would be. 

We are not the only people who know it, Mr. President. When rec- 
iprocity—for that is the topic that we really have in hand—was first 
presented by the British Government in order that the farmers of Can- 
ada and the lumbermen of Canada and the coal-producers of Canada 
might have the benefits of the market of the United States, the question 
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of who bore the customs duty was brought into discussion between the 
two governments. 

The British representative, Sir John Crampton, just as the present 
British representative, I assume, and just, certainly, as all the British 
8 and writers say just now in reference to this tariff, declared 


it to be perfectly well understood that the customs duty bore chiefly, 
if not entirely, upon the rts to this country, and not upon the 
people of this country into which the goods came. And that isthe rea- 
son why our English friends at this time, as you see in all the English 
newspapers that refer to the subject at all, as you see in the writers in 
their magazines, are so and earnest to convince the people of the 
United States in a brotherly and friendly way that we are making a 
great mistake in keeping up such high duties, that it is for the interest 
of the consumer as their friends, our friends on the other side always 
maintain, that the duties should be lowered. 

How very beneficent and benignant it is in our English brethren 
and cousins to take such a deep interest in the welfare of the farmers 
and the mechanics and all the other industrial people in the heart of 
this continent! I have heard of their sending missionaries to Africa ; 
all, of course, for the benefit and the welfare and the improvement of 
mankind, although it sometimes, and generally, happened that the part 
of Africa to which the missionary went very soon became a British de- 
pendency, entitled to the benefits of the British laws of trade and to 
whatever of commodities conld be imposed upon them in return for 
ivory and guns and so on. But I must assume that it was philan- 
thropy, after all, and that itis philanthropy now that brings whatever 
of intellectual British influence, for I am sure there is no other, into 
perfect accord and support of our friends on the other side in getting 
rid of these duties, not because the British manufacturer and exporter 
is going to occupy the market that he now has not to so great adegree 
as he would, but because the farmer of Vermont and the farmer of 
North Carolina and so on is going to buy British goods cheaper than 
he can buy American goods, and heis going tosell American wheat and 
oats and rye and cotton and so on at a higher price in the markets 
of London and -Liverpool than he did before. I suppose everybody 
will agree that the commercial interests of nations, as ts each 
other, are just as much in a state of rivalry and competition as the 
private business interests of a firm of men in a community are; there 
is no difference; nobody can suggestany: nobody will, because it is an 
obvious thing. 

When this reciprocity business first began in the forties, Sir John 
Crampton, representing the British side of the discussion, put it to 
Mr, Clayton, in 1849, in this way; I shall only read a very brief ex- 
tract because I only intend to occupy very little time: 

It is, of course, on grounds of the interest of Canada and New Brunswick 
that her Majesty's Government urge this measure. 

That was the measure that became, in substance, the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854, although this was fiveor six years before, for it took six 
years, in fact, of hard work on the part of British interests to betray 
and entangle the Government of the United States into a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada alone, but continual persuasion at last accomp- 
lished it. 


It is both the Hay of Her Majesty's Government to look to those interests in 
the first place, and it would also be absurd to pretend that that consideration is 
not their governing motive. But there can be but little doubt that the measure 
of relaxation desired by the British North American colonies on their own ac- 
count would be almost, if not quite, equally advantageous t> the United States 
as establishiug a free and unrestricted intercourse between them and the coun- 
tries in question, and thereby affording a much more extended demand for 
United States produce than the Canadas or New Brunswick, in their present 
power of mutual exchange, are enabled to sustain, 

Iam unwilling, on the present occasion, to enter into unnecessary detail; but 
I think that I can confidently appeal to the custom-house reports, both of the 
United States and Canada, to show that the exports from the United States to 
Canada already much exceed the imports from that province, leaving a ir f 
balance of e against the latter, a state of things which, if not remedied, 
must clearly tend to diminish, and not to increase, the profitable commercial 
transactions between the two countries, 


That is his own letter. Then he makes a memorandum to accom- 
pany it: 

Tt has been objected— 

He says— 
+ eh ht Agricultural articles (more particularly wheat) the productions of 


You will remember, Mr. President, thatat that time the production 
of Canadian wheat was probably not more than 20 per cent. of what 
it is now— 
were to be admitted free of duly into the United States under a convention 
with the British Government for a reciprocal free trade between that province 
and the United States in such productions, the like productions of other nations 
having “ reciprocity treaties” of commerce with the United States must be ad- 
mitted on the same terms. 

To this it may be replied that no other nation could claim for itself an ad- 
vantage under & convention between Great Britain and the United States which 
Great Britain herself had not obtained under that convention, Had any other 
nation a colony per comer e she might then be borne out in claiming 
that such colony should be equally favored; otherwise not. 


I only read that in this connection, as applicable to what has been 
suggested, that if we have reciprocity at all it might let in everybody. 
Now I go on with the memorandum which is accompanied by a very 
long and elaborate argument to lead us into this treaty, 


The imports— 

And I beg the attention of my friends on the other side to these 
particular paragraphs I am about to read; they are very short and, I 
think, interesting— 

The cg from Canada since 1817 have in no instance affected the market 
in New York. The consumer does not obtain a reduction of prices; the duty 
is paid by the grower, as shown by the comparative prices on each side of the 
5 which have averaged in proportion to the amount of the duty ex- 
acted. 


Then passing on and going intoa discussion of the St. Lawrence 
canals, etc., which he offered to give as an equivalent for the benefit 
that the Canadian producers and exporters were to get by taking off 
the duty that they paid, and nobody else, he goes on to say: 

The chan; adopted by Great Britain in a long established pane have 
already produced the greatest advantage to the commerce of the United States— 

I have no doubt that her change from a high protective system, when 
she got to a · condition where she could not feed her people and where 
she had the command of the markets of the world and free trade, was 
in that sense to the interests of her people— 


have already produced the greatest advantage to the commerce of the United 

States without e kodun any similar advantage to thatof her own colo- 

nial subjects, although these are placed in a position in all res; so similar 

to the former, This result, so unexpected and so injurious to their interests— 
That is, the British interests— 


will be found to arise entirely from the maintenance by the United States of a 
duty upon the wheat of Canada of one-fifth of its value when consumed in the 
American market. 

How was it injurious to the interests of the Canadian wheatgrower 
if the flour-eater in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere paid the tax in- 
stead of the Canadian wheat-grower ? 


The Government and the people of Canada have relied with confidence on 
the removal of this duty by the Government of the United States; and they are, 
np to the prenons moment, at a loss to understand what has prevented the ap- 
plication in this instance ofa principle just in itself. * * * 

Great Britain, in throwing open her market to the breadstuffs of the United 
States, stipulated for no equivalent— 

That was because it was a benefit to us— 


stipulated for no equivalent for this D in the establishment of com- 
mercial freedom, the advantages of which to the American producer it would 
be difficult to overestimate. 

What advantage was it to the American producer if he, as a producer, 
did not get any benefit ont of it and the British consumer did get the 
benefit? Then he goes on—I pass u good deal, because it is too long 
to read itall, butit is very interesting—to speak of the canals again, as 
to our getting through and the Canadian getting through our country 
in the winter time. He says: 

This change would place the corn-grower in the United States in precisely 
the same situation as the corn-grower now in Canada: If he ships corn to 
Great Britain the duty will be pall. by the peonon This advantage conferred 
on Canada by a ré-enactment ofa discriminati grain in 


the markets of the mother country would naturally lead to the re-enactment of 
a discriminating duty in favor of the manufactures elsewhere, etc. 


That, Mr. President, was five years before the final conélusion of the 
so-called reciprocity treaty between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain for free trade with Canada. It went into effect, and it may be 
worth something to people who believe that experience is of some value 
as a teacher in business aſſaits to know how it affected the consumers of 
the United States. First, there was Canadian wheat. If you look at 
the market prices of flour, even the wholesale market prices as they 
existed the year before and the year afterwards and so on, the time 
when this treaty went into effect, you will find that the hard-handed 
farmer paid just what he did before, and that now Sir John Crampton 
said, looking at iteven manfully and candidly from the British side, 
the tax that the Canadian wheat-grower had paid into the Treasury of 
the United States was now retained in his pocket and the American 
consumer got no benefit from the transaction whatever, except the loss 
of that amount of his money to the Treasury of the United States. 

Then there was lumber, another of the great products of Canada, 
and where it might have been supposed possibly that the taking off 
the duty upon that of all things would be the one that the consumer 
would get some benefit out of. He did not. I believe my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER],who has been in the lumber business a long 
time—if I may be allowed to refer to a private conversation, but which 
was not private in the sense of being confidental—said that in the mar- 
kets of Chicago when these things were put upon the free-list, except in 
the very lowest grades of lumber, the Canadian got the benefit, and the 
man who had a house to build here did not. In some of the very low- 
est grades the market, I think he said, fell a little afterwards. When 
the duty was again reimposed in 1886 by the termination of the treaty 
the same thing as to the very lowest grades in a slight degree happened 
in that market in the wholesale trade; but when you got to the man 
who had the house to build nobody was ever able to discover to this 
day that he either gained by its being put on the free-list or lost by 
its being put on the dutiable-list at the end of the eleven years that 
intervened. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Would it interrupt the Senator on that point if I 
should say a word. 

Mr. EDMU 

Mr. CARLISLE. 


ng duty in favor of her 


Not in the slightest, 
T agree with the Senator from Vermont that the 
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importation of these articles from Canada to which he refers did not 
increase the price of similar articles in this country, for the reason which 
I tonk occasion to state some time ago, that we produce all those arti- 
cles ourselves in substantially if not more than sufficient quantities to 
supply our own wants; and therefore these small importations do not 
affect the prices, the prices being fixed by the volume ot supply which 
we farnish for ourselves, and hence the consumer perhaps would not re- 
ceive any great advan from the importation of these articles free 
from Canada under a reciprocity treaty or otherwise. 

But it the Senator will look at the statistics of trade between this 
country and Canada he will find that during the ten years of reciproc- 
ity our producers, farmers and others, actually found a marketin Can- 
ada for nearly $60,000,000 more of their products than Canada found 
a market here for, and if he will look at the statistics for 1888, which 
are the last I have before me, he will find that of our agricultural prod- 
ucts alone we sold to Canada in that year over $4,000,000 worth more 
than we took from her. Therefore the benefit we derive from that rec- 
iprocity is that we find a market for our products greater than we fur- 
nish Canada a market for hers, and that seems to be the idea which un- 
derlies this whole policy of reciprocity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President, I am not myselt quite able to ap- 
preciate the philosophical or the practical value of the argument first 
presented by my friend from Kentucky, that the small bulk of Cana- 
dian productions coming into this market led to its having no effect. 
I have always been under the impression that even a rivulet that came 
into a river added something to its volume and tothe navigable capac- 
ity or fishing capacity, or whatever, of that stream, and that thestream 
is made from first to last of just such contributions and accretions of 
bulk and quantity. That argument will not do, Mr. President. 

Our experience in other directions, that if I have the strength I shall 
refer to if I am ngt taking too much time, shows the same thing, that 
it is a fallacy and can not account for the hard facts stated by the Brit- 
ish minister in advance and by the pleasant experience of his people 
that followed his accomplishing the object. 

My friend says that the benefit tous was got by having the balance 
of trade in our favor for our productions in Canada. Mr. Crampton 
has told us—and he has told us the truth—that before the reciprocity 
treaty the condition of Canada and the United States was such that the 
one needed everything but lumber and wheat and coal, and the other was 
exuberant in everything that we could produce; and Canada too was 
largely in favor of the United States, as trom the nature of things it 
must be unless that broad part of the continent from sea to sea, bounded 
by the frozen zone upon one side and by the United States on the 
other, should have its wants supplied from some other source than it- 
self. The balance of trade kept straight on, it is true, but the condi- 
tion did not change. The trade increased. It had continued to in- 
crease before because the population of Canada increased and it and its 
development of such resources as it had increased; and therefore as 

le could make more money and needed more things, so far as they 
had the ability they bought them in the cheapest market they could, 
which happened to be the United States, 

It has gone on increasing since the reciprocity treaty was terminated, 
now a period of I think fourteen years, not because the treaty was ter- 
minated any more than it increased because the treaty existed, but from 
considerations entirely external to the question of whether a tax is put 
upon the grower of Canadian wheat for the benefit of the American 
farmer or whether a tax is put upon American machinery, in American 
hands, for the benefit of the Canadian manufacturer, as the law now is 
in Canada. 

Tf therefore it be true that our experience in regard to reciprocity with 
Canada has been that every dollar ofthe duty that we remitted was re- 
mitted to the foreigner, then I think it was so fara loss to the Treasury 
and the people of the United States. My friend from Kentucky says 
that has been recompensed by an increase of trade and of the United 
States products going to that country, ThatI havealready spoken of. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, upon the theory advanced by the 
Senator from Vermont, it has also been much more than recompensed 
by the remission of the Canadian duties upon the American products 
exported to that country, because according to the Senator's theory the 
American producers who send their products to Canada for sale had to 
pay. the Canadian duty. 

r. EDMUNDS, So they did. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then when reciprocity occurred Canada took that 
duty off and our producers who shipped to Canada through the period 
of reciprocity $60,000,000 worth more than they took from Canada got 
their duties remitted upon $60,000,000 worth of goods, and received 
the whole benefit of what Canada would have got out of it under the 
revenue law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is all perfectly true, and when you look at 
the articles and at the rate of Canadian duties you will find that that 
experience ofeleven years was up to concert pitch or Democratic pitch of 
Democratic policy, then and now free trade, as itis most falsely called 
foreign trade as it is really—and demonstrated to the people of the 
United States so clearly that it was not for the interest of the people 
of the United States to continue it that that treaty was abrogated by 
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joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, I believe by an almost 
unanimous vote, y 

Now, it is possible that the people of the United States, who for eleven 
years had enjoyed the benefits or borne the burdens of this free trade,” 
as it is called, did not know anything about the experience they had; 
that having ridden on the machine for eleven years they did not know 
whether it was going backward or forward. I do not believe it. I 
think that the intelligent people of the United States who had any- 
thing whatever to do with this business understood perfectly how it 
operated upon them. I have more faith in the intelligence of the 
people than some of my friends on the other side seem to have, and it 
was their representatives, in the light of this experience, who by an al- 
most unexampled unanimity, I believe—I have not looked at the REC- 
ORD, and it may be that it was by a close vote, but my recollection is 
that [am statingit rightly—certainly by the express will of the people, 
approved by the President of the United States, made an end of it. 

It was not lumber alone. The same thing was true, I believe, or 

al; I have not looked at the whole list. It was sworn before the 

ommittee on Foreign Relations that in the other great article ot fish 
it was true, and the testimony taken by the committee only two or 
three years ago, which led on the report of that committee to a vote in 
this body to abrogate the free-fish treaty of 1871 and put an end to that, 
united in by Senators on the other side as heartily as on this, because 
it had been demonstrated that the consumer of fish in the United 
Statesdid not save a penny and that the duty which had theretofore been 
paid upon Canadian fish was saved in the pockets of the foreigner and 
went to the support of foreign society and foreign government. 

When I come to the point of time that I am in favor of every land 
and every industry except my own, then I shall join my friends on 
the other side and go for free trade. 

We have had other experience, Mr. President, if it is not considered 
offensive to allude to experience as a teacher. In 1870 all parties in 
both Houses of Congress, with very great unanimity, took up the cry that 
somebody had started somewhere that we must do something—some- 
thing in the light of the language of the fine oration that we heard 
from our friend from North Carolina last night, that we must make 
tea and coffee on the breakfast-tables of all the sons of toil cheaper. 
That certainly was a good thing to do. I should like to do it my- 
self, for I happen to be one of that sort of people. So, all hands unit- 
ing, we reduced the duty on tea from a certain number of cents a pound 
to another I have forgotten the number of cents—and on coffee from 
5 cents a pound to 3 cents, and we all went home glad that we had 
turned the morning sunshine into the cottage of the farmer. The 
farmer was glad too, but when he went to buy his coffee he found he 
had to pay just what he had before, and that if anybody pays a tax in 
this country, and the Government has got to be kept up, he has got to 
pay more taxes in order to incur the same expenditure as before, and 
that the few million dollars—a good many million I should rather 
say—that had been going into the Treasury and paid by the importer, 
the foreigner, were no longer there, but staid in the pocket of that person. 

The American minister to Brazil—whence comes, I think, the t 
part of the coffee consumed in the United States; I have the statistics 
here, but I will not take time to read them—immediately thatit became 
known at Rio by cable in some way that this law had passed Co 
reducing the duty on coffee from 5 cents to 3 cents a pound, repo 
to the State Department then (and it is in the printed documents and 
files of the State Department, and I am sure in documents here) that 
the price of coffee at Rio for exportation to the United States rose in just 
that proportion of 3 cents a pound; and he ventured in an humble and 
diplomatic way to suggest to the Secretary of State in his dispatch that 
it might have been well for the Congress of the United States, before 
it put 3 cents a pound upon millions and millions of pounds of coffee 
of Brazil into the pockets of the Brazilians, to say to the Brazilian 
Government, If we do this you must take off a proportionate amount 
ot the duty that you impose upon American flour and American pork, 
and other American productions which you in Brazil can not produce.” 
But the thing was done. 

Two or three years afterwards, in another fit of enthusiasm, being 
blind to the fact that had been officially reported and oblivious of the 
truth that every drinker of coffee knew that coffee had not been cheap- 
ened in the United States, we took off the other 3 cents and put it on 
the free-list. Then the American minister, again bemoaning in his 
dispatch that we had not enough common sense—not using that lan- 
guage, of course—to make that conditional upon our products going 
into Brazil free, reported that the price of coffee had advanced 3 cents 
a pound the moment it was known; and our experience from that day 
to this has shown that the American consumer has profited nothing 
whatever from the taking off of that duty, unless my friend from Ken- 
tucky can show that in some converse way of an increased trade in 
American products to Brazil we have enlarged the boundaries of our 
sales there enough to make it up. But we pay the amountof the duty 
all the same, just as we did before. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think so. I think we received no benefit what- 
ever from the repeal of the duty on coffee, and at some proper time, 
if I can secure the opportunity, I may state the reasous why I think so. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand my friend from Kentucky to say 
that we did not make anything in that transaetion? 

Mr. CARLISLE, We did not. : 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I hope he will agree with me in thinking we 
ought to have made something by it. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think we 
make anything by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I mean that if we were going into that trans- 
action anew we ought to look a little to the interests of the United 
States as well as to the interests of the people of Brazil. I want to 
advance some proposition that my friends on the other side can agreé 
to, and I will go as far as I can into the regions of doubt and uncer- 
tainty to do it. 

A number of years since that thing was done—and I have the com- 
putations and tables here—have gone by; so that if we had attended to 

the business of the farmers and people of the United States, and not 
gone wild on the theory, fallacious and nebulous, that my friends have 
so long believed in and state once in about ten years in their plat- 
forms, if notoftener, but fully that, we should now have in the Treasury 
of the United States, unless we had spent it for Government p 
if we had laid it by as in a savings-bank, nearly $150,000,000 from 
Brazilian coffee alone. 

Now, I think, Mr. President, as a practical farmer and a farmer’s son, 
that the farmers in the country where I live understand that sort of 
business, and they are not extremely hungry that I, as one of their 
representatives, shall go into it any more in that way, and they under- 
stand just as perfectly as anybody in this Chamber does when they 
send some of their products to some other country that it is they who 
bear the home expenses and the expenses of transit and all that; and 
how much they can get for their products depends upon how much 
there is to sell and how many people there are to buy, and not upon 
how much it has cost them to make it. 

If the farmers could regulate the price of their products according to 
the cost of their production, then the farmer could fix his rate and 
inake it just and reasonable and prrs a fair rate of profit; but the 
fact is that he can not do it and he knows it, and therefore it is that 
he knows that when he exports things to foreign countries he has to 
bear the burden, and that when foreign things reciprocally are imported 
into this country, itis nat the consumer who pays the customs tax, but 
he pays what the quantity of supply and demand warrants. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont 
yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. My attention was called to a statement which the Senator 
has repeated several times in the Senate as to the price of coffee in the 
United States not having been diminished by the removal of the import 
duty. That statement was first made by the Senator from Vermont 
in a magazine article in The Forum and atterwards repeated in another 
magazine, I think Harpers’ Magazine. My attention was attracted to 
it, and I made as thorough an examination of the subject as I could, 
and in 1888 in the tarift debate I undertook to show what I believe I 
can establish beyond any sort of doubt, that coffee is the only article— 
and I shall be glad if the Senator from Vermont will point to any 
other—where there has not been the effect of a diminution of price to 
the American consumer by reason of the removal of the import duty. 
But what I want to ask the Senator particularly—for I will take occa- 
sion, if I can get the opportunity before the debate closes, to show the 
truth of what I state—what I want to ask him is whether it is not true 
that when we removed the duty from tea of 15 cents a pound on July 
1, 1872, the price of tea to the American consumer was not diminished 
exactly that amount from that time on. I will undertake to show that 
by the tables. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, in the article to which my 
friend refers he will find a table which was taken from the New York 
Commercial Shipping List—which I believe was the paper; it is cer- 
tainly the one that gives the prices current—of the six months before 
and the six months after the passage of that act. I know my friend 
is a good mathematician, and he can read columns of figures just as 
well as I ean or better. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator refer to tea? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I am talking about now. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I have before me now 
the prices of teain the New York market from June to December, 1872, 
from Beebee & Brothers’ circular in New York, showing the exact effect 
of the removal of the duty, the duty of 15 cents a pound having been 
removed, to take effect July 1, 1872, and it shows, as I have stated, 
that the prices fell from the time the law took effect exactly the amount 
of the import duty that had been removed. 

- Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator and I disagree toto chi on the ques- 
tion of the prices of tea before and after that time. I have given the 
authority from which, in the article to which he refers, the table was 
taken and I believe correctly, and it may be that there is a foot-note 
in the article. I have not seen it for four years—I am not very much 
interested in reading either my own speeches or my own writings—I 
think he will find the foot-note; and I think I can find for him also 


no right to expect that we should 


the ae thing taken from the newspapers or I can furnish it if he 
wan 

Besides, I have got here on my table the prices of teas since, both in 
London and New York, this very year and last year, and not with refer- 
ence to this question, because it is long since, and a thousand things 
might haveeither raised it or diminished itas we all know it did quinia— 
but that has reference to another thing—and that is the idea that so 
many people entertain, or certainly some do, that, inasmuch as sugar 
is quoted at about 2 cents a pound less in London than it is in New 
York, if the duty of 2 cents a pound on sugar were taken off here, the 
price of sugar in New York would fall by that 2 cents, whichis a propo- 
sition that I do not believe in at all, and Ido not think there is any ex- 
perience that we have had in such matters which will justify the belief, 
We can tell by trying it, and that may turn out, as it did in the case 
of coffee, to be a mistake. If I am not mistaken, the price of tea and 
coffee differed in the English markets by fully the amount of the duty 
that we had imposed upon them, and they continued to differ in the En- 
glish markets more or less from the prices of tea and coffee in the Ameri- 
can markets; and tea and coffee in the English markets to-day and this 
year and last year stand in the quotations at a lower price than they 
doin the markets of New York. What is the reason of it involves a va- 
riety of considerations which I do not intend to worry the Senate by 
going into now, but I do not want to be led into putting sugar upon the 
free-list upon what I believe to be the fallacious and delusive idea that 
because sugar is 2 cents a pound cheaper in London than it is New York 
the New York price is to fall in consequence of taking off the duty; and, 
as my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me, it it does, 
that the price of sugar that the poor man or the rich man gets at his 
grocery and has on his table will not fall. Somebody else than the 
consumer will make the money. 

There is one other instance in connection with what my friend from 
Missouri has just stated about the prices falling if the duties are taken 
off, which isa very recent one. Ipresume some suggestion can be found 
why this instance does not apply, but it is the instance of sulphur. By 
what was apparently a mistake in the ition of words in the act 
of 1883, sulphur, which before that time had paid a duty of $10 a ton on 
one kind and $20 a ton and 15 per. cent. on another kind, and crude 
brimstone were free in point of law and in fact; the rates were changed 
so as to put one of the best classes of sulphur either on the free-list, 
subject to no duty at all, or to reduce the duty enormously. All that 
appears in the public reports and appears, I believe, in a case before the 
Supreme Court of the United States on a contest. 

I have taken from the New York Shipping List—which is not a Re- 
publican or a Democratic paper, but I believe the paper is regarded by 
all dealers in New York as the fountain-head of commercial quota- 
tions—a comparative statement of the prices of all these kinds of brim- 
stone on the 30th day of December, 1882, before the passage of the act 
of 1883, and on the 2d of January, 1884, after the passage of the act, 
about a year before and a year afterwards, so as to give time for the 
thing to equalize itself to get the benefit or stand the loss or whatever. 
Brimstone per ton on the 30th of December, 1882, was $26.50 to $27, 
and on the2d of January, 1884, it was $26. Brimstone of another kind 
on the 30th of December, 1882, was $25 to $26.50, and on the 2d of 
January, 1884, $25.25 to $25.50. On American roll per pound, which 
I believe is the kind referred to as flowers of sulphur where this change 
was made, which was 2} cents per pound on the 30th of December, 
1882, was 2} cents a pound on the 2d of January, 1884; flowers of sul- 
phur 3 cents a pound December 30, 1882, and 3 cents a pound on the 
2d of January, 1884. 

My friend from Kentucky perhaps would say in answer to that, as 
he did with respect to Canadian wheat and lumber, etc., that on such 
a great American production as that this sulphur coming from a foreign 
country was a mere drop in the sea, and did not affect the general level 
of the tide; but I do not know any place in the United States where 
there is an exuberant production of brimstone and sulphur unless it 
may be in some political convention—I will not say of which party 
but as coming out of the ground, a product of industry, I do not think 
that the country is fall of the fiowers of sulphur and brimstone, and 
it never has been. 

I simply took sulphur now because it happened to be the very latest 
experience we have had under the change of laws on any commodity 
that amounts to anything, because in searching through the tree-list of 
1883 this was about the only commodity that I could find which was 
of any account at all, except small matters of medicinal drugs and 
gums, ete. Now, I wish somebody would explainit. Ifthe duty was 
reduced largely, as it was by this change in 1883 on this commodity so 
much used in the various arts in the United States in one way and 
another, why did not the price fall? If the duty made the price to 
the buyer and consumer higher, then it was a tax upon him. That 
tax being taken off, he ought to have got the benefit of it; but unhap- 
pily, as Sir John Crampton said—and it has been said a thousand 
times, and I should suppose that everybody but my friends on the 
other side of the Chamber knew it—it was not the American consumer 
of the sulphur who paid the duty, but it was the foreign producer, and, 
the duty being reduced or taken off altogether, his profits were in- 
creased by exactly that much. 
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Mr. President, it was stated by somebody the other day—and I think 
it was my friend from Maine [Mr. FRYE] on the subject of tariff and 
shipping—that our trade with the South American states had been 
cut oft—not using his language—by the war and by our shipping hav- 
ing been swept from the seas, and therefore our means of transporta- 
tion and trade with those countries vastly diminished. That would 
have been an interesting circumstance on the subject of giving boun- 
ties to ships and also upon the tariff considerations if the statistics 
would bear it out; but I have had the reports examined and it ap- 
pears to me that very long before 1860, beginning far back—my table 
only covers five or six years before—for illustration, the exportation 
of our commodities to those countries, we then having a duty upon 
their products and they having, as they still have, upon ours, was gradu- 
ally increasing and steadily increasing, just as my friend has said in 
respect of Canada before the reciprocity treaty and afterwards, and 
now the increase of domestic and national development has been ac- 
companied as a matter of course with an increased consumption and 
demand for commodities in every country where such development goes 
on; and therefore when you know, following the war and through the 
war—not so much through the war, because our own ships were almost 
driven off—but following the war and down to this time the exporta- 
tions from the United States to these countries, to Central and South 
America, and to the islands, with one single exception, I believe, of the 
Danish West Indies, which is almost nominal any way, the exports of 
the United States and its trade have been steadily increasing, and for 
the reasons, obvious to everybody, that I have stated. 

This, Mr. President, is not only interesting in respect to what my 
friend said, but it is very interesting to me in respect of looking for- 
ward to see what we are going to gain, looking it straight in the face, 
by reciprocity with the South American and Central American states; 
how much larger will be our exportations to those states—I mean 
going upon the principle that they are able (which I very much fear 
they are not) to take off their duties upon our agricultural products 
and whatever other productions they are willing to do, manufactures 
and all, and to receive them. The demand in a country for commod- 
ities is necessarily dependent not only upon its mere numbers of pop- 
ulation—not nearly so much upon numbers as it is upon the state of 
its society, its wealth, and its civilization; and when you look at any 
Central or South American state—and I speak with reserve, or con- 
servatism, I mean—I think that any one hundred people on the aver- 
age of the United States of North America have during the last year 
consumed more of the products and merchandise and food and cloth- 
ing that go to make up the comforts and luxuries and happiness of 
mankind than any one thousand, taken at the average, of the people 
of any one of the Central American or South American states. 

Anybody who has ever read—and we all have, of course—the histories 
and the travels and the geographies, etc., respecting those countries, 
who knows the races that compose them and how in every oneof them 
so very small a proportion of their whole population is ot a race and 
of a civilization and of an advancement like that of the people ot Eu- 
rope or of the United States, or of Canada even, can readily see that 
the largest amount of machinery and the largest amount of clothing, 
and the largest amount of food, and the largest amount of everything 
that goes into the household and into the shops and onto the farms 
of the 65,000,000 people in the United States of North America would 
be as my friend said about Canadian lumber, a drop in the ocean of 
the productions of this conntry. And, therefore, the expectation by 
this reciprocity of being able to dispose of a largely increased produc- 
tion here and to make a largely increased exportation there is, in my 
opinion, one of the greatest delusions that brilliant men or sober states- 
men have lately fallen into. I do not mean by that that I am not will- 
ing and glad to try it upon some principle that we ought to have tried 
it with Brazil, and that is, to receive any of their products which we 
are unable to make ourselves and to give them such of our products 
of whatever kind as they are willing to take, and such only would be 
those that they themselves, if they are wise about their own economies, 
are unable to produce. 

Mr. President, I desired to say a little more, but I find that I have 
taken too much time. [‘‘Goon!’’] I think I shall leave the subject 
here for the present, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Alabama proceeds, Ishould 
like to ask unanimons consent for an evening session this evening for 
the consideration of this bill, and that we take a recess from half past 
5 to 8 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate take a recess this evening from 
5.30 to 8 o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. A single word with regard to that understanding. 
Is it the expectation that any vote will be taken to-night at the even- 
ing session? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know whether a vote will be taken or 
not; my purpose is fo have the consideration of this bill proceed. 
bebe ace any vote will be taken or not will depend upon the wish of 

e Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Last evening during the debate I arose for the pur- 
pose of presenting certain data with reference to the subject-matter 
of nica, and obtained consent to have the statement of a citizen who 
has been ruined by existing conditions printed for the use of the 
Senate, in order to save the time of the Senate, I hope, now that it is 
laid upon the desks of Senators, they will not fail to notice and read 
it. Itis very brief. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the Senate, as in the country, opin- 
ion is in an eruptive and agitated state as to our tax laws. 

The party in power is having many throes and spasms of a radical sort 
in the effort to build up monopoly by prohibiting imports and divide 
ont its bounties, and at the same time to increase imports and exports 
for the benefit of ship-owners. 

It has trouble also in the effort to decrease the revenue and at the 
same time to increase taxation to support what are the selected indus- 
tries, called by a flattering euphemism the protected industries, It 
is also disturbed by the apparition of a hand and a stylus on the wall 
of its banqueting chamber, graving a condemnation of its course, to 
which the amendment of the Senator from Maine is an answer—an 
ayer noc that promises a deep repentance and many good works in 

e future. 

There is a crop of amendments here, coming from Republicans, some 
practical, somesentimental, and all filled with forebodings of evil if this 
bill should pass as the House sent it to us or as the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate has reported it to us. 

Thatcommittee, whose sagacity in finance is a proverb, wrestled over 
sugar, wool, and hides until they have become historic, and their trials 
decorate the history of our statesmen. They have had to contend with 
the grease of the shambles, the grime of the slaughter- and the 
odors of the sugar-house in their efforts to divide out the bounties. 
The battle still but the committee has hung out a of trace 
in its amendment, which upsets everything it has recommended inthe 
bill and makes a new attack on tea and coffee. 

It the amendment of the committee meant anything that could 
sibly become practical, if it was anything else than a deception of the 
enemy covered by a flag of truce, it would be a welcome evidenve of a 
spirit of repentance on the part of the committee. 

But it is a sham, and is so clearly a plea to its party for reunion on 
grounds that are merely deceptive that it does not satisty that earnest 
demand for tariff reform that the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
put into his amendment and advocated in this strong and earnest ex- 
pression of the alleged new policy. The Senator said yesterday: 

But, Mr, President, the principle is greater than the method by which it is 
to be applied. The sentiment of the American people upon this question is so 
clear that it becomes the bounden duty of the Senate to embody in the tariff 
bill, when we repeal duties upon foreign products which contribute to revenue 
only, a provision which shall secure for the products of our farms and our work- 
shops, an increased market in the countries upon whose articles or production 
duties are so repealed. This principle is plainly involved in the amendment 
which has been offered by the Finance Committee. It is a departure from our 
previous policy. It broadens and widens that policy. It is a great step in the 
direction of opening to the production of our labor the markets of Central and 
South America and the islands of the great sea which lie between the conti- 
nents. It commits to the President, who, we know by bis communications 
to the Senate, is in favor of this movement, powers which Iam entirely willing 
should be placed in his hands. That he will exercise them wisely and in the 
truo interest of American labor no man who knows his present attitude and 
his past history can doubt. 

This is a new departure for the high-tax advocates, but it is a turn- 
ing away from the pathless wilderness into the beaten highway that 
every Democratic President and his party have trodden, from Thomas 
Jefferson to Grover Cleveland. 

The claim of novelty in the plan of the Senator from Maine is as 
grotesque as the claim of a religionist would be that he is a new man 
because he has put on a new suit of clothes. 

It is as surprising as the claim of Mr. Blaine’s friends that he origi- 
nated the Pan-American Congress because Mr. Cleveland, asanact of 
courtesy, left to Mr. Harrison the appointment of the American dele- 
gates to assemble under a law that we had approved and all Democrats 
had supported. 

Mr. Blaine found a highway opened to him by Mr. Cleveland, and 
traveled on it to much renown, as the Senator from Maine has found 
a broad road opened for him which will conduct him to still higher 
honors if he will stick to it. - 

A flock of sheep, however, startled on the roadside hy the Senator 
from Washington [ Mr. ALLEN], evidently alarmed the Senator from 
Maine; but the country hopes that he will not, therefore, bolt back into 
the wilderness. 

I find printed ina Baltimore paper on the 5th of July an address from 
Hon. Columbus Delano, former Secretary of the Interior, who is the 
president of the National Association of Wool-Growers and who speaks 
by authority. He is the same gentleman who appeared here and re- 
mained so longand succeeded in putting his trade-mark uponall the pro- 
visions of this tariff bill in respect to wool; itis Delano’s bill. He says: 
To the sof the United States: 


wool-grower: 
arau requires us to advise you of dangers to your indastry that demand 
attention. 


First. Senator Hale's amendment to the McKinley bill, if ado |, willadmit 
woo) free of duty from all the nations of this hemisphere, Mr. Cleveland's free- 
wool recommendation was no worse. South American wools would supplant 
domestic wools and your industry would perish. The Republican platform 
would be violated, the principies of protection surrende: and the production 
of the wool necessary for clothing in the United States would be transferred to 
foreign nations. 


He then to a little more specific statement of his objections 
to the proposed legislation included in the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine, and also in various other amendments that have been of- 
fered here. I will insert the remainder of that proclamation of Co- 
lumbus Delano in my remarks, if there is no objection to my doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The remainder of the paper is as follows: 

Secondly, Amendments threatened to be proposed in the Senate when the 
bill is on the , first, to strike out the clause prohibiting sorting of wools, 

thus permitting the cloth ng portion of third-class wools to be separated and 
imported at third-class duties. Again, to strike out the words “includin; 
charges,” thus raising the dividing lineand permitting under the system of frau 
now practiced the importation of all third-c wools at the lowest rate of duty. 
amendments were presented to the Finance Committee in violation of the 
3 of the 24th of April, when the restrictive clauses and the words ` in- 
elu were unanimously assented to by manufacturers in consider- 
ation of our assenting to ad valorem rates for third-class woo], We obtained 
n such amendments would be offered on the day before the bill was 
reported to the Senate and hastened to remonstrate in writing. The amend- 
ments were not made, but the right was reserved and a member of the commit- 
tee info: us they would be presented in the Senate. 

We have yielded all that can be safely yielded in justice to our industry to 
secure general protective legislation. Any of the amendments referred to are 
dangerous, The Hale amendment would work absolute ruin. Its adoption 
violates the promise to give wool “adequate protection” and discredits the 
faith and honor of the Republican party. Either of the otheramendments will 
perpetuate fraudulent practices in importatious of carpet wools, whereby our 
producers of clothing wool have been robbed of the protection which the law 
was supposed to afford. 

‘We have thus briefly presen‘ed the difficulties and danger which threaten the 
most important industry of the nation and which must be protected if our pro- 
tective policy survives. We call for your immediate action. As individuals 
and associations, give notice to those representing you in the halls of legislation 
— Fug —. 5 5 the re pany 8 ts pledges and fulfill its prom- 

speedily passing the McKinley 5 
y. ©. DELANO, President, 
GEORGE H. WALLACE, Secretary, 
Wool-Growers’ National Association, 


Mr. MORGAN. Oar tariff policy is not yet settled on any great 
and unvarying rule of political economy that will do for all time and 
be just and equal in respect of all the interests and conditions of our 


licy. 

Porn north star is not a fixed planet. It has an orbit of revolution, 
and yet it is the guide both of the celestial and terrestrial systems, 
and is to us the one fixed point in the universe. 

In finance also we have no absolute principle of action; we have gold 
and silver standard coins, subsidiary silver, nickel, and copper coins, 
Treasury notes that bear interest and those that do not, money receiv- 
able for customs and money that is repudiated at the counters of the 
Custom-houses. We have gold certificates, silver certificates, and coin 
certificates, and national-bank notes, 

All of these are descriptions of money, of which some are fall legal 
tender, some partial legal tender, and some that are not a ten- 
der for private debts or certain publie debts. Through this appar- 
ently confused system it can not be said that there is a line of fixed 
financial law controlling the entire plan. 

I think it very doubtful if we could abandon either of these forms of 
eurrency without serious evil. 

Tn our tariff system the interests to be promoted are still more widely 
variant, and the plans and schemes of taxation are as numerous as our 
conflicting interests. . 

In both these systems we have taken the advice of the great Teacher; 
we have tried all things, and are, I hope, trying to hold on to that 
which is good. I hope we are at least sincere in trying to correct our 
errors, recover from our blunders, and remedy evils that are manifest. 

Export bounties were our earliest plan tor encouraging foreign 
commerce. We began that in 1789, in giving a premium for the ex- 
port of salted meats. 

Along with that we imposed duties that would protect and build up 
our then infant industries. Then, from time to time, we extended the 
list of export bounties -very greatly, and the protective duties were 
piled mountain high. 

We have had strictly ad valorem tariffs, and they have left a good 
frnitage that is constantiy found in every tariff bill. 

It is now used as a sort of pure oil is used, it seems, in compound 
lard, to make the vicious matter of specific duties, for the specific pur- 
2 specified people, palatable to the people who must foot the 

ills. 

Ours has been, and is, and will be a mixed system. The Democratic 
limit of this system is equal justice to all men. The Republican limit 
is the highest protection for clamoring industries that the patience of 
the country can be compelled to stand. 

Tn resisting the encroachments of this system alternatives are thrust 
upon us by the power of the majority that we must choose between. 
Expedients are always allowable when the danger is great and the 
means of escape are doubtful. 

The parson who laid aside his religion and his coat until he could 
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whip an intrusive bully was not, after all, a bad christian. There are 
many excellent Democrats who find it necessary to go into this fight 
for the people stripped to the buff, with only the St. Louis platform 
for a banner. 

If I must, Iam willing to fight on that platform. If I find Mr. 
Blaine and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in quiet occupation 
of it, with front seats, and many others trying to clamber up, I will 
extend to them the band of fellowship and bid them Godspeed. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], remembering that we have 
had good results from an income tax, desires to return to that system. 
He is as near right in that plan as anybody is in any other plan. The 
long war on whisky and tobacco has ceased, now that they feed the 
Treasury, while we are feeding the rich on the bounties of protection. 
These numerous amendments prove a deep and wide discontent. The 
resolution, on paper, proposed by the Committee on Finance, in the 
tax on tea and coffee, hides, sugar, and molasses, also invites free trade 
with Great Britain. It is as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
lides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the government of any country producing and exporting s molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United Sta 
which in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, an 
hides into the United States he may deem to be 3 unequal and un- 
reasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by procla« 
mation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free . 
of such sugar, mo coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country, 
for such time as he shall deem just, and in such case and during such suspen- 
sion duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and ee the product of or exported from such designated country, as follows, 
namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows: 

All sugars not above No, 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated m: , concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seven- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional reo or fraction of a de- 
ee Arasta by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi- 

onnl. 

All sugars above No.13 Dutch staudard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely : All sugar above No. 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

All mes above No. is and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 13 ecnts 

r pound. 
pan sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound, 

On tea, 10 cents per pound. 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, Il cents per pound. 


Importations which are made lawful by this act are to become un- 
lawful by the proclamation of the President under certain conditions, 
the existence of which is to be determined by his judgment. He is 
also authorized to make his proclamation or modily or recall the same. 
Thus the proclamation becomes a statute ; and power is given to the 
President to alter, amend, or repeal it in his discretion. The decisions 
of the courts are against this enlargement of the powers of the execu- 
tive department. (The Confiscation Cases, 8 Otto; United States vs. 
Klein, 13 Wall., 147.) 

The power conferred on the President by this amendment does not 
enlarge or define any constitutional power of the President. Mies ae 
could as well give this power to any private person as to the President, 
for any other person duly authorized could express the will of Congress, 
if that is all that is to be done by the proclamation of the President. 

Judge Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Limitations, says: 

One of the settled maxims of constitutional law is that the power conferred 
spon 3 to make laws can not be delegated by that department to 

Where the — power of the State has located the authority, there it 
must remain, and by the constitutional agency alone the law must be made, 
until the constitution itself is changed. Third edition, page 116.) 

At a later page in his work, coming down to a point that perhaps will 
meet some objection which may be made, I read as follows: 

Nor, it seems, can such legislation be sustained as legislation of a conditional 
character, whose force is to depend upon the happening of some future event, 


or upon some future chan e of circumstances, the event or change of cir- 
cumstances on which a law may be made to take effect. 


On this question of expediency, the Legislature must exercise itsownjudgwent 
definitively and finally. When a law is made to take effect upon the happening 
of such an event, the Legislature in effect declared the law inexpedient if the 
event should not happen, but expedient ifitshonld happen. They appeal to no 
other man or men to judge for them in relation to its present or future expedi- 
eney. They exercise that power themselves, and then perform the duty which 
the constitution imposes upon them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What book does the Senator read from ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam reading from Cooley on Constitutional Lim- 
itations. That was a quotation from Ruggles, chief-justice, in Barto 
ts. Himrod. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was that on one of the liquor-option laws? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Ifind the objections which are mentioned by 
Judge Cooley in the paragraph which I have read from his writings to 
be fatal to the constitutionality of the amendment proposed by the 
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Committee on Finance, in my judgment, and I will proceed to show 
why I think so, in a very brief way. 

In the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance the power 
is given the President to institute the taxation of free articles by sus- 
pending the free introduction of certain named articles for such time 
as he shall deem just. 

There is the whole question of expediency put right in his grasp. 

During this suspension the taxes are to be collected at a rate fixed 
in the bill. That is definite so far as the rate is concerned. The con- 
dition on which the President may suspend free importation is that 
“ the government of a foreign country to be discriminated against shall 
levy duties on agricultural and other productsof the United States, which 
are unequal and unjust,’’ in view of the free introduction of sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States. 

The purpose ot the exemptions from duty of these articles bolog to 
secure reciprocal trade with the countries producing these articles, 
this power is postponed for a year to give Mr. Blaine two and a half 
years of time for such negotiation. He has already had one year and 
seems to have made no progress. 

Any of these countries may increase the price to us of any of these 
articles by an export duty. The amendment is silent as to that cate- 

ory. 
à Tea, coffee, and hides have been too long on our free-list—where they 
were put with sole reference to our own domestic policy—to enable us 
to deceive anybody, even Chinese, by saying that we will now put them 
on the free-list for the purpose of securing reciprocal trade. 

Our reciprocal offer as to tea is a standing offer to China and Japan 
and to India for a quarter of a century, and they have not honored it 
with a notice. 

Who can be deceived now as to the use that is made of this offer in 
this amendment, in the direction of reciprocity. 

This offer is made now for domestic political uses, and not to invite 
reciprocal commerce with those countries. 

Speaking very pleasantly and mildly about it, Mr. President, what 
is that if it is not a false pretense? This fact disproves the seductive 
declaration that reciprocity is sought by this amendment. It is a po- 
litical move, shift, a diversion. 

The bill seeks to secure reciprocal trade by a threat of discrimina- 
tion or of retaliation by taxation. Under such a threat we are not 
likely to have much success. The sugar of these countries will catch 
more flies than our vinegar. They are more likely to catch us than we 
are to catch them with that sort of bait. 

If China and Japan impose duties on our prodactions *‘reciprocally’’ 
unjust and unequal, we can only tax their teas, that being the only one 
of the five enumerated articles they produce and export, 

The tax would increase the price of tea here 10 cents per pound, or 
else it would deprive our people of the use of tea to a large extent. 
Only the richer classes could use it. 

We know that tea amongst all the hardy people of Russia and 
amongst all the miners of the world, here in the United States and 
elsewhere, is a commodity that a miner will not consent to do without. 
There seems to be some peculiar adaptation in the stimulant of tea for 
counteracting the depressing influences of subterranean work which 
makes it necessary that the miner should have it, and he would as soon 
give up his meat as give up his tea. 

Therefore, it is not the taxation of the luxurious indulgence of the 
rich that we reach by this imposition of a tax of 10 cents a pound upon 
tea which the committee threaten the country and the world witb, but 
the tax falls most heavily, I think, upon those laboring people who are 
obliged to have it asa means of sustentation in their extraordinary toil. 

Chili and the Argentine Republic, Uruguay, and Paraguay produce 
and export hides alone of the five enumerated articles. Hides, like 
wheat, are articles that find a market in all civilized countries that 
produce or can get tannin enough to convert them into leather. 

Those countries would never feel the loss of our market for hides, 
Their taxation here would hurt them no more than a tax by them on 
raw cotton would hurt us. 

The margin for reciprocal compulsion would be very narrow in this 
ease and could never justify a tax on our own people of 1} cents per 
pourd on raw hides. I do not know what that would amount to in 
dollars on an average hide, but I suppose an average hide would weigh 
100 pounds, perhaps more than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; 70 pounds. 

Mr. MORGAN. Seventy pounds. 
upon raw hides. 

Coftee we must have. The people will not do without it. 


It would be a very heavy tax 


Brazil produces so large a part of this article that to exclude her sup- | 


ply would run the price up 50 to 75 per cent. in the United States. 

A tax of 3 cents per pound would only add that much to the price in 
the United States of all the coffee that comes in. 

We may admit free of duty the coffee of Mexico, Cuba, the Central 
American states, and all the South American states, and all the Carib- 
bean Islands, and tax the coffee of Brazil, and that tax would add 3 
cents per pound to all the coffee we consume. 

Brazil can thus compel us to pay 3 cents a pound on all the coffee 


from other countries that we consume by refusing to our productions 
equal and just reciprocity. 

Any small coffee-producing country would gladly make this bargain 
with us, while the tax on Brazilian coffee alone would raise the price 
in the United States by 3 cents per pound. 

This amendment, if ad places our policy of taxation so clearly 
within the contro! of Brazil as to coffee, and of China and Japan as to 
tea, that the consent of all these Governments would be a 3 
to the state of the las of taxation in the United States upon co 

Sugar comes from Hawaii, under a reciprocal treaty, free of duty. 
But she does not take all our productions free of duty. This amend- 
ment abrogates that treaty. Under that treaty Hawaii sends us free 
sugar, for which we pay a large price in reciprocity. 

Sugarand molasses come to us from Spanish provinces, Cuba, Porto 
Rico, and the Philippine Islands. Mexico, Central American states, Bra- 
zil, Eeuador, Colombia, Venezuela, St. Domingo, and other places send 
us sugar. All of these governments tax our productions heavily. We 
produce not exceeding one-tenth of the sugar we consume. 

Our people must have a full supply of sugar and will have it, and 
the whole world knows this, As to nine-tenths of the sugar we must 
have we are as dependent upon foreign production as we are for tea 
and coffee. Cuba and Porto Rico control our sugar market. They 
could put an export duty on sugarand raise the price here despite all 
we could do. When we tax sugar we do not affect the price in those 
markets except to the small extent that we shorten consumption in 
the United States. We only increase the price to our consumers. 

We can offer them no real inducements for lowering the duties on 
imports from the United States. On the contrary, Spain supplies these 
provinces with flour and many other provisions essential to the exist- 
ence of the people and puts a high duty on such imports from other 
countries, for the express purpose of monopolizing the markets there 
for the advantage of her own people and her treasury. 

Neither Spain, France, Germany, nor Italy have ever discarded the 
policy of exacting tribute from their colonies, 

Onr plea that their tariff laws were unjust and unequal is answered 
by them with the declaration that we need not take their sugar if we 
can find a supply in another quarter. They know that we can not do 
it, Brazil knows the same thing as to coffee, and China and Japan as 
to tea. We are not in a situation, as to these articles, to enable us to 
dictate terms to those countries, 

We have induced Hawaii and Mexico to make reciprocal treaties 
with us, and even Spain has offered us a good treaty of reciprocity. 
We can possibly get from them by agreement what they would spurn 
under threatened retaliation. 7 

Great Britain enacts the tariff laws for all her crown colonies and for 
some that are in a degree self-governing. In these colonies sugar, mo- 


lasses, coffee, tea, and hides are produced and exported. That Gov- j 


ernment” admits all the productions of the United States free of duty. 
Her side of the reciprocity of trade, which this amendment is intended 
to secure, is now established. 

I suppose it is not the purpose of this committee, although it is the 
necessary result of the amendment that they offer, to turn us over to 
free, unlimited reciprocal trade with Great Britain and her provinces, 
and at the same time to cut us off from all those countries where we 
are confronted with high protective or nearly prohibitory tariffs upon 
the imports from the United States. Tome itoccurs that the commit- 
tee in pursuing their ideas of justice and equity and reciprocity e- 
ally to a logical conclusion have at last thrown themselves bodily into 
the arms of Great Britain. I have been listening here for years to the 
imputations cast upon my party, that we wereinfluenced by the power 
of British gold in insisting upon the reductions of our tariff system, 

Now I find the committee ready to commit themselves entirely and 
without reserve to the arms of that great and powerful country that 
has no tariff taxation, we are informed, of any consequence, no pro- 
tective-tariff taxation certainly, and stand ready, with her side of the 
reciprocal agreement already made up by her statutes, to accept what 
this committee tenders to them: freedom of taxation on hides, tea, 
coffee, sugar, and molasses, all of which are produced in large quanti- 
ties in British provinces. 

So the President could neither have the power“ nor could it be- 
come his duty“ to tax any of these five articles coming from a crown 
colony of Great Britain. . 

The British provinces and crown colonies and colonies with local 
legislatures are directly subject to the power of the Parliament of 
Great Britain in all the powers of taxation, and especially as to customs 
duties, Indeed, the Parliament of the British Government has a veto 
power reserved over all colonial legislation. No British colony or prov- 
ince can make a reciprocal agreement with any power as to any matter 
of international concern. All such regulations, whether by Jaw or 
treaty, must be made by Great Britain, or, if made by the colonies, 
they are subject to the veto and negative of the Parliament of Great 
Britain. 

That is the government, and the only one, we touch by recipro- 
cal, or discriminative, or retaliatory legislation. What we do towards 
these dependencies is done towards Great Britain. If they export su- 
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molasses, coffee, or hides to London, and they come from that place 
To the United States, the President can not exclude them from our 
country. They go to London free of duty under British law, and must 
come to the United States free of duty under this amendment, be- 
cause the President can find no just pretext for saying that thegov- 
ernment” of the country producing and exporting those articles im- 
poses uni or unjast duties or exactions upon the agricultural or 
other uctions of the United States. 

If any or all of the other governments of the countries where sugar, 
molasses, hides, and coffee are produced should refuse to reduce their 
tariff rates to the British standard upon our products, we would by this 
amendment simply transfer all our trade in these articles to the British 
Empire. We could not exclude them under the proposed amendment 
from the free importation of these articles, but would be compelled to 
exclude the same articles produced in the French, German, Spanish, 
Danish, and Italian provinces and colonies, and from Mexico and Cen- 
tral and South America. 

Great Britain controls the exports from India, Ceylon, Cyprus, Hong 
Kong, from thirteen African provinces, from the British West Indies, 
British Honduras, British Guiana, Australasia, and Oceanica, eleyen 

t insular provinces, with more than fifty neighboring islands within 


ts Pacific possessions. All of these produce either hides, sugar, mo- 

lasses, coftee, or fea for export. Some of these countries, ns India, ex- 
port o 

1, 884, 243 

5, 267, 315 

4,736, 546 


. 12,438,543 


Of difterent materials produced in India not imported into India and 
re- ex ported 


Trinidad exports sugar to the valuo o.. b „ ceesceteresseenlen 
Jamaica: 
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quel to the standing declaration of war by this committee against the 
British free-trade system. 

The powers given to the President by this amendment, offered by the 
committee, are extraordinary, dangerous, and violative of the fanda- 
mental law of the United States. They encroach upon the Executive 
by imposing on that department duties that are legislative. He is, in 
his discretion, to ascertain a condition of trade with other countries, a 
condition resulting from many facts, none of which is named in the 
law. He must then weigh the conditions of trade thus ascertained in 
his mind and conscience, and determine whether the conduct of the 
other Governments is just and equitable towards the United States, and 
whether it is y just and equitable, in his view of the advan- 
tages to them, of the importation we permit them to make, free of duty, 
of hides, coffee, tea, molasses, and sugar. 

Tn all these operations of mind and conscience he has no guide but 
his own enlightened discretion. The supreme judgment of the people, 
which can only be expressed in laws constitutionally enacted, is in 
abeyance while this new power is being exercised; and the power of 
the Supreme Court to annul the acts of the President is itself annulled. 
Even the powerof impeachment is annulled, if, in making up his con- 
clusions upon facts as they may seem to him, he should so exercise his 
discretion as to destroy great interests and industries, investments and 
business ventures, or to build up others in which he or his friends are 
concerned. 

To accomplish such results and to repeat the Black Fridays in the 
wild disturbance of commercial values and of stocks and currency every 
month in the year, he would only have to lock up in his bosom the 
facts that control his action and express his views of the situation to a 
single confiding friend. To justify his action he would only have to 
plead the discretion that this amendment gives him, and escape im- 
peachment by refusing to disclose the state of facts by which his dis- 
cretion was enlightened. 

This can not be in our land of laws. 

Then, after his mind is made up to impose duties on these five arti- 
cles, according to the scale fixed in this amendment, or to repeal, later 


437 | on, the duties thus imposed and to return them to the free-list, because 


, 930 

690 

British Honduras, sugar... 0v0, 000 
10, 000, 000 

$75, 000, 000 


This, added to the India exports, would be more than £15,000,000 
sterling, and that would be more than $75,000,000. I notice that the 
figures of the Senator from Maine as to these productions are very much 
higher than mine. Ithought I got mine from good statistical author- 
ity. 

But I prefer to make these statements on the lowest estimate of the 
productions of these countries. The case is as strong as I wish it, on 
the most conservative basis. y 

In hides, molasses, tea, and coffee, the British 23238 produce, 
ſor ex more than 8150, 000,000 annually. All this is entitled to 
come in free under this amendment, because Great Britain has no pro- 
tective tariff, no obstructive tariff to commerce at home or in her col- 
onies by her toleration, or if, as in the case of Canada, such a tariff 
should for a moment obstruct British prosperity, or the prosperity of 
the empire, a veto would emanate from the crown, which would set 
that tariff at naught. 

The sugar production in the Philippine Islands is about $10,000,000; 
Cuba and Porto Rico about $60,000,000. 

The annual exports of these five articles from Spanish possessions 
and British ions are not widely different in value. If Spain 
holds to her system of high customs duties, and if Great Britain holds 
to hers of free trade, and if the President of the United States should 
be compelled to raise the duties on Spanish and South American im- 
ports into the United States of sugar, molasses, hides, and coffee, and 
on Chinese and Japanese imports of tea, without being authorized to 
raise the duties on the same articles coming from the British 
sions, there seems to be no escape from the category that we would 
draw our supplies, without competition, from Great Britain. 

Our policy in that event, which would be unavoidable, would be to 
compel every country with which we trade to lower its rates of cus- 
toms duty to the British standard. 

In making an endeavor of that kind we should accomplish very much 
more if we could afford to set them the example of lowering our own 
tariff. It would be a hard saying in the mouth of a foreign diplomatist 
or a foreign statesman that America demands of usa large reduction in 
our tariff rates, while she persists in putting hers higher and higher in 
every tariff that she enacts.’’ 

We would, in the event stated in this amendment, discriminate 
against the whole world and in favor of Great Britain in the duties 
we would lay upon these five articles. That would be anamusing se- 


the accused foreign government has convinced him of an error of judg- 
ment or has repented of its injustice towards us, the President issues 
his proclamation either to impose these duties or to revoke a previous 
proclamation and put them on the free-list. 

In doing this towards one nation it will be a marvel if he does not 
revoke the clauses of many treaties with other powers, such as equality 
with our own people and with other peoples in the burdens of customs 
duties, and what are known as the favored-nations clauses that are found 
in nearly every commercial treaty we have ever made. A proclama- 
tion, differing as to different countries, may be made and recalled and 
made again at the discretion of the President as months or weeks or 
even days may pass by. 

Ships and railroad trains loaded with taxed goods, bought with 
reference to the schedule in this amendment, may find the market 
utterly changed since they started to the port or place of delivery. 
There is nothing in this amendment to check the suddenness of an ir- 
ruption upon the market by the issue of a proclamation that would 
instantly change tree coffee to coffee taxed at 3 cents per pound; free 
tea to taxed tea at 10 cents per pound; free hides to hides taxed at a 
dollar and half on a hundred pounds ; free sugar to taxed sugar at 70 
cents and $1.37} and $1.75 and $2 per 100 pounds, according to grade, 
and molasses at $1.60 per barrel. 

No foreign government could treat us so badly as to justify us in 
suddenly putting such penalties on our own people. The punishment 
thus inflicted would not fallon the countries producing these articles, 
Whether our people are taxed or not on these articles of in 
use, the countries that produce them know that we will have them at 
almost any price, 

I am confident thaf not one Senator in this body would be willing 
at this moment to place a tax of 10 cents a pound on tea or 3 cents a 
pound on coffee. Yet the countries, except Great Britain, that pro- 
duce these articles tax as heavily as they probably ever will all the 
produce we export to them. Knowing all this, why do we devolve 
upon the President the duty and supposed power to tax tea and coffee 
upon a condition of trade that now exists with Brazil, Cuba, France, 
Turkey, China, and Japan, which, in view of our putting sugar, mo- 
lasses, hides, tea, and coffee on the free-list, is now unjust and unequal? 

In this view, the taxes levied by China and Japan on our exports 
have been unjust and unequal for many years. Why, then, do we not 
now puta tax on teaas a measure of just retaliation towa:ds China 
and Japan? The answer to this question must be such as the Senate 
can take no pride in. 

It must be that we are afraid to tax tea and coffee, and that we would 
devolve that duty on the President and compel hini to impuse this tax 
when there is not the least change in the conditions of our trade with 
China and Japan. We attempt to confer powers upon him that we 

and refuse toemploy, and with it responsibilities that we would 
shun, in the hope that in the rashness of his integrity he may do what 
we have not the courage todo. We make it his duty to do what, if it 
is proper to be done, it is our duty to do. 


- 


— 
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Iam in no sense the President’s counselor, but I am more his friend 
than those are who would thus put a yoke upon his neek that it is the 
duty of Congress to bear. 

The President and the most conspicuous men in his Cabinet, seeing 
that those now in control of Congress arerushing the power of monop- 
oly, under the name of to American industry. to that fla- 
grant extent that it will create a commercial warfare with the whole 
world and will isolate us from commerce and sympathy, have ear- 
nestly sn that reci trade is a good financial policy for us 
and should be encouraged in the provisions of this tariff bill. 

That accidental flat in the — 4 8 Fe ee Sos heads Loon 
procession of law- politi estroyed its ny. e 
a swarming hive of bees, they go into confusion and are searching for 
a leader. This is the new departure.“ Resenting, possibly, prob- 
ably, almost certainly this tothem untimely suggestion, the committee 
command him to do their own work, and to use their own powers, and 
to see whatsuccess he will have in forcing reciprocity upon Brazil, Cuba, 
China, and Japan, at the risk of putting an odious duty on tea and 
coffee. 

This amendment, if it is designed for serious work in tariff reform, 
throws a burden of resposibility on the President that is likely to crush 
him if he accepts it, and to defeat his demand for reciprocity if he re- 
fuses to do what Congress should doand what this amendment requires 
him to do. 

But it is not intended for serious work. It is well understood that 
if the President should sign the bill he is not expected to-be morally 
bound to execute this feature of the law. This part of the tariff will 
stand just as it is fixed in the bill. If we close this bill without 
a tax on sugar or tea and coffee the President will never change it 
by proclamation. If he should, by his proclamation, put a tax on tea 
and coffee when Congress under the same conditions has refused to levy 
it, this will always be known as the Harrison tax, and not a finger 
would be ready to lift the heavy burden from his shoulders, 

If party ties can not be relied on to save him from such a sudden and 
thorongh destruction as this would be, party antagonism shall not in- 
duce me to unite with his professed friends in such a merciless inflic- 
tion. He may not appreciate my motives, but I will not help his re- 
sentul allies to put him in coventry. But Mr. Secretary Blaine is try- 
ing to swing the army of Treasury sappers and miners around until 
they have taken upa new line. He now wishes them to change front 
to rear, and fortify against monopoly. He has seen that the protec- 
tion that monopoly is giving to labor is the protection that the prison 
gives to liberty. It locks up its laboring protégé that he may be al- 
ways in reach of work when required, and gives him the protection of 
an iron cage to save him from his outside enemies, 

Mr. Blaine knows how much of such imprisonment the American 
man-of-work will stand, and he sees that monopoly has reached the 
utmost limit of toleration. He now resorts to diplomacy to gain fair 
trade with foreign people, but he is not yet courageous enough to claim 
fair trade among our own people in the home market, He can readily 
see how onr manufacturers can well afford to furnish goods to South 
America in exchange for their uctions as cheap as Great Britain 
and Germany can supply them, but he can not yet see why theyshould 
afford goods at as low prices to onr own people in exchange for home 

actions. 


Tn view of this state of facts, Mr. President, and as one of the expedi- 
ents suggested by this new condition of things created by the report of 
the Finance Committee, with their amendment brought in at the 
eleventh hour and almost in the last moment, I think it is my privilege 
also to present a plan, an expedient of commercial intercourse, which 
will give some of the benefits of the system that the other side of this 
Chamber are imposing upon the country to the farm laborers. Ihave 
therefore proposed this amendment, which I will ask to rate 
into my remarks without taking the time of the Senate, which is so 
precious, in reading: 

Sec. 2, On corn, Wheat, rye, barley, oats, hay, straw, and potatoes; on cotton, 
ginned or unginned; on live ‘domestic animals for food or breeding purposes; 
and on asses, mules, and horses, a duty of 3 per cent, ad valorem. 


And when any articles mentioned in this section are exported to any foreign 


country the owner thereof shall be entitled to a premium of 3 cent, on the 
value thereof at the date of the shipment, to be allowed and paid as herein 
provided, 


Such exports shall be appraised by the proper officers at the port or place of 
exportation, and the cash value thereof shall be determined and also the amount 
of the export premium thereon, 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be printed from engraved plates 
in suitable form and with suitable devices thereon, to 2 counterfeiting, 
export certificates in triplicate, each set to be numbered in consecutive order for 
each fiscal year, and to be arranged in series, according to the description of 
the articles exported to which they apply, and such triplicate certificates shall 
be marked respectively, as “* original,’ second,“ and “third,” in each set. 

Said certificates shall have suitable blanks, to be filled up at the proper custom- 
house with the place and date of export; its weight or measure’ in nds or 
bushels; its value per pound or bushel; the value of the whole export included 
in such certificate; the name and place of residence of the owner of the ex- 
ported articles, and of the consignee, and of the vessel in which the export is 
shipped, and the sum, stated in dollars and cents, of the export premium on 
such export. Such certificate shall be issued in blank by the of the 
Treasury, and shall have a fac-simile of his signature thereon. 

And when the owner of such export shall make affidavit, to be indorsed on 
=e winged triplicate certificates, that all the statements therein coutained are 

e, same 


f approved by the collector of customs, be signed by him, and 


the certificate marked “ original” shall be delivered to such owner. Said 
inal certificate shall be transferable 


e 
roper office, and the part numbered third shall be filed in 


house issuing the same. 
Whenever any of export is received at any custom-house 
the same be 


pian saaana 
of the United States in payment of duties on im 
returned to the Treasury t. and 


part of the triplicate to which said certificate belongs, marked d, 
d be canceled whenever the original of the same set has been taken 


pel year from the date of its issue; 
a debt against the United States payable in money, or in any other manner ex- 
cept in the payment of duties on imports, 

I shall make a few observations u that amendment and I will 
close what I have to say. It is intended as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the committee. It taxes the imports of wheat, rye, barley, 
oats, hay, straw, potatoes, cotton, ginned or unginned, live domestic 
animals for food or breeding purposes, asses, mules, and horses a duty 
of 3 per cent, ad valorem, 

The articles included in the provisions of my amendment are such 
as are produced in the United States of domestic material, and have 
no real 3 because there is no import that is in actual competi- 
tion with them in our markets. 

On such crops as are named in my amendment I would give an ex- 
port premium, 

The rate would be 3 per cent. ad valorem. 

This would not cover the difference in the cost of labor in the pro- 
duction of such articles between this and foreign countries, but would 
approach it. 

I reach this rate per cent. in this way: 


Assume that the article, being a necessity, costs free on 


Doan in Fe miand os SS SS a NAO 00. 00 
Of this the cost of foreign labor is estimated at one-third.. 33. — 
err. antes 66. 66 

3 ᷣ T NE E EE r EEES 100. 00 
The cost in the United States is %: 100. 00 
Dair al ce selena sey 47. 00 

lr! cans d A a ERN T A 
To produce the same article here the American laboreris paid 

50 per cent. higher wages. 16,663 

Add the cost of foreign Iabor 33.334 
And the cost of American labor iss 50. 00 


The American factory laborer, if the price of the goods here is put 
at $147, has the advantage of 3 per cent. or more, given by protective 
duties, over his foreign competitor, if he purchases the his own 
hands have made from the manufacturer at the average rates fixed in 
this bill of 47 per cent. duty. But this is confined to the laborer in 
the factories. He has a chance in the lottery of competitive prices for 
better luck in the reduction of prices of what he must pay, and the farm 
laborer has a like chance for better luck in the possible increase of the 
prices of some of his productions in the home market. 

But where the home prices are regulated by the prices in foreign 
markets the home prices interest him no more.” In every case 
where we produce more of any article than we consume, the foreign 
market price of the surplus fixes the price of all we make; we then 
are compelled to have a home market with foreign prices. The foreign 
markets measure out to the American farm laborer what his one-third 
of the cost of production shall be worth. 

In all farming and mining operations the cost of labor is about one- 
third ofthe cost of production, in a general balance-sheet. 

If the tariff laws, in fact or theoretically, give 50 per cent. more to 
laborers in factories in the United States than they get in foreign 
countries, it can not be denied that they should be so adjusted as to 
give like protection, or bounty, to all laborers who are employed in 
creating articles of commerce. 

Both political parties in the United States areagreed that in adjust- 
ing a tariff it is sound and wise policy and good political economy and 
is a just and legitimate use of the constitutional powers of tariff taxa- 
tion to make up to the American laborer the difference between a just 
reward for his toil in the United States and the lower wages his foreign 
competitor is compelled to work for. The Democrats stop with the 
wage-earners in the promise and bestowal of these advantages. The 
Republicans take the capitalists under their protection and give to them 
the lion’s share. 

This is a situation agreed upon by the poopie as to the rights of la- 
borers in the United States. Lawmakers willnot attempt to disregard 
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this general agreement. We are bound to legislate with reference to 
it if we would represent the people in conforming our discretionary 
powers to their will. On a matter of policy I can yield my judgment 
to that of the people I ey regan no matter how much I may feel con- 
vinced that it is not the best policy. 

If they think that discrimination in tariff taxation is necessary and 
just for the laboring classes and is to their advantage, I will yield my 
judgment to them, although I may believe that the effect of such leg- 
islation will be ultimately to attract to our inviting fields of labor the 
` paupers who now compete with our laborers in the less inviting fields 

across the Atlantic. 

But it is not the will of the people of the party I belong to that la- 
borers in factories should thus be cared for while those in the fields, 
10 and mines should be neglected. We wish to be just alike to 
all classes of laborers in this matter. If the factory operative is en- 
titled to have paid to him the higher price he claims for wages above 
that paid to the operatives in foreign factories, the farmer and his help 
are entitled to equal benefits. It is our business to devise laws and 
e by which this may be done. 

am not disposed to be technical or punctilious as to the name we 
should give to such a measure of relative justice. If the measure is just 
and if the people demand it, and all parties have agreed upon it, there 
is an end of controversy so far as I am concerned. Call it protection, 
bounty, discrimination, draw-back, or export premium, it is all the 
same thing, whether we put the person entitled to it in the possession 
of the money, either by taking it ont of the Treasury and paying it to 
him or by keeping it in his pocket when otherwise he would be com- 
pelled to pay it into the Treasury, the result is the same. 

I take this ground, that if the factory operative is entitled to favors 
in a tariff law the farmer and his help are equally entitled. 

I bring forward this measure as one containing the same principle 
that we apply to factory laborers and offer it for the equal benefit of 
farmers. 

It seems that we can not levy export duties. I am not committed 
to that idea, but waive its discussion, in deference to the almost uni- 
versal opinion ot the country. 

It is too late to dispute the power of Congress to encourage exports 
by advantages, drawbacks, bounties, and premiums, Our subscriptions 
to world’s fairs and expositions, such as thoseof London, Paris, Sydney, 
Philadelphia, New Orleans, and Chicago are justified if at all by the 
encouragement thus given to our export trade. Every commercial 
reciprocity treaty we have made has our export trade for its sole ob- 
ject. If we only wish to import goods free from Hawaii, Canada, and 
Mexico, we have no need for reciprocity. We have need only to en- 


ag our free-list, 

ut in these and other instances, we have desired to export our pro- 
ductions to foreign markets, and have paid our exporters for doing this 
by securing to them the benefits of bringing in the fruits of barter free 
of duty, and by providing for them free markets abroad. 

The drawback we give of 90 = cent, of sums already paid and cov- 
ered into the Treasury on the importation of foreign material when it 
is manufactured and exported to foreign countries is only a bounty paid 
out of the Treasury to our manufacturers to induce them to foster the 
export trade of the country. We call it drawback, but it is simply 
bounty. They pay the United States for the privilege of the so-called 
drawback by increasing our exports. 

The fisheries bounties that so long obtained were only questioned on 

nds of policy. They were rightly questioned, and happily with- 
rawn. Still we give them free salt, and we give the like privilege 
to packers of meats for foreign and domestic trade. We pay premiums 
to ship-builders for speed in our war vessels and extend large abate- 
ments of revenue duties to ship-builders who furnish vessels to sail 
under foreign flags. Itissheer hardihood to deny that it has been 
our favorite policy to encourage foreign trade and to send our goods 
all over the world. 

Few Democrats have ever written or spoken about our tariff Jaws 
who have not made the increase of our exportations the burden of their 
utterances, The whole world, except Central Africa, the frozen zone 
a north, and the State of Nevada, strives and struggles for foreign 
trade. 

Even China discards a feature of her religious creed, as Japan and 
Corea have also done, so as to get into the current of international trade. 

Exports are the standard of the real wealthand power of every coun- 
try, and imports are accepted proofs of their capacity for enjoying the 
blessings of civilization. A country that has no exports mnst be poor, 
and one that is rich in resources, but has no imports, must be degraded, 
either by an incapacity for inheriting what God has intended for them 
or by a parsimony and selfishness like that of the wild beast of prey 
that hauls its captured victim into the jungle to eat it in solitude. 
Our exports should seek every land and bless the world while enrich- 
ing our own country. 

The advice given to our farmers, to shorten their productions so as 
to increase their gains by increasing the relative cost of food and 
Spec to mankind, will never be heeded by them, except to be con- 


It is enjoined on every man, as the Senator from North Carolina 


said yesterday, that he should daily utter the prayer Give us this 
day our daily bread.” 

The statesman who can advise the farmer to withhold his hand from 
his noble toil so that it may be impossible to answer this prayer, 
uttered by the mariner on the sea, or the toiler in the factory or the 
mine, at rates that the necessities of life demand and humanity would 
accord, is the enemy of mankind and defies the providence of God. 

The farmers will never take such advice. Gold can not tempt them 
to do it. Every instinct of nature and every sentiment of benevolence 
rejoice in abundant harvests. They will continue to be made and 
the surplus will be exported. 

When the farmer can not export his surplus because of the small 
price of his produce, which will not compensate his toil and pay his 
taxes and his help and the interest on his debts, to say nothing of the 
principal, and clothe his family and educate his children, we should 
not advise him to burn his corn for fuel and make no more corn, but 
we should help him at least to the extent that we help other laborin 
men to realize a fair price for his toil. He supports everybody an 
should not be neglected. 

It is to the interest of everybody that the farmer should have ai 
least an even chance for prosperity. We can not make a railroad 
journey from this Capital to Baltimore if we begin by taking all the 
fuel out of the fire-box of the locomotive. 

The question is, what can we do for the farmer? My auswer is, 
we can reduce his burdens of taxation, And that is all that is possi- 
ble to be done for him in a tariff law so long as he produces more than 
our people can consume. We can not import the people here to con- 
sume his surplus produce, and he must either throw it away or export 
it to foreign markets. 

But the farmer can not do this and make his living when he must 
sell his surplus in markets where wheat and corn and cotton and pro- 
visions are found that were produced at half the cost of labor he had 
to pay for making his crops. No device that we can provide will en- 
able him or us to force the market price of his produce toa higher figure. 
If he could invest the proceeds of his crop in some article that is cheaper 
in the foreign market than it is at home he could get along. À 

But the tariff, levied to raise prices in the home market, finds that 
market too small for him. A bushel measure will not hold two bush- 
els of wheat. Our tariff has not raised the prices of any commodity 
named in the amendment I offer. We can not fix the prices of them, 
because we have only a home demand for a part of what is produced. 

If the farmer takes 1,000 bushels of wheat to New York and finds 
that the home market has been fully supplied, he must find a foreign 
market. He passes on to Boston, through Providence, R. I., and finds 
that he can not sell his wheat. Their larders are stocked with pro- 
visions, their barns with corn, their factories with cotton, and they can 
buy no more because they can notconsumeit, He must seek a distant, 
foreign, and poorer people to purchase his produce. : 

Knowing this and that he can not help himself, our home-market 
patriots force him to sell to them at the depressed foreign prices. 
They never offer more. Heasks that he may be permitted to exchange 
his wheat in the country of low prices, to which he is compelled to 
take it for clothing for his family at correspondingly low prices. The 
home-market patriot refuses the request, and tells him he must pay 47 
per cent. duty on his goods if he buys and imports them from abroad; 
that the home market is intended for domestic producers, and not for 
importers, 

The flagrant injustice of thisscheme could not be made more obvious. 
We destroy the class that supports mankind because we are not able 
to consume all they produce. We compel them to lose 47 per cent. on 
the whole value of their crops that they may make money by the use of 
their capital. If it was necessary to do this to support the Government 
the farmer would not complain, But it is not necessary, 

It is distinctly announced on this floor that this bill in many of its 
leading provisions is intended to keep money from going into the Treas- 
ury by preventing importations, and thus to divert it into the pockets 
of the protected classes. 

But the farmer then asks Congress to give him a drawback on what 
he buys abroad with his wheat that he has been forced to export to find 
a market. His wheat, raised at a cost for labor of 33 cents per bushel, 
is sold in the foreign market in competition with wheat grown ata 
cost for labor of 16 cents per bushel. He asks the home-market patriot 
to refund the 16 cents per bushel to him on this ground: that he had 
6,000 bushels of wheat and sold 5,000 bushels at Providence, R. I., to 
the home-market patriot, who refused to pay him prices higher than 
the Liverpool prices, minus the freight across the ocean. 

In thus pricing his whole crop by this iron rule he has been com- 
pelled to lose 16 cents a bushel on 6,000 bushels, or $960. He does 
not ask the home-market patriot to return all this loss to him, but he 
does demand, and I here demand it for him, that he shall have the 
loss on the 1,000 bushels he exports made up to him. He is an ex- 
porter and a friend of his country, being an exporter, and is entitled to 
just as much consideration and as much pay and bounty out of the 
8 as to the manufacturer here at home. 

The home- market patriot and all consumers of wheat will say in 
reply to my demand, ‘‘This will add 16 per cent. to the price of all 
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wheat sold for consumption in the home market.“ If it should do this it 


would still be 31 cent. less than the tariff is intended to add and 
does add to all other protected goods in the home market. But it 
could not add anything above 3 per cent. to the price of wheat, if it 
should add that much. 

We do not make that price in the United States. It is made in Liv- 
erpool, and, like the price of wool, it is the world’s price. That price 
responds to the world’s demand, not to the demand and supply in the 
United States. 

Canada and the Argentine Republie have as much control of that 
price, in respect of wheat, as we have, and India, Russia, and Australia 
have much more control of it than we have. The least pinch of the 
American stomach, on account of hunger, would send the duty on Cana- 
dian and Russian wheat to zero. It would then come in at prices regu- 
lated by supply and demand and would ignore tariff laws. 

If we should add 16 cents a bushel to value of wheat in the United 
States by giving that amount of premium to the exporter, it would 
not increase the price in Liverpool, and that would regulate the price 
here. That the export would increase there is no doubt, but every 
additional bushel exported would only operate to lower the price in 
Liverpool. 

Sixteen cents a bushel on the 1,000 bushels of wheat that is exported 
could not enable the producer to raise the price of his 5,000 bushels 
consumed here above 3 cents a bushel. His 1,000 bushels of exported 
wheat would not control the price of wheat in Canada and Russia. 
It might make it necessary to do what a decent respect for the com- 
mon sense of mankind requires that we should now do, repeal the 
sham duties on wheat, corn, provisions, and other farm produce, of 
which we produce an excess, and let them in free, as we do cotton, and 
even the cotton waste from foreign factories. The treatment of cotton 
in our tariff answers the whole question as to our tariff sham on articles 
that we can find no consumption for at home. 

How can this 16 per cent.—the higher cost of labor here than of for- 
eign labor employed in growing wheat—be safely and justly refunded 
to the wheat-grower in the United States so that he will besure to get 
it and so that he can not harm any other person in its use? Ian- 
swer this question by the following expedient, which my amendment 

rovides. 
= Give the owner of wheat, after it is aboard ship and the vessel is 
cleared for a foreign port, a certificate showing that he has exported 
wheat to acertain foreign port or place; that the quantity is 1,000 
bushels; that its grade is first class or otherwise; that it is worth 
$1,000, and that this entitles him to a coupon or certificate for $33, or 
whatever it is at 3 per cent. ad valorem, deliverable, with the coupon 
attached, to bearer, without indorsement, or with indorsement if that 
is the safer plan; make the certificate redeemable only in the payment 
ot customs dues on importations for consumption in the United States. 

Importers alone would expect to be the buyers of such certificates, 
as they alone could use them; but thefarmers would become importers 
whenever the price of certificates should be below par. In doing this 
they would earn for themselves the importers’ profits. In such busi- 
ness the efforts of the farmers at co-opgration, through alliances and 
granges, would benefit them and the whole country. 

The percentage on the crop consumed at home would be very small, 
Estimating the wheat exported at $1 per bushel, the percentage would 
be at 25 cents per bushel the entire crop of the country, If the pur- 
chasing power of a bushel of wheat in the home market should bead- 
vanced 3 per cent., that would be far short of the power of the manu- 
factured goods in the same market in the purchase of the farmer’s 
bushel of wheat. 

The real difficulty would be that wheat and other exports would be 
drained from the country to get the premiums on exportation. This 
would certainly occur unless the price of wheat in the United States 
was advanced 3 per cent. This would bea very meager compensation- 
for the higher price of labor employed in the United States in growing 
wheat, as com with the price in other wheat-growing countries. 
It would be in still more striking contrast with the compensation given, 
under this tariff bill, as it is alleged, to make up to the laborer em- 
ployed in factories the difference in wages here and in transatlantic 
countries. 

There is no principle of justice in any tax law that provides such 
benefits to one class of American laborers and denies them to another. 
I do not approve this as a provision in any tariff law, but it is a cruel 
wrong to farm laborers to pass this bill without making some provision 
of this kind to equalize the burdens of taxation or the benefits of tax- 
ation, if there can be any benefit in taxation, and to give them a chance 
to live. 

So, if this amendment should increase the price at home of all the 
farm products named in it, no one but the consumer, who is neither 
miner, farmer, manufacturer, nor capitalist, could have any right to 
complain. It would increase transportation and would thus assist rail- 
road employés and mariners. It would enable the farmers to build 
better houses and to work with better tools, thus helping the black- 
smiths, carpenters, painters, and lumbermen. 

The farmer would have something to buy with and would thus be- 
come a better patron of schools and of all manufacturing industries. 


It would cause the tree to grow at the root instead of at the branch 
where the graft or bud is set in its body or limbs. 

The professions, middlemen, men who adorn the walks of polite pov- 
erty through their luxurious indolence, the loafers and tramps—whether 
they are useful grafts or injurious warts or parasites on the tree*-would 
still be nourished by its increased vigor. 

But I must not overdraw the picture of the benefits that would fol- 
low the increase of prices of agricultural products to be accomplished 
by this amendment. 

Any considerable increase of the export of such products would lower 
the markets abroad, and so lower the markets at home. 

The farmer’s money, the export certificates, would increase the im- 
ports and lower the price of domestic manufactures. 

This new element of competition would also lower the importer’s 
profits. It would enable the different great classes of industries to 
help each other by cheapening certain selected imports useful to them 
in their business and would cause each to watch the other with pru- 
dent vigilance. It would soon teach our people that lower rates of tax- 
ation were conducive to the general welfare. 

But one portion of our farmers would get these export certificates 
and others would not. 5 
That would make no difference if their effect is to raise the price by 
3 per cent. of the entire classes of exported articles he aea p in this 
amendment, or if that should not be the effect the use ot the certifi- 
cates in paying duties would cause a reduction of prices in other goods 

that are needed by them. 

The scheme may not be perfect. Experience may enable us to bet- 
ter it, but its tendency as far as it reaches is good, and no evil or in- 
justice can come of it. 

It is the only practical measure that has been proposed so far that se- 
cures to the farm laborer or farm-owner any ecompensation—a word fre- 
quently used in this debate—for the competition he must endure with 
underpaid laborers in other countries. 

Such a tariff as this new departure should be modified by some 
amendment, such as that I have had the honor to suggest, for the ben- 
efit of the only class of men in the United States who must labor from 
year’s end to year’s end, and who have no recognition either in the 
laws or in the taxing policy of our Government. This amendment is 
confined to our great staples in their raw condition. Any and every 
manufacture based on them is fully protected by high import duties, 

These staples should be pois i by a like duty of 3 per cent. ad 
valorem, mainly for the purpose of preventing reimportation, and also 
a guaranty against their introduction trom foreign countries. This is 
a new policy, made necessary by a system of tariff taxation thatis also 
new. A tariff that has for its avowed and well secured object the 
granting of favors to men because they manufacture for the home mar- 
ket, and, at the expense of all revenue, shuts off the possible compe- 
tition of imported articles, is a new departure. It will in some way or 
form prevail, and the friends of agricultural labor and production must 
take it as it is or endeavor to improve it. Failing in this, we have still 
done our duty, which we should neglect if we made no effort. 

I repeat that the whole principle involved in this amendment is 
that ina tariff law it is proper to secure to American labor the advan- 
tage of the difference in the price of labor between our country and 
foreign lands. The great national parties have all gone this far in sus- 
taining the doctrine of protection for the sake of protection. : 

No tariff law has ever been enacted that has not discriminated in 
the rate of taxation between the articles used by the rich and the 2 
This bill does this, only it makes the soft lines for the rich and the 
hard ones for the poor. What it gives to the rich in bounties would 
make the hearts of millions of our toilers, who are-not rich, rejoice if 
they had it in food and raiment. This amendment taxes nothing. It 
reduces taxation without lessening the revenue. It will increase the 
revenue by causing larger importations at the rates provided in the 
bill, but it will increase the competition in the home market, and in 
that way reduce prices of the necessaries of life. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama a question, 
ifthe Senator from Indiana will allow me, in regard to a statement 
made by him which I am afraid I imperfectly heard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know whether! understood the Senator from 
Alabama to say that the plan or scheme of the Pan-American Congress 
which has just been held originated with Mr. Cleveland or his Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. I did not say that it originated with 
Mr, Cleveland's Administration. I said it was supported by the en- 
tire body of the Democracy. The bill was approved by Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. HOAR. I heard what the Senator said imperfectly. Isuppose 
we all remember that it was proposed and very earnestly p uring 
the brief Administration of President Garfield, by Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, I think that is a proper credit to be given to 
him, but the bill originated in the Democratic House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. GRAY. The scheme which was carried out and upon which the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


SEPTEMBER 3, 


ted in 


recent Pan-American Conference just adjourned was held 
the House of Representatives in 1888, I think, in the Fiftieth A 
and the law which was passed by the Fiftieth Congress was carried out 


80 far by Mr. Cleveland’s Administration that the invitations upon which 


the di to the Pan-American Congress assembled were issued by 
the State Department under Mr. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware begins his narrative in the 
middle of the history, that is all. What he says is true. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] will probablay be able to state fully. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state that in the Committee on Foreign Re- 

where the measure was di the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], the colleague of the Senator who is now on his feet, was a 
prominent, active, able, and efficient advocate of the plan, and he met 
no Democratic opposition. There was criticism around, of course, on 
all sides of that committee’s table as to the best means to be adopted 
and the probable success of the enterprise, but there was a patriotic 
sentiment which animated every gentleman in that committee-room in 
favor of this first definite and distinct effort at concert of action in an 
authentic way between the different Governments on this hemisphere. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no doubt that was the situation 
in the committee and that all the members of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations were in accord in the matter. However, the Senator 
from Alabama and the Senator from-Delaware are speaking of a subse- 
quent stage in the history of this great movement. Long before the 
Democratic House of Representatives, to which the Senator trom Del- 
aware referred, took any action in the matter, Mr. Blaine, then Secre- 
tary of State in the Garfield Administration, did, to use the language 
of the Senator from Alabama, form a definite and clear view of this 
plan, and it was, I may say, the distinguishing feature of the foreign 
policy of that Administration during the short time covered by the life 
of General Garfield and the administration of Mr. Blaine of the State 
Department, I have sent for the documents, which I will have here 
later and will putin some time during thedebate. It went so far that 
the invitations were extended to the same nations that under the act 
which passed six years later were invited to assemble. Letters were 
sent out and the whole scheme and plan was just as clearly and plainly 
in the mind of Mr. Blaine, then Secretary of State, as it has been in 
anybody’s mind since. It dropped out when he left the State Depart- 
ment anda change took place, and was allowed to sleep until it was re- 
vived, but the scheme, the great general plan was just as plainly and 
clearly in the mind of Mr. Blaine at that time as it ever has been since, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the debate now drawing towards 
2 close will soon pass into history as one of the most remarkable, in 
many of its features, ever known in this or in any other legislative 
body. On one side of this Chamber there has been bold, fearless in- 
vestigation into every question presented, while on the other, at every 
step, there has been a manifest and anxious desire to evade scrutiny, 
shut off the light, and push through this measure of increased and dis- 
honest taxation by forced marches, under cover of silence and darkness. 

No seeret midnight marauding expedition ever set forth with more 
dread of discovery, disturbance, and discussion than has been displayed 
by the supporters of the pending bill from the first moment it was 
called up for action to the present hour. The manner and circum- 
stances which attended and secured its passage in the House in the 
narrow space of a three days’ debate constituted the practical sup- 
pression of free speech on the of the Representatives of the people, 
and would have been more ming in a council of barbarians pre- 
Paring for a descent on helpless frontier settlements for purposes of 
plunder than in a civilized legislative body engaged in shaping the 
revenue and trade policy of a great government. 

The war-whoop and the scalping-knife of the protected monopolies 
could almost be heard and seen when the bill now before us was rushed 
through the House in guilty haste, practically without discussion, and 
wholly without regard for the publicinterests. And when it came here 
and was laid before this body, freighted with increased burdens to the 
people to the extent of hundreds of millions a year, the whole country 
took notice of the reluctance, the dread with which its authors and sup- 
porters were forced, after many days of silence and flight, to engage in 
the discussion of its provisions. 

The policy of absence from the Chamber whenever its vices and 
crimes have been laid bare was adopted by the majority side of the 
Chamber at the start and has been adhered to as far as possible all the 
way through. I impute a want of courage to no man nor set of men 
exceptin so far as conscience makes cowards of us all, but in that view 
of human nature the shrinking reluctance of those who are responsible 
for this bill to hear its enormities exposed is as easily comprehended 
as Macbeth’s terror at the appearance of Banquo’s ghost, 

There is a reproach in every schedule and in every line against the 
awful oppression of the laboring millions which none but seared and 
hardened consciences can calmly endure. Sir, were you born and 
raised on a farm and there instructed in the rich lessons of nature? 
Such was my fortune until I approached the threshold of manhood, 
and the habits of the flocks and herds of the fields, of the wild animals 
of the forests, and of the birds of the air became as familiar to my daily 
life as the pages of printed hooks are to me now. The conduct of the 


recalled one of 


majority of the Senate during this debate has vividl 
s farm and wit- 


the object-lessons of my youth, taught on my fa’ 
nessed by all wherever the farmer’s crop is exposed. 

The crow is a natural depredator, rapacious, unscrupulous, and 
yet wise, cunning, furtive, and adroit in his pursuits, and y 80 
in the face of danger. I would call him a robber but for fear of offend- 
ing the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], who called me to account 
some days ago for my remarks about robbers, and I would call him a 
thief but for the fact that I might be called to order for nsing unpar- 
liamentary language—towards the crow. But whether depredator, 
8 or thief, or all combined, he is wise and sagacious in his in- 

n 

When a flock of crows in a corn- feld, plucking the newly planted 
corn or otherwise engaged in pillage, discover the farmer approaching, 
gun in hand, seeking a shot with good aim, how quickly they disap- 
pear, how swiftly they find the shelter of the woods, there to watch and 
wait, as if in a cloak-room, until the farmer or his representative dis- 
appears. Whether the crow is merely acreature of instinct, or, like a 
Senator, has reason and a conscience which upbraid him into flight for 
his wrong-doing and in fear of punishment, need not be here consid- 
ered, but the intelligent farmer, wherever he may be in the United 
States, will have much the same opinion of one who supports this bill 
and runs from its discussion that he has of the crow who steals his 
corn and gets away without listening to the argument of his shotgun. 

In the mean time, however, complaints have been heard in certain 
quarters that delay in the e of this measure, occasioned by de- 
bate, has been injurious to the businessinterests of the country. Sir, 
what honest business interests ean be injured by delay in passing a bill 
which ought never to become a law? They can not be the legitimate, 
self-sustaining, self-respecting business interests whose prosperity is a 
blessing to all classes of the people. 

On the contrary, the impatient clamor we hear for the swift, unde- 
bated enactment of the pending scheme of subsidies, gratuities, boun- 
ties, frauds, false pretenses, and legalized Jarcenies comes from those 
huge and noxious parasites in the business world which are fastened 
upon every upright industry in the whole land; it comes from those 
parasitical plants growing upon the living parts of other plants, from 
the juices of which they derive their nutriment and flourish in wealth, 
while the great agricultural and labor plants of the country, on which 
they fasten and feed, are withering away in blight and ruin. 

This brutal cry for haste in binding still heavier burdens on the weary 
back of American labor comes from those who have already waxed fat 
and strong by swallowing up the earnings of others, who have built 

for their dwelling-places and strutted amongst the nobility of 
foreign courts in purple and fine linen and in the full blaze of dia- 
monds, all paid for many times over by the farmer and his wife, who 
have joined in executing a mortgage on their home and are in despair 
for fear of a sale under 0 re, A 

This cry for more speed in legislating for the further impoverish- 
ment of the already poor, in order to further enrich those who are al- 
ready bloated with wealth, comes also as a demand for the fulfillment 
of a contract, both express and implied, between the leaders of the 
party now in power and those partisan manufacturers from whom the 
fat was fried for political purposes in 1888, or, in other words, from 
whom vast sums of money were obtained with which to buy voters in 
“blocks of five,” and thus secure a title by purchase to the Presidency of 
the United States. 

The McKinley bill is for the stipulated return of that money an hun- 
dred-fold and to provide an inexhaustible reservoir from which to 
draw in the future. The stipulation in general terms for such legis- 
lation as this bill embraces is to be found in the Republican national 
platform, framed two years ago in the Chicago convention, wherein it 
is distinctly avowed that the policy of tariff protection is to be upheld 
without any reference whatever to the supply of revenue for the expenses 
of the Government. 

The promise was there made in parua which, with other conditions, 
had been without doubt already solemnly given in the private councils 
of the party, that come what might, an overflowing or an empty Treas- 
ury, mountain streams of revenue or no revenue at all, untaxed spirits 
and moonshine whisky set free from their hiding places, commerce swept 
from the oceans, and rotting wharves along our deserted seaboards— 
all these things and more might hapy en, but according to that plat- 
form the American manufacturer was Lever, under any circumstances, 
to be left without protection against foreign competition in trade, and 
was never to be disturbed in his mono; oly of high-priced sales to his 
enforced American customers. 

It was by virtue of such a bold and atrocious guaranty as this, with 
all the private arrangements and details which it implied, that Ameri- 
can manufacturers were induced to subiait to the fat-frying process of 
corrupt politics and to contribute to a partisan success. It is butnat- 
ural, therefore, that they should complain of delay when they behold 
every department of the-Government in the hands of those with whom 
they had their agreement, and when every day is a losa to them of an- 
ticipated millions under this criminal bill when it shall become a law. 

But who has heard any lament from the farmer, the mechanic, or 
the wage-worker because of the six weeks’ discussion which has taken 
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new and enlarged machinery of o 
been devised? Who has received a letter or a communication of any 
sort froma farmer, or an association of farmers, or from any labor organi- 
zation, that this bill be pushed forward with all the haste pos- 
sible in order that it may become a law at an early day? : 

The mails of Senators have groaned with appeals, memorials, and 
demands from manufacturers to hasten the great scheme in their be- 
half to a speedy conclusion, but an ap from a farmer for the swift 

the McKinley bill wo be as strange and irrational as 
an appeal from an innocent man under sentence of death that the date 
of his execution might be advanced on the calendar and his time to 
live made shorter. When Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
haye deplored the suffering condition of the business interests of the 
country while waiting for the passage of this bill, they have ignored 
the existence of agricultural interests, the basis of all the strength, 
wealth, and glory of a nation; they have thought of the farmer and of 
the sons of toil of every description only as subject to tribute for the 
aggrandizement of the protected few. 

What evidence does this bill contain that the American laborer, 
whether on farm lands, in workshops, in the mines, in blast furnaces, 
factories, or rolling mills, has even been thought of, much less cared 
for? In what schedule, section, or line can the wage-worker or the 
Knight of Labor find that a thought has been bestowed on the perma- 
nency of his employment or on the sufficiency and security of his wages? 
The advocates of a high protective tariff have for years flooded the world 
with the false pretense that the prosperity of the laborer was their 
prime concern. 

Where and when has their benevolence towards laboring people been 
manifested except in words, empty, idle words, full of sound and fury, 
but signifying nothing in the hour of need? Provision is mate here 
for increased tariff taxes on cotton warps and other articles of wearing 
apparel manufactured by the Arlington Mills Company in Massachu- 
setts, in order to afford still further protection and still higher prices 
for their goods, although now, and for twenty years past, their average 
annual dividends upon the capital invested have been over 20 per cent. 
and are growing larger every year; but where do you discern any pro- 
tection for those who work in those mills against a reduction of their 
— i a discharge in midwinter and without cause? 

What legal help does the policy of tariff protection afford the six 
millions and more of employed laborers in manufacturing, mining, and 
other pursuits? I invoke the attention and scrutiny of every laborer 
and of every labor organization in the United States on this point. I 
challenge an investigation of every tariff law on the statute-books, and 
also of every item in the pending bill, soon to become the worst, the 
most vicious law of them all. 

All the great interests which depend on human toil are pro- 
tected as if by triple rows of steel, but the toiler himself is left totally 
at the mercy of his employer’s avarice, Profits are piled up like 
mountain ranges for the monopolist in manufacture and trade, but of 
what advantage is that to the men and women whose labor creates 
everything from which these profits arise? The flush and swollen 
streams of wealth caused by the policy of a high protective tariff flow 
as certainly into the coffers of the monopolist as the river flows into 
the ocean, losing not one drop on its way for the benefit of the wage- 
worker, 

In fact, the prime, sole, and fundamental principle of a protective 
tarift is to create monopoly and beget monopolists, without a thought 
of dividing profits with labor or of giving the laborer an interest in the 
enormous gains that may accrue. Monopoly is defined to be the ex- 
clusive possession of anything, such as a commodity or a market, the 
sole rightof buying, selling, or manufacturinganything. To monopo- 
lize is to buy up or obtain possession of the whole so as to sell at one’s 
own price, to engross the whole, as of any branch of trade; and a mo- 
nopolist is described as one who engrosses a branch of trade by hav- 
ing all others excluded from it. 

The policy of high protection is to secure for the American manu- 
facturer just such a monopoly in the sale of his productsin the Amer- 
ican market as is here defined, without the slightest restraint on him 
in his dealings with labor and without the slightest pretense that the 
laborer is to share in his increased prosperity and prodigious incomes, 
or even be protected from loss of employmentandstarvation. If Con- 
gress can legislate for the interests of the manufacturing class of our 
citizens, overlooking none, but enriching them all from the manufact- 
urers of pins, hooks and eyes, and sleeve buttons, tothe manufacturers 
of woolen wear, window glass, and steel rails, why can the laborer re- 
ceive no help by law in his dire extremity ? 

If arate of tariff duty can be fixed to insure a splendid income to 
the manniacturer and summer trips abroad for himself and family, 
why can not a rate of wages be fixed sufficient to insure the laborer a 
comfortable subsistence and a shelter for his wife and children? Ir 
Tam told that wages can not be regulated by law between private parties, 
my answer is that slavery was abolished atfrightful cost in this coun- 
try because slaves did not receive wages, although in the long run, 
measuring their lives from infancy to old age, they received more for 


their labor than those who now toil for the protected and privileged. 
monopolists of the country. 3 

Sir, I am weary and my spirit is vexed by hearing the incessant, 
unending, and brazen cry for relief, for help, for protection, in behalf 
of the most powerful moneyed class on the face of the globe, while the 
poor and laboring ones of earth are left without a word of sympathy 
or a line of law to save them from destruction. The face of this bill 
gleams in every line with great solid nuggets of gold for the nabobs of 
man and trade, while it is as barren ot fruit for the laborer as 
the fig-tree which withered at the curse of our Savior; and the ap- 
peals which have been made by Senators for its 3 impressed 
me very much as if 8 an argument for the protection of a 
school of man- eating ‘ks in their rapacious desire to eat up every- 
thing that comes in their way. 

I insist that the time has come and events are now here which de- 
mand that law, plainly written law, and not armed squads of reckless 
men, hired at private contract by corporation money to commit mur- 
der, shall be the stern arbiter between capital and labor and shall set- 
tle all their differences as to the amount of wages and tenure of em- 
pomas A few days ago, in the capital of the Empire State of the 

nion, a lawless body of men, with no more authority to interfere in 
affairs than a mob or a vigilance committee, bnt acting at the behest 
of a great corporation, fired on unarmed people and shed the blood of 
a harmless boy who happened in that vicinity as a bystander. 

Whether that boy lives or is dead I know not, butif dead I do know 
that the guilt and stains of murder would be on the soul of that cor- 
poration, if it had a soul. Until the official powers of a Government 
have failed in their efforts to protect life and property or have refused 
their aid when the public peace is threatened, the private right to em- 
ploy force can notarise. Otherwise the very objects for which Govern- 
ments are organized and laws enacted may be superseded, set aside, 
and usurped by any combination which has money enough to hire a 
sufficient armed force. 

It is true that the labor troubles and bloodshed in New York are not 
within our jurisdiction, but a deep and instructive lesson has been 
taught there which should not be lost on Congress in matters where it 
has control. Less than eighteen months ago the powerful syndicates 
and corporations engaged in iron and steel manufactures in Western 
Pennsylvania confronted their employed labor with a 15 per cent. re- 
duction of wages or a discharge. What a spectacle for the statesman, 
the philosopher, and the christian to contemplate. 

On the one hand towered the colossal creatures of our profuse and 
profligate bounties, and on the otber hand, with care-worn and anxious 
faces, and in dread, stood toiling men, women, and children by thou- 
sands, bereft of all recognition from their Government, unknown to 
the laws, unprotected from malignant wrong and injustice, hel and 
defenseless, and wholly at the mercy of pitiless and acc avarice. 
On the one hand was the power of money, the plutocracy, with the 
millions and hundreds and thousands of millions accrued by virtue 
of a high protective tariff, and on the other were God's poor, who eat 
their bread in the sweat of their faces, and for whose safety, equality, 
and very existence in such an em this Government has never 
deigned to make the slightest provision. 

How unequal sucha contest and how vain to expect a cure ina 
strike! Why should the laborer be left to measure the pitiful resources 
of his poverty and his chances to live and escape want without work, 
against the measureless millions of those who have been pampered, fos- 
tered, decorated, and festooned by the special legislation of their Gov- 
ernment? A strike against the oppression of arrogant, organized cap- 
ital is always right in itself and is often a balm to the labore1’s sense 
of outraged manhood; but he should not be abandoned by the laws of 
his country to the hazard, loss, and peril of such a resort for redress. 
I turn to the Associated Press dispatches of June 29, 1889, sent from 
Pittsbargh, and find the following: 

The tron-workers’ strike is now ou, and by to-morrow noon the milis will be 
idle. The conference of the wage committee of the Amal, ted Association 
and the iron manufacturers afternoon was short anddecisive. The work- 
ers’ re tatives stated that the lod: had voted upon the question of a re- 
2 ⁵˙ A.. ĩͤ DOL pay AAMA EIN 
There was but little discussion, and the da Ania e parap dic, after 
being in session but twenty-five minutes. The members of the Amalgamated 
Association went into consultation at once at their headquarters, and will have 
their scale presented to the manufacturers to sign or reject, as they see 
sh) een interview to-night.” continue the dispatches of that date,“ Mr. Verner 
ofthe Pittsburgh Forge and Iron Company, said the shut-down would be com- 
plete. The statement that the mills were closing for repairs is untrue. es é 
are closing because the man urers will not pay the present his ven He 
further that it was impossible to predict the outcome, but one thing was cer- 
tain, the manufacturers would not sign the scale unless there was an advance 
in the price ofiron. They will not consent to arbitration and the wages must 
be $ per ton or nothing. The workmen are equally determined to stand out 
for the scale, and from present indications the struggle will be protracted and 
bitter. In this city 28,500 men will be thrown out of employment z thestrike, 
and in the West it is estimated that not less than 55,000 workmen will be affected. 


Yes, the workmen, as stated ing these dispatches, were fully de- 
termined to stand out for their rights, and it was predicted that the 
struggle would bea long one. Such, however, was not the case. While 
everything was peaceful, with negotiations still attempted, and not a 
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hand or voice lifted against person or property, the ill gotten money of 
Carnegie and his confederates in sinful greed suddenly brought a large 
body upon the ground, known as Pinkerton’s men, armed, as stated at 
the time, with Winchester rifles carrying each sixteen balls. 

This was the only kind of arbitration admissible by subsidized syn- 
dicates and bounty-fed scoundrels in their dealings with American la- 
borers on the subjectof wages. The bey iphones in the employ of the 

of the present day was notified by the presence of powder 
and lead that he should work at the reduced rates offered or be driven 
from his poor little home to make way for others and to tramp forth 
into the world in idleness and in want. 

With no law to guaranty him a single right or to encourage, shel- 
ter, or protect him in his distress, he looked into the frightened faces 
of his wife and children, then upon the armed men who were brought 
there to murder him in a certain contingency, and then thought of the 
future for his little flock. He surrendered to the blackest, the foul- 
est iniquity of the age, and went to work to earn a dollar and be paid 
85 cents; he surrendered to a hired assault with intent to commit 
murder, and the strike was ended. 

The organs and advocates of monopoly and of the aristocracy of 
riches congratulated themselves and each other on the rebuke which 
labor had received for daring to question a reduction of wages, and 
then all again was still. But will it be always thus? It has been 
said that the people are patient to a certain point and then dangers 
begin to thicken. Let moneyed caste and privileged wealth take 
warning now. There is a spirit up and abroad in this land which will 
not much longer brook the oppressor’s rod in the homes of labor. 

There is not to-day a government in Europe where such a body as 
Pinkerton’s men could take the place of official authority and shoot 
down citizens by private command and for private pay without being 
instantly arrested or torn to pieces by the populace. It requires no 
vision of prophesy to foresee that such lawless mercenaries, swift to 
shed blood, together with those who traffic for their services, will share 
the same fate at no distant day in this country if the horrible practice 
of their employment is persisted in. 

It is the total absence of law for the protection of labor and too much 
law for the protection of capital that fill the future with the dangers 
Iam pointing ont. It is such legislation as the McKinley bill, giving 
everything to one class, discriminating in every line in favor of the 
rich and against the poor, protecting those who need no. protection 
and passing by without notice or mention those who do; it is such 
abominable legislation as this which darkens labor lodges all over the 
land with discontent and justly animates a spirit of bitter resentment 
towards such a policy and its authors. 

But the supporters of protective tariff taxation, when exposed and 
arraigned for their flagrant disregard of the interests of the laborer, fall 
back on their claim that to enable him to get employment at all it is 
necessary to keep the products of foreign labor out of our markets, 
and to thus protect the American manufacturer in prices for the sale of 
his goods which will warrant him in staying in the business and in pay- 
ing good wages. A great fact, however, has been brought out and es- 
tablished in this debate which will forever refute, if it does not silence, 
this false pretension. Fe 

The American laborer engaged in American manufactories has been 
brought, as is conclusively shown, under our present system, to work 
in competition with the cheap labor and pauper classes of Europe. 
If a protective tariff is to give him higher wages than are paid in tor- 
eign countries, how is it that his employer can take the labor products 
of his hands and sell them in open foreign markets without the faintest 
trace of protection against trade competition in similar products from 
any quarter of the globe? 

The American manufacturer does not dispose of his wares and mer- 
chandise in any market, at home or abroad, without distinct and en- 
joyable profits, and yet he is found in the distant markets of foreign 
lands advertising and selling his manufactured commodities, labor con- 
stituting three-fourths of their value, without fear of being undersold, 
alongsideofsimilar commodities manufactured by the lowest paid, half- 
starved, and most brutalized labor classes on the face of the earth. It 
will not avail gentlemen on the opposite side of the Chamber to at- 
tempt to evade the crushing exposure on this point made by the able 
and eloquent Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], nor to escape its force 
on the public mind by the pettifogging practices of a justice’s court. 

The fact stands unassailable that American manufacturers who 
clamor open-monthed, in season and out of season, for protection in 
their home markets, and threaten to shut down and throw labor out 
of employment unless they get it, are now caught vending their goods 
to foreign purchasers at one-half their selling prices to home consum- 
ers and without any protection or favor at all. 

The Senator from Missouri held in his hand a foreign edition of the 
Mail and Export Journal, a publication devoted to commerce and trade, 
and in its columns were the advertisements of one hundred and sixty- 
six protected American manufacturing firms, giving the articles which 
they offer for sale in the South American trade, together with their 
prices there. Each article is marked with the price at which it will 
be sold, and no question is raised about wholesale or retail dealings in 
the printed and specific terms of sale. 


The American manufacturer has simply discovered that left free, as 
he is, to cheapen labor to its lowest point by practicing on want and 
necessity, to reduce wages whenever avarice dictates an experiment 
on human 3 can go where he i preia with his wares, com- 

ly with all the conditions imposed on others, and sell as low as the 

uropean manufacturer, who without disguise traffles in toiling men 
and women, underpaid, underfed, and driven by destitution to toil on 
any terms to sustain life. 

For an article which he can and does sell at a profit for $50 in a foreign 
market where he has the natural and honest competition of free com- 
merce, he charges and receives $100 in his home market, because no one 
is permitted to come here and undersell him, but the labor which pro- 
duces the article, whether sold at home or abroad, is the same, and the 
wages paid must, of course, be in accord with the Jowest and not the 
highest priced market in which the article is disposed of. The manu- 
facturer does not sell at a loss anywhere, and his chief concern is to 
keep the wage account of the laborer from lowering his own profit ac- 
count in the same piece of work. sold in South America, in North 
America, or in any other part of the world. 

We are therefore warranted in drawing two conclusions from these 
facts, so far as the interests of the wage-worker are concerned: First, 
the manufacturer can without the aid of protection keep open his mills 
and shops and afford the wage-worker as much employment as he gives 
him now and, second, that the rate of wages now paid is not enhanced 
by the profits of a protected home market, but is in proportion to the 
lowest prices which the products of labor command in the unprotected 
markets of the world, t the American wagé-worker bear these facts 
and conclusions in mind, and seek protection by law for himself, rather 
than for his oppressor, and a day of prosperity and peace will soon dawn 
upon him and his. 

But turning at this point to other fields of toil, where the eldest 
born and tallest of the whole brotherhood of labor dwells, I ask the 
farmer now, after a full and free discussion of the pending bill, to en- 
ter into counsel with himself and his neighbors, and to discover, if 
R a single provision in its voluminous pages which contains a 

lessing and not a curse for him and his class. Let him take up and 
consider the point which I have just submitted and left with the wage- 
worker. Let him examine the home prices and then the foreign prices 
for agricultural implements manufactured in thiscountry. They have 
been kept under cover and out of reach of comparison as long as pos- 
sible, but they are all public now, 

How dares the American manufacturer compel the American farmer 
to pay him $65 for a mower which he sells in South America for $40 
or $90 for a feed-cutter which he sells in the Argentine Republic for 
$60? The following table discloses in brief space the increase of prices 
in the protected home market, where the farmer is compelled to buy, 
over the natural and honest prices of the same articles in foreign mar- 
kets, where it has no protection and needs none: 


Foreign | Home 

price. price, 
$9.00 £18.00 
4.00 8.00 
30, 00 45.00 
40. 00 65.00 
17.00 25.00 
Cumming feed-cutter, No. 3.. 60. 00 90. 00 
Ann Arbor cutter, No, 2. 28.00 10. 00 
Ann Arbor cutter, No. 1 16.00 28. 00 
Clipper cutter ..... 9.50 18, 00 
Lever cutter. 4.25 8. 00 
Cultivator ... 22.00 0. 00 
„ eobSseyecgepoovcceyectsscasecdpanstnsaveuss os 00. 00 90. 00 


The same rule of different prices for the same article, depending on 
its sale at home or abroad, which this list contains is to be found in 
the way of discounts and other trade arrangements of from 10 to 70 
per cent. in favor of the foreign purchaser, and discriminating against 
the home consumer on nearly every species of manufacture known to 
American industry. I submit a partial list of utensils indispensable 
to the farmer which are manufactured in this country and sold abroad 
cheaper than he can buy them here: 

Wheel hoe, cultivator, rake, and plow; all-steel horse hoe and cul- 
tivator with wheel; all-steel plain cultivator with wheel; lock-lever 
rakes; self-dump hay-rakes; hay-tedder; potato-digger. 

Plows: Two-horse, chilled, 9-inch cut; same, all steel. Chilled, 10- 
inch cut; all steel, 10-inch cut. Two or three horse, chilled, sr. ; same, 
all steel. Two or three horse, chilled, jr.; same, all steel. Two-gang, 
four horses, steel. 

Shovels: Cast-steel, long handles, round point, No. 1 and No. 3; cast- 
steel, D handle, round point, No. 2 and No. 3. 2 

Spades, cast-steel, D handle, No. 2; No. 3, cast steel, long handles. 

Rakes: The S. R. Nye improved 22-tooth and 26-tooth; Waldron’s 
patter, oiled; silver steel, painted; Western Dutchman, bronzed; 
fine cutlery steel, full painted; all steel, full polished. 

Grainscythes: Waldron’s pattern, oiled; silver steel, painted; clover 
oiled; clipper, bronzed and painted. 
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To this list may be added the statement of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, which I quote: 

Also table and butcher knives, scissors, spoons, fo , drills, duck and twine, 
electrical appliances, explosives, mills, boilers, flue-cleaners, augers, wrenches, 
vises, blacksmiths’ tools, hoisting engines, jack-screws, pails, water-coolers, 
wash-tubs, keelers, N lamps, miners’ tools, keys, locks, meat-cutters, 
lathes, saws, ete., on which the discount to foreign purchasers ranges trom 10 to 
70 per cent. 

So general, extensive, and well known has this fraud on American 
purchasers become, that even the Engineering and Mining Journal, a 
protectionist publication, on the 15th of March last was constrained to 
rebuke it in language as follows: 

So soon as an industry has attained the position where it can more than sup- 
ply our home market and has to send its goods abroad, where they compete 
vith those of foreign manufacturers, it is evident that they are either giving 
the foreigners the benefitof lower rates than they do our own — 455 or that 
they are able to get along at home without any protection. It is not fair that our 
propie should be made to pay more than foreigners for the products of out own 

and, 


It will be remembered how innocent the majority of the Senate ap- 
peared of all knowledge of this pernicious abuse and how strenuously 
they denied its existence, and yet here is a leading journal on the side 
of protection which admits all that has been charged and says that the 
lower rates at which American manufacturers sell to foreigners make it 
evident that they are able to get along at home without protection. I 
submit also the testimony of Mr, A. B, Farquhar, one of the largest pro- 
tected manufacturers of farming implements in the United States, presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania Agricultural Works at York, and one of the 
heaviest exporters of American agricultural implements in this country. 
His answer to a question is published in a paper known as the Farmers’ 
Call, and is as follows: 

The fact is that our protective laws are a monstrous swindle upon the ag- 
ricultaral community. a manufacturer I was inclined to res SNe upon 
the subject, for the reason that it was natural to suppose if anybody was bene- 
fited it was the manufacturing class, to which I belong. But, as I have ex- 
plained, the farmer is being destroyed. We are killing the goose for the golden 
egg. And I honestly believe now it is to the interest of the manufacturers them- 
selves to eliminate the protective feature from our tariff laws. 

Certainly our manufactures are sold much lower abroad; we could only need 
protection to get better prices from our customers at home. We do manufact- 
ure and sell in Canada, South America, and Europe many agricultural imple- 
ments and machines, and could we have free raw material and the commercial 
advantages which freo trade would give us America would become the great 
manufacturing emporium of the world, and the farmer, of course, would share 
the prosperity, since he would have less 4 good for everything and get better 
prices for all he sold. Go on with your g work. When the farmer begins 
to think and rise up against this swindle it is doomed. 

These are glorious words, and I hail them as an indication full of 
promise for tariff reform and for justice in the future. 

But in this connection I invite the farmer to look at another and 
kindred feature of fraud in the monstrous swindle which our tariff 
system has become on all agricultural communities. What does the 
term ‘‘rebate’’ mean in tariff legislation and why has such a princi- 
ple been put in our tariff laws? When the farmer finds the true an- 
swer to this question his heart will burn within him in righteous 
wrath, I will give the answer in brief space. 

An American manufacturer imports, we will say, $200 worth of steel 
in two parcels and pays on each 815 duty at the New York custom- 
house. He then manufactures separately these parcels into plows, 
hoes, spades, or other utensils such as farmers use, and pays $50 for 
the labor which manufactures each parcel. The expense account of 
the manufacturer, therefore, for each of these two lots of farming uten- 
sils will stand: 


Steel ee neta een oe a eeu eeu one eee ne Sel one $100 
BO a eg RE es ne fe Sy eR a Pa a A PE TES 45 
1G Vi Saas Bee Se So Se eer ee Se — 50 
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He must, of course, get all this back and realize a profit for himself 
besides, which he fixes, we will assume, at $45 on the whole transac- 
tion, being $22.50 on each lot when sold. This he can proceed to do 
by selling one lot to a Canadian, or other purchaser for foreign use, at 
$175, and receiving back from the Government $42.50 of the tariff duty 
he has paid, being the amount of rebate on $100 worth of imported 
steel when manufactared here and sold to a foreign purchaser. 

For the other lot of these agricultural implements manufactured out 
of the other $100 worth of steel the American farmer appears as a 
purchaser, and heis compelled to pay $217.50 because nothing has been 
done in the laws which by any possibility can reduce prices to him. 
Such are the workings of our existing system of rebate, and it was 
adopted and has been upheld in order to enable the American manu- 
facturer to command foreign custom and to break into foreign markets 
with cheap-priced goods, while he is protected in inflicting extortionate 
prices for the same articles on those who under the compulsion of un- 
just laws purchase from him at home. 

In order to enlarge the opportunities of the manufacturer and to in- 
crease his chances for profits and gains, he is allowed practically free 
material for all the manufactured commodities which he can sell to 
foreigners, while the American farmer is cut off from all chance or op- 
portunity to even look around him in a free market in quest of fair 
bargains. He is hemmed in and away from all those old-fashioned, 


honest marts of trade where prices are fixed by people competing with 
each other, He is corralled and driven by a prohibitory tariff to the 
booths and stalls of monopoly, and there furnished the necessities of 
life with as arbitrary a disregard for what he thinks as to their prices 
as the landlord of a road-side tavern has for the views of the horse to 
whom he feeds corn and hay. 

But with all the widespread care and vigilant solicitude of high 
protective tariff legislation for the walled-in and gluttonish home 
markets of the American manufacturer and for his easy and profitable 
access to the trade of the world abroad, I challenge the authors, aiders, 
and abettors of the McKinley bill to point out in it a single paragraph, 
line, or word wherein the farmer is aided to a better market anywhere 
on the earth for what he has to sell or wherein even the faintest pre- 
tense is found of a desire to open to him the channels of trade and com- 
merce on equal terms and without discrimination against him. 

Sir, it did not require the keen intellect of Mr. Blaine to discover 
that there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that will open 
a market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork which 
the American farmer has to sell. Nor is he alone in the following 
views which I quote from his famous letter: 


Our foreign market for breadstuffs grows narrower, Great Britain is exert- 
ing every nerve to secure her bread supplies from India, and the rapid apan- 
sion of the wheat area in Russis gives us a powerful competitor in the markets 
of Europe. It becomes us, therefore, to use every opportunity for the extension 
of our market on both of the American continents, 


I have no differences of opinion with the distinguished Secretary of 
State on his statement of the foregoing facts, but, in my opinion, the 
remedy he proposes falls very short of a cure for the evils he points out. 
Reciprocity of trade, based on the admission of a single article into our 
markets free of duty, offered as a remedy for all the far-reaching, every- 
where pervading, and destructive ravages ot a high protective tariff on 
American farmers and farm-hands, would seem to my mind like a 
3-grain dose of quinine for double pneumonia or a Turkish bath for 
small-pox. 

The giant evil which confronts the American producer and paralyzes 
American commerce can only be met and controlled by general and he- 
roic treatment. The fact is the commercial world is natarally turning 
its face away from us. We have announced the policy of isolation and 
exclusion in our trade relations with the nations of the earth; we have 
provoked their hostility and aversion in matters of trade by our own il- 
liberal, unjust, and unwise methods, We have in our commercial poli- 
cies conformed to the pagan non-intercourse Chinese system of more 
than three hundred years ago, rather than kept in accord with thespirit 
of christian civilization which marks and illuminates the present age. 

Instead of extending a welcome to the productions of the world and 
inviting them to ourshores by liberal laws, thereby securing a friendly 
reception in foreign markets for all that our agricultural classes have 
to sell, we are shutting the door tighter and tighter every year against 
the commercial friendship and intercourse of mankind. The party in 
power seems now, more than ever before, inspired with that wild frenzy 
against trade with foreign nations which led Carey to wish the Atlantic 
Ocean a sea of fire rather than the glorious highway for freighted ships 
which the Almighty created. 

Is it, then, any wonder that our fo markets grow narrower, as 
Mr. Blaine declares, that Great Britain is exerting every nerve to se- 
cure her bread supplies from India, or that the expansive and expand- 
ing wheat-fields of Russia will be better patronized by the purchasing 
populations of the world than the wheat-fields of the United States, 
where a merchant from abroad is heavily fined for offering his goods for 
sale to our people at low and honest prices? In round numbers we pro- 
duce five hundred millions’ worth or agricultural products a year more 
than we consume or sell in home markets. These products groan for 
friendly markets elsewhere, and yet by throwing up a prohibitory wall 
against the approach of commerce from foreign lands we have left for 
our cereals, our cotton, and our meats not a single friendly market on 
the face of the globe. Reciprocity growing out of the sugar schedule 
alone, whether with or without its inadmissible bounty and whether 
enacted into a law by Congress or left to the arbitrary and dangerous 
discretion of one-man power, will afford but small relief to American 
producers, compared with the vast changes, the extensive revisions, and 
thorough reforms which their deplorable condition requires. 

Let no one, friend or foe to reform, be deceived; let him buckle on 
his armor for a contest which means the overthrow of the present sys- 
tem of legalized oppression or the downfall of the natural rights of 
man. The heavy shackles which now hold American labor and its 
productions in bondage for the aggrandizement of a moneyed aristoc- 
racy in our midst will be broken forever unless the experiment of self- 
government is to become a failure and the American people are to be- 
come slaves, 

I see that Mr. Blaine himself has caught sight of this dangerous and 
tremendous issue, and talks no longer of a stinted reciprocity con- 
fined toone article of American production. He cried out in his Water? 
ville speech last week in favor of “expansion of trade with countries 
where we can find profitable exchanges.’ He exclaimed that we 
should be unwisely content if we did not seek to engage in what the 
younger Pitt so well termed ‘annexation of trade.“ 

This champion of high protection, after-nearly thirty years of rank, 
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unrestrained ind in his own policy, is forced to admit that our 
trade relations with foreign countries are in bad shape, and that by 
no figure of speech can we flatter ourselves into the belief that our 
trade with our American neighbors is in a prosperous condition.“ He 
therefore announces himself in favor of a general system of reciprocal 
trade, not complete, of course, at once, but as far as we can go, step 
by step, in that direction. He says the inevitable tendency of such a 
policy is towards an increase of the free-list and that the opposition 
we encounter to this policy comes from those who declare that if we 
enter into reciprocity of trade with one country we must do so with all 
countries, and thus indirectly bring about complete free trade.“ 

Sir, what is the reciprocal exchange of the productions of different 
countries, whether confined toa few things or extended to everything, 
except the liberation of trade as far as it goes? On what penae does 
it rest, except the principle of free trade? The principle involved is 
one of greater freedom for the reciprocal admission and sale of the 
labor products of one country in the markets of another, and it was 
curiously, though aptly, illustrated a few days ago by a ph in 
a Paris newspaper to the effect that the Government of the United 
States would remove the duty on works of French art and the French 
Government in consideration thereof would remove the prohibition 
against trade in American pork, ond that negotiations were pending 
to that end, 

It may well be doubted whether the esthetic culture of France and 
the American hog were ever before brought into such close and useful 
relations; but, whether the alleged negotiations are successful or not, 
the American farmer will wish every French picture and piece of stat- 
uary put on our free-list if thereby his pork can have ee e access 
to French markets. It is true Mr. Blaine feels himself forced by party 
tradition and by his own misshapen record to say that he speaks for 
“a system of reciprocity not in conflict with a protective tariff, but 
supplementary thereto, and presenting a field of enterprise that will 
richly repay the efforts and energy of the American people.” As 
well might he have announced that he was in fayor of such a system 
of summer rains as would nourish the parched and burning fields 
of the husbandman, but at the same time not be in conflict with an 
absolutely clear, cloudless, and scorching sky overhead. ‘The princi- 
ples of reciprocity and the principles of a protective tariff can no more 
go together in harmony and are no more of kin than the sublime 
truths of the Declaration of American Independence and the dark edicts 
of Russian despotism. 

The first blow struck foran enlightened system of reciprocal exchanges 
of the earth’s varied and boundless riches will cause every link to 
shiver in the chains and manacles now restricting commerce and en- 
slavinglabor and will be the beginning of that mighty end which awaits 
the full triumph of civilized liberty. 

When Paul was first found with the Apostles they drew away from 
him in distrust, and the Jewish world looked on aghast. So it may be 
for a season with the brilliant Secretary of State, who has seen a great 
light and heard aloud voice. But in all his efforts to expand, annex, 
broaden, and liberalize American exchanges with foreign countries, 
and thus to render trade freer, he will receive the same encourage- 
menton oné hand and abuse on the other which attended the Apostle of 
the Gentiles in bringing forth his great works, meet for repentance for 
his former sins. The world moves. 

But while the farmer still lingers over this bill and examines its re- 
volting features his attention might well be turned to a few other 
specific outrages and crimes aimed at him and his class and e; 
by the pending debate. In that vast and fruitful nursery of fraud, 
monopoly, and extortion, composed of giant, law-defying trusts, there 
are engendered every hour in the year great swarms of blood-sucking 
parasitesfor his destruction. A trust may be described in modern busi- 
ness circles as a combination of persons and the joint investment of 
their capital in order to secure the ownership and control the sales ot 
an entire class of manufactured merchandise. 

This combination or trust becomes at once the tyrant, the autocrat, 
the monopolizer of the whole business in which it engages, buying 
~- and driving out all competition, and preying upon the public wit 
such prices as it sees fit to dictate. Trusts in tradeare also in distinct 
violation of Jaw, and yet they prevail all round ns, like malignant 
microbes when a pestilence is uponthe land. During the present ses- 
sion of Congress a law has been enacted, accompanied by much patri- 
otic talk and many promises of relief, for the protection of trade and 
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies. I will submit 
that law to the farmer for his inspection, and in order that he may see 
hereafter whether the colossal robbers at which it is aimed will ever 
allow it to be enforced. The Jaw is as follows: 


Secrioys 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or with 
foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person who shall make 

contract or engage in any such combination of conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding $5.000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by 
1 said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 
Eo. 2. 
ne to mon ize, any part 
oreign nations, 
meanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 


punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by both said punishments, in the JA Kaet — of the court. 

Sud. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspi- 
bry a in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States, or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, or be- 
tween the of Columbia and any State or States or fo nations, ís 
hereby declared illegal. Every n who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination orconspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine nol exceeding 
$5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, 
in the discretion of the court. 


Sir, I was greatly interested a few days ago by the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and more especially by that part of 
it in which he exposed the brutal rapacity of the trust in binding twine. 
He points ont that the entire business of furnishing twine to the Ameri- 
can farmer with which to bind his wheat is governed by a combination 
of all the manufacturers of cordage and binding twine— a combina- 
tion which exists both for the purpose of buying the raw material, 
which absolutely controls it in the places where it is grown, and also 
for the purpose of limiting the sale of the manufactured product and 
fixing its price.“ 

He shows that 50,000 tons of this twine are used annually, at a cost 
of 2 cents for every bushel of wheat and at a cost of $9,811,200 for the 
entire crop raised in the United States, over $4,000,000 of which is a 
tax, a bonus, a gratuity, a legalized increase of price which farmers 
are compelled to pay to the American Manufacturers’ Twine and Cord- 
age Trust Company. And by this arrogant, overweening trust has 
the infamous hardihood, in the face of the law which I have just cited, 
to come here and demand of Congress a large increase of tariff duty by 
way of still higher protection against competitive prices from abroad, 
The Senator from Minnesota made the following crushing statement. 


Mr, President, here is a combination of interests, of forty-two manufacturing 
companies in country, seven or nine in Canada, banded together by the co- 
hesive force of a common interest, su 


rior to all law, which is strong enou, 
to be in presence in the ger — 


} pine Is! one-half of this raw material 
is e and dictate, limit, and control the price there ; to do the same thin 
in Yucatan, where the other half of the raw material of this product is ra 2 
and dictate and dominate and rule the price there, having a committee at New 
York to purchase for all; and another committee of three representing every 
one of these corporations to limit the output and fix the price, dictating every- 
thing; as secure above legislative control as the clouds that float above us, 
—.— of no law, in need of no protection whatever, amply and fully able to pro- 
tect themselves, to spollate the world, coming here and saying that they will 
shut up their mills and cease production unless they oan receive this additional 
protection of 1} cents per pound. 


The Senator also submitted a statement made elsewhere by his able 
and experienced Republican colleague, Mr. LIN p, and from which I 
cite some striking extracts, as follows: 


Mr. Lisp. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the gentleman from New 
York on the binding-twine question a few words I notice that he did not 
deny my statement, to wit, that the chairman of the twine trust, who was be- 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means and made a statement, admitted that 
the binding-twine trust or binding-twine manufacturers are now selling twine 
at from 3 to 4 cents a pound more than the price of the raw material, with the 
cost of manufacturing added. Now, Isay you have put raw material 
on the free- list, and you have given, as reported in that bill, according to your 
figures. the manufacturer an ad valorem protection duty of 15 per cent., which 
would be an increase of nearly 700 per cent. of protection. 

8 a e. * * * * 


Mr. Chairman, I will state that every paniy that our farmers can suve counts 
soapuch. The average twine bill of a er in 18 district is $50 a year, It 
varies from $30 to $100, but the average is about $50. I speak of my own knowl- 
edge. Now, a difference of 7 per cent. or 8 per cent. in the price of twine is 

uite an item. The twine bills of the farmers of the Northwest run up to nearly 

000,000. If we can save a few cents a pound, if we can save 7 or & per cent., 
itis worth while. Gentlemen plead for the laborers who work in this binding- 
twine industry, and the gentleman from New York wanted to shield them 
against competition. 

Now let mo say, and I ask magne attention to this; you have pleaded in 
behalf of the American market, in favor of American labor, and inst com- 
petition with the pauper labor, I, too, plead in behalf of American labor. The 
situation as it is now compels the farmer in the Northwest to seek a market for 
his wheat in the markets of the world in Europe. What kind of wheat docs 
he meet there? Does he meet protected wheat? Does he meet there a com- 
modity raised by protected labor? On the contrary he meets the wheat of India, 
which is 8 by as low-priced labor as any in the world. Still we go there 
and meet it. Weare compelled to do se. Wedo not complain, but when we 
ask for cheaper twine you ought not to meet us with the plea of prote ting your 
labor at the expense of ours, 2 


. = = - — 


Mr. Chairman, I made the statement that this bill as first reported increased, 
not the tariff duty, but the protection on binding-twine 700 cent. and I knew 
what I was saying. There isnot a member of the committee who will under- 
take to dispute the correctness of my proposition on the basis of percentages. 
I have sat here during the consideration of this bill patiently watching for an 
opportunity 3 recognized to move a reduction, a just and legitimate re- 
duction, of the duty upon binding-t wine, but I have begun to despair. 

* * * * * > * 

I noticed that the president of the Associated Textile Industries—I believe 
that is his title—was present. I do not know that that is the exact name, but 
we know that the trust exists, and we know the president of it was before the 
committee. He stated that at the present time and for the ensuing season they 
proposed to sell manufactured twine at a fizure from 3 to 4 cents per pound in 
excess of the present cost of raw material p us the cost of manufacture. That 
was his statement, Nota memberof the committee can dispute this. 

Now, I say that when a man has the ch to come beforethe American Con- 

or before 1 of Congress and state that be proposes to exact 
lood-money to this extent from the working people, from the farming classes, 
the hardest worked people in the land, he is not entitled to the preference con- 
sideration that this gentleman received at the hands of that committee. He 
stated, furthermore, that the whole cost of manufacturing binding-twine was 11 
cents per pound, He stated, in addition to that, that it cost from one-halt to 
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three-quarters of a cent per pound to place it with the retailer. So that the en- 
tire expense of manufacturing, paying commissions, and placing the article in 
the hands of the retailer does not exceed from 2} to 2} cents. € 

After such a frightful exhibit as the foregoing and such an indict- 
ment and arraignment of the workings of a protected still clam- 
oring for more protection, we are not much surprised when the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota is forced to admit that the people of his State are 
willing, not only for the pauper labor of Europe, but for the convict 
labor of their own imprisoned criminal elasses, to compete with the 
binder-twine manufacturers and to break down their power to exact 
blood-money from the farming classes. 

I reproduce his statement on that point. Itstartled and pained me 
that the policy of this Government had driven any portion of its people 
to embrace such a desperate and wretched remedy for the cancerous, 
consuming evils thrust upon them. The words of the Senator, spoken, 
I have no doubt, with regret, are as follows: 

Mr. President, this evil has become so unbearable in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent that public and official attention has been most 
pointedly directed to it, and the consequence has been that onr State anthori- 
ties are about to set up at the State's pason at Stillwater machinery in the at- 
temptto manufacture this binding-twine out of the flax fiber which we raise in 
Minnesota. Whether that can be done or not is disputed, for the whole matter 
is one largely of experiment. I think it can. 

But it is a striking commentary upon the protection to this industry and do- 
mestic competition that the greatest wheat-producing State in this Union has 
been compelled to set up in its penitentiary a convict opposition to this nll- 
comprehensive, insatiate, and extortionate monopoly. xperiments will be 
made with flax, and if flax fails there is, of course, no hope to get raw material 
out of this institution or combination of institutions, which controls the price 
the world over. 


Sir, these words contain the bitterest curse, the deepest and most 
burning anathema, ever yet hurled from the mouth of man against the 
principles of à protective tariff for the mere sake of protection, and I 
trust they will ring from shore to shore of this whole land. Here is 
an invocation to the most absolutely unpaid, degraded labor the sun 
in the heavens ever shone upon, the labor of close-shaved, stripe-wear- 
ing convicts for crime, to come to the aid of the wheat-growers of Min- 
nesota against the open, headlong oppression and robbery of a class of 
manufacturers who take high seats in the synagogue and return thanks 
every day in public that they are better than other people. 

The farm labor of the greatest wheat-growing and wheat-gathering 
Commonwealth in the American Union or on the map of the globe 
turns in despair to the convict labor of its penitentiary and seeks an 
alliance with wretches in their cells against the further ravages of a 
monster begotten, nurtured, and trained into Satanic proportions and 
purposes by the high protective tariffsystem which has so long blighted 
American fields and darkened American homes. 

The motion of the Senator from Minnesota is an admission of all 
this and an appeal from it to the remedy of statesmanship, when he 
moves, as he has done, to put the article of binding-twine on the free-list. 
He perceives with the clear glance of his mental vision that a protect- 
ive tariff on twine is an unmitigated curse to the wheat-raising farmer, 
and he renders the farmer a valuable service in that matter; bat his 
speech, though not so intended, goes to the whole question of protec- 
tion, and will open up deep and serious trains of thought wherever it is 

read ji 


Binding-twine is a necessity in these days of large wheat acreage, 
and the farmer wants the protective tariff on that article repealed, so 
that the binding-twine manufacturers’ trust company will die and 
twine be made cheap in our markets. The Senator from Minnesota 
goes that far and indorses the wheat-farmer in his just demand, but 
why does the Senator stop there? Why does he halt in his brilliant 
speech, and content himself with the lame and impotent conclusion ot a 
free-trader in twine and a McKinley-bill protectionistin everything else? 

The farmer has the same necessity for cheap iron and steel in his 
plows, his drills, and his cultivators that he has for cheap twine; he 
wants cheap wire with which to fence his woodless lands, and he has 
the same reason to hate the wire trust that he has the trustintwine; he 
has a higher necessity for cheap woolen clothing and woolen household 
goods than for everything in the world besides except cheap food and 
water, and yet the Senator from Minnesota, while advocating free twine, 
can see no reason for free wool, nor any objection toan increase of $15,- 
000,000 a year in tariff taxes on woolen manufactures or $10,000,000 
a year on domestic utensils made of tin. 

I have great respect for the ability of that Senator and am using his 
position and his remarks with no view to a personal cniticism, but sim- 
ply to demonstrate the fact that the whole system of protection for 
protection’s sake is vicious to the core and’can not stand for a moment 
before the Senator’s own unanswerable arguments, when they are given 
free rein and carried to their legitimate and inevitable conclusion. He 
recognizes the parentage of the twine trust in the present protective tariff 
by moving for free trade in twine and by denouncing the daring effront- 
ery of that trust company in coming to Congress for more protection. 
He imay as well denounce the protective tariff for begetting and mul- 
tiplying all the other trust companies which nowswarm over the coun- 
try, for not one of them could exist a day if restrictions on foreign 
importations were released and their commodities cheapened by just 
and healthy competition. 

Sir, a vast lesson, far-reaching and of tremendous import, has been 


taught by the measure before us. The introduction of the McKinley 
bill and the debate for and against its ruthless provisions mark an 
epoch in American history. Here is reached the highest demand of 
organized wealth short of ownership in slaves, and here the cause of 
labor has been more openly spurned and trampled upon by the plu- 
tocracy, by the power of money, than anywhere else in the an of 
the world since the downfall of Rome. 

The world is dark to the laborer at this time, and no ray of sunshine 
is here for him, The hard-driven, poverty-pinched wage-worker and > 
the depressed and mortgaged farmer have both held up their hands 
and asked you to give them bread in this bill, You have given them 
something far worse than a stone; you haye given them active, unend- 
ing, progressive curses in every section. They have both looked on 
while you are gorging manufacturing monopolists with untold mill- 
ions and have wondered and watched in vain to discover what share 
they had in it all. 

For them there is nothing in the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress except heavier pack-loads of taxation, earlier and later hours of 
work, and shorter noon spells for rest in the middle of the day. The 
farmers of Indiana in a meeting of their mutual benefit association at 
Salem a few weeks ago made a declaration of their just complaintsand 
demands as follows: 

The act of legislation which doubled the original value of the Government 
bond and robbed the farmer by reducing by one-half the value of hisfarm; the 
demonctization of silver, and thus reducing the reward of honest toil; the giv- 
ing of Jarge amounts of the public domain foraiirond corporations, thus depriv- 
ing the poor man of his righitful inheritance; transportation companies building 
up gigantic fortunes, d ng large dividends on watered stock, by robbing the 
farmer of the profits on the products of his labor; rich manufacturing companies 
under the privileges of protection selling to foreign farmers from 25 to 100 per 
cent, cheaper than they will sell to the American farmer; the beef trust, giving 
the farmer prices under the plea of large supply and then demanding 
of the consumer outrageous prices under the plea of small supply; high taxes 
grinding him with the certainty of death; rich man companies g 
a little here and a little there every time we purchase an article of necessity ; 
morigages eating up our homes; school-book trusts robbing our children of an 
education; every burden Resear upon labor until honest industry is shackled 
hand and foot by sordid avarice, and the farmer is driven to a life of dradgery 
andan old age of poverty. 

While non-partisan as an order, we, as citizens, demand of our public serv- 
ants: 

1. A reduction and economy in all public expenditures, 

2. We demand the remonetization of silver and an increased circulation of 
Government notes sufficient to meet the requirements of trade. 

3. We demand such legislation as will prevent the maintenance of all trusts 
and combines. 


4. We demand of our officers a rigid enforcement of our school laws. 


5. We demand rigid economy of our public officers in every department, and 
require of our law-makers that salaries be fixed at something near the amount 
demanded by like services and abilities in private occupations. 

These plain, strong words ring with historic truth and economic jus- 
tice, and they stamp with condemnation the financial legislation of the 
Republican party forthe last twenty-eight years. They brand with ex- 
ecration and infamy the present policy of that party and its denial of a 
redress of grievances, and vet Republican candidates for office, indors- 
ing the McKinley bill and the consequent maintenance of all trusts 
and combines, approving the degradation of silver and all other exist- 
ing evils of Republican legislation, have the supreme hardihood to ex- 
pect farmers to vote for them. 

On the contrary, the farmer finds the record and councils of the Demo- 
cratic party, from the days of Jefferson to the present hour, filled with 
the principles he now asserts for his relief; he finds inscribed on the 
folds of its banner, whether flying in victory or borne down in defeat, 
that sublime apothegm of liberty, equal and exact justice to all and 
exclusive privileges to none;“ and he beholds that party, whenever 
clothed with power, wielding it in behalf of the laboring people, and 
against the protected monopolies, however powerful they may be. 

To my mind the omens are bright in the political sky. The toiling 
millions are at last grappling with the eternal verities of that system 
of political economy which so sorely oppresses them. They are boldly 
plucking off masks, pushing aside shams, and questioning the truth of 
pretended oracles in order to submit the protective policy to the old, 
eternal test of right or wrong. 

All over the slopes which lead from the mountains to the oceans on 
the east and on the west, along the great, fertile belts which bind the 
lakes of the north and begirt the Gulf of Mexico, and all up and down 
the giant rivers and mighty plains of the Mississippi Valley these toil- 
ing millions are inquiring, at the bar of enligh reason and upright 
conscience, whether it is right that of their money, their property, or 
of their labor, which is their all, both money and property, there shall 
be taken, much or little, and without compensation be given in aid of 
the prosperity and wealth of others, selected by their Government for 
such donations. 

They are inquiring also whether it is right that they should be de- 
nied the privilege of buying in markets where their scant and hard- 
earned money will go furthest in procuring the necessities of life, or 
whether it is consistent with the natural rights of man to be h 
in and imprisoned by law in high-priced markets for the welfare of a 
favored class of their fellow-citizens. When these and kindred ques- 


tions are fully answered in the public mind, as they soon will be, the 
fortifications of monopoly will be stormed and their castles of baronial 
splendor will fall from turret to foundation-stone, 
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The American people are of a race not patient of oppression. Their 
blood is much the same as that which flowed in the veins of their En- 
glish ancestors when they rose with force and violence monop- 
olies three hundred years ago. Macaulay records the following in- 
structive lesson in the reign of Elizabeth: 


The English 8 had always been intrusted with the supreme direc- 
tion of commercial police. It was their undoubted prerogative to regulate 
coins, weights,and measures, and to appointfairs, markets, and ports. The 

_ line which bounded their authority over trade had,as usual, been loosely drawn. 

therefore, as usual, encroached on the province which rightfally 1 
to legislature. The encroachment was, as usual, patiently borne, till it 
became serious. But at length the Queen took upon herself to grant patents of 
monopoly by scores. 

There was scarcely a family in the realm which did not feel itself ieved 
by the oppression and extortion which this abuse naturally caused. Iron, oil, 
vinegar, coal, saltpeter, lead, starch, yarn, skins, leather, glass, could be bought 

only at exorbitant prices. The House of Commons met in an angry and deter- 

ned m . It was in vain thata courtly minority blamed the Speaker for 
suffering the acts of the Queen's an ce to be called in question. The lan- 
guage of the discontented party was high and menacing and was echoed by the 
voice of the whole nation. The coach of the chief minister of the Crown was 


surrounded an indignant populace, who cursed the monopolies and ex- 
5 that the prerogative should not be suffered to touch the old liberties of 


The haughtiest monarch of the haughty Tudor line of English sov- 
ereigns dared not order out her troops on such an issue nor allow the 
monopolies themselves to hire Pinkerton men to fire on a mob assail- 
ing her prime minister. Macaulay says she — 
declined the contest, put herself at the head of the reforming party, redressed 
the grievances, thanked the Commons in touching and digni guage 

oat und lat ts bare AOO A AANO CENIO ot the was ia whieh A 
eee ruler to deal with PODIS increments which he has not ine means of 
ng. 1 

Sir, will the laboring men and women of the United States, in this 
high-noon time of light, knowledge, and progress, submit to be bound 
with the same old shackles which the English people three centuries 
and more ago broke and trampled upon in the face of royalty? Let 
the American plutocracy, at its peril, accept such a belief. The pres- 
ent m of commercial restrictions and of American slave labor, de- 
fying the justice of Almighty God and mocking at the doctrine of the 
golden rule, can not be made to long endure. 

The American people are rapidly losing their dread of mere epithets 
with false meanings attached by theagents of corruption and oppression. 
While free trade is not possible until asystem of a revenue for the sup- 
port of the Government is devised without a resort to impost duties, yet 
so frighttul and ravening have the abuses of tariff taxation become 
that the accusation of being a free-trader is harmless, and unless relief 
comes speedily it will be worn as a decoration. The day of labor's de- 
liverance must come from one quarter or another, or consequences will 
follow over which human nature will shudder and weep. 

The McKinley billis the Antichrist of all financial legislation; it will 
grind the faces of the poor whom the Savior blessed and it exalts the 
rich Pharisee and h rite whom he cursed; it will not stand, because 
its foundations are laid in iniquity. As declared by Buckle, that 
mighty philosopher of free thought and equal rights : 

This age, haply, may not witness the emancipation, but so surely asthe human 
mind advances, so surely will that emancipation come. It may come quicker 


than any one expects; for we are stepping on far and fast. The signs of the 
times are all around, and they who list may read. 


[Mr. EVARTS withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I only intend very briefly to call the at- 
tention of such Senators as are interested in the phase that this debate 
upon the tarift bill has now taken, owing to the introduction of these 
several amendments looking to reciprocity more or less extensive, tosome 
of the anomalous conditions which surround the determination of this 
whole matter. 

It can not have escaped the observation and attention of any reflecting 
man thatsince this remarkablescheme of taxation knownasthe McKinley 
bill issued from the other House, passed there notoriously without an op- 
portunity for full and thorough or free debate, passed after only fifteen 
pages ofits one hundred and fifty-odd were considered under those meth- 
ods of procedure which, in their wisdom, that House had seen fit toadopt— 
that since this bill on the 2lst of May that House, came to the Sen- 
ate, was subjected to the scrutiny of the Finance Committee of this body 
and reported here early in June, and notably since this debate has been 
under way, a great change has come over the spirit of our dreams in this 

„a great awakening has taken place among the American people 
in regard to this scheme ot taxation, and we now find that this much- 
vaunted measure that was proclaimed to be the fulfillment of the promise 
made by the Republican party to the people on the hustings and in the 
last campaign of 1888 is now in the house of its friends attacked and 
criticised, and is now being aided and succored by an attempt to draw 
to it the support of those who believe in freer commerce by an attempt 
to relieve it from some of those restrictive features which have been 
shown to be its reproach. 

High protectionism has at length run its course. It issued from the 
House of Representatives with the indorsement of a yi ied but its 
leaders and guides who have attempted toscale the frigid pine heights 
of their ambition find their followers now lagging far behind. ey 


have heard the first murmurings of that roar of an avalanche that is to 
come, und they are seeking now, properly enough, to reform their lines 
upon a lower plane and to meet the demand that iseverywhere coming 
up for a freer and a larger commerce, for a greater measure of exemp- 
tion from taxation, signally voiced in the middle of this summer, and 
after this bill had issued from the House, by that utterance which came 
from the fertile brain and brilliant mind of the Secretary of State. He 
saw and felt how this measure of tariff taxation and commercial re- 
striction was about to be received by the people of this country and by 
its tax-paying masses, and his bugle note has sounded the retreat, which 
now is under full way. 

Mr. President, I do not seek to embarrass our friends upon the other 
side in this reaching after a reciprocity against which they have been 
warring in every line and syllable of this bill; I do not wish to place 
a single obstacle in the path of obtaining a freer trade and less of this 
commercial restriction which characterizes the bill that is now before 
us; but I do wish to point out some inconsistencies and some of the 
difficulties that are to be met and encountered before the accomplish- 
ment can be had of the hopes that are back of these several amend- 
ments looking towards reciprocity. 

The amendment offered some five or six weeks ago by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] was a measure looking to an almost absolute 
free trade of the western hemisphere. It provides in the most re- 
markablo language, considering the source from which it emanates, 
that— 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further leg- 
islation, to declare the poate of the United States tree and open to all the won 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its ports, free 
of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn- mea 
and other breadstufts, preserved meats, fish, vapenis and fruits, cotton: 
oil, rice, and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural im plements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 


railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other producta 
of the United States as may be agreed upon. 


So, for a specific and definite list of articles that are to be admitted 
free from the United States all articles are to come into our ports from 
the other countries of this hemisphere untaxed and free from any duty 
whatever. That is the scope of the amendment to this bill offered by 
the Senator from Maine, and when asked whether the language used 
in the amendment, the products of any nation of the American hemi- 
sphere, would apply to Cuba and Porto Rico, he promptly and can- 
didly said that that matter had not been brought to his attention before, 
but he had no doubt that could be brought in by a proper amendment, 
as that was within the scope of the project which his amendment 
sought to achieve. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not like to repeat 
what I said yesterday, but no Senator need spend his time in dwelling 
upon the language of the amendment which I offered more than two 
months ago, It was, as described by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
a skeleton amendment, such as are frequently offered, intending to 
raise the question of reciprocity. But I said more than once yesterday 
that I had no intention of antagonizing that with any amendment 
which went into detail and provided for certain articles, So as a prac- 
tical subject before the Senate no Senator need waste his strength upon 
the language of the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY, Mr. President, I do not intend to waste any strength; 
I hope I shall not expend it at all in discussing this amendment. 

I will say for the amendment that its meaning, the ambition that is 
lying all overit, is one that commends itself most cordially to my sym- 
pathy and to my desire for realization. I was not commenting upon 
what the Senator had said about acceding to the amendmentoffered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island as coming from the committee, but I 
was calling attention to the very statesmanlike desire that is portrayed 
in this amendment. It is one of the features of this debate, perhaps 
itis the most notable one, that after the bill had been patiently framed 
in the Honse, in which it must, under the Constitution, originaté, com- 
ing from its Ways and Means Committee, being brought to this body, 
and being referred to the appropriate committee here, the Finance 
Committee, scrutinized from the middle of May to the middle of June 
by that able committee, laid before the Senate without material amend- 
ment, that then, and after all that, for the first time, when it had be- - 
come apparent that all over the country there were notes of dissatis- 
faction and discontent being heard among the agricultural and indus- 
trial classes, it was met by a proposition like this, statesmanlike, I con- 
fess, and, if capable of realization, a proposition that would go a little 
way, perhaps, to mitigate or offset some of the burdens and inequalities 
and, if I may use the phrase without offense, the iniquities of this 
scheme of taxation. A 

But, Mr. President, it must not go without comment, and will not 
go without comment, that here from the midst of the party who are 
responsible for this bill come these attempts to modify and mitigate 
the burdens that it imposes. We have passed at this very session of 
Congress through both Houses, I believe, and it is now in conference, 
a subsidy bill, intended, as stated by its advocates, to subsidize men 
who engage in commerce, to hire ships to carry a commerce that this 
bill attempts to forbid, to engage in an enterprise which this bill is 
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meant to discourage by the declaration and confession of more than one 
of its friends upon that side. 

Yet we find now that atter this bill has been brought before the 
Senate, every line of which is upon the theory and in support of the 

licy that was declared the other day by the Senator from Oregon 

Mr. DoLPH] and by others upon that side previously, that we were 
to be a self-contained nation, that we were to achieve what the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] called that most blessed condition 
that could come to any people or to any nation, that it should be 
within its own four corners self-supporting and self-contained, that we 
wanted and needed no commercial intercourse or trade connection with 
the world abroad—we find that men and ships are to be hired to en- 
gage in a commerce that does not exist, and that something must be 
done to break down at some point the barriers that are sought to be 
erected by this bill. 

Mr. President, of all these schemes, that proposed by the Senator from 
Maine, if it is practicable and practical, is the most comprehensive, the 
most statesmanlike, and will result in the greatest benefit to the peo- 
ple of this country. It proposes nothing more and nothing less than 
an almost absolute free trade on this and throughout this whole hem- 
isphere, from the Arctic Ocean to Cape Horn. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Including Canada? 

Mr. GRAY. Itembraces Canada. It is this hemisphere. I under- 
stood the Senator from Maine to say that the scheme was intended to 
mean all that its words apparently implied, and that if it was neces- 
sary Cuba and Porto Rico, and I understood Canada, were to be brought 
within its terms. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ie said otherwise as to Canada. 

Mr. HALE. I stated very clearly in answer to a direct question 
that it was never my intention that it should apply to Canada, be- 
cause the conditions are entirely distinct in Canada from what they 
are to the sonth; but it was intended to apply to all the nations and 
the dependencies—colonies, if you choose—of Central and South Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. GRAY. It applies to Mexico. 

` Mr. HALE. It applies to Mexico, calling that a Central American 
state, but not to Canada. It never was intended to embrace Canada, 
because the conditions there are different. 

Mr. GRAY. IL accept the correction, then. I did not so understand 
the Senator trom Maine. It is only less comprehensive and less promis- 
ing and a little less statesmanlike than I supposed it was, because there 
can be no doubt in the mind of any one on this side of the Chamber, 
and there is less and less doubt among reflecting people everywhere 
without regard to political associations or predilections, that the most 
anomalous economic condition in this world now exists in regard to our 
trade relations with the people on our northern border separated by an 
imaginary line. As the Senator from Ohio said the other day, one is im- 
pressed by the overwhelming force of the facts themselves, that when 
you cross that line there is nothing to tell you that you have gone into 
a foreign country. 

People of the same race, speaking the same language, engaged in the 
same occupations, under the same skies, meet your gaze there; and 
there is no reason except an arbitrary one, no reason except one that 
rests on some absolutely arbitrary provision of law, why the trade across 
that border should not be as free and as unrestricted as it is between 
the State of Ohio and the State of Michigan upon its northern borders. 
If itis to the advantage of Wisconsin and Indiana to trade with Illinois, 
and Michigan with Ohio, then it is impossible to say that it would be 
disadvantageous for Michigan and Minnesota and Wisconsin to trade 
with Manitoba or with the province of Ontario or that portion of Canada 
lying nearest to those States, 

How will you make the distinction? The people are of the same race. 
They both seek to trade for their own profit. Exchanges are made in 
each individual instance because the parties on the one side or the other 
believe that there will be a profitresulting, and when you restrain that 
natural liberty you are interfering with somebody making a profitand 
doing a thing that is to his advantage. So I am sorry that the Senator 
from Maine should have felt compelled to exclude in this comprehensive 
and wise project of his, if it be capable of accomplishment, those people 
to the north of us. 

But in its shortened and curtailed proportions it is still a vast im- 
provement on present conditions. There is no reason in the world why 
we should not havea most profitable, natural, and advantageous trade 
connection with the peopleof Mexico. It will tend to the civilization of 
that country and it will immensely improve the opportunities and ad- 
vantages of the people in this. It will bea growing and an improving con- 
nection all the time. Wealth, which is its immediate object, will not 
be its greatest blessing. Civilization and peaceful intercourse and the 
lifting up and the christianization of those who are beneath us in 
civilization will be some of its most important incidental benefits. So, 
as we proceed southward, if we are to turn our eyes in no other direc- 
` tion, we shall have sub modo a free trade and an unrestricted commerce, 
if it be practicable to achieve under this amendment what the Senator 
from Maine must have considered very carefully and believed in very 
sincerely, because it has lain here for two months on the table of the 
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Senate and was taken up and supported by him in his able and inter- 
esting speech of yesterday. * 

Mr. President, I want to point out to him, as one who is sincerely 
anxious to achieve what he must have intended to achieve by this 
amendment, some of the practical difficulties in the way of it. The Sen- 
ator from New York has dwelt upon one very important one, it seems 
to me, demonstrating the existence of an obstacle which I should be 
very glad to see removed, and to which I alluded the other day ina 
question that I put to the Senator from Maine during the progress of 
his speech on this subject, and that is the obstacle that the favored-na- 
tion clause in our treaties with Great Britain and other countries ma 
present. It seems to me that that will in a large measure interfere wi 
the scheme as limited here. I hope not; I sincerely hope not; and I 
should be very glad to co-operate with the Senator irom Maine and 
Senators on that side and on this side in avoiding that difficulty or in 
seeing or feeling that it had been exaggerated. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine himself has dwelt upon this 
change of sentiment, that could not have escaped him, going on all 
over this country. That change, let me say, though going on amon 
thoseof his own party, is not a change at all among the party op 
to that which the Senator belongs, because it has been Democratic 
doctrine these many years that we should seek to enlarge our trade, 
which, as Mr. Blaine, quoting the younger Pitt, felicitously says, is 
an annexation of trade, and not an annexation of territory. But the 
Senator from Maine said what is very true: 

There are plenty of men— 

Says he— 
who were alarmed— 

So there were, but they were on that side of the Chamber, so far as 
the Senate is concerned, and they were of the Republican party so far 
as the people are concerned— 

There are plenty of men who were alarmed at any suggestion of reciprocity 
with any people whatever, upon any articles whatever, who have become 
emancipated from that feeling, as the Senator must know, who are now fully 
and firmly of the belief that the time has come when we should liberalize our 
trade and increase our commerce with those countries, 

Now, I congratulate the Senator upon his having arrived, with his 
acute, enterprising mind, at that stago when he shall be a leader of 
those upon that side who are emancipated, as he wishes to see his fel- 
lows emancipated, from those outworn and old prejudices that have 
kept up legislating upon notions that are mediwval and do not belong 
to the modern laws of trade and civilization. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has made the statement that reciproc- 
ity was an old-time popular doctrine of the Democratic side of the 
Chamber or of the Democratic party; and it has occurred to me to ask 
the Senator if the withdrawal by Mr. Cleveland of the Spanish reci- 
procity treaty is to be taken as an example of the popularity of that 
doctrine with his party. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Spanish reciprocity treaty, as I rec- 
ollect, never was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
the Senate. Jt was withdrawn, it is true, by Mr. Cleveland, because 
of its not having in it those provisions which would achieve advan- 
tageously to this country the reciprocity at which it aimed. I anr not 
going into a discussion of its features now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator will allow me to state that the Span- 
ish treaty, which I have here, simply made small reductions in the 
rates of duty upon a great many articles which were to be exported 
from this country to Cuba and Porto Rico, and did not make them 
free. 

Mr. SPOONER. It made a great many of them free. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It made some free, but a great many it did not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It made by far the most important article of all 
free, and that is sugar. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Iam speaking now of articles which this conntry 
was to export to those countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. While the Democratic party is in favor of reci- 
procity, as I understand it, it is reciprocity that reciprocates, and nota 
reciprocity that is all on one side. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say right here, while I do not wish to go into 
a controversy with the Senator from Delaware as to the statement he 
has made that the form of reciprocity which I favor has been a favor- 
ite Democratic doctrine, the treaty with Mexico came to wreck, if 
the Senator will bear in mind, not in a Republican Senate, but ina 
Democratic House. The very able report that was made by the then 
Representative from New York, Mr. Hewitt, reporting the legislation 
necessary to carry that treaty into effect, he was not able to impress 
upon his party; but, as I have said before, the scheme came to nothing 
because of that, and there has never been a time, and the indication is 
now here in the Senate, that, when a serious project for reciprocity with 
peoples who do not compete with our labor is before this body or any 
other, the Democratic party, as represented by its leaders here in the 
Senate, will frankly and plainly and squarely accept it. The Senator 
from Delaware himself indicates that 

Mr. GRAY. I have not very much time left. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator from Delaware himself indicates not so 
much a spirit of assent as of criticism and fault-finding with it. 

Mr. GRAY. I have very little more to say. I do not object to an 
interruption for a question, but I would rather the Senator would take 
his own time to make an argument, 

Mr. HALE. I will not interfere with the Senator again. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In response to what has been said by the Senator 
from Maine in regard to the treaty with Mexico and the necessary leg- 
islation to carry it into execution, I have this to say: The legislation 
was reported from the Committee on Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives adversely, it is true, and went upon the Calendar, and 
was never reached for consideration, and therefore no one can say 
what would have been the result if it had been reached. 

Mr. HALE. That was a Democratic House, was it not, presided 
over by the distinguished Senator who has just been speaking, and that 
was a Democratic committee ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It was, but the matter was never reached for con- 
sideration, and therefore no one knows what the result would have 
been. 


Mr. HALE, Undoubtedly, that is one way ofkilling things, not to 
let them be considered, and that is what the Democratic House did. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the great mass of legislation then pending 
there it was impossible to reach it. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rose to commend the Senator from 
Maine for the statesmanship of his proposition. I saw what he was 
aiming at, if we could trust the language of his amendment which has 
lain upon the table for more than two months, and which was taken up 
and read at the desk as the proposition offered by him yesterday and 
supported, as I supposed, in a speech, which was certainly an able and 
interesting one, and I wished to support, so faras I could in my own fee- 
ble way, that project; and if, in doing so, I sought to show that the 
party with which I have acted has never been at variance in its princi- 
ples or platforms or policies with just such a project, I must hope that 

e will not take offense and consider that I have said anything that is 
displeasing to him, unless it be displeasing to have the support of the 
Democratic party. 

I hope, as I said before, that this project may be capable of accom- 
plishment; and while I have had my mind diverted to the matter of 
what was done by Mr. Cleveland’s Administration in regard to reci- 
procity in this whole matter of our relations with Canada, which Iam 
very sorry the Senator has not seen fit, for the reasons I have stated, 
to include within the proposition which he has made to the Senate, 
he certainly will remember that in the first. year of My. Cleveland’s 
Administration, when the treaty of 1871 had expired, I think in March 
of that year, 1885, we found ourselves confronting a fishing season 
withont the provisions of that treaty to regulate the fishermen on both 
sides, and, looking forward to possible collisions and confusion in those 
northeastern waters, you recollect that Mr. Cleveland sent to the Con- 
gress of the United States and to the Senate his proposition that there 
should be appointed a commission to take into consideration, not only 
the matter of the fisheries, but also, to quote the language in his mes- 
sage 

The fishing interests being intinmtely related to other general questions de- 
pendent upon contiguity and intercourse, consideration thereof, in all their 
equities, might also properly come within the purview of such a commission, 
and the fullest latitude of expression on both sides should be permitted. 

Surely it is not forgotten with what haste, and with what a display 
of indignation almost, that proposition of Mr. Cleveland was rejected 
by this Senate and by a party vote of this Senate, the same party con- 
trolling the Senate then that now controls it. There was a proposition 
that looked in the direction of the one which has been proposed now 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in the amendment which 
I can not now lay my hands upon, but in which he proposes, and I 
think wisely proposes, that, if nothing else was done, there should be 
a commission appointed by the President of the United States, sanc- 
tioned by this body and by the other House of Congress, who shall 
take into their consideration the whole matter of the commercial rela- 
tions between these two countries, and see what could be done to bring 
About a more natural and rational state of things between the people 
who live on one side of the line and those who live upon the other. 

It was looking in just that direction that this proposition of Mr. 
Cleveland was sent to the Senate, and it was rejected, and indignantly 
rejected, without that grace, it seems to me, which was becoming on 
the part of the Senate towards the Executive in a matter of that im- 

rtance. So there we were antagonized in, when we sought to 

g about a reciprocity that had once existed, negotiated under a 
Democratic Administration in 1854 and carrying us without friction 
through the period of the civil war till it was abrogated in 1865. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Does 
he assume that we are to adopt all these reciprocity amendments and 
that they are to become a part of the bill? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. I only want to say that there is nothing to 
prevent the Democratie party, and Y am glad that there is nothing to 
prevent the Democratic party, aeceding to any proposition that promises 
to bring about or realize what is sought by these various ts, 
Whether it may be done or not is another question, which, perhaps, the 


7 
Senator from Colorado and I, if we had the time, might debate to the 
advantage of ourselves and the project. 

In passing, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
during that period of reciprocity, in the thirteen years from 1854 to 
1868 or 1866 of the continuance of the reciprocity treaty— 

The British provinces, according to their official returns, parena from us 
articles valued at over $459,500,000 in gold and we bought from them $197,000,- 
anes making an international traffic of nearly $556,500,000 on a gold valna- 

That is taken from the reply of Mr. Manning to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of December 14, 1886. 

Mr. TELLER. Do you know what we bought? 

Mr. GRAY. Itis stated here that they— 
purchased from us articles valued at over 8859. 300, 0% in gold and we bought 
from them $197,000,000, 

Mr. TELLER. Does that show the class of goods bought and sold 
in the transactions? 

Mr. GRAY. Not here; but there is a table that Iwill refer to which 
does show. Mr. Manning goes on to say: 

I can but think that if that treaty of 1854 had remained in force till this day 
the two peop! ivided by a boundary line which can only with diffieulty be 
discerned, from the Arctic Ocean to the Pacitie, from the Pacificto Lake Superior, 
and from Lake Ontario to the Atlantie- would now be one people, at least for 
all purposes of production, trade, and business. 

Mr. President, to return to the matter of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, so broad in its scope and meaning so well and intend- 
ing so well, let us see what are some of the obstacles in the path of the 
accomplishment of what is there aimed at. I have already alluded to 
the favored-nations clause, which may be encountered and which will 
have to be dealt with. Now, there is another matter, though, if he is 
to limit the scope of this treaty to the nations south of us, and espe- 
cially to those in South America, that it is well to consider, and that 
especially applies to the amendmentoffered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and it is this: That, in seeking an outlet for 
agricultural products and that being one of the particular endsin view 
by those who offer these amendments—although I confess thatit would 
be a great thing to have the productions of our manufacturers also have 
& market provided for them, but it being intended principally to aid 
the agriculturists by making a larger market for their flour and their 
beef—let me call attention to the fact that in these South American 
States, in the Argentine Republic and in other of those countries, we 
are having developed perhaps the most formidable rivals to the agri- 
cultural productions of this country anywhere in the world. The ag- 
ricultural productions of the Argentine Republic and of Latin America 
generally are set forth in a report we have upon our desks, sent to usat 
this session from Mr. William Eleroy Curtis on behalf, I believe, of 
the State n at least acting under its authority, because it 
is transmitted to us by the Secretary of State, in which it is said that: 

The exports are raw materials, the natural or cultivated products of the 
several countries; and the imports are manufactured articles from Europe and 
the United States, the results of mechanical industry. Wherever there are ` 
mannfactories, as in Mexico, Guatemala, Chili, and Brazil, the local demand is 
invariably in excess of the product, and the importing merchants are called 
upon to supply the deficiency, But the mechanical industries are so meager 
and their output so small that they scarcely enter into trade caleulations, and 
add bat an atom to the wealth and commerce of the countries. A few steamers 


would carry the entire annual product of the factories of the two continents; 
and the increase is so small as to offer no competition to foreign producers, 


BREADSIUFES AN EXCEPTION. 

An exception should be noted, however, in the item of breadstuffs. Chili 
has already driven the flour of the United States off the west coast of South 
America, and now ny oy uador,and Bolivia. The California millers 
are also beginning to feel the competition of Chili at Panama and along the 
west coast of Central America, and unless cheaper freightsare offered from San 
Francisco southward we shall lose a large and lucrative market. 

The Argentine Republic wasan importer of breadstulfs afew years since, but 
the agricultural development of the pampas is so rapid and extensive that the 
present product not only supplies the local demand, but furnishes an annual 
surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for export. The same is true of Uruguay, which 
has also become an exporter of wheat and flour within the last two or three 
years and has an enormous productive capacity now being rapidly developed 
by Italian immigrants. The time is not far distant when these three countries 
will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its flour market in the 
West Indies and South America and will enter into active competition with ns 
in Europe. 

I want to point out tothe Senate and to those who are considering 
the matter of this reciprocity that there is very little of hope to be 
held ont to ont farmers in reciprocity in that direction, very little op- 
portunity for the marketing of their products in any of these countries 
of South America; that they, from their situation, climate, and soil, 
and the conditions 33 are becoming every year more and 
more formidable as rivals of the United States in all agricultural pro- 
ductions, and that it is in the direction of manufactured products that 
we must hope to gain a larger market in that direction. I confess that 
that is an enterprise worthy of statesmen, and one with which I most 
heartily sympathize, and it is for manufactured products principally 
that we will gain this market as a relief to the overproduction of the 
manufactures of the United States, 

As surely as the sun will shine to-morrow, when we have adopted 
these measures of limited reciprocity, that larger reciprocity will come, 
that will make an outlet and market larger, more profitable, and more 
valuable many-fold to the farmers of the United States—I mean the 
markets that would be made for them among the teeming populations 
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of England and the continent of Europe. It is in that direction that, 
sooner or later, restrictions and barriers will be thrown down in 
the commerce between the nations, and it is in that direction that the 
Tarmers must look for hope and for relief from their present distressed 
condition. 

Mr. President, there are some notions that we must get rid of before 
We can accomplish and intelligently consider achievements like these 
which widen our trade by rational and wise reciprocal relations estab- 
lished by law or by treaty. It will not.do to look upon our trade, as 
Mr. Blaine has said that it must be considered as it at present exists, 
as u loss to the United States. He says in a late speech made by him 
concerning our trade relations with Cuba and with South America, 
that the balance of the trade has been against us, that is, that the cus- 
tom-honse shows that we have imported from those countries a great 
deal more than we exported to them. For instance, he says that, the 
balance of trade between us and Cuba being 841,000, 000, that is the 
valne of the commodities imported trom Cuba, as shown in the books 
of the custom-honse, exceeding the value of those exported by that 
amount. 

We lost $41,000,000 in Cuba, from which our imports were $52,000,000 and to 
which our exports were only $11,000,000. Forty-one millions is a pretty large 
sum to lose in one island in a single year. 

There are a great many people who seem to share in that strange 
delusion that the difference between imports and exports as shown by 
the cnstom-house books measures a money loss as to the people, and 
yet we know that it is not so. We could not stand the loss of $41,- 
000,000 a year to Cuba. There is a confusion of ideas resulting from 
the common use of language, which has grown up among a certain 
class of economists, Although the balance-of-trade theory seems to 
have been exploded long ago, it still lingers in our politics, and still is 
found in popular discussion. This nation does not deal with any other 
nation in its corporate capacity. The United States as a unit does not 
trade with England or Brazil, but the people ot the United States, here 
and there, will, if they are allowed; establish trade relations with peo- 
ple in those countries, and they will establish them just as the people 
in Connecticut will establish trade relations with people in Massachu- 
setts when they find it to their profitand advantage to do so, and no 


er. 

There is no trade, whether free or over a high protective wall, that 
ever takes place unless it is to the profit of those who engage init, and 
there can be no distinction in reason or in philosophy between the trad- 
ing that takes place and the commercial interchanges that take place 
between the people east of the Mississippi and the people west of the 
Mississippi, and with the people of this country, where they may find it 

fitable to do so, with those who live in England or in Brazil or in 

ba. The transaction is precisely the sameineach case. Thepeople 
who engage in that trade find it profitable to do so, and the balance is 
always made somewhere, and more often than not it happens that those 
whose imports are the largest are the gainers, just as a man who buys 
a return cargo in exchange for what he has sent out expects the value 
of that return cargo, if he has madea profitable commercial venture, to 
be larger than the one sent out; his import is larger than his export, 
and by that token yeu say he has lost just the difference between 
the two. 

That method of considering trade relations between two countries 
so violates all the well settled laws of political economy and trade and 
barter between individuals that I thought it worth while, as long as it 
seemed to have the potent sanction of so high an authority as the Sec- 
retary of State, to call the attention of the Senate to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The hour of half past 5 o'clock hav- 
ing arrived, the Senate, in pursuance of previous order, takes a recess 
until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, when the hour for taking the recess ar- 
rived I was about concluding the remarks I was in the process of mak- 
ing, and I shall consume only a tew moments of the time of the Senate 
in what I now have to say. 

I was alluding to the strange confusion of ideas that was so common 
in economic discussions in this country, arising largely from the use 
of language that conveys a false idea of the state of things that is 
meant to be depicted when we say that the balance of trade is against 
us. When so distinguished and experienced a statesman as the Secre- 
tary of State, in his recent address in his own State, said the balance 
of trade was against us with Cuba, that the country had lost $41,000,- 
000 a year for several years, I thought it was necessary to at least call 
attention to the fallacy that was lurking in that form of expression, and 
to say, what I have no doubt every one understands as well as I, if they 
will think a moment, that there is no loss to this country when the 
people who trade here with people who are abroad happen to send ont 


cargoes or consignments of goods at a certain value and bring back 
in return other cargoes and other consignments that are more valuable. 

If you merely went by custom-house valuation the balance of trade 
would be against the merchant every time, altho in a venture of 
that kind he would always make profit, and he could not make a profit 
unless the return cargo was more valuable than the qutgan and yet 
= balance of trade, according to custom-house figures, would be against 

m. 

But there are other modes than this, and in addition to this, by which 
this so-called balance of trade can be accounted for. The $41,000,000 
with Cuba, the difference between the valuations entered at the custom- 
house between those coming inand those going out from this country to 
Cuba, is paid for, so far as the trade on the one hand does not balance the 
other andis notaccounted for by the profits, by drafts drawn on London 
as a general thing, drawn upon the proceeds of our agricultural products 
largely, that have been shipped from this country and have given us 
a credit there. So, after all, the thing works around, as the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEy] very properly stated the other day, 
and in the long run and in the adjustment of these transactions there 
is no loss. 

Jf the transactions of eommerce are conducted with reasonable care 
and judgment there isa profiton both sides. There is a whether 
there isa tariff or whether there is free trade every time there is a 
sound commercial transaction, and wherever there is a profit there will 
be a trade of that kind, whether there be free trade or whether there 
be protection. It does not make any difference. We never stop to 
think whether the balance of trade as between Massachusetts or the 
people who live on the Atlantic coast and those who live on the Pacific 
Slope is against them or in their favor. We never hear any discussion 
in the papers or anywhere see any notes of alarm sounded as to whether 
the so-called balance of trade between the cis-Mississippi and the trans- 
Mississippi is one way or the other. There is absolutely no difference 
in principle, and can be no difference in principle, in a commercial 
transaction, whether the parties to it be separated by 3,000 miles of sea 
or by the 3,000 miles of prairie, plain, and mountain that separate the 
Atlantic from the Pacific seaboard. : 

But, Mr. President, when we shall have advanced further in the di- 
rection in which these amendments point, we will have laid aside all 
these prejudices and weights that now beset us and will be ready to 
run the race of prosperity with a speed, and with a strength, and with 
a success that we have never heretofore attained. 

The Senatot from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] last evening in the remarks 
that he made to the Senate read at great length an account from a re- 
port made by a commission oppaana by the Dominion Government 
to investigate the resources of the Mackenzie Basin, and a most amaz- 
ing state of things appeared from that report: that the Mackenzie Basin 
contained 600,000 square miles of territory, I think—I am quoting 
from memory—that was susceptible of cultivation in wheat, in grazing, 
aud in the cultivation of potatoes, an area that is equal to the States 
of North and ‘South Dakota and Wyoming and Idaho and Washing- 
ton, and I can not now stop, only from memory, to go further in making 
a comparison so as to bring before the mind the immensity of the ter- 
ritory comprised in that basin. 

It is amazing. But the Senator from seems to have quoted 
from that report, strange as it may appear, for the purpose of impress- 
ing upon the American people that there was danger in some way to 
their prosperity because of the fact that this fertile region lay to their 
north susceptible of sustaining a population so vast and of making re- 
turns of agricultural food products so enormous and immense as he 
stated. 

Mr. President, that is strange economics. We would have to infer 
from the position and tone taken by the honorable Senator from Oregon 
that the people of the United States would be better oft if to the north 
of their northern boundary there was nothing but a frozen zone, and 
that our condition would be safer, our prosperity more assured, if we 
had north of the lakes and north of the Canadian boundary nothing but 
an uninhabited and uninhabitable region. 

Now, that can not be true. We are directly benefited by the re- 
sources of that country. Weshall be directly benefited by every in- 
crease of wealth and prosperity that can come to neighbors such as 
those, especially men of our own race and blood, speaking our own lan- 
guage, governed by the same laws, and sharing in the samecivilization. 

But no matter whether that even be so or not, whether to the north 
or to the south of us, our condition can but be improved by every in- 
crease of wealth and prosperity that comes to those who are so nearly 
associated to us by mere territorial propinguity. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine, which I have 
before characterized as aiming at a result certainly most desirable and 
one that ought to commend itself to a broad statesmanship and to a 
sound public policy, even as curtailed by the explanation of the Sen- 
ator given this evening, whereby he cuts off all the people north of 
the Canadian line from the benefits thatare to be derived from it,.and 
cuts off the people of the United States from the benefits of reciprocal 
trade with people so civilized and so enterprising—notwithstanding 
that, it does open up still the hope of a real and substantial 3 of 
the bonds that now restrict our trade to the south of us, that with 
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Mexico, the Central American States, Brazil, the Argentine Republie, 
and the States of South America. There is to be cultivated and encour- 

and invited, so far as our legislation can invite it, a commerce re- 
ciprocal, wealth-giving, improving, and in every way beneficial to the 
popis of this country. > 

President, one of the effectsand one of the beneficial effects will 
be, and I have not heard any criticism as to its scope in that direction, 
that under it free wool will come trom the South American States. 
The carpet wools and those coarser wools that are imported in such large 
quantities and enter into so important a branch of our manufactures 
will, under this amendment as it is phrased, come in free. That will 
make necessary a readjustment of our tariff upon wool. It will compel, 
if we have free wool {rom that portion of the world, some lowering of 
the duties if not an absolute placing of wool upon the free-list, no mat- 
ter from what cauntry it comes, and then down must come the duties 
that have been piled so high in the McKinley bill upon woolen fabrics 
and woolen manufactures. 

This is one of the beneficent results that must come from the carry- 
ing out of a proposition so broad and comprehensive as this. In this 
sary Ores manufacturing and the agricultural poopie aswell will 
learn that no greater blessing has come to them from legislation than 
from this opening in the tariff wall that has given them this bit of free 
and reciprocal trade with their fellow-men to the south of them. 

“If that amendment can be steered clear of the shoals and dangers 
that beset it through the favored-nation clause of our treaty, then I 
am of the belief that there is little else that would prevent its becom- 
ing what it was intended to be, a piece of broad and practical legisla- 
tion intended to meet the difficulties that have been created by this 
high protective tariff that lias at last reached a point from which sen- 
sible people all through the country, both in the Senate and out of it, 
are recoiling. I 

But, Mr. President, there is another amendment here that comes 
from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and presumably 
from the Finance Committee. This amendment, coming alongside of 
the other, deserves a moment's attention, and I shall not detain the 
Senate long in what I have to say about it. 

Reciprocity, if we are to have it, must not be niggard or mean or re- 
strictive. You can not peddle out a meager reciprocity between this 
country and one or more countries with whom we are in friendly re- 
lations. You can not, so as to produce the benefits that are aimed at, 
seek to restrict within very narrow limits the scope of a reciprocity 
that is to be beneficial both to this country and to those with whom 
we seek trade relations. 

This amendment, coming from the Committee on Finance, states— 

That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides— 

Those five articles— 
provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with 
countries producing these articles. 

I only stop for a moment in passing to say that that is not a histor- 
ical fact. Those exemptions were not made for the purpose or with a 
view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing these articles. 
If they were, the McKinley bill as it came from the other House and 
as it came from the Finance Committee utterly belies the statement. 
That bill was framed as a completed measure of tariff taxation, passed 
the House, was passed upon by the Finance Committee, and laid before 
the Senate before any declaration of this kind was ever suggested. It 
was only after it had been discussed many weeks that this proposition 
is made by the committee. 

So it is not true historically that these exemptions from duty in the 
bill are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with the countries 
producing these articles, but it is an afterthought, an afterthought 
8 by the condition of things which obtains in this country 
and the growing public sentiment against the bill as it is, aud from the 
necessity which was apparent to thoughtfal and broad minds that 
something must be done to commend this bill to the people. It is 
hardly fair or right to say that provisions which were made in the bill 
as a part of a completed whole were made for a purpose and with a 
view that are utterly ignored in the bill itself. However, that is a 
mere criticism upon that statement which might have been left ont. 
Now, the amendment goes on: 


And for this purpose, on and after the ist day of July, 1891, whenever, and so 
often as the President shall be satisfied that the Government of any country 
producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, aud hides, raw and un- 
cured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon the agri- 
cultural of other products of the Jnited States, which in view of the free intro- 
duetion of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States he 
may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power 
and it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions 
of this act relating to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and kilos top production of such country, for such time as he sball deem just, 
and in such case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or exported 
from such designated eountry, as follows, namely, 


That is, there is a discretion to be reposed by this amendment in the 
President of the United States, when he deems that the trade relations 
between this country and any other country are reciprocally unequal 
and unjust, to take from the free-list these articles and impose the 
duties that are set forth in this amendment. 

Now, Mr. President, without attempting to be technical at all as to 


the right of the Congress of the United States to delegate this legis- 
lative power to the executive branch of the Government, about which 
a great deal can be said—and I do think it is inimical to that principle 
which forbids the 1 tive power to be delegated to the executive 
or to any other branch of the Government—it remains nevertheless to 
be said that such a discretion reposed in the President of the United 
States is a most unprecedented and dangerous one, It arms him with 
the power, unrestrained by any rule laid down by law, unrestrained 
by any fact to be ascertained by him, unrestrained by any conditions 
prescribed beforehand, to say when, in his opinion, such relations are 
reciprocally unequal and unjust, that these duties shall be imposed on 
this large and important class of articles that are the raw material 
some of them of our most important and flourishing manufactures. 

What are the men who make leather, what are the manufacturers 
who use hides for their raw material, the morocco men, to say, when 
they are making their contracts for the future, when they are laying 
ont their business for the year, if they are told that at any time the 
President in his discretion may lay a tax of 2 cents a pound on this ab- 
solutely necessary and indispensable raw material of their industry ? 
It would disarrange and confuse all the businesses that are dependent 
upon that raw material, the moroceo business, the leather business, 
the shoe business, the harness business, and all into which hides enter 
as a raw material. 

Sir, the danger, the impolicy of such a committal of power to the 
President seems to me to be so enormous and so amazing that it has 
but to be stated to be rejected. We can never place in the hands of 
any President, no matter how wise he may be, no matter how broad 
we may consider his statesmanship, whether he he in favor of protec- 
tion or of free trade, a power so enormous as this, that he can place his 
hand upon the industries of this country and say whether they shall 
bear this tax burden or that tax burden, whether they shall be mulcted 
in thousands of dollars or millions or dollars, or shall be exempt en- 
tirely from the duty and tax prescribed by this act. Itis a serious 
danger and one which I do not think I have at all exaggerated in char- 
acterizing it as I have done, 

That would be a sufficient objection, it seems to me, to this amend- 
ment as introduced from the Finance Committee, differing very much 
from the amendment introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE), to which I have alluded, in which there is no power to impose 
a duty; there is only the power to declare that certain articlesshall come 
in exempt from tax or duty or other charge when certain facts are ascer- 
tained by the President. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate longer in these closing hours of 
this debate in discussing general principles. There has been a great 
deal said about the tariff being revised by its friends and not by its en- 
emies, and we have waited these twenty months and more while we 
might see what was to be the outcome of a revision of the tariff by its 
so-called friends, and we are now face to face with the result; we are 


‘face to face with the fact that many of its so-called friends are revolt- 


ing at the propositions of this McKinley bill, that they can not follow 
longer those high-protective fanatics who are leading them on to such 
desperate lengths in this measure of taxation of the many for the bene- 
fit of the few. 

The people are commencing here in this Senate—men who are bigger 
than their parties, men who are broader than the prejudices that bind 
them to a partisan organization—to believe and realize that that pre- 
sumption of freedom which obtains as to all other human relations in 
civilized lands, is not to be denied to commercial intercourse and to 
commercial exchanges; that the presumption is in favor of their free- 
dom, and the burden is upon those who seek to restrict to show why 
the restrictions should be made. 

There may be reasons why a partial restriction should bemade. The 
levying of a revenue, the protection of vested interests, which no pa- 
triotie free-trader, if you please, would seek to disturb or destroy in 
order that we might get back to a theoretically sound economic con- 
dition, requires the imposition of a certain amount of duties. Itisa 
fact that many industries in this country have been built up upon the 
faith of governmental protection and governmental subvention and aid, 
and no one who thinks as I do, no one who is in favor of a tariff for rev- 
enue and of reform in these matters, would think of striking down 
those industries or withdrawing from. them violently or unreasonably 
the hand that sustains them. 

But it is one thing to occupy that conservative attitude toward these 
protected industries, turning our faces all the while in what we con- 
sider the right direction, towards greater freedom of trade, towards the 
loosening of the bonds that bind the intercourse of men, towards fewer 
restrictions and not towards an increase of them, and another to support 
that policy which keeps its face always turned towards a greater aud 
greater restriction, towards building higher and higher this tariff wall, 
and shutting our eyes to all that lies outside of it—a policy that must 
be founded upon the theory, if there is anything in it, that the world 
is tuo large, and that we should be better off if the oceans that wash 
the eastern and western shores of this continent should bound all the 
world for us, and that all outside of it were a waste of waters and no 
civilized man found habitation elsewhere than within the confines of 
our own Republic, 


lie before this country. 


A 


That is the theory, that ís the policy, and that is the proposition to 
which the high-tariff policy makes necessary that we should subscribe, 
and is the inevitable result of its logic. We do not believe the world 
is too large. We believe that only benefit and blessings can come from 
intercourse with the thousand millions of people who inhabit it. We 
believe that we are better and stronger for the fact that we are not the 
only nation in the world; that the blessings of civilization, of religion, 
and of society are all greater and stronger and more beneficent irom 
the fact that they are expansive and are communicable to the nations 
of the world with whom we can have a profitable commercial inter- 
course. 

So then, Mr. President, the policy of the subsidy bill, which has 
passed both Houses, to hire ships to carry our flag on the ocean and en- 
gage in commerce, is opposed by this bill before us, which seeks to re- 
strict and destroy commerce, The third stepin the paradox is thatof 
these amendments, looking to reciprocal trade to break down the bar- 
riers of the tariffwallso as to let usout to the sea, in order that we may 
again seek the golden argosies and the riches that lie waiting for those 
who will sensibly and with courage and jadgment pursue them. 

Therefore I hail, Mr. President, with pleasure the introduction of 
these amendments—all of them—the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] looking to the appointment of a com- 
mission to consider our relations with Canada, and especially the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to make free trade in 
this hemisphere. I hail them as harbingers of a better day, of a less 
prejudiced and a less narrow view of the duties and opportunities that 
I believe it is the turning of the tide; that 
high-protection fanaticism has reached its high-water mark in this 
McKinley bill, and that henceforth the tide will recede and uncover 
to our gaze many blessings to our country and to our people. There- 
fore, I shall support in some form some of these amendments if they 
are made practical and practicable. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss the tariff 
question proper when Iasked the floorthisafternoon. I intended to con- 
fine myself to this reciprocity question alone, but the remarkable speech 
made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] leads me to re- 
mark that our opinions are subject to mutations regarding this ques- 
tion and in some cases are so strange as to deserve attention. In a 
speech delivered in this body a few weeks ago the Senator said, and he 
has repeated the same thing in substance to-day: 

The very house in which the farmer lives is a monument to unnecessary, un- 
just, vicious, wicked, and criminal taxation. His barn is the same. There is 
not an inch of lumber, or a single nail, or a pane of glass in either of them which 
bas not cost the farmer an average tax of more than 50 per cent., paid, not to 
the Government, but as a naked sabsidy to the manufacturers of lumber, iron, 
and glass. His table, spread with dishes and with his daily food, is an altar 
to taxation, on which he sacrifices three times a day to the unholy god of Mam- 
mon now controlling the councils of the nation and devouring the enforced offer- 
ings of unpaid labor. 

That is a sad picture, Mr. President, and yet I find that on the 17th 
of January, 1883, and days following the discussion and vote upon the 
tariff bill in this Chamber, the Senator from Indiana voted against the 
reduction of the tariff on the very articles which are enumerated in 
this extract. 

He explained his action in a general way the other day by saying, 
in substance, that he tried to give fair protection to American manu- 
facturers, but their greed restrained him; and yet, Mr. President, since 
he gave that vote and others like it iu this Chamber every article 
mentioned by him which I have examined has decreased in price from 
10 to 50 per cent. . 

On January 17, 1883, Mr. Beck proposed to strike out 55 per cent., 
the duty proposed by the Senate committee on china, porcelain, parian, 
and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented or decorated in any 
manner, and insert 50 per cent. He did this, he said, because this 
ware was used largely by all the people of the United States, and it was 
unfair to increase the duty on this ware and crockeryware generally. 
In the vote which succeeded Mr. VooRHEES is recorded among the nays 
(page 1283). 

On tableware generally Mr. Beck again moved to strike out 55 and 
insert 50, and Mr. VOORHEES voted against it. Then on china, porce- 
lain, parian, and bisque ware, plain white, and not ornamented or deco- 
rated in any manner, the Senator from Kentucky moved to strike out 
55 and insert 45, and again Mr. VocRHEES voted no. 

On the same day, on the proposition made by Mr. VANCE to make the 
duty 25 per cent. instead of 50 per cent. on earthen, stone, and crockery 
ware, white, glazed, edged, printed, painted, dipped, or cream-colored 
ware, Mr. VOORHEES again voted no.“ 

Again, Mr. Beck moved to strike out 50 and insert 40 per cent. ad 
valorem as the rate of taxation upon another large line of ware, used, 
as he declared, by the common people or the poor classes of the country, 
and in doing so he took occasion to remark, in substantially the same 
language as that used by the Senator from Indiana a few days ago in 
speaking of the sume subject. that the farmers and other men of mod- 
erate means in the country were taxed to support the bloated manu- 
facturers who were en in making this ware. 

And one of his associates declared as follows: 


Out of whose pockets is the money taken to protect the laborer? The very item 
we are acting upon now is the poorest class of crockery-ware, the cheapest 
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7, — for their livi: 
work by day's labor to make the money to feed their families, in order to pro- 
the money 


And yet, notwithstanding thiseloquence, Mr. VOORHEES voted no.“ 
(Page 1286. : 

But the Senator went further than this. On the 30th of January the 
Senator from Mississippi moved to strike out 25 per cent. ad valorem 
as the duty on all tools of mechanics ‘‘suited for use of manual labor 
and insert 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

If the theory which the Senator from Indiana now adopts is the true 
one, here was a place where the labor of the country could have been 
greatly relieved, for certainly it is very desirable to cheapen the imple- 
ments with which men earn their daily bread, butsurprisingas it may 
seem, when viewed in the light of his recent speech, the Senator from 
Indiana again voted no.“ 

I take it from this, Mr. President, that he was particularly concerned 
at that time, as heis now, about the welfare of the farmer, for he comes 
from an agricultural State and from a people who have frequently ex- 
pressed their confidence in his judgment and his fidelity to their in- 
terests, and yet he pursued a course at that time directly antagonistic 
to that which he announces now to be the only patriotic action which 
a Senator can pursne. On the same day Mr. Beck moved to reduce 


Indiana voted ‘‘no.’’ Pages of this same RECORD follow proposing 
this reduction and that reduction on various articles, in all instances 
of which, so far as I have examined, the Senator from Indiana voted 
no.“ Finally a vote came upon common window-glass, and on this 
subject the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] grew eloquent, 
as he always is, over the wrongs of the poor men who are compelled 
to pay a tax equal toa hundred per cent. or mofe upon the common 
glass which adorns their little cabins, He spoke in much the samo 
strain as that followed by the eloquent Senator from Indiana in the 
three speeches which he has delivered upon this subject during the 
present session, and he called the particular attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to the wrong which was being perpetrated upon the 
poor people of the land because of this tax. The Senator in replying 
showed conclusively that the duty which it was proposed to levy at 
that time, and which, by the way, is the same as is provided in the 
pending bill, was not a tax, but that by just this system of protection 
the glass which was used by the poorer classes had been reduced in 
price since the establishment of the manulactures in this country to 
such a degree as to be a positive relief to every man of humble means; 
and, standing up manfully for what he believed to be right, against 
the denunciations of his associates upon this floor, the Senator again 
conscientiously and consistently voted * no. 

But, Mr. President, there follows a little history from the RECORD 
that is stranger even than this. 

The Senator from Mississippi on the same day offered an amend- 
ment to the pending bill reducing the tariff on agricultural imple- 
ments from 25 to 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

These are the implements which the farmer uses. These are theim- 
plements about which a hue and cry has been raised by every free- 
trader in the Northwest. For the last dozen of years the farmer has 
been told that he had to pay a tax upon his plows, his harrows, his 
reapers, his mowers, and indeed every article used in the farming in- 
dustry, and much indignation has been expressed that this state of 
things should exist. 

The Senator himself has aroused a good deal of that indignation by 
just such speeches as he made herea few weekssince and has made to-day. 
And yet, astounding as it may seem, when he had the opportuni 

to reduce the tariff—the so-called tax upon these implements whic 

the farmer uses—he voted ‘‘no,’’ as will be seen by reference to page 
1785 of the same volume heretofore refetred to. And the Senator in 
defense of his position went on to quote from that ‘‘ eminent doctrinaire 
and voluminous pamphleteer, Hon. David A. Wells, but he quoted 


erations of personal interest.“ He went, as he said, to the pure 
fountain of his [Mr. Wells’s] unbiased judgment rather than to the 
stream after it had become tawny and discolored by foreign admixture.” 
His early utterances,’’ says the Senator, did not go to the refiner 
for manipulation. I quote his opinions when Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, a sworn officer of the United States, and when, we may 
fairly presume, he would have spurned a pecuniary inducement to enun- 
ciate views in behalf of a particular interest.” 

* this, among other things, is what the Senator quoted from Mr. 

ells: — 

All experience tends to establish the fact that, objectionable as may be in 
many respects a high tariff, we bave thus far been unable to devise any other 
system of taxation which brings to itself so much of certainty in its results and 
equality in its apportionments. 

Mr. President, how does this extract sound in contrast with the opin- 
ions advanced by the Senator to-day? Shall I apply the words used 
by him toward Mr. Wells to the Senator himself, and say, ‘‘I go to 


the tariff on certain articles of glassware 5 percent. The Senator from 


$ 


from him, as he said, before his conclusions were modified by consid- _ 
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‘the fountain of his unbiased judgment rather than to the stream after 
it has become tawny and discolored by foreign admixture?” - 

The Senator defended through many eloquent, the proposition 
to maintain TCC and. in o 
ing any reduction, said that the proposition was not his idea of pro- 
tecting American industry. It is not just,” said he; it is not leg- 
islating for the general welfare thus to single out this special industry 
for ruin, ‘to curse Louisiana while our hands are raised in blessing for 
all other sections.“ 

Blessings then, Mr. President; robbery now. 
And yet, after this record, I find the Senator from Indiana opening 
his speech of the 22d of July, upon this subject, as follows: 


And again: 

The robber barons of this country do not belong to so refined a t of pre- 
daceous chevaliers. They plunder the poor asa matter of choice. It is said 
that the poor have few ds and make no new ones, They can make but tit- 
tle noise inthe world. They have no newspapers, and their sighs and ns 
die away unheard, and their tears fall unseen around their humble fon - 
3 1 helplessness invites the horrible oppression contained for 

mint 


Mr. President, I listened to these remarks sometimes with surprise, 
always with t. Is there any condition of affairs in this land which 
justifies that picture? Can any party exigency, however great, make 
such a statement excusable? Sir, the passions of men are easily in- 
flamed, We are all too ready to attribute our failures, our shortcom- 
ings, our lack of success, to the misconduct of others. If there isa 
place on earth where merit has an opportunity or genius, fidelity, and 
industry secure fitting reward, it is in this land where God seems to 
have set the sign of approval on the government instituted by men. 
The Senator himself is an example of the reward which patient merit 
secures and enjoys. Inequalities there are, disappearing, we hope, one 
after another, in the advance of. enlightenment, but still inequalitise 
because men are morial and governments are imperfect, But, sir, ir 
the picture drawn by the Senator from Indiana is a true one, then the 
welcoming light which gleams from the Statue of Liberty in New York 

“harbor should be turned to a flaming sword and on that signal tower 
should beset the warning words, Who enters here leaves hope be- 
hind.” 

I know of no circumstance, no fact which can justify, palliate, or ex- 
cuse such an attack on the land, the Government, or the policy in which 
and under which we live. 

Now, Mr. President, why did the Senator make these declarations a 
few years ago and give these votes? Not because he wanted to tax the 
farmer or laboring man; not because he thought it infamous to levy 
these duties; but because he knew that every article entering into the 
consumption of the people and the manufacture of which has been suc- 
cessfully inaugurated in this country, has decreased in price as the suc- 
cess of its mauufacture has been more pronounced, until the people are 
paying to-day for such articles less than one-half in many instances, 
and in some less than one-quarter, of what they paid prior to the estab- 
lishment of such manufacturing. 

The challeuge has been again and again repeated that no article npon 
which a duty has been levied and the manufacture of which has been 
fairly started in this country, has been enhanced in price, but that in 
every single instance the cost has been decreased to the consumer. Is 
this true? Does anybody on that side of the Chamber or on this side 
deny it? If it is, then I submit that the arguments of those who are 
the enemies of protection fall absolutely and entirely to the ground. 
If by levying duties upon imports we can avoid direct taxation, raise 
millions of revenue for the support of the Government, and yet buy 
our wares at half what we paid before those duties were levied, what 
scheme of government can be devised which should command heartier 
support? Whatwickederscheme than that which secks to break down 
this heneficent policy? 

Without pursuing this phase of the subject further, let me empha- 
size the necessity for a fair, wholesome, statesmanlike discussion of 
this subject, free from rant and insincerity. 

A few weeks ago the Senate met in solemn session to consider the 
death of a great man. It has been many years since such glowing 
‘tributes were paid to a dead statesman as those which were showered, 
without regard topoliticalafiiliations, upon that greatcommonerofPenn- 
sylvania, Samuel J. Randall, The testimony to his lifeand services was 
universal. The possibility, Mr. President, that one would be accorded 
such praise after his work here is ended would make the prospect of 
death far less bitter. This man, followed to his last resting place by 
a regret not confined to any station or class, but common alike to me- 
chanic and millionaire, gave the best portion of his life to the upbuild- 
ing of the very system which the men who eulogized him here are at- 
api Bye destroy. The nation praised him, Will it praise them? 
His words of warning have been heard many times, and many of his 
eloquent utterances have rung in my ears as I have listened for weeks 
to the denunciation by his party associates of the system which he 
sought to nourish and uphold. 


If he deserved these eulogies, then 


these denunciations of that system carry with them their own refuta- 
tion. If he did not, then Daniel O'Connell's definition of the maxim 
De mortuis nil nisi bonum must be the one they had in mind when they 
paid such glowing tributes to his memory. 

But now, Mr. President, after this , for it is a di ion, 
let me come to the consideration of the real subject which ig before 
the Senate. 

Some one has said—I do not just remember who and it matters very 
little if the statement be true that 


Whosoever commands the sea commands the trade, and whosoever com- 
mands the trade of the world commands the riches of the world and conse- 
quently the world itself. 


The proposed reciprocity amendment united to the shipping bills 
already acted upon by the Senate are steps in the direction outlined 


by this sentiment, having for their aim and object the dual pur; of 
commanding the sea and commanding the trade; and, not to be too 
sanguine or hopeful, ultimately commanding the world. I do not 


think it too boastful or presumptuous to say that, under a wise admin- 
istration of our Government, and with the means which Providence has 
placed at our disposal, the practical proof of the truth of the saying I 
have quoted may yet be furnished to christendom by the United States. 

Mr. President, the agitation of this question has once more demon- 
strated the fact that there is nothing new under the sun.“ As 
the reciprocal plan has ed ground—and I think it is clear that 
it has gained ground, and very rapidly—we are surprised to find not 
only that it is old, but that it has been advocated, and well and ably 
advocated, by men all around us for years, who now behold the ideas 
for which they struggled almost, if not quite, ripe foradoption. The 
record shows that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] long 
ago proposed a plan practically in harmony with that now advocated. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] has caused to be read in 
the hearing of the Senate an extract from a speech delivered by him 
eleven years ago in which the policy now recommended was outlined 
and advocated. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLA] can 
come into the arena, I am told, with a still earlier utterance in T 
of this policy, and so we find on examination that almost every phase 
of the subject has been discussed and that no part of itis in reality 
novel or startling. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to correct him. I made a 
speech on the subject on the 28th day of February, 1879, and the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] made one on the th day of Feb- 
ruary, as I find by reference to the RECORD. All I can say is that I 
think mine was a little better speech of the two. [Langhter.] 

Mr. PIERCE. I stand corrected, Mr. President. 

But the question has been debated and advocated in the House; it 
has been debated and advocated in the Senate, and more and, perhaps, 
better, it has been suggested by successive Republican Administrations 
until it may fairly be termed a settled policy of the Republican party. 

It is somewhat amusing, Mr. President, to hear the talk about this 
proposition being a Democratic movement, a movement in favor of free 
trade, a departure from Republican principles, etc. Why, sir, for thirty 
years the executive department of this Government has been under 
the control of the Republican party, with the exception of the four 
years ending in 1889. Efforts to secure reciprocity, to enter into 
treaties for freer trade with Mexico and with the South American Re- 
publics have been going on for nearly twenty years of that period. 
The labors of General Grant in this direction are known of all men, 
and the work taken up under the Arthur Administration and prose- 
cuted so earnestly was in the direct line of the proposition now before 
the Senate. In his first annual message President Arthur discussed 
this subject at length. Among other things he said: 

The countries of the American continent and the adjacent islands are for the 
United States the natural marts -óf supply and demand. It is from them that 
we should obtain what we do not produce or do not produce in sufficiency, and 
it is to them that the surplus protiuctions of our fields, our mills, and our work- 
shops should flow, under conditions that will equalize or favor them in com- 
parison with foreign competition. 

President Arthur named four paths of policy which it seemed neces- 
sary to follow in the opening of successful commercial relations with 
these countries: 

First. A series of reciprocal commercial treaties. 

Second. The establishment of ourconsularservice on a salaried foot- 
ing, so as to do away with consular fees. 

Third. The enactment of measures to favor the construction and 
maintenance of a. steam carrying marine, under the flag of the United 
States. 

Fourth. The establishment of a uniform currency basis for the coun- 
tries of America, so that the coined products of our mines might eireu- 
late on equal terms throughout the whole system of commonwealths. 

In concluding that part of his message devoted to this subject, he 
said: 

To the accomplishment of these ends, so far as they can be attained by sepa- 
rate treaties, the negotiationsalready concluded and now in progress have been 
directed, and the favor which this enlarged policy has thus far received war- 
rants the belief that its operations will ere long embrace all, or nearly all, the 
countries of this hemisphere. 

It is by no means desirable, however, that the panay under eonsideration 
should be applied to these countries alone. The healthful enlargement of our 
trade with Asia,and Africa should be sought by reducing tariff burdens 
on such of their wares as neither we nor the other American States are fitted 
to produce, and thus enabling ourselves to obtain in return a better market for 
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Out papol OE MoN OLEW materials, and of the manufactures in which we 
ie acon to me that many of the embarrassing elements in the great national 


conflict between and free trade may thus be turned to good account— 
that the revenue may be reduced so as no longer to overtax the people, that 
protective duties may be retained without becoming burdensome, that our 
shipping interests may be judiciously encouraged, the currency fixed on firm 
bases, and above all such à unity of interests established among the States of 
_ American system as will be of great and ever-increasing advantage to them 
a 

Acting in this Spiri the Administration of Mr. Arthur concluded 
treaties with several important countries, but these for some reason 
were withdrawn from the Senate by his successor. So thoroughly was 
the Republican party committed to this policy, however, that in its 
last national platform it inserted the following: 

The conduct of foreign affairs by the present Administration has been distin- 
guished by its inefliciency and its cowardice. Having withdrawn from the Sen- 
ate all pending treaties effected by Repubican Administrations for the removal 
of foreign burdens and restrictions upon our commerce and for its extension 
neo heater markets, it lias neither effected nor proposed any others in their 
stead. 

In view of this it certainly sounds strange to assert that Republicans 
who favor the policy of reciprocity are running off after strange gods 
or catering to Democracy. n 

The act of Congress approved May 24, 1888, authorizing the Presi- 
dent to invite delegates to an international conference named as one 
of the topics to be considered, Measures toward the formation of an 
American customs union, under which the trade of American nations 
shall, so far as possible and profitable, be promoted.“ 

That conference met in most successful convention at the Capital 
last winter, and was regarded by all as a preliminary step toward ac- 
complishing the great results for which it was convened. In the re- 
port on customs union adopted by the conference the committee said: 

But, although it is not easy, in the opinion of the committee, to reach at once 
unrestricted reciprocity, that end might be obtained gradually and partially, 
The first and most efficient step in that direction is the negotiation of partial 
reciprocity treaties among the American nations, whereby each may agree to 
remove or diminish their respective import duties on some of the natural or 
manufactured products of one or more of the other nations in exchange for sim- 
ilar and equivalent advantages, as, if the mutual ns were not equiva- 
lent, the treaties would soon become odious, and could last but for a lim- 
ited time, and would discredit the system. If after this has been tried for some 
reasonable time a gdod result should follow, as it is to be e ted, the number 
of articles on the free-list might be enlarged in each case, from time to time, 
until they attain, through the development of the natural elements of wealth, 
other sources of revenue or an increase of the existing ones, which would al- 
low the contracting nations to reach unrestricted reciprocity ora free trade 
among some or all the American nations. 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE CONFERENCE. 

Therefore the committee proposes— : 

To recommend to such of the eee represented in the conference as 
may be interested in the concluding of partial reciprocity, commercial treaties, 
to negotiate such treaties with one or more of the American countries, as it may 
be in their interest to make them, under such a basis as may be acceptable in 

case, taking into consideration the special situation, conditions, and in- 
terests of each country and with a view to promote their common welfare. 

The Government in its executive and legislative branches has di- 
rectly or indirectly approved of the objects of this conference and sub- 
stantially resolved to labor for the carrying out of the policy which 
was recommended; and looking to these suggestions of the conference 
so heartily indorsed by the distinguished Secretary of State and ap- 
proved by the President, varions propositions favorable to the consum- 
mation of this policy have been presented in this Chamber, one of which 
I had the honor to introduce myself, and which, elaborated and ex- 
tended, has been recommended by the Finance Committee for adoption. 

It will be observed that President Arthur did not confine his recom- 
mendations to the South American states, but made them applicable 
to the whole world, as, Iam glad to say, is done by this proposed amend- 
ment. Under President Arthur, as I have said, a number of treaties 
were concluded, among them one with Spain and one with Mexico, 
which opened up the markets of Mexico and those of Cuba and Porto 
Rico to the productions of the United States and gave them in return a 
free market for sugar in this country. Other treaties of reciprocity were 
male, of the details of which Iam not permitted under the rules of the 
Senate to speak, but which show conclusively that there will be no 
trouble in securing liberal grants from most or all of the countries south 
of us whenever we shall seek an interchange of products. Hand in 
hand with this policy of reciprocity go those important measures which 
have passed this body during the present session and which are designed 
to encourage and upbuild our carrying trade, upon which so much em- 
phrsis was laid by Mr. Arthur. 

was glad to see some members of the opposition supporting those 
bills; but they were Republican in their inception, in their advocacy, 
and in their final passage, and to that party must be given the credit 
for whatever of success shall attend their operation. It is believed 
that under these bills, if they shall finally become laws, lines of steam- 
ships will be established which will soon make our communication 
with the Sonth American States rapid and fully equal, if not superior, 
to that enjoyed by any country on the globe; and with wise commer- 
cial treaties it is not too much to believe that we shall soon behold 
the ports on our southern border alive with shipping and an immense 
carrying trade inaugurated between this country and the great region 
to ihe south of us. 

There has been some talk, although so far I have heard very little, 
of the danger of bestowing this proposed power on the President of the 


United States, and the proposition has been spoken of as if it were 
something new in our national experience: Of course this is without 
force, for the granting of these extraordinary powers to the President 
has been so common in our history and has been so absolutely free of 
abuse that itis scarcely necessary to speak of this objection, In the 
last thirty years there have been numerous instances where Congress 
has given discretionary power to the President in regard to the most 
important affairs of the nation. 

It has granted him power to take possession of the telegraph lines of 
the country; to close ports of entry; to allow importationsof cattle and 
hides; to alter, change, and consolidate important collection districts; 
to admit certain products of Canada free of duty. 

The last grant of power, most sweeping in its character, permitted 
the President in his discretion to alter, amend, abrogate, qualify, or 
suspend the laws relating to the importations of the important prod- 
ucts of the British possessions into this country, an authority far more 
startling and sweeping than that which it is now proposed to confer 
upon him by this amendment. I quote from an act entitled An act 
to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend 
the rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American 
trading and other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887: 

It shall be the duty of the President of the United States, in his discretion, 
by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews, of the 
British dominions of North America,any entrance into the . N or 
places of or within the United States (with such exceptions in to ves- 
sels in distress, stress of r, or ing supplies as to the President shall 
seem proper), whether such vessels shall have come directly from said domin- 
ions on such destined voyage or by wayof some port or place in such destined 
voyage elsewhere; and also, to deny entry into any port or place of the United 
States of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions or other 
goods coming from said dominions to the United States. The President may, 
in his discretion, apply such proclamation to any part or & all of the foregoing- 
named subjects and may revoke, qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation 
from time to time, as he may deem necessary to the full and just execution -of 
the purposes of this act. 

The proposition which I had the honor to submit a few weeks ago 
included only sugar in its provisions, so far as foreign imports were 
concerned, and only agricultural products as the basis of an exchange 
on our part. The committee very properly have broadened this to in- 
clude coffee and molasses; they have also included tea and hides, about 
the wisdom of which Iam not so sure. Rubber might possibly have 
been added with good results, The proposition to admit certain grades 
of wool to this country free of duty, which is embraced in one of the 
amendments offered, would not be acceptable to a large proportion of 
the people of the West, and it does not seem to be at all necessary for 
our purpose to include this article. I have been particularly impressed 
with this by reading the report of Mr. Baker, qur consul at Buenos 
Ayres, contained in No. 115 of Consular Reports of the United States, 
published in April, 1890. Mr. Baker says: 

Neither on economic principles does it necessaril y 
method by which our imports to the Argentine Republic can be increased is by 
our agreeing to receive its wools free of duty. If the trade of Great Britain 
with the Argentine Republic be analyzed, it will be seen that while the United 
Kingdom furnishes over one-third of the entire imports to this country, it does 
not, in order to assist in the expansion of this trade, buy Argentine wools at all, 
and this notwithstanding the that they are admitted free of duty. To be 
more exact, of the $123,412,110 of merchandise imported into the Argentine Re- 
public during 1888 the amount of $44,044,110 was furnished by Great Britain, and 
of the 296,422,512 8 of unwashed wool exported from the Argentine Re- 
public in 1888 only 7,179,698 pounds was shipped to Great Britain. In other 
words, Argentines buy their imports from Great Britain in spite of the fact 
that Great Britain buys scarcely a pound of A tine wool in return, Why is 
this? It is simply because the English buy their raw materials where they can 
buy them to the best advantage and the Argentines buy their imports where 
they can procure them either cheapest or with the least delay. And, whether 
we buy Argentine wool or not, I venture to say that we will secure our full 
share of the Argentine imports justso soon as we shall have—what the English 
already have—regular and quick steam transportation with the river Plate and 
the necessary banking and other facilities for doing business, 


I have already stated that there could be but little doubt of the suc- 
cess of the negotiations looking to wider commercial relations between 
these countries. The United States has always been liberal toward its 
South American neighbors. We already admit 87 per cent. of the pro- 
ductions of Latin America free. We have successively removed the 
duty from coffee, cocoa, India rubber, hides, cinchona bark, dye and 
cabinet woods, and many other products, and now we reach that great- 
est of all staples, sugar, from which the duties are removed by the pro- 
visions of this bill. For all of these concessions we have gained very 
little. A few articles, agricultural implements being the most impor- 
tant, are admitted into mostof the South American States without im- 
post duty, but the great bulk of our manufactures and products of 
various kinds are taxed enormously before they can be placed before 
the people of those countries for use or consumption, 

The promise is given us here in this International Conference that 
our liberal policy toward them shall be reciprocated, and I doubt not 
that assurance will be ratified when the time for action arrives, Our 
trade with South American countries has largely increased during the 
past year, although it is still comparatively limited. While our ex- 
ports to ail the world in 1888 were seven hundred and forty-two mil- 
lions and over, but a trifle over sixty-nine millions went to Spanish 
America, while the total imports of these countries were valued at 
$338, 485,914. 

The following diagrams show at a glance the relative growth of our 
imports from and exportsto South America for a period of thirty years. 


follow that the onl 
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Diagram showing the relative growth of the imports into the countries named from South America. 
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Still, our trade has increased, notably in the past two years, and 
would be largely augmented even under present conditions had we fa- 
cilities for direct communication with those countries. The merchan- 
dise we buy in South America is sent to us largely in European ships 
that pause to discharge their cargoes merely and pass on to European 
ports, to load in those ports for South American countries. France saw 
the necessity for larger facilities for her own trade and has established 
a system of lines between Havre and Buenos Ayres, with the result of 
increasing her exports from eight millions in 1880 to twenty-two mill- 
ions in 1888. Germany showed like intelligence, and with quick and 

ar steam communication increased her exports from two millions 
in 1880 to thirteen millions in 1888. 

With all our lack of direct steam-ship communication, however, we 
already send to the United States of Colombia, for illustration, 63 per 
cent. of her candles, coal, fireworks, and kerosene oil; 54 per cent. of 
her provisions, spices, fruits, etc. ; 26 per cent, of drugs, medicines, and 
chemicals; 9 per cent. of glass and crockery ware; 23 per cent. of her 
iron and steel; 5 per cent. of leather; 6 per cent. of her liquors; 38 per 
cent, of materials and supplies; 42 per cent. of tobacco, and 66 per cent. 
of the wood and lumber imported into that country. The latest reports 
show that we import from Brazil about $54,000,060 worth of productsan- 
nually, while our exports to that country amount to aboutseven mill- 
ions, leaving a balance against us of forty-seven millions and over. 
With fair concessions Brazil ought to furnish a very large market for 
nearly all the productions of the United States, agricultural and other. 

In this connection I desire tosubmit the following letter from Senhor 
J. G. do Amaral Valente, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to this country from Brazil, which expresses the most favor- 
able opinion as to the outcome of our efforts to secure enlarged commer- 
cial relations with that country: 


MALVERN HOTEL, Ban IIA non, ME., August 3, 1890, 
Sin: Ihavejust had the honor to receive your valued favor of the 28th ultimo 
which was forwarded to me here. Nou request therein to be informed whether 
under favorable circumstances, such for instance as the opening of your mar- 
kets to the unrestricted admission of the important products of Brazil, there 
would beanything like an extensive demand in that country for your farm prod- 
ucts, such as wheat, corn, barley, flax, and our meat products, as beef, pork, 


ete. 
Most willingly complying with your wishes, I take eee in saying that in 
my opinion such a liberal course on the part of the United States would un- 
doubtedly have a most satisfactory effect on the natural growth of a considera- 
ble consumption, Which already exists in Brazil, of the various products named 
by you, besides petroleum and also many other articles of domestic industry, 
like enn erat agricultural implements, locomotives, and railway suppos 
ete. Further, it is my firm belief that the adoption of such a measure, if sup- 
plemented by better means of transportation and greater facilities of postal 
communications than we have now, would unquestionably promote to the 
areatan extent the development of trade between both countries. Towards 
this end Brazi! has been paying to an American line ofsteamers a large subsidy 
for more than twenty years,and, besides, has already introduced in our tariff 
some considerable reductions both inthe import and export lists, 

Owing to my absence from Washington, lam unable to furnish you with sta- 
tistics concerning this subject, yet I wish toremark that, although we are mostly 
dependent on our customs revenue, we receive free of duty a great number of 
articles; for instance, agricultural implements, machinery, locomotives, rail- 
way he ete., whilst on many others a comparatively small import tax is im- 
poan ‘or example, flour pays 20 cents, salt fish 40 cents, corn $1, kerosene 

1.10 per hundred-weight. And, even in regard to them, I believe that some 
important concessions might be expected. considering the strong desire on the 
part of our Government to foster by all ayailable means closer commercial in- 
tereourse with the United States. Our export duty on sugar has been entirely 
ee and, besides, a considerable reduction has been made in a few other 
Pp ucts, 

In this connection it is proper, I think, to call your attention to a 3 
statement which has appeared in the newspapers. It has been often assume: 
that as soon as the duty on coffee was taken off in this country the Brazilian 
Government increased the export duty on the said article. There is no vision 
of truth in such an absurd statement. On the contrary, the export duty, which 
used to be 9 per cent. before the import tax was removed in this country, was 
reduced to 7 per cent. in 182, and not only this, a considerable reduction was 
also made in the freight tariff of the government railroads, thus allowing our 
planters the advantages of lower rates in the transportation of their coffee. 
There is no doubt, therefore, that the American consumers of our coffee are en- 
joying the full benefit of the removal of the import duty, and this can be easily 
proved by comparing the value of the article with the market prices of other 
countries where the duties have been kept up. r 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. G. AMARAL VALENTE. 

Flon. Senator G. A, PIERCE. 


I also submit a number of similar communications from the repre- 
sentatives of South American countries at this Capital, some not very 
encouraging, but expressing more or less in detail the probable outcome 
of negotiations looking to an extension of our commercial relations 
with the countries which they respectively represent. I call attentior 
to a significant paragraph in the reply of the minister from Costa Rica, 
who says: 


I have the honor to state that in my opinion there is little scope, so far as 
Costa Rica is concerned, for the further application of the means suggested by 
you for the extension of the demand for American products in that country, 
since our principal productions, consisting of coffee, rubber, and hide, are admitted 
Sree of duty in your ports, 


I have italicised the last clause of the paragraph. 

If the fact that we admit the products of Costa Rica free is a bar to 
our extending our commerce in that country, we ought not to be slow 
to gtk advantage of the suggestion and remove the obstraction with- 
out delay, 


be anything like an extensive demand in my country for the farm products of 
coe tes, such as wheat, corn, barley, flax,and meat products, as beef, 
pork, e 


In reply, I beg to say that. not having instructions of my Government con- 
cerning the matter of reciprocity, I am unable to give you an official reply, but 
I will state thatthe Argentine Republic produces the articles mentioned in your 
letter and exports a great surplus of them. 

I havethe pleasure of mailing you a copy ofthe Boletin Mensual del Ministerio 
de Relaciones Exteriores, in which you will find 1572) the statistics con- 
cerning the exportations ofthe Argentine Republic during the first three months 
ofthe present year and a copy of the annual message of the p: 

have the honor to be, sir, yours, very truly, 
VICENTE G. QUESADA. 

Hon, G. A. PrercE, United States Senate. 


LEGACION DEL PERÚ EN Los Estapos Usipos DE AMÉRICA, 
New York, August 1,1890. 

Stn: Owing to my absence from Washington, your favor of the 28th ultimo 
has but lately reached me. 

In answer to your inquiry,I have respectfully to refer you to the report 
adopted at the International American Conference on the subject of a customs 
union. The matter you refer to was therein fully discussed, not only with re- 
gard to Peru. but in a general way to all the other Spanish-American republics, 
and I could not add one word tothatample study of so complicated and interest- 
ing a subject as the enlargement of continental trade relations. 

ft is my belief that the adoption of all the recommendations approved by the 
conference would undoubtedly lead with mutual advantage to end, oneof 
the features of which would be the increased demand for American products 
and manufactures. 

I would gladly furnish you with the statistical figures you desire if I had at 
hand my official archives, bat you can obtain such data from the consular re- 
ports to the State Department. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 
F. C. C. ZEGARRA. 

Hon. GILBERT A. PIERCE, 

United States Senator. 


: WASHINGTON, August 4, 1890. 
Sır: Your letter of the 28th ultimo is at hand, 

In reply I have the honor to state that, in my opinion, there is little scope, so 
far as Costa Rica is concerned, for the further application of the means sug- 
gested by you for the extension of the demand for American products in that 
country, since our principal productions, consisting of coffee, rubber, and hides, 
are udmitted free of duties in your ports. Furthermore, I believe that that de- 
vice would be still less applicable to the farm products ot the United States, be- 
cause we produce at home almost all that is consumed in that line. 

Following are some statistical figures for the year 1888 that may be of some 
interest to you: Š 


Total imports 


Total exports............« .. 5,718,792 
Total foreign COMMEFCE.......005.0::0 cesccersecvsdssereoete nen seersebasunssaseresan: « 10,915,714 
Trade with England: 
8 seri 
ports 
Arpe with i a 
mports +793, 877 
Exports ... 077, 315 
Trade with Germany: o 
Imports.... 833, 882 
Exports. 20 1, 391 
Trade with France: 

Imports. . 2 506, 510 
165, 023 
ui 

76, 223 
11, 388 
18,390 
23, 000 
12, 021 
12,065 
The principal farm products imported are: : 
Rice 8 — ONENI 68, 316 
41,478 
16, 469 
24, 832 
167,319 
6, 379 
39, 082 
11, 817 
9.507 
31, 486 
$4, 282 
Canned fruits and vegetables. 46, 561 
Canned meat 47,782 
20, 337 
122214 
76, 547 
12,723 
160, 980 
champagne es „ — 67,819 


Hoping that this information may prove useful for your purpose, I have the 
honor to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


Hon. GILBERT A. Prerce, U. S. S., Washington, D, C. 


Our trade with South America is frequently referred to as compara- 
tively trifling and likely to remain so. I hear it often said that we 
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bave little to gain with any of those countries and nothing with such a 
nation as the Argentine Republic, which produces so many of the ar- 
ticles raised and manufactured in the United States. It may, there- 
fore, be something of a surprise as well asa source of satisfaction to refer 
to the exact amount of our exports to these South American countries 


last year. 
Wessnt to Brazil $9,276,511 worth of our products; to the Argen- 


Diagram showing the annual import value of coffee from 1872 to 1887. 
[From Treasury tables.] 


* 

The importance of these South American countries must not be 
underestimated, and their advanckment in civilization and enlighten- 
ment should be well understood. South America has a total area of 
` 8,562,953 square miles, or nearly twice as great as that of the United 
States. They have a total population of 47,000,000, or about 7 inhab- 
itants to the square mile, while we on an estimated population of 
64,000,000 have about 18 to the square mile. 

In some these nations are the richest in natural resources of 
any countries on the globe, and the time must come when that great 
region will be teeming with a population which will compete in the 
race of life with the most favored and intelligent nations of the earth. 
The advancement of these countries in the arts of civilization is illus- 
trated by the report of construction of railway and telegraph lines which 
has marked the last five or six years. The total number of miles of 
railway completed at last accounts in these countries was 15,694, and 
of telegraph lines 48,005. This is exclusive of the Falkland Islands, 
the Spanish West Indies, and Mexico. 

Think of this! 16,000 miles of railway and 48,000 miles of telegraph 
in a region of country which many people are disposed to regard as 
semi-barburous; and these are the figures of two years ago. Since that 
time thousands of miles of railway and telegraph have beencompleted 
in those countries. Brazil alone, I doubt not, has at this time between 
. eight and ten thousand miles of completed railway, and the Argentine 
Republic, 6,000. 

Althongh it is well enough to include other articles in the list sub- 
mitted by the committee, still if we can make satisfactory terms with 
these countries at all we can do it with those two great staples, sugar 
and coftee, which so overbalance and overshadow all other of their pro- 
ductions. 

The total sugar product of the world is 5,778,000 tons of 2,200 pounds 
each. Of this quantity 2,278,000 tons is from cane, the great bulk of 
which was made in Mexico, Cuba, Porto Rico, and in the South Amer- 
jean States. Of that amount we imported 1,259,162 tons, which, added 
to 150,000 tons produced in this country, makes 1,409,162 tons, or more 
than half of the cane sugar produced in the world. This does not take 
into account molasses of various grades, of which the consumption was 
nearly 27,000,000 of gallons. Our market therefore is the one for which 
the sugar-producing countries, both cane and beet, must necessarily 
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tine Republic $8,376,077 worth; to the Central American States $4,- 
146,511 worth; to the United States of Colombia $3,728,961 worth; 
to Venezuela $3,703,705 worth; to Chili $2,967,254 worth; and tothe 
smaller countries in This, however, though large in itself, 
was relatively small as compared with the total imports into those 
eountries from foreign nations, these total imports amounting in value 
to $338,485,914 in 1889. 
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strive, and the loss of which to any country would be a most serious 
commercial embarrassment. 

The same may be said of coffee, except that the application is not so 
wide at present as that concerning sugar. 

The United States is the largest consumer of coffee in the world, re- 
quiring for its wants more than is consumed by Germany, the United 
Kingdom, Austria-Hungary, and Francecombined. In the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1887, we imported 526,109,170 pounds, or more than 
9 pounds for every man, woman, and child of our population. 


About 25,000,000 pounds were re-exported, leaving for domestic 


consumption more than 500,000,000 pounds. 

It has been said, Mr. President, that we gained no advantage from 
the abolition of the duty upon coffee, which was taken off in 1872, 
and that the same result is likely to follow similar action with regard 
to mgar: It has been generally supposed that the reason for that was 
that Brazil immediately imposed an export duty which was equiva- 
lent to the abrogated tax upon that article in this country, and it 
somewhat staggered me to ascertain that this export duty was in ex- 
istence before tbe abolition of our custo:us tax, and that instead of be- 
ing decreased it had been reduced, withc at any appreciable effect upon 
the price of that article. 

This fact seemed unexplainable. It di 1 not appear possible that the 
removal of 5 cents a pound upon an arti: ‘é which was not produced in 
this country and which paid that amount upon being landed npon our 
shores would not lower the price in the market; but the quotations 
show that the prices at which coffee sold in this country actually ad- 
vanced soon after the abrogation of the duty, and we paid in fact more 
than we did prior to that time. Knowiug aş we do now that the na- 
tional export duty of Brazil was not incrcased after our legislation, the 
reason for the maintenance of these pric s and their increases. seemed 
absolutely unexplainable; but the fact itself was calculated to discour- 
age similar action regarding the article of sugar. 

(think, however, that the matter can be explained and it can be 
shown that logic is not defied or the natural order of commercial ten- 
dencies reversed by these facts, It is very true that the export duty 
in Brazil was fixed in 1867 at 9 per cent.; in 1882 Brazil reduced the 


export duty from 9 to 7 per cent., and neither of these events seemed 
to affect the price of the commodity in this country, But, Mr. Presi- 
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dent, there were other and very important facts that affected the price 
of coffee. The provinces in which coffee is produced collect another 
tax in that country varying from 4 to 7 percent. The province of 
Rio Janeiro imposes a tax of 4 per cent., ia 6 per cent., Ceará 7 per 
cent, The exact time when these duties were first levied it is difficult 
to.ascertain, but so far as I have been able to learn they do not appear 
to anything like the extent prevailing now until after the passage of 
the act of Congress of 1872. 

There were other facts, however, which can be made to account largely 
for the maintenance of the price in this country at the rates prevailing 
before the reduction of the tariff. Our war tariff imposed a heavy duty. 
This duty so discouraged the producers in Brazil that many of them 
practically gave up the cultivation, A new stimulus was given to the 
industry when in 1870 the duty was reduced from 5 to 3; cents per pound, 
and again in 1872 when the duty was entirely removed. It tooksome 
years, however, to recover from the depression incident to the imposi- 
tion of the first duty, and it was not until 1875 that we began to feel 
the effect of this increased production. I will ask the Clerk to read 
the following extract from an article which appeared in The Nation a 
few years ago, based upon the report of Mr. Partridge, our minister to 
Brazil atthe time of the abolition of the duties upon coffee by this 
country, which gives the reasons for the increase. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

But, it is said, the planters at once raised their prices, and so the American 
consumer derived no advantage from the reduction of duty, as though a seller, 
who does not possess a monopoly, can raise the price of his goods arbitrarily. 
It is true that prices did rise, and that they did rise by about the amount of duty, 
noone yaar” bar uc pight joie obama bs he was an iate result of the 
repeal. The table of prices prepared by Mr. Partridge shows that the rise had 

un in 1871, and that the average price in December, 1871, was quite as high 
as it was in the latter part of 1872. Coffee (Rio) that was worth 9 cents in Jan- 
uary, 1871, had risen to 13} cents in December, to 4} cents in January, 1872, and 
to 14.7 cents in December, 1872, In_1869 the import value of coffee was 9.8 cents, 
under n duty of 5 cents per pound; in 1872, 10.9 cents, when the duty was 3 
cents; and in 1873 14.4 cents, when the import was free. Ofcourse the planters 
benetited by the rise, but through no action of their own. 

The fact that prices could be maintained in the face of such a reduction in 
duty only shows that the demand kept up with the supply; that the real a 
librium of the markets had not been altered. This is shown by the fact t 
Ceylon coffee, of which little is consumed in this country, also began to rise in 
1870, and reached its highest point in 1874, at the time when Rio in New York 
had risen to 19.4 cents per pound, a rise so great that the duty removed becomes 
too insignificanta factor, and short crops and speculation must explain it. Rio 
on the «lon market passed through nearly the same fluctuations as in New 
Work, yet there was no change of duties to affect the price. 

It must be remembered that in the same market there can be but one price for 
one commodity, and it would argue an absurdity to suppose that a neh or 
English merchant could purchase coffee in Brazil at a price lower or higher 
than an American, Had the United States been the only market for Brazilian 
eoffee and had the relation of demand to su ply remained the same, the re- 
moval of the duty would in the end have modi ed the price, and certainly in 
favor of the consumer. t both of these conditions were absent, andalthough 
imports increased rapidly (with a few fluctuations) they were not able toover- 

the demand. Further, it was not until 1882 that the import value of coffee 

n New York fell to what it had been previous to 1872. To suppose that Brazil 

planters had been able to manipulate the market for twenty years in their in- 

terest and at the expense of the consumer is to disregard the most common 
maxims of trade. 

Under these circumstances it is absurd to attribute the condition of the market 
to u mere shufiling of duties, whether duties on imports or on exports, In 1882 
Brazil. reduced the export duty from 9 to 7 per cent., but the provincial duty re- 
mained unchanged. The prices were 12.5 cents in 1881, 10 cents in 1882. S cents 
in 1883, 7 cents in 1886, and 10.7 cents in 1887. Is the influence of the duty ap- 
parent? That the removal of the import duty by Congress was an advantage 
tothe American consumer may be shown by the fact that he would otherwise 
have been compelled to pay the market price of the coffee and a duty besides, 


Mr. PIERCE, Iam free to admit, Mr. President, that the question 
is not a determined one, and that we can not.calculate with certainty 
upon the result of a removal of the duty upon an article of this charac- 
ter so far as it shall affect its price, but, there being no special conditions 
surrounding it, the inevitable conclusion must be that the levying of an 
import tax upon any article not largely produced in this country nec- 
essarily increases its cost. But the fact that there is an uncertainty 
connected with it and that the whole matter is something of an ex- 
periment seems to me to be an argument in favor of the proposed 
amendment which will permit the restoration of the duty without de- 
lay should the advantages hoped for be found illusory, 

There is another fact connected with this coffee-trade which it would 
be well for us to consider. It is true that Brazil is the great coffee-pro- 
ducing country of the world, but it is not by any means the only coun- 
try that produces a large quantity of this berry and not the only one 
that is adapted to its successful cultivation. The production of the 
world in 1886 was 10,277,000 bags, of which 6,500,000 bags were pro- 
duced in Brazil. It is shown conclusively that Mexico is adapted to 
the very successful cultivation of coffee, and it is a fact that the price 
of Mexican coffee has always maintained itself above that of Rio. Vene- 
zuela and Guatemala are also countries most favorable to this produc- 
tion. 

In 1887 Venezuela supplied more than one-tenth of the demand of 
the United States, and the growth of the production in Guatemala in- 
creased from 11,000,000 pounds in 1871 to nearly 40,000,000 in 1884. The 
same thing may be said. in a degree, of nearly all of the South Amer- 
ican States, it being quite plain that with encouragement from this coun- 
try the production of coffee would increase in any one of the nations 

‘south of us to an extent that would practically supply the demand of 
the United States. Perhaps the culture of no epa een product has 
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beensubject to such ups and downs and discouragements as has attended 
the cultivation of coffee. ‘ 

Our American farmers complain very justly of the fluctuations -of 
our grain markets, but this is nothing as compared with the sudden 
rise and fall of coffee in the South American States. From July to 
December, 1879, the price varied from 4} cents to 19 cents a pound; 
from January to June in 18827 from 3} to 12}; from January to June, 
1883, from 3} to 154; from July to December, 1886, trom 44 to 12}. 
Speculation, trusts, combines, local restrictions, and imperial restraints 
and taxes give a constant uncertainty to the markets and discourage 
those engaged in its cultivation. 

In 1881 coffee was worth in Costa Rica, computed in our currency, 
$10 per quintal, a quintal being equal to 100 pounds. In 1884 it was 
worth 86. 70 per quintal, less premium on exchange on New York. The 
price in Santos varied between December, 1882, when it was 7} cents 
for superior coffee, which is the quality known as next to the best, 

ut aboard ships, to 22} cents in June, 1887, for the same quality. 
With all this, however, the coffee market is a mystery and seems to be 
governed largely by influences difficult to locate or explain. 

Mr. President, there are several objections to the scheme of reci- 
procity which itis welltoexamine. The firstis the unconstitutionality 
of all reciprocity treaties, the main objection being that such treaties 
deprive the House of Representatives of its prerogative to inaugurate 
all schemes for raising revenue. Mr. Webster is re as g 
onee upon a time that he hoped he knew the Constitution of his co 
better than to think a reciprocity treaty constitutional. I have read a 
speech delivered in this Chamber several years ago by the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], in which this view of the case 
is taken, and I confess that his arguments are calculated to cast great 
doubts upon the constitutionality of such p 

Perhaps it might be said, however, that a reciprocity treaty is not 
unconstitutional per se, but depends on the nature or details of the 
treaty itself. A treaty, for instance, which removed a duty instead of 
levying one might not be subject to the objection. So it seems to me 
that a treaty the whole tendency of which was to decrease the revenue 
and abolish imports in return for reciprocal advantages of trade and 
commerce extended to the United States by other countries would not 
come within the meaning of Article I of the Constitution, Be that as 
it may, it seems to have become finally established by repeated prece- 
dents that these treaties are not, in the opinion of Congress, an infringe- 
ment of the Constitution, especially when accompanied by a clause 
making their operation dependent upon legislation in which, of course, 
the House of Representatives must join, and that this objection can no 
longer be urged. There has been some doubt expressed as to whether 
it is constitutional to provide that a law shall take effect upon certain 
contingencies, but there are numerous precedents for this, and the point 
is clearly not well taken. 

A second objection is that which I have already examined, namely, 
that itis dangerous to intrust the President with the extended powers 
which it seems necessary to grant in order to successfully carry out the 
design contemplated. i 

A third is that our experience with reciprocity treaties has not been 
such as to encourage us to go further in this direction. That with 
Canada has been pointed to particularly as one to warn us of the futil- 
ity of any effort of this character. But itdoes not follow, Mr, Presi- 
dent, that, because we once made a foolish treaty and got the worst of 
the bargain, as a consequence we should retire from all efforts of this 
kind. The trouble was that we were outgeneraled in our dealings with 
the Dominion and paid the penalty, but this is no argument against 
the policy itself. 

A fourth objection is that a similar treaty was a failure with the Sand- 
wich Islands, and that, while in 1889 we admitted to this country duty 
free twelve millions and over of sugar and rice, the islands took in re- 
turn only $3,400,000 of American products. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] has reflected with particular severity on this treaty, 
but the failure there, Mr. President, seems to have been that the popu- 
lation of those islands was scanty, not exceeding 150,000, all told, and 
while the aggregate of our sales there was small it is yet shown that 
the islanders purchased at the rate of $22 per head. A similar fail- 
ure of reciprocity with Brazil, for instance, with its 14,000,000 of 
people, would result in the utmost success of the plan of reciprocity 
proposed by this amendment. 

While the Sandwich Islands took under reciprocity $22 worth per 
head of American products, Brazil under the conditions of trade which 
now exist only purchases 66 cents per capita, while this country im- 
ported from that nation $4.30 per head. 

These, which are the principal objections I have heard urged against 
this policy, hardly seem tangible enough to become a serious obstacle 
in the way of reciprocity. 

And now, sir, as to the mode of proceeding. 

It seems to me that the advantages of a discretionary power which 
may or may not be exercised, as circumstances demand, need scarcely 
be mentioned. = 

If we find, as some fear, that the removal of the duties upon sugar 
does not cheapen it to the consumer in this country, there will he a 
universal demand that the duties be reimposed and we shall not have 
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to wait for a repeal or modification of the law to secure such a restora- 
tion. Time is given to test the question whether the repeal of these 
duties lowers the price before the President is called upon to finally act. 

In other words, it gives us the opportunity to determine what the 
advantages to our people of free sugar will be without the danger of 
delay in speedily recovering any ground we may lose by placing it upon 
the tree-list.. In short, while the power conferred may possibly result 
in no benefit—although that, I believe, is a remote proposition—it can 
not possibly result in any disaster. It may be found advisable to re- 
store the duties upon coffee while leaving sugar free or vice versa. It 
may be that certain advantages may be obtained by the imposition of 
a duty upon rubber, or hides, or other products which are not sub- 
jected to customs duties. 

The latitude given the President is wide, his discretion ample, the 
powers sufficient without being dangerous. Time is given forconsulta- 
tion with Congress before the final consummation of any scheme begun 
under this amendment. In case of the negotiation of a treaty or 
treaties the convention must be ratified and confirmed before it can 
take effect. Not only that, but Congress may in its wisdom at the 
next session repeal, alter, modify, or change the terms of this law or 
this proposed amendment. Every possible advantage to be gained by 
the enactment of a law providing for the admission of sugar free of 
duty upon certain conditions-precedent to such admission is gained 
by placing it on the free-list at once and giving this discretionary power 
into the hands of the President, to be exercised upon occasion. 

Every disadvantage arising from the refusal of the Senate to concur 
in the proposition to admit sugar free under the terms of the House 
bill is avoided in the same way. If free sugaris a boon, we shall have 
it; if it is a deception and a snare without any practical advantages, 
we shall know it in time to rétrace our steps and save the $50,000,000 
which we surrender by the termsof the proposed law. It seems to me, 
therefore, that every dictate of reason, judgment, safety, and sound 
policy requires the adoption of this proposed amendment. 

But suppose our negotiations should prove futile and we can not ob- 
tain such reciprocal privileges as we seek and are to be kept depend- 
ent upon a foreign government for this great staple, subject to the mu- 
tations of the market, the schemes of speculators, the operation of 
trusts or rings, and the various conditions and combinations which 
enter into the price of products of this character. There is a remedy, 
Mr. President, even for this state of things, and it is a grave question 
with me whether the remedy, if vigorously adopted, would not prove 
as completely effective and as advantageous to our people as a whole as 
the most liberal grants by foreign governments.’ We have almost every 
variety of soil and climate in this nation known in the world. 

There is scarcely a product of any kind which we can not produce 
within the geographical limits of the United States. Within the last 
few years sugar made from beets, and even from other vegetables, has 
not only been successfully manufactured abroad, but has grown to 
enormous proportions, until it surpasses in quantity the sugar produced 


from cane. The FENY crop of the world, as I have said, amounts to 
5,778,000 tons, and it is divided as follows: Cane, 2,278,000; beet, 
3,500,000. : 


Last year Germany produced 1,220,000 tons of beet sugar, Austria 
730,000 tons, France 700,000 tons, Russia 480,000 tons, Belgium 105,- 
000 tons, Holland 60,000 tons; total production, 3,445,000 tons, against 
2,764,000 in 1888 and 2,451,000 in 1887. 

It will be seen that the product from beets exceeds the cane product 
by 722,000 tons. Our imports of canesugar havedecreased during the 
past year, while onr imports of beet sugar have increased. For the 
eleven months ending June 1, 1890, we imported 555,427,721 pounds 
of beet sugar as against 241,364,287 pounds in the corresponding eleven 
months in 1889. Of cane and other sugar not beet we imported for 
the same period in 1890, 1,854,799,242 pounds as against 2,252,853, 625 
pounds in 1889, an increase of 314,000,000 in beet sugar and a decrease 
of 398,000,000 pounds in cane sugar. The cultivation in this country 
has but just fairly begun, but is developing very rapidly. 

In 1889 we produced about 4,000,000 pounds, and during the present 
fiscal year the product promises to run into millions. it is well to 
note that we are following in this bill the policy which has proved so 
beneficial to this industry in France, Germany, and Austria-Hungary. 
The product of France has grown from 243,000 tons in 1877, to 700,000 
tons in 1889. It is estimated that there are now 100,000 persons en- 
goged in the manufacture of beet sugar in France, exclusive of the 

abor employed in the field. The sameis practically true of Germany. 
The protective duties in all these countries which foster the product 
of beet sugar are practically prohibitory. 

The favorable action of some of our State Legislature and the pro- 

action to be taken in this bill so far as bounties are concerned are 
ikely to stimulate this product enormously in this country, and it 
only requires an unfair rejecticn of our propositions to the sugar-pro- 
3 countries to insure before many yearsa supply in our own coun- 
try which will equal the consumption. We shall not go on paying 
high prices for this staple. That may as well be taken as a settled 
proposition by the nations which depend so largely upon this product 
and upon the market which they find for it in the United States. 
No grade ot sugar under 16 Dutch standard—and that ought to be 


the limit fixed in this bill—ought to cost the consumer over 7 cents a 
pound anywhere within our borders. ; 

As Isaid, we imported last year from the various countries produc- 
ing cane sugar over 1,000,000 tons. If these countries desire to retain 
this market they must make it an object for us to buy of them, or other- 
wise we will become our own manufacturers and soon be independent 
of the world. 

Meantime, Mr. President, let us go on and relieve the people of this 
burden, leaving the question of restoring the duty and becoming, per- 
force, the prodacers of this product ourselves to the future, 

A proposition has been made here to defer the abolition of this tax 
until we can first obtain the removal of South American duties upon 
our own products, Mr. President, you can not satisfy the country by 
any such indefinite and uncertain action. The people, and I speak 
more particularly of those in the Northwest, but I believe the same 
can be said ofevery section of the Union, want freesugar now. What- 
ever advantages can be gained hereafter by negotiations with any coun- 
try for reciprocal grants, they will gladly approve; but let promises 
which have been made stand redeemed, accomplished, realized. I am 
of opinion that much can be gained by negotiating for terms of reci- 
procity, not only with the South American states, but with European 
nations as well, but I do not want what we can do to wait upon what 
we would do. 

There isa great field for the enlargement of our commercial relations 
lying to the south of us. How large that field may be as a market for 
agricultural products is uncertain, and while I have the greatest in- 
terest, Mr. President, in the increased trade of all branches of industry 
in this country and its development to the greatest extent, I say very 
frankly that my principal concern is for an enlargement of the market 
for farm products. ‘This is not selfishness alone, but it has become a 
practical necessity if we would maintain the prosperity of this indus- 
trial class which forms the foundation ot our national character. There 
are in round numbers perhaps 9,000,000 of persons engaged in agricult- 
ure in the United States. They are at the bottom of all industry, the 
source of progress, the parent of advancement. 

Mr. President, it is not too much to say that the maintenance of this 
class in their old-time independence is almost vital to the safety of the 
nation. They stand pre-eminently as a class of citizens in whose hands 
the treasured traditions of our form of government have not shriveled 
or degenerated. Corruption of the ballot has invaded our cities, has 
inoculated with its poisonous virus our elective system, but it has left 
the country ballot-box unpolluted, as strong in its simple parity as at 
the origin of the Republic. Guards and locks and inspectors and offl- 
cers fail many times to secure a free expression of an honest ballot in 
our urban elections, but with straightiorward directness the farmers 
of the country register their will in the old fashion; and it has been 
so from the beginning. . 

With the landing of the Pilgrims we saw their work of patriotism 
and rugged honesty begun. In the early morn of the Revolution, we 
saw them abandoning their plows and marching to the defense of the 
yet unfledged nation. We saw them with Boone in Kentucky, with 
Harrison in Indiana, with Scott and Taylor in Mexico, and finally in 
the great conflict for national unity we beheld the young men and 
boys of the agricultural sections the first to volunteer, the last to ask 
for terms and conditions of enlistment. We have seen them often as 
good soldiers, always as good citizens. No torch, no red flag is carried 
by them. The orphan asylums burned, the riots incited, the mobs as- 
sembled, have not been the work of farmers. 

I presume, sir, a majority of the members of this body spent more 
or less of their youthon a farm. It is the school of American manhood, 
the cradle of integrity, the social rock of Chickamauga, from whose 
base anarchy, treason, and all the evils that menace and afflict mán- 
kind have again and again been beaten back in dismay. They have 
never wayered. What does the country owe them! What does not 
the Republican party owe them! In the midst of its fierce contests it 
has often listened to the ominous tidings of defeat in the centers of 
trade and commerce and crime. In such places the idol of yesterday 
has been the hated of to-day. Passion, selfishness, personal ambition, 
have turned the tide of victory, bave sacrificed faithful public servants, 
have crucified liberty; but that party has only had to wait to hear the 
distant guns from the prairies, from the farms and firesides east and 
west, to learn that, whatever the fickle populace of New York or Boston 
or Philadelphia or Chicago might do, the men who till the soil stood by 
the faith of their fathers. 

Mr. President, there must be more legislation for the benefit of the 
farmersofthiscountry. Their representatives must not only speak, but 
act for their relief. If not, then they will speak and act for themselves. 
They arealready doing this; their voices are being beard and, Iam glad 
to know, are having their effect inthis Capito]. I was glad to hear the 
statement of the Senator from Iowa yesterday and to learn that so much 
ol the increase in tariff duties comes from increasing the rates on costly 
wines, cigars, and like luxuries and which are used only by the rich. 
There are other articles on which I should be glad to see the duty re- 
duced and others still, like binding-twine, and some others, which I 
should be glad to see go on the free-list, and then, with the removal of 
the duty upon sugar, the tax on which visits every household, and the 
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adoption of the reciprocity amendment, this much-maligned bill would 
become a positive relief to the millions. 

If there is any way by which the prosperity of this class can be in- 
ereased, justice, common prudence, good policy, regard for the future, 
and gratitude for the past demand that the means be taken speedily 
and effectually to secure it. They are rearing on the farms and hill- 
sides of this country to-day the men who, in a decade or two, shall 
shape the policy of the country in this Capitol. The men who govern 
are not the babituẽs of metropolitan towns. Nothing is truer than the 
words of Jean Rousseau that cities are the gravesot manhood.’’ The 
effeminate youth who dance attendance in the salons of fashion are 
the weaklings now as they will be later in the manly race for life. 

The boys who breathe the country air, who are imbued with the 
purity of honest and humble homes, are the ones who will advance to 
the front, take the reins of serious business, and direct the affairs of 
government in the future as they have in the past. 

Mr. President, the time which we devote to the upbuilding of this 
interest is deservedly bestowed. I welcome, therefore, any proposition 
which looks to the enlargement of the market for farm productions, 
and I care very little from what quarter the suggestion comes so that 
it bears with it a possibility of an improvement in this direction. 

What chance have we got, not for mechanical appliances alone, al- 
though that is important, but for an enlarged market for our wheat, 
and corn, and flour, and pork, and beef, and other products of the farm 
in the nations to the south of us? I must confess that, while sanguine 
of a successful attempt at negotiations with the nations named, I am 
not so sanguine of the results to be accomplished. But I hope for 
much, Some of those nations are largely successful in the production 
of the very articles we seek to sell, but others, and most of them, are 
not, and to them we must turn for relief. We need only a slight ad- 
ditional demand for our products to give our farmers the desired mar- 
ket. Wealready consume in our own country 90 per cent. at least 
of our principal productions. 

An enlarged market, which takes in this surplus and which grows 
with the growth of that surplus, if such there shall be hereafter, will 
supply thecrying want now felt by the agriculturalcommunity. The 
population of the States lying to the south of usis, in round numbers, 
47,000,000. Many of these nations lie in a latitude unadapted to the 
production of the best varieties of breadstuffs. While the extent of 
the market which we would secure by favorable treaties with those 
nations is uncertain, there ought to be a sufficient demand in that vast 
region and with that large population to meet the necessity which is 
now upon us, 

I welcome this proposition, then, because it promises relief to that 
great agricultural industry which rises paramount to every other in 
this Union. i 

I welcome it because it will extend our markets for manufactured 
products and give encouragemen tto the laborer and the artisan. I 
welcome it because it will magnify and dignify the nation and because 
it is astep in the direction of that universality of interest which in good 
time must bring the nations of the earth together in closer communion, 

Mr. President, humanity is advancing; the race is fast learning to 
make war no more. The conference heldin this Capital last winter 
would have been impossible a decade or two ago; but it was only a 
trifling prelude to those which will gather in the years to come. 

We shall not be here to witness the full fruition of the work, and it 
would be hazardous to predict what that completed work shall be; 
but, sir, in the fullness of time, whenstatesmanship shall be ripe, when 
science shall have still further belittled distances, when the principles 
of liberty have been extended and the lessons of freedom learned trom 
Behring’s Sea to Terra del Fuego, then itis not too much to hope that 
the lines of union shall be amplified and extended; and before the 
historical scroll shall be finally rolled up it may be found that even two 
continents are none too large to be merged inone government, under 
the banner of that great Republic which leads in the onward march of 
civilization. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 4, 1890, 
at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 3, 1890. 


The House, at 12 0’clock m., was called to order by the Clerk, Hon, 
EDWARD McPHERSON, who said: 

Gentlemen, the Speaker of the House of Representatives is neces- 
sarily absent and will be for several days. Under the rules of the 
House the first business in order will be the election of a Speaker pro 
tempore to serve during the absence of the Speaker. Nominations are 
now in order, 

Mr. CANNON. [I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. Jurtts C. Borrows,a Representative from the State of 


Michigan, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro lempore of the House 


during the absence of the Speaker. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURROWS then took the chair as Speaker pro 
applause on both sides. 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE AND PRESIDENT. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I also offer the resolution I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to notify the Senate and the President of 
the United States that the House has elected Hon. Jutius C. Burrows, a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Michigan, as Speaker pro tempore during the tempo- 
rary absence of the Speaker, 


The resolution was adopted. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


LEASES, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. PAYSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11736) to regulate the granting of leases at Hot 
Springs, Ark., and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
empowered to execute leases to the bath-houses and bath-house sites on the per- 
manent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., for periods not exceeding twenty 
years, and at an annual rental of not exceeding per tub for each tub used in 
any bath-house. Said annua) rental shall be payable quarterly in advance, at the 
office of the Government superintendent of said propery ia Hot Springs, Ark, : 
Provided, That the same rate for water rent shall charged for the water to 
all parties receiving the same, whether on or off the permanent reservation: 
Provided, That after the Army and Navy hospital bath-house, the public bath- 
house, the bath-houses which are now or may hereafter be authorized on the 
permanent reservation, the Arlington Hotel, and the bath-houses off the per- 
manent reservation now authorized to be supplied with hot water, in the order 
herein named, if there shall still be a surplus of hot water the Secretary of the 
Interior may, in his discretion and under such regulations as he may prescribe, 
cause hot water to be furnished to Eee Ne and families off the 
manent reservation: Provided, That such bath-houses, hotels, and families — 
cause all connections for obtaining such hot water to be made at their own ex- 


nse. 

PRED, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
execute a lease of the Arlington Hotel site at Hot Springs, Ark., to the present 
lessees and their assigns for a period of twenty years, and at an annual ground 
rent of not exceeding $2,500. 

Sec.3. That all power now possessed by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
regulating of leases of bath-houses, bath-house privil or hotel rights on 
the reservation, or as to supplying hot water to places off the reservation, ig 
hereby retained and continued in him; and full power is vested in the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to provide, in all leases to be executed against any combi- 
nation among lessees or their assigns, as to ownership, prices, or accomm 
tions at any bath-house; fall power is also vested in him to make all needful 
rules and regulations as to the use of the hot water, and to prevent its waste, 
including full power to authorize the superintendent of the reservation to make 
examination and inspection at any time of the manner of using the hot water 
at any bath-tub, that it may be used in proper quantity only, and to prevent its 
waste; and also full power to provide and fix reasonable maximum prh hyr 
all baths or bathing re or services of any person connected with any 
bath-house furnished to bathers; and for reasonable maximum charges to 
guests at the Arlington Hotel; and also, generally, the Secretary of the Interior 
may make all necessary rules and regulations as to said bath-houses and the 
service therein as shall be deemed best for pond acon interest, and to provide 
penalties for the violation of any regulation which may be enforced as though 

rovided by actof Congress. All leases and grants of hot-water privileges shall 

held to be subject to all regulations now in force or which may be hereaster 
adopted by the Secretary of the Interior, and for any violation of any regula- 
tion, known to the proprietor at the time of the offense, the lease or grant may 
be canceled by the retary of the Interior. It shall be expressly provided in 
all leases and grants of privilege for hot water that tho bath-house for which 
provision is made shall not be owned or crate’ ý any . 
corporation which may be the owner of or interested (as stockholder or other- 
wise) in ase: other bath-house on or near the Hot Springs reservation; 
neither the hot-water privilege granted nor any interest therein, nor the right 
to operate or control said bath-house, shall be assigned or transferred by the 
party of the second part without the approval of the tary of the Interior first 
obtained, in writing; and if the ownership or control of said bath-house be trans- 
ferred to any person, company, or corporation owning or interested in any 
other bath-house on or near said reservation, the Secretary of the Interior may, 
for that cause, deprive the bath-house provided for of the hot water and can 
the lease or agreement, All buildings to be erected on the reservation shall be 
on plans first approved by the Secretary of the Interior, At the expiration of = 
any term of lease the same may be renewed by the lessee on such terms, as to 
rent and time, as may be upon between the Secretary of the Interior and 
the lessee ; and in case they do not agree upon the proper rent to be paid or 
pn pe of lease, not exceeding twent: zeas the same shall be determined in 
such way as the Secretary of the Interior shall direct and the President approve. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior, before executing any lease to bath- 
houses or bath-house sites on the anent reservation or contracts for the 
use of hot water for bath-houses off the permanentreservation, may make due 
investigation to ascertain whether the person, persons, or corporation applying 
for such lease or contract are not, directly or indirectly, interested in any man- 
ner whatever in any other bath-house lease, interest, or privilege at or uear 
Hot Springs, Ark., or whether he orthey belong to any pool, combination, or 
association so interested, or whether heor they are members or stockholders in 
any corporation so interested, or, ifa corporation, whether its members or any 
of them are members or stockholders of any other corporation or association 
interested in any other bath-house, lease, interest, or privilege as aforesaid, and 
in order to arrive at the facts in any such case he is authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers, administer oaths to witnesses, and require affidavits from ap- 
plicants; and any such person 8 a false oath or affidavit in the premises 
shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and, upon conviction, subject to all the pains è 
and penalties of perjury under the statutes of the United States; and whenever 
it seers to the satisfaction of the said Secre that such interest in other 
bat h-house, lease, inte: or privilege exists, or he deems it for the best inter- 
ests of the management of the Hot Springs reservation and waters, he may re- r, 
fuse such lease. license, permit, or other privilege, or forfeit any lease or priv- — 
I wherein the parties interested have me otherwise interested as aſore- 
said. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ; : 
Mr. STRUBLE. I donot wish to object, but reserve the right until 


after I hear an explanation and am permitted to ask one or two ques- 


tions. y 

Mr. PAYSON. I will make a full explanation tothe gentleman 
as to the necessity for the passage of the bill, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Do I understand the gentle- 
man calls up this bill for present consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois ask unan- 
imous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to say that my 
colleague, Judge Rocers, who represents the district in which Hot 
Springs is located, is unavoidably absent at his home, and I do not 
belicve that any of the other Representatives from Arkansas understand 
the nature of the bill. It is impossible, of course, to determine ils 
character by the hasty reading from the Clerk’s desk. I understand 
that some legislation is very much needed on the subject, and there- 
fore, although the bill may be faulty in some quite important particu- 
lars, nevertheless I will offer no objection to its passing the Houseand 
going to the Senate where there will be some opportunity for its con- 
sideration. This is, I believe, a House bill, not a Senate bill? 

Mr. PAYSON. A House bill. ‘ 

I would say to the gentleman from Arkansas that before the bill 
was reported I submitted the manuscript copy on which the commit- 
tee acted, to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocrrs], after the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and myself had interviewed 
the Secretary of the Interior in reference to it, for such suggestions as 
he desired to make before the committee reported the bill. He sug- 
gested one or two matters that in his judgment ought to be changed, 
which was done by the committee, and afterwards the bill was sub- 
mitted to him in the form in which it came from the committee, and 
he said he would let me know if there were auy further suggestions, 
but I have never heard from him since. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I have no objection toits con- 
sideration, 

Mr. PAYSON. I would say for the information of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] that this bill was sent to the House, pre- 

at the Department of the Interior; and so far as it has been modi- 
by the action of the committee, it has since that time been submitted 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and meets his full approval. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Reserving the right, I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois as to this point: If I understand this bill, it 
proposes to allow hotels oft the reservation there to carry water from 

and thereby supply their customers in the hotels? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; the is in error. The first section ot 
the bill provides for supplying all the bath-houses that are upon the 
reservation with hot water first. And if there shall be any excess of 
hot water beyond that needed upon the reservation, then it may be 
supplied under the terms of the bill to people living off the reserva- 
tion, but under such regulations as shall be provided by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and upon the same terms asit is provided on the reser- 
vation; but no water is to be used off the reservation until the bath- 
houses upon the Government reservation are fully supplied. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish this might go over. I do not wish to object 
to it. Ihave never been an objector. I wish it might be withdrawn 
fer a day or two. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the from Iowa 

Mr. STEUBLE] that there is an urgent necessity for this legislation, 
for this reason: The leases have all expired upon the reservation. ‘There 


is not a lease in operation there now of a single bath-house. Some of 


the bath-houses are rotting down and decaying because nothing now 
can be done with reference to them, and it is a matter of the utmost 
interest to invalids who are suffering with the character of diseases that 
these waters are a specific for. In view of this there is a demand that 
some legislation should be had. This bill has been carefully considered 
by the Committee on Public Lands, and is reported unatiimously by 
them. It was prepared, as I have said, in the first instance, by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and it is sent here with an official communi- 
cation from him asking that immediate legislation be had. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, on the statement which has been 
made as to the policy of the bill, that the bath-houses on the reserva- 
tions shall first be taken care of before water shall be allowed to be 
taken elsewhere, I will not interpose an objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there furtherobjection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I want to say one word in reference to 
this bill. I think it ought to pass. While I am not willing to sub- 
scribe to all the features of it, yet some legislation is necessary, and I 
believe this is the best we can do under the circumstances; and there- 
fore I hope it will pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr, PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ponents and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk began the reading of the bill, which is as follows : 


A bill (IT. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savan- 
nah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company. 


Ba # enacted, etc., That the Middle 2 and Atlantic Railway Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of Georgia, be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to construct and maintain a bridge, and the approaches thereto, over the 
Savannah River, between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, at such 
point in the county of Effingham, on the side of said river, and such 
opposa pointin South Carolina as upon actual survey may be deemed best. 
Said bridge shall be constructed forthe passage of railway trains, and, at the 
option of the A te eid may be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles 
of all kinds, for transmit of animals, and for foot-passengers. 

Sero, 2. That any bri built under this act shall be a lawful structure, and 
shall be recognized and known asa route, and shall enjoy all the rights 
and privileges of other post-roads in United States. 

Seo. 3. That the bridge built under the visions of this act may, at the option 
of said corporation. be built as a draw-b: or with unbrokenand continuous 
spans; Provided, That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken spans the 
main span shall be over the main channel of said river, and of such width, and 
the lowest part of the superstructure of such height above high-water mark, as 
the Secretary of War may preseribe. And if said bridge be constructed as a 
draw-bridge, the same shall be built with an opening over the center of the 
channel, of such width, character, and constraction as shall be prescribed by 
the of War: Provided, also, That said draws shall be opened promptly, 
upon reason signal, for the passage of boats, rafts, and other craft, and in no 
case shall unnecessary delay occur; and said corporation shall maintain such 
lights upon said bridge, from sundown to sunup, as may be prescribed by the 
Light-House Board. In order that said bridge may be built in compliance with 
the lations for the security of navigation on navigable streams, the Middle 
Ge and Atlantic Railway 8 shall submit to the Secretary of War 
for his approval a design and drawing of such bridge and a map of the location, 
giving, for the space of I mile above and below the location, the topog- 
raphy of the banks of the river, the direction of the current, and soundings, 
showing the bed and the channel of the stream, and such otber information as 
may be uired, and said bridge shal! not be built until such plaus and location 
shall have been ap by the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter,amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


Pending the reading of the bill, 
Mr. BLOUNT said: Mr. Speaker, this is an ordinary bridge bill, 
draughted in conformity with the views of the War Department, and I 
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the pill. 

Mr. BAKER. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill, stating 
that it is in the ordinary form of bridge bills. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
ae following amendments, recommended by the committee, were 


At the end of section 2, add the following: “And an equal privilege in the 
use of said bridge shail be granted to all jan companies.” 

Strike out the whole of section 3, and substitute therefor the following: 

“Spc. 3. That the bridge shall be so constructed, by draw, span, or otherwise, 
that a free and unobstructed passage may be secured to all vessels and other 
water-craft navigating said river. That any eonstructed under this act 
shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security 
of navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
that object the said company shall submit to tie Secretary of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, the design and drawings of the bridge, piers, and a 
Pp and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least 1 mile 
above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks 
of the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, and the direction and strength 
of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the bed ot 
the stream, and the location of other bridge or bridges, wacaen on eg or 
ferries, and shail furnish such other information as may be required for a full 
and satisfactory unde: ng of the subject: and until said plan and location 
of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built, 
and after such approval by the Secretary of War the approved plans and de- 
signs for the bri shall not be deviated from or added to, cither during the 
construction or after the completion of the bridge, until the F change 
shall have been submitted to the Seeretary of War and received his approval; 
and the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer reason- 
able and pon means for the passage of vessels through or under said bridge; 
and if said bridge be built with a draw said draw shali be opened promptly up- 
on reasonable signal for the passage of boats,and the said company or corpora- 
tion shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or 
other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe; and if 
atany time the navigation of said river shall in any manner be obstructed or 
impaired by the bridge authorized by this act to be co: „tho Secretary 
of War shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require said company 
to alter and change the said bridge, at its own expense, in such a manner as 
may be proper to secure free and complete navigation without impediment; 
anid if, upon reasonable to said company to make such change or im- 
provements, the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall have 
authority to make the same, and all the rights conferred by this act shall be 
forfeited, and 9 — shall have power to do any and all things necessary to 
secure the free navigation of the river: Provided, That 23 in this asot shall 
beso construed as to repeal or modiſy any of the provisions of law now existing 
in reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge 
from the operations of the same." 

Add the following section fixing a time-limit for the commencementand com- 
pletion of the structure: 5 

“Sec. 5. That thisactshall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to concur in the amendments reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend the amendment to 
section 2 by inserting the words and approaches after the word 
“ Sridge;’’ so that it will read: 


And an Am rivilege in the use of said bridge and approaches shall be 
granted to way companies, 

The reason for that amendment is that a similar bill became a law a 
year or two ago, and the railroad company have prevented the use of 
the bridge by refusing the use of the approaches. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And that amendment ought to be in- 
serted in all the bridge bills that are passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment to the bill will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BLOUNT moved to feconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
of his secretaries, who announced that the President had approved and 
signed acts and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8951) to amend an act entitled *‘ An act for the relief 
of settlers on railroad lands, approved June 22, 1874; 

An act (H. R. 11380) making appropriations for additional clerical 
force and other expenses to carry into effect the act entitled An act 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, 
minor children, and dependent parents,’’ from September 1, 1890, for 
the balance of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891; 

An act (H. R. 10884) making tions for sundry civil nses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1284) granting a pension to Theodora M. Piatt; 

An act (H. R. 8584) to increase the pension of Edward Healy; 

An act (H. R. 11491) for the relief of the estate of Charles F. Bow- 


ers; 

An act G. R. 5712) granting a pension to J. G. Fetherstone; 

An act (H. R. 8523) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Little Tennessee River at or near Niles’ Ferry, Tennessee, 

An act (H. R. 10060) for the erection of a bridge across the Missouri 


River between the city of St. Charles, Mo., and the county of St. Louis, 


Missouri; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 213) amending and construing the act ap- 
proved July 1, 1890, in relation to oaths in pension and other cases. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which concur- 
rence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That there be 
— 6,000 additional copies each of first and third annual rts of the 

terstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto; 2,000 copies ot 
each of said reports to be for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 copies of each for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 


JULIUS C. ZANONE. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 9215) for the relief of Jalius C. Zanone, only heir of John B. 
~Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski County, Illinois, deceased, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the legally appointed ian of Julius C. Zanone, only heir 
of John B. Zanone, deceased, late of Mound City, in the county of Pulaski and 
State of Illinois, the sum of $4,525, as and for the rental value of certain build- 
ings in said Mound City, HI., from April 20, A. DÐ. 1864, to April 30, A. D. 1869, 

buildings having been used and oceupied by the United States Government 
asa marine aig ete., tor and during said period and which buildings were, 
during the time the same were so held, used, and occupied by said Govern- 
ment, the property of the said John B. Zanone. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois.. I ean state in a minute what the bill is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SMITH] 
wili permit the report to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9215) for the relief of 


Julius C. Zanone, only heir of Jolin B. Zanone, late of Mound City, in Pulaski 
8 — having given the same careful consideration, report as fol- 


ows, namely: , 

That from the evidence presented to your committee and on file in this case 
3 that John B. Zanone, deceased, was before, during, and 
for years after war of the rebellion a resident of Mound City, in Pulaski 


ment 

he Government, after using said building as aforesaid,did offer to 

month as rental for said building dur- 

ing the time it was so held, used, and occupied by the Government authorities. 
Navy DEPARTNENT, Washington, March 28, 1890. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of Mr, Peter Sanp, and its 
inclosure, referred to this Department by you for information as to the status 
of the claim therein mentioned. 

The letter of Mr. Sanp relates to a claim of the estate of John B. Zanone, de- 
ceased, for rent of certain buildings at Mound City, III., which were occupied 
asà marine barracks from the 20th of April, 1864, to the 20th of April, 1869. 

It appears from the records of the De; ment that the sum of $75 per month 
as rent for said buildings was tendered to Mr. Zanone and was refused by him, 
but the records do not show what sum or sums of money were paid to him on 
account of the occupation of the buildings. 

There being no appropriation availabie from which the amount, if say to 
which the claimant may be entitled could be paid, the claim is one requ’ ring 
imps pone and acon by Congress. 

ery respectfully, 
F. M. RAMSAY, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. GEORGE W. SMITH, 
House of Representatives, 


inted guardian of said Julius C. Zauone. 
our committee being fully satisfied from the evidence that the propery 
aforesaid was the property of said John B. Zanone during the time it was so 
occupied by the United States Government, as stated in said oor piar that the 
reasonable rental value thereof was the sum of $75 per month, and that no part 
thereof has been paid, and that in justice and equity same ought now to be g 
to the said legal heir of said John B. Zanone or his legal guardian, respectfully 
recommend that said bill as presented do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, whether the 
bill provides an appropriation or simply sends the matter to the Cour 
of Claims. t 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. It asks that out of any moneys not other- 
wise appropriated the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to pay 
this amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We are unable to hear what 
is being said. We do not desire to lose our right to object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is an implication raised in the report 
that possibly some sums of money may have been paid on this claim. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I will state; Mr. Speaker, in response to 
that, that a portion of this report was not read, The evidence is con- 
clusive that no sum whatever has been paid either to Mr. Zanone or 
to his heirs. He is now dead. Mr. Zanone would not take the $75 per 
month. He thought his property was worth 8150. The Government 
admits that it was worth $75, and the evidence conclusively shows that 
no sum whatever has been paid. All we ask is $75 per month, just what 
the Government offered to pay. I hope there will be no objeetion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present eon- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 


ADMISSION OF OF NEW MEXICO, ARIZONA, AND UTAH. 


Mr. MANSUR. On behalf of the Committee on the Territories, I 
offer the following resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. MANSUR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw it. Iam go- 
ing away this afternoon, This is in the nature of a report from the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. MANSUR. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa demand 
the regular order? The Chair does not understand the gentleman from 
Iowa. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there have been bills introduced into this House and referred to the 
Committee on Territories looking to the future admission of the Territories of 
Hew Merido and Arizona lise geome the Union; mgr z 

ereas great contrariety of opinion exists as to wisdom an et; 
of their immediate admission: Therefore, e 

Resolced, That the Committee on Territories be, and it is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to raise and send a subcommittee of seven members to said 
Territories and to such localities therein respectively as the subcommittee may 
deem a and wise to visit. Said subcommittee is hereby authorized to in- 
quire into the social, educational, financial, and moral conditions existing in 
said Territories, and to report whether said Territories, in justice to — res 
and their relation to the States of the Union, are prepared for statehood 
and to these ends the subcommittee be authorized and em red to send for 
persons and papers, ister oaths, take testimony, and to employ a stenog- 
rapher; that the Arms furnish said committee an o to attend 


ornot; 
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C0 Serf te oarn hed at the House 
of suc n out of the contingent fun 
Resolved, That said B upon their trip to said Territories, be au- 


thorized to visit such localities in the Territory of Utah as Se. deem proper, 
and there take and report testimony pro and gon upon the questions of the prey- 
alence, extent of, or decadence of the doctrines practices of plural and ceies- 


urch. 

ved, That said committee make rt of their official acts and doings, 
with their reoom mendations in regard to New Mexico and Arizona, as well as 
their conclusions upon the Mormon situation in Utah, at the second session of 
this Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


I should like to have some explanation 


of it. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. MANSUR. I would ask what gentleman made objection. I 
am going away this evening; this report comes unanimously from the 
committee, and I only desire to state the reasons why I ask for its con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The matter is not before the House. 

Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman from Missouri asks what gentleman 
objected. - 

5 SPEAKER pro tempore. Several members objected, and the 
gentleman from New Jersey demanded the regular order, which is the 
further consideration of the contested-election case. Before proceed- 
ing with the regular order the Chair desires to lay before the House a 
report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. MANSUR. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. As I re- 
member, without looking it up, under the new rules reports of the 
Committee on Territories are privileged; and I rise now to present this 
as a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
high character pending. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the titles of the enrolled bills. 

Mr. BREWER. I move that the titles of the bills be printed in the 
-RECORD and that the reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the reading of 
the titles of the bills will be omitted, and they will be printed in the 
RECORD. [After a pause,] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill Gi 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

A bill (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County ferry committee; 

A bill (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

A bill (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 
bert J. Baugness; 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 
A bill (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

A S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

A S. 885) authorizing the Lexington Ponton Bridge Company 
to construct and maintain a ponton bridge across the Missouri River, 
and to legalize the bridge already constructed at the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 


There is a privileged matter of very 


8 


BE 
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bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Samuel D. Harper; 
bill (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 
bill (S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes; 
bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 
bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 
bill (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 
bill (S, 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix of 


Hance; 
1 (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 
bill (S. 2°93) granting a pension to John Swearer; 

1 (S. 2610) granting a pension to N, L. Young; 
bill 8 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 
bill (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 
bill (S, 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton; 

A bill (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State; . 

A bill (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, III., a port of delivery in the cus- 
toms-collection district of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and 
districts court to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; 


Serge 
E 
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A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary D. Miller; and 
A bill (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea. 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from New Jersey desire to occupy ? 

Mr. BERGEN. I do not know. I will get through as soon as I can. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman from New Jersey was granted 
an extension of time—as much as he desired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair did not know but that the 
gentleman desired to occupy a particular time. 


[Mr. BERGEN withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask you how much time has been 
consumed f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An hour and fifty-two minutes on the 
right of the Chair, and in support of the resolution three hours aud 
fifty minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the case be- 
fore the House as it is made by the record, and to ask a careful and 
judicial determination thereof. 

At the election in 1888 in the Second district of Arkansas Mr. 
Clayton and Mr. Breckinridge were the candidates. Mr. Breckin- 
ridge received a majority upon the face of the returns. The certifi- 
cate was given him by the 8 Within the statutory period 
Mr. Clayton served notice of contest. Mr. Breckinridge responded 
to that notice. Mr. 9 began taking evidence under the statute, 
and after he had been for two or three days thus engaged he was as- 
sassinated in the town of Plummerville, in Arkansas. Then and 
there the contest inaugurated by Mr. Clayton for a seat in this 
House abated. It was not suspended, as say the majority in their 
report; it abated. 

When this House met a resolution was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [ Mr. LACEY], instructing the Committee on Elec- 
tions by itself orthrough asubcommittee to ascertain, after thorough 
investigation, whether or not Mr. Breckinridge or Mr. Clayton, or 
either of them, had been elected a member thereof. This resolution 
without dissent was agreed to. By virtue of that resolution this 
report is made. 

his is not a contested-election case. It isa proceeding instituted 
by the House itself to determine the ‘‘election” of a sitting mem- 
ber. In the absence of living parties there can be no contest under 
the statute. 

It is no mere technical distinction to which I call your attention. 
Much of the error which I think I can show you the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Elections has fallen into arises from their fail- 
ure to distinguish between a statutory contest and this proceeding 
instituted by the House on motion of one of its members. On the 
10th of March last the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] sub- 
mitted and the House adopted the following resolution: 

That, owing to nak 10d. J assassination of Colonel Clayton, whereby the con- 


test has been suspe tis of the highest importance that the facts in the case 
should be thoroughly investigated, and recommend the passage of the following 


resolution: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the contested- 
election case of Clayton ve, ridge; to take and report all the evidence in 
regard to the methods of said election; to the contest and all events relating 
thereto or arising therefrom after ection, and aa to whether the contestant 
or the contestee or either of them was lawfully elected, and report such evidence 
to the Committee on Elections; and said committee will report said evidence and 
its findings to the Hous» for further action. 

ne mmittee p empowered Aes 5 = erer, it to send ee 

to em asi er and deputy sergeant- 
io sit during session he Hons, Bald subcommittee man DESAS to . — 
eemed necessary em, o an 0 es! 

That all e of said committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House. all vouchers or expenditures shall be certified by the chairman 
of the subcommittee of the Committe on Elections. The Clerk of this House is 
anthorized to advance the funds to the chairman of said subcommittee 
upon his drafts therefor in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time, to be ac- 
counted for under the terms of this resolution, under the supervision of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. T 

You will observe that the instructions are to ascertain whether 
Clayton or Breckinridge, or either of them, was lawfully elected a 
member of this House. 

The Committee on Elections appointed a subcommittee of five of 
its members to poseen to Arkansas and discharge this duty. I wasnot 
a member of that subcommittee. As to many of the things that 
transpired, or are alleged to have transpired in Arkansas, Ihave no 
personal ree mie iy My knowledge on that subject is derived 
from a careful study of the record which that committee was ordered 
to keep, and which ought to contain a 5 6 account of their 
proceedings, and from the statements of gentlemen who were them- 
selves members of that committee. 

We find in the report submitted by the majority of the Committee 
on Elections, and we find in the remarks of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] who has just en his seat, 
statements which indicate to my mind clearly that the members of 
the subcommittee n their investigation of this case with such 
fixed opinions as to the condition of affairs in the Second district of 
Arkansas as to render them wholly unable to make such an impar- 
tial investigation as the ends of justice required. I appeal to what 


ony. 


* 


oy, have done and what they have failed to do to sustain this 
opinion. ’ 

1 is their report. A report is supposed to contain, or ought to 
contain, the reasons which influenced the committee to make it. A 
report shonld be based upon the evidence contained in the record 
and those making it ought to be able to point out evidence therein 
to sustain or justify every conclusion which they have reached. In 
the light of this just and reasonable rule let ns examine this report 
alittle. Dealing with the matter of the theft of the ballot-box at 
Plummerville, on page 4 of the report you will find this: 

Rewards were offered for the conviction of the thieves, and much apprehension 
prevailed among them, for, althongh they manifested but little fear of the local 
authorities, they did not relish a contest in the Federal courts. 

What is there in the record to justify this statement? Who are 
the thieves? How do you know they were not afraid of prosecution 
in the State courts, but were afraid of punishment in the Federal 
courts? Confessedly you do not know; you have been unable to 
find out who the thieves were, and yet you assume to report to the 
Honse that much sig See prevailed among them and they were 
in great fear of the Federal courts, 

Again, on the same subject, the report says: 

Mr. Bentley opened up negotiations for a settlement of the indictment by bav- 
ing the amount of Clayton's majority at Plummerville conceded. He assumed to 
act for the thieves, and was evidently in communication with them. 

How do you know that? Where is the evidence? This state- 
ment is not justified by anything in the record so far as I know. If 
there is anything to sustain it, point it ont. 

In dealing with the assassination of Clayton the report says: 

The State and nation were horrified. Rewards were offered and the community 
at Morrilton, near which the murder occurred, passed ap riate resolutions, 
but no earnest attempt to aid in bringing the murderers to has been made 
by. the local authorities. The efforts of the governor have been in vain, Much 
of the work done has been upon mistaken lines and without giving due weight to 
the suspicion that should naturally attach to the ballot-box thieves. 


Here is a statement that no earnest effort has been made by the 
people of Arkansas to discover the assassins of Clayton, and yet this 
record shows that in the whole history of Arkansas, or I might say, 
of any other State in the Union, there has rarely, ifever, been a case 
of crime where the rewards offered for the detection of the criminals 
have been so large, or where there has been such earnest effort made 
to find ont who the guilty parties are. The Legislature of Arkansas 
by special act offered ! r rewards than the general law permitted 
the governor to give for the detection of crime. The citizens of Arkan- 
sas voluntarily contributed large amounts of money as a reward for 
the detectionof the criminals, and detectives were stimulated to dis- 
cover who the assassins were ; yet this committee ignore all that; they 
make no reference to it, but they tell 1 l take it 
this report is made for the country, not for the House—they tell the 
country that nothing has been done; that, to use their own language, 
no earnest attempt to aid in bringing the murderers to justice has 
been made by the local authorities.” 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman give the House his informa- 
tion as to how much money was actually expended in trying to find 
out who committed the murder ? 

Mr. CRISP. I am speaking of the rewards offered. 

Mr. BERGEN. But how much money was actually spent? Is not 
$36 all the money that was ever spent for the detection of this crim- 
inal? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
seems to have no conception of the law or of the common practice 
in every State in respect to rewards for the detection of crime. 
What do you do when a crime is committed in New Jersey ? 

Mr. BERGEN. Why, we hang the man who commits it. [Laugh- 
ter.] i 

Mr. PEEL. You have to prove it on him first, do you not? 

Mr. CRISP. I take it for granted you detect the criminal and 
give him a fair trial before you hang him. 

Mr. BERGEN. Oh, yes; whether he is a Democrat or Republican. 
The judges in New Jersey are all Democrats. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BURROWS). 
New Jersey is not in order. 

Mr. CRISP. You see, Mr. S. er, the gentleman has no concep- 
tion of the sitnation. [Laughter.] A State offers, say, $10,000 re- 
ward for the capture of a criminal. Such money is not paid out un- 
less the criminal is captured. When you offer a reward for the 
detection of crime you do not pay it to the detective in advance. 
The stimulus to him is the money he is to receive in case he detects 
an arrests the criminal. The gentleman from New Jersey seems to 
think that you pay the money to the detective in advance. He 
ought to know better than that, and I think he does. He is prejn- 
diced against the people of Arkansas ; the whole tenor of his speech 
clearly and unmistakably demonstrates that. 

Mr. BERGEN. I would like to correct the gentleman, if he will 
permit me. 

ane SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Georgia 
yie 

Mr. CRISP. Ifthe gentleman desires to set himself right, I will 


The gentleman from 


yield. 
Mr. BERGEN. There were some moneys put in the hands of the 
governor to be expended in this matter - 
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Mr. CRISP. If it is only as to that the gentleman wishes to speak, 
I do not care to yield at this time. , 

Mr. BERGEN. That is the money that I thought you were refer- 
ring to. Ofcourse the reward would not be paid until the capture 
was made. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us examine further this report, 
which contains the reasons for the finding of the committee. On 
page 5 you find this heading: Killing of Smith, the negro detect- 
ive.” Remember this is a report respecting the question who was 
elected in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas, and also re- 
specting who killed Clayton. You find this heading, “Kiling of 
Smith, the negro detective,” and naturally you expect to fiyd that 
killing in some way connected with the matter under investigation, 

Now let me read yon what they say under that head: 


KILLING OF SMITH, THE NEGRO DETECTIVE. 
We may add that two other deaths have occurred that were the proper sub- 
jecte of inquiry connected with or growing out of the murder of Colonel Clayton. 

e Joseph Smith, a negro, was acting as a detective in Conway County, and was 
killed by a young man named Richmond. Richmond was the son of ney domes 
parents, and was about nineteen years old. The grand jury of Conway County 
refused to indict him. 

Ordinarily there would be nothing in the facts and circumstances surrounding 
this homicide to m y connect it with the Clayton case, but the manner of 
the killing of Smith was involved in much obscurity, and the fact that Smith had 
been communicating and acting as a detective with the Pinkerton agency, and 
the further fact that another detective had been driven out of P could 
not fail to the subcommittee to inquire into and suspect the probability that 
the killing of this detective had some bearing on the Clayton murder: i 

They do not find that it did have any seats bearing; they had all 
the power of the Government at their back. They have expended, 
I am told, $20,000 of the public money on this investigation. They 
do not find that the killing of this detective had any bearing on the 
alle murder. They say that “ ordinarily there would be nothing 
in the facts and circumstances” to indicate that it did have any- 
thing to do with it; they say that the detective was killed by a 
young boy nineteen years old, the son of Republican parents. But 
inasmuch as previously a detective had been run out of Plummer- 
ville, therefore they suspect this killing has some connection with 
the homicide of Clayton. What do you think of that for an impar- 
tial committee ? - 

Now let us see the next reason. Let us go through with this re- 
pri and see what reasons are given. We find in large letters the 

eading, “Killing of Georgo Bentley.” Now surely, you say, this 
killing is in some way connected wi 
tion. Let us see: 

George Bentley, the town marshal of Morrillton, a brother of O. T. Bentley, 
was suspected of being one of the ballot-box thieves. 

They do not tell us by whom “ suspected, ” 


He was one of the parties who went from Morrillton to Plummerville on the 
night of theelection. He opened comm n with the Pinkerton agency, and 
during the time he was 2 to become a Government witness and expose 
the guilty parties he too was killed. A strange fatality seemed to attend persons 
who communicated with the detectives. 

That is their comment. Now observe what they say when they 
come to deal with the facts: = 

He was said to have been accidentally shot by O. T. Bentley, his brother. 

‘There is no direct evidence to show that there was anything criminal in the kill- 
ing of Bentley by his brother, as the shooting was done in the presence of a si 
witness, Wells, who was also one of the parties indicted for the ballot-box hehe 
ana it was claimed that O. T. Bentley was handling a brecch-loading revolver at 
the time. 

Now it will be observed, they say there is nothing to show that 
there was anything criminal in this transaction. Yet they sus- 
pect.” Why do they suspect? Did they start the investigation with 
suspicion? Whatexcites their suspicion? There is nothing in the 
evidence to justify it. 

Now hear their comment. - 

It is unfortunate that George Bentley should have been killed before making 
the full disclosures which were expected— 

Why expected? Who expected him to make diselosures? I sup- 
pose they “suspect” he would have made disclosures— 
and that the negro Smith should have been killed while making investigations and 
reports to the detectives. 


n the light of the other murders and attempted murders the coincidence of the 
killing of these two men can not be viewed without suspicion. 


More “suspicion!” The whole case proceeds on “suspicion.” You 
state distinctly and directly in the report that this was the accidental 
killing of one brother by another; and then, instead of simply dis- 
carding the matter as having nothing whatever to do with this 
case, you say tha: it excites “suspicion” because the man was killed 
before he told what somebody not named expected him to tell. Then 
you say it is “unfortunate” that this occurred. Why, soitis. It 
is “unfortunate” that men must die; itis “unfortunate” that men 
will fight and quarrel and kill; it is “unfortunate” that distin- 
guished gentlemen will allow their judgment to be so influenced by 
py prejudice and bias as to “suspect” crime where none exists. 

et it is hardly necessary to mention in a report that such things 
are ‘‘unfortunate.” Why do you refer to this accidental killing in 
the manner in which you do unless it is done to excite in the minds 
of others that which evidently existed in the minds of the sub- 
committee all the time “suspicion?” Will the House determine this 
ease on ‘suspicion ?” 


the matter under investiga- 
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Let us proceed with the report. They come next to the Hooper 
theory. © Hooper theory was that aman by the name of Hooper, 
whose family had been greatly outraged and persecuted and some 
of them murdered by Powell Clayton’s lawless militia when they had 
3 of Arkansas, had come back from California and assassinated 
Clayton. 

I think the committee ought to have investigated the Hooper 
theory. I never believed there was anything in it myself; but as 
others did, I think they ought to have investigated it. 1 do not 
think, though, they ought to have said in their report that this 
theory was ‘‘ naturally a ene one to Mr, Breckinridge.” Why 
was it pleasing to Mr. Breckinridge? What does it matter to Mr. 
Breckinridge who the assassin was? How did it affect him whether 
the assassin lived in Arkansas or California, whether he was a Re- 
publican or Democrat? You know it could not affect him, and 
yet you say the Hooper theory was pleasing to him. Now, I do not 
think that displays a good spirit. It was not necessary to say it. It 
was not kind, and there is nothing in the record to excuse it. 

Let us continue our examination of these ‘ reasons,” these opin- 
ions, these conclasions : 

The necessity for the enactment of some laws which will prevent ballot-box 
and murder conferring a prima facie title to n seat in Congress is 
evident from the result in this contest. 

Let us examine that statement for a moment. It is evident from 
the record in this contest that it is necessary to pass some law to pre- 
vent ballot-box stealing from conferring a prima facie title.” den: 
tlemen on the other side know that there was but one ballot-box 
stolen in the district, and to give Clayton every vote that had been put 
into it would not change the prima facie casein any way. How, then, 
does ballot-box stealing figure in this case as affecting the prima 
facie right of Mr. Breckinridge to the seat? Let some gentleman 
anxious to defend this extraordinary report answer that question. 

Some law is necessary “which will prevent ballot-box stealing 
from conferring a prima facie title to a seat in Congress.“ 

Now, any intelligent citizen reading this report would naturally 
suppose that the stealing of a ballot-box or ballot-boxes had in this 
case given the prima Nee title to a seat to one person, when but for 
such stealing it would have been given to another. No other conclu- 
sion could be drawn from this language, and yet it is absolutely untrue. 
Giving to Clayton every vote claimed to have been cast at the pre- 
cinct where the box was stolen would not aftect Breckinridge’s prima 
facie title. The Committee on Elections know that the record clearly 
shows it; this fact will not be denied. Why is that statement made? 
How does this case show the necessity for a law to prevent ballot- 
box stealing from conferring a prima facie title, when ballot-box 
stealing has not changed or affected the prima facie title? Will you 
explain that to the House? What was the object in making that 
statement and conveying that false impression? Let me read you 
the whole paragraph: 

The necessity for the enactment of some laws which will prevent ballot-box 


stealing and murder from conferring a prima facie title toa seat in Congress is 
evident from the result in this contest. 


Does not the géntleman from Iowa who drew the report know that 
long before the assassination of Clayton, Breckinridge had the certifi- 
cate to the seat? Does not he know that the statutes of the United 
States make it the duty of the Clerk of the House to enter upon the 
roll of members-elect the names of those who present certificates 
from the proper returning officers of the respective States? Tam sur- 
prised to find the gentleman ignorant of this. 

- It would not be just or proper for me to assume that the gentle- 
man knew this when he made the report, I presume, therefore, that 
ificate had been given to 


not interfere in the least tg i wiin Mr. Breckinridge’s right to his 
seat, because the certificate 


t assassination 
dge to his seat. 
The bullet of the vile assassin removed from life the contestant, 
but he who prepared the notice of contest and who professed to be 
in full possession of the information on which it was prepared still 
lives. Every fact bearing upon this case that might have been 
proven had Mr. Clayton lived is within the knowledge of his coun- 
sel, who has been actively engaged from the hour of Clayton’s death 
until now trying to secure evidence to sustain the allegations of the 


notice of contest; so that no evidence or information died with, or 
became inaccessible by reason of, the death of Mr. Clayton. 

Passing from the so-called reasoning of the report, I want to direct 
your attention to anocher matter. 


Mr. Breckinridge claims that the subcommittee having charge of 
the investigation have deprived bim unjustly of the right to take 
ony. I want the attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] right 
here, because this presents an issue of fact. The gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. Breckinridge, presented a petition to the subcommit- 
tee 2p to be permitted to take further testimony. The chair- 
man of the subcommittee [Mr. Lacey] in refusing the petition says 
that the taking of testimony was closed by Mr. Breckinridge's con- 
sent in Arkansas, except as to a few witnesses who might be sworn 
here, and that the subcommittee had a7 journed sine die. 

Mr. Breckinridge denies this. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Mais] denies this. It isaffirmed by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN | and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 
Naturally when that issue arose we turned to the record. Here was 
a committee that was authorized to have a stenographer, whose duty 
it was to report the proceedings of the committee just as these ste- 
nographers here report our proceedings. We turn to this record, the 
printed record purporting to contain the proceedings of the subeom- 
mittee. We ask, “ Where in this book is the record of the adjourn- 
ment sine die? Where is this ement that the evidence shall be 
closed?” The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] says: 

The omission is that the reporter probably failed to take that. 

He failed to take this “ final adjournment.” 

Mr. Mais. I had personally requested the reporter to take down everything. 

The reporter lives in Iowa, and I think has not been in this city. 

Mr, Lacey. I think it is important that we should have these names. 


He is talking about names when we are talking abont adjourn- 
ment, and he says: 

The tobably omitted to take that. 

Mr. Crise. Who was the reporter? 


A MEMBER, He must be 8 to produce it. 
Mr. Lackr. I shall telegraph him in regard to it, 


Well, Mr. Lacey did telegraph him, as we are informed, and sub- 
mitted to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MalsnH] a telegram 
from the reporter in reply saying that he had not taken down the 
proceedings at the fin adjournment. Now, mark you, here is a di- 
rect conflict between the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] on the one side, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Marss and the gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. Breckinridge, on the other. The reporter telegraphs 
that he did not take down the proceedings respecting adjournment 
in Arkansas. 

Mr. MAISH. They do not deny that. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, when we turn to the report of the majority of 
the committee we are somewhat surprised—that is, we are as much 
surprised as we are able to be after onr experience—to find this 
statement in the report purporting to come from this record. 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir; it doesnot. It expressly says that it was 
not printed in that printed book because it was received too late. 

Mr. CRISP. It says: 


By somo oversight this was not inserted in the transcript and printed, and we 
here insert it. 


Then this follows: 


At the close of the examination of Governor James P. Eagle, on recall, on the 
night of May 8. 1890, the following proceedings were had, to wit: 
Mr. Lacry. Now, gentlemen, are there any other witnesses to be examined? 
Mr. MCCLURE. I have none. R 
Mr. MoCars. We had thought of offering some further evidence and bringing 
some otber witnesses, but we have concluded to accommodate the committee, as 
ye — 0 anxious io gat away and get back to Washington, and we will say we are 
through. 
Mr. Lacey. We want to take all the evidence you have to offer, and are will- 
ing to stay until you are throngh, but if you have nothing further to offer we will! 
ourn sine die. 4 
he committee adjourned sine dic. 


Now, when we saw that in the report, you may conceive we were 
sel pai It had never been printed. Mr. Lach had stated in the 
colloquy in the committee that probably the reporter had not taken 
itdown. The reporter had telegraphed here that he had not taken 
it down, and therefore we were a good deal surprised. 

Mr. LACEY, I know the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisr] 
desires to be fair. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly; if Iam wrong I will be glad to be cor- 
rected. ` 

Mr. LACEY. The conversation probably occupied ten or fifteen 
minutes there, backwards and forwards, and the stenographer took 
down this much of it. He did not take down, as he ought to have 
done and as we desired him to do, everything that was said thereat 
that time, but there is no pretense on the part of Mr. Mats or any- 
body else that Mr. Breckinridge asked to examine these six hun- 
dred or eight hundred men that he claims voted for him; no pre- 
tense by anybody and 

Mr. MAISH. There is this pretense, that it was agreed that he 
might have permission to make the application to the whole com- 
mittee, and if they saw fit to give him permission, that he might do 
it. That was undoubtedly agreed upon. 

Mr. LACEY. Now you are mistaken. In his own application he 
says that he rested secure as to his vote and did not ask to poll his 
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vote down there, because he thought the judgment of the court was 
conclasive. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not consent to that 
statement of fact. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, it is your own statement—your own language 
in the record. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not consent to that. 

Mr. CRISP. These are thre witnesses, and I want the House to 
decide between them. 20 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And I will produce the writ- 
ten official affirmation of the gentleman from Iowa himself that that is 
not the fact. It is right there before you in the official report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky: Has the telegram from the 
Iowa stenographer whieh the tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
promised he would obtain by telegraphing to the stenographer been 
made a of the record? 

Mr. C . No, the only knowledge I have of that is the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mais] that the 
gentleman from lowa had submitted to him such a dispatch. 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman from Iowa will not deny that he re- 
ceived it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In that telegram was there 
any statement made by the sten pher limiting his denial that he 
had not taken it down? Was there any affirmation that he had 
partiaily taken it down but not completely taken it down? 


Mr. None at all. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
will state that as quickly as I will, because he has told me repeat- 
edly that that is the fact. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What was the dispatch? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the dispatch ? 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill answer that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to get at what the dispatch was. 

Mr. LACEY. I telegraphed a brief dispatch, as full as I could 
make it, and at the same time I wrote a letter explanatory of what 
was missing, and called his attention to it. In his answer he said 
that he did not understand that that was a part of the record. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What was the dispatch? 

Mr. LACEY. That he did not understand that this was part of 
the record and had not taken it down, and in answer to the letter 
he said he had looked up the record and found that in transcribing 


he had omitted the final adjournment, afew words that he had taken 
down; and he filed his vit, which has been laid before the House 
in explanation of what he did. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Can you furnish us with a copy of the letter 
sent to him suggesting what was wanting and what was missing? 

Mr. LACEY. No, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has that correspondence 
been made a part of the record which is now before the House, and 
has the stenographer been produced before the subcommittee or the 
fall committee for examination ? 

Mr. CRISP. There was an ex parte affidavit filed and I would 
like to cross examine him on that. > 

Mr. MAISH. I want to submit another question here. Did the 
gentleman from Iowa inform anybody on the committee that such 
a record as was stated to have been sent had been sent! 

Mr. LACEY. I filed it with the clerk at once and he put it in the 
report. I called your attention to it and you followed it up with 
that slanderous and infamous thing that you filed, which was writ- 
ten by Mr. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, 

Mr. MalSH. Now, the gentleman did not call our attention to 
it, and the first intimation was made in the report of the committee, 

Mr.CKISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, you see the trouble we are in. Let 
me discuss this question to the jurors. The stenographer himself 
says he did not take down what occurred at adjournment in Arkan? 
sas, and yet we find in this report what purports to be the proceed- 
ings at adjournment. Let me read it to you so that you can determine 
3 it appears to be a report taken at the time of the oceurrence 
or whether it appears to be the narration from memory of a past 
event, 

At the close of tho examination of Governor James P. Eagle, on recall, on the 
night of May 8, 1890, the following proceedings were had, to wit: 

Ts not that a narrative of a past event? Well, now, what are we 
todo? Mr. Breckinridge says to you that when the committee ad- 
journed in Arkansas he distinctly understood that the case should 
be as open in Washington for the taking of testimony as it was in 
Arkansas. Mr. Mars corroborates him. There is nothing in the 
record to contradict them. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Do you 
claim that the committee ought to have sent for six hundred men to 
come here and give their testimony ? 

Mr. CRISP I will tell you in a moment what I think you ought 
to have done. What I am talking about now is that Mr. Breckin- 
ridge honestly believed, whether it is true or not, he honestly be- 
lieved, and he had reason to believe, that the same right as to tak- 
ing testimony existed here as there. Mr. Mais believed it. You 
may say that they are in error. Suppose they are. If they honestly 
believed that was true shall we take snap judgment on them? That 
they believed the case was to be as open here there can be no dou 
— they believe you told them so, hen they have honestly ac 
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on that idea shall we now say no more testimony shall be taken? 
Is that fair? Is that the way that men ought to deal with each 
other? Concede the utmost honesty and integrity on both sides, - 
and you will find that the case can not justly be considered as closed. 
It would not be so held in any court. It would not be so held in 
any tribunal where the object aimed at was justice. ; FS 

Mr. BERGEN. Before the gentleman leaves that portion of the 
case will he yield for a question? s 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 3 

Mr. BERGEN. Iunderstood the gentleman to state that there was SR 
no adjournment sine die in Arkansas, 

Mr. CRISP. I said I doubted the correctness of this aecount of it, 

Mr. BERGEN. Well, 1 want to draw the gentleman’s attention to 
some statements which appear in the Arkansas Gazette, 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, I can not stop for that. 

Mr, BERGEN. L.suppose not. 

Mr, CRISP. No, sir; articles in newspapers unsworn to are, 1 
think, the sources from which the gentleman from New Jersey gets 
most of hisideas about this case, although the House direc chat 
the committee find out the facts from the witnesses under oath. 
Does 3 gentleman realize the value of administering an oath to a 
witness 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Speaker, I do know the obligation of an oath, 
and I know very well that the Democratic sheet in Little Roc 
ealled the Arkansas Gazette reported these proceedings every day, 
and at the next day after this it had an entry in these words: 


At midnight the committee adjourned sine diz. 


Mr. CRISP. With the permission of the gentleman I will pro- 
ceed, I read from the report: 


Notwithstanding the murder of contestant, the contestee appeared and took 
the contested seat. 2 


Why should he not? He had the certificate of election before the 
death ofthe contestant. If he did not honestly believe that he had 
been legally chosen by the people of that district to them 
here, he ought not to have taken the certificate. If he did honestly 
believe that he had been elected by the people to represent them 
here, he ought not to have surrendered his certificate because the 
party who was defeated at the polls had been killed. If the death 
of Clayton had foreclosed the right of the House to investi the 
title of Mr. Breckinridge to the seat, the case would be t. 
Then he might say: “Inasmuch as this unfortunate death hasdeprived 
the House of the right to investigate my title, I will not take any ad- 
vantage of that, but will surrender my title in order to confer that 
right.” But wherethe right of the House to investigate remaiued to 
the same extent after the death of Clayton that it did before his death, 
what principle of manhood, of honor, or of justice required Mr. 
Breckinridge to resign his seat in this House? I read again from 
the report: A " 

The present case has attracted national attention, not because it stands alone, 
as 8 and striking incident of dangers ahead to our form of government, 
but because it appears to be one of the worst of a very bad kind. her ballot- 
boxes have been stolen in other districts, other ballot-boxes have been stuffed, 
other returns Lave been falsified, other voters have been intimidated, other polit- 
ical murders— i 

Remember, there is not a line in this record to show that this was 
a political murder. Gentlemen can not put their finger upon a word 
of testimony to that effect. Still they speak of it in their report as 
a political murder— 
other political murders have been committed, but now for the first time a mem- 
ber af Domgrest, —— a fair and full majority of his people, haa been foully 


murdered while preparing his case for presentation to this House, and a new elc- 
ment of settlement of political contests is introduced. 


How did that settle che political contest? You know, gentlemen, 
it did not settle it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, you say yourself that it ended it. That is 
the basis of your argument. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not talking about the “statutory” contest, nor 
were you when you used this language. I will read that again: 


A new element of settlement of political contests is introduced. 


Now, gentlemen know that the death of one of the claimants does Sak 
not affect the power of the House to investigate the question of who J 
was elected. Sofar is that from being the case, the House is less 
restrained when proceeding without parties than with them. Where 
there are parties in a statutory contest tbe truth may not be arrived 
at because of the failure of ono or the other party to properly pre- 
pare his case, because of the failure of one or the other party to get 
up his evidence; but where the House acts upon its own motion, as 
iu this case, without parties, it sends ont a committee whose duty it 
is to discover who was elected, a committee backed by all the power 
of the Government, a committee who have the whole United States - 
Treasury to draw upon in order to enable it to discharge its duty. 

Now the gentleman from Iowa asked me just now what I think 
the committee ought to have done. I willtellhim. His committee 
was sent to Arkansas to find out who was elected, or whether either 
of the candidates was elected. That committee had before it the poll- 
lists of White River Township, Cotton Plant Township, and Riverside 
Township, in Woodruff County. They have the poll-lists from those 
three townships before them, Those poll-lists show, or purport to 
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show, who voted- not how they voted, but who voted at those pre- 
cincts at the November election. 

After finding, as you did, that the official returns from these town- 
ships were not to be relied on, because of fraud in the managers of 
the election, do you not ee on reflection think you ought to 
have called the voters and found ont how they voted? Do you not 
honestly believe that? You were not charged to examine only the 
witnesses produced by counsel; you were charged to find out for the 
House who was elected. Here you had evidence before you show- 
ing the names of those who voted at these precincts, and you do not 
examine such voters. You say that Mr. Breckinridge ought to have 
summoned them. Why ought he to have done so? He might have 
remained here in his seat if he wished to do so, not going to Arkan- 
sas at all, and your duty to investigate would have been the same. 
You can not excuse yourselves because he did not summon those 
voters; it was your business to have done so. In not doing so you 
made a mistake. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] smiles. 

Mr. LACEY. As the gentleman refers to me, let me say that we 

ave Mr. Breckinridge suljpenas for 125 of his voters; he sent for 
them; they were sworn. egave him blank subpoenas for as many 
more as he desired, and he sent for all that he wished to send for. 
He had two first class lawyers there looking after his case for him. 

Mr. CRISP. You were sent to Arkansas to investigate. Do not 
gentlemen understand what that means? You had before you the 

ll-list of White River, Cottonplant, and Riverside Townships. 
Why did you not subpena those voters yourselves? Did not that 
occur to you? You were charged by the Honse with finding out 
who was elected. You determined that the prima facie character of 
the returns from White River, Cotton Plant, and Riverside Townships 
was destroyed. What was the proper course of the committee under 
such circumstances ? cany to examine the voters if they knew 
who they were. And they did know who they were, for they had 
before them a list containing the name of every one of them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payson). The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I will use a few moments more. 

I say the voters were known and might have beensummoned. It 
will not do for the committee to say that Mr. Breckinridge’s lawyer 
made a mistake or that Mr. Breckinridge madea mistake. The com- 
mittee has made the mistake. Here is a committee sent out to as- 
certain who was elected. They fiud that the returns from certãin 
precinets are not worthy of credit, and therefore some other method 
must be adopted to ascertain how the vote stood there. Now, it 
would seom that, having the poll-lists before them, the plain, simple, 
straightforward methud of proceeding would have beeu to summon 
the voters and ask them how they voted. They do not dothat. They 
do not peed to report the number of legal votes cast at the elec- 
tion. Here is what the committee say: 

No doubt the contestee received some votes at the boxes where the polls were 
falsified, which votes he wholly failed and neglected to prove whilst he had the 
opportunity in Arkansas. > 


Why, sir, Mr. Breckinridge is not charged with any duty under 
the resolution, It is the committee that is charged with a duty. 
Suppose Mr. Breckinridge had said, “Gentlemen, I decline to do 
anything ;” would the committee have gone to Arkansas and exam- 
ined only the witnesses presented by McClure? Would that be a 

roper discharge of the duty imposed on the committee by our reso- 
ution? Ithink not. 

This case, Mr. Speaker, is very different from a statutory contest. 
For some pu the committee treat it as an investigation by the 
House, and for other purposes they treat it as a statutory contest; 
this works injustice. The committee say_expressly they have no 
doubt there were votes cast for Breckinridg® which they do not re- 
port, simply because he did not prove them. This is treating the 
ease as a statutory one with living parties. 

Under the rules prescribed for the hearing of statutory contests an 
admission of one of the parties to the contest, an admission of a 
fact by one, ayoids the necessity for its proof by the other. Such is 
the rule of practice in statutory contests. Now, the notice of con- 
test in this case admits that Mr. Breckinridge received 44 votes at 
White River ; it admits that he received 111 votes at Cotton Plant, 
and that he received 149 votes at Riverside; but the committee do 
not give him the benefit of that admission. Here they treat the 
matter as an investigation by the House, Mr. Breckinridge’s title 
would stand tested by either method. But the trouble is that the 
committee at one time treat the case as a statutory contest and apply 
to it the rules of law only applicable to such contests, and in, 
when the application of such rules would give Mr. Breckinridge a 
larger vote, they find it convenient to depart from that rule and treat 
the matter as an investigation by the House, 

Now, let me show you by what methods the committee find 
against Mr. Breckinridge. They find that at White River, Cotton 
Plant, Riverside, and the town of Augusta the integrity of the re- 
turns has been impeached. They disregard the returns and give to 
Clayton the vote that witnesses say was east for him, but give Mr. 
Breckinridge no votes at all. They deprive him of every vote the 
returns gave him. They do not give him the votes that Clayton ad- 
mitted he received; they do not summon the voters to find out how 
many voted for Breckinridge, although they say in their report they 


do not doubt that some of them did vote for him. And yet, gentle- 

men, we are to pass upon this case upon such a report! o are to 

pajama House is to determine—who was elected in that 
istrie : 

Mr. 1 majority on the face of the returns was 846. 
Deducting from that Clay ton's majority at Plummerville would still 
leave a majority for Mr. Breckinridge of 413. Now, to overcome 
that majority the Committee on Elections take from Breckinridge 
at White River Township 210 votes—all that were cast for him ac- 
cording to the returns. They say the returns are fraudulent, and 
as Breckinridge did not summon and examine any witnesses to show 
how many votes he received, they will give him none. They take 
from him at Cotton Plant 186 votes. hey take from him at the 
town of Angusta 98 votes. They take from him at Riverside 197 
votes. All of these are deduc from his vote, and in that way 
they destroy his majority. He confessedly had 413 majority after 
allowing to Clayton the Plummerville vote, but the deductions I 
have mentioned, of course, overcome that majority. Why, even the 
majority of my distinguished friend from Vermont who sits near 
me [Mr. STEWART], large as it was, might have been overcome if a 
rule was applied which gave to his opponent every vote he received 
and took from him nearly every vote cast for him. 

: 21 STEWART, of Vermont. Certainly. Ladmit that. [Laugh- 
er. 

Mr. CRISP. That is the kind of an arrangement you are asked 
to approve in this case. Mr. Breckinridge believed at the hour of 
adjournment that the case was as open in Washington as in Little 
Rock. Mr. Matsn, of Pennsylvania, sustains him in the belief. 
There is nothing in the official report, as published and made up by 
the committee, which controverts that proposition. The gentleman 
om aoe and the gentleman from New Jersey claim the case was 
closed, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will permit me. On page 21 of the majority report they have in- 
serted the official stenographer’s report of the colloquy before the 
Committee on Elections, where Mr. Lacey distinctly admits that it 
za eased that it should be just as open in Washington as in Little 

ock, 

Mr. CRISP. I was just presenting the statement of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and the gentleman from New Jersey as to 
their recollection. They say they are clear in their recollection of 
what took place there. Concede that—for it is not my province, or 
pleasure, or privilege to impugn themin any way—concede that, and 
still if the gentleman from Arkansas honestly believed it was not 
closed in Arkansas, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, present 
and participating in the proceedings, honestly believed that it was 
not closed there, and if acting on that belief Mr. Breckinrid 
made application for the examination of other witnesses here, I as 
yon as fair-minded men whether that request should be denied? It 
s not necessary to determine whose recollection is right. If Mr. 
Breckinridge was honestly mistaken, he should be relieved from 
any injury resulting from that mistake. It is not right that we 
should permit injury to come to him from an honest mistake. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Orto the people. 

Mr. CRISP. Or to the people, as suggested by the distinguished 
gentleman. 

The committee that was charged with the duty of goin to Ar- 
kansas and finding ont who was elected report to us, ‘‘ We have no 
doubt there were votes cast for Breckinridge that we have not 
counted for him, but we did not count them because he did not call 
witnesses to prove them.” 

Is that right? The committee had full knowledge as to who 
the voters were. They have the poll-books of every precinct that 
they assail, and the poll-books show the name of every man who 
voted a the election. Why did they not call and examine these 
voters ?. 

Instructed to find out for the House who was elected from the 
Second district of Arkansas, they report to us that from the evidence 
they have taken Mr. Clayton was elected, but they say at the same 
time, We have no doubt that more votes were cast for Mr. Breck- 
inridge than we have given him, but we have not counted them 
for him because he did not summon the voters before us.” 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Although the poll-list showed that 
these men voted ? 

Mr. CRISP. The poll-list showed they voted. It showed the name 
of every man that voted. They had the poll-list and they had the 
tickets. Yet they did not examine the voters! They misconceived 
the purpose of their appointment, They misconceived their duty 
as Representatives. I mean they were mistaken as to what they 
were sent there for. They were sent there to investigate and find 
out for themselves who was elected. They were to make an honest 
search after the truth. Thatis what the House wanted. That is 
what the House now wants. It does not want to determine a case 
like this on a technicality. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do you mean that they did not re- 
gard the poll-list as prima facie evidence of the votes? 

Mr. CRISP. I do, sir. Let me illustrate. The official returns 
from White River Township, in Woodruff County, show that Mr. 
Breckinridge received 210 votes and Clayton received 44. They find 
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this return fraudulent and unreliable; 2 have in their possession 
the poll-list which shows the name of each person who voted, 

Mr. MAISH, Yes; the lists showed the names of the voters. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, how easy it would have been to have summoned 
these voters and asked them how they voted. The committee did 
not do that; they examined sixty-two of them who swore they voted 
for Clayton, whereupon they dedact from Breckinridge every vote 
returned for him at this precinct and give to Clayton the number of 
votes they claim the proof shows for him. They do that, they say 
for the reason that where the integrity of a return is impeached 
each party should be remitted to proof of his vote, and he should 
only be accorded such votes as he proves that he received. Now my 
eriticism of that rule is, that if good at all it is only applicable to a 
statutory contest; but there are no parties here. This is not a con- 
test; it is an investigation on the part of the House on its own motion 
to ascertain whether Mr, Breckinridge is entitled to his seat. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. No contest, because tlere is no 
contestant, 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. There is no contesting party, so that a 
different rule applies, and it was the duty of the committee not to 
stop when they found out how many persons voted for Clayton, but 
to go further and find ont how many voted for Breckinridge. They 
were to determine who was elected. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is a good point. 

Mr. CRISP. Exactly. 1 do not think the gentleman can answer 
it. It was their duty to determine who was elected; they report to 
the House how many votes Clayton received and fail to report how 
many Breckinridge received, although admitting that he received 
votes that they do not report 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I suppose you claim that the eyi- 
dence furnished by the poll-list is prima facie evidence, except so far 
as it is actually impeached by evidence? 

Mr. CRISP. My contention is, and has been, this, that a commit- 
tee charged with ascertaining who was elected to Congress from a 
given district should find out who received a majority of the legal 
votes cast, because the person receiving such majority is the person 
elected. Suppose the committee find and report the returns im- 
peached because the managers of elections committed such frauds 
that it is not just or right to place any credence in anything they 


did. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. The question is whether it is im- 
peached, and whether the evidence shows that there were inaccura- 
cies to such an extent as to impeach the entire record, 

Mr. CRISP. I am going to assume that. They report to the 
House that the returns from White River Township are unworthy of 
credit, because the managers were guilty of such frands that you 
can not rely on what they did, There were 254 votes polled at that 
precinct, the committee say; that Mr. Clayton received 106 of them, 
and because Mr, Breckinridge did not produce auy witnesses as to 
the vote he received they report that Clayton got a majority of 106 
at that township. Is that right? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Do you say that Mr. Breckinridge 
Sebo tps produce additioual proof in regard to these votes in Wash- 
ington 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. His written application is on file, and was 
met with the statement that the evidence was closed in Arkansas 
by his consent, treating him all the time as if he were a party to a 
statutory contest and forgetting that the committee was to do the 
investigating, and not Mr. Breckinridge. He might not have gone 
down anes and still the committee would have been required to 

roceed, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me to state right there, I came very near not going to Arkansas 
at all. It was only a day or two before the committee went to Ar- 
kansas that I took the advice of friends and went down. 

Mr, CRISP, Any failure on the part of Mr. Breckinridge did not 
relieve the committee from the responsibility that rested upon them, 
east upon them by the House. They can not plead his failure to 
do what he ought to have done as any justification of their failure 
to do what they were directed to do by order of the House. Now, I 
think I have said about all I desire to say. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Why do you not move to recommit? 

Mr, CRISP. Iam going to move to recommit; and as the gentle- 
man has mentioned it, I will ask the Clerk to read for me the resolu- 
tions which I desire to offer at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolced, That the resolutions reported from the Committee on Elections in the 
matter of the investigation of the right of C. R. Breckinridge to a seat in the 
House as a Representative from the Second district of Arkan: and all papers 
relating thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on Elections, with instructions 
to ascertain the number of votes cast at the Congressional election held in 1888 
for C. R. Breckinridge and J. M. Clayton, respectively, at each of the following- 
named voting places in the Second district of Arkansas, to wit: White River 
Township, Woodruff County; Cotton Plant Township. Woodruff County; town 
ef Augusta, Woodruff County; Riverside Township, Woodruff County. 

And when said vote has been so ascertained said committee report to the 
House the aggregate number of votes cast for each of said persons respectively 
at the Congressional election held in 1888 at cach voting place in ak county 
in the Seeond Congressional district of Arkansas, to the end that the House may 


intelligently determine the right of said C. R. Breckinridge to a seat therein. 
To enable said committee efliciently to discharge the duty herein im „ 80 
much of the resolution of March 10, 1890, instructing said committee to investi- 


gate and report upon the right of said Breckinridge to a seat in the House as is 
applicable thereto is hereby and herein expressly extended and made operative 
to the same extent as though said committee had never made any report or taken 
any action in virtue thereof. 


Mr. CRISP. I will just say in conclusion, that the four precincts 
referred to in that resolution are the four precincts in which the 
Committee on Elections report the returns as having been success- 
fully assailed. That is to say, tbey find that in those four precincts 
the managers of the election were guilty of such fraudulent conduct 
as takes away from their returns that presumption of correctness 
which otherwise would exist. They do not find any trouble any- 
where else except in those four precincts. They have not polled the 
vote in thes» four precincts, which is a simple matter and will not 
take long; there are not more than 900 or 1,000 voters altogether. 

Now, my proposition is to require the committee to ascertain and 
report how many of these voters voted for Clayton and how many 
voted for Breckinridge. When we know that we can intelligently 
decide this issue and by our finding mete out justice to Mr. Breckin- 
ridge and justice to the people of the Second district of Arkansas. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] i 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], 
who has had large experienceas a criminal lawyer, has followed in the 
presentation of this case on the old line of criminal tactics, and that is, 
when he has a bad case toattack the grand jury or some witness in the 
case and try him, and thus try to lead the court and the jury away 
from the real issue in the case, 

Now, I shall not spend a great deal of time upon the point he has 
elaborated so profusely, but I will call his attention to the situation of 
the parties there in Arkansas. The subcommittee at Little Rock was 
composed of three Republicans and two Democrats. These two Dem- 
ocrats were of age; they were able men—Mr. MAISH, of Pennsylvania, 
aud Mr. WILson, of Missouri. 

They were not the spring chickens nor the tender youths that my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] would have you believe, and they were 
accompanied to Arkansas by the contestee, Mr. Breckinridge, him- 
self, who there employed Judge McCain and Mr. Harrod, two middle- 
aged, bright, intelligent, shrewd lawyers, among the very best mem- 
bers of the strongest bar in Arkansas, the Little Rock bar. The sub- 
committee did not attempt to subpœna anybody. Judge McClure, who 
had had charge of the case in behalf of the contestant in his lifetime, 
took it up where the dead man had left it off, and filled up subpoenas. 

The committee furnished him blank subpœnas and he sent out for 
the witnesses that he wanted. The committee furnished Mr. Breck- 
inridge blank subpœnas and gave him the entire power of the United 
States of America and its Treasury, so far as that was in the power of 
the subcommittee, to examine anybody and everybody that he might 
see fit, and he availed himself of that power. He examined several 
hundred witnesses. The committee worked commencing at 9 o'clock 
in the morning and running until 11 at night and he never asked for 
any subpœna that he did not get. Now, is my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] reflecting upon the majority of this subcommittee or upon 
the minority? 

Where was Colonel Mals, that he did not send out subpcenas for 
these men who werenot called? Where was Mr, WILSON, o! Missouri, 
that he did not issue the subpcenas that were needed tor these men? 
Why did not he call upon the chairman of the committee to furnish 
him subpcenas in order that all of these men might be brought in? 
But the contestee did notcall for them then, nor has he called for them 
now. The first demand made for the examination of these witnesses 
has been made just now by my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crise]. Now 
let me read what the gentleman from Arkansas says in his application: 

Certain precincts in Woodruff County, ete., have been dealt with by the com- 
mittee. fendant bas rested secure as to these, as the United States courts as 


well as the election officials of both parties have declared that the votes were 
counted as cast and were cast as counted. 


There were several criminal trials down there, and hesays here that 
those criminal trials settled his right to his seat, and that he rested 
secure pon the verdict of a jury, selected as gentlemen all know 
those juries are selected in the Federal courts, half of them drawn by 
the Republican clerk and half by the Democratie jury commissioner, 
with the prosecution having only half as many challenges as the de- 
fense. It will be seen that under such circumstances they could be 
absolutely*sure of trying these cases by a Democratic jury, and they 
were tried by Democratic juries, every one of them, and those are the 
verdicts upon which Mr. Breckinridge says he ‘‘rested secure“ and. 
therefore did not subpœna his witnesses; but now the gentleman from 
Georgia comes and says that we are to blame. 

Who is to blame? Mr. Marsun? No. Mr. Witson? No. But 
LACEY, BERGEN, and Cooper, who ought to have gone down there 
and constituted themselves guardians ad litem for the gentleman from 
Arkansas and brought him up by hand.“ 

Mr. CRISP. The majority are always responsible. 

Mr. LACEY. But the minority never asked for any subpona that 
they did not get. 

Mr. CRISP. Then we will blame them, too. 

Mr. LACEY. But you have been breathing out damnation upon 
the other side in unbroken doses for an hour and a half. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. CRISP. Well, now I will spread it outa little on this side also. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. St DHINRIDGE. of Arkansas. Will the from Iowa 
permit me to ask him whether he has any evidence that these juries 
were Democratic juries? I have heard to the contrary. 

Mr. LACEY. ell, I have stated how they are drawn. I will say 
this, that it is pretty certain that the lawyer who was defending an 
Arkansas ballot-box staffer did not try to use his challenges so as to 
get a jury composed of Republicans. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is your suspicion? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, but it is a suspicion which is proof strong as holy 
writ. Thesame gentlemen who were defending you were challenging 
there, and they were challenging out of that jury-box the men that 
they knew were likely to convict, rather than the men they thonght 
would be likely to acquit. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And they would have been great fools if they 


had not. 

Mr. LACEY. And, as suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. StockDALE], they would have been great fools if they had not. 
Now, let me read a little further from this application of Mr. Breck- 
inridge, because I say that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
is wrong when he assumes that the gentleman from Arkansas ever asked 
to poll these precincts. He has not asked it even to-day, unless he has 
done so through the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], Here is 
what he says in his application: 

As the ings of the committee indicate an intention to reverse the find- 
ings of election officials and the United States district court by the testi- 
mony of a few saps defendant had voting for him, now ex to the pro- 
scription of their church aud race if they confess in public how they voted, and 
to cast out these precince!sexcept in so far as the votes may be proved up anew, 
it becomes desirable to prove up the defendant's vote. It is true the change in 
the negro vote apparently proposed by the committee does not defeat defend- 
ant, but if they propose only to cast out the white vote and hold on to the Re- 
publican vote 

It will be seen, therefore, that he asks to prove up his vote at this 

inct only upon a condition, and only provided it is contemplated 
b the committee to reverse the reports of the officials and to reject 
the findings of the United States courts, which he says acquitted those 
officials upon the charge of tampering with. the ballots. His state- 
ment is conditional. It is a little like the charge made the other day 
by my friend from Kansas [Mr. Funston] against the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mason]; it is coupled with an if.“ The gentleman 
from Arkansas made no such demand to prove up those polls while the 
committee was in Arkansas, but now, when he is 1,400 miles away 
from the locality, he becomes extremely anxious to have his case re- 
committed, and have these polls proved up so as to enable him to hold 
on still longer to his seat, to which he never, was elected. 

Mr. HILL. When was that paper presented ? 

Mr. LACEY. It was presented last May. 

Mr. HILL. After your return to Washington? 

Mr. LACEY. After our return,when we had got 1,400 miles away 
from these witnesses, then he became very anxious. Provided 
**if?’—we counted the other votes, he wanted us to go back again to Ar- 
kansas or bring four or five hundred witnesses from Arkansas here. But 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. WILSON ] says that he understood the case 
was closed. He left the day before I did; we staid there twenty-four 
hours longer. Yet he said in his speech before the House the other 
day that he left before the remainder of the committee, because heun- 
derstood they were 3 through. Yet the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania comes in and challenges the fairness of the committee. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, we have had something in connection with this 
case that has no precedent in this House or any other parliamentary 
body on the face of the earth. The gentleman from Arkansas was given 
a carte blanche to write a minority report scoring the majority of the 
committee. He wrote that report; it was filed here; it was not made 
public to the House, they tell us; it was made public only to the As- 
sociated Press, to pick out such items as might reflect upon the integ- 
Era the majority of that committee who investigated the case down 


Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? for I do 
not know that I understand this matter. 

Mr. LACEY. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. Was the gentleman from Arkansas, or were the mi- 
nority of the committee, aware before you left Arkansas that you did 
not intend to take the testimony of the court or the ruling of the 
court on the theory of Mr. Breckinridge upon which the vote was to 
be thrown out? ` 

Mr. LACEY, We did take the testimony of the court; all the 

are in the reeord. 

Mr. BLAND. Was Mr. Breckinridge aware of the fact that you 
intended to rule that out? 

Mr. LACEY. We did not rule it out; it was accepted for what it 
was worth, 

Mr. BLAND. Have you not ruled it out in your count? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BLAND. Have you not ruled ont those townships? 

Mr. LACEY. He knew what the law was, or should have known. 

Mr. BLAND, That is not the question; the question is as to the 
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left the matter in his hands. He is not an imbecile. He is more in- 
terested in this matter than any man in the world. He is the man 
whose honor is at stake. If there is any question of dishonor down 
in Arkansas, he is the man whose reputation isinvolved. Yet he sits 
silent while the committee is trying the case at Little Rock in the cen- 
ter of that distriet, with the witnesses all around on every hand, and 
he never asked the committee to furnish him subpœnas for these men. 
Now, what is the presumption ? 

Mr. ROWELL. , And he was represented by his attorneys? 

Mr. LACEY. Les, he was represented by two able attorneys and 
also represented by my friend from Missouri [Mr. WILSON] and my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma1sH], who were looking out for his 
interests very closely, I will tell you why he did not summon those 
men, because he knew they would not prove up his case. He knewthat 
out of the sixty-two men brought in from asingle precinct, all of whom 
had their tickets handed to them when on the witness stand before 
the committee, it was claimed that those tickets were cast by them; yet 
they were Democratic tickets from top to bottom. 

Mr. McRAE. If you believed that he could not prove his case, why 
did you not pursue the investigation ? 

Mr. LACEY. We did. Those men were brought in. I believe it; 
you believe it. 

Mr. McRAE. No, I do not. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I will prove it to you. Ifyou area fair-minded 
man—and I know you are—I will prove it to you. A large proportion 
of those tickets are numbered on the outside. It appeared that the 
fana upon the outside was put on there before the ticket was 
folded—— i 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I deny that. 

Mr. LACEY (turning to Mr. ROWELL). Will you have the tickets 
brought in ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. That is not the case. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, I accuse my friend in the presence of this House 
of being mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I say it is not true. 

Mr. MCRAE. That does not affect the remainder of the tickets de- 
posited by the other electors in that precinct, which the committee did 
not examine, 

Mr. LACEY. Now, if you will keep still, I will convince you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman occupying the floor can 
not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. McRAE. I interrupted the gentleman with his consent. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam to have the gentleman interrupt me. I 
thank God that there is one man from Arkansas whose seat is unques- 
tioned; and for him I have the most profound respect. Iam glad to 
haye him feel an interest in his State. I wish he had enough interest 
in it to put his foot upon these ballot-box robberies all over the State 
and bring the whole State to that position of integrity to which he has 
bronght his own district. 

The SPEAKER pro . A member oeeupying the floor ean not 
be interrupted except by first addressing the Chair and then obtaining 
permission of the gentleman on the floor. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to state, if I got his idea, that because in certain precincts 
there were a certain number of votes that were fraudulently cast, that 
therefore the entire vote in these precincts was discredited by the com- 
mittee. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa whether 
the inquiry, in his judgment, should stop there, or whether the in- 
quiry should be extended to ascertain exactly how many votes were 
east. In other words, whether the ſact thata certain number of votes 
were ited in any precinct is necessarily conclusive upon all of 
the votes cast in that precinct? For upon that question may depend 
the right of the gentleman from Arkansas to his seat. Because if he 
received actually a msjority of the votes cast he onght to have hisseat, 
and I would like to hear the gentleman on that point. 


Does the gentleman from Iowa yield ? 
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Mr. LACEY, I am coming to that. You are simply anticipating 
my ment. I will give the gentleman an answer as I proceed. 

Mr, — the rule oſ law insuch eases is well settled, that when fraud 
is proved as to a return, as to the manner of making the count, as to 
the reception of ballots, both parties are relegated to other proof as to 


their rights, and the entire ceases to have any evidential 
force. And that is well settled 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where? 


Mr. ROW ELI. In every Judicial proceeding that has ever taken 
in the country. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. State one single one. 


The gentleman from Ohio asks where this is the 1ule. 
I answer him that it is applicable in every election case, in the mind 
of every man who is familiar with the rules of law on that subject. 
The gentleman from Georgia has conceded it 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I hope the gentleman from Vermont will not 
break the thread of my thoughts now, I will be very glad to yield to 
him after awhile. 

That, Mr, Speaker, being the rule, the returns not having any value 
whatever after that, both sides are required to furnish other proof as 
to the conduct of the election and the votes cast. This is well settled, 
as I have said, by an unbroken current of authorities in this House, 
notwithstanding the disclaimer of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You mean in cases of elections? 

Mr. LACEY. This is the first case where a man, a contestant, was 
murdered in the progress of the contest. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But that does not present a question of law. 
The gentleman is speaking of the law of the case, 

Mr. LACEY. But the assassin’s bulletin Arkansas does not change 
ihe rules of Jaw applicable to all testimony. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Nor does it make law, as the gentleman seems 
to think. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. It does not make law. 
well-settled principles of law that all men recognize. 

That being the case, when we went down to Arkansas and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas whose seat was in controversy sat silent and did 
not send for witnesses, when, in addition 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Let me interrupt the gentleman from 
Towa—— 

Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will not interrrupt me now. 
I am coming to the very point of his own question, 

When it was claimed that colored men were voting Democratic 
tickets secretly, and the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Breckinridge], 
who wrote the minority’s views, or the most ot them, asserts in those 
views that men were working for him and pretending to be peddling 
tickets for the Republican party and deceiving the Republican voters— 
he did not doubt that, or at least the minority say so for him—now, 
evidently these tickets were either voted openly or they were voted 
folded and concealed. 

When we found a large number of Republicans who appeared before 
the committee, colored men, whoswore that they were members of the 
Epona party, that they got Republican tickets from Republican 
ticket distributors, and that they voted them, and then when the tickets 
turned up in the box as being straight Democratic tickets from end to 
end, and on the ontside appears the number; and when it further ap- 
pears that these tickets are folded, the crease running through the num- 
ber, showing conclusively to any man who thinks for a moment that 
the numbers were put on first and the tickets folded afterwards, it is as 
plain as the light of day, absolutely and unquestioned, that there was a 
scheme to defraud these voters, and that these false tickets were not voted 
secretly. They were voted open and unfolded ornotatall. That vote 
was taken from the Breckinridge column, as it ought to have been. 
Here are the tickets with the fold right through, showing that they 
were numbered first and folded afterwards. Gentlemen can examine 
them for themselves. [Producing the tickets. ] 

Now, this being the case, this return ceased to be of any validity, and 
we had the right to presume, and we did presume, that if Mr. Breck- 
inridge knewa man who voted for him while the committee was there, 
while they were within reach, almost within a stone's throw—yes, 
while they could have been brought in the presence of the committee 
in a few hours’ time, and our committee had gone there to try the case, 
it was his duty then and there to bring his witnesses on; and when he 
did not do it and his attorneys did not do it, I say it was conclusive 
on the committee, and rightfully conclusive, that the man who did not 
try to bring in his own witnesses betore them, when he had the power 
and opportunity to do so and did not, it was proof that he could not 
do what they now claim he could have done. 

Mr, STEWART, of Vermont. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
again, I understand the gentleman from Georgia to make the point, 
and I would like to hear my friend on that particular point to which 
I have just referred. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I am not through with this one yet. I think 
my friend from Vermont will see that I will reach the point to which 


But there are 


he refers as I progress, Allow me to conclude the point I am now dis- 


Mr. WART, of Vermont. There isa distinction between a case 
where there is but one party to the contest and a case where there are 
two parties—where there is a contestant and a contestee—and a case 
wherein Congress sends out a special commission to ascertain what the 
facts may be, as in the pending case. On that I wish to hear the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, 

Mr. LACEY. I will answer that. I see what you are driving at. 
Tcatch my friend’s point and I think I will make it perfectly plain. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. ‘This is an ex case. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, is the rule more strict against the dead than 
against the living? My friend from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] and from 
Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] and from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] would 
say that if John M. Clayton was living the rule would require him to 
call upon the proper authority for subpoenas for his witnesses to produce 
them beforethe committee; that, on the other hand, Mr. Breckinridge 
would have had the same thing to do. 

Death has come in, murder most foul, death most grievous, and has 
robbed John M. Clayton of the privilege of appearing before the Elec- 
tions Committee or thesubcommittee on Elections, or before this House, 
and it is to the tongue of the living alone that he can appeal for jus- 
tice and right to thedead. Now, Lask you what ought to be the rule? 
Should there be a more rigid rule against John M. Clayton lying in 
the grave, where the worm has been busy in his dead brain for a year 
and a half; should the rule be more strict in a case like that than it 
would as against Mr. VENABLE or some other gentleman who is here 
in the flesh, above ground, living, and a part of a Democratic House, 
a part of a Democratic quorum, voting and acting upon the floor of this 
House? Is the rule more strict against John M. Clayton dead than it 
would be if he were living? Is the rule more favorable to Clitton R. 
Breckinridge under these circumstances than it would be if they were 
both here, equal-handed before the law, equal before this House, each 
one laying before his peers his claims to an honorable seat in one of 
the noblest bodies upon earth ? 

But let us go back a step further; and I want to answer my friend 
from Vermont. Not only did the majority of the subcommittee, with 
the assent, approval, and consent of the minority, give to the attorneys 
on both sides the necessary subpcenas with which to bring before that 
committee the various witnesses, but I want to read from page 482 of 
the record as to what occurred: 

Mr. Lacey, Now, gentlemen, before we commence, I want to know if you 
want subpeenas for any other witnesses. 

We had gone along eight or ten days and subpœnaed witnesses, And 
I want to say that we examined 1,300 witnesses nearly, and yet they 
say we have not been doing our duty. We sent out for nearly 1,300 
men, examined them and examined them patiently. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Were not the most of the subpœnas sent 
out by you and Judge McClure? 

Mr. LACEY. ‘Sent out by both sides. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You and Judge McClure? 

Mr. LACEY. You know better than that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I do not know any such thing. 

Mr, LACEY. Do you mean to say) ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You brought the most of the witnesses 
there yourself, you and Judge McClure. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will 
not interrupt. — 

Mr. LACEY. Who subpœnaed Mr. Breckinridge’s witnesses? Judge 
McClure. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. He had very few of them, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Breckinridge had over two hundred of them.” 
That is not very, few; that is a good many. And he or his attorneys 
caused them to be summoned. 

Now, here is what took place in the presence of my friend from 


Missouri: 
Mr. Lacey. Now, gentlemen, before we commence I want to know if you 
want su nas for any other witnesses, 


Mr, McCatx, Well, I have got a few witnesses here, and I have telegraphed 
for some others; I don’t know whether they can be here or not, 

Mr. Lacey. Can you tell by to-morrow? 

Mr. McOars, I have selepa paaa to the jud; of these places and clerks 
which have been gone into this morning; I didn’t know what would be the 
attack on that box. 

Mr. Lacey It was announced that that box would be attacked here. 

Mr. MOCLURE. I announced what would be gone into on the first day. 

Mr. Lacey, What other place? 

A. I will attack Riverside. 

Mr. Harrop. Augusta, White River, and Cotton Piant, 

Mr. McCivre. My witnesses will be here from Freeman Township. 

Mr. Harrop, Do you know the number of votes polled? 

Mr. McOLURE. There were no votes polled atall. 

Mr. Harrop, It is im bie for us to tell what witnesses we want unless we 
know the kindof attack. : 

Mr. McCarty. Ithink if you will agree to state by to-morrow that we can ar- 
range to get our witnesses here and have everybody here 8 even- 
ing, but I don't think it is worth while trying to get through to-morrow. 

r. Lacey. My point is, I want to be understood, that we can get through 
in the shortest time to be required, and I want you to make arrangements and 
agree so we can get through, and I don't want there to be any complaint about 
it, that you Dates baker portage udiced in procuring witnesses for defense, 
We have been trying to get the business out of the way as fast as we could. 
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Mr. Lacey. Do you want subpoenas to send out now? 

Mr. McCivure, Yes, sir; I think we have blank subpœnas, and we have a list, 
They can not go out until 6 now. 

Mr. Harrop. Do you want to close Wednesday? 

Mr. Lacey, We want to close to-morrow, but we are not making any com- 

. plaints, You have succeeded splendidly in getting your witnesses here and we 
are having a little talk to make arrengements. 

Mr. McCiver, Now what do you propose to prove? Ihave opened my heart 
to you. 

Mr. McOats. I propose to send for three or four or a half a dozen colored 
Democrats to prove persecution, but I am getting a little skeptical about prov- 
ing that matter now. I find it is casier getting them to talk about it than to 
swear to it. Weare going get on the defensive in the other matter. far as 
Mr, Armstrong and some others that have been indirectly accused of the Clay- 
ton murder, we are going to ask leave for them to vindicate themselyes on that 
matter; all of them. 


That is the statement’ made hy Mr. Breckinridge’s attorney in his 
own presence, in the presence of the committee, and in the presence of 
the representatives of the press of the nation, who were watching these 
things; in the presence of his fellow-citizens of Arkansas, who were 
esi around there by the hundreds watching the case as they never 
watched any other case in the State of Arkansas. 

“I can have all my witnesses here by Wednesday,” said Mr. Breck- 
inridge’s attorney. Now, when he gets off back to Washington alter 
the committee have returned here and the tariff bill is pending, and 
the vote upon it about to commence, then he suddenly makes a dis- 
covery, that if we propose to follow the law which has been laid down 
in other cases, and if we fail to make an exception in his favor, then 
he wants the committee to go back to Arkansas and take the testimony 
over again and give him a new trial in advance before the verdict is 
rendered. Let me read a little more from that record from Mr. Breck- 
inridge’s application: 

Certain precincts in Woodruff County, namely, Augusta Town, Augusta 
Township, Riverside, and White River precincts, have been dealt with by the 
committee, Defendant has rested secure as to these, asthe United States court, 
as well as the clection officials of both parties, have declared that the votes 
were counted as castand were cast as counted, Defendant has not presumed 
that anattempt would be made to deprive him of the small contingent of col- 
ored votes received there. 

As the proceedings of the committee, however, indicate an intention to re- 
verse the findings of the election officials of the United States district court by 
the testimony of the few negroes defendant nud voting for him, now exposed 
to the proscription of their church and race if they confessed in public how 


they voted, and to cast ont these precincts except in so far as the votes may be 


proved up anew, it is desired to prove up the defendant's vote. 

It is true the change in the small Democratic ig vote, apparently pro- 
posed by the committee, does not defeat defendant; but if they propose to cast 
out the white vote and only hold on to the Republican vote, that would defeat 
him. Ile asks, therefore, to prove up his vote at these precincts, provided it is 
contemplated by the committee to refuse the reports of the officials and the 
findings of the United States court which tried and acquitted these officials 
upon the charge that they had tampered with the ballots, which court had the 
ballots and poll-books and all other evidence before it. 


The complaint has narrowed down, Mr. Speaker, to one thing, and 
one thing only, and that is crystallized in the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and that one thing is that this 
committee shall be sent back to the wilds of Arkansas to poll these 
votes over again. 

Mr. PEE Did you see anything wild down there? 

Mr. LACEY. There are some pretty wild things down there, not 
in my friend’s district, and I want to compliment him, as I did Mr. 
MCRAE a little while ago. But in this district and in the Feather- 
ston district I say that there is a condition of things that is a disgrace 
to the human race and a disgrace to the people who permit it in pa- 
tience. Downin Arkansas they claim that their State has been brought 
into disgrace and disrepute by the song of The Arkansas Traveler. 

They say that that song has given out to the people of the world the 
idea that Arkansas is a bad place, and the jingle of that tune runs 
through every man’s mind when he thinksabout Arkansas. They joke 
about their own affairs down there. They told us of an old citizen in 
Arkansas whose brother had been drowned a year before we were there. 
He was a Spiritualist and his brother was a Spiritualist, and wanted 
to communicate with him; so he went aud saw a modern witch of Endor 
and had the spirit called up and asked his brother's spirit“ how he 
was getting along. The spirit answered he was getting along tol- 
erably well.“ He then asked the spirit, What kind of a country are 
you in?” and the answer was, It is very much like Arkansas.” 

Alas, then,” said the brother, it is just as I feared; my poor brother 
is in hell.“ [Laughter.] They tell stories of that kind about Arkansas 
good - naturedly. 

Many of those people are first-rate people, and there are plenty of 
them whom I like; but, gentlemen, the ballot-box stuffer of Conway 
County is not an isolated or single instance. It is not only there this 
single crime has grown. It has grown in all these black counties 
where there is a Republican majority. There fraud becomes thrifty, 
because it is by fraud and by force and by intimidation alone that re- 
sults can be arrived at favorable to the Democratic party. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will my colleague allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY, Yes, sir; if it is not too long. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Is there any evidence of the stuffing of 
a ballot-box in Couway County? 
htt LACEY. In Conway County? The trouble about Conway 

unty 


. WILSON, of Missouri. You said there was ballot-box-stuffing 
ere. 

Mr. LACEY. Nearly 500 majority was cut out in a single precinct 
by the stealing of the box; and our friends down there—or rather your 
friends—have a variety of methods. They are not limited to one par- 
ticular crop. If buckwheat fails they have turnips; if ballot-box stuff- 
ing fails, the ballot-box is stolen; and then if that fails, a false return 
is given, and the governor certifies the wrong man to the seat. They 
are not confined to a single crop, by any manner of means. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. y friend is a lawyer, and he knows 
that his answer is not responsive to the question. 

Mr. LACEY. It may not be responsive to my friend; but I will give 
him a more distinct answer before I am through. I can not give it to 
him just as he wants it. I know he is hungry looking, and I can not 
feed itto him just as he demands it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You made an assertion a moment or two 
ago that there was stuffing of ballot-boxes in Conway County and I 
asked you for the evidence of it. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwould state tothe gentleman that there was no evi- 
dence taken in Conway County except as to a little item of about 500 
majority taken away from the Republicans by stealing the ballot-box. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Then it was stealing and not stuffing. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman draws the distinction that it was ` 
nothing at all but ‘‘stealing.’’ [Laughter] No trouble about that; 
a mere trifle! But a trifle light as air, like this, ing 433 Repub: 
lican majority, and carrying with it a bloody seat in this House, is not 
75 be * at by my friends. [Applause on the floor and in the gal- 

eries. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Does not my friend know that Mr. 
Breckinridge and his friends offered to give to Mr. Clayton more than 
all the votes that he and the balance of the attorneys down there 
proved up for Clayton? 

Mr. LACEY. In answer to that, I will say that that was done orly 
to avoid the publication of the evidence as to how the transaction was 
done, Mr. Clayton preferred not to take any favors from Mr. Breckin- 
ridge upon this question. Mr. Breckinridge offered to give him a ma- 
jority equal to that which was stolen. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Whatever he asked. 

Mr. LACEY. He preferred not to take that. He said, “I have en- 
gaged in the contest, and I will go on and take the testimony to proye 
the title to my seat, and not by your admissions. I do not propose te 
go there by the grace of your concessions, but I shall put the witnesses 
upon the stand and prove the vote.“ He took his life in his hands and 
went there and took the testimony, and you know the rest. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my friend wants to know about the ballot-box 
stuffing. I call attention to Woodruff County. I call attention to 
Augusta, to Riverside, to Cotton Plant, and to White River, in thesa 
various other counties, and this county in which the ballot-box was 
stolen, which gave to the sitting member his pima facie title to a seat 
in this House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will my friend permit me to ask him 
another question? [Cries of Do not yield !’’] 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield again. I like my friend, and I have 
nothing against him but the fact that he is a Democrat. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri, The gentleman saysitis proved beyond 
controversy: Now, I will ask my friend if the white men—the clerks 
and others down there—did not swear one way and the negroes an- 
other; and if they did not ignore the testimony of the white men and 
take the testimony of the negroes? 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man froma Missouri had an hour and forty-five minutes, besides the 
time he occupied in interruptions of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BERGEN]. } 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You shall haveall the time you desire. 

Mr. LACEY. I like my friend from Missouri, as I have said, and I 
like to hear his clarion voice, even when it comes in the form of an in- 
terruption from the Democratic side of this Chamber. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. T do not want to interrupt you except 
by your consent. 

Mr. LACEY. I will try to answer my friend. Sixty-two colored 
men came in there from a single precinct and swore that they voted 
the Republican ticket and in each instance a Democratic ticket was 
taken out in the presence of the committee and handed to them on the 
witness-stand with their number on it. 

You ought to have seen the blank look of amazement that came over 
those colored faces when they were asked, Did you vote that ticket? 
and when they stood back and answered, ‘‘No, sir; I did not vote that 
ticket.“ I once heard a case in court where an attorney was surprised 
by the filing of an affidavit on the other side, and he got up and said, 
** Your honor, I am surprised at this.“ The other counsel said, Let 
him make hissbowing, your honor; let him file his affidavit of surprise.“ 
But the court said, No, he need not do that; I see it in his face. 
[Laughter.] And when these colored men in Arkansas were con- 
fronted with Democratic tickets, with Cleveland at the head and Breck- 
inridge at the tail, the expression of ‘suprise and amazement was so 
great as to carry conviction to the mind of every one whosaw them. Ne 
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one could help believing them. Now, how could sixty-two men be thus 
deceived ? ony by the grossest of fraud, and when it was evident that 
in order to settle this matter beyond question a ballot-box with the 
largest Republican majority in the district was stólen, we have surely 
something here to cast upon the contestee the burden of proving to this 
House who voted for him. 

We went down to Arkansas to take that proof. We went there with 
the power of subpœna from this House. If thecontestee did not intro- 
duce his testimony then, it is bad faith for him now to come when 
nearly the whole of the two years has expired. After holding a seat 
for two years upon the floor of this House and casting Democratic votes 
from a seat that belongs to a Republican, it is bad faith for him to 
come now and say, Gentlemen, you go down to Arkansas again for 
the balance of my term. I will have this matter passed over and we 
will try it all over again.“ But, Mr. Speaker, this question as to how 
they hold elections in Arkansas is by no means a new one to the coun- 
try. I send tothe Clerk’s desk and ask to have read an article from the 
Morrillton Democratie paper, which I have cut from the record in this 
case. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

A BULLDOZER BULLDOZED—A STORY OF BENJAMIN AND A BEAN-SHOOTER. 

(Headlight, November 8, 1888. 

There was an occurrence here last Monday night that, whatever the provo- 
cation, is to be regretted by all conservative people, 

In the afternoon of that day the rt was circulated on the streets that a 
tel m had been received by D. B. Russell from Henry M. oopa chairman 
of the Republican State central committee, to the effect that M, W. Benjamin, 
nccompanied by a detective, would be up on the evening train and look after 
the election. Inasmuch as Mr. Benjamin had but a few days before been in 
this county and was reported to have made some threats and inflammatory 
talks, the people were in no condition to tolerate anything more from him. 

When Me Hontensin and the detective got off the train, Wi seemed that mem- 
ories of 1868-1874 fired the people, and they were hardly responsible for what 
they did. In the confusion which ensued in the dark Mr. Benjamin and his 
escort were run over, several rocks were thrown, and some boy with a bean- 
shooter threw a buckshot which struck Mr. Benjamin over the right eye and 
lodged beneath the skin. He was conducted to aroom in the Speers Hotel and 
attended by Dr. Adams, who extracted the ball. 

The demonstration was more than the detective could stand, and he re-en- 
tered the train and left. 

Mr. Stowers addressed the people briefly and asked that they keep quiet while 
Mr. Benjamin explained his mission, On being escorted to the balcony that 

ntlemansaidina vaginas hesitating way, be wassurprised at the treatment; 

bat he bad come up on private business—to look up a stered letter which 

he had sent several days before. After consultation and refreshing himself, 
Mr. Benjamin concluded to give up pursuit of the registered-letter and return 
to Little Rock on the midnight train, 

The stories circulated that guns and pistols were fired are without founda- 
tion. There were no fire-arms seen or heard on our streets that night. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me follow that up, Mr. Speaker, with the state- 
ment that within a few days after that Benjamin died. He was kicked 
and cuffed so that he died. The minority of the committee in Mr. 
Breckinridge’s minority report in this case say that he was ‘‘ rudely 
jostled. Ah, he was so rndely jostled that his tenure of life ended. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will my friend allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. LACEY. No, I will not yield now. 

Mr. WILSON, ot Missouri. That is simply ridiculous. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend says it is simply ridiculous ” that Benja- 
min died, but the most convincing proof that a man can give of the 
faith that is in him, and of the abuse that he has received, is to die. 
What more can a man say or do to prove what has been done to him ? 
Benjamin has proved it by the strongest testimony known to mankind. 

The second day of this week, Monday, was Labor day, and on that 
day the bands and the processions were out celebrating labor all over 
the United States. My gifted and eloquent young friend from New 
York [Mr. MCCARTHY ] was flying the eagle in the presence of an as- 
sembly of laborers, and I compliment him for it. Many of my friends 
upon the other side of the Chamber were spending the day among the 
laborers of the country. Down in Arkansas the Republican party by 
name is a thing of the past. It has to go under an assumed name. 
The Republicans have had to join hands with the Union Labor men. 

The Union Labor party of Arkansas nominated a Methodist preacher 
as their candidate, and the Democrats, not to be outdone in grace by 
the Republicans, nominated a Baptist preacher, and the two reverend 
gentlemen were canvassing the State side by side and hand in hand, 
and, with that eloquence which never can be acquired except at camp- 
meeting, they were talking to the public all over the State of Arkan- 
sas, [Laughter.] On Saturday last 7,000 Union Labor tickets, pre- 
pared at St. Louis, so that they could not be readily counterfeited, 
were sent to Morrillton by train to be used at the election on Monday, 
and what has been the result? I read from the telegraphic dispatches 
from Little Rock: ; 

LITTLE Rock, ARK., August 30. 


As the Little Rock train pulled into Morrillton, at 12.40 to-day, it was sur- 
rounded by 1,500 Democrats, and George W. Small, a citizen of Conway County, 
who was carrying 7.000 Union Labor State and county tickets, was struck on 
the head six times with loaded canes and knocked senseless. The tickets were 
then taken by the Democrats and destroyed. Morrillton is 50 miles west of 
Little Rock and the cHunty seat of Conway County, in which John M, Clayton 
was nated while looking up evidence to contest the seat of Congressman 
Breckinridge, of the Second district, 

Tbe immediate cause of the trouble at Morrillton to-day was to get possession 
of the Union Labor ballots and to wreak vengeance on George Small, who is 
eharged by the Democrats with having organized Grand Army posts. Mr. 


They awaited the train, which a spy in Little Rock had informed them wo 
carry Mr. Small and the tickets. 

The mounted men were under the command of Carroll Armstrong, whom 
Judge McClure slapped in the face during the Congress committee’s session in 
this ae . — Two long lines of cavalry were formed, the men being arrayed in 
red sas and carrying miniature Within lines of cavalry and near 
the railroad track two lines of infantry were formed, and when the train reached 
the station the lines closed, so that the train was completely surrounded. Ata 
signal from Circuit Clerk Jeff“ Wright, several hundred of the men boarded 
the train, and the car containing Mr. Small was entered by doors and windows, 
until all available space was filled with the mob. 

Bentley, a deputy sheriff, the man who assaulted Judge Benjamin, and the 
man whom Judge Clayton charged with guilty knowledge of the assassination 
of Clayton, James Lucas, who was convicted of frauds, and Walter P. Wells, 
another ballot-box thief, entered the car, and while they were endeavoring to 
get the satchel containing the ballots, other persons struck Mr, Small on the 

end with loaded canes. J. B. McLaughlin, of this icity: who was occupying a 
seat with Mr, Small, was struck once and dragged ward over the seat, but 
was not seriously hurt. After the tickets were obtained the mob rode off. The 
sheriffand his deputies were present, and were called on for protection, but 
they paid no attention to the request.—New York Tribune, August 31, 1890. 


The paper gives the list of the names of the persons taking part in 
this affair, One is Carroll Armstrong, who has been given a certificate 
of good character here by the minority of this committee; another is 
Oliver Bentley, whose character has been held up before this House as 
unassailable. Wells and Lucas, too, are among them, men that have 
been indicted for ballot-box stealing. These are the men who went 
into the train and pounded this Union Labor man over the head and 
took from him his 7,000 tickets. 

Mr. Speaker, the ballot-box thief, the mau that interferes with 
elections and prevents a fair election, is doing business down in Arkan- 
sas at the old stand; and yet our friends here say that the majority re- 
port in this case has been brought in for the sole purpose of influencing 
what they call ‘‘ the force bill.“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman from Iowa 
believe that telegram that he bas read? 

Mr. LACEY. I have assurance from Little Rock that it is true. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is nottrue, There is not 
a word of truth in it. i 

Mr. LACEY. I have also a telegram from the Associated Press. 
The Associated Press there is controlled by the Gazette, your Demo- 
cratic organ in Arkansas, and in the Associated Press dispatches and 
in the dispatches of the various Democratic papers of this country I 
find substantially the same thing stated, only that the size of the mob 
is represented as larger. I read: 

Lirrie Rock, August 31, 

A mob of about 2,500 men, some mounted and some on foot, yeste sur- 
rounded the Morrillton station on both sides of the track. A Union Labor 
mass-meeting was to have been held there. 

On the incoming train from Little Rock, among others, were J. B. McLaugh- 
lin, a well-known Union Labor orator, and George Small, of Springfield, Con- 
way County, a prominent white Republican, who had been here for the pur- 
pose of getting Union Labor tickets for use in Conway County for the election 
to-morrow. Small carried the tickets, 7,000 in all, in a valise, 

When the train stopped a crowd of men sprang forward and rushed into the 
coach where McLaughlin and Small were seated. Among the foremost, it is 
said, were Olly Bentley, Jim Lucas, and Walter Wells. Small was struck re- 

ee upon the h with loadedsticks, and he soon lostconsciousness, Me- 

aughlin was thrown upon the floor, and his right shoulder severely wrenched. 

After striking Small several additional blows the satchel was dragged from be- 
neath his feet and passed out through the crowd. 

in a few moments the assailants had left the car. What became of the tickets 
isnot known. McLaughlin got off the train on the side opposite the depot. 
He passed along the line of horacmen, but no attention was paid to him. All 
the business houses were closed and every man and boy was out taking part in 
the general excitement. 

McLaughlin was treated with some degree of courtesy after he left the train, 
and he was thus enabled to get dinner at the hotel. McLaughlin came back to- 
night, and his description of the affair has created a great deal of excitement. 
Tickets are being printed to replace the ones stolen. 

It gives substantially the same account that I have before read. And 
the New York World, withan indignation that does credit to the head 
and heart of its editor, denounces this infamous interference with the 
ballot in Arkansas, and asks, ‘When shall this cease and when shall 
Arkansas no longer be held up against the Democratic party all over 
the country asan evidence of what will be done by the Democrats when 
in power?” 

Mr. Speaker, one Stowers, in a speech in Arkansas just before the 
Congressional election of 1888, made the following statement at Mor- 
rillton: 

He says, Lam going to make a suggestion, but I don't want you to make 
any application of it atull.’’ He said. There was one time a man had a son; 
he had kept him and taken care of him and until he got old enough to take 
care of himself, and then he said,‘ You go out and make your living, son, and 
pe work and make money, and my advice is to make money estly ;* 

u! 


- 825 ers ‘if you can't, make money.’ Don't you make any application of 
it at all.“ 3 


He told thisstory in a Democratic meeting, telling them not to make 
any application of it. And what did they do? Did they make money 
or did they make votes? History has written it in figures of blood 
over that district. Benjamin was killed immediately before this elec- 
tion; Wahl. the Federal supervisor, was brutally shot through the 
head while he was playing a little game of poker in a doctor's office 
down in Arkansas. And what is to become of Arkansas if they can 
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t this is no 1 a free country. 
en they can not play poker any more there, 
representative of the Republican party in Arkansas. 
. That may be; and I do not know anything that will 
probably give him a higher standing than that in that community. 

Now, as to this matter of shooting, let me call attention to an article 
Mr. Cook was a contestant for a seat 

He wisely abandoned the contest and 
thought by doing so he would live. He did live—awhile. But this 
fall he concluded to run for office again; he ran for a place in the con- 
stitutional convention—an institution in the State ot Missis- 
sippi to determine how the minority may be able to rnle—to devise 
ways and means how a minority can be turned into an able-bodied, 
unquestioned, uncontrollable majority. 

This man, while running for this office, a school-house—a 
seat of learning located upon the hill-top. Five shotguns were pointed 
out through the crevices between the logs of that school-house, and M. 
B. Cook bit the dust. He was discovered by colored men shortly after- 
wards dead—dead as Benjamin, dead as Clayton, dead as the negro 
detective, Smith, dead as George Bentley. And here is what an Ar- 
kansas paper says about it—the Fordyce Enterprise: 

ADVISING ASSASSINATION. 

In the Fordyce (Dallas County Arkansas) Enterprise we find the following: 

“Marsh Cook, a white Republican politician, was assassinated in Mississippi on 
the 2d ultimo. He wasa turbulent spirit, was making incendiary speeches ar- 
raying the negroes againat the white people, His d Was not unexpected, as 
he was considered by conservative men of all parties asa flre-· brand. Such afate 
should await every scoundrel who is engaged in exciting the ignorant negro to 
actsof violence.” 

And it is assumed, Mr. Speaker, thatevery man who incites a negro 
to vote the Republican ticket is inciting to acts of violence. I read 
now briefly from an editorial in the Daily American, published at Nash- 


ville, Tenn., August 6: 


Everyman who 3 the Republicans is ipso facio an enemy tothe South. 
He who is not for us us, and the man who comes out before the pen 
ple asn blican, commended to their 2 ods by a Republican convention, 


on, 
must stand or fall as such. When he dons a Republican uniform and takes the 


Republican colors in his hand, he must expect to be shot at as a Republican. 
No matter what office he may seek, he seeks it as a Republican, he seeks it as 
anenemy. No matter what professions may be on his lips, if the Republican 
flag be in his hand, shoot him without parley. 

Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What newspaper published that? 

Mr. LACEY. That is published in the Nashville (Tenn.) Daily 
American; and right at the head of the paper I see the following: 
**Democratic State ticket: Governor, John W. Buchanan; supreme 
judge, B. J. Lea,” ete, 

Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May Lask the gentleman from Iowa a ques- 


tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] yield? 

Mr. LACEY, Well, I have but a very few moments. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. We will give you all the time you want. 
May I ask you a question ? 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON]. i 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you believe that what you have read 
means that Republicans in Tennessee should be shot with guns and 
pistols, ordo you think that the language was written figuratively ? 

Mr. LACEY. ` When I find that sort of thing published I am dis- 
posed to expect it will be taken as Stowers’s language was taken— 

‘Make money honestly if you can, but make money. When I find 
this sort of statement, speaking of shooting, I take it literally. I sup- 
pose it may have been intended in a double sense. 

But, Mr. Speaker, when incendiary articles like that are published 
and sent broadcast through a land too much given to shooting, you can 

not tell how many ignorant, misguided, fiery, impetuous young men 
in that country will be led on to deeds of blood and murder, and feel 
that in committing such deeds they are doing the behests of the leaders 
of their party, of men high up in the State, men whose character car- 
ries with it force and conviction and influence all over that land. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. May I ask another question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, The gentleman says that this language is 
used in reputable newspapers throughout the Southern country, and 
cites the case of this Nashville paper to which he has referred; but in place 
of answering the question I asked him a few momentsago he goes on to 
make his speech. Now, do you know of a single instance where that 
pare tr itis published in my district and in the capital of my State— 

by such language influenced any man in the sense you speak of or 
where any man has suffered because of the article? 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask, what is your majority? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. About 7,500. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I will answer the gentleman that where there 
is a Democratic majority of 7,500 they do not kill anybody; it is not 


E 
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necessary. [Applause on the Republican side.] And my answer is 
that in all the web ee Huth: e thar feos avons 
majorities you have fair elections, 

. Why, you overturned one the other day that 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, nearly 14,00). But the gentleman does 
not answer my question. He appeals to the galleries and undertakes 
to make cheap political capital out of sensational statements. Now, I 
ask the gentleman if he knows of a single instance 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask you one question. Do you approve of 
language like that in a heated political contest ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I did not write he language. Iassume that 
it is figurative, and I have seen much worse than that in Northern 
papers written about our own people. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman says it is figurative.“ Is this fig- 
urative ? 

Such fate should await every scoundre]_— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is not in my district. You are reading 
now something else. Stick to the point. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, you need not undertake to wash your hands with 
invisible i 175 imperceptible water.“ 

Mr. WAS GTON. I am not trying to get up a cheap public 
sentiment, as the gentleman is doing, in favor of ridiculous newspaper 
extracts that the gentleman knows himself have no meaning. 

Mr. LACEY. Noram I trying like Pilate to wash myself clean of 
the death of this just person. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But perhaps the gentleman 
is personating the Christ, before whom the gentleman from Nashville 
is to wash his hands, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I knew when I yielded to the gentle- 
man [Mr. WASHINGTON] for a question that I could rely upon the 
honored name my friend from Tennessee bears that he would tell us the 
truth, and I was not disappointed; for when [asked him if he approved 
of an article like this, he says he thinks it is written in a figurative 
sense, a Pickwickian sense, or is ‘‘ figuratively speaking. 

I knew the gentleman would not approve of such language, but that 
does not alter the facts. These men are dead, not figuratively dead, 
but they are as dead as Julius Cesar. It is a physical, absoluto fact 
that they are dead, a fact that can not be denied, a fact that won't 
down;” and if I should call up what might be called an old chestnut, 
I would bring up in this connection Banquo’s ghost and parade him, 
saying, It won't down.“ 

Why, take it in your adjoining State of Alabama, a district with 
20,000 Republican majority, and yet they come in and return 13,000 
Demoeratie majority, as proved before the committee beyond any sort 


of question. 
Mr. MAISH. Oh, no. 
Mr. LACEY. And my friend on the other side who read such a 


lecture to the majority of the committee, and who has given us such 
ae and chivalrous notions of what is right and wrong in the report, 
did not vote, nor was there a single vote on that side ont of the seven- 
teen or eighteen contested-election cases on the floor of the House in 
favor of any Republican contestant. 

Mr. PEEL. They did not deserve it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAISH. Weseated Republicans in the last 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, I plead the statute of limitations on that. 

Mr. MAISH. There is no statute of limitation on a matter of fact. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend was in the last Congress; I wasnot. And 
they tell us in the next Congress we will be in a minority and they 
will show us Republicans what will be donc. 

Mr, MAISH. Who said that? 

- Mr, LACEY. Oh, it was said in a Pickwickian sense, I presume. 

Mr. MAISH. But who said it? 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not remember; it was said on Monday, perhaps 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Itis like some of the newspaper extracts the 
gentleman has been parading. 

Mr. LACEY, I think my friend Mr. Witson, of Missouri, said it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I stated distinctly-—— 

Mr. LACEY. Iam sorry that I can not yield to my friend, but life 
is short, and we can not turn back the hands upon the dial. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. You shall have all the time yon want. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I stated distinctly on yesterday that 
we would not, when we came into power, which we would in the Fifty- 
second Congress, follow the precedent sst by gentlemen on your side, 
That is what I said, and my colleague [Mr. BLAND] said, Don't make 
any rash promises.” 1 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to do like Captain 
Stowers—make the application. “The truth of the hobservation, it 
has been remarked, ‘‘is the happlication of it.“ Now, what is the 


application in this case? The minority o! the committee have reported 
against every single Republican contestant, except in the Wise case, 
and they reported a vacancy there, not reporting in favor of seating 
the Republican. ‘They only act one way. They said Wise should be 
unseated, but that they would stop at that. 
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They were goingtoleaveavacancy. They knew that the i 
had been recently purged olf a large number of Repub names 
in Richmond and aspecial election would give Wise twelve or 
fifteen hundred majority, and they wanted a new election instead of 
letting Mr. WADDILLcomein. Now, Mr. Speaker, if it is true that my 
friends here are going to mete out in the Fiſty- second Democratic Con- 
gressthe measures that they say they have meted in this, what chance 


will a ublican have for his white alley in the next House? 
Mr. N, of Missouri. I said we were not going to follow your 
precedent. - 


Mr. LACEY. There is not a Democrat on the committee but has 
reported and voted against every single Republican who has been a 
contestant on the floor of this House for a seat. Out of seventeen cases 
could there not be one found where a Republican was elected? Notac- 
cording to my friend Mr. Crisp, not accerding to my friend Mr. WIL- 
SON, not according to my friend Mr. Marsu. No, their consciences 
would not allow them to go that far. They kicked poor Wise out, 
but they would not let Waddill in. We got them to be half-way 
honest in that case, but that was all, and they held that twe meant 
twelve, in favor of the Democrat in the case of Jackson vs. Smith. 
They found that the 20,000 Republican majority that was overturned 
in Me Duffie's case and the 13,000 Democratic majority that was put in 
its place was all right. They found that the Democratic county judge 
in Wetzel County, West Virginia, that had himself telegraphed to to come 
home to his sick wife in order to give time to ascertain how many 
changes in the count were necessary, and went home, and when he 
came back there were enough votes changed to put Pendleton in and 
leave Atkinson ont, they found that that was all right. 

No, it did not worry the consciences of my friends upon the other 
side. They were of that particular stamp that would only give one 
way. They had no difficulty in joining with the majority in Threet rs. 
Clarke, in Chalmers +s. Morgan, and the various other cases in which 
it was found that the Democrat was entitled to his seat they were 
agreed. In Posey ts. Parrott they were content; in Kernaghan ts. 
Hooker they joined with the majority, and in Hill re. Catchings. But 
in Featherston vs. Cate, in Smith es. Jackson, in Atkinson rs. Pendle- 
ton, in Mudd rs. Compton, in Waddill rs. Wise, McDuffie rs. Turpin, 
in Langston vs. Venable, in Miller vs. Elliott, in Goodrich rs. Bullock, 
and in McGinnis vs. Alderson, in all those cases, without the slightest 
difficulty, our friends upon the other side found that the Democrats 
were entitled to their seats and that the Republicans were not. 

Mr. BLAND. It looked like you were going to turn us all out and 
we had to stand together. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LACEY. Let us see about that. You had to stand together? 

Mr. BLAND. There would not have been many of us left if we had 
not. 

Mr. ROWELL. No, we left the gentleman from Missouri in. 
was a contest against him and we left him in. 

Mr. LACEY. Clayton took his lifein his hand when he went to Plum- 
merville, and he must have realized the greatness of his danger. Death 
lurked in every ambush and might or might not strike. But asense of 
duty led him on. It is only by the death of fearless men that a nation 
may be made secure. Curtius planged into the lake to save the com- 
monwealth. Clayton’s sense of duty led him to brave every danger 
and endeavor to show that a seat in the American Congress depended 
on the will of the people, and not upon the whims of a robber. He 
left his motherless little family at home. After three or four days’ 
work in taking testimony to prove the vote which had been filched 
from him by his political enemies, he walked backward and forward 
after his day’s work in his room in the presence of his notary and Mr. 
Womack. He talked of the election and of the work upon which he 
was engaged. Backward and forward he walked in front of the ruddy 
fire-lightand in the bright light of the burning lamp. Through a crevice 
in the curtain he might have seen, had he looked with care, the gleam- 
ing eyeballs of two deadly and lurking assassins. $ 

Lying in wait there, with shotgun and revolver, were two men upon 

whose action was to depend a seat in the American Congress, and per- 
haps the political complexion of fature legislation. The hapless 
Hindoo who walks through the darkened jungle looks with terror for 
the gleam of the eyeballs of the man-eating tiger, but in vain. When 
his eye is turnedand when least expected the enemy of man leaps upon 
his prey. Like a pair of tigers these two political murderers watched 
their victim. As he passed and re rapidly in his excited walk 
they no doubt remembered the failure to kill Mr. Wahl, and they de- 
termined to make sure. 
_ Crouching and watching through the narrow slit in the curtain they 
beheld the doomed man and waited for the moment to strike. Colonel 
Clayton said to his friend, with whom he was talking, that he would 
like to be with his little girls to-night. His heart was away with his 
little orphan girls. He talked of them and for a few moments forgot 
the atmosphere of fraud and crime with which he was surrounded. He 
said, as he could not talk to them he must write them a letter. Heap- 
proached the window; he sat down to write to his little ones, and just 
as he sat still the sneaking murderers availed themselves of the favor- 
able opportunity, and they put the seal of permanence, as they thought, 
upon the fruits of the crime of November. 
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They had made a in November; in January they sought 
to quiet all dispute and confirm his title. The light went aut and the 


murderers fled. 

the guilty slayer of his fellow-man feels that his life 
isin danger, and when suspected of murder flees from the sight of 
those whom he knows. A Tascott is compelled, like a stormy 
to wander by sea or by land, ever on the wing, with no rest 
night. He may long for his home, but he dare not return. 

But the murderers of Clayton dare not leave home. They feel that 
they can be safe nowhere else than in Conway County. ould the 
fair-election party in Arkansas carry Conway County to-day the haven 
of their refuge would become the seat of danger. th a county clerk 
and sheriff deeply sympathizing with their erime, it is of the utmost 
importance that no change of administration should occur in that 
county at the present time, and hence an armed and organized Demo- 
cratic mob turns out to the train, at the same place where they mur- 
dered Benjamin twe years ago, and they seize the tickets that would, 
if cast and counted, put a new set of officials in power who would not 
aid in making Conway County the asylum of murderers and robbers. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be allowed to proceed without limit. 

Mr. LACEY. I only ask five minutes. I shall not proceed with- 
outlimit There are other gentlemen who wish to speak. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman is recognized for five 
minutes, 

Mr. LACEY. Now, in six cases where we reported for the Demo- 
crats my Democratic friends all agreed with us. In ten cases where 
we reported in favor of Republicans every one of the gentlemen upon 
the other side dissented every time. 

Mr. Speaker, I personally like the minority of this committee. Our 
association has been wonderfully pleasant. I regret more than I can 
say that they should have seen fit to give a sheet of white paper to the 
contestee in this case and allow him upon that paper to attempt to 
blacken the character of the majority of this committee and attack them 
in the most unmeasured language, and that they should have seen 
fit to give that out to the Associated Press as their report, to let it be 
published all over this country, and then afterwards to recall the man- 
uscript and have it cut out. I have read of a great author who had a 
rule which he invariably followed, that whenever he found anything 
unusually fine in his writings he took a pencil and crossed it out. He 
said he was suspicious of it, 

So when the Associated Press got hold of this report they took some 
parts and sent them broadeast over the country, and then my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] took his blue pencil and struck them out as 
remorselessly as any Democrat ever knocked down a political opponent. 
He struck it out, and I am glad he did it. But he has endeavored to 
divert the attention of the House from the real issue. He wants to try 
the majority of the committee. He wants to try anything in the world 
except the case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge. He tells you that the rules 
of law applying to election contests generally have no application to 
this particular case. 

Mr. Breckinridge is alive; Mr. Clayton is dead; and therefore he 
says the rules of law which weuld protect Clayton’s rights in this House 
if he were alive are to be disregarded now that he is dead. He asks 
that a different rule be laid down as to the dead than which should 
apply to the living. He asks this so that the gentleman from Arkansas 
can hold his seat. 

Now, one word more. In September, 1888, thatdistrict went by 3,002 
majority against the party of Mr. Breckinridge. Mr. Breckinridge 
was up on the canal-boat in New York with Mr. MILLS teaching them 
free trade. He was recalled by the danger ol defeat to Arkansas. He 
went down there, and there he met Mr. Arms thegentleman who 
had command the other day at Morrillton. He met Mr. Pate, another 
man, who was supposed to be connected with this matter. He told 
them, Boys, I don’t want to have any ballot-box stealing down here. 
The House may be Republican, and they won't stand it.“ 

And these three men, one of them at least, indicted for the larceny 
at Plummerville, took his statement exactly opposite to what he said. 
They did, my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], that which 
some hot-blooded young men in your State might do. They took that 
which had been said kindly and well by the gentleman from Arkansas 
and put a wrong construction on it, and when he said. Do not steal 
ballot-boxes,’’ they understand him to speak in tbe Stowers way, + 
to go and steal ballot-boxes; and they went and did it. That is the 
way by which he was elected. - 

An able man, bearing an honored name, a Democrat of the strictest 
sect, he has found himself in the position here of filling a seat that the 
evidence shows that another man of different politics was elected to; 
filling a place upon the Ways and Means Committee, the highest com- 
mittee of this House, laying down the laws of taxation that will gov- 
ern and control the business of this country for the next few 2 
and yet his title is nothing except such a title as the triumvirate 
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when Cæsar fell, the same title that usurpers have had to thrones in 
many lands—a title of blood, a title of murder. 

Now, my Democratic friends, are you prepared in the face of this 
record to seal with the great seal of the Democratic your approval 
of the transactions that have been held up before you in the evidence 
in this case? Will you not rather put the seal of your condemnation 
upon it and say, Our fealty to our party does not require us to go 
far?” [Applause on the Republican side.] = 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question before he takes his seat. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman has no ob- 
jection to answering a question, I would like to ask him one before he 
takes his seat. 

Mr. LACEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I did not hear distinctly what 
the gentleman said when he alluded to certain parties having stolen 
the ballot-box. My attention was called away for the moment. Do 
I understand the gentleman to say that he knows the individuals who 
stole the ballot-box ? 

Mr. LACEY. Do you know? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I do not. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I know about as well as you do. I know when 
I am in Italy everv road leads to Rome; but I have got to go to Rome 
to prove it. I know when I am out of the District of Columbia that 
every road leads to Washington, but I have got to come to the city to 
prove it. I know that every road Jed in one direction in Arkansas; 
every explanation pointed to certain individuals, and those individuals 
that you know, and know full well. I know that when we have de- 
parted from that line, whenever we went after a California spook, when- 
ever we went on a wild-goose chase, we were immediately lost in out- 
sideswamps, and that which was clear in one direction became con- 
fused and lost at once when we go in another direction. Ihave no 
donbt, Mr. Speaker, as to who the men are, but to prove it beyond a 
reasonable doubt is unother thing. It is a question that has to be 
proved to the satisfaction of a jury. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I was addressing a practical 
question to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Iowa under- 
take the responsibility of naming them? [Cries of Regular order!’’] 

Mr. MAISH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Arkansas may be permitted to address a question to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ihave been given consent. I 
simply want to ask the gentleman from Iowa, as he alluded to the 

ing of the ballot-box matter, if he had any clear information as to 
who stole the ballot-box. Iunderstood him to assert that certain men 
had done it, and I ask him it he can give any information that will 
lead to the detection of the parties to this or any other crime in Ar- 
kansas. 


Mr. LACEY. Let meanswer that two hundred and fifty men were 
standing about when Benjamin wasstrack down with his death wound, 
and no man has been indicted. Nobody has been indicted for these 
crimes except Mr. Wahl, who was indicted for playing a game of poker; 
and he was convicted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the question for investigation, as 
Tunderstand, is whether the sitting member was elected to this Congress 
by the votes of the people in the district in Arkansas which he represents. 
Laying aside this heated, partisan, and passionate method of looking at 
the case, I do not think that any gentleman upon the other side can take 
this report, point out the votes which Colonel Clayten received and 
those which the sitting member received and add them up and find a 
majority against the sitting member. I know that ib is impossible to 
do so. How, then, does this committee arrive at such a conclusion ? 
Have they purposely manipulated the votes to arrive at it? I could 
so say if it happened to be before a legal tribunal. I am not inclined 
to censure in that way, but shall ask the attention of the House toa 
slight analysis of the votein this case. Before I do that, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to submit a few observations in a general way on contested- 
election cases. Ina July magazine of this year there appeared an ar- 
ticle from the pen of the Speaker of this House in which he says, speak- 
ing of contested-election cases: 

Men have no time to examine evidence and no inclination. * = * How- 
ever often the fervid eloquence of some member who has not read the evidence 
ney i exhort us to act as judges and not as partisans, we are ulterly unqualified 
to doso and utterly incapable. 

The committee usually divide on the line of party when they divide at all, 


and the House usually follows in the same way. To any thinking man this is 
entirely unsatisfactory, 


Is that the position we are in with regard to this case? Is that the 
position we must present to the American people, whom we are ex- 
to represent, not only in their wishes as to the formation of laws, 

ut also in their morality, integrity, love of country and of right, ob- 
servance of the Jaw, and, i might almost say, religion? What a strik- 


ing admission, written by one who has had such an excellent oppor- 
tunity to see and judge the course of such cases in this Congress. 


We are incapable of deciding them as judges and not as partisans. We blind! 
follow the Committee on Elections. 5 ps * 


And if he had gone further and said that the committee was incapa- 
ble of acting in any other than a partisan manner, who that has wit- 
nessed their proceedings here would have questioned the correctness 
of theassertion? In the case now being considered, before a word of 
evidence had been taken by the committee which has partly investi- 

ted it, four members of the majority of the Committee on Elections 

ere upon the floor of this House in public debate had so expressed 
themselves concerning it as to show that they were biased and preju- 
diced against the canse of the sitting member. Had they been sworn 
and examined as jurors touching their qualifications to sit in the case 
they must have admitted that they were disqualified by having formed 
and expressed a fixed opinion upon the merits thereof. Yet it is the 
official, judicial—supposed judicial—action of these partisans that the 
House is now called upon to indorse and ratify. You are simply to 
make yourselves ‘‘ accessories after the fact. In the article above 
quoted we read from the same high authority that— 

Men have no time to examine the evidence and no inclination. 

This of course refers to individual members. They could, however, 
read the report and the views of the minority if they wished to exer- 
cise their judgment fairly upon these cases. One case has been dis- 
posed of in this Congress where a careful consideration of the report of 
the committee itself would have constrained more honorable-minded 
men to reject the conclusions thereof, so that it would not have been 
adopted. I have said more honorable-minded men, because there were 
several of the majority who, upon learning the facts from the discussion 
of that report in the debate, refused to confirm its iniquitous conclusions 
by their votes. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, in the other case from the State of Arkansas to 
which I allude there were members of the majority who refused to fol - 
low thecommittee in that same way, although influences of which tho 
Speaker may have some knowledge attempted to constrain them against 
their judgments and consciences, It was upon that occasion that a gen- 
tileman of the other side of the House from this wished to speak in 
favor of the sitting member and was refused a hearing by the majority. 
Why? Because he stated that he had investigated the matter for him- 
self, had examined with great care the printed record of the pleadings 
and the evidence, and the majority and minority reports of the com- 
mittee, and had reached the deliberate conclusion after such examina- 
tion that the sitting member had been elected by over 500 majority. It 
would not do to let him be heard, and the sitting member upon that 
occasion was ejected from this House, and gentlemen of the majority 
have to-day berated, scolded, and held ap to contumely the members on 
this side because they did not agree in a verdict thus questionable. I 
will refer to their action upon this case further on, in terms from which 
it may be seen that I could not regard it as particularly honorable tc 
have voted with the majority in that case. 

Mr. Speaker, if members have not had time or inclination to review 
the evidence in the pending case, I would beg of them to at least an. 
alyze the report of the committee before assenting to its conclusions. 
This is a duty that they owe to this House and to themselves, because 
of the character and effect of the conclusions they are called upon ta 
indorse. Let them bear in mind as they parsue this examination that 
this is not a contested-election case, but is an investigation made by a 
committee of the House as to whether the sitting member was elected 
or no. 

The impression seems to have seized upon the minds of the majority 
members ot the subcommittee who investigated this matter that they 
were sent to Arkansas to make a partial, partisan, investigation. On 
the contrary, the resolution which anthorized that investigation pro- 
vides that they may go there for the purpose of taking testimony, but 
does not prevent them from proceeding to take testimony here, and 
does not prevent them from permitting testimony to be taken in the 
usual manner by depositions. True, there was another question con- 
nected with the matter, which the committee was authorized to investi- 
gate and report upon. Of that I shall bave something to say later. 

To the main question let us turn our attention. Was the sitting 
member elected on the 6th of November, 1888? The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN], with that careful accuracy which char- 
acterizes his political statements generally, said that this Congressional 
district was always Republican by fouror five thousand majority. His 
correctness is sustained by such authentic documents as the report of 
the secretary of state of Arkansas, which shows that it has never gone 
Republican since it was created ! 

Mr. BERGEN. I hope the gentleman will not get excited-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not at all excited, and I yield for a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. BERGEN. I made the statement that it was supposed to be 
Republican. 

. OUTHWAITE. Itook down the language of the gentleman at 
the time it was uttered, and I have not misstated it. The sitting 
member was elected by at least 226 majority, after purging the ballots 
in every precinct investigated of all votes which could fairly be termed 
eat ent, and supposing the proper vote of Plummerville to be ap- 
plied. 

What I desire members to do is to take up the votes in each of these 
precincts; make the changes according to the oral testimony; take 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9629 


from Mr. Breckinridge every vote which it has been shown was given 
to him, altho intended for Mr. Clayton,and give them to the latter; 
also give Mr. Clayton every vote where a man who did not vote or 
whose name was not on the poll-book now claims he voted for Mr. 
Clayton, and leave to the sitting member only those unim ed bal- 
lots which the numbered tickets corresponding to the numbered voters 
show were cast for him. The result retains him in his seat by over 
200 majority. 

I now turn to the case where the ballot-box was stolen; but before 
I speak of this atrocious wrong upon the suffrage, I wish to make a 
suggestion or two in connection with the vote of this precinct. When 
the contest was initiated the attorney for Mr. Clayton, knowing that 
this box was goneand thatno account had been made of the vote there, 
asserted in his notice that Mr. Clayton’s vote was 626 and the vote of 
Mr. Breckinridge only 75—a majority of 551 against Mr. Breckinridge. 
But when this investigating committee came to take the testimony it 
found that the vote for Mr. Clayton was 558 and that for Mr. Breck- 
inridge 125. This gives a majority of only 443 against Mr. Breckin- 
ridge at that precinct, which deducted from his majority in the rest of 
the district, 846, leaves his true majority 413 up to that point of the 
investigation. The committee did its duty here. It investigated. 
The result of itsinvestigation was toincrease the majority of Mr. Breck- 
inridge 60 per cent. above that conceded to him. 

I wonder if this little incident, that a true, fair, clear investigation 
was tending to increase the vote of Mr. Breckinridge, when com 
with those claims made for Mr. Clayton, had any effect on the minds 
of the majority in determining them to pursue such thorough investi- 
gations no further. It would have embarrassed them if they had be- 
fore going to Arkansas decided to bring in a report against the right 
of the sitting member; if they had proceeded to develop the facts and 
the truth which they had before them in the numbered ballots and 
poll-books by the corroborating testimony of the numbered voters who 
had cast those numbered ballots for Mr. Breckinridge. 

But I must finish my suggestions as to certain developments con- 
cerning the ballot in the stolen box of Plummerville. 

Powell Clayton and W. H. H. Clayton, brothers of the murdered 
Republican candidate, in a sort of political pronunciamiento issued by 
them four or five days after the killing of their brother, say of the vote 
at this box: 

We are informed by Wahl and other credible persons that the box so stolen 
contained 697 ballots, of which at least 372 were cast for John M. Clayton. 

Obsefve the vote: Notice of contest-—Clayton, 624; Breckinridge, 75. 
Wahl gives Clayton, 372; Breckinridge, 325. Proof gives Clayton, 558; 
Breckinridge, 125. 

I point out these discrepancies for a pu This Wahi and his 
conduct on election day are thus spoken of in the report of the commit- 
tee, page 3: 

Mr. Wahl, the Federal supervisor, seems to have been a man of much nerve 
and presence of mind; he watched the box constantly, and accompanied Mr. 
Hervey, the same man who had taken part in a previous trouble about the 
Plummerville ballot-box, and who was one of the judges when he took the box 
to supper. Hervey complained that Wahl watched him like a thief,” and 
subsequent events justified Wahl in his so doing. 

Note the discrepancy between the report of the supervisor as to the 
yotes in that box and the proof made before the committee eighteen 
months after the election. Iam not going to say the voters had for- 
gotten how they voted or that they were influenced by the $2 a day 
and mileage which they had received upon two or more occasions nnder 
the good offices of the gentleman known as ‘‘ Poker Jack McClure,” 
for it may not be amiss to mention that this official was appointed soon 
after the present Administration came in special assistant United States 
attorney, and helped. to get away with some $80,000 in prosecuting and 
pawehing in that district offenses against the election laws at that 
election. 

I call your attention to this fact: Some of the witnesses who testified 
before the committee that tickets which were numbered with the num- 
ber of their votes on the 6th day of November, 1838, were not their tick- 
ets had been two or three times mustered and marshaled in Little 
Rock by this infamous Republican of Arkansas, and each time had re- 
ceived from $10 to $25 apiece for coming up there and testifying that 
those tickets were not the ones which they had voted. The witnesses 
who were brought there to testify before this committee received from 
$10 to $25 each—some of them more than that—for testitying; and some 
of them had received money also for appearing before the Federal courts, 
for the reports show, as I have said, $80,000 was used under the direc- 
tion of this assistant United States attorney to prosecute alleged offenses 
against the election laws in that district; and this sum of $80,000 added 
to the $20,000 which was used in this case makes $100,000, as I under- 
stand, of the people's money that has been used, and with what effect? 

Understand me, I do not intend toallow any gentleman on the other 
side to say of me that I have complained because a large sum of money 
has been spent in the effort to ferretout this crime. One hundred thou- 
sand dollars, $500,000, would not have heen too much if they had suc- 
ceeded in finding the men who stole the ballot-box at Plummerville 
and murdered the Republican candidate for Congress in that district. 
What I complain of is that with all the expenditure of money in the 
hands of this man who has been the promoter of it from beginning to 


ee a o and of the large sum used by this subcommittee, 
nothing comesof it. 

I defy any gentleman on the other side, a member of the Committee 
on Elections, to name any man whom the testimony which they have 
taken would indict for either of the offenses. What we complain of 
is that they have come back here with so little accomplished in that 
direction. That is one of the things they were empowered to investi- 
gate. Why did they so utterly fail to do so? Their suspicions as to 
the perpetrators of the theft and murder are the exhausted sensations 
of partisan newspapers. Facts were wanted. Where are they? They 
have spent this large sum of money, and the major portion of it—$9 
out of every $10—has gone in the direction pointed out by this Re- ` 
publican boss of Arkansas; and no man can take the testimony of 
the committee and point to any individual who might be indicted in 
the United States court for this crime, or indicted in the State court 
tor the graver crime of the murder of John M. Clayton. 

Let us now consider the evidence on which the returns of the other 
assailed precincts are mutilated by the committee, 

This testimony was taken eighteen months after the election. The 
worst of it is of men telling how they voted for Clayton with tickets 
upon which Breckinridge’s name appears. Two elections had inter- 
vened in that State; one election had occurred just two months before. 
If you will look through the testimony, you will find that there are 
seven out of every ten of the men who could not read the tickets that 
they claimed to have voted—who could not from theirown knowledge 
swear that they had done other than vote the Republican ticket, or a 
ticket they now supposed to have been a Republican ticket, 

Let us concede there is such a condition of terrorism down there as 
that fear and timidity prevails among the negroes, as we would be led to 
suppose by gentlemen on the other side. Here is the United States 
assistant district attorney at Little Rock sending down into that rural 
ropion and bringing these colored men up before the court to thus tes- 
tify. How easy it would be for some of these poor ignorant negroes 
not to know how they voted at the election in 1888, and to swear, as they 
were unconsciously influenced, that they voted the Republican ticket. 
Understand, I do not charge that this United States assistant attorney 
did corrupt this testimony so that it should be worthless. He could 
not thus have influenced so large a number of the men who voted for 
Mr. Breckinridge to forget the fact. But it would not be strange if 
many did. Nevertheless, the difference between this testimony and 
Mr. Wahl's statement does show how little dependence should be placed 
upon such opinions as his, either to sustain or overturn the election re- 
turns made by duly qualified and otherwise unimpeached election offi- 
cers. 

The Committee on Elections of this House unseated a member of this 
House from Arkansas and elected another to his place on no better or 
stronger proof than Clayton’s statement of Wahl’s report to them. 

in the course of his remarks to-day, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] and also, I believe, the gentleman trom New 
Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] each stated a proposition of law, and if is here 
found in the report, I can not recollect whether exactly in the same 
terms or not, but I will read it here: 

Under the well-settled law as decided in this House repeatedly when a return 
is found to be tainted with fraud, it ceases to have any binding force whatever 
and we must look to other evidence for the vote. 

No, that is not the way in which they stated it. They did not say 
we must look to otherevidence as to the vote. They stated, virtually, 
that when a return is found to be tainted with fraud each contestant 
or each party who might have been a candidate at that election should 
have the vote only that he proved up. Now, this statement ot law is 
that ‘‘ we who are investigating this matter must look to the other ev- 
idence for the vote.” And the gentleman from New Jersey cited the 
forty-eighth, forty-ninth, and fiftieth Digest of Election Cases in Con- 
gress, page 107: 

When once the taint of fraud or unreliability is attached to the official count 
its value is gone, and we must look to another source for better information, 

I challenged them to produce any authority which justifies sweeping 
out of existence the election and everything pertaining toit where such 
fraud has been discovered in the case we have presented. This very 
case which they have cited is a fair example of the honest, decent ap- 
plication of the principle of law. When investigating this election 
case it was discovered that there were errors in a certain precinct, 
amounting to 99 votes. Several other votes had been cast on each side 
in the precinct. Did the committee sweep away the Republican vote 
and take the data that they could find to make up the Democratic 
vote? Not at all. They corrected the returns by the ninety-nine 
errors that were discovered, and permitted the rest of the votes tostand 
as shown by the ballots. If it were not unparlimentary I should say 
that in no place in the world, except in the present Committee on Elec- 
tions of this Congress, has such a rascally application been made or 
such a rascally use of the law been attempted as wou!d trick a man or a 
district out of votes shown by the ballots and the poll-books. But how 
did they apply the law? How do they obliterate the majority of Mr. 

reckinridge? I will give you an example, Following right along 
with what I have just referred to, they say: 

A number of precincts were attacked in the evidenee, and in all of them 
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changes werd shown to have been fraudulently made in the interest of the con- 


From reading this lauguage you would suppose there were several 
such precincts about which proof was taken. Notatall. The report 
contradicts this six lines below, where the subcommittee admits that 
it was only a few precincts” which the Republican members singled 
out and confined their attack to. There were only four. But I will 
read from their report: 


Ballots were su or substitu and if the same percentage of fraud 
was committed thro out the district, Clayton — — have had as large 
a majority as No had over Eagle in the same counties in September. To 


have gone through the other precincts in the same way would have involved 

examination of several thousand more witnesses, and a few precincts were 

way out by the parties representing the contestant, and the attack confined 
em, 


Now, in White River Township, in Woodruff County, the returns 
show that Breckinridge received 210 votes and Clayton 44: 


Under the laws of Arkansas, the judges fre required to mark a number on the 
outside of the ballot, before patting it in the box, and such number corresponds 
with the number opposite the voter s name on the poll-list. In this precinct sixty- 
two — who swear they voted for Clayton, deny that they cast the tickets 
num as having been cast by them, The original tickets were presented to 
them before the committee, and are shown to be the opposite of what they 

62 were evidently changed by or with the connivance of 
the Democraticjudges of the election, and when corrected make a difference of 
@ off of Breckinridge’s vote, and 62 to be added to that of Clayton. 


Now, although I have suggested that the testimony on which the 


committee p: is weak and faulty, giving my reasons for that sug- 
gestion, I do not object to the law or the application of this principle of 
law which they state tosustain them in this manner. Correct the vote 
as to these 62 so-called fraudulent ballots. The report says: 


This change of 124 invalidates the return. A fraudulent return of this char- 
acter can have no effect asa matter of law; we must deduct from Breckin- 


ridge’s reported majority of 816— 

What? The 62 votes or the 121 votes? No, not either, but 210 
votes, leaying him a majority of 636. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then do they give the face of the returns of the 
other man? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Forty-four votes were accorded to Clayton in 
making Breckinridge’s original majority: The report continues: 

The proof shows that he got 62 votes where the tickets were changed, 39 votes 
wisece hie tickets were not changed,as shown by the voters themselves, and 5 
others where the proof is that the voters were furnished with and cast Clayton 
pong er that voters were Republicans. Total vote proved for Clayton, 
106. has already been credited with 4, so he should now be credited with 
the balance,62. There were also two names of voters not on the book, who 
voted for Clayton. We will insert the names of all these voters in anappendix, 
which we think will be more convenient for reference than to i te them 
here. Deducting from Breckioridge’s returned majority 61, leaves 572, 

Mark you, they havealready taken the 210 votes from Breckinridge’s 
majority, and they now take 64 more, leaving him but 572. Breck- 
inridge’s returned majority from that township only 166. But this 
virtuous and sapient committee take from his majority, of which this 
166 is a part, 274, 18 more than were cast at that election there. 
What audacity! White River is a fair sample. There was an election 
held. Some Democrats voted. Some men voted for Breckinridge 
there. The sworn returns say there were 210 of them; but the com- 
mittee claim to have found 62 out of the 210 who say they were not 
the ones who voted for Breckinridge, and hence 124 votes should be 
taken from his side. But do they take that number and are they sat- 
isfied? Oh, no; that is not enough. They take 210 and 64. Every 
member of that subcommittee knows as well as I do, every one of 
them, I say, knows that the rest of these votes were east by Demo- 
crats for Breckinridge. If it were not unparliamentary to say so, I 
might say they thus stole from him a sufficient number to make this 
report come out showing a majority for Clayton. And that is the 
course pursued in every one of the four precincts. If it were not so they 
could not show a diminishing of the votes for Mr. Breckinridge toa 
sufficient extent to take away from him his seat on this floor. 

After proceeding in this manner to obliterate Breckinridge’s majority, 
the report says: 

The above is the computation upon the settled rules of election law in this 


I beg leave to say that no such computations ever disgraced a Demo- 
cratic House, nor were they ever before this term. Your prac- 
tices have settled no such rule for fature Congresses. What figuring 
for advantage ! 

t spectacle I want you to look at, from these gentlemen who set 
up as moral examples to us and talk to us about the manner in which 
we have our sworn duties. Whenever my party demands 
of me the dishonoring of myself, as I think I should be dishonoring 
myself by taking away from a man in this manner votes that I know 
he received, if I yield to that demand I may feel myself subject to the 

censure of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 

Another feature of this case that I want to call the attention of this 
House to is this: This scheme of disposing of that election was never 
made known to Mr. Breckinridge until after it was impossible for him 
to have called those men who-voted for him in the townships as wit- 
nesses. The proposition that this method should be taken to dispose 

ol the votes in these precincts was never presented to the sitting mem- 
ber until it was effective in cutting him off from taking the testimony 


of those voters. At Little Rock, while making this investigation, if 
they had been to be as fair-minded as they say they want us 
to be, they could have said to Mr. Breckinridge, ‘+Our plan is to take 
away from you all of these votes in these precincts where men have come 
up and testified that they did uot vote the marked tickets, unless you 
prove them up. They would all have been proved up. 

These gentlemen had the poll-booksin their hands, mark you. These 
gentlemen had the same kind of evidence before them as the commit- 
tee that made this decision, from which they draw their law, attempt- 
ing to justify their proceedings. They had the names of those voters, 
they had the numbers of those voters, they had the numbered tickets 
corresponding to those voters before their eyes, and yet they take away 
all those Democratic votes from Mr. Breckinridge, and a little mathe- 
matical calculation, which any school-boy of fifteen could make, will 
show you that it was necessary in order to unseat Mr, Breckinridge. 
The stealing of the ballot-box at Plummerville was an infamous crime. 

I think I may say, without reflecting upon the people of Arkansas 
or upon the members of the subcommittee who pretended to investigate 
this case, that the mem who committed that crime were probably of a 
lower grade of intelligence and morals than the members of this sub- 
committee. The crime of these ballot-box thieves was as heinous as the 
crime of an election committee that steals seats by methods similar to 
those which I have delineated and exposed to this House. I think so, 
and I would punish those ballot-box thieves down there as severely as 
the law would permit (if for no other reason) as an example, to prevent 
statesmen from getting even with them by methods which are sup- 
posed to be parliamentary and proper. One gentleman upon theother 
side in his speech to-day was pleased to say that we justified murder, 
and enumerated several crimes that the Democracy, he said, had justi- 
fied in connection with election cases. 

It was the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] who named 
a list of crimes that he accused us of justifying. I may rest under his 
accusation with contempt for it, But there is one thing which, in 
my opinion, is below all of them that he has mentioned except the 
crime of murder, and that is the aiding, abetting, and procuring the 
overturning of the election in a Congressional district, and the seating 
of a member here (who was notelected by at least 500 votes) upon the 
testimony of one negro ticket-peddler, giving the opposition candi- 
date’s vote as 91, when the certified vote was 89, although every offi- 
cer of the election at that precinct, where there was no intimida- 
tion, fraud, or violence proved, had been duly appointed according to 
law, the representatives of thedifferent parties as required by law, and 
was respectable, unimpeached, of unquestioned integrity. I have not 
gone low enough to do that or to justify that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another feature of this case that I want 
to speak of for a minute or two, and that is the method of insinuation 
and innuendo that is found in this report to a slight degree, but in the 
remarks of gentlemen upon the other side to a considerable degree, 
that Mr. Breckinridgs, the sitting member, is somehow or other re- 
sponsible morally for this murder, The gentleman from New Jersey 
intimated—I can not recall his exact words—that Mr. Breckinridge 
could have prevented the murder of John M. Clayton if he had so or- 
dered it. He said something like this: ‘‘It had been in the power or 
Mr. Breckinridge to save the life of Clayton.” Had he issued the or- 
der to doso? He trusted he had; but the gentleman evaded saying so. 

What does this mean to men who appreciate the force of the English 
language? It is simply a cowardly insinuation that the sitting mem- 
ber had knowledge of the fact that his contestant was to be murdered. 
And there is no more excuse, under this testimony, for any member 
upon that side of the House making any such insinuation than there 
would be if we had called the gentleman to account for the murder of 
a poor innocent girl that occurred in his district within two year’s time 
whose murderer has not yet been prosecuted toa conviction; not a bit 
more. I know that there are very few gentlemen upon this floor who, 
respecting themselves as representatives of the American people, would 
blacken their minds with the suspicion that Mr. Breckinridge was re- 
motely responsible, personally, for either of these heinous crimes. 

It is a disgraceful shame that thatkind of material has been poured 
out here for the purpose of blinding this House to the real question at 
issue. Perhaps J ought not to speak of the motive for which it was 
used and should withdraw what I said as to the purpose. I can not 
comprehend what other purpose a me nber upon the other side of this 
House would have for making insinuations of that character. This gen- 
tleman [Mr. Breckinridge] is simply kere as the Representative of his 
people, It is the people of that distri t that you are dealing with: It 
is not the paltry position of a seat in this House fora few months, more 
or less, that he contends for. The great question is what treatment the 
people of that district are to receive at the hands of this House. Shall 
two or three, or a half-dozen heinons, horrible, or bloody crimes, if so 
many were committed in that district, justify an American Represent- 
ative, acting under his oath, in voting that the Second district of 
Arkansas shall not be represented by a man sent here according to the 
forms of law, and according to unquestioned rights under the law? 

Mr. S. er, if gentlemen of the majority of the subcommittee had 

to rely upon the facts in the case they might have taken 


been 
the time and investigated all the facts. The whole treasury of this 
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House wus placed in their hands, and it strikes me it was drawn upon 
with lavish prodigality. In sixteen days’ time, at the outside, $16,000 
was demanded by the chairman of this subcommittee, and used in this 
pretended investigation. Yet some of them may say, Tou will ask 
that more should have been used.“ i 

As [have said, I am not complaining of the amount that was used, 
but that it was used to such a fruitless end; that it was used with such 
little practical results; and I thought it might have been used so that 
these gentlemen upon the other side could have pointed out aspartof 
their work the name of some criminal connected with ballot-box stuff- 
ing or stealing. or the name of some man who might be indicted for the 
murder of John M. Clayton, rather than to furnish suspicions for elo- 
quent political tirades against the South, The gentlemen who sat 
upon that committee know as well as I do that some of the most vio- 
lent and virulent and abusive articles published in the South as ema- 
nating from Democratic sources, are from the pens of Republican poli- 
ticians with the avowed pu of g the reputation of the 
people among whom they live in order to add fuel to the flames of 
sectionalism which some gentlemen upon the other side of this House 
are too desirious of keeping alive in this country. They know that. 

There is evidence before the committee that a candidate for Con- 
gress—a Republican candidate for Congress—did just that miserable 
thing in the State of Tennessee, and it was one reason why his vote 
fell off. That is in the testimony in a case which I have now before me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I have said may not convert many gentle- 
men to my view of this question; I realize the fact, too, that the gen- 
tlemen whom I should have most liked to have hear my feeble effort 
and to take note of what I was saying are not in the House. They 
will be complaining probably that there is no quorum present when 
they come in here to vote upon this question with no more knowl- 
edge of it than they have of a Sanskrit story. Gentlemen on the 
other side will come in and unseat a tative of a district in a 
Southern State without knowing a particle about the facts. They will 
do so in contempt of the discussion of the question. They will come 
up and thus vote, and then say, Thank God, we are not as wicked 
as the Democrats are,’’ 

Mr. MCCOMAS. If thegentleman will permit me, does he not think 
that is a good reason why these cases should he referred to courts as 
they are in England, and that the United States courts should dispose 
of these cases ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifa tribunal might be made (if the Constitu- 
tion permitted it) to di of these cases, it would be very wise to do 
so; but no tribunal such as proposed by gentlemen upon the’ other 
side, which shall consist exclusively of their own partisans, would 
answer any good purpose. I suppose you alluded to, or wanted to have 
some reference to. the force bill, commonly known as the Davenport bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. To the anti-force and anti-fraud bill. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That brings me to the conclusions of this com- 
mittee. After the resolutions the report says: 

The committee do not feel called upon to offer any resolution in to 
the methods of the election” referred to. It is a proper subject for legisla- 
— has been anticipated in the House by the Federal election law just 
passed, 

In other words, the remedy for such evils as you claim exist down 
in that district in Arkansas is to place the whole eleetion machinery 
in the hands of Republican partisans; and yet upon the floor of this 
House the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BERGEN] has been cen- 
suring a Republican judge because he did not inflict heavier fines upon 
those men who were convicted of trifling offenses against the election 
laws. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And to have armed marshals to sustain them. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And then you propose to have a lot of armed 
marshals to keep down these timid colored people of the South who 
are so fearful of the Democrats that they do not vote, and see that they 
vote the Republican ticket. 

Mr, McCOMAS (interrupting). That is not the bill and no part of 
it, and if you have read the bill you know it is not the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have read the bill twice or three times care- 
fully and know just what it is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is eonfound- 
ing the bill that has passed the House with the little bill he offered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, his little bill. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. It is no part of the bill that was to prevent gerry- 
mandering. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill he proposed is harmless now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (to Mr. McComas). I think 
you introduced an election bill? 

í et 5 It has no more to do with it than the compound - 
ill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is entirely likely that it 
is just as applicable to the one as to the other. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My friend confounds a good many bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No further. I yielded for a moment. As I 
was going to say, I believe the contents of this last clause in this re- 
port had pretty nearly as much influence on the minds of the sub- 


committee and the majority of the Committee on Elections as any- 
thing in the world in bringing them to the conclusion that they ought 
to report in favor of unseating Mr. Breckinridge. If an election bill 
could be framed which would not mischievously interfere with the 
election laws of the States and would not place an undue advantage 
in the hands of one political party as against another, and not take 
from the people their full right of suffrage, and would provide for a 
returning board to return the men to Congress who are elected, or 
leave that to the State board, thus relieving the House of Representa- 
tives from the partisan course that is pursued here, thus relieving 
committees on election from the temptations to yield to partisan prac- 
tices as evil as any perpetrated or claimed to have been perpetrated by 
election officers in any Southern State, I might be inclined, if I be- 
lieved in the necessity for such a Jaw, to cast my vote for its passage. 

But I know of no necessity. I have not seen any necessity pointed 
out. The only one that strikes the public mind as the proper one is 
to maintain in this House a majority of Representatives from the party 
which knows that it will be repudiated by the Pape at the coming 
fallelections. ¶ Jeers on the Republican side.] I cite you to Vermont. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the matter with Vermont? 

Mr-STRUBLE. Vermont always takes care of the Republican ticket 
in good style. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In very poor style this time compared with 
former years. It has been stated here before the House, to go before 
the country, that there must have beensomething very grievously wrong 
in this election in Arkansas because of the conviction of certain men 
living in the district of offenses against the election law. Ichallengethe 
gentlemen upon the other side to point out asingle conviction wherein 
the gravamen of the offense was anything pertaining to fraud or to the 
changing of a single ballot in this case. I challenge them to point out 
an instance of that kind upon which they rely to set aside the elec- 
tion in any precinct in this district. The offenses for which those men 
were tried were trivial, such as were brought out by me in the course 
of the remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey. One charge was 
not performing the clerical duties of the board of election before going 
to supper, although they did perform them afterwards, and no one has 
ever questioned the integrity of that performance. Not the Repub- 
licans that were there, nor the Republican supervisor, nor this commit- 
tee have ever questioned the integrity of the transactions thatocenrred 
after supper, and for non-performance of which before separating those 
men were indicted and were fined $10 each. F 

Do gentlemen suppose that the Republican Federal sitting 
there representing not only the dignity of the United States Govern- 
ment, but also the wishes of the Republican party of the United States, 
would have failed to make his ju t a severe one if he had been 
warranted in doing so by the facts produced in evidence? We all 
know that judges determine the severity of the sentences which they 
pronounce against culprits by the facts presented. They determine 
the amount of the punishment by the gravity ot the offense. When 
a Republican Federal judge inflicts a $10 fine upon a convicted Demo- 
erat it is because there was nothing fraudulentor vicious or in any way 
serious in the conduct of that election officer. 

It may be well, Mr. Speaker, since gentlemen upon the other side 
have gone over the names of certain men down there as having been 
tried for certain offenses, and have named some of them, especially Mr. 
Bentley, in connection with recent hol them up asif 
they were great criminals—it may be well, I say, to their rec- 
ollection of the facts stated in their own report, namely, that these men, 
including Bentley, were indicted and tried in the Federal court for 
stealing the Plummerville ballot-box and were acquitted. In that 
case not only was the judge a Republican appointee, and the clerk of 
the court also, but the Democratic officials of the United States attor- 
ney’s office resigned in order that their Republican successors might 
take charge of this prosecution and others of like kind and might carry 
them to a conclusion. 

The cases were tried by juries not Democratic and not Republican, 
as faras the evidence shows. The evidence does not show of what 
polities they were, but they were selected originally equally from 
Democrats and Republicans, and no matter how much right of chal- 
lenge a defendant may have, he is rarely permitted to obliterate the 
whole el; or if he does, and the Republican court issues a venire to 
bring in other jurors, they would bring in Republicans every time 
down there. That is human nature. That is our experience. That 
is our observation. 

For the purpose of injuring the Democratic sheriff of that county, and 
through him his party and Mr. Breckinridge's case, it has been charged 
continually in this debate that his deputy, Mr. Bentley, wasthe great 
criminal. Mr. Bentley is one of the men named on the tenth page of 
the report as having been tried in the Federal court upon the charge 
of stealing the ballot-box at Plummerville and having been acquitted. 
Mr. Speaker, that is all I have to say upon thissubject. I see my time 
has expired. [Applause on the Democratie side.] : 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Before the gentleman sits down 
I want to have it appear that my colleague from New Jersey, to whom 
he has been pleased to refer in such courteous and complimentary terms, 
has not been present during that part of the gentleman’s speech. 
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t. Heisa 
member of the Committee on Elections. He was here when I first 
alluded 7 — 5 755 6 him. I looked in his face. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was his business to be 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. He was unavoidably called away. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I could not withhold my remarks be- 
cause of his absence, for the reason that I did not wanta jot or tittle of 
the truth in this case to be suppressed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I merely wish the RECORD to 
show that the gentleman has made an attack on an absent member. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. LLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been very much interested in 
the discussion of this case. I have been very much interested in the 
discussion of this case for the last eighteen months or more outside of 
this House. My people have been interested in it for a peculiar reason, 
which I will state. General Powell Clayton, the brother of the man 
who was assassinated and whose case is now being considered in this 
House, was at an early day, in Territorial times, a valued and respected 
and esteemed citizen of the Territory, and subsequently of the State, of 
Kansas. From that State he enlisted with others in the Union Army 
to suppress the rebellion. It was my fortune to have been enlisted in 
the same regiment with him. It was the fortune of many of my constit- 
nents to have been in that regiment. Therefore, when the assassina- 
tion of John M. Clayton, the brother of Powell Clayton, occurred in 
Arkansas, it was natural that his old comrades should be interested in 
cheery ATA a the cause of it. 

And I will state further in this connection that Judge M. W. Benja- 
min, who has been referred to as having been attacked in the town ot 
Morrillton on the evening before the election, was also a member of 
this same regiment—the adjutant of the regiment—and it was natural 
for his comrades to have an interest in his ease. We had been informed 
of the foul assault on Benjamin and had learned of his death before 
we heard of the death of Clayton, The former intimate comrades in 
arms of these gentlemen mostly lived in Kansas. Therefore, not only 
their conirades in the old regiment, but people generally in my district 
were always glad when General Powell Clayton came back to Kansas, 
as occasionally he did, to meet the boys! inreunions, and they always 

ve bim such an ovation as brave and honorable comrades are in the 
abit of giving to each other. 

The Legislature of Kansas took cognizance of thiscase. They felt 
interested in it; they felt outraged at the occurrence, in connection 
with similar cases which had occurred in the Southern States of this 
Union; they regarded this as the climax of a series of cases demand- 
ing their attention and their protest. Therefore, the matter was taken 
up in both houses of the Legislature of our State and received due 
and deliberate consideration; not in any spirit of revenge, but 

Mr. PEEL. May I ask the gentlemanone question there? Did the 

ture which considered this case take into consideration also the 
ings in Kansas ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that question, 
but it is so irrelevant in its application to the case that is being con- 
sidered that I will not presume to answer it. There have been, of course, 
many cases of killingin Kansas; nobody disputes that; we try to pun- 
ish everybody who commits crime there. But such crimes as this we 
are discussing have not been heard of in Kansas since the Democratic 
party invaded that State from Arkansas and Missouri during Territo- 
rial times, and then they were very numerous and very similar in their 


significance, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How about the Bender murder? 

= KELLEY. Do you claim that as a political matter or political 
crime? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas must not 
be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised at the gentleman from 
Ohio referring to the Bender murder as at all analogous to this case. 
He will deceive no one in doing so; every one will readily see the dif- 
terence and not be deceived. Every one concedes that crimes com- 
mitted for motives of gain are promptly punished and the perpetrators 
held up to scorn and contempt, whether such crimes be committed in 
Ohio, in Arkansas, or in Kansas. But the class of crimes we are dis- 
cussing in some parts of the South are notonly committed withimpunity, 
but the perpetrators, the criminals, are not punished, but protected 
and in many instances promoted because of their commission, and we 
have the remarkable and significant spectacle of men in some of those 
districts running for office on the Democratic ticket and advocating 
their claims for preference on the sole ground of being instrumental 
and energetic in having the Republican leaders killed or driven out of 
the country, as was the case when Wheeler killed the Republican 
leader, Mathews, in Mississippi; he was almost immediately promoted 
to be marshal of Hazlehurst; and J. L. Meade, who presided over the 
Democratic meeting that indorsed that killing, was recommended for 
promotion to the office of postmaster of that town. He was recom- 
mended for the position by the Democratic central committee of his 
county and State and his appointment sent to the Senate by President 
Cleveland. These are the kind of crimes we complain of, and no one 
knows better than the gentleman from Ohio that they are approved of 


by the Democratic party, not only by the Democratic party of the 
South, but by the Democratic party of the United States. 

Now, as I was remarking, the Legislature of Kansas took up this case, 
not in any spirit of vengeance or revenge, but for the purpose of con- 
sidering the effect thatit would have upon the country generally, They 
thought—and I believe correctly—that proceedings of this kind had 
gone so far in various States of this Union as to require theserious consid- 
eration of all legislative bodies, The Legislature of Kansas was in ses- 
sion when this assassination occurred. They passed aresolution recit- 
ing the fact of the assassination and adopted a memorial to the Con- 
gress of the United States detailing the circumstances and telling why 
they thought action ought to be taken by Congress to put a stop to such 
things. I think it would be wise in this Congress toconsider that me- 
morial and the reasons therein contained why Congress should do some- 
thing to protect the citizens of the United States in their political 
rights. 5 

That memorial I had the honor of offering to this House in the earl 
days of this session, asking that it be read and spread upon the record. 
An objection came from the other side of the House. Being a new 
member, I did not insist upon the request; but I now ask permission 
to have that memorial printed as a part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object, unless the gentleman reads it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iwill not read it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio objects. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, as long as objection comes again and 
my time is limited to thirty minutes, I will say that after considering 
that resolution the Legislature of Kansas almost unanimously asked 
that Congress, in view of the fact that these transactions had been going 
on for twenty years, adopt some measures to protect the people of the 
United States in their political and civil rights, especially the Repub- 
licans, although they did not mention that specifically in the resolu- 
tion; but, as it was well known that only Republicans were killed for 
exercising their rights in this respect, I think the resolution meant 
that they should be protected equally with Democrats in every part of 
this country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say right here what I think is applica- 
ble to this case, what I think every member of this House will assent 
to: that in no district in the United States is there a solitary precinct 
where any Democrat who is a citizen and voter has not always had a 
perfect right to cast his ballot without obstruction, intimidation, or 
violence, while there are many precincts in many States of this Union 
where Republicans are not allowed the same privilege, and have not 
been for a number of years. The Legislature of Kansas evidently had 
these conditions in mind when that memorial was adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, soon after the Legislature of Kansas passed this resolu- 
tion the encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the State 
of Kansas—and the annual encampment of the Grand Army in our State 
isno mean thing, there being from four to six thousand delegates and 
others in attendance—took cognizance of thissame case; it was consid- 
ered in that vast assemblage, which passed almost unanimously a reso- 
lution reciting the circumstances as they had occurred in the cases of 
Benjamin and Clayton, referring also to other cases of similar character 
which had occurred in many States of the South, and asked the Con- 

of the United States, in view of these circumstances and con- 
ditions, and in view of the co uences which might, and as they 
thought would, follow unlessa remedy should be provided, to take action 
for putting a stop to such proceedings and for protecting the citizens of 
the United States wherever they might be in their political and civil 
rights, Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that this resolution (there is nothin; 
offensive aboutit; I have stated the substance of it) may be prin 
as a part of my remarks, without reading. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. They did not have the evidence before 
them when they undertook to recite the facts. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, yes, they had. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. KELLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to go into any 
detailed statement of my views in this case in connection with the 
evidence adduced, I have not time, as you all know. But I do wish 
to discuss this case with reference to the motive that influenced the 
parties who committed this crime. And that is the real interest that 
I have and that my people have in this case. They do not care any- 
thing about this seat, so far as that is concerned, except that the man 
who was not elected shall not occupy it; but we would like to find out 
what the motive is that causes these frequent assassinations in that 
country, and, having done that and satisfied our minds as to what are 
the motives, then we would like to have an opportunity to apply the 
remedy, which we can not apply until we are certain what the motives 
are. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that the motive that influenced the mer 
who assassinated John M. Clayton was the same motive that influenced 
the man or the men in Mississippi who assassinated Print Mathews; 
it was the same motive that influenced the Democrats in Mississippi to 
assassinate Judge Chisholm and a part of his family; it was the same 
motive that induced them to assassinate Marsh Cook, a leading Repub- 
Jican, a few weeks ago; it was the same motive that influenced them 
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in Mississippi to assassinate Dickson; it was the same motive, I think, 
that influenced the Democrats of those States to assassinate all of the 
leading Republicans that have been assassinated in the last twenty-five 
years. I do not agree, sir, even with the committee on this case alto- 
gether as to what that motive was. I think it is broader and wider 
and comprehends more than what affects any man on this floor or any 
seat on this floor, or any at Plummerville or Morrillton, or the whole 
of the State of Arkansas, 

Mr. Speaker, I did believe and I believe now from the evidence, not 
only in this case, but upon the evidence I gathered in the other cases 
that have been investigated by this Congress along during the present 
session and in other Congresses before this, in numerous cases, that 
the motive for the assassination of Chisholm and Mathews and the 
others I have named is plain and palpable. I have come to the con- 
clusion that the motive is to turn down, disrupt, and abolish the re- 
publican system and the republican plan of government as instituted 
in this country by our fathers, I believe that in these Southern States 
there is discontent as to that system; that the Southern Democrats are 
dissatisfied with the republican form of government; that there is grow- 
ing up, and has been growing up for twenty-five years past, at least, 
this antagonism to what they believe to be a republican form of gov- 
ernment, and I believe that every leading Republican that has been 
assassinated by these men during all this time has been assassinated 
because he was in the way of the parties, of the Democrats, of the lead- 
ers who wished to build up this aristocracy, this oligarchy in these 
States, on the ruins of the republican form of government. 

Mr. Speaker, we have many parallel cases to this, not only in this 
country, but in all the countries that we have any history of, in which 
men have struggled for liberty against despotism, where tyrants have 
struggled to oppress the people, running back for hundreds and hun- 
dreds of years, and we find that in every instance, in ancient or modern 
times, the inducement that promotes the assassination of public men, 
of prominent men, men of force and power in the organization and con- 
trol of other men and other forces, almost universally has been because 
of the fact that, these men that were listed for the assassin’s bullet or 
knife being killed, the more humble of their followers would become 
panic-stricken and demoralized; the leaders, the bold men, taken out 
of the way, and the other people who affiliated with them in sentiment 
might be destroyed, intimidated, and cowed, and that other men of 
their methods and their way of thinking, men who agreed with them, 
should become intimidated from pursuing a like course in order that 
the discontented and usurping element might go forward, organize 
their party, cast their votes, and control public affairs in the interest 
of tyranny and despotism and slavery; and history teaches us that with 
few exceptions, the leaders being killed, the conspirators and usurpers 
have been temporarily successful. 

In Mississippi this plan was successful; the Republican leaders in 
that State having been assassinated by Democrats, the Democracy there 
have had comparatively smooth sailing for the last seven years. It bas 
been necessary to assassinate only a few Republicans occasionally, say 
five a month, on an average, in order to keep the balance in subjection. 
Only a few weeks ago Marsh Cook, a Jeading Republican of that State, 
made a Republican speech and had an appointment to make another. 
He was a Republican candidate for the constitutional convention. On 
his way to the meeting to make his next ch he was filled with 
buckshot and left dead by the roadside; and to-day we have the as- 
tounding spectacle of a constitutional convention in session in Missis- 
sippi, in a State having an acknowledged Republican majority of at 
least 50,000 voters, with only two Republican members in the whole 
body; ina State that has 250,000 more colored people in it than white, 
and yet but one colored delegate in the convention. Whatis the cause 
of this absence of Republicans in that convention? Ask the heirs and 
orphans of the murdered Marsh Cook. Ask the friends of all the mar- 
tyred Republicans in Mississippi. The object of this convention is to 
devise methods to further nullify the constitution and laws of the 
United States, to further fasten and rivet the chains on the limbs of 
the Republicans of that State, to make more sure and permanent the 
overthrow of republican institutions in that State, and to establish 
more firmly the foundations of an oligarchy. 

Mr. FLOWER. In this connection let me state to the gentleman 
that a leading Democrat of Arkansas, a candidate for sheriff, was killed 
by the Republican candidate for sheriff on yesterday in that State. He 
can use that also as an illustration. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman from New York make a state- 
ment? I did not fully understand him, 

Mr. FLOWER. Brotherton, the Democratic candidate for sheriff, 
was killed on yesterday by the Republican candidate for sheriff in Ar- 
kansas. I give this to the gentleman as another illustration of the 
ruin of the Republic’? which is being wrought down there. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to take any note of that, for I donot think 
it amounts to anything in the consideration of this question, even it 
be true, which I very much doubt. [Derisive laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. FLOWER. Evidently it is a misfit for you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. And Idonotknowanything about the Sere men- 
tion, Iam arguing from the standpoint of my own knowledge. I 
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might say, however, that if it were not ſor the fact that the power of 
these usurping State governments were ized in the interests of the 
assassins, with the State arms and ammunition of the States in their 
hands, in the hands ot Democratic clubs in many of those States, there 
would be more shooting back than there has been; and I venture the 
further opinion that it, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] 
suggests that a Republican in Arkansas yesterday killed a Democrat, 
that killing will be investigated, and if found to be acrime, the crimi- 
nal will be punished severely. It is only when Republicans are killed 
that no investigation, no punishment follows. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I was saying that the history for hundreds of years 
back bears out the statement I have just made. And this idea con- 
firms the view that has been advocated by my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] to-day that in districts where there was a large Democratic 
majority it was not necessary to do any of this killing to intimidate 
Republicans. I find that to be the case in almost every district where 
there is a large honest Democratic majority; I find that this state of 
affairs does not now exist and has not existed to the extent it has in 
districts where the Republican majorities were la 

Now, in confirmation of that view I am willing to and con- 
cede that, so far as the district represented by my friend, Mr. PEEL, I 
believe, is concerned, in Arkansas, there is an honest Democratic district 
there, and so far as I know or ever heard they have had fair elections. 

Mr. PEEL. Much obliged. 

Mr. KELLEY. This may be so also in other districts in Arkansas; 
perhaps itis. I wish it were true of allof them. Unfortunatelyit is 
not the case. 

Now, sir, as I was about to remark when interrupted by the gentle- 
man from New York, I desire to illustrate the view I take in this matter 
by reference to the history of the Huguenotsin France. That wasnot 
a political but a religious organization, which came in conflict with 
other religious organizations and with the religious power controlling 
the Government of France at that time; and in one day and in one night, 
as history tells us and as is well confirmed, agreed to, I believe, by all his- 
torians, in that province of France, to suppress this so-called rising of the 
Huguenot element, the controlling element of the country, 3 
a preconcerted and prearranged signal, ordered by Charles IX and led 
by the Duke of Guise, went out and killed and assassinated the Hugue- 
nots to the extent of about seventy thousand in a short time. Now, 
seventy thousand is perhaps more than have been assassinated, but I 
do not think it is any more than have been abused, or maltreated, or 
wounded, or assassinated altogether in this country by Democrats for 
the purpose of suppressing Republican votes in the Southern States. 

The pretense used by Charles and his mother Catherine de’ Medici to 
incite the massacre of the Huguenots in France was that they were or- 
yanizing in hostility to the Catholics and the Government of France. 
The pretense and excuse, when any is offered by Democrats for massa- 
cring Republicans in the South, is that the negroes are about to or- 
ganize to burn and pillage and slaughter, and for ascore of years when- 
ever ten, fifteen, or twenty, and sometimes more Republicans have been 
slaughtered at one killing, this old chestnut of danger of a negro ris- 
ing has been paraded as a justification; it has become almost as stale 
as the old-mammy-that-nursed-me chestnut that has so often been 
dragged out on this floor by our Democratic friends to show their love 
for the negro, Brave old Admiral Coligny, the leader of the Hugue- 
nots, when baring his breast to the of the assassins, met his 
death no more bravely or heroically than did Chisholm and Mathews 
and Cook, the leaders of the Republicans in Mississippi; and the many 
thousand martyrs to liberty in France three hundred years ago were 
no more martyrs to liberty than are the thousands that have been as 
sassinated in these Southern States within the last few years because 
they were Republicans and loved liberty. And I think the actual 
deaths from violence that have occurred in this way will reach at least 
twenty thousand. = 

Fourteen years ago I read in Chambers’s Encyclopedia, a standard 
American work, not a political or partisan work, a statement of fact 
upon the authority of that encyclopedia, the same as any other fact 
that it contained, that up to that time 8,000 deaths had occurred by 
this organization since the organization of the ku klux, some time in 
the sixties. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, hurrying by this case to my friend Powell Clayton 
again, he has been abused, itseems to me, and his brother Will has 
abused upon this floor and in other places, and especially in Demo- 
cratic papers, for the purpose, as it seems to me, of throwing a stigma 
upon his name and his character in order to detract from the force of 
his influence and the influence of his brother who has been killed, so 
that the investigation might be misdirected and take another course, 

Powell Clayton, as you all perhaps know, was elected governor of 
the State of Arkansas soon after the war. He married in that State, 
marrying a Southern girl. He I think, four years as governor 
and then six years as Senator from that State in the Senate of the United 
States. During his term as governor of the State of Arkansas this ku 
klux organization was in its full power and force. As governor of that 
State he felt ithis duty, as every Republican ought to feel and as every 
Democrat ought to feel in this Governmen ally if he be an ex- 
ecutive officer, to see that every man within his jurisdiction and within 
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the lines of his State had the protection of the laws that a State gov- 
ernment or any government ought to give to all of its citizens. He 
found it necessary to call out the militia of that State in order to sup- 
press these ku klux. Like the bold and brave man he is, he called 
out the militia and took the r and it is upon the acts of 
the militia, as I understand it, many complaints in regard to his 
action in Arkansas are made. y 

It is upon the action of the militia, as I understand, that this Hooper 
theory originated, the claim that some man whom the militia killed in 
Arkansas lefta son who went to California and afterward returned to 
Arkansas aid murdered John M. Clayton. Now, I wish to say this for 
Clayton, not by his authority or request, but I have a statement made 
by Powell Clayton himself in reference to the ku klnx, in reference to 
the charges of the Gazette, the Democratic paper at Little Rock, con- 
cerning his conduct of that campaign by the militia. From that state- 
ment I desire to read a short extract. It is dated October 29, 1889. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The timeof the gentleman from Kan- 
sas has expired. x 

Mr. KELLEY. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to proceed 
for a few minutes more. I do not want to read this statement if I 
may be allowed to print it, but I understand there will be objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We want to hear it. 

Mr. KELLEY. What I desire to read from this communication is, 
as I said, in reply to these charges that have been made in the Gazette 
and on this floor in this discussion, and you will observe here that 
there have been other members of Congress killed in Arkansas, other 
members of the State Legislature of that State; many men have been 
killed for the same reasons that I have enumerated, and I desire here 
to state that in the early part of this session I made some reference to 
the namber of Republicans that had been killed in Arkansas during 
the last twenty-five years for political purposes, the correctness of which 
was chalienged by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge]. 
I now think on more full information that I underestimated, rather 
than overestimated, the number. I insert a short extract from the 
statement, 

General Clayton says: 

I will inform the Gazette of the character of the men against whom these 
forecs are sent. They were sent againstsuch men as he who, in Monroe County, 
in cowardly conceaiment, shot and killed Congressman. Hinds, who was peace- 
ably riding upon the public highway, and he who, at the same time and under 

r 


similar ci th murderous intent, shot and severely wounded 


wi! 
Brooks, a member of re. Against such ashe who, at Osce- 


sent: 

“ You will recollect the bitterness of feeling I represented to you that existed 
in this county. Onthe night of the 18th, cight men d can name them 
all) went to houses of colored men on James H. ngtona place, shot one 
man through the lungs and beat several others nearly to and shot at sev- 
eral others. They attacked the negroes 1 o’ at night, when the 
were asleep. They are the same men who burned the colo 
here in May The colored men have no arms and sleep in the woods with their 
families every night. I stand picket on my own life as regularly as the day and, 
night comes.” A 
e troops were sent against such as he — in Drew County, killed the 


men's chure 


7 — ea sod, at — — a time, ater ive zama 2 their bod- 
arran 0 way ng eau by tying them together as 
— omy sk such as . at Hamburg, Ark., shot Barker, a mem - 


through a window of a house there. Against 
wounded H. A. Millen, a member of the senate, while he (Millen) 
was following the hearse containing the corpse of his wife. Against such ashe 
who, under the orders of the ku klux officers of White County, called Hum- 
s to his door and, in the presence of his wife, murdered him in cold. 
— ye such as he who, under similar orders from the same source 
8 State Senator Wheeler while on his way to the capital to enter 
upon his official duties and shot him and, before leaving him in the road for 
dead, robbed him of his watch and money. Wheeler’s . 
W. -be was severely censured by his ku klux ofticers for his 
bungling job. Against such as he who, as an officer of the White County ku 
klux, detailed six members of the order and instructed them to seize and exe- 
eu! 


as they, six in number, rne ni under the oath of their order, which required 
them to obey the orders of r officers, at the dead hour of night, disguised in 
She hideous ku klux and mask and armed with deadly weapons, seized 
the said Parker and, in obedience to their instructions, carried him to an aban- 
doned farm, and then “murdered him in defiance of law,” casting his body 
a a well. 
was 


such men as these, and the secret, oath-bound military order 
from w all these crimes and hundreds of others emanat 


ed that the mili- 
forces of the State were sent. 


No comment is necessary on the above. It contains General Clay- 
ton’s complete justification. Mr. Speaker, we are confronted with this 
situation to-day, a situation not growing better, but growing worse, 
worse every day. 

What is the remedy? is the great question this Government must 
decide, and decide soon, or our republican form of government must 
cease. wicked, uncouth man, from Texas, I think it was, is 
credited with saying that ‘‘When things got bad they were hard to 
mend, but when they got damned bad they just went to work and 
mended themselves.“ The latter condition illustrates the condition 
this country was in thirty years ago, when it went to work and 
mended itself. No one wants a repetition of that experience. 

Things in this country are now bad, not so bad but they may be 


remedied ; if not soon remedied they will go to work mending them- 
selves, and then the trouble for thie nation begins, and the conse- 
quences of all our mistakes and sins of omission and of commission are 
upon us, It becomes us as men, as representatives of the people of 
this country, in whose hands for the time being the destinies of the 
nation and of the people are to some extent placed, to mend matters, 
and do it at once, before conditions arrive at that state of badness that 
is described by the Texan, where they begin to mend themselves, 

I baye been listening for the last nine months in this House for some 
one to suggest a remedy, listening, not with my ear to the ground—for 
that remedy is not supposed to come from the people, but is expected 
to come from the statesmen of this country and of this House—and as 
a new and very humble member of this House I have been waiting and 
hoping that a remedy would be devised by the experienced and able 
statesmen of the House that would be satisfactory. 

I haye heard two remedies suggested by the other side, the first of 
which is the old and familiar cry of Let us alone; let us manage our 
affairs in our own way; let us suppress free speech and a free ballot; let 
us murder, and assassinate, and intimidate, and defraud, and we beg you 
to believe we do it in the interest of harmony and peace and good gov- 
ernment.’’ This proposition is unjust and can not be accepted. The 
other proposition was voiced by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], afew days ago. It was offered in connection with his 
discussion of this same question in another form, and I was glad to have it 
come from him, because I believe he has given this question thought and 
understands it, and I believed he was candid. The proposition was an 
invitation to the Northern people to send our sons south among them 
to help develop the South, to open our mines, to buy our lands, to build 
our railroads, to marry in our families, to be with us and of us, receive 
our confidence and give us yours; in short, to knit closer the ties and 
2 of affection and interest that bind the people of these States to- 
gether. 

This sounds well and is no doubt meant well, but in the light of the 
experience of my personal friends and acquaintances it sounds much 
like the invitation of the spider to the fly to walk into his parlor. Let 
me enumerate: My nal friend and comrade, the sergeant-major of 
the regiment in which I had the honor to serve, Mr. Vaughn, settled in 
Jefferson County, Arkansas, after the war, married a Miss Carson, a 
respectable planter’s daughter, was soon after elected sheriff ot that 
county, and was assassinated by a Democrat in Pine Bluff, the home of 
the contestee in this case; M. W. Benjamin, another comrade and per- 
sonal friend, the adjutant of the same regiment, settled in Little Rock 
alter the war, married a Kentucky girl, e prominent in business 
and in politics, was assassinated by Democrats at Morrillton, in Conway 
County, the evening before the election in November, 1888, in the pres- 
ence of two hundred Democrats, and no one has ever been arrested or 
tried for that offense; John M. Clayton, another comrade and brother 
of the colonel of the same regiment, settled in Jefferson County after 
the war, went into business and politics, was elected to Congress on 
the Republican ticket, although the certificate of election was given to 
his Democratic opponent, and while he was quietly and lawfully and 
peaceably engaged in taking evidence to prove he was elected he was 
foully assassinated by his Democratic opponents, and all the evidence 
goes to show by the connivance and conspiracy of the Democratic party 
ot that district and State, and even the Democratic party of the nation 
ever since has been the willing beneficiary of the crime. 

As a farther evidence of the truth of these things I introduce as part 
of my remarks some resolutions of the last Republican State conven- 
tion of Arkansas, held only a few weeks ago, and unanimously adopted. 

Mr. Speaker, these resolutions contain the names of only a few of the 
martyrs to Republican liberty in Arkansas, only the most conspicuous 
Republican martyrs that have been assassinated by the Democratic party 
there within the last two years. These murders are not confined to 
Northern men or to black men or to white men, but the line is drawn 
on Republicans, and whenever a man becomes prominent enough as an 
organizer of the Republican forces his life is no longer safe from these 
Democratic assassins. If these men had kept out of Republican politics 
they might have been living to-day. No Democrat would have cared 
to have them killed. 

The fact that none of these crimes has been investigated or pun- 
ished shows that the whole power of the Democratic party and the 
Democratic administration of the government in Arkansas is stocked 
against the Republicans, not only in Arkansas, but in other States. 
The Democratic assassins know when they commit these political 
crimes that the whole power of the State government will be used for 
their defense if necessary. They know it just as well as the assassins 
of the Huguenots more than three hundred years ago in France knew 
that the powers that governed France at that time were the instigators 
of the crimes and would protect the criminals. 

So far have these conditions progressed that if perchance some Demo- 
crat more humane than his party, and seeing the tendency of these 
crimes to anarchy and ruin, raises his protest and attempts to stem the 
tide of assassination, he either has to leave the State or me a mar- 
tyr himself, as is instanced in the case of Judge Cunningham, in Con- 
way County, charging the grand jury in brave words to ferret out the 
assassins of John M. Clayton, but immediately leftthe State. Had hr 
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not done so promptly who doubts that he would be to-day where John 
M. Clayton is, where Smith is, where the brother of Olly Bentley is 
(the two men who were suspected of being in conference and commu- 
nication with the Pinkerton detectives)? Who donbis that he would 
have been where Americus Neely is, and where PEATHERSTON, an hon- 
ored member of this House, would have been had not the scheme for 
his assassination miscarried ? 

And it is meet andappropriate that the Republican party in the State 
of Arkansas, loving liberty as Republicans do everywhere, when its 
representatives meetin convention at the State capital, as they did a 
few weeks ago, should have the hall in which they meet decorated, 
embellished, lit up, enlightened by the images of its great leaders and 
martyrs, and I here desire to introduce as a part of my remarks the 
resolutions adopted unanimously by the Republican convention of Ar- 
kansas recently held in Little Rock: 

Whereas during the late national, Congressional, and subsequent local cam- 
pain of the Republican party of the State of Arkansas, through the machina- 

jons and concerted action of the Democratic party and in execution of well 
laid plans for intimidation and assassination, it lost three of its most useful, 
able, beroic, and riotic citizens in the persons of M. W. Benjamin, Americus 
M. Neely, and John M. Clayton: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we do now condemn and decry the Democratic party, and 


proclaim it responsible for these and other unj us o co: 


unjust and a utrages com- 
mitted upon the persons of Republicans, against the Republican party and the 
citizens of this coun 


try. 
red, That, in the death of these men, truly martyrs to the cause of Repub- 
licanism, of liberty, and of justice, the Republican party has lost three of its 
most able, honest, and patriotic supporters and adherents. 

Resolved, That the Republican party of the State of Arkansas will ever cherish, 
honor, venerate, and emulate the virtues, achievements, and the memory of 
these, our late fellow-citizens and brethren, who, in the great contest for. a free 
and untrammeled ballot, foremost fighting, fell. 

And be it further resolved, That this convention tender its sincere thanks tothe 
Hon. A. M. Middlebrooks for the affeetionate thoughtfulness that actuated him 
in placing before Les tae of this convention the images of its late pe Sh 
martyrs to the cause of a free ballot and a fair count, of justice and right. 

Mr. Speaker, when I read those resolutions I was reminded of the 
words of the great poet Burns— 


The best laid schemes o’ mice and men gang aft a- glex. 


The Democratic party, when it planned the assassination of Clayton 
and Benjamin and Neely in Arkansas, did not expeet or intend the 
effect to run in that direction. The Democratic party intended and 

the result to be that other leaders of the Republicans would 
be intimidated; instead, they impress the image of their martyrs on 
their colors and move forward, Is this the kind of Republicans that 
are left in Arkansas? Is this the kind of meat on which they feed? 
No wonder the Democracy hates them; no wonder it hates Powell 
Clayton and Judge McClure. 

If it is true that the blood of the martyrs is the seed of the church, 
it is equally true that the blood of the martyrs is the seed of liberty. 
I have faith that nearly enough blood of that kind has moistened the 
soil in many of the States of the South to produce.a vigorous growth 
of the tree of liberty. In Arkansas I feel quite sure this is the case. 
That State is passing through the same kind of a fiery furnace that 
Kansas passed throngh at the hands of the Democratic party a third 
of a century ago, and at its birth into statehood. The result of that 

ution in Kansas has been that. since its admission to the Union 
the flame of liberty has burned so bright that it has ever stood and 
ever will stand out boldly in the attitude of Liberty enlightening 
the world; and in Arkansas so long as the Claytons and McClnres 
are permitted to live, so long liberty, Republican liberty, will survive 
in Arkansas. 

Much abuse and many abusive epithets have been heaped on these 
two Republican leaders on this floor during this discussion and even 
before the discussion of this case began. I do not know the object of 
that abuse and do not impugn the motives of those who give it; but I 
do know that the assassins of John M. Clayton, when they read it, if 
they have the instinct of the average Democrat, will feel that they have 
friends in this court and on this floor, and they would also know that 
the Democratic would not go into mourningif Powell Clayton and 
Judge McClure should also be assassinated. I fear they will take it 
(whether it be so meant or not) as an invitation by their leaders and 
friends to add two more victims to the long list of martyrs. 

Mr. Speaker, I am utterly astounded at the apathy of some of the 
Republicans leaders of this: Congress, especially in the other branch 
thereof in reference to this grave question. The attitude of Nero 
fiddling while Rome was burning was dignified and manly when com- 
pared to the attitude of these honored: and distinguished gentlemen. 
The only dark and disgraceful spot on the record and escutcheon of 
the Republican party is its abandonment and cowardly treatment of 
its friends in the South. In that respect its record is most cowardly, 
most contemptible, most treacherous; in infamy that record is only 
excelled by the wholesale butchery and systematic assassination of 
Republicans in the South by Democrats, backed and sustained and 
encouraged by the Demoeratie party of the United States. 

Isee no hope of a diseontinuance of these methods unless the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, now in control of the Republican party 
in all of its branches, does what the Republican party promised the 
people it would do it it should be restored to power; that was 


promise 
that it would secure to every voter in the United States the right to 


cast one vote at each election without fear of violence and that vote 
should be counted as cast. Is this promise to be broken? Are the 
Republicans of the South to be again betrayed by their friends, the 
effect of which will be to invite further violence and assassination by 
their Democratic enemies? Such action would not only result in 
tragedy; but would itself be a travesty on the Republican party. 

Mr. Speaker, my idea was at the opening of this that the 
proprieties of things and the dignity of this House and the dignity of 
the American people demanded, in view of the many tragedies and 
bloody surroundings that the contestee in this case should not be per- 
mitted to occupy this seat until his title to it was established by irref- 


ragableevidence. My judgment in that matter was overruled; the con- 


testee in this case has occupied thatseat fornine months. 
said in the discussion of this case that the blood of Clayton and of 
Benjamin cried aloud from the ground, not for vengeance, but for justice. 
The occupancy thus of that seat has been but a mockery in answer to 
that cry. : 

If justice is as sure as it has been slow in this case, we may yet hope 
that justice will be done; but in the name of the orphan children of 
Clayton and Benjamin; in the name of the long list of widows and 
orphans of thousands of victims that have down in death before 
this besom of hatred to liberty in the South, I ask if it is not time 
that this Government of ours should adopt some means to protect the 
rights of her citizens. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KES- 
NEDY] is recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I would like to suggest to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] that if he would read the tes- 
timony in full about that he would come to a very different conclusion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- 
NEDY] is recognized. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Is not a motion to adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has been informed that there 
was an understanding between gentlemen on both sides that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was to speak to-night. The Chair hopes the gentle- 
man will not press his motion. 

Mr. KENNEDY addressed the House. 


Mr. LACEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman withdraw his mo- 
tion for awhile, so that the Chair may lay before the House a report 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills? 

Mr. LACEY. I will. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
the Bœuf River, Louisiana; and 

A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer Italia. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which, with accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ord to be printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


It has been 


> 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, which is accompanied = 
American nations 


by three reports adopted by the conference of recently in ses- 
sion at. Washington, relating to the subject of international arbitration. The 
ratification of the treaties contemplated by these reports will constitute one of 
the happiest and most hopeful incidents in the history of the western hemi- 


sphere. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 3, 1890. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PER- 
KINS] requests that House bill No, 11735, to quiet the title of certain 
lands in the State of Mississippi and for the relief of Eli Ayres, and ac- 
companying report (No. 2959), be reprinted for the use of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WADE, indefinitely, on account of illness, 

To Mr. Witcon, of Washington, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. Dorsey, indefinitely, on account of ess. 

To Mr. LANE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. LACEY. Iask unanimous. consent that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. KELLEY } may be permitted to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. LACEY was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
6 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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SEPTEMBER 4, 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
* Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
8 6,000 additional copies each of the first and third annual reports of the 
nterstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 copies of 
each of said reports to be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies of each for 
the use of the Fouro of Representatives; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: ‘ 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11606) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Riley, accompanied by a report (No. 3047)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 10787) to prohibit the granting of liquor licenses within one mile of 
the Soldiers’ Home, accompanied by a report (No. 3048)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4158) for a pub- 
lic building at Sheboygan, Wisconsin, accompanied by a report (No. 
3049)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. 
R. 10626) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction of Con- 
gress to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Rail- 
road in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No.3050) 
—to the House Calendar. cas 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3051)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the 
following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 11944) providing for the application 
by the Secretary of State of the funds received by the Department ot 
State on account of the Caracas awards, remaining undistributed, to the 
payment of the new awards rendered by the Washington Mixed Com- 
mission—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A joint resolution (H. Res, 220) calling upon 
the Secretary of War to report upon the proposal to establish a military 

n at or near the bay of San Diego on the Pacific coast—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changes of reference 
were made: 

A bill (H. R. 11890) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, 
deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 11937) for ibe relief of the 
estate of Jean Delille, late of Winn Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11938) to pension John Britt—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 11939) for the relief of Maria Louisa 
Simpson, widow of Dr. Richard French Simpson—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R.11940) for the relief of James B. Mor- 
gan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 11941) granting a pension to Isaac 
Holdbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 11942) granting g pension to Will- 
iam Culiver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 11943) for the relief of J. M. Charpen- 
tier, of St. Mary’s Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition for the relief of J. M. Charpentier, of 
St. Mary’s Parish, Louisiana, for reference of claim to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act and amendments 
thereto—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of Western Association of 
Writers, in favor of copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PEEL : Memorial of trustees of Cane Hill College, Ark 
asking compensation for college building destroyed by United States 
troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition on claim of Mrs. Augustine M. Swain, of 
Point Compton, La.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 4, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in further answer to a 
resolution of the Senate of June 28, 1890, information relative to the 
Spanish and Mexican private land claims now pending in the De- 
partment of Justice; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore presented the petition of J. B. Culver 
and other citizens of Wichita, Kans., praying for the removal of the 
limitation in the act relating to bounties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Rogers and 7 other citizens 
of Tribune, Kans., praying for the passage of a national bankruptcy 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of the Yearly Meeting of the Re- 
ligious Society ot Friends, praying that Congress may make some ap- 
propriation for the employment of one or more competent women to 
serve as matrons among the Indian women. 

I desire to take this opportunity in presenting this petition to com- 
municate to that highly respectable body of petitioners the fact that 
provision was made in the Indian appropriation bills of last year and of 
the present year for just what they pray. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a large number of petitions of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of what are known as the pure- 
food’? and ‘‘ pure-lard’’ bills; Which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the memorial of T. and 8. C. White, 
Battelle & Renwick, the Passaic Chemical Company, and others en- 
gaged in the business of refining sulphur, remonstrating against the 
amendment of the Senate to the tariff bill, which, if adopted, will de- 
prive them of all protection against foreign refined sulphur; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York 
Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reserva- 
tions, and to confirm existing leases, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4368) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Phineas Burgess, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4369) to inco: 
rate the Columbia Central Railway Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to 
John M. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the S er of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 
ae. bill (S. 1442) to authorize = construction of two bridges across 


e River, Louisiana; an 
A bill (S. 4213) to provide an American register for the steamer Italia, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9637 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. McPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Edwin M. Hart, latg assistant 
paymaster, United States Navy, which was adversely reported by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-Fifth Congress, on the 27th day of January, 
1879, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, in connection with the petition of the claimant and additional 


evidence accompanying the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 897) to es- 
tablish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the House had a bill (H. 
R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of Andrew Schneider was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. The Secretary will read the agreement en- 
tered into by unanimous consent on the 26th of August. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. 9416) shall be continued to the 
exclusion of all other business except appropriation bills and conference re- 
ports, to and including Wednesday, September 3, subjectto general debate; and 
during Thursday, September 4, Friday, September 5, and Saturday, September 
6, subject tothe five-minute rule in debate; no Senator tos; onany one gani: 
tion more than once; and on Monday, September 8, and thereafter, on bill or 
amendments, without debate, to and including the third reading, when three 
hours shall be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the final vote 
shall be taken on its passage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
being in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 


read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest that, during the absence of 
several Senators who are interested in the particular schedule which 
has been under consideration, I desire to have the sugar schedule laid 
aside temporarily and the cotton schedule, Schedule I, page 73, taken 


up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Schedule I, on page 73, will be pro- 
ceeded with, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask before that is done—I did not quite 
hear the reading—how many days the five-minute debate is to con- 
tinue? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Three. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-day, to-morrow, and Saturday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only wish was that this most importantsugar 
and reciprocity matter should not be so long laid aside as to preclude 
such concise debate as should belong to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assure the Senator from Vermont that it will be 
taken up before the time for debate expires. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If permitted to say a word by way of sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Rhode Island, I should like tosuggest to him 
that inasmuch as we have not considered at all the cotton or jute 
schedules, and we have not been on the miscellaneous or the sundry 
schedule at all, would it not be well to go on to-day at least with those 
schedules; and that would then give us an idea of how much time we 
should have left for the general debate upon the sugar schedule and 
the reciprocity question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was the suggestion I made, that we should 
take up this morning the cotton schedule. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly one of two things will be necessary, 
either an extension of time, because all these schedules must be read 
through and considered, and therefore if we can get through to-day 
and to-morrow with these schedules—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we shall be able to finish with the sched- 
ules which have not been read, under the five-minute rule to-day and 
to-morrow, leaving Saturday for the consideration of the other impor- 
tant matters to which the Senator from Vermont has alluded. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Or we can hold a night session Friday and Sat- 
urday, and to-night, as well, if necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If necessary, for general debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, President, I desire to make a personal explana- 
tion. September 2 I moved to strike out Schedule E, which relates 
to sugar, and insert a substitute, but I find that the amendment printed 
as the one I offered is not the one that I intended to offer. By some 


inadvertence or mistake a different one has been printed, and I sup- 
pose the inadvertence or mistake was on my part, I beg leave to offer 
now as an amendment to the bill to strike out all of Schedule E Which 
relates to sugar and insert the provision which I send to the Chair, 
which, in point of fact, is the sugar schedule of the Mills bill, and I 
ask leave to withdraw the amendment I offered the other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment printed as the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana will be 
withdrawn and the one now sent to the desk, which will not be read 
unless a demand is made for it, will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, some days ago I received what I pre- 
sume every other Senator did, a pamphlet from the State ent 
denominated ‘‘Special Consular Reports, Cotton Textiles in Foreign 
Countries, etc. Upon a casual examination of that paper I was very ` 
much struck with how absolutely the British Government had monop- 
olized the trade in cotton manufactures in the countries south of us, 
in South and Central America andin Africa. I therefore p: ase- 
ties of questions for the Bureau of Statistics which they did me the 
honor to answer, and I have a table which I think would be of great 
service to the Senate and elsewhere if it shall be allowed to go into the 
RECORD. I therefore ask on to have the letter in reply to my 
questions read and the table published in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: $ 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATIST: 
Washington, D. C., August 26, 

Str: In compliance with your request made by memorandum, handed me 
by your secretary, I have the honor to inclose the following tables, which will 
furnish the information you desire. 

Permit me to say, in answer to the first question, as to the cotton and cotton 
goods manufactured in the United States and their value, we have no data from 
which we can secure this information later than the census of 1880. 

In answer to the second question, as to the quantity and value of the same 
goods manufactured in Great Britain, the latest data we have is the British Sta- 
tistical Abstract, which gives the figures for 1885, The same is true with refer- 
ence to the number of spindles and persons employed. 

The large table inclosed is a full and complete answer to your inquiries num- 
bers 4,5,and 6, which shows the exportsof cotton manufactures from the United 


States and from the United Kingdom, in lel columns, 
» Trusting the same will be satisfactory, I am, 


ully yours, 
S. G. BROCK, Chief of Burean, 
Hon, M. C. BUTLER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the table be printed in the RECORD, and 
also a short table accompanying it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like, in connection with the Senator’s request, 
to make one statement to accompany it. Perhaps it is not of very 
great importance, and still it comes in sucha way as to give marks of 
its absolute truth. 

I was reading within a day or two the memoirs of Mr. Glover, an 
English gentleman of great accomplishments, published in 1889, a 
gentleman still living. It is an autobiographical work, in which he 
speaks of having met socially a Lancashire gentleman, a manufacturer, 
and a man of great experience and skill in that business, who had just 
been traveling extensively through the United States. The gentleman 
is a cotton manufacturer, and he says that this gentleman said that if 
it were not for the American tariff England would shut up every Amer- 
ican cotton manufactory within two years. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I do not know about that; 
but I have been very much gratified and encouraged -—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will show the Senator the book. Ihave it in my com- 
mittee-room. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been very much gratified to see our friends 
on the other side enlarging their economic vision somewhat and reach- 
ing out to South America and Canada and other parts of the world; 
and I thought this information might be of service. It shows how ab- 
solutely Great Britain has control of the marketsof South America, and 
practically of Central America, and also of Asia and Africa. The value 
of the cotton manufactured goods imported by those countries, as I now 
remember it in the rough, was $175,000,000 as against $20,000,000 
from the United States. Of course that includes British India and the 
other colonial possessions of Great Britain. Ithought possibly it might 
be of service, in case we did enter upon any reciprocal relations with 
foreign Governments, to see just exactly how we stand as compared 


with Great Britain, Therefore I ask that the table be putin the REC- 
ORD. i 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Al right. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator wish to speak on 
the pending question? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I was not aware there was any pending ques- 
tion. I was going to make some remarks of a gen nature preced- 
ing the commencement of the five-minute debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the table. 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are two tables—a short onesimply showing 
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the number of establishments, ts, Per looms, and pe persons employed | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both tables will be printed, if there 


in cotton manufactures in the States, I ask that that also | be no objection. 


may go in. | The tables referred to are as follows: ` 
Statement cinei the exports of cotion manufactures from the United States during the = ending June 30, 1889, and from the United Kingdom during 
the year ending December 31, 1 
From the United States. From the United Kingdom. 


| Cloths, colored and un- 
colored. 


| Cott tered by the | Cotton 
Countries to which exported, | pu Sara: z 2 


BRI 
18 


— 
— 


Bore? 
FES 
8 


8 
8 


8882 


$ 
$ 


88K 


5 
p 
8 
81 
5 
2 
g 


Turke in Euro 
Other Europe a — 


a 
2 
; 


5 


600 

717, 900 

000, 789. 500 

36, 532, 400 

Central American States 435, 082, 100 

West Indies: 

British West Indies ~. 159, 
Danish West Indies 8. 
French West Indies. 3. 
Dutch West Indies .. 47, 


Hayti and San Domingo 
Cuba and Porto Rieo 


South America: e 
Argentine ee rc 


32188 f 8888888225 


269 
955 
476 
701 
515 
289 
— — 345 
Dutch Bast Indies 25 zg 124 
Asiatic uthern ports . 5 
iay mra lekttore 3.500 5.521 6.353 94, 380, 200 
Turkey in Asia. Tere 10,717 oT 10,784 | 189,085,400 
All ex 1,074, 892 1, 395 125 61,520} 24,665, 800 
Total... 31, 624, 661 | 2, 047, 239 | 334, 418 2,881, 657 | 8,216, 462,900 | 147,849,924 | 25,026,811 | 175,876,735 
So ÅS L S —— —— ů —— — 
6 TT—T—E—TT esemntatn sinks Paral seh 4,625,050} 279, 662 | 9,553 | 230,195 | 328,858,300 | 17,631,962 | 2,888,012 | 20,512, 974 
— 28.8. Ü—Ü—vb — E ͤ̃ ⁵⁰ ! E 
All other countries. . . eee, 0.27.69 359,57 12,88 | 382,080 | 15, B31, 400 | 846, 068 | _ 377, 081 | 1,223,149 
22 T ——— DSD / L amam a 
W S {| 118,453, 191 ove 1,749, 870 | 10,212, 644 | 5,001,239, 100 | 250, 081, 081 | 93,032,511 | 343,118,542 


S. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau of Statistics. 


Cotton goods manufactured: 
Funds . . . . ene eee 
Value 7VTJ ( atarencovendtckste 
factories : 
AR x ee 5 „Sr KK 756 2,635 


Number of spindles 


Number of looms . 
Number of persons employed ......... 


a See Vol. 11, Censusof 1880, Manufactures, page 543. bFrom British Statistical Abstract, 1888. eNumber spinning. d Number doubling. 
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a ALDRICH. Task that the readingof the schedule be proceeded 
wi 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What schedule is that ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Schedule I, on page 73. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not know that the Senate agreed to go 
back or forward to Schedule L I do not ohject to that, but this reci- 
procity matter being up I think we ought to go back subject toa 
return to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that the 
reciprocity amendment is not before the Senate, and has not been. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that perfectly well, but it will come 
in on the sugar schedule. When opportunity is given to offer some 
amendment on that subject, it will be offered to the sugar schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator trom Vermont did not hear 
me. I suggested thatample time would be given before the five-minute 
debate closed to consider both the sugar and reciprocity provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, I heard it; and that was why I now 
rose to say that dropping the sugar schedule and going to cotton I wish 
to have done subject to a call, just as we lay a thing aside informally, 
so that if the Senator from Rhode Island and myself and others should 
not see ĩt exactly alike as to how much time should be necessary for this 
reciprocity question, it would be the right of any Senator toinsist on 
returning to it. Now, that is all. There will be no difficulty about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that 
there was any objection to the request of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Schedule I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object, but I wish it done subject to the 
right to return to the pending question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces in pursuance 
of the agreement of the Senate that general debate on the pending bill 
and the amendments has closed. With the exception of the reserva- 
tion for the day when the final vote is to be taken, the limitation of 
debate is that each Senator may speak once and but for five minutes 
only pee any question. The Chair understands that these limitations 


are voluntary and self-imposed. The Chair has no power to enforce 
their observance. The Chair therefore ventures to ress the hope 
that Senators will themselves regard the rule and relieve the Chair 


from the necessity of constant admonition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope che Chair will keep the time and remind 
us when we get over the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Chair should do that. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest that the only way would be 
for the Chair to annonnee at the end of five minutes that a Senator’s 
time bad expired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard any instruc- 
tions that may be given him by the Senate. 

Mr, HAL I ask the Chair how the agreement canin any way be 
brought to the attention of a Senator who is speaking unless the Chair 
itself at the end of five minutes announces that the time has expired? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that to be the purpose of the Chair. 
I do not think he needs any instruction of the Senate on that point. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ithink the Chair ought to announce it when the 
five minutes have expired. I think that will be satisfactory to both 
sides, 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it not been uniformly the custom where we have 
had a unanimous-consent agreement such as this, that the Chair in- 
variably called attention to the fact that a Senator’s time had expired? 
Nowhere else except at the Secretary’s desk will the time of a Senator 
be kept, and the speaker will not know himself when his five minutes 
have expired. All that will be necessary will be for the Chair simply 
to remind Senators that they have gone to the limit of the consent 
agreement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It strikes me that the time to be occupied by each 
Senator in debate is as much a part of the order settled by unanimous 
agreement as any other part of it, and to be executed by the Chair, I 
would suppose, unless I was overruled by the superior experience and 
knowledge of the Chair, as he executes every other part of it. Other- 
wise it would be left to be varied, or at least left to be an open ques- 
tion for Senators. I would respectfully call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that the time to be occupied is a part of the agreement made 
in open Senate by unanimous consent, and as such the Chair should 
certainly feel authorized to enforce it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The suggestions of the Senator from 
Indiana are entirely just, but the Chair was induced to make the ob- 
servations that he did from the fact that when the resolution or order 
was under consideration the Chair inquired whether it was to be re- 
garded as an order of the Senate to be enforced by the Chair, to which 
the response was quite general and a tacit reproof was conveyed to the 
Chair for assuming that it could by any means be considered as an order. 
The Chair therefore desires to be fully instructed whether he is to re- 
gad this as an order that he is to execute, or whether it is to be left 

the volition of Senators to observe it or not, as they please. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest that the language used by the Presidi 
Officer in submitting this arrangement to the Senate may be read, ant 
the request which I made at the time may also be read. 


Mr. HALE. It seems to me very clear that the agreement was not 
only understood, but acquiesced in and expected to be regarded strictly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it will be regarded. 

Mr. HALE, And it was also expected that the Chair would, to the 
extent of notifying Senators, enforce the rule. Ido not think, until the 
unfortunate suggestion of the Chair this morning that there was no 
strength or force in this agreement, that it had occurred to any Sena- 
tor that there was no strength or force in the agreement, but that every- 
body expected in debating for the next three days that at the end of 
five minutes’ talk upon any proposition by any Senator the gavel of 
the President would come down and end the discourse of the Senator; 
and if no suggestion had been made that no power existed to carry it 
out there would have been no dissent to it. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When there was made on the 26th 
of August a suggestion by the Chair whether this was an order to be 
enforced by the Chair, it was distinctly disavowed and repudiated by 
several Senators on the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that must have been understood to mean 
that this agreement did not have the force of a rule, but that it was 
binding in honor upon all Senators, and each Senator thinks it is his 
duty to determine about it, subject to the possibility that somebody 
may speak over his five minutes. It simply is nota rule of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair can not enforee it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I trast the understanding will be carried out 
faithfully, and that when the five minutes have 
announce that fact, and then each Senator will pursue his own course, 
As a matter of course, the Chair has no power to take a Senator off his 
feet; but I will ty that no Senator will violate the understand- 
ing and that there will be no trouble. Let the Chair announce the fact 
when the five minutes have expired. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us go ahead. 

Mr. TELLER. When this question was presented to the Senate I 
stated distinctly for myself that I cid not desire to have it considered 
as a rule or an order of the Senate. I think Senators are unnecessarily 
worrying themselves about whatshall bedone. During my experience 
in the Senate I have seen this order or this rule of general consent a 
great many times, and, as I said the other day, I have never seen it 
violated except in one instance, and that through a misunders' 8 
There is not the slightest danger when the Chair notifies a Senator that 
his five minutes are up but that he will sit down unless the matter is 
of sufficient importance for the Senate to give him consent to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. Paragraphs 326 
and 327 were read, as follows: 

SCHEDULE L.—COTTON MANUFACTURES, 
tton thread, yarn, w: vanced 
2 omnicef single, by grouping or” 9888 =< le 
yarns together, whether on ms or in bundles, skei or cops, or in any 
other form, except spool-thread of cotton, hereinafter provided for, valued at not 
execeding 25 cents per pound, 10 cents per pound; valued at over 25 cents per 
. toe E Wi O pee AS 
valued at over 50 cents per r cents per pound, cents 
per ; Valued at over 60 cents per pound and not exceeding 70 cents 
nd, 33 cents per found: valued at over 70 cents per pound and not exceeding 
cents per pound, 38 cents per pound; valued at over 80 cents per pound and 
not exceeding „ 48 cents per pound; valued at over $1 per pound, 
50 per cent. ad vi 
327. Spool-thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 yards 
of thread, 7 cents per dozen; e ing 100 yards on each spool, for every ad- 
ditional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 7 
cents per dozen spools. į 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to move an amendment to paragraph 327. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 
326. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from New Jersey to the understanding that the Finance Com- 
mittee’s amendments to the bill were to be first considered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not see any committee amendments in par- 
agraph 326. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There are none, but the Chair sup- 

that the agreement applied to the bill, and that the schedules 
not amended by the committee were to be returned to for amendment 
by — after the committee amendments had been gone through 
with. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the fact that it would be difficult to go back to con- 
sider any of these amendments to these various paragraphs. Why not 
pursue the same course we have pursued heretofore, while un- 
der the five - minute rule? So far as Iam concerned I will take as little 
of the time of the Senate as possible and perhaps no more than one 
minute in offering any amendment. I have no desire to occupy more 
than the time necessary to show in what way this bill changes the ex- 
isting law. I submit to the Senator that I think we shall get along a 
great deal faster in that way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing that that course shall be taken. 
I believe it will facilitate business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey will 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that im 


the Chair will 


. ; 
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these various paragraphs there are changes in the classifications and 
changes in the rates, In paragraph 326 the duty on one grade is 
changed from 15 cents to 18 cents per pound; another from 20 cents 
per pound to 23 cents 2 pound; another from 25 cents per pound to 

cents per pound, three or four of the grades of goods here there 
has been no change, but there has been a great deal of change in others. 
The rates are too high all the way through. There has been a change 
in three of the classes from 43 up to 51 per cent., or from 44 to 49 per 
cent., as the case may be. I think the whole paragraph is much too 


high. 
5 should like to offer some amendments in bulk, which may be voted 
upon as a single amendment, and I do not propose, except in some im- 
rtant cases, to ask for the yeas and nays upon these questions because 
know how important time is. I should like to offer an amendment, 
in line 7, before the word cents,” to strike out 10“ and insert 8; 
in line 9, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ tostrike out 18“ and insert 15; 
in line 11, before the word cents, to strike out ‘‘23” and insert 20,“ 
and in line 13, before the word cents,“ to strike out 28“ and insert 
25.“ That leaves it as to the three last-mentioned amendments ex- 
actly as the present law is, and the rate of duty seems to be high enough. 

The PR ENT pro tempore, These different amendments will be 
submitted as one amendment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that as many 
of these yarns come in at a cost of much less than 25 cents a pound, as 
to which my first amendment applies, the rate of duty is far in excess 
of what the table states it. These yarns come in at a cost of from 15 
to 25 cents a pound very largely, and in that case 10 cents a pound duty 
on 15 cents a pound cost is 66 per cent. and not 42 percent. Yarns 
costing 16 cents per pound would pay a rate of duty of 62} per cent.; 
yarns costing 17 cents a pound 59 per cent., and soon. Then as you 
proceed and get beyond the 25 cents a pound you come to those 20 cents 
a pound, where the duty is made 18 cents a pound. That is equal to 
90 per cent., and not 51 per cent., as it is stated in the table furnished 
us by the committee. 

I wish further to state in this connection, Mr. President, calling at- 
tention, as I did the other day, to the facts as to the labor-cost as e 
by Mr. Wadlin, the chief of the labor commission in the State of — 
chusetts, that these rates of duty are more than three times the entire 
labor- cost in the manufacture of the goods. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand this paragraph, there is still an- 
other increase not included in the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is the ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, These yarns valued at over $1 per pound 
pay 50 cent, ad valorem, as provided for in this bill. Under the 
present law they pay 48 cents per pound, which is not 50 per cent. ad 
valorem, but somewhere between 30 and 40 per cent. ad valorem. I 
move therefore to strike out 50 per cent. ad valorem,” in lines 19 
and 20, and insert 48 cents per pound,“ which is the present law. 
The average value of these yarns imported into this country is one 
dollar and three mills, so that the present rate of 48 cents per pound 
is not by any means equivalent to 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. DoI understand the Senator from Kentucky to say 
that yarns valued above $1 a pound pay a duty of 48 cents a pound? 

Mr. CARLISLE, It is so stated here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The law does not so state. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Your report so states. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be that Mr. Evans has it so in the table. 
I have not examined: but the law is not to that effect and never has 
been. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Read the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The presentlaw reads, ‘‘ valued at over $1 per pound, 
50 per cent, ad valorem.’’ That is paragraph 318 of the present law. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not the statute before me, but I have be- 
fore methetablesubmitted by the committee to accompany these para- 


graphs. 
Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator knows how that table was made as 
well as I. We have discussed that several times. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But Senators here in the hurry of debate have the 
right, it seems to me, to rely upon these tables as being correct until 
the contrary is shown, and I was basing my motion upon that table as 
it appears here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose in calling attention to the law was to 
show that the table was not correct. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That being the case, I will not insist upon the 
amendment, although this is a pretty high rate of duty; butas it isthe 
same as the existing law I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment to ph 327, in 
relation to spool thread, I move to make the rate 5 cents, in line 22, 
by striking out seven and inserting ‘‘ five;’’ and in line 25, I move 
to strike out seven and insert “‘ fiye,” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 327, on page 73, line 22, before- 
the word cents, it is proposed to strike out seven“ and insert 
‘five; and in line 25, before the word cents,“ to strike out seven“ 
and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

327. * pen thread of cotton, eee on each spool not exceeding 100 yards of 
thread, 5 cents per dozen; exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for every ad- 
ditional 100 yards of thread or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 5 
cents per dozen spools, 

Mr. VANCE. The present cost per dozen abroad for the double spool, 
containing 200 yards, is 23 cents, and for the single spool, containing 100 
yards, 11) cents, and this duty of 7 cents per dozen is about 66 
cent. I do not think it is correctly stated in the expert’s report. t 
is too much on this necessary article so much used by the plain people 
of the country, and my amendment will leave it at about 50 per cent., 
which I think is reasonable and should be adopted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Paragraph 328 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, in 
da 328, on page 74, line 6, after the word yard,“ to strike 
out: 

Provided, That all such unbleached and bleached cotton cloth valued at more 
than 8 cents per square yard shall pay a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

So as to make the clause read: 

328. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and 
7 ͤ T 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, 4 cents per tt cea AN, z 5 Fe 

The PRESIDENT ꝓro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
ol the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call attention to paragraph 328. 
The existing law provides for cotton cloth not exceeding one hun: 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling.“ This 
bill reduces it down to fifty threads to the square inch, and, as will be 
noticed in the table on page 74, under existing law where the duty has 
been 23 cents a square yard on cotton cloth of one hundred threads to 
the inch it has been reduced to 2 cents, where the provision is made for 
fifty threads to the inch upon the assumption that cotton cloth of one 
hundred threads to the inch, excepting as a matter of course the ma- 
terial, is twice as costly to make as cotton cloth fifty threads to the 
inch, This is certainly a very deceptive percentage that is given in the 
table. It my assumption is correct, the duty imposed onght to be 
carried out as 62 per cent. instead of 31.38 per cent. 

I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph, as I do not see how 
we can change the classification without taking a great deal of time, 
to strike out 2 cents and insert ‘‘14 cents,” inline 3; and in line 4, 
to strike out 2 cents and insert 2 cents.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 328, on page 74, in line 3, before 
the word cents,“ it is pro: to strike out 2“ and insert 1; 
and in line 4, after the word two,“ to strike out and one-half; so 
as to read: 

328, Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, and 
not exceeding 50 is to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 14 
cents per square yard; if bleached, 2 cents per square yard. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 329 was read, as follows: 


Mr. McPHERSON, In this paragraph we find the same conditions 
existing as to classifications, and instead of being a reduction of duties 
it is a vast increase in rates. I move to strike out, in line 12, “2}” 
and insert 14; in line 14, to strike out ‘‘4 cents“ and insert 34 
cents,” and in line 21, in the proviso, to strike out 35 and insert 
ti 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 329, on page 74, line 12, before 
the word cents,“ it is pro to strike out 2 and insert 1; 
in line 14, before the word cents, to strike out 4“ and insert ‘'33;” 
and in line 21, before the words per cent.,“ to strike ont 35 and 
insert ‘'30;*’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


829. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the square inch, counting the 7 5 5 
and filling, 12 cents per square yard; if bleached, 3 cents per eguo yart 3 
dyed, colored, stained, nted, or printed, 3} cents per square z vided, 
That on all cotton cloth not exceeding 100 threads ty the square inch, countin:; 

the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or p -= 
valued at over 6} cents per square yard; ed, valued at over 9 cents per 


b 
uare yard; and dyed, colored, stained, nted, or printed, valued at over 12 
pes 2 ‘J T and paid a duty of 30 per 


dare yard, there shail be levi 
orem, 


cents per 
cent, ad vV: 


` 
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Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question as to the necessity for making these classifications and mak- 
ing three instead of one. A change is made from cloth not exceeding 
one hundred threads to the square inch to cloth not exceeding filty 
threads to the square inch, and then another classification with one 
hundred threads to the square inch, and the rate of duty is different. 
I can not see any necessity for that, because ib is a well known fact that 
the first-class, in fact you may say all of the cloth below one hundred 
threads to the square inch is made in this country cheaper than it is 
made at Manchester; and it is a better cloth, more cotton in it, better 
weight, and less sizing. Therefore there is no earthly necessity, as it 
seems to me, for making this change of classification, and making a 


different rate of duty. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I sbould like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island a question also, I see that the explanation states that the 
estimate is based upon one-half of the importations,’’ What are we 
to understand by that? Is it one-half of the importations under each 
particular head as we find it here in the tables? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The articles named in paragraph 328 and para- 

ph 329 of the bill are now included in one paragraph. The expert 

divided the importations between these two phs upon the 
supposition that one-half of the importations belongs to each. There 
are reductions of the rates in both cases, 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what 
is the difference in value between cotton cloth of fifty threads to the 
inch and cotton cloth of one hundred threads to the inch? 

Mr, ALDRICH. . It depends entirely upon the character and quality 
of the cloth. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Of course the cloth of a hundred threads to the 
inch is a finer cloth, but if the material be the same in both classes of 
cloth what is the difference in value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fifty threads to the square inch mightcontain very 
much finer yarn than that of one hundred threads, It depends on the 
process of weaving—whether woven closely, or open, or how. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 330 was read, as follows: 


339. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the varp 
and filling, 3 cents per square yard; if bleached, 4 cents per mace feces f 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5 cents per square yard: ided, 
That on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 7} cents per square yard; bleached} 
valued at over 10 cents per square yard; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 

rinted, valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be levied, col- 

ected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, here again is the same method 
of classification, and the same rule applies to this that applied to the 
other paragraphs which have been read. I move tostrike out, in line 2, 
on 75, the word three before the word ‘‘cents’’ and insert “two 
and a half;’’ in line 3, to strike out ‘four’? and insert three and a 
half;”’ in line 4, to strike out five“ and insert four,” and at the 
end of the proviso, in line 12, tostrike out forty ’’ and insert thirty- 
five.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be regarded 
as one question, if there be no objection, and will now be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 330, on page 75, line 2, before the 
word cents,“ it is proposed to strike out three“ and insert two 
and a half; in line 3, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ 
and insert three and a half ;’’ in line 5, before the word cents,“ to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘four,’’ and in line 12, before the words 
per centum,” tostrike out ‘' forty ” and insert “thirty-five ;’’? so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


330. Cotton cloth not bleached, F colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the war; 
and filling, 2} cents per essere yard; if bleached, 3} cents per square yard; if 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4cents per square yard: Provided, 
That ‘on all cotton cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained 
painted, or printed, valued at over 7} cents per square yard; bleached, valued 
at over lo cents per square yard; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 12} cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 35 per cent, ad valorem, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Paragraph 331 was read, as follows: 


* 831. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting the 

and filling, 3} cents per square yard; if bleached, Al cents per square yard; if dyed. 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5} cents persquare yard: Provided, Thaton 
all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not ex ing 200 threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, valued at over 8 cents per square yard; bleached valued at over lo cents 
. pef square yard; dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12 
oan uare yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 45 per 
cent. lorem. 


The question is on the amendment 


Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island why was it not possible to have made an ad valorem rateof duty 
which would apply to all these goods. If they were valued at a higher 
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rate, of course they would come in ata higher duty under an ad valorem 
rate, the same as under a specific, and if there is any reduction in the 
cost-price of these goods the consumer would get the benefitofit. As 
it is now, the specific rates of duty make it impossible that the cost to 
the consumer in this country should be less than that fixed in the 
specific rate. 

I move to amend this paragraph by striking out, in line 16, three 
and a half” before the word ‘‘cents’’ and inserting three; in line 
17, striking out ſour and a half” and inserting ‘*‘four;’’ in line 18, 
striking out *‘five and one-balf and inserting “‘five,” and then, in the 
proviso, in line 2, on page 76, I move to strike out ſorty- ive and 


insert thirty-flve.““ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 331, on page 75, in line 16, after 
the word“ three,“ it is proposed to strike out and a half; in line 
17, after the word four, to strike out and one-half;’’ in line 18, 
after the word ‘‘five,’’ to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’ and in line 2, on 
page 76, to strike out ‘‘ forty-five '’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


and filling, 3cents per square yard; if bleached, 4 cents per square 3 if dyed, 
uare : Provided, That 


$ ox printed, 5 cents per on 
all cotton cloth exceeding 150 and not exceeding pd reine gee 
or 


threads to th 
counting the warp and filling, not . colored, stained, pain 
ard; dyed, colored, stained ‘ated. or 5 ter 12 

r square yard; N g „ 
antag be Said hove shall be levied. collected, and paid a duty of 35 per 
cent, ad valorem. 0 - 

Mr. VANCE. I call attention to the fact, without any hope of get- 
ting an explanation, that the cheaper priced articles which are sub- 
jected to specific duty average 60, 93, 61, 88, and 52.96 per cent., and 
the higher priced articles which are subjected to ad valorem duties pay 
45 per cent. I think the whole schedule ought to be at an ad valorem 
rate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

$22. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding 200 threads tothe square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4} cents 
per square yard; if bleached, 5} cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, 
painted, or printed, 64 cents ede ‘gold yard: Provided, That on all such cotton 
cloths not bleached, 3an, cpio stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 
10 cents par uare yard; leached, valued at over 12 cents per square yard, and 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 cents per square 
yard, thereshall be levied, colictied und paid a duty of 45 percent. Er- 
Provided further, That on cotton cloth, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, containing an admixture of silk, and not otherwise 8838 for, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. This paragraph is based upon the same idea. 
The present law provides for where the threads exceed 200 to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, and this is based upon 
cotton cloth ‘‘exceeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the 
square inch. Certainly on this quality and weight of cloth this must 
make a very great increase in duty, and the increase as stated in the 
committee’s table is trom 52 to 60 per cent., but by the method of 
computation by which I have been values based upon 
the classification, I should make the duty over 80 per cent. 

I move to strike out, in line 5, after the word “ filling,“ the words 
‘‘four and one-half’? and to insert ‘‘four;’’ in line 6, after the word 
‘* bleached,” to strike out five and one-half” and insert ‘‘five;’? in 
line 8, after the word ' six,“ to strike ont the words and three- 
fourths;’’ and in the first proviso, in line 14, before the words per 
cent.,“ to strike out ‘‘forty-five’? and insert “thirty-five; ” and in 
3 second proviso, in line 18, to strike out fifty and insert forty- 

ve.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In paragraph 332, on page 76, line 5, after the 
word four,“ it is pro to strike out and one-half;’’ in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘five,’’ to strike out and one-half;’’ in line 8, after 
the word six,“ to strike out and three-fourths;’’ in line 14, before 
the words per cent.,“ to strike out “forty-five” and insert thirty- 
five;” and in line 18, before the words per cent.,“ to strike out 
“fifty ’? and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


The question is on the amendment 


The amendment will be reported at 


uare yard: Provi 

|, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, val 
cents per square yard; bleached, valued at over 12 cents per sq 
dyed, colored, ned, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 ownts 
yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paida duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem: 
eee eee That on cotton cloth, bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted 
or printed, containing an admixture of silk, and not otherwise provided for, 
there shal: be !svied, collected, and paid a duty of 45 per cent, ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Scoator from New Jersey. ~ 
The amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


= 
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a on Finance, was to strike out the original paragraph 346, 
as follows: 

34i. Corsets, valued at $6 or less dozen, 35 cent, ad valorem; when 
8 — — 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether the effect of the committee’s amendment striking out 
parngraph 346 will be to pr pod vce a fae into the next par- 

agraph, 333, as an article of wearing appar: 

Mr. ALDRICH. Corsets will be 5 according to the material 
of chief value. If composed of silk they will pay 50 per cent.; if com- 
posed of cotton they will pay 40 per cent. It depends on the material 
of chief value. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Shall I understand the Senator to say that if they 
are composed of silk they will pay the silk duty, and if composed of 
eotton they will pay 40 per cent. ad valorem? 

Mr. ALDRIC Fifty per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fifty per per cent. ad valorem is an increase over the 
present rate. The t rate is 35 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Thirty-five and 50, 

Mr. CARLISLE, No; not 35 and 50; there can not be two rates of 


m of them pay 35 per cent. and a portion 50 
per cent. When ued at $6 or less per dozen they pay 35 per cent. 
ad valorem, and when valned at over $6 per dozen 50 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. There is no change in that, paragraph 346 being stricken ont. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam speaking of the present law, and the Sen- 
ator is speaking of the House bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I had reference to this paragraph. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Iam speaking of the law as it now stands, and 
“the rate there is 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out paragraph 346. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tie reading of the bill was resumed. 

Thenext amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 
333, on page 76, line 24, after the word fiber, to insert ‘‘ or of which 
cotton orother vegetable fiber is the component material of chiet value,’’ 
and at the end of the paragraph to strike out the following 2 

Provided, That all such clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel 
having India rubber as a component nfi eer a A shall be subject to a duty of 60 
cenis per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

a of wi U vor. 
. ante, nad rticles 1 Peay dae sot al which cota or other 
e fiber isthe by thot n — 


cent. ad 

The 3 was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have a modification to p tothis paragraph. 
On line 23, page 76, I move to insert han iefs and neck-ties or 
neck-wear,’’ and to strike out in lines 2, 3, and 4, on page 77, inelud- 
ing hemmed handkerchiefs, and neck-ties or neck-wear made of cotton, 
and garments made of cotton chenille, and,” and insert in place of the 
worl and! all of the foregoing.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘This is a mere change of phraseology in the con- 
struction of the pa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary was not able to fol- 
low the language of the Senator from Rhode Island. The Chair begs 
him to repeat it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 23, page 76, afterthe word “ description,” 
I move to insert “thandkerehiefs and neck-ties or neck-wear;’’ and in 
line 2, on page 77, to strke out the words ‘‘including hemmed hand- 
kerchiefs, and neck-ties or neck-wear made of cotton, and garments 
made of cotton chenille, and,“ and to insert in place of those words 
the words all of the foregoing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 334 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on 77, line 11, after the word “‘fiber’’ to insert not 
bleached, dyed, colored, stained, ‘painted, or printed;’’ and in line 13, 
after the words “ad valorem,” to strike ont: 

Chenille curtains, table 5 all goods manufactured of cotton chenille 


—— — — table fiber, or in which cotton chenille forms the component ma- 
value, 20 cents per square yard, and 35 per cent, ad valorem ; 


as to insert: 

On all such de genes —— yard and 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem; if dy 5 or 3 14 cents per square yard 
and 20 per cent, ad valorem. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


bl . 12 eents 
ored, ben. DALADA DE TAD 8 14 cents per square yard 


Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island what will be the effect of the amendment proposed by 


the committee, striking out the words “ chenille curtains, table covers, 
and all goods manufactared of cotton chenille or other vegetable fiber, 
or in which cotton chenille forms the component material of chief 
value, 20 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem.” That 
is to say, by what clause will those articles be covered and what rate of 
duty will they pay if stricken out of this paragraph? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Forty per cent. ad valorem under paragraph 338. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The general clause? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; unless they are articles of wearing ap- 
parel. Of course if they are ‘they will pay 50 per cent. duty under the 
paragraph we have just passed over, but all cotton table-cloths, cur- 
tains, and other articles made of chenille, except wearing apparel, will 
pay 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Paragraph 338 is: 

Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, and all manufactures of cotton not 
specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘Then, Mr. President, without moving any amend- 
ment to that, I desire to say that, in my opinion, neither of the other 
amendments proposed by the committee should be adopted. They 
both make a very considerable increase in the rates of duty to be im- 
posed on these articles over the rates proposed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives and over the present law. The proposition made by the 
House of Representatives is, as I understand it, an increase over the 
existing law, by a change from an ad valorem rate of 30 per cent. upon 
all this character of goods to a specific rate of 10 cents per square yard 
and 20 per cent. ad valorem on one class, and 20 cents per square yard 
and 35 per cent, ad valorem on the other. Of course any one can see 
at once there is a large increase on the second class, where the duty is 
raised from 40 per cent. to 20 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. 
ad valorem in lieu of 40 per cent., which covers them all now. 

The proposition as it came from the House was to include in this 
paragraph all plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fab- 

ics composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber,’’ although they 17 2 
be bleached, dyed, colored, stained, or printed, and the Senate 
nance Committee proposed to insert the words “not bleached, dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed,” ete., which will take all that 
class of articles ont of these lower rates of duty, and then by adding 
an amendment at the end of the paragraph it is proposed to impose a 
duty of 12 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem upon one 
class, and 14 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem upon 
the other, which is a very large increase of duty. 

In the hearings before the Senate Committee on Finance, in 1888, 
Mr. Howard Richmond, who is a manufacturer of this article, made 
this statement: 

Tho present 40 per cent. ad valorem tariff does not protect the manufacturer 
in the fares ay of velveteen in demand. It does protect in the medium 
and higher grades, 

That is, the higher grades to which I have just alluded. 

Mr. ALD DRICH. Iam sure the Senator does not wish to do an in- 
justice to Mr. Richmond. I wish he would read the testimony in the 
book instead of from the importers’ statement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator say this statement is not in it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That statement, I suppose, is in it, but in his state- 
ment given before the committee he shows the cost of the medium 
grades and gives the figures. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not talking about the low or medium grades. 
Iam reading this to show that Mr. Richmond said that 40 per cent. 
was pot sufficient to protect the manufacturer on the lower grades, but in 
the medium and higher grades it was sufficient. The grades I am 
talking about now are the higher grades, where you propose to impose 
u duty of 12 cents a square yard and 20 per cent, ad valorem on one 
class and 14 cents per square yard anl 20 per cent. ad valorem on 
the other. Ihave here before me, furnished it is true by the importers, 
and received by me yesterday afternoon, a statement showing what the 
increase will be upon the higher grades, and Mr. Richmond himself 
stated that the present duty was sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s five minutes have ex- 


ired. 
i Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the fact that there is here an increase of duty all 
along the line. In the statement made l:y Mr, Worrell, one of theim- 
porters who appeared before the Finance Committee, speaking of these 
very articles, he said: 
Cotton colored velvets are used almost exclusively by the laboring classes. 
That is to say, these plushes, velvets, nnd velveteens. 
cnn 2 at present an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent. This duty is large 
enough for revenue, as the goods are not mads here, 
Under the proposed rate of duty they will pay 70 per cent. 
I wish to offer an amendment to the whole paragraph which Wa 
strike out all except three or four lines. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. N 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it is not in order at present; let the 
Fea rin amendments be agreed to formally, and then we can have a 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee, 
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in lines 11 and 12 of the peragrap 


h, inserting not bleached, dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, will be regarded as agreed to if 
there be no objection to it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have objected to it, and I think we had better 
take n vote. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on the first 
amendment to the paragraph proposed by the Committee on Finance. 
The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the commit- 
tee, 1 h 334, will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 334, on page 77, line 13, after the 
words ad valorem,’’ the Committee on Finance propose to strike out: 

Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cotton chenille 
or other vegetable fiber, or in which cotton chenille forms the com: ent ma- 
teria! of chief value, 20 cents per square yard and 35 per cent. ad y: m; 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

On all such goods if bleached, 12 cents per square 
valorem; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or prin: 
and 20 per cent. ad yalorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey will now be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 334 and 
in lien thereof to insert: 

334. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed of 
cotton or other vegetable fiber, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This included, as will be observed, all the 
plushes, ete., bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,” 
and it makes no difference as to the cost. It is the same as the present 
law, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 335 was read, as follows: 

335. Stockings, hose and half-hose, made on knitting machines or frames, 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton, valued at not 
more than $1.50 per dozen, 35 por cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out 35,“ on page 78, line 1, 
and insert 30.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 335, on page 78, line 1, after the 
word dozen,“ it is proposed to strike out 35 and insert 30: so 
as to read: 


335. Stockings, hose and half-hose, made on 2 — or frames, 
oom posed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, and shirts and drawers composed of cotton valued at not 
more than $1.50 per dozen, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out the following: 

350. Stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or shaped 
wholly or in part by knitting machines ortrames, or knit by hand. and composed 
of cotton or vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, valued at not more 
than 6) cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents perdozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 60 cents per dozen and not 
more than $2 dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
30 per cent. valorem; valued at more than §2 per dozen pairs, and not more 
than $i per dozen pairs, 75 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 
cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $i per dozen pairs, $1 per dozen pairs, 
and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; and all shirts and drawers 
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more than $1.50 per dozen 
and not more than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in addition thereto 35 per 
cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $3 per dozen, and not more than $5 per 
dozen, I. per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 cent, ad valorem; valued 
at more than $5 per dozen, and not more than per dozen, $1.75 per dozen, 
and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $7 
dozen, $2.25 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

336. On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashi. narro or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames, or t by — ge Par 
com of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, such as are 
eomm known as soamless stockings, hose, or half-hose, valued at not 
more than 60 cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition 
thereto 20 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than 60 cents per dozen pairs and 
not morethan $2 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 
30 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $2 per dozen pairs, 40 cents 
dozen pairs, and in addition 40 per cent.ad valorem; and on alishirts 
and drawers composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more than 
$1.50 per dozen, and not more than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in addition 
thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem ; valued at more than 88 per dozen, $1.25 per 
dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent.ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest a modification or change of phraseology 
in the part to be inserted. In line 7, page 79, after the word ‘‘ hand,” 
to insert including such asare commercially known as seamless stock- 
' “ings, hose, or half-hose,’’ transposing the words in lines 8 and 9, and 
then to strike out the same words where they occur in lines 8 and 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 7, page 79, after the word hand,“ it 
is proposed to insert: 

Including such as are commercially known as seamless stockings, hose, 
half hase = * = 


Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Then strike out the word “and” and insert “all 


rd and 20 per cent. ad 
H cents per square yard 


The question is on the amendment 
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of the above.” It is simply a change of the phraseology to make the 
meaning of the paragraph clearer. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: -7 
On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or sha 
n ö * 


as are y eee 
vr aboye composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber finished or unfinished, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the whole 


that is, tothe committee’s amendment—beginning on line 


paragraph 
5; and if in order now I will send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amendment having 
been agreed to, the Senator’s amendment can be received now only by 
unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 336 and 
to insert in lieu thereof: 

336. On stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvedged, fashioned, narrowed, or 
shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines and frames, or knit by hand, and 
com cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, such as are 


commercially known as seamless stockings, hose, or half-hose, and on all shirts 


and drawers composed of cotton or other yegetable fiber, 40 per cent. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The present law imposes a duty of 40 cent, 
on all those goods, The bill proposes to impose a duty, as I have fig- 
ured it out, of about 61 per cent. on the average of all stockings that 
are imported. On an importation of about $5,000,000 the committee 
raise the duty from 40 per cent. ad valorem to 61 per cent. on the av- 
erage. Take the class of stockings costing 50 cents per dozen, which 
pay a duty of 20 cents per dozen and 30 per cent. ad valorem, the duty 
equals 60 per cent.; on the class where the cost is 75 cents per dozen 
and 40 per cent. ad valorem it equals 96 per cent.; costing $1 per dozen 


with duty of 50 cents per dozen and 40 per cent. ad valorem, the rate , 


would equal 80 per cent. On those costing 81. 50 per dozen it is 63 per 
cent.; on those costing $2.50 dozen a duty of 40 cents a dozen and 
40 per cent. ad valorem 66 per cent., and so on. 


The average, as I make it, under the present bill on the importations 
of 1889 makes the duty 60 per cent., instead of 40 per cent. 

Now, go to shirts and drawers, which are also included in this para- 
graph. On shirts and drawers costing $1.50 a dozen the $1 specific 
duty and 35 per cent. ad valorem is equal to 101 per cent.,-and the 
present duty is 40 per cent. ; on those costing $2 per dozen it is equal 
to 85 per cent.; on those costing $3 per dozen it is equal to 68 per cent.; 
on those costing $4 per dozen it is equal to 71 cent. ; on cost- 
ing $5 per dozen it is equal to 65 per cent. e t rate of duty 
is 40 per cent., and therefore from this statement the increases of duty 
can be easily determined. 

Upon this amendment I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The gues- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, upon w. 
the yeas. and nays are ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Sonth Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Theoccupant of the chair 
is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If theSena- 
tor from Virginia were present, the occupant of the chair would vote 
“nay,” 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], who is temporarily absent. 
Otherwise I shonld vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW ].° 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ Ide- 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by indisposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has a quorum voted, may I ask the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ot yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Puau], but with the liberty to vote to make a quornm; and as it ap- 
pears to be n , I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON. As I havestated, I havea general pair with the Bena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. The Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER] is absent and not paired. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from South Carolina to the Senator from Montana, so that the 
Senator from Montana and the Senator from South Carolina will stand 
as paired, and I will vote. I vote “nay,” 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan],who, I believe, has not voted; but by arrangement this pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], 
and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] and myself can 
therefore vote. I vote nay.“ 
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Mr. DANIEL. I have a general pair with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], and I will withdraw my vote unless the pair can 
be transferred to some other Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that my 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] may be transferred 
to the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and the Senator from 
Virginia can vote. I have already voted, thinking a quorum was nec- 
essary, and so my friend from Virginia can vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘Then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. J. who is necessarily 
absent from the Chamber, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask if the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN | has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with that Senator, and therefore I 


abstain from voting. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—2, 

Bate, r, MePherson, Reagan, 

Carlisle, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 

Coke, rman, Pasco, Vest, 

Daniel, Gray, Plumb, Walthall, 

Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—27. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Stew: 

Allen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 

Casey, Frye, MeMillan, Teller, 

m, Hal Mitchell, Washburn 
Dawes, Hawley, Moody, Wilson of Lowa, 
Dixon, Higgins, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Dol Hiscock, Spooner, 

ABSENT—37. 
Allison, Chandler, Kenna, Quay, 
Barbour, l, Manderson, Sanders, 

A Corquitt, Morgan, Sawyer, 
BI 4 Da Morrill, Squire, 
— 8 Farwell, Fayos, eee 

odget George, ettigrew, ‘urpie, 
Brown, i 5 n, Pierce, Voorhees, 
Butler, Platt, 
Call, Hearst, Power, 
Cameron, Ingal Pugh, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

veh Cotton cords, braids, Lie shos, and eee per 2 
2 ng, suspe: 5 races, 
— Aret. are, elastic or 2 40 per cent, ad valorem. SA, z 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have a modification to make to that paragraph. 
I move to add the following proviso: 
Provided, That none of the articles included in this paragraph shall pay a less 
rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move, in paragraph 337, line 1, page 80, to strike 
out ‘35 cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why paragraphs 354 and 355 were notinserted under the cotton schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the articles are made of linen, 

Mr. PLUMB. Paragraph 354 says: 

Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The larger part of them is composed wholly or in 
part of linen. You can not very well make two classifications, The 
more important part of them is made of linen. 

Mr. PLUMB, Are the laces, edgings, embroideries, etc., in para- 
graph 355, linen ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Linen isthe more important article in their manu- 


facture. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it says composed of flax, jute, or other vege- 
table fiber“ I did not know but what there might be some way of 
classifying those made of cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is almost impossible to find out in the case of 
lace and embroidery whether it is composed of cotton or linen, and the 
committee made the rate uniform and to cover both. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before departing from this cotton schedule I wish to 
have read and go into the RECORD, if it has not already gone there 
during my absence, a memorial signed by a large number of manu- 
facturers. I do not care to have the signatures attached. It is signed 
by a number of petitioners, and was sent to me, as I presume it may 
have been sent to other Senators, on the subject of the duty imposed 
in paragraph 355. [thought it referred to paragraph 335, I was mis- 
taken, and will withhold it for the present. 

Mr, McPHERSON. I desire to state that I have a table which I 
should like to have inserted in the RECORD at paragraph 337, as I was 
called out of the Chamber at the time that was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 


= 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
The table referred to is as follows : 


Cotton cords and braids, ete., costing— 


20 cents per pound.. 
25 cents per pound... 
30 cents per pound... 
35 cents per pound eres iesse 


= Average on these is 132 per cent.; labor manufactures report, 1890, from 11 
to 43 per cent. 

This changes from 35 per cent. ad valorem to 35 cents per pound, 
which on the common grades of cotton cords, braids, boot and shoe 
laces is more than 100 per cent., an advance of 14 per cent. on existing 
rates, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 338 will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

338. Cotton damask, in the piece or otherwise, andall manufactures of cotton 
not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. McPHERSON, I move, in line6, page 80, to strike ont ‘‘forty ” 
and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ so as to read: 35 per cent, ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. ; 

The améndment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the desire of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that Schedule J shall now be proceeded with? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

339. Flax straw, $ per ton. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 80, 
line 10, after the word dressed, to strike out 1 cents per pound 
and insert 520 per ton;’’ so as to make paragraph 340 read: 

340. Flax, not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pro by the 
Committee on Finance will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 


Mr. WASHBURN, I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment. 
Mr. WASHBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
n and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. My colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER], who is absent, in is paired with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], who is absent, 
Ihave transferred that pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], 
who is also absent, and I vote yea. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pan]. I do not think that my vote is 
necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAROUn]J. His name is not recorded. I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. Otherwise Ishould vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Bya transfer of the pair of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] 
to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], with whom I am paired, I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote nay. 

Mr. CALL. Under the arrangement made by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DAvis], I vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL, I inquire if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I withhold my vote. I am paired with him. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], and if my vote is not necessary to make a quorum I with- 
hold it. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and therefore withe 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Carlisle, Daniel, Gorman, 
Bate, Coke, Dixon, Gray, 
Colquitt, ~ Faulkner, e, 
Call, Cullom, Frye, Hawley, 


Hiscock, McPherson, =- Ransom, Vance, 
Hour. Mitchell,. Reagan, Vest. 
Jones of Arkansas, Pasco. Stewart, Wilson of Md. 
Jones of Nevada, Quay, Teller, Wolcott. 
NAYS—14. 
Dol Paddock, Washburn, 
8 H ——— Pierce, ` Wilson of Lowa, 
Y, MeMillan, 
Davis, y. Stockbridge, 
ABSENT—38. 

Alliso: Edmunds, Kenna, Sanders, 

—. — Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Morgan Spooner, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Squire, 
Blodgett, George, Payne Stanford, 
Brown, 2 8 ee 

ampton. stt, oorhees, 

S IL Plumb, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Power, 

Dawes, Ingalls, Pugh, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Lask if my name is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s response was not heard 
at the desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote yea.“ s 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator voted, I suppose? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
state that he responded to his name? 

Mr. GIBSON. I think not, sir. Ido not say that I responded to 
my name. I can not remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then Ido not think the vote ought to be recorded. 

Mr. GIBSON. I can not say that I voted. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Simply announce the fact. We can not change 
the vote after the result has been announced. 

Mr. GIBSON. It does not affect the result. Perhaps under the cir- 
cumstances I ought to withdraw it. I can not say whether I voted or 


not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XII provides that 

No Senator shall be permitted to vote atter the decision shall have been an- 
nounced by the Presiding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with unani- 
mous consent, change or withdraw his vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that my vote 
may be recorded. I intended to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks unanimous con- 
sent could not be given to enter the Senator’s name, although a vote 

may be changed or withdrawn, the result having been announced by 
the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. TELLER. On the former vote I voted when I was paired with 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I simply desire to make 
this statement so that he may have the benefit of it in the RECORD. 
I had paired with him; he had stepped over to the other House, and I 
voted inadvertently. 

Mr. HOAR. You can withdraw that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can withdraw that vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator has a sufficient reason 
for the withdrawal, it is in order under the rule. 

Mr. BERRY. It is wholly immaterial. The Senator voted inad- 
vertently. Just let it stand. I do not ask him to withdraw it. It 
is all right as it is. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
i% ene 341 d. The Co tee on F 

Paragrap was read. e Committee on Finance proposed to 
amend the paragraph on page 80, line 12, by striking out ‘‘ 4 cents per 
pound and inserting *'$40 per ton ;’’ so as to read: 

341, Flax, hackled, known as“ dressed line,” $10 per ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House proposes to impose a duty upon this 
article of $89.60 per ton, and the amendment will reduce it to $40 per 
ton, which I think is amply sufficient, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact, however, that 
it requires 2 tons of flax to make 1 ton of dressed line.“ As this 
bill is claimed to be framed in the direction of protection to American 
labor, I should like to know where American labor is to receive any 
protection in dressing flax, as it requires 2 tons of raw flax, at $20 per 
ton, to make 1 ton of dressed line, and on dressed line” the rate 
is $40 per ton, which leaves nothing for American labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there are sufficient reasons while the duty 
on these raw materials, textile fabrics, flax, hemp, etc., which can be 
produced in this country, ought to be maintained, and protection ought 
to be given so as to encourage the farmer in producing these articles. 
By the discovery of the important use of binding-twine for wheat an 
enormous quantity, amounting, I think, to 50,000 tons of these textile 
fabrics, is absolutely necessary, and now in Kentucky and in Ohio 


The vote then will stand, if there be 


and in other States they are raising flax and hemp in large quantities 
to meet this particuiar demand, and by a little encouragement they 
will no doubt do it, so that in time, and in a very speedy time, as Iam 
assured by those interested in the manufacture of these articles, the 
price of binding-twine and other articles will be reduced down to 4, 5, 
6, or 7 cents, depending upon the cost of production and the season of 
ths year. 


I think, therefore, that while the committee reduced the duty on 
these texile fabricsit would bean act of public policy to allow the duty 
proposed by the House to remain, because it can do no harm. A very 


small quantity of these artieles is imported. If imported at all they are 
imported in the form of cloth or flax interwoven, or the hemp is put 
into some kind of cordage, so that raw flax and raw hemp are very 
rarely imported. 

The duty as proposed by the House will do no harm and it may do 
good. That is the reason why I voted against the amendment of the 
committee, and why I sball vote against the pending amendment and 
alao wists the two following amendments if a yea-and-nay vote is 
called, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it a sufficient answer to the statement 
made by the Senator from Ohio to say that flax is not used in the manu- 
facture of binding-twine and none ever will be, for the reason that the 
price of hemp and flax is $581 f ton, or 29 cents a pound, and the 
highest price of binding-twine I know of is 14 or 15 cents a pound. 

Mr. DAVIS. Fifteen or 20 cents, 

Mr, ALDRICH. Occasionally 15 or 20. 

Mr. DAVIS. In some years. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is never so high as 29 cents, and the argument 
of the Senator from Ohio therefore is entirely aside from any question 
which is involved in this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has spoken 
once on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I shall speak to the next amendment when 
it is reached. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think that all these fibers, with flax 
straw and ending with hemp, ought to be placed on the free-list, so 
that we could make a corresponding reduction in the duty upon the goods 
which are manufactured from them. A 

As to flax, I do not think there is any evidence to show that the peo- 
ple of this country will ever engage in the culture of that article toan 
extent sufficient to supply even a small percentage of our wants. As 
to hemp, it is produced in my own State perhaps more largely than in 
any other State of the Union; I believe absolutely more- largely than 
in any other State in the Union, or all together. When we had a very 
low rate of duty upon hemp there were produced over 80,000 tons per 
annum, while with the present duty only about 12,000 tons per annum 
are produced. It would inflict no injury upon anybody, in my opin- 
ion, to have these articles upon the free-list, and great advantages would 
result to the consumers of the country from the reduction which then 
might be made upom linen and other s made from them. But I 
do not make the motion to strike out these articles because I know it 
would be useless to do so. My own opinion, however, is, and in that 
I am very decided, that they ought all to be upon the free-list. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator’s statement as to the large product 
of American hemp formerly, and the smaller one now, although there 
has a good deal come in, is explained by the fact that in those days 
there was an enormous demand for this product for the cordage of 
wooden ships, which has by. But the demand is coming up 
again. I am credibly informed that as against about 5,000 tons of 
hemp produced in this country three or four years ago, the crop which 
will mature this year and will go into next year’s product of twine and 
cordage will be over 20,000 tons, and that that will be very largely a 
product of the Northwestern States, and, of course, of Kentucky. I 
have been told of one man who has given an order as an outstanding 
order of a single farmer in Illinois for 3,000 tons, that being three- 
fifths of the whole product two or three years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. TI have in my hand a paper on this subject from a 
hemp and cordage company relating to the hemp-raising in Illinois, 
and I will read a paragraph or two: : 

Hemp cut before seeding does not exhaust the soil and continuous crops can 
be raised 8 It will grow luxuriantly in Kentucky, IIlinois, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, Iowa, 3 Pennsylvania, New York, and is now 
being raised in in ng quantities in all these districts or most of them. We 
have drawn our supply this year from Illinois, Kentucky, Minnesota, and 
Iowa, using a mixture, owing to the various qualities. 

The prices have ranged from $95 to $128 per ton, with a probable average of 
$105. The waste will run from 20 to 22 per cent. We began this manufacture 
three years ago. 

This is a manufacturing cordage company. 

The first year we made and sold about 600 tons, the second year about 800 
tons. In 1890 we made and sold nearly 1,400 tons. In 1891 we expect to make 
from 2,000 to 2,500 tons at Champaign, all from hemp grown in the West, 

And so or. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is binding-twine? 

Mr. CULLOM. This is a cordage company. 

Mr. ALLISON. Bat he is talking about binding-twine? 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes. But I read that more for the purpose of show- 
ing that hemp is grown in the several States that are mentioned here, 
and in pretty large quantities. 

Mr. VEST. There is one fact connected with the culture of hemp 
which ought to be stated frankly, and this is entirely out of the range 
of tariff taxation. 

There was a amount of hemp raised in the State of Missouri 
prior to the year 1861, although the quantity decreased year by year, 


* 5 
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and the reason of it was on account of the nature of the labor to be 


can not hire white men to in it, 

When slavery existed in the State of Missouri, to show the difference 
in the prices of slave labor upon the hemp farms and upon the grain 
farms, negroslaves who were hired for $150 or $175 on a wheat or corn 

tation would be hired in the hemp region for $250 or $300 a year. 

e cutting, as my friend says, is excessively disagreeable, and when it 
comes to the breaking it is not only the most.exhausting labor in the 
worldin the way of agricultural pursuits, but it is dangerous to human 
life on acconnt of the fiber which goes into the throat and lungs and pro- 
duces nearly always pulmonary disease. Therefore the owners of slaves 
were averse to hiring them upon the'hemp plantations, and the price, 
as I have stated, was always from 50 to 60 and 75 per cent. more in the 
hire of aslave upon a hemp plantation than upon a grain plantation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska appeals 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know but that the theory of the Senator 
in respect to cheap labor in flax culture is correct. I desire, however, 
to state that so far as Nebraska is concerned we had no slave labor there 
of any kind, but the increase in flax eulture with us has been the most 
remarkable of any increase in any branch of agricultural industry. 

Mr. VEST. IS that for the seed or for the fiber ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Principally tor the seed, perhaps; but the straw 
is being utilized somewhat and promises to be greatly used in the near 
future through the hackling process. 

Mr. VEST. The statistics which I have here somewhere, and which 
Jean lay my hand upon in a moment or two, show that there has been 
— the culture of flax for the seed, for the manufacture 
of oil y. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a further state- 

ment? I see by this paper that a few years ago the production of 

hemp—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois has spoken 
once upon this subject. 

Mr. M. I was speaking in the time of the Senator from 
Missouri. - 

Mr. VEST. Ihave but a word more to say. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. I only wanted topntin a further state- 
ment, - 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to say that in the State of Kentucky 
there are to-day about 24,000 acres of land in hemp, and the farmers ot 
Kentucky, as my friend knows, are giving up their hemp culture in 
order to go into the culture of tobacco, the white Burley, which is far 
more profitable, andin Missouri the hemp culture has ceased altogether. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator seen 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator {from Massachusetts has 
spoken once on this question. 

Mr. HOAR. _I only desire toask the Senatorif he has seen the report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture, issued about six weeks ago,where 

_he gives the statistics of the different States, utterly contradicting his 
present impression. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not care what statistics are brought 
here; we can get statistics for almost anything, but I know that the 
culture of hemp has ceased in Missouri on account of the difficulty and 
RA PAEA of securing white labor. It requires compulsory labor, 
and after a white man has hired himself upon a hemp farm for one year 
he never tries it again, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri hasspoken 
five minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the 
committee will not be agreed to. I do not know, so far as the growth 
of hemp is concerned, what the effect of the tariff may have been, but 
Tam satisfied that the protective duty and the development of flax in 
my section of the country will be very beneficial. This industry has 
already grown to very large proportions, not only in my own State, 
but in nearly all our neighboring States, including Nebraska, Iowa, 
and the two Dakotas, and somewhat in Wisconsin. 

This industry has grown up largely on account of the value of the 
flaxseed, but A bx they are coming to utilize the fiber more and more. 
My belief is that if we cam have a protective duty substantially in the 
same line and at the same time the protective duty, as in the House bill, 
on linen, the fiber itselfcan be largely utilized, and that the coarser 
linen to a very great extent can be manufactured, not only in this 
country, but in my own section of the country. For that reason I want 
to see this duty maintained, as I want to see a high rate of duty main- 
tained on the product of linen. So I hope the amendment will not be 


agreed to. 
> Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, this is a subject of no little 
interest tothe West. It has been ascertained by a careful examina- 


tion which has been made that there go to waste on the farms of 
the Mississippi Valley about 1,000,000 tons of flax straw every year, 
which if we could but utilize in manufacturing would bring to the 
farmers of the Mississippi Valley about $20,000,000 a year more than 
they get now. So it would in effect save to them that amonnt of 
money. I believe that from the provisions which have been made in 
this bill for the encouragement ot linen manufactures and those of like 
character in which this product may be nsed, there will in a short 
time be saved to the farmers.of the Mississippi Valley $20,000,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator 
from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN }is in favor of putting binders’ twine 
upon the free-list. It has been demonstrated beyond any question that 
the fiber of flax can be used in the manufacture of binders’ twine, and 
there is not any sort of doubt that if cultivated for that specific pur- 
pose it can be cultivated with profit, and that Minnesota can raise flax, 
notably hemp also, and from it manufacture all the binders’ twine 
that she consumes. What I desire to say in this connection more 
especially is to express surprise that upon this agricultural product, 
that is, the raw material of an important article which she uses, on the 
one hand they propose to put a duty double the present duty on the 
raw material and put the manufactured product upon the ſree-list. I 
ei not understand the process of reasoning which induces that sort of 
policy. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it surprises me somewhat to see our 
friends from those agricultural States that have been in the habit here- 
tofore of producing hemp and flax shrinking from an opportunity very 
rare, as it seems to me, for reviving that industry in a profitable way 
in those States. Here is an opportunity, a new production compara- 
tively, rendered necessary. There has been brought ont, along with 
the marvelous inventions in agricultural implements, the necessity of 
having an article not known when these States began to abandon the 
production of hemp and flax, because the demand for them had fallen 
off. The production of binding-twine is new. It never would have 
been thought of had it not been for the marvelous inventions in agri- 
cultural implements, and it bids fair to revive these agricultural prod- 
ucts that have hitherto languished in this country. 

Here is an ity for building up on our own soil a new and 
profitable manufacture which will take in the products of the soil to 
earry along with it, and thus, hand in hand, industries of a great variety 
will receive a new impulse, and be And yet our friends 
shrink from this idea. They would rather sit down content and have 
this new product bronght here from abroad and laid down at their doors 
and turn the product of their soil to tobacco or something else, and by 
and by changes in products and in consumption and in the ability to 
produce in other quarters will cause that to ſude out. Let us join hands, 
Isay, agriculturists and manufacturersof all kinds, in that policy which 
will contribute to the stimulus in the production and the prosperity of 
them all, and this is one of them. 

I rose, however, Mr. President, to put in a communication made to 
my colleague yesterday by Mr. Dodge, of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, in reference to this matter. - 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask that it may be read. It shows the ability to 
produce in this country these very articles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Divistox or STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., Seplember 3, 1890, 

Sim: In response to your telephonie inquiry, I will say that the hemp crop 
is grown A bated pelo in Kentucky, though it is also grown in a few places in 
Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, and other States, including Michigan and Minnesota. 
It was last year grown successfully near Albany, N. V., and used with Kentucky 
hemp for making binders’ twine cheaper and of better quality than the foreign. 

Tam unable to give, as yet, the product of the year. The tendency is towards 
increase, which will be rapid if the new uses to which it is put are encouraged. 
The product in 1880 was 5,025 tons. 

Sisal hemp has never been cultivated in this country. Itwas introduced into 
Florida more than fifty years ago, by Mr. Perrine, and was onee the subject of 
a Senate document, and was so well adapted to the climate that it grew and 
covered one of the Florida keys, an | is now wpe agents She shipload to the Ba- 
hamas for stocking sisal plantations in that island, u r British protection, and 
the encouragement of British enterprise. There is no difficulty in producing it 
here in any desired quantities. 

Very respectfully, 
Hon, GEORGE F. Hoan, 
United Sates Senate, 

Mr. DAWES, That shows there is not the slightest difficulty; that 
there is not any 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, no hemp whatever is grown in Minne- 
sota. The States of Minnesota, the two Dakotas, Iowa, and Nebraska 
grow five-sevenths of the flax that is raised in this country. While 
hemp has been used as a component of binding-twine, it has until re- 
cently and for several years fallen out of use becauseof insufficient pro- 
duction, and has been superseded by manilla and sisal. No flax has 
ever been made into binding-twine commercially or any other way 
than by way of hopeful experiments. Of all the forty-two factories in 
this 3 nine in Canada not one has ever put upon the market 
a pound of binding-twine made of flax. 


J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 


— 
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I am frank to admit that in the process of mechanical development 
matters are in such shape that At no distant time flax will ens 
be utilized for that purpose. Hemp can also be utilized for pur- 
pose; there is no question about that. Flax can not be raised, I un- 
derstand, at the same time for the linseed and for the binding-twine; 
it has to be taken in for either at different stages of maturity. The 
farmers of Minnesota are not going into the business of raising flax 
for binding-twine when they have a sure thing in raising hemp for lin- 
seed. So there is no inconsistency in the position of either my col- 
league or myself respecting the proposed amendment on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I should like to have the yeas and nayson 
the anfendment. 

- The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of paragraph 341, after the 
words dressed line, strike out 4 cents per pound’’ and insert 
840 per ton.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, in committee I agreed to the amend- 
ments proposed in this schedule, and as the yeas and nays have been 
ordered upon this paragraph I desire to make an observation or two re- 
specting it. 

There is a great pressure in certain portions of this country for the 
development of the linen manufacture that finds its home in New Jer- 
sey and New England. I have had doubts as to whether that could 
be successful in the immediate future. It is, I agree, experimental, 
and it may be that it will be a success. In order to make it a success 
this House bill proposes to double the duties on linen products. We 
manufacture here the coarser linen products now, the duty upon which 
will be doubled by the House bill. 

If we double the duty upon this raw material, then as a matter of 


course we must double the duties upon the manufactured fabrics. If | Blai 


Senators are réady to do that, of course they are prepared to give a 
negative vote on this question. Iam not quite prepared for it, espe- 
cially soas I know, at least I think I know, that not one particle of the 
flax that is produced in Iowa, the Dakotas, or Minnesota can be util- 
ized for fiber if it is utilized for seed. 

We are producing this flax for seed. If anybody here cau show me 
that the fiber which is now grown in Iowa and wasted practically, be- 
canse the fiber grows until the seed ripens, can be used in the produc- 
tion of dressed line, then I shall be ready to go with him and vote 
tor it; but Iam: not ready to put $89 upon dressed line, being the 
raw material ofour flax manufacturers in thiscountry, who uce a 
coarse article of flax manufacture, and thus double the duty to them. 
At least Iam not ready for that until it shall be shown to me that the 
flax fiber in this country can be utilized for seed and forthe fiber. That 
is all there is of this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, the roll-eall will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called), Lam paired with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. iia re 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Under the arrangement 
for a transfer of pairs with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], men- 
tioned a few moments ago, I vote nay. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iwill announce that the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. I vote Fea. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I should vote yea if he were 
here, 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paza 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON I. Ido not see in 
the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote for the present. If it 
becomes necessary to vote to make a quorum, I shail be at liberty to 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ain paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present I should vote nay. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
SANDERS]; Otherwise I should vote yea. 

Mr. HARRIS. LI suggest to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Max- 
DERSON ], he being paired with the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLack- 
BURN] and I with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], that we 
transfer our pairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall very gladly consent to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


I am paired with 


HARRIS] that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would vote 
“yea” on this proposition if he were here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I record my vote yea,“ but I do not retire 
from the exchange of pairs with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Max- 
DEnsox J. He may vote. We- will transfer our pairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON, All right. I will transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. Ifthereis a quorum 
voting, I withdraw my vote. z 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 

is vote. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with theSenator from Alabama [ Mr. 
Puc]. Ifhe were hereon this particular amendment I think I should 
vote “nay,” but I do not know how he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 


Aldrich, Eustis Hawley, Reagan, 
Bate, Evarts, Hiseoek, Stewart, 
Berry. Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Carlisle, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Coke, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Callom, Gray, Pasco, 
Dawes, Hale, Plumb, 
Dixon, Harris, Ransom, 
NAYS—16. 
Allen, Dolph, Mitchell, uay, 
Cameron, Ht i Moody, 5 
Casey, cMillan, „ Stockbridge, 
Davis Manderson, Pierce, Washburn. 
ABSENT—3. 

Allison, Cockrell, Kenna, Spooner, 

bour, Daniel, Morrill, Squire, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Payne, Stanford, 

r, Farwell W, Turpie, 
Blodgett George, Platt, Voorhees, 
Brown, Hampton, Power, Walthall 
Butler, Hearst, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa: 
Call, Hoar, Sanders, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 


ee oe F 
proposed to amend in line 14, page 80, by striking out 
“ twenty-five’’ before dollars and inserting ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


#42: Tow, of flax or hemp, $10 per ton. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will not 
be to. But I rose more to reply to the criticism of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] on my action or vote on the question 
of binding-twine. Ido not think there is necessarily any connection 
of that with this question. I do not know whether flax may or may 
not enter into the manufacture of binding-twine hereafter. I hope it. 
may; at present it is not utilized in that way. Butif it was and the 
result had come to this, that it costs the farmers of Minnesota nearly 
a million dollars to pay for this binding-twine, then I should" be in- 
favor of putting flax on the free-list, as I am in favor of putting bind- 
ing-twine on the free-list when a monopoly or combination can put 
such a burden as is now being placed on the farmers of Minnesota and 
the wheat-growers of this country. Then I am willing to meet them 
by putting any article on the free-list to protect my own people. 

So far as the question raised by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] is concerned, that the products of the fiber and the seed can not 
be utilized at the same time, I think he is mistaken, I think that is 
becoming, under new processes and new methods, an exploded idea. 
My belief is that with these new processes both articles, the seed and 
the fiber, can be utilized. I believe that they are to be utilized in his 
and in my own section of the country. Already linen manufacturers 
in Ireland are looking over this country with just this thing in view, 
and I have no doubt that large industries will grow up in the North- 
west if the duty on linen ean be maintained and the duty on flax also, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this is a proposition as it comes to 
us from the House to make an increase of 125 per cent. in the rates of 
duty upon this article, and I hope that the proposed amendment which 
restores the present rate of duty will be adopted, as that is the best, 
perhaps, we can do under the circumstances. 

The Senator from Massachusetts on my right [Mr. Dawes] has just 
expressed great surprise that the Senators upon this side of the Cham- 
ber would not avail themselves of this opportunity toincrease the duties 
upon this character of product. I am equally surprised that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts should take the position upon this subject which 
would make it, as has been shown by the Senator from Iowa, abso- 
lutely necessary to more than double the duty upon the linen thread 
used by the boot and shoe makers in the State of Massachusetts, 

According to the theory of this bill, whenever a duty is imposed 
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posed a duty upon this article which would have compelled the Senate, 
in order to preserve the symmetry of this bill, as it is expressed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, to more than double the duty upon the 
linen thread used in the manufacture of boots and shoes in his own 
State, which is one of the few articles that we are able to export and 
sell abroad at a profit, 

Ifthereis any inconsistency orany want of regard to the interests of our 
own constituents involved in this matter, I submit it does not rest en- 
tirely upon this side of the Chamber; but we have been advocating, so 
far as we have expressed ourselves by our votes, a preservation of the 
present rates of duty and opposed merely anincrease. It is true I stated 
that if I had my own way all these fibers would go upon the free-list, 
and I would make a corresponding reduction upon the manufactured 
articles, including the linen thread used by the boot and shoe manu- 
facturers in thé State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the remarks which I made to which 
the Senator alludes were made in reply to remarks which I heard made 
as I came into the Senate Chamber in reference to the production of 
hemp. So far as the industry in New England is concerned and the in- 
creased cost of thread by putting a duty upon the raw material, I try 
to be guided by this one principle: I would make every article of raw 
material which can not be profitably produced in this country free, and 
as to every article of raw material, flax or hemp or anything else that 
can with proper outlay be profitably produced in this country, I pro- 
1 to adjust duties upon it so as to produce that result. That is the 

e ot my own argument and of my own action. It is nothing new 
with me. I have expressed that a hundred times within the last fif- 
teen years. I have done something towards producing that result. I 
have written into a tariff bill myself one hundred and eighty articles 
on the free-list, every one of them put there under that rule and under 
noother; and I adhere to that ih this instance, I adhered to it in the vote 
I gave a few moments ago. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota says that 
his constituents in his State pay nearly a million dollars for binders’ 
twine and I suppose that is true; it is between $900,000 and $1,000, - 
000. The duty on binders’ twine comes to a fraction less than 2 mills 
a bushel, so that they would pay on the 45,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
if this duty remains, only about $90,000. 

T think it can be very easily demonstrated that by the maintenance 
of the duty of 2 mills per bushel, the entire material of which this 
product is made will be grown in this country, and the profits of its 
growth will be shared between the Jand in the Northwest, including 
Minnesota, Illinois, Kentucky, and the other Northwestern States on 
the one side, and the Jands which produce sisal in the State of Florida 
on the other hand. 

I understand on high authority, as Ihave already stated, thatayainst 
a crop of 5,000 tons of American hemp, which is stated by the Agri- 
cultural Department to have been the crop in 1880, there is actually 
contributed by American hemp-producers for the purpose of manu- 


facturing binders’ twine alone 20,000 tons as the crop of the present 
year. I have already handed to the Senator from Illinois a statement 
in to the crop in his State, and the Agricultural Department 


mention Minnesota as one of the States where this product is beginning 
and where it is going on. 

I send to the desk the Bulletin or Report No. 1, new series, miscel- 
laneous report from the Department of Agriculture, published about 
six weeks ago, and I should like to have the note whichis at the bottom 
of es 66 and 67 read by the Secretary. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from Massachusettts allow 


me? $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator from Minnesota that he has once spoken on this question. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that be read so that it will come consecutively, 
and then I shall do anything I have a right to do. My time will be 
about up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks instructions from the 
Senate whether a Senator can extend his time allowed for debate in 
ae consideration of any question by reading from the productions of 

ers. 

Mr. HOAR, I do not make any such claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator has then 


Se ee 
. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent, however, that this brief note 
may be read. It will take about a minute. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It had better not be done by unanimous consent. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It had better be read on the next item. 
Mr. HOAR. I will ask that it be printed in the RECORD without 
being read, and I shall allude to it hereafter. [‘‘No objection.’’] 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


sunn, New Zealand, and other hemp sub- 
raw mate it will be because some 


ral depression,to cheapen the present cost of binde: 
few manufacturing firms in the United States who produce binder- 
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twine from foreign fibers will thank these farmers who have actually aided 

them in the accomplishment of a much Ksired object that they have been un- 

able to bringabout through theirown efforts. There are many Western farmers, 

however, who look at this matter in its true light, as is shown by the large cor- 

eee of the Department relating to fiber matters, received since the fiber 
ny on 5 : 

These farmers see what is the fact, that every pound of binder-twine used can 
be made of native- grown fibers, that the twine will be as good as the best manilla, 
run as many feet tothe pound, and can be produced ata saving of at least 4cents 
a pound from the present prices. With free foreign fibers the saving to the farm- 
ers by the removal of the duty will not be over a centa pound, and it remains 
to be seen whether the farmer will get any advantage, as the production is now 
limited to a few manufacturers, who, it is claimed, even control the supply of 
raw material, thus shutting off all competition, At the lowest estimates we 
are now importing raw fibers and fiber manufactures to the extent of $26,000,000 
(ont of some $14,000,000, total imports) that could be saved to the country. 

The Department of Agriculture has just initiated an effort to re-establish the 
fiber industry in the United States, that the farmers of the country may grad- 
ually secure to themselves this $26,000,000 through the cultivation of two easily 

‘own crops. Itis needless to say that if these foreign hemp substitutes, and 

ute especially, are placed upon the freo-list, these efforts in a measure will be 

ampered and the farmers themselves will be the losers, Both binder-twiue 
aod cotton bagging should be made from flax and hemp grown on American 
farms. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In respect to the alleged combination which is 
going on, I may say something in regard to it later on. I believe the 
true way to defeat a combination, if there is one in binders’ twine, is 
to provide for the manufacture of binders’ twine from the American 
raw material here, and then our friends will not be at the mercy of a 
binders’ twine combination in Dundee oranywhereelse. Bearing upon 
this question I send to the desk a letter which I wish to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Wasuixoton, D. C., September 1, 1890. 
‘ 7 95 Stn: I beg leave to submit the following statement in relation to binder- 
wine: 

A resident of St. Louis. Mo., I am one of the proprietors of the Empire Cord- 
age Company, located at the city of Champaign, III., and exclusively engaged 
in the manufacture of binder-twine made wholly from American hemp. 

We have over $100,000 invested in our ppm gm plant and a present ca- 
pacity of about 1,600 tons annually. We would have doubled our capacity for 
this year’s work had it not been for the difficulty of obtaining a sufficient sup- 
Ply of hemp fiber, and the uncertainties of tariff legislation. 

elying upon the action of the House of Representatives and the avowed 
licy of the Republican party in the Senate, we have made large contracts in 
England and this country for the additional machinery, a portion of which has, 
I believe, already arrived. When set up for next year’s work our capacity will 
increased to between 2,000, and 2,500 tons annually. 

The Empire Cordage Company: was one of the pioneers in the manufacture 
of binder-twine from American hemp. We began this manufacture over three 
years ago, and have expended large sums of money, labor, and time in experi- 
menting for satisfactory results. The first year we made and sold about 600 tons, 
witha 8 of — 

The priee o ned that year was ut 11 cents per pound, Wethen became 
satisfied that the product could be improved. We discarded and sent the en- 
tire system to the scrap-pile, involving a loss of from $30,000 to $40,000. With 
improved methods and with a single-ply Po! sera of machinery we entered a 
second year, producing and selling about tons at an average price of about 
10} cents per pound. A 

In 1890 we have made and sold nearly 1,400 tons, all from hemp grown in Ken- 
tucky and the Western States, The maximum price obtained by us this year 
for hemp-twine delivered at railroad points is 10k cents per pound. The mini- 
mon price so obtained is S} cents. The average price about 9} cents, free on 

In July last competition seed ainis Me binder-twine selling as low 
as 8 cents and sisal twine as low as 10 cents. We expect to sell our output of 
next year at 9 cents per pound, depending, of course, upon the cost of fiber. 
We will contract 1,000 to 1,500 tons, equal to any other twine in the market, at 
9} cents, deliverable in June or July, 1891, at any point in Illinois, 
Michigan, or Iowa, and most points in Nebraska or Minnesota, 

Our hemp twine has been distributed in all those States, and also in Missouri, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Texas. We have invited the severest tests by the 
side of the best manilla and sisal twine, and have hundreds of certifications to 
the fact that its quality and effectiveness are fully equal to any twine made 
from imported fibers, and many farmers, particularly in Michigan, Illinois, and 
Tennessee, give it the preference without regard to price. 

The twine made by the Empire Cordage Company is guarantied to run 550 
feet to the pound, with a tensile strength of from 55 to 80 eg 45 pounds be- 
ing sufficient for all purposes if binders are in order. The Empire Cordage 
Company is not connected with any trust or other combination. The effect of 
this special manufacture on farming is seen in the that three years, and I 
think two years ago, we pte e Kentucky hemp for from $92 to per ton. 
This year we have paid $127 for the same quality of Kentucky bemp, and have 
not been able to get enough to supply our wants. 

In order to practically ascertain the least cost at which hemp adapted to this 
manufacture can be ra‘ and delivered into our ToT we leased this year 
about 3,000 acres in Illinois and planted it in hemp, and although, owing to the 
scarcity of seed, we were ob! to pay for it as high as $5 per bushel, all in- 
5 a most satisfactory result and a crop of 1, to 1,100 pounds 
of cleaned hemp to the acre. 

Messrs. Jerome & Co., who are building a twine factory at Fremont, Nebr., 
have planted about 2,500 acres in that vicinity. William ring & Co,, of Chi- 

„making hemp twine, have planted between 600 and 1,000 acres in Illinois. 

John Hearney, esq., has pianis about 3,000 acres in the vicinity of Buckley. 

III. Other large plantings 


ve been made in various new localities, 

We expect to plant a large acreage next season in North Missouri, which was 
formerly famous for the high quality ofits hemp. For this year’s manufacture 
we have drawn our supply from Kentucky, Illinois, Nebraska, and I think a 
little from Iowa, using a mixture, owing to varying qualities, 

The prices have ranged from $95 to $128 per ton, with a probable average of 
$105. e waste will run from 22 to25 percent. Improved methods of machine- 
breaking will make the culture more agreeable to the farmers. 

At the ruling prices of hemp this year there is a net profit to the farmers in 
Illinois of $15 or $16 per acre, and where the culture is handled by the best skill 
the profit will range higher. Hemp cut before ing does not exhaust the 
soll, and twenty years continuous crop can be raised without injury. It will gsr 
luxuriantly in ntucky, Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and New York, and is now being raised in rapidly increasing 
quantities in most of these districts. 7 

Having pioneered this manufacturing industry at great experimental cost 


and —— the great value to farmers of raising the fiber for the prod 
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uet which they consu with what show of justice or expedi: are we now 
esha rye th harza Rada by reason of the alleged enirar jap, certain 


been la 


pe 
is this cost of the twine wholly a N for the twine after being used for bind- 
ing purposes is worth an 1 for at least 2 cents.per pound for paper 
wed or remanufacture, So the farmer can realize out of old twine the cost of 
the manufacture if he chooses to be saving. 
‘There are over fifteen factories making hemp binder-twine at present, and many 
of them are largely increasing their capacity. I give a list of all that I now re- 


call: 

Kentucky River Mills, Frankfort, Ky. ; Blue Grass Cordage Company, George- 
town, Ky- Overman & Schrader, Covington, Ky. ; John Bonte & Son, Cincinnati. 
Ohio; Hooven & Allison, Xenia, Ohio; Empire Co Company, Champaign, 
III.; William Deering & Co., Chicago, III.; Middletown Twine Wea age & Ohio; 
Peru Mill, Peru, Ind.; Bentley & Gering, New Brighton, La.; Cable Flax Mill, 
Troy, N. V.; John F. Bailey & Co., Philadelphia; Jerome & Co. (building), 
Fremont, Nebr. 

There have been marketed this year over 6,000 tons of binder-twine made from 
American hemp, and as nearly as we can te, about 5,000 tons of jute twine, 
Next year the output of hemp twine will, according to our estimates, reach 
12,000 tons, unless the demand for hemp fiber so far exceeds the supply as to 
lead our farmers to raise the price above the competitive line. 

Sisal has declined from 11 cents last year to about 6 cents in August, 1890, 
owing to increased area and the ineoming of other fibers, such as Madagascar 
and New Zealand, Mexican istle, ete. There is absolutely no possibility of any 


expect to start next January, and we have had no difficulty in contracting for 
all thé sisal we want in Yucatan, 

The statement that the National Cordage Association has been making $M,- 
000,000 per year is, I beg to state, inaccurate. They have lost over a million 
dollars, and have been actually selling their binder-tWine for the last twelve 
months at less than the fib«r cost them, attributable, in my judgment, to the 
competition of hemp and jute twines. Last year when the nominal price of 
sisal twine was from 13 to 15 cents, the entire make of American hemp twine 
sold for less than II cents, In 1890 with sisal held up to July at 12 cents, hemp 
twine sold for 8} to 9}. SURVE waste of 23 per cent., the cost of hemp fiber 
this year has been between 6} and 7 cents; the manufacturing expense account 
a little over 2 cents per pound. About 2 pounds of twine are required to the 
acre of wheat or dates. It takes l} ounces, or from 52 to 55 feet, of twine to bind 
1 bushel, so that at 10 cents per pound for twine, it costs | cent to bind 1 bushel 
of wheat or oats, The 2,500 acres of hemp planted in Nebraska this year will 
produce the fiber for about 1,000 tons of twine, about one-third of the needed 
supply for that State, 

e proposition to put binder-twine on the free-list involves all cordage and 
all twines. It is a component of rope, and upwards of 15,000 tons of high cost 
manilla and sisal binder-twine have this year been made into rope. Over 
seventy manufactories of general cordage would be wiped out of existence by 
such action. American hemp growing is bound to go down with the manufact- 
ure of hemp binder-twine, unless a protective tariff is laid on the imported 


roduct, 
x I respectfully submit that because a number of manufacturers using imported 
fibers are charged with combining together for the purpose of buying their 
material through a single agency in no wise justifies the destruction of the Em- 
ps Cordage Company and similar concerns who are conducting their business 

ndependently of such combination and of each other, especially as these latter 
have developed an industry which will not only produce binder-twine to farm- 
ers at a reasonable cost, but will also surely revive one of the most profitable 
crops known to Western agriculture. 

We ask only a reasonable duty, and respectfully protest against action that 
would absolutely destroy the capital and labor that we have invested on the 
faith of the laws. 

Very respectfully, : 
CHARLES. E. PEARCE, 
For the Empire Cordage Company and other Hemp Manufacturers. 
Hon, FRANK Hiscock, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this isa very important question, 
as Senators will see as it progresses, The first observation I have to 
make is that the Committee on Finance have not applied to this sched- 
ule the same rule that they apply to all other schedules of this bill. 
In all the textile schedules, including silks, and wools, and cottons, 
and other fibers, theduties have been strengthened and increased rather 
than diminished by the report of the Committee on Finance, but in 
regard to this section a different rule has prevailed, and practically the 
duties have been lowered more and more. 

The reason given—and it is only a superficial reason—is that hitherto 
the flax and hemp industries have not flourished. The cause of that 
has been that the demand for flax and hemp has decreased, because 
cordage has ceased to be an important article of commerce by the change 
of our ship-building. That is one reason, at least; but now there is 
cultivated all over the West flax in an immense quantity for seed, and 
the fiberis wasted and burned, and hemp has ceased practically to be 
an industry in many States where it was greatly successful. Now there 
is a new and certain demand made forall these textile fabrics, and how 
to meet that demand is the question. To strike down the protection 
that has hitherto encouraged the farmer to raise this is not proper, nor 
is it proper to break down the few mills started in this country to make 
binders’ twine to meet an unforeseen demand, greater far than the de- 
mand for cordage was in the United States. 

What ought to be done to encourage this industry and meet this 
demand is first to encourage the farmers to raise these things, and that 
they can be raised to any extent in this country is a known fact, but 
when this demand was made for ‘binders’ twine our people went all 
over the world to find raw material for binders’ twine. They imported 
jute, sisal, and all the other grasses, and thus those grasses were 5 so 


XXI—604 


high in price that the article itself was raised, so that farmers are com- 
plaining enormously that they have to pay 15 or 16 cents a pound for 
binders’ twine. How is that to be cured? First, by encouraging the 
farmer to raise the raw material, and, next, by encouraging the man- 
ufacturer to weave it into twine. 

Certainly two or three things are clear: first, that invention has done 
al aie and by recent inventions all this flax fiber and hemp fiber can 
be broken by a single operation, twisted into binders’ twine, and made 
useful, I have the testimony of a gentleman known to many Senators 
present, Mr. Miller, for a long time at the head of the Chautauqua In- 
stitution in New York State, a citizen of Ohio, and a very wealthy 
man, who has now embarked large sums of money in the manufacture 
of this binders’ twine. 

He and his associates have already contracted with farmers in Ken- 
tucky, Missouri, Illinois, and Ohio to take all that they can raise of 
hemp or flax, and he proposes to use the raw flax thatis turned out to 
be burned, and he told me yesterday—and he isa man of unquestion- 
able character and of the highest responsibility, and is known tomany 
Senators—that he can use this raw fiber for binders’ twine, Why? 
The demand for binders’ twine only lasts for thirty, sixty, or ninety 
days, or at the longest six months, because as soon as the grain is 
thrashed the binders’ twine ceases to be in demand. It is only for a 
short time, and they can make, he says, in a very short time after 
they get the domestic fabric at home, binders’ twine at 5 and 6 cents 
a pound if they can utilize the flax that is thrown away and the hemp 
that can be raised in this country. 

When gentlemen of character and standing come here and tell us this, 
and they are willing to buck their opinions with their money in bnild- 
ing mills to make this twine, ought we not to give them the same pro- 
tection that we give to the cotton mills and the woolen mills and all 
the other mills and the iron furnaces in the country? I say it is right; 
and it is not wise to repeal the duty on binders’ twine or to repeal the 
duty on these raw materials. Let us apply the same rule to them that 
we apply to other productions of the farm and workshop, and I vent- 
ure the assertion, indorsing the statements that I might read here by 
the dozen from men of the highest character, that if you give them a 
chance and opportunity they will supply the binders’ twine out of our 
native materials. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this subject of binding-twine casts such 
a shadow on everything to be considered in this schedule that I desire 
to submit just a few remarks. As I stated a few moments ago, it never 
has yet been and I do not think the time is very near when it will be 
successfully made from flax in competition with sisal and manilla, 
Every man who has an invention or has made an investment in one is 
always very sanguine and thinks that heis on the eve of revolutioniz- 
ing affairs whereby all the manufacturing processes of the past can be 
superseded, and such men are positive that a perfected product can 
be made of flax. 

The short fiber of flax has never been able to be put in the way of 
competition with the manufacture of the long fiber of the other plant. 
Binding-twine can be made of flax, it is true, but the question is 
whether it can be made as well or as cheaply as it can be from these 
other materials, of which the trust that I spoke of the other day has 
the monopoly. 

Mr. President, I think amongst the first acts of the present session 
was that of the Senator from Ohio which received the approval of the 
country, by the introduction of his bill for the protection of the people 
against trusts, and which became the law of the land two months k 

The question, in my opinion, under present consideration, or which 
we are approaching regarding binding-twine is not so much a question 
of protective tariff or of free trade as it is whether we shall recognize 
the potency of the law which we ourselves enacted within the last two 
months, and whether that combination which falls so clearly as this com- 
bination does within the denunciation of that statute shall come here 
with clean hands in consideration for any protection whatever. 

Mr. HOAR, Does the Senator understand that his information on 
the subject of what he calls a trust is to be relied upon? 

Mr. DAVIS. I made that challenge here eight days ago, and it has 
never been denied. 

Mr. HOAR. I deny it, and I think it has been denied. = 

Mr. DAVIS. It is in the memorial which the chairman of the cord- 
age committee filed with the Committee on Finance, and itis a plain, 
patent, well understood confession, in my opinion. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from Ohio 
is the one with which we are all familiar in regard to this tariff ques- 
tion. As the Senator from Rhode Island has often told us, we must 
preserve the harmonious relations of these schedules; we must con- 
tinue the symmetry of the tariff, and whenever a duty is put upon one 
article it follows that the duty must goupon all others connected with 
this article, 

Now, the Senator from Ohio tells us, and he seems to think it con- 
clusive, that because we are protecting cotton and woolen mills, we 
must protect this binding-twine trust, which is one of the most out- 
rageous ever known in the history of the United States. Why, sir, the 
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farmers in my State and other States were compelled to combine to- 
gether as best they could in neighborhoods and refuse to buy the prod- 
uct of this trust in order to escape its clutches. 

It isa notorious fact that they put up the price during the brief 
period in which this binding-twine must be had by the farmer from 
200 to 300 per cent., and it would have gone higher if the farmers bad 
had the money to pay for it, and yet we are told to-day that this in- 
famous trust must be continued, for that is the meaning of it, by giv- 
ing them a protective duty under which they can operate, If the Sen- 
stor from Ohio has ever made a deelaration in this country that rung 
from oné end of it to the other, north and south, east and west, it 
was his declaration upon this floor that whenever he found that a pro- 
tective duty covered a trust he would vote to take off the duty in order 
to strike down the combine; and yet here is a combine so well known 
that no man ever hears the name without associating with binding- 
twine this conspiracy against the farmers of the entire West, and the 
Senator from Ohio is foand upon this floor defending this duty and 
claiming that it ought not only to be kept as it is, but even made 
higher in order to enable these men to rob the farmers of the West who 
are to-day struggling in every neighborhood wherever they are found 
against 3 conditions created by law. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
once spoken on this question. 

Mr. DAWES. Am I eonfined to one speech on the whole schedule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator has spoken once on the 


pending question, 
Mr. DAWES. I think I have not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no dispute with the 
ee from Massachusetts. He is at liberty to speak longer if he 
desires. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to ascertain whether 
there is not some mistake about that? 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. The Secretary will read the list of 
the names, which he kept under the direction of the Presiding OM- 
cer, of those who have spoken on the pending question. 

The SECRETARY. Senators WASHBURN, CARLISLE, DAWES, HOAR, 
Hiscock, SHERMAN, DAVIS, and VEST. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] if he thinks he has not spoken once. 

Mr. CULLOM. Permit me to inquire whether, if a Senator rises to 
ask a question of another Senator upon the floor, that is regarded as 
making a 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no doubt but what the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Da ws] has 88 on this question. 

Mr. DAWES. I supposed I had a right to speak on the schedule. 

The PRESIDENT pro n The Chair has no power to enforce 
the agreement, but simply states that the Senator from Massachusetts 
has spoken onee. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 343 was read, as follows: 


343. Hemp, $25 per ton; hemp, hackled, known as line of hemp, $50 per ton. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hold in my band letters from various 
gentlemen known to me by reputation, and by the persons who com- 
mend them to me to be of high character, engaged in the manufacture 
of binding-twine, in which they deny the assertion, the charge, which 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has made with so many adjec- 
tives and so few substantives. Itis trne that a portion of the mén 
engaged in this occupation, not all, but some of them, associated to- 
gether to purchase the foreign article, the reason being that when the 
supply was short one of them would perhaps the whole, and the 
others would get not enough to ish the material for their business, 
and they might have had an arrangement by which a fair and equal 
distribution of that amount purchased was made among the different 
manufacturers. That was not an undertaking joined in by all the 
manufacturers. 

One gentleman whom I have seen myself within twenty-four hours 
declares to me that he never was engaged in it, and that it has had no 
effect whatever to increase the price of binding-twine in the markets 
ot this country, but on the contrary it would have been much more 
likely to have been increased without it, as I understand. 

Now, the question we are approaching is the question whether this 
product shall be imported in the form of binding-twine from abroad 
and the American manufacture broken down, the result of that in- 
evitably to be that the whole product of the material which is now 
about to be furnished by this country, which has already demonstrated 
that the amount that can be furnished by this country will be suf- 
ficient for the future supply if we retain it here. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] speaks of an invention or 
scheme of investment, but this is a case where the official source of in- 
formation on agricultural subjects reports to us that this matter is 
already demonstrated and suecessful; that Florida has the sisal for the 


The question is on the amendment 


manufacture so far as that enters into or shall hereafter for the forma- 
tion of the fabric; and that the States of the Northwest have already 
demonstrated their capacity to produce the material. So then the price 
of this binding-twine will go down from 11 or 12 cents, which is the 
ordinary price—it has gone down already very materially—and wili go 
down inevitably in a short time to 5 or 6 cents per pound unless this 
industry is broken down. It seems to me it is a most suicidal policy 
for the representatives of the agricnltural interests of the Northwest to 
break down an industry in which, while it is true some Eastern manu- 
facturing investments are concerned, the agricultural prosperity of their 
own region is far more largely and more deeply concerned in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that, strictly 
speaking, this debate is entirely out of order, because no question is 


pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask, then, that the reading ot the bill be proceeded 
wi 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the bill pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is proceeding to be read by 

ragraphs, each pending question being on an am t 

y the Committee on Finance; and no amendment p: by the 
committee is now under consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the next — may be read. 
ane PRESIDENT pre tempore. The gof the bill will pro- 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, ta strike ont paragraph 358 as originally 
numbered, as follows: 

258. Crin végétal or vegetable hair, commercially known as African fiber, 81 
per ton, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to say a word to properly supplement what 
has been said by the Senator from Massachusetts in respect to a trust 
or a combination. - 

I concede that there has been in the pastan arrangement between 
ihe manufacturers of binding-twine the result of which was that they 
did not compete against each other in the foreign market for the pur- 
chase of their raw materials, and this is the length and the breadth of 
their offending. They did not all go into that. They arranged among 
themselves to commence early enough through their agents to purchase 
the raw material so as to be able to manufacture binding-twine and 
give it to the farmers at the chea possible price. 

I may add in this connection with respect to the twine made in 
the past from the raw material purchased in that way, it has always 
been given to the consumers of binding-twine at a lower price than when 
the combination did not exist; that in every instance the proper rela- 
tion has been maintained by them between the cost in the purchase of 
the raw material and the sale of the product of that raw material to 
the consumer. 

I have before me a table which gives the years in which the farmers 
had the cheaper binding-twine, and those I suppose are the years to 
which they look back desiring their return, and in those years the raw 
material was purchased by these gentlemen through agents who pur- 
chased for them by not competing against each other, purchasing at a 
less price and taking sufficient time in which to obtain the raw mate- 
rial, and they were thus enabled to give their product more cheaply to 
the farmers than in subsequent years; and the years which have been 
alluded to here, in which there has been this high price of binding-twine 
to the consumer, referred to, I think, by the Senator from Missouri, have 
been the years when they were in the market competing against each 
other for the raw material, or when they had, on account of the fact 
that they were competing against each other, failed to get into the 
market early enough. The result was that the raw material was out 
of their control and in the hands of other people, and they were forced 
to purchase it in order to supply the market, and hence there was a 
combination that forced up the price of binders’ twine. 

As I said a momenf ago, Mr. President, I have before me a table 
which analyzes the manufacture of binding-twine from the material 
purchased in the years in which this trust is alleged to have existed, 
and it appears that in those years—and it is beyond dispute—binding- 
twine was given to the American farmers cheaper than when the trust 
did not exist. Now, I understand that an organization of manufact- 
urers to buy foreign materials at the cheaper prices is to be legislated 
against, is to be inveighed againstas an illegal combination, when the 
only possible effect of it in past has been, at present is, and in the 
future will be, the depreciation of the price of the manufactured prod- 
uct to the American consumer. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I rose a moment ago out of order to 
assure the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that I would join hands with them in any 
practical effort to remove any trust the purpose of which was to dictate 
to the consumer what he should for twine or anything else. I 
would do it, sir, not perhaps in way suggested here, by opening 
the door to the foreign manufacturers to come in here and break up 
the uction here and then fix their own prices, 

reason why the farmer in the past has been cony to pay 
what I believe to be at certain times an unreasonable price for his twine 
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has not been because of any combination of manufacturers to fix a price, 


but it is the middle-men, the men who establish their great store- 
houses in the West where the farmer is compelled to purchase from 
time to time as his needs require, They fix the price. I know of 
manufacturers of this binding-twine in my own State side by side who 
are competitors in the prices of the twine that they furnish these mid- 
dle-men. 

If the farmers could afford to purchase from the manufacturers direct 
then I would multiply the manufacturers of this country by throwing 
around them the protection of the law, and then I would make them 
compete for the benefit of the farmer. But you do not help him so 
long as you establish these middle-men at St. Paul and at St. Louis to 
buy up the supply themselves and then fix the prices to the consumer. 
That is a combination which would not be affected atall if the product 
were manufactured in this country or outside of it so long as the neces- 
sities of the farmer require of him to purchase from time to time what 
he needs from day to day or from season to season. He is at the merey 
of those men who step in between him and the manufacturers. The 
prices which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] furnished to 
show the exorbitant prices retailed to the farmer, as compared with the 
3 of the raw material, were not the prices of the article produced 

m that raw material. 

It was the raw material which the manufacturer before he under- 
took by association to get it cheaper was compelled to pay for it in the 
foreign market. But the price of S cents a pound, which the Senator 
produced. here as paid between the manufacturer and the consumer, 
was the of twine to go into the market, and not the price of twine 
which he qnoted side by side with it in contrast. 

Tie Senator does not quite see, I think, where the combination and 
where the burden upon the farmer rests. It does not rest upon the 
manufketurers who compete with each other, as I know the manufact- 
urersin Massachusetts are to-day competing with each other side by side 
to see which can produce the cheapest for those who buy from them. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, not one statement that [have made on 
this subject has been substantially contradicted; every word that has 
been said against what I have uttered has been in tion, in con- 
fession, and avoidance. There is no competition on this continent to- 
day between the manufacturers of bi ngese With one or two 
exceptions every binding-twine factory in this country and in Canada 
is in a combination precisely for the purposes and with the object which 
I stated the other day, namely: to engross and control the raw prod- 
uct in Yucatan and the Philippine Islands, where alone it is produced, 
which is done through a committee in the city of New York for the 
benefit of this confederated league; and, so far as the output of the 
manufactured product is concerned, another committee for sale repre- 
senting the confederates in this country and 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
isall wrong in his contention about the middlemen setting these prices 
on binding-twine. We who live in the communities ofthe Northwest 
know how that kind of business is conducted, and know how entirely 
erroneous his statement is. So intimate is the connection hetween the 
great reaper companies, through whom the output is first made, and 
these cordage companies, that the reaper companies keep a man in the 
factories.of the cordage companies; paid by the latter, to see that the 
twine that is run off from day to day has the qualities of smoothness 
and texture which will warrant them in taking large amounts of it, 
10,000 tons at once, as is sometimes done, and they and the cordage 
companies fix the price to the retail dealer. 

The charge of a cordage manufacturer in an ordi year to a har- 
vester company is 10} cents a pound, increasing by 24 cents a pound 
until a total of 144 cents a pound is reached. uv 

Now, Mr. President, I said a few moments ago, and I insist, that this 
is not a question as to whether this aged infant ought to be protected. 
The question is whether we should preserve and uphold the laws which 
we ourselves have made, That this Janus-faced concern is a conspir- 
acy in every rg in which it can be looked upon within the purview 


of the act o ngress of July 2, 1890, there is no manner of doubt. 
That it falls within this penal statute which we onfselves afew 
weeks ago I believe no lawyer can question, if he knows the facts. I 


think this statute should be honored and erforced. 
to this monopoly and— 


Grant protection 


Our strong statutes 
Stand, like the ſorſelts in a barber's shop. 
As much in mock as mark. 


Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to in- 


terrupt him ? 
Mr. DAVIS, Certainly. 
Mr. STEWART. I understood you to say the other day, when we 


were discussing the question, that there was a combination to control 
the raw material from which binding-twine is made. Is that correct? 


Now if you have a monopoly of the material, what effect will the tariff 
have on it one way or the other? 

Mr. DAVIS. It does not need any protection. 

Mr. STEWART. Lask what effect will a protective tariff have? It 
will simply benefit the manufacturers here, in Canada, and elsewhere, 
and give them a monopoly. - 


Mr. DAVIS. That may be. I will tell the Senator that this mo- 
nopoly which controls the raw material from the Philippine Islands 
and from Yucatan knows how much it will take, and thereby limits 
production there. Competition does no good; that is the fact about it. 

Mr. STEWART. If they have the raw material they can fix the 
price whether there is a tariff on the manufactured article or not, 

Mr. PLUMB. Then, according to that argument of the Senator, it 
does not do any good. 

Mr. STEWART. I am just talking about whether it would not 
simply transfer the manufacture from this country to some other. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] says in substance that the alleged trust in binding-twine is 
amenable to the law which we have already enacted during the pres- 
ent session. If itis, sir, that is the remedy, 

But what remedy does the Senator propose? He proposes the rem- 
edy which has been insisted upon on the other side of this Chamber 
for every trust and combination. Sir, what is it? Free trade. Sup- 
pose you do destroy this trust by free trade. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall be through in a few moments. If I am not 
correct the Senator can correct me then. 

The Senator proposes not only to destroy the manufacturers of twine 
in this country, but to destroy the production of the raw material. That 
is his remedy. When he has done that, what will happen? We are 
in the hands of the foreign manufacturer and the foreign producer. 

What, then, is to prevent a trust between foreign manufacturers? 
What is to prevent a combination between importers? What isto 
vent a combination between the middlemen, by which the farmer shall 
be compelled to pay not only as high ag, but higher than, now for the 
productions of the industry to be stricken down by this amendment? 

Mr. President, as I have taken occasion to say during the last few 
days once or twice, the protective policy is a national one. If, when- 
ever we can find a weak point in the system, an article the price of 
which domestic competition has not reduced to what we may consider 
a fair price, we shall invite foreign competition, we will be ete the 
foundation for the overthrow of the whole system. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think it would be well to experi- 
ment with this proposition, especially when it is true that the present 
condition of things is a burden upon practically all the farmers in the 
United States, and a burden which subtracts materially from the price 
of wheat which they prodace, which has already been reduced in price 
so that it yields them but little profit to raise it. 

As for the people who have the benefit of free raw materials, some- 
thing may be expected from the genius of Americans and their aptitude 
for labor in the skilled arts; and my belief is that with free raw material 
these people can make binding-twine in competition with all the world, 
and in any event we can try it. 

We have been told since this debate commenced that if some of these 
duties do not work properly we can chauge the law afterwards. But 
would it not be a better idea to experiment by taking oft duties and 
seeing whether that would not result advantageously, rather than to 
wait to see if the results of putting them on will be disadvantageous ? 
By the experience we have had if any disadvantageous result is pro- 
duced Congress will promptly come to the relief of the country. 

But the fact remains that this combination has had the power to im- 
pose duties pon all the agriculturists of the United States; that these 
people have been helpless at its feet; that it has operated to depress 
33 wheat, to deprive the farmer of that profit which he ought to 

ave forthe production of this staple article of food, and thatithas put 
enormous profits into the hands of certain men, so large, in fact, that 
if they were required to work for nothing for the next ten years they 
would still be far ahead in the game. 

I think thatit is worth while to try to see if this process which we 
have always assumed to be the result of the application of protection 
(the diminished prices, coming nearer and nearer to free trade} can not 
be realized by the proposition of the Senator from Minnesota, which 
at the same time will give a large measure of relief to the classes in 
this country who have not had their fair share during the past fifteen 
years. a : F 

Iam in favor unqualifiedly of at least making this experiment, because 
I can see the advantage to immediately come from it, while the disad- 
van is only a speculative one if it exists at all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, understand that the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], while Iwasout of the Chamber, suggested that I 
was very inconsistent in regard to my view of trusts. I wish to say to 
him that I have the same opinion about trusts and combinations in re- 
straint of trade that I expressed at the beginning of this session; and 
that I would not only change the revenue Jaws, but I would make the 
most severe criminal law against combinations such as are described, 
such as are aimed at in the bill we have enacted into law, 

But I did not concede that the combination which the Senator from 
Minnesota talks abont isa combination at all within the meaning or 
the lan e of the statute. It must be a combination of persons here 
in the United States to get the raw material as low as possible. To 
prevent competition between themselves in the purchase of raw mate- 
rial in a foreign country they associated themselves into an organiza- 
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tion. I do not look upon that as in the nature of a trust. That is in 
the interest of cheapness, in order that the price might not be at all 
advanced by their competition in regard to foreign material. 

In this case what are we to deal with? If there is such a combina- 
tion, then the best way to strike at it is to encourage our farmers to 
bring about a competition in producing the materials for binding-twine 
ay the sale of it. It seems to me that that ought to be done; that 
we ought to encourage them to raise hemp and flax; and especially 
when it isshown to us by others—not by the men engaged in the manu- 
facture of this binding-twine, but by manufacturers, who are 
interested in the great machines for cutting the wheat and attaching 
the binding-twine—that they wish to encourage and cheapen binding- 
twine in order that it may be brought into more general use, and thus 
enable them to sell more and more of their machines. Many of the 
people most interested in this subject are interested in the cheapness 
ot binder-twine just the same as the farmer, because the cheaper bind- 
ing-twine is the more of these great machines, that are now the wonder 
of modern invention, will be used. : 

Theretore, I say that we ought to maintain protective duties on flax 
and hemp in order that the farmer may bave inducements to grow and 
sell them so that he may compete with foreign sisal and material that 
is used by this combination. 

Now, when we are assured by great manufacturers, not men engaged 
in combinations or pretending to be engaged in them, that they can 
make this a useful article temporarily, just for six months, out of the 
coarsest kind of textile fabrics, out of rejected flax, and hemp simply 
broken once by a machine—if they can do that, we ought to encourage 
it to be done. 

That is the road to cheapness, and in that way only can binders’ 
twine be brought down to a price that will enable the farmer to pay 
4 or 5 or 6 cents a pound for it, about the price of the hemp that is 
used in the twine. It is the interest, not of the combination, but ot 
the farmer, It is against the interests of the combination. If there 
is such combination as has been mentioned their interests are all 
against cheapening binders’ twine, while this measure, by inducing 
cheapening of binders’ twine, will undoubtedly bring about competition 
in every State of the Union, and manufacturing establishments will 
be built in every State, and I have no doubt that in a short time 
binders’ twine will be as cheap as any other material that can be used 
for the purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it appears now from the statement 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], which is indorsed, as I 
understand, by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], that there isa 
combination, not to put up the prices of the manufactured articles to 
the farmer, but to put down the price of the materials which these 
manufacturers are compelled to use, and still the Senator from Ohio 
sa — 

Mr, SHERMAN. The foreign materials, I said. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But I presume they would not confine it to the 
foreign materials; they want to get all of their material as cheaply as 
they can, of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator wishes to reply to me, I think he 
ought tostate what I said. I said foreign materials.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. This bill proposes to reduce the cost 
of foreign material to these very manufacturers by making it absolutely 
- free, They are to have free jute, free sisal-grass, and free manila for 
the manufacture of binding-twine; and there has been no proposition 
made, so far at least, to redace the duty proposed by this bill to be im- 
posed upon binding-twine made of hemp, which is placed at 2} cents a 
pound, because hemp will still remain upon the dutiable-list. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ought it not to be? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said this morning, when the Senator was not in, 
that I would put it on the free-list and then reduce the duties on the 
articles made from it, so that the people might have some benefit from 
the reduction. 

Now, Mr. President, this combination which is admitted to exist— 
although as to the purpose for which it is organized there has been 
some controversy—is the same combination which would purchase the 
material produced by the American tarmer. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Because that is the combination engaged in the 
making of binding-twine, and it would depress as far as possible the 
price of the American products, and you have put the jute, sisal-grass, 
and manilla upon the free-list, which will enable them to do so, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to say 
that there is no pretense that this applies to the domestic article? 
They make their purchases independently. 

Mr, CARLISLE. But it inevitably follows. You put these mate- 
rials on the free-list and thereby reduce their price. This combination, 
of course, would put the American products at a cheaper price, or they 
would import and use nothing but the foreign product in the manuſact- 
ure of binding-twine, That is the point I am making. You will not 


compensate the American farmer in any way unless you put a higher 
rate of duty upon the foreign article, so as to keep it out of the coun- 
try and out ot competition with them, because this combination will 
bring in the foreign article at the low prices and thus fix the price of 


the domestic product, which is very inconsiderable when compared 
with the importation of the foreign article. 

The prices will be fixed by the imported article unless we reach the 
point where we produce for ourselves a sufficient supply, or substan- 
tially a sufficient supply, tor our own demands, and t is a point 
which we will never reach, in my opinion. We can not produce jute, 
or sisal-grass, or manilla, the articles which are placed on the free-list 
in this bill, and ont of which this binding-twine is mainly mannfactured. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the most remarkable phasein this debate 
is the statement that the farmers of the West do not understand their 
own interests and that this trust has really been engaged in advancing 
the agricultural interests of the United States. 

It is not, sir, the least of the objections to this tariff system that such 
statements are found necessary to defend it. It is as well known as 
that the States of the West exist that in order to escape the clutches 
of this binding-twine trust the farmers were compelled to confederate 
themselves in their respective neighborhoods and refuse to buy these 
products at all. 

As has been stated here to-day, the purchasing season only lasts twa 
or three months. This trust, as the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] has told us, extending through the United States and into 
Canada, both as to the manufacture and sale of this product, put up 
prices in the State of Missouri and other States of the Northwest until 
the farmers rose in their discontent all over the country and absolutely 
refused to purchase from any middleman or any man who had the 
products of this trust for sale in his store. And yet the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] has undertaken to produce statistics to prove 
irae the farmers did not know what was the effect of the trust upon 
them. 

Mr. President, the farmers are not here to-day except through their 
representatives; but I doubt not in the lobby vou can find men engaged 
in this binding-twine trust here in person to advocate and advance 
their interests. The farmers are not here, and I tell Senators now that 
the farmers are not to be cajoled by the statistics into belief in the idea 
that this trust is formed for their benefit. It was made to put money 
into the pockets of the men who created the trust, and not for the 
farmers. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] tells us that we ought to 
put on this duty in order to encourage the farmers to raise hemp and 
flax so that those products may be made into binding-twine. Have 
not the farmers had the opportunity to enter into the culture of these 
articles? Have they done it? As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
soy] told us to-day, and as every one of ne knows, the farmers of the 
Northwest raise flax for seed, and not for the fiber. They understand 
where the money is. They know that they can not compete in fiber 
with sisal, manilla, and jute which you have placed upon the free-list. 
All the money that they make out of flax is made by the sale of the 
seed, and after you have taken the seed from it you can not use the 
fiber to manufacture this binding-twine. 

What are the facts? I have stated what is worth all the statistics 
in the world, the absolute result in my own State of Missouri, which 
was the second hemp-growing State in the Union before the war; and 
in Kentucky the growth of hemp has gone down and down, until 
to-day I venture to say there are not more than 20,000 acres in the 
whole State upon which hemp is grown. The Senator from that State 
[Mr. CARLISLE] is as well acquainted as any man living with that 
condition of things in that State, and he is here to-day willing to vote to 
put this article upon the free-list, and then to put binding-twine upon the 
87 his State being the largest hemp-growing State in the whole 

nion. 

But Eastern Senators tell us that they know more about this than 
we do; that they know what our agricultural constituents want; that 
the farmers are utterly mistaken in regard to their own interests, and 
that when they stand here in the interest of these manufacturers they 
are at the same time standing here in the interest of the consumers and 
farmers of the West who are demanding now, with a unanimity never 
before known upon any question, that this trust shall be broken up 
and binding-twine put upon the free-list. : f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, which will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out paragraph 358, as follows: 

22 Crin végétal or vegetable hair, commercially known as African fiber, &“ 
per ton. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island if the effect of agreeing to this amendment will 
be to put that article upon the free list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee og Finance was, te 
strike out original paragraph 359, as follows: 

359, Ramie, rhea, or China grass, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I take this, the first opportunity I hava 
had, in order to give a most emphatic denial to the statemont which 
the Senator from Minnesoja says has not been denied. 

The statement, as he made it, is, in my judgment, utterly without 
foundation. The difference, which has been pointed ont by the Sena- 
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tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] already, is world-wide between a com- 
bination which obliges those in it to confederate with one another in 
making their sales in the American market, and one which simply em- 
ploys an agency in the foreign market of which the American p 
reaps the benefit. A i 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Berry in the chair). The Chair 
desires to inform the Senator from Massachusetts that he can not be 
heard on the other side of the Chamber. The Chair hopes that the Sen- 
ator will address the Chair. x 
Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I hold in my hand four letters which 
I will send to the desk to be printed in the Recorp by leave of the 
Senate, one from Charles H. Pearson, manager of the Standard Cordage 
Company, of Boston; one from Mr, William F. Day, president of the 
1 & Day Cordage Company, of Plymouth; one from Mr. G. F, 
Holmes, treasurer of the Plymouth Cordage Company, and one trom 
Mr. Charles Davis, treasurer of the Boston Cordage Company, abso- 
lutely denying such a combination as is described by the Senator from 
Minnesota, and one or two of them deny a combination in the foreign 
market. 
The letters referred to are as follows: 


Dear Sm: It having been stated that we belong to a trust, we desire to state 
that we belong to no trust; and, in our cornea: e fact of the farmers paying 
margins above what the mills obtain for binding-twine should not be used as an 
argument against giving a . to the binding-twine manu- 

urers, as such margins by jo and dealers would certainly rule even 
under any purchases in China, or England, or Canada if binding-twine was 
3 Respect eon 
u 0 
9 CHAS, H. PEARSON, 


Manager of Standard Cordage Company of Boston, Mass. 


Hon. G. F. Hoar, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


WaAsHINGTON P. C., September 4, 1890, 
DEAR Sir: As it has been reported that a trust is in existence by the cordage 
manufactu I would say that the house which I represent is in na such or- 
ganization, and that we are an individual concern. Wie DAS, 


President of The Small & Day Cordage Co. 


Hon. GEORGE F, Hoar, 
United States Senator. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 4, 1890. 


My Dear Stn: I understand it is claimed by our opponents that the cordage 
and twine manufacturers of the country have formed a trast. 

Forour supplies of manila and sisal hemp we have agreed to purchase through 
a committee, which we have been forced to do in order to keep down the price 
on account of short supplies. It is also true that we often confer in regard to 
the selling price of the manufactured article, but at the same time we sell at 
such prices as we may elect, and are in constant competition with all our com- 
petitors. Weare not members of a trust. 

Very truly yours, 
G. F. HOLMES, 
Treasurer Plymouth Cordage Company. 
Hon. GEORGE F, Hoar, 
United States Senate, 


Tue ARLINGTON, Washington, D. C., September 4, 1890, 

Dran Sin: Your kind favor of August 29 so alarmed our board of directors 
that I was urged to come here to see you, if but for a day. We could not think 
it possible, before, that so unjust a measure as removal of the small protection 
(15 per cent.) on our twine could have any chance of success. Thestockholders 
of my company have nearly a million dollars invested in this industry, which 
has reduced the cost of grain binding to the farmer to but a fraction of its 
former cost, Our sharehoiders represent equally both political parties, but we 
find nothing in the record of either y calling for the unjust discrimination 
against this industry. The factory of this company alone supports at fair wages 
five hundred laborers with their families. Wecan not compete, unprotected, 
with the Hong-Kong company, which runs American machinery at equal speed 
with labor costing an average of $5 per month. 

Let me deny that we are members of any combination excepting so far as we 
are forced to co-operate with our competitors, with whom we purchase our 
hemp, as the only defense against exorbitant prices demanded for the fibers 
in the Philippines and Yucatan. Also, let me remind you of the error of Sena- 
tor Davis as to the profits alle tohave been made this season on twine, Our 
fiber had to be imported last fall, and the twine manufacturers can not have 
earned over 5 per cent. in manufacturing it, My own 8 did a success- 
ful business, but the result of a million in sales enabled itto ly pay its usual 
dividend of 3 per cent., semi-annual, the Ist ultimo. 

Depending upon your aid, 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES DAVIS, 
Treasurer of the Boston Cordage ny- 
Hon, GEORGE F. Hoar. 


Mr. HOAR. Now, in regard to what was said by the Senator from 
Missouri who last spoke, I do not understand that the representatives 
of the agricultural States of the Northwest, as a rule, or that any but 
an inconsiderable minority of them, concur with the Senator from Mis- 
souri in his opinion. 

The Senator from Missouri said that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] knew more than any man living in regard to the interests 
of Kentucky. 

Unless I am very much mistaken iu my recollection—and if I am I 
hope some member of the Finance Committee will correct me—this 
matter of the duty on hemp and the encouraging of our farmers to raise 
it for all our domestic pyrposes was very dear to the heart of the late 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who repeatedly made it an ex- 
ception to his general and very earnest free-trade notions; and I think 
urge that 


Iam not mistaken in my recollection of having heard him 


policy upon the Senate more than once. At any rate, if I am mis- 
taken, the gentlemen who served with him on the Finance Committee 
can correct me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is very much mistaken in undertaking to state the position of 
my distinguished and lamented predecessor on the subject of the duty 
on hemp. Iam very sure he was a warm supporter of what is known 
as the Mills bill, which put hemp upon the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not sure as to the position of 
the late Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in regard to the Mills bill, 
though I think he swallowed that bill whole, with all its faults and 
virtues, whatever they were; but prior to that time the Senator from 
Kentucky took the same position which Senators on that side have so 
often taken, that if we were to have or collect a protective tariff, his 
own State ought to share in the benefits, whatever they were, and that 
hemp ought to be treated the same as other products. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course I can not respond to the Senator now, 
under the rule, as I have already spoken once. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to state to the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] dragged himself 
from a bed of sickness to come to this Chamber in order to vote for the 
Mills bill as a whole, and that put hemp on the free-list. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, as to my assumption of the existence 
of a combination to buy this fiber, I have only to read an extract from 
a petition of the cordage manufacturers of the United States, addressed 
to Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, chairman of the Committee of Finance, 
Washington, D. C., dated May 26, 1890, set forth in full inthe report 
of my remarks made the other day, and in which it is stated, among 
other things—and to this effect it is stated cumalatively throughout 
this document— 

A combination to buy fiber such as now exists is the only hope of low prices. 
An organization was completed last January, including all the principal mills. 
It is not a trust or an organized company, but merely an association, princi- 
pally for purchasing these fibers, It has appointed a purchasing committee 
who alone will import all fibers required in our own country and Canada. 

Now, that may be all rightand the proper way to do things, but if 
the price of commodities and of articles manufactured is to be relegated 
to the discretion of people who obtain these commercial and manu- 
facturing advantages, and their argument is to be held good, and that 
it is better to let them fix prices than to regulate them by law, then 
the quicker we learn that fact the better. 

Mr. HOAR. That statement exactly confirms what I say. 

Mr. DAVIS. If there is a combination of forty-two men that regu- 
lates the price and production of sisal and manilla in Yucatan and the 
Philippine Islands, it is perfectly manifest that as long as that combi- 
nation remains production can not be increased there. 

Mr. HOAR. It is no evidence that they regulate the prices except 
of what they buy themselves, not what the rest of the world buys. 

Mr. DAVIS. They have their t in Yucatan and the Philippine 
Islands, who does precisely that thing. They take one-half of all the 
manilla and all the sisal produced in the world. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to add a few words more 
upon this proposition concerning binding-twine. 

Of course the importation ot binding-twine is the importation of the 
raw material and the product of labor. The raw material imported 
comes in competition with all material of the same kind or of a sim- 
ilar kind used for the same purpose produced in the United States, the 
domestic article. The importation of manufactured twine also is in 
competition with the manufactures of these articles in the United 
States. 

The same argument, unless the circumstances are different, in favor 
of protection generally to American industries and to the American la- 
borer in the production of raw material and of manufactured articles, 
applies to this article, 

The difficulty in this case is that this is an article that is chiefly con- 
sumed by farmers in the harvesting of their crops. The question is, 
whether the people of this country would be benefited by admitting it 
free, whether twine would be cheaper and enough cheaper to pay for 
the loss of our home manufactures of the article. It is not likely that 
it would be. If there is any combination to enhance the price in this 
country, a question concerning which I do not profess to be informed, 
that combination, if twine is placed on the free-list, would probably 
be transferred to the foreign manufacturers or from the domestic man- 
ufacturer to the dealer in the foreign products. 

Unless the tariff is a sectional and local question, I do not see how I 
could with common fairness vote to put binding-twine on the ſree- list, 
it being an article used chiefly in harvesting the grain crop in the North, 
when I have refused to vote to put cotton-ties upon the free-list, and 
even against an increase in the duty upon them. It seems to me they 
are precisely similar in character, used for substantially the same pur- 
pose by the consumer, If the protective policy is to apply to all sec- 
tions of the country, then we ought not to wholly remove the duty 
upon binding-twine and increase it on cotton-ties, The duty at present 
upon binding-twine is 2} cents a pound. By the House bill it is pro- 
posed to make it 1} cents a pound. 

The Senate committee propose to make the duty 1} cents a pound. 


As at present advised, being desirous of forcing the price in this country 
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to the lowest point, not destructive of the industry, and of protecting 
both the consumer and producer, Ishall vote the Senate amend- 
ment and for the House proposition, which will be a very large reduc- 
tion in the trate (100 per cent.), and should be sufficient while 
2 manufacturers to insure the product to the consumer as 
cheap as it can be produced in this country with fair remuneration to 
the er for the raw material and fair wages to the laborer employed 
in its manufacture. 

> Mr. WASHBURN. I ask the Senator whether he knows of any 
combination of any manufacturers of cotton-ties of the same kind or 
character as the combination that exists among the manufacturers of 
binding-twine ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not say, Mr. President, that any combination 

- has been attempted between manufacturers of binding-twine that af- 
fects the prices. The combination is tosecure raw products as cheaply 
as possible, and I think that cheapens prices. “It has been very freely 
charged on the other side of the Chamber, but I haye no more informa- 
tion in regard to the matter, that there is a combination to increase 
the price of cotton-ties. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. President, it seems to me that this com- 
bination, which is admitted in their own statement, a combination for 
the purchase of raw material, with the protection that they have had, 
with the high duty they have had on the manufactured article, have 
been enabled to do just precisely what they have done—to make prices 
which are burdensome on the consumers of this country. 

In reply to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], who said he 
sew no difference, as long as these manufacturers controlled or made 
the prices of raw material, whether it was put on the free-list or 
whether there was a duty, let me say that it makes just this differ- 
ence: As long as they can control the product, and as long as they have 
the protection of 2} cents, no other manufacturer living in any country 
can come in and be a competitor for that raw material and make the 
product and sell it in competition 

What I mean is that the combination for buying raw material, to- 
gether with the protection which they have at present and will have 
as proposed by the House bill and the Senate bill, they are masters ot 
the situation and will do in the fature what they have done in the past. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 344, page 80, after the word jute, to strike out the words 
* sisal or manila, 30,” and insert 33; so as to read: 

311. Yarn made of jute, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr.CULLOM. Idesire to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of this bill whether or not he proposes to insist upon 
the amendment to that clause striking out the words ‘‘ binding-twine, 
1} cents per pound,” 

Mr. ALDRICH, That paragraph has not been read yet. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I am not quite sure that I exactly 
understand the effect of the amendment proposed by the committee, 
except in one respect. Of course I can see, as every one can, by read- 
ing the paragraph, that the proposition is to increase the rate of duty 
= by the House from 30 per cent. to 35 per cent. ad valorem; 

ut I do not understand why the words ‘‘sisal and manilla?” are pro- 
‘posed to be stricken out. 

This bill proposes to place jute, sisal-grass, and manilla on the free- 
list, and why there should bea duty of 35 per cent. upon jute yarn, with 
free raw material, and a different rate of duty upon the other yarns, 
also made of free material, I am not able to see. If I understand the 
paragraph, the effect of striking out these words will be to transfer the 
yarn made from the sisal-grass or manilla to paragraph 356, which will 
make them pay 40 per cent. ad valorem. Am I correct? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator state what he understands the 
effect to be? 

Mr, ALDRICH. I will when the Senator from Kentucky gets 
through. I can not do so now, under the rule, as I have y 
spoken on this question. 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this paragraph 344, as it came from 
the House, makes special provision for the yarn made from sisal and 
manilla, and if the words are stricken out there I have not yet discov- 
ered where any special provision will be made for them elsewhere in 
the bill, and therefore they would come under this clause— 

All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or of which flax, me pm we jer or vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, valued at 5 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound— 

Which would be 40 percent. ad valorem upon the highest priced arti- 
cle provided for in the first part of the clause. 
yalued above 5 cents per pound, 49 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, unless the Senator can show some other place in the bill where 
these articles are specifically enumerated and provided for, it will un- 
doubtedly come under the clause last read. : 

Mr. President, while I am up, and as I have a right to ae onl. 
once, I desire to say that I propose to amend the committee 8 


ment, which is to insert 35 per cent., by 25 per cent. ad 
valorem ” as the rate upon jute because I that is an ample 
duty when the ial from which it is made is free, 

Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. I will say that as I understand this 
amendment there is no such thing as yarn made from sisal grass or ma- 
nilla. ‘Those fibers are used in the production of cordage or binding- 
twine by a process which is not the process by which yarns are made, 
and there is nosuch intermediate en) shee the production of either bind- 
ing-twine or cordage from either of these fibers as there is in the 
duction of twines or other materials from jute, cotton, silk, or woo 

‘Twines made from manilla, including binding-twine and cordage of 
all kinds, are provided for in the next paragraph at 1} cents a pound. 
Thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, as the Senator will see, upon fibers 
worth 10 cents a pound, for instance, which is not an unusual price 
for either of those fibers, would be 3} cents a pound rather than 13; 
and the effect of this provision is to reduce the duties very largely 
rather than to increase them, as the Senator from Kentucky suggests, 
upon articles made from sisal and manilla. 

Mr. CARLISLE, As binding-twine. 

Mr. ALDRICH, As twine of any kind. They are not made into 
any other product. There are nosuch things as sisal yarns or manilla 
yarns on the market. It is never used for manufacturing cloth at 
all. These fibers are simply used for purposes of making twine and 


cordage. ‘ 

Now, in regard to the duties upon jute yarn, I will say that 35 per 
cent, ad valorem is the present rate, and I do not think I transgress 
parliamentary propriety when I say that in another place this 5 per 
cent, was left out by a typographical error in the bill, and was so stated 
by the gentlemen having charge of this bill there. This is simply to 
restore the present law and the intention of the framers of the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island will take no- 
tice, however, that jute, now dutiable at 20 per cent. ad valorem, is 

to be put on the free-list. 

Mr, ALDRICH, I understand. i 

Mr. McPHERSON. There ought to be some reduction of jute 
yarns because of the reduction in the duty on raw jute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow me to 
say so at this time, 35 per cent. on jute yarn is the lowest rate in the 
whole bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That may be so, but still, at the same time, if 
it is a sufficient rate of duty 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a sufficient rate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Jute itself being on the ſree · list 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis not sufficient. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Kentu has moved to 
make this 25 instead of 35 per cent. ad valorem. It was my inten- 
tion, Mr. President, in case it should be agreed to by the Senate, to 
move to strike it out wherever jute is mentioned in any of the suc- 
ceeding paragraphs, and make a separate ph covering the whole 
Pag ona and at much lower rates of duty than are provided for in 


this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
offer the amendment he referred to? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not hear the inquiry of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know if the 
Senator from Kentucky has.offered the amendment. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator to say that he would offer it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. To substitute 25 for 35. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 24, paragraph 344, strike out 357 and 
insert 25; so as to read: 

Yarn made of jute, 25 per cent. ad valorem. > 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, has there been any vote taken? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the proposition now is to amend 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand there are two amendments pending, 
one to strike out and one to insert. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is offered as one amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and he ean answer in my time, whether yarn made of jute, 
which is taxed at 35 per cent. ad valorem, is not nearly identical with 
binding-twine made of jute, and whether binding-twine made of jute 
is at a stage of manufacture advanced beyond yarn made of jute. I 
ask for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator quite certain of that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the Senator will find that binding-twine made 
of jute is untwisted, and is in that form, and to all appearance, yarn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE ] to the 
amendment of the committee, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment proposed 
ph 345, 80, line 24, after the word 
words hinding-twine?” and in line 1, 
„pound,“ to strike out the words“ binding- 
80 ås to make the paragraph read: 

S , cordage, bi wine, and twine composed wholly of maniila or 
sisal, oa cents no Aussie ; cables poh ie re made of hemp, 2} cents per 
po ; tarred, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, Mr. President, I believe it is in order for me 
to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether he p to insist 
S ͤ K 
ing-twine, 1} cents or whe i w 
e 20 thed the bill will stand on that point as it came to 
the Senate from the House, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the committee are willing to with- 
draw that amendment and stand upon the House provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Rhode Island will have permission to withdraw the amendment 
proposed by the committee. i 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, let us understand that. Do I under- 
stand now that the Senator from Rhode Island strikes ont the words 
“hinding-twine ?”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nozit strikes out binding-twine“ on page 80, and 
allows the language to stand at the top of page 81 as it is now. The 

h then stands, so far as the committee is concerned, as it came 
From the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VEST. That would strike out the words binding-twine“ in 
the first line of the paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, let us have an understanding. The 
Presiding Officer stated that if there be no objection that would be done. 
I object. I do not object to the rejection of this amendment and in- 
serting the words ‘‘ binding-twine,’’ but I do object to the restoration 
of the used by the House. 

Mr. "ALDRICH. It is nota question of restoration. The language 
is already there. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the committee has an amendment pending to 
strike out, and I object to our agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Illinois will per- 
mit the Chair to state, the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to with- 
draw the amendment proposed by the committee. The words bind- 
ing-twine’’ occur, as the bill came from the House, at another point. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is not in the bill yet; it is only proposed to 
be put in by the committee. I have no objection to withdrawing that. 

Mr. VEST. That is in the first line of the paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not know whether I understand 
exactly what the chairman of the committee proposes to do, whether 
he proposes to withdraw the words ‘‘ binding-twine,’’ in line 24, page 
80, and then whether he proposes. to withdraw the other words on the 

ty-first page. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My purpose is, if I havean opportunity to say so, 
and if allowed to say so, that I withdraw the amendment 
by the committee to this paragraph, and allow it to stand as it came 
from the House. 

Mr. VEST. We understand that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. ILsubmit to the Chair that it requires no consent; that 
these committee amendments are but motions made in their order by 
the Senator er the committee, and if he does not make them 
they are not before the Senate. It does not require unanimous consent 
to withdraw an amendment. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks. the Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct; tbat, the yeas and nays not having been 
ordered, the Senator from Rhode Island would have a right to ken Maiin 
the amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, an individual offering a motion may 
modify it; but this is a report from a committee, and there is no au- 
thority of the committee to withdraw it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, no member of the committee has au- 
thority to change the report of the committee upon his own motion. 
It must be done by the action of the Senate, if done at all. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island reports from a committee its action. He may, 
individually, desire to withdraw it, but he can not change the report 
of the committee before action on this floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, does my friend from Tennessee 
mean to say that it is necessary to have a formal meeting of the com- 
mittee in order to authorize the Senator in charge of the bill to speak 
for the committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I mean to say exactly this: When the comnfittee 
has reported a proposition it must be modified by the action of the 
committee, or by the action of the Senate; that no individual Senator 
can modify it or withdraw it, or take any action in respect of it, except 


by the Committee on Finance was, in 
to insert 
81, after the word 


I cents per pound; 


by virtue of his rights as a Senator upon the floor. He may invoke 
the will of the majority of the Senate in respect of this proposition, or 
he may go back to his committee and be directed by the committee to 
modify or change, but individually he has no authority, no right, to 
modify or change the proposition that the committee has directed him 
to report. That is exactly what I mean to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I 
for the majority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have had no conference with the members of the 
minority of the committee, and they may insist upon a formal meeting 
of the committee to propose that action, but I hardly understand the 
Senator to take that position. The motion was made after conference 
with a majority of the members of that committee. I did not consult 


the minority. : 
Mr. President, I will try the floor again it it is 


Mr. CULLOM. 
agreeable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I supposed 
other side of the Chamber would not object to the withdrawal of those 
words reported by the Committee of Finance tothe Senate, as it reduces 
the duty Bug ee on binding-twine. 

Now, Mr. 
about what my duty was in the premises with reference to this 


para- 
graph or with reference to the question of Lacan ee upon 


the free -· list or of retaining it in any way upon dutiable-list. 

My first impression was that it ought to go upon the free-list, that 
impression being created by the address of the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who seemed to make out a pretty clear case 
that those gentlemen engaged in the manufacture of binding-twine 
were unquestionably in a trust. But the evidence produced by the 


honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and by other gen- 


tlemen with whom I have talked, and some of them my own constit- 
uents, has tended to satisfy me that whatever may have been the appar- 
ent combination the purpose and result of it have been largely to reduce 
the cost of binding-twine. If that is so, and these gentlemen are bene- 
fiting the people of the country by a reduction of the price of this 
article which is so much in use by the farmersof the country, it would 
seem to be a question whether this article ought to be put on the free- 
list or not. : 
But, leaving that out of the question, I am looking at it somewha 

from the standpoint of the farmer himself, because the evidence is over- 
whelming here that the manufacture of cordage and binding-twine in 
this country is largely engaging the attention of the farmers n the pro- 
duction of hemp in this country. That is specially so, as I indicated 
in the earlier part of this discussion, in my own State. Ihave had the 


that our friends on the. 


Lo 
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spoke so far as I could for the committee, at least 


President, I confess that I have been somewhat in doubt 


evidence trom my own constituents to the effect that the establishment - 


of acordage company in Champaign aud the manufacturein Chicago and 
in Peoria are all stimulating the production of hemp in the State of 
Illinois. 

Now, sir, as shown by testimony and by the paper which was in- 
troduced by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], the balance 
of which I believe went into the RECORD, the acreage of hemp raisiog 
in the country is being largely increased, not only in the State of Illi- 
nois, butin other States of the Union; and the manufacturers of this 
binding-twine and of cordage are themselves e 


tion of the raising of hemp in the locations where their establishments 


are situated. So that it is with me a question whether we are doing 


the farmers the most good by putting this article on the free-list, or 
whether we will not do them more good by keeping it upon the pro- 
tective list, so that the hemp and flax industry shall be enco as 


in the stimula- © 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has said, as well as others on 


this side of the Chamber. 

My fear is that if binder-twine should be put upon the free-list, the 
result of it would be that many of those establishments for manufact- 
uring it would be closed up. The result of that again would be that 
the encouragement that the hemp-raisers have had for the supply of 
these mills would stop, the production of hemp would very 
decrease, and possibly the price of twine to the farmers would be in- 
creased instead of diminished. s 

Mr. President, I desire to insert some statements as to the amount of 
hemp marketed the last year and the amount of hemp twine for the 


next year, estimated. This is furnished by a gentleman of my own , 


State for the Empire Cordage Company of Champaign: 


There have been marketed this year not less than 6,000 tons of binder-twine 
made from American hemp. My opinion is the amount will exceed 6,500 tons. 
There have also been marketed fully 5,000 tons of jute twine. 

Next year the output of hemp twine will, ing to ourestimates, reach 
12,000 tons, unless the demand for hemp fiber so far exceeds the supply as to 
lead our farmers to raise the price above the competitive line. About 50,000 
tons of twine are used annually. 

In July competition became very strong, jute binder-twine selling as low as 
8 cents, and sisal twine as low as 10 cents. e expect to sell our output of next 
year at 9 cents, depending, of course, upon the cost of fiber. I will contract 
1,009 tons, equal to the best manilla and at 9} cents, deliverable at any rail- 
road point in Minnesota or Nebraska, lowa, Michigan, ‘ennessee, or Arkansas, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Illinois has spoken 
five minutes, 
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Mr. CULLOM. I wanted to get in some tables showing the facts, 

Mr. VEST. Let them be x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They may be printed as part of the 
remarks of the Senator. 
er Chair now desires to state that section 2 of Rule XXI reads as 
follows: 

2, Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at 
any time rea decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays, except 
a motion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave. 

If the Senator from Rhode Island speaks for the committee which 
offered this amendment, as the Chair understood that he did speak, 
then he has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I so stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But if he speaks for himself alone 
he has not the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I tried to state distinctly that I spoke for the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Rhode Island reported from the 
committee the request that he submitted, as the organ of the com- 
mittee, then theChair is unquestionably right and the Senator isright; 
but if, as Senator from Rhode Island, he proposed the withdrawal, I re- 
peat that he has no right to withdraw, or modify, or change the action 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair agrees with the Senator 
from Tennessee, but the Senator from Rhode Island spoke for the com- 
mittee, and, as the Chair now understands, he asks, inthe name of the 
committee, to withdraw the amendment. If he does so for the com- 
a then he has the right todo it, and itis withdrawn. The Chair 
80 rules, 

Mr. REAGAN, I feel bound to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair on that point if the Senator from Rhode Island withdraws it as 
an individual Senator, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated that the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island withdraws it in the name of the committee, and 
not in his own name. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it is by the authority of the committee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island so 


states. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Rhode Island has never said that 
he withdraws it for the committee, so far as I have heard. 
e ALDRICH. I made that statement distinctly every time I made 

e request. 

Mr. REAGAN, I did not so understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS, I suppose the Senator from Texas will hardly insist 
upon his ap now. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; I did not understand the situation. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I understand both amendments are 
withdrawn. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I would like to ask what the condition 


of 3 315 now is, aſter the withdrawal by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, on behalf of the Committee on Finance, of the commit- 
tee’s amendment; whether now the paragraph reads as it did read when 
it came from the House. If there is no objection, I would like to have 
the paragraph read as it came from the committee, and to have it read 
after the withdrawal of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Exactly. 

Mr. GRA. If there is noobjection, I should like to have the para- 
graph read as it now is, after the withdrawal made on behalf of the 
Finance Committee of the committee’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the para- 

as it now stands. 
he Secretary read as follows: i 

345, Cables, cordage, and twine, composed wholly of manila or sisal-grass, 
1} cents per pound; bindin; 1 è < 
— — 2 per N. . n 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that that is precisely as the paragraph 
came from the House of Representatives. I move to amend by insert- 
ing the words except binding-twine’’ after the word twine,“ in 
line 24 on page 80. I make this motion l to another which 
I shall make in view of the amendment which on the 28th of August 
I gave notice I should propose to this bill, in paragraph 571 to insert, 
after line 16, page 120— 


All binding-twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle or Tampico 
fiber, jute, jute butts, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn. 


This amendment puts this article upon the free-list. I now moye to 
amend paragraph 345 by inserting the words “except binding-twine ”’ 
after the word *‘ twine,” in line 24 on page 80. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that 
to complete the amendment he must also move to strike out, on page 
81, line 1, the words ‘‘ binding-twine, 1} cents per pound.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I intended to do that, and I will include that in the 
motion also, to strike out in the first line on page 81 the words ‘‘ bind- 
ing-twine, 1} cents per pound.” A 


ARE ETSIN ee The bre angry — * er 

e SECRETARY. In line 24, page 80, paragraph 345, after the w 

“twine,” insert the words ‘except binding-twine,” and on page 81 

strike out, in line 1, the words: R 
Binding-twine, 1} cents per pound, 


Mr. MITCHELL, I suppose the object of the Senator from Minne- 
sota is to put binding-twine on the free-list. Why does he not simply 
move to strike out the two words binding-twine? 

Mr. DAVIS. Those are out already. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; they are not. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, that is out. } 

Mr. DAVIS. That is out by the withdrawal of the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the words 
8 1 are out of the paragraph on page 81, line 1. 

Mr, MITCHELL, They are still in, because the amendment is with- 
drawn, and that leaves the words binding-twine“ in. On page 80 
they were stricken out because the amendment was changed, but on 
page 81 the words were restored; so that they are in there, 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be read as pro 1 

5 2 I think it would be a good idea to have the amendment 
amended. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read the 

ragraph as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. No; let theamendment of the Senator from Min- 
nesota be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 80, after the word ‘‘twine,’’ in- 
sert the words except binding-twine; and in line I, page 81, strike 
out the words binding-twine, 1} cents per pound.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. That answers the purpose, but the same object- 
can be reached by striking out the words binding-twine“ in line 1, 
on page 81. 

Mr. DAVIS. It can not any more than in part reach the pu 
as the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] suggests, and 1 will 
let it go as I have offered it. Iam much obl to the Senator from 
Oregon for the suggestions, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to thy 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon adopting the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], 
adding after the word twine, on page 80, line 24, except binding- 
twine,” and also striking out on page 81, in line 1: 

Binding-twine, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. REAGAN. Binding-twine“ has been taken out by the action 
of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘‘ Binding-twine,’’ inline 24, I understood was taken 


out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not understand the Senator, because it was 
distinctly stated that when the amendment was withdrawn that the 
words binding-twine“ were left out and that the words proposed to 
be stricken out were rei That was stated over and over. 

Mr. DAWES, If the amendment prevails I understand that unless 
the Senate goes to the free-list and puts this into the free-list it wil] 
be governed by the general clause of unenumerated articles. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that. 

Mr. DAWES. What that rate is is not in my mind at this moment, 
but that will be the effect unless the Senate, when we come to the free- 
list, puts it in the free-list. There is no doubt but that the p of 
the Senator is when the free-list comes up to put it in the free-list if it 
is stricken out here. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is precisely my object. 

Mr. DAWES. Therefore, it is just as well to debate it. The Senator 
does not conceal his purpose. The only way the Senator can now ac- 
complish his purpose is to make the motion with the intent when we 
come to the free-list to put it into the free-list; otherwise it will be 
caught by the general provision which imposes a particular rate of duty 
on all unenumerated articles. The Senator understands that, and I 
presume Senators understand that this is a motion equivalent to a mo- 
tion to put the article on the free-list. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota with very great pleasure. It is a movement in the 
right direction, sir. It will do something for the relief of the agricult- 


ural community, and I give notice to that Senator that when we reach 

ph 349 I propose to do the same thing for cotton-bagging. Hav- 
ing helped him todo something for the wheat and grain growers of his 
section of the country, I propose to call upon him to reciprocate and to 
8 to put bagging for the farmers of cotton in the South on tha 
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Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I forbid the bans, 

Mr. VANCE. I do not yield, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina has 
the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. Then we can all sing together that good old hymn: 

Blest be the tie that binds 

The sheaves whose bread we love; 
And fellowship of cotton-ties 

Is like to the above. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I shall vote against the pending 
amendment. I regret to have to vote against anything that is sup- 

to be for the relief of the farmer, but if we are to have protection 
at all we must be somewhat consistent. There is just as much reason 
for putting a great many other articles on the free-list as there is this, 
and I think more in many cases. 

It was stated by the Senator from Minnesota that the difficulty about 
this matter is a combination to control,and which does control, the ma- 
terial out of which binding-twineis manufactured. I think if we take 
off the duty it will be for the benefit of the combination, and not other- 
wise. ‘They willincrease their manufactures, having the raw material 
under control, where they can manufacture cheapest. They will, of 
course, manufacture it in foreign countries, where they can make it 
cheapest, and it will prevent competition in this country and prevent 
any other manufacturing establishment in this country from going into 
the business. It will not be manufactured here, and it will not bring 
the relief which is desired. p 

If there is a trust I should rather the trast would be in this country, 
where we can reach it, and if we should legislate against it, if there 
is a popular feeling against it, we can reach the trust; but if we make 
it impossible to manufacture the article in this country, here is an 
organization who have the raw material and they will go where they 
can manufacture cheapest, and that trust will exist, and it will be en- 
tirely beyond the control of the people of this country. 

So I think we had better keep the duty on and make it possible to 
manufacture the article in this couatry, and break up the trust in that 
way, rather than to enable the trust to exist elsewhere beyond the juris- 
diction of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, Ishall vote for the pending 
amendment with a great deal of pleasure, and I shall vote with just 
as much pleasure for the amendment which the Senator from North 
Carolina proposes to offer when paragraph 349 is reached. 

It has been again and again stated that the farmers of this country 
are the victims of a combination in this binding-twine matter, and 1 
believe it is the truth; but there is nobody in the Senate, and, I im- 
agine, nobody outside of the Senate, who will deny that this sort of a 
combination exists in the other case. The Senator from Oregon stated 
awhile ago that they stood practically on the same footing. I agree 
with him fully in that. The reasons that apply to one would apply 
to the other. 

I believe the Senator from Ohio stated on the floor at one time that 
he would be in favor of breaking up any trust where it could be shown 
that there was a combination to do injustice to the general public, or 
to the farmers, or any other great class of people in this country, Two 
years ago, upon a motion made by me, the Committee on Finance ot 
this body investigated the charge that there had been a combination 
among the cotton-bagging manufacturers. The persons who were sum- 
moned before that committee admitted frankly that there had been a 
combination. They denied that there had been a trust, but they said 
there was a sort of ‘‘sympathetic movement,” as they called it. We 
know, every member of this body knows, that that ‘‘sympathetic 
movement“ resulted in the increase of the price of cotton-bagging from 
6 cents a pound to 14 cents a pound within thirty days, and when the 
effort was made to put that article upon the free-list for the p 
of breaking down all combinations, it failed. The result is now that 
this bill proposes that the raw material which that combination used 
at that time, jute and jute butts, shall be put upon the free-list, but 
there is no sort of effort to protect the country and the public from a 
similar combination occurring at any time. 

It was charged here at that time that the cotton planters had been 
the victims of a robbery amounting to $3,000,000 in the one crop that 
was then in existence, and that the total plant of all the bagging manu- 
facturers was not worth above a million and a half of dollars. The 
representatives of that trast said defiantly to the committee of this 
body that they cared nothing about what was done afterwards; that 
they would make a sufficient amount of money out of that one crop 
and in that combination, in spite of the Senate and in spite of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, to pay them for all the trouble and ex- 
pense they had been at, and they would be practically independent 
after that season passed. Yet we have allowed this thing to goon 
from time to time; we are allowing it to go on now. 

I hope when these facts are brought out and distinctly understood, 
when the Senator from North Carolina makes his motion that cotton- 
bagging shall go on the free list, we may have the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that that shall be the case. But to do that, to be con- 
sistent about it, I think we ought to make binder-twine free at the 


same time, and allow the farmers to be relieved of the one hardshi 
if no more, of being compelled to pay an unreasonable tax upon th 
article of universal necessity. 

Mr, PASCO. Mr. President, the result of the amendment which 
has been offered by the Senator from Minnesota is to put binding-twine 
upon the free-list. I suppose that this is to be done upon the prin- 
ciple that everything that the farmer needs to 3 his crop for 
marketshould be furnished him as cheaply as possible; the price should 
be reduced, As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] and the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] have just said, this same 
principle is applicable to the material the Southern farmerand planter 
uses in covering his crop. 

I should feel a great deal more like voting for the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Minnesota if he had voted when the propo- 
sition came up here the other day to keep the duty on cotton-ties from 
being raised higher. In looking over the vote that was taken on that 
question I find that the only Senators representing the farmers of the 
Northwest who voted with those of us who are interested in the produc- 
tion of cotton were the two Senators from Kansas and one of the Sena- 
tors from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock], With these exceptions the en- 
tire representation of the farmers of the Northwest in this body voted 
against the interests of the cotton-grower and in favor of the proposi- 
tion contained in this bill to increase the duty on cotton-ties 200 per 
cent. s 

I fear very much that when the amendment which the Senator from 
North Carolina proposes to make in reference to cotton-bagging comes 
up we shall find that, although these same Senators desire our help in 
getting this burden taken off from the backs of their poopie thon who 
are interested in raising wheat, in which industry this binding-twine 
is needed, they will be found opposing a similar proposition in behalf 
of ihe covering of our crop. 

As the Senator from Arkansas says, the price of bagging was nearly 
doubled in the season of 1887 and 1888 by means of a combination or 
trust. or whatever it may be called, similar to the trust which controls 
the binding-twine. This bagging trust or combination made out of 
the planters of the South $2,000,000 or more during that season, as 
stated before the Committee on Ways and Means when taking testi- 
mony on this subject. 

The only way that this trust was finally overcome was through the 
Farmers’ Alliance in the Southern States by using other materials in- 
stead of bagging in the preparation of their crops for market, By a 
continuation of the manufacture of other materials to cover their cot- 
ton since that time, the price of bagging has been brought back to 
something like its former condition. The crop is now to a large extent 
being covered with bagging made of cotton, and in that way a great 
deal of good has been accomplished in preventing a renewal of the 
operations of the trust. 

But there ought not to be any burden placed by the Government 
upon this article. It ought to be upon the free-list. Binding-twine 
ought to be upon the free-list. I trust that the Senators who are in- 
terested in this matter will get more generously in the future than 
they have in the past; that when the amendment which is to be offered 
by the Senator from North Carolina is brought to a vote they will be 
found with us voting to put cotton-bagging upon the free-list; that the 
action which has already been taken with reference to cotton-ties will 
be reconsidered when an opportunity is offered, and that the burdens 
of the farmers of the South will to that extent be relieved. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Massachusetts that he has spoken once on this ques: 
tion. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not speak on the merits of this question. I was 
only discussing whether it was in order or not. I did not debate the 

uestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts will 

‘oceed. ` 


pr $ 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to state that I voted for the duty on cotton- 
ties for precisely the same reason that I vote for this duty. I stated 
it then to be because I sincerely believe that it would be for the best 
interest of the cotton-producer to have his ties manufactured here at 
home by his door rather than to depend upon a foreign producer to 
fix the price for him. If we admit binding-twine free of duty, the 
farmer, whoever uses it, will be compelled to depend upon a forei 
producer to fix the price for him. The need of the middleman will 
doubled by that process, and he will hold over the farmer just such a 
rod as will be for the interest of the middleman rather than for the 
interest of the consumer. It is better for the consumer of this as of 
every other article, where it is possible, to have it produced at his door; 
he can control better the price and the relation between the producer 
and the consumer when they are close at hand than he can where the 
middleman is absolutely necessary for him. 

I am not here, sir, to get a duty upon a product that is applicable 
to the Southern section, and free the Northern consumer from that 
duty. Iam not here to grasp or to undertake to see which can get the 
most. I I am not actuated by some principle that will apply to one 
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uction as well as another, I do not conceive that I am doing my 
uty here. 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

1442 PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. DAWES. - Will the Senator excuse me a moment? 

I do not to say that I am not mistaken in the view I take 
ofit, but I mean to say that, so faras I am able to discern, the same 
principle runs through all of these matters, and I hope I shall have 

given me to maintain that principle whether it applies to the 
one side or to the other. I am for that policy which I believe will 
produce at the least possible cost in the long run to the consumer every 
article that he consumes which in its nature can be produced in this 
country. It is because I believe that in the long run the policy of pro- 
ducing it in this country will have that result that I cling to the idea 
of home protection and home markets. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he thinks that the producer of cotton, who toils three hundred and 
sixty-five days in the year to make his crop and put it on the market, 

_is benefited by paying 104 per cent. tax on the cotton-ties that bind 
that crop which he sends to market. 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir, I do not; but I believe by putting the duty 
ae do on that we shall cease to pay the price fixed by the foreign pro- 

heer. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 


tion, 
sina? PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 


Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator how he 
can reconcile the action of the committee in reducing the tax upon 
binders’ twine 50 per cent., as they do in this bill, while in the same 
bill they increase the tax on cotton-ties more than 100 per cent. It 
Seems to me that they are not treated alike. One is used for binding 
grain and the other for binding cotton. 

Mr. DAWES, If I may answer in the Senator's time 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will answer in his own 
time. The Senator from Arkansas has no time. He has already 
aor The Senator from Massachusetts has a little time left, about 
a minute. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought I had used up my own time. Whether the 
degree of duty is unnecessarily high or not, Í rely more upon this com- 
mittee than upon my own private judgment. If itis higher than is nec- 
essary to protect the honest effort to manufacture cotton-ties in this 
meen al it is 1 1 wos 8 80 mo equalize 2 a 

uction, an o not for m perso’ one single hair’s 
breadth beyond that. 4 2 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator why he did not take 
the opinion of the committee as to the duty on iron. He differed from 
the committee when it came to iron, the raw material of New England. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if this were truly a proposition to 
destroy a trust that was continuing itself eee to sound policy 
I could vote for it. But a trust is not n y the result of protec- 
tion. There are trusts where free trade prevails. They are not nec- 
essarily dependent upon any particular taxation. I should rather have 
two trusts than one. I should rather have an American trust here 
working with a view tocounteract the operations of the foreign trust, I 
am perfectly sure that in this matter, as well as in all others, when- 
ever the American manufacturer and mechanic begin to conduct any 
pore where American ingenuity has any field at all the process will 

improved and the result will be an economy in the matter of pur- 
chases and economy in the matter of manufacture and ultimately a re- 
duction of price. I would rather be under the protection of an Amer- 
ican trust than to be under the protection of a foreign trust. 

Nor can I see how in the world I can vote to put this particular ar- 
ticle (which, if a tax upon the consumer, if it can be traced at all, is 
infinitesimal) on the free-list, and not only in the matter of cotton- 
bagging or coton-ties, but in scores of other ‘cases, insist upon a pro- 
tective duty. Iam led to remark to some of my Western friends that 
I think we must stand by the committee in this matter or make very 
serious changes in the whole bill, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I havea word to say upon two points 
that are introduced to the attention of the Senate, 

I wish to say that large interests in cordage manufacturing, and con- 
nected with the mere question of producing binding-twine for use in 
that form, present to my notice the situation of this industry as sub- 
mitted by my constituents and by the constituents of many other Sen- 
ators. 


Tam told that for the purposes of cordage manufacture binding-twine 
is nothing more than rope-yarn; that is, the degree of operation abroad 
that would bear upon the importation of rope-yarn for the purpose of 
further manipulation in cordage. In old times we could not make the 
rope-yarn, which involved a good deal of labor, and a good deal of skill, 
and a good deal of machinery; and the cordage manufacturers of this 


country had only this function, for them to import the rope- 
then twist it into They have, however, im in their 
machinery and in their methods, and large plants and investments Jong 
established are in operation in the business of making the rope-yarn 
here and importing but the ernde foreign fiber. 

_ Now, while you are d with binding-twine you are really deal- 
ing with rope-yarn, and I am told that if rope-yarn is put upon the 
free-list every cordage industry must close its works. 

Why should this industry, why should this part of American labor 
be stricken down in this way? Iam teld the labor in making rope- 
yarn is $20 a ton and that the laborof tw isting cordage from rope-yarn 
is only $5 a ton. Now, $20 a ton on the fl ers imported in making rope- 
yarn is to be stricken out by this. 

Now, for trusts. We havea statute. Those who violate that statute 
are to be punished underit. No evasion by Congress; no evasion by the 
Executive of the duty of enforcing by punishment, but it is the pun- 
ishment of the guilty and the guilty proved so. Would anyone have 
puta clause into the trust bill that every subject that had been oper- 
ated upon by a trust should be admitted free? Would it haye passed 
in that form? 

Can it then be treated as any part of our tariff system that free trade 
is to follow from the machinations of trusts? How soon would mach- 
inations be made on subjects that would protect it if this principle 
was to prevail, by that trade and that manipulation, and we were to 
1 driven into a reduction of the tariff and an enlargement of the free- 

ist? 

These are separate subjects. I believe with the Senators who have 
said that no trust that could be impugned is involved in this matter; 
but whether it is or not, I know of no system by which violations of 
law are to be punished by infliction upon those who have not partici- 
pated in them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Senator 
from New York meant to be understood just as his words imported or 
not, that the making of binding-twine free would close the establish- 
ments for making cables, cordage, and twine, composed wholly or 
mainly of sisal-grass and cordage madeofhemp, Why it should close 
the establishments engaged in making them is not very apparent. 
Binding-twine is one branch of the business of twine cordage, but not 
the greater branch, and I see no reason why the making of binding- 
twine free should interfere with the manufacture of the other kinds of 
cordage and twine mentioned in the clause under consideration. 

In reference to the suggestion made a little while ago by one of the 
Senators, that he would prefer being under the protection of two trusts 
to one, I desire to say that the people are to be pitied if they are under 
the control—not protection, for it is not protection—of either one or 
twotrusts. I do not see that the making of this article of binding-twine 
free necessarily puts that business under the control of a foreign trust. 
It is left ont of sight that the making of this twine free, and with the 
clause which we adopted a little while ago making the material out of 
which it is made free, enables the people of this country and other 
people to engage in the manufacture of twine. 

I shall support the amendment to make binding-twine free, and yet 
I feel that our friends of the Northwest who raise wheat were not very 
charitable to us when, with two exceptions, they voted to raise the 
duty on cotton-ties from 35 per cent. to 105 percent. But perhaps they 
are learning now that there issuch a thing as a pressure of agricultural 
industries by enormous taxation, and I shall join with them in strik- 
ing this out. I shall hope when we reach the subject of cotton-bagging 
that they will join us in giving some relief to the people who raise cot- 
ton and who have to do more hard work for less pay than any other 
great class of people in the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota Mr. Davis], on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), My colleague Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] is absent, ill, and I transfer his pair to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE], with whom I am paired, and vote. My colleague 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr], and by 
this transfer both the Senator from New Jersey and myself will be at 
liberty to vote on this question. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). As has been ex- 

lained, my pair with the junior Sena‘or from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
Bann having been transferred to the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE], I vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state 
that I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr, SQUIRE]. 
Otherwise I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was ca led). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], but Iam assured that I may vote 
on this question. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am generally paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I have trans- 
ferred that pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I vote 
$ 


n 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


and 


— * 
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Senator from Vermont Mr. MORRILL]. If he were here, I should vote 
ea. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] that 
we transfer our pairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota has voted. 

Mr. HARRIS, Idid not know he had voted. Iam paired with the 
Senato? from Vermont and withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). May I ask whether 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFI He has not voted, 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR] re- 
corded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, being paired with him, I shall not vote. I 
should vote in the negative if he were present. 

Mr, RANSOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If 
he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] that by a transfer of pairs he and I can vote. Iam paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and he with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. Those two Senators can 
stand pai and he aad I ean vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote yea. 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—3i. 
Allison, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Bate, Faulkner, Paddock, Vest, 
Berry. Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pierce, Walthall, 
Casey, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Washburn, 
Cockrell, McMillan, Pugh, Wilson of lowa, 
Coke, McPherson, A Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt. Mitchell, Squire, 
Davis. Moody, Turpie, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldric Dawes, Higgins, Sanders, 
ee Dixon, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Blair, ree ws peed 875 8 
Blodge vn ones of Nevada, wart, 
Coen: Frye, - Platt, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay. er. 
ABSENT—2%. 

Barbour, Dolph. Hearst, Power, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Spooner, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Call, Hale, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Chandler Hampton, Payne, 
Daniel, Harris, Pettigrew, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraph just acted on may be read 
as it stands after the amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
5 d twine, t binding-twi holl. 

666i i thie oor pounds enbban ayant iaga oF ae 
A cents per pound; tarred, 3 cents per pound. 

The Secretary read paragraph 346. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed to amend the paragraph. 

The first amendment of the committee was, on page 81, line 4, be- 
fore the word carpets, to insert the words hemp and jute;“ so as 
to read: 


Tt will be read. 


Hemp and jute carpets and carpeting, ete. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ishonld like to ask the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and why the same rate of duty is put upon jute carpets as upon hemp 
carpets, when jute is made free by this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the committee believe this to be a proper 


rate. , 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well, I want to know why the committee believe 
it to be a proper rate. That is what I am endeavoring to get at. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the existing law, to begin with. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the existing law imposes a duty upon jute of 
20 per cent, ad valorem, and this is not the existing law, therefore. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is a very small rate, and in the opinion of the 


committee it does not any more than equalize the conditions between the 
manufacturers of this kind of carpeting in this country and in India. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to amend the committee’s amendment by 
striking out the words and jute.” 
provided for at a lower rate of duty. 


I believe jute carpet should be 


Mr, ALDRICH.. The effect of that will be to increase the rate, I will 


9 the Senator. 

f inserti fie arnaga * 3 j 3 2 
purpose o ng a i e rate uty upon jute carpets 
at a lower figure than the one et here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
88 by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment of the com- 
ttee. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Then I will „as I have the floor now only 
peta time, to insert a clause imposing 4 cents per square yard upon 

ute carpets. 

Mr. ALDRICH, This rate is only 24.63 per cent. ad valorem. That 
is the exis law precisely. - 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, I understand that perfectly well, but 
the jute is free and the hemp has a duty upon it. You do not inerease 
the duty on hemp carpets, although the duty is retained upon the hemp, 
and you maintain the existing rates of duty upon jute carpets,although 
jute is put upon the free-list. That is the inconsistency of which I am 
complaining. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is a very low rate of duty now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 346 
was, on page 81, line 4, after the word carpetings, to strike ont the 
words made of jute or other vegetable material; so as to read: 

Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 6 cents per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 346 
was, on page 81, line 6, after the word yarn,“ to strike out mats 
rugs, and screens, made of jute, or vegetable material, 8 cents per 
square yard; so as to make the paragraph read: 

345. Hemp and jute carpets and carpetings, 6 cents per square yard, 
The amendment was agreed to. i> 
The Secretary read as follows: : 
A exceed 60 inch w. of 
hich flax, jute, or hemp, page of t ‘hone ah 8 phai — 


w 
of chief value (except such as may be suitable for bagging for cotton), II cents 
per pound; axoveding 00 inches in width, 2 conte per ponad, ya 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out that last clause of that para- 
graph, beginning in line 12, in the following words: 

Exceeding 60 inches in width, 2 eents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out, in lines 11 and 12, the words 
and five-eighths cents,“ and insert cent; so as to read: 

One cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. As apropos to the subject, I ask that a statement of 
Messrs. Lyon, Hall &Co., of Baltimore, be read. I have marked what 
I wish read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The burlap weighs 9 ounces per square yard. 

The — 3 — yard, 3 

The section proposes a on jute burlaps of II cents 
pound, or Saag Fa two-sixteenths cent per ounce, y e 

Jute carpet (section 352) 6 cents per square yard, equal to three-fifths cent per 
ounce. 

Cheap jute carpets are simply colored burlaps, 

A 10-ounce fabric is largely used by the working and agricultural classes who 
will thus be compelled to pay more than three times the tax on a fancy colored 
burlap than is levied on a plain uncolored one. 

A 10-ounce jute buriap costs in Dundee about 4 cents square yard. 

A 10-ounce jute burlap carpet costs in Dundee about 3 per square yard. 

A tax of two-sixteenths cent per ounce is about 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

A tax of 6 cents per square yard, or th: cent per ounce, is equal to an 
ad valorem duty of 100 per cent. on a class of goods used exclusively by people 
who can aftord no better. 

Ca: of jute cost from 6 cents to 80 cents per square yard. The former are 
used by the poor, the latter by well-to-do people. A specific duty of 6 cents per 
square yard taxes the poor man's carpet 100 per cent. ad valorem, while tis 
wealthy neighbor who buys the high-cost art pays but 6 cents tax on his - 
cent fabric, equal to 7} per cent. ad valorem. 

If the tariff isto be equalized, the duty to be levied on carpets of jute should 
be no greater than on bur „ and it is suggested in the interest of your poor 
constituents and people of slender means everywhere, that the duty on carpets 
of jute and burlaps of jute be made uniform, either j centa per pound, or 30 
per cent. ad valorem, and you are earnestly requested to support no greater tax. 


Respectfully submitted. 
PRO BONO PUBLICO, 


reent, ad valorem and jute butts now dutin- 
on the free-list in the McKinley bill. See sec- 


LYON, HALL & CO. 
Mr. ALDRICH, ‘Will the Senator from North Carolina tell us who 
writes this statement? 


Mr. VANCE. I stated when I first offered it that it was written by 
Messrs. Lyon, Hall & Co., of Baltimore. 


Nore.—Jute now dutiable at 20 
ble at S per ton have been pla 
tions 595 and 596, 
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Mr. ALDRICH.. I notice that it is signed Fro Bono Publico.” 

Mr. VANCE, Yes, sir; and itis also signed ‘‘Lyon, Hall & Co.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out in line 9 of this para- 
graph jute,“ wherever it occurs in the line. It occurs twice, I then 
move to add at the end of the ph, after the word pound,” 
placing a semicolon after the word pound,“ the words: 

Burlapsof jute and bags for grain made of jute burlaps, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

It will be noticed that paragraph 348 speaks of bags for grain made 

` of burlaps, and I wish to separate the two. I want to put the jute 
ert burlaps by themselves and the jute bags by themselves, and therefore 
— : I move the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 
The SECRETARY. On page 81, line 9, strike out after the word 
88 flax, where it first occurs, the word ‘‘jute;’’ where the word flax“ 
i occurs in the second place in the line, strike out the word jute; and 
after the word pound,“ in line 12, add: 
Burlaps of jute and bags for grain made of jute burlaps, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question. ] 
By the sound the ayes have it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CARLISLE. This paragraph as it stands makes a very large 
increase of the duties upon these articles, although the tables sub- 
mitted by the committee show no increase. The expert who made 
these tables appends a note in which he says: 
In the absence of quantities the present duties are extended; the rates are 
supposed to be the equivalent of existing ad valorem, 
The existing ad valorem is 30 per cent. upon one class and 40 per 
cent. upon the other. In another note the expert says : 
The 7 change from ad valorem to specific rates is believed to be a re- 
duction of duty. 


If Senators will look at the testimony taken before the Senate com- 
mittee in 1888, on page 1077, they will find, according to the paper 
which I have before me, that the rates proposed here now would be 
equivalent to about 70 per cent. ad valorem. I make this statement, 
I desire to say, without having made the calculations myself, but they 
have been made by a gentleman who is an expert in these matters, for- 
merly clerk of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, in whose 
judgment and accuracy I have great confidence. If that be so, there 
would be an increase in the duty collected under this paragraph, based 
apon the importations of the year 1889, of about a million and a half 
ef dollars, hecause these importations are very large, as Senators will 
see by looking at the tables, I regretthat I have not that Senate testi- 
mony before me. I supposed it was at my desk, but I am not able to 
lay my hands upon it at this moment. However, I refer the Senator 
from Rhode Island to that page, page 1077. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that it is 
a statement made by Mr. Bemis, which he afterwards admitted him- 
self wasa mistake. The matter has been discussed in the Senate sev- 
eraltimes. The gentleman making the statement, in a letter to the 
committee, which the Senator will find in the testimony, also stated 
that he had made a mistake in the priceof burlaps. The Senator him- 
self is aware, I suppose, that the price of burlaps is at least 5 cents a 
pound, or in the neighborhood of 5 cents a pound, and has been for 
a series of years; so that 30 percent, would be a centand a halfa pound. 
But I think recently the price hasbeen in the neighborhood of 6 cents 
apound. I haye no doubt myself that the rate of 14 cents, based on 
the price of last year, is a reduction in rate, 

. CARLISLE, What about the 2 cents a pound? 


and on my motion that clause has been stricken out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That has been now stricken out? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator does not insist that itis not an in- 
crease? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do insist that it is not an increase on the price 
for the two or three years. 

Mr, CARLISLE, One and five-eighths cents per pound is pretty 
nearly 40 per cent. upon an article worth 5 cents, while the present 
rate of duty is 30 per cent, ad valorem. It can not, therefore, be a de- 
crease. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have somewhere a statement of the price of bur- 
laps for a series of years. I said, or intended to say, that for the past 
year or two the average price has been over 6 cents a peut. Of course, 
at 6 cents a pound, 30 per cent, would be 1.8, which is considerably 
above the rate proposed by the committee. I have a statement which 
J will insert in the RECORD giving the price for a number of years. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator have it inserted in the RECORD ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Two cents a pound makes that pay 40 per cent.; 


dered on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, the roll-call will 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). By the same transfer of 
pea that was announced on the last roll-call, I vote nay.““ The 

nator from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] will also vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce the 
pair of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] with the 

nator from Montana [Mr. PowER]. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I do not see the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] here, and if agreeable to the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] we will both vote, the Senator 
from Virginia TM. BARBOUR] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] being paired upon this vote, I vote nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), Iam paired with the jum 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. If he were present, I should 
vote sic i 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]. _I suggest to the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wor- 
corr], it it is agreeable to him, to transfer onr pairs and vote. I vote 

* yea. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “nay.” = 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber, and I wish to announce that he is paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr, MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 


[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
Mr. RANSOM, Did the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] vote? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. RANSOM, Iam paired with him, 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS8—24. 
Bate, Colquitt, Hearst, Reagan, 
Berry, Eustis, dones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, McPherson, Vance, 
Carlisle, roan, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pasco, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Squire, 
len, Dolph, McMillan, Stewart, 

1 A Edmunds, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Blair, E Pierce, Teller, 
Cameron, F Platt, Washburn 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay, Wilson of Lowa, 
Davis, Higgins, Sanders, Wolcott, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—2, 
Barbour, Farwell, Manderson, Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, Moody, Sawyer, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Spooner 
Butler, Hale, Paddock, Stanford, 
Call, see ton, kanas; Vest, 
Casey, nga! ettigrew, 
Chandler, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Daniel, Kenna, ower, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In compliance with the request made by the Senator 
from Kentucky I will putin the RECORD the price paid for burlaps fora 
series of years, from 1874 down to the present time. The average price 


is 7 cents: 
PRICE OF BURLAP, 


The ave: price of 10}-ounce burlap (the cheapest of all grades) per pound 
in Dundee during the month of January since 1874, as given by a — con- 
sumer, was about 7 cents, upon which the duty at 30 per cent. ad valorem would 
be 2,1 cents per pound, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is that the foreign price or the domestic price? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The foreign price. I have also a statement here 
from Mr. Bemis, which I would have inserted if the Senator cared for 
it, showing that the prices which he gave were for 8-ounce burlaps, 
and the price for a pound would be double the price which he named 
for 8 ounces, showing that his statement was necessarily incorrect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

348. Bags for grain made of burlaps, 2 cents per pound, 

Paragraph 349 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed to 
amend the paragraph on page 81, line 19, by striking out ‘‘six-tenths”’ 
and inserting ‘‘three-tenths cents; and in line 21, by striking out 
‘“eight-tenths ’’ and inserting ‘* five-tenths ;”’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

319. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, flax, jute, or juto butts, 
valued at 6 cents or less per square yard, 1.3 oents per square yard; valued at 
more than 6 cents per square yard, 1.5 cents per square yard. 

Mr. VANCE. If in order, I move to strike out the whole paragraph, 
with 3 view of transferring this article to the ſree-list when it is 
reached, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rules, the question must 
be first taken on the motion to amend before the question is taken on 
the motion to strike out. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President, I move to strike out this item, as I 
have said, with the intention at the proper time of having paos upon 
the free-list. I think there is quite as much justice in this as there 
was in transferring the twine used by the Western farmers to the tree- 
list or striking it out with that intention. In fact, there is justice in 
doing both. The other wasa very proper vote, and I stand by it. It is 
stated that the consumption of binding: twine amounts to about $10,000,- 
000. The importation of this jute bagging tor the purpose of envelop- 
ing cotton is about 800,000 pounds, The amount consumed at home 
is the amount thatis required to envelop 7,000,000 bales of cotton. I 
have not the means of stating the entire consumption, and therefore 
have not the means of ascertaining the amount that is manufactured 
in this country, but much the greater portion of it is made in this coun- 
try, and it would be made and can be made now, with free jute as the 
raw material, as cheaply as it is done in Great Britain or India or any- 
where else. So there will be no longer any necessity to keep this duty 
up upon this indispensably necessary article, and the amount of it, I am 
sure, would not be anything as great as the amount from which we have 
relieved the grain-growers, 

Senators will all remember the trust which was formed in this arti- 
cle two years ago, by which the price was y up from about 6 cents a 
yard to about 13 or 14 cents a yard on the farmers by means of a trust. 
They managed to break the back-bone of that trust at a very great sac- 
rifice. They resorted to all kinds of materials for covering their cot- 
ton in order to avoid buying from the trust. They covered it with 
material made of pine straw in a great measure; they covered it with 
material made from the fiber of the okra plant, and in the greatest 
number of instances they covered it with material made from cotton 
which was worth from 10 to 12 cents a pound, and of course it was a 

reat sacrifice tothem. As that material was not acceptable to the 
Averpool Cotton Exchange, they suffered because their cotton was not 
bound as the exchange required it to be bound. 

For these reasons I think this amendment ought to be adopted, and 
this article ought to be transferred to the free-list, unless we openly 
acknowledge that we intend to show partiality to the grain-growers ot 
the West over the cotton-growers of the South, and unless we further 
acknowledge that we intend to keep this tariff upin order that the jute- 
bagging trust may hold this tariff in terrorem over the farmers, to in- 
crease the prices whenever it is found they can not develop their crop 
in any other way by materials so good and so cheap; and for these rea- 
sons I hope and trust this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina, as I understand it, is offered with a view of hereafter 
moving to put cotton-bagging upon the free-list. I do not think asin- 
gle reason can be given by any Senator why binding-twine should go 
upon the free-list which will not apply with equal force to cotton-bag- 
ging. Both of these articles are made almost of the same materials, 
They are made from jute-grass, and both of them are used for protect- 
ing and taking care of a crop—one the wheat crop and the other the 
eotton crop. 

In both of these articles itis agreed that there has been a trust formed, 
or a combination to increase the price of each of them. 

It is alleged that it was done in the case of binding-twine, and there 
is not a Senator on this floor who does not know that in 1888 there was 
a trust formed in jute bagging. The price theretotore had been about 
7 cents a yard, and under that price it cost for each bale of cotton about 
50 cents for bagging. This trust combined to force the price up to 13 
and 14 cents a yard by which the price of each bale was made to be 
about $1, thereby taking upon the 6,000,000 bales of cotton in round 
numbers which were raised in the South in that year by increasing the 
price of cotton-bagging $3,000,000 over and above what it would have 
been but for that combination and that trust. 

I was gratified to see awhile ago the Senate, upon a yea-and-nay 
vote by 34 to 24, say that the trust in binding-twine should not exist. 
They said in other words that they had forfeited all rights to claim to 
be protected by the Congress of the United States, and that thereafter 
binding-twine should be free. That was a just vote; that was a right 
vote. It occurs to me that it is almost the only vote that a majority 
of this Senate has cast in the interest of the farmers and grain-growers 
of this country since this bill has been considered, and I am gratified 
at it; but I sincerely hope that those who have united together to 
strike down that trust will unite with the cotton-growers of the South, 
so that this cotton-bagzing trust shall also be stricken down. 

For these reasons, I hope the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from North Carolina will be adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 


Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


3 12857 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 
Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). 


I again announce the 


transfer of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamp- 
a to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

r. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and should vote yea if he 
were here. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his namewas called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), Under the arrangement 
stated on the last vote between the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALTHALL] and myself we may vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Drxon], if I can have his attention, is paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I propose to let the pair 
stand between the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island and I will both vote. 

Mr. DIXON. I have already transferred my pair. 

Mr. RANSOM. Allright. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], or I shonld vote yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ransom] and I can change our pairs. Í 

Mr. RANSOM. Very well. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. Under the arrangement announced by the Senator 
from Washington, I vote yea.“ ` 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest to the junior Senator from Colorado LMr. 
Wo cort] that if agreeable to him he and I can transfer our pairs and 


vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote yea. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if my name is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is an error. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN], whom I do not see in his seat, and unless my vote is n 

to make a quorum I wish to withdraw it. f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not required. 


I am paired with the 


Mr. EVARTS. I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 
EAS 21. 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel, MePherson, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, * 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Mitchell, Squire, 
Allen, e, oody, Ste 
Allison, Hawley, erce, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Higgins, Platt, Teller, 
Cameron, 5 Plumb, Washburn 
Casey, oar, Quay, Wilson of Towa, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Dawes, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—29. 
Barbour, Edmunds, Hearst, Peltigrew, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Ingalls, Power, 
Brown, Evarts, Kenna, Sherman, 
Butler, Farwell, Manderson, Spooner 
Call, George, organ, nford, 
Chandler, Gibson, Morrill, 
Davis, Hale, dock, 
Dolph, Hampton, Payne, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Paragraph 350 was read, as follows: : 

350. Flax gill-netting, nets, webs, and seines, when the thread or twine of 
which they are composed is made of yarn ofa number not higher than 20, 15 cents 
per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem ; when made of threads or twines the 
3 which is finer than No. 20, 25 cents per pound and 85 per cent. ad va- 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move a modification, to strike out “5” after 
20,“ in line 2 of page 82, and strike oat ‘‘35’’ in the same line and 
insert 40; so as to read: 20 cents per pound and 30 per cent. ad 
valorem,” : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmest will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed tostrikeont "'5” after ‘'20,’’ in line 
2, page 82, and in the same line to strike out “35” and to insert 
40; so that the clause will read: 


350. Flax gill-netting, nets, webs, and seines, when the thread or twine of 
which they are composed is made of yarn 5 not higher than 20, 15 


9662 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER: 4, 


cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem; when made of threads or twines. 
— ee whieh is finer than No. 20,20 cents per pound and 40 per cent. ad 

Mr. CARLISLE. This is a very large increase over the existing 
rates, and my impression is, from hearing the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that it is a still further increase. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; it isnot. 

Mr, CARLISLE. He certainly did not propose to raise the ad va- 
lorem rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does, and reduces the specific rate. 

Mr, CARLISLE. It reduces it 5 cents a pound and increases the 
ad valorem 5 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of that would be on all yarns or seines 
below a dollar a pound in value to reduce the rate. 

Mr. CARLISLE, In either event, with or without the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, it is a very large increase 
over the existing rates. I see the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
has presented and had printed an amendment to this paragraph; but 
he does not seem to be present to press its consideration, I move to 
amend the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island by 
striking out the entire s rate in both cases and making an ad 
valorem rate of 25 per cent. on all these articles, which is the present 
law. The only reason stated by the committee or by the expert is: 


This is a change from ad valorem to compound d and is made necessary 
for the protection of domestic industries. * 


There seems to have been a very small importation of these articles 


under the existing law, only $32,683.51 worth during the year 1889, 
and without discussing the matter at all I submit the amendment and 
desire to have a vote upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

The Corer CLERK. In line 2, page 82, after the word “twenty,” 
itis proposed to strike ont 25 cents per pound and 35 per cent. ad 
valorem ™ and insert 25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. In both clanses, and I am willing to take the 
vote on both at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two amendments will be treated 
as one question. If there be no objection, the question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Paragraph. 351 was read, as follows: 

351. Linen hydraulic hose, made in whole orin part of flax, hemp,or jute, 20 
cents per pound. 

Paragraph 352 was read. ae next amendment of, the Committee 
on Finance was, in paragraph 352, page 82, line 11, “after the word 
“yarn,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen’? and insert ten;“ so as to read: 


352. Oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, including linoleam, corti- 
cene, cork-carpets, figured or plain, and all other oil-cloth 88 silk ofl-cloth), 
and water-proof cioth, m not specially pores for in this act, valued at 25 cents 
or less per square yard, 40 per cent. ad valorem; ued above 25 cents per 
square yard, FFP ad valorem. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move the following as a substitute for the entire 
paragraph. 


352. Oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, and on all otheroil-cloth 
{except silk oil-cloth), and on waterproof cloth not otherwise provided for, 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment I offer is the existing law, which has been found in 
the past to be ample to protect all of our manufacturers in this country, 
as I understand. At all events the importations have fallen off very 
largely in 1889 as compared with 1888 and previous Fears. The prop- 
osition of the Finance Committee was and the bill as it came from the 
House is a very large and unn increase in this article, in my 


judgment. The amendment offer is simply the existing law, the act 
of 1883, 
The amendment was rejected. 


Paragraph 353 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 82, line 13, after the word bleached, to strike out: 


Linens, ducks, canvas, handkerchiefs, or other woven fabrics, com; of 
flax or hemp, or of which either of them shall be the component of chief 
value, containing 100 or more threads to the square counting either the 
bade or filling, and not 5 provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valo- 

That unti ———ç— — sehen bleached linens, ducks, canvas, 
handk 3 other wo be subject to a duty of 35 per cent. 


ad valorem in Man of: the duty, bereln provided: 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 
Linen cloth containing not less than 100 threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, 35 per cent.ad valorem. 
So as to make the clause read: 
$53, Brown and bleached linen cloth, containing not leas thats 100 threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 35 per cont. ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendmentof the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
paragraphs 370 and 371 as originally numbered, as follows: 
370. eee handkerchiefs, or other woven 
fabrics, composed of flax or hemp, or of V 
ponent material of chief value, containing less than 100 threads to the square 


— — the warp or filling, and flax or hemp —.— in size of twelve 
a fall, ed for in this d and 
— — provi irt and enter linen cloth not less than 55 
nor more than 37 inches in wath containing 75 threads or more to the 
square inch, counting either warp or filling, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

371. All manufactures of jute, not specially hs ft for in this. act, 40 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Paragraph 354 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 83, line 18, after the words ad valorem,” to strike out: 

Shirts, and all articles of wearing a; ot every description, composed 
wholly or in part of linen, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to read: 

334. Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 15 cents per donee pieces 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem ; composed in whole or in part of linen, 30 cents 
per dozen pieces and 35 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore; Does the Senator rise to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. I rise to make a motion, and also to speak to it. 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the 
amendment? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out, in line 16, of page 83, in this para- 
graph 354, the words 15 cents per dozen pieces and 35,” and to insert 
in lieu thereof 30; so as to rend, 30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

— —„— In line 16, page 83, it is to strike out 
the words 13 cents per dozen pieces and 35,” to insert 30; 
so as to make the clause read: 


354. Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 
composed in whole or in part of linen, 30 cents per dozen plecesand 25 per cent. 


ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move, in lines 17 and 18—and it may be considered 
one motion—to strike out 30 cents per dozen pieces and 35 and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘40;’’ so as to read 40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The CHIET CLERK. In line 17, page 83, after the word linen,“ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘*30 cents per dozen pieces and 35 and to 
insert ‘‘40;’ so as to read: 

Composed in whole or iu part of linen, 40 per cont. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. The articles enumerated in this clause have heretofore 
been embraced in the basket clause under the jute schedule, and the 
duty upon them under existing law without distinction as to the grades 
has been 40 per cent., is now 40 percent. This is an increase here from 
50 to 75 per cent. over the present law. The Senator from New Jersey 
has a statement by an expert showing the exact increase upon the dif- 
ferent classes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, 
you take it on cotton collarsand cuffs costing 50 cents per dozen, a duty 
of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 65 per cent.; costing 60 cents 
per dozen, a duty of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 60 per cent. ; 
75 cents per dozen, a duty of 15 cents and 35 per cent. is eq ual to 53.6 
per cent.; on collars and enfis costing $1 per dozen, 9 of 15 cents 
and 35 per cent. is equal to 50 per cent. ; on collars and cuffs, part 
linen, at 75 cents per dozen, a duty of 30. cents and 35 per cent. is 
equal to 75 per cent.; at $1 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per 
cent, is equal to 65 per cent.; at $1.25 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents 
and a oer cunt: is equal to 59 per cent.; on collars and cuffs, all linen, 
at $1.50 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per cent. is equal to 55 
per cent.; at $2 per dozen, a duty of 30 cents and 35 per cent. is equal 
to 50 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. In the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House in 1888 I find that this industry exists in 
Troy, N. Y. That is the seat of it, and, according to the statement of 
a gentleman engaged in it, it has been a remarkably successful enter- 
prise. I quote from their own statements: 


Prior to 1865 the collar 9 of Troy and America was inconsiderable, 
while at present the sales of the collar and shirt manufacturers of Troy are 
about $10,000,000 annually, employing 16,000 hands and disbursing $4,250,000 as 
wages (see Exhibit A), which shows that our growth is within the Jast twenty 
anion ps that we are p yan infant industry which has really grown 

without protection. 


So itappears that for twenty years these gentlemen have been without 
protection and they have grown phenomenally. Here is thestatement 
of their financial conditien contained in their own testimony. They 
state that: 

f 

Riiie pT Stayt Baa dogo pada paaeyg pe l ge arpeebeA yee ai tania 
Aroen ri there may be, 

The evidence shows that they went on in this phenomenally pros- 
perous way until 1887, when they ha l a strike. They employed a 
large number of women and children; hut they had a strike, and they 

say that that strike called attention to their monopoly in the United 
— it amounted to that—attracted the baleful attention of the 
German importers, and they immediately came to Con for relief, 
and have got it in the enormous increase which we see in this present 


What pretext there can be for taxing every man, woman, and child 
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in the United States who uses a common cotton collar or cuff 23 or 3 
cents passes my comprehension, 

Here is an 8 established twenty years ago. Here is a table 
which shows that they have made in a single year over $5,000,000 as in- 
terest on their plantand to their profit account, after paying their wages; 
and yet they must come to the Congress of the United States and de- 
mand protection. 7 


Lam unable to find what the amount of importations from Germany 


was. They were included with other articles under the jute schedule 
and not elassified; but upon the very face of their own statement it is 
shown that this is not an infant industry; that it does not need pro- 
tection; that it is old, established, hoary, full-grown, and the only pur- 
pose of it can be to increase the profits of the manufacturers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce the 
transfer of my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], or I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], or I should vote nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr, PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish again to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. CALL] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr, BL T am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

Mr. PLATT: Tam paired with the Senator from Virginia Mr. BAR- 
nour], who I understand has not voted, and therefore I withhold my 
vote. 


Mr. EVARTS (after voting in the negative). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mondax J. If he has not voted I shall 
withdraw my vote, unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, A quornm is not yet recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then my vote may stand. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. TELLER], 
who is temporarily absent, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. Has the Senator trom North Dakota [Mr. CASEY] 
voted? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore: He is not recorded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with him, but in order to make a quorum 
I vote yea. 

The result was announced —yeas 17, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 
Bate, Daniel, Pagh, Voorhees, 
‘Blodgett, Faulkner, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Turpie, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
Colquitt, « Pasco, Vest, 
NAYS—20, 
Aldrich. Dolph MoMillan, Stewart, 
Allen, Evarts, tchell, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Wasbburn, 
Cameron, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hawley, s Wolcott. 
Cullom, Higgins, Sawyer, : 
Dawes, ý Sherman, 
Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
ABSENT—3s. 
Barbour, Edmunds, Ingalls, Piatt, 
Berry, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
N Kenna, Power, 
Blair. George Manderson, Reagan, 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Spooner, 
Butler, Gray. Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, Paddock, Teller. 
Carlisle, Harris, Payne, Walthall. 
5 Hearst, Pettigrew, 

Davis, Hiscock, Pierce; 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 355, on page 83, line 23, after 
the word articles, to insert and articles wrought by hand or ma- 
chinery, embroidered and hem-stitched handkerchieſs; so as to read: 


355. Laces, edgings, embroſtleries, insertings, neck rufflings, ruchings, trim- 
mings, tuckings, lace window-curtains, and other similar tamboured articles, 
and articles wrought by hand or machinery, embroidered and hem-stitched 
5 ni r . —.— or in part of lace, — 8 
or ruchings. composed of flax, jute, cotton, or other vegetable r. spe- 
cially provided for in this aet, 60 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have some other amendments to submit to that 


After the word ruchings, in line 1, on page 84, I move to 
insert all of the above-named articles;’’ and after the word ‘“‘fiber,’’ 
at the end of the same line, to insert or of which these substances or 
either of them or a mixture of any of them is the component material 
of chief value.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 355, on page 84, line 1, after the 
word “ruchings,”’ it is pro to insert ‘‘all ot the above-named ar- 
ticles,” and after the word fiber,“ in the same line, to insert or 
of: which these substances or either of them or a mixture of any of 
them is the component material of chief value.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I move to add to the same paragraph the pro- 
viso which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the paragraph the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


paragraph. 


Provided, That on what are known commercially as Hamburg edgings, and 
embroideries. composed of cotton, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a 
duty of 60 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if the tor from Rhode Island has 
this amendment so as to suit the committee, I want to call attention, 
without much hope that it will result in any action by way of redress, 
to some facts in regard to this taxation. y 

It will be noticed that this clause includes the cheaper-articles of 
embroideries, laces, and ornamentations that are made out of cotton, 
flax, or jute. Asa matter of course, they are used by persons in the 
lower—or, to change the word, the poorer conditions of life. They are 
Gegar They are as much in demand or more in demand than 
are the more expensive articles, because there are a large number of 
persons who are compelled to use them. — 

Mr. PLATT. What are the more expensive laces made of? 

Mr. VEST. ‘They are made of silk, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Some are made of linen and some of silk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I know it has been contended upon this floor repeatedly 
that these articles are the most expensive: . 

Mr. ALDRICH: They are: 

Mr. VEST. It is true that one grade of them is and ib is true that 
another grade of them is not. Much the larger portion of the impor- 
tation is of the cheaper variety. It is true that there are some very 
expensive articles of this kind which are made partly of silk and partly 
of linen, which are imported into this country, but much the ! 
3 that is brought into the United States is of the very cheap 
articles. 

If Senators will turn to paragraph 394 they will see that upon laces 
and embroideries, neck rufflings and ruchings, clothing, ready-made, 
ete., and articles of wearing apparel of every. description, including 
knit goods, manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, of which 
silkis the component material of chief value, there is an increase of duty ` 
of 10 per cent. From 50 to 60 per cent. is the increase. But when we 
take up paragraph 355 there is an increase there in the articles named 
from 30 to 60 per cent. Why is that difference made? Why is there 
only an increzse in the one case of 10 per cent. and in the other of 30? 
I do not see that it comes from the amount imported, because under 
the importation this year as given in the tables accompanying para- 
graph 394, there is au importation in value amounting to $4,881,- 
312.17 as to one grade and of 5717, 191. 30 as to the other, whe as 
to the importations of the articles included in paragraph 355, they 
range from $10,235 to $5,243,183.52, one of the intermediate classes be- 
ing $1,479,242.57 and one $4,819,728.36. 

The importation under thesilk schedule is nearly as great, or within 
afraction as great, as the importation of the highest grades under para- 
graph 355, and the increase of duty in the one case is 10 per cent. and 
in this it is 30 per cent. It is one of the mysteries of tariff taxation 
which I suppose can not be explained. I will make np motion about 
it, for of course it would be voted down if I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of the proviso which I have just offered 
is to reduce the rates in the paragraph before the amendment was of- 
fered upon the classes of embroidery and laces which the Senator from 
Missouri has just been alluding to, that is, the cheaper and more com- 
mon kinds of cotton embroideries. The effect. of thatamendment is 
substantially to restore the existing rates upon that class, leaving the 
rates upon all the higher classes of linen and cotton laces and embroid- 
eries at 60 percent. If there is anything in this world upon which a 
high rate of duty ought to be placed it is npon these articles. 

Mr. VEST. I do not object to the rates upon the higher classes, but 
only to the rates upon the lower. 

8 Mr. ALDRICH. The proviso L have just offered covers the lower 
asses. - 

Mr. PLUMB. have received a petition which I ask may be printed. 
It may have been sent to all the members of this body, al- 
though the signatures to it are written apparently by the persons them - 


selves whose names appear appended, which I will read, as it relates to 
this paragraph: 
To the Senators of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


We, the subscribers to the foll ition, 4 respectfully ask your 
consideration to the clause Schedule K Xo. 855, of the tariff bill, now under dis- 


The bill increases the duty on cotton embroideries, edgings, insertio and 
laces to 60 per cent,—the present rate is 40 per cent.—being an increase of 50 per 
cent, on the amount of duty to be coll: over the present rate, 

We heartily believe in fair protection to n manu res, 

We are manufacturers of ladies’ and children's underwear and clothing and 
of lace, — pn articles of women's and children’s wear, employing many 
thousands of industrious and intelligent workwomen and young girls, and dis- 
re ery. millions of dollars in wages yearly amongst them. We believe 
that the Senate has no intention to pass any law which would have an injurious 
effect upon such established American manufacturing interests as we represent. 

There are at least four hundred manufacturers of our classes of in the 
Uned States, employing an aggregato of at least sixty thousand workwomen, 
nearly all of whom earn excellent wages, and who are often the chief bread- 
winners and support of their homes; t their wages are high is proved by the 
fact that a strike for any cause has never been known amongst them or con- 
sidered, the chief difficulty we as manufacturers experience being the scarcity 
of efficient workers. 

These industries as they exist to-day are prosperous and profitable, and we 
can well hold our own against all importations from Europe of the same or 
similar classes of 


lure of our various interests depends entirely upon a proper 
ecessary mal Is which enter into our manufactures, 

chief articles which we use are cotton embroideries and laces; they form 

the pal trimming of every garment we mannfacture, and without which 

our industries would cease to exist; they are the cheapest and most beautiful 

adornments which can be used, and there are no others which can take their 


place, 

There is not one yard of these indispensable materials manufactured in Amer- 
ica, and we are informed on the most unquestionable authority and know from 
our own personal experience that they can not be made here even if the duty 


was placed at 100 per cent. 
Any increase of duty, therefore, upon goods of such vital importance to the 
well-being of our interests would injure us just to that extent, and we candidly 


believe would give the opportunity to European manufacturers to supply our 
markets with their products, theirs costing them nothing more than formerly, 
whilst ours would cost us from 10 to 20 per cent. more, 

We res; lly ask you to allow the duty upon these descriptions of goods 
to remain as itis, Any increase would cause us to reduce our production, and 
reduced production means lessened employment, 

If there were any embroideries or laces manufactured in this country, there 
might be reasonable grounds for a change of tariff, but there is not a yard, not 
a dollar's worth made here; any increase of the tariff therefore is directly hos- 
tile to our interests and will do us injury, and, we fear, will result in many 
thousands of our work-people being thrown out of employment, 


The volume of sales of our aggregated industries is close upon forty or fifty 


millions of dollars yearly, about equal to the entire silver crop of the country; 
it is too large an interest to be jeopardized and gives more beneficent and 
wholesome employment to a class of people who would be very badly off with- 
out it than any r combination of mannfacturing interests existing, 

‘There is an impression abroad that these goods are chiefly used by the rich, 
and they are apt to be classified asluxuries; it is an erroneous one; the rich as a 
rule do not uso them; the mass of consumers are the middle classes, what we 
may call “the people,” the wives and daughters of tradesmen, mechanics, and 
* petitioners will ever pray, otc. 

I have had sent to me a similar 3 from Chicago, and one also 
from Baltimore, and the person who sends them to me says they are 
signed by reputable people, although they are importers, which, of 
course, is not to their credit. 

Mr. ALLISON, Why not? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Iowa asks why not. I have had, 
in letters and otherwise, the statements made to me by manufacturers 
that the importers are a bad lot of people, that they are of bad morals, 
and enemies of the public interests and the public weal. I have heard 
the statement made very much stronger than that by a manufacturer 
of the State of Pennsylvania, who characterized them in gross as men 
entirely unworthy of credit or of belief, and he said they ought not to 
be permitted to be citizens of this free Republic. 

Now, Mr. President, if the statements of this petition be trae—I do 
not know anything about it and these people may be all unworthy of 
eredit—it would seem as though there was an effort made to destroy the 
manufacturing interests for the benefit of somebody, whose interest 
does not quite appear. I will ask that the petition with these names 
may go into the RD. 

While I am upon my ſeet 

The PRESIDENT fe tempore. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. VANCE. It I correctly understood the proviso offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, which he said included all the cheaper 

es of these articles, it does not include those made of jute, and I 

uld like to ask him if there are any costly laces, edgings, curtains, 
etc., made of jute that should be classed among the higher priced arti- 
5 higher-taxed articles which are included in this ph? 
Task if there are any costly articles made of jute. I do not know of 
them, * 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of these are costly articles, but very few that 
are made of jute. 

Mr. VANCE, Is not the great bulk of the articles made of jute very 


cheap? 

Me ALDRICH. These embroideries are not made from jute. This 
only 27 5 to laces and embroideries. 

Mr. VANCE. [I asked for information, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], which has been read. 
The amendment was agreed to. - 
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Mr. PLUMB, Now, I move to strike out the word sixty,“ before 
the words per centum,” in line 2, on page 84, and insert 40.“ That 
restores the t duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 355, on page 84, line 2, before 
the words per centum,” it is proposed to strike out 60 and insert 

40; so as to 40 per cent. ad valorem,” 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an article which was published in The Boston 
Herald of the 30th day of last month, the accuracy of the main state- 
ment of which is substantiated by an editorial article, which I read in 
a paper the name of which I can not recollect, but it relates to the cot- 
ton interest and is published in New York by a gentleman named 
Bennett, I believe. The article is headed ‘‘ Capitalizing the profits,” 
and it is as follows: 


Apropos to the statement than comes by Associated Press from Providence, 
R. L, that two or three prominent English capitalists are there making an in- 
vestigation of the wors mills in the vicinity of that city for the purpose of 
purchasing the same, it is interesting to a short communication in the 
American Wool Reporter from its correspondent in Bradford, England, to the 
effect that Mr. Charles Fletcher, of Providence, ts offering his worsted mills to 
asyndicate in England on a basis of £850,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, that 
statement was put into the RECORD the other day, and I had read an 
interview with Mr, Fletcher denying it entirely and conclusively. 

Mr. PLUMB, This statement is referred to in a paper, a marked 
copy of which was sent me and indorsed with a very complimentary 
notice of Mr, Fletcher. I was told yesterday or the day before yester- 
day by a gentleman who is in the trade that the works had been prac- 
tically sold to a combination of American people at three millions and 
a half, and that they had succeeded, as they supposed, in unloading the 
property on to some English people at abont four and a half million 
dollars. But the 9 2755 of the statement as to the sale is not material. 
Its profits are stated by Mr. Fletcher, according to this article, to have 
been as follows: 

In 1887, $334,249.58 ; 1888, 8122, 903.90; 1889, $471,908.41. 

It is also stated in this article that Mr. Fletcher began business in 
Rhode Island a few years ago with no 5 at all at his command, 
and that he has arrived at this state of fortune, which no one be- 
grudges him, I take it, in a very short space of time; but I doubt if 
any of Mr. Fletcher's customers made an equivalent sum during that 
same period of time. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we are running the risk here of 
taking the improvidentand lack-luster manufacturers and using them 
as the basis ot legislation which the more competent and careful and 
skillful people do not need, 

I have a letter from a firm in Chicago which I will read which covers 
this general subject and which illustrates the point I have just referred 
to. It is as follows: 

- SEPTEMBER 2, 1890. 

DEAR Ste; Referring to the McKinley tariff bill, it 8 to increase the 
ad valorem duty from 35 per cent, roe eee add $1.25 per dozen specific 
duty to cotton underwear, Take, for instance, French Balbri n underwear 
that costs in France $2.69 per dozen, Theduty as proj d by this billamounts 
on this article to $2.82 per dozen. The raw roatertal rom which this article is 
composed is Egyptian cotton, and is admitted to this country free of charge. 
The cost of manufacturing it in this country would not exceed 75 cents per 
dozen, and the cost, including freight, to the home manufacturer of the material 
which composes this article would uot ex l per cent. over the cost to the 
French manufacturer, The systematic methods in vogue in factories in this 
country enable employés to accomplish at least 50 per cent. more work than 
similar institutions in France. 

Nearly this entire amount 
comes out of the pockets of 
justly to the duties pro on hosiery. 

If the policy of our Government is to legislate for the manufacturers, then 
this is right, but our impressions were that the policy of our Government was 
the greatest good to the greatest number, 

Our know edge of manufacturers in this country poros that the enterprising 
ones succeed, While the opposite fail. This applies to merchants as well. If we 
legislate for the benefit of the former, why not carry out this same policy and 
guaranty success to the latter? They certainly need the same paternal care. 


Yours, truly, 
Á WILSON BROTHERS. 


direct tothe pockets of the manufacturers and 
laboring classes. These same remarks apply as 


Hon. Preston B. PLUMB, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


T want to say in regard to this matter that it seems to me we are leg- 
islating on two bases. In the first place, we prefer certain classes of 
manufactures againstothers, and in the second place, when we come to 
consider the manufacturers, we do not consider the class who have made 
large profits and who are getting enough under the present legislation, 
but we adapt our legislation to the halt and the lame and the blind, 
whereby possibly they may be kept in motion, but at the expense of 
enormous profits to those who carry on business in a provident and sat- 
isfactory way, and at the same time in a way that puts unusual and 
unnecessary burdens upon the consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read again, because the Senator from Kan- 
sas was not in when I read it before, an extract froman interview with 
Mr. Fletcher, published in the Providence Journal a few days ago, in 
which he said, referring to this report, that he could not imagine how 
the report originated, for it was wholly untrue in every particular. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question is as to whether Mr. Fletcher 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Kansas has already 
spoken once on the pending question. 


1890. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let him have unanimous consent to proceed. Mr, CARLISLE. ‘The expert in the table furnished by the commit- 


fit No, no. 

Mr. CULLOM. We do not give unanimous consent to any body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] ? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was to strike out paragraph 356, as follows: 


356. All mannfactures of flax, or hemp, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton 
and jute, or of which flax, hemp, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton or jute, 
is the component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
50 percent, ad valorem, 

And in lieu thereof insert: 

356. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cot- 
ton, or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the 
component material of chief value, not spoun enumerated or provided for in 
this act, valued at Scents per pound or less, 2cents per pound; valued above 
5 cents per pound, 4) per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out, inline 11, page 84, alter 
the word act,“ all down to the end of the paragraph, and insert 30 
per cent. ad valorem, ™ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses to amend the amendment of the Committee on Finance, as will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 356, on page 81, line 11, after the 
word act,“ itis proposed to strike out valued at 5 cents per pound 
or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 cents per pound, 40,” and 
insert *‘30;’? so as to read: 

All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or of which flax, tora p Jute; or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided forin this 
act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is ou the amendment 
ol the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Schedule K and Schedule L have both been acted 
upon. Lask that we proceed to the consideration of Schedule M, on 

ge 98. X 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to submit an amendment to this bill in the 
schedule of agricultural products, which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read ? 

Mr. PASCO. I ouly desire to have it printed and lie on the table 
for the present, to be offered hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE M.—PULP, PAVERS, AND BOOKS, 
Pulp and paper: > 

396, Mechanically ground wood pulp, $3.50 pe: ton dry weight: chemical 
wood pulp, unbleached, % per ton dry weight; bleached, & per ton dry weight. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committec, 
in line 5, page 98, after the word pulp,“ striking out a semicolon 
and inserting a comma, will be agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire why there is an in- 
crease of the duty on wood pulp. What is the necessity for it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no increase. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is an increase according to the state- 
ment in the tables reported with the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no increase on the honest valuation of 
wood pulp at all. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. The present duty upon wood pulp of all kinds, me- 
chanically ground, and chemical wi pulp, is 10 per cent, ad va- 
lorem. It is now proposed to impose upon one kind of wood pulp 
$2.50 per ton, upon another $6 per ton, and on another $7 per ton, 
which is an average rate of duty of over $5, whereas my information 
is that the present rate is about a dollar and a half on the average. 
This article comes here at a cost of 1 cent and 6 mills per pound, and 
I know that the persons who are interested in the manufacture of 
paper—some of them, at least—and the publishers of newspapers and 
books who are compelled to buy this paper are very much opposed to 
this increase of duty upon the ground that it will increase the cost, in 
the first place, of the material of which paper is made, and of course 
increase the cost of paper. 

Wat I said the other day with regard to endless belts for paper and 
printing machines is equally applicable to this article. 

I more to make the duty 15 per cent. ad valorem upon all these 
articles, which is 50 per cent. higher than the present rate of duty, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be a large increase over the rate pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not at all. I will take the risk of its being an 


crease. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator may be willing to take the risk, but 
I un not. 


in 
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tee estimates the duty as equivalent to 18.83 per cent. ad valorem. - 

Mr. ALDRICH. The expert here takes the valuations which have 
been furnished by the importatious through the custom-house, which 
is , very great and enormous underyaluation on the real value of wood 
pulp. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The present rate is 10 per cent., and my motion is 
to make it 15 per cent., which is an increase of 50 per cent. 

We are constantly hearing about undervaluations. We have pama 
at this session of Con, a very stringent law in regard to the on 60 
tation of all kinds of articles from abroad, and poring for the appoint- 
ment of nine general appraisers whose special duty it is to protect the 
Treasury against undervaluations, These gentlemen are to receive, 
according to my recollection, a salary of $7,000 per annum each, for 
the express purpose of compensating them for preventing these under- 
valuations. We have made other regulations in that administrative 
act, all of which have a tendency, as we supposed, to prevent the un- 
dervaluation of imported goods. 

Now, if upon my proposition to increase the present rate of duty 50 
per cent. with the provisions which arecontained in the administrative 


act and the officials we have provided for to sec that that act is . “ 
ought 


erly executed, it seems to me the mannfactarers of wood pulp 
to be content. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kentucky is certainly mistaken 
in regard to the increase of the duty, for at 1.6 cents, which I am told 
is an undervaluation, the value of the goods would be $35.84 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can compute for himself; 2,240 pounds 
at 1.6 cents would make $35.84, so that the present duty at 10 per 
cent. is $3.58 a ton, and the proposed duty is on one grade $2.50 a ton, 
another $6 per ton, and another $7 per ton. Am I mistaken about the 
figures? 


Mr. CARLISLE. My mistake, if the Senator will allow me in his 


time, was in saying that the present rate was 51.50 a ton. The pres- 
ent rate I intended to say and should have said was $3.50 per ton on 
the average, whereas the rate fixed in this bill would be over $5 a ton 
on the average. That is what I intended to state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That depends entirely upon the valuation of the 
higher-priced goods, but the average unit of value, as stated in these 
tables, shows that the average duty is $3.58. It seems to me, as the 
greater portion of this is under the cheaper rate, the probability is that 
it is rather lowering the duty upon these figures. I do not know any- 
thing as to the facts, for I am not familiar with the subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Kentacky 
indicate the words he desires to have stricken ont and the words he 
proposes to have inserted? X 

Mr. CARLISLE. All the specific items, I do not cnumerate them, 
I move to strike ont, beginning in line 3, after the word La mim 
words 82.50 per ton dry weight,” and, in lined, tostrike out $@per 
ton dry weight,“ and in line 6. 57 per ton dry weight and insert 
at the end of the paragraph 15 per cent. ad valorem,” which will 
apply to all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 
make it read: 


Mechanically ground wood-pulp, chemical wood-pulp, unbleached) and 
bleached, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, apropos of the wood-pulp duty, I now 
state that since I made my statement at this desk a moment about 
the sale of Mr, Fletcher’s mills I have information which satisfies me 
absolutely and unqualifiedly that the mills were sold at about the price 
named, £850,000, and that the statement of earnings which I read 
from this paper was the statement made by the English experts who 
were sent to Providence from Bradford, England, to examine Mr. 
Fletcher's books, and who reported to the proposed purchasers in Great 


Britain that the earnings were as therein stated, and as the result of 


that the property has been sold and Mr. Fletcher is entirely out of it. 

I have here a letter from a constituent of mine which embraces some 
other things, who is a merchant in a town in Eastern Kausas, who says 
that the prices of worsted goods which he has been buying have gone 
up by the passage of what is known as the worsted bill—a bill 
for the special purpose of correcting the duty imposed by the act of 
1883—the price to him, the purchaser, increased from 163 to 25 per 
cent. Just what that addition will make, to go into the pockets of the 
English purchasers of Mr. Fletcher's wors mills, I do not know; 
but it is expected also that when this bill passes a further increase of 
at least 25 per cent. will be made upon the cost of those goods, to be 
paid by those who purchase them. 

L do not wonder that the English people are seeking to buy out at 
wholesale practical American manufacturingestablishments, There is 
no such profitable use of money to be found anywhere in the world as 
is to be found in a large portion of the manufacturing establishments 
in the United States, whose profits, I regret to say, are to be put up, 

ot for the benefit of Americans who share the bardens of citizenshi 
ut in a large measure for the benefit of Englishmen whose cupidity 
excited by the enormons profits which these manufacturers are earning, 


and they are therefore putting their capital into them in very large 
quantities, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I holdin my hand the foreign quotations of the 
mechanically ground, unbleached and bleached ch wood pulp in 
London, Liverpool, and Hull, Hull being the principal export market 
of the world and all the Norwegian pulp going there for sale. These 
quotations show that the lowest price in Hull of the mechanically 
ground pulp is $20.57 a ton, reducing the English price to American 
curreney, and the highest price is 888.72 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. One is much lower than the import price, and 
the other is a dollar or two higher. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must see that the rate proposed by the 
committee is less than 10 per cent. The rate is $2.50, which wonld 
be 10 per cont. on $25 a ton. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That pulp is only worth $20 a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It includes both grades. The highest quotation 
is £8 dry weight, which is $40, and 10 per cent. of that is 84. The 
Senator from Kentucky proposes to raise it to 15 per cent., which 
would be $6 on pulp which we propose to admit at $2.50 a ton. 

On the unbleached chemical pulp, foreign prices at Hull range from 
$48.40 to $67.76 per ton. Now, the Senator’s rates upon those vary 
from $7 to over $10, while the committee proposes $6. 

Ou bleached chemical pulp the Hull prices vary from $53.24 to $87.12 
perton. On this class the committee propose $7 a ton, and the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky proposes to raise those rates to from $8 to $13 a ton. 

I trust that this proposition for such an enormous increase upon this 
article will not prevail. All the producers of wood pulp are satisfied 
with the small specific rate which the committee have proposed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from Taylor, Somerville & Co.’s 
Monthly Report on Paper-Making Materials, printed in London. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I will take the chance of the rates being increased 


by my amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows : 
397. Sheating paper, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There should be another h in the word ‘‘sheat- 


ing! in that paragraph. It should read ‘‘sheathing paper.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Paragraph 398 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 


page 98, line 8, after the word “ unsized,’’ to strike out used and 
insert suitable only,“ and in line 9, after the word newspapers, 
to strike out ‘‘ exclusively;’’ soas to make the paragraph read: 

398, Printing paper, unsized, suitable only for books and newspapers, 15 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to say, in connection with what was said 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a moment ago, that a few 
days since I stated to the Senate that, according to my information, 
this worsted mill at Providence had been sold, or was about to be sold, 
to an English company or syndicate for £850,000, or something over 
$4,000,000, and that they had exhibited to the purchasers in England 
a statement which satisfied them of the enormous profits the mill was 
making, and I read the account. Thereupon the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRIcH] rose and said the statement was not correct, 
although I had givenas my authority a communication in the Ameri- 
ean Cotton and Wool Reporter, with some comments by the paper 
itself upon the statement, the paper being a protectionist r and 
friendly to Mr. Fletcher, and yet the Senator rose and sai is was 
not a correct statement, and thereupon I said that after that s 
tion, of course, I accepted the proposition that the statement which I 
made was not correct, I understand the Senator from Kansas now to 
say that he has information which satisfies him that it is correct, and 
the Senator from Rhode Island makes no response to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Before the Senator came in I read, in response to 
what the Senator from Kansas had said, an extract from the same in- 
terview which I read the other day. J, of course, know nothing about 
the sale in any way, manner, shape, or fashion, and only have the 
statement which is published in the Providence Journal of an inter- 
view with Mr. Fletcher. It may be that Mr. Fletcher does not know 
whether he has sold the mill or not, but,I do not think it is material 
to the question now under consideration whether he has or not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is not material to the question now under con- 
sideration, but I was subjected to some criticism, and perhaps some 
censure, on the part of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
for having used a statement which, as he said, turned out to be untrue. 
I desire to say that I made that statement upon information which I 
supposed was correct and that seems to be corroborated from other 
sources which have reached the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isimply denied it, as upon the authority of what 
pa to be aninterview with Mr. Fletcher himself. 

r. CARLISLE. The Senator did not read it the other day, but he 


said that the statement was not correct. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I read a short extract from it, which I will now 
re-read for the benefit of the Senator. Referring to the newspaper re- 
port of the sale, Mr. Fletcher said: 

I could not imagine what caused it, for itis wholly untrue in every particular. 

It may be that Mr. Fletcher does not know whether he has sold his 
mills or not, and I presume he does not, from the statement made by 
the Senator from Kansas, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. That is a committeeamendment, and I think Sen- 
ators voted under a misapprehension. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For which the Chairis not responsi- 
ble. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 398, on page 98, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘unsized,"’ the Committee on Finance propose to strike ont the 
word ‘‘used’’ and insert suitable only,“ and in line 9, after the word 
newspapers, to strike ont “‘exclusively;’’ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

398. Printing paper, unsized, suitable only for books and newspapers, 15 per 
cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was eed to. 

Paragraph 399 was The Committee on Finance proposed, on 
page 98, line 11, before the word paper,“ to insert ‘‘ printing;’’ in 
line 12, after the word ‘‘ for,” to strike out “printing paper, and used 
for printed;’’ and in line 13, after the word “newspapers,” to strike 
out *“ exclusively;’’ so as to read: 

399. Printing paper, sized or glued, suitable only for books and newspapers, 
20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was fo strike out 
paragraph 421 as originally numbered, as follows: 


421, Papers known commercially as copying papers, filtering paper, silver 
paper, and all tissue paper, white or colored, weighing on a basis o by 30, 
480 sheets, 12 poundsand under, whether made up in copying books, reams, or 
in any other torm, 8 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem ; cigarette paper, 15 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; plain 
per for photographers’ use, not albuminized or sen{s)itized, 15 per cent, ad va- 
orem, 


Mr. PLATT. I want to call the attention of the Senator having the 
bill in charge to the paragraph which it is proposed to strike out. I 
agree that it is inartificially drawn and that it embraces a lot of dif- 
ferent kinds of paper, which perhaps ought not to be subject to the 
same duty, but there is one thing in it, and that is, copying-paper for 
letter-press books, which I think ought to be protected by such a duty 
as will enable it to be manufactured in the United States. Itisa 
very large industry and we ought to make that paper in the United 
States. I see that has been transferred over on the next page and put 
at 25 per cent. ad valorem, which I do not think is enough, Though 
I make no objection to the striking out of this paragraph now, I want 
to call the attention of the committee to it, in the hope that in some 
way they will put a proper duty on copying-paper. There is a gentle- 
man in my State who has a mill ready to start to run upon it, but he 
ean not carry on the business under the present duty, nor, I suppose, 
under a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. It is a very high species of 
mannfacture. x 

«Mr. GORMAN. What kind of paper? 

Mr. PLATT. Letter-copying paper. I think it ought to have a 
greater duty than we give in this bill, I do not make any question 
about striking out, but I ask the committee to consider it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee will consider it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 400 was read, as follows: 

400. Papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, and manufactures 
thereof, card-boards, lithographic prints from either stone or zine, bound or 
unbound 2 illustrations when forming a part of a periodical, newspaper. 
or in prin books accompanying the same), and all articles produced either 
in whole or in part by lithographic process, and photograph, autograph, and 
scrap albums, wholly or partially manufactured, 55 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I inquire why it is that the rate has been in- 
creased from 25 to 35 per cent.? There are no data to show whether 
there has been any importation or not. Can the Senator from Rhode 
Island give me any information? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In regard to what? 

Mr. McPHERSON. In regard to paragraph 400, an increase from 
25 to 35 per cent., without giving any data or any importation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reason why the committee recommended the 
advance was because they thought it ought tobe made, especially upon 
papers known commercially as surface-coated papers, which are very 
much more expensive and more difficult to make than ordinary papers, 
and also upon photographic, autographic, and scrap albums, which 
cover a large variety of important and expensive manufactures now 
dutiable at various rates, It is not a reduction. At the present time 
they would pay, if they were bound in leather, 35 per cent. as manun- 
factures of leather; if they were composed wholly or in part of silk, 
they would pay 50 per cent. as manufactures of silk. They are inserted 
by name in this js A the first time in any tariff law. 

Mr, McPHERSON, t isthe thing I complain of. I complain 
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that paper known commercially as surface-coated paper is mixed up 
with a large lot of things which could be properly required to pay a 
higher rate of duty; but it will be remembered that the same duty is 
imposed upon all these papers. I think the duty is exorbitant. The 
committee say in explanation: 

Under existing law the items enumerated in this paragraph are assessed at 
a less rate of duty than the materials from which they are made, and the 
changes proposed herein are for the purpose of preserving the proper relations 
between this paragraph and preceding ones. 

Certainly it is not claimed as to the paper, which is the major part 
of the importation that will come in under this paragraph, that 25 per 
cent. does not cover the entire cost of the paper from which this ma- 
terial is made. I move tostrike ont ‘'35 per cent.“ and insert 25 per 
cent.“ in line 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 400, it is proposed to strike out 
#35 and insert 25; so as to read: ‘*25 per cent. ad valorem.” 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

. The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 99, line 11, in the subhead Man- 
nfactures of, to add the word paper; so as to read. 

Manufactures of paper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 401 was read, as follows: 

401, Paper envelopes, 25 cents per thousand. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Here is a most extraordinary proceeding on the 
part of the committee. They raise the duty from 25 per cent. to 25 
cents per thousand. Now, let us see what the effect of that is: This 
change from 25 per cent. to 25 cents per thousand on the lower grades 
of envelopes is 50 per cent. duty. Now, take envelopes worth 50 cents 
a thousand, and the duty of 25 cents a thousand is equal to 50 per 
cent. Take the higher grade of fancy envelopes that cost $10 a thou- 
sand, the duty of 25 cents a thousand is only 2} per cent., and on the 
lower grades of envelopes the duty is doubled. 

On the higher and fancy grades of envelopes the duty is reduced from 
25 down to 2} per cent., it they cost $10 per thousand, as many of them 
do. For those costing $5 a thousand the percentage is only 5 per cent., 
while on the cheaper grades, which are used by the poorer people and 
by business people, it is 50 per cent. 

I move to strike out ‘25 cents per thousand ° and insert 25 per 
cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 401, on page 99, line 12, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 25 cents per thousand“ and insert ‘* 25 per cent. 
ad valorem; soas to make the paragraph read: 

Paper envelopes, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand the Senator from New Jersey is com- 
plaining of making the poor man pay 50 per cent. upon the envelopes 
which he has to use, while the man who uses $19 envelopes will only 
pay 2} per cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is it, exactly. 

Mr. VANCE. They ought not to doit. Let the poor man buy the 
$10 envelopes, and then he will be on an equality with the rich man. 
[ Laughter. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 99, line 15, after the word ‘‘draw- 
ing-paper,’’ to insert filtering paper and letter-press copying paper;’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

402. Paper hangings and paper for screens or fire boards, writing-paper, draw- 
— filtering paper, and letter press ying paper, albumenized and 


ized papers, and all other paper not specially provided for in this act, 25 
per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 403 was read, as follows: 


403. Books, including blank-books of all kinds, pamphiets, and engravings, 
bound or unbound, photographs, etchings, maps, rts, and all printed matter 
not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. VANCE, I shall make one more effort, sir, to secure cheap in- 
telligence for our people. I believe during the passage of every tariff 
bill through the Senate since I have been a member of it I have en- 
deayored to reduce the rate upon literature of all kinds. I move, in 
line 21, after the word!“ pamphlets,” to insert 10 per cent. ad valo- 
rem,” and let the remainder of the paragraph stand as the committee 
has reported it. 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 99, line 21, after the word pam - 
ae it is proposed to insert 10 per cent. ad valorem; so as to 


The question is on the amendment 


403. Books, including blank-books of all kinds, pamphlets, 10 per cent, ad 


valorem, and engravings, bound or unbound. pee ay — maps, 
a and all printed matter, not specially provided or gr Ente cent, ad- 
m. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued as follows: 


401, Playing cards, 50 cents per pack. 
405, Manufactures of paper, or of which paper is the component material of 
chief value, not specially provided for in act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, tostrike out 
paragraph 428, as originally numbered, as follows. > 

423, Bristles, 10 cents per pound. 8 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 100, in paragraph 406, line 8, after 
the word quills,“ to strike out ‘‘40’’ and insert "35; so as to 
make the paragraph read: . 

406. Brushes and brooms of all kinds, including feather dusters and hair pen- 
cils in quills, 35 per cent. ad valorem. $ j 

Mr, MCPHERSON. That is an increase upon the present rates of 
duty. The present rates on these articles are 30 per cent. and 25 per 
cent. This is an increase to 35 per cent. I move to make the rate 30 
per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
New Jersey to the amendment of the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 406, on page 100, line 8, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 35 and insert 30; so as to read, 30 per cent. 
ad valorem.” 

Mr. VANCE. I rise to remark that I suppose bristles were put upon 
the free-list for the benefit of the brush-makers, There is a manifest 
propriety, therefore, in increasing the rate of duty upon the brushes 
after giving the manufacturers the tree raw material to make them! 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
pet of the Senator from New Jersey to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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The amendment of the Senator from _ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of tho 
Committee on Finance was, on page 100, line 11, after the word cloth, 
to strike out silk, or’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 

Buttons and button forms: 

407. Button forms: Lastings, mohair oloth, and other manufactures of cloth, 
woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or form, or cut in such manner 
as to be fit for buttons exclusively, 10 per cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, to strike out paragraph 431, as originally 
numbered; as follows: 

431, Buttons composed of brass, copper, nickel, zine, tin, pewter, lead, iron, 
steel, gold, silver, or any other metal, and of which one or more of such metals 
shall constitute a oie eed part of chief value; buttons composed of vege- 
table ivory, glass, India rubber, or various com: ions, having the commer- 
cial des on of hard buttons, and of which one or more of such 
shall constitue a component part of chief value, not 
act, 1 cent line button measure of one-fortieth of I inch per gross, and 25 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was Agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 101, line 5, after the words ad 
valorem,’ to insert: 

Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of 1 
inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


So as to make the paragraph read: 


408. Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of 1 
inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I object to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. Here is another commodity of universal use, and one that 
especially goes into the consumption of the poorer classes of the coun- 
try, an article of necessity, upon which a tax higher I believe, or per- 
17 2 high as the highest that is imposed in this bill of high taxes, 


It is useless for me to speak of the sort of article this is. I hold in 
my hand a card from a manufacturer of the buttons which are affected 
by this list, by which any Senator at all who is interested in the mat- 
ter can see that it comprises that useful article in sizes and grades which 
manifestly are in common use. There [exhibiting] is the shirt button 
and the button for clothes and the larger button for underwear, things 
which are indispensable in the every-day life of the humblest home in 
this broad land, and yet the following enormous taxesare imposed here: 
Upon these small buttons, pearl buttons, which are used for underclothes 
for men and women, 104 per cent. ad valorem is the tax that is imposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that the Senate rate or the House rate? 

Mr. GRAY. This is the Senate rate, I believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 
$ “Two cents per line button measure of one-fortieth 
of 1 inch per gross and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem,” 


materials 
y provided for in this. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The House rate was 4 cents per line, very nearly 
double the Senate rate, as the Senator will see by looking at paragraph 


433. 

Mr. GRAY. This calculation, I will say, is made upon the Senate 
amendment of 2 cents per line button measure and 25 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. I think the House rate was 4 cents per line. The House bill, 
of course, was shocking, but sufficient remains of enormity in the tax 
proposed by the Senate amendment to justify the comment I am mak- 


in 

Tey upon these small pearl buttons, used in shirt-making and for 
underclothing, and used in every home in this conntry, 124 per cent. 
is the tax. On these larger buttons [exhibiting], dark buttons, black 
buttons, that are used for ordinary garments, outside clothes, coats, 
vests, and trousers, the commonest article, the tax is still, under the 


Senate amendment, the enormous one of 186 per cent. ad valorem, and 


on a still larger size that is used, as every one recognizes the use, it is 
118} per cent. ad valorem, and on still another, a white button, of 
great utility, it is 123 per cent. 

I will not go over the rest of these calculations, but only call the at- 
tention of the Senate to them and enter my protest against this enor- 
mous tax upon an article of universal use and consumption, an abso- 
lutely indispensable article in every household,as I said,in this country. 
I can see no reason for it, except the single one, which is always given, 
that the people shall pay tribute to the manufacturers of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. e evidence which was submitted to the Senate 
Committee on Finance by the constituents of the Senator from New 
Jersey two years ago, that the buttons to which the Senator from Dela- 
ware has just alluded, the buttons upon which these high rates would 
be fixed by this bill, were made by prison labor in Austria, and the 
constituents of the Senator from New Jersey, I think, at that time con- 
vinced the Senator irom that State that the higher rates of the House 
hill should be im: = : 

Mr. GRAY. I only want to say that I have a statement that there 
is not one of the buttons to which I have referred made by prison labor 
abroad, and certainly not made by prison labor in this country, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to say, inasmuch as the Senator trom 
Rhode Island has referred to me, that we had at one time in New Jersey 
quite an extensive industry in the manufacture of pas buttons, em- 
ploying some thirty or forty establishments, but I believe they have 
pretty much all of them gone out of the business. 

The pearl-button makers came before the committee and gave an 
object-lesson to the committee as to how these buttons were made. 
Each button must be taken by hand, and turned out by itself, punched, 
and the holes turned init by hand. They are made ofshell. A por- 
iion of the shell is suitable for buttons of a certain color, a certain other 
portion of the shell for buttons of quite a different color, and soon, and 
a large proportion of the shell is valueless. These buttons have been 
made not only by prison labor on the other side, but they have been 
made by the cheapest kind of labor in the mountains of Bohemia and 
Austria. The material is sent out to the country people, who do the 
work at a very low rate of wages, and they have been making the 
bnttons, and I understand a New York importing establishment has 
been purchasing them, and that establishment is the one that gives 
this statement as to the rate of duty. 

I do not know that it is worth while to attempt to protect this in- 
dustry in this country. Certainly at the present rate of duty the es- 
tablishments will never open up. If the rate of duty which is placed 
in this bill becomes a law, they can possibly open their factories. 

I see no reason in the world why woolen goods, which are made by 
machinery, should bear a duty of 118, 120, and 130 cent., when 
here are 1 buttons, each one of which bas to be taken singly, put 
into the lathe, and turnod out in the lathe one at a time, and there is 
no relief from it; there is no other method of making them; no ma- 
chinery has ever been devised, and probably none ever will, that will 
ent the shell and make the button. The question is altogether as to 
whether it is for the interest of the Government to protect the indus- 
try or whether it is not. Each Senator must judge for himself as to 
that. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, President, the statement has been made that the 
buttons which were exhibited here were made by convict labor. I 
wish to read a short letter from Messrs. Calhoun, Robbins & Co., im- 
porters, 410 and 412 Broadway, New York, on this subject. 

Their letter is as follows: 

New York, July 21, 1890, 

Dear Sin: We inclose herewith a small card with samples of pearl buttons. 

‘These samples represent goods that arc used by the great majority of the peo- 
ow „ are imported from England and Austria, and are not made 
"They are now subject to a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The proposed duty of 2 cents line and 25 per cent. ad valorem, as per H. 

u 9416, Schedule N, section would be equal to the ad valorem rates as 

f 8 We believe that a duty of 35 per cent. would give ample een and a good 
profit to our American manufacturers, as at the present duty they are able, on 
nee re to — oh ee than cost of imported goods, 


ours respe * 
A CALHOUN, ROBBINS & CO. 


Hon. ZEBULON B. VANCE, 
United States Senate, Washinton, D. C. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agrecing 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, tostrike out 
paragraph 433, as originally numbered, as follows: 

433. Bone and horn buttons, 30 per cent, ad valorem; pearl and shell buttons, 
manufactured or partly manufactured, 4 cents per line button measure of one- 
fortieth of one inch per gross. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
be stricken ont: 

Ivory, vegetable ivory, bone, and horn buttons, 50 per cent, ad valorem, 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. And all after that to be stricken 
out? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les, sir; all the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In lieu of paragraph 453, as originally nuni- 
bered, insert: 
Ivory, vegetable ivory, bone and horn buttons, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
| 


I move to insert in place of the words proposed to 


Mr. CARLISLE. What would be the effect of striking this para- 
graph out entirely and not inserting the words which the Senator from 
Rhode Island now proposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The buttons in this paragraph would then pay a 
duty according to their material of chief value. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is what I supposed. 
of course, to examine the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that the 
rate which I now propose from the committee is very much less than 
the rate imposed upon ivory and vegetable ivory buttons by the bill 
as it came from the House. They were then included in paragraph 
431 with a rate of 1 cent per line and 25 per cent, ad valorem. This 
rate is very much less than the rate which the House proposed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But bone and horn buttons will still pay another 
rate of duty? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Fifty per cent. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They are not included, as I understand the Sen- 
ator’s amendment. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Yes, sir; the amendment which I suggested pur- 

to fix a rate upon ivory, vegetable ivory, bone, and horn buttons. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The words bone and horn“ escaped my atten- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to strike out 
and insert 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strikeout 
parapraph 434 as originally numbered, in the following words: 

434, Shoe-buttons, made of papier miché, valued at not more than 22 cents 


per great gross, 10 cents per great gross; valued at more than 22 cents per great 
gross, 15 cents per great gross, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I send to the desk a substitute for paragraph 434 
as numbered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike ont paragraph 434 as numbered and 
insert: 1 

Shoe-buttons made of paper-board, papier maché, pulp, or other similar mu- 
terial not spec ally provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding $ cents per 
gross, I cent per gross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

409. Coal, bituminous, and shale, 75 cents pes ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to 
the busbel; coal slack or culm, such as wil through a half-inch sereen, 30 
cents per ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel, 

410. Coke, 20 per vent. ad valorem, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 101, 
line 24, after the word cubes,” tostrike out ten and insert ‘‘five;’’ 
so as to read: 

411. Cork bark, cut into squares or cubes, 5 cents per pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. The committee are satisfied after further investi- 
gation that this amendment should not be made, and I ask that it be 
disagreed to, and that the House rate may stand. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I should like to hear the reason why the com- 
mittee think the amendment should not be made. The House certainly 
has very largely increased the duties upon cork-bark, which is a ma- 
terial used in the manufacture of corks in this country and is not pro- 
duced here. So neither upon the ground of raising revenue nor upon 
the ground of protection, it seems to me, is there any justification for 
the increase of duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After very careful examination by the committee 
they became satisfied that the House rates decreased existing law; that 
the House rates were less than 25 per cent, ad valorem upon the ayer- 
age corks which are imported; and they therefore ask that the House 
rates may be retained, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then why not leave the ad valorem rate as it is, 
at 25 per cent., and that would cover both the unmannufactured and 
the manufactured corks ? 


T have not had time, 


ame 


1890. 


Mr. ALDRICH. For the reason, as the Senator understands, that 
the majority of the committee are always in favor of levying specific 
rates where it can he done. K 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance to ph 411 
was, on page 102, line 1, after the word “corks,” to strike out “* fif- 
teen“ and insert 74; so as to read: 

Mannfactured corks, T} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

posed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose it is not necessary to ask for a yea-and- 
nay vote, because the result will be the same, although I oppose the 
provision as it came from the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


412. Dice, draughts, chess-men, chess-balls, and billiard, pool, aud bagatelle 
balls, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

413. Dolls, doll-heads, or marbles of whatever material composed, and all 
other toys not composed of rubber, china, porcelain, parian, bisque, carthen or 
stoneware, and not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

414. Emery grains, and emery manufactured, ground, pulverized, or refined, 
l cent per pound, 

Explosive substances; 

415. Fire-crackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall be 
wade for tare or damage thereon, 

416, Fulminates, fulminating powders, and like articles, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

417. Gunpowder and all explosive substances used for mining, blasting, artil- 
lery, or sporting purposes, when valued at 20 cents or less per pound, 5 cents per 
pound; valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound, 

418. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per grose of one hundred 
and forty-four boxes, containing not more than one hundred matches per box, 
10 cents per gross; when imported otherwise than in boxes containing not 
more tban one hundred matches each, I cent per one thousand matches, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We have no information touching paragraph 
418, whether it is an increase or a decrease in the existing rate. Can 
the Senator from Rhode Island give the information whether the change 
in the duty on matches from an ad valorem to a specific rate is an in- 
crease or a decrease? - 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is intended to be equivalent. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 

419. Peroussion-caps, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Paragraph 420 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed, on 

ge 103, line 9, after the word!“ kinds,“ to strike out ‘‘crnde or not 

ressed, colored, or manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 
25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ and iu line 17 to strike out 50“ and in- 
sert ‘'40;"’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


420. Feathers and downs of all kinds, when dressed, colored, or manufactured, 
including quilts of down and other manufactures of down, and also ineludin 
a and finished birds suitable for millinery ornaments, and artificial ead 
ornamental feathers and flowers, or the: „of whatover material com- 
posed, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 7 


Mr. CARLISLE. As the bill came from the House it imposed a 
duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem upon feathers and downs, crade or not 
dressed. Are those feathers now upon the free-list ? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Well; that is satisfactory. 

Mr. VANCE. I do notthink this duty is quitehighenough. Forty 
percent., it seems to me, is just 3 per cent. under trace-chains. I think 
feathers ought to pay just about as much as the trace-chains that pull 
the plows of our country—ornamental feathers at that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire to have the duty made 50 
per cent.? Iam quite willing it should be made 50 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. I would move no amendment, but I was afraid the 
committee bad overlooked an important industry and had not made 
a proper discrimination against trace-chains. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing the rate should be made 50 per 
cent. if the Senator suggests it. 

Mr. VANCE. I have no doubt you are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

421. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and iurs not on 
the skin, prepared for hatters’ use, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

422. Gun-wads of all descriptions, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

423. Hair, human, if clean or drawn but not manufactured, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 104, 
line 1, after the words ‘‘crinoline cloth,” to strike out 30 per cent, 
ad valorem and insert ‘'S cents per square yard;’’ so as to, make the 
paragraph read: 

424, Hair-cloth, known as ‘‘crinoline cloth,’ S cents per square yard, 

Mr. VANCE, Isnould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if that is for the encouragement of the growth of human hair in this 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which paragraph does the Senator from North 
88 refer to? I think we are two or three paragraphs ahead of 

query. 


I think it is, 


Mr. VANCE. If human hair is an industry in this country I have 
nothing more to say; it is proper to encourage it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance to paragraph 424. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the-bill was continued, as follows: 

425. Hair-cloth, known as hair seating.“ 30 cents per square yard, 

126, Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 15 per cent.ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE, There is no earthly use in the duty imposéd in para- 
graph 426, If we can only get the people to read this bill, sir, their 
hair will curl sufficiently without any encouragement, [Langhter.] 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 427, as follows: 

427. Hats. for men's, women's, and children's wear, composed of the fur of 
the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, or of which such fur is the component ma- 
terial of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including fur hat bodies, 
55 per cent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 104, 
line 20, before the word per cent.,“ to strike out 50 and insert 
403; so as to read: . 

Jewelry and precious stones: 

428, Jewelry: All artio not elsewhere specially provided for in this act, 
composed of precious metals or imitations thereof, whether set with coral, jet, 
or pearls, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or im 
tions thereof, or otherwise.and which shall be known commercially as “ jew- 
elrx, and cameos in frames, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

429, Pearls, 10 per cent. ad valorem, 

43), Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem; if ` 
set, and not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add to paragraph 430: 


Imitations of precious stones com: of paste or glass, not exceeding l inch 
in dimension, not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

Leather and mannfactures of; 

431. Bend or belting leather and sole-leather, and leather not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 10 per cent, ad valorem, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 105, 
line 8, before the word ‘'chamois,’’ to strike out finished; and in 
lines 15 and 16, to strike out ‘‘piano-forteand piano-forte action leather, 
40 per cent. ad valorem; ’’ so as to make paragraph 432 read: 

432, Calf-skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ- 
ing patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and chamois 
and other skins not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, and fin- 
ished, 20 per cent. ad valorem; book-binders’ calf-skins, kangaroo, sheep, and 
goat skins, including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 per cent. ad 
valorem; skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent. ad valorem; 
japanned calf-skins, 30 per cent.ad yalorem; boots and shoes, made of leather, 
25 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr.CARLISLE. Piano-forte-action leather is proposed to be stricken 
from this paragraph, which imposes a duty of 40 per cent. tarif upon 
it. Where will it go. Under the manutactures of leather not other- 
wise provided for? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les, sir. 5 i teat -> 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ata rate less than 40 per cent.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it is a reduction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to, 4 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 


433. But leather cut into shoc uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 
conversion into manufactured articles, shall bo classified as manufactures of 
leather, and pay duty accordingly. 

434. Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or other 
leather, and whether wholly or y manufactured, shall pay duty at the ra 
fixed in connection with the following specified kinds thereof 14 inches in 
extreme length, when stretched to the full extent, being in each case hereby 
fixed as the standard, and one dozen pairs as the basis, namely: Ladies“ and 
children’s schmaschen of said length or under, $1.75 per dozen; ladies’ and 
children's lamb of said length or under, $2.25 per dozen; ladies’ and children's 
kid of said length or under, $3.25 per dozen; ladies’ and children's suedes of 
said length or under, 50 per cent. ad valorem; all other ladies’ and children's 
leather gloves, and all men’s leather gloves of said length or under, 50 per 
cent, ad valorem; all leather gloves over H inches in length, 50 per cent. ad 
valorem; and in addition to the above rates there shall be on all men's 
gloves $1 per dozen; on all lined gloves 81 per dozen; on all piqué or prick 
scam gloves, 50 cents per dozen; on all embroidered gloves with more than 
three single strands or cords,50 cents per dozen pairs: Provided, That all gloves 
represented to be of a kind or grade below their actual kind or grade shall 
pay an additional duty of S per dozen pairs. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to amend paragraph 434 by add- 
ing the following additional proviso: 


Provided further, That none of the articles named in this puragraph shall pay 
a less rate of duty than 50 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move a substitute for paragraph 434, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be first taken on 
the amendment proposed by the committee to perfect the part proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas to be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
strike out the paragraph and insert what will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out paragraph 434 and insert: 

Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or leather, and 


cote 


ask the Secretary to read a portion of their report from where I have 
marked down to the beginning of the names, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read, if there 
be no objection, 


1 The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the paper, and having read some- 
me, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: The time allotted to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina has expired. 

Mr. VANCE. I will ask to have the remainder of the paper down 
to the beginning of the names printed in the RECORD, so as to make 
the statement complete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. It 
will be so printed, if there be no objection. 

The matter read and referred to is as follows: 


Our reasons for preferring this request are as follows : 

As will be seen on page 1364 of the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee, the importers of leather gloves united in the advocacy of a specific 
schedule of rates on kid gloves, the operation and effect òf which is there 
stated, In concluding the presentation of the statement they said: ‘In case 
these can not be established we pray you to continue the existing rates.“ 

On the next page, 9 a communication signed by the officersandex- 
ecutive committee of the Association of the Domestic Manufacturers of Leather 
Gloves, in which they say, it was agreed upon by our association that we en- 
deavor by all honorable rneans to induce Congress to leave the glove tariff as it 

namely, 50 per cent. ad valorem,” ete., then giving a compound schedule 
which they would accept if compelled to. 

The manufacturers preferred a straight 50 per cent. ad valorem rate, without 
any extras, and the importers asked for the same thing if their specific schedule 
could not be accepted as an entirety. 

Under these circumstances, with all those in interest uniting in an appeal for 
a continuance of the present rate of duty, there is no doubt whatever but that 
the Committee on Ways and Means would have adopted the existing rate had 
it not been that they were misled ns to the powers of a self-constitnted com- 
mittee’? who assumed to speak for the entire importing interest. Under this 
misconception, however, the committee was led to adopt a schedule the effect 
of which would be to raise the rates on men’s gloves to most exorbitant figures, 

The following tables demontrate the change, 

The first two tables give the average value as stated on page 1365 of the testi- 
mony taken before the Ways and Means Committee: 

Men's kid gloves: Average value, $5 per dozen; 

dozen; McKinley bill, 50 per cent. ad valorem 

Extra ope e men's. . e siris . 
u 


$1.50 per dozen and 20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than 
and not more than $8 per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairs and 25 per cent. ad 
valorem; valued at more than $8 per dozen pairs, 50 per cent, ad valorem, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have a memorandum furnished me 
by a gentleman who gave me this amendment, which seems to indicate 
that the manufacturers of gloves in this country have not asked for the 
increase provided for in this bill, and in any event it is extraordinarily 

. The men’s gloves such as are mainly used in this country are 
said to be made here entirely, and are not needing any protection. 
Women's gloves, the rate on which is reduced, are not made in this 
country, and it isnot expected that they will be made, of course, or the 
duty would not have been reduced. Iask that this memorandum may 
be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Present duty, 50 per cent. on all leather gloves, 

Senate bill of 1 and House bill of 1890 as reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, a mixed rate, practically 50 per cent. 

As amended the House committee through misrepresentation of sef- 
appointed committee of two importers, from 40 per cent. to 50 per cent. on 
women’s gloves and from 100 per cent. to 125 per cent. on men’s gloves, 

Amended by Senate, that no rate shall be less than 50 per cent. 

mestic manufacturers asked that the law be unchanged, but approyed of 

Senate schedule of 1888 if changed at all. (See House testimony, page 1365, and 

a ra nr aipa to the Harberdasher, in appendix to importers’ petition 
une 9, 5 

Importers presented specific schedule and prayed that law remain unchanged 
unless that schedule wasadopted. (See House testimony, page 1364.) They also 
are willing to accept the Senate schedule of 1888, 

Sixty cd prieg present petition denouncing the act of the two importers 
who misled the House committee. These embrace the leading business firms 
of New York, Boston, and Chicago, 

There are practically no women’s kid gloves made in the United States and 
that industry is in its infancy, yet the protection is decreased. 

Nearly all the men’s leather gloves sold in this country are made here, and 
the industry isin such a flourishing condition that the manufacturers asked 
that no change in the duties be made. 

Notwithstanding this, the rateon women's gloves is reduced and the rates on 
men's gloves are advanced from 50 per cent. to from 100 per cent, to 125 per 


cent. é 

This is the most remarkable anomaly to be found in the entire bill. Manu- 
ee ere that no advance be made, yet an advance of more than 100 per 
cent. e. 

Both the Senate and House committees agree upon the same schedule as the 
result of the exhaustive investigations of both, and this schedule is acceptable to 
both manufacturers and importers, yet an entirely different and surprisingly 
unequal schedule is 2 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the Senate ready for the question? 
Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me the Senator from Rhode Island 
should give the Senate some reason why a rate of duty not even asked 
for by the manufacturers themselves should have been inserted in this 
bill, and why this discrimination has been made against men’s gloves, 
50 per cent. ad valorem, and in addition to the above rates there shall 
be paid on all men’s gloves $1 per dozen. There is a reduction of the 
rates of duty upon ladies’ gloves, and this large discrimination made 
against the importation of men’s gloves, and no reason whatever given 
for it, notwithstanding the fact that the manufacturers themselves, as 
shown by the testimony taken before the committee, do not ask for it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that so far as J am advised the manu- 
facturers and a large portion of the importers prefer the House sched- 
ule to the schedule which has recently been submitted to the Senate by 
the Senator from Kansas. It is true there is a division among both 
manufacturers and importers as to which classification is the best for 
their interests. 
Mr. CARLISLE. What manufacturers ask for an increase? Two 


importers —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. All the manufacturers I know anything about are 
in favor of the provision as it came from the House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Two or three importers, it seems, came before the 
committee, and, as it is charged, misrepresented the views of the im- 
porters about it. No manufacturers came before the committee, ac- 
cording to my present recollection, and asked for any such increase. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw for the present the amendment which I 
sent to the desk, and I will move to strike out from line 20 to line 22, 
inclusive, the words: 

And in addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men's gloves $1 
per dozen— 

It being in order first to perfect the paragraph found in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas withdraws 
his amendment and proposes to amend as will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 106, beginning in line 20, strike out: 

And in addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men’s gloves 81 
per dozen, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
strike out, 

Mr. VANCE. Ihave a presentation signed by quite a number of 
dealers in these articles, I will not read their names, but perhaps 
seventy-five or one hundred dealers in these gloves, who presenta table 
showing the difference in the present law and what would be the 
duties upon the various articles of gloves under the bill if adopted. I 


whether wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than $5 per dozen 
rs, pales 


a eee 


Making the rate of duty 90 per cent., or almost double what the domestic 
manufacturers asked for, 
Men's lamb gloves: Average value, $4 per dozen; present duty, $2 

dozen; McKinley bill, 50 per cent, ad valorem... ae 
Extra duty because men’ 
Extra if piqué............. 
Extra if embroidered 


In the following tables the average value is taken from the Government 
statistics, which appear on page 1364 of the House testimony : 


Men's kid gloves: Average value, 96 per dozen; present duty, $3 per 
dozen; as they will pay under McKinley bill, 50 per cent. ad orem... $3.00 
Exxtra duty because mens . . .. ee eee EE 8 1. 
Extra if piqué... seses 
Extra if embroidered.,........ 


A II NN IIDA = % r 
Extra if lined. 


a R A AEE NE E T A N TE EI TAANA SN SIA OAIN ` 


Making the rate 83} per cent. on all ordinary gloves and 100 per cent. on all 
lined gloves made from kid-skins, 
Men's lamb gloves: Average value, $4.70 per dozen; present duty, $2.35 per 
dozen; as they will pay under McKinley bill, 50 per cent. ad valorem 
Extra duty because men's. yA 
Extra if piqué... . . 
Extra if embroidered. 


Total 
Extra if lined. 2 
T . 
Making the rate 92} per cent, on all ordinary gloves and 113g per cent. on 


The only fault in the matter lies with the self-constituted committee be- 
fore mentioned, who would be largely benefited by the adoption of the pro- 
posed schedule, while nearly all the other glove importers would be injured, 
many of them irreparably. We therefore call your attention to the injustice 
thus inadvertently done us, in the firm conviction that, with these tacts before 
them, your honorable committee will promptly rectify the error. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senatorfrom Kansas. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that we al- 
low this paragraph to go over until to-morrow morning, and that we 
proceed with the other paragraphs of the bill. 


Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. VANCE. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that it 
is about time we adjourned. We have done a great deal of wicked- 
ness to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; we can dispose of a number of paragraphs 
about which there is no contention, and save the time of the Senate 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The further consideration of the 
amendment to paragraph 434 is postponed until to-morrow ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Until to-morrow morning. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will ber 
sumed. 

- The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, on page 107, in line 12, after the word 
spar,“ to strike out the word or and insert ‘‘and;’’ in line 14, 
after the word not,“ to strike out specifically“ and insert ‘spe- 
cially;’’ in line 17, before the words per cent.,“ to strikeout ‘'40” and 
insert 25; and in line 18, after the words ad valorem,“ to strike 
out manufacturers of osier willow, 45 per cent.; so as to read: 

Miscellaneous manufactures: z 

435. Manufactures wholly or in part of alabaster, amber, asbestos, bladders, 
coral, catgut, or whip-gut, or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, and wax, or of which 
these substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem; osier or willow pre- 
pared for basket · makers use, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the question is taken on strik- 
ing out, the word“ manufacturers,“ in line 18, should be changed to 
* manufactures,’’ the Chair supposes; so as to read: ‘‘ manufactures of 
osier.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. In line 10, after the word ‘‘manufact- 
ures, I move to strike out the words wholly or in part.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word and“ in line 12, before ‘‘ wax,” should 
be stricken ont, with a view of having both the word or and the 
word and! stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out both or and “and”? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to read: 

Catgut, or whip-gut, or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, wax,or of which these sub- 
stances, or either of them, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The Chief Clerk read ph 436. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph on page 107, line 20, after the word 

chip,“ by striking out fur;“ so as to read: 

436. Manufactures of bone, chip, grass, horn, India rubber, palm-leaf, straw, 
weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 108, 
line 1, after the word leather,“ to insert fur;“ so as to make para- 
graph 437 read: 


437. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber, 
known as hard rubber, human hair, and papier-maché, or of which these sub- 
stances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘act,’’ in the sixth line, I move 
to insert: : 
And indurated fiber wares composed of wood or other pulp, 
Theamendment was to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


438. Manufactures of ivory, vegetable ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, or of 
which these substances or either of them is the component material of chief 
value, not specially provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strike out 
paragraph 465 as originally numbered, as follows: 


465. Manufactures of balls, dolls, and toys, composed wholly or in part of 
vulcanized India rubber, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to strike out 
paragraph 466 as originally numbered, as follows: 

465, Masks, all not made wholly or in part of silk, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 108, 
line 17, after the word ‘‘ cocoa-fiber,’’ to insert or rattan;’’ in line 18, 
before the word cents, to strike out twelve“ and insert eight; 
in line 19, after the word cocoa-fiber,’’ to insert or rattan; and in 
the same line, before the word cents,“ to strike out “eight” and 
insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

459, Matting made of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 8 cents persquare yard; mats made 
of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 4 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was to. 

1 5 MCPHERSON. Now I move to strike out the paragraph and 
rt: 

Matting and mats made of cocoa-fiber or rattan, 20 per cent, ad valorem. 
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That rate is the present law. I have a letter here from manufacturers, 
gentlemen who claim themselves to be the principal manufacturers in 
this country of this mattingand these cocoa or coir mats and matting, 


and they are also the principal importers of the article. 
to me as follows: 


Upon matting, the nt duty of 20 per cent, is equal to a specifie duty of 4 
cents per square 3 upon mats, the present duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem 
is panal tos specific duty of 1,61 cents, or, say, as an outside limit, 1} cents per 
square foot, 

As the largest American manufacturers whose capital is invested in the busi- 
ness in this country, we feel qualified to address you on this b 

The only manufacturer regularly sending such cocoa matting or mats to this 
3 the firm of James Darragh, who.own a small factory at Alleppay, 

Bast India. 

We nre, at the same time, the largest manufacturers of cocoa matting and 
mats in this country. We employ upwards of two hundred men at our factory 
in Brooklyn, E. D. No other manufacturers employ to exceed, as we are in- 
formed, more than one-half this number, 

The imported matting does not compete with the domestic. It is a < 
grade, hand-made, fancy article, more expensive than American goods. T 
price of the imported article principally sold here, but in limited quantities, is 
about 65 cents a yard; the average of the domestic article principally and very 
largely sold here is 50 cents. In selling in this market our discount on the 
domestic is larger than on the foreign article, 

Tus total importation for the three years preceding 1889 was about 2,700 rolls 
of coir matting. (Our importations since have been rather more, owing to the 
efforts that have been made to advance the duty. Our sales, however, are no 
larger and the effect of this extra 3 through fear of the advance- 
ment of duty, is that we are carrying a Jargerstock.) The labor involved in the 
manufacture of these goods is equivalent to less than the work of five work- 
men. One man can manufacture here nine rolls per week, and the importation, 
therefore, resents the product of the labor of five men on g. 

About 225 dozen foreign coir mats are sold in this market per year against 25,- 
000 dozen 5 and sold here. The labor on the imported coir mats 
does not exceed the work of three workmen more. Thus, to protect eight work- 
men who do not and can not make similar expensive and hand-made articl 
and who thus do not compete with the A: can workman, the 
made by which the tariff will be increased on cocoa mats and matting from 20 
per cent. ad valorem to a specific duty of 12 cents per mnre yan on meaning 
and 8 cents per square footon mats, equal to 60 percent. and 99 per cent. a 
valorem, respectively. 


They speak, of course, of the House bill. They are the largest man- 
ufacturers of mats and matting, and also import on a very small scale. 
But very little of it comes in from abroad. I think the duty should be 
reduced to 20 percent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE, In confirmation of what the Senator from New Jer- 
sey has said I beg to have read at the desk a letter from Lyon, Hall & Co., 
of Baltimore, gentlemen who are importers and dealers in this article of 
mats, and which shows, among other things, in addition to a most enor- 
mous increase of duty, over 200 per cent., that the principal manufact- 
urer of this country is in the Pennsylvania penitentiary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it be printed without being read. 

Mr. VANCE. Ihave no objection to its being printed to save time 
in reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the paper will be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: t 

COCOA MATTING AND MATS, 

The raw material for these is free. 

Itis known by "coir” yarn and fiber. 

On the manufactured article the duty is now 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The Mekinley bill proposes 12 cents per square yard on matting and 8 cents 
per square foot, or 72 cents per merce yard, on mats (see section 465). 

Imported matting varies from 15 to 30 cents per square yard in value. 

Cos yard of matting valued at 15 cents the present duty is 20 per cent., or 3 
cents, 

The McKinley bill would increase it to 12 cents. 

A mat costing 4 cents per square foot, largely used by the poorer classes, now 
pays 20 per cent. ad valorem, or four-fifths of à cent square foot duty. 

The McKinley bill would increase it to 8 cents, or per cent. ad valorem on 
this grade. This enormous increase is without a parallel in the bill. 

Every home has its door-mat. 

In 1886 the industry was introduced into the western penitentiary of Pennsyl- 
vania, and it is now estimated that more than one-half of the mats consumed 
are prison-made, as the New Jersey penitentiary recently began work. 

The importation during 1889 did not reach $100,000 in value. 

‘The officials defend their action in pushing the output to the utmost on the 
ground that the industry hurt a smaller number (about six hundred) of honest 
workmen than any other they could develop. It is only a question of time 
before the Pennsylvania and New Jersey prisons can supply all demands. 

With these goods made in the penal institutions out of stock that pays no 
duty, there would seem to be no excuse whatever for the enormous advance 
from 20 per cent. to 80 per cent. ad valorem on the cheap es of matting, and 
from 20 per cent. to 200 per cent. on door mats for humble homes. If you co- 
incide with this view, you are earnestly requested to oppose the advance. 

A reduction of the present duty to 10 per cent. ad yalorem on both matting 
and mats would benefit the people. aud they could be put on the free - list without 
any injury since penitentiaries will ultimately produce a full supply and reap 
all the profit protection affords, 

Respectfully submitted. 


They state 
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PRO BONO PUBLICO. 
LYON, HALL & CO, f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The question ison agreeing to the 
5 proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
son]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I should like 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has once spoken on the 
pending amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 108, 
after line 20, to insert the following paragraph: 


440. Paintings, in oil or water colors, and stat 


, not oth: provided 
for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem ; but the term iE 


erwise 
statuary," as herein used, 
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hall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or otherwise 
wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, or 
from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or sculptor only. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to let that 

go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we might as well act upon it now. I 

think there will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 
line 4, to strike out paragraph 468 as originally numbered, as fi 

468. Peat or peat moss, $3 per ton, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 441, as follows: 

441. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of lead, 

50 cents per gross and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr, ALDRICH. After paragraph 441 I move to insert: 

Slate pencils, 10 cents per gross. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Are not slate-pencils provided for in the earthen- 

-ware schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH, They were stricken ont where they appeared in the 

earthenware schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be a semicolon after ad valorem.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The punctuation will be changed. 

The period will be stricken out and a semicolon inserted. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed hy the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE, I wish to amend the paragraph itself, if it is in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. VANCE. On page 109, line 6, I move to strike out 30 and 

insert ‘'25;'? so as to read, 25 per cent. ad valorem.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 
The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 442, as follows: 
442. Pencil leads not in wood, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In the first line of the paragraph I move to strike 
out 10 and insert ‘'15;’’ so as to read, ‘*15 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to be informed why the one class of 
pencils are put at 10 per cent. or 15 per cent., if the amendment pre- 
vails, and the other at 50 cents per gross and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘The Senator from North Carolina confuses the lead 
with the iead pencil. One rate applies to lead and the other to pencils 
with leads in them. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘Pencils of wood filled with lead“ is the one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Aud the other is pencil-lead not in wood.“ 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a different article entirely. 

Mr. VANCE. Where is the difference ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. One is the pencil and the other is the lead. 

Mr. VANCE. Still, I should say, why is the difference in the rate? 

Mr, ALDRICH. One is a manufactured article and an expensive 
manufactured article in which the leads are nsed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is ou the amendment 

d by the Senator from Rhode Island tostrike out 10 and in- 
sert “15.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
paragraph 471 as originally numbered, as follows: 

471. Pianos and piano-forte actions and paris of, 40 per cont, ad valorem; other 
musical instruments and parts of, including bows, cases, strings, pitch-pipes, 
and taning-forks, 25 per cent, ad valorem; musical metronomes and parts 
thereof, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 8 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose the eſlect of striking this paragraph out 
would be to subject these articles to rates of duty according to the ma- 
terial of chief value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether it would be the material of chief value or whether it would 
not come in under the basket clause about metals. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Some of them would undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON, If there was anything metallic in them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would bea question whether manufactured of 
metal or something else. > 

Mr, CARLISLE. I understand the effect of striking out this clause 
would not be to increase the duty upon piano-forte actions. The man- 
ufacturers of pianos throughout the country, or at least a large num- 
ber of them, have protested very earnestly against any increased duty 
upon these actions, and, as I understood the bill as passed by the House, 
it did in fact increase the duty, but I have not had time to make an 
investigation to see what the effect of striking this out wonld be upon 
that particular article. I remember a very earnest protest came from 
a manufacturer in the State of Ohio against the increased duty pro- 


109, 
WS: 


As a part of the sunc paragraph? 
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was that there is substantially but one bouse in this country engaged 
in the manufacture of these articles, and that it has made a very , 
fortune from a very small beginning and is doing very well under the 
present rate of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on the amendment 
of the committee 


proposing to strike out the 


paragrap 
Mr. VANCE. I wish to understand what will become of these ar- 
ticles if this ph be stricken out, if they are to be taxed under 


various other schedules according to the component material of chief 
value. I should like to ask if a violin, the material of chief value of 
which is wood, would come in under the lumber schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VANCE. That is very small. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, if there be no metal in it. If there be 
metal in it it will come in under the metal schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no metal in a violin that I know of. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be a nail somewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That does not count. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know why it should not count. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Idò: under the rulings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. VANCE. If it would come in under the lumber schedule the 
importers would have no right to complain, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right; it would come in under the 
lumber schedule. 

Mr. HALE. That is very low. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a very low rate of duty. 

Mr. HALE. That is the lowest of all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think all this conversation aud argument 
show the impropriety of striking out this paragraph. Certainly the 
articles ought to come in directly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposing to strike out the paragraph. 

‘The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

Pipes and smokers’ articles: 

H3. Pipes, pipe-bow!ls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatsoever, 

not specially provided for in this act, including cigarette-books, cigarette book- 


covers, pouches for smoking or chewing tobacco, and cigarette-paper in all 
forms except otherwise provided for, 70 per cent. ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance proposed to add to paragraph 443: 

All common tobacco pipes of clay, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend thewhole paragraph. The duty is 
entirely too high. I move to strike out 70“ in line 21, on page 109, 
and insert 40; so as to read: 40 per cent. ad valorem,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 444, as follows: 

444, Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, 
or of silk and cotton, and used exclusively for making men's hats, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Paragraph 445 was read. The Committee on Finance proposed to 
amend the paragraph, on page 110, line 4, by striking out 55 and 
inserting 50,“ and in line 5 by striking out 45 and inserting 
40; so as to read: 

445. Umbrellas, parasols, and sun-shades. Covered with silk, alpaca, or simi- 


lar material, 59 per cent. ad valorem; if covered with other material, 40 per 
cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was,on page 110, 
after line 6, to strike out paragraph 475 as numbered, as follows: 

475. Umbrellas and parasol ribs and stretchers, frams or parts thercof, 50 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before taking the question on strik- 
ing out this paragraph the word frams, in line 7, will be changed to 
‘‘irames,’’ The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittec. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 446, as follows: 


446, Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades, sticks for, if plain, finished or unfin- 
ished, % percent. ad valorem; if carved, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance proposed, after the word fox,“ in line 
9, on page 110, to strike out the comma and insert a semicolon. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Chair thinks that instead of be- 
ing a semicolon there should be a comma. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That punctuation will be preserved 
and the amendment disagreed to, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 447 as follows: 

447, Waste, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senate now to go back to the cotton 
schedule for a moment, that we may act upon two amendments which 
were passed over by inadvertence on page 77 and the preceding a 
I move to add to paragraph 334 the amendment which I send to the 


posed upon piano-forte actions, and from many others, The statement | desk. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 77, at the end of line 21, strike out 
the period and insert æ semicolon and add: ` 

But nonc of the foregoing articles in this paragraph shall pay s less rate of 
duty than 40 por cent ad valorem, ; 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the Senator what are the articles enumerated 
in the paragraph? , 

Mr, ALDRICH. Cotton-vefvets. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What paragraph is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 334, on page 77. Is there 
objection to the amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, i 

The nmendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have one other amendment to propose and then 
I shall move an adjournment. On page 76, line 18, in the last line of 
paragraph 332, after the word of,“ I move to insert ‘‘10 cents a 
square yard and in addition thereto,’ and then to strike out 50“ 
and insert ‘'35;’’ so as to read: 

And pay a duty of 10 cents a square yard and in addition thereto 35 per cent. 

orem. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, those matters were not passed over, 
were they? The Senate once acted upon those paragraphs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated that they were omitted by 
myself when we passed over them. It was my error, through inad- 
vertence, and I suggested that I desired to go back and act upon them. 
I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator proposes a specific duty of 10 cents 
a square yard and 35 per cent. ad valorem, as against 50 per cent. ad 
valorem ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Les, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 5, 1890, at 
10 o’clock a. m. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


NOMINATIONS, 
Exceeulive nominations received by the Senate Seplember 4, 1890. 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner of 
the District of Columbia, vice Lemon G. Hine, resigned. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


James Brady, jr., of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. Reappointment. 
Commission expired August 4, 1890. 

; POSTMASTERS. 


Frederick F, Field, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of James A, Mil- 
ler, resigned. 

Edwin T. Sammons, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in the place of E. 8. Burns, re- 
moved. 

Willis W. Overholser, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa, in the place of Daniel K. Free- 
man, deceased. 

John T. Waters, to be postmaster at DeWitt, in the county of Clin- 
ton and State of Iowa, in the place of John H. Saxton, resigned. 

Bolivar A. Holmes, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas, in the place of G. Marion Moore, resigned. 

Charles B. Nunemacher, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Clarke and State of Kansas, in the place of Caleb W. Carson, re- 
moved. 

John W. Breathitt, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky, in the place of Josiah B. Me- 
Kenzie, whose commission expired June 21, 1890; the nomination of 
Mrs, May H. Wright, sent to the Senate May 22, 1890, having been 
withdrawn, 

Randolph Knapp, to be postmaster at North Attleborough, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Josiah 


D. Richards, deceased. 
Eli R. Crafton, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of Clay 


and State of Missouri, in the place of Edward D. Miller, deceased. 
Christian Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State or New York, in the place of George G. Schwinger, 


removed; Gottlob C. Christ, confirmed by the Senate July 24, 1890, 
not having been commissioned. f 


Andrew E. Thorberg, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county of 
ae and State of North Dakota, in the place of Daniel Flynn, re- 
moved. 

John Foreman, to be postmaster at Fostoria, in the county of Seneca 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Levi Wooster, resigned. 

Mrs. Sallie P. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Theodore F, Ram- 
sey, deceased. 

Samnel T. Poinier, to be postmaster at Spartanburgh, in the county 
of Spartanburgh and State of South Carolina, in the place of John C. 
Anderson, whose commission expired May 14, 1890. " 

Frank M, Mead, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and State of South Dakota, in the place of Alexander Green, removed. 

Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
Clark and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Isaac T. Clark, whose 
commission expired August 2, 1890. 

CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 


Alexander C. Hensley, a resident of Kentucky, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that corps. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
First Lient. William H. Miller, of the First Cavalry, to be assistant 


quartermaster, with the rank of captain, September 4,1890, rice Milti- 


more, dismissed. 


WITHDRAWAL, 
Executive nomination withdrawn by the President September 4, 1890. 


Mrs. May H. Wright, to be postmaster at Hopkiusville, in the State 
of Kentucky. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execulive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 4, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be additional second liewtenants in the Corps of Engineers. 


1, Cadet Edgar Jadwin. 

2. Cadet Charles Keller. 3 
3. Cadet Herbert Deakyne. 

4. Cadet Charles S. Bromwell. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, September 4, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev, J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. : 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. ` 


SURVEY OF SEVENTH STANDARD PARALLEL. 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S, 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 


survey and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of 


North and South Dakota. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? A 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe, under the rules, this has to have its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of this bill. Í 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ithinkwe havea number of matters of very great 
importance that ought first to be considered. The river and harbor bill 
I consider not at all in asafe condition, and I shall ask that this matter 
go over until that is disposed of. In the mean time I will look into 
the matter. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore: The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 


ANDREW SCHNEIDER. 


Mr. BRICKNER. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1150) for the reliet of Andrew Schneider. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ore 

riated, to pay Andrew Schneider, doing a business asa brewer in the city of 

lymouth, State of Wisconsin, the sum of $100, for special-tax stamps purchased 
for the manufacture of more than 500 barrels o annum; the said 
Schneider having for the years so poaa . and 1876, manufact- 
ured and sold less than ls per annum, and who duly made claim forthe 
refund of same August 20, 1877, but which claim was lost or not received by the 
Treasnry Department of the United States prior to the taking effect of the stat- 
oe = limitations, namely, act of March 1, 1879,for such claims made and pro- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? i 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. will ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill if it is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BRICKNER. Yes, sir; it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordi read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRICKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, 


own. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, shall be, 
and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery, annexed to and made a part of the 


collection district of New Orleans, and shall be subject to the same regulations 
and restrictions as other ports of deliv: 


in the United States; and the privi- 
of the first and seventh sections of the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled 
“An act toamend the statutesin relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other seg opal be, and the same are, extended to said port. 
Src, 2. That there shall be appointed by the President a surveyor of customs 
for said port, who shall reside at said port, and receive the same compensation 
now provided, or which may hereafter be provided, by law for surveyors of the 
same e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection ? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I reserve the right to object, and want to hear 
the report read. We have created an extraordinary number of new 
officials this Congress; and I think the necessity for them ought to be 
plainly shown before there is any further extension in that direction. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 597) to estab- 
lish « port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, have had the same under considera- 
tion. and respectfully recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. STRUBLE. “I would like to make a brief statement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The report does not give one single factupon which 

an additional office ought to be created. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me make a brief statement, if my friend from 
Tennessee will withhold his objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have already created more than a regiment 
of them, and I think it is about time to call a halt. We have created 
about twelve or thirteen hundred of them, I believe. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope my friend will not call a halt in this in- 
stance. Sioux City is a place of rapidly growing importance. It now 
has a population of 39,000 people and has a large jobbing trade, and 
is rapidly extending it. It is on the Missouri River, as gentlemen all 
know, and isa place of very great promise. The people of that city 
would like very much to ship goods in bond direct. Its manufactur- 
ing, meat-packing, and general trade are of large and rapidly increas- 
ing proportions. Itis now an important railroad center and new lines 
are now under construction. Upon its present population and business, 
with the assurance it has for the future, I believe the privilege of a 
port of delivery ought to be granted to that city, and I hope my friend 
will not interpose an objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state to the House how many 
officers are created by this bill and what are the salaries connected 
with them? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Only one is created. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the salary? 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘Three hundred and fifty dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Three hundred and fifty dollars and fees; but in 
view of the size of the city involved I shall withdraw my objection to 
this bill, but want to give notice that I think we have already created 
enough new officers. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is this another one of those 
little ports g” delivery of which we have had so many? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Not a little one, I beg to say to my friend. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe I had better object. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not ob- 
ject to this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Reserving the right of objec- 
tion for a moment, I would like to ask, are not there ports of delivery 
all around your town? 

Mr. STRUBLE. No, sir. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. We have been creating one 
pretty nearly every week for the West. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is 325 miles from Dubuque, and about the same 
distance from St. Paul to Sioux City, and over 100 miles to Council 
Bluffs and Omaha, and there is no port of delivery nearer than these 


aces. r 

W BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not object; the tle- 

man is so persuasive and has ed in such bad lack. fLanghter.] 
Mr: STRUBLE. I thank the gentleman for his kindness. 


The SPEAKER pro fempore. Is there any further objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peeo , and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ? 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LACEY. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina. 

Mr. ROWELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I was recognized, Mr. Speaker, before the gentle- 
man rose. g 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Give us fair play. 

Mr. LACEY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. Has not one bill been passed upon each side? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. There were two on the other side and one on this. 

Mr. LACEY. I understood that one of the bills upon our side was 
objected to. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been one bill passed on each 
side. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LA- 
cry] demands the regular order. The regular order is the further 
consideration of the election case. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? . 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. A question of privilege is already pend- 
ing, the election case; but as no one seems ready to take the floor upon 
that the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York for a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that debate upon the election 
case shall go on or else that we have a vote, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York rises, 
as he states, to a question of personal privilege, and the Chair will rec- 
ognize him under the circumstances. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, it is with reluctance that I rise to 
a question of personal privilege. I read from The New York Press of 
August 27, a leading Republican newspaper of New York City: 

WASHINGTON, August 26. 

Wild and disorderly seenes characterized the session of the House to-day. 
Seven straight hours were consumed in roll-calls, calls of the House, ap 
from the Speaker's decision, ete., while for tie ter pas of that period per- 
fect bedlam reigned, The climax was reached to-night just before adjourn- 
ment, when Mr. Cannon, of Illinois, exasperated by the bolting from the House 
of certain members in order to break a quorum, offered a resolution black-list- 
ing forty-four of the offenders. 

Then follow the names of the members black-listed. Mine is there. 
I find myself gibbeted in the same black-list in The Mail and Express 
of the same date, another Republican newspaper of New York City, of 
extreme piety. The pions editor, Col. Eliot Frothingham Shepard, 
says: 

Here they are, and yet they were badly upset when they found their names 
were to be placed on record. They were not proud of themselves and didn’tseem 
to think their constituents would be proud of them either. 

The Speaker was unable to get a vote on this resolution before the adjourn- 
ment for the dux. But the names of the men at fault have been given to the 
country and their cases are now in the han:ls of their constituents. Pondin 
their decision at home, it will be instructive to watch how the Speaker will 
handie them to-day in Washington. 

Mr. Speaker, I shouid not refer to this now were it not that before 
the articles were printed I vainly endeavored to obtain the floor to set 
myself right. Others, however, whose names were not on the list 
were recognized for personal explanation on the same matter and were 
allowed to vindicate themselves. I will no longer remain silent. A 
simple statement of the facts will show that the imputation upon me 
is most unjust and that the gentleman who made the imputation in 
doing so vilified the record and black-lisied himself. 

The temporary triumph over me was purchased at the expense of truth 
and honor. The preamble containing the list violated the privileges 
of this House by its assumed judgment of the motives of Representatives. 
There are those who believe in the transmigration of souls. I confess 
that I have not been of them. But my faith has been shaken. 

When Fouquier-Tinville's head was chopped off the world thought 
it was the end of him. How astonishing it is to find him reappear- 
ing here as a memberof Congress from Illinois. Tinville was formerly 
the prosecutor of the revolutionary tribunal in Paris. He reappears 
as the prosecuting attorney of this revolutionary tribunal in Washing- 
ton. 

The tribunal in Paris violated its own rules to accomplish its de- 
signs. This one does the same. Tinville preserves xis character in 
both tribunals. He formulates his accusations upon false testimony. 
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He makes his presentment without warrant. His false accusation is 
condemnation. Those whom he arraigns are noteven allowed to plead 
tothe indictment. Their names have been blazoned to the world as 
guilty without allowing them a protest. 

I am a victim of this infamous proceeding. Condemned unheard, 
like my comrade from Pennsylvania, Gen. OSBORNE, like him I de- 
sire to plead not guilty. I appeal to the same RECORD to which my 
comrade appealed. © 

I take the calling of the roll on that day. I was not here when the 
roll was first called, but afterward appeared and gave my name to the 
Clerk. Upon the motion to adjourn made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] I find myself recorded in the affirmative. 

Upon the appeal taken from the decision of the Chair I find myself 
recorded as voting against sustaining the decision. Upon the next roll- 
call I find myself present. Upon the motion to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call I did not vote. My vote was not nec- 
essary, as no quorum was required to dispense with the proceedings, 
Upon a further vote upon the appeal I did not vote. it was not nec- 
essary. I had already voted upon the question. I do not know where 
I was; I was certainly either in the lobby or in the House; but as I 
had already voted upon the appeal I supposed that was sufficient. I 
find myself present upon every roll-call thereafter, and upon the final 
vote I am recorded among the yeas. 

Such is the Recorp. I ask no correction of the indictment. The 
REcoRD, however, shows that the Clerk heard my when I 
voted against sustaining the Speaker’s appeal and did not hear that of 
my Grand Army comrade General OSBORNE, who voted to sustain it. 
General OSBORNE was accused because his vote was not recorded and 
I am accused because mine was recorded. Apparently I am punished 
on a false charge for voting against sustaining the appeal of the Speaker. 

The gentleman from Illinois in excusing himself, said: ‘* There is no 
recital in the resolution except what the roll-call shows.“ 

Could Fouquier-Tinville be more malignant or more untruthful? 
I quote from the resolution: 

Many ofthem leaving the Hall of the House so that they could not be counted 
a8 present, 

Does the RECORD show this? Does not every man upon this floor 
know that it does not showit? Does not this House know that it was 
a malignant assumption? There are two false accusations. The REC- 
OED does not even show that the accused Representatives were absent. 
Itshows only that they did not vote. Yet the gentleman from Illinois— 
and I quote his exact words—gravely said. The resolution recites the 
RECORD.” 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ], the ever-ready attend- 
ant of the gentleman from Illinois, in supporting him used the word 
“sneak.” Whether he applied it appropriately or not, there was some 
sneaking done in the House at that time, which the RECORD indicates. 
I will not mangle it in producing it. He said in reply to General Os- 
BORNE (I quote from the RECORD): 

Mr. CAxxox. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that I do not 
know whether he was present or not, but I was furnished with a list of ab- 
sentees recited by the Clerk at the desk, and if there be an error touching the 
gentleman's presence or absence I disclaim it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me that the question of privilege 
requires only au explanation on the part of the gentleman making it, 
and that it is an outrage to trespass upon the time of the House by a 

involving forty different subjects, under pretense of a mere ques- 
on of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CumMinGs] will confine himself to the question of 
privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am simply quoting the language 
of the gentleman who falsely charged me with leaving the House to 
break a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair trusts the gentleman from 
New York will confine himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to finish my statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman may get the 
bile off his stomach and finish his apology. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed in order. è 

Mr. CUMMINGS (to Mr. CANNON). Iam glad that you are not in 
favor of muzzling me, Iam notin favor of muzzling you. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side. ] : 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I would rather you would exhaust yourself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair trusts that the gentleman 
from New York will proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This was the same list that the Speaker had re- 
fused to the House some time before upon demand of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mason]. 

Fancy the great chairman of the great Committee on Appropriations, 
the successor of Samuel J. Randall, ‘‘sneaking’’ (I use the word of his 
attendant, the gentleman from Iowa)—‘‘sneaking” up to the Clerk’s 
desk and obtaining surreptitiously a list which had been refused to the 
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House, and upon this list basing a false accusation his fellow- 
members. Is it not an act worthy of Fonquier-Tinville? 

Over and over again he says he has done nothing but recite the rec- 
ord. ‘‘I recitein the preamble and resolution, he says, exactly 
what the facts are.” 

“If there be a censure,” he says elsewhere, it is a censure made 
by the facts shown by two roll-calls, one succeeding the other, and ap- 
pearing upon the records of this House. 

He thus professes to recite the record when he falsifies it, ; 

I have thus shown that I was not among those, if there were any 
such, who left the House periodically for the purpose of breaking a 
quorum, But, sir, I hold that if I had been among them I would have 
been perfectly justified. I hold that any member is justified in resort- 
ing to any measures not absolutely unparliamentary to thwart the un- 
bearable tyranny of the triumvirate who control the Committee on 
Rules. Let us look at its atrocity. 

Ten of the fifty-nine committees of this House are privileged. They 
can call up their bills and resolutions at any time. Unless the House 
refuses point blank to consider them they may be discussed and placed 
upon their passage. Then there are grades of privilege. A conference 
report on an appropriation bill, for instance, would take precedence of 
a report from the Committee on Printing, although both might be priv- 
ileged. The privileged committees of the privileged committees, it will 
thus be seen, have the primal right of way. The secondary right of 
way comes by the grace of what is called the morning hour. The title 
is misleading, for the business then taken up may run two whole days, 
or until the bill is passed. 

The morning hour is never reached on Mondays and Fridays. Each 
alternate Monday is set down for the consideration of bills reported 
from the committee having in charge the interests of the District of 
Columbia. All other Mondays are what are known as suspension 15 
One is reserved for committees and the other for individuals. Under 
former Congresses there was a prescribed formula for these recogni- 
tions. Members recorded their names ona list and the committees - 
were taken in their turns. A Cæsar, however, has set at defiance all 
lists 4nd schedules. He recognizes whom he pleages. He evidently 
regards this great power as one of the prerogative perquisites of the 
Speaker. If so, itis one that may be used to reward friends and to 
punish enemies. 

On individual suspension day the Representative recognized by the 
Speaker moves to suspend the rules and take up any bill he pleases, 
Only a few minutes are allowed for debate. If the measure reeeives 
a two-thirds vote it has the sanction of the House and goes to the Senate 
or the President, according to its origin. If it fails to geta two-thirds 
vote it goes back to the Calendar and again takes its chances fora 
morning hour. The routine on committee suspension days is similar. 
The Speaker recognizes the chairman of a committee who designates a 
bill reported by his committee and moves asuspension of the rales for 
its consideration. With a two-thirds vote he gets it, and by a two- 
thirds vote alone can the bill be passed. 

So much for suspension days. Fridays, under the rules, are set 
down for the consideration of private bills from the committees on 
War Claims and on Claims. 

Here let us pause. The methods of business in the House seem some- 
what intricate, but plain. Private bill day, suspension day, District 
day, the morning hour and the privileged business of the House are fixed. 
All that seems necessary for a thorough understanding is to fill the inter- 
stices with unfinishefl business and business on the Speaker's table, It 
looks as clear as an Italiansky. Now for the reality. Districtday and 
suspension day have repeatedly been robbed of their privi Pri- 
vate-bill day was dead nearly five months, The morning hour was 
washed undersix months ago and has but just reappeared. You might 
fancy that the rush of privileged business is tremendous to effect such 
achange. Nothing of the kind. : 

The lever with which it is done is the Committee on Rules. It runs 
the House under the rules in defiance of the rules, The forty-fourth 
on the list of House committees, it is the foremost in its privilege. 
Next to the smallest committee in the House, it is the most powerful. 
In this Congress it seems to have played the part of the genie in the 
Arabian Nights. It was drawn like a flask from the depths of the 
Speaker’s conception of parliamentary law. Smoke from it 
when unscrewed, and the immensity of its presence has filled the nation 
with apprehension. It is the whip with which the force bill was 
lashed through the House; it is the spur which pricked the silver bill 
to its consideration and passage; it is the bludgeon that was used to 
pound the Senate version of the original-package bill into a law. 

It seems to be an instrument in the hands of a triumvirate almost 
as powerful as the one that sprang into life after the assassination of 
Julius Cesar. The two Democrats upon the committee are powerless. 
The are dominated by the Republican members of the committee. 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] may aptly be termed the 
Mark Antony, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] the Oc- 
tavius, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the Lepidus 
of the combination. The three agree upon a special order of business. 
Half an hour before the House is brought to order they invite the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee to the Speaker’s room. After they 
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are informed of the determination of the majority, the committee ad- 
journs. Aſter the readingofthe.Jonrnal, Mark Antony recognizes either 
Octavius or Lepidus. The committee on rules isa privileged com- 
mittee. All the safeguards of legislation are swept away in a minute. 

Private-bill day, District of Columbia day, everything must give 
way to the dictum of the triumvirate. A resolution is jumped through 
the House providing that immediately on its adoption bill No. — shall 
be considered, debate to be limited to two hours, the committee to have 
precedence in offering amendments, and the previous question to be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amendments at 4 o’clock, when 
the final vote shall be taken. 

The party majority has been trebled by robbing Southern Democrats 
ot their seats. The material thus gained is plastic. It overbalances 
any conscientious scruples that might arise in the minds of Repub- 
licans honestly elected. The party legion stands by the triumvirate. 
The resolution is passed and the measure put through at the specified 
minute, 

Bill after bill has been forced through the House in this way since 
the adoption of the Reed rules. When the force bill was under con- 
sideration the Committee on Rules gave the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE], in charge of the bill, the option of offering a 
substitute just before the vote was taken. If it had been offered, the 
majority would undoubtedly have adopted it sight unseen, as no man 
could have caught its dritt under the reading of the Clerk. Repeat- 
edly have bills been passed under pressure from the Committee on Rules 
where Democrats had no time to offer amendments. Protests and ap- 

from the decisions of the Chair were disregarded by Mark Antony. 

e the tariff bill. The time was so limited by the Committee on 

Rules that the Ways and Means Committee itself did not have an op- 
portunity to offer all of its amendments. 

Even in the limited period allowed for debate, the Speaker frequently 
doles out the time, instead of the Jeaders in the discussion. He recog- 
nizes whom he pleases. His selections at critical moments may be 
said to be peculiarly characteristic, Strong Republican and diffident 
Democraticspeakers may be recognized. Able Democrats may plead for 
recognition in vam. More than one such Democrat upon the floor of 
the House to-day refuses to humiliate himself by pleading with the 
Speaker for recognition when time is limited and important questions 
are before the House for discussion. There seems to be a universal feel- 
ing on both sides of the Chamber that all legislative meat is cut and 
dried and distributed according to a prearranged programme, 

Mr. ROWELL, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the gentleman 
is not in order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

self must appreciate 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam giving my reasons 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
well taken. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Iam giving reasons which I think would have 
justified me in absenting myself {rom the House at the time specified, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken. The gentleman from New York must appreciate that he 
is going beyond the bounds of a personal explanation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I have been charged here by the gentleman from 


The Chair thinks the gentleman him- 


IIIinois flatly —— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho gentleman from New York will 
pardon the Chair. The Chair trusts the gentleman will perceive that | o 


he is going further : 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not desire to take up the time of the House, 
I ask permission to print the remainder of my remarks in the RECORD. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Oh, no! [Cries of “Go 
on!“ on the Democratic aided. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘The Speaker is reported to have declared that 
this House is no longer a deliberative body 

Mr. ROWELL, I make a point of order against that. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from New York has a right to defend 
himself and hisassociates from charges made on the record in the reso- 
Intion introduced by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York rose 
to a question of personal privilege, The Chair thinks the gentleman 
himself and members about him will agree that he is going beyond the 
limits of a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. FLOWER. I tried to get the attention of the Chair on a ques- 
tion of personal privilege; and the gentleman is boiling the matter all 
down in one statement, showing the feeling we all entertain about this 
matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can.only say to the gentle- 
man from New York that he must proceed in order. 

Mr, CUMMINGS, Iam obliged to the gentleman from Illinois, the 
spokesman of the Committee on Rules, because he does not stand with 
his associates on this question; he is opposed to muzzling me. Iam 
simply giving my reasons for doing as I have done; and certainly I 
have a right to do that, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] has no right to consent to haying the time of the House tres- 
passed upon, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The gentleman from New York will 
proceed in order, He understands the rules of the House in regard to 
questions of personal privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, under the arbitrary rulings 
that have characterized, not the Speaker pro tempore, but the 8 er 
himself, I feel that any man upon this floor would be justified in the 
eyes of his constituents in avoiding a roll-call and leaving the House 
without a quorum whenever in his opinion the interests of his constitu- 
ents demanded it. Is that in order? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman has made that statement three 
or four times; and it seems to me that ought to be enough. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That I deny. 

Mr. FLOWER. The gentleman has a right to say it all day if he 
wants to, 

Several MemBers on the Republican side. No, he has not. 

MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Yes, he has. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say that the new rules were adopted because 
you said they would force the House to do business, Well, how do 
you do it? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. They will not allow the House to do business 
if the gentleman is to ass on our time in this manner. A good 
deal of this has been done already this session. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, the triumvirate of the Committee 
on Rules is the “deliberative body, and the House does business, 
but only the business indicated by the triumvirate. Its chief business 
seems to be the enactment of measures for the perpetuation of its own 


power, 

Mr. ROWELL. I make a point of order that this is not a question 
of personal privilege. It is an attack upon the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well; a member of the Committee on Rules 
has falsely accused and indicted me; and I have a right to reply and 
defend myself. That is what Iam doing. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. ROWELL, 
to charge another. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes that the gentleman 
from New York will confine himself to the question of perso rivilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have here an abstract of 
arbitrary rulings of the Speaker which in my opinion would justify 
any member of the House in leaving the House and breaking a quorum 
to protect the interests of his constituents. Ido not wish to waste 
your time. Give me the privilege of printing these, and I Will 

Mr. ROWELL. I insist that the time of the House shall not be 
wasted, out of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Then I shall claim my right to read them as a 
part of my personal explanation. 

Mr. BLAND. The time of the House was occupied in making these 
charges, and the gentleman is only replying to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to print the residne of his remarks in the RECORD. 

Several members on the Republican side objected. 

Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be al- 
lowed to print. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side (to Mr. CUMMINGS). 


I never knew yet that it was a defense of one crime 


Go 


m! 
Mr. FLOWER. That gentleman who objected must be from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
open House, 

Mr. CUMMINGS, When the gentlemen from Maine picked up the 
gavel as the Speaker of this House, he said: 


So faras the duties are political, I sincerely hope that they may be performed 
with a proper sense of what is due to the peonia of this whole country. So far 
as they are parliamentary, I hope with equal sincerity that they may be per- 
formed with a proper sense of what is due to both sides of this Chamber. To 
the end that I may satisfactorily carry out your will, I invoke the considerate 
judgment and the cordial aid of all the members of the House, r 


These were fair words. The Democratic minority was evidently 
disposed to accept them in the spiritin which they appeared to be of- 
fered. All agreed that Mr. CARLISLE had been eminently fair in his 
rulings and recognitions. Mr. Rrep’s speech indicated that he was 
prepared to follow his example. A few Democrats, however, looked 
upon him as an overbitter partisan, ‘They prophesied that he would 
be more apt tọ follow in the footsteps of Speaker Keiter than in those 
of Speaker CARLISLE. They never dreamed that he would out-Keifer 
Keiler. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I still insist on my point of order, 
that the gentleman is not speaking to a question of personal privilege, 
and I notily him that I will continue to insist if he does not keep 
within the bounds of the rule and confine himself to the question. 

Mr. BLAND. It is a most singular fact that the gentleman from 
Illinois did not rise to a point of order when his colleague made these 
charges on the floor. Now, when gentlemen on this side desire to de- 
fend themselves from these unjust charges, he is quick to raise his 
questions of order. 


What the gentleman has to say, let him say in 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
confine himself to the question of privilege. ~ 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I desire to be heard on that, Mr. Speaker. I 
desire to show wherein I present a question of privilege. 

I recall these words of the Speaker, because for one week I have been 

istently seeking a recognition to set myself right us regards the un- 

just charges made against me, and I recall the rulings of the Speaker to 
show how I as well as others haye been treated on this floor. I have 
been charged, by a resolution introduced by the gentleman from Tili- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], with neglect of official duty. In defense of my 
record I have the right to show that there was no sincerity in this public 
charge against me, but that it grew out of the general conduct which 
has characterized the rulings of the Speaker, the eccentric and partisan 
conduct of the Committee on Rules, and the general tyranny of the 
present majority of this House. To show the purpose animating the 
resolution I have the right to go into the whole record it I so desire. 
What right have you to put a limit on my discretion ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I again ask a ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is made against the 
gentleman from New York that he is going beyond the bounds of a per- 
sonal explanation or question of personal privilege. While very wide 
latitude has usually been granted in such matters and the Chair has 
indulged the gentleman to that extent, the Chair trusts that the gen- 
tleman will confine himself strictly to the question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will endeavor to do so. 

Samuel J. Randall was not among these ill-boding Democratic 
prophets. In conversation with a visitor early in December he said: 

An aggressive 8 Broadens Yan Ke. —— ea eri Ile watches him- | then decide to-morrow. E 
TTT Seen. Hot a Andis mare | Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed 


a strict sense of duty, and would be more apt to protect a political opponent by | t9 conclude my remarks in the RECORD. = 
His zulings than to favor a friend. 1 think That Ir. REED will try to be fair in The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 


his parliamentary rulings. CUMMINGS] asks unanimous consent to print his remarks in the 

Mr. Randall added that he spoke from experience. He was himselt oxp. Is there objection? 
intensely aggressive while upon the floor, but when he became Speaker | Mr. DUNNELL. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
of the House he could feel himself broaden. He was governed bya Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker—— [Cries of “Go on!” „G0 
strict desire and a positive determination to carry out the rules of the | on!“ on the Democratic side. £ 
House regardless of friend or foe. Mr. ANDREW. Tell him you agree not to have them printed until 

Mr. ROWELL. Iagain submit the question of order that the gen- | after the election in Maine. 233 on the Democratic side.] 
tleman is not confining himself to a question of privilege. Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from New 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is | York will be allowed to proceed without interruption. 
clearly out of order and must sustain the point of order made by the | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has allowed the gentleman 
gentleman from Illinois. Rat to proceed at great lenges and with a great deal of latitude. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am showing what the Speaker of the House] Mr. MCCREARY. I think the gentleman is nearly through with 
promised and what he failed to fulfill. It applies tomy case. It is | his remarks and that he is only doing what, he hasa right todo, under 
a part of my justification. It is a part of my defense. the question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understood the gentleman Mr. ROWELL. One word of explanation. It is to prevent useless 
to state that he rose to a question of personal privilege, but now un- | occupation of the time of the House that I have objected to the gen- 
derstands that he presents certain statements as an excuse for leaving | tleman’s speaking out of order. I have raised the objection half a 
the Hall and not voting. dozen times. At each time the gentleman has been ruled out of order 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not say that I had left the Hali for the pur- | and has been directed to p in order, and has proceeded out of 
pose of not voting. The gentleman from Illinois said that. Iam pro- order. I now make the objection and I shall make it no more. 
ceeding to state what I did and why I would have been justified in| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman from 
doing what the gentleman from Illinois falscly charged me with doing. | New York will confine himself to the question of personal privilege 

Mr. ROWELL. I insist upon a ruling. and keep within the rules, : : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. Mr. CUMMINGS. I say, Mr. Speaker, I am confining myself to the 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Ihave been making an explanation to relieve | question of personal privilege. 
myself from the charges made by the gentleman from Illinois. Am I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
not in order in stating —— roceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order is Mr. CUMMINGS. The first ruling of the Speaker to which I will 
well taken. The gentleman can, of course, proceed in order. call the attention of the House opened the eyes of the Democrats. It 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that I am out of order in showed that the Republicans meant to use the rules of the last House 
submitting to this House the arbitrary rulings of the Speaker as an | when it served their purpose and to do without rules and trust to the 
excuse for members who have been black-listed in Republican papers | Speaker under general parliamen law” at other times. My friend 
on the charge of being absent from the House to break 2 quorum? from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] raised the question of consider- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order | ation. The Speaker refused to entertain it, on the ground that sucha 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois is well taken. question could not be raised on a motion to go into Committee of the 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that—— Whole. The gentleman from Kentucky replied that it was not simply 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides as he has decided | a question of going into Committee of the Whole, but also a motion for 
on the point of order raised. the temporary adoption of rules for the governmentof the House. The 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide that it is ont of order to | Speaker insisted upon his rnling, and an appeal was taken. The decis- 
quote the rulings of the Speaker? ion was sustained by a vote of 142 yeas to 120 nays. My friend from 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York can | Missouri [Mr. BLAND] called for tellers. The Speaker ordered them, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides on the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Illinois and holds that it is well taken. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Does the Chair decide the scheduling of the arbi- 
trary rulings of the Speaker, which I am about to read, is out of order? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides the point made by 
the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I shall continue. 

Under this system the Speaker construed the general parliamentary 
law to suit himself and the interests of his party. His bias was first 
shown on January 7. My friend from Maryland * McComas} 
moved that the House go into Committee of the Whole on the state ot 
the Union for the consideration of the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill“ under the rules of the last House 

Mr. ROWELL. I rise again to a question of order, and add to it 
that the gentleman’s statement is that he proposes to arraign the absent 
Speaker, and as a question of personal privilege that can not be per- 
mitted. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. JI am not responsible for the Speaker’s absence. 
I propose to quote the rulings of the Speaker as my justification, if one 
is needed, and I claim that under them I had aright to beabsent when 
I was falsely accused of being absent. 

Mr. ROWELL. I still insist upon the point of order. ; 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And that is justification, notan excuse. Now, if 
the Speaker pro tempore decides that the quoting of these rulings is not 
in order I will take my seat. [Cries of Regular order !’’ on the Re- 
publican side. ] j 
Mr. FLOWER. Let his speech be first printed in the RECORD and 


proceed in order. and they had taken their places at the mouth of the main aisle when 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, E will proceed with these rulings of the | the yeas and nays were secured upon the demand of the gentleman 
Speaker. from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 


It seems, however, that Mr. Randall was mistaken in the gentle- 
man from Maine. The House at first adopted no rules. It ran under 
what was termed general parliamentry law“ for more than two 
months, 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I again raise the question of order. I 
claim that this is no question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes the gentleman will 

in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Does the Chair decide that my scheduling of the 
arbitrary rulings of the Speaker is not in order? 


Note that the gentleman from Missouri had called for tellers and the 
Speaker had appointed them. 

The gentleman from Maryland then moved the previous question on 
his resolution. What followed is quoted from the RES 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLanp]—— - 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rise? 

Mr. CANNON. I ask thegentleman to yield for a moment. As the 
gentleman is determined to complete his speech I desire to ask that he 
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be permitted to print the speech that he is making under the false pre- 
tense of a question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The pretense is not as false as the pretense by 
which you smuggled my name into that ‘‘black-list,’’ as the leading 


Papers of your party it. 
. . CANNON. I ask unanimous consent 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from IIlinois—if the 
tleman from New York will yield—renews his request that the gen- 

eman from New York be allowed to print his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. LIobject. I object to allowing improper re- 
marks to go into the RECOED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
paca The gentleman from Iowaobjects. The gentleman from New 

ork will proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. What followed is quoted from the RECORD: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending that demand I move that the House 


adjourn until Thursday. 
The Sprakea, The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the House do now 


A Soe, [The question was put.] The nays seem to have it. 


ral members called fora division. 

Mr. Blax b. The motion was to adjourn over till Thursday. 

The Sreaxer, That motion is notin order. The question is upon the motion 
to adjourn, upon which a division has been called for. 
Mead BRECKISRIVGE, cf Kentucky. The motion I made was to adjourn till 

ursday. 
The Srnaxzn. That motion is notin order. The question is now upon order- 
the previous question. 

. BREOXINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Aaen the previous question, I desire to 
move that when the House adjourns to-day it journs to meet on Thursday 
next. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair misunderstood the motion. The Chair understood 
it to be a motion to adjourn. The question is now on the demand for the pre- 
question. [After a pause. ] ayes seem to have it. 


Here it will be seen that the Speaker distinctly acknowledged that 
he misunderstood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], 
yet still refused to 2 his motion as he made it, and gagged the 
minority by putting the previous question. 

Thirteen days afterward, near the close of a day’s session, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] moved that the House adjourn. The 

tleman from ois [Mr. Hrrr was seeking the floor. The 
jpeaker put the question, and declared, The ‘nays have it.“ Mr. 
BLAND called for a division. The members rose and Speaker counted 
them. He announced— 61, nays 68. At this Mr. BLAND ques- 
tioned the count, saying, Let us have tellers.’ The RECORD of 
Jan 21 shows what followed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, a parlimentary inquiry. 
I desire to know whether the Speaker thinks that the recital that the 
gentleman from New York is now placing before the House is iñ ac- 
cordance with a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order—— - 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman is not confining himself to the question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Then I understand the Chair to rule that the 
quoting of the Speaker’s rulings in my remarks is entirely out of or- 
der ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rules that the point of order 
made against the statement just made by the gentleman from New 
York is well taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. Leave that out and go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair can only appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to proceed in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam proceedingin order, as I can see it. 


Mr. Braso. Tinsist upon having tellers upon my motion 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
suspend. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It is very apparent that the gentleman 
from New York ean not make his speech on personal privilege unless 
he reads from his manuscript. Now, I ask unanimous consent that he 
be given leave to print, and I hope no one will object. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MORGAN. Letus have it out. 

Mr. CUMMINGS [reading]: 

The Seeakcr. The motion to adjourn is not agreed to. 

Mr. Buaxp. I demand tellers. 

The SPEAKER, There is no provision for tellers. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Biaxp, I insist upon having tellers upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER, The C knows of no provision for tellers. 

Mr. Brax. Then I demand the yeas dnd nays. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to be too late to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Braxp, We have been having tellers when demanded during the whole 


of the session. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Illinois. 


Thus, in the face of his action on Jan 7, appoin tellers, on 
January 20 he refused tellers on the deman of the ä and 


upon of that refused to recognize a demand for the yeas and nays, 
guarantied by this clause of the Constitution: 

The yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, at 
the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

On January 2 (see RECORD, page 700) the following scene occurred: 

Mr. BLAxD. I demand tellers upon the motion. 

The Sreaxer, Upon what ground does the gentleman demand tellers? 

Mr. Buasp. Upon the general practice of the House and the ruling of the 
present Speaker heretofore, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to order tellers. 

Thereupon the gentleman from Missouri took an appeal. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] moved to table the appeal. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] made the point of order that there 
was no rule of ihe House authorizing a motion to lay on the table, and 
no parliamentary warrant for such a motion in the absence of rules. 
The Speaker promptly overruledit. Theappeal was tabled—149 to 137. 

Thecrowning outragecame on January 29. No rules had been adopted 
to govern the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] had called up a resolution reported from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, giving the seat of James M. Jackson, a Democratic Representa- 
tive from West Virginia, to Charles B. Smith, his Republican oppo- 
nent. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I renew the point of order that the gentleman’s remarks are out of 
order. It is very evident that he is simply reading a rehash of his 
various articles in The New York Sun. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Does the gentleman from Iowa make the point 
of order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is 
called to order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
concerning the-point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I wish to understand the point of order. I ask 
the gentleman a question. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KEER] 
make the point of order that the quoting of the rulings of the Speaker 
is out of order? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If it is aruling of the Speaker in regard to any 
matter that the gentleman is complaining of, why, of course, I would 
not hold that; but he has not said one word in regard to the matter of 
which he complains. 

Me CUMMINGS. I have already told you that I do complain of 
it, and 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman ſrom Iowa, however, will remember that 
when a member of this House is charged 

Mr. DALZELL and others. Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, you regular order yourself. [Cries of Sit 
down!?“ When a member of this House is charged hy insinuation he 
has a right, in his own way, to defend himself. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania need not undertake to set me down by erying Regular 
order! and telling me to sit down. 

5 Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is out of order. He has not the 
oor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr, BLAND. I think I understand my rights upon this floor, Mr. 
Speaker, and when the gentleman trom Pennsylvania 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri will bear 
a mind that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum{mixgs] has the 

oor. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam addressing myself to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Kerr] asto a matter of interrogatory. I understand that a point 
of order was raised by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERE], and I 
was addressing an interrogatory to the gentleman from Iowa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] 
made a point of order and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I was going to show howarbitrary the action of 
the Speaker was in thus counting a quorum 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to submit, Mr. Speaker, that I do not think 
that the usual indulgence is allowed to the gentleman from New York. 
The Chair is well aware and gentlemen are well aware that the power 
of the Chair is generally to be regarded as exhausted in determining a 
point of order in stating that the gentleman having the floor will con- 
form to the usual order. Now, sir, while this severe course, severer 
than any I have known enforced against any gentleman on this floor, 
is being pursued, within twenty-four hours in violation of a well known 
rule of the House, a gentleman on the other side was permitted to ar- 
raign a Senator of the United States 

Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman to order. [Great laughter on 
the Democratic side.] The gentleman from Georgia, I make the point 
of order, is taking the gentleman from New York from the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwas recognized by the Chair, Mr. Speaker, as to 
just what is going on here in relation to the gentleman from New York. 
And I say that on yesterday a gentleman on the other side was per- 
pores in violation of the rules of the House and as distinct as pos- 
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Mr. CANNON. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And arraigned a Senator 

Mr, CANNON. I call the gentleman to order, 

Mr. BLOUNT. And held up to criticism his associate Senators for 
asscciation with a felon; while to-day 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CAx- 
NON] rises to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order is that the gentleman from Georgia 
has no right to state a question of personal privilege upon his side, 
pending the time the gentleman from New York has the floor ona 
quéstion of personal privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ithankthegentleman forhiscourtesy. [Laugh- 
te 


r. 
Mr. BIOUNT. I was not stating a question of personal privilege. 
The gentleman misapprehends. But there have been continued and 
repeated interruptions of the gentleman from New York, and an effort 
made to suppress him in the matter of a statement of a question of 
privilege, and these interruptions and the repetition of them are such 
as I have never seen perpetrated before; and in the light of the trans- 
actions on this floor yesterday it is a most extraordinary p ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
continue in order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, to show how arbitrary that action of the 
Speaker was 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to read the following letter: 

WasuinGtox, April 13, 1883 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is not in 
order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (reading): 
L. C. COLLINS, 

Speaker of the House of Representatices, Springſield, Il. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 


7585 

r. KERR, of Iowa. I rose to a question of order, and the Chair 
was considering that when the gentleman from Georgia arose. I wish 
to say now 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and asks the gentleman from New York to proceed in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to withdraw that point of order. If the 
gentleman from Georgia thinks that the remarks of the gentleman from 
NewYork are in order, I will withdraw the point of order and let him 

roceed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, How arbitrary that action was is indicated from 
the following letter: 


L, C. Coutrxs, 
Speaker House af Representatives, Springfield, II.: 
Members in their seats not yoting can not be counted in any way whatever. 
They may be censured by the Speaker for failing to perform their duty, but the 
Speaker can not take cognizance of their presence except as they respond tothe 


roll-call. 
JAMES G. BLAINE, 


After ruling that there was a quorum present in the meaning of the 
Constitution, the Speaker the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
Crisp], who appealed from the decision of the Chair, and added, I 
desire to be heard on that appeal.“ 

After thus recognizing Mr, Crisp, the Speaker arbitrarily took him 
from the floor by recognizing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
s0N ], who moved to lay the appeal on the table, thus preventing crit- 
icism of the Speaker's action, as a motion to lay on the table cuts off 
debate. Mr. Crisp protested. He claimed that he had the floor and 
zee a right to be heard. The RECORD, page 917, discloses what fol- 

owed: : 

Mr, Cntsr. I claim the right to be heard. 

The SPEAKER, The motion of the gentleman from Illinois is one which he 
nad a right to make. 

Mr. CRtsr. Not while I am on the floor, 

The Speaker. The Chair did not recognize the gentleman for that purpose. 

This language is worth consideration, If a man is recognized he is 
certainly recognized for the matter which he chooses to present, if it is 
in order, and not for what the Speaker desires. 

Mr. Crisp, I submit that it is unfair, unjust, and unmanly to refuse us an op- 
portunity to present our case, 

The Republican members apparently got their cue promptly, for the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. N immediately rose to a question 
of order. It was that the motion before the House was to lay the ap- 
peal on the table, and that discussion of that question was out of order. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] shouted: 

The Speaker argued his side of the case to the House, and we are refused 
the same privilege. 

The RecorD shows what followed: 


Mr. Crisp. I appéal to your fairness as a man. Gentlemen [addressing the 
Republican side of the House}, I spya to your fairness as — to Hivo us 
simply an opportunity to reply to the argument which the seen 

per to make. Are you akaid to hear the rulings that havo been made in 


WASHINGTON, April 13, 1883. 


is House for a hundred years? 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to know under what rule my time 
has expired. 

Mr. FLOWER. Under what rule is the time on a privileged ques- 
tion limited ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Under the hour rule. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the gentleman was interrupted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order 
that the time taken up by points of order does not come out of the 
gentleman’s time and that it does not come within the rule on a priv- 
ileged matter. A gentleman has no power to control the points of 
order, but a gentleman has the right in a certain sense to control in- 
terruptions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair hold that when a gentleman was in- 
terrupted with points of order it has been customary to take that ont 
of his hour? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think time has always been 
allowed for interruptions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not in cases where 
points of order have been sustained against him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the Chair isin error as 
to any limitation on a question of privilege. When a gentleman rises 
to a question ot privilege it does not come under the ordinary rules of 
debate, It is notdebate under the ordinary rules. There may have 
been a ruling, but I do not remember one. I know that it has never 
been customary to apply the hour rule to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
suggest that a gentleman arising to a question of privilege can talk in- 
definitely? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I think so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the hour rule applies 
and will cause the Clerk to read the rule. à a 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There may be some ruling on it, butit has never 
been applied since I have been here. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule XIV, clause 2: When two or more members rise at once, the Speaker 
shall name the member who is first to ; and no member shall occupy 


speak 
more than one hour in debate on any question in the House or in committee, 
except as further provided in this rule, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. To show the inapplicability of that rule to a 
question of privilege involving the rights of a member, this point alone 
need be called to the attention of the Chair. Suppose that a scurvy 
article were written against a member which it required more than an 
hour to read; the reading would goon in his time; now, would the 
Chair hold in such a case that at the end of the hour's reading the pro- 
ceeding should be stopped and the mouth of the member closed so that 
he could not make any defense of himself? I think not. The mem- 
ber rises to a question of privilege, and so long as he proceeds upon the 
83 of privilege involving his character I think he is entitled to 
the floor. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the case the porem supposes, 
the time consumed in reading the article as the basis of the personal 
explanation would not be included in his time, any more than the read- 
ing of a bill or resolution would be so included. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The reading ofa bill is the business of the House, 
but the reading of the article in such a case would be the business of a 
member, under the rules, and would, I think, come out of his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that under the rule 
read the hour limit applies, and that the time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I asle unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. BLAND, 

Mr. CANNON. 
in order. 
cue 


I object. 
Then I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I desire to be heard on that appeal. 

I make the point of order that that ap 
It is evidently.a dilatory motion as against 


Mr. BLAND. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. And the Chair is entitled, under the rules, to re- 
fuse to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. One word in reply to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is no difficulty 
about the matter. The Chair holds that the hour rule applies. From 
that ruling the gentleman from New York [Mr. CVANGS] F er 
That is the question before the House. The gentleman from i 
makes the point of order that the appeal is dilatory, The Chair over- 
rules the point of order and holds that the question is appealable and 
debatable. ; 

Mr. CANNON, Let us vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to say, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that I may have the floor, Mr. Speaker. The 
gentleman from Illinois seems to think he is entitled to the floor from 
the beginning of the day’s session to its end. 


is not 
e election 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to lay the appeal on the table, and on that 
I move the previous question, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speakor, I have taken the floor on the appeal. 

Mr, CANNON, And I have moved to lay that appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] had not the floor to make that motion. The Chair had rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] on the appeal, 
and the appeal is clearly debatable. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I think this isan important question to 
be settled by the House. It is evident that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CumMINGS] was notinterrupted by hisown consent. Gen- 

“tlemen made points of order and discussed them and occupied his time 
in that way; and that this matter can not reasonably be governed by 
the rule which has heen read must be apparent to the House. That 
rule relates to debates and to the regular proceedings of the House, not 
to questions of personal privilege. If a gentleman in regular debate 
permits himself to be interrupted and his time to be thus ocenpied, it 
Is at his loss; but on a question of privilege, where a gentleman has been 
interrupted so frequently as the gentleman from New York has been, 
not by his own consent, but by interposition of objections on the part 
of other members, followed by arguments on points of order, all of 
which have been taken from his time, if such a rule could be applied, 
of what avail would be the privilege of any member to rise to a ques- 


. 


tion of protone to reply to any charge that might have been made 
against him? 

It would be within the power of the House to deprive a member of 
that sacred privilege by raising points of order and discussing them dur- 
ing the whole hour, thus preventing ihe member from being heard at all 
upon his question of privilege, and such has been the result in this 
case. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cusminas] has been in- 
terrupted eight or ten times upon points of order, followed by argu- 
ments upon those points, all of the time thusconsumed being deducted 
from his hour. Hence I say, Mr. Speaker, that the rule does not ap- 
ply in a case like this, because the rule contemplates a member being 

terrupted by his own consent and not, as in this case, against his con- 
sent. e gentleman from New York did not yield his consent at all 
to these interruptions, but was constantly endeavoring to proceed and 
address himself to the House. I now yield as much time as the gen- 


_ tleman from New York may desire upon this point. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Missouri has not the right to yield time. 

Mr. BLAND. It has been the universal practice in the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the Digest settles the question which the 
gentleman from Iowa 2 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent of 
my friend from Georgia 

Mr. CRISP. But the question is raised right here. 

Mr. CANNON. I think f can solve the whole matter, if the gentle- 
man will allow me. 

Mr. CRISP. But the point is raised that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] can not yield a part of his time, and I want to read 
what the Digest says upon that point: 

While a member is occupying the floor he may yield it to another for explana- 
tion of the pending measure us well as for personal explanation, So, too, he 
may yield it for a motion to adjourn, or that the committee rise, without losing 
his right to reoccupy it. 

Mr. BLAND.. That is the common practice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] can yield to the gentleman from New 
York or to any other member. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (to Mr. CANNON). Do you want ove minute? 

Mr. CANNON, I do not, sir. ` 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I find many appeals from 
decisions of the Chair in the parliamentary rulings which I was quot- 

In one case during the debate on an appeal taken trom the rul- 
ing of the § er that he had the right to connt a quoram present, 
but not voting 

Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, addressed the Chair, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Iowa rise? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. On a question of order. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. H hope the gentleman will not interrupt me fur- 
ther; he has wasted enough of my time already. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Towa rises to a 
question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The rule cited by the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. Crisp] for the guidance ot the Chair is to the effect that a mem- 

occupying the floor has a right to yield his time to another on the 
question pending, The question now pending is a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘The question pending is an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from New York 
must confine his remarks to that appeal. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, I am simply citing the action taken on an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Speaker in January last. It was upon 
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these rulings that he assumed the right to count a quorum present, 
but not voting. That is an issue in this ease. 

The SPEAKER pr¢tempore. The gentleman from New York is not 
in order. He will readily see that he must confine himself to the ques- 
tion of the appeal. The Chair has ruled that the hour rule applies to 
a member rising to a question of personal privilege; and from that de- 
cision an ap has been taken. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I certainly have a right to quote as a precedent 
the ruling of the Speaker of the Honse—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman has any precedent 
ou that question, the Chair will be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, this is a precedent. I find in the RECORD 
these words with reference to the ruling of the Speaker when an ap- 
peal was taken: a 

Mr. Serixcen, I respectfully appeal. 
The SPEAKER. There can be no appeal on a question of recognition. 

Mr, SPRINORR, This is not a question of recognition— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
think that bears on the question of the hour rule? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. SreinGrer. This is not a question of recognition; itisa question of ruling, 

Does the Chair decline to entertain my appeal? 
The SPEAKER, He does, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair would be very glad to hear 
the gentleman on the question of order—on the appeal which has been 
meee from the ruling of the Chair—but the gentleman isclearly out of 
order. : 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, at that time an appeal was 
taken by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise]—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary suggestion, if the 
Chair will allow me. In relation to this very matter, I submit, the 
Chair has ruled the gentleman was notin order; and that ruling of the 
Chair the gentleman now proposes to discuss. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has said to the gentleman 
from New York that he would be very glad to hear him upon the ques- 
tion of the appeal; but the gentleman from New York has not yet al- 
luded to the question whether the hour rule applies to a member rising 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, Iam quoting from the rulings in similar appeals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman has any precedent 
on that question the Chair will be very glad to hear him. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam quoting precedents for you. If you refuse 
tohear me I may be muzzled temporarily, but all the arbitrary ma- 
chinery of this House can not muzzle me eternally. It is your own 
appeal I am discussing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has repeatedly stated that 
he will be very glad to hear the gentleman upon the point of order 
whether the hour rule applies to the discussion of a question of priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair on that 
point of order. 

A MEMBER. Let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That appealisalready pending, having 
been taken by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And I am simply quoting similar rulings. 

Mr. BLAND. It does seem to me that a member in discussing this 
question ought to be allowed great latitude. The Chair may not ap- 
preciate the point he is making, but that may not be the fault of the 
member. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule is very plain that the gentle- 
man must confine himself to the point of order. It is perfectly appar- 
ent that 

Mr. BLAND. There is no point of order; it is simply a question of 


appeal. 

The SPEAKER prolempore. But the same rule applies. It is very 
apparent that the gentleman from New York is continuing his former 
speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I submit that great latitude ought to be allowed for 
debate on a matter of this kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remarks of the gentleman from 
New York thus far upon the appeal have not been in order; but the 
Chair will indulge the gentleman if he has any authorities upon this 
question of the appeal or any statement to make in regard to it. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I was simply quoting a ruling of the Speaker 
himself. It is indirectly applicable to this question. I know that it 
is, but you have decided that I am out of order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
New York is out of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the illustra- 
tion used by the 2 from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is very appli- 
cable, as well as that used by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN]. An article charging a man with all the crimes in the deca- 
logue might be offered here with the view ofdenying all that was alleged. 
Under the ruling of the Chair the article alone would be read if it took 
up an hour, The offense wonld be only intensified; and the gentleman 
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seeking redress would be only the more deeply injured by his action 
while seeking redress. It seems to me, sir, that this view ought to 
carry conviction to the mind of every man ot this floor. Certainly no 
rule has been quoted which limits a member of this House rising to a 
question of personal privilege to one hour upon the floor. 

The rule simply says that gentlemen in debate shall not occupy 
more than one hour, Possibly the Chair rules that because I have been 
repeatedly and grossly interrupted by different gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber, this personal explanation has degenerated into 
debate. Ifso, I beg to disagree with him. 

Now, if I observed the clock right, I began to speak at twenty min- 
utes after 12 o’clock. The hour ended, according to the statement of 
the Chair, at ten minutes after 1, and if objections which were raised 
and came out of my time and the time used in the various interrup- 
tions were allowed to me, I would be certainly entitled to ten minutes 
more on that account, making twenty minutes to which I am still en- 
titled under the ruling of the Chair. Therefore I appeal from the 
manifest injustice done to me, 

Mr. CANNON. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that if the House will grant what I hope it will grant, leave to print 
the remainder of the remarks of the gentleman from New York, this 
matter can he settled probably quicker than in any other way. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I renew my objection to that. f 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope before my colleague moves the previous ques- 
tion he will allow—— > 

Mr, CANNON. 1 have not moved the previous question, but simply 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. I have not yielded the floor for that motion. 

Mr, CANNON. The gentleman from New York yielded the floor. 
He sat down; I took the floor and made the motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the gentleman from New York accepted his time 
from the zentleman from Missouri, who was entitled to resume the floor. 

Mr. CANNON, But the gentleman did not do so. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. I had yielded a por- 
tion of my time to the gentleman from New York. Can I now be taken 
off the floor by this motion to lay on the table the appeal ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
had yielded the balance of his time to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No; only so much as he desired. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not yield any particular time, but such time as 
the gentleman desired; and as soon as he sat down I resumed the floor. 
I desire to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrEARY]. -° 

Mr. CANNON, As a question of fact I think the gentleman had 
practically yielded the floor, whereupon I made the motion to lay the 
5 5 $ the table, That motion I think is not debatable. 

e 


PEAKER pro tempore, But the gentleman from Missouri |- 


claims that he yielded only so much of his time as the gentleman from 
New York desired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Thatis correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And therefore the gentleman would 
have the right to resume the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. But he did not. 

Mr. BLAND. I did, notwithstanding the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, 

Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from Missouri said he yielded so 
much time as the gentleman from New York desired. That statement 
higi heard by gentlemen sitting aréund me here. He was entitled to 
an hour. 

Mr. FRANK. Ifhe claimed it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me suggest that the gentleman from Illinois is 
more likely to be mistaken than the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON. Nevertheless, the gentleman from New York sat 
down and I took the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Missouri as entitled to an hour under the rules. The Chair 
supposed the gentleman had yielded the floor. 

Tr. BLAND. I did not. 
8 I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mo- 
'REARY |. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, there has been so much debate that 
it will be well to go back and see what the question really is, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CumMInGs] had taken the floor 
te discuss a question of personal privilege and had consumed one hour. 
When he consumed the hour the Speaker beld that his time was out. 
The point of order was made that when a member of the House rises 
to a question of personal privilege the rule limiting debate to one hour 
did not apply. The Speaker overruled the point of order, and from 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas] took an appeal. 

Now, sir, with due respect to the Speaker of the House, I must say 
I differ from him in that ruling. The framers of the rules divided the 
rules into separate heads. Rule IX, provides under the head or Ques- 
tions ot privilege, as ſollows: 5 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
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the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their represent- 
ative capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except 
motions to adjourn, 


a desire to call the attention of the Speaker to the last clause of the 
e: 


And shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to ad- 
ourn, 


There is nothing in that rule that provides that a member rising to 
a question of personal privilege shall be limited. There is nothing in 
that rule, in other words, that confines a member so rising to any special 


time. It has been well said by the gentleman from Tennessee that a 


gentleman might rise in his place and complainabout something pub- 
lished in a newspaper affecting his rights, reputation, and conduct as 
a Representative, and it might take more than one hour to read the 
article, yet, under the ruling of the Speaker, a member would not be 
allowed to say a word of explanation in his own behalf. Mr. Speaker, 
the framers of the rules attached no limit to remarks of a member under 
Rule IX. There isno precedent that I can refer the Speaker to on the 
question now under consideration. There is no precedent, because 
there has never before been in the Speaker’s chair a Speaker who en- 
deavored to limit a member in his remarks when he rose to a question 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. Speaker, the rules of this House provide what the order shall be 
in debate. Kule XIV declares that— 


When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the mem- 
ber who is first to speak, and no member shall occupy more than one hour in 
debate on any question in the House or in committee except as further pro- 
vided in this rule, 


That rule refers to debate in the House and to debate in committee. 
It does not refer to a question of personal privilege. It has been cus- 
tomary in this House to allow the widest latitude on these questions 
of personal privilege, and I can not understand why my friend from 
New York [Mr. CumMInas] should not have as much latitude and 
freedom as has been accorded to other members. He has been refused 
time tocomplete his remarks, He has been refused permission to print 
his remarks in the RECORD, Ican not understand, in the light of what 
occurred here yesterday, when a member on the Republican side vio- 
lated the rules of this House by attacking in his speech Senators 
sitting at the other endof the Capitol, and was not called toorder, why 
the gentleman from New York should now be so often called to order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The gentleman speaks of the remarks yester- 
day as being upon a question of personal privilege. The gentleman is 
entirely mistaken in regard to that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was in the ordinary course of debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. I admit it was in the ordinary course of debate, 
but it was in violation of the rules of this House, and the gentleman 


from Iowa [Mr. KERR] knows it. He did not rise and call his Repub- - 


lican colleague to order when he made that speech, 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I was not present, I will say to the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. McCREARY. Then the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] ' 


should have been in his seat, He should have been here in his place. 

Mr. HAYES. Enough of the rest of them were present, though. 

Mr. FRANK. You had the same right to call him to order. Were 
you in your seat? S 

Mr. McUREARY. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am not one of 
those who this morning called any one to order. Idid not call the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] to order and I did not call the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cumainas] to order. I was perfectly 
willing that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] should make 
the remarks he desired to make. 

Mr. FRANK. In violation of the rules of the House? 

Mr. McCREARY,. I desire that Republicans shall be allowed to 
express themselves freely on the question that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] was expressing himselfupon yesterday evening. 
It is their fight, not mine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully dissent from the ruling of the 
Speaker. I believe the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] 
is entitled to more than one hour. I believe heis entitled to the floor 
of this House until he completes what he has to say upon the question 
of personal privilege. And in addition to thut, nearly halfof the time 
of the gentleman from New York was occupied by interruptions of 
members asking questions, and I believe it is due to the gentleman 
from New York that he should be allowed to finish what he has to say 
upon the question of personal privilege. 

Pare SHIVELY. And that time was occupied by the consent of the 
air, 

Mr. McCREARY. And I will add also, as su ted by my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY], that the repeated interruptions made 
while the gentleman from New Vork [Mr. Cummines] was on the 
floor were permitted by the Speaker pro tempore of this House, and it 
is simply an act of justice now that not only should the gentleman 
from New York be allowed to complete his hour; he should be allowed 
to complete what he has to upon the question of personal privi- 
lege, and there is nothing in the rules and nothing in the way of a 
precedent to prevent it. > 
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Mr. BLAND, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hotmay]. 3 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire the attention of the House for a moment 
to this question of order, because it is really a very important ques- 
tion. I am not aware that it has ever before been raised. It never has 
been raised during my experience in the House. A case might arise 
in the progress of our proceedings under this rule of very high mo- 
ment. The ruling of the Chair may lead to embarrassing results if 
the ruling is sustained by the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the observations of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCrEany] in the interpretation he places upon the ninth 
rule may not determine this question, for the reason that the terms 
used are somewhat peculiar in this ninth rule, while the terms of the 
fourteénth rule are general. The terms of the ninth rule are as follows: 

Questions of privilege shall be, Srat, those affecting, etc. 

Now, the second clause of Rule XIV and the third clause, taken to- 

ther, it seems to me, leaves no doubt whatever as to the intention of 
the House in the adoption of this rule: 


And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule, 


Now, this rule applies as well to committee as it does to the House, 
and there is no pretense that a question of privilege ’’ can be raised 
in committee. It must be raised in the House. I if gentlemen 

will consider this question carefully it will be seen that the third clause 

of this fourteenth rule is perhaps of more importance in interpreting 
what is meant by the second clause than the express terms of the sec- 
ond clause itself: ‘ 

And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule. 

What is the meaning of debate“ as there used, having reference to 
the language in the following paragraph? I desire to have the ear of 

tlemen with reference to the second and third clauses of this rule 
en together. In clause two we have this language: 


And no member shall oceupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule. 


Now, that further provision, the third clause, if the Chair will per- 
mit me, clearly interprets the second clause, which I have read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


Mr, HOLMAN. Has the hour expired 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour 
time bas. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The third clause manifestly interprets what is meant 
by the term debate“ as used in the second clause: 


And no member shall ocoupy more than one hour in debate on any question 
in the House or in committee, except as further provided in this rule. 


Now, what is further provided in this rule? 

3, The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon ; and ifitshall 
— — one day he be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstand- 
ing be may have used an hour in opening. 

Now, that manifestly refers to current ‘‘debate’’ in the House. 
There is no such thing as opening and closing debate on a question of 
pe It is a statement of a matter affecting the privilege of the 

ouse, affecting the integrity of the proceedings of the House, etc. ; or, 
when of personal privilege, a matter affecting the character and stand- 
ing of an individual member. There is no opening and closing of de- 
bate, and the use of the word debate, as it occurs both in the second 
and third clauses of this fourteenth rule, manifestly refers to debate 
in the current legislative proceedings of the House, and has no relation 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. FRANK. Does the gentleman contend that there is no limit to 
the time to be occupied ia the consideration of a question of personal 
privilege, according to his interpretation of the rule? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There can be none under these rules. That is very 
obvious. The question has never been raised in my time in the House. 
It is very obvious that the second clause of this Rule XIV and the 
third clause taken together leave no doubt upon the mind, logically 
considered, that the questions referred to in that second clause, where 
debate is limited toan hour, relate to debate in the House where there 
may be an opening and closing, and not to the mere explanation of a 

ion of personal privilege where a gentleman's character or his 

onor are in question, or the integrity of the proceedings of the House 
are under consideration. Of course this does not mean unlimited right 
of speech, for the Speaker confines the member to the one matter, with 
power to call him to order. 


2 
has not, but the gentleman’s 


Ishould very reluctantly vote against the decision of the Chair on a 
question like this if the Chair had ample time to consider the mat- 


ter; but unless the attention of the Chair been called to this ques- 
tion heretofore he must necessarily have pronounced judgment upon 
this subject upon the spur of the moment; for, as I have already re- 
marked, the question has never before been considered by the House, 
at least during the t generation; and upon a subject like this, 
without reference to the rights of the gentleman from New York or 
the matter of time, I should be sorry to see a mistake made by hasty ac- 


tion. It is a question that may affect any member at any time, in the 
current p of the House, both in regard to the right of the in- 
dividual members and the integrity of the proceedings of the House. 
Therefore, inasmuch as this decision may become a precedent to govern 
us in the future in matters involving thé rights of members, I trust gen- 
tlemen will not be carried away by any partisan aspect of the subject, 
but will decide this question on its merits, 

Mr. BLAND. How much time have I remaining? | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty minutes. 

Mr, BLAND. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUM- 
9 3 Iwas about to note an appeal from the decision 
of the ir upon two propositions. 

First, admitting that the hour rule might govern under the rules of 
the House, yet the ruling of the Chair that that portion of the time 
which was occupied by other gentlemen in discussing points of order and 
calling the pendeman from New York to order ought to be counted as 
part of the hour was one of the points upon which I desired to take an 
appeal. If that ruling be correct, then it would bein the power of the 
House, if members were so disposed, to occupy the whole hour with 
points of order and the discussion of those points, and a member who 
dees a queson of privilege would not be permitted to exercise his 
privilege at all. 

But, Mr. Speaker, upon the general proposition where a member 
rises to a question of personal privilege, it seems to me that it is out- 
side of the rule which governs ordinary debate. I shall not say that 
a gentleman has a right toan hour on a question of personal privilege. 
I do not suppose that any one would question that the House itself 
has the right to determine the time that he may occupy. In other 
words, when it became evident to the House that he had exhausted 
the subject it might call him to order and suspend the proceedings, or 
it might, on the other hand, permit him to go beyond the hour. I 
know of no rule limiting the time that a gentleman may occupy for 
questions of privilege and personal explanation, and I can not see that 
it would not be in the interest of orderly proceedings to hold that, on 
a question of privilege, a gentleman may occupy such time as the 
House sees proper to give him. The House would be in possession of 
the whole question. It might limit the time he might occupy, or it 
might extend it, but it does seem to me that where a member rises to 
a question of personal privilege and his time, or a large part of it, is 
consumed by other membersin raising points of order, it would not be 
proper to hold him down to the one-hour rule. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BLAND. Yes, sir. = 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman to say 
that there must be some power to limit the time which a member may 
occupy on a question of privilege and that that power resides in the 
House. 

Mr. BLAND. I have suggested that that might be the rule. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I understand the gentleman also to 
say that the member might be called to order if he exceeded a reason- 
able time or after he had exhausted the subject. Now, I want to ask 
the gentleman whether a point of order that the member had exceeded 
the proper time would not bea question of order for the Speaker to 
determine? So, ifthe Chair holds that the time of the gentleman has 
expired and calls him to order, is not that a proper proceeding on the 

ntleman’s own showing? 

Mr. BLAND. It might be if it was based upon the theory upon 
which I am proceeding; but the Speaker has held that the rule govern- 
ing ordinary debate governs this question; and hence the appeal. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do submit that it is not fair on a question of 
privilege, where a gentleman has been continuously interrupted, to 
hold him to the hour rule. I shall say nothing about this pertionlar 
case. The Chair has ruled. I do not question that the has 
ruled fairly in his judgment, for I know be would not do otherwise; 
but it is a question for this House to determine whether or not, in the 
exercise of that high privilege which belongs to its members, a mem- 
ber, when he rises to a question of personal privilege, shall be limited 
to one hour and that that hour may be occupied in large part by other 
members in discussing points of order. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I not only raise the question as to the pro- 
priety of confining this debate to one hour, but also as to the other 
question whether or not the time occupied by other gentlemen on 
points of order should be deducted from the hour. I now yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose, if this debate is to go on, recognitions 
ought to come alternately. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] surrender the floor? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes to my colleague [Mr. Dock- 


ERY]. 

111. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be a new question. 
The rule is somewhat vague and indefinite, and, so far as I have been, 
able to ascertain in a very brief investigation, there has been no decis- 


ion upon the point at issue. The question being a very important one 


should be decided without partisan feeling, because the decision estab- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. `: 


9683 


lishes a precedent which will influence the judgment of the House 
hereafter. I suggest, therefore, with great respect to the Chair, that, 
in view of the importance of the issue, the Chair withdraw its decision 
and submit it to the House for adjudication. I respectfully submit 
the p ition because I believe the Chair is endeavoring to reach a 
just and impartial solution of the question of order which is for the 
first time called to the attention of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes, 

Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this question is one about which there 
should be no excitement, especially no partisan excitement, on either 
side of this House. It is more important to us to rightly interpret the 
rules of the House as to our modes of procedure here than to indulge 
in auy partisan manifestations in this connection. I do not mean to 
say that any gentleman is indulging in anything of that kind. Isimply 
make this obseryation as a premise to what I propose to say upon the 
pending question, 

Section 2 of Rule XIV provides on the subject of debate that— 

When two or more members rise at once the Speaker shall name the member 
» who is first to speak; and no member shall occupy more than one hour in de- 
ou any question in the House or in committee, except as further provided 

in this rule. 

Now, then, comes the qualification to that general declaration. 
Clause 3 of the rule provides that— 


The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may open and close, where general debate lias been had thereon; and if it shall 
extend beyond one day he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstand- 
ing he may have used an hour in opening. 

Now, this rule applies to the discussion of very important questions. 
Under the Constitution of the United States Congress has authority 
to suspend the writ of habeas corpus; that question, when it arises, is 
to be debated under the hour rule. Congress has exclusive power to 
declare war; and debate on the question of a declaration of war pro- 
ceeds under the hour rule. 

There is no question under the practice of the House, so far as I 
know, to which this rule does not apply, subject to the qualifications 
I have already cited from the rules. ‘There is no question of legisla- 
tion relating to our internal or our external aflairs, however impor- 
tant, to which this ruledoes not extend. Now, how about a question 
of privilege? Such a question may or may not be the basis of a reso- 
lution; the House may or may not be brought to a vote directly upon 
it; that is a matter resting largely with the member who raises the 

uestion of privilege. In all my experience here, I have never known 

question presented by this appeal to be brought before the House. 
It seems to me this signifies not only that as a general rule there is no 
occasion for the use of an hour on a question of privilege, but, more 
than this, that the hour rule has always been observed heretofore— 
tacitly, if you please—with reference to questions of this character, and 
hence the point has never been raised. 

It has been well said by a gentleman who has preceded me that this 
is at least a doubtiul question. It certainly is an important one, and 
I trust that this side of the House, which sometimes finds itself in 
power as well as the other side and becomes responsible for a correct 
administration of the rules, may not find itself embarrassed in the 
future by any hasty action on this occasion. I believe that, so far as 
any practical purpose is concerned, my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] will certainly find no disadvantage accruing from withdraw- 
ing the appeal, so that, if the House is called upon to decide this new 
question for the first time in all the history of the House, it may be 
remitted to an occasion when the examination shall be thorongh and 
satisfactory to all concerned. - 

Mr. BLAND. Iwillsay tothe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 


that the appeal was taken by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cunmmines]. My point was that the time ocenpied by other gentle- 


men on points of order should not be deducted from the gentleman’s 
hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question to which I was addressing myself, and 
which I supposed was the pending question, was whether the hour 
rule obtains in the discussion of a question of privilege. Am I cor- 
rect in that, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question has been raised as to the proposition 
to which the appeal applies. I understood it related to the ruling of 
— Chair that the hour rule applies to the discussion of questions of 
privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. An appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair 
on both propositions, one that it was not proper to deduct from the time 
of the gentleman from New York the time occupied by other gentle- 
men in pointsof order and the other that the hour rule did not apply 
to the discussion of a question of privilege. The Chair held that the 
hour rule does apply; and I presume that is the only question before 
the Honse. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
marks of the gentleman from New Y 


Will the gentleman again state his 


As to the han Yok, whee pete ay the re- 
? 


ht have 


been treated as side remarks, and not intended as matter of discussion, 
I had perhaps better not alludetothem, Mr. Speaker, I hope that my 
friend from New York in the present situation of this question, will at 
some time withdraw the appeal and remit thé question to an occasion 
when it may be thoroughly examined. 

Mr. BLAND. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] has four minutes remaining, 

Mr. BLAND. The Chair told meawhile ago that I had twelve min- 
utes, and I have since yielded five to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia occupied 
seven minutes. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy 
but afew moments. This is a question upon which I divest myself 
entirély of any consideration as to the matters out of which it has 
grown; for it is a question which involves necessarily the privilege of 
every member not only in this House, but, so far as the present prece- 
dent may operate, every member in subsequent Congresses, So faras 
I ean find, this is the first time the question has arisen, though I have 
an indistinct impression that it arose in a former Congress of which I 
was a member, and, while not probably decided, that the gentleman 
at that time addressing the House was permitted to speak more than 
an hour. 

I have not the slightest doubt that the decision of the Speaker pro 
tempore is in exact accord with what he believes to be sound parlia- 
mentary law, but I believe the decision erroneous, and such I think 
will be the deliberate judgment of the occupant of the chair himself 
when he comes to examine the rules carefully. 

The right of a member to speak without limitation in this House is 
a right that belongs to him as a representative of his people until that 


“right is limited in one of two ways—either by the special order of the 


House at the time he speaks or by the general order of the House in 
the shape of a rule. Now, the rule which has been adopted on this 
subjectis not to be extended beyond what its language requires, The 
words of the rule are: 


And no member shall occupy more than one hour in debate on any question. 


This limitation applies to“ debate. A matter in debate“ is gen- 
erally a question upon which the House or the Speaker is to pass; it 
must be a matter out of Which debate“ can arise, and the remarks to 
which the rule applies must be remarks ‘‘in debate. Now, a question 
of personal privilege can not be a matter out of Which debate“ may 
arise. Colloquy may arise; there may be personal and violent alter- 
cations, but debate“ means necessarily the contest by argument for 
the purpose of affecting a tribunal which is to render a decision; and 
no decision is ever rendered on a question of personal privilege. 

It also seems to me that, under the rule, all laws must be con- 
strued in pari materia, so as to give effect to every one of them; that 
when a man obtains the floor for the purpose of addressing himself to 
a question of personal privilege he necessarily obtains it for the object 
of explaining the matter which he and the House both agree presents. 
such a question or comes within that definition, and is to have the time 
necessary for that purpose. When he comes to debate a matter before 
the tribunal of the House he necessarily must limit himself under the 
rules, because other persons are to be heard, and the tribunal is to de- 
cide. 

It has been intimated in the atgument that to permit a member to 
occupy as much time as he desired, and to be unlimited by any rule 
on such questions would be, in fact, to stop legislation. That hypoth- 
esis is in conflict with the principle of law universally re ized 
that an officer in the discharge of a public duty will discharge that 
duty honestly, will discharge it with rectitude. Therecan be no other 
principle on which an officer can be given authority. 

Hence, Mr. Speaker, it is to be presumed, and the Jaw must be con- 
strued on that presumption, that the member of the House will oc- 
cupy no further time than is just or necessary for the accomplishment 
of the object in view; that isa proper explanation of the question of 
privilege which he rises to explain. 

Soitseems to me on this new question affecting the privileges of every 
member of the House equally, that the Speaker, in the hurry of the 
moment, did not decide it correctly. I do not mean to say that he did 
not decide it perfectly honestly and according to his judgment, but that 
in my judgment the decision is erroneous. 

I agree with my friend, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], 
that this question, which comes up this way, ought to havea mu 
more ul and further consideration. I should be glad to see some 
time given to it by the gentleman occupying the chair, who is a most 
admirable lawyer and an excellent parliamentarian. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me, I 
understand the gentleman from New York is willing on that statement 
to withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to waste the time 
of the House unnecessarily; and on the suggestion of the gentleman 
see Georgia and the gentleman from Kentucky, I withdraw the ap- 
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Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent to be heard for not ex- 


ceeding five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? . 

There was no objection. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should not have asked this consent 
of the House were it not that we have had this most extraordinary 
proceeding, for the last two hours and nearly ten minutes, in this body. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. CBT xs] rises to a question 


‘of personal privilege that is not a question of personal privilege; he 


proceeds to address himself to the supposed question of alleged personal 
privilege, and then proceeds to make a political speech from his stand- 
point. Interrupted by points of order, he proceeds in continuation of 
that speech until his hour has passed, and then another hour is consumed 
by other gentlemen. 8 

So far as the gentleman refers to myself personally in his remarks, 
in which he accuses me of falsely stating this or that or the other in 
the resolution I offered or otherwise, I have but to say this: The gen- 
tleman from New York and some other gentlemen on that side of the 
House (not many, I am thankful to say) have been in the habit of im- 
puting falsehood on the floor of this House as against members on this 
side or some of them; and we have sat quiet, as I sat quiet to-day 
when the gentleman from New York applied that term to myself. I 
want to say that, so far as the proceedings of this House are concerned 
in which I have figured by resolution or otherwise, when I have made 
a statement of fact it has been justified by the record; and, when I 
have made a statement that was obvious to everyhody and it was not 
justified by the record, it was justified by the statements of many 
honorable gentlemen upon that side, which are now in the RECORD. 

I desire to make no further statement about the gentleman’s attack 
upon me personally. Isometimes think, Representative as he is, news- 
paper man as he is, it seems to me that when he thus speaks, his praise 
is censure and his censure praise, 

Mr. Speaker, if the wisdom of the House of Representatives and the 
Republican side of it, during this session of Congress in so shaping 
these rules and its practices as to legislate touching questions of na- 
tional importance, needed defense, the action of the gentleman from 
New York this morning and other gentlemen on that side furnishes 
the necessary defense. 

And while the gentleman from New York may rise in his place and 
in language not parliamentary refer to members of this House now tem- 
porarily absent, the record of this House with the people of this coun- 
try is sufficient auswer to his attack; and to an enlightened, just pub- 
lic sentiment I appeal for myself and for others and. for this side of the 
House, as to the rules and the legislation of this House of Representa- 
tives; and no cursings nor revilings of the gentleman from New York 
or a partisan press or individual anywhere can countervail against the 
fact that stands of record. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

And now, having said all I desire to say, I trust that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] will call up the contested-election case of Mr. 
Breckinridge, of Arkansas, and, after orderly debate, that a quorum of 
this House shall vote upon that question; and, if they believe that he 
should not hold a seat upon the floor of this House upon the record, 
that they will register that belief in the record and that he will de- 

from it. i 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to say that my record, in the RECORD, 
will compare favorably with that, of the gentleman from Illinois. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 


ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, 


Mr. LACEY. I desire once more, Mr. Speaker, to call up the con- 
tested-election case of Mr. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, and I hope it 


may proceed. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, after the discussion that has already 
taken place 

Mr. LACEY. Before the gentleman proceeds will he yield for a 
moment? I desire to address myself to the gentleman, in conjunction 
with the others of the minority of the committee, to see whether we 
can not, in the presence of the House, agree upon a time at which the 
previous question shall be ordered in this case. We have no desire to 
unduly shorten the time, and yet I think we ought to agree upon it, 
and I make this su tion. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I understand that some negotiations have been 
entered upon and are now pending between the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. I beg pardon. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LACEY. I call attention, before proceeding, to the question as 
to when the vote shall be taken in this case, and to agree, if possible, 
upon the hour at which the previous question shall be deemed as or- 
dered. 2 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, I had a conversation with the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY ] this morning upon this subject. We 
had proceeded in the early part ot the consideration of this case on the 
idea that there was to be no limit, that there was no pressing business, 
and that such time might be used as was necessary, and therefore some 
of the speeches have perhaps been longer than they would have been 


had we known there was a desire to have the time limited. We have 
a list of gentlemen.who desire to speak, including those of the Com- 
mittee on Elections and the sitting member, which would require about 
three hours and a half on this side. 

I showed the gentleman from Iowa this list this morning. We failed 


to reach any agreement. He thought that three hours and a half was 
longer than he could give. Ido not see any way that we can shorten 
that time, however, unless we are forced to do so. These gentlemen 
have prepared to discuss the case, and I think it would be unjust to 
them to shorten the time. N 

Mr. LACEY. What time would the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CRISP] suggest, in view of this slight interruption that has occurred? 

Mr. CRISP, Well, three hours and a half is what we would like 
to have on this side. 

Mr. LACEY, What would you say to taking a vote at 1 o'clock to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that he put in his side of the case this afternoon and let us close to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. What time to-morrow? 

Mr. DALZELL. We will not want more than an hour on our side 
of the case. T 

Mr. CRISP. Has the Chair a memorandum showing the time that 
has been occupied on the respective sides? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been used in support of the 
resolution four hours and fifty minutes and in opposition three hours 
and filty-three minutes. 3 

Mr, CRISP. They have used an hour more than this side, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. About an hour. 

Mr. CRISP. I would be glad to have gentlemen agree not to call 
the previous question until we have had those three hours and a half. 

Mr. LACEY, Ishould prefer not to call the previous question at 
all. I want to have an amicable understanding as to this case. I 
would suggest, then, that we meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow and take 
the vote at 1. 

Mr. CRISP. I object to naming any specific time to-morrow to vote, 
Of course when we get through with the discussion of the case a vote 
should be taken, But gentlemen may find that they want more time 
than they thought they would. 

Mr. LACEY, Then, to cover any possible doubt on the question of 
time—— 

Mr, CRISP. Why not let the debate go on until it is finished? 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to havean understanding now. I think 
it is better to do it before we proceed further. Then we can all time 
ourselves accordingly. Say to-morrow at 1 o’clock; that certainly 
would be ample time. That is more time than is now contemplated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time will you take? 

Mr. LACEY. About an hour. 

Mr. CRISP. Let us make an agreement that the vote shall not be 
had before that time. Perhaps we may get through by that time. 

Mr. ROWELL. But that is not agreeing to any limitation of the 
debate. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not want to agree to any limitation that will pre- 
vent gentlemen from having an opportunity to address the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. You can fix a timeand then agree that the previous 
question be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no; how can we do that? 

Mr. ROWELL. How much time do you want? 

Mr. CRISP. 1 want three hours and a half. 

Mr. ROWELL. ‘Then with an hour and a quarter on our side and 
three hours and a half on your side, let that end the discussion. Let 
the previous question be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. CRISP. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman shall de- 
mand the previous question at the end of that time. 

Mr. ROWELL. We can do that now. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman suggested though that we were to have 
an amicable understanding. 

Mr. LACEY. We should prefer not to demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CRISP. This merely relates to debate; and if they will permit 
us three hours and a half debate, that is all we want. I think that is 
all I have notice of—all I have on the list, 

Mr. LACEY, Then we can not agree upon anything. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course we can agree upon something. You can 
agree to give us three and a half hours’ debate, j 

Mr. LACEY. The other side asks for three and a half hours’ de- 
bate. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. That is not an agreement. 

Mr. CRISP. We might agree to that much. That would be agree- 
iny to something. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman from Georgia if—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAGEY 
asks unanimous consent that debate upon this question be closed at 
o’clock to-morrow, and that the previous question shall be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. CRISP, I object. 


1890. 


Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I give notice that unless we can 
agree I will move the previous question at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, after the discussion which has al- 
ready taken place it must be apparent to the House that the proceed- 
ings in this case have been conducted by the majority of the subcom- 
mittee, which was sent to Arkansas with the sole purpose of making 
political capital, and not to arrive at a fair and impartial conclusion as 
to whether Breckinridge or Clayton was elected to a seat on this floor 
from the second Congressional district of Arkansas in November, 1888. 

I challenge any candid, fair-minded man to take the record, and 
read it, and come to any other conclusion than that the three honor- 
able gentlemen who composed the majority of the subcommittee acted 
not as judges, but as attorneys and partisans of Judge McClure and 
General Clayton, who, not only since the death of John M. Clayton, 
but in his life-time, were the real contestants and the moving spirits 
in this case. 

The position in which the two gentlemen of that committee [ Messrs. 
BERGEN and LACEY] who spoke on yesterday are placed must, to say 
the least of it, be most unsatisfactory to them, yet I am not disposed 
to reflect upon them. I would rather believe that they unconsciously 

-allowed themselves to be dominated by the stronger will-power of these 
two desperate men, McClure and Clayton. 

But, sir, that this so-called investigation in Arkansas was the most 
supreme farce that was ever enacted in the form of judicial or even legal 
proceedings stands out so plainly that it can be seen not only in the 
broad sunlight, but in the dim twilight, by any man who has eyes to 
see and a mind to comprehend. 

Mr. Speaker, this contest comes not from what is known asa colored 
diatrict, but from a district containing a very large majority of white 
voters. 

My Republican colleagues on the committee, in their decisions in 
contested- election cases, have generally held that the negroes were 
necessarily Republicans and the whites prima facie Democrats, and 
generally in passing upon a district in which the negroes predominated 
they have decided that the district was necessarily Republican, and 
that if a Democrat was returned it was by fraud. Then, if this dis- 
trict is largely a white district, should they not, to be at all consistent, 
hold that C. R. Breckinridge and not Colonel Clayton was elected? 
I mean if they act upon presumptions. But presumptions are only re- 
sorted to when they will inure to the benefit of a Republican, never 
when they will benefit a Democrat. f 

In reading the report of tho majority I was struck with one thing 
which seemed to be the dominant idea of the gentlemen who signed 
it. It bristles all through with the idea that because Colonel Clayton 
was killed in January, 1889, the election in the preceding November 
was therefore fraudulent, and C. R. Breckinridge was not elected. 

The death of Colonel Clayton is worked for all that is possible. Itis 
held up as a most brutal murder; its manner is set out in detail, and it 
is alleged that the people of Plummerville shunned Clayton’s friends 
who went there alter his dead body, and it was left to a few faithful and 
sympathizing negroes to carry the coffin to the railroad depot. 

That the murder of Clayton was brutal and the murderers deserve a 

unishment far greater, if possible, than hanging by the neck until they 
$ dead, dead, is certainly true, but that there was any lackof sympathy 
or any appearance of that heartlessness upon the part of the community 
so graphically described, I say there is not one particle of evidence in 
the record in this case. 

The people were absolutely stunned and paralyzed by the terrible 
occurrence, and yet they are held up belore the country as unsympa- 
thetic and unfeeling, as callous and heartless as brutes of the field. 

In their effort to stir the Republican heart of the North the gentle- 
men of the majority convert evidence of innocence and horror at the 
sight of a great crime into evidence of guilt or quiet approval of a 
base, premeditated, and devilish murder. 

To read and believe what these gentlemen say in regard to the people 
of the Plummerville community is to impress you with the conviction 
that these people are as brutal and bloodthirsty as the denizens of the 
jungles of Africa. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, to what lengths will wild and unbridled Republican 
parlisaury yet go in its reach for political power and aseendency? Who 
is safe when brought within its baleful reach? What community, 
what people is secure in character or reputation when party ends are 
oe eens by the destruction of one or the blackening of the 
other 

What is to be the fate of our institutions when honorable members of 
this House allow themselves to be made subservient to the methods of 
two such unsavory political adventurers as Jack McClure and Powell 
Clayton? 

As I have said, the majority report seems to be based upon the idea 
that because John M. Clayton was killed more than two months after 
the election, the election was necessarily fraudulent and Breckinridge 
was not elected. 

On yesterday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, LACEY], chairman of 
the investigating committee, as if in a state of frenzy from the charge 
which had been made against him and proved to my satisfaction, that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


9685 


he had, whether intentionally or not it makes uo difference, violated 
a clear and distinct understanding to allow the contestee [Mr. Breck- 
inridge] to take testimony after the testimony was concluded in 
Arkansas—I say that, apparently smarting under this charge, be launched 
out upon a sea of vituperation and abuse of the people of Arkansas, 

Ah! Mr. Speaker, abuse is cheap, and abuse of the Southern people 
is always a favorite resort upon this floor by certain gentlemen when 
they are driven to the wall in argument, as the gentleman from Iowa 
was driven and pinned to the wall on yesterday by the masterly speech 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Whenever he found himself unable to answer the powerful logic 
which had been hurled with such crushing effect at a document pre- 
pared by him and misnamed a report in this case, he would fly behind 
the bloody garments of John M. Chyton, and raising them up, at- 
tempt to divert attention from the real issue in this case. 

Blood! murder! assassination! was his cry when in the poverty of 


argument he fell at the feet of the gentleman from Georgia likea Lilli-  ~ 


putian at the feet of a giant. 

Unable to extricate himself from the meshes of inaccurate statements, 
false conclusions, reckless assertions, and unwarranted charges in his 
so-called report, he falls back upon the only stock in trade he seems to 
possess, denunciation; and he denounces a gentleman [Mr. Breckin- 
ridge] who, in the opinion of many, stands in comparison to the gen- 
tleman like Saul among the men of Israel. 

Now, there is one precinct at which a crime was committed, and I 
believe because of the effort to ferret out the perpetrators of this crime 
Jobn M. Clayton was killed. I do not believe in any theory which 
has been advanced in counection with this murder but the one that 
the parties or one of the parties who stole the Plummerville ballot-box 
fired the shot which destroyed the life of John M. Clayton, and if the 
vote at this precinct changed the result and defeated Breckinridge 
there might be some plausible reason for the majority of the committee 
to dwell somewhat upon the murder. 

But, sir, if every vote that was cast at this precinct were given to 
Clayton, Breckinridge would still have a decided majority; and at all 
times it has been conceded that the vote at this precinct, which was 
easily ascertained and well known, should be counted, which would 
leave a majority of 413 for Breckinridge. 

So, I say again that the many pages devoted by the majority of the 
committee to the tragedy at Plummerville must have been for the sim- 
ple purpose of using it to work up a sentiment far from the scene of 
the tragedy, and where the facts are not known, in favor of the revo- 
lIutionary scheme which was passed through this House under whip and 
spur and has gone into history as a measure proposed to suppress alleged 
election frauds in the South by fraudulent Republican returning boards 
and Federal bayonets. 

The majority of the committee, however, fearing that if they based 
their action in unseating Breckinridge upon the occurrence at Plum- 
merville alone they would not even present to their party friends a 
plausible case, undertake to attack and throw ont the returns from a 
suficient number of precincts to unseat the sitting member and declare 
a vacancy. 

So they proceed without a blush to throw out the votes which Breck- 
inridge received in White River Township, Woodruff County, 210; 
Cotton Plant Township, Woodruff County, 186; townof Augusta, Wood- 
ruff County, 98; Riverside, Woodruff County, 197—making-691 votes; 
and they give to Clayton all the votes returned for him from these pre- 
cincts and 186 votes in addition. 

No, I am a little mistaken. I must make a correction. My mag- 
nanimous colleagues give Breckinridge 7 votes at the four precincts. 
(Laughter. ] 

So their count stands: 


Free tanseeseee sses SAG 
Deduct 691 - 7 eee eee 


Leaves for Breckinridge....... 


Take, then, Clayton’s increased vote — 
F y . ov eupinasnd hoot dsp 162 


D AAA AA EN R ae 

It will thus be seen, Mr. Speaker, that after this mighty strain— 
shall I say of conscience? Oh, no; I will not say that, tor, according 
to high Republican authority—the supreme authority of this House, 
its Speaker— 

Men must learn now with pity to dispense, 
For policy sits above conscience. 

I will say that after this herculean effort, this masterly handling of 
figures, this stupendous and marvelous manipulation of returns, this 
eareful following of the finger-tracing of Judge McClure—God save the 
mark—and Powell Clayton, the throwing out of 684 votes solemnly re- 
turned for Breckinridge and the addition of 186 votes to Clayton's col- 
umn, my graciousand merciful Republican colleagues give 24 majority 
against Breckinridge. 

They complain most bitterly that the judges of election in Arkansas 
refuse to count Republican votes cast and denounce them as ballot-box 
stuffers and as everything else known to the vocabulary. z 
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Those judges as a class are as high and honorable in the high and 
honorable communities in which they live as my honorable 
are in the communities in which they live, and I fear that honor- 
able colleagnes, by refusing tocount Democratic votes cast in elec- 
tion, may throw themselves open to similar denunciation by those high 
and honorable judges, so that by the time these proceedings are ended 
honors will be about easy between them, 

These judges were sworn just as my colleagues aresworn; they acted 
u what they had directly under their eye—the ballots themselves. 

colleagues have acted upon the testimony of ignorant negroes, and 
that testimony molded like clay in the potter’s hand by designing and 
desperate men. 

A certain number of negroes swore they did not vote the tickets which 
bore their numbers. Each one swore for himself and gave stereotyped 
answers to stereotyped questions, propounded, not by the committee, 
but by the ever-present McClure. How could such testimony be met 


except by the returns of the election officers? The ballot was secret. 


These depositions of these ignorant men were ground out with light- 
ning speed. 

Bat, sir, there were 147 of these votes at the four precincts—votes 
alleged to have been cast for Clayton and changed to Breckinridge, 
Suppose these were deducted from Breckinridge’s and added to Clay- 
ton’s yote, this would still leave Breckinridge a clear majority of 119 
votes after giving Clayton his whole vote at the Plummerville precinct. 

- This, to any unbiased mind, would look equitable and just, even it 
the sworn returns of the election officials in his opinion could be ques- 
tioned by the unsupported testimony of these several unlettered and 
ignorant voters, dupes, and tools. 

There are 397 votes for Breckinridge at these four precincts abso- 
lutely thrown ont, about which there is no controversy; 397 votes which 
stand unimpeached by any testimony upon any page of the record. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this case can be summed up in few words. 

In November, 1888, an election was held in the Second Congressional 
district of Arkansas for a Representative in the Fifty-first Congress, 
and C. R. Breckinridge was returned as elected by 846 majority. 

At that election some lawless men stole the ballot-box of one of the 
precincts which gave Clayton 558 votes and Breckinridge 125 votes, or 
a majority of 433 votes for Clayton, which deducted from Breckin- 
ridge’s returned majority of 846, left him a clear majority of 413 votes. 
More than two months after the election Clayton was foully assassin- 
ated by one or more of the men who had stolen the ballot-box while 
he was engaged in taking testimony as to the stolen box in a contest, 
This suspended the contest so far as he was concerned. 

When this Congress met, C. R. Breckinridge was duly sworn in as a 
member without objection. Some time thereafter Judge McClure and 
Powell Clayton appeared in this city and an investigation was put on 
foot as to this election. A subcommittee was appointed to proceed to 
Arkansas, in the language of the resolution, to thoroughly investigate 
the methods of said election. This committee consisted of three Re- 
publicans and two Democrats. 

It went to Arkansas and in eleven working days it performed the feat 
unknown in all the annals of legal jurisprudence of taking the depo- 
sitions of about eleven hundred and twenty witnesses, 

No horse that was ever bred has such a record for ; no railroad 

e that was ever invented has ever made such time; no ball that 
ever left the mouth of a cannon sped its way with such rapidity. 
Eleven hundred and twenty witnesses, all examined in eleven days, 
thoroughly examined, of course, for the committee was sent to thor- 
oughly investigate and true return make, and they necessarily drew 
from every witness, either by direct or cross-examination, every fact 
within his knowledge. s 

It is rather hard for an ordinary mortal to understand just how all 
this was done, bnt there are many things beneath the sun that are be- 
yond the understanding of the vulgar masses. We have lightning cal- 
culatorsand other prodigies which shoot like meteors across the intel- 
lectual skies, creating wonder and astonishment, and it will not do for 
us to question the power of Omnipotence to create three such prodigies 
as the gentlemen who composed the majority of the Arkansas subcom- 
mittee. Surely they stand out as the aggregate of the creative genius 
of Omnipotence as lighting deposition-takers and election investigators, 
and in their presence all must bow and pay homage to their greatsuc- 
cess and transcendent attainments. [Laughter. 

Their equals no other land can produce. It has been reserved for 
this unequaled land to give birth to these unequaled geniuses. His- 
tory may shine with Roman greatness and with the achievements of 
ancient and modern times, but I challenge the history of the world 
from Adam’s day to furnish three gentlemen who ever performed the 

feat of thoroughly investigating an important matter and examin- 
8 hundred and twenty witnesses and recording their testi - 
mony in eleven working days. 

Well, you know, Mr. Speaker, that association with distinguished 
men is always regarded as a high privilege, so whatever fate may betide 
me, I can at least recall the fact that I was a member of the Committee 
on Elections of the American Congress that had among its members 
the three greatest and most distinguished lightning deposition-takers 
and election investigators the world has ever produced. 


I may feel embarrassed, however, when of my association 
with these shining lights and recounting historical achievemen 
to be reminded that confined themselves in their investigations 
one side of the controversy and prostituted their great talent as ligh 
ning investigators in the interest of a party, instead of spurning 
sordid motives and rising to the plane of truth, justice, and right, 

In eleven J days eleven hundred and twenty witnesses were 
examined, and McClure announced that he was through with his testi- 
mony, and instantly the chairman of the subcommittee was seized with 
a — uncontrollable desire to shake the dust of Arkansas from 
his feet and return to Washington to relate his story of murder 
and crime in that State and report that Clayton, and not Breckinridge, 
was elected. 

There were the poll-lists in White River and Cotton Plant Townshipe, 
in the towns of Au aud Riverside, giving the name of every voter 
at the election which he was supposed to be investigating, but the 
chairman of the subcommittee had found what he wanted, Jack Me- 
Clure had nothing more for him todo, and why should he tarry amon 
the cut-throats and outlaws of Arkansas for another week to call an 
examine these Voters and ascertain how they voted and who was 
elected ? 

He went there with preconceived ideas and with darkened vision. 
McClure and Powell Clayton said Breckinridge was not elected, and 
they must be sustained. 

He went there with malice in his heart, and nothing short of a mira- 
cle could eradicate it. 

All the waters in the ocean 
Can never turn aswan's black legs to white. 

Passing on with a statement of this case, let me say that a majority 
of the committee finding that, with the Plummerville precinct in, Breck- 
inridge still had a majority of 413 votes, they proceeded, as I have 
stated, to wipe out 684 votes for Breckinridge and increase Clayton’s 
vote 186, and thereby elect Clayton by 24 votes. 

This is the whole of this case, and I might talk for an hour and not 
state it more plainly, 

Now, sir, it has always struck measa piece of the most brazen-faced 
effrontery when I hear my Republican colleagues on the Committee on 
Elections and many of their party associates constantly charging sup- 
pression of the colored vote in the Southern States. They are always 
looking for a mote in their Southern brother’s eye, forgetting the beam 
in their own eye. 

They take the census, and wherever they find that the Republican 
vote in any district in the South falls short of the colored voting pop- 
ulation as shown by the census they raise— 

0 
As all the fiends from heaven that fell 
Had pealed the banner cry of bell! 

They never consult the census as to their own States. 

By reference to statistics it will be found that in 1880 Illinois had a 
voting population of 796,847, but that she only cast in the Presidential 
election of that year 627,312 votes. 

Will the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. ROWELL], whose tongue has 
never yet, so far as my knowledge goes, uttered one kind wont or the 
South, tell me why his soul did not burn with indignation over the 
suppression of the votes of 169,535 white voters of that great State ? 

owa had 416,658 voters, but only 322,706 votes were cast. 

Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who imagines 
every time he talks that abuse of the Southern people and appeals to 
the prejudices of the war constitute statesmanship and make him a 
mighty man, answer me why his party suppressed the votes of 93,952 
white men? Or it may be my colleague on the committee [Mr. LACEY] 
will favor me with an answer. 

Massachusetts had 502,648 voters, but 282,512 only exercised the 
right of voting. 

Will the chairman of the committee which reported the Federal elec- 
tion bill [Mr. LODGE] or my colleague [Mr. GREENHALGE] inform us 
why 220,136 white men who were presumed to breathe the inspirations 
of Massachusetts civilization were denied the privileges of casting their 
votes ? 

Ohio had 826,577 voters, but only 724, 967 exercised the right of voting. 

Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SMYsSER] who recently hurled 
anathemas at the Southern people with such vehemence, not knowing 
that they care no more for his vindictive and malicions utterances than 
they do for the fizzing and firing of a pop-cracker—will he tell us why 
101,610 votes of white men of his State were suppressed? Or if he can 
not, perhaps my colleague [Mr. COOPER] can give us the information. 

Pennsylvania had 1,094,385 voters, but only 874,703 voted, accord- 
ing to the returns. 

Will my colleague on the Committee on Elections [Mr. DALZELL] 
inform us why 219,582 white men in the mines and workshops of that 
State were denied the right to vote? 

And I would like to ask him further why is it he displays so much 
solicitude for the Southern negro when but recently in his own city 
the white men in one of the large works there struck because n 
had been employed or were about to be employed in them? my 
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rise here in his place and condemn the course of his white con- 
stituents? I read as follows: 
THE COLOR LINE CAUSES. A STRIKE. 
PITTSBURGH, PA., August 5, 1890. 


the employés of the Carbon Iron Company struck yesterday because an 
E enen was made to start the puddling department with negroes. 


Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman be kind enongh to advise me 
what place that was? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The Carbon Iron Company. I read a telegram 
to a paper in this city: 


I believe that is where my friend lives— 
August 5, 1890. 


loyés of the Carbon Iron Com struck yesterday because an 
8 to start the puddling 8 with 8 

There is my authority ſor that statement. 

Mr. DALZELL: What is the date of that? 

Mr. O FERRALL. August 5. ; 

Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman about tha 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, you will charge the Southern people with 
suppressing the vote of the colored brother, while you deny him the 
meansof acquiring food and clothing. 

Which is worse, to feed and clothe the negro as we do and suppress 
his vote as you charge, or let him vote as you say you do and then 
freeze and starve him? 

I will let my friend answer at his leisure. 

Wisconsin had 340,512 voters, but only 267,172 voted. 

Will the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], who, if in an 
unguarded moment were to say one good word of the Southern people 
would feel that he had committed an unpardonable sin and would 
whip himself every morning before breakfast tor a week [laughter]— 
will he tell us why he does not sweep before his own door before he 
sees through his goggled eyes so much uncleanliness in front of his 
neighbor’sdoor? Will he tell us why the votes of 73,340 white men 
were suppressed at his own home in his own State? 

Maine 187,323 voters, but only 143,853 votes were cast, accord- 
ing to the returns. 

If the Speaker of this House were on the floor I would ask him toin- 
form us how it is that for ten long years he has allowed the scamps 
who suppressed the votes of 43,470 white men in one election to go un- 

unished? But as he is not on the floor and has been called home to 
k after his fences and the Kittery navy-yard, it may be that his 
colleague from the Lewiston district [Mr. DINGLEY] can throw some 
light on the subject, as he lives where it is charged they vote 600 votes 
and count 2,000. Perhaps he knows how they may vote 2,000 and 
count 600 in an emergency. 
I read a commuication from Lewiston, published in a paper of this 


city: 


PITTSBURGH, PA.— 


REPUBLICAN CAUCUS METHODS IN MAINE. 
Lxwisrox, ME., June 20, 1890. 
To the Editor: . 


Sin: A free ballot and afair count! Do you suppose Senator Frye or Rep- 
resentative DINGLEY ever without offering up their little prayer that 
such a thing may come to “in the South?” 

Now, let me tell you how they do it in New England, inthe State of “Blaine” 
gS the home of Senator Fry and Representative DINGLEY. On the son 

June 19, 1890, a caucus was and held by the Republicans to choose de! 
tes to a county convention to nominate county officers and State senators. 
ow, three of the faithful aspired to represent this county as senator,and put 
their hardest work to secure a set of delegates favorable to their nomination. 
caucus was held in the rink, a chairman chosen, and the voting commenced 
passing upon the stage, do ositing the ballot, 

After the voting had n in progress for about thirty minutes it was sug- 
gested to the chairman thatif the ballot was notdeclared closed very soon there 
‘Would be serious need of another ballot-box, as this one was now running over 
eg with ballota. Finally it was thought best to declare the ballot closed. So 

they certainly had had a free ballot. Now for a fair count. Well, there is 
where the laugh comesin. If the count was made the landmarks of the G.O. 
P., like Representative DINGLEY, who happened to be at home just at this par- 
time, was satisfied that it would show about 2,000 votes cast and- about 

le in attendance at the caucus. 
ose who had worked so hard to secure the election of their particular can- 
date were very anxious to proceed to count the ballots, and they twice got a 
ote to proceed to count; but the old heads knew it would not do to show their 
d, and finally after 3 enough to ge the vote, it was voted to ad- 

urn without counting the ballots cast. This morning the leaders of the G.O. 

are in a ferment trying to study up some way of holding their caucus to get 

set of del chosen, Prominent Republicans have told me this morning 
tit was the most disgraceful proceeding they ever saw, and if Democrats 
held such a disgraceful caucus as that they would never have heard the last 

of it. And this is only a repetition of the manner of their voting in Lewiston. 
ly last month they held a caucus in ward 5 (one of the aristocratic wards of 

is city), When the ballot was cast and declared it was found there was more 
100 more votes cast than votes in the ward. If vote that way in cau- 
seed: will do so at every election,and have been doing so for years in the 
of Blaine,“ and at the home of Senator FRYE and Representative DING- 


I have no comment to make except this: 

Frand is fraud, whether in the caucus or at the polls, and men who 
will cheat in caucus will cheat at the polls. 

Kansas had 265,714 votes, but only 201,019 were cast. 

Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] who, in the discus- 
sion of the force bill, dug down into the grave of the war and resurrected 
an old camp song, with the recital of which he secured the applause 
of the bloody-shirt shriekers around him—will he tell us why his Re- 


publican jayhawkers suppressed the votes of 64,695 free-born white 
men? 


Rhode Island had 76,898 voters, but only 29,235 voted, a suppression 
of the votes of 47,663 white men. 

Minnesota had 213,485 voters, but only 150,771 stood up for their 
ee les and voted. 

ill my colleague on the Committee of Elections [Mr. COMSTOCK] ` 
to us why the bulldozers and intimidators of 62,714 white 

voters have gone unwhipped of justice for all these years? A 

Michigan had 467,687 voters, but only 352,441 voted in 1880, accord- ak 
ing to the returns. 

Will the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] tell us why the - 
mouths of 115,246 white men were muzzled and their tongues tied in . ot 


1880 in his State ? 

By the way, it might be interesting to the audience above the gen- 
tleman’s head when in his seat, which he and other leading spirits on 
his side of the Chamber are in the habit of addressing, to show how 
much Michigan Republicans think of the negro. I read from the Al- 


legan (Mich. ) Democrat: į ~ 
WHEN THEY LOVE THE COLORED MAN, 


The 1 love of the Republican party for the colored men was fully ex- z 
emplified by the vote in Cheshire on towu- meeting day. A colored man named y 
Maxwell was nominated on the Republican ticket, and while the Republican 
vote averagod about 170, Maxwell received 107, so that he was eut by many 
publicans and his Democratic opponent elected. The feeling was still further 
emphasized by the remarks ofa 5 Republican of that town who, while 
on the streets in this village, said: The ticket (Republican) was not bad enough 
so they — a d—d ni r on it, and I voted a straight Democratic ticket.” A 
colored bystander heard the remark and took umbrage thereto, when the Re- 
panies’ repeated it with additions. The colored man asked us afterward to 

norm Mr. Doud that his remark had made one colored Democrat, at least.“ 
The Republicans love the colored man as long as he votes the straight ticket 
and don’t ask for office, but as soon as he asks for some reward for party sert- 
ice he is nothing but “a d——d nigger.” 


In these eleven hide-bound Republican States in 1880, 1, 274, 219 8 
votes were suppressed, While in the eleven Southern States which you 7 
attack the vote fell off only about 800,000. ? 

I have read that consistency is a jewel, but no man outside of an in- 
sane asylum would ever declare that the Republican party is the pos- 
sessor of that jewel. ; i 

Of course you will say there was no suppression of votes in your 
States. We say the same thing as to the Sonthern States. You de- 
cline to believe us; we decline to believe you. You use the census to 
sustain your position; we use the census to sustain our tion. : 

Iwill read what an intelligent colored man, a native of Danville, Va. 7 
says in regard to the treatment of the negro in the North as compared, * 
with his treatment in the South: f 


HTHE NEGRO QUESTION" DISCUSSED BY A BLACK MAY. . 
Editor of the Philadelphia Record: * 
If you will allow a colored“ reader to express a few words through the 
columns of your papa re; ing the much-talked-of V negro question and the 
national election bill,” I will take advantage of your permission. ~~ 
Bers native of Danville, Va., and the son of a former slave, I have been 
living North but a brief period, but from what I have seen of the two sections 
I claim the Southern negro has more privileges and advantages than his North- : 
ern brother of the same race. Though I have used my utmost endeavor to 
avail myself of the“ equal rights“ so < 
the negro” in the Nort 


tingly mentioned by the “friends of 
Iam debarred from the workshops, from the count- 
ing-rooms, from official positions, or from any occupation I may seek, except 
8 requires me to wear the white · apron badge of cook or waiter, or as 
a -carrier. 
I must seek only the positions least remunerative if not the most menial. 
When I pass along Lombard street, Philadelphia, I find that p: ice against : 
them has crowded the negroes together like h ina , and I venture to as- = 
sert that there is not a spot south of Mason and Dixon’s line where the negro X 
is in so much m such squalid poverty as the poor denizensof Lom- 
bard street and the other miserable quarters in which he has been compelled 
on account of his color to reside in the good City of Brotherly Love.” It would 
be wise to let a little of the sympathy that arises from the love of the brother 
in black to begin here at home. 
The South has done, and is still doing, more for the negro than many su ` 
. Ne have been sent from the South to the United States Senate, — 
The lower House of Congress, to the State have held minor , 
tions, but I have yet to hear of a “ blac b- 3 


— — 


is just as effectuail 


though the ni ne 
chains were fo 


as 
e North but a 


ouse 
litical course, so long as 8 pomas ki 
orthern w 


to do what they will not do. 

The "force bill" will not benefit the negro, but on the one hand it will retard 
his progress. It is nearly thirty years bince the war The majority of 
the old slaves have gone to their quiet home. A negro whocan even remember = 
slavery must be about thirty-five years old. To have worked in a field under SS 
a master he must be close to fifty years old, Time and education are Es 
8 and the two races in the South are drawing nearer er, bul 


“fire brand” about to be cast in their midst by the fanatics at Washing- 
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ton will open wounds and result in the downfall of the n in the end; for 

` should there be a general revolution the whites of the N. and South would 
both unite against him. The strong prejudice right here in the North is alone 
sufficient erent of my claim. 

Every blow struck at the whites of the South means two blows on the shoul- 
ders of the innocent and industrious negroes, who ask nothing more than the 
privilege accorded every American, whether he be native or adopted; and if he 

must fill the menial positions he should at least be assisted to heal prejudice in- 
sterd of increasin, 


it. 
a THOMAS W. SWAIM. 
Arco, N. J., June 29, 1890. 


-~ Here is a pen picture of the negro in the North. Well can he say 
of the Republican party, There is no faithfulness in their mouth; 
their inward part is very wickedness; their throat isan open sepulcher; 
they flatter with their tongue.” 

Take these things, my Kepublican friends, and chew on them; they 
will furnish food for thought and reflection for some time to come. 

Do not imagine that you aresoimmaculate. Remember that you 
are but mortals and that you are hardly prepared yet to play the part 
of saints. [Laughter.] 

Remember that other people have eyes and ears and can see and 
hear, and try and view yourselves as others view you. 

Be a little charitable and do not assume all the virtues. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would be false to my own feelings if I did not, 
in conclusion, pay a slight tribute at least to the distinguished gentle- 
man whose seat is contested. 

For more than twenty years I have known him; nearly eight years 
-~ of that time I have served with him in this House; two years of the 
time I met him almost daily within the walls of our alma mater. 

I say here, without fear of contradiction by any tongue that is not 
dripping with malice, by any soul that is not poisoned with prejudice, 
that a more chivalrous and honorable man has never yet breathed the 
air of his native or adopted State. He is an honor to the State that 
gave him birth and an ornament to the State whose duly elected Rep- 
resentative he is in this Congress. His service on this floor have marked 
him as a man ofability,courage, and fidelity, and should the Republican 
party in this House, in its might, send him back to his people, it will 


~ only endear him the more to them and return him to the second session 


of this Congress as well as to the Fifty-second Congress by majorities 
greater, far greater, than any he has ever yet received. 

But I beg you for the sake of our institutions, hallowed by time and 
endeared by memories; I beg you for the sake of justice; I beg you for 
the sake of common decency, to stamp out this attempt to remove from 
these Halls this honorable man and distinguished Representative upon 
a report made as the resultof an investigation in name, but in fact one 
of the most stupendous farces ever enacted in the history of legal ju- 
risprudence or of parliamentary bodies of the world. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. McCartHy], 


ae McCARTHY withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to undertake to 
make a lengthy argument in support of the proposition that Mr. Breck- 
inridge is entitled to continue to represent his district during the Filty- 
first Congress. The gentlemen composing the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections present in their report a clear and exhaustive state- 
ment which indicates that seldom has an effort been made to unseat 
a member having such a good title as that held by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, and some of these gentlemen have also ably spoken on the 
floor of this House, giving additional reasons for rejecting the report of 
the majority. 

That majority report, Mr. Speaker, is what I have studied, and in so 
doing the conclusion reached by me was that a jury having such evi- 
dence presented to it would not ask to hear the defense, but would ac- 
quit the accused without farther testimony than that furnished by the 


rosecution. 

It is difficult to discuss this case without criticising severely the Com- 
mit tee on Elections, and I dislike to be harsh in my judgment of my 
colleagues; but the majority of that committee appear to have construed 
their duty to be not to present an impartial report, but to act as though 
they had been commissioned by their party to take the returns in the 
Second Congressional district of Arkansas and to treat them in such a 
way as to wipe out Mr. Breckinridge’s majority and figure a majority 
for his opponent. 

It was not possible, however, to do so without showing that Mr. 
Breckinridge had what should be considered a safe margin; this any 
one will ascertain from an examination of the report. But the com- 
wittee, trne to its purpose. performed the premeditated physical act and 
the werk was accomplished. In doing this the absurdity of the per- 
formance is not hidden and the committee only succeeds in making a 
plain exhibition of the extent to which it will go in partisanship, and 
it now demands the supportof its associates in adopting a report which, 
while not calculated to sstisiy any fair-minded Representative, may be 
useful in the coming political campaign as a means of inflaming the 
passions and exciting the prejudices of the people. 

The tragic death of Mr. Breckinridge’s opponent, which occurred 


nearly three months after the election, while Mr. Breckinridge was here 
attending to his duties as a member of the Fiftieth Congress, horrified 
us all, and I well remember the sorrow exhibited by the gentleman 
from Arkansas at the untimely death of his opponent, who had also 
been his friend. 

It was proper for the subcommittee under the resolution of the House 
io inquire into the facts connected with this lamentable tragedy, but 
one can not avoid feeling that they did not exhibit any zeal in tollow- 
ing a clue to the murder, as here it led towards other than a political 
opponent of the contestee, and the conduct of the committee in en- 
deavoring to show that Colonel Clayton’s death benefited Mr. Breckin- 
ridge in any way is disingenuous and inexcusable, while the several 
other cases cited as outrages which affected the committee’s decision 
need only to be read to make one feel that the writer relied upon the 
gullibility of the peruser. 

In the Fiſtieth Congress we had a Committee on Elections which in- 
vestigated cases and then decided. In this instance the determination 
appears to have been to decide first and go through the form of an investi- 
gationafter. Unfortunately there is reason to fear that it is useless to 
appeal to the majority of this House to consider this question on its 
merits; but I wish to put on record my belief that could an unbiased 
opinion of ourmembers be expressed it would be that Mr. Breckiuridge 
should not be unseated, and that a large majority would declare that 
the House of Representatives can ill afford to lose one who, possessed of 
pre-eminent ability, coupled with kindliness ofdisposition, has endeared 
himself to his colleagues and is deemed by them to be an upright states- 
man and a true gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE., Mr, Speaker, T trust that for the brief time so kindly 
yielded me by my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] I shall have the at- 
tention of the House. I desire first to refer to the condition of affairs 
in the district in question at the time the race for Congress began. 
After this I will discuss the questions raised by the report of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections. ; 

My colleague, Major Breckinridge, was regularly and unanimously 
nominated as the standard-bearer of the Democracy that he had several 
times led to victory. He was no stranger to the district. He had 
represented it since its formation in 1883. This was the third nomina- 
tion by acclamation given him in the district. Upon the great ques- 
tion of tariff reform, the prominent question in the canvass of that 
year, he was not only in accord with his party and people, but was re- 
garded as one of the best equipped men in patio life, The people of 
ne district were more than satisfied with him. They were proud of 

im. 

He was beloved and admired not only by his immediate constituents, 
but by the people of the whole State. No one in his party denied his 
fitness or contested his right to represent the Second distriet. He was 
in sympathy with the great body of the people and knew their wants. 
He had represented them faithfully and ably and was in full accord 
with them on all the great political questions that entered into that 
canvass. He had stood by them with a manly courage, and they 
were loyal to him. So he entered that canvass with the full confidence 
and assurance that he would receive the enthusiastic and undivided 
support of every Democrat in the district. The district was largely 
white and on national questions safely Democratic. It had never gone 
for the Republican nominee for any office, State or national. 

It has been said in this debate that in the September election, 1888, 
two months prior to the Congressional election in question, the district 
gave a majority of about 3,000 against the Democratic candidate for 
governor. The opposition candidatein that tace was not the nominee 
of the Republican party, but of the Union Labor party. He had been 
a Democrat. He had lost a leg in the Confederate army. He made a 
good soldier and his old comrades were attached to him. He was an 
effective stumper and a member of the Wheel, and was running on a 
platform indorsing the demands of that organization and the Alliance. 

While he was supported and indorsed by the Republican committee, 
he did not claim to run as a Republican and did not advocate the doc- 
trines of that party. He had been nominated by the political organiza- 
tion known in Arkansas as the Union Labor party, but professed him- 
self to be a Jeffersonian Democrat. He insisted that the party had lett 
him and that he was a better Democrat than Governor Eagle. It was 
charged upon him on the stump by the Democratic candidate that he 
was what the gentleman {rom lowa [Mr. Lacry] on yesterday said he 
was, a Republican candidate in disguise; but he indignantly denied the 
charge and declared that he would not be controlled by Republicans 
if elected and that he was under no pledge to them. Some believed 
him. 

With these declarations made by this kind of a candidate, many of 
the people in the Second district, who had theretoiore been Democrats, 
were induced to vote for him. Nearly all of the Republicans in that 
district, as well as in other parts of the State, who are always ready to 
vote for anybody to beat a Democrat, supported him, and in that way 
for the first time the district gave a majority against the Democratic 
candidate. The Republicans thought that as these restless Democrats 
had leit our party to support Dr. Norwood for governor that they 
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would support a regular Republican nominee ſor Congress, and so they 
nominated Hon. John M. Clayton. s 

All disguise was thrown off and he took the stump as a Republican 
nominee, flying the Republican banner, 8 protection to the 
low-tax Wheelers, who had voted for the Union Labor candidate on a 
different platform. Then it began todawn upon the Wheelers tbat there 
really had been a bargain on the part of the leaders to have them vote 
for Clayton, the Republican nominee, for the support Dr. Norwood 
had received from the Republicans in September. The leaders of the 
Union Labor party advised such a course, but the rank and file resented 
this effort to transfer them to the Republican party. It could not be 
done. 

The three Clayton brothers were on the stump. Judge McClure and 
other reconstruction Republicans were making speeches. ‘This sur- 
prised the Democratic Wheelers and those of the Union Labor party 
who had been Democrats and opposed to the doctrines of the Repub- 
lican party. They had not intended to abandon both their party and 
its principles by voting for Dr. Norwood, When they voted in opposi- 
tion to the Democratic party in the gubernatorial contest they did not 
agree to follow their leaders into the Republican party. They had 
fought the policies and practices of that party and did not want a Re- 
publican to represent them in Congress. 

The result was when these good-meaning people found out that the 
scheme which had been charged really existed, and that they were be- 
ing used as aids to the Republican party, like the prodigal son of old 
they returned and swore afresh their allegiance to the party that had 
stood for the rights of the masses against the classes. The contest was 
a spirited one, full of interest, but carried on in the best of feeling. The 
district was thoroughly canvassed by the Democrats. sure 

Election day came and Mr. Breckinridge received the majority that 
was certified, less the majority for Clayton at the Plummerville box. 
There was no disturbance in the district except at Plummerville, a 
small station on the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad, in Conway 
County. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it true that this district went against the De- 
mocracy on Monday last by some 1,200 majority? } 

Mr. McRAE. I do not think it is; but I have no reliable informa- 
tion as to how it voted in that election. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, it is so reported. 

Mr. MCRAE. It may be so reported. A great many things are 
reported! abont Arkansas elections. The Northern Republican press 
has charged all kinds of frauds and disturbances at hat election, among 
others, that several negroes were killed at Pice Bluff on election day. 
But a telegram from Governor Eagle says that with the exception of 
double polls in Pulaski County and a personal difficulty in Faulkner 
County, in which the brother of the Democratic candidate for sheriff 
was killed by the Republican candidate for the same office, he has heard 
of no trouble, and no charge of fraud has come to his knowledge, 

Mr. DALZELL. Has the gentleman seen anywhere any report to 
the contrary of what I have just suggested ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihave. Butthereare no reliable returns in yet, and 
I do not affirm the truth of either claim. The vote for about half the 
counties has not been received. I would not undertake to say upon 
the published estimates that I have seen how the election has gone in 
this district; but, however that may be, the opposition candidate, Mr. 
Fizer, claims that heis nota Republican. The Democratic majority in 
the State will be largely increased, not less than 10,000, and perhaps 
15,000. I think there will be gains in all the districts except the Fiſth. 
Nearly all the losses I have seen reported are in the Fifth district (repre- 
sented by my colleague, Mr. PEEL) and in one or two counties in the 
First (represented by my colleague, Mr. FEATHERSTON). There are 
large Democratic gains in the Second, Third, and Fourth so far as the 
counties have been heard from. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman know that Democratic returns 
of the Second district show over 1,200 majority against the Democracy? 

Mr. McRAE. No, I do not know it and you do not know it. The 
result is not yet known. 

Mr. ROWELL, It is so reported in the newspapers. 

Mr. McRAE. Ihave just answered that question. You ought to 
know as much about that as I do. Ifyou have read such a report, I 
will ask from what paper? 

Mr. ROWELL. I read it a few moments ago. 

Mr. MoRAE. In The New York Tribune, I presume, a paper that 
for eighteen months through its partisan correspondents has slandered 
the people of Arkansas without regard to facts. They report outrages 
whether they occur or not. It will not do to rely upon reports of this 
character in advance of the count, That paper with great precision 
reported -imaginary outrages that did not occur on election day and 

y exaggerated what is said to have occurred at Morrillton on Sat- 
urday before the election. The story was so unreasonable that no one 
could believe it who wanted to believe the truth, and yet it was made 
to do service in this debate. Think of it! Twenty-five hundred 
mounted Democrats in line! For what? To takea bundle of Repub- 


lican tickets from a single Republican before they had been voted. 


a h ——— — 


Mr. KELLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. MCRAE, Certainly, if it is about this matter. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether there was 
ground for the report that the tickets ot the Union Labor candidate 
were stolen or taken by force from the man who had them and who 
was expected to distribute them in Conway County? ; 

Mr. MCRAE. ‘There was no such force as was reported in the 
Tribune, if any at all, which I very much doubt. 

Mr. KELLEY. Were not the tickets captured and destroyed ? 

Mr. MCRAE. The man Small so alleges, but that is all the evidence 
there is of it. I think the report was sent out for political effect, to 
prepare the North for the charges of wholesale frauds that were to fol- 
low in accordance with a prearranged plan. I do not believe a word 
o! the story. When I saw this ridiculous report, I telegraphed Gov- 
ernor Eagle to give me the facts if there had been such an occurrence. 
I have here his answer. The House can see from it that the report as 
published in the Northern press was a deliberate effort to malign the 
Democrats of Conway County. You will see trom the report of the 
sheriff that Small, the Republican who claims that he was assaulted 
and the tickets taken from him, declines to charge it upon any one. 
Yet gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, to influence this case, 
appear to have no difficulty in naming them. 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK., September 2, 1890. 
Hon. eee C. MCRAE, 


ouse of esentatives, Washington, D. G. 

Sheriff co makes the following report regarding the Morrillton affair: 
“There was a Democratic and Republican rally Saturday asthe noon train ar- 
rived; procession of Democratic horsemen drew up on both sides railroad 
awaiting the arrival of speakers expected on train, Small was caught as he 
was leaving train aud Republican tickets taken, so he claims. Small also claims 
to have been struck in the back, but showed no signs of injury. McLaughlin 
was here; took in the town, mingling freely with our citizens. I heard of no 
injury to him untill saw it in the Little Rock Register, Lasked Small to give 
me names of parties who assaulted him that I might arrest them, but he de- 
clined to doso.” McLaughlin was uot injured, and was at the polls to-day act- 


ively working for the Republican ticket. 
JAMES P. EAGLE, Governor. 


That is all there is of this affair. It did not occur to anybody that 
this affair would be used in this case or that it could be twisted into a 
first-class election outrage until the Little Rock correspondent for the 
Tribune applied his outrage pen to it. This, Mr. Speaker, is a speci- 
men of the election frauds for which the people of Arkansas are con- 
demned without waiting to know the truth. Reports of this kind are 
read here and relied upon to unseat my colleague. What has this to 
do with the election of 1888? How can this occurrence now, if true, 
aid us in determining whether he was elected then or not? Is it fair 
to introduce it here? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was proceeding to state when interrupted 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], there was no 
disturbance in the Second district except at Plummerville, and if every 
vote at that box had been, as they were not, for Mr. Clayton, my col- 
league was still elected. He publicly declared that he would not ac- 
cept a certificate based upon a theft. His majority without counting 
this box was 846, It was never claimed by any one that more than 
697 votes were cast. Mr. Clayton in his notice of contest only claimed 
to have received 624, admitting that Mr. Breckinridge received 75. 
This left still a majority of 297. 

The proof, however, shows, and it is now admitted, that the vote at 
Plummerville was 685, and that Mr. Breckinridge received 125 and 
Mr. Clayton 560. The majority for Mr. Clayton was 435. After de- 
ducting this from the returned majority there remained a majority of 
411 for Mr. Breckinridge. The certificate was issued. On the 19th 
day of December, 1883, after it had been definitely ascertained that the - 
House of Representatives had gone Republican, the notice of contest 
was served on Mr. Breckinridge, He answered it on the 17th day ot 
January, 1889. On the nightof the 29th day of January Colonel Clay- 
ton, while prosecuting his contest, was assassinated at FHlummerville. 
It was a cruel, cowardly murder. 

The people of the State, without regard to party, were shocked be- 
yond description when the wires lashed to the world the circumstances 
of his death. The Democratic press of the State denounced it in un- 
measured terms. No one attempted to excuse or palliate the crime. 
Public meetings were held all over the State by the citizens and reso- 
lutions of sympathy for the afflicted family and their utter abhorrence 
of the horrible crime and outrage were passed. There was an honest 
determination to apprehend and punish the assassin. 

The governor, a Democrat, promptly offered the largest reward au- 
thorized bylaw. This was thought to be inadequate. The Legislature, 
largely Democratic, was in session at the time. A law was passed as 
soon as possible authorizing that the reward be increased to $5,000, 
It was soincreased, This was supplemented by rewards offered by in- 
dividuals, mostly Democrats, to the amount of about $6,000, making 
in all $11,000. The governor, judge, prosecuting attorney, and sheriff, 
all Democrats, did everything they could to find the assassin, There 
was nothing left undone. It has been in effect charged outside of this 
Chamber and reiterated here that the Democrats and Democratic offi- 
cials of Arkansas were insincere in their efforts to apprehend the per- 
petrator of this bloody murder and that they were in sympathy with it 

I desire to say in answer to all those who have made, reiterated, or 
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have given countenance to such charges that they are absolutely false, 
and contain much of the meanness and cowardice that go to make up 
assassination. ‘There are some things, Mr. , dearer to the hon- 
est and brave than life, and the assassin of character is more to be 
dreaded by society than the murderer. I want to remind gentlemen 
that there are other people in Arkansas who have rights and feelings 
as well as the Clayton family, and that the gross misrepresentations 
about them in connection with this matter are not calculated to further 
the work of finding and punishing the unknown murderer of the de- 
ceased brother. 

The only evidence of dereliction of duty relied upon by members of 
the majority of the committee is that the assassin has not been found. 
No, he has not been found, but that does not argue that he is known 
to the officers or the people of Arkansas. I say to these gentlemen that 
it was a part of their duty to ascertain if possible who the murderers 
are. If they with all the powers and money of the Federal Govern- 

ment behind them have not been able to find them, should they be heard 
to complain that the State officials have not ? 

The majority of the subcommittee complain that they have been un- 
justly assailed in R psp filed temporarily as the views of the minor- 
ity, and alleged to have been written by my colleague, charging them 

th discourtesy, unfairness, neglect of duty, unjustifiable artifices, bad 
faith, suppression of testimony, etc. I know nothing of the prepara- 
tion or publication of this paper. - If it was ever filed it has been with- 
drawn, and does not now form a of the record of the case. 

But let me ask how is it with the majority report to which this, if 
their allegations be true, was an answer in kind. Why have these 
virtuous genflemen not followed the example set you by the minority 
and suppressed that part of their report in which they attack the 
ple of Arkansas and attack the character of the contestee, who isin 
every sense their peer, charging in effect that he was cognizant of and 
could have prevented the assassination of Hon. John M. Clayton? 
My friends, before you become indignant at charges against yourselves, 
be sure that you have not unjustly assailed those of whom you com- 
plain. I have heard insinuations, innuendoes,and point-blank charges 
made against the people of Arkansas in this debate and in prior debates 
that I knew to be false, and I believe them to have been made for party 


purposes, 

I have often had to sit in silence while these charges were being made, 
because under the rules of the House as now organized we are in effect 
gagged. Lam no so limited in time that Ican not say all I desire tosay, 
nor as I would like to say it. It is an outrage that a people who have 
struggled against such odds and have borne as much as the people of 
Arkansas have should now be so maligned, so misrepresented, in order 
to secure a advantage. You have the power to execute the 
decree of your partisans, but there will be a day of reckoning, a time 
when truth will triumph. 

I undertake to say there is not a State in this Union where there is 
a stronger public sentiment against rascality in elections than in the 
State of Arkansas. Nor is there a State with severer statutes for the 
. punishment of offenses against the ballot. We make it a felony in our 

Btate either to give or to take a bribe. It is embodied in the consti- 
tution, and the statute carrying that provision into effect is as rigid 
as it can well be made. And yet gentlemen ridicule the laws of 
the State and talk sneeringly of the wilds of Arkansas. I chal- 
lenge them to a comparison on any line of honesty, courage, duty, and 
patriotism; on any test of good ci ip. They talk of the Plum- 
merville box asif itrepresented the method ofholding elections through- 
out the State; and yet in their report they say this is a Republican 
stronghold, the proportions being about five Republicans to one Demo- 
erat. 

No one can and no one has attempted to defend the stealing of that 
box, nor the methods used there in the State election in 1888; but I 
submit that there must be something more than the ordinary desire to 
get office that impels men to take such desperate risks. If it is true, as 
is that Democrats do so to prevent Republican rule it does not 
argue much for the Republicans of that locality. They claim that at 
this place, Plummerville, Judge Clayton was not treated civilly when 
he went to receive and prepare for burial the corpse of his brother. 
The testimony does not sustain this. Ido not believeit, but, on the 
contrary, believe that he was responsible for all the coolness exhibited 
towards him, if there was any. 

But suppose there was; why should all this abuse be heaped upon the 
Democrats? It wasa Republican stronghold. It seems that no one 
connected with Arkansas affairs, in the judgment of these gentlemen, 
is entitled to respect or consideration atthe hands of this committee— 
at the hands of the committee or the majority of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen have seen fit to drag into this 
case the corpse of the colored man Smith, who was killed by young 
Richmond, a Republican boy, it is said, in defense of his own life. 
They have recalled the sad death of George Bentley, accidentally killed 
by his brother. They have with much feeling referred to the death of 
Judge Benjamin, who was maltreated at Morrillton, and several weeks 
afterwards died of heart disease. His dead body is exhibited and the hor- 
rorsofhis death dwelt upon. The wounds of Supervisor Poker Charles 
Wahl are exposed and made do service. Why? Why, I ask, is this 


done? The committee can not show from the evidence that any of these 
rote, Clayton ata rn — 

George Bentley purposely killed his 
own brother to prevent him the assassin of John M. Clayton. 
The committee . e e too! General ton suspicions that 
young Richmond the negro Smith because he might have been 
a detective, though the proof does not show he was. The committee 
say we suspicion, too! eral Clayton suspicions that Wahl was shot 
because he knew something that he might tell. The committee say 
we have the same suspicion, and so these matters are put in the rt 
and used to prejudice the House and country Mr. Breckin- 
ridge. Now, when these gentlemen ask us to take these suspicions 
what do they ask us to believe? Think for a moment, gentlemen. 
You are asked to say that one brother has deliberately murdered an- 
other to prevent the ex eof an assassin. How void of brotherly 
love must be the individual who would suggest suchasuspicion? You 
are asked to say that a Republican white hoy has murdered a Repub- 
lican negro to prevent the discovery of the assassin of a Republican 
contestant for Congress, If this suspicion be true, what must be the 
character of the Republicans at Plummerville? 

This list of homicides has been brought here evidently for the pur- 
pose of obscuring the real issue to be settled, namely, whether Mr. 
Breckinridge was elected or not. By it they expect to distract atten- 
tion and steel the heartsof members for the rank injustice that they ask 
shall be inflicted upon my friend and colleague, and through him upon 
the people of Arkansas. What is it you have? Thesuspicions of General 
Clayton! As there is no evidence for such suspicion, is it not proper to 
inquire what manner of man he is? I do not know him personally, 
but he has a record, and from that the House may form some correct 
idea of the value of his testimony. I would like, it I had time, to call 
the death- roll of the victims of his administration in Arkansas, but my 
time is too short to undertake to do more than mention some in Con- 
way and Woodruff Counties, the two involved in this investigation. 

I would like to begin with the lamented Thomas C. Hindman, per- 
haps the most gallant and gifted son of Arkansas who ever represented 
her upon this floor. He, like Colonel Clayton, was taken off in tho very 
prime of life by the bullet of the assassin being shot through a window 
at night in the presence of his wife and children, just as he had closed 
a brilliant and bitter canvass for the Democracy against the Repub- 
lican nominee, Mr, Hanks, This was done when General Claytou was 
governor of Arkansas, and the assassin has never been apprehended. 
This was as much a political murder as was that of General Clayton’s 
brother, but no Democrat charged it to the Republican party or sought 
to hold Mr. Hanks ible for it. He, too, left orphans, at least 
one, a noble son, who is now an honored citizen ot the State. I would 
like to go with you to Woodruff County, one of the counties in this 
district which is assailed by the committee, and point to a few of the 
worst of the outrages committed upon the people of that State under 
the Clayton reign. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that just such an attack as you are mak- 
ing now, growing out of the reconstruction trouble of twenty-two years 
ago, lead to frequent difficulties in Arkansas? 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not think itis. But you make it necessary for 
me to state these facts by relying upon the statements and suspicions 
of General Clayton. For myself, I have no disposition to revive these 
memories, but they have as much to do with this case as those you 
have mentioned, 

No, Mr. Speaker, I am the very last man in Arkansas to refer to these 
things for the purpose of stirring up bad feelings. But if we must 
purchase quiet at the loss of our honor and self-respect, does it not cost 
more than it is worth? No man in Arkansas ever referred to these 
outrages in connection with this matter until General Clayton and his 
brother undertook to make political capital out of the death of their 
brother. When the people had risen in their indignation and were de- 
manding the hunting down of the assassins, when every Democratic 
paper of the State was teeming with editorials against it, when Demo- 
cratic clubs were giving rewards of money for the guilty parties, in the 
midst of this upheaval, in order tocheck it, they publish a declaration 
to the world charying in effect that the assassination was done for and 
in the interest of the Democratic party, and charging further that Mr, 
Breckinridge could have prevented it if he desired to do so; and the 
Republican party has taken up that slogan from that time to this. 

And for that reason, for the reason that, as I believe, they have un- 
dertaken to divert public ‘attention from the real question at issue, I 
call attention to their records. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can the genticman call our attention to any 
instance in which any responsible party has made the statement that 
Mr. Breckinridge conld have prevented it if he so desired? 

Mr. McRAE. Why, sir, if is stated in the published statement of 
General Clayton and reiterated by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And stated by Mr. BERGEN, 
of New Jersey, on the floor. X 

Mr. MoRAE. And is published in the majority report, and a pre- 
tended statement of facts coming from John M. Clayton's brother was 
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blished only a few days after his death, when the people of Arkan- 
Pes had risen ia their wrath and said inevery manner ible that, let 
it cost what it would, they intended to hunt down assassin and 
hang him, as he deserved tobe. If the assassin is not caught, there is 

innocent man in the State of Arkansas so much responsible for the 
failure as those men who make so much complaint against the officers. 

The statements of General Powell Cla: are in many matters con- 
tradicted by other witnesses, who testified in Arkansas, and yet his are 
accepted without qualification by the committee in almost every par- 
Ps Ag So it appears to me that his record is legitimate as going to 
the credibility of his testimony. Now, go with meto Woodruff County 
and see the list of murdered men who fell at the hands of the infamous 
Militia organized and sent out by the Clayton government to do what 
they did. 

This militia was made up of mountain boomers’? and ‘ moss- 
backs from Northwest Arkansas and Southwest Missouri and negroes, 
The Missouri contingent. was under the command of one Monk, a 
notorious scoundrel, thief, and murderer. 

Immediately after their arrival at Augusta they commenced rob- 
bing, plundering, arresting, and murdering the best citizens of the 
county, because, it is supposed, they were not in accord with radical 
rule. Nothing escaped them. Stores, dwellings, gin-houses, stables, 
corn-cribs, smoke-houses, hen-roosts, all alike suffered at their hands. 

Blackmail was levied upon the people, not simply to save their prop- 
erty, but their lives, and when the unfortunate individual had no 
money, his property or his life was the forfeit, and sometimes money, 
property, and life all went. i 2 

They took possession of a large two-story brick building in the town, 
surrounded it with barricades, converted the upper part of it into a 
bastile, in whichalargenumberof the citizens were incarcerated, some of 
whom were taken therefrom at night, shot to death, disembowled, 
their bodies filled with sand and thrown into White River; others were 
ransomed, some died from imprisonment and harsh treatment, and 
others were released by United States soldiers. 

The following isa list of those killed: 

Dr. M. D. L. MeKenza, an old and respected citizen. Shot at night 
and his body thrown into White River. 

John Tharp, sheriff under the Murphy government, ex-Federal sol- 
dier, farmer. Shot at night and his body thrown into White River. 

B. V. Jones, farmer, upright citizen. Shot at night and body thrown 
into White River. 

Richard Corley, farmer, veryold man. Shot down in his own yard, 
in the presence of his family, without cause or provocation of any sort. 

James T. Bland, a farmer, an old and upright man, torn from his 
bed at night, carried a few hundred yards from his kouse, and, despite 
the prayers and entreaties of his wife and little boy, shot him to death 
in their presence, and left him to be cared for by them alone. 

Dillard, a citizen of Cross County, on a visit to friends in Woodruff, 
shot to death at the house of his friend. 

A Frenchman, a citizen of the county, whose name I can not now 
recall, was shot at night, and his body thrown into White River. 

Captain Parker, an Englishman and stranger passing through the 
country, was killed and robbed on the public highway, his body carried 
a short distance from the road, and thrown behind a log, where it was 
found and buried by Maj. James B. Dent, an ex-Federal soldier, and 
present representative from Woodruff County, near whose house he was 
murdered. 

C. G. McCrory, an old man, farmer, imprisoned, died from exposure 
and bad treatment. 

Thomas C. Sugg, an old man, shot and maimed for life. 

McKenza, Tharp, Jones, Corley, Dillard, and McCrory were men with 
families. Their wives were widowed and their children orphaned by 
red-handed murderers under the authority and it is presumed by the 
direction of the chief executive of the State. 

And by the way, Judge Dent has testified in this case. He is oneof 
the men whose testimony is to be broken down by the negro witnesses 
relied upon to invalidate the returns of the townships in this county 
in order to make out this case. He was a Federal soldier, is, I under- 
stand, a good citizen, though a Democrat. 

Mr. MAISH. And a Grand Army man. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, a member of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

This same militia, in the county of Conway, shot, killed, and then 
burned the body of Mr. Casey in his own house. He was an honest, 
upright citizen. It was at this same little town, Plummerville, that 
Hooper was arrested by this militia and riddled with bullets. His 
body was found near the spot where Colonel Clayton was assassinated. 

And it is but a fair presumption that all these crimes were by the 
direction of Governor Clayton, because he signed an act pardoning the 
perpetrators after he knew what had been dons by them. 

These are onlyafewofthem. Similar depredations were committed 
in nearly half the counties of the State. There are little hillocks in 
almost every church- yard in the State which stand as silent witnesses 
against and reminders of the inſamy of Powell Clayton’s reign as gov- 
ernor. And yet they tell us that these men are to be believed against 


every white man who bas testified in this case. 
Mr. KELLEY, Will the gentleman yield for a question? I would 


like to inquire if the militia that killed these men were not called for 
the purpose of sup the ku klux organization in the State of- 
Kansas that was at that time dominating the State? 

Mr. MCRAE. The ka klux organization never dominated the State. 
That was only a pretext, These men were not ku klux, but if they 
had been they did not deserve such a death without trial. I person- 
ally know that some of the best men in Columbia County, in which I 
lived at that time, though a mere lad, were imprisoned; men who had 
never been members of any disloyal organization and had never been 
suspected of any crime, : 

Mr. KELLEY. Lask for information only. 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, Lask, in all candor, are the evidence 
and aaiae of this man to be believed, as against other witnesses of 

? 


good c ? 

Mr. DALZELL. When do I understand these terrible things took 
place which you told us about? 

Mr. MCRAE., When Powell 
Arkansas. 

Mr. DALZELL, How many years ago? 

Mr. MCRAE. About twenty years. 

Mr. DALZELL, Les; about twenty years ago. 

Mr. PEEL, Murder does not outlaw, you know. 

Mr. DALZELL. Do I understand the gentleman to 
was perfectly proper to kill John M. Clayton on account of 
which oceurred twenty years ago? 

Mr. MCRAE, No, sir; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. DALZELL, Then whatis this broughtin here for? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is to discredit the statement of the man upon whom 
you rely; that is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. Which man? 

Mr. McRAE. Powell Clayton. 

5 DALZELL, Well, he is one, of course, but there are many 
others. 

Mr. MCRAE. But he is the main one; he and McClure. Modlure 
was his chief - justice and close friend. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to know, also, whether or not this amnesty 
act you k of as having been signed by Governor Clayton did not 
include the ku-klux also? 

Mr. McRAE. No; I do not think it did. 

Mr. DALZELL. Did not it include both sides? 

Mr. MCRAE, I do not think it did, though I was not in public 
life at that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Are you sure about it? 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam not, but my friend who has just come in can 
inform you. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Itrelated strictly to the mili- 
tia and others who were operating under General Clayton’s direction. 

Mr. BOATNER. Have the Republican party ever repudiated these 
acts of the militia? ‘ 

Mr. MCRAE. Theyhaveneverrepudiated them. Neither the State 
nor the national Republican organizations have ever repudiated them. 


Clayton was governor of the State of 


e that it 
ese events 


Powell Clayton is a member of the National Republican Committee, 
chairman 


of the State executive committee, and controls the Arkan- 
sas patronage under this Administration even to fourth-class ces. 
Not only did he sign the bill to pardon these murderers and robbers, 
but a Republican Legislature thanked them for it. 

Is it not a miracle that aſter this record of robbery and murder Ar- 
kansas should have become a law-abiding and peaceful State, grown as 
it has for the last decade? Out of the ruin of war and the demoraliza- 
tion of reconstruction that followed, these people have endeavored to 
turn their faces from the pee and have built for themselves a pros- 
perity that challenges the admiration of the whole country. They have 
no desire to have the record of the past thrust upon them, nordothey 
want those who made this record. They have not sought vengeance 
against those who wronged them. The wrongdoers have been per- 
mitted to go and come as other citizens of the State. But, while this 
is true, it is unjust to the good, truth-loving citizens that the state- 
ments of men with such records should be permitted to outweigh the 
statements of others against whom no misconduct was ever 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr, LACEY. Did not all the Democrats in the Arkansas Legisla- 
ture vote for Clayton for United States Senator? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, not all. Some ot them did. 

Mr. LACEY. Did not nearly all of them vote for him? 

Mr. MCRAE. No, not nearly all of them. They tried first to im- 
peach him, and the Republicans broke a quorum and defeated that. 
He was also indicted in the Federal court for election frauds. Clay- 
ton said himself that they voted for him only to get rid of him, and 
when he saw that in this way the people would get the State govern- 
ment he declined until he got things fixed to suit him. Those Dem- 
ocrats who voted for him did not think him fit for Senator, but pre- 
ferred to have him in the Senate rather than governor. 

Mr. LACEY. And keep him upstairs. 

Mr. MCRAE. Les; they were anxious to get rid of him, and as th 
could not impeach him nor send him him to the penitentiary, th 
offered to send him tothe Senate. [Laughter on the Democratic side. 
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Mr. KELLEY. The question I wanted to ask the gentleman is 
whether it is true that the Legislature justified the militia and voted 
them a vote of thanks, as the gentleman said? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; it is true. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is not that pretty good evidence that the militia 
was right and should have been justified? 

Mr. MCRAE. No. The Legislature was Republican,made up largely 
of carpet- rs and scallawags. Nearly every good man in the State 
was disfranchised. The people did not justify them. 

Mr. KELLEY. Every good man! 

Mr. McRAE. The most of the good men. There were some good 
Republicans. And there were some Democrats who could vote and 
hold office, but generally Governor Clayton and his sort determined 
who went-to the Legislature and who held office. He had supreme 
control, When the people got the right to vote they hurled him from 
power. The best Republicans in Arkansas know that until the party 
repudiates Powell Clayton it can never be made respectable, so as to 
command the support of decent men. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will give me ten 
minutes more. 

I want now to come to the main point in the case. Let us take up 
the townships assailed and relied upon to unseat Mr. Breckinridge. 
It is admitted that the Plummerville box should be counted as the 
committee report. Now we will go to Woodraff County, and see what 
the facts are as shown by the report. 

Here is what they say as to— 


WHITE RIVER TOWNSIUIP, WOODRUFF COUNTY. 
The return shows: 


net 62 persons who swear they voted for Slapen deny that they cast the 
ving been cast by them. The original tickets were pre- 
sented to them before the committee, and are shown to be the opposite of what 
they voted. These 62 tickets were evidently changed by or with the conniv- 
ance of the Democratic judges of the election, and when corrected make a dif- 
erence of 62 off of Breckinridge's vote and 62 to be added to that of Clayton. 
These ballots had manifestly been substituted after they were deposited, and 
this could not have been done if the judges had not either permitted it or com- 
mitted the act themselves. This changeof 124 invalidates the return. A fraud- 
ulent return of this character can have no effect, and as a matter of law we 
must deduct from— 


Breckinridge’s re majority of. 817 
Tho votes so fraudulently returned . 
Ü las Sands E TE O K ůw— vosien) OOO: 


In counting Claytor’s vote, 44 yotes were credited to him in making Breck- 
inridge's original majority. The proof shows that he got 62 votes where the 
tickets were changed, 39 votes where his tickets were not changed, as shown 
by the voters themselves, and 5 others where the proof is that the voters were 
furnished with and cast Clayton tickets, and that the voters were Republicans, 
Total vote proved for Clayton, 106. He has already been credited with 44, so 
he should now be credi ed with the balance, 62. There were also two names 
of voters not on the book, who voted for Clayton. We will insert the names of 
all these voters in an appendix, which we think will be more convenient for 
reference than to incorporate them here. Deducting from Breckinridge's re- 
turned majority 64, leaves 572. 


In the same way they dispose of— 
COTTON PLANT TOWNSHIP, WOODRUFF COUSTY, 


In this precinct there were returned for— 


Breckinridge... 
Clayton. 
* 


* $ * * * * 


Deduct the vote returned for Breckinridge, the return being set aside for 
fraud, 186; leaving Breckinridge's majority 386. 

There were returned for Clayton 132; 48 voters swear they voted for Clayton, 
but are returned as voting for Breckinridge; this fraud invalidates the return. 
These 48 yotesshould be counted for Clayton; also 101 tickets in the returns 
arcing have been cast as returned, the voters being called as witnesses; also 

voters whose names are entered in the poll-books, and who are shown to 

have voted for Clayton; also 30 volers whose names were not on the poll-books; 

205, Of this 205, 192 are already counted for Clayton, leaving to be de- 
ducted 73; leaving Breckinridge’s majority 313, 


TOWN OF AUGUSTA, WOODRUFF COUNTY. 
The returns show: 


Breckinridge ..... dacedes, 98 
CABG BONE alas nck 8a peceba Seventies > S aen Ok 


The evidence of the voters showsthat 8 ballots were changed from Clayton to 
Breckinridge, and 7 persons swear they voted for Clayton, and are voters, and 
their names ure ou the poll-lists; 26 persons swear that they voted for Clayton, 
and are so returned; 10 persons are shown by other evidence to have voted for 
Clayton, and are so returned; also one ticket is shown to have heen voted for 
Clayton, and Clayton’s name afterwards erased, making a total for Clayton of 
52. Deduct the returned vote for Breckinridge, 98; balance Breckluridge's ma- 
jority, 215. Clayton is already credited with 34. Deduct the difference between 
34 and 52—18. ce Breckinridge’s majority. 197. 


In the same reckless manuer they wipe out the vote of— 


RIVERSIDE, WOODRUFF COUNTY, 


Returned for Breckinridge . 
Returned for Clayton . 


—— 2 —— . 197 


eee bee 


It appears from testimony of the voters that 29 Clayton tickets were changed 
and Breckinridge tickets substituted, thus invalidating the returns. 
* Deduct vote for Breckinridge, 197; ges i for Breckinridge, 0. The 29 per- 
sons whose tickets were so chan uld be counted for Clayton; also 32 
others appear and testiiy that they voted for Clayton, and their tickets so ap- 
pear; 25 persons admitted in the record to have voted for Clayton, whose 
tickets are so returned; also 4 ns who voted for Clayton, but whose nam 


perso: es 

do not appear on the poll-list ; also 1 vote with no ticket preserved in the box; 

total, 90. Already returned for Clayton, 59; balance to be counted to him, 31; 
total Clayton’s ET yAn. 31. 

Breskinridge did not attempt to prove up his vote at these boxes, but inci- 

the lists are attached to the Ap- 


dentally some of them were proved up, an 
pendix, 


Proved in Angusta for Breckinrid; 
Proved in Cotton Plant for Breckinridge 
Proyed in White River for Breckinridge. 


cc cates sad ANEL O ERA E E 


The balance of Clayton’s majority, without taking into account Freeman 
Township, Woodruff County, or the Plummerville vote in Conway County, is 24, 


This all means that because a few ignorant n who voted the 
Democratic ticket in 1888 now swear that they did not doso, that their 
oaths should strike down the entire township. They donot know how 
they voted, being unable to read and having to depend upon some one 
else to give them tickets, and because they now, for the mileage and 
fees, give this testimony, the white men who could read and do know 
how they voted are to be disfranchised. The returns made by honest 
men under oath areset aside, and 210 votes in White River, 182 in Cot- 
ton Plant, 98 in Augusta, and 197 in Riverside are deducted from Mr, 
Breckinridge. ? 

The negroes who now swear they voted for Mr. Clayton are counted 
for him, and the committee, taking advantage of a misunderstanding 
or by going squarely back on an agreement claimed by Mr. Breckin- 
ridge—one or the other, and it does not make any difference which—re- 
fused to Jet Mr. Breckinridge prove the votes he received in those 
townships. That is the action of a Congressional committee charged 
with investigating this case to determine who received the greater 
number of votes. But, Mr. Speaker, that is not all. They refuse to 
count for Mr. Breckinridge the votes that Mr, Clayton admitted be 
got in his notice of contest. The notice admits 44 votes in White 
River, 111 in Cotton Plant, and 149 in Riverside Township. Give him 
these and he is elected. ` 

In the notice of contest there was no assault made upon the town of 
Augusta. So if this is a contest and the committee only commenced 
where the contestant left off, as the gentleman from Iowa claims, what 
right had the committee to open that box? Iam notcomplaining of this, 
because I do not regard it as a contest in the sense that we understand 
a contest here; nor do [admit that the rule contended for by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections is the proper one in any case, but 
if it is there is certainly no reason for its application to this case. It 
is shocking to every sense of justice to ask the House to determine this 
case by the technical legal rules applicable to the courts in the trial ot 
cases of contests or other actions. 

Here a more liberal rule should and generally does prevail, This is 
something more than an ordinary contest. It is a public investigation 
in which the whole country is deeply interested. It was not ordered 
by any one man or set of men, but by the House of Representatives, 
for the purpose of determining whether Major Breckinridge was elected, 
and, if possible, to ascertain who assassinated Colonel Clayton. It is 
not a contest in any sense of the word. The real parties to the inves- 
tigation are the House on theone hand and the peopleot the Second Ar- 
kansas district on the other. They are the people who have the right 
to be represented here. and it is the duty of the House to ascertain 
whether they selected Mr. Breckinridge or not. If to get at the truth 
it becomes necessary to override what is claimed to be a precedent, 
then this House ought to have the courage to do so, appealing to that 
law which is the collected wisdom of ages, combining the principles 
of original justice with the boundless variety of human a‘ 25 

The following statement from the views of the minority will show 
what I think is— 


THE RESULT OF THE ELECTION, 


The minority do not find or believe that the cleotion was affected in the least 
or was intended to be affected by but one event, and that was the theft by an- 
known parties of the Plummerville ballot-box. The count of this vote, how- 
ever, upon the accepted proof of the majority of the committee, leaves Mr. 
Breckinridge a majority in the district of 413 votes, and this is his rightful ma- 
jority. But to show that Mr, Breckinr dge was elected upon every possible 
theory of the case, we give the following table: 


Breckin-| ra. 
| ridge. [las, 


Total vote returned for Breckinridge... 
Total vote returned for Clayton 
Deduct the lesser from the greater. 


Majority for Breckinridge ........ FORBES 
— =n 
Clayton's vote proved at Plummerville........0.......000 1 5 558 
Breckinridge’s vote proved at Plummerville...... .. aE, 
Deduct the lesser from the greater 1235 


Clayton's majority at Plumimerville...... ..ccsecccseeccenensen| corereeeen 


Breckinridge's majority brought down. .. 
Deduct the lesser from the greater.... . 


` Breckinridge’s true majority in the district................ — 
Town of Augusta, Woodruff County, s negroes who vo 

for Breckinridge testified they did not intend to so vote. 

ere sosessabeovoene 


Leaving majority for Breckinridge...........csscscccesereeee 
Riverside precinct, Woodruff County, 22 negroes testified 
as above: but the majority say 29. Multiply the latter by 
MARA n — ——— 


Leaving majority for Breckinridge. . . .. . 339 . 
Cotton Plant, Woodruff County, 48 negroes testified as 
above. Multiply by 2and deduct. . . . . . 96 
Leaving majority for Breckinridge . . . . 243 seess 
White River, 21 negroes testify as above, but the majority 
say 62, Multiply the latter by 2 and deduct........ — 


Leaving majority for Breckin ridge. . . v u 
They claim 29 negroes at Cotton Plant who did not vote 
(we make it 23) and are not recorded either way, but now 
come and say they did vote. Deduct this . ... .. 


Majority left for 3 S S TRGA 
Thirteen other negroes are brought up 
cincts and made to swear they voted. Deduct 


Majority left for Breckinridge. . . .. . . u sores 
According to the figures as com pated by McCain & Harrod, 
attorneys at Little Rock, for Mr. Breckinridge, the aboye 
final result, correctly computed from the testimony, ex- 
elusive of the negroes not voting at all, makes the ma- 
Jority for Breckinridge . eve eee ede 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRISP. I yield the gentleman five minutes more, 

I repeat that the most that can fairly be done in this case is to recom- 
mit with instructions to count the votes in the precincts thrown out, 
If upon full investigation it is shown that Mr. Breckinridge is not 
elected and honestly entitled to his seat, there is no member of this 
House, nor has there ever been a member of the House, who would more 
promptly resign than he. No man who has served with him and un- 
derstands his lofty character and manly courage will put his hand on 
his heart and say that he believes him capable of claiming a seat that 
he did not believe he was entitled to. He is entitled to this one ac- 
cording to the showing made here. He is entitled to it by the show- 
ing that the committee makes; and you can not take it from him ex- 
cept by downright injustice. 

e chairman of the subcommittee was asked yesterday if he had in- 
formed Mr. Breckinridge before he left Arkansas that the committee 
would throw out the whole vote of these townships and not count his 
vote unless he provedit. He tauntingly replied that they were not 
the guardians of Mr. Breckinridge. The committee, complaining of 
stealing the ballot-box at Plummerville, does in effect the same thing 
by refusing to count the votes at the boxes in Woodruff County. If 
Mr. Breckinridge is turned ont, as he will doubtless be, the fraud 
will only be surpassed by the great fraud of 1876, when by similar 
methods in Louisiana a legally elected President was counted out, and 
the monumental fraud of this century consummated. In conclusion, 
I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side that if they honestly 
stand upon the Republican platform that proclaims to the country, 
A free ballot and a fair count, they should vote to count the vote 
that was polled at the WoodruffCounty boxes, Either repudiate your 
platform or vote to count these polls. 

I 1 the House for its attention, [Applause on the Democratic 

side. - 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish tosay to my colleague 
that as to the box he has mentioned, although it was not included in 
the pleading, when the question came up 1 promptly requested my 
counsel to permit it to come in, for I wished no technicalities of any 
character to be allowed, desiring, as I did, a clean sweep of the entire 
field. I have the gratification of knowing that I have brushed all 
technicalities aside, even though I have not been met with a proper 
response. ; 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend my remarks and 
print some extracts from the testimony which I have not had time to read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man can do so, 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to recall the attention of 
the House to the merits of this case. If there ever was a case in the his- 
tory of this conntry that demanded a full and thorough investigation, 
this is one. The tragic character of the death of the contestant, 
stricken down as he was in the midst of the contest when engaged 
in taking testimony to vindicate his right to a seat in this House, 
arrested the attention and aroused the indignation of the entire coun- 
try, and I am safe in stating that no ple in all this country felt 
= stigma of that assassination more keenly than the people of Ar- 

nsas. 
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The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 2 is to be commended for 
having early in this session offered a resolntion to investigate this 
case. In that he had the cordial sapport of every Democratic mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections an 

kansas. Iu that resolution he proposed that a full and thorough in- 
vestigation of the case should be made. The language of the resolu- 
tion as pre by him is that a fall and thorough investigation of 
the contested-election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge” should be 
made, the committee to take and report all the evidence in regard to 
the methods of said election to the contest, and all events relating 
to or arising therefrom after said election, and as to whether the con- 
testant or the contestee, or either of them, was lawfully elected. 
Said committee may proceed to Arkansas, if deemed necessary by 
them, to take any part of said testimony. 


In pursuance of this resolution the chairman of the Committee on 


Elections selected a subcommittee of which the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] was made chairman. That subcommittee went to the 
State of Arkansas and with the utmost diligence proceeded to in- 
vestigate the case. The House is already aware how far they pro- 
ceeded in the investigation. The House knows that a fall and 
thorough investigation of the case was not made, and the debate now 
is mainly occupied with the question why the committee did not 
take all the evidence in the case. The excuse which the majority of 
the subcommittee offer for omitting to take all the testimony in the 
case, as they were directed to do by the resolution, is that the con- 
testee did not farnish them the names of the witnesses. Formy part, 
Mr. Speaker, I feel that we should have gone on. and made theinvesti- 
gation, notwithstanding the omission of the contestee to call the 
witnesses, and I am perfectly willing to share my part of responsi- 
bility for omitting to do so. 

The gentlemen on the other side of the House who constitute part 
of this subcommittee and myself differ in this respept, however, 
that, having failed to do onr duty and having had our attention 
called to it, they refused to do it when we came back here to Wash- 
ington, whereas I and my colleague on the committee, Judge WIL- 
SON, have been willing all along that the committee should enter 
upon a full and thorough investigation of the case and poll the 
vote of the contestee. Why did the subcommittee shut the doors of 


justice against the contestee? Why did they refuse to call these 


witnesses? They were certainly charged with that duty. Have 
they explained why they have not done it? They have offered the 
altry excuse here that a rule of law shut ont the contestee, that 

e had forfeited his right to have the witnesses called, that he 
should have had them called when the committee were in the State 
of Arkansas, and that after the committee returned to Washington 
it was too late. It must be remembered that these witnesses could 
have been called and examined with jnst as much ease in the State 
of Arkansas after the committee came back to Washington as when 
they were there; that is, they could have been examined as the 
witnesses in other contested-election cases are examined, It was 
unnecessary and useless for the subcommittee to remain in the 
State of Arkansas for the purpose of examining these witnesses. 

The gentleman from lowa also stated here that Major Breckin- 
ridge asked the committee to return to the State of Arkansas. Mr, 
Breckinmdge certainly never asked the committee to return to Ar- 
kansas, All he asked was that he might examine these witnesses 
before a notary public or a justice of the peace, as the witnesses in 
other contested-election cases are examined. What was the use or 
the propriéty of the subcommittee remaining in Arkansas for the 
purpose of examining witnesses as to the candidate for whom they 
have voted ? 

I want to read just a few examples of the examination of such 
witnesses there. Day after day the subcommittee sat in the United 
States court-house and examined witnesses by the hundred. Groups 
of ten or tifteen were sworn, and I venture to assert that there was 
scarcely a member of the subcommittee who paid any attention to 
their auswers after they were sworn. 

Here is the examination of one Book Trice (colored): 


Direct examination: 5 
Q. Did you vote at the election in Freeman Township, Woodruff County, in 
aie ag 18887 


No, sir. 
Q. To what political party do you belong? 
A. The ublican. s 
Q. Why didn't you go and vote that day? 
A. The polls wasu't open. 
Q 257 you there to vote? 


Tes, sir. 
Q. At the place where they had the election? 
A. Yes, sir. 
2 And there was no polls open? 
No, sir. 
Q What ticket did you want to vote? 
. For Clayton. 
Q. Clayton, clean? 
Yes, air. 
2 You wanted to vote a Republican or Democratic ticket? 
. Republican. 


Q at time did you get there at the polls? 
I got there about 9 o'clock. 


also the gentleman from Ar- 


oe 
* 7 1 


— 
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James Nelson (colored), called, sworn, examined, and testified. 
Direct examination: 
„What party do you belon; to? 
„ Did you vote inv that ‘election —the November election, 1868, in Freeman 
Woodruff Connty t 


© 


T 


: 


of day did t there? 
I reckon I {there about 10 o'clock. 
3 vou stay there? 
I staid there until about 3, I reckon. 
. And there was no polls open? 
. No, sir. 
What ticket did yon want to vote! 
. I intended to vote the Republican ticket. 
eee for for Congress 
ayton. 
„ voted that ticket if the polls had been open! 
es, sir, 
Q Can you read! 
No. sir. 


Frank Wallace (colored), called, sworn, examined, and testified. 


rererererer 
z 
3 


bo 


Q: Did you vote att e November election in November, 1888? 
A. No, sir. : 
Were you at the plage where they usually vote! 


didn’t you vote? * 
Mr. npin Sa had no key to open the box. 

opeu the polls? 

time did you get there! 

lock. 

did you stay there! 

our. 

no polls open while you was there? 

‘Where did you see Mr. Trice? 


zie that fr 

far is from the polls? 

rre ag oad Shah utente SF a there in his store. 
sir 17875 


TAER 
Po 


1 


see Mr. Trice over at the 


725 


5 
ue 
E 
3 


did you want to vote? 


kot did you want to vote? 
. Mais. Can read! 

A. Not very m 

John Swan (colored), called, sworn, examined, and testified. 
: Direct examination: 7 


grerererstergrererererere 
REN 
ia $ 


© polls? 

5 I started, but didn’t get there. 

How far did you on the road? 

from home, 
How does it come you didn't 
I mot the others and they 

. What time of day was that! 

. About 9 o’clock in the morning. 

„ What ticket did you want to vote? 

Republican. 

. — did you want to vote for for Congress! 

‘on. 

2 Wout you have gone there if the pol?s had been opened and used a ticket? 
Tes, sir. 

Mr. Mamu. Can you read! 

A. A little bit; not much. * 


Jeff Pitman (colored), called, sworn, examined, testified: 


on? 
there was no election. 


popore 


y: To what party do you belong! — 
e 
Q Did you voto at the November election, 1888? 
No, sir. 
2. Was you at the polls! 
Yes, sir. 
time did you get there? 
Abont 10 o’clock. 
. How long did you stay there? 


About an hour. 
Q: What ticket did you want to vote? 


. Who di ye want to voto for for Congress? 
Cleveland—not Cleveland, neither. 
4. 11 — on want to vote for Cleveland, Breckinridge, or Clayton? 
Q. Why didn't you vote? : 
A There was no polls open. 
Cross-examination : 
Q. How old a man are you? 


Iam twenty-five. 
Q How long have you lived in that township? 


ears. 
2. 8 born? Do you'know? 
. I was born the first year of the surrender. 


2 How long have you lived in that county, Woodruff County? 
It has been over three years in October. 
Q. fee did 
ane — * 
Q How many crops have you made here? 

I have made three, 
2 zog have made three crops? 

ea, 


sir, 
Mr. Can you read? 

A. No, sir. . 

Now, sir, you may go through this whole record and you will find 
the examination of these witnesses nearly all of this character. Yet 
the gentleman from Iowa insisted that the contestee in this case de- 
manded that the subcommittee should return to the State of Ar- 
kansas for the p of taking testimony like this. The contestee 
never made any such demand. It was only proposed that these wit-. 
nesses should be examined 1 as witnesses in ordinary con- 
tested elections are examined—before a notary public or a justice of 
the peace, Was that difficult? Would fhat have consumed much 
time? If that course had been pursued we would have had the tcs- 
timony of all these witnesses long before this. It would have con- 
sumed perhaps one week, at the utmosttwo weeks. Yet the gentle- 
man from Iowa says that the tariff debate was proceeding here, and 
therefore the committee could not hear this evidence of the contestee. 
It was more important in the estimation of the gentleman from Iowa 
that he should listen to debates on the tariff (or perhaps he was in- 
tending to make a speech on the tariff) than to decide fairly and 
justly the right of a member to a seat in this House. 

Mr, LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask whether you expected when you left Ar- 
kansas to have to go back there to take testimony ? 

Mr. MAISH. I Certainly did not. IfI was trying to do anything 
at all I was trying to explain that nobody contemplated returning to 
Arkansas for the purpose of takin et gree 1 that had never entered 
the mind of anybody on this side of the House. It was proposed 
that the testimony of these witnesses should be taken precisely as 
the testimony of witnesses is taken in other contested-clection eases. 
Was there any objection to that? 

Mr. LACEY, Certainly there was. 

Mr.MAISH. Did the resolution of the House contemplate that the 
subcommittee should take all the testimony in the State of Arkansas? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly it did. 

Mr. MAISH. It did not. 

Mr. LACEY. Read it. 

Mr. MAISH. The resolution distinctly says that the committee 
may take a part of the testimony in the State of Arkansas. You 
never understood that it was to take the whole of it there; I never 
did, You as a member of the committee had no right to preclude 
the contestee from taking testimony here. > 

Mr. LACEY. The question of taking depositions was presented 
down there and refused. 

Mr. MAISH. Very well; you have lad your say on that subject; 
that was not what you interrupted me abont. 

The said subcommittee may proceed to Ar i necessary 
them, to take any part of said 3 Er yR 12 

What does that language mean? You drew that resolution; what 
did you mean by it? You certainly did not mean that the subeom- 
mittee should take the whole of the testimony in Arkansas. Ifyou 
had meant that, you would have said so. : 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not; they took a part in Washington. 

Mr. MAISH. What part were they to take in Arkansas? 

Mr. LACEY. They certainly were not to bring four hundred or 
five hundred witnesses from Arkansas to Washington. 

Mr. MAISH. I certainly should have objected most strenuously to 
that, as I did object in committee to my colleague remaining there and 
taking the testimony of witnesses who testified simply as to how they 
voted. These witnesses might as well have been examined before a 
notary public or a justice of the peace, as has always been done in 
other cases. My conception of the instructions embraced in the reso- 
lution was that the committee was to visit the scene of this assassi- 
nation and the stealing of the ballot-box, and investigate that mat- 
ter more particnlarly on the spot; and as no one had been prose- 
cuted, as no light had been thrown upon the atrocious murder of 
John M. Clayton, that was an object worthy the attention of the sub- 
committee; and that was the object. as I understood, of their visit 
to the State of Arkansas. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me recur to the Seine pany controversy 
between the gentleman from Iowa and ot hag He undertakes to 
maintain that the sitting member was made to understand that no 
witnesses who merely testified as to how they voted would be ex- 
amined in the city of Washington; that this question was decided 

inst the contestee in the State of Arkansas. Upon what gronnd 

e gentleman makes such a statement I do not know. I do know 
that there was no such understanding. I do know the sitting mem- 
ber believed that if he would make application to the whole com- 
mittee to take such testimony the spionen would in all probability 
be granted. I, if I recollect aright, assured him eved suc 
would be the case. I know he was not precluded from making the 
ap) tion in Washington by mng occurred at Little 

e last night’s proceedings of this committee, that I conceived to 


come from? 
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be quite as important to the eontestee as any other part of the 


proceed- 
ings of this record, were for some reason omitted. No record of the 
ements and understandings between the majority and_ minority 
of the committee in respect to the taking of testimony in Washing- 
ton appears, a strange omission, an omission that can not be too 
severely censured, and out of which has arisen all of this controversy 
about this matter. I personally and emphatically requested the re- 
orter then and there to note everything that was said npon the sub- 
ject, telling him that this was quite as important and as necessary a 
part of the record of the case as any other part that he had already 
taken down. 

When attention was called to this omission, which was in the 
full committee, the gentleman from Iowa stated that it was inad- 
vertently done, and that he would send a telegram at once to the 
reporter in the State of Iowa to get him to furnish the record of the last 
night's proceedings. He exhibited to me the next day, or perhaps 
the day after that, a telegram from the stenographic reporter of the 
committee, which stated that he had not taken down those proceed- 
ings because he did not consider them asa necessary part of the record. 
I told Judge Lacey that I regretted this exceedingly ; that if was, 
in my judgment, very important that this record should have been 


8 Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. MAISH. Les, sir. 

Mr. DALZꝭELL. Will you tell me now what took place according 
to your own recollection? 

Mr. MAISH. Yes, sir. I will before I get through. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh. 

Mr. MAISH. Ithinkithas been pretty emphatically stated already. 
Asyou are aware, Judge WILSON and Judge COOPER were not present. 
They had already started for home. Mr. BERGEN, Mr. LACEY, and 
myself were the only members of the committee present. 1 was in- 
formed Mr. BERGEN has already expressed his regret that the whole 
of this record was not returned by the reporter. My co e on 
the committee who now sits before me [Mr. Lacey] will not deny 
that this isa very meager part of what took place that night, and I 
pause for him to deny that statement. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a part of it, is it not? 

Mr. MAISH. Is it the whole of it? 

Mr. LACEY. I stated on yesterday that it was not. 

Mr. MAISH. That is just what I have said, and that itis a very 
meager part of it. 

Mr. LACEY. But I will ask if it is not true as far as it goes? 
Now, I hope you will be equally frank and answer that question, 

Mr. MAISH. Well, I do not know that it is. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, give a frank answer to that; be honest and 
candid; do you not know that it is? 

Mr. MAISH. No; I do not. 

Mr. LACEY. You deny that it is accurate? 

Mr, MAISH. Why, you can prove the rankest atheism from the 
Scriptures themselves by omitting an important part of a sentence. 
And so the reporter has omitted to tell us all that took place at that 
meeting. y 

But F shal go on, Mr. Speaker. The last information I had as a 
member of this committee as to these proceedings was the telegram 
of the reporter that the proceedings in question had not been taken 
down by him at all. I knew nothing to the contrary. Not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections on this side of the House knew 
anything to the contrary, and the first intimation we had that any 
part of these proceedings had been taken down was what appeared 
in the report of the majority of this committee. What particular 
character to give to that kind of conduct I will not suggest, I will 
not comment upon it as I feel prompted to do. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the first information we had that the stenog- 
rapher in Iowa had furnished a copy of this record of the last night’s 
proceedings was, as I said, what appeared in the report of the ma- 
jority of this committee. Upon finding that paper in existence my 
surprise was even greater than the surprise so graphically described 
by the gentleman from Iowa, of the colored voter when he was con- 
fronted by a Democratic ticket after he swore ho had voted the Re- 
publican ticket. We had been informed by the stenographer that he 
took no part of the proceedings of that night, and yet we found in 
the report what purports to bo a part of the record of those proceed- 
ings without a word of explanation, nota hint that such record had 
been received, and I did not know that it had been sent until my 
friend Judge WILsoN told me that Judge ROWELL told him it wasin 
the Committee on Elections long after the majority report was sub- 
mitted to the House. I have it here in my pocket now somewhere. 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the official report of the stenographer. Now 
let us seo what the reporter says, and, if the comments of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] are not justified by what it does 
say, then Ido not understand the meaning of the English langu 
This was sent, as Isuggested, after he had solemnly told the chair. 
man of the subcommittee that he had omitted to take these proceed- 
ings: f 

In the matter of the inv: of the commi 
. See had ot Linde sy e 24 to Hing 1600, 
ee I 5 fle, on recall on the night 

Mr. Lacer. Now, — are thas nay othar witnesses to be exumatnsd 


Mr. MCCLURE. I bave none. 
Mr. Mota. We had thought of offering some further evidence, and bringing 
some other witnesses; but we have concluded to accommodate the committee, as 
ou are anxious to get away and get back to Washington, and we will say we are 


rough. 
Ar. LACET, We want to takb all the evidence you have to offer, and are willin 
to stay until you are through; but iH you have nothing further to offer we will 
adjourn sine die. 

he committee adjourned sine dic. 


Orrumwa, Iowa, July 21, 1890. 

Lhereby certify that the above is the record of the adjournment of the commit- 
tee in the above-entitled investigation, as shown by the short-hand report of said 
proceedings taken by me. - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does he state that the short-hand notes were 
taken at the time the thing occured. 

Mr. MAISH. I have read the certificate. It states that it is the 
9 — 8 as shown by the short-hand report of said proceedings taken 

y me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, every gentleman that was present there knows 
that this is not the record of the proceedings of the adjournment that 
took place on the night of May 8, at Little Rock. Ipersonally took 
some part in the colloquy that took a ace there that night, not 
a word of which appears in this record. I was particular to in 
sist that the contestee should not waive his right to examine wit- 
nesses in the city of Washington, I had before me the instructions 
of the House of Representatives, and with the understanding that 
he might make an application to the whole committee to take testi- 
mony he and his attorneys consented to an adjournment. 

Now I will tell you what my recollection is in substance. I do 
not profess to give the whole of it, nor the exact e. I think, 
under the circumstances, the other side ought to consent to the 
taking of this testimony. There is not a court in the United States 
that would not reopen it and allow the defendant to call his witnesses 
and have them examined. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Let me suggest to the gentleman that instead 
of making his own statement he read the confession of the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. MAISH. Ishall do that before Igetthrough. I have several 
of them here that I shall read. I will say that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] distinctly refused to grant permission to examine 
witnesses before a justice of the peace in Arkansas. I suggested 
that there and he would not consent to it. 

Mr. LACEY. At Little Rock? 

Mr. MAISH. At Little Rock. He refused that evening and on 
that oecasion. He did, however, say that application might be made 
to the whole committee at Washington, and if they saw fit, that wit. 
nesses be examined in the Stateof Arkansas, he was satisfied. And 
in pursuance of that understanding—— 

Mr. LACEY. What witnesses in the State of Arkansas? 

Mr. MAISH. Any witness whatever, any witnesses that the — 
tleman from Arkansas chose to call. There was no condition what - 
ever as to the kind of witnesses. I had in my mind his right to prove 
up his vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mais] if the record does not show 
a list.of witnesses in accordance with that agreement, addressed by 
my attorneys here to the whole committee, aud if that application 
to the whole committee was ever submitted to the whole committee! 
I believe it is a fact that it was submitted to the subcommittee, and 
not to the whole committee, to which I had permission to address 
the application. 

Mr. SH. Iwas absent from the city of Washington at the’ 
time, and was paired with my colleague on the committee, Judge 
Cooper. I do not of course, of my own knowledge, know what oc- , 
curred before the subcommittee, but I address that inquiry to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], whether such applicano as is 
mentioned by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] was 
presented to the whole committee. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] 
never presented any application to take the testimony of these wit- 
nesses in Arkansas before the whole committee or the subcommittee 
or anybody else; but he did address a conditional request to the sub- 
committee, and said if our ruling was going to be in a certain way, 
then he would like permission to take testimony. He did not sa 
in what form, whether to have the committee go back to Litt 
Rock, or whether to take it in the form of deposition, or how. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Was that ever submitted to 
the whole committee ? 3 

Mr. LACEY. It is in the record. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, one moment, The 
chairman of, the subcommittee states that I did address an kopina 
tion, or that my attorneys did, to the subcommittee. That is your 
statement, I understand? You stand by that? [A pause. ] Speak. 
Dogou stand by that? 

. LACEY. The gentleman’s statement is in writing, and it 
speaks for itself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And it contradicts your 
statement flatly. It is addressed to the whole committee, and it 
contradicts ns statement. b 

Mr. LACEY. It was on condition that certain rulings, which 


had not been made, might be made in a certain way. 
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7 * Was that application submitted to the full com- 
ttee . 

Mr. LACEY. It was submitted to the subcommittee, ruled upon 
by the subcommittee, and their ruling reduced to writing, and en- 
tered of record and printed in the record. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Read it. 

Mr. LACEY, Why ask me that? It is all of record. 

Mr. MAISH. It is verysimple to answer it. If it was say“ yes,” 
and if it was not say no.“ 5 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, if it was not, he would dodge the ques- 


on. 

Mr. MAISH. I would like to have that question answered was it 
submitted to the full committee? 

Mr. LACEY. I told yon what it contained, yesterday. 

Mr. MAISH. Then it was not submitted to the full committee? 

Mr. LACEY. You are drawing an inference now and the infer- 
ence is not true. The gentleman appeared before the full committee 
with his counsel and there argued that the action of the subcommit- 
tee be overruled, and the full committee acted on it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I haye no recollection of 


that, 
Mr. LACEY. You did, when the case came up for a hearing. You 
udiated the action of the subcommittee. 
* BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that was a subsequent 
8 

Mr. LACEY. It covered the whole question. The subcommittee 
ruled foritself. It was asubordinate body. Our ruling was brought 
before the full committee. Your counsel, ex-Attorney-General Gar- 
land, and yourself appeared before that committee, you in person, 
and the other gentleman by brief, and asked that this action of the 
su beommittee be overruled, and insisted that you had certain other 
rights. But the subcommittee offered to let you take the testimony 
of the Washington witnesses here and you declined to doit. 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman has stated an ro Mead different 
matter, and I shonld like the gentleman to produce the record to cor- 
roborate his statement. 

Mr. LACEY, The gentleman’s brief states it. 

Mr. MAISH. It will not do for the gentleman to say that the de- 
cision of the subcommittee in writing was incorporated in the report, 
and that that was read by the whole committee and that it was in 
that form submitted to the whole committee. That, sir, will not do. 
The gentleman from Arkansas had a right to have his petition sub- 
mitted to the whole committee in the first instance, It was the nn- 
derstanding that it should be presented to the whole committee. The 
gentleman from sans tiles hac DALZELL J, my colleague, and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and all should have been con- 
sulted when this petition was presented, and their solemn and formal 
action upon it should have been part of the record. I believe now 
if the application had been submitted to the whole committee that, 
with the fight they haye before them to-day, they would have al- 
lowed the gentleman from Arkansas to Lowes up his vote, and they 
would not have occupied the position before the country that my 
colleagues on the subcommittee do to-day. 

Now I will read part of the ee of thesubcommittee, which 

we have here in the record at page 375: 


Mr. GARLAND. Has the day for closing the case been decided on? 

Mr. Lacey. No; it has been left open so that Mr. Breckinridge might be heard 
on the subject; but we would like as soon as possible to fix a day. 

Mr. BERGEN. When will you have your application ready? 


Mr. GARLAND. Monday. 

Mr. Wusox. There is no di tion on the of the committee to curtail the 
taking of the full case for either side. The object of the committee, as I under- 
stand it, is to investigate the whole case to the bottom, and to get at the bottom 
facts, and if Mr. Breckinridge still has witnesses that he thinks are material to 
IN case, there will be no division in the committee as to the propriety of calling 

om. 

Mr. LACEY. Except as to witnesses in Arkansas. Full opportunity was given 
Les! fo eai any: witnesses that were wanted, and it was understood that the case 
was 


That was not the understanding. 


Of course we do not want to go back to Arkansas. We can get together Mon" 
* and decide in regard to other witnesses. 

r. Witsox. We ought to have a full meeting before we decide it. 

Mr. Lacey, Mr, Maisu and Mr. COOPER are 

Mr. GARLAND. I will have my application prepared on Monday. 

Mr. Wusox. Then we can adjourn to meet then. 

Mr. Lacey. We can get toget Monday on the floor. A 

Mr. GAkLAND. Quite likely, on consultation with Mr. Breckinridge, I will find 
the list of witnesses we want to summon much shorter than was supposed. 

Mr. Lacey. The two witnesses, Wood and Coblentz, have been sent word not 
to come unless they are sent for. s 

Mr. GARLAND. ere are they? 

Mr. Lacey, I don't know just where Wood is. His testimony probably would 
not much of it be exactly competent any — 5 It isanostly hearsay; what differ- 
ent people that he talked to said to him. We have his full report ofthe work he did 
as a detective, the people he talked to, and what he learned, etc. If itis wanted it 
=n goi — ie well, and would be as competent as most of his testimony would 

0 
Š Mr. pce Will you make a personal application for the taking of further tes- 
mony? - 
2 — Lane O, we can get together on the floor Monday and decide it. It will 
` Mr. GARLAND (to Mr. BERGEN). No, I will have it either in print or typewrit- 
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Mr. Wnsox. That is all ‘There is I to curtail 
g havin; parte hae gree? apt np scope er 


. BERGEN. Not at all. ` 
Mr. GARLAND. 80 1 I will make cation in due form, 
The committee then, at 10 o'clock and 25 minutes, adjourned. 


Now, if that means anything, it means there would be no limit to 
the contestee’s right to call witnesses, but that a full opportunity 
should be givenhim. That was distinctly agreed upon at that meet- 
ing. Now, we had another colloquy about this matter before the 
whole committee, but I do not know that I shall occupy any fur- 
ther time with that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; go on. 

Mr. MAISH. Here it is: 5 

Se Lacer. i would like to ask if you challenge the fairness of the subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido most emphatically. This, of course, is Mr. Garland's 
argument, but I do charge unfairness, 

Mr. Lackx. I would like to ask if on the night we left thero it was not asked 
if any more testimony was necessary, and your counsel said they would take no 
more testimony there that night. 

I think that is correct as far as it goes, with the understanding that 
he might make application before the full committee in Washington, 
and was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. On conditions covering two things: fi licit 
not one of which has been complied with, 2 tho taking 89 In Wash 
ington; and next, that the whole question was just — opan in 23 as it 
was in Little Rock, and inquiry was not to be construed at all as 

Mr. Lacey. What specific promises ? 

Mr. BRecKINKIDGE. Well, at the request of the subcommittee, wedeferred sum- 
mouing parties from St. Louis, in connection with the Meecham Arms Com 8 
It was suggested by you, Mr. Chairman, that we have a meeting in St. Peat: 
but afterwards prefe: to bring them to Washington, that you declined bere 
afterwards. And as regards Mr. Wood, it was stated and admitted by yourself, 
and apparently assented to by the committee, that it would be more convenient 
to have Mr. Wood come to Washington than Little Rock. I think you will re- 
member you said his coming to Little Rock was inconvenient. I oftered to pay 
his way there and es he Sa he would bein Washington, which was specifically 
denied afterwards. ‘Then in regard to Mr. Coblentz, it was stated that it was 
easier to call him to Washington than Arkansas, 

Mr. Lacey. That is three; what others? 

Three, it seems, were not enough. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will not pretend to call them all off. * 
A MEMBER. We would like to have it, because it seoms to be a matter of contro- 


versy. 
Mz, Musy. I would suggest I was sorry to see that 8 of the proceedings 
which related to the taking of testimony subsequent to the adjournment there 
not in the record. I think Mr. Breckinridge would be sustained entirely if it was 
there. I was very particular that that should not be waived at all, and I discov- 
ered VATENT they quit taking testimony. There is not a single thing in the 
record abont 

Mr. Lacry. The omission is that the reporter probably failed to tako that. 

Mr. Malsu. 1 had nally requested the reporter to take down everything. 

Mr. Lacey. I think it is important we should have these names. 

Mr. Cutsr. Who was the reporter? 

A Memuer. Some one from the West. 

Mr. Crise. He must be required to produce it. 

Mr. Lacey. I shall telegraph him in regard to it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My, distinct understanding with tho chairman was that any 
of these witnesses that I desired should be brought to Washington, and therefore 
I did not enumerate them all to the chairman. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman does not pretend that a reservation 
of the right to take depositions in Washington would allow the gen- 
tleman to bring up here six hundred witnesses as to who cast votes? 

Mr. MAISH, Ido not pretend tostate anything of that kind. My 
understanding was that the right on the part of Mr. Breckinridge 
to ask the permission of the full committee to examine witnesses as 
to the votes cast in Woodruff County was distinctly reserved. 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you mean call the voters? 

Mr. MAISH. Yes; why not, in Arkansas, 

Mr, LACEY. Have you not already said that I refused to con- 


sent-—— 
Mr. DALZELL. Do you mean to say that anybody contemplated 
bringing all the voters in those precincts here to Washington to tes- 


tif, 
Str. MAISH. Ifthe gentleman understood me as saying anything, 
he understood me as saying distinctly that they should not be 
brought here. The method of their examination had not been a 
subject of discussion, but I never contemplated that they should be 
brought here. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ithonght not. 

Mr. MAISH. Certainly not. But I did contemplate that they 
should be examined precisely as witnesses in other contested-elec- 
tion cases are always examined. That was the cheapest and easiest 
way of 5 them. I considered it a useless expenditure of 
time and money for the committee to sit in Little Rock and examine 
witnesses, samples of whose examinations I have read to the House, 
but I was anxious that they should be examined as witnesses are 
usually examined in contested-election cases. 

Ihave not quite finished this dialogue, Mr. Speaker. I read fur- 
ther: ; 


Mr. Lacer. Did not on that occasion say there were about twenty-five 
3 you desired to tako in relation to these votes ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not at all. That related to another matter. Istated, Mr. 
Chairman, distinctly, that if you were going to adjourn I would like to get the 
power to have d tions taken, and that I might want to take the depositions of 
a large number of witnesses as to how they voted, eto. 


That is what Mr. Breckinridge says was his understanding. I 
had not discovered that before; I will read it again. 


- 
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I stated, Mr. 8 distinctly, that if were going to adjourn I would like 
to get the power to bave depositions taken, 9 that I might want to take the dep- 
ositions of a large number of witnesses as to how they voted— 


That is precisely as I understood it. Mr. Breckinridge goes on— 


but that until I bad opportunity to confer with counsel I could not tell defi 
nitely. The chairman knows bow brief the time was. Everything was under 
whip and spur, and we had no previous notice in the way matters are usually con- 
ducted. That was denied me, and it was stated in that connection that the whole 
question was just as open in Washington as in Little Rock. 


It was stated repeatedly in that Eocene that it was just as 
open in Washington as in Little Rock. Mr. Breckinridge pro- 
ceeds: . : 

Well, I said, “Tf it is just as open in Washington as in Little Rock it does not 
make any difference to me whether we sitat Washington or Little Rock.” What 
I wanted to know was whether it was entirely open. Isaid, “‘ You have the 
power to close it here, but I want you to understand you do not close it at this 
time or at this place with my consent.” 1 

Mr. Lacey. There is no controversy about that. 

Well, there seems to have been no controversy about that between 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] and Mr. Breckinridge; at 
least so Mr. Lacky says. At this point Mr. BERGEN made a re- 
mark: 

Mr. BERGEN. I want to enter right hers a denial of the statement as made by 
Mr. Breckinridge, and I want to state that this question was not to be open in full 
committee er in Washington. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That related to the business of the subcommittee and the 
fall Carpe and they can attend to it at any time. 

Mr. Matsu. I state that it was understood it should not be closed and we might 
determine und take testimony just as we saw fit. 

Mr. BREcKINRIDGE, It was as open here as there. Those are the exact words 
of the chairman. 

Mr. BERGEN. I do not think there will be any controversy between Mr. Mais 
and m about it. Iam sure 

Mr. Maisn. Certainly not. 


Mr. HAUGEN and several members. Suppose we go on with Mr. Garland's brief, 
Mr. Chairman. 


Now, there cau not be any further controversy, after examining 
these extracts from the proceedings of the committee here in Wash- 
ington containing the admissions of the chairman, which entirely 
and fully corroborate my recollection of what occurred, and the 
recollection of my friend the gentleman from Arkansas, that the 
right to take farther testimony before the whole committee was 
distinctly reserved. Then why did the committee shut the doors 
against the gentleman from Arkansas, and refuse to take the tes- 
timony of the witnesses who had voted for him after having taken 
the cia of the witnesses who swore they had voted for Mr. 
Clayton? There may be an honest difference of opinion about what 
occurred. Our recollections may not agree, but, if anything is es- 
tablished beyond controversy or doubt, it is that there was a mis- 
understanding. The gentleman from Arkansas believed, honestly 
believed, and in that belief he was supported by myself and could 
be supported, I am sure, by a half dozen gentlemen who were pres- 
ent in the court-house that night, that he would have the right to 
make his application here to examine these witnesses, and if he 
labored under that belief and applied here to beallowed to examine 
these witnesses, ugen what principle of justice can the committee 
deny him that right? . : 

We will not put it upon the gronnd that the agreement was, in 
fact, made; we will put it upon the ground that the matter was 
misunderstood—that Mr. Breckinridge was led to believe that he 
would have the opporrantty to examine his witnesses. Now you 
have cut him off, when he honestly and justly labored under the be- 
lief that he would be allowed this opportunity. You deny him this 
tight, and say that he was not elected. Can you do that? The 
record in this case shows that Mr. Breckinridge was elected. It 
will not do to say that he did not call his witnesses. You have here 
the testimony before you that he received enough votes to elect him; 
the votes which were cast, as shown by the records before ns to-day, 
give him a majority of at least 77. Yet, after having denied him 
the right to his witnesses, after refusing him the opportunity 
to prove up his vote, you stand here and say that he was not elected. 

What was asked to be done was easy todo. Here is the poll-book. 
I would ask my friend from Alleghany to look at this poll-book. 16 

ntains the name of every voter, Democrat and Republican, at Au- 

precinct. Every one of these voters could have been subpœ- 
paed in Arkansas, and would have been, if the instructions of the 
House had been complied with. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is that one of the precincts where the judges are 
charged with fraud ? 3 

Mr. MAISH. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then what evidence is there that that is an hon- 
est 3 if the judges committed fraud f 

Mr. MAISH. Very well; you could have sabpmnaed the witnesses 
and found whether they were in being or not. I did not ask you to 
count the votes in this book. 

Mr. ROWELL. How do you know that the names on that book 
are houestly there, if the judges committed frand? 

Mr. MAISH. How do I know you are there before me? I see you. 
If I suspected you were on the outside, I could send out and ascer- 
tain, You summoned a good many of these witnesses, and you got 
their names from this very book. Why could you not do it on our 
side as well as yours? 


XXI——607 


Mr. DALZELL. May I interrupt you a moment? 

Mr. MAISH. Certainly. 5 

Mr. DALZELL, I want to understand your position; I do not 
know that I do. Do you say that Mr. Breckinridge left Arkansas 
with the understanding that he should be at ale after coming to 
Washington to prove up the votes in these assailed precincts ? 

Mr. MAISH. No, I have not said that. 

a 3 What do you say his misunderstanding was—as 
to what z 

Mr. MAISH. Well, I have tried to be explicit; I am unfortu- 
nate, of course, in not baving made myself plain. 

Mr. DALZELL. The fault is mine, no doubt. 

Mr. MAISH. I know the gentleman has the ability to understand 
the seen language: perhaps I have not the ability to use it as 1 
onght. 

Mr. DALZELL. I assure the gentleman I am asking the question 
for information. 

Mr. MAISH. I will state what my understanding was. It was 
that the question should be as open before the whole committee in 
Washington as it was before the subcommittee in Arkansas, and that 
Mr. Breckinridge might make application here before the whole 
committee to haye his yotes proved up. That application never was 
presented to the whole committee. 

Mr. DALZELL., Is it not true that the gentleman before leaving 
Arkansas never thought of calling witnesses to prove the votes? 

Mr. MAISH. What “gentleman” do you allude to? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Breckinridge. 

Mr. MAISH. I do not know what he thought; I know what I 
thought. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does not his petition filed before the committee 
on the 20th of May show that? 

Mr. MAISH. Now, I protest, I am answering for myseif. I never 
treated this as an adversary proceeding. I never looked upon this 
case as an ordinary contested-election case, y 

Mr. DALZELL. If not, then how could you take depositions? On 
whom would you serve notice to take depositions? 

Mr. MAISH. Why, the resolution anthorized us to take testimony. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not to take depositions. > 

Mr. MAISH. Well, if there had been any doubt or difficulty about 
that the House of Representatives was in session and would have 
enlarged our powers, 

Mr. DALZELL, On whom would you have served notice to cross- 
examine in taking depositions? 

Mr. MAISH. On whom was notice served in Arkansas? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, that was all over. 

Mr. MAISH. How was it done in the first instance? There would 
not have been any more difficulty in this case than in the first in- 
stance, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Allow me to say to the kons 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that the very words I 
used, as admitted by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. LACEY], cover 
the proposition of polling the vote. I used the language that I 
might wish to take the depositions of a great many witnesses to de- 
termine how they voted, That language I spoke of having nsed in 
Little Rock; that language the gentleman from Iowa said I did use. 
He said there was no controversy between us about that. That is 
your official report. 

Mr. LACEY. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania says that I 
in express terms told you that the subcommittee would not consent 
to send down for depositions on that question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Precisely; but that did not 
preclude the whole committee, or the subcommittee at any other 
other time, from doing it. The express a 
question was as open in Washington as in Little Rock. 

Mr. LACEY. Then your complaint is not against the snbcommit- 
tee, as I understand, but against the committee. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That communication, which 
I addressed to the whole committee, bas, as I understand you, never 
been presented. 


Mr. LACEY. Oh, you presented it in a two anda half hours’ 


talk, ~ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkausas. I presented it to yon, have 
ing the case in charge, for the chairman of the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. LACEY. You presented it in an argument 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen contend, as I under- 
stand them, that that is fair treatment of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, to take his petition and act upon it themselves aud not submit it 
to the whole committee to which it is addressed, and then say, as the 
gentleman from Iowa now says, that he presented it in his argument 
to the whole committee. 

Mr. LACEY. What Isay is that when the gentleman from Arkansas 
resented it to the subcommittee or its chairman, and not to Mr. 

OWELL, the chairman of the whole committee, a petition that he 
wanted the subcommittee to rule on, aud the subcommittee in ex- 
press language did rule on it as a subcommittee, put their ruling in 
writing and putit on the record, giving him the right then to appeal 
to the full committee, that after that the sabcommittee had done what 
he asked exactly, and if he had any objection to make, or any criti- 


ment was that the 
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-~ cism as to the ruling of the subcommittee, he should have gono be- 
fore the fall committee and mate his complaint. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me call the gentleman’s 
attention to the record in this case. 

Mr. MAISH.. Mr. Speaker, I trust these protracted interruptions 
will not come out of my time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will not occupy further 
the time of my friend from Pennsylvania. 

The SPE. R pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman's 
time has been consumed to the extent of five minutes in that way. 

Mr. MAISH. I think very much more than that. 

I nnderstood the gentleman from Iowa to say that the petition— 
and I ask his attention to this—of the contestée was presented to the 
subcommitteo, and that in pursuance of such action on his part the 
subcommittee took action on the petition and decided adversely to 
his reqnest; in other words, not to take further testimony. Now, I 
will ask the attention of the gentleman to page 378 of the record of 
this case, to show that he is mistaken about that statement. Here 
is the commencement of the petition : 

To the Committee on Elections in the House of Representatives in the Fiity- 
first Congress, ete.— 


Mr. LACEY. Oh, I know that. 


Mr. MAISH, But the gentleman said it was presented to the sub- 
committee. 
Mr. LACEY. It was addressed to the general committee, but was 


handed to the chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course, as a vehicle of 
transmission to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. LACEY. Andthe gentleman will find on anexamination of the 
record, on 351, that the subcommittee on June 3 examined the 
3 of the contestec and decided against it, and so reported to 

e full committee; and on the 4th day of June yon will find the 
criticism of Mr. Breckinridge and his connsel on their action ad- 
dressed again to tho fall committee. 

Mr. SH. Now, the gentleman from Iowa says that because 
this petition was handed to him, therefore it was presented to the 
subcommittee. But a communication of this character addressed to 
the fall committee could not have been construed as the gentleman 
construes this to mean, that it gave the three members of the sub- 
committee, or any three members of the Elections Committee, au- 
thority to consider the question. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. MAISH. It was so addressed—to the full committee—and so 
intended to be presented to the fall committee, and if you gentlemen 
had remembered what occurred in Little Rock, you would have pre- 
sented it to the whole committee and had their action upon it. 

yor LACET: May I ask you why it was presented to the subcom- 
mittee 

Mr. MAISH. It was not presented to the subcommittee, 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; Mr. Witson met with the subcommittee. 
Mr. Breckinridge presented it, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why, I gave it to the gen- 
tleman on the floor of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. And the subcommittee met and decided upon it, be- 
ing addressed to them. 

Mx. OUTHWAITE. They bad no business to pass upon what was 
properly a matter for the full committee. 
. LACEY. But this has had the action of both the subcommittee 
-and the full committee. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. But you had no right asa subcommittee to 


pass upon it. 
Mr. LAckx. If we had no right to pass upon it, why was the 
gentleman idiotic enough to present it to the subcommittee. 
Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But I presented to the gen- 
tlemen on the floor of the House for the Committee on Elections. 
Mr. LACEY. Oh, you were simply uing me as a page, I suppose. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; if you take in that 


sense. 

Mr. LACEY. Thank you for your kindness. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary to comment on 
such conduct. The petition was 1 to the gentleman from 
Iowa and was addressed to the whole committee. Could he have 

‘misunderstood his duty? Suppose it had been presented to him as 
a member of the committee, would he have undertaken to consider 
the question involved in the subcommittee ? 

Mr. LACKY. Did he not file it with the subcommittee? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; I handed it to you for 
the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. LACEY. Did you want me to appear as counsel for you be- 
fore the committee? 

Mr. MAISH. How could the full committee have known what the 
paper was, unless yon presented it when it was handed to you by the 
dear from Arkansas? The proceedings of the last night as 

ished by this stenographer were also filed in the committee, but 
biis never knew it was here until my colleague’s attention was called 
it. 

Mr. LACEY. A copy was furnished to every member of the sub- 
committee; why didn’t they know it? 

Mr. MAISH. What copies? ° 


Mr. LACEY. Why, five copies of this petition. It was in type- 
writing, separately printed. 

Mr. CRISP. But I thought the gentleman claimed the subcom- 
mittee adjourned sirg die in Arkansas. If so, what business had 
or to meet to examine into any other matters? 

r. LACEY. They adjourned at that time so far as Arkansas was 
concerned. : 

Mr. CRISP. That is not what it sa It says sine die. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I cortainiy have consumed a great deal 
more time than I intended about this feature of the ease. Now that 
there is this doubt about the right of the contestee to prove up his 
vote, is it fair, Isubmit in all candor, to decide this case against him? 
Does not the gentleman from Iowa know that if the gentlemen from 
Arkansas [ Mr. Breckinridge] had the right to-day 2 up his 
vote in the county of Woodruff that he would have a majority of the 
votes cast in that election? And if that is so, how can you justly 
say that he is not entitled to his seat in this Honse? We could go 
on to-day and call these voters, and every one who has not testi- 
fied that he did not vote for Mr. Breckinridge, or that he voted 
there and his vote was not counted; would, I am sure, testify that 
he voted for Mr. Breckinrid And that would give him a ma- 
jority in the election. And if that is so, with what justice and can 
yon stand here and say that Mr. Breckinridge was not elected? 

I want to call attention to a few other uliarities in this re- 
port. The majority of the Committee on Elections have taken oc- 
casion to refer to a military organization in the town of Morrill- 
ton. They speak of the colored voters being timid, and that such 
an organization is calculated to intimidate the colored voters. They 
also refer to the fact that Mr. Benjamin was cruelly assaulted in the 
town of Morrillton, from the effects of which he died. The gentle- 
mwan from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] says that he died in afew days after- 
ward. He died three weeks afterward, from heart failure, which 
perhaps the doctor is right in attributing to the fright and shock of 
the assAult made on him at the town of Morrillton. But I wish to 
call attention to the fact that in the town of Morrillton there is no 
complaint abont the election. It is conceded thatitwasfair. There 
were no frauds at Morrillton; no negroes were intimidated there. 
The Republican candidate received his full vote. There was no pre- 
tense that there was any fraud or any irregularity at the election in 
the town of Morrillton. ; 

Reference is also made in this report tothe killing of Smith. Iwant 
to ask the 3 from Iowa now upon what evidence is the as- 
sertion made in the report that Smith was a detective or that he was 
assisting the detectives. Put your finger upon the testimony. I 
have vainly sought for it. 

Mr. DALZELL. We will help you ont. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not know whether I can point to the place in 
the record now, but I will leave it to Mr. DALZELL. There will be 
no trouble about it. It is in the record. 

Mr. MAISH. It was also found necessary to connect the death of 
George Bentley with this case, to assert that Bentley was about to 
divulge some great secret. Now, where will the gentleman from 
Iowa find the testimony that George Bentley was going to turn 
State’s evidence and furnish certain evidence to the detectives? We 
do find one Warren Taylor here who says that a man by the name 
of Earl told him that Bentley was about to make revelations, and 
that therefore the inference is drawn that his brother killed him in 
cold blood that he might not doit. Now, the whole evidence, and 
I should be happy to be corrected if I am mistaken—the whole evi- 
dence upon which that charge is founded is the statement of Taylor, 
and this is the kind of testimony that the majority of this commit- 
tee has based its finding upon. Here is the testimony: 

g About what time did you start away from Plummerville? 

. We waited there about half an hour, i gnats I did not know what time it 
was; but it was 7 or been ad pank 7 o'clock, maybe 8; I could not say. 

Q. Do you know any g about George Bentley making an arrangement for 
prey Foe evidence after that! 

A. Lheard it stated. 

2 From whom did you hear it? 

From Jim Earl. 


g Was Earl one of the men who went with you? 
. He knew all about what was done. 


Jim Earl was not.called. Wedonot know anything about ni £ 


Upon this hearsay evidence the statement is made that George Benf- 
ley was aboutto turn State’s evidence, that he was accidentally killed 
by his brother, and that “a strange fatality seemed to attend per- 
sons whocommunicated with the detectives.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, it would require more time than I am disposed 
to consume to go through the whole of this report. I simply want 
to conclude by calling the attention of the House to the vote in this 
district. I have said that if the votes which Major Breckinridge re- 
ceived in this district had been counted, if the committee would 
count them now they would show unmistakably that the sitting 
member is elected by a majority of 77. The total vote returned for 
the sitting member in this district was 17,857. The total vote re- 
turned for Clayton is 17,011, giving Mr. Breckinridge a majority 
of 846. Clayton’s vote proved at Plummerville is The vote 

roved at Plummerville for Major Breckinridge is 125, giving to 


layton at this poll a majority of 443. This would reduce the major- 
ity of Major Breckinridge to 413. 
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Now, Iam allowing all the votes that it was proven were cast for | consideration of the bill Which I called up this morning, and to which 


on. 

In the town of Augusta, Woodruff County, eight negroes who 
voted for Breckinridge testified that they did not intend to so vote. 
Taking the 8 away from payee at and adding it to the vote 
of Clayton makes a difference of 16. That leaves a majority of 307. 
In Riverside precinct 22 negroes testified as above, but the majority 
say 29. Multiplying the latter by two and deducting from the ma- 
jority of Brockiari ge and we have 339 majority for the sitting 
member. 
In Cotton Plant Township they proved by 48 negroes that they 
voted for Clayton, whose votes, as they alleged, were counted for 
Breckinridge, making 96 more to be deducted, still leaving a ma- 
jority of 243. In White River Township 29 negroes testified that 

ey had voted for Clayton; and that ey were counted for Breck- 
inridge. This will reduce Mr, Breckinri ge’s majority to 90. Thir- 
teen other negroes were brought forward and testified they did not 
vote at all, but were counted for Breckinridge, and this reduces 
his majority to 77. Can anything be fairer than-this, to deduct 
from Mr. Breckinridge’s votes those which you show did not vote 
for him, and count the remainder of the votes cast for him at those 
polls in his favor? 

Mr. HILL. Well, you have counted these votes for Mr. Clayton. 

Mr. MAIS H. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. They were evidently, I suppose, counted on the other 


side? 

Mr. MAISH. They had been counted on the other side. 

75 HILL. Why not then deduct the same votes from the other 
6? 

Mr. MAISH. Ihave done so, and it still leaves Mr. Breckinridge 
with a majority of 77. 

Mr. HILL. Idid not understand that. i 

Mr. MAISH. That includes every vote that they claim; but it 
does not throw out the votes that Mr. Breckinridge received and 
which he asked permission to prove. 5 

Now, is it fair to unseat this member upon this showing? This 
is a part of the record of this gase, and it can not be controverted. 
The only ground upon which they propos to unseat Mr. Breckin- 
ridge is that he did not prove up his vote as he might have done. 
He asked permission to doit. Now, in Heaven's name, why should 
he not have had an opportunity to do so, especially as he labored 
under the belief that he was to have that right? I did not suppose 
for one moment that a committee of this House wonld reject so fair 
and just a proposition as that. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that concludes debate on this side of the 
House, except so far as the time will be occupied by the gentleman 
trom Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge], who it is desired shall conclude 
the case on this side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was recognized. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment. Ihave 
spoken to our friends on the other side, and it is our purpose that Mr. 
Breckinridge shall occupy an hour of the time of the House. He be- 
lieves he can finish the case in that time, and that being true, the hour 
being late, and the House thin, if there be no objection, I hope the 
gentleman on the other side will move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding that there would 
remain two hours, one hour to be used by the contestee, and reserving 
one hour to the side I represent, to be used to-morrow, and that then 
the vote will be ordered. I understand my friend from Georgia is not 
willing that the previous question shall be considered as ordered, but 
that debate will end at that time. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘That is all we desire for debate, Of course, as I said 
privately to the gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman from Arkansas 
states that he sincerely hopes that he will be able to finish his state- 
ment in an hour, and that is all he has a right to under the rule. 
Hee BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think I can cut down toan 

ur. 

Mr. CRISP. At least, if he should not be able to do it, it would be 
for the House to determine if he be permitted further time. 

Mr. TRACEY. It has been the customof the House to give a gentle- 
man all the time required. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘Therefore I have no objection to making this statement 
so that there may be no misunderstanding. Mr. Breckinridge will 
close in his own behalf, and when he shall have done so, that will 
finish the debate so far as this side of the House is concerned. 

Mr. LACEY. And one hour will be reserved for this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Breckinridge] will proceed in the 
morning for one hour, unless his time may be extended by the House, 
to be followed by one hour on the other side. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And that will close debate. 

Mr. CRISP. That will close debate so far as we are concerned and 
so far as they are concerned. 


SURVEY OF LINE BETWEEN NORTI AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent for the 


objection has, I think, been withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (5.3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey and mark the 
seventh standard parallel between the States of North and South Dakota, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is „au- 
thorized to cause to be surveyed, ascertained, and d y marked, by suita- 
ble and permanent 5 seventh standard parallel of public surveys 
between the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, such survey to conform 
in all respects to the general system of public surveys of the Uni: States. 

„FFVCCCCCCCVCCCTCTCVTCTCTCTCCCTCTCTCTCT0TCTCTCTCTCTCTCT(TTTTTTT—T—— ont 
tea moneys in the Treasury not 8 0 wai 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota whether or not I understand that this is to 
define the boundaries between two States. My understanding is that 
the boundaries between two States is a matter for the States. The 
States have always run them by agreement, as in the cases of — 
land and Virginia, When the late Mr. Beck arbitrated it; and also 
the case of the boundary between Tennessee and Kentucky. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And between Ohio and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And between New Jersey and 
New York. The lines there were located at the expense of the States. 

Mr. PICKLER. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky and the 
gentleman from Ohio—— * 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand it was the same 
way between Delaware and Pennsylvania, and I would suggest to my 
friend to let this matter be printed in the RECORD and caf it up in the 
morning. 

Mr. PICKLER. H hope that will not be insisted 2 > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I suggest that you let it be 
printed in the RECORD and go over. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
There are plenty of precedents that are directly in point. There are 
cases where the surveys were made between Missouri and Iowa, and be- 
tween the States of California and Oregon, after the territory in those 
States had become States. There is Government land lying along on 
either side of this imaginary line of the seventh standard parallel, and 
they can not tell to which land office it belongs. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that the lines in these old States were fixed by colonial grants, but this 
is an altogether different situation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentleman is right. I desire to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that in the admission of every State into the Union, for the 
last fifty years at least, the boundaries have been fixed. Now, you 
haye Government land out there, and the officers can not tell to which 
district it belongs. You have a land office in one State and another 
land office in another State, and they can not tell to which State and 
which office the land belo: and it is absolutely necessary that this 
line should be defined. You have United States courts lying along 
this line, which is purely imaginary, and you can not tell which State 
has the jurisdiction. A 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. This is to make certain the line, is it not? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is to make certain the line, and it authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to cause the survey to be made. 

Mr. MCRAE, I know it is a matter of some importance as respects 
lands there. ` 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill has passed the Senate. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. ‘This matter was brought =i 


here this morning, and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN 
objected. He is absent. He was going to look into the matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. He said that he was going to look into it for the 
very reason that the gentleman from Kentucky speaks of—as to whether 
there was a precedent.. I submitted the precedents to the gentleman 
this morning, and, as I understood, he is satisfied. There are two prec- 
edents directly in point. Besides that, the States have been ent and 
separated from the territory of the United States, and the United 
States Government has always defined the boundary. In fact, there is 
no other power that can do it. It would not do to have these States 
define the lands. The Government would not have notice and would 
not know of it. The Government has land lying along this line, and 
it is absolfttely necessary, and it ought to be done. The Senate has 
passed this bill, and it comes here for action. It is only to give the 
Secretary of the Interior permission to make the survey. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. LI only desire to put on rec- 
ord my objection to making such precedents. I think that it is a bad 
precedent and ought not to beset. The reasons which the gentleman 
give seem to be plausible, but this is a State matter and not a matter 
forthe General Government. The two States of Dakota are exactly the 
ae = toy other States. ButI will not object tothe consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that this separates the territory of what was one single Ter- 
ritory into two States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That does not change the 
fact. When a Territory becomes a State of the Union it becomes equal 
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to every other State in its privileges, its responsibilities, and its duties. 
It is the equal of every other State whether they were in the original 
thirteen or not. i 
Now, the boundaries of the States are State matters and not national 
matters, and they ought to be run by the States themselves. Having 


said this, I willnot object to the consideration of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask a single question. I was under the 
impression that this item was in the sundry civil bill, but I am not cer- 
tain about that; possibly it is in the deficiency bill. If it is in the 
deficiency bill it can be stricken out, as that is not yet closed up. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is notin the sundry civil bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PICKLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHOOL FARMS, BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk, being a bill (H. R. 785) to ex- 
tend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacteff, eto., That the time prescribed forthe redemption of school farms 
iv Beaufort County, South Carolina, r the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the redemption and sale of the school-farm lands now held in Beaufort County, 
South Caroling, by the United States,” approved March 3, 1887, be, and the same 
is hereby, extended to two years from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and j 

Mr. ELLIOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. COOPER, of Indiana: 


Whereas the select committee now charged with the investigation of certain 


Is there objection to the present con- 


charges the Commissioner of Pensions, heretofore submitted to it, has 
been reo ized by reason of the retirement therefrom of one of its members 
under such circumstances as to suggest the necessity of a more extended in- 


vestigation of that officer and bureau; and 

Whereas it is charged in th- New York World, St. Louis Republic, and other 
23 newspapers of the United States, that certain corporations have been 
created for the purpose of advancing real-estate speculations in the city of 
Washington, that the said Commissioner is the president of one, and that lead- 
ing officials in that Department are at the head of another such corporation; 
that the stock thereof has been openly offered and sold among the employés 
of said bureau; that a circular was issued containing, among other like state- 
ments, the following: It is desired that all employés of the Pension Bureau 
who wish to do so shall be given ample opportunity to secure stock." 

— 5 end the board of directors by unanimous vote passed the following 
resolution : 

* Resolved, That preference be given employés of the Pension Office to sub- 
scribe for the first 240 shares of the stock of this company, and that the books 
of the eres be kept open ten days for that purpose,” 

And that these things are done and advertised over the official signatures 
of such employés is well known to said Commissioner; an 

Whereas in its issue of September 2, instant, and other recent issues, the New 
York Tribune—another leading newspaper—specitically charges gross viola- 
tions of the law and misconduct in office on the part of certain employés in 
said bureau, all of which has been and is well known to said Commissioner, 
but which he condones and refuses to punish or correct; and 

Whereas heretofore, on the 9th day of oe deg 1890, Representative ExLok. of 
‘Tennessee, introduced a resolution in which it was charged that one John 
Raum was advertising himself as an attorney practicing before said bureau, 
and claiming special facilities for the prosecution of certain classes of cases, 
coupled with a statement that he was a son of the Commissioner, and said 
resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules and never reported back to 
the House: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That said committee be, and it is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to investigate all of said charges, and any like or kindred matters which 
affect the ma ment of said bureau, whether it relates to the said Commis- 
sioner or any officer or empl. yé thereof; 


5 the Select Committee on Charges against the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of-committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and dis of as follows: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10429) for the 
relief of Uriah Bryant, accompanied by a report (No. 3052)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 


ment the bill of the House (H. R. 9861) for the relief of Holmes & 


Leathers, accompanied by a report (No. 3053)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Ag- 
nes R. Rice, accompanied by a report (No. 3054)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was intro- 
duced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11945) to retire the circulation 
of national banks, to issue legal-tender notes in lieu thereof, to reduce 
the interest-bearing public debt, to amend the laws in relation thereto, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 11946) for the relief of Wash. R. 
Wharton—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11947) for the repayment of pur- » 
chase money on erroneous entry of public lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11948) to correct the 
military record of Joseph Grattis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 11949) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ s 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 11950) for the relief 
5 15 estate of Phineas Burgess, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of O. B. Caswell, John J. Brown, and 
32 others, of Washington, praying for the repeal of the timber-land 
laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Buffalo Merchants’ Ex- 
change, favoring reciprocity with South and Central America and 
Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: Petition fora national Sunday- 
rest law—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, September 5, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of 79 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the of what is known as the Paddock bill, prohib- 
iting 70 adulteration of diet and drugs; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. r 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, 
prohibiting the adulteration of diet and drugs; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 27 voters, citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying that the Paddock bill may become a law, and that the adul- 
teration of diet and drugs may be prohibited; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that Congress may pass the Paddock bill, as being the most effective 
yet presented to prevent the adulteration of articles of diet; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. - 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that the Paddock bill may become a law and take the place of any in- 
complete and inadequate measure claiming to regulate articles of tood 
and drink by man, whether simple, mized. or compound; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 79 voters of St, Louis, Mo., praying 
that Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, may become a 
law, and that the adulteration of articles of diet may be prohibited; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. presented a resolution adopted by the Board of 
Trade ot Detroit, Mich., favoring the reciprocity measure as proposed 
by Mr, Blaine; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 88 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying that Senate bill No. 3991, known as the Paddock bill, may be- 
conie a law instead of any partial, incomplete, or inadequate measure, 
such as the Conger House bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of 90 residents and voters of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying that Senate bill No, 3991, known as the Paddock bill, 
may become a Jaw, and the adulteration of articles of diet and drags 
effectively prohibited, and this without the interposition of the rev- 
enue department; which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 

He also presented a petition of 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that the Paddock bill to regulate articles of diet be enacted instead of 
any partial and incomplete law on the subject; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also. presented a petition of James N. Brown, president of the 
American Central Insurance Company, and 87 leading business men of 
St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 prominent business men of St. Louis, 
Mo.; the petition of F. Gantz, George Pickering, and 89 leading busi- 
ness men and mechanics of St. Louis, Mo.; the petition of George H. 
Clark, F. C. Wicks, and 87 prominent citizens and business men ot St. 
Louis, Mo.; the petition of E. M. Hake, J. C. Farley, Peter Wolf, and 
87 business men, mechanics, and laboring men of St. Louis, Mo.; the 
petition of Solon N. Sapp, John A. Tevis, and 54 leading business men, 
and 27 laboring men and mechgnies of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the Paddock pure-lood bill, and protesting against the pas- 
sage of any partial or inadequate measure that does not fully protect 
the people in every particular; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 86 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., asking 
that the Paddock bill now before Congress may become a Jaw instead 
of any partial legislation on the subject of the adulteration of articles 
of diet; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
that the Paddock bill regulating the manufacture and sale of articles 
of diet, and prohibiting the adulteration thereof, may become a law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 79 voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition 
of 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo.; a petition of 87 voters of the city of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 
82 voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 57 voters of the city of St. 
Louis, Mo.; a petition of 32 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 77 
citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 69 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 
a petition of 79 citizens and voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 21 
citizens and voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 89 citizens of St, 
Louis, Mo.; and a petition of 54 residents of St. Louis, Mo., praying 
for the enactment of the Paddock bill prohibiting the manufacture and 
eale of articles of diet and of drugs injurious to health, and to protect 
the people from the use of such compounds; which were ordered to 
lic on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a resolution of the Philadelphia Conference of 
Baptist ministers, in favor of legislation forbidding the use ot the mails 
to any lottery; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a resolution of the Philadelphia Conference of 
Baptist ministers, in favor of legislation prohibiting the sale of liquors 
in the Capitol building; which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., 
asking for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OP COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the followiny bills, reported them each without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (II. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements; 


and ` 

A bill (S. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the pen- | 
sion-roll. 

Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; | 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; and | 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construetion of a bridge across 
Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reterred the bill 
(S. 4200) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of ac- 
counts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 9632) to amend An act to prohibit the importation 
and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia; 
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Å bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours 2 day's work for all la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or by or on behalt of the District of Co- 
Tumbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government ot the United 
States or the District of Columbia, and providing penalties for violation 
of the provisions hereof; 

A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor upon 
the construction or repair of any building, house, or other structure 
belonging to the United States; and s 

A bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from be- 
ing furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government, 
and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub- 
lic buildings or other publie works. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say as to these reports, the committee con- 
sidered the bills as thoroughly as they could, but owing to the late 
period of the session, we felt under the necessity of placing them in the 
possession of the Senate; and some members of the committee reserve 
the right to be heard in dissent from the report. 

Ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bilis will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4371) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and 
termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District 
of Columbia ; which was read twice by its title, and reterred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4372) to provide for placing the 
electric wires connecting the several Departments of the Government 
at Washington, D. C., under ground; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. i 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 4th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 437) granting a pension to Benjamin W. Botts; 

An act (S. 471) for the relief of the Norfolk County terry committee; 

An act (S. 721) granting a pension to Jeanie Brent Davenport; 

An act (S. 735) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives ot 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased; 

An act (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady; 

An act (S. 803) granting a pension to William P. Madden; 

An act (S. 805) granting a pension to William N. Cline; 

An act (S. 811) granting a pension to Zephaniah H. Bones; 

An act (S. 992) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 

An act S. 998) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
William H. Fenton; 

Au act (S. 1048) granting a pension to Lloyd H. Snell; 

An act (S. 1238) granting a pension to Daniel Donovan; 

An act (S. 1303) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda L. Wisner; 

An act (S. 1356) granting increase of pension to Daniel C. Kent; 

An act (S. 1506) granting relief to Samnel D. Harper; 

An act (S. 1524) granting a pension to Mena Holmes; 

An act (S. 1554) granting a pension to Eveline A. Noyes; 

An act (8, 1702) granting a pension to Kozalia Junk; 

An act (S. 1703) granting a pension to Betsey Mansfield; 

Au act (S. 1928) for the relief of Henrietta E. Boggs; 

An act (S. 2058) for the relief of Isabella Hance, administratrix ot 
William Hance; 

An act (S. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Doud; 

An act (S. 2493) granting a pension to John Swearer; 

An act (S. 2610) granting a pension to N. L. Young; 

Au act (S. 2766) granting a pension to John McLaren; 

An act (S. 2813) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; ` 

An act (S. 2954) granting a pension to Charles A. Norton; 

An act (S. 3031) giving the consent of the United States to the State 
of North Dakota to appropriate for the use of the State Agricultural 
College, as a site for that institution, section 36, township 140, range 
49 west, situate in the county of Cass, in said State; 

An act (S. 3174) constituting Cairo, III., a port of delivery in the cus- 
toms collection district of New Orleans; 

An act (S. 3202) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit 
and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; 

An act (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary S. Miller; 

An act (S. 3918) in regard to collisions at sea; 

An act (8. 1442) to authorize the construction of two bridges across 
Beeuf River, Louisiana; and 
; * act (S. 4213) to provide au American register for the steamer 

talia. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3089) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior tosurvey and mark the seventh 
standard parallel between the States of North and South Dakota. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
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785) to extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beau- 


fort County, South Carolina; in which it requested the concurrence of 


the Senate. 
l THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
being in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rève- 
nue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was an understanding last evening that a 
vote should be taken this morning on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] in regard to gloves, but as that 
Senator is absent, I suggest that we go on reading the free-list until 
he comes in. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there benoobjection, the reading 
of the bill will be resumed at page 110. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

FREE-LIST. 


Sn. 2, The following articles when imported shall be exempt from duty: 

448, Acids usod for medicinal, chemical, or manufacturing purposes, not spe- 
cially provided for in this act. 

449. Aconite 

450. Acorns, raw, dried or undried, but unground. 

451. Agates, unmanufactured. 

452. Albumen. 

453. Alizarine, natural orartificial, : 

454. Amber, unmanufactured, or crude gum, 

455. Ambergris. 

456. Aniline salts. { . 

457. Any animal imported specially for breeding pur 
free: Provided, That no such animal shall be admitte 
bred of a recognized breed, and has been duly ered in the book of record 
established for that breed: 5 further, That certificate of such record 
andofthe igree of such an shall be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, du N authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record, to- 

ther with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such animal is 
the identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. The 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regulations as may be 
required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 


Mr. VANCE. What is the necessity and propriety of this proviso ? 
If an animal is imported for purely breeding purposes, why should it 
be uired that it should be of any particular breed, and that the 
Kaima imported should have a pedigree, be registered, and so on? 
I do not see the propriety of that, and I move to strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
ont will be read. K 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 457, on page 111, line 3, after the 
word “ free, strike out the following: 


Provided, That no such animal shall be admitted free except it be pure bred 
ofar breed, and has been aay registered in the book of record estab- 


ses shall be admitted 
free except it be pure 


debe for that breed : And , That certificate of such record and 
of the pedigree of sach animal shall be produced and submitted to the customs 
officer, duly authenticated by the proper custodian of such book of record, to- 

er with the affidavit of the owner, agent, or importer that such animal is 

e identical animal described in said certificate of record and pedigree. The 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe such additional regulations as may be 
required for the strict enforcement of this provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to strike out 
the proviso which has just been read. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island be good enough, 
if he can, to state the object of this proviso? I confess I can not see 
the wisdom of it, that no animal shall be imported except one of a par- 
ticular breed, or, in other words, a thoroughbred, and that the record 
should be kept of the breed. What record? In this country or in the 
foreign country? I should be very glad to havesome explanation made 
of this proposed provision of law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator refer to the first proviso? 

Mr. BUTLER. I refer to the proviso which it is proposed to strike 
ont. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think the purpose of the proviso is apparent 
upon its face. It is to exclude animals for breeding purposes or ani- 
mals ostensibly imported for breeding purposes which are uot pure 
bred animals, and the effectof the importation of which would not be to 
improve the stock of the United States. It is for the purpose of pre- 
venting a fraud upon the law. A large numberof animals are now ad- 
mitted from Canada and from Mexico, nominally for breeding pur- 
poses, but really for the purpose of evading the duty which is imposed 
upon animals imported for other than breeding purposes. I think the 
p of the paragraph is plain enough. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose if a man wanted to evade the law all he 
would have to do wonld be to say that he had a thoroughbred horse or 
animal that he was introducing for breeding purposes, and then put it 
to whatever use he chose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has to produce the pedigree, the record, in the 


. 


Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. Then if he produces the pedigree he can 
devote the animal to any purpose he pleases, so that you do not get 
around the fraud by that proviso, You simply put a restriction upon 
the importation of improved animals in this country without getting 
rid of the fraud which the Senator says has been perpetrated upon cus- 
toms officers. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the matter is thoroughly and carefully 
guarded by the last proviso. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, it occurs to me that the reason 
to be given should come rather from those who propose to strike out 
this proviso than from those who propose to retain it. The matter is 
avery simple one. Beyond question the animals of this country have 
been very vastly improved by the importation of thoroughbred ani- 
mals from abroad. Take the importations of cattle in the different 
varieties known as the Shorthorn or Durham, the Holstein, the Here- 
ford, and the Galloway, or Polled Angus, all these breeds have been 
introduced and have been crossed with the native or smaller cattle of 
this country, to a very large degree with the Texan cattle that have 
been brought up on the Western plains, to the very great advantage of 
the meat product of this country and to the advantage of both the 
producers and consumers, 

It seems to me that this proviso is in the direct interest of the agri- 
cultural communities of this country and of the farmers who are en- 
gaged in the raising of horsesand cattle. It will prevent the impor- 
tation of inferior stock, and provide that only the finer strains of horses 
and of cattle shall be brought to this country when they are brought 
for breeding purposes. That is the main purpose of their importation, 
although they of course are used for other pu 

For the breeds of cattle that I have named and the better breeds ot 
horses, the Clydesdale or Norman horses, and others I might mention, 
there is no trouble about obtaining a pedigree. 

In the old country as in this, there are herd or stock books carefully 
kept. Take, forinstance, the Jersey, Alderney, or Guernsey cattle; I pre- 
sume that no blue blood of the English aristocracy has his 
more carefully looked up and maintained than these animals and others 
of the finer grade. - 

All the requisite here is that when animals of that character are in- 
troduced for breeding purposes the statement of the importer shall not 
be taken, but there shall be, under such rules and regulations as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, the strict enforcement 
of this provision, which simply will mean that there shall be a certified 
copy of the record of the pedigree of the animal imported. It looks to 
me as though it is in the direct line of a protection to the farming and 
producing industry in this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to remind the 
Senator from South Carolina that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have not spoken five minutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think I interrupted the Senator in his own 


time. 

Mr. BUTLER, I have not spoken five minutes, and I do not think 
I shall oecupy half a minute longer. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from South Carolina may proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply desire to say in regard to what has fallen 
from the Senator from Nebraska that his line of remark applies with 
equal force to this as to all the other provisions of this bill, being almost 
entirely in the interest of those who are able by reason of having capi- 
tal to embark in this business. A poor man is absolutely excluded 
under this proposed provision of Jaw from importing an animal at all. 
The Senator with very great propriety referred to the aristocracy of 
Great Britain preserving records and registers of their thoroughbreds. 
It enables the aristocracy of America and nobody else to introduce 
animals for breeding purposes in this country. I dare say that was 
the object of it. If not the object it must certainly be the effect of it. 

A poor man will not be permitted under this provision to introduce 
for breeding purposes an animal from a foreign country. I think if the 
committee intended to accomplish that purpose it has succeeded most 
admirably. I know that there are a great many animals in foreign 
countries, in Europe and perhaps in Canada, that have no pedigree, 
that are not thoroughbreds, but that would improve the stock of ani- 
mals in this country immensely if our people were allowed to intro- 
duce them, but under this provision they will not be allowed to do so. 
That is the effect of it, 

I am rather partial to thoroughbred animals myself, but there are a 
great many people who do not care so much about them, and there are 
a great many who have not the means, who have not the capital, who 
have not the money to introduce thoroughbred animals, and this pro- 
vision is against the poor man, as is almost every other provision in 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I know very well that this is in 
the interest of the farmer—not of rich farmers, but men of very mod- 
erate means. There is one clause added to this proviso whick is notin 
the present law. This is only to carry out the present law. Formerly 
when animals for breeding purposes were allowed to be admitted free 
of duty, almost any kind of animal was brought in from Mexico or 
Canada under that pretense, but it was in fact an evasion of the law. 
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This provision is intended to benefit the farmer. I know myself farmers 
of Ohio of very moderate means who do bring over different kinds of 
animals, sheep and horses, especially horses and cattle, for breeding 
purposes, and they are valuable, That business is conducted by men 
who are very careful and are as cular about the breed and the 
pedigree as possible. It is not for the benefit of the rich men at all. 
It is true rich men sometimes, as a matter of fancy, bring over race- 
horses and horses of that kind, but all the heavy horses for farming 
of which there are half a dozen breeds well known to all 
of us, have been brought over mainly by farmers and have improved 
the stock and been of great benefit to the country, 
Mr. BUTLER. Why not allow the law to remain as it is, then? 
Mr, SHERMAN. Simply because we want to get the benefit of 
horses brought for breeding purposes intended to improve our breeds; 
but instead of that, horses are now brought over under that pretense 
from Canada and Mexico, and this clause was put in for the purpose of 
preventing an abuse. All other horses and cattle, etc., from Canada 
are subject to duty, and the only exception made is manifestly for the 
benefit and the improvement of our own stock. That process is im- 
proving our own stock, the importations being by farmers or persons 
who are moderate in their means and who are trying to improve their 


stock. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that poor men do not import stock; nobody can afford to im- 
port one animal or two or three animals unless a fancy price may be 
paid for some particular animal. No ordinary farmer can afford to 
make any importations of that kind. These importations are all made 
either by people who have the wealth to buy in large numbers and 
send their agents abroad, or by associations, and quite largely by asso- 
ciations of farmers, 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Ohio has just stated that many 
of these annimals are imported by farmers. 

Mr. TELLER. They may be by wealthy farmers. I want to take 
issue with the Senator from South Carolina when he says that the non- 
pedigreed stock of Canada would be of any advantage tous. I want 
to say to the Senator that there can not be found in any section of the 
world any better stock than we have in this country. No better stock 
ean be had in Europe than those of the bloods we have attempted to 
raise. But there is not enough yet raised in this country of the high- 
breds, and there is still a notion among some people that an English 
animal is better than an American, and of course the importations are 
quite large all the time. 

There have been frauds on the farmers of this country by the impor- 
tation of stock supposed to be thoroughbred or having pedigrees which 
in fact they did not have. This will prevent anything of that kind, 
either from Canada or anywhere else, It is in the interest of just what I 
have no doubt the Senator wants, and that is, the very best stock in the 
world. We do not want to import for breeding purposes anything but 
that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I suppose there can hardly be any 
question that we have greatly improved the breeds of horses, cattle, and 
other stock by the importation of improved breeds. That has been the 
general judgment of people engaged in the raising of stock, farmers and 
others, On that account it seems to me we ought not to impose so high 
a duty as to make it too great a burden to import these improved ani- 
mals, 

I simply want to mention now that there is one class of importations 
which has been very profitable to a large number of people—ithe im- 
portation of brood-mares from Mexico, where they are raised in great 
numbers on the ranches, and can be purchased at very low rates and 
brought on to the American side with a view to breeding mules here. 
It has proved profitable, useful, and almost necessary to the large 
planting interests throughout the South and West. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think a word said by the Senator from Texas 
is heard on this side of the aisle. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the difficulty is 
with Senators who converse so audibly as to interfere with the hearing 
and with the speaker on the floor. The Chair again respectfully calls 
the attention of Senators to the difficulty of hearing when conversation 
is conducted in such audible tones. y 

Mr, REAGAN. I was saying that there was one branch covered by 
the tax upon animals that was of very great interest to a considerable 
number of people—the importation of brood-mares from the Republic of 
Mexico, where they are raised in great numbers on the ranches and can 
be purchased very cheaply, and from them a large portion of the mules 
useil in the South and West on the plantations and farms are raised, 
and it would be an injury certainly to a very large number of people 
and to a very large interest to impose a tax greater than the value of 
these animals. Bo it would seem to me if we are to have a tax at all 
we ought to preserve the tax of 20 per cent. ad valorem upon the im- 
portations of these animals. 

There is another reason to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate in connection with this, and that is that there are very few 
people who are nninfluenced hy personal and class interests who doubt 
the propriety of free commercial interchange with Mexico as well as with 
Canada. When we placed,under a ruling of the Treasury Department, 
a tax upon silver-bearing lead ores, the Republic of Mexico commenced 


retaliation by imposing a very heavy tax upon the products and man- 
ufactures of this country imported into Mexico, animalsandall. Now, 
instead of preserving a liberal and wise and statesmanlike policy with 
reference to our intercourse with that country, we propose here another 


piece of legislation which can only be by them regarded as hostile leg- © 


islation, and the tendency will be to erect impassable barriers to com- 
merce between the two countries. 

It ought to be remembered that American capital has built four rail- 
roads down into the Republic of Mexico, and a great deal of money has 
been invested in Mexico on the supposition that the intercourse be- 
tween the two countries would justify these greatenterprises. Weare 
here proceeding as if it was our purpose to crush them out, to destroy 
their value by doing on every class of things which reaches the subject 
of commercial intercourse with that country the very thing which 
prejudices our interests. 

Mr. President, I think if we could look soberly at this we certainly 
would not adopt the provision of this bill with reterence—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to remind 
the Senator that he has spoken five minutes on the question. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, if the Senate is ready for the 
question, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
vote yea. 1? 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I vote 
. nay. 77 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr] and myself have agreed to transfer our pairs, 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I withhold my vote unless it is necessary to 
makea quorum. ' 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. I notice he is absent, and 
I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAMP- 
TON ] is confined to his room by illness, and that he is paired with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. BLODGETT. Lam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. BLAIR. If necessary I can transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], 
who is not in the Chamber, and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLopGETT] and I can vote. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. A quorum of the Senate has re- 
sponded, 

PM r. BLAIR. Very well; then my pair may stand. 

Mr. CULLOM, I observe that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] isnot in his seat. I inquire whether he is recorded as voting. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He is not recorded. a 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea pair with that Senator, and if there is a 
quorum present without my vote I desire to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois withdraws 
his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 34; as follows: 


Tam paired with the Sena- 
If he were here I should 


: YEAS—22. 
Bate, Daniel, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, Eustis, Pasco, Vi 
Butler, Faulkner, Pugh, W. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, arris, Reagan, 
Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 
NAYS—H. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, MeMillan, Squire, 
Allen, Ev: 5 Mitchell, BASEN 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hale, Paddock, Teller, 
Casey, Hawley, Plumb, Washburn 
Davis, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Dixon. Hoar, Sherman, 
Dolph Ingalls, Spooner, 
ABSENT—23 
Barbour, Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Culiom, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, 
lair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Power, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, San 
Call, Gray, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is now 


I am paired with the 


Has the Senator from Vir- 


704 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 5, 


in the Chamber, I ask that we may conclude the consideration of para- 


ph 434 upon which an amendment was pending at the time of ad- | any restriction. 


journment last evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be reported at the desk. 

The Cutty CLERK. In paragraph 434, on page 106, in line 20, after 
the words ad valorem,” it is proposed to strike out the following: 

And in addition to the above rates there shall be paid on all men’s gloves $1 
per dozen. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [ Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
vote yea. ’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ], who is detained from 
the Chamber by sickness. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Power], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Montana [ Mr. SANDERS]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were here, I should 


Lam paired with the 


Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- | 


BOUR]. If be were present, I should vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after having voted in the negative). Tin- 
quire whether the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with him. 


Mr. EUSTIS (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the Senator 
from Nebraska Mr. PADDOCK ] recorded as voting? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska, and 


therefore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 30; as follows : 


YEAS—22. 
Bate, Daniel, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Vest, 
Carlisle Harris, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Coke, ‘McPherson, gan, 

NAYS—30. 
Aldri Dolph, Hoar, Spooner, 
2 Edmunds, MeMiian, Squire, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cameron, Frye, Moody, Stock bridge, 
Casey, Ha! Pierce, Teller, 
Davis, Hawley, Quay, Washburn. 
Dawes, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—32, 

Burbour, Cullom, — Ingalls, Platt, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Sande 
Rilodgett, George, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, 8 
all, Gray, Paddock, Wilson of Towa, 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the second section of the bill was resumed and con- 
tinued, as follows: 

458. Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not 
exceeding six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes 
offered by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall be given in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; also, 
teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or other 
vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries to the 
United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of such emi- 
gration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr, QUAY. Ioffer the amend ment which I send to the desk to that 


paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of paragraph 
458 the following: 

Wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientific 
and educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 

Mr. QUAY, [I offer that amendmentat the suggestion of the Zoolog- 
ical ety of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think there is no objection to it. 

Mr. HOAR. The only thing that occursto me about that is whether 
the phrase is quite broad enough; whether the purposes ot these exhi- 
. bitions, which are for mere pleasure and amusement, come within the 
phrase “scientific and educational purposes,” and whether it would not 


be well to strike out those words and let them in all together without 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not press the criticism upon it. 

Mr. QUAY. The words “scientific and educational purposes may 
be stricken ont if that is the desire of Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the language is all right as it is. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will let the amendment stand as! have offered it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, as follows: 

459. Annatto, roucou, rocoa, or orieans, and all extract of. 


The PRESIDENT pro temporc. Should it be extract or ex- 
tracts?” 

Mr: ALDRICH. It should be ‘‘extracts’’—in the plural. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made. An ‘'s’’ 
will be added to extract.“ 

* Paragraphs 460, 461, 462, 463, 464, and 465 were read, as follows: 

460, Antimony ore, crude sulphite of, 

461, Apatite. 

462, Argal, or argol, or crude tartar. 

463. Arrow-root, raw or unmanufactured. 

454. Arsenic and sulphide of, or orpiment. 

465. Arseniate of aniline. 70 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer the following amendment to the bill, 
to come in alter paragraph 465. 

Art educational stops composed of glass and metal. 

These are a small pin-like article, about one-fourth of an inch in 
length and about the size or thickness of a pin, and having a head com- 
posed of square glass of bright and varied colors. They are made in 
Bohemia and are used in connection with a perforated metal board very 
largely employed in the public schools of the country as a means of 
education. 1 

The art educator, so called, composed of this perforated board 
and these stops, of which I have here a few specimens, is the invention 
of Mrs. Frances E. Eller, of Omaha, Nebr., a lady who has devoted 
much of her life to educational matters, and they are used in the chil- 
dren's schools or kindergartens of the country with very great benefit. 
The effort has been made to have them produced in this country, but there 
is no metal or glass manufacturer who is willing to assume the makin. 
of them. Under the present schedule the duty on them is so great tha 
it adds very largely to the cost of this very excellent educational appa- 
ratus. 

I have called the attention of the Committee on Finance to these 
stops, and I understand there is no objection on their part to their being 
placed upon the tree-list. I ask that that amendment may be made. 
` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was to. 

Paragraphs 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 473, and 474 were read, 
as follows: 

466, Articles in a crude state used in dyeing or tanning not specially provided 
for in this act, 

467. Articles the growth, produce, and manufacture of the United States, when 
returned after having been exported, without having been advanced in value 
or 8 in condition by any process of manulacture or other means; casks, 
barrels, carboys, bags, and oiher vessels of American manufacture exported 
filled with American pronaci or exported empty and returned filled with for- 
cign products, including shooks when returned as barrels or boxes; also quick- 
silver flasks or bottles, of either domestic or foreign manufacture, which shall 
have been actually exported from the United States; but proof of the identity 
of such articles shall be made, under general regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and if any such articles are subject to internal tax 
at the time of exportation such tax shall be proved to have been paid belore ex- 
portation and not refunded: Provided, That this paragraph shall not apply to 
any article upon which an allowance of drawback has been made, the re'm- 
portation of which is hereby prohibited except upon payment of duties equal 
to the drawbacksallowed; ox to any article manufaciu in bonded warehouse 
and exported under any pro n of law: And provided further, That when 
manufactured tubaceco which has been exported without payment of internal- 
revenue tnx shall be reimported it shall be retained in the custody of the col- 
lector of customs until internal- revenue stamps in payment of the legal duties 
shall be placed thereon. 

468. Asbestus, unmanufactured. 

„ Ashe:, wood and lye of, and beet-root ashes. 

„ Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, 

. Asafetida. 

. Balm of Gilead. 

. Barks, cinchona or other from which quinine may be extracted. 
„ Baryta, Carbonate or witherite. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The word of should be inserted after the word 
“ carbonate.” It should be ‘‘ carbonate of, or witherite,’? with a comma 
after the word of.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

oo CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend paragraph 474, so as to 
ead: - 
474. Baryta carbonate of, or witherite. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraphs 475, 476, and 477, were read, as follows: 


475. Bauxite, or beauxite. 
476. Beeswax 


477. Belle, broken, and bell metal broken and fit only to be remanufactared, 


1890. 


their alphabetical order. It was the intention, I know, of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] to move to insert ‘* binding-twine ’’ 
at the proper place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Minnesota, who is now absent 
from the Chamber, told me he intended to offer the amendment under 
the head of ‘‘ grasses and fibers“ and gave notice of bis intention to 
offer it on page 120, and when that point is reached in the bill he will 
have the opportunity of doing it. 

Paragraphs 478, 479, 480, 431, 482, 483, were read, as follows: 


478: Birds, stuffed, not suitable for milinery ornaments, and bird skins, pre- 
pared for preservation, but not further advanced in man ure, 

479. Birds and land and water fowls. 

480. Bismuth, 

481. Bladders, including fish-bladders or fish-sounds, crude, and all integu- 
ments of animals not specially provided for in this act, 

482. Blood, dried. 

483, Bologna sausages, 

Paragraph 484 wasread. ‘The Committee on Finance proposed,on page 
114, line 11, to insert the words but not suitable for the manufacture 
of wearing apparel;“ so as to make the paragraph read: 


434. Bolting-cloths, especially for milling purposes, but not suitable for the 
man ure of wearing apparel, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of section 2 was continued, as follows: 

485. Bones, crudé, or not burned, calcined, ground, steamed, or otherwise 
manufactured, and bone-dust or animal carbon, and boue-ash, fit only for fer- 
tilizing purposes. 

486. Books. engravings, photographs, bound or unbound,etchings, maps, and 
eharts, which shall have been printed and bound or manufactured more than 
twenty years at the date of importation. 

487. Books and pamphlets printed exclusively in languages other than En- 
glish; also books and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind. 

483. Books, engravings, photographs, etchings, bound or unbound, maps and 
charts impo: ted by authority or for the use of the United States or for the use 
of the Library of Congress. 

Books, maps, and charts especially imported, not more than two copies 
in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any society incorporated or es- 
tablished for educational, philosophical, literary. or religious purposes, or for 
the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by order of any college, 
academy, school, or seminary Of learning in the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to offer an amendment, of which I gave notice, 
and which the Committee on Finance, I believe, approve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 489, it is proposed to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘arts,” in line 5, as follows: 


Or for the use or by order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of 
learning in the United States, 


And insert: 
tater’ fa ts own behat ovis baba of nay of 1a yrofeascrs ot tenchere; pablo 
to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

Mr. HOAR. That is merely intended to correct an erroneous ruling 
of the Treasury upou the meaning of the present law, and which I be- 
lieve has been so considered at the Department, but they do not feel 
at liberty to correct it as it was made in the time of their predecessors. 

The purpose of the provision of the law was to permit any college, 
academy, school, or institution of learning to import any book in be- 
half of its professors or teachers, not more than two in any one invoice; 
and I was cognizant of that when it was inserted. It was inserted on 
the motion of the late President Garfield when he was a member of the 
House of Representatives, in the old tariff. It has been construed by 
the Department as requiring the book to be the property of the college 
whenitis imported, and they require an oath to that effect. Thechange 
of phraseology is to meet this difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 

490. Books, or libraries, or parts of libraries, and other household effects 
of persons or families from foreign countries, if actually used abroad by them 
not a than one year, and not intended for any other person or persons, nor 
io Brazil paste. 

Paragraph 492 was read. The nezt amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 115, line 13, after the word ‘‘ plaits,’’ to strike 
out flats, braided but not sewed,’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

492, Braids, plaits, laces, and similar manufactures composed of straw, chip, 
grass, palm-leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, suitable for making or ornamenting 
hats, bonnets, and hoods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What would then become of flats, braided but 
not sewed?” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of striking out these words here is 
this: There are certain kinds of straw hats already made up which are 
technically called flats in the trade, and some have been recently 
imported under the lower rate of duty as flats. The flats which were 
intended to be covered by this section would be covered by the phraseol- 
ogy in line 14, “and similar manufactures,” while straw hats made 
up, which would be known as flats, would pay duty as manufactures 
of straw. This does not change the intent of the paragraph as it passed 
the House. It simply makes the language more explicit and prevents 
an evasion by the importation of hats made up under the name of flats. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I see these articles are being inserted in the bill in 


Mr. CARLISLE, Has it been decided that a hat made up of straw 
could come in now as a flat braid but not sewed ? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think there has been an effort made on the part 


of the importers to import bats completely finished under the name of 
flats—braided hats under the name of flats. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Whether that could be done or not would depend 
entirely upon the commercial meaning of the word flat when the 
law of 1883 was because the courts always give 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bat the trouble is that there is a hat which is 
known to the trade as a flat. It is not the intention of the commit- 
tee, or so far as I know of any one, to have them admitted free. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 493 was read. The next amendment of the Committee 
on Finance was, on page 115, line 17, after the word“ Brazilian,” to 
strike out pebble and insert pebbles;“ so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


493. Brazilian pebbles, unwrought or unmanufactured. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 494 was read. The Committee on Finance pro 


posed, on - 
page 115, line 19, tostrike out Breeia and to insert Breccia;’’ so 


as to make the paragraph read: 
494. Breccia, in block or slabs. , 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The following paragraphs were read: 


495, Bromine,- 
496, Bullion, gold or silver. * 


497, Burgundy pitch. 

498, Cabinets of old coins and med and other collections of antiquities; 
but the term antiquities " as used in this act shall include only such articles 
as are suitable for souvenirs or cabinet collections, and which shall have been 
produced at any period prior to the seventeenth century. 

499. Cadmium. 
500. Calamine. 

501. Camphor, erude. 

502. Castor or castoreum, 

503. Catgut, whip-gut, or worm-gat, unmanufactured, or not further manus 
actured than in strings or cords. 

50. terium. = 

505. Chalk, unmanufactured, 

506. Charcoal. 

507. Chicory root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I was delayed a little this morning and failed to 
reach the Senate Chamber until after we had the clause which 
placed acorns upon the free-list. Ishould like very much if the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island would permit u > 

Mr. ALDRICH. After we get through with the free-list we can the 
go back and take up anything the Senator may desire. 

Mr. CARLISLE, This is another substitute for coffee, I believe, 
chicory root; but I will wait until we get through with the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is hardly a substitute. It is used for mixing 
with coffee. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is a substitute for that much of it, of course. 

Paragraph 508 was read, as follows: 


508, Civet, crude 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to insert the 
following additional paragraph: 


409. Clay—blue clay for the manufacture of crucibles. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to modify the language of this paragraph 
to read: 


509. Clay—common blue clay in casks, suitable only for the manufacture of 
crucibles.. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading ot the bill was continned, as follows: 


510, Coal, anthracite, 

511. Coal stores of American vessels; but none shall be unloaded, 

512. Coal-tar, erude. >- 

513. Cobalt and cobalt ore. 

514. Coceulus indicus, 

515. Cochineal, 

516. Cocoa, or cacao, crude, and fiber, leaves, and shells of. 

517. Coffee, 

518. Coins, gold, silver, and copper. 

519. Coir, and coir yarn, 

520. Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American vessels compelled by 
marine disaster to repair in foreign ports. 

521. Coral, marine, uncut, and unmanufactured. 

522. Cork-wood, or eork-bark, unmanufactured. ~ 

523. Cotton, and cotton: waste or flocks. 

524. Cryolite, or kryolith. 

525. Cudbear. 

526. Curling-stones, or quoits, and curling-stone handles. 

527. Curry, and curry-powder. 

528. Cutch. 

529, Cuttle-fish bone. 

530. Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but unground. 

531, Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 
and engrayers’ diamonds not set, and diamond dust or bort, and jewels to be 
used in the manufacture of watches. 

532. Divi-divi. 

533. Dragon s blood. 
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pe ing, or by other process of manufacture, and not specially provided for in 
act, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should there not be a comma after 
2 in line 3, page 118? $ 
. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; there should beacommaafter “‘ growth.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted there. 


The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


535. Eggs of birds, fish, and insects, 
536, Emery ore. 

537. Ergot. 

53s, Fans, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf unmanufactured, 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 538. Iam unwill- 
ing that articlesof pure luxury shall come in free while so many things 
that are the necessaries of life are taxed heavily. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The paragraph proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 118, after line 11, it is proposed to 
strike ont paragraph 538, in the following words: 


538. Fans, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf unmanuſactured. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator say this is an article of luxury? 

Mr. GRAY. I should think it was a necessity to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should say so, judging from the appearance of 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. It is about as much a necessity as the tableware off 
which I ate my breakfast this morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina desire to speak further to the amendment? 

Mr. VANCE, No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The ee Be was rejected. 

The next paragraph was read, as follows: 


530. Farina. - , 

The Committee on Finance proposed to amend ph 540, page 
118, line 14, after the word steel,“ by striking out or;“ so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

510. Fashion-plates, engraved on steel, copper, or on wood, colored or plain. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 540. We tax litera- 


ture, books, magazines, etc., and I am opposed to fashion-plates for 


tailors and dudes coming in free. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The paragraph proposed to be 
stricken out will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 
540, Fashion-plates, engraved on steel, copper, or on wood, colored or plain. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote ven.“ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 


Mr. PLATT (whea his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 
Mr, QUAY (when his name was called). Is the vote of the Senator 


from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro It is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. I withhold my vote, being paired with him, 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. À 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrtson], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the affirmative). I notice that 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], with whom I am paired, 
has not voted, and I withdraw my vote. 

. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida withdraws 
vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. : 


The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Bate, Colqui MePherson, Reagan, 
Berry, Edman Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Plumb, Vest, 
Carlisle, f Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Allen, Hale, Mitchell, 
Allison, Hawley. Moody, Teller, 
Cameron Higgins, Pierce, Washburn, 
Cullom, i Power, Wolcott. 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Spooner, 

ABSENT—29. 
Barbour, Davis Hearst, Quay, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Jones of Neyada, Sanders, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodgett Evarts, Manderson, Squire, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, „ 
Call, Faulkner, Morrill, Turpie, 
Casey. George, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel Hampton, Platt, 
So the amendment was rejected. eS 


Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether, in view of the action of the Senate on this question of admit- 
ting fashion-plates free, it would not be proper to transfer to paragraph 
400, page 99, some attention regarding lithographic prints. Iam told 
that a large number of those prints, not made in this country, are used for 
religious purposes; that they are of a religious character, and are solely 
imported. It seems to me that if we are to make fashion-plates free, 
we might atleast give the opportunity for the free importation of prints 
of the kind which I have mentioned. 

I do not know that I can at once frame a paragraph to embrace the 
idea which I have in my mind, but I have no doubt the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is more familiar with the subject, could do it if he 
were insympathy with the idea. It seems to me we might fairly draw 
the line there by admitting lithographic plates of the character I have 
mentioned free of duty. The duty on them has been increased by this 
bill from 25 per cent. to 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The lithographic prints to which the Senator from 
Kansas alludes can be made in this country. Of course the fashion- 
plates included in this paragraph must from their nature be imported 
to be of any value. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not make them at least a source of revenue? I 
suppose that people who indulge in fashion-plates usually can afford to 
pay some revenue to the Government. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have been on the free-list for half a century 
at least, and were put there, of course, for an obvious purpose, that 
they are educational in their tendency. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would not the Senator apply that term to prints used 
for religious purposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those can be produced here by American printers 
as well as they can be produced anywhere. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The fact that these fashion-plates have been on the 
free-list for a long time is not an argument, I think, in favor of keeping 
them there, in view of the very many changes in the general scope of 
tarift duties proposed in this bill. However, I may ask of the Senator, 
in that same connection, why increase theduty to 35 per cent.? It has 
been 25 per cent. for a long time, and if that is an argument against the 
change in one case, why not in the other ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty was increased upon lithographic prints 
for the purpose of affording protection to the American printers. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if he can tell me whether foreign photographs are dutiable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Photographs not mounted are free. Unmounted 
photographs are free and mounted photographs are dutiable, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not understand the 
Senator from Kansas to offer any amendment. The reading of the bill 
will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in section 2, on page 118, line 16, after the 
word downs,“ to strike out for beds’’ and insert of all kinds, 
crude and unmanufactured;’’ so as to read: 


541. Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

542. Separ: 

543. Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels. 

544, Fibrin, in all forms. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 118, to strike out lines 21 and 22, as ſollows: 


574. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish caught 
3639 SAADA enlace, we 
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And to insert: 

545, Fresh fish, caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, or in 
open waters of the lakes forming a boundary between the United and the 
Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the House provision respecting fresh fish is 
the more satisfactory of the two. I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island will consent to allow that provision to stand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing myself to have that done, but 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] has some views on the subject. 
I have sent for that Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam willing that the item shall be passed over. 
I know the Senator from Ohio has some views respecting the fishes 
caught in the lakes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think he will be here in a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio is at this moment detained in 
the Committee on Foreign Relations on a matter of importance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest, then, that this paragraph be passed over 
and be taken up later. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I am willing to let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, e ah 
agraph 545 will be passed over informally,to be considered he er. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


546. Fish for bait. 

547. Fish skins. 

548. Flint, flints, and ground flint stones. 

549. Floor matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what 
is commonly known as Chinese matting. 


81. Fruit-plants, tropical and semi-tropical, for the purpose of propagation or 

cultivation, | 
F and nuts: 

552 Currants, Zante or other. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 552. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the para- 
graph proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. VANCE. Lalso move to strike out the paragraph following. 
Let the vote be taken on striking out both paragraphs at once. 

The Secretary read as follows: i 

552, Currants, Zante or other. 

553. Dates. 

Mr. VANCE. There are considerably over a million dollars of duty 
derived from those two articles. I see no reason why they should not 


pay a duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘There is nothing in more universal use in this 
country than Zante currants, They are in use in every family and by 
the poor people of the country every where. 

There is nothing than this that more clearly exemplifies the aban- 
donment by Senators on the other side of every principle which they 
have heretofore advocated. Currants were put upon the free-list by 
the Mills bill. It must be apparent every day and every hour in the 
day that Senators upon that side have made anew departure, and that 
they are carving out a way now which has never been ized as 
correct by the Democrats at any stage in the history of that party. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, the two 
amendments to be treated as one question, if there be no objection. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Committee on Finance proposed,in section 2, page 119, line 13, 
after the word ‘‘ripe’’ to strike out ‘‘or’’ and insert and; so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


851. Fruits, green, ripe, and dried, not specially provided for in this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. i z 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


555, Tamarinds, 


558, 

559. Palm-nuts. 

560, Palm-nut kernels. 

561, Furs, undressed. 

562, Fur-skins of al! kinds not dressed in any manner, 

565, Gambier. 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 

119, line 24, after the word“ broken, to strike ont pieces;“ so 

as to make the paragraph read: 

564. Glass broken, and old glass, which can not be cut for use, and fit only to 
be remanufactured. + 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 120, line 3, after the word use, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, rene That such disks . m FA inches in diameter may be 
polished sufficiently to enable the character of the glass to be determined. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


565. Glass plates or disks, rough-cut or unwrought, for nse in the manufacture 
of optical instruments, sp es. and cye-¢ and suitable only for such 
use: Provided, however, That such disks exceeding 8 inches in diameter may be 
polished sufficiently to enable the character of the glass to be determined. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


___ Grasses and fibers: 
566, Istle or Tampico fiber, 
567. Jute. 


568. Jute butts. 
ir aes 

. gruss. 
571. Sunn. 


And all other textile or fibrous vegetable substances, uu manufactured 
or undressed, not „ for in this act. 

Mr. DAVIS. On page 120, paragraph 571, line 16, after the word 
act,“ I move to insert: 

All binding-twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle, or Tampico 
fiber, manila; I- gruss, or sunn, 

Mr. VANGE. I move to amend the amendment by adding: 

Bagging made of jute, manila, sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax, for 
wrapping cotton bales. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
8 by the Senator from North Carolina to the amendment of the 

ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. PASCO, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to have the amendment read 


again. g 
The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The amendment offered by the Sena- 

tor from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] will be first read, and then the amend- 

ment offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The SECRETARY. On page 120, line 16, paragraph 571, the 
word act, insert the following: 

All binding-twine manufactured wholly or in 
fiber, manila, sisal grass, or sunn, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Which the Senator from North Car- 
olina offers to amend by adding what will now be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by adding: $ 

Bagging made of jute, manila, sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax, for 
wrapping cotton bales. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. . 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. 


part from istle or Tampico 
* 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. . 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. If he were present, I should 


vote yea. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BAREOUR]. < 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), Iam paired with the jun- 


ior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 


Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 
‘Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GInsON ]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. DIXON. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. need hae? 
essarily detained from the Chamber and asked me to announce his pair 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Tho result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—19., 
Bate, Colquitt, McPherson, Turpi 
ae Eustis, Morgan, vase, ° 
Carlisle, Gray, Paddock, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke. Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—%6. 
Aldrich, Dolph, oar, Sherman, 
Allen, ads MeMillan ere ones 
Allison, rts, Mitchell, wart, 
Cameron, 0, Moody, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Davis, Higgins, wer, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—39. 

Barbour, Brown, Chandler, Faulkner, 
Blackburn, Butler, Daniel, George, 
Blair, Call, Dixo Gibson, 
Blodgett, Casey, Farwell, Gorman, 


Hale, Manderson, Platt, Stockbridge, ` 
Hampton, Morrill, Quay, Voorhees, 
liege eee ee r 
* n a. 

Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, Squire, Wilson of Md. 
Kenna, Pierce, Stanford, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 


to „ proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr, BERRY. This is a proposition to place binding-tvine upon the 
free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 120, line 16, paragraph 571, atter the 
word act,“ insert: 


All binding-twine, manufactured in whole or in part from istle, or Tampico 
T, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn. 


Mr. BERRY.: Mr. President, I am going to vote for the amendment 
notwithstanding the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
voted for this amendment yesterday have shown the prejudice and hos- 
tility that they feel towards the people of the South and Southern in- 
dustries by refusing to put cotton-bagging on the tree-list also. 

I believe that not only cotton-bagging but binding-twine should be 
upon the free-list. I would not cast a vote against binding-twine aud 
against the farmers of the Northwest, but I assert here to-day that 
there is not a Senator upon that side of the Chamber who can bring one 
single argument in favor of putting binding-twine upon the free-list 
that does not apply with equal force to cotton-bagging. I am astonished 
that the Senators who support this amendment are unwilling to give 
the people of the South, the laborers of the South, the men who toil 
from twelve to fourteen hours a day, the same measure of relief which 
they ask at the hands and the votes of Senators on this side for the 
farmers of the Northwestern part of this couutry. It seems to me it is 
unjust; that it is unfair; that it-is discriminating against a section of 
this country for which there can be no justification and no excuse. 

Yet, as I said before, I am going to cast my vote lor the pending 
amendment on principle, because I believe that this trust which has 
been formed in binding-twine, and which has outraged and oppressed 
the farmers of the Northwest, ought to be stricken down. I believe the 
best method of striking it down is to put binding-twine upon the free- 
list, I regret, however, that the same measure of relief can not and 
has not been accorded to the Southern section of this Unioa, which is 

tally entitled to the protection against the combine or bagging trust 
which has existed in the very worst form that it can possibly exist in 
any combination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 
The yeas and nays having been ordered 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I was waiting to see if the remarks of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] would elicit any response. 
I thought they would bring forth none, andso it has been. If I were 
in the position of Senators over there, who favor the putting of-bind- 
ing-twine upon the free-list and refuse to do anything for their South- 
ern brothers who are precisely situated and whose interest is precisely 
the same, I would maintain an eloquent silence, p 

I am going to vote for this proposition, Mr. President. Iam going 
to show those Senators the difference between a Democrat who pursues 
principle and a Republican who goes for all that is in sight. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, the same question of monopoly has 
heretofore affected and still affects cotton-ties that is said to affect 
binding-twine. About the time that the decision was made in the 
Treasury Department that the cotton-tie was to be classed as taxable 
at the rate of 32 or 53 per cent.—I forget the exact amount—there was 
a flourishing establishment in the State of Alabama which was con- 
ducted by a former governor of that State, Hon. Rufus W. Cobb. and 
his father-in-law, Mr. Pell, who was avery experienced iron man. They 
were at Helena, in Shelby County. The coal fields from which they 
got their coal were in full view of the rolling-mill. The iron that they 
obtained was brought trom the Shelby works or from Birmingham, 
equidistant about 15 miles on either side, the best kind of material for 
the making of cotton-ties. 

When they came to put up the rolling-mill aud get everything in 
operation, some question arose about the use of the arrow-head patent 
on the cotton-tie. Thereupon Governor Cobb invented a tie or mode 
of fastening and came to Washington and got ont his patent upon it. 
So he was the owner of the patent and had all the advantages of which 
I speak in the manufacture. Mr. Pell was a very experienced iron 
man, who had been at work for many years iu the Northern States, and 
a most excellent citizen, by the way. They put out immediately under 
Cobb’s patent a very fine article of cotton-tie. They sent to Mobile, 
Selma, Montgomery, to Columbus, Miss., Tuscaloosa, Birmingham, 
Decatur, Nashville, and other surrounding towns, and had plenty Of 
material to supply the markets in those places. 

A combination existing in Pittsburgh, which was a trust for the 
manufacture of iron ties, sent their agents out to these respective places 
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where this tie was deposited by Mr. Cobb and Mr. Pell, and they put 
the market down to such rates that they could not possibly sell any- 
thing; they took the market away from them. 

Mr. Cobb came up here to see me about it, and asked me if I could 
see that the duty should be increased. I told him it would make no 
difference in his favor if the duty was increased, because he would 
merely make the profit larger to the combination or trust breaking 
him down. 

That combination operated precisely like the Standard Oil Company 
operated everywhere in the United States, and like the binders’ twine 
combination seems to have acted in the Northwest. Whoever under- 
took to go to one of those places and put his material there, his cotton- 
tie, and to sell it, found himself immediately underbid in the market, 
and had to close up. It would take just as much of capital, and a 

deal more of permanency in the manufacturing industry to com- 
pete with these gentlemen in Pittsburgh than anybody in the South 
could expect to afford. 

So that splendid enterprise, a beautiful industry originating there in 
the South, with Southern men and upon Southern money and upon 
Southern invention, a patent issued toa Southern man, was crushed 
and destroyed absolutely, and has never since that time attempted to 
do anything at all; and it need not. We need not undertake to man- 
ufacture cotton-ties in the South. We can not do it because we have 
not the capital to compete with these men who can afford to put down 
the market for a few days, for a month, ih our various cotton centers 
and drive us entirely out of it. That is the situation we are in. So 
the combination that these gentlemen in the Northwest complain of in 
tegard to binders’ twine operates upon us more desperately and more 
cruelly as to cotton-ties than it ever has upon them in respect to bind- 
ers’ twine. 

I Jeave these remarks before the gentlemen in order that they may 
measure their own duty about this business. I have no criticisms to 
make upon their votes or their conduct, but I have only to say that we 
are suffering trom the same thing that they are, and we are producing 
more than $300,000,000 every year in the United States of actual money 
that you get annually. If you were to strike out from the com- 
merce of the United States the cotton crop, the balance of trade would 
be against you at least $150,000,000 every year that we live, and the 
Government of the United States would have to take the benefit of 
the bankrupt law; they could not do without it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I can see how Senators who voted 
yesterday to strike from the dutiable schedule binding-twine manu- 
factured from these fibers might consistently and upon some principle 
also vote against the proposition made by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yesterday to strike bagging for cotton from the dutiable sched- 
ule, because the proposition as made by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yesterday was to strike from the dutiable schedule all bagging for 
cotton,although it might be made of hemp or some other substance upon 
which a duty was to be retained. There was therefore that difference 
yesterday between the two propositions. But this morning the propo- 
sitions are presented upon identically the same ground. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina was 
simply to place upon the free-list the barging for cotton manufactured 
from these identical fibers which are placed upon the free-list, the 
identical fibers which enter into the manufacture of binding-twine which 
Senators voted to place on the free-list. 

Therefore there can be no reason whatever why we should vote to 
place binding-twine made from these fibers upon the free-list, and at the 
same time refuse to vote to place bagging for cotton made from the same 
fibers upon the free-list, except upon the ground that we are disposed 
to give to the wheat-growers of the Northwest au advantage we refuse 
to the cotton-growers of the South. There can be no other reason. 
The two articles, as I have said, are made of precisely the same ma- 
terial, and that material is placed upon the free-list by this bill. It 
it is right to put binding-twine upon the free-list because its material 
is free and because there was a trust, then it is right to put cotton for 
bagging upon the free-list because the material is free and because 
there was a trust. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, it seems to me there is a very 
wide difference in the two questions between putting binding-twine 
on the free-list and cotton-bagging. Binding-twine is made almost 
exclusively of sisal-grass and manila, there being a very small pro- 
portion of jute, while the manuiacture of jute in other articlesissimply 
enormous. I have a statement showing that in this country the an- 
nual crop of raw jute amounts to 3,000,000 bales of 400 pounds, worth 
in our market to-day, at present prices, $48,000,000, 

Now, this jute goes to a very slight extent into the manufacture of 
binding-twine, as I before said, while it enters largely, enormously, I 
may say, into the manufacture of cotton-bagging, burlaps for carrying 
flour, and articles of that description. By putting jute yarn on the 
free-list you strike at every industry in this country engaged in the 
manufacture of jute. The House bill puts jute cloth, less than 60 
inches, at 1§ cents a pound. The manufacturers of jute cloth in this 
country claim that that is the smallest possible duty which can beim- 
posed, and they go on manufacturing. The consumers of jute, in 
my section of the country, where the consumption is enormons, claim 
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that that duty should not exceed 14 cents a pound, and were willing 
that that much should be imposed. The manufacturers claimed that 
it should be 1Ẹ cents, and a compromise was finally made of 1} cents, 
which is the lowest possible figure that it conld be made and maintain 
the jute manufacture in this country. 

So there is no parallel whatever. Binding-twine made of jute is not 
in this amendment of my colleague, but it applies to manita, sisal- 
grass, and sunn. I surely desire to be consistent, and it certainly 
seems to me that there is no parallel or comparison between the two 
questions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. DoI understand the Senator from Minnesota that 
so far as the Northwest is concerned for bagging grain she consents to 
this duty upon bagging? 

Mr. WASHBURN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And makes no protest? 

Mr. WASHBURN. And makes no protest. On the contrary, the 
milling industry of my own city had an agent here 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator the amount 
that is used for bagging grain. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is simply enormous, because all the foreign 

rt of flour made in my city, where we make about 25,000 barrels 
a , is sent in burlaps made out of jute. I have not the figures, but 
about 40 per cent. of our product goes abroad, and consequently goes in 
these burlaps. z 

Mr. HISCOCK. About 40 per cent. of the flour is exported? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Forty percent. of the fiour goesabroad, and that 
all goes in these burlaps made of jute, in bags. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I hope that the article of binding- 
twine will be put upon the tree-list, notwithstanding the difference 
in the vote and in the opinion in respect of these two articles is so con- 
trasted that binding-twine will retain the position which it took yes- 
terday. I think perhaps it is the only material amendment that has 
been made to this bill. I regard it as a very inconsistent course in the 
majority to put binding-twine upon the free-list when they refuse to 
put the other article named thereon. To put both articles upon the 
free-list would be only a valuable and useful concession, a profitable 
concession to the interests of agriculture, one in the case of ccreals and 
the other in the case of cotton. 

I can not conceive what may be the reason of this inconsistency, for 
I see no consistency in the action of the majority in putting bind- 
ing-twine on the free-list and refusing to put the other article in the 
same category. To use the language of the honorable and learned Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, it is possible that this inconsistency may 
be for the purpose of preserving the symmetry of rapineand spoliation 
in the otherschedulesof the bill. This beautiful symmetry, of course, 
ought to be preserved. Strange as it may appear, in music sometimes 
itis absolutely necessary to interject a discord, a harsh note in the 
scale, in order to preserve the harmony of the composition. Thisnote, 
discordant and inconsistent, is certainly one of that character. The 
harmony and symphony of this bill ought to be preserved by just such 
inconsistencies. All the chords must be saved; none must be lost or 
broken. One chord was slightly damaged, and I hope to-day it will 
be still moredamaged. It was the chord composed of binding-twine; 
but I have nodoubt that the honorable and learned Senator from Rhode 
Island expects to repair the broken string in conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the distinction between cotton- 
bagging and binders’ twine is rather difficult to see, in my own mind, 
in endeavoring to conform our differences. Binders’ twine means all 
kinds of cordage, because, as a matter of course, that which is used for 
twine will betwisted three, four,or five ſolds into cordage. The result of 
the vote yesterday was practically on account of binding-twine to make 
cordage free and to prevent the growth of hemp and all textile fabrics 
in this country. 

I suppose the farmers of Ohio are as much interested as any other 
portion of the people of the United States in binders’ twine, because 
we use there to a very large degree the modern self-binding reaper. 
Most of the wheat is cutin that way and binders’ twine is needed, and 
if I believed that the interests of the farmer would be promoted by 
making it free I should undoubtedly have voted with gentlemen who 
did so, but I am quite sure thatif this is left to American competition in 
the manufacture of binders’ twine, and a reasonable provision is made 
to encourage the growth of hemp and flax, in a very short time the 
farmers will get the binders’ twineand the cotton-growers will get their 
material for their bales at a much less rate than in any other way. 

That is my deliberate judgment. I believe that experience will 
teach them that the effect of this vote to put binders’ twine on the free- 
list, by throwing it into the foreign market and compelling its produc- 
tion abroad as a matter of course, there being an enormous demand, will 
be to make a largely increased demand for sisal and jute and various 
materials that are used in binding-twine, and advance the price. In 
all human probability, according to the experience we have had in the 
past, the effect will be to raise to the consumer the price of binders’ 
twine, when, if left to the natural course and to natural operations, it 
would be reduced by competition. 

If there was a trust holding this market, and there was noother way 
to break that trust, I would say at once that I would put the article on 


the free-list, and I should be willing to vote for a general proposition 
that wherever it shall be ascertained by the judgment of a proper 
tribunal of the United States that a combination controls the market 
so as to advance the price, in such cases to put any article on the free- 
list. I believe in that. I believe it is the duty of the country to break 
down these combinations. But the mere arrangement of an associa- 
tion of men to buy by a single agent the raw material in a foreign mar- 
ket does not seem to me to come within the meaning or mischief of a 


trust; and therefore Iam not guided by the idea that controls my 


friend trom Minnesota. I do not think the trust, if a trust exists, in- 
terferes in any injurious manner to the people of the United States, 
or to the farmers of the United States, for the employment of a combi- 
nation to buy foreign raw material tends to cheapen the price and pre- 
vent competition in the purchase of thatarticle in the foreign country. 
Such an arrangement as that is not in any sense a trust, but it is really 
an arrangement to the benefit of the consumer as well as the manuſact- 
urer, because it enables the latter to sell his product cheaper. 

But Ido not wish to pursue the matter further, If the rule is made 


that binders’ twine should be on the free-list, it is very difficult for me, 


at least, to find any reason why the material used for cotton-baling 
should not also be put on the tree-list, Thatis for gentiemen who 
voted that way to consider. I shall vote against the amendment, be- 
canse I am in favor of the general rule ot protection, which applies to 
1 twine for the farmers or for the speculators, and to all things 
alike. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator before he takes his seat how he can reconcile this one fact. 
There isa denial, I believe, on thut side of the Senate Chamber that there 
is a trust which controls twine, but there is no denial, there has been 
no man on that side of the Senate Chamber or outside of it who bas 
denied that there has been a trust in cotton-bagging, and that they 
have enormously raised the price of it and haverobbed the cotton plant- 
ers of this country by a most iniquitous combination. Now, how the 
Senator can reconcile with the position he bas taken his vote against 
putting cotton-bagging on the free-list I can not possibly understand. 


He might vote against putting twine on the free-list on the denial that ~ 


there was a trust, but nobody can deny that there is a trust in cotton- 
bagging. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator if we are to understand that 
there issuch a trust in cotton-bagging now. One Senator on that side 
of the Chamber, unless I misunderstood him greatly, said it had been 
entirely broken up by the vigorous action of farmers, and did not ex- 


ist now. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not think a Senator has stated that 
the cotton-bagging trust was entirely brokenup. There was resistance 
made to it, and they have endeavored to break the hold the bagging 
trust had upon the farmers by manufacturing cotton-bagging out of 
cotton. They have in some measure broken the hold of the trust and 
they have compelled a reduction of cotton-bagging by the trust, by 
their making this product of cotton-bagging; but they have not dis- 
solved the trust, they have not broken its hold in any extent except 
that it is not able to compel the farmers to pay as high a price as it 
was able to compel them to pay before they manufactured cotton-bag- 
ging. That is the extent of the denial made by Senators on this side, 
and that is all there is of it. 

The representatives of this trust went before the Committee on Fi- 
nance and openly told members of this body that they had organized 
this trust and that you could not help yourselves. They used that 
language in talking to members of this committee, and further, the 
question was asked if they would not break down their business by call- 


ing down the indignation of the American people upon them on account 


of this iniquity, and they replied they would get all their money back 
in one season. It is a notorious fact that they made in their excessive 
profits out of one crop more than the total amount of all their plant up 
to that time. 

There was, as far as I know, but one bagging manufacturing estab- 
lishment in the United States that stood outo! this combination. There 
was one in Boston that refused to have anything to do with it. I gave 


the name of that concern two years ago in a debate upon this very ques- . 


tion, and I gave those people the credit for standing out of it. They 
stated that they sold their product at between 6 and 7 cents a pound 
and they sold it at a profit. When the proposition was made to them 
to go into the trust they refused, and said they would continue to con- 


duct their business as they had done all along. I was in hopes that 


every cotton-planter in the country would buy bagging that bore the 
brand of that mill as long as an ounce of it was to be found in the 
market and would refuse to touch bagging made by any other estab- 
lishment. 

But I ean not understand how the Senator from Ohio can proclaim 
here again and again that he will vote for putting any article on the 
free-list where it is claimed that it is covered bya trust, when this fact 
stares him in the face and has for more than two years, and yet he 
persistently votes against every proposition not only to putit upon the 
free-list but to reduce the tax upon if. 

Now, we see the difference in the way the farmers in one section of 
the conntry are treated from farmers in another. I will vote for free 
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binding-twine. I will vote for it earnestly, although every member 
of the Senate on thatside of the Chamber who has voted for free bind- 
ing-twine has voted to keep up the tax on cotton-bagging. ‘ I hope 
that there is behind them a constituency that will compel them to treat 
the cotton-planters, the poor white people and the poor negroes of the 
South, in exactly the same way that they treat their own people, and 
that when any article is necessary to carry an agricultural product to 
market the farmers shall have it at the lowest possible price in view of 
all the burdens they are compelled to bear now. 

Binding-twine is necessary for your wheat crops. Cotton-bagging 
is necessary for your cotton crops, and so are cotton-ties. This bill, 
deliberately prepared in committee, proposed a reduction of the tariff 
on binding-twine and proposed at the same time an increase in the 
tax on the cotton-tie. The tax on binding-twine was reduced 50 per 
cent., while the tax upon.cotton-ties was increased 200 percent. You 
have decreased the tax upon bagging to a slight extent, but very 
little, and at the same time you have given the manufacturers of cot- 
ton-bagging, you have given the iniquitous trust that has been plunder- 
ing the cotton farmers of this country, their raw material free. You 
are offering them a premium to continue this infamous robbery, and 
at the same time you profess your willingness to vote against any 
proposition that sustains one of these trusts and to put this product 
upon the free-list; and yet you persistently vote against every proposi- 
tion of that sort when offered to you if it touches the great interest 
that comes from the Southern section of the Union. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have no difficulty in drawing dis- 
tinctions in my votes respecting binding-twine and the cotton-tie, for 
I vote against the reduction on the ground of the economies, which I 

asconcinsive. But it is worth while to understand, when we 
about cotton-bagging and burlaps and cotton-ties and binding- 
twine, exactly the relation which these substances hold either to agri- 
culture or to commerce. The binding-twine is not an article of nse or 
of value in regard to the commerce in wheat, It is nothing more nor 
less than a portion of the of the farmer in the conduct of his 
agricultural labor. It falls under the same head, so far as burden 
goes—I do not speak now of the different amounts of burden—but it 
rests upon exactly the same ition that his plows and his hoes 
and his rakes and his trace-chains and all that form a portion of the 
implements of 

Binding-twine is used only on the sheaves in order to house the 
sheaves or to prepare them for the thrashing in the field orin the barn, 
It passes out of use just as much as the wagon and just as much as all 
other agricultural implements do the moment that portion of its service 
in agricultural process is ended. 

Now, whatever we may say about cotton - ties and burlaps and cotton- 
bagging, they are all used in thecommercial transactions of agricultural 
products. They are not parts in any way of the agricultural process 
of harvesting and housing those products. In the cotton-fields the prod- 
uct is taken up in baskets and carried on shoulders, or is taken in 
carts to gin- houses, and the processes about bagging and about cotton- 
ties have to the tion for commerce. - 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to re- 
mind him of the fact that you can not get cotton-lint to market with- 
out bagging it in ties. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can not market it at all. 

Mr. EVARTS. Isay itis part of the process of commerce and prep- 
aration for the market; and we all understand that. 

Burlaps stand on the same footing in regard to wheat and its prod- 
ucts. That is nota part of the agricultural process in any sense that 
binding-twine and trace-chains are—it is a part of the commercial 
transfer; and why any distinction shall be taken between cotton-bag- 
ging and burlaps it is difficult for me to understand. 

Mr. President, that being understood, it is of course a very difficult 
question to draw the line between protection in the sense of facilitating 
agricultural products until they reach their market. This binding- 
twine has the function of a portion of agricultural labor in housing the 
harvest. The cotton-ties are just as necessary in the further process 

no doubt as the burlaps are in reference to the wheat. But my proposi- 
tion is that the unity of this system of protection, although to be cir- 
cumspectly applied, is nevertheless to be finally controlled by the ques- 
tion of symmetry and of practical value that is to come from this wide 
distribution over our country in the great multitude of interests sub- 
jected to this system of foreign duties and protection. I do not think 
myself that there is to come any harm to the farmer from maintaining 
it to our manufacturers of binding-twine in the proposition that the 
labor is to be done on this side of the water and not on the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from New York that he has spoken five minutes upon this 
question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, justice and historical accuracy to 
the committee require that I stand make a statement in answer to 
that made by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. peg iam be 
said that a trust had existed and, as I understood him, did exist in re- 
gard to the manufacture of cotton-bagging. 

I will say that the testimony before the Senate Finance Committee 


and all the evidence that I have ever heard from any source was to the 
effect, and to this effect alone, that in 1888 two or three or more gen- 
tlemen made contracts with all the cotton-bagging manufacturers in 
the United States for their product, upon which they fixed a price for 
the farmers. That was not a trust either technically or in any other 
proper meaning of that word. It was simply an attempt on the part 
of two or three gentlemen to corner the market. They stated distinctly 
their reason for it. That arrangement or combination existed for one 
season, and has never had an existence since. There is no trust and 
never has been any trust in the manufacture of cotton- g. 

The Senator from Arkansas further said that while the Committee on 
Finance had recommended a reduction of duty upon binding-twine it 
had recommended an increase of the duty upon cotton-bagging. I will 
say that the facts are that the committee have recommended a reduction 
of one-half the rates upon binding-twine, or from 2} cents to 1} cents, 
and they have recommended practically thesame reduction upon cotton- 
bagging, and instead of an increase we have practically reduced the 
rate one-half upon cotton-bagging. 

Mr. GIBSON, The Senator from Arkansas admitted that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I feel obliged to make this statement, so that the 
oe made by the Senator from Arkansasshould not go uncontra- 

icted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question re- 
lating to this provision? Yesterday the Senate disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the committee affordinga protection to binding-twine. If the 
—_ should now refuse to put it on the free-list, what would become 
of 1t? ' 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senate retuses to put it on the free-list, and 
no other action is taken, it would be dutiable at 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
which I suppose would amount, at the ordinary price of manila and 
sisal-grass, to about 5 cents a pound on binding-twine. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish toask a question of the Senator from Rhode 
Island before he takes his seat. I wish to know how he makes out a 
reduction of 50 per cent. in the duty upon cotton-bagging. Itis so 
put down in the note, but I do not understand that the committee re- 
gards those statements in all cases as correct. If he will look at the 
figures appended to paragraph 349 I think he will see that there is noth- 
ing there to bear him out in the statement that the duty has been re- 
duced one-half. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present duty upon cotton-bagging valued at 
less than 7 cents asquare yard is 1} cents a pound, and above that 2cents 
a pound. The Senate Committee on Finance recommend a duty of 1.3 
cents a square yard, or 1.5 cents per square yard npon a dividing line 
of 6 cents. A square yard of cotton-bagging weighs 2 pounds, and the 
present duty is therefore 3 cents per square yard and 4 cents per square 
yard, which has been reduced by the committee to 1.3 and 1.5, which 
is more than a 50 per cent. reduction. 

Mr. GIBSON. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] can not 
reply, having consumed his allotted time, to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, I may say a word for him. The Senator from Arkansas did 
not say that the tariff rate on cotton-bagging had been increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iso understood him. 

Mr. GIBSON. He said distinctly that the rate had been somewhat 
e and now the Senator from Rhode Island shows that it has 

deen done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I misnnderstood the Senator from Arkansas then. 

Mr. GIBSON. He said the rate had been reduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was reduced more than one-half. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Rhode Island that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Arkansas observed that there had 
been a cotton-bagging trust. The Senator from Rhode Island declared 
that there had been no such trust; that the persons who were accused 
of forming that trust were here and denied that they had formed a 
trust; that they had merely associated themselves together to corner 
the market in cotton-bagging. I can not conceive, whether they called 
themselves a trust or not, if they accomplished their purpose, why we 
may not designate them as a combination ortrust. There is no essen- 
tial difference in substance and purpose; it is a distinction without a 
difference, one merely of form, between a trust and a combination to 
corner the market and raise prices, 

Mr. HALE. Did not the Senator from Rhode Island—I simply call 
attention to his statement—also accompany that by a statement which 
he vouched for,that this corner in the market which the Senator calls 
a trust only continued for one year, and that it does not exist at all 
to-day? 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to continue my observations on that 
subject, and I trust the interruption will not be taken from my time. 

This combination continued during the whole season in which cot- 
ton-bagging is used. Cotton-bagging is not used after the month of 
December. It is used to bag the cotton while they are picking or 
harvesting the cotton in the months of September, October, Novem- 
ber, and December. There was an assembly of cotton farmers in the 
South to put a check upon this, but the check was not operative un- 
til the nextseason, when this same combination again put up the price 
of cotton-bagging higher than it had ever been before, except during 
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the season preceding it, and we do not now know whether that com- 
bination will again appear in the market and control the price of this 
article or not and levy an enormous contribution upon the farmers, 
There is nothing to prevent, no guards against it, the way is equally 
open to them as to the binding-twine trust, and if putting that article 
on the free-list will defeat their scheme and help the Western farmer 
who uses binding-twine, why will not the same policy also defeat the 
bagging trust and help the Southern farmers who use cotton-bagging? 

Mr. President, I was glad to hear the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] say that the unity of this tariff protective system should be 
preserved in respect to all American industries and to all sections of the 
country so that the whole industry of the United States, as Mr. Webster 
declared, not merely the industry ef manufacturing, but the various 
industries of the American peopleshould be entitled to its benefits and 
be obliged to bear its burdens equally. 

But how is this bill constituted? Nothing could illustrate its sec- 
tionalism and its selfishness more than the article under consideration. 
Here is binding-twine for wheat, and here is cotton-bagging or binding 
for cotton, the one for the Western farmer, the other for the Southern 
farmer. ‘There are manufacturers of that binding-twine in the United 
States who have formeđ a trust. These manufacturers insist upon pro- 
tection. but the consumers—the wheat farmers—insist that in order to 
break up the trust the manufacturers have formed the binding-twine 
should be admitted free and it is put on the free-list. So the manu- 
facturers of cotton-bagging have formed a trust or combination, and 
* ery out for protection, but the consumers—the cotton farmers—insist 
that in order to break up the trust the manufacturers have formed, cot- 
ton-bagging, which is their binding-twine, should be admitted free, but 
we decline to place cotton-bagging on the free-list. The Republicans 
vote to give relief to the Western farmers and vote against giving re- 
lief to the Southern farmers. i 

The tariff imposed upon the cotton-bagging or binding which is used 
by the farmers of the South imposes a tax upon them of not less than 
$3,500,000 every year, and, as the Senator from Arkansas very properly 
said, the increased prices imposed upon the producers of that crop a 
few years ago by the manufacturers, who raised the price 200 percent., 
exceeded the whole value of the plant of the manufacturers. Not only 
is cotton-bagging taxed highly in this bill, but cotton-ties are subjected 
to increased taxation, and everything else the cotton farmer consumes, 
while his product is mainly exported and sold in the markets of Great 
Britain and the Continent in competition with all the world. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to remind the 
Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island in de- 
fending his position against the charge made by the Senator from 
Arkansas, that there had been a trust in this matter of cotton-bagging 
of most enormous proportions and very odions features, working great 
hardship and oppression to those who use that necessary article of cot- 
ton-bagging, said that there was no trust such as the Senator from Ar- 
kansas described, but he went on to tell us what really had been the 
state of things in the years 1887 and 1888, in an explanatory and apol- 
ogetic tone as if he were stating a matter that was beyond the reach of 
a remedy, and was somewhat excusable; at all events fully met the 
statement of the Senator from Arkansas, and it was this: That certain 
gentlemen, a few, had combined together and bought upall the cotton- 
bagging by making contracts with all the manufacturers in this country 
for their product for one or two years, and haying thus done what is 
known in the market and in common parlance as cornering the product, 
they then fixed the price to farmers and proceeded to collect the spoils, 
which is the object and purpose of all such combinations. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has described very 
accurately, and his statement has brought the action of these gentlemen 
within the definition of what is known as the common-law offense of 
engrossing, an offense which is denounced by the statute recently passed 
by the Congress of the United States to be punished with severe pen- 
alties—a combination to raise the price and to control the market for 
any article of domestic consumption. 

I do not see how the situation is relieved to the farmers by being 
told that the manufacturers of cotton- baggiug do not forma trust, but 
that persons who make contracts with them and control their products 
form a combination. That is all there is in it. The result is the same 
to the farmer, whether heis shot out of the right barrel or out of the 
left, and there is very little comfort to him whichever may be the case. 

It seems to me that the one thing that we can do in addition to the 
statute that we have provided is to remove the conditions under which 
this offense of engrossing has become possible. If men will engross, 
give them the world’s product to engross instead of the products of 
the few manufacturers of the United States, and thereby yon will give 
the farmers an additional weapon with which to fight assaults such as 
this odious monopoly made upon them in the years 1887 and 1888. 

The Senator from Arkansas says that the farmers combined the next 
year and by agreement among 
things and protected themselves from these extreme prices; but you 
will enable them to do that very much more efficiently if you will 

ive them the world’s market in which to buy this product that has 
shown to have been the subject of an engrossment that is as con- 


emselves mitigated the condition of | tim 


trary to good morals as it is to the statute passed by the Congress of 
the United States only within the present session of Congress. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIS]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is it in order to move an amendment to 
the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I move to add, after the last word 


An amendment to the amendment 


in the amendment, the words ‘‘burlaps, and bags for grain made of 


burlaps.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davss]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [ Mr. ALDRICH] afew moments ago said that the statement made 
by me that there had been a combination, a trust, in this cotton-bag- 
ging business was not true. The facts can not be denied. The agents 
of this trust, combination, or whatever you may call it, appearing be- 
fore the Committee on Finance, of which the Senator was at that time 
a member, stated that they did not call their combination a trust; that 
it was a sort of sympgthetic movement’’—I think those were the 
words they used. There was a combination in the robbery. They un- 
derstood each other in what they were doing. How they avoided the 
attaching of the name of a trust to their combination I do not under- 
stand. It is one of those fine-spun distinctions that it seems to me can 
not be recognized in plain matters of fact. 

The truth is that the consumers of cotton-bagging carly in the spring 
of 1888 wrote to those from whom they had been in the habit of buy- 
ing cotton-bagging, and they were told that they could not make con- 
tracts just at that time. Week after week passed, and these gentle- 
men wrote again to the parties from whom they had been in the habit 
of buying cotton-bagging, and the answer was invariably the same. 
Fearing that there might be some trouble, letters were written to the 
Eastern producers of cotton-bagging proposing to make contracts, and 
these gentlemen in the West found that their letters were returned to 
the Western pröducers of this article. They then became suspicious 
that there was an und ing, a sympathetic movement by which 
each oneof the producers of this article was running in the same groove, 
and fearing that they would be robbed one gentleman wrote me a let- 
ter calling my attention to this fact, and I offered a resolution in this 
body directing the Committee on Finance to inquire whether there was 
such a combination for the purpose of robbing the people. When the 
committee took the matter up for investigation some of the gentlemen 
made the evasion that I spoke of just now, saying that they did not 
call their combination « trust; that it was merely a sympathetic move- 
ment, But mark you, Mr. President, that sympathetic movement re- 
sulted in raising the price of bagging within a week’s time when the 
market was opened for it. When the time came that the farmers had 
to buy it, the market price was raised from 6to 14 cents per yard within 
a few davs. 

This was the result of the sympathetic movement. This was the 
thing which the Senator from Rhode Island says is not a trust. Now, 
I think it is absolutely necessary that the farmers shall be protected ~ 
against the effects of a sympathetic movement which results in more 
than doubling the cost of a product that can not be done without b; 
the farmers of this country, It is as absolutely necessary that it shail 
be done as it it called itself a trust. It makes no difference by what 
name you call it. 

That which we call a rose 
By any other name would smell as sweet, i 

I think a combination of thissort, whether called a trustor a sympa- 
thetic movement, plain robbery, and it is the duty of the members of 
this body to undertake to protect the people againstitifthey can. We 
have the assurance of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr, SHERMAN] that he 
will vote against all combinations which result in this thing, but still 
when we present the proposition to him he votes against anyreduction 
of the tariff and votes in favor of giving them their materials free, when 
he knows by the experience of the past that the purpose and effect and 
intention is to rob the farmers by the wholesale. 

I have offered an amendment here that brings this question a little 
closer. I have offered an amendment that proposes to make burlaps 
and grain-hags free, I believe that not only the binding-twine with 
which the reapers bind the sheaves as they are cut by the mowers 
ought to be free, but I believe the farmers ought to be relieved of the 
tax that is imposed upon this material that they are bound to have 
to prepare their grains for market. I want it to be presented, and I 
ask that the yeas and nays may be had on my amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas a 
question. I presume that the rule is so that he may answer it in my 


e. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will not yield the floor, then, but will 
hold it for the purpose of retaining that right. 

Mr. PLATT. I understood the Senator to state that this trust 
raised the price of cotton-bagging from 6 to 16 cents a pound. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. To 13 or 14 cents, I think it was. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to ask what is the present price. 

4 Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not know, but I think it is about 
0 cents. 

Mr. PLATT. It has gone down, then. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was reduced, as I stated a little while 
ago. Many of the farmers united in all the Southern States, and they 
resolyed that they would send their cotton to Europe naked before they 
would buy the product of this infamous trust. They used various fibers. 
They used pine- tops, and they sent to Europe and bought the old ref- 
use bagging, and with the same spirit that animated New England 
a hundred years ago when they pitched the tea into Boston Harbor and 
resisted the oppression of Great Britain, these people resorted to every 
expedient they could devise to protect themselves against theiniquitous 
robbery which bad been devised by this trust, and which has beensus- 
tained and upheld by the Senate of the United States in refusing to take 
off this tariff duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas has 
spoken five minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. May I say a word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut has 
spoken once. 

Mr. PLATT. I asked a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal on the question 
of his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TURPIE. I believe I have not spoken on this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is entitled to speak five 
minutes on the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I understood the Senator from New York to substi- 
tute the term unity for the word symmetry.“ Idonot know that 
it is much of an improvement in the language or in the vernacular of 
the tariff. The word unity“ is very common. It comes nearer per- 
haps to the real fact in this case than any other. It means a union; it 
means a combination; it means a conspiracy of the monopolists, the ben- 
eficiaries under this bill as to the high rates of duty to be put on cer- 
tain articles in it, and it is necessary for the purposes of the bill to carry 
out this unity, to complete and maintain it, that the rate should not 
be reduced upon a single article which has gone into this combination. 
We understand, then, the meaning of unity and the reason why the vote 
has been so unanimous and the responses so identical in regard to all 
the amendments offered. 

Allow me to ask, sir, in the contemplation of the unity of such a 
scheme, what interest has the Government in this legislation; what 
interest has the public or the general welfare in arranging the details 
of such unity? 

Senators upon this floor have said that revenue under this bill is an 
incident. Senators upon the opposite side of the Chamber have even 
boasted that it is such. Mr. President, revenue under this bill is not 
even an incident; it is only an accident. 

I heard the Senator from Ohio, in defense of his vote for maintaining 
the high rateupon both of these articles, say that it was necessary in or- 
der to promote their manuſncture in the United States, and after awhile 
the competition here would be so great as to reduce the prices. I 
think that is a very ancient paima I do not think there is any 
economic writer, auy practical publicist, any one who has had any ex- 
perience in the finance or treasury of any government of the world, 
who will restate such a platitude at this time, and I was sorry to hear 
it repeated. It depends upon the fallacy that in order to reduce prices 
you must have actual competition, whereas the opportunity, the ca- 
pacity to compete, has the same effect exactly upon prices as actual 
competition. 

The monopolist upon the frontier settlement who had the one mill 
and was practically suspected of overcharging his customers, did not 
wait until a new one was erected, but when he found that measures 
were being taken for that purpose, reduced his charges in order to re- 
tain his customers, and so it will be with the modern capitalist under 
this bill. Ifthe rates of duty were reduced the eftect would be to re- 
duce the prices to purchasers, not to increase importations. The mo- 
nopolists or the manufacturers would not wait for competition of that 
kind, but would adapt themselves to the reasonable prices authorized 
under a bill for revenue on the revenue line, and they would not de- 
lay for competition. By placing the duties upon the revenue line or 
near the revenue line, we need not pay out unnecessary money, un- 
necessary taxes in waiting for or inducing competition, but we can 
have competition to-day the moment such an act takes effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when Mr. BERRY’s name was called). 
My colleague, Mr. Berry, has been called from the Senate Chamber, 
and is paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER]. My col- 
league would vote yea it present. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
oe from South Dakota [Mr. Pertiauxrw]. If he were here, I should 
vote yea. 


Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator trom Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. ut 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name wascalled), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. who is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” x 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator trom Maryland [Mr. Witson], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Iagain announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. 2 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am requested by the Senator from Indiana 
Bir VOORHEES] to announce his pair with the Senator from Montana 

Mr. SANDERS]. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Allen, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas; Reagan 
Barbour, Eustis, McPherson, Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morgan, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pugh. 
Coke, Harris, Ransom, 

NAYS—2s. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar. Sawyer, 
Allison, eng 1 Sherman, 
Cameron è, 8 Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, vote Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Davis, ns, Power, Washburn, 
Dawes. Hiscock, Quay, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—3. 

Y, Dixon, Kenna, Squire, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 

wr, rge, Paddock, Voo: ` 
Butler, Hampton, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
77 Ingalls, Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the amend - 
ment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], which 
will be again reported. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of paragraph 571 it is proposed to add 
the following: : 


All binding-twine manufactured in whole or in part from istle or Tampico 
fiber, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Upon this amendment the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. Petricrew}. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I again announce my 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am informed 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom Iam 
paired, would vote yea“ upon this question. I therefore vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. In his absence I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I again announce my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] and withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Beery]. If he were present, he would vote “yea,” and I should vote 

tnay.” £ 

Mr. PIERCE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CASEY], 
if present, would vote yea on this proposition. 

Mr. DANIEL. I leave to state that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—2s, 
Allen, Davis, McPherson, Reagan, 
Allison, Faulkner, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Bate, Gorman, Moody, Turpie, 
— — ole 

erce, es 

. Hearst, Plumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Ingalls, Power, Washburn. 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, S 
Cullom, MeMillan, nsom, 
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NAYS—18, 

Aldrich Edmunds, Hiseuck, Ste 
Blodgett, Evarta, Hoar, Stockuridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Wolcott, 
Chandler, Hawley, Quay, 
Dawes, i herman, 

ABSENT—28. 
aé Dixon, Jonesof Nevada, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Kenna, Squire, 
Blair, Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Paddock, Teller, 
Call, George, s Voorhees, 
Casey, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Towa, 
Daniel, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resamed and continued, as follows: 

572. Gold beaters’ molds and gold beaters’ skins. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 120, line 18, aiter the word ‘‘Grease,’’ tostrike out degras; 
so as to make the paragraph read: 
$ 573. ears and oils, such as commonly used in soap-making or in wire-draw- 

ng, e 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not think that word should be stricken trom 
the paragraph. It is not necessary, of course, to reargue the question, 
as it was discussed when we were considering the dutiable schedules. 
I shall ask a vote upon it, but I shall not call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator desire to have the 
vote taken upon striking out the word ‘‘degras?’’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; upon striking out the word degras.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out degras. [Putting the question.] 
The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the vote be taken again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion. [Putting the question.] The Chair is unable to decide by the 
sound, 

The question being again put, the amendment was agreed to—ayes 
29, noes not counted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 573, in line 20, on page 120, before the words are fit,” to strike 
out as and insert which;’’ so as to read: 

Or for stuffing or dressing TACI and which are fit only for such uses, not 
specially provided for in this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

574. Guano, manures, and all substances expressly used for manure. 

575. Gunny pas and gunny-cloths, old or refuse, 15 only for remanufacture. 

576. Guts, salted 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
page 121, line 2, to strike out paragraph 607, as originally numbered, 
as follows: 

607. Gypsum, or sulphate of lime. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island where 
this gypsum, or sulphate of lime, is to be transferred toif itisstricken 
out here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To paragraph 655 on the top of page 127. 

Mr. VANCE. With what duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No duty. It is transferred to this provision on 
page 127. 

655. Plaster of Paris and sulphate of lime unground. 

Mr. VANCE. It is just transferred from one place to another i in the 
free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objectien. 

Mr. VANCE. I have no objection; it is still on the free-list. 

The reading of section 2 was continued, as follows: 

578. Hair of horse. cattle, Russian camel,and other animals, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured, not specially provided for in 
this act; and human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not d'awn, 

579, Hi des, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactared, 
and ‘skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out of the paragraph last read the 
words ‘‘hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 


out will be stated. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the following: 


Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled; 
So as to make the paragraph read: 


Angora goat-skins, raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, 
raw or unmanufactured, and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on. 


Mr. PLUMB. In order that this shall be carried out, I may at the 
proper time move to insert as an amendment in a proper part of the 
bill these words: 


Hides and skins, raw or uncured, whether salted, or pickl except 
sheep-skins with the wool on, | cent per pound. oat! a a 


There does not seem to be an: sy reason why there should not be ex- 
tended to hides the protection afforded by this bill and for a long time 
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by the tariff laws in force. The cattle industry of the country repre- 
sents probably twelve or thirteen million dollars in capital invested; 

and the addition of 1 cent a pound to hides of animals slaughtered 
would be a very protitable ingen to owners of cattle. The industry 
has been for a great many years in a very depressed condition. Cer- 

tainly, as com with the manufacturing industry, it has had very ` 
hard lines, and it would seem now in the line of that which has been 
stated to be the general object and purpose of this bill, to equalize 
duties and benefits as between the manufacturer and the consumer, 
and especially between the manufacturer and the agriculturist, there 


-į ought to be no objection whatever to the imposition of this duty. 


I am frev to say that if the duty had conformed in other respects to 
what I think it ought to be, what in my judgment was proper and right, 
instead of largely increasing duties, I should not have made this mo- 
tion; but certainly nothing less than this is equitable. The duty in 
fact might be made greater without then puttingthe producers of cat- 
tle upon an equality with the manufacturers whoare so carefully taken 
care of in this bill; and in order to carry out the idea which has been 
stated as the fundamental object of this bill, the idea of equality he- 
tween the manufacturers and consumers, I make this motion and hope 
it may receive the concurrence of the Senate. I ask for the yeas — 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nay were ordered. 

Mr. COCKREBL. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 121, lines 7 and 8, paragraph 579, it is 
proposed to strike out 


Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will prevail. 
This is a great industry, a great interest. The annual hide product 
of the United States is, I believe, greater now than the annual wool 
product. It is peculiarly American, and the Senator trom Kansas has 
stated that it has been very much depressed of late. I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll on the question of agree- 
ing to the amendment of Mr. PLUMB, 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called]. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. : 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 

should vote yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey], and in his absence I withhold 
my vote, 

Jr. PUGH (when Mr. Mond Ax's name was called). I desire to an- 
nonae the pair of my colleague [Mr. MoRGaN] with the Senator fron. 

New York [Mr. Evarts]. My colleague is necessarily absent. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississppi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. TELLER Cafe his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I intended to say that if I were not paired I should 
vote yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam requested by the Senator from Arkansas Mr. 
JONES] to announce that he is paired with the Senator tr m New York 
[Mr. Hiscock]. If the Senator from Arkansas were present he would 
vote nay.““ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the announcement to have been 
made that the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JoNES] is absent? 

Mr. HARRIS, TheSenator from Arkansas requested me to announce 
his pair. He is not in the Chamber. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I am at liberty to vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS, Of course; if you vote nay, that is the way he 
would vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The vote will be recorded in the 
negative. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Morcay]. I do not see him in his seat. Otherwise I would vote 
“nay. 

Mr. PASCO. I am requested to announce that the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is temporarily absent from the Chamber, 
and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). The junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] and myself had agreed to transfer 
our pairs, but bis pair is now present and voting. Therefore I with- 
draw my vote, being paired with the Senator trom Vermont [Mr. MOR- 


RILL]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote, 
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Mr. PADDOCK (after having votedin theaffirmative). Lam — 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I am just ed 
that he did not vote. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—Il4, 
Allen, H Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Allison, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott, 
Cameron, Mitchell, wart, 
Cullom, Moody, Washburn, 
NAYS—S. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Barbour, Dawes, Hoar, Reagan, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Butler, ê, MeMillan, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gi MePherson, Vest, 
Chandler, Gray, lerce, Wilson of Må, 
Cockrell, e, Pugh, 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, 
‘ ABSENT—40, 
> Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
bern. — S Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Blair. Eustis, —— derson, See 
Blodgett, Evarts, organ, re, 
Brown, Farwell, Stanford 
Call, George, 3 Stockbridge, 
Casey Gorman, Teller, 
Daniel, Hampton. Payne, Turpie, 
Davis, Harris, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hearst, x Power, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I desire to state, in reference to the 
‘amendment proposed yesterday by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] relating to binding-twine, that I was unavoidably absent from 
the Senate. My pair does not seem to have been announced, I should 
have voted for the amendment yesterday if I had been present. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. - 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued, as follows: 
580. Hide enttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other glue stock. 
581. Hide rope. E 
582. Hones and whetstones. 
Set Hop roots for cultivation. 
585. Horna and parts of, unmanufactured, including horn strips and tips. 
oer 1h rubber, crude and milk of, and old scrap or refuse India rubber 
which has been worn out by useand is fit only for remannfacture, 
588, Indigo. 
589. Iodine, erude. 


590, Ipecac. 
591, Iridium. 
592, Ivory and vegetable ivory, not sawed, cut, or otherwise manufactured. 


503. 

594, Jet, unmanufactured, 
595, Joss-stick, or Joss-light. 
500. Junk, old. J 


612, Loadstones, 
613. are and munjeet, or Indian madder, ground or prepared, and all ex- 
i 614. Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPuHeErson] suggested to me some time since that he intended to 
offer an amendment in regard to lumber at the proper time. I suggest 
to him that it should be inserted after paragraph 612. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would prefer to do that when we return to 
Schedule D, as we must return to that schedule and take up lumber. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I move the insertion of wood on the 
free-list on page 133. I gave notice of an amendment to the wood 
schedule the design of which is to strike out white pine, and also 
to reduce the duty on spruce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is immaterial where it is put in. 

Mr. VEST. I offer an amendment to come in after paragraph 612. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612 it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Timber, hewn and sawed, squared or sided, and sawed boards, plank, deals, 
and other lumber of hemlock, white wood, sycamore, white pine, and bass- 


Mr. VEST. Upon that I desire the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. That amendment follows the long schedule in regard 
to lumber and timber among the dutiable articles, copied from it word 
for word. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask if this would come in alphabetical order at this 

‘point. Timber would come in later. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggestthatit be put under the head of lumber 
and inserted after paragraph 612, 

Mr. VEST. I put it originally as lumber, but some of my colleagues 
insisted that it ought to be timber. Put it in as lumber, and then it 
will come in here in alphabetical order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator trom Missouri desire to have it reported as “lumber?” 


Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I do not wish to interfere, but I 
think it would be better to take up the wood schedule and sce what 
we can do with that, and then, if necessary, recur to the free-list in 
order to perfect it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care when it comes up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say, in response to the Senator from Iowa, 
that I think itis perfectly immaterial. It makes no difference whether 
the amendment is considered with the free-list or with the dutiable-list. 

Mr, McPHERSON. Mr. President, for the sake of convenience I 
suggest that a vote be taken upon substituting for the entire Schedule 
D the proposition to place certain manufactured articles of wood in 
Schedule D and all the rest on the free-list, which includes this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and of the Senator trom 
Kansas [Mr. Panu: 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am perfectly willing to go back to Schedule D, 
if that is agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I care nothing about it. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island this ques- 
tion: If it be decided that lumber is to be put on the free-list, then 
where would he place it on the list of free articles? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Right here after ph 612. 

Mr. VEST. Very well; let us go back and take up the schedule. 
It is a mere matter of detail as to arrangement of the matter. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then my substitute for the whole paragraph 
may be voted upon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The first proposition of the Senator 
from Missouri is that the present order of paragraphs be laid aside in- 
formally. 

Mr. VEST. No, we may aswell vote on this proposition of putting 
lumber on the free-list. There will be no objection made, I think, to 
acting on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection is made. 

Mr. VEST. Then, Mr. President, I would like to make a few obser- 
vations, 5 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri will be 
heard upon the pending amendment, which is to insert the amendment 
cy after paragraph 612. The Senator from Missouri is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if Senators will recur to the RECORD 
which was contemporaneous with the destruction of Chicago by fire, they 
will find a very interesting series of arguments and a vote upon this 
question in the United States Congress. Itis very valuable for two rea- 
sons: In the first place, as an answer to the contention of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. 1 that the consumer does not pay the 
duty, but that it is paid by the importer simply in order to get into the 
American market; and in the second paa, itis valuable as indicating 
the fact that the lumber producers and dealers of the United States con- 
sider the tariff duty as in their interest. 

Without recurring to the record, which is quite voluminous, for the 
debate lasted some weeks, I want to state it succinctly as it happened, 
because I have had occasion to examine very recently the record of both 
the Senate and the House. 

Just after the Chicago fire, which destroyed two-thirds or three- 
fourths of that magnificent city and was a disaster unparalleled in the 
history of the United States, our late colleague, General Logan, then a 
Senator from Illinois, in this body offered a resolution which put lum- 
Bor, hardware, and all materials used in house-building on the free- 

ist. 

The resolution was vehemently opposed by the late Senator Carpen- 
ter, a brilliant lawyer and a member of this body, upon the ground 
that it was unconstitutional, and, in his characteristic way, by the late 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Chandler] on the ground that it was im- 
politic. The Senate disposed of the question by sending it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, After elaborate discussion in that committee, 
it came back to the Senate with two reports—a majority report made 
by Senator Carpenter, joined by two of his colleagues, against the con- 
stitutionality of the 785 Logan resolution, and a minority report 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and one of his colleagues 
in favor of the constitutionality of the resolution, 

Debate then went on in this Chamber for three weeks, the conten- 
tion on the part of Mr. Chandler and Mr. Carpenter being that to put 
lumber on the free-list was unjust to the great lumber interests of the 
Northwest, and especially of Michigan and Wisconsin; that it took so 
much money out of the pockets of the lumber dealers and lumber pro- 
ducers, and that there had been great forest fires in the Northwest, 
which put the lumber producers upon the same footing with the peo- 
ple who had lost their homes in the city of Chicago. 

Finally it came to vote, and the resolution passed this body, includ- 
ing lumber, hardware, and all materials for house-building. It went 
to the House of Representatives and was there condemned most con- 
spicuously by the late Senator Conger, then a leading member of the 
House, and sustained by Mr. FARWELL, of Chicago (now a Senator), who 
took the same ition that was occupied by Senator Logan, then a 
Senator from Illinoisin this body. Debate went on inthe House of Rep- 
resentatives for nearly a month, and the same reasons were vehemently 
urged by the Representatives from the lumber States against the reso- 
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lution, because there had been forest fires that had destroyed large 
quantities of lumber and cfeated great pecuniary losses to the gentle- 
men who owned the forests in Michigan and Wisconsin. 

So vehement was the opposition that at last it resulted in a compro- 
mise by which! lumber“ was stricken out, and hardware and the other 


materials mentioned in the resolution were included or kept in. Lum- 

ber was taken ont of the resolution on account of this opposition, based 

on the ground that the removal of the tax was just taking so much 

money out of the pockets of the lumber men, and because they had suf- 

fered from these enormous fires and were as much entitled to the sym- 

piy of Congress as the people who had lost their honses by the fire 
the city of Chicago. 

So, Mr. President, it has never been heard before, in connection with 
the subject of lamber, that the consumer did not pay the import duty, 
and that debate, which was the most elaborate and vehement ever had 
upon this question, brought forth the arguments which I have named. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out the words “‘ hemlock, white wood, 
sycamore, and hass-wood.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the object of this amendment 
is to permit to enter duty free white-pine lumber of all dimensions and 
grades, whether in the form of timber, sawed planks, or building lum- 
ber. 

I appreciate fully the force of the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I think he will agree with methat the 
lumber that enters into the dwellings of this country, in a large degree, 
is that made of white pine; and it is with a view of reaching the result 
that white-pine lumber can be introduced duty free that I offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, there are three classes of articles 
which are absolutely essential to the existence of the people of this 
country—food, clothing, andshelter. We have been dealing heretofore 
with the articles which constitute their food and enter into their cloth- 
ing. We now have an opportunity to do something for them in the 
way of affording cheap materials for the construction of their houses, 
barns, fences, ete. 

Ofcourse, Mr. President, iÑ five minutes it is impossible to discuss 
this question as it onght to be discussed, and I shall not attempt to do 
so. We have a very peculiar state of affairs in this country and have 
had for a long time. On the one hand, the Government is offering a 
bounty to the people to plant trees, and on the other it is offering a 
bounty to them to cut them down and use them. 

It is undoubtedly true that our forests of pine, of white pine, at least, 
are being rapidly diminished, and that in the course of a comparatively 
very tew years the supply in this country will be practically exhausted 
if we continue under the present system. I can not now enter into 
the statistics, but I think when the next census reports are published 
it will be found that there has been a very great, and I may say a very 
dangerous diminution of the supply of timber in this country. 

Neither will I now attempt to enter into the question as to whether 
or not the consumer pays the duty, which has been alluded to again 
to-day. 

I 8 another instance besides that just cited by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. Two years agoa fire occurred in the State 
of Maine, and immediately there was introduced in the House of Rep- 
resentatives by a distinguished member from that State, an ultra-pro- 
tectionist, too, a proposition to admit lumber duty free to the people 
ot the town that had been burnt, for the purpose of enabling them to 
rebuild their houses more cheaply than they otherwise could. So that, 
as to this one article at least, there seems to be no difference of opinion 
between the ultra-protectionists, the free-traders, and the revenue re- 
formers, as the case may be, with regard to the fact that the consumer 
does pay the duty upon the imported article. 

Now, I think that the owners of our forest lands will not be hurt in 
the least degree by placing this article upon the free-list. I am satis- 
fied, upon information which I regard as anthentic—and, indeed, I may 
say, in some degree official—that Canada will admit our lumber free 
just as soon as we admit lumber from Canada free; and if a wider 
market is wanted for the manufacturers of this country, they will have 
it; for, notwithstanding all that has been said, Mr. President, about 
the valne of the home market, which I cheerfully concede, it is certainly 
better for our people to have not only a home market, but a foreign 
market besides, if they can get it. If the home market is valuable to 
the people, certainly the market becomes more valuable to them when 
they can control a part of the product of foreign countries besides. 

But, as I said, Mr. President, it is impossible to enter into a disens- 
sion of this subject in the five minutes allotted to me, and I can not 
even attempt to outline the arguments which, in my judgment, ought 
to be made in support of this proposition. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the State of Connecticut is as mucha 
treeless State as any prairie State in the Union. We manufacture no 
lumber there. I do not suppose there are 10,000 feet of pine boards 
sawed there in a year. So the argument which addresses feelt to the 


minds of persons representing here what are called prairie States or 
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treeless States might be supposed to address itself to the minds of péo- 
ple living in the State of Connecticut. And yet I confess that I have 
never heard in the State of Connecticut a single cry or demand from 
any source or quarter whatever for free lumber, 

I think the people of Connecticut understand very well that free 

ine lumber simply means the enhancement of the value of the stand- 
ing pine that is owned in Canada, and they understand perfectly well 
that they would get their lumber no cheaper, However that may be, 
they believe that it is for their interest to have all industries in this 
country protected, the lumber interest of the States where itis carried 
on, as much as the industries which are carried on in Connecticut. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill has deferred action upon the wood schedule 
until the Senate must discuss such a proposition as this under the five- 
minute rule. 

Iam not at all surprised at the proposition made by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to put lumber generally upon the free-list. 
Tam not at all surprised by any proposition from that side of the Cham- 
ber to put any product of American capital and American labor which 
competes with the capital and labor of other lands upon the free-list, 
because that course is not out of harmony with the economic princi- 
ples which govern on that side of the Chamber. 

But Iam surprised, Mr. President, that Senators who claim to be- 
lieve in the protective system, in guarding the industries of the United 
States and the labor of the United States against the competition of 
foreign labor and foreign capital, should propose to put white-pine lum- 
he or any of the lumber for that matter, 8 here upon the free- 

is 

This proposition isa peculiar one, however, Mr. President. It leaves 
yellow pine dutiable in this bill at $2 per thousand feet. It leaves 
spruce lumber and other wood products, sawed, dutiable in the same 
way. But it singles ont to be put upon the free-list the white pine 
product of Wisconsin, Michigan, and perhaps one or two other States. 
Why should this be done? 

Mr. President, take a pile of white-pine lumber, figure its cost from 
the standing tree, and you will find that except the stumpage it repre- 
sents labor, and nothing but labor. The labor of the men who go into 
the woods in a harsh climate, in the cold, sleet, and ice, and who work 
all winter long to fell the trees, to make logging roads, to transport the 
logs to the streams, to bank’’ them, and when the spring unlocks the 
rivers to drive them down the swift waters—a dangerous service. Then 
there is the labor at the saw-mill and the planing-mill, and the labor 
of those who transport to the market by water or rail. 

We compete with Canada in this product. Our white-pine States 
lie along that border. There are vast forests of white pine in Canada. 
Tt costs $2 less tomanufacturea thousand feet, board measure, of white 
pine in Canada than it does in Michigan or Wisconsin. My ee 
who knows, tells me that labor of any kind in the woods of Canada is $1 
a month less than it is in the w of Wisconsin or in the woods of 
Michigan, and the statisties bear him out. Stumpage is higher for 
various reasons. 

Now, the House of Representatives passed this bill reducing the duty 
on white pine from $2 to $1.50. The Senate committee has reported 
the bill making a still farther reduction, from $1.50 to $1 per thousand, 
which cuts in two the duty as it is under the present law; and I vent- 
ure to say there is no item in this bill which represents labor —.— 
whith a greater reduction has been made than in this item of white- 
pine lumber. 

When I go home to Wisconsin, or when my friend at my right [Mr. 
McMILLAN ] goes home to Michigan, and the thousands of men who work 
in the lumber camps and the saw-mills ask why it is that the Jabor of 
the American miner is to be protected against the labor of the Cana- 
dian miner, and at the same time their labor to be left to this unfair 
competition with the Canadian loggerand saw-mill labor, what are we 
to say? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair reminds the Senator from 
Wisconsin that his time has expired. 2 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill take occasion, Mr. President, to move an 
amendment which will enable me to say something more on this subject. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, what I have to say I desire to say to 
this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was speaking to this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. FRYE. There are $300,000,000 invested in the United States 
in the lumber business, There are 1,000,000 of able-bodied men em- 
ployed in that business in the woods, on the rivers, in the camps, and 
in the milis; and those 1,000,000 able-bodied men, nearly all of them, 
have somebody dependent upon them and their labor. They are not 
women; they are not children; they are able-bodied workingmen. 

Now, our competitor is Canada. Everybody who knows sip Aeon 
about the business of the two countries knows this—that in 
labor of the same class of men is from 25 to 35 per cent. cheaper than 
it is in the United States. 

Now, takeanother step. Take the white pine of Wisconsin and Mich- 
igan. Itseeks a market in the East. In order to reach that market 
it must pay atleast one-half of the present duty for freight oyer and 
above the freight Canada pays to reach the same market. 1 
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Take it in the East. Nearly all the Canadian mills are in the East. 
They inclose us in their arms. They can reach our great market, New 
York, as ery. as we can from any portion of New England. 

Now, one of the great industries of my Stateis lumber. Over twelve 
thousand or fifteen thousand able-bodied men are employon there in 
the lumbering business. How can any Senator who believes in pro- 
tection, or who says that he believes in it, vote to expose these four 
million laboring men or our fifteen thousand laboring men to the com- 

tition of the Canadian labor by putting lumber on the free-list? 
What kind of a protectionist is he? The Senators from Maine have 
voted a duty on coal, on wool, on scores of articles where the interest 
of the State of Maine was to have them free. Why? Because they 
are protectionists. 

Shall the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], shall the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], snall the Senators trom Nebraska, 
because, forsooth, they think lumber might be a bit cheaper in their 
States, claim to be protectionists and vote to remove duties from lumber, 
and thus announce themselves free-traders whenever their people think 
their interests will be promoted by free trade? 

Mr. President, there is no consistency in any such protection. There 
is no right, no justice in it; and the declaration had better be made 
by these men that they believe in free trade, and therefore will vote it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think that of all countries on 
earth Canada should be the last to be favored by this country in our 
protective tariff. She discriminates against everything that comes 
from our country. Take agricultural machinery. Animport duty of 
35 cent. is levied by Canada on machinery from the United States, 
while all other machinery has to pay a duty of from 10 to 25 per cent, 
Canada puts a duty on coal-oil especially high, 100 per cent.; also on 
anthracite coal. We have no duty on anthracite coal, while they have 
a high duty on it, 56 cents a ton. And so on through the whole list, 
which I have not time in my five minutes to recite. 

When we come to lumber, we have no duty on logs. If tea and cof- 
fee go from this country into Canada they have to pay a duty of 10 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. So that it does not come out of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield, certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I simply wanted to read from the Canadian tariff, 
which I hold in my hand; 

Sones, rte pi A tal yr tok the United 88 pound and 10 
per cent, ad valorem. 
~ Gold and silver coin from the United States are free, and tea and 
coffee from every country save the United States are free. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave a long list of discriminating duties against 
the United States which I have not time to read, but I will come to 
the question of lumber, 

We have no duty on logs. They have a duty of $1.01 per thousand 
feet. Senators will remember that two years ago last spring a raft of 
logs came into this country, known as the Jogyins raft, and it paid 
$3,030 export duty to Canada, They have another method of getting 
even with ns on lumber. Most of the lands belong to the public, and 
they charge a stumpage of $5 per square mile and a royalty of 5 per 
cent. on all sales. 

Now, if you put lumber on the free-list, the Canadian Government, 
according to its uniform practice, will add to this royalty and put 
on an export duty, so that you will get no gain whatever from it, 
You will injure the million people engaged in the business for the ben- 
efit of the Canadian people and the Canadian Government. It is a 
square give-away of the rights ofthe American people. It will benefit 
no one. It will not make lumber one cent cheaper. 

You can trace it right through the whole list and they will take ad- 
vantage of every particle of this tariff which you give away. They 
will take it and give it to their people and to their Government and 
keep it there for the benefit of the Canadian people and the Canadian 
Government as against our people who take this tariff off. It will not 
benefit the people of this country one iota, because they will put op all 
the burden it will bear and come into our market, and if you take off 
any part of the burden they will put it on again because they will put it 
at a point where they can compete with the American market. There 
is no use in oppressing our people for the benefit of strangers. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, whoever loves the farmer should op- 

this motion to place lumber on the free-list. As an interest by 
itself the lumber interest has more than all the importance that has 
been attributed to it in this brief debate. The lumber is not owned 
by the heavy men of Wisconsin and Michigan and some other parts of 
the country whose capital may perhaps be almost uniformly and in- 
differently invested on one side or the other of the line, but the great 
mass of the lamber of this country is owned in small lots located upon 
the homesteads of the farmers who live in that part of the country east 
of the prairies. 

When you touch this lumber interest anywhere east of the prairie 
which does not grow a tree, you touch the farmer, for every little home- 
stead has its ten, twenty, fifty, one hundred, or five-hundred-acre lot 


of timber, and on that timber the farmer depends for the money with 
which he pays his taxes, with which he educates his child. It is his 
little source ot annual income in money, and to that he looks with more 
assurance than to any other crop which he raises. 

Take my own State asan illustration. Few, or little more than half, 
of the people of New Hampshire are engaged in agriculture. Thereis 
not a farm in the State, there is not an abandoned farm in the State, 
upon which there is not growing a large portion of timber, and the 
value of that interest is becoming more and more important every year. 

This ownership is not concentrated. It is in a great number of in- 
dividuals. And when you touch one of them and touch his interests 
you touch them all. It is the farmer’s interest pre-eminently, and 
not the lumberman's interest in its most significant sense. 

It will not do to put lumber on the free-listand talk about the pro- 
tective tariff, because in the progress of this debate action has been 
taken which, in my judgment, has gone deep, to the very foundation 
ol the system of protection in this country. It will be well for us who 
believe in it as indispensable to the prosperity of our people asa whole, 
and to the prosperity of the great mass of our people as individuals, if 
we contemplate seriously whether we are to give away any further the 
great principles of protection. If we put lumber on the free-list I do 
not believe this protective tariff is worth even whistling about. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the proposition to put lumber on the 
free-list affects principally the interests of the States lying along the 
Canadian line, Maine, New Hampshire, New York, Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, Washington, and Oregon, Probably the putting of white-pine 
lumber on the free-list will not affect the price of yellow-pine lumber 
manufactured in the Southern States. But this is not a question of 
what States or the industries of what States would be affected. 

As I understand the Constitution, when the thirteen original States 
adopted it they agreed that we were to be one nation, and the right 
to regulate foreign and interstate commerce was to be given to Con- 
gress, to a body which was to exercise its authority over the whole 
9 and over all the people over every foot of soil and over every 
citizen. 

Therefore, the duty of Congress in legislating upon this question is 
to legislate for the good of the whole. It is entirely a mistake to say 
that what injures Oregon does not injure Maine, or that what injures 
Maine does not injure Oregon, or that what injures Maine and Oregon 
does not injure Florida and Louisiana. You can not injure one of the 
States of the Union or destroy an enterprise or a business in one of the 
States of this Union without injuring the whole; and all the talk 
about whether the tariff on this or that will be beneficial to this State 
or that is foolishness. 

We do not manulacture white-pine lumber in Oregon or upon the 
Pacific coast to any great extent; but the admission free of duty of 
white-pine lumber into the United States would affect our markets 
and would destroy the industry with us if the price of lumber here was 
greatly reduced or if lumber was to be introduced into the United States 
from Canada upon such terms that the business could not be carried on 
upon the Pacific coast. 

Sir, I am in tavor of protecting every industry of the United States, 
and all alike, so far as I am able to judge of what is necessary. Iam 
not ready to join the corps of sappers and miners in this body, who 
are seeking to undermine the wall of protection which keeps out the 
cheap labor products of other countries from this country. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, if this Government were of that paternal 
character indicated by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] and upon 
which he so loves to dwell, I could not imagine an interest that would 
appeal more strongly to a government conducted on such principles than 
the interest of preserving for the people within our borders the forests 
and lumber'supply from the spoliation and destruction of the present 
tariff which operates as a premium upon that destruction. I can not 
imagine any action of such a government as described that would be 
more for the general welfare, more in the line of conduct of the pater- 
nal governments of Europe, whose model the Senator from Oregon is 
so careful to copy in this regard. I do not know any interest which 
they more sedulously protect by their forestry laws, by their laws to 
prevent the destraction of timber and forests within their borders. 

Sir, if we can, without special regulations directed to that end, take 
away the premiun which the present tariff on lumber presents for the 
destruction of our forests, then we have by governmental action meas- 
urably achieved a result which is rightin the line of that paternal care 
the Government should extend to all its people and all its interests, 
and which is so much lauded by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I was out of the Chamber when 
the amendment was offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON], but, as I understand, the effect of his amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], if adopted, will 
be to put white pine alone on the free-list, 

8 $ being the case, I desire to say but a few words. If white pine 
is the only lumber involved, I can not see what especial effect it would 
have on the lumber of New England or the lumber of Oregon; forin 
New England the pine lumber was exhausted, or substantially ex- 
hausted, many years ago. 

When I was @ boy and lived in the old State of Maine, so ably rep- 
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resented on this floor, pine lumber was an important element, and the 
manufacture or cutting of pine lumber was a great and important in- 
dustry. But in the years that have elapsed that pine lumber has been 
exhausted or substantially exhausted. 

In Oregon, or on the Pacific slope, there is no pine lumber, and of 
course the idea of free lumber in Minnesota or Michigan can cut no 
figure whatever on any kind of lumber ou the Pacific slope. 

Now, Mr. President, Iam not clear in my own mind as to the effect 
of putting white-pine lumber on the free- list. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] in his remarks yester- 
day, quoting theSenator from Michigan on my left, claimed that putting 
Inmber on the tree-list would have no effect on the price, That, of 
course, wé can not tell until we make a test. If it does reduce the 

rice of lumber it will be a great boon to millions of people who in- 
bit the prairies of the West, Northwest, and Southwest, and I, for 
one, am glad to see it adopted. 

So ſar as the question of the industry is concerned, Ido not think it cuts 
the slightest figure in the world. 1 do not believe one board less, one 
slab less, will be manufactured in New England, Michigan, Minnesota, 
or in Wisconsin by putting this on the free-list. I do not believe labor 
will be paid one nickel less per day. If anybody shall suffer by put- 
ting lumber on the free-list it is the gentlemen, the millionaires who 
own the pine-timber lands. 

And let me tell you that in those three great States of Michigan, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota it is getting into the hands of a very few, 
and the time is not far distant, unless there is some escape, when we 
shall see as much of a corner or a combine on white-pine lumber as we 
have seen on binding-twine. For that reason I am disposed to vote to 
place it on the free-list. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the people of the State of Vermont 
have no immediate interest in white pine, tor the white pine of that 
country has long since gone, There is a very large establishment in 
that State engaged in the importation of white pine lamber—the third, 
I believe, in the United States—and of other lumber, and their inter- 
ests are the interests of importers, of course, for they are importers. 
Probably 98 per cent. of the lumber that they deal in is Canadian lum- 
ber, the Michigan lumber finding its way much more cheaply, of course, 
on account of the distance, to the great Chicago market, which, I be- 
lieve, isat the head of the list of lumber markets of the United States, 
Albany being the second. 

If I believed, with my friend from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], who 
has just addressed the Senate, that the price of lumber to the con- 
sumer, or even to the retail dealer, would be mitigated at all just so 
far as the particular people among whom I live and have my home are 
concerned, I should be in favor of it. ButI stated some facts the other 
day, from statistics, which I will repeat now, which go to show that, 
having tried an experiment under conditions favorable to the con- 
sumers far better than the conditions now are, when there was less 
combination, more of universality and competition in trade, in lumber 
as well as in everything else, the putting of lumber on the free-list in 
1855 by treaty did not benefit the consumer or the small dealer; that 
the largest part of the benefit was putting money in the pockets of the 
foreigners, and the rest of the benefit, down almost to the last dollar 
not quite for a year or two in regard to the very poorest kind of stuff 
I believe, because I wish to state it absolutely within bounds—went 
into the hands of the importer and the big operator. 

After having tried it for eleven years, the test of experiment which 
my friend from Minnesota wishes to try again now, under much more 
favorable conditions tor the consumer than then, lumber was put back 
on the dutiable-list by the abrogation of the treaty. 

Mr. President, I have obtained from Albany 5 through the Treas- 
ury Department, from Chicago, in addition to what my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] has presented, the statistics of the lum- 
ber trade in those places and the price-lists from the newspapers and 
from the lumber exchanges, all of which (with the shade of exception 
that I have stated, of a temporary character) show what I have stated. 

In 1866, when the treaty was terminated and lumberagain went on the 
dutiable list, the gold prices of 1854 and 1855 of course did not exist, 
but the depreciated currency prices of 1866 did exist. ‘The result 
demonstrated, looking at it in large and in particular, with the mere 
trifling exception that was stated the other day, that not the consumer 
was injured by putting it back on the dutiable list, but the foreign pro- 
ducer and the foreign operator; and the home importer and big oper- 
ator did not make so much profitas they did betore, but that the Treasury 
of the United States, the common fund of all the people for the Mississippi 
River improvements and for everything that makes up the common 
wellare under our appropriations, giving the benefit toall, and the con- 
sumer did not suffer for it, but as a citizen of the United States, inter- 
ested in its public funds and their appropriate expenditures, got it, 
and the profits of the large operator, foreign and domestic, were dimin- 
ished accordingly. 

Mr. President, as I have said, Albany is, I believe, the second largest 
lumber market in the United States. It has been so for a great many 
years. I wrote to the largest lamber concern there, some members of 
whom I met years agoand whom I knew by reputation, to inquire how the 
prices of lumber would be affected if lumber were now puton the free- 


list, as well as what their experience had been in reference to the eleven 
years of free lumber while they were in the business, Their experience 
during that time I have already stated, so I need not repeat it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator trom Vermont 
has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wanted to read the letter I have referred to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Print it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will get a chance by and by. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, the substitute which I have 
had the honor to offer to this schedule is the same in all respects as 
found in the Mills bill, so called, with which the Senate is familiar. 
As will be seen, with the exception of a few manufactured articles in 
wood all else in Schedule D is placed upon the free-list. The impor- 
tations in value during the fiscal year 1889, as credited by the commit- 
tee to this schedule, is $9,570,860.79. The duties paid were $1,761,- 
252.01; the percentage, 18.40 per cent., and the proposed percentage 
19.16 per cent. i 

The object and purpose of this amendment need not in this pres- 
ence, when it has been discussed so often, be again stated. It is proper 
to say, however, that the rapid depletion of our forests has been made 
the subject of national and State concern. Notonly is nature itself 
defaced, but it produces conditions far-reaching in their results upon 
the climate, the soil, the comfort, and the health of the people. 
Streams are lessened in volume or dried up absolutely. It tends to 
deprive great and prosperous cities of an adequate supply of pure and 
wholesome water, and also affects commerce. 

lam told that De Lesseps planted rows of trees along both siđes of 
the Suez Canal, more for utility than for ornament, and to-day the 
banks of the canal through the parched, arid desert are covered thick 
with beautiful verdure. Ifa law could, with justice and propriety, be 
passed that would save from the ax every living growing tree in this 
country for the next ten years, I would gladly vote for it. Tama 
however, that the future prosperity of our forests require the remov: 
of the older and less vigorous trees. Let this be done, and there let 
itstop. Asan aidin bringing about this result, I have proposed that 
lumber be put upon the free-list, ; 

But this is not all. Lumber is one of the necessities of civilization, 
andit concerns the comfort, happiness, and prosperity of the whole people. 
Every map, woman, and child is interested in having cheap lumber, 
and none more so than the pioneer upon our Western plains, where 
lumberissoscarceand dear. Wood products are thesubstantial element 
in making our homes and implements, and wood furnishes the material 
for packing all foreign and domestic commerce. It gives the foundation 
upon which our vast system of railways are laid, while ournewspa 
and books are printed on paper made from wood. Our near neighbors * 
have timber in plenty and are ready to supply us at lower rates than 
we can harvest our own, or you would not be asking for a duty, and 
still the work of destruction goes on. 

Itis not an industry that gives much employment to American la- 
bor. Our Canadian neighbor, whose lumber is shut out of our mar- 
kets by our tariff laws, furnishes the major part of the labor. The 
Canadian lumbermen work in our forests during the.lumber harvest, 
and take their money home to spend it, where its purchasing power is 

eater. In justice to all interests, lumber should go to the free-list, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, lumber is one of the most important 
industries, perhaps the greatest single one, of the State I have the honor 
in part to represent. 

As illustrative of the development of this interest I will state that 
in the ten years from 1850 to 1860 the manutacture of lumber in 
Washington amounted to 65,000,000 feet per annum; in the next dec- 
ade it amounted to 125,000,000 per year; in the next it amounted to 
over 250,000,000 feet per annum; and for the period from 1880 to 1890 
to over 400,000,000 feet per annum; and so this interest continues to 
develop, the yield of our mills reaching now about 706,000,000 feet 
per annum, I find that the industry of shingle-making is rapidly 
growing in importance, so that our interior shipments for the last year 
reached 1,500 car-loads or more. 

The timber is the great industry of Puget Sound. It isan industry 
in which labor is more concerned than in almost any other. The larger 
value of this mighty productis labor; you may say from the time the 
ax is struck in the tree until the finished lumber passes out to ship- 
board the entire value imparted to this cheap material, the growing 
forest, consists of labor. 

Mr. President, my State is immediately along the Canadian border, 
The great forests extending up through Oregon and Washington con- 
tinne across an imaginary line into the British pe ions, and the 
classes employed in the Jumber industries upon both sides of this line 
are brought in competition. It is true this character of lumber is more 
particularly the yellow fir west of the mountains, but when you pass 
to the eastern side of the Cascade Mountains there you find a different 
character of lumber. There the pine forests are found upon both sides 


of the imaginary line that separates these countries; and here again 
you bring the people of the United States and of the British posses- 
sions in direct competition with each other. 

Mr. President, while it is a fact that the young State which I have 
the honor in part to represent derives comparatively little advantage 
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as yet from the system of We e ine theta it as the wise 


true American system, tis that which has builded 
up the other r Commonwealths of this Union, and that the State 
of W. must be developed and sustained by the same policy; 
and it is because we are in sympathy with this policy, because it is 
peat ee oe t American system, that we want it pre- 
served. In this instance it comes directly home to the benefitofmy State. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it in order now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair), The Chair 
will state that an amendment to the amendment is not now in order, 
because the pending question is an amendment already offered to an 
amendment. The pending question is on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, 


Mr. HALE. The trates of duty in the lumber schedule are 
the lowest in the entire tariff statute, and it has always seemed to me 
a remarkable thing that in dealing with the question of the reduction 
of duties upon articles which come into this country and compete with 
the products of American labor, lumber should in any way have a 
place in the of reduction. We put the rates in the other 
schedules from 25 to 30 and 40 per cent. and even higher than that, 
and they are submitted to, but the present rate of duty be aa any for- 
eign lumber coming in here is none of it higher on long lumber than 
16 or 17 per cent., and the duty upon white pine involved in the amend- 
ment now pending is less than 10 per cent. as the committee has re- 

teal it; and yet, Mr. President, there is no article upon the whole tariff 

ist where the clean question of protecting our labor against foreign 
labor is so plain as upon lumber. 

There are none of the questions which are raised in other cases as to 
the real wages paid tor labor that arise here. Whatever doubt there 


is about the wages in England or Germany or France upon their prod- 


ucts, nobody doubts that the Canadian laborer working alongside of 
our laborer, with a hundred miles only, perhaps, between the two, is 
rege 9 ata rate from 25 to 40 per cent. cheaper than ours, and that 
the whole value of lumber as it appears in the market, with the èx- 
ception of the small sum paid for stumpage or upon limits in Canada, 
is labor. 

Mr. President, what force is there in the crusade that is made upon 
this article? It is not confined to the North, nor to the Middle States, 
but is a great product which labor has to hew- out into many forms of 
use, and the supply of our lumber is found not only in the Northern 
and Middle States, but.in the South as well, and the aggregate of its 
po puts it among the very highest in the rank of importance, and 

appeal to Senators upon the other side in considering this question of 
nap ean, SAADAA AAEN te aves tices. oF he TAS DN 

re nt ugh it illions of the laborin le 
of the United States, for Gane protection. ae 

It is quite willing that the little protection which it has shall re- 
main as it is, although that small duty is the equal of all of the profit 
that the manufacturer gains. You may take oft the $2 or $1 upon 
different forms of lumber and bring in Canadian lumber free without 
the consumer receiving a particle of benefit, and in hundreds of cases it 
will drive our lumbermen out of business and substitute Canadian 
for our own labor. Yet with this small margin we have been forced 


to be content in times past; and to-day lumber is perhaps the only in- 


terest that has not appeared before committees and knocked at their 
doors for an increase of the rate of duty. L appeal to Senators under 
these conditions not to wage this crusade against this labor which is 
least of all protected in our tariff duties, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has stated 
that the average duty on lumber is lower, perhaps, than that on any 
other great industry. The tariff, I believe, is only about 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. HALE. Not more than that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In addition to what has been indicated by the 
Senator from Maine in to the cheapness of the production of 
lumber in Canada, and in British Columbia more particularly, I desire 
to attract the attention of the Senate to the fact that the timber crown 
lands are all held, or nearly all of them, by large mill-owners on long 
leases at low rates, 

It costs but very little, so far as the people of Canada and British Co- 
lumbia particularly are concerned, to obtain controlof the timber lands 
and timber of that country, so that the whole amount, or nearly the 
whole amount, invested is a matter of labor. The English Govern- 
ment have subsidized steam-ships, as we know, connecting China with 


~ British Columbia. They have brought over Chinese in immense num- 
bers, and nearly all of the mill-owners in British Columbia employ 


Chinese labor, and the productions, therefore, are of the chea 
sible character. i 55 8 


The balance of trade of the United States in connection with our ex- 
change with all the nations of the earth in regard to the timber product 
is largely in our favor. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Including Canada? 


‘been for years past, notwiths 


Mr. MITCHELL, Yes, I believe, including Canada; but with Can- 
ada alone the balance is largely: againsa us, over $7,000,000 about, 
while Canada, at our very door, is the exporter of timber in the 
world. Itis a much larger exporter of timber than Russia, which is 
the next largest exporter of thatarticle inthe world. It exports three 
times the amount of Sweden, Norway, and Germany. It is dumping 
its Jamber and timber into the eee States Base millions a has 
tanding the present duty, to a much larger 
extent, indeed, than into all Great Britan combined. 

Canada’s exports óf timber two years ago were 160,028,850 cubic 
feet, being 18,419,895 cubic feet more than the amount exported by 
Russia, the next largest exporter of timber in the world, and 46,062,- 
832 cnbic feet more than exported by Sweden, which stands third on 
the list of exporters of this product; she exports 53,954,480 cubic feet 
more than the United States, the fourth on the list. 

Of the 300,000,000 feet of Canada spruce exported in 1888, 170,000,000 
feet of the amount found a. market in the United States, while only 
130,000,000 feet went to Great Britain. Considering, therefore, this 
great competitor at our very doors, and in view of the fact that more 
than $300,000,000 are invested in the lumber ey in the United 


States, giving employment to hundreds of thousands of men, that it is 


the basis and support of innumerable other industries, and paying into 
the pockets of farmers for supplies over $40,000,000 annually, the 
proposition to place lumber on the free-list would seem to be little else 
than a deadly blow at one among the many of the great American in- 
dustries. s 

Therefore, with our lumber interests thus menaced, the proposition 
to place lumber on the free-list, or timber or any of the products of 
timber, it Seems to me, is rather absurd, looking at the question from 
the standpoint of a protective tariff. 

In addition to all that, Canada to-day has an import duty on lum- 
ber, so far as her own country is concerned, 10 per cent, higher, con- 
sidered ad valorem, than has the United States. Her import duty 
upon lumber is about 25 per cent., and she has an export duty on logs 
besides. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate further. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope we may have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. President, Iam afraid the Senate hardly 
understands the full magnitude of this industry. 

I will confine myself to a statement with regard to the State of Mich- 
igan alone, which comes within my own personal knowl The 
product of lumber in Michigan last year was 4,642, 908,317 feet. It 
sold for $60,358,545. It employed in the mills alone, not including the 
men employed in the woods in the winter—and they were about the 
same number, so that it made continuous employment for the year 
around for about the same number of able- men—23,750 men. 
The amount of wages paid in the mills alone, which is about half the 
amount paid in the entire operation, not including the amount paid 
in the woods, was $7,670,000, 

Mr. President, in the consideration of this whole bill it has been the 
study of the committee and the effort, on this side of the Chamber at 
any rate, to protect American labor. We have taken our stand in favor 
of protection to American labor, and how we can now entertain the 
proposition of putting lumber upon the free-list, employing in this 
country 300,000 men in the industry, is more than I can 8 

If we are to abandon this great principle and consider the proposition 
of putting lumber upon the free- list because some of the States want 
it, there will be no end to that method of proceeding. Michigan, if it 
took a certain view ot these matters, would be opposed to a duty upon 
iron, upon cotton, upon woolens. We make none of those things, but 
consume a great many. But Michigan is a protection State, and con- 
sequently a firm Republican State, and I see no good reason why this 
onslaught should be made upon the principal industry of the State of 
Michigan and the State of Wisconsin. 

It was announced by President Cleveland, and it has been conceded 
by the most extreme men upon the other side of this Chamber, that a 
duty which equalized wages between this country and other countries 
was a fair and justifiable duty. Now, I state, sir, with positive knowl- 
edge on this subject, that the wagesin producing a thousand feet or 
lumber in Michigan or Wisconsin is enough more than it is in Canada 
to equal the entire amount of this duty. The labor-cost of lumber in 
Wisconsin or Michigan is not less than $8. ‘The difference in wages is 
not less than 25 per cent., and 25 per cent. of $8 is $2, which is the 
present duty. 

Then another fact which is very proper to be taken into consideration 
is that while the stumpage in Michigan and Wisconsin is from $4 to 
$6, the stumpage of the Canada operator is not over $2. It is consider- 
ably less, but we will call it $2. There is a difference again in the cost 
ofstumpage of at least the amount of this duty. 

Mr. President, there is no reason for this proposition except the fact 
that certain States would like to get lumber cheaper; and if we agree 
to that, if that is a good foundation for the adoption of this amendment, 
then we are all at sea, each State striving ſor its own personal interest 
at the expense of the general interest. 

I ask unanimous consent to have a statement inserted in the RECORD 
which Y have not time to go over. ' 
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ING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears | States and in Canada. Why should that labor of the United States not 
moe sec I be protected if any labor ought to be protected? The Senator from 
The statement is as follows: ware [Mr. GRAY] shows a very touching and tender solicitude for 


Lumber industry of the whole country, 1880. 


ested in mills and appliances . . . . . .be. 8200, 000,000 
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Investment. 


our forests, I noticed that the tenderness and anxiety for the preser-. 
vation of the great pine forests of these Northwestern States comes 
mostly from Senators who represent States which never had within their 
borders a 22 tree. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
would if he could, he says, put an embargo a the entire lumbering 
operations of Wisconsin, Minnesota, and higan for the next ten 
years in order that the climate! might not be affected by the de- 
struction of the trees. What public spirit! The farmers of Wisconsin 
and Michigan who find every year a great market for their productsin 
the lumber camps, and not only that, but who find work for their sons 


40 | and their oxen and horses and themselves in the winter when other- 


wise they would be idle, will not appreciate the wisdom if they do the 


20 | tender anxiety of the Senators from New Jersey and Delaware in this 


respect, 

Mr. President, there is no reason why white pine should be put upon 
the free-list which does not equally apply to the redwood of California. 
No proposition is made to affect it. ere is no reason why white pine 
should be put upon the free-list which does not equally apply to the 


22,782 | yellow pine of Arkansas and the Southern States, of which there are 
000 | about 98,000,000,000 feet. No proposition is made to affect it. The 
928 | yellow pine has no competition, comparatively, and yet Nebraska is 


willing that a duty of $2 a thousand should remain upon yellow pine 


708 | and upon redwood, but insists that the States lying along the Cana- 


000 | dian border which produce white pine in competition with Canada shall 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will be re- 
ported at the desk. 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out from the proposed 
amendment the words ‘‘ hemlock, whitewood, sycamore,’’ and the words 
„and bass-wood;’’ so as to read: 

Timber, hewn and sawed, squared and sided, and sawed boards, plank, deals, 
and other lumber of white pine. 

Mr. MANDERSON. T understand the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr, 
SPOONER] is anxious to speak further upon this amendment. If, 
under the rule adopted, it can be reached by my withdrawing the 
amendment temporarily, I will do so, so that he can have the oppor- 
tunity to be heard further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the amendment is withdrawn de- 
bate can proceed upon the main question. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw it temporarily, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 


is withdrawn. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. What, then, will be the exact proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 


Mr, PADDOCK. What is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, it is proposed 
to insert: 


Lumber: Timber, hewn and sawed 


uared and sided, and sawed boards, 
plank, deals, and other lamber of hemloc 
and bass-wood. 


whiteweod, sycamore, white pine, 


Mr. SPOONER. If there is any principle worthy of recognition or 
which ought to govern the vote of any man in favor of this bill, and I 
am certain that there is, the amendment to the amendment, 3 
by the Senator from Nebraska and just withdrawn to enable me to 
continue, ought to be voted down. 

I have sat here day after day, week after week, voting fair protect- 
ive duties upon articles in which my State and my people have no di- 
rect interest, keeping in mind the larger interest of the whole 5 
and of its labor, not limiting my view to the lines of the State whie 
sent me here. 

The people of Wisconsin make, for example, no pottery, so far as I 
know, but that is a greatindustry in New Jersey, employing vast capi- 
tal and labor. I have not been willing, Mr. President, that it should 
be overslaughed either as to that capital or as to the interest of that 
labor by throwing down the barrier which alone prevents an influx of 
that product made by capital carrying a lower rate of interest and labor 
earning infinitely less in other lands. 

The poe of Wisconsin have na direct interest in the duty on rice, 
but I voted for a duty to protect the rice farmer in the general interest 
in its relation to the system under which we have prospered, and in 
which I believe. If the principle is to be abandoned, however, by each 
one whose local interest does not seem to be directly subserved, there 
will not long be much of it left. 

Mr. President, no one denies here that there is a wide difference in 
the labor cost of a thousand feet of white pine sawed in the United 


be subjected to this discrimination. I can see no principle in it, and 


000 | it is no justification of it to say, as these Senators do, that the people 


of the prairies want cheaper pinelumber. This suggestion, if a 
one, is susceptible of extension, but it would not make cheaper white- 
pine lumber, in my opinion, 

I can understand the philosophy, as I said before, of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri or that aia by the Senator 
from New Jersey. Each is based upon a principle which I believe to 
be erroneous, but nevertheless upon a principle. Butan amendment 
like this one which proposes simply to strike out the white-pine in- 
dustry of the States of Michigan and Wisconsin is an invidious and un- 
just discrimination, and not only a discrimination against those States 
and in favor of the States having a different character and quality of 
pine who need no such protection, but it is an abandonment of the 
protective principle which has 8 us on this side mainly in the 
votes which we have cast upon the items of this bill. 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MANDERSON, e eloquent voice of my friend, the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who is my nearest neighbor in the 
Senate, has not been heard in such earnest and forcible appeals upon 
any other of the items of any of the schedules in this bill, but it is not 
to his discredit that it isso. He appeals eloquently and for 
a local interest. He represents one of the great timber and lumber 
producing States of the country, and I do not wonder that he seeks by 
every effort in his power to advance the supposed welfare of that in- 
dustry; but it is that local interest that prompts him to raise his voice, 
just as it is the interestof my own locality that prompts me to suggest 
this amendment. 

General Hancock was laughed at when he said that the tariff was a 
local issue, and yet, from the standpoint of advocacy and support of 
e Petia no truer thing was ever spoken than the state- 
ment of that very fact, and weare all governed just as the Senatorfrom 
Wisconsin is governed in this debate and in his action upon this ques- 
5 by that local interest and by that local prejudice, whatever it may 


Mr. President, I do not think that the Senator from Wisconsin has 
outstripped me in devotion to the protective principle so far as votes 
upon this bill are concerned. I do not believe there is any State in the 
Union that exceeds in devotion to the general principle of protection 
under which the whole nation has kropen the State that I have the 
honorin part to represent, but at the same time it has. certain desires 
and wishes, exactly like other States, based, if you please, npon pure 
selfishness and ing i udice. 

My friend from Wisconsin rather criticises the idea suggested by 
the Senator from Delaware, and I think advanced also by the Senator 
from New Jersey, that there should be an effort to conserve these gas 
forests and 1 the woods for future uses. I suggest to the 
ator that this effort on his part and the effort of the Senators trom Mich- 
igan in connection with him, are based upon a local selfishness far from 
commendable, and upon the grasping greed of men who areengaged in 
this very profitable lumber business, which 2 ts them to the im- 
mediate destruction of these great forests rather than their preserva- 
tion. I take up the testimony given 2 the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House, and I find that Mr. John A. Edget, speaking for 
the great State of Michigan and on behalf of the great lumber interests 
there, testifies as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN. Right here permit me to ask you, at the rate you are now ex- 
the home supply, how long will it be, in your judgment, before the 
output will be exhausted, f: 
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, from Saginaw as 
far north as Mackinaw on the Lake Huron shore, I speak within limits when I 
say that five or eight years will exhaust all the pine timber in@hat territory. 


This is a most alarming statement and should give us pause in this 
wholesale denudation of trees. 

I say, Mr. President, that this whole country has an interest in the 
preservation of these forests, the product of which is son for the 
full enjoymentof life, and in an effort for their preservation and conser- 
vation of this timber we can open anew sourceof supply, if we can open 
the great forests owned, as is alleged, by Americans in Canada, for the 
benefit of the lumber-consuming people of the United States. I am 
willing and anxious, for one, to have it done. 

My action, however, in this matter is based very largely upon the 
reason that two consecutive Legislatures of my State and political State 
convention after State convention of both political parties have urged 
upon the representatives of Nebraska upon this floor that they should 
do what they can to bring about this result and place white-pine lumber 
upon the free-list; and while Iam devoted to the interests of the entire 
country and desire all parts to be benefited, when the interests of my 
immediate constituency aie at stake and they speak in such terms and 
give me instruction through the Legislature, I propose to listen to 
their voice and obey their iastructions when the matter is not one in- 
volving human rights, but simply one of financial pir I will vote 
to place white-pine lumber on the free-list,and if it can not be done 
by the amendment that I will renew at the proper time, perhaps it can 
be by some other, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I yield to no Senator in this 
Chamber in my devotion to the principle of protection of American in- 
dustry. I stand now on that subject where I have always stood dur- 
ing the days of my youth and my manhood; but on the amendment 
which is now pending before the Senate I conceive, as I before stated, 
that the question of protection of American industry does not enter 
into it. It is not a question of the price to be paid to the laboring 
man. When we come to the very nut, the very meat of the thing, it 
is a question between the capitalists who own the white-pine forests 
of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota and the farmer living on the 
prairies of the Northwest. - That is the question, and if there is to be 
any reduction in the price of lumber, either the farmer is to get the 
benefit of it or the capitalist who owns the pine land will be the loser. 

As I before said, I have been engaged in the manufacture of lumber 
all my life and I know something about it. I know the sentiment of 
the manufacturers of lumber in my own State where there are three or 
four bundred million feet manufactured every year, and there is not 
one who feels that putting lumber on the free-list will cut the slightest 
figure in their industry or in the question of their manufacturing. The 
- whole thing comes down to whether men who have bought pine land 
in this country at from $1.25 to $5 an acre are to realize from fifty to 
one hundred dollars an acre, as they are doing in many cases. 

So far as the question of labor is concerned, admitting that it would 
affect the amount of labor, it is comparatively small as compared with 
other manufactures. Take, for instance iron ore. How slight is the 
value of the ore as it comes from the earth as compared with lamber 
as it is taken from the forest! 

The Senator trom Michigan states that the price of stumpage is from 
$4 to $6 per thousand, and this is confirmed by my own observation. 
The ordinary lumber that goes into the market, the common boards, 
the piece-stuff, is worth about $10 per thousand. So, of the amount 
that the consumer pays a half at least goes into the hands of the man 
who furnishes the pine tree, so that there is a half or less than a half 
of this amount that is represented by labor. 

Sir, as I said before, standing as I always have on the principle of 

tection to American industry, and feeling that my course is abso- 
utely consistent with the consideration of the situation, I shall vote 
heartily to pnt lumber on the free-list. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in answer tothe 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], whom I do not see in the Cham- 
ber. What he meant by saying that I was anxious to pattern after the 
models of other countries is something that I do not understand. On 
the contrary, other countries are profiting by our experience, and pat- 
terning after us, as is the case with Germany and some other European 
nations, and even with the provinces of Great Britain. Canada has 
adopted a protective system modeled after the tariff system of the 
United States conlessedly and avowedly. Australia has done the same 
thing, and if India and Ireland were at liberty to do it they would do 


80 too. 

Sir, the principle that I advocate, instead of having been patterned 
after any foreign model, is the principle under which the United States 
has enjoyed all the prosperity it has ever enjoyed during its existence, 
and all thehard times which we have ever experienced have been when 
we have in part abandoned that principle. One of the strongest rea- 
sons which brought about the more perfect Union, the adoption of the 
Constitution, was the necessity for a government which should be em- 
pres tolay duties upon imports for the purpose not only of revenue, 

at of protecting American industries. 

The Senator seems to be very solicitousabout the conservation of our 
forests. I notice there are a great many people in Canada who are 
yery anxious upon the same subject, and I have had within the last 


Mr. Enger. In the territory of which I have been speakin, 


fortnight at least two printed papers containing addresses, one a letter 
and I think another a speech, made in Canada upon that subject, for- 
getting that removing the duty from lumber would tend to the de- 
struction of the forests in Canada. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the Canadian people have taken better care of their own for- 
ests than any country on this side of the Atlantic, and they have done 
so for years, 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senators from Nebraska, a State having no tim- 
ber substantially, are also very much concerned about the preservation 
of our forests. 

So far as the forests on the Pacific coast are concerned, it is necessary 
that they should be largely cleared for agricultural purposes. We do 
not propose that there shall be great timber preserves on that coast 
for the benefit of the people of the United States, even if it were a bene- 
fit, which shall retard our own prosperity and the development of our 
own resources. But upon the Pacific coast whenever the forests are 
cut down a new growth immediately commences, and it is but com- 
paratively a few years before there is another harvest ready, if the land 
is not turned over or cultivated. 

We had before the Committee on Commerce during the present ses- 
sion some gentlemen who are interested in the improvement of Sabine 
Pass. I will not undertake to state what extent of timber See 
they said was tributary to the Sabine Pass, the products of whi 
must be exported through that harbor. The amount of lumber that 
could be cut within the region tributary to that point is simply im- 
mense; it is almost beyond belief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to intimate to the 
Senator from Oregon that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair have the pending amendment reported? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish my sentence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be reported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I renew the amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original amendment will be re- 


ported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, insert: 
Lumber: Timber, hewn and sawed, squared and sided, and sawed boards, 
plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whitewood, sycamore, white pine, 
and bass-wood, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To this the Senator from Nebraska 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Strike out ‘‘ hemlock, whitewood, sycamore,” 
and the words and bass-wood.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon thinks it 
is very strange that a State like Nebraska, which has very little timber 
except that which it grows by cultivation, by planting and cultivating 
it, should be solicitous about the waste of timber in this country. My 
idea about that is that such a State. a State so circumstanced, is the 
one to be particularly solicitous, because as timber is wasted the facili- 
ties for securing it are diminished and the prices, the cost to the con- 
sumer, are correspondingly increased. 

Now, I do not know, Mr. President, I am not prepared to maintain, 
that this proposition to put this class of lumber upon the free-list will 
materially cheapen it. I confess to some doubts about that. Iam not 
sure but it will transfer to the middle-men, those people who handle 
lumber after it passes from the mill, and before it reaches the farmers 
in Nebraska—I am not sure but their gains will be increased by this 
reduction, and that the consumer will fail to receive the benefit which 
he is anxious to secure. I hope, however, that it will be otherwise, as 
it ought to be. If not, we can perhaps, through regulations, in other 
ways secure these benefits to the consumer if the duty is removed. 

Bat, sir, however this may result, the sentiment in our State, asmy 
colleague has represented, is overwhelmingly, I may say absolutely, 
unanimous as to the necessity, so far as their interests are concerned, 
that lumber shall be put upon the free-list. 

The two last Legislatures of the State, as was also stated by miy col- 
league, by unanimous vote on both occasions instructed their delega- 
tion in Congress to make such efforts as it should be possible for them 
to make tosecure that consummation, and every political convention, I 
believe, forthe last ten years of both political parties has made the same 
expression. Not only that, but every newspaper in the State, of both 
parties, has made a demand upon representatives of the Sate in Con- 
gress that they shall use their utmost efforts to secure such a result. 

Therefore, in obedience to that sentiment, even if I had a doubt, I 
should feel it to be my duty, evenif I were myself opposed to the propr 
osition, to urge it with all my strength. And, sir, I lay down th 
broad proposition: That when I find a strong dominant sentiment of 
my State to bo in favor of any other proposition, as long as I stand here 
as their accredited representative I will try to give heed to that senti- 
ment, to make it my own, and to further it so tar as I can do so without 
doing a public injustice, And I shall not likely be called upon by the 
people whom I have the honor to represent to do anything of this chor- 
acter. 

The amendment ought to be adopted, andI urge the Senate to give 
to the prairie States this opportunity to try to get cheaper lumber. 
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Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I notice that very important consid- 
erations, I must believe, are songht to be impressed upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate in regard to the forests of this country. One I noticed 
lately, I think by the Senator from New Jersey, that for climatic rea- 
sons we should preserve all our forests, and WA Gyros y thoseat the North. 
Another is that we should not depreciate this industry for posterity, 
but that we should leave all this present generation unprotected in the 
industries relative to these matters in order that posterity may have 
something to do. 

Mr. President, encroachment upon the principle of protection can 
never be supported on the ground of the local interest against the gen- 
eral interest. Senators can talk about the interest of this or that region 
and rightfully; but when those local interests, those limited interests, 
encroach upon the general proposition of the protection of industry 
and capital in this country, these local persuasions can not overtop 
what is involved in the Constitution and the Union that we have estab- 
lished. Are we to break into the confederacy for the time being on 
this side of the Chamber ? 

I have not observed that there is any breaking into State interests 
and divisions on the other side of the Chamber. No; they know what 
they are fighting for. They are fighting against this protection of the 
industries of the United States of America. That is what they are 
against, and they are hoping that under a conceded situation in the 
great breadth of our country and the wonderful advantages which we 
enjoy, where there are these diverse interests, that under that the so- 
lidity of the Union on that side shall vote against protection, aud the 
confederacy shall be introduced on this side to see it torn in pieces. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have not yet spoken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska, and I desire to say a word. The 
Senator from New York has stated that the question which should 

vern us in adjusting this tariff scheme is that a local interest 

Mr. ALDRICH, I dislike to appear to be discourteons, but I think 
the Senator from Delaware has spoken once on this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. I have not spoken on the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator has. 

Mr. GRAY. I think not. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think the Recorp will show that the Senator 


has, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska was withdrawn. The Chair thinks speeches or remarks made 
upon the amendment before it was withdrawn ought not to count upon 
it after it has been reintroduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I donot think the Senate would understand it that 
way. It certainly is not according to the spirit of the agreement which 
we have, because speeches might be continued indefinitely, if that 
were to be done. It is certainly the same amendment pending to the 
same question. 

Mr. GRAY. I shall not insist if the Chair has any doubt about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt about it. 
This, as the Chair has been frequently instructed, is an obligation of 
honor resting upon gentlemen, not one the Chair can enforce. The 
Chair merely states an opinion about it, and does not assume in any 

whatever to enforce the agreement. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is the proper basis. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that 
he did speak once upon this amendment. There will be no difficulty 
in his speaking after the amendment is disposed of on the original mo- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not know that I had spoken on it. Ifso, I will 
refrain, and the Senator from Rhode Island will not be troubled with 
the formidable argument I was going to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That did not trouble me at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The 5 80 and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], but an arrangement has 
been made to transfer my pair to the Senator from California [Mr. 
STANFORD] on this vote, and therefore I am relieved from my pair, 
and I vote. -I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 5 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky LMr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). I am paired for the 
day with the Senator trom Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I make the an- 
nuuncement for the day in order to avoid a repetition of it, 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 


Mr. CARLISLE (after having voted in the negative). The Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] advised me that he would probably 
ae to leave the Chamber and I agreed to pair with him. Has he 
voted ? y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Casey], and in his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT 
is paired with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 
I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL]. The 
Senator from Colorado and myself transfer our respective pairs and vote. 
I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I vote “nay,” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). 
ask if the Senator from Delaware Fur. Hiddixs] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I then withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [ Mr, BAR- 
BOUR], and withhold my vote, unless it isn to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE] was understood at the desk, when his name was called, to re- 
spond, in the general confusion that prevailed. The clerks now think 
that the Senator was not in the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. My colleague [Mr. SQUIRE] was not present. Heis 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 48; as follows: 


I desire to 


YEAS—3, 
Paddock, Plumb, Washburn, ; 

NAYS—48. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Allen, Davis, Hearst, Sherman, 
Allison, Dawes, Hiscock, Spooner, 
Bate, Dolph, oar, 
Berry, Edmunds, Jones of Ar Stockbridge, 
Blair, Eustis, McMillan, Teller, 
Blodgett, Evarta, Mitchell, ‘ance, 
Cameron, Frye, oody, 
Chandler, Garman, Morgan, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of low. 
Coke, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, 11 „ Ransom, Wolcott. 

ABSENT—33, 

Barbour, Farwell, McPherson, Reagan. 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Manderson, Sanders, 
Brown, eorge, Morrill, Squire, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, Payne, Durpie, 
Carlisle, Higgins, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Casey, Ingalls, Pierce, ` 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Dixon, Kenna, Power, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
veri the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 

EST]. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska having been disposed of, I suppose I have a right to 
speak upon the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. I ask for 
injormation, if I have a right to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is not recorded as hav- 
ing spoken upon the pending amendment, 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Then I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
principle that was laid down by the Senator trom New York [Mr. 
EVARTS] as one that should properly govern us in this scheme of 
tariff taxation, If I understood him aright, he laid down the general 
principle that a local interest should always give way to a general in- 
terest, by whica I understood him to mean that, considering the proper 
place for the imposition of a tariff tax, no industry should be made to 
pay a tax subjecting it to a burden that would interfere with a more 
universal industry and a more universal interest. 

What I wish to call the attention of the Senate to is, that the tariff 
tax proposed upon lumber is local, and is growing every year more lo- 
cal as our forests disappear from off the face of the country, and as com- 
pared with the great industry that is directly affected by it, it is an ex- 
ceedingly small interest, large as it may be absolutely to those who are 
engaged in it. 

This industry of making and manufacturing lumber is one that is co- 
related with the greatest and largest industry in the confines of our 
common country, It is the essential raw material of the most impor- 
tant industry that we have in the borders of the United States, and that 
is the house-building industry. 

It enters as an essential, and absolutely essential, requisite into the 
construction of every home, however humble, from ocean to ocean and 
from the Lakes to the Gulf. This charge upon lumber means an in- 
crease in price of this raw material to this most important and this 


most absolutely necessary industry, an increase of price that affects the 


humble home at a much larger proportionate rate than it does the ex- 
pensive mansion i 


of the millionaire or of the man who builds an ex- 

pensive house. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator has only five minutes, I do not 
think it right to interrupt him. 

Mr. GRAY. I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to ask the Senator if he will allow 
me to read a single paragraph from one of the largest lumber dealers 


of the United States, not a manufacturer and saw-mill man, but a | Berry, 


+ importer of Canadian lumber at Albany, a house that has been 
existence and has had its trade there for fifty years: 
The price of Canadian lumber 
Speaking of this bill and the proposition to put it on the free-list— 


would doubtless be raised at once to an amount equal to the reduction of duty, 
and the amount now collected by the United States Government for letting 
Canada lumber into the country would be diverted from the United States 

to the pockets of Canadian lumbermen, the American consumer not 


getting lumber any cheaper. 

Then he refers to what took place in Canada when the Mills bill was 
on foot. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the expression of opinion of one dealer in tum- 

ber. I am willing to trust the natural laws of supply and demand in 
order to secure to the American people this decreased price in the 
lumber that goes into their houses rather than to take the statement 
of an interested manufacturer, 

Mr. President, I think I have shown in these few moments that this 
tax on lumber is at war with the very principle the Senator from New 
York announces as the proper one to guide us in the framing of a tar- 
iff-tax scheme. 

There is another principle which is corollary to the one onnounced by 
the Senator from New York, and it seems to me results from it neces- 
sarily, and that is, that no industry ought to be saddled upon the back of 
any other, and that no industry has a right to demand from the tax- 
laying power of the American people that it shall levy a tribute upon 
other industries that are equally worthy of the protection of the law- 
making power. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the interest of house-building is 
universal in this country. The wood materials used are matter of uni- 
versal application in house-building. So is the iron, and so is the steel, 
and so are all the other fabrics of stone and of brick. They all enter 
into house-building, and they are universal. Until the Senator from 
Delaware can make an encroachment upon my proposition, that the 
labor of the United States within itis on one side and labor outside on 
the other, can he question any of my propositions which do not touch 
the question of whethersome industries are small and other industries 
are great? They are all American, and great or small in foreign coun- 
tries, this country is to be preferred. 

But, Mr. President, how can this logic last that it is a trifling sub- 
ject? Ifthe production of lumber and an important and universal in- 
terest in its use, and the locality North or South in which our lumber 
is produced, are an ble ingredient in the cottage of the poor 
po in the ample mansion of the rich, then it is a large interest. The 
measure of the use of a product is the measure of the largeness of the 
interest, and the largeness of the labor, and the largeness of the tax. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays-having been or- 
dered, the roll will be called on agreeing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. BATE. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 


ported. ; 
The Curer CLERK. On page 123, after paragraph 612, insert: 


Lumber: Timber,hewn and sawed, squared and sided,and sawed boards, plank, 
deals, and other lumber of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, white pine, and 
We 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), On this question the sen- 
ior Senator from California [Mr. STANFORD] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and I will vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

NMI. McPHERSON (when his name was called]. Iam paired with 

the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiacrys]. If he were present, I 
should vote veg.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Being sure that he 
would vote yea upon this question, I will vote. I vote ea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when bis name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
= from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. In his absence I withhold my 
vo 

Mr. SANDERS (When his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was conclud 

Mr, CARLISLE (after having voted inthe affirmative). Iam paired 


with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prercr] and voted inadvert- 
ently. J withdraw my vote. 2 
PRESID The Senator from Kentucky with- 


ENT pro tempore, 

draws his vote, 
Mr. CARLISLE, My colleague [Mr. BAR BURN] is absent on ac- 

count of sickness, and if present, as stated by the tor from Ne- 

braska [Mr. MANDERSON], would vote yea“ on this proposition. 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Ingalls. Pugh, 
. Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
* Gibson, Manderson, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gray, Morgan. 
Harris, Paddock, Walthall 
Coke, Hearst, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—H, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, ner, 
Allen, Dolph, McMillan, Stewart 
Allison, Edmunds, Mi l, Stockbridge, 
Blair, 5 M A Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Wilson of Iowa, 
er, Hale. Quay, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Davis, f Sherman, 
ABSENT—20. 
Blackburn, Farwell, MoPherson, — 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Sanders, 
Butler, George, 4 Squire, 
Call Gorman, Payne, Stanford, 
Carlisle, Hampton, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Casey, Higg am Pierce, Washburn, 
Daniel Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Dixon, Kenna, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask now that we go back 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer an amendment here on another phase 
of this same question, to come in between paragraphs 612 and 613, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After paragraph 612 insert: 


Lumber, sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of white pine. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). The transfer of pairs an- 
nounced on the last roll-call enables me again to vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiodrxs]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am assured that 
theSenator from N [Mr. BLACKBURN ], with whom I am paired, 
would vote yea“ on this question. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
sacra from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron], and I 
am paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. We 
have agreed to transfer our pairs so that we can both vote. I vote 
ae ea. 


Mr. DIXON. I vote nay. 

Mr. SANDERS. My colleague Mr. Powrn!] is absent, and I will 
transter my pair to him, and vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Barbour, Colquitt, M Vest 
Bate, Gibson, Padd Walthall, 
Berry, Gray, Plumb, Washburn, 
Carlisle Harris, Pugħ, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Ingalls, rpie, 
Coke, Manderson, Vance, 

NAYS—%s. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Hoar, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, MeMillan, Stow 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stock 2 
Blair, Evarts, Moody, Teller, 
Cameron, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hale, Quay, Wolcott. 
fe sagn Hawley, — rs, 

earst, wyer, 

Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
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Blackburn, a Ken 
Faulkner, McPherson, —— 
Morrill. 
Butler, Pasco, Stanford, 
Ham ‘3 Payne, Voorhees. 
— AY = pre Pettigrew, 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that we now return to Schedule D, para- 
211, which was passed o 


h ver. 
iir CARLISLE. Would the Senator object to proceeding with this 
schedule until we reach the natural mineral waters, which we have 
very nearly reached, and dispose of that matter this afternoon? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I prefer that lumber should be completed new 
that the votes have been already taken which show the sense of the 
Senate on the subject. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 211 will be read. - 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has already been read, I understand, and if 
there is no amendment to be suggested the committee have none fur- 
ther, and I suggest that the committee amendments be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will state the first 
amendment of the committee to the paragraph. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 211, line 18, page 48, after the 
word sycamore, insert the words white pine. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that I have drawn an amendment to 
the paragraph, but in view of the vote of the Senate, which has gone 
to the merits of the proposition, I shall not formally present it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tee to the paragraph will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 211, page 48, line 18, after the 
word wood, strike out the words 51 per thousand feet board 
measure.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that leave it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It leaves it at $1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee fo the paragraph will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19, page 48, after the word dollar, 
strike out and fifty cents; so as to read: 


White pine, $1 per thousand feet board measure. 


Mr. ALDRICH. No, the words white pine were stricken out. 
That is the committee amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

serted in line 18. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The words were to be stricken out in line 19. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. The file copy does not show that that 
action was taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should be. That is partof the committee amend- 
ment, striking ont white pine in the nineteenth line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order that the Journal may be right the ques- 
tion had better be put again. 

The PRESID. pro tempore. The Chair isof the opinion that the 
question has not been taken on the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move that the words white pine, 
in the nineteenth line, be struck out, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is to be done with the words 
‘t white pine“ in line 18? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are to remain. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then is on striking out 
the words white pine,“ in line 19, and and 50 cents,“ in line 20. 

The clause will be read as it will stand if amended, that there may 
be no mistake. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Zil. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whitewood, 
sycamore, white pine, and bass-wood, $1 per thousand feet measure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out, in line 21, the words two dol- 
lars“ and insert one dollar.“ I can see no reason why this discrim- 
ination in favor of other forms and kinds of sawed lumber than those 
heretofore enumerated should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, page 48, paragraph 211, strike out 
the words two dollars and insert one dollar; so as to read: 

Sawed lumber, not specially provided for in this act, $t per thousand feet 
board measure. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Paragraph 213 was reserved at the same time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But there are other committee amendments to this 
paragraph on the next page to be disposed of. 


The next amendment of the commit- 


The words white pine were in- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to the paragraph will be stated. — 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 49, line 3, after the word measure, 
strike out the proviso, as follows: 


Provided, That ou and after March 1, 1591, in case an 


foreign country shall 
impose or collect an export duty or other equivalent on logs —5 


N reign — —— ts dut; poacher moe duty, 
such fo! coun! su a du s 
to be ascertained under bed by the Secretary of the M 


ed regulations 
in addition to the duty provided in this net 


And insert in lieu thereof: 1 
And in estimating board measure under this schedule no deduction ape he 


made on board measure on account pf planing, tonguing, and grooving: 
vided, ‘That in case an 8 Limp an export duty upon 
spruce, elm, or other ous, oF upon stave bolts, le wood, or heading 


SS to the United es from such country, in excess of the duty fixed in 
this act upon the sawed lumber manufactured from Jogs of the kinds heretofore 
mentioned, then the duty upon the sawed lumber herein pro for, when 
imported from such country, shall remain the same as fixed by the law in force 
prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I have no objection to the latter 
part of the amendment which relates to the export duty im by 
other countries, but I desire to move to amend the am ent by 
striking out these words: 

And in 33 board measure under this schedule no deduetion shall be 
made on board measure on account of planing, tonguing, and grooving. 

The bill proposes, as is provided by the present law, for an increase 
of 50 cents per thousand feet if planed on oneside, $1if planed on both 
sides, and $1.50 if planed on two sides, and tongued and grooved, and 
yet it is proposed that noreduction shall be made from the board meas- 
ure on account of the lumber having been subjected to these processes. 
It seems to me that is altogether unfair. When this additional duty 
amounting to a very large percentage upon the whole duty is imposed 
upon tbe article on account of the additional labor there ought to be 
a deduction in the board measure on account of it. It is a great deal 
more than twice as much as the cost of labor in planing or tonguing 
and grooying. I therefore ask for a vote on the proposition to strike 
from the amendment the words I have read. I desire to say before 
taking my seat that this provision is entirely new and is not contained 
in the present law or any laws heretofore existing, so far as I know. It 
may be that it was proposed in some bill heretofore pending in the 
Senate, but it was never enacted into any statute by It was 
never 8 I am now informed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON ]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to amend the language proposed to be inserted by striking out what 


will be read. 
In line 11, page 49, strike out: 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
And in estimating measure under this schedule no eee: shall be 
„and grooving. 


made on board measure on account of planing, tonguing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have had some means ot obser- 
vation in the operations of the great lumber interests of Burlington, 
about this paragraph. Under the construction that the present law 
has from the Treasury Department (I think a wrong one, nevertheless 
it is the construction) the Canadian manufacturer, instead of paying the 
board-measure rate, putting the lumber through the process, the foreign 
process of planing first roughly and then cutting down fine to make door 
stuff and all that sort of thing, estimates it as it would be that between 


three-quarters and seven-eighths of what the board measure would be. 8 


Therefore, on a thousand ſeet of sawed lumber, which might be put 
into condition for use in this country coming in rough boards from a 
saw-mill, they get off nearly one-quarter of the duty to the direct in- 
jury of the American laborer. So this clause was, I presume, inserted 


in order that the very truth of board measures should be reached and 


not this drawback, as it might be called, for doing the work in Canada. 
That explains it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But a dollar additional duty is put on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is another thing, if the duty is too high 
otherwise; this is for honest measurement. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to amend in line 17, on page 49, and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to it 


Mr. ALDRICH. I intended to move that amendment, but for the 


want of time and for the purpose of hurrying on with the bill I did not 
make it and thought we could arrange it in conference; however, I 
have on my desk a memorandum to strike out beginning with the 
words in excess,” in line 17, down to and including the word men- 
tioned,” in line 19. — 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. I wanted to have that passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 49, beginning in line 17, after the 
word country,“ strike out down to and including the word men- 
tioned,” in line 19, the words to be stricken out being as follows: ' 


In excess of the duty fixed in this act upon the sawed lumber manufact 
from logs of the kind ore mentioned. 


t 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to strike out and insert as 
amended. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The effect of that will be, as I take it from a very 
hurried glance at it, to impose the old rates of duty upon lumber or 
timber hereafter coming in from any country which imposes any export 
duty whatever upon logs. The amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee is that if any country from which the logs are imported imposes an 
export duty in excess of the duty which we have imposed upon the lum- 
ber coming from that country, then the existing rates of duty shall be 
imposed upon that lumber. Now it is proposed that if any country 
im an export duty to any extent whatever upon logs shipped from 
that country to this the old rates, to wit, a dollar and a half a thousand 
feet board measure, shall be imposed upon the logs. 

Mr. FRYE. The other is an invitation to them to put an export 
duty on lumber to the amount of this duty. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, it is not. I do not think it amounts to very 
much practically, because I think that the Dominion of Canada, which 
is the only country, I believe, that imposes export duty upon logs, will 
take that duty off as soon as this bill becomes a Jaw imposing a duty 
of $1 a thousand on lumber imported from that country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Government of Canada has 
already stated throngh its representative here to the State Department 
that that would be done. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I think that will be done. I think it is a matter 
of very little consequence practically, and neither would it be of any 
consequence practically to allow the clause in the committee amend- 
ment to core à 

Mr. FRYE. But it is better to have it fixed in advance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine having been agreed to, the question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. \ 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move to add tothe paragraph: 

Cedar posts, paving posts, railroad ties, and telegraph posts of cedar, 25 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 213 was passed over, and I suggest for 
the committee to make the duty on pine clapboards $1, instead of $2. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 8, page 50, paragraph 213, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 82 and insert 51;“ soas to read: 

213. Pine clapboards, $1 per one thousand. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now I ask that the consideration of the free-list 
may be resumed. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I gave notice of an amendment the other day which 
I will now move in paragraph 211, after the word bass-wood, in line 
18, page 48, to insert the word spruce, so as to make the uniform 
rate of $1 a thousand apply to spruce as well as to the other kinds of 
wood named, k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 211, page 48, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘bass-wood’’ insert the word ‘‘spruce.’’ : 

Mr. PLATT. What is the effect of that? : 

Mr. PLUMB. Simply to make spruce dutiable as hemlock and bass- 


wood, 7 
Mr. PLATT. At what rate does it come in now? 
‘Mr. PLUMB. At $2. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I submit an amendment intended to 
be proposed by me to the pending bill, which I ask may lie on the 
table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now I ask that the consideration of the free-list 
may be resumed on page 123. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the free-list will be 
resumed at the point reached when last under consideration. 
~ The reading of the second section of the bill was resumed at line 6, 
page 123, as follows: 

615, Magnesium. 
616. Magnets, 
617. Manganese, oxide and ore of. 
618. Manna, 
619. Manuscripts. 
620. Marrow. crade, 
621, Marsh mallows. 
622. Medals of gold, silver, or copper, such as trophies or prizes. 
623, Meerschaum, crude or unmanufactured, 

The Committee on Finance proposed, on page 123, after line 15, to 

insert the following paragraph: 
624, Mica. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, this item of micais one which implies 
yastly more than might appear at first. It is an old and established 
industry in this country. It exists in New Hampshire and North 


The amendment will lie on the table 


Carolina, and in both States has been ot very considerable importance. 
Until 1883 mica was upon the dutiable list; it was protected. In 1882 
and 1883 mines were discovered in Hindostan and developments made 
in Siberia with convict labor. It became desirable to consumers that 
it should become an imported article, and without due attention to 
the subject on the part of the men who were interested in this indus- 
try, who are as a rule men of small capital and not very sharply look- 
ing after their interests in the line of legislation, it fell upon the free- 
list in the revision of the tariff in 1883. 

By the loss of that protection and by the competition which came 
from abroad the industry has been utterly prostrated and ruined. 
Under these conditions in the revision of the tariff, upon which the last 
Presidential campaign was fought,the article was placed again upon 
the dutiable list in the Senate bill of that year, on page 49, paragraph 
179: 

Metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem; mica, 25 
per cent, ad valorem. 

Upon that as a basis we went to the country so far as the two polit- 
ical parties were concerned, and we know the result, We have heard 
a great deal about keeping pledges during this debate. This bill comes 
to us from the House of Representatives with the same protection upon 
the article of mica as was contained in the report of 1888. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In 1883? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; 1888. In 1883 it was taken off and the industry 
was ruined. In 1888 we put it on and went to the country upon that 
protection; and the House of Representatives has sent us this bill in 
the same form to which we were pledged in the year 1888, and the 
pania Finance Committee has moved an amendment placing it on the 
free-list. 

Now, I want to sayin regard to this industry that the entire amount 
of mica consumed is between seven and eight hundred thousand dol- 
lars’ worth. A single mine in New England properly worked would 
produce at least half a milliona year. There are thirteen mines in our 
State (only one or two of them are now in operation) that have beenin 
operation until the eircumstances of the last few years to which I have 
alluded, Something like seventy existed in the State of North Caro- 
lina. Over thirty have been worked in the course of the last ten or 
twelve years, and so far as I know not a single one of them is now in 
operation; or certainly only one or two. The industry was absolutely 
ruined by reason of the lack of proper protection. 

The consumers of this article are the electric-light companies and the 
stove manufacturers, The consumption upon a single stove amounts 
to from 1 to 4 cents, and a stove is worth from ten to twelve dollars; 
and on the expensive stove that is manufactured itis less than 30 cents, 
about 25 cents, So, as far as the cost to the consumer of the article of 
stoves in this country is concerned, it is absolutely of no consequence 
whatever whether this protection be on or off. It will notadd 5 cents 
to the cost of any stove whatever, even the most expensive. So far as 
the electric-light people are concerned, and they are the principal op- 
ponents here, they use it only toa limited extent. They are protected 
in their patents and in everything that enters into their business. 

They win the largest profits of any business that is now being carried 
on in the country; and if they do pay for the article which they bring 
in from abroad, it is actually of no consequence whatever. It will not 
be felt in the cost of electricity to the people of the United States it 
this article is placed upon the ſree-list. So far as they are coucerned 
in their particular line of consumption, it will be simply operative to 
give a little more profit to those companies which are already the most 
vindictively profitable as against the ordinary industries of the country 
of any that exist. This is a matter of tact. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairintimates to the Senator 
aig New Hampshire that he has spoken five minutes on this ques- 

on. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, Mr. President, I will stop. I will make a mo- 
tion, however, by adding to mica ‘‘iron ore, cotton, wool, and all the 
products of the same;’’ but I will not speak upon that at the present 
time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will not make his motion, be- 
cause we can take the question upon putting mica on the free-list first, 
and if it be put on then he can make his motion to add. Ido not 
think that mica ought to be on the free- list. There is more micaeasily 
mined in the United States a great deal than there is tin, and we have 
determined that tin shall be protected. There is none in Vermont, 
and I am not therefore speaking for what is called a local interest; but 
I have been a good deal in the State of North Carolina, and I am sure 
both from observation and information that there are vast stores of finer 
and larger mica in that State than in any other place certainly on this 
continent, and I doubt if I should not be safe in saying or any other; 
and I think it belongs on any principle of a protective system in the 
dutiable-list. 

'ARLISLE. Mr. President, mica is now on the free-list, I be- 


lieve. 
Mr. BLAIR. It has been since 1883. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It has been since 1883, It is used, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire says, by the owners of electrical plants, manu- 


1890. 
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facturers of electrical apparatus, and is also very extensively used by | Rocky Mountains from the British provinces to Mexico is as well at- 


stove-manufacturers in every part of the country; and their protests have 
come here in great number against the proposition to impose a duty 
upon this material. The electrical people, or some of them at least, 
claim that they can not use the domestic mica in their business, but 
must have the imported mica, which comes I helieve from India. 

Mr. Randall, whose statement was presented the other day by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, admits in the statement that his purpose 
is to get a higher price for his product, contrary to the proposition 
usually made from that side of the Chamber that the price would not be 
increased, but would be reduced by the imposition of duties. I am in- 
formed that on account of the appreciation of silver the price of mica 
has already gone up from 15 to 20 per cent.. It is produced in India, 
and is bought with the silver rupee, and on account of the appreciation 
of that metal, it has already risen 15 or 20 per cent. This is my inlor- 
mation, which I have never heard disputed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he does not 
see that increase must go into everything that the American laborers 
consume, and consequently it will leave no additional profit to the man 
who mines the mica. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Asa general thing it enters into all things the 
American people consume when an article is affected by a rise in silver, 
not only mica, but everything else. The people who are using mica, 
the stove manulacturers and the manutacturers of electric apparatus, 
will also be affected in the price of various articles. 

But what I rose to say was that this industry seems to have been 
reasonably prosperous while the article remained upon the free-list, and 
it will be still more prosperous. 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator's pardon. It has been utterly pros- 
trated through that policy until only one mine is in operation in my 
State, and, so far as I know, only one in North Carolina, every other 
one being absolutely destroyed. It is not a case where we are to estab- 
lish a new industry, but to revive an old industry already destroyed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, How much mica was imported during the last 
fiscal year? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not the exact amount, but 80 per cent. of the 
entire consumption was imported. I know that fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If it be true that the price of mica has already 
increased from 15 to 20 per cent., I think the gentlemen engaged in the 
business will be able to get along without taking this article from the 
free-list and transferring it to the dutiable schedule. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to say in regard to that, 
that there is a mica trust which controls this matter abroad? These 
little manufacturers of mica here are poor men with small capital. It 
isa kind of mining which may be engaged in with scarcely any capital 
at all. They are not in any trust. This is a bogus increase of price 
gotten up for effect to be presented as an argument for keeping mica on 
the free-list. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I believe the Senator from New Hampshire and 
myself have exhausted my five minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator’s pardon, but I did want to say all 
I have said, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator that he has already spoken once on this question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was only going to give a good reason for not saying 
any more at this time, and that is this 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
the agreement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment moved 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR, The Senator does not object? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the Senator then explain it himself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope there will be a duty im- 

on mica, I believe the effect of it will be good, and will in the 
long ron make mica cheaper, because it is an article that can be found 
in so many places in this country. It is very plentiful on the Pacific 
coast, and in North Carolina, and in Maine. I think it will operate 
best to have our supply in one country, and that country our own, 
where, if the article is to be the subject of any trust or combination, it 
can be dealt with and controlled. I believe in the next ten years mica 
will be cheaper in this country with the average rate of duty on it, and 
I hope we shall have a duty on mica. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I wish to say but a word. Of course 
there is no mica found in Connecticut, but I have voted to put a duty 
on tin and a duty on tin-plate, which will not be manufactured in Con- 
necticut. I have voted for a duty on lumber; and I want to be con- 
warned and to be consistent it seems to me I must vote for a duty on 
mica. 

Now, I want to say one word more. My information is that in the 
new State of Wyoming, not yet represented on this floor, there are large 
quantities of mica which can be profitably worked.and which is of the 
best character, 


Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, the existence of mica along the 


tested as almost any fact in our geological history. Two hundred and 
more years ago, when the adventurers who crossed this continent, start- 
ing from the Pacific Ocean, found a range of mountains that divided 
the waters of either ocean, they named those mountains the Shining 
Mountains, because pieces of mica broken from the surrounding for- 
mation lay upon the top of the ground and reflected the sunlight; a 
fact which is attested by very recent experience and which gave a 
name to that system of mountains for nearly a century. 

In the State of Montana there have been recently found large beds 
of mica, and I am well satistied that we shall develop there an indus- 
try of no inconsiderable magnitude; and in conjunction with the ex- 
istence of mica in the other States I think it is wise that we should lay 
a duty upon it. ; 

Mr, RANSOM. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the Senate 
a moment, but I apprehend it would be very hard for anybody to give 
a reason, when iron, tin, lead, coal, almost everything that you can 
think of, pays a duty, why mica should not pay the reasonable duty of 
35 per cent. I can not add to what has been so well said by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire about the immense mica deposits in North 
Carolina, and I believe in Alabama too. I see the Senator from Ala- 
hans [Mr. Pran] in sight of me. I think there are large deposits 
there. 

Mr. PUGH. Yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. Gentlemen from the great West say they have it 
there, and if we put a tariff duty upon almost every other article of 
human consumption I do not see why mica should be made the ex- 
ception and be put upon the free-list, when it is stated here, when it 
is demonstrated before the whole country, that putting mica upon the 
free-list has destroyed the industry in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] said 
he would vote to impose a duty upon mica for the purpose of 
consistent as a protectionist. Now, I think I am as good a protection- 
ist as he is, and I try to be consistent, but my notion of what is con- 
sistent as a protectionist does not require that I should vote for a duty 
upon every article that is produced upon the earth. It is undoubtedly 
trne that there are deposits of mica in a large number of places in 
the United States, but up to the present time there has been no devel- 
opment of any of those mines which are of the proper quantity and 
quality to furnish the use of the electrical companies and other peo- 
ple who are engaged in the manufacture of electrial machines and of 
stoves. There is alittle mine in New Hampshire that at most em- 
per twenty or thirty men; I think fifty is the outside number they 

ve ever employed. ‘There are small mines scattered through the 
country, but they have never produced, and no evidence has been 
shown by anybody that they can produce mica of the quantity and of 
the quality which is required in a single month to answer the demand 
on the part of the people of the United States. This is protection run 
mad, in my opinion. I do not think mica is entitled to protection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The question is on the amendment 
of the committee proposing to insert as paragraph 624, “‘ mica.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, putting mica on the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ves; let us have the yeas and nays, I second the 
demand most decidedly. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER, What is the proposition? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is the amendment of the committee to put mica 
on the free-list. 5 

Mr. RANSOM. And the counter proposition is 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
has spoken once on the question. 

Mr. RANSOM. I was just replying to the Senator trom South Caro- 
lina that the counter proposition is to put mica on the dutiable-list at 
a rate of 35 per cent. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator trom North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South “arolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DoLPR’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Dol] was called from the Chamber temporarily. Heis 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. CAsry]. 

Mr, SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [ Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. . 

Mr. CARLISLE. Under an arrangement made with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr, Dixon] we shall both be at liberty to vote. 
I yote “yea.” 

Mr. DIXON. I vote yea.“ 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.] The Curey CLERK. Inline17, page 123, strike out the words “‘nat- 


JONES]. . 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—21, 
Aldrich, | Coke, MeMillan, Vest, 
Alliso: Col Mo! ~ Walthall, 
Bate, ” 8 — Wilson of Md. 
Berry Eustis, Spooner, 
Carlisle, Gray, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Harris, ié, 
NAYS—3. 

Allen, Evarts, Ingalis, Sawyer. 
Barbour, Faulkner, Mi x Stewart, 
Blair, Erye, i Moody, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gi 5 Platt, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb Washburn, 
Cameron, Hawley, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
ee Hearst, 2 - Wolcott. 

wes, Higgins may, 
Edmunds, Hoar, m 

ABSENT—29. 

Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, peg: 
Brown, . George, Manderson, ders, 
Call, Hale, Morrill, Squire, 
Casey, Hampton, Paddock, Stanford, 
Cullom, x Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Dolph, Kenna, : Pierce, 

So the amendment was rejected. } i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we return to the item in the metal 


schedule which was passed over and dispose of ph 196. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 196. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to amend the paragraph, in line 13, on page 46, by striking 
out after the words ad valorem: 

Mien, 35 per cent. ad valorem, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee. 
Mr. BLAIR. I should like the attention of the Senate, because we 
are in the same business yet 
Mr, HALE. The amendment is to be disagreed to. 
Mr, BLAIR. Very well, if the amendment is to be disagreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Iask the Senate to resume the consideration 
of the free-list. 
~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


sumed. 

The Chief Clerk rend paragraph 625, in section 2. The Committee 
on Finance proposed to amend the paragraph, beginning in line 17, on 
page 123, after the word waters,“ bystriking out the following words: 

And all mineral waters not effervescent or artificial, and natural mineral 
salts, accompanied by the sworn certificate from the l proper officers operating 
the showing them to be obtained by evaporation, and shall not contain 
an of any substance foreign to the natural water of such springs. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

625. Natural mineral waters. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I have no objection to the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, but I desire, then, to amend the re- 
mainder of the paragraph, and I presume I shall not he preeluded by 
the practice of the Senate from doing so. 

r. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
what it is that he wishes to accomplish. The paragraph proposed to 
be stricken ont is now the subject of amendment, and being stricken 
out it would be subject, of course, to adding afterwards anything the 
Senator pro 

Mr. CARLISLE. After that has been stricken out I shall propose 
a substitute for what remains. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes. j 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, to strike out whathas been 
read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now I move tostrike out the words natural min- 
eral waters, and insert the words of the present law: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that has the same meaning that the words 
used here have. 

Mr. CARLISLE. To avoid any doubt about it, I prefer to have the 
language of the present law, because that has been adjudicated, so to 
speak, by the Treasury Department correctly, and we know what it 
means. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky. A 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, I desire to say, while I have the floor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will allow his amend- 
ment to be reported. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The reading of the bill will be re- 


ural mineral waters’’ and insert: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. x 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President. 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
oor. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I baye no disposition to retain the floor providing 
I shall not be charged with the time of the Senator. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to speak in the Senator’s time, but 
I shall have a few words to say after the Senator gets through. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, without saying anything moreon that par- 
ticular subject, I desire to say that while this bill purports to put nat- 
ural mineral waters upon the free-list, it imposes a duty of a cent a 
pound upon all the bottles in which it is contained if they hold a pint 
or more, and a cent and a half a pound if they hold less than a pint. 
This will be equivalent to a duty of about 100 per cent. upon the bot- 
tles and about 40 per cent. upon the mineral waters. 

Artificial waters by this bill are subjected to. a duty of 10 cents per 
dozen, and it is expressly provided that there shall be no duty upon 
the bottles in which they are contained. So the duty imposed by this 
bill upon artificial waters will be less than 28} cent., while the 
duty imposed by reason of this bill upon na mineral waters, al- 
though they are placed upon the free-list, will be about 40 per cent., 
because it will be about 100 per cent. upon the bottles and about 40 
per cent., as I have said, upon the contents. 

We have, therefore, this singular situation, that by terms the bill im- 
poses a duty upon artificial waters and at the same time professes to 
let natural mineral waters in free, but in fact imposes a higher rate ot 
duty upon natural mineral waters than upon artificial waters. 

Now, what I propose to do is, when we get back to the glass sched- 
ule, because we can not impose duties here, to put a duty of 30 per 
cent. upon the bottles in which this water is contained, or, if the Sen- 
ate will not do that, then I pro that. this article of natural mineral 
water shall be stricken from the free-list entirely and subjected to a 
reasonable rate of duty, 4 cents per dozen, or something of that sort. 

I understand what the purpose of this duty is, of course. It is to 
protect the bottles, but in fact it is a duty upon the whole thing that 
is imported and amounts to about 40 per cent. upon this article which 
is now free. But under the existing law all bottles bear a duty of 
30 per cent., and if Senators will agree to that, for my part I will be 

rfectly willing that the bottles in which it comes shall bear the ex- 
isting rate of duty of 30 per cent. To undertake to put the articles on 
the free-list and at the same time subject them to a duty of 30 per 
cent. it seems to me is something which we ought not to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to state, without going into 
any discussion of the matter, that it depends on what construction may 
be placed on the words of the present law. The words of the present 
law are mineral waters, all not artificial.” Under these words came 
up the question of whether apollinaris water was an artificial mineral 
water, and it was held, not only by the Department after careful ex- 
amination, but by the court, that it was not an artificial water. Iam 
not so sure that apollinaris should be called a natural mineral water, 
because it is a water which, as it comes from the earth, loses the gas 
which gives it its peculiar flavor and its peculiar taste; but that gas is 
again injected into the water in bottling it, and, although it is not 
considered an artificial water and held not to be an artificial water by 
the courts and by the Department, I am not sure but what the words 
“natural mineral waters’’ will make apollinaris water subject to duty. 
Itis not a natural mineral water, because it is not bottled in the pre- 
cise state it comes from the earth. It is rather a nice distinction, but, 
in my judgment, it is not a natural water coming from the earth, but 
it is charged with carbonic-acid gas, I believe it is—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Its own gas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but still, it is different from what it is 
in its natural state. I merely state these facts because I do not see my- 
self any objection to the free admission of apollinaris water. 

Mr, CULLOM. May I inquire what effect this enactment will have, 
if we passed this amendment as proposed, upon the springs of mineral 
waters in this country, such as the Bethesda water in Wisconsin, and 
other waters? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not affect them, except, as a matter of 
course, apollinaris water comes in competition with our native waters. 
Apollinaris is the principal one, but there are other brands of waters, 
which are called natural waters, that come in competition with our 
mineral waters. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, if I understood the Senator from 
Kentucky aright, it would seem that there will be some miscarriage 
of the purpose of introducing appollinaris waters at favorable rates by an 
extraordinary imposition of duty upon the bottlescontaining this water. 
The importation can not be carried on by separating the water from the 
bottles that contain it. I understood the Senator from Kentucky, if I 
understood him aright, that there is an excessive duty upon the bottles 
containing appollinaris water as upon other mineral waters as now ar- 
ranged in the schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator from Ohio aud myself have expressed 
— the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

entucky. ' 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE: 


~ 


Mr. CARLISLE. That is the one now proposed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The one now pro 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the words be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 625, on page 123, line 17, it is 
proposed to strike out natural mineral waters” and insert: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 


626. Minerals, crude, or not advanced in value or condition by refining or 
grinding, or by other process of manufacture, not specially p: ed for in this 


act. ~ 
627. Models of inventions and of other improvements in the arts, includin 
patterns for machinery, but noarticle shall be deemed a model or pattern whic’ 


ean be fitted for use * 
628. Moss, sea-weeds, and vi le substances, crude or unmanufactured, not 
otherwise specially vided for in this act. 


632, Ne rs and periodicals; but the term “ periodicals” as herein used 
shall be Shy mainin to embrace only unbound or publications, 
containing current literature of the day and issued regularly at stated periods, 
as weekly, monthly, or quarterly. 


633. Nux vomica, 
. Oakum. 
635, Oil cake. : 
Sfp ot peng oe Lag anche IARE Fead arent 5 
, aspie or spike lavender, bergamot, cajeput, caraway, na- 
me jamomile, citronella or lemon grass, civet, fennel. ne or 


mon, cedrat, 
jasimine, . lavender, lemon, limes, mace, ne or orange 
flower, nut oil or oil of nuts not otherwise 


orange C purposes unfit for eating 
and 5 provided for in e ATON DATENA SOMARI 


rosemary or anthoss, sesame or sesam! sgir hn yme, um redor 
white, valerian, rmaceti, W and other fish oils of fisheries, 
and all other articles the produce of such fisheries. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word merchanical, in line 
25, page 124, will be changed to mechanical, if there be no objec- 
tion. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After the word “‘valerian,’’ in that paragraph, on 
page 125, there should be a semicolon, and after the semicolon I move 
to insert the words and also. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

— 838 . not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent. and over of morphia. 


639. Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise prepared. 
610. Orchil, or orchil Baud. \ 


The Committee on Finance proposed to insertas a new paragraph the 
following: 


641. Orchids, lily of the valley, azaleas, and other plants used for forc- 
ing under glass for cut Bowers or pranine —— 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in paragraph 642, on page 125, line 15, after 
the word “nickel,” to insert and nickel matte;’’ in line 17, after the 
word nickel,“ insert and nickel matte: and in line 18, before the 
words per pound ™ to strike out one and one-fourth cents“ and in- 
sert ‘‘one-half of 1 cent;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


612. Ores. of gold, silver, and nickel, and nickel matte: That ores 
of nickel, and nickel matte, containing more than 2 per cent. of copper, shall 
pay a duty of one-half of I cent per pound on the copper contained therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

643. Osmium. 

. a eee Ae 

645. Paper stock, crude, of every description, uding grasses, rs, rags 
(other than woo!), waste, shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste rope, 
waste bagging, old or gunny bags or gunny cloth, and poplar or other 
woods, fit only to be converted into paper. 

646. 


Furane. 

647. Parchment and vellum. 

648. Pearl, mother of, not sawed, cut, polished, or otherwise manufactured. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to insert as 
a new paragraph the following: 
ag arte yt preg arena ey ge a e 
this exemption shall not apply to goods in bales or other large packages un- 
usnalamong Indians. 

Mr. ALDRICH. An amendment should be made in paragraph 649, 
line 10, of page 126, in the amendment reported by the committee. I 
move to strike out the word large before the word packages; so 
as to read. or other unusual among Indians.” 

1 EDMUNDS. That ought to be for safety against smuggling, I 
think, a 

The PRESIDENT pro ten The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode d to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The following paragraphs were z 


650. Personal and household effects not merchandise of citizens of the United 
States dying in fore’ countries. 
651. Pewter and metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 


phical and scientific apparatus, instruments, and ons; 
statuary, casts of marble, bronze, alabaster, or oa, of PEA gerien 
or 


drawings, and etchings specially imported in faith for the use of any s0- 
ciety or institution incorporated or established religious, philosophical, edu- 
cational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement of the fine arts, 
and not intended for sale. . 

655. Phosphates, crude or native. z . 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was,in paragraph 
654, page 126, line 24, after the word seeds to insert all of the 
foregoing ;"’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

651. Plants, trees, shrnbs, roots, seed-cane, and seeds, all of the foregoing im- 
ported by the Department of Agriculture or the United Srat Botanie Garden. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, to insert as 
a new paragraph: 

65. Plaster of Paris and sulphate of lime, unground. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

656, Platina, in ingots, bars, sheets, and wire. 

657. Platinum, unmanufactured, and vases, retorts, and other apparatus, ves- 
. parts thereof composed of platinum, for chemical uses. 

umbago. 

659. Polishing- stones. à 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 127, 
to strike out 686 as originally numbered, as follows: 

686. Potash, crude, or black salts,” chlorate of potash, muriate of potash, 
nitrate of potash, or saltpeter, crude, sulphate of potash, crude. 

And to insert in lien thereof: 

660. Potash, crude, carbonate of, or black salts,” or fused. Caustic potash, 
or hydrate of, not including refined, in sticks or rolls. Nitrate of or 
saltpeter, crude. Sulphate of potash, crude or unrefined. Chlorate of potash; 
Muriate of potash. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 12 of that page, in the amendment reported 
by the committee, the words “or fused” should be stricken out; and 
in line 13, the comma after the word refined should be stricken 
out. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the amendment reported by the committee, 
in line 12, after the word “‘salts,’? it is pro to strike out ‘‘or 
ſused; and in line 13, after the word to strike out the 
comma. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In line 14, I move to strike out “unrefined”? and 
insert ‘‘refined;’’ so as to read: 

Sulphate of potash, crude or refined. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill how this restatement of the matter changes the substance of the 
original 5 775 88 if it does at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It enlarges it somewhat and puts some articles on 
the free-list that were not in the House proposition. For instance, ar- 
ticles like carbonate of potash, eaustic potash crude, and sulphate or 
potash refined—it puts these upon the free-list, which are not upon 
the free-list as it came from the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

661. Professional books, impli inst: 4 
faor 5 in eee time per got Rosner nef 
the United States; but this exemption shall not be construed to include ma- 
chinery or other articles imported for use in any manufacturing establishment, 
or for any other person or persons, or for sale. - 

662. Pulu, 

663. Pumice. 

664. Quills, prepared or unprepared, but not made up into complete articles, 

665. Quinis, sulphate of,and all alkaloids or salts of cinchona-baric. — 


Mr. QUAY. I move to strike out paragraph 665, which has just 
been read, the effect of which will be to take quinine from the free-list 
and make it subject toa duty of 10 per cent. I do this at the request 
of chemical firms of Philadelphia who have reduced the price of the 
article. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to strike out paragraph 665, which 
has been read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that will be done in order to give our friends 
on the other side a chance to show their consistency in the cause of 
tection. Certainly, if mica ought to be put upon the dutiable li 
quinine ought to be put on the dutiable list, as not only is itan exten- 
sively manufactured article, but one of the principal ingredients is al- 
coho], upon which the United States imposes an internal-revenue tax; 
and therefore it isin many respects a discrimination against the mann- 
facturers of this article, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
Pi fs and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
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Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Under the arrange- 
ment heretofore announced, I am permitted to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Jones], and I believe the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Prerce]. I suggest to him that we transfer the pairs, so, 
that he and I may vote. 

Mr. CARLISL My pair has been transferred, and I have voted 
under an arrangement made with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will vote “yea” on this motion, and if there is 
any doubt I will withdraw my vote. 

Ae. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague (are, JoNES] is unwell and absent this evening. He 
would vote ‘‘nay ’’ if he were present, 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. If he were here I should 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. REAGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired for the 
evening with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. It he were pres- 
ent I should vote nay.” 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Moody, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscoc' Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, MoMillan, Sawyer, 
NAYS—38. 
Allen, Callom, Hearst, Sherman, 
Allison, Eustis, Higgins, Spooner, 
Barbour, Evarts, Ingalls, Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, M n, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Walthall, 
8 Gray, Power, Washburn, 
Hal Pugh, X 
Colquitt, Harris, Ransom, 
ABSENT—3I. 
Blackburn, Dixon, Kenna, ü, 
Blair, Dolph, McPherson Sanders, 
Brown, _ Farwell, Manderson, Squire, 
Call, George, Morrill, Stanford, 
Ca-ey, Hampton, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, ‘oar, Payne, Wilson of Ma. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Da Jones of Nevada, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance was, in ph 666, on page 128, line 3, after 
the word rags,“ to strike out the word ‘‘all;’’ so as to read: 

666. Rags, not otherwise specially provided for in this act, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in para- 
graph 667, on page 128, line 5, after the word lenses,“ to insert it 
crude and not advanced in value by washing or grinding;’’ so as to 
read: 

667. Red earth or raddle used for polishing lenses if crude and not advanced 
in value by washing or grinding. 4 

Mr. ALDRICH, For the Committee on Finance I move to strike 
out this paragraph entirely. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, inserting the words which have 
been read, will bedisagreed to. The Chairhears none. The question 
recurs on striking out the paragraph. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I understand that that earth is used 
for polishing lenses in the manufacture of spectacles, eye-glasses, tele- 
scopes, and other optical instruments, and it is very important. It is 
raw material, if anything in this world is, and I understand it can be 
per really to no other use whatever than such purpose as I have named, 

ask the Senator from Rhode Island if that is not so? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator is probably aware the customs 
Officers know no way by which they can distinguish the red earth 
used in polishing lenses from the oxide of iron and other red earths, 
which are used for paints and other purposes, which are dutiable. If 
there was any practicable way by which the red earth used for one 
purpose could be distinguished from those used for other purposes, the 
committee would be very glad to make it free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out para- 


graph 667. 
he amendment was agreed to. 


SEPTEMBER 5, 
Paragraph 668 was read, as follows: 
668. d , statues, stat d speci. f soul hi 
specially im sr ted faith for ioe tees of any pees mots bee 


tablished solely tor educational, rnp he oo literary, or religious pu: * 
or for the encouragement of fine arts, or for the use or by order of any call 
academy, school, seminary of * ste o 9 library in the United States; 
but the term “ regalia" as herein 1 be held to embrace only such in- 
signia of rank or office or emblems as may be worn upon the person or borne 
in the hand during public exercises of the society or institution, and shall not 
include articles of furniture or fixtures or of regular wearing-apparel, nor per- 
sonal property of individuals, 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word sculpture in line 8, I wish to in- 
sert what I send to the desk. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8 of page 128, after the word ‘‘sculpt- 
ure,” it is proposed to insert `' lithographic prints from either stone or 
zinc, bound or unbound.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that that covers the point to which I 
directed the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island in connection 
with paragraph 400, but there does not seem to be any reason why these 
articles which are imported for this purpose can not be embraced with 
regalias, gems, and so on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be again reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will find exactly the same Janguage in 
line 3, on page 99, in paragraph 400. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 8, after the word sculpture, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘' lithographic prints from either stone or zinc, bound 
or unbound,” 

Mr. PLUMB. They are all qualified by the language which follows 
in regard to their being imported for the use of educational, philosoph- 
ical, literary, or religious pu: or for some society. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There must be some inaccuracy about lithographic 
prints from zine, 

Mr. PLUMB. Either stone or zinc. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lithographic prints are produced from stone. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have merely taken the language used in another 
part of the bill. If the Senator will turn to page 99, he will find it 
described in that way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it is thought worth while to put it in that form 
Ishall make no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not appear to be for any religious society 
or anything of that kind, and it would be in direct opposition to para- 
graph 400, on 99. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is a qualification of that. It was designed to make 
lithographic prints imported for the same purposes described here for 
regalia and gems, statues, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think, if the Senator from Kansas will give me 
his attention, he will see that that amendment had better be inserted 
in paragraph 489, on page 115. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As stated, it would seem to be put absolutely on 
the free-list without reference to its belonging to the body of religious 
and philosophical and other subjects mentioned above in the place where 
it comes in. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There are three different paragraphs where it might 
appear without any impropriety. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph on page 115 limits the number of 
copies, and I think there should be some limitation of the number of 
copies to be imported by any one society. I do not think we ought to 
say a religious society to import these articles for sale in large num- 

rs. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not understand that any of these articles are to 
be sold. They are articles for the use of the society. I do not think 
any of them are expected to be articles of commerce. They are a class 
of pictures, I am told, which are peculiar to religious organizations in 
this country, which are the work of foreign artists and workmen, and 
not produced in this country. They have heretofore been imported 
subject to a duty of 25 per cent., and thatis thought to be an unneces- 
sary burden. It seems to me that there would be no difficulty about 
the insertion of the amendment, as it will be qualified by the language 
which follows in the paragraph. 

Mr. EDMUNDS: I suggest to the Senator that he had better insert 
it in ph 489. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble is that in that case only two copies could 
come in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Two copies for one society. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator should insert the amendment 
after the word ‘‘ maps, in line 1, on page 115, paragraph 489. 

Mr. PLUMB, Very well, I will accept thesuggestion. I will then 
move to insert the words “lithographic prints, bound or unbound,’’ 
in line 1, on page 115, after the word maps.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the words bound or unbound ” 
be omitted. 7 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I will simply move, then, to insert the 
words ‘‘ lithographic prints after the word maps, in line 1, in para- 
graph 489, on page 115. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


1890. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In 
ty maps,“ it is proposed to insert ‘lithographic prints;’’ so as to 


paragraph 489, on page 115, line 1, after the 


489. Book not 
robe tenn ite pepinn it bus ĩâV;u i ata talib ber Ge ator ony ooo 
ety incorporated or established for educational, philosophical, literary, or re- 
ligious purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by 
Perl of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Before we pass from paragraph 489, I should like to 
have the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island. It seems to me 
there is a little ambiguity about that, as to whether the limitation 
pen is proposed in all the lines of the section would not be applied 
to charts. f e 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that the courts have held that where legis- 
lation of that kind was contained in a tarift law it would apply to all 
the articles 

Mr. HOAR. 
word charts.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I suggest that a comma be inserted 
alter the word charts,“ in line 1. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The following paragraphs 
were read: 

662, Rennets, raw or prepared. 

670, Saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
128, Jine 22, after the word“ flour,“ to strike out not in condition 
suitable for use as starch;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


671. Sago.crude, and sago flour, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the amendment of the committee will not 
he agreed to in this case. If I am correctly informed, there is a brand 
of flour which is imported, which is in a condition suitable for use as 
starch, aud so nearly like the regular article that you can not distin- 
tu ish one fromthe other, and that frauds have been perpetrated through 
importations in the castom-houses, which can not be prevented. This 
flonr comes in a form, as I understand it, so as to be readily and inex- 
pensively used as starch by a very small amount of labor, and it re- 
uires a very simple process, very simple labor, and little expense to 
transform it from the condition of flour to that of starch. So that it 
comes in as a competitive article to the corn product of the West and 
to the starch mills of the West, which are increasing very largely in 
number, 

I appeal to the chairman of the committee to accept the paragraph 
as it came from the House. I think the original language should be 
retained, believing that the reason which has been given for itisa 


I think it would be better to have a comma after the 


That amendment will be made in 


good one. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the amendment of the committee will be 
agreed to. Sago flour has been imported from time immemorial almost 


on the free-list, and the adoption of the suggestion made by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska would make it dutiable at 2 cents a pound. Ido 
not think there is any danger or trouble in keeping it where it is, 

Mr. PADDOCK. There has been a great deal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska has 
spoken once on this question. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

672. Salacine. 

673. Sauer-kraut. 

674. Sausage skins, 

675. Seeds, anise, canary, caraway, cardamom, coriander, cotton, ummin, fen- 
nel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound mustard, rape, St. John’s bread or bean, 
sugar-beet, bulbs, and bulbous roots, not edible, and all flower and grass seeds 
not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert after the word ‘‘sugar-beet,’’ in line 
3, page 129, paragraph 675, the words turnips, mangel-wurtzel,”’ 
with a semicolon after mangel-wurtzel. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that mean all turnip seeds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. All turnip seeds. They are now on the free-list. 
The articles named in the amendment I have proposed are on the free- 
list now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted after the 
word ‘‘hoarhound,’’ at the end of line 2, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A semicolon should be inserted after the word 
seeds, also, at the beginning of the paragraph, in place of the comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

676. Selep, or saloup. 

677. Shells ofall kinds, not cut, ground, or otherwise manufactured. 


The question is onthe amendment. 


678. Shotgun barrels, forged, rough-bored. 
Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire why shotgun barrels are 
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put on the free-list. It seems to me that we manufacture enough of 
them in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Shotgun barrels have never been made in this 
country and they have been at a duty ol 10 per cent. ad valorem for a 
long time. I know of no one here who is interested in making them. 
They are made by a peculiar and in order to make them here 
a very large rate of duty would necessarily have to be imposed. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know why it should not be imposed then. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are some large manufacturers of shotguns 
in the East, but they have no desire to have this article protected and 


prefer to have it on the free-list. There has been no attempt to manu- ` 


facture the barrels here that I know of. 

The following paragraphs were read: 

679. Shrimps and other shell fish. 

680. Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or ad- 
vanced in manufacture in any way. 

681. Silk cocoons and silk waste. 

682. Silk-worms’ eggs, 

683. Skeletons and other preparations of anatomy. 

684. Snails, 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have paragraphs 680 and 681 go 
over until the corresponding paragraphs in the silk schedule are con- 
sidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have considered the silk schedule. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that I shall seek to interfere with this 
question, but I wish to bring up the general question of the prodac- 
tion of silk in connection with the proposition made by the Honse. 

The following paragraphs were read: 


. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate, and chlorate of. 

686, Sodium. 

687. Sparterre, suitable for making or ornamenting hats. 

688. Specimens of natural history, botany, and mineralogy, when imported 
for cabinets or as objects of science, and not for sale. 

Spices: 

689. Cassia, cassia vera, and cassia buds, unground. 

690, Cinnamon, and chips of, unground. 

691. Cloves and clove stems, unground. 

692, ——— unground and not preserved or candied. 

693. Mace. . 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 130, 
line 7, atter the word Pepper,” to strike out “black or white,” and 
insert of all kinds;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: s 

6%. Pepper, of all kinds, unground. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Paragraph 696 was read, as follows: 

696. Pimento, unground, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was to insert the 
following as a new paragraph: 

697. Sponges. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island to let that 
paragraph pass over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we finish it now, because to-morrow 
is an uncertain time, and we have several very important subjects for 
consideration to-morrow. I think we had better finish this as we go 
atong. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say, if it is to go over, that I hope the item 
will be taken out of the free-list and put where it was before. I do 
this, not from any extensive information of my own, but because I 
have a statement which was given to me by Mr. Charles H. Townsend, 
ex-special deputy collector of the United States at Key West, Fla., who 
came to see me, and I have already read an article which he had writ- 
ten which was published by a New York paper on the subject. 


His statement to me was that there are a very considerable number ` 


of poor people who have grown up with this industry, that it is their 
sole support, and if this article were put upon the free-list they would 
be displaced to their permanenthurt. The duty imposed by law now is 
only 20 per cent, The article is very light and comparatively cheap, 
and that duty does not specially burden any one. If, as stated to me 
by Mr. Townsend, which I believe to be true, the removal of this duty 
would operate tothe destruction of a community in theStateof Florida, 
or elsewhere in the United States, I should want to be very wellsatis- 
fied that some great good was to come to a much larger number of peo- 
ple before I would vote for it. A 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] asks me to bave read 
the letter to which I have referred, which I will do in a moment. 

The production is large and increasing, not of the finest quality of 
sponges, because those, I think, come from the Mediterranean, but of 
a kind which is very considerably used. I ask the Secretary to read 
the statement furnished me by Mr. Townsend. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

FLORIDA'S SPONGE INDUSTRY. 


The sponge-fishing industry of Florida has steadily increased in importance 
for many years, until now there is a respectable fleet regularly engaged in it, 
the vessels from Key West alone numbering over two hundred and fifty, em- 
poring from four to five thousand men and representing nearly or quite a mill- 

on and a half of invested capital, while St. Mark's, Apalachicola, and Cedar 
Keys also have smaller fleets. At e particularly, the fishing for and 
33 of sponges for the market have yearly increased, and promise still 

tter results, immediate and continuous, : 
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The annual crop there now amounts to from five to six hundred thousand 
Collars in value and furnishes means of su to a large number of families. 
Florida is the only State in the Union having sponge and now that 

are the basis of so considerable and p: us a business, involving in- 
ed capital which can not be diverted without great absolute loss, and labor 
which,owing to the iar circumstances, has no other o „it seems that 
will be an unwise policy which unnecessarily drives the whole, labor and 
* out of employment. 
© sponge-fishers liar class by location and occupation, 
They are hardy, industrious, intel! t, temperate, thrifty, and erous, 
Their occu is not one that fits them for any other from wh rofit 
t be derived without abandoning their homes, and to destroy it would be 
to destroy not alone their present honorable usefulness, but their available 
chance for usefulness. There is more room for idleness already than for varied 
e occupation in the State, especially for those who depend upon rude 
TS. tion ought not to destroy such a class and industry, confidently 
built up under its protection, without urgent ——.— compels it, and neces- 
ray Agen ite one ae mye * — . Yet the destruction is surely impending 
the pro removal of the duty on sponge. 

‘Only with the 1 afforded by this duty was the Florida sponge fishery 
built up. Only by its continuance can there be successful competition with the 
foreign product, Those in the home , because of the peculiar 
conditions, are placed in unusual relations to the Government as to occupation 
and investments. They have developed an honorable business by its invitation, 
involving their property and their chances of usefulness. To now sweep both 
away by 3 the condition of profit would be as unjust as it seems to be 
unnecessary, The injury is distinct; where is etn 6 


SEND. 
Er · Specſal Deputy Collector, Key West, Fla. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The information which was furnished to the com- 
mittee at this session and in 1888 was to the effect that there is no 
competition between these two kinds of sponges. The fine sponges 

used for medicinal purposes by druggists and by others come from the 
Mediterranean, and there are no sponges of that kind found upon the 
coast of Florida at all. With the coarse sponges found upon the coast 
of Florida there is practically no competition here or elsewhere, and 
they are produced there as cheaply as anywhere, and in large quanti- 
ties. They are not only sold in the United States, but they are ex- 
to other countries. So the only effect of the reimposition of 
- this duty would be to increase the cost of sponges used for the purpose 
to which I have referred. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire if there is any other place 
where this class of sponges can be produced than in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notto compete with the sponge industry of Florida 
to any extent. That is the testimony before the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose that this class of sponges are found in 
many places, and if the duty was taken off there would be sharp com- 
petition. That is my information from several gentlemen who have 
called upon me. I inquired as to that, and these gentlemen gave me 
that information in general terms. Idid not inquire particularly, and 
I wish to obtain further information in relation to the subject, and 
that is why I wanted it to go over, in order to see them and ascertain 
more in regard to that fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt Senators upon the other side will 
vote to put this back upon the dutiable list as they do every other 
item that the committee recommend should be pnt on the free-list. 
All we have to do probably is to take a vote upon it, 

Mr. CALL. My colleague and myself intended to introduce the pa- 
per which has been read and to urge the Senate not to place this ar- 
ticle on the free-list, but to allow it to be subject to the duty which 
now rests upon it. The facts are, I believe, correctly stated in the pa- 
per which has been read to the Senate. 

I think the Senator from Rhode Island is entirely wrong in his in- 
formation that there is no competition between the sponges obtained 
on the coast of Florida aud those which are imported from the Med- 
iterranean. 

I have myself seen some and have now in my possession, I think, as 
fine sponges as I have ever seen, which have been sent to me from Key 
West. Iam unable to say to what extent the finer species of sponge 
is obtained there, but I know the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
has made a request to me and a resolution was introduced into the 
Senate by me asking for information as to the extent of these fisheries 
and as to the quality of the sponge obtained from them. While he 
has not been able to gather the information, at least he has not re- 
sek Se he has informed me that there is growing up a 

industry t and that the quality of sponge which may be ob- 
tained is of a very excellent character. 

The people upon that coast are very greatly interested in this busi- 
ness and it is growing into large dimensions. They are of the opinion 
that this duty is advantageous to them, and as it is not an article of 
necessity and may be regarded as a luxury and a proper subject for any 
amount of taxation, I think there is no reasonable objection toits being 
taken off the free-list and being allowed to remain subject to duty. 
The facts are, I think, correctly stated in the paper submitted. 

The business of gathering sponges on the coast of Florida gives em- 
ployment and subsistence to a mostmeritorious class of people. They 
are brave, accustomed to all the dangers of the sea, generous, and al- 
ways ready to rescue others trom the perils of the waves. 

I hope the Senate will not agree to place sponges on the free-list. If 
time allowed I would discuss the subject at length. 

Mr. EVARTS, It does not strike me that the answer of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is complete on the subject of 
the competition of sponges. We have aduty on sponges that does pro- 


tect from competition with such sponges as our coast furnishes. It is 
not necessary to say that those coarse ges on ourcoast do not com- 
pete with the fine sponges from the Mediterranean or to say that the 
fine sponges from the Mediterranean do not compete with the coarse 
sponges of our coast. If itis necessary todraw a line between the fine 
onga of the Mediterranean, that we should like to have introduced 
free use they do not compete with our sponges, let us see to it that 
by removing the protection on our coarse sponges we do not invite a 
competition from other parts of the world that can produce coarse 
sponges, but are kept ont by this duty. 

That is the real question, and the differential line can be drawn that 
will protect against any increase of the fine sponges and at the same 
time protect the coarse sponges. 

I am told that if this Florida industry is stopped there will be no re- 
course for these fishermen but to resort to Nassau and other regions 
where coarse sponges can be brought into competition. That is the 
difficulty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say a word about this. I do not 
care about imposing duties upon sponges as a means of decreasing the 
supply or increasing the price either; but sponges stand on a peculiar 
ground. They stand on the same footing exactly we observe and the 
same principle we pursue in the timber- culture laws. 

You can raise sponges in Florida, and you can not raise them any- 
where else in the United States. 

The Senator from Rhode Island said he had not any doubt at all that 
Southern gentlemen would go against the committee on any recommen- 
dation they made in regard to putting articles on the free-list. We do 
it because the committee have signalized themselves throughout this 
bill by making a territorial discrimination against our section of the 
country. Withont rhyme or reason they make reductions upon tariff 
duties down there. They handle our products just as they please. 
They let cotton in on the free-list and all that to suit themselves, they 
being the principal consumers; and they must expect when they come 
forward with popsin that do not affect their end of the world and 
do affect ours and discriminate against us that we feel the sting of it 
and resent it, Wedo that. Now, that is a little matter of history 
that is not going to be escaped from at all. The brand has been put 
upon that committee of this thorough partiality against the South. 

Now, haying answered upon that proposition, these sponges can be 
cultivated in the estuaries, recesses, inlets, and arms of the sea that 
come into the coast of Florida, just as well as they cultivate themselves 
on rocks on the outside; and you can make them just as fine in the 
bays of Florida as you can make them in the Mediterranean, and it 
needs no great fleet, as your oyster plants do, to go out and secure 
them. It does not need all this great equipment of capital. 

I think the plea which has been set up here in the letter which has 
been read at the desk is an appeal in behalf of invested capital, whereas 
the laws of the United States ought to be such in regard to this industry 
as they are in regard to timber-culture, giving men rewards for planting 
sponges in inlets of the sea where they can be harvested by the men 
who plant them without the necessity of their becoming mere laborers 
upon ships to go out and gather them. * 

Mr. PLATT. Do they cultivate sponges as they do oysters ? 

Mr. MORGAN. They cultivate them as they cultivate oysters, and 
they can extend that cultivation indefinitely. 

I am indifferent about this particular vote. I think if the commit- 
tee desire to foster at all that product inthe United States or if Congress 
proposes to do it there ought to be a separate bill here, and I am willing 
to defer the whole subject until Mr. McDonald’s report comes in, which 
the Senator from Florida mentioned, and when it does come in we will 
see that it is an industry, an occupation that ought to be encouraged 
by a system such as we have adopted in regard to timber-culture and 
other things of that sort. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state in reply to what was said by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that there isa class of sponges that 
does come in direct competition with the Florida s I refer to 
those that are found in the waters of the West India Islands, particu- 
larly the Bahamas and Cuba. My information is that these sponges 
are of the same general quality as the Florida sponges, though coarser. 

This is an industry of some importance to the people who are engaged 
init. They are not a large and wealthy class, but their industry is worth 
some three or four hundred thousand dollars a year. They own their 
vessels, their boats, and there are two or three thousand people en- 
gaged in the industry, and it does seem to me that it should not be 
crushed out. 

On examining the evidence taken before the Senate and House com- 
mittees, I can find no testimony introduced against the continuance of 
the present duties upon sponges, and I can see no reason that can be 
urged why it should not be continued. It has been existing for a great 
many years. In 1842 a duty was first imposed upon sponges, and ever 
since then a higher or lower rate of duty has been continued. It has never 
been higher than 20 per cent., and that is the present rate. It is a 
revenue duty, and there is no reason why Senators on this side of the 
Chamber should not sustain it. It was inserted in the Mills bill and 
it was placed in the present bill by the House of Representatives. The 
effort to strike it out originated here in the Senate by the action of the 


* — 
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monet majority in 1888 and by the same majority at the present 


ion. 

Mr. President, I have a letter written by John A. Grier, who served 
in his earlier days as an engineer in the United States Navy. It is an 
open letter addressed to a Senator upon the other side of the Chamber, 
and I will read it, as it throws a good deal of light upon this subject 
and is in better language than I can use myself. The writer says: 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., June 24, 1890, 

Dran Sim: Itis with considerable t that I notice the removal of the duty 
on sponges, as proposed by the tariff bill as revised by the United States Sen- 
ate Finanee Committee. 

As I served in my youn 
the United States Navy—baving resigned my commission December, 1865—I 
SETI SSIS taken u lively interest in the prosperity of our merchant marine 
and Navy. > 

I look at the sponge and fishing smacks employed on our Southern coast as 
an especially valuable school in training a hardy, skillful class of seamen, prof- 

.itable to us in an industrial and commercial way in times of peace and of great 
value to us in times of national trouble at sea. 

These men are accustomed to be e: to the heat of asemi-tropical sun, 
which makes them of special value for boat service for a man-of-war in such a 
climate, so trying to the most hardy Northern seamen. 

We have wisely fostered the fishermen on our Northern coasts as a school for 
sailors, and why would it not be equally wise to foster the enterprise of this 


ears for more than ten years as an engineer in 


smaller but equally deserving class in the South? 

As the chief engineer of the United States steamer Crusader, employed for 
about eighteen months off the coast of Cuba in 1859. and 1860 in su; the 
African-Cuban slave trade, I personally know of the severe trials climate 
at sea. As Key West was our uarters for refi for our grounds, I per- 
sonally know many of the men in these fisheries. 


I trust that these hardy men may obtain all the encouragement they demand. 
Truly, yours, 
JOHN A. GRIER, 


The value of this article imported since 1880 has been as follows: 
$197,431 in 1880, $248,205 in 1881, $340,443 in 1882, $295,250 in 1883, 
$291,859 in 1884, $333,774 in 1885, $387,384 in 1886, $343,311 in 1887, 
$358,104 in 1888, and $318,385 in 1889. 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to obtain some statistics upon this 
subject, but without much success. All that I have been able to get 
were from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, Colonel McDonald, 
who, at my request, furnished me some tables—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the five-minute rule applied now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will intimate to the Sen- 
ator when his five minutes have e 

Mr. PASCO. I think I can conclude what little I have to say within 
my five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PASCO. I shall ask to have the privilege of going on for a mo- 
ment, as the Senator from Rhode Island interrupted me, in order that 
I may put in these two tables furnished me by the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries, Table A showing the extent of the sponge fishery 
of Florida in 1888 and Table B agg. shipments by dealers in 1887 
and 1888. I ask that these tables, which I will send to the desk, may 
be printed in connection with my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The letter and tables are as follows: 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., June 25, 1890. 
Dear Sim: In view of the recommendation of your committee in its report 


Vessel fishery, 


on the tariff bill, f. e., that the 20 
1 upon the free · list, I very 
hat I be permitted to submit factsand wes agen ay ener gd the con- 
tinuance of that protection which has built up and foste an important 
American industry in years an industry which now furnishes support for 
several thousand of our people in a region that is limi 
variety ot its natural resources and consequent means of li * 
Believing that the extent and e sponge industry, 
owing to its com: tive isolation, may not be 77 recognized, and havy- 
ing been closely identified with the sponge trade in all its branches, including 
piee 1 for nearly twenty years, I feel justified in making these tew 
ments: 
Our domestic sponge trade is in sponges taken exclusively in Florida waters, 
the principal basis of its operation being Key West, Fia., from which point there 
are about two hundred vessels 8 with crews of from five to fifteen men 


While it is impossible to obtain exact figures, it is estimated that the product 
of Florida sponges amounts to upwards of $500,000 annually, while the importa- 
tion of foreign spo: as taken from the Government’sstatistics, has averaged 
for the ten years ending 1888 but $293,000 annually. 

Florida sponges rank higher than any others produced, both for quality and 
strength of fiber. Sponges of the same general character, hough much coarser 
and of greatly inferior quality, are taken in abundance m the and 
Cuban waters, and at very much less cost, owing to the shallow water on the 
groundsand the manner and cost of the fisherman’s living. Í 

It is from these conditions that the consumer of spo! as well asthe Florida 
industry, would suffer should the protection be remo asin that case Ba- 
hama and spongers would market their s 
would be mixed with and marketed as F. sponges, thereby 
the injury ofthe consumer and destro; the reputation of the Florida opona: 

It is now clearly demonstrated that 5 of sponges in 
waters is entirely practicable, and, with a continuance of the n given 
in the past to this industry, the sponge grounds of Florida will be a great and 
lasting source of wealth, N 

In conclusion, I desire to say that I make these statements in behalf of the 

roducers, consumers, and dealers alike, and beg that the fostering care of our 
overnment may be continued in the future as it has been in the past. 


Very re 
ei WILLIAM B, BURK. 
Hon. Jcstrx S. MORRILL, J 
Chairman Finance Commillee, United Slates Senate. 


In connection with the 3 of protection to the American sponge indus- 
try the peculiar methods in use in its operation are of unusual interest and sig- 
nificance, 

The catching and marketing of sponges on the Florida coast was started in 
_ — method 2 eee that 8 which sep aos 
unive pularity, rely co-operative; that vessels, equ! nt, 
ost provision represent the capital invested and the crew furnish nothing but 

r labor. 

The proceeds of each trip's catch is divided Ne previous agreement 
between the vessel and the fishermen, though varying in proportion according 
to the efficiency of the different members of the crew. 

The majority of the vessels are owned by their captains; the others are 
owned by individual operators, who are usually engaged in mercantile busi- 
ness at the base of operations, 

The fishing is done from small boats bel g to the vessel, cach boat being 
occupied by two men in water from 20 to 40 feet in depth. A pole 45 feet in 
length, with a hook affixed, and a water-glass for locating the 

The work requires consid 
fest men can stand the labor and exposure. 

The sponges, after being cleansed and assorted, are brought principally to Key 
West, where they are sold at public auction to buyers representing wholesale 
dealers in the North. 

The fishermen have been enabled to make a fair living in the past, while it is 
claimed the vessels pay but a moderate interest on the investment. 

In the event of the inevitable — 2 competition should be placed on 
the free-list the loss must fall di y on the fishermen and vessel property en- 
gaged in this industry, and not on the dealers. 

Very respecttully, : 
` WILLIAM B. BURK, 


liy request 


y, yours, 


TABLE A.—Showing the extent of the sponge fishery of Florida in 1888. 


Shore fishery. 


8 Products. Boats. 8 5 Š 
Fishing port. $f 2 A 
Valuo 2 Pounds] Value Value 74 £ 1 
a 
No. to, Baie 0 He to fish- | No. | Value. aaf ind 8 8 38| 8 
outfit. o |Sponges.| ermen, outfit. 8 8 o 2 
Z Z Z fa > 
Key West.. 74 | 1,182.43 | $116,725 | $68,700 | 659 | 175,946 8178. 240 | 300 $28,650 | $30,000 | s00} 62,092 | $62,092 | $244,075 | 959 | 238,038 | $238,038 
1| 4480 1,000] 858 1 %% | 600 | e e ee s) . “Hrs pao) “aa | ase | ago 
5 33 632 10 5 500 | 500 782| 5| ‘500 500 
1 524.50 100 3,560 i 8,800 3,80 21 2.756 1. 4s 0 4.000 4,000| 12,624] 81 12,800 | - 12,800 
82 | 1,208.42 | 122,625 | *72,518 | 707 | 185, 846 | 185, 246. 11380 | 32, 570 | 31,008 | 350 | 68,344 | 6s, 344 | 200,421 | 1,057 | 253,690 | 253,690 


*This amount includes the value of 311 row-boats, worth $4,912, used by the crews of the vessels. 


Including four vessels that engaged 
{ested ing 170 row-boats, valued at $2,720, 


TABLE B.—Showing shipments by dealers, 1887 and 1888. 


1887, | 1858. 
we Jause e val 
ue ue to 
Pounds, | dealers, | Pounds. dealers. 
Key West .. 3 182. 228 | $236,089 | 237,583 081 
Apalachicola . . . . . . . . . . . ae es 15 730 19,730 10, 500 = 500 
o ete vaccent voce 197,958 | 255,819 326, 581 


in other fisheries during a portion of the year. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” 
appear to have it. 

Mr. HOAR, Let the question be again stated. 

Mr. PASCO. I do not think the question was correctly understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposition, briefly stated, is to 
put sponges on the free-list. The committee proposes to amend by in- 
serting on page 30 what will be read. 

THE CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

697. Sponges. ö 


cent. ad valorem import duty betaken from - 


Sponge are used. 
erable skill and expertness, and none but the hard- 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. A vote in the affirmative putssponges 
on the free-list and a vote in the negative makes them dutiable. 

Mr. PASCO. Lask that the vote may be again taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 
question.] The ‘‘ ayes’? appear to have it. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we first take a division. 

Mr. PASCO. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. QUAY. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Then Lask that it may go over until to-morrow, 
and we can take the vote then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
insist on his call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. QUAY. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
informally until to-morrow, 

The following paragraphs were read: 


698. Spunk. 
699. Spurs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthen, porcelain, and stone 


ware. 

700. Stone and sand: Burr-stone in blocks, rough or manufactured, and not 
bound up into mill-stones; clift-stone, unmanufactured, pumice-stone, rotten- 
stone, and sand, crude or maaufactured. 

701. Storax, or styrax. 

702. Strontia, oxide 
eral carbonate of stroutia. = 


The Committee on Finance proposed, on page 130, line 21, after the 
word number, to strike out ‘‘ sixteen *’ and insert ‘‘thirteen;’’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 


703. Sagars, all not above thirteen Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
all sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, sirups of cane juice, m concen- 
trated melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, and molasses. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that paragraph 703 be passed over to be 
considered with Schedule E. 


t the ques- 
Putting the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, paragraph 
703, referring to sugars, will be passed over to be considered with Sched- 
ule E. 


Mr. MANDERSON. In connection with this subject of sugar, and 
especially with the subject of the beet-sugar product, I have given 
notice of an amendment that proposes to permit the getting of machin- 
ery for the making of sugar from beets free of duty. Is that to be con- 
sidered under the free-list or in connection with the sugar schedule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be considered in connection with the sugar 
amendment, 

Mr. MANDERSON., So that there will be no necessity for my offer- 
ing the amendment placing it upon the free-list at this time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do I understand that this matter goes over for the 
present? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask the Senator whether, after the words sugar- 
beet,” in line 3, on page 129, in paragraph 675, he does not inciude 
“‘sugar-cane cuttings, sorghum, and ribbon-caue on the frec-list. 
They are not taxed ee in the bill anywhere, but they have al- 
ways come in free. I suppose they ought to be on this free- list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is of very doubtfal expendiency, es- 
pecially as we propose to pay a bounty upon the product of thesugar- 
cane. It might open the door to the importation of foreign cane. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator would see that that was impossible if 
he was aequainted with that industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to prepare his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PLUMB, Sugar-beet is included in paragraph 675. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Louisiana proposes to put 

-cane cuttings on the free-list. 

Mr.GIBSON. Sngar-cane cuttings, sorghum, and ribbon-cane. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to prepare his amendment 
and let it go over to-night, and then it can be taken up to-morrow in 
connection with the sugar qnestion. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no possibility of making sugar from the cane 
ifit has been cut more than twenty-four or forty-eight hours in any 
event. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Rhode Island to allow me to 
submit an amendment, which I propose to offer to this bill after the 
amendments of the committee are dis; of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, @ amendment will be received, 
printed, and lie on the table. It is understood that paragraph 703 goes 
over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; informally. 

2 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
paragraph 704, after the word therein,“ at the end of line 3, to insert 


of, and protoxide of strontian, and strontianite, or min- |. 


the words, and sulphur not otherwise provided for;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: ; 
704. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur or brimstone, crude, in bulk, 


sulphur ore, as pyrites, or sulphuret of iron in its natural state, containing in 
excess of 35 per cent. of sulphur (except on the copper contained therein), and 
sulphur not otherwise pro ded for. 

The amendment was to. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
after line 4, to insert as a new paragraph: 

705. Sulphuric acid for use in manufacturing superphosphate of lime or arti- 
ficial manures of any kind or for any agricultural purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word acid,“ I move to insert 

Which at the temperature of 60° Fahrenhcit does not exceed the specific 
quarter of 1.389. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask the Senator, before we pass from this para: 
graph, if the formula which is inserted here is a formula which will 
allow all sulphuric acid for agricultural purposes to be admitted free ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It will. 

Mr. ALLISON. Should the word any be there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think so. 

Mr. ALLISON. “Any agricultural purposes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les, sir; I think so. 

Paragraph 706 was read, as follows: 

706. Sweepings of silver and gold. 

The next amendment of the Commitie2 on Finance was, on page 131, 
line 9, to strike out the following paragraph: 

731. Tamarinds. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
line 10, atter the word “ cassady,’’ to strike out provided the same 
is not fit for use as starch;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

707. Tapioca, cassava, or cassady. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, what I said in reference to sago 
flour, in the paragraph relating to that subject, is applicable to this. 
Tapioca flour, like sago flour, is imported in a form to be transformed 
into starch with hardly any additional labor or expense. The standard 
tapioca flour and the lower grade of that flour are so nearly alike that 
the one is not distinguishable from the other. It results, therefore, in 
frauds on the revenue as well as in competition against the corn and 
other products of this country, out of which starch is made, and against 
the manufacturer of starch, which interest is largely increasing in the 
West. 

This amendment ought not to prevail, and the other amendment in 
relation to sago flour ought not to have prevailed, And I give notice 
now that I shall reserve both this and the other amendment for a vote 
in the Senate, if this one is agreed to, and I shall then present some 
testimony to the Senate on the subject which I do not happen to have 
with me at the present moment. 

This amendment ought not to prevail, and I do not understand the 
logic by which the Senator arrives at the conclusion that tapioca in this 
case and sago in the other are necessarily to be subjected to a rate of 
duty of 2cents if this amendment is not agreed to. If it is necessary, re- 
duce the duty on sago; it will not hurt anybody. But this thing ought 
not to be done. The House of Representatives is correct in its proposi- 
tion. There is no question about it whatever. The Senate committee 
ought not to have made the change. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 131, 
line 12, after the word wood,” to insert aud pitch of coal tar; so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

708, Tar and pitch of wood, and pitch of coal tar. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


709. Tea and tea-plants. 

710. Teeth, natural, or unmanufactured. 

711. Terra alba. 

712. Terra japonica, 

713. Tin ore, and tin in bars, blocks, pigs, or grain or granulated. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert at the end of paragraph 713: 

Until January 1, 1892, but not thereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the date when the Senator proposes to have 
this tin made dutiable? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


714. Tinsel wire, lame, or lahn, 
715. Tobacco stems, 
716. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 
717. Tripoli. 
718. Turmeric. 
e 
ntine, sy ol 
721. Turtles. 
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722. Types, old and fit only to be remanufactured. 
723. Uranium, oxide and salts of. 
TA. Vaccine virus. 
Tat Youle or abactt ot 
. Ve or gu tate of copper, 
727, Wafers, unmedicated. 
728. Wax; vegetable or mineral. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 132, 
line 9, paragraph 729, after United States,” to strike out not ex- 
ceeding $500 in value;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

729. Wearing apparel and other personal effects (not merchandise) of persons 
arriving in the United States; but this exemption shall not be held to include 
articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate tor the use of such 
persons for the purposes of their journey and present comfort and conyenience, 
or which are intended for any other person or persons, or for sale: Provided, 
however, That all such wearing Separa and other personal effects as may have 
been once imported into the United States and subjected e pamenta 
duty, and which may have been actually used and taken or expo to foreign 
countries by the persons returning therewith to the United States shall, if not 
advanced in value or improved in condition by any means since their exporta- 
tion from the United States, be entitled to exemption from duty, upon their 
identity being established, under such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 

730. Whalebone, unmanufactured. 

731. Wood: Logs, and round unmanufactured timber not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 133, line 3, after the word “ heading-bolts.““ to strike out 
dor,“ and in line 4, after the word ‘‘stave-bolts,’’ to strike out and; 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


732. Fire wood, handle-bolts, heading-bolts, stave-bolts, shingle-bolts, hop- 
poles, railroad ties, ship-timber, and ship-planking. 


Mr. FRYE. I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island if railroad 
ties were not put into the dutiable-list to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only«edar. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 133, line 16, paragraph 733, after the word suitable,“ to in- 
sert ‘‘for sticks,” and in the same line, after the word for where 
it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘umbrella, parasol, sun-shades, 
or Whip- sticks and insert ‘‘umbrellas, parasols, sun-shades, whips;’’ 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

733. Woods, namely, cedar, lignum-vitwe, lancewood, ebony, box, illo, 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and all forms of cabinet-woods, in the log, 
rough or hewn; bamboo and rattan unmanufactured; brier-root or brier-wood, 
and similar wood unmanufactured, or not further manufactured than cut into 
blocks suitable for the articles into which they are intended to be converted; 
bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hair-wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, 
and other woods not otherwise specially provided for in this act, in the rough, 
or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suitabie for sticks for um- 
brellas, 8 sun-shades, whips, or walking-canes; and India malacea joints, 
not further manufactured than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment ot the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 133, to strike out lines 21 to 26, inclusive, as follows: 


759. Paintings, in oil or water colors, being the professional production of a 
3 or artist only, and statuary cut, earved, or otherwise wrought by hand 
rom a solid block or mass of marble or stone, and being the professional pro- 
gaan si a statuary or sculptor only, and not otherwise specially provided for 
nt ac 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Paragraph 734 was read, as follows: 


734. Works of art, the production of American artists 5 
abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on g imported 
expressly for presentation to a national institution, or to any State or municipal 
corporation, or incorporated religious society, college, or other public institu- 
lion, except stained or painted window. glass or stained or painted glass win- 
dows; but such exemption shall be subject to such regulations asthe Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 2, 
on page 134, line 10, after the word ‘‘engravings,’’ to insert paintings, 
statuary, and; so as to make the paragraph read: 

735. Works of art, drawings, engravings, paintings, statuary, and photo- 
graphie pictures, and philosophical and scientific apparatus bro t by profes- 
sional artists, lecturers, or scientists arriving from abroad for use by them tem- 
porarily for exhibition and in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of 
art, science, or industry in the United States, and not forsale, and photographic 
pictures imported tor exhibition by any association established in good taith 
and duly authorized under the laws of the United States or of any State, ex- 
pressly and solely for the promotion and encouragement of science, art or in- 
dustry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted free of duty, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but bonds shall 
be en for the payment to the United States of such duties as may be imposed 
8 upon any and all such articles as shall not be exported within six months 

such importation. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Those words should be inserted in line 16 after the 
word pictures. It was a verbal error in proposing to insert them 
in line 10. Theamendment should be disagreed to in lines 10 and 11, 
and the word and stricken out and paintings and statuary” in- 
serted in line 16, after the word pictures.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 11, page 134, ph 735, after the 
2 Pictures,“ it is proposed to insert the words paintings and 

statuary. 


; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands the amend- 
ment in lines 10 and 11 is to be rejected, It is disagreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 134, 
at the end of paragraph 735, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, extend 


such period for a further term of six months in cases where applications there- 
for shall be made, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 1352, line 10, after the word arts, to insert ‘‘or:’’ so as 
make the paragraph read: 


736. Works of art, collections in illustration of the progress of the arts, science, 
or manufactures, photographs, works in terra-cotta, parian, pottery. or porce- 
lain, and artistic copies of antiquities in metal or other material hereafter im- 
ported in good faith for permanent exhibition at a fixed place by any socictyor 
Institution established for the encouragement of the arts or of science,and all 
like articles imported in good faith by any society or association for the pur- 
pose of erecting a public monument, and not intended for sale, nor for any other 
purpose than herein expressed; but bonds shall be given under such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, for the Lee Grane: of 
lawful duties which may acerue should any of the articles aforesaid be sold, 
transferred, or used contrary to this provision, aud such articles shall be sub- 
ject,at any time, to examination and oe by the proper officers of the 
customs: Provided, That the privileges of this and the preceding section shall 
not be allowed to jons or corporations engaged in or connected with 
business of a private or commercial character. 7 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GIBSON. I move, in line 12 of page 135, after the word mon- 


ument,’’ to insert or for ornaments in churches.” 

Mr, ALDRICH. That is too broad in its nature, and I hope the 
Senator will not insist upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 736, line 12, page 135, after the 
word monument, it is proposed to insert or for ornaments in 
churches. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would include every conceivable kind of or- 
nament imported for any kind of a church. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

The remaining paragraphs in the free-list were read, as follows: 

737. Yams. 

738. Zaffer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are several paragraphs which have been 
passed over informally which I ask may be now taken up, none of 
which will give rise to any discussion. Paragraph 5 on page 2 was 

over informally. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment in the 


paragraph will be stated. 

The paragraph was read, as follows: 

5. Sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol, not otherwise specially provided for, one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT Pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
inserting the words not otherwise specially provided for“ appears to 
have been agreed to. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the paragraph, after having been amended, 
was passed over for the purpose of having the amendments to the free- 
list acted upon. They having been acted upon, I think no further 
action is necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph stands with the 
amendment of the committee agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Lask if that amendment would not interfere with 
the sulphurie acid that is used for the manufacture of agricultural 
fertilizers. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; that is by name in terms on the tree-list. 
Paragraph 41 is the next, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
in paragraph 41 will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7, line 1, the Committee on Finance 
propose to strike out 30 and insert 27 before cents, so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

41. Flax-sced or linseed and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 27 cents 
per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order to make this conform to the amendment 
which we have adopted in regard to linseed and flax-seed this rate should 
be 32 cents a gallon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7, line 1, before cents,“ strike out 
27 and insert 32. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move to add to paragraph 76, on page 11: 

Calomel and other mercurial medicinal preparations, 35 per cent, ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will withdraw the amendment for the committee 
to paragraph 278, on page 60, and move that the House provision stand 


` 
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with an amendment which I submitted for the committee several days 


ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment then proposed by 
the committee to this paragraph is to be disagreed to? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be disagreed to, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not in mind the amendment the Senator 
proposes to substitute for that. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I that the House provision shall stand and 
a reciprocity provision shall be added. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the amendment in print? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. I have a copy of it here, which I send 
to the desk. 

Mr. VANCE. Where does it come in? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 60, paragraph 278, after 
the words per pound,” in line 16. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to paragraph 278 the following. proviso: 

ded, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
or the prod- 
whenever and so long only as American 
fishin: ports of such country to purchase 
supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United 
without restraint or the imposition of fees or other government charges. 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I wish to express my dissent to the 
proposed amendment. The time was in the infancy of this country 
when we paid tribute to certain piratical nations for the exemption of 
our merchant vessels, but we have grown too great and too strong to 
bargain, I think, with any nation or to propose to pay a consideration 
for such treatment to our vessels engaged in lawful business in the 
ports of that country as every country receives at the hands of eyery 
other like commercial country. 

The question as to what commercial rights our vessels should receive 
in Canadian ports is a question entirely for legislation of the Dominion 
of Canada or of the provinces. The question as to what ts or privi- 
leges the vessels of that country or any other country enjoy inour 
ports is a matter entirely for us to determine by legislation. 

Therefore, our remedy is plain. If our vessels are denied any rights 
that onght to be accorded to the vessels of a friendly commercial coun- 
try in the ports of any country all we have to do is to legislate in re- 
turn upon the principle of an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth, 
and I am notin favor by the remission of duties or otherwise of mak- 
ing any trade with Canadian ports that we ought not to have under 
principles of good neighborhood. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw this amendment if there is to be any 
discussion upon it, because I want to get through with some formal 
amendments which will not be objected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not care what the Senator does with the 
amendment, whether he withdraws it or puts it in. I am not partien- 
lar about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall present it to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that side of the Chamber can stand it I ean. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it should be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is printed. It has been printed long ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands then the 
paragraph remains—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph may go over with the 
amendment pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. Then the announcement of the 
Chair that the committee's amendment would be disagreed to will be 
reconsidered and the paragraph will be over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph will stand as it came from the other 
House. I think there is no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had better leave it open, so as to haye a little 
play on it. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well, then, the whole paragraph will stand 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Thewholeparagraph then will stand 
with the committee amendment pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 378, page 92, line 6, after the word 
„act,“ I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 92, paragraph 378, line 6, after the 
word act,“ insert: 

Plushes and other pile fabrics and felt, and felt fabrics, all of the foregoing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 394, page 197— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we had better not act on all these par- 
agraphs. There may be some Senators absent just at this time who 
would like to look at the amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that I have drawn the attention of 
members of the committee on that side to these amendments, and they 
were aware they were to be offered; so that there will be no surprise 
about it. The members of the committee upon that side were aware 
they were going to be offered. The other amendments that I have are 


all formal. In paragraph 394, after the word ‘‘ embroideries,’’ I move 
to insert handkerchiefs. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 97, line S. paragraph 394, after the word 


‘f embroideries,” insert the word hand ” with a comma. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be included undoubtedly in the para- 
graph as it stands, but in order to make the matter definite we pro- 
pose to put in the word handkerchiefs.” 

Mr. VANCE. What kind of handkerchiefs? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Silk handkerchiefs. They will all be composed 
of silk. Line 12 governs the whole paragraph. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 115 I move to insert the words “‘ bristles, 
raw or unmanufactured” between paragraph 494 and paragraph 495, 
It will be paragraph 4944, We have already voted to strike bristles 
out of the dutiable list. This is simply to insert them in the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After paragraph 494 it is proposed to insert: 

494}. Bristles, raw or unmanufactured. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has 

an amendment to propose. 
Mr. HISCOCK. In paragraph 734, line 3, 134, after the word 
glass, I move to insert or painted glass 2 ars when pictorial;” 
in line 6, after the word except, to insert the word only, so as 
read, except only stained;’’ and at the end of the same line, after the 
second word or, to insert ordinary, so as to read, “or ordinary 
stained-glass windows; so as to make the paragraph read: 

734. Works of art, the production of American artists residing temporarily 
abroad, or other works of art, including pictorial paintings on or painted 
2 windows when pictorial, impo: expressly for presentation to a national 

institution, or to any State or municipal 3 in rated religious 
society, college, or other public institution, except only stained or ted win- 
dow. ox ordinary stained or painted glass windows; but = exemption 
shall be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam aware of the purpose of the amendment, I 
think no Senator on the otherside will object to it. It simply changes 
the definition of antiquities. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wanttodefineantiquities. I should like to pro- 
pose it at least. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Propose it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In 498, page 116, line 2, I move to strike 
out the words the seventeenth century and insert the year 1700; 
so as to read: 

At any period prior to the year 1700. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This liberalizes antiquities one hundred years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me explain in one line. I will make it clear. 
The bill as it stands says prior to the seventeenth century.” With 
that date it is 1600. I wish to say prior to the year 1700, and 
make a hundred years’ difference. I think when an old coin or cab- 
inet curiosity is one hundred and ninety years old it may be called an 
antiquity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now offer for the committee an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for section 5, which is an important amend- 
ment, and which I ask may be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. And go over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of section 5 insert: 


That all articles of foreign manufacture such 
marked, stam E 
otħer im 


t: 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a 
resolution of the 11th of August, 1890, correspondence with the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs concerning the award of contract for the 
supply of blankets for the Indian service, for the year 1889; which, 
ve accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
= Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 6, 1890, at 10 o’clock 
a. m. 


1890. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois bas no 


FRIDAY, September 5, 1890. 


The House metati20’clock m., Mr. BURROWS in the chairas Speaker 
prot Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LACEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order is demanded. Itis 
the further consideration of the contested-election case, upon which 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has been recog- 

and is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 

2 : 


rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. This being Friday, I rise toraise the question of con- 
sideration in the interest of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROWELL. There was a stipulation last night that the election 
case should be continued. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Unanimous consent was given. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that by unani- 
mous consent it was agreed last evening that the debate should pro- 
ceed this morning on the contested-election case, with one hour accorded 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], unless the House 
should decide to grant him further time, and also an hour in support 
of the resolution of thecommittee. That was the proposition, and hen 
was no objection. The Chair would hold that agreement to be binding. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair hold that unanimous consent given 
yesterday—an agreement made yesterday to suspend the rules to-day— 
has the binding force of a rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Most certainly, if the House so agreed, 
as it did. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is a special order of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] will proceed. : 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Arkansas be- 
gins I ask to have considered as pending the resolution submitted by 
the minority. 

Mr. ROWELL. What resolution is that? 

Mr. CRISP. The resolution submitted by the minority, which will 
be found attached to their views.“ I just ask to have it considered 


as pending. f pH 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to know what it is. 

Mr. CRISP. It is the resolution declaring that Mr. Breckinridge 
was duly elected and is entitled to the seat. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered that the resolution 
should be considered as pending. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, this cause has 
been fully and ably argued upon the side on which I appear, so that I 
am left comparatively little ground that has not already been covered. 
There are, however, about this case some features qnite exceptional from 
those which have usually attended cases of this „ and I will 
first call attention to a few of those which preceded the consideration 
of the case by the committee and by the House. 

While throughout the opposition press of the country there was, long 
before the meeting of this House, an evidently organized system of 
charges against Congressional elections in the South, yet this particular 
case was made the recipient of numerous, persistent, and very bitter 
allegations by the press of the Republican When the House met 
and this question, in the due of business, came up for considera- 
tion, and appropriate steps looking to its adjudication were taken, and 
proposed action was referred to the committee having charge of ques- 
tions of this kind, gentlemen could not restrain themselves from pass- 
ing an opinion upon it until it should be reported for their decision. 

Not only throughout the sessions of this House was its decision an- 
ticipated by Republican members generally and sought to be affected 
by discussions on the floor, but even members of the Committee on 
Elections hastily took it up and used itin argument when they had 
not even begun itsconsideration. I believe every member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections of the opposite political party, with the exception 
of perhaps two or three, has so delivered himself upon this case and 
under these circumstances. Why, even the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ROWELL], the chairman of the Committee on Elections, with 
that disregard of the proprieties of a cause reterred to him and his com- 
mitlee that perhaps was never illustrated in any other case that came 
before this House, even he took it up—— 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman accuse me of disregarding pro- 
priety in this case? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Why, most obviously. 

Mr. ROWELL. You do? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam glad the accusation comes from the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 
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right to interrupt the gentleman from without his consent, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is exactly my specifica- 
tion. Why, sir, the gentleman from Ilinois, in discussing another case, 
pointed to the incidents in the district I have the honor to represent 
and said that out of one incident in that district five murders of a 
political character hademanated. I called on the gentleman then and 
there to substantiate his statement and he would not give me time to 
speak; nor did he attempt to substantiate it. And I will call on him 
now to name the five murders that have proceeded out of any incident 
of a political character in my district. 

Mr. ROWELL. One of them was that of Benjamin; another that 
of Clayton; another that of the colored detective; another that of the 
brother of Oliver Bentley; another was the case of Mr. Wahl, attempted 
to be assassinated. That makes five. ° 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, after the committee have 
fully considered these matters and come to the House with their re- 
port, the gentleman himself concurs in a report which says that he has 
only a suspicion of these things being true. He comes in here with a 
report, and witha volume of evidence that has not one line or syllable 
in it to show that the negro who was murdered by a Republican boy in a 
personal difficulty was in any wise a detective or en in detective 
service. He comes here and speaks of the murder jamin when 
he knows that Benjamin died of heart disease, somewhat affected doubt- 
e by an excitement that occurred anterior to the event to which he 

udes. 

I think we can well afford to let that rest upon the evidence by which 
the gentleman in his subsequent report has directly and emphatically 
contradicted himself. And one of the men referred to by the gentleman 
was not killed at all. That was Wahl, whowas shot, doubtless shot in 
a lawless way growing out of some difficulty with some teamsters that 
took place down there. Very likely he was not shot at. The evidence 
shows— Wahl himself so states—that Wahl changed his seat at his own 
request, and the Democrat who took the seat that Wahl had occupied 
remonstrated against giving Wahl the seat of danger, as it turned out 
to be. And the proof is quite conclusive that Wahl was not shot at, 
but that the city marshal was shot at, and his neck was filled with 
splintered glass, and there were two Democrats who were not missed 
by as much as the length of my finger, and Wahl was only wounded, 

That is the kind of evidence on which the gentleman comes here, the 
bulk of it contradicted in his own report afterwards, and takes a course 
improper under any and delivers an opinion before this 
House to prejudice this case and have it prejudged by the House. 

This is not quite all. When the subcommittee came back from Ar- 
kansas there appeared what purported to be an interview with the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], the chairman of the subcommittee 
that visited the State, outlining all the conclusions thatit was 
the subcommittee and the full committee would come to. In in- 
stance and in many other instances, this case has been prejudged be- 
fore the country, and the whole question determined beforehand, and 
every conceivable effort made that art and device could possibly make 
to bind and commit the judgment of members of this House. 

Why, sir, when this question came up here on Tuesday for consid- 
eration, gentlemen saw the newspapers of the country filled with special 
telegrams from my State, one of them giving a oy eet very particu- 
lar account of an outrage alleged to have occurred in the town of Mor- 
rillton, not far from the locality where my honorable, esteemed, and 
lamented competitor was murdered. One of them—The Philadelphia 
Press, I believe—gave an account of six negroes being murdered in the 
town in which I live; and the account was accompanied by a | 
editorial. And the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] read a 
telegram to the New York Tribune, speakingof the outrages that took 
place in Morrillton, as if the violence that might have taken place in 
Morrillton on this occasion could affect an election that occurred in 1888, 
And he quoted approvingly from The New York World, a Democratic 
journal, in condemnation of these things. 

Why, sir, this is all the result of a deliberate scheme to work upon 
the prejudices of gentlemen on this floor. What do we find now to 
be the case? Instead of six men being murdered in the city in which 
I live there was not a man hurt nor was there a difficulty or a quarrel 
of any description. Instead of two Republicans being maltreated, 
beaten, and mutilated. in Morrillton there was not a man attacked ex- 
cept a white Democrat who was badly beaten by three negroes two 
days before the election. The men who alleged they had been attacked 


were walking around freely on the streets and nobody knew of their 


being hurt. When the sheriff saw the account of these men having 
been assaulted in the next day’s newspaper from Little Rock, he went 
to the one present and asked him the names of the men who had as- 
saulted them, that he might arrest them, and the man refused to give 
them. Now, The New York World comes out with an editorial de- 
nouncing the originators of these false telegrams. 

Nobody had assaulted these men, and now, when you search into the 
truth of all these things which have been laid before you with an evi- 
dently carefully pre purpose, you find that during the whole course 


pared Li 
of the electionin the State of Arkansas on Monday last there was but one 
man harmed, maltreated, or injured in any way, and that man was a 


- 
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Democrat, who was killed in the county of Faulkner, in the town of 
Conway, by the Republican candidate for the sheriffalty. 

But, sir, I am not here to put a false construction on any personal 
difficuly that may have occurred, It is just as likely to occur be- 
tween a Democrat and a Republican as between a Presbyterian and a 
Baptist. This came simply from a personal grudge, and in the excite- 
ment of an election they came together and one killed the other. 

But, of course, in a population of nearly a million and a quarter of peo- 
ple, as in the State I come from, you will find, as in every other great 
aggregation of society, crimes of one kind or another, inevitably. And 
therefore it comes to this, that in the whole of that election among 
that people, an election of no little excitement, where much was pre- 
dicted, and about which, as you yourselves are witnesses on this floor, 
much was claimed, there was not a negro harmed, maltreated, or in- 
jured in the limits of the State, nora Republican. There was one per- 
son killed, I believe, previous to the election, which killing took place 
at the town of Batesville, where a physician, a man of reputable char- 
acter, a reputable physician, was killed by a negro in a personal diffi- 


- culty, who struck him to the heart with a bowie knife. But it was 


entirely a personal crime, so far as I know, and not a political matter, 
ae besides, I think the physican was a Democrat and the negro a Re- 
pu 

But, to show from the very first the fact and character of this studied 
effort, you are all familiar with the extraordinary statement of alleged 
facts in connection with the death of my opponent, by his two surviv- 
ing brothers, a statement given with great particularity of detail as 
well as with t emphasis, and spread abroad by means of the Asso- 
ciated Press throughout the entire Union. It presented the fact of his 
killing as a political killing, in a significant sense of the term. It 
plainly intimated that I, for one, was either unable or unwilling to re- 
strain my partisans, who of course constitute from 17,000 to 20,000 
voters, from political and atrocious murder, 

A murder may grow out of politics in many ways and be what is 

-known as a political murder, but at the same time only a nal 
crime. If my opponent was murdered by the ballot-box thieves it 
would bea political murder, but a personal crime. So if he were mur- 
dered by any of the indicted men, whether indicted justly or unjustly; 
or if by any low, brutal friend of either of these classes; or if for revenge 
growing out of the old militia troubles; orif out of any fendsin his own 
party; or if killed in an attempt made to get upa mock outrage—these 
are all political killings, but they are personal crimes as distinguished 
from political crimes unless the killing is done in a collective or com- 
munity way with the soppari ofa public sentiment. I am convinced 
that his death grew out of some of these causes, but that it was a per- 
sonal crime. Within well understood limits a people are responsible 
for crimes they do not seek topunish, Butif society does its full duty, 
though it may not succeed, the crime is a personal and not a public 
crime, That is my contention here, Society and the officials have 
done their duty, and they will continue to do it; and society stands 
ready to punish any man or official who is guilty of future or is found 
to be guilty of past crime. Political means pertaining to a state. It 
means public. You know it comes from the Greek word 76A:¢, a city. 
This was evidently a political killing, in the same way as many per- 
sonal crimes which so originate, but there is no evidence of public re- 
sponsibility or sympathy with it before or after the act. The public 
has done its full duty at all times and in every way, and hence crimi- 
nality can not be charged to the body politic or toany part of itas such. 

What do we find one of these gentlemen testifying to on page 424 of 
the testimony in this case? When they had gone to Pine Bluff, he 
states: 

My brother, Powell, and myself wrote a statement to give to the State press, 
We then sat down to devise some method and some means by which we could 
apprehend who the murderers were. 

The full statement of facts of the whole nature of the case was pub- 
lished first, and the first steps to ascertain the character and guilt of 
the murder, to determine the facts, were taken afterwards. Just like 
the gentleman from Illindis who comes in with his statement of facts 
about my district and then comes forward on an examination of the 
evidence and contradicts it in his own official report. And that has 
been the policy pursued, large and small, throughout the whole coun- 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to state here that there is no question, of course, 
that my distinguished and lamented opponent was foully and cruelly 
killed; but, sir, gentlemen in all of their charges have not adduced 
any evidence for the expressed belief that should be the most painful 
and ordinarily the last that would be suspected or desired hy any true 
American, that it was in any sense the result of public sympathy, or 

ublic antipathy, or of a criminal character arising out of any collect- 
ive or organized action. 

The State of Arkansas has done what that record shows is ten or 
eleven times as much in money and far more in effort than was ever 
done by that State before to detect and punish the guilty; and before 
I get through I will have something to say as to how we have failed 
to be aided in our efforts by the gentlemen who controlled the com- 
mittee that went from this House to investigate the murder. Possess- 
ing unlimited resources and certain powers as to getting witnesses and 


papers beyond our borders that the State does not possess, we ex- 
pected a great deal trom the committee. The Federal Government 
would now undertake what the State officials were censured for not 
succeeding in. It was to in te with patriotic devotion and per- 
fect thoroughness and fiery zeal all these matters and every theory and 
clew, and help us to unearth the perpetrators of this most infamous 
crime, which is a blot and an injury to the State, which is a matter of 
mortification to every American citizen who is not blinded by political 
prejudice, who is not a bitter, unfair partisan. You, gentlemen, as- 
sumed the task that you say has not been properly discharged by others. 
We will see how it has been discharged by you. 

But I have to say here that any man who ckarges, as it has been 
charged on this floor, or from the public press, or wherever it be, that 
the people of that State, or any group of people in that State in any 
representative sense, have ever had anything to do with this infamous 
crime, ox that they had or have any sympathy with it or had anything 
to do with it in the remotest degree, or that I suspected it as coming 
from any source or cause, or in any shape or form, or know or knew of 
it or of the guilty parties, directly or remotely, or that I have any 
sympathy with them or other desire than to hang them, or that I have 
or shall leave any effort undone to accomplish that end, then that man 
or these men utter that which is cowardly and mean and which they 
know to be false. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

There has evidently been throughout all these proceedings a domina- 
tion of the gentlemen, so easy influenced, who have controlled this 
matter. I want to call your attention to the character and history of 
men who have been leading in all these systematic reports and slan- 
ders about that State and about the affairs of this cause. One of them 
is Judge McClure. I have been told that the three Republican mem- 
bers of the subcommittee, when they came back here trom Arkansas, 
were so impressed with his ability and his fitness for a judicial position 
that they concurred in recommending him to President Harrison for 
appointment as Judge Caldwell’s successor. Is that true? If there is 
any member of the subcommittee here who is competent to affirm or 
deny it, I would be glad if he would do so now. Are any of them 
here? I am told that the chairman [Mr. Lacey] is here. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. ROWELL. I did not hear your remark. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I am not speaking about you. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has that anything to do with this case? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is a matter, of course, of 
which I must judge and you may judge for yourself. I think it has 
a great deal to do with showing the character of people that persist in 
all these false charges against me and my people, and upon the strength 
of which you are here asked to oust me and to pass the force bill, and 
you can give credence to their statements or not as you, as a Represent- 
ative on this floor, see fit to do. k 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam glad those charges come from the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iam glad the gentleman has 
found ont something that is satisfactory to him. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ] 

I see sitting in his seat the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], 
chairman of the subcommittee, and of course he has heard my inter- 
rogatory as to whether they recommended Judge McClure for a high 
jndicial position in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman ask me the question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman give me time to answer that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I wish you to say yes or no. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, well, that would not do. 5 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ask you if you did recom- 
mend him for a judicial position. 

Mr. LACEY. You can not call me to the floor and then limit my 
answer. - 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I take your silence, of course, 
to be assent. 

Mr. LACEY. My answer is this 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido not yield for any speech. 
I know the gentleman is disposed 

Mr. LACEY. You do not want an answer, apparently. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I want an answer, of course, 
if you can give me a direct one, but I have had some slight experience 
with you before, 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, I know you have. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. ‘The gentleman can say yes or 


no. 

Mr. LACEY. You ask what the subcommittee did. I can tell you 
what I did in a word. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If I hear the gentleman that 
is not the question at all. The gentleman evidently does not want to 
answer the question, and I ask him not to interrupt me with irrelevant 
remarks, He knows that I simply asked him if he recommended Judge 
McOlure for a high judicial position. 


> 
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Mr. LACEY. You do not want an answer, then. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I want a direct answer. 

Mr. LACEY. I recommended Judge McClure in the strongest man- 
ner, believing him to be one of the best, most competent men in your 
State and a credit to your State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thatis all I ask; that is more 
than Lask. Now, sir, I want tocallattention to some additional facts 
in this connection which will throw a flood of light upon these things 
which have been rung in, in season and out of season, month after 
month; and now, after a lapse of nearly two years, year in and year out, 
in the ears of the members ot this House and in the ears of the country. 

I know that I am passing by for the time being the mere question 
of my election, a question that might be decided by remote precincts, 
even by improper means, with no responsibility to the party at large, 
with no wrong kuown to any one but the individuals who perpetrated 
it. Iam not admitting any of these things beyond the facts of the 
theft of a ballot-box at Plummerville; but it is a matter of far greater 
importance to guard well the honor of the people I represent, who are 
your brethren, brethren in citizenship, brethren in blood, your own 
race, and your own kindred, who are held up here before you as hardly 
fit to affiliate with a civilized constituency. 

Passing on for one moment, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. COOPER] 
remarked the other day-in his speech that if the people who were con- 
trolling that State could be gotten out of power—I do not pretend to 
give his exact words—and the people whom he affiliates with, the Re- 
publicans there, those who are now controlling the Republican party 
there, could be put into power, then Arkansas would spring forward 
in population; that she would go forward in her agriculture and in her 
manufactures. 

Sir, the gentlemen who have stood at the ears of the members of this 
subcommittee are in absolute control of that party to-day, as they were 
in absolute control of that party during what was called the period of 
reconstruction. During that period General Clayton was governor, 
and by all odds the dominating spirit of the party, and Judge McClure 
was the chief-justice of the State and the chief of various enterprises 
of a political character and of more or less political organizations. 
What was the condition of affairs there with these same individuals 
in control of your party? Let us look at the facts, I read from acom- 
pilation of the official records, made by Hon. Wm. M. Fishback of my 
State, who was chairman of a special committee of the Legislature to 
gather up all these facts, and also gathered from the reports to the 
Forty-second and Forty-third Congresses by that honest Republican of 
blessed memory, Judge Poland of Vermont. Mycolleague, Mr. Mc- 
RAE, on yesterday did not give the revenue features of their crimes. 
Consider this: 

REVENUES. 

Their first revenue law is exquisite in the ingenuity of its plan of plunder. 

Responsible alone to public sentiment of the North, they not make the 
rate of taxation too exorbitant, but raised their enormous revenues through ex- 
orbitant assessment, which could more rodny pa hidden from 3 pabu view. 

For an illustration, in 1865, the first year of Democratic rule after the war and 
before reconstruction, the tax on the north half of section 1, township 4 south, 
range 2 west, was $2.40. In 1873, the last year of Republican rule, the tax on 
same tract was 829. 70, or upward of twelve times as much. 

Or totake two other periods'in 1888, when property all over Arkansas was more 
valuable than ever before, a house and twelve lots in De Witt was assessed at 
$1,060 under Democratic régime. . 

In 1871 under Republican rule the same house, with only half as many lots and 
not nearly so well improved. was assessed at $4,640, or nearly five timesas much. 

The tax on the same house greatly improved, with twelve lots, was in 1888, 
under Democratic rule, $14.60, 

In 1871 on same house, with only half as many lots, under Republican rule, the 
tax was $92.80, or nearly seven times as much. 

These remarkable differences were effected through the instrumentality of 
their liar assessment law. It isa curious document. 

Section 38 gave the governor power to appoint and to remove all assessors, 

Section 156 gave the assessor 3} per cent. commission upon all taxes collected, 
as a bribe to assess y. 

Section 47 reqħired him to swear that he had not assessed any property at less 
than its cash value, Hecould assess at as much more ashe pleased and no ques- 
tions asked. Not only did the governor hold the power of removal in terrorem 
over him; not only did they swear him not to assess too little, but sections 53 and 
64 made it the duty of the county clerk to revise the assessor's return and to add 
as much as hesaw fit, but forbid him toreduce "in any case.” 

Section 154 gave the clerk a bribe for adding in the shape of fees, depending 
upon number of wo 

Sections 57 and 66 organized a county board of equalization, composed of this 
same assessor, this same clerk, and two other county officials interested in large 
tax crops. To this board it was said: 

“You may raise any assessment you think proper or reduce in any case you 
wish, but you shall not reduce the aggregate value of the property of the 
county below the aggregate value thereof as returned by the assessor, with the 
additions of the clerk as hereinbefore required.” 

Or, as it was construed and acted upon, You may take froma Republican as 
much as you please, but you must put it upon Democrats, so as not to reduce the 
aggregate,” 

ie wile She aatouns expended for Bia for th 

Under De t e am 
aod onama yout fous Apel ined dbb 1 180, ad ony S or 
$64,000 per annum. 

Under Republican rule for the two vears ending October 1, 1870, the amount 

nded for State purposes was 81.949. 150.72, or upward of $974,000 per annum, 
ng more than fifteen times as much. 

For the two years ending October 1, 1872, the amount expended was $1,805,- 
2 or upwards of $902,000 per annum, being upward e times as 


m 

For the two years ending October 1, 1874, the amount expended was $2,529,- 
— or upwards of $1,264,000 per ‘annum, being more than wingheet Spa as 
much, 


In addition to these amounts collected and expended during the six years 


under Republican rule, — 5 outstanding claims amounting to 82,17. 950.89, 
which have been paid mocrats since, and which increases their ann 
e expenditures to $1,259,140.03, or nineteen times as much as under Dem- 
ocratic rule just past before they Bee wer. F 

One item will serve to account for this vast difference. 

Under the Democrats in 1886 the auditor's office included that of land com- 
missioner. The clerk-hire for that year amounted to $4,373.60, 

Under Republican rule in 1873 the office had been divided into two. The 
clerk-hire in one-half (auditor's office proper) amounted during that year to 
$60,461.21; in the other half to $43,673.30, being a total of $104,134.51, or 2 
of twenty-three times as much. (See special report of auditor January 7, 1877.) 

That there be no quibbling about periods, let us take two others for compari- 
son. 

During the six years of Republican rule there were expended for State pur- 
poses (not including school expenses) a total of 7.533, 840.21, being an average 
of $1,259,140.03 per annum. Of this vast sum less than $100,000, or one-seventy- 
fifth part, were expended for public improvements, 

During six years of Democratie rule, from 1890 to 1886 (after most of the float- 
ing debt had been paid off), the total cost of State government (not including 
school expenses) was 82.173.448. 66, and of this more than $500,000, or nearly one- 
fourth, was for public buildings, 

Deducting amount for public buildings and we have under Democratie rule 
for six years a total of 81,673, 48.68. or about $278,009 per annum, 

Deducting amount for public buildings under Republican rule and we have 
left a total of $7,454,840.21, or upwards of $1,242,000 per annum. But it should be 
remembered that a vi ia part of the expenses under Democratie rule are 
for care of State institutions built by Democrats and not in existence during the 
Republican régime. 

But it must not be forgotten, if we would rightiy appreciate the enormity of 
their plunder, that I have been speaking of State taxes and State expenses alone, 
The county, town, and school-district taxes and expenses were very much more 
extravagant and burdensome. 

These enormous taxes, taken together with the State tax, amounted in hun- 
dreds and thousands of instances to confiscation, 

The whole State was filled with despondency and gloom, No wonder that 
— next reer there was such an overwhelming demand for the overthrow of 

e conspiracy. 

But the half has not yet been told. In addition to all these vast revenues col- 
lected and wantonly expended, they left the State and every county, town, and 
school district in the State overwhelmed with debt. If thereis a single excep- 
tion I have not been able to find it out. 

I doubt not that the aggregate of these county debts amounted to more than 
the éntire State debt, including the fraudulent bonds of the State, and yet there 
was absolutely nothing to show for them, 

The school district of Fort Smith, for an example, was left so deeply in debt 
that for several years a number of us had to support the public schools ay pe 
vate subscriptions, while the entire tax was appropriated to paying ofits debts, 

This county was left a debt of about $100,000, with not $500 worth of improye- 
ments to show for it. ; 

The county of Clark was left a debt of $300,000, of which only $500 was ex- 
pended in public improvements. 5 
3 Conoy hasa debt of $400,000, with no quid pro quo handed down from 

e conspiracy. 

5 Pulaski 8 had a debt left her of nearly if not quite $1,000,000 (including 
ittle Rock). 

The scrips of the various towns, counties, and school districts were worth 
only from 10 cents to 30 cents on the dollar. Even the State scrip, bearing 5 per 
cent, interest, was worth only 25 cents on the dollar, 

On the other hand, when the Democrats got in power, in 1874, their constitu- 
tion made the maximum of State taxes 1 per cent. (we levy only one-halfof that); 
of the county, one-half of 1 per cent.: that of cities and towns, one-half of L per 
cent.; that of school distri one- of 1 per cent. And it also forbids 
issne of any bonds or other interest-bearing evidences of debt for any purpose 
except to pay pre-existing debts, 

Yet notwithstanding these low rates we have taken up upwards of two mill- 
ions of the floating debt of the en id off several hundred thousand dollars 
of bonded debt, paid off nearly all the county and school debts, have built a 
hundred times as many school-houses and twenty times as many other public 
improvements as did the Republicans with all their millions of revenues. 
amounting to from ten to nineteen times as much as haye been exacted from 
the people by the Democratic government, t 


Now as to your judiciary there. 


No. 1, A judge of one of the circuits carried with him around his circuit an 
armed suaa of men who were placed on guard at the court-house door and eyen 
around the bench. A citizen of Carroll County was arrested, examined, and 
committed to answer at circuit court for assault with intent to kill J. T. Hopper. 
The proof showed that the judge was himself implicated in a conspiracy to have 
Hopper killed. (Iam infor that Hoppar was a disgusted Repubiican.) The 
judge ordered the case dismissed before the grand jury could act. 

He also carried around with him a stenographer, but nobody ever heard of 
his having reported a line. In Carroll County this judge ordered the clerk to 
illegally issue to this stenographer $400 in county scrip, but it was really to him- 
self, for two nights afterward the judge lost it all at poker. * 

No, 2. One of the reconstruction judges of our Supreme Court remarked to me 
the first time lever met him. Damn principle; I am for what will win.“ This 
same judge, while on the bench, was a lobbyist before the Legislature, and it 
was sworn that he offered to buy votes for a United States Senator, our chief- 
justice [this is Judge McClure] being another lobbyist. (See pages 91, 92, and 
93 of the report of the Morrill committee to United States Senate of Forty-sec- 
ond Congress, third session.) 

Another judge of same court offered to sell his vote as a member ot the Legis- 
latute, and m support of a corrupt scheme of robbery, for $25,000, as seen above. 

The chief-justice [J cage McClure}, besides being a lobbyist, as before stated 
(as will be seen from his own testimony; pages 213, 215, Poland report, Nc. 2), 
was chief counselorin “ straightening out crooked certificates and returns, pres- 
ident of the Republican Newspaper Company, its behind-the-throne editor, 
chairman of the Republican State central committee, and chief-justice of the 
supreme court of reconstructed Arkansas. 


The indications in brackets of Judge McClure are made by me. 

This is the manner in which the substance of the people was dealt 
with by these same individuals who dominated your party there then 
as they do now, to whom the gentteman from Ohio [Mr. COUPER] looks 
for prosperity and good government and all that, and to whom solely 
has been given the ear of the subcommittee, and one of whom is recom- 
mended to preside over a court, not in his State (Iowa), but a court over 
our people in Arkansas, not one of whom of reputable standing is ask- 


ing to have him, so far as I know, have ever heard, or can possibly con- 
ceive, 


These are the men and these the conditions under which we are 
told to t prosperity and purity. But how are we getting along 
without them? You have now the census returns, I see, of fourteen or 
sixteen counties, as to population, of this State. Generally other things 
increase and prosper about as population does. Six of these counties 
are in my district. One of them is the county of Woodruff, which you 
so much defame, and another is the county of Conway, which you so 
much defame. The increase in both of these has been almost doubled, 
that of one more than double the averageincrease of the country. The 
average increase for all these counties is77 percent. The State is cer- 
tainly abreast with the most progressive parts of our country. The 
colored le have continued to come into these very counties in large 
numbers. ere they the timid race you say, you must admit that they 
are there of their own free will, according to your testimony, to 
be slaughtered, maimed, and oppressed. 

Now, I want to call your attention, briefly, to some other partien- 
lars. Someof you heard the statement made by my colleague [Mr. 
McitaE] of the murders committed in only a part of the State, not by 
secret or concealed assassins, but by the officials of the State, under 
the orders of the officials of the State. I hold in my band a statement 
ee by Hon. Jasper Blackburn, who once sat as an honored 

publican on that side of the Chamber and who is a Republican to- 
day, but who will not affiliate with these people whom our friends 
deem to be soexcellent. It relates to murders committed in Woodruff 
County, and giving his opinion in connection therewith. 

Mr. Blackburn indorses the testimony as to the murder of sixteen 
good and reputable citizens in that county by the militia under the 
orders of Governor Clayton. We know that Hooper, in Conway, was 
ruthlessly murdered; that Jackson, in Conway, was ruthlessly mur- 
dered, not even under martial law. I have submitted to you an official 
copy of Governor Clayton’s letter, approving these murders, addressed 
to the man commanding the squad who committed them; and there 
appeared before you an humble and good man who exhibited the scars 

t were inflicted on him by the same squad, and who saved himself 
by escaping under the smoke of the discharge that wounded him, and 
getiing into the underbrush before he could be shot further. 

These things occurred all over the State. They were not the conduct 
of secret assassins. They were the open action of the officials, and here 
is what your present boasted partisans then in control of your party 
there, as now, had to do while they still had their packed Legislature, 
before the lease of power slipped from their hands, While they still 
had the power they had this extraordinary act of pardon passed: 

Be it enacted by the General . State of Arkansas: SECTION 1. That 
all acts, proclamations, and orders of the governor of the State of Arkansas, or 
acts done by his authority, ox approved after the 3d day of November, 1868, and 
before the Ist day of April, 1869, respecting martial law, military trials by courts 
martial or military commissions, or the arrest and imprisonment or trials of 

rsons charged with any offense State, or any to the 

ws thereof, or as aiders or abettors thereof, or as guilty of any dislo: prac- 
tice in aid thereof, or of affording aid and comfort to engaged therein, 
and all proceedings and acts done by the military forces, or had by courts mar- 
tial or military commissions, arrests, imprisonments, searches and seizures mado 
in the premises by any person by the authority of orders or proclamations 
of the governor of the ale, made as 3 or in aid thereof, or otherwise, 
are h in all respects, legalized and made valid to the same ex- 
tent and with thesame effect as if said orders, proclamations, and acts had been 
issued and made, and said arrests, imprisonments, searches, and seizures, pro- 
ceedings, and acts had been done under the previous express authority and di- 
rections of the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, and in pursuance 
of tho laws thereof, previously enacted, and y authorizing and direct- 
the same to be done. And no courts of the State of Arkansas shall have 

or take jurisdiction of or in any manner review ut of the proceedings had or 
acts done as aforesaid; nor shall an paea be held to answer in any court of 
said State for any act done, or omi to be done, in pursuance of or in aid of 
any of said tek me age or orders, or otherwise, by any of said force or forces 
in the period aforesaid, and all officers and other persons in the State of Arkan- 
sas, or who acted in aid thereof, acting in the premises or otherwise shall be 
held to be prima facie to haye been authorized the governor of the State: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to prohibit 
the eee ye nr ay teeny for the trial of persons belonging to the militia 

0 


or State gun State. 5 
Src. 2. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 
Approved April 6, 1869. 

It will be seen that this act of pardon covered the entire period of 
terror in the State and covered every personal crime. I furnished 
this committee with a letter from Governor Clayton, stating that he 
wanted all outbreaks, you see thus provoked, reported to him, to use 
for political capital in the North to influence the elections in the North, 
That was and is the policy—personal, official, and party. What did 
this act do? It covered crimes that were never punished, crimes of rob- 
bery, crimes of murder, crimes of abuse. crimes whch were perpetrated 
under the rule and direction of the political saints whom you laud and 
who have so influenced you throughout your proceedings in this case. 

All these things went on and not one of them has been punished, 
because they were taken officially from the jurisdiction of the grand 
juries and of the courts. Ah, gentlemen, you may laud these men, you 
may laud this policy, butit never yet has conduced and it never will con- 
duce to the upbuilding of any commonwealth in the world; and when 
you recall the wrongs, the murders, the outrages that they committed 
in their official capacity, the violations by their brutal and unpunished 
minions of the honor of methers and daughters, these are the things 
that make the people of Arkansas Democrats, these are the things which 
make the people of that State indignant, and these are the things that 
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yon have officially condoned or approved. Mr. Speaker, I have never 
rought these matters forward except when these same men have ap- 
peared in accusation against the people of my State or against individ- 
uals who are innocent of the charges preferred against them or whoare 
sought to be made victims in the absence of proof. 

Go to the Poland report and find out about your friend Judge Me- 
Clure. I have nothing to say from personal feeling about any of these 
people. Ihavenothing tosay about them except those things which are 
matters of history and but I repeat, go to the Poland re and 
find out how these same men on a certain occasion appeared before a 
committee of Congress and deliberately asked them to turn out Gov- 
ernor Baxter whom they confessed they had counted in, and to put in 
his stead Governor Brooks, whom they confessed they had counted out! 
Go to the report of Attorney-General Williams to President Grant for 
a statement of the judicial fairness of this man Judge McClure, 

Sir, when I find my people assailed in the manner in which they 
have been assailed here by and through these men and sought to be 
manacled with a force bill for such as these or any one to administer, 
there is no evidence that is properly vouched for in any respectable way 
that ought not to be brought forward to destroy their influence with 
this House and with the people of this country. It is one of these 
men that you have recommended for judicial position. These are the 
men who sat by you and inspired your every sentiment and your every 
action in this ease. 

What vas this man at that time? Ihaveshown by the record. And 
what is he now? Mr. Blackburn, to whom I have referred, an old, a 
veteran Republican, who is, however, in revolt against the unholy 
leadership of these men in the State of Arkansas, tells you of the char- 
acter of this man’s life, and reputable citizens there would and must 
have told you of itas a matter of public notoriety and acknowledged 
fact. The Democratic members of this committee who were in the 
State can tell you how the citizens there spoke of his mode of life, and 
when you are believing all that he says against that people and recom- 
mending him as a fit person to sit upon the bench as a judge it should 
be known that his life is the most notoriously wicked, the most notori- 
ously base, of 1 0 any man in the Union. 

I hold in my hand the statement of Mr. Blackburn, which I will in- 
sert in my remarks, showing that this man, as must have been known 
to you, is not simply a bad man in the ordinary sense, but a man who 
has put his money into the lowest houses, that traffic in the virtue of 
the human race, a man who, as an investor, has adopted that low and 
despicable mode of living in society. And knowing these facts, as I 
state them upon Mr. Blackburn’s authority, you take this man into 
your confidence and recommend him for a position upon the bench of 
the United States court. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 
yield? 

Mr. LACEY, Isimply wish to make an objection to the printing 
of a personal attack upon Judge McClure in the Recorp unless it is 
read here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Well, I will read it, though I 
have stated the facts. í 

TheSPEAKERpro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
objects to printing in the RECORD what is not read. 

Mr. LACEY. I object to printing in this way an attack upon a 
gentleman who is not here to defend himself. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (reading): 

However that may be, there is no disputing the fact that the mistress of a 
certain bawdy house in Little Rook, which the “ judge” is openly and publicly 
charged with having set up, furnished. and run 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas). Send it 
up to be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will send-it to the Clerk. 
I would not bring these things here, but they are notorious and offi- 
cial matters, as they affect the status of a man who is of official relation 
to this cause, and it is necessary to show the real spirit and conduct of 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

However that may be, there is no disputing the fact that the mistress ofa cer- 
tain bawdy house in Little Rock—which the “judge” is opeuly and publicly 
charged with having set up, furnished, and run—there is no mistaking or dis- 

uting the fact, we say, that this mistress of this elegant and artistic and “vo- 

uptuous“ establishment, was once placed in agony,” through the conduct of 
th — and patriotic judge, who now desires an: expected to “come up 
a little higher” to preside over the rights and destinies of decent and free people. 
There is no disputing the fact, we repeat, that this r, abandoned woman, 
who it seems had loved this refined and elegant i ge more devotedly than 
wisely, was placed in a state of “agony,” when, in bullish rage, he lifted his 
huge cane into midair and proceeded to demolish all the extra embellishments 
in the parlor of this tasteful, refined, and christianized establishment, which he 
had go generously and munificently furnished out of his own virtuous and hon- 
est purse ! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, sir, it is to the honor of 
a Republican Con that when these same men appeared before it 
and sought to get it to sustain them—when Judge Poland, of Vermont, 
was a member of that Republican Congress—it repudiated them. It 
is to the honor of a Republican Congress that when General Clayton 
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gave a false certificate, giving what, upon the sworn returns of a Re- 

blican secretary of state and his chief clerk, were not the figures 
Rirnished to him as reqnired by law and which he was required by the 
mandate of the law simply to proclaim, this Republican Congress sus- 
tained the secretary of state, sustained Se eee, witnesses, 
turned out the member who had been fraud y certified and put 
in his opponent. 

It is to the honor of that Republican Congress that it did this. It 
is to the honor of President Harrison, having these facts relating to 
McClure brought to his notice, as I have reason to believe the gentle- 
man from Iowa and his associates on that committee had them brought 
to their notice, declined to appoint this man (though urged by Gen- 
eral Clayton and all that set) to a position upon the supremt bench of 
the United States. Let this committee, that calls itself fair, that takes 
into its custody, with its poor, feeble, miserable, partisan management, 
the honor of a great State, recommended. him for appointment to the 
Federal eourt in the United States. [Applause on tie Demboratio side.] 

I say it is to the honor of the Republican party in Arkansas that 
they have members who have led that party in past contests, and haye 
conducted them without there being any such vile charges as you have 
heard here against the people or the digging up of such evidence as I 
have had to produce before you. If such representatives of the Repub- 
lican party were in power to-day we would recognize that their ascend- 
ency would simply mean two different views as to the best way of pro- 
moting the interests of the State. But when these men, so indorsed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, soindorsed by every member of the subeom- 
mittee, are there in control of your party now, and breathing every 
utterance here as during that period of terror and of crime—all by the 
then officials of the State—it is an issue, gentlemen, between truth and 
falsehood, between civilization and barbarism; and every decent man 
knows it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Sir, at the close of the election in 1888 the returns, as you have been 
informed, showed that I had a majority of 846. One box had been 
stolen. That box, as every one knew from the number opposite the 
name of the last voter, contained 697 votes. I did not know that 
when I first heard the news of the theft of the box. I instantly an- 
nounced publicly that if that or any other known crime affected my 
right to the certificate upon which I was to sit as a member of the 
American Congress, while the law did not provide for any power of 
reviow by the governor or secretary of state, I would decline to have my 
title rest on any such thing, and would facilitate my opponent in every 
way in my power in getting his just rights. 

Soon the information came of the extent of the total vote. It showed 
that the total vote of 697 (a large part of those votes conceded to be 
Democratic) would not reverse the prima facie case. No other report 
came from any quarter, and no gentleman can cite any, except those of 
subsequent manufacture, of wrong against the ballot anywhere. 

On the 12th of December, 1888, the governor issued to me my certifi- 
cate without protest, which perhaps under the law would have been 
idle, as we do not in our State have a returning board above those who 
are in the immediate presence of the people, but without complaint 
from any quarter. 

At a subsequent date—within the time provided by law—not after 
the issuing of the certificate, hut after the proclamation of the result, 
within one day of the expiration of the time, I received here by a mes- 
senger the notice of contest from my distinguished and lamented oppa- 
nent, or rather I received the notice that he reluctantly allowed to be 
presented, and which you have had shown upon indubitable proof was 
not of his getting up, not of his wish, and only consented to by him after 
long delay and with great reluctance, because he knew of nothing ex- 
cept the insufficient loss at Plummerville upon which to predicate his 
claim to the sent. That was duly acknowledged. I went home within 
the time prescribed by law and printed a circular letter ot inquiry. 

The notice of contest distributed all over the district, as written by 
the counsel of my lamented friend and opponent, had mentioned, per- 
haps, every Democratic township in the district as being the seat of 
fraud of greater or less degree and of one kind or another. I sent out 

own private communication, which doubtless went into the hands 
many people—a copy of which, had I thought of it, I could have 
brought and shown to you here—asking all persons to report to me 
quickly and frankly everything that they could find that was a weakness 
in my case or a weakness in the case of the other side. a 

I sent them a transcript of the election law in order that they might 
properly judge what constituted an election offense. When I got pos- 
session of the correspondence, when it was all in, I compiled my reply. 
I told them then that I intended to admit for my competitor every 
vote that I believed was properly his or which, on my own conviction 
as an honest man, I thought belonged to him and to which he was en- 
titled, and that I would charge only on their authority that which 
they alleged to be based on reasonable grounds for belief. 

And in reply to the notice of contest I stated every vote I could 
find by careful and laborious search to which he was entitled or 
which there was any shadow of reason should be accorded to him, stat- 
ing the grounds my friends had mentioned. When the matter subse- 
quently came up before this House | offered then to lay my entire cor- 
respondence before the investigating committee in order to throw light 


on me for it although it was at their service then as it is at their serv- 
ice now, as it is at the service of any reputable man now. 

There it is, the doors, all doors, wide open, as throwing light upon 
this question, if, as has been asserted, there are any secrets in the affairs 
of the Democratic party or in the official acts of any man connected 
with that party with whom I corresponded in the State of Arkansas. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] If there has been wrong or fraud, 
as stated here, I have done my utmost to reveal and denounce it as it 
ought to be denounced, and so have my people, and as I stand here 
now to denounce it, and the people denounce it, any papers or partisans 
to the contrary notwithstanding. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

My friend then went out upon his proceedings relating to the contest. 
You know that he had proceeded only two or three days, and had 
found but little of his material, when he came to his unfortunate end. 
A question—when you speak of what should have been done—is what 
did he know himself when he went out upon his contest? You know 
by the evidence what information he had. He knew nothing more 
than when he set out upon the investigation; he had gained no infor- 
mation more than he had when it began, ornothing of a material char- 
acter, and it is all in the record to show exactly what it was. r 

Mr. Speaker, I hold a letter in my hand from the late partner of my 
lamented opponent, now a member of the supreme court of the State 
of Arkansas, one of the ablest, purest men of the State, in which he 
told me that on March 16, of this year—but I will ask the Clerk to 
read this letter. It was written more than a year after death had ab- 
solved the bonds of confidence and secrecy and when justice to all 
required publicity. It is also in the testimony,or rather in my printed 
brief, and I think in the minority report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SUPRENE COURT OF THE STATE or ARKANSAS, 
Litile Rock, March 16,1890, 

Dran Mayor: I see that some of our Republican friends are intimating that 
the contest for your seat will be embarrassed by the loss of information within 
the exclusive knowledge of Colonel Clayton. This 1 know is not well founded. 
He had no definite information of facts that would have tended to the 
result outside of the Plummerville box, of which everybody was ad He 
so told me the evening before he left home to begin taking his depositions. As 
he had taken no d tions elsewhere he could have acquired no other infor- 
mation that was definite or satisfactory to him. Although his conversation 
was confidential it does not seem to me improper that I write you of it. I do 
not know that it will be material, but you are at liberty to 
use of it if you think it material. 

Yours truly, 
W. E. HEMINGWAY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, that was 
the condition of affairs when my opponent was murdered; and it is said 
by some gentlemen here that when that event occurred I should have 
resigned my seat in Congress. Why should I have resigned my seat in 
Congress? Did I know of any frauds, as you knew of none and know 
of none now, except the one at Plummerville? 

Could I believe, could any honest or sane man here believe, that my 
opponent had been killed to affect the result of the election in that dis- 
trict? Orif he had been killed for that purpose did it affect the re- 
sult? Did it or could it affect the election which took place in the 
preceding November? Did it or could it affect the issning of the cer- 
tificate, which had already been issued nearly two months? Who but 
a lunatic could have killed him if he sought to advance my interests 
or the interests of the Democratic party then in what was known to be 
a Republican House of Representatives? Did you letme take my seat 
because he was killed? Did the Speakerappoint me on the Ways and 
Means Committee for that reason? Did it really help me with you 
Republican gentlemen who had charge of all this? I knew of no 
reason, he knew of none, you know of none why it changed any 
previous act or result, and your conductshows that it worked me and my 
party great injury. And what would have been my conduct in re- 
signing? Simply, Mr. et to give force and effect to the charge 
against my people that there was public, social criminality there in 
connection with the election and this foul murder. 

Sir, suppose it had been easy to strip off the horrible shock that 
comes from the knowledge of the fact that crime has been committed 
upon a man who was your friend and honorable competitor, with whom 


you have had a pleasant, delightful canvass, with whom you have rid- 


den in the same vehicle throughout the country, occupying the same 
room, sleeping in the same bed, the warm and genial friend of years, 
but now so foully and brutally slain at your side, as it were, when en- 
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upon the whole of the proceedings in this case, but they never called ; 


der it and make 


gaged in a lawful and proper pursuit. Suppose this could have been 


done, but at the cost of reflection upon individuals that you do not 
know to be justly accused, and of reflections upon your people. But 
that is not the way to escape responsibility or to discharge duty. Was 
I to reflect upon my people and give force and substance to such charges 
in an effort for personal relief? No, sir; every honest man knows, 
every candid man knows that that was not the honest, the upright, the 
manly way to meet it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. ROWELL. For what length of time? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Any length of time he may desire, 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, I shall not consume any un- 
necessary time. 

Mr. PEEL. And it is understood that the same courtesy shall be 
extended to that side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ROWELL. I only wanted to know the length of time the gen- 
tleman expected to continue his remarks. E 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I can not tell exactly, because 
Tam not speaking from manuscript; but not very long, 

Now, what tribunal had the power to inquire into that election? 
Why, the Federal House of Representatives, which was Republican. 
Had I resigned I would have taken it from the jurisdiction of a Repub- 
lican court, the only court in the world that bad jurisdiction. If the 
State has failed to find who the murderer was, what great power in 
this country could go there and supplement it with its far-reaching 
control of affairs? Why, the Federal Government, operating through 
the House of Representatives. Had I taken the matter out by my res- 
ignation, I would have thus withdrawn as far as lay within my power 

the right and power of the House to enter into the question at all. 
No, sir, I believed that the part of duty toward my colleague, the part 
of duty and manhood by myself, the part of manhood and duty to 
my opponent, who would have forfeited his life for me had I been 
threatened, as I would for him, the part of duty toward my people 
who have been slandered and accused, who have honored me with their 
confidence, intrusted me with their interests, good name, and priceless 
honor, who demand only the truth and to face their accusers, was to 
hold the case ap to the rack of Republican adjudication and let this 
House take it in hand, either todeal justly or partially and malevo- 
lently and bitterly, as they chose, beforea gazing nation. Thatis what 
I conceived to be the course of honor and of duty, and that is the course 
I have pursued. Had I resigned and been re-elected these same men 
would have said I fled from a Republican court, the House, and that 
the death was a warning to others not to run. They would have said 
the people are ruffians. Had the murderers never been caught they 
would have cited my action forever as a belief in the guilt of my party 
and State and have said I songht to prevent the Federal Government 
from undertaking an investigation or a search forthe murderers, Had 
I been defeated it would have been the same. 

Now, sir, there is no use to go over the Plummerville box; but this 
committee sent to Woodruff County and they got a lot of negroes there 
to come and say they did not vote forme. Every one of those polls 
had a Republican supervisor. Your testimony shows that where, 
under a misconstruction of the law, for a few minutes the Republican 
supervisor at one poll was asked to step out of the room by the sheriff, 
the sheriff at once telegraphed to the chairman of the Republican 
State committee or to Judge Caldwell tor a right construction of the 
Jaw, and before he received an answer to his telegram he met Mr. 
Leech, a leading Republican in the county, a lawyer and his personal 
friend, and when Leech told him that his construction of the law was 
wrong he immediately invited the supervisor back into the room. In 
the presence of Judge McClure, as your testimony shows, he stated to 
this committee that when he came to Little Rock under the charge of 
interfering with the Republican supervisor, he went to Judge Caldwell 
and Judge Caldwell said: Roddy, you are guilty of a technical viola- 
tion of the law.’’ There was no dispute or evasion of the facts, and he 
was visited simply with a fine ot $10. That is the extent ofthe enormity 
and outrage, a merely technical violation ot the law; and yetit is held 
up here asa great wrong, affecting the vote in that precinct and in that 
county. - 

Butthose negroes who came there and said they did not vote for me 
were negroes whose testimony was not taken in the usual way required 
by law. You gentlemen are familiar with the statute that requires the 
testimony of voters to be taken in the county or community in which 
they live, I did not suppose that this committee would examine 
voters at Little Rock, except perhaps in regard to the Plummerville 
box, but that, as is required upon occasion for such evidence, they 
would simply direct this to be taken in the usual way in the vicinage. 
Why does the law prescribe those limits? Because it is an economical 
way, because it is convenient, because it does not take the citizens 
away from their industries; but they brought them there, at an expend- 
iture, I believe, of something over $10,000 for voters on that side. I 
conjecture, without knowing positively. Instead of costing 75 cents 
per head a day and substantially no mileage, they were paid $2 a day 
and 5 cents a mile for a considerable distance traveled, and instead of 
its costing $1 or 75 cents per voter it was nearly $10 disbursed to each 
voter. 

You are all familiar with the law and principle of the secret ballot and 
with the opinions of the highest judicial authorities, that if it is to be 
secret it is as important to keep it from being exposed to influence, per- 
suasion, or pressure of any character after as itis before the election. 
Consider the character of these witnesses, ignorant and, as regards race 
and church influence, timid plantation negroes. Weall know, too, that 
the most notorious defect with the negro, asa race, is the lack of char- 
acter. ‘There they were making the most ridiculous mistakes about 
the names of the people they voted tor, about the time of election, and 
all those ludicrous blunders you would expect from such poor, ignorant 


creatures. That is the character of the great bulk of the negro popu- 
lation of all our Southern districts, Our people had gotten a portion 
of their votes. Numbers of them came up and stuck to the votes they 
cast. Of course the great majority of them could not read or write and 
were dependentsolely upon the distributing men or workers at the poll. 
And, as you would naturally sup and as is undoubtedly true, a 
large number of that class are indifferent for whom they vote, unless 
they are rallied and excited by their local leaders and bosses prior to 
the election. Now, there was no such excitement or discipline prior 
to this election in that county. Mr. Leech, of this county (Woodruff), 
had run against me two years before. He carried Jefferson County 
(Colonel Clay ton's county) by 1,200 majority; Colonel Clayton carried 
it by 3,500 majority, The Jefferson County Republicans did not do 
much for Leech in his race; Mr. Leech did not do much for Colonel 
Clayton in his race. The county was left without any stirring up, and, 
as is always the case under such circumstances, the people who work 
for the votes outside of the box will get some of them, without any oc- 
casion, if no other consideration affects them, for resorting to fraud 
inside of the box. And these negroes had voted for me just as their 
votes were counted. 

I do not mean to deny possibly that some of the men were deceived 
by their own ticket distributers. I do affirm that many of those 
who denied that they voted for me denied it with a full consciousness 
that they did vote for me, and more than one negro witness testified 
that he saw other negroes vote for me, and one of them called atten- 
tion to one named Johnson, who, said he, has just this moment sat 
there and perjured himself for your $2 a day you offer him to come here 
and tell a lie for it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I give the 
real character of this testimony, that of Manuel C, Carter. Look it up. 
Why do you take this testimony away from the locality where it is 
provided by law to be taken? To put it under inducement from the 
public Treasury, thousands and thousands of doliars needlessly ex- 
pended, to buy the vote after it is east. 

M T WASHINGTON. How many miles apiece did these witnesses 
travel? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I suppose 75 miles each way 
instead of about a mile and a half, 

But Major Dent, of the Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry (I have his ex- 
act regiment here), an old Union soldier, who is an honest man, can 
not be believed, and he appointed what he knew to be honest officials, 
Every one of them was subjected to the supervision of the Republican 
supervisor, and when we come to the testimony we show how ridicu- 
lous the stories told here are. You reject your own supervisors and 
all. There is Capt. S. E. Dent, of Col. Tom A. Marshall's Illinois 
regiment, He was a supervisor at Riverside. He tells you also this 
is all false. He tells you the negro judge had the box while they ate 
supper. It is ridiculous to bring in a lot of ignorant, timid, corrupt 
negroes in this way and annul these official returns. 

I have a letter from one of the supervisors, the negro at this River- 
side box that S. E. Dent and others tell you of, the very scamp who 
sat before that committee and said that he had done thus and so; who 
told me that the whole proceeding was perfectly honest and perfectly 
straight at the White Riverbox. Therefore, you bring in these negroes; 
you expose the ballot; you have them there; the church is out; all the 
preachers are there; all the local influences were there, and the test is 
applied to them after the election. Clayton was there; McClure with 
a colored ticket to show to them and so indicate to them what to swear 
to. Under pressure, and under strain, and by the persuasive influ- 
ence of $2 a day, or something like $10 a head, they are to be bribed, 
contrary to all rule, and then under these circumstances you oyerturn 
all the most reputable citizens and the Federal supervisors. 

I state upon authority that there was something like $80,000 that 
had been spent on the political cases in the Federal court, most of it 
in eftorts to prove that these officers of the election had done something 
wrong in regard to these boxes, and all were acquitted of every such 
charge. These officers, of course, appeared before the committee and 
testified, and under all these circumstances one poor bribed and in- 
timidated negro is taken to turn down the statement of these officials, 
supervisors, findings of Federal court, and all. Oh, but it does not 
always operate so. Consider such testimony when it is not wanted to 
get a vote. ; 

One of the objects for which this committee was sent there was to 
learn fully abont the stealing of that ballot-box at Plummerville. If 
I remember aright, two negroes came belore them and swore that they 
saw two men in a blacksmith’s shop burning up the ballot-box and 
ballotsatPlummerville. They wereasintelligentand quite as respecta- 
ble looking as any of the plantation negroesyou had. Judge McClure, 
who sat there, not a witness, with a wave of his hand and a word dis- 
credited them. These negroes were sworn.. They were on the stand. 
They say that that was the way; but because the man who was not 
sworn said he did not believe it the subject was at once dismissed, 
Now, I am satisfied the two negroes were lying. It was a lie they 
got up to try to get the reward money; but it shows the value of such 
testimony and what the majority really value it at. They did not even 
follow it up, because they did not consider the testimony of the negroes 
as of any value; but in other matters they would take one negro to dis- 
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eredit five or six white men and officers; but where two negroes con- 
tradict some other man who was sitting by, but who was not a witness 
and not sworn, then, if it suits them, they brush it all aside. 

When you take all the votes that they say Clayton was entitled to 
and all the votes that would be left to me if they would only let them 
be proved up as they were on the other side, I am still elected by a 
majority of nearly 80, This even includes their count from the tes- 
timony which I do not admit is correct. When you come to the very 
proceedings of the committee, it is shown clearly here in the record 
which I can read if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] wants it 
or disputes it, where he agrees that the whole question of polling the 
votes was as open here as it was at Little Rock. Yon have my com- 
munication addressed to the chairman of the full committee by Ex- 
Attorney-General Garland, asking that the committee, before closing 
if the investigation it had been directed to make, and before begin- 
ning the judicial consideration of the case, would have my vote polled 
the same as the other side, provided they considered it necessary to do 
this in order to determine the truth as to who was elected. It was for 
the committee to determine in its ‘‘investigation’’ what was neces- 

I did not and do not propose to assume its functions or to re- 
lieve it ot responsibility. If they proposed to cast out my vote upon 
such testimony as they have adduced I did not propose to concur in it 
in any way. Neither did I propose to let them have any excuse for 
not taking the vote in the same way on one side as on the other, as 
they might decide to be necessary in conducting their ‘‘investigation.’’ 
It was their investigation and yours, not mine. Neither you nor I 
threw any impediment in their way, nor did we make any objection to 
their doing just as they liked on both sides, If they did one way on 
one side and the other way on the other, it was in defiance of the in- 
structions of the House and in the face of my protests. But that 
communication, as the gentleman from Iowa admits, was not even 
transmitted to the full committee. 

Having stated at Little Rock and also here that the subcommittee 
did not have power to pass on this question, yet the communication 
was responded to by the subcommittee alone, and the attention of the 
full committee was not called to it. Formal complaint was made of 
this by Mr. Garland and myself, as you will see in the brief to the full 
committee, and still it was di ed. They did not permit that 
vote to be shown as they permitted the vote to be shown on the other 
side, and it could haye been cheaply and promptly shown. It could 
have been shown as required by law and without any need of going to 
Arkansas. I am free to say I would consider it unjust that you shoald 
take the votes you could buy after the election and invalidate the cer- 
tificate and returns, but you would at least have the basis to stand 
upon that you, to some extent, made your investigation the same way 
upon one side that you did upon the otherside. You would expend not 
over a dollar or such a matter per vote in thus proving up my vote in- 
stead of $10 or more paid to each voter on the other side, and you would 
have some kind of ground to stand upon, and not be here in the ab- 
sence of law and the absence of fact, having decided this matter by bad 
faith, by purchase of votes, by disregard of instructions, and by false 
charges and slanders. 

I want now to call attention to the proceedings of the gentlemen in 

rd to the witnesses relating tocriminal matters. One of the duties 
of the committee was to find out who murdered my opponent. You, 
gentlemen, are aware that I had the inquiry enlarged so as to leave no 
doubt whatever as to the power and duty of the committee to look 
fully into that matter. 

I can show by the record that when I was urging that Sater, a man 
with whom the governor and the sheriff had had correspondence, shou!d 
be brought before the committee, Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, said to me: 
‘t We will not deprive you of the testimony of any single man between 
the two oceans.’’ See page 651 of the testimony. This was the style 
of agreement expressed time and again at Little Rock. But he did 
not want him there, he wanted him in Washington. I asked them to 
bring Mr. Wood, the Pinkerton detective through whom the Clayton 
brothers alleged they had spent thousands of dollars; I wanted to bring 
him there and confront the men and see how they could stand against 
each other. I considered that the chief function of the committee in 
going to Arkansas was to examine upon the ground the witnesses of 
that character. But I was denied Wood. My friends and ladvanced 
the money to bring Sater, and we had great difficulty in getting con- 
sent for Sater to come, and I offered and urged to do the same as to 
Wood, but he was denied us. Denied us and denied the Honse that 
had now undertaken this task. - 

Mr. MORGAN. Was not the original resolution extended on your 
own motion so as to cover that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Certainly, on my own motion. 
The State had been censured for not succeeding, and I intended that 
the Government should undertake the job. I intended it should be 
now formally intrusted to the Republican House and to our critics, I 
intended that it should not be evaded under any possible construction 
if I could get the consent of the House, and I asked my friend to with- 
draw all objection, and it was done. The same proceeding took place 
about Mr. Carter, the prosecuting attorney, of whom the Clayton 


brothers said that he had performed his duty in the most thorough 
and admirable manner. Mr. Carter was then an invalid in Philadel- 

hia, where he had gone for treatment by a specialist. The same was 

tue about Mr. Coblentz, a Republican, who had picked up a pistol 
near by where Clayton was murdered. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
COOPER] said lightly, ‘‘ Well, the pistol did not kill him.“ Of course 
not; but suppose you had found a hat, or a handkerchief, or any other 
clew near the spot, you would know that no kind of dry-goods had 
killed hint, and yet dry-goods might lead to the discovery of the men 
who did kill him. 

These were all specifically promised me, as well as any other wit- 
nesses *‘ between the oceans that I desired, but I was compelled to 
defer their examination until I could get them in Washington. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] admits that, in the record as read 
to you yesterday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH 
(I have it here now), and yet when I got to Washington they woul 
not permit any one of those witnesses to be brought here. The gen- 
tleman from lowa states, as appears in the official record, that he had 
been informed that those witnesses promised me were not to be brought 
here, Task him now to tell me who it was that informed him that 
they were not to be brought here. Will the gentleman kindly give 
me that information. 

Mr. LACEY, Will the gentleman permit me to reply? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. There were witnesses that were to be called by the 
prosecution e 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not the question, I 
ask you who informed you that ail or any of those witnesses pro: 
to me were not to be brought here, and, pray, who was prosecuting in- 
stead of investigating? i 

Mr. LACEY. Ishall decline to answer unless you let me answer in 
my own way and not in yours. There were three witnesses asked for 
to be called here. They were asked for by doch i McClure, 
were witnesses against you. They were Mr. Wood, Mr. Coblentz, and 
one other witness. Judge McClure notified us that he would not send 
for them, and I notified you of that fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Now, gentlemen, I want you 
to carefully notice that statement. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LACEY] admitted, in the colloquy which has been read here from the 
official record, that the witnesses in question were the very witnesses 
I had asked forin Little Rock, and that I had been promised the right 
to have them called in Washington. I now hearfor the first time that 
they were witnesses against me. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
side.] I had been distinctly promised, as the gentleman has admitted 
in black and white, that I should have the witnesses here in Washing- 
ton, but now the gentleman tells you that he refused to call them upon 
a statement from Judge McClure! Well, that is only part of the whole 
proceeding. It accords with all the rest. But although Judge Me- 
Clure dictated what the gentleman should do there 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Does the gentleman wish to 

? 


speak? 

Mr. LACEY. A friend near me calls my attention to a remark of 
the gentleman from Arkansas which I did not catch, This Mr. Wood 
was a detective. He had no knowledge of this case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How do you know? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How do you know that? 
` Mr. LACEY. I was just going to tell you. He had no personal 
knowledge of this case, but he went around and saw various ies 
and made a daily report. That report was preserved in the Pinkerton 
agency, showing everything that he had done each day, and it was 
submitted to the committee. It was submitted to Mr. Maisu, Mr, 
WILSON, Mr. COOPER, Mr. BERGEN, and myself, and we examined it. 
We had no time to do so while we were in Arkansas, but we examined 
it later and found that there was nothing in it except what had been 
gone into by the committee; that it was a repetition of what certain 
witnesses had said to him who had been put upon the stand and had 
given the committee their version of matters. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAisH] has examined the report. I have it here 
in my desk now. It is evident that there is nothing in that of any 
importance. That was merely a pretext on your part to get three 
months’ longer time in your seat here. 8 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. And you got it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I did not get the promises 
kept that you made to me; that vou acknowledge yourself. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May I ask whether this is 
the Mr. Woods who wasa detective sent there by Mr. Clayton? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, yes. E 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Has he ever been subjected to 
cross-examination as to whether these are all the reports he made or 
whether there were secret or private reports made by him that have 
not been produced? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Not at all. r 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there any evidencein the 
record that he could not have been obtained so that the knowledge he 
had might have been before the House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The committee positively said 
they would not call him after officially promising me that they would 
do sv. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ishetheman whom thegentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. LACEY ] says Judge McClure informed him that 
he [Judge McClure] would not call, after you had been promised an 
opportunity to call him? 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, The promise to me was 
revoked npon J udge McClure’ssay-so. I am talking about the promise 
made to me, not the promise to Judge McClure. Judge McClure was 
not authorized to speak for me. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does my friend from Arkansas mean to 
say that this committee, charged with the investigation of this election, 

for some reason best known to themselves, threw out the returns in 
certain cases and allowed one side to prove their votes while the same 
privilege was denied to the other? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Ido say that. 

Mn TURNER, of Georgia. How much better is that than a false 
return ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Nota bit. Arkansas has 
never witnessed a greater debauchery of the ballot than that perpe- 
trated by this committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There 
has never been committed under the cloud of night or the mask of a 
disguised criminal] a greater crime against the ballot, a greater crime 
against fair play, truth, and justice, than that done by these official 
representatives of the people, cloaked in the panoply of the law. 

hese reports were not in the custody of the Pinkerton agency. 
The testimony refutes if and nowhere sustains it. Mr. W. H. H. 
Clayton telJs you here in this testimony that these reports from Wood 
were in the custody of Judge McClure. How much confidence have 
you a right to ask this Congress to have in reports that are in the cus- 
tody of Ju McClure ? 

Mr. ROWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. Does the gentleman maintain that the reports of a 
detective in regard to the murder there would be legal evidence any- 
where or that thcy apply in any way to the question of his right toa 
seat? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let me answer the gentleman. 
They are your tender, not mine, I did not ask for the reports; I asked 
for the detective. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois deny 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. ROWELL. I deny that the testimony of the detective is evi- 
dence anywhere. f 

Mr. ECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from 
Tlinois deny that the knowledge obtained by Mr. Wood was honest 
information, to which this House was entitled? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to address the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman had my con- 
sent to 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we find? We find that the opportu- 
nity to examine Mr. Wood as well as these other witnesses was prom- 
ised to me; that upon the suggestion of Judge McClure it was after- 
wards denied to me; and this House has offered to it—not the chosen, 
skilled detective who has been more intimately associated with the 
investigation of this matter than anybody else—but it has solemnly 
offered to it testimony that has been in the custody solely of Judge Me- 
Clure, and which the chairman of the committee comes up here and 
gays is not worthy of your consideration. That is the kind of testi- 
mony offered you, but not printed, in lieu of the examination of a wit- 
ness in this investigation who, if he could not give you information 
that would of itself convict, is, above all men in the world, the one 
you would expect to give you information that would lead to detection. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will you permit me a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understood you to say that you had asked for a 
subpena for this man Wood. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir, 

Mr. CHEADLE, And it was denied you. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was denied me. I was 
promised that I should have him when I got here, but it was denied 
me after I got here. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I simply wanted to understand that matter, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, And I promised to pay all the 
expenses to obtain his testimony in Arkansas, where we could have had 
him confronted with all these people about whom there were suspi- 


cions and charges; and the gentleman from Ohio, generally so court- 
eous, used quite rude lan to me when I was persistent about 
having this man there. He told me—I see it is expunged from the 
record, but I make no complaint of that; Ido not charge anything 
improper; I sup he simply wanted to make it look a little more 
polite—he told me that I could not bulldoze the committee.“ I told 
him that I did not want to bulldoze the committee, that I did not want 
to bulldoze anybody, but that I was there to do everything in my 
power, to use every effort on my part, to probe this matter absolutely 
to the bottom; that no effort of mine, by enlarging the scope of the in- 
quiry or by any other means, should be lacking to make this investi- 
gation full and complete, to unearth every possible circumstance, if it 
could be unearthed, which would lead to the discovery of the murder- 
ers of Clayton or to the discovery of any other crime that they chose 
to take up and charge, but especially that relating to the murder of my 
lamented associate and friend. 

Mr. Speaker, what was to be expected when the committee was in- 
structed to investigate this murder? I had the House positively instruct 
them. You yourselves assumed the task then. Somesaid it was solely 
the province of the State. I said, but it is charged to relate toa contest 
for Congress, and I asked that our accusers be given the whole power 
and resources of the Federal Government and positive orders to make a 
truly exhaustiveinvestigation. Whom would you expect them tosum- 
mon as likely to give information? Simply the men charged with the 
commission of the crime? Of course they would deny it. If they were 
guilty they would do their utmost to deceive you, and their truthful 
statements, if innocent, would perhaps not fully reveal the character 
of the crime, and certainly not the perpetrators of it. Whom, then, 
would you ask? Certainly you would ask the able, alert, and consci- 
entious prosecuting attorney. That witness was promised me, but was 
afterwards refused. You would ask the upright, honorable judge of 
the district. That was promised me, but afterwards refused. You 
would ask the Pinkerton detective, who had been commissioned toin- 
vestigate the matter, the man who knew every clew that had been sug- 
gested, who had spent thousands of dollars in the investigation, who 
could reasonably be supposed to be able, if he could not determine the 
guilty individual, to at least determine the general character of the 
crime. He was promised me, and afterwards refused. 

You would expect to obtain the testimony of the Republican who 
picked up the pistol, who could at least have given righ dere ofthe 
finding of this weapon which is our most tangible clew. He is now 
staked out in the distant State of Washington, beyond the reach of the 
State. He was promised, and I was refused his testimony afterwards. 
You would expect the Meacham Arms Company to be summoned. The 
pistol found here was of a peculiar pattern. It was sold to this com- 
pany by the manufacturers. It was placed in their possession not quite 
twelve months before the murder was committed, That is all a mat- 
ter of accurate proof and record. That pistol, which we know went into 
their possession, is tound at the scene of the murder, is picked up near 
the window where my friend was murdered. Are you going to follow 
up thatclew? Itis the Russian army model of pistol, known in this 
country as the frontier.“ They (the Meacham Arms Company of 
St. Lonis) sell but six or seven of that pattern ina year. They are one 
of the largest wholesale dealers in firearms in the country, but this style 
of pistol is very infrequently sold by them. 

They do not keep track of these pistols by number, but the pattern 
of the arm as well asthe name of the buyer is always of record in 
their invoice sales. Why not get a list of the sales from this company 
of that pattern during the twelve months preceding thismurder? Run 
them all down and when you come to one that you can not account 
for, then you have got your man. I went to that arms company my- 
self; I offered to pay them—it is astrong Republican concern—I knew 
nothing more than the general ovidence has shown; but all efforts 
failed to get a list of the invoice sales of this model of pistol. The 
State has tried in vain, and it has no power to compel the production 
of this testimony from beyond its borders. This Republican House 
has that power. You gave that power at my request to your Repub- 
lican committee, I say I went and offered to pay if they would Jet 
any man or their own clerks take it at night. I offered any sum that 
any man would say was reasonable in order to get this invoice list; but 
Icould not succeed. I authorized the editor of the St. Louis Repub- 
lic—you have the testimony here, Colonel Jones—and asked him to urge 
them and he did it vigorously—you have my written correspondence 
upon that subject—I authorized him without limit to pay them in 
order to get that list. Iauthorized my friend, Colonel Fordyce, whose 
letter you have, the president of the great trank line, the St. Louis, 
Arkansas and Texas Railroad, an ex-Federal officer, and like many men 
who fought bravely in the war for the Union, a Democrat—— 

Mr. MORGAN. But he was a Union soldier? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; an ex-Union soldier. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know him very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I got Colonel Fordyce, presi- 
dent of this railroad, living in St. Louis, and I authorized him to eall 
upon these 9 and offer any reasonable sum to secure this invoice 
list of sales. None of them have been able to secure this invoice list. 
It may be said that sales for cash over the counter are not matters ot 
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record. Of course they are not; but how do you know this was a coun- 
ter or cash sale. Most likely the Arkansas assassin got it by invoice 
or from some retailer in or out of the State who himself got it by an 
invoice purchase. 

How do you know but that here you may be able to acquire the very 
information you are supposed to be seeking? The committee solemnly 
promised me to have the sales-book of this company brought here and 
the list culled from it. It was a solemn promise, made by the chairman 
of the subcommittee, and concurred in by all. It is admitted by him. 
He and his associates offered to sit in St. Louis, if necessary, to exam- 
ine witnesses, and then it was deferred to this city at their request; and 
yet, when we get here and I make prompt application for this and 
other promised witnesses indispensable to determine this case, to de- 
tect the murderers of Clayton, to clear up this foul blot upon my State 
and people, who have everything near and dear to them at stake, to 
preserve society itself in that State, we are refused. By Judge Me- 
Clure’s request, oven, Iam refused. And Iam yet to know why this 
inquiry is dropped and stopped and blocked, why all of these solemn 
pledges are violated, and the same men who did it are those who do it 
with breathings and threatenings and accusations. g 

I tell you, gentlemen, their apparent anger and indignation is all 
amockery. It comes late; itis a pretense, when shame should mantle 
their cheeks, when they sat in that committee-room and sit here and 
ee that they violated their every solemn agreement made with me 
about these matters. [Applause.] 

Mr. er, why is all this? Why this suppression of testimony ? 
Why this violation of agreements? Why this one-sided mode of in- 
vestigation? Why this unwillingness to track down these things? 
Why that marred and defaced testimony and report? Finding I was 
elected they stopped, even upon their own theory, the investigation of 
that. Finding we would hang the murderers, they stopped and prevented 
the investigation of that. The State has notsucceeded. You have dis- 
regarded your pledges and instructions and refused to try to succeed. 
There is much else that I might relate. There are very important points 
that I desire to speak to, but my strength is failing. Sirs, there are 
those among you who are so consumed with prejudice and malice in re- 
gard to these things and our people, who wWittingly or unwittingly are 
so bound to the chariot of party and the great and improper purposes 
which your party is seeking to advance, that you will do even these 
things. You will do even these things and concur in them. 

Thank God, the time has come when you no longer speak of a dis- 
union sentiment in the South. The whole country has come to see that 
the brethren of this nation fraternize and stand together despite the 
machinations and the malice of the minions of this policy of hate, of 
monopoly and plunder of the resources of the people. You no longer 
hoist aloft the scarlet banner of the bloody shirt, but you come here 
fighting under the black banner of race issues and of public plunder 
and defamation of character. That is the attitude of your party to- 
day. That is the attitude into which certain ones are seeking to drag 
you who are honest men. 

T have had warm and intimate relations for eight years with gentle- 
men on the other side of this House. We have served in committee, 
we have met together in social life. I have been unwilling to put into 
their hands a single report or to speak to them a single word about a 
matter so plain and that possesses the character and cs of 
this. Iwas not willing to believe that any man of sense, any gentle- 
man or honest man, would condone and sanction infamies of this char- 
acter. Ipreferred to believe, if such had to be done, that my personal 
friends had done it in ignorance and notin malice, 

Sirs, this thing can not last. It is idle for you to talk about the peo- 
ple of our country in regard to these things, for when you enlogize 
and slander them in the same breath itis a mockery; and coupled with 
it all is your recommendation of a law to manacle them, to take their 
elections away from them, to establish centralized returning boards, 
from which honest results can not and are not intended to come. It is 
clear that you are giving way to a combination that is held together 
by fanaticism and the cohesive power of public plunder, and that you 
but wish to make the South the instrument and the debauched and 
oppressed victim of a common policy of robbery of North as well as 
3 When you pursue this policy towards our people it is all made 

ear. 

I tell you there is something wrong in such violations and crimes as 
these. There is something wrong when we have such defamation of 
public and private character as this. There is something radically un- 
American and radically wrong, and the country will see it, when that 
great body of the American people of the South, almost without ex- 
ception sprung from the loins of the Revolutionary fathers, are the 
only aliens among yon. There is something wrong in all that. We 
will both stand it and resent itas Americans and freemen should. We 
will prove worthy of the respect, confidence, and love of our whole 
country, and we will rebuke you. Come to your conclusion. Come 
to your conclusion in this way, and I will take appeal to the people 
regardless of party in the district I have the honor to represent upon the 
broad ground of equal rights, of common honesty and honest adjudi- 
cation; and in November they will reverse both your conclusion and 
your methods of conclusion. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the case under discussion is unique. 
Itis withouta parallel in the history of the Congress of the United States. 
Ostensibly it is an election contest between Breckinridge and Clayton, 
between the quick and thedead. Really, itisan inquiry by the House 
of Representatives as to the right of an occupantof a seat therein to hold 
that seat. No verdict that may be rendered can affect in the slightest 
degree John M. Clayton. No judgment within your power to pro- 
nounce can reach within the portals of his tomb, and crown him with 
the high honor of appearing here as a Representative among the Rep- 
resentatives of the American people. Foullyslain by the coward hand 
of an assassin while in the exercise of the simple right of an Amer- 
ican citizen to invoke the protection of the laws of his country to 
right a wrong, he is beyond the reach equally of praise or blame, of 
triumph or defeat. 

By the testimony of friend and of foe alike he was an honorable man, 
high-minded, and of public spirit. But the record of his life is closed. 
Neither you nor Jean help or hurt it. His title to a seat in this House 
is now, so faras he is concerned, not worth discussion; our business is 
with the title of his adversary. 

John M. Clayton and C. R. Breckinridge were the candidates, Re- 
publican and Democratic, respectively, for election to the Fifty-first 
Congress from the Second Congressional district of Arkansas. Breck- 
inridge was declared elected upon the face of the returns and received 
the governor’s certificate. 

It was charged, however, that the election had not been fairly con- 
ducted, and that in all honesty Clayton was the r choice and 
should have had the certificate. A contest was regularly instituted in 
accordance with law. The contestant filed his notice of contest; the 
contestee replied. The contestant commenced to take his testimony. 
Having proceeded for three days, at the end of that time, under cover 
of darkness, two assassins at least, there may have been more, crept 
by stealth to the window of the room that he occupied, and when 
he was about to sit down to write a letter of affection to his motherless 
little ones poured into his neck a charge of buckshot. 

So far as the testimony shows, he died without a groan, drowned in 
the life-blood that gurgled like a stream from his cruel wound. The 
men who committed this indescribable crime were the of Mr, 
Breckinridge. ‘They ended the contest. They made good, for a time 
at least, the contestee’s assailed certificate. He made use of it to set 
= to himself a seat in this House and the emoluments inciden- 

ereto. 

But this was not to be theend of the matter. This House, 
the high prerogative inherent in it—necessarily inherent init asa leg- 
islative body, but strengthened by constitutional enactment—resolved 
to make inquiry as to this foul blow at national decency, and deter- 
mined npon an investigation. That investigation was to cover three 
things, and I invite your especial attention to this fact because it has 
been entirely ignored by every speaker upon the otherside of the Cham- 
ber. This investigation was to cover: 

First. The methods of the election in question. 

Second. The contest and all events relating thereto or arising there- 
from after said election. 

Third. The title of Clayton and the title of Breckinridge and the 
right of either to sit as a Representative in this House. 

I invite your attention toa careful consideration of the questions thus 
suggested upon the testimony before you. What were the methods ef 
this election in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas? 

Election methods in Arkansas, as elsewhere, are the subject of ex- 
press and positive law. So that it is easy in any given case to deter- 
mine the character of election methods by comparing those followed 
with the statutory provisions. 

One of the statutory provisions of Arkansas is as follows: 


The judges of election appointed by the county court,or by the assembled 
electors, under the provisions of this act, shall, if practicable, be from different 
political so that each party may be represented 

And mark you— 


and they shall, in addition to the qualifications required by the constitution and 
this act, be able to read and write. 


A Democratic opuniy judge appointed asone of the judges of election 
in White River Township, ruff County,a poor, ignorant black man, 
Robert Anthony by name, who could neither read nor write, and who, 
according to his own story, deferred to the other judges, as he put it, 
because— * 

All of them had more sense than me, because I was an uneducated man, and 
I was among educated men and in educated business, and I left that tothem to 
the best of my knowledge— 

Referring to the disposition of the ballot-box. 

Anthony’s appointment was a violation of the law of Arkansas bya 
man selected by his fellows to wear the ermine of a judge and sworn 
to administer that law. 

Of the two democratic judges appointed to serve with Anthony, only 
one appeared at the polls on election day, Under these circumstances 
the law of Arkansas calls for the election of a judge by the assembled 
voters. No such formality, however, was indulged in at White River 
precinct. The remaining Democratic judge selected his fellowfor him- 
self—a man by the name of Hignight—a recent importation, it would 
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seem, from the State of Mississippi. And here again the law was vio- 
lated 


It is the law of the United States that— 


The supervisors of elections are authorized and 
where the ballot-boxes are kere at all times after t 
every vote cast at such time and place has been counted. 

At the precinct now under discussion Samuel Graham, a colored 
man, was the Republican Federal supervisor, and a man named Snap 
the Democratic Federal supervisor. Upon the opening of the polls all 
persons were ordered from the room save the judges and the clerks. 

The right of the Federal supervisors to remain was suggested by one or 
the judges, but, notwithstanding, both Federal supervisors were ejected 
from the room and the door locked. When the polls were closed 
Hignight, one of the Democratic judges, went home to his supper, and 
Martin, the other, inst the protest of Graham, the Federal super- 
visor, carried the ballot-box off to the house of aman named Otey. In 
about an hour the box was returned and the ballots counted. Where 
that box was during that hour and what was done with it Hignight 
says he does not know. Martin, the only man who could have told, was 
not produced as a witness. His father said he understood he had gone 
to Boone County, though he had not seen him. 

Here, now, we have had infractions of both State and Federal laws, 
enacted as safeguards against fraud and to secure a free ballot and a 
fair count. Why was the law thus violated? There is no crime 
possible without a motive. Men do not incur the risk of the penalties 
that follow upon violations of law for nothing. What was the motive 
in this case? The record furnishes a ready and a conclusive answer. 

Under the law of Arkansas each voter has a number opposite his name 
on the poll-book. When his ticket is handed to the judge that number 
is put upon the ticket before its deposit in the ballot-box; so that in 
an election honestly conducted it is possible to tell by a comparison of 
ballots and the poll-book just how each elector voted. 

Sixty-two electors of the White River Township precinct, in the pres- 
ence of your subcommittee and under the solemn sanction of an oath, 
testified that they voted for John M. Clayton for Congress. And yet 
the ballots displayed before your committee corresponding in numbers 
to the numbers on the pol!-book opposite the names of these sixty-two 
witnesses were ballots for C. R. Breckinridge. 

Unless these witnesses testified falsely these ballots were changed 
after having been cast. But the witnesses are unimpeached; their char- 
acter is unassailed, and their testimony, according toevery principle of 
law relating to human testimony, must stand as credible. Do yousay 
on the other side of this Chamber that the ballot is the best evidence 
and must therefore prevail? I answer you that the question at issue 
here is as to the identity of the ballot itself. 

Do you say that these black men are unworthy of belief because 
they were afraid of social ostracism if they swore that they had voted 
the Democratic ticket? Then I answer you that the record contains 
no evidence to that effect, and that where the great body of colored 
men are Democrats, as you must necessarily claim they were here, 
there is no necessity for and there can be no ostracism. 

But the testimony of these unim ed witnesses is not only un- 

contradicted and therefore credible, but it is inherently true in that it 
furnishes an answer to our inquiry as to motives, 
. The Democratic county judge who violated his oath of office in put- 
ting a poor, ignorant negro on the election board as a judge; the Demo- 
cratic election judge who ignored the law and sel his own col- 
league in derogation of the rights of the assembled electors; the elec- 
tion board that violated the Federal law in excluding the Federal 
supervisors and in carrying off the ballot-box, all these, each in place 
and turn so acted, in order that the ballot-box at White River Town- 
ship, Woodruff County, might be stuffed in the interest of the Demo- 
cratic candidate for And it was so stuffed. 

I have now e vou a sample of election methods in the Second 
Congressional distriet of Arkansas. Ex uno, disce omnes. 

Precisely the same method of changing votes was pursued in Cotton 
Plant Townshipin Woodruff County, and there there was not even a pre- 
tense of complying with the law which calls fora representation of 
both parties on the election board. The entire board was Democratic, 
three Democratic judges and two Democratic clerks. 

The same is true of the town of Augusta precinct, where all the 
judges and all the clerks were Democrats. Here, too, votes were 
changed, before or after deposit, and Clayton votes counted for Breckin- 
ridge. Here the Republican Federal supervisor was ejected by the 
sheriff from the polling place. For this the sheriff was subsequently 
indicted, found guilty, and punished. Here the ballot-box was trans- 
ferred from the custody of the election officers and remained for twelve 
hours in the hands of a stranger to the election. 

What he did with it and what its condition was when returned as 
compared with its condition when surrendered to his care can readily 
be surmised from the result, and the state of the vote plainly proves. 

I refrain from further discussion of these peculiar election methods 


uired to be and remain 
polls are open until 


whereby the will of the voter is nullified anda usurper introduced into 
this House. 

It must be admitted, it can not be denied, that the returns from 
election precincts where such frauds were practiced are of no validity, 


and that only such votes can be counted for the respective candidates 
as are proven to the committee and the House to have been cast. And 
in making such proof the ballots themselves are of no consequence to 
sustaina return. The law of this House is as established in Bisbee vs. 
Finley, namely: 

These ballots can not be entitled to much weight as evidence of the result 
of the election where it is shown that the acts and conduct of the election ofi- 
eers are unworthy of credit their returns set aside. Having created for 
themselves, in violation of law and their official oaths, opportunities for iam- 
pers with the box, it is legitimate to infer that they would endeavor to put 

lots in the box that would support the return. 


The application 6f that principle of law to the facts in evidence is 
fatal to any title in the contestee to the seat that he claims. 

I pass now to another of the election methods of the Second Congres- 
sional district ot Arkansas. And disgraceful as those are that I have 
already discussed, humiliating as they are to the p:ide of an American 
citizen, they are white as compared with the blackness of the election 
methods of Conway County. 

Plummerville, a little place in Conway County, is Republican. There 
the blacks exceed the whites by some three or four hundred. 

In an election at that place prior to the one now in question the 
lights had been put out by violence and an attempt made to carry off 
theballot-box. Thisattempt had been participated in by three worthies 
named Robert Pate, T. C. Hervey, and one Dr. White. The occurrence 
seems to have been regarded as a good joke. Mr. Breckinridge, the 
claimant, had the matter related to him by his friend Pate while on 
the cars prior to the November election in 1888. He was interrogated 
by the committee upon this subject, as follows: 

Q. Did you think Mr. Armstrong and the party looked upon the ballot-box 
steal as a matter of no importance? 

A. By no means, 

Q. They were treating the knocking of the ballot-box over and tle lights 
over as a joke? 

A. It was Bob Pate who was sbeaking and telling about it, 

Q. I understood Armstrong was laughing about it to Pate? 

A. Oh, no; Pate was telling it, and they was all perhaps laughing. He was 
not telling it as serious; he was telling it às horse play. I never heard itspoken 
of afterw: 

So, when you hear of “horse play in Arkansas you may conclude 
that it is only some trivial little matter to be laughed at connected with 
the stealing of a ballot-box ! 

Prior to the Congressional election that we are now considering trouble 
was apprehended by the Republicans in Conway County. Judge Ben- 
jamin, an honored citizen of Little Rock, was sent to Morrillton, which 
is about 7 miles from Plummerville, to view the field and consult with 
his brother Republicans as to what was best to be done to prevent 
frauds. He was met at the depot by a mob, jeered at, jostled, knocked 
down, kicked, and bruised, and shot in the forehead with a leaden 
bullet from a weapon known as a ‘‘ bean-shooter.’’ Driven from the 
place, he returned to his home, and in a short time died. His family 
physician testified that he died of heart failure, the result of the shock 
received in the election excitement at Morrillton. 

Benjamin was the first martyr, his the first murder to be recorded 
in the chapter of blood that this record compels us to open. 

I sincerely regret, as an American citizen and a lover of my coun- 
try, that I can not say that it was the last and only one. 

And justice is so blind and so nerveless is her arm in Arkansas that 
no man or boy has ever been punished or even arraigned for the cause- 
less and indefensible murder of a man who was an honor to his State 
and a useful and inoffensive citizen. Nor has any man or boy been 
punished or even arraigned for the rict, which, as my friend the chair- 
man of the Election Committee now suggests, took place in the open 
day. 
I recall the indignation with which members upon the other side 
of this Chamber protested that the Federal-election law provided for 
Federal troops at the polls. No man shall precede me in denunciation 
of any and every method which shall countenance the element of force 
or intimidation to interfere with or influence the exercise of the right 
of suffrage; but if there must be bayonets at the polls—and there need 
never be—let them be the bayonets of a national guard, and not the 
bayonets of a political club. It is in proof in this case that the State 
of Arkansas, in the person of its adjutant-general, furnished guns from 
the State arms for the use of a Democratic campaign club in the town 
of Morrillton and two thousand rounds of United States fixed ammu- 
nition immediately prior to the September election in 1888. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. The day before. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; the day before. 

These guns and this ammunition were furnished toa man named 
Stowers, and it isin proof that this same man Stowers, in a public 
speech prior to the election, used this language: 

Boys, I want you to be ready and to get into line and be on hand amd go to 
work, and work from the time you get up until the polls are counted and the 
returns are in, and everything. Iam going to make a suggestion, but I do not 
want yon to make any application of itatall. There was onetime aman hada 
son; he had kept him and taken care of him until he got old enough to take care 
of himself, and then he said. You go out and make your living, son, and go 
to work and make money; and my advice is to make money honestly; but,“ 
he says, if you can't. make money. Don't you make any application of it at all. 

This man Stowers testified that the arms were furnished to a mili- 
tia company, but he also testified that the company was formed just 
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prior to the election, and that every member of the company was a 
member also of the Democratic campaign club. And headmitted under 
oath that he had made use of the language that I have just recited in 
your hearing. 

A MEMBER. To whom was that language addressed? 

Mr. DALZELL, It was addressed toa public meeting in a cam- 


speech, 
8 now to tlie opening scene in the drama which includes Clay- 
ton's murder and ends with the usurpation of a seat in this House. 

The regularly appointed judges of election at the Plummerville pre- 
einet were T. C. Hervey, Ransom Hayes, and Enoch Armstead. Hervey 
was a Democrat and the other two were Republicans. Hervey was the 
same man who on a previous occasion, as I have recited, put out the 
lights and attempted to steal the ballot-box. He had been appointed 
by the county judge in vacation, and some question was thought to exist 
therefore as to his right to act as judge. 

A man by the name of Wahl wasthe Republican Federal supervisor, 
and he suggested to Armstead the advisability of having Hervey’s title 
confirmed by popular vote. Armstead submitted the nomination of 
Hervey to the assembled electors and his choice was confirmed by their 
vote. 

The board then consisted of Hervey, a Democrat, and Hayes and 
Armstead, Republicans. Hervey then said“ By God, you are going to 
dispute my legality as judge, and now we will put you allout.” There- 
upon he called up two men, Hobbs and Palmer by name, both Democrats, 
nominated them to the electors as judges, and withont calling for any 
votes in the negative declared them elected. These three worthies, 
then turned out the deposed Republican judges and took possession of 
the polling-place and with two Democratic clerks controlled the elec- 
tion. 

Hervey was subsequently indicted for interfering with the election 
officers and upon trial was found guilty. 

A few days before the election a man named Shelby had entered upon 
the office of sheriff of Conway County. Having been himself elected by 
fraud he seems to have become an exceedingly zealous man in the 
interest of fair elections. He appointed some eighteen or twenty young 
Democratic bloods from Morrillton as special deputies to preserve the 
the peace at Plummerville. 

Nothing of note seems to have occurred during the day after the seiz- 
ure of the polls by the Democrats. At dinner time Hervey carried the 
box off with him, and supervisor Wahl went along and kept his eye on 
it. Upon the closing of the polls Hervey again carried off the box, 
and Wahl again accompanied him. 

Then it was that Hervey remarked in conversation with another 
party ‘‘that it had got to be an awful thing to be a judge of election 
now. A man is watched just as though he is a thief. There is some 
Republican has been watching me all day. He hasn’t been out of 
sight of this box to-day, just as though I would steal.” 

Hervey and Wah! returned with the box to the polling-place. There 
they found Hobbs, one of the judges, and Bowdrie, one of the clerks. 
Very soon Hervey made the excuse that it was necessary for him to go 
out for more lights and more paper, and left, first remarking that if 
anything happened to the ballot-box in his absence he would not be 
responsible for it. This left Wahl, the supervisor, Hobbs, one of the 
judges, and Bowdrie, one of the clerks. Pretty soon Bowdrie excused 
himself also, saying he would go out and hunt the absent judges and 
clerk, This left only Wahl, the supervisor, and Hobbs, one of thejudges. 
Pretty soon a man came to the edge of the door and addressing Wahl, 
said, Charley, have you commenced counting out vet? Wahl re- 
plied, No,“ and the man went oft. This man, Wahl thinks, was Ol- 
lie Bently, a deputy sheriff. 

I will let Wahl tell the rest of the story. He says (page 346): 


About that time I got my pipe out and filled it up with tobacco, and think I 
was smoking; and about that time I got my pipe lit, I don't reckon it was over 
three or four minutes until this fellow stepped to the doorand four men came 
in at the door with revolvers and one man walked up to the ballot-box and 
says, “G—d d—n you, we will show you how Conway County goes,” and 
arg es the box, and the other said to Mr. Hobbs, “Give us them papers, and 

t d—n quick.” And Mr. Hobbs pushed the papers towards him like, and 
these two men walked backwards and went out, and then the other two stood 
until they had backed out and then they went and backed out too, and went 
away; and after they had got off the platform I said to Hobbs. Let us go, too; 
there is no use to remain here.” 

Q. What, . you hear them say as to geen A our backs? 

A. Well, after they got the box, picked up the books, they remarked, 
“G—d d—n you, we will show you how Conway County goes.” One of them 
made the remark, “ d—n you, turn your backs now.’ 

Q. Did you N backs? 

A. I was sort of facing them and I turned sideways? 

Q. You turned a little sideways? 


A. Yes, sir, 
Q. And they went off? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you know any of those people there? 

A. No, sir; Ieouldn’t recognize any of them sufficiently to say who was there. 

Q. What is your best impression about it? 

A. Well, I took one of the party to be the same man who came to the door, 
and I thought it was Ollie Bentley. 

You thonght one of them was Ollie Bentley? 
. Yes, sir, 

Q. And the other one? 

A. The fellow made the remark, “ G—dd—n you, we will show you bow Con- 
way County goes,” I thought that was Charley Ward, because he come in in 
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the evening before the polls closed and took Hervey off to one side and had a 
private conversation. 

Thus was consummated the theft of the Plummerville box, a theft 
vii Mr. Breckinridge admits, but which he says had no effect on his 
title. 

But, mark you, this ballot-box thus stolen contained 697 votes, of 
which all but 125 were for Clayton. Taking into account the stuffed 
ballots in the boxes in the other precincts in reduction of Breckinridge’s 
returned vote, the theft of this box was necessary to secure his return. 

And yet he says in answer to Clayton’s charge: 


I deny that the poll-books and ballot-box were taken by partisans of mine, 
and that they were taken by partisans of yours. 


Think of it! A Republican box stolen by Republicans. Think of it! 
That a man conspicuous enough to be a candidate for a seat in this 
House should be willing to stultify himself by such a declaration in 
the face of the American people! Well may we stand dumfounded 
in the presence of such sublime and monumental impudence. 

Now, mark you how plain a tale shall write him down. 

Warren Taylor who now lives in Indian Territory and who left his 
home at Morrillton because of threats against his life, testifies that on 
the night of the ballot-box theft some eighteen fellows, and the evi- 
dence shows them to have been Shelby’s deputies and Taylor says he 
was of the number, left Morrillton on horseback and galloped through 
the darkness all the way to Plummerville. They were induced so to 
do by a rumor skillfully started that Howard Township had gone 
Democratic and that the negroes were going to raise a riot, He names 
a number of the parties, He says: 

We wenton to Plummerville, and when we got up within a quarter of a mile 
of the depot W. L. Wood, Walter Wells, and Oliver Bentley told us to stay out 
in the edge of the town and they would goin and see how everything was. We 
waited on the outside of the town, and they came back in half an hour and said 
everything was quiet. o then rode on towards Morrillton, and it was rumored 


that the ballot-box was in the crowd. Irode up a little farther, and I think I 
zode up until I noticed that it was a ballot-box; it was about like a ballot-box; 


east. 

Q. Who had this ballot-box? 

A. Wells and Bentley. One was handing it to the other, but I do not remem- 
ber which one it was. For some cause or other I got behind. We rode to Mor- 
rillton. Charley Reed lost his hat, and I gave him another one. 

Q. What took place after you got back to Morrilkon? 

A. The boys went to the court-house, and we went into Wells’s store, - Wells 
and Bentley had a fire started, and I wentin to where they were and asked them 
in fun if they were burning the ballot-box; to which they made no reply. 


Mr. MAISH. Willitinterrupt the gentleman to ask him a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. MAISH. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has read the testi- 
mony of Jerry Mason and Elijah Chism. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have. 

Mr. MAISH. Do they not testify that it was Dr, White and Bill 
5 who burned this ballot-box in a blacksmith shop in Plummer- 

ille? $ 

Mr. DALZELL. That does not matter. 
that the ballot-box was stolen ? 

Mr. MAISH. I certainly do not. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Does the gentleman believe that Mason saw 
the burning in Plummerville? 

Mr. DALZ“=LL. Let me ask the gentleman, does he deny that this 
crowd went from Morrillton to Plummerville? 

Mr. MAISH. No, I do not, But I would like to ask the gentle- 
man on what theory of evidence he believes the testimony of the man 
that he has been quoting and rejects that of the two others to whom 
I have referred ? 

Mr. DALZELL, I will tell you the reason. Because it is corrobo- 
rated by the testimony of at least a half a dozen other witnesses and 
is sustained by all of the circumstances; and I say to the gentleman just 
here that it matters very little by which road heand I arrive at our 
conclusions. He and I arrive at the same conclusion, that the ballot- 
box was stolen, containing a majority of Republican votes. 

And the story I have given from the lips of this witness is the story 
of that wild highwayman ride through rain and darkness and tempest 
7 miles upon an errand of robbery. Such was the initial step along 
the way that led to Clayton’s murder and to national disgrace. 

And this witness is corroborated by others. No man to this day has 
been punished in Arkansas for this high-handed outrage on the suffrage, 
and Ollie Bentley still continues to be deputy sheriff. Nay, more; he 
reso! Wells are still in the business of theft and, it may be, of 
murder. 

The following, from The Washington Post of September 1, relates to 
the trouble at Morrillton, an outrage committed upon a man carrying 
the Union Labor tickets, participated in, according to this report, by 
Ollie Bentley, Jim Lucas, and Walter Wells: 

[Washington Post, September 1, 1890.} 


FELL ISTO BAD HANDS. - AN ARKANSAS REPUBLICAN POLITICIAN MOBBED AT A 
LABOR MEETING. 


Does the gentleman deny 


LITTLE Rock, August 31. 
A mob of about 2.58 men, some mounted and some on foot, yesterday sur- 
rounded the Morrillton station on both sides of the track. A Union Labor 
mass meeting was to have been held there. 
On the incoming train from Little Rock, among others, were J. B. McLaughlin, 
a well known Union Labor orator, and George Small, of Springfield, Conway 


9746 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ` 


i 


SEPTEMBER 5, 


an a minent white Republican, who had been here for 
iting Union Labor tickets for use in Conway County for the — — 
DA mall carried the ticketa, 7,000 in all, In a valise. 
hen the = a crowd of men sprang forward and rushed into the 
coach where Af ad Small were seated. Among the foremost, it is 
said, were Ollie Bentley. Jim Lucas, and — Wells. Small was re- 
upon the t with loaded sticks, and soon lost consciousness. Me- 
mA was thrown upon the floor and his right priate pac ws A — — . 
After striking Small several additional blows the sachel was dragged from 
neath his feet and passed out through the crowd. 
In a few moments the assailants had leftthe car. What became of the tickets 
isnot known. McLaughlin got off the train on the side oa the depot. He 
d along the line of horsemen, but no attention was paid to him. All the 
l reon ppa houses were closed and every man and boy was out taking partin the 
general excitement. 


I refrain from further prosecution of this sickening subject—election 
methods in the Second Congressional district of Arkansas. It would 
be an insult to your intelligence to stop to comment on it. 

The second subject-matter of investigation intrusted by the House 
to your committee was the contest begun by Clayton in his lifetime 

Breckinridge, and all events relating thereto or arising there- 
from, after said election. 

With respect to the contest itself, no opportunity has been omitted 
by Mr. to insistthat Clayton entered upon it reluctantly. 
He repeats the charge in his libel filed under the mask of a minority 
report in this case. 

The truth probably is that Clayton did enter the contest rather in 
answer to the call of his party than pursuant to any inclina- 
tion. But when the is made That he signed, without knowing 
what he was signing, the notice of contest, a charge is made which is 
simply a gratuitous and unmanly insult to the memory of a man upon 
whose lips is the seal of death. In intelligence, in integrity, in man- 
very litile credit to him to say that he was the peer of his 


hood, it 
post mortem accuser, Whatever appears over his ture is to be 
taken as the personal and responsible act of an inde: ent and aggress- 


ive American citizen. 

And just here I pause to call your attention to one of the most remark- 
able things disclosed by this record. A man named Hemingway, said 
to be now a judge of the supreme court of Arkansas, wrote a letter to 
Breckinridge, which the latter incorporates in his minority report. 
This man Hemingway was John M. Clayton’s law partner in Clayton’s 
lifetime. 

The letter is remarkable for two things, for the manifest falsity of 
the information contained in it and for the light it throws upon Hem- 
ingway’s queer conception of the obligations of a man of honor. Heun- 
dertakes to inform B in the letter that Clayton had no def- 
inite information of facts that would have tended to change the result 
outside ofthe Plummerville box. Clayton’s notice of contest is amex- 
press, conclusive, and unanswerable refutation of the statement. He 
therein alleges the very facts which were subsequently proven to be 
true with respect to irregularities and frauds at the White River and 
other boxes, 

I bave yet to hear any man claim that John M. Clayton was a fool, 
and yet no man but a fool would expect to overturn a majority of 846 
by proving the theft of a ballot-box in which he claimed to have a 
prany only of 550. 

Now this man Hemingway was John M. Clayton’s law partner ; he 
was his confidential friend ; the information given to Breckinridge had 
y, he says, in confidence ; and yet his friend 


If this be Arkansas honor, I pray you excuse me from contact with 
it. [Ap on the Republican side]. 
` Mr. LACEY. And this man Hemingway had also been elected to 
the supreme court on the Democratic ticket in the mean time. 

Mr. D. My friend suggests that he had been elected to 
thesupreme judgeship on the Democratic ticket in the mean time, which 
may possibly furnish some explanation of his notions of honor. 

The attempt upon the partof Breckinridge is, and has been through- 
out, to raise a fi issue. He is to be oned for the evden of 
his entire defense, which consists of chil grumblings, mean insinu- 
ations, unfounded accusations, and a discussion of everything but the 
facts of the case. When the accused has no defense it is the part of 
wisdom to try the opposing counsel and the court. The trick is as 
diaphanous as it is ancient, and will fool no one. 

I shall recur to this subject later on. 

There are three matters with respect to the contest which are of 


special significance. 


The murder of Clayton. 

The pretended search for his murderer. 

And the methods of the defense. 

A few words as to each of them. 

That event in connection with the contest which dominates all others, 
and indeed dominates this proceeding, is the murder ot Clayton, Warned 
in advance that if he went to Piamnervilie to take testimony he went 
with his life in his hand, he went notwithstanding. Honorable man 
that he was, he refused to negotiate with the TODARA of ballot- 


box thieves who would fain have stifled investigation by making open 
confession of what they knew the evidence would prove. 

Coming to the little town of Plummerville the only tavern in the 
place refused him entrance, and of necessity he lodged in the spare 
room of the widow of a Union soldier. Throughout three days he took 
evidence in proof of the vote that had been cast for him. In the even- 
ing, weary and, we may believe, homesick for the little ones who gath- 
ered motherless beside his hearthstone, in the privacy, as he believed, 
of his room, he was about to seat himself to write to his children. 
Outside, in the starlight, murder stalked, cowardly, mean, contempt- 
ible, un-American, to do its deadly work. 

Mr. SWENEY. Arkansian! 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, Arkansian. Somebody somebodies—assas- 
sins, lurked at the window. And soon, at a favorable moment, the 
murderous shot crashed through the intervening glass, and, in the 
twinkling of an eye, the soul of John M. Clayton, unshriven ‘and un- 
confessed, without a warning, faced its God. 

Oh, the pity of it, my countrymen! For this is not Italy, but the 
American ublic; nor is this the Middle Ages, but the nineteenth 
century since Christ was born. Let us leave the bleeding corpse there 
as it was left on that fatal night on the floor weltering in its blood. 

I do not care to dwell on this matter. It is useless. I do not care 
to rehearse the story of the coldness and indifference with which the 
living brother was treated who next day went to carry away to its last 
resting-place the body of your murdered colleague. 

Only one other incident in connection with this infamous story and 
Jam done. W. H. H. Clayton and John M. Clayton were twin brothers, 
and in appearance very much resembled each other., In the room ad- 
joining that wherein the dead man lay the living brother met the dep- 
uty sheriff, Ollie Bentley, and indignantly arraigned him for careless- 
ness in the pursuit of the murderers. ‘And Ollie Bentley, the ste aA 
ballot-box thief—I think I see him now—with the dead man’s face in 
his mind, a haunting ghost, looking into the eyes of its living counter- 
part, unaccused, broke out in his own defense and exclaimed, ‘‘I swear 
to God I didn’t kill your brother; I did not kill him,’’ and broke down 


in tears. 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Who said he did? 
Mr. DALZELL. And that man—that man—is the deputy sheriff of 


Conway County to-day, and has participated in every pretended effort 

on behalf of the officials of Arkansas to discover the murderers of John 

M. Clayton. And, mirabile dictu! that man being present in Conway 

County search was made for the murderer in Los Angeles, Cal. 

F Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Searched a grave there to find the mur- 
erer. 

Mr. DALZELL. Plummervilleisalittle hamlet, sparsely populated, 
and where all the inhabitants are known toeach other. The men who 
killed Clayton either belonged there or they came there from some 
neighboring place. It would seem as though an honest attempt upon 
the part of county and State officials ought t to result in the easy detec- 
tion of the assassins. But to this day their identity remains unknown. 

Frantic efforts have been made by the governor by offering rewards 
and writing letters to find some victim. The trouble, however, seems 
to be that the only proper party upon whom to fasten the guilt, it has 
been determined in advance, must be some one whose guilt shall not 
reflect on the Democratic party. Ollie Bentley, the suspected ballot- 
box thief, who volunteered to say that he did not do the killing, bas 
been one of the parties charged, asa deputy sheriff, with a hunt for 
the murderers, and Sheriff Shelby, his superior officer, actually made 
an arrangement in writing with a blatherskite named Sater, of Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., to go halves with him in sharing the reward if he, Sater, 
could fix the ‘crime on a poor old man dying of dropsy who, at the 
time 8 885 murder, was in Los Angeles, Cal., and who not long there - 


This man was to be the victim on the theory —— 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Does not the evidence show that this man 
had not been in Arkansas for twenty years ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly. This man was to be the victim on 
the theory that he had shot John M. Clayton to avenge some wrongs 
alleged to have been done him by Powell Clayton a quarter of a cen- 
tury before. [Laughter.] For absolute silliness I challenge the cita- 
tion of anything in all the history of crime and criminals to parallel 
this! And I learn from the so-called minority repo report, a document 
which itis perhaps well not accurately to characterize in this place, 
that such wild imaginings have been indulged in as the following. 

It is suggested by Mr. Breckinridge in the minority report tbat John 
M. Clayton— 

Was killed out of some grudge arising out of the murders committed before 
and during the period of martial law under his brother Powell Olayton's ad- 
ministration as governor, 

That is one theory. 

That he was killed out of rivalries— 

Now, this is refreshing— 
and factional hatreds existing in the Republican party. 

But the most refreshing of all is this: 


That he was killed in an attempt to manufacture a mock outrage, and hence 
not intentionally. 
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That is to say, that John M. Clayton, to help hisown case, gotsome- 
body to shoot at him, and he shot too straight. Whose theories these 
were, or are, this remarkable paper does not say. But the existence 
and promulgation of such theories makes intelligible how it is that 
John M. Clayton’s murderers still go e gee of justice. 

The most remarkable thing connected with this matter is the failure 
to fiud the murderers. The next most remarkable thing is the fatality 
that seems to attach to those whose knowledge as to the ballot-box theft 
might prove to be dangerous. 

Wahl, the faithful Federal supervisor, was shot in the neck much 
in the same way as Clayton was. George Bentley—supposed to have 
been one of the ballot-box thieves—shortly after communicating with 
the Pinkerton agency, with a view to turning State’s evidence, was 
shot dead by his brother, Ollie Bentley. This shooting was by one of 
the ballot-box thieves in the presence of another, Wells, and is claimed 
to have been accidental. May be it was, may be it was not. A man 
named Smith, a negro detective in Conway County, met his death at 
the mouth of a pistol. Whether this has any connection with the bal- 
lot-box theft I do notaffirm, but it is at least suspicious. Warren Tay- 
lor, one of the parties to the wild ride from Morrillton to Plummer- 
ville on the night of the ballot-box theft, fled from his home at Mor- 
rillton under threats of his life. He left his home at Morrillton to go 
into the Indian Territory. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WILSON] said that this case was 
fall of murder and blood. I agree with him. The pages of this rec- 
ord drip with it. The sky of the Second Con district of 
Arkansas is luminous with it, and from her desecrated soil the blood ot 
John M. Clayton, like that of the proto-martyr Abel calls aloud to 
heaven not for vengeance, but for justice. And you, my colleagues on 
both sides of this Chamber, are her sacred ministers to execute her just 
decrees. [Applause. ] 

What is the defense to all this? Surely theft, murder, and fraud 
have been proven. What is the defense? Oh, aremany. The 
5 the case generally the more the detenses. t us look at them 

riefly. First, that it is not a contest; it is an investigation. When 
did my genial friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] become a convert to 
that theory? Let me recall some things to his recollection. On the 
16th of December last in this Housea resolution was offered looking to 
an investigation of the murder of Clayton and the title of the occupant 
of the seat on this floor. My friend from a made a point of or- 
der that the resolution related to a contested-election case and could 
not be settled by the House, but must go to the Committee on Elections, 
which has no jurisdiction save over contested-election cases. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman will find that my point was 
that the resolution must go there. 

Mr. DALZELL. I said so. 

Mr. CRISP. I understood you to say that the case must go there; 
which is a different thing. 

Mr. DALZELL, There is no difference. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, there is a vast difference. > 

Mr. DALZELL. There is no diference, as I will show the gentle- 
man a little further on. 

On the 11th day of March of this present year the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY], representing the Committee on Elections, made a 
report, which I find my friend from Georgia said (on page 2152 of the 
RECORD) was a unanimous report. I will ask the Clerk to read it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

Mr. ROWELL. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be permitted to continue and conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now I will ask the Clerk to read that report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Lacey, from the Committee on Elections, makes the following report: 


On the 16th day of December, 1889, the following resolution was passed by tho 
House of Representatives: 

“ Whereas it is well known that a contest for a seat in this House was duly 
commenced by Hon. John M. Clayton, of Arkansas, against Hon. C. R. Breck- 
inridge, a sitting member; and 

“Whereas it is a matter of public notoriety that said Clayton, while engaged 
in taking testimony in the said contest, was inated, and all further pro- 
ceedings thereby suspended: 

“ Resolved, therefore, That the Committee on Elections be, and is hereby, directed 
to inquire and report what further proceedings should be had in relation to the 
said case ; and they are authorized to send for persons and papers, if deemed 
necessary by them, for the investigation of the said matter.“ 

In pursuance of the directions contained in the foregoing resolution, the com- 
mittee have obtained the notice of contest and answer of the contestee and all 
the evidence which had been taken up to the time of the death of Mr. Clayton, 
The attorney for Mr. Clayton has presented to the comm: a memorial in re- 
lation to the said contest, which memorial has been submitted to Mr. Breckin- 
ridge, and he has presented to the committee a statement in his own behalf. 
Se heyo directed that the foregoing papers be printed for the information of 


ouse. 
The committee have proceeded as far as they can under the said resolution, 


and they therefore report— 

That, owing to the alleged assassination of Colonel Cla whereby the con- 
test has been suspended, it is of the highest importance facts in the case 
should be thoroughly investigated, and recom the passage of the fol- 


lowing resolution: 

“ Resolved, That a subcommittee of five be appointed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Elections to make a full and thorough investigation of the con- 
tested-clection case of Clayton rs. Breckinridge; to take and report all the evi- 


dence in regard to the methods of said election, and as to whether the contest- 
ant or the contestee or either of them was lawfully elected, and report such 
evidence to the Committee on Elections, and said committee will report said 
evidence and its findings to the House for further action.” 

I find that my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on that occasion com- 
mitted himself to several things. First, he committed himself to the 
declaration to this House that, by the assassination of Colonel Clayton, 
the contest had been suspended. Further, he committed himself to a 
resolution authorizing an investigation—of what? Of the contested- 
election case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge; and he farther committed 
himself to an inquiry as to whether the contestant or the contestee had 
been elected. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my friend’s change of faith and sentiment was 
even later than the 11th day of March. I find that on August 18, 1890, 
a document was filed entitled Clayton rs, Breckinridge: Views of the 
Minority.” When I turn to the end of that document I find that it 
is signed amongst others by CHARLES F. Crisp, and I find that it starts 
out with a statement of the resolution which has just been read, which 
declares that the contest was ‘‘s ded,’’ authorizes an investigation 
of the contest, and calls for the declaration of the title of the con- 
testant; and following that I find this statement: 


In this resolution the duty and powers of the committee are accurately de- 
fined. In it the status of the case is clearly stated and to it we must continually 
refer in order to learn the proper order of proceeding. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend permit me now to state the distinction 
which I drew in my argument and which he seeks to destroy by refer- 
ence to that document? 

Mr. DALZELL. I know the distinction perfectly well. 

Mr. CRISP. Then let me say this, that whatever terms may have 
been used in that resolution, w the Committee on Elections con- 
sider a contested-election case proper, they consider it upon evidence 
taken not before them, but between the parties in the district where 
the parties have the absolute control; but as to this case the committee 
itself is directed to go down to Arkansas and take the testimony, and 
that is the distinction between this case and an ordinary contested- 
election case. 2 

Mr. DALZELL. But the distinction is only a distinction between 
tweedledee and tweedledum. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, let the gentleman demonstrate that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes;-I will try to illustrate that proposition. But 
let us say that it is an investigation, and not a contested-election 
case. Suppose I concede that to the gentleman. However, before I 
enter upon that let me say that I understood the gentleman to draw 
the distinction between an investigation and a contested-election case 
because he was eager to take the Clayton-Breckinridge case out of the 
ordinary rules of law applicable to a contested-election case. 

Mr. CRISP, Ab, there the gentleman was in error. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then the gentleman’s distinction amounted to 
nothing at all. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. That is the conclusion which the gentleman proposed 
to demonstrate, but he certainly does not demonstrate it by making 
that statement. 

Mr. DALZELL. I propose to demonstrate it. f 

Mr. CRISP. Your side seem to be willing to take your statement 
as a demonstration, but men who have regard for the justice and reason 
of the case will not accept a mere statement as a demonstration. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me concede to the tleman for the sake of 
the argument that this is an investigation, and not a contested-election 
case. An investigatién of what? 

Mr. CRISP. An investigation as to who got the most lawful votes; 
that is the question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, if the gentleman will just have a little pa- 
tience, perhaps we shall get together. 

Mr. CRISP.. The gentleman asked, An investigation of what?” 
and paused. Isimply desired to reply that the committee weredirected 
to find out which of the men received the most lawful votes. 

Mr. DALZELL, I agree with you as to that; I am coming to that 

int. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, there are many kinds of investigations. The 
investigation of a subject is one thing; the e g of an issue 
is another thing. An investigation of the subject of immigration, for 
example, isone thing; and an investigation as to which of two parties 
to a contest, the pleadings of which are all made up, was duly elected, 
is another thing. 

But we do not need to go beyond the letter of the resolution to find 
what this is an investigation of. It is an investigation of the con- 
tested-election case of Clayton rs. Breckinridge. Why was the inves- 
tigation ordered? Because the committée had reported to the House, 
and my friend from Georgia had joined in the report, the following: 


In pursuance of the directions contained in the foregoing resolution, the com- 
mittee have obtained the notice of contest and answer of the contestee and all 
the evidence which had been taken up to the time of the death of Mr. Clayton. 
The attorney for Mr. Men fone has presented to the committee a mem in 
relation to said contest, which has been submitted to Mr. Breckinridge, and he 
has presented to the committee a statement in bis own behalf. Spex 


Now, then, the committee having reported to this House that they 
had before them the notice of contest, and the answer of the contestee, 


J 


them to him.” 


~ 
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that they had before them the supplementary notice of the counsel of 
the contestant, deceased, and the reply of the contestee in person—in 
other words, that the pleadings were all made up and the issue defined— 
the House authorized the committee to investigate that case. How iv- 
vestigate it? According to what rules of law? For what purpose? 
Ah, for the very purpose declared by my friend from Georgia, to find 
out who had received a majority of the votes legally cast in the Second 
Congressional district of Arkansas. 

How are we to try that title? How do we ascertain that fact? We 
ascertain first whether the returns are honest. If the returns prove 
to be dishonest, then we are on an opensea, without chart or compass, 
as to the number of votes cast; and we set aside the box. There never 
has been any law to the contrary in court or in Legislature since con- 
tested-election cases began. Having set aside the box,we are not to 
distranchise the voters; we will give them an opportunity on either 
side to prove their votes; and then we will count those votes. And 
does my friend from Georgia contend that in making such proof there 
is one rule of law applicable to the interests of the dead man and 
another rule of law applicable to the interests of the living? Does he 
oe contend that the law is against the dead and in favor of the 

g? 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
LMr. DALZELL] yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend will allow me to say (because the House, I 
take it, wants to understand the issue) that the distinction arises clearly 
and unmistakably from this: That in an ordinary election case the 
Committee on Elections passes upon the evidence taken by the parties 
before notaries public in the particular State; in this case the issue is 
to be determined upon evidence taken by the committee. And it was 
the duty of the committee to take up this issue and ascertain, as they 
were instructed, who received a majority of the legal votes, not to say 
Because it Sopar that the representatives of Clayton fully proved so 
many votes and Mr, Breckinridge has proved none—although we know 
he received some—still, as he fails to prove them, we will not give 
Is that investigating this case? 

Mr. DALZELL. The distinction which the gentleman draws (if he 
will permit me to say so) is no distinction at all. The character of 
the proceedings does not depend upon whether the testimony is taken 
before a notary public or a justice of the peace, before a black man or 
a white man, in Little Rock or in Washington, by the attorneys of 
the parties or by the committee. Nobody knows better than the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat that in the contested-election case of 
Thoebe rs. Carlisle the testimony was taken in part by the committee 
themselves; and did it therefore cease to be a contes ed- election case? 

The truth about this matter is just this: Mr. Breckinridge was ad- 
vised by his counsel—and an ex-Attorney- General of the United States, 
to my astonishment, put himself on paper to this effect—that if cer- 
tain parties had been tried and acquitted by a petit jury in Arkansas 
of ballot-box frauds that verdict was conclusive on the House of Rep- 
resentatives asto the votes cast. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Why, sir, there is that statement on record signed by the attorneys of 
the contestee, Garland and May. I know who Garland is; I do not 
know who May is; but I have an idea that May wrote the brief. 

Altbough I am departing somewhat from my preconceived method, 
I may just as well say here and now in a single sentence that this 
whole complaint on the other side of the House, made simply to cloud 
the issue and to distract the attention of members, arises out of the 
fact that Mr. Breckenridge was ill advised as tothe law and proved no 
votes, because he relied on the verdicts of these petit jurors in Ar- 


kansas. 

I think I have shown you now that there is nothing in the defense 
that this was an investigation inst@ad of a contest. If the ballot-box 
at White River precinct was stuffed in the interests of the Democratic 
candidate, if the ballot-box at Augusta was stuffed in the same interest, 
if the ballot-box at Riverside was stuffed in the same interest, if the 
box was stolen at Plummerville, and if by restoring the stolen box and 
purging the stuffed boxes, a majority ap for Clayton, and not for 
Breckinridge, Mr. Breckinridge has no title to the seat, whether this 
be an investigation or a contest. 

So there is nothing in that defense. Now, what further? 

The House is estopped from inquiring into this case because it per- 
mitted C. R. Breckinridge to be sworn in without objection. The only 
answer I have to make to that is to put the question to each of you in- 
dividually, did you ever hear a sillier proposition in your life? Another 
defense is that to which I have before adverted, that these verdicts in 
the criminal cases bind this House. Why, the merest tyro in the law 
knows that a verdict in a criminal case is not evidence in a civil cause 
relating to the same subject-matter, much less is it evidence to bind 


the judgment of this House, which, by the Constitution itself, is the 
exclusive judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its own 
members. 

Now, aside from these defenses there is absolutely no defense for this 
case except certain side issues which bear no relation and ean bear no 
possible relation to this inquiry. 


“Why, this contest was instituted, by Judge MecClure,’’ they say. So 
be it. What difference does it make who instituted it if it turns out 
that Breckinridge was not elected? The proceeding is an arraign- 
ment of the 3 of Arkansas. It is nothing of the kind. I 
deny it. I have yet to see any letter of attorney ſrom the good people 
of the State of Arkansas to the claimant constituting him their defender. 

It strikes me that if he takes care of his own reputation he will have 
quite as heavy a task as heisabletocarry. And as to the good people 
of Arkansas, to whom he is going to appeal in next November, upon 
whom he is going to rely in November for justification, let me say, I 
heard the clarion voice of the people of Arkansas to-day coming over 
the wires from the Second Congressional district of that State, and it 
reads this way: 

With all the election machinery in the hands of the Democrats and with 
many cases of fraud, Democrats beaten in the Second district at the last elec- 
tion by 1,700 majority. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Signed by that bad man, Powell Clayton. 
the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to be within bounds as to what I say, and 
I therefore make choice of my words at this point. I want tosay that 
it is a fit ending to the introduction of a mass of irrelevant matter, 
that the man on trial is permitted to vent his spleen.in unseemly 
slanders, and, using the names of my honorable colleagues of the mi- 
nority of the committee, to place amongst the files of this House, tem- 
porarily at least, language that only some one who is his peer would 
undertake to answer. I will not. 

My friend from Missouri was not ingenuous when he undertook to 
draw a distinction between the right of the minority and the right of 
majority with respect to filing their reports. The rules of the House 
recognize and provide for the right of the minority with respect to 
filing their reports as they do with respect to the rights of the majority, 
and the minority report when filed is, as is the majority report when 
filed, in the 8 of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to make plain to the House the re- 
sults of your cummittee’s investigation of election methods in the Sec- 
ond Congressional district of Arkansas, I have endeavored to place 
before it the prominent events connected with Clayton’s unfortunate 
and fatal contest from its beginning until its termination. In so do- 
ing I have necessarily discussed the third proposition on the discussion 
of which I entered, the title of the present occupant to the seat. 

Applying to the testimony the well known rules of law in force in 
this House, the returns from a number of districts must be set aside 
and the votes counted onlyas proven. The correction of these returns 
and the addition of Clayton’s majorityat the Plummerville box show 
his election by 462 majority. 

The figures are as follows: 

White River Township : 2 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge . . . „ 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed. 


Cotton ee eee 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge. . . . . seins 


[Renewed applause on 


186 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed 73 
Town of Augusta: 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge.......s00 ... . ove 98 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allow 18 
Riverside: 
Fraudulent votes for Breckinridge..........c:csseccsteersnneesaseacerepessseseeee asses 197 
Add votes for Clayton in excess of what he was allowed . ats 29 
Howard Township: 
%% PAIE beseech ond ̃ ̃ 6§7w— ipl suv piomsecsonss #¥ostens > 435 
lr. ðͤ K dasvoubbunchhoeheunasdoubn dsi casos r 1,308 
Deduct Breckinridge’s declared majority S46 


Majority for Clayton .. .. 462 


But if any gentleman prefers another method; ifany gentleman pre- 
fers to say that, as no testimony was taken by Mr. Breckinridge with res 
spect to these precincts at which the returns were set aside, the return- 
from all of these boxes shall be thrown ont on both sides, I am will- 
ing that that shall be done. That will result in throwing out 691 
votes for Mr. Breckinridge and 269 for Mr. Clayton, and Mr. Cl«yton 
will still be elected by a majority of 57, so that you can take either horn 
of the dilemma; you may count these votes according to all recognized 
rules of law or you may count them with the greatest advantage to 
Mr. Breckinridge and with disadvantage to the contestant, and still 
Mr. Breckinridge is not elected. « 

Mr. Speaker, it remains now for us to do such justice as is within our 
power. We can not vindicate the people who made John M. Clayton 
their Representative by bidding him welcome to a share in the honors 
and the responsibilities of this place. The assassin’s bullet has pre- 
vented that. But we can say that theft, murder, and fraud, however 
successful elsewhere, are doomed to inevitable defeat at the portals of 
this House, [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

We can say that to the councils of the Representatives of the free 
American people none are admitted to membership unless they come 
as the undoubted and legally chosen messengers of a majority of the 
electors of their districts. i 

We may not be able to purify election methods where they are im- 
pure; we can at least make them barren of results so far as we are cone 
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cerned, [Applause on the np, beeen side.] And the time will come 
when we shall do more than that. If we are consistently true to our- 
selves and to the principles on which our Government is founded, the 
day will dawn when, wherever the flag of the Republic shall float over 
American soil, 7 5 star shining from its field of blue and every stripe 
blazing from its field of white shall guaranty to every citizen, lofty or 
humble, black or white the right freely, fearlessly, and in the open to 
east his ballot and have it counted as cast. [Prolonged applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution—— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question upon 
the resolution and the substitute offered by the minority. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr, Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit with in- 
structions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the proposition 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections in the 
matter of the investigation of the right of C. R. Breckinridge to a seat in this 
House as a Representative from the Second district of Arkansas, and all papers 
relating thereto, be recommitted to the Committee on Elections, with instruc- 
tions to ascertain the number of votes cast at the Congressional election held 
in 1888 for C. R. Breckinridge and J. M. Clayton, respectively, at each of the fol- 
lowing-named voting places in the Second district of Arkansas, to wit: White 
River Township, Woodruff County; Cotton Plant Township, Woodruff County; 
town of Augusta, Woodruff County; Riverside, Woodruff County; and when 
said vote has been ascertained said committee report to the House the aggre- 
gate number of votes cast for each of said parsons, respectively, atthe Congres- 
sional election held in 1888 at each voting place in cach county in the Second 
district of Arkansas, to the end that the House may intelligently determine the 
right of said C. R. Breckinridge to a seat therein. 

o enable said committee efficiently to discharge the duty herein imposed, 
so much of the resolution of March 10, 1890, instructing said committee to in- 
vestigate and report upon the right cf said Breckinridge to a seat in the House 
as is applicable thereto, is hereby and herein expressly extended and made 
operative to the same extent as though said committee had never made any re- 
portor taken any action in virtue thereof, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
of the majority of the committee, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I submit that my motion to recommit is 
in order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order at this time. 
Mr. CRISP. Why not? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 


of the majority : 

Mr. CRISP. I do not propose to have that disposed of without be- 
ing heard on this question of order, I want to be heard on that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolutions 
reported by the committee, Then the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, my motion should come in before 
the resolution. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is only asked to have all the resolutions reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman from 
Georgia has the right not to be cut off by the order of the Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I am entitled to be heard on this. I offer 
this resolution now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires simply to have the 
Clerk read the resolution to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Why should it be read, when my motion to recommit 
with instructions is pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Because in the judgment of the Chair 
the pending question is the substitute offered by the gentleman on be- 
half of the minority for the resolution reported by the committee. 
The Clerk will proceed to read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rejolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was not elected to the seat which he 
now holds as Representative in Congress from the Second Congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Arkansas. 

Resolved, That John M. Clayton was elected as Representative in Congress 


from the Second Con: ional district of the State of Arkansas, and because of 
hts death the seat is declared vacant. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on behalf 
of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* Resolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was elected to the sat which he now 
holds as Representative in Congress from the Second Congressional district of 
the State of Arkansas, and he is entitled to the same. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, pending both those propositions 
under the rules of the House, I submit that motion to recommit. If 
anybody knows any reason why itis not in order I would like to hear it. 
It shall be in grae perling the motion for or after the previous question 
shall have been orde: on its for the Speaker to entertain and submit 
a: manan to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select com- 

That is part of Rule XVII of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro témpore. The Chair thinks, under the rule which 
the gentleman has read, that it alludes to the final passage of the res- 
olution. But there is a substitute pending for the resolution reported 


by the majority, which must first be disposed of, and when disposed 
of the motion of the gentleman to recommit will be in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, the previous question is now or- 
dered upon the final passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The previousquestion is ordered on the 
final passage of the resolution, and also on the substitute proposed by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CRISP. It includes both. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the substitute must first be dis- 
posed of, and then the motion of the gentleman is in order. 

Mr. CRISP. Let me call your attention to the attitude in which 
you put the House by a ruling of that sort. The resolution itself de- 
clares that Mr. Breckinridge was not elected. The substitute declares 
that he was elected. The motion to recommit is to send this case to 
the Committee on Elections to determine who was elected; and yet the 
ruling of the Chair requires that the House shall first determine that 
question by a vote on the resolution before it takes action on the mo- 
tion to recommit. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Chair 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman’s motion relates only 
to the resolution of the committee, and not to the substitute at all. 

Resolved, That the resolution reported from the Committee on Elections be 
recommitted, etc. 

Mr. CRISP. With the substitute. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It does not require that it 
should state the substitute, because if the resolution be it car- 
ries all with it, and it would have been mere tautology for the gentle- 
man to put that in it, because the recommittal of the resolution car- 
ries everything with it, p 

Mr. CRISP. Suppose the resolution were agreed to, would not the 
substitute go with it? Everything that was dependent upon it would 
go with it. But you see, Mr. Speaker, the effect of this ruling is to 
force the House to vote first on the substitute before they determine 
whether the matter shall be referred to the Committee on Elections for 
another and thorough examination. Believing that to be the effect of 
the ruling, I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. S ‘er—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before that is put. 

Mr. ADAMS. The motion to recommit, of course, comes by analogy 
to a bill which has been reported and amended and is then passed or 
defeated, and has reference to the ordinary legislative proceedings. 
That is evidently the intention of the rule, that it shall apply in the 
last stage ot legislative proceedings. But the gentleman men 
some inconvenience that would result from postponing it to that time. 
Now, suppose it shall be held in order now, and should be defeated. 
Then the vote would come on the amendment, that is, the minority ` 
substitute, which isan amendment to the resolution of the majority. 

Mr. CRISP. It would come on the substitute. After that has been 
decided and the majority resolution is before the House would the yor 
tleman think that this motion to recommit would be in order? e 
rule expressly provides that only one motion can be made to recommit. 

Mr. ADAMS. And the gentleman thinks that he must make it now? 

Mr. CRISP. I can not make it then. Why, do you not see, Mr. 
Speaker the minority resolution is a substitute for that of the major- 

ty? 

Mr. ADAMS. Which is an amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. But the previous question is ordered upon it. If that 
is withdrawn, we can not get it back there again, because the previous 
question operates. This is a declaration of the House that it must be 
voted upon. Now, then, the ruling of the Chairinvolves the idea that 
it is inconsistent on the part of the House, and the proceeding —— 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we can save time by asking 
unanimous consent to have a vote taken upon the gentleman’s resolu- 
tion first. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘That is all right, anyway we reach it. 

Mr. LACEY. We do not care about the method. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution of the gentleman from 
Georgia simply provides for a recommittal of the resolution, and not of 
the substitute, and upon that the Chair held that at this time, by rea- 
son of the pendency of the substitute, the motion to recommit can not 
now be voted on. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that a vote 
may now be taken upon the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The question, tterefore, is 
on the the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Aud on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 101, not vot- 
ing 142; as follows: 


If the gentleman will pardon the 


YEAS—83. 
Alderson, Biand. Buchanan, Va. Clarke, Ala, 
Allen, Miss. Blount, Buckalew, Clements, 
Anderson, Miss. ner, Caruth, Cooper, Ind. 
Andrew, Breckinridge, Ky. Catehings, Cothran, 
Bankhead, ner, Chipman, Crain, 
Barnes, Brown, J. B. Clancy, Crisp, 
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Culberson, Tex. Holman, Norton, Ste Tex. 
Cummings, Lanham, 
Davidson, Lee, O'Fe n Stone, Ky. 
t Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. Tarsney, 
Dunphy, . — Va. 8 th ite — a 
ew wens, Ohio Turner, 
Elliott, — tr Tarner, N.Y. 
5 rtin, Ind. Paynter, enable, 
Forman, McClellan, Peel, Washington, 
Forney, McCreary, Penington, Wheeler, Ala. 
Geissenhainer, MeMillin, ee Wiley 
Grimes, Rae. Reilly. > 
Hare, Montgomery, Sayers, Wilson, a 
Henderson, N, C. Mutchler, Shively, 
NAYS—161. 
Adams, Craig, Laws, Seull, 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cutcheon, mas, Simonds, 
Baker, Daizell, McCormick, Smith, III. 
Banks, Darlington, MeDuftie, Smith, W. Va, 
Bartine, Dunnell, Miles, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Evans, Moffitt, Sı er, 
Belden, Asok Nan Moore, N. H n, 
Belknap, Featherston Morey, Stivers, 
Bingham, Flick, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
8 5 N88 —.— ay — 
us, jear, Neill. weney, 
Buchanan, N. J Gest, rne, Taylor, E. B, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Payne, Taylor, J.D. 
Burton, Harmer, Payson, Thomas, 
Caldwell Haugen, Pickler, Thompson, 
Candler, Mass Henderson, III. Post, , Townsend, 
Cannon, Hermann, See: Vandever, 
Caswell, Kelley. es, ade, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Randall, Walker, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, lows Ray, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
erian, Kinsey, Reyburn ley. 
Comstock, Lacey, Rowell, 
Connell, La Follette, Russell, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—142, 
Abbott Lansing, Rowland, 
Allen, Mich, Dickerson, Lawler, Rusk, 
Arnald, Dingley, Lind, Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, Lodge, Scranton, 
Barwig, Dorsey, Magner, Skinner, 
o, Ellis, Mansur, Snider, 
Bergen, me Martin, ‘Tex. Spinola, 
wart, m. nger, 
Blanchard, Finley, McAdoo, Ineeker, 
Boothman, teh, Mi F, Stewart, Ga. 
Boutelle, Fithian, M p Ste Vt. 
Bowden, Flood, McCord, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler, McKenna, Stump, 
Brewer, Frank, McKinley, Taylor, III. 
Brookshire, Gibson, Milliken, lor, Tenn, 
Brower, Gifford, is, 4 
Browne, T.M. Goodnight, Moore, Tex. Townsend, Colo, 
Browne, Va. Green Morrow, er, 
Brunner, Grosvenor Mudd, Turner, Kans. 
Bullock, Grout; Niedringhaus, Van Schaick, 
Bunn,. Hall, ute, Vaux, 
8 O'Neal Ind. Wallace’ Mass. 
um, ayes, nd. 
— i Haynes, Owen, Ind. er, Mich, 
4 — — Perkins, Whiting, 
Cariton, He Iowa Perry, itthorne, 
Herbert, ‘eters, Wilkinson, 
Hill, lan, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hitt, Pierce, illiams, III. 
Cobb, Hooker Pugsley, Will Ohio 
Conger, Hopkins, Quinn; Bison, Ky. 
Covert, ; Wilson, Wash, 
Cowles, Kerr, Rife, Wright, 
Da f Kilgore, Robertson, Yoder. 
De Haven, Knapp, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Lane, Rogers, 
So the resolution was rejected. 


The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day: 
Mr. EWART with Mr. McCLamury. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. PERRY. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. BoorHMAN with Mr. YODER. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. BARWIG. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

The following on the Breckinridge-contest case: 

Mr, FRANK with Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. WILLIAMs, of Ohio, with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. Mupp and Mr. Rusk were paired on all political questions and 
election cases until Monday next. 

Mr. BROWER and Mr. QUINN were paired until Tuesday next. 

The following until further notice: 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 


Mr. GROUT with Mr. Frrca. 

Mr. CONGER with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr..O’DoXNNELL with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. HAYNES, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. DICKERSON. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. THOMAS M. Browne with Mr. HOOKER: 

Mr. Bowoxx with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. Hopkrys with Mr. BULLOCK. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER., 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HALT with Mr. MAGNER. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. STUMP. 

Mr. Rive with Mr. VAUX. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr: ROCKWELL with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. MAson with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. WILSsOF, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Buy». 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. DE LANO with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Nute with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr, ELLIS. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. Tucker. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. WILLCOX, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. Frruran. 

Mr. Houx with Mr. ENLOE. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. McKrsiey with Mr. MILLS, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. Brewer with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. CHEADLE and Mr, BROOKSHIRE were paired on all political ques- 
tions except the -Venable contest case. 

Mr, De HAVEN and Mr. BIGGS were announced as paired on all 


questions except bankruptcy and national-bank I on. 
Mr. DINGLEY and Mr. SPRINGER, on all poli questions, from 
August 27 until otherwise directed, Mr. DINGLEY the right 


to vote on the compounđd-lard bill, the eight-hour bill, and the option 
bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I anv paired; but I desire to be counted to 
make a quorum, 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, Mr. Speaker, I voted, but I have withdrawn 
my name, as I am paired with my colleague [Mr. HATCH]. If he were 
here he would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. I desire the RECORD toshow that if he were 
present I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. If he were present, he would vote ay. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. S. er, I am paired with my colleague fate, 
Srone]. I voted to e a quorum, but I have withdrawn my vote. 

Mr. HITT. Iam paired with the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL]. I have voted, but, as there is a quorum without 
me; I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce that my col- 
league [Mr. BARWIG] is detained at his room by illness, ; 

On motion of Mr. ROWELL, the recapitulation of the names of mem- 
bers voting was with. . 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question now recurs on the sub- 
stitute offered on behalf of the minority of the Committee on Elections 
for the resolution reported by the majority. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resoived, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was elected to the seat which he now 
holds as Representative in Congress from the Second Congressional district of 
the State of Arkansas, and he is entitled to the same. 

Mr, CRISP. On the adoption of this resolution I call tor the yeas 
and nays. s 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


82, nays 103, not voting 141; as follows: 
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The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative—yeas | The Clerk read as follows: 


YEAS—82. 
3 Crain, 2 Va. Price, 
en, Crisp, wis, Reilly, 
Boxhead 8 mings, Ind. Seney, 

ead, s 
Barnes, —.— MeOlelian. Shively, rer. 
Blan * D ock * Mo Cr eary * 

Bland, Dunphy. MeMillin, Stoskaale, 
Boatne Elliott, Montgome 5 š 
ner, TY, * 
Breckinridge, Ky. Flower, organ, Tracey, 
— ‘orman, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
n, J.B. Forney, Norton, ‘Turner, N. Y. 
nan, Va. Geissenhainer, Oates, Venable, 
w. rimes, o’ Washington, 
sings, = O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala, 
pman, Heard, Outhwaite, * Wike, 
cy, Henderson, N.C. Owens, Ohio Wiley, 
arke, Ala. Holman, Wilson, Mo 
meaty = Lanham, nace ilson, 
Cooper, In Lee, 5 
Cothran, Lester, Ga. Penington, 
NAYS—108, 
Adams, g. we, Soul), 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Lehibach, Sherman, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dalzell, McComas, Simonds, 
Baker, Darlin; $ > Smith, III. 
Banks, M Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Evans, Miles, Smyser, 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Moffitt, 3 
\ Belden, erston, Moore, N. H. phenson, 
Belknap, 3 rey; Stewart, Vt. 
Bingham, Funston, Morrill, Stivers, 
Bliss, Gear, M. Stockbridge, 
Brosius, ý O'Neill, Pa. Struble, 
Buchanan, N.J. Grosvenor, Tne, Swency, 
Burrows, rough, Payne, Taylor, E. B 
Burton, Harmer, Payson, Taylor, J.D. 
Caldwell, Haugen, Pickler, Thomas, 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, Post, Thompson, 
Cannon, itt, Quackenbush, Townsend, Pa. 
Caswell, Kelley, Raines, ‘Turner, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Randall, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wade, 
X Reed, Iowa Walker, 
Coleman. Kinsey, Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y. 
Comstock, Lacey. Rowell, ickham, 
Connell, La Fo Russell. Yardley. 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—UL 
Abbott, De Haven, Lane, 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, Lansing, Rowland 
derson, Miss. Dibble, Lawler, Rusk, 
Arnoid, Dickerson, Lind, Sanford, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, Lodge, Scranton, 
Barwig, Dolliver, Magner, Skinner, 

5 Dorsey, Mansur, Snider, 
Bergen, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Biggs. Enloe, Mason, Springer, 
Boothman, Ewart, MeAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boutelle, Finley, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Bowden, Fitch, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, McCord, Stump, 
Brewer, Flood, McKenna, Taylor, III 
Brookshire, Fowler, McKinley, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Frank, Milliken, n, 
Browne, T.M. Gibson, Townsend, Colo. 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Moore, Tex. 8 
Brunner, Goodnight Morrow, Van Schaick, 
Bullock, Greenhalge, Mudd Vaux, 
Bunn, Grout, Niedringhaus, 
Butterworth, Hall, ute, Wallace, Mass. 
Bynum, Hatch, O'Donnell, Wheeler, Mich. 

1. Hayes, O'Neall. Whiting, 

Candler,Ga, Ha; Owen, Ind, Whitthorne, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Perkins, n, 
Carter, Henderson, Ill. Perry, Willeox, 
Caruth, Henderson, Iowa Peters. jams, III. 
Cheadle, Herbert, Phelan, Williams, Ohio. 
Clunie Hill, Pierce, Wilson, —.— 
Cobb. Hooker, y ý 
Conger, Hopkins, Quino, Wright, 
Covert, Houk, n, er. 
Cowles, Kerr, Pa. Rife, 
Cutcheon, Kilgore, Robertson, 

n, Knapp, Rockwell, 


So the resolution of the minority of the committee was rejected. 


The following additional pairs were announced. 


Until further notice: 

Mr. FLOOD with Mr. DIBBLE. 
Mr. SANForD with Mr. LEE. 
For the rest of the day: 

Mr, Wricnut with Mr. BARWIG. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. HEMPHILL. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 


“no” on this 


Mr. PAYSON. 


estion. 


If I were not paired, I would vote 


I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the vote be dispensed with. 


Resolved, That Clifton R. Breckinridge was not elected 

F Congress from the Second Con 
That John M. Clayton was elected as 

from the 2 district of the State 
of his death the seat is declared vacant. 

Mr. CRISP. On the adoption of those resolutions I demand the yeas 
and nays. 
» The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 105, nays 62, not voting 159; as follows: 


to the seat which he 
gressional dis- 


ntative in Congress 


Arkansas, and because 
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YEAS—16. 
A = Culbertson, Pa. Lehlbach, 
Anderson, Kans. Cutcheon, McComas, 
N 7 Dalzell, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Darlington, MeDuffie, yser, 
Banks, Dunnell, Miles, Spooner, 
Bartine, Evans, Moffitt, Step. 3 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Moore, N. H. Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Featherston, Morey, Stivers, 
Belknap, Flick, Morrill, Stockbri 
Bing! 5 Funston, Struble, 
Bliss, Gear, O'Neill, Pa. Sweney 
Brosius, Gest, 8 Taylor, E. B 
Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Payne, Taylor, J. D. 
urrows, Hansbrough, Payson, omas. 
Burton, Harmer, Pickler, mpson, 
Caldwell n, Post, Townsend, Pa, 
Can , Mass, Herma Quackenbush, Turner, Kans. 
Cannon, Hitt, Raines, Vandever, 
Caswell, Kelley, Randall, Wade, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Ray, Walker, 
Clark, Wis. Iowa Reed, Iowa Wallace, N. Y. 
Cogswell, Ketcham, Reyburn, Wickham, 
Coleman, insey, Rowell, Williams, Ohio 
Comstock, Lacey, Russell, Yardley. 
Connell, La Follette, Pale baal 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Scull, 
Craig, Laws, Sherman, 
NAYS—62, 
Alderson, Crisp, Martin, Ind. rs, 
2 Miss. 8 Tex. McClellan, — 
re w, mmings, oCreary, wart, Tex. 
Bankhead, mess J; 3 ree daie, 
Barnes, unpày, cRae, ne, — 
Breckinridge, Ky. Edmunds, Montgomery, ‘Tarsney, 
Brickner, Flower, u ý Tracey 
Brown, J. B. Forman. Norton, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va, Geissenhainer, Oates, Venable, 
Buckalew, Hare, O'Neil, Mass. Washington, 
Catchings, Heard, Outhwaite, Wike, x 
Chipman, Holman, Parrett, ley, 
Clancy, Lanham, Paynter, Wilson, Mi 
air ag Lester, Ga. a Wilson, W. Va. 
me Lewis, enington, 
Cothran, Maish, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—159. 
Abbott, Da: 4 Kilgore, Richardson, 
Allen, Mich. Dav n, Knapp, Rife, 
Miss. De Haven. Lane, Robertson, 
Arnold, De Lano, Lansing, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dibble, Lawler, 2 
ig, Dickerson, Lee, Roland, 
Bayne, Dingley, Lester, Va. Rusk, 
Bergen, Dolliver, Lind, Sanford, 
Bi i Lodge, Seranton, 
Blan A Elliott, Magner, Seney, 
Bland, lis, Mansur, Skinner, 
Blount, Enloe, Martin, Tex, Snider, 
5 Ewart, eg aR —— 
Boothman, v. e ` ringer, 
Boutelle, Fitch, hy, Stahineeker, 
Bowden ithian, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Flood, H Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, ‘orney, McKenna, Stump, 
Brookshire, Fowler, McKinley, Taylor, III. 
Brower, Frank, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Mills, illman, 
Browne, Va. Gifford, Moore, Tex. Townsend, Colo. 
Brunner, Goodnight, organ, Tucker, 
Bullock, Green z orrow. Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Grimes, Mudd, Van Schaick, = 
Butterworth, Grout, Niedringhaus, Vaux, 
num, II. Vute, Waddill, 
Campbell, oh, O'Donnell, Wallace, Mass, 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, O’ Ferrall. Wheeler, Ala. 
iton, O'Neall, Ind. > 
Carter, —— — Ind 
Caruth, Henderson, III. Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Wil x 
Ciunie, Henderson, N. C. erry, Willcox, 
bb, Herbert, FS, Williams, III. 
Conger, Hill, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
Cooper, Ind Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Covert, Hopkins, i Wright. 
Cowles Houk, P ey Yoder. 
Crain, Kerr, Pa Quinn, 


So the resolutions were adopted, 
Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the recapitulation of 
the vote be dispensed with. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question now recurs on the reso- 
lutions reported by the majority of the Committee on Elections, which 
the Clerk will read. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Iam paired, reserving the right to vote 
tomakea quorum. Therefore I have voted on this question in the 


tive. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
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Mr. DALZELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to call up the conference 
report on the 8 votes of the two Houses upon House bill No 
9489, the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in twenty minutes 
from this time the House will have to take a recess, under the special 
rule, this being Friday; therefore it is hardly worth while to enter 
upon the consideration of the report this evening, if there should be 
any desire to discuss it. 

A 1 Why not put it through now? [Cries of Vote!“ 
Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is upon agreeing to the 
report. r 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It would be impossible to read the 
report before we take the recess. What I wanted to ascertain was 
whether members desired to discuss the report, and if so—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report will have to be read, of course, 

Mr. MCCREARY. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This report wasordered to be printed 
in the 15 some time since, and has been printed. [Cries of Vote! 
Vote!“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, it was printed in the RECORD 
of Tuesday last. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. The reading of the report has not been dispensed 
with, I believe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that at the time 
the report was ordered to be printed in the RECORD the reading of it 
was dispensed with on condition that it should be so printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Recorp shows that, of course it is all right. 
Otherwise, I call for the reading of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is so advised. 

The question is on agreeing to the report, and the gentleman from 
Tilinois has the floor. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If no one desires to discuss the re- 
port, I am perfectly willing to take a vote upon it now. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some reasonable time given to 
consider this report. It is a very important matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am perfectly willing, and am con- 
tent if we can agree upon any reasonable time. How would an hour 
for the consideration of the report suit gentlemen ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to limiting the con- 
sideration of the report to one hour? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I now give notice that I will call 
up this report immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a bill. 

ARTs SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 

e floor? f 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, Will the gentleman from Il- 
linois yield the floor for the purpose of asking unanimons consent that 
we now take the usual recess on Friday evenings? 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I have noohjeetion to that. Unan- 
imous consent has been given to limit the debate to one hour; and I 
would now ask unanimous consent that the recess for this evening be- 
gin now, instead of at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentacky. Then I move that the House 
do now adjourn. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
sh the conference report, unless the gentleman insists on the motion to 

oum. 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the objection, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. $ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois that the recess be taken now? 

There was no objection, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the announcement of the recess, by unanimous consent, 
leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, REILLY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Bnostus, until Wednesday, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. MOORE, of Texas, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 5, 


To Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for four days, on account of impor- 
tant business, 

To Mr. BROWER, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. BRUNNER, for the remainder of this week, on account of the 
death of a relative. x 

To Mr. GOODNIGHT, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr, FORMAN, for fifteen days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. COVERT, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. QUINN, for two days, on account of impcrtant business; 


To Mr. BROOKSHIRE, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
HENRY S. FRENCH. . 


On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, the bill 
(H. R. 3148) for the relief of Henry S. French, with the accompanying 
report, was taken from the table and recommitted to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, pending the an- 
nouncement of the recess, I would ask unanimous cousent that the ses- 
sion on next Monday, that being District day, begin at 11 o'clock a. 
m., for that day only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
DUNNELL] will occupy the Chair as Speaker pro tempore to-night. 

And then, in pursuance of the unanimous consent (at I o’clock and 
48 minutes p. m.), the House took a recess until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. DUNNELL). 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I find on the Calendar two Senate 
bills, Nos. 814 and 1298, similar House bills to which have passed the 
House; and in order to avoid the danger of having duplicate bills passed, 
I would ask that these two bills may be , and that the Senate 
be requested to return to the House the two House bills relating to 
the same subject. 

CLARA FOWLER. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bilt (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler. 

Be it enacted, c'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tu the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara Fowler, daughter of Fran- 
cis A. Fowler, deceased, late private of Company A, Seveuth Wisconsin Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $18 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA PLATT. 


Mr. MORRILL, I also ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the other Senate bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Anna 
Platt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1298) granting å pension to Anna Platt. 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and lie is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Platt, a volunteer nurse dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. MORRILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the Senate be re- 
quested to return the two House bills of similar import. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM SMITH. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3139) to correct the military record of William Smith, of Tennessce. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William 
Smith, of Tennessee, late a private in Enor E, First Tennessee Light Artil- 
lery, and grant to the said William Smith an honorable discharge. 


Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, I want to make a brief explanation. 
This is one of the cases of my colleague [Mr. HOUK], but I know the 
gentleman named. He is a very excellent man, and I have no doubt 
from examination of the report that the case is all right. The bill 
ought to pass, It does not involve any expenditure. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. I will ask thegentleman if the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously recommend the passage of this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, and it has the Senate. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. : 


1890. 
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SILAS BEEZLEY. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Abill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley. 


Be it enacted, ctc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any mon- 
eys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5 per month in 
monthly payment to Silas Beezley. of the State of Oregon, as pension for serv- 
ices in the Black Hawk war, in Capt. Jesse B. Brown's com y of Illinois 
mounted rangers, and for disabilities suffered and incurred in said service; 
and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized to place the name of 
said Silas Beezley on the pension-roll. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 


Strike out all after the word that,” in line . toand including the word to, 
in line 5; also by inserting, after the word Oregon,“ in line 6, the words he 
paid twenty-five dollars per month; amend further by striking out the words 
Commissioner of Pensions,“ in line 9, and substituting in lieu thereof the 
words “ Secretary of the Interior.“ . 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have been away so long I have al- 
most lost the hang of things here. They are not running as they were 
when I left. 

Mr. FLOWER. We have missed you. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. ENLOE has been here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. ENLOE does not seem to be attending to his 
business, The practice heretofore has been to go into Committee of 
the Whole and consider these bills in Committee of the Whole. Has 
the House abandoned that course of procedure? 

Mr. WIKE. Pretty much. 

Mr. KILGORE. I insist on having the reports read, so that we may 
know exfctly what it is proposed to do, and the reason for it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Iwould like to have the bill read as amended, 

The Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. _ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know the rea- 
son why this pensioner should have $25 per month. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state, Mr. Speaker, just in a word. I am 
acquainted with this old gentleman and have been for a t many 
years. He is now upwards of ninety yearsof age. He is absolutely inca- 
pacitated for any labor whatever. He is living on the charity of his 
friends and neighbors in the city of Datles, Oregon. He served faith- 
fully through the Black Hawk war and received an injury at that time, 
which is testified to by physicians who have examined himand by some 
of his neighbors, and he is really about as pitiful an object as can be 
presented. ‘These are the cireumstances, in brief, connected with the 
ease. I know the old gentleman personally, and I can vouch for the 
facts which I have stated. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, my understanding is that $20 
pec month has been the usual pension awarded in such cases as that, 
unless it is an extraordinary case. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that within my own 
knowledge it is a very meritoriouscase. This gentleman is over ninety 
years old. He is under the care of his neighbors and is absolutely in- 
capacitated from all labor. He is compelled to have some person to at- 
tend him and_even to dress him. 

Mr. KILGORE. What committee does this come from? 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any gentleman present whois on that com- 
mittee? I have had a bill pending betore that committee for two months 
and have not been able to get a report from it. 

Mr. PARRETT. Iama member of that committee, and I have been 
trying to get a quorum together to make a report on the gentleman's 

ill 


ill. 
Mr. KILGORE. I think we should have the report read. I did 
not hear all of the statement of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 


MANN]. 
Mr. HERMANN. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANoO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. R. 1894) grant- 

ing a pension to Silas Beezley, have considered the same and report: ` 

he claimant wasa private in Capt. Jesse B. Browne’s company of Maj. Kenny 
Dodge’s battalion of mounted rangers, Black Hawk war, and served from July 
24,1832, to July 22, 1833. 

He petitions Congress to grant him a pension by special act, declaring that 
about two weeks before his discharge from said service, and while guarding 
the frontier against hostile Indians, he was sent by Captain Browne to take 
medicine to a member of the company who had been taken sick with cholera 
while guarding beef cattle at Helena, a town on the Wisconsin River that had 
been burned by the Indians. The trip of twelve or fifteen miles was made in 
the night, and led over logs, rocks, and gulleys. When he arrived at his desti- 
nation, afler the long aud rough ride, he found that he had been badly rupt- 
ured, and the same has caused him much pain and inconvenience ever since. 
The claimant further declares that he was born October 17, 1810,and has no 
property of any description, but is living with his brother and exclusively 
upon his charity. 

Dr. Hugh Logan, of Dalles City, Oregon, testifies that the claimant is suffer- 
ing from hernia and rheumatism, and that from the testimony before him it is 
his belief that the said disability did originate in the service aforesaid. 

Joseph Beezley, a brother of claimant, testifies that the claimant was rupt- 
ured when he came home from the said service; also, that he has not been able 
to work for many gons past, and is now in a very feeble and almost helpless 
condition, The witness states further that claimant has always been strictly 
temperate, and a peaceful, law-abiding citizen. The claimant has no property, 
and witness has for many years provided for his support, 


The claimant's good character, dependence, and physical disability are testi- 
fied to by a number of other citizens of the town where he des. 

‘There are many precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged and 
dependent survivors of the old Indian wars, and your committee report the 
bill back, recommending its passage, amended. however, as follows; 

Strike out all after the word that,” in line 3, to and including the word “to,” 
in line 5; also, by inserting after the word Oregon,” in line 6, the words “be 
paid twenty-five dollars per month; amend further by striking out the words 
Com ner of Pensions,” in line 9, and substituting in lieu thereof the words 
“Secretary of the Interior.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under the rule for Fri 
evening sessions; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that un 
9 o'clock Senate bills be taken up in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL] to wait a moment to allow me to get consideration ofa bill 
to remove a charge of desertion from the record of a soldier who served 
four years. 

Mr. MORRILL. The understanding this evening was that one gen- 
tleman on each side should have unanimous consent, and then that 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bills of individual mem- 
bers should be deferred until Senate bills had been considered. 

The SPEAKER pr» tempore. It is moved that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider bills on the 
Private Calendar, pending which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL] asks unanimous consent that Senate bills be considered for 
oue hour. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I shall object. F 

Mr. MORRILL. I give the House notice now that if this order is 
not to, there will be no unanimous consent given this evening, 
but that we will take up the Calendar and follow it strictly all the 
evening. 

Mr. GEST. I would like to know before the question is taken as to 
what course is to be pursued at the expiration of the hour, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Senate bills have occupied almost the 
whole of every evening lately. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I have nota bill on the Calendar, but I would 
like to See fair play. 

Mr. GEST. Last Friday night I staid here for two hours and a half 
and my name was not reached, although it was on the list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It will be for the House to determin 
for itself what course of action it will pursue. ~ 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iappeal to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. MORRILL] to withhold his motion for a minute. There can 
not be any objection to this bill. I have lost my turn several times 
by consenting to an order similar to that which he suggests. 

Mr. MORRILL. Every member on the floor has a bill he wants 
unanimous consent to have considered, and it will not be fair to give 
one person advantage over another. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have come here every night and 
have yielded to just such a request as this every time, 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was to; and the House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar, with Mr. GEAR in the chair. 


HARRISON WAGNER. 


The first Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 645) granting 
a pension to Harrison Wagner. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $25 a month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har- 
rison Wagner, late an assistant surgeon in general hospital in Frederick, Md. 


The report (by Mr, YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 645) 
granting a pension to Harrison Wagner, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 645) granting 
a pension to Harrison Wagner, have examined the same and respectfully re- 


port: 

“We adopt the report hereto annexed, made by this committee in the first 
session of the Fiftieth Con „ and recommend the passage of the bill after 
amending it in line 5 by striking out ‘seventy-five’ and inserting ‘twenty-five,’ 

“It bat regi that the claimant was a medical student in the year 1862, and 
during the fall of that year, after the battle of Antietam, he enlisted in the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a nurse at General Hospital No.1, Frederick, 
Md., September 27, 1962, and remained in the service until April 12, 1863, when 
he was honorably discharged. 

The papers show that when he enlisted he was a strong, healthy, and able- 
bodied man, but that during the period he was nursing the sick and wounded. 
from indigestion and constipation as the result of that service, he contracted 
internal bleeding hemorrhoids, from which he has been suffering ever since, 
so much so that in the year 1875 ho was obliged to quit his profession. 

The statements set forth in the petition of the claimant are fully sustained 
by the evidence of Dr. William H. Wagner, Dr. Luther M. Zimmerman, W. H. 
Myers, Mrs. Amelia J. Anders, Mrs. Mary Myers, Mrs. Mary Alcott, Elizabeth 
Fleming, Mra. Esther Beck, Mrs. Mary Barrack, Benjamin Smith, James Woods, 
William Wilson, William Grimes, Henry Working, Samuel Myers, Jacob Hyder, 


George Gilbert, William Nort, 5 Levi Pipinger, and 
Ts, 
ttee addressed a bo: the Romatary of ag arg 
record of the olaiman in reply lo that inquiry re Oe ees 
Join Alore. Surgeon-Cieneral of dae 
nexed, marked A. 


United States Army, EAEEREN paeas — 
Congress has established the ere sevice 

pension to army nurses, where they are not 

as suc! 


by reason of their 


proofs that the iya 
e A TA of the 7 yp hag pen upon them, 3 
eee this case is conclusive that the claimant by reason 
the service rendered by him as a nurse con the disease from which he 
is now sufferin r... ha ene rogaa eter ane DROS aon 
the rolls of the s Department as an army nurse, that he comes 
clearly within the spirit of the pension laws, and should receive recognition at 


the hands of Congress, 
that Senate bill 322 be oe aay ah in 3 
words ‘twenty-five do 


s roll,’ by in the 
— ly, with the . it 


msion 
as so amended the bill is reported fav 
do pass.” 
Exutsrr A. 
War DEPARTMENT, SURGEOX-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 8, 1888. 


Sin: [have r to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the Mth 
instant, addressed to the Secretary of War, ORES, Tot vee of tha Dated 
States Senate a record of the enlistment of Harran Wagner as nurse in General 
rare) No, I. Frederick, Md., and evidence of his treatment in hospital for in- 
ternal bleeding hemorr! in reply to inform the records of 
Wi to have served under „ 


tal. rick, 
That he was sick is evidenced by copies of 'preseri 
medicine ordered for him, but cont beara ne ns his disease is not stated. 
respectfully, your o! ent servan 
Ma pak are NO. MOORE, 
Surgeon-General, United States Army. 


Hon, CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
United States Senate. 


Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill, and ask that it do pass. 

Mr. YODER. I move to amend by inserting, after the word roll,“ 
in line 4 of the printed bill, the words ‘‘ and pay to his legally consti- 
tuted guardian a on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 

the recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES COEY. 

The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1294) to in- 
crease the pension of James Coey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of James Coey, late major of the 
One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment of New York Volunteers, and pay him 
at the rate of £60 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 


The report (by Mr. TuRNER, of New York) was read, as follows: 


= an increase of on to James Coey, s the 
have — tie the case andl annex she report of the Danet Gun 
aes on and recommend the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 352, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. ae to increase 
the pension of James , have e the same and report 

The case of the ben under the bill received fhe consideration of the 
committee at the Congress, and the statement and recommendation made 
then are repeated now, Ot anaes Saree BOOS Ne Sales pae ae rere 
Company E, One hundred an 8 8 York Volunteers; ; 
was commissioned first lieutenant Goter ak Geu February 24, 

„but not mus- 

me lien t-co! by brevet, March 
1865, “for conspicuous gallantry in the battles of the Wilderness and at 
Laurel bpd Va. ;" colonel brevet, April 9, 1865, “ for rah crac and meritorious 
services d the war and in the recent cam: terminating with thesur- 
render of ee nsurgent army under General E. Lee.“ 

He was severely wounded in the leg at Laurel Hill, Va. and at Hatcher's Run, 
Virginia; Co February 6, 1865, he was terribly wounded in the head. It was on 
account of the last wound that he was pensioned from June 7, 1865, at $25 per 
month, w was to $30 per month from A 1886, the increase 

resultin deafness of right 


month. The claimant's disability, 3 in substance co: in 
by i medical 3 is: Reon wound 8 the 


uently a small 

tear. lost in ri; 

been for the last four years, from a 
from paralysis of the entire 


eas sae o impaired at and —— É labor, 
about the extent of disability as above stated, nor that it 
—.— ment and of a charactor that will increase with Sears, nor that the com- 
——— now affecting claimantis directly resultant from his wounds 
received in service, 
Your committee deem the case so plain and meritorious that they recommend 
ee beg the bill, amended, however, by limiting the pension thereunder 
amo 
Amend by striking out in the sixth line of the bill the word “seventy,” and 
dh seventh line the word “five,” and inserting in Hew thereof the word 
iy" 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand the amount mentioned as 


the rate of pension in that bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amount is $60. The pension is raised from 


$30 to $60 per month. 
Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I know Colonel Coey very well, and I 


have known him for anumber of years. I know, as mentioned in that 
report, that so very severely was he wounded that anybody sees at 
once in his action and 8 that he has been practical 15 disqualified 
for business. 

Mr. KILGORE, What amount has he! cen receiving heretofore? 

Mr. MORROW. I believe $30 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the report it appears that he had received 
$50 a month and the increase is to $60. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS H. Hor INS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas II. Hopkins. 
er The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it onaeted, elc., That the Secretary of the | Iterlor be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Thomas II. Hopkins, late a private 
Company K, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bili (S. 759) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. H submit the following report: 

That the facts in this case are clearly and fully set forth by the Senats report 
and are hereby adopted. 

SENATE REPORT. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 759) granting 
a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins, have examined the same = report 

This claimant made application for pension several years allegin, 
ment at Pittsfield, III., June 13, 1861, and thes ineurrence m Ne the 
latter part of J ions; 18i, at Cam 1 5 becoming so 
overheated as to cause d never 2 
that he lay sick at ‘on the Butler about three months. 


service. 
— iy aie 8 of Company K. Second Ilinois Cavalry, swears 
aoe ee date of September 7, 1889: 

‘Thomas H. nae enlisted at Pittsfield, III., on or about June 13,1861, 
to — va turer ears or service 
of the United 
tered 


was 80 overcome asto 
produce. and di — — morrhage of the oun which caused his dis- 
at Cam rye III., on the 5th day August, J 8641, i By Silas Noale. colo- 

nel of said nt; said nt grew worse all t ; that on the 12th 
day of August, 1851, said Company K was 3 by 5 
upon, when a new roll was made, and hence the pame of Thomas H, Hopkins 
does not appear on thé rolls of the War ent at Washi n; said Hop- 
kins was at the time of his enlistment, and for some time prior io, asound, 
able-bodied man, as this affiant verily believes. The facts are personally 
known to this affiant.”” 

ene Athey resides at New Albany, Mo. 

Mrs. T. E. Snyder, of Kansas City. 0., swears to an acquaintance of over 
sixteen years; he has been an invalid most all of the time, not able to do man- 
mats labor on account of weakness of lungs; under eare of the doctor a great 


Your committee are of the opinion that the claimant ne riy established 
his enlistment, He has also established prior soundness, and with the evidence 
Biron an he has established —— The affidavit of 2 Athey is so 

pom and directly to the nointas toservice that we recommend the passage of 


8 5 KILGORE. I understand from the reading of the report that 
the beneficiary named in that bill can get a pension under the law re- 
cently passed by Congress. If there is any one present who can state 
whether or not that is the case I should like to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that to be so. 
The beneficiary draws no ion. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is the Chair conversant with that case? If this 
man is not entitled under the present law I shall make no objection, 
but if he is this case ought to be taken out of 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ADELAIDE E. SPURGEON. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1308) 
granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army nurse, 

abe bill was read, as follows: 

e it paces etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 

— and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions aud 
limitations of the poani aa e name of Adelaide E. 8 a volunteer 
nurse during the war of the lion in Kalorama (small-pox) Hospital, Dis- 
trict << Columbia, and elsewhere, and pay her a pension during life of $12 per 
mon 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
Poh Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 1 was referred the bill (S. 1308) 
a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, submit the following report: 
That | the report of the Senate committee shows very clearly that this is a mer- 
itorious ease, and they would therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
[Senate Report No. 68), Filty-first Congress, first session.] 
Mr. BLATR, from — Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 


(one Committee on — AES to whom was referred the bill nting a 
n; 
sion to Adelaide E, n, have examined the same and . aoa a) 
The claimant came froin New York City to Washington in May, 1861, and was 


Ry +.) , "22 


1890. 
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— — 4 rd of this city until — ae ng mgl the order of 
Her service was in the hospitals in w small-pox 


$ lost two an 
two brothers-in-law in tbe Army, and seems deserving of the hich 
passage bill with the fol- 
lowing amendments: Amend in line 9 by y striking out the word “twenty-five” 
d inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve;” also, by striking out all after 
e word month,“ in line 9. 


PETITION OF ADELAIDE E, SPURGEON. 


Lleft New York City on the Ist of May, 1861, and arrived in bag enone biasing on 
the 3d, coming from Baltimore in an 3 the rails at that time havin; 
tern up. On the 16th of May I ted for saggy A at the Eruptive Fever fetter. | 222 
known as the ‘any E haan Hospital, No. 236 First street, east, between B 
C, north, being the first and only nly volunteer nurse employed af that time. 
building was very small, and was soon filled to its utmost capacity. My 
fered soepie einan was in the doctor’s office, he remaining at his home in the 


e steward, a man detailed from one of the District regiments, was often 
about all night, and when at the hospital was invariably in such a state of in- 
toxication as to be unfit for duty of any kind. For three months my whe a 

sleep was only about three hours each night. The weather soon became in- 
tensely hot, and the poor fellows were constantly calling for water, which could 
only be procured from a pump near the house, Y The rips ipod soon became so 
crowded that we obtained another, No. 232 First street, the nea one on the 
same block, which was soon filled with cases of Syper” itch, erysipelas, 
mumps, cte. There was no hospital fund at the time, and o food was of the 
plainest and coarsest deseri eae 
The first military pass give: a woman was given to me by General Mans- 
field, with the FOE A that 1 wath to ride free over every road in the country 
as long asllived. With this pass I went to NewYork, and returned with two 
1 trunks filled with corn-starch, white sugar, arrow-root, crackers, bandages, 
and n quantity of other articles too numerous to mention here, which were 
1 by friends in New York. Also a disinfectant, prepared by Dr. 
tat the corner of Broadway and Fourteenth street, was gen- 
iinet to ed to me for the hospital the entire summer free of expense. 
During the time I remained atthe hospital I performed every duty which 
came in my way, never confinin: 5 the strict routine of a nurse. As I 
was the only woman in the wa it was impossible to adhere to it were it laid 
out for me. Inursed the sick, washed and prepared for burial the most loath- 
some cases of this terrible disease, and at one time made and baked all the 
bread eaten by fifty men for one week, being without a cook, and in fact per- 
formed with all my might, faithfally ‘and e 3 
hands found todo. I remained on duty at the h until, order of ‘Sue 
yon -General Finley, I was obliged to leave, Apri ph aarre he blood poison 
the impure surroundings. For this I was compelled to through a 
course of arsenical treatment by the late Dr, Dove, of this city, for nearly two 
years, and it has never been completely eradicated from my 
My oldest brother pared ft through the war witha Connecticut 
and then went home and died with consumption. My Toun ngest b 
teen years old, died at New Berne, N.C. The husband of my oldest half-sister 
went into the ‘Army and was supposed to have been killed, as he was never 
785 of, and the husband of one sister, twenty-one years old, was killed in 

Je. 

For the services rendered and hardships endured I most respectfully petition 
your honorable body to grant me the relief herein asked for, namely, $25 per 


month, 
ADELAIDE E. SPURGEON, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this = S A te 1889. 
[srar] O. MILLS, Notary Public. 
FEBRUARY 13, 1889, 


Neon these papers are correct copies of the originals which have been 
o me. 
J. B. POTTER, Clerk. 


I certif, 
exhibit 


ExHIBIT A. 


Robert I. Thomas, being duly Nem ae and says: Thatin agen mae 
„G. U. n the month of 1861, he was placed in chai 
United States General Hospital Hoye 8 aS located on “Capitol Hill, 27 
afterwards removed to Kalorama Heights, Washin n, D. C., and while so 
employed Adelaide E. Thompson (now 7 4 Spurgeon) was directed toreport i9 
this affiant as a nurse in aforesaid hospital, which she did, and was engaged to 
take charge of a ward therein, and continued as such for some time, but how 
toni I am unable to state, 
iss Thompson, if I remember right, was one of the first (if not the first) fe- 
male nurses employed in hospital service in Washington City at the time of the 
war of the rebelli 
This afiant further deposes that Miss A. E. Thompson made an efficient nurse, 
calmly, fearlessly, and patriotically, in the midst of pestilential fevers, devoting 
herself to the care of the sick and wounded. 
ROBERT I. THOMAS. M. D., 
Late Act. Asst. Surgeon, U. &. 25 in 3 of U. S. Hospital, 
Kal Heights, Washington, D. C. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 1am d diy of ber, A. D. 1888, 
H. D. McLEAN, Notary Public, 


Exumur B. 
District OP COLUMBIA, ss: 

On this 3d of October, in the yearof our Lord 1888, before ae the subscriber, 
a notary mblic in and for the District, personally appeared Richard H. Moore, 
No. 1427 Ninth street, southwest, Washington, D. C., and made oath in due form 
of law, deposes and says that in themonth of May,’ 1861, I was an inmate of the 
United States General Hospital for eruptive diseases, located on First street, 
East Washington, D. C., and subsequently removed to Kalorama Heights, and 
while there Adelaide E. Thompson (now Spurgeon) reported to Dr. Robert 
I. Thomas, the An oe in charge, for duty as a nurse, and was accepted and en- 
tered on dut Aaa ieee ans the duty of a nurse actively, zealously, all the time 
I remained in said hospital; and when I left, which was before the removal to 
Kalorama Heights, she was still on duty at the hospital, She wasthe first female 
nurse in the hospital. 

Tam in no way related to her, and have no interest in her or in her affairs. 

When I say I was an inmate of said hospital, I mean to say I wasan employé, 
being at the time an enlisted man and detailed for duty in žaid hospital. 


R. H. MOORE. 
Subscribed and sworn to before nie. 
[sear] SAMUEL C. MILLS, Notary Pibtte. 


Exurarr C. 
On this 12th December, A. D. 1888. before the subseriber, a notary 
e ily came William Ù. Cooper, 
Ew oR oath sagen known, who, being me iret daly sworn according to- 


en located 
on Capitol Hill.“ This re tothe ele one called the general pennies tow 
ag eye ante in the same year, namely, in 1861, removed to 


Iam acquainted jt Mrs. Adi 
street, northeast. She is the same person 
said hospital, and ‘one was employed at ed at said perie a in 
single woman and bearing the name of mpson. The 
to have seen her, she was standing by the bed-side of a patient, 8 
Ie him. The patient, I was at the time RAN wasd 


ide E. S n, who now resides at 42 H 

8 s for the use of 
year 1861—then a 
*. remember 


8 waitin 

x. I frequently saw Mrs. Spurgeon (then Thompson) at the 
Porte to tie of my recollection, but I am itive and — that she 
frequently made purchases forthe hospital of Mr, Ski ane COREE, 


410 Nout i street, hee RAY 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of December, . D. 1888. 
SAMU: C. MILLS, Notary Public. 


Exuzerr D. 
Wasutserton, D. C., January il, 1889. 


This is to certify opener ANAD Spurgeon has been treated by me sev- 
eral times durin; an three years for skin disease, which she is due 
to poisonin her contracted while acting as nurse in the small-pox hos- 
pital during the on war. 

F. SHADD, M. D., 


Freedman’ s Hospital. 


Exursir E. 


This is to certify that I have known Mrs. Adelaide E. 8 purgeon, formerly 
Thompson, for sixteen — that she has suffered with an Scrat on caused by 
blood poison, which to the best of my knowledge and belief was contracted in 


the small-pox hospital. 
Mrs. VICTORINE H. HOUGH, 
737 Eleventh street, N. W., Washington, b.c. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 2tst day of 9 A. D. 1889. 

[sear] SAML. C. MILLS, Notary Public. 

Mr. KILGORE, Iwantto suggest an amendment, tostrike out the 
words “during her life” and make it d her widowhood.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that, 
because that would be a new departure. This is for personal service, 
This woman is not pensioned because she is a widow, but is pensioned 
because of her personal service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is she allowed that whether married or not? 

Mr. MORRILL. Ithas been the universal rule, and it would be un- 
just to make an exception in this case. . 

Mr. KILGORE. You say that it has been the rule? 

Mr. MORRILL. The universal rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I do not want to make an exception. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LENA NEUNINGER. 

The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2438) placing 
the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, éte., That bandied Me ofthe nor be, and he is hereby, reanga, 
ized to place upon the penslon-rolls the name of Neuninger, widow 

John Neuni late second lieutenant Company I, One hundred rn 
ninety-sixth h Regimens Ohio Volunteer Infantry, subject to the limitations and 
restrictions of the pension laws, 


Mr. KILGORE. I insist on a full reading of the report, and if the 
report is not read in full I shall insist upon some explanation of the 
bill. 

The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, gh whom was referred the bill (8. 2488) 
pleciog the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension - roll, submit the following 
re 
Rin i facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 9 (8. l 
a pensſon to Lena Neuninger, widow of John Dee 

Regiment ohio Volun- 


lieutenant Company I, Ono hundred and nin 
teers, have examined the same and report: 

i“ aanak geet ny yorum bree + rth parinn ten mms ewe inthe 
last Congress, when it was considered a: Pea pea upon, and the — * 
is hereby approved, attached to, aes Sa a pa and upon the 
stated therein we again recommend the passage 1 the bi 

[Senate Report No. 1087, Fiftieth Congress, first 1 

The Committee on Pensions, fo whom was referred Senate bill _ granting 

a on to Lena Neuninger, have examined the same and repo: 
the claimant is the wi widow of John Neuninger, late 1 lieutenant 

in Company I, One hundred and ninety-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, in oe war of 1861. 

The claim f for pension of the soldier and the widow have both been succes- 
sively harap on the ground thatthe injury and death of husband . — not 
traceable to the service. But the evidence of two of his com 


officer in ae same st, 1665, 0 is, that at the camp on Federal Hill, near 2 Balti 


more, Md., — weed 65, on a very hot day: w le on dress parade, they saw 
him fall by sun-stro he was carried by two men to his quarters; that 
he was then treated ke; 4 — surgeon for sun-stroke, and that he recovered suffi- 


ciently to return to duty, though AAEE soo as of its effects, He served until 
His mela 11, 1865, when he was d 

is neighbors and acquaintances Cuse that after his S 1 upon his re- 

e had the appearance of eee a | d not work at 

Mr tea Wot ate Sane Bad te abeine E ie eee in the court- 
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house on account of his ill-health, complained of pains in the head, dizziness, 
and loss of sleep. Had the ‘symptoms of one suffering from sun-stroke.” 

He never recovered his health; died June 21, 1878, as the physician in attend- 
ance testifes, of pneumania complicated with brain trouble. 

We think sun-stroke is a brain or head trouble, and that from the time of his 
attack while in the there is proof of symptoms of such trouble continu- 
ously to the time of his death. 

‘The widow is over fift of age, very poor, and we think her claim meri- 
torious, and recommend d the passage of the bill. 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire how much that bill carries, 
There is no statement made in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular rate, according the limitations of 
the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CARRIE M. MILLER. 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was tbe bill (S. 2425) granting 
a pension to Carrie M. Miller, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the sion laws, the name of Carrie M. Miller, widow of Chauncy Miller, late 
of the Nineteenth Illinois Infantry and Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry. - 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalld Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2423) 
granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller, submit the following report: 

That a careful examination of the report of the Senate committee satisfies 
your e Faaa tia is a meritorious case, and they therefore recommend 
the of the bill. 

The Senate report hereto attached is made a part hereof. 

[Senate Report No. 734, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2423) granting 


a pension to Carrie M. Miller, have examined the same and report: 


port: 
is is a bill to pension Carrie M. Miller, widow of Chauncy Miller, late adju- 
tant of the Fourteenth Illinois Cavalry and Nineteenth Illinois Infantry, 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the disease 
of which he died was not due to his prison life and service, as alleged. His 
military record, as given in the report of the Adjutant-General, shows that he 
was mustered into service to date January 17, 1851, and that he was captured in 
December, 1863, and remained a 8 until the close of the war. 

It de ays by the evidence that he spent his long confinement in the Ander- 
Je, Charleston, and Libby ns. 

Byt. Maj. Gen, R. W. John testi that he was acquainted with Major Miller 
from about January 1, 1865, to the time of his death, February 28, 1888, 

“That he was on my staff early in 1865, and served until he was mustered out; 
that when he joined me he was not well--seemed to be troubled with malaria, 
or some disease that reduced his strength and vital powers; that he was inthis 
condition when mustered out; that he never fully recovered, as I have seen 
him frequently in late years. In my opinion, his death was the result of loss 
of health while in the service,” 

This is the positive statement of his commander, who knew him from the 
time he came out of prison until he died, 
ilhache, of the Nineteenth Illinois Regiment, and also of 
the Fourteenth, testifies to his acquaintance with Miller, to his soundness in 
July, 1881, and to his energy and activity; that he was well while in the Nine- 
teenth Regiment, 23 an occasional ague, contracted near Cairo, III.; to his 
being captured soon after joining the Fourteenth Regiment in December, 1863, 
and that he remained in rebel prisons until near the close of the war; that he 
saw him during his captivity, being a prisoner himself; that he was emaciated, 
sick, lame, reduced with diarrhea from being constantly fed on corn-meal diet; 
that he saw him in Louisville in 1873; that he was sallow and quite as thin as 
in 1365, and that his lameness was more perceptible; that the diarrhea contin- 
ned and there was still a tendency to chills, which accounted for his sallow com- 
plexion and great emaciation, and this witness adds—and he is giving the tes- 
timony of a physician— 

“g ed his condition at that time the result of his prison life and advised 
32 then and subsequently to apply for a pension, but he invariably refused to 

o s0.” 

There is a mass of testimony of this character which, in the opinion of the 
committee, was sufficient to prove his claim and justify its allowance without 
an appeal to Congress. 7 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


LOUISA M. SHOLL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1673) 
granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl. ` 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa M, Sholl, widow of John 
Sholl, late private Company I, Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1673) 
granting a pyr to Louisa M. Sholl, submit the following report: 

‘The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which we beg leave to adopt as our own,and likewise recommend 
the passage of the bill, 

SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1073) granting 
a pension to Louisa M. Sholl, widow of John Sholl,late private Company I, 
Seventeenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, have examined the same and report: 

That the husband of the claimant was a pensioner of the United States on ac- 
count of disability incurred by him in the military service during the war of the 
rebellion up to June 30, 1887,at whicb time he died. The claimant, his widow, 
filed an application for pension as such, but the same has been rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the immediate cause of bis death was not 
5 the disease which he incurred in the serviee and for which he was 

nstoned, 
Pie have examined the evidence, and especially that of Drs. Mason and Brown, 
who were his attending physi and we think it quite clear from their state- 


cians, 
ments that the inflammation of the neck of the bladder, causing strangury, the 


direct cause of his death, was occasioned by the chronic rheumatism from which 
he suffered, and was increased and aggravated by the J pays rheumatic dia- 
thesis pervading his whole system up to and at the e of his death. The 
claimant remains unma. as married to the soldier in 1836; is now quite 
old, weakly, and in indigent circumstances. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. F 


ELLEN W. THORNTON. 


The next Senate bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 3158) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late 
Capt. James S. Thornton, United States Navy. 

e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen W, Thornton, widow of the 
late Capt. James S. Thornton, of the United States Navy, at the rate of $50 per 
month, said pension to be in lieu of that which she now receives, 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3158) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late 

1 5 James S. Thornton, United States Navy, submit the following report: 

he facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. Thornton, widow of the late James S. Thorn- 
ton, United States Navy, have examined the same and report: 

“ Bills of equivalent import to the one under consideration have twice passed 
the Senate and have failed in the House for the reason that they have not been 
reached on the Calendar. The bill covers a case in some features exceptional, 
and which commend it to renewed approval. The claimant is the widow of 
the late Capt. James S. Thornton, who entered the Navy as a midshipman in 
1841. His services during the war of the rebellion are summarized by the gal- 
lant Rear-Admiral Temple, who knew his qualities, and who states in a com- 
munication to the committee: 

Capt. James S. Thornton died in May, 1875, after thirty-four years’ service, 
nineteen of which were passed nt sea. He was an officer of distinguished ability 
and was the executive officer of the Hartford, under Farragut, at the capture of 
New Orleans and on the passaje up to Vicksburg, and again the executive 
officer of the Kearsarge, under Winslow, when they sank the AJabama, for which 
last he was advanced several numbers in his g e.“ 

“ He isentitled to honorable mention, also, for his services in Mobile Bay in 
1863, while in command of the Winona; and the merchants of Boston and the 
Chamber of Commerce of Philadelphia presented him swords of honor for his 
gallantry in the action between the Kearsarge and the Alabama. 

“The official certificate of the cause of Captain Thornton’s fatal illness states: 

Origin in line of duty from long and faithful service since 1841, and particu- 
larly from exposure to the unhealthy climate of Rio Janeiro, Brazil, for two 
hundred and nineteen days, and from an injury received by the rolling of the 
ship, January 14, 1878.“ 

“The death of Captain Thornton occurred May 14, 1875, and the claimant, his 
widow, has since been in receipt of a pension of $30 a month. She is a lineal 
descendant of Matthew Thornton, one of the signers of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence; has long been a confirmed invalid, and is compelled from considera- 
tions of health and economy to live in the Azores, 

Before leaving this country she was confined to the house, and now, under 
medical direction, seeks 5 of life in a more genial climate and such 
scant comfort as ber small pension affords, It is to enable her to obtain the 
common necessaries of life in the distant and isolated islands to which her mal- 
adies banish her that an increase to $30 per month is provided for in the bill. 
The committee, in hearty concurrence with its former action in the case, report 
favorably, and recommend the bill for passage.“ 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


SUSAN C. WHITE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2972) 
granting a pension to Susan C. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan C. White, widow of George 
W. White, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, and who also served in Company D, Eleventh Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 2972 
granting a pension to Susan C. White, submit the following report, adopting 
the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

*“Claimantin this case is the widow of Geo! W. White, who served in Com- 

ny D, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, from April 23, 1861, to July 

1, 1861, and in Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, from August 16, 1862, to May 25, 1865, He was captured at Gettys- 
borgh; Pa., July 1, 1863, and held as a prisoner of war to May 25, 1865. 

“The claim was rejected January 10, 1889, on the ground of no record and ina- 
biy of claimant to furnish competent evidence to connect alleged causes of 
disability with the service, all sources of information apparently having been 
exhausted byspecialexamination. Thisaction was taken bythe te I reviewer 
and rereviewer at the Bureau of Pensions, notwithstanding the fact that the 
special examiner, who investigated the claim in the field, and a reviewer who 
had examined it a year prior thereto, had approved it for admission. 

“Claim was filed by soldier September 22, 1834, when he alleged that whilea 
prisoner of war at Andersonville, Ga., February, 1864, he contracted congestion 
of the lungs from exposure whilein prison. In declaration filed November 19, 
1886, soldier states that, owing to an error on the part of the person who prepared 
his original declaration, he was made to say that his disability was the result of 
congestion of the lungs; that he wishes now to correet said error, and states that 
the diseases for whih he claims pension are chronic gastritis, and atrophied 
condition of the muscles of his legs, caused by defective nutrition from disease 
of stomach; that said disease was contracted while a prisoner of war at Ander- 
sonville, Ga. 

“In affidavit filed July 12, 1887, J. C. Johnson, captain of soldier's company, 
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testifies that the said soldier was free from disease of stomach and legs at the 
time he was taken a mer of war. 

“In affidavit filed July 12, 1887, W. A. Repine testifies that soldier suffered 
from disease of stomach and legs from 1869 to the time of his death. 

Dr. Jason T. Waid, in affidavit filed November 19, 1886, testifies that soldier 
was then suffering from chronic gastritis and atrophy of the muscles of the 


legs. 

In affidavit filed May 24, 1887, Dr. O. C. Stewart testified that he treated 
soldier at intervals from 1878 to 1881, for disease of the stomach. 

“A petition signed by C. J. Wilkes, H. S. Ness, D. W. E. Zierden, M. Mad- 
duck, M. D. Andrews, W. G. Quigley, E. Deiches, E. L. Phillips, M. M. Morrison 
II. L. Duncan. J. V. O'Connor, James ligan, R. H. Yost, and other citizens of 
Elk County, Pennsylvania, asks that soldier's widow be speedily granted a pen- 
sion commensurate with her late husband's valuable services in the cause of 
the Union, as she hasthe care of nine minor children of said soldier.” 


‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS, ELIZABETH STEWART, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3450) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the 8 the name of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Stewart, mother of Charles Stewart, late a private in 8 G, Twelſth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.3450) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Stewart, adopt the report of the Senate com- 
mittee on the same bill, That report is as follows: 

The application of Elizabeth Stewart for pension as dependent mother of 
Charles Stewart, private of Company G, Twelfth Pennsylvania Volunteers, was 
rejected on the ground that the soldier left a widow, and that therefore the 
mother had no title toa pension. 

“The record in the case contains no competent evidence that thesoldier was 
ever married. The mother swears distinctly that the son left neither widow 
nor child. She was dependent on him for support before and during the war, 
and from his disc to his death. After his death the arrears of pension due 
were paid to his mother, the claimant. The woman whom one witness alluded 
to as arn been the soldier’s wife was, according to the same witness, re- 
married or living in marital relations with another man, and the record does 
not show that the soldier's reputed wife ever laid claim to pension as soldier's 
wine. 5 75 mother is very old and destitute, and living by aid of a daughter 
and on charity. 

“Following the ä heretofore acted on, the committee report favor- 
ably on the bill and recommend its passage.“ 7 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. < 


RUTH W. KEENE HODGMAN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2240) 
granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman. 
The bill was read, as follows: > 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ag ae" to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth W. Keene Hodgman, late 
volunteer army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2240) 
granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman, submit the following favora- 
ble report and recommend the passage of the bil]. The Senate report upon 
this bill is hereto annexed. 


Senate Report No. 679, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pénsions, to whom was referred the bill ting a pen- 
sion to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman, haye examined the same and report thatthe 
facts in this case are set forth fully in the accompanying affidavits, which are 
made a part of this report. Your committee recommend the passage of this 
bill with the following amendments: Amend, in line 7, by striking out the word 
“twenty-five " and inserting in lieu thereof the word twelve; ” amend further 
by striking outall after the word “month,” in line 7. 


No, 208 A STREET, NORTHEAST, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1889. 
The COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
United Slates Senate: 

I, Ruth W. (Keene) Hodgman, came here from Saco, Me., by order of Miss 
Dorothy Dix, July, 1862, just after the second battle of Bull Run, and was sent 
to Armory Square Hospital, Dr. D. W. Bliss, surgeon in charge. 

On arriving there I found about forty men lying on the floor of the ward, just 
brought in from camp, sick of every disease incident to camp-life, Amon 
them was one in a state of delirium madness, caused by the bursting of a she 
on the battle-field. While waiting on him he caught my finger in his mouth 
and bit it so severely that I still bear the of the wound. 

The worst cases of wounds and disease were brought direct from all the boats 
to our hospital, that being the one most convenient; and for one year up to 
July, 1864, ides nursing the wounded, I was exposed to malignant diseases 
such as small-pox, — . — ia, and fevers of all kinds. 

In the spring of 1863, soon r the battle of Chancellorsville, my constitution 
was so wrecked from arduous duties and exposure to contagion w. rendered 
my blood so poisoned that I had to undergo a surgical operation, and still suffer 
from the effects of that illness. 

I did not want to leave the service, and in July I was sent to the Columbia 
College Hospital, where my duties were lighter, I remained there until the 
15th of September, when I was compelled to leave with great reluctance, my 
health being so greatly impaired [could not remain longer. While in the serv- 
ice I received the compensation of $12 month, every cent of which was ex- 
pended for my patients to procure del es, which otherwise could not 
ret, wrr could po bear to see them sufer for the want of them while I hada 

nu m ot. $ 
~~ now ox. in the remembrance of my service,a pension of $25 per month. 
I was past middle age when I entered the service, so you may know that I shall 
not be many years a pensioner. 


Hoping that my petition may receive a favorable consideration, Iam, very 
Y, 


RUTH W. (KEENE) HODGMAN. 
Sworn to and subacribed before me this seventeenth day of December, 1889, 
[sEaL.] 25 APPLETON P. CLAKK, 
Notary Public. 
JANUARY 21, 1890. 


A true copy of evid in claimant’ ion, which has this da 
etinins rt 5 ence in el s possession, w been y 
J. B. POTTER, Clerk. 


Exutsir A. 


OFFICE op WOMEN NURSES, 
Washington, D. C., September 15, 1363. 
To whom it may concern: 


This paper certifies that Mrs. Keene has been employed in the general hos- 
pitals, Washington City, for many months, and that during that period she has 
given entire satisfaction in the Government service. Mrs, Keene retires from 
these duties at her own request by reason of seriously impaired health; she 
bears with her the good wishes of all who have known her, and has the respect 
of all officially connected with her in the service. She is an upright, efficient, 
and careful nurse. 

. D. L. DIX, 
Superintendent of Women Nurses, Hospitals United States Army. 


Exner B. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 12, 1889. 

I hereby certify that I was in Arm: uare Hospital from September, 1862, 
to March, 1863, and knew Mrs. Ruth W. ne (now Mrs. Hodgman) during 
that time, and knew her to bea most efficient and faithful nurse, caring for our 
sick and wounded soldiers night and day, often at great risk to her own health, 
never forsaking her post in any emergency, and is a very worthy woman. 

SUSAN A. E N, M. D. 

Signed and acknowledged before me this 17th day of December, A. D. 1889, 

[SEAL] JOSEPH FORREST, 

Notary Public. 


GOL MASSACHUSETTS 2 
Washington, D. C., November 13, . 
concern: 
This is to certify that Mrs. A. W. Hodgman, née Ruth W. Keene, was a lady nurse 
in the Armory Square United States Hospital. fora year, most of the time under 
my direct supervision. I take Lote pleasure in attesting the close observation 
and minute attention to her duties. No one could possibly have performed 
them with more exactitude and ion, both to surgeon and patients. 

I know she suffered from blood poisoning, which,in my opinion, was the re- 
sult of the loss of sleep, the exhalations from formidable wo and the efflu- 
via generated from the dejections of diseased, sick, and woun: She always 
. instantly when called upon in any emergency, by day or by night, 
and in all my 1 extending through service from April 19, 1861, to No- 
vember 11, 1865, during the period of the war, she was the best and most reliable 
lady nurse of those whom I had the pleasure to observe. 

For imstance, in hemorrhage from wounds or amputated limbs, or upon the 
arrival of wounded after heavy battles, day or night, when admitting wounded 
soldiers, she was always there. While we all had to work like Trojans, none 
were more active than she, and, best of all, she was so quiet, unobtrusive, mod- 
est, kind, and gentle, with kind and encouraging wo: for the suffering sav- 
iors of the nation, that I do not hesitate to say that she should have the largest 
pension which can be applied to her future comfort and welfare, She was 
positively broken down physically when she left the Armory Square Hospital, 
worked out, and invalidated, as a letter subsequently written by Miss Dorothy 
Dix further proves. 


Exuisir C. 
To whomit may 


test, 
Very respectfully. Bon N 


CHARLES H. A 
Formerly Surgeon Armory Square U.S. General Hospital, Washington, b. a 


Sworn to before me this day, the lith of November, 1889. 
[5EAL.] EDWARD A. FADES SR., 


ExHHnrr D. 3 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 20, 1889. 

I, Harriet A. B. Corts, residing in Washington, D. C., certify that during the 

ears of 1862 and 1863 I was an army nurse in Armory Square Hospital, Wash- 

ton, D. C., ward D, where I was personally cognizant of the faithful, arduous 
service of Ruth W. Keene (now Mrs. Hodgman), a nurse of ward H, in said hos- 

ital, and know that she incurred permanent disability by her service, as alleged. 

believe her worthy of the highest rate of pension allowable, 

HARRIET A. B. CORTS, 

Secretary Ex-Army Nurses’ Association, 


ExnMIr E. 
DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, Cily of Washington, ss: 


I, Ellen W. Dowling, née White, am now a resident of Melrose, Mass. I 
have well and personally known Ruth W. Hodgman, formerly Keene, for the 
past twenty-five years. I first met her in Armory Square Hospital, Washing- 
ton, D. C. She came as a volunteer army nurse in July, 1862, and remained on 
duty until July, 1863, in ward H. Iwas on duty in ward A during all the period 
of her service and know of her, that she wasa most faithful, untiring, zealous 
worker; so much so that she became very sick from her arduous work in care 
of the sick and wounded, and was dangerously so for many weary weeks; and 
itis, to me, as to many others, a well known fact. 

She has never recovered from the effects of said illness, caused, as then claimed 
by her physicians, by the poisonous atmosphere of the ward in which she had 
worked, from the odors of wounds and malignant fevers, of cases she bad had 


under her care. 
ELLEN WHITE DOWLING, 
Late Army Nurse. 


Wasn gro, D. C., March 19, 1887. 
DISTRICT or COLUMBIA: 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 19th day of March, 1857. 
[SEAL] DAVID eg king hcg 
Notary 


For further information see her own statement, to which I can positively at- 
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Exutsrr F. 
Wasuinoeron, D. C., December II, 1889. 


I, Allen W. Hodgman, certify that I was employed in Armory Sqnare United 
Phar General Hi tal in the dapan of general ward-master, and was well 
acquainted with R. W. Keene, who was employed as nurse from the 


July, 1862, or thereabouts, to July, 1863, The nature of my duties afforded 
meample opportunity to observe the arduous and ofttimes dangerous duties 
she as eff as others were required to perform. Often after recent battles, on 
reception ef patients, she was required to be on duty during the Bote part 
2 1 continually in an atmosphere that was anyth! but con- 
ucive ealt 
At one time during her service there she was prostrated by a severe illness 
due to overexertion and blood-poisoning. I could cite séyeral cases where, in 
her desire to contribute to the last wishof her patient, she sacrificed herstrength 
to the extent that she was obliged to go under medical treatment. 
ALLEN W. HODGMAN, 
Late First Lieutenant Company K, Third ene York Cavalry. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th 5 of Decem 1880. 
Lt.] PLETON . "CLARK, 
Notary Public. 


Exursit G. 


I tet wey aa while I was under treatment fora noone bogey Pa 
Square United States General Hospital, at Washingt®n, D. 

ber J to October 16, 1862, Ruth W. Keene, now Mrs. A. W. W. Hode: 

—— 7 Ne. No. — A street, northeast, Washington, D. C., was employed asa 

uaa hs said ee of said hospital, and that, to the best of my knowledge and 

faithful and ficit service in that capacity during said 


pad — th t o; health, 
arara ke an she then appeared to enjoy age 


Formerly Privateof Co. D, 2ist N. Y. Vols., „otherwise Lab lst Buffalo Reg't, 
a Cierk in War Department, 
92 day a November, A. D., 1889, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me the 18th da 
HOLLAND, Notary Public. 


[stat.] 
Exuterr II. 
Wasmxdrox, D, C., December 23, 1889. 

I 11 that I knew Mrs, Ruth Sonn (née Mrs. — Keene) in the fallof 
1862, at Armory Square Hospital, Washington, D. C., in ward H. I was a vyol- 
unteer in bort gt i, Bio 2 —.— portions of the time of 1862, 1863, and 1884. 

the surgeon in charge, I often heard her referred 
untiring worker, sacrificing her comfort, money, 
When the 


battle at the “front r1 aho never iot bae port | 1076 
buted and for; including 
— 


and Field Nurse. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of January, 1890. 
[sear] a5 á EMMA M. GILLETT, 
Notary Public. 


ELVIRA BLISS SHELDON, 
Hospital 


Exuzerr I. 
Wasurxcarox, D. C., November 14, 1889. 


ith Keene (now Mrs. — — was awn 1863) a 
nsidered an excell d efficient — * 
D. C., and that she was co ent and e nurse y 
surgeons and pcre og became disabled by severe illness, and was com- 
R CAROLINE A. BURGHARDT, M. 


Nurse of Ward 6, Columbian College Hospital, W athe — D.C. 


Exams J. 
This it to certify that I knew Mrs. Rufus W. Keene (now Mrs, Hodgman) as 
an efficient and faithful nurse in Columbian College Hospital, Washington, 
She served in said ae during the months 155 7; 9 are Augas, 1863, 808 
liged t re the service on account of impa enl! 
8 rae MARTHA.. A. WOOD (now Mrs. FERGUSON), 
Nurse Sara Columbian College Hospital, Washington, D. C. 
Wasnixdrox, D. C., 1889, 
Exurerr K. 

Wasnmixerox, D. C., January II, 1890, 
certify that I knew Mrs. Ruth Hodgman (née Mrs, Ruth Keene) in 
the fall of 1862, at Armory Square United States Hospital, Washington, D. C., 
in ward H. She was quoted as one of the most untirin workers in all the ar- 
duous duties to her. I wasalso s volunteer in the same hospital in 
A , 1862, and have iei her ever since. I reside at 1225 New York ave- 


nue, northwest, in this city. sate re cies 
his 14th day of Ji 5 1890. 
F 2 an pat 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
SARAH J. ALEXANDER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3366) 


granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Alexander, an army nurse 
in the late war, and pay her at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


3 —— on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3366) 
aa. panon to Sarah J. Alexander, report favorably thereon and rec- 
ommend the Sdoption of the Senate * ch is as follows: 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was 9 the bill „ pen - 
sion to Sarah J. Alexander, have examined the same and 
“The claimant, Mrs. Sarah J. Alexander, now residing at No. No. 1525 Columbia 
street, Washivuton, D. C., served as a nurse during the late war, nearly three 
years, in and Emory Hospitals, in this city. 

Pie rendered faithful and efficient service, the “value of which is fully at- 

ed by statements of Miss Dorothy L. Dix and of the surgeons under whom 

— served. She is now well advanced in years, in feeble health, and without 
means of support. 

“Your committee are of rg that this isa very meritorious case, and rec- 
ommend the passage of the 


The bill was Jaid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SALLIE E. RICKARDS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1608) 
granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 

and authorized to place upon the penslon- rolls, sub) ect to the restrictions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sallie E. Rickards, widow of Joseph 
. Rickards, late captain Company D, Twelfth Missouri Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LAws) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1608) 
granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards, submit the — report 

* — t is the widow of Joseph ickards, who served as second lieuten- 
ant, Com ri mys D, Twelfth ment 1 arer: Volunteer Cavalry, from Septem- 
ber — a 128 1 to October 23, 1 7 as first Wee same organization, from 


1863, to February 25, 1864, a, same organization, from 
cea erty to March 15, 1865, when disn eee ition was accepted on sur- 
geon's certificateof sa lity, ‘showing that suffering from chronic 


rheumatism since 1859, 
Claim was rejected May 12, 1888, on the ground that insa: and exhaustion, 
the causes of the soldier's death, 5 ted as due to the service. 
In affidavit filed . — 1887, George Stick, second lieutenant of the soldier's 
tess tain Rickards contracted rheumatism and disease of 


In affidavit fled. October 5, 1888, Dr. J. L. Hallam, of Centralia, IN., testifies 
that he treated soldier for acute mania at frequent intervals for two months fol- 
lowing March 15, 1875, and that soldier was sent to the insane asylum in May, 


In affidavit filed April 13, 1837, Dr. Stephen Ritchey, of Liberty, Mo., tes- 
oa that he treated soldier for rheumatism and inactive kidneys from 1871 to 


In affidavit filed —.— br moe 1887, Amelia M. and James M. Jones testify to con- 
tinuance of rheumatism and disease of kidneys singe 1573. 

In affidavit filed J une 17, 1887, et . 75 8 of Liberty, Mo., testifies to the 
continuance ofrheumatism from 1865 to 1808. 

In affidavit filed June 28, 1887, A. T. Barnes, M. D., superintendent of hos; sA 
tal for the insane in Southern Ilinois, testifies that soldier was admitted to t 
hospital over which he had charge, about May 7, 1875, suffering from conte: 
melancholia; that he showed signs of extreme exhaustion when admitted, 
and continued in the same state of health until the day of his death; that afi- 
ant learned that soldier wasa sufferer from rheu! . If such was the 
sn he — 5 to the opinion that rheumatism may have been the cause of 

nsan 

In affidavits filed September 27, 1388, pene pki H. Rickards, Jacob T. ees =r 
and Monroe testify to continuance of rheumatism and disease of kid- 
neys from the date of the —— 9 45 home . the service to the time of 
his death, F.M. pa J. — — ton hon —.— Nebraska, brothers of the 
Jate soldier, was e free from rheumatism or 
ur other disease at tthe time o — into the service of the United 


tes. 

While the records of the War De ent show that soldier was subject to 
rheumatism prior to his enlistment into the service in —.— the fact still remains 
that he was a faithful officer for one and a half years, during the most exacting 
period of the late rebellion. The econ gery © omitting the — s certificate 
of disability, es that he was sound at the date of enlistment, and did con- 
tract rheumatism and disease of kidneys in the line of duty, and that the 
said disabilities continued in an — form, causing ex! austion and in- 
sanity which terminated in his d 

The claim seems meritorious, and your committee therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. A. J. HORTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 353) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Sede of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su 5% the pr ns and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of £ Mrs, Horton, a volunteer 
nurse during the late war, and pay her a pension at the —— of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 


Fine | Committee on Invalid Pension, to whom was referred the bil (S. 353) 
erencng 6 A series bok to 2 — A. J. Horton, submit the following rej 
m en Government service as a nurse on July 4, 1864, in 
the hospital at reales, ine in the State of New York. The hospital was one set 
apart for eontagious diseases and for Bengal suffering from gangrene. It was 
in charge of Dr. Dudley and Dr. Merrill. Mrs, Horton remained at the hos- 
3 performing the duties of nurse, to nich she was appointed by Miss Dix, 
‘or eleven months, when she was ordered to the Clinton-street hospital, in the 
ne remained until the following eee when she was or- 
dered to the Confederate hospital at Elmirs. Here Mrs. Horton remained, at- 
tending upon the patients in the hospitals suffering from — typhoid 
mron poeno and erysipelas and small-pox, until she herself contracted 
aioe eria, and was obliged, in January, 1556, to leave the hospital and herself 
ba mit to treatment. 
Mrs. Horton submits an affidavit from Dr. Hart, the only 8 in 
8 a — * 27 during her term of service, in whi e states tha 
he was from in attendance at said hospital ana was well acquainted 
— Mrs. Horton. 
Dr. Hart testifies that— 
“She was a good and faithful nurse in ssid apia and was also e! 
such during a portion ofthe time in the Elmira ital. Abe aee 
she was in attendance as nurse at both intel aes sis well ee by me, as 
well as the fact that she was very faithfal 


* 


In a letter from Geneva, dated September, 1864, signed N. B. Lay, the writer 


“I wish the fellows in Clinton street were as well off as your boys. Things 
are not so well managed up there. I wish you and Dr. Lee could be there long 
enough to set matters right. Perhaps they will be better when they get a new 
matron.” 

In a letter from Jef. W. Davis, under date of December 4, 1 written from 
the Campbell Hospital in Washington, the writer speaks of the efficient services 
of Mrs. Horton in Elmira, and writes to relieve her anxiety as to the way in 
which the convalescent had endured the journey. 

Other letters filed by Mrs, Horton with her case show continuous and faithful 
discharge of duties, a number of them from soldiers who had been under her 
care, 5 4 18 bear out ee. — 5 Dr. Hart e — f ata; 

Mrs. Horton is now sixty-four years of age, poor and dependen gave 
two sons to the army during the war, and owing to the fact thatshe paid her 
own board for the first five months she was in the employ of the Government, 
and drew orly a soldier's rations and the pay of a soldier during the remainder 
of the od, your committee fee} that she is entitled to a on, and report 
the bill favprably. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. BAKER. 


The next Senato bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2720) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ett., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker, widow 
of Jacob S, Baker, private in Company I, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
in the war of Mexico. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANno) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 

A ion to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker, have considered the same an 
‘ollows: 

Said bill is accompanied by Senate oe ae No. 737. Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and return the bill with a favorable recommendation. 
[Senate Report No, 737, first session Fifty-first Congress.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 2720) granting 
a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth A. Baker, have examined the same and report: 

M Seer mss in this case is the widow of Jacob S. Baker, late a soldier in the 
exican war. 

Claim was rejected February 9,1888, on the ground of insufficient period of 
service—eleven days—soldier hot haying participated in any engagement dur- 
ing the Mexican war. 

idier was dischar, on surgeon's certificate of disability by reason of in- 
jaries of zis leg, ankle, and back, incurred in the line of duty while carrying 
the flag of his company on parade at Old Fort Clark, Indiana, June 18, 1847. 

Widow is now seventy-three years of age, in indigent circumstances, and de- 
pendent upon the aarmt of others. 

In afidavit executed h 4, 1890, Ethelbert Stewart, of Decatur, III., testi- 
fies that claimant is an old and feeble woman, unable to earn any portion of 
her living; that she is poor and dependent upon friends for support. The tes- 
timony is l by that of John Lindsay, Geo F. Schinink, William 
W. Handley, F. A. Darner, and William H. Morgan, all of Decatur. 

Soldier was enlisted for service during the war with Mexico, and would 
no doubt have gone to the seat of action upon Mexican territory he not 
been injured in the line of his duty while upon o. It was no fault of his 
that he did not go to Mexico, and his short term of service in consequence of 
disabilities sho not act as a bar to pension for this old widow. 

Tho fact seems to warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WELLS C. HARRELL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1602) 
granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell. 
The bill was read, as follows: À 


Be il enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wells C. Harrell, late a first ser- 
geantin Company D, First iment Mississippi Volunteers, in the Mexican 
war, and pay him a pension of $30 a month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per 
month he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1602) granting 
a pension to Wells C. Harrell, respectfully submit the following report: 

id bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 813. Your committee adopt tlie 
same as their report and return the bill tothe House recommending its passage. 
[Senate Report No, 813, Fifty-first Congress, first session.) 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting increase 
of pension to Wells O. Harrell, have examined the same and report: 

he claimant, Wells O, Harrell, late a first sergeant in Company D, First Regi- 
ment Mississippi Volunteers, Mexican war, is now receiving a pension of $8 per 
month, and this bill proposes an increase to $30 — month. 

The claimant is seventy-six years old, is totally blind, and entirely without 
means of — — 

The appended statement of Senator JA Z. GEORGE, who was a comrade of 
the claimant, serving in the same company, is conclusive to your committee as 
to the merits of this case, and therefore the passage of the bill is recommended. 

“I have known Wells C. Harrell since the year 1844. He was a member of 
Company D, First ment of Mississippi Volunteers in the Mexican war. I 
was also a member of the same company. Soon after the company was mms- 
tered into service he was appointed orderly or first sergeant of the company. 
He served for twelve months, the period for which the company was enlisted. 

He was a brave, orderly, and attentive soldicr and non-commissioned officer; 
did his duty faithfully and well. I noticed at the battle of Monterey he was 
especially useful for his gallantry and coolness under fire; at one time, by these 
qualities, rescuing the company from some confusion into which it had fallen, 

“Tle is now about seventy-six years of age, totally blind, without property, 
and without relatives who have any property. About two years his wife, 
who had contributed largely to the support of the ar A by the use of her needle, 
had a fall in which her right wrist was dislocated. Her recovery from this has 
never been — ae and her means of making a support has by that accident 
been very largely diminished. 


granting 
report as 
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civil war, w. 
sulted, therefore, from any parti: 


“Tam sure he isa worthy object of the bounty of Congress and that he ought 
to have his oe increased as stated in the bill for his relief. During the late 
ilst I have reason to believe that his ies were with the 
people, he took no active part, and his ness can not have re- 

9 hat he had in that war. During the 
war he was connected officially with the State penitentiary as superintendent 
or deputy superintendent, or something of that sort. 

“J. Z. GEORGE." 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA M’DONALD. 


The next Senate bill upon the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1932) 
granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to N on the pension - roll the name ot Rebecca Me Don- 
ald, of Elkhart, Ind., widow of Rufus McDonald, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Dz LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1932) granting 
a pension to Rebecca McDonald, have considered the same and — dar 
id bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 861. Your committee adopt the 
same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 861, Fifty-first Congress, first session, } 


vel pay, or 


from the place where 


ber, 1847. The sol- 
married. She 


many years ago to his widow. Her clai 
has been rejected by the Pension Bureau and by the Secretary of the Interior 
on appeal on the grounds that under the act of 1878 fourteen days’ servies was 
necessary by a soldier in the war 1812 to entitle him to a pension for such serv- 
ice. We have, however, come to the conclusion that as the muster-roll shows 
a service of thirteen days, and that he was paid off in Burlington, Vt., and so 
disch: from his service at a place 75 miles from his home, a distance which 
he and his comrades atthat time probably traveled on foot or in common 
wagons, that equitably and justly at least one A 8 three or four, owing 
to the state of the roads ought to be added to the term of his actual service for 
the purposes of this case. 
We think this is a fair conclusion and that the claimant is entitled to the re- 
lief prayed for in the bill, and we therefore recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


THOMAS REDMOND. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 639) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private Company K, Fourth 
United States Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 


Be it enacted, ete., That by reason of the applicant, Thomas Redmond, while 
on duty as teamster in the employ of the Quartermaster's rtment and en 
roule 8 military supplies from Snake River to Harney Depot 
(later Fort Colville, Wyoming), Colville, Wyo., in November, 1859, having in- 
ourred severe and permanent ph ical injury by freezing his feet, necessitating 
the amputation of all the toes of both feet, he is hereby ted a pension of $30 
amonth; and the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby directed to place his 
name on the pension-roll at that rate, 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 639) granting a 
pension to Thomas Redmond, have considered the same and report as follows: 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 688. Your committee adopt the 


same as their report and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 688, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. Wik eye A a 
ones to Thomas Redmond, late private of Company K, Fourth U States 

nfantry, have examined the same report: 

The case of Thomas Redmond was considered and reported upon by this com- 
mittee S mber 3,1888. It was acase,as then presented, of such strong equi- 
ties that the committee did not hesitate to give it their unqualified ap roval, 
The facts and merits remain; and these, as then stated, are adopte: the 
committee, as follows: 

In November, 1859, Thomas Redmond, who, asa private soldier, had thereto- 
fore faithfully served in and been honorably d d from the Army, was 
employed as leamster in the Quartermaster'’s D: ent,and while ened 
in transporting military supplies in . from Snake River 
Depot to Fort Colville, becameinvolved in a blizzard, freezing his feet and ne- 
9 pases amputation of both. Thestorm was of so severe a character 
that a relief train was sent out from Fort Colville to bring in the disabled men 
and teams, who were beleaguered for several days, 

The injuries thus received have rendered Redmond a cripple and prevented 
him for nearly thirty years from earning a living at rt Bicone occupation, 

is good reputation as a soldier atid his excellent quali as aman À 
however, from the papers in his case, to have gained for him the cordial - 
ship of officers and men of the service on the Pacifiacoast, and through their 
interest he has been furnished with such work as he could perform, and thus 
been able to make his living. With age, however, he can no longer do this, 
and he therefore now makes his appeal to Congress for aid. 

The evidence of the inourrence of the — be while in the employment of the 
Quartermaster's Department is ample. M. genbeel, ofthe Ninth Infantry, 
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SEPLEMBER 5, 


t as a teamster in the 
‘ovember last, while he 
he was 


very badly x 
whieh at that time was a tent, The 8 surgeon has been sompaa to 
amputate all of his toes, and he is entirely unfitted to of man- 
labor, Redmond was d from Captain Russell’s 3 of the 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry in May, 1857, since which time he has n an em- 
N the Quactermaster's Department. He has always conducted himself 
well, and I cordially recommend him in the most favorable terms to the officers 
of the Army and the gentlemen of this coast.” : 

This certificate is corroborated by that of Assistant Surgeon Berrien, then on 
duty at the same and by Wagon-master H. Field, under whose immediate 
command the claimant was at the time of receiving the injury. Major Austine 
certifies to his faithful performance of light duties at his post in 1861, and “ rec- 
ommends him to all concerned as a worthy old soldier who has been crippled 
in service hy exposure.” Three private soldiers, Nelson C. Brown, John Doyle, 
and Alfred Moss, swear to the facts stated in the certificate of Major Lugenbeel. 
Accompanying the petition of the claimant are the signatures of a Jarge num- 
ber of tlie most influential citizens of Vancouver, Wash., official and private, 
together with those of army officers, including Lieutenant-Colonel Reynolds, 
deputy . Lieut. Col. Basil Norris, surgeon United States 
Army; W. E. Waters, surgeon United States Army; and W. S. Kilbourne, as- 
sistant surgeon United States Army. 

It has been the practice to treat favorably applications from civilian employés 
of the Army who have been crippled in the performance of duty exceptionally 
arduous or attended with unusual risk. In this case the risk incurred was 
greater than that of being wounded in battle. The man exposed to the rigors 
of a blizzard on the Western plains has less chance of life than a man who faces 
a ary: There is, too, a ial fact connected with the case in hand which 
makes the msibility of the Government to this man very direct and pecu- 
Nar. It is certified by Major Lugenbee! that the original injury of frost-bitten 
feet incurred while on duty was supplemented by a second freezing 
while in hospital‘ undergoing medical treatment. It is fair to presume that 
withont this second injury he might have escaped the necessity of amputation, 
and for this the Government was clearly responsible. 

The bill is reported favorably and recommended for passage. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether this 
case belongs to any of the classes in which pensions are allowed, I 
understood from the reading that this soldier had been discharged and 
was not in the service at the time he received this injury. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GEAR). The Chair understands 
that this man had been employed regularly, but there is no law by 
which he can get a pension unless Congress passes a special act. 

Mr. HERMANN. He was regularly employed in the Quartermas- 


ter’s Department. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands, but it re- 


quires a Speos act to enable him to get a pension. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE BLUM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3635) grant- 
ing a pension to George Blum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, hed! Moet the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geo lum, late of Company E, 
Second United States ns, i 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3635) nting 
a prnsion to George Blum, have considered the same and report as follows: 
id bill is accompanied by Senate report No. 801. Your committee adopt the 
same as their report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 801, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3655) granting 
n pension to George Blum, have examined the same and report: 

George Blum, ben in this bill. is an old war claimant. He enlisted 
November 24, 1836, and was arged September 30, 1839. He claims a pension 
for disability, alleging fever and ague, nervous prostration, and rheumatism, 
resulting in deafness and impairment of the 2 5 of the right eye. 

His application for a pension was filed May 3, 1887, forty-eight years after his 
discharge. There is no record testimony that he received any injury during 
his service, or that he was ill in the manner claimed. There is no evidence 
from any source as to the incurrence of the disabilities on account of which he 
asks to be pensioned except his own. There is testimony filed from neighbors 
and acquaintances to the effect that he is rheumatic, that he is deaf, that his 
— — is impaired, but it is not possible, after the lapse of half a century, to 
identify these disabilities with his service. 

The testimony of Jacob Dall, who was a soldier in the Mexican war, is to the 
effect that he knew Blum since 1540, soon after his term of service expired; that 
his sight was impaired; that he was of hearing, and that he was pretty 
badly broken down.” It seems to the committee quite probable that his serv- 
ice had the effect claimed zi him, though it is notin his power to veit. He 
is nearly eighty years old, has an a; and helpless wife, and they are quite 


r. 
1 view of all the facts the committee think it will not be astretch of liberaiit 
to give him a pension as provided in the bill, which is reported favorably wit 
n recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY WHITE. $ 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 1541) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary White. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon pension-roll, subj to the pro ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M widow of Daniel 


White, late of Captain Dunscomb's company of New York militia, war of 1812, 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1541) granting 
a pace to Mary White, have considered the same and report: 
he bill is accompan by Senate Report No. 862, Your committee adopt 
the same as their report and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 862, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1541) granting 
apension to Mary White, widow of Danicl bakers ry a member of Captain Duns- 
2 company of New York militia, war of 1812, have examined the same 
and report: 

That the husband was enrolled in the company above named on the 2d of 
September, 1£14, and served in the ranks until the 10th of said month, when he 
was detached to work as a blacksmith upon the gun for the Govern- 
ment, in which last service he continued until the 5th of December, 1814. He 
was paid for eight days’ service as a soldier. What he was paid for services as 
blacksmith does not appear. He was honorably discharged from the service 
and a land-warrant was granted for the same, No. 110244. 

The soldier died in 1879. His widow made an application for pension, but it 
has been rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that, under the act of 
Congress of March 9, 1878, governing service persion for the war of 1812, four- 
teen days“ service was the shortest term for which pension was allowed. The 
widow was married to the soldier November 9, 1833, She is now seventy-eight 
yearsold, She isin needy circumstances. We think that substantially the soldier 
in this case served the Government more than fourteen days, although his mili- 
tary service lasted only eight days. His services as blacksmith in the Govern- 
ment shops during the war and upon a regular detail were quite as valuable as 
his services as a soldier, 

We think the widow is + aban entitled to relief, and we therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LEVI B. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1211) 
granting a pension to Levi B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi B. Smith, late of Company B, 
One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1271) 
granting a pension to Levi B. Smith, submit the following report: 

In the consideration of this case the committes adops e report made to the 
Senate as their own, which report is in the words and figures as follows: 

“The claimant under the bill, who wasa sergeant of Company B, One hun- 
dred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteers, states that while on the march 
with Sherman's army from North Carolina to Alexandria, Va. and on detached 
service with pioneer corps in repairing bridges, etc., he suffered a fall which 
caused ‘ varicocele or enlargement of the right spermatic cord, or, in other 
words, the veins communicating with the right testicle,’ which has since been 

inful and aggravating whenever he has undertaken severe labor or been sub- 
ro to intense strain, impairing his capacity for work and rendering life a bur- 
en. 

“The fact that the injury was incurred while on detached service has made 
itim ble for him to procure such evidence as meets the requirements of the 
Pension Bureau, 3 he furnishes the testimony of his family peram 
for twenty-five years, who knew him as a sound man in that particular before 
enlistment, and who treated him for the testicular misadventure within three 
weeks after his discharge. The continuance and depressing nature of the dis- 
ability are certified to by an official board of medical examiners, 

Four committee are dis d to take into account the negative and contin- 
gent as well as positive and direct disabilities and disadvantages resulting from * 
the alleged injuries; and finding that these injuries were incurred in service 
and that they exist to the extent aforesaid, they report favorably upon the bili 
and recommend it for passage,” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
POLLY M’ARTHUR, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2753) granting a 
pension to Polly McArthur. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Polly McArthur, matron in the hos- 
pital of ae Third Battery, Fifth New York Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2753) 
granting a pension to Polly McArthur, submit the followi port: 

The committee adopt the report of the Senate made in this as their own, 
which is as follows: 3 

It appears from the records of the Second Auditor's Office that Mra. Polly 
McArthur was paid as a matron, in the hospital of the Third Battery, Fifth New 
York „ at the rate of $6 per month, from November 1, 1862, to 
August . 

It farther appears from the evidence on file that she continued in the serv- 
ice without pay until October, 1864. 

The testimony in the case fully sustains the following facts: 

That during the time the claimant was matron in said hospital she faithfully 
and earnestly devoted hertime and strength to the duties devolving upon herby 
reason of her position; that she contracted rheumatism while performing these 
duties, and that shortly after leaving said hospital she was attacked with ery- 
sipelas, which has continued from that time to the present. 

She is now in a physical condition which prevents her from pexſorming any 
services or labor by reason of the rheumatism and N with which she 
suffers, being unable aurin the last six months to wear her shoes. 

It is the opinion of Dr. Spangler, a Lon Segoe of character and reputation 
who has treated her for twenty years, that her rheumatism was contracted 
while performing the duties of matron in said hospital. 

“She is now poor and in needy circumstances and asks to be put upon the 
pension-rolls at the rate of $12 per month. 

“Your committee is of the opinion that the case isa meritorious one, and that 
the bill should be reported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass,” 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, : 


MARY A. NEWCOMB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2266) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, rg to the provisionsand 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Newcomb, a volunteer 
nurse in the late war, giving her during life the sum of §25a month in lieu of 
the pension now received by her. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2206) 
granting a pension to Mary A, Newcomb, submit the following report: 

The committee, in considering this case, adopt the Senate report herein as 
their own, which report is as follows: 

“This isa bill to pension Mary A. Newcomb, who, during the war for the 
Union, gave four years of efficient service as army nurse. 

Mrs. Newcomb isthe widow of HiramA. W. Newcomb, who wasa member of 
Company F, Eleventh Illinois Infantry, and who was wounded during the battle 
at Fort Donaldson, and died a few days afterwards. She also had a son in the 
Union service, who died some years . She is now receiving a pension, as 
the widow of her late husband, at the rate of $12 per month. 

“There are filed with the committee a number of papers, signed officers 
and surgeons, which sufficiently attest the official recognition of Mrs. New- 
comb, as well as the protracted, constant, and valuable service reudered by her 
on the hospital boats, in the mental hospitals, and on the field. i 

“Surgeon D.S. MeGugin, ting on board the United States hospital boat 
Emma Duncan, January 1, 1863, in a letter addressed to Colonel Parsons, says: 

She has won the admiration of com manders and all observers by her un- 
tiring devotion and sleepless attention to the sick, Eficient without being 
o us, and humane without display, she makes one of the most useful 
agents in dispensing blessings and benefits to the languishing soldiery in the 


service. 

“W, J. Johnson, late captain 1 G. Eleventh Illinois Infantry, says: 

She isa worthy woman, and ought long ago to have received a good pen- 
sion for the work did.“ 

“Judge Gilmore, of Eftinghamton, III., says: 

Mrs. Neweomb-—“ Grandmother Newcomb,” as she isfamiliarly called by us 
all—spent four years of devoted service to the sick and wounded soldiers, She 
is now seventy-three years of age, and her infirmities make it impossible forher 
to do much towards making a support, and she is poor.“ 

The committee is of the opinion this aged and needy woman should haye 
additional relief, and therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that 
the same do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
HENRY SPRAGUE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2719) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ject to the pro nsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen rague, late a soldier in 
the war with Mexico, First United States Artillery, lar Army, also of eight- 
een years’ service ns a marine in the Navy of the United States, and also a sol- 
dier from Vermont in the war of the rebellion, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2719) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry S ue, submit the follow: report: 
The facts in the case are briefly set forth in the report of the Senate mit- 
tee on Pensions, which is as follows: 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2719) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Sprague, have examined the same and 


report: 

RT he applicant is now receiving a pension of $8 per month under the Alex- 
jean war service-pension act. A large portion of his life has been spent in the 
service of his country, namely, in the Regular Army, First United States Artil- 
lery three years; in the Navy, cighteen years; in the war of the rebellion, nine 
months; making a total service of nearly twenty-two years. 

He was seriously injured in the breast while in the line of duty in helping 
to haul cannon at or near Guay mas, on eastern coast of the Gulf of Uali- 
fornia; severely wounded in the right hand while in the line of duty ou the 
w coast of Africa, which resulted in the loss of index finger, n badly 
stiftenedl wrist-joint, and a deformed right hand. 

“ He is now seventy-eight years of age and with no visible means of support. 

“In view of his adva: age and feebleness, services rendered, and extreme 
poverty trad committee recommend the passage of this bill.“ 

It may be proper to add that had this claimant served twenty-two years in 
the Navy, existing laws would give him a service pension almost, if not quite, 

ual in amount to that proposed in the bill. 

four committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANN G. BLACKINGTON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1149) 
granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of Ann G. Blackington, widow of 
John Blackington, late seaman in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1149) 
granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington, submit the following report: 

The grounds upon which the proposed beneficiary claims pension appear in 
the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Ann G. Blackington same and : 


have examined the report: 
“The claimant is the widow of John Blackington, who was enrolled as a 
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seaman in the United States Navy, serving from May, 1364, till July, 1965,when 
he was discharged from the practi upon the recommendation of the board of - 
surgeons at the naval hospital at Pensacola, Fla., being unfit for further duty. 
It is shown in the evidence on file that the seaman was much exposed while 
on board the receiving ship North Carolina, and also that he suftered from lung 
disease from the time of his disch till his death from consumption in 1881. 

“This trouble was so severe that it incapacitated him from further service as 
seaman. Theciaimant is unable to produce more than one witness as to the 
contraction of disease, but as the testimony of that one is positive, your com- 
mittee are d to accept that as sufficient. The widow needsthe pension, , 
and the service of the seaman was given so faras he was able. Therefore your 
committee report the bill favorably, and recommend its passage without amend- 
ment.’ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. z 


JONATHAN DÐ, HALE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2736) 
granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolithe name of Jonathan D. Hale, 
at the rate of $30 a months: 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2736) 
granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale, submit the following report: 

The grounds upon which the proposed beneficiary claims pension are set 
rors 8 the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is appended 
hereto. 

Your committee likewise report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, 

[Senate Report No. 678, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report 
(to accompany S. 2736) : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Jonathan 
D. Hale, of Fentress County, Tennessee, asking to be N on the pension- 
rolls, at the rate of $30 a month, for having been woun in the United States 
service and loss of health contracted in the scout service of the United States 
during the years 1861, 1862, 1363, 1561. and 1855, submit the following report: 

‘The applicant was chief of scouts for General George H. Thomas, 

This claim to favorable consideration is well sustained by the evidence of 
General George H. Thomas, who says : 

“Dr. Hale's statement of his services under my orders are true, and I remem- 
ber that General Nelson recommended him very highly when i relieved him 
(Nelson) in command of the troops at Camp Dick Robinson,” 

The evidence shows that the applicant was actually serving, but never mus- 
tered into the service, for the reason, General TANS says: : 

It was to facilitate the public service you were not so mustered in.“ 

General Thomas further said: 

Tue services rendered by Dr. Hale were of the utmostimportance. ‘Through 
him and those employed by him I was constantly kept informed of the moye- 
ments of the enemy. I therefore have no hesitation in recommending that he 
and others employed at my headquarters as scouts should be placed on the 
same footing as re hg ESAN T and boanty as enlisted men of the Army.” 

Concurring in which eral Rosecrans says: 

“I fully concur in all General Thomas says of you and them. I was cogni- 
a of many of those services while commanding the Army of the Cumber- 

and,” 

Reference is had to a statement of General Schoopf, iu which he says: 

“Remember General Thomas saying to me after the battle of Mil Springs 
that Captain Hale's services during the day were worth more than the services 
of a whoie ey mete Met him (Captain Hale) during the battle with an order 
from General Thomas, He was ly covered with mud, and bleeding from 
the head in 88 of a fall from his horse.“ 

Relating to Dr. Hale's health, General Rosecrans says: 

In thisdangerousservice much physical exposure was necessary, His health 
was so broken after the campaign of Chattanooga that he was laid up for sev- 
eral weeks by my orders verbally given.” 

Copies of letters referred to, from General Rosecrans and General George H. 
Thomas, above quoted from, are a nded, as are copies of letters from the late 
United States Senator General J. F. Miller, and from Justice Harlan of the Su- 
preme Court, and from General Schoepf, testifying to Dr. Hale's character and 
public services. 4 

Dr. Hale is now an old man, with no means of support, of broken constitu 
tion and enfeebled health, incapable of further work. Rendering, as he did. 
such significant service to the Union Army during the war, and being depri 
of the right to pension owing to his non-enlistment, which was prevented, as 
General Roseorans says, that his service might be the more efficient, it seems 
but just to him that he should receive tion from the Government in his 

old age. His services to the country were of the utmost consequence. There- 
fore your committee recommend the pas of the bill with the following 
amendment: Amend by substituting the initial D.“ for “ B.“ Wherever it oo- 
curs in the bill or title. 


TREASURY Derarrurst, REGISTER'S OFFICE, March 20, 1890, ` 

My Dear SENATOR: Iam in hopes you will do something to help Dr. J. D. 
Hale, the unshaken and undannted Unionist, who performed such confidential, 
perilous, and important services under direction of Generals G, H. Thomas, 
Buell, and myself, commanding the Army of the Cumberland. = 

A prosperous citizen of Fentress County, Tennessee, owning a griat-mill, saw- 
mill, and planing-niill, and a largo farm, 200 acres under fence, and various 
tracts of land, he was obliged to leave everything to save his life. His advanced 
age and great intelligence led us to employ him as confidential scout, instead 
= 1 him mustered in as captain of acompany which he readily organized 

n 51. 

In this dangerous service much physical exposure was necessary. His bealth 
was so broken after the campaign of Chattanooga that he was laid up for sey- 
eral weeks by my orders verbally given. 

Now, his naturally excellent constitution, coupled with abstemions habits, 


begins to yield to the wear and tear of service. His case isa jal one of emi- 
nent fidelity to the Union and invaluable public service, w was the pre- 
cise cause of his pecuniary ruin and reduction to an old of penury and pre- 


mature suffering, for which I have the deepest sympathy. hope you and 
other Senators will have like sympathy and take action in his behalf, 


Very truly yours, 
= i W. S. ROSECRANS, 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, 
United States Senate, 


* Ts 
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; Hrapgvartrers DEPARTMENT OF THE 
Nashville, August 14, 
1 forwarded for the consideration of the honorable Secretary of 
Ar. 


The services rendered by J. D. Hale were of the utmost 8 : 


him and those eny him I was covstantly kept informed of 
— of the enemy. I eres have no hesitation in recommending that he 


and others ed at my headquarters as scouts should be on the 
same Pirin pat a us and bounties as — 2 vol the Army. 


Major-General, United States Army, Commanding. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 

- Washington, August 20, 1868. 

Sin: Your communication of July 30, addressed to Major-General Thomas, 
requesting information whether scouts not regularly mustered into the service 
should not be placed on the same footing with enlisted soidiers as regards 
bounty, pension, etc., has been forwarded to this office with the recommenda- 
tion that yourself and others employed at General Thomas’s headquarters be 
so treated. t 

In reply, I have respectfully to state that there is no law for such allowance, 
It is usual to pay such men at higher rates in e serviees. 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr, J. D. HALE, Sr. 
Hales Mills, Tennessee, through Headquarters Department of Tennessee, 


FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS, COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House oF ATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 21, 1884. 
hi read th. ies of your letter of July 30, 1866, to Maj. Gen. George H. 
There Vulted Stabes Array, and his answer thereto of the Tü of August. 
1886, respecting the services of yourself and the military scouts under your com- 
mand pi the le ox a cause and to the military operations in Tennessee and Ken- 
~ tucky ing the late war, ` 

1 pi Forged esta ofmany of those services while commanding the Army of the 

Cumberland, 


I fully concur in all General Thomas says of and in his recommenda- 
tion that you and these acon ts should be placed on the same footing as if you 
had been regularly mustered into the service. It was to facilitate the public 
marie thatyon „ In. 

very tru our friend, 
<= 52 W. S. ROSECRANS, 
A Bot. Major-General U. S. Army. 

Dr. J. D. HALE, Washington, D. C. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 22, 1882, 

DEAR Sm: Dr. J. D. Hale, now night watchman at the Department, formerly 
a man of wealth, was one of the most noaa pronaos nion men in Ten- 
nessee, and as chief of our scout service rendered service of the highest impor- 
tance and value to the Union cause in the Army of the Cumberland. 

Of dauntless courage, tried integrity, and discretion, his testimonials 
are all that could be desired and commend to your especial kindness and 
consideration, because he is growing old and it would seem that he ought to be 
allowed a berth that would be less arduous and more in accord with his deserts, 
his capacity, and intelligence. 

Your friend. 


ý W. S. ROSECRANS. 


Hon. T. O. Howe, 
Post master- Neutral. 


his service in great matters. It is asad commentary on the gratitude of repub- 
ies to see this old man in poverty serving as a mere watchman when he ought 


to have a first-class place, JOHN F. MILLER. 


I know Dr. Hale during his connection with General Thomas's command, and 
well remember the very high esteem in which he was held by that officer. 
If ever a case was ted in which the Government should take care of a 


citizen, it is that of Dr. Hale; and I hopehis application for a better place than 
eae JOHN M. HARLAN. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARY A. HOOKE. 
‘The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1973) granting 


a pension to Mary A. Hooke. 
Fhe bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. NuUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1973) 
granting a pension to A. Hooke, submit the following report: 

The Senate Committee on Pensions . yo as follows: 

“The facts in this case, which were set forth in affidavits and other testimony 
submitted to your committee, are these: 

“In 1858 Hooke married G. W.Gilmore. In 1861 he deserted her, and 
since that time has never made any 3 for her support. She heard of 
him once or twice and learned that he was li with another woman who 
was considered his wife. She resumed her mai name and lived without 
further knowledge of the man until informed of his death about thirteen years 
afterward. Believing this to be true, altho the wasafterwards found 
to have been 1 married in 1874 Will H. Hooke, late private Com- 
pany A, Eleventh New Hampshire Volunteers, thesoldier as whose widow she 


nsion. 
ha — himself was drawing u pension at the time of his death in 1882. 
His widow made application for this pension, which application was refused 
on the ground aboye indicated, f. c., she was not the legal widow of ee 


The soldier was broken in health, and during the eight years of 
life Mrs. Hooke devoted herself to the faithful care and support of her husband. 


She is now „in ill health, and dependent for support. Testimony is borne 
to the ess and purity of her character by credible witnesses. 
In view of the facts thus stated and supported, your committee recommend 


the — 2 of the bill.“ £ 
It may be added that the soldier, in addition to the wound of arm for which 
he was pensioned, contracted diarrhea and of lungs whilo in service, 
which y caused his death, as is clearly shown by the evidence on file. 
Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 5 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. - 


AMANDA WATSON BOWLER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1975) granting a 
pension to Amanda Watson Bowler. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Amanda 
Watson Bowler (formerly Amanda Watson), an army nurse to Union soldiers 
who were held as prisoners at Memphis, Tenn., at the rate of $25 a month. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1975) 
granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler, submit the following report: 

The facts in the esse appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1975) grant- 
ing a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler, have examined thesame and report 
favorably, recommending its passage. 

It appears from the papers before the committee that Amanda Watson (now 
Amanda Watson Bowler), shortly before the breaking out of the rebellion, in 
Ce ar pane of her profession as rof music, and with the parpose ot 
con uting more liberally towards the support of aged parents, went from 
Maine to Memphis, Tenn. 

In the fall of 1861 she relinquished her 8 for the payes of nurs- 
ingsick and wounded Union soldiers in Overton Hospital, at Memphis, 
where she remained, without receiving any pecuniary consideration, till June, 


The testimonials to the rare devotion and success of Miss Watson's labors 
during this period are numerous and conclusive. 
Her work was not confined to the Union soldiers, but she also ministered to 


the Confederate sick. 
Dr. H. P. Atkins, surgeon in the Confederate army, who had charge of the 
haspitals at Memphis, including the Overton, from February to June, 1862, says: 
I found Miss Watson there, She did not receive any compensation from 
the Confederate States, but only asked the privilege of administering and at- 
tending upon the sick and wounded Federal soldiers. I must sa: 55 norae me 
to all such.’ 


4 ng 
portoni of visiting others of the sick and wounded, and 
Watson engaged in nursing and caring for our sick and woun 
George S. Allen, lieutenant-colonel and surgeon, U. S. Army 


night, to the 
service of the and wounded nately, always kindly and intelli- 
to the No: or the Southern arm: 


orth who improved her opportunity to do 
good for our sick, this was Miss Watson.’ 

In a recent letter Mra. Bowler says: 

I have just returned from the Maine general hospital, where I have been 
treated for weakness in both caused by running up and down the iron 
stairs to the fifth flight to nurse the Union prisoners in that Southern hospital. 
I there received injuries that must be life-long.’ 

“In view of facts your committee recommend the passago of the bill.” 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amended, how- 
ever. by stuing out the words “twenty-five,” in line 5, and insert therein in- 
stead the word twelve.“ 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to strike out ‘‘$25 and insert ‘‘ $12,” was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House wit 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


SAMUEL MILLER. 


The next business ap a 5 Calendar was the bill (S. 3145) 
granting a pension to iller, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Miller, late a private in 
Company C, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves. 


The report (by Mr. GoopN1GHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 3145) 
granting a pension to Samuel Miller, adopt the report of the Senate committee, 
with the modifications indicated, and recommend the passage of the bil), 
amended so as to provide for the payment to the pensioner of $$ per month. 

[Senate Report No. 666, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committeeon Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3145) granting 

a pension to Samuel Miller, have examined the same and report: 
is isa bill to place upon the pension-roll the name of Samuel Miller, late a 
private in Company C, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

A similar bill which originated in the House of Representatives was passed 
by the Forty-ninth Congress, and received the executive disapproval. The 
cause of rejection by the Pension Office was the inability of the el t to com- 
ply with the requirements regulating testimony. There was no record evidence 
= 5 his Din rete A and he was unable to produce proof of medical treatment in 

service. 


He has produced evidence from o 
on who are still living, and it is positively shown that he was sound 
fore enlistment, and that sines discharge and to the present time he has bad 

a disabling and progressive 


1890. 
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In the opinion of the committee it is the right and duty of Congress to give 

relief by special legislation in cases in which rejection for non-compliance with 
laws becomes a hardship. 

report of ibe committees Of the i ‘House of the Fiftieth Con; 


upon which 
the House bill was submitted and covers this gold 


s claim. It is 


adopted as a part of this report, and is as follows: 
Soldier enlisted June. 1881. ee and was discharged June 13, 1864, from, Com- 
pany ¢ ©; eR R arris wp e to July Tai : Company G F: ue 
octane m n per 4 — 
. He all leges thatat > agin Balmout 


* pey bafer Aa e from which heis ilguffring his is back — ee. 
and he frequently has to wear plasters on the . 

The Pension Office rejected this claim on ee that there is no record 
of the all disability, and the claimant has declared his inability to furnish 
evidence of medical treatment for the anna in the service or prior to 1868. The 

evidence filed is 8 to establish the claim. 

The claimant states his company ae all Cua except Capt. George 
W. Fleeger and Lieutenant Sutton; and the surgeon who treated him is dead, 
He says he can not get the affidavit of the family physician asto soundness at 
enlistment,as he is dead. He had no medical C the time of his 
discharge up to 186s. 

The records of this soldier's regiment are not on file in the Surgeon-General’s 
Office, nor are they to be found in the Adjutant-General’s Office. 

Several of this soldier's neighbors testify that they were well acq usinted 
with claimant before he enlisted, and he was in sound physical health and free 
from kidney disease, 

As to the incurrence of the disability in the service there isan affidavit on file, 
that of the captain of the i Was a George W. Fleeger, which is as follows: 

‘Claimant, at 3 May, 1862, became sick, was excused from 
duty, and was sent to the Do not remember what his ailment was; 
but necording to my e e soldier had not returned to duty a 27,1862, 
atthe — 9 oF Gaines’ Mill. Dr. S. S. Benneville, the surgeon who treated 


wnant, is 
Since ere Dr. S. Graham, November 15, — 5 N testifies that he “ treated 
claimant for chronic nephritis in 1868, and am still treating him for same; be- 


leve his disability to be one-t 

The present condition of this claimant is shown by the certificates of Drs. 
Zimmerman and Bippers, hereto attached: 

I bave, this 6th Ga of of ‘April, A. D. 1886, examined Samuel Miller, private of 
Company C, Eleventh Beat eh irene vania Reserves, and find him suffering from hem- 
1 ia of the right side, whi pacitates him from manual r, and even 
— eing is difficult without the e of a cane. Iam a resident of Butler, 

have been in the practice of medicine for fifteen years; graduated from 
Rin Medical Collexe of Philadelphia, Pa., and am in no wise interested 
in the prosecution of this claim. 
G.M. ZIMMERMAN, M. I. 


Sworn and subscribed before me April “J a D. 1886, 
W. BROWN, Justice of the Peace. 


Certificate of o sha ti anne 
Ihave, this 6th day of April, A. D. 1886, examined Samuel Miller, a private of 
Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania Reserves, and find him suffering from 
hemiplegia of the right side, which prevents him from performing manual 
labor, and also can not walk without the aid of a cane without great difficulty, 
Iam a resident of Butler, Pa.; have been practicing medicine two years; am 
a graduate of the Jefferson Medical College of Philadelphia; am not 


in this claim. 
S. M. BIPPERS, N. D. 
Sworn and subscribed before me April 6, 1886, 
J. W. BROWN, Justice of thePeace. 


record is no fault of claimant's, but its absence is in a great measure suppi 
by the testimony of his captain. 
Your committee, entertaining no doubt of the incurrence of the 


disease as 
claimed and of its 1 to this day, recommend the passage of the Dill, 


In his veto message the late President makes this commen 
It will be observed that since the date when it is claimed his disabilities 
visited him Mr. Miller not only served out his first term of enlistment, but re- 
enlisted, and n y must have passed a medical examination.” 

The Pension Office places a smaller r e ona medical examination than 
does the ex-President, since nine-tenths of soldiers“ claims are rejected on the 
ground that disease for which pension is claimed existed prior to enlistment. 
Ordinarily it would be considered a commendable thing to enlist at the end of 
a well-served term, and an evidence of grit and patriotism that should haverec- 

ition, especially when a soldier serves to the end of the war and retires to 
Si life with broken health and a progressive disease, According to the testi- 
= y of the doctors this man is half paralyzed and more than one-half help- 


The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to add to the bill the words and pay him a pension of $8 a 
month,’’ was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time limited by order of the House for the 
consideration of Senate pension bills in Committee of the Whole has 
now expired. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, DUNNELL having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. GEAR reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration bills on 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry pension bills 
of the Senate, some with and some without amendment. 


BILIS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, Senate bills re- 
ported favorably to the House from the Committee of the Whole will 
be considered as read a third time and 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better proceed in the 
se os way and have the titles of the bills read, at least. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report those bills com- 


ing from the committee without amendments, If there be no objec- 
on—— 

Mr. KILGORE. The bills might be read by theircaption. That is 
all I ask, I think business ought to be done in a business-like way. 

-The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will réad the bills in the 
manner indicated. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendment, were ashlee ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey; 

A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2438) to place the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 


roll; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl; : 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. 
Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, United States 
Navy; 

A bin (8. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension fo Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene-Hodgman; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Richards; 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. pest A. Baker; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Hai 

A bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca Mepeuaia: 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private ` 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; 

A bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to White; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (8. 753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 

A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. B 

A bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan PD. Hale; and 

A bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendment, were severally considered, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered toa third reading;and 
being read the third time were passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army 
nurse; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; and 

A bill (S. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller. 

Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the several votes by which the bills 
were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FUNSTON. I ask unanimons consent that we proceed to recog- 
nize gentlemen whose names are on the list. Ihave — — for two weeks 
here in expectation of recognition. 

Mr. FLOWER. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Then I submit a parliamentary inquiry: What 
are we here for that are not on the list? (Laughter, ter. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make the point of order that the last 
recognition by unanimous consent was on the other side, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. I have the same kind of a bill, 
which I hold in my hand. It does not call for any expenditure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the name of 
the gentleman fois Ohio does not appear upon the list the Chair holds 
in his hand, nor on the list furnished by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. 57881 10 who presided on last Friday evening. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I can not help that. I am entitled to 

ition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will feel under obligation 
to follow the list of recognitions already agreed upon. 


PHILIP T. GREELY. 


Mr. ANDREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit 82 N That the pension of Philip T. Greely, of Cambr rt, 
Mass., ein Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts 
8 8 , and the same is hereby, increased to $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension hen now receives. 

Mr. KILGORE, Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair is informed that the House 
report is not here, but the Clerk will read the Senate report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The He on Pensions, to whom was refervéd the bill (8. 2370) granting 
s to Philip T. ean e have examined the same and re 


t appears from 3 the case that Mr. Greel ‘as a member of 
Company D, Twenty- h Massachusetts Volunteers Noe January 2, 18€4, to 


> 


January 20,1866. On the 21st of July, 1866, he a 
of a gunshot wound of the right eek, reesived w 


lied for pension on account 
le in the service and line of 


duty, which was allowed at the rate of 4 per month. 
This was increased to $6 per month in March, 1879, and again to $8 per month 
in June, 1882, at which rate he is now pensioned. He bas applied for further 


increase, and the claim has been rejected by the Department. His several 
declarations for increase, filed at different times, vary somewhat in their claims. 
The gencral fact, however, is plain throughout the entire case that the peti- 
tioner is suffering from a greater d of disability than that for which he 
receives pension, and disability which, with a liberal construction of the evi- 
dence, may be considered the outcome of his army service. 

In his application for a special act, filed at this seasion of Congress, he deposes 
that no income or property ofany description except the small pension 
he receives, and State aid, and occasionally some canvassing for books, when 
able to be out of doors. He carries his crippled Jeft hand and arm in a sling; 
much of the time he can not use it at all. Has a widowed mother dependent 
sjon him for support, seventy-six years of age, partially paralyzed,and almost 

ud. 

There is medical testimony, hereto attached, confirming the claimant's state- 
ment; also an affidavit from leading citizens of Cambridge, Mass, his home, 
testifying to his character and worth asa man. , 

In the opinion of your committee the claimant deserves a larger pension than 
he now receives, and therefore they recommend the passage of the bill, with an 
amendment striking ont that portion of the bill which relates to the granting of 
arrears. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by a member of the 
committee that they have recommended a reduction to $25 per month. 
The reportof the committee isnot yet printed. Therefore, I make that 
motion. 

The motion was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read 
the third time, was passed. 


SMITH J. SHAFER, 


Mr. FLICK. Lask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, at tle rate of 872 per month, 
in lieu of the pension which he now receives, the name of Smith J, Shafer, late 
private Company E, Sixty-sixth Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2892) 
increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, as follows: 

Smith J. Shafer was a member of Company E. Sixth Ohio Infantry. He was 
wounded and taken prisoner at Port Republic in 1852, and his leſt leg was ampu- 
tated by the Confederate surgeons. e is now receiving a pension at the raie 
of $36 a month, and this bill provides for paying him $72 a month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving, 

The Pension Office refuses to increase his rating because itis not shown that 
he . the regular aid and attendance of another person. 

~ His attending physician in 1886 testified to the absence of his left leg, and 
that he has varicose veins and ulcers in aggravated form on the other. He 
wheels himself about in an invalid chair. ` 

In 1874 the examining surgeon’s certificate shows that be can not wear an 
artificialleg; that his right leg is one-third larger than natural, and it is covered 
with ulcers and varicose veins. In 1882 the examining surgeon's report says the 
right leg is a mass of varicose veins; that there isa bunch of enlarged veins in 
ihe right groin. Good part of the abdomen is covered with enlarged veins, 
‘There are many on leg and abdomen as large asn good-sized little finger. The 
rate him at 850 a month, and say he is as helpless as though he had lost bo 


egs. 

“In 1885 the examining surgeon's certificite says he is using invalid’s chair; 
that be requires aid and attendance one-third of the time; that his disability is 
permanentand progressive and will terminate disastrously; that it is dificult 
to rate him as they can not estimate the time he may require atten: A 

Several reputable physicians have examined him and their testimony shows 
that he suffers constantly and intensely; that the enlargement of the right leg, 
the varicose veins and ulcers, cause so much irritation as to be equivalent toits 
entire loss; that it would be better for him and he would be more comfortable 
if it 5 which it can not be in its present condition. Even if he 
could wear his artificial leg, the condition of the right leg is such that he can not 
walk or stand u it. 

The conclusion of the committee is that bia right log is useless and worse, be- 
canse it is a mass of excrescences, causing constant and great suffering, and that 
he would be better off with two healthy stumps, in which case there would be 
no question us to his claim to the highest rate. Under the circumstances his dìs- 
ability is equal to the loss of both legs, and worse in its effect; therefore the 
bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being uo objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


NICHOLAS DUNFEE. 


Mr. HAYES. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (II. R. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Dunfee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


- Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to remove the cha of desertion from the name of Nicholas Dunfee, 
late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and to amend his 
. — record accordingly, and that he be restored to all rights lost or sus- 
pended by reason of said charge of desertion. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the bill: 

Provided, That the said Nicholas Dunfce shall not be entitled to any pay or 
are for any time that he was not actually in the performance of liars 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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MARY I. NASH. 
Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
1 of the bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. 
ash, $ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ete., That the 1 the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Mary L. 


ash, dependent sister of Samuel L. Nash, 
Company H, Thirty-second Massachusetts ment, and Andrew J. Nash and 
Francis J. Nash, both of Company B, Thirty-fifth Massachusetts Regiment, a 
pension of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash, submit the followin rt: 
_ Mary L. Nash is the dependent sister of uel L. Nash, who died while serv- 
ing as a private in Company II. Thirty-second N usetts Volunteers. The 
mother of the soldier was a pensioner on account of his death and dependence 
upon him from February 11, 1865, to date of her death in August, 1889. 

Two other brothers of the bencficiary also lost their lives in tlie sery- 
ice of the Government, all three of them participating in the battle of Antie- 
tam, where one of them was killed. 

The other brothers of Mury L. Nash were married at the time of their death, 
leaving the entire care of the family to Samuel L. Nash, the father having died 
previous to the war without any property or other means of suppert. 

From the evidence before your committee it further appears that Mary L. 
Nash has no property orincome from any source; that she is a confirmed in- 
valid by reason of nervous disease, from which she has suffered almost contin- 
uously from childhood, in consequence whereof she is unable to carn her own 
bas! He and that there is no one legally bound to support her. 

Altbough, as heretofore stated, three ot this family gave their lives to their 
country, not one cent of ion is now paa to any one on their account. It 
would seem but simple Fastice to provide for the remaining ono of this 
patriotic family, in particular when it is shown that, unless relief comes to her 
soon, she must become a charge on the public. 

Your committee, therefore, report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “twenty,” in 
line 8, and insert therein instead the word twelve.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
recommended by the committee adopted, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be en for a third reading; and being engrossed, it 
yas read the third time, and passed. 


MARY JANE BLACKLEDGE, 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension Mary J. 
Blackledge. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Blackledge, late 
widow of George Goodman, a private In Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
of Iowa Volunteers. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. GEAR. I would su to the gentleman that where the pen- 
sion is the usual amount allowed by law, that we dispense with the 
reading of the reports to save time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the pension in this case is a small 
amount, and I will not call for the reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to been- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN D. BRADLEY. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Task nnanimons consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (II. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin D. Bradley, late coionel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and lie hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Edwin D. Bradley, Inte a colonel of the Thirty- 
eighth Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers, war of 186] to 1365, a pension here- 
after at the rate of 850 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensious,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11481) granting an increase of 8 to Edwin D. Bradley. late colonel of the 
Thirty-eighth ment Ohio Volunteers, submit the following report : 

_Edwin D. Bradley served as captain of Company F, First Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, from July 29, 1546, to June 5, 1847. also as adjutant 
ofthe Fourteenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteers in the war of 1861, from April 27, 
1561, to August 16, 1561; alsoas colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unters, in the same war, from September 10, 1861, to February 8, 1852. He is 
now eighty-seven years of 3 

While in the service in the Mexican war he contracted chronic diarrhea, 
which disability has afflicted him continuously since bis service in that war, 
and still does so, By reason of this disease he was compelled to resign his 
commission in the Thirty-cighth Ohio Regiment and return home. In 1872 he 
was attacked by consumption, which progressed to the extent of practically 
destroying his left lung. He is now drawing a pension nt the rate of $20 per 
month for the disability resulting from chronic diarrhea. 

His application for an increase of pension wasfiled in May, 1838, and rejected 
December 12, 1888. The grounds upon which increase was claimed were disease 
of the heart, lungs, liver, kidneys, and spleen, alleged to be the result of chronic 
diarrhea. The claimant was too much prostrated to go before the regular ex- 
amining board of surgeons, and Dr, William Ramsey, of Delta, Ohio, was by the 
Pension Commissioner appointed to make the examination at the residence of 
the claimant, Colonel Bradley resides in Stryker, Ohio, some 25 miles distant 
from Delta. That examination shows that claimant is totally anfit to do any 
kind of labor, and uiring a constant attendant, being unable to get out of 
his room; general debility; can not void urine without use of catheter. The 


report fi states; 
*I find him resting on the lounge unable to divest himself of any part of his 
clothing to be examined. Tongue some coated, groored, and dry; continu- 


1890. 


— 


ally hacking and trying to clear the throat. On auscultation and on 
I find the left lung totally worthless, little or no air entering it. ht lung 
is quite good for iis age. There is exceasive tenderness of the leftiliac 


side and over the bladder. The spine all the way is very tender to pressure, 
Has not voided urine for eight years without the use of the catheter. When 
not having diarrhea is very costive. Requires a constant attendant. * * * 
A man of excellent habits.” 

The claim for increase was rejected on the ground that the disabilities claimed 
to be results of the chronic diarrhea for which claimant was drawing pension 
could not be accepted as such results. 

There ts no question regarding the complete and permanently disabled con- 
dition of claimant. His great ses and enfeebled condition, taken in. connec- 
tion with his faithful service to his country in two wars of the Republic, appeals 
strongly to the generous consideration of Congress. Again, it is by no means 
certain that the diseases which now afflict him are not traceable to the original 
pensionable cause. But however opinions may differ upon that point, your 
committee feel that the condition and services of this soldier are such as to 
se inah the granting of the relief asked, and we therefore reportthe bill favor- 
ably. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to been- 
grossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third 
time, and passed. 


URIAH BRYANT. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration ot the bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah 
Bryant. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Uriah ant, 
late asoldier in the Florida war, in Capt. N. G. Foster's company and Colonel 
Cooper's regiment of Georgia volunteers, and that he be paid a pension under 
the provisionsof the pension laws. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what the pension law pro- 
vides in such cases. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Eight dollars per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will not ask for the reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BERNHARD STUEBER. 


Mr. MCCORMICK. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Stenber. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas Bernhard Stueber, late n sergeant of Company F, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, by reason of disease con 
in the service of the United States pe to September 14, 1862, was, after the bat- 
tle of Antietam, granted a furlough or leave of absence by the commander of 
his company and regiment, on recommendation of the surgeon, but which said 
furlough was not reported at headquarters; and 

Whereas, by reason of a general order issued prior to thattime, no furloughs 
were to be authorized at headquarters, and for this reason the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral is unable, unwilling, or unauthorized to remove the charge of desertion 
which appears against the name of said Stueber on the rolls of the War Depart- 
ment, notwithstanding the evidence furnished by the soldier that his physical 
condition prevented his return to his command, and that the authority acted 
upon was in perfectly good faith: Therefore, 3 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to remove the charge of desertion standing st the name of Sergt. Bernhard 
Stueber, late of Company F, One hundred and seventh ment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, on the records of the Adjutant-General's Office, and issue him an 
honorable discharge. 


The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the striking ont of 
the preamble. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : t 

ALONZO HIX. 


Mr. PARRETT. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions aud 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo Hix, late of Company D, 
Fifth Indiana Legion, in the war of the rebellion. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Add to the bill the words “the pension to commence from approval of this 
act,” 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix, submit the following report: 

The claimant alleges that in July, 1863, and while serving asa private in Com- 
pany D, Fifth Indiana Legion, he was injured in right breastand left hip by his 

rse ring upon him while on picket duty at the time of Morgan's and Hines’s 
raid. This injury occurred at Anderson Township, P. County, Ind 

The records of the adjutant-general of the State of Indiana show that the 
claimant was enrolled June 15, 1861, as » private in Company D, Fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana State Legion, and must out in February, 1865. Period of 
actual service, fourteen days. 

A. P. Batson, of Tell City, Ind., swears he was captain of said company, and 
that on the llth of July, 1863, he received an order from the colonel of the reg- 
iment to form a picket line from Cannelton to Grandview, in the State of In- 
diana, and another line from Troy to Hagadorn’s, and it was with the latter 
division that the claimant one dark, stormy night received, while in the line ot 
his duty, from the fall of his horse, an injury of his right breast and left hip. 
The next morning witness sent a physician to treat the claimant, who was to- 
tally disabled for duty from that time on by his injuries. 
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Other testimony shows that the claimant was a sound man when be entered 
the servics, and that when he returned from his company he wassuffering with 
the injuries received as above stated, and that he has been seriously disabled 
for the performance of manual labor ever since to the nt time. His pres- 
ent condition is fully deseribed in the testimony of Drs. William Clothe and 
ee A. Mitchell, and it is apparent that he can do but little if any manual 


bor. 

It is further shown that the claimant's only property is a third interest in 76 

acres of r hill land in County, Indiana, and be has been obliged to 
ve up farming altogether. He now lives about from place to place among 
ends and relatives. 

A petition signed by Isaac Dunn (auditor of Perry County, Indiana) and 79 
others, asking that the relief prayed for be granted, accom ies the bill, 

The claimant's application to Pension Bureau was rejected on the 7 
mat, being a member of the State militia, and not having filed and established 
his claim prior to the 4th day of July, 1874, he is barred by section 4698, Revised 
Statutes of the United Stat 


Your committee, 88838 the case as a proper one for the special ac- 
tion of Congress, and the bill is therefore returned with the recommendation 
that it do pass, amended by adding the words "the pension to date from ap- 
proval of this act.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. í 
REBECCA A. BAKER. 


Mr. LAWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 
existing laws, the name of Rebecca A. Baker, formerly widow of George W. 
Baker, late of Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Amend by striking out the name Baker” after the name Rebecca A. in 
Une 6 and inserting instead the name Green.“ 

The title was amended to correspond with the body of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. Laws) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. K. , 
11578) ganga pension to Rebecea A. Baker, submit the following report: 

Geo W. ker enlisted November 30, 1863, and died in hospital at St. 
Louis, February 5, 1864. His widow, Rebecca A. Baker, was pensioned, cer- 
tifleate No. 160697, at $8 until January 19, 1870, when she one Green, 
who represented to the widow that he was a man of means. having $10,090 in 
the bank, ete. This and all other representations as to wealth and character 
proved to be false in every particular, and Green was found without any means 
whatever, a characterless scoundrel and a thief, and the widow swears she 
never lived with him as his wife. Green left her and they lived apart to the 
date of Green’s death, some two years ago. 

As the widow of George W. Barker she was left without other means of sup- 
port than her pension,and poverty and hard labor had so broken her health 
that she was induced to accept what she supposed was an advantageous offer of 
marriage. Mrs. Barker is now old, very poor,and in feeble health. From the 
evidence on file the case seems to be entirely meritorious, the remarriage being 
the only bartoher pension, Your committee therefore recommend the peerage 
of the bill, amended, however, by striking out the name“ Barker" after the 
name Re A” in line 6,and inserting instead the name Green.“ 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
sed. 
1 HENRY A. BARNUM, 

Mr. FLOWER. Lask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pansion-roll the name of Henry A. Bar- 
num, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general of volunteers, and pay 
him a pension of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, ifgentlemen will allow me, I desire to 
make a short statement concerning this bill. Major-General Barnum 
fought his War up from captain in the Twelfth New York Volunteers, 
a regiment which went from near my home. He deserves from me, 
and from the members from New York, something more than a mere 
report; and I would not feel as though I had done my duty to that 
brave oficer if I remained silent at this time. He fought at Malvern 
Hill and was shot through the body, was left for dead on the ground 
and carried off by his comrades, and before that wound healed in ten 
battles he fought his way and won a major-general’s star. 

Ever since then he has suffered from a running wound and does to- 
day. He has doctor’s bills to pay that more than equal the amount 
of his pension, and I ask this House to do him simple justice and put 
him on the pension-roll at $100 a month. Wherever the bullets were 
whistling or shells were bursting, there you found him fighting man- 
fully for the old flag and the Union. I think his is a very worthy case, 
and I ask that the bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this bill 
has not been reported, 

Mr. FLOWER. Itis reported unanimously. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to say in corroboration of what my colleague 
has said that I have known General Barnum ever since the war, and 
no man won brighter laurels or has suffered more ever since the war 
than General Henry A. Barnum. I think we can do no better thing 
than to give what this bill proposes to give to a man of his eminence, 
fighting qualities, and merit. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. What is General Barnum’s present con- 
dition in reference to being able to do business? 

Mr. FLOWER, He does no He is being doctored by Dr. 
Lewis B. Sayre, and every month pays more doctor’sbillsthan the 
amount of his pension. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is not General Barnum a man of large means? 

Mr, FLOWER. On, no; he is a poor man. 

Mr. BAKER. He has to wear a silver tube constantly in the wound, 
and has for all these years. The pension will not pay his dector’s bills. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is the largest pension, I believe, that has 
ever been granted to an officer in his own right. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Except one, General Black. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. General Black’s isthe same, $100 per month. I 
will not interposeany objection. Ihaveattended here regularly every 
Friday night this session and I believe in all I have taken less than 
five minutes of the time of the House, and I would like unanimous 
consent to print afew remarks in the REcoRD on the subjectof the pen- 
sion legislation of this session, 

Unanimous consent was granted. ` 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. S er, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BAKER] if I understood him to say that we ought to 
grant this pension because this man has rendered valuable services. 

Mr. BAKER. Not on that account alone. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wanted to ask the gentleman if he thought we 
ought to base our pension legislation upon the fact that a man simply 

his duty. 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Whether we ought not to base this ion legis- 
lation upon the disability under which the soldier is suffering. 

Mr. BAKER. I say so. I think we ought to base it on the disa- 
bility in this case; and I do not believe there is a parallel to this case 
in the Medical and Surgical History of the War, 

; Mr. SAWYER. - The general has to wear a drainage, too, all the 
time, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall not object to the consideration or to the 
vote upon this bill, by demanding a quorum or anything of that kind, 
but I simply waut to call the attention of the House now to the fact 
that these tremendously large pensions thatare granted are what make 
the te expense so great. 

Mr. ER. Iagree with my friend, but this case is one of those 
that entitles the man to it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And we ought to be careful not to grant them un- 


less they are n f- 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what pension this 


Mr. HILL. 
ocer is getting at the present time. 


Mr. TURNER, of New York. I think he is getting $50 per month; 
Tam not sure. 
A MEMBER. Thirty dollars. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Does any one know what he is getting? 
Mr. FLOWER. I think he is getting $52 a month, but I am not 


certain. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire further of the chairman or 
some member of the eommittee if this is unanimously reported from 
the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was a unanimous report. I want to state that 
the committee considered this case very carefully and they decided that 
there was not a parallel in the history of the war. He was shot clear 
through the body, and it is a running wound to-day. 

Mr. TURNER, of New York. He has a drainage-tube clear through 
his body. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is a silver tube through his body, and in a 
short time it will be necessary for him to have a very difficult opera- 
tion performed, which will probably take his entire year’s pension to 

for the services of a physician. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the ball did not penetrate the 


cavity, but through the pelvis. 
Mr. MORRILL. It injured the pelvis. 
Mr. HILL. Under the circumstances of this ease I will not oppose 


it, although when I rose } intended to do so. 

Mr. KI RE. No bill of this size has ever passed the House at 
an evening session since I have been in Congress, and I would be un- 
willing to depart from the rule that has been heretofore adhered to, 
to pass bills of this character in the full House. I am willing to allow 
this bill to be reported to a full House. 

Mr. FLOWER. To-morrow morning. 

Mr. KILGORE. To be acted upon when there is a quorum present. 

Mr. FLOWER. I have no objection to its going over until to- 
morrow morning, with the understanding that it be made the special 
order at that time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I call my friend’s attention to the fact that one 
such bill passed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The river and harbor bill comes up in the 
morning. 

Mr. COLEMAN. The river and harbor bill comesup the first thing 
in the morning and it is very important to a good many people. 


Mr. CHEADLE, I would not insist upon this bill going over, in the 
case of a man suffering like this. 

Mr. KILGORE. If I was toyield in this case I would havetoyield 
in others. Let it go over. It will not take ten minutes to-morrow. 

Mr. BAKER. Let it go to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have announced that I was willing 
to have this bill go over until to-morrow or until some day fixed. I 
am not willing that it pass to-night. I would be glad to do so, but I 
am not willing to depart from a rule that has been heretofore observed. 
There is really no rule, but it has been the custom to do that. 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that it be ordered to a third 
reading, that it goover until to-morrow morning immediately after the 
ae of the Journal, and the previous question to he considered as 
ord on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. With the right of amendment. 

Mr.GEST. The river and harbor bill comes up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Iwill be compelled to object if that will inter- 
fere with the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. GEAR. It will notdoso. The river and harbor bill is a priv- 


question. š 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER] asks unanimons consent that the bill be considered as read a 


- | third time, that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 


passage of the bill, and that it go over until to-morrow morning im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, when it be made the special 
order. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


MONTRAVILLE A. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to aa on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Montraville A. Harri de- 
pendent father of Fazelo A. Harrington, deceased, late colonel of the Twenty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was relerred the bill (H. R. 
10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington, submit the following 


report: . 

That from the evidence filed before them, the following facts clearly appear: 
That the claimant, pow an old man of the age of cighty-tive 8 was the 
father of o A. now d late colonel of the Twenty- 


Fazil x 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volun who January 1, 1863, at Murfrees- 
borough, Tenn., from w. recei in action at the of Stone River, 
Tenn., December 31, 1862; that his widow has since remarried and his children 


uent foe- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES LITTLETON. 
Mr. PAYNTER, Icall up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James Littleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: y 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he ishereby, authorized 


and directed to remove the of desertion 5 — James Littleton, late of 
Company E, Twenty-second ent Kentucky 6 and issue 
to him an honorable discharge from the Army of the Un States. 


The report (by Mr. ROBERTSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 4224) 
for the relief of James Littleton, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


rt: 

3 Littleton, when fifteen years of , enlisted as a private in Company 
E, Twenty-second Kentucky Infantry, and was enrolled on October 5, 1862, to 
serye three years. On the 20th of October, L he deserted because his brother, 
who was in the service, advised him that he should not have enlisted and al- 
lowed his parents to look after themselves. His brother's advice induced him 
to leave the service. Afterward, when he learned that he had done wrong, he 
voluntarily rejoined his company. 

On ber 5, 1864, Littleton was admitted to Barracks General Hospital, 
New Or La., with bronchitis; was then furloughed on Spy noastces 19, 1864, 
for sixty-one days, Company E, Twenty-second Kentucky Infantry Volun- 
teers, was mustered out on January 20,1865, when the veterans and recruits 
were transferred to other regiments. Littleton was transferred to W 
Seventh Kentucky Veteran Infantry Volunteers, per Special Order 34, De- 
partment of the Gulf, dated December 23, 1564. The muster-rolls of the latter 
— — of February 28, April 30, and June 30, 1865, report him absent, sick in 
Kentucky, under sentence for desertion. 

The proof of three of his neighbors shows that from the time he arrived 


ee oe — . — — ician is dead 
to y ow o con jon. e ng physician * 
The evidence of his to his physical p 


Littleton wasa mero boy when the desertion from 
ond Infantry Volunteers, took e 
brother to desert. His youth and his voluntari 
the removal of the charge against him. 


pany E, Twenty-sec- 
was persuaded by an older 
y rejoining his command merit 
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Your committee are satisfied that he was sick, and unable to return to his 
eommand from the expiration of his furlough until the expiration of his term of 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment, as 
follows: Insert after word Volunteers.“ in sixth line, “and late of Company 
O, Seventh Kentucky Veteran Infantry Volunteers.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 


for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and st 


CALVIN RASOR, 


Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 10709) granting 
a pension to Calvin Rasor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby; au- 
subject ions 


and limitations of the eral pension laws, the name of Calvin Rasor, late a 
member of Company K, Fou: Indiana Legion, Ohio Home Guards, 
and allow him a n for wou received while engaged under the author- 

Creek, Kentucky, on or about 


ities of the United States in the battle of Panther 
September 20, 1862, 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 
Lar . granting a pension to Calvin Rasor, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 


Fourth Indiana n Ohio Home Guards, and while participating with his 
command in an ent with the saap at Panther Creek, Kentucky, on 
or about September, he received a gunshot wound of the left temple. 


The claimant's service and the fact that he received the wound of the head in 
the service and line of duty are fully and clearly shown and established by the 
testimony on file at the Pension Bureau, but his lication, filed in that bureau 

was rej upon the ground the wound was received 
on and that he is therefore not pen- 


sion under pension laws. 
The claimant is about sixty-four years old, and, as shown by the evidence on 
s constant sufferer from pains in the head, ve vision, cte., the results 
of the wound of head. 
In view of the facts as above stated your committee believe the case to be a 
proper one for the action of Congress, and the bill is therefore returned with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEST. There was a list at the session of last Friday evening, 
and it was the understanding of the House that that list was to be 
taken rs gi it was left off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wiil reach the gentleman 
from Illinois in a few minutes. 

z T 

0 pro tempore. ere was a list that was passed over 
to the Chair this evening. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand everybody will be reached here to- 


t. 
i SPEAKER pro tempore, Those who are not present will very 
— be called. It is difficult to blend the two lists without some fric- 
on. 
Mr. GEST. It is very easy to be leſt out, I find. 


WILLIAM W. REED. 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present consider- 


ation the bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly 
a private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of seventy-two 
dollars per month, the name of William W, Reed, formerly a private in Com- 
pany D. in the Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 


‘The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9126) grantia an increase of pension to William W. Reed, submit the following 
re} s 

"aimant was a member of 8 D. Thirty-sixth nt of Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry; enlisted A sag bony! was d in August, 1863, by 
rr of 8 in — i struck right side of — shattering 

lveolar process of superior maxillary, carrying away a portion of i th: 
z teeth „and shattering hard palate, passing through Ra molar 3 
ng 


p scars across on either side of face, causing much disfi - 
ment. The hard palate is torn and posterior palate displaced backw. ani 
leaving a large opening between cavities of mouth and nose; great loss of bony 
substance throughout the track of wound; loss of power of muscles of lower 
jaw and pain in use. There isan opening between mouth and posterior nose, 
so that food taken in the mouth runs out of nose in swallowing, deficiency of 
ir ne and ey td to m ps food; natoy Spanon of nose, pro- 
ucing discharges and impairs stomach gest: 
claimant Rae àe lorable condition. | i . 
e was oni for $15, $18, ani now drawing $24. His application for 
increase was rejected in the Pension Office because he was rated as high as th 
office could rate him under the general law. e: 5 
ae J ep = ign ceo ny en. = så oreo in destitute circum- 
ees, an such a m e condition t only a questi i 
when he will die from the effects ofthe wound. 2 8 
Your committee recommend the 
striking out, in line 5, “seventy-two” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aa paned 


of the bill, amended, however, by 
inserting sixty.“ 


JOHN SCUDDER, : 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9302) r pension to John Seudder. 
The bill was read, as follows: f 


Bo it enacted. ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to be on the on: rolls, at the rate of $12 per month, 
the name of John Scudder, father of John Sidney Seudder, late a private in 
Company I, Twentieth Regiment New York State Volunteers. : 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9302) granting a prion to John Scudder, submit the following report: 

Jobn Seudder is the father of John Sidney Scudder, who en mber 
12, 1864, as private in Company I, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteers, 
and died while in service of typho' 
child surviving him. 

The mother of the soldier died June 14. 1872. The father applied for pension 
November — 1879, but his claim has been on the und thatat time 
of the soldier's death his income from his r was sufficient for the support 
of himself and family. 

There is nipi proof that the soldier assisted the claimant jor to enlist- 
ment. The evidence further shows that for many years past he been badly 
disabled, and now at the age of seventy-four years is unable to work, has no, 
property,and as appears from the affidavit of the overseer of the 
county in which he resides, is supported by charity. 

The case is one clearly within the well — rules of the House, and 
relief to this old and worthy claimant should no longer be withheld. 

The bill is therefore returned with the 2 that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HARRIET J. YARBROUGH. 
Mr. CARUTH. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 10735) granting a pension to iet J. Yarbrough. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls name of Harriet J. 
Yarbrough, step-mother of Thomas J. Yarbrough, and pay her the same pen- 
sion as if shg had been the dependent mother of the said Thomas J. 


late a soldier in Company I, Eighty-first Indiana Volunteer Infantry. ? 
Mr. KILGORE, Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker, so that we 

may understand the case. : 
The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. N. 
10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough, submit the following $ 
ivate in Company L, ̃ ͤ ͤ—— ̃ — TAAA July ih 
as private in pany I, y-first - un % 
1862, and died while in said service, November 17, 1864, of chronic diarr! He 
= neither wife nor child surviving bim. The the died in 
y, 1842. 
years of „and tenderly cared for him as 
The family was very poor, and as the son 
contributed to their support, and after enlistment assisted hi 
mother by frequent remittances. The soldier's father died in 1879, lea no 
roperty out of which the claimant could obtaina maintenance, He 
‘or pension pending at the time of his death. The a. be: also 
applied, but not being the natural mother of the soldier, no title under the 
general law. She is now old and very poor. 
There are numerous p ents to warrant your committee in a favorable 
consideration of the bill above referred to, and they therefore return the same 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM TOLLE. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10031) granting a pension to William Tolle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and required to place on the on-roll William Tolle, father of Francis 
A. Tolle, late a member of Merritt's Missouri Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
according to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10081) ting a pension to William Tolle, submit the following report: 

Will Tolle is the father of Francis A. Tolle, who as private in 
Company B, Second t (Merrill's) Wisconsin Cavalry, August 31, 1862, 
and who died while >p er of war July 20, 1864. 

The soldier left surviving him a widow, who drew pension until May 9, 1872, 
when she remarried, w pon his minor children were on the 
sion-rolls, and continued on the same until November, L when the young- 

has been drawing 


former Congresses, and therefore pose committee feel justified in 
favorably on the accompanying bill, and 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


JOHN A. ANDERSON. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. Iask forthe present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John H. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, hereby, 
. directed to e the —— of John H. 8 wate Private in 
Company I, Fifth United States Artillery, on the pension- roll, subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


id fever, leaving neither widow nor minor 
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‘The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


„as d W was honorably discharged 
April 23,1870, He testifies that in the line of his duty at Fort Jefferson, Fla., iu 
July or August, 1858, he contracted yellow fever, causing spinal trouble and 
debility ; that he was treated for said fever at said fort, and that he has 

in bad health and ina broken-down condition ever since. ~ 

Mr. William N. Carpenter testifiesthat Mr. Anderson was a sound, able-bodied 
man when he entered the service, and that he came bome sick and broken 
down. Mr, Calvin J. Males testifies that his spine is affected and was so af- 
fected when he came out of the service. Mr. Edward Dickerson testifies to 

e 1 the same as Mr. Males. Mr. T. J. Shannon, a comrade, testifies 
as follows: . 

“I remember seeing him in hospital at Fort Jefferson with the yellow fever. 
The feved broke out there in September, 1867. I remember that after we got 
over the yellow fever the claimant was on the sick report a good deal of the 
time. I nk his complaint was weakness of the back, or something of that 
kind. I can call to mind that he complained of his back a good deal, and that 
when ay down and would try to get up he would complain o! 

hen he lay do nd ld try t t up h uld iain of his back and 
88 I remember that he was no good as a soldier after he had the yel- 

ow fever. 

His comrade, Jolin M. Oxley, testifies : 

“We were stationed at Fort Jefterson; the claimant was youngand healthy ; 
after we had been stationed at Fort Jefferson for about one year yellow fever 
broke out, and many of the soldiers were taken with it, among them the chaim- 
ant. I had the fever at the same time. I saw claimant several times while he 
lay in the hospital with the fever.” 

Frank McClelland testifies: 


to testify 
perfect memory of dates; 
man of habits, and he has not contributed in any way to the aggravation 
of his misfortune by bad conduct. : 

He made application for a pension April 10, 1886, which was rejected in 1889, 
“on the ground that the evidence is insufficient to establish that the disease of 
spine, for which pension is asked, was incurred in the service and line of duty. 

8 has been in the hands of eight special examiners without definite 
results, 

The 


derson. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 


The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed- 


MRS, ETTA ILUBBS. 


Mr. GEST. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11050) to 
grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an army nurse, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Etta Hubbs, 
of Carthage, III., who was an army nurse, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an army nurse, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Kees? paid this case shows that the claimant, abont the first week in Septem- 
ber, 1862, entered opens Street Hospital at St. Louis, Mo., which was a hos- 
pital for the care of sick and wounded Union soldiers. She first went there to 
nurse her sick husband, then a soldier in the Army. A few days thereafter sbe 
was placed in charge of the diet kitchen of the hospital by Dr. C. H. Hughes, 
then the managing surgeon of the hospital, which kitchen was for the preparation 
of food for very sick patients. She pre food, wrote letters for them, to 
them, sent messages und keepsakes nds of the dying, and comforted the sick 
in their last hours. She served continnonsly in that capacity until July, 1863, 
when she was ordered by the managing surgeon to take a vacation on account of 
the impairment of her health arising from overwork and heat. Shortly after- 
wards the hospital was discontinued. Hickory Street Hospital was a post hos- 
pital until January, 1863, when it became a general hospital and the claimant was 
musterrd as a female nurse. 

Jared L. Hubbs is the husband of claimant and served three years in the Union 
anay: His health was ruined thereby and he now draws the snm of $t per month 

sion. This constitutes the means of support of husband and wife. Both are 
roken down in health and advanced in years. 

Methias Betts testifies that he was a patient in said hospital in the winter of 
1862 and 1863; knew Mrs. Hubbs and knows that she was a nurse in that hospital. 
The mayor, — clerk, and postmaster of Carthage, III., the home of the claim- 
ant, the commander of the Army post, the president of the bank at Carthage, and 
Hon. John Fletcher, late State senator from that district, certify that she is of un- 
questionable veracity and of the highest character, and that both husband and 
wife are withont means of support and unable to perform manual labor. 


Mrs. Sarah E. Fuller, secretary of the National Woman's Relief C states 
that tho case of Mra, Hubbs has examined by the corps and that they be- 
lieve her worthy, and strongly urge the granting to her of a n. 

Dr. Daniel Kühn, of St. Louis, Mo., testifies that he took charge of the hospital 
at St. Louis in November, 1862, and fonnd the claimant there in ‘of the 


Your committee believe the case meritorious, and they recommend tho passage 
of the bill, with an amendment, to wit: Insert in the blank in line 6 the word 
5 afore a s 


“twelve” the word dollars. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ord to be en for a third read 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
MRS. CAROLINE HANNEMAN, 


Mr. TURNER, of New York, I call up for consideration the bill 
(5. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit 3 ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Mrs. © Hanneman, widow of 
the late Julius R. neman, first lieutenant in the Seventh Regiment New York 
Infantry, at the rate of $15 per month, instead of $8 per month, now received. 


The report (by Mr. Turner, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3549) in- 
creasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman, submit the each tym te Prt 

The history of the case is set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3549) sranting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Caroline Hanneman, widow of the late Julius 
Hanneman, first lieutenant in the Seventh Regiment New York Infantry, have 


1864, when 
curred in the 


service. 

„When the widow was pensioned, she was pensioned as the widow of a corp 
ral. her husband having held that rank at tho time of the incnrrence of the 
abilities although at the time of his discharge he was a first lieutenant and acting 
adjutant of his regiment as above stated. 

The application of the widow for increase u account of the rank in promo- 
tion of her husband and his service in such rank is not admissible under the gen- 
eral law or rule governing the Bureau of Pensions, which is that the widow ofa 
soldier shall be entitled only to such pension as may be due to her in the rank 
which her deceased husband held at the time of the incurrence of the disabilities, 
which in this case would be that of corporal and entitles her to $12.a month, the 
pension she is now receiving. 

The applicant claims that her pension ought to be increased to the sum of $17 
por month, that being the amount of pension due to the widow of a first lieutenant, 
= ee rank her husband served after his promotion and up to the time of his 

scharge. 

„Thore is very stro: uity in this claim, the fact that the husband was paid 
and actnally served In ebe higher ranks of promotion, as stated, We favor the 
consideration of this circumstance with others in the case, but we prefer to put 
the increase upon other grounds rather than to interfere with the general rale of 
the law upon that subject. 

“The widow is now a resident of Washington 3 she and her husband 
resided at the time of his death. It appears from evidence that she is forty- 
three years old; that she is in feeble broken health; that she has no p 
or means of support; that she is not able to do anything except very light needle- 
work part of the time, and she is dependent upon the charity of her ds for 
support. We think, under these cirenmstances, there ought to be an increase of 
pomsico: * dollars per month is uot sufficient for the sustenance of a woman 
in such condition. 

In consideration of the rank and service of her deceased husband and of the 
poor condition in which sho herself is with respect to health and property, we 
recommend the passage of the bill with the following amendment: Strike ont 
‘seventeen’ in line 8, and insert 'fifteen.’” 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill, amended, however, 
by striking out the word “fifteen in line 8, and inserting therein instead the wo 
“seventeen.” 

to. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was l 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
acvordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY D, JONES. 


Mr. WALLACE, of New York. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Jones, late volunteer nurse dur- 
ing the civil war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Turner, of New York) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 10858) 
granting a pension to Mary D. Jones, submit the following report: 

That Mary D. Jones was a nurse and matron in a hospital in New Orleans, and 
as such served from 1862 until the summer of 1865. Her service was of the highest 
order, as is shown by abandant testimony. She is now old and poor, and in view 
of her long service your committee recommend the bill do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA A. BOWLING, 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas Col. William Bowling, now 1 performed military service for 
and in behalf of the United States in the late civil war, in recruiting the Twenty- 
second R. t of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and also performed other mil- 
itary service for and on f of the United States in commanding the militia of 
Carter County, Kent „in and during said war, which was mus! 
in ereas the enid Bowling did coutract disability from exposure in perform! 

ereas w con rformin, 
said military duty aforesaid, which was the cause of his th and Aa miaa his 
n : Therefore, 
Re Tebnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author. 
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ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Martha A. Bowling, widow of the late 
Col. William Bowling, at the rate of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


Tue Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6052) 
granting a sion to Martha A. Bowling, submit the following report: 
William Bowling, the husband of claimant, was colonel of the Thirty-first Regi- 
fons of Kentucky State Militia, appointed by the governor of the State, by not of 
tato 


ture. 

He organized said regnans and rendered valuable service as such. There are 
numerous affidavits on tile showing that while in said service and in line of duty 
he contracted disease which resulted in his death. 

The only reason claimant did not secure pension in Pension Department is 
that the tia organizations had no military recognition, and she neglected to 
take 574 %“ ot the act to provide pension for this class of persons, which ex- 
pired July 4, 1874. E 

Your committee are of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, as the widow is now in needy circumstances, 
amended, however, by striking out the preamble. 


The committee recommend that the preamble be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

HARRIET E. DONALDSON. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 3874) 
. pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 3 to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension re the name of Harriet E. Donaldson, widow of Ed- 
ward Donal , late rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr, Speaker. 
The report (by Mr. Fick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3874) 
granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson, submit the peril report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Harriet E. 
Donaldson, nrag Ar a pension, have examined the same, and report: 

“The cl nt is the widow of Edward Donaldson, lato rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy, who died on the 16th of May, 1889, at the age of seventy-two 


ears. 

8 He entered the United States Navy when seventeen years of age. In October, 

1834, under Andrew Jackson's administration, Mahlon Dickerson appointed him a 

8 While a cadet midshipman he was attached to the St. Louis, iu the 
est es. 

"He was also attached to the U. S. S. Falmouth. He was also on the frigate 
Columbia end participated in the attack on the forts on the coast of Sumatra. He 
was in McLaughlin's Mosquito fleet off the coast of Florida. He was in active 
service on the coast of Africa and in the East Indies. During the late war he was 
actively en throughout the four years and distin hed himself for his 
coolness and bravery. In 1861 he commanded the gunboat Scioto of the West 
Gulf Squadron, in the Gulf of Mexico, and in 1861-'62 he took part in the bombard- 
ment, ete., of Forts Jackson aud St, Philip, and in the capture of New Orleans 
and other operations on the river. 

He received his commission as commander July 10, 1862, and at the battle in 
Mobile Bay, August, 1864, commanded the steam-sloop Seminole. He was also 
the commander of the Keystone State, when sho went in search of the Sumter. 
His commission as captain was received July, 1866, when he was placed in com- 
mand of the recei -ship at Baltimore and afterwards at the New York navy- 
yard. He was appointed commodore in 1871 and rear-admiral in 1876, and was 
shortly afterwards retired, after forty-two years of active service. 

Mrs. Donaldson is in extremely reduced circumstances, her husband leaving 
her no estate. 

Admiral Donaldson was on tho retired-list at the date of his death, thus ren- 
dering his widow ineligible for a pension under the general law. 

In view of the long, faithful, and distinguished services of Admiral Donaldson 
and of the financial condition of his widow, your committee are clear that this is a 
pec he case, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying orig- 
inn à 


The bill was ordered to a third readiug; and it was accordiugly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MARY D. M’CHESNEY. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Icall up for present consideration the 


bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitationa of the pension laws. the name of Mary D. McChesney, widow of 
Thomas M. McChesney, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 9313) 
granting a pension to Mary D, McChesnev, submit the following report: 
The claimant is the widow of the late Thomas M. McChesney, late captain Com- 
pany M, Ninth Now Jersey Infantry, and colonel of the First North Carolina In- 
antry, and who was granted a pension upon the following report by the Forty- 
eighth Congress. The report is as follows: 
Ibo claimant in this case volunteered in Company M, Ninth New Jersey Regi- 
ment, in March, 1862, with Captain Grover, captain of ssid company, and accom- 
fed said regiment to New Berne, N. C., soon after his enlistment, and served 
hrongh the entire war as a scout, and rendered valuable services to the Govern- 
ment in many other ways. He was a practicing physician at the time of his en- 
listment, and many times during his term of service, from March, 1862, to May, 
1865, acted as assistant surgeon of his regiment and as hospital steward and nurse 
in the hospitals. Captain Grover testifies that Dr. McChesney was all through 
the war. served as a scout, and was badly wounded; he fought nobly, and deserves 
the recognition of his Government.” He says he was brought home on 
eratches in AREA 1865, and owing to said wounds has been incapacitated to 
perform manual labor at any time since discharge. 
“ The claimant in his statement alleges ho received his wounds in the following 
manner: That an attack was made on the Federal forces at New Berne, N. C., by 


General Pick and that his horse was struck by a piece of shell and threw him 
and fell on him, g his wrist and producing a hernia on the left side, and 
also injuring his spine, from which injuries he has never recovered, and is now and 


has been wal unable to perform manunl labor since the war, 
“Dr. Mewminger, medical director of the district of New Berne, N. O., during 


“The sergeant of the Ninth New Jersey, Dr. Gillett, and members of the regi- 
ment, all corroborate the foregoing statements, and all testify to the valuable serv- 
ices of the claimant. This case was never 1 N 0 to the Pension Oftice, for 
the reason that this claimant was never regularly mustered, and therefore it was 
certuin to be rejected under the law. But your committee are of the opinion that 
the valuable service rendered entitles him to a pension asa just recognition for 
such service and as a partial compensation for his injuries, and they therefore rec- 
ommend ane pees of the accompanying bill with the following amendments: 
Strike out after the word ‘pensioners, ' in the fifth line, and insert the words 
‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, as though he had 
been regularly mustered into the service as an enlisted man in Company M, Ninth 
New Jersey Volunteers.’ Strike out the preamble.” 

Colonel McChesney died October 9, 1888, from the effect of the wounds for which 
he was ioned. This ia fully proven by the attending physician and others. 
Widow's claim was bie ase by the Department for the reason that the records of 
the War Department failed to show that the soldier was even mustered or enlisted 
in the above companies, and it was for this reason that the soldier had to seek re- 
lief from Congress. The proof is ample that he did so serve for three years, and 
that his death was caused from wounds received in battle, and that he was a valu- 
able and deserving man. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 


SARAN R. BLEECKER. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 3005) for 
increase of pension to Sarah R, Bleecker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
rovisions of the pension laws, the name of R. widow of Jobn V. 
Bleecker, deceased, late a paymaster in the United States Navy, at the rate of 
$50 per month, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 


The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3008) 
granting an increase of pension to. Sarah R. Bleecker, submit the following re- 


ort: ° 
z That this bill passed the Senate, and the rt of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions is hereby adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 

Senate Report No. 1259, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3005) printing 
an increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker, have examined the same, and 

The claimant is the widow of John V. B. Bleecker, late iparanas 
States Navy. He entered the Navy in 18448 a captain's clerk, and in 1846 vma: 
pointed purser, which rank was su nėntly changed to that of paymáster. He 

rformed faithful service in the M m war and was continuonsly in the serv- 

ce until his death in the year 1864, 

In the year 1863 he was assigned to duty as fleet paymastor of the Gulf Squad- 
ron, with headquarters at Key 3 Fla., and while at this station was stricken 
down with yellow fever, and orde north on sick leave. Soon thereafter, and 
before his entire recovery, on request of Admiral David D. Porter. he 1eceived 
orders from the Navy Department, aud reported to Admiral Porter at Cairo, III., 
when he was assigned to duty as fleet paymaster of the pipera tos Squadron. 
His responsible aud arduous duties 5 with his enfeebled condition 
resulting from the previous attack of yellow fever, induced an attack of t phoid 
fever. He was sent East and diod in three days after 9 n Now 
York. Admiral Porter testifies in tho strongest terms to the t and valua- 
ble services ronderod by Paymaster Bleecker. 


He says: 

In addition to the arduous duties imposed upon him by his position as fleet 
paymaster, Mr. Bleecker had to stand guard night and day and move from point 
to point to protect the scattered property of the squadron which had been left 
without protection by the Army. Paymaster Bleecker bad great responsibilities 
and he bore them 1 RA No officer of his corps ever had a better record 
os 1 0 Bleecker from his first entrance into the Navy in 1814 until the time of 

is death,” 

He left bis family no estate. His widow is sixty-two years of age and is in fail- 
ing health, She has an invalid daughter entirely dependent upon ber. 

La view of the above-stated facts your committee are clearly of the opinion 
5 a isa very meritorious claim, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 2 


JOHN O, M'DONALD. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call np the bill (H. R. 
6563) for the relief of John O. McDonald. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seoretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John O. McDonald, 
alias William Barnes, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6563) 
ning a pension to John O. McDonald, alias William Barnes, submit the fol- 
ow report: 

‘Applicant was member of Firat Regiment District Columbia Infantry, and was 
discharged for disability 8 9,1 

This claim, asking pension for disease of eyes, was rejected by Department for 
want of proof showing incurrence in line of service. 

The proof is clear tho man was discharged for disability; the surgeon's cer- 
8 order 3 February, 1865, show that he was discharged for pul- 
monar, of lungs, 5 

This disease, as well as the trouble with eyes, is claimed to have originated 
from an attack of measles while in the service. 
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and, after ending is sadin after the words Jann O McDonald,” where- 
— 1 A ors “alia Wiliam Barnes,” “and by striking 

and limitations of the wa," and 
. month, we 


The amendments eee by the committee were a to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and a third 
— 2 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of John 


A. McDonald, alias William Barnes.” 


CLARK STEWART. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I call np the bill (H. R. 10634) grant- 
ape pension to Clark Stewart. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., 8 Interior be, and he is 2 di- 
rected and instructed o place upon the on-rolis the name of Clark Stewart, 
late a private in feed D, Fifteenth ois Volunteers, at the rate of $50 a 
month, on account of to blindness, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. KILGORE. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was as follows: 
The Committes Ne e ae 8 the bill (H. R. 10635) 
granting a paren wart, su follo 8 
Tue ciary enlisted May 24, 1861, in Com: Regiment Illi- 
Lar — 2 — aud discharged — 18, Tata, because be 2 
l ty. 
Thio evidenco shows very clearly that at the time of enlistment he was in all re- 
ts a sound healthy man, and eee 
a 


terete aria be dg ide of par der Te eoten Rhee it to 
me mue 8 — 1 0 SS That 
this was the 8 his even on his return homeatfter h 

he remained at ay an 


x seriously 
blind. The right e. 5 tly he was in the New Yı 
as above stated, is clear that ENE, Pipar we E apy A estroy the eye, 
r kus Bik oes cients besa ASNA T tis probable that the injury would 


8 
believe the claim to be a meritorious o: 


‘our committee and therefore that the 
bil so pase withthe amendment, striking out the word“ in the sixth line 
and inserting in the place thereof the wo: hy Rare 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ord to be en POLANA T athird 
read the thirdatime, 


timo; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
and passed. 


MRS. MARIA L. M’CULLOH. 


Se McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I Hecate.” bill (H. R. 10572) 
u pension to Mrs. Maria L. McC 
be 0 bil Was read, as follows: 


1 
8 te en ent Potomac Home 
Brig Maryland Volunteers. 1 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Com:nittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10572) 
granting a — — to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh, submit the following report: 

The proposed beneficiary is the widow of J. loyd McCulloh, who entered the 
service as captain of Com Regiment Potomac Home Brigade, 
Maryland Volunteers, October 1851, and served until mustered out May 29, 


On June 20, 1883, he was gran 


8 for eee, of Map. t leg, bee of si of cat left 122 75 and impaired hearing in 
—— ties is not sa. ctorily estab- 
lished man Sy —— ge same a granted. The action of dropping waa 
based upon the certiticats ofthe 8 Md.) medical board of December 
1868, which is as follows: 
Applicant is very ag J and handles his right leg as a 9 He has no 
e 


hernia at present time. wears a truss, but no effort hing causes an 
protrusion. His motions on eee pa: yore ove my The 
Le of right hand is A bier Lies . nan of the that he has some 
— organic disease of ey eee for any 


ual labor; iS docs be csc are ö There is no sign 
e the inguinal rin 
Every effort possible was ma io to restore his name to the pension-roll, but 
pov yl aaa Since his death his widow has renewed the efforts, but has also 
The committee will not TEF to reconcile the different findings of the sur- 
Captai at different times and the sworn state- 
6 


Captain McCulloh was treated 
1864. Although he nover 


* 


1 ~~ that acconnt, yet, as will * horeafter, he suffered 
of said disenso even A naa 
“Dt „Olim, e tha surgeon, Cumberland as) py under date of Decem- 


life, even 
pressure on the spinal marrow and give rise to 
ataxia, and other injuries to the nervous ey 
aided Dr. W. chronic diarrhea as in this case. 


een A 

tate Mo oh always complained of mush pain in tho right ingninal —.— ya 
over much of the a en. He ght inguinal w 

from pro vo locomotor 

able to walk oven with aasistance. 

Dr. W. J. Craegin testifies that for ten years and more he was the family phy- 
sician of Captain McOuiloh, and also attended him in his last illness. He was a 
great sufferer from m ere locomotor ataxia during that time. The right leg 
slowly and gradu weakened, until its uso became so impaired that it was the 
cause of many falls. The upper extremities appeared to retain their power. Tho 
condition of the right limb was, in the opinion of aftiant, produced by the re 
of the trass òn his spinal column and — — over the inguinal ring, — Ae 
condition of schlerosis of the cord. He died from Jatera! schlerosis of the lum 
portion of the spinal cord. 

The special examination shows conclusively —— McCalloh was an un- 
usually robust man at the time of his entry in the ce; that after three and a 
half years’ service he returned home broken in health, and gradually grew worse 
until he became helpless. 

The widow has no status befors the Pension Office, because that office does 
deny the existence of the hernia, and has declined to TO the pane vip ae 
due to the hernia or in any other — chargeable = — 

Your committee, however, are of the opiuion 5 
sponsible for the death of claimant's husband, iat tae way indicated by the 
several medical witnesses in the case, and therefore report favorably on the ac- 
ecompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PRENTISS M. FOGLER. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9840) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Prentiss M 8 85 
e bill was „as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Prentiss M. F. jor, Sanka eg Me., late 
a 8 in tain in Company 1, T I, 3 Regiment Maine and hereby 
a month 


35 (by Mr. Moments) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R.9840) 
granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. Fogler, submit the fi gre- 


Pho claimant in this case, Capt. Prentiss M. ler, of Augusta, Me., enlisted 
August 9, 1862, at Portland, Me., in 3 fr Regiment Maine Vol - 
unter Infantry. Was mustered in as second lieutenant t 20, 1862, to serve 
three years or during the war. Was mustered in as . 6, 1863, and 
was discharged June 9, 1865. 

The claimant is drawing a pension at FF 
bilityecansed by epileptic fits, the result o xo received while in line of 
duty near Petersburgh, Va., about the middle of July, 1864. Abner O. Shaw, late 
surgeon of the Twentieth nt, testifies os follows: 

“Captain Fogler recei a sunatroke wilile superintending the build pat 
ser oft ee Was taken to the field hospital in a state of ineensibility 

for several H then seized with Z pileptio 
before mentioned, —— which have eee 

to occur every few weeks since . is affected to 
a as to incapacitate him for business, and the | 8 ie disability ts 


Atherton W. Clark, of Waldoborough, Me., lato major of the Twentieth Maine, 
in an vit, states that— 


uperin’ ding buildin: 
taken to hospital in a state of insensibjlity, 
days. He was shortly afterwards taken with epileptie A 7. which was reported 
by the surgeon to be from the effects of the sunstroke before mentioned.” 

March 1, 1887, the claimant filed an — for increase of 
continuous attacks of fits for the past twenty-six 5 have inj 
snch an extent that he is unfit for any labor 
ance of some person when away from home or traveling, as he is liable d tt 
gas to — an attack, and there are no premonitory See to warn of th 


fte 70 followin ms, residents of Augusta, Me., 
with Captain 15 er, have filed affidavits se setting forth | nie — — 
and their belief in his just claim for increase ES terna 
Dr. L. J. Crooker, of Augusta, Me., in an afti vit dated April 26, 1890, says: 
I have known Prentiss M. Fogler and have been his family physician for more 
than twenty years. It is known to me that he has epilepsy on an average about 
once in three weeks. I have known him to have — or Tight attacks in twenty- 
four hours. He is not only notable to perform any — Jaber, but much of 
the time requires the presence and care of another 
Dr. John 0. Soer, of Augusta, Me., — date of April 24, 1890, aa 
“ Prentias M. lor, late captain Company date of Ap Regiment Meine Vol. 
unteers, whose — tion has been well Segue > me for pont eto years, is suffering 
from epilepsy, resulting from sunstroke in the service, to such an extent that it 
is not safe for him to go about alone, and requires the care of another person a 
great deal of the time.” 
It is just one of those cases in which a special act of Congress seems to be the 
only way in which justice can be done." 
Hon. William P. Whitehouse, judge of the supremo judicial court of Maine, in 
an affidavit as to condition of t, closes by saying: 
No pension in the gift of the jara — can Sect rotor — 9 foe his rd preat 
‘Ain view af the Ina is cause, but the highest rate should certain = Ps 
view of the facts presented in this case, a — committee are o Bosc rs that 
ain Fi s pension should be increased, and therefore return tho 
accompanying bill with the recomtmendati amended, however, 
1 out th the words seventy-two,” in line 5, and inserting therein instead the 
word “ fifty,” and by adding: “Provided, That 
prevent any further increase by the Pension Office to which the beneficlary may 
at any time become entitled.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
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The bill-as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
ALFRED CRAYTON. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etè., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
Ae Grayson, eof Eleventh Annals Toy and Company A One andrea 
and sixth Dlinois Infantry. ` 


Thereport (by Mr, WILILIAVIs, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11069) 
for the relief of Alfred Crayton, having considered the sam 

That the evidence shows that Crayton enlisted in 
fantry in July, 1861, and while under arrest deserted October 5, 1862, and re-enlisted 
in Company A, One hundred and sixth Illinois Infantry on the 23d of October, 1862, 
and was mustered out of srid regiment, the 12th day of July, 1865. 

Said Alfred Crayton states in his affidavit that he deserted on account of the 
cruelty aud abuse of his officers. He was only out of service eighteen days and 
does not come within the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 
1889, for the reason that he deserted while under arrest. The record shows that 
he wasn years in the Army, and the committee rec- 
ommend of the bill with the follow: amendment: Strike out in 
sixth line of said pill the words and Company A, hundred and sixth Illinois 
Infantry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
‘and passed. 


er and served four 


MRS, CATHERINE EDMANDS. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9375) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine Edmands. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Catherine Edmands, widow of J. Cush- 
ing Edm: late a colonel of the Thirty-second Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
fantry, on the pension-roll at the rate of $30 a month, in lien of the rate she now 
receives. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think the report in that case 
ought to be read. 5 
r. MORROW. The report is quite long and I think I ean satisfy 
the gentleman from Texas by @ brief statement of the case, and in 
that way savo a little time. The soldier, Joseph Cushin Edmands, 
enlisted asa sergeant in the Twenty-fourth Massachusetts olunteers. 
While serving in that capacity he contracted diarrhea. For that dis- 
ability a pension was allowed to the widow afterhisdeath. Butitap- 
from the testimony on file that he also became an officer in the 
irty-second Massachusetts Volunteers, and while holding the posi- 
tion of lieutenant-eolonel he was severely wounded in the leg. The 
wonnd continued to be a disability until the time of his death in 1879, 
and it is believed that it was the real cause of bis death. He died of 
consumption, and the testimony is quite clear that it was the drain- 
age of his system from this wound that brought on the disease 
which resulted in his death. The widow is very poor and in great 
need of this money. 
Mr. CHEADLE. What amount does this bill propose to give? 
Mr. MORROW, Thirty dollars a month. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9375) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine Edmands, submit the following 


rt: 

The claimant's late husband, Joseph C: Edmands, entered the servico at 
the uge of nineteen years as first sergeant of K, Twenty-fourth Massa- 
ehusetts Volunteers, on the dth of October, 1661, and was discharged August 12, 
1862, to accept commission as captain of Company K, Thirty-second Massachu- 
setts Volunteers. He was mustered in as major of the last-named regiment 
March 12, 1863, and as lientenant-colonel to date July 29, 1804. He was wounded 
2 ͥ «ù ü Hovenioer t 1esi wed boscrebly ARDARA 

ot oo 0 s t November 1. 4, an y 
July 1, 1865. From December 16, 1863, to March 7, 1864, he was a prisoner of war. 

Colonel Edmands died December 28, 1879, and his widow was allowed a pension 
atthe rate of $8 per month, which was subsequently increased by the act of 
cre ne 1880, to $12 per month. The rank fixed in the widow's certificate is 
that of se: int. 

The wid Ax, who is now in poor health and in great need of tho increased ratin, 
provided for by the bill, contends that the wound which her husband receiv: 
while bolding the rank of lientenant-colonel was one of 9 — causes of 
his death, and that she is justly entitled to be pensioned as a lieutenant-colonel's 


ow. 

The immediate cause of the soldier's death was (as shown by the papers on file 
atthe Pension Bureau) disease of the lungs. It appears further that during the 
early part of his service and while ranking as a sergeant the soldier contracted 
diarrhea, and that at intervals thereafter to the time of his death he suffered from 
attacks of the disease. The diarrhea was accepted by the Pension Bureau as the 

rimary cause of death, and when the widow's claim was allowed the rank was 

xed as sergeant because that was the rank held by the soldier when he had his 
first attack of diarrhea. Your committee think, however, that the wound of leg 
must not be ignored as an important factor in causing this nt officer's death. 
It is shown that the wound was continually gathering and breaking, and that he 
3 ver: naa Baha bse vga sen erent Se causing a 
constant and serious n upon system, an s, together diarrhea, 
finally produced disease of the lun death. 

The testimony of Sheldon I.K „of Oakland, Cal., filed in the Pension Bu- 
rean July 25, 1884 (prior to the time of the allowance of the widow's pension), is 
as follows: That in the autumn of 1865 the soldier came to his (Kellogg's) house 
in Baltimore, Md., on his way to Boston with his ment, and appeared in fair 
health, though afiiant heard he had the diarrhea. The soldier visited witness 
several times in the winter and spring of 1266, and afflant noticed he looked white 


and thin, and sometimes limped when he walked; from his conversation witness 
ma e en er tape mee 


wound seemed to affect him moro than ever before, and afterwards the ess 

began to sce that the wound was the sol 3 health ; 

found him great distress exhaustion of . Soldier also had 
and that and the wound together impaired soldier's 

vi constitution. 


view of the soldier's long and honorable service, his widow's necessities, and 
the fact that when wounded ho held the rank of lieutenant-colonel, your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill. Amend as follows: Before the word ‘‘ col- 
onel,” in line 5, insert the ward “lieutenant,” ` 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be è and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
MARGARET F. SMITH. 


Mr. KINSEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3325) for the re- 
lief of Margaret F. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is 1 un- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- at tho rate of $50 per month, the 
name of Margaret F. Smith, widow of the late Commodore William Smith, U. 8. 
Navy, and pay her pension from and after the passage of this act. ë 
The report (by Mr. Dg Lano) is as follows: À 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3325) granting a 
pension to Margaret F. Smith, have considered the same and report; 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 954. Your committee adopt the 
same as their report and return the bill recommending its passage. 
[Senate Report No. 954, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill nting a pension 
to tF. Smith, have examined the same and report: KA 
Theo ant is the widow of William Smith, late commodore in the United 
States Navy, who died suddenly at St, Louis, Mo., on the 90th day of April, 1873, 
after a long term devoted to the service of his country. F 
Commodore Smith was born in Kentucky in 1803 and entered the Navy as mid- 
shipman in 1823. He was promoted to be lieutenant March 3, 1831, commang¢ler in 
and commodore in and after a life of active arduous service of almost 
half a century was retired January 9, 1865. 
was attached to the Sea Gull, 1823, and served in Porter's fleet against the 
pirates in the West Indies. Was on the Vandalia in 1825, in co-operation with the 
army against the Seminole Indians. He assisted at Tuspan and Tobasco in the 
capture of those sea-ports. ' 
e commanded the Levant in the East Indian 8 1854-1852, and partici- 
8 in the siege of the barrier forts at Canton, China, in 1856. Io was in the 
gress when she went down before that headlong charge in Hampton Roads. 
He commanded the Wachusett and the groes co ting with tho arm 
under McClellan, in 1862, and commanded navy-yard at Pensacola 1802-1 
Mra Smith was overtaken a few years since by financial disaster, by which 
herself and two children were reduced from a condition of comfort to almost nb- 
solute dependence 22 the 2 of the world. 
the long an 


In consideration o 
his widow and children, your committee aro of the 


and of the necessities of 
—— that the relief should be granted, and therefore recommend the passage of the 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


DAVID DRUMHELLER. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I calbup the bill (S. 1521) granting | 
a pension to David Drumheller. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


5 tte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to i and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Drumheller, late of Company 
G, Sixty-fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1521) 
granting a pension to David Dramheller, submit the following report: 

Tho facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, whichis as follows: 

Tho Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1521, granting 
a 8 David Drumheller, bave bad the same under consideration, and re- 
port. aa follows: ~ 

In this case the pension allowance was reject] by the Pension Bureau Decem- 
ber 21, 1888. upon the ground that the disease alleged by the claimant was con- 
tracted prior to his enlistment. ‘There scems to be no question that this soldier 
served faithfully as a private in Company G, Sixty-fifth Thio Infantry, for about 
one year, and was ey ewes therefrom upon asurgeon’s certificate of 
disa noys that he is suffering from lung disease and asthma, as he alleges, which 

ctically incapacitates him for anything like the performance of labor, and 
suffered therefrom ever since his discharge fromthe Army. Several witnesses 
testify to his boing a stout, he: man at the time he enlisted, and that immedi- 
ately upon his return home after his diseharge he was suffering very severely with 
asthma. The main- cause, as is shown, for the rejection of his claim by the Bureau 
is that some evidence 2 showing that he was in a slight degree troubled 
with pbthisis prior to his enlistment. 

“Your committee is satisfied that, in any event, the disease, if he had such 
prior to his enlistment, was very much aggravated by his service, and that he 
should be pensioned. The fact that be was mustered into the service and served 
therein faithfully nearly a year, until he was discharged, and no attempt at con- 

ent of his condition, or, indeed, of his knowledge of any disease existing, is 
shown, ought to be conclusivo against the Government upon such a pro on 
as this. 

Your committee are likewise of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and therc- 


fore return the accompanying bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


2 EMELINE JANE BUSHNELL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8918) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bushnell, ings . 
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The bill was read, as follows: t 

Beit That the Secretary of the Interio: and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and eed to place the name of ede ene bor and h on the — — 
roll as a nurse, at the rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. Lane) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8918) 
granting a pension to Emeline Jane Bushnell, submit the following report: 

The t in this case was an army nurse in the hospital at Quincy, III., for 
two years and nine months and ved pay for only the sixteen months of 
said service—the rest of the time without pay. The testimony shows that her 
services were very valuable to the Government and that her system became greatly 
shattered and is now greatly impaired, and that she has now no means of sup- 
port but her own labor, and boing past seventy-seven years of age is unable to 
os much labor, She also lost a son in the service, but he left a widow who 
8 likely now drawing a pension on that acconnt, and the complainant's husband 
haa been dead for many years. 

We report the bill back with a recommendation that the same pass. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, besides the fact of the faithful and efti- 
cient services of this devoted and patriotic lady, stated in the re- 
rt, for two years and nine months as an army nuise in the hospital, 
t is due to her to add that she gave ber gallant son, Lient, Pierre F. 
Bushnell, of Company C, in the old Thirteenth Illinois, to his country, 
and that brave young soldier, one of the first to take arms, did all 
his duty to the last, perishing in the wreck of the steamer Acacia, 
August 20, 1862, after he had saved tho lives of eighteen men by his 
ealm cour and devotion in that terrible hour. Her brother, 
Maj. E. F. Dutcher, was one of the best officers ot the Seventy-fourth 
Hlinois. It is a good family, patriotic and true. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LORENZO S. COFFIN. 


Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11098) for 
the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment 
of Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of absence without proper authority stand- 
ing against the name of Lorenzo 8. Coffin, late 8 of the Thirty-second Reg- 
iment of Iowa Volunteers, be, and the same is hereby, removed, and the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to issne to him, the said Lorenzo S. Cof. 
fin, an honorable discharge. 


The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11098) 
for the relief of Alonzo S. . late chaplain Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa 
Volunteers, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

That Lorenzo 8. Coffin enlisted in Company I, Thirty-second Iowa Volunteers, 
August 22, 1862, was promoted through various grades, until November 8, 1862, 
when he was commissioned as chaplain of such regiment, July 6, 1863, he was 
snmmarily dismissed the service by special order, for absence without authority. 
He bad been sent North with instructions to collect hospital stores, and did so 
collect them and return. He was absent less than thirty days, and appears to 
have been unaware of — offending until he received notice of his dismissal. 
The facts are fully set forth in the report of the War Department and the petition 
of such officer herewith submitted. 

Your committee believe the bill to be a meritorious one, and recommend its 
passage, amended by striking ont the preamble of such bill. 


. 
WaraDevartMextr, Washington City, June 9, 1890. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 7th instant, requesting to be informed whether 
the military record of Mr. Lorenzo S. Coflin, of Fort Dodge, Iowa. can be cor- 
rected so as to grant him an honorable discharge as chaplain Thirty-second 
Towa Volunteers, and if it can not be so corrected by the Department to be ad- 
vised whether it is a proper case to submit to Con for relief, I have the honor 
to inform you that the records show Lorenzo S. Coffin to have been enrolled in 
Company I, Thirty-second Iowa Volunteers, August 22, 1862, at Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
and to have acted as first sergeant of that company*from date of enrollment until 
October 6, 1262, when mustered-in «nd appointed first sergeant of said company. 
On the same date he was promoted regimental quartermaster sergeant and served 
as such until November & 1862, when promoted to be chaplain, 
On the 27th of June, 1863, a letter was received by the Department, a copy of 
which is as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS Post OF Fort PILLOW., 
Stern DIVISION, SIXTEENTH AEMY Corrs, 
Fort Pillow, Tenn., May 20, 1863. 
Sin: I have reported Lorenzo S. Coffin, chaplain Thirty-second Regiment Iowa 
Volunteers, absent without leave, 
On the 27th day of April, 1802, 1 approved an order from his colonel command- 
ing, ordering bim from this post to Columbus, Ky., for the purpose of 
soldiers’ money. Since the time necessary for the transaction of that 
business he is absent without authority. I through his commanding officer 
that he is at this time in Orleans County, New York. 
J recommend for this continued absence that he be dismissed the service. 
Respectfally, your obedient servant, 
E. H. WOLFE, 


Colonel Fifty-second Indiana Regiment, Commanding Post. 
Capt. T. H. Harris, 
Assistant Adjutant-Generat. 
Heapvquantess DISTRICT COLUMBUS, 
Columbus, Ky., June 2, 1863. 
Respectfully forwarded, and Chaplin L. S. Coffin's dismissal recommended. 
ASBOTH, Brigadier-General. 
HEADQUARTERS SIXTEENTH ARMY CORPS, 
Memphis, Tenn., June 8, 1863. 


S. A. HURLBUT, Major-General. 
` HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE 5 
Near Vicksburg, Misa., June 12, 
Respectfully forwarded to Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D. C., and 
recommendation of General Asboth ap 
5 V. S. GRANT, Major-General. 


Respectfully forwarded, 


July 8. 1868. the 


u n 
Py as 5 y published before the mili- 
absence without proper 


was officiall to appear 
om Deaton cause why he should not be dismissed for 
Failin; 


to appear and make defense to the charge against him, he was dismissed 
tha kersie tu oieta of which the following is a copy: pe 
[SPECIAL ORDERS, No. 337.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, July 29, 1863. 
| Extract.] 


* * = — * * 

13. The following officers (published officially July 6, 1863), havin: 
pear before the mi 3 instituted. by ial Ordera, 
series, from tho War Department, within the IAES time, the President di- 
recta that they be dismissed the service of the United States, to date July 6, 1863, 
for the causes set opposite their respective names: 

. * r à 


— 


failed to ap- 
0. 53, current 


* . . 


Chaplain Lorenzo S. Coffin, Thirty-second Iowa Volunteers; absence without 
proper 5 
By order of the Secretary of War. 


. . * — . 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 


It would appear from the records, however, that Chaplain Coffin rejoined his 
A jrr y prior to the date upon which he was published“ to make the defense 
referred to, and that he continued on daty with it until his orders of dismissal 


were received at regimental headquarters. 


The date he rejoined his regiment and that upon which ho ceased service with 
it, ean not be determined from the reco; but be was mustered with it on the 
field and staff roll, dated June 30, 1863, was present July 28, 1863, when the 


fichi and staff were paid. 

Notwithstanding the record, it is beyond the power of the Department to grant 
relief, as there is no authority of law to revoke the dismissal of an officer or grant 
him an honorable discharge, which action would be necessary to correct the mili 
tary record of Chaplain Coffin as requested. 

The case, however, is deemed a proper one for relief by Congress. 

The papom submitted by yon are herewith returned. 

ery 


sincerely yours, 
J. ot atte vat . 
e ere of War. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, = 15 
House of Repreeentatices. 


Wasuixcton, D. C., June 16, 1890. 


Dean Sir: Acting ng ap rt recent request I beg leave to hand you the follow- 
ing statement of facta as ted to my — record: 

‘he following is a correct statement as far as my best recollection recalls the 
facts: While the six 5 of the Thirty second Iowa Volunteer Infantry 
were stationed at Fort Pillow, Tenn.. in the winter and spring of 1863, many of 
oar men were sick and in hospital. We had no 8 stores, books, or papers. 
The hospital was a rude log Building and gloomy in the extreme. Many of our 
men were dying with measles, homesickness, and enn Lieutenant-Colonel 
Mix, then in command of the regiment, gave me, a 2 in of the regiment, an 
order, at the request of the mental surgeon, Dr. S. B. Olney, to go to Chicago 
or ta some Lees North, where I could best secure such sanitary stores aud readin 
oe and such other supplies as we greatly needed and bring them to the reat 
ment. 

-second Indiana, 
as the th 
citizens and by 


our surgeons. 

Sometime afterwarde—I can not 2 recollect when—I was taken down sick 
from overwork and a partial sunstroke from standing bareheaded in the aun in 
pre ching a funeral sermon of one of the members of Company E—a Mr. Couch 
and as soon as able to travel I was again sent North to get more sanitary stores, 
and also to take home quite a large sum of money in the aggregate, tho regiment. 
having been paid some two months . to express from Chicago this money 
to the several homes of the men ando sending it, and also to buy in Chicago 
many things the men wanted, such as watches, ote. 

After reaching Chicago, and 8 the money which I had in charge to its 
destination, learning that my wife and c were visiting friends in Western 
New York, and thinking I could get among these friends such sanitary stores and 
reading matter as we needed, I went there, as I understood my order to go North 
for these things was of such a eral nature that I was at aster fon go where 
my judgment led me to think I could get the things needed the casiest and quick- 
est. I did succeed admirably in collecting a quantity and variety of such 
things as our surgeons wanted in the hospital. 

I never mistrusted at the time but that I was doing a most needed and sacred 
duty, and in the most legitimate way, on order of the colonel of tho regiment, 
and never knew anything to the contrary until a long while after I was dismissed 
the service, Colonel Scott, who commanded the regiment, never intimated tome 
that I bad overstepped my orders or that he had repurted me as nton ‘‘insaf- 
ficient authority,” and he never from that day to this explained to me tho nat- 
ure my offense, if I committed any, and I do not yet know why I should bave 

n dism: 

I certainly was trying to do 5 duty to the utmost, and after I found out I was 
dismissed I felt that as I had sted for the war I did not feel that my time was 
my own. So I went back to my farm and raised the best and most as sible, 
and all above what was 2 the support of my own family I divided with 
the families of my comrades of Company I. in which I enlisted, to the amount of 
hundreds of dollars. The men of my regiment, at the time, by strong resolutions, 

uested me to go to Colonel Scott and ask him to have this injustice done me 
righted. I did go to him at the time, but received no explanation or satisfaction. 

At the last reunion of our regiment at Waterloo last fall, a unanimous resoln- 
tion was Je. asking me to 0 0 to Congress to set me right, These are the 

shk to the best of my knowledge and belief, and to these Iam ready to be qnali- 


fi 
fi 
Late in of the Thirty-second Totas Volunteer Ia fas t 
et er Injan. . 
are ee ne of the Thirty-second Toca un ry. 
Washington, D. C. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 16th day of June, 1800. 
{SEAL} JOHN H. ROGERS, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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MARGARET MYERS. 


Mr, TURNER, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, Tall up the bill (S. 794) 
atta | a pension to Margaret Myers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aad he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on Jaws, the name of Margaret Myers, an army nurse dur- 
ing the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


te Committee = Invalid 1 5 7 was referred the bill (S. 7%) 
granting a sion to ‘ers, su t the following report: 

"That the facts in this case ep set forth in the Senate report which is hereby 
atlopted. 


SENATE REPORT. 

Mrs. Margaret Myers, the claimant under this Dill, was an army nurse. She 
entered the service July 8, 1862, by appointment of Miss D. L. Dix. Accompany- 
ing the papers in the case sro very flattering recommendations of her skill and 
ability during those trying times.” 

Jolin F. Randolph, surgeon, United States Army, says: 

“She was one of the few women employed at the hospital of whom I never heard 
a complaint.” 

She is now old and infirm, and we recommend the passago of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read-the third time, aud passed. 

JOHN M’FARLAND. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I call up the bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge 
of desertion and of having enlisted in the Confederate service from 
the records of the War Departmeut standing against John McFar- 
land and to t him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
remove from the records of the War rtment the charge of desertion and of 
having enlisted in the Confederate service, and all charges of kindred character 
standing on said record a t John McFarland, late private 8 E. Sixty - 
2 Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and that he be granted an honorable 

schurge. 


Mr. KILGORE. [I should like to hear the report in this case. 
The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read as follows: 


The Committees on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2553) to 
remove the ch of dosertion and having enlisted in the Confederate service 
from the records of the War Department standing against John McFarland, and 
grant him an honorable discharge, having considered the same, respectfully re- 


port: 

s That they have examined the evidenco in this case and recommend the bill do 
pass. The report on this case made in the United States Senate by Senator Max- 
2 is embodied in this report as a clear statement of the conditions surround - 
ng this case. 


[Senate Roport No, 568, Fifty-first Congress, frst session.) 


papers pertaining to 

tor, and report it back favorably and recommend its passage. This bill recet 
the favorable consideration of the Committee on tary Affairs of tho Senate at 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and the House at tho samo session 
adopted said Sy op (S. 443, H. R. 2941), bat the bill seems never to have been 
reached on tho House Calendar. 

Your committee has nothing to add to the report made at the first session of tho 
Fiftioth Congross on this bill, except that this report goes on the sole ground that 
zu the opinion of your committee said McFarland was, to all intents and purposes, 
at the time he took the oath of the Confederacy, non compos mentis. If the papers 

id not seem to fairly establish that fact, your committee would have seriously 
hesitated in advising the passage of this bill. 

Tho facts are fairly established by the affidavits submitted to your committee 
and on file with the Adjutant-General, United States Army, and appear to be that 
John McFarland, of Lucas, Richland County, Ohio, enlisted, at the age of about 
seventeen years, on tho 32th of October, 1861, for three years, in Company E, Sixty- 
fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. He was at that timo astrong, healthy young man, 
and seems to have remained such up to May, 1862, when he was taken sick. He 
rejoined his command in January, 1863, and was wonnded at the battle of Chicka- 
mauga in the right log and left hand on the 19th of September, 1863, where ho was 
likewise taken prisoner by the Confederates, and thereafter confined at Ander- 
ville, Libby, Danville, aud Florence. This confinement extended over a period of 
fourteen mon and until about November 15, 1861, which was over one month 
after his full term of service had expired. 

His sufferings were great and disease had brought bim to the verge of frenzy. 

Ifsworn statements of his comrades, Thomas Sexton, Peter Dillon, and Leander 
S. Marsh, are to bo relied upon, McFarland's brain and weakened constitution ren- 
dered him a fit subject for an asylum at the time he took the oath to the Confed- 
eracy, and to enlist on that side, which he evidently resorted to in order to escapo 
death by slow process of starvation, and to gain the Union lines at tho first 
N which he succeeded in doing four weeks after. Comrade Marsh says 
of McFarland that ho was hardly able to walk at the time; in fact, ho was a 
moving skeleton.“ The others corroborated him in this statement. All three 
comrades say he informed them of his real object, which he put in force. These 
facts would appear to leave no possible doubt of McFarland’s real intent in the 


remisos. 
: Tho petitioner had four brothers who served in the Union Army, and the sworn 
evidence of noigh produced to committee, who had known the McFar- 
land family for yoars, is to the full offect that its members were loyal and patriotic 
beyond all doubt or cavil, and tho enlistment and service of five brothers of one 
family would acem to be ample proof to sustain this theory. 

Thomas R. Smith. of Newark, Ohio, swears that he was first liontenaut of Com- 
pany E, Sixty-fourth Ohio Infantry; knew McFarland “ever since he was a child ;" 
that McFarland was! among the best soldiers of my company and never shirked a 
duty, and was loyal to the United States Government;“ that he saw him after his 
captivity and return home, and that he “was then a complete wreck, physically 
and mentally ;"' that he "did not have control of his mental faculties.” 

David B. Leiter, of Lucas, Obio, a comrade of McFarland, swears that he con- 
siders his mind badly diseased and affected, and to such an extent that McFar- 
land has not been capable of conducting or attending to any business.” 


Joseph Fleming, a resident of Ohio, says that ever since MoFarland's confine- 
ment in Confederate prisons his mind has been unbalanced and very weak, and 
he ís at times entirely non mentis and not responsible for his acts." 

All these witnesses knew McFarland before the war and swear that he was 
then a strong man mentally and 22 r 

McFarland’s service was as follows: He was with his company and paas 
from date of enlistment until the battle of Shiloh, fonr weeks after which he was 


stricken with typhoid fever, and. ugh, 
reporting for but was sent to Camp Chase, where he suf- 


fered pac merely bens to hospital, and some six or eight w „upon his 
urgent solicitation, he was sent with convalescents to Louisville and put on patrol 
nard, General B then threatening that city. He reached his regiment after 
50 te at Stone River, did duty, and drew pay down to the day of his capture 
R mauga a! 
The House report on the bill for his relief (No. 625) in the Forty- eighth Con- 
gross sa’ 


of that character exists here, and that justice should be done not only to McFar- 
land, but to a loyal and patriotic family. 
Mr, COLEMAN, Is that a unanimous report? . 
Mr. WICKHAM. Itis, and the bill passed the Senate unanimously. 
Mr. SWENEY. I would like to inquire whether this man enlisted 
and served in the Confederate army? 
Mr. WICKHAM. He did, but the report shows that he was insane 
at the time. 
7 KILGORE. How long did he stay in the Confederate serv- 
ce 


Mr. SWENEY. I was about to inquire how long he served? 

Mr. WICKHAM. Not long; he took the first opportunity to es- 
cape. The report states that he never fired a gun while in the Con- 
federate service. 

Mr. SWENEY. Did he return to his command! 

Mr. WICKHAM. The evidence shows that he did. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. RIDER. 


Mr. 2059 bill (. R. 6070) Cactine 1 — the present 2 
tion of the R. grant a pension to George H. er. 
The bill was read, as follows: ee: - : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to on the pension-roll, subject to and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George H. er, lato captain of the 
steamer Henry Clay. s 

The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 30740 


Rider, waa captain of the steamer 
Henry Clay, and 3 the early period of the war of the rebellio 
in the transportation o for the 


Rider was, by tho bursting of a shell, wounded severely in the and leg. 
The steamer being pract se? f destroyed, Rider was to getona boat 
and floated down tho river until he reached the gun-boat Bouton, where a surgeon 


S eee h d which Rider received b of the execati 
n ce of the wound w. er vi reason © è on 
of tho orders given to him by General Grant and ‘Admiral Porter, he has been a 


helpl hysical condition 
of Rider is testified to by W. C. Gray, a resident of Pitta! 


ity, 

Pennsylvania, A. H. McConnell, a resident of Allegheny City, Pa., William Swag- 
or, a ue of Beaver County, Pennay Marshal fan 63, of. ‘wer County, 
‘ennsylvania, Thomas Boley, of J of Beaver 


9 for man- 
ual labor. In view of these facts, upon which there seems to be no controversy, 
the committee recommend the passage of the 


The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. MORRISON. 
Mr. BAKER, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2002) granting a 
pension to John C. Morrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the m-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the namo of John C. Morrison, of Albia, Iowa, late 
assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2002) 
granting a pension to John C. Morrison, submit the following report: 

John C. was assistant surgeon of the Thirteenth Lowa Volunteers. 
He filed claim for pension for epilepsy and rheumatism. The claim was rejected 
by the Pension Burean because of the failure to furnish record evidence of the 


origin of the disability. È 
The claimant suffers from epi Psy and rheumatism, James Haines and Abra- 
ham Haas testify as to soundness of the claimant prior to enlistment. Frederick 
Lloyd testifies to his soundness and freedom from ep: previous to enlistment. 
Ella A. Morrison, wife of claimant, tessifies to the t's from epi- 
lepsy on his return from the service. Dr. J. H. Ealy testifies that in ber, 
1865, Syed claimant had epilepsy; knew him well previous to enlistment and 
was then from 8 

Dr. A. C. Moore testifies that J. C. Morrison returned home in 1864 broken down 


es to epileptic fits. Dr. W. Lees e aeir nai Dr 


O. H. Philpott testifies to ep 
. the soldier enlisted and was healthy and free 
at Ue of his enlistment, that he suffered with nervous prostration 
2 and followed by epilepsy. 
Wi det this eeldence is not sufficient under a law, we are well satisfied 
that the claimant's army service was the cause of his disease. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


TIMOTHY C, BARJEROW. 
Mr. BELKNAP. Lask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be itenacted, eto. That the Secretary of War bo, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause e removal of the charge of desertion from the records ot Tim- 
othy C. Barjerow, late Company H, Eleventh Michigan Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5686) 

have considered the same, and submit the pretty an 

A FC Laird in Pifticth Congress, 3 
our committee. Your committee recommend tha 

bill penda reg mg * the end of the bill the following words: "And that 

he be ade by ad e discharge under date of January 1, 1862.“ and that 

the bill so amended do pass. 


{House Report No. 1518, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 

Mr. Laird, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following re- 
port (toaccompany bill H. R. 6527) : 

Your committee, to whom was e House bill 6527, = from the evidence 
that Timothy C. Barjerow was wen ot 1861, and mustered into the 
United States 2 n ite Pigeon, Mich. ; to serve three 
＋ in Company H, Eleventh Mic Volunteers. On muster-roll for Novem- 

an 


d Decem mao 1861, he is rted “absent, sick in h White Pi 9 
and for January and February, 862, absent, left sick at v For 
and April be sg marked 8 and name does not appear on the subse- 


rany other, except that on muster-out he appears 
with the maton * was left in Michigan, December 1861, and never joined the regi- 


i pi * 


The evidence further shows that the 
tinued to affect the aor and that he was 
er appears to have been 


soldier, Tho disability furth 
soldier was under orders for the recruiting service and while keene 
therein. There seems to have been an intention on the part of his officers to let 


and the 
conseqnen’ mand, Itis 
— — he was d ould have full weight in determining Spry 


The report of the eas gong pa Hip and the re affidavits in behalf of 
jerow are hereto a and made a hereo: 
In view of the facts presented by 
bill do pass. 


8 is proven of record con- 
ereafter unfit for the duties of a 
ineurred at the time this 


ant your ARTT recommend thatthe 


WAR DEPARTMEST, ADJUTAXT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Waskington, Februa 


ry 13, 1888. 
Sın: I have the honor to transmit a communication 
the House Committee on Military Affairs, aye ge esting to be furnished with the 
Timoth e 


military record of Barjerow, lat H, Eleventh Michi 
Infantry a O wot tion she LS ane O ia re Selene in his case, ond 
095 follows: 


Timothy U. Barjoro was enrolled August 24, 1861, and mustered into service 
September 9, 1861, at Camp Tilden, White Pigeon, Mich., to serve three years in 
Company H, Eleventh Michi Volunteers. On muster-roll of that com for 
November and December, 1 rted “Absent sick in 2 


Pigeon ;" for Jan and . fet “Absent; left at Quiney; for 
March and April 1802, “deserted — date not stated. His name is from 
ent muster-rolls of campan; — a but on 8 muster out ag Septem- 
ee eee ee gan, December, 1861, and never 
0, 1887, an ion for the removal of the charge of desertion 
this so! 17, an. applicatio this office, which application was, on June 7, 
denied on the fol viz: 
“The record shows that man, having been left behind on account of sick- 
ness when, in the latter part of 1861, his regiment (the Eleventh Michi 
teers) left the State for the front, did not rejoin it, ox sven his w. 
to itsofficers, and tha: uence he was d. from 
ae A 30, 1862. — that had he called 
he could and wonld have done so, apparently losing fact that 
——— recovery it was his duty to report in person or by letter to ea nearest mili- 
station, or provost-marshal, if he had not the means of forming the 
journey at his own He remained in out the war— 
a deserter not only in name, but in fact. 
Copies of the 9 submitted in support of the application referred to are 
= r eee bedient servant, 
Tam, very respectfully, your obedient se 
KELTON, 


J. C. 
Assistant Adjutant. Generul. 


— 


ent thron 


The SECRETARY OF Wan. 


STATE OF Micuicay, County of Branch, ss: 


before me, a notary pub- 


Hoin and fort been 
N. Shelden, whom I certify 


aforesaid, oc 


kind or nature; that he has known of claimant's condition since December, 1864 
to the present time, and that he has been unable to perform manual labor during 
much of said last-named period. 


Farther, that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
BARBER N. SUELDEN. 


Sabseribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of November, A. D. 1885. And 


I further certify that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
[skate] WILLIAM H. LOCKERBY, 


Public. 
Certificate of official character on file at Washington. 


I hereby certify that Oy tember, 1861, L employed Timothy C. oy to 
drive my wife and myself on Arbor, Mich., from „Mich. 
over night ata coun 8 on the old Chica — Ri limits of 
Lenawee Count ty Michigan. Duringtheevening pane ond, 1 northern Hissin got 
into a heated discussion over the condition of the country, the landlord being 
what was termed at that time a Copperhead. The next day, about 10 a. m., my 
wife was taken violently sick on the road. Afters rest sho was able to go on to 
Ann Arbor. Atnight erow and myself was taken ill; symptom’s same as my 
wife's, vomiting and purging. Wife and I were sick several ys with why oom | 
stomach. I heard from Mr. Barjerow frequently through friends i in Quincy, 
learned that he was sick all the fall and winter, 1861-02. My post-ofiice u gaa 
is Petersburgh, Monroe County, Michigan. 

We suspected poisoning, 

SAMUEL L. JONES, M. D. 
Late Assistant Surgeon Eleventh Michigan Infantry. 


PETERSBURGH, Mich, Mareh 17, 1885. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Monroe, së 


Subscribed and sworn to before mo the 2415 day of March. A. D. 1885, and I cer- 
tify that the contents of the foregoing affidavit was made known to the afflant be- 
fore swearing ; that the affiant is to me known and is eutitled to. credit; that I 
have no interest in the mattér, and that certificato of my authority asnotary pub- 
lic has been filed in the Pension Office for 8 

AMES H. GAGE, Notary Public. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Monroe, 23: 

I, P. H. Mathows, clerk of said county of Monroe and of the circuit court 
therein, being a court of record, do hereby certify that James H. Gage, whose 
name is subscribed to the annexed affidavit and therein erage ty was, at the time 
of teking such affidavit, avotary 4 ee in and for said county, duly commissioned 
and qualified, and duly authori by law to take the same; and, Y farther, that I 
— eee with his handwriting, and verily believe that the signatare 

creto is gen 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto ser my hand and affixed the seal of said 
circuit court, at the city of Monroe, this 4th day of 1 A. D. 1886. 

[SBAI] ATHEWS, Clerk. 


Application for removal of charge of desertion. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Allegan, 3. 
8 12th of June, A. D. 1883, 8 appeared before me, Milton 


mathe . 125 ablic in ass forthe county of , in the State of ogee] 
mothy © EA now a resident of Otsego, coun ‘of Alle State of 
hong who, being duly sran declares that he is the identical mark C. ae 


row who was a private 


Hi, in the Eleventh Regiment of Michi, 
Volunteers; that he was sata in anid and She 


t on or about the 
and 


day af o Sereni, 1861, = White Pigeon, in the county of St. Joseph 

that he served — until on or about the Ist day of 
ber, 1261, —.— without any 8 of deserting, be left the regiment 
under the following cireamstances: Being sick at Quincy, Branch 88 a 
Kan when the ent was about to leave the State, he was visited by Sergt. War- 
ren Newbury, who told him to remain until ho recovered or was —— for. Tho 
on: s circumstances of this sickness have been set forth by an affidavit prior 
to ate. 

He, Timothy C. Barjerow, further says that he never was officially or authorita- 
tively called ——— to join said regiment, although at all times willing to do so 
after recovering to have jomed his regiment. A further says that he 
never made any effort to evade joining his regiment. This declaration is made 
for the purpose of securing a removal of the charge of ee and he hereby 
appoints, with full power of substitution and revocation, Alfred A. Miller, attor- 
ney, of Bliasfield, Lenawee County, Michigan, his anyon 4 to present this applica- 
tion, F.. discharge that 5 thereon, and 
to do any and all acts necessary to eff: ct the earners of their said appointment. 

His post-office address is Otsego, Allegan County, Mic 

TIMOT Y C. BARJEROW. 


ELIZABETH P. CHASE. 
Murtox Cnasr. 


Also pirmaa pas beforeme Dr. Lenora Foster, now aresident of Otsego, 
in the county of Allegan and State of Michi an: and Mrs. E. P. Chase, now a res- 
ident of the town of Otsego, of the 3 Allegan and State of Michigan, to me 
well wn as credible persons, who, being duly sworn, declare that they have 
— for fifteen Tee with the above-named Sppticant; ; that, they know 

to be the person he represents bimself to be; that they have every reason to 
—— that the fore foregoing afidar oo by him subseribed is correct and true, and that 


they have no interes s claim 
TIMOTHY C. BARTEROW. 
Lexona FOSTER, 
ELIZABETH P. CHASE. 


STATE or MICIMGAXN, County of Allegan, 88: 

Sworn to and subacribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 1 
certify that I read said affidavit to said aant and acquainted him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. 

I further certify that I am in no wise interested in said case, nor am I concerned 
in its prosecution, and that said affiant is personally known to me, and that he is 
a credible person. 

[i8] MILTON CHASE, Notary Publie. 

I havo a certificate of my office on file in Pension Office at Washington, PD. C. 

Nathan Gilbert, clerk of the aas e in and for aforesaid county and iato; 
do certify that Milton Chase, esq., w signed his name to the fi 


claration and . was at the time —— so doing notary public in for aia 
county and State, duly commission 3 sworn; that all his acts are en- 
titled to full faith Sr, a and tha pean a is 


guature 
— thie 10th 9 1883. 
THAN N GILBERT, 


en my hand and 
t the Cirewit Court. 


1890. 
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Application fo removal of charge of desertion. 
STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Allegan, sa: 


On this 10th day of March, A. D.1 personally a before me, a deputy 
oon, clerk in ome for the 3 of Ail in the § ss Rona eee e Timoth ay 
Barj „nom a tsogo county o 0 ich- 
ho, U seis the, identical Tima . 


igan, who, being duly sworn, declares that h othy C. 
8 was, 885 Y in Company H in the Eleventh Regiment of Michi 


m 
In a few weeks, while on this duty and stopping ata hotel in the town of Frank- 


cause. A 
soned. On account of this sickness I was left behind on sick leave when the reg- 
iment left the State for active service. A sergeant of the re 
an; 
Poly the company for a year and then, as I was not and had not been fit for 
duty or to join the regiment, I was dropped from the company roll. Inever had 
orders to join the regiment or report to any general hospital and was not officially 
notified that I was dropped from the costes roll. I had not deserted or at- 
tempted to desert, and was all tho time at home in Branch County during the war, 
is declaration is made for the pu of securing a removal of charge 
of desertion, and he hereby appoints, with fall power of substitution and revoca- 
tion, Soulé & Co., of Washington, D. C., his attorneys to present this application 
and to receive and receipt for the discharge that may be issued thereon, and todo 
any and all acts necessary to effect purpose of their said appointment. His 
post-office address is Otsego, Allegan County, Mich. 
TIMOTHY C. BARJEROW. 
SHELDIN W. ROSE. 


* JOHN RANDALL. 


Also personally appeared before me Sheldin W. 2 now a resident of the 
town of Otsego. in the County of Allegan and State of Michigan, and John Ran- 
dall, now a resident of the town of Otsego, of the county of All and State of 
Michigan, to me well known as credible persons, who, being daly sworn, declare 
that they have been for fifteen years acquainted with the above-named oe iyi ec 
that they know him to bo the person he represents himself to be; that they have 
every reason to believe that the foregoing affidavit by him subscribed is correct and 
true, and that they have no interest in his claim. 

SHELDIN W. ROSE. 


JOHN RANDALL. 
Start or MICHIGAN, County of Allegan: 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and ey gt him with its con- 
tents before he executed the same. E further certify Lam in nowise inter- 
ested in said case, nor am I concerned. in its ution: and that said affiant 
was personally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 
WILLIAM HAY, 
Deputy County Clerk. 
The amendment reported by the committee to add at the end of 
the bill the words“ and that he be granted an honorable discharge 
under date of January 1, 1862,” was read and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA JAMES. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I desire to call up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James. 
The bill was read follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of Laura James, widow of Joseph James, 
deceased, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Kansas Volanteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1733) granting a 
pension to Laura James, have examined the same sepert: 

This bill proposes to pension Laura James, widow of Joseph James, deceased. 
‘The soldier enlisted as a private soldier in Company G. Sixteenth sas Volan- 
teer Cavalry, on tho 24th day of November, 1863, and was honorably discharged 
from the service of the United States December 6, 1865. 

The soldier mado application for poea June 11, 1880, alleging as the basis of 
his claim that in April, 1864, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., he was taken sick 
with pneumonia and Inng fever and before he fully recovered he took the scurvy.” 
Records of the War Department show treatment of soldier in the hospital at 
Leavenworth at time alleged. 

Euphratus Shepherd swears to sickness of soldier at Fort Leavenworth, and 
does not remember anything more about him until December, 1865, when he “was 
broken down; * * * his legs were swollen very and were black and bine 
spotted; * knew him well; * * * was a man of unswerving honesty 
and truth.” Tn answer to an office letter Captain Shepherd states “that the sol- 
dier was taken sick with scurvy at Julesburgh in May, 1865, and that he well re- 
members of his being sick with sourvy at Leavenworth in November, 1865.” 

George Rising, of watomie, Kans., swears to prior soundness aud his condi- 
tion at discharge, and that his heaith has been r since he came out of the 
Army. He had the scurvy, and would not consider him capable of performing 
manual labor since his disc! 


Gregg. The marriage of the soldier and claimant is fully set forth as having 
taken place September 26, 1860, 

Dr. pn Porter, under date of April 26, 1882, after a very thorough and care- 
ful examination, rates at three-quarters for scurvy and its effects. The sol- 
dier died October 4, 1882, before the allowance of the 


sion Office May, 1885. The widow, the mant, appli for ion 
February, 1889. The claim was Ey awe er gay He of Pensions in May. 
1889, on the ground that the evi: ows that the claimant is not the legal 


widow of the soldier.“ This evidence is furnished by the claimant. 


The claimant states that her age in 1888 was 63 Her z 
Laura Thacker; that on the 28th day of December, 1835, she was married to W. 
H. Joh and continned 


married to one Nathan Cornett, 
tember, 1856, when they 
parted on accountof his habits being such that she could live with him no longer. 
She did not see him until the year 1862. He (Cornett) was then married 
and bad a family of e by his then wife. There were no divorce proceedings 
to her 8 none on her part, and Mr. Cornett died in Leavenworth 


County, 4 

She was married to Joseph James, the soldier, tember 26, 1860, and lived 
with and cared for him as his wife until his death in 1882. They also raised a 
family of children. The tability of the family is fully set forth, and she is 
now reputed an “estimable old lady.” Your committee agree with the Commis- 
sioncr of Pensions that the claim was 8 Joo under the general laws. 

There are some equities in the case, however, that should be considered in con- 
nection with the claim. There may bave been a divorce procured by the second > 
husband, nnknown to the claimant. This creates a donbt, which should bere- 
solved in her favor. She was the wife of the soldier and the mother of his chil- 
dren during those troublous times, and a careful review of the case shows that he 
was a sufferer and charge for years previous to his death, She nursed and 
cared for him all this time, and we think she should now have that small recogni- 
tion of hav for her care of one of the defenders of the Union, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN REEDER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11171) 
anting an increase of pènsion to Edwin Reeder, late a member of 
ompany A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with Mexico. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and hoe is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Edwin Reeder, late a member of 
Company A of the First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with Mexico, to $50 per 
month, said amount to be in lien of the of $8 per month which he is now 
drawing under certificate numbered 44 


Mr. KILGORE. I think the report in this case ought to be read. 
‘The report (by Mr. HILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11171) grant- 
iogan increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 


The soldier served as a private in Captain Northeut’s 98 Tennessee 
Volunteers, from June 2, 1846, to May 20, 1847, in the war with ico. 

He is now a pensioner at $8 per month under the Mexican war service-pemsion 
act of January 29, 1887. 

Ineupport of the bill Dr. Orange B. Ormsby, of Jackson County, Illinois, testifies 
that the claimant is severely deat in both ears, and is afflicted with a h 
and with genoral paresis of the nerves, the result of paralysis, and that he is en- 
tirely zoania todo any 57 * r red ie the claimant's mental oa- 
pacity bas been permanently impair y the stroke o 2 

Dr. Charles Bain corroborates the testimony of Dr. an and adds that the 
claimant is a sober, honest, and upright man; that ho (the t) lives in a lit- 
tle log hut by himself and has no means whatever aside from his small 

The claimant's physical condition and necessities are further shown by the tes- 
timony of Dr. W. W. Essick and M. G. Reynolds. 

‘The soldier is now sixty-five years old, Your committee believes the case to be 
a very meritorious one, and the bill is therefore returned with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, amended, however, as follows: By striking ont the word 
‘fifty; in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the weed “twenty,” so as to allow 
apension at $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee to strike out 
“fifty,” in line 6, and inserting ‘ twenty ;” so as to make the pension 
$20 a month, was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH L. KNIGHT, 
Mr. LACEY. 


Lask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah L. Knight, 
dependent invalid sister of Albert E. Knight, formerly of Company E, First - 
ment Maine Cavalry Volunteers, and pay ber a pension of $12 a month from and 
after the passage of this act. : 


~ The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2184) 
granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight, submit the following report: 

e beneficiary is the es sister of Albert E, Knight, who was 
killed in battle while serving as a private in Company E, First Regiment Maine 
Cavalry. The soldier left neither wife nor minor child surviving him, and there 
is no one now drawing pension on account of his death in the service. 

From the testimony of Dr. J. E. L. Kimball and others it ap’ that Sarah L. 
Knight has been an invalid for more than thirty years, and for the last twelve 
years she has been confined to her bed a greater part of the time. It further ap- 
pears that she has no income of any kind and is dependent upon others for her 
. and care. 

the case is clearly within well established precedents, and your committee 
therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


RACHAEL A. FENSTAMAKER. 


Mr. CRAIG. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9826) granting a 
pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pensiop-roll, subject to the isions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the namo of Rachael A. „ widow of 
John Company F, Sixty-third Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension of 312 per month. 


9776 
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The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


a toon pagent ny nk ge 
a . Fen su e $ 
fac 1 A. Reed of Reed, Company Sixty third 


drawing a pension ier until pọ 
mar another aoldier, Isaac N. Fenstamaker, first lieutenant Company F, Sixty- 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

This soldier died December 20, 1877, when his widow, December 26, 1879, applied 
for a pension on account of this soldier's death, but was finally rejected; in 1883, 
on the ground that the cause of death was not clearly 2 to have been dne to 
the service. The evidence taken in the case showed his prior soundness and free- 
dom from disease; his long service, during which he received an injury to the 

stomach and back by being struck in the stomach and knocked down in the battle 

of Bull Run. from which it was alleged originated Bright's disease and lung trouble, 
from which he died. The Pension Office was not satisfied that the death-canse 
was from the injury in the service. 

Your committee incline to give the widow the benefit of the doubt; aud, in view 
of the fact that she was a pensioner on account of hor first soldier-hasbans's death, 
and that by her marriage to second sol der she lost her pension, and now has been 
withont a pension for thirteen years, since the death of her second husband, rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill with the following amendments: 

Strike out John Reed,” and inzert ‘Isaac N. Fenstamaker. first lieutenant,” 

and by striking out all after the word volunteers.“ 


The amendments recommended by the committee in the closing 
h of the report were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

AGNES n. RICE. 


Mr. COLEMAN, Lask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 9 granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to placo on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes R. Rice, widow of Parson C. 
Rice, late pricate Company C, Firat Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Frick) is as follows: 


s The doer ace be on 2 ee to 5 eee the ri (H. R. 
0938) granting a ponsion gnes co, auhm e wing rt: 

Parson ©, Rice was a soldier of Company C, First Wisconsin Neg! Se the 
late war. He wasa ioner up to his death, which occurred March 29, 1885. 
He married this applicant Jane 26, 1876, and by her he left surviving him two 


children. 

After the death of said soldier his said wife, Agnes R. Rice. applied for a pen- 

sion, but fonnd that said soldier had a wife living, to whom he had been married 

to his marriago with this applicant, but that said first wife was, long 

T to the death of said soldier, married to another man, with whom she now 
ives as his wifo. 

The evidence shows that this applicant, 1 7 ER. Rice, is a lady of excellent 
character, an oxemplary christian lady, and that she in good faith and in accord. 
ance with the forms of law married said soldier, and that she ed 
duties of n faithful wife without knowledge that Ler husband a former wife 
living. In view of the fact that the first wife of the soldier had no issue by him 
and prior to his death married another, and that this applicant in good fai . 
formed the duties of a faithfal wife, bearing tho soldier children, caring for him 
in sickness, and closing his eves in death, your committee are of opinion that this 
bill should pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it vras accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE GUNNELL. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Penusylvania. Lask uuauimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of 
George Gunnell. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to so correct the records of the service of George Gunnell, late of 
Company M, Seventh Regiment 8 Volunteer Ca „ as to removo tho 
charge of desertion, and thereupon to 6 to said unnell 
of honorable discharge contemporaneous with the muster ont of said Seventh Reg- 
iment of Michigan Volunteer Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
growed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ngly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, JESSIE BENTON FREMONT. 


Mr. BANKS. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11420) ting a pension to Jessie Benton 
Frémont, widow of John C. Frémont, Inte a major-general United 


States Army. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the bill! 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 
sidered in a full House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iobject to the consideration of that bill to-night 
or to any order on thio subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill will be withdrawn. 


Task that the bill go over to be con- 


Consideration being objected to, the 


DAVID H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell. 
The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War bo, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion st on recerd t David 
H. Russell, late a private in Company C, Eleventh iment Pennsylvania Re- 
serve Volunteer Corps. 


* 
; The ameudment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 5 

Provided, That the said David H. Russell shall not be entitled to any pay or 
allowance for the time he was absent from his company without leave. 

There being no 8 the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and rend 
a third time; and being ongrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to reconsider the several votes by which 
bills were passed; and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, FLOWER. Do I understand that the bill that went over, 
General Barnum's bill, is a special order to-morrow morning, and a 
continuing order until passed? If not, I would like to have that 
order made. 


Mr, KILGORE. Right after the disposal of the river and harbor 


bill. 
Mr. FLOWER. If not before. | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is competent for the House at 


this evening’s session to make that order, the bill will be of the char- 
acter of untinished business. 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. having ar- 
rived) the Speaker pro tempore declared the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. HEARD, trom the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 10364) to amend 
the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3055)-—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DUNPHY (by request): A bill (H, R. 11951) to provide an 
American register for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 11952) to authorize the 
Washington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road 
into the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11953) to prohibit transmission 
through the mails of obscene, lewd, lascivious, or indecent publications, 
pictures, models, casts, or instruments, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (II. R. 11966) for marking the lines of 
battle and tle positions of troops of the Army of the Potomac and the 
Army of Northern Virginia at Antietam, Maryland, and for other pur- 
poses to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11954) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Clara Tilden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11955) granting a pension to John 
L. Herrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11956) to place the name of Jeffer- 
son Baily on the muster-rolls of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11957) to place the name of William P. Benison on 
the pension-ro!ls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 11958) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion against Christian Dirk—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EWART: A bill (H. R. 11959) for the relief of James Celie 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11960) to place the name of Caroline Gragg on 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11961) to place the name of James J. Grasty on 
the muster-rolls United States Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11962) for the relief of Michael 
Articary—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11963) lor the re- 
lief of the Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11964) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, of 
Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11965) for the relief of Thomas R. 
Hankins—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions aud papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Memorial of citizens of Arkansas, in 
favor of House bill 7162 and Senate bill 2806—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of David P. Atkinson, of 
Wayne County, Tennessee, for reference of claim under the provisions 
of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of First Baptist Church of Memphis, Tenn., for reter- 
ence of claim for use and occupation by United States military author- 
ities to the Court of Claims under provisions of Bowman and Tucker 
acts and amendments, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, September 6, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 63 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; 
a petition of 74 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 82 citizens of 
St. Lonis, Mo.; a petition of 75 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 
48 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of citizens of St, Louis, Mo.; 
a petition of 67 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 citizens and 
voters of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 82 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; and 
a petition of 72 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying that the Paddock 
bill,” prohibiting the adulteration of diet and drugs, may become a 
law; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Hanna and 69 other citizens 
of Chase County, Nebraska, praying that an appropriation be made in 
aid of irrigation; which was referred to the Select Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Ohio State Bar Associa- 
tion, praying for the passage of the intermediate Federal court bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsbnrgh, Pa., in favor of a more adequate light service; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens of Barnwell, Ga., 
praying that what is known as the Paddock bill, Senate bill 3991, to 
prevent the adulteration of articles of food or drink or medicine may 
be enacted into law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of residents of Marlborough County, 
South Carolina, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure 
food’? bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
E. Simon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late lieutenant- 
colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isubmita report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in response toa resolution of the 3d of July last, concerning 
the gross amount of appropriations of the first session of the Filty-first 
Con I ask that it may be printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and lie 
upon the table and be printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the report in regard to the state of the 
appropriations, called for by resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; called for by a resolution of the Senate. 
I will state that the report is practically in print, and if sent to the 
Printer immediately it can be returned here during the day. I may 
desire to use it in the debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The necessary order will be made to 
have the printing immediately done and the document returned im- 
mediately to the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
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its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence ot the Senate: 

A bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 

A bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely; 

A bill (8. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; and 

A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs, Caroline Hanneman. 
5 ee also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington; 

A bill (8. seach granting a pension to Levi B, Smith; 

A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension Anna Platt; 

A bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army 
nurse; 

A bill 8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 


1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 

1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 

1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 

jon granting a pension to Sallie E. Richards; 

1673) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sholl; 

1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 

1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 

1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 

2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 

2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene-Hodgman; 

A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 

A bill (S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 

roll; ; 
A bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart- 
ment standing against John McFarland and to grant him an honorable 
discharge; 

A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker; 

A bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D, Hale; 

A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

A bill (8. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 1972) granting a pension to Susan C. White: 

A bill (S. 3005) for increase of pension to Sarah R. Bleecker; 

A bill (S, 3130) to correct the military record of William Smitb, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. 
Thomi widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, United States 
Navy; - 

A bill (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah J. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; and 

A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 4373) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4374) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, 
of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4375) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD, 


Mr. DAWES. There is a Senate bill on the table with a House 
amendment that will cause no debate. I ask to have it laid before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right 
of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to constract 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, tosome 
point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas; which was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. J 

Mr. ALDRICH. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. DAWES. If it causes any debate I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will see how long it takes. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state in a moment that the difference between 


the two bills is that the House has amended the bill that makes the 
railroad stop at Guthrie instead of going clear through to Texas, and 
has curtailed the time of completing it from four years to eighteen 
‘months. I have compared the two and find that these are the only 
differences. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 


Representatives will be read. 
e CHIEF CLERK Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 


sert— 
Mr. DAWES. The House has accomplished that by substituting an 
entirely new bill. The same bill has been read three times in the 
agree but I suppose according to rule the amendment is required to 

Mr, EDMUNDS. According to rnle and according to safety. This 
would be perfectly safe, but it would be a precedent, and the amend- 
ment must be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair thinks the amendment 
must be read before it can be acted on. 

The Chief Clerk read the House substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made to the bill in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri and my friend from Massachusetts to one section of the bill, 

‘which gives to the district court of not the circuit court, but 
no matter for that now, complete jurisdiction of all questions arising 
in the Indian Territory in which this railroad company hasan interest. 
That is the substance of it. A year or two ago we established with 
great care, in order to have local jurisprudence, and it appears to have 
worked very well, a United States court with full powers in that coun- 
try. This seems to withdraw the jurisdiction of that court to the ex- 
tent that this particular corporate suitor is concerned, if I correctly 
understand it. 

Mr. DAWES. Since that bill became a law it has been the habit 
to give either the Kansas court or that court jurisdiction as the rail- 
road was nearer the one or the other, and sometimes concurrent juris- 
diction for the sake of bringing the ties and the subject-matter 
nearer the court. This begins on the Pees line and stops at Guthrie, 
which is much nearer the Wichita court than it is the other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it from the Kansas line to Guthrie? 

Mr. DAWES. I should think a hundred miles. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it to Guthrie from Muscogee ? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know, but I should think quite as far. 

Mr. VEST. The eighth section of the bill, as stated by the Senator 
from Vermont, gives jurisdiction to the United States district court for 
the district of Kansas of all questions arising between the Indians and 
other parties and the railroad company as to the construction of this 
railroad through their land. I have always opposed by every legiti- 
mate means I could this sort of legislation. We have established a 
court for the Indian Territory with the idea that it should have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction inside of that Territory, and now this bill goes in the 
opposite direction and seeks to give extraterritorial jurisdiction to one 
of these outside courts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to interpose an objection to the 
further consideration of this bill. Iam sorry that it has taken up so 
much time. 


* 
~ 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I moye that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER, Before the item of this bill relating to the duty on 
barley was reached, I addressed to the Secretary of Agriculture a note, 
asking for some statistical information on the subject bearing upon 
question whether the amendment proposed by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee to reduce the duty on barley ought or ought not to be adopted. 
When the item was reached I had his reply read. A day or two ago 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] presented a communica- 
tion from the Board of Trade of the city of Oswego, N. Y., controvert- 

- ing some of the statements contained in the communication which the 
Secretary of Agriculture had addressed to me. I have received this 
morning a communication from him upon thesubject, which I ask leave 
to present and have read that it may go into the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be printed in the RECORD without reading. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; let it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is au important matter. We ought to know 
what it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I 4o not think it is important to have it read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro re. Is there objection to printing the 
document in the RECORD ? e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. O., 5, 1850 

SESATOR: My attention has been called to a communication of the 
Board of Trade, addressed to the Senate, which attacks certain statements 
by me in a recent communication to you on the subject of the barley product of 
this country.. Inasmuch as my letter was ad to you, and you saw fit to 
18 it publicity through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and hence to indorse it, 

think it no more than proper that I should say to you that every statement 
made in my letter is true. 

This manifesto of the Oswego Board of Trade is a singular document to ema- 
nate from an intelligent commercial body. It would seem to be a stupid pro- 
cedure to import 10,000,000 of barley per annum if it were not needed for con- 
ron rA li ante ad A Ba AA salar ees 
Pihis country, and if three-fourths of the beer is made rua n 
why not the other fourth? 

The most erroneous and unintelligent assumption, however, is the virtual 
claim that barley is used exclusively for malting purposes. It is an idea that 
may be held by the bibulous and convivial, but it is not true. Barley is used 
extensively for feeding farm animals, and on the Pacifiecoast takes the place of 
all other cereals for that Legh Pye er it is not unknown as a source of food 
products for human beings, It should not be fo that the corn and rye 
crops are not used exclusively for whisky, and the barley is not all re- 
quired for beer. It would seem to be an act of wisdom on the part of our farm- 
ers to increase the product of a n so useful for feeding, so much in demand 
both in its solid and liquid acts, and which produces a greater value per 
acre than any other grain, Itis not to be expected, however, that importers 
should favor increase of home production, 

Very respectfully, 
J. M. RUSK, Secretary. 

Hon, Jonx C. SPOONER, 

United Slates Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask what disposition was made 
of paragraph 218, on page 50 of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read as it 
stands after the action of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

218. Shingles, 30 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not desire to interfere with the impost duty 
on either cypress or cedar shingles, but as to white-pine shingles I am 
informed by those who are at homein this industry that the white pine 
of Canada does not aftord a shingle that really competes with the white- 
pine shingles of Wisconsin and Michigan, I ask consent to introduce 
an amendment to the paragraph, and I ask for its present consideration. 
I do not think it will be objected to by those who are interested in the 
white-pine forests, for the reason that I have stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to paragraph 218: 

Shingles of white pine, 20 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin to make 
the paragraph read: 

White-pine shingles, 20 cents per 1,000; all others, 3) cents per 1,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to make the paragraph read: 

218, Whilte-pine shingles, 20 cents per 1,000; all others, 30 cents per 1,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like toinquire ot theSenator how that re- 
duction compares with the amendment to this particular paragraph 
proposed the other day when it was formally considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is probably more familiar with that 
than I am. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam perhaps, as I had the honor and the pleas- 
ure to vote forthe amendment at that time. The reduction proposed 
by that amendment was exactly the same as is now proposed by the 
amendment of my coll e Iwas glad to hear this morning that 
this reduction would beacceptable to Senators representing the lumber 
interest here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be regarded as to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to vote against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair will put the ques- 
tion. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Last evening paragraph 697, on page 130, was 
passed over informally.’ The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
had asked for the yeas and nays upon it. The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment, on which the yeas and nays were de- 
manded by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been de- 
manded by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], are they de- 
sired by one-fifth of the Senators present? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. QUAY. Has the Chair stated the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 130, after line 9, the Committee on 
Finance propose to insert in section 2: 

697. Sponges. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is an amendment reported by 
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the Committee on Finance. A vote in the afirmative places sponges 
upon the free-list, and a vote in the negative places them on the du- 
tiable-list. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. In his absence, I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CARLISLE.. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Pierce]. 

Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cor aurrrl. Not knowing 
how he would vote,I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). i voted inad- 
vertently. I did not notice the absence of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMurrox ], with whom I am paired. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Evsris]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire if the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I voted supposing he was present. He and I have 
agreed to transfer our respective pairs. Is to the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] that he and I transfer our respective pairs. 
I have already voted. 

Mr. DAWES. I am content, if it may be so regarded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL]. 

Mr. DAWES. Under that arrangement I will vote nay. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from South Dakota Bir 
PETTIGREW]. By the consent of the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
Drxon] I will transfer the pair between him and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] so that we can vote. I vote nay. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Heis not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with him, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. Under the transfer announced by the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] I vote yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce for the day that my colleague 
[Mr. Hameron] isdetained from the Senate by sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 
Aldrich, Coke, Hale, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dixon Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, Frye, Moody, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Platt, Walthall. 
NAYS—36. 
ree DoI FL Ransom, 
ison, wes, galis, Reagan, 
Barbour, Dolph, MeMillan. Sherman, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Evarts, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, Faulkner, 4 Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gibson, Piamb, Teller, 
Casey, Gorman, Pugh, Vance, 
Caliom, Hawley, Quay, Washburn. 
ABSENT—22, 
Blackburn Farwell, Kenna, Power, 
Blair, George, McPherson Sanders, 
Brown, Hampton, Manderson, Squire, 
Carlisle. Hearst, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chandler, Higgins, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Colquitt. Hiscock, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel Jones of Arkansas, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Pierce, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We should now return to the original paragraph 
90, on page 12, and insert 20 per cent. ad valorem,” It the gentle- 
men who are voting that way will indicate the duty they would like 
to have placed upon sponges, I should like to carry out their wishes, 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the present duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the present duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Unless there is some reason to the contrary, it seems 
to me that it is fair to maintain the present duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Florida to state what 
rate of duty they would have. 

Mr. PASCO. I simply desire to have the same rate restored as it at 
present stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That seems to be agreeable on all sides. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 12, line 21, I move that the paragraph as it 
came from the House be restored. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


9779 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the vote by which the paragraph 


was di 
the bill as 


by the House. ' 


to be reconsidered. That would restore it as it stood in 25 


passed 
Mr. CALL. I think the present rate of duty is satisfactory as it 


stands in the existing law, and I suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that it ought to be allowed to stand at that rate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote of 
the Senate by which the amendment of the committee striking ont 


paragraph 90, on page 12, was agreed to will be reconsidered and the 
amendment of the committee rejected. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that we return to paragraph 190, oper 
45, ‘The word and should be inserted between the word ‘* bull- 
ion” and the word metal.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 45, line 15, in h 190, it is pro- 
posed to insert the word and“ after the word bullion;“ so as to 
read: 


Bullion, and metal thread of gold, silver, or other metals, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 


Mr. GORMAN, What is that? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Ii is simply inserting the word and“ in para- 


graph 190. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion of a conjunction. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lsuggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that we 
should go back to paragraph 36, on page 6, and correct the item in that 
paragraph in relation to oils, to correspond with the duty which has 


A grammatical change, the inser- 


been imposed upon castor-oil and castor-beans, so as to make that para- 


graph consistent with the action which has been taken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 17 of page 6, in paragraph 36, owing to the 
action heretofore taken by the Senate, 40 cents should be stricken ont 
and 80 inserted. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. x 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 17, in paragraph 36, it is pro- 
posed to strike out forty and insert eighty;“ so as to read: 

36. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil 


containing more than 50 per cent, of castor-oil, 80 cents per gallon; other, B 
cents per gallon. 


Mr. PLUMB. Fifteen cents per gallon should be increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereshould bean ad valorem rate upon the other. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not leave the duty just as it exists now? I 
think there would be no trouble on aécountof that. I have been told 
by persons who assume to know that a duty of 15 cents per gallon 
wouid simply afford an opportunity for fraud upon the revenue, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There certainly is no reason for putting a duty of 
80 cents per gallon except on such as is made from castor-oil. I think 
it would be better to have an ad valorem rate, and I suggest, instead 
of 15 cents per gallon on the other oils, that it should be 30 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

Mr. PLUMB, All I want is that the rate shall be maintained. I 
will accept the suggestion of the Senator. I have no doubt he intends 
just that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18,of page 6, in paragraph 36, it is pro- 
posed to strike out 15 cents per gallon” and insert 30 per cent. ad 
valorem,” 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will give far- 
ther attention to this and see that that is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Referring to ph 190, Bullion and metal 
threads,” I wish to say to the committee that this is an industry which 
a gentleman in Connecticut is trying to establish. This thread is very 

ly imported from abroad. x 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator suggest in relation to it? 

Mr. PLATT. I either wish the committee to agree to the 30 per 
cent. ad valorem, or to take if into consideration in conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the Senator make a motion in regard to it. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the duty in paragraph 190 be30 per cent. 
ad valorem instead of 25. Ido not know what parliamentary motion 
is necessary, but I want to make the duty 30 per cent. instead of 25 

r cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be reconsidered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is 35 now. 

Mr. PLATT. No, it has been reduced by the committee to 25. 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not so show in my print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
amendment was agreed to making the duty 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make the rate 30 per cent. whatever the 
motion should be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any motion can be entertained by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. GORMAN. As I understand, this is an amendment adopted in 3 
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Committee of the Whole some time ago, and I think we had better 
wait until we get into the Senate before taking « vote on it again. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well; I will wait until the bill is reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have an order entered for the printing 
of this bill and all the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
and I su that all amendments made before the adjournment to- 
night shall be included in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order will be made, 

Mr. CALL, Task the consent of the Senator from Rhode Island to 
ofter an amendment to a paragraph to the bill that was heretofore con- 
sidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator wait until we get 
through with the reserved amendments. Paragraph 278 was passed 
over, on 60. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, beginning in line 13, the Commit- 
tee on Finance reported to strike out: 


200. Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, or preserved in any other manner 
(except in cans or other packages), not specially provided for in this act, I cent 


per pound ; 
And in lien thereof to insert: 


278. Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh, eonan guage me in ice, or otherwise prepared for preserva- 
tion, not specially enume or provided for in this act, one-half of | cent per 
pound, 3 


Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment has been disagreed to, I think. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. BUTLER. We can not hear a word that is being said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Business will be suspended until 
order is restored in the Chamber. It is impossible to conduct the 
business while so much conversation is going on and there is so much 
disorder in the Chamber. The Chair makes this appeal in the interest 
of Senators who complain that they can not hear the proceedings. 
When Senators are seated and conyersation ceases business will pro- 
ceed, and not until then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist that we must have order in the Senate 
so that we can hear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No business can be transacted until 
order is restored. [A pause.] The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The recommendation of the committee is that the 
-amendment first submitted by the committee be disagreed to and that 
the paragraph, as it came from the House, shall be retained in the bill 

with an amendment in the nature of a proviso which I sent to the desk 
last night, and which I ask may now be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that the 
proper course would be to first amend the part proposed to be stricken 
out, and then when that is done disagree to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This paragraph 278 should be considered in con- 
nection with paragraph 545, on page 118. 

The subjeet was considered fully in committee, and these two para- 
graphs were made to correspond, so that the same duty was imposed 
upon fresh fish, whether caught in the lakes or caught in the ocean. 
That, we thought, was entirely fair, and we reduced the rate of duty 
from 1 cent per pound to one-half cent a pound. Ifthe other clause is 
to stand, I am perfectly willing; butif fresh fish caught in the ocean 
is to be subject to a duty of a cent a pound, I should object decidedly 
to allowing fresh fish caught in the lakes by Canadian fishermen to 
come in duty free, and thus make a discrimination between fresh fish 
caught in the lakes on the boundaries of the two countries and fresh 
fish caught in the ocean, which, I think, would not be fair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio will observe that by para- 
graph 545, on page 118, as it came from the House, fish, the product 
of American fisheries,” would be admitted free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I mean the product of the Canadian fisheries. 

Mr. CULLOM. As it came from the House the provision on the 
free-list in paragraph 545 reads: 

545. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish caught 
in waters, except salmon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better take up paragraph 545, and 
that being disposed of we shall then know better what todo with the 
other. I suggest that paragraph 545 be first considered. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not touch fish caught by Canadians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to paragraph 545, by which 
‘fresh fish caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, 
or in the open waters of the lakes forming a boundary between the 
United States and the Dominion of Canada” are free, and nobody de- 
sires to put a duty on them, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is a little difference between the two 
amendments of the committee on the subject. f 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment, paragraph 
545, asit came from the House of Representatives, on page 118 pro- 
vides that flsh, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen, 


That means, as I understand it, that all fish caught in fresh waters and 
caught in the Northwestern lakes shall come in tree. That is the House 
provision. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. If they are the product of American fisheries. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; if they are fresh fish canght in fresh waters 
they come in free. There was a contest in the committee as respects 
this, because some of us desired that the House provision should be re- 
tained for the reason, as we understand, that the fresh fish of the lakes 
are constantly diminishing and the price of fresh fish is constantly ad- 
vaneing, and according to the laws of the States along the lakes they 
are not permitted to fish in the American waters, and the fish by some 
natural instinct or process of their own get under the water or into it 
and swim over to the Canadian border and are caught there. We de- 
sire that that class of fish should have an opportunity, if caught, to 
get into our markets, not only the markets on the lake shore like the 
city of Chicago, but now and then that a citizen of Iowa may have an 
opportunity of getting a fresh fish on ice, That was the contention. 

For myself I was for the House provision. On page 60, in order to 
make some adjustment about it, the committee struck out the duty of 
1 cent per ie and inserted a duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound, 
which would require the consumers of fish caught in American fresh 
waters to pay half a cent a pound. Now, it is proposed to strike. out 
that amendment and allow the amendment in paragraph 278 to stand, 
except where the Dominion of Canada permits our fishermen to go into 
its ports and purchase supplies of bait and transport fish in bond by 
rail, and then the duty shall be half a cent a pound. The effect will 
be, if these two provisions stand, to put all the fish in the lakes at a 
cent a pound, and the fish in the waters of. New England, and so on, 
500 a cent a pound. Now, what is fish for one should be fish for the 
other. 

It seems to me that the wisest thing is to take the House provision 
on page 118, paragraph 545, and then I should not object to the pro- 
vision, suggested, I believe, originally. by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
FRYE] and adopted by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
but I think it will not do for us to 0 phd fresh fish caught in the lakes 
to pay a duty of a half a cent a pound even if they happen to be caught 
just north of that dividing line which separates us from the Dominion 
of Canada. I think it will lead to great confusion if a gentleman who 
should go north from a desire to buy a fish or two that happened to be 
caught in Canadian waters, when he came in was obli to go toa 
custom-house and enter them and pay a cent or half a cent a pound be- 
fore he can eat them. It does not seem to me that that is a wise pro- 
vision, especially when I am told—the Senator from New York (Mr. 
Hiscock | will know about that that in New York the American fisher- 
man can not fish between the 15th of June and the 15th of September. 

A HISCOCK. My recollection is that they can not fish with nets 
at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. They can not fish with nets between the 15th of 
June and the 15th of September; they can not in Pennsylvania, and 
they can not in Illinois, I do not know what the law of Wisconsin is, 
nor the law of Ohio or Minnesota, and all the States bordering upon 
the lakes. 

This is an important question, it seems to me, whether we shall levy 
a duty upon the fresh fish which go far into the interior of my own 
State every week in the year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair intimates to the Senator 
from Iowa that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
the amendment propose by the committee to paragraph 278, on page 
60, and the amendment proposed by the committee in paragraph 545, 
on page 118, are not contradictory in themselves.. In other words, 
suppose both those amendments were adopted, does not the paragraph 
on page 60, which provides for a duty of half a cent a pound on fresh 
fish, conflict with paragraph 545, on page 118, which provides for free 
fresh fish? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they are precisely —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Iowa has spoken 
once. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was merely trying to reply to a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I wish to say is—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has already 
spoken once on this question. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take the word of the 
Senator. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave not spoken since this amendment has come 
up, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator spoke at 10 o’clock and 


55 minutes, according to the memorandum on the table of the Presid- 
ing Officer. : 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
the agreement, 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘The Chair will allow me to remind him that I 
think it was upon the amendment on page 60 on which the Senator 


caught in fresh waters, except salmon,” shall be upon the free-list. from Ohio spoke, the paragraph which was then before the Senate. 


1890. 
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The question has been changed since the Senator from Ohio made his 


speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was yesterday reproved 
for suggesting that a Senator could speak twice on an amendment un- 
der different conditions. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was the same amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no suggestion to make 
further than to state : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not say a word about this when the matter 
was up before, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no function to per- 
form in the matter except to make the intimation he has made. The 
Senator from Ohio is at entire liberty to proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Chair thinks I have spoken once on this 
question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
about it one way or the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know I have not spoken before on this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, strike out paragraph 278 as it 
came from the House of Representatives and insert a new paragraph, as 
follows. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask leave to withdraw that amendment, and then 
the Senator from Ohio can speak upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Senator 


from Ohio. 
There should be no discrimination in regard to 


The Chair expresses no opinion 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
the duty on fresh fish caught in foreign waters. If foreign fish caught 
on the waters of the ocean are admitted at half a cent a pound duty, 
that same duty ought to be imposed upon fish caught in the Great 
Lakes on the north, along the border between the two countries. I 
have had petitions which have been filed from many American fish- 
ermen insisting that the Canadians catch fish all the year round in 
violation of our laws, and that they bring the fish over here to our 
country and sell them practically free of duty, and under this law they 
would sell them free of duty. I think the same rule ought to be ap- 
plied to fish caught in the lakes as to fish caught in the ocean. There 
is no reason for the distinction, and as a matter of course if this daty 
of halfa cent a pound on fresh fish caught in the lakes is denied I 
should vote to have tree fish all along the line, because you can not 
properly make a distinction. 

Why should you make a distinction? The committee reported this 
amendment after full consideration, and it is here before us now plac- 
ing a duty of one-half cent a pound on all fresh fish, and no reason 
can be given why there should be any discrimination. It may be said 
that we have on our side of the boundary laws which prevent the 
catching of fish at certain seasons. Those laws are just and right; we 
have those laws in Ohio; and there isno reason why Canadians should 
be allowed to catch fish in the same waters during those months and 
bring them over into our country duty tree, while our fishermen are 
denied the right to fish for any purpose auring certain months. 

If there is a duty on fresh fish of any kind, let it be uniform upon 
those fish caught by foreigners. If the fish are caught by American 
fishermen, they come in duty free. maintains most exclusive 
and arbitrary regulations upon this subject. They do not allow even 
our fishermen to catch fish across the boundary line without a permit 
from the Canadian authorities. They make the most severe restrictions 
upon us, and we ought to apply the same rule to them. They levya 
duty on all fish brought from American waters or the waters of the 
ocean, without distinction, at 1 cent a pound. Why should we make 
the duty on fresh fish caught in Canada in the face of these restrictions 
of Canada duty free, and at the same time levy a duty of 1 cent a 

und on fish caught on the Atlantic coast? There is no reason for it. 

want no discrimination in reference to the matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will give a reason forit. There is a closed season 
in Canada and a closed season in the United States. The fish at a cer- 
tain season of the year collect on the northern shores of the lakes, where 
the water is cooler and deeper, or for some reason. That is true. The 
closed season in Canada does not correspond with the closed season in 
the United States. They are different seasons of the year. At the 
closed season in the United States our people have been accustomed to 
buy Canadian fish, and there is no competition whatever with Ameri- 
can fish canght in the waters of the lakes. 

I have a memorandum in my hand which gives the closed season of 
Canada and the closed season of the United States, and they do not 
correspond at all. They are different months of the year. 

Mr. DAVIS. As to what lakes? 

Mr. HISCOCK. As to all the Jakes. I donot know that I can 
speak in respect to Lake Superior; Iam speaking in reference to the 
State of New York; I am speaking in reference to the State of Ohio; I 
am speaking in reference to the State of Pennsylvania, and I think in 
respect to Illinois. I do not know that Michigan is on my list. I 
3 3 is on my list, but the seasons do not correspond with 
each other. 


I have a letter written by a firm of fish commission merchants of the 
State of Ohio on this subject, which I will send to the desk and ask to 
have read, as it bearson this question. Before itis read I will state 
that the American fishermen engaged in this industry are not opposed 
to fish caught in fresh waters being upon the free-list, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter referred to by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be read, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ToLepo, Onto, July 4, 1890, 


Dear Sin: Since writing you yesterday about the duty on fresh fish we have 
been giving the matter more thought, and we fully think that if the duty is im- 
on the fish thatit will be a public calamity. We own and fish more nets 
than any other firm on fresh water, and we do not own or are interested to the 
extent of one dollar in Canadian fisheries, and so we certainly can not be charged 
with any se motive as rds any profit in Canada-caught fish, but we do 
fish one hundred and thirty-five pound-nets in American waters and own and 
control 18 miles of lake front, and if any one should be benefited in American 
waters by a duty being placed on Canadian-caught fish we would certainly be 
the ones, and on the contrary we feel that we would be the loser by a great 
deal as our markets would be bare of fish a good share of the time and the price 
of herring would advance so rapidly that it would be too high for the poor man 
to eat. and we have to depend upon them forour trade. Do all you can to take 
the duty off entirely. > 
Yours truly, 


E. J. TRIBBLE, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HISCOCK. That letter states the proposition clearly that so 
far as the American fisherman is concerned there is no competition at 
the time when our fisheries are open between him and the Canadian 
fisherman, and it seems to me that the House proposition on this ques- 
tion ought to be preserved in the bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The statement of the Senator from New York 
is correct, I have no doubt, as to the wishes of the dealers in fish, but I 
have a large number of letters from practical fishermen who fish in the 
northern part of Lake Michigan and Lake Huron, and they are de- 
cidedly in favor of this duty. It is a mere matter of justice that this 
duty should be maintained. They have to pay a high rate of duty 
npon the twine which makes their nets; they have to pay more 
than the Canadian fishermen, and they therefore think that they are 
entitled to the protection of this duty. The dealers, of course, would 
be in favor of free fish. They wi-h to keep up their supply, and they - 
buy Canadian fish and make their profit upon it, but the fishermen on 
the northern part of Lake Huron claim that this duty is a mere matter 
of justice to them. N 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not see why, while Canada imposes a duty of 1 
cent a pound on fresh fish, we should admit the Canadian fish free. 

The condition stated by the Senator from New York certainly does 
not apply to Lake Superior, which of all the Great Lakes has the largest 
whitefish fisheries. Lake Winnipeg is nearly as large as Lake Erie, 
It lies 60 miles north of the northern boundary of Minnesota, and the 
largest and finest whitefish on the continent are produced in that lake. 
1 do not see any reason why we should make this discrimination. 

Mr. EVARTS. I believe, Mr. President, that my colleague [Mr. 
Hiscock] is quite right insaying that the general opinion of fishermen 
and the dealers in fish in our State is in favor of having the lakes be- 
tween us and Canada free and not affected at all by any difficult or en- 
tangling arrangements between us. 

As for our sending fish in the season we catch them to Canada is con- 
cerned, there is no adequate motive in that, because we have more fish- 
eaters on this side than our fish can supply. I can not think, therefore, 
that that isof any very great p acticalimportance. But I have under- 
stood from those interested in these lake fisheries that there is some 
dissatisfaction at the length of time of the closed season op our side of 
the lakes, it being an open season on the Canadian side, that we should 
then be burdened with the duty of a cent or half a cent a pound upon 
fresh fish brought into our market. Whether any distinction is feltin 
the larger lakes, larger than Lake Ontario, or the adjacent Lake Su- 
perior, I can not say; but my own notice of the case is confirmed by 
those of them who are expert in these matters in saying that the gen- 
eral interest folt by consumers and fishermen on this side is that no 
line should be drawn between the fishermen on one side or the other 
of the division of political lines across these lakes between the tivo 
countries. 

I have no occasion to say anything about the reasons for protecting 
fishing in the seas northeast by our own fishermen and all that. That 
will be disposed of in another connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
desire to renew the amendment he withdrew? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir, I renew it and ask that it may be pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Two years ago when the tariff bill of 1888 was 
pending in the Senate there was quite an elaborate discussion upon this 
subject over a clause which was precisely what the clause of this bill 
was as it came from the House of Representatives, and the Senate by 
a very large majority, as I recollect, decided that there was no justice 
in imposing a duty upon fish caught in the sea to protect Eastern fish- 
ermen against the Canadian competition and refusing to impose a duty 
upon fresh fish canght in the Northern lakes by American fishermen 
to protect them against the Canadian competition, especially so long 
as Canada imposed a duty upon fresh fish caught by American fisher- 
men in those waters, which she did then and now does impose. Ipre- 
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Hence I write to ask if it has been provided 
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sented at thattimeacommunication from Hon. E. S. Minor, of Sturgeon 
Bay, Wis., which was read in the hearing of the Senate, giving the result 
of the proceedings of the Fishermen’s Association theretofore recently 
held g changes in the season laws of the States. Icall 
attention to it now to give the Senate some idea of the magnitude of 
that industry on the Northern Jakes. 

I want to say here, what I presume it is not necessary I should say, 
that there is as much danger incident to the fisheries on those lakes 
as there is on the sea, and that these are a hardy set of men who en- 
dure as much of hardship and encounter as much of danger as any 
fishermen on the ocean. This gentleman says, and I vouch for hisin- 
tegrity and intelligence, for I know him well: 

I attended the convention as one of the fish commissioners of the State, and 
I was delegated to draught the memorial and such other — 15 as the State 
Fishermen's Association suggested. I know you have a tariff bill before your 
honorable body now, and possibly this mrga cogs § be provided for in that bill, 

or. know Senators Hoan, FRYE, 
and others have had much to do with this question of protection to our fisher- 
men, and may have considered this question already. I wish to call your 
attention to the importance of this industry in our own State, I have the fig- 
ures before me as returned according to our present State law by the wardens 
of the three districts into which our Great Lakes are divided, The most of 
these fish are lake trout, herrings, and whitefish. The law has been in force 
three seasons, There were caught and sold fresh in 1886 4,994,149 pounds; in 
1887, 5,511,744 pounds, and in 1888. 8,563,532 pounds, 

In addition to the fresh fish sold in 1888, there were 4,000 half-barrels sold of 
salted fish. To this may safely be added 300,000 pounds consumed and sold in 
asmall way and not included in the above. The value of these fish taken from 
the waters of Lake Superior, Michigan, and Green Bay would amount to $400,000, 
The value of lake fish caught in the State of Michigan is nearly $2,000,000, At 
the rate our fish are increasing onr waters in a very few years will produce a 
million dollars’ worth of excellent food-fish. There is really no limit to what 
may be produced. We buy all our linen thread for fish nets in Scotland, and 
pay a duty of 40 cents per pound on it, We pay more for our labor, It costs 
more in every way to carry on our fishing business in America than in the Do- 
minion of Canada, and yet they have always been allowed to use our markets 
15 for their tresh fish. The Senators from Michigan ouglit to be interested in 
t matter. 


I can conceive of no reason, Mr. President, why the duty should be 
imposed upon fish caught in the sea to protect the Eastern fishermen 
against Canadian fishermen, and fish caught in the Northern lakes, the 
industry in which I have shown is a great one, should be made free, 

Another reason, if there is anything in the idea of reciprocity with 
Canada, of which I am by no means assured, there certainly can be 
nothing in the proposition that we shall give away without any con- 
sideration whatever our markets upon any product to Canada. Canada 
admits fresh fish canght by American fishermenonly upon the payment 


‘ofadutyofacentapound. These men may befishingalongside of each 


other, exposed to the same dangers, and enduring the same hardships, 
ours using nets upon which they pay duty, and the Canadians using 
nets upon which they pay none, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
mind the Senator that he has spoken five minutes, 

Mr. SPOONER. H have not spoken on the other amendment yet. I 
would like to finish the sentence, Mr. President. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Canadians fishing within 50 yards may bring 
their fish into this country free under this provision, while our fisher- 
men can not carry their fish into Canada without the imposition of a 
duty. There is nothing of reason in it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I rise merely to express my concur- 
rence in the general views which have been delivered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. Our relations with Canada are peculiar, and the fish 
product should not be viewed from a revenue standpoint, but from au in- 
ternational standpoint. We hope sooner or later to form a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada by which we shall make fuller and freer 5 
of our commodities, and if we do not place a protective duty upon the 


` importations of fish, or offer free fish for commercial privileges denied 


by the treaty of 1818, we shall be embarrassed when we come to nego- 
tiate. 

We know very well that the Dominion of Canada, or Great Britain, 
that represents her diplomatically, has always insisted upona very rigid 
construction of the treaty of 1818, and that that treaty made by John 
Quincy Adams has been the pons asinorum, the Point Judith, the great 
obstacle which, so far, all the resources ofour diplomacy have not been 
able to cireumvent or remove. As long as Great Britain insists upon 
a technical, rigid construction of the treaty of 1818, which by its terms 
so Jargely invades our commercial rights and privileges, we ought to 
insist, too, upon taking every honorable opportunity to compensate our 
fishermen or to enlarge our construction of it. No question can be more 
interesting than our relations with Great Britain respecting our rights 
over the sea upon the northwestern and northeastern extremities of the 
continent. We should, in advance of negotiation, take our position 
with the greatest circumspection, for position is no less important in 
diplomacy than in war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to occupy only a moment 
of time. 

As I believe I have before said, three years ago the Committee on 
Foreign Relatiois took the sworn testimony of gentlemen of all parties 
engaged in this fishing business, and they were examined and eross- 
examined. I have stated before the general effect of it, about which 


there was no dispute, that it was the Canadian who paid the duty, and 
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that when the duty was off it was the Canadian who got the benefit of 
it, and not the consumer here, All the witnesses tothat. But 
here is one large wholesale gentleman who says on this subject what 
I shall read, w is somewhat interesting, as to this precise question 
that we are now of. Remember that he was speaking three 
years ago, in the of 1887, I think it was: 


The Canadian Government last summer passed u law imposing.a duty of 50 
cents on fish— 


That is 50 cents a hundred 
ne I ship to Quebec or Montreal, having to pay a duty of 50 cents a hun- 


That is, the Boston man ships the fish fresh to Quebec and Montreal 
for their market, and he pays the duty. 8 


I can illustrate this by stating a transaction that took place at Yarmouth last 
spring. One of our vessels went out haddocking on the Georges and got blown 
out of her course. 

Q. You mean Yarmouth, Nova Scotia? 

A. Yes; he made port at Yarmouth. He had from 12,000 to 20,000 fish. Of 
course he did not want to keep them while going back to the Banks, for fear of 
losing them, and so he sold them in Yarmouth; I think he got $92 or $93 for 
what he had. Before he got paid for them and got away the custom-house 
folks came down on him and made him pay a little more for duty than he got 
for 1 4 88 The purchasers boxed them up and sold them here in the n 
market. 

Q. The same identical fish? 

A. The same identical fish. 


This illustrates free fish from Canada when these people pay 50 cents 
duty; they buy them of this man because he is compelled to sell in 
that particular instance. He pays the duty out of his price, and im- 
mediately they ship the same identical cargo of fish by rail to Boston 
and sell them free. 

Mr. CULLOM. What did he get for them ? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Ie does not say. He got the regular Boston price. 
Probably he made $1,200 out of the performance. That illustrates the 
whole proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust that the Senate will afterall 
permit the present rate of duty of half a cent a pound to remain on fish. 


I notice that the Senator from Rhode Island has introduced an amend- - 


ment, which he will call up later, providing— 


That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of I cent per pound, in 
lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the product of the 
fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as American ing vessels 
shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purchase supplies, includ- 
ing bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United States without re- 
straint or the imposition of fees or other Government charges. 

Here is evidently an attempt on this tariff bill not only to fix the 
rate of duty which we shall charge upon the fish; but to meet the other 
question which has been. the matter of controversy between this and 
the English Government for somany years, and that, too, in the face of 
the fact that the Senators who insist upon this increased rate of duty— 
the Senator from Wisconsin who has just addressed the Senate, the 
Senator from Rhode Island who offers this amendment—tolerate and 
insist on tolerating the admission of cars constructed in Canada free of 
duty. They open the whole country north and west to that sharp com- 
petition by English capital trom a road that is constructed for military 
purposes, and yet attempt now in this small way to regulate this mat- 
ter and leave that door open when it is destroying the great American 


interests of railroad transportation east and west. 


Sir, I trust that it you intend to put an increased duty upon this 
food product, you will do that and do it alone, and let us have the op- 
portunity, when it can bedebated and discussed properly, as it can not 
be now, to decide the question as to what our position should be be- 
tween this and the English Government and this great trade that is to 
the north of us. : 

I insist, Mr. President, that this is no time for such a proposition. 
There was no idea that such a proposition would be made upon the 
tariff bill. It is not germane, and ought not to be considered here 
under the arrangement which we have made, and properly made, for 
the consideration of this bill, which we understood to be alone a tariff 
bill fixing the rates of duty. We have no possibility of staying you 
from an increase of duty. That is a matter for the majority of the 
Senate. But Linsist that the other matter, which is broader, should 
not be considered on this bill. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the part intended to be stricken out in 
paragraph 278, on page 60, will be read. 

Mr, ALDRICH. We were acting upon the consent given to take up 
paragraph 545 first, as I understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that 
any consent of that kind had been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Chair’s pardon; that was my under- 
standing. I ask now that paragraph 545 be acted on first. 

Mr, ALLISON. I made some observations on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, on page 60. When the ques- 
tion comes up on page 118 I desire to make somefurther observations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is in order now. The 
Chair understands that by unanimous consent paragraph 545, on page 
118, is before the Senate for consideration as the pending question. 
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agreed 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say just a word 
and I rho to call 1 to the re x an we z 
to, and then we back to paragra , and agree to tbe amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine. It follows that all the peo- 
ple who reside on the Great Lakes and use ‘fresh-water fish will pay a 
cent a pound, and all the people who reside and use the fish in the 
northeastern = of our country will pay half a cent a pound. I 
submit that that is an injustice. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to have the Senator explain 
how that would bə the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator's amendment is adopted it is a re- 
Iinquishment of one-half of the cent: a- pound duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On all fish. 

Mr. ALLISON. On all fish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All that are dutiable. 

Mr. ALLISON. All that are dutiable, where they enter into our 

ris, 

Pl . ALDRICH. Certainly; and that includes, of course, the lakes 
as well as the sea; it applies to all fish. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then that is so much the better. 
that argument is not good. Isee the point. 

Now, the question for us to consider, and that is all there is of it, is 
whether we shall impose a duty of one-half a cent a pound under cer- 
tain conditions and a cent apound under certain other conditions upon 
the fresh fish of the Great Lakes, which are diminishing in number and 
which are increasing constantly in pricetothe consumer. Whether the 
duty shail be 1 cent or half a cent a pound is all there is in this ques- 
tion. 

Now, I want to say a word to the Senator from Wisconsin. I re- 
meniber very well the debate to which he has referred. The Senator 
from Wisconsin and the fishermen of Wisconsin overlooked the fact that 
for three months in the year they are not allowed to catch fish at all, 
and during those three months they are either obliged to go without 
fish or pay the duty of 1 cent a pound to those who catch fish without 
having that restriction thrown around them, Whilst I desire to do 
anything I can for these fishermen, I submit that they are in no con- 
dition to ask the consumers of the Northwestern country to pay them 
1 cent a pound or half a cent a pound, as it may be, upon the fresh fish 
caught in the waters of the Great Lakes, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not wish to take much more 
of the time of the Senate upon this subject. The fishermen of those 
lakes are asking no special favor of the Senator from Iowa or of Con- 
gress when they ask that they may have simply the same protection 
against Canadian fishermen that is given to other fishermen brought 
into competition with them. It may be true that the Canadian open 
season, as it is called, may not correspond in all respects or in any re- 
spect with the season in the United States, but this proposition is not 
to authorize the admission of Canadian fish free during any season; it 
is for the ycar. The Senator forgets that Canada not only discrimi- 
nates against us in this matter of fish, levying a heavy duty, but Can- 
ada gives a bounty to her own fishermen for fresh fish caught by them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Where? 

Mr. SPOONER. Fresh-water fish. I see that Iso stated in the few 
remarks I made two years ago, and I think I was accurate about it. 
Now, the fish are caught in the same waters, transported over the same 
lines of railroad, and there would seem to be no justice in subjecting 
our fishermen in the Northwest to this competition, singling them out 
as acainst fishermen brought into Canadian competition elsewhere. 

The House proposition seems to me to be an absurd one in this other 
respect. Whyaresalmonexcepted? Perhaps theSenator from Oregon 
can tell. I suppose that it is to protect the American fishermen for 
salmon from Canadian competition. Why protect them from Canadian 
competition and not protectourpeople? If you want to make fish free 
that is one thing; but if you will not make fish free, if you propose to 
make fish dutiable at all in order to protect our American industry 
against the Canadian, it ought to be uniform. You ought not to 
single out the fishermen on the Great Lakes, Michigan, Lake Superior, 
and others, who fish alongside of these Canadians and who pay a heavy 
duty on their nets, and make Canadian fish free as against them. 

That is not the way to treat our fishermen. Nor is it the way, in 
my judgment, to treat Canada. Iwould make no product, inany event, 
of hers free to our market which going from our people into Canada 
must pay duty. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it can not have escaped the attention 
of the Ssnate that there is a great difference between our Northeastern 
fisheries, remote from our own shores and nearer to the shores of Canada, 
and that whieh relates to fishing in the lakes where our fishermen are 
at home, where they refit, where they have all the advantages of home 
as the Canadian fishermen on the lakes have on their side. I do not 
see that we ought to bring into this question that the Northeastern 
fisheries are very differently situated in our patronage and protection 
because our people have to go away from home to fish there, and we 
all know under what circumstances; whereas the Canadian fishermen 
are there on the shore and have all their bait, and all their refresh- 
ment, and everything else. Let us leave that aside and then deal with the 


Then 
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question on the lakes as belongs to the lakes, not only as to what pro- 
tection is needed, but also as to what markets are needed to be protected. 

Now, is the Senator from Wisconsin ready to say that onr fishermen 
on the lakes wish to send their fish away from our market into the 
Canadian market? Is the Canadian price per pound in their market as 
good as our price here? I do not understand that to beso by any 
means. Itis our market which makes the question about the fisher- 
ies. That is what makes the matter about the Northeastern fisheries. 
It is not equality or reciprocity in torm, it is our great consuming , 
market that the Canadians want. So here our fishermen in the lakes 
have our market, and that is What is valuable. They do not seek a 
market on the Canadian shore, becanse our market is better. 

The question is a perfectly fair one, of course, whether putting those 
lake fishermen in Canada upon the same footing as our fishermen in 
those lakes in our part of them is a reason that should tend to affect 
the dutyon them. The reciprocity part of it, the duty on theirsideor 
ours, then seems to be very efficient when if our market is closed up we 
could not send our fish over there if there was no duty. 

Mr. President, as I have understood, the t association en 
in these fisheries is satisfied to have the provision in the shape that the 
other House has put it. It is on that ground that L place it. I do not 
place it on comparison with others there. I want this one to be treated 
according to the actual situation, closed season, home market, every- 
thing taken into consideration, and see whether we do not on our side 
want not only our fish that are caught by our fishermen, but also, in 
the closed season at least, fish caught on the other side, and that the’ 
oniy difference will be that our people will pay so much more. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from New York spokeof a great Ameri- 
can fishing association, as I understood him. Ishould like to ask him 
where that association is. 

Mr. EVARTS. That I can not say, but they communicate with us 
by communication. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is it in Chicago? That is either a monopoly or a 
trust; there is no question about that. They bring their fish in, and 
if they can not get the people to take them at the price they put upon 
them they let them rot or throw them back into the lakes. The pro- 
visions that we are making here are not to make a better market for 
the American consumer, but a better market for the American fisher- 
men’s trust, There ought not to be an exclusion of competition as 
against that trust! Sir, there ought to be somebody who could supply 
the people with fish without subjecting communities to the prices that 
these trusts want to impose upon this article. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say about this matter that directly after 
the report of this bill some gentlemen called on me from a prominent 
fishing porton Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio, who said they were en- 
gaged in the business of fishing and had been for a great many years; 
that it was their only business; and that they wanted the provision to 
remain in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They were fish dealers. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; they were fishermen. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were dealers. 

Mr. PLUMB. They were both fish dealers and fishermen, and they 
presented what seemed to me to be a very strong argument why it 
should be so. 

I understand in addition that the provision as contained in the House 
bill was the result of conference between the House committee and a 
fisheries association embracing nearly all the iake fishermen, and it wa; 
there stated that this provision of the Senate committee was designed 
by certain persons who expected through the medium of it to monop- 
olize the business, men of large capital, and whose interests were op- 


to those of the small fishermen and small dealers. Of course 1 


know nothing about it except what these gentlemen said, They were 
undoubtédly reputable people, and I believe their statement, 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is one point, it seems to me, in this discus- 
sion that is not met. There is practically a closed season so far as the 
American waters are concerned. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt 
him one moment, Iwillstate that there is no closed season in Michigan. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator says his State is exempt from that. 
But I will say further that there is a question of transportation of fish. 
How far you can transport them, I suppose, is involved somewhat in 
respect to the point at which fish are caught for the Eastern market, 
but so far as the Eastern market is concerned, there is practically a * 
closed season from June 15 to September 10, in which you can not fish 
in American waters except with the hook and line. Net fishing is pro- 
hibited. Now, this is the open season for fishing in Canadian waters, 
and the American fishermen do not come in conflict, so far as their in- 
dustry is concerned, with the Canadian fishermen, and they are not 
competitors, ‘They have different closed seasons, practically, commenc- 
ing with the spring and ending inthe fall. Isuppose there is a season 
of the year when not a great many fish are caught at all. That is the 
ground on which I urge that fresh fish, or fish caught in foreign waters, 
should be made free. It is for that reason, that there is not this com- 
petition between them. 

As I remarked earlier, so far as the fish are concerned which are 
caught in the extreme West, I understand they contribute a very small 
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proportion to our Eastern market, not exceeding 10 per cent, of the 
whole Eastern market. There is a question of transportation involved 
in the carrying of fish from one point to another. As has been re- 
marked, the other House adopted their provision after a full investi- 
gation of this question, the fishermen having been heard, the fish vend- 
ers having been heard. They upon a provision which they sent 
here, and I have no hesitation in saying that the fishermen are quite 
as willing that this should transpire as are the fish dealers. It is fair 
to say that the fish dealers are the men who fit out largely the fisher- 
men themselves; they are the men who are engaged in the business. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from New York may speak for the 
fishermen of his State, but I deny his warrant to speak for the fisher- 
men of my State. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Ohio made some observations in 
res to it. 
Ohio, in which one of the largest fishermen —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. One of the largest dealers and importers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And one of the largest fishermen. 

Mr, SHERMAN. An importer of fish. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He says he owns 18 miles of lake front. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is the monopolist referred to by the Senator 
from Kansas who owns and controls it. He is an importer who wants 


to import fish. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is called upon to remind 
the Senator from Ohio that he has spoken once on this amendment. 
Mx. SHERMAN, Noton this amendment; I beg pardon. I should 
like to know why the same rule is not applied to the Senators from 


New York, who have spoken twice. I had not spoken on this amend- 


ment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not applying any rule 
whatever 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair, in the face of the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nor is the Chair endeavoring to en- 
force any order. The Chair has no function in that direction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair applied that rule to me in the face of 
the Senate, and not to the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon; the Chair 
has not applied any rule nor attempted to enforceany. The Chair has 
been instructed, whenever a Senator has spoken once or for five min- 
ates, to politely intimate that fact; and the Chair has been endeavor- 
ing to do so. g 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Chair has been extremely polite and for- 
bearing in that regard. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think one of the difficulties in connection with 
this question of order is that there are two or three amendments under 
consideration apparently at the same time, and when a Senator ad- 


dresses the Chair he does not know himself what amendment he is 


talking to. The Chair is, I have no doubt, correct in every instance. 
I believe the rule can not be applied to me that I have spoken once 
upon this question, because I have not spoken at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to know upon what amendment the 
Senator is speaking now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Illinois now speaking? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator now speaks to paragraph 545. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have had a good many letters and 
appeals to me to favor this paragraph that the House of Representa- 
tives put into the bill; in other words, in favor of free fish, and I am 
inclined to vote for it, because fish among people in the Western States 
anywhere within reach of the lakes becomes a very great product to 
live upon, especially the poor people in the cities. I may say also, as 
the Senator from Iowa has said, that the whitefish and other fish 
caught in those lakes go all over the Western country by express, so 
that the people can get them every week almost throughout the year, 

I feel very much as the Senator from Wisconsin has expressed him- 
self with reference oe, accon anai to the Canadian Government, 
because certainly, as he has said, that Government has done nothing in 
its dealings with the American Government to justify our Congress or 
Government in giving it any special privileges that are not given to the 
people of other nations. I appreciate that; and I could, if I had the 
time, mention a great many instances wherein we have been discrim- 
inated against in their dealing with other nations and in comparison 
with other nations; such, for example, as a special duty on tea, a special 
duty on coffee, a special duty on silver bullion, and so on, that they do 
not apply to other countries. While I do not feel myself like entering 
into any reciprocity srrangement with that Government so long as she 
is conducting herself toward the American nation as she has been doing, 
yet I believe that in this instance we ought to adopt the House clause 
for free fish in the interest of the poor people of the country, especially 
in the region of the lakes, 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr, President, it is interesting to see how prolific 
our tariff friends are in offering arguments for free fish for their bene- 
fit while they are impon a duty of 105 per cent. on cotton-ties, 
High protection when it protects theirinterestsisallright. Free trade 


To what amendment is the Senator 
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I will only speak in reference to what I read earlier from 
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when it is necessary to their interests, is all right. I suppose we un- 
derstand it, 

It seems to me if we are to have protection it would be as well to 
extend it all around the circle, and not have this thing of mixing free 
trade and protection, and that is the freest kind of free trade. The 
Democrats who are charged with free trade are only charged with free 
trade because they want a revenue tariff, a tariff that gives money 
enough to carry on the Government economically administered; but our 
free-trade friends on the Republican side want absolute tree trade, with 
no revenue aboutit. I suppose they will explain that, however, to 
their constituents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 118, the Committee on Finance pro- 
pose to strike out paragraph 545 and insert: 


545. Fresh fish, caught by citizens of the United States in the high seas, or in 
the open waters of the lakes forming a boundary between the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada, 


Mr. GRAY. Are we to understand that fish, fresh, for immediate 
consumption, are no longer to be admitted free for consumption in the 
United States? Is that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this amendment is adopted fresh fish will pay 
1 cent a pound or half a cent a pound, as the case may be, depending 
upon the action of the Senate upon paragraph 278, 

Mr. GRAY. That will repeal, I understand, the present law by 
which fish, fresh, for immediate consumption, areadmitted free into the 
ports of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘That would depend upon whether they were caught 
by citizens of the United States or by citizens of foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that; but unless caught by citizens of 
the United States they will no longer be admitted free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment of the committee? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. _I ask the Senate now to take up paragraph 278. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to paragraph 278 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, line 16, paragraph 278, after the 
word pound, insert: 

Provided, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, tn lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the 
product of the fisheries of any country, whenever and so long only as Ameri- 
can fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to pur- 
chase supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the 
Unies Penos: without restraint or the imposition of fees or other Government 
charge . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which has 


The pending amendment will be 


just been read. 


Mr. GORMAN, Where does that come in? 

Mr. GRAY. This is a very important amendment and involves a 
very large question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maryland that the amendment is on page 60 of the bill, paragraph 
278. The Committee on Finance propose to strike out the provision 
as it came from the House of Representatives and to insert what is i 
italics, Under the rules of the Senate, the Senator from Rhode Islan 
desiring to amend the part proposed to be stricken ont, offers what has 
been read at the desk, and the question upon amending the part pro- 
posed to be stricken out must be taken before the question is taken on 
the motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. GRAY. What I was about to ask, if I am in order, so that we 
may understand the matter which is now before the Senate, is whether 
the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to restore the provision as it 
came from the House in paragraph 278. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I propose to add after the word “pound ” a proviso. 

Mr. GRAY. Which imposes a duty of 1 cent per pound? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That provides in substance that the duty hereafter 
sball be a half a cent a pound whenever it shall appear that the Ameri- 
can fishing vessels are admitted into the ports of the British provinces 
to buy bait, land fish, and so on. 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘That is the precise question. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a measure to compel, so far as we can by such a 
provision compel, the admission of our fishing vessels into the ports of 
the provinces without restriction of any kind. Is that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is a suggestion rather than a compulsory process. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in conducting this bazaar for tho 
exchange of the privileges and bounties arising out of the tariff we are 
now enacting, there seems to be a good deal of confusion and contro- 
versy among the different interests that are to be provided for. I have 
but one interest in the matter, and that is to have fresh fish as low as 
possible, and salted fish too, for the consumers in the United States, 
because I know it is an article that the common, poor people of the land 
depend very much upon for theirsubsistence, and there is a very large 
class of religionists also in the United States who for a great part oi 
their time are excluded from eating meat and have to resort to fish. 
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Therefore my vote upon this question will always be in favor of the 
lowest rate I can get upon fish. 

The duty on fish at the present time is one-half cent a pound, fresh 
fish being free and salted fish one-half cent a pound. Now, it is pro- 
posed to raise that duty just 100 per cent. on salted fish and on some 
clusses of fresh fish, I believe. Yes, ‘‘fish, fresh, salted, pickled, 
smoked, or preserved in any other manner (except in cans or other 
pa es), not specially provided for in this act, 1 cent per pound.“ 
That is proposed to be stricken out; but to create what is called a 
reciprocity between the United States and Canada half of that duty 
is dropped off in favor of the Canadians, provided they will allow us 
to buy bait free in their markets. That is the proposition, We call 
it general commerce between the markets of Canada and the United 
States, but it has the specific object in view alone of buying bait. 

So this is a provision to enable a certain set of American fishermen 
who are assembled along the northeastern coast in syndicates and in 
companies and in monopolies, who own the ships and send out the 
fishermen, to make a better business by buying bait on the reward 
given to the Canadians of half a cent a pound upon their importations, 

I say, instead of giving that half acent a pound to these monopolists 
along that coast, for that is exactly what they are, we ought to give it 
to the people. If we can afford to let the Canadian fish in free at half 
a cent a pound in order to make a benefaction or bounty in favor of 
our American monopolistic fishermen, we can certainly afford to let it 
come in at half a cent a pound for the people. That is the proposition 
in this case, 

We have had here a great controversy heretofore upon the subject 
of fisheries under the treaty of 1818, and I predicted then that the time 
would not be very far distant when that side of the Chamber would 
be in favor of reducing the tariff on fish imported from Canada; that 
they would be willing to buy reciprocity from Canada; and they are 
trying to buy it now by reducing the rate one-half on fish imported 
into the United States from Canada, Afterall of this theorie rhapsody 
about American flags and British lions, and the like, and what they 
were going to do, they quietly cooled down and accepted the modus 
vivendi that was established by Mr, Bayard in his arrangement with the 
British Government, and they have acted under that until it has ex- 
pired, and they can not get any further use out of that, and now they 
propose to buy the privilege from Canada at the rate of one-half cent 
a pound on fish for buying bait in their markets. 

What has become of your demand under the treaty of 1818, when 
you said that that treaty stood in the way of commercial reciprocity 
and enabled the Canadians to charge us their own prices on bait; and 
that if you could not go there to get bait, we were going to have that 
right, and we were going to impose upon Canada retaliatory duties under 
a statute now existing on your statute-books until she gave her con- 
sent to come down with her flag and let our commerce in free on just 
terms of equality in her ports? What has become of that flagrant 
boast of the Republican party made on the floor of the Senate when 
they hauled a treaty into open Senate and had-it debated here? Now 
they are trying to pay Canada half a cent a pound on fish to let them 
\ buy bait in Canadian ports and charge up that half cent a pound to 
the consumers in the United States, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, 1 rise to offer an amendment to the 
pending amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That such fish shall be admitted free of duty when exported from, 
or the product of, the fisheries of auy country whenever and so long only as 
American fishing vessels shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to 

urchase supplies, including bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the 
United States without restraint or the imposition of fees or other government 
charges. 
Mr. GRAY. The words stricken out and those inserted are meant 
toso frame the amendment that instead of a reduction of half a centa 
pound as an inducement to these countries to admit American fishing 
vessels without restriction into their ports we shall make the admission 
of all fish free trom such countries to our consumers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is intended as an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the Senater from Rhode Island to the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. GRAY. I have so marked it in the copy that I sent to the desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to offer the amendment that the Sena- 
tor from Delaware has offered to the pending amendment. 

Mr, GRAY. My five minutes have not expired, if the Senator will 

on me. 

Mr. GIBSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely want to explain that the scope of the amend- 

- ment of the Senator from Rhode Island is to reduce the duty on fish 
one-half cent a pound. The dutyas it was fixed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives is 1 cent a pound, and the duty proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island is halfa cent. In lieu of that I propose to allow all 
fish to come into the United States free from any duty whatever from 
those countries that admit the fishing vessels of the United States into 
their ports without any restriction as to the buying of bait and ship- 
ping in bond, ete. ` 

r. GIBSON, Iwas about to observe that I proposed to offer an 


Tt will be read. 


amendment similar to that offered by the Senator from Delaware. Our 
contention has been all the time that under the treaty of 1818 certain 
restrictions were 2 upon American fishermen in Canadian 


We have not, so succeeded in any treaty that ever was made with 
Great Britain in removing those restrictions. They existto-day. That 
treaty was made by John Quincy Adams, and we have been compelled, 
whenever we were confronted by it, either to admit the exactions im- 
posed upon our people by that treaty or to establish reciprocity. That 
was the inducement why at one time, twice, in fact, we established 
reciprocity treaties with Canada. 

If she will interpret the treaty of 1818 in accordance with Repub- 
lican contention in regard to the meaning of that treaty (I mean the 
modern Republican contention; the one that prevailed in the Senate when 
the Bayard treaty was beforeus) I think that in granting to our fishermen 
fall right and a broader interpretation to the treaty of 1818 it would 
be a proper thing for us to admit into the American market fish free 
from the waters that have been so long underdispute. This would be 
a satisfactory arrangement as far as we are concerned, and give us at 
all events an equality of position with respect to any future negotia- 
tion under the treaty of 1818, 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
on what ground we are asked to reduce the House rate from 1 cent a 
pound to a half-cent a pound. No reason has been given heretofore, 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not reduced it. The suggestion is that 
we retain the rate except on certain conditions which are specified in 
tbe prov-so which I have introduced on behalf of the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But in paragraph 278 the House rate was 1 cent 
per pound for fresh fish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Probably the Senator has not heard the reading 
of the proviso. 

Mr. GORMAN. I repeat again to the Senator from Rhode Island, if 
I can get his attention, that I think this amendment, Suing tate 
question which is a broad and great one, coming in at 
the arrangement we have made here for discussion under the five-min- 
ute rule, ought not to be pressed. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say that this amendment was submitted be- 
fore that arrangement was entered into, and the Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber had full notice of it. I offered the amend- 
ment and had it printed, and gave notice, more than a week, yes, 
nearly two weeks ago. So the Senator’s suggestion that it is in any 
sense a violation of the agreement 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Ido not mean to say that it is a violation, be- 
cause any amendment is in order under the arrangement. WhatI mean 
to say is that an amendment so broad as this, on a question that ought 
to be treated separately, that has no relation whatever to this bill, ought 
not to be pressed now. 

For one, Mr. President, I believe that the question of transportation 
and the whole change in the condition of affairs that has grown up in 
the last eight or ten years upon the border between the two countries, 
ought to be taken up together and determined, and that when we at- 
tempt to deal with the fisheries in connection with railroad transporta- 
tion we ought to secure greater rights than our fishermen now have in 
Canadian waters. Besides the provision which is attempted to be 
adopted here now, giving a bounty of half a cent a pound, or, in other 
words, saying to the Canadians that if they will give us the right to go 
in and get bait, ete., and to land our fish in their ports and deliver them 
to the railroads for shipment in bond we will permit their fish to come 
in at the same rate of duty we are paying now, will amount to noth- 
ing absolutely to our fishermen; it will give them no rights whatever. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to another fact, 


that in the amendment he has offered he has made no provision what- ` 


ever except for landing the fish in the Canadian ports, with noobligation 
on their part to permit them to be shipped in bond without Govern- 


ment charge. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senatgr’s pardon. I think if the Sena- 
tor will read the amendment care he will see that if goes much 
further than that. x : 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, I will read the amendment. The language 
of the amendment is: 


Shall be admitted into all the ports of such country to purchase supplies, in- 
cluding bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United States with- 
out restraint, 


There is no provision that they shall be permitted to ship in bond. 


I submit to the Senator that some provision ought to be made, if it is 
adopted at all, requiring shipment in bond. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not understand the Senator exactly. May I in- 
quire what is his advice, that we should keep 1 cent duty on, or have 
fish free, or have half a cent duty? 

Mr. GORMAN. I would keep the law precisely as it is now. 

Mr. HOAR. It is free now. 

Mr, GORMAN. Noz; halfa cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Fresh fish ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Fresh fish for immediate consumption are free. 

Mr. HOAR. Fresh fish are free, 

Mr. GORMAN Thatisasmall matter. But beyond that I would not 
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go. Let us take up this question of our relations with the English Govern- 
ment and the Canadian fisheries, and treat it as a whole, when we come 
S o A O te Ya 
our en greater rights in those waters. The mere landing of the 
fish that we may catch now, restricted as they are, we ought not to be 
content with. We ought not to take up the matter and deal with it 
in homeopathic doses, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
to offer his proviso as a substitute for the paragraph recommended by 
the Committee on Finance? i 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a proviso recommended by the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is it a substitute for the one first recommended 
by the committee and printed in the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is offered as a substitute for that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. tis what I wanted to understand. Now, if 
we are to go into this subject at all on this bill—and that is a question 
upon which I express no opinion at this time—it seems to me that we 
might as well make the fish free, as proposed by the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Delaware, and insert the additional condition: 
That our fishermen should be allowed to fish within the 3-mile limit, 
or in what is called the inshore fishing, if that be of any ben- 
— tothem. I know that has been the subject of controversy hereto- 


L believe myself that if we insert that provision as one of the con- 
ditions upon which the fish shall be admitted free, we shall get it from 
the Dominion of Canada, and all the waters of that Dominion will be 
opene:l to our fishermen, instead of getting what the Senator from Rhode 
Islan now proposes, merely commercial rights for our fishing vessels 
and the right to purchase bait and of landing for transportation through 
the Dominion. 

Therefore, I repeat, if we are going into this question at all let us 
endeavor to get all the privileges which we think we ought to have in 
those waters in consideration for the free fish, because I believe we can 
get them with free fish, if it is made a condition. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I think there is much force in the 
observations made from the other side of the Chamber as to this item 
in the tariff on fish, reducing it on condition from 1 cent to half a cent, 
while the general area ot treaty concerning the fishermen and reci- 
procity in other respects, and especially in transportation, is left by 
the side. This amendment does not belong to the provision of tariff 
legislation. It belongs much more largely under this condition put 
upon it to treaty arrangements and to reciprocity and to transporta- 
tion. I think it is much safer at this stage of debate that the matter 
should be lefttostand, as it now does in the House provision, at 1 cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to 
the 353 offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
prion}. . 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be 
read 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, line 16, paragraph 278, after the 
word pound.“ insert: 

Provided, That such fish shall be subject to a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, in lieu of the duty herein provided for, when exported from or the prod- 
uct of the fisheries of = country, whenever and so long only as American 
marie Drea shall be admitted into all the ports of sach err. to purchase 
9 bait, and to land fish for shipment in bond to the United 

ut restraint or the imposition of or other government charges. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. When this matter was first brought to my atten- 
tion I was in favor of it as a first impression, but I think itis wiser 
and safer in view of the legislation that we have already passed, both 
in 1887 or 1893 and since that time upon this general subject, that it 
should be left out of this revenue bill, for I am afraid in the complica- 
tions of diplomacy or otherwise it will be understood that we have 
diminished or receded from the position the United States has already 
taken in its general laws respecting equal commercial intercourse be- 
`- tween the provinces of Great Britain, in North America, aud the United 
States. Being strongly in favor of the notion, it seems to me that it is 
safer to leave it on the Jaw as it now stands. 
Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
whether the law as it now is, the act of 1887, which he referred to, 
does not put it in the power of the President of the United States to 
require reciprocal commerce between onr ports and those of Canada. 
~ Mr. EDMONDS. It most certainly does, and in a fuller and broader 
way than this. This amendment contains one clause on the subject 
of landing fish for shipment in bond. I have always maintained, and 
I rather think my friend from Alabama agreed with me, that under 
the treaty we already have, this shipment in bond is just as good for 
us as it is for them. This, however, might seem to imply that the 

t did not exist. 

r. MORGAN. Nothing can be done, theu, except to get the Pres- 
ident now, Mr. Harrison, to do what we complained of Mr. Cleveland 
for not doing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the amendment so far as I can for the 


committee, and Ido it for this reason, that the Senator from Ver- 
mont 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the Chair to 
inquire which amendment he withdraws for the committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amend ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Rlode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood that the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] had been voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc.. It was voted down, but there are 
two amendments proposed by the committee, 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The proviso, the last one, I withdraw. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proviso is withdrawn. Then 
the question will recur on the motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that I am very anxious to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the bill, ami in deference to the wishes 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EvARTS], who have in a certain sense had charge ot 
questions affecting the Canadian fisheries in this Chamber, and upon 
an expression of their desire that this subject shall be left for subse- 
quent action, I am willing to withdraw the amendment that the mat- 
ter may be taken up in some other form hereafter. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed, I think this bond question is 
one that ought to be legislated upon by itself and not be mixed up 
with the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment that has just been 
read in the nature of a proviso having been withdrawn by unanimous 
consent, the Chair hearing no objection, the question recurs upon the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance to strike out and insert, 
which will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 60, the Committee on Finance propose 
to strike out paragraph 278 in the following words: 

Fish, fresh, salted, pickled, smoked, 3 in any other manner (except 
5 other packages), not specially provided forin this act, 1 cent per 
pound, 

And to insert in lieu thereof : 

Fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or hal/-barrels), smoked, dried, 
salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for ponme 
tion, not spevialiy enumerated or provided for in this act, one-half of I cent per 


pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee amendment, I think, should now 
be adopted, in view of the action upon the other paragraph. I think 
the amendment recommended by the committee should be adopted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was unable to hear the statement made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested that in view of the action of the Senate 
upon paragraph 545, in the free-list, I thought the committee amend+ 
ment should be adopted in this case, 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before that is done I desire to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island what becomes of the fish imported in barrels and 
half-barrels? This provision expressly excepts them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think those words ought to have been stricken 
out, although they are provided for in another portion of the bill at a 
different rate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those words ought to be stricken out. They 
come in barrels and half-barrels, I know, in my own city, fresh fish and 
so on. ; 1 evar 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task leave to modify the amendment by striking 
out the words imported otherwise than in barrels and half-barrels. 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 16 and 17, on page 60, strike out the 
words imported otherwise than in barrels and half-barrels; so as 
to read: 

Fish, smoked, dried, salted, pickled , fresh, frox=n, 
prepared for preservation, not specially enumerat 
one-half of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if 
the insertion of the word fresh,“ in line 18, in this amendment, will 
have the effect of repealing the provision by which fish, fresh, for 1m- 
mediate consumption come in free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated to the Senator from Delaware a few mo- 
ments ago that the paragraph which we put upon the free-list did re- 
peal the provision of the present Jaw, which allows fish for immediate 
consumpton to come in free, in effect, or the two paragraphs taken to- 
gether have that effect. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think so. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. T should like to ask the Senator another question: 
whether the word ‘‘fresh,’’ in line 18, can apply to a method of prep- 
aration for preservation, for that is the necessary meaning of the phrase, 
“smoked, dried, salted, pickled, fresh, frozen, packed in ice, or other- 
wise prepared for preservation.“ It includes fresh as one of the 
methods of p ion for preservation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, if he will 
allow me, that fish, the product of American fisheries, or caught in the 
waters of the Great Lakes by American citizens, are put upon the free- 


eked in ice, or otherwise 
or provided for in this act, 
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list, but other fresh fish, by the provision in the paragraph now under 
consideration, would pay half a cent a pound 22 the words not 
2 enumerated or provided for’? qualify word fresh! in 

paragraph and have reference to the description of fresh fish, which 
is put upon the free-list in the paragraph that has just passed from the 
consideration of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out the part in parentheses in the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
to strike out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that we return to paragraph 264, page 
58, which I think is the only paragraph outside of Schedule E which 
has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


261. Hops, 15 cents per pound. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move to Strike out 15 and insert 8, which 
is the present duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In ph 264, before the word cents, strike 
out 15 and insert S; so as to read: 


264. Hops, S cents per pound. 


Mr. SPOONER. This is an agricultural duty, purely. Why should 
it be cut down? I should like to hear what reason the Senator can give 
for it. 

Mr. CULLOM, I desire to have a document which I have in my 
possession read at the desk as giving as good a reason as anybody can 
give, I think, on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will rend the paper, 
if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


From the point of view of the protectionists ae eee increase of the duty 
on foreign hops must appear exceedingly illogical, for these reasons, namely: 

First, Because the American hop-growers are not in any manner affected by 
the importation of foreign hops, which does not amount to 10 per cent. of the 
entire quantity of hops consumed in American breweries. 

Second, Because the question of “pauper Jabor,” which is the determining 
factorin all legislation of a protective character, is not involved at all in this case, 
since the exportation of American hops to the ‘‘pauper-ridden ™ countries of 
Europe exceeds by 75 per cent. the importation of foreign hops to this country, 
the actual figures for seven years (1852 to 1888) being: Exportation, 54,976,722 
pounds; apia 8 38,217,477 pounds. (See Statistical Abstract, Treasury De- 

ment, for . 

erh 7 mse the small gomon of foreign hops consumed in American 
breweries, being used merely for the purpose of producing certain flavors pecul- 
jar to certain plante of foreign growth, can notand, unless the market bo ma- 
nipulated by lators and dealers, will not affect the price of American hops, 
but will have the effect either of terminating such importation, which is not 
likely, or of 72 pen the brewer to pay a higher price for such hops through 
an additional unnecessary tax. It can be shown that the home production 
exceeds the home demand, but it has also to show that the surplus of domestic 
production or consumption finds a ready market in Ew at prices rivaling 
those paid for the foreign article in England. The latter is borne out by many 
American h rs, among them one Mr. 


who appeared the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Here we have, chen, an inversion of the fundamental theory of the protectionist, 
since the American producer, far from needing protection ne fen ae 
Jabor,” has successfully entered the European markets and “downed” or- 
eign producer. The money which the American brewer paid for foreign ho: 
during the seven years (1882 to 1888) amounted to $7,486,259; the money which the 
3 — received for hops sold in pauper- ridden Europe amounted 
to $14,702,739. 

What is said concerning the probable effect, or rather non-effect,of an in- 
creased duty upon home prices applies, of course, only to a normat state of af- 
fairs; but it will readily be understood thatsharpdealers—and the strongest sup- 

rt of the proposed increase emanates from dealers—may by a combination of 

vorable mstances and their own shrewdness so manipulate the market 
as to enhance prices in a manner that will not at all increase the profits of the 
producer, but simply those of the **middlemen.” 

In the event of a failure of the American hop crops the poor protected farmer 
will not be saved by an increased duty, but the brewer would be compelled to 
seek supply in foreign markets, and pay for it an exorbitant tax into the na- 
tional Treasury, already too plethoric for the common welfare. 

The salient point of the opposition to increased duty may be summed up in 
afew sentences. The object of protection is to rd the American producer 
against the competition of the purchasers of the cheap commod: 

In our case the fact is that foreign hops are by far dearer, on account of du- 
ties, cost oftransportation, ete., than the American product, while the American 
8 is being sold with profit to the American producer in European mar- 

ets at foreign prices, 


Mr. CULLOM. That paper seems to set forth the facts, as ſur as we 
know, about as correctly as any statement that can be made on the 
subject. The whole point is that this production does not seem to re- 
quire protection, because we are exporting nearly $15,000,000 worth, 
while we import only half that amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator from Illinois that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator was waiting for an intimation of that 
sort. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pertinent to this question I desire to present a 
petition, nua-erously signed by citizens of Chicago, Cook County, Tili- 


nois, praying that the law be so changed that beer from foreign com- 
tries hall be admitted free of any kind oftax. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Perhaps in this connection I et e on m 
feet take the liberty to present a petition from the National Woman’s 
Temperance Union, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest 
law. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. ALLEN. I am very much opposed to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to reduce this duty from that reported by the 
committee. Certainly ifany industry in the United States is amply 
protected, it is the industry of the brewer. As I understand, on every 
gallon of beer there is a protection of 20 cents, and upon every gallon 
of beer bottled there is a protection at the rate of 35 cents gallon. 
The industry of hop-growing is peculiarly an industry of the State of 
Washi It is an industry that is being developed with great 
success. It is one, however, that has encountered much embarrassment 
and come up under great difficulty. The hop-growers of my State feel 
that this is purely anagricultural industry, and as such is especially 
entitled to the consideration of Congress. I think in the last year, or 
for the last year or two, the production of hops in the State of Wash- 
ington has been 40,000 bales of 200 pounds per bale, making perhaps 
one-third or one-fourth of all the hops produced in the United States. 

Mr, President, the hop-grower in the State of Washington labors, I 
say, under many disadvantages. He is in the remotest part of the 
United States. He has against him the shipment and cost of trans- 
portation across the continent. He has, it is true, land excellently 
and exceptionally adapted to the growth of this crop. It has already 
developed in my State with greater success, perhaps, than in any other 
part of the United States. But while this is true, the lands upon 
which the hop has been grown have been lands difficult of clear- 
ing and placing in a state of cultivation. It must be borne in mind, 
also, that while the yield of the crop has been great, and while there 
has been certainty in the yield, in Washington its culture has been at- 
tended with certain great disadvantages in gathering and curing. The 
hop farmer west of the Cascade Mountains, where as yet the crop is 
more extensively grown, often experiences serious inconvenience and 
is subjected to additional expense owing to rains or heavy fogs during 
the picking season. The question of labor in cultivating and curing 
hops on the Pacific coast is also a very serious one, 

Now, I notice in examining this question it has been ascertained 
that in favorable seasons in Europe certain hops may be not of the rarest 
quality, but the common hops have been produced and the commis- 
sions and transportation paid and placed in our Atlantic ports for 8 
cents per pound, and sometimes a little less than that exclusive of duty, 
although usually at more than cost. The fact is, when there is an 
abundant crop of hops throughout the world, the American producer 
of hops is brought face to face with this severe competition, and ex- 
perience has shown that in many instances the hop-growers on the Pa- 
cific coast have been compelled to sell their hops for less than the cost 
of raising them. In view of these facts and of the abundant protec- 
tion which is given to the brewers of beer I insist itis unjust and un- 
fair to the growers of hops in the United States that the 
duty of 15 cents per pound should be cut down for the benefit of the 
brewers, The advantage to them would besmall, while the prejudice 
to the former would be serious. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should not have offered an amend- 


ment to reduce the proposed duty on an agricultural product were it 
not for the fact perfectly well known and established that we now pro- 
duce in this country more hops than are consumed here, and we export 
largely of that article. So the price is fixed by the competition that 
we meet with elsewhere, and the increase of this duty will not have 
the slightest beneficial effect upon the hop-growers of this 5 
But it is absolutely necessary ſor the pu of giving flavor to 
products that a small portion of the foreign hops should be used. We 
are, therefore, by the proposition of the Finance Committee, and by this 
bill, simply increasing the tax when it is of no earthly benefit to the 
hop-growers in the United States. 

The amount of money paid for foreign hops from 1882 to 1888, as 
stated in the paper presented by the Senator from Illinois, was $486, 259, 
at a rate per pound of nearly double that paid for American hops. On 
the other hand, the American growers of hops have sold to other parts 
of the world outside of the United States during the same period 514. 


702,739 worth, which were exported beyond the confines of the United 


States. Now, except occasionally where they have some trouble with 
drought or otherwise, we already produce more than can be consumed 
in this country. This increase ot duty, I again repeat, will not add a 
farthing to the price of American hops. It is simply a tax without any 
corresponding benefit. „$ 

Mr. CULLOM, Allow me to make another suggestion to the Senator 
in that connection, and that is that the masses of the hops which are 
imported are to give special flavor to this manufacture; and thus would 
be imported at any rate : 


Mr. GORMAN. I have so stated, and while you would compel the 
importers to pay double the present rate of duty, it would not add any- 
thing to the producers of hops in this country. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Wash n [Mr. ALLEN] to state that the foreign hops were brought 
here and offered for sale at abont8 cents a pound. Was that the Sen- 
ator’s statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to the Senator that in certain instances the 
foreign hops have been brought here and sold as low as that, but ordi- 
narily they have not been sold as low as that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This foreign hop is brought here, as stated by the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLton], for the purpose of enabling our 
brewers to make a certain kind of beer in imitation of the Bohemian 
and other beers which come here from abroad. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the testimony. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, the question is whether we shall allow the 
hops to come here to be used by our brewers in making the beer or 
have the beer itself imported, because there is a taste in this country 
among a large class of people for that particular kind of beer. The 
foreign hops, instead of coming here and being sold at lower prices 
than our hops, are sold for twice as much as ours. 

T have before me the statistics of the importation of hops for the year 
1889, and we received 274,693 pounds from Austria-Hungary and paid 
$85,718 for them, and if the Senate will allow me I will insert in my 
remarks the amount of hops imported from each country and their 
value, which shows that they cost on the average nearly 30 cents a 

und. 

Ar. SHERMAN. Twenty-seven cents is the price. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not made a nice caleulation—am simply 
estimating it by looking at the gross amounts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Twenty-seven cents is the average. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Isaid nearly 30 cents a pound is the average price 
of the foreign bop; while the American hop sells for 14, 15, and 16 
cents a pound, it isnot a case where a foreign article is brought 
here to be sold ata lower price in competition with an American prod- 


uct, but it is a case where there is no competition whatever, and the 
simple question is whether we shall import the hops and make the 
beer here or exclude the hops and import the beer from abroad. That 
is the only question involved in this amendment, and it does not affect 
the interest of the American hop-grower to any extent whatever. 


Importations of hops into the United States during the fiscal year 1889. 
From Report on Commerce and Navigation, page 114.) 


etherlands........... 
a N PAEDDR II ARAT e 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is true in point of fact that the Bavarian hops 
to which the Senator from Kentucky alludes do not to any considerable 
extent, if they do to any, compete with the American hops, and because 
that is true it is urged that this proposed duty upon all hops should be 
reduced; but the importation of the high-priced hops is practically lim- 
ited to small amounts, as I understand, but masked behind those hops 
they want to bring in here the German hops at the same duty. That is 
the trouble, that is thedifficulty. The trouble is as to the cheaper Ger- 
man hop that comes in on a valuation of from 3} to 6 cents a pound, 
as I am informed; not these high-priced hops at all, but hops that di- 
rectly compete with the American product. 

As bearing upon this question, I may state that for five years preced- 
ing 1889 the entire import was only 40,050 bales, an average of 8,000 

es a year; but during the last three years the importation has been 
142,000 bales, or an average of 44,000 bales a year, and these hops are 
entirely distinct from each other. At this low price of from 3} cents 
a pound up to 6 cents a pound a large importation of hops is taking 
lace at the present time, and I have been informed that some 25,000 
les have been imported up to the present time in the current year. 
It is against that competition that this duty of 15 cents should be im- 
posed. In my judgment, therefore, the provision of the bill as it passed 
the House should be retained. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it looks to me as if this is a question 
between the farmer and the brewer, between the laborers who grow 
the hops and the people whodrink beer. Iftheduty upon foreign hops 
is a tax, then it is a tax upon the right article, upon beer, and the most 
suitable article for taxation unless it be spirituous liquors. 

It is true that in the United States at the present time we are pre- 

to produce all the hops that we consume. I havea statement 

fore me made before the Finance Committee by Mr. H. J. Coggshall, 
in regard to the hop industry in this country, in which he states that 
New York has in recent years produced annually 90,000 bales and the 
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Pacific coast 90,000 bales, making 180,000 bales. He states the amount 
of consumption in the United States is 180, 000 bales, 

In some testimony taken before the Committee on our Relations with 
Canada, in the testimony of Mr. Meeker in regard to the hop industry 
in the State of Washington, he stated that the statistics of transporta- 
tion showed that they had raised and shipped from that State during 
the previous year 8,000,000 pounds of hops, which is something over 
44,000 bales, which would leave about the same amount for the bal- 
ance of the Pacific coast. It is estimated that in four counties in the 
State of Oregon, counties in the Willamette Valley, the crop this year 
will be 30,000 bales, and the production of the Pacific coast will prob- 
ably be much larger than 90,000 bales, while in the United States the 
production will be in excess of the consumption. 

But the Senator from New York struck the real reason why foreign 
hops should pay an increased duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will if it is not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Our imports of hops in 1890 amounted to 6,539,516 
pounds, and in 1889 to 4,176,158 pounds, so that the importations in 
1890 were about 2,500,000 pounds more than in 1889, and the exports 
have fallen off from 12,589,262 pounds in 1889 to 7,540,854 pounds in 
1890, a falling off of about 5,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. DOLPH. The increase of the importations was brought about 
by bringing a cheaper article of hops intothis country and selling them 
through the medium of agents or drummers. The hops refe toare 
the Bavarian hops. Thestatement of Mr. Haskell, before the Finance 
Committee, was that— 


The average price to-day for German hops that have come to this country— 
and some 25,000 bales have come already—is from 3} to 6 cents a pound. 
The CHAIRMAN. And you would have to underseil them. 


Mr. HASKELL, And they arethe hops that compete with us. They pay from 


3} to 9 cents a pound, which would make an average of 6; the commissionsand 
freight amount to 2 cents more, which would make it 8 cents, and the s 

duty at 8 cents a pound makes the hop warehoused in the city of New York cost 
16 cents, and the hops we raise upon our farms, at the kiln cost 15 cents a pound, 
and the cost of it laid down in New York—the railroad freight paid from little 
stations where there is very little competition—is L6 cents a pound; so on that 
grade of hops we are exactly on a par, 

The testimony of Mr. Meeker I have referred to shows that it costs 
15 cents a pound to harvest hops in the State of Washington, 

Since this is a purely agricultural product-I see no reason why we 
should import 25,000 ba’es of cheap hops when we are able to pro- 
duce the whole amount required for consumption in the United States. 
But I will not add anything further, except to ask to have inserted in the 
RECORD a quotation from Mr. Coggshall’s statement before the com- 
mittee as a part of my remarks. It is a very brief paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 

Our production, if equal tothe best continental production, will always receiva 
at equal prices the preference in England, but as our duty isso low, in com- 
parison to expense and cost of labor here, we invite the Europeans to ship to 
this country a mixture of their better grades with Altmarks and Belgiums 
which sell for almost nothing, and depress the price of the great bulk of our 
hops thereby. We can r our own production according to our own re- 
quirements, and are willing to meet the vile trash that these importers now 
bring here, in the English market, for whatever surplus we may have. It is u 

roverbial fact that the American grower is not expected to compete in the 

London market with German ho; The English brewer knows that he re- 
ceives from this country hops in the original packages, while from the Conti« 
nent they receive, under the name of Bayarian or Bohemian hops, hops grown 
in different parts of the Continent. We ask you to protect usagainst competi. 
tion of this character. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to add that Mr. Coggshall stated be- 
fore the committee that in Germany there is an excess of production 
over the consumption of about 100,000 bales, and there is a deficiency 
in Great Britain of about 100,000 bales; the result of the whole state- 
ment being that the production in Europe is about required to supply 
the consumption there. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the vote is taken on this qustion, I should 
like to submit to the Senate a request for an evening session, I ask 
that unanimous consent be given that a recess may be taken from half 

5 to 8 o’clock this evening, for the purpose of considering this 
bill, with the understanding that the debate shall not be limited to 
five minutes at the evening session, 

Mr. GORMAN. And no vote to be taken? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. BLAIR, Would not the Senator be willing to place some limit 
upon debate? We have had the experience where one or two gentle- 
men have absorbed the entire evening. Would not the Senator be will- 
ing to fix a limit of perhaps ten or fifteen minutes ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think if any limit be fixed at all, it should be an 
hour, or perhaps thirty minutes. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. It should be understood, then, who are to speak. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a limitation of thirty minutes ba 
fixed for each Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not wish to object to any arrangement that the 
Senator in charge of the bill desires to make, but coming here at 10 
o'clock in the morning and sitting here until 6, and with one or two 
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evening sessions during the week, and this being Saturday, it is liable 
to tax somewhat the superior article of human nature so far that we 
shall really lose more than we shall gain by what is now proposed. I 
am sure that one day added to the debate after Monday would be in- 


structive, and I hope the Senator having charge of the bill, as many 


important questions are left which ought to be debated in the Senate 
when there shall be enough persons here to give that debate signifi- 
cance as distinguished from the practice which has obtained in some 
other places of having leave to print and the debate having no effect 
at all, will agree to my suggestion. Ido not want to do the disagreeable 
thing of objecting, but certainly it would be against my own judgment 
of what isthe proper way to transact the public business. I know that 
there will not be a quorum herein the evening, and consequently the 
debate will be utterly lost. I hope the Senator will devise some other 
lan whereby, while not slacking up the great speed at which we have 
en going. we shall have a little additional time and yet close up the 
biil, a time that will be reasonable and satisfactory to him. We all 
want the same thing, and I think the Senator from Rhode Island will 
realize that the Senate has all been actively aiding him in bringing 
about the conclusion which he has so much at heart. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing, if the Senators on the other 
side and this side will consent, that the arrangement under which we 
are acting may be modified so that after the third reading of the bill is 
ordered one day shall be devoted to general debate before the six hours 
shall commence, which are to be divided between each side for thecon- 
clusion of the debate, during which period amendments may be offered, 
of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can not offer an amendment after the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it will be better to have the bill 
passed to a third reading, but of course until we get to the third read- 
ing amendments may be offered ad libitum. 

Mr. PLUMB. But there are some amendments of importance to be 
offered, and I think this very fruitful subjectof reciprocity, which came 
in at a somewhat late period, will require some discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My intention is to go on right now with thesugar 
schedule, and I hope we shall get through with the sugar and reciproc- 
ity question to-day, so that all the vital questions of the bill will have 
been discussed. Of course it is not my intention to cut off amendments 
or to cut off voting. That will goon until the third reading of the bill 
is reached. That seems to me to be the better way to arrange it, but 
I, of course, defer to the wishes of Senators. 

Mr. PLUMB. May I makeasuggestion that after we have exhausted 
the power to amend we can then only talk for the sake of talking. 
What I want is debate that will elucidate some of the problems of the 
bill, and it seems to me that to vote upon the matters first and then do 
the talking afterwards will be very like thecase belore the justice where 
the decision was. made and the counsel were allowed to argue after- 
wards. But while we have these live and important questions pend- 
ing before the Senate, which are to determine to some extent, if not 
the shape of this bill, at all events the shape and scope of the discus- 
sion in the country after the bill has been passed, we ought not to be 
restricted too much. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that a lim- 
itation should be pas upon debate. : 

Mr. PLUMB. think there might well be a limitation of thirty 
minutes. I do not think it fair to give any one person three or four 
hours, and I should say a limitation of thirty minutes or even fifteen 
minutes, perhaps, will be allowable. 

Mr. GORMAN, Thirty minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thirty minutes. I am sure the Senator from Rhode 
Island does not anticipate any attempt to delay the of the bill. 
It is only a question of convenience to all of us, and on the important 
questions which have been held back it is only right that they should 
be fairly discussed and taken into account. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Rhode 
Island will agree to the suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas, 
The Senator from Rhode Island will remember that when we entered 
into this agreement by unanimous consent, it was understood that if 
there was any considerable time occupied by conference reports, etc., 
a corresponding amount of time should be added to the period for dis- 
cussion of the bill, and on two or three important questions which are 
yet to be considered a reasonable time should be allowed for discussion, 
as, for instance, on the sugar question and some others which are to come 
up. I know that both sides of the Chamber expect to hear from the 
Senator from Rhode Island himself a statement of that case which it 
would be impossible for him to make under half an hour. 

We lost about three and a half or four hours by the general discus- 
sion of the sundry civil bill and one or two through conference reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Nearly a day. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Missouri suggests that practi- 
cally a day was lost in the consideration of those subjects, and our un- 
derstanding was that whatever amount of time was taken by them 
should be added to the period allowed for general discussion of this 
bill; and as the Senator from Kansas has requested, as these important 


matters are to come up, I that we agree by unanimous consent 
that a day shall be devoted to the consideration of these two or three 
important questions, with thirty minutes’ debate by each Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the proposition to be that the debate 
on this bill be extended to include Monday, with the understanding 
that debate on Monday be limited to thirty minutes, that then the vot- 
ing will be proceeded with thereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. All I want is that some of these important amend- 
ments of a general character, reciprocity and propositions to increase 
the revenue from other sources, customs commission, and in regard to 
trusts, may be proposed and debated to a greater extent than under 
the five-minute rule. I am perfectly willing that they shall all be con- 
sidered in one day, if that can be done. I am willing to trust to the 
fairness of the Senator from Rhode Island and Senators all around 
whenever an exigency arises as to a further extension, which I hope 
will not be needed. At least that much, it seems to me, ought to be 
conceded. 

Here are matters which, in the apprehension of some of us, are quite 
as important as the general subject itself of tariff legislation, and in 
which an opportunity has only occurred to discuss it under the five- 
minute rule that we are now acting under. I had the same understand- 
ing which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] ex , that 
there should be an extension of the time for debate by whatever time 
was taken from the discussion of this bill by the consideration of conier- 
ence reports and otherwise since the agreement was entered into. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the arrangement under which we 
are operating on this bill may be modified to the extent that the con- 
sideration of the bill may be proceeded with on Monday, and that de- 
bate on that day be limited to thirty minutes by each Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the understanding that no Sen- 
ator is to speak more than once on any question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, no Senator to speak more than once on any 
question. 

Mr. GORMAN and others. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that thereafter the order of the Senate in re- 
gard to closing the debate and proceeding with the voting upon amend- 
ments, etc., until the bill is disposed of, be held to apply. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
state that the debate is to be limited to thirty minutes on any subject ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thirty minutes by any one Senator. 

Mr. GIBSON. By any Senator, but the subject is not to be limited 
to that time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it twenty minutes or thirty minutes? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
withdraw his request for a recess this evening? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, at the suggestion of Senators. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatrequest being withdrawn, the 
Chair understands the Senator from Rhode Island to submit the re- 
quest that thé consideration of the pending bill be continued to the 
exclusion of allother 9 on Monday next, subject to the limitation 
of thirty minutes in debate, no Senator to speak more than once on 
one subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it the understanding that the Senate is to oper- 
ate under the five-minute rule to-day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This does not abrogate the order for 
to-day, the Chair understands. The Chair understands that the limit- 
ation of five minutes is to apply to the remainder of the bill to-day, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my suggestion, unless there should bea 
general desire to have that modified. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please be in order 
so that this matter may be understood and definitely agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My understanding is that for the remainder of to- 
day we continue under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask if the Senator from Rhode Island proposes 
to take up the sugar schedule to-day ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Perhaps we had better go on with the reading of 
the bill and conclude that, and then on Monday we shall have more 
latitude in regard to the sugar schedule. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then itis not proposed to take up the sugar schedule 
until Monday? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that would be better, and then each Sena- 
tor will have the opportunity of half an hour’s debate. 

Mr. VANCE. Before we go on with the reading of the bill I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Rhode Island that I desire to have a vote on 
the amendment which I offered and which is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The arrangement which we are now suggesting 
will not preclude any votes upon amendments at any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair understands that 
the consideration of the bill is to be continued to-day under the origi- 
nal agreement, the application of the five-minute rule, and each Sena- 
tor is to speak but once uponany question, and that the consideration 
of the bill is to be continued on Monday, with the limitation of thirty 
minutes in debate, no Senator to speak more than once on any one 
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estion, and that with that extension the original agreement as to 

esn ent proceedings remains in force, Is that correct? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one thing I wish to say first, and that is that I 
supposé any one can p an amendment at any time and speak to 
it, and not be eut out by the pendency of committee amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, As the Senator from Kansas asks in 
regard to the submission of amendments, I wish to say that I under- 
stand that amendments can be submitted at any time on Monday. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I inguire of the Senator from Rhode Island how 
much time is given to close this discussion after the thirty minutes’ 
debate is concluded ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the bill is passed to a third reading we shall 
then have three hours on each side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is provided for in the original 
agreement of August 26, 

Mr. HOAR. That would extend another day. 

Mr. BLAIR. How is it to be arranged as to the close of the debate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be determined by the members of the 
committee having charge of the subject, I suppose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, if I understood him correctly that the sugar schedule is to be 
passed over until Monday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be passed over until Monday 
when there will be i for longer debate. 

Mr: PADDOCK. I think it ought to be, because there has been no 
discussion of some paragraphs of the sugar schedule; and there are 
important features in connection with it thatrequire some debate. At 
any rate there ought to be the license of debate which has been sug- 
gested in regard to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If itis agreeable to Senators after this arrange- 
ment is made, we shall go on with the remaining portions of the bill 
with the idea that everything shall be completed so far as possible to- 
day outside of the sugar and reciprocity question. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. What 1 have said in relation to the non-consider- 
ation of thè sugar schedule relates to the question of bounty on sugar. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Under this arrangement what becomes of 
amendments which are not disposed of on Monday? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course on Tuesday morning, if the bill has not 
already passed toa third reading, amendments which have been pend- 
ing and to be offered will be acted upon and the bill will 
various stages until the third reading is reached, without debate; and 
after the third reading is reached three hours are to be allowed on each 
side for general debate for summing up. Then the vote is to be taken 
without any further debate, whenever that time is reached. It may 
be on Tuesday and it may not be until Wednesday. 

Mr. WASHBURN, When is the final vote to be taken? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be on Tuesday. It will be whenever the 
completion of the bill is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proceedings on the bill and 
amendments without debate will begin on Tuesday, September 9, and 
will proceed until the bill has been ordered to a third reading and read 
the third time, and then upon the question, Shall the bill pass? there 
will be allowed three hours on each side for general debate before the 
vote is taken. Is that the understanding of the Senate? [‘*That is 

ight.’’] The pending amendment will be stated. 

e SECRETARY, On page 58, paragraph 264, in line 14, after the 
word hops, it is proposed to strike out 15 and insert 8; so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

264. Hops, 8 cents per pound. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I now ask the Senate to go back to the 
free-list in order that I may offer an amendment to page 128. I move 
to insert the word salt, and upon that amendment I shall ask for 
the yeas and nays. I want a direct vote. 

r. SHERMAN, I can not hear the Senator. 
Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK, After paragraph 672, page 128, insert: 
672}. Salt. 


Mr. VEST. My object, Mr. President, in moving the amendment 
is to put salt on the free-list. The Senate, as I understand, has dis- 
of the question by voting the schedule in regard to salt in another 
portion of the bill. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 
oo 3 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
he ro 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
nay. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
et from North Dakota[Mr. PETTIGREW]. Ifhe were present,I should 
‘yea. 
Mr. Pixon (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
BOUR]. If he were present, I would vote “nay.” 


I am paired with the 


in its | grap 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Bate, Eustis, McPherson, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Pasco, Waithall, 
ie, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Hearst, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
NAYS—34. 
Aldric Edmunds, MeMillan, sarc 
3 Evarts, Mi 2 
Allison, Frye, Moody, dge, 
Cae Haw! jey. Ph b, Wash 
y wley, umb, arn, 
Chandler, Higgins, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sanders, Wolcott. 
Davis. Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph Ingalls, Sherman, 
ABSENT—21. 

Barbour, Daniel, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 

ir, Dixon, Kenna, Power, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, „ 
Call, Morrill, Squire, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Payne, Stanford. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from North Carolina will allow me 
to offer a verbal amendment before he offers his, I shall be glad to doso, 
I move, in paragraph 578, on page 121, on behalf of the committee, to 
strike out the words Russian camel.” This motion was intended to 
be made when the paragraph was under consideration, but through an 
inadvertence it was passed over without the motion being made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In ph 587, page 121, after the word 
cattle, strike out the words Russian camel.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have offered an amendment which 
is pending, to come in at the close of paragraph 390, page 94. I ask 
that the amendment may be read, and I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the para- 

2 

Mr. VANCE. L offer it as an independent paragraph. 

The Cuter CLERK. After paragraph 390, add the following: 

Src. —. Seely all anced fecal itcan be shown by . tine 
this mei hal have 8 cereal by 8 of the United States 
by exchange of farm products grown in the United States for such goods, or 
where such gi have been purchased with the proceeds or avails of such 
farm products in foreign countries, such goods, wares, or merchandise shall be 
imported at the following rates of duty, to wit: One-half the present duty on 
all manufactures of iron and steel; 40 per cent. of the present duty on all woolen 
and cotton s, or articles of which wool or cotton may be the component 
ief value; one-half the present duty on earthenware, china, and 
glassware; 20 per eent. of the present rate of duty on all material used for fer- 
tilizers or in the manufacture thereof, and 25 per cent. of the present duty on 
jute bagging and farmers’ binding-twine. 

Src. —. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry into effect the pro 
ions of this act. 

Mr. VANCE. Lask for the yeas and nays, 

Pind pene and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. DIXON (when hisname was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON J, who is necessarily absent by 
reason of illness. I have, however, transferred that pair to theSenator 
from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], and vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). The junior Sena tor from 
Colorado [Mr. Wolcorr] and myself have transferred our respective 
pairs, and I vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Chamber I would vote nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with iue Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. As he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAWES. I am with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoLQUITT], and as he is not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 


I am paired 
If he were in the 


[Mr. GrorcE]. If he were present I would vote nay.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 23, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—33. 

Bate, Coke, Harris, Tı 

Berry, Eustis, à MePherson, Vance, 

Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 

Butler, Gibson, Paseo, Bee 

Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, 
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NAYS—30. 
Evarts, MeMil Spooner, 
Allen, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Allison, Hale, . Stockbridge, 
Came Hawley, Paddock, er, 
Chandler, Higgins, Pierce, ashburn, 
Davis, i k, Plumb, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Hoar, Say, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, r 
ABSENT—31. 
Barbour, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Kenna, Sanders, 
Biair, ph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Brown Farwell, Morrill, uire, 
Call, George, Payne, Stanford, 
Casey. Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colqmitt, earst, „ Wilson of 2 
Cullom Jones of Arkansas, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to section 4, on page 136. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that the Senator from Kansas 
defer that until we reach that point in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought we had got to that point. 

Mr. ALDRICH, No. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 
desires to be absent from the Chamber, and wished to have a votetaken 
on his amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then I withhold my amendment for the present. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment which 
I think the Senator from Rhode Island, in charge of the bill, will ac- 
cept on behalf of the committee. It is to insert, on page 129, line 3, 
after the word sugar-beet, the words ‘‘sorghum and sugar-cane,’’ 
under the head of seed. It is proposed to admit sugar-beet free for 
seed, and I now propose that sorghum and sugar- cane for seed shall 
also be admitted free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, page 129, paragraph 675, after the 
amendment agreed to, after the word mangel-wurzel,’’ insert sor- 
ghum or sugar-cane for seed; so as to read: 


St. John's bread or bean, sugar-beet, turnip, mangel-wurzel, sorghum or 
sugar-cane for seed. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit me at this 
point, I would like to introduce an amendment to come in after para- 
graph 390, at the end of the wool schedule, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 94, after paragraph 390, insert: 


That in addition and supplemental to the TAws now in force for the collection 
of revenue, from and after ninety days from the passage of thisact all imports 
of foreign goods or merchandise shall be allowed a rebate of the duty now paid 
on all goods brought into the United States that will be equivalent toa dut: 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That all importers or consignees of suc! 
goods shall put such goods“ in bond,” as now provided for by law, and shall, 
within ninety days rsuch goods are in bond, or before they leave the cus- 
tody of the collector of revenue, purchase for export any Itural or man- 
ufactured of the United States, equal in value to suc! pg, rer goods, 
and ship the same before any rebate of duty shall be allowed; 
and regular proof has been made and filed with the collector of revenue that 
such goods have been regularly shi; which proof shall be published in some 
daily paper nearest to the place of shipment, one week immediately before the 
departure of such Stirs then the rebate as aforesaid shall be allowed and paid 
by the collector of revenue to the e and shipper. 

Sec. —. That whenever any bona citizen of the United States shall pur- 
chase any certain amount of agricultural or manufactured products made in 
the United States for exportation and shipment, and shall show a correct and 
true invoice or manifest of the same to the collector of revenue of the port from 
which he poses to ship and export such goods, and if such collector shall be 
satisfied that such invoice or manifest is trne and correct, and that the goods 
have been shipped according to the revenue laws, he shall immediately indorse 
such invoice or manifest as correct and forward the same to the of 
the Treasury, who shall, without delay, approve or disapprove of the action of 
the collector, and return such invoice to the collector, and if approved, such 
citizen and exporter shall have permission to import any foreign goods into 
the came port from which he may export as aforesaid, equal in value to the 
goods he may have exported, at a rate of duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Sze, —. That all imported goods on the free-list shall be subject to a duty of 
10 per cent. ad valorem, unless the importer shall ex , according to section 
1 or 2 of this act, at least one-half in value (of the goods he may import) of prod- 
ucts of the United States. 

Sec. —. That all goods imported or exported under sections 1 and 2 of this act 
in ships built in the United States shall be entitled to a rebate of 5 per cent. 
duty ad valorem: Provided, That such ship shall be commanded and owned by 
citizens of the United States. 

Sxo, —. That it shall be the duty or all collectors of revenue in the eustom- 
houses of the United States to carefully and thoroughly examine andscrutinize 
every invoice of goods imported or exported and received at his eustom-house, 
and that he shall ascertain, by experts or otherwise, the true current market 
value of the goods imported or exported in the place or country from which 
they were imported, and if the goods so imported or exported are valued and 
invoiced below or above the general current market price in the country or 

ace from which they came, the collector shall correct the invoice accordingly. 


collector shall have power to administer oaths and send for person and 
papers necessary to carry out this section, so that the true value of goods im- 
ported or exported shall be found. 


Bec. —. That the object of this supplement to the laws for collecting revenue 
being to stimulate and increase the exportation of the products of the United 
States, the present tariff laws shall remain unchanged: Provided, That the rate 
ot duties on all imported goods shall not be leas than now, or be increased to 


more 20 per cent, 

Sxc.—, That all exported under sections 1 and 2 of this act shal! be 
such asare regularly produced by the well-known and ished industries 
of the country, and that no one person, fi 


rm, company, trust, or otherwise, shall 
regularly import one single article and export one single article consecutively : 


Provided, That the ear or ship load so exported or imported shall not contain 
more than half in value of any one article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Florida, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate, 
but merely wish to say that the amendment was sent to me by a gen- 
tleman of very great knowledge in commercial m: and I present 
it to the Senate by request. There is a short statement of facts that I 
should like to have go into the RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks per- 
mission to insert in the RECORD a statement of facts. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, what was that request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks per- 
mission to insert in the RECORD a statementof facts. 

Mr. CALL. I will state that it isa memorandum attached to the 
proposed amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

SELF-ADJUSTING TARIFF. 

Having for the last fift; close} tehed the of our reven 
3 Pes —.— jest Epes „ ſrom Asters en them 
out and published them, and having called the spea attention 
inent members of Con: to the chief difficulty in arranging a permanent 

ljusting system of tariff duties, and having been requested by such noe 
sons and by the editors of the prens, perna in several to form: 2 
draw up, and 8 a bill for a self-adjusting tariff that will show the princi- 
ple and practicability of the amendment I pro to the present of 
tariff I have herewith e- u bill, which, — — in 
detail and technical form, is su a, practicable to accom: the desired 
reform in our present imperfect principle of tariff taxation. 

ARGUMENT. 

It is a solecism to say that it is protection to domestic labor to overtax for- 
eign labor when we must depend on the foreigner we tax to trade with us and 
buy our surplus products. panier and ee to the natural 
laws of supply and demand, are the infallible laws by which nations and com- 
munities must liveand prosper, If A produces a surplus and expects to sell 
that surplus to B, knowing that B must sell his surplus before he can buy of A, 
it is folly for A to say to B, “I want you to buy my surplus goods, but I will 
not buy yours unless you pay me a tax of 47 per cent. ad valorem for the privi- 
lege of selling to me.” a 
A DEARTH OF EMPLOYMENT NOW FOR THE WANT OF A FOREIGN DEMAND FOR 

OUR SURPLUS PRODUCTS. 

By the best estimate we can get, the capabil PTS production of all the neces- 
saries of life in the United States is, at least, tw: greater than is needed for 
What are we to do with at least $1,000,000,000 


The ques- 


home market or consumption, 
surplus if we do not find a foreign demand forit? And how can we find the 
demand if we tax foreigners 47 per cent. for the lege of trading with us? 

It is perfectly plain and true that we must have reciprocity in trade with 
other nations in order to sell our surplus products, or else we must havea 
forced distribution of the products of labor, or else reduce the hours of labor to 
equalize supply and demand. 

The balance of trade is now against us, notwithstanding a high tariff. Where 
is the protection to home industry? ° 


A REDUCTION OF TARIFF ONLY NO PERMANENT REMEDY. 


reign and when either party finds that 
abrogate the treaty. 
We must superimduce reciprocity and force it 7 giving the world the option, 

or else only sell to us under 
a high- 2 reigners 
to sell and buy in, we offer them no inducementto buy our products, only when 
they are compelled from necessity to buy, 

The cupidity of our merchants and the extravagance of our le will keep 
up a large and often overbalancing import trade, but the 8 in retalia« 
tion for the heavy duty imposed on his goods, will refuse to buy our products 
unless the demand is urgent and positive. If we buy more than we sell we 
must soon be impoverished, and we can notsell more than we buy unless we 
offer some inducement for the of our products. We must, therefore, 
say to those who wish to seli to us, “ Here is our double-rate tariff, come in with 
your goods; if you will buy as much of our products as you have brought to sell 
of yours, you can pay the low rate of duty; if not, you must pay the high rate,” 

It uires no reasoning to show that in a great majority of cases the importer 
or foreigner will choose to take the low rate of duty and purchase for export as 
much in value as he has imported. England, for instance, doing about one- 
third of the carrying trade of the world, would come to our markets, where she 
could sell at a profit under the low-rate duty and purchase assorted products of 
us to sell to other nations. While our export trade would be at least doubled 
by a low-rate tariff, the trade under the high rate would diminish in the same 
proportion; thus the balance of trade in our favor w l 
steady demand for our products, which is all the ection we want or need, 
and atthe same time yield a revenue under the double-rate tariff greater than 
now, so that the people would be relieved from internal taxes while at the 
same time being assured of steady, profitable employment. 

The average capability of our American appliances for production is at least 
75 per cent. over that of the foreign, hence our best protection against forei: 
labor is in steady, increased demand for our products. If we can sell double 
the home products for export that we now sell to 2 ——— it is plain to see 
that a duty of 20 percent., which would be under the low-rate tariff, wouid 
raise about the same revenue we now get under a single-rate high tariff. If, 
therefore, we can increase a demand for our A orca 100 or 20 per cent. 
by double-rate tarif and at the same time not only have a large balance 

ein our favor but also receive as much or more revenue, is it not a domon- 
strated fact that a double rate, a high aud alow rate tariff, is the only true so- 
lution of the tariff question? 


of . 


REVIEW OF THE BILL HERE PRESENTED. 

The first section, in substance, says to the whole world: “If you want to sell 
to us you must buy of us.“ The second section says to our own citizens: ‘If 
you desire to import under the Jow rate of duty you must assure the Goy- 
ernment that you will export as much in balance as you wish to im This 

ves the home m t an advantage over the foreign, because he is here in 

market and can see when it is best to buy for export and what is best to 
import. It gives him a chance to make his calculations and arrangements 
which a fore r could not have unless connected with an American house. 

The third section is a stimulant to increase the demand for home productions, 
while it tends to prevent overtrading in goods on the free-list. The fourth sec- 
tion offers a premium to all citizens of the United States who will do their trans- 

on in Rems bull ships, thereby inducing our own oltizens to engage more 
apo merchant-mariné business, and also greatly increasing our ship-building 
industry. The fifth section provides for a fair and correct valuation of all goods 

ex or imported, which under the present law is not done. 
e sixth n retains the present tarif, allowing it to be ratedatany time, 
F ne n 5 
or ng any one ar in 0 country; 
— or . 5 8 ns of iron were carried on under a 
syndicate or trust which would buy for export oaly flour, it is obvious that 
while the wheat and flour producers would be benefited, the fron industry 
would suffer under the disadvantage of a glutted market. Still this is not to be 
regarded as a probable result; itis rd possible that some combination might 
be made to injure any one of our industries. If trade and commerce be let 
alone to move in natural channels, the mutual interest of parties in trade will 
a awe and adjust all abnormal tendencies. It is only ill-founded laws and 

nal combinations that rule and ruin the people. 
A Very respectfully, 

BLUFF SPRINGS, FLA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Mr. President, on page 47, after line 10, I 
move to insert: 

Tin: On and after January 1,1892, there shall be imposed and paid upon 
2 or black oxide of 8 upon bar, block, and pig tin, Pacis 97 4 
cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. CALL. May I now offer an amendment in order that it may be 
voted upon ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have one other amendment which I would like 
to offer first, and then I will yield to the Senator. In paragraph 453, 
on ve 110, I move to add, after the word artificial 

V 
bill 


J. W. CRARY, 


ANCE. There is no such paragraph here in my copy of the 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is the third item from the bottom under the 
head of the ‘‘ free-list.’’ 
The Cuter CLERK. 

the following: 


Alizarine, natural orartificial, and dies commercially known as alizarine yel- 
low, alizarine orange, alizarine green, alizarine blue, alizarine brown, alizarine 


Mr. ALDRICH. The first two or three words do not need to be in- 


serted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words, alizarine, natural or 
artificial’’ are already in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that in any wise interfere with the operation of 
the duty in regard to alizarine assistant? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; that is a different article entirely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] now desire to offer his amendment? 

Mr. CALL, I now offer the following amendment: on page 119, par- 
agraph 556, strike ont the word ‘‘ cocoanats.’’ 

The amendment, Mr. President, is intended to put cocoanuts on the 
dutiable-list. I desire to state that that fruit is now being very largely 
grown in Florida; that it is not in any sensè an article of luxury, and 
that it would be an advantage to the people of that section to have a 
sey imposed, 

amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think this question disposes of the other. If the 
word is not stricken from the free-list it can not be very well put on 
the dutiable-list. 

Mr. CALL. There is another,referring to pineapples and bananas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida submits 
another amendment, which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 64, after paragraph 293, insert: 

Pineapples and bananas, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was rejected. 

eo pe oes I ask that the reading of the bill may now be re- 
sum 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid : 


Mr. ALDRICH. Before the geese, Seanad I will say that it ismy 
intention to offer an amendment to the reciprocity section, so called. 
on 135, line 24, but I will not offer it until Monday. 

r. MANDERSON. I would like, for personal information, and I 
3 * piara be aiie tu Senators and others who are tetere 
in question, to f the Senator in charge of this poses 
to go on to-day with the consideration of sugar. a 


Line 23, page 110, after paragraph 453, insert 
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over until Monday. I think the Senator from Nebraska was not in his 
seat when I made that statement. 

Mr. MANDERSON, No; Iwasnot. Then I understand that noth- 
ing will be done to-day in regard to Schedule E. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I offered some time ago 

Mr. HALE. What was the ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The Chair does not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the consideration of the bill was to be con- 
cluded on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
was not in the chair when the agreement was reached, and is therefore 
unable to answer the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is well understood. I will explain pri- 
vately to the Senator so that I think he will understand. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly did not know that any infringement had 
been made upon the original ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The time has been extended one day. 

Mr. ALLISON. With thirty-minute speeches on Monday. 

Mr, FRYE. Extended so that we may reach a vote next Saturday. 

Mr. HALE. I thought it was distinctly understood and agreed 
upon when the agreement was entered into, and I, tor one, must seri- 
ously and strongly protest against any breaking over that agreement. - 
If I had been here, it certainly would not have been done. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator is through— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Wisconsin is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I was about to say that some time 
since I offered an amendment to the tin-plate clause, to come in on page 
29, line 7, paragraph 137, which was not voted upon, If agreeable to 
Senators I should now like to have that voted upon. May I bave the 
attention of the Senator in charge of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will endeavor to have 
order restored in the Senate, It is impossible to transact business un- 
less the Senate preserves order. 

Mr. ALDRICH, What is the question of the Senator? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was simply calling attention to the fact that I 
some time since offered an amendment to the tin plate clause, which 
amendment has not been dis of, and if agreeable to the Senator 
in charge of the bill I should like to have it taken up now and dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe the Senator from Rhode Island stated 
that this amendment was satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been offered, but not voted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 29, line 7, after the word pound,“ 
insert the following: 


Provided, That on and after October 1, 1896, tin-plates and terne-plates lighter 
in weight than 63 pounds per hundred square feet shall be admi free ot duty, 
unless it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the President (who shall 
thereupon by 13 make known the fact) that the aggregate quantity 
of such es lighter than 63 pounds per hundred square feet produced in the 
United States during any of the five years preceding June 30, 1896, has equaled 
one-third the amountof such plates imported and entered for consumption dur- 
ing any fiscal year after the 22 af this act, and prior to said October 1, 1896: 
Provided, That the amount of such plates manufactured into articles exported, 
and upon which a drawback shall be paid, shall not be included in ascertaining 
the amount of such importations: And provided further, That wares tinned in 
the United Statesand manufactured from black sheets of said weight made in 
the United States shall be considered tin- plates produced here within the mean- 
ing of this provision. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have an amendment to that amend- 
ment providing for a bounty in addition to the tax. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas proposes 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
which will be read. > 

The CHIEF CLERK. Add to the amendment the folowing: 

Provided further, That pending said proclamation by the President, all irou 
or steel sheets or plates or taggers iron coated with tin or lead, or with a mixt- 
ure of which these metals, or either of them, is a component part, by the dip- 
ping or any other process, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, 
and taggers tin, shall pay a duty of I cent per pound, and in addition there 
shall be paid to the manufacturers of tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers tin in 
the United States from the ury, out of any money therein not otherwise 
appropriated, a bounty of l cent per pound, under such rules and ulations 
as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, may prescribe. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I think it can be seen by every 
Senator that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Sroox ER] is a confession that there is no expectation of manu- 
3 tin-plate in this country. The provision of the amendment 

1 — 


On and after October 1, 1896, tin-plates and terne-plates lighter in weight than 
63 pounds per 100 square feet shall be admitted free of duty, unless it shall ap- 
pear to the satisfaction of the President (who shall 3 by proclamation 
make known the fact) that the quantity of such plates lighter than 
63 pounds per 100 square feet produced in the United States during any of the 
five years preceding June 30, 1896, has equaled one-third the amount of such 


= 
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plates imported and entered for consumption during any fiscal year after the 
passage of this act, eto. 3 


For the purpose of ascertaining whether one-third has been manu- 
factured or not, this amendment provides: 

That wares tinned in the United States and manufactured from black sheets 
of said weight made in the United States shall be considered tin-plates pro- 
duced here within the meaning of this provision. 

That is to say, if our manufacturers produce black sheets of that 
weight and somebody else tins them and makes wares out of them, 
the wares are to be included as tin-plates; so that there might not be 
a pound of what is commercially known as tin-plate manufactured in 
any manufacturing establishment in the United States, as I understand 
this amendment, and still there might be one-third of the consumption 
of wares made from this black sheet and afterwards tinned, and this 
duty would continue. If this is not the meaning of the amendment, 
I woald like to have the Senator from Wisconsin explain what it is. 

Isubmit that under this amendment there need not be a pound of 
what is commercially known as tin-plate, which is now imported into 
this country, made in this country; and theamendment, I think, con- 
firms what has been said upon this side of the Chamber heretofore, 
that it was not the purpose or expectation to manulacture tin-plate, 
but it was to compel the people to use this sheet-iron and sheet-steel 
which is now made in Pittsburgh, by putting such a rate of duty upon 
imported tin-plates that they can not be brought here. 

Before I take myseat, Mr. President, I would like, if the Senator dis- 
agrees with me, for him to explain the meaning of that last proviso in 
the amendment and what its effect will be. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can explain, Mr. President, what its purpose is 
and what my understanding of its meaning is. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] says that this amend- 
ment is to be taken as a confession on this side of the Chamber that it 
is not expected that tin-plate ot this weight can be, even with the pro- 
tection afforded by this bill if adopted, manufactured in the United 
States. That is not a fair inference to be drawn, I think, from the 
amendment, It is not absolutely certain, Mr. President, in the opiu- 
ion of many of us, that even this duty will have the effect of enabling 
us to manulacture all of our own tin-plate. 

My general purpose, as I stated when the amendment was intro- 
duced, is this: That if, after giving the gentlemen who proposed to en- 
gage in this industry a fair opportunity with the duty which they 
claim to be sufficient to enable them to produce tin-plate in this coun- 
try, they shall have failed to do it, thereafter tin-plate of these gauges, 
which are the gauges, as I understand, out of which tin pans and other 
domestic utensils and tin cans and the like are made, should be put 
upon the free-list, it not being intended as to these gauges, if it shall 
turn out that they can not make tin-plate in this country in competi- 
tion with other countries, that this dnty shall continue. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that. 

„Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I defer very much to the 
superior knowledge of the Senator from Kentucky upon the subject, 
because he has spent a great many years in careful study of this sub- 
ject, whereas my study has been largely in other directions, but my 
understanding of it is that black sheets of these weights, 63 pounds 
and upwards, are manufactured inthe United States now, and that if 
they were tinned as manufactured they would be tin-plates of these 
weights; but that if, instead of being tinned in black sheets, the man- 
ufacturers purchase the tin and manufacture the ntensils and then tin 
them, in effect that is the same as if they had made the tin-plates and 
worked them intoa manufactured product, so that in truth black sheets 
manufactured and then tin-plated ought to be considered a part of the 
domestic production. 

The Senator from Rhode Island informs me that that statement is 
correct. That is the purpose of the proviso, and I think it is right. 

I wanted one thing perfectly clear, Mr. President: I wanted it left 
by this amendment so that it would be impracticable for the foreign 
producers of tin to so flood our country, even at a loss, by importations 
during any one of these years as to render it impossible for the do- 
mestic production to reach this limit, which is to protect them from 
the free-list contingency. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin can not 
accomplish all his purpose by this amendment, I think. The articles 
which he brings forward there in the proviso are already made in this 
country, but they are chiefly made with an imported black sheet as the 
base, it being the experience of the manufacturers that the American 
manufacturers of black iron plate do not makea satisfactory sheet, and 
wey therefore buy, in preference, the foreign sheets and pay the duty 

ereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. That may be true, but I have provided here that 
it sian be tinned in the United States from black sheets of a certain 
weight. 

Mr. PLUMB, I did not observe that part of it. I was going to say 
that that probably would reacha result which the Senator does not de- 
Sire, because, unless the American manufacturer makes a better sheet 
than he has heretofore, the dealers in stoves and other articles in con- 
nection with which these tin utensils are sold would continue to im- 

rt black sheets and tin them in this country as heretofore; and there- 

ore it would not operate to make np a portion of the tin- plate prod- 
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uct, the making of which is to determine the issuing of the proclamation 
by the President. 

Mr, SPOONER. The domestic product would not be credited. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that exactly, and therefore it would 
not come in. But in the mean time the Senator will observe that this 
process of manufacture is now going on under circumstances entirely 
satisfactory as to profit to the American manufacturer, and therefore 
it might be counted if they were simply to change from the foreign 
black sheet to the home black sheet, and it would not add to the tin- 
plate manufacture in the United States at all, while leaving the im- 
ported tin the burden of paying this very heavy duty proposed of 2 
cents a pound; so that all that is contemplated in that proviso might 
occurand yet the country be no nearer the production of the tin-plates 
which it uses than it is now. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I desire to move to amend the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
by striking out the proviso at the end of the amendment. 

I desire, Mr. President, to say that I am in sympathy with the pur- 
pose which the Senator from Wisconsin wishes to accomplish—that is 
to say, that this largely increased rate of duty shall not continue after 
it has been demonstrated, to a reasonable degree of certainty at least, 
= our domestic manufacturers can not or will not produce tin- 
plate. > 

But I submit that the proviso is not only unfair, as I have already 
stated, but that it is impracticable. There is no provision made for 
ascertaining the quantity of these black sheets used in the manufacture 
of wares and tinned. How is the President of the United States to 
know what quantity of material has been used in the manufacture of 
wares in the United States? He canascertain from the manufacturers 
of the black sheets what quantity they have made during any given 

year, and he can ascertain from the reports, I suppose, as to what is 

nown commercially as tin-plate; but how is he to ascertain what the 
thousand, perhaps, and more people in the United States, who make 
stoves and sell stoves with their utensils accompanying them, tinners 
making pans and buckets and such things—how is he to ascertain how 
much of this black sheet they have taken and converted into these in- 
struments and utensils? 

Therefore, it seems to me, even if it were fair to eredit tin-plate 
manufacturers with these sheets even if they are tinned by somebody 
else, and which they do not manufacture, still the amendment would 
be impracticable and could not be executed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They manufacture the tin-plate, the simple dif- 
ference being that it is made up in one case before being tinned, and 
in the other case after being tinned. ~ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, but the purpose of this increase of duty, as 
I understand it, is to encourage our manufacturers of the sheet-iron 
and steel to make tin-plate, and it is said that it will require ninety 
ae of the capacity now existing in Pittsburgh to supply the home 
market, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will take just as many mills and just as much 
labor to make up a coftee-pot to be tinned afterwards as it would to 
make the iron into sheets and tin the sheets and make the coffee-pot 
of the tinned sheets. 

Mr. CARLISLE. How is the per cent. to be ascertained? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It must be proved affirmatively by the manufact- 
urers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I certainly am satisfied as to the 
fairness of the Senator from Kentucky in debate, but I distrust some- 
what the purpose of his amendment. He is in favor of putting this 
article on the free-list, and I am in favor of affording it a reasonable 
protection, believing that if we can bring about its production in the 
United States it is best to do so. 

But I want to accomplish the one purpose which I have repeatedly 
stated, that it, after giving them a fair trial, they can not produce it, 
then the people shall not be taxed any further for that purpose. 

A black sheet of this thickness or weight is made in the United 
States, and then it is made into a manufactured product, and then 
tinned in the United States. It is a manufacture practically of tin- 
plate in the United States, and these people ought to be credited withit. 

Now, a word in regard to thesuggestion of the Senator from Kentucky 
as to the matter of proof. The burden of prootis upon the people whoare 
to be benefited by establishing the fact. They may be safely trusted, 
I think, Mr. President, in so arranging their business as to be able to 
make a showing of the fact when thetime comes, If they are not able 
to satisfy the President that in some one year during the six years 
they have produced sufficient tin-plate in the United States to equal 
the importation for any one year during the six years 

Mr. CARLISLE. One-third. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ves; one-third of it; then this goes on the free- 
list. Bo that the proof is for them to make, and not for the Govern- 
ment officials. It is a fact which the tin-plate people will be interested 
to establish. 

Mr. BLAIR. They can take the English importations. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to ask the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
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will suspend a moment. The Chair thinks the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky is not in order, because there wasalready 
ponding an amendment to an amendment. But the debate has pro- 
ceeded by unanimous consent, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was not aware of that fact, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] tothe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Wisconsin 
whether, by virtue of his amendment or the proposed amendment to 
the amendment, it is possible that iron sheets or the tin sheets will 
either of them be of foreign production, or whether both the iron sheet 
and the tin placed upon it to make the weight must be of American 
production. The tin must be of American production. Is the iron- 
plate to be American in every case also? 

Mr, SPOONER. The tin need not be of American production, At 
the time I drew the amendment the proposition was that tin should 
come in free. The iron sheets must be made in the United States, and 
~ tinning, wherever the tin comes from, must be done in the United 

tates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets the embarrassment 
which the misunderstanding has caused. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the floor, and I have not had it five minutes, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin has al- 
ready spoken once. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg on. 

Mr. BLAIR. The qu did not come out of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the rul- 

has been otherwise. 

r. BLAIR, I did not understand that when a Senator has the floor, 
and attempts to occupy the time in eliciting information from those 
who possess it, unless more than five minutes was occupied thereby, 
there was any Violation of the understanding. If so, then the bottle is 
pretty tightly corked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
understands that such has been the construction placed upon it by the 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I would inquire of members of the 
Finance Committee whether I am right or wrong in this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not think any member of the 
Finance Committee can possibly have any better information than 
other people, but I think the Senator ought to have a right to his five 
minutes to ask a Senator a question and have it answered in his own 
time. It seems to me that is proper debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I supposed that was so. If not, I would s t that 
the rules of the Senate, which allow interminable debate, had better 
be modified so as to permit a man obtain wisdom. I have no more to 


15 MORGAN. This amendment provides for a tax being placed 
on tin-plates and terne-plates of a certain weight, etc., which shall con- 
tinue until the Ist day of October, 1896, at which time they shall go 
upon the free-list unless a certain state of facts is then made to appear 
to the satisfaction of the President, That isthe situation. Weare to 
have several Con; between now andthen. Weshall have one in 
1896, up to the 4tb of March, I believe. 

It seems to me that it isinvesting the President of the United States 
with a power that we have no right to thrust upon him, no right to 
expect to discharge, inasmuch as we have not provided any law 
by which he can discharge that duty in any satisfactory or conclusive 


way. 

This I understand to be a country that is regulated by law, and not 
by anything else. There is no discretionary regulation of taxation in 
the United States. Whether a tax shall remain upon a certain article, 
or whether that article shall be placed upon the free-list, is a matter 
that must be determined Drai stateof the law, and can not be deter- 
mined in any other way. the law does not tax an article it can not 
be taxed. If the state of the law does not put it on the free-list it can 
not be put on the free-list. We bave here an article that is taxed, and 
taxed very heavily under this bill. The tax is said to be for the pur- 

of enabling certain gentlemen, or a corporation, to build up an in- 
ustry that now does not exist in the United States except in a nom- 
inal way. Now we say to the President of the United States on the 
first day mentioned in this bill, this commodity shall go upon the 
free-list, unless on that day, or before that day, you have determined 
that a certain state of facts exists,’’ not one of which is mentioned spe- 
cifically in the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 

pan suspendone moment. The Chair must insist upon order in the 
te Chamber. Senators will — suspend conversation. [After 
a pause.) The Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The President, in ascertaining whether that state 
of facts exists to his satisfaction, can not exercise a mere personal dis- 
cretion; it must be a legal discretion, one guided by Jaw. It must be 
such a discretion as that a court of competent jurisdiction could con- 


trol him in it; for, after all, he is merely the agent of the United States 


to make this determination. His being President adds nothing at all 
to his powers. The powers of the President of the United States are 
mentioned in the Constitution and limited there, and if we choose to 
impose upon him ex oficio any duty that is not included in the consti- 
tutional powersconferred upon him by thatinstrument, then he becomes 
a mere agent of the Government, as any person else would be, to make 
a declaration of a state of facts, whereupon there would be a change 
in the state of the law. So that the President can not exercise an oM- 
cial discretion, and we can not empower him to exercise an official dis~ 
cretion in respect of any matter at all which is not included within the 
purview of his constitutional powers and duties. 

Any agent that we might appoint, not being President, would have 
as much power under this law as the President himself, being our agent. 
We could notappointan agent to discharge this important duty, involv- 
ing so much money, so many large industries, and such great conse- 
quences, and remove him from the control of the judiciary of the country. 
In other words, we can not place in him that sort of discretion which is 
final and conclusive merely because he sees proper to exercise it in a 
certain way, as, for instance, in the appointment of somebody to office. 

That discretion, when fixed, as it is fixed by this p amend- 
ment to the law, must be a discretion within the control of the judi- 
cial power. We can not confer upon any man in the United States the 
power to change the law in its bearing upon a subject of taxation, 
merely at his private discretion uncontrolled by any other power. That 
would be the delegation, clear and clean, of the legislative power into 
the hands of our agent, and that we can not do. š 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets to inform the Sen- 
ator from Alabama tbat his time has expire 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam through, I simply wanted to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the infirmity of the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, I ask that the reading of the bill be pro- 
ceeded with, commencing at section 3. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island one moment, while I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment to section 7. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will wait a moment we shall soon 
reach that section in order, It is my purpose to have the reading of 
the bill proceed in order now, and weshall reach that section in a short 


time. 
I am afraid I shall have to go out of town. 


Mr. GRAY, t 
Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the reading of the bill proceed. 


The Chief Clerk read sections 3 and 4, as follows: 


Src. 3. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation or 
all raw or unmanufactured articles, not enumerated or provided for in this act, 
a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem; and on all articles manufactured, in whole 
or in part, not provided for in this act, a duty of 20 per cent, ad valorem, 

SEC, 4. and every imported article not enumerated in this act, 
which fs similar either in material, qualit: 
be applied, to any article enumerated in act as chargeable with dui 
pay the same rate of duty which is levied on the enumerated article which it 
most resembles in any of the particulars before mentioned; and if any non- 
enumerated article equally resembles two or more enumerated articles on 
which different rates of duty are chargeable, there shall be levied on such non- 
enumerated article the same rate of duty as is chargeable on the article which 
it resembles 5 paying the highest rate of duty; and on articles not enumerated, 
manufactured of two or more materials, the duty shall be assessed at the high- 
est rate at which the sameo would be chargeable if composed wholly of the com- 
ponent material thereof of chief value; and the words “component material 
of chief value,” wherever used in this act, shall be held to mean that compo- 
nent material which shall exceed in value any other single com: t material 
of the article; and the valuc of each component material shall be determined 
by the ascertained value ofsuch material in its condition as found in the article. 
If two or more rates of duty shall be applicable to any imported article it shall 
pay duty at the highest of such rates. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer an amendment to come in between 
sections 3 and 4. 


. texture, or the use to which it may 


Mr. ALDRICH. Whatistheamendment? Will the Senator please 
have it read? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask to have it reported, to come in between sections 
3 and 4. 


The Cantey CLERK. Add a new section after section 3, as follows: 

That whenever goods or other articles dutinble under the provisions of this 
act pay both a fic and ad valorem duty, which, combined, amount to over 
100 per cent. of the foreign value of such goods or other articles, then the duty 
assessed and paid thereon shall be at the rate of 100 percent. ad valorem instead 
of the combined rate prescribed. 

‘lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
amendment just read is now proposed by the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; as a separate section, to be numbered 4. 

Mr. President, there have been in this bill a great many changes, the 
most conspicuous of which has been from ad valorem to specific, or to 
a combined duty or compound duty of both specific and ad valorem, 
the precise effect of which nobody knows unless it is the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and I take it that even he does not know. 
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Generally speaking, where these rates have been proposed it is stated 
in the memoranda of tables and information accompanying the bill that 
it is supposed to be equivalent to the existing rate or, ifhigher, thatit 
is so because necessary for the protection of the American manufact- 
urer and producer. 

I think it ought to go without saying that any duty of that kind, if 
it amounts to more than 100 per cent., might be put down to 100 per 
cent. I can not believe that the American manufacturer, as a rule, is 
in any such condition of inferiority in regard to the prices of his raw 
material, the prices of his labor, or lack of skill or enterprise that 100 
per cent. will not benefit him. 

Mr, CARLISLE. Mr. President, I was engaged a moment, and 
failed to hear distinctly the amendment. I desire to ask whether it 
applies to those rates of duty which are purely specific as well as to 
those which are compound ? 

Mr. PLUMB. To those which are compound. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why not to the specific? 

Mr. PLUMB. They belong to another subject; this is a portion of 
the same subject, it is true. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are many places in this bill where a change 
has been made from anad valorem rate under law to a purely 
specific rate, where no data have been furnished at all to enable us to 
ascertain what the equivalent ad valorem rate to this ific would be. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould be glad to vote for that also, but this can 
well stand alone. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, when we get to the Senate, I shall 
ask for a yea-and-nay vote on that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. After that vote, Mr. President, it would be use- 
less for me to offer an amendment to the same paragraph in regard to 
cases where purely specific rates are proposed, and therefore I shall not 
consume the time of the Senate in doing so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from Kansas asked for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr, PLUMB. I said when we get it in the Senate. The body is 
thin now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas wouldrenew the amendmentin the Senate, and then 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the substitute for section 5 may be read, 
as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is very anxious to get away. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode d pro- 

‘s an amendment as a substitute for section 5, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sro. 5. Articles of foreign manufacture, such as are usually or ordinarily 
marked, stam branded, or labeled, and all packages containing such or 
a eaters eee y E 
branded, or labeled shall not be — to entry. x 5; 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The Chief Clerk read section 6, as follows: 


Src. 6. That no watches, watch-cases, watch movements, or parts of watch 
movements, or any other articles of foreign manufacture which shall copy or 
simulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer, 
shall be admitted to entry at the custom-house of the United States except for 
exportation, unless such domestic mannfacturer is the importer of the same; 
but the entry for exportation shall be made within three months from the date 
of importation, otherwise such merchandise shall be forfeited, And in order to 
aid the officers of the enstoms in enforcing this prohibition any domestic man- 
ufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may require his name and residence 
and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded in books which ghali be kept 
for that purpose inthe Department of the Treasury under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and may furnish to the Depart- 
ment fac-similes of such trade-marks; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall cause one or more copies of the same to be transmitted to each col- 
lector or other proper officer of the customs. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the section by striking out, in 
line 11 of page 137, after the words watch movements,“ down to and 
including the word manufacture,“ in line 12, being the words or 
any other articles of foreign manufacture.” 

The CHIEF CLERK, Section 6, after the word movement,“ strike 
out the words or any other articles of foreign manuſacture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 15 of page 137, of the same section, I move 
to strike out, after the word exportation, down to and including the 
word same, in line 16. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, after the word exportation, strike 
out the words unless such domestic manufacturer is the importer of 
the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read section 7, as follows: 

Sec. 7. That ail lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, beams, and bolts and copper and com- 
position metal which 1 be necessary for the construction and equipment of 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between 
the Atlantic and ic ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, 
may be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe; and upon that such materials have been used for such 
pornoso, no duties shall be thereon, But vessels receivin 


on shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except upon the payment to the 


metal used under 9 of Jaw authorizing its wi ed 
duty shall, upon being disposed of otherwise than by expow, 
pay the same duty as if imported. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ithinkthe Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
has some amendment to suggest to section 7. 

Mr. GRAY. I move to amend section 7 by striking out, after the 
word all,“ in line 5, page 138, the words lumber, timber, hemp, 
manila, wire rope, and iron and steel rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, 
angles, beams, and bolts and copper and composition metal,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof articles and materials;” so as to read: 

Serc. 7. That all articles and materials which may be necessary for the con- 
struction and equipment of vessels, ete. 

Mr. President, one word as to the meaning and scope of this amend- 
ment. It will be observed that this applies only to vessels that are 
built for foreigners, to be sold abroad and to sail under some other flag 
than that of the United States, and to vessels that are built for the for- 
eign trade and sailed under the of the United States, owned by 
Americans and registered hy American The object of my 
amendment is, in place of enumerating the articles that may come in 
free of duty in the construction of such a ship, to use the more compre- 
hensive expression of all articles and materials that enter into the 
construction of such aship, and give the builder of such aship the bene- 
fit of that exemption. 1 

The enumeration of articles in the section already is very large, and 
includes almost everything that can enter into the construction of a 
ship, and I see no reason why the words of universality should not be 
used so as to include everything, and put the construction of a ship on 
the same advantageous ground that in section 8 the repair of a ship to 
be used in the foreign trade is put. 

Section 8 reads: 

That all articles of foreign production needed for the ir of American ves- 
sels exclusively in fe trade may be w wn from bonded 
warehouses free of duty, under regulations as the Secretary ofthe Treasury 
may prescribe. 

I can see no reason why that povo should not a ply substantially 
to the construction of a ship. It will aid in the bu g up of an in- 
dustry that does not now exist. There is no ship being built that I am 
aware of in any American ship-yard for the foreign trade under the 
flag of the United States. Soif this should do anything to make the 
building of such a ship possible it will be only adding to something 
American and will interfere with no industry already established. It 
seems to me that on every ground, whether we believe in high protec- 
tion or believe in freer trade, it is a beneficent and well-meaning and 
wise provision to insert in this law. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think there can be any objection to the amend- 
ment. My judgment is that it will only add one item to the present 
list, and that is the item of TT. It would add that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is very strong objection to it, if the Senator 
will allow me. There may not be any on the Senator's 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from e has the 
floor, 

Mr. FRYE. I bad intended to propose to insert the word “TT.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing to do that, but I object to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.- The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware. [Putting the question.] By the sound 
the ayes have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment be reported. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no material which could be imported into 
the United States of any kind or description but that might be imported 
under the terms used by the Senator from Delawarein the amendment 
which he has suggested. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend for one 
moment. The Chair will have the amendment read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 138, line 5, section 7, after the word 
all,“ strike out all down to and including the word metal, in 
line 7, and insert the words ‘‘articles and materials; so as to read; 

That all articles and materials which may be necessary for the construction 
and equipment of vessels, ete, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair interrupted the Senator 
from Rhode island. Does he wish to speak further? ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have said sufficient. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If he were here, I, 


should vote yea.” 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co_qurtr], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I will vote“ nay.”’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr]. I am told that theSena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from Sonth 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If the Senator from Florida is willing we 
may transfer our pairs, and vote. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. HIGGINS, I vote nay.“ 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBUEN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casry]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. CALL. Under the arrangement for the transfer of pairs stated 
by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. aono I vote yea. 

Mr. SANDERS. I am paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
[ Mr. VoorHEEs]. If he were present, T should vote nay.” : 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest] is paired with thejun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. My colleague has been nec- 
essarily called ont of the Chamber tor a few moments. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote yea.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Hearst, Turpie, 
te, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Morgan, Walthall, 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, Ransom 
Carlisle, Harris, Reagan, 
NAYS—29, 
ich, Dolph, McMillan, Stockbridge, 
Allen, Edmunds Moody, Teller, 
Allison, Evarts, Pierce, Wash * 
Cameron, Hale, „ Wilson of Iowa, 
ler, Hawley, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Higgins, Sherman, 
Davis, Hiscock, Spooner, 
Dixon, Hoar, Stewart, 
ABSENT—33. 
Ber Farwell, Manderson, Quay, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell Sanders, 
Blair, George, Morrill, Squire, 
Brown, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford, 
e apes Pasco, est, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Payne, Voorhees 
a Jones of Nevada, 8 
Dawes, Kenna, Plumb, 
a McPherson, Power, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 7. I stated 
that I saw no objection to the last amendment, but I did not notice in 
line 8 the words and equipment.“ That would allow, under the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Delaware, the importation in 
bond of the furniture and all the furnishings of a ship, and that is the 
reason why I did not support the amendment by my vote. I move to 
insert, after the word plates, in line 6, the word “TT.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that, I think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What are TT? 

Mr. FRYE. Braces. : 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out the second proviso, commencing 
in line 22, s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 138, beginning in line 22, strike out from 
section 7 down to and includingthe word imported,“ in line 2, page 

*139, as follows: . 

Provided further, That old yellow metal, taken from vessels as the sae of 

new low metal used under provisions of law authorizing its withdrawal 
from bonded warehouses free of duty shall, upon being disposed of otherwise 
than by export, pay the same daty as if imported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to offer another amendment to section 7. Imove 
to strike out all after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 1 of the section down to 
ing Pea which,“ and also to strike out the words and equipment,“ 
in line 8. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware is not in order at this stage, the Senate having voted down 
an amendment to strike out all the words which he now moves to 
amend. 

Mr. HARRIS. This is a wholly different proposition, to strike out all 
the words heretofore moved and an additional word or two. 

Mr. GRAY. Which makes it a different amendment. 

4 HARRIS. It is a wholly different amendment and clearly in 
er. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understood the Senator from Delaware he 
makes it in the form of two amendments, the first being to strike out 


certain words which the Senate has already voted to retain. I suggest 
that that amendment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is not in order 
to move to strike out the words from the word ‘‘all’’ to the word 
„which,“ including the words which have already been retained by 
the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis two amendments, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Delaware de- 
sire to move to strike out the words and equipment?“ 

Mr. GRAY. No, not without the others, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment to section 7. In line 
9, after the word foreign,“ I move to insert or domestic.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 138, line 9, section 7, after the word ‘‘for- 
eign,’’ insert the words or domestic;’’ so as to read: 

For foreign or domestic account and ownership, or for the purpose of being 
employed in the foreign trade. 

Mr. VANCE. As the section now stands it isa direct discrimina- 
tion against citizens of the United States, and I propose to strike it ont 
and put them on an equality with others. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. In section 7, line 7, I move to insert, after the word 
beam, the words bars, deck and bulb beams.“ 

Mr. FRYE. Bars“ are already in. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I move to insert deck and bulb beams.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 
The Chief Clerk read section 8, as follows: 


Sec, S. That all articles of foreign production needed for the repair of Ameri- 
jean vessels engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be withdrawn from 
bonded warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. GRAY. In section 8, line 5, page 139, I move to insert, after 
the word ‘‘trade,’’ the words“ including the trade between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific ports of the United States. ” 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator wants to strike out the word ex- 
clusively ” also. 

Mr. GRAY. I move, also, to strike out, in line 4, the word ‘‘exclu- 
sively.” 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. FRYE. That amendment is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This really ought to have been in the form of a 
proviso to the preceding section instead of a separate section. 

Mr. FRYE. It is the way it stands in the old law. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 8, strike out the word , exclusively,” 
and after the word trade“ insert including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States;’’ so as to read: 


That all articles of forcign production needed for the repair of American ves- 
sels engaged in fore trade. including the trade between the Atlantic and 
Pacific ports of the United States, may be withdrawn from bonded warehouses, 
ete. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will call up the amendment which I offered yes- 
terday, if it is convenient to the committee having charge of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ves, sir. ‘ 

Mr. EVARTS. Lask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York proposes 
an amendment, which will bé read. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of Schedule G, page 67, after line 
22, insert the following: 


‘That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas, the growth or prod- 
uce of the countries eastof the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any purpose in any country intermediate betwen the country of export 
and the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such inter- 
mediate country, but shall be treated as teas imported from such intermediate 
country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask that a statement of the circumstances of the 
tea trade which give occasion to the desire that this amendment shall 
be introduced may be read for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr., Chairman, 
and the Commitice on Ways and Means: 


GENTLEMEN: We sary woe cal] your attention to the serious injury to the 
tea trade of the United States and the many interests connected therewith, aris- 
ing from the repeal of the discriminating duty on roduced east of the 
Cape of Good Hope, which went into effect on the Ist day of inf ng (Laws 
of Forty-seventh Congress, second session, chapter 6, page 398; approved 
December 23, 1882.) 
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By this repeal the English importers and shipping interests have been en- 
abled to divert trade from direct routes to the United States to routes via Eng- 
land, where the stock is being carried in increasing quantities every year for 
the benefit of British shipping and other interests, at expense of all similar 
interests in the United States. 

In order to reap the atest possible benefit from this diversion of trade to 
English channels and foster their own interests to the fullest extent, the Eng- 
lish steam-ship owners agreed with English importers to carry their teas from 
Chinaand Japan to England, and to forward the same in any quantities from 
England to the United States, at any time within six months after its arrival in 
England, free of freight from England to the United States. 

In this way English merchants, who pay no taxes, who do not contribute in 
any way to the welfare of this country, and who do not even hire office room 
here, are enabled, through their traveling salesmen, to sell teas in az 8 
ties throughout the United States, meanwhile holding the teas in their own 
warehouses for their own benefit, and thus retaining the money for carrying 
the goodsin England which should of right be expended here for the benefitof 
our own people. 

That the British governments are fally alive to these advantages is shown by 
the course of legislation in Canadian Parliament, by which it was provided, in 
chapter 15 of Victoria 42, that certain goods, including teas, may be imported 
into Canada without payment of any duties or customs,“ excepting that tea 
from the United States shall pay a duty of 10 cent. ad valorem " 

And, in order to make the discrimination still more stringent, and prevent 
any benefit whatever accruing to the United States through carrying in our 
bonded warehouses teas intended for shipment to Canada, it was further en- 
acted, in May, 1839 (last year), chapter 14, Victoria 52, that 

“Goods that have been entered for consumption or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any purpose in any country intermediate between the country of 
export and Canada, shall not be considered as iu (ransitu through such inter- 
mediate country, but shall be treated as goods imported from such intermediate 
country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly.” 

5 — the above laws see appendix herewith.) 

m this it will be seen how watchful foreign Governments are to legislate 
in such a manner as to secure all benefits of trade to their own people, and at 
the same time, the only discrimination made isagainst the United States; while 
England and Canada, as well as all other nations, can export teas into the United 
States, directly or indirectly, free of all taxes or duty. 

It is also apparent that the British Governments are well aware that where 
goods are warehoused there the power lies to regulate the market. and that the 
interests connected therewith, such as ship-owners, bankers, insurance compa- 
nies, merchants, warehousemen. clerks, weighers, laborers, and many others, de- 
rive a substantial benefit therefrom; and, we submit, that the loss to so many 
and important interests of this country should be checked. K 

A comparison of importations for 1882, the year prior to the repeal of our dis- 
eriminating duties, with the importations for last year, 1889, shows how quickly 
the British merchants have availed themselves of the advantages over our own 
people given them by our own laws. 

Direct imports of teas for the year 1889 were only 9 per cent, greater than they 
were in 1882. 

Indirect imports of teas, via England, for 1889 were over 132 per cent. greater 
than they were in 1882, 5 

This enormous increase of indirect importations will inevitably continue to 
grow, to the detriment of our direct trade with Chinaand the East, unlesssome 
relief is afforded by Congress. 

In order that the trade may not pass entirely out of our hands to the benefit 
of British merchants, who, when they obtain control of our markets through 
their increased holdings, will not fail to advance the prices to our consumers, 
we respectfully ask the adoption of the following law. 


Mr. EVARTS. Those who have given attention to this very clear 
and very concise statement of the condition of this trade will under- 
stand the features in our commerce that need to be relieved by the 
amendment proposed. 3 

We have a Pacific coast directly opposite to the tea-producing coun- 
triesof Asia, and this circuit is made all around the globe under the 
British scheme of navigation to the injury of our direct advantage 
which weenjoy by this near relation to transit from Asia to our Pacific 
coast and also to the Atlantic coast in the old accustomed routes of in- 
terchange between China and the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair is compelled to remind the 
Senator that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. EVARTS. Is the reading of this memorandum of the merchants 
considered part of my speech ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the construction which has 
been assumed by the Chair. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think the time has been better spent by reading 
than perhaps it would have been by my observations. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment upon which the Senator from 
New York may continue to speak if he desires. I move to add at the 
end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York— 

There shall be levied and collected upon all coffee, green, from the Dominion 


of Canada, 10 per cent. ad valorem; and upon all coffee, roasted or ground, from 
the Dominion of Canada, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent, ad valorem, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
desire to speak farther? The Chair will recognize him, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will be observed that the amend- 
ment which I have offered has nothing to do with the protection of our 
own product, nor does it draw any other discrimination in regard to 
navigation than to countervail by its action taken against the ordinary 
laws of trade and transportation by a rival Government. When these 
ships, of whatever nature, carrying the immense products of tea to be 
distributed all over the world, are carried to England there is a provis- 
ion and arrangement that all this may be done and that thenceforth 
the further exportation of the production through England shall be 
brought to this country without any freight or charges of exportation 
and transportation. 

Now, you will perceive, Mr. President, that this is a direct attack 
upon a right of our pore on the ocean with the advantages that be- 
long to our geographical situation. It is, so to speak, a combination 
of the shipping interests and the navigating interests and the profits 


in them in favor of England to our disturbance; and as England has on 
this continent a wide reach from ocean to ocean on our Northern border 
there is also disadvantage that teas may be introduced from Canada by 
direct importation trom London, as it now exists, and exported. from 
there hither to our markets, whereas we can not send our tea, brought 
to us directly from China on the Pacific coast or directly from China 
2 and send an ounce of it up into the provinces for consumption 
ere. 

It is to meet that difficulty and the introduction of it to teas entirely 
from importing merchants. There is no other interest abont it except 
that we may be righttully placed in the markets of the world with 
this great commodity of tea that we are entitled to by the natural laws 
of trade and the advantages of our position on the Pacific coast. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the committee will recognize the pro- 
priety of this amendment and that it may receive their assent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this question was submitted to 
the Committee on Finance and was carefully considered, It is in sub- 
stance and principle, although not in terms, the same as the law for 
many years in the United States which discriminated against indirect 
shipments to England, against shipments by the way of the Cape of 
Good Hope, the purpose being to secure the unbroken transportation 
of tea. It is admitted free of duty into our country the shortest and 
quickest way by direct importation, Therefore, under the laws for- 
merly there was discrimination against goods that broke their voy: 
at England or France and came into this coumtry. After full consid- 
eration in 1883 this was abandoned, and as a rule or principle it is no 
longer n The course of trade had changed. No vessels came 
round the way of the Cape of Good Hope ; they came through the Suez 
Canal, and our own direct importations were from China into San Fran- 
cisco. ; 

My own theory is that under this high and retaliatory provision Can- 
ada has undoubtedly taken our old law and inserted it in her statute- 
books and has made this discrimination. The question is whether we 
shall abandon the policy we adopted eight or ten years ago and take 
up again this retaliatory policy. 

The only effect will be to add to the cost of tea to our consumers; 
and as tea is now free, this restraint upon the mode ot bringing it into 
the country will only add probably somewhat to its cost. I do not see 
any very great disadvantage nor do I think it is anything very revolu- 
tionary. It seems to me that it would be better for us to stand upon 
our present position in the hope that Canada will learn, as we have, 
that a provision of taxation on a particular article because it comes 
throngh any country is not justifiable and is wrongin principle. I 
have nothing to say in defense of the course of Canada in respect to tea 
and coffee. It seems to me perfectly ridiculous. 

While I am up, if I have a moment's time left, I will say in 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] that no coffee would in the ordinary course of trade go 
around through Canada, and therefore this is simply a stroke where 
there is nothing in the way. As amatter of course, coffee coming from 


Brazil and all other southern countries would come direct to the port - 


of New York much better, and in order to compel the carrying of that 


coffee through direct to Canada without stopping at New York this 


mode has been adopted. I do not think it is a wise mode for Canada, 
and I do not believe it is a wise mode for us. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from New York will agree to 
modify his amendment by inserting, in line 8, after the word purpose, 
except for transshipment.” The fact is that weimporta large amount 
of tea from Ceylon. There is no direct communication between this 
country and that. The teas go on board the English steamers to 
London and then are transferred to the steamer to New York, or Balti- 
more, or elsewhere on our coast. Now, the provision of this amend- 


ment would prevent that transshipment, which I am quite certain the - 


mover does not intend to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what he intended to do; it is 
precisely what they wish to do by this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN, I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had no right to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the amendment is intended to apply 
where it is delivered, to the landing, but I refer only to the case where 
it is transferred from one vessel to another. It will have to stop a day 
or two to make the transfer. I do not think that the Senator from 
New York desires to stop that trade. It isimpossible ander the pres- 
ent conditions of transportation to have it otherwise. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not understand at what ports the Senator thinks 
this transshipment would be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. The teas go by steamer from Ceylon to London, 
and I propose to insert the words I have offered, except for trans- 
shipment. It is practically a through shipment, all in English steam- 
ers and with athrough bill of lading. Otherwise our merchants every- 
where here in this country would be very seriously interfered with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Maryland to propose an amendment—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the amendment is not in order 
at this time. There is an amendment pending, offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. Therefore I do not offer it now. I merely call the 
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attention of the Senator from New York to it in the hope that later on 
he will agree to accept the amendment I have suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, it seems to me that unless the 
Senator from New York accepts or the Senate adopts some provision 
similar to the one suggested by the Senator from Maryland, some of our 

importers of tea would have an advantage over others. For instance, 
the ports upon the Pacific coast now have direct communication with 
China, and can ship the tea direct without transshipment, while the 
pen on the Atlantic coast, as suggested by the Senator from Mary- 
d, do ship in every proper sense of the term direct trom the places 
where the tea is produced, but they have to transship iton its way; 
that is to say, it comes on a through bill of Jading; it is never stopped 
anywhere except for the mere purpose of being transferred from one 
vessel to another, and yet the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York says if it remains there for any purpose it must pay 
the discriminating duty. Suppose it has to remain two days or a week 
for another vessel to transship; then, under the language of that amend- 
ment, it would remain there for some 5 and it would be subjected 
to a discriminating duty. Thus the importer upon the Atlantic coast 
would have 10 per cent. duty upon tea imported by him, while the im- 
porte of tea upon the Pacific coast would have no duty upon the tea 
ported by him. 

My only purpose in saying what I have said is to obviate that diffi- 
culty by some N whatever it may be. 

Mr. HISCOC: The trouble inmy mind is whether it is desirable 
to obviate that difficulty. If any language that can be employed is 
susceptible of the construction that the tea could lie there, as it does 
now practically, in warehouses, to be disposed of by the foreign agents 
in the country here and then shipped here for direct consumption, and 
the principal vice that is aimed at in this provision still continues, I do 
not care to have the modification of the amendment as is suggested by 
the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from Kentucky. The amend- 
ment of my colleague will not amount to anything so changed. 

As has been said, we changed pak oped in respect to this question, 
and doubtless the people would not be here asking to have us change 
back except for the fact the change of our policy has inspired foreign 
Governments to attempt to discriminate against us until the startling 
fact is ted that is stated in the communication which has been 
read to the Senate, The direct imports of tea for the year 1889 were 
only 9 per cent. greater than they were in 1882, and the direct imports 
of tea by the way of England for the year 1889 were over 132 per cent. 
greater than they were in 1882. It is im ble for tea to reach Canada 
through the United States. They have legislated with direct reference 

to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask the Senator from New York what propor- 
tion, if he knows, of the teas im into this country last year came 
direct, and what proportion indirect, from England; and then farther- 
more what the effect of the levying of this duty of 10 per cent. on those 
teas that came indirect would have on this question? Is it not a fact 
that the same proportion would still continue to come in that way,and 
is not that proportion nearly the whole amount, and will not the re- 
sult of the whole business be simply a restoration of the duty on tea 
to the consumers in this country? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The tea that came here direct from China amounted 
to 42,000,000 pounds in the year 1887. The tea that came here by way 
of England was 3,514,000 pounds. The tea that came by way of Que- 
bee at that time, in 1887, was 119,840 pounds. The tea that came di- 
rect from the British East Indies was 109,000 pounds, and the tea that 
came directly from Japan was 25,000,000 pounds. The amount that 
came from Japan was 35,742,000 pounds, shipped to England and sent 
from there here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I must confess that the amendment 
which I offered is more a matter of feeling perhaps than it is of sub- 
stance. There cameintothis country from Canada last year only about 
26,000 pounds of coffee, but there is absolutely nothing, so far as I know, 
of good neighborship characterizing the intercourse of Canada with this 
country. Inour relations with England she is a marplot, and if we ever 
have any trouble with Great Britain it will be because of the selfish- 
ness, the unfriendliness, in my opinion, of Canada and her indifference 
to rights which seem to be pretty plain. Here is their tariff of recent 
date: ~ 

Customs tariff as enforced on and after the 28th day of March, 1890, to which 
are added the orders in council. 


Now, whatever may have once been the policy of the United States 
mentioned by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and now aban- 
doned, here we find in this Canadian tariff that tea is made dutiable 
if it comes from the United States, and made free if it comes into Can- 
ada from any other country under the sky. Coffee is made dutiable, 


Coffee, green, from the United States,10 percent.ad valorem. Coffee, roasted 
or ground, from the United States, 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent, ad va- 


And it is made free if it comes into Canada from any other country 
in the world. She is our neighbor, and she prefers, by her recent leg- 
islation, the whole world to the United States. 

Now, for one (it will not add anything to the price of coffee in the 
United States, for we get but little from that way), I would extend to 
Canada from this time out no advantages to her commerce which she 
does not extend tous. I would extend no hospitality to her ships 
which she does not extend to us. When the time comes for the United 
States to deal with Canada as to reciprocity, if ever it shall come, it 
ought to be when Canada has put the United States in her relation to 
her commerce upon the same basis she has put the rest of the world. 

My only object in offering the amendment was to resent this discrim- 
ination made by Canada in her recent legislation against the United 
States. Her merchants may send coffee into the United States, into 
the cities along the border—I do not know that they do—and no duty 
is imposed upon it. Our merchants can not send a pound of coffee, 
green or roasted, into Canada without paying a duty. She ought to 
take from us herown medicine. It will make us better friends later 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I heartily concur with the Senator 
from Wisconsin in his amendment and in his remarks. When we made 
an effort to obtain the China trade by subsidizing a mail line to China 
for the purpose of bringing tea to this country Canada immediately put 
a duty of 10 per cent. upon tea imported from the United States and 
also a duty upon coffee imported from the United States, though free 
from every other place but the United States. It is very well to let 
Canada know we observe such hostile legislation. 

Besides, I see no reason why we should not encourage our mer- 
chants and American citizens en in the carrying trade in import- 
ing direct from China. Ido not believe that it will make any differ- 
ence in the price of tea, for it can be brought just as cheaply direct 
as by a circuitous route. It can be brought just as ate from 
China and Japan to the United States and shipped over our various 
railroads, because we have competing lines now. There is no monopoly 
among the American railroads; there are three or four lines extending 
across the continent. It is fair to those lines that the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin should be adopted. Otherwise the trade 
will come through Canada over the Canadian Pacific. We are treating 
our own railroad lines very badly by imposing upon them restrictions 
and obligations for the purpose of assisting the Canadian Pacific, a Goy- 
ernment road, not built with private capital at all, sustained by Gov- 
ernment subsidies entirely and run at Government expense, in taking 
trade that our railroadsshouldlegitimately carry. We are already doing 
that; and without the amendment ot the Senator from Wisconsin the tea 
would come through Canada and they would supply us in that way, 
and it would be an additional advantage to this Canadian railroad. 

So far as Canada is concerned it never can be built up and occupy 
the vast region north of us unless it has the advantages of dur trade 
and the privileges of rtation through our country. In a country 
situated as it is, with its transportation and its existence as a country 
almost depending upon us, it seems to me that its conduet should be 
resented, and when it lays a special duty against the United States in 
this matter of tea it is but just that we should retaliate to that extent. 

I would not allow Canada any privileges in the United States for 
other reasons besides that. The time has got to come, and there are 
now living those who will see it, when the northern boundary of the 
United States will be the Arctic Ocean. If we build up Canada and 
populate it with a hostile people it will make more difficulties in the 
way; the more people you get there the more difficulties you will have 
in occupying the country. It is the inevitable destiny that the north- 
ern boundary of the United States shall be the ArcticOcean. The re- 
sources we have with us are such that we must necessarily have it; and 
whatever we may do the time will come when there will be a conflict 
over that boundary; 4,000 miles, with a crooked boundary, with a 
people disposed to be hostile as they are, will bring on such a conflict 
that will force us to occupy the country. Now, we builditup. Itis 
inevitable. We donotwant to doit, but they will make us do it. They 
will give us plenty of provocation all the time. Seeing that there isa 
disposition to give us provocation and to drag Eugland into war with 
us we see the constant annoying legislation that they are for framing 
against us. When you see thatconstantly and know their disposition 
why give them our trade? Why build up that country at the expense 
of our own? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to remind the 
Senator that-he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. CULLOM. r. President, in the line of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada, stating that the Canadian Pacific could not be oper- 
ated without the help of the United States, I wish to say itis very cer- 
tain that he is correct. That is a large country, extending 3,000,000 
square miles, as large as the United States, and taking the population 
at 5,000,000 it makes but a little over one and a half persons to the 
square mile in all that country. 

Everybody knows that that railroad could not be operated and sus- 
tain itself with the population and business that that people would give 
it. So its very’existence depends upon what it gets from its connection 
with the United States by its lines running into the United States at 
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` various points and by its policy in securing trade at its termini and at 


\ 


all points touching the United States. 

I simply desire to say that while I am in doubt about the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, because I did not quite get the full 
scope of it, yet Iam not in favor of any provision that looks to the giv- 
ing of any special accommodations to the Canadians under the circum- 
stances. 

The question of discrimination against us on tea and coffee and on 
silver bullion or silver has been referred to. It seems to me that is a 
remarkable state of case; but there has been a constant effort on the 


- partof the Canadian Government from the beginning until now to get 


an advantage of the United States in almost everything that they have 
done that in any way relates to us.. As my time is very brief, I desire 
to call attention to one fact. 

The Canadian Pacific Railroad will carry a pound of tea from China by 
steam-ship to Vancouver, across the continent to St. John and New 
Brunswick or Halifax, then across the Atlantic to Liverpool and by train 
from Liverpool to London for less money than it will haul it from Mon- 
treal to Regina, the capital of the Northwest Territory. The purpose 
of it is, as the Senator from New York has said, to get the tea from 
China into England and then bring it back to us without charging any 
Treight at all, perhaps, and selling it to our people. 

Instead of the United States adopting and encouraging a policy that 
would compel the trade that comes from China and Japan to come di- 
rect to this country and over our own transportation lines, there has 
been apparently a policy of legislation and governmental control, which 
has resulted in everything almost that comes from those eastern coun- 
tries coming to Vancouver and then over the Canadian Pacific, and 
then down into the United States to one point and another. 

So far as I am concerned, I desire to say to the Senate that I have 
been trying to get the attention of the country to the condition of affairs 
that exists between the United States and the country above us, and 
Iam glad to see that the Senate of the United States, as well as the 
country, is waking up to the proposition that we should look a little 
to the rights of the American people, as well as to give these special 
pes all along the line to the people on the other side of the border 


I do not desire to enter into any little petty retaliating measures, 
but there ought to be that sort of national policy adopted by the United 
States Government that would protect our own people look to the 
ſuestion of whether these aggressions and discriminations by Canada 
Seek its railroads and through its canals and in every other way al- 
most should not be guarded against by the American people. 
My timeis up, I suppose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoan] rose at the same time with the Senator from Illinois. The 


Chair will ize the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator rose before, I apologize for getting 
in his way. 


Mr. HOAR. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 

roceed. 

4 Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have been as sensible as any other 
Senator to the conduct of Canada in relation to its inhospitable treat- 
ment of ourfishermen, and I am also fully in favor of this tion 
of the honorable Senator from New York, but I think it ought to be 
said when these earnest complaints are made of the Canadian cy 
that certainly if there is any purpose of hostility to this country it is 
very much disapproved by a very large portion and I believe bya large 
majority of the people of that Dominion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Still it goes on. 

Mr.HOAR. The present Government is shaking in itsshoes the Gov- 
ernment of Sir John Macdonald very largely in consequence of the up- 
rising of the Canadian people against the policy which has been discussed. 
Now, on this particular matter of tea and coffee it is quite natural that 
Canada should desire to get this transportation and this business for 
her railroads so far as she gets any local supply of our tea and coffee 
for her merchants; and the reason she mentions the United States alone 
is hecause the United States is the only country so situated locally as 
to make it applicable, and she only copied a statute which had been 
on our statute-books for years. 

Mr, STEWART. I submit that she passed this law before she had 
a railroad built to the Pacific. 

Mr. HOAR. It was for the purpose of securing that trade for her- 
self, just as we have a thousand provisions in this bill and in other 
bills for the purpose of securing a certain trade for ourselves. While 
it is entirely proper that we should encounter and resist and overthrow 
this purpose of hers, I do not think the particular mention of the 
United States in this special clause is anything which we can attribute 
to a very hostile spirit on the part of Canada. 

Now, in regard to the Canadian Pacific Railroad, a very large num- 
ber of the ablest and wisest business men of Canada believe at this 
moment and charge that that great expenditure for the construction 
and operationof the Canadian Pacific Railroad, a vast sum, equal to 
more than $500,000,000, with which it has been constructed, and the 


expenditure from the Government purse, by which it has been enabled 
to ir has been more for the interest of the United States than 
for interest of Canada. That is the claim and belief among a large 
portion of the Canadian people. 

Without going into that question now, there are two sides to it, and 
certainly some very important portions ot the American continent, the 
cities of Seattle and Tacoma, the cities of St. Paul and Minneapoli 
the cities of Portland and Boston, have been enabled to prevent—I will 
not say the overthrow, but the serious im ent of their own com- 
merce by the unwise tion of one of the provisions of the interstate- 
commerce law, solely by the aid of this Canadian railroad. Without 
entering upon that question at this time—and I hope at some time we 
shall have the result of the reflections of my friend from Ilinois in re- 
gard to some modifications of the provisions of that law—I wish sim- 
ply to say, now that the subject has been mentioned, that it is a ques- ` 
tion where something can be said on both sides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the suggestion of the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from Vermont I withdrew an amendment which cov- 
ered the question of Canadian reciprocity and more or less of Cana- 
dian transportation with a view that we might proceed with this bill 
and have it read through to-day. Now, I ap to Senators, although 
this discussion is certainly a very interesting one and the question in- 
volyed is a very important one, that it really has nothing to do with 
the work we have in hand and with the bilt now under consideration. I 
appeal to the Senator from New York to allow the reading of the bill to 
be proceeded with, with the understanding that his amendment is left 
pending and that a vote may be taken upon it when it is in order at 
some subsequent time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator that this discussion 
of our relations with Canada does not arise necessarily from the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. It comes from the 
amendment p by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is not in order now. 

Mr. MANDERSON, It is in order. > 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will appeal to the Senator from Wisconsin 
to allow the reading of the bill to be finished. 

Mr. HOAR. We are about ready to vote an this. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It struck me that this was the incipient stage of 


a discussion which was liable to run a long time. 
Mr. SPOONER. The incipient stage occurred an hour ago, and it 
is about ended. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 


PuGu] has been trying to get the floor for some time. I he 
ought to be allowed to before this goes by. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. He has twice risen before. 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, in my service on the Committee to Ex- 
amine into our Relations with Canada, I discovered almost an undi- 


vided sentiment in the rising city of Seattle upon this subject of the 


rivalry between the American railways and the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way in the transportation of freight from the West to the East. I. 
found in the cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis the same unanimity 
of sentiment. They were very much in earnest in main the 
rivalry between the Canadian system of transportation by rail and 
the American trunk lines, and they werevery much to oppose 
any legislation on the part of Congress that would interfere with that 


rivalry. 

I do not think there can be any mistake that that is the sentiment: 
of the people of the cities where we made the examination, and it is ſor 
the plain reason which was stated, that better terms were made over the 
Canadian Pacific Railway than over the American trunk lines. It was 
on account of that competition that they were able to make better 
terms for the transportation of freight to the Easterncities. So, sir, for 
one, I regard the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin as giving 
a monopoly to the American trunk lines of all the freight that would 
come from the West to the Eastern cities, Boston and Portland, ete. I 
can understand why those who are interested in the cities on our Great 
Lakes, like Chicago, are interested in getting that transportation over 


these lines. I can understand that that is the reason why the Senator ~ 


from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is favorable to the amen 
Senator from Wisconsin; but I am satisfied that that rivalry, that an- 
tagonism between the Canadian system of transportation and the Ameri- 
can railways ought to be maintained, oughtnot to be disturbed. There 
has been nocase brought tothe examination of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission by which they have been required to decide whether that 
made a case for the suspension of the fourth clause in relation to the 
long and short haul. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 


the Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. PUGH. I just simply say that they have decided that there 
never has been a case made for the decision of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission that interferes with the rivalry between these two systems 
of transportation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I very much hope that the facts brought to the at- 


ent of the 
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tention of the Senate by the Senator from Wisconsin, which certainly 
are very important an very peculiar, will bring the Senate back to 
the consideration of a question which was up at the time the Mills bill 
was on hand, when I offered this amendment, which had been recom- 
mended by Mr. Cleveland: 

Src. —. That all laws and parts of laws which exempt from the paas of 


duties any articles of commerce upon which duties are imposed in this act, 


when such articles have been entered in the custom-houses of the United States 
and are in transit through the United States, to or from the Dominion of Canada 
or any province thereof, are hereby declared to be inoperative: Provided, That 
this declaration does not apply to Article XXX of the treaty with Great Britain, 
concluded May 8, 1871, or to t part of any act of Congress which gives opera- 
tion and effect to said article. 

On that amendment the yeas and nays were called and there were 18 
yeas and 32 nays, every Democrat in the Senate voting yea! and 
every Republican in the Senate voting nay. Now, Mr. President, 
because we refused to adopt that suggestion of the President of the 
United States, we are in this dilemma with Canada. Canada finds 
herself under license {rom our action on that occasion to put tariff dis- 
criminations againstus which really violate our treaty arrangements 
and stipulations with Great Britain. The Government of the United 
States ought to call the attention of Great Britain sharply to this dis- 
crimination against the interests of the United States on the part of 


Canada, which are exceedingly unjust, selfish, and abusive of us, when 


we are conceding to her the right to bring her goods in bond toand fro 
through the United States and export them to Great Britain and seek 
her market there without charging them any duty or toll or any other 
consideration for the privilege. 

That is all I want to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Maryland that he has spoken once on this question, 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not want to speak; I merely wish to offer an 
amendment and ask that it may be read. I ask the Senator from New 
York to modify his proposition by inserting what I propose, if he will. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland will be read. . 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That teas imported direct to the United States by citizens of the 
United States on through bills of lading from countries east of the Cape of Good 
Hope and transshipped at any foreign port or place shall not be subject to the 
duty herein provided for. 

Mr. EVARTS. If I am permitted to open my mouth, I will say 
that I will accept that amendment and treat it as a part of the amend- 
ment which I offered, if it is in order. 

Mr. GORMAN, It is inorder. 

Mr. EVARTS. Then there will remain nothing but this amend- 
ment as it is modified and the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin., 

The PRESIDENT prò tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from New York to accept the modification snggested by the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have that read again. It is im- 
rtant. 

P The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas the growth or prod- 
uce of the countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when pe brag from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

‘That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any porpora in any country intermediate between the country of ex- 

rtand the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such 
ntermediate country, but shall be treated as teas imported from such inter- 
mediate country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly: Provided, 
That teas imported direct to the United States by citizens of the United States 
on through bills of lading from countries east of the Cape of Good Hope and 
fpped at any foreign port or place shall not be subject to the duty 

herein provided for. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Senator from Maryland if the effect of 
his amendment would be to allow an American citizen to ship tea over 
the Canadian Pacific Railroad directly and free from this duty. 

Mr. GORMAN, No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the clause in the provision offered 
by the Senator from Maryland as to the exclusive benefit given to citi- 
zens of the United States, I am afraid, will come in conflict with some 


of our commercial treaties, which Iam quite confident provide that. 


the citizens and subjects of the country with whom we have them 
shall be entitled to bring their goods into the United States upon the 
same terms that citizens of the United States do, and I suggest to him 
that that particular part of the clause had better be stricken out of the 
amendment. : 

Mr. GORMAN, Very well 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words “ of citi- 
zens of the United States; so as to read: 


Provided, That teas imported direct to the United States on through bills of 
lading from countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, and transship toany 
foreign port or place, shall not be Subject to the duty herein provided for. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
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ment will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 
The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. GORMAN. What are we voting on now? 
The PRESIDENT pro ve. The amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER | to the amendment, which will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment the 
following: 


There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all coffee, green, from the Do- 
minion of Canada lo per cent. ad valorem, and upon all coffee, roasted or ground, 
from the Dominion of Canada 3 cents per pound and 10 per cent, ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] as 
modified. The amendment will be stated, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has not that just been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not since it has been modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all teas the growth or prod- 
uce of the countries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from places 
west of the Cape of Good Hope, a duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem. . 

That teas that have been entered for consumption, or for warehouse, or that 
have been permitted to remain unclaimed, or that have been permitted to re- 
main for any papos in any country intermediate between the country of ex- 

rt aud the United States, shall not be considered as in transit through such 
intermediate country, but shall be treated as teas imported for such interme- 
diate country, and be valued and rated for duty accordingly: Provided, Thai 
teas imported direct to the United States on through bills of lading from coun- 
tries east of the Cape of Good Hope, and transshipped at any foreign port or 
place, shall not be subject to the duty herein provided for. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the bill will be re- 


sumed. 
The Chief Clerk read section 9, as follows: 


Sec, 9. That all medicines, preparations, compositions, perfumery, cosmetics, 
cordials, and other liquors manufactured wholly or in part of domestic spir- 
ita, intended for exportation, as provided by law, in order to be manufactured 
and sold or removed, without being charged with duty and without having a 
stamp affixed thereto, shall, under such regulations as the of the 
Treasury may prescribe, be made and manufactured in warehouses s mang 
constructed to those known and designated in Treasury regulations as bondi 
warehouses, class 2: Provided, That such manufactory shall first give satis- 
factory bonds to the collector of internal revenue for the faithful observance of 
all the provisions of law and the regulations as aforesaid, in amount not less 
than half of that required by the ulations of the Secretary of the Treasury 
from persons allowed bonded warehouses, Such goods, when manufactured 
in such warehouses, may be removed for pores under the direction ofthe 
proper officer having charge thereof, who ll be designated 3 Secretary 
of the Treasury without being charged with duty,and without having astamp 
affixed thereto. Any manufacturer of the articles aforesaid, or any of them, 
having such bonded warehouse as aforesaid, shall be at liberty, under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 8 to convey therein 
any materials to be used in such manufacture which are allowed by the provis- 
fons of law to be exported free from tax or duty, as well as the necessary materi- 
als, implements, vessels, brands, and labels for the preparation, put- 
ting up, and exportof the said manufactured articles; and every article so used 
shall be exempt from the payment of stamp and excise duty by such manufact- 
urer; but such necessary materials, implements, packages, vessels, brands, and 
labels, if dutiable, shal! be deemed to have entered into consumption, and shall 
not be 25 from duty by reason of such use, Articles and materials (ex- 
cept distilled spirits) so to be used may be transferred any bonded ware- 
house in which the same may be, under such regulation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe,into any bonded warehouse in which such manufact- 
ure may be conducted, and may be used insuch manufacture, and when so used 
shall be exempt from stamp and excise duty; and the receipt of the officer in 
cha: as atoresaid shall be received as a voucher for the manufacture of such 
articles. Any materials imported into the United States may, under such rules 
as the 8 the Treasury may prescribe and under the direction of the 
proper officer, removed in original packages from on ship-board, or from 
the bonded warehouse in which the same may be, into the bonded warehouse 
in which such manufacture may be carried on, for the purpose of being used in 
such manufacture without payment of duties thereon, and may there be used 
in such manufacture. No article so removed, nor any article manufactured in 
said bonded warehouse, shall be taken therefrom except for exportation, under 
the direction of the proper officer having charge thereof as aforesaid, whose 
certificate, describing the articles by their mark or otherwise, the quantity, the 
date of importation, and name of vessel, with such additional particulars as 
may from time to time be required, shal! be received by the collector of customs 
in cancellation of the bond or return of the amount of foreign import duties. 
All labor performed and services rendered under these regulations shall be un- 
oe the supervision of an officer of the customs and at the expenseof the man- 

acturer. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In line 17, on page 139, I move to strike ont 
“ manufactory ™ and insert mannfacturer;’’ so as to read: 
That such manufacturer shall first give satisfactory bonds, eto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance to the section will now be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, In section 9, on page 140, line 13, after the 
word manufacturer,“ it is proposed to strike out: 

But such necessary materials, implements, packages, vessels, brands, and la- 
bels, if dutiable, shall be deemed to have entered into consumption and shall 
not be exempt from duty by reason of such use, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in the same 
section, in line 16, alter the word materials,“ to strike out (except 
distilled spirits) ;*? so as to read: 

Articles and materials so to be used may be transferred irom say bonded 


warehouse in which the same may be, under such . nagma as 
of the Treasury may prescribe, intoany bonded warehouse in which such mage 
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shall be exempt from stamp and excise duty. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In line 24, on page 140, I move to strike out the 
= ‘ta voucher ſor and insert prima facie evidence of; so as to 


ufacture may be conducted, and may be used in such manufacture, and when 
so used 


And the receipt of the officer in charge as aforesaid shall be received as prima 
facie evidence of the manufacture of such articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. In this section, on page 140, I find the following pro- 
vision, to which I call the attention ot the Senator from Rhode Island: 

Any manufacturer of the articles aforesaid, or any of them, having such 
bonded warehouse as aforesaid, shall be at liberty, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, to convey therein any materials 
to be used in such manufacture which are allowed by the provisions of law to 
be exported free from tax or duty, as well as the necessary materials, imple- 
ments, packages, vessels, brands, and labels for the preparation, putting up, 
and export of the said manufactured articles. 

I ask the Senator if that does not give the manufacturer of articles 
which are intended to be exported the privilege of buying and using all 
kinds of implements necessary for his manufacture free of duty—all his 
tools, necessary materials, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand the language in that way. 
In the sixth and seventh lines provision is made for the— 
materials to be used insuch manufacture which are allowed by the provisions 
of law to be exported free from tax or duty. 

And in addition to that he is authorized to take to the factory the 
necessary domestic implements, machinery, etc. 

Mr. VANCE. It says further on in the paragraph: 

And every article so used shall be exempt from the payment of stamp and 
excise duty by such manufacturer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true; but there is no excise tax or duty 
upon the domestic materials and implements in the tactory. 

Mr. VANCE. Very true; but will not the language there give him 
free machinery, if machinery is used, and free implements of all kinds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not so intended, and I do not think that a 
construction of that kind could be put upon the language. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading will proceed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that the amendment which was adopted in line 
24 may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in line 24, which 
was agreed to, will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 24 strike out the words a voucher 
for’? and insert prima facie evidence of;’’ so as to read: 

And the receipt of the officerin charge as aforesaid shall be received as prima 
Jacie evidence of the manufacture of such articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before proceeding to section 10 I wish to call 
attention to what I regard asa most important and radical change in 
our customs laws. I am not at all sure but what we have arrived at 
sucha stage that we may make the experiment, bat it might as well be 
understood that any foreign article imported from abroad may be used 
in the manufacture of cloth or in the manufacture of anything what- 
ever that can be manufactured in this country for exportation, and that 
for the first time isin this broad and general way introduced in this bill. 
Senators will see it more especially exemplified in section 24 of this 
bill; and at the bottom of page 140, in section 9, I will read this pro- 
vision: 

Any materials imported into the United States may, under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, and under the direction of the pro 
officer, be removed in original pac from on shipboard, or from the bonded 
warehouse in which the same may be, into the bonded warehouse in which 
such manufacture may be carried on, for the purpose of being used in such 
manufacture, without payment of duties thereon, and may there be used in 
such manufacture, 

Then it goes on with other provisions. I have no doubt that under 
this law imported wools or imported materials of any kind may be in- 
troduced in the manufacture of goods for export, but only for export, 
as a matter of course. This is the first time that this broad principle 
has been so applied. There have been provisions heretofore made by 
which certain materials, defined and named by the law, have been al- 
lowed to be placed in bonded warehouses and taken ont from time to 
to time as needed. y 

Now, section 24 amplifies this section and applies generally to all ar- 
ticles made in this country for export. It reads; 

Seg. 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 
States, there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of 
such duties, 

So that any imported article, whatever may be its name or nature, 
may be used in the manufacture of anything in this country under the 
regulations in this bill, and exported; and I suppose the purpose of the 
bill, the avowed purpose, had better be understood distinctly by Sena- 
tors to be to give to our domestic manufacturers the use of foreign ma- 
terials to any extent for articles intended for exportation. There are 
one or two other things in section 24 that I will call attention to here- 
after, where there ought to be a limitation. I wish the Senate to un- 
derstand that this bill as it comes to us from the House is framed upon 
that basis, and, if there is any objection to it, that it should be stated 
now. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has N 4 
observed the very great care which has been taken all turough this b 
to make it perfectly sure that whatever cheapening of articles of man- 
ufacture may occur, arising from this bill, the American people shall 
not be indulged in the benefit of it, but that the American mannfact- 
urer may make goods for export as cheap as he can, and for that pur- 
pose manufacture foreign material, and the American consumer is to be 
denied any such benefit. It seems to me that the provision the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has called attention to is designed to preserve what the 
pena from Rhode Island called the symmetry and the harmony of 
the bill. ` 

A Benator near me suggests that it gives to the manufacturer on the 
Atlantic coast free raw material in order that he may supply the people 
who live in foreign lands with cheap articles of manufacture, the priv- 
ilege of which is denied the persons who have the actual privilege of 
living on American soil. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this is a provision which in not less 
than two, and I think three, Congresses I have introduced in the form 
of a specific bill and pressed upon the attention of the Senate. Those 
bills have been referred to the Committee on Finance, and they have 
never been heard from. 

The idea, however, now makes its appearance in the form of this gen- 
eral provision in the bill which comes to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and I submit that if there is any righteous provision in this 
bill it is the one with which we are now dealing. Every article which 
thus comes to this country and enters into the composition of a manu- 
factured thing for export abroad, will, by virtue of this provision, be- 
come a free raw material and entering into that article which in nowise 
can ever compete with the American product in the American market. 
It goes abroad to be sold abroad in the way of free and equal produc- 
tion with foreign-produced articles in foreign markets, 

So then we have here carried out fullyand explicitly with reference 
to everything which can increase our foreign trade, the o principi of 
free raw material which both sides of the Chamber I th assent to, 
and in this way at least 33 percent. of the manufacturing ben res f of 
the American plant for manufactures of every description be util- 
ized for the purpose of competing in foreign markets for the foreign 
trade. It in no way can interfere with domestic competition, with the 
highly protected domestic market atall, but it does give us an equality 
of competition with foreign producers in foreign markets and opens 
up the way to that increase of our foreign trade which isso exceedingly 
desirable. It does no injury at homeand it gives us every opportunity 
we can desire abroad. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 


from New Hampshire has reversed the policy which we ought to pur- 
sue. If we are to give cheap prodnets to anybody, I think it ought to 
be to our own people, and not to foreigners, 

The Senator justifies this provision upon the ground that it will 
enable the manufacturers of the United States to procure their material 
free and export their products and sell them, not in competition, as he 
says, with the highly protected products of this country, but to the peo- 
ple in other countries, at lower prices than they can sell them for here. 
That is not the ground upon which we have advocated free raw ma- 
terial. The ground upon which I have advocated free raw materials 
has been that our manufacturers might produce their commodities and 
sell them at a lower price to our own people, and not at a lower price 
to people abroad only. 

If this be a good policy, if the proposition made by tlve Senator from 
New Hampshire is the correct one, that it does enable the manufacturers 
to sell their goods abroad cheaper than they can sell them at home, 
then my proposition to give our manufacturers free raw materials to 
make goods for the domestic market would enable them to sell to our 
own people lower than they now do, and it is predicated upon the fact 
that the duty upon raw materials does enter into the cost of the manu- 
factured articles and increase their price to the consumer here. If it 
does not the removal of the duty n raw materials use i in the manu- 
facture of goods for exportation would not affect their price at all or 
enable our manufacturers to sell them abroad. 

Now, sir, we ought to reverse this policy, or at least it we do not re- 
verse it we should supplement it by giving to our manufacturers free 
raw materials as far as we can, and reducing duties upon other ma- 
terials as far as we can, to be used in the production of articles for the 
home market and the consumption of our own people. I do not object 
to the purpose which this legislation is intended to accomplish; that 
is, to give our manufacturers whenever we can do so the privilege of 
using free raw material, but I object to this partial and unjust method 


which gives the benefit of the policy to the foreigner and then denies - 


it to the American citizen; and that is what this bill does. 

As the Senator from Ohio said, this provision, as it now stands, is 
entirely new. We have another one which is entirely new contained 
in the twenty-fourth section of this bill. Heretofore, when anything 
was imported and used in the manufacture of an article, in order to en- 
title the manufacturer to the drawback upon the exportation of his 
product, he must have consumed nothing but the imported material in 
the production of the commodity. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Not all of it. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I think that has been the universal rule, certainly 
the general rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think not the general rule, even. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, for the first time, so far as I know, 
it is provided in the twenty-fourth section of this bill that when the 
manufacturer uses part imported raw material he may receive a draw- 
back upon re ip if it can be identified. 

Mr. ALDRI Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainiy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I may be able to bring this discussion to 
an end. I will say that this section now under consideration is exactly 
the present law, verbatim et literatim. The Senator from Kentucky and 
the Senator from Ohio are proceeding upon the theory that this now ap- 
pears in the law for the first time, as if it was a great innovation. As 
amended by the committee it is in the precise terms of the present law” 

Mr. SPOONER. Section 24, to which the Senator from Kentucky 
alludes, is new, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Section 24 is partially new. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator from Kentucky alludes to. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Section 24 is entirely new. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Senators are discussing this question as if it was 
entirely a new one, when it is not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Ohio stated this was new, but 
whether it is new or not all I have said 5 to it with equal force 
if it has any force at all. It isa policy adopted deliberately by the 
Congress of the United States to secure to foreign consumers the arti- 
cles produced in this country at lower prices than they are given to our 


own 0. 

Mr. STEWART. The difficulty about this question is to ascertain 
what is raw material. Every manufacturer regards all things as raw 
matcrial that come to his shop, and when they are there manufactured 
the product is a manufactured article. My definition of raw material 
is something that nobody has ever bestowed any labor Gs ar whatever, 
which never has had any labor uponit. As soon as any labor is placed 
upon it, whether directly or indirectly, it is no longer raw material, 
and if an article is to be protected it should be protected because it 
ga a labor to produce it. 

so far as this principle is concerned, it is a most wise one. In the 
first place, we must have a tariſt that protects all, if we are to have an 
honest tariff to protect all labor in this country and it is desirable to 
have foreign trade. It is stated that we must get some foreign markets 
by allowing raw material to come in and pay a duty and after it is 
manufactured here and is exported adrawback may be allowed. What 
does that affect? What is the result of that? It does not compete 
with any labor here. It does not come in competition with us and 
ean do no harm, but it builds up large establishments and enables us 
to compete with other large establishments throughout the world in the 
contest for foreign trade. 

It does another thing. It gives employment to people here in this 
country who are which benefits the whole community of 

ucers. It enables us to have all the benefits of manufacturing in 
country, and I tell you where the manufacturing is there will the 
prosperity be also, and where the manufacturing is not there will be 
rty. The one-crop farmer will always be poor, The riches will 
3 there is a variety of labor, a variety of production; and if we 
can haye more labor performed here, if we can give labor to the people 
here without competing with any other labor, if we can build up large 
establishments here which can send their goods to foreign lands and 
uire foreign trade, why not do it? Can anybody point out where 
this will harm any American citizen? I think not. I like the prin- 


oe VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR], it seems to me, as well as the provision of this section, 
gives away the whole question and establishes beyond a doubt that but 
for the duty on the raw material the American manufacturer could 
compete with the E n manufacturer in the markets of the world. 
It is admitted if these duties on his raw material be removed that he 
can sell cheaper to foreigners than he can at home, and if he sells at 
all in competition with foreigners he has got to sell either cheaper or 
atleast upon the same terms. So, then, the whole duty bee ge n 
Senators on that side of maintaining the wages of American. labor 
arises from the fact that they have unduly increased the price of thg 
material on which that American labor has to be engaged, and but for 
that high priced material we should not need such enormous protective 
duties upon anyth 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] suggests that there is no 
competition here. I should like to know from him or from any other 
Senator if you remove the duty upon the foreign raw material, or, what 
is the same thing, refund the duty to the manufacturer who uses it, 
what is to become of the native producer of the same kind of raw ma- 
terial in America? It seems to me, sir, that he would have to go by 
toe boari, me Ph Gis Telg be stare: Bera din Aim: we 
levy a duty upon the foreign raw material for the of protect- 


ing the producer of the home raw material and then repay the manu- 


facturer that duty all which he manufactures and exports, we 
leave the producer of the American article entirely in the lurch, and 
2 labor is directly in competition with foreign labor without any pro- 
tion, 

7675 ALDRICH. Lask that the reading of the bill may be proceeded 
With. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 10 and 11, as follows: 

Sze. 10. All areatan are prohibited from importing into the United States 


from any fori country any obscene book, pamphlet, paper, writing, adver- 
tisement, circular, print, picture, drawing, or other representation ure, or 
image on or of paper or er material, or any cast, instrument, or other article 


of an immoral nature, or any drug or medicine, or any article whatever, for the 
RNE AA VAL ODECE MIS OCON OA an cackegna nail caer panto: 
whether impo: se yor contain n ages with other en- 
titled to entry, shall be admitted to 8 and all such articles shall bet ro- 
ceeded against, seized, and forfeited by due course of law. All such rohibited 
articles and the package in which they are contained in the course of importa- 
tion shall be detained by the officer of customs, and proceedings taken against 
the same as prescribed in the following section, unless it appears to the satis- 
faction of the collector of customs that the obscene articles contained in the 
package were inclosed therein without the knowl or consent of the im- 

Provided the gs hereinbefore men- 


rter, 5 8 „ T 
toned, 8 bulk and not put up for any of the purposes herein- 
before specified, are excepted from the operation of this section. 

Sec, II. That whoever, being an officer, agent, or employé of the Government 
of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet any n engaged in any 
violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting importing, advertising, 
dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail obscene or indecent 

ublications or representations, or means for preventisg conception or ur- 

abortion, or other articles of tor immoral use or tendency, nhal 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be pun’ le by 
afine of not more than $5,000 or by imprisonment at hard labor for not more 
than ten years, or both, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why it was worth while to limit that to officers, agents, or employés of 
the Government of the United States. Why should it not be applied 
to anyone who knowingly aids or abets any person engaged in the vio- 
lation of the provisions of the law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that I think the offense alluded to by 
the Senator from Massachusetts is provided for elsewhere. This only 
applies to officers of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not see any particular reason for the limitation. 
I should think that.any person who would knowingly aid or abet per- 
sons engaged in this offense should be punished. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to accept any amendment the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts may suggest. 

Mr. HOAR. I move tostrike out after the word whoever,’’ in line 
17, down to and including the word United States, in line 18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 11, on page 142, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘ whoever,” it is proposed to strikoout “being an officer, agent, 
or employé of the Government of the United States; so as to read: 


Src. 11. That whoever shall knowingly aid or abet any person engaged in any 
violation of any of the provisions of law 7 mporting, advertising, 
dealing in, exhibiting, orsending or receiving by mail obscene or indecent pu 
lications or representations, or means for preventing conception or procuring 
abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 12 wasread, as follows: 

Sec. 12. That any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, 
within the proper district, before whom complaint in writing of any violation 
of the two preceding sections is made, to the satisfaction of such judge, and 
founded on know} or belief, and, if upon belief, setting forth the grounds 
of such belief, and supported by oath or affirmation of the complainant, may 
issue, „ the Constitution, a warrant d to the marshal or 
any deputy marshal, in the proper district, directing him to search for, seize, 
and take ofany such article or thing h. nbefore mentioned, and 
to make due and immediate return thereof to the end that the same may be 
condemned and destroyed by proceedings which shall be conducted in the 
same manner as other proceedings in the cass of municipal seizure, and with 
the same right of appeal or writ of error. 


Mr. HOAR, I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island what is the meaning of the phraseology contained in the ff - 
teenth and sixteenth lines which reads as other proceedings in the 
case of municipal seizure,” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The sections which we are now considering are 
exactly in the terms of the present law. They are put here simply 
for the purpose of having all the provisions of this kind in one enact- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. If that is the case I will not interfere with it, but it 
seems to me the phrase to which I have called attention is a very un- 
meaning one. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the language used in line 12 of the 
section is rather e. It says any such article or thing hereinbe- 
fore mentioned.” e articles referted to are in the two preceding 
sections, and I suggest that the words two preceding sections 
should be inserted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. I will move, in line 
12, to strike out the word ‘‘hereinbefore;’’ and in the same line, after 
the word “mentioned, to insert in the two preceding sections.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 12, on page 143, line 12, before the 
word mentioned,“ it is proposed to strike out hereinbefore, and, 
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after the word mentioned,“ to insert in the two preceding sec- 
tions; so as to make the section read: 


Src. 12. That any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, 
within the proper district, before whom complaint in writin; of any violation 
of the two preceding sections is made, to the satisfaction such judge, and 
founded on ieabwiedae or belief, and, if a belief, setting forth the grounds 
of such belief, and su panes by oath or aflirmation of the complainant, may is- 
sue, conformably tor e tution, a warrant directed to the marshal orany 
deputy marshal, in the proper district, directing him to search for, seize, and 
take on of any such article or thing mentioned in the two preceding 
sections and to make due and immediate return thereof to the end that the same 
may be condemned and destroyed by proceedings which shall be conducted in 
the same manner as other proceedings in the case of municipal seizure, and 
with the same right of appeal or writ oferror. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Sections 13 and 14 were read, as follows: ° 


Sec. 13. That machinery for repair may be imported into the United States 
without payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised 
valne thereof, to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shall haye 
been repaired; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to protect the revenue 

st fraud, aud secure the identity and character of all such importations 
when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and limiting the — — and 
withdrawal to the same port of entry where imported, and also limiting all 
bonds to a period of time of not more than six months from the date of the im- 


rtation, 
PSko. 14. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. 
John River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens and sawed or 


hewed in the province of New Brunswick by American 9 same being 
un manufactured in whole or in part, which is now admitted into the ports of 
the United States free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted under such regu- 
Jations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, prescribe. 


Mr. PLUMB. Icall attention to the paragraph which has just been 
read. I think it is reproduced from the tariff law of 1883, as well as 
the preceding one, but it is extraterritorial, and the profits which it 
gives to the citizens of Maine seem to besomewhat peculiar. I should 
like to have an explanation as to the propriety of section 14, and also 
an explanation as to why section 15 should be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. The sections themselves, as read, told their own story. 
They are the existing law—what is called the St. John River em- 
ployers’ act—and have been the law for thirty years. Any one familiar 
with geography knows that the streams there take their rise, some of 
them in Maine, and go through New Brunswick, and the only way of 
getting the lumber out is to go through the territory of the British do- 
minion and the province of New Brunswick, and this situation there 
was the cause of the statute, which has never been found fault with 
that I am aware of. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know that I find fault with it. I was only 
wondering why it was that the citizens of the State of Maine should be 
given this peculiar privilege, and nobody else. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know, if such conditions existed anywhere 
else, that any citizen of Maine would object to the application of the 
same provision to them. They have been quite content with their own 
concerns. The statute was passed without objection, and it has given 
rise to no irregularities, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no doubt the citizens of Maine are entirely 
satisfied with it. They seem to have been pretty well cared for in this 
bill. I was only wondering whether there might not be some 
ment of tlie privilege for the benefit of other people in the United States. 

Mr, CARLISLE. I think the criticism made by the Senator from 
Kansas is correct. Suppose a citizen of Kansas or a citizen of Ken- 
tucky should establish a saw-mill on these rivers, he could not get the 
benefit of this provision. 

Mr. HALE. Why not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Any American citizen would have exactly the same 


ivilege. 
Pr fr CARLISLE. I beg theSenator’s pardon. Not having the clause 
before me, I thought from what the Senator from Kansas said that the 
provision applied only to citizens of Maine, 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understood the Senator from Kansas to ask the 
question why the citizens of Maine should alone have this privilege. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itpractically comes to that, because, of course, citi- 
zens of Maine are the only persons who will be benefited. Certainly 
no one who is not a citizen of that State will ever go there. [Laugh- 
ter.] But it seems that they may take their lumber into New Bruns- 
wick, and it may still be imported into the United States free of duty. 
I do not know but that that is all right. It does not disturb the mo- 
notony that has prevailed throughout this bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Section 15 was read, as follows: 

Sko. 15, That the produce of the forests of tlie State of Maine upon the St. 
Croix River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens and sawed in the 

vince of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmanu- 
ured in whole or in part,and having paid the same taxes as other American 


lumber on that river, shall be admitted into the ports of the United States free 
of duty, under such regulationsas the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time 


to time, prescribe. 

Mr. HOAR. While we are cross-examining the Senator from Maine 
I should like to ask him why, in one of these sections, there is a pro- 
vision in regard to their having paid taxes and in the other there is 
not. In section 15, line 17, the produce of the forests of the State of 
Maine upon the St. Croix River and its tributaries owned by American 


` 


citizens and sawed in the province of New Brunswick by American citi- 
zens must have paid the same taxes as other American lumber on that 


river. What those taxes are I do not know. The fourteenth section 
contains no such provision, 
Mr. ALLISON. No doubt that is a relic of the internal-revenue 


taxes of the olden time. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there is no occasion for having that language 
incorporated in the bill now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Section 16 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 16, That a discriminating duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem, in addition to 


the duties im law, shall be levied, collected, and paid on all 
wares,or me dise which shall be imported in vessels not ofthe United 
but this discriminating duty shall not apply to goods, wares, and 


which shall be imported in vessels not of the United States, entitled, by treaty 
or any act of Congress, to be entered in the ports of the United States on pay- 
ment of the same duties as shall then be d on goods, wares, and me! — 
dise imported in vessels of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. For information, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island the meaning of the words in line 17 of section 15, 
‘* having paid the same taxes as other American Inmber on that river.“ 
What taxes are referred to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to think that the phraseology is a 
little obsolete. I have no doubt when first adopted it referred to the 
internal-revenue taxes, and the same language has been continued from 
time to time in the various revenue laws and the codifications made 
from those originally adopted. 

1 GORMAN. Tsuggest then that we go back and strike out that 
guage, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa referred to that as being the 
reason for the use of those words. ‘There is no objection to the words 
going out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 17, page 144, after the word 1 
move to strike out down to and including the word river,“ in line 18. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 15, on page 144, line 17, after the word 
„part,“ it is proposed to strike out and having paid the same taxes 
Soe American lumber on that river;“ so as to make the section 

vise: 15. That the produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St, 
Croix River and its tributaries,owned by American citizens and sawed in the 
Province of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmanu- 
factured in whole or in part, s be admitted into the ports of 
States free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, from time to time, be, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 17 and 18 were read, as follows: 


Sec. 17. That no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for 
by treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any fore port or, 
place, except in vessels of the United States, or in such fo vessels as trul: 


are the 1 — . or 8 or — wh — wares, 
or mero! can on or most us y are, first ship ‘or transporta- 
tion. All ý SEREA merchandise imported contrary to section, and 
the vessel wherein the same shall be im er with her cargo, tackle, 
apparel, and furniture, shall be forfeited to the Un: States; and such goods, 
wares, or merchandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo l be liable to be seized, 
prosecuted, and condemned, in like manner, and under the same tions, 


restrictions, and provisions as have been hereto! 
ery, collection, ution, and remission of forfeitures to the United States by 
the 5 secti hall not ly to vessels or goods, 

EC. 18. the ng on s not apply to v or wares, 
or merchandise imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does not main- 
tain a similar regulation against vessels of the United States, 


Mr. GORMAN. The Chief Clerk is reading so rapidly that it is diffi- 
cult to keep up with him. I wish to cail the attention of the Senate 
to section 17, which provides: 


That no goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for by treaty, 
shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place, 
in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign veasels as truly and whol 
belong tothe citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods are the 


growth, production, or manufacture, or from which such wares, or mer- 
chandise can only be, or most usually are, first shipped for transportation. 

I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if that change would not pro- 
hibit the importation in foreign vessels which are in part owned by 


American citizens? There are several lines of vessels now sailing under 
the British flag the majority of whose stock is owned in this 3 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think those are all covered by treaties. 
only applies to countries with which we have no treaties. This is taken 
from a very old statute, and I think there are no cases to which it will 
apply now. I think there are no civilized countries with which the 
United States does not have treaties. : 
Mr, SHERMAN, Section 18, which has been read, covers that, as 
the Senator will see. 5 
The following sections were read: 


Src. 19. That the importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle from 
any foreign country into the United States is prohibited: That the 
operation of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or coun- 
tries, or any of such country or countries, whenever of the 
Treasury shall officially determine and give public notice thereof that such im- 

ion will not tend to the introduction or spread of contagious or infectious 
isenses among the cattle of the United States; and the of the Treas- 
thori: it shall be his duty, to make all 


ury is hereby au zed and empowered, and 
necessary orders and regulations to carry this into eftect, or to 
the same as therein provided, and to send copies thereof to the proper 
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in the United States, andto such officers or agents ofthe United Statesin foreign 
countries as he shall judge n * 

Sec, 20. That any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the 
ious of the preceding section shall be fined not exceed $500 or imprisoned 
not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the coart, 

Sec, 21. That upon the reimportation of articles once exported of the growth, 

uct, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal tax has 

assessed or paid, or upon which such tax been paid and re unded by 
allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty equal 
to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws pris’ e articles, except ar- 
ticles manufactured in bonded warehouses and ex ursuant to law, which 
shall be subject to the same rate of duty as if originally imported. 

Src. 22. That wheneverany vessel laden with merchandise in whole or in part 
subject to duty has been sunk in any river, harbor, 
the jurisdiction ofthe United States, and within its limits, for the period of two 

. years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, any person who may raise such 
vessel shall be permitted to bring any merchandise recovered therefrom into 
the port nearest to the place where such vessel was so raised, free from the pay- 
ment of any duty thereupon and without being obliged to enter the same at the 
custom-house, but under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 


bay, or waters subject to 


rescribe, 

Geo. 23. That the works of manufacturers engaged in smelting or refining 
metals in the United States may be designated as bonded warehouses under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may be: Provide 
That such manufacturers shali first give satisfactory bonds to the Secretary o 
Treasury. Metals in any crude form requiring smelting or refining to make 

readily available in the arts, imported into the United States to be smelted 
or refined and intended to be expo in arefined but unmanufactured state, 
shall, under such rules as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe and un- 
der the direction of the proper officer, be removed in original packages or in 
bulk from the vessel or other vehicle on which it has been imported, or from 
the bonded warehouse in which the same may be into the bonded warehouse in 
which such e and refining may be carried on, for the purpose of being 
smelted and refined without payment of duties thereon, and may there be 
smelted and refined, together with other metals of home or foreign production: 
Provided, That each day a quantity of refined metal equal to the amount of 
imported metal refined that day shall be set aside, and such metal so set aside 
shall not be taken from said works except for exportation, under the direction 
ofthe proper officer having charge thereof as aforesaid, wh se certificate, de- 
scribing the articies by their marks or otherwise, the quantity, the date of im- 
portation, and the name of vessel or other vehicle by which it was im R 
with such additional particulars as may from time to time be required, shall be 
received by the collector of customs as sufficient evidence of the exportation of 
the metal, or it may be removed, undersuch regulations as the 3 of the 
Treasury may prescribe, to any other bonded warehouse, or upon entry for and 
paymentof duties, „ All labor performed and services 
rendered under these ations shall be under the supervision ofan officer of 
the customs, to be appointed by the Secretary of the 
pense of the manufacturer. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 149, 
line 6, section 24, after the word! manufactured,” to insert or pro- 
duced; in line 16, after the word ‘‘ manufacture,” to insert or pro- 
duction; ” in line 21, after ‘‘ manufacture,“ to insert or production;”’ 
in line 24, after “manufacturer,” to insert producer; ” and in line 22, 
after ‘‘ manufacturer,” to insert ‘‘ producer;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Src, 24. That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are 
used in the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United 

there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback 
equal in amount to the duties paid on the materials less 1 per cent. of such 
duties: Provided, That when the articles exported are made in part from do- 
mestic materials, the imported materials, or the parts of the articles made from 
such mat. rials, shall so appear in the completed articles that the quantity or 
measure thereof may be ascertained : And provided further, That the drawback 
on any article allowed under existing law shall be continued at the rate herein 
—— Po That the imported materials used in the manufacture or production 
of articles entitled to drawback of customs duties when exported shall, in all 
cases where drawback of duties paid on such materials is claimed, be identified. 
the quantity of such materials used and the amountof duties paid thereon shall 
be ascertained, the facts of the manufacture or production of such articles in 
the United States and their exportation therefrom shall be determined, and the 
drawback due thereon shall be paid to the manufacturer, producer, or exporter, 
orto the agentof either, orto the person to whom such manufacturer, producer, 
ex r, or meet eel in writing order such drawback paid, under such regu- 

asthe tary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SHERMAN, This is the section to which I referred awhile 
ago, which provides: 

That where imported materials on which duties have been paid are used in 
the manufacture of articles manufactured or produced in the United States 
there shall be allowed on the exportation of such articles a drawback equal in 
amount to the duties paid on the materials used, less 1 per cent. of such duties, 

The subject is a very important one, but I do not intend to discuss 
it, because I have made up my mind that, on the whole, we had better 
try the experiment; but I fear very much that the effect of the measure 
will create a large drawback, and that it will probably fail. I think it 
ought to be limited, so that no drawback will be allowed unless phd 775 
cent. of the foreign article which has paid duties enters into the value 
of the articles munutactured here, and in no case where the amount of 
the drawback is less than $10. Under this clause as it stands anybody 
may claim a drawback for the smallest article used that has paid duty. 
There is scarcely any article manufactured to-day that does not contain 
more or less of materials which have paid daty; for instance, all kinds 
of linen goods, woolen goods, and all kinds of cotton goods. In every- 
thing of that sort there is more or less foreign material used, and man- 
ufacturers of cotton use foreign material in the shape of dyes and various 
things, which are incidents of the manufacture. 

I have an amendment to offer, which provides that noclaim for draw- 
back shall be allowed where the value of such imported material is 
Jess than 10 per cent. of the value of the article and which will pre- 
vent the allowance of any claim for a drawback less than $10. The 
whole of this is experimental legislation, and I think there ought to be 
some provision of the kind I have suggested to limit the number of 


asury and at the ex- 


claims, so that these drawbacks will not be as multitudinous as the 
locusts of Egy t. E 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether the cost 
of making grain-bags will be more than 10 per cent. 3 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not understand the inquiry of the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] provides that no drawback be allowed un- 
less the labor in the United States on an article amounts to 10 per cent, 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the value of the imported articles which are 
used in the manutacture. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment will be read. I think it 
is all right. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senatorindicate the point 
at which he desires that the amendment shall be inserted? 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the end of the section. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 24 it is proposed to add: 


That no drawback shall be allowed under the provisions of this section upon 
the duties paid on the imported materials used in the manufacture of any arti- 
cle when the value of such imported materials is less than 10 per cent, of the 
re ae of such article, and in no case when the amount of such whack is less 

n 810. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Ohio mean by that amendment 
that $10 shall be the drawback on each article? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ob, no; but that no claim for drawback shall be 
less than $10. ‘The aggregate must be over $10. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask that the amendment may be read once more; it 
has been difficult-to catch it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 24 it is proposed to add: 


That no drawback shall be allowed under the provisions of this section upon 
the duties pe on the imported materials used in the manufacture ot any arti- 
cle when the value of such imported materials is less than 10 per cent. of the 
8 such article, aud in no case when the amount of such drawback is less 

n 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that to comein as a separate and 
independent paragraph or after the period at the end of section 24? 

Mr. SHERMAN. After the period at the end of the section. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I think it had better be put in the shape ofa pro- 
viso and begin with the words Aud provided further.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think in the last line of the amendment the 
words claims for’? should be inserted before the words such draw- 
back.” 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The amendment will be reported as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. In the last line but one of the amendment it is 
proposa fa insert, after tle word of,“ the words claims for; so 
as to : 


And in no case when the amount of claims for such drawback is less than $10, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the punctuation in line 15, There is a 
period after the word provided,“ and if what follows is to be consid- 
ered part of the same proviso there should be some correction made. 

Mr, BLAIR. I wish to say, before we pass away from this section, 
a word in reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CARLISLE] when a previous section was being discussed. 

The Senator seems to object to the argument in support of this sec- 
tion because it is not a full application of his own principle. He still 
contends for his principle, but finds faalt that on this side of the Cham- 
ber there is a proposition to apply his principle with reference to free 
raw materials, so far as the foreign market is concerned. It seems to 
me that the Senator occupies a wholly illogical position in that regard. 
If he is right at all, he is certainly right all the way, and should not 
find fault with the halting conversion of those on the other side of the 
Chamber, and should welcome us with a free and hearty welcome as 
far as we do go. 

But the real point in support of this section, which is not at all open 
to the form of objection which the Senator makes, is that it gives an 
opportunity for the employment of American labor and American eap- 
ital upon precisely the same conditions in which they enter into the 
production of that which is to satisfy our own market, and then, there 
being no foreign trade of any sort of consequence, no exportations of 
our own production under existing conditions, it enables us to take 
that surplus which we may create under the provisions of this section 
to the utilization of one-third of our plant and one-third of the time 
on which it is now not used at all, and dump the production of 33 per 
cent. of our yane oe upon the foreign market, thus giving em- 
ployment for our labor the whole year, which is now reaily employed 
for only about two-thirds of the time, for the good of American labor 
and American capital, precisely the same returns that are received tor 
the production which reaches our own consumers within the market of 
the United States, 

I have here the original bill which I introduced in the year 1884, 
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and without troubling the Senate with reading it I will ask that it 
may be printed as part of what I have to say. It had been moved 
previously as a modification of the tariff of 1883, and there was some 
debate upon the matter at that time. Iam very glad indeed to see 
that there is at last a recognition of a great principle which makes this 
tariff bill of more importance to American laborers and American pro- 
ductions than every other provision to be found in the bill. 
The bill referred to is as follows: 
{Forty-cighth Congress, first session.] 


A bill (8.1265) to grant drawback on imported materials used in the manufact- 
ure of articles for exportation. 


Be it enacted elc., That there shall be allowed on allarticles wholly or partially 
manufactured of materials imported, on which duties have been paid, w ex- 
ported, a drawback equal inamount to the duty paid on such materials and no 
more, to be ascertained under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, One per cent. on the amount of al) drawbacks so al- 
lowed shall, however, be retained for the use of the United States by the col- 
lectors paying such draw backs, respectively, The Secre of the Treasury shail 
make such regulations, by requiring bonds, condition to save the revenue 
harmless from frauds or evasions of the law, or otherwise, as he may deem nec- 
essary ; and section 3019 of the Revised Statutes is horobi amended accordingly. 

5 — 2. a no claim for drawback shall be paid of which less than $50 shall 
be allowed. 


Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator from New Hampshire in his advo- 
cacy of the policy embodied in his bill admits that what he calls my 
principle is correct and beneficial, but the difference between the Sen- 
ator and myself is that he wants to give the benefits of it to the for- 
eigner alone, and I want to give them to the American citizen as well. 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no admission of that kind at all. . 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understood that the Senator proceeded to eulo- 
gize this principle which admitted the foreign raw material free—— 

Mr. BLAIR. To go back again to the foreign market. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the principle is a correct one, if it gives addi- 
tional employment to our manufacturers and to the laboring men em- 
ployed by them simply because they can not export what the Senator 
calls 33 per cent. of the productsof the foreign market and sell it there, 
would it not be far more beneficial if they could manufacture all their 
products from cheaper raw materials and sell them in the home mar- 
ket and the foreign market? 

But the Senator says it does not hurt labor. I admit it from my 
standpoint, but the Senator must remember that the materials to be 
admitted free of duty for use by the mannfacturers are not confined to 
those articles which we can not produce in this country, but they in- 
clude as well the iron, and the steel, and the wool, and all the other 
material which can be produced in this country, and which our labor- 
ing men are engaged in producing. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the excess of the American production goes into 
articles exported abroad. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But it displaces, according to the Senator’s theory, 
that much American labor, which would be employed in producing 
those articles. 

Mr. BLAIR. Fot at all, because they do not get their 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that he has spoken twice already and 
that no question is pending before the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Why, Mr. President, I thought the Senator from 
New Hampshire rose and desired to address the Senate before that 
amendment was di of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nounced as agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] has ex- 
amined the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
thinks there is some doubt in regard to the point which I suggested; 
and I ask unanimous consent, therefore, to go back to that, and I will 
suggest an amendment, which the Senator from Ohio will accept. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again bestated, 
if there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 24 the following proviso 
was added: 


And provided further, That no drawback shall be allowed under the provisions 
of this section when the duty is paid on the imported used in the 
manufacture of any article when the value of such imported materials is less 
than 10 per cent, of the value of such article, and in no case when the amount 
claimed for such drawback is less than 810. 


That amendment bad been an- 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend so as to read: in no case unless the 
amount of claim for such drawback by any person shall be less than 
$10 in the aggregate.” 

My point was this: Suppose the claim—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore” The Chair regrets to intimate to the 
Senator that he has spoken once on this question. 

Mr. PLATT. It is part of the original speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. One moment, please 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the amendment it is proposed to 
add the words“ in the aggregate; so as to read: 

And in no oa: when the amount of claim for such drawback is less than $10 


in the aggrega! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be regarded 


as agreed to as last reported, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that sections 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, and 31 
may be understood as being acted upon without being read. The Com- 
mittee on Finance report to strike out all of these sections, and I ask 
consent that that be agreed to without their being read. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Rhode Island is willing, I 
mrp like to be recognized to ask him a question in regard to section 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I understand section 24, I shall want to say 
something about it, but there is not time to discuss it under the five- 
minute rule. T should like to ask the Senator what is intended to be 
covered by the words“ or produced after the word manufactured.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those words were put in on the suggestion of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr.. ALLISON] who is not now in his seat. Ido 
not think myself that they change the meaning of the section at all. 
I am unable to say just what was intended by the Senator from Iowa 
when he suggested the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Produced’? isa proper word to be used there to 
describe the productions of the farmer rather than of the manufacturer. 
Flax is a product of the farm, and we would say of it that it was pro- 
duced,” but when it becomes a part of the manufacture of linenor bag- 
ging we would say it is manufi The word produced was 

nserted in order to give the farmer the benefits of the provisions of the 
section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I modify my request to include section 32. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
striking out the sections named by him may be agreed to without 
reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not do that, 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
there is a desire on thisside to take a vote on sections 25 and 26. There 
is no objection, I think, to the remainder of the request, but we should 


like a vote on those two sections, . 3 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
e Island to ask that they should be acted upon without being 


from Rh 
read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw that request in reference to sections 
25 and 26. They may be read. 

Section 25, as proposed to bestricken out by the Committee on Finance, 
is as follows: 

Sec, 25. That Y, 
by the laws n sho — — . — 3 — 
bacco, dealers in tobacco, manufacturers of tobacco, manufacturers of cigars, 
and peddlers of tobacco are hereby re; 


pealed. 
Every such dealer in leaf-tobacco, retail dealer in leaf-tobacco, manufacturer, 


and peddler shall, however, register with the collector of the district his name, 
or style, place of residence, trade, or business, and the place where such trade 
or business is to be carried on, the sameas though thetax had not been A 
and a failure to register as herein required shall subject such person to a pen- 
alty of $50. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would 
word deal“ atter the word retail,“ in line 6 of on 25, should 
be ‘‘dealers.’’ It occurs in the text of the bill as it came from the 
House, which the committee proposes to strike out. That change will 
be made in the absence of objection. 

Section 26, as proposed to be stricken out by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, is as follows: 

Src, 26. That on and after the Ist day of May, 1891, all provisions of the stat- 
utes imposing restrictions of any kind whatsoever upon farmers and wers 
of tobacco in regard to the sale of their leaf-tobacco, and the keeping of books, 


and the registration and report of their sales of leaf-tobacco, or imposing any 
tax on account of such sales, are hereby re 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. The two amendments pro- 
posing to strike outsections 25 and 26 will be treated as one question, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Senate will 
decline to strike out these two sections of the House bill. These spe- 
cial taxes upon the manufacturers and dealers and peddlers in tobacco 
in all of its forms are a subject of great annoyance and not a subject of 
much revenue; and especially the restrictions ipon the growers and 
producers are very onerous and have been complained of many, many 
years, and the Senate has on more than one occasion, if I remember 
correctly, at least on one occasion certainly, passed a bill striking out 
these restrictions on the farmers so far as to allow them to dispose of 
tobacco of their own production to the extent of $100 worth a year. 

As the law now stands, a farmer can not pay one of his hands, he can 
not sell a small amount of tobacco at his home, he can only dispose of 
it toa regular licensed tobacco-dealer, and the privilege of allowing: 
him to dispose of his tobacco crop as he does of any other crop that he 
produces, is one that his personal rights and liberties demand should 
be granted him; and it seems to me it can not possibly result in any 
loss of revenue to the Government by allowing him to do so, for, of 
course, before it could be converted into the manufactured article it 
would have to be sold to a licensed manufacturer or dealer, and the 
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revenue officers could collect the revenue as well thenas they can now. 
I trust, therefore, the Senate will disagree to this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think some of these sections 
ought to be passed, but there should be some changes made in this sec- 
tion. I think there is a strong feeling in the State which I represent 
in part in favor of a modification of this tax law and repealing special 
taxes; but it is very evident that if we go into the internal- revenue 
business in the condition we are in at this stage of the session, on sev- 
eral very important and difficult questions involved in some of these 
sections, it will greatly prolong the consideration of this bill. Besides 
that, until the precise effect of this tariff is perceived by a year’s ex- 
perience, it may not be best to repeal the tobacco taxes any further. 

There are several sections in regard to the manufacture of vine- 
gar, etc., which present very difficult and complicated questions, and I 
should defend my vote upon the ground that, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, we have not the time to consider the details of these internal-rev- 
enue sections. There isa general feeling in the country in favor of 
striking them out, but these internal-revenue sections do not excite 
the same political hostility and controversy which the other sections 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 


GEORGE]. 
Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is temporarily absent 
2 the N He is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
ORRILL]. 


Mr. BUTLER, The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] is 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If it is agreeable to 
the Senator from Nebraska, I suggest that we transfer our pairs, so 
that he and I can vote. The pair then will be between the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Evstrs] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON ]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I vote “yea” 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not vote when the roll was called, because I 
thought that I ought to observe my pair with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Brown] on this question of tobacco, his colleague [Mr. CoL- 
QUITT] not being in the Senate, but, as my vote will not change the 
result, in order to make a quorum I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—2s. 

of the bill do, and therefore they can be taken upat any time without 
difficulty, probably at the next session. Stee . 8 mee . 

The PRESID pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | Allison, a Ingalls, Sawyer, 
of the committee, to strike out sections 25 and 26, on which the yeas | Paw — ee en 
= anys have been ares 1 Dixon, Hawley, Moody, Washburn. 

e Secretary proceeded to call the roll. * 3 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I inquire if the Senator | Barbour, Carlisle * 8 Teller. 

from Delaware [Mr. „ Pe the same 5 Bate, Cockrell, Piatt, ` Vanos, 
as before for a transfer of pairs not, I announce my pair w erry, e, Pugh, oorhees. 

Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. If I were not paired, Baier ieee. — 
Tshould vote nay.“ i. Hearst, ` Stewart, 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). I am paired with the ABSENT—39, 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce]. I should vote ‘‘nay,”’ if he | piackburn, Farwell, MoPherson, Spooner, 
were prescnt. Blair, Faulkner, erson, Squire, 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam with the | Brown, | Genres, — Stanford, 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquirt]. I should vote “yea,” if he | Gasey, 3 Pion, Voor” 

pocnt: ( h Ued). I transfe é th the 1 0 Tagine, std Wilson ot I 

Mr, DIXON (when his name was called). er my pair wi ' umb, of Iowa, 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamrrox ] to the Senator from Mon- er 2 pe Sooo pa 55 ' poet Ma, 
tana [Mr. Power]. I vote yea.“ Eustis, Kenna, Sanders, 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was called). The Sena-| So the amendment was to. 


tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is temporarily absent. He is 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris] and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. Pasco’s name was called), The Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is out of the Chamber at present. He is 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. 3 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was call: Tam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wa rnALLI. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). Icast my vote 
without thinking that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with 
whom I have a general pair, informed me that he was obliged to leave 
the Senate for the afternoon. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois withdraws 


his vote. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ] are paired, and I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Corqurrr]. It has been arranged 
that the pairs shall bé transferred so that the Senator from Georgia 
shall stand paired with the Senator from South Dakota, and the Sen- 
ator from Florida and myself will beatliberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CALL. Under that ent I vote “yea.” 

Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the negative), I inquire 
whether the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] is recorded as 
voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with 
him. 

Mr, BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). May I inguire 
iftheSenator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON ] is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BUTLER. en I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jones], but I voted because I had a right to vote to make a quorum. 
I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with 
the Senator from Montana Mr. SANDERS]. I t to the Senator 
from Indiana that we our pairs, so that we may be at liberty 
to vote; and then the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] will stand 

with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the request which I made in 
to certain sections, and I now ask that the sections from 27 to 46, in- 
clusive, may be considered as stricken out without reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments of the Committee on Finance, 
proposing to strike out sections 27 to 46, inclusive, may be considered 
as agreed to without reading the parts proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator wait a moment until we can 
look and see what they are? p 

Mr. VANCE. I have no disposition to consume the time of the Sen- 
ate unnecessarily by asking for a separate vote on any of these provis- 
ions which the committee report to strike out, as I suppose it would 
meet with the same fate as the amendment we just passed upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator desires a separate vote upon any of 
them hereafter, there will be an opportunity. 

Mr. VANCE. I was just going to announce that I was in favor of 
most of these propositions that came from the House, being reductions 
of taxes upon tobacco and the removal of unnecessary taxation upon 
the dealers in that article, etc. 

The sections proposed to be stricken out by the Committee on Fi- 
nance are as follows: 


Sec. 27. That section 2381, United States Revised Statutes, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by striking out all after the said number and substituting 
therefor the following: 

“Every peddler of tobacco, befor»: commencing, or, if he has already com- 
menced, before continuing to peddle tobacco, shall furnish to the collector of 
his district a statement accurately setting forth the place of his residence, and, 
if in a city, the street and number of the street where he resides, the State or 
States through which he proposes to travel; also, whether he proposes to sell 
his own manufactures or the manufactures of others, and, if he sells for other 

ies, the person for whom he sells. He shall also give a bond in the sumof 

1,000, to be approved by the collector of the district, conditioned that ho shall 
not engage in any attempt, by himself cr by collusion with others, to defraud 
the Government of any tax on tobacco, snuff, or cigars; that he shall neither 
sell nor offer for sale any tobacco, snuff, or cigars, except in original and full 

ckages, as the law requires the same to be put up and pre by the manu- 
RAU for sale, or ſox removal for sale or consumption, and except such pack - 
ages of tobacco, snuff, and cigara as bear the mann rer’s label or caution 
notice, and his legal marks and brands, and genuine internal-revenue stamps 
which haye never before been used.“ 

SEC. 28. That section 8383, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 15 of the 
act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out all of 
said section and by substituting in lieu thereof the following: 

Every peddier of tobacco shall obtain a certificate from the collector of his 
collection district, who is bereby authorized and directed to issue the same, 

ving the name of the peddler, his residence, and the fact of his having filed 

© required bond; and shall on demand of any officer of internal revenue pro- 
duce and exhibit his certificate. And whenever any peddler refuses to exhibit 
his certificate, as d, on demand of any officer of internal revenue, said 
officer may seize the horse or mule, wagon and contents, or pack, bundle, or 
basket of any person so refusing; and the collector of the districtin which the 
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seizure ocours may, on ten notice, published in any newspaper in the dis- 
trict or served 8 on the peddler. or at his dwelling house, require such 
f any he 9 the horses or mules, wagon and 

contents, pack, bundle, or basket so se shall not be forfeited. In case no 
h ngs for the forfeiture of the property seized 

revenue laws relat- 
uction of and 


p 
the same, when so demanded, shall subject the party gullty thereof to a fine of 
not less than $50 nor more than $500 and to iin than 
thirty days nor more than twelve months,” 

SEC. 29. That on and after the Ist day of October, 1890, or within sixty days 
after the roval of this act, the internal taxes on smoking and manufactured 
tobaceo 1 be 4 cents per pound, and on snuff 4 cents per pound. Upon 
cigars, which shall be manufactured and sold, or removed for consumption or 
use, there shall be assessed and collected the following taxes, to be paid by the 
manufacturer thereof: 

On cigars of all descriptions, made of tobacco or any substitute therefor, 8 
per thousand, except upon sample boxes containing twelve or thirteen 
each, upon which the uniform tax shall be 4 cents; on 
more than 3 pounds per thousand, 5) cents per thousand; on tes e 
wholly of tobacco, including both wrapper and filler, weighing not more than 5 
8 per thousand, 50 cents per thousand; and on cigarettes weighing more 
than 3 pounds per thousand, except as hereinbefore provided, namely, to be 
made wholly of toba $3 per tho! 

Sec. 30. That on all original and unbroken factory packages of smoking and 
manufactured tobacco and snuff, held by manufacturers or dealers at the time 
the reduction herein vided for shall go into effect, upon which the tax has 
been paid, there be allowed a drawback or rebate of the full amount of 
the reduction, but the samo shall not apply in 3 where the claim has not 
been within sixty days following the of reduction; and such re- 
bate to manufacturers may be paid in stamps at the reduced rate; and no claim 
shall be allowed or drawback paid fora less amount than $5. It shall be the 
duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and regulations and to prescribe and 
furnish such blanks and forms as may be n to this section into 
efect. For the payment of the rebates provided for in this section there is 
hereby 1 any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 31. That section 3363, Revised Statutes, be, and hereby is, amended by 
striking out all after said number and substituting the following: 

No manufactured tobacco shall be sold or offered for sale unless put up in 

ages and stamped, as prescribed in this Coney eae except at retail by re- 

dealers; and every person who sells or offers for saleany snuff or any kind 

of manufactured tobacco not so put u bed yr es and stamped shall be fined 

not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, and imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than two years.” 

Sxc, 32. That section 3392 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 1879, is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

All cigara shall be packed in boxes not before used for that purpose, con- 
taining respectively twenty-five, fifty, one hundred, two hundred, two hundred 
and fif , or five apr Aeda clare cach : Provided, however, That manufacturers of 
cigars shall be permitted to pack in boxes not before used for that purpose ý 
nottoexceed thirteen or less than twelve in number, to be used as sample boxes; 
and every person who sells, or offers for sale, or delivers, or offers to deliver, 
any cigars in any other form than in 35 above described, or who 


weighing not 
mad 


years: Provided. 
ng in this section shall be construed 5 the sale of cigars at re- 


‘Bhat every manufacturer of cigarettes shall put up all . that he 
either manufactures or has made for him, and sells or removes for consumption 
or use, in pana parcels containing ten,twenty, fifty, or one hundred cigar- 
ettes each, and shall securely affix to each of said packages or parcels a suitable 
stamp denoting the tax thereon, and shall properly cancel the same prior to such 
sale or remo for consumption or use, under such regulations as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe ; and all cigarettes imported from 
a foreign country shall be ked, stamped, and the stamps canceled in like 
manner, in addition to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom- 
house betone they are withdrawn therefrom.” _ 

Sec. 33. That section 3357, as amended by section 2 of the act of June 9, 1880 
be gaye by striking oui all after the number and inserting in lieu thereof 
the follow s 

“Every er shall keep a record, in a book or books provided for that 
purpose, to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal rev- 
enue, including deputy collectors and internal revenueagents, of the nameand 
residence of every person on in the manufacture of tobacco or snuff in his 
district, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and thenumber ofthe 
manufactory ; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manu- 
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by such manu- 
facturer and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he shall cause the several 
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his districtto be numbered consecutively, 
which numbers shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons satisfactory 
to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.” 

Sec. 34. That section 3389 of said Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16 
of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

“Every collector sha} keep n record, in a book provided for that purpose, to 
be open for the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue, includ- 
ing deputy collectors and internal-revenue nts, of the name and residence 
of every person en in the manufacture of cigars in his district, the place 
where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the man ; 
and be shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufacturer, an 

ct of his inventory and monthly returns; and he shall cause the several 
manufacturers of cigars in his district to be numbered consecutively, which 
number shall not thereafter be changed.“ 

Src. F. That section 3369 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended by striking out all after the numberand 5 following; 

5 —— wh Senn he 8 son aeaa to suitable 
an 1 7 paper stamps for the puxꝛment o on tobacco and snuff, which 
shall indicate the 5 


also such export stamps as are required by law. Such N shall 5 
eep at all times a 


or 
m-house officer having the custody 

ofsuch tobacco or snuff, and od ng are required my, Prd affix the same to 
st day of January, 1869. And every collector 


shall keep an account of the number, amount, and denominate values of stamps 
sold by him to each manufacturer or other person aforesaid; Provided, That 
such stamps as may be aired to stamp 3 snu 5 
distraint by an 8 internal revenue, or for stamping any to! snuff, 
or cigars whic! PA have been abandoned, condemned, or forfei and sold by 
order of court or o ol the Uni 


without making payment for 

stamps so used or delivered; and any revenue collector using or furnish- 
ing saap in manner as aforesaid, on presenting vouchers tò the 
Commissioner of Internal 3 be allowed credit for the same in sot- 
tling his stamp account with the Department: And provided further, Thatin case 


cigars, w offered for sale, will not bring a price equal to the tax due and 
— thereon, such goods 1 — 


enten; and upon application made to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
he is authorized and directed to order the destraction of such tobacco, snuff, or 
cigars by the ofticers in whose custody or contro] the same may be at the time. 
and in such manner and under such regulations as the Co oner of Internal 
Revenue may prescribe,” 

SEC. 36. That section 3387 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
amended by section 16 of the act of March 1, 1879, be, and h 5 
striking from the said section the following words: “fiveh red dollars, wit 
an tional one hundred dollars for each person proposed to be employed by 
—— in D cigars,” and in lieu thereof insert the words: "one hundred 


Sec. 37. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall assign one or more 


internal-revenue storekeepers and gaugers to every — A employing 
the 3 process and lawfully established 2 act, to have charge 
of factory under the direction of the collector the district, and 
transfer such officer or officers from auy such vi: or bonded or dis- 
tillery warehouse to another. there be levied collected on gach 
proof gallon, or fraction the of irits or low wines produced 
such a vinegar „to be 9 rietor o factory, tax of 5 
cents, which tax be assessed monthly 3 Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, and shall be a first lien on the spirits produced, the factory, the stills. 
vessels, fixtures, and tools therein, and the lot or tract of land on which the fre- 


la. 
tory is situated, from the time the spirits are in existence until the said tax is 


Sec, 38. That section 3282 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879, be amended by striking out 
all after said number and inserting the following: 

No mash, wort, or wash, fit for distillation or for the production of spirits or 
alcohol, shall be made or fermented in any building or on any premises other 
than a distillery ed pees according to law; and nomash, wort, or wash 


eyer, un 
thorized distillery and the tax thereon d. Every 
ion shall be fined Bey OTEO AOE vag FIA wot en 


to separate, by a vaporizing process, the alcoholic poker s os kerer Aegna = 


tion whatsoever whereby vapor ht 

converted into distilled spirits of high proof shall be used or employed or be 
fastened to or connected with any vaporizing apparatus used for the manufact- 
ure of vin ; nor shall any worm be pe tied on or near the premises where 
such vaporizing process is carried on. 

“Nor shall any vinegar factory, tor the manufacture of vinegar as aforesaid, 
be permitted within 600 feet of any distillery or rectifying house. 

“The manufacturer shall erect in aroom or building to be provided and used 
for that purpose one or more receiving cisterns of sufficient ty to hold all 
the low wines or distilled spirits produced during the day of twenty-four hours, 
into which shall be conveyed the entire product of each the cistern and eis- 
tern-room to be constructed in the manner to be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. Such cisterns and the roomin which they are contained 
shall be in charge and under lock and seal of the storekeeper and augers and 
all locks and seals requisite for that purpose shall be provided by mis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue at the ex of the United States, 

On or before the third day after the spirits or low wines are conveyed into 
such cisterns they shall be drawn off under the supervision of the storekeeper 
and gauger; but before the same are drawn off, or any part thereof, they shall 
be gauged and ved by the storekeeper and gauger, who shall ascertain and 
report to the collector of the district, in such manner as shall be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenuc, the quantity of such spirits or low 
wines in wine and proof gallons. . 

“Itshall be unlawful to manufacture any distilled spirits or low wines in any 
vinegar factory of a greater strength than 30 per cent. of proof spirits; andany 
spirits or low wines of a sian strength produced in a vinegar factory shall 
be forfeited to the United „ together with all the stills, tools, machinery, 
utensils, materials, spirits, or low wines and yinegar on the premises of such 


ory. 

“No person’shall remove, or cause to be removed, from any vin factory 
or place where vinegar is made any vinegar or other fluid or mat contain- 
ing a greater proportion than 2 per cent. of proof spirits. Any violation of this 
provision shall incur a forfeiture of the vinegar, fluid or material containing 
such proof spirits, and shall subject the person or persons guilty of removing 
the same to the punishment provided for any violation of this section. 

“And all the provisions of sections 3276, 3277, and 3278 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States are hereby extended and made applicable to all premises 
whereon vinegar is manufactured, to all manufacturers of vinegar and their 
workmen or other persons employed by them.” ; 

Sec. 39. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall register his vaporizing ap- 
paratus with the collector of the district in the same manner as is now required 
concerning stills set up, and be subject to all the penalties provided in section 
3258 of the Statutes of the United States for having in possession such 
an apparatus set up and not so registered. 

Sec. 40. That every manufacturer of vinegar, before commencing or continu- 
ing business, shall give duplicate notice in writing, subscribed by him, to the 
— of the district in which the business is to be carried on, stating his 


be carried on; a 
the mash-tubs an 
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a 7 factory prior to March 1, 1879, or not; the distance of said 

factory in a direct line from the nearest distillery or rectifying house; the day 

manufacturer will commence to operate, and ali such additional par- 

ticulars as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may from time to time pre- 

seriLe; and ev person failing to give such notice or giving a false or frand- 

ulent notice shall be liable to the penalties provided in section 3259 of the 
Re Statutes of the United States, 

Sec. 4l. That every manufacturer of vin shall, before commencing or 
continuing the business, and on the Ist day of May ou each succeeding year, give 
a bond in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, con- 
ditioned that he shall faithfully comply with all provisions of law concerning 
the manufacture of vinegar rye the use of alcoholic vapor. 

Said bond shall be, with at least two sureties, approved by the collector of the 
district,and for a penal sum of $5,000. A new bond may be required in any 
contingency affecting the validity or impairing the efficiency of the previous 
bond, at the discretion of the collector or the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue. Any manufacturer of vinegar as defined in this act who shall commence 
or continue the business after the passage of this act without giving such bond, 
or who fails or refuses to renew the same, or who gives any false, forged, or 
fraudulent bond, shall forfeit his factory and apparatus, and shall be fined not 
Jess than $600 nor more than 88,000, and imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than two years. 

Sro. 42. Every manufacturer of vinegar by the 3 process or per- 
son employed in such factory, who, in the absence of storekeeper or gauger 
or person des ed to act as storekeeper and ga uses or causes or per- 
mits to be any material for the purpose of maxing mash, wort, or beer, or 
for the production of spirits or low wines, or removes any spirits or low wines, 
shall forfeit and pay a tax of 9 cents per proofgallon on the spirits so produced, 
distilled, or removed, and in addition thereto be liable toa Ey of $1,000, 

* Sec. 43. That every manufacturer of vinegar shall keep a kin the form 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in which he shall enter 
daily the kind and quantity of all materials purchased by him and brought upon 
the premises to be used in the manufacture of vinegar, and from whom pur- 
chased, the kind and quantity used each day; the quantity and strength of the 
vinegar manufactured, and the quantity sold or removed from the factory, and 
any other particulars that may from time to time be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. Said book shall be kept at the factory, shall be 

for two years after the last entry is made therein, and shall constantly 
open to the inspection of any revenue officer; and whenever any manufact- 
urer of vinegar shall omit or refuse to provide suid book, or to make theentries 
required to made therein, or shall make any false and fraudulent entry 
therein, or shall fail to preserve said book for the period required, or shall not 
uce said book for the inspection of any revenue officer, with intent to de- 
the factory, apparatus, the vinegar manufactured or in process of manu- 
facture, and all property on said premises used in the business there 
earried on shall be forfeited to the United States. 
4i. That storekeepers assigned to vinegar factories shall keep in a book 
to be ded for that purpose and in the manner prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, a daily account of the kind and quantity of material 
brought upon the premises and used in the manufacture of vinegar, the quan- 
tity and strength of the vinegar made, and the quantity sold or removed from 
the factory, and shal! enter in said book all other particulars, and keep such 
other records and make such reports of the operation of the factory as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may require. 

Sec. 45, That every „cask, or barrel containing f. manufactured 
by the alcoholic vaporizing process shali have plainly marked thereon when it 
Len ves the factory and shall be so kept plainly marked while it contains such 
vinegar the words “spirit vinegar.” Any person or persons manufacturing, 
selling, or having in possession for the purposes of sale any such vinegar con- 
fained in any package cask, or barrel not so marked shall upon conviction 
thereof pay a fine of for each and every such package, cask, or barrel, and in 
addition thereto shall pay the costs of prosecution. 

Src, 46, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may make all such regulations, not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act, as may be necessary to give full effect thereto. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment will be re- 
garded as agreed to, striking out down to and including section 46, as 
numbered, on page 168. The reading of the bill will proceed, begin- 


ing at section 25, on page 168. 
Chief Clerk read the section. The nextamendment of the Com- 


mittee on Finance was, on page 168, line 11, before the word dollars, 
to strike ont 5 and insert ‘‘10;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Beo. [47] 25. That an internal revenue tax of $10 per pound shall be levied and 
@ollected upon all opium manufactured in the United States for smoking pur- 
Roses: and no person shall engage in such manufacture who fs not acitizen of 

United States and who has not given the bond required by the Commissioner 
ef Internal Revenue, 


. The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued, as follows: 


nc. [48] 28. That every manufacturer of such opium shall file with the col- 
lector of internal revenue of the district in which his manufactory is located 
such notices, inventories, and bonds, shall keep such books and render such 
returns of material and products, shall put up such signs and affix such num- 
ber to his factory, and conduct his business under such surveillanoe of officers 
and agents as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the spproval of the 
of the Treasury, may, by regulation, require. Butthe bond required 
of such manufacturer shall be with sureties satisfactory to the collector of in- 
ternal revenue, and in a penal sum of not less than $5,000; and the sum of said 
bond may be increased from time to time and additional sureties required at 
the discretion of the collector or under instructions of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. 
Seo. [49] 27, That all prepared smoking opium imported into the United States 
l, before removal from the custom-house, be duly stamped in such man- 
ner as to denote that the duty thereon has been paid; and that all opium manu- 
factured in the United States for smoking purposes, before being removed from 
the place of manufacture, whether for consumption or storage, shall be dul 
stamped in such permanent manner as to denote the payment of the internal’ 
revenue tax thereon, 
Seo, [50] 28. That the provisions of oxistin; 


laws governing the engraving, 
issue, sale, accountability, effacement, cancellation, and Pst 


dustruction of stamps 


relating to tobacco and snuff, as far as applicable, are hereby made to apply to 
stamps provided for by the preceding section. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on page 
169, line 24, before the word sections,“ to insert the words the pre- 


ceding;” and after the word “‘sections,”’ to strike out the words “‘ forty- 
eight, forty-nine, and fifty; and, in line 25, after the word “act,” 
to insert ‘‘relating to opium;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. [51] 29. That a alty of not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, or im- 
risonment not less one month nor more than one year, or both, in the 
iscretion of the court, shall be imposed for each and every violation of the pre- 

ceding sections of this act relating to opium by any person or persons; and all 
prepared smoking opium wherever found within the United States without 
stamps required by this act shall be forfeited. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move tostrike from the section the minimum penalty 
in both eases. I move to strike out the words ‘‘less than one hundred 
dollars nor,“ in the twentieth and twenty-first lines, and the words 
less than one month nor,” in the twenty-second line; so as to read: 


That a penalty of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment not more than one 
year, or both, in the discretion of the court, ete, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in line 4, 
page 170, before the word wholesale,“ to insert Sec. 30. That,” 
and in line 5, after the word returns,“ to insert in relation thereto;’’ 
80 as to read: 

Sec, 30. That wholesale dealers in oleomargarine shall keep such books and 
render such returns in relation thereto as the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may, by reculation, 
regine; and 3 be open at all times to the inspection of any inter- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the amendments of the committee strik- 
ing out sections 53 to 61, inclusive, may he agreed to without reading the 
sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
means from section 52. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is section 53 of the print I have before me. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Beginning with the words That any 
producer of pure sweet wines? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
Chair has. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 53 in the print I have before me. I ask that 
the amendment of the committee may be agreed to and the sections 
stricken out without reading down to and including section 60, I pre- 
sume, in the print the Chair has. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment of the committee proposing to 
strike out, on page 150, beginniag with section 52, down to and includ- 
ing section 60, on page 178, may be agreed to withont reading the part 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In regard to section 61 in the Senator's print, 
ought not that to remain? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have been unable to find out why 
that ph was inserted. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that in the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, itis not; and the committee thought it safer 
to have it stricken ont than to have it retained. I do not know what 
the meaning of it is. The committee have never been able to find out 
why it was inserted. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill to explain what the meaning was. Supposing it came from a de- 
liberative legislative body, I thought it had some meaning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The only possible meaning we thought it could 
have was some effect upon the Hawaiian treaty possibly, and we did 
not care to affect the Hawaiian treaty or to admit that there was any- 
thing in the Hawaiian treaty which created an obligation or contract 
on the part of the Government of the United States, as this language 
seems to imply. 

The sections referred to, proposed to be stricken out by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, are as follows: 

Sec. 52. That any ee sweet wines, who is also a distiller, author- 
ized to separate from fermen: grape-juice, under internal-revenue laws, wine 
spirits, may ese fren of tax, in the preparation of Sy ey wines, under such 
regulations and after the filing of such notices and bonds, toxether with the 
xeoplog of such records and the rendition of such reports as to materials and 

roducts,as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 

tary of the Treasury, may prescribe, so mych of such wine spirits so sepa- 
rated by him as may be necessary to fortify the wine for the preservation of the 
saccharine matter contained therein: Provided, That the wine spirits so used 
free of tax shall not be in excess of the amount required to introduce into such 
sweet wines an alcoholic strength equal to 14 per cent, of the volume of such 


wines after such use: Provided further, That such wine after such fortification 
shall not contain more than 24 per cent. of alcohol, as defined by section 3249 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States : Provided further, t such use of 
wine spirits free from tax shall be confined to the months of August, Septem- 
ber, October, November, December, January, February, March, and April of 
each year. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining the liability 
of any distiller of fermented grape-juice to assessment under section 3309 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, is authorized to allow such distiller credit 
in his computation for the wine spirits used by him in preparing sweet wine 
under the PTRO of this section. 

Src. 63. That the wine spirits mentioned in section 53 of this act is the product 
resulting from the distillation of fermented grape-juice, and shall be held to 
incl e product commonly known as grape brandy; and the pure sweet 
wine which may be fortified free of tax, as provided in said section, is fermented 
grape-juice only and shall contain no other su of any kind whatever 
ntroduced before, at the time of, or after fermentation, and such sweet wine 


The Chair supposes the Senator 


That is section 52 in the print the 


rine 


shall contain not less than 4 per cent. of 
strength may be determined by testing with ings’ saccharom 
scale, such sweet yas; alter the evaporation of the spirit contained therein, 


accordance with the regulations made pursuant to this act, shall be liable to a 
age of double the amount of the tax on the wine spirits or other spirits so un- 

wiully used. Whenever it is impracticable in any case toascertain ch Seer a 
of wine spirits or other spirits that have been used in violation of this act in 
mixtures with any wines all alcohol contained in such unlawful mixtures of 
wine with wine spirits or otherspirits, in excess of 10 percent. shall be held to 
be unlawfully used: Provided, however, if water has been added to such 
unlawful mixtures, either before. at the time of, or after such unlawful use of 
wine spirits or other 3 all the alcohol contained therein shall be considered 
to have been unlawfully used. In reference to alcholic strength of wines and 
mixtures of wines with spirits in this act the measurement is intended to be 
according to volume and not according to 8 

Sec. 55. That under such ulations and official supervision, and upon the 
execution of such entries and the giving of such bonds, bills of lading, and 
other security as the Commissioner of Internal Kevenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the e A shall prescribe, any producer of pure sweet wines 
as defined by thisact may withdraw wine spirits from any special bonded ware- 
house, free of tax, in original packages, in any quantity not less than 80 wine 
gallons, and may use so much of the same as may be 8 by him, under 
such regulations, and after the filing of such notices and bonds, and the keep- 
ing of such records, and the rendition of such reports as to materials and prod- 
ucts and the disposition of the same as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, in fortify- 
ing the pure sweet wines made by him, and for no other purpose, in accordance 
with the limitations and provisions as to.uses, amount to be used, and period 
for using the same set forth in section 53 of this act; and the Commissioner of 
1 Revenue, with the approval of the ee of the Treasury, is au- 
thorized, whenever he shal! deem it to be necessary for the prevention of vio- 
lations of this law, to prescribe that wine spirits withdrawn under this section 
shall not be used to ey wines except at a certain distance prescribed by him 
from any distillery, rectifying house, winery, or other establishment used for 
produsteg or storing distilled spirits, or for making or storing wines other than 
wines which are so fortified, and that in the building in which such fortification 
of wines is punisa no wines or spiris other than those permitted by his reg- 
ulation shall be stored. The use of wine spirits free of tax for the fortification 
of sweet wines under this act shall be begun and completed atthe vineyard of 
the wine-grower where the grapes are crushed and the grape tases is expressed 
and fermented, such use to be under the immediate supervision of an officer 
of internal revenue, who shall make returns describing the kinds and quan- 
tities of wine so fortified, and shall affix such stamps and seals to the packages 
containing such wines as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and the Com- 
missioner ot Internal Revenue shall provide by regulations the time within 
which wines so fortified with the wine spirits so withdrawn may be subject to 
inspection, and for final accounting for the use of such wine — 8 and ſor 
re warehousing or for ayant of the tax on any n of such wine spirits 
whict remain not used in fortifying pure sweet wines. 

Sec. 56: That wine spirits may be withdrawn from special bonded warehouses 
at the instance of any person desiring to use the same to fortify any wines, in 
accordance with commercial demandsof foreign markets, when such wines are 
intended for exportation, without the payment of tax on the amountof wine 
spirits used in such fortification,under such regulations, and after makiog such 
entries, and executing and filing with the collector of the district from which 
the removal is to be made such bonds and bills of lading, and giving such other 
additional security to preveut the use of such wine spirits free of tax otherwise 
than in the fortification of wine intended for exportation, and for the due ex- 

rtation of the wine so fortified, as may be ebe s by the Commissioner of 
nternal Revenue, with the approval of the retary of the Treasury; and all 
of the provisions of law governing the exportation of distilled spirits free of 
tax, so far as applicable, shall apply to the withdrawal and use of wine spirits 
and the exportation of the same in acco: ce with this section; and the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue is authorized, subject to approval by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to prescribe that wine spirits intended for the fortification 
of wines under this section shall not be in into such wines except under 
the immediate supervision of an officer of internal revenue, who shall make 
returns describing the kinds and quantities of wine so fortified, and shall affix 
such stampsand seals to the packages containing such wines as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
retary of the Treasury. Whenever such wine spirits are withdrawn as pro- 
vided herein for the fortification of wines intended for exportation by sea they 
shall be introduced into such wines only after removal m storage and ar- 
rival alongside of the vessel which is to transport the same; and whenever 
transportation of such wines is to be effected by land the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Trea<ury, shall 
prescribe such regulations as to sealing ages and vehicles containing the 
same, and as to the supervision of transportation from the point of departure, 
which point shall be determined as the place where such wine spirits may be 
introduced into such wines to the point of destination as may be necessary to 
insure the due exportation of such fortified wines, 

Sec. 57. That all provisions of law relating to the reimportation of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to bereimported; and any shall be leyied and collected upon the same 
to the extent of the distilled spirits contained therein which were originally 
liable to internal-reyenue tax; and in case it is impracticable to determine the 
exact amountof such distilled spirits liable to tax, the rule for levying the duty 
thereon at the port of entry shall be by considering all the alcohol in such wines, 
other than sweet wines, in excess of 15 per cent. by volume, to be subject to 
duty at the rate of 90 cents per proof gallon, or at the same rate for each frac- 
tional gallon, and all domestic wines containing more than 24 per cent., by 
volume, of alcohol sought to be reimported from foreign countries shail be 
classtd as alcoholic liquors, and taxed at the port ot entry at the rate of 90 cents 
per wine gallon for each on of such liquors, if not exceeding in strength 
that of proof spirits, and if exceeding the strength of proof spirits, then at the 
rate of 90 cents per proof gallon: Provided, r, That if any distilled spirits 
have been added to such wines of domestic growth after they have been ex- 
ported to foreign ports, or if such wines have been compounded with any tor- 
eign wines or other substances not produced from grapes, the rate of duty levied 
and collected on the same, when reimported, shall be equal to that levied and 
collected on foreign produats of a similar nature. 

Sec.58, That any person using wine spirits or other siita which have not 
been tax-paid in fortifying wine otherwise than as provided for in this act, shall 
be koty ofa misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offense by a fine of not less than $200 nor more than $2,000, and for every 
offense other than the first also by imprisonment for not less than thirty days 
nor more than one year. 

Src. 59. That wine spirits used in fortifying wines may be recovered from such 
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wins only on the premises of a duly authorized grape brandy distiller; and ſor 
the purpose of such recovery wines so fortified may be received as on 
the premises of such a distilier, on a special permit of the collector of internal 
revenue in whuse district the distillery is located; and the distiller will be heid 
— pay yen on a product a wines as will include boih Iha atsobelie 
erein produced ermen. on grape-juice and t 0 

ios yakan the added Gistitled spirits, 3 

GENERAL PROVISIONS, 


Sxc. 60. That nothing in this act shall in any way change or impair the force 
or effect of any treaty between the United States and any other Government, or 
any laws passed in pursuance of or for the execution of any such treaty,so long 
as such treaty shall remain in force in respect of the subjects embraced in 
act; but whenever any 6 treaty, so far as the same respects said su 
shall expire or be otherwise terminated, the provisions of this act shall be in 
force in all respects in the same manner and to the same extent as if no such 
treaty bad existed at the time of the passage hereof. 


Mr. HEARST. Iask attention to page 170, section 53, and I de- 
sire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California pro- 

to amend the part intended to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What section? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 52 of the print before the 
Chair. 

Mr. HEARST. Mr. President, I move that the Senate recede from 
the committee amendments beginning on page 170 and concluding on 
page 178, including sections 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59,60, and 61. The 
object of this motion is to keep the House bill just as it came to the 
Senate. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that will not be done. The committee 
have under consideration several modifications to the sections included 
in the notice given by the Senator from California, and either in con- 
ference or elsewhere I have no doubt that the sections will be made 
satisfactory to the Senator from California. 

Mr. HEARST. That is all I ask. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the committee that the amendments be agreed to proposing to strike 
out the sections without reading the parts to be stricken out, being 
from section 52 to section 60, inclusive ? 

Mr. GORMAN and others. No objection. 

Mr. HEARST. I understand that I can rely upon the Senator in 
charge ot the bill to arrange the matter in conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The right of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to contest the amendments of the committee will occur in the 
Senate after the bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole, if 
he desires to have a vote taken upon them. 

Mr. HEARST. That is satistactory. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the request is agreed to. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chiet Clerk read as follows: 

Src, [64] 81. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect all 
oods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, for which no entry has 
rey made, and all goods, wares, and merchandise previously entered without 
payment of duty and under bond for warehousing. transportation, orany other 
purpose, for which no permit of delivery to the importer or his agent has been 


ued, shall be subjected to no other duty upon the entry or the withdrawal 
thereof than if the same were imported respectively after that day. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add to section 31 the following proviso: 
Provided, That when duties are based upon the weight of merchandise de- 
posited in any public or private bonded warehouse, said duties shall be levied 
ane colea: upon the weight of such merchandise at the time of its with- 
rawal. 


s Mr. CARLISLE. That is correct. That is merely a reduction of the 
uties. ó 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands there is no 
objection to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No. If there is shrinkage, of course the proviso 
reduces the amount upon which the duty is to be paid. 

The amendment was to. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. (62) 32. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured 
wholly or ia part in any foreign country by convict labor, shall not be entitled 
toentry at any of the ports of the United States, and the importation thereof is 
hereby prohibited, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe 
such regulations as may be necessary for the enforcement of this provision. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and if that is a new section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; that is new. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me it is avery sweeping clause, because 
there may be manufactured by convict labor articles which are never 
produced in this country at all and which do not come in competition 
with anything here. It involves an inquiry into every article that 
comes in. It seems tome that it ought to be so limited certainly as to 
apply only to such articles as may by possibility come into competi- 
tion with our labor. Isuggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that 
we had better disagree to that section, and the conference can make a 
modification which will accomplish the object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam afraid the action of the Senate might be mis- 
construed in the matter; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think that we ought to decline to législate for 
ear our action will be misconstrued. It will be understood when the 
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bill comes out. It will- be all right. I hope that the section will be 
to. I move to strike out the section. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the part 
proposed to be stricken out. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out section 32, on page 178, in the fol- 


lowing words: 

Src. 32. That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise manufactured wholly 
or in part in any sof the Gaited Staten and tei shall not be entitled to entry 
araor or ppd portot e Uni States, and the importation thereof is hereb 
prohibited, and of the Treasury is authorized to prescribe suc 
regulations as may 5 ee for the enforcement. of this provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to strike out the section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 132 there is an amendment of the committee 
to paragraph 729, which was passed in my absence, and which I de- 
signed to op gs are I move to reconsider the vote by which that amend- 
ment was 

Mr, "ALDRICH. We have not yet finished reading the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the 
amendment referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 132, paragraph 729— 

Mr. ALDRICH, 3200 TT 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought it was completed. There was a motion made 
to strike out something near the beginning of the bill out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it was the section under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT prot . The reading of the bill will 

The next 3 of the Committee on Finance was to strike out 
section 63, on page 179, in the a words: 


9 — — 
vised Statutes of the United States, and all other acts 2 1 parts of acts incon- 
rovisions F but the repeal of ex- 
thereof embraced in this act shall notaffect any act 
es Pe any suit or — had or com- 
or m 


nal- 
— 


tee and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 19 of the section pro to 
be stricken out the word effect should be changed to affect, so 
that there may be no mistake in case it should be retained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it should be “affect.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee proposing that the section be stricken 
out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In plaee of the section which has just Veen stricken 
out I move to insert: 

Sec.—. The value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of account of the 
United States shall be that of the pure metal of such coin of standard value; 


and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the various nations of the 
world be quarterly by the Director of the Mint, and be pro- 


claimed by the 2 of th 
June, and October in each year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 11 5 That a laws 8 aad ye ee with this act are hereby 
repealed: Provided, — sero xisting laws, or modifications 
thereof, ee it this act shall not any pact done or any right accruing 
or accrued, or any suit or proceeding had or commenced in any civil cause be- 
fore the said repeal or modifications, — all rights and liabilities under said 
laws shall continue and may be enforced in the same manner as if said repeal 
or modification had not been made. 
Any offenses committed, and all K poenae pe? forfeitures or liabilities incurred 
cry Spe aoe embraced in, or changed, modified, or re ed by this act 
be prosecuted and — Baa Ry in the same manner and with the same effect 
as 2 17 this act had not been All acts of limitation, whether applicable to 
an causes and 3 or to the 8 of offenses, or for the recovery 
malties or forfeitures, embraced in, or modified, changed, or repealed by 
act, shall not beaffected thereby, and all suits, proceedings, or prosecutions, 
. — civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or 898 Delete te to 
the er yg of this act may be commenced and prosecuted within the same time 
and with same effect as if this act had not been passed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like now to submit a conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
stated that he had an amendment. I should like to dispose of that 
first, and then the conference report can be presented. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 132, there was a Senate amendment in par- 
agraph 729, which was passed in my absence, and which I desired to 
oppose, I ask unanimous consent t the vote may be reconsidered 
by which the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 132, line9, ph 729, alter United 
States“ the Senate as in Committee of the Whole agreed to the amend- 


e Treasury on the Ist day of January, April, 


ment of the Committee on Finance proposing to strike out the words 
not exceedinz $500 in value; so as to read 

W. apparel and other personal eff — merchandise) of persons 
arriving in the United States. 2 tack epore 

Mr. BLAIR. I will simply move to reconsider as I do not care to 
delay the action of the Senate, and I shall make a statement, and will 
ask for a vote in the Senate upon the amendment.. This relates to the 
importation of wearing apparel by Americans or all others who come 
to this country from abroad. The part stricken ont as it came from 
the House of Representatives prohibits the bringing into the country 
of manufactured clothing for personal use exceeding the value of $500. 
The amendment of the Senate strikes that out, so that the amount 
bare may be brought in as personal apparel may be unlimited in 
value. 

It is complained by the merchant tailors of New York and other 
cities, that under this unlimited provision, as it has been hitherto, enor- 
mous importations of wearing apparel made abroad have been made in 
practical fraud of the law, so that the merchant tailors’ trade has been 
xay greatly injured in many of the larger cities and places of the 


75 have here a letter from a representative of the trade whose name is 
familiar to the Senate, Robert Blissert, of New York. He writes a 
short statement with reference to this matter which I wish to place be- 
fore the body, so that when we get into the Senate and vote upon con- 
curring in the amendment the matter may be understood, He says: 


I am atailor,a merchant tailor. ato that ection of the working clas that T 


kee my family. It is with regard to that section of 
2 ans pape ye] I shall have to say with 
of the w 3 
During tine 3 years the or 23 
Yet what has been the fate of the tailor? Have his members in- 


creased in population, or at all? Have his wages t pace with the increasin 
* of culture around about him, or have D as much as ho 

ir on? 

There are no more first-class merchant Sna ioare 8 in the — of 
New York to-day than there were 98 years ago; and peters their earn- 
ings, these have not only decreased, bu have become so pitiful and pre- 
carious that ruin and starvation . — — 8 Wo have a Govern- 


evr meteiiher iakeany took in orhaveat ali boen by the false pretenses 
of the free-trade tators, whom we all know well to be British birelings, 
ae only by the wish common to all small a of taking a in 
of tabor. Yethow rae ABC party carried dul ile pledges 
o woe paar bi to the tail 22 for one? 
As the law stood before the bill Sang 


was, as to this trade, protection on clo! $ 
The MeKinley bill proposedan amendment. No 6 was unlim- 


ited dathing 1o D ta yarend. trek SA clothing to the val $500. This was 
weak; it was b Sach a law could have had for its effect mainly to in- 
crease the revenue of the bribable customs For how could he be 


held to be posted as to the value of clothing? What would have prevented 
dozens, nay scores, of suits from number or ported by one — 2.5 with undervalu- 
ations? The fixing of a certain number of suits, and ew at that, would 
have better answered the pu: honest legislation. Severtheless,. defect- 
ive and bungling as was this twas s0 — improvement on previous con- 


ditions. But even that little Co us. The clause has been 
stricken out. and now, as before, w the large ca italist manufacturer of cloth 
remains snugly under cover, the hard-wo r is left as exposed as if the 
Cobden Club itself ruled supreme at Washington. 

Our legislators have shown 8 to be the ts of the italist whose 
interests call for the degradation of American labor. The dude—not infre- 


rig—togethe' 
than the loudery of labor. fongress 
has yielded. Now, as heretofore, the rich man, already poled with a sumi- 
ciency, will continue to adå to that and to his comforts y a pleasant trip 
to Europe, and, by purchasing while there outfits of the pauper-made 
clothing of È nd, Valnch being a: from duty he can bring into this coun 
make money by the trip; buyers in the employ of unprincipled and gre y 
= rting houses of Euro; styles, in fact, many other American travelers 
urope, will continue their nefarious practice of allowing themselves to be 
pooh as a conduit through which Le talinn tailors may send to customers 
here at regular seasons, and absolutely free of duty, the orders that have been 
mailed to them; and furthermore, the traveling agents of London tailoring 
firms will continue to come to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, even as far 
hwy 4 free nde take their orders and deliver them here, with the aid of ex- 
e on clothing, at a large profit, as ií the United States were a col- 


ony of Eu 

ong of Eagiand — Sanders of this city and country, in the mean time, will continue 
to get only the oversloppings of the trade—such orders as are nly after- 
thought or as may have come too late. And thus it happens that while the 
seasons were formerly long and steady, now they have 55 to — 5 half 
the time. and are so fitful that no certainty of revenue can be upon 
them. The we ences are manifest. I shall not go thro the 3 lineof 
descent to want shall only mention the last stage, the sweating-shop ; and 
thither it is the trade is steadily drifting. g 

As I stated before, our case is that of the rest of the worki people. You 
will readily perceive what theeffect on them must be. What hitherto they may 
have listened to only as exaggerated theories they now see fully verified. 
Whether under the of Democrat or 75 alpen the existing political par- 
ties are the agents of nothing but the capitalist class. Republicans and Demo- 
crats alike squanderaway the public domain, and are lenient toward 8 
corporations owing the country large debts, play into the hands of the ers, 
legislate only for the capitalist, and thrust the workingman out into yer to 
be beaten down, exploited, starved, and lowered to the de of abject sla: 
Under such Aides rr sci with the ballot in his hands, and moved by the spirit © oi 
American freedom, is it likely he will patiently submit? 


Before the reading was concluded 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled regretfully 
to intimate to the Senator that he has spoken five minutes. 
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Mr. BLAIR, I will ask leave to print the rest of the letter, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say with reference to this matter, to which 
I rose before it was disposed of, to save the time of the Senate, I shall 
not now ask any action different from that which has taken place be- 
fore in the Senate. I desire to move to reduce thesum of $500 to $300 
and to ask action in the Senate—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
he will print all of the letter of which he has already read a part? 

Mr, BLAIR. I propose to print the whole letter. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Just as it has been read? 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely as it has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is from a reputable gentleman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has once spoken on the 
question. 


z 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House requested the return of the follow- 

bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3070) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; and 

A bill (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anna Platt. A 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agricultural Re- 


port tor 1890, : 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9486) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Bernhard Steuben; 

A bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of David H. Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 4224) to remove the charge of desertion against James 
Littleton; 
sA bill (H. R. 5074) granting a pension to George H. Rider; | 


A bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow; 

A bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of Nicholas Dunfee; 

A bill . R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 

A bill (H. R. 6563) for the reliet of John O. McDonald, alias Will- 
iam Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. ree granting a pension to John A, Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 
nell; 


A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a pri- 
yate of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 
A bill 155 R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney; | 
A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 
A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 
A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 
A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss W. 
Fogler; 
* bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 
A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton; 
A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 
A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 
A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCalloh: 
A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 
A bill (H. R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 
A bill (H. R. —— granting a pension to Mary D. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R, Rice; 
A bill (H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an 
army nurse; : 
A bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton; 
A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain 
Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with 
exico; 
A bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary J. Blackledge; 
A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green; and 
A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum. 
The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
Intion (H. Res. 215) to print the enlogies upon Samuel J. Randall; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


The message further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 5939) for the relief 
of settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payson, Mr. HALL, and Mr. 
HoLwaN managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ANNA PLATT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return of the bill (H. R. 5524) 
granting a pension to Anna Platt; and by unanimous consent the re- 
qnest was ordered to be complied with and the bill returned to the 
House of Representatives. 


CLARA FOWLER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for the return of the bill (H. R. 3070) 
granting a pension to Clara Fowler; and by unanimous consent the re- 
quest was ordered to be complied with and the bill returned to the 
House of Representatives. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies of Samuel J. 
Randall was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
RY twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Afairs: z 

A bill (H. R. 3573) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Bernhard Steuben; 

A bill (H. R.3061) for the relief of David H. Russell; 

S (H. R. 4224) to remore the charge of desertion against James 
Littleton; 

A bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of Timothy C. Barjerow; 

A bill ie R. 5 tor the relief of Nicholas Dunſee; 

A bill (H. R. 9591) for the relief of George Gunnell; 

A bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of Alfred Crayton; and 

A bill (H. R. 11098) for the relief of Lorenzo S. Coffin, late chaplain 
Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 

The following bills were seyerally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: : 


granting a pension to George H. Rider; 

5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 
6563) for the relief of John O. McDonald, alias William 


115 granting a pension to John A. Anderson; 
on bill 8918) granting a pension to Mrs, Emeline Jane Bush- 
n 


2 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to Mary D. McChesney; 
19 8 R. 9375) granting an inerease of pension to Mrs. Catherine 

Amands; 

A bill 2 R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 

ede H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. 
Fogler; 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 

A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton; r 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCalloh; 

A bill (H. R. 102 granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill 25 R. 10735) granting a pension to Harriet J. Yarbrough; 

A bill (H. R. 10858) granting a pension to Mary D. Jones; 

A bill 55 R. 10938) granting a pension to R. Rice; 


il 
bil 
Barnes; 

A bill 


R. 
N. 
H. H. 
R. 
R. 


H. 
H 


A bill 
army nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico; 

A bill * R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary J. Blackledge; 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green; and 

A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. FRYE. I submit a conference report, and ask that it may be 
read. N 
The PRESIDENT pro will be read. Isit the 


tempore. The 
purpose of the Senator from Maine to ask for the consideration of the 
report this evening? 


H. R. 11050) to grant a pension to Mrs. Etta Hubbs as an , ; 
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Mr. FRYE. I suppose there is just about time to read it through. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Tyne morea of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, ) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public work on rivers 
and harbors, and for other acento having met, after full and free confer- 
eae ere agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as we: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 26, 32,34, 44, 48,49, 51. 
54, 60, 84, 86, 101, 147, 148, 149, 168, 187, 209, 233, 
the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
2, 3,4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 20, 21. 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 29, 31, 25, 36, 
40, 45, 46, 47, 50, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,71, 76, 77, 78, 79, 82, 83, 87, 89, 
90, 91, 92, 9 , 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 103, 104, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111. lg terran ia 


179, 181, 182, 183, 
227. 220) 290; 231 232, 235, 236: and to tb 
2 . i , 236; and agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert 
~ $40,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its 5 to 
the amendment ot the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the words this money in said amendment and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “said twonty thousand dollars,” so that the pro- 
viso shall read: “Provided, That no expenditure of said $20,000 shall be made 
until the draws in the Arsenal street and Market street b shall be made 
to conform to the projected channel without cost to the Uni States; and the 

e to the same, 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo: insert $75,000;” and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15,and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘$120,000; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. x 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert "$30,000; also after 
the word Point” insert a comma andthe word“ Connecticut; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and saxo to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $100,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words “four hundred thousand dollars” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ''$200,000; Provided, That contracts 
may be entered into by the Secretary of War for the work uired for the im- 
provement of the Delaware River between the cities of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Camden, N. J., aceording to the plan reported by the Board of Engineers and 
transmitted to Congress April 7, 1888, and printed as House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 260, Fiftieth Congress, first session, or such modifications thereof as 
may be determined upon by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the cost of 
che improvement shall not be thereby increased, to be paid for as appropriations 
may from time to time be made by law; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out * $500,000" and in lieu thereof insert the 
following: *'$340,000: Provided, That such contracts as may be desirable may be 
patared tats, by the Secretary of War for the completion of the existing project, 
or any part of same, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 
made by law;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $370,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $35,000; "" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 820,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the third line of said amendment, the words by the Secretary of 
War; “ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amendment proposed, insert the follow- 
ing: “Continuing improvements, $30,000, of which $3,700 may in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War be expended in dredging and deepening the channel 
of Grand River from its mouth to the new docks on the west side ofthe same; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 42: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert at the end of said amendment the words * or 
by Congress; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after the words “Secretary of War,” where 
they occur in said amendment, the words “said right to be always revocable 
by him or by Congress;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and iy ated the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, 840,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its di ment to 
the amend mentof the Senate numbered 62, and agree to thesame with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $25,000; ” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its ment to 
theamendmentof the Senate numbered 65, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert *'$165,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 72 and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said —— ae insert the N Ss 

Improving Jem River, New York: „ $250,000 ; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low dges now exos · in aid 
Harlem River to be replaced * other. i 
thereof as soon as the necessary n, if an 
shall have enabled the change in grade to the n brid, 
required to be made, the owners of said bridges being a!loweda reasonable time 
in which to complete the work amaki for said approaches; said bri shall 
leave a clear space between the under sides thereof and the high water of sprin; 
tides of 24 feet, and shall be wl eed ei with draw-spans and draws of the wid 
and length to be determined by the Secretary of War,and shall in all repens 
comply with this law and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of War: 
Provided, That the Secretary of War shall prescribe the times and regulations 
for the opening and operating of the draws in said brid; but said draws shall 
not be opened except for vessels propelled by steam with or without vessels in 
tow; nor shall they be required to be opened at any time other than between 
10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon.” 

_And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum pro „insert“ 845,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows; In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: That whenever the ings com- 
meneed by the United States against the Monongahela Navigation Company, 
a corporation organized under the laws of Pennsyivania, to condemn look and 
dam No. 7, constituting a part of the improvement in water communication in 
the Monongahela River between Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, and 
a point at or near Morgantown, in the State of West Virginia, shall be finally 
determined, and the United Statesshall have acquired the title to said lock and 
dam No, 7 and its appurtenances, the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to negotiate for and purchase, at a cost not to exceed 
$162,000, lock and dam No. 6 and its appurtenances of the Monongahela Nav- 
igation Company, also constituting a part of said improvement; and the sum 
of $162,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is bereby appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for consummat- 
ing said purchase, the same to be paid on the warrant of the Secretary of War 
upon fulland absolute conveyance to the United States of the said lock and 
dam No, 6and its appurtenances of the said Monongahela Navigation Com- 
pany; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment, insert the following: In the eveut of the inability of the Sec- 
retary of War to make voluntary purchase of said lock and dam No, 6 and its 
appurtenances for said sum of $162, 000,or a less sum, then the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to institute and carry to completion proceed- 
ings for the condemnation of said lock and dam No. 6, and itsappurtenances, said 
condemnation proceedings to be as prescribed and regulated by the provisions 
of the general railroad law of 1 f e approved Februnry 19, 1849, and ita 
supplements, except that the United States shall not be required to give any 
bond, and except that jurisdiction of said proceedings is hereby given to the 
circuit court of the United States for the western district of Pen vania, with 
right of appeal by either party to the Supreme Court of the United States’ Pro- 
vided, That in estimating the sum to be paid by the United States, the franchise 
of said corporation to collect tolis shall not be considered or estimated ; and the 
sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria 2 the 
necessary costs of said condemnation proceedings; and upon final ju ginent 
being entered therein the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to draw his warrant on the Treasury for the amount of said judgment and costs, 
and said amount for the payment thereof is hereby appropriated out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, And when said lock and 
dam No, 6and its appurtenances shall have been acquired by the United States, 
whether by purchase or condemnation, the Secretary of War shall take charge 
thereof, and the same shall thereafter be subjected to the provisions of section 
4 ofan act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation for certain public work on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’ approved July 5, 1884; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbe 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with au 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $280,000; ” and tht 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 20,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered : That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words! three hundred and forty thou- 
sand dollars“ where they occur in said amendment and subsitute therefor the 
words three hundred thousand dollars ;"' and the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and * to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, Insert 8170, 0; and the 
Senate te the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert 5170,00; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105,and soe to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, Insert $190,000;"" and the 
Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Substitute for the sum proposed “#475,000;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment, as follows: Insert, after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the fourth line of said amendment, the words by the Secretary of 
War;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert, after the word “into” and before the word 
“for,” in the fourth line of said amendment, the words“ by the Secretary of 
War;” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num! 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and to the sarre with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum puani tout ** $3,200,000; and 
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at the end of said amendment strike out the period and insert a colon, and add 
the following: “ That the amount expended from such sum for work 
at the harbors aforesaid ll not exceed $600,000, and the amount expended at 
the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River for the rectification 
thereof pursuant to the plan heretofore adopte including keeping open a nav- 
le nnel through the mouth of Red or Old River into the Mississip 
iver, shall not exceed $250,000.” Also, insert after the word surveys,“ in 
line 10 of said amendment, the words “including the survey from the Head ot 
the Passes to the headwaters of the river;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In Heuofthe words “nine hundred thousand dollars,“ where 
they occur in said amendment, insert $800,000." Strike out the words “to 
Sioux City, inclusive,” in lines 6 and 7 of said amendment. After the word 
“him,” and before the colon, in line 8 of said amendment, insert the words “in 
reaches to be designated by them; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $300,000; ™ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 140: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “$435,000; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14), and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert $175,000 ;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the name with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “$70,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter proposed and in lieu thereof in- 
sert the following additional sections, to be numbered sections 6. 7. 8, 9, 10, 11: 

“Sec. 6. That it shall not be lawful to cast, throw, empty, or unlade, or cause, 
suffer, or procure to be cast, thrown, emptied, or unladen, either from or out of 
any ship, vessel, lighter, barge, boat, or other , or from the shore, pier, 
wharf, furnace, manufacturing establishments, or mills of any kind whatever, 
any ballast, stone, slate, gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, slabs, edgings, saw- 
dust, slag, cinders, ashes, refuse, or other waste of any kind, into any port, rond, 
roadstead, harbor, haven, navigable river, or navigable waters of the United 
States which shall tend to impede or obstruct navigation, or to deposit or place 
or cause, suffer, or procure to be de ted or placed, any ballast, stone, slate, 
gravel, earth, rubbish, wreck, filth, s edgings, sawdust. or other waste in any 

lace or situation on the bank of any navigable waters where the same shall be 
lable to be washed into such navigable waters, cither dy ordinary or high tides, 
or by storms or floods, or otherwise, whereby navigation shall or may be im- 
ed or obstructed: Pro! hat nothing herein contained shall extend or 
construed to extend to the casting out, unlading, or throwing out of any 
ship or vessel, lighter, barge, buat, or other craft, any stones, rocks, bricks, 
lime, or other materials used, or to be used, in or toward the building, repairing, 
orkeeping in repair any quay, pier, wharf, weir, bridge, building, or other 
work lawfully erected or to be erected on the banks or sides ofany port, har- 
bor, haven, channel, or navigable river, or to the casting out, unlading, or de 
iting of any material excavated for the improvement of navigable waters, into 
such places and in such manner as may be deemed by the United States officer 
3 said improvement most judicious and practicable and for the best 
interests of such improvements, or to prevent the depositing of any substance 
above mentioned under a permit from the Secretary of War, which he is hereby 
authorized to nt,in any place designated by him where navigation will not 
be obstructed thereby. 

“Src.7. That it shall not be lawful to build any wharf, pier, dolphin, boom, 
dam, weir, breakwater, bulkhead, jetty, or structure of any kind outside estab- 
lished harbor-lines, orin any navigab e waters of the United States where no 
harbor-lines are or may be established, without the permission of the Secretary 
of War, Make port, roadstead, haven, harbor, navigable river, or other waters 
of the Uni States. in such manner as shall obstruct or impair navigation, 
commerce, or anchorage of said waters, and it shall not be lawful hereafter to 
commence the construction of any bridge, bridge-draw, bridge piers and abut- 
ments, causeway, or other works over or in any 9555 road.roadste d. ha ven, har- 
bor. navigable river, or navigable waters of the United States, under any act ofthe 
Legislative Assembly of any State, until the location and p'an of such bridge or 
other works have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. or 
to excavate or fill, or in any manner to alter or modify the course, location, con- 
dition, or capacity of the channel of said navigable water of the United States, 
unless approved and authorized by the Secretary of War: Provided, ‘rhat this 
section shall not apply toany bridge, bridge-draw, bridge piers. and abutments 
the construction of which been heretofore duly authorized by law, or beso 
construed as to authorize the construction of any bridge, draw-bridge, bridge 
piers and abutments, or other works, under an act of the Legislature of any 
State over or in any stream, port, roadstead, haven or harbor, or other naviga- 
ble water not wholly within the limits of such State. 

“SEC. S. That all wrecks of vessels and other obstructions to the navigation of 
any port. roadstead, harbor, or navigable river, or other navigable waters of the 
United States, which may haye been permitted by the owners thereof or the 
parties by whom they were caused to remain, to the injury of commerce and 
navigation for a longer period than two months, shall be subject to be broken 
up and removed by the Secretary of War, without liability for any damage to 
the owners of the same. 

“Sec, 9. That it shall not be lawful for any person or oe to take 
session of or make use for any exclusive purpose, or build upon, alter, ope get 
destroy, injure, obstruct, or in any other manner impair the usefulness of any 
sea-wall, bulkhead, jetty, dike, levee, wharf, pier, or other work built by the 
United States in whole or in part, for the preservation and improvement ofany 
of its navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or as boundary marks, tide-gauges, 
surveying stations, buoys, or other established marks nor remove for ballast 
or other purposes any stone or other material composing such works, 

» “Bego, 10. That the creation of any obstruction, n t affirmatively authorized 
by law, to the navigable capacity of any waters, in respect of which the United 
States has jurisdiction, is hereby prohibited. The continuance of any such ob- 
struction, except bridges, piers, docks, and wharves, and similar structures 
erected for business purposes, whether heretofore or hereafter created, shall 
constitute an offense, and each week's continuance of any such obstruction shall 
be deemed a separate offense. Every person and every corporation which shall 
be guilty of creating or continuing any such unlawful obstruction in this act 
mentioned, or who shall violate the provisions of the last four preceding sec- 
tions of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $5.000, or by imprisonment (in 
the case of a natural person) not exceeding one year, or by both such punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. The creating or continuing of any unlaw- 
ful obstruction in this act mentioned may be prevented and such obstruction 
may be caused to be removed by the injunction of any circuit court exercising 
jarisdiction in any district in which such obstruction may be threatened or 


may exist; and proj 


roceedings in equi 
ae che direction o! 5 — 


to this end may be instituted un- 
poe Attorney-General! f 


the United States. 


ponon of this act by giving information tothe district attorne: 
tates for the district in which any violation of any provision of this act shall 
have been committed; Provided, t the provisions of this act shall not apply 
to Torch Lake, Houghton County, Michigan.” 

Amendment numbered 160; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure *7™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure 12,” so as to read Seo. 12;"’ and the 8 

Amendment numbered 164: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 164, and 5 to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure 8“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure 13,“ so as to “Sec. 13;” and the Senate agree to the same, : 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree to the sume with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure “9” and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure 13.“ soas to read Seo. 14;"' and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 166: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure “10” and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure 15.“ so as to read Sec, 15;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure “11” and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure 16,“ so as to read “Sec. 16;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 169: That the House recede from its d $to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 169, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure *12” and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure 17,“ so as to read “Sec. 17; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; Strike out the word “ Melbourne” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Titusville; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 180; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 180, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the amendment proposed the follow- 
ing paragraph: 

“St. Augustine: For improvement of channel so as to make a deep-sea chan- 
nel over the outer and inner bars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 210: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 210, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word Champlain's“ in said amend- 
— and insert in lieu thereof the word Champlin's;“ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the amendment proposed the follow- 
ing 8 3 

tt Newport Habor, south of Goat Island, with a view to the removal of the 
spit at the south end of the island,” 

And the Senate agree to the same, . 

Amendment numbered 222; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 222, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the ead of the matter proposed to be stricken 
out the word Waco,” so thatthe provision will read, Brazos River from its 
mouth to Waco;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 234: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the figure 13“ and insert in lieu theroof 
the figure “ 18,” so as to rend Sec. 18; ane the 5 to the samo. 

J. N. DOLPH, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
THOS, J. HENDERSON, 
©. H. GROSVENOR, - 
NEWTON ©, BLANCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


While the report was being read ` : 

Mr. FRYE. The sections 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, which are inserted 
are taken bodily and exactly from a bill which has passed the Senate 
three times and has been read over and over again. Lask that the read- 
ing of those sections may be dispensed with. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the subject? 

Mr. FRYE. The obstruction of rivers and harbors, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The sameas the bill the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] offered? ‘ : 

Mr. FRYE. The same as the bill the Senator from Oregon offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair doubts very much whether 
less than a quorum is competent to give unanimous consent to anything. 

Mr. FRYE. I think if there was a roll-call there would bea quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the reading of the sections will be omitted. 

The reading of the report having been. concluded 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken upon con- 
currence I wish to leave on record in the way of protest a few feeble 
words, 

The Senate will recollect the controversy concerning the Harlem 
River, nine, ten, or eleven bridges over that river, and the proposition 
to legalize draw bridges, sanctioning them by national action. It is 
provided in this compromise: 

And the Secretary of War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing 
said Harlem River— 


If I recollect aright, 14 feet above water— 


to be replaced by other bridges at the expense of the owners thereof as soon as 
the necessary legislation, if any such ! on be necessary. shall have en- 
abled the change in grade to the approac! of said bridges thus juired to be 
made, the owners.of said bridges being allowed a reasonable time in which to 


TE 


SEPTEMBER 6, 


TT!!! sapna ager F map peite mea p g a a ag nig gn leave a 


sides thereof and the high water of 


l antaya aa e cow n ee ow sey D and 

length Secretary ‘ar, and shall 

ere ee a SBA SEITE So Sie TNEROSON of War 
Dr d 

FP EONS anani y eepe OE Sn Soe said but said draws shall 

not be opened except for vessels by steam or without vessels in 

tow; nor shall they be required 7 at any time other than between 

10 o'clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon. 


I know it is understood that this is in some way to be defeated by 
preven the State of New York from giving its assent. That is the 
theory. My belief is that the theory is that the State of New York will 
never give—if necessary, it says there the consent, but they will be 
able to make this argument, that the of the United States has 
ordered those bridges raised to 24 feet high. I donot care how many 

and tugs go under there. They should be raised 24 feet, and 
the draw-bridges the of War may have opened at any time and 
for the whole time between 10 o’clock in the forenoon and 50’clock in 
the afternoon. 


estimated that not less than fifteen million people were interested in 
this question. 

I do not believe the city of New York wants this fora moment. I 
can not conceive it possible. My information and belief is that there 
is a great real-estate ring there, a combination of Tammany men and 
other politicians, who control lands along the Harlem River and expect 
to make money enough out of warehouses and wharves there to pay 
them for this enormous obstruction to commerce. 

So far as this bill goes, so far as the action of Congress is needed to 
perpetuate it, this is the perpetuation of one of the greatest outrages 
that ever went into legislation, That is all I have te say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I desire to dissent from one remark 
made by the Senator from Connecticut, and that was that he under- 
stood in some way the removal of the bridge or the elevation of the 
bridge was to be defeated by the aid of State agentes, or something 
ofthat kind. I do not understand anything of the sort. It may be 
true that to a certain extent the Legislature of New York would be 
called upon to pass on the question whether it wants closed bridges 
over Harlem River or whether it thinks there should be open bridges, 

` draw-bridges, over Harlem River; but there is no understanding or 

ex tion, so far as I am advised, that the provisions of this law are 
to be defeated in any such way as that. 

Now I desire to say another thing. There is a draw-bridge over 
Harlem River now, and more than that it is a low draw-bridge; that 
is, itis down close tothe water. Itcan beordered open. I want to 
say to the Senator from Connecticut that under the provisions of the 
Jaw as they exist to-day it is very questionable whether it is not ab- 
solutely the duty of the Secretary of War to order that bridge down 
and off from Harlem River and stop—— 

Mr. FRYE. It is under the law beyond any question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; the Senator from Maine says that under 
the present law it is the duty of the Secretary of War absolutely to 
remove from Harlem River that bridge, these bridges which cross it. 
All chat is changed and obviated under the provisions that have been 

to inthe conference between the two Houses. 

Mx. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I will say a word or two now or 
raise the question of a quorum, one or the other. I think the Senator 
is very much mistaken. I think there are many people whorely upon 
defeating this provision of national legislation. I will acquit him of 
it entirely. He says there is a draw-bridge there already, but there is 
no custom to go through it. It does not amount to anything at all. 
Occasionally a sloop gets up there with some brick or lumber, and oc- 
casionally probably some barge works its way along through, but in 
forty years of traveling across that I do not remember that I have ever 
been detained with the draw being up. They must have got along 
early in the morning or some time when I was not ordinarily crossing 
that river and coming into town. 

Note a provision that the draw-bridges are to be opened between 10 
and 5 and at no other time, while the citizens of New York who live 
just outside daily must come into business in the morning and go ont 
after 5 o'clock, while between 10 and 5 the great trains from the North- 
east and Northwest are coming in, and liable to be held from ten min- 
oe to an hour or more at any time by one or two or three or half a 

ozen 

The contemplation is that they are to have valuable wharves and 
valuable warehouses along this stream, which is to be widened. S0 
the Senator’s remark that they now have a draw-bridge there is of no 
consequence at all. The contemplation is to have a very great busi- 
ness done through the widened Harlem River. To be good for any- 
thing, to pay for it at all, that business must be large; and the excuse 
for it is tit will save going around the Battery. Going around the 
Battery costs $15 for a tug. They will not hitch on a tug for less than 
$10. There is $5 to be saved, then, in a tug by going through the Har- 

lem, and it will take probably very nearly 5 — to go through under 


the draw-bridge as it will to go around the Battery and go up into 


North River. 
I simply record my judgment that there is great wrong there, and 
great injury to the traveling e.. It is not a question ot New York 


City, or the Central road, or 
tion of the A of these 15,000,000 in the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro t 3 Chair takes this occasion toob- 
serve that in a measure involving so large a sum of money and includ- 
oo eg many contested considerations he will not take the responsi- 

ity of declaring that this report is agreed to unless it appears upon 
a vote that a quorum is present. The question is on concurring in the 
report, Senators in the affirmative will say ay;“ in the negative, 
no. [Putting the question.] The Chair is unable to decide by the 
8 Senators in the affirmative will rise and stand until they are 
counted, 

There were upon a division—ayes 19, noes 2; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nineteen Senators have voted in 
wie aA and 2 have voted in the negative. A quorum has not 
voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the Senator’s motion in order before a roll-call to 
ascertain the presence of a quorum ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. The Seuntor from Iowa moves 


that the Senate adjourn. 
to; and (at 6 Oo elock p. m.) the Senate ad- 


„or the speculators. It is a ques- 


The motion was 
journed until Monday, September 8, 1890, at 10 o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.’ 
SATURDAY, September 6, 1890. 


rte House met at 12 o’elock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SIGNAL CORPS AND WEATHER SERVICE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the House substitute for the bill (S. 1454) to 
increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of 
the Army, and to transfer the weather service to the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I desire to call up the conference 
report, as I announced last night I would do this morning. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could have recognized the 
gentleman from IIlinois if he had risen for that p The gentle- 
man from Michigan has been recognized. Will gentleman from 


Illinois yield for a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs be discharged. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Iean not yield to the gentleman 
from Montana at this time. I will yield fora moment to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the gen- 
tileman from Illinois that while he calls up a privileged matter, there 
may perhaps be some question about the gentleman yielding to indi- 
vidual members—— = 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, I can not do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But if the gentleman will withdraw 
the demand for a moment the Chair will recognize one or two gentle- 
men. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am willing to do that. 

2 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House substitute for this bill be read and considered. 

Mr. FRANK. If this gives rise to debate I shall object to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If it does I will withdraw it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
1 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That the House substitute for the Ben- 
ate bill be read, after which the gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman that there is no ma- 
terial difference between the two. Someslight amendments were made 
at the request of the Agricultural Committee of the House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This is rather a long bill, and the gentleman from 
Illinois has pending quite an important matter that should be promptly 
acted upon. It seems to me that this bill should have a more careful 
consideration than can be obtained in this manner. 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will not inter- 

any objection, 

Mr. MORGAN. I trust my friend will allow this motion to prevail. 
It is an exceedingly important matter to the agricultural interests of 
the country. 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 


The bill was read ab! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. That bill is of so much. importance, relating as it 
does to a very important branch of the public service, that we ought 
to take further time to consider it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and therefore the 
bill is not before the House. 

THE BOUNTY BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, addressed the House on the 
bill S. 3738. See Appendix.] 


HENRY A. BARNUM, 


Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I now call up, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will yield for a moment, the special order e last night for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension 
to Henry A. Barnum. I think there will be no debate on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If there is any time to be taken up 
IT can not yield. A 

Mr. BAKER, No time will be taken up, I think; but I raise the 

uestion of order that on last night an order was made in the case of 

eral Barnum that the previous question should be considered as 

ordered on the bill and that it would come up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What point of order does the gentle- 
man make? 

Mr. BAKER. That this bill is in order now. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; if be will read a 
little farther in the RECORD he will see that objection was made to 
the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair understands that this mat- 
ter was made a special order immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal to-day. 

Mr. FLOWER. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 


bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Lill (II. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding was that this was made a spe- 
cial order after the disposal of the conference report. 

Mr. BAKER. No; after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. KILGORE. That was not the understanding. 

Mr. BAKER. That was the agreement, and the RECORD; I think, 
will show it. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be reported. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Henry A. Bar- 
num, late brigadier-general and brevet jor-general of volunteers, and pay 
him a pension of $100 per month from and r the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the of the 
bill, it having been ordered to be engrossed and read a third time on 
yesterday. X 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BAKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved ibat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I mustinsist upon the 
lar order. 
Mr. CRAIN. Can we not have one recognition on this side ? 
Mr. COLEMAN. The bill just ealled up by Mr. FLOWER was on 
our side. 

$ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HENDERSON] calls up the conferencereport upon the river and harbor 
bill, upon which debate has been limited to one hour. The gentle- 
man from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIN, Will you yield to me just one moment? I ask to 
have my bill called up alter the conference re isd of. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will be very glad to do that. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us know what the bill is first. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY. I understand the Speaker to state that debate 
on the conference report had been limited to one hour. Wasan 
ment had at the session yesterday evening that debate should be lim- 
ited to one hour? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was agreed to yesterday. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That was done yesterday afternoon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the recess yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. 5 I suppose, Mr. Speaker, the time will be equally 
divided. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The river and harbor bill as agreed 
upon in conference makes appropriations amounting in the aggregate to 


` 
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$24,981,295. The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated the sum of 
$25,786,853. So that the conference a reduction of $305, 


upon 8 
558, leaving the aggregate amount of the bill, as above stated, $24,981,- 
295. 


The last river and harbor bill, which became a law August 11, 1888, 


a iated the sum of 822,397,616. 90. 
Phere is, therefore, an increase in this bill over the amount of appro- 
priations in the bill of August, 1888, of $2,583,678. 

This increase is largely owing to larger ap tions made for the 
more important continuing improvements, as appear from the fol- 
lowing partial statement of increased appropriations over those for the 
same works in the bill of Angust 11, 1888: 

Mississippi River from Head of Passes to the mouth of the 


SSD spicier iris reece ti ana son eg ema Va mee $535, 000 
Mississippi River between mouths of the Illinois and Ohio 

7 nei ats toa te EON knees 100, 000 

Bethe Harboe so che uae den beni ieee A 75, 000 

Ogdensburgh Harbor 27, 000 

c ß E Geneve 180, 000 

75, 000 

50, 000 

170, 000 

100, 000 

1, 312, 000 


In addition to these increases some new works have been included 
in the present bill, and for which appropriations bave been made as 


follows: 

CCC Citi alin seta fe coe arien tee a coca tahoe Ud $500, 000 
Purchase of Portage Lake Canal 350, 000 
TAWES COORD RINGS inne oot, occ cast sual eau aioe 150, 000 
pa ee Bib ho AEE Pap IR ee ey Ae oo en Be ee LE 182, 000 
Harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode Island 75, 000 


We have, therefore, in these increased 1 on the impor- 
tant works mentioned and in these new works an aggregate of $2,569, - 
000, which sum nearly equals the amount of increase over the river 
and harbor bill of 1888. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not the question we should consider whether 
this Congress appropriates more money for rivers and harbors than 
the Fiftieth Congress or any other, but whether the 9 1 tions 
made are necessary and proper; whether they are in interest of 
the people and will promote the public good, These are the important 
considerations, and haying them in view Iam ot the t the 
bill agreed upon in conference is a good bill, one which on a candid, 
careful consideration of its provisions, should commend itself to the 
House and the country. I believe its passage will be in the interest 
of the rapidly growing commerce of the country and of the people. 

There is nothing which the Government can do so much in the inter- 
est of the people as to give them cheap transportation; and water trans- 

rtation being the cheapest we should give it to the people wherever 

t can be done at a reasonable expense. The le are to 
understand this fact and to demand it at our k 

When my public career as a member of this House comes to an end, 
as it must soon do, if I shall have contributed in any manner by my 
service here to the improvement of the water ways, the rivers, and har- 
bers of the country, thereby giving to the people cheaper transporta- 
tion, I shall feel that it is the highest honor I can carry with me into 
the retirement of private life. 

We have, Mr. Speaker, a wonderful country, bounded by two great 
oceans on the east and west, with a magnificent chain of lakes on the 
north and an immense gulf on the south, while navigable rivers flow 
through almost every section of the country, capable of carrying the prod- 
ucts of our mines, of our farms and ies, and of giving to the people 
the cheapest possible transportation; and if we fail to improve them 
and to utilize them for that purpose, to take proper care of our harbors, 
and to remove every obstruction to navigation so far as we can, we shall 
fall short of our duty. I do not believe the people will permit us to 


do it. 
The growth of our commerce is marvelous and is rapidly increasing 
throughout the country, and the work already done in the improve- 


ment of our water ways and our harbors has resulted in great public 
good and in a great reduction of freight rates wherever water ways 
have been improved and brought into competition with railroads. For 
these reasons greater demands have been made upon the present Con- 
gress for increased appropriations than heretofore, since I have been a 
member of this body. 

But I desire to call attention to some of the more important amend- 
ments of the Senate which were toin conference; and, first, the 
Portage Lake canals. Speaking for myself, Mr. Speaker, I have given 
more careful consideration to the p purchase of these canals than 
to any other amendment made by the Senate to the river and harbor 
bill, and all the more because of the objections made to their purchase 
by gentlemen on both sides of the House, whose opinions and judgment 
I very much respect. 

The conferees on the part of the House agreed to the Senate amend- . . 
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ment providing for the purchase of these canals, and if the bill be- 
eomes & law the sum of „000 is to be paid to the company owning 
them whenever a valid title to all of said premises shall be vested in 
the United States, and the State of Michigan shall have ceded to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, except for criminal 


Mr. Speaker, after as careful an examination as I have been able to 
make of the subject, I am of the opinion that the United States should 
own and control these canals and that the sum to be paid for the same 
is reasonable. I know it is urged that the Government gave 400,000 
acres of land to aid in the construction of the Portage Lake and Lake 
Superior Ship-Canal, and that therefore it seems an injustice now for 
the United States to have to pay for it, and I admit the force of the 
objection. 

But this matter has been twice investigated: first, under a resolution. 
of the United States Senate, by Lieut. Col. O. M. Poe, of the Corps of 
Engineers, an officer of ability and integrity and, secondly, under a 
provision of the river and harbor act of August 5, 1886, by a board of 
engineers, composed of Henry L. Abbott, colonel of engineers, and O. 
H. Ernst and Charles J. Allen, majors of engineers, all officers of high 
character, and both Lieut. Col. Poe and this board of engineers, after 
athorough examination and investigation of all the facts, recommended 
the purchase of the canals at the sum of $350,000. 

Colonel Poe says in his report that if by the payment of $350,000 by 
the United States the ownership of this important water way, clear of 
all incumbrances, can be vested in the Government, thus rendering 
its navigation free to commerce, then there can be no question that 
the price is reasonable and the purchase advisable. And the board of 
engineers referred to say that, in the opinion of the board, the price 
($350,000) is just and reasonable, and they recommend that the offer 
of the companies be accepted. 

Theland grant of 400,000 acres was estimated at only $500,000, I sup- 

from the fact that at the time it was granted it was subject to 
mestead and cash entry, the latter at $1.25 per acre; but, whatever 
may have been the value of the land, it is elear that the original com- 
pany failed and that its property went into the hands of a receiver, 
who issued certificates, secured by a first lien on all property of the 
company, to the amount of $625,300, and who actually received and 
expended $450.000, And Colonel Poe says in his report that none of 


the original proprietors are now connected with the work. Hefurther | h 


says that the aid 22 from all sources and applied to the construc- 
tion and repair of the canal, and in operating it, down to the begin- 
ning of 1884, amounted to fully $3,000,000. 

It has been stated that the men or company who had the grant of lands 
never invested more than a hundred thousand dollars in the canal and 
that they have been reimbursed by the tolls; that they have received 
on these channels far more than they have ever expended upon them. 
But the report of Colonel Poe conclusively shows that that statement 
can not be correct; for he puts the tolls from 1874 to 1883 at only $75,- 
053.13, while expenditures for the same time amounted to $70,146.79. 

It is really the improvement made by the Portage Lake and River 
Improvement Company, on which, it was suggested to me, there were 
only about $100,000 expended. But, from Colonel Poe’s report, even 
that isa mistake. He says: 

It has not been 3 for me to obtain a statement of the receipts and 
expenditures of this company on account of construction, maintenance, and 
9 — but I think it can be safely assumed that the construction account 

one would amount to fully $300,000, 

It must be remembered that the Portage Lake and River Improve- 
ment Company had no land grant nor other aid in the construction of 
their canal. The first work done on it was done by subscription from 
private parties. But it is said the right to these canals will soon ex- 
pire, and therefore the Government should not pay $350,000 for them. 
That is certainly not true as to the Portage Lake and Lake Superior 
Ship-Canal, for its charter will not expire for some sixty years. The 
other, we are informed, will expire in some three years; but, under the 
laws of Michigan, the right of renewal of the charter exists, and it 
can be renewed atany time, as will appear from the following telegram 
from the secretary of state of Michigan to Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
United States Senator from that State: 

DETROIT, MICH., Scptember 1, 1890. 
Hon, F. B,Srocksripaer, 
United States Senate, Washington: 

Lower canal company organized under general statutes—not under special 
law—under constitutional amendment adopted for that purpose and under pro- 
visions of statute enacted to give it force. Corporations organized under gen- 
eral laws of the State may, by vote of stockholders, at any time before expira- 
tion of articles of association, reorganize for an additional period of thirty years, 
so that point raised cuts no figure, because such a corporation has an absolute 
and perfect legal right to continue its existence. Also,under general law of 
State one corporation doing a similar business with another may purchase the 

“rights and franchises of the other and carry on its business with all rights which 
the selling corporation possessed; hence the Po River Company could either 
reorganize or sell to the upper canal company. constitutional amendment 
and acts last Legislature.) If Purtage River Company were organized under 
8 charter, no one would ask the Government to buy. Articles of associa- 

ion of corporations organized under Michigan laws are being renewed every 


th. 
oe G. R. OSMUN, Secretary of State. 
It clearly seems to me that the United States should own these canals 
and that the price eaked should not be in the way of their purchase, 


wken we consider the great advantages they will be to the vast com- 
merce of the lakes. 

Mr. HILL. - If these purchases are made by the United States and 
the jurisdiction ceded to the United States, that will obviate the neces- 
sity of renewing the charter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly; all the charters then cease. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly; but it has been claimed 
that we should not purchase the canals, because the charter will soon 
expire. 

desire, Mr. Speaker, to refer for a moment to the provisions agreed 
upon in conference as to the St. Mary’s River, Hay Lake Channel, Gal- 
veston Harbor, Philadelphia Harbor, and Baltimore Harbor. These 
provisions authorize the Secretary of War to make contracts for ma- 
terial and labor on these improvements to be paid for as appropriations 
may from time to time be made by law. Some comment has been 
made upon this authority given to the Secretary to make these con- 
tracts, but in the judgment ot the conferees of both the House and Sen- 
ate the authority to make contracts for more speedily carrying on the 
work at these important harbors and St. Mary’s Canal and Hay Lake 
Channel was not only right and proper, but that it would result in 
greater economy. 

It was suggested by the Chief of Engineers that this authority to make 
contracts would be in the interest of economy, and he believed that 
from 25 to 30 per cent. could be saved if such authority was given to 
make contracts for material and work, and he refers to the authority 
= to make contracts for the stone to be used in the Public Library 

uilding, by which he has made a large saving to the Government, as 
anexample. At Philadelphia especially it is believed that a very 
great saving can be made in the removal of Smith’s Island and Wind- 
mill Island, in Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island, in New Jersey. 

The Chief of Engineers thinks that 40 or 50 per cent. of the estimates 
can be saved at Philadelphia it he is authorized to make contracts for 
their removal and give the contractors the right to the soil and material 
removed. 

Now, is it fair to say, therefore, that we are appropriating this year 
the full amount for St. Mary’s Canal, for Galveston Harbor, for Balti- 
more, and Philadelphia? It certainly is not, for the expenditure is not 
to be made this year. You may say it creates an obligation to pay 
something next year, and so it does, and so do many things we do 


ere. 

In our legislation we are every day imposing obligations on the 
Government; and when we began the improvement at Galveston we 
might as well have charged the whole amount to complete it to the ap- 
propriations for that year as to do so now because authority is given 
to the Secretary of War to make contracts in to the work there, 
and so with these other improvements at St. Mary's River, Hay Lake 
Channel, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

In the last Congress, in providing for the work on the Public Library 
building, authority was given to contract for all the stone for the ex- 
terior works, to be paid for as appropriations might {rom time to time 
be made by law, and you do not include that amount in the appropri- 
ations of last year. Nor should you do so. Neither should you esti- 
mate the full amount to complete the works referred to in the appro- 
priations for this year. Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to the amount 
of the bill and as to the danger of a deficiency. 

My colleague [Mr. CANNON], chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in his statement made to the House on the 2d instant, esti- 
mated that not more than one-half, say $12,500,000, can be expended 
in the present fiscal year. I feel entirely justified in saying that there 
can not be expended that sum during the present fiscal year. Owing 


to the lateness of the season it is not probable that ten millions will 
be expended. It is a little later now than when the last river and har- 
bor bill passed—nearly a month later—and I have here a statement 
which I will read and have printed as a part of my remarks: 

r appropriated for rivers and harbors by act of August 11, 


— — ee eebansessrecsge sensed tossnensd eoaneenen: — 


9, 732, 163. 79 
15, 717, 477. 62 


Balance unexpended June 30, 1890... . . . . . . . . 6, 680, 139. 23 

From this statement it will appear that after the last rive aud har- 
bor bill became a law only the amount of $5,985,313.83 was expended 
during the fiscal year, and for this fiscal year it is not probable, as I 
have said, that even $10,000,000 of the sum appropriated by this bill 
will be expended. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this conference report should be adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, before my colleague, the chairman of 
the committee, takes his seat, I think it is but due to the House that 
he should make an explanation as to the action of the conference com- 
mittee in regard to the Monongahela River improvements. There has 
been a radical change in the recommendation in the report about a 
matter that has never been considered in either House. 

Mr. COLEMAN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. That isa mistake. I would say 
that that matter has been discussed here in the House 


fe 
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Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will allow me to state what I 
think he ought to make his statement about. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not think it ought to come 
out of my time, 

Mr. PAYSON. It ought to come out of the gentleman’s time, be- 
cause, as I say, the conference report is entirely different from the 
action of either House, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What page of the bill does the gentleman refer 
to? 

Mr. PAYSON. On page 33 of the printed bill, the provision in the 
Senate amendment applies solely to Lock No. 1 of the Monongahela 
River improvements. By the recommendation of the conference com- 
mittee it is proposed to buy Dam No. 6, and provision is made for its 
condemnation for a certain sum of money, an entirely different propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The reason of that, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PAYSON. That is just what I want to know. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of IIlinois. The reason of that, Mr. Speaker, 
is this, that in the Fiſtieth Congress, in the river and harbor bill of 
August 11, 1888, we provided for condemning and purchasing Lock 
No. 7. There are seven of these dams, beginning at No. 1 and ranning 
up the river to No. 7. 

Mr. PAYSON, All belonging to this corporation? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. All belonging to this corporation. 
And the Government has built two dams above these seven, which it 
owns and is now operating, and in the last river and harbor bill we 
provided for the purchasing or condemning of Lock No. 7. 

Mr. PAYSON. Which proceedings are still pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Which proceedings are still pend- 
ing, and nothing is to be done in this purchase until those proceedings 
are determined by the court. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, will my colleague state what is the estimated 
value of this entire system, for this is evidently the entering wedge for 
the condemnation of the entire outfit? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No; the entering wedge was passed 
in the Filtieth Congress, in the last river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatis the estimated value of the whole system? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The estimated value is an average 
of $162,000 for each one of these seven locks; and I want to say here 
now that, if there ever was a just thing in this world, it is that the 
United States shall become the owner of these locks and dams. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but, granting that, let me understand, The 
Monongahela Riveris a navigable stream, or else, of course, we would 
have no authority over it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Ves, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, as I understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee, a private corporation takes possession of the navigable waters of 
the United States and proceeds for its own purposes to erect seven locks 
and dams, through which no commerce shall pass without Paying 
tribute to it. We then make appropriations for two locks and dams 
above these seven, by which the commerce of the river is largely ins 
creased, thus adding to the value of the seven dams below in the navi- 
gable waters of the Union; and after all this has been done then it is 
proposed to go to this company and buy from them what they erected 
there without authority of law and as against the rights of the United 
States of America. 

Mr. COLEMAN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. They 
have a franchise from the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PAYSON. No State in this Union, if I may intrude my judg- 
ment of the law upon this subject, has a right to grant toa corporation 
a franchise in any of the navigable waters of the Union. That is as 
clear as that two and two make four in mathematics. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If my friend will look at the pro- 
vision in the bill he will see that it is expressly provided in the bill 
that this franchise shall not be taken into consideration in determining 
the value of these works. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But you pay them $1,100,000 for 
trespassing, because the State of Pennsylvania had no power to grant 
any such franchise as against the United States. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say just a word in 
reply to my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is not in reply, because it is only an explanation 
that I ask, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. My time is going rapidly, and I do 
not wish this to come out of my time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I want to say that the Supreme Court ot the 
United States has decided that very point in regard to the right of a 
State to grant a franchise and the right to collect tolls upon the navi- 
gable waters of the United States, and that in the State of Michigan, 
carved ont of the Northwest Territory, where by the ordinance of 1787 
it was expressly provided that the navigable water-waysshould forever 
remain free public highways. That case was decided two years ago in 
the case of the Manistee River Improvement Company, in my own dis- 
trict, in which they held, upon astatute of the State of Michigan grant- 
ing a franchise to the Manistee River Improvement Company to im- 
prove the stream of that name, to remove certain obstructions and col- 


lect tolls, that it was constitutional, that the law was valid, and sus- 
tained in every point the right of the Legislature of the State to confer 
that franchise, 

Mr. PAYSON. And that you think is a parallel case to this ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I it is exactly a el case, It wasa 
navigable stream, but had been improved under the laws of the State. 

Mr. PAYSON. It means, then, Mr. Speaker, that we are going to - 
pay this company for these seven locks and dams, 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes; undoubtedly that is what it 
means. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to come tosome understanding about 
the division of the time. The time occupied by my colleague, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] certainly ought not to come 
out of the time of the friends of the conference report. I believe the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will control the time on that 
side of the question, and the time occupied by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Payson] should come out of his time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the time will be extended to the gentleman 
from Illinois, if he so desires, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wanted to have made my own re- 
marks, but did not wish to occupy so muchof the time, as I may want 
to yield some to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from Ii- 
nois yield? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from In- 
diana. [To Mr. HoLMAN:] How many minutes do you want? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Well, I understood that the time was to be equally 
divided. I do not want half an hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. * My colleague [Mr. Payson] has 
occupied six or seven minutes, I believe, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentlemen who want to criticise this 
bill will be allowed time. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Illinois. I yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I was about saying that I think those who desire to 
criticise this report may have the benefit of half an hour, and I think 
the House will undoubtedly extend time to the gentleman from Ilinois. 

The EASE pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill affects so large a number of 
our Congressional distrigs that I take it for granted that the report 
will be agreed to and that the bill in the form in which it comes be- 
fore the House will become a law. I regard that as inevitable, what- 
8 be the views of gentlemen in regard to some provisions of 
the bill. 

I wish to cail the attention of the House to three or four provisions 
of the bill; and, while there are a great many others that I might wish 
to criticise, shall only mention three or four. The first is a measure of 
wide-extending tendencies. The first matter to which I wish to di- 
rect the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
and the other members of the House is in to the appropria- 
tion of money for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

When this system of improvements was first entered upon, and the 
Mississippi River Commission was created, and for a few years after 
that time, one of the important subjects discussed in connection with 
the Mississippi River was in connection with levees. Finally that 
measure got into the form expressed in the House bill as it passed the 
House: 


Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming Jands or preventing injury to 
Jands or private property by overflows: Provided, That the commis- 
sion is authorized to repair and build levees, if in their judgment it should be 
done, as part of their plans to afford ease and safety to the navigation and com- 
merce of the river and to deepen the channel. 


Now, that language is substantially the language that has been in 
the river and harbor bill touching the Mississippi River for a number 
of years. It has been reasonably well understood. The commission- 
ers have understood by the terms there used that except where it was 
apparent that levee improvement would improve the navigation of the 
river (which is the main object to be accomplished) the appropriation 
of money could not be expended for that purpose. 

But now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it will be dis- 
covered that there is a radical departure in the terms now used in this 
bill. An amendment was offered and adopted in the Senate, came to 
the House, went to this committee of conference, and they have agreed 
to it, and I at least hope the House will understand the exact eftect of 
this new departure: ; 


Improving Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex- 
penses of the Mississippi River Commission— 


Money expended without any possible benefit to the country, for it 
is impossible to get rid of these commissions when once created. 

Continuing improvement. $3,500 000, which sum shall be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the plans, specifications, 


and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, forthe general im- 
provement of the river, for the building of levees— 


To begin with, as though it was the fundamental purpose of Congress 
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now to abandon this old ground, which only authorized conditionally 


an appropriation for such a purpose— 


for the build of levees, for surveys, for work at the harbors at Hickman, 
K e E AAA. M Si Fela ALi a Greenville, Vicksburg, and Ni 

at New Orleans, La.,at the head of the and the mouth of the 

Red River, and at other localities in such manner, to such extent, and in such 

as in their opinion shall best promote the interests of commerce and 


rtion 
— 

Now, gentlemen will lay great stress upon the last terms employed: 

To such extent and in such proportion as in their opinion shall best promote 
the interests of commerce and navigation, 

Notwithstanding the incorporation of this new ground, undoubtedly 
in regard to Mississippi River expenditures there is, as gentlemen will 
see, a radical departure, and your commissioners will not misunder- 
stand what — means. There is no necessity for subterfuge there. 
There is no doubt about the interpretation the commissioners will give 
the language. They understand the old language very well, and it 
means, as I have just ned, that the money should not be ex- 
pended for levees unless ly connected with the subject of navi- 
gation. Now, the levees are made the first subject-matter, and the 
power of expenditure is only limited to such an diture of money 


+ asin their judgment may promote the interests of commerce and navi- 


hd 


gation. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like one word there. Does not the 


~ gentleman from Indiana think that really, under the new bill, the old 


law is in the words and terms used in the new bill, and that they are 
inclusively and conclusively the old law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I presume that was the intention of the framers 
of this new pa: ph of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not, for the reason that under the old bill 
the primary proposition is that the money shall not be so expended. 
The language is: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands 
or private property by overflows. 

Now, that is mptory and distinct. No board of commissioners 
could fail to d exactly what is meant by that language. That 
is the primary proposition. But right the reverse of that is the prop- 
osition which is now before the House, It is true that following the 
primary proposition there is this proviso, which I will read, because 
otherwise my statement would not be complete: 

Provided, however, That the commission is auth®rized to repair and build 
levees, if, in their judgment, it should be done, as of their plans to afford 
ease oe safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the 


Now, your commissioners, of course, will understand that Congress 
had a motive in chan, the phraseology of the bill, and that that 
motive was not to diminish their power in regard to the expenditure 
of the public money in the construction of levees. Of course they will 
understand that, because there is nothing to indicate a purpose to re- 
strict them more than they have been restricted heretofore. There- 
fore they will understand, and will be justifiable inso understanding, 
that the construction of levees, instead of being madesubordinate, is now 
to be one of the objects of this legislation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is not the provision still limited by the last words? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have called attention to those last words, but 
that provision is incidental. The language of the bill is revolutionized, 
as the gentleman from Illinois must clearly see, and if this money is 
expended, as it will be undoubtedly, to a much larger extent than 
heretofore in the construction of levees, I hope it will not be claimed, 
either on this floor or outside, that the subject was not fairly brought 


to the attention of the House before the change was adopted. 


Mr. ADAMS. The motive of the change might have been to replace 
a ridiculous provision with a sensible one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Congress for ten years thought the old pro- 
vision was the safer one and adhered to it. The truth is that the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river is asecondary object, and that 
conclusion has been reached by your committees. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hardly see how the gentleman from Indiana can 
make that statement when, by the very language of the bill, it is di- 
rected that the money shall be expended in such manner as in their 
opinion will ‘* best promote the interests of commerce and navigation.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Michigan tell me the object 
15 changing the phraseology after ten years’ experience of the old pro- 

9 


on 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Isuppose it was to give the commission a broader 
discretion in applying this money, and in the manner of applying it in 
the interests of commerce and navigation. : 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould have thought not. There is no better navi- 
gation in this country than e ee t. The 
Hudson is supposed to be quite a na e stream, but I think the 
best river navigation we have is in the Mirsissippi below the mouth of 
Red River. I know it very well. I travel ed over it in my boyhood in 
flat-boats. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know the } resent views of the House. 
Heretofore Congress has been strenuously o to the use of any 
language in these bills that would increase the limit of the power in- 
vested in this commission. It has been the sentiment of the House for 
many years that the expenditure of moncy upon levees should be con- 
fined strictly to benefiting navigation; for the manifest reason that if 
we were to enter upon the system of cer levees to reclaim 
lands, or to increase the value of lands, to add to private wealth by the 
protection ot lands against overflows, then we would have several other 
rivers to deal with besides the Mississippi. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Can my friend from Indiana conceive any other 
way in which the interest of commerce would be promoted by a levee 
except by improving navigation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a word in that connection. A com- 
mittee, of which the gentleman now presiding as Speaker [Mr. Bur- 
ROWS] was chairman, investigated that subject and they reached the 
con¢lusion—at least some of the members did—that you might try to 
raise the river-bed as much as you pleased, but that itis only when the 
river was kept within its banks that the scourin goes on by 
which the channel is maintained or deepened. owever, I did not in- 
tend to say even this much on that subject, because I know itis liable 
to lead into an interminable discussion. My object to-day is simply 
to call the attention of the House to this radical change in the terms 
of the law in regard to the powers of this Mississippi River Commis- 


sion. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If ithe gentleman from Indiana was 
one of the commissioners, would he have any doubtas to the restrictive 
force of the language contained in the limitation at the end? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I would do myself is unimportant, as my 
friend will see. My interpretation of this language and my judzment 
as to the interpretation that will be placed upon it is based upon our 
experience in the pe 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. My friend does not answer my ques- 
tion. If he were acommissioner, would he have any doubt about the 
restrictive power of that limitation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What I myself individually would do is unimpor- 
tant. However, if my friend thinks an answer to his question will have 
any public value, I will say that if I was a commissioner, with what I 
know of the Mississippi River, I should say that the levees had noth- 
ing at all to do with the navigation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, That is correct. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont (to Mr. HOLMAN). Then you would 
not build any? - 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend must see that the Lower Mississippi is 
not the only interest involved here. The great body of the business of 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to New Orleans is Ohio River business, 
not Mississippi River business; so that so far as the question of naviga- 
tion is concerned this is a matter of vital importance to my constitu- 
ents and all the people from the headwaters of the Monongahela and 
the Allegheny clear down to the Ohio. But the other question, that of 
protecting private property from devastation of floods, is a matter of 
very different character, because it affects all the rivers of the West as 
well as that magnificent region of country watered directly by the Lower 
Mississippi. 

My main object has been to call the attention of the House to this 
departure. The othersubject to which I wish to invite attention fora 
momentis this question in regard to the navigation on the Monongahela 
River, as to which my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has somewhat 
anticipated me. Whether the House with the facts now before it can 
afford to enter upon a system which is to result so directly to the ben- 
efit of this navigation company is a question which, of course, gentlemen 
of the House must determine for themselves. But there is another 
view of that matter to which my friend from Illinois has not called at- 
tention. That improvement is almost entirely and exclusively local, 
one that might well have been the subject of purely private enterprise, 
for the reason that it is simply a coal interest. It simply adds to the 
value of the coal fields on the Monongahela River, the most magnifi- 
cent coal-fields, perhaps, in this country. 

If those were the only coal-fields of the country it might be con- 
tended with great propriety that the appropriation of public money to 
get that coal down to the Ohio and still further down would cheapen 


Mr. HOLMAN. Isuppose so, Now, my friend is aware that some the coal to the consumer. But under the existing eireumstances it will 


of the money heretofore appropriated has been expended below the 
mouth of the Red River, and there is no pretense, I think, anywhere that 
that was for the purpose of promoting navigation. My friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. CarcutnGs] will not claim that that expenditure was 
for the pu of promoting navigation. 

Mr. GATCHINGS, Building levees below the mouth of Red River? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly, I do. 


not have that effect. Gentlemen must see that with the vast compe- 
tition in coal the facilities offered to the Monongahela * 
expenditures on the part of the Government are not calculated to di- 
minish the cost of coal to the consumer. So that here is a work of in- 
ternal improvement carried on for the express and exclusive benefit of 
a local interest in property—to enable certain men to get their coal to 
market under circumstances that will not diminish the cost of the coal 
to the consumers of the country. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. The Government has been impro the Great 
Kanawha at very large expense, has ed several on dollars 
there; now, why should we not put the coal-fields of the Monongahela 
nal footing, at least, with those on the Great Kanawha? 


the of one article alone. 

Mr. CHARD. Is not the transportation of coal commerce? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is all coal that comes out of the Kanawha. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If one or two men own great coal-fields, can the 
Government afford to construct canals or railroads for the purpose of 
enabling them to b their coal to market ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is the gentleman able to say that one or two 
men own those coal-fields? 

Mr. HOLMAN, All the navigable streams below where the Govern- 
ment made improvements—the Monongahela and both the Kanawhas— 
have a general navigable character and reach varied sections of the 


country. 

Mr. GATCHINGS. The only commerce on the Great Kanawha is 
the coal business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a large part of the commerce, but not the 
only commerce. I have traveled upon both the Little and the Great 
Kanawha. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Under the present circumstances there is a tax 
of seyeral cents a bushel on all the coal coming trom the Monongahela 
region; but that which comes out of the Kanawha comes free. We 
thought it proper that the commercial facilities of the two streams 
should be equalized, R 

Mr. HOLMAN. The simple effect is to give an advantage to this 
extent to the Monongahela shipper, while your constituents and mine 
will pay exactly thesame for their coal. The price of coal is regulated 
of course by the competition and not by the facilities for bringing the 
product of particular coal-fields to market. My country is as much 
interested in the coal question as any other section of the Union. 

There is one other subject on which I will occupy but a moment. It 
is this Portage Lake Canal and the Lake Superior Ship-Canal Railroad 
and Iron Company. 

Now, Mr. S „I would have been very glad indeed if the House 
had more positive information to act upon than the basis now indi- 
cated to authorize an expenditure of this $350,000. I do not pre- 
tend that the Government did anything more originally than to give 
the 400,000 acres of land. There was not quite 400,000 acres 
I believe, within the limits of the grant; at least I so understand; but 
it has been said that the lands were worth about $40,000,000, as it 
afterwards turnedout. This, of course, I do not know yand 
Ihave no authority to say that it is exact. It has been so stated for 
the reason that the Jand was found to be exceedingly valuable on ac- 

count of mineral deposits. Nor have I any say od for saying that 
this enormous profit or any portion of it, beyond the naked land, in- 
ured to the benefit of the canal company. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, Mr. Speaker, I understood I was to have 
thirty minutes, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman be extended. He has been interrupted a great 
deal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois yielded 
twenty minutes. - 
Mr. HOUMAN. I know that my friend will see that is not exactly 
fair, 3 under the understanding that the time was to be divided 
equally. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I wanted to yield a portion of the 


time to other gentlemen, 
The gentleman from Illinois occupied 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
twenty-five minutes—— 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Anything less than ten minutes, Mr. Speaker, 
would be of little service to me. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then I make my request for ten minutes, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The time ought not to come out of the hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not-come out of the hour. Is 
there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURTON. Before the gentleman proceeds, let me ask him if 
it is true that the acts of 1865 and 1866 making the grants to this com- 
pany expressly excluded all mineral lands. I understand the gentle- 
man to say that these lands proved to be exceedingly valuable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; but the lands at the time that the patents 


were issued perhaps were not known as mineral lands, This was dis- 
covered later. It has been held, and such is the law now, which no 
doubt on appeal will be sustained by the Supreme Court, that where 
the patent has issued, or where the Jand has been certified—for as a 
general thing the patents were not issued—in such instances the 

uent eee of valuable minerals does not have the effect 
of excluding it. There are many interesting cases of this character 
which arose in reference to the public lands in Montana. ‘There the 
Northern Pacific was entitled to the coal and iron found in the lands, 
but not to the mineral lands themselves, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is clear that notwithstanding the fact that that 
grant embraces many million acres of valuable mineral lands, yet when 
once the t is issued there is an end to the matter. If the fact is 
discov before the patent is issued, well and good; butif the patent 
issues first and the discovery is made afterwards, then, as I have al- 
ready stated, the discovery comes too late, and according to the decis- 
ions of the courts, which will, on appeal, undoubtedly be sustained by 
the Supreme Court, the title is not affected. In this instance, there- 
fore, I suppose the patents had issued before the rich mineral wealth 
had been discovered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman is doubtless aware that the com- 
pany which built the canal and which received the grant is not inter- 
ested now in this matter? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know anything in reference to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is generally oi and I think is a correct 
statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand it is so stated; butof course I do not 
know, of my own knowledge, whether the men who compose the cor- 
poration were the same persons who obtained the original grant or not, 
I do not know. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am advised that they are not the same. I 
have no positive information—— r 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But their successors are bound by 
their obligations. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made a careful examination and have not 
been able to ascertain on what terms or conditions the land was trans- 
ferred to the company by the State of Michigan, but I find no scratch 
of legislative enactment as to it. I understood there were certain re- 
strictions imposed by the State in reference to the land which to 
this corporation, and that the restrictions diminished the value of the 
grants very materially. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The land is still in litigation, I understand, ora 
portion of it, The company that built the canal, the gentleman is 
probably aware, failed; and it went into the hands of a receiver. Six 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars of receivers’ certificates were issued, 
on which about $400,000 was realized. Finally the canal passed into 
new hands and a new corporation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I have so understood, but it may be the same 
orar 

I wo glad if the in i i y gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. 8 have the delay of 
the consideration of this particular branch of this subject until we 
could get at the exact facts. We can not afford to give $350,000 to a 
body of gentlemen without understanding the object; and I am afraid 
the House may be mortified in discovering hereafter that in the hasty 
legisla’ neren we are now undertaking we have made agery unpleasant 
mis 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other subject to which I wish to allude. 
I think it is a new de: for 


parture here in the appropriation of m 

the work of Galveston Harbor, St. Mary’s River, and the Hay 
Channel. This provision allows contracts to be made. I do not think 
that Congress should do that in the manner in which it is provided 
here. I think all our experience shows that if you intend to maintain 
afair and reasonable economy in the administration of the Government 
you have to appropriate the money year by year. And yet the tendency 
of all of these matters is to compel Congress to 8 in bulk. 
My objection is to the system. It has always been by chief 
en and by constructors of public buildings and other suchstruet- 
ures thoughont the country that if they could make the entire contract, 
even running through a period of five or six years, it would be bene- 
ficial to the Government and economical in point of expenditure. 

But it has always seemed to me much more valuable to give in our 
legislation that scrutiny year by year that Congress should give aftera 
full consideration of its resources to the expenditures which it feels 
warranted to allow for such pu 

Mr. CRAIN, And is not that the case under this tion? Is 
not the same thing done in regard to public buildings? ve you not 
had a public building since you have been in Congress? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not one. ; 

Mr. CRAIN. Do you not know that there have been in many parts 
of the country? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, there is one within 100 miles of me. 
been asking for ten years for a little building 

Mr. CRAIN. Is not the appropriation made annually ? 


I have 
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Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly it is made annually, and the whole con- | had an average value of $162,000 for each lock and dam, that Congress 


tract is not made at one time. The contract is made from time to time 
and you 2 snigaar ey money. 

Mr. CRAIN. And that is exactly what this bill provides. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And no man ought to be permitted to enter into a 
contract for a single dollar beyond the amount of money yearly ap- 

riated by Congress, Iam very much obliged to the House. 
CRAIN. That is exactly what is provided for in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRAIN. It provides that it shall be paid for as appropriations 
are made by - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, but it puts future Congresses in a position 
to be forced to appropriate the money or run the risk of actions against 
them for Federal default upon a contract, in my understanding. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the judgment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HoiLMAn] is it not better that there should be a contract made at once 
for the completion of the work than that tbe contracts be made an- 
nually ? 

Mr, HOLMAN. The Government ought not to be inany way bound 
beyond the amount appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state that the estimate is that the Govern- 

ment will save at least 25 per cent. by this course. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it onght to be made in this way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is certainly a very radical departure. The 
theory of Congress has al ways been that, notwithstanding it might seem 
better to make a contract covering the whole of the work, no matter 
how long it extended, it was afterall a dangerous policy, and that the 
only safe policy to secure economy in the expenditure of public money 
was to appropriate year by year the money to be expended. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have we not in public-building bills always fixed 
a limit and then appropriated money from time to time? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Congress as a rule has not appropriated money or 
allowed contracts to be made except to the extent of the annual ap- 
propriation. And that is the ground of my complaint. We authorize 
the public officers to expend so much money, and they have no right 
to expend any more, or to enter into contracts to expend any more. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

- Mr.BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the provisions incorporated in this 
bill for the improvement of the St. Mary’s River, the Hay Lake Chan- 
nel, Galveston Harbor, the harbor of Baltimore, and that of Philadel- 
phia, it is true, are a departure in some respects from former bills. But 
they are only a departure in the sense that they permit the War De- 
partment to make contracts for the completion of these great works of 
public improvement, The money to make the payments on such con- 
tracts is to be de abet from time to time bylaw. Now, if that be 
a new departure it is in the line of economy in public expenditure, and 
is therefore to be commended instead of being condemned by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The Chief of Engineers informs 

Congress that with this provision in the bill he can make contracts for 

the harbor at Philadelp for instance, for the removal of these islands, 

and for the entire work complete, for about 40 per cent, less than the 
work can be completed if the system of appropriation from year to year 
as heretofore is continued. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the Monongahela appropriation 
in the bill, it is entirely defensible and has been discussed on more 
than one occasion on this floor, and always sustained by a vote of this 
House. The Monongahela River isa navigable water way of the United 
States, but the United States Government has only in recent years 
tu its attention toward the improvement of that river. But long 
prior to that time the demand for the opening of that river was so great 
that the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania years ago, perhaps 
antedating the war, gave to a corporation a franchise to build certain 
locks and dams upon the river, In pursuance of that authority this 
corporation constructed seven locks and dams, and in that way this 
river was opened to navigation and the great coal fields contiguous to 
it were enabled to be reached. 

Now, the Government of the United States, acting through Congress, 
has reached the conclusion.and reached it two years ago—because at 
that time we bevan this work of purching these locks and dams—that 
this river should be opened to free navigation; in other words, that 
these locks and dams, built by private corporations, should be pur- 
chased and owned by the Government,and that the Monongahela River 
should be placed upon the same footing exactly as the great Kanawha 
River, upon which some two or three million dollars have already been 
expended by the Government in the construction of locks and dams to 
open it to the great coal fields contiguous to that river. So that two 
yan ago we made an appropriation of $162,000 to purchase Lock and 

No. 7on the Monongahela River. But before Congress took that 
stepa commission of engineers was appointed to take into consideration 
this question of the Government purchasing these locks and dams owned 
by this corporation, and they were instructed to report to Congress and 

did report to Congress what the actual cash value of these works was 

at that time, without regard to their franchise to collect tolls. And 

it was only after the board of engineers appointed in pursuance of au- 
thority of Congress made a report that these seven locks and dams 


embarked upon the policy of opening this river by purchasing these 
works, They began by providing tor the purchase of Lock and Dam No, 
7, which is the upper one, and proceedings looking to its condemnation 
are now pending in the circuit court of the United States in that circuit. 
A provision is incorporated in the present bill for a similar appropria- 
tion of $162,000 to purchase the next lock aud dam on that river, which 
is Lock and Dam No. 6; but a proviso is attached to the appropriation 
that no part of it shall be expended until the proceedings now pending 
for the condemnation of Lock and Dam No. 7 shall be determined and 
the title be vested in the United States. 

Mr.CUTCHEON, Will the gentleman allow me? Does the gentle- 
man know that the purchase of this lock and dam does not diminish the 
tolls, because they charge justas much for the remaining locks and dams? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It would be much better if Congress would 
make the appropriation of an amount sufficient to buy all these locks 
and dams at one time and open up this river and the great coal fields 
adjacent to it to the free and unrestricted commerce of the country. 
But we have found by years of experience upon this floor that it is im- 
possible to pass large aggregate appropriations tor a purpose of this 
kind at a given time. But a beginning had to be made, and accord- 
ingly two years ago we made an appropriation of a sufficient sum to 
purchase one of these locks and dams; we then inaugurated the policy 
of providing in each river and harbor bill for the acquistion of one of 
these locks and dams, intending it to continue until all bad been pur- 
chased and the river opened to free and unrestricted commerce. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, If the gentleman will permit me, the point that 
I wish information on is, do they charge a gross amount to pass through 
all these locks, or a toll in proportion to the number of locks through 
which they pass? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, My understanding, Mr. Speuker, is that tolls 
are collected at or for each lock and dam. So that if we buy one of 
them now and another next year, just in that ratio do we free this 
river of the fetters which vex its commerce. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The question I desire to ask is, if the 
gentleman has any information which would enable him to say whether 
the parties owning this canal also own the coal-flelds adjacent. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, What extent of coal lands are owned by the 
corporation owning the locks and dams I am unable to state; but I 
wish to torrect the statement made by the gentleman from Indiana in 
his remarks that this river is being 55 Congress only ſor the 
benefit of two or three or four or half a dozen individuals who own 
coal lands adjacent to the river. My informationis that the coal landa 
contiguous to the river are owned by a large number of persons. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not mention the number. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Well, the gentleman did say for the benefit of 
a few owners, if he will pardon me. And I am further informed that 
there are many thousands of acres of coal lands contiguous to this rivet 
which have never as yet been opened which belong to a number of in- 
dividuals, all of whom, as well as all the country lying along the Ohio 
River and the Mississippi and its tributaries, will be benefited by open- 
ing this river to free commerce. It is not alone those who own coal 
lands along the Monongahela River who would be benefited by the 
opening of this river, but all of our constituents in the valley of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries are interested in this question of 
cheap coal. The coal which supplies those who live in the lower val- 
ley of the Mississippi River comes in great from the coal fields 
reached through the Monongahela River. The question of cheaper 
coal is one far-reaching in its scope and effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would say to the gentleman that prices are con- 
trolled by competition and not by the facilities of outlet, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make any re- 
marks myself at this time; but a good many gentlemen have expressed 
the desire to print remarks upon this bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that general leave to print may be given on the riverand harbor bill. 


The SPEAKER pro t ve. Is there objection? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is that? I did not hear the 
gentleman. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen be allowed to print remarks upon this 
bill. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Within five days. 75 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want any limit.“ I can not see why 
any limit should be made. f 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. / 


[Mr. CHEATHAM addressed the Howse. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HENDERSON, ot Illinois. Mr./Speaker, I yield one minute to 
my colleagne [Mr. CANNON]. J 
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Mr. CANNON. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I-shall vote 
against this conference report. The habit has grown up, as gentlemen 
know, of appropriating once in two years for the improvement ot rivers 
and harbors; yet this money when appropriated will not be completely 
expended at the end of three or four years, I believe that a river and 
harbor bill should be pressured and passed each year according tothe 
necessities of the public service. For one, as a Representative of the 
people, I believe in apt river and harbor improvements. I do not 
seriously object to the waking of contracts for important work and for 
the completion of the same. I have very grave fears, however, respect- 
ing the improvement at Galveston—a very considerable city, an en- 
trepét and depot for a great section of country—whether the improve- 
ment when madeand this $6,000,000 when spent will give the necessary 
water over the bar at that point. I think it would have been wiser if 
the appropriation at that point were from year to year. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman if there is nota 
better communication 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I yield three minutes to the gentle - 
man from Iowa [Mr. KERRE]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this conference report illustrates 
the dangers I spoke of the other day, of indorsing in gross amendments 
of the Senate and bringing them back into the. House as a whole in 
order that they may be upon withont a dissenting voice and 
without any chance of opposition. We areentirely powerless to inter- 
pose any opposition to any portion of this bill as it comes to us now, 
You might possibly point out objectionable features in any particular 
provision, and yet unless at this late hour we can induce the House to 
reject the entire report our opposition to any feature in the bill would 
be entirely without avail. I agree with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] that th's proposed improvement of Galveston Harbor 
is of very donbtfal propriety. I believe on the coast of Texas there is 
a natural harbor at Aransas Pass, where heavy vessels engaged in the 
commerce of the world might be accommodated, and by which the 
farmers of the Sonthwest would have a more accessible avenue to the 
markets of the world with their produce. 

Mr. CRAIN. Vessels drawing 16 feet of water pass over the bar in 
Galveston Harbor, 3 

Mr. KERR of Iowa. Now, in regard to this Hay Lake Channel, I 
called attention the other day to what I considered was an appropria- 
tion of very doubtful propriety. I wish to say now that I am satisfied 
that the chairman of this committee has investigated that matter very 
thoroughly, and that I was, perhaps, in errorin regard to the original 
cost of this canal. I cheerfully make that correction. I ha ve no doubt 
that a large sum of money has been expended in that improvement, 
and, if it isa national water way, it is possible that the sumof money 
proposed in this bill would be properly expended there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
the time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute re- 
maining. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in one minute I desire to 
say, if I can, that the harbor at Galveston has been deemed practi- 
cable by the best engineering talent in the United States Army. In 1880 
a commission composed of Generals Tower, Newton, and Gillmore re- 
ported favorably upon it. In 1886 a commission consisting of Generals 
Duane, Abbott, and Comstock reported favorably upon it. At the last 
session of Congress there was a provision in one of the appropriation 
bills requiring the Secretary of War to appointa board of engineers to 
examine the Texas coast and report the most favorable point on that 
coast for a deep-water harbor. That commission was composed of 
Colonel Robert, Colonel Gillespie, and Colonel Smith. They made the 
examination as directed and they have reported to Congress in favor of 
Galveston, saying that it was capable of being made a harbor with 30 
feet of water. 

Mr. COLEMAN, At what expense? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. At an expense upon the plan of 1886 of 
$6,200,000. ‘Therefore, Mr. Speaker, as we have the opinion in this 
case that we are governed by in all other cases of river and harbor im- 
provements, the opinion of the best engineering talent in this country, 
I can not understand why any gentleman should hesitate a moment 
to believe that Galveston Harbor is capable of being made sufficiently 
deep and spacious for the accommodation of the commerce that would 
go there, 

Mr. Speaker, under the general leave given to print I shall append 
to my remarks the report that, as a member of the River and Harbor 
Committee, I made upon the special bill that was introduced early in 
the session for the improvement of Galveston Harbor: 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, sub- 
mitted the following report (to aceompany S. 2716): 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have duly considered Senate bill No. 
2716, entitled “An act to provide for the completion of the improvement of the 
entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas,” and have instructed me to reportit back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill makes an appropriation of $6,200,000, to be expended under the di- 


rection of theSecretary of War, for completing the works now being constructed 
for the improvement of the harbor at Galveston, Tex.,and it is provided that 


not more than $1,000,000 of the amount appropriated can be drawn from the 
Treasury in any one year d the progress of said work. 

Congress at its last session authorized and directed the Secretary of War to 
appoint a board of three engineer officers of the United States Army, whose 
duty it should be to make a careful and critical examination of the northwest 
coast of the Gulf of Mexico west of 93° 30’ west lon 


tained in the shortest time and at the least cost.” In compliance with the act of 
Congress three engineer officers of the United States pete were appointed 
a board to select the most eligible point or points for a first-class harbor. 

This board, after examining and carefully considering the subject, reported 
in favor of Galveston Harbor, and recommended that Congress at the earliest 
pee day appropriate the sum of $6,200,000 to complete the work of har- 

r improvement now in course of const uction at that point. After the ap- 
pointment of this board, but before its report to Congress, a large convention 
was held at Topeka, Kans., in which delegates from the States of Arkansas, 
Colorado, California, Dakota, Illinois, lowa, 5 Louisiana, Wisconsin, 
Nebraska, and Texas, and from the Territories of New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
Utah, and Wyoming participated, and at which a memorial was setting 
forth the importance to all that country west of the Mississippi River ofa first- 
elass harbor on the coast of Texas, and asking Congress to appropriate perma- 
nently and for immediate use whatever amount the board of engineers might 
recommend as necessary to secure such harbor at the point selected, 

Resolutions have also been passed by the latures of the States of Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, and Texas, and by the Territories of Utah and 
Wyoming, urging Congress to make an appropriation as contemplated by the 
bill herewith reported. and hey hare pba petitions from muuicipal corpora- 
tions, com I bodies, and rs’ organizations have been prese ask- 
ing Congress to it. 

he justness of these demands, the national importance of the works, and the 
commercial necessity for the speedy establishment of a first-class harbor at Gal- 
ve-ton are fully appreciated by your committee, and will be recognized by all 
when it is stated that Galveston is the most accessible tide-water harbor to 
nearly one-third of the area of the United States, inhabited by 12,000,000 of peo- 
ple, and that this territory produced in 1889 55 per cent. of the total wheat prod- 
ucts grown in the United 8 and aſter supplying home demand had a sur- 
pe greater than the total exports of wheat and wheat products of the entire 
Jnion. It produced in that year 55 per cent. of our corn and had a surplus of 
corn ten times greater than the total export of corn and corn products from the 
United States, It also produced 35 per cent. of the cotton and 60 percent. of the 
animal products of the Union. 

The year’s surplus products of this section of the Union aggregate in value 
many hundreds of millions of dollars and is annually increasing. A saving of 
1l cent a bushel on the annual surplus corn and wheat slone would exceed tho 
entire amount appropriated by this bill. Mr. William F. Switzler, late chief of 
the Burean of Statistics in the Treasury De ent of the United States, in 
his report to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated September 10, 1889, ng 
of this section of the Union, says: 

“It presents a variety of climate and production of prairie and woodland, 
mountain, lake, and river, and of picturesque scenery unsu! on the con- 
tinent. The richestcotton belt and the largest cattle-producing country on the 
globe are embraced by it, as well as the most fruitful fields of wheat and grasses, 
soa mers of gold, silver, iron, lead, zinc, and , and the most promising 
mines of tin.” 

Galveston Island fronts upon Galveston Bay and is 28 miles long and from l to 
3 miles in width. Upon the east end of this island is situated the city of Galves- 
ton, the largest shipping portin the State of Texas, and which hasa population 
of about 50,000, with wharves, docks, compresses, warehouses, elevators, and 
banking facilities which can be increased to any extent necessary to meet the 
requirements of commerce 

Fifty miles north of Galveston and connected with it by two lines of railway, 
as well as by tide-water nav on, is situated the city of Houston, the railroad 
center of Texas, and which a popalation of abant 45,000, Running into 
Houston are eleven 3 which, counting their connections, have in the 
State of Texas a mil of 8,500 miles, and this 8 connected 
with Galveston, as before stated. These railways, wit eir 60,000 miles of 
Northern and Western railway connections, can transport the vast surplus prod- 
ucts of this section of our country to tide-water at Galveston with immense 
advantage to the producers, as shown by the following table of comparative 
distances between New York and Galveston: - yo 


From— 


Miles, Miles, 
ATR AON / AA 1,115 400 755 
— 945 690 255 
2,560 1, 665 895 
1,225 665 560 
1,000 830 170 
1,235 795 460 
1,650 980 670 
1,335 1,240 95 
1,200 1,075 125 
2,160 1,400 960 
1.80 770 1,085 
8 T 1,670 915 755 
Salt Lake City, U 1,990 1,235 755 
Helena, Mont 1,920 1,435 425 
Oregon City, Orego: 2,440 1,850 590 
2,380 1,560 82) 
2,550 1,900 650 
2,000 900 1,100 
1,650 280 1,370 
TRI RSs ea oy eins Sane cetehand NA | 34, 140 | 21,108 | 13,085 


‘The above table gives air. line distances, and the distances by rail make it more 
favorable for Galveston, because the physical features of the country tothe Gulf 
are less dificult to overcome than to the Atlantic. 

The difference in favor of the Gulf from twenty Statesand Territories amounts 
to 13,035 miles, averaging 651 miles from each. The cost of Sareea by 
rail averages three-quarters of a cent per ton per mile; therefore, by saying 651 
miles of rail haul we save $4.88 per ton upon our lus product, 

Your committee believe inat by the deepening of the outlet to the Gulf of 
Mexico at Galveston there will be an annual! saving to the industrial classes of 
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many millions of dollars in excess 
of estimated cost of the work contemplated by this bill. While a very smail per 
of the that Galveston 


tioned committee opinion accom b 
fora — truly —— — arae . 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a question of privilege. I made 
a statement a few minutes ago that vessels drawing 16 feet of water 
were crossing the bar at Galveston. I find that I was in error. From 
a statement in the Galveston News I learn that between the 4th of 
October, 1888. and the Ist of July, 1890, vessels drawing 14 feet 6 
inches and 15 feet 6 inches were crossing the bar. I desire to correct 
my mistake. 1 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption 
of the conference report, and on that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the conference report; and 
the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Lask for a division. 

The House aivided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 7. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 

e, yeas and nays were refused, only 4 members voting in favor 
ercof, 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was ad ; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. see I desire to call up the contested-elec- 
tion case of vs. Venable, 

Mr, O’FERRALL. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HAUGEN] to yield to me to present two reports from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will yield for a minute if the matter will not 
give rise to di ion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If there is any discussion I will withdraw the 


reports, 
AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1890. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted 


the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, 
R. 109) providing for the printing of the annual report of Ag- 
ricultare for 1890, után eee the same, respectfully report it back tothe 
House and recommend its passage. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


to whom was referred the joint resolution (8. 
Secretary of 


3 — of Agriculture, 

executed rare supervision of the Public Printer, in accordance with 

tions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustrations to be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, 

. 2. That bros bap — Bg or so ene 8 as 5 necessary, is 
hereh: 0 any money in the Treasury not otherwise a ro- 
„5 the cost of printing said report. 4 pe 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, submit- 
ted the following report: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House joint resolution 

. Res. 215) to print the eulogles delivered in Congress upon the late Samuel 

„ Randall, have considered the same, and respectfully report it back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

, The estimated cost of printing the 25,000 copies is $10,375. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ètc., That there be printed 
of the e es delivered in Congress upon the late Samuel J. Randall, a 
Representative in the Fifty-first Congress from the State of Pennsylvania, 
35,000 copies, of which 6,000 oplos shall be for the use of the Senate and 19,000 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the 
said Samuel. Randall, to accompany said enlogies, aud for the purpose of en- 

ving and printing said the sum of $1,000, or so much as may 
is Borebi eee out of any moneys in the Treasury not 


rococo, with gill edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the famil. 
deceased. - = 


of the 
The joint resolution was ordered to be and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


ELECTION CONTEST—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Isend to the Clerk’s desk to be read the resolu- 
tions reported by the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Wisconsin calls 
up the contested-election case of Langston rs. Venable from the Fourth 
Congressional district of Virginia, The Clerk will report the resolu- 
tions of the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Itis understood that I raise the question of con- 


sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. The Clerk 
will read the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol: That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty-first 


Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is not entitled 


0 Besoleed, ‘That John M. Langsto jected a Representative of Co 
es s o A gston was elected a ntative mgress 
urih Congressional district of Virginia, and is entitled to a seat 


from ane Fo 
re! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon these resolutions the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Ọ'FERRALL] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. I would like unanimous consent to say to my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] that I yesterday the chairman 
of the Committee on Elections [Mr. ROWELL] when this case would 
be called up, and he said not before Tuesday next. I re that 
conversation to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Venable], who, I 
am informed, has, upon thatstatement, gone home. I desired to say 
this. If the gentleman chooses under the circumstances to call up the 
case 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to say that I was not aware that the gentle- 
man from Virginia was not in the city. 

Mr. CRISP. My information is that he is not; that he has gone 
home on my statement. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. In a conversation which I had with the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin an hour or two ago, I stated to him that I did not 
think my colleague [ Mr. Venable] was in the city. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You said you did not know. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. He was here yesterday; I have not seen him in 
the House to-day; and I take it for granted he is not in the city, be- 
cause he is very promptand regular in his attendance. 

Mr. TUCKER. I have a letter from Mr. Venable, asking to be in- 
formed when his case comes up. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I t that the gentleman from Wisconsin un- 
der the circumstances should not insist on calling up the case now. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, I wish to understand whether my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] says that he communicated to Mr, Venable 
the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL]. 

Mr. CRISP. That was my statement; I did so after seeing the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Then I say that for my part I donot think 
this case should be called up now. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ido not think it ought to be, either. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not press this matter further at present, but 
will let it go over until Tuesday morning next. Monday is District 
day, and gentlemen do not want that interfered with. With the un- 
derstanding that this case shall be called up the first thing after the 
reading of the Journal on Tuesday morning—— 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Of course I will not agree to any understand- 
ing; I make no agreement with the gentleman in regard to the mat- 
ter. He can call it up on Tuesday or any other day. It is a matter 
which has the right of way in the House. The gentleman can obtain 
the floor at any time to call the case up, and then it is for the House 
to determine as to its action. 

Mr. HAUGEN, In view of the statement which has been made in 

to the absence of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. VENABLE], 
I withdraw the resolutions for the present. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LAND. 


Mr. SIMONDS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands was laid before the House with an amend- 
ment of the Senate, and with a request for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that the House non-concur in the amendment 
of the Senate and agree to the conference asked by that body. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 26, noes 56. 

ADDITIONAL LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 
The bill (H. R. 9001) for the erection of a new tower near thesite of 


the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia, was laid before the House, 
` with amendments of the Senate and a request for a conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE SESATE OF THE USITEÐ STATES, August 25, 1890. 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 9001) entitled “An act for the erection of a new 
tower near the site of the light-house on Smith's Island, Virginia.“ do pass with 
the following 

Gee. K. Tha N f $50,000 be, and th is hereb 

“SEC. the sum o and the same ereby, appropriated, o 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria: 3 uf 
a site and the establishment of a proper light and f at the mouth ofthe 
Coquille River, on the Pacific the same to be constructed under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


under direction of the 


house and steam gnal on St. Muye Island, in the Territory of Alaska, 
5 a —.— Pa fog-signal to be erected under the direction of the 
etary of the 

“Sec. 5. That reban and hereby appropriated, out ofany moneys inthe 
Treasury not otherwise sum of $50,000 for the construction of 
a first-order light-house on North gre nes ete ne cos gene in the 
Washington, near the mouth of the Colum! River; said house 
erected T an 3 


herein provided for established, the light now at Cape Disap- 
C000 eA eek A tau of the FAIN cated be substituted 
therefor. 
rc. 6. That there be established off Win uarter Shoal,Maryland at Fen- 
wick Island Shoal, Maryland, -Pan „North Carolina, and at Mar- 
tin's Industry. fi en- 
tire cost of each of which shall not exceed 
“Sec, 7. at ted, out-of any money in the Treasury not 
rwise a) 2 200 to 2 n at or near Page's 


“Sec. 8. That t-houses, Pip be nares range-lights, and other aids to naviga- 
tion be Li d erected as hereinafter set forth, to wit: 


“LAKE ONTARIO. 


“On Galioo Isiand,a steam fs Royer at a cost not exceeding $5,700, which 
sum is hereby appropriated for purpose out of any moneys inthe Treasury 


Oswego Harbor, 
steam river fog-whistle, at a cost 8 Seon sum is hereby ap- 
that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, 2 
“On the head of Carleton's Island, a light-house, at a cost not exceeding $8,600, 
which sum is hereby appropriated ed for purpose out of any moneys in the 


Treasury not otherwise appro 

On Tibbett’s Point, a e e, ae cost not „ which sum is 
. for that purpose out of any money: the Treasury not 

app 

Lieh SU ie BALONY eons ted for that —— 8 in the 
w sum is or out of any mone n 
Treasury not 3 8 7 ce 

“At te. n fog-whist le, at a cost not exceeding Si. 00. which sum is hereby 
8 for that purpose ont of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated 

3 “LAKE ERIE. 


“ On the breakwater at Buffalo, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $4,300, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise ap peronai. 

“At the entrance to Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania, Lake Erie, a fog-whistle, at a 
cost notexceeding $4,200, which sum is hereby 3 ſor that purpose 
out of any moneys in the 2 not otherwise appropriated. 

‘bor, Lake Erie, Ohio, Sampo rr rip and fog-whistle: For a 


“At Ashtabula 
aenn kakaa near 5 inner end of the pier. ‘at a cost hot ex $400, and for 
a steum ist le at a cost not exceeding $1,300, making in ae which 


sum is hereby ‘appropriated for that purpose out ofany moneys in the Treasury 
berwise aj ted. 


not oth 

„Lake Erie, Ohio, range-lights and a fog-whistle: Fora 
steam Porat at ata cost not exceeding $4,300, and for an a range-light at 
a cost not exceeding $400, making in all $1,706, — sum is hereby appropri- 
ated for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


riated. 
594 Lorain Harbor, Lake Erie, Ohio, range-lights and s fog-whistle: For a 


steam fog-sigual at a cost not exceeding $4 , and for an range-light, at 

a cost not exceeding ` in all $4,700, which sum is appropriated 

for 9 out of any moneysin not ise lated. 
“A light on South Bass to aid vessels to clearshoals in the south 


th Green Island light and Marblehead light, ata 
cost not exceeding $8,600, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
“LAKE HURON. 
“At Gratiot, range-lights, ata cost not exceedin es) which sum is hereby ap- 
. for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


5 Aid Mackinac Pointa — cost not exceeding $35 000 
. appropriated for that purpose out of any m 


wise appropriated. 
“On Round Island, opposite the harbor of Mackinac Island, a E a oars ambae 
Sog-cigeal station, at n cost not exceeding $15,000, which sum is hereby appro- 


hy 
„ between . t-stati 
definitely located by the Light-House Board upon aapka doe pair org 
n and TTT 
approp: for that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


approp! 
“LAKE MICHIGAN, 


„which sum 
the Treasury not 


On South Fo ä on notexceeding 

= ‘ox a ata cost 

is hereby that purpose 

otherwise rr ie T R < 


“At the entrance to Sturgeon Bay Canal, a new coast light, at a cost not ex- 
ceeding $20, which sum.is hereby appropriated for that purpose ont of any 
moneys in the not otherwise a: 

“On Point Betsey tion, Lake a fog-signal, at a cost not ex- 

500, which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any 
On Sat aw Ing —— Michigan, light and a fi histle, at 

A un a a 2 istle, ata 
cost not exceeding £35, Stein iy Gane AE aD e 
outofany not otherwise ap; 


$100,000 for the scot don ah light and fog-whistle, and asum not exoceding 
$2,500 for the tem at maintenance, for the season, of a floating light, w 
aggregate sum of $102,500 is hereby appropriated for such 

moneys in the — not otherwise appropriated. 

“On Sand Poin Lake eee woe genom sy tego er Sa 
exceeding $1,1 which sum ia herchy appropriated for such purpose out of any 
nor fete in — 8 not otherwise 8 

Passage, on Plumb Fatt pps entrance to Green Bay, Lake 
Michigne . Michigan, range-lights and fog-signal, ata cost not 
which sum is hereby appropriated = that purpose out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise approp 


“SAULT RIVER. 

“On the mainland, on the west side of Round Island, to aid boats to run clear 
of flats below Iroquois, a set 82322 AA er eae ⁊ YT „Which 
sum ereby appropriated for purpose o any moneys o Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

* “LAKE SUPERIOR. 

“At Eagle Harbor. Michigan, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $5,500, which 

sum . that purpose out of any moneys in the Treasury 


ing $5,500; for removing and rebuilding the main A206 sum not exceeding 


$7,500; for harbor light and bell, a map not exceeding which said sums 
of money are the objects and above set forth 
out of any m 8 not otherwise 

“On Devil's Is d Apostle Group, Lake 


ap, isconsin, a fog-signal, at 
a cost not exceeding 85, 500, which sum is hereby appropriated f by that purpose 


out of any moneys in the Treasury not Te 
“St. Mary's — range-lights, in 


River, from Pipe Island to the Sau! 
accordance with the recommendation of the Tant Hees Board, at a cost not 
EOE atelier wont fhe cota er aa bop sgi 


any moneys in the 
“At 


recom 
$2,500, which sum is hereby or for that purpose out 3 
the Treasury not otherwise a 

*Seul 5 Point, prety 


in the Treasury not Teepek; 

“On the tender} St sone bor, Lake Michigan, a steam fog-signal, 
ata cost not exceeding $5,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for that pur- 
pose out of any in the not ted. 


Amend the 9 An act ſor the erection eee eee, 
site of the light-house on Smith's Island, Virginia, and for othe: 

Resolved, That the Senate request a conference with the — of 8 
atives on said bill and amendments 

Ordered, That Arr. Dorn, Mr, Wasusvues, and Mr, Raxsom be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the House non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senate and agree to the request for a conference. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a question of order. 

A MEMBER. Too late. 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order can not be ent out in that way, 
Jam not too late. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; I think the gentleman is in time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The geutleman from Illinois is clearly 


in time. 
Mr. CANNON. The first point of order I make is that this bill has 
no business u the Speaker’s table, and no right to be laid before 


the House in manner; that under the rules its proper disposition, 
without being nd before the House, is that it shania 5. be sent to the 
Committee on Commerce or the Committee on Appropriations. 

Second, that in any event it should receive its first consideration 
cither now or in the future, when it comes properly before the House, 
in Committee of the Whole. And now to the points of order, in the 
order in which I have made them. 

Rule XXIV requires that— 


and communications from the heads of and other com- 
munications addressed to the House, and bills, resolutions, and messages from 
the Senate may be eases to the appropriate committees in the same manner, 
and with the same right of correction, £s public bills presented by members. 


Then comes the exception: 

But House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 

in a Committee of the Whole, may be at once disposed of as 
Senate bills substan 


tially 
reported by a committee of the House, and not required to be 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 


Now, whatis the situation of this bill? It isa bill originally passed 
by the House to establish a light-house or to rebuild a light-house at 
bill for the purpose MANON, f 8 th 8 z t : 

e purpose t to the an is on 
the bill an omnibus doa for authorization of 8 
and it is sent back to Honse. In the mean time the sundry civil 
bill carries an appropriation for the rebuilding of the light-house at 


appro; 
REEE PNTA DE Sasang ar ir eeN in accordance with the 
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Cape Charles or Smith’s Island, and it has been enacted into law, and 
now this bill comes back from the Senate with these omnibus amend- 
ments, with a request for a conference before there is even a T 
ment on the of the House, Ido not know what may be claimed 
by gentlemen who will op this point of order as to the request for 
a conference, and the privileges which may arise therefrom, but I do 
know what the House rules provide, and I do know that there are no 
joint rules in force between the House and the Senate. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman allow me a question just 
there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. DoI understand you to say that the sundry civil 
appropriation bill carries an appropriation for this very light-house that 
this bill was passed and sent to the Senate for? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHEADLE. How can this be enacted into law now when it has 
been already provided for, if that be the case? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the Senate sent back this bill. The other 
has already become a law on the sundry civil bill, and this is provided 
for as well in this omnibus amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. This, then, is a second-hand 
‘‘hasketful of plums.” 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; this is asecond-hand basketful of plums. 

I have already called your attention, Mr. Speaker, to this clause of 
Rule XXIV that I have read. I now call your attention to the lan- 
guage of Rule XX, which provides that— 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
one state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 
po 


I do not believe at this time that it is necessary to invoke Rule XX; 
but, ont of abundant caution, I make the point of order under that 
rule as well as under the other. There can be no question, nor any 
pretense upon the part of anybody, that if the Senate had not asked a 
conference the Speaker, under the rule that I have read a moment ago 
and the rule that provides how bills shall be referred, would have re- 
ferred this bill to the appropriate committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to ask the gentleman from Illinois, 
just in this connection, if it is not true that a request for a conference 
on the part of the Senate does not and can not change the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely; there is no question of it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And they can not prevent us from legislating in 
accordance with our own rules, simply by asking a conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. And that right of the House, Mr. Speaker, 
rests in the Constitution. The Constitution gives to each House the 
power to determine the rules foritsown government. ‘The House has 
determined its rules; and its rules stand when any one Representative 
invokes them by a point of order against the 329 other Representatives, 
or against any other body. 

Now, I apprehend it is not to be claimed that the co-ordinate branch, 
the Senate 43 the United States, can do what no member or what all 
the members of this House combined could not do under the rules 
that is, that the Senate may amend with an omnibus amendment like 
this and sendit back to the House and request a conference, and thereby 
secure consideration and legislation without reference to our rules. 
When should there be a conference in the ordinary course of legisla- 
tive proceedings? When there is disagreement. The very object of 
a conference is to adjust differences between the Houses. 

Perchance when the House of Representatives under its rules con- 
siders this particular bill and the Senate amendments, the House may 
‘agree to them. But the Senate, before there is a disagreement on the 
part of the House, requests a conference; and, I suppose, it is to bein- 
sisted here that that bare request of the Senate nullifies and sets aside 
the rules of the House that were made by the House under the Con- 
stitution, and that we are powerless to enforce them ourselves under 
the circumstances. 

Against such a ruling I protest and will protest with what force and 

wer I have. ‘Therefore, in my opinion, as this bill is improperly 

id before the House from the Speaker’s table, when under the rule it 
should have gone to the appropriate committee, I meet it as best I can 
and make the point of order that, under the rule cited, it must go by 
virtue and force of that rule to the appropriate committee, 

Now, one further word. This matter was settled on the silver bill. 
True, the House reversed the Speaker; but afterward it sustained the 
Speaker, and on a vote determined that that bill, by virtue of the force 
of the rule, was carried to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. The other branch of the point of order I will discuss later on. 

I want to say one word now touching the effect of any other raling 
different from that which I advocate. Here is a co-ordinate branch 
that sends a bill back, acting as if there was a disagreement between 
the two bodies,when there is no disagreement. It sendsa bill back 
that authorizes a light-house or the rebuilding of one at Cape Charles, 
which is already the law; sends it back with an omnibus provision 

: amounting in the aggregate to $700,000, when many of these provisions 
have already been writteninto the law and fully ea benden, forin the 


sundry civil bill. Mr. Speaker, if this can be done in this way, and if 
the request for a conference nullifies the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, then, indeed, we are at the mercy of another body, and then 
we can have, without rhyme or reason, legislation and appropriations 
doubled up and enacted, not under the rules of the House which bind 
us, but the binding may be loosed at the will of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has any gentleman upon the floor of the House, 
either now or at any time heretofore, ever suggested that the fact that 
the Senate asked a conference affected in the slightest degree the rules 
of the House touching the subject-matter? Has anybody ever made 
such a suggestion? I never heard it suggested before. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is not claimed, then this bill goes, on the point 
of order, where it ought to have gone without the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the regular mode 
of procedure, which has been almost unbroken in practice, has been, 
not for the House that makes the amendment to ask a conference, but 
in the first instance for the House that disagrees ? 

Mr. ADAMS, That is not the custom. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was the uniform custom until very recently, but 
now it is considered a convenience forthe House that makes the amend- 
ment to ask for a conference. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hol- 
MAN] that there is nothing to confer about at this time, because there 
is no disagreement between the two bodies, and, speaking respectfully, 
as I want to, and always mean to do, touching the other body, speak- 
ing respectfully, to my mind it is a parliamentary finesse on the part 
of the Senate that under the House rules will not avail. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, as a general proposition there would 
not be much difference between the argument of my friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CA 9 and myself upon the point of order which he has 
made; but the conditions that confront us are these: 

Here are certain amendments proposed to a House bill, involving cer- 
tain other propositions, and each one of them has been reported favora- 
bly by the Committee on Commerce. What would there be for the 
committee of conference to consider if this bill was referred to that 
committee under the rule which is invoked by the gentleman from 
Illinois? Simply to review bills and propositions that have been re- 
ported favorably from that committee, bills that are now pending upon 
the Calendar from the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, it is contended that some of these items have been provided 
for in the sundry civil bill. True; but those are matters of conference, 
and should be eliminated from the bill, and would be in the conference 
committee, as they would be asked for by the Committee on Commerce. 
It seems to be a fair and reasonable proposition to get at the real 
merits of the matter by a motion to non-concur and a request for a con- 
ference committee on the part of the House, because all these propo- 
sitions, as I have stated, have received the favorable action of your 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the conference committee should eliminate 
those propositions, would there be any original proposition before the 
committee at all? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, certainly, there would be differences to adjustin 
the conference committee, involving the merits and the demerits of 
some of these propositions. Some of these light-houses are claimed to 
be merely desirable, and the purpose of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], as the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
is to object to making appropriations for any of these light-houses ex- 
cepting those that are reported from the Department as indispensable. 

Some of them, by a special communication to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, are designated as indispensable, some as “n RY 
and some as desirable. Now, some of the items in the amendments 
inserted by the Senate are in the desirable“ list. I will say most of 
them are either necessary or indispensable.“ Now, if it is the 
judgment of the Honse that no appropriation shall be made for an im- 

rovement or for a light-house that is merely desirable, then the 
ee may instruct the committee to eliminate these items, But I 
want it distinctly understood, and it ought to be remembered by the 
House, that the Committee on Commerce, in the performance of its 
duties, has considered and reported to the House quite a number of 
bills for light-houses, for aids to navigation, life-saving stations, ports 
of entry, ports of immediate delivery,and amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law, and has labored in season and out of season to get a 
day for the consideration of business reported by that committee. 

A number of bridge bills, also, are upon the Calendar of the House, 
which do not need consideration under the rule in Committee of the 
Whole; but these items under the point of order would require con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, if the point of order be urged 
and insisted upon. Still, I do think, under all the circumstances of 
the case, with the conditions that confront us, these bills having been 
favorably reported by the Committee on Commerce, that the true and 
better course is to let the Senate amendments go to a committee of 
conference, and let theimproper items (those which have already been 
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provided for) be stricken from the bill, and let such items as are 
“f necessary’? and indispensable be incorporated, if you piese; in 
a bill which shall provide these necessary things tor the Light-House 
Service. 

It is contended all over the country that we have been making ap- 
propriations for public buildings and for rivers and harbors. lapprove 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, but here one of the most im- 
portant branches of the public service has been practically ignored by 
this Congress. No opportunity bas been given for the consideration of 
bills reported by this committee to give additional aids to navigation, 
to build light-houses where they are so much needed, where they are 
indispensable, and I say it isa great wrong for the gentleman from 
Illinois, or the Committee on Appropriations, if you please, to stand in 
the way of the consideration of these necessary measures. 

Now, I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the point of order 


Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. SS 

Mr. CHEADLE. Do Lunderstand you to say that it is a great wrong 


that we shall proceed under the rules of the House to enact laws? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, well; we will proceed under the rules of the 
House when we consider these items. If we go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider these matters, what is the result? After we have 
considered them, those that are not agreed to are non-concurred in, and 
a conference committee is appointed upon them. Is it nota great deal 
better and a saving of time on these items, which have been favorably 
recommended by the Committee on Commerce, and every one of them 
upon the Calendar of the House and entitled toconsideration,and should 
have been considered weeks ago, and would have been considered if it 
had not been for the interruption of other matters of business, that we 
now go to a committee of conference, as far as this bill embraces them, 
in order that we may make a harmonious bill and a measure that will 
meet the necessities of the public service? 1 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. How does that bear upon the question of order? 

Mr. BAKER. I think it bears upon the question of order in this 
way, The gentleman insists that this bill should go to the Committee 
on Commerce. What is the use of that? 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the rules of the House require it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Will my friend permit me ask him 
a question? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. > 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let us say that the committee has 
passed upon an item of appropriation for $50,000 for a light-house in 
a certain place, Would you make the appropriation for it here? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no; under the rules of the House the Committee 
on Appropriations is charged with the responsibility of recommending 
the appropriations. We have reported the bills that authorize these 
appropriations, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kausas. No. The function of the Committee 
on Commerce, of which I am a member (and I only want fair play), 
the function ot the Committee on Commerce is to consider these bills 
which provide for the establishment of light-houses. 

Mr. BAKER. And which authorize their creation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then the function of the Committee 
on Appropriations is to appropriate money for their erection. 

Mr. BAKER. But the exercise of that function has been not to ap- 
propriate, rather than to appropriate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Your point is as to the function rather 
than its exercise. Here is a bill providing for the establishment of a 
light-house, which has been amended by the Senate by adding scores of 
items appropriating money. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Does my friend wish the House to un- 
derstand thatif these amendments of the Senate—this score of amend- 
ments—making appropriations of money, when the bill comes into the 
House, would have to be considered by the Committee on Commerce 
rather than the Committee on Appropriations, or does he say that the 
Committee on Commerce has ever made appropriations? 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, no. ‘That is one of the arguments I used—that 
we may eliminate the appropriation of money. g 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. You would cut out the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, we are willing to do that, and would do it if we 
could. Now, in all the other bills we have not made any appropria- 
tion, but have stricken out the clause appropriating money. Now, it 
is important that this conference committee shall be appointed so 
as to strike out the appropriation clauses and make the bill embrace 
only recommendations authorizing these improvements, and then they 
should go as a matter of course to the Committee on Appropriations. 
| Cries of Decision! ‘‘ Decision !??] 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I believe the point of order is well 
taken. If not, it should be. [Laughter.] The report of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations the day before yesterday, 
and also the statements of two members of that committee, showed us 
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conclusively that 8462, 000, 000 will have been appropriated when we 
get done with the work of this session—more than the revenues of the 
year by eleven or twelve million dollars; and I think it is time to call 
a halt, Certainly I think we should at least strictly obey the rules in 
regard to 1 We have had all kinds of legislation here. 
We have had labor legislation, which, if it meant anything, meant to 
take $2,000,000 out of the Federal Treasury, but the representative of 
the Knights of Labor here says that that legislation is totally inade- 
quate and does not mean anything. I believe the eight-hour bill will 
not recover for the laboring men one dollar of that two millions that 
is due them 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
please confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. FLOWER. I will try to do so. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, Ithink 
that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is right in this 
matter, and I believe that we should call a halt. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think the suggestion of the gentleman 
frdm Illinois, that this is a question of order, is a matter of great im- 
portance in the consideration of the point now pending. The matter 


ot the improvement of the navigable waters of the country by fog-sig- 


nals, light houses, etc., is not here for our consideration at this time. 
It is a matter of exceeding importance to the House that in the ex- 
penditure of public money we shall be guided by those rules which have 
been carefully prepared, adopted, and adhered to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives for many decades, It is of great importance, I say, that 
those rnles shall be adhered to and shall not be discarded whenever 
thereisanyemergency. The House a bill providing for the erec- 
tion ot a new tower near the site of a light-house on Smith's Island, Vir- 
ginia, and sent it to the Senate. The Senate made no objection to that 
provision. The Senate assented to the propriety of the erection of that 
work. There is no difference between the two Houses upon that point; 
but the Senate thinks that more ought to be done, and therefore it pro- 
vides upon the same bill that the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropri- 
ated for the purchase of a site and the establishment of a proper light- 
house and fog signal at the mouth of the Coquille River on the Pacific 
Ocean.” ? 

Now, tbat is an entirely distinct proposition. That has no relation 
at all to the bill which the House passed and sent to the Senate. If 
is not a modification of the terms and provisions of that bill; itis an 
entirely different proposition. I might go on and read amendment 
alter amendment, page after page, relating to various improvements 
totally different from the subject of the House bill and designed, not 
to modify the House proposition, but to provide for new works. That 
bill, thus changed, comes back for our consideration. Now, sir, the 
rule provides that— 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not require considerationina 
Committee of the Whole, may be at once disposed of as the House may deter- 
mine, as may also Senate bills substantially the same as House bills alread 
favorably reported by a committee of the House, and not required te be — 5 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

By Rule XX this House has declared that— 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of order that it shall first be paiT Pen in ths Committee of the Whole iat 
one state of the Unionif, originating in the House, it would be subject tothat 
point. 

Now, as appropriations are involved here, there is no question but 
that every one of these Senate amendments, if offered as amendments 
in the House when the bill was under consideration, would have been 
subject to consideration in Committee of the Whole. This rule was 
intended to enable the House to guard against hasty action on the part 
of the Senate, to guard against the very kind of effort which seems now 
to be made to force this House to consider these various projects taking 
hundreds and thousands of dollars trom the Treasury without consider- 
ing the items in the usual conservative way in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And without their having been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam coming to that later. The point I make now, 
Mr. Speaker, is that the logical purpose of this proposition on the part 
of the Senate, and its prana effect, if it is not sent to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, would be to take away from this House the consid- 
eration of these subjects in Committee of the Whole under the rule. 
Now, this House having announced in its rules that these matters shall 
be considered in that committee, will it now be persuaded to depart 
from that rule? Will it be persuaded not to consider these amend- 
ments at all, but to transfer the consideration of them to a committee 
of conference, to leave to three gentlemen from each House the power 
to determine questions the responsibility for the proper determination 
of which devolves npon each and every member of this House? Can 
there be any doubt, Mr. Speaker, furthermore, that this is not an 
amendment that would be permissible in the House? „It would not 
be germane. 

Suppose the proposition were in this House at this time in the form 
of the original bill, providing for the erection of a new tower near the 
site of the light-house on Smith’s Island, Virginia, and these amend- 
ments were offered to that bill, would the Chair, as an amendment to 
such a bill, entertain a proposition to appropriate money for the estab- 


lishment of a new light-house on the Pacific coast? The enormity of, 


Were 


the proposition is illustrated in that way. Even if the amendment 
e, it would have to receive its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole, but not being germane it would not be en- 
tertained at all. Why? Therefore, there is the more reason why we 
should enforce strictly in this case our rule in regard to Senate amend- 
ments to House bills, 2 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this proceeding is too much like 
finesse in legislation. It does not savor of that deliberation, order, and 
conservatism which becomes the Representatives of the people or the 
members of the United States Senate, to seek by this method to subvert 
the rules of the House which were intended to protect the Treasury. I 
am glad that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has seen fit to 
bring this {abject to the attention of the Chair. I trust that every 
member will recognize the importance of the question, and will join 
in conserving those rules which have been solemnly adopted from Con- 
gress to Congress for the protection of the public funds. 

My friend from New York [Mr. BAKER] has claimed that these works 


are important. He has examined the question; and that is his opinion. 


Perhaps he is correct. But the duty deyolves upon the House to ex- 
amine these matters, to hear the reasons which may be given by the 
committee for these several propositions—reasons which thus far we 
have not had the opportunity to hear or consider. 

Mr. BAKER. I wish to say to my friend that without exception 
every recommendation of the Committee on Commerce fora light-house 
bill has been presented here with the indorsement and approval of the 
Light-House and the Treasury Department. There is not a sin- 
gle exception to that statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My observation related to the duty of this House 
in the matter of legislation—in the examination and discussion of 
measures which may be presented. It is the right and duty of the 
House to make up its own conclusions, after hearing the views of the 
Committee on Commerce and considering all the information which 
may be presented.. My observation is that the Light-House Board 
during the time that I have been a member of this House has frequently 
recommended to Congress measures which Congress itself has declined 
to accept. It is our duty to make examination for ourselves. If the 
measures are important, as my friend thinks, why not allow them to 
take their regular course? If there has already been too great delay, 
the gentleman may ask for a special order in relation to these matters 
peel om them brought up in that way. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Does not the gentleman know that a special 
order has been repeatedly asked from the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BAKER. Over and over again. And I have several times made 
a request in the House for a day for the consideration of business of 
this kind, and it has been objected to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it was objected to, it was 

Mr. BAKER. We have endeavored in vain to have these matters 
considered in the Committee of the Whole and in the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the House has refused to go 
into Committee of the Whole 

Mr. BAKER, The House has never refused, but the captious ob- 
jection of some single member has prevented the consideration of a 
resolution giving a day to the business of our committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps that grew out ot the manner of conducting 
business in the House. The Committee on Rules, by virtue of the 
rules themselves, has authority to direct what the House shall or shall 
not consider. If your rule is wrong, if your Committee on Rules is 
incapable of apprehending the wants of the country—if that is your 
situation, let it be alleged. Š 

There are many measures of importance which no doubt it is desir- 
able to consider, There are always measures of importance which we 
can not reach, But, however important they may be, they are not of 
such importance as will justify the House in establishing a precedent 
by which we trample under our feet that vital rule requiring considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole of Senate amendments involving 
appropriations of money, especially when those amendments are not 
oven germane to the measure under consideration. This measure may 
be important; Iam willing toconcedeit; but no measure is equally im- 
portant with this great rule of the House, which is maintained by all 
parties in every Congress from decade to decade. 

Mr. PAYSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide the ques- 
tion, but will gladly listen to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, PAYSON, IfI felt sure that the opinion of the Chair agrees 
with my own, I would be glad to hear the ruling at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is glad to hear the gentle- 


man. 

Several MEMBERS. Rule! Rule! 

Mr. PAYSON, ‘The gentleman from New York may be very anx- 
ious to have a ruling; but perhaps he will do me the courtesy to listen 
to what I am about to say, so long as the Chair is willing todo so, 

I premise by remarking that I regard it as important that what- 
ever decisions may be made on questions arising upon these rules, they 
should be harmonious, I assert another thing—that the importance or 
the insignificance of a particular bill on which a question oord may 

arise has nothing whatever to do with the proper construction of the 
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rules; that is to say, a correct decision is equally important whether 
the pill immediately involved carries ten dollars or half a million. 

And therefore the entire time taken by the gentleman trom- New 
York [Mr. BAKER] in discussing the importance of the measures re- 
ported from his committee, and the necessity for prompt action upon 
them to the country, as well as for the speedy consideration and pas- 
sage of the bill now before you on the table, goes for 2 

The question here is, first, whether or not under the rules of this 
House the bill now lying before you, Mr. Speaker, on the table, on the 
question of order raised by my colleague, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, must in the first instance, and upon his ob- 
jection, go to the appropriate committee, which in this case would be 
the Committee on Commerce; and, second, if it shall be held that that 
reference ought not to be made, and that the bill is before the House 
for its consideration, whether or not it must receive its first consid- 
eration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. These are the two questions, and the only ones, presented by 
the point of order; and the question, as the Chair will appreciate, is a 
seat Gove whether, under the rules of this House, either of these two 
courses should be followed, and what should be their order. 

I insist that a point of order that this bill must first go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is well taken. Why? These rules contemplate 
that all proposed legislation, whenever it comes within the House, 
whether introduced by a member of this body or coming from the 
other end of the Capitol, shall be referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees. That is the language of the rule with reference to the powers, 
223 and duties of the committees of the House. All pro 
egislation shall be referred to the following committees.” I quote 
now the first paragraph of Rule XI. and in order that I may get the 
words exactly I will read the language of the rule itself: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the 
preceding rule as follows, namely: 
Subjects relating to, etc, 

Such a bill as this would go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Now, if the Senate amendment had been introduced either in the 
form of se te bills or as an omnibns bill in this House in the first 
instance, there is no question that, under the rules of the House, the 
Speaker of his own motion would have referred that bill, or the vari- 
ous bills so introduced, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER, Will the gentleman allow me to state that there 
were introduced separate bills or separate propositions foreach of these? 

Mr. PAYSON. Separate bills may have been introduced, but they 
have not been introduced in the form of this Senate amendment. The 
gentleman will remember that every Senate amendment now on the 
desk carries with it an appropriation. 

Mr. BAKER. But I mean the propositions for the construction of 
these light-houses and the other matters embodied in the Senate amend- 
ments, They were all introduced as separate measures and reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PAYSON, And the gentleman will correct me if I am wrong 
in the statement that there is nota bill reported from his committee— 
a single bill—which carries with it an appropriation. 

Mr. BAKER. I so stated in my argument; but the proposition for 
the erection of the light-houses has been favorably recommended by 
the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON, Well, that amounts to nothing. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, we begin to think so ourselves. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYSON. And if the gentleman will not anticipate me I will 
show him how even under that state of the case this omnibus amend- 
ment can not be considered under the rules of the House, 

The difficulty with the gentleman is that he assumes, because of 
the importance of the legislation coming from his committee, in which 
I do not disagree, therefore it must be considered whether it comes 
within the scope of the rules or not. This question is not a question 
as to the importance of any measure, but itis a legal question of con- 
sideration under the rules. 

Now, to proceed. All legislation must be referred to the appropri- 
ate committees; but there are certain matters of legislation that come 
to us from the other end of the Capitol which are also provided for 
in the rule. I think an observation has fallen from the lips of some 
gentleman who participated in the discussion of this question, that 
possibly the bill in question is not properly on the Speaker’s table. I 
do not agree to that, Mr. Speaker. It is properly there, and could 
properly be nowhere else until disposed of either by the Speaker or by 
the House. f 

That leaves me to reiterate what I was saying, that all proposed leg- 
islation coming intothis Chamber comes, not from the members of this 
body alone, but from the other end of the Capitol as well; and provis- 
ion is made in our rules for its reception and consideration. This leg- 
islation comes in the shape of resolutions, or bills passed by the Senate; 
and also by Senate amendments to House bills. Proposed legislation 
from the Senate comes to this body, how? By a message from the 
Senate.” The Speaker of the House frequently interrupts the pro- 
ceedings of the House to receive a message from the Senate, 

The Secretary of the Senate, standing in the main isle, announces 
that he presents a message from the Senate; that he presents certain 


waa -i < $ — 


p í 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


bills enacted by that body, or certain amendments to House bills; in 
which the concurrence of the House is requested, which message is de- 
livered to the House in that form. Where does it go? It goes to the 
Speaker’s table as a message from the Senate. It could go nowhere 
else. What does the rule provide in reference to it? Clause 2 of Rule 
XXIV provides— 


j isposed follows: 

ii T 8 to eee committees 
without debate. Reports and communications from the heads of Departments 
2... Sa ere 
somes manner and with the same right of correction as public bills presented by 
members. 

Now, if there was nothing else in this rule there would be but one 
course to be taken with these bills. That is, the bill coming from the 
Senate, as it does after having passed that body, should be referred to 
the appropriate committee in like manner and with like privilege or 
right of correction of reference as bills introduced here, with which we 
are all familiar. y 2 

That committee might report it back because they had jurisdiction. 
Another committee claiming it might do it. And the precedents in 
this direction, Mr. Speaker, are uniform. Where is the general defi- 
ciency bill to-day—the House bill with Senate amendments? It is 
before the Committee on Appropriations, under a proper reference from 
the Speaker’s table. Where was the bill which has been considered 
to-day, the river and harbor bill, prior to its being presented for con- 
sideration? It was a House bill with Senate amendments, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which reported it 
back asa privileged matter, and we considered it to-day under the rule. 
How was it with thesilver bill? That was not referred in open House, 
and the question was debated before the House here, pro and con, 
whether or not the Speaker had the right under the rules to make a 
private and a quiet reference of the bill. It was before the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the House of Representatives, 
by an overwhelming vote, affirmed the propriety of that reference. 
The preamble to it (the whereas and the reason, and all that sort of 
thing) was voted down; but the reference of that bill to that com- 
mittee was indorsed by an overwhelming vote in this House. 

Now, there are exceptions to this rule, Mr. Speaker, and what are 
they ? 

Ba House bills with Senate amendments— 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] would say that was 
this bill, and if it was not for something else that followed he would 
be right. P 

But House bills with Senate amendments, which do not uire considera- 
tion in a Committee of the Whole, may at once be disposed of as the House 
may determine. 

Now, does the gentleman from New York insist that this bill comes 
within that paragraph? I will be glad to have an answer from the 

tleman. 

Mr. BAKER. I have not so argued yet. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I know; but answer my question. It seems 
to me that the gentleman has not argued the point of order at all. I 
beg the gentleman’s pardon for making the suggestion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has anyone seriously contended 
that it is in order? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Has any oneseriously contended 
that the bill is in order? 

Mr. PAYSON. One would think the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] intended to have that idea conveyed, because otherwise 
the bill can not be considered now; but I think he will not contend 
that it comes within the exception. 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not require their first consid- 
eration in a Committee of the Whole. 

Now this bill does not come within that exception, because every 
item of the Senate amendments does require its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole, because each one makes an appropriation of 
public money, and therefore comes within Rule XX, which provides; 


Any amendmentof the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the point 
of er that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, if, originating in the House, it would be subject to 


that point. 

Therefore this bill does not come within that exception. And what 
is the reason for it? Because it was the intention of the Committee on 
Rules and the intention of the House of Representatives that whenever 
u bill shall have passed the Senate, and there is a similar bill on the 
House Calendar which does not appropriate public money or public 
property, to facilitate the transaction of public business, that there 
shall not be the necessity of going through the form of referring the bill 
to a committee which bas already reported a similar bill, that bill being 
upon the House Calendar. And that leads me again to emphasize what 
Isaid a moment ago to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER], 
that that right is not given under the rules to bills of this character, but 
is restricted alone to bills which do not appropriate public money, and 
which make no appropriation of the public property; in other words, bills 
which under the rules do not require their first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, because every bill, Mr, Speaker, must be referred 


in the first instance to some committee, unless it is under a motion to 
suspend the rules or under a request for unanimous consent. Of course 
the Speaker will understand that I am talking about the ordinary parlia- 
mentary procedure and disposition of business, under which all legisla- 
tion must first be referred to some committee,and the fact that theSenate 
has requested a conference does not attach any privilege to the bill. Upon 
that I call the attention of the Speaker to a precedent in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, where Speaker CARLISLE decided that no matter if 
Senate in the first instance requested a conference upon Senate amend- 
ments to a House bill there was no privilege attaching to that bill until 
after there was a disagreement between the House and the Senate upon 
those amendments, and that disagreement could not be manifested until 
after the bill had gone to a committee, been reported to the House, and 
by the House considered and its action had. Then, if the Senate amend- 
ments were non-concurred in, the question was one of privilege under 
the conference. 

I do not know that I care to read this decision. I think it is on the 
desk in front of the Speaker. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I in- 
sist that the points of order made by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations as against this bill are well taken, and that it should 
go to the proper committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It does not seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
this bill should go anywhere except upon the table. The original 
proposition before the House has been of by the concurrence 
of the Senate, so that so far as this body is concerned there is no legis- 
lation for our consideration, unless we are to assume that this isa 
Senate bill, and that is not a legitimate deduction. 

That being the case, it seems to me that the proper course is to lay 
this proposition on the fable. I move to lay the bill and amendments 
on the table. 

Mr. DUNNELL. We had better have a ruling. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has considered the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], and the 
present occupant of the Chair is advised that it has been the uniform 
practice of the Speaker, under the rules, to retain on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble House bills with Senate amendments which come back from the 
Senate with a request far a conference—the bill just disposed of being 
an exact ; and whatever privilege may surround a bill amend 
by the Senate where the Senate asks a conference, the Chair holds 
that such request in no way abrogates or nullifies the rules of the, 
House of Representatives as to the disposition of such amendments 
and request. 

Speaker CARLISLE, in passing upon a similar question in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, made this decision: 

The ker, after debate thereon, overruled said point of order and held that 
although the request of the Senate for a conference presented a privileged ques- 
tion, it must be ed and go by the rules of the House of Represent- 
atives and that in the absence of joint rulea on this subject it was competent 
for the House to refer the request of the Senate to a committee, ete, 

Rule XXIV provides that— 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration ina 
. of the Whole may be at once disposed of as the House may deter- 

The point of order made that the Senate amendments under the rules 
ot the House would require their first consideration in a Committee of 
the Whole, the Chair thinks is clearly well taken, and sustains the point 
of order. The Chair will, however, under the practice, entertain a mo- 
tion to refer the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 8 ** 

Mr. BAKER. I move to refer the bill and amendments to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERR, of Jowa. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that the Chair did not decide the 
first point of order I made, that the bill should go to the Committee 
on Commerce by force of the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the point of 
order made against the Senate amendments, that they ‘‘ must have their 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole,’’ prevents their con- 
sideration at this time except by unanimous consent, but the Chair 
will entertain a motion that the bill and amendments be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAKER. I move their reference to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection, they will be so re- 
ferred, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. I wish to know the opinion of the Chair, if the Chair is dis- 
posed to answer that question at this time, if the ruling of the Chair 
does not carry with it the idea that when the Committee on Commerce 
shall report the bill back to the House it must have its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole at thattime, if the point is made, 

The SPEAKER protcmpore. The Chair will not pass upon that ques- 
tion now. The bill and amendments have gone to the Committee on 
Commerce, and that committee must be governed by the rules of the 
House in respect to future action thereon. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatis what I supposed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will go to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
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Mr. CHEADLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand the subject-matter of the bill sent 
here by the Senate, and upon which these amendments have been in- 
grafted, has been finished and completed by being provided for in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. ‘That having been done, how can the 
measure be relerred to a committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can ouly decide in regard 
to the matter which is immediately before the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I moved to lay the proposition on the table. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to submit a point of order, unless the gen- 
tleman is going to make a motion to lay the proposition contained in 
the pending bill upon the table. 

Mr. ADAMS. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that it is 
too late to make such a motion as suggested by the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made the motion to lay the bill on the ta- 
ble before the motion to refer was made. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, the point of order that I desire to 
make—as much to 1700 ny hand in as anything else—is that there is 
no quorum in the House forthe transaction of business, and I am not 
in favor of violating the Constitution of the United States this after- 
noon. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. As this is Saturday afternoon, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of the 

vote, the Chair desires to lay before the House the following personal 
uests of members: 
r. CANDLER, of Georgia, asks leave of absence for two weeks. 
Mr. Biss, indefinite leave, on account of sickness. 
Mr. Browne, of Virginia, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 
Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. STRUBLE, for this day, on account of important business. 

Mr. Dockery, indefinitely after Monday, September 8, on account 
of important business. = 7 

Mr. CHIPMAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. BARTINE, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

Mr. FLOWER, for one week. 

Mr. CANNON. I object to granting these leaves except in cases of 
sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, those on ac- 
count of sickness will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON), a member of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, asks unanimous consent that the session of the House on Mon- 
day next begin at 11 o’clock a. m. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as conferees on the part of 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad in- 
demnity lands Mr. Payson, Mr. HALL, and Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. CRAIN. Lask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] to 
withhold his motion for adjournment for a few minutes until I can ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote had already been taken, and 
pending the announcement the Chair submitted these requests to the 
House. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON being agreed to, accordingly (at 3 o’clock 
and 17 minutes p. m. } the House adjourned until Monday, September 
8, at 12 o’clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill ofthe House (H. R. 11743) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Flint River, in the State of Georgia, 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H. R. 11978) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Flint River, in the State of Georgia; 
which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3056), referred 
to the House Calendar, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3174) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Frederika B, Jones, accompanied by a report (No. 3057)—to 
the Committee of the Whole Honse. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: i 

By Mr. SMITH, of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11967) authorizing the 
removal of the Indians of the Papago or Gila Bend reservation, in 
Maricopa County, Arizona Territory, to the Papago Indian reservation, 
in Pima County, in said Territory, or to one of the Pima and Maricopa 
India reservations, commonly known as the Gila River and Salt River 
Indian reservations, respectively, in said Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Aflairs, ~ © 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11968) to amend the military 
record of Rey. Henry B. Lambe—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11969) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Jacob A. Remley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 11970) to increase pension of Lieut, Col. Joseph H. 
Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11971) for the relief of M. A. Fin- 
negas, widow of Henry Finnegas, late lieutenant-colonel Third Regi- 
ment, Corps d’Afrique (Seventy-fiſth United States Colored Troops)— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery 
Geiger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11973) granting a pension 
to Abraham Hildebrand—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11974) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Sally Sterrett Tate—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to Mary 
P. Pitezel and Caroline E. Pitezel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, $ 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11976) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Krahe—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. YODER:_A bill (H. R. 11977) ting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Dodge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER: Memorial of the Jena Seminary of the State of 
Louisiana, praying for a donation of land for school purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Rey. Henry B. Lambe, for passage 
of bill placing him on pension-rolls with rank of chaplain to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition for pension for Lieut. Col. Joseph H. Thornton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition for increase of pension of Capt. Jacob H. Remley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 11954, granting 
a pension to Mrs. Clara Tilden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., relating to United States light-house service on Ohio and 
Mississippi Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. NORTON: Affidavits in support of pension bill in favor of 
Montgomery Geiger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE. Petition of D. A. Landry, Iberville Parish, Loui- 
siana, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under provisions of 
the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 8, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
HARRISON WAGNER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 645) granting a pension 
to Harrison Wagner. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 2, after 
the word roll,!“ to insert “and to pay to his legally constituted guar- 
dian a pension; so as to read: 

to place on nsion-roll and to hi 
2 the — a aaa R 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment, 

and ask for a conference thereon, 


~ ` > — 
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The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous consent, was authorized 
to appoint the conſerea on the part of the Senate; and Messrs, DAVIS, 
SAWYER, and FAULKNER were appointed. 


AMANDA WATSON BOLER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1975) granting a pension 
to Amanda Watson Boler, 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, after 
the word of,“ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert twelve;“ so 
as to read: 

Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed: to. 

PHILIP T, GREELY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2370) for the relief of 
Philip T. Greely. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 4, after 
the word “ to,” to strike out ſorty and insert ‘* twenty-five;”’ soas- 
to read: 

Twenty-five dollars per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment, 
The motion was agreed to. 

MRS, CAROLINE HANNEMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3549) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, after 
the word ot, to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert seventeen; so as 
to read: 

Seventeen dollars per month, instead of $8 per month now received. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment, 
The motion was agreed to. 
SAMUEL MILLER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 3145) granting a pension 
to Samuel Miller. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, after 
the word reserves,“ to insert a comma and the words“ and pay him 
a pension of eight dollars per month,” 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 464 citizens of the State of 
New York, praying for the passage of what is known at the pure- 
lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. ý 

He i presented a petition of 464 citizens of the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of what is kown as the pure-food’’ bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Boston (Mass.) Merchants’ 
Association, praying for the passage by the Senate of the bankruptcy 
bill passed by the House of Representatives July 24, 1890; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a large number of petitions of citizens 
of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill 381, reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, known as the pure- 
food ” bill. This subject is again before the committee by reference to 
it of what is known as the ‘‘ Conger lard bill.“ I have already intro- 
duced a large number of petitions on this subject, which have gone to 
the table, I move that the petitions now lying on the table, praying 
for the passage of the pure-ſood bill, together with those which I 
now present, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present a supplemental memorial of J. H. Hol- 
lander, a citizen of the United States, on the subject of the wrongs he 
alleges himself to have suffered at the hands of the Republic of Gua- 
temala. This is merely an additional statement and specification of 
the injuries he has received and his claims on account thereof. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

‘The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of representatives of imported 
wine and liquor interests, citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating 
against the adoption of Mr. PLUMB’s amendment to the tariff bill pro- 
posing an increased rate of duties on imported wines and liquors; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented sundry petitions of citizens of the State ot 
New York, praying for the passage of what are known as the ‘‘pure-food’’ 
and ‘‘pure-lard’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of a large number of citizens of 


Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure- 
ma bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., javering increased light service on the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi Rivers and their tributaries; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of a number of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure-lard’’ 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9669) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E. Bra- 
man, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without #nendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; 

A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 

A bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

A bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes. : 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


EDWIN M. HART. 


Mr. SPOONER. Some time since a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of 
Edwin M. Hart was introduced by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BLopGeEttT] and referred to the Committee on Claims. A few days 
since the Senator from New Jersey presented a petition and some addi- 
tional evidence to the Senate and obtained an order of the Senate to 
refer them to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Claims to report back the bill with the request that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, where the newly discov- 
ered evidence has gone. 

The report was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PLUMB, From the Committee on Public Lands, I report fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of land in the 
State of California as a public park. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be considered now, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill may be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


WILLIAM R. LEBERT. 


Mr, PADDOCK. I move that the vote by which the bill (S. 2445) 
to increase the pension of William R. Lebert, First Iowa Battery Vol- 
unteers, was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered and the bill recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be recon- 
sidered, and the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 4376) for the relief of William 
G. Tidwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4377) to amend the act entitled 
An act providing a civil government for Alaska;’’ which was read 
twice by its title. è 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the bill introduced by the ocenu- 
pant of the chair (which 1 assume relates to providing some further 
judicial service there), as the Committee on Territories arranged the 
former judicial service, had better go to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, ; 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry for the years 1889 and 1890, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing pat and joint resolution; in which it requested the coneurrence of 
the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex.; and P? a: f 


9829 


T ? — 


9830 


CONdRESSTONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


= 


SEPTEMBER 8, 


the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public park, 
by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. 
BIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. Having been read, the question 
is on agreeing tothe report. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

‘The report was concurred in. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, Ihave just received a telegram from 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] stating that he is de- 
tained at home by illness, and asking leave of absence for one week from 
the Senate, I ask that that leave may be granted him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] may absent himself from the service of the Sen- 
ate for one week. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
providing for the printing, in addition to the usual number, of 15,000 
copies of the twelfth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States for the year 1889. : 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 
` Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 


the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President — 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it suits the conyenience of the Senator from 
Kansas, I should like to dispose of four or five little amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. As soon as those are through with I 
should like to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces that under the 
order of the Senate previously made debate to-day upon the bill and 


amendments will be limited to thirty minutes, each Senator having the 


ren speak but once on any question. 
. ALDRICH. On „ paragraph 59, I move that there be in- 
serted in line 11, after words oxide of.“ the words: 

And white paint containing zine, but not containing lend. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not catch that exactly on this side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read at 
the desk before action is taken. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9, line 11. paragraph 59, after the word 
‘t of,’ insert the words: 

And white paint containing zinc, but not containing lead. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a semicolon after lead. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A semicolon will be inserted. The 
amendment will be to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read in connection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read as it will 
stand if amended. 4 

The CHIEF CLERK. So as to make the paragraph read: 

59, Zine, oxide of, and white paint containing zinc, but not containing lead; 
dry, 1} cents per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 10, line 13, paragraph 67, after the word 
t‘ Phosphorus,” I move to strike out 10 cents per pound“ and insert 
**30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 11, line 8, paragraph 73, after the word 
“part,” I move to insert or in the preparation of which alcohol is 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator must be mistaken in 
the enumeration of the paragraph and page. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the print which I have it is marked paragraph 
73. It is the paragraph imposing a rate of 50 cents per pound upon 
medicinal preparations. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. Is the Senator reading from the re- 
print or the original reported bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The reprint. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Paragraph 75 is the former number. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, It would facilitate the adjustment 
at the desk if the originally reported bill could be used. Seventy-five 
is the number of the paragraph. 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a poran of| Mr, ALDRICH. I ses; it is 75 in the former print. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
repeat the amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH, After the word part, in line 6, insert or in 
the preparation of which alcohol is used.“ 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us have the ph read as it will 
read if amended, so that we may unde it. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 11, line 6, under the subhead “‘ prep- 
arations,’’ paragraph 75, after the word “part,” insert: í 

Orin the preparation of which alcohol is used, 

So as to read: 

75. All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietar: 


of which alcohol ifa component part, or in the preparation of w 
used, not specially provided for in this act, 50 cents per pound. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 26, paragraph 132, a simple change of 
phraseology should be made to make the meaning plainer. I move to 
insert after ‘‘boiler’’ the words plates of; so as to read: 

Boiler-plates of iron or steel. 

And to strike out except saw-plates hereinafter provided ſor and 
insert and other plate iron.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Where is that? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On 26. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 27 of the new print, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These amendments are being made 
on the former print. : 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator what will become of 
saw-plates if his amendment is to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are already provided for, and it is not neces- 
sary to make an 8 here as the change in the phraseology would 
not apply to them. is paragraph as amended only applies to boiler- 
plates. Originally it provided for all plate iron and plate steel, and 
of course saw-plates would have to be excepted, but as it applies only 
to. boller -platas of iron and steel there is no need of excepting saw- 
plates. 

Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator's amendment to be to strike 
out the exception. : 

Mr, 1 5 is to strike 55 the exception as it is not neces- 
sary an meaningless as long as the paragraph only applies to certain 
specific articles. I think the Senator will — . he comes to read 


parations 
ibh alcohol is 


it that it is all right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On 26, line 14, h 132, after the 


word“ boiler,“ insert plates of, and in the same line, after the word 
steel,“ strike out the words ‘‘except saw-plates hereinafter provided 
for’? and insert and other plate iron;’’ so as to read: 


Boiler-piates of iron or steel, and other plate iron not thinner than No. 10 
wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, etc. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On page 50, paragraph 218, an amendment was 
to on Saturday in regard to white-pine shingles, and a verbal cor- 
rection should be made there. The word one should be inserted 
after the word per.“ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The paragraph will be read as it now 


stands, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
White-pine shingles, 20 cents per thousand; all other, 30 cents per thousand. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to insert the word one,“ before the word 
„thousand,“ in line 6. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLEKK. In paragraph 218, before the word thousand,” 
insert the word ‘‘one;” so as to read: 
2 shingles, 20 cents per one thousand; all other, 30 cents per one 
0 — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 221 of the old print, in the printed 
amendment, the word whether“ should be stricken out after the 


word ‘‘reeds.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In ph 221, after the word ‘‘reeds,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out the word whether; so asto read: 

Cnair- cane or reeds wrought or manufactured from rattans or reeds, round or 
square or in any other shape, 10 per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is no change from what the Senate has 

eed to heretofore. stint 

Mr. ALDRICH. No change except in phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 458, on page 111, on account of the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY l- 
having been adopted, there should be, after the word ' prescribe,” in 


line 25, a semicolon, and the word ‘‘and’’ should be inserted before 
the word “ wild.” 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 458, on page 111, line 25, after 
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the word ‘‘ prescribe,” insert a semicolon and the word ‘‘and;’’ so as 


to read: 
Under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and 
wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientific and 


educational purposes, and not for sale or profit, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us know how the entire paragraph will read 
as it is proposed toamend it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it read again. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire paragraph will be read 
as it will stand if amended as proposed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not exceed- 
ing six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes offered 
by any Itural or racing association; but a bond shall be given in accord- 
ance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the ; also, teams 
of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons orother vehicles 
actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries tp the United 
States with their families, and in actual use forthe purpose of such em tion, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and 
wild animals intended for exhibition in zoological collections for scientificand 
educational purposes, and not for sale or profit. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is it proposed to add the words at the end? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those words were added by the Senate on the 

motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and I simply moved the in- 


sertion of the semicolon and the word and,“ to make the meaning 


clear, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk has read the para- 
ph as it will stand if amended as proposed by the Senator from 
e Island. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the amendment of 
the Senator, but I desire to recur to that paragraph again later on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph to which the Senator refers, I think, 
is a preceding one. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the paragraph relating to the admission of ani- 
mals free for breeding purposes, I think that provision requires some 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to think so myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 705, on e 131, an amendment 
adopted the other day provided for the specific gravity of one and three 
hundred and eighty one-thousandths. In the print which I have be- 
fore me it appears one thousand threb hundred and eighty.” There 
is an error in the print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That probably arises from the fact 
that the figures are always written out when the bill is enrolled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should be one and three hundred and eighty 
one-thousandths,’’ instead of one thousand three hundred and eighty.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In pa ph 705, on page 131, it is proposed 
to strike out one thousand three hundred and eighty” and insert 
“fone and three hundred and eighty one-thousandths;’’ so as to read: 


Sulphuric acid which, at the temperature of 60° Fahrenheit, does not exceed 
the specific gravity of one and three hundred and eighty one-thousandths, for 
use In manufacturing superphosphate of lime or arti manures of any kind, 
or for any agricultural purposes. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It does not change the phraseology at all, but is 
merely to make plain the meaning, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are all the amendments I have to offer at 
this time, I believe, Mr. President. > 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. I 
willsay that I offer this amendment because I believe that in the shape 
this bill now is the Government will need the revenue to be derived 
from the tax upon liquors. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be stated, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


Sc. —. That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act 
there shall be levied and collec on all distilled spirits thereafter produced in 
the United States a tax of $1.25 on each proof gallon, or wine gallon when be- 
low proof, to be paid by the distiller, owner,or person having possession thereof, 
before removal from the distillery bonded warehouse. 


Mr. PLUMB. If that amendment which I have offered shall pre- 
vail, taking the present production of distilled spirits in the United 
States as the basis, there will be added to the revenues $21,500,000 per 
annum; and I have offered the amendment because I believe it will be 
necessary to have at least as much revenue as that in addition to what 
is already provided for in the pending bill. 

Iam not unmindful, Mr. President, that this question has been dis- 
cussed from an entirely different standpoint, and very elaborate efforts 
have been made to show that there will be no deficiency of the revenue 
in the event of the passage of the bill in its present shape. In fact, I 
am bound to presume that when the bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives those who fashioned it and who were responsible for it be- 
lieved that it would, in the shape in which it left the House, furnish 
revenue enough to carry on the Government. 


The reduction which it was supposed the bill would effect 25 
to the report of the House Committee was 871,064, 774.18. The - 
as it has been from the Finance Committee of the Senate, re- - 
storing the tobacco tax, leaves a net reduction, according to the esti- 
mates of that committee of $60,599,343.69, qualified by a somewhat 
ambiguous statement from the committee that if im were 
kept up according to the present scale notwithstanding the increase of 
duties, the diniinution would be only about $20,000,000. 

Mr. GIBSON. Thatis the minimum, 

Mr, PLUMB. That is the minimum. The statement is as follows: < 
The reduction above given of §71,064,774.18 by the House bill and $60,599,343.69 
by the Senate appears to be certain, but if the imports should be the same as 
last year under the new rates, thereduction would amount under the House bill 

to $26,128,642.90; under the Senate to 820.318.288. 10. 

According to the report of the Finance Committee, if there is any- 
thing certain about this matter it is that the revenues will be reduced 
by the bill asit came from the committee to the Senate by something 
over $60,000,000. It is very important that the bill should not 
from the consideration of the Senate until it is determined as nearly as 
may be what its effect will be upon the revenues of the Government, 
for I take it that no one on either side of the Chamber desires to con- 
tribute to the passage of any measure which will leave the Government 
in arrears; that is, unprovided with the money necessary in order to 
meet its inevitable and ex For the purpose of deter- 
mining what the future may bring it is important to take note of what 
has already occurred in regard to appropriations and revenue. 

The regular appropriations for the present year, already made and 
pending—and there is only one appropriation bill pending, I believe, 
now, and that is the deficiency bill, abont which there will be only a 
slight contention in regard to the amount it will carry—are $358, 883, - 
564. The permanent annual appropriations amount to $101,628, 453. 
Of this, $10,481,233 is the amount required to meet what is called the 
indefinite appropriation provided for in section 3689 of the Revised 
Statutes, in these words: : 

One per cent. of the entire debt of the United States shall be set apart asa 
sinking fund for the purchase or payment of the publie debt in such manner as 
the Secretary of the — 8 from time to time direct. 

Thirty-eight million six hundred and seventy-seven thousand eight 
hundred and forty dollars is the indefinite and permanent appropria- 
tion for the payment of interest on so much of the public debt as forms 
a part of the sinking fund, it being one of the peculiarities of our leg- 
islation in regard to the public debt that the smaller the debt the larger 
the sinking fund for its extinction! Theact of July 14, 1870, contains 
a provision which is now embodied in section 3688 of the Revised Stat- 
utes in these words: 

Sec. 3688. There is appropriated annually, out of the recei, 
imported merchandise, a sum, for the payment of the public 
interest on all bonds belonging to the sinking fund. 

As from time to time bonds go into the sinking fund they are de- 
stroyed, but as a matter of book-keeping they are still there, and so as 
the debt goes down the bonds in the sinking fund, or at least the book- ~ 
keeping which shows that the bonds have been put in the sinking fund, 
increases, and of course the requirement for interest on those bonds is 
constantly enlarged. Sonow, with a public debt of less than $700,000,- 
000, all told, the sinking fand for its payment amounts to something 
over $50,000,000 per annum. TI include only the interest-bearing debt 
in this statement. 

The total appropriations, then, for the current fiscal year, including 
the ordinary and permanent annual appropriations, amount to about 
$460, 512,017.21, and the revenues for the same period according to the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury based upon the actual returns 
up to the time of making the report, and estimating for the remaining 
portion of the fiscal year, are in round nambers $450,000,000; so that 
the demands upon the Treasury by the appropriations made this year 
will exceed the revenues by $10,512,017.21. 

That is only a nominal deficiency, because a portion of the appropri- 
ations for this year, those for the deficiencies of last year, were practi- 
cally paid out of last year’s revenue. And in the next place, there 
were the appropriations for the sinking fand which may or may not be 
made as Congress may determine without any auestionof the violation 
of the obligations of the Government, for the requirements of the sink- 
ing fund provision have been more than met heretofore, But taking 
the appropriations actually made during this Congress, together with 
the permanent annual appropriations, and they are in excess of the rev- 
enues by the amount which I have stated. 

The next consideration is as to what the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment will be hereafter, in the near future. In looking over the 
tables of appropriations from the Forty-sixth to the Fifty-first Congress, 
inclusive, it will be seen that there has been a gradual increase in the 
sum total, although in no single Department to any very great extent, 
except such as arises out of the increased payments for pensions. But 
an examination of these tables will show that it can not be 
that the expenditures in any Department of the Government will be 
diminished hereafter. On the contrary, there will be some increase; 
and whether great or small there will be an increase. 

The expenses of the Army proper have somewhat diminished during 
the past five Congresses, but during the past two years they have slightly 
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increased, and will undoubtedly increase hereafter by the natural and 
inevitable increase in the Army and by the new made neces- 
sary in order that it may properly be garrisoned at the various points 
at which it is to be hereafter permanently located, 

The appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service have un- 

dergone an increase of about $700,000 since the Forty-sixth Congress. 
Those for the District of Columbia, made n by the increase of 
pulation and the revennes of the District, have increased about 
$2000, 000, and some increase over this amount may be expected from 
year to year herealter. 

The appropriations for fortifications, which in the Forty-sixth Con- 
8 $550,000, have increased until this year they are $4,521,678. 

take it that this latter amoudt represents abont the sum, perhaps to 
be slightly appreciated, which will be made annually necessary here- 
after by reason of measures for the national defense already taken and 
which the public sentiment as well as the public safety requires to be 
carried to completion. 

The Indian appropriation bill is some $2,000,000 in excess of what 
it was in the Forty-sixth Congress, although less than for the two years 
immediately preceding. In those two years a considerable sum was 
paid to various Indian tribes for lands which they ceded to the Gov- 
ernment, 

The legislative, executive, and judicialexpenses have increased since 
tue Forty-sixth Congress from $16,274,023.59 to over $21,000,000 the 

t year. 

The Military Academy appropriation was then $316,234.28, and it 
was multiplied nearly three times last year, when the amount was 
much larger than usual by reason of property which was purchased. 
This year the appropriation is $438,296.11. 

The naval appropriations have gone from $41,644,000 in the first 
session of the Forty-sixth Congress to 523, 136,025.53 now. The pen- 
sion appropriations have increased from $41,644,000 in the first session 
of the Forty-sixth Congress to $98,457,461 at the present session, and 
I have no doubt that the members of the Appropriations Committee, 
who have given this subject special attention, will agree with me when 
I say there will in all human probability be a deficiency of at least 
$10,000,000 for the present fiscal year growing out of the administra- 
tion of the regular pension laws by reason of new cases and because in- 
sufficient appropriations have been made. 

The post-office appropriations have grown from $39,093,420 in the 
first session of the Forty-sixth Congress to $73, 226,698.99 this year, al- 
though only about $7,000, 000 of this is represented by an actual drain 
upon the Treasury, the remainder of it being made up.by the postal 
revenues, which have also increased, but are embraced in the estimate 
of revenues hereatter to be referred to. 

The river and harbor appropriations in tlie first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress were a little less than $9,000,000, and this year they 
will amount to about $25,000,000, and it is fair to assume that they 
will not be less than that for a great many years, the Government at 
this session, in the bill which has finally passed, having assumed a 
very large expenditure in regard to Galveston Harbor, the Hennepin 
Canal, and various other important public improvements which must 
be carried out during the next five or six years, perhaps, although I pre- 
sume the Hennepin Canal expenditure may be extended over a greater 

od. 


. 7 FRYE. It is fair to say that the appropriations for the Forty- 
sixth Congress were made lor one year, and so understood, while the 
appropriation this year is made for two years. 

r. PLUMB. Then taking the total appropriations for the Forty- 
sixth Congress for that purpose, the amount is about $21,000,000, so 
* that we have an increase of about $4,000,000, according to the theory 
of the Senator from Maine, which I have no doubt is correct. 

The sundry civil appropriation bill carried at the first session of the 
Forty-sixth Congress about twenty-two and a half million dollars, 
while at this session of Congress it amounts to $30,800,000. 

For deficiencies there were in the first session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress a trifle over $1,000,000 appropriated, and at the present ses- 
sion of Congress $36, 825, 000 —- practically $37,000,000, This is the only 
flexible item really in these appropriations; that is, the only one in 
which a reduction can be expected. The sums appropriated for defi- 
ciencies, beginning with the Forty-sixth Congress and extending to the 
present time, are as follows: 

In the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress the amount was 
$4, 207,226.44; in the last session of that Congress, $5,092,138.92; in 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, 512,992,025. 16; in the 
re session of that Congress, 52, 749,941. 49; in the first session of the 

orty-eighth Congress, $7,057,509; in the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress, $4,926,855.80; in the first session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress, $7,866,719.62; in the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
in 1887, no appropriation whatever, which accounts for the very 

e increase at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which shows 
an appropriation of 816,063, 388.26; the second session of the Fiftieth 
Congress the appropriation fell to 88.330, 518.30; and now, at the pres- 
ent session, the appropriation for deficiencies has gone up to the amount 
before stated, about 837,000, 000. zi 

In addition there were miscellaneous appropriations referring to 


claims of all kinds and other things that do not find their way into 
the regular appropriation bills, which in the first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress amounted to $5,618,865, 22, and varied from thence down 
to a million and up as high as $10,255,795. 29 in the first session of the 
pith Congress and $10,170, 862. 55 at the second session of the same 

D - 

This year the miscellaneous appropriations are only kept down by 
reason of the fact that there has been an entire congestion in matters 
of this kind, owing to the condition of legislation 5 A very 
large number of claims have been reported favorably by the proper 
committees of the House of Representativesand have gone upon the Cal- 
endar, and a large number have been passed by the Senate and sent to 
the House, where they have not received action. If that item wereas 
large as it was during the preceding two years, as I have no doubt it 
would have been if legislation had gone on in the ordinary way, the 
appropriations this year, in place of being $10,000,000 in excess of the 
revenue, would be at least $15,000,000 in excess. The ordinary mis- 
cellaneous expenditures can not well be less than $8,000,000 to $10,- 
000,000 on the average. 

This account of the expenditures of the Government indicates, I think, 
very clearly that we can not expect any reduction in what may 
called the average annual expenses hereafter. In fact, the deficiency 
item is the only one which can be relied upon ta show a decrease. e 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] estimates that during the fiscal year 
1891 it will fall to $10,000,000. I think he is mistaken, although, of 
course, there may be for one year some arbitrary arrangement of that 
kind made, because it is in the power of Congress at all times to with- 
hold appropriations of that sort without hurtfully interfering with the 
operations of the Government; but it will be observed by an examina- 
tion of this table that where deficiencies have been arbitrarily cat down 
in any one session or in any one Congress, the next session or the next 
Congress always shows a very large increase, 

I have no doubt the regular deficiencies occurring in the administra- 
tion of the affairs of the Government of a kind which, if they can be 
avoided, never are avoided, which are perpetually with us as are the 
poor, may be calculated not to be less than $5,000,000. I think they 
will be much nearer $10,000,000, but they may be calculated to be as 
much as $5,000,000. 

To this can be added for the next fiscal year atleast $10,000,000 for 
pensions. Of course for the coming fiscal year there can be deducted 
$12,000,000 of the $25,000, 000 for river and harbor appropriations. 

Taking now the expenses of the Government as having been estab- 
lished by past appropriations at the minimum and supposing they do 
not increase except upon the line already marked out in the past, they 
will be about as follows, excluding the sinking fund, $49,000,000, 
which I assume will be practically abrogated: Regular appropriations, 
$358, 883,564, being the amount appropriated for this year, plus $52,- 
000,000, permanent annual, exclusive of sinking fund, To this must 
be added $1,250,000 which has already been provided for by a bill car- 
rying a permanent annual appropriation for the benefit of agr cultural 
colleges in the several States. The steam-ship subsidies which have 
been provided for in the bills which have passed the Senate, and have 
been reported favorably in the House of Representatives, and will un- 
doubtedly pass during this Congress, I estimate at $3,000,000, which is 
under rather than over; the miscellaneous appropriations, $3,000,000, 
which will then makean annual average amounting to only $6,000,000, 
which is less by 25 per cent. than the general average of the past three 
Congresses, To this must also be added $50,000,000 for pensions, under 
operation of the old law in the way of new cases and increases, and in 
re Opora kian of the new law, the terms of which we are all familiar 
with. 

Iu estimating that amount for pensions I know I exceed the estimate 
of the expense under that bill by the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensious. He estimated the gross amount to be aboat $41,000,000, 
but over 400,000 cases have already been filed, and while of course the fil- 
ing of a case is by no means its allowance, at the same time those who 
have filed cases have reason to believe that they can exhibit to the local 
medical board disability, and otherwise, and bring themselves within 
the terms of the act. The highest pension which can beallowed under 
the act is $144 per annum, and the lowest $6 per month, or $72 per 
annum. Taking the average at $108, $9 a month and only 400,000 
cases allowed, that is, supposing that 400,000 persons get pensions un- 
der the act, the average annual rate would be $108, or a total of $43,- 
200,000. In addition, the act increases the pensions of a very large 
number of persons now on the rolls, most of those who are now getting 
pensions at less than $6 per month will be increased to $6 per month, 
and a large proportion of those who are now getting $8 will be rated, 
under the new law, up to $12. 

The new law also puts upon the pension-roll all the widows of per- 
sons who served in the Army and who have since died and who have 
not heretofore been pensioned hecause they conld not prove that their 
husbands died by reason of disability incurred in the lineof duty. It 
adds also very largely to the list in another quarter by giving pensions 
to dependent parents. Under the present Jaw parents can only get a 
pension on account of the death of the son in the Army or by reason of 
army service, where the dependence existed at the date of death, but 
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under the new law that distinction is entirely removed and all the 
parent has to do is to show present dependence in order to obtain a 


on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That increases the number largely. 

Mr. PLUMB. That increases very largely the number. I have no 
doubt that there will be added of widows under this law who could 
not get pensions under the old law and of dependent parents enough 
persons to represent an annual payment of at least $7,000,000, I have 
no doubt either that there will be added to the roll more than 400,- 
000 soldiers who now receive the average of $108 per annum of which 
I have spoken. So I shall be greatly surprised if in the next three 
years the payments on account of pensions by reason of the new law 
will not amount to $60,000,000 per annum, 

Mr. BERRY. Has the Senator stated or will the Senator state how 
many have applied already for pensions under the new lay? 

Mr. PLUMB. Something over 400,000, 

Mr. BERRY. Something over400,000. I remember that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, the Senator trom Minnesota [Mr. 
DAvis], stated at the time he took issue with me that if the bill 
he was satisfied not more than 200,000 would ever be added to the 
pension-roll by reason of the passage of that law. I simply wanted 
the facts stated of the number of applicants at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There will be between six and seven hundred 
thousand added. 

Mr. PLUMB. None have been added as yet, but I think it is fair to 
presume that a large proportion, not less than three-quarters of those 
who will apply, will be pensioned under the law, the lowest being $6 a 
month and the highest $12. Of course the number of persons who have 
already applied is only a portion, whether large or small, of those who 
will finally have applied. I have no doubt there will be seven or eight 
hundred thousand applications under the law before we are done with 
it, and I can not doubt that the expenses under it will be at least $60, - 
000,000 per annum after the next three or four years. 

Taking now the expenses of the Government of this year as the 
basis, $168,512, 000, and deducting speculatively $32,000,000 for defi- 
ciencies as not likely to be repeated, $12,000,000 for rivers and harbors, 
the appropriation of $25,000,000 being regarded as the maximum for 
two years, although I have no doubt that will hereafter be exceeded, 
$49,000,000 for the sinking fund, and there is a total deduction of 
$93,000,000 from the amount appropriated the present year, which may 
be taken out of the appropriations for the future, thus leaving a total 
of $375,512,000. To that are to be added the Agricultural College ap- 
propriation of $1,250,000, subsidies $3,000,000, miscellaneous appro- 
priations $3,000,000, pensions $50,000,000; making the total expendi- 
tures of the Government 8132, 762. 000, and I have no doubt certainly 
not later than 1893, and I believe by 1892, they will be up to this sum. 

But in addition to that and in response to what the Senator from 
Towa has said about certain surplus funds in the Treasury, and infer- 
entially of course that they could be used to piece out expenditures 
during the next two or three years, I call attention to the fact that there 
is pending in the House of Representatives, having passed the Senate, 
what is known as the direct-tax bill, which carries $20,000,000, and I 
have no doubt it will become a law. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas has spoken 
thirty minutes, Is the Senate ready for the question upon agreeing to 
the amendment? + 

Mr. PLUMB, I should like to have consent to insert the remainder 
of my tables in the RECORD. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think that unanimous consent ought to be given 
to the Senator from Kansas to complete his remarks. He is making a 
very interesting statement about the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no function except to 
state that the Senate is proceeding under the understanding reached on 


Saturday that each Senator should speak but once only, and not to ex- 


ceed thirty minutes on each question. 

Mr. DAWES. If unanimous consentis given, the Senator might not 
be under the imputation of violating the agreement at all, and there- 
fore it seems to me very proper to ask if there be any objection to the 
Senator proceeding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator to make any request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr, PLUMB. I should like to have about three minutes to present 
these tables, That is all 1 care about. 
ae ALDRICH, I think there is no objection to the Senator pro- 

ng. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to be recognized on that point, and 
a I can ask the Senator to make an explanation he may do itin my 

ime. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to the Senator from 
Kansas completing bis statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 
ceed, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. Bills have been reported in both Houses of Co 
looking to the payment of Indian depredation claims, and I think the 


majority intend that those claims shall be paid, such of them as may 


be determined to be legitimate under a rule which has received prac- 
tically the sanction of both Houses of Congress in legislation heretofore, 
and they will amount to not less than $5,000,000, and more likely to 
$7,000, 000. 

The French spoliation claims, of which probably we all know, and 
of which something like $2,000,000 have already been approved by the 
Court of Noyes will exhaust about $10,000,000 more before they are 
finally pai 

We shall have a fair at Chicago in 1893, and I have no doubt if we 
are to have that fair carried on in such a way as to meet the expecta- 
tions under which the law for the purpose was passed, we shall have to 
appropriate 85,000, 000 ont of the national Treasury in order to carry 
it on creditably. 

Then if there should be an election law passed, as I presume there 
will be of some kind or description, there must be added to the an- 
nual expenses from three to five million dollars more for the purpose 
of carrying out that law. 

These items will take up all the loose change in the Treasury, leay- 
ing nothing to be used in paying annual expenses. 

n regard to the revenues, let me say that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury estimates them for the present fiscal year at $450,000,000, and the 
House committee in reporting the bill estimated that $71,000,000 
would be taken away by means of the free-list and the increase of duty 
upon dutiable articles left in the schedules. The Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. ALLISON] and the Senate Committee on Finance estimated that 
the reduction would be only $60,599,343. The Senator from Iowa 
meets that by his estimates of increases. He says, in the tirst place, 
there will be $4,000,000 on account of increased duty on tia-plate, but 
I beg him to note that the Senate has already said in substance that 
this tin-plate duty shall not take effect until the Ist day of July, 1892, 
and it has been said in the hearing of the Senate, and I have no doubt 
is the expectation of those who advocate the duty, that before that time 
a large part, if not all, of the tin we use will be made in the United 
States, whereby that $4,000,000 will be eliminated from any estimate 
of the revenues of the future. Of course, until the extra duty isim- 
posed, the revenue will go on as now, 


In addition, the Senator from Iowa says we shall get four millions or 


four and a half millions trom tobacco, but the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] shook his head very ominously when the Senator 
made that statement. He knows that the tobacco-growers of Connec- 
ticut and Wisconsin have no such anticipation of the increase of reve- 
nue from that source. They believe, on the contrary, that the tobacco 
now imported from Cuba upgn which this extra duty is imposed is to 
be replaced by tobacco produced in Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Wis- 
consin, and elsewhere, whereby that source of revenue we now have 
will be largely, if not wholly, cut off. TheSenatorsaid we should get 
89.000.000 on woolens, Why not $15,000,000? If we keep up our 
importations at the same rate that they have been going on for several 
years past it ought to be increased by $15,000,000. 

I invite that Senator's attention to the fact that when we increased 
the duty on worsteds the importation of that article fell off very largely, 
so largely that the increase of duty was not represented by any increase 
in the revenue, and I have no doubt that will be the case with the duty 
on woolens, and this is the idea of the House committee. 

Deduct now the revenues as they would have been if the bill had re- 
mained as it came from the House of Representatives, as there antici- 

ated, and then we should have left $378,936,000. Adding the $10,- 
24,000 which the Senate saved by the elimination of the tobacco 
schedule, and there would be lett $389,264,000. Adding to that $2,- 
500,000 on imported liquors, which is upon the theory that we shall 
import just as much liquor hereafter under the high rate as we did and 


do under the present rate, it leaves $100,764,000. Further add the @ 


duty on tin for the next two years, $9,000,000. Deduct $9,000,000 
bounty to be paid on sugar produced in the United States, and $6,- 
000,000 for seigniorage on silver lost under the operation of the new 
silver law. and the certain revenues of the Government are reduced to 
$383,764, 000. 

All that can be added must come from the increase in the consump- 


tion of the country mainly it not wholly of articles upon which we levy - 


an internal-revenue tax and such things as we imagine or speculate 
upon as liable to produce increase of revenues on account of duties pro- 


posed in this bill, which is wholly opposed to the theory upon which. 


the bill was framed and on which it was passed by the House. 

If we are to add all that the Senator from Iowa adds, leaving out tin, 
which must necessarily disappear under the operation of what the Sen- 
ate has already done, then the revenues of the Government will not 
exceed $4U0,000,000 a year. I remember that he added $10,000,000 
for excess of revenues over estimates. That was upon the theory, I 
suppose, that the Secretary of the Treasury in his estimate of these 
revennes did not take into account as the Senator did the increase of 
business, the increase of consumption, but I suppose the Secretary did 
take these things into account, as there has been increase from year to 
year, and the Secretary must have anticipated further increases and 
embraced them in his estimate. 


But I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that if we are ta 
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which would furnish the 


eliminate sugar v just as it bas hereto- 
fore furnished the largest certain increase of revenue, the estimate of 


the increase of revenue must be co: ndingly diminished. 
Therefore in any possible event we shall oy have $400,000,000 of 
revenue to meet not less than $450,000,000 of expenditures which I 
think are as certain to come as the sun is to rise. I have proposed, there- 
fore, and I beg pardon of the Senate for the 1 of the explanation, 
for I did not pro: to take more than ten utes to state all this, 
an amendment which will add $23,000,000 per annum on the basis of 
the present production ot liquor in the United States, We shall need 
Fa mang ring sera in my judgment, to trust to what may happen here- 
to the device of passing a joint resolution to meetemergent con- 
ditions, but we ought in this bill, which ought to be, as its title indi- 
cates, a bill to raise revenue for carrying on the Government, to make 
adequate and ample provision for Government e and more es- 
ially as we can do it in this case by taxing something which may 
called, without any strain upon language or ideas, a luxury, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas? It will be again reported. 

eee It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 


Src. — That from and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this 

there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits thereafter produced 

alow prook: te ba yet RE. ies AEDO AORA ne person: having paabension 
thereof before removal from the distillery bonded warehouse. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask my colleague to yield to me that I may give 
notice ofan amendment. I shall move to strike out from and after 
sixty days from the date of the passage of this act;’’ so as to read: ` 

‘That there shall be levied, ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. , It is proposed to strike out of the amendment the 
words— 

From and after sixty days from the date of the passage of this act. 

So as to read: 

‘That there shall be levied and collected on all distilled spirits, ete. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I shall detain the Senate but a moment. 
It seems to me that it is well to look at this proposition from a differ- 
ent standpoint from that suggested by the Senator who has proposed it. 
If we should adopt this amendment and it should become a part of the 
revenue system of the United States, its effect would be to make a con- 
tribution to the producers of spirituous liquor of 35 cents a gallon on 
all that may be on hand, because undoubtedly the distillers of the 
country, if we shall increase the tax from what it is now, 90 cents to 
$1.25, will of course advance the priceof their production now on hand 
so as to bring it up toa parity with the price which must be asked 
with the proposed additional tax. Iam not in favor of making a con- 
tribution to the producers of spirituous liquor in this country. 

I have another objection to this amendment, and that is this: I am 
opposed to so embedding the liquor-producing interest in this country 
in our financial system as to make the maintenance of that manufact- 
ure a financial necessity to the Government, I am opposed to intro- 
ducing into this country the condition which now exists in the finan- 
cial condition of Great Britain. About one-fourth of the revenue of 
Great Britain is derived from the liquor tax. It has been so important 
to maintain the liquor manufacture and sale that no person at the head 
of the financial system of the British Cabinet has ever proposed a re- 
duction of the tax imposed upon that article in that country. 

I do not want, as I have said, in the first place, to make a contribu- 
tion of 35 cents a gallon to the manufacturers of liquor in this country, 
as this amendment would if adopted in its present form, nor do I wish 
to give my vote in favor of embedding the liquor interest of this coun- 
try in our financial system, so that we shall not in the future dare to 
disturb it. 

For these reasons, aside from others that I might add, I shall oppose 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON) to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 


UMB]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas, for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Serator from Kansas, 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, I shall vote against the pending 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, as I do not believe that 
at this stage of the proceeding it is proper to impose this increased tax 
on whisky, and yet I believe that the statement of the Senator from 
Kansas, which has been repeated heretofore in various forms on the 
floor of the Senate, is correct, that, under the operation of the bill which 
is now pending, in two years there will be a deficit in the Treasury. I 
think itis unavoidable, but in my view it is much better to wait at 
least for a year before attempting to increase the internal-revenue taxes. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if 
it would not be better to make his amendment read that from and 
after the passage of this act,’’ sothat itshall apply to all the whiskyin 
bond now, and therefore there could be no speculation, such as the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wrison] speaks about. 

Mr. PLUMB, Theamendment, asI originally drew it, wasintended 
to take effect on all whisky hereafter withdrawn from bond. There 
are abont 100,000,000 gallons of whisky in bond and otherwise, Ihave 
no objection to imposing the increased tax on whisky hereafter with- 
drawn. It is only to avoid the suggestion of a possible difficulty that 
I change the amendment, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam opposed to this amendment; but if the amend- 
ment is to be adopted it ought to apply to all whisky on hand as well 
as to all whisky produced from and after the of the act. There 
are estimated to be on hand 100,000,000 gallons of whisky, including 
that which has gone out of the country into storehouses abroad to be 
brought back at the proper time. This amendment, therefore, as it 
stands puts into the pockets of the owners of that whisky $35,000, 000. 
An increase of 35 cents tax per gallon upon all whisky produced from 
and after this date will put up to that point all the whisky in the hands 
of the owners, and so add to the value of that whisky 835,000,000. 

I am not in favor of any such legislation as that, nor am I in favor 
of the amendment. I have not been laboring in this attempt to revise 
the tariff with any such end in view or with any conviction that any 
such end is a necessity, and Ido not believe it. Iam not to confess 
at this last moment, after the work is almost done, that in my opinion 
any such result will come of it, and therefore I will give no vote that 
will indicate such an opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Iowa to withdraw his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my amendment so as to cover the same 
point by providing that it shall apply to all liquor hereafter produced 
or withdrawn from bond. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
stated at the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to make asu tion in the line of 
the Senator’s amendment that in line 3 there be stricken ont the word 
“thereafter” and insert now produced and hereafter to be produced; 
so that it would not make any difference where it is,the provision will 


catch it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify the amendment in the way indicated 
in the copy I send to the desk. 

Ser Aaa cae pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
m $ 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to insert as a new section: 

Sec, —. That from and after the of this act there shall be levied and 
collected on all distilled spirits hereafter produced or withdrawn from bond 
in the United States a tax of $1.25 on each proof gallon, or wine gallon when 
below proof, to be paid by the distiller, owner, or person having possession 
thereof, before removal from the distillery bonded warchouse. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to be informed by the Senator 
from Kansas, if he has any knowledge or information on the subject, 
how much liguor is probably in bond and how much in the hands of 
the distillers that has heretofore been withdrawn from bond. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told, on what I regard as very fair au- 
thority, that inclading the amount which has been e den in order 
to save duty, which must go into bond when it comes back into the 
United States again, there are about 100, 000, 000 gallons., It was stated 
at the time the effort was made to procure some modification of the 
internal-revenue laws in favor of this product some years ago, that 
there were then about 80,000,000 gallons manufactured and on hand. 
I am told that amount is now about 100,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. PIERCE. Let me ask the Senator from does the Sen- 
ator’s modification cover the objection made by the Senator from Iowa ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, it does. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope this amendment will not be adopted, for 
the reason that I do not think it is at all necessary that the revenues 
should be increased from this source. I am satisfied from the very 
clear and conclusive statement made by the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations that the revenues of the country, aside from this, will be 
ample for all its expenditures. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. PLUMB as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that I shall vote against 
this amendment because I think it is raising the tax too high. Ido 
not think the amonnt onght to be as high as $1.25 a gallon. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] who is not present. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


* » 
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Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAmpron], who is absent on 
account of sickness. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. POWER], and I vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

“i DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE]. 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’? Does his 
colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] know how he would vote? 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do not. s 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. CALL] is ab- 
sent, and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTI- 
GREW]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (after having voted in the negative). I believe the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] has not voted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana withdraws 


vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 
is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarns]; but know- 
ing that the Senator from New Jersey would vote against this amend- 
ment, I suggested to the Senator from Delaware that there was no ob- 


jection to his voting. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 39; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Berry, Edmunds, Paddock, Teller. 
ron, Ingalls, 8 Washburn, 
y, Jonesof Arkansas, Pierce, 
Colquitt, Manderson, Plumb, 
jph, Mitchell, Reagan, 
NAYS—39, 
Aldrich, Coke, Higgins, Sawyer, 
Allen, Dawes, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Allison, Dixon, e Hoar, Spooner, 
Barbour, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Pindar 
Bate, Evarts, MoMillan, dge, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vance, 
Butler, è, Platt, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Chandler, Gorman, Quay, Wilson of Lowa. 
Cockrell, e, Ransom, 
ABSENT—28. 
Blair, Farwell Kenna, Sanders, 
Blodgett, George, McPherson, uire, 
Brown, Gray, Moony Stanford, 
Call, mpton, Morrill, rp 
Cullom, Payne, Voorh 
Daniel, Hawley, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hea Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to offer an amendment on page 37, in para- 
ph 153, which, if I remember aright, I asked to have passed over 

uring the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 37, line 9, paragraph 153, strike out 
fifty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five ;’’ so as to read; 

Card-clothing, manufactured from tempered steel wire, 25 cents per square 
foot: all other, 25 cents per square foot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr President, in spite of all the efforts which I haye 
made, the duty upon card-clothing has been advanced from time to 
time in every bill. It is now made 50 cents per square foot if made of 
tempered steel wire; all other, 25 cents; whereas I am informed that 
there is none now made of the common wire, and it is virtually duty 
of 50 cents upon all that is used. 

It is a square and fair and unmistakable case of Congress undertak- 
ing to protect by law a trust, in this instance. I have in my hand the 
Boston Journal of Commerce which contains an editorial thatis friendly 
to the combination of which it speaks, though it denies that it is a 
trust. This article shows that there are fifteen factories manufactur- 
ing card-clothing in the United States, and that every one of them is 
brought under one management, and that arrangements have been made 
with the English manufacturers both of the card-clothing and of tem- 
pered steel wire of which the clothing is made here, by which the fac- 
tories be England and the factories in America come under the same 
control, 

It is a complete trust, foreign and domestic, and the operation of it 
will be exceedingly heavy on all those enterprises in the South which 
are in being in obedience to the advice of our Northern friends that we 
should diversify our industries by manufactures. 

The State of North Carolina, I believe, bas more cotton mills than any 
other State in the Union, though of course their capacity is small, and 
in the aggregate falls far below the great mills of the North and even 
of many of the great mills of the South. But it is becoming a consid- 
erable industry in North Carolina and in most of the Southern States. 
Every stream that furnishes sufficient water-power is now being sup- 
` plied with small cotton mills, and they are manufacturing the common 


grades of cotton very successfully, and it has been a great help to our 


people, 

This article of card-clothing is a very important part of their equip- 
ment, and the tax upon it of 50 cents persquare foot would be eu- 
larly heavy aud onerous. I see no reason in the world, if there is a 
combination existing in England and America which can absolutely 
control the trade and put up the prices to suit themselves, why the 
duty should be increased from the present law of 45 per cent. up to 50 
cents per square foot. I ask for the reading of the article from the Bos- 


ton Journal of Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The paper will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

THE CARD-CLOTHING INDUSTRY. 

One of the most signiticant movements for the consolidation of business in- 
terests that has occurred of late is that of the card-clothing manufacturers under 
the corporate name of American Card Clothing Manufacturing Company. It 
7 embraces all of the eee, establishments in the country. 

ome misunderstanding has been had regarding the true nature of this new 
company. It is not a trust, as it has been called in several instances, but is what 
it ead gad to be, a corporation with all the responsibilities which the name in- 
volves. Its object is primarily to improve the condition of the card-clothing 
industry in the economy of id Maegan in the perfection of manufacture. 
The accomplishment of this will, in the natural course of events and in accord- 
ance with the results of like undertakings, redound to the advan! of those 
who purchase card-clothing, not only in the price pie for it, but in quality 
of it. It is not sup there will be any necessity for advancing present prices, 
but better results for the industry itself will be looked for in the economy of its 
administration. J 

It has been the experience of nearly all lines of business that on of 
capital has been far more beneficial to the pocos and consumer, or to the seller 
and buyer, than its regation. This is ly due to the changed conditions 
of trade, and to the different methods and facilities that are now in vogue for 
the manufacture and distribution of goods, A small manufacturing establish- 
mentcan not compete successfully inst a ae one with ample capital. In 
fact, the margin for profit in nearly all industries is now so small that prosperity 
with the latter may mean disaster to the former. Competition in man ure 
is not 616 23 to the advantage of the consumer of a product. With all of its 
benefits it is 3 of being detrimental to the very ones that 47 it. 
Competition, which means loss to those engaged in it, is an evil which is re- 

upon those who are presumed to be benefited by it. It is harmful to all 
concerned in it,if long continued. This evil the new oration intends to 
obliterate, and its accomplishment will be of the utmost advantage to the pur- 
chasers of card-clothing. ` 

The corporation is to have headquarters in Worcester, but it is not designed, 
as has been stated, that orders for card-clothing shall be sent to it to be for- 
warded to any particular factory that the y giving the order may y 
designate. The intention of the corporation is to run the factories in the same 
localities as heretofore. Only one, and thats small one, has gone out of exist- 
ence, former manufacturer is to act as an t for the corporation and 
manage the business for it, receiving all orders intended for him direct from 
the purchaser, and filling them with the same amount of care and skill as in 
times past, In this respect, little or no difference will be noted from former 
practices in the transmission of orders and their fulfillment. 

All of the most valuable patents and rights, both in the United States and in 
foreign countries, pertaining to the manufacture of card-clothing have beense- 
cured by the corporation, and this includes all the more improved methods of 
grinding the teeth to either smooth or needle points. 

Arrangements have been made with the firm of David Moseley & Son, of Eng- 
land, for the manufacture in this country of its famous foundation kateti. 
A member of this firm will superintend the American establishment, which 
will insure an article equal in every ct to that made abroad, It has been 
stated that the supply of steel wire to be used by the corporation for its card- 
e has been contracted for with an English concern. This is somewhat 
misleading and incorrect. It is to be the po bes the corporation to patronize 
American ee in all instances, whenever they can be obtained in sufficient 
supply and of equal quality to those of foreign make, This policy will be kept 
clearly and definitely in view at all times, in which the present management 
is specially earnest. 

The card-clothing industry is of limited dimensions, It embraces about four- 
teen or fifteen establishments, only a few of which can be cons! of an 
size. The — required for their conduct, however, is large com wi 
the value of their product, The protection under our tariff laws that is required 
for the ind is of the utmost importance, and the necessity for it has been 
readily recognized by those who have gw the matter proper consideration, 
The statistical position of the industry is seldom if ever separately considered 
in the State or national censuses, yet its relation to the larger industries of cot- 
ton, woolen, and other textile manufactures is of the utmost consequence and 
an important factor in determining their success or failure. The annual capac- 
ity of the card-clothing factories of this country is about 1,600,000 square feet of 
clothing, sufficient to clothe at least one-half of the woolen 
running in our one them to be 48 inches wide. But seldom isthe 
full capacity of these factories required, and a three-fourths production is prob- 
ably nearer to the customary turn-out. Calling the annual consumption of 
card-clothing by American mills at 1,360,000 square feet, the consumption of do- 
mestic card-clothing is not far from 88 per cent. of the total, on the basis of an im- 
portation of 160,000 square feet. 

The manufacture of card-clothing calls for a higher grade of mechanical 
skill than most ple are aware of. The small and beautiful machines that 
are seen operating im the setting of wire teeth, seemingly 
conscience more sensitive than that which is human, of stop ing when the: 
do wrong, demand the skill of the best mechanics, for which $3.50 t 
pat The capital of the new corporation, which is placed ab $1,500,000, is, we 

a reasonable valuation 
of the property which it has come in possession of. > 

Perhaps noindustry has been less persistent or more honest in its demands 
for tariff protection than that for the manufacture of card-clothing. The tariff 
bill that is now before Congress allows all that manufacturers have claimed 
in their petitions to the committees having the tariff matter in The 
House bill now in the Senate unmodified, imposes a duty of 35 per cent. on all 
iron and steel wire for the manufacture of card-clothing. 

This is a large advance on the existing duty of 3 cents a pound, and an ad- 
vance of I cent per pound on wire is equivalent to an increase of 1 ooe per 
square foot on card-clothing, and the increase in duty from 3 cents a pound to 
35 per cent. ad valorem is the same as adding to the cost of card-clothing set 
with No. 32 wire 6} cents per square foot. The proposed tariff on card-cloth- 
ing is intended to partially compensate for this increase on wire by placing the 
duty at 50 cents per square foot, if manufactured from tempered l wire, im 
stead of 45cents per square fvot, as now. Card-clothing of any other setting is 
subject to 25 cents per square foot, as it isuow. The present taciff on card-clouh- 


* 


and now 
being discussed in the Senate, considering the relation of duties on wire and 
the manufactured clothing. 


ing isa better protection to manufacturers than the one 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Sepator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Lask that the Senate now take up Schedule E, on 
page 51. I suggest that the entire schedule be read through, and that 
then we shall take up paragraph 223, which relates to the duties upon 

, before we take up the provisions in regard to bounties. It must 
be evident to the Senate that whether a bounty is to be paid or not will 
be determined after the rate is fixed upon sugar orafter the Senate has 
determined whether sugar shall be free or not. I suggest, without 
any desire to cut oft any amendment or any motion to amend the 
schedule, that the schedule be read through, and that then paragraph 
223 be taken up for consideration. : 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
who has charge of the bill whether voting on paragraph 223 does not 
in effect settle the question 

Mr. ALDRICH, It does. 

Mr. GIBSON. As to whether we shall adopt the protective system 
as to sugar or the bounty system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It determines what action we shall take upon 

of course. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then those who vote to keep that paragraph in will 
necessarily vote for the bounty afterwards—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
graph rests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. J 

Mr. GIBSON. That is, paragraph 223 is the basis of Schedule E, 
which allows a bounty for sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. And if we vote against the amendment of the Senate 
committee, we vote then in effect to apply the protective policy to 


sugar, 

Mr. ALDRICH. As to whether it is the protective policy or some 
other policy, of course I do not agree to that point; but I agree to what 
the effect will be. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, I mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator {rom Louisiana can offer his amend- 
ment after the committee ataendments have been acted upon. 

Mr. GIBSON. I shall offer no amendment, Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. It the Senator will allow me, atter the committee 
amendments have been acted upon in paragraph 223, the Senator irom 
Louisiana can offer his amendment as a substitute for the whole para- 
graph, which will bring up the question as to the duties which are to 
be levied upon sugar in a very simple form. If his amendment should 
be adopted, of course then the provisions in regard to bounties must 
be changed. If it is not adopted, then we can take up the bounty 
provisions and act upon them intelligently. 

Mr. GIBSON. I shall offer no amendment whatever to paragraph 
223, but reserve my amendment and offer it as a substitute*for the 
whole schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the whole schedule? : 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; which amendment will be the Mills bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that Schedule E be read through down to and in- 
cluding paragraph 231, and that then the Senate proceed to the consid- 
ération of paragraph 223. The Chair hears no objection. The schedule 
will be read through and the amendments of the Committeeon Finance 
subsequently reported, beginning at paragraph 223. 

Mr. PLATT, I desire to make an inquiry about the rule which goy- 
erns debate, and I am led to make it because under the rule which limi- 
ited debate to five minutes I thoughtlessly asked a question, which was 
answered by a Senator on the other side, and I was then informed that 
I had spoken once on the subject. Now, if that rule is to be applied 
to this debate we ought to understand it and be able to govern ourselves 
accordingly. I understand thirty minutes are allowed in this debate, 
and that each Senator can speak once on any subject. 

Mr.-HALE. We are proceeding to-day not under the five-minute 
rule, but the thirty-minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The thirty-minute rale. 

Mr. HALE. But the limitation that no Senator shall speak more 
than once upon any proposition is in force? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. SHERMAN, On any proposition or proposed amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Any question, as it was stated, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not upon any proposition, but any 
question that may be before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to supplement the query of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut by asking whether it is in order to interrupt a 


Because that is the foundation upon which the para- 


Senator who is occupying thirty minutes to ask a question or to make 
an inquiry of any nature, and then if that interruption is allowed 
whether that precludes the one who makes the inquiry from again 
making an observation ? 


Mr. PLATT. That was precisely the dilemma in which I was caught 
under the five-minute rule, ) 

Mr. HALE. He is counted as speaking once, 

Mr. ALLISON. Without knowing what the rule is, it seems to me 
the rule ought to be that when a Senator is occupying thirty minutes 
and another Senator desires some information, if the Senator on the 
floor submits to the interruption that ought not to be counted against 
the interrupter, 

Mr. HOAR. It comes ont of the thirty minutes? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it comes out of the thirty minutes of the Sen- 
ator on the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL, If he yields? 

Mr. ALLISON. If he yields, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that no Senator 
who is on the floor in his own right can be interrupted without his con- 
— and that that consent must first be obtained by addressing the 

air, 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but suppose he does consent and is 
interrupted, does that prevent the Senator interrupting him from again 


appearing on the scene? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is for the Senate to decide, and 


not for the Chair. 
Mr. ALLISON, I understand that the Chair has once decided that. 


At least so the Senator from Connecticut says. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has held that when a Sen- 
ator rose and was recognized and said what he desired to say and sat 
down, whether that were long or short, he had exhausted his right to 
speak on that question. A Senator is not obliged to speak five minutes 
nor thirty minutes. It is aright that he has, If he chooses to speak 
one minute and sits down, he has exhausted bis right under the agree- 
ment, the Chair thinks, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the contrary rule may be under- 
stood as applied to this debate, and that where a Senator consents to 
an interruption by another Senator, the time occupied by the Senator 
interrupting shall not be construed as the thirty minutes of that Sen- 
ator which are permitted under the rule, but that that shall come out 
of the time of the Senator who permits the interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be guided by that sug- 
gestion if there be no objection, but would suggest that in order to pre- 
serve regularity, before a Senator should be interrupted his consent 
should be obtained by addressing the Chair, that there may be no mis 
understanding. é 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That always ought to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the schedule will 
now proceed, if there be no objection, down to and including paragraph 
226. 

The Chief Clerk read as ſollows: 


SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR, 


That until July 1, 1905, there shall be paid, from any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, under the provisions of section 3689 of the Revised 
Statutes, to the producer of sugar testing not less than 85d. by the polari- 
scope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown within the United States, a 
bounty of 2 cents per pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commis- 
— of ere Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

prescribe. 

The producer of said sugar to be entitled to said bounty shall have first filed 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a notice of the place of production, 
with a genera! description of the machinery and methods to be employed by 
him, with anestimate of the amount of sugar proposed to be produced in the 
next onsuing year and an application for a license to so produce, to be accom- 
panied by a bond in a penalty, and with sureties to be approved by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe all 
rules and regulations that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and pro- 
duction of sugar. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond heretofore provided for, shall issue to the applicant a license to produce 
sugar@rom sorghum, beets, or sugarcane grown in the United States at the 
place and with the muchluery and by the methods described in the application; 
but said license shall not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to any person engaged in refining sugars which have 
been imported into the United States, or produced in the United States npon 
which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied for, nor 
to any person unless he shall have first been licensed as herein provided, and 
only upon s produced by such person from sorghuin, beets, or sugar-cane 
grown in the United States, The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall from time to time make all 
needful rules and regulations for the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, beets, 
or sugar-cane grown in the United States, and shall, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, exercise supervision and inspection of the manu- 
facture thereof. z 

And for the payment of these bounties the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to draw warrants on the Treasurer of the United States for such sums 
as shall be necessary, which sums hall be certified to him by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, by whom the bounties shall be disbursed, 


Mr. CARLISLE, I gave notice of a motion tostrike out the clauses- 
granting a bounty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The paragraphs are being read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are being read merely form- 
ally, and will be subject to consideration hereatter. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of Schedule E, 
as follows: 


223. All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty of four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound: Provided, That if an esport duty shall hereatter 
be laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence the same may be 


1890. 
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rc N51 such sugar or molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as pro- | the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. Otherwise I should vote 


by law prior to the of this act. 

224. Sugar candy and all confectionery, including chocolate confectionery, 
made wholly or in part of sugar, valued at 12 cents or less per pound, and on 
* — after being refined, when tinctured, colored or in any way adulterated, 

cents per pou 

225. All other confectionery, including chocolate confectionery, not specially 
provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

226, Glucose, or grape sugar, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask that paragraph 223 be considered as 
pending and that the question be taken upon the first committee amend- 
ment to that paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first committee amendment to 
paragraph 223 will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Page 53, paragraph 223, after the figures, in- 
sert: ` 


All sugars above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall be elassifled by the 
Dutch standard of sugar, and shall pay a duty as follows, namely: All sugars 
above No. I3 and not above No.16 Dutch standard of color, three-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to submit an amendment 
to that section of the paragraph. I move to strike out the word thir- 
teen.“ in paragraph 223, and insert the word ' sixteen.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that that ques- 
tion can as well come on agreeing to the committee amendment, be- 
cause if the committee amendment is disagreed to then the House bill 
will 2 which goes up to No. 16, so that the same result can be 


) 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are some provisions of the committee amend- 
ment that I am very willing should be retained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be exactly the same as the House pro- 
vision if the Senate amendment is stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing to adopt the suggestion of 
the Senator. I think myself by disagreeing to the amendment the re- 
mainder of the paragraph will accomplish my object. 

Mr. President, I wish to say very briefly in respect to this point that 
it is the difficult point in the sugar schedule. If the duty is commenced 
to be imposed at No. 13, it will deny to the people of the United States 
the full benefit of the proposed reduction on sugar, while if all sugar 
under No. 16 Dutch standard is to be taxed, as a matter of course the 
people will be deprived to a considerable extent of the benefit pro- 

to be given by the reduction of the duty on sugar, because while 

from 13 to 16 is a pretty fair quality of sugar, yet it is not such es will 

enter into common use without refining. If, however, all sugar up to 

No. 16 Dutch standard is admitted free of duty, then the mass of the 

ple can get the benefit of this reduction, because they will consume 
irectly without refining the sugar between 13 and 16. 

I have no objection whatever to giving to the refiners of this coun- 
try a very fair, probably a pretty high rate of duty on refined sugar 
above No. 16, because those are mainly consumed by the wealthier 
people who care less for the expense. They will insist upon the granu- 
lated sugar of No. 20 and above, refined sugars in other words, while 
if the line is put at 13 the people will be denied the use of a kind of 
sugar which is really of more saccharine strength and is better for 
household purposes than the refined sugar. This is the whole point. 

Now, I believe that the true line is the line fixed by the House of 
Representatives. They allowed all sugar to come in duty free under 
No. 16. That will allow the ordinary centrifugal sugars to come in, 
and very good, excellent brown sugars that enter into common use 
without going to the refiner; and all above No. 16, where the process 
of refining is carried on, would then pay a higher tax. This is the 
whole of it, and I do not wish to consume any further time of the Sen- 
ate in stating the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the first amendment of the Finance Committee in par- 
agraph 223? 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are amendments reported by the commit- 
tee before that. Is it the intention to return to them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is the first one after the bounty provisions. 
The Senator may have been absent from the Chamber when the agree- 
ment was made. I su: taking this paragraph np first, as this 
furnishes a basis for the whole schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There are amendments to the prior clauses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are to be taken up afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senateready for the question 
on agreeing to the first amendment proposed by the committee to par- 
agraph 223 ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

1 and nays were ordered; and the Seeretary proceeded to call 

e ro 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called), The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Senator from Montana 
Mr. Power]. I will not make this announcement again. I vote 


en. 
Nr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


I am paired with the 


i: yea. * 

The roll-call was concluded. . 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr]. If he were here I should vote yea.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. . 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague [Mr. Coxe] is temporarily absent, 
and advised me of his pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


DAWES]. 

Mr. Reben (after having voted in the aſſirmative). I understand 
that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] has not voted. I am 
paired with him and therefore withdraw my vote. 


ou 5 pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is not 
recorded. 
Mr. PASCO. I again announce the pair of my colleague Mr. CALL] 


with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
The result was annonnced—yeas 38, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Daw Hawley, uay, 
Allen, Dixon” Hoar, Teach 
Barbour, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Bate, Eustis, McMillan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Faulkner, Mo 4 Vance, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Washburn 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Casey, Gray, Platt, 
Chandler, Hale, Plumb, 
NAYS—12, 
Allison, Oullom, Sherman, Vest, 
Zerry, Mitchell,. — Walthall, 
Cockrell, Pugh, ‘eller, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—H. 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Sanders 
Brown, Gorman, McPherson, Squire, 
Call, Hampton, ope A, Stanford, 
Coke se Aa M ` Turpie, 
Colquitt, Rearst, Payne, Voorhees, 
Daniel Higgins, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Davis, m Hiscock, Pierce, 
Dolpb, Jones of Arkansas, Power, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 223, page 54, line 5, strike ont 
tf four-tenths’’ and insert six-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of six-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this amendment and the amend- 
ment which has just been voted upon are two important amendments 
relating to the question of sugar. I do not care to debate the question. 
The Senate has decided already by a large vote, it seems, that no sugar 
shall come into this country free except it shall go into the refineries, 
and that they shall have three-tenths of a cent a pound, which is 
equivalent to the cost of refining, merely as a protection for that pur- 
pose, and now it is proposed on all sugars above No, 16 to give them 
six-tenths of 1 cent a pound. I hope that the four-tenths proposed by 
the House bill will be retained, as I think it is amply sufficient to pro- 
tect them in the refining industry, especiafly as they get sugar between 
13 and 16 at three-tenths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa in discuss- 
ing this subject refers to it as simply a question which is for the bene- 
fit of the refiners in the tax that is to be imposed, I understand that 
a great deal has been said about furnishing free sugar to the people. 
My information is that the consumption of sugar is about 40 pounds 
to the person in the United States. If we put that at 5cents a pound, 
which may be below the retail price of the best quality of sugar, but 
perhaps a fair average price, it would be a tax of $2 to the individual. 

Now, the amount of woolen clothes that an individual uses in a year 
would not probably fall below $25. I judge the average would be, per- 
haps, above that; but put it at that with a duty of 80 per cent., this 
would be equal to a tax of $20 a year on each citizen—ten times the 
amount of the tax on sugar, 

It is said that the sugar must be made free because it is a necessary 
article of food. That isthe reason assigned. Are not clothes as neces- 
sary as sugar, and costing a great deal more? Are not shoes and hats 
as necessary as sugar, and costing a great deal more? 

So the reason assigned can not be the true reason. I take it that 
the true reason is an abandonment of the doctrine of protection by the 
protectionists on an article thatis simply not raised in the Northern 
States. It is a penalty placed upon it because it isa product of the 
Southern States, whose representatives are in the minority upon this 
floor and unable to take care of it. I think that is the real reason, be- 
cause if we go upon the idea that it is to relieve the people from a bur- - 
den because itis a necessity, the very same reason ought to relieve 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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them from the enormous taxes imposed upon cotton and woolen goods | people 


and upon iron and steel and their fabrics. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to enter into a discussion of this, but I 
thought it was right to call attention to the inconsistency and the in- 
ee eee repeal of the tax on sugar. 

The P. T pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
8 agreeing to the amendment of the committee? It will be again 


The Cuter CLERK. Page 54, line 5, paragraph 223, strike out 
**four-tenths’? and insert ‘*six-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

All sugars above number 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. PUGH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Pipes 155 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e TO. 

Mr. B}AIR (when his name was called). Iam paired, as heretofore 
stated, Mth the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

Iam paired with the 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should vote 
en. è 
Nr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] or I should vote nay. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wotcorrt] is detained from the 
Senate by sickness. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 

Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, 

Allen, Eustis, Manderson, 8 

Butler, E Paddock, Stockbridge, 

Cameron, ê, Pasco, Teller, 

Casey G n, Platt, Washburn, 

Chandler, Hale, Plumb, 

wes, awley, uay, 
Dixon, oar, 8 
NA Y5—23, 

Allison, Mitchell, Vance, * 

Barbour, Colquitt, re ap Vest. 
Bate, Parone, Pugh, we Ar 

Edmun Ransom, Ison of Io 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Sherman, Wilson of Md.” 
Carlisle, orman, T, 
ABSENT—32, 

Blair. George, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, 

Blodgett, Gray, Jones of Nevada, Power, 

Brown, 2 Kenna, Sanders, 

Call, 5 McPherson, Squire, 

Coke, Hearst, Moody, Stanford, 

Daniel, Higgins, Mo: Turpie, 

Davis, H X Payne, Voorhees, 

Farwell, Ingalls, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, There are no amendments reported 
from the committee to the remaining part of the schedule. 

Mr: QUAY. As the committee amendments have been disposed of, 
‘I offer an amendment the effect of which is merely to increase the 
duty upon the grade of sugars above No. 20, the highest known, from 
six-tenths of a cent to 1 cent a pound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvanig wili be re 3 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend paragraph 223, Schedule E, so as to 

Alls above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified 

Datch 3 — 


of color and shall pay duty as follows, namely: All sugars 
above No. 13 and not above No, i6 Butch standard in color, three-tenths of L 


centper pound. All sugars above No, 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard 
in color Il pay a duty of six-tenths of 1 ee pound, All su above 
No. 20 Dutch standard in color, 1 cont per pound: is an export 


duty shall hereafter be laid upon sugar or molasses by any country from whence 
the same may be imported, such sugar or molasses so imported be subject 
to duty as provided by law prior to the passage of this act, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I believe that Congress should leg- 
islate for the benefit of the people of the United States in preference to 
the people of any other country. 

FREE TRADE IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF FOREIGNERS; 
protection is for the benefit of our own people; therefore I am a pro- 
tectionist, Wealth ath oe yoda accumulate where the occupation of 
the people is most div ed and the greatest amount of labor is per- 
formed. Savages subsist on what nature furnishes, without agriculture 
or manufacturing. Vast regions are required for the support of a few 
barbarians. Mere cultivation of the soil without a market for surplus 
products enables a people to advance in civilization above the savage, 
and furnishes more of the necessaries of life than can be secured by the 
killing of wild game and the gathering of roots and herbs. But agri- 
culture without a market has never enabled man to accumulate wealth 
or supply himself with what is now necessary in civilized life. Land 
without people has little or no value, because there is no demand for 
its use, A great variety of industries furnishes employment to more 
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thanasingleoceupation. Where profitable employment is found 
there population will accumulate. It will furnish a market for the 
farmer and enhance the price of his land, and to the artisan increase the 
price of his commodities. 

The free-trader argues that inasmuch as large manufact estab- 
lishments in the Old World, operated by cheap labor, can supply man- 
ufactured articles cheaper than they can be produced in this country, 
it is, therefore, forthe interest of the people of the United States to buy 
everything they consume, except the products of the soil, in foreign 
markets and pay for them with the tural products of this coun- 
try. The protectionist objects to this theory for several reasons. He 
contends that ifall the people of the United States were engaged in farm- 
ing 2 

THEY COULD NOT SELL EXOUGH FARM PRODUCTS 
to foreigners to buy 10 per cent. of the supplies they now consume. 
Foreign nations now buy all they require of our products and do not 
furnish us in return more than 5 per cent. of the commodities we con- 
sume in this country. 

The free-trader tells us that the people of foreign nations would buy 
more from usif we would open our markets to them, - They would not 
buy more than they could consume, however, which would not be 
greatly in excess of their present purchases. They now buy enough 
to make up the deficiency which they can not supply at home. Very 
little more can be expected of them. It is manifest, therefore, that 
without manufactures in this country the people must be deprived of 
at least nine-tenths of the comforts of life which they now enjoy for 
the want of means to buy in foreign markets, 

But the free-trader tells us that we could manufacture justas well in 
this country with free trade as with protection. Experience has shown 
that that is not true. Great Britain was once unable without protec- 
tion to contend with the thrifty artisans and sailors of Holland. The 
American Colonies were unable to manufacture prior to the Revolu- 
tion for the want of protection. The States after the Revolution, and 
before the adoption of the Constitution, were unable to manufacture 
for want of 3 The avowed purpose of the formation of the 
Union was for the protection of our commerce and home industry. 
Every experiment of free trade for the last hundred years has been 
disastrous to manufacturing in this country. Protection has always 
proved beneficial. Protection isas old as the Constitution, and is the 
fruit of the Union. 

FREE TRADE AND SECESSION ARE TWINS, 
born of the same parent. From 1832 to 1865 an irrepressible conflict 
existed between free trade and secession on the one side, and protec- 
tion and Union on the other. 

No country of modern times has ever established manufactories of 
any importance without protection. The policy of Great Britain for 
centuries past has been goer in some form for her commerce 
and her manufactures. tection in its large sense consists not only 
in tariffs, but in 3 markets for home production by whatever 
means it may be done. England has subjugated more than one-third 
of the inhabitants of the globe to furnish markets for the inhabitants 
of England, Wales, and Scotland. Not only this, but she has com- 
pelled China, and all the islands of the Pacific which she has not fully 
subjugated, to buy her products, however injurious they may be to 
the people who are compelled to receive them. So eager is Great Britain 
for trade that her christianity is not shocked at the policy of the Govern- 
ment in poisoning the millions of China with the opium drug for the 
extension of commerce. - 

While Great Britain was building up her vast manufacturing estab- 
lishments she not only used her navy and her army to compel the weaker 
nations of the earth to purchase her wares, but she surrounded 


MER IMPERIAL ISLAND WITH A TARIFF WALL. ~ 

Within this wall she manufactured for nearly half of the globe with- 
out competition from the people of other nations. When her estab- 
lishments became so strong, on account of their magnitude and wealth, 
that no people could compete for the trade of the English isle, and when 
other nations were following her exumple by protecting their home 
iudustries, she proclaimed the policy of free trade without the slightest 
intention of practicing what she preached. The mode was changed 
and she protected her carriers more than her manufacturers. 

In the mean time the United States had grown and expanded until 
it had become the most desirable market in the world. It had become 
impossible for Great Britain te acquire our market by the force of arms. 
Her pretended conversion to free trade was but a device to secure by 
strategy what she could not take by force. She knew very well that 
no country in the world could take from her the home markets for man- 
ufactured commodities. Her establishments were too Jarge and too 
well protected to fear competition in that direction. She was sure 
not only of the market of Great Britain, but that of nearly three hun- 
dred million people in foreign lands, whom she has subjugated by her 
military power and still controls as contributors to her wealth. 

Nor is this all. Her manufacturers are aided by rapid and cheap 
steam-ship communication with every part of the world, sustained by 
liberal subsidies, averaging for the last fifty years about four * 
annum. In addition to all this she has taken good care in proclaiming 
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her free-trade doctrine that the people of other countries, and particu- 
larly the people of the United States, should not enjoy the markets of 
her colo without an enormous tax in the shape of tariffs, The 
colonies of Great Britain, which furnish no market for us, and India, 
from which all the world is practically excluded, have tariffs much 
higher than our own. 

If it be said that some of these colonies have tariffs against the mother 
country, the answer is that there are about sixty colonies of Great Brit- 
ain for which the imperial Government makes the laws. Canada and 
the Australian colonies are about the only exceptions, Canada frames 
discriminating tariffs against the products of the United States. Does 
anybody suppose that, if it were possible to establish manufactures in 
this country that could compete with the manufacturing establishments 
of Great Britain, England would not find means to protect her own peo- 
ple as she always has done? 

Why should the American people listen to the clamor of Great Britain 
for access to our markets, so long as it is impossible 


FOR OUR PEOPLE TO SEND THEIR COMMODITIES 

to the millions she controls throughout the world, either by reason of 
her military control, as in India, or her tariffs, as in all her other colo- 
nies? Of what value is it to us that she opens her home ports to our 
manufactured commodities while her manufacturing establishments are 
so extensive and so well supplied with involuntary customers held by 
tariff laws and military power that competition with her is impossible? 
How easy for her establishments with their surplus from their vast opera- 
tions to crush the manufacturing establishments of any other country 
in the world. 

Other nations besides the United States have realized the impossi- 
bility of fair trade with Great Britain without protective tariffs. The 


German Empire, when it was brought into existence by the genius of | P® 


its statesmen and the valor of itsarms, found itself helpless when it at- 
tempted to establish manufactures in competition with Great Britain 
without protection. Bismarck at once recognized the necessity of a 
protective tariff and adopted it withoutdelay, This secured 
THE HOME MARKET OF GERMANY TO THE GERMAN PEOPLE, 

and soon placed that empire in competition with Great Britain in for- 
eign markets. France, Italy, Austria, and Russia, in turn, found it 
necessary to increase their tariffs in order to protect home industry. 

During the long contest for secession and free trade in the United 
States Great Britain possessed our markets and retarded the growth of 
manufactures and the development of civilization in this country. 
The war of the rebellion removed from the Halls of Congress the ad- 
vocates for free trade and enabled the United States to adopt the 
patriotic theory of protection. Tariff laws were and have been 
maintained for nearly thirty years. Behold the result! The increase 
of population, the growth of cities, the construction of, railroads, the 
development of home industries are without a parallel in the history 
of any country. 

The first beneficial effect of this new system was felt in the East, 
later in the West, and now it is creating a new South. During all this 
debate protection of home industry has been called a tax. It is true 
it is a charge or a tax on the foreign producer, but it is not a tax on 
either the prodacer or the consumer in this country. It does not in- 
crease the general range of price for commodities, and therefore itis no 
burden upon the consumer. On the contrary, the vast productions in 
this country increase the supply and reduce the price of commodities 
throughoutthe world. The foreign producer whosells in this country 
is compelled in the end to reduce the price of his products sufficiently 
to pay the tariff and secure the privilege of entering our markets. 

If manufacturing should cease in this country the foreign establish- 
ments would charge all they could obtain. They would continne, as 
they always have, to sell their commodities at the highest price, unless 
there should be an attempt to manufacture in this country in compe- 
tition with them, and they would then, as heretofore, crush the infant 
establishments in this country. That has been the policy of Great 
Britain, and that is now the policy of all civilized nations, It can be 
easily demonstrated that the average price of commodities has been 
vastly reduced in the United States by that protective policy which bas 
also built up our homeindustries, But if this were not true it does not 
by any means follow that protection is a tax upon the people of this 
country. 

EVERY CONSUMER IN THIS COUNTRY IS OR OUGHT TO BE A PRODUCER. 

If he is nota producer then he is a charge upon society, subsisting upon 
the labor of others. Legislation in his interest is already too liberal. If 
he isa producer, then thesame tariff that increases the price of the com- 
modities which he consumes furnishes him a market in which to sell 
his own products at ahigher price. This more than compensates him for 
any increase in the price of commodities which he is compelled to buy. 
While the shoemaker is protected from foreign competition with the 
cheap labor of other countries, and thereby enabled to build up his busi- 
ness, why should he not be willing that his neighbor, the tailor, should 
have a like protection, even if it shonld increase the price of the coat 
he wears? 

Ifthe manufacturer of stoves is protected from fo competition 
in the articles which he produces, why should he not divide with the 


miner and the foundryman who furnish him iron from which to man- 
ufacture his wares? 
A TARIFF IS NO TAX, 

It simply enables the people of the United States to trade among them- 
selves, and if the general range of price for commodities is advanced, 
it is advanced for all alike. The difficulty in adjusting a tariff for the 
benefit of all is the selfish plea of almost every manufacturer that all 
things are raw materials until they are manufactured by him. 

If, however, labor is protected, nothing is raw material upon which 
labor has been expended. If everything upon which labor has been 
expended in the United States is protected, noindividual has aright to 
complain, for if he pays a higher price in this country for what he con- 
sumes than he would be required to pay if he could have his wants 
supplied by the pauper labor of other lands, he in turn receives a 
higher price for his labor and his products, which is more than equiva- 
lent to the advanced price which he pays. I say more than equivalent 
advisedly, because a country which manufactures grows rich, while 
poverty has always reigned supreme in every country that only tills the 
soil and relies upon foreigners to do all its other work. One manufact- 
uring establishment employing a hundred men will enhance the value 
of farm lands for ten miles in circumference, 

If the tariff is a tax upon the people of the country, 

WHY IS IT THAT WITHOUT THE TAX THEY GROW POOR, 

and that with the tax they develop the resources of the country and 
grow wealthy? If the individual who pays an advanced price for com- 
modities in this country is not more than compensated for his extra 
expense by the advan of the market he enjoys, why is it that the 
people gather together about manufacturing establishments? Why is 
it that any town that starts manufactures outstrips its neighbor in pros- 
rity? How is it that this country is growing more rapidly than it 
ever did before? 

It is unfortunate that there are men in the United States, enj 
the superior advantages furnished them by American markets in which 
to sell their labor and their wares, who are so short-sighted as to 
contend that they ought to have the special right to buy what they 
consume in markets supplied by the cheap labor of Europe, or the 
slave labor of the Orient, without reflecting that if all enjoyed such 
privileges the laborers of this country must be placed on a level with 
the pauper labor of the Old World. Do they not know that if the 
whole community enjoyed that opportunity no one would havea market 


for what he produces; that foreign countries have tariffs and trade re- 


lations that exclude our manufactured products, and that they will 
buy from us no more than they are compelled to? Do they not w 
that our foreign market is only about 5 or 6 per cent. of our home 
market? 

All are agreed that there shall be no more slavery in this country. 
Still there are people unpatriotic enough to desire to be supplied by 
the slave labor of other lands. I maintain that no American citi- 
zen who enjoys the advantages of this country is entitled to cheaper 
commodities than can be produced by free laborin this country. The 
individual who has such desires should follow the logic of them and 
gowhere slavery is; go where cheap labor and cheap products are found, 
and there see whether he will be able to enjoy more of the comforts 


and luxuries of life than in the United States, where home industry _ 


is protected. 

Why is it that the millions of the Old World seek this favored land? 
A few years ago it might have been said that it was because they 
could acquire farms in the great prairies of the West, where no recla- 
mation was required and cultivation of the soil could commence at 
once. 

THAT TIME JS PAST. 
The public lands already prepared for settlement are practically ex- 
hausted. The arid region still furnishes a field for enterprise, but be- 
fore homes can be made vast expenditures must be incurred. It is no 
longer the prairies of the West which invite immigration. Still, people 
from every part of the world are seeking our shores. They are seeking 
our shores to become producers, and they willingly accept the conditions 
that they must pay for commodities ata scale of prices which will com- 
nsate production in this country. 

The desire to enjoy the blessings afforded by the institutions of the 
United States is so strong that the most stringent laws have been en- 
acted to exclude the millions of Asia, and legislation is even threatened 
to exclude the artisans and laborers of Europe. If our markets were 
open to all the world, legislation to exclude foreign workmen would be 
unnecessary. The new appliances for transportation have reduced the 
size of the world for all practical purposes to one neighborhood. The 
people of each country can hold communion with any other by tele- 
graph in afew hours. ‘The important events of every civilized country 
in the world appear daily in our morning papers. The time and cost 
of transportation have been so reduced that the commodities of all the 
world are in immediate competition. 

If the markets of the United States were open to all the world, Lon- 
don, Paris, and Berlin would be found as conveniently located to supply 
the United States as Boston, Providence, or Philadelphia. There would 
be no appreciable difference in the cost of rtation. In such @ 
case the artisans of Europe would remain at home and supply the 
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United States with manufactured commodities. The wealth which we 
now enjoy would be transferred to foreign lands. There would then 
be no necessity for the millions of Asia to seek our shores. 

The smuggling of Chinamen would then cease, because they could 

remain at home and do the work and receive the pay for which they 
desire to enter this country. The only exclusion act which is required 
for Chinese or Europeans is absolute free trade. 
WAGES WILL THEN EE LOWER HERE THAN ELSEWHERE. 

The surplus laborers of this country will be greater than in any 
other part of the world, because the business of agriculture will not 
furnish employment forthe people now here, Emigration would inevi- 
tably become the order of the day; immigration thither would cease. 

I do not wish to exclude honest and industrious foreigners of our 
ovtn race. The millions of Europeans who have found homes in this 
country have deyeloped our resources, established a government and 
created a civilization more beneficial to mankind than any which has 
ever existed in ancient or modern times. Our Government and our 
political independence are based upon the fundamental principle of 

ood suffrage. Ourcivilization has its foundation on equal rights 

of every citizen of the United States. Our political independence is 

ere. throughout the world. Weare making great progress 

in finan and in industrial independence. Our tariff has given us 
the industrial independence which we now enjoy. 

At this very session we have commenced the assertion of our financial 
independence. We have partially restored silver to its place as money, 
and to that extent liberated the debtor and producing classes of the 
United States from the financial bondage of European money-loaners. 
‘The bankers of Europe were unable, through theiragentsin this country, 
to prevent the of a law which has enhanced the value of farm 
products and all other products of the United States from 5 to 20 per 
cent. We are fast becoming a patriotic people. We are beginning to 
look to our own interests. The people understand these questions bet- 
ter than we suppose. They have demanded by their votes, whenever 
the opportunity was afforded, 

PROTECTION FOR HOME INDUSTRY. 

This was the watchword of the colonists when seeking independence; 
it was the rallying cry that led to the formation of the Constitution; 
protection was guarded by all the men of the generation of the Revola- 
tion. No party suggested free trade with Great Britain previous to the 
struggle of 1832, when South Carolina passed her nullification reso- 
lution for the purpose of severing her connection with the people of 
the United States and establishing free trade with Great Britain. The 
struggle that followed over secession, slavery, and free trade has edn- 
cated the people. It has taught them to trust in their own Govern- 
ment, in the Union of the States, and in the power of self-protection 
which is enjoyed by sixty-five millions of people inhabiting a vast 
country unequaled in natural resources in either hemisphere. 

Any political party which listens to the arguments of Great Britain 
in favor of free trade will certainly be defeated. Free trade is asso- 
ciated with disunion; protection with union. Love of country and the 
desire for rity will sustain the party of industrial independence 
and union. The people are inquiring why Great Pritain and other 
Euro; countries are so solicitous for free trade with this conntry; 
why it is that they seek to teach us how to manage our own affairs; 
why does the Cobden Club offer prizes to the young men in our colleges 
for writing essays in favor of free trade; why should Great Britain advise 
us to open our markets to her commodities when she excludes our prod- 
ucts from all ber colonial dependencies? They are beginning to learn 
that the manufacturingestablishmentsof Great Britain are soextensive 
that competition with them is impossible by any country which is a 
prey to free trade. ‘They are beginning to learn that her manufactur- 
ing establishments are protected by her navy and herarmy and by her 
subsidized steam-ships; that her purpose is to destroy our workshops and 
to bring our people in competition, not only with the cheap labor of 
Europe, but with vast manufacturing establishments which can throw 
theirsurplus products into any country on the globe that attempts to 
manufacture the commodities it consumes, unless she wisely and 
thoroughly protects her Iaborers, and thereby enconrages kome capital 
and enterprise. 

WE AKE TOLD THAT WE WANT FOREIGN TRADE. 

How are we to obtain it? How is Germany obtaining it to-day ? 
She is protecting her home market for her manufacturing establish- 
ments, She is subsidizing steam-ships to every part ot the world. 
She is paying bounty on many of her exports. She is sending her sur- 
plus products to foreign countries and selling them there cheaper than 
they can besold by her people. How does England control the trade of 
South America? She has not subjugated that part of the world by her 
arms, but she has established steam-ship lines, She has sent her sur- 

lus products to those countries and built up trade. She has furnished 

m trade facilities and credit. They are her customers, and so long 

as she continues to furnish them cheaper and on better terms than we 
can she will enjoy the trade. 

How can we obiaiu the trade of South America? We must pursue 
the same methods that are pursued by Germany and England. We 
must have steam-ship lines; we must manufacture cheaply at home; 


we must have the home market for our establishments; and we must 
sell in those markets cheaper and better goods than England and Ger- 


many can sell. Upon these conditions, and these conditions alone, we 
can acquire trade with South America. Treaties and reciprocity go for 
nothing. Brazil and every otber South American country will buy 
where they can get the best accommodations, It makes no difference 
whether we buy from them or not. Weare compelled to buy from them 
largely because they furnish us many commodities that we can not 
produce at home. 

We must continue to buy our coffee from Brazil at whatever cost. 
We must continue to buy our tea from China and Japan no matter what 
happens, The only way that we cansell to them is by sending to those 
countries ovr manufactured commodities. To accomplish that we 
must have quick and speedy communication, cheap transportation, and 
cheaper and better commodities. The American genius will furnish all 
these if Congress provides the proper legislation. The genius of the 
American people let loose, relieved as they are from the tyranny and 
oppression of despotism, can surpass all the world in inventions and 
appliances for cheap production of everything that contributes to the 
comfort or happiness of man. 

We need not look to foreign lands for the production of anything 
that this conntry can produce. It is only those things that we can 
not produce in our own land that we must buy from abroad. We 
ought to pay for them in our manufactured commodities. We want 
the people here to consume what this country can produce in the way 
of farm products. 


A FOREIGN MARKET POR THE FARMER IS NOTHING. 
We have added ten times our entire foreign market to our home market 
in the last ten years, Fifteen million people at home consume many 
times more each year than the entire foreign market of the United 
States. In twenty years more we will add to the consumers of this 
3 more people than are now contained in thé whole of Great 

ritain. 5 

What the United States wants is a home market for all the farm prod- 
ucts that she can produce,and a foreign market for her manufactured com- 
modities with which she must buy such articles as can not be produced. 
If I had the power to dictate the policy of this country, nothing should 
be imported which can be produced here in sufficient quantities to sup- 
ply our demands for consumption. I would then raise my revenue 
from tea and coffee and the other commodities we are compelled to 
import, and if that were not sufficient I would continue or increase, if 
necessary, the tax upon alcohol in all its various forms. 

I would make the people pay dearly for luxuries, but I would give 
the producer of useful articles all the benefits of a home market with- 
out competition with the peon or pauper labor of any land. This would 
be my American system, Any party which will plant itself directly 
upon this basis and carry it out in practice, refusing to yield special 
privileges to any section or any interest, but aiming always to protect 
all labor and all industries alike, the American people would sustain. 
The people of this country are willing to take their chances of compe- 
tition among themselves and to pay their neighbors a fair reward for 
their products and their labor, upon condition that they may share 
equally in the benefits of reasonable compensation for their own labor 
and their own productions. 


I LOOK UPON FREE TRADE AS UNPATRIOTIC 


and in the interest of foreigners, and protection as patriotic and in the 
interest of this country. Iam, therefore, a protectionist and an Amer- 
ican. 

There will be ho free-trade party in the next Presidential campaign. 
All that can be done by any party in the direction of free trade is to 
appeal to ignorance and prejudice with a clamor against American 
trusts in favor of foreign trusts, with the suggestion that the poor man 
is entitled to be supplied with the necessaries of life by the pauper 
labor of other countries while his poor neighbor is compelled to pay him 
American wages for the supplies he furnishes. The people will not be 
deceived. They know that the people of this country must stand 
together and share and share alike in the burdens and advantages ot 
our common country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada has spoken 
thirty minutes, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I hope that ata later hour dur- 
ing to-day’s session I may be aftorded an opportunity to address the 
Senate on the general subject of this schedule, and particularly with 
reference to the production of beet sugar in this country and the neces- 
sity for a bounty for success in that direction. 

I rise at this time, however, to address myself to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator{rom Pennsylvania, by which it is proposed to 
impose a duty upon sugar over No. 20 Dutch standard of 1 cent per 
pound, and I will propose an amendment to that, to strike out 1 
cent’ and insert eight-tenths of a cent,“ in conformity with an 
amendment of which I gave notice à short time ago. 

The present duty on sugar under No. 13 Dutch standard is 2 cents 
per pound; over No. 13 and not above No. 16, 24 cents per pound; 
above No, 16 and not above No. 20, 3 cents per pound; and above No. 
20, 3} cents per pound. So it will be seen that under the tariff law 
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which has existed for many years the distinction, as proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania in his amendment, that there should be an 
increased rate of duty over No. 20, has been observed. 

The change made in the present bill by the House of Representatives 
is that sugars under No. 16 shall be imported free, and above No. 16, 
whether over No. 20 or not, a duty shall be imposed of four-tenths of 
a cent per pound. By the action of the Senate we have imposed a 
duty on sugars between No. 13 and No. 16 of three-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound and above No. 16 Dutch standard of six-tenths of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Mr, President, these terms are a little bit confusing to the common 
mind, and I confess to a great deal of misapprehension on this subject 
until these valuable object-lessons were placed upon a desk near at 
hand, and by the specimens of sugars that there appear we were able 
to see what these distinctions were. This standard of sugar that is 
known as No. 13 Dutch standard is the accepted line in all sugar- 
producing countries between the raw and the refined sugar. A sugar 
that is No. 13 is, as I understand it, invariably the raw or the unre- 
fined product. I hold a specimen of itin my hand. It is of fairly 
light color; lighter, I think, in color than the r consumed in the 
usual household of the country twenty-five or thirty years ago, when 
the only known sugars were brown sugar of different complexions and 
the old fashioned loat-sugar, that was the favorite among the better 
housekeepers. 

This [exhibiting] is what is known as No.16 Dutch standard, and is a 
refined sugar acco: ‘tothe gradation. Thesethat I now havein hand 
[exhibiting] are the sugars and the only ones, I am informed, upon that 
table above the standard of No. 20. They are what are known com- 
monly in the trade, I think, as the granulated white sugar and the cube 
sugar that are found upon the best tables of the country. 

It seems to me that in a natural gredation of these rates there should 
be a higher imposition upon these highly refined sugars, which are used 
upon the tables not of the common people, but of the wealthy of the 
country, over and above the lower grades. Therefore I think it is very 
fair that we should keep up the distinction there is in the present tariff 
law and at least go to the extent of eight-tenths of a cent per pound 
upon sugars over No, 20. 

All above No. 13 Dutch standard have required a certain 
amount of labor and refining to hwg them to that particular gradein 
the scale of Dutch classification which they occupy above No. 13 Dutch 
standard. Sugars below No. 13 can be used, if desired, by those per- 
sons not wishing to pay for the luxury of refining sugars, and these 
sugars formerly entered yor: largely into direct consumption, before 
improved machinery enabled the manufacturer to place refined sugars 
on the market at very much reduced and reasonable prices. 

Now, if we admit these sugars free, we pay in their increased valua- 
tion a tribute to the labor market and the manufacturing populations 
of those countries from which we import them, and by so much do we 
decrease the field of American labor and manufacture. It seems to me 
that it is in the direct line of a fair protection that these distinctions 
within reasonable grounds should be observed. In the manufacture 
of beet sugar, which is the industry that we are desirous of stimulat- 
ing in this country, a large percentage of the output is composed of 
sugars between No. 13 and No. 16, which are these two grades that I 
hold in my hand, both of them light brown in color, and No. 16 almost 
a white sugar. 

These sugars would be brought into competition with the sugars of 
the same grade manufactured under the low scale of wages in Ger- 
many and France, and in its infancy this industry would be subjected 
toan unfair competition. These sugars are sold in beet-producing coun- 
tries for about 1 cent under the refined standard, and can be sold in this 
country at the same reduction. It may be said that a bounty is given 
to encourage such industries, but we must not forget that the proposed 
bounty of 2 cents per pound would not compensate for the removal of 
the tariff of 2 cents per pound on sugars up to 13 Dutchstandard, and 
if sugars from 13 to 16 were admitted free there would be a discrimi- 
nation of three-fourths of a cent against all sugars of that class, judged 
by the present tariff. 

The present tariff on sugars between 13 and 16 Dutch standard is 
2.6 cents per pound. The difference in favors of these sugars has been 
reduced 50 per cent., or to three-tenths of 1 cent per pound in the 
present bill. The same reduction, and toa greater degree, is seen in 
the grades from 16 upward. By allowing raw sugars up to 13 Dutch 
standard to come in free, refined can be sold just 2 cents less per pound 
than the exisiting price, the difference going to the people instead of 
to the Government. The duty levied on sugars from 13 to 16 will 
probably be sufficient to pay the bounty, and certainly, if not entirely 
sufficient, will go a great way towards it, whichis another great ad- 
vantage to be considered, 

The protection given above No. 13 Dutch standard simply enables 
the sugar industry of this country, with our highstandard of wages, to 
compete with foreign refineries working under alow standard of wages, 
Should an attempt be made by the refiners to take advantage of the 
2 cents intended for the people it would be futile, as the increased 
price would immediately attract sugars from all parts of the world and 
at once put the price within the bounds of honest competition. 


XXI——616 


But the greatest advantage to be derived from the small protection to 
refined sugars is the encouragement it will give to the refining of sugars 
of high and low grades in all the beet, cane, and sorghum factories of 
the United States, enabling them to supply the localities in which they 
are situated with all es of sugar, ranging from 13 up to the high- 
est standard of refin goods, at prices proportionate to the standard of 
the goods, without sending these sugars to large refineries to be refined 
and paying tribute as freight to the railroads both ways. 

The permanent establishment of small refineries all over the United 
States, irom which sugar can be refined directly from the original plant, 
will become an accomplished factas soon as the United States, by fair and 
even generous am decides to establish the beet-sugar industry, a new 
industry, which with a little encouragement will certainly become, 
within the next ten years, one of our greatest national, agricultural, 
and manufacturing industries combined. 

Now, Mr. President, itseemsto me that there is abundant reasonin 
these suggestions for establishing the distinction suggested by theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. Thatamendment, making this 
graded rate of duty on all sugars above No. 13, will have not only the 
effect of encouraging this sugar industry, but, as I have suggested, it 
permits manufacturers of sugars from factories which they expect to 
establish in this country to refine their own products without shi 
to the large refiners of sugar in the East. I believe the duty of 
cent per pound, as proposed by the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, is probably higher than we needto go. I think that 
eighth-tenths of a cent per pound will amply reach every element of 
protection, and I hope that amendment may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
offer that as an amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, Mr. President, I move to strike out the 
words one cent” and to insert ‘‘eight-tenths of one cent,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 8 and 9 of the amendment, strike out 
the word one and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘eight-tenths of 
one;’’ so as to read: 

Eight-tenths of one cent per pound, 

Mr. QUAY. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania, which will be again read 
as modified by the mover. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amend paragraph 223 so as to read: 


All sugars above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified 72 
Dutch standard of color, aud shall pay duty as follows, namely: All e 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, three-tenths of 1 cent Lynd 
pound. All sugars above No.16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard in color 
shall pay a duty of six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. All vig gen above No. 20 
Dutch stand of $ 


so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by law prior to the passage of 


Mr, QUAY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, this amendment is not only an in- 
crease on the bill as it came to this body from the other House, but the 
Senate has already made a very large increase in favor of the interest 
of refining by the change from 16 and 13 Dutch standard and from four- 
tenths to six-tenths of a cent per pound on all sugars above No. 16. It 
is now proposed by this amendment to go beyond even the recommen- 
dations of the Committee on Finance and to impose this duty upon all 
sugars above No, 20, which would simply give the sugar refiners an 
absolute monopoly of all the refined article and would add to their 
profit, in my judgment, from the best information I can get, beyond 
the point where the present law exists, and would simply be an impo- 
sition upon the people of the country. As the bill is amended it is 
doubtful whether the people will get any very considerable benefit from 
it. Ratherthan that the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
be adopted, it does seem to me, sir, that we might do infinitely better 
if the present law were allowed to stand. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, practically this amendment amounts to 
very little. I shall vote against it, as I have voted against 
from four to six tenths of a cent above No. 16, and imposing a duty of 
three-tenths of a cent between No. 13 and No. 16. The . A have 
now all they want. The votes that have been taken here to-day have 
put into the pockets of the refiners millions upon millions of dollars. 

The first report that was made by the McKinley committee in 
the House put the grade at No. 16 in color under the Dutch stand- 
ard. When the Mills bill was considered in the House the first report 
was in favor of No. 16 and in behalf of the consumers of the country. 
Then, by some sort of manipulation, it was reduced to No. 13, which 
has been the standard that the refiners have demanded all the time. 

The very same thing which was made the subject of attack against 
the Democratic committee in 1888 has occurred now in the House of 
Representatives, and again in the Senate. The refiners have triumphed 
again, and have put this down to No. 13 Dutch standard. There has 
never been any test as to sugars below No. 13, because they must all 
be refined, and that is the sugar which is the raw material to the re- 
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finers. But the test has always been, as every Senator who knows 
anything abont the tariff is well aware, upon the grades between 13 
and 16. f 

There are two grades between 13 and 16 which can be used when 
imported into this country without being refined. They are the light 
beet sugars that come from Germany and a dark sugar which is used 
largely inthe Northwest. Over these two grades the battle has raged all 
the time, the refiners always claiming that the standard should be down 
to No. 13 in color, whilst the friends of the consumers of the country, 
as I regard the question, have insisted upon No. 16. 

By the vote here to-day to put three-tenths of a cent a pound duty 
upon the grades between 13 and 16, and then above 16, we have in- 
creased the duty in the bill as it came from the House from four-tenths 
to six-tenths of a cent, which makes it absolutely exclusive. So the 
refiners, as this bill now stands, without voting upon the present amend- 
ment, get their raw material free when it is under No. 13, get a duty 
which amounts almost to exclusion upon the two grades between 13 
and 16, and get an absolutely exclusive duty on all grades above 16. 

Now, the Senator from Pennsylvania simply wants to make— 


Assurance double sure, 
And take a bond of fate— 


by putting all above 20 at $1. Mr. President, since the Senate has put 
8 the rate at three-tenths of a cent between 13 and 16 and six-tenths of 

a cent above No. 16, the refiners have secured all they want, and it is 
a matter of indifference to me whether or not you add one more outrage, 
in my judgment, and put it at $1 under the amendment. But in any 
event I shall vote against it, as I have voted against all the rest of this 
legislation, 

Mr. QUAY. At the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, I 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The amendment was rejected. k 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I desire to cail the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to the language of this proviso: 

Previded, That ifan export duty shall hereafter be rated yes sugar or molas- 


ses by say country from whence the same may be expo: uch sugar or mo- 
Tasses so imported shall be subject to such duty as provided by law prior to the 
passage of this act. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The word hereaſter may be stricken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me that the word ‘hereafter ’’ 
should be stricken out, because otherwise it would not be held to apply 
perhaps to export duties heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON, I will prepare one. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest the inquiry whether that amendment 
would absolutely secure what the Senator from Nebraska aims at. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You might say export duty is now or hereafter 
shall be laid.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before that matter e gare of I 
want to eall the attention of the Senators from Rhode and Ne- 
braska to the fact that there is now an import duty of one-sixth of a 
cent per pound upon all Cuban sugar, and if the amendment as sug- 
gested now shall be adopted, of course hereafter, under the provisions 
of this bill, all sugar coming from Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippine 
Islands will pay the duty now provided by law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unless they repeal their export daty. 

Mr. ALLISON, Unless they repeal their export duty of one-sixth 
of a cent a pound. But I understand that this export duty is pledged 
now by Spain for the redemption of a certain portion of the debt of 
Cuba, and we may get into a complication there that may occasion 
trouble. I merely suggest that to the gentlemen having charge of the 
schedule. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This proviso reads as follows: 

That if an export duty shall hereafter be Isid upon. 


Now, I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island what is the mean- 
ing of that language; whether the effect of it will be to impose the duty 
ibed in the present law upon eoming from those countries 
whivh have already paid the export duty, or whether it will apply only 
to those countries which shall hereafter impose an export duty. 

The language is not clear. It may be contended by some that when 
an export duty is hereafter collected in those countries under a law 
8 passed it would apply there the same as if collected by ex- 

g law. By others it may be contended that it applies only in 
cases where those countries shall hereafter im such a duty. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Kentucky will permit me, 
perhaps what he desires can be accomplished by inserting after the 
word hereaſter? the words ‘‘ imposed or retained.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. That would make it clear. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Providing that the export duty shall hereafter 
be imposed or retained. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That would make it clear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the proviso be so altered as to read: 

That if, 2 —.— pepe day — January, 1891, an export bounty shall be 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘‘ Maintained, or laid?“ 

Mr. SPOONER. It can not be maintained unless it has been laid. 


Mr. HOAR., Mr. President—— 
Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. President, I had not yielded the floor, be- 
cause if I had I understand that under the rule I am not allowed to 


proceed again, 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to put a question in regard to a matter 
155 3 if the Senator will allow me, without taking him from 

e floor. 

I wish to ask if it was the purpose of the Senator from Rhode Island 
that our duties should go on and off, in accordance with the policy of 
any other country, so that if this duty should be maintained for a lit- 
tle while and then be taken off, our duty should also be taken off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLArr in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island will suspend. The Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr, CARLISLE] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me, Mr. President, that this proviso is 
objectionable in any form in which it can be put, for I am not able to 
see how we are going to get along very well if part of the sugar comes 
in free and part of it comes in subject to duty. Iam not able at this 
moment to state, for I have not recently examined tlie statistics, the 
proportion of sugar imported into this country from other countries 
where export duties are imposed. There is an export duty iu Cuba, is 
there not? 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand it, ifthe Senator will allow me 

Mr. CARLISLE, _I yield. 

Mr.ALLISON. There is an export duty upen from Cuba and 
Porto Rico, and I suppose that applies to the Philippine Islands as well, 
of one-sixth of a cent per pound. It certainly applies to all Cuban 
sugar. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That was my recollection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I suppose the intent of this proviso was that, 
if any new export duties were imposed or any additional import du- 
ties were imposed, then this proviso should apply. 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is the way it reads apparently. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is what was intended, and if it is not clear I 
think it onght to be made clear. But if the Senator will allow me one 
moment more I will add that when we say that all sugars that now 
pay a duty shall pay a duty after the Ist of January, it seems to me 
there might be au impediment there in the way of free sugars that 
would be embarrassing to the Treasury and to thecountry. 

Mr, CARLISLE. That is exactly the point I was coming ta, Mr. 
President: if we import from Cuba, Porto Rico, the Philippine 
Islands, and perhaps other places where export duties are imposed by 
the laws of those countries. Now, if we agree here to provide that 
those sugars shall be subject to the imposition of the duty prescribed 
by the existiug law, we shall notonly be embarrassed by the fact that 
we have sugars coming to this country from some places free, or sub- 
stantially free, and from other places subject to a duty, but consum- 
ers of sugar in this country will receive no benefit whatever from the 
provisions of this bill in relation to free sugar, because, unless we re- 
ceive from those countries which impose no duties a sufficient amount 
of sugar to supply our demand, then the prices of sugar will be the 
prices of that sugar which pays a duty, or substantially that, and we 
will not get free sugar, but we will havea bounty paid to the producer 
of the cane sugars of Louisiana, the sorghum sugar in Kansas, and the 
beet sugar in Colorado and California, and pay duty prices upon the 
sugars imported into this country. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenator speaks of sugars from other countries 
than those producing cane sugar. Iam able to state to him that the 
importations of beet sugar for the year ending June 30, 1889, from the 
countries producing this sugar, all of which pay an rt duty 

Mr. CARLISLE. All pay export bounties, not duties. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Export duties for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
were 243,473,000. That was the importation into this country. For 
the year ending June 30, 1890, 601,119,000 pounds were imported, an 
increase in one year of néarly 400,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, Mr. President, but that does not touch the 
question we are discussing at all. The countries to which the Senator 
from Nebraska refers pay an export bounty. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, but that does not touch the question 
we are now discussing. We are now diseussing the question as to 
what becomes of the sugar coming from those countries which impose 
an export duty or tax. 

The sugars to which the Senator refers would all come in free, of 
course, but the sugar coming from those where export taxes or 
duties are imposed would be subjected to the rate of duty prescribed 
by our existing law, and if they came here in any considerable quantity, 
as undoubtedly they would, they would fix the price substantially of 
all the sugars consumed in this country, and the free sugars which 
come here from Germany and France, upon which a bounty has been 
paid by those governments, would sell here for the price substantially 
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oran the orn aada coming from Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Phil- 
r. ALDRICH. Mr. President, after consultation with the mem- 

bers of the Committee on Finance, I would suggest that this proviso 
be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE, That is what ought to be done, in my opinion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Rhode Island, from 
the Committee on Finance, moves to amend by striking out the pro- 
viso of the paragraph, as will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Beginning in line 5, page 54, strike out the fol- 
lowing proviso: 
Provided, That if an export duty 


eee eee or mo- 


lasses by an 2 from whence the same may be im sugar or 
molasses so imported shall be subject to duty as provided by “remy 8 to the 
passage of this act. 


Mr. PLUMB. If we are to have reciprocity, the idea contained in 
that proviso had better come in 3 connection. 

The amendment was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER All the amendments proposed by 
the committee to paragraph 223 have been disposed of. What is the 
wish of the Senator in of the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask now that the committee amendments in the 
first part of the schedule may be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Line 15, page 51, after the word States, it 
is proposed to insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the question is puton that 
amendment I would like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island in charge 
5 pra bill if he thinks the effect of this additional amendment will be 

5 increase the product of maple sugar. 

Me ALDRICH. I would rather the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], who now seems to be absent from his seat, should answer 
the question, as he is more familiar with that subject than I am. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to offer some amendments to this schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Louisiana that 
the committee amendments be acted upon first, and then the amend- 
ments of the Senator from Louisiana can be taken up in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that for the present we go on with the 
next amendment. I have sent for the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. ED- 
MUNDS], who desired to be present when this matter is considered. I 
think we had better pass over this amendment temporarily. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Pass overall these amendments relating to bounty 
on maple sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that course? If 
not, it will be adopted. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I move to amend by inserting in line 
14, after the word beets,“ the words maize stems.“ I do this in 
order toinclude a protective feature in this bill in favor of a late dis- 
covery, made by ascientific gentleman, that one of the chief vegetables 
irom which sugars in large amounts can be made is corn-stalks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 14, page 51, after the word beets, 
insert the words maize stems.“ 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
if his amendment should be adopted it would accomplish nothing what- 
ever. The paragraph now reads: 

There shall be paid ° to the producer of sugar, testing not less than 
80-degrees by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane, etc. 

I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to insert the 
words maize stems, and, unless my information is incorrect, there 
will be no glucose sugar testing 85 degrees by the polariscope. On 
the contrary, my information is that instead of raising its saccharine 
strength, it goes down, and the Senator would get nothing whatever 
by his amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to apply to some new process, and not the ordinary process 
of making glucose from corn. 

Mr. QUAY. It applies to crystallized sugars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the proposed amendment be reported again 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 14, page 51, after the word «eet — 75 
insert the words maize stems.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
he use a phraseology that is well understood. I suppose he means 
corn-stalks. 

Mr. QUAY. I have used the phraseology that the gentleman gave 
me who submitted to me the information upon which a based the pro- 
pre amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, 


Ido not criticise it. Ido notcare what the phrase- 
ology may be. > 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON. I now desire to offer an amendment which I believe 
will be accepted by the Committee on Finance: On page 51, after 
“United States,” in line 15, to strike out the words—— 

Mr. ALDRICH: The amendments of the committee have not yet 
been acted upon. Isuggest to the Senator from Louisiana that he post- 
pone this proposed amendment until the amendments of the committee 

ve been acted u err 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheChief Clerk will report the next 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, page 51, after the word “' flled,“ in- 
sert the words prior to January 1 of each year,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, that ought to be July 1 instead of 
January 1. The farmers make in the spring their financial and all 
sorts of arrangements for the planting of their crops, and they can not 
tell as early as January what those arrangements may be. I suggest, 
therefore, in order that the bill may promote the object it has in view 
that is, the cultivation of cane for sugar and beets for sugar—that the 
committee insert July instead of January.“ There is no way in 
the present law by which the producers of sugar can get a bounty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Senator from Louisiana 
that that ought to go over with maple sugar, because if sugar is pro- 
dueed from maple sap it will have to be done before the Ist of July. 

Mr. PLUMB. But July 1 is the date when the estimate of the 
amount has to be made for the succeeding sugar season. 

Mr. ALLISON. January 1. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know; but, if it is January 1, the Senator from 
Louisiana suggests that it will not affect the present crop at all be- 
cause the estimate can not be made, and consequently it will be left 
out. In addition to that, the Ist day of July is just as good a day 
anyhow, certainly as good as the Ist day of January. 

Mr. ALLISON, How would a man know, who had a large 
orchard, how many trees he would tap, say on the Ist of A 

? “January” was inserted with a view of covering that idea. 

Mr. PLUMB. But in that case it would cover the maple crop 2 — 
apply to no other erop; that is, it would help maple sugar, but not cane 
and beet sugar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the pending amendment seems to 
have some reference to the amendment in line 15 and as the Senator 
from Vermont has now returned to the Chamber, does the Senator from 
Rhode Island desire to recur to the amendment in regard to maple 
sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I desire to have that amendment acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 51, line 15, after the word States, 
insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I had supposed from some state- 
ments made before the Committee on Finance that it would not be 
necessary for me to say anything to justify putting this commodity 
with beets, sorghum, or any other sugar-producing vegetable in the 
United States fora bounty. It is the industry in my part of the conu- 
try of the small farmer. It is not confined to Vermont, New Hamp- 
shire, Maine, or Massachusetts, but extendsto the States of New York, 
Ohio, and the Northwestern States, and even as far south, I believe, as 
the Ozark Mountains in Arkansas, but I do not know how much is pro- 
duced there. But wherever there is a particular geological formation 
and a particular height above the sea, the maple tree east of the Rocky 
Mountains always 2 

Mr. BUTLER. West Virginia also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in West Virginia also. I am unable, Mr. 
President, to imagine how any Senator who is willing to give abounty 
at all upon any kind of sugar should wish to discriminate against that 
which is produced from trees on the farm and in favor of Sen pha or 
beet, or sugar-cane that another farmer has raised on his farm. 

This is a matter of much importance to the people whom Lespecially 
represent, for there is a large industry in that articlein m: 9 and. 
like the other farming industries of the United States, it is depressed. 
If we are to encourage farming industries, this, certainly, as it appaia 
to 8 precisely within the same 1 and the same jus 
the other. 


Say 


Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, I can scarcely add anything to What 


has been said by the Senator from Vermont with reference to this prop- 
osition. I will, however, take the liberty to say that the entire maple- 
sugar product at this time isabout 50,000,000 pounds. It hasattained 
to that amount of production in competition with other sugars, while 
the tariff was upon foreign sugar, and it will be seen at once that, pro- 
duced as this is, almost wholly along the Canadian line, the removal 
of the tariff will be destructive to the industry. 

It is pre-eminently, as has been stated by the Senator from Vermont, 
a small farmers’ industry in the New England States. Of the total 
production of 50,000,000 pounds about 15,000,000 pounds were pro- 
duced in my own State, and a still amount, I think, in the 
Pisi of 3 The rest of it was distributed throughout the States 
as indica 
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Our people, of course, will feel the loss of protection which we now 
have, unless there be a corresponding bounty, as a very severe stroke 
to the industry. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, it may be, as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], that any Senator who is in favor 
- of granting bounties to any kind of sugar can say very little in oppo- 

sition to a bounty upon this particular article. But for my part I am 

opposed to the granting of bounties to any kind of sugar, sorghum, 
beet, cane, or maple. erefore, I oppose, of course, any extension of 
that system beyond what was proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

It is said that this is an industry of the farmer and thatthe farmers 
will be greatly injured if the duty is repealed and no bounty is paid 
upon maple sugar. 

Now, in the first place, Mr. President, no small producer of maple 
sugar will ever ve one cent of this bounty under the bill as pro- 

by the Committee on Finance, because there cun be no bounty 
paid unless there is a production by one person of at least 500 pounds. 
I do not suppose that there is a farmer anywhere in this country, un- 
less up in the State of Vermont, where they have a great number of 
maple trees, who produces 500 pounds in any one year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

ield? : 

į Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Iam very reluctant to interrupt the Senator from 
Kentucky, because we are now acting under the five-minute rule or 
some other rule of limitation, 

Several Senators. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I beg to assure the Senator, not speaking by 
the book, but from having been born and lived there all my life, that 
there are more than a thousand farmers in the State of Vermont, each of 
whom every year raises more than 500 pounds of maple sugar on his 
own farm, and you can find them in New York, Ohio, and Wisconsin, 
and I do not know butin West Virginia and all over the belt of country 
that produces maple trees. They are obliged todo it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then, Mr. President, if therearea thousand farm- 

_ers in the State of Vermont who make 500 pounds each of maple sugar 
per annum, there are over 500,000 pounds of maple sugar made in Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. More than a million pounds, I believe. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But I venture to say that under this provision 
comparatively few, very few, producers of maple sugar will receive a 
bounty. 

And moreover, without dwelling upon that point, there are no pro- 
visions in this bill which would prohibit the mixing of cane sugar or 
other kinds of sugar with the maple sugar. Under the provisions of 
this bill any producer of maple sugar may take cane sugar, which has 
already received a bounty from the Government, and mix it with his 
maple sirup, and make a sugar called maple sugar, and receiveanother 
bounty upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reciprocally the cane and sorghum man may take 
maple sugar and mix it with his cane sugar or sorghum sugar. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but the maplesugar isso insignificant 
in quantity that it would amount to very little to mix it with the other 
kind; and I venture to say that if the bill passes in its present form 
the manufacture of maple sugar will be very largely increased as long 
as the Government continues to pay a bounty. ey can not afford to 
use maple sugar in making cane or sorghum sugars, because maple is 
more expensive than the other. It sells at much higher prices in the 
market. But every Senator knows from his own observation that 
maple sugar may have mixed with it quite a large quantity of cane 
sngar and nobody be able to tell the difference. In fact, I think it is 
safe to say that there is scarcely a pound of pure maple sugar now sold 
to the people of this country. 


Mr. RICH. How long does the Senator suppose it would take 
to grow maple-trees of sufficient size to uce maple sugar ? 
Mr. CARLISLE. I sup in Vermont it could be done in two or 


three weeks, [Laughter. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Tsupposed the Senator had that idea from his state- 
ment. 
Mr. CARLISLE, ‘The Senator did not understand my proposition. 
I say that so-called maple sugar would be produced enormously in this 
country in a very short time after this bounty began to be paid, be- 
cause they could mix cane sugar with maple sugar and increase the 


quantity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, But that would be a fraud. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; it would be a fraud. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And we do not commit frauds in Vermont. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But this bill makes no provision against admixt- 
ures. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes, it does. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It proposes to pay no bounty upon maple sugar 
except it should be made from the sap of the maple trees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. j 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, as I have already said, it can be mixed with 
cane sugar or sorghum sugar, and nobody could detect the admixture. 


Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and nays on this amendment 
Mr. President. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
upon that now. The yeas and nays can be taken in the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say that while I shall 
vote against the amendment I do not do so because I would place 
maple sugar at a disadvantage as regards other sugars, but because I 
will not vote for a bounty upon anything. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
for the amendment, 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron], but I have transferred that 
pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I understand the Senator from 
Connecticut, the present occupant of the chair [Mr. PLATT], is paired 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. If agreeable to the 


Tam paired with the Sen- 


Senator, we will transfer 8 

The PRESIDING OFFI That is entirely agreeable, 

Mr. HARRIS, I vote nay. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iagain announce my 
pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. VOORHEES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. Otherwise I would vote 
“nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw my vote, as the Senator with whom I am 


paired has not voted. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—20, 
Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Allen, Edmunds. Manderson, Stewart, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, + Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Teller, 
Casey, Hale, Pierce, Washburn, 
Chandier, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Daves, Hoar, Sawyer, 
NAYS—24, 
Bate, . Coke, Gray, Pugh, 
Berry, Colquitt, ý m, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Butler, Faulkner, Kenna, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gibson, ‘organ, Walthall 
Cockrell, Gorman, Paseo, Wilson of Md. 
ABSENT—2, 
Barbour, Farwell, Moody, Squire, 
Blair, George, Morrill, * Stanford. 
Blodgett, Hampton, Payne, Turpie, 
Brown, Hearst, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Call, Higgins, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Power, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Dolph McPherson, Sherman, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be stated. 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment to that section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the committee’s amendments be 
first disposed of, if agreeable to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE, It makes no difference to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated that the amend- 
ment has been agreed to, but the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIE- 
son] desired to propose some modification of it, and while that subject 
was under consideration we returned to the former amendment. Does 
the Senator from Louisiana still desire a modification of the amend- 
ment in line 21? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have no objection to making that the 
Ist of July instead of the Ist of January. I think it would answer ag 
well in every case. 

Mr, PADDOCK, It would undoubtedly be better for beet-sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will ask that it be changed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where does that come in? 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21, strike out January“ and insert 
July; so as to read. 

Prior to July 1 of each year. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chairhears 
none. The amendment will be so modified, and as modified will be 
agreed to, if there be no objection. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be reported. 

Mr. GIBSON. Before we go further, Mr. President, I wish to offer 
an amendment on page 51, line 15, which I hope the Senator in charge 
of the bill will accept. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Louisiana will first allow the 
amendments of the committee to be acted upon, then the whole para- 
graph will be open to amendment. 
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the Committee on Finauce proposes to insert the words: 

Including the number ot maple trees to be tapped. 

The amendment was to. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The next committee amendment will 
be read. 

Tue CHIEF CLERK. Page 52, line 10, after the word ‘‘grown,’’ 
strike ont the word in“ and insert the word ‘‘ within;’’ soas to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 52, line 10, aſter United States;“ add the words: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 52, line 21, to strike out the word in and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ within;’’ so as to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 52, line 22, alter United States,“ to insert: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was,on 
page 53, line 1, after the word “grown,” to strike out the word in“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word within;’’ so as to read: 

Sugar-cane grown within the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was,on 
page 53, line 2, aſter United States,“ to insert the words: 

Or from maple sap produced within the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 53, after the word disbursed, in line 10, to insert the words: 

And no bounty shall be allowed or paid to any person licensed as aforesaid 
in any one year upon any-quantity of sugar less than 500 pounds. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the committee make that 100 pounds. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it stand as it is. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire offer an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not offer itas an amendment, but only as a sug- 
gestion to the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance was, 
on page 53, after line 13, to insert: 

That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the e 7 of sugar 
imported into the United Statesupon which the bounty herein provided for has 
already been paid or applied for, at the place described in the license issued by 
the . of 8 Revenue, and any person not entitled to the 
bounty herein provided for who shall apply for or receive the same, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, 
in the discretion of the court, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word and, after the word revenue,“ in 
line 18, should be or,“ and there should be a comma after the word 
„for.“ in line 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
be kind enough to again state his proposed modification ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word revenue,“ in line 18, the word 
“and” should be or,“ and in line 19, after the word ' for,“ there 
should be a comma. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
revenue.“ 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18, after the word revenue, it is pro- 

to strike out and and insert or.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As a mere matter of criminal legislation, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I should say it would be better to leave the and in and to 
put a semicolon after the word revenue.“ It is a cumulative descrip- 
tion, and therefore I think in almost all criminal statutes it is put in 
that cumulative way, though it would mean the same thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the better judgment of the Senator from 
Vermont. I suggest that a semicolon be placed after the word *' rey- 
enue” instead of a comma.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it was all right just as it stood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I withdraw the semicolon. Let it stand as a 
comma, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the doctors seem to disagree, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair understands that no 
modification is proposed. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I want the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island and other members of the Committee on Finance 
for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair desires the attention of the 


I think there should be a semicolon after the word 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 51, line 25, after the word year,“ | Senator from Rhode Island. Is it intended that a comma should be 


inserted after the word for’? in line 19? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think so, subject to the superior wisdom of other 
Senators. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not express any opinion on that subject. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, this paragraph reads as follows: 


That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of 
imported Tato the United States upon which the bounty herein pro 2 
ready been paid or applied for, at the place descri in the license issued by 


1 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, ete. 
Now it is perfectly apparent to every Senator that sugar imported 
into the United States can not have hada bounty previously wait open 
it by the United States, and it is evident that there is a mistake. It 
should read in this way: 


That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in refining sugar imported 
into the United States, or upon which—— 


fya Mr. ALDRICH, Thereshould be an or“ inserted before the word 
upon.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Theword ‘‘or’’ should be inserted before the word 
“upon” and after the word States“ in line 15. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is right, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modification will be agreed to, 
it there be no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. This seems to prohibit persons from refining im- 
ported sugar or from refining any sugar upon which a bounty has al- 
ready been paid, at the place described in the license issued by the 
Commissioner of the Internal Revenue. Now, I wish to know of the 
Senator from Rhode Island what the meaning of that is. Is it intended, 
if he does not refine it at that particular place, if he sets up a refinery 
somewhere else not described in any application, not mentioned in any 
application to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that he may then 
refine imported sugar and may then refine sugar upon which a bounty 
has already been paid, and receive another bounty upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it does not mean that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let us see it it does not mean that: 


That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of sugar 
imported into the United States, or 


As it reads now— 

u n 
e 
Revenue, and any person not entitled to the bounty herein provided for who 
shall apply for or receive the same shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

What is the meaning of those words at the place?“ 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. I only want to get at the correct con- 
struction of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand, the object of this provision is to 
create two offenses. ‘The first prohibition is that no one shall import 
sugar in and about the place where this production of sugar is going 
on, because to have it there would afford an opportunity for fraud; 
and the next is against any one applying for the bounty not entitled to 
it; that is to say, a person who has not in fact produced sugar. 

So it seems to me the phraseology is very good for the definition or 
these two offenses. 8 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think it is, so far as the Senator goes, but there 
is another clause. 

Mr. FRYE. You do not want the word or.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. The word “or” would make it an offense in refer- 
ence to sugar in the United States, would it not? 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘‘ Upon which the bounty herein provided for has 
already been paid or applied for.“ That is to say, if I understand the 
clause as it now reads, the producer of unrefined sugar (because that 
may test 80 degrees or more by the polariscope) may receive his er 5 
from the Government; he may then sell the sugar to a refiner, a 
atter the refiner refines it he may get a bounty, too. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is just what this is intended to prohibit, and 
if it does not, then it fails of its pu > 

Mr, CARLISLE. It imposes no fine—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CARLISLE, Certainly. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no provision in this bill or in existing law 
which provides for the payment of a bounty upon refined sugar. That 
is a business that is carried on like any other business, entirely outside 
of this scheme, and the party who refines sugar is no more entitled to 
a bounty than the party who makes woolen cloths, 

Mr. CARLISLE. The sugar made in Louisiana is refined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be refined before the bounty is paid at all; 
that is, there may be a continuous process, but if it is refined in any 
other manner it can not be refined at the place where this license is is- 
sued. It must be refined elsewhere, as we provide in connection with ` 
the internal-revenue law for the refining and mixing of distilled spirits 
at places removed from the distillery, and for the same reason. 3 £ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I understand that provision, and I 3 


— r * 
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understand its necessity, too. But the sugar made in Lonisiana is re- 
fined sugar, the most of it, and there is no in this law which 
confines the ve ered ae preko re As unrefinedsugar. Since theSen- 
— Rhode nae egy made En sie Ican see that rege A 
under para; person who refines sugar prod 
country upon whic a bounty has already been paid could not get the 
bounty, because he is not allowed to refine it at the place named in the 
application made to the collector of internal revenue.. If that be true, 

en the constraction of the paragraph put upon it by the committee 
is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what was intended by the committee, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be; and when it comes to conference, 
of course it can be carefully examined. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was the intention of the committee, cer- 


tainly. 


are directed to building up American commerce is 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All the amendments of the commit- 


tee to the sugar schedule have now beenacted upon. What is the de- 
sire of the committee ? 
Mr, CARLISLE. Now, Mr. President, if I am in order, I move to 


strike out that clause in relation to the bounty. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word pound, in line 17, pose 51, 
it is proposed to insert to the producer of sugar of like test from im- 
ported molasses, a bounty of 1 cent per pound; so as to read: 


To the producer of sugar testing not less than 80 degrees by the pe, 
from mo o} hum, or sugarcane grown within the United es, or from 
maple sap ueed within the United States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; 
to the producer of s of like test from imported molasses a bo of 1 cent 
— pound, under rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
venue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I suppose the facts in this matter have 


been made known to the Committee on Finance. 
Here is an industry in this country, in Maine, New York, Pennsyl- 


vania, and elsewhere, of quite extensive proportions, employing many 


men, in which there is invested in machinery from two to three million 
dollars. That industry is the boiling of sugar from imported molasses. 

If this bill becomes a law as reported by the committee, everybody 
who knows anything about it knows that that industry at once dies; 
that there is the end ot if. The machinery will all be lost and the 
business be gone. 

In the bill as it passed the Senate in the last Congress, if was amply 
provided for by the fact that while 50 percent. duty was kept on sugar, 
molasses was made free. That enabled this business to go on. 

Now, it is not only exceedingly important as an industry in making 
sugar, but it is very important as employing very largely our merchant 
vessels. Isup between this country and the West Indies last year 
there wereemployed over four hundred vessels, and the freights in this 
business alone amounted to over $800,000 to those vessels, 

Besides that there is a very extensive cooperage connected with it, 
and the whole thing will be destroyed if this bill passes as absolutely 
as if it had been stricken by lightning. 

I fail to see why it should not be protected as much as aapi sogar 
oras much as any other sugar. A communication was sent this morn- 

I think, to the Committee on Finance, and with the permission 
of the Senate I will read a few words from it. It is from Mr. William 
H. Emerson, proprietor of the Oxnard Molasses House, dated Boston, 
August 30, 1590. 

I understand * 1 — attention has H Panes called to the very A 

tion in which the molasses-boilers of country are placed in the eventof 

— oro the McKinley bill, placing all foreign sugars upon the free-list, 

cs haye been shown and representations made to your committee prov- 

ie —.— unless some provision is made for the molasses-boiling industry, those 

in must suffer an almost entire loss of their valuable manufacturing 

plants, costing millions of dollars. A very sum, say $800,000 annually, 

will be lost to American sailing vessels as for this business is carried 

I ht say, in American vessels exclusively, many of them built espe- 

ly reference thereto, The business will suffer ly, and 

a vast number of men employed in us ways, skilled and unskill will be 
thrown out of employment, besides many other incidental losses. 


There was another communication sent to this committee, signed by 
all of these manufacturers and boilers of sugar, in which it is stated: 


6, 9 of the molasses-bollers is worth over $2,000,000; the annual pro- 
duction 


400 cargoes paying $800,000 freight annually. 

7. When it is borne in mind that only American vessels (generally of 300 to 

400 tons capacity) are engaged in the trade, this loss at a time when our efforts 
especially to beayoided. 

8. For sugars of 82 test, the price to-day is 3.87 cents per pound. 

Ann ⁵ v .... 2 

Deduct the duty (if foreign)... eee tee 


Price for 5 pounds of sugar contained in 1 gallon of molasses....... 10. 98 cents. 


If the molasses were free of cost, the fixed charges at place of shipment? 
freight, and loss 22 would still fully equal the above-named price of 


the sugar produced 


Now, I can not see any reason, and none has ever been suggested to 
me call the attention of the committee to this—why this boiling of 
molasses, an ind as large as it is in this country, should not re- 
ceive a protection. It does not ask the same protection as is extended 
to sugar, sorghum, beets, etc.; it only asks 1 cent per pound, and it 
must be apparent to the committee that that 1 cent per pound is not 
too much. I hope that the committee itself will ask that this amend- 
ment may be made. $ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be reported again before the Sena- 
tor speaks to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATTin the chair). 
ment will be again read. 

ae CHIEF CLERK. Page 51, line 17, after the word pound in- 
sert: 

To the producer of sugar of like test from imported molasses, a bounty of 1 
eent per pound, 

Mr, ALDRICH, Mr. President, there is no doubt that if adopted 
the effects of this bill will result injuriously to the molasses boilers of 
the United States, and I certainly should be very glad if there were 
some way in which they could be afforded relief. But the proposition 
submitted by the Senator from Maine is one which I think can hardly 
receive the concurrence of the Senate. 

The principle upon which a bounty is paid for the production of 
sugar from sorghum, or from beets, or from sugar-cane, is to afford en- 
couragement to a domestic agricultural industry; but the proposition 
made by the Senator from Maine is simply that we shall pay a bounty 
of 5 cents a gallon upon all molasses imported into the United States, 
thus encouraging a foreign production of molasses, with incidental ben- 
efits possibly to the people who may engage in the business of manu- 
facturing sugar from that molasses here, I think the Senator himself 
would be very slow to adopt that principle generally; and while he 
and I are earnestly in favor of en g in every manner in which 
we can legitimately foreign tradebetween this country and our neigh- 
bors, it is extending that encouragement beyond any limits which I 
have ever heard any one suggest as proper to pay direct bounties upon 
the importation of articles. This is, as I bave already said, simply 
and solely a bounty of 5 cents a gallon upon the importation of molasses. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the other bounty go to the manufacturer of 
sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The other bounty goes to the producer of sugar- 

cane, or of sorghum, orof beets in the United States that are made into 
sugar, and, as I have said, for the purpose of encouraging a domestic 
agricultural industry, not to build up the industry of producing mo- 
lasses in Cuba, or in Porto Rico, or in competing countries? for the bene- 
fit of people who may have an investment which grew out of thepres- 
ent condition of our tariff laws pors, and which, of course, to that 
extent is a legitimate industry; but we are not bound, as I understand, 
by any principle of equity, to maintain a tariff system because any 
change might result injuriously to people who are engaged in a particu- 
lar kind of business, 
Mr. HALE.. Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island one ques- 
tion. § this is not subject to the same reasons that are given 
for bounties, has not the committee put additional duties on certain 
grades of sugar for the benefit of refiners who take foreign sugars and 
refine them? The committee has allowed a benefit to the refiner who 
deals with the foreign article that is to come in and who makes of it 
a superior article of sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the man who produces sugar from molasses, 
either domestic or foreign molasses, has the same protection that is 
afforded the person who refines sugar procured from any other source, 

Mr. HALE. He takes molasses at a still lower price than sugar, 
that comes in free, and boils from that perhaps the lowest kinds of 
sugar. Now, for that process why should he not be regarded and have 
by the benefit of bounty or increased duty in some way the same bene- 
fit that the refiner has who takes the coarse sugar and makes if into 
better sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He stands in exactly the same position. 

Mr. HALE. He does not in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator’s argument extended a little further 
would be that we should pay a bounty for the im tion of free 
sugars below No. 13 for the benefit of refiners, as well as increase the 
duty upon the product of foreign refiners. _ 

Mr. HALE. Asa matter of equity, if you step in and by your pro- 
vision in the way of an increased tax recognize the refiner of sugars who 
takes the coarse product and makes it into a better product by Ameri- 
can labor, I do not see why you should not recognize the American 
manufacturer who, with American labor, takes the molasses and boils 
it into a coarse sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So you put them both on the free-list. 

Mr. HALE. You give the refiner the benefit of an additional tax ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So you do this man. : 

Mr. HALE. Not unless he makes it into refined sugar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, it seems to me one very important 
condition or consideration is overlooked. If this bounty should be 
given the foreign producer of cane who simply uses his juice to make 
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it into molasses instead of making it into sugar, thereby we shall do 
what we are proposing to do at all events; whatever the result may 
be, we shall encourage an agricultural production outside. 

I have been very anxious myself for many years, as long as we were 
inconnection with this policy which has been applied so largely to the 
manufacturers, that wemight give adequate encouragement to the pro- 
duction of sugar, not alone or chiefly because it is an article of — — 
desire, some that bas been of prime consideration among all great 
powers from the nity Sine of ain tee but because in the natural 
shift. of things the agriculturist in this country has had the hardest 
lines, He has been constantly aie more and more to his hurt by 
the producers of similar articles outside and has not had anything ex- 
— indirect benefit of the v protentive policy as applied to him. 

thas been demonstrated, I think, without any doubt whatever, dur- 
ing the last few years, and largely by the result of governmental ex- 
8 that there can be produced in this country from sorghum and 
beets all the sugar that the people of the United States need for 
their use, and I believe sincerely that within a short period of time 
we shall not only do that, but we may even export sugar thus produced. 

Tt is true that there has not been that continuous increase in this 
direction that I wish there might have been. Every step of ithas de- 
veloped difficulties which could not be foreseen, They were only ap- 
preciated as they arose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Part of them personal difficulties. 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from Vermont says, part of them were 
personal difficulties; but largely they grew out of the fact that the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum and from beets must be carried 
on in agricultural communities, and notin manufacturing communities, 
‘There are a hundred to the adjustment of machinery 
in order that it may economically work that can only be resolved sat- 
isfactorily in a community in which there are mechanics ad libitum to 
be drawn upon, for if they are to be drawn from outside of course the 
processes must be slower and more expensive, and consequently less 
satisfactory, 

In addition to that, in the localities in which this raw material is to 
be produced the capital does not exist. Not only is there no capital 
there practically for that purpose, but there is no capital that is actu- 
ated to investment in manufacture. So one difficulty has succeeded 
another; and yet after all there has been no season since these experi- 
ments have been in operation that important problems have not been 
settled, and all the time in the direction of making it more certain 
that the United States need not long be dependent on the outside world 
for its saccharine supply. 

One very important thing resulted from experiments last year in 
Kansas. There has always been serious doubt as to whether the beet 
could be satisfactorily produced; not that it would not grow, because it 
does grow, as all root crops there almost every year in great profusion, 
but the fear was the second growth, which would come after a dry 
season, would eliminate the saccharine. As is well known, the beet 
does not produce seed until the second year, and the production of 
that seed does not come from additional growth, but from the: ex- 
haustion of the saccharine already in the beet which produced the 
seel. So it was anticipated that, as it happened in Germany, this 
second growth would come, and would exhaust the saccharine in such 
a way that the beet would not be useful for making sugar. I was 
watching the experiment last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator means that the beet is grown from 


new seed. 
Mr, PLUMB. Yes, the beet is fan the first year, and the second 
year the saccharine is almost wholly eliminated. 

Last year at Medicine Lodge, pikta the manufacture of sugar was 
carried on more satisfactorily than atany other place in the State, beets 
were raised with this result: Not only were they produced in large 
quantities and with high saccharine strength, but they matured and 
cam in just at the time when the manufacture of sorghum ceased in 
snch a way that the manufacturing season could be extended. Only 
a small amount was raised last year. 

This year theamountis much in supply, and I have been watch- 
ing all summer long for the danger that had been anticipated, of which 
I have spoken, and now it seems as though that had been resolved both 
in Kansas and in Nebraska to the extent of saying that while the growth 
is arrested by the dry weather, the second growth, if it be so called, 
that comes by reason of the exceeding warm grains which temporarily 
force the saccharine strength, is followed by an increase of ine 
strength. If that has been, as I believe it has been now, satisfactorily 
settled, both sorghum and beets can be raised in the latitude of Kansas 
in such a way as that the production of one supplements the other. 

The great trouble in sugar-growing and sugar-manufacture is that 
the working season is so short, in Germany only one hundred days, in 
Louisiana, I think, Jess than ninety days. The process of inversion 
occurs after a certain period of time, after the maturity of the cane, and 
if the cane is not manufactured before that process begins it makes not 
sugar, but sirup, and sirup, of course, is of less value than sugar. If 
these two results shall be capable of that happy blending which now 
seems possible, there is no doubt that the manufacture of sugar in the 
United States will very largely increase, while in Nebraska and more 
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northern climates the experiments with beets have been of the most 
satisfactory kind. 

Mr. President, we have neh a this problem heretofore upon the 
idea that sugar-cane was a tropical product. There is no more 
mistaken than that. It is not a ot 2 production. As L stated in de- 
bate a few days ago, the in production in Germany last ye 
was greater than the total production of the island of Cuba. The Gov- 
ernment of Germany was swift to see that the production of sugar was 
to be the greatest element in national prosperity in that country, and 
the Government of that country therefore wisely, as it seems from the 
result, provided an export bounty forthe sugar-producers of that nation, 
under the stimulus of which the industry assumed enormous propor- 
tions, not only supplying Germany, but giving to that country the 
balance of trade which before was entirely against it. 

It is ofa nature scandalous, so to speak, considering all that we have 
done heretofore in order that this might be an independent country; 
in order that we might haye and manufacture everything which we 
had the essential and natural facilities for, as a matter of national in- 
dependence, irrespective of the attendant and current profit that we 
should not adopt means to the end so long as we have entered upon the 
system of seeing that thiscountry shall produce itssugar; not only, asI 
said, because itis of itselfso important an element in national prosperity 
and national inde endence, but because it would be so powerful an ele- 
ment in giving oins and profit to the agriculturist, who under 
the competition which has so strongly existed in his products in the 
world’s markets has been reduced to the minimum of profit and has 
less than his proper share of that which is goi 

Mr. President, this is not adapted simply to the Western country. 
T have here a memorandum from the De tof Agriculture, pre- 
pared hy the chief chemist, Professor Wiley, in which he speaks of a 
bulletin soon to be issued by that Department, He says that the area 
suitable for the culture of the sugar beet is marked by a belt extend- 
ing across the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific, the central por- 
tion of which is fixed by the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit for the 
months of June, July, and August. He says that extending for a dis- 
tance of 50 miles on each side of this line the belt represents a vast 
area within which it is hoped that millions of acres suitable to the 
cultivation of the sugar-beet will be found. 

There is no reason why the production of the sugar-beet should be 
limited to Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa. It ought to extend to Wis- 
consin; it ought to extend to Northern Pennsylvania, Northern Ohio, 
Northern Illinois, Iowa, and all that section of country represented by 
this mean degree of temperature which is spoken of vil A manias Wiley. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Kansas that 
wherever corn is produced successfully anywhere in this country the 
beet will grow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt it may be said, in other words more 
to the comprehension of everybody, that the corn belt is a belt within 
which the beet and the sorghum both can be raised to advantage. 

It is also stated in this same memorandum that the area suitable for 
the production of sorghum, the locality applicable to the raising of 
sorghum, is found beginning in Southern and Central Nebraska and 
thence extending southward through the Indian Territoryand, perhaps, 
quite tothe Gulf. It states that the experiments of last yearand a 
of the present year, made by Mr. W. J. Thompson, of Calumet planta- 
tion, Pattersonville, La., show that sorghum caneof respectable tonnage 
and high sucrose content can be grown even in the alluvial soils of 
Louisiana, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Kansas yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to ask if the Senator would object to 
having that communication put in the REcorD. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not a communication to me, but I have no ob- 
jection to its being printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have it printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be very glad to have it printed in the REC- 
ORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no * and the 
paper will be printed in the RECORD. 

The paper is as follows: 


THE PROMOTION OF THE SUGAR INDUSTRY IX THE UNITED STATES THROUGH 
SPECIAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


For several years the Department. of 
siderable sum of nee for the purpose of promoting the s industry of — 
United States. In spite, however, of these liberal appropriations and of the 
work which has been done under them, the fact 3 that the annual out- 
put of sugar in the United States has been very little increased during the past 
ten years. This failure to increase thie 1 ae of sugar may be due— 

First, to the natural disadyantages of this country for the production of 
sugar; or, 

ees: to the difficulty of securing the investment of capital in the indus- 


try: 
Third, to the luck of proper supervision and direction of the work of the 
De; nt of re; or, 
— i adverse conditions of 88 
In dering briefly these fohr vine ah I wish to be understood as in- 
inating * inasmuch as such criticism 


9 no as 
would be chiefiy directed —.— — as 1 been, or at least, in 
charge of the work of the 8 

in regard to the natural disadvantages which "thts 328 presents to 


iculture has spent annually a con- 
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the introduction of the sugar industry, I will say that they have probably been | rection of the work of the De mt of Agriculture, I. of course, with 
overestimated. In the matter of tins neddwalion of sugar-cane. br instance, it | some d of deli I think it is, however, ible for a man to remove 
is undoubtedly true that there are large tracts of land situated in portions of | himself from personal bias and calmly and cri ly examine his own course of 
this country suitable to the production of sugar-cane, which either have not | action. When this is done, with the experience of the past few it is not 
been eultivated in sugar-cane or are not in cultivation at all at the present | difficult for me to point ont ways which, had they been pursued at 

time. In the case of the alluvial soils of Louisiana alono it is only necessary | might have led to much better results. On the other hand, it must be conf 

for one to look along the banks of the Mississippi, from Baton Rouge to the | that, in considering the character of the a tions made by Congress 


mouth of the river, to be convinced that probably not one-third of the total 
area of is cultivated in sugar-cane. 

The same is true of the lands bordering the bayousand lakes in other portions 
ofthe State. A similar observation may be made concerning the lands in Texas 
lying along the Brazos River, nearly all of which aresuitable for sugar-cane cult- 
ure, while only a féw plantations can be found on which the sugar-cane is cul- 


vated, 

During the past winter I madea tour of inspection of Florida to view the lands 
which it was claimed were suitable for sugar. ane culture in that State. Ifound 
there hundreds of thousands of acres of muck soil, reclaimed by the drainage of 
the numerous lakes in the southern central portion of the Florida peninsula, 
all of which seemed to me suitable for sugar-cane culture. 

Near the town of Kissimmee, where the introdaction of sugar-cane culture on 
a large e was made some six years ago, the crops which are growing from 
the original stubble are apparently as good as those obtained at the yery first. 
On the sugar plantation of St. Cloud,7 miles east of the town of Kissimmee, 
anger has now been made for four consecutive years and with the most favor- 

results. 


ab 
In rogard to the nature of this soil and the probable effects of cultivation upon 
it 1 say something subsequently. 

The quantity of cane sugar which is now made in the United States annual 
may be placed at 150,000 tons; but it is easy to see that if the lands which I have 
mentioned, which are suitable for the cultivation of sugar-cane, could be 
brought into cultivation an output of 500,000 tons of cane sugar would not bean 
extravagant estimate. 

In regard to the advantages of this country for the production of sorghum 
sugar, it seems possible to make at the present time some definite statements, 
It is quite true that all efforts to make sorghum sugar, up to the present time, 
a commerciai success have beea futile. It is discouraging to be compelled to 
say that up to the present time no investment of capital for the production of 
sorghum sugar has proved remuneratiye. On the contrary, we have seen a con- 
tinued series of financial disasters attend all these efforts; and in the face ofsuch 
an of facts it might seem illogicalto assume that there is any ion in the 
United States in which sorghum sugar can ever be profitably produced, Never- 

theless, I am of the eee that if the lines of work which I propose to fix in 
this paper can be followed for a few years the financial reverses of the past 
will be forgotten in the financial successes of the future. 

In respect of the localities in which or, Berane culture may be expected 
to prove successful, I will say that Iam still of the opinion expressed in Bulletin 
No. 26, that these localities ** will be found beginning in Southern and Central 
Kansas, and thence extending southward through the Indian Territory. and, 
perhaps, quite tothe Gulf, The experiments of last year, and also of the pres- 
ent year, made by Mr. W. J. Thompson, of Calumet plantation, Pattersonville, 
La., show that sorghum-cane of respectable tonnage and high sucrose content 
can be grown even in the alluvial soils of Louisiana. 

I, however, doubt very much whether the sorghum crop can be grown in 
competition with the sugar-cane in such soils, unless it be indeed by way of 
making a longer manufacturing season, the fields of sorghum-cane being ripe 
and ready for work long before the sugar-cane has matured, Nevertheless, in 
the scope of country which 1 have indicated there is an immense area where 
sorghum can be grown, in case it can be grown at all, and where the p s 

of success, so far as the agricultural are concerned, are far better than 
those attending the ordinary crops of that region. 

In Bulletin No. 27, just issuing from the Department, I have endeavored to in- 

the area suitable to the culture of the sugar-beet, and “this area is 
marked by a belt extending across the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
the cen’ portion of which is fixed by the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit, 
for the months of June, July,and August; extending for a distance of 50 miles 
on each side of this line, the belt represents a vast area within which it is hoped 
that millions of acres suitable to the cultivation of the sugar-beet will be found, 

It is true that the largest portion of this area would be excluded from consid- 
eration for the production of the igar bont by reason of topographical features 
and meteorological conditions, and it is equally true that there may be other 
portions of country not included in the belt in which the conditions of soil and 
climate will be found favorable to the production of the sugar-beet; neverthe- 
less, I think I may be able to make the general statement that if the sugar-beet 
industry should ever be established in this country the region of its greatest 
activity and most successful prosecution will be found within the area of the 
belt indicated. Thus, from a brief review of the natural conditions of this coun- 
try and its natural resources, it seems probable that, under the first head men- 
tioned, is no reason to exclude the United States frem the list of sugar- 
producing countries. 

A production of 500,000 tons of sugar from each of the threo sources men- 
tioned would, for the present, supply the total demand of this country; and 
there is no reason to su that the production of sugar, once established, 
n keep pace w th the increase of population and the increase of con- 
sumption, 

88 to the second statement, namely, the difficulty of securing the in- 
vestment of capital in the manufacture of sugar, I will say that it has been due 
to two causes, the first of which is found in the fact that the facilities of this 
coun for the production of sugar have never been 8 presented to men 
of ital and, second, to the fact that the status of sugar, from an economic 
point oi view, not n regarded as firmly established. 

Although it has been known that the sugar-planters of Louisiana, where they 
dave properly cultivated their fields and manufactured their crops according 
to the best methods, have found an excellent return on the investment of their 
money, yet it has also been evident that vast numbers of them have been con- 
stantly in financial straits. Men haying S to invest, therefore, have felt 
that unless it could be placed in competent hands, so far as the manufacture of 
sugar is concerned, it would be a matter of difficulty to secure an adequate re- 
turn; and since in this country there have been gh spot presented to 
young and intelligent men of acquiring a proper knowledge of the culture and 
manufacture of sugar, it has happened that capitalists have abstained from in- 
eon in this enterprise because of the fear of inadequate returns or total 

088. 

On the other hand, if men of capital had studied carefully the plantations of 
the best sugar-planters of Louisiana, they would have found that their fears of 
Joss were groundless and they doubtless would have been led to invest in this 
industry. Another fact, which has deterred capitalists from investing their 
funds, is that the sugar plantations of Louisiana are, in one sense, at the mercy 
of the Mississippi River. They are protected by expensive and often inadequate 
levees, and thus there is danger every year of a total loss of crop by inundation. 
This constant threat of . is one 5 is easily seen, will 
deter capital from investment, In addition to this, it is only within a few years 
that the extensive s lands of Florida and Texas have been known, and 
even yet there is a w ignorance concerning their extent and value. 

In regard to the economic poses of sugar, I will defer any statements con- 
cerning it to another part of * 

In regard to the next 8 the lack of proper supervision and di- 


pria! e an 
the times at which they were available, it is hard to see that a different course 
of action could have been ble. 

The appropriations e by Congress were at first solely tor experiments in 
the manufacture of sugar, and, naturally, the sole attention of the e 
was given to a study of the methods in use with a view to improving them. 
The most obvious fact which was presented at first was that there was an im- 
mense waste of sugar due to losses in milling. For this reason I considered it the 
first duty of the Department to introduce, if possible, into this country the 
methods of extracting sugar which have been so successfully employed in Eu- 
rope with the sugar-beet. It is difficult, at the present time, to correctly under- 
stand the difficulties which attended this attempt. It was found, in the first 
place, that the vessels of the diffusion ap us, which were well adapted to 
use with beets, were such as to totally unfit them for use with cane. 

In the second place, it was found that entirely new and peculiar apparatus 
had to be de for the pu of properly preparing the cane for the diffu- 
sion process. Many years of hard labor and many thousands of dollars were 
spent in the study and the mastery of these two problems. Some two years 
ago, however, it was evident that the victory had been won and that the proc- 
ess of diffusion could be as successfully applied to sorghum and sugar-cane as 
it had been to the sugar-beet. It was then found that I was able to direct the 
attention of the Department to other important problems. Chief among these 
were two which I considered of the highest importance, namely, the improve- 
ment of the sorghum-cane so that it might be a plant capable of competing 
with sugar-cane and sugar-beets and, second, the general introduction of the 
sugar-beet into the United States, 

With a view tosecuring a solution of these two problems, I labored to have the 
terms of the appropriations made by Congress changed, and this I found a 
rather difficult undertaking. It had been tacitly understood that the appropri- 
ations made by Con for experiments in the manufacture of sugar were 
merely a bonus for those en; in the enterprise in order to help out of any 
financial straits in which the venture might p them. While it is true that 
the terms of the bill specified experiments, yet it is not difficult to construe the 
term experiments so as to make it apply to arg É business which fs not finan- 
3 successful; constructively, an experiment in the manufacture of sugar is 
one in which the experimenter s money, while the business of manufactur- 
ing sugar is only established when it is placed upon a sound financial basis. It 
was, however, enacted by Congress, in the appropriation bill approved on the 
lith of July, this year, that particular attention should be paid to culture ex- 
periments. The words of the bill are as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue experiments in the pro- 
duction of sugar from sug«r-cane, sugar-bects, and sorghum, and especially for 
culture experiments, looking to the improvement of those sources of sugar,” 

By the terms of this law you will see that the special object of the — ying Seay “ca 
is for culture experiments, and for this reason I have recommended to the 
retary the establishment of three special experiment stations in the United 
States for the purpose ofcarrying outthe provision of this act of Con; One 
ofthese stations, namely, that for su e, I haye recommended should be in 
Florida, where the greatest body of land suitable forsugar-eane culture in the 
United States is located and where least is known of its capabilities and growth. 

For the sorghum station, under the terms of this act, [ have recommended 
the State of Kansas, while the location of the beet-sugar station is left open to 
be decided by the results of the culture experiments of the present season. 

Another point which has made the direction and su ion of the work of 
the Department ineffective has been the fact that the a 3 for each 
year were made only for that year and became availabie only on the Ist of 
July. It is difficult for me to express to you the disasters which have been 
caused by this provision. 

In the early history of the experimental work attempts were made, often 

inst my advice and judgment, tomake preparation for manufacturing work, 
which was to be done in September, October,and November, after the Ist of 
The impossibility of property. conducting work of this kind, although 
often pointed out, was never fu fos Pah nea by those high in authority, and 
for this n I was often compelled to go forward with work which my bet- 
ter judgment all the time prophesied must prove futile. 

Thus, in view of all the facts in the case, it can hardly be said that the failure 
of the sugar industry to increase in importance in the United States is to be at- 
tributed to the misdirection or inca ty of the Department of Agriculture in 
the experiments which it has made. 

In regard to the last point, namely, adverse conditions of legislation. I have 

briefly mentioned some of them, but the most threatening of legislation 
in regard to the sugar industry has been the agitation of the duty laid upon 
imported sugar. It was found that in the peculiar conditions of this country, 
representing, as they do, high wages and cost of material, it would be impossi- 
ble, perhaps, to compete in the production of sugar with countries where con- 
ditions of labor, ete., were more favorable. For this reason a duty has been laid 
upon sugar, both for the Pune of encouraging the industry in this country 
and to secure revenue. I have no desire to enter here upon the discussion of 
sugar duties from a 3 point of view, but solely with reference to the effect 
of legislation upon the progress of the industry. . 
It may be claimed that no kind of legislation can affect an agricultural in- 
dustry, the fallacy of which claim 5 upon the most superficial exam- 
ination. Perhaps it may seem absurd to say that legislation can decrease or 
increase the content of sugar in a sugar-producing plant, but I have pni to call 
attention to a most remarkable instance which has occurred, in the last few 
years, to show that legislation can do this very thing. Up to the year 1884 the 
tax which was laid upon the beet-sugariudustry in France was collected solely 
upon the quantity of sugar produced, 

In the year 1884, a change in the fiscal poney of France toward the sugar in- 
dustry was inaugurated. Instead of laying the tax. as before, directly on the 
quantity of sugar produced, it was decided to leyy it upon the weight of sugar- 
beets produced. Ittherefore became the object of the manufacturer to have a 
sugar-beet which would yield as argos quantity of sugar a ping. For in- 
stance, if a tax of $H per ton was levied upon sugar-bects, and those beets pro- 
duced 180 pounds of sugar, it is seen thata tax of M was laid actually upon 
180 pounds of sugar. If, now, this ton of beets conld be made to produce 240 
pounds of sugar, then it was seen that the 240 pounds of sugar would pay pre- 
cisely the same tax as had previously been paid by the 180 pounds. 

At the time of the enactment of this law the yield per ton of oe in 
France was, in round numbers, 180 pounds of sugar, but under the impetus 
given to intensive culture by the new law the quantity of sugar produced per 
ton of beets in France has risen in six years from 180 to about 240 pounds, If, 
therefore, legislation can affect the actual sugar content of a sugar-producing 
pees it oti idle to presume that it must also affect the progress of the sugar 
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ise. 
The uncertain attitude of this Government, therefore, in regard to the sugar 
a in my opinion, done more to maintain the industry in statu quo than 
any other cause. 

A resp ct of the hesitation of capitalists to en in this industry, it must 
be confessed that perhaps this uncertainty of legislation has been the most po- 
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tent cause of the abstention of talists from engaging in the sugar industry. 

In regard to the proposal which is now pending to admit raw sugars free of 
duty and pay a bounty of 2 cents pa pound upon raw sugars prod in 
this country, I have only to say that it is, I 1 established 
policy to pay a bounty on any agricultural product. such a bounty 
would be grateful to the sugar-producer and while it would be hailed by him 
with joy, provided it would be a permanent one, yet it is easy to see that it must 
meet with great opposition and that the benefits of the bounty system could 
be claimed with equal justice by any agricultural industry in a state of depres- 
sion or in 8 with foreign countries. b 

A settled an For wag duty levied, therefore, upon imported sugar would 
tend to render future of the sugar industry more certain; and as long as 
the bounty system is continued as established policy of the Governmen 
with the probability of its being removed by each succeeding Congress, it wi 
— more dm cult than ever before to induce capitalists to engage in the manu- 

facture of sugar. 

Another point which should be considered is that in case, by reason of the 
sare § the sugar industry should flourish until the whole of the sugar con- 
sumed in the country should 5 here, the burden which such a bounty 
would be upon the tax-payers of the country, involving an expenditure of sixty 
or seventy millions of dollars for bounty, must be considered. Aside, there- 
fore, from all political consideration and from a purely scientific view, it must 
be admitted that the popoaki to pay a bounty and the repeal of the sugar duty, 
is about as severe a blow to the sugar industry of the United States as could 
well be given by legislative action. 


THE LOUISIANA SUGAR EXPERIMENT STATION. 


The first systematic attempt to promote the sugar industry of the United Siates 
by means of an experiment station was organized by Louisiana sugar-planters 
in 1885. The enterprise, as at first organized, was a private affair, the pianters 
subscribing asufficient sum of money to equip the station and start its operation. 
Subsequently the station was adopted by the State and thus received State aid 
and a part of the annual e given by Congress for the experiment 
stations of the several States. For several years this station has also received 
aid from the Department of Agriculture to the extent of abont $5,000 a year. 

It is difficult to estimate the great importance of the work of this station to 
the sugar interests of Louisiana. At the time of its establishment, the sugar 
industry of Louisiana was almost moribund. There was little attempt, in any 
part of the State, to cultivate sugar-cane according to scientific methods, and 
no attempt whatever to manufacture the cane in an economical way. There 
was no factory in the State that employed a chemist during the manufacturing 
season, and there were very few plantations in the State where the amount of 
cane passed through the mills was weighed. About the same time the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture commenced its experiments in Louisiana looking to the 
establishment of diffusion, and the first chemical control of a sugar factory in 
the State of Louisiana was established by the Department of Agriculture on 
the plantation of Governor H. C. Warmoth, about 50 miles below New Orleans. 

At the present time the whole aspect of the sugar industry in the State has 
changed, The days of poor agriculture and blundering manufacture have 
passed, It js true that there are still hundreds of small plantations in the State 
on which old-fashioned methods are employed, but these plantations are more 
existing and not pro; ing. The time is not far distant when these will all 
give way to modern factories, either central in their nature or large factories 
under the control of private individuals, and using the best and most modern 
methods of agriculture and manufacture, 

I will not attempt in this place to give even an abstract of the work which 
has been done by Dr. Stubbs in the Louisiana experiment station since all of 
you are familiar with his bulletins, I desire toconfine myself more particularly 
to the work proposed, and now in progreas, by the Department of Agriculture, 
and which comes immediately ander my own direction. 


THE STERLING EXPERIMENT STATION. 


On account of the character of the appropriations and the time at which they 
were available, which has already been alluded to, it is probable that the ex- 

rimental work of the Department would have been much delayed had it not 
been for the co-operation of the Sterling (Kans.) sirup station and especially the 
collaboration of Mr. A. A. Denton, who been in local charge of the work at 
Sterling ever since its inception, now nearly three yearsago. Thecharacter of 
the work which has been carried on at Sterling,and which is now in the third 
year of successful application, may be generally outlined as follows: 

Recognizing the principle of natural selection, it was determined to pursuea 
course of experiments at Sterling with all the different varieties of sorghum 
which could be obtained, for the purpose of gradually climinating from the 
sorghum which was to be used for sugar-making purposes all those features 
which were found unsuitable for this purpose and for selecting from those which 
were found to be suitable the individual canes which presented the best com- 
position for sugar-making purposes. We have not, heretofore, attempted at 
Sterling the intensive culture which has been so successful with the sugar-beet, 
but have contented ourselves merely with taking advantage of the natural 
qualities of the plant for the purpose of preserving and perpetuating those qual- 
ities which were best suited for sugar-making purposes. 

An account of the first year’s experimental work at Sterling ia found in Bul- 
letin No. 20, in the report of Mr. A. A. Denton and Dr. C. A. Crampton. Only a 
careful study of the report will indicate the immense amount of experimental 
work which it represents, As the basis of the experimental work the plan out- 
lined by me in 1834 and published in Bulletin No.3, page 107, was followed : 

1. A careful selection and improvement of the seed with a view of increasing 
the proportion of sucrose, 3 
A definition of geographical limits of successful culture and manufacture. 
A better method of purifying the juices. 

A more complete separation of the sugar from the cane. 

A more complete separation of the sugar from the molasses. 
. A systematic utilization of the by-products. 

A careful nutrition and improvement of the soil. 

Of course all these points could not be studied in the first year of experimental 
work, and therefore particular attention was paid to Nos. 1 and 2, and only in- 
cidental attention to the other numbers. The argument on which I based my 
oe for these experiments is also contained in Bulletin No. 3 (loc. cit.), and is as 

follows : f: 

“Iam fully convinced that the Government should undertake the experi- 
ments which have in view the increase of the ratio of sucrose to the other sub- 
stances in the juice. These experiments, to be valuable, must continue under 
proper scientific direction for a number of years. The cost will be so great that 
a private citizen will hardly be willing to undertake the expense. 

“The history in the improvement of the sugar-beet should be sufficient to 
encourage all similar efforts with sorghum. 

“The original forage bect, from which the sugar-beet has been developed, 
contained only 5 or 6 percent. of sucrose. The sugar-beet now will average 10 
percent. of sucrose, [In the seven years that have passed since the above was 
written the sugar-beet has been still further improved and its mean percentage 
of sucrose now amounts to perhaps 12,] Itseems to me that a few years of care- 
ful selection may secure a similar improvement in ham, 

“It would be a long step toward the solution of the problem to secufe a sor- 
ghum that would average, field with field, 12 per cent, sucrose and only 2 per 
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sirup, and not sugar. Those varieties and individuals of variety of cane 
which show the analytical results should be carefully selected for seed, 
and this selection continued until accidental variations me hereditary 


qualities in harmony with the well known principles of descent. 

Sie ö in selection could be made in different parts of the coun- 
try, and es ally the various agricultural stations and col they would 
have additional value and force, Ina country whose soil and climate are as 
pirenea as in this, results obtained in one locality are not always reliable for 
another, 

“If some unity of action could in this way be established among those en- 
gaged in agricultural research, much time and labor would be saved and more 
valuable results be obtained.” 

A further elaboration of the same idea I gave in an address before the Sugar- 
Growers’ Association in St. Louis, in February, 1887, the principal points of 
which are indicated in the following quotation : 

“ Finally, our experiments have taught us that after all the mechanical difi- 
culties which have been enumerated in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum 
have been overcome, the industry can not become commercially successful un- 
til the scientific agronomist succeeds in producing a sorghum plant with a rea- 
sonably high and uniform content of sucrose and a minimum of other sub- 
stances. This work is peculiarly the function of our agricultural experiment 
stations. In beet-sugar-producing countries, the production of the for 
planting is a distinct branch of the industry. So, too, it must be with sorghum, 
Acareful scientific selection of the seeds of those pant showing the best su: 
producing qualities, their proper planting and cultivation, a wise choice of lo- 
cality and soil, a proper appreciation of the best methods of culture, these are 
5 aa which must be taken into consideration in the successful solution of 

€ problem. : ; 

The results of the second season’s work are presented in Bulletin No. 26, and 
this work was also under the immediate su: ision of Messrs. Denton and 
Crampton. The methods which were pursued were outlined under five differ- 
ent heads, namely: = 
i i By growing and testing all known varieties and selecting the most prom- 

ising. 

2. By hybridizing or crossing these varieties. 

3. By preserving sports“ or variations. 

4. By selecting seed from the finest individual canes of each variety. 

5. By improved methods of cultivation. 

In addition to the above experiments during the t year, there were also 
culture experiments carried on in various other! ities,but the net results of 
these experiments were of little value compared with those obtained at Sterling. 
From the results of the culture experiments of the last year the following con- 
clusions were drawn: : 

“The most instructive fact connected with the culture experiments is re- 
vealed by the statement of the results obtained in localities receiving markedly 
different quantities of sunlight. These differences were also attended by 
varying quantities of rain. It is, however, apparent that moisture, when not 
present in excess, is beneficial to the crop, and the fullowing principles will be 
easily established by the experience already obtained: 

“I The quantity of moisture being furnished necessary to the proper wih 
of the cane, the content of sugar, other things being equal, will depend upon 
the total quantity of sunshine received. 

“2, Excess of moisture diminishes the content of both by reason of in- 
terfering with the proper nutrition and cultivation of the plant and by reason of 
being conditional on numerous cloudy days, diminishing the quantity of light 
and heat received. 8 
re -i ee of water in mature normal canes is but little influenced by 

e rainfall, 

“4. A mean summer temperature of 70° Fahrenheit, for the three months of 
June, July, and August, gives a minimum of heat necessary to the maturation 
of the earlier varities of cane, 

“5. South of the mean isotherm of 70° Fahrenheit, for the summer months is 
a broad belt suitable for the growth of sorghum, the most favorable portion of 
which is the semi-arid region of the southwestern central portion of the United 
States. 

“6. The corresponding arid on of the country would become suitable ta 
sorghum production, with a minimum amount ofirrigation. 

“7 On account of the frequent recurrence of very wet seasons in all re- 
gions east of the Mississippi River, the commercial success of sorghum, as a 
sugar- making crop, in those localities is not to be ex 5 

“3. The cause of a poor yield of sugar in sorghum in high polarization is due 
to the presence of some form of carbohydrates or other organie body, exercis- 
ing a higher melassigenic power than invert sugar or any form ofleyulose and 

extrose. 

“9, The tendency of selected seeds from rich canes to produes a uniform erop 
of high polarizing canes is established under favorable thermic and photic con- 

itions. 

10. The possibility of developing, from existing varieties, a permanently 
palo hea crop capable of cultivation for manufacturing purposes is fully as- 
sured. z 

11. Tue prospects of doing this with two or three of the standard varieties 
is more promising than dependence on an experimental or fortuitous develop- 
ment of a new variety free from the faults inherent in sorghum,” 

During the present season the work at Sterling has been carried on under the 
same general principles. A much r area has been secured for the conduct 
of the work, so that it may be possible to separate the different plats so far that 
there may be no influence of admixture in the seeds of varieties maturing at 
the same time. At the present time 140 acres are under cultivation, and t 
are covered by about eight hundred different plats of sorghum, separated as 
way Ta, possua considering the area under cultivation and the number of 

ats cultivated, 

2 These plats have been largely planted with the results of the seed selection of 
previous years, while some of them are new varieties or attem at crosses. 
It is believed that by the endof the present season there will be fully established 
varieties of sorghum in which the sugar content is much higher than those 
taken three years ago, and in which the content of the substances preventing 
crystallization is decidedly lower. 


MELASSIGENIC SUBSTANCES, 


Our knowledge concerning the substances present in sorghum juices which 
prevent crystallization of the sucrose has been much extended by researches car- 
ried on in the laboratory during the past year by Mr. Walter welland my- 
5 In regard to these bodies, their general classification may be e as 

follows: 

J, Inorganic salts. 

2. Organic salts and acids. 

3. Nitrogenous bodies, 

4. Mucilaginous bodies. 

5. 88 carbohydrates. 
In regard to organic acids we have distinguished the presence of three dis- 
tinct classes of these acids, — 

a. Volatile organic acids of which two have been identified, namely, formic 
and acetic, 
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b. Fatty organic acids belonging to the oleie series, of which two members 
er : f organic acids of which the tollowing members have been iden- 
e. A groupo! w e told’ ve 
7 tartaric, citric, malie, and aconitic. 
ve ons of these organio acids, it appears that 
they may be represented in the following order, the first mentioned being pres- 
ent in the largest quautities : 

Aconitio, citric, malic, oleie, and formic, with traces of the others mentioned. 

No further investigations have been made concerning the nitrogenous bodies, 
with the exception of the identification of an alkaloidal principle giving distinct 
crystalline double salts with mercury and platinum, and corresponding in gen- 
eral to the reagents far ptomaines and alkaloids, 

In regard to the carbohydrate bodies, considerable progress has been made 
in distinguishing the different characters of these bodies present. When these 
bovu whicharein solution in the juices and the molasses, eee ame? ose 

alcdhol, it is found that they are no longer entirely soluble in water; in fact, 

bodies haye been divided into four distinct classes, after precipitation by 

5 hol, distinguished chiefly by theirdifferent solubilities, ese classes are 
as follows: 

1. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in water. 

2.-Carbohydrate bodies soluble in dilute sulphuric acid. 

3. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in dilute sodium hydrate. 

1. Carbohydrate bodies soluble in cuprammonium, 

Tho part of the precipitate soluble in water is distinguished by its reaction 
with iodine and other reagents, as a modification of starch or as a mucilage.or 
gum. This body gives no reduction with Fehling solution, but after hydration 

- with dilute sulphuric. acid gives a strong reduction, both of which reactions 
may be characteristic either of starch products or of mucilages. 

It is, however, probable that the greater part of the body soluble in water is 
of a mucilaginous or gummy nature. 

A general conelusion derived from a complete study of the portion of the pre- 
cipitate soluble in water is that this is com of a mucilage (sleim) and of a 
carbohydrate or carbohydrates, which are without action upon Fehling solution, 
but which after hydration reduce this solution strongly. 


DODIES INSOLUBLE IN WATER AND SOLUBLE IN DILUTE SULPHURIC ACID, 


Alter the separation of the part of the original precipitate soluble in water, 
the residues are treated with 5 percent.sulphuricacid. The productsof hydra- 
tion, after proper purification and reduction to a thick sirup, were separated 
into two portions by the action of alcohol, portion a being soluble in alcohol 
and portion 6 being rap preg by alcohol. The part soluble in alcohol is fur- 
ther divided, by crystallization in a freezing mixture, into a crystalline portion 
and u sirupy portion, but itis not to givethe details of the work here. 

Jt is sufficient to say that both classes of products, while strongly reducing 
Feh ing solution, appear to be without action on polarized light, thus confirm- 
ing u observation made by me some ten years ago to the effect that the re- 
ducing carbohydrates in sorghum were largely composed ofa substance which 
= nert to polarized light, and for which I proposed by this reason the name 

auoptose. ? 

In all, seven different 8 were shown to be present in the precip- 
itate which was produced by alcohol in the original molasses, 

In addition to this, the bodies pee under those soluble in dilute sodium 
hydrate were studied and found to be three in number, some of them resem- 

ng pure cellulose, or modifications thereof, but different in their di of 
solubility. Another carbohydrate was also distinguished as: being soluble in 


cu onium, 
tis believed that tho laboriousinvestigation which we have made of the nat- 
ure of these bodies will throw much light upon the processes which will prove 
most efficacious toward eliminating them as far as possible from the plant itself. 
In recapitulating the results of the study of amorphous matters contained in 
hum molasses, and which prevent the crystallization- of the crystallizing 
bodies, it has been found that these amorpbous bodies are com of nitrog- 
enous and non-nitrogenous bodies, and for the most part of mucilages and 
carbohydrates. It has, therefore, been observed thateach class of these bodies 
is rv presented by several modifications which are distinguished mainly by their 
different degrees of solubility. 

In the practical work of the experimental station, it is evident that the per- 
man nt improvement of the cane, for economic purposes, will be secured both 
by increasing the content of sugar therein and FF 
melaasigenio bodies, The study of the properties of these bodies, moreover, in 
regard to the solubility, will become of practical value in the processes of man- 
ufact ure, making it possible to point out a method for their more effectual re- 
moval during the process of depuration. The further work, therefore, of the 
experiment station, us far as the sorghum-sugar industry, will be the 
continuation and completion of all the work which has already been accom- 
plished, and it is not difficult:to believe that the successful completion of this 
work, coupled, as it will be, with a further study of climatic conditions, will 
tnd i Ree establishment of the sorghum-sugar industry upon a paying finan- 
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In regard to the intensive culture of the plant, as a means of improvement, 
bnt little has yet been done. Last year an attempt at this kind of work was 
made by me near the Maryland cultural station, in which I hoped to de- 
termine the effect of different fertilizers upon the su content of cane, and 
upon its general fitness for sugar-making purposes. ese experiments were 
carried outwith the collaboration of Maj. II. E. Alvord, the director of the Mary- 
land experiment station, and Mr. D. M. Nesbit, the proprietor of a farm imme- 
diately adjoining the station poenas The application of the fertilizers and 
the methods of culture were the same in elds, The fertilizers employed 
and the composition thereof are found in the following tables: 


dieren 


* || 6435... Dissolved l bone-black. 
hosph: j — pi le 
6383 ...| Ammoniated dissolved bone. | 6425. Cottonseed hall ash: 


63881 Ammonite. è 
6352.......| Acid pi 


In addition to these fertilizers the following mixtures were used: 
(Mae Nitrate of soda, one-half part; superphosphate, one part; muriate of pot- 
one part. 
2. Ammonite, or cotton- seed meal, one part; fine bone, one part; kainite, one 


part. 

3. Nitrate of soda, one-half ; Thomas-siag, one part; kainite, one-half 
part; muriate of potash, one-half part. 

4. Nitrate of soda, one-half part; sulphate of potash, one-half part; fine bone, 
one part. 

5. Sulphate of ammonia, one part; sulphate of potash, one part. 

The piats of cane were made to extend longitudinally across the field, while 
the fertilizers were applied on plats running laterally across the field with an 
occasional omission in order td determine the comparative effect of the differ- 
ent fertilizers with plats of unfertilized cane, E lateral division was num- 
bered by a letter of the alphabet, and the method of applying. the fertilizers, to- 
gether with the quantity applied, will be found in the following summary: 


APPLICATION OF FERTILIZERS, 


A—Corn guano, L—Snlphate of ammonia, 


B—Fine bone, | M—Sulphate of potash. 
C—Muriate of potash. N—Mixture No. I. 
D—Mixture No, 2. | O—Acid phosphate. 
E—Kainite. | P—Mixture No. 3. 


F—Ammonite or cotton-seed meal. 
G—Ammoniated dissolved bone. 
H—Nitrate of soda, 

I—No fertilizer. 

J—No fertilizer. 
K—Thomas-slag, 


| Q—Mixture No. 4. 
R—Dissolyed bone-black, 
S—Cotton-seed hull ashes, 
T—Mixture No, 5. 

U—No fertilizer. 
| V—No fertilizer, 


BASIS. OF APPLICATION. 


Pounds peracre, 
Nitrate of soda (one paxt) . vases 320 
Superphosphate, dissolved bone, on 480 
Muriated potash and cotton-seed hull ashes (one part). 320 


~ 480 
. 820 


Kainite (one part}... . es 
Sulphate of potash (one pa 
Sulphate of ammonia (one part 


Cotton-seed meal and ammonite 
Unfortunately, the continuous rains of the whole season utterly destroyed the 

experimental value of this work, so that after afew attempts at analysis in the 

autumn the whole work iaag a rane ret as being of no practical utility. 

The same work, however, is continued during the present season, and the 
prospects of success are at the present time encouraging, The o of this 
work will be to determine the character of the fertilizer which will produce 
the best effect upon the cane, either by incres sing its tonnage or by increasing 
the quantity of available sugar in thetonna:e. There is little doubt that the 
same facts will be found true with sorghum that have been established with 
the 8 namely, that by a proper intensive culture the character of the 
plant for sugar-making purposes may be vasi!y improved. 

When it is considered that this work is carried on in conjunction with the ex- 
periments already outlined at Sterling it is sen that we have at least the foun- 
dation laid eee application of the experimental principles to sorghum 
cane in respect of its utility for au making purposes. 

In addition to this, however, a thorough and exhaustive physiological study 
is in progress of the sorghum plant, from the seed to the matured plant. These 
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investigations have been commenced by a thorough analysis of the seeds and 


astudy of the seeds during germination up tothe point where the reserved ma- 
terial of the seed is entirely used up: 

The study of the plant has been carried on in stages having intervals of two 
weeks. This study consists in a 3 physiological determination of ‘all 
parts of Depa cluding its size and relative magnitude; its roots, stalks, 
and blades, the determination of the volume and weight of these different parts, 
and also of the surface occupied thereby. In addition: to this all the parts are 
thoroughly cleaned, dried, and subjected to exhaustive chemical studies. This 
study taken in connection withthe field-notes-will give the complete life history 
of the plant which it is also believed will be of great practical value in solving 
the economic problems connected therewith. 

As an illustration of the work which is goi ig on in this connection, I present 
to you here some photographs in the various stages of growth, taken on a scale 
which shows the relative magnitude of the various parts, 

I have gone thus somewhat into detail concerning the experimental station 
work in connection with sorghum, both onaccountof the fact that it is in a more 
advanced state than that of the work on the sugar beet and sugar cane which 
isto be conducted by the Department, and also by reason of the fact that the 
difficulties which are presented in the case of sorghum, and which prevent ita 
successful introduction as an economic plant, are far greater than with either 
sugar cane or the sugar beet. . 

may say, however, in regard to the sugar-beet, that nearly all the problems 
which we have yet tosolvein connection with thesugar-caneand sorghum have 
been thoroughly elaborated in Europe, and thechief work of the experimental 
station for the sugar-beetfor the next few years will be more of an educational 
nature and will have for its object the introduction into this country of the 
thoroughly scientific methods of the culture and improvement of the sugar- 
beet and the production of seed therefrom,which have already obtained foot- 
hold on the continent of Europe. 

It would bo reasonable to expect in this country the full measure of success 
for the growth of the sugar-beet for economic purposes, until the principles for 
the improvement of the beet and the production of seed therefrom have been 
thoroughly introduced into this country anda sufficientnumber of persons thor- 
oughly instructed in these principles to exercise a general contro! in different 
parts of the country over the scientific culture of the beet. 

Thus, as briefly as possible, I have attempted to outline before the Society for 
the Promotion of Agricultural Science the character of the experimental work 
which the Department of Agriculture has undertaken, and to for it 
—.— sympathy and support which that work has always commanded from this 


Mr. PLUMB. The Louisiana planter and the Texas planter have 
both found that sorghum ripens sooper than ribbon cane; and thero- 
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fore by the use of sorghum they can extend the working season just as 
the sorghum-producer of Kansas can extend the working season by 
planting beets to come in after the sorghum is used up. 

I have given to this matter very considerable thought and have some 
responsibility for what the Government has done. I have had my 
times of discouragement; yet I can see now plainer than ever before 
that success in this great industry is within the reach of our people, 
As long as we have committed ourselves to this idea in regard to the 
manufacturer, there is not the slightest reason why we should not ex- 
tend it in order that it may embrace within its beneficent infinences the 
agriculturist of the country in regard to this product, which is as essen- 
tial in the present condition of civilization as wheat or corn. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there are one or two things the commit- 
tee seem to have settled for themselves as sound policy, and the Sen- 
ate, following the committee, has settled foritself. One is that in suit- 
able cases protection by bounty of American. industry is proper. We 
are asked by the committee to protect a sugar manufacturein whichthe 
people of Kansas and the people of other States have so great hopes, 
and in which the people of Louisiana have so Jargean interest. Now, 
if that is not settled there is nothing settled in regard to the policy of 
this part of the bill. 

In the next place the committee seem to have settled in their own 
minds, and ask us to agree with them, that the making of one step or 
process, making from a lower article a better article, in getting at the 
result of merchantable sugar for domestic purposes, deserves protec- 
tion, although it be but a single step, and they give a very high duty 
to the refiner of sugar. ‘Taking the whole thing together the refiners 
are better off under the new bill than under the old bill; but at any 
rate they maintain a large duty for them. 

Now, what have the committee to say or what can any Senator say 
when he is asked to extend the same principle and the same policy to 
the production of sugar from imported molasses? One is but conject- 
ural. The expectation of supplying the market of this country from its 
own resources is in the domain of mere conjecture and hope; some 

ple would say dream, but I do not say that. But here isan estab- 
lished industry, in which men under the policies which we have estab- 
lished in pursuance ol our invitation have embarked their whole eapi- 
tal, their whole property, have made it the business of their lives. Hun- 
dreds and thousands of persons are in their employ, and upon it is de- 
pendentin a large degree anotherindustry, that is, our shipping indus- 
try, which we desire alsoand are undertaking to foster by special boun- 
ties. 

Now, if you can pay a bounty for a line of ships to sail from here to 
Cuba by giving them a large price for carrying the mailsor giving them 
an express tonnage subsidy, why can not you maintain this American 
industry already established, which in itself, without bounty, without 
subsidy, is maintaining a large shipping inte a large number of sail- 
ors, and a large number of ships, sending ont, I understand, four hun- 
dred cargoes a year? ` 

Mr. FRYE. Four or five hundred cargoes. 

Mr. HOAR. Sending out four or five hundred cargoes every year. 
It seems to me that we can not undertake, in dealing with this tariff 
question, simply to lay out a logical system spun out of the best brain 
we have got, which we put on the Finance Committee in the Senate, 
and make everybody adapt himself to it. You must take into consid- 
eration the existing conditions in this country, and when you have in- 
vited men into a large and successful and useful business, it seems to 
me it is our duty to maintain that business with the other great busi- 
ness interests of the country by proper means. You agree that the giv- 
ing of a bounty for one step in the giving of a bounty is the proper 
means for the encouragement of the sugar product, and you agree also 
that the giving of a bounty for one step from a lower grade to a higher 
grade by the operation of your duty isthe proper means; and it seems 
to me that these people have the same right to call upon you that any 
other American interest has by the exercise of your legislative author- 
ity and power in their favor. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Kansas or anybody else in the 
belief that an agricultural interest or process or investment is entitled 
to superior regard. It certainly is entitled to equal regard. If it has 
not any respect now or has had in the past an inferior regard from 
the legislation of the country, that should be corrected and made right. 
But why a man who takes a cheap, almost a waste product of a for- 
eign country and makes it into something which is useful for the do- 
mestic purposes of the American people, and thereby supplies them in 
the cheapest way and the best way with what they need, is not just as 
much entitled to the consideration of the Government, and not to be 
broken down in the business, as a man who acquires a piece of land and 
raises a yon it, I ean not understand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, President, there is one remark that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts just made which I do not care to have pass by 
unchallenged. I understood him to say that the refiners were given a 
higher degree of protection than they have under the present law. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I said they were better off. That was not at all 
important to my argument, however. I will let that pass. 

Mr. Of course the benefit that they = under the pres- 
ent law as compared to the benefit they get under this 


is proposed here has been made less than one-half, . I have not worked 
Pay precise difference, but they have been cut down more than one- 

Now, there is a further ion that must be mad. in 1 to 
the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is if this 
provision which we have here adopted has settled anything it is that 
we will attempt to supply the American markets with sugar produced 
from sugar-cane, sorghum, and beets here in the United States. Sofar 
as the foreign sugar is concerned that is imported here above No. 13 
with.a proposed duty upon it, the committee recognize the fact that at 
the present time we can not produce our home consumption of sugar. 
It seems that we must accept the situation and allow sugar to be im- 
ported into this country. 

Then we have gone one step further and said that the raw sugars in 
the world’s market are unfit for use as they are placed in the market, 
and that we will give upon the grades which are adapted touse a suf- 
ficient protection or place a sufficient duty or tax so as to enable, per- 
haps [ might use the word, if you please, provide for, their refinement 
here in this country; that American labor shall be employed in that 
refining process, accepting the fact that they must be refined, the great 
mass of them, as they come from the sugar-producing countries; that 
to adapt them to our use we must make provision for their refinement 
here. 

But nowhere in the bill have we gone to the extent of providing 
for the encouragement of the production of sugar abroad. On thecon- 
trary, the theory of the bill is to provide for the production of sugar 
here to successfully compete against the production of sugar elsewhere. 

It is asked that we go one step further and provide practically that 
our market shall be supplied with sugar that is produced elsewhere, or 
the materials from which it is made, and directly offer a bounty for 
the production of that sugarelsewhere. The amendment of the Sina 
tor from Maine [Mr. FRYE] goes to that effect. His purpose may be 
for the protection of the sugar-boilers here, but the direct effect of it 
will be to stimulate the production of sugar elsewhere, and also to 
bring it into this country to compete with our home production of sugar, 
if we are to succeed in producing it here, to compete with that. We 
are offering a premium and bounty for the further development of sugar 
industries abroad to compete with the production of it here. f 

That was the theory, the policy, the motive of the Committee on 
Finance when it rejected this proposition, that to that extent we will 
not carry this bounty system; that we will not carry it to the extent 
of stimulating the foreign production of a purely agricultural product. 

Mr. EVARTS.. Mr, President, I do not think my colleague places 
this matter of the manufacture here of sugar from molasses in a proper 
relation to any portion of this bill. 

When the duty is taken off sugar, that is the great premium and aid 
to foreign nations to produce it. There is no doubt of that. No one 
ever doubted that a duty taken off a foreign production tended to favor 
and extend that production. Taking off the duty on sugar promotes 
the culture and production of sugarabroad, and in a most liberal man- 
ner, and with certain consequences thought to be compensated by our 
consumers being relieved in the cost of sugar. 

Let that go, then; we have done it. We have encouraged sugar all 
over the world by taking off the duty on sugar imported here. We 
can not encourage sugar within our borders except in certain directions. 
One is by saving the cane industry of this country from extirpation 
by our taking off the duty on sugar. Anotheris that we can nurture 
and encourage an industry valuable directly to our agricultural inter- 


ests as well as to our manufacturing interests of sugar from the nat- 


ural products of our soil. 

But this matter of molasses stands upon à footing ofits own. These 
industries have been pointed out by constituents largely interested in 
them. This does not encourage the production ofmolassesabroad. That 
is encouraged by taking off the duty on sugar. That promotes sugar 
in all its forms, including its drainage of molasses. So this movement 
in reference to this industry of our own has not any such consequence 
atall. Not one additional gallon of molasses can be either favored 


abroad or imported here. Molasses and all the sugars are free, and 


molasses has been free for years. For what purpose? To encourage 
the industry here, the machinery, the skill, the capital here that can 
take up in some sense the discarded drainage of molasses and the in- 


ferior qualities and apply it to nothing here but manufacture inside 
our borders on a raw and in some sense a refuse material brought from 


abroad, a material not competing in any sense with our productionin 
that shape and of course included in the question of sugar duties as 
covering that. i 

Mr. President, the situation of the manufacture of sugar from mo- 
lasses stands in no other attitude for our respect and our interest and 
our protection than the manufacture of the forms of iron from pig-iron 
brought from abroad or from ores brought from abroad. It is a pure 
question of industry, of manufacture here applied to molasses to make 
out of it sugar. We did apply that protection, and for years this indus- 
try has thriven under it by excepting molasses from a duty, while sugar 
made abroad paid 2 cents a pound. 

Now that manufacture abroad out of the cane into sugar is patronized 
by taking off the duty-on sugar, the molasses can be protected in no 
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way but in the ordinary way in which manufacturers are protected 
from im raw materials, and that is by a bounty upon them, be- 
cause it is severed from the opportunity of being protected under a 
tariff duty, and in the very statement of the case that form of protec- 
tion is stricken down. 

Mr. President, I take it that this country does not expect to be called 
upon to give bounties to natural agricultural products in that name 
and by itself. We offer no bounty for the growing of beets at the ex- 
pense of other agricultural products, nor of sorghum over corn, nor of 
any of the natural products of our fertile soil against all the cereals. 
‘That is not the idea. The idea is that we will foster and cherish and 
enlarge a manufacturing industry, and a manufacturing industry that 
is built up no doubt of the raw material produced on our own soil the 
same as iron is, or lead is, or any other raw material. 

So, therefore, it can not be said that there is any patronage or favor 
in the bounty for cane, for sorghum, and for beets, except the interest 
of our country that shall come out of our fields, and that is only 
by ekill, by ingenuity, by invention, by labor, and that we are seeking 
fe 


or. 

I admit the largeness of the interest whereby our natural products 
are made serviceable in manufactures, but it will be long before we 
shall give a bounty upon the natural products of the soil as they are 
completed when they come under the farmer’s kell. 

So, Mr. President, you are to meet this by looking the case in the 
face and saying whether you would like to face this industry which will 
have no operation further than protecting that industry, and not affect 
our importation in the least, but whether we shall make it over here 
from molasses into sugar—or is it to be made in Cuba, now that sugar is 
free ?—and use our plant and our industry and our enterprise as in so 
many cases have been transferred from us to foreign soil. : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Maine that he has already spoken once on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. I rose before to ask a question of the Senator from 

- Rhode Island in charge of the bill. Ihave not spoken in my own time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New York [Mr. Evanrrs] has put 
this question upon the broadest, clearest, and plainest ground. Con- 

by its departure from the old policy of heavy duties laid upon 
the foreign product of sugar, has thereby in the most effective way 
decided tostimulate and encourage the growth and production and im- 
portation of foreign sugars. All other protection is nothing or hardly 
worth estimating compared with that. That is why foreign countries 
desire it, that they may send to us cheaper and in greater qnantities 
their own sugars. 

Now, in departing from the old policy and in encouraging the product 
of foreign sugar, receiving it duty free, Congress thus far has sought to 
in some way compensate for the particular features in the production 
of sugars that are found here upon our own soil, and it hasremembered 
them all except the interest which is now in controversy. It has re- 
membered the producer of sugar, whether from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar- cane, but it has gone beyond that and has protected and compen- 
sated this duty that it takes off the foreign product to the producer of 
maple sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator gets through, I should like to 
ask him a question at some point. Will it be agreeable now? 

Mr. HALE, Just as well now as at any time. It makes no differ- 


ence to me. - 


Mr. ALDRICH. The point is this: I can understand how a man 
may be a free-trader, that is, in favor of unrestricted trade, of admit- 
ting goods into this country without paying any duties upon them; but 
Iam not able to understand the principle the Senator from Maine is 
advocating, of paying foreign producers a bounty to bring their goods 
here. 

Mr. HALE, This is not mine. 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator was addressing himself to 
the amendment of his colleague [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HALE. I intended to address myself to that, Iam coming 
to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Irise to make a suggestion to the Senator from 

` Maine—to ask him, when he comes to discuss that question, to point 
out the difference between the proposition as offered by his colleague 
and giving a bounty to all manufactured woods made from lumber 
brought from Canada. : 

Mr. HALE. Weshall come to that. Mr. President, as I said when 
I was interrupted, we have cared forall these other interests, but there 
is one great interest that, under the old policy which we have hereto- 
fore maintained, has grown up here in our midst, and that is the tak- 
ing of the sugar material in its erudest form after it is found growing 
in the field, to wit, molasses, which the Senator from New York says 
is almost a refuse, a waste article, and bringing that here, com 
tively valueless as it is, and putting it into the hands of American lbo 
and thereby producing certain forms of sugar, Now it is proposed to 
leave that industry out; it is proposed to care for the experiment in 


This is the policy reported by the 


from. 
Main. 


industry is not to be named, and com 
produced from sorghum or beet is a bagatelle, an industry into which 


Kansas and Nebraska, to which I bid God-speed, but which thus far 
has produced little, and I have grave doubts myself whether the sor- 


ghum will ever eventuate in much. I am more hopeful of the sugar- 


beet, but it is thus far experimental, and we have wisely determined 


to protect it. 


Mr. PADDOCK, I should like to ask the Senator if he knows from 
what country the molasses to which he refers comes. : 

Mr, HALE. I do not know that it is essential as to where it comes 
It comes mainly, undoubtedly, from the islands of the Spanish 


Mr. PADDOCK. I thinkit is not imported at all from the countries 


which have been referred to, and therefore there is no export bounty 
upon it, but upon the sugar which is imported from those countries 
over six million pounds was imported by us last year; and in those 
countries there is an export duty averaging nearly 2 cents per pound. 


Mr.HALE. I rise to say 
Mr. PADDOCK. Allow me to finish my sentence. There is an ex- 


port duty which goes to the benefit of the manufacturers and the pro- 
ducers all along the line of nearly 2 cents a pound. You take the tariff 
duty off sugar, which is 2 cents a pound, and therefore under the changed 
conditions thus resulting the manufacturer and those who are about 
to start in the manufacturing of sugar are in no better condition than 
they would have been if we let the tariff alone altogether. 
you would leave the present law as it is to-day they would be better off. 


Indeed, if 
Mr. HALE. That is precisely what Isay. We have recognized the 


man who is experimenting with sorghum and with beets in making 
sugar and have compensated him for the taking off of the duty the 
benefit of which he had before. We have gone into the maple-sugar 
camp and have recognized that, although it is a small product which 
will never increase and which is a luxury and not a necessity on the 
poor man’s table and which will never be anything butaluxury. But 
we have remembered him because as against his product we have taken 
off the duty on sugar. 


But here is found an industry compared with which the maple-sugar 
with which everything 


millions of dollars haye been put, which is employing thousands of 


American workmen inits labor and producing large quantities of sugar, 
and which has thus far been protected by the duty which we now takeoff, 
and this interest alone it is proposed to abandon, to leavein the lurch, 
and what will actually take place will be that you drive it out of its 


places of business. 

I do not say this to invoke sympathy, but I say it because I believe it 
will be an actual fact that unless in some way, as has been provided 
by the Committee on Finance with reference to sorghum and the sugar- 
beet by bounty, or to protect the refiner by additional duty, this in- 
terest, recognized for years as the leading interest in the production of 
sugar for our tables, is regarded now in some form or other, then all 
these places of business must cease, and stillness and desolation must 
reign where heretofore manufacturing industry has prevailed and has 
been the scene of industry and of prosperity and thrift; and it is the 
only interest that is to be leftoutof the list. I do net, for one, believe 
that the Senate, having started on this and adopted its theories and 
made them apply to labor as it is found here, will abandon this interest. 

Mr.ALLISON. Mr. President, the Committeeon Finance considered 
very carefally this question of bounty to the molasses-boilers of the 
United States, and, after very full consideration of the question, I think 
rightly decided that we could not afford in any sense to do this thing. 

There are two arguments upon which this is based. The first is that 
by our bill placing sugar upon the free-list we have by our present pro- 
vision largely encouraged the production of sugar in other countries. 
Now, unless I am very much mistaken, that is an absolute fallacy. We 
have encouraged the production of sugar abroad to this extent, and this 
only, that by reducing the price of sugar to our consumers we have en- 
couraged a larger consumption in our own country than would prevail 
under a duty system such as we have had hitherto, because I take it 
that all these arguments from beginning to end disclose that every body 
now believes that to the extent we have taken this daty off sugar we 
intend to reduce the price, and the result will be the reduction of the 
price to the consumer. 

Otherwise why would we think of pitting a duty on maple sap? 
Otherwise why would we be so careful in every detail of this matter? 
Why is it now that sugar boilers come here and ask us to give them a 
bounty instead of free raw material? We have taxed hitherto the ar- 
ticles named in the amendment of the Senator from Maine 4 and 8 cents 
a gallon. He proposes now to pay a bounty of a cent a pound upon the 
product of molasses that has hitherto been taxed at 8 cents a gallon, 
and yet 5 gallons of the poorest of this stuff make 1 pound of sugar, 
and of the best of it 3 gallons or 24 gallons will make a pound of sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One gallon makes 5 pounds, 


Mr. ALLISON. One gallon makes 5 pounds of sugar; I reversed it. 
Now, we are told that it is necessary to maintain these molasses-boil- 
ers all along the coast, and I have sympathy for them. Why, Mr. 
President, we never touch a tariff bill but what we touch some interest. 
How many men are there now in the United States who would hope 
that this bill should not pass for the reason that they know that it af- 
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fects disastrously their interests? With what plaintive sound we heard 
the discussion here as the lead-smelters who import their ores 
from Mexico! It was said that, although there were twenty-three of 
them, we, by our imposition of a duty upon lead ore, would practically 
drive them out of business, but the sentiment was in that regard that the 
other interests were so great and overpowering that this industry should 
besubordinate tothem. Now, then, these molasses-boilers have grown 
up, it is true, under this system, but they have to take their chances 
as respects their business as every other man and every other industry 
must take its chances, 

Why, Mr, President, ten years from now, or five years from now, when 
it shall be disclosed, as I believe it will be disclosed under this legislation, 
that the sugar industry is to be so encouraged and the cane industry in 
our country as to produce all our home consumption, are we then to have 
an e . made here that the refiners of the United States, who 
have built their great refineries npon the seacoast and in California, 
and in the city of New York, are to be indemnified when their refineries 
will be obliged to give way to the interior refineries of our country 
who are refining beet sugar? because no one supposes that the raw sugar 
coming from beets or from sugar-cane in the interior is to be trans- 
ported by rail from the interior ot our country to the seaboard in order 
that it may be dumped into the refineries there and turned from raw 
sugar into refined sugar at a cost of three-eighths of a cent a pound. 

Is the tremendous cost of transportation not to be anelement? If 
the theory of this bill is to prevail, who does not believe that the re- 
fining industries of our country are to be transferred from the seacoast 
plaves to the Mississippi Valley and the interior agricultural regions 
of our country? ‘That refining interest will gradually and must grad- 
ually give way to this condition of things. : 

Mr. President, it seems to me there can be nothing more inconsistent 
than to pay a bounty to our home producers in order to encourage the 
production of sugar in our own country, even to the extent of encour- 
aging the maple-sugar industry, and then turn around and by direct 
provision provide that those people who do not see fit to use the centrif- 
ugal process in Cuba for the purpose of converting their molasses into 
sugar shall be enabled to import molasses directly into this country 
and receive a bounty of a cent a pound, If the amendment pro 
by the Senator from Maine should be adopted, the result would be 
that there would be no sugar practically produced in Cuba at all. 

The tremendous incentive of a centa pound upon the non- conversion 
of molasses into sugar would be so t that this transfer would come 
in in the form of molasses, and not in the form of sugar. 

So, sympathizing as I do with these sugar-boilers, I do not see how 
it is possible for us to maintain by direct legislation this industry; and 
it is not so great. I have here the importations for the last few years, 
disclosing only the introduction of 33,000,000 gallons all told. The 
Senator from Maine says it is a great industry as compared even with 
the maple sugar. It is a small industry compared with that in the 
aggregate. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that there is absolute force in the sug- 
gestion that this amendment goes beyond anything that has ever been 
proposed in this Chamber, namely, that we shall give a bounty to the 
foreign product. That we have never proposed to do, so far as I know, 
and therefore it seems to me that in every view of it we can not afford 
to do this, however disastrous the bill may be to a few men, and I 
admit it probably will be; but the effect of the provision which has 
been adopted by the Senate of giving three-tenths of a centa pound 
bounty or imposing three-tenths of a cent a pound duty upon sugar 
not above No. 13 Dutch standard will not be so bad upon these peo- 
ple. They can, I have no doubt, go on with their work to some ex- 
tent. They may not make the profits they have made hitherto. 

This sugar system of ours has not been maintained upon the general 
system of a tariff law. It has been maintained upon the system of ab- 
solute exclusion; that everything in the form of sugar shall go through 
the processes of manufacture in this country, and that only the raw- 
est and poorest sugar shall come in from abroad. It is true that 
under this system we have imported very fine sugars in saccharine 
strength from Cuba, because that could be done under the benefit of the 
low rate of duty made for our refiners; but everything in our present 
law is for the interest and for the benefit of those who manufacture 
sugar either from molasses or from raw x 

But take the suggestion made by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvArts] that we have by this bill given encouragement to the pro- 
duction of sugarabroad. That surely is fallacious unless everything we 
do here should be undone, because if the price of sugar is not to be re- 
duced, if 2 cents a pound bounty is not to stimulate production here, 
then in the name of everything let us keep that money in the Treasury 
rather than take it out. Weall go upon the theory in this bill and in 
all these debates that we reduce the price of sugar to the extent of the 
reduction of the duty, 


z Mr. FRYE. I want to ask the Senator a question before he sits 


‘down. Was not the Senator a member of the Finance Committee that 
had the tariff under consideration at the last Congress? 
Mr. ALLISON. I was a member of it. 
Mr. FRYE. Did not the Senator assent to the present duty on sugar 
and put molasses on the free-list? 
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Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE, Then, was not that a proposition to bring in everthing 
in the shape of molasses instead of sugar, as the Senator says? 

Mr, ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator of course can ask me 
questions about what I did or did not do on the tariff bill of 1888. It 
was claimed by the molasses boilers then that we ought to give them 
a bounty, that they were to be placed at a disadvantage because of the 
fact that weat first proposed a small duty pergallon and finally yielded 
to them their suggestion that we should make it free. 

I did not believe then in making it free, but they insisted that they 
should haye a bounty then, which I regarded as utterly inconsistent 
with anything we were doing, but finally they were permitted under 
that bill and I assented to it, I agreed to allow shen to bring in molasses 
free testing under 56 degrees polariscope test, but the Senator makes 
no such limitation here. This molasses test can beanywhere above 56 
and still come in and obtain this bounty. So this is a very different 
proposition from the proposition of the bill of 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN, This proposition is utterly at war with the whole 
theory of the sugar schedule in the tariff bill, entirely inconsistent 
with it, and upon this one point I believeall the members of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, so far as I now remember, are agreed. The argument 
has been made before, but I will refer to one or two items that have 
not been mentioned. 

The theory of this bill is that by a bounty of 2 cents a pound we 
can encourage the manufacture of sugar in this country from sorghum, 
beets, and cane of different kinds. That is the theory, that 2 cents 
a pound bounty, which is about half the cost of foreign sugar, or a little 
more, will be sufficient to induce our farmers to produce sugar from 
the growth of our own country. This amendment is a proposition to 
pay I cent a pound on sugar produced from molasses, 

This bill also proposes, I think unwisely, to give the refinerssix-tenths 
of a cent—I mean that the committee amendment proposes to give the 
refiners six-tenths of a centa pound, so that the amount paid as bounty 
to the molasses boiler and refiner is now equal to the bounty proposed 
to be paid for the production of our domestic sugar. Not only that, 
but this molasses r is of a very inferior quality. It is not fit to 
be used until it is refined, and I have a statement here of a gentleman 
engaged in the business in Boston whosays that this sugar made from 
molasses is necessarily imperfect and can not be used unless it is refined. 

Therefore this would give a centa pound bounty on molasses to be 
prepared for consumption, and that sugar produced from molasses is 
worth nothing until it goes to the refinery, and when it is refined and 
brought into a merchantable state the bounty proposed to be given to 
the foreign product is 1 centand 6 mills, while the bounty proposed to 
be given to our home producers who are to start upon a new industry 
is only 2 cents a pound. I will read what this Boston gentleman en- 
gaged in this business says in regard to this sugar. WE Emerson, 
proprietor of the Oxnard Molasses Refinery, testified before the com- 
mittee: 


I am engaged in the manufacture of domestic molasses sugar, made almost 
entirely from Cuba molasses, Beside myself there are six ers in Philadel- 
phia, four or five in New York, and one in Portland., Our business is entirely 
separate from that of sugar refiners, and has no connection with the so-called 
“trust,” orwith those outside making refined sugars. We import molasses, boil 
it in our houses, and make a sugar averaging 82 degrees polariscope test, which 
we sell to the regular sugar refiners. 

Molasses pays a duty under present tariff of 4 cents lion. As before 

legrees, dark in color, and it can not 


stated, we manufacture a sugar Dar fopi d 
be used for domestic pu until refined by a sugar refiner, A foreign sugar 
of this grade testing 82 degrees pays a duty of $1.63 per 100 pounds. In our 
manufacturing we expect to average about 5 pounds of sugar per gallon, so that 
from 100 gallons of molasses, paying $4 duty, we obtain pounds of sugar, 


Then he goes on and gives the details of his work. Soit is perfectly 
apparent that if the bill should pass with this amendment, as to the 
sugar which is brought from Cuba in the shape of molasses there would 
be no motive to convert it into sugar, because if it is brought into this 
country it will receive when converted into sugar a bounty of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Mr. DAWES. Can the Senator tell me what is the difference be- 
tween sugar-molasses and molasses ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know that I can explain it now. 

Mr. DAWES. The term ‘‘sugar-molasses °’ in all this discussion is 
used, and there seems to be some distinction between what is called 
“ sugar-molasses and ordi molasses. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN, All sugar in some stage of its progress is mo- 
lasses; that is, it is a liquid. 

Mr. DAWES. I. apprehend that this kind of molasses is the mo- 
lasses that is drained from the sugar hogsheads after they are imported. 
Am I notright? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know, indeed. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that is the distinction. Now it comes in 
free. Perhaps the Senator from Louisiana can tell me the distinction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio consent 
to be interrupted? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather not at this point. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon; but I think the Senator will find that 
this molasses has got in free. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Ohio does not consent to be interrupted. 


. 
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Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. I do not want to interfere. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I have said about all that is necessary to be said. 
If we are to stand by this bill we must stand by it entirely, and I do 
say now that the claim of the refiners that is now ingrafted in the 
Senate bill much to my surprise received the sanction of the Senate, 
and I do not think Senators could have understood it at the time. 
What motive can there be in developing this policy that would induce 
us to compel sugar to be brought in under No. 16 Dutch standard— 
what motive could there be? 

The motive and object.of this bill is to give our people, the consum- 
ers, sugar free of all duties, and consequently if it can be brought into 
the country from foreign countries in such a condition that it can be 
used by the people without going into the hands of the refiners, all 
that can bedone if you make the limit No, 16 Dutch standard, because 
the ordinary process of manu ing sugar, now the centrifugal proc- 
ess, is to bring it up to No. 16 Dutch standard. The House of Rep- 
resentatives, where no doubt this subject was thoroughly examined, 
adop:ed this as the line of demarkation. What motive can there be 
for us to give refiners three-tenths of a cent a pound, charged upon all 
the people of the United States, merely to do what would be done by 
the simplest process in Cuba or any othercountry to advance that sugar 
to the grade of No. 16? 

When you have got to No. 16, you have then a merchantable sugar 
which is used in the house of nineoutof ten of all the consumers. But 
when you get above No. 16 Dutch standard, then you have refined 
sugars, the sugars consumed by those who are more indifferent about 
the price. Then, if that sugar goes into the hands of the refiner and 
is improved so as to satisfy the taste of the few, as a matter of course 
it is proper eno to protect that business of refining sugar, because 
it is a business t is beneficial. It converts the imperfect article, 
which can not be done by ordinary processes, and ad vances it above No. 
16, which is more delicate to the taste and more beautiful in its color, 
and for which those who consume it may well afford to pay some little 
advanced price; but there is much sugar below No. 16 that is good 

and will be used by the people of the country. 

Ar. GIBSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The Senator has just stated that if we are to give a 
bounty to the producers of molasses from foreign countries, it will be 
tantamount to giving a bounty on sugar, because all sugaris converted 
from molasses into the manufactured article. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. I will ask the Senator from Louis- 
iana whether or not all sugar is not first molasses ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, all sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. consequently if introduced here in the iorm 
of molasses, receiving 1 cent bounty, there would be nomotive in the 
world for converting itinto sugar, 

Mr. GIBSON. Ik it could be entered here as molasses, the whole 
crop of Cuba would be converted into molasses. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is very plain. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator another question. 
The Senator from Ohio remembers that some years ago, I think it was 
in the forties, when there was a discrimination made in favor of molasses, 
the whole crop nearly of Cuba was converted into meladaand imported 
by our refiners. A case, I think, was taken to the Supreme Court tode- 
termine whether that was molasses or sugar. It was intermediate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A mixture of both. 

Mr. GIBSON. A mixture; but in order to meet the tariff, which 
discriminated in favor of molasses, the crop of Cuba was about being 
converted into melada, which was defeated by the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. 

The question I desire to ask the Senator is this: He says itis wrong, 
as I understand him, to place the dividing line at No, 13 instead of 
No. 16, because sugars above 13 are fit for consumption. That would 
be a discrimination under our tariff system in favor of No. 16 sugar. 
What would be the result? The result would be that the foreigu im- 
porter would convert all of his sugar into No. 16. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely what I want him to do. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is precisely what would take place. What will 
result from that? The retineries of this country would be destroyed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. GIBSON. The industry in Louisiana and in Kansas and Ne- 
braska under this system of bounty would not equal the benefit that 
the foreign producer would get if you allowed him to make sugar up to 
No. 13 to come in at this low rate under onr tariff system, which pro- 

to discriminate in favor of No. 13. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would enable the foreignersto bring their mer- 
chantable article into a eondition where it can be consumed by our 
people, and I would make that good by giving to all producers of sugar 

every quarter a reasonable bounty. Isay, therefore, there is no 


publicreason why we should compel all the sugar to come in through the 


refineries, 

The Senator asks what will become of the refineries. Isay they will 
refine the sugar above No. 16 for the few comparatively who use it, 
and not only that, but they will refine the beet sugarand the sorghum 
sugar, the Taon eae and all forms of sugar for the people of the 


United States who want to use the higher grades, and they will have 
enough to do. Refineries will spring up as the result of the develop- 
ment of the home industry, because the ordinary process of manufact- 
uring sorghum sugar and beetsugar does not advance it more than No. 
16, and it has to go through the process of refining, taking away the 
color in various forms of the refining process; and the refiners, instead 
of being confined to the coast wise ports, will be scattered all over the 
country in convenient locations to the places of production. 

Therefore I give notice that when the bill is reported to the Senate 
I shall try again the sense of the Senate as to whether No. 16 ought 
not to be the dividing line, rather than No. 13. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask the Senator if he does not under- 
stand that if any beet sugar comes from where they have an export 
duty all participate in the benefits or advantages of the export duty. 
The refiners, the manufacturers, and the producers all participate in 
each benefit by that arrangement. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 3 
to go through the same process of 

Mr. PADDOCK, One word more. ‘ore, if we want to give 
the beet-sugar manufacture of this country the protection it deserves, 
we have got to help the local refiner as well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no trouble about the refiner. He can 
take careof himself. Of late years refiners have not been in odor 
with the people of the United States because they have made combi- 
nations, and they defeated for a long time the test of their sugar by the 
polariscope and resorted to every expedient, and more recently they 
have been in combination, as it is plainly manifest, although the combi- 
nation was not participated in by all of the sugar refiners; but it is a 
combination that even now controls the market to a very great extent, 
and it is a combination that should not be favored. When I have an 
opportunity here to secure advantages for the people, and to give them 
free sugar up to the standard that is generally used, I do not choose to 
regard the interests of the refiners in the matter. No doubt they will 
have plenty of employment in refining foreign sugars, and also in re- 
fining our own sugars above No. 16. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to correct the Senator from Ohio in an error 
into which he has fallen, and that is that the sugar farmers of Louisiana 
do not make a refined article of sugar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What grade? 

Mr. GIBSON, Above No. 16. I find in one of the leading papers of 
Louisiana, received this morning, the Times-Democrat of New Orleans, 
an editorial article to this effect: 


Previous to the war five-sixthsof the sugar produced in Louisiana was made 
apres old process in open kettles. As late as 1861~'82 two-thirdsof it was made 
n way. 
the past eight years, however, a change has been going on in 
our sugar-houses, In 1 ’86 the amount of refined — clarified Phytera Daa 
factured in Louisiana for thefirst time exceeded the brown or open-kettle sugar. 
Last season 63.6 per cent, of the sugar crop was refined or clarified, and on! 
es brown or open-kettle, The change thathas gone on has been rapid, as fol- 
ows: 


the beet sugar and other sugars have 


Per | Per 
osni Brown cok 
o sugar. | 0 
total. total. 
Hus. 
17.5 | 389,284 | 82.5 
. 3 81,990) 66.7 
87.7 | 150,293 | 62.2 
48.8 | 115.703 | 52.2 
47.6 89,126 | 52.4 
47.2 | 122,041 | 52.8 
52.8 | 69-681 47.7 
47.9 | 148,718 | 52.1 
63.6 | S, 30. 4 


given by the McKinley bill, 
nas against the open kettle will be stronger 
rapidly £0 out of use in Louisiana. It is not 
as this are made in a leading manufacture 


Sincethe clarified sugar will share in the boun 


the tendency toward the vacauum 
than ever, and the old process wil 
often that such important 

in so short a time. 

This article states that this season 63 per cent. of sugar made in 
Louisiana was refined or clarified sugar. 

I am not so much interested in the refiners asa class. I have always 
felt that I represented the producers, the farmers, the men atthe plow- 
handle, as well as the refiners; There are 500,000 people in my State 

in the cultivation of cane sugar, and more than half of the 
capital of the State. I taxed the patience of the Senate on this subject 
the other day. I endeavored to show them how that industry had 
progressed up to 1860 so that the production supplied over 50 per cent. 
of the supply for our country, and how rapidly it had advanced since 
1864, when the production was only 5,000 tons, and is now nearly 200,- 
000 tons, I pointed out what the obstacles and difficulties had been. 
It was found to consist chiefly in the policy of the European Govern- 
ments, giving an export bounty which enabled the producers of beet 
sugar to place their sugars free on shipboard, thebounty being about 
equal to the cost of production. 

This bounty amounted tothe enormous sum of forty-five millions an- 
nually. The effect of this was to force down the level of prices through- 


1890. 


out the world and to increase enormously the production in Germany, 
France, Austria, and Russia. This production rose from an - 
cant amount in 1860 to about 3,600,000 tons in 1889, while the pro- 
duction of cane sugars has steadily declined. Itthreatens to overthrow 
the industry of eane sugar. 

It has bankrupted Cuba, whose debt is about £137,000,000, the inter- 
est on which is annually £3,500,000, and there was a deficit of £600,- 
000; with a population of only 1,500,000 people, more than half com- 
posed of negroes and Chinese, utterly bankrupted, notwithstanding 
the advantages of climate and the cheapest labor. The English Islands 
and Brazil, in respect of their sugar industry, have been equally discom- 
forted and embarrassed 


These circumstances led them to seek our market, for our tariff af- 
forded some shelter. But it is in consequence of this novel and ex- 
traordinary policy of the European Governments, forcing down by law 
the prices of sugar beyond their borders, that the ad valorem rates of our 
tariff have gonesteadily up while the substance of protection has stead- 
ily disappeared. Yet the tariff has been steadily reduced, in 1883 25 
per cent., and now it is proposed to put sugar on the free-list and give 
a bounty. 

What is the proposition before us? It is to take the tariff off sugar 
imported into this country, which is the only thing we have to protect 
the producer in this country against this German bounty-paid sugar. 
The facts related by the Senators from Massachusetts and Maine show 
to us the embarrassments, the losses likely to ensue from the adoption 
of this novel and hitherto untried process of paying a bounty to the 
producers in this country, instead of keeping on with the plan and 
policy adopted in the beginning of this Government in the administra- 
tion of its revenue powers, I know very well, and we all know, that 
the New Englanders have always sought free trade in molasses. 

In the very first meeting of Congress in 1789 there was a strong and 
earnest effort made by the representatives of New England to secure 
this raw material, as it was to them, free to make into rum. Isym- 
pathize with the Senators from New England in the desire to get their 
raw material free. They ought to get their wool free, and their coal 
and iron ore, and wool particularly. My attention is called to it by the 
smile upon the face of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who 
I have no doubt would welcome anything free in Oregon that was not 
produced in 0 n. Isay New England ought to get wool free, and 
I sympathize with them in their effort to get molasses free. They 
ought to have it free if this bounty scheme is carried out, but I do not 
think they ought to expect the people of this country, while they are 
paying a bounty to sugar-producers in this country with one hand, to 
pay a bounty to sugar-producers in foreign countries with the other. 

This bounty will not raise any money for the Treasury of the United 
States under any circumstances; it merely takes money out of the 
Treasury. It is not the exercise of the revenue power, to raise money ac- 
cording to the Constitution of the United States, but it isan appro- 
priation out of the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of a 
few people in this country who are the producers of sugar. 

Ido not intend to go into a constitutional argument, but I do not 
know any clause of the Constitution which would permit Congress to 
exert the revenue power in order with one hand to take money out of 
the pockets of people and with the other to turn it over to a special 
class; but it does no more in this respect than the protective tariff d 
carried to the extreme limit to which it is carried in this bill. They 
stated in express terms that the bill was framed to discourage importa- 
tions, and many of the advocates of this bill have declared that they 
do not desire the importation of articles which come in competition 
with articles made in this country; and they have made rates prohibit- 
ory in order to benefit the manufacturer. When analyzed it rests upon 
the same principle of taxing the people of the whole country in many 
instances—I do not say in all—in order to benefit a favored few. 

The Senator from Ohio said very properly that if we give a bounty, 
however small, on imported molasses, out of which sugar must be 
made, it was tantamount to giving a bounty to the foreign producer 
out of the Treasury of the United States who pays nothing into it in 
any form whatever, who pays notaxes, who does not consume anything 
that we produce in this country, while at the same time we are giving 
a bounty to the producers in this country of the same article. That 
is an impossible system. It could not be defended. 

I hope the Senators from New England will vote against this bounty 
system in foto and fall back on the old revenue system for which we 
have precedent, and we shall know where we are going and what we 
are doing, instead of making this new departure, foreign to our Gov- 
ernment and foreign to our experience, 

Mr. EUSTIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. I understood him to state that he looked forward to the time 
when the development of the beet-sugar industry would be so success- 
ful in this country that we should be able to furnish all the sugar that 
we use. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said that was the theory of this bounty provision. 
I hope it will be so, at least. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The reason why I ask the question is that I desire to 
understand the theory of this proposition. Then I also understood 
the Senator to state that the reason why he was in favor of making 
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sugar free at No. 16 and below was that it would furnish cheap sugar 
to the American people. 

What struck me as a little singular is, believing, as the Senator does, 
that this industry is capable of successful development, believing as he 
does with reference to every other item in this tariff bill, he has been 
voting for increased duties on imported articles in order to make them 
cheaper to the American people; and when we come to the article of 
sugar he is in favor of taking off the duty altogether in order to make 
that article cheaper to the American people. 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator wish me to answer the question? 


Mr. EUSTIS. I do not think you can answer the question, but I, 


will give you the opportunity, 

Mr. ALLISON. 
der the tariff the production of sugar nearly sinee the foundation of the 
Government, and the result has been that there is about as much sugar 
produced now as there was in 1850, with a consumption largely in ex- 
cess of the consumption of any other country in the world. Upon other 
items where we have the capacity to produce an article to the full 
amount of the consumption we have found by experiment that the price 
has been reduced. That is notably so of iron and steel, but it has not 
been thus far with sugar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Have you found it so in regard to tin-plate? 

Mr. ALLISON, T have not found it at all in reference to tin-plate. 
That is one of the things for the future. I do not care to discuss that 
or to interrupt the Senator, but it is upon the theory, in my mind at 
least, that under the protective system, which certainly since 1872 has 
been of the most enormous character, increased in 1875 25 per cent., 
and under that there is not to-day as much sugar or any more sugar 
produced than there was when that enormous duty was imposed. 
have been in favor of trying another experiment. it 
experiment will fail, but I hope it will not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator does 
not extricate himself from this dilemma. If you have discovered that 
the expansion or development of the sugar industry of this country no 
longer deserves the favoritism of the Government, why do you propose 
to give a bounty to sugar-planters? 

If you are satisfied, as you state, that the sugar crop instead of in- 
creasing under a high protective duty has been decreasing, what right 
have you or what defense can be made of your action in advocacy of 
your proposition that, notwithstanding that decline in the sugar in- 
dustry of the country, you still propose to make a gratuitous donation 
of 2 cents a pound to everybody in the United States who produces a 
pound of sugar? One of two things, Mr. President—and I only select 
my friend as representing the Finance Committeeand represen the 
protective policy on the other side of this Chamber—I say one of two 
things, cither you do believe that we are capable in the future of de- 
veloping this industry or you do not believe it. If you do believe it, 
why do you not keep it under the shelter of your protective policy? 
Why do you turn it out in the cold to starveand to die and to perish ? 
If you do not believe it, where can the justification be found that the 
Government of the United States as a mere matter of gratuitous favor- 
itism shall made a donation of 2 cents a pound to every producer ot 
sugar in this country ? 

Mr. President, although the honorable Senator has failed to disclose 
in his statement the true philosophy of this proposition, I will endeavor 
from my standpoint to elucidate its, to me, g fallacy. It is 
neither the one thing nor the other. If your idea be to encourage and 
to foster and to develop this industry, that this industry is not to be 
entirely abandoned and left friendless, that it should still, notwithstand- 
ing its unfortunate attitude, receive some slight measure of govern- 
mental favoritism at your hands, that is, that you are not entirely hope- 
less as to its future revival, I say, Mr. President, that no proposi 
could be submitted to this body which would, in my judgment, more 
tend to absolutely destroy and annihilate that industry. 

It is true that for the time being those who are already engaged in 
sugar planting, those who have already invested their capital under 
the protective system in the making of sugar, will under this bill re- 
ceive no serious detriment. The loss which you cause them to incur 
by putting it upon the free-list from below 13 or 16 would be indemni- 
fied to them by the bounty which you propose to pay them, which is 
on an average equivalent to the duty which you propose to abolish; 
but who besides them is going to invest his capital in sugar planting 
or beet raising or the sugar-manufacturing industry in this country? 

Who besides those, Mr. President, who have already invested their 
money, and, as they now think unfortunately, in this industry which 
every other Government on the face of the earth, and ours up to the 
present time, haye made strenuous efforts to maintain and sustain, to 
encourage and develop, are going to raise sugar? 

Do you suppose that any sane capitalist is going toinvest his money 
in a sugar industry because you propose to-day to bestow hima 
precarious and unpopular and revocable bounty, a bounty ag which 
the powerful Democratic party is arrayed through principle and upon 
convictions, a bounty which is only receiving an insincere support upon 
your side, a bounty in which even you yourselves do not ve and 
which Jons pouto opponenti denounce and announce to the country 
that they will opposeits passage? Is that the inducement which you 


My answer to that is that we have encouraged un-. 


I 
t may be that chat 
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ropose to the capitalist? Why has the sugar crop of Louisiana from | ful State no Republican Senator would ever have indulged in the antic- 


1804 to 1885 risen from 5,000 tons to 167, 000 tons? y has the pro- 
ducton of Lonisiana been increased thirty-five fold, which I say will 
challenge comparison with any industry in the United States, notwith- 
standing my friend from Iowa seems to be so skeptical in regard to it? 

It is because the capitalist in Louisiana and outside of Lonisiana 
who has gone to Louisiana from the wealthier Northern States has un- 
derstood almost from the foundation of this Government to the present 
time that the sugar duty is a revenue duty, the cheapest tax that can 
be levied upon the American people, the tax that is most n and 
most proper for the Government of the United States to collect and to 
levy, and that was his safeguard, because it was under the sanctions 
of the exigencies and necessities of the Federal fisc. That is the rea- 
son why this crop has increased to such a large extent, and if it had not 
been that every time the Republican party is in power, notwithstand- 
ing it claims to be the friend of protection, the planters of Louisiana 
have been obliged to send to a Republican Senate and to a Republican 
House delegations after delegations here, year after year, beseeching 
them not to destroy that industry and to rob the Treasury of the United 
States by putting sugar upon the free-list. 

Sir, they have never asked us for any bounty. They do not ask for any 
bounty to-day; they simply say thatif you wish to develop anindustry, 
and I agree with the Senator from Iowa, I believe that since the im- 
provements that have been completed in Germany and in France at the 
cost of so much money in order to perfect that peculiar machinery which 
may produce beet-root sugar after years and years of experiments which 
have been made by these intelligent nations, after the tremendous 
bounties which have been paid by these Governments to the producers 
of that beet-root sugar, now is the time for the Government of the 
United States and the people of the United States to seize this oppor 
tunity and to build up and develop and mature thatindustry, and I be- 
lieve that in a few years we will be able to raise every pound of sugar 
that is necessary to be consumed in the United States, but you can not 
do it by inviting Germany to dump upon our soil her hundreds of 
thousands of pounds of raw sugar to take control of the market. 

You can not do it by putting sugar upon the free-list and saying to 
Germany, Last year you sent us 200,000 tons of raw beet sugar, an 
increase of 60,000 tons over the year before; that was, under your high 
protective s Germany had produced 500, 000 tons more sugar last 
year than she had before, and nearly one-half of that surplus found an 
entry into our ports and was used in our refineries. Do you propose 
to encourage this industry by opening still wider this door to Germany 
which has madesuch marvelous success with reference to the develop- 
ment of beet sugar? 

What does your bill propose? The Senate committee amendment 
which was adopted this morning established grade No. 13 Dutch stand- 
ard—from 13 to 16 under the existing law the duty on sugar is 2} cents 
a pound; below 13 it is 2 cents a pound—proposes. in order to encour- 
age the sugar industry of the country, to remit the 2 cents a pound 
duty to the sugar-planters of Cuba, who furnished us with 50 per cent. 
of the sugar we consumed last year, to the beet-sugar raisers of Ger- 
many, who are aided by a drawback of 2 cents a pound on every pound 
of sugar sent to a foreign country, and you propose to abolish the 2} 
cents duty on sugar from 13 to 16, and in return for this you propose 
to pay the sugar-planters 2 cents a pound. 

Why, Mr. President, I had a conversation yesterday with a very in- 
telligentgentleman, His father lived in Louisiana, was asugar-planter, 
and moved to the North before the war, and this young man was en- 

in a refinery in Brooklyn. He told me he had spent two years 
in Austria studying this beet-root question. He had traveled a great 
dealin this country in order to ascertain what soil was better adapted 
to beet raising than any other. He selected a spot in Nebraska. He 
ordered his machinery to this immense establishment from Austria. 
It was transported to a seaport in Germany, transported across the 
ocean into the United States, carried into the interior of Nebraska, and 
this year he has six hundred and thirty farmers raising beets for him. 
This year, which is an experimental year with him, he will make 
6,000,000 pounds of sugar, 

This gentleman told me that he was so well satisfied that this coun- 
try was capable of producing beets which could be made into sugar, 
which could compete with German sugars under the existing law, that 
he did not hesitate to invest five or six hundred thousand dollars in 
this beet factory; and yet that same gentleman testified before the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House that if the sugar duty 
was taken off and a bounty was substituted for it it would arrest and 
destroy that infant industry. 

The fact is, Mr. President, that whatever may be our discouragement 
with to sugar producing in this country, however we may have 
ind the expectation that that sugar industry ought to have made 
greatey strides, yet we are selecting in my humble judgment the very 
moment when all the advantages are in our ſavor and when we have 
overcome all the disadvantages. Give to the people of Louisiana a 
permanent of moderate duty, whatever it be, so that it be pro- 
tected, Let it be understood by them that this sugar question is not to 
be made the f battledore and shuttlecock between majorities in 


0 
Congress, and I really believe that if the State of Louisiana was a doubt- 


ipation of putting sugar on the free-list. 

We confess our orphanage; we admit our helplessness. We only 
know that there is great justice in our cause and in our demands, that 
when we ask you to give us one dollar of protection we turn into the 
Treasury of the United States nine dollars to be spent by the American 

ple. What other industry can boast of that result and of that op- 
eration? ButI say that even under the serions disadvantages under 
which those people have been laboring the results which have been ac- 
complished in the State of Louisiana are simply marvelous, 

Every improvement that has been made and suggested with reference 
to machinery has been purchased without any hesitation by these 
planters, as intelligent a class as exists in the United States, devoting 
their whole lives to the study of this one particular question, following 
in the footsteps and having thesame ambition as their fathers and grand- 
fathers. They have, by adopting improvements, novel appliances, and 
new processes, converted every old-fashioned sugar-house into almost a 
magnificent refinery, or a sugar-house with new machinery. 

Mr. President, I desire to announce to the Senate that I can not vote 
for this bounty proposition, I believe that itis wrongin principle. I 
believe that it is made with insincerity. I believe that it has no cer- 
tainty and no permanency. I believe that it is equally unjust to the 
sugar-planters of Louisiana and to the Government of the United States; 
that it is not honestly intended to confer any permanent or reliable 
benefit upon the sugar producers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I realize that time is pressing upon 
the Senate 

Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator will yield to me for one moment I 
should like to make a suggestion to the Senate. Unless we ean finish 
the debate upon this proposition and upon the proposition in regard 
to reciprocal trade before 6 o'clock it is evident we shall require an 
evening session, and I should like to submit a request for unanimous 
consent to take a recess from half past 5 o’clock till 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not going to engage in the general debate on 
the bill beyond speaking about five minutes on the pending proposition 
of amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had no reference to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
I only desired to ascertain the wishes of Senators upon both sides of the 
Chamber in to an evening session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that at half past 5 o’clock the Senate take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania ob- 


jects. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will move, for the purpose of testing the 
noe orme Senate, that at half past 5 the Senate take a recess until 

o'clock, 

Mr, CAMERON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island moves 
that at half past 5 o’clock the Senate take a recess until S o'clock; on 
which motion the Senator from Pennsylvania asks that the yeas and 
nays may be entered on the Journal, 

abs roa and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ], but believing that he 
would vote yea on this proposition, I vote yea. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], who is temporarily absent from 
the Chamber, and vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I inquire ifthe Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
is recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I decline to vote then, as I am paired with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS—48, 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Allen, Evarts, McMillan, Ransom, 
Allison, Faulkner, Manderson, Sanders, 
Barbour, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Moody, Sherman, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Spooner, 
Carlisle, Gray, Paddock, Stewart 
Casey, Hale, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pierce, Teller, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Piatt, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Hoar. Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom Ingalls, Power, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—13. 

Dolph, Turpie, Walthall, 

Cameron, Harris, Vance, 
Coke; Quay, est, 
Davis, Reagun Voorhees, 
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ABSENT—23, 
Bate, Dixon, Hearst, Payne, 
Blackburn Edmun Hiscock, Pettigrew 
Blair. fate Jonesof Arkansas, Squire, ` 
Brown, Farweil, Kenna, Stanford, 
Call, George, McPherson, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Hampton, Morrill, 


So the motion was to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Two years ago when the tariff bill was before the 
Senate, and a proposition was made in this body to reduce the duty on 
sugar 1 cent a pound and to give in lieu of the 1-cent reduction a bounty, 
I took occasion to give the reasons which impelled me to vote for the 
bounty. I stated at that time, and I am still of the same feeling, that 
I voted for a bounty upon any product reluctantly, and that I knew of 
none except the article of sugar to which, under the circumstances of 
to-day, I would be willing to apply it. 

I shall vote, Mr. President, with the utmost cheerfulness to place 
sugar on the free-list in this bill—and I wish it might be free up to 
No. 16 Dutch standard—and to give to the sugar producers of this coun- 
try a bounty of 2 centsa pound. If there can be anything sublimely 
audacious it seems to me the demand made here by the Senators from 
Louisiana, as they make it, that a protective duty upon sugar be con- 
tinued is sublimely audacious. : 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I defend the duty upon sugar—perhaps the Senator 
is not abte to understand my position—upon the revenue basi 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite ableto understand the Senator. If I 
understood the Senator he said that sugar ought to have protection. 
protection in permanent, safe, and reliable form,” in the shape of a 
duty rather than in the form of a bounty, which isso unpopular, and 
so liable to change, and therefore so unreliable. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator does not desire to misrepresent me? 

Mr. SPOONER, Certainly not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. A duty in the interest of the Government of the 
United States, and incidentally and unavoidably in the interest of the 
sugar-planter. 

Mr. SPOONER. That isthe difficulty with the Senator from Louis- 
iana. His revenue“ duty is, for Louisiana sugar, a strong protective 
duty. 

Mr. EUSTIS. ‘There is no difficulty at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. We import sugar into this country each year, upon 
which the duty amounts to $55,000,000. It is a necessary of life. It 
is not confined in its use to the palace. It goes into every home, how- 
ever lowly. It goes into the cabin of the miner. It goes into the lum- 
ber camp, and into the home of every laboring man, All the people 
must have it. The domestic production is, as I recollect it now, and 
T have not time to go into the figures, only about one-eighth of the con- 
sumption It is so trifling, so insignificant, and it has been so since 
1860, as to produce not the slightest effect upon the price of sugars in 
this country to the consumer. 

So it happens that the duty upon sugar is a tax upon sugar which 
every man who buys a pound of it, be he rich or be he poor, whatever 
its grade, is obliged to pay. 

Mr. President, the Senators from Louisiana, treating this as a rev- 
enue duty, demand that it shall be continued. Although we are trying 
our best to reduce the revenue, they demand that it shall be continued. 
Although they call it a revenue“ duty, it affords the largest measure 
of protection to the sugar industries of Louisiana that ever was given 
to an industry on this earth. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention toa 
statement that was made by a Republican colleague who investigated 
the matter, that there would be a deficit of $50,000,000 in the Treasury 
of the United States within eighteen months? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know of nothing in the Constitution or laws of 
the United States which requires me to agree to thatstatement. Ido 
not think it is correct. We are endeavoring by this bill to reduce the 
revenue. One way to reduce the revenues, and the best-way, because 
it will bring relief to all the people, is to take this duty off ot sugar. But 
I would not be willing to take the duty off of sugar and leave the sugar 
producer of Louisiana without any protection. I am not willing to 
leave the beet-sugar producer of Nebraska or the sugar producer of 
Kansas without protection. 

Two cents bounty isas much protection as 2 cents duty; and we have 
this alternative, to leave this duty on sugar, protecting the domestic in- 
dustry in that way, or togive the 2 cents bounty, with what difference 
in cost to the people, Mr. President. We can give them this protec- 
tion by a bounty at a cost of between six and seven million dollars a 
year. We give the protection by duty at a cost of $55,000,000 a year, 
The Senators from Lonisiaua ask that we shall continue the duty in 
preference to the bounty, although the bounty gives them the same 
measure of protection at a cost to all the people of the country of the 
difference between $55,000,000 a year and $6,000,000 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to make 
a suggestion to him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. A brief suggestion? 
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Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. > 
Mr. GIBSON. It is estimated that the bounty to be paid towards 
this product this year will be about $9,000,000, and it is held by the 
advocates of the system that the Senator insists upon, that it would 


promote that industry; that the producers say that in the next-three 
or four years they will double the domestic production, The bounty 
must then double, and in the next ten years it is likely we shall pro- 
duce all that may be consumed in this country.. What will then be 
the bounty of 2 centsa pound? It will amount to more than $40,000,- 
000 upon any estimate or moderate calculation. 

Mr. SPOONER. We will cross that bridge when we come to it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then the Senator says, if he will permit me, that 
$55,000,000 a year is paid at the cost of the Government of the United 
States, Just the reverse is true, It goes into the Treasury of the 
United States, every dollar of it. i 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator is true with his question, the people 
pay it, as the domestic production is so slight as not to affect the price. 
I will state that he put the same question to me two years ago, and it 
is susceptible of easy answer. I hope that the domestic production will 
increase. If it does increase the bounties will increase. We will take 
care of that later. If it doesnot increase the payment of the bounty 
it is useless; it does not accomplish the effect which is intended. 

But we are dealing, Mr. President, with the financial condition of tlie 
country to-day, and the proposition of the Senators from Lonisiana is 
that in order to encourage the Louisiana sugar industry and the beet- 
sugar industry in this country all the people shall pay in tax about 
$47,000,000 a year. 

Mr. EUSTIS. To whom do they pay it? 

Mr. SPOONER. For one I am not in favor of it, Mr. President. 
Talking about protection to the Louisiana sugar industry, I repeat what 
I said two years ago. There has not been a year since 1860 that if the 
people of the United States (but for the revenue which the war made 
necessary they should have to carry on the Government and pay the 
debts which had been entailed) had bought the entire Louisiana sugar 
product and dumped it into the Gulf they would not have made from 
thirty-five to forty-five million dollars. : 

I hope this bounty will have the effect to stimulate the domestic - 
production, but I have some doubts about it. I have more doubt about 
the increase of it in Louisiana than anywhere else, although about that 
I may be entirely wrong. The Senators from Louisiana would have 
the people pay $50,000,000 a year tax upon sugar to protect them, 
the sugar-planters of Louisiana, for that is about what it amounts to, 
when we do not need nor want the revenue; and yet they stand here 
in the Senate voting and advocating that almost every Northern prod- 
uct be placed upon the free-list. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have never done that. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator as he took his seat took occasion to 
say to the Senate, although I confess I did not see quite its pertinency 
to the sugar discussion, that New England ought to get her wool free, 
caring nothing for the farmers of the West who are interested in this 
product of Ohio, Wisconsin, Illinois, and other States of the Union. 

Mr. GIBSON. There are quite as many sheep south of the Potomac 
as north of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very:well. Wool may come in according to the 
Senator from Louisiana from anywhere in the world to destroy this 
agricultural industry. He says they ought to have their iron ore free; 
that New England ought—to use his own language. Why New Eng- 
land any more than any other portions of the country? He said they 
oughtto have their iron ore free, not caring what effect importations or 
Cuban ore, the product of cheaper and more degraded labor, would 
have upon the fortunes of the iron miners who dig under the earth on 
Lake Superior, in Minnesota, in Wisconsin, in Michigan, in Pennsyl- 
vania, and in other portions of the country. 1 

He says New England should have her coal free, whatever effect it 
might have upon the wages of the coal miners in different parts of the 


country. 
The same with lumber. This willingness to place upon the free-list 
almost every item which could be named and demand $50,000,000 pro- 


tection for the Louisiana sugar industry comes—and I close with the 
remaf« with which I opened—very near, if not quite, to the sublimity 
of audacity. : 

I shall vote with great pleasure myself, intending to do no injustice 
to the sugar industry in Louisiana or anywhere else in this country, 
to make sugar free to our people and cheaper to our people as nearly 
as by this bill we can doit. The Democratic party will go betore the 
country for free wool. We will go to the country with free sugar. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I want to call attention to what it 
seems to me isa fallacy in the a ent which is submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It is that a bounty upon the sugar raised in 
this country is as much a protection to that industry as a tariff upon 
the importation of sugar. 

Mr. President, when we make the importation of sugar free, though 
we may puta bounty of 2 cents a pound upon that which is produced 
in this country, we open the markets of the United States to the sugar 
of Cuba, of Brazil, of Germany, the West India Islands, and wherever 
it is e. Whatever bounty is paid upon the sugar produced in this 
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country, it has to go into the market in competition with the free sugar 
from all the other sugar · produeing countries, and in competition with 
that lower and cheaper class of labor to which the Senator has just re- 
ferred, when speaking of the importation of Cuban ores, which are 
brought in competition with the labor of this country. 

While I am up, Mr. President, I wish to say that we have heard ar- 
ee. after argument about the necessity of protecting American in- 

ustries and American labor. Here, now, avowed by gentlemen who 
take pleasure in avowing themselves protectionists on account of pro- 
tection, we find the argument reversed. We find here a proposition to 
benefit the labor of Cuba, the labor of Germany, the labor of Brazil, 
the labor of Central America, the labor of all countries outside of our 
own, at the expense of the labor of our country. 

Gentlemen need not assume that that is counteracted by the fact 
that a bounty is paid, because, as I said before, when you bring the 
free sugar from the cheap-labor countries in competition with the sugar 
which is to be produced in this country, whatever bounty you pay for 
the production of that sugar, it goes into the market with the free 
sugars and the enormous amount of sugar produced in other countries 
and it has to come down to the level of the prices of sugar of the other 
countries. So you may pay the bounty, but the loss is sustained on 
the price of the s which is to be made by this country. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. It 
will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word pound,“ in line 17, page 51, 
insert: 

To the producer of sugar of like test from imported molasses,a bounty of 1 
cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offertheamendment which Isend to thedesk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, after paragraph 223, insert a new 
paragraph, as follows: 1 

That all machi purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar factory for 
Taaautaetute of bees sugar in the United States from beets produced therein 
shall be admitted duty free until the Ist day of 8 1892: Provided, Th 
duty collected on any of the above-described machine abr 
imported into the United States for the uses above indicated since January 1, 
1590, shall be refunded. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I offer an amendment to that to include machinery 
to be used in producing sugar from cane. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 


The question is on agreeing to the 


£ as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Louisiana. 


The SECRETARY, It is proposed to amend the amendment so as to 
make it read: 

That all machinery ee abroad and erected in a beet-s: , sorghum, 

sujrar-cane factory forthe manufacture of sugar in the Uni States from 


or 
beet, so: 
described machinery purchased abroad and imported into the T 
the uses indicated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will accept the 
amendment to the amendment. x 

Mr. MANDERSON. TheSevatorfrom Nebraska will most decidedly 
not accept it. The amendment to the amendment, as I understand it, 
proposes to extend the privilege of free importation of the machinery 
that is used in the al eee of sugar to ribbon cane or sorghum as 
well as to the beet. 

I certainly do not favor this amendment to the amendment, because 
I do not think it is needed that we should have any such exemption. 
Ever since the foundation of this Government sugar has been produced 
from cane, and thecane-sugar machinery is, I understand, manufactured 
in this country. As compared with the machinery needed for the pro- 
ducing of sugar from beets it is very simple machinery. The machin- 
ery that is needed for beet sugar is made altogether in Germany, France, 
and Austria, and none of it is made in this country. It is quite in- 
tricate and difficult of manufacture; and in the early stages of this 
new industry I think it would be imposing a very severe burden upon 
it if it was required to pay the duty that. there is upon this vast ma- 
chinery, which I understand is 40 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY.» Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask him if it is not true that the machinery now 
used in the manufacture of sugar from the cane is the same under the 
recent diffusion process as that used in the manufacture of sugar from 
beets in Germany by what is known as the diffusion process? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that it is a very different class of 
machinery. 

Mr.GRAY. I think the Senator is greatly mistaken about that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think not. My information comes from 
those who are fully informed upon this subject. 

Mr. GRAY. I have the authority just at this moment of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], who is presumed to be acquainted 
with it, to say that the machinery is precisely the same. 7 

Mr. MANDERSON. My authority is the gentleman quoted by the 


um, or cane produced therein, shall be admitted duty free until the 
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Senator from Louisiana and complimented by him, Mr. Oxnard, who, 
at enormous cost, has erected this great beet-sugar plant at Grand 
Island, Nebr. All the machinery for that plant was imported from 
Austria. It came into this country by way of New Orleans. Not a 

iece of it was bought in this country, because it could not beobtained 

ere. I understand that most of the machinery used for the extrac- 
tion of sugar from either the sorghum or the ribbon cane is manufact- 
ured in this country. Itwould hardlyseem likely that this gentleman 
would go to the enormous expense of ordering the machinery from 
abroad and paying 40 per cent. duty upon it if he could obtain it in 
this country. I understand from him it isa very different class 
of machinery. 

Mr: EUSTIS, I can inform the Senator from Nebraska that there 
is no doubt about the question. What is known as the diffasion proc- 
ess used in the beet manufacture is also known as the diffusion proc- 
ess in reference to cane. It is an entirely new process in reference to 
cane that has been tried and experimented with, and it is identically 
the same machinery. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems from what has been said by the Senator 
from Nebraska that we are to have the case of binding-twine and bag- 
ging for cotton over again on this subject, The Senate made binding- 
twine free by quite a large vote, and then by an equally large vote on 
the same day refused to make bagging for cotton free, although it is 
manufactured from precisely the same material, the material being put 
upon the free-list. Now, the Senator from Nebraska moves to admit 
free of duty all machinery for the manufacture of sugar from beets and 
opposes the admission of machinery free for the manufacture of sugar 
8 cane and sorghum, although it is exactly the same kind of ma- 

nery. é 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator what occasion 
there is to admit the machinery that he speaks of. The Senator from 
Louisiana desires to have it admitted free when the best machinery of 
that kind manufactured in the world is manufactured in thiscountry. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then why does the Senator from Nebraska want 
it admitted free for the manufacture of beet sugar? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Because the other is not manufactured here at all, 

Mr. CARLISLE. But it is the same kind of machinery, 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Louisiana has just said that the 
same machinery is used. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is not the same kind of machinery. At least 
such is the information that comes from experts to me. ‘The applica- 
tion of the diffusion process is different. Themachinery that is applied 
to the diffusion process is different. The best machinery for the pro- 
duction of beet sugar in the world is manufactured in Germany, where 
they have had enormous experience in the use of such machinery, and 
the best cane-sugar machinery is manufactured in this country. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will explain to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
machinery which is used in Louisiana is not the machinery which is used 
in Austria in what is called the diffusion process, but the machinery 
for the diffusion process can be used, and has been used, for the cane, 
and it is identically the same machinery, and that machinery has been 
imported from Austria and used in Louisiana, and it is called the dif- 
fusion process. 

Mr. CARLISLE. is it superior to the old method? 

Mr. EUSTIS. It is an improved method. 

-Mr. CARLISLE. I understand it is improved machinery for the 
manufacture of sugar from beets and from cane, and it is machinery of 
the same kind in both cases, and is largely manufactured in the city 
of Wilmington, in the State of Delaware. Moreover, it is no answer 
to this from the standpoint of the Senator from Nebraska to say that 
the machinery is not made here at this time. The question is, as we have 
been told over and over agaia during all this discussion, whether it 
can be made here or not.. Tin-plate is not made here. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will notice 
that the amendment limits the period of free importation until Janu- 
ary 1, 1892, so as to give the chance for the development of this manu- 
facture here. 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator then supposes that under absolute 
free trade in this machinery the industry will be established here, and 
after it has been established then he proposes to have free trade no 
longer. That is the amendment; that it shall be admitted free of duty 
until the industry is established under free trade, and then it will be 
subject to a duty. 

Mr. GIBSON. Task the attention of the Senate while I make an 
explanation of the facts in regard to this matter. 

A few years ago our planters, some of whom had traveled in Eu- 
rope, conceived the idea that the machinery applied in Europe to the 
manufacture of sugar from beets might be applied in this country to 
cane, and they imported European machinery for that purpose. Of 
course it entailed upon the gentlemen who embarked in this enterprise, 
for it was an ex t, expense, just as it has upon the con- 
stituents of the tor from Nebraska in bringing in machinery from 
Austria to convert beets into sugar. 

It was no experiment so far as beets were concerned, but it was an 
experiment so far as sugar-cane and sorghum were concerned. So, real- 
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izing tho heavy burden that was placed upon the sorghum and sugar 
farmers, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] and I united in getting 
an appropriation from. the Government to make this experiment, and 
the machinery for this purpose was manufactured in Delaware. We 
had tried the foreign machinery and found that it worked well, and 
after that our mechanics were enlisted, because there was nobody in 
Louisiana with money enough to try the experimentin this country; 
no machinist was willing to doit. Butwe have ascertained now that 
our, mechanies can make the machinery here just like that in Austria 
for the sorghum-cane and ; and why, therefore, can they not 
manufacture the same article in this country that is manufactured in 
Europe for the beets, because there is no experiment in respect to the 
beets ? 

Mr. PADDOCK.. If the Senator will allow me one word. Since the 
statement of the Senator's colleague I have had an opportunity to con- 
fer with Mr. Oxnard, who is the very best authority in this country in 
respect to this industry, Mr. Oxnard says that the machinery for the 
manufacture of beet sugar is entirely different; that the models re- 
quired: for the manufacture of this machinery in this country to-day 
are not possessed here by any one, and they are not proenrable. That is 
his statement. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is an extraordinary statement, because we know 
very well that our mechanics.can make a piece of machinery, for it is 
not very complex, to express the juice out of the beet, whereas it was. 
an experiment to convert the cane into juice by this new system. I 
believe that if the machinists were summoned here from Wilmington, 
Del., they would say that there was no difficulty about making the 
machinery for the beets. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. I should like to suggest to the Senator that I 
have no question but that these machines will be ultimately made 
in the United States, and my amendment is simply for the inauguration 
ol this experiment at this time. It can not be possible that any manu- 
facturing establishment would agree, t at an ontlay that no man 
could afford to pay, to make two or three of these machines or sets of 
machines for this purpose; but when this industry is under way and the 
different. beet factories or plants are scattered here and there over the 
country, then, of course, the machinery will be made in this country, 
and of that IL have no doubt. 

Mr. GIBSON. Lsuggest to the Senator from Nebraska, then, to get 
aspecial.appropriation to pay for one of these machines. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, [know of my own knowl- 
edge that it.is not merely a thing to be desired, bat that one set of this 
machinery has been actually made in this country, and I think the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] would bear me ont in saying, if I 
could haye his attention for a moment, that machinery for the produc- 
tion of sugar trom the beet is made in this country to-day, and can be 
made here. 

Mr. PLUMB. It undoubtedly can be made in this country. The dif- 
ference in machinery erected for the manufacture of sugar from beets 
and from sorghum or ribbon cane is very slight. I should say myself 
that the advantage to be derived to thesugar producer would be of very 
limited duration by the introduction of this machinery free. I was 
told by Mr. Spreekels, who is very well known, that while he had im- 
ported from Germany the machinery for the first factory which he 
erected: in California: for the manufacture of sugar from beets, Cali- 
fornia mechanics and manufacturers, once having the object-lesson 
of what was required, presented to him duplicated machinery which 
was necessary for another plant very greatly to his satisfaction; that is, 
they made a complete factory, answering the same purpose of the ma- 
chinery which he had brought from Germany, in a more tasteful form 
and lighter, and yet at the same time equally effective. 

I should say that the effect of this amendment ought te be limited. 
I was not present when it was presented and so I donot know for what 
period the Senator proposes that the free importation shall extend. 

Mr. PADDOCK. To the Ist of January, 1892. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. I have no doubt the effect of that would 
be to show to the American manufacturers and mechanicsexactly what 
was needed. Whatever trouble there is now grows outof the fact that 
our American: manufacturers, having established certain lines upon 
which they move, are loath toenterintoa new field, and they do not take 
up the manufacture of sugar machinery with as much alacrity as they 
might, and perhaps for very good reasons. As the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. DAWeEs] suggests, it is from lack of confidence in the 
market which they may have tosupply. While there is manufactured 
in this country, perhaps, nearly every element ot every single machine, 
that is, of the larger number of them at any rate, which is required for 
use in a sugar factory, there are only a few places where they manu- 
facture all the machine in such a way that. the makers can contract 
to put up a complete mill ready for operation: 

It was found when the Department came to put up its experimental 
factory in Kansas and also in Louisiana with pumps which cost $700 
or $300 in Germany, that pumps with equal capacity and fally as dur- 
able could be had for $200 or 5300, so much more light and compact 
was the machinery which had been made by American factories with 
American materials and American mechanics. But I suppose there 
are no doubt some lines in which the Germans excel as yet. They 


have had more experience. The American manufacturer has not had 
the benefit of opportunity to make it, or the object- lesson by which he 
could be advised exactly what was needed. ‘ 

Mr. MANDERSON, IfI may interrupt the Senator, this matter is 
one that perhaps can only be decided by one who is an expert in this 
business. The gentleman who has been referred to two or three times 
to-day, 3 by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstrs], and 
who told us of the fact that he had been two years in Austria study 
ing this question, informed us of his expenditure of money and hisin- 
vestment, and said in answer to the inquiry, What is the difference 
between the beet-sugar machinery and the cane-sugar machinery by 
the diffusion process? Entirely different models. Besides diffu- 
sion we have carbonization and filtration, which have never been used 
in this conntry.’’ So it is quite evident that it is not only very differ- 
ent machinery, but a very different process, The carbonization and 
filtration do not seem to enter, in this form at least, into the produc- 
ing of sugar from cane, but in the producing of sugar from the beet 
they are an essential part of the process. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am quite willing that this shall be tried for the 
length of time that I understand is proposed by the Senator from 
Nebraska, and that does not in any way militate against the force 
of my argument. I want to say, however, that what is stated 
about the difference in machinery, I think, relates to the manufacture 
of sugar from the ribbon cane rather than to the manufacture of sugar 
from beets. In the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, machinery 
for the purpose of filtration is needed andis used. At Medicine Lodge, 
in my State, where sugar was made last year from both sorghum: and 
beets, the same machinery was used, althoughit was confessed that a 
little change in the cutting apparatus, that is new cutting apparatus, 
would have been desirable. 

I am told that the entire change could have been made for about 
$2,500. The beet is cut by a projecting knife from a revolving: disk 
that can not be adapted to the cutting of the sorghum cane, because 
that has a tough shell which incloses the stalk and clogs the knife. 
Of course there would be some little difference, perhaps, in the carriage, 
and so on, but that is trifling; the essential principle as applicable to 
the extraction of saccharine from cane and beet-is the same as in this 
country. 

I believe the German methods are more cumbersome and less effect- 
ive than the American methods, and T have no doubt that if fora year 
or two the American manufacturer or mechanic should have before him 
the operation of beet-sugar manufacture as carried on in Germany he 
would adopt many improvements to aceomplish the same purpose, and 
be able to produce the same machinery ata less price. The yoteI shall 
give on this floor will be upon the theory that the American manu- 
facturer or mechanic needs this object-lesson for a limited period of 
time. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
different processes are used in Louisiana. They have imported many 
of them from Europe, and many of them are made in this country. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, it is already apparent from this de- 
bate, and I have otherwise understood it to be a fact, that machinery 
has been made in this country, and notably at the concern of ~ 
Jones & Co., at Wilmington, Del., for the manufacture of machinery for 
making SNar out of sorghum and making it out of cane, Both those 
were experiments, and both of those experiments have been met success- 
fully by that concern. 

It also appears from what is said by the Senator from Kansas that 
they have shown great adaptability in many improved processes over the 
foreign inery. Weare told that there is an object-lesson already 
brought to this country by Mr. Oxnard in his mill out in Nebraska. 
It seems to me, therefore, that there is no reason to anticipate but that 
from this time on the improved German machinery may be made here 
and made better than that which is already imported; and therefore 
that the necessity for this amendment does not exist. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I think it should be understood that 
the great machine-shops, as they are called, in this country, scattered 
through various portions of the Union, are competent to take hold of an 
old machine and reproduce it only by the operations necessary of their 
general appliances to manufacture machinery. The beets will not grow 
much between now and next summer, I think it may be conceded. ' 

Mr. PADDOCK. The crop this year will grow some. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave said between now and next summer. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [Isay the crop this fall will grow some. 

Mr. EVARTS. If our mechanics know that there is to be a market 
for machinery for beet manufacture, they can find models and they can 
reproduce them as fast as the beet-growers desire them; but if you pass 
this amendment nobody will undertake tomanufacture any of this ma- 
chinery until after 1892. We are not, therefore, in any situation why we 
can not have a concurrenceof machinery with the agricultural growth 
and development and readiness for machinery when we have abundant 
plants in very many portions of our country that are able to take hold of 
models and in three months, or two months, or one month, reproduce 
themachinery. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The Senator from Nebraska did not 
accept the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana? 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I did not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana to the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, this whole question of heet-sugar 
production in this country is experimental, and it does not seem prob- 
able that the machine-shops of this country are going to invest the 
large amount of money necessary to manufacture the machinery until 
it becomes a success. 

During this experimental period, while we are testing this question, 
it seems to me that every facility ought to be offered to foreign ma- 
chinery from abroad in order to make that test. 

I have no doubt in the world if this beet-sugar industry becomes a 
success, as I have not the slightest doubt that it will, that the ma- 
chinery will all, as it should be, be made in this country. It can be 
made better and eventually cheaper here; but until our machinists 
are justified in investing the large amount of money that will be neces- 
sary it seems to me very important that this machinery should be ad- 
mitted free. ` 

Mr. MANDERSON. As I have exhausted the right tospeak on the 
amendment in my own time, I should like to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Minnesota in his time, which is not exhausted. 

The precedents for this action are very numerous, and the same 
course has been taken as to different machines that we ask to have 
taken as to this. In volume 18 of the statutes I find that for two 
years, less than the time mentioned in thisamendment, machinery for 
manufacturing from ramie, jute, and flax was permitted to be intro- 
duced free of duty. 

In volume 16, steam-plows and machinery for steam towage on 
canals were exempted from duty for two years. In volume 17, steam- 
towage machinery and steam-plows were exempted forafurther period 
of two years. In volume 15, Statutes at Large, page 260, I find that 
2 agricultural machinery generally was admitted free for a period 

time. 

So it seems to have been the rule that it would take about two years 
for this object-lesson to have its full effect and give such an opportunity 
for the development of the industry as would permit our manufactur- 
ing establishments to build the machines in large quantities. 

. WASHBURN. I understand very well that there are prece- 
dents, but even if there were no precedents at all, this is a case where a 
precedent should be made. The machinery used in the manufacture of 
beet sugar isvery expensive, and itis in no wise probable that the man- 
ufacturers in this country are going to take the chance of making the 

investment necessary until they become satisfied there is to be a 
continual and large demand in the future. - I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska is a perfectly plain and sensible proposi- 
tion. = 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the proposition submitted by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] was to relieve the making 
of sugar from the beet to the extent of allowing the machinery for 
that purpose to be introduced free of duty. Now, discussion has come 
up as to whether exactly the same sort of machinery is used in mak- 
ing beet sugar which is used in making cane sugar and sugar of sor- 
ghum, and we Jose sight of the material thing in discussing the im- 
material things that have been brought up in relation to this question. 

In order to preserve the sugar industry it is proposed to give 2 cents 
a pound from the Treasury for the sugar which is produced, what- 
ever it is produced from. Now, ifitis necessary to grant further re- 
lief, is there any reason to determine whether the same machinery is 
used or somewhat different machinery? Is there a reason why a dis- 
crimination should be made in favor of the sugar-beet rather than of 
sorghum and of the sugar-cane? Is there any other reason on earth 
except that which is sectional, and that a majority in Northern lati- 
tudes may raise beet sugar. while there is not a majority where the 
cane sugar and where to a large extent.sorghum is raised? 

Mr, President, it seems to me no question can arise where justice can 
be done as between the industries of the sections in this bill, Wherever 
there is an industry in the southern part of the country something is 
done either to reduce the protection heretofore afforded it or to-take it 
entirely off, or in some way to discriminate against it, while with ref- 
erence to every interest almost, I think I may say every one, in the 
Northern States something is done to increase the protection and to 
secure additional advantages. : 

Now, I ask, gentlemen, is it supposed that this sort of political mo- 
rality can command the respect and confidence of the country? Is 
there no such thing as justice to guide the action of one of the most 
exalted deliberative bodies upon the earth? Has justice taken wings 
and flown away? Does everything depend upon latitude as to whether 
benefits shall be bestowed or injuries inflicted ? 

As suggested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] alittle 
bit ago, when twine that was used by the wheat-growers of the North- 
west was up, we made that free, and when cotton-bagging, made of 

sely the same material, was up we imposed a duty, and while mak- 

ng the binding-twine free for the wheat-growers we raised the duty on 
cotton-ties from 35 per cent. to over 105 per cent. We reduced the 
duty on rice and proposed to take the duty off sugar. I believe we 


increased the duties on tobacco, but on this question, which is a ques- 
tion whether the sugar industries of this country shall be sustained, is 
there a reason why one part of the sugar industry of this country shall 
be sustained and another part not sustained by the same means? 

I suppose, Mr. President, it is idle to talk of these things. It is use- 
less to hope for justice. 

Mr, BLAIR, Mr. President, from time to time we are instructed 
as to the degree to which the Senator from Texas has been suffering 
from the mercy of the Government for now a full quarter of a century. 
For one, I commiserate his condition, and I am sorry that he is in a 
situation to be continually reminding us that the Government of the 
United States is abusing him and the section of country to which he 
belongs. I think that there is a broader view of this situation upon 
which he might employ his reflections, and possibly averaging the 
whole career of the Senator and his section he might come to the con- 
clusion that on the whole the Government of the United States has not 
been an enemy to him or to those whom he represents. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I have never com- 
plained that the Government has done anything tome. I have no 
complaint to make for myself, and I trust the Senator will not assume 
a position for me that I do not assume for myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to go on to say that in this specific mat- 
ter the Senator is instituting a whine where he ought to be exercising 
his thankfulness. It has been developed in this very debate to which 
he has been listening that only a very brief period ago the Government 
of the United States made an appropriation on purpose to develop and 
to bless the sugarindustry of the South; took pains, with the co-opera- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, to make a specific appropriation to 
test certain machinery, the object of which was to add to the facilities 
for the production of sugar in Louisiana as well perhaps as elsewhere; 
went to the pains of attaching an amendment, as difficult a thing to 
do as to have passed a specific act—it was spoken of as a specific act of 
appropriation—in order to furnish the South with machinery at the 
expense of the Government, so that she might do better in the sugar 
business. 

The Senator from Louisiana reminds the Senator from Nebraska that 
he ought to be at the special trouble of getting a particular act to do 
this very thing. He does not complain but of something which might 
well be done. He does not find fault for this same thing as a prece- 
dent iri the treatment by the Government of the sugar-planters of Loui- 
siana, but he says that here and now when we are enacting a law to 
which this is a relevant provision, and when withina minute the whole 
thing could be done, and only then be done which has been done for 
Louisiana but a short period ago, the Senator from Nebraska shall be 
put to the pains of securing a specific act. i 

Now, why is that? What sense is there in it? We are ing a 
tarif bill; we are entering upon this great experiment; and it seems 
that in order to test it successfully this machinery, which it has been 
demonstrated can not be produced in this country, for the experiment 
is abroad, where we donot need to make any appropriation at all, shall 
be admitted free. No appropriation is asked for it; not a cent is to be 
taken from the Treasury, while Louisiana took money out of the Treas- 
ury. All we have to do is to let in that which exists abroad free, with. 
no expense to anybody. 

I should like to know what the Senator from Texas, with his long 
record of mercy for at least a quarter of a century behind him, and 
which he can contemplate, and in the spirit of which he ought to ap- 
proach this discussion, has to say to justify the imputations which he 
has made upon this Government and upon the people of the North as 
having abused the South and exercised an unpatriotic sectionalism 
towards them. 

I say that” the Senator would do well to contemplate the nature of 
the words in which he indulges altogether too freely in the Senate, and 
which I hear from no other Southern Senator whatever. A score of 
times during this session I have heard from the Senator from Texas 
just this same sort of imputation, arraigning the Government to which 
he owes his life. For one, Mr. President, while I listen to it, and I 
can endure it as well as any one, I venture, within the limits of the 
courtesy of the Senate, to remind the representative from Texas that 
he ought to consider the weight of his words if he expects that we 
should attach any importance to them. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator if I made a single statement that 
was not the truth. x 

Mr. BLAIR. Just one moment more. For one, While J listen quietly 
and listen tfully, with equal quietude and respect I recommend 
to the Senator before he insults us again that he well understand the 
import of his language. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to have the privilege of saying one 
word in response to the Senator from New Hampshire. I know [am 
not in order to say it now. 

bre PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has spoken once on this 

uestion. 
3 Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Texas may speak. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not think that unanimous consent ought to be 
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given. The Senator from Texas will have an opportunity on the next 
amendment that comes up, without violating the understanding. We 
have refused unanimous consent several times. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the Senator from Texas go on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will getan opportunity to speak on the next 
amendment. 3 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana 
8 Eustis] to the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. MANDERSON ]? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The gentleman to whom my colleague and I have 
referred several times, who is putting up an extensive plant at a cost 
of more than half a million dollars in ourState, has already made his ar- 
rangements to erect plants at two other different places. He has been 
endeavoring to secure contracts in this country for the manufacture of 
machinery for those two places in the time required, in a couple of 
years, and he has failed utterly to find any manufacturing institution 
in which any manufacturer of this class of machinery will undertake to 
enter into a contract to furnish the machinery. 

There is another thing that I desire to say in answer to what the Sen- 
ator from Texas has said, and that is, in the first place, his premises are 
all wrong. By the universal consensus of the opinion of experts this 
machinery is not at all the same machinery as that required in the 
manufacture of sugar from cane. It is entirely different. I will say 
to the Senator that the machinery used in France, Austria, and Germany 
is different in each of those countries. The machinery which has been 
secured by the gentleman to whom we have referred is from Austria. 

Before our machinists here undertake to perfect this machinery in our 
country they onght to have the benefit of all the knowledge attain- 
able in the manufacture of machinery, and of all the experiences of 
constructors in those three countries, in order that they may more in- 
telligently and usefully employ their ability in the getting up of the 
best machinery, and in order to reach best results here at the outset. 
Within two years I have no doubt the result will be that American 
machinists will make better machinery for this use than is made in 
Europe, as they always have done in everything as soon as they have 
the opportunity, and when there is the demand for it, to warrant the 
employment of their skill and their genius in manufacture: 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I wish to say one word only. The 
process is in an experimental state in Louisiana. We have only four 
or five diffasion apparatus in Louisiana, They are very expensive, and 
the farmers are not able to buy them. ‘That is the reason why our 
production has not increased very rapidly in the last two or three years. 
I believe it would be increased a great deal more if we had been able to 
import the apparatus directly from Europe. 

wish to say again that I have no objection to the producers of beet 
sugar getting their machinery free. If the facts related by the Senators 
from Nebraska are true, we can not object to their getting their ma- 
chinery free; but it appears to me that inasmuch as it is just in an 
equally experimental stage in Louisiana we ought also to get our ma- 
chinery free for this new process. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana, 
before he takes his seat, whether the machinery that is now used in 
Louisiana has ever been built or made abroad, whether we have the 
models, whether they are in a way of constructing the machinery such 
as is used in diffusion. 

Mr. GIBSON. I stated that we had about five or six of these ma- 
chines in the State, and the application of this apparatus enables us to 
double the amount of sugar taken from a ton of cane. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Where was that machinery built? 

Mr. GIBSON. That machinery was built in Delaware. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Has any machinery of a similar character ever 
been built abroad ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand there has been; that the first machine 
of the kind was brought from Europe. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Where has it been used ? 

Mr. GIBSON. In the State of Louisiana. I am informed that the 
first machinery ever used in Louisiana was made in Europe. 

Mr. WASHBURN. But not more than one machine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] arraigned the Senators from Louisiana and those of us on 
this side of the Chamber who believe that this sugar schedule is not 
right and just and fair to all the interests of this country, and complains 
of us that we are advocating a proposition to retain the tax of practi- 
cally $60,000,000 upon the people of this country, setting out with the 
broad propositian that this tax comes directly from the consumer, re- 
versing, as he does, the theory with which he votes upon every other 
proposition in this bill. 

Mr, SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER, I stated that it was a tax, in my opinion, for the 
reason, and I reiterate it, that the domestic product is so trifling com- 
pared to the demand and the consumption that it will not have any ap- 
preciable effect upon the price. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, I understand the Senator's proposition, and 
yet in every other schedule of this bill he has advocated and voted, 


as all the Senators on that side practically have, for increased rates of 
duties on the theory that it would protect American interests and pro- 
mote American interests and workmen, and that it did not come out 
of the pockets of the tax-payers. 7 

Mr. President, we have a bill before us proposing to reduce revenue, 
As stated by the Senator from Iowa, and I adopt his figures (they are 
the most favorable that his party or any member of his party can make 
out of this bill), the total reductions are only $60,000,000, and of that 
$60,000,000 you have taken off of sugar with deliberation, with pur- 
pose and forethought, $56,000,000, of which amount $27,000,000 was by 
this bill applied to increasing the tax on manufactures of the highest 
grade, principally manufactured in the Northern States, and yet the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and the other Senators com- 
plain when gentlemen on thisside of the Chamber say that you have dis- 
eriminated against a section; aud yet, Mr. President, it is true in every 
schedule of the bill. - i 

Take the case referred to by the Senator from Kentucky a moment 
since, binders’ twine, used all over the country, but practically in the 
North and Northwest, we find advocates for it on the other side; but 
when it came to cotton-bagging, used principally in the South, asa 
matter of course you are against it. Not, Mr. President, that I believe 
that in the end you will admit binders’ twine free, When this bill gets 
to the conference committee and is to be considered by the men who 
made it in another place, and it comes back to this Chamber, I have no 
doubt that the farmers will be deprived of cheap binders’ twine. 

Mr. BLAIR, May I ask the Senator who put binders’ twine on the 
free-list but the Democratic party with a few Republicans joining 
them? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, the solid Democratic vote with 
the aid of a few Republicans did secure the reduction, in the interest of 
the farmers of the country, and the distinguished Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] is entitled to great credit for his able and unan- 
swerable argument in favor of it. I did not expect it from the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do the Republican party, the majority of it, discrim- 
inate against the South, is the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, in every section of the bill. I 
do not wonder that the distinguished Senator fronr New Hampshire, 
when he is-reminded of that fact day after day, gets angry under itand 
winces under it, and turns upon the Senators from the South and re- 
minds them that their lives were saved by the generosity of the Gov- 
ernment. I thought when he uttered it that it was nota manly senti- 
ment, and it was one that I did not expect from him. In the dis- 
2 of this question I regret to see that personal allusions are to be 
made, 

I stand, Mr. President, as a Democrat and as loyal to the Govern- 
ment as any man in the country, and I for one resent such imputations. 
The fair discussion that has been had on this bill showing, as we think 
we have, that you have discriminated against a section because your 
party has no power in that section, is fair and legitimate debate. But 
for one I resent the imputation thrown upon individuals on this side 
of the Chamber who are abundantly able to take care of themselves at 
any time. - 

But history will record that your party, almost exclusively coming 
from one section of the country, ina mad race to increase your manu- 
factories, with a determination to add to the wealth of corporations, 
with a fixed purpose to protect these trusts that have been principally 
organized in the North, this bill has been so framed as to add millions 
of dollars to their coffers at the expense of the people of the country; 
and no taunts of saving the life of any man on the Democratic side 
will deter us now and later on when we come to the people, to the hon- 
est men in the North, Republicans and Democrats, to hold you and your 
party to the line that you haye marked out for yourselves, 

You have made this measure sectional. You have done it for the 
purpose of increasing the profits there; and when we come now witha 
proposition from the Senator from Nebraska who wants cheap ma- 
chinery, that his constituents and his people in that section of the 
country may make beet sugar with cheap machinery, we will go back 
to them and tell them that the Senator from Wisconsin and nearly 
every Senator on that side of the Chamber, when we said to vou, Give 
us only a fair reduction in the iron ore and we will make the steel and 
the iron and the machinery, for we have the skill; give usonlyasmall 
reduction in the raw material and we will furnish your beet manu- 
facturers with the best machinery in the world,’’ you voted against us. 

You refused to give us the opportunity, and now in sectional spirit 
you advocate in your proposition free machinery from Austria, depriv- 
ing our workmen of the opportunity of making it. But you propose 
to confine it alone to machinery that you use in the Northwest, and 
when the proposition comes to give the same opportunity for cheap ma- 
chinery to the South for cane sugar that you give the beet raisers in the 
Northwest and on the Pacific you say no, we must discriminate against 
you, and then you turn upon us and remind us of the fact that the Demo- 
erats are indebted to the generosity of the Government tor their lives, 

Well, Mr. President, it does seem to me that while you have the 
power, with a majority in every department of this Government, bent 
as you are upon this excessive and outrageous legislation, as we under- 
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|standit you should content yourselves with fixing this burden upon the 
American 


without these personal taunts; they will not deter us | some great issue be involved. Not 


this bill. You will pass it, but there remains an ap- 
With their verdict we will be content. ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I desire to remind Senators before 
ing the recess is reached that debate upon this bill will 
and I wish if possible to have 
all the amendments acted. upon in order that the bill may be passed to 
a third reading: to- t. s, 
afier the pending schedalo is disposed of, providing that the bill shall 
e pen prov e 
take effecton the 1st day of October, 1890. ‘ 
Mr. GORMAN, I understand the Senator only to give a notice; it 


is not a general understanding that we shall vote on all the amend- 


ments to-night? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I said that I hoped we would reach and act upon 
all amendnients at the session to-night. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1589. 


The PRESIDENT pro . laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (ile Senate concurring), That there be 
printed in addition to the usual number 15,000 eg a of the twelfth number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1589, of which 5,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., 
in lien of Indianola, Tex., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a portion 
of the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public 
park by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 5.0’clock and 30 minutes p. m). 
The hour of half = 5 o’clock having arrived, the Senate takes a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate resumed it session at 8 o’clock p, m. 
THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] to the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON ] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In line2of the amendment, after “‘ beet-sugar,’’ 
it is proposed to insert hum and sugar cane;’’ in the same line, 
before the word sugar,“ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘* beet;’’ 

and in line 13, after the word beets,’’ to insert ‘‘sorghum and cane;’’ 
so as to make the amendment read: 


That all machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar, sorghum, 
and sugar -· cane for the manufacture of in the United States from 
beets, and cane produced therein be admitted duty free until 
the lst day of July, 1892: Prbvided, That ang duty collected. on any of the 
above-described machinery purchased abroad and imported into the United 
States for the uses above indicated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, in the long discussion now drawing to 
a close I do not remember to have heard the claim that any of the theo- 
retical arguments submitted have been new. On the contrary, we have 
heard Senatora participating in the discussion wearily confess that they 
were repeating what had often been said—once at least an acknowledg- 
ment that old straw was being thrashed. 

It is true there have been some fresh considerations presented, in- 
duced by new or modified conditions. Even they have been fewer 
than contestants have sought to make ont. Often it has been dis- 
covered that the pretended new-comer was an old acquaintance in dis- 

ise. 

e of new argument has been set forth I think may be safely 
said to have had its occasion in conditions new or assumed to be new. 

But aside from argument, Mr. President, I think it will be agreed 
that one new feature has marked this discnssion—new in its intensity 
at least. 

it is the appeal by the opponents of this measure—sometimes almost 
frantic—to the farmer, 

It is nob difficult, perhaps, to understand why profound considera- 
tion should just now be extended to the farmer, 

One would be blind indeed not to have discovered that at present he 
is a condition aud growing less and less a theory, and it can hardly be 
doubted that this new-born deference for the farmer is due to the cir- 
cumstance that he is in evidence“ to-day as never before. 


The farmers, Mr. President, as a rule care little for politics, except 
of them are seekers after 
place. They are usually content to let others take the honors if they 
will but discharge the duties of legislation and execution of the laws, 
They have been satisfied to vote and let the lawyers conduct the affairs 
of Government. It is true they have sometimes lost patience and as- 
serted themselves, and have undertaken to right their wrongs, and that 
with a decision that has created dismay among those who have come to 
think that Government was not by any means a function fit for their 
rude manipulation. 

Butthis has occurred when Government has fallen into channels so 
adverse to or neglectful of their interests that it has seemed to them 
unendurable. 

Have they at such times made mistakes? Not unlikely; but they 
have also accomplished decided reforms. Their mistakes they have 
readily acknowledged, too readily it may be, and I think they have 
sometimes resigned their powers when they should have kept on until 
experience had taught them to avoid their errors. They should have 
remembered that practice makes perfect. ; 

It has repeatedly been brought out in this Chamber that the inter- 
ests of 40 per cent. of the people of this nation are directly associated 
with the farm, And of these the percentage of proprietors is not 
equaled in any other important industry. 

Is there any reason why this almost preponderant element of our 
population should not participate in State and national affairs other- 
wise than by votes? 1s it not eminently fit that they have represen- 
tation in legislative and administrative councils ? 

Mr. President, if all the classified interests aud industries of the land 
were represented even in the halls of Congress I believe all would be 
the gainers thereby. Certainly it would be true in a more complete 
sense that this was a government by the people. 

It goes without saying that ability, natural or developed, is not 
equal among all who till the soil. Not all are fit for such responsi- 
bilities; nor are all merchants, nor all lawyers, nor all of other call- 
ings. But that there are men equal to any par rigs Lig to the require- 
ments of almost any office in the gift of the people, who are farmers and 
have been all their days, I do not hesitate to assert. 

To the sound sense of the people is appeal constantly made in every 
legislative body in this nation. The wisest politicians acknowledge 
that the bias of party, or the natural obstinacy born of hard conflict, 
will often bewilder their judgment and lead them astray. But states- 
men confidently expect that the people—Mr. Lincoln’s plain people— 
will in the long run set things right. And of the people of our coun- 
try no other equals this class, I believe, in disinterestedness or con- 
science. 

In the long run it is the farmers, more than all the other classes to- 
gether, who right the wrongs of our political life. 

Still, great dread is felt by men who ought to know better at the 
thought of seeing the Grangers come into a share of political power. 
Such radical views do they put forward! Such impracticable schemes 
are they urging! Such wild notions do they entertain of financial and 
economical policy, they say. 

And true enough it is that out of their ranks have come radically 
strange doctrines. Butis it sure these startling propositions are the 
final conclusions of the farmers? And do they not put forward tenta- 
tively propositions which, if they were in power, they might not insist 
upon? 

PP think an examination of the methods in which, for instance, the 
subtreasury scheme has been urged on the attention: of Congress will 
show behind it a it of reassuring conservatism. They who have 
presented it say, and have said repeatedly, ‘We look to you lawmakers 
= find the way of relief for us; if not by this method, then by some 

tter. 

A-challenge, and a fair one, to statesmen; an invitation for them to 
distribute abroad their wisdom for the instruction of others. 

Mr. President, what people or what class of people, deprived of the 
exercise of responsibility, was ever conservative? Conservatism comes 
with responsibility. Revolutions have rarely failed to be character- 
ized in their earlier phases by unwise methods, and the more radical the 
change brought abont the deeper the depression, and the more severe 
the repression escaped from the more radical and the more violent have 
been the measures brought into action in the first instance. But among 
civilized people the sobering effects of power at such times have soon 
suppressed the ebullitions of inexperience newly clothed with authority. 

Mr. President, I believe that if from some unsupposable canse the 
entire Government of the United States were to devolve upon the 
farmers of our country to-morrow the sound sense so often accredited 
to them would quickly overcome the faults of inexperience. The men 
of strength and judgment among them would come to the front and, 
I dare say, very soon they would manage the affairs of the nation quite 
as justly and not a whit less intelligently than now is done. 

Where will a better record of good government be found than in 
the State of Connecticut (to refer to no other), whose Legislature is 
always made up largely of farmers? 

This class and of the American people, almost the fountain- 
source of the sobriety and morality, steadiness, and strength of the 
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frugal, industri self-reliant, is not to be feared, 
EN a the brains and 


to-day, and see if the greater part of them did not begin life on the 
farm. 


OF one thing I am sure, and that is, that they are too much the 

to demand or desire class power or class legislation. Once 

assured of fair consideration for themselves, to all other classes fair 
consideration they will cordially extend. 

Mr. President, I speak the more freely, and perhaps not the less 
understandingly, of that which concerns the farmer because I am a 
farmer and am aware of the disadvantages under which he labors. 

It is true that my knowledge in these matters is confined to the 
North, and I shall now speak under that limitation. 

At this time the questions suggesting themselves are these: 

Do the interests of agriculture demand protection for American in- 
dustries or do they demand free trade? 

It is urged upon the farmer that his true interest consists in selling 
his products to foreign countries, upon the proposition repeatedly laid 
down on this floor that foreign nations will buy of us if we buy of 
them. 

Nothing has ever been shown from experience to prove that proposi- 
tion, 

In fact; all observation of the course and history of trade goes to show 
that the traders of every nation seek to buy in the cheapest market 
and to sell in the denrest, wherever those markets may be. In fact, 
the rule is laid down as a fundamental principle in economical philoso- 
phy. That to buy our manufactured goods abroad would create a de- 
mand for our cereals is a fallacy so fully exposed by experience as not 
to merit discussion. 

In any case it does not require it now for reasons that will appear. 

In order that these reasons may become apparent, as well as in order 
to reach conclusions as to the questions proposed, it will be necessary 
to consider what is the real condition of American agriculture, and 
what is the outlook for the future, 

Now, while many farmers are to-day distinctly prosperous, generally 
in localities. affording markets for products other than staples, or in 
others where conditions for a series of years have been entirely good, 
yet it is not denied that the one industry of magnitude in this country 
suffering depression as a whole is agriculture, 

It has been well shown on this floor, notably by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Witson], that for the low prices of farm products there are com- 
pensations in the greatly diminished prices of articles of necessity and 
common use, of railroad charges, and the like. The tables he pre- 
sented are extremely instructive and encouraging, 

But there are some things which cost not less, but possibly more, 
than a dozen years ago; things very essential, taken as a whole—not 
only tothe comfort, security, and health of the farmer and his family, 
but to the advancement, intelligence, and morality of his children, who 
must be depended upon to perpetuate his virtues and good influence. 

Let us mention the church, the common school, the doetor. Cer- 
tainly if necessity drives him to litigation his lawyer will not be 
expected to charge a smaller fee (I have heard of no decline in that 
particular commodity), and the court costs will not turn out to be di- 
minished. Suppose he wants to send his daughter to a boarding or 
other high school. Is not the desire to be commended? And how 
much less would that cost? His taxes—well, they seem to grow with 
adverse times; and there is a multitude of things essential to modern 
life, and to a decent. degree of refinement, which cost no less than 
twenty-five years ago.. So that, in the aggregate, the returns. of his 
farm have fallen off much more than the cost of living on the same 
scale. 

How did this depreciation in farm products come about? 

Previous to the earlier years of the eighties the-price of farm: prod- 
ucts had been ranging about a pointaffording good profit. Labor-say- 
ing machinery in its perfection had come into use, and, with the aid of 
that, prices which would have been barely remunerative became dis- 
tinctly profitable. Naturally, it was not very long before it became 
widely known that fine opportunities to make money were to be found 
in the opening up of farms. Then came the rush to the great plains 
with an impulse never seen before. The younger men of the East for- 
sook the old homesteads, Not a few of their seniors sold out and 
transferred their energy to the prairies. Not farmers alone made 
haste to secure Western homes, Word had gone out that wheat, worth 
a dollar a bushel at the local elevator, was better than a gold mine, 
and many a small merchant, many a mechanic, even professional men 
in numbers, hurried to secure as much land as they could file upon, 
while men of means bought large tracts of railroad land and opened 
bonanza farms. The area under cultivation increased enormously, 

The area of.corn in 1874 was, in round numbers, 41,000,000 acres; in 
1884, nearly 70,000,000. In 1874 the acreage of wheat was twenty-six 
and a third millions; in 1884, forty and a half millions—an increase 
of about 65 per cent. in corn, and a little more than 50 per cent. in 
wheat. During that time population increased less than 30 per cent. 
Meantime India came into the field. For years England had been 


spending millions of pounds sterling to build irrigating works to re- 
eem the scorched of that empire, and railways to the 
eam them. The outcome began to be felt about the time of the 

t production of American farms, and together they quickly caused 
the granaries of the world to groan with surplus 


It is true that most of the wheat produced in India was poor. The 
miller did not like it, and the eater ed it with distrust. But it 
could be delivered in Liverpool for a dollara bushel, sometimes tor less, 


ra it 5 as a club 2 eee heads of American 
ucers, forcing them to accept same 

Everything was adverse to the prices of farm products, and nothing 
in the world could have saved them for the time. 

Following 1883 the farmer has been wearily waiting for the time 
coming when his farm would not merely afford him a living, but some 
fair profit, so that he might feel he was having part in the general pros- 
perity. But the enormousincrease of area planted to from 1874 
to 1884, an increase out of all proportion to the increase of population, 
with the inevitable though diminished addition to that area since, has 
up to this time yielded an annual surplus to be sold at Liverpool prices. 

Now it is certain thatso long as our farmers must export 20 percent. 
of their wheat, just so long must they consent to sell at the lowest 
value England can devise. At present India makes the standard 
prices for wheat in England; American wheat must sell in Liverpool 
not higher than the wheat from that conntry, paid forin silver. If 
it be true, as we were assured in the debate on the silver bill, that 
the price paid the ryot or his master never varies as to the amount of 
wheat given fora silver rupee, whatever may be the value ot the silver 
bullion, then we may hope that that standard has just now perma- 
nently advanced. We shall have to wait and see. 

And now, Mr. President, there looms up another menace to the 
prices of wheat and corn, as well as to beef and wool. 

We seem to be just learning about the resources and fertility of cer- 
tain South American countries, threatening to be more formidable com- 
petitors than India. Iread from Harper’s Monthly of November, 1887, 
part ofan article by Mr. William Ellery Curtis: 

THE OTHER END OF THE HEMISPHERE. 


The valley of the Rio de la Plata—and by that term is indicated all the tem- 
rate zone of South America except Chili—will never compete with usin manu- 
inctured goods, because there is no fuel or wae there, and tho natives 
par no taste for mechanical industries; but at t 
and tran: 


but with an area one-third the size of the United States, a very small portion of 
which is incapable of production, an extensive system of internal navigation, 


the value of which is enhanced by the depth of its rivers, supplemented by a: 


network of railways, the nations of La Plata have advantages surpassing those 
of any other nation on earth. 
During the last twenty-five years the population of the Argentine 
has increased 154 percent., while that of the United States has i 
ar cent, and the city of Buenos Ayres is — — th 
myer. Last year it received 124,000 immigrants from Europe, and the natural 
increase is ve The new-comers are mostly Italians and mes, with 
and Swedes. To tempt the immigrants into 
cultural districts the Government has enacted land laws even more 
liberal than ours. Each head of a family is entitled to 250 acres free, and as 
much more as he desires to 
anacreimourmoney, Or the settler may acquire 1,500 acres free after five years 
by planting 200 acres to grain and 24acrestotimber, Free rtation from 
Buenos Ayres to the place of location is granted to all settlers and their families, 
exemption from taxation for ten years, and colonization es are o ized 
which bonds guarantied by the Government, the pi 
loaned to the settlers in sums not greater that $1,000, for five y 
at 6 per cent., upon the cultivation of a certain amount of land an 
ofa certain amount of improvements. The results of these beneficent laws are 
conspicuous. In 1586 nearly 900,000 acres of wild land were . 5 
One firm in Buenos Ayres sold 1,200 reapers manufactured in the United States, 
and other firms a lesser number; elevators are being crected upon the banks of 
the rivers, from which wheat is loaded into vessels for Brazil and Europe, and 
theaverage crop was 22 bushels of wheat to the acre. 5 


SHEEP. 


In 1885 there were 41,000,000 sheep in the United States, 72,000,000 in Australia, 
and 100,000,000 in the Argentine ee ee We have two-thirds of a sheep to 
every inhabitant; in the Argentine Republic there are 25sheep, and in Uruguay 
40. sheep to every man, woman, and child. We have 40,000,000 of horned cattle 
to a population of «0,000,000; the Argentine Republic and Uruguay have 38,000,- 
000 of cattle to a 8 of four and a half millions. In Uruguay, a 
A panera of 500,000 souls, there are 8,000,000 of cattle, 20.000. 000 of sheep, 2,000,- 

horses, or sixty head of stock for cach man, woman, and child. Fifteen mill- 
ion dollars has been invested in wire fences in Uruguay alone, and more than 
twice as much in the Argentine Republic. In either of the countries a cow can 
be bought for $5, a steer fattened for the market for $10 or $12, a pair of oxen 
for $25, a sheep for 50 or 60 cents, an o ry working-horse for $8 or. $10, 
and a roadster for $25, a mule for $15, and a mare for whatever her hide will 
bring. Mares are never broken to saddle or harness, but are allowed torun wild 
in the pastures from the time they are foalea till they cease to be of value for 
breeding, when they are driven to the salederos, orslaughter-houses, and killed 
for their hides. A man who would use a mare under the saddle or before a wagon 
would be considered of unsound mind, There isa superstition against it. 


In another part of the same article Mr. Curtis says: 


It is said to cost $50 to place a carcass of Chicago dressed beef in the markets 
of London. The estancicros of the none ntine Republic are now shipping from 
seven to ten thousand carcassesa month, and those of Uruguay almostas many, 
at one-half that sum. y 


And again he tells how the plains of Patagonia are being converted 
into vast sheep ranges, and other features of the agricult resources 
of that great country, equally startling, are presented. 
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rohase, to a limit of 1,500 acres, at about 75 cents 


* 


Here is something from the United States minister at Buenos Ayres, 
which I will read, to show what efforts the Argentine Government has 
been putting forth to develop the marvelous agricultural resources of 
that country. 

Ina recent dispatch to the Department of State, Mr. Hanna, the 
United States minister at Buenos Ayres, said: 

The immigration from European countries to these shores, hitherto chiefly 
Ttalian, Spanish, and French, is now rapidly setting in’ from other quarters 
England, Scotland, Ireland, Holland,and Germany. It is marvelous indeed 
in what great numbers they are arriving. This element of new-comers will 
work a change in agricultural development. 

immigration is assisted by the Government by payment of the pas- 
sage of the immigrants. In this way they are easily persuaded to leave the 
overdone Old World for the brilliant outlook of the New. The amount the 
tine Government paid last month for immigrants’ is reckoned 
at ,000, This, kept up throughont the r, would reach 36,000,000. Al- 
ready this vast influx is beginning to tell on the volume of grain exports, Last 
year the country shipped 445,000 tons of corn; this year it will go above 2,000,- 
000 tons. In addition to the vast sum paid out by the Government in the en- 
cou ment of immigration there is another great outlay. The Government 
1 de dne immigrant, keeps him and his family some days at the Immigrants’ 
~ Hotel, pays his passage in river steamers and on rai trains to reach the 
colonies or join the farms or estancias where employment has been secured for 
him, This pr ly costs the Government fully as much more as the cost of 
the ocean passage, say $12,000,000 in all paid in encouragement of immigration 
in one year alone. q 

Here then, Mr. President, is animmense area of agricultural country, 

mrely agricultural, fertile to the highest degree, if we may accept the 
Tm ressions formed by Mr. Curtis (and they are confirmed by others), 

ly cultivated, teeming with a constantly increasing abundance of 
cheap Italian and Spanish laborers, an area divided in half by the 
great river de la Plata (a river navigable by large ocean steamers to 
the very center of the farming region), and able to lay its wheat down 
at tide-water at 60 cents a bushel; an area not heretofore largely under 
cultivation, but destined, under the system of assisted immigration and 
of lands furnished without cost inaugurated by the Argentine Re- 
public, to a development probably more rapid than the world hasever 
seen. 
' Already this region is demanding part of the British market. Soon 
it will want it all. Before long it willsupply France with its 60,000,- 
000 bushels of maize. In less than ten years, if its development con- 
tinues, the Argentine Republic may be expected to be without a com- 
petitor in the markets of the world in wheat and corn and wool, 

We see, then, if statements generally accepted as authoritative are 
to be taken, that the American farmer is likely soon to see the foreign 
markets escape from him, simply because another source promises to 
furnish his products more cheaply than he will be able by any possi- 
bility to do, 

Let us consider now what our home market is and what it promises 
to become, 

We have now to provide food products for sixty-four millions of peo- 
ple. We may and ought to provide for these sixty-tour millions also 
wool for their clothing and their carpets, as we supply practically all 
their cotton. Probably 15 per cent. of this population consume their 
commodities in a ratio corresponding to a similar percentage in other 
flourishing countries, Another 15 percent. livesomewhat better than 
the corresponding 15 per cent. in England. It is safe to say that the 
next 10 per cent. are a good deal better fed and clothed, and that the 
remaining 60 per cent. are consumers of a much greater, probably of 
double, the quantity of high-class food and of wool products consumed 
by any corresponding 60 per cent, in any other country. 

Why is this so? cause the great consuming class of staple farm 
products in the United States is made up of well-paid laborers. 

I do not say that all Jabor is sufficiently paid. Doubtless there are 
exceptional industries where starvation wages are doled out. Happily 
they are the exceptions; and the extreme ignorance, often degraded ori- 
gin, of laborers in such industries, explain the anomaly. Most deeply 
are these exceptions to be deplored. 

But, under protection, the American mechanic has found behind the 

t manufacturing establishments a refuge and a bulwark, whence 

e not only can defend himself against a reduction of wages, but can 
tarry on a warfare for increased wages if he find himself, all things con- 
sidered, underpaid. 

_And not only has labor been the direct beneficiary of tariff protec- 
tion, but for its special advantage laws have been passed forbidding 
importation of laborers under promise of employment. This has been 
done to save the American workman from competition, 

A prohibitory tariff for his benefit! 

And so it has come about in nearly every department of labor that 
wages are from 65 to 100 per cent. higher than those paid in Great 
Britain, as has been frequently shown in this Chamber and elsewhere. 

The farmer may well reflect that if he has been paying higher prices 
for his machinery, his clothing, and his household goods than he would 
have paid for these things if imported (as he rarely does pay, qual- 
ity considered), he has been paying it in the form of higher wages to 
the operative, and he e that tlie operative is his best 
customer. 

If he will investigate he, will soon see that even if the manufacturer 
in the United States has grown rich so has the manufacturer in Eng- 
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land and other foreign lands. He is as surely paying a profit to the 
manufacturer when he buys a pocket-knife of foreign manufacture as 
when he buys one in Connecticut; more surely, for the Connecticut 
manufacturers of cutlery have some of them been failing, but no one 
has been telling us of failures in Sheffield or Germany in that line. 
When he buys the English or German knife, however, he has the satis- 
faction, if it be a satisfaction, of knowing that he is paying very low 
wages to a workman abroad instead of very high wages toa workman 
of his own country. He is thus diminishing a demand for his own 
prodnets, for the American operative he feeds entirely and partly clothes 
him. The foreign workman he may feed in the ratio of a teaspoonfal 
of dough to his entire loaf, and he clothes him not at all! And if he 
fed the foreigner altogether he would find he consumed much less of 
such food than the American workman consumes, 

Great is the effort made by free-traders to cause discontent among 
the farmers, because, as is claimed, the manufacturers grow rich. The 
effort is an insult to the farmer. Its force, if it had any, would lie in 
its direct appeal to envy, It will not work. Farmers know, as do 
others, that each man is struggling to better his condition, and that 
very few, indeed, would let riches go if within honest reach. But that 
great fortunes in this country have come with very few exceptions from 
other sources than manufacturing has been shown so frequently that I 
need not dwell on that fact now. 

Of the prosperity of the American operative everybody is aware. 
I mean, of course, relatively to those of other countries, In almost 
every large manufactory the excess of wages over wages abroad amounts 
to many times the proprietor’s profit, which in its turn will not exceed, 
even if it equal, the average profit of his competitor in England. 

It is the condition of well paid lubor which is the distinctive teature 
of the farmer’s home market, resulting, as it does, in a scale of living 
worth at least double the foreign scale. 

Unhappily, Mr. President, the farmer, as we have said, raises a sur- 
plus, and for it must he seek a market abroad. Unhappily, I say, be- 
cause, sending it to England, the great importing country of bread- 
stuff, she must accept the price of India wheat in Liverpool, and from 
this price must pay all expenses of freight, d , and handling 
charges, besides the profits exacted by several middlemen. And al- 
though 75 per cent. of his wheat may be consumed at home, he must 
take a price as if all were to go abroad, the cheapest market always 
fixing the prices of staple products, unless there be artificial preven- 
tion. 

But we have seen from data presented that in any case the farmer 
can not expect to have the European market permanently. He will not 
lose itquite yet. His wheat and corn will for some time to come be 
necessary to Great Britain and other countries. In fact, certain grades 
of our wheat are almost of necessity now called for by the millers of 
the world. I refer to the hard varieties grown so largely in my own 
State. But there seems to be no sure and permanent market for 
American farm preducts except at home. 

Yet, Mr. President, I am not drawing a picture of discouragement. 
There is good reason to expect that by the time our farm products are 
not wanted abroad they will be wanted at home. 

A few days the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicatns] quoted 
at considerable length from the conclusions, carefully arrived at, of Mr, 
C. Wood Davis, and contributed by him to The Forum and The Coun- 
try Gentleman. 

Mr. Davis had ascertained these facts, namely: That between the 
years 1871 and 1888 an average of 3.15 acres to each unit of popula- 
tion were employed in this country to produce the cereals, potatoes, 
hay, tobacco, and cotton consumed at home, and the tobacco, cotton, 
and animal products exported, but that during the fourteen years 
prior to 1885 the increase in cultivated area was so great that after as- 
signing the required 3.15 acres to each unit of population, there re- 
mained a surplus of 20,248,000 acres, which were employed in grow- 
ing products to glut home and foreign markets.“ 

But Mr. Davis had found further that from 1884 the area cultivated 
increased less rapidly than the population, so that the per capita acre- 
age under general cultivation was reduced in four years from 5.06 acres 
to 4.89 acres, and he discovered no tendency to a large increase of new 
farms, but the opposite. Taking the increase of population on which 
he reckons and estimating the enlarged acreage from the rateat which 
development has of late years been going on, Mr. Davisestimates that 
in 1894 there will occur an acreage deficit as to our home requirements. 

That would mean not only no surplus, but remunerative prices. 

I ask leave of the Senate to insert or append certain tables and ex- 
planatory matter, designed to demonstrate the theory of Mr. Davis. 

I can not entirely agree with Mr. Davis in his anticipations. - I be- 
lieve his estimate of population in 1894, 72,000,000, too high. It was 
founded upon expectation at the time he wrote of a population ot 65,- 
000,000 by the present census. It is my opinion, too, that if fair prices 
prevail for a year or two, as now seems probable, the increase of acre- 
age will be more rapid than he anticipates. But even if our acreage 
be such in 1894 that we must offer 10 per cent. of our production of 
wheat for export, and a relatively reduced ntage of corn, the 
farmer may expect better prices and independence of foreign markets 


to a degree to which he has not been accustomed. Prices have always 
been sufficient when the surplus has not exceeded 10 per cent. 

And, Mr. President, the time is certainly not far away, if those in- 
dustries of our country which furnish consumers prosper, when the 
home market will take the entire cereal product of American farms. 

Then will be the day of the farmer’s triumph! I apprehend his oc- 
cupation will then be on a par with any other industry in the land for 
profit and dignity. To hasten that good day should be the aim of 
every patriot, be he farmer or merchant, manufacturer or mechanic. 

ression to farming interests means depression in by far the largest 
field in which American goods can be sold. It is no more important to 
the farmer that the manufacturing and other industries of the country 
flourish so as to give him customers, than to the manufacturer and mer- 
chant that the farmer prosper and be able to purchase their commodi- 
ties. 

Mr. President, if the data relied on are correct the farmer of neces- 
sity must seek to build up the home market. If he makes the mis- 
take of letting it go, or permitting part of it to go, where will he turn? 
The capitalist can take care of himself. The mechanic can go else- 
where and take lower wages if he must. The farmer can not carry 
away his farm to some other clime to enter into competition with the 
serfs or ryots or dagos of other lands, He must stay, and when other 
nations glut the world’s markets at prices beneath the cost of his prod- 
ucts, without his home market he will be in a sad plight indeed. 

These are the conclusions I reach as a farmer desiring a market for 
my own products; and therefore I support the policy of protection to 
any extent that may be necessary to make sure of mouths to be fed at 
home, and to increase their number. 

Toa system of protection must the farmers, at least of the 
North, look for assured prosperity, and I have sought to show the rea- 
sons. These reasons relate to condition, not to theory. They are of 
the most practical order. They spring from the grand experiment in 
pi in our country, having for its end the establishment of a sys- 
tem of well-paid labor. 

That system, as I have shown, has given to the farmer unquestionably 
his best customers. 

That system maintained will soon release him from the bondage of 
a foreign market by taking all his products. 

And that system is before the world a great step toward lifting labor 
from the tyranny which has in all ages crushed it in the dust. 

Mr. President, I fully believe that the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT] spoke truly when he said the other day: 

Mr. President, the argument which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAD- 
DOCK] has just add to the Senate is in most of its features an unanswer- 
able argument in favor of the policy of protective duties of the United States. 
He has shown most conclusively that itis a protective tariff which has stimu- 
lated the culture of his State, and indeed which has made Nebraska possi- 
ble, for without that protective em, early inaugurated in this country, stead- 
fastly insisted upon, having its ical and best development during the last 
thirty years, Nebraska would still be a prairie. It the manufacturer of the East 
has rea: some benefit from this protective policy the agriculturist of Ne- 
braska reaped benefits more abundant, 

Mr. President, absolute free trade would reduce the wages of our 
workmen to a par with those of foreign lands. I think everybody 
agrees to that. For that reason few free-traders are bold enough to 
plead openly for it. All they have courage to seek is to effect such re- 
duction of duties as will admit foreign goods in competition with Amer- 


ican. 

But that would result in one of two things—either in a reduction of 
wages to meet the competition, or else it would reduce the number of 
our operatives; in either case to the detriment of the farmer’s market. 
Naturally, too, some of the operatives would leave their workshops 
and commence to till the soil, thus not only ceasing to buy food prod- 
nets, but having them to sell, Or, if they should seek employment 
in other lands, they would be compelled to live on the scale dictated 
by low wages, which would mean less consumption or cheaper tood. 

No, Mr. President, for the farmer’s sake the American workman must 
be kept here. Old industries must be maintained and new industries 
must be fostered, adding to the number of employed. 

Beyond doubt, also, ample protection must stand between the farm 
products of the United States and those of other lands. Not because 
to-day farm products of a staple character are to a great extent de- 
manding admission to our markets, although they are beginning to 
come, but to protect us against the development, now going on, which 
threatens to deluge the world with cheap wheat, corn, and wool. 
Without protective duties on farm products the foreigner would at an 
early day be supplying the Atlantic coast of our own country. 

And right here I desire to express my hearty satistaction that the 
agricultural and wool schedules in this bill have been framed while 
looking squarely at the farm and its necessities, and not under the in- 
fluence of a clamor, by Democrat or Republican, or from any source, 
for free raw material. 

Mr. President, it is not quite three years ago that from the greatest 
eminence our political world affords a banner was hung out bearing 
the legend Free wool.” That banner became the signal of danger 
throughout all the West and Northwest, setting the farmers in close 
ranks against a free-trade policy. Again has that motto been flaunted 


in and out of Congress, with slighter threat, it is true, since the major- 
ity in Congress have stood for protected wool, - 

But, Mr, President, the party is rash which adopts that demand as 
its motto. The farmers of the North will not have it! And if, at 
some future day, they should be overwhelmed and forced to submit to 
it, it will not be for long. The party or the interest which brings it 
about will be crushed ! 

I have spoken, as I said, from my standpoint of information as to 
the North. Iam aware that to-day the cotton of the South does not 
need protection. I am not sure what may be hereafter. I have no- 
ticed that in the fiscal year ending in 1889 cotton was imported of a 
value of a million and a third, and am told it was fine Egyptian, the 
rival of our splendid sea-island cotton. 

I read also that the newly constructed Russian Transcaspian Rail- 
way, penetrating regions heretofore almost inaccessible, over toward Af- 
ghanistan, is bringing out fine cotton in quantities to surprise the cotton 
trade; and marvelous tales are told of the capacity of those ons for 
its growth. And this same wonderful Argentine Republic, of which I 
have spoken, possesses a climate and soil in its northern and undeveloped 
portion said to promise great things in cotton and sugar. 

We can not tell about the future of cotton. To-day our brethren of 
the South would not consent to its protection, I suppose, as they have 
refused to protect oranges to the extent the Senators from Florida t ht 
necessary. ‘The day may come when they will think alittle 
wise. Ifit does, they may be sure that the farmers of the North will 
ate aay they have it, and the great protective party will not refuse 
to give it. 


APPENDIX. 


The following tables and explanatory matter are extracted from the 
mpblet When the Farmer will be Prosperous, by C. Wood Davis, 
issned by The Forum Publishing Company, New York: 


During the last five years population has increased 13.7 per cent., the area in 
corn 12,3, that in oats 29, cattle 20, and swine 14, with a decrease of 3.4 per cent, 
in the wheat area. Seven-tenths of such increase in the corn area occurred 
the first two years, indicating that the expansion in corn-growing is nearing its 
end. That such is the case will be seen when an inquiry is made into the pres- 
ent sources of supply, and we compare the present rate of increase and d 
eo aren with those obtaining in preceding periods as set forth in the fol- 

owing table: 


Table showing acreage of corn and its igi gore y distribution in the years 1874, 
1879, 1884, and 1889. 


< Corn 
Groups of States, neren 
1874 
— E l 
North Atlantic... .... 6. | 2,780, 204 
N T EAEN 13. 903, 883 
Missouri Val „| 8,721,076 
Southern. 13, 292, 302 
Arkansas and 2, 246, 272 
Mountain and Pacific “| 93, 181 
Totals . . .. e e, 41,036, 918 
— 
Percentages of incrense ... . . . 


The increase in the corn area during the last three years has been but 1. 2 per 
cent, per annum, as against 4.1 per cent, in the two preceding years, 


Table showing acreage of wheat and its geographicat distribution in the years 1875. 


1880, 1884, and 1839, 


= pele | Wheat Wheat Wheat Wheat 
roups o es. acreage 
1875. — 

North Atlantic. . . 2, 851, 453 

8 18, 621, 659 
Missouri Valley.. 6, 276, 440 
Southern e 5, 883, 817 
Mountain areas 507,136 
The Dakotas .. 4, 431, 084 
Pacific coast... 4, 552, 320 

A 38, 123, 859 
Percentages ofincrease and de- 

3.4— 


ereane . . . eee | 


The table covers the period of greatest expansion in heat culture, and shows 
the distribution of acreage now, at the commencement of that period, and at 
its climax in 1884, when acreage and passes eens were at the highest 
point ever reached, with pores about 9,500,000 less than now. Although 
the table tells thestory of the westward movement of wheat-growing, and shows 
that it has reached and passed its limit, an analysis of and losses will en- 
able us to estimate the future course and extent of production, 

The question arises, will contraction of the wheat area in the older districts 
continue at this rate. and how much of the loss thus sustained will be offset b; 
the increase in the Dakotas and in the Mountain and Pacific districts? M 
light is thrown on this subject by the following table, showingthe area in all 
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and Wisconsin in the years 1880, 1884, and 1887: 


A in oats, and hay in Ohio, in the. Finance Committee room when this bill was under 
22 the acreage in corn, wheat, suggested 
neal — 


This exhibit shows that in seven years 2,755,000 acres of the corn · ſields and 

of the wheat-flelds of the States named were converted into 

065 acres of the — ee brought into cultivation, the re- 
to 4,095,362 


mainder of the new land, amoun acres, being emplo in the 
production of 5 oats, é and tobacco. Like con- 
versions of old fields and ent of new ones are continuously 


in all districts outside of the otas and the Mountain and 8 

must greatly reduee the production of wheat; and such action is likely to be 

pasty intensified, as the quantity of new land being brought under cultivation 
rapiily diminishing. 


Per Acres in 
Y 2 — 
ear. reage | other 
all staples. | of all corn an 
staples, | wheat. 
93, 020, 2.85 | 38,985,654 
118. 2.65 | 47,408,819 
161,041, 312 3.29 | 63,242,393 
195, 249, 619 3.51 | 86,009, 954 
207, 212, 100 3.36 | 94,203,199 
Annual aver- 
Per capita 883 increase 
of staples cultiva: | Sh'staplesin 
Bay other than Sndingin 1574, | Periods end- 
corn an ing 
wh 9 we and 
TTT 
1.11 20, 392, 080 6, 797, 360 
1.29 47, 628. 548 9. 525. 710 
1.55 34, 208, 307 6, 841, 661 
1.88 11, 962, 481 | 2.900, 620 


id was the increase in cultivated acres, espe- 
pulation was much less than now, 
same ratio to population as in 


table shows how very 
earlier 


when po 
increase in acreage were in the 
the five years 8 boc 1880, the annual additions to the area under the plow 
acres. 5 


Assuming the substantial correctness of the estimates of area by the De 


ment of Agriculture, and that home ents will be such as to employ 


requirem: 
3.15 acres per capita, the answer to the question. When will the farmer be pros- 


perous? resolves itself into a calculation as simple as the following: 


Acres, 
January, oo a population of 72,000,000 will require in staple crops 


an eee hv py ae TAT AEP — 8885 226, 800, 000 
Area nowemployed in growing such crops.....,....-. — 3 
Additions to be made to such area in four years.. . .. 12,000,000 
223,000, 000 
Acreage deficit January, 1891. . 3, 800, 000 


‘This deficit should be sufficient to neutralize any possible underestimate of 
the area now in cultivation. 

Does not the evidence adduced show that before this decade is half tall 
the products of the farm will be required at good prices, that lands appre- 
ciate greatly in value, and that the American farmer will enter upon an era of 
2 the unlimited continuance of which is assured by the exhaustion of 

arable areas? 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President,.before the pending amendment is 
voted upon I desire to say a word or two in response to the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. I understood him this afternoon to ar- 
raign the Committee on Finance and this side of the Chamber with 
discriminating against the Southern States as respects this bill. I 
have heard that intimated on this floor several times, but in not so em- 
phatic a way as was stated by the Senator from Texas this afternoon, 
and afterwards by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

I should like to know specifically wherein this bill discrimi 

the Southern section of our Union. I certainly have been un- 
e to discover, and until the ion was made upon this floor it 
never occurred to me in the Finance Committee room, and never was 


consideration, that there was any idea in it of such 
Where is it? In what have we ed 


upon that question that committee and ihe majori 
the Chamber agreed to the amendments sugzested by the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] as respects rice. 

Have we discriminated against Texas i. this bill orin a ee way 
at this session of Congress? Have we not poured into the lap of Texas 
at Galveston for its harbor during this scssion $6,000,000 for the pur- 
pose or with the hope on the part of Texas of transferring trade from 
the Eastern seaboard to her most important Gulf port? Did we not 
propose here to protect, and have we not in this bil] protected, the wool 
of Texas, which I believe is the second and certainly the third wool- 
growing State in this Union? Have we not done that? 

I undertook, as did other Senators upon this side, not all of them, it 
is true, but I undertook for myself to protect the hides of Texas. I 
believe the Senator from Texas himself voted against that protection. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad tohearit. A great many Senators upon 
that side of the Chamber did. Soas respects all the products of the 
South. The Senator from Maryland said there was nota line ora page 
of this bill that protected the Southern States. Where is the coal of 
e eee e If I was in a court I should be glad to 
put the Senators from West Virginia and the Senators from Maryland 
on the stand and ask them if they are in favor of the free admission 
of coal under this bill. Have we not stood in this bill, and in all the 
bills that we have passed or proposed for many years, in favor of pro- 
tecting the coal of Maryland and thecoal of West Virginia for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to compete in the production of coal? 

The Senator from Louisiana not now in his seat [Mr. Eustis] stated 
this afternoon by way of a threat to this side of the Chamber that he 
would vote against the proposed protection upon cane sugar by means 
of a bounty, not only because the principle was wrong, but he said it 
would not be asupport and sustenance to the sugar industry of the coun- 
try, and the Democratic party as a political organization would array 
itself against this method of protecting this great industry of our 
country. 

Mr. GIBSON. The bounty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bounty. Certainly; that is what I am speak- 
ing of. We propose in this bill to give to the Louisiana sugar-pro- 
ducers—they call them sugar-farmers now—a bounty of 2ventsa pound 
upon every pound of sugar-cane they produce testing 80 degrees, al- 
though the sugar-cane industry has been in existence for a century of 
time, and although, as I stated this morning, the sugar production of 
Louisiana was greater in 1850 than it was in 1887, and with the single 
exception of this and last year it was greater in 1850 than it has been 
at re time. aie 5 i ETEA 

And yet, whilst we are giving a bounty for the purpose o ucing 
the manufacture of sugar from beets, and thereby establish or try to 
establish an important industry new in our country, and which bas been 
so successful in France and Germany, we propose not to discriminate 
against the Southern section of our country, that for a century of time 
has been engaged in producing sugar from sugar-cane, by giving them 
a like bounty, although they have failed to largely increase their prod- 
uct under tariff protection; and still the Senator from Louisiana says 
if we resort to this bounty method of protection to the sugar- ucers 
of Louisiana they will see that the Democratic party as a political or- 
ganization in this country is arrayed against this method of protecting 
the sugar-producers of Louisiana, and that this method of protection 
can not be made successful because that great political organization 
will array itself against it and thus break it down, so if they can not 
be protected in their own way, and that by taxing all the consumers 
in the country, they will see to it that the sugar industry shall not be 
successful in our country. 

Why, Mr. President, I should beglad to know from Senators whether 
the protection that we give by reason of a bounty is less protective than 
the protection we give by reason of impost duties. No Senator who 
will study that question for a moment can come to any other conclu- 
sion than that it is a greater protection than is given by means of im- 
post duties, as it is more certain and definite and will freshly stimu- 
late the production of sugar in our country. We are criticised beeause 
we have imposed an extra duty upon cotton-ties in this bill. It is 
true we have put cotton-ties upon the general list, as respects the pro- 
tection to iron and steel industries, but the cotton-tie provision has 
been an exception in our tariff schedules for more than twenty years. 
The people who use band, hoop, and scroll iron in all the Northwest 
have been compelled to do whatever results from the imposition of those 
duties for all these years, Every barrel, every tub, every bucket that 
has been used in all this Union has paid this duty upon the hoop or 
scroll iron used in their fabrication, but we have decorated the cotton- 
tie by exempting it from the general rule as respects our iron and steel 
duties npon productions of like character and cost. 

All we have donein this bill is to put ironand steel upon a common 
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as respects, the same character of iron and steel, whether used 
‘or baling bay or cotton or shingles sor spi ea tubsor barrels. But 
or 


is that a heavy imposition? This hoop iron can be made here 
and is made here at very little, if any, increased cost to the user or 
consumer. I saw the other day in a newspaper that the estimated 
production of cotton this year is eight million bales, and that at 10 
cents a its, aggregate product reaches the enormous value of 
$320,000,000. Is an additional imposition, even supposing it all to be 
paid by the cotton - growers, of less than half a million dollars in the 
aggregate this enormous value a great imposition upon a product 
like this? it an imposition, especially when on two-fifths or more 
of that crop these very iron or steel hoops are sold as cotton at a price 
at least twice the cost of the cotton-ties used for baling? 

You say we have discriminated against cotton- Have we? 
What is cotton-bagging? It is a manufacture from jute butts, the 
cheapest importation of jute. Every bag of potatoes that is sent to the 
city of New York from the State of New York, every bag of potatoes or 
of onions that is sent to the city of Chicago from the State in which I 
live is obliged to pay, if this is an additional imposition, exactly the 
same rate of duty, and as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
reminds me, every bushel of wheat that is sent from the Pacific coast. 
Now, aro we discriminating against any section of our country by these 
laws? As well might I stand here and say that we are discriminating 
against Iowa because we pay a duty upon the bag that incloses every 
2 bushels of potatoes which we send to the city of Chicago or St. Lonis, 
or that incloses eyory 2 bushels of onions that we send to the same 
markets. 

These are not discriminations; they are applied to every section of the 
country alike, but we have reduced in this bill the duty upon this 
cotton-bagging more than one-half, or at least equal to one-half the 
present duty, instead of imposing additional exactions upon those who 

roduce cotton or who in any way use this bagging. We have reduced 
the duty upon cotton-bagging to 1.3 cents a pound, while it is now 2} 
cents a pound and 3 cents a pound. 

But if the profits are large on cotton-bagging, how quickly will the 
en ise and the energy of our people engage in.the production, and 
thus, by competition, bring down the price. The machinery is not ex- 
pensive, and the demand is constant. 

So then, Mr. President, I do not see why it is that Senators on that 
side of the Chamber, and especially a Senator who represents the great 
State of Texas, should undertake to arraign the majority on this side 
for discriminating against their industries and their productions when 
no such discrimination is made or even thought of on this side of the 
Chamber. We have done no such thing. 

Take the iron industry and the steel industry, if you please. Do 
we not protect Maryland and West Virginia and all that range of mines 
and mineral products that run along the Appalachian chain to the Gulf 
of Mexico, Alabama being the chief seat of its power and influence and 
control; which development has done more in my judgment to reduce 
the general price of iron and steel products than any other single thing 
that has happened within the last few years, all the result of our policy 
of protecting these products against similar products in other countries. 
Our policy proposes protection of and care for all these industries in all 
the States of this Union, in order that we may hold them as against 
all like industries outside of the Union. 

So, Mr. President, I am not quite content to hear tors upon the 
other side of the Chamber in a general way arraign the Committee on 
Finance, and seek thus to prejudice the public mind of the Southern 
States against this bill by saying that there is not a line or a page or 
a letter in if but what discriminates against the South and against the 
productions of the South. 

I take another illustration as affecting the South. What have we 
done with oranges, lemons, and other semitropical fruits of the South? 
The orange industry of Florida and of Louisiana is protected in this 
bill better than it is under existing law. If the tarif is a burden, then 
we have added to the burdens of the consumers by the provisions of this 
bill respecting orangesas against existing law. Can the Senators from 
Florida and Louisiana, whose constituents produce oranges and lemons 
and tropical fruits, say that in this bill we have discriminated against 
them? On the contrary we have discriminated in their favor by giving 
them additional protection and care as compared with the existing law. 

So with tobacco and with all their other products that I might name. 

Therefore, Mr. President, hereafter I shall be glad to have Senators 
on that side of the Chamber, when they stand up and arraign us for 
discriminations, be more specific in the details of their statements than 
their generalization thus far. When they enter upon the discussion of 
such details they will be compelled to admit that the provisions of this 
bill look as well to their interests as to the interests of other sections 
of our common country. 
meee one ore . to the 3 under consideration. 

e Senator from Louisiana proposes that rand sorghum machin 
shall be admitted free of duty. = £ T 

Now, as. I understand, it and if I am mistaken I shall be 

corrected, the very best sugar and sorghum machinery now wn is 
uced in the United States. I also that the Senator 
m Nebraska, in fact the two Senators from Nebraska, stated the 


ana [Mr. Eustis] to the amendment offered 


absolute truth as respects this machinery which is 8 be in- 
troduced, namely, that it is especially adapted to the pro- 
duetion of sugar from beets, and that most of it is not adapted to or 
needed for the production of sugar from cane or sorghum, aud that it 
is not now produced in the United States. One system of machinery 
is that which cleans the beet; surely this is not necessary in the pro- 
duction of sugar from cane, It is novel machinery that has been in- 
troduced recently into Austria and Germany, and has recently been 
introduced here into Nebraska for the purpose of cleaning the beet and 
preparing it for cutting up. In addition to that, the machinery for 
slicing or cutting up the beet; if you please, is entirely different from 
the machinery which cuts up either the cane or the sorghum. 

Then there is a great class of machinery that is absolutely unneees- 
sary in sorghum or cane, and that is the machinery for deearbonating, - 
I think that is the word, I am not familiar enough with it to know, 
but there are certain alkaline salts in the beets which are produced in 
Nebraska, Iowa, Wisconsin, and so on, not needed in California, be- 
eause this rebellious element is not found in the soils of California, 
therefore this machinery is not needed even for the production of beet 
sugar in California. This machinery is constructed so as to use large 
quantities of lime in the production of sugar in their various processes. 

So there are four or five processes in the production of sugar from 

beets in Nebraska and in these interior States of the Mississippi Val- 
ley that are not needed and not used in the introduction of machinery 
for sugar from cane or sorghum, and it is not made in this country, I 
repeat. 
If it be true that we have the best machinery now for sorghum and 
cane, and that we produce it in our country, as the Senator from Kan- 
sas so well said this afternoon, at a cheaper rate than it can be pro- 
duced elsewhere, then why should we not for just one short period of 
one sugar crop allow this machinery to be introduced which is novel 
in its character, which is not produced here, and no machinery for its 
production exists here and no knowledge of its construction by expert 
mechanics as respects this production—why should we not introduce it 
here for a year at least, because this proposition is only for a single 
year? 

The Senator from New York says very well that beets will not grow 
until next spring. So they will not, and there will only be one year 
of the production of beets that can be possibly used by the introduc- 
tion of this machinery, because the provision expires by limitation on 
the Ist of January, 1892. So it will only apply to those e who 
may choose to experiment in the production of beets an o may 
choose to experiment in the year 1891 in the production of sugar from 


I thank the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] for reminding 
me that the very best machinery which has been produced either for 
sorghum or cane has been produced in our own country in the Stateof 
Delaware. Mr. President, Ido not see any reason why for a single 
year we should not allow this small boon to the people who * to 


engage in the experiment of making sugar from beets, It will do 
nobody any harm. There can be no discrimination against any section 
of our country by doing it. 


Surely there is no discrimination against the producers of sugar from 
cane. Their machinery has been in process of development for nearly 
acentury, and their processes are simple as compared with the proc- 
esses of beet sugar, and so of sorghum, as the process of sugar-making 
from sorghum is not essentially different from that of makin from 
cane. So Iam willing to allow this experiment for a single year, be- 
cause it amounts to that, to go on as respects the sugar-beet, but I am 
not willing to open very wide that door under our present policy. 

Therefore, I think it should be confined to narrow limits and toa 
very limited time, and so I shall vote for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, but I do not see my way clear now to vote for 
the amendment suggested, which will involve the importation free of 
duty fora single year of all the sugar material which will be used 
in this country for cane and sorghum, when our own mechanics and 
producers now have all the needed experience and appliances to suc- 
cessfully make such machinery. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the amendment pro: by the Senator from Louisi- 

by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON] ? = 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the second line of the proposed amendment, 
after ‘‘ beet-sugar,’’ itis proposed to insert *'sorghum and sugar- cane; 
in the same line, before the word “sugar,” to strike out ‘* beet;’? and 
in line 13, after the word beets,” to insert ‘‘sorghum and cane.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is theamendment of the Senator from Lonisi- 
ana to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. Let the original 
amendment be read as it will stand when amended. 

The PRESIDENT The amendment will be read as if 
will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That all machinery abroad and erected in 


tempore. 


purchased beet signe sorgh 
and sugar-cane factory for the manufacture of sugar in the Uni States from 
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beets, sorgh therein shall be admitted duty free until the 
— Jig, 189 f idal ‘That any duty collected on caren the above- 

machinery purchased abroad and imported into the United States 
for the uses above indleated since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. GORMAN, Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ ” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state that 
I am paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. Not knowing how he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Senator from 
Montana [Mr. PowER] is absent without a pair, and I transfer the 
pair to that Senator. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr, VoorHrgs]. If he were present I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. In his absence I am not 
at liberty to vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 
not present. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. By the courtesy of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] 
we transfer our pairs, he being paired with the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], so that the Senator from Washington will be 

red with the Senator from Louisiana. I will therefore vote. I vote 
g yea. n 

Mr. DANIEL. Iwas paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE], but by assent of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] 
we have transferred the pairs, offsetting the vote of the Senator from 
Louisiana | Mr, Eustis] with the vote of the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Squire]. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. Being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], and the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] being 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], we have 
transferred our pairs. I simply wanted to announce the transfer. We 
have both voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
thinking the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] was in his seat. 
I understand he is not recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with him and do not know that he 
would vote in the affirmative. I shall withdraw my vote unless I can 
transfer the pair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam requested to give notice that the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent and paired with the Senator 
from nsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. WALTHALL]. The Senator from West Virginia Bee FAULK- 
NER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Both are absent. If it is agreeable to that Senator, we will transfer 
our pairs, so that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] and the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] will stand paired with 
each other and we can vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I voted inadvertently. I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes]. I voted in the affirmative, 
Tf Jean have the asstirance that the Senator from Massachusetts would 
vote in the affirmative if present I shall allow my vote tostand; if not, 
I withdraw it. 

Mr. DIXON. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], and the 
Senator from Georgia and myself can vote. I vote yen. 

Mr. COLQUITT. My vote is already recorded. It can remain. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas], who is home 
b eissai of sickness, is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 

ISCOCK]. 


I am paired with the jun- 
I withhold my vote, as he is 


The Senator from West Virginia 
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The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—43, 
Aldrich, Davis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Allison, Dixon, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bate, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
rry, E M x Stewart, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Mo: > Stockbridge, 
y. Gibson, Paddock, 
Chandler, e. Washburn, 
Colquitt, 11 Pierce, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hoar, Pugh, 
NAYS—I1. 
Butler, Cockrell, Gray, Teller, 
Cameron, Coke, Hearst, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Reagan, 
ABSENT—30, 
Allen, Frye, McPherson. Squire, 
Blackburn, George, Morrill, Sane’ 
1 Hampton, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, Higgins, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Call, + Hiscock, Plumb, _ Voorhees, 
Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Power, Walthall. 
Eustis, Kenna, Quay, 
Farwell, MeMillan, Sanders, 
So the amendment was agreed to. Pace 


Mr. ALDRICH. If there are no further amendments to be offered 
to this schedule, I ask that paragraph 703, on page 130, be taken up. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I have given notice of a motion to strike out all 
these provisions in relation to bounty as soon as the amendments are 
dis of. I have reserved that motion, because I understand that 
under the rules of the Senate ifthat motion were madeand rejected no 
further amendments could be offered. If there are no further amend- 
ments to be offered, I now make that motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have an amendment that I desire to offer. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GIBSON. In line 13, page 51, I move to strike out 80 degrees“ 
and insert 76 degrees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read, 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 51, line 13, strike out the word “‘eighty’’ 
and insert the word ‘‘seventy-six’’ so as to read: 

To the producer of sugar testing not less than 76 d sb 
from — sorghum, SEDALA iran witht the nited N 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator ia charge of the bill will accept 
the amendment. 

I have a letter from one of the leading citizens of Louisiana en 
in this industry. I have also the testimony of my colleague in the 
House [Mr. Price], a practical planter, and they both concur in the 
statement that not more than 5 per cent. of all the grades of kettle 
sugar produced during the grinding season will test as high as 85 de- 

Forty per cent. of the crop in the State of Louisiana is made 
by the old-fashioned kettle process, They are generally small farmers 
who have not been able to purchase the improved apparatus to make 
sugar. I think if this bounty system is adopted, above all the small 
farmer should get the benefit of it. . 

The circumstances concerning the sugar industry in this country are 
peculiar. The notion that the Republicans generally entertain of a 
tariff is that it should afford protection to the laborers and capital in 
home industry against the cheaper labor and cheaper capital in foreign 
countries. But we are confronted in respect to the sugar industry b 
the extraordinary circumstance that not only is the labor of the conti- 
nent of Europe cheaper than Jabor in the United States, but that the 
Governments on the continent of Europe actually give a bounty tothe 
export of sugar equivalent to that which is proposed by this bill. If 
that be the case, how is it possible for this industry to survive the in- 
vasion of the German, and Austrian, and French sugars? There will 
be under this bounty system even no adequate protection to the in- 
dustry in Nebraska, or Kansas, or Louisiana. 

I think that under the circumstances, owing to the peculiarities that 
surround the conditionsof the sugar industry of the United States, the 
producers in this country are entitled at least to protection adequate 
to that which is afforded to this industry in Europe by the export 
bounty system, and, I repeat, it enables the European producer to place 
his product on the ship free of the cost of production. 

I do not intimate or intend to excite any sectional discussion here, 
I have never done so. I have always declared that I am in favor of a 
tariff for revenue with incidental protection; that the revenue should 
be laid to raise revenue for the Treasury of the United States, and that 
in raising the enormous sums that we require every year to pay the 
expenses of this Government there would be necessarily sufficient pro- 
tection. 

I do not mean to say that that would be a mere incident, either, of 
the revenue power. I mean to say that we should discriminate and 
lay the duty with our eyes open, so that it will be operative to give to 
our industry that comes in vanes rere with commodities from Enrope 


The amendment proposed will be 


protection. But I have i that this power to raise money and te 


offer protection should be equalized; that there should be an equilib- 


rium between all the industries of the 
that it should not be exercised so as to 
against another. 

Under that system, the administration of the revenue power of the 
Government ought to increase the protection given to sugar, in view of 
the fact that we are confronted by not only cheaper labor on the con- 
tinent of Europe and in Cuba, but by this export bounty. Thatisa 
deviation from the ordinary methods that prevail beyond our borders 
in respect to the industries of foreign countries, 

Now, this bounty system of2 cents a pound may afford some protection, 
but I do not think it will afford sufficient protection to enable that indus- 
try to retain our home marketsin place of the export bounty in Europe, 
which is equal to it. The cost of transportation from the European 
ports to our centers of consumption will be less even than that from our 
own sugar-producing regions to these centers of consumption and dis- 
tribution. If that be the case, there is absolutely no protection in this 
bill under the bounty system or under the tariff system. It is free- 
trade in respect to sugar. 

But, if we are to apply it, I think that the test should be brought 
down to the point at which the small farmers, who are not able, having 
neither the cash nor the credit, to purchase this fine apparatus, can get 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to allow myself to be betrayed into 
answering the Senator from Iowa, but I must be candid. I think 
there has been some discrimination in this bill against the Southern 
section. It is true that you have given higher rates of duty on wool, 
but that is a Northern product as well as a Southern product. You 
have given higher rates on manufactured cotton goods, but that is a 
Northern as well as a Southern product. You have given higher 
rates on the products of our steel and iron industries, but those indus- 
tries are located in the Northas well asin theSouth. You have raised 
the rates on all these schedules, but in every instance the Southern 
producer gets the benefit of it because he is in the same situation with 
the Northern producer. 

But how is it with respect to the two industries in the South that 
are not to be found in the North? How is it with rice? Rice is a 
manufactured article. It ſormerly supplied the home market. We ex- 
ported 75,000,000 pounds of rice a year until that industry, like all other 
Southern industries, was overthrown by the convulsions of our unfort- 
unate civil war. What are the facts in this tariff in respect to rice? 

‘The Senator from Iowa said that the Committee on Finance had 
given to me all I asked. That is a great mistake. I accepted what I 
covld get. I desire that the rates on rice should remain just as they 
are under existing law, and why? Because, owing to the Suez Canal, 
which has shortened the route to Asia, the importations of rice have 
largely increased even under the existing rates. With whom do the 
rice-farmers of the South come in competition? The laborers of this 
industry in the South come in competition with the people of Asia 
and China who get about $12 a year. The producers of rice in those 
eastern countries pay their laborers about as much for the year as we 
pay our laborers for two weeks. I read the testimony of our consuls 
as the basis for this statement. It is undisputed that owing to these 
facilities for transportation, the cheapened cost of freight under the 
tariff as it exists, importations have largely increased and threaten to 
overwhelm this industry in which our people are largely engaged. The 
people of my State produce more rice than the Carolinas and Georgia. 

Now, why should not this overflowing tide of importation in respect 
to rice be checked or at all events this industry be protected as under 
the existing rates? Why should you reduce on it? You have not re- 
duced on any other important staple manufactured product iu this 
country; and in that I say that the charge made by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is true and proven. 

Now, with regard to the sugar industry what are the facts? That 
industry has always been the source of the largest revenue to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Before and after the war of 1812 the 
tariff rates were as high as 9, 12, to18 cents per pound. It was never 
lower than 2} cents on the commonest article of sugar, and 6 cents per 
pound on refined sugar until it was reduced under the Robert J. 
Walker tariff. Then it was 30 per cent. ad valorem, and after that, when 
that tariff was reduced again, it was 24 per cent. 7 

The capital of our people, capital and labor, went into that industry 
under these high tariff rates, and I undertake to say that there is a 
moral obligation that every Senator sensible of such an obligation 
should appreciate. I do not believe that you can suddenly take away 
the protection that has been bestowed upon an industry and thereby 
confiscate the capital in that industry without committing a moral 
wrong, unless there be some great public exigency involving the na- 
tional interest and the national welfare which compels it; but under 
ordinary circumstances in adjusting these schedules on any basis, I re- 
peat, it is wrong to take away protection suddenly so that the capital 
and the labor interest shall be discomfited and disarranged and de- 
stroyed perhaps, 3 

What has been the history of legislation in respect to sugar? In 
1860, before our unfortunate civil war began, we were producing in the 
small State of Louisiana two-thirds as much as Cuba, We produced 


ple of the United States, and 
iscriminate in favorof one and 


enough to supply over 50 per cent, of the consumption in the Ameri- 
can market. That industry was absolutely wiped out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What was the duty then? . 

Mr. GIBSON. The duty then was about 24 per cent, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What was the total production as compared to tha 
total production now ? 

Mr. GIBSON. It was larger then than now. 8 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator to say that the duty was 
then 24 per cent. It is 100 per cent. under the House bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am going to come to that point, though I did not 
desire to tax the patience of the Senate so long. Under the Robert J. 
Walker tariff, I will say to the Senator from Connecticut, statistics 
show that the sugar industry and all other industries advanced more 
rapidly in all respects from 1846 until 1860 than during any other period, 
because prices were upon a general level and the benefits and burdens 
of the tariff system were equally distributed. There was no favorit- 
ism; all industries and all sections were equal before the law. 

Now, since the Senator from Connecticut has suggested it, what has 
been the history of that industry since 1864? This industry had been 
substantially swept away in 1864. There were only 5,000 tons ofsugar 
raised in this country in 1864 against 265,000 tons in 1861-62. Since 
1864 then we have made steady progress in the development of that 
industry. We produced during the last year about 165,000 tons of 
sugar of a much better quality, owing to the improved methods of cul- 
tivation and of manufacture. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Task the Senator a question, Mr. President? 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire—I am not going to argue 
the matter—what the proportionate relation of the present production 
of the Louisiana sugar is to the Cuban production. The Senator has 
stated that the total quantity produced here now is less than it was 
before, but how is it in Cuba? : 

Mr. GIBSON. We produced about two-thirds as much sugar in 1861 
as Cuba did. I think the production of sugar to-day is about 600,000 
tons in Cuba, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Cuba has increased enormously, then. 

Mr. GIBSON. Cuba has increased. The production in Louisiana 
this year will be about 200,000 tons. 

But, the Senator must be aware of the circumstances that the people 
engaged in the sugar industry have been confronted with since 1864. 
I do not like to repeat the story, but the Senator must know that there 
were peculiar circumstances attending that industry. 

In the first place, it requires a larger expenditure of money to the 
acre than any other industry in the world. We estimate that an acre . 
of cane costs $100 itself. It requires the most expensive apparatus to 
convert that cane into sugar. The apparatus itself imposes upon each 
acre of cane about 8100. So, in a farm of 500 acres of cane an expendi- 
ture of $100,000 must be made, $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every year? 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir, to restore the industry, for it disappeared, 
as I have said, in 1864. We had nothing left in that State except 
ruined sugar-houses, a few chimneys standing, the machinery gone, 
ditches filled up, and fields growing up in brambles and weeds. Such 
was the condition of the industry in 1865 and 1866. 

Not only that, but Louisiana is the Holland of the United States; 
we are carrying on a constant struggle with the Mississippi River. 
That mighty current flows through the very middle of the State, and 
often over the richest parts of it. It is a constant fight against the 
river. We have expended $21,000,000 to protect ourselves from the 
invasion of its disastrous floods since 1865. 

Not only that; it is the most expensive industry to restore in respect. 
of its seed. We must plant the original stalk; 1 acre of cane will only 
plant 3; the stubble, as we call it, from which it is taken will only sur- 
vive three years; and the cane produced by anacre weighs about 20 tons. 
The destruction of this seed cane and the transportation from farm to 
farm, or plantation to plantation as we called them in olden times, was 
an immense labor itself, and could only be performed at great cost, 

But in the midst of these disastrous circumstances by which the 
ple were surrounded they were in great poverty; they had lost their 
credit, and it was impossible to borrow a dollar of money at any rate 
of interest to restore these plantations to activity and production. 

Nor only that; but we had disorders in society, and I recur to this 
with reluctance. Iam not casting blame upon anybody. For one, I 
do not wish ever to recur to the scenes of civil strife that have taken 
place in this country. Ishall only do so under compulsion and to make 
a defense of the people with whom I have been associated. But under 
these disorders private credit disappeared. I need not tell the veteran 
Senator from Vermont that the very life and breath of any industry, 
the cource of its force and prosperity, is derived from that invisible, 
subtle, all-powerful influence, private credit and public honor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to debate it at all, but I should 
like to ask the Senator really for information—I am sincerely desirous 
of having it—whether with credit or without, the comparative number 
of acres in Louisiana that are nowor in the last year or two have been 
under cultivation for cane as compared with the number of acres in 
1858, 1859, and 1860. 
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Mr. GIBSON. It always amuses me to hear the Senator from Ver- 
mont ask for information. If he had stored away all the information 
he has sought for in this Chamber he would be the wisest man, as I 
expect he is, inthis body. I can hardly venture to give the Senator 
any information, but, if he will pardon me, Iwill attempt to answer his 
question. I will say to him the area in cultivation is just about the 
same as it was in 1860, but it is mow divided between rice and sugar, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a question of crops then, and not of credit, 
for Isu it is just as hard to borrow money on rice as it isonsugar. 

Mr. GIBSON. You could not borrow money on eitherin 1865, 1866, 
1867, 1868, 1869, 1870, 1871, 1872, 1873, or 1874. In 1876 our credit 
began to be restored and it is tolerably fair to-day. ; 

But these were the circumstances I am relating, the history of this 
industry, the embarrassment, diffienlties, obstacles in the way of its 
development; I was about to say peculiar, but I was afraid the Sen- 
ator from Vermont might take exception to that word. 

So here we were withmachinery destroyed, thesugar-housesdestroyed, 
the fields destroyed, the floods on us, the government insecure, disor- 
der in every direction, private credit gone. I think everybody will ad- 
mit that that was.a rather dismal situation for people who were going 


to embark in an industry that required a large amount of cash. 


Yet, even under those adverse: circumstances, there is one yet still 


larger, more active, more comprehensive than any that I have men- 


tioned; and that is the invasion of the markets of the world by these 
bounty sifgars from the continent of Europe. They have taken pos- 
session of the European markets, of the English markets; they have 
driven out the cane-producing sugars. The cane-producing countries 
have been diminishing their productions steadily as the beet-sugar 
countries were increasing theirs. What has been the result? I need 
not tell the Senator that Cuba is bankrupted. The little island of 
Cuba, with only 1,500,000 peoplein it, and half of them S and 
Cubans, and the other half Chinese and negroes, owes one hundred an 

fifty-odd million dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. GIBSON. Cerlainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the Senator whether he thinks 
the present condition of private affairs as to finances in a toming 
to the circumstance that he has alluded to, the German beet-sugar 
other sugars, or whether it is owing to the extravagance and want of 
thrift of its inhabitants. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is very dificult to determine the causes of any 
event. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wished my friend's opinion; that was all. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to observe, in the first place, that it is very 
difficult to ascertain the causes of any event. We may ascribe it to a 
single cause when probably there are many operating: But, so faras I 
have been able to detèrmine, the cause that: has led to this immense 
burden upon the island of Cuba is owing toa fallin the price of sugar 
in the markets of the world. I admit that the state of society, the civil 


War that yee in Cuba, perhaps added to this; I have no doubt it 


did; but I think had the sugar market not been taken away from her 
(because there has been a relative falling off in the production of Cuba 
as well as Brazil), if she had got a better price for her sugar, she would 
have been able to carry over the debt that wasacquired in the civil war, 
and to pay, perhaps, the interest and part of the principal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was a question, then, if I may interrupt my 
friend, of the 8 production and the quantity of consumption. 

Mr. GIBSON. That was it; and the price was determined by Ger- 
many and forced down. 

Now, Mr. President, what has been done by the Government of the 
United States in the application of the revenue system to this indus- 
try? In 1883 wereduced the tariff on sugar at the very time when these 
governments in Europe were placing a bounty on sugar that was to be 

We reduced the tariff on sugar 25 cent. in 1883, and 
now it is by this bill to reduce it again, and to adopt in re- 
spect to that article a new, novel, unheard-of system, the bounty sys- 
tem, which never, so far as I am informed—and I should like to ask the 
Senator for a little information on that subject—has been applied to 
any one of the industries of the United States on land. I should like 
for him to tell me when it was ever applied to any single industry in 
this country on land. 3 

The Senators from New England declare that the application of that 
system here will destroy the refining industry in New Englandin respect 
of molasses, which I believe they said supported about four hundred 
vessels at sea. If that is to be the effect. of this bounty system, Ishould 
vote for it with very great reluctance. 

I object to the bounty system, not because it is novel, not because it 
is an experiment, but because it is inadequate. Capitalists will he 
slow to invest their money in a system that may be adopted to-day and 
removed to-morrow. They can not sce their way to results. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana how it is 
5 than the ordinary tariff which affects a multitude 

Mr. GIBSON. It is because we have never tried it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it is not more likely to be repealed. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is novel; and I doubt very much whether it will 


commend itself to the American people: Its very strength, if it issue- 
cessful, will be its source of weakness, for as the industry prospers and 
the production is increased the amount of the bounty will increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). It is the 
duty of the Chair to inform the Senator from Louisiana that his time 
has expired. $ 

Mr. GIBSON. It will double the bounty every five years on sugar 
and take a greater sum out of the Treasury than we pay under the 
protective system. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, there seems to be no probability that 
we are going to vote upon all these amendments to-night. That being 
the case, whatever debate there is to be L suppose will have to be had 
to-night. I therefore desire to occupy the attention of the Senate fora 
little while. 

Mr. President, inmyremarkson this-bill some daysago I said nothing 
on the subjectof reciprocity, I desire to ask the attention of the Senate 
mainly on that subject now. I am in favor of such reciprocity be- 
tween the United States and other nations, especially with the Repub- 
lies of Mexico and of Central and South America, as can be agreed upon 
and as will open up new markets to the people of this country. The 
scheme seems to be attended with difficulties, but all new and great 
movements are usually surrounded by difficulties which more or less 
embarrass < 

The development and inauguration of trade arrangements with cer- 
tain governments are liable to embarrass this Government in its rela- 
tions to others, but still I am unable to see why we can not make such 
reciprocity ents by treaty or otherwise with one government as 
suits it and our own, without incurring the displeasure of the rest, 
What we desire is to find a market for whatever surplus we may have, 
either in agricultural productions or in manufactures; and tosecuresuch 
market we should be willing to take from the people who take our 
surplus, a sufficient amount of the surplus of such productions or 
articles as we do not produce to the extent of our needs to pay for it. 

It becomes a system of exchange of products between friendly nations 
for the benefit of each other. Iam not in favor of such a system of 
reciprocity as will in the slightest d interfere with our policy of 
protection to American industries and labor, and I do not conceive that 
such a policy of reciprocity as will result inthe people of other nations 
taking all or any part of our surplus productions free of duty, on con- 
dition that we take such of theirs as we want, can possibly interfere 
with our protective system. It seems to me that such a policy must 
have the effect of stimulating our mannfacturesand agriculture. I feel 
sure, Mr. President, that much benefit must come to our people from 
sucha policy. 

If the people of the United States can secure an equivalent for plac- 
ing on the free-list sugar, 3 coffee, and hides, it is better than it is 
now as to tea, coffee, and hides, they all being on the free-list, and 
this Government receiving no perceivable benefit therefor. Weare 
abont to put sugar on the free-list, and I am in favor of doing so 
whether we make any trade relations with the sugar-growing countries 
by which we secure an equivalent or not, but it is wiser to find a free 
market for our flour, provisions, and agricultural implements in the 
countries that furnish us free sugar. 

Mr. President, I have believed from the first that good would come 
from the work of the Congress of representatives of the three Americas. 
The reciprocity movement now under consideration is the first fruit 
of that Congress. It did much to draw together these republics, to 
produce a spirit of friendship for and interest in each other. Such a 
spirit to the same extent never existed before. That friendship will 
grow and result in advantage to the United States and in yast benefit 
to the smaller republics. The movement will go forward until satis- 
factory commercial relations shall be established between the people 
of the United States and the republics of Central and South Am 
and of Mexico. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], in his very able speech 
on this subject a few days ago, in commenting on the bills known as 
the subsidy bills of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], snid that 
trade followed the mails as they are carried by ships into ſoreign ports, 
To state it in another way, as is often stated, trade follows the 
The mails carried upon the seas for our people should be carried in 
American ships with the flag floating over them. 

While I favor reciprocity, especially with the countries south of us, 
f regard the establishment of steam-ship lines and of railroads and of 
telegraphic communication with them as of more certain and lasting 
benefit to the country than any circumscribed reciprocity arrange- 
ments we can make with each separate republic. However this may 
be, we find ourselves engaged in an eflort to inaugurate reciprocal ar- 
rangements between this nation and such countries as produce sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, hides, ete., our purpose being to secure an equiv- 
alent for retaining upon the free-list those which now come in free, 
and placing sugar on the free-list, thereby losing to this country in 
its revenues on sugar alone $55,000, 000. 

There are serious objections to the scheme as presented. It devolves 
a duty on the President which, in my judgment, he will hesitate to 
peus It places upon him too much responsibility and places in 

is hands questionable power, It gives him power to remove imports 
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from the free to the dutiable list on his own judgment as to the in- 
equality or unreasonableness of the exactionsof other governments. This 
power should alone be exercised by the legislative department, but, if 
conferred upon the President, in my opinion he will not take the re- 
sponsibility of placing articles now on the free-list on the dutiable list, 
but will report his action to Congress, or he will negotiate a treaty se- 
curing reciprocal rights and report the same to the Senate for its con- 
sideration. 

All that power, I may be permitted to say, the President has now, 
and it has been to my mind a question whether it would not have been 
better to allow this whole question of reciprocity to rest with the Pres- 
ident and Secretary of State, as they have the power to make treaties 
with these governments and submit them to the Senate of the United 
States for consideration. g 3 

In the address of our Secretary of Stäte, Mr. Elaine, in his State re- 
cently; he stated that 87 per cent. of the products of the republics 

` south of us come to this country free, and that if sugar is placed on the 
free-list all the important articles imported from those countries will 
come in duty free except wool. Our exports to those countries are 
subjected to heavy duties, while only 12 per cent. of theirs brought 
here pay a duty. 

Whether placing sugar on the free-list will cheapen the article to the 
consumer is doubted by some. I believe it will cheapen it. If it does 
cheapen it to the people it should never be taken off the free-list unless 
it shall become necessary: for revenue p The most of our im- 
ports from countries south of us come from Cuba and Brazil, the imports 
from those two countries being $112,000,000, while our exports to them 
only amount to the small sum of $20,000,000. Ifwe take these goods, 
sugar and other articles to such an amount, they ought to take more of 
our productions. 

If there is any way by which this Government can negotiate with 
them so that we can get an equivalent we ought to do so, in my judg- 
ment. e 

Taking all these countries together their exports. to this country in 
value are 216,000,000 worth, while we export to them only $74,000,- 
000. These general facts, showing the differences between our exports 
to these countries near us and our imports from them, brought to the 
attention of the American people by the Secretary of State on the ad- 
journment of the Pan-American Congress, have produced the almost 
universal call upon us to adopt.some means for remedying the unequal 
condition and placing our people on a better footing in our trade rela- 
tions with these countries. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say afew words respecting the prop- 
osition to inaugurate a system of reciprocity with the Dominion of 

The attitude of that country toward the United States and 
our trade relations with the people of that country are such that in my 
jndgment we are not called. upon to hasten to open new negotiations 
with them for reciprocity agreements. The Dominion Government 
has steadily pursued a policy of aggression towards the United States. 
They have done so in many ways and for many years. 

That Dominion is and has been for some time substantially under 
the dominion of the Canadian Pacific Railroad. That road was in the 
main built by the Dominion Government, thesubventions given by it to 
the road amounting to about $200,000,000. It was projected some 
thirty or forty years ago by a British military officer as a military route 
to enable England to throw troops across the continent and to reach India 
in case ofa war with Russia. Subsequently, in 1879, I believe, England 
purchased a controlling interest in the Suez Canal, under Disraeli’s 
government, and they now regard the Canadian Pacific as the alternative 
route to India in case anything should happen to prevent tlie use of the 
Suez Canal. 4 

The first train that ran over the Canadian Pacific conveyed muni: 
tions of war, the object being to show the British Government how 
swiitly they could transportmunitions of war across the continent on 
our northern border. It was mainly in consideration of its being a 
military route and of having its steam-ships on the Vanesuver and 
Pacific line and of their being placed at the disposal of the British 
naval department that they obtained their steam-ship subsidy from 
the British Government of $225,000 a year. The Dominion Govern- 
ment hasbeen subsidizing railroads to an enormous extent, the aggre- 

debt of the Dominion and of the Provinces: now being $335,000, - 
nearly all of which has beep entailed by the subsidy system and by 
publie works generally and in the construction of canals. 

The whole and sole object of the canals for which they have spent 
-nearly $60,000,000 is to make Montreal an ocean port, thereby taking 
away from the ports of New York, Boston, and Baltimore the foreign 
trade and securing it to this military and political road, the Canadian 
canals, and the port of Montreal. The Canadian Pacificroad was not 
built as a commercial enterprise, it never has maintained itself as a 
road for legitimate commercial purposes, and it will not for many years 
to come, except as it is allowed to raid upon the common carriers of 
the United States. As I said before, it was not constructed for commer- 
cial ntas political and military expedient. 

The Interstate - Commerce Commission in its last report estimates that 
one-third of the through business of the Canadian Pacific to and from 
the Paciflo coast consists of traffic furnished from the United States, 


and in this is not included the traffic secured by the Canadian Pacific 
between Asia and pointsin the United States east of the Missouri River. 
It has resorted to the policy of securing feeders tor the trunk line reach- 
ing many points in the United States, while Canada refuses to allow the 
construction of railroad lines as feeders to American lines running to 
points in Canada. 

In support of this statement I present the following testimony of 
Nelson Bennett, an honored and respected citizen of Tacoma, Wash., 
president of the chamber of commerce of that growing city, taken be- 
fore the Committee on Relations with Canada: 

By the CHAIRMAN : 
Q. Youmean tosay that a company of American capitalists, whetherowning 
ee e existing road or not, can not get facilities to complete a line in 
A. I mean to say exactly that thing, sir. 

In the course of the investigation in respect to the transportation 
interests of the United States and Canada, conducted by the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce, of which I have the honor to be chairman, 
during the summer of 1889, it was testified to by several witnesses that 
Americans were not allowed to construct railways in Canada. 

By an act approved February 4, 1887, and subsequent amendments 
thereto; common carriers in the United States doing an interstate busi- 
ness are subject to certain well defined rules and regulationsin pursu- 
ing their business. The Canadian Pacific, on the other hand, a foreign 
corporation, sustained and maintained by the Canadian Governmentas 
a political necessity, is exempt from the provisions of this law, as are 
also other Canadian lines. That the Canadian roads might be thor- 
oughly unhampered and unhindered in their inroadson American com- 
merce the Dominion of Canada has enacted a statute which I will pres- 
ently read. Much is said in favor of foreign railroads because of cer- 
tain provisions of the interstate-commerce act. Whatever may be the 
fact as to the merits or demerits of the anti-pooling and the long and 
short haul sections of the act to regulate commerce, no American should 
desire that a foreign corporation should be allowed an advantage over 
our own American railroads. 

If the interstate-commerce act is not. right, it should be amended 
and made so; but our patriotism should require that we should protect 
our own property as against that of foreign countries. I will insert 
here two sections of the Canadian statute showing that the purpose of 
that government is to authorize and specially aid the Canadian Pacific 
Railroad in reaching into the United States by whatever means may be 
necessary to secure traffic at the expense, perhaps, of the people of 
their own country and at the expense of the common carriers of the 
United States. 


It will be seen from this that these provisions give the Canadian 
roads, on all traffic carried in competition with our carriers, unlimited 
freedom. By reason of the fact that the Canadian Pacific Railway was 
built by subsidies and subventions of various sorts which it received 
from the Dominion Government, it could afford to offer lower rates 
than those which prevailed on American railways. A war of rates 
was begun by the Canadian Pacific Railway on itscompletion, and was 
continued until a compromise was reached on the basis of differentials 
in favor of that road. à 

The Canadian Government hasgranted a subsidy of $186,000 a year, 
to continue for twenty years, for a line through the: Stateof Maine: 
That subsidy was given to the International Railway Company of Can: 
ada and the International Railway Company of Maine, which were sub- 
sequently sold to the Atlantic and Northwestern Railway, the control 
of which the Canadian Pacific has acquired, and it is now receiving the 
subsidy of $186,000 per annum. Its payment was commenced on the 
ist of January, 1889, on the completion of the line from Montreal to 
Mattawamkeag. 

What was that done for, Mr. President? It Was for the purpose, 
not of ing the commerce of that road to Boston and to Portland, 
but to cut across the State of Maine and land its commerce ata foreign 
port, orat a port in the Dominion of Canada. I am reciting these 
things for the purpose of showing that, so far as our reciprocity rela- 
tions with the Canadian Government are concerned, the course of that 
Government towards the United States has been such that in my judg- 
ment we are not called upon to-day to hasten to make reciprocity 
agreements with it. 

The Dominion has heavily subsidized: numerous lines of steamers. 
At the 1889 session of the Dominion Parliament an act relating to ocean 
steam-ship subsidies was passed which provided for a line of steamers . 
from Vancouver to Australia and New Zealand with a subsidy of $125,- 
000 a year; a line from Vancouver to China and Japan with a subsidy 
of $300,000 per annnm: a line of steamers from St. John, New Bruns- 
wick, to Liverpool with a subsidy of $500,000 a year, which is to be 


supplemented by a British subsidy supposed to be $300,000 a year, 
making a total of $800,000. These steamers are to be constructed so 
as to be available as armed cruisers in the navy of Great Britain. All 
of these lines, being thus heavily subsidized, will be enabled at the 
very beginning to divert commerce from American ships, American 
shippers, and American internal transportaton lines. 

To recur a moment to the canal system of the Dominion of Canada. 
It was announced some time ago, also, that the Canadian Government 
would expend $12,000,000 more in deepening the St. Lawrence canals. 

In the operation of some of these canals American sea-ports are dis- 
criminated against in the interest of Montreal, American and Cana- 
dian vessels passing through the Welland Canal have to pay 20 cents a 
ton on their If a vessel is bound to American ports on Lake 
Ontario or on the St. Lawrence River, no deduction is made from this 
charge, but if her cargo is to be shipped to Montreal from Kingston at 
the head of the St. Lawrence River a rebate of 18 cents per ton is made 
on wheat, Indian corn, rye, barley, and pease, which constitute the 

t bulk of shipments from the United States to foreign countries via 
ontreal. This is in violation of the treaty of Washington and of the 
reciprocal concessions upon which the transit trade is based. It is ac- 
complished by an order in council, which I will read. One is issued 
in the early part of each year. This is the last one: 
At THE GOVERNMENT HOUSE AT OTTAWA, 
Wednesday, 26th day of February, 1890. 

Present, his excellency the governor- general in council, 

Whereas it is considered expedient that the special rate of toll for passage 
through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals of certain easterly bound food 
Bag ey in force during the last season of navigation should be continued dur- 

ag toe forthcoming season : A 
is excellency the governor-general, in pursuance ot the powers vested in 
him by ga pot 37 of the revised statutes, entitled, An act ting the de- 
partment of railways and canals,” and by and with the advice of the Queen’s 
rivy council, is pleased to urder that the special rate of toll of 2 cents per ton 
n force last year for the through the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals 
of certain cereals, wheat, Indian corn, paan barley, and rye, when shipped for 
Montreal, or for any other port east of Montreal, be continued during the forth- 
coming season of e maces and no longer, such toll covering the Welland and 
the St. Lawrence Can: 

His excellency has been further pleased to order, by and with the advice of 
the Queen’s privy council for Canada, the continuance, for the same period 
only, of the arrangement under which the said food products, if swf have d 
gy . — tor tolis for passage 1 as — be ent ee 

exemption from ment of an; er toll for passage an on 
of the St. 1 pinks even if not traversing the whale distance to 


Montreal. 
JOHN J, M'GEE, Clerk Privy Council, 


There is also an unjust discrimination by Canada in the matter of 
entrance and clearance fees. By section 112 of their revised customs 
act a license is provided for vessels navigating the lakes, for which a 
fee of 50 cents is required, as also a fee of 50 cents for each entrance at, 
and 50 cents for each clearance from, a Canadian port. Then by another 
order in council Canadian vessels are exempt from the payment of en- 
trance and clearance fees, which amount to $1 for each visit to a Can- 
adian port, while such fees are imposed upon American vessels, I will 
read section 112 of the revised customs act of the Dominion of Canada 
providing for the license, also the order in council by which American 
vessels are so cunningly discriminated against, and a copy of the coast- 
ing license: 

SECTION 112 OF THE REVISED CUSTOMS ACT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA. 
‘The governor in council may grant yearly coasting licenses to British vessels 
navigating the inland waters of Canada above Montreal, and may direct thata 
fee of 50 cents shall be payable for each such license, and that the master or per- 
son in charge of any vessel navigating the said waters and not having a coast- 
ing license shall, on entering any port in Canada with such vessel, pay a fee of 
50 cents if such vessel is not over 50 tons burden, and of $Lif she is more than 
50 tons burden, to the collector on each entry; and a like fee of 50 cents or $1, 
according to the burden of the vessel, on each clearance of such vessel at any 
port; and such fee shall be ae accordingly before such vessel shall be en- 
te or cleared: Provided, ‘That the governor in council may reduce orreadjust 
such fees, but may not increase them beyond the amount hereby fixed: And 
also, That vessels merely passing through any of the Canadian canals, 
without breaking bulk, shall not be liable to such fees, (46 V., o. 12,9, 234.) 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
GOVERNMENT HOUSE, Ottawa, Wednesday, May 22, 1889. 

Present, his excellency the governor-general in council. 

His excellency, in virtue of the powers vested in him by “ the customs act,” 
chapter 32 of the Revised Statutes of Canada, section 112, and by and with the 
ad of the Queen’s privy council for Canada, is pleased to order, and it is 

hereby ordered, that the fee to be exacted from all vessels navigating inland 
when entering or clearing at any port above Montreal, shall be 0 cents 
for such report inwards or clearance outwards, irrespective of the tonnage 
of the vesselsso entering or clearing, except vessels holding coasting licenses, 
and that all orders or regulations inconsistent herewith shall be rescinded, 
JOHN J. M’GEE, Clerk Privy Council. 


DOMINION OF CANADA—COASTING LICENSE FOR THE YEAR 188—. 


) — of (2 master of the (3) 5 
of (4) urden, British re; red, and wholly owned by 
British subjects, to employ the said vessel until the Wth day of June, 188—, to 
earry ways being subject to entry or clearance, comformably with the 
coasting regulations of the Dominion of Canada, he having, with two sureties, 
—.— into the necessary bonds. ’ 


is — day of 
——, Collector, Port of 4 
Mr. President, I wish to say a few words in reference to the refusal of 


Given under my hand 


the Canadian Government to reciprocate in the matter of aiding vessels 


in distress, By an act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, the United 
States Government proposed to the Dominion of Canada that ifit would 
allow American ing vessels to go to the relief of American vessels 
in distress in Canadian waters the United States would allow Canadian 
wrecking vessels the reciprocal privilege in the waters of the United 
States, but the Dominion Government has persistently refused to ac- 
cept the offer, although the refusal has led to a large loss of property 
and of life. This refusal on the part of Canada appears to be dictated 
by the political infiuence of certain g companies, It 
is fully in accord with the Canadian refusal to allow American fishing 
vessels to seek refuge in Canadian ports, and the refusal of food or re- 
lief of any sort to the tempest-tossed American fishermen, although 
Canadian fishermen, in common with the mariners of every nation on 
the globe, are allowed to seek shelter and relief in American waters. 

The refusal of the privileges of the transit trade to fish caught by 
American fishermen, the refusal toallow American fishing vessels toseek 
shelter from storms when in distress in Canadian ports and harbors of 
refuge, the refusal to allow American-fishing vessels to trade in Cana- 
dian waters as freely as Canadian vessels are allowed to trade in Ameri- 
can waters, are an open violation of Article III of the treaty of peace of 
1783, of Article XXIII of the treaty of 1794, the reciprocal maritime 
legislation of 1830, and the comity of nations. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I could do better than to quote 
herea sentence from the late eber d of the Treasury, Hon. Daniel 
Manning. Mr. Manning ized the denial of the humanities of 
the sea to American fishermen by the authorities of Canada and New- 
foundland as ‘‘an act of barbarism fit only for savages.” 

But, Mr. President, to be more specific, Sylvanus Smith testified 
in New York, December 31, 1889, before the Select Committee on Re- 
lations with Canada, as to the inhumane treatment of American fish- 
ermen by Canadians. He cited the case of the Marion Grimes, which 
occurred some four or five years ago. The captain of the vessel started 
to go out to sea fishing some 5 or 10 miles off, in order to be there 
as soon as he could in order to save his fishing gear. The Canadian 
cutter boarded him and carried him into port. While the vessel was 
lying in the harbor under seizure until she was bonded they took 
session of her, and when the captain hoisted his flag they hauled it 
down, which they clearly had no right to do. 

Captain Smith testified that they did everything they could at that 
time to make things as unpleasant as possible. Being asked by Sena- 
tor HALE whether the Canadians carried out this policy of exclusion to 
the extent of refusing medical treatment and attendance to sick fisher- 
men upon United States vessels, he replied as follows: 

That was done at that time. Men who were almost in a dying condition were 
151 jalosa medical treatment. They would not allow them to mail 

Sylvester Cunningham, an owner and fitter of fishing vessels, who 
has been engaged in that business since 1873, testified as follows: 

We have lots of instances where vessels coming from the Grand Banks have 
had winds to keep them back so that their cargo was spoiled. Butif sucha 
vessel goes into a Canadian port and wants to buy ice to keep the cargo from 
spoiling she would be refused and ordered to leave port . or be 
seized. All that is done, not to protect anything they have; that is imply done 
with the idea of harassing American vessels. 

Q. In order that they may get the American market away from the American 


fishermen? 
A. That is it exactly. 


Mr. Cunningham testified as to the difference in treatment between 
Canadian vessels in American ports and American vessels in Canadian 
ports. He was asked by Senator BUTLER: 


Q. Reverse that proposition. Supposea Canadian vessel should, under such 
circumstances as you have just detailed, touch at an American port; what 
would be its treatment here? 

A. I have a good illustration of that at hand; I forget the names of the ves- 
sels seized at that time, but I remember that on the very day that we gota 
couple of telegrams that our vessels were seized in their pora where miey had 
gone to purchase something, there happened to be two Canadian vessels lying 
in Gloucester Harbor who had come bere to bring frozen herring, and they were 
taking a e@mplete outfit, fresh bait and all, in the port of Gloucester, and their 
flag was flying at the mast- head: they were pu g everythiug they wanted. 
On that very day we had news that two vessels of ours were seized down there 
for simply buying something. 

By Senator HALE: 

Q. While the Canadian vessels in your harbor were not molested? 

A. They were encouraged. But at the same time there was considerable 
fecling that day, and I don’t know but if there had been any more ures of 
our vessels in Canadian ports there might have been trouble. 

Q. Do you not recollect a still stronger instance in Portland about that time, 
when the captain of a vessel that had clearly violated the customs regulations, 
and was by every consideration of law subject tp forfeiture, yet even in her case 
the law was waived and only anominal fine imposed, and she was allowed to 
go clear? 

A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Has not that been our policy constantly? 

A. Ves, sir. A week ago we had a in Gloucester from Newfoundland, 
with a cargo of fish, and without having entered at all she began to discharge 
cargo. That subjected that vessel to a fine of $1,000. ' 

Q. That was a clear violation of law? 

A. A clear violation of law, and it was in the fish business, too. But the peo- 
ps there made representations favorable for him, and said that they thought 

e erred more bapa ae than anything else, and the fine was remitted, 
and he was fined only $20, a nominal fine, That has been the invariable rule 
on all technical points, to treat them as leniently as possible. But the Oana- 
dians do not hesitate to take very hars:; measures in every way. I forget the 
name of the vessel—I think it has been stated in the testimony—that carried a 


Canadian crew; he stated that he was short of provisions, twelve or 
fifteen extra men, but he could not purchase provisi: 


ons; they would notallow 

Mr. President, the conduct of the Dominion Government in its treat- 
ment of American fisherman has been without the sanction of law or 
justice and is in the face of the civilization of the age, Under the 
privileges of the transit trade the people of Canada ship across the terri- 
tory of the United States $20,000,000 of merchandise annually, and 
yet refuse to allow Americans to ship across the territory of Canada 
fish caught in the Atlantic Ocean far beyond any pretended maritime 
jurisdiction of that Government, 

This Government and that of Great Britain are to-day and have been 
for years carrying on a somewhat angry correspondence regarding the 
Behring Sea question, and the British Government in deference to the 
demands of the Canadians that they must have the right to pursue 
the business of seal-catching even to the extent of the complete exter- 
mination of the fur-seals, and in opposition to the contention of the 
United States that they belong to the United States, thereby again 
demonstrates that that government or dependency of Great Britain 
never misses an opportunity to make itself offensive to the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, with these facts before us and many more that can be 
enumerated, I submit that we are not called upon to propose reciprocal 
trade arrangements with the Dominion of Canada. 

Mr. President, I have given some attention to our relations with 
Canada, especially as affecting our transportation interests. The gen- 
eral situation has necessarily pressed itself upon my attention, and I 
do not hesitate to say that the United States has been neglectful of 
its duty to its own interests and its own citizens in connection with 
these great interests involved in our relations with Canada. The policy 
of the British Government and her colonies is to absorb the commerce 
of the world, and that ambition is a bond of union between the differ- 
ent parts of the British Empire, and for that the Government will 
make no treaty nor consent to any reciprocity agreements from which 
that great scheme or purpose will be eliminated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is the duty of the Chair to remind 
the Senator from Illinois that his time has expired. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave just a few words more to say, and I ask leave 


to conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? [' No objec- 
tion.’’] The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, L am for a national policy that will 
protect the interests of the United States against foreign aggressions 
from any quarter, whether on the Atlantic coast, giving to Americans 
the control of the coastwise trade, or wherever the interests of American 
citizens are disturbed. 

Mr. President, General Jackson, in one of his messages to Congress 
while President, in discussing the powerof Congress to impose duties on 
imports, after saying that such power had passed from the States under 
the Constitution and that it had been lodged in the General Government 
substantially without limitation, closed by saying that if it were notin 
the General Government, having been taken trom the States, it must be 
extinct, and that our political system would thus present the anom- 
aly of a people stripped of the right to foster their own industry and to 
counteract the mostselfishand destructive policy which might be adopted 
by foreign nations.“ 

Mr. President, I am a protectionist, not only in the support of a tariff 
bill which will give reasonable protection to our labor and general in- 
dustries, but I am for protecting American interests and the national 
honor in our dealings with all foreign nations. I can not refrain from 
referring to a remark of Lord Salisbury, in an address toa club in 
London some months ago, when he expressed the hope that the difficulty 


with the United States over the Behring Sea question would soon be 


settled. But,“ said he, with such asusceptible nation as America, 
Great Britain can not negotiate at the top of her voice, which expres- 
sion was greeted with great applause. 

Mr. President, that was an insulting remark in his reference to the 
United States, and I trust the time has come when the differences be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain and her dependencies may 
be settled honorably to this nation in open day, and that Lord Salis- 
bury, representing John Bull, shall not be allowed to whisper our gal- 
lant Secretary of State out of our rights as a nation. 

Mr, President, I desire to quote a line from a Toronto paper, which 
is directly pertinent to the question of reciprocity with Canada, It says: 

If Canada failed— 

This was written some months ago— 


to get unrestricted reciprocity with the United States he believed annexation to 
be her inevitable destiny. 


These words were uttered by a member of the Ontario legislature, 
and they are in line with the expressions of many leading men of the 
provinces. 

Mr. President, while I have attempted to show that the Dominion 
Government and Great Britain have not been neighborly with the United 
States, yet I would oppose the slightest encroachment upon or injustice 
toward Canada. Her own action and her alliance with Great Britain 
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for the purpose of setting the United States at defiance, and of captur- 
ing our internal and foreign commerce, is the thing which the United 
States must so strenuously and vee ncaa! oppose in order that no 
more such efforts will be attempted. 

The San Francisco Evening Bulletin sounded the key-note of the 
whole question, The supremacy of the United States on this conti- 
nent.“ The whole question is whether the supremacy of this con- 
tinent should be in the United States or in some other Government, 

Mr. President, I apologize for consuming more time than is allotted 
= the discussion of this bill and I thank the Senate for allowing me to 

0 80. 

Mr. REAGAN. At this late hour I dislike to detain the Senate, and 
yet I feel that itis a duty to myself to ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate fora few moments. Just previously to the taking of the recess by 
the Senate this evening, I presented the view that the tariff bill before 
us was in some of its features sectional and unjust, and I attempted to 
point them ont. This lan e seems to have given offense to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire Mr. BLAIR], and but for the remarks which 
he made I should not now trespass on the attention of the Senate I 
think I have reason for what I said; but I desire, Mr. President, to 
say with distinct emphasis that no person is further from cultivatin; 
a sentiment of sectionalism than myself. My whole public career, 
think, is evidence of the fact that I have never in any period of my 
life desired to indulge in merely sectional as contradistinguished from 
national views; but notwithstanding that, if I see injustice done or 
think I see injustice done, I feel that my duty as a Senator requires 
me to point it ont. 

When it was proposed to relieve the beet sugar to be raised mainly 
in the Northwest from its burdens by relieving it from the payment of 
duties on the machinery for its manufacture, coupled with a refusal 
to relieve the machinery to be imported for the manufacture of cane 
sugar and sugar from sorghum from a like liability to pay duties on 
the machinery to be im „it seemed to me that this was unjust. 
I referred to that, and I referred again to the fact that when the ques- 
tion of twine for bagging came up, which is an article very extensively 
used in all the wheat-growing regions, especially in the seg ona Pale 
relieved that from duty, but when the proposition was made to rel 
from duty the bagging that wrapped the cotton which was composed 
of exactly the same material that was denied. It seemed to me that 
that was unjust, and I do not think it ought to offend any one that I 
should have said so. j 

When we remember, Mr. President, that the article of cotton consti- 
tutes the largest article of export of this country, when we remember 
that that is an article which always commands money, and that it has 
done so much as it has done to preserve the balance of exchanges in our 
favor, it ought not to be treated by the Congress of the United States 
as if it were a sort of alien production. The value of the twine with 
relation to the grain that itis employed in is not more important and 
not less valuable in proportion than the value of the bagging which 
wraps up the cotton, So, while one is a larger commodity than the 
other, there would have been the same justice in both cases, but it was 
me done, and I thought I had aright to state it without offending any 
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In relation to sugar, I said that we had taken the duty off sugar. 
We have destroyed the revenues by this bill, if it shall become a law, 
on sugar and rice—two exclusively Southern products—to the amount 
of more than $60,000,000. In the very same bill we have added about 
$60,000,000 to the revenues to be derived from increased duties on 
products competing mainly with the manufactures of the North. 

When the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] this evening was speak- 
ing about the same protection being extended to the South as to the 
North, I was a little surprised that that able and experienced and dis- 
tinguished Senator seemed to ignore the fact that the South and West 
are eminently and esserftially agricultural regions and consumers of 
manufactured products and that the East is essentially a manufactur- 
ing section and that these high duties benefit the manufacturers at the 
expense of the consumers. 

I do not think I ought to be charged with unnecessary sectionalism 
when I call attention to the fact that the people of the South and West 
are taxed for the benefit of the East by rates of duty which are extraor- 
dinary. 

Mr. President, we show that the protection is substantially taken off 
sugar and that that is proposed to be compensated for by a bounty of 
2 cents a pound on the sugar that is to be made in the United States. 
Suppose you do give a bounty of 2 cents on sugar that is made in this 
country; that sugar has to go into the markets of this country, and 
wherever it does go in competition with the sugar of Cuba and of Bra- 
zil and of Germany with its bounty on sugar for export equal to the 
bounty on ours for home consumption, what will be the result? We 
should remember that the consumption of sugar from those countries 
largely exceeds the production in out own country. One Senator said this 
evening, I believe, that we made only about one-seventh orone-eighth of 
the sugar we consume; and when we remember that this large dispro- ~ 
portion of imported sugar is to be brought in competition with our own 
sugar we must see that the price of that untaxed sugar will ate 
the price of ours, whatever bounty we choose to put upon it, and that 


~ _ substantially it will be no 


pees Tt will turn out to be no pro- 
tection: It will be found, I think, by experience that it is no protec- 


Mr. President, the theory of this bill is that it is to protect labor. 
I call attention, interrupting that line of thought, to the fact that we 
have increased the duties on cotton-ties from 35 per cent. to 105 per 
cent. The Senator from Iowa said that that but a small 
amount. It may not be very large, but that does not take away the 
sense of injustice caused by imposing it upon the people. There is 
cotton, a product of agriculture, which employs millions of people, the 
most important export of the country and one not protected by any 
tariff, but having to go into the foreign market in competition with the 
cotton of India, of Egypt, and of South America, unprotected. 

Then, where is the protection to labor in that? Weask no duty be- 
cause the duty on cotton can not help us; we do not import it; but we 
should like that there should be no di ting legislation against 
it. My complaint was that instead of being fairly treated it was dis- 
criminated against in these two ts. My belief is that it would 
not have been so discriminated if it had been grown in a dif- 
ferent latitude. I do not mean any offense to anybody, but 1 mean to 
state that which I believe all honest men believe, that, if it had been 
raised where the popular majority in this country live, there would 
have been no tion against it. 

In relation to sugar, that is a product which employs a great many 

ple in Louisiana and a number in Texas and a few in some of the 
other States, If the object is to protect labor and agricultural labor, 
why is it stripped of protection? The argument is that it cheapens 
r to everybody in the country and therefore the duty should be 
taken off it. Mr. President, there has been an estimate that the con- 
sumption of sugar in this country isabout 40 pounds to the individual. 
At the ordinary price of sugar, taking off the tax, this would not be 
exceeding $2. I do not know that thatiscorrect, but that is the state- 
ment I have had furnished meas the correct amount. 

Now, sir, if the object is to relieve the people of expense, why not 
have left offsome of the duties on the prodacts of iron and on the prod- 
ucts of wool? I made the statement to-day—and I think it probably 
may bèa ximately reliable—that the consumption of woolen goods 
will hardly be less than $25 to the individual per anuum. A rate of 
duty of 80 per cent, would be $20 tax on each individual. Why not 
have left off one-fourth of this, if the object was to relieve Sbe pee 
from expense? Woolen cloths are just as important and indeed they 
are much more important than sugar. We can dispense with sugar 
and live very well, but we can not dispense with woolen cloths and 
preserve the health of the people. Clothes and hats and shoes and 
things of that kind must be had. Why not have reduced some of the 
extraordinary duties upon these and have left whatever rate of duty 
might have been p upon sugar? ! 

Mr. President, under paragraph 373 of this bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance the duties are raised in one instance from 70 per cent, 
to 132 per cent. on woolen or worsted yarns made wholly or partly of 
wool or worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, etc., andin an- 
other part of the same item the duty is raised from 67 per cent. to 123 
per cent.; in another portion the duty is raised from 71 per cent. to 103 
per cent.; and soit goes through four. or five pages, the duties often 
ranging above 100 per cent. on those goods essential to the men, women, 
and children of this country. 

Another thing: In order that the shoe and leather business may be 
made profitable we make hides free, Hides are essentially a Western 
product.. Under the tariff of 1880 the State of Texas alone produced 
about one-seventh of all the cattle of the Union. Mr. President, 
does anybody believe that, if this great interest, involying millions of 
dollars, had been in the East and the shoe factories in the West and 
South, the duty would have been taken off hides and a high duty put 
on shoes? Does anybody believe it? Am I not authorized by such 
things to assume that the law is both sectional and unjust? 

I think I have a right to of these th without heing ar- 
raigned for discharging the duty which I feel that I owe to the country, 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] took it upon himself 
to give me an extensive lecture upon the impropriety of my views and 
my expressions upon this floor and to let me know that in his superior 

resence the best thing for me to do was to apologize for my presence 
ln the Senate. Mr. President, that Senator is not my chosen guard- 
ian. I represent a sovereign State, as he representsone, and under 
the same Constitution and laws, and by virtue of the same sort of au- 
thority, and I, with my colleague, represent more than 2,000,000 free- 
am sent here, not to— 

Crook the t hinges of the knee 
Where thrift may follow fawning— 

not to apologize for my position in the Senate of the United States, 
to represent the interests not only of my own State, but, as far as 
action goes, the interests of the American people, and I propose to 

and I do not propose to hold myself accountable to that Senator 
what I do. Iam accountable to my constituents, and I try to dis- 
my duty as faithfully as I can. 
that Senator has the habit of indicating his superior 
authority in this body when referring to Southern men, because of cir- 
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cumstances which have in a way which is exceedingly offensive 
and which he seems rel at making as offensive as he a But he 
may understand that however offensive he may make himself he will 
not arrest the freedom of debate in the Senate upon public questions. 

The Senator used another expression this evening. He spoke of m 
whin Mr. President, whining and begging are two things that 
never did and never will do, and when that statement was made, false 
as it was and unjust as it was to me, it was also an offense to the dig- 
nity and the decency of the Senate. I use no such language toward any 
Senator, and I use no language on this floor that I will not use any- 
where else in the world. I use no language here that I will not hold 
myself responsible for everywhere else. I shall try at all times to 
avoid giving unnecessary offense, but I will resent insult as far as the 
rules of the Senate will permit me to do so, and I wish to declare to 
that Senator that he had as well reserve his lectures, that they shall 
not materially influence my conduct, until he shows that he can ele- 
vate his views to a point which will enable him to see the interests of 
the entire Republic. I have no patience with those narrow views 
which can see no virtue, no wisdom, no patriotism, except under their 
own patronage and their own vicinity. ; 

Mr. President, the American people are of the same general race, with 
the same general aspirations, the same general hopes, and should be ex- 
empt, at least in this high place, from expressions of contumely and 
insult. While I regret very much to have to repel such an attack, I 
have felt that duty to myself required me to say this much. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas, after a mild 
and very appropriate discussion of some of the propositions ef the tarif, 
has chosen to end his address to the Senate on this occasion with a 
somewhat pointed allusion to myself, evidently drawn out by expres- 
sions which I used this afternoon, such as I am not accustomed to in- 
dulge in, as I think the Senate will be willing to bear meevidence, but 
which I did indulge in by reason of the extremely offensive provocation 
extended by the Senator from Texas in his remarks impugning the mo- 
tives of his equals, if not his betters, 

It is no uncommon thing in that Senator, and I took occasion to say 
that it was a thing I had never noticed in any other Southern Senator, 
to indulge in gross reflections upon the motives of the Republican party 
and of the Government of his country when under the conduct of that 
party. I have listened to it often and quietly, and, as I snid then, re- 
spectfully and without uttering anything in the way of explanation or 
dissent, but have endured, as many others have endured, it silently 
and with a patience that was hardly manly. 

On this occasion, when the debate upon a certain proposition had 
shown that every imputation cast upon the Republican party and the 
Government of his country was wrong, not to use an expression un- 
known or at least unjustifiablein parliamentary discussion—when this 
very debate had developed an incident and precedent in favor of the 
South for much more important benefits to that section than our friend 
from Nebraska had asked of us in the form of the remission of duty in 
the attempt to establish an infant industry, and todecide whether by 
experiment it could be established—when, I say, this very debate had 
shown that the Senator from Texas had no right whatever to impugn 
the motives which could actuate our conduct in that case, he chose to 
make that incident a specification of the malignant sectionalism of the 
Republican party and of the conduct of the Government under its di- 
rection, I resented what he said, and reminded him that his own per- 
sonal history and the history of his section in connection with the 
Government when under the direction of the Republican party ought 
to have taught him better, and I thought I was justified in doing it; 
and nothing that he has said this evening changes my view with ref- 
erence to the propriety of what I did. 

I think this sort of thing has been endured too long by the men who 
represent the American nation, and who represented it at the time 
when the Senator was, to say the least, not a pa atime preceding the 
quarter of a century in which he has experienced the mercy in a marked 
degree of this Government. Ido not undertake to say now and I do 
not claim but that clemency was well exercised in the Senator’s case; 
not at all. I have done so at no time; but as Ihave endured year after 
year the lectures of the Senator (and I remember them from so early a pe- 
riod as the Forty-fourth Congress all the way down), impugning the mo- 
tivesofthe men who saved the country and who preserved the Union,and 
who gave him an opportunity to be what he is, an honored represent- 
ative of the supreme nation of the world, I have thought, when we had 
endured this for all these years, that here in this historic debate, under 
the circumstances, when he was not justified if he had any reference 
whatever to the facts developed in his own hearing within ten minutes 
of the time he charged us with these improprieties and these bad mo- 
tives—I say I thought I was justified then in calling his attention to 
the proprieties of debate and to the historical illustrations from which he 
might have drawn the inference that this Government, which he im- 
pugned, and the party which conducted that Government, were not to 
be lightly charged with sectionalism, with malignant sectionalism,’’ 
to use his very words.. The Senator seems to forget that there may ba 
men sensitive as well as himself. It may be that these cold Ni 
exteriors conceal as sensitive feelings as may be found in his own hosom. 
He should not presume too far upon silence, a score of years of in- 
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dulgence, constant indulgence, almost, in these charges upon the North 
of a t sectionalism, which seems to be the Senator’s stock in 
trade and the great proportion of his statesmanship. 

I say, sir, a habit of that kind some time ought to be broken up. 
It is just possible that as a matter of courtesy to others it should be 
broken up now, and for the future it will be well for the Senator to 
prove that he has human feelinys ere he proudly questions ours. 


Now, Mr. President, of course this is all exceedingly unpleasant to 
me, for it is contrary to my nature. I do not know when I ever had 
anything like a personal difficulty witha human being from my youth 
up, but I felt these things from another standpoint. Is it not possible 
that this great party will be glad to be known in the Southern coun- 
try, and to be represented by these who represent that region as they 
are? Does any one believe that if the truth had been told about the 
Republican party by some of the leading men of the South to the 
ple of the South to-day that party and its policy would have been held 
in the abhorrence that they are in some great sections of the South? 

Does the Senator think it well, does the Senator think it agreeable, 
agreeable, I mean, to his fellow-citizens of the North and to the Re- 
publican party, which certainly stands upon as high a plane, as high 
a level for patriotism and for statesmanship as that of which he is so 
honored a member—does he think it agreeable to us to be misrep- 
resented in that great section of the country where the Democratic 
party is dominant? Is it a patriotic thing that we should be held up 
there, in a region that does not read so much as some other portions 
of this globe and which depends upon the representations of its lead- 
ing men—does he think it agreeable and does he think it patriotic and 
for the public good that this great controlling element of the American 
nation should be held up in the way and as actuated by the motives 
which the Senator has described, and which he has ascribed to us upon 
the floor of the Senate to-day and so often hitherto? 

The Senator states that I am his lecturer. Ihaveneverassumed to be 
his lecturer unless I am at this moment, and now only in self-defense 
and in justification of those for whom I speak on this occasion. 

Mr. President, what has been the history of the Republican party 
with reference to his great section, that God knows (for I believe I state 
truly when I say it) the Republican party entertains as strong an affec- 
tion for as it does for its own section? It has saved that great section 
to the Union and kept it a part of this nation; done what it could to 
give to it the institutions and the blessings of the institutions of the 
North, which have made the difference, if there be one, between us. 

All the way down, from the great contest of blood, when we held 
the nation together, to the present time, I believe that the Republican 
party has demonstrated on every important occasion, in every exigency 
of our history, that it was a broad-minded, national, patriotic party, 
intent upon doing more for the section which needed help than it did 
even for itself. So far as I know anything of the motives of the Re- 
publican party, they have been motives of that description upon all 
occasions, and I believe history bears it out. The Senator is not the 
man who should bring accusations which, if they be not false, at least 
are unmerited, and I think he may well call in question the nature of 
his acts if he does not impugn his own motives before he assails ours. 

Mr. President, in regard to this bill the Senator from Iowa replied to 
the Senator from Maryland, who took up and indorsed everything that 
had been said by the Senator from Texas and held me to some criticism 
by reason of the fact that I had, as they say, taken offense when I had 
simply resented the Senator's impugument of motives which should be 
entertained by no honorable men. The Senator from Iowa, I say, re- 
plied to all those unjust criticisms of the bill, with a single exception, 
which was the subsequent criticism by the Senator from Louisiana made 
this evening in which he found an illustration of thissectionality in the 
formation of this bill in the treatment which we had given to the arti- 
cle of rice. Why, it seems there has been a slight reduction of the tariff. 
I know it was increased beyond what the Finance Committee deemed 
to be justin a symmetrical formation of the entire system throughont, 
on the suggestion of a Southern gentleman, and the Senator from Loui- 
siana says he did not ask for as much as he thinks perhaps he ought to 
have asked for. He asked for whatever he got, and whatever he did 
ask for he did obtain as a concession, as a ready concession on the part 
of the Finance Committee and of the Republican party. But it was 
still a slight reduction, and that is held up as an illustration of the 
offensive sectionality of the tariff that has come in here with this bili, 
and which will make it a law and place it on the statute-books of the 
country to the blessing of the nation, as I hope, for all time. 

Mr. President, here is another great interest of the North far more 
important in its pecuniary consequence than this matterof rice. What 
has been done with lumber? One-half of the duty that was placed 
upon it is cnt down, to the exceeding injury of a very large property- 
holding in the North and of an immense number of the citizens of the 
North, and they very generally of the Republican party. It has been 
yielded to ont of deference to the general good; but the sacrifice upon 
that one item alone, a Northeastern item very largely, for the general 
gon, many times over the entire reduction of ection upon 

article of rice. Is ‘there any sectionality in a bill of that kind? 
If there be, New England and New York and Michigan and some other 
States are the States that should complain of the sectionality of the 


2 party in this revision of the tariff which is so soon to be- 
come a law. 
There was the instance of twine that was alluded to by the Senator 
from Maryland. I came into the Chamber after he was well on with 
his burst of oratory and I did not hear precisely what he said in refer- 
ence to twine, but it would be no illustration of sectionalism on the 
part of the ublican party. It was an act of reduction of the tariff 
upon twine. It was not an act of the Republican party, it was not the 
policy of the Republican party. Protection, proper protection to that 
great interest requires just the contrary to be done to that which was 
done. The policy of the party wasindicated by what was done in the 
House of Representatives, and by the action of the committee on this 
floor, and a portion of the party only effected their end in the placing 
of that article upon the free-list because the Democratic party voted, 
I think unanimously with only a single exception, in the same way. 
If there was any exhibition of sectionality in that regard, it was not 
by the Republican party, but it was made effectual beeause the Dem- 
ocratic party indorsed it. It was an act in favor of the West, but it 
ruins, as we are assured, a great interest in which at least $50,000,000 
is invested, and will throw out of employment not less than from ten 
to twenty thousand active workmen of the Republican and Democratic 
parties on the Atlantic coast. We have submitted to that. If there 
be sectionalism in that act, it is not certainly sectionalism by the Re- 
publican party. F : g 
Take another instance. We have imposed upon tin-plate a heavy 
duty in order that we may enter upon the establishment of a new in- 
dustry here in this country. Is that a thing that is injurions to the 
South? It may be for a short time and it may be toa slight extent, 
but the people who are to suffer by the increase because of the in- 
creased cost of tin are the people of the North. We havesubjected the 
popi of our own great section to a protective principle for the benefit 
of the fature, from which we suffer in the present far more than do 
cur brethren in the Southern section of the country. And yet it is a 
wise thing to do, a proper and a just and a patriotic thing to do. To be 
sure, the dinner-pail will cost a little more just now, but it is a policy 
that will put a dinner in the pail, and that is the reason why we adopt it. 


So I might go on and speak of other things. Take coal. In New- 


England the matter of fuel is an all-important matter. We submit to 
the exaction upon coal for the benefit of my friend from Maryland, 
and have made no complaint in regard to it, with natural resources 
not at all like those of the great State of Maryland, and many of our 
industries thwarted, failing, destroyed already by reason of the 

tection which has been given, the broad national protection which has 


been given to all parts of the country already. We submit to that 


which is an exaction for the general good. 

I remember, sir, when I was a boy there was an iron industry in 
New Hampshire. The best iron mine probably in the United States 
is in New Hampshire to-day, but, by reason of the development of 
other parts of the country and the expense of labor and so on, that mino 
can not be worked in New England. So it is that the iron industry 
has gone, and yeu tell us of our abandoned farms, and agriculture is 
gone, until now we are very much like the 
was not, and Joseph was not, and now you take away Benjamin from 
us. 

Mr. President, there are sacrifices by New England. We are giving 
you 75 cents a ton on your coal in order that Maryland, with greater 
natural resources than any State in New England, may thrive. There 
is nothing sectional in that part of the bill. There is nothing sectional 
in any partof the bill. This wise, wily, acute leader of the Democracy 
knows full well when he stops to reflect that the charge made upon 
this bill and upon the Republican party with reference tothe sectionality 
of its construction will hardly bear the test of fact. 

Mr. President, I know how this debate is waning and how others 
are entitled to this time, but you will bear me witness that all through 
this protracted debate I have exhibited my wonted taciturnity, and for 
that reason I feel at liberty to trespass, as I have done, for some fifteen 
or twenty minutes. 

But I close with a reference to the Senator from Texas, and I say to 
him that I am not his lecturer; that I never have attempted to be his 


lecturer; and that Iam not his superior; and that I trust the time 


never will come when I am ready to believe myself his inferior—never 
upon this floor nor elsewhere. I propose now and for all time simply 


to abide here and to defend my own rights and to assail nobody's Si 


But I am not now nor hereafter going to sit quietly and listen to taunts 
of the Republican party and of the history which we have made during 
the last twenty-five or thirty years. I will not listen silently to these 
accusations, for I believe it is unpatriotic longer to do so, and that the 
public welfare demands, whatever one’s personal feelings may be, that 
Republicans be true and insist that debate be true to the facts of his- 
tory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, before this debate closes, as it musi 
under the order of the Senate very soon, I teel that I should say a few 
words in justification of 5 of the soap neta 8 
recommending an amendment to paragra xing the duties upon 
refined sugars. This proposition which places a duty of three-tenths of 
1 cent per pound on sugars between Nos. 13 and 16 Dutch standard 
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in color has been alluded toin terms of rather severe criticism by two 
members ot the committee and by a Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber. I will say that this amendment, which has now also re- 
ceived the approval of a very large majority of the Senate, is not only 
defensible, but in my opinion is absolutely necessary if equal justice 
is to be aceorded to all parties interested in the proper adjustment of 
rates in the sugar schedule. There is no paragraph in the entire bill 
in which the people of the country havesuch adeep concern, and none 
in regard to which it is of greater importance that wise intelligence 
should control our legislative action. 

Every one of the Senators I alladed to has stated thatthe effect of the 
committee’s amendment would be to force, for the benefit of refiners, 
every pound of sugar that came into the United States through the refin- 
eries before it could be used for domestic purposes; and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] also stated, as I understood him, that nine out 
of ten families in the country might and probably would use raw sugar 

_ which would be admitted free of duty if the provisions of the bill as it 
came from the House should be retained. These declarations are but 
the echoes of an opinion I have frequently heard expressed of late, that 
we should return, if the House provisions were adopted, to the good 
old days when brown sugars were generally used. 

I do not think this opinion is well founded, for, while it is true that 
fifty years ago such sugars were in use everywhere throughout the 
one we should remember that owing toa variety of causes a com- 
plete revolution has taken place, and that to-day none but refined 
sugars are in general use in any civilized country. Tariff legislation 
in any form is not likely to change the habits of our people, ially 
as the lower grades of refined sugars are sold at less prices than raw 
sugars. 

If, however, the recommendation of the committee should become a 
law and any n or family in the United States should desire to use 
brown, ee sugar of the quality in general use a generation ago, 
they could purchase it without added cost on account of duty, as it 
would be itted free by the terms of the committee amendment. 
I have in my hand a sample of Cuba muscovado sugars, the kind I have 
referred to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that Dutch standard sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It is in color by the Dutch standard No. 13 or be- 
low, aud would be admitted free by the provisions of the bill as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How is it by the polariscope? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Abont 88 degrees. The test would be perhaps 
from 86 to 90. I think the average would be abont 88. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So you think that would comein free under either 
method of tax? e 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it would come in free under the provisions of 
the bill as it has been amended by the Senate, and I repeat if any fam- 
ily should desire to use raw sugar they could and would use this. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Bnt the polariscopic test is abandoned now en- 
tirely and the color alone is to determine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true by the provisions of the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives or asamended here. The polariscopic 
test is abandoned in assessing duties and is only applied 5 the pay- 
ment of bounties upon domestic sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you say that is below 13 by the color standard ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes, sir. I say it is below 13, and would be ad- 
mitted free under the provisions of our amendment. also submit for 
the inspection of Senators samples of the distinctive sugars of the va- 
rious cane-sugar-prodncing countries, which, with the exception of those 
from Cuba and Demerara, are all made by the old-fashioned open- 
kettle process, and they are all below No. 13 Dutch standard in color, 

and would all be admitted free by the committee amendment, 

Now, while itis trne, as has been stated by the Senator from Nebraska 
[ Mr. MANDERSON ], that commercial usage fixes the limit between raw 
and refined sugars at No. 13 Dutch standard, it is also true that sugars 
between Nos. 13 and 16 in color are not more likely to enter largely 
into domestic consumption than those of No. 13 and below. While 
sugars between 13 and 16 made by modern processes are partially re- 
fined, their color will exclude them from general use. I ask Senators 
to examine the standard samples which I have upon my desk, and they 
will observe that the difference in color between Nos. 13, 14, 15, and 
16 is very slight. Iam sure that, if not expert in such matters, they 
would not be able to distinguish the respective numbers by the differ- 
ences in shade, 

[t therefore can not be truthfully said that any class of people would 
use No. 15 sugar unrefined who would not use No. 13 if there was a 
proportional difference in price. A large portion of the crop of the 
Sandwich Islands now admitted free is between 13 and 16 in color, and 
vet it is practically all refined before going into consumption, proving 
that our people do not care to use sugars of this color. I believe that 
Thave established the fact that the brownsugar which our people might 
use if they were disposed—as they are not—would not be dutiable under 
the Senate amendment, and so would not be forced 3 the re- 
fineries. There is no item of this bill which has been more thoroughly 
ye pe gy and misrepresented than this paragraph in regard to re- 

sugars. . 
Now, while the provisions of the bill as it came from the House 
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would not benefit consumers of raw sugars it would certainly affect in- 
juriously two large and importantinterests, and effectually prevent the 
development of another of great promise. By the operations of the 
House provision we should lose our trade with the cane-sugar-produc- 
ing countries of the world. This trade represents a very large portion 
of the foreign commerce of the United States carried in American ships. 
We take nearly two-thirds of the exports of cane sugar from all coun- 
ae as will appear from the following table showing production in 

Cane sugars, 1889. 
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This represents total production. The exports will not exceed 1,800,000, of 
which we get two-thirds. 


The sugars from most of these countries formerly went to England, 
as London is in a sense their natural market. They were drawn to the 
United States by two causes: 

First. Our tariff, which places them on an equality relatively with 
beet sugars, as the latter are largely between 13 and 16 in color and as 
our duty on cane sugars below 13 is 2 cents per pound, while the duty 
on the average production of beet sugar is 2.75 cents per pound. 

Second. The introduction of beet sugars upon which a bounty had 
been paid into land, which receives all sugars free, has largely driven 
cane sugar from the London market, This will appear when I say that 
in 1889 Great Britain imported 1,328,000 tons of sugar, of which 856,- 
000 tons were beet and only 472,000 tons were cane. The United States 
imported 1,169,825 tons, of which 107,096 tons were beet and 1,062,729 
tons were cane. Of the 1,062,729 tons of cane sugars imported by the 
United States more than one-half were of the crude sugars represented 
by these samples [indicating] coming from the places I have named 
other than Cuba and Demerara. 

If we admit sugar free up to No. 16 Dutch standard, cane sugars from 
those countries which do not have modern machinery—and this 
includes all except Cuba and some of the English colonies—wonld be 
excluded from the United States. 

As the cost of refining is greater here than elsewhere only the best 
sugars that could be admitted free would come here. The sugars 
from Oriental countries, which contain but 75 to 80 per cent. of crys- 
tallizable sugars, and the crude sugars from these other countries, which 
test from 80 to 88 degrees, would go to London where they could be re- 
fined more cheaply than in the United States, and the centrifugal sugars 
from Cuba and Demerara, which test 96 to 99 degrees, and the beet 
sugars from Germany and other continental countries of equal test, 
would supply our demand. This transfer of trade would be at the ex- 
pense of almost the only foreign carrying trade we have which employs 
American bottoms. It would destroy all hope of extending our trade 
with these countries to which all eyes are now turning with hope. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator let me ask a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the Senator again state what the amount of 
importation was between 13 and 16 last year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been imported scarcely at all under exist- 
ing law. 

Rr. MITCHELL. What effect in the opinion of the Senator would 
it have on the importation of grades of sugar between 13 and 16 by 
making them free? F 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have shown what the effect bas been in Great 
Britain, which has free sugar. I have shown that sugars like those 
which are on this desk [indicating] have been driven from that country 
by conditions existing there. A large proportion of the German and 
other beet sugars are between 13 and 16 in color. They have not been 
sent here to a very large amount heretofore for reasons I have stated. 
But if we should our limit for free importations of No. 16 all 
the importations into the United States would be between 13 and 16, 
that is, all the free importations. This would be so by reason of a 
commercial law which is inevitable in its operations. 


1890. 


The House provisions would establish a legislative prohibition 
against the production of beet sugar in the United States. The pro- 
ducers of beet sugars here could not compete with sugars produced 
3 upon which large export bounties are paid. Germany pays a 

unty. 

Mr, STEWART. An export bounty ? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Yes, an export bounty. 

Mr. PADDOCK. So does Austria-Hungary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Export bounties are paid by the various European 
countries as follows: 

Austria pays a direct export bounty on sugars 88-93 degrees polar- 
ization, 1 florin 50 kreutzer, equal to 60 cents; 93-99} degrees polar- 
ization, 1 florin 60 kreutzer, equal to 64 cents; 99} degrees polarization, 
2 florins 30 kreutzer, equal to 92 cents. 

In France the drawback amounts to 60 francs per 100 kilograms; 
the tax equals 48 francs per 100 kilograms; leaving net 12 francs per 
100 kilograms, equal to 1 cent per pound. 

Germany allows on sugar exported: Not above 98 degrees, 8.50 marks, 
or 2.04 per kilogram, equal to .93 cent per pound; above 98 degrees, 
10 marks, or 2.40 per kilogram, equal to 1.09 cents per pound; loaves, 
10.65 marks, or 2.55 per kilogram, equal to 1.16 cents per pound. 

Germany taxes beets: At 12 per cent. yield, equal to. 73 cent per 
pound of sugar; 15 cent. yield, equal to .60 cent per pound of 
sugar; 18 per cent. yield, equal to .47 cent per pound of sugar; giving 
a net bounty on the lowest yield of 12 per cent. of from .20 to .43 cent 
per pound; 15 per cent., of from. 33 to. 56 cent per pound; 18 per cent., 
of from .46 to. 69 cent per pound. 

The stimulating effect which these bounties have had on production 
is shown by the following table of product for the crop years 1889 and 
1890: : 


Beet-sugar production. 


Countries, 


Tons, Tons. 

E . lnasasegnnesseooee 1, 260, 000 990, 604 
Aust) 750, 000 523, 242 
France. 800, 000 466, 767 
Russin 470, 000 526, 387 
nae eer y 210, 000 145, 804 
Holland... 60, 000 46, 040 
Other countries.. | $0, 000 87,000 

PCC T Soars sare T TON TARE 3, 630. 00 | 2,785, 844 


*The reports for beet sugar are made from September 1 of each "year, com- 
mencing with cach new crop. 


Our importations for 1889 were 107,096 tons, 
It will be noticed that the production of France nearly doubled in a 
single year. 
ow, it is simply preposterous to expect that the sugar producers of 
the West will be able to compete with Germany and with France and 
with Austriain the production of these sugars as long as these bounties 
are maintained. Under present conditions the producers of sugar in 
this country have a protection by reason of duties on sugars below 13 of 
2 cents a pound; between 13 and 16, 2} cents a pound; between 16 and 
20, 3 cents a pound; and over 20, 3} cents a pound. It was undoubt- 


Countries. 


| 1890, | 1889. 1888. 
| Tons. Tons. Tons. 
Cuba 690, 000 530, 000 610,000 
Porto Rico.. 2 60, 000 55, 000 60, 000 
Trinidad.. — 56,000 60, 000 60, 000 
Barbadoes ve 72, 000 50, 000 60,000 
Jamaica .. A 30, 000 28, 000 30. 000 
Antigua an se] 28, 000 25, 000 26, 000 
Martinique — 30, 000 38, 000 39, 000 
Guadeloupe... — 50, 000 45, 000 50, 000 
Demerara 110,000 108, 000 110, 000 
Reunion — 50, 000 25, 000 $2, 000 
Mauritius — 125.000 132, 000 120,000 
ara «|  360,000| 364,000 | 396,000 
British India. ..| 60,000 60, 000 55, 000 
1 145,000 220, 000 320, 000 
Manila, Ceb 160,000 210, 000 174, 000 
Louisiana. — 125.000 145, 000 158, 000 
Peru . a 30, 000 30, 000 $0,000 
Egypt. E LEDA 70 35, 000 35, 000 35, 000 
Sandwich Islands 120,000 | 120, 000 100, 000 
Total of cane.... 2.246. 000 | 2,254,000 | 2, 
Fei 8,630,000 | 2,785,844 | 2,481,950 


‘The increase alone in the production of beet sugar in all of these coun- 
tries between 1889 and 1890, the crop years, was nearly 200,000 tons 
more than the entire product of the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico 
and nearly two-thirds of the total consumption of the United States. 
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Estimate of the principal crops of the world. 


1 5 ‘om ji DRIE r LAFA `~ 
1887. 1880. 1888. 188 1883, 1882. | 1981. ; 
Eh EEN E re" ES S 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons, 
608,900} 705,400 | 630, 80 560,900 | 485,000 500, 300 484, 000 
86, 000 64, 000 70, 000 98, 600 70, 000 80, 000 57, 100 
69, 000 49, 200 65, 700 59, 800 54, 000 53, 400 43.600 
65.000 44,000 60, 700 58,000 52, 000 53, 000 45, 000° 
21, 000 17,000 25, 000 29, 500 25, 000 27, 000 17,000 
25, 000 25, 000 20, 000 23, 000 16, 000 23, 000 16, 800 
41.000 33, 000 38, 800 49, 400 46, 800 47, 800 42, 000 
55, 000 37,000 41,200 55, 200 52,000 57, 000 43, 000 
135,000 111,800 96,000 | 126,000} 117,000 124,200 92, 300 
32, 000 35, 000 36, 500 37, 800 34,000 25, 000 27, 100 
101,800 | 114,20 128,000 120,400 | 116,700} 118,000 119, 000 
363,950 | 365,950} 374.400 311,400 | 288.600 273,000 210, 500 
50, 000 50, 000 45, 000 60, 000 87,000 66, 000 45.000 k 
260,000 186,000 269,000! 259.000 218,000 204. 400 344, 600 
180,000} 186,000} 208.400 122.000 211, 600 151, 500 199, 000 
80,900 | 127,900 94,500 | 128,400 | 135, 300 73, 400 121, 900 
26, 000 27,000 35,000 25, 000 31, 000 40, 000 40, 000 
50.000 65.000 41,000 37, 000 21,000 29, 000 32, 000 
95, 000 96, 500 76, 500 63, 700 | 51,000 34,000 27, 000 
2,345,550 | 2,339,950 | 2,351,500 | 2,323,200 | 2,107,000 | 2,078,000 |__ 2,006,900 
2,750,206 | 2,229,973 | 2,546,000 | 2,361,000 | 2,147,000 | 1,861,000 | 1,774,600 
5,095, 756 | 4,569,923 | 4, 897, 500 | 4, 684, 200 | 4,254,000 | 3,929,000 | 3,781,500 ; 
Now, it must be very evident to an intelligent observer of this sugar t 
question that if these countries continue to pay these enormous boun- 
ties cane sugar is to be driven from existence. We have, as I have 
already stated, commercial relations with the countries which produce 
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edly the intention of the framers of this bill, in paying 2 cents a pound 
bounty upon raw sugars, that they should equalize the conditions for 
the sugar-producers of the country, whether from cane or sorghum or 
beets, with the existing conditions, 

Now, let us see what the House of Representatives propose. It is, 
first, to pay a bounty of 2 cents a pound on raw sugars in place of 2 cents 
now imposed upon sugars below 13, On sugars between 13 and 16 the 
only protection the domestic producer has is 2 cents as against 2} cents 
by existing law. The Senate even only proposes 2.3 cents against 2}. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Our bounty provision is the only polariscopie test, 
is it not, in the bill ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Our provision for bounty fixes a minimum polar- 
iscopic test, with no test for color. The lowest grade of sugars anng : 
80 degrees by the polariscope or the quality of which I held in my hand 
a moment since is the minimum limit for paying bounties, ‘The same 
bounty is paid upon sugars of all grades above this limit, Now, I ho 
and belieye—and I am sure this is shared by every Senator from the 
West—that the beet-sugar establishments in the West, as the Senator 
from Iowa very well said to-day, will produce refined as well as raw 
sugars. They certainly will be enabled to do it if we give them suffi- 
cient encouragement in this bill. 

By the terms of the committee amendment, then, the domestic pro- 
ducer would have a barrier against the bounty-paid sugars of Europe 
of 2.3 cents between 13 and 16 as against 2.75 by the present law, and 
2.6 cents in the place of 3 and 3} cents on sugars above 16. It will be 
seen that even with this rate fixed by the committee our producers of 
sugar will be relatively much worse off than now. 

Let us examine the operation of a foreign export bounty, Ger- 
many pays an export bounty upon the exportations of alcohol of from 
8to 10 cents a gallon. Only a few years the distillers of the 
United States sent American alcohol over the world. Our exports 
ofalcohol were large. Germany, by the ae of this bounty, has 
driven us ont of every market in the world and she sells her alcohol to- 
day in the city of New York. í 

Are we willing deliberately to put another and much more impor- 
tant industry at the mercy of the German or French producers of sugar? 
Are we willing for a sentiment, for a pure sentiment—because there is 
nothing else involved in this—are we willing in one section of the bill to 
popoe nominal encouragement for the production of sugar in the United 

tates and by another section make it impossible that it shall be de- 
veloped here? That is exactly what the provisions of the bill as it 
came from the House would do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What is the German alcohol made from? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mostly from potatoes. 

In 1884 the production of beet sugar in the world amounted to 
2,361,000 tons as against 2,323,000 tons of cane sugar. In 1890 the 
production of beet sugar had increased to 3,630,000 tons, while the 
production of cane sugar had fallen to 2,246,000 tons, 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the year? 

Mr. ALDRICH, In the year, the crop just ended. 

Mr. STEWART. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine and ninety. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine and ty? 

The following table shows the relative production of cane and 
pugar fora series ot yearsand discloses the wonderful growth of the beet 
product: , 
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cane sugar. We take two- thirds, 20 L have already stated, of their prod- 
years ago were almost all sent into London, 
sugar market of the world, The effect of Ger- 


may drive the pres now producing them into making better sugars. 
These are the best 


color above No. 13 Datch standard. ‘The process used in Cuba, Dem- 
erara, and in places where they can afford to buy expensive machinery, 
as it costs fifty to seventy-five thousand dollars at least to buy the 
requisite machinery for a plantation of ordinary size, is to boil the 
cane juice at a low temperature in a vacuum pan and to eliminate the 
molasses by centrifugal machines. It is a semi-refining process. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What would be the polariscope test of No. 13 
Dutch standard? Would it be above or below 80 degrees? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This sugar [exhibi is No. 13 Dutch standard, 
and it tests about 78 degrees, ‘That [exhibiting] is also No. 13; it is 
a Cuba centrifugal, and it will test by the polariscope from 98 to 99 
degrees. It contains, in other words, 98 or 99 percent. of pure sugar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, coming in free, it would have the advan- 


tage. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Certainly. This sugar [indicating] comes from 
the Philippine Islands, and is substantially the same color, and would 
come in free also, and the test of that might not be over 83 d 
So the color of a sugar affords no test of its saccharine strength. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lou apply the polariscope to the home-made prod- 
uct and the color standards to the foreign? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have only applied the polariscope to the home- 


made product to fix a limit for the purpose of distinguishing sugar. from 


molasses. We have said we will not pay a bounty upon any sugar 
which does not contain 80 percent. of saccharine. If we go below that 
we go into the region of molasses. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Louisiana would in effect be a bounty of 2 cents 2 pound 
upon molasses. So the only use that we make of n polariscopic test is 
to define what shall be construed as sugar for bounty purposes. 

Now, the principal reason—and I bave said a great deal more on this 
subject than I intended to—the principal reason which was given by 
these gentlemen for prefering the House bill to the Senate bill is the 
fact that there is a trust which controls a portion of the sugar-refining 
business of the country. This trust controls about 60 per cent. of the 
business, as I am informed. Now, from my standpoint, I do not think 
it is either just or fair to the people in the refining of sugar, I 
mean the working people, that we should allow the present conditions 
to control our legislation, which is comparatively permanent and which 
may last for a generation. 

It costs more to refine sugars in the United States than it does in Ger- 
many or ap ap in each of the processes. In the first place, the t 
costs more, for the reasons which we all understand. The machinery 
costs more. If they import it they have to pay 45 per cent. duty. The 
bone-black costs more. If this is imported it 38 a 25 per cent. 
duty. It is not imported, because it is produced in Michigan and other 
Western States. There are used in sugar refining 30,000 barrels every 
day. And these barrels and all other materials cost more here than in 
Germany. At every step from the first to the last the expense is 

ter. 

0 this great industry, which employs from $25,000,000 to $50,- 
000,000 in capital, is entitled to fair treatment from the Congress of 
the United States. The conditions which surround it to-day may 
change to-morrow. Are we willing to legislate in such a manner that 
the sugars we consume must be refined in Germany or in France rather 
than in the United States? Is that the disposition or the desireof the 
Senate? That this in a large degree would be the effect of the enact- 
ment of the House provision I have no doubt. 

When domestic competition is stifled or destroyed by a combination 
or trast I would simply equalize conditions so that foreign competition 
might be operative to keep prices and profits down to a reasonable level, 
but I would not willfully destroy a great industry or render its profit- 
able existence impossible by legislative discrimination in favor of for- 
eign producers simply to answer popular clamor. 

‘The Senator from Vermont has been very greatly troubled by a be- 
lief that the price of sugar will not be reduced to the consumer by rea- 
son of our putting it on the free-list. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not been troubled. I have only had a be- 
lief, and belief never troubled me, F 
Mr, ALDRICH, TheSenatorsays he hasonly hada belief upon that 


subject. Now, I will put my belief against his. Of course it is not an 
equitable balancing of beli 

Mr. EDMUNDS. L admit that, most decidedly. [Langhter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I admit that the Senator from Vermont has had 
2 many more opportunities for forming a correct judgment than I 

ve. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. It is only a question of faith. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the faith, and I will put it in the form ofa 

icti I am willing that my reputation as a et and a busi- 
ness man shall depend uponit, If we pass this bill in the form in 
which the Senate leaves it to-day, there will be as surelya decline of 2 
cents a pound in the price of sugar to every purchaser in the United 
States as that the sun shall rise to-morrow morning, 

The immense amount of sugar consumed inthe United States is but 
one-fifth of the product of the world. There is no article of merchan- 
dise in which the competition is so active and so fierce from its produc- 
tion to its consumption as in sugar. There is no large profit. anywhere 
all along the line; and whenever the price of sugar goes down a traction 
inthe great central markets of the world, the effect is immediately 
felt in New York, Chicago, and in all the otber trade centers of this 
country. The difference in price, as the Senator from Iowa said the 
other day, between London and New York isas constant as anything 
can be, Whatever duty we remove from raw will be for the 
benefit, and the direct benefit, of the people of the United States. 

We are dealing with an article which cost our people $150,000,000 
last year. We will by this legislation save to the people who purchase 
sugar—and it is very nearly a per capita tax, because the poor man uses 
almost as much as the rich—$50,000, 000 that is now levied upon them 
as a direct tax. 

J have said very much more than I intended to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I intended to submit some obser- 
vations to the Senate upon this bill generally, but it would be in my 
opinion, as itis near midnight, an imposition to do so, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon of the Senator from Wisconsin for 
having oecupied so much time. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator owes me no apology. He was quite 

ight to take the time he has. He has used it to good advantage, 

shall defer until some subsequent occasion, therefore, the remarks 
which I intended to make, -except that I will ask the attention of the 
Senate (and I do that at the request of the Senator having this bill in 
charge) to a few s i bearing upon the subject of reciprocity 
and the form of the amendment upon that subject reported by the 
Committee on Finance. I ask the attention of the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Gray] to what I say, as I shall have occasion to refer to 
him in this connection. 

I am in favor, as I think nearly every one now is who is in favor of 
this bill or any bill protective in its character, of incorporating in it 
some provision forreciprocal commercial arrangements with other coun- 
tries. Iam notin favor of any such reciprocity as that which would 
meet the approval of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], or per- 
haps of any Senator on that side of the Chamber, for as I understood 
the remarks of the Senator the othernight, and the attitude of his col- 
leagues upon it, the only reciprocity which would be held by him and 
them to be relief from the ‘* barbarous’’ system which we believe in 
on this side of the Chamber is one which would open our ports to the 
competitive products of other countries without any regard whatever 
to its effect upon our industries or to its effect upon our Jabor. Iam 
in favor of no such proposition. I would vote for none such. 

I theretore would not be willing to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] as first presented. It meets my ap- 
proval entirely asit was modified by the Senator in the very able and 
instructive speech which he made upon this subject. I will vote for 
no proposition which does not limit and indicate what are to be the sub- 
jects of reciprocal arrangement with other countries so far as imports 
are concerned. 2 

I also want to say that I am not ready to vote now for the Canadian 
reciprocity ition which is submitted by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN]. Lam not attraeted by the notion that we can withany 
profit to our industries or to our Jabor or with commercial advantage 
to our country enter at this time into à general commercial union with 
Canada. I hope the day will come when the of the United States 
will float over Canada, and the British flag will be gone from that do- 
main, and I am inclined te think that day will bring the first occasion 
for favorable and profitable commercial nnion with Canada., 

Tt must come, in my judgment, with political union, and not until 
then. I believe, if we maintain towards Canada the position which a 
self-respecting government ought to maintain towards an aggressive, 
unfriendly, and ungenerous neighbor, the friendship which is neces- 
sary to bring about a profitable commercial anion and a political union 
will come very much earlier than it will if we truckle to her and at- 
tempt by legislative overtures to purchase of her by commercial ar- 
rangements rights which we possess under treaties, and treatment which 
ought freely to characterize the intercourse of friendly and civilized 
peoples. I wish I might give fully my views upon this branch of the 
subject of reciprocity, so called, but I can not to-night. 

Mr. President, I will vote for the reciprocity proposition reported by 
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the Committee on Finance. I am satisfied with it in its scope. Iam 
satisfied with it in its form. Itis Republican reci in contra- 
distinction from Democratic „It is an extension of the 
principle of protection instead of an adoption of the principle of free- 
trade. 


I am in favor of protecting, as we are doing by this bill, our home 
industries, and caring for the well-being of our Jabor, and developing 
the home market for our products; and with the surplus products of 
farm and factory and mine for which we have no market, I would trade 
with any government under the shining sun for those things which they. 

uce that we want and which we do not produce. It need not be 
confined to Latin America, either, this reciprocity tor which I am will- 
ing to vote. 

That is the reciprocity which the Committe on Finance has proposed. 
It is entirely in harmony with the purpose with which we support this 
bill, entirely in harmony with the protective policy. ; 

The amendment is as follows: 

Src. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries prod these articles; and for this on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1891, whenever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the Government of any country producing aud ster apres 
eoffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or A ag arti: 


es, the production 
country, for such time as he shall deem j and in such case and durin: 
sus) ion duties shall be levied, —— and paid upon sugar, mo 
cofice, tea, and hides, the product of or exported from such designated 
as follows, namely: ‘ 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polarisecopic test as follows, namely: 

Allsu not above No. 13, Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concent: mi concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, testing by the po! not above 75 degrees, seven-tenths 
of I cent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree 
shown by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color s be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No. 
13 and not above No, 16 Dutch standard of color, Ii cents bd dat oe 

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No, 20 Dutch stan: of color, 1} cents 


und. 2 
9 above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 
Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 
Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo- 
lasscs or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 
On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 
On tea, 10 cents per pound. 


Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora t-sk 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ pt ig Taw or oe orang 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound. 


This proposition, Mr. President, will undoubtedly be incorporated 
in the bill, and will be the subject of attack by ic orators 
during the campaign, with all the other provisions of the bill, exeept 
probably the free · list. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin agues- 
tion, with his permission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask whether, in his opinion, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and the reciprocity therein 
provided for, accords with his notion of the protective system or prin- 

i 


e. 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine 
was a tentative proposition. It was, as the Senator from Maine has 
stated repeatedly, designed only to elicit discussion. Public thought 
has been focused upon this subject of reciprocity. The trend of public 
sentiment, at any rate among those who are in favor of the protective 
policy, with whom I vote, is in favor of reciprocity. Ihavestated this 
evening that I would not be willing to vote for the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine, as it was hastily drawn and intro- 
duced, for the reason that it is pro tanto free trade. 5 

The reason which would lead me to vote against it as first drawn, to 
open our ports to all the products of South America, whether compet- 
itive with our own or not, is the reason which led the Senator to com- 
mend it as wise statesmanship, and would lead him to vote for it. 

As the Senator from Maine modified it in his speech, it is unobjec- 
tionable to me in principle. 

Mr. President, this amendment, reported by the Senator from Rhode 
Island on behalf of the Committee on Finance, manifestly prepared 
after great consideration and with great care, has been attacked by one 
or more Senators on the other side, both as to its validity and expedi- 
ency. It is altogether defensible from eitherstandpoint. It is not, in 
my opinion, a delegation of legislative power. 

The act passes from Congress a completed act, The provision that 
upen the happening of a certain contingency, to be ascertained and de- 

ed by proclamation of the President, he shall have power to sus- 
paa the provisions of the law placing certain articles named upon the 

-list, and that thereafter, during the suspension of the law as to 
those articles, certain duties shall be levied, is entirely in harmony 
with numerous precedents and is justified by high authority. 

It will be observed that to the President is not given the power of 


fixing the rate of duty, nor of selecting the subjects upon which it 
shall be levied, upon the happening of the eontingency so ascertained 
and declared by him. The articles are chosen by Congress and indi- 
eated in the law, and the rates of duty to be collected are imposed by 
the law. Nor is it left discretionary with the President, the contin- 
gency having in his judgment arrived, to issue or not his proclama- 
tion to that effect, or to d the free entry of these products from 
the countries which he finds to be unjustly discriminating against the 
agricultural and other products of the United States. 

The amendment says he shall have the power, and it shall be his 
duty to suspend by proclamation, ete. In other words, Congress de- 
clares that if any country producing sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides shall impose duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or 
other products of the United States, which are reciprocally unequal 
and unreasonable, in the judgment of the President, in view of our 
admission free of their products, we will defend ourselves by the levy 
of duties fixed by law. 

Congress can not tell whether as to any countries the contingency - 
will happen. It must therefore be left to me one to determine. It 
3 proper and customary that it should be left to the Presi- 

ent. 

Mr. President, it is not unlike the law which was upon by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in thë case of the brig Aurora, 
Burnside, claimant, 7th Cranch, 382, which arose under the non-inter- 
courseact of March 1, 1809 (2d Statutes at Large, 528, revived by the act 
of May 1, 1810, 2d Statutes at Large, 605), and the President’s procla- 
mation of November 2, 1810. The syllabus of the case is as follows: 

The lature may make the revival of an act di du a future event, 
and aioe thas event 70 be made PAOWA by 88 3 5x 

I regret that I have not time to discuss with some elaboration the 
ease, but I have not. 

The Senator from Delaware, in his speech the other night—and I 
know of no one who could more accurately speak as a lawyer on the 
subject for that side of the Chamber used this language: 


The danger, the impolicy of such a eommittat— 
Referring to this amendment— 


of power to the President seems to me fo be so enormous and so amazing that 
ithas but to be stated to be rejected. We can never piace in the hands of any 
President, no matter how wise he may be, no matter how broad we may con- 
sider his statesmanship, whether he be in favor of protection or of free trade. 
a power so enormous as this, that he can place his hand upon the industries of 
this country and say whether they shal! bear this tax burden or that tax burden. 
whether they shall be mulcted in thousands of dollars or millions of dollars, or 
shall be exempt entirely from the duty and tax prescribed by thisact. It is a 
serious danger, and one which I do not think I have at all exaggerated in char- 
acterizing it as I have done. 

I read this for the purpose of reminding the Senator, and placing in 
the RECORD the fact that the Senator and his colleagues on the other 
side have furnished us with very modern and high authority for the 

ition made here by the Senate Finance Committee for im 
upon the President this tremendous power to suspend the law and its 
operation as to certain articles, and to revive it upon the happening of 
certain contingencies named in the act of Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ot which he is to be the judge. 

Mr, SPOONER. Of which he is necessarily to be the judge. Some 
one must be the judge. Now, ſor theanthority. When the anti-trust 
bill was pending in the Senate, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], 
on the 27th of March, offered this amendment to it: 

Sec, 3. That when the President ot the United States shall be satisfied that 
any arrangement, trust, contract, agreement, or combination, as deseribed in the 
first section of this act, has been formed, and that in consequence thereof there 
has been an enhancement of the price of any article of merchandise— 

The President must be satisfied— 
he shall have power, and it is hereby made his duty, to issue his proclamation 

the collection of all cust duties or i 
A iniperted inle the United Dioten 8 

That is not all. 

822 8 shall continue for ninety days after the President, upon be- 

It was left to him— 
that such enha: ti J exis i 
WinME helene PEIA AE satin ee 

Nor is this all. 

And the President of the United States , from ti 
judgment be 5 modify, or „FFV 

ve > 

And being satisñed of the fact that a trust had been formed which 
enhanced the price of goods, he was to suspend the law, or suspend the 
collection of the duty. The next week by his proc'amation he could 
revive it, and a month after he could suspend it, and again revive it ad 
infinitum, Sir, that was a power very much like the power which now 
1 897 to the Senator’s mind such horror. It is essentially the same, 
only larger. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will read before he gets through 
the section of the meat-inspection act, as some Senators on this side as 
well ason the other are troubled about the power of the President, 


and as they were instrumental in the passage of that I hope 
the Senator will fens. p de =“ 


9880 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 8, 


Mr. SPOONER. I voted, I believe, in common with all the Senators 
on this side of the Chamber except the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS], against this proposition. I want to say for my- 
self that I did not vote against it because I took any exception to its 
validity or because I regarded it as putting upon the President or vest- 
ing in him a discretion which it was notcompetent or wise for Congress 
to vest in him; but I voted against it, as I suppose my colleagues here 
did, because in my opinion it put it in the power of foreign manufact- 
urers and importers whenever they desired to put an article upon the 
free-list to consolidate sufficient capital in it to create a trust and en- 
hanee the price of it, and upon their proving that fact to the President 
it was made his duty to suspend the collection of customs. 

Thus those interested in breaking down our industries would have 
the power to add at will to our free-list. I was not willing to give this 
invitation and opportunity to foreign manufacturers and importers to 
revise our tariff and enlarge our free-list. 

The vote upon this proposition, in favor of it, if I may read it, was 


the following: è 
YEAS—21, 
Bate, bigot ai Oe ae 
sorge. ‘asco, oorhees, 

Blackburn, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan, 
Edmunds, Gray, Turpie 

ustis, Harris, Vance 


Every one of whom, except the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS], will doubtless be denouncing inside of the next thirty days 
this reciprocity proposition of the committee as vesting in the Presi- 
dent power utterly beyond anything that ought to be reposed in him. 
They are well estopped, Mr. President, by this vote taken so recently, 
and upon debate, in this body. 

Here also is in our legislation a clear precedent for this amendment. 

Section 2502, Revised Statutes, imposes a discriminating tax of 10 
per cent. upon all goods imported in vessels not of the United States, 

Section 4228, Revised Statutes, authorizes the President to suspend 
and discontinue this duty—this is an old statute—by proclamation 
whenever it is shown to him that no discriminating duties are imposed 
in the respective country on goods imported into such foreign country 
in vessels of the United States. 

These statutes have existed since the early days of the Republic. 

The power was exercised under them by President Monroe in1815(see 
3 Stat. at Large, 792, 793, 794, and 795), by J. Q. Adams (4 Stat., 815), 
by Jackson (4 Stat., 814 to 819), by Van Buren, (4 Stat., 820), and re- 
peatedly by succeeding Presidents. 

The latest exercise of this power was under the following circum- 
stances: In 1884, Mr. Foster, then minister to Spain, negotiated a com- 
mercial agreement whereby products of the United States were to be 
admitted into Cuba and Porto Rico at a considerable reduction of du- 
ties, or upon the same terms as those imported in Spanish vessels, on 
the condition that the 10 per cent. discriminating duties imposed by 
section 2502 on goods imported into the United States in Spanish ves- 
sels should be discontinued. 

In accordance with this agreement President Arthur issued a procla- 
mation, February 14, 1884, discontinuing the 10 per cent. duty as 
against the Spanish coloniesof Cuba and Porto Rico. (See 23 Stat., 835. ) 


But in 1886 it was shown to President Cleveland that the Cuban eus - 


toms authorities bad placed a wrong construction upon the agreement 
and were not carrying it out in good faith; whereupon by proclama- 
tion he reimposed the 10 per cent. duties on Cuban produca; October 
13, 1886 (24 Stat. , 1028). Thisaction brought theCuban authorities to 
terms, and, by a new agreement signed by the Spanish minister with 
Secretary Bayard, i? was arranged that the former agreement made by 
Mr. Foster should be carried iato full effect; and thereupon President 
Cleveland, October 27, 1886 (24, Stat., 2030), issued a second proclama- 
tion again suspending and discontinuing the 10 per cent. duty on goods 
imported from Cuba in Spanish vessels. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator—I did not hear the 
first ph read. What was the fact upon which the duty of the 
President to make proclamation was dependent? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will repeat it for the Senator. Section 2502 im- 
poses a discriminating tax of 10 per cent. upon all goods imported in 
vessels not of the United States. Section 4228 (I am speaking of the 
power to be given to the President by this act to suspend and 
revive duties by proclamation) authorizes the President to suspend and 
discontinue this duty by proclamation whenever it is shown to him 
that no discriminating duties are imposed in the respective country on 
goods imported into snch foreign country in vessels of the United 
States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have taken the trouble, although I know every 
Senator is tamiliar with this history, to put it in the RECORD, think- 
ing it might be convenient for the reference to sections and pages of 
the statutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will not interfere with his argument, but if the 
Senator will allow me I will read the fifth section of the meat- ion 
act, from the Committee on Foreign Relations unanimously, 
as I understand, and I believe it had the unanimous approval of 


members of that committee, al h two members have since expressed 
ot doubts about the policy of delegating this power to the Presi- 
en 


Sec. 5, That whenever the President shall be satisfied that unjust discrimina- 
tions are made by or under the authority of any foreign state against the im- 
portation to or sale in such foreign state of any product of the United States, he 
may tnat such products of such foreign state so discriminating ape 
any product of the United States as he may deem proper shall be excluded from 
importation to the United States; and in such case he shall make proclamation 
of his direction in the premises, and therein name the time when such direction 
against importation shall take effect, and after such date the importation of the 
articles named in such proclamation shali be unlawful. The President may at 
any time revoke, modify, terminate, or renew any such direction as, in his 
opinion, the pu interest may require. 


Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator may well add that the law 
with this provision in it passed both Houses without a Democratic vote 
against it. 

Mr President, a question has been made in the Senate as to whether 
this amendment proposed by the committee might not prove in its ex- 
ecution by the administrative authorities of the Government of no avail 
because of the ſavored- nation clause in our treaties. I do not in- 
tend to take the time of the Senate upon that subject, but I have before 
me some extracts from Wharton’s International Law Digest which relate 
to it, and which may be found useful, and I will call attention to them: 


Mr. J. Q. Adams, in his note to Mr. Hyde de Neuville of December 23, 1817 
(MS, Notes, France, Con onal Document 91, Eighteenth Congress, second 
session), took the ground that the “*favored-nation ” clause in the treaty of 1803 
with France only covered gratuitous favors, and did not touch concessions of 
equivalents, expressed or implied. and that any other view would be incon- 
sistent with the provision of the Federal Constitutioa, which prescribes that 
“all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform in the United tes, and that 
no preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the 
ports of one State over those of another.” (Lawrence's Wheaton, 4%.) 


Here is another: 


A covenant to give privileges granted to the most favored nation” only re- 
fers to gratuitons privileges, and does not cover privileges granted on the con- 
dition of a reciprocal advantage. Mr. Livingston, Secretary of State, to President 
2 so 2 5 effect, Mr. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State, to Mr. Bing - 

am, June 11, 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he has a copy 
of the ſavored-nation clause of the treaty of 1803? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. If he has, I should be glad if he would put it in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not, but I will put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The British minister, in discussion, in 1848 and 
ited Csi tee reciprocity treaty with Canada, maintained the same 

ro on. 

p Mr. SPOONER. The question arose also in relation to the Hawaiian 
1 8 8 and the Digest gives an extract from the dispatch of Mr. Evarts, 

us: 


No treaty in existence at the time this compact was cntered into secured to 
any other nation the privileges as to the admission of certain articles free of 
duty, which have been guarantied to the United States by this treaty. These 
pe were secured, not through any general treaty rights or stipulations, 

ut by giving certain valuable considerations in a jal treaty of reciprocal 
covenants, The concession of these privileges to the United Statescan not there- 
fore form any just basis for a claim to like privileges by any other nation, under 
the parity clause of the ordinary form of treaty. The uttermost that might be 
conceded under such parity clause would be the claim to purchase the same im- 
munities through special treaty, upon like terms with those agreed upon be- 
tween the United States and the Hawaiian Islands, 

But this is in the nature of the case im ible. Those concessions by the 
United States which are of the greatest value to the islands under this treaty 
would be of no value whatever from other powers, whose ce from 
the best markets for island 38 would be as effectual a bar to the enjoy- 
ment of reciprocity as a prohibitory edict, The effect of such an arrangement 
would be, if attempted with other powers on the same basis, that the United 
States would remit some millions of duty on island products during the seven 
years, in orderthat other nations might not pay duty to His Hawaiian Majesty 
on brought here to compete with American products. 

This is the precise thing the treaty does not intend. Its intention is to se- 
cure the exclusive benefits to both contracting parties 9 special privileges 
granted by each tothe other. To admit the claim of a third party to come in 
and enjoy all the benefits conceded by both paar without any payment 
in equivalent'special privileges to either, would be an unprecedented thing. 


Another: 


While this Government can not agree with that of Mexico, that under the 
provisions of the most favored nation clause, another nation becomes entitled 
to privileges yen by a reciprocity treaty, still as there are various consid- 
erations affecting the question as now presented, I content myself with a cour- 
teous denial that the most fayored nation clause applies to reciprocity treaties, 
without now entering into any argument on the subject, —Mr, Frelinghuysen, 
Secretary of State, to Mr, Romero, May 2, 1884. 

From excessive caution the limitation "gratuitous," or kindred limitations 
are sometimes inserted before ‘favored nation,“ in recent treaties. But this 
does not derogate in any way from the position that privileges transferable un- 
der the term “favored-nation are only such privileges as are gratuitous. 
(Lawrence's Wheaton, 493.) 


I will not take the time to call attention to the status of trade be- 
tween this and other countries, and to the fields in which there seem 
to be gratifying prospects of rich returns to our people from reciprocity 
of the character provided for by the amendment. Others have done 
this. I shall vote to incorporate this provision for reciprocity in the 
tariff bill in the firm belief that it is valid and that the Presi ent and 


his distinguished Secretary of State will speedily so use the power as to 
enlarge the list of markets for our surplus barrels of pork and other 
products of the farm and the factory, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 


' 1890. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me fora moment? There 
is no quorum here, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is the last opportunity we have to ask a ques- 
tion on these subjects. 

Mr. HALE. If any Senator desires to occupy the time 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time, but I wish to say one 
word before any motion is put. 


Mr, HALE. I will state that there are very few Senators here, and 


I certainly shall make the point that no quorum is present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes the Senator will 
not be too precise in making that point, because the duty of the Chair 
is quite well defined under the rules. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. I give notice that if any extended de- 
bate arises not strictly upon the point now before the Senate, I shall 
raise the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to see if I understand the agreement—I 
have not studied it—that after to-night, excepting six hours’ debate, 
three hours on each side, I shall have no right even to ask a question 
for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Chair. 2 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the Committee on Finance will have no right 
to give any information to me. 

Mr. HALE. But there have been a good many days when the Sen- 
ator has had that right—many long-drawn-out, idle, and uneventful 
days. 

Mr, HAWLEY. 
of those days. » 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has had the opportunity to ask questions. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave not. The question of reciprocity has not 
been technically before the Senate until the last hour, really; it has not 
been discussed; it has not been up here. Nobody has touched it prac- 
tically. The speeches just delivered are the firstspeeches that treated 
of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Except the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask a question or two concerning the con- 
struction of the amendment to be pro by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. I do not care to debate it. I want light upon it. I have my 
doubts about it, and if this be the last opportunity, I beg that no man 
will vasa ee adjournment upon us. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ionly desire to say one word respecting the sug- 
gestions made by the Senator from Rhode Island on the subject of the 
sugar duty. At a quarter to 12 o’clock, ee with the situation 
in the Senate as it is, I will not undertake to debate that question, but 
Ihave some reason for the faith that is within me upon this subject, 
and this bill will not become a law until an opportunity is given me 
to express my views upon that subject, which I do at another time. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I propose to discuss the reciprocity 
question which is now for the first time brought into the debate in the 
sense of any action upon any amendment that is pro I have 
drawn an amendment which I intend to offer to the amendment of the 
Finance Committee on the subject of reciprocity whene er that amend- 
ment is proposed. That amendment I supposed was to be proposed 
here in Committee of the Whole and while debates were open. Now 
I am told that no such amendment is to be offered in this scene of de- 
bate, but will be reserved until the period when we have agreed only 
to vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not suppose the Senator trom New York de- 
sires to misrepresent the committee. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not in the least. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment which I proposed for the commit- 
tee was submitted to the Senate on the 28th of August. Of course it 
could not be in order technically to be voted upon until that part of 
the bill was reached to which it is applicable. I shall offer it for the 
committee as an amendment as Soon as that point is reached. It has 
been discussed off and on by the Senator from New York and other 
Senators for the past two or three weeks, I do not knowofany rule of 
the Senate or of any custom of the Senate which has prevented any 
Senator from making any remarks upon this subject he chose to make 
since the 28th of August. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask, as a question of order, when 
be this amendment been proposed to the Senate. Is it now before the 
Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 51, line 13, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘eighty and insert ‘‘seventy-six;’’ so as to read: 

To the producer of su ng not less than 76 degrees 
from — e . ee within miiedeee 


That is the understanding of the 


I have not been responsible for the consumption 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the pending question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Chair will permit me to ask whether it has 
ever been the duty of the Chair to present this reciprocity amendment 
question to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Chair thinks the question has 
rever been before the Senate for consideration. 

Does the Senator from Connecticut mean to say 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
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when an amendment has been informally offered by the committee and 
has been discussed by Senators constantly almost for the last four or 
five days, that any one has been cut off from discussing it? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Oh, no; but I mean to say that strictly if never 
has been in order and is not now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It never has been proposed as an 
amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is of course true technically. ; 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President “ 

Mr. EVARTS. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me a word. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAwLey] asks if the Chair has ever put the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE, That Chair has not had the opportunity of putting the 
question. The Chair puts the question on any matter, an amendmentor 
a bill, after the debate has closed. It is well known that throughout this 
entire discussion the debate has not been devoted to the particular amend- 
ment that was to be voted upon at the end of a icular discussion, 
but the subject of reciprocity has been before the Senate ever since the 
Senator from Rhode Island submitted his amendment, and eyen ever 
since similar amendments were submitted by others, and it has been 
discussed from time to time as Senators were ready to discuss it. There 
can be no discussion of it after the President of the Senate puts the 
question to the Senate, for then debate is over; but reciprocity, like 
everything else, has been subject to the general arrangement which has 
been made here that debate should close to-day. 

In this thin Senate when I made my suggestion I did not ree 
that if long speeches were to be made upon one subject and another, 
as I have been notified that they were intended, I did not suppose any 
Senator would object to the discussion being confined to the subject- 
matter that is before us. I do not desire to cut anybody off. I will 
admit, if it will satisfy the Senator from Connecticut, that 3 
has pot been before the Senate until this evening, but I want the dis- 
cussion now confined to the particular subject pending, and I am not 
going to interfere with the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] by 
any point of order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator entirely misunderstands me, Inever 
put the question to the Chair. It has never been in order for the Chair 
to put the question to the Senate, and it has never yet been a pending 


question before the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment upon that subject, 
Mr. HAWLEY. And it will not be pending until somebody offers 


has been submitted. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose there are a hundred things that have not yet 
been oftered that will be offered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am satisfied with the declaration of the Chair 
that the amendment has never been offered. 

Mr. EVARTS, Have I the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York is en- 
titled to the floor, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I was quite right in saying that there 
had been an amendment proposed for the action of the Senate on the 
subject of reciprocity. The proposition, whether inclosed in the amend- - 
ment or in the debate, has js before the Senate. I have supposed 


it, 


that there would be some opportunity on which this amendment would 


be offered, and that like other amendments it would be open to debate 
in this body. Ihave prepared an amendment to that amendment which 
I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT proiempore, The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance will be read for information, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment reported by Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on 
Finance, and intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 3 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes, viz.: Add as a new section the following: 


Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, provided for in this act, are 
made with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries 
producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and after 
the first day of July, eighteen hundred and ninety-one, when- 
ever, and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the 
Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, 
molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of 
such articles, imposes duties or other exactions upon the agri- 
cultural or other products of the United States, which in 
view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 
and hides into the United States he may deem to be recipro- 
cally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and 
it shall be his duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, 
the provisions of this act relating to the free introduction of 
such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of 
such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such 
case and during such suspension duties shall be levied, col- 


lected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 


S nnen 
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the product of or exported from such designated country, as 
follows, namely: 

All sugars not aboye number thirteen Dutch standard in 
color shall pay duty on their polariscopic test as follows, 


‘All a not above number thirteen Dutch standard in 
color, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice or of beet juice, 
melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concentrated mo- 
lasses, testing by the polariscope not above seventy-five de- 
grees, seven-tenths of one cent per pound; and for every 
additional degree or fraction of a degree shown by the polar- 
iscopic test, two hundredths of one cent per pound additional. 

All sngars above number thirteen Dutch standard in 
color s be classified by the Dutch standard of color, and 
pay duty as follows, namely: All su above number thir- 
teen and not above number sixteen Dutch standard of color, 
one and three-eighths cents per pound. 

All sugar above number sixteen and not above number 
twenty Dutch standard of color, one and five-eighths cents 

und. 
mi sugars above number twenty Dutch standard of 
color, two cents per pound. 

Molasses testing about fifty-six degrees, four eents per 

on, 
ow drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to 
duty either as molasses or sugar, as the case may be, accord- 
ing to polariscopic test. : 

On coffee, three cents per pound. 

On tea, ten cents per pound. 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, 
Angora goat-skins, raw, witbont the wool, unmanufactured, . 
asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, and skins, except sheep- 
skins with the wool on, one and one-half cents per pound. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York to the amendment in- 
tented to be proposed by the Committee on Finance, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment pro by Mr. Evarts to the amendment reported Mr. ALD- 
nn, from the mittee on Finance, and intended to be pro to the bill 
(II. R. H16) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other pu namely: Strike out the words on and after the first day of 
July, eighteen hundred and nine’ ne,“ in lines 4and 5, and strike out all 
after the word shall,“ iu line 13 of section 2 of the proposed committee 
amendment, and insert the following: 

“Communicate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the 
end that such duties may be imposed upon the above-recited les and ex- 
— from duty by this act as Co in view of the failure of reciprocal 

on on the part of any foreign nation or nations, shall determine ;" so as to 
rn 2, That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
piles Pik ontra perdana tee aradon and or tas PATa wearer 

o 9 e 

. President shall be satistled that the Government of any 
country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea,and hides, raw 
and uncured, or any of such articles, im duties or other exactions upon the 
products of the United States which, in view of the free 
into the United States 
he may deem to be reciprocally 1 — and unreasonable, he shall communi- 
onto to the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the end that such 
duties may be imposed upon the above-recited articles and exempted from duty 
by this act as Congress. in view of the failure of reciprocal action on the part of 
any foreign nation or nations, shall determine.“ 

Me. EVARTS. Mr. President, I shall dispose in a few words of any 
supposed difficulty growing out of the most favored nation clause. 
That has nothing to do either with the proposition of the eommittee 
or with my amendment. Nothing is better settled than that treaties 
may be made upon special exchange of equivalents, and they do not 
affect obligations already subsisting under the fayored-nation clause. 
No person familiar with this subject of treaties is at all disposed to ques- 
tion that; nor isthere any difficulty in Congress passing such regula- 
tions of revenue and trade, including navigation, as shall go into opera- 
tion upon an ascertainment of a fact by the President, which fact is 
defined in the actof Congress. His finding to that effect is in the nat- 
ureof an executive act, an executive ascertainment, and there is only 
the question between the operation of the act of Congress in one form 
or in the other, going into effect or being suspended and then restored 
upon an ment of a fact. That is the will of Congress, and the 
President is rightfully intrusted with an ascertainment of a fact out- 
side of the question of the adjustment of the revenue system of a 
country, an adjustment of equivalents or of reciprocity. Therefore, 
all that is drawn from any laws, or from any decisions, or any argu- 
ments, or any State papers, falls to the ground under any discussion 


which Bt to enter upon. 

Mr. ent, take any of the cases cited, any one of them, and it 
is an ascertainment of the will of Congress that this shall be-the law 
from the time and in the manner that Congress has determined upon, 
and even outside of the arrangement of the revenue system. 

No case can be found, no law proposition can be found, that leaves it to 
the President to enact arrangements of our revenue system upon his 
deliberation of what are fair and proper equivalents between nations 
in that regard. Now, the closest approach to it is the fifth section of 

the protection act against unsuitable food brought into this country. 
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What is the need of that bill? That is nota revenue bill, that is 
not a bill which changes the execution of the revenue laws of the coun- 
try; it upon the basis that the subject-matter of that bill is 
taken ont of revenue and taken out of commerce, and the consequence 
is that when contrary to the prohibition of that act articles are intro- 
duced here, they are not subjected to duty; they are destroyed, and you 
notice in that bill that this provision is made wholly outside of reve- 
nue, and wholly outside of the constitutional provision ſor raising rev- 
enue. Not only this vital and conclusive proposition, but upon the 
provision therein that certain ports may be designated by the 
of the Treasury into which only such articles, not of commerce, but of 
prohibition and destruction, are to be brought in order that theexer- 
cise of this power of destruction may be at the command of the Gov- 
ernment, capable of rigid enforcement. 

Is there any right under our Constitution and revenue system to say 
what can be brought into one port and what can be brought into an- 
other? The fifth section, disassociated from the frame of the bill and 
the purpose of the bill, may be read as to liberating the operation of 
that bill from the restriction that [ have mentioned; but no one will 
construe that provision except as à part of and associated with all the 
rest of that bill; and if it be dissected and treated as separate it does 
hot involve at all these questions that I am now discussing, 

Now, Mr. President, how abont the trust bill and the proposed 
amendment to it which was rejected and does not appear in the act? 
That amendment provided for an ascertainment by the President of a 
state of fact prohibited by law and provided the consequence to follow. 
That was it, and that was all there was of it. 

Sir, it is not as difficult to draw the line completely as to what would 
be an assumption of executive power by Congress as itis with regard to 
the question of extending to executive power what belongs to executive 
pore and yet might run into the exercise by the executive of what be- 

ongs to the law-making power. . Weall know that if Congress assumed 
the appointment to office, it would be an assumption of the executive 
function, and it would be judicially declared void. When we come, 
however, by this supreme legislative will of the two Houses to say what 
authority they will give to the agent and instrament of the Constitu- 
tion and what they will withhold in executing its laws, on what exter- 
nal facts this discretion may be left to turn upon a commerce or revenue 
act, it is not easy perhaps for us either to insist that any particular 
measure is lawful or to resist it as unlawful. 

But the clause of the committee’s amendment is a clear and open 
proposition to give to the President within the purview of these named 
barter articles on our part the whole power over foreign treatment re- 
sponsive to our legislation as to whether this ve equivalent is 
or is not commensurate with the definite concession which Congress 
itself on our part has made. There is the difficulty; there is the in- 
surmountable difficulty of deputing to Executive authority an ascer- 
tainment that he will put a duty on articles imported from certain 
countries into this country if he thinks that imposition is justified by 
inequalities of treatment. by foreign countries on the whole range of 
our revenue, $ 

I suppose the amendment which reads “agricultural and other prod- 
ucts,” means agricultural, mining, and manufacturing products of the 
United States. It should be made certain if that is the intention. I 
have no doubt such is the intention, but it is a little curt in the state- 
ment. 

Now, this whole system of our manufacturing interests is intrusted 
to the discretion of the President as to whether by and large, on the 
whole, there is a due or there fails to be a due exchange of equivalents 
between all the nations of the earth that are affected by our barter that 
we propose. Can Senators offer an argument that, under our Constitu- 
tion, this demission by Congress and this vesting it in the President 
is not placing in him the power to make a treaty or a quasi-treaty, or 
an arrangementin that nature, without the Senate; or to raise revenue 
or remif it without the action of the House of Representatives, with 
which that power under the Constitution must originate? 

Now, sir, this can not be blinked, nor is ita question of crimina- 
tion and recrimination between parties. It is a pure question of the 
duty of Congress in holding within its own hand the power of laying 
revenue and distributing in its discretion the burdens that it would 
impose. i 

If we pass a section in the tarif bill making sugar free and declare 
that if other nations do not respond to this freedom by admitting free 
this or that article of exportation to them from this country, and the 
President should find a refusal of reciprocal freedom, upon ascertain- 
ing this fact should be instructed to reimpose the duty on sugar, his 
action would be within the range of executive execution of the will 
of Congress—that is to say, Congress would define the required equiva- 
lent of free admission to foreign countries of the named machinery or 
agricultural products which would be commensurate with the free ad- 
mission to the named article of sugar or whatever else is included in 
the list, and it would be by the will of Congress and not a judgment 
or a weighing or a measuring by the President of this matter of equiv- 
alents. 

Mr. President, I have said all that I need to say. We have nothing 
to do with the question of equivalents by treaty. We have nothi 
to do with the question of authority to the President to ascertain 
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act upon events which Congress defines as in the region of shipping. 
We are saying to the President, ‘‘ We have taken certain articles ont of 
the duty and revenue scheme and made them free; when you find that 
other countries, all the countries that come within the purview of hides 
or sugar or coffee, in all the scheme and range of their tariff system do 
not give usa good quid pro quo, then you can reimpose the duties.’ 
And that is said to be an execution of the will of Congress. It is a will 
of Congress, if it be valid, that we abdicate the revenue and the treaty 
scheme and leave it for the nonce to the President. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, Iam not about to delay the Senate more 
than a moment at this late hour, but this isa very interesting question 
and a very important one, and I do not hope to add, indeed it would 
be quite impossible for me to add, anything to the argument just made 
by the Senator from New York, so clear is the statement and so en- 
tirely forcible the application that he made of it. I take some pleas- 
ure, entirely natural of course, in the fact that his argument fully sup- 
ports the criticism I made upon the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island upon my first reading of it; and the Senator from 
New York has only made still more clear the fact which I then as- 
serted, that in this amendment there wasa will interposed between the 
will of Congress and the consummation of the act of imposing a duty 
that was not the legislative will, to wit, the will of the President of 
the United States. 

Therefore I feel that this amendment has been brought entirely 


within the scope of the criticism I then made by the argument just 


made, and I take no particular pleasure in this, because I really and 
sincerely wish to see some practical and practicable scheme of reciproc- 
ity adopted that may relieve at some points, if not at all points, the 
rigors of this high protective scheme of taxation, which will work, 
without some relief of this kind, as it seems to me, great hardship to 
the people of this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hiaaixsin the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana. Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question? 

Mr. PASCO. If there is to be no further debate to-night, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest before the motion to adjourn is put that 
we agree to adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow, on account of this late 
hour, and as the debate is closed and we are to commence voting to- 
morrow, . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island that when the Senate adjourn 
it adjourn until to-morrow at 11 o'clock ? 

Mr. PASCO. I will accept the suggestion, and move that the Senate 
do now adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better begin at 10. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator’s objection will prevent the order being taken. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion to adjourn will prevent it, of course. 

The-PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senator from Florida accepts 
the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I suppose one objection will prevent an adjourn- 
ment until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that is the case, then the question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Florida that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Lask the Senator to withdraw that motion for 
one moment. 

Mr. PASCO. I do so at the request of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to state that I desire to reserve for a sepa- 
rate vote in the Senate the amendment of the Committee on Finance, 
ae was agreed to, I believe, in Committee of the Whole, in para- 

88. 
ef EDMUNDS. It can be reserved when the bill is reported to the 


Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it is the purpose of the committee to strike out the words ‘‘all other 
forms of brimstone or sulphur not otherwise provided for, $8 per ton.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment was made for the reason that the 
language as used in the bill as it came from the House would we fear 
levy the duty upon crude sulphur. 

I will say to the Senator from Oregon that it will not be necessary 
for him to ask to have any action taken in the Senate for the reason that 
the committee have investigated that, and their purpose is to make re- 
fined sulphur dutiable and all crude sulphur free, and they will, while 
the bill is in the committee or in the Senate, try to suggest language 
which will make that meaning plain. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam much obliged tothe Senator. I ask unani- 
2 Wg to insert in the RECORD the statement which I send to 
t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that an argument by somebody? 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is a statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought not to go into the RECORD. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I submit it as a part of my remarks. _ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have been objecting to putting things of that 
sort in the RECORD, but I will not object if anybody else does not. 
Mr. GRAY, What is it? 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is simply a statement of the reasons why these 
gentlemen engaged in this business think this amendmentof the com- 
mittee ought not to he adopted. `: 

Mr. GRAY. Whatamendment? 

Mr. MITCHELL, The amendment of the committee in regard to 
refined sulphur. The statement is brief, and I hope there will be no 
objection to inserting it in the RECORD so that it will be before the 
committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the paper will 
be inserted. The Chair hears none, 

The paper is as follows: 


Memorial showing the destruction of the industry of refining sulphur in the 
United States by the amended tariff of the Senate Committee on Finance. 


To the honorable United States Senate : 

The memorial of the undersigned respectfully represents that they are en- 
gaged in the business of refining sulphur, and that they are thoroughly con- 
vinced that the amendment of the tariff bill from the House of Representatives 
by your Committee on Finance, which deprives them of all Lee inst 
foreign refined sulphur, of any value, is the result of a misunderstanding by the 
committee of the effect of their amendment. g 

‘The refiners did not apply to this Congress for any increase of protection; on 
the contrary, they proposed to the Committee on Ways and Meansa reduction 
of the present duty on sublimed flowers, and did not oppose the reduction of 
the duty on roll brimstone. "i 

All that they asked was that the extraordinary and. most injurious error 
which had been made in the tariff revision of March 3, 1883, by which all their 
refined goods of every name and kind, exceptin sublimed flowers and roll 
brimstone, were consigned to the {ree-list along with the crude which they re- 
fined, should be corrected. Former tariffs, ever since the act of August 80, 
1842, have made a discrimination between refined and crude sulphur. Brim- 
stone refined in rolls” at one time included all there was of sulphur refined in 
the United States, and the idea that this condition of the business of refining 
sulphur still continued was doubtless the cause of the tremendous mistake in 
the tariff of March 3, 1883, by which the words “brimstone in rolls or refined 
were changed to “sulphur refined in rolls,” thereby consigning every of 
retined sulphur, excepting roll brimstone and sublimed flowers, to the free-list. 

Lapse of time, new veries, and improvements have 3 
changes in the use of refined sulphur, resulting to s great extent in the 
tinuance of the use of roll brimstone and sublimed flowers. ` 

Formerly the great Sorem erate of roll brimstone was in the manufacture 
gunpowder and friction matches. 

Now it is not used at all in these manufactures, so Tar as we are informed. 
Virgin rock, broken rock, solid rock, and lumps of refined brimstone have 
taken the place of roll brimstone, Sublimed flowers of sulphur have been 
8 superseded by a fine flower, the product of mill work upon refined 

mstone. 

The vulcanizing of India rubber, invented by Charles Goodyear, requires a 
fine flour made from brimstone carefully refined. 

That the change of the expression from “brimstone in rolls or refined” to 
“sulphur refined in rolls” was the result of a mistaken idea that they were in- 
terchangeable equivalent phrases, meaning the same thing, is proved by the 
fact that the comparative tables of present and past tariffs,” reported by Mr. 
Morais January 7, 1854, makes the tariff of July 14, 1874, use the exp ion of 
“sulphur refined in rolls,“ whereas reference to the act itself shows that the 
words actually 8 in that statute were“ brimstone in rolls or refined,” 
and even now in the bill pending before the Senate we find proof positive of 


the same mistaken ides in the foot-note on page 12, No. 88, as follows: “Thisis ` 


a reduction of $2 per ton upon refined sulphur,” a palpable misstatement of the 
text, which says, “sulphur refined in rolls,“ excluding by force of unequivocal 
terms every form of refined sulphur excepting ‘‘ brimstone in rolls,“ as we re- 
finers in sulphur have discovered by sad experience. 

The whole amount of refined sulphur consumed in the United States is not 
far from 15,000 tons per annum, During the 
pure refined sulphur have been imported free of duty, diminishing to that ex- 
tent the sale of our refined products, 

When the revision of the tariff at the present session of Con: was deter- 
mined, the question presented itself to us refiners, “ How was manifest and 
destructive error of the present turiff on the subject of refined sulphur to be 
corrected?” 

Two methods were suggested : 

First. That the old words of former tariffs, or refined,” be restored, so that 
the text would read, "sulphur in rolls, or refined.“ 

To this method of correction there was this objection, that custom-house 
officers would be embarrassed in passing the importations by the question 
whether a given parcel was or was not refined, and this could be accurately 
determined only by chemical analysis—an expensive and tedious process, and 
therefore in its application to the numerous parcels imported a test, from its 
inconvenience, practically unavailable, 

Second. The other method was to insert a clause that would include all forms 
of refined sulphur excepting roll brimstone and sublimed flowers, which were 
specially provided for in the present tariff. Crude brimstone and lac sulphur 
were also ly provided for on the free-list. Such a clause was inserted 
and adopted by the House, but is stricken out by the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. It imposed a duty of ds per tou on any form of sulphur not 
otherwise provided for. It touched nothing but refined sulphur under any of 
the multitudious names that have been or might er be invented for it. 

It harmed no one excepting those who, in defiance of Rs ponis of protect- 
ing the industry of refining sulphur ever since it was established in this coun- 
try, desired to import the foreign article of refined er go? free of all duty, 

Should the duty of $8 per ton, or about 30 per cent. ad valorem, be thought too 
high, a rate of $6 per ton might be substituted, a little less than 25 per cent, ad 
valorem, and then we refiners might suffer detriment, but not destruction as now 
under the amendment of the Finance Committee. 

It is not to be supposed for a moment that the honorable Committee on Fi- 
nance designed the suppression or extinguishment of our industry, which has 
had an existence in this country of over forty-nine years; but ifit were possible 
for them to have entertained any such design they could not have adopted any 
schume for its accomplishment short of absolute prohibition more eftectual for 
such pur than that of the amendment they have applied tothe bill fiom the 
House of Representatives, 

No manufacturing business can endure for any of time the condition 
in which this amendment places our business of refining sulphur—handicapped 
on the one hand by enormous taxation upon the iron, steel, coal, and every- 
thing else that enters into our expense account, and on the other have the 


last six months over 3,000 tons tt 
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T. & 8. C. WHITE. 
BATTELLE & RENWICK. 
PASSAIC CHEMICAL COMPANY, 
DANIEL H. GRAY, 

Per ALLAIRE. 
E. J. BEGG & CO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is the 
wish of the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] that the amend- 
ment offered by him may be printed. It will be so ordered if there he 
no objection, The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to give notice that I shall ask for a sep- 

. arate vote in the Senate on the provisions of the bill respecting internal 
revenue so far as they relate to tobacco. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All that is to be reserved. After the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate there will be a good many things very likely to 
be reserved. 

Mr. PASCO. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Florida that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 16 minutes a. m., 
Tuesday, September 9) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, September 
9, 1890, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 8, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). The Clerk will read 
the Journal of Saturday’s proceedings, 

Mr. ANDERSON, ef Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the 
fact that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore counted the House and found 98 mem- 
hers present. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was a; to. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following-named members failed to 

answer: 


Adams, Cooper, Ind. Kelley, Randali, 
Alderson, ran, Kerr, lowa Ray. 
‘Allen, Mich Covert, Ketcham, Reilly, 
Andrew, Cowles, Knapp, Reyimro, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa. La Follette Robertson, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Qutcheon, Lane, Rogers, 
Baker, Dailzell, Lansing, Rowland, 
Barn pepes Lawler, Rusk, 
Bartine, gton, Lester, Ga, Sanford 
Barwig, Davidson, Lester, Va, Scranton 
Beckwith, De Lano, Lodge, Seney. 
Belden, Dibble, Magner, Shively, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Maish, Skinner, 
Bingham Dingley, Mansur Snider, 
Blanchard, Doekery, Martin, Tex Spinola, 
isa, Dorse Mason, Springer, 
Boutelle, Dunphy, McAdoo, hinecker, 
Bowaen, Edmunds, MeCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Vt. 
. 
re, ow: A s one, Mo. 

3, F: uhar, McCormick, Struble, 
Brower, Featherston McCreary, Stump, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, MeDuftie, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, Va. Fithian, MeMillin, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brunner, Flood. Miles, Tillman, 

Va. 5 * A dare Solo 
Buckalew, orman, sS, an ck, 
Bullock, 1 Fowler, Montgomery Venable, 
Bunn, Funston, Moore, Tex Waddill, 
Butterworth, Gear, Morey, Walker, 
Bynum Geissenhainer, Morse, Wallace, Mass. 

r Caldwell, Gibson, Mutchler, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Gifford, * Niedringhaus, Wheeler, Mich 
Candler, Mass. Goodnight Nute, Whiting, 
Carlton, Greenhalge, Oates, Whitthorne. 
Carter, Grout, O'Donnell, Wiley, 
Catchings, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind. Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hayes, Outhwaite, Willcox, 
Clancy, aynes, Owen, Ind. Williams, III. 
Clements, Hemphill, Perry, Williams, Ohio. 
Clunie, Herbert, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb, a Hill Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
Coleman, Hooker, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 

Hop Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Connell. ouk, Quackenbush, Wright. 


The following-named members appeared and were noted as present 
by the Clerk under the rule: 


Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. Kerr of Iowa, | nooga for a 1 


Mr. Cooper of Indiana, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. GEAR, 


Mr. DARLINGTON, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. BLANCHARD, 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. ByNum, Mr. OATES, Mr. BAKER, Mr. Jason B. 
Brown, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. 
MCMILLAN, Mr. OWEN of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call discloses the presence of 
136 members; 22 members have since appeared and been recorded as 
present, making a total of 158, not a quorum. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, directed to take into 
custody and to bring the bar of the House such of its members as are now 
absent without leave of the House, 

The resolution was agreed to, i > 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. 
1 is gick and unable to be present, and I ask that he be ex- 
en 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALzELL] has been suddenly called away by illness in his family, 
and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. MONT- 
GOMERY ] was unexpectedly called to his home last night by a telegram. 
Task that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. PIEROE] is at his room 
sick, unable to attend the sessions of the House. I that he be ex- 
cused, 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BARwiG] is 
detained at his house by sickness, I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, f 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Maine delegation be 
excused on account of political illness. [Laughter. ] 

Several members objected. 

The following additional members appeared and were noted as pres- 
ent under the rule: Mr, CARLTON, Mr, Morey, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. 
ADAMS, Mr. McCrEARY, Mr. MCCLELLAN, Mr. WALKER, Mr. LA 
FOLLETTE, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. HAYES, Mr. McCormick, Mr. WASH- 
INGTON. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Clerk reports the appearance of 
eleven additional members, making more than a quorum nt. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I move to dispense with all 8 
ings under the call. 

The motion was to. ; 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


PORT OF ENTRY, EAGLE PASS, TEX, , 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry 
at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex., and that the same be 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That paragraph 2, of section 2578 of the Revised Statutes be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Second. The district of Saluria; to comprise all the waters and shores of the 
State from and including the counties of orda and Wharton as bounded 
on the 3d day of March, 1847, to the county of Refugio as bounded on the 28th 
day of July, 1817; in which Eagle Pass shall be the ened of entry, and Mata- 
gorda, Copano, Lavaca, and San Antonio, ports of delivery.” 

That paragraph 2, of section 2599 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as 
read us follows: 

“Second. In the district of Saluria, a collector who shall reside at le Pass, a 
surveyor who shall reside at M. anda surveyor who shall reside at 
Port Lavaca, and a surveyor who shall reside at Copano," 

Sec. 2. That section 3004 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by substituting the words Eagle Pass” for the word Indianola."’ 

The committee recommended an amendment as tollows: 

Strike out the words “a surveyor who shail reside at Matagorda, and a sur- 
veyor who shall reside at Port Lavaca, and a surveyor who shall reside at 
Copano.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

d 5 . 


passed. 

Mr. CRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ‘ $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PARK, CHATTANOOGA, TENN, 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 
further consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing 
the use of a portion of United States military reservation at Chatta- 
k by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I shall not object 
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to this, bar give notice that after it is disposed of I shall demand the 
ar order, 
e joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, eté., That permission be, and is hereby, granted to the city of Chat- 
tanooga, in the State of Stn: through its mayor and aldermen, to im- 
on of 


prove and beautify that po the mili reservation lying outside of 
the national cemetery inclosure, situated in and adjoining the city of Chatta- 


n for a public k; to be laid ont on land adjoining and connecting with 
said . e 2 


ery, with the right to said city of Chattanooga to make such 
improvements and fillings and erect and maintain such structures as the Secre- 
tary of War may, from time to time, approve: Provided, That this resolution 
shall not be construed to pass any title or claim in said land, but that the own- 
ership and control of the said grounds shall remain in the United States. 
The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Add at the end of the joint resolution the following: And shall be subject to 
such changes and uses for military or other purposes as the Secretary of War 
may direct.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and i 

Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. a 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Inow cali for the regular order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to submit some privileged reports from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
[Mr. RUSSELL] is in order. 


REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print 
the annual reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the years 1889 
and 1890, 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and Fi 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, McCoox, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House to bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 

A bill (S. 2370) for the relief ot Philip T. Greely; 

A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Haneman; 
and 

A bill (S. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller. ` 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 9486) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lie works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate, in compliance with 
the request of the House, returned the bills (H, R. 3070) granting a 
pension to Clara Fowler and (H. R. 5524) granting a pension to Anne 
Platt. 

The message farther announced that the Senate had without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of Jand 
in the State of California as a public park. 5 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 645) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Wagner, asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Davis, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. FAULKNER conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts 


STATISTICAL ABSTEACY FOR 1889. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, in addition to the usual number, 15,000 copies of the twelfth number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1889, of which 5,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


The report of the commiitee was as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House concurrent resolu- 
tion 2 for the printing of 15,000 additional copies of the Statistical Ab- 
stractof the United States for 1889, having duly considered the same, respectfully 
report it back to the House and recommend its passage. The estimated cost of 
printing is $2,297.16. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. — ͥꝗͤ— 


HOUSE DIGEST AND MANUAL. 4 > 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, also submitted a 
report; which was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the accom: ing resolu- - 
Digest ond Manes for 


tion providing for printing 250 additional copies of the 
the purpose of supplying Senators, committees of the House, officers of the two 
Houses, and beads Departments each with a copy: have had the same under 
consideration, and re the same back with the following substitute therefor, 
and recommend its oe namely: 
Resolved, That 380 {tional copies of the and Manual for the present 
session be printed and bound for the purpose o supplying each Senator, heads 
of De ments, committees of the House, officers two Houses, and each 


member of the Reporters’ lery with a copy. 


The cost of these additional copies will be ga, and the resolution is in ac- 


cordance with the practice. 


The substitute submitted by the Committee on Printing was agreed 


to; and the resolution as thus amended was adopted. 


Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


92 — e and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. — 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I call for the regular order. 

Mr, QUINN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylyania has 
demanded the regular order. s 

Mr. QUINN. I request the gentleman from Pennsylvania to with- 
draw that demand for a moment. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
clines to withdraw the demand. This day being assigned by the rules 
for the consideration of business of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, the first business in order is the bill (H. R, 8243) supple- 
mentary to an act entitled An act to authorize the construction of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.” 

The Chair will state the status of this bill. On the 14th of July last 
it was reported from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia with instructions to report the same 
back with an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause and 
inserting a substitute. The motion to recommit was agreed to. A 
motion to reconsider that vote was then made, and also a motion to 


lay on the table the motion to reconsider. On the latter motion the - - 


yeas and nays were ordered, and the House adjourned. On the 11th 
of August, when this business was resumed, the House refused to lay 
on the table the motion to reconsider, and that motion was agreed to. 
The previous question was then ordered on the motion to recommit. 
The pending question, therefore, is upon the motion to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Lask that the motion with the 
proposed instructions be reported. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the pending prop- 
osition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That House bill 8243 be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, with instructions to report the same back with the following as a sub- 
stitute for the said bill: 

Amend House bill 8243 by inserting, immediately afler the enacting clause, 
as section 1 of the bill, the following: 

That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or before the 
Ist day of January, 1594, remove its tracks running north and south on Sixth 
street west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reserva- 
tion at Sixth and B streets, northwest, in the city of Washington, aud in lieu 
thereof the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissi 
the District of Columbia, construct and maintain, at the intersection of Virginia 
and Maryland avenues, upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and 336, or 
any part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation, south of said in- 
tersection, a passenger station of such extent, architectural design, aud arrange- 
ments as may be found advisable and necessary.“ 


Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, when this ques- 
tion was last under consideration, the Speaker, who was then in the 
chair, decided that after the ordering of the previous question twenty 
minutes’ debate on each side was allowed by the rule. I now desire 
to yield seven minutes to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. 


Mr. MUDD, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allotted me I desire to 


call attention to a certain newspaper comment, or perhaps I should say 
a newspaper attack, upon myself in connection with the pending 
measure, in which my position and my remarks were entirely miscon- 
strued and misrepresented. $ 

In the Washington Star of the 16th day of July, the day following 
the last discussion of this measure in the House, appeared an editorial 
article in which, after paying its compliments to me in various abusive 
epithets, to which I shall make no particular allusion, it is said: 

He 

Meaning myselfi— 


referred to the section of the city in the vicinity of the tracks, and between 
them and the river, as ‘embraced in the territory usually designated as Murder 
Tay, and Hell's Bottom, a section of the city nearly all of which is an abode of 
filth, and crime, and unhealthfulness to such an extent that the city at large 
would be better off if every foot of it was girded with a railroad track. 


Here, then, Mr. S er, I am made to speak, or am adroitly charged 
with speaking of the section of the city between the Palloa and the 
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river, constituting the great bulk of what is known as South Washing- 


ton, as a section the characteristics referred to. As a matter 
of fact I said n gof the kind. Isaid no such thing abont South 
Washington or any appreciable part of it, and had no intention what- 
ever of conveying such an impression by any remarks that I did make. 
What I didsay, and I desire especially to call the attention of the House 
to it, is as follows. Addressing myself to the third section of the bill, 
which bas been the bone of contention in this debate, and to that por- 


finement or culture, or even of peacefulness on the part of the people 
cursed with such a name. As u matter of fact, so at least I am in- 
formed by persons who live near by, and who know as I know, and 
who ay as I regret, the lamentable physical and hygienic condi- 
tion of the particular locality, and by policemen who have had occasion 
to deal with the comparative petty criminality that prevails there and 
around, the region is Known as Blood Fields,“ or Bloody Meadows,” 
to indicate what special qualities or characteristics I shall not further 
23, 


tion of it which authorizes the acquisition of additional squares by the | discu 


railroad company to those already occupied, I remarked: 

As to the additional squares which the sompeny opose to acquire and 
occupy, if we are allowed fo go ahead and perfect this aa we desire to and as 
we propose to do we will limit them practically to that portion of the city below 
the Capitol and south of the avenues . to, which is embraced in the ter- 

mi usually designated as Murder Bay or Hell's Bottom, a section of the 
and so on, using the language above quoted. 

In other words, that such would be the characteristics of the sec- 
tion, inconsiderable in extent and circumscribed as it would be, to 
which the railroad would be limited and confined after the adoption 
of the amendments which we—or I in particular—proposed to offer, 
which I had upon my desk at the time trying to get a chance to offer, 
and whicir I have now before me at this moment. 

The amendments referred to, Mr. Speaker, are now on my desk be- 
fore me just as they were originally prepared and as they were on my 
desk on the day in question when I sought an opportunity to offer 
them, and when this discussion to which the newspaper alludes took 


Now, it becomes necessary to know what the amendments were which 
I had intended to propose, and which I yet hope to have a chanes to 
propose, and which, if adopted, will relieve this bill of a very large 
portion of the objections which have been urged against it on the floor 
of the House. The first amendment which I desire to present, and 
which I trast will be adopted before we leave the consideration of this 
bill, is as follows: 

Amend section 8, line 6, by inserting after the words L street” and before 
the words “and north,” the words and east of Delaware avenue.“ 

The second amendment, which relates only to abutting squares and 
which, I here undertake to say, even the Supreme Court in its decision 
has never said could not be acquired under existing law, provides: 

To amend section 3, line 10, by inserting after the word “ avenues" the words 
“east of Four-and-a-half street and west of Twelfth street south west." 

And another amendment, the substance of which I shall incorporate 
in the one just read, and which I had before me at the time, which 
provides: 


‘That no additional square shall be acquired which brings the road nearer to 


the Capitol than the line of its main tracks on Virginia avenue. 


Thus limiting and confining the railroad in its entrance even into 
abutting squares to an area south of its main track, and leaving the 
t body of South Washington, between Four-and-a-half street and 
elſth street southwest untouched and unobstructed by the road, and 
also circumscribing the bounds within which the road can acquire the 
bulk of the additional squares asked to an extent infinitely less than 
thosesuggested by any proposition yet submitted by those persons most 
conspicuous in their opposition to this biil. 

The section of the bill to which my remarks particularly referred, 
Mr. Speaker, and to which they necessarily referred, as constituting 
the great bulk of the area set aside for the acquisition of new territory 
and the exercise of new powers by the company, is that portion of the 
city limited by the first amendment, which I have read. It isa sec- 
tion just here below the Capitol, bounded on the east, as provided by 
the amendment, by Delaware avenue, and on the south by Lstreet, made 
up of a triangular track below the railroad, most of it between Dela- 
ware avenue and South Capitol street, practically all ofit between New 
Jersey avenue and Delaware avenue. It is composed in large measure 
of vacant lots, covered during a great part of the year with filthy and 

luted water. A considerable m of it is built up with old and 

Japidated frame houses, many of them often tenantless. Through the 
center of it, and permeating the atmosphere thereof with nauseating 
and noxious exhalations, rans the old cesspool and sewer called ‘‘a 
eel, ” sickening and loathsome to look upon, much more to dwell upon 

ts banks, 

Tt was this section, and this section alone, by the very terms of the 
amendment, that I had in view, and to which I referred as a region of 
filth and crime and unhealthfalness, and I had no reference whatever, 
and could not by any possibility of construction have had any reference, 
to the great body of South Washington, whose people I respect and ad- 


mire, and whose section my very amendment by its express terms was 

plained an intended to protect from the railroad occupation com- 
of, 

Now, sir, I am told that I was mistaken in the application of the 

term Murder Bay: or Hell's Bottom to the 

I rather think that I was, and am 


I had supposed, sir, and I still suppose, that if any section of the 
city were proper to be dedicated to the legitimate purposes and admit- 
ted requirements of the railroad company and the needs of the com- 
munity, as affected thereby, that this would be the section proper to 
be selected—this section of which I said, and of which I say again, 
rather than it should remain as it is it would be better for the city at 
large that every foot of it was girded over with a railroad track. 

But, furthermore, says the Star, South Washington is not, as Mr. 
Mvpp intimates, an aggregation of disreputable houses, but.a section 
of reputable homes.“ My only comment upon this, Mr. Speaker, is 
that in not one word or one syllable of anything that I said was such 
an intimaticn mentioned, suggested, hinted at, or even dreamed of. 
I had no such idea in my mind, and gave utterance to no semblance: 
of such a thought, and the statement that I did is utterly unwarranted 
and unfonnded in fact, 

There is mention made further on, sir, in the article of the names of 
quite a number of South Washington's first and most ble citi- 
zens as showing the reputable character of the locality of the city 
known as South Washington. I desire to say that no man entertains 
a higher regard for them all than I do; and asa matterof fact not one 
of those mentioned, so faras I know, lives in the community covered 
by my amendment, or referred toin my remarks. They ail of them 
live, so far as I know, in the section that is shut off and protected from 
railroad occupation and by the very terms of my amendment. 

The people of my district in Maryland, sir, are much interested in 
eh chit of adequate terminal facilities to this road. It is the only 

that passes through the greater portion of my district; and when 
it was being graded and constructed, notwithstanding a great deal of 
poverty and depression in that section of the State, the people of the dis- 
trict came forward with a spirit of liberality scarcely ever exceeded and 
granted gratuitously of rights of way and taxed themselves to subscribe 
to the capital stock of this road, and encourage its building. They did 
this in great measure in order to provide quick transit and conven- 
ient access to their capital city both for passenger travel and for their 
freight transportation. They are not willing to be, and so far as I am 
able they shall not be, subjected to the annoyance of having their inter- 
course with the Capital of the nation delayed and their agricultural 
supplies and other shipments dumped down on the river, where they 
will have to await the convenience of a road which is refused proper 
facilities because of a short-sighted policy that strikes a railroad merely 
because it is a railroad. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was first under consider- 
ation I voted for the motion to recommit it, believing, with the light 
then before me, that it was wise to require the depot to be removed 
from its present location further southward. But I was then, as I am 
now, in favor of allowing the railroad company to obtain proper facili- 
ties for the conduct of its business. Now, I have reliable information 
that fruits and other produce shipped from the South have been de- 
tained at different times in Alexandria in consequence of insufficient 
facilities here until considerable damage has been sustained. Beliey- 
ing that it is now too late in the session—if in fact the friends of the 
movement in favor of which I first voted are in earnest about it and do 
not merely intend to obstruct, as to which I will not express an 
opinion—helieving that it is too late for such consideration at the pres- 
ent session, I shall vote with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON | in favor of speedy action and the passage of this bill. I 
have seen this measure characterized in some of the newspapers as a 
great gift to be made of Government property to this railroad corpora- 
tion. Why, every gentleman here knows it is nothing of the kind. It is 
simply to allow this company to condemn so much private property as 
is necessary in order to enable it properly to transact its business; and 
we all know that when a railroad corporation condemns private prop- 
erty for its use it always has to pay as much as or more than it is worth; 
and hence no injury results to any one, It is impossible to remove the 
station of this corporation to the outskirts of the business district and 
at the same time to have this city and the people in it derive the same 
benefits from it that they will if it is left where it is now located. In 
the great cities of the world we y find depots and railroad sta- 
tions in the heart of the city, and I can not conceive any reason 
why there should longer be delay in the passage of this bill. I hope 
that it will be passed to-day. I do not care to say anything more. 

Mr. QUINN. Will the gentleman, before he takes his seat, yield for 


* Certainly. 
Mr. QUINN. You speak of railroads occupying locations in the 
center of the great cities of the world. Do you know of any city in 
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the world where a railroad is permitted to enter at and run at 
grade over the streets and avenues of the city, except in this country ? 
Mr. OATES. Well, they necessarily have to cross the streets or go 
along them. 
Mr. QUINN. You are not aware, are you, of any city in the world 
in which they occupy the streets and avenues at grade, except in this 
2 


country 
Mr. OATES. Oh, yes; in part at least. I remember distinctly one 
or two cases in Paris. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will find that there are hundreds of miles 
of surface railroads in Chicago, and the great growing cities of the coun- 
try arc all occupied in the same way to a greater or less degree. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. LIreserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard in 
opposition to this motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Moore], who made the motion to recommit, is recognized. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, having made the 
motion to recommit this bill, I desire to withdraw that motion. I do 
so with an understanding between the friends of the measure and its 
opponents that an amendment shall be made to this bill which it seems 
to me ought to be satisfactory to the House, to avoid any further con- 
tention. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. It | thereon such 


is this: The gentleman says that he is now opposed to the recommital of 
this bill. That being the case, I suggest that the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] would be entitled to the floor, as he is in favor 
of the recommittal. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. 1 would say, Mr. Speaker, that, 
so far as we are concerned, the gentleman from Kansas can have what 
time he desires after I have made this statement to the House. I will 
send to the desk an amendment which has been accepted on the part of 
the friends of this bill and which its opponents desire to have adopted, 
and upon which they are willing to rest the case without any further 

tion to the bill. 


Mr. QUINN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from 
New Hampshire yield? 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I yield such time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas as he thinks he ought to have. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much time has the gentleman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. What 
is the question now before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union to recommit this bill to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I the amendmentsuggested by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moore] pending? 

The SPEA pro tempore. It was simply read asa part of the 
gentleman’s remarks. 8 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to reserve a question of order upon the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not yet presented in a form in 
which it is proper for the point of order to be raised. The geutleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] is ized, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, it has been so long since 
the House considered this question, andso many more important meas- 
ures have engaged our attention, that gentlemen may findit of interest 
to examine precisely what this bill is. To-day we find the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company occupying the whole of Maryland avenue and 
part of Virginia avenue, coming from the bridge through the Mall to 
the depot, and also going along that avenueacrossto Alexandria. For 
this property, which is public property, and which ifthey had to obiain 
simil ar property in any city by condemnation or purchase a large sum 
of money would necessarily be paid, they to-day pay not one centin 
rental to the District of Columbia. That portion of the public Mall 
which they use is of very great value to them. 

If a proposition were made to-day whether they should pay rent for 
it, supposing they did not occupy it, everybody would say, Les, they 
ought to pay for it. So that by this bill we are giving property in 
this city to this corporation, which is the richest in the country, and 
giving to them an enduring title, practically, to the streets now 
occupy; whereas you should first make them get off the Mall, sec- 
- ondly, make them pay a fair rent for the public property they use. 

Now, gentlemen say that the company should have freight facilities. 


Undoubtedly they should. Nobody doubts the first section of this bill, 
or the second section, which enables them to lay their tracks into busi- 
ness lots; but in this third section 

Mr, CASWELL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Yes. 

Mr. CASWELL. Can you cite me an instance of a large city in the 
United States where a railroad company can not get into the city to ac · 
commodate its people without rent? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I fancy that the Pennsylvania Rail- 


road had to pay what was equivalent to rent when it had to buy prop- ; 
well 


erty, worth $5,000,000, to get into Philadelphia. It would be 
enough to give this company the necessary ground for its track and 
freight facilities. I do not think that anybody in the House would op- 
pose that. The question is, is that all which this bill does? -If so, 
the bill should pass. If not, we should ask, why shall we grant you 
more? Let me read it to you: 

That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby authorized and 
empowered to uire for the pu: of its business any one or more of the 


uares of ground in the city of Washington south of the line of the said rail- 
Nis abd earth ok ANESSE DONT tie Manatee 


There is no limitation in this grant. You do not say to this com- 
pany, You may take five squares, or, if you need them, you take 
ten squares; or, if you need still farther facilities, you may take fifteen 
squares. Not at all. You say to them, We give you power to con- 
demn any square abutting on your tracks situated on land and 
Virginia avenues.” Why, the thing is just a colossal fraud, and noth- 
ing short of the adamantine cheek of a railroad attorney would have 
proposed such a thing as that—the Pennsylvania attorney who drew 
the bill. The highest power of a government, that of eminent domain, 
is to be turned over to and exercised by this corporation at its own 
sweet will regardless of the rights of the public, regardless of every- 
thing except the pocket of the company, and without any possible lim- 
itation by Congress. Why not turn over the city to James B. Roberts 
and let him run tracks at will? 


Now, gentlemen, look carefully at the effect of this measure, If this 


bill passes all railroads from the South, present or future, coming 
throngh Washington and going north must come through the city on 
the Pennsylvania line. 

Mr, OATES. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Notjust now. Pardon me. 

By giving the Pennsylvania Railroad Company the power to take 
squares on each side of its tracks on Virginia and Maryland avenues, 
you give to them exclusive occupation and control of the highway along 


which alone every railroad from the South must come through Wash- ~- 


ington; and this great corporation, colossal to-day, having immeasura- 
ble power, will then, by virtue of this situation, get the control of ac- 
cess to the city, and every railroad hereafter trying to come into the 
city from the South for the next fifty or one hundred years will be held 
by the throat by this company. It will then control the only possi- 
ble line of transit between the Sonth and North, in this region, abso- 
3 N and 8 
hen, in addition to that, it may the abutting property simply as 
n real- estate speculation, if it wants to, and some of its officers have got- 
ten very rich in that way. That is the way many of them get rich. 
This House is asked here to give this corporation such vantage ground 
as that, such a far-reaching franchise as this, without limitation and 
for nothing. Why? Oh, because they want it; that is all. 
Now, there are petitions [throwing out a roll which fell on the floor] 


containing over twelve thousand names from citizens of this town Who 
are opposed to this bill. They are business men. The Government is 


not profited by this measure in any way. You gave them the Mall, 
and now they say they should have some more ground for freight fa- 
cilities. Oh! hell is full of just such excuses as these! [Laughter.] 
This excuse is just as thin as a spider web. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman speak from 
personal knowledge of what he finds there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; tor I would not like to spendall 
eternity with my friend. [Laughter.] And they get all this power 
if this bill should pass for the mere asking and at the expense of the 
people. It probably will pass, but I ask every gentleman toread this 
third section and ascertain where there is any limitation. They may 
take any square they like on this avenue, some sixty blocks of valua- 
ble city property. 

Mr. HEARD. Have you read the text of the bill, and do you not 
find that it has to be done with the approval of the commissioners ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, commissioners! commissioners ! 
commissioners ! 

Mr. HEARD. Yoan say there is no limitation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, there is none, and I do not 
yield the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. Is not that a limitation? 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, It is not a practical limitation, be- 
cause the railroad company can run the commission. I am not speak - 
ing of the present commissioners, and I am not yielding the floor to 
the gentleman. Iam speaking of this distinct proposition that where 
you put the power of approval“ in the of the District com- 
missioners it virtually amounts to nothing, and there is no real limita- 
tion and safeguard, and we all practically know that a corporation like 
the Pennsylvania Railroad would in time secure a majority of the com- 
mission. A corporation which has for years controlled the Pennsyl- 
vania Legislature might possibly, if it tried hard, control two Dis- 
trict commissioners. i 

Mr. BOATNER. In other words they would take the commissioners 
when they took the ‘‘swag.’’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. ERSON, of Kansas. Yes, they would take the commis- 
sioners, Now the question is on the motion torecommit with instruc- 
tions to report a bill which will cause the depot to be removed from 
the Mall. I suppose the action of the House heretofore shows thata 
majority are not now in favor of that, though a large majority did favor 
it. I very much wish they were and that the company could be made 
to get of that Mall. But, be that as it may, the simple ition 
that I wish to put before this House is that we can not afford to give 
this railroad company so vast and valuable a franchise as this bill does 

ve them. 

I now yield to the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MOORE] the 
balance of the time which he kindly gave me. : - 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the bill which is now 
mie? a matter of great moment to the District of Columbia, to the 
city of Washington, and to the people of the whole country. I am not 
entirely satisfied that the bill as originally reported onght to pass or 
that it ought not to pass. I doubt very much whether the members 
of the House are in a position to decide this question in an intelligent 
manner, I have listened very attentively to the discussion from the 
first. I have heard what was said in favor of the bill, and I have heard 
what was said against it. Iam also aware that the people of this city 
are divided in opinion. L am satisfied that a very large proportion of 
the business men of the city are in favor of the bill and another very 

roportion are against it. 

pa pena in one locality are for it and the people in another local- 
ity are against it, I have no prejudice spune railroads and very little 

for those who have. I am not interested in any railroad and 
derive no benefit from them that I do not pay for, and hence Iam not 
influenced by prejudice or by self-interest; but I think that the better 
thing to do now is to sustain the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Moore]. That amendment proposes to put this 
question, involving not one railroad alone, but both and all railroads 
entering this city, into the hands of an intelligent commission, who 
shall be given ample time and opportunity to ascertain what ought to 
be done and what ought not to be done. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the question is of sufficient importance to 
justify the appointment of this commission, and I am satisfied that 
when we receive a report from the commission we shall be much better 
able to decide this matter than we are now. We shall then have full 
information on the subject and we shall know what todo and what to 
avoid. I know how difficult it is for a body like this, composed of 
gentlemen who do not reside here, to decide this question properly. 
We are not now in a position to decide it wisely, for we do not know 
what is best for the city or for the railroad companies. The welfare of 
the people and the prosperity of the city are both involved. I there- 
fore appeal to the House to defer any action beyond the appointment 
of a commission at this time. Let us lay this whole question before an 
able board of competent and impartial men. If we substitute this 
amendment for the bill and do nothing now but authorize this com- 
mission we will probably be able at the very next session of Congress 
to act intelligently on the whole question, and I think we should have 
this necessary information before we undertake to decide the question 
one way or the other. 

This bill in its present form may be all right. I do not undertake 
to say thatit is not; but I do undertake to say that we are not informed 
as we onght to be when we are to decide so dificult a problem. The 
first section quiets the title to fifteen squares of the city of Washing- 
ton, worth probably ten or twelve million dollars. Idonot know, nor 
does the report show, whether this property has been paid for or not. 
I suppose it has, but I do not know. ‘The second section allows the 
railroad company to extend its lines and side-tracks through all abut- 
tin ; property to localities where there may be any kind of business 
w furnishes freight, What is abutting property? How far may 
this principle be carried? The third section authorizes the railroad 
company to condemn and appropriate a great area of the city—I do 
not know how much. None of usknow what the future wants of this 
city may be. I know the railroad company needs and must have ad- 
ditional railroad facilities, but I do not know where they ought to be 
located. Passengers ought to be brought to the heart of the city as 
nearly as possible, but this may be done on the surface or under ground. 
Under these circumstances I can not at present go beyond the appoint- 
ment of a commission, 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Perkrys]. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest as an amendment to 
the amendment, with the consent of the gen from New Ham 
shire, that the provision be that the commission shall report at the 
earliest date practicable; not later than the first session of the Fifty- 
second Congress, I think it is the disposition of this House, as I know 
it is the disposition of my 1 from Kansas [Mr. . 
to do what is right in regard to proposed legislation. I think it 
should be the desire of every member of this House to give to this rail- 
road company what is decent and right, and at the same time to pre- 
serve to the public all that properly belongs to the public. That cer- 
tainly should be the feeling of us all. 

If this commission which is proposed can report in time for leg- 
islation at the next session of this Congress, well and good; if not, let 
them be directed to report at the first session of the Korena Con- 
gress. I know itis the desire of the business men of this city to get 
better freight accommodations from these railroads, and any leg 
tion that is calculated to subserve that end and at the same time to 
preserve the interests of the public and to retain for the Government 
and the people what is their right ought to receive fair and candid con- 
sideration here, notwithstanding the fact that it is a railroad company 
that is asking for this legislation. With the amendment which I have 
suggested it seems to me the proposition of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire ought to be satisfactory to us all and ought to enable us to 
dispose of this bill without further delay. 

Mr. MOORE, of New ree eed Mr. Speaker, the su tions of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] are wise, and accept his 
amendment. I now yield half a minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Morey}. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I voted for the motion to recommit 
with instruction to the committee to provide for the removal of the 
depot from the present location at Sixth street near Pennsylvania 
avenue. Iso voted with a view of securing general legislation look- 
ing to a reduction of the dangers and inconveniences attending the 
operation of railroads within the limits of the city, and not for the 
purpose of securing the specific object named in the motion to recom- 
mit. The proposed amendments to this bill look to general legisla- 
tion in the line I have mentioned, and I shall vote for the bill prop- 
erly amended, in order that the people of this city may have better 
freight and passenger facilities, with better protection for life in the 
operation of these railroads. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the proposition 
now before the House is to recommit this bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with instructions to report a bill providing for 
the removal of the railroad station from the t location on Sixth 
street to the intersection of Maryland and Virginia avenues, This is 
the pending proposition and I address myself to it; assuming that when 
the third section of the bill is considered, either in House or in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as may be determined by the Chair, any errors 
in that third section will be corrected. Now, ought this station to be 
removed from Sixth street tothe intersection of Maryland and Virginia 
avenues? The distance between the present location of that station 
and the place where it is proposed to put it is, I am told, 3,000 feet, 
more than half a mile; so that the station if located there would be com- 
paratively inaccessible and inconvenient to the traveling public, sub- 
jecting coming to this city, or who might leave here to go 
elsewhere, to the exactions of hackmen and the annoyance of being 
landed from the railroad, or of taking the cars, a long way from the 
center of the city. 

Now, the people of this city are entitled to have their wishes in re- 
lation to their own irs respected, and I believe that when the mo- 
tion prevailed in Committee of the Whole to recommit the bill mem- 
bers were under the impression that the people of this city desired to 
have the station removed. But no sooner had the proposition to re- 
move the passenger station been made and carried through the Com- 
mittee of the Whole than the people of this city almost with one accord 
denounced thescheme, and I have here a petition signed by more than 
eighteen thousand names protesting against it. I shall not treat the 
petitioners so disrespectfully as to toss their petition in the aisle as if 
it were a useless thing, but I shall present it to the House as showing 
the sentiment of the best people of this city in relation to the proposed 
removal of the depot, for every signer of this petition is opposed to such 
removal. They have signified their opposition to it not only by the 
petition, but by interviews which have been published in the press day 
by day until more than five hundred conspicuous citizens of this great 
city whose sentimentsare worthy of respect have been recorded in those 
interviews as opposed to this proposed removal. ‘The petitioners say: 

1. That the station is now so located as to be most convenient for the citizens 
of Washington. 

2. That the city of Washington is visited yearly by thousands of strangers 
on basiness or pleasure, and their convenience and interests will be promoted 
by the retention of the station at its present location, 

3. That the proposed location of the station will bo inconvenient and prove 
detrimental to the people of Was! n aud those visiting here in many ways, 

4, That the parking facilities of the city are ample without the small portion 
occupied by the railroad station, and the ground so occupied is not needed for 
the recreation of the citizens of Washington. 

In addition to this, I wish to say that although it is true this sta- 
tion is located upon publie ground, yet the railroad company pays for 
that occupation an annual tax of $11,000—such a rent as is earned by 
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no other public ground in all this city. This company came there by 
invitation at a time when this “Mall,” of which we hear so much, was 
a mere noisome swamp occupied by shanties and lumber-yards, The 
railroad company secured possession at their own cost; and they have 
beantitied the location that they occupy. They have put up a station 
there that is the equal of any station to be found in any city of the 
size of Washington. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that this motion may be 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

p Mr. STOCKDALE. Isitin order now to offer an amendment to the 


amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at this time. The Chair will rec- 
ognize the gentleman when it is in order. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Moore] indicated a desire 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I rise toa point of order. I some 
time ago that the time allowed for debate on this question should be 
divided between those who are opposed to this reference—that is, to this 
instruction—and those in favor of it. Now, every gentleman who has 
spoken thus far is in favor of striking out this amendment. It seems 
to me the other side ought to have a chance to be heard, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the debate 
has not been on the proposed amendment at all, buton the proposition 
to recommit. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MOORE] 
asked to withdraw his motion to recommit, but it is not within the 
power of the gentleman at this time to do so except by unanimous 
consent, ‘The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union re- 
ported this bill back to the House with the recommendation that it 
be recommitted. 

The Chair will submit at this time the request for unanimous con- 
sent that the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole be passed 
over and the bill be considered in the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Objection being made, the question is 
on the motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia with the instructions which have already been read. 
[The question was put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 19, noes 87. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas makes 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
ascertain whether the point is well taken. 

Mr. CASWELL (while the Speaker pro tempore was counting the 
House). I call for the yeas and nays. We may as well settle the 
matter in that way. [Cries of NO!“ ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. STOCKDALE (during the count). I wish to raise a point of 
order, or to make a parliamentary inquiry, with respect to what is 
now going on, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
there is a quorum present. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is the question on which I desire to make 
my point. Before the result is announced I wish to make this parlia- 
mentary inquiry, or point of order: Whena vote is taken in this House 
upon any question, a member who comes in after the taking of the 
vote and asks to vote can not do so. But I see that when the point of 
no quorum is made it is the practice for gentlemen to walk in here 
after the vote has been concluded, and then the Chair counts them 
in order to make a quorum. I make the point of order that this 
count must be confined to members present at the time the vote is 
taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled; but 
at any rate it would have no force in the present case, as there is no 
quornm Ante The Chair counts only 156 members, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What is the ex- 
act question upon which we are to vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, with instructions to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert what has been read. 

question was taken; and there were—yeas 42, nays 113, not vot- 
ing 170; as follows: 


The Chair is ascertaining whether 


f YEAS—42, 

Anderson, Kans. Hare, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Haugen, McClellan, Simonds, 
Bland, Hitt, McRae, Smith, NI. 
Brickner, Holman, Morrill, n, 
Brunner, Kerr, Iowa Peel, Stivers, 
Campbell, Kilgore, Pickler, Stockdale, 
Carter, Lacey, Reed, Iowa Taylor, E. B. 
Clark, Wis. La Follette, Russell, 

Coleman, Lankam, Sawyer, Wiley. 
Comst ` Lehlbach, yers, 

Cooper, Ind Lind, Sherman, 

XXI——619 


Bankh 
Banks, 
Berge 
Boa 
Buchanan 
b 
Ch 
Arnold 
kı 
Barn 
g. 
Biggs, 
iss, 
den, 
B 
Brosi 
d 
Conge 


Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 


old, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Baker, 


Buchanan, Va. 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, Ga, 
Candler, Mass. 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clunie, 


Cobb, 

Cogswell, 
r. 

Connell, 


Cooper, Ohio 
Covert. 


- NAYS—18. 
Culbertson, Pa, Maish, 
Cummings, MecClammy, 
Darlington, McCormick, 
Davidson, MoMilin, 

y Moffitt, 
Dunnell, Moore, N. H. 
Elliott, Morey, 
Evans, Morgan, 
Ewart, Morse, 
Farquhar, Mudd, 
Flick, Norton, 
Forney, Oates, 
Frank, O' Ferrall, 
Funston, O'Neil, Mass. 
Gear, O'Neill, Pa. 
Grimes, rne, 
Grosvenor, Owen, Ind. 
Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio 

armer, Payne, 
Heard, Payson, 
Henderson, Iowa Perkins, 
Henderson, N.C. Post, 
Nooker, Quackenbush, 
Kerr, Pa. Raines, 
Kinsey, Reyburn, 
Laidlaw, Richardson, 
Laws, fe, 
Lee, Rockwell, 
Lewis, Rowell, 

NOT VOTING—170, 
Cowles, Ketcham, 
Cutcheon, Knapp, 
Dalzell. : y 
Dargan, Lansing, 
De Haven, Lawler. 
De Lano, Lester, Ga. 
Dibble, Lester, Va. 
Dickerson, Lodge, 
Dingley, Magner, 
Dolliver, Mansur, 
rsey Martin, Tex 

Dunphy, Mason, 
Edmunds, McAdoo, 
Ellis, McCarthy, 
Enloe, McComas. 
Featherston, McCord, 
Finley, A 
Fitch, McDuffie, 
Fithian, McKenna, 
Flood, McKinley, 
Flower, Miles, 
Forman, Milliken, 
Fowler, Mills, 
Geissenhainer, Montgomery, 
Gest, Moore, Tex. 
Gibson, Morrow, 
Gifford, Mutchler, 
Goodnight, Niedringhaus, 
Greenbalge, Nute, 
Grout, O'Donnell, 
are O'Neall, Ind. 
H: 5 Outhwaite, 
Hayes, Parrett, 
Haynes, Paynter, 
Hemphill, Penington, 
—— 3 3 

er ters, 
Herman Phelan, 
Hin. Pierce, 
Hopkins, Price, 
Houk, Pugsley, 
Kelley. Quinn. 
Kennedy, Randall, 


So the motion was rejected. 


Mr. PARRETT, 


Mr. BAKER. 


Mr. ABBOTT. 
man from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 


Wike, 
Williams, Ohio 
Yardley. 


Skinner, 8 
Smith. W. Va. 
Snider, 


Jam paired with Mr. HILL on this question. 


T am paired with the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr, 
RoGERs], but desire to be noted as present for a quorum. 


I desire to state that I am paired with the 
I wish the RECORD to show that 


if he were present I would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 


Mr. McCREARY. 


[Mr. PENTNGTON]. 
The following were announced as being paired until further notice: 
Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILIS. 


Mr. 


Houk with Mr. ENLok. 
. McCord with Mr. FITHIAN. 
. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. WILLCOX. 
, GIFFORD with Mr. ROWLAND. 
. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 
. NUTE with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 
. BERGEN with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

. WILSON, ot Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 
Mr, KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr. NIEDEINGHAUS with Mr, HATCH. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, 
Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 
Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 


gentle- 


I am paired with the gentleman from Delaware 
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Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. 
Mr, O'DONNELL with Mr. Cops. 

Mr. CONGER with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. Grovr with Mr, FITCH. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. EA 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr, STAHLNECKER, 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. DE Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 


into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 91, 


noes 14, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I believe there is no quorum, Mr. 
Speaker. - 


The SPEAKER pro tenpore. Does the gentleman make the point 


that no quoram 


is A pega) ? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that there is no 
quorum present or voting. 


The SPEAKER pro 


tempore. Because the Chair overrules the first 


point of order, but will ascertain by count whether a quorum is pres- 


ent. 


After counting the House, the Speaker pro tempore announced the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). 


Sweney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 


Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGS. of 137 members—not a quorum. ; 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. On this question I demand the 
Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. yeas and nays. 
Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HAYES. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Biss with Mr. CHIPMAN. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 32, not vot- 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr. DARGAN. ing 177; as follows: 
Mr. Surrn, of West Virginia, with Mr, WrLsox, of West Virginia. YEAS—16. 
Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Adams, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
- Allen, Miss. Culbertson, Maish, 
Mr. ARNOLD with ar ee Andrew, Cummings, McClamm 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CLANCY. Atki Pa. Darlington, 
Mr. Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. —.— Davidson, MeMillin, 
Mr. Mason with Mr. MCCARTHY. : 8 — 
Mr. HopKINS with Mr. Price. Bayne, Elliott, | Morey, 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TILLMAN. Beckwith, — . 
Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. FORMAN. — co S ari 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Bingham, L = 
Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. LAWLER. — — — 
Mr. SANFORD with Mr. ROBERTSON. — oie) Onell Ee 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 7 Buchanan, N.J. Gear. a 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, a ws, — 3 
Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. MONTGOMERY, ‘Bynum, Harmer, — xa 
Mr. Loner with — Lanes annon, : Payson, 
Mr. PUGSLEY wi r. YNES. er, rson, Iowa 
Mr. BREWER with Mr. COVERT. aden i arm aeia gba a Nr a 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. SPRINGER, from August 27 until otherwise Cheatham, Hooker, N Reyburn, 
directed. e rr. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, for this day. | Gach’ — ae! 
Mr, PENISGTON with Mr. McCreary, on the Atkinson bill. Laws, Rowell, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CONNELL, on the Atkinson bill. | Crisp. ' Russell, 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. COGSWELL, on the Atkinson bill. NAYS—22, 
Mr. HEMPHILE with Mr. DIBBLE, on the Atkinson bill. Anderson,Kans, Kerr, Iowa McClellan, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. CARLTON, on the Atkinson Campbell 5 — 
bill. 4 * > 
Mr. BoorH@aN with Mr. MCADOO, for this day. ahs pny Payater, 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. OUTHWATITE, for this day. aaa 1 8 
Mr. McComas with Mr. REILLY, for this day. Holas, Martin, Ind. Saara EE 
Mr. Brostvus with Mr. MUTCHLER, for four days. NOT VOTING—177 
Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this week. 10 S N Beate 
Mr. BARTINE with Mr. TRACEY, for one week. Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, 
Mr. HILL with Mr. Parrett, until Tuesday the 9th of September. | Allen, Mich. Covert, 7 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, from September 5, | Anderson, Miss. Cowles, Knapp, 
for four days. i Atkas, W. Va. y n, — 
Mr. McDorrre with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. er, _Dalzell, Lawler, 
Mr. Brower with Mr. QUINN, until Tuesday next. —.— any: endl pore 
Mr. De Hayes with Mr. Breas, on all questions except bankruptcy | Belden. De Lano, Lodge, 
and national-bank legislation. B Dibble, Magner, 
Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political questions ex- | Blanchard Blaster Martin, Tex. 
cept Langston-Venable contest case. J ver, n. 
Mr. CHEADLE. L am paired with my colleague, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, | Boutelle, > MeAdoo, 
If permitted to vote, I would vote ay on this question. — tea B —— 

. CONNELL. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia | Brewer, ? Ellis, MeCord, 
[Mr. Browne]. If present, I understand he would vote no, and I | Brickner, Enloe, McCreary, 
would vote ay“ on this question. 3 tos a 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the names of | Brower, Fitch, McKinley, 
members tand not voting. Brown, J.B. Fithian, Miles, 
The Clerk read as follows: Bome Ta : 2 
4 2 A $ i Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, 
Cooren of Ohio, Mr. De II r Mr. Haven, Mr HESDERSON of Timol, Me, | Buckalew, Fowler. Moore, Tex. 
Henwaxx, Mr. McCreary, Mr. McKexxa, Mr. PARRETT, Mr. Sarra of West eee Gest 9 Mulehler 
Virginia, Mr. Srutxaer, Mr. TRACEY, and Mr. WIIsox of Missouri. Butterworth Gibson Niedringhaus, 
Mr. TRACEY. L notice that my name is noted as present and not Nor, Ga. Goodnight, O'Donnell, 
voting. I did not vote because I am Candler, Mass. aenga 5 88 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands, : —ů— — me 
The names of those present and not voting, together with those vot- | Cheadle, Hate, Penington, 
ing, constitute a quorum to do business; and on the motion to recom- | Chipman, — Pon, ; 
mit with instructions the yeas are 42, the nays 113; and so the mo- | Clark Wis Haves Phelan, 
tion is not agreed to. Clunie, Hemphill, Pierce, 
Under the rule this bill stands recommitted to the Committee of the | Cobb, 1 m 2 : 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and will take its place on the | Cogsweti, nae quien 
Calendar. f Conger, Hopkins, Randall 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move the House resolve itself | Connell, Houk, Ray, 


The Clerk will an- 


nounce the names of gentlemen present and not voting. 
The Clerk announced the following members as present and not vot- 


ing: 


ER, Mr. CLARK of Wisconsin, M 
r. HENDERSON of Illinois, 


Mr. BAKER, Mr. Bricks: 
Coorrr of Ohio, Mr. DE Haven, M 


r. Coxyrnn, Mr. 
Mr. McCreary, 


Mr. McKeswsa, Mr, Morrow, Mr, Pargerr, Mr. Qursx, Mr. Surru of West 
Srerrenso: 


Virginia, Mr. Sexrscre, Mr. 
Winsow of BMlssourl 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am paired 
with the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. PENIxdrox]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lester], but in order to make a quorum I have yoted. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a recapitula- 
tion. vos 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore; On this question the yeas are 116 and 
the nays are 33; and these, together with the names read from the Clerk’s 
desk, of members present and not voting, constitute a constitutional 
8 to do business, and the motion is agreed to; accordingly the 

ouse resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of the bill named, and the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. DGNN EL., 
will please take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8243) supplementary to an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District 
of Columbia, with Mr. DUNNELL in the chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 

the attention of the Chairman first of all to the parliamentary status of 
this bill. It has already been considered in Committee of the Whole, 
and general debate on the bill was concluded the 23d of July. The 
first section of the bill was considered, and the section now before the 
committee is the second section of the bill. To this second section of 
the bill I desire to offer some amendments, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of 
order. ‘The amendments which he proposes are to the second section 
of the bill ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. When the committee rose we were 
considering the first section of the bill, and when we return again to 
the consideration of the bill we take it up at precisely Pe ie? where 
weleftit. Theamendmentoffered, on which the House just acted, 
was: 

That House bill 8243 be reported to the House with fhe recommendation that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia, with inatruc- 
tions to re the following as a substitute for said bill: 

Amend House bill 8243 by inserting immediately after the cnacting clause as 
section 1 of the bill the following: 

“That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall, on or before the 
Ist dax of Jan , 1894, remove its tracks running north and sonth on Sixth 
street west, abandon its station and depot now located on the public reservation 


at Sixth and B streets northwest, in the city of Washington, and in lieu thereof 
the said company shall, under the supervision of the commissioners of the Dis- 


N, Mr. TRACEY, Mr. TUCKER, and Mr. 


trict of Columbia, construct and maintain, at the intersection of nia and 
Maryland avenues upon land described as squares 464, 434, 410, and or any 
part thereof, to be secured by purchase or condemnation south of said intersec- 


tion, a passengerstation of such extent, architectural design, and arrangements 
as may be found advisable and necessary.“ 

That was done, and thereupon the committee have reported to the 
House. Now my point is that the first section is still amendable; and 
I desire to submit the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression that we had 
passed over the first section and that the amendments were to the sec- 
ond section of the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, but the RECORD shows that we 
have not. We could not have passed over the first section for the sim- 

Je reason that this amendment was to the first section. Here is the 
guage: : 

Amend House bill 8243 by inserting immediately after the enacting clause, as 
section 1 of the bill, ete. > 


Now, I wish to make precisely the same motion to amend that bill 
by inserting immediately after the enacting clause, as section 1 of the 
bill, the following: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint a com ; 
mission of three persons, one an ex in railroad matters, one a civil engineer, 
and one a representative of the b interests of Washington City; and said 
commission shall thoroughly and impartially investigate the su the loca- 
tion and relocation of the tracks. sidings, and stations of the timore and 
Potomac and Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Companies; and of the public safety 
as affected by said roads; and said commission shall report at the ning of 
the first session of the Fifty-second Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say upon that 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
cussion proceeds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
Ps CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio will state his point 

order. ‘ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to state all the ts of order 
that may be raised upon this proposed amendment, have nothing 
to say so far as it relates to the Baltimore and Potomac but 
I make the point of order that so far as-the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 


I want to make a point of order before the dis- 
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road Company is concerned that this amendment can not be germane 
to the subject-matter of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will modify my amendment by 
striking out the words Baltimore and Ohio.“ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, without imparting furthor information 
or taking up avy further time in discussion as to the further points of 
order, I will say no more about them at this time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. , I have the floor on 
this amendment. I desire to say 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I raise the point of order that 
all debate on this section is closed by order of the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no, When was that done? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Debate on this section and 
amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] rose 
to a point of order, 

Mr. BLOUNT. It occurred to me, Mr. age danas tias the motion 
was not in order for several reasons. In the first p we have just 
had one motion to recommit to-day; but if thar was not the case the 
motion is not in order at this time. The bill is in the Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of being considered by sections, and per- 
fected; and whenever we have perfected it and brought it back to the 
House for its consideration, it is possible that then a motion to recom- 
mit might be in order. 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas.. On what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN, On the grounds stated. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. A parliamentary inquiry. What was 
the ruling of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That the amendment was not ger- 
mane? 

The CHAIRMAN. Was not in order at this time, The bill is be- 
fore the committee for amendment and for perfection before any sub- 
stitute is in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Does the Chair rule that the first sec- 
tion has been passed ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair so rules. [Cries of Read!’ Read!“ 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 


Railroad pe — cata, 3 
otomac n Y, 

tracks and si from the main or lines of said railroad into any real es- 
tate in the said city abutting on the streets or avenues on whieh such line orsucli 
company is or may be situated, which may be used or occupied for manufactur- ` 
ing. commercial, or other 8 ni the use of such 


facilities. Such rection of said 
streets for ordinary purposes. $ 


see first amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 2 
Kmr had orgen a rere. “empowered,” insert the words “ whenever they 
Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr.Chairman, have these amend- 
ments been adopted ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee also recommend the following amendment: In line 12, sec- 
a 2, after the word laid,“ insert the words and maintained; so that it 


“ Such side-tracks and sidings shall be laid and maintained under the direc- 
tion of the commissioners,” etc, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, lines Sand 9 of section 2, after the word “situated,” insert the words ` 
“ east of Four-and- a-half street and south of Virginia and Maryland ayenues.”’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
if that makes it conform tothe ground intended to be covered as shown 
here on the map that was here some time ago ? 

Mr. A’ N, of Pennsylvania. It does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 0. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. k 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the Chairman to count 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting). One hundred and sixteen mem- 
bers are present, a quorum, and the amendment is adopted. 


But I submit that the motion is not in order SH 


9892 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any fur- 
ther committee amendments? 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I have no other amendments to 
offer to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be added to the second section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 the following: “Provided, That said tracks and sidings may 
at aby time be removed by order of said commissioners.” 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to be heard on that. The 
importance of this amendment, in my judgment, is that in giving, as 
this bill does, the company the right to use the streets which it now 
has, and in giving to the District commissioners the power to authorize 
the laying of additional sidings or side-tracks into property specified, 
we certainly take a risk of giving to thema right forall time; and that 
ee, Fer to be guarded. They may to-day put a siding into a given lot, 
and then that lot be used for some other purpose; and there will be 
no power to compel them to remove that siding. My object in of- 
fering this amendment is to place still more in the hands of the com- 
missioners a power over the manner in which the company may use 
these sidings. 

Every one knows that the railway company regards the public inter- 
est just to the extent that that public interest benefits its own finan- 
cial interest, and no further. To them it makes no difference, except 
in the matter of damages, how many people may be killed or mained 
at the crossings; and in the matter of these sidings running into pri- 
vate property abutting on the line there should be the power to control 
the uses of them and prevent their permanent occupation for all time 
to come when that occupation ought not to be had, and so to place them 
in the power of the commissioners as the proper officers of this city 
looking after such matters. For that reason I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in 
response to the gentleman from Kansas, that this railroad company has 
no interest whatever in this second section, It only authorizes the 
commissioners to lay sidings into the private property of gentlemen who 
are engaged in business here. It is a matter of public interest, a mat- 
ter of public benefit in which only the business men of this city are in- 
terested, except so far as the people who buy commodities herein this 
city are influenced by prices being forced up high or down low on ac- 
count of the terminal charges. 

The railroad company has nothing in this whatever. I do not care 
very much what becomes of the amendment, but I want to say that it 
is hardly fair to a business man to allow him to put down a siding to 
his business place that may be ordered to be taken up at the caprice of 
any commissioners who may take umbrage against him. The whole 
matter is in the hands of Congress. Congress can regulate these sidings 
just as itsees fit, and this right isexpressly reserved in the fundamental 
laws of the land. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if the first section was not so amended as to authorize Congress to 
revoke at any time the use of these sidings. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsyivania. Certainly. The whole matter 
is in the hands of Congress, The section was so amended. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. In reply to that I want to say that 
this amendment places in the hands of the District commissioners the 
power ot supervision over this whole matter, and that is right. Sup- 
Pop for example, that a telephone line is to be constructed. That is 

or the public good, for the business interests of individuals and the 
public generally, but does anybody pretend to say that either in this 
city or any other men may place telephone wires wherever they choose? 
Not at all, : 

The power ot regulating the matter is vested in the city council in 
other cities and here in the commissioners, Now, the difference be- 
tween placing this authority in Congress and placing it in the District 
commissioners is simply this. Place it in the hands of Congress and 
Congress will never doanything; but place it in the hands of the com- 
missioners and the moment a siding becomes a nuisance there is an au- 
thority standing ready, a proper official authority, to compel respect 
for public rights and public ed I ean see no reason in the world 
why the amendment should be objected to. : 

Mr. CASWELL. The confidence which the gentleman from Kansas 
bin ANDERSON] expresses in these District commissioners is a new 

evelopment. Heretofore his position has been to repudiate in every 
ble form any action by the commissioners or any trust in them. 
e privileges granted in this bill and the privileges granted heretofore 
by legislation have been based upon the ideaof reposing confidence in the 
- commissioners, and we all feel that confidence; but the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] seems now to be driven from his former posi- 
tion and to be eager to repose confidence in the commissioners. I com- 
mend him for that. . 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Not at all. I simply propose to give 
them the power of veto in this matter. 


Mr, CASWELL. Su that on application one board of commis- 
sioners should authorize the construction of asiding to a particular lo- 
cality and that there were built in that locality warehouses, lumber- 
yards, and other structures with a view to the carrying on of business 
for the accommodation of the public, and suppose that aftera large in- 
vestment was made there another board of commissioners should come 
in and should say to the men who had built the siding: ‘‘ Tear up your 
tracks; your investment here matters not at all; tear up your tracks,“ 
would not that be outrageous? I think it would be perfectly absurd 
to adopt this amendment. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. If it is competent and proper to authorize one set of 
commissioners to create a nuisance, is it not equally proper and com- 
petent to authorize a succeeding set of commissioners to vacate that 
nuisance? 

Mr. CASWELL. My answer to the gentleman from Minnesota is 
that if the thing is a nuisance no power can authorize it. It may be 
suppressed by the courts. 

Mr. HEARD. That is right. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I can not see any provision in 
the first section of the bill that gives anything like the power that is 
provided for in the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Of course you can not, because 


it is not ater __It was put in by amendment. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. did not know that any such provision had 
been incorporated in the bill. 


Mr, HEARD, It has been. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, it has been impossible for us to geta 
copy of this bill as it was originally introduced. The amendments 
have not been printed, and in a matter involving so much as this in- 
volves it does seem tome that we should have the bill and the amend- 
ments printed before undertaking to consider it. 

Mr. HEARD, Icall my friend's attention to the fact that the RECORD 
of the day following the adoption of the amendment will show the 
amendment and its relation to the rest of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. ‘That is so long ago that I think most of us 
have forgotten it. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, the RECORD is preserved. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
not to allow this bill to go through without attaching such safeguards 
and putting in such restrictions as will give the Congress control over 
this corporation. 

Mr. HEARD. That is expressly provided in the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
to turn to the fourth section of the bill and read it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (reading): ‘‘That Congress reserves the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, But the company will have acquired 
vested rights by that time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isuppose that although Congress has the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act, the exercise of that power would be * 
subject to such vested rights as the company had acquired in the mean 
time, and every section of the bill ought to be so guarded that while 
the franchise existed and the charter was not repealed, any nuisance 
arising from this cause could be easily suppressed. For instance, if 
men and children were being killed by side-tracks and switches, as they 
have been to the extent of two hundred in the last four years—— 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman to yield af 
that point because he is making astatement which I know is based upon 
hearsay. Iknowthatthegentleman would not make an erroneousstate- 
ment of fact with knowledge, and I want.to say to him now that since 
1883 two men have been killed on this railroad in the city of Wash- 
ington, and seventeen have been injured, and no more. And I wish 
to say to the gentleman, further, that by the cable road on Seventh 
street, which began its operations on the Ist of May last, eighteen 
men have been injured up to this time. So that more persons have 
been injured on the cable road in less than six mouths than upon the 
Baltimore and Potomac road in seven years, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I know that when this bill was under consid- 
eration in the House a statement was made that since the establish- 
ment of this road two hundred persons had been injured and a number 
killed. That statement was not at the time contradicted. If, as the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania now says, the number has not been so 
great, he is of course entitled to the denial. 

I do not believe, as I have before said, that Congress should author- 
ize the District commissioners to permit the laying of side-tracks from 
the main depot of this company to various portions of the city, because 
if such permission is granted it will make the residence portion of 
Washington adjacent to this depot entirely valueless, We should re- 
quire the establishment of a general depot, and let people who do busi- 
ness traffic upon the road go there and get their articles of commerce. 
[Here the hammer feil. } : 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of 
there were—ayes 16, noes 52. 


Kansas, 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That is not a quorum, 


1890. 


Mr. PAYSON.’ It is not necessary that a quorum should vote. The 
point of order that no quorum has voted has been overruled more than 
a hundred times. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point that no quorum is 

resent, 

d The CHAIRMAN (after a count). The Chair counts 111 members 
present, being more than a quorum; and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I move to amend by adding to section 2 the 
words provided such sidings shall not be allowed across any street 
or avenue. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in perfect good faith. If this 
railroad company is to be empowered to extend its side-tracks to prop- 
erty owned by individuals along its line and used for manufacturing 
or other business purposes, it seems to me the company onght not to 
be permitted, in carrying its side-tracks to such property, to cross all 
the streets running north and south. Of course, for the accommoda- 
tion of the business interests of the city, it may be necessary that the 
company shall leave the main line of the road and run on these ave- 
nues; butthe law ought to be so guarded that these sidings shall not 
go beyond some part of the same square. I think it wrong that the 
north and south streets of the city of Washington should be grid- 
ironed with perhaps ten or fifteen tracks, 

Mr. BAKER. I suggest to the gentleman that he modify his amend- 
ment by adding the words unless the same shall be properly guarded.’’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That does not obviate my objection. The 
company can, of course, extend its gates or fencing, but still, instead 
of people traveling north and south ing obliged, as now, to cross only 
two or four tracks at every intersection of streets they will have to 
cross, in many instances, fifteen or sixteen tracks, and of course the 
danger to life will be in that proportion increased. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Tennessee will permit me to say 
that the supreme courtof the District of Columbia has decided that this 
railroad company has no power to extend its tracks from one block across 
any street to reach another block. In a case where the railroad com- 
pany bought at great expense a block of ground down near the bridge on 
Fourteenth street, in order that they might erect warehouses, etc., the 
commissioners objected to their laying their tracks across Fourteenth 
street; and the question was carried to the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict, which court decided (and the decision has been affirmed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States) that the company, after extending 
its track into any block, has no power tocarry its track across any street 
or avenue in order to reach another block. Hence this question is res 
adjudicata; the decision of the courts has been accepted by the company 
and is understood by the people. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The decision cited by thegentleman covers only 
partially the ohject I have in view. The gentleman states that the court 
has decided that when a road extends its track into a block it can not 
cross a street or avenue in order to get into another block. My object 
is to prevent the company from crossing any street to get into a block; 
that, in getting its track into a block, it shall not be permitted to cross 
any street in order to doso. I apprehend that unless we provide some 
legal sateguard in this respect it will be very easy for this railroad com- 
pany to insist before the commissioners that in order to reach a given 
square along its line it is necessary, in consequence of the curve, the 
grade, or something of that kind, to carry its track across some street, 
thus obstructing a highway belonging to the public. As the court 
has made a decision which in part covers my point, I can not see why 
my amendment should be objected to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WASHINGTON, 
it was rejected, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offer an amendment to the second section, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the section the following: 

“ Provided, That the right to revoke the use of said side-tracks, or sidings, is 
reserved to Congress.” 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I accept that, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment will be 
considered as adopted, 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will then submit the question to the 
committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 60; 
no 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read section 3 of the bill, as follows: 

Src. 3. That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to acquire, for the purposes of its business. any one or 
more of the squares of ground in the city of Washington south of the line of 
the said railroad and north of L street and north. of the Eastern Branch and 
east of Thirteenth street southeast and any one or more squares abutting on 
the line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avenues, and to extend, 
maintain, and use tracks from convenient points on the line of said railroad into 
the said property, and to cross such streets as may be necessary for that pur- 
pose, and to construct thereon such facilities as may be necessary for its busi- 
ness, und to maintain such facilities in connection therewith; such tracks, where 
they cross streets, to be laid under the direction of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and in such manner as shall least obstruct the use of said 


streets for ordinary purposes. And in case said com y shall be unable for 
any reason to acquire such properties or any portion thereof by purchase they 
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may be acquired by said company in the manner provided by sections num- 
bered from 648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Revised Statutes relating to the 


District of Columbia; but nothing herein contained shall a the con- 
demnation of any church or school property or property of the United States. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In lines 2 and 3, after the word “acquire,” insert “subject to the approval of 
said commissioners.” 

In line 8, after the word “squares,” insert “as shall be approved by the said 
commissioners,” 

I — after the word business,” insert and approved by said commis- 
: Tn line 16, after the word laid,“ insert the words and maintained.” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Ido not object to the amendments 
placing the power of approval in the hands of the commissioners. I 
think that ought to be done, because there ought to be some one, some 
power somewhere, controlling the viciousness and rapacity of the rail- 
road company in the city. But I ask for a separate vote, or rather I 
object to the amendment in line 16 inserting the words ‘‘and main- 
tained.” > 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask a separate vote on allof them. Who under- 
stands them? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; the gentleman demands 
a separate vote on each amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendments offered by the committee will 
be considered as adopted, except the one objected to by the gentleman 
from Kansas, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lobject. Ido not think anybody understands them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “acquire,” insert “subject to the approval of said com 
missioners." 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to limit debate to one-half min- 
ute—yes, two seconds is enough. It is very evident that the gentle- 
men who have been engaging the attention of the committee this after- 
noon intend to consume all of its time if they can in such dilatory 
tactics as this. It would be an actual insult to their intelligence to ` 
assume that they do not understand the meaning of an amendment 
which provides that a certain thing shall only be done in the discretion 
of the commissioners or subject to their approval. I move, therefore, 
to limit debate on these committee amendments to two seconds. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
it would be an insult to our intelligence if we did not have the right 
to exercise our privileges as members of this body to consider legisla- 
tion on which we are called to act. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think it very likely the gentleman understands 
these amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. Here are a half dozen amendments grou to- 
gether, and we are asked to vote upon them as an entirety. ow, I 
want to understand their connection with this bill before I vote. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman then demands a separate vote on each 
of the amendments, as I understand him? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to say—— [Cries of 
„Vote!“ ‘Vote!’’] Iam not proposing to delay the passage of this 
bill— 5 

Mr. PICKLER. Two seconds is all the time he proposes to give us - 
for debate. Now, I think that is carrying the thing a little too fat. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I say, Mr. Speaker, tbat I have no 
objection to these amendments as a whole which have been read, but 
hops my friend will except the amendment I specified from his motion, 
I do not desire to debate the others. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. I will except that. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, on the other amendments the proposition 
is to limit debate to one minute 

Mr. PAYSON. No; I said two seconds. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand a vote on that. 

‘The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the mo- 
tion was carried. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have a division. This thing is becoming 
railroading now in earnest. 

Mr. VAUX. That is what the majority side have been doing dur- 
ing the whole session, so far as the Democrats were concerned, rail- 
roading bills through without giving the minority any chance to de- 
bate them. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman demands a division. x 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 11. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will count the committee, the point 
being made that no quorum is present. 

Having counted the committee, the Chairannounced the presence of 
112 members. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
of the time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HEARD. I make the point of order that that motion is dilatory. 


I want to be recognized to control half 


~ said comm 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule the point of order, as 
this motion has not been made before. 
| Mr, HEARD. But it is understood the world over that the motion 
| should properly come from those in charge of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 12, noes 


71. 
Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. ; a 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. No quorum is required. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It does not take a quorum to rise or to refuse to 


rise. i 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. MUDD] for the purpose of offering certain amendments 
to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are certain committee amendments pend- 
ing now, which have not yet been adopted; and the gentleman will 
withhold his amendments for a few moments. £ 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what became of my point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is informed that it does notre- 

a quorum on that motion. 
Mr. PICKLER. Does it not require thata quorum shall be present? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not on a motion to rise. 

The Clerk will report the first amendment of the committee on which 
a rate vote is asked. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, after the word “acquire,” insert the words subject to the approval 
of said commissioners.” X 


The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8. after the word “squares,” insert the words as shall be approved 
by the said commissioners.” ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment reported by 
the Clerk. > 


The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. - 
Mr. PICKLER. Division. [Cries of Too late! ] I am not too 


late. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14, after the word business,“ insert the words and approved by 
ners.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I demanded a division on the other amendment, 
and I want to know what has been done about it. 

Several MEMBERS. You are too late. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I was not too late. Before the Clerk read 
anything I demanded n division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not deny it. The gentleman 
from South Dakota will restrain himself for a moment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 8. 

So the amendment was to. a 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14, after the word business,“ insert the words and approved by said 
commissioners.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 16, after the word “laid,” insert the words “and maintained.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill what the reason is for in- 
serting that amendment. Is it intended or will this have the effect 
of giving to the company a legal occupation or a continuing occupation 
of this ground ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. In view of the fact that legis- 
lation in favor of a corporation is construed strictly against it, as I be- 
lieve is the invariable rule of the courts 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Does this come out of my time? [Laugh- 
ter.] I got control of the time awhile ago, and- these gentlemen are 
taking up part of my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania (continuing). In view of that 
fact, I understand it gives the commissioners the power to exercise su- 

ision over the location of these sidings. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAxsoN ] moved that all debate upon this 
railroad bill be limited to two seconds upon each amendment. Now 
the gentleman : z 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from South Dakota is entirely mis- 
taken, 5 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no limit to the debate on this amend- 
ment. That was excepted from his motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understood the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson], it was that upon all amendments, except the 
one oſtered by the gentleman from Kansas, debate was to be limited to 
two seconds. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no. 


The gentleman is utterly mistaken. 
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Mr, HEARD. If the gentleman from South Dakota is correct, then 
he is out of order. [Laughter.] - ; 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Has there been a vote taken 
upon the last amendment? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; I have the floor, and was asking 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the insertion of this pro- 
vision, namely, that such tracks shall be maintained under the super- 
3 of the 1 ? ete., is 5 to meee these 
trac ent by act of Congress. If so, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. It does nothing of the sort. As 
I understand it, it reads only that the commissioners shall have super- 
vision over them, and can Sat their location if they should become 
objectionable, or change the method in which the sidi are put in, 

iving to the commissioners the power of saying that the sidings shall 
put in so as io do the least possible harm in the streets. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. In order to make that 
clear will the gentleman accept this amendment? 

Or removed; 

So that it will read: 

Such tracks to be laid and maintained or removed under direction of the com- 
missioners. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Ido not accept that amendment. 

at ANDERSON, of Kansas, Very well, Mr. Chairman, it is very 
clear 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas that the committee 
amendments should first be considered before other amendments are 
offered, because it is the right of the committee and the friends of the 
bill to perfect it before other amendments are presented, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. There is no difference of opinion be- 
tween us on that. I was not offering the amendment for consideration 
es but I want to say concerning the amendment before the House, 
namely 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The question before us now is whether 
we shall adopt this amendment: 

And maintained. 


The gentleman distinctly refuses to accept or adopt an amendment 
giving to the commissioners the power of removing any side-tracks. 
In other words, you propose to give to these commissioners the power 
to construct tracks, or rather to supervise the construction of tracks 
and the maintenance of tracks, nobody can tell for how long or under 
what circumstances; but when you areasked to give to that same bod 
the power to remove tracks that ought to be removed, then the rail- 
road that is in this bill shows itself. The corporation attorney who 
drew this bill up in Philadelphia—no gentleman in this House, I am 
not speaking of my friend—— 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I am not accusing you at all of 
that, I am not aecusing you of referring to me. Goon with your 
speech. I simply rose at my desk to listen to you. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This bill was drawn by the Pennsyl- 
vania's counsel, and in drawing that he of course had in mind the idea 
of getting everything for the railroad and leaving nothing for the peo- 
ple. I ask to have the words or removed“ put in there, so as to give 
the commissioners power to control these side-tracks; but we are denied 
that right. In other words, why not turn this whole thing over to 
James B. Roberts and let him go on and put his tracks where he pleases? 
That is what it means; and I am opposed to this amendment. [Cries 
of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. HEARD. I have but one word I desire to say on this amendment. 

I desire to call the attention of my friend from Kansas to the word 
„laid, to which he refers, in line 14. That is what the gentleman 
refers to, is it not? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes; but it is in line 17. 

Mr. HEARD. It is in line 14 of this bill. I only want to say this 
much, which will occur to every lawyer upon the floor of this House, 
that the use of the language to maintain simply means that they 
may keep it in repair, that they shall have the right to repair and 
maintain them without being considered as trespassers. That is all 
there is in the proposition. 

Mr, CHEADLE, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment offered ‘by the gentleman from Kansas ought to be accepted by 
the committee. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The objection Imade was to offer- 
ing it at that time; and when I made the point of order the gentleman 
said that he did not offer it at that time. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I certainly think that where a corporation is receiv- 
ing at the hands of Congress sucha great grant as this, that corporation 
ought to be willing to offer no objection to this restriction upon that 
grant, which simply confers upon the commissioners, who are author- 
ized to lay and maintain, the further power to remove tracks which 
ought to be removed in their discretion. It seems to me that the com- 
mittee ought to accept the amendment. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. There are otheramendments re- ` 
ported from the committee. y 


„ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
- Amend in line inserting, after the words L street,” the words 

“and „„ realtor it read 9 2 

Any one or more of the squares of ground in the city of Washington south of 
the line of the said road and ahot T pirect and east of Delaware avenue, and 
north of the Eastern Branch, and east of Thirteenth street southeast.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Twellth street.“ 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. To that, Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
ment to this section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. On that I make the point of 
order 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to amend the amendment just 
read, which was offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
amendment is subject to amendment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I offer anamendment, to come in at 
the close of the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, not to 
exceed ten squares of ground in all. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order against 
that, because there are two committee amendments already pending. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
is in order. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want to be heard on that. 


I wish to offer a further amend- 


their power of condemnation to ten squares of groun 
not be pretended that that grant of land is not sufficient for all freight 
purposes. Every gentleman knows it is. Every one knows that if 
they have ten blocks of ground they will have ample facilities for 
freight; but as it is in the bill, if it should pass in its present shape, 
this company may take up sixty blocks of ground. I believe there is 
a great big real-estate deal behind this thing, and it seems to me that 
Congress ought to limit the power of condemnation. I am willing 
that they may take ten blocks, and let them take them where they 
think best; bnt I am not willing to let them take property precisely as 
they please nor where and as much as they please. It seems to me that 
Congress ought not to suffer any corporation at its sweet will to exer- 
cise the great sovereignty of the nation in the condemnation of property 
in this city. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not true when this matter was being dis- 
cussed aes all they claimed was that they only wanted three blocks 
of ground 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I expect so, but do not remember. 

Well, now, it is this way: It is for gentlemen to say if they are will- 
ing that the company shall take the whole city—for that is the effect 
of this, if they desire—or whether on the other hand you are willing 
tosay that they shall have sufficient freight facilities; willing that they 
Shall have full opportunities to transact business, and give them just 
such amount as they oaght to have. This is to prevent them from 
having and taking anything more than that. Let them come to Con- 
gress year by year if they need more ground, and not put into their 
hands the power to condemn sixty blocks of ground lying along Vir- 
ginia and Maryland avenues. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not suppose that the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] had proposed that amendment in the very 
highest degree of absolute faith. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I am satisfied from his argument and his 
apparent apprehension of danger that he did really mean what he said. 
There is not a State in this Union where the right of eminent domain 
is conferred, either by the constitution or by the laws, that ever lim- 
ited a corporation by law in the extent of its enforcement of the right. 

Mr. SWENEY,. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not. 

Mr. SWENEY. I pardon. I know better. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg pardon, too. Imay have made my state- 
ment too broad. I meant limited it by law as to the amount or quan- 
tity of land to be condemned. 

Mr, LIND, But is there any statute or any constitution that per- 
mits the exercise of the right of eminent domain without having frst 
either a legislative ora judicial tribunal determine the necessity for it? 
Mr. GROSVENOR.. No, not at all; and there is no such thing here. 


That is what I was coming to. There is no State in the Union that 
has ever made itself so ous as to réquire a legislative ascertain- 
ment of the necessity for the exercise of the right. 

Mr. LIND. Yes, there is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would beso supremely ridiculous and absurd 
that no Legislature has ever done and no Legislature ever will do it. 
But the right of eminent domain is conferred upon eertain terms, con- 
ditions, and limitations, and the terms, conditions, and limitations in 
this act are the same that are employed all over the country. The land 
is to be condemned for certain specific purposes in a court of justice 
with jurisdiction conferred by strict legislation, and the preliminary 
step, the condition-precedent to the right to send ont a jury, is the proof 
to the court and the ascertainment by the court that the land in ques- 
tion is necessary for the operation of the railroad for the specific pur- 
poses claimed, and which they are called upon to prove. They must 
come into court and file a report of their engineer with a map; they 
must show to the court what it is they design to use the land for, and 
they must prove to the court that it is necessary that they should haye 
the land for that purpose. 

These conditions having been complied with, a jury is sent out to 
ascertain the value of the land. Now, I say again, that when these 
conditions have been complied with, no legislative power has ever 
limited the exercise of the right, excepting that they may not condemn 
certain qualities of property—school-houses, grave-yards, and the like. 
But if it is necessary for side-tracks, for depot grounds, or for any other 

urpose of that character, land may be taken without legislative limit. 
But if a railroad company, or anybody concerned with a railroad com- 
pany, any of its officersshould go through the form of a-condemnation, 
and then undertake to speculate in the land and to divert it from 
the use which had been specifically named in the judgment of con- 
demnation, the court would at once oust them of their right and the 
land would go back to the private party from whom it had been con- 
demned. So that there is no danger at all of the evil which the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] has suggested. ` 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maryland. 2 s 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared tbat the noes 
seemed to have it. 5 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 63. 

Mr. COLEMAN. No quorum present. 

The Chairman counted, and ascertained the presence of a quorum. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp], which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

4 d section 3, line 10, b; 97 a 
8 mor eee att J of iia testa E oe Vinten whens . 
west of Twelfth street, southwest,” * z 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate on that amendment be limited to two minutes, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend by making the time one hour. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I move to make the limit five 
minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to amend that by making it fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa to make the time thirty minutes. : 
The CHAIRMAN. There can be but two amendments pending, 

The amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota is out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I move as a substitute that the time be thirty 
minutes. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. KERR, of Iowa, 
limiting the debate to fifteen minutes, and it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON ] that debate upon this 
amendment be limited to five minutes. 
co CHEADLE, I move to amend that so as to make the limit ten 

nutes. ö 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I will accept ten. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire why my 
substitute was not put to the committee, 

8 CHAIRMAN, It was not deemed in order at the time it was 
offered. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. The substitute was not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so ruled. 

Mr. MUDD. In explanation of my amendment I wish to say that 
it relates only to abutting squares, squares contiguous to the streets 
upon which the main line of the railroad runs. The object of the 
amendment is to restrict the territory into which the railroad may go. 
While under the bill as it now stands the company could acquire the 
right to enter or condemn any abutting square, north or south of the- 
main line, my amendment restricts that right to the squares west of 
Twelfth street and to those east of Four-and-a-half street and south 
of the main line ot the road on Virginia avenue, 


i livo of the business interests of said city, to be appointed by the 


re. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How many squares in all does your 
amendment allow the company to take? f i 

Mr. MUDD. Ithink tbat by actual ċalculation there will be nine 
or ten squares—not more than the number contemplated by the gen- 
tleman’s own amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then this amendment reduces 
the area within which the right of eminent domain can be exercised ? 

Mr. MUDD. Yes, sir; it reduces it more than two-thirds, if T mis- 
take not. The amendment is restrictive entirely. If it be adopted 
there will be only about ten abutting squares into which the road can 
be extended. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire how long it is expected 
that these ten squares will suffice for the business of the road. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I do not know about that. But, Mr. Speaker, 
we are not legislating for future Congresses. I take it for granted that 
when Congress finds it absolutely necessary for the road to have addi- 
tional space and I am sure the gentleman from South Dakota will be 
e recognize such necessity—it will legislate upon the matter as it 
sees fit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then ten squares is a mere beginning? 

Mr. QUINN. We are not legislating for future Congresses, but for 
the le of the future. 

Te D. Myamendmentrestricts the company forall time within 
the limits which I have mentioned unless there should be additional 
legislation, which I think we can safely leave to future Congresses to de- 
cide upon according to conditions that may arise. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MUDD, it was 


to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the committee, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by adding: 

“Provided, That the subject of the location and relocation of the tracks, sid- 
ings, and stations of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the city of Wash- 
ington be referred to a competent and impartial commission composed of three 

rsons, one an expert in railroads, one a civil engineer, and one a re r 

ent. 
Said commission shall thoroughly and impartially investigate the subject-mat- 
ter referred to them and to make a full report with an accompanying bill at the 
earliest practicable day, and not later than the opening of the first session of the 
Fifty-secund Congress. Nothing in this amendment shall be construed as im- 
pairing the rights conferred by the bill.” 


Mr. STOCKDALE, I want to offer an amendment to that amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE] to the pending 
amendment of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out the words a representative of the 
business interests of said city and inserting in lieu thereof one representa- 
tive of said city.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I want to say in regard to this amendment 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Thatisallright. I will say to 
the gentleman from Mississippi that I have no objection to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 

And provided that this act shall not take effect until after action by the Fifty- 
second Congress,” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, the impression, I think, 
has been made upon many members of the House that the amendment 
of the committee now pending has the effect to do away with all the 
objectionable features of this bill; in other words, that the bill is not 
to take effect until after this commission shall have reported. But as 
a question of fact that isnot so. The effect of the adoption of the com- 
mittee amendment now pending, without some such amendment as 
that which I now submit, would be simply that when the bill becomes 
a law the company avails itself of all its power under it; builds its side- 
tracks, condemns property, does anything and everything that the bill 
enables it to do. en two years hence a commission reports as to the 
relocation of the company’s tracks. 

When that commission reports its bill, what will be the situation? 
To-day the Pennsylvania Railroad Company is seeking the passage of 
this bill because its officers are under indictment; the company must 
get the bill through, and it is using every power to accomplish that 
end; the whole force of the company is behind the bill. But two years 
hence, if the commission should come in with a bill requiring the com- 
pany to removeits depot or tochange the grade or location of its tracks, 
or anything of that kind, the company will say, ‘‘Oh, no; we do not 
have to do that; we obtained all we wanted by the bill which was passed 
two years ago, that law gives us all we desire.“ That will be precisely 
the effect. The amendment of the committee does not change the mat- 
ter a particle; but my proposition is that this bill shall not take effect 
until alter the commission shall have reported. 


Mr. CASWELL, I would like to ask the gentleman how the com- 
mission can be appointed, ifthe law does not take effect. [Laughter]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well. Iwillchange the amend- 
ment so as to meet the gentleman’s objection; itis very easy to do that. 
But whatyon are driving at now is simply to put this bill through, hold- 
ing out the géneral idea that we shall have a commission to determine 
the question in dispute. But if the bill should pass without my amend- 
ment, that provision for a commission does not amount to anything. 
My proposition is that action by Congress be postponed until the com- 
mission shall have reported, so that Congress may act intelligently. 

Mr. CASWELL. But how can the commission be appointed and 
how can it act if the bill is not to take effect until after the commis- 
sion shall have reported ? ‘ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will modify my amendment so as 
to provide that the bill shall not take effect except as to this proviso. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CASWELL, Well, the proviso would not take effect at all if 
the gentleman's view should prevail. : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no; I suppose it would not be 
satisfactory tothe company. [Cries of Vote! Vote! ““] 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, was recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania explain why it is necessary to perfect this bill or what the ob- 
ject of his amendment is. If, as we understood before, this bill was 
perfect, what reason is there for offering this amendment now? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to answer the question 
of the gentleman from North Dakota, and it was for the purpose of 
explaining the amendment that I took the floor. 

The friends of this bill have been accused all along of granting rights 
of immense value to this railroad company, and di g ir that 
respect the wishes of the people of this District as well as their inter- 
ests. The amendment which I have submitted I offer in perfect good 
faith. I offer it with a view of meeting the very point which has been 
suggested in that connection. I offer it because these charges have 
been made day after day ad nauseum, toshow that we act in good faith 
here and are willing that a commission shall be appointed to consider 
the entire railroad question. 

The objection to this bill was that it did not embrace the whole of 
the railroad question of this District. I do not know what the Whole 
of the railroad question is, but that was the word that was empha- 
sized always by gentlemen who were opposed to the measure; and now 
I bring forward an amendment for the purpose of having a commission 
appointed that will listen to every man who has a proposition to sub- 
mit in reference to the various interests at stake in the railroad problem 
in this eity. If it be true that these roads are not properly constructed, 
or that their stations are not properly located, or that the busiuess of 
the community is not transacted properly, I want to have that com- 
mission to say so and report to Congress in an authoritative form after 
hearing the testimony of the people of the city, those interested in 
railroad transportation, so that the question may be finally settled in 
a satisfactory manner. I am tired of these constant accusations. 

This bill was brought here because the business men of the city de- 
manded additional railroad facilities; because the right to use sidings 
of this oompany and those of the business men of the city was assailed, 
and the right of men to have sidings laid into their property ques- 
tioned; and if the litigation now pending should result successfully it 
would absolutely paralyze the facilities ofthis road and render it unable 
to furnish such efficient service as the people of this District and of this 
city have a right to expect and a right to demand. Iam not here to 
argue that the railroad situation is all that it shonld be; but I want 
that fact determined by a commission if it is not what the people have 
a right to expect, and by a commission competent to decide upon the 
questions involved after hearing the testimony. Let them render their 
conclusions to Congress, so that enlightened action may be taken, not 
because of the mere clamor of men who know nothing of the business of 
which they complain, but from the report of the men who have be- 
fore them facts and testimony on which to found a satisfactory judg- 
ment. 8 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In other words, you want to secure the ap- 

intment of men and authorize them to lock the stable door after the 

orse is stolen. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; not at ail. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not have the report of this commission be- 
fore you pass upon the bill at all, and then pass it in accordance with 
the recommendation of the commission ? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Why, because the demand for 
the passage of a bill of this character has been made by the business 
interests of the city, and there is no good reason why it should be de- 
layed, and because perishable freight is lost in this city to-day for want 
of adequate railroad facilities, 

Mr. PICKLER. And therefore you give this company all they ask? 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. We give them only what the 
best interests of the city itself demands. What the business interests 
of the city demand for the business of the city is not transacted as it 
should be, because this road can not acquire the facilities u te 
do the work properly, There is a complaint from all quarters of lack 
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of railroad facilities and there is great demand for the immediate pas- 
sage of a bill of this character. Then, as to the rest, in regard to the 


tracks and stations remaining in statu quo, that question is one to be 
investigated by this commission, together with all other matters bear- 
ing upon the railroad problem. 

The railroad company does not want this amendment, But I.think 
it wonld be a wise method of dealing with the question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that any well in- 
formed member of this committee can for a moment doubt the absolute 
necessity for a grant of power so that this railroad company may in- 
crease its stations and acquire facilities for the transaction of the busi- 
ness which the needs of the public demand. My objection to the con- 
sideration of this measure grew out of the fact that myself and others 
thought when this matter was considered it ought to be considered as 
an entirety, and questions in reference to the removal of the passenger 
station from the public reservation here should also be taken into con- 
sideration. But I think while it is trae that there is an imperative ne- 
cessity for increasing the railroad facilities, yet at the same time the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to be 
adopted. 

ian informed that not less than five different railroads are to-day 
endeavoring to gain access to this city and are unable to do so, and I 
think the experience of the past has demonstrated the fact that a com- 
mission can consider and bring before the next Con or the second 
session of this Congress a measure which will be ot incalculable value 
to the people of this city and to the business interests of the whole 
country, as well as to the various railroads seeking admission. I there- 
fore trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I, move to limit debate upon 
the pending amendments to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this amend- 
ment is a confession of the weakness of this whole bill. I want to say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON ] that, as for my- 
self, I have had nothing to say about any jobbery or anything of that 
kind in connection with this bill. I do believe, however, that it is 
giving to this railroad an immense advantage in this city that it should 
not have. 

Mr, QUINN. ‘Ten million dollars’ worth of franchises for nothing. 

Mr. PICKLER. As is suggested by the gentleman from New York, 
it isgiving $10,000,000 in franchises for nothing; and so believing, I have 
opposed this bill and am opposed to it now. But the discussion upon 
this bill having progressed thus far, the chairman of the committee is 
constrained to offer an amendment now which, to my mind, is a con- 
fession of the weaknessof the bill. In other words, heasks us to attach 
to this bill a provision for a commission to regulate the effect and work- 
ings of the bill hereafter. Now, if this is a perfect bill, if it is what it 
should be, if it guards the rights and interestsof the people as it should, 
then this attachment is not necessary. Ort the other hand, if itis nec- 
essary, then we should not pass this bill at all until after the report of 
this commission. ; 

It has been demonstrated here this afternoon thatthe railroad is op- 
posed to being restricted to taking ten additional blocks, In the name 
of common sense, how many blocks do they want? How much more 
of this city are they going to gridiron with their tracks? Iam in 
favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
ANDERSON]. This railroad company has gotten along thus far. It 
can certainly wait fora short time longer. It can certainly do busi- 
ness until this commission reports. I am surprised that this attach- 
ment is placed upon this bill after the announcement that it was a 
perfect bill. 

Mr. CASWELL, I think I can throw a little further light upon this 
subject if the gentleman will allow me, . 

Mr. PICKLER. I sup I need light upon this question. 

Mr. CASWELL. The bill was originally designed to authorize far- 
ther freight facilities only. Asa concession to the opposition it is pro- 
posed to have the question of the location of the passenger depots in- 
vestigated by a commission, so that you will have light upon that 
subject. That is all there is about the matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the commission simply to investigate the ques- 
tion of the passenger depot? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the committee is substantially the amend- 
ment which I proposed on the 9th of June. I thought then, as I think 
now, that the complexity of the railroad situation in the city of Wash- 
ington demanded, and demands now, an intelligent and impartial com- 
mission, who shall investigate this whole subject, and it should be a 
commission composed of men who bave some technical knowledge of 
railroads, men who will have a specific duty to perform in this inves- 
tigation, and who, after they have given the matter a thorough inv s- 
tigation, shall formulate a bill that will meet both thedemands of the 
railroads and of the business interests of this city. 

Now, it is perfectly apparent that no committee of this House has 
the time, with the other subjects demanding our attention, to investi- 
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gate this whole subject and to do justice to this intricate question. 
f a commission can be appointed, as contemplated by this amend- 
ment, it ean have the time to investigate this whole subject, as has been 
done under similar circumstances in many places in this country to 
my personal knowledge, and an intelligent bill be brought to the.at- 
tention of Congress that will settle this question not only for to-day, 
but for long years to come, and that will satisfy the people of this 
great and growing community, and satisfy the present and prospective 
wants of the railroad. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this is a 
wise and n measure, and I trust that the friends and opponents 
of this bill will unite in what seems a practical and wise settlement 
of this whole question. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that debate upon the 
pending amendments be limited to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Say one hour. I will say to my friend 
that I have two amendments that 1 want to offer, and I only want five 
minutes more. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I sent up an amendment sometime ago. I 
would like to know—— 

The CHAIRMAN, As many as favor the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let that be read again, I have modi- 
fied it. It comes in as an amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisan amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What became of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. MUDD] was adopted. i 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. This was proposed as an amendment 
to that. [Cries of No!?“ “No!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offered his amend- 
ment as an amendment to the then pending amendment. That wasall 
he could do. The pending amendment at that time was that of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ot Kansas. Ah, but, Mr. Chairman, I offered this 
before the gentleman offered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, No; the gentleman offered it subsequent to the 
adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Mopp]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I offer it now as an amendment 
to e amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKIN- 
SON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Now I move to limit debate 
on the pending amendments to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I have one more amendment I want 
to offer—— 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendment ata time. 

Mr. WADE. Let us have a vote on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment now to be voted on is the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. DOCK ERV. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 

“And provided, That the foregoing provisions of this act shall not take effect 
until after action of the Fifty-second Congress.“ 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 76. 

Mr. COLEMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN.’ Isubmit the amendment which I send tothe Clerk’s 
desk as an addition to the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Louisiana makes the point 
that no quorum is present. [After counting.] One hundred and fif- 
teen members are present—a quorum; and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an amend- 
ment as an addition to the pending amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, I move that all debate upon this 
section and pending amendment be limited to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend that by making it 
one hour. . 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think I am entitled to have my proposition read 
before any motion is made. * 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
will be read. < 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the amendment the following: And said commission shall also 
assess and appraise the value of the real estate now used and occupied by said 
railroad, or which may be occupied by it under this act, and belonging to the 
United States, in the District of Columbia. The said commissioners sbail make 
report of their assessment to the Treasurer of the United States, and said com- 
pany shall pay the sum so into the Treasury, and this act shall not 
take effect until the sum so assessed shall be paid.“ = 


- 
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Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Tanke Cs polat oe See agiit 
that amendment that it is not germane to the l 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink itis. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. The bill relates purely to sid- 
ere Jake e by Ondan, and this goes 
‘back to all the transactions that have ever been had with this company. 
It embraces the question of assessment and payment, and 
does not relate to the subject-matter of the bill at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that the general scope of this bill 
justifies this amendment and makes it germane. The general purpose 
of the bill is increased advan and conveniences of the railroad cor- 
poration; and these additions of railroad lands and conveniences are nec- 
essarily attached to the grounds already occupied by the corporation. 
So tliat it seems to me that whatever has connection with the subject- 
matter would be fairly germane. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 
Would not that work an absolute sale of that location to the railroad? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unquestionably it has that effect, and is there in- 
dulged the slightest hope that the Government will ever recover one 
inch of that ground surrendered to this corporation more than twenty 

The company has paid the Government nothing for the 
land 


Mr. CASWELL. I have no doubt the railroad company would gladly 
make the purchase, if it is the proper thing to do. y 

Mr. HOLMAN. When they took that land it was with the distinct 
ub:lerstanding (I know the fact, for I was present, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr Banks], whom I see in his seat, was also 
present) that it was simply to be taken temporarily. Yet more than 
twenty years have elapsed and this valuable property is still held by 
the railroad corporation. : 

Mr, OATES. . If my friend will allow me, I desire to suggest another 
ground why the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not want to be inferrupted in that way. As 
I was saying, it was understood by everybody at the beginning that 
the public lands in this city were to be taken for a temporary use, and 
were not intended to be taken permanently. Yet I think gentlemen 
all know now that this is a permanent possession, and taken in connec- 
tion with what has transpired the facts show conclusively that this rail- 
road corporation has obtained possession and will hold it against all 
comers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman think it is legal to validate 
a procedure by which the Government may appoint a commission to 
fix the price and collect the money, and as a condition for failure to 
pay to set aside all the rights this company has got and all rights that 
are conferred by the statute in regard to condemnation of lands 
by a commission to be appointed c parle—a commission appointed by 


the Government and in the appointment of which the corporation has 


no voice? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has not provided for a proper commission; but I suppose the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania understands exactly what he is doing. 

One word about this commission. When appointed it isa commis- 
sion to report certain information to Congress, and to invest this com- 


mission with other duties would seem entirely proper. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Would not that be one of the duties devolving 
upon the commission by the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and would not its duties require some degree of capacity and 
impartiality in the making of these assessments ? 

r. HOLMAN, I have already said that all gentlemen now under- 
stand and know, so far as anything of the future can be known, that the 
corporation still holds your lands and will continue to hold them, which 
it is claimed are of- the value of several million dollars. Now, if my 
friend from Ohio will some better commission than this, then 
I would cheerfully yield to him; but here is a commission, one mem- 
ber to be appointed by the President of the United States — 

-~ Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is mistaken. One is to bea 
civilian engineer, one an expert in railroad matters, and the other a 
business man—may be the proprietor of a grocery store. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the selections are properly made you can not 
geta more suitable commission than that—a commission appointed by 

President, who must be presumed to be impartial and is not for the 
railroad nor against the railroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to suggest to the Chair an additional reason 
why this amendment should not be considered germane to the pending 
bill, The amendment to which it is an amendment is to raise a com- 
mission which is merely advisory to the Congress, while this is a prop- 
osition for a commission of a more permanent character, to effect the 
sale of property of the United States to this railroad corporation. The 
amendment is not at all in line or consonant with the proposition to 
Taise a commission to inquire into these facts and report to another 
Congress. That is the pending proposition, but this has no conditions 
about it. It is for a commission to ascertain the value, and to vest the 
title, and to require the railroad company to pay for these lands. 


it is not at all consistent with the pending proposition and 
not to be received. 
- HOLMAN. I would like to say a word in regard to that, Mr. 


Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ Points of order on matters of this kind are not fa- 
vorably considered. If the amendment ofſi red comes within the gen- 
eral scope of the measure under consideration it is held to be in order. 
Iadmit that there are certain technical points which, under certain 
conditions, govern; for instance, on eee terse bills, where the Chair 
rules strictly; but when it comes to a gencral measire of legislation af- 
fecting a general subject-matter like the x lations of this railroad com- 
pany to the people of this city, anything pertinent to that general sub- 
ject-matter—the questions of the lands they occupy, the lands they wish 
to occupy, the rights which they have acquired, the additional rights 
which they may desire to acquire—any amendnient which is pertinent 
to the genera! subject-matter is usually held to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is not germane to the 
subject-matter of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania [Mr. ATKINSON]. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate upon this bill and amendments be limited to three minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest to the gentleman that his motion be to 
limit debate on this section and amendments, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make that motion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I bave an ameniment which I have sent to- 
the desk and which I wish to have read, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. How much time does the gen- 
tleman want? £ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I want five m nutes. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on this section and amendments be limited to 
five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make that motion, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move, as an amendment to that, 
that the debate be limited to one hour. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 71. 

- Mr. CO No quorum present. 

The Chairman counted and ascertained that there were 127 members 
present. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. ATKINSON], that debate upon the pend- 
ing section and amendments be limited to five minutes. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

; 3 I call fora division. [ Cries of Too late! Too 
ate! 

Mr. PICKLER, I was up as early asa man could get up, and I de- 
mand a division. [Laughter | 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 8. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No quorum present, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CASWELL. The point is too late; it is dilatory. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. S ALE. I made the point of no quorum betore the last 
word was out of the mouth of the Chairmatr. 

The CHAIRMAN, Very well; the Chair will again ascertain whether 
there is a quorum present. [After the count.] The Chair finds that 
there are 122 members present, and the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to limit debate on the pending section 
and amendments to five minutes is agreed to. The question now is 
upon the adoption of the amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment, 
to have it pending. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I desire to have my amendment read first. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] 
offer his amendment as an amendment to the pending amendment ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there any amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. KERR. of Iowa. I did not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is pending an amendment, which will be 
once more read and then will be passed upon by the committee. 

The ne eeu of Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, to section 3 was 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I ask to have my amendment read. 

The amendment was read, as follows : 

In line 19 of section 3, after the word “purposes,” insert the following: “The 
right to remove such tracks is hereby reserved to Congress. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now I move to strike out the last word. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa makes an informal 
motion to strike out the last word 
A MEMBER. That is not in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understood that I was to have five minutes. 

A MEMBER. There is no question before the committee. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. My understanding is that Iam entitled to five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate was limited to five minutes, but it does 
not follow that the gentleman from Iowa is entitled to occupy that 
time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there is nothing pending before the committee. The amendment which 
the gentleman offered was adopted, and there is nothing pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Iowa has moved to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The last word of what? 

The CHAIRMAN. The last word of the section. 
supposes that he is entitled to be heard. 

r. WADE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry; has not the time of 

the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] expired? [Langhter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Not quite. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is conceded that a 

ery large and valuable property of the United States is being used 
fs this railroad company in the city of Washington, and, as is sug- 
ted by a gentleman near me, without any compensation, It seems 
tS ate that as the substance of this bill is already agreed upon and 
* there is to be no further debate, this question, instead of being now 
finally determined, ought to be postponed until the second session of 
the present Congress, so that we may have time maturely to consider 
all the matters involved, to estimate the value of these franchises, and 
not grant to this great railroad corporation without compensation the 
continued use of property of the Government worth hundreds of thou- 
sands if not millions of dollars until we can obtain from the company 
certain concessions. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. StockDALE]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recognized for 
one minute. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I concur in the propriety of the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa. The anxiety to rush this bill through in 
this way shows, in my judgment, that the gentlemen interested in it 
are afraid of consideration. We have witnessed here in this House 
the most remarkable and miraculous conversion that I have ever heard 
of since the foundation of the world. If some spirit would descend 
upon this earth with as much power to convert the people as the friends 
of this bill have exercised in converting this Congress, we would have 
the millenium in a very short time. 

—.— the hammer fell. ] 

e following amendment of the committee was rend and agreed to. 
Add to the bill the following: 

“Sec. 4. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.“ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill favorably with the amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ot Kansas. I was claiming the floor for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment; and I desire to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from Kansas to address the Chair, but will allow his amendment to 


come in. 
© Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Iam much obliged to the Chair; but 
I addressed it in as loud a voice as I could command. 

Now I desire to offer an amendment in line 14, so as to define the 
particular business of this company and to prevent it from using this 
property for any other business than that of a common carrier. 

A MEMBER. It could not do so anyhow. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to be recognized to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor at 
Present to offer an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 3, after the word “ business," in line 14, insert the words “as a com- 
mon carrier; so that it will read: Such facilities as may be necessary for its 
business as a common carrier.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] did not attempt to address the Chair 
until the last section of the bill had been passed. The gentleman from 
Kansas made the point that though he had attempted to address the 
Chair, the Chair did not hear him. Now I submit that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota is not in order, as we have 

the section. 

Mr. PICKLER. My proposition is not in the nature of an amend- 
ment to any section we have passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from South Dakota insists that 
he addressed the Chair for the purpose of offering an amendment, the 
Chair will allow it to be read. 


And the Chair 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. PICKLER. I do. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That the committee now rise and report the bill back, with the recommenda 
tion that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, there were, 
on a division (called for by Mr. PickLER)—ayes 8, noes 84. 

Mr. COLEMAN. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I make the t, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are obviously present within your more than 100 
members. > i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for the present, 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee now 
rise and report the bill favorably with the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it will count to ascertain 
whether there is a qnornm present. [After counting.] There are 116 
members present—more than a quorum. So the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota is rejected. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill favorably with the amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 

roposes an additional amendment, ‘= 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I submit the point of order 
that the fourth section of this bill hasalready been read; we have passed 
the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not as an amendment toany pending proposition, 
but as a new section, I offer what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the commissioners authorized by this act shall assess and appraise the 
value of the real estate now used and oceupied by said railroad company. or 
which may be occupied by it under this act, belonging to the United States in the 
District of Columbia. The said commissioners make a report of their assess- 
mentto the Treasurer of the United States; and said company shall pay the 


sum so assessed into the Treasury, And this act shall not take effect until the 
sum so assessed shall be paid. 


Mr. HEARD. I make the point of order that the amendment is not 
germane, and the substance has been passed on adversely by the com- 


The gentleman trom Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 


mittee already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the bill and amendments has been 
closed 


Mr. HOLMAN. But not on the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I direct the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that this same question has been presented and ruled 
out heretofore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but that was submitted asan amendment 
to a committee amendment when the text was being perfected. The 
point of order was made that it was not germane to the amendment 
proposed to the text of the bill, but now I offer if as au independent 
section. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I hope, then, the point of order 
will be withdrawn and let us have a vote on it directly. 

Mr. HEARD. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point that the gentleman has no 
right to the floor to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatisall right; if the point of order is withdrawn 
I do not desire to discuss the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the question. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 21, 
noes 75. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum, and I ask for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, were appointed 
tellers. > 

The committee again divided; and the tellers. reported—ayes 22, 
noes 85, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we may bave a vote on this in the House. 
[Cries of Regular order! J 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise 
and report the billand amendments favorably to the House. a 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask a question before the motion is sub- 
mitted. [Criesof ‘*Regularorder!’’] Lask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [cries of Vote! Vote! '] if we can have a yea-and-nay 
vote. [Cries of Regular order!” ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. : 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 93, noes 
10. 
So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DUNN ELL reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 8243, had 
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instructed him to report the same with certain amendments, and with 
the recommendation that as so amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Lask that the bill and amend- 
ments be printed. 8 ; 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I now demand the previous 
question on the bill and its amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Pending that, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
that motion is clearly dilatory. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas; 
and on a division there were—ayes 20, noes 100. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yess and nays. 

Mr. COLEMAN. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COLEMAN Iam aware of the fact that a quorum is not neces- 
sary to adjourn the House. What I want to know is if a quorum is 
necessary to determine not to adjourn. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, there being 9 members in favor of, 
and 104 in opposition to, the demand. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The question recurred on the demand for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 27, noes 
16. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum present. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 97, nays 31, not vot- 
ing 197; as follows: 


I make the point of order that 


YEAS—97. 
Craig, Laidlaw, ' Rife, 

Allen, Miss. Crain, Maish, Rowell, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. MoClammy, Scull, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa. MeCormick, Simonds, 
Bankhead, Cummings, MeMillin, Smith, III. 

nks, Darlington, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Barnes, ery Moore, N. H. Stewart, Tex, 
Bayne, Dunnell, Morey, Stockbridge, 
Beckwith, Elliott, Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
Belknap, Evans, Morrill, Stump, 
Bergen, Ewart, Mudd, Taylor, III. 
Bingham, tent Sh A Norton, Townsend, Pa, 
Blount, Featherston, rner, Ga. 
Boatner, Forney, O Ferrall, Turner, Kans. 
Brunner, Funston, O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
Buchanan, N.J. Gear, O'Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Osborn: Walker, 
Burton, Hansbrough, Owens, Ohio Wallace, N. V. 
Bynum, Harmer, Payne, Wickham, 
Cannon, Heard, Payson, Wike, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Yardley, 
C į Henderson, N.C, ‘ost, Yoder. 
Clements, Hooker, Quackenbush, 
Com: „Pn. burn, 
Cothran, Kinsey, Richardson, 

NAYS—31. 

Anderson, Kans, Kerr, Iowa Martin, Ind. Shively, 

d Kilgore, McClellan, mer, 
Campbell, y, McRae, Stockdale, 
Flick, La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, E. B, 
Haugen, WS, Quinn, Taylor, J.D. 
Hitt, Lehlbach, Reed, lowa Washi 
Holman, wis, Russell, Wheeler, Ala, 
Kelley, Lind, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—197. 

A unn, Davidson, Hall, 
Alderson, Butterworth, De Haven, Hare, 
Allen, Mich. we tong Da tano, a 

rson, Miss. g yes, 
Arnold, Candler, Mass, Dickerson, Haynes, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Carlton, Dingley, Hemphill, 
Baker, Carter, Dolliver, Henderson, III. 
Bartine, Caruth, rsey, Herbert, 
Barwig, Catehin, Dunphy, Hermaun, 
Belden, Cheadle, Edmunds, Hill, 
Bi Chipman, Ellis, Hopkins, 
Blanchard, Clancy, Enloe, Houk, 
— 1 Clark, Wis. Finley, Kennedy, 
Boothman, Clarke, Ala. Fiteh, Ke * 
Boutelle, Clunie, Fithian, Knapp, 
Bowden, Cobb, Flood, Lane, 
Breckinridge, ell, Flower, Lanham, 
Brewer, Coleman, Forman, Lansing, 
Brickner, * Fowler; Lawler, 
Brookshire, Conn Frank, Lee, 
Brosius, Cooper, Ind, Geissenhainer, Lester, Ga. 
Brower, Cooper, Ohio Gest, Lester, Va. 
Brown, J.B. Covert, Gibson, Lodge, 
Browne, T. M. Cowles, Gifford, Magner, 
Browne, Va. © Goodnight, Mansur, 
Buchanan, Va. m. Greenhalge, Martin, Tex, 
Buckalew, Daizell, Grimes, Mason, 
Bullock, Dargan, Grovt, McAdoo, 


McCarthy, Paynter, ney. Turner, N. V. 
McComas, Pee Skinner, Vandever, 
McCord, Penington, Smith, W. Va. Van Schaick, 
McCreary, Perry, Snider, Venable, 
rp arene apse Spinola, — 

oKen helan, ringer, lace, Mass. 
McKinley, Pierce, . Wheeler, Mich. 
Miles, ce, Stephenson, Whiting, 
Milliken, Pugsley, Stewart, Ga, Whitthorne, 
Mils, es, Stewart, Vt. Wiley, 
Montgomery, Randall, Stivers, Wilkinson, 
Moore, Tex, Xi Stone, Mo. Willeox, 
Morrow, Reilly, Struble, Williams, I 
Morse. Robertson, Sweney, Williams, Ohio, 
M utchler, Rockwell, Tarsney. Wilson, Ky. 
Niedringhaus, Rogers, Taylor, Tenn. Wilson, Mo. 
Nute, Rowland, Thomas, Wilson, Wash, 
O'Donnell, Rusk, Thompson, Wilson, W. Va. 
O'Neall, Ind. Sanford, Tillman, Wright. 
Outhwaite, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo. 
Owen, Ind. Sayers, Tracey, 
Parrett, ton, Tucker, 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Mr, BuNN with Mr, PAYNTER, on this vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. SAYERS, on this bill. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. KELLEY with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. VANDEVER with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name 
called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, I was. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman listening ? 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I do not know whether I was or not. I 
did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rule. 

Mr, OWEN, of Indiana. I desire to say that if allowed to vote I 
should cast my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. If the gentleman is counted as pres- 
ent, has he not a right to vote afterward under the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not been counted 
as present. 


The gentleman does not come within 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MCDUFFIE, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Ray, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Dockery, for two days, on account of siekness in his family. 

To Mr, TARSNEY, for September 9, on account of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] for the previous question on the 
bill and amendments, the ayes are 97 and the nays are 31, no quorum 
having voted. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 24 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House do now 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 0 Rule XXIV, the following communication war, 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
FEES AND EXPENSES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 

A communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate, submitted by the Secretary of the Interior, of the ‘‘ fees and 
expenses of examining surgeons’’ for the fiscal year 1890, $150,000— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. RUSSELL: 

Resolved by the Rouse of Representatices (the Senale concurring), That there be 
printed 5,000 extra copies of the report of the investigation of salmon rivers 
of Alaska (H. R. Mis, No. 211), of which 2,500 shall be for the use of the House 
of Representatives, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 1,500 for the use of the 
Comunissioner of Fish and Fisheries; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B. Guthrie, 
8 by a report (No. 3058) —to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 


1890. 


Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, rted favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11231) for the relief of Edward A. Butler, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3059)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. PAYSON, Trom the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2014) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers on the public lands of the United States and to authorize the 
taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases, accompanied by a re- 

(No. 3060)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1826) granting pensions to Powell’s Battalion 
of Missouri Mounted Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No. 3061)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMYSER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden. 


3062. 
A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry. (Report No. 
3063.) 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury (H, R. Ex. 
Doc. No. 383), transmitting a copy of a communication from the Secre- 
tary of State, requesting an appropriation to enable him to pay Messrs. 
Villanova, Hermanos & Co., of Barcelona, the balance due them for 
expenses incurred in taking down and removing the American section 
of the exposition in that place, reported a bill (H. R. 11992) to provide 
for the expense of taking down and removing the American section of 
the Barcelona exposition; which was read twice, and, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3064), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union. 


(Report No. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11979] to amend the act entitled 
An act providing a civil government for Alaska - to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11980) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act to incorporate the National Union Insurance Company of 
Washington,’’ approved February 14, 1865—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 11981) 
to incorporate the Military Order of America—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 11982) granting a school site to 
Jena Seminary, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Pnb- 
lic Lands. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. - 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 11983) for the relief of J. William 
Brown—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to the 
widow of Adam Fanth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11985) for the relief of Julius George to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11986) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Copeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11988) to inerease the 
pension of O. M. Jenkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM; A bill (H. R. 11989) granting a pension to Au- 
gusta J. Crawford—to the Committee on Pensions. A 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11990) to remove the 
charge of desertion against John Conrad—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11991) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Henry Waidner and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas: Protest of about 7,000 citizens of 
Washington, D. C., against the passage of the Atkinson bill—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, protest of about 4,000 citizens of the same city, against the same 
measure—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: Petition of over 18,000 mer- 
chants, tax-payers, and residents of the District of Columbia and Alex- 
andria, Va., remonstrating against the removal of the Baltimore and 
Potomac depot—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of Mrs. Margaret Copeland, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COTHRAN: Petition of T. P. Purdy and others, in favor of 
the Paddock bill—to the Committee on iculture. > 

By Mr. SIMONDS: Petition of E. L. Morse and others, to amend 
section 22 ot an act entitled An act to regulate commerce’’—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Jesse Barton, of Calvert 
County, Alabama, praying that the Committee on War Claims refer his 
claim, together with all proofs and papers relating thereto which were 
submitted to the Southern Claims Commission, to the Court of Claims 
under act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Pleasant B. Barton, of same county and same State, 
for same relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Memorial of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
and Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Peru, Ohio, for a law to 
prohibit transmission Be the mails of indecent publications—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, memorial of the pastor of the church of same place, for same re- 
lief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Missouri: Petition of James T. Beach, James O. 
Starks, and others, citizens of St. Joseph, Mo., in favor of 8 
charge of desertion against Henry Waidner, to accompany bill for tha 
purpose—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 9, 1890. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of W. J. Klug, comrade, and 
sundry members of Wilson Post, No. 1, of Baltimore, Md., praying 
that the remains of General Grant may be removed to Washi 
and a suitable monument erected to his memory; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, praying for legislation by Congress tending to increase our 
trade relations with foreign nations; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of D. A. Walden and 87 other 
citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; the petition of J. J. Smith and 185 other 
citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; the petition of S. W. Scott and 185 other 
citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; and the petition of 125 citizensof New 
Berne, N. C., praying for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure- 
food’? bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. r 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam authorized by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which a large number of petitions relating to cy 
and to courts and to a variety of other subjects and sundry bills were 
referred, to report them back; and to save time I do it ina lump, but 
with a request that the committee be discharged. The matters have 
all been considered, and of the bills that are reported the subjects 
have been considered and disposed of by former reports, and so on. 
We ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the whole 
list. The petitions can go on the files and the bills be laid on the table, 
That will keep them off the Calendar and will save trouble. I do not 
ask to take time to indefinitely postpone them this morning. 

The committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
bills, and they were ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

A bill (S. 867) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so as to 
provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district 
courts for the western district of Virginia; : 

A bill (S. 1334) to divide the State of Kansas into two judicial dis- 
tricts; 

A bill (S. 1349) to provide for the settlement of a controversy be- 
tween the United States and the State of Texas relative to the claim 
of said State to the territory known as Greer County, and for other 

urposes; ; 

A bill (S. 1605) to establish a uniform system of bankruptey through- 
out the United States; 

An amendment, by Mr. SHERMAN, to the deficiency appropriation 
bill for the year 1890, providing for the payment to the widow of Chief- 
Justice Waite of his salary for the unexpired part of the year 1888; 
and 

A bill (S. 3310) to define and punish unlawful interference with com- 
merce among the States, and for other purposes. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the following petitions, memorials, and resolutions re- 
lating to the enactment of a Federal bankrupt law; and they were or- 
dered to lie on the table: 

A resolution of the Legislature of Massachusetts; 
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A memorial of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce; 

Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr. ; 

A memorial of the Board of Trade of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, Cal. ; 

A petition ¢ of George H. Barbour, dent of the National Associa- 
tion of Stove Manufacturers, and others; 

A Win, of the National Association ‘of Stove Manufacturers, Nee- 
nah, Wis.; 

‘A petition of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers, of 
Hamilton, Ohio; 

A petition of D. K. Tenney, of Chicago, III.; 

A petition of Oscar O. Barnes, of Lovelton, Wayne County, Peyn- 

Ivania; 
2 petition of the officers of the National Association of Stove Manu- 


A petition of Messrs, Ferstegge, Gohmann & Co., stove founders, of 
New Albany, Ind.; 
A petition of the Madison Stove Company, Madison, Ind.; 
Seven petitions of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers; 
rhs petition of the Liebrandt & McDowell Stove Company, of Phila- 
Pn.; 
83 of George H. Barbour and others, officers of the National 
Fieeteres of Stove Manufacturers; 
A petition of the Scranton Stove Works, Scranton, Pa.; 
Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Pittsfield, Mass.; 
A petition of the Detroit Stove Works; 
33 minga of the Wage-Workers’ Political Alliance, of Washing- 
gton, D. 
A non or the majority of the business firms of Chicago, III.; 
A petition of the Board of Trade of Pueblo, Colo. ; 
A petition of the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla. ; 
Resolutions of the Clothiers’ Association, of New York; 
Resolutions of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, of Kansas City, Mo.; 
Resolutions of the American Association of Flint and Lime Glass 
Manufacturers, of Pittsburgh, ae 
Two petitions of the Board of Trade of Parsons, Kans. ; 3 
A resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Knoxville, Tenn. ; 
Resolutions of the Business Men’s Association of the State of Iowa; 
Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Burlington, Iowa; 
A petition of the Board of Trade of Leavenworth, Kans. ; 
Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pu.; 
Memorial and resolutions of the Chamberof Commerce and Industry 
of New Orleans, La. 
_ Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
A resolution of the Shreveport (La.) Board of Trade; 
A resolution of the Board of Trade of Pensacola, Fla. ; 
Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa.; 
y A petition of Messrs. Tootle, Hosea & Co., and other merchantsof St. 
ose ph, Mo.; 
A petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.; 
A petition of citizens of Chicago; 
Four resolutioas of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo.; 
A petition of the merchantsand manufacturers of Battle Creek, Mich. ; 
A memorial of the State Business Men’s Association of Iowa; 
Resolutions of the senate and house of representatives of Massachu- 


setts; 
A petition of the National Board of Trade, at Louisville, Ky.; 
Resolutions of the Board of Trade, of Chicago, III.; 
A memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; and 
Five petitions of the National Association of Stove Manufacturers. 
The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the following petitions, memorials, and resolutions, 
concerning the 
the United States, and they were ordered to lie on the table: 
Four petitions of members of the bar of North Carolina; 
Petition of lawyers of the State of Georgia 
Three petitions ¢ of members of the bar of E Pine Bluf, Garland, and 
Little Rock, Ark. 
Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of Florida; 
A petition of members of the bar of Tampa, Fla. ; 
A petition of members of the bar of Iowa County, Iowa; 
A petition of the members of the faculty of the law department of 
the State University of Iowa; 
A petition of members of the bar of Ottumwa, Iowa; 
A petition of members of the bar of Muscatine County, Iowa; 
Six petitions of members of the bar of the State of Wisconsin; 
A petition of the St. Paul (Minn.) Bar Association; 
Fifteen petitions of members of the bar of the State of Maryland; 
A petition of members of the Michigan Bar Association; 
Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of Vermont; 
Seven petitions of members of the bar of the State of Montana; 
A petition of members of the bar of the Territory of New Mexico; 
A petition of members of the bar of Natchez, Miss. ; 
A petition of members of the bar of St. Louis, Mo.; 
A petition of members of the bar of Boston, Mass.; 


ofa law for the relief of the Supreme Court of | pos 


A petition of members of the bar of the city of New York; 

A petition of members of the bar of the city of Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of Winchester, Va. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of the State of Colorado; 

Two petitions of members of the bar of the State ef Rhode Island; 

Four petitions of members of the bar of the State of New Hampshire; 

A tion of members of the bar of Hennepin County, Minnesota; 

A petition of members of the bar of the State of Illinois; 

A memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade; and 

A petition of members of the bar of Cleveland, Ohio. 

The Committee on the J 32 were discharged from the consider- 
ation of the following petitions and resolution, relating to the holding of 
regular terms of the United States circuit and district courts in certain 


places: 

A petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Port Townsend, Wash. ; 

A petition of members of the bar of Finney 5 Kansas; and 

A resolution of the Board of Trade of Wichita, Kans. 

The Committee on the Judiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the following resolution and petitions, relating to the 
prohibition of the transportation of liquors into States and Territories; 
and they were ordered to lie on the table: 

A resolution of the Ministerial Union of the city of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A petition of citizens of the State of Massachusetts; and 

A petition of the Ministers’ Alliance of Lawrence, Kans., and of cit- 
izens of Le Roy and Manhattan, Kans. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10938) granting a on to Ama R. Rice, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. Fogler, Fe 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred “the bill 
(H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From the Committee on Naval Afhiirs, I report 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion from the record ot Daniel J. Mahoney, and ask that it may 
be substituted for a Senate bill of a similar character, Calendar num- 
ber 1716, Senate bill 2409, for the removal of the charge of desertion 
from the record ot Daniel Mahoney. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made, and Senate bill 2409 will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report hereon. 

Mr, BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M, E. Daniels, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James 
* reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce, I report favorably 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of at 
Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex. I move that Order of Busi- 
ness 1520, being Senate bill 3853 to create a portof entry at Eagle Pass, 
Tex., in lieu of Indianola, Tex., be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill which I havejust 
reported may take the place on the Calendar of the bill indefinitely 

tponed, it being the same bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLOM in the chair). It willbe 
so ordered unless objection is heard. The House bill will take the 
place on the Calendar of the Senate bill. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4378) to promote the 
construction of a safe deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 4379) for the relief of G. M. Wood- 
ruff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 4380) granting resto- 
ration of pension to Laura C. Humber; which was read twice dy its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 4381) authorizing the removal 
of the Indians of the Papago or Gila Bend reservation, in Maricopa 
Connty, Arizona, to the Papago Indian reservation, in Pima County, 
in said Territory, or to one of the Pima and Maricopa Indian reserva- 
tions, commonly known as the Gila River and Salt River Indian res- 


ervations, tively, in said Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 


, 


1890. 


AMENDMENT TO BILL, 


Mr, PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 7616) for the allowance of certain claims re 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bow- 
man act ;’’? which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

THE REVENUE BILI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will yield 
to me for one moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to allow the tariff bill to 
be taken up first. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII bei 
in order, the Senator from Rhode Island moves that the Senate 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. If there be no ob- 
jection, the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


BEAUFORT COUNTY (SOUTH CAROLINA) SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island yields to me for one 
moment, ‘The House of Representatives have sent over a bill which 
now lies on the table, House bill 785, which I ask the Senate to con- 
sider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length. 

The bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the time prescribed for the redemption of school farms 
in Beaufort County, South Carolina, by the act entitled “An act to for 
the — ntsdenle of the sehool-leras inne nenr held in 
South Carolina, by the United States,” March 3, 1887, be, and the 
is hereby, extended to two years from the passage of this act. 

Mr. BUTLER. Task that the bill be put on its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know what the bill is, but it relates to 
school lands 

. Mr. BUTLER. It simply proposes to extend the time for the re- 
demption, I think, of about two school farms, involving 160 acres of 
land. The act approved March 3, 1887, was found not to be long 
enough, and this is simply an aet extending the time for two years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it ought to go to the committee at any 
rate. The committee will report it back very soon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I expect to be absent from the and I do not 
know that I shall have an opportunity to call up the bill again. It is a 
very small matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The committee can pass upon itina few minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall look at it at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: From the Committee on Fi- 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Commiitee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message’ from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 3840) to re- 
move the charge of desertion t George Fetterman having been 
presented to the President on the 25th ultimo, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated within 
the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become a law with- 
out his approval. 1 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


„The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thepending amendment, moved by 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson], will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY, . On pags St, line 13, before the word degrees, 
strike out eighty and “seventy-six; so as to read: 

That until July 1, 1905, there shall be paid, from any m in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, under the provisions of section of the Revised 


Statutes, to the producer of sugar testing not less than 76 degrees by the polari, 
scope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown within the Danek States, eto 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to ask a question of the 
Chair, and I should like the attention of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and. I wish to inquire what the understanding is in respect of amend- 
ments, whether on any amendments that may be proposed to-day the 
person ap the amendment is to have the privilege of twoorthree 
minutes of explanation, as the custom has been hitherto when we have 
had these understandings. I wish to know in advance so that we shall 
all understand it alike, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Chair be otherwise in- 
structed by the Senate, he will hold that the understanding is that, be- 
ginning with the consideration of the bill this morning with the pend- 
ing amendment, the action of the Senate will be without debate; and 
that the putting or answering an inquiry would be debate, and there- 
fore it is inhibited by the t. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But that otherwise the bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it is the desire of the Senate to 
have the rule otherwise in ted, the Chair begs to be instructed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only desire to add to what the Chair has stated, 
that my understanding abont the procedure otherwise is that it will be 
the same as though no ent had been entered into, In other 
words, amendments of any kind may be offered both in Committee of 
the Whole and in the Senate and voted upon without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; there is no doubt about that. But I had 

, though I wasnot present when the understanding was had 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Had it not better be read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Chair will pardon me asingle minute, I had 
supposed, as we had been aecustomed hitherto in to terminate 
debate, that when an amendment was proposed by a Senator he was to 
be indulged in stating in not more than two or three minutes precisely 
what the point of his amendment was, in order that the Senate might 
understand it. But if Se pega’ the other way I can bear it as 
well as the Iam sure. I do not think it ought to be that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inorder that the understanding may 
be fresh in the minds of Senators, the agreement of Au 26 will be 
read, and also the modification of the 6th of September, if it isat hand. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the consideration of the pending bill (H. R. 9416) shall be continued to 
the exclusion of all other business, except 3 bills and conference 


reports, to and including Sherman ys Seg subjeet to general debate; 
and during 88 September. day, September 5, and Saturday, Septem- 
ber 6, subject to the five-minute rule in debate, no Senator to speak on any one 
question more than once; and on Monday, ong „on bill 
oram without debate, toand inel the reading, when three 
hours shall be allowed to each side for general debate, and then the final vote 
shall be taken on its passage. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upou agreein 


to the amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in line 25, page 51, after the word the 
and meee the word next, to insert the words current or;’’ soas 
to read: 

With an estimate of the amount of sugar proposed to be produzed in the cur- 
rent or next ensuing year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. On page 51, line 9, I move to strike out 1905 and 
insert 1906. This bounty was intended 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One moment, please. The Chair can 
not recognize the Senator from Louisiuna for debate. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 51, line 9, at the end of the line, strike 
out 5“ and insert “‘6;’’ so as to read: 

uly 1, 1906, th 
A 2 5 blared al 8 hor s ahol be paid from any moneys in the Treasury 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON. On page 54, line 19, after the word pound,“ I 
move to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the existing rates on imported sugar shall remain in force 
until July 1, 1891. 


We shall not get the bounty unless we get — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. 

Mr. GIBSON. The refiner will get it. 

a N pro (e pore. The amendment will be stated. 

e CHIEF CLERK. On page 54, line 19, at the end of paragraph 

226, add the following proviso: 4 

Provi i i 
ean 7 existing rates on imported sugar shall remain in force 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GIBSON, I now move to strike out the whole of Schedule E 
and insert what I send to the desk. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Before that is done, I gave notice yesterday of a 
motion to strike out the bounty clauses, and I desire to enter that mo- 
tion and have a vote upon it. As that is an amendment to the sched- 
nle as it stands, it comes first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that any motion 
toamend the schedule should be submitted before the motion to strike 
out is submitted. The Chair therefore will entertain at this time the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky if he will indicate it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My motion is pending. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 
The Secretary will read the part 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
p to be stricken ont. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it necessary to read all of it? ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading has been called for. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the first paragraphs of Schedule 
E on page 51. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the call for further reading, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to strike out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The ee and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


e ro 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island that he 
rand I transfer our pairs, I being paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSON’s name was called). I was 
requested to announce the pair of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON ] with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIdolxs]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but by an arrange- 
ment with the Senator from» West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who is 
paired with the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], we have 
transferred pairs, so that we are privileged to vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iain paired with the 
` Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn]. I notice that he has 
not voted. Therefore, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his yote. 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo.cott]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATE]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. Under an arrangement made with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon], I vote “yea.” s 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iam paired with thatSenator, and withhold my yote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce for the day that my colleague 
[Mr. HAMPTON] is absent from the Senate by reason of sickness, and 
he is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. KENNA. I understood the Senator from Montana [Mr. SAND- 
ERS] to announce a pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
NEES]. If it be agreeable to that Senator, his pair may be transferred 
to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Woxcotr], who will stand paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], so that he and I can 
vote. 

Mr. SANDERS. That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. KENNA. I vote yea. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to announce my pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—23, 


I vote ‘ nay.” 


Barbour, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 

3 Eustis, Kenna, Vance, 
Blodgett, er, Pasco, vi 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wall “ 
Carlisle. Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell Harris, Reagan, 

NAYS- H. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson Sherman, 
miren, Edmunds, = itehell, Spooner, 

n, Frye, oody, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hal Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Haw Platt, Teller, i 
Chandler, Hiscoe! Plumb, Washburn, 
Davis, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, la, ders, 

Dixon, McMillan, Sawyer, 


ABSENT—27. 
Blackburn 0 Jones of Nevada, Que ad 
ones e uay, 
Bisir, i — T McPherson, . A 
Brown, ‘organ, ford, 
JFC. 
Cullom, — . Pettigrew, f 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike out Schedule E.—Sugar’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof: 

SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR. 

All sugars not above No.13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, 4 

All su not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank-bottoms, sirups 


of cane Fatce or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con- 
ecentrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, shall paya 
duty of 1.15 cents per pound,and for every additional degree or fraction of a 
shown by the polariscopic test they shall pay thirty-two thousandths 

ofa cent per pound additional, 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color and pay duty as follows, 1 

EES above No, 13 na not above No. 16 Dutch standard, 2.20 cents per 

und, 


po 
All aoas above No.16 and not above No.20 Dutch standard, 2.40 cents per 
un 


pound. 
All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard, 2.80 centa per pound. 
Molasses testing not above 56 degrees by the 8 shall pay a duty of 
il pay a duty of 6 cents 
hereafter be laid upon sugar 
such sugar 


of the act. 
poas — not colored, 5 cents per 


other confectionery, 40 per cent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator trom Lonisiana. 3 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to take out of the amendment the proviso re- 
lating to an export duty, which was voted down yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana pro- 
poses to modify the amendment. The Chief Clerk will read the part 
proposed to be eliminated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the seventh paragraph oí the amendment, 
strike out the proviso, the words being as follows: : 


Provided, That if an export duty shall hereafter be laid u 
ses by any country from whence the same may be ee 
ded by la 


und. 
valorem, 


n sugar or molas- 
such sugar or mo- 


lasses so shall be subject to duty as provi wat the date of the 
passage of this act. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 
Mr. GIBSON. On that I ask for the and nays. 
Hit pce and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro) 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. If itis agreeable to the 
Senator from a HARRIS], I will transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Vermont À MORRILL]. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the announcement stand for the day that the 
pairs are transferred. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name wascalled), Under the arrange- 
ment made between myself and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN 
ere he having transferred his p with the Senator trom Ken- 

Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I again announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
GEORGE] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. I 
shall let this announcement apply to all roll-calls to-day. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Reporter did not hear the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Tennessee o to the conversation 
inthe Chamber. If there are mistakes in the RECORD occurring in 
that way, the Reporter ought to be exempted from blame. Will the 
Senator be kind enough to repeat his statement ? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. I said that when the last vote was taken I 
was called out of the Chamber for a moment. If I had been present, 
Ishould have voted ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SANDERS. The pair of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA] with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcorr] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorteEs], and we are 

permitted to vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON]. 


YEAS—25. 


Barbour, Coke, Kenna, Vance, 
e, Eustis, Morgan, V. 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Blod; Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Butler, Gorman, Ransom, 5 
Carlisle, Harris, Resgan, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
NAYS- 3. 
À tdrich, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
len, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Frye, vs Stewart, 
Cameron, Hale, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Y, ers Platt, Teller, 
Chandler, H 3 Plumb, Wash N 
Davis, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes; Ingalls, Sanders. 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—25, 

Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Squire, 

lair, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown George, Morrill, Voorhees, 
‘all, Gray, Payne, Wolcott, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, Hearst, Pierce, 
Daniel, Higgins, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EUSTIS. On page 52, at the end of the second paragraph, in 
line 14, after the word thereof, I move to add: 

Ped Min r United under — — . 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 63, at the end of paragraph 236, I move to add: 

But upon any oranges imported nape J the months of December, January, 
February, and March there shall be levied, collected, and paid the following 
rates of duty: In ty of 1} cubic feet or less, 25 cents per pack- 
age; in packages of capacity — 1} cubic feet and not exceeding 2} cubic 
feet, 50 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 2} enbic feet and 
not exceeding 5 cubic feet, $l per package; in packages of capacity pyres 5 
cuble feet, for every additional cubic foot or fractional part thereof 20 cents; in 
bulk, 82.50 per one thousand, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment prongs by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal pi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of personal privilege. ‘ 

Mr. PUGH. My attention has been called this morning to the vote 
on the proposition to strike hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, 
or pickled, from the free-list, and I am recorded as having voted in the 
affirmative. I gave no such vote; T voted in the negative, and, as is 
jrequently the case,on account of the confusion in the Senate, responses 
are not heard correctly. I desire to make that correction. I voted in 
the negative on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is another illustration of the 
difficulties attending the confusion that prevails so generally in the 
Chamber when the roll is being called. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 10 of the bill, line 14, paragraph 68, be- 
fore the word cents,“ Yate to strike out 3“ and insert *‘24;™ so 
as to read: 


Bichromate and chromate of, 2} cents per pound. 


This is bichromate and chromate of potash. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. G02 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Recurring to the question of per- 
sonal privilege suggested by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pua] 
concerning his vote ou Friday last, the Chair finds by an inspection of 
the record that the Senator is recorded as having voted in the affirm- 
ative. The Chair thinks, however, that as it was a mistake and the 
Senator did not vote as he is recorded, under the rules the record can 
be amended, and as the Journal has not gone to the Printer, and in any 
event the change would not affect the result, if there be no objection, 
the Chair will direct that change to be made, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Before the proviso already agreed to, on page 178, 
section 31, at the end of line 23, after the word day,“ I move to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, That imported merchandise deposited in any public or 


rivate 
bonded warehouse, having been so deposited prior to the Ist day of 


1890, may be withdrawn for consumption nt any time priorto November 1, — 


upon the payment of duties at the rates in force prior to the passage of this act. 


This is to be inserted before the proviso already agreed to, and the 
proviso already agreed to is to be amended so as to read: Provided 
urther. 


ivilege. 
The Senator will state his question 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. GORMAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and vs were ordered. ; 
Mr. PLUMB. I move a substitute for that amendment. I move to 
strike out the proviso and insert: : 


Provided, That goods in bond at the date of the taking 7 — this act may 


be withdrawn therefrom at any time within one said date, on the 


from 
payment of the duties existing at the time of their importation. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the proviso which has already 
been adopted to section 31 read. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
ment heretofore agreed to, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tt has no connection with this proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is debate. That will not do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
should observe the injunction that the questions are to be decided with- 
out debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the proviso? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a proviso that has previously 
heen agreed to by a vote of the Senate to section 31. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 178. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not ask for the reading, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be read then. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr, HARRIS, Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

8 yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. : 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], with whom I am , is paired by a 
transfer with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], I 
vote yea. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. \ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, My colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent to-day and is 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. Iwish 
to give notice now that this pair applies to all the votes to-day. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—28, 
Barbour Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Reagan, 
e, Colquitt, enna, Turpie, 

TTY, Faulkner Morgan, Vance, 
Blodgett, Gibson, 1 ` Vest, 
Butler, Gorman Piumb, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pugh, Walthal 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Dixon Manderson, Spooner, 
Allen, Dolph, Mitchell, 
Allison, Evarts, Moody, bi ©, 
Cameron, Frye, Pierce, Teller, 

y, Hale, Platt, Washburn 
Chandler, dan A Power, Wilson of lowa, 
Cullom, H y Sanders, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 

Dawes, MeMillan, . 

ABSENT—22, 
Blackburn, Eustis. Ingalls, Pettigrew, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Squire, 
Call Hampton, Morrill, Stanford, 
Daniel, Hearst, Paddock, 
Edmunds, Higgins, Payne, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 31, on 178, at the end of line 23, 
after the word ‘‘day,’’ it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That imported merchandise deposited in any public or 2 ; 
bonded warehouse, Raving: been so deposited prior to the Ist day of August, 
1890, may be withdrawn, for consumption, at any time prior to November 1, 
1900; upon the payment of duties atthe rates in foree prior to the passage of this 
act. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move tostrike out the Ist day of August and 
insert the 30th day of September.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricr]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by making the 
date in which the goods may be withdrawn by the payment of exist- 
ing duties the Ist of January, 1891, in place of the ist day of Novem- 
ber, 1890, so as to read: ; 

May be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to January 1, 1591, upon 
the payment of duties, etc. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
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of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected; there being on a 
division—ayes 28, noes 31. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). Iwithdraw my 
vote. I have a general pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Sautun] who I see is absent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote, 

Mr. BLAIR, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 27; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


The Senator from Virginia with- 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Power, 
Allen. Dixon, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, McMillan, Ste 
Cameron, Evarts, Manderson Stock! ge, 
Casey, Te Mitchell, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale. Moody, Washburn, 
lom, Hawiey. Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davia, H ý Plumb, Wolcott. 
NAYS—27. 

Barbour, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
ee Colquitt, ee 8 . ` 

7 Eustis, k ance, 
Blodgett Faulkner, Paddock, 
Butler Gibson, - Pasco, Walthall, 
Carlisle, rman, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, 4 Ransom, 

ABSENT—-28. 
Blackburn, George, Morrill, Squire, 
Biair, y. Payne, - Stanford, 
Brown Hampton, = Turpie, 
Daniel Meeris, Q TETS; 
niel, 1 na; 

Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, — 
Farwell, McPherson, Spooner, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I now offer an amendment to come in as an addi- 
tional section. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it to come in at the end of the 


bill? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Immediately following Schedule E. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section, after 
Schedule E: 


Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles; and for this „on and after the 
lst day of July, i891, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
thatthe nt of any country producing and exporting su; , molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties 
or other exactions upon the tural or other products of the United States 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides into the United States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unrea- 
sonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his dutyto suspend, by procla- 
mauan to that effect, the ead inves a 5 —.— oo ae avea of 
such s m coffee, es, the p n of such country, for 
such . — he shail deem j and in such case and during such suspension 
duties shall be levied, collected,and paid upon sugar, m coffee, tea, and 
miaa the product of or exported from such designated country as follows, 
namely: 

All ne not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 

o test as follows, 


Alls’ above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
stand: of color and duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No. 13 and 
not above No. 16 standard of color, 1} poet a pound, 

All — above No. 16 and not above No.20 Dutch standard of color, I} cents 

un 

2 above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 
Molasses testing above 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty cither as mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound. 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora poat-akins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ s yaw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins, with the wool on, Ii cents per pound, 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment by changing the first 
three lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 1, 2, and 3 of the amendmentit is pro- 
posed to strike out the words: 


That the exem ms from duty of sugar, d hid 
Sad apts ae rood y gar, molasses, coffee, tea, an: es 


The amendment to the amendment 


And in line 4, to strike out the word these before articles and 
insert the words the following,” and change the semicolon after the 
word articles“ to a comma; so as to read: 

2 tor this surpass un end nies tee iaacay of Ialy te, 
ollow: on of Jul. 
— and eo — asthe President shall be satisfied, etc. ¥ 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. Let it beread once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Hoar. , 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island accepts this modification. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The original amendment will be so 


m i 

Mr. EVARTS. I now offer as an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“shall,” in line 13 of section 2 of the pro committee amendment, 
and strike out also the words on and after the Ist day of July, 1891,” 
in lines 4 and 5, and insert the following: 


Communicate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the 
end that such duties may be imposed upon the above-recited articles and ex- 
e from duty by this act as ee, in view of the failure of reciprocal 
acl oaan, the part of any foreign on or nations, shall determine; so as to 
rea 


“Sgro. 2. That the exemptions from duty of r. molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides provided for in this act are made with a view to secure reciprocal trade 
with countries producing these articles, and for this purpose w ver and so 
often as the President shall be satisfied that the Government of any country 
producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and un- 
cured, or any of such 3 imposes duties or other exactions upon the ag- 
ricultural or other products of the United States which, in view of the free in- 
troduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States 
he may deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall ecommuni- 
cate to Congress the facts which he shall have ascertained, to the end that such 
duties may be imposed upon the above-recited articles and exempted from duty 
= flap ah ld i NES oe Rae aca 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York [Mr. Eyarts] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask for the yeas and nays. —— 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the roll-call begins, the Chair 
ea ag to Senators during its progress to abstain from conversation, in 
order that mistakes may be avoided. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH responded 
to his name. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, the same amendment that was offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Saa] to the amendment of 
the Benator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to change the phrase- 
ology in section 2. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Too late. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware had 
risen before the Senator from Rhode Island had responded. The Chair 
therefore recognizes the Senator from Delaware, but he states to the 
Senator that, an amendment in the second degree being pending, a 
further amendment can not be now received except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understand that the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and accepted by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
does not at all affect the operation of the amendment that I propose. I 
am — willing that the adjustment shall be made either now or alt- 
erwards. 

Mr. HOAR. That is before yours. It does not touch that part of 
the bill. As I understand, my amendment was adopted. ^ 

Mr. CARLISLE, Is debate in order? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not inorder. The roll-call will 
proceed on the amendment of the Senator rom New York [Mr. EVARTS] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPnrrsoy]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask if the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON | has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I am paired with him bya transfer of pairs, and 
theretore I decline to vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Barbour, Butler, Colquitt, 
Bate, Carlisle. Dolph, 
Blodgett, Coke. Evarts, 


Gray, 
Harris, 


Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Turple, —— 
— na, Ransom, Vanos, Wilson of Md. 
organ, 4 
—.— Voorhees, 
NATS—31. 

Aldrich, Da MeMillan Spooner, 
Allen, Dixon, Mitchell, N Stewart, 
Allison, Edmunds, Moody, dge, 
Blair. e, Paddock, Teller, 
Cameron, e, Pierce, Washburn, 
Casey, Hawley, Piatt, Wilson of tows, 

ndier, > Plumb, t 

lom, Hoar, . Power, 
Davis, Ingalis, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—20. 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Jonesof Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Brown, rge, MoPherson, — 
Call. e Manderson, - A 
Danie! Morrill, Squire, 
Farwell! aa Payne, Stanford. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment proposed by the 
committee as amended, by what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. It is proposed toamend the eee ee 
by Mr. ALDRICH from the Committee on Finance as section 2, by strik- 
ing out all of lines 1 to 21, inclusive, and lines 49 to 5 inclusive, and 
by adding at the end of line 62 the following: 

Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that any coun- 
try producing the sugar, coftee, tea, hides, and skins, or any of in this 
section ment “eae and whence they are exported to the United $ has 
abolished its duties and taxes upon the importation . * ſrom the United 


States of the princi, cultural products of the United States, he may, by 
proclamation, asari the uties im by law upon the oe before-mentioned 


articles, or any class thereol, uced in and ex direct from any such 
country to the United Sta Shee) period of time as he shall think fit, so 
long as such products of the United States are admitted free of duty or tax into 
— country, and no longer. * 


Mr EDMUNDS. Imodify the amendment by striking out the words 
“hides and skins,“ to make it conform to the other part of the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire those words 
to be omitted? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To be omitted. They should not be there in the 
connection they now are. 


Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the amendment reported once |, 


more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On line 1 of the second page of the amendment 
to the amendment, strike out the words hides and skins; so as to 
read: Coffee, tea, or any of them.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut has 
asked that the amendment may be read as it will stand when so modi- 
fied. ‘The Secretary will read it. 

Mr. PLATT. What I desire is to have the section read as it will 
stand if amended as proposed by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understands, The 
Chief Clerk will report the amendment as it will stand if modified 
as suggested by the Senator from Vermont, 

The CHIEF CLERK. If the amendment to the amendment beagreed 
to, the original amendment will read: 


All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic test as follows, namely: 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated meee concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 seven- 
tentlis of I cent per pound; and for every additional or fraction of a de- 
ge aries by the polariscoptc test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound addi- 
tiona 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by tha 
Dutch standard of color and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No. 
13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, us cents 8 nd. 

Pye above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch stan of color, 1} cents 

oun 

Pent sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing about 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugarsweepings shall be subject to duty either as molasses 
or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pour 

Whenever the President ‘ofthe United States shall be satisfied thatany country 

producing the sugar, coffee, or any of them in this section mentioned, and 
AOG A they are exported to t ae ted States, has abolished its duties and 
taxes upon the importation direct!y from the United States of the principal 
agricultural products of the United tes, he may, by proclamation, remit the 
duties imposed by law upon the first before-mentioned articles or any class 
thereof produced in and exported direct from any such country to the United 
States for such period of time as he shall think fit, so long as such products of 
as United States are admitted free of duty or tax into such country, and no 

longer. 


Be r. PLATT. T understand that by the amendment section 2, as 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, is stricken out from line 1 
to ag 85 21, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands, and also 
from lines 49 to 52, inclusive, on the one page of the amendment. 
As a matter of fact these are te amendments, 
objection they will be treated as one question. 


butif there be no 


Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I move to strike out the word “may” 
and insert “shall” after the word he; so as toread, che shall issue 
a proclamation.“ 

Ar. EDMUNDS. That is an amendment beyond the second 


degree. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Alabama that thereis an amendment pending to the bill to which 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont is in the second 
degree, and it is therefore not sf open to further amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chair, I thought, had first announced that the 
two amendments would be treated as one question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments offered by the 
Senator from Vermont. There are two or three propositions in the 
amendment, 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed the Senator from Vermont would ac- 
cept my suggestion if he is in earnest about the matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I was at liberty to debate, I would state why 
Ican not accept what the Senator proposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must say that debate is 
in violation of the understanding of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. May Lask the effect of this amendment if adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel called upon 
to make any response to such interrogatories, 

Mr. ALLISON, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa rises to a 
question of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the first place, before making the point, how- 
ever, I desire a separate vote on each and every proposition made by 
the Senator from Vermont, and then I desire to ask if a motion is in 
order now or atany time to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont by striking out what he proposes to insert. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is the amendment of the Senator from Vermont an 
addition to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island or a 
substitute for it? 

The PRESIDENT pro jouer’. It is a modification of it. It ad 
a part of the e eee makes certain modifications in it 
omitting portions and adding other words. The Senator from Bead 
[Mr. ALLISON] demands a separate vote upon the different amend- 
ments submitted by the Senator from Vermont, The first will now 
be reported at the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. For the time being, I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question then will be submit- 
ted as before stated by the r, the various propositions of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont being treated as one question. 

Mr. GORMAN. _ I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHEerson]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. N 

Mr. DOLPH. I am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Cameron, Edmunds, Paddock, * Plumb. 3 
Davis, Frye, 
NAYS—59. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Ken Sherman, 
Allen, Dixon, McMillan Spooner, 
Allison, Eustis, Manderson, Squire, 
Barbour, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Bate, Faulkner, Moody, Stockbridge, 

5 Gibson, Morgan, Teller, 
Blodgett, Gorman, q Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Pierce, Vest, 
Carlisle. Hale, Platt, Voorhees, 
Chandler, x Power, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hawley, h, Washburn, 

ke, Hiscock, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt Hoar, Wilson of 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sanders, Wolcott, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—19. 

Blackburn Dolph. Higgins Pettigrew, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Brown, George. MePherson, Stanford, 
Call, poe Morrill Turpie. 
Casey, Hı e, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move toamend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island by striking out, in lines 4 and 5, the words on 
and after the Ist day of July, 1891.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4 of the proposed amendment, after the 
word » itis to strike ont the words on and after 
the Ist day of July, 1891; so as to read: 


E TTT 
W mes for this 5 whenever and so often as the Presiden 
sha sa 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment, {Putting the question. ] The ‘noes appear to 


vail. 
fits EDMUNDS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that I have any objection to the 
Senator’s amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, He accepts the amendment. That is all right. 
Then I do not ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
state that he accepts the amendment of the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not accept the amendment, but I do not call 
for any division u it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the yeasandnays. Are they desired by one-fifth of the Senators present? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the decision of the Chair was that the 
“ayes” had it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was interrapted by the 
call for the reading of the amendment. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote be taken viva roce before the 
yeas and nays are called ſor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the call for the yeas and nays 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the moment, until the vote can be taken by 
sound, ? 

The PRESIDENT 
of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the pending amendment be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the amendment. 

The e prooneriea to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGG (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the afirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Indiana | Mr. TURPIE], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after haying voted in the negative). Is the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] reported as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Isthe Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] re as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] under the arrange- 


ro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
Jermont to the amendment of the Senator from 


ment for the transfer of pairs. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—29. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Gray, Reagan, 
Bate, Daniel, Harris, Vance, 
Berry, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Batler, Evarts, Morgan, Walthall. 
Carlisle. Faulkner, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pugh, 
Coke, Gorman, Ransom, 
NAYS—34. 
A Hale, Pierce Squire, 
Allen, Hawley, ' att, Stewart. 
Allison, Hiscock, Piumb, Stockbridge, 
y. oar, Power, Teller, 
Ingalls, Quay, Washburn, 
Oullom, MeMillan Sanders, Wilson of lowa, 
Dawes, Mitchell, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Dixon, oody, Sherman, 
Frye, Paddock, Spooner, 
ABSENT—21. 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, rpie, 
Brown, George, derson, é Wilson of Md, 
Call, Hampton, Morrill, 
Cameron, Hearst, Payne, 
Davis, Higgins, Pottigrew, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk asa 
substitute for the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
as it now stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Does the Senator propose to strike 
out and insert? 

Mr. GRAY. To strike out and insert. 

Mr. GIBSON. I propose to amend the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I es vote will be taken on the amend- 
ment I shall offer before a vote can be taken on a substitute. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote on the pro) to amend 


the part to be stricken out must be taken before the submission of the 
question to strike ont and insert. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that a motion to strike out and insert 
has already been voted down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not prevent the consid- 
eration of a motion to strike out and insert 8 else. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Louisiana proposes, 
not to strike out and insert, but to amend. 
Mr. GIBSON. To amend, not to strike out. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will decide that question 
when it is presented. The ir has no information what the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana is. 
Mr, CARLISLE. The motion heretofore made was to strike out only 


a part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule does not forbid the con- 
sideration of any motion to strike out and insert. The Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] proposes to strike ont and insert. The amend- 
ment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. 
following: 


Ske. — And the President of the United States is hereby directed, without 
further legislation, to declare the pons of the United States free and open to 
all the products of'any country of the American hemisphere upon which no ex- 
port duties are imposed, whenever and so long as Government of such 
country shall admit to the of such country free of all nati provincial 
(State), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, and other breadstuffs, 
preserved meats, fp phe rene) and fruits, cotton-seed oil rice,and other pro- 
visions, including all of food, lumber, furnitare, and all other articles of 
wood, agricultural implements and machi „ mining and ma- 
chinery, vessels or boats of iron, steel, or wood, structural steel and iron, steel 
rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or 
such other products of the United States as may be agreed upon, 


Mr. GIBSON. I propose to amend the amendment of the Senator 

from Rhode Island by inserting in line 7, after the word sugars, the 

word wool; ” in line 11, after the word sugar,“ to insert wool;’? 

in line 19, on page 2, after the word hides, to insert wool;’? and 

ou 3 to insert on wool 10 cents a pound,” so that the amend- 

ment shall apply to wool as well as sugar. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore, The Chair thinks the last observa- 

tion of the Senator from Louisiana is debate and therefore out of order. 
Mr. GIBSON. I recall it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is glad to hear that. 

[Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I will modify the amendment in line 52, instead of 

saying on wool 10 cents a pound,” by saying on wool as provided 

by existing law.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


In lien of the proposed amendment, insert the 


‘The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be treated as one question, if there be no 
objection. ‘The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page I of the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH 
line 7, after the word ‘‘sugars,’’ it is to insert the woi 
‘t wool; in line 11, after the word sugar,“ it is proposed to insert 
‘t wool;’’ on page 2, line 19, after the word ‘‘hides,’’ to insert wool.’’ 
Mr. GIBSON. And also in line 16, to insert the word ‘‘wool’’ 
after the word sugar.“ 
The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, line 16, after the word ‘‘si SU 
insert the word wool;“ and at the end of the amendment add the 
following: on wool as provided by existing law.“ 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is that amendment in order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order, being a proposition 
to amend the part proposed to be stricken out. z 
Mr. GIBSON. On that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I again announce my 
neral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE). 
Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Tam with 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], 
and vote nay.“ 


Mr. KENNA. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wotcorrt]. z 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Bate, Cockrell, Harris, Vance, 
Berry, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Dan Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler, Pasco, Walthall. 
Carlisle, Gibson, Pugh, 
NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Casey Dawes, Evarts, 
Allen, er, Dixon, Frye, 
Alison, Coke, Dolph, 
Cameron, Cullom, Edmunds, Hawley, 
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Higgi Moody, Sanders, Stockbridge, 
Hiscock, Paddock, Sawyer, Teller, 
Hoar, Sherman, Washburn 
Ingalls, Piatt, Spooner, Wilson of lowa. 
an, uay, 
Mitchell, R 7 Š — 
ABSENT—27. 

Barbour, Faulkner, Kenna, Power, 
Blackburn, George, MePherson, Ransom, 
cop Borman, e e — eta 

rown. ru orrill, rpie, 
Call, ` N Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Farwell, Jones of Neyada, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
to 271 out and insert, made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make a personal explanation. Yester- 
day evening it was suggested by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] 
that I had voted against putting a duty upon hides. I answered him 
that that was a mistake. My attention is called this morning to the 
RECORD of the 6th instant, in which I am recorded against putting a 
tax upon the importation of hides. I can not say that the RECORD is 
wrong, because I am entirely unconscious of the vote, and do not re- 
member how I voted; but I only know that I have always been in favor 
of u reasonable duty on hides, and if I cast that vote it must have been 
because I did not understand what the question was before the Senate. 
I do not know whether I so voted or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to strike out and in- 
sert. 

Mr. GORMAN, I call for the yeas and nays. 

1 yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE. J. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name wascalled), I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As the Senator from Montana [Mr. FOWER] hasen- 
tered the Chamber since I announced the transfer of my pair to him, 


I now beg to transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jox xs], and my vote 


I am paired with 


may stand. 

Mr. POWER. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—26. 
Barbour, ke Harris, Vance, 
Bate, Colquitt, Kenna, Vest, 
Berry, niel, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Pasco, Wal 1 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Carlisle. Gorman, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, 
NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Moody, Spooner, 
Allen. Frye, Paddock, Squire, 
Allison, Hale, Pierce, ek 
Casey Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Higgins, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, H . Power, Washburn, 
Dawes, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Ingalls, jers, Wo 
Doiph, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
ABSENT—20, 

Blackburn Davis, Hearst, Morrill, 
Blair, = ir Jones of Arkansas, Payne, 
Brown, Farwell, Jonesof Nevada, Pettigrew, 
Call, George, MePherson, Stantord, 
Cameron, Hampton, Manderson, Turpic. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 
Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
bed! oe and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson] to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs], and I vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. BLAIR. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 1 announce my pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, Ishould vote yea. 


The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, ê, Paddock, Squire, 
ilen, Pierce, 9 
Allison, Hawley, Ph Stock bridge, 
pe ~~ era EE 
y. „ ‘ower, 
Chandler, Hoar, ‘Quay, Wilson of lowa, 
Cullom, Ingalls, ers, Wolcott, 
Dawes, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Dolp Moody, Spooner, 
NAVYS—28. 
Barbour, Colquitt, Gorman Pugh, 
Bate, Daniel Gray, x Ransom, 
— ry, Edmunds, 3 3 —— 
utler ustis, ones of Arkan ‘ance, 
Carlisle, Evarts, Kenna, pit V. 
Coekreli, Faulkner, Morgan, Walthall, 
Coke, Gibson, Pasco, Wilson of Må. 
ABSENT—19, 
Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Nevada, paneer 
ee 4 e eee Stan ried 
odget Jeorge, anderson, Turpi 
Brown, Hampton, Morrill, Voorhees. 
Call, Hearst, Payne, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I offer what I send to the desk as an additional 


raph, to come in at the end of Schedule E. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
‘The CHIEF CLERK. On page 54, after paragraph 226, at the end ot 
Schedule E, it is proposed to add the following: 


That the provisions of Schedule E and of paragraph No. 708 of the free-list 
of this act, providing terms for the admission of imported su; and molasses 
and for the payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production, shall take 
effect on the Ist day of March, 1891: Provided, That on and after the Ist day of 
tebruary, 1891, and prior to the Ist day of March, 1891, sugars may be relies in 
bond without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in 
bond and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are pro- 
vided in existing laws relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
in bond, under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury. 


Mr. GIBSON, I move, in the first portion of the amendment, to 
strike out March“ and insert July.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 
after the words Ist day of,” 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is pro 


e posed, 
to strike out March“ and insert ‘‘ July;’’ so as to read: 


That the provisions of Schedule E and of paragraph No. 708 of the free-list of 
this act, providing terms for the admission of imported sugar and molasses and 
for the payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production, shall take effect 
on the ist day of July, 1891: Provided, That on and after the Ist day of February, 
1891, and prior to the Ist day of July, 1891, sugars may be refined in bond, etc. 

Mr. GIBSON. Instead of the Ist day of July,” I will make that 
the Ist day of June,” and insert the existing law.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair requests the Senator to 
send up his amendment in writing, so that it may be correctly stated. 

Mr. GIBSON. I send up the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
to make it read: 

That the provisions of Schedule E and of 
list of this act, providing terms for the adm 
lasses and for payment of abountyon as of domestic production, shall take 
effect on the Ist day of June, 1891: Prov „That on and after the ist day of 
February, 1891, and prior to the Ist day of Jane, 1891, sngars may be refined in 
bond without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be rted in 
bond and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are pro- 
vided in existing laws relating to the imm transportation of dutiable 
goods in bond under euch rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

And add the following: 

That the existing tariff law in respect of sugars shall remain in force until the 
Ist day of July, 1891. 3 : 
Mr. GIBSON. 

amendment, 

Eno gers and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JONES] and vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I inquire if the vote of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. Davis] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I withhold my vote. I am paired with him. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 34; as follows: 


It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


h number 708 of the free- 
on of imported sugars and mo- 


I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment to the 


YEAS—-23. 

Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Ransom, 
Butler, Faulkner, organ. Reagan, 
Carli Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
88 Gear | Pramb, 2 

E, umb, 00) 

nitt, Hae Walthall, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
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NAT8—31. 

Aldrich, Evarts, Mitchell, Squire, 
Allen, Frye, Moody, Stewart, 
Allison, Halk Pierce, ` 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Teller, 
Casey, Higgins, Power, Washburn. 
Chandler, 5 Sanders,. Wilson of Towa, 

lom, Hoar, Sawyer, Wolcott, 
Dawes, Ingalls, an, 
Dixon, McMillan, Spooner, 

ABSENT—22, 
Barbour, Call Hampton, Payne, 
Betty Davis, Hearst, ropes sab le 
burn, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 

Blair, Edmunds, McPherson, Turpie. 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, 

wen, George, Morrill, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was to. 


ENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: i 
Sec. 38. That all special taxes shall become due on the Ist day of July, 1891, 
and on tho Ist da me pdt. Sore each yearthereafter, or on commencingany trade 
or iertare Pedy tax ia imposed. In the former case the tax be 
reckoned for one year; and in the latter case it shall be reckoned proportion- 
ately from the first day of the month in which the liability toa — tax com - 
menved to the 1st day of July following. ° 
tax stamps may fon Gasse for the months of May and June, 1891, upon 
yment of the amount of tax reckoned proportionately under the laws now iu 
force, and such stamps which have been or may be issued for the od ending 
Apri! 30, 1890, may, upon payment ee ae ae to be paid 
for such stamps for one year, be extended until July 1, 1891, under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 463 (457 of the old print), on 111, 
I wish to offer an amendment after the word “animal,” in line 3, by 


inserting the words of the female sex; then striking out, in line 4, 
after the word“ tree,“ the word “‘except’’ and inserting the word 
“‘unless;”? and in line 5, striking out the word the“ before book 
and inserting ‘‘a.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be read as it is pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


457. Any animal imported specially for breeding purposes shall be admitted 
free: Provided, That no such animal of the — Kaini shall be admitted free 


"s bred of and has been dul 
3 . n duly registered in a 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move also to strike out the words “‘has been,” 
in line 5. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend further, so as to read: 
And duly registered in a book of record established for that purpose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ‘The amendments will be considered 
as one question, if there be no objection. The question is on the amend- 
ment. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ioffer an additional section, which Isend to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section as follows: 

That section 20 of the act entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation to 


the Lee e of the revenues, approved June 10,1890," is hereby amended to 
eA Thatany merchandise deposited in bond in auy 23 or private bonded 

ouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years from the 
date of original importation on payment of the duties and to which it 
may be su by law at the time of such withdrawal: That noth 
herein affect or impair provisions of law in regard to the dis: — 
tion of perishable or explosive es.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 96, paragraph 392, of the old print, there 
is a misprint in the copy of the bill as reprinted. The word caps“ 
as printed should be cops.“ 

r. COCKRELL. On what page is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 96 of the original bill and page 99 of the 
reprinted bill. In the amendment inserted at the suggestion of the 
Committee on Finance there is a misprint, and the word “caps is 
printed for the word cops.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The manuscript is correct. The 
error occurred in the type. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All right. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer an amendment to come in after line 19, on 


54. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 54, before the amendment already 
agreed to, after paragraph 226, it is proposed to insert the following: 

Maple sirup, 20 cents per gallon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the first page of the bill, line 3, I move to fill 
the blank with the word October,“ the word July“ having been 
stricken out. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 3, itis proposed to fill the blank 


> by inserting the word ‘‘ October;’’ so as to read: 


That on and after the Ist day of October, 1990, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid upon all articles imported from foreign countries, eto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There should be inserted on the same page, after 
the date 1890,“ in line 4, the words unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, in line 4, after the date 1890,“ it is 
proposed to insert unless otherwise specially provided for in this 
act; so as to read: 

That on and after the lst of October, 1890, unless otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles 
Trg Ra Ng ge eB Bd en pnt 
ively prescribed, namely. i i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALDRICH. On page 110, at the commencement of the free-list, 
after the words Sec. 2, I move to insert the words On and after 
the first day of October.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 110, line 15, atter the words Sec. 2, 
it is proposed to insert On and after the Ist day of October, 1890; 
so as to read: 

See, 2. On and after the Ist day of October, 1890, the following articles when 
imported shall be exempt from duty, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer there the same amendment which was in- 
serted on page 1: ‘‘ unless otherwise specially provided for in this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clause will be reported asit will 
read if amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 

Sec. 2. On and after the Ist day of October, 1800, unless otherwise specially 
pes! for in this act, the following articles when imported shall be exempt 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After paragraph 421 of the old print of the bill, 
on page 103, I move to insert a new ph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 103 of the old print, after line 20, it is 
proposed to insert: 

Glass beads, loose, unthreaded or unstrung, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that in paragraph 703, on the free-list, the 
committee amendment has not yet been ado The committee’s 
amendment in Schedule E was adopted, but my impression is that 
paragraph 703 has not been acted bs rar 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over when Schedule 
E was under consideration. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that paragraph may now be acted upon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Finance 
Committee will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 703, the Committee on Finance 
propose to amend in line 21, page 130, after the word number,“ by 
striking out ‘‘sixteen’’ and inserting ‘‘thirteen;*’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

703. Bagama, all 3 soore No. a gens ae in 3 Ae bottoms, si 
ugar n „ 
. ———— ate i 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask for the yeas and nays upon that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks that on 
this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be again stated. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the proposition of amendment before the Sen- 
ate propose to put sugar between No. 16 and No. 13 on the free-list ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will again read the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The soll-eall will proceed 

e 3 roll-call will 2 

The Secretary recat te to call the roll. > 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON}. 

Mr, MANDERSON (when his name was called), I understand the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], with whom Iam paired, 


would vote yea on this e tf present. I therefore feel at lib- 
erty to vote, and I vote ievoa? 

The roll-call was concluded, and the result was announced—yeas 35, 
nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 
POE Dixon, Ingalls, Power, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevnda, Quay, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Kenna, 
tler, LAT hd McMillan, San 
e Gibson, Manderson, 
Cor! lialo, Gray, Paddock, Stewart, 
Hale, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
— Hiscock, Pp Washburn. 
wes, > Hoar, Plumb, 
NAYS—2. 
Allison, Davis, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Bate, Harris, Ransom, Walthall. 
Berry, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, Wilson of Towa, 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Spooner, Wolcott. 
Coke, Moody, 3 
Colquitt, Morgan, Vance, 
Oullom. Pierce, Vest, 
ABSENT—23. 
Barbour, Dolph, stampon, Payne, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Blair, " Hearst, Sawyer, 
Brown, Farwell, Higgins, Stanford, 
Call, George, McP $ Turpie, 
Daniel, Gorman, Morrill, Wilson of Md. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to state that I was called ont to send 
an important dispatch during the time the vote was being taken, and 
only reached the Chamber after the result was announced. If present, 
I should have voted yea.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is stili open to amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to come in as a separate sec- 


tion. 

The PRESIDENT pio tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as new sections the fol- 
ae a 

on and after the Ist day of July, 1891, as shall be annually 
„FFC d forms as may be pre- 

— — by the Commissioner of paternal Revenue, Oy a and with the 8 Kor 
e Secretary of the Treasury, a tax o corp sock, cent. Spon ei the 5 hang including 


— on all bonds, whether cash, 1 corpora- 
tions, of whatever character or nature, tra bad under corporate 


Territorial, or ipa ee —— T shall be annualiy collected from the 
88 r so made liable to ssid tax, other 
than cash dividends, shall be the actual value 


nd. —. That it shall be the duty of pel such corporation to make due re- 
turns mor all dividends, in such form and manner as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and in default of oot returna, it shall be 
lawful for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make estimate reof 
. 
make returns or paymen pon, 
ty of st 000, in addition to 7 penal 


the 
And for any neglect or refusal to 
auos so in default 
d forfeitures 


shall & penalty pre- 
Aby law for violation of internal - revenue proviuiona. 
Lor —. That it shall be lawful for said corporations to withhold from the 


beneticlary or beneficiaries of any such dividend or dividends the amount of 
and to be collected and paid under the provisions hereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. I do not see 
therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Gecrgia [Mr. Brown]. 


with the Sen- 
im in his seat, and 


Mr. WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoox er] is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then I withdraw my vote. Iam paired with 
hini. 

he result was announced—yeas 26, nays 31; as follows: 

s YEAS—26. 
el 8 Morgan, Tupe; 

; n, Paddock, ‘ance, 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Coke, Kenna, Pugh, Wilson of Mā, 
Colquitt, Mitcheil, Ransom, 
Daniel, Moody, Reagan, 
NAYS—3L. 
Aldrich, Davis, 1 Is, i 
Allen, g Daven es of Nevada, sanira, 
Allison, Dixon, MeMillan, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Power, Teller, 
Cameron, 22. gar, Rr 
* 0 

Ghandier, Hiscock, Sawyer, Wees 
Cullom, Hoar, n, > 


ABSENT—27. 
— ol Derer, 

Call 5 Manderson, 
Carlisle, Gray, Morrill, Walthall, 
Dolph, Hale, Payne, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert as an additional section the follow- 
ing: 


ae 


the satisfaction of any circuit or district court of the United States, 
manufacture and fes Poorana or distribution of similar articles of domestio peo 
duction or of the articles of domestic manufacture and production with w. 


article comes into competition is controlled by a single corporation, 
firm, or individ or by any combination or agreement between corpo: 5 
firms, or individ engaged in the manufacture, production, sale, 

tion of such domestic article, so as to 83 either of the follow: 
namely: The eee of eee and prescribed gery for su 
of domestic ma e arbi d artificial 3 

onoff, 


or distribu- 


the petition he shall set forth the facts Redes sich be 

andin which he shal! name the person or perso 

by him to exercise such control, or to be en; 3 

— as is porn penen named; and notice 
given to said persons, firms,and 

also be served on the district aito 

which such proceeding is comm 

trict attorney to and meg Sa ine interests of Go 

United States; all proceedings in respect of the matters herein provided 

for shall be under such rules as the court may prescribe, 

The eee upon the filling of such petition, shall be required to 
with sureties to be a) approved by the court, for the prompt payment 
levied herein upon the articles Ae and all costs of procedure before the 
court, if he shall fail to establish to the satisfaction of the court that do- 
mestie articles are controlled as in this act specified; and upon the fungo such 
bond, he shali be entitled to the delivery of such imported goods from aus- 
tom-house without the payment of duty. 

If, upon the final hearing of said Ser the court shall adj 
said goods are entitled to admission of duty as 3 contem; such 
judgment of the court shall operate as a di: of liability for payment 
3 — on duties, and from the proper proportion of obligation on account of such 


Jurisdiction is hereby given to such courts to hear and determine the matters 
hereinbefore s it shall be the duty of such courts to — ouai 
causes upon the docket; and such causes 1 be heard as 8 
decision of the court shall be final, and all the proceedings 
mary manner. 

If the petitioner shall fail to establish to the satisfaction of the 3 
herein named, u which the importer is to be relieved from the 
of duties herein fore mentioned, then the court shall render a j 
against the pet on his bond nn 
duties to which said goods are liable under the provisions of this act, together 
with a penalty of lo per cent. upon the full amount of the same, and the costs to 


be taxed as in other causes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I call for the yeas and 


nays. 
be > and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro 
Mr, HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 3 S 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 33; as follows: 


that the 


uity; and 
ina con 


YEAS—27. 
Bate, Colquitt Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 
Berry, Danio 7 Kenns, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Mo: 6 Reagan, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Carl n, 3 W. 
5 Gray, Pierce, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, k Plumb, 
NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Stewart, 
en Dolph, derson, Stockbridge, 5 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchel Teller, 
Blod, Frye. Moody, Washburn, 
Cameron, Hawle 5 5 Power, - Wilson of Iowa, 
** Hiscock, Quay, W. t. 
Saris Hoar, ont 
Vv Ingal er, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, 9 
ABSENT—21. 
Barbour, Eustis, Hi Sherman, 
Blair, Farwell, Me n, Squire, 
Brown, George, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, Hale, Payne, 
Chandler, Hampton, w, V. 
Edmunds, Hearst, Platt, Voor 
So the amendment was rejected. 


was rej 
Mr. PLUMB, I move to add at the end of the bill the tellowing 
additional section: 
Sec, —. That a commission is hereby ec and established, to be known as 


the cnstems commission, to be composed of five disinterested perso: be 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 


The commissioners ited under 
respectively, from the date of their respective ap 
successors respectively are appointed and qualifi 
of six years, except that any person chosen to fill a vacancy s 


this act shall continue in office six years, 
intments, and until their 
by the President, for terms 
hall be ted 
only for the unexpired term of the commissioner whom he shall Any 
commissioner may be removed by the President for ineffici neglect of duty, 
or malfeasance in office. No more than three of the com shall be 
appointed from the same political party. No vacancy in the commission shal 


impair the right of the remaining commissioners to exercise all the powers of 
the commission. The salary of such commissioners shall be at the ef $7,000 
perannum, They shall be entitled: in addition, to compensation for actual tray- 
eling and other necessary expenses in the d oftheir duties. They shall 
choose one of their own number to be the president of the commission. The 
shall have power to employ a clerk, a sten r. and a messenger, and, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, such other clerical assist- 
ants as shall be necessary to the performance of their duties, and at such rates 
of compensation as they may establish, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Their salaries, expenses, and the compensation of the clerk, 
n messenger, and such additional clerical force as may thus be em- 
ployed shall be paid out of any money in the Treas not otherwise appro- 
riated, acer the anditing of the same, according to the usual course, in the 
ury partment. 


Src, —. That the commission shall establish its ent office at the city 
of Washington, where it shall be at all times, in the usual course of business, 
ready to hear or receive oral or written testimony upon all the + earn me 
mentioned in this act, and poaae upon everything relating directly or Indi- 
rectly to customs duties and revenue. 

Sec.—, That it shall be the duty of the said commission to examine into and 
ascertain the average price of commodities imported into the United States, 
both at wholesale and retail in the United States, and both in the United States 
and in the foreign places of production, sale, or shipment, for the period of 
twelve months preceding and twelve months following any change in the rate 
of customs duties imposed upon such commodities, and this inquiry shall be 
carried back for a period of twenty-five years, and more, if deemed advisable 

such commission, and shallextend to all facts relating to demand and sup- 

p y, domestic and foreign, which tend to influence prices of such commodities, 

foreign and domestic, and to aid in determining the true effect of the import 

. duty or of the change therein, in the several cases, upon domestic and foreign 

prices and upon productions of the same or of other commodities, upon rev- 

e le immigration, upon profits of capital rates of wages, and the general 
welfare. 

Seeond. To ascertain the amounts in er and value of the importation 
of the principal commodities during each of said periods of twelve months pre- 
ceding and succeeding any such change in customs duties, 

Third. To ascertain, as as practicable, the quantity and value of the same 
= N ee ne produced in the United states during the same respect- 

ive 

Fourth. To ascertain whether in any and what instances the particular rates 
of customs duties have operated to increase or diminish production in the, 
United States and to cause a reduction of the first cost of articles produced for 
consumption, and what other causes, if any, have operated 9 

To ascertain in what particulars rates of customs duties existing from 
time to time operate injuriously or favorably to the development and increase 
of American manufactures and productions, or operate injuriously or favor- 
ably to the consumers of such manufactured articles and prod ns in respect 
of causing or contributing to the payment of unreasonable prices by consumers, 
or the removal or reduction of the same. 

To ascertain the effect of the customs duties upon the price of agri- 
cultural productions of the country and (heir sale in United States markets and 
theirc msumption in the United States, 

Seventh. To ascertain the effect of such customs duties, both actual and rela- 
tive, in of the employment and the payment of remunerative wages, 
both actual and relative, to labor in the United States, anda comparison of the 
same with the labor and wages in other countries, 

Eighth. To considerthe effect of customs duties, or the absence of them, upon 
the Itural, commercial, manufacturing, wining, and other industrial in- 
terests of the people of the United States, 

Ninth. To ascertain and compare the actual cost and the selling price, both 
at wholesale and retail, of similar manufactured commodities, reduced to Amer- 
ican weights, measures, and money, in the United States and elsewhere. 

Tenth. To ascertain the growth and development of 1 manufact- 
uring industries affected by the tarif schedules in England, France, Germany, 

um, and the United States for the last twenty-five years; and to ascer- 
tain the relative cost of transportation in those countries and the United States. 

Src. — That for the purpose of such inquiries and investigations the com- 
mission may visit any part of the United States, and by public notice or other- 
wise invite testimony and information from all persons interested. They may 
from time to time also delegate one of their number to visit foreign countries 
to make investigation respecting the labor and industries of those countries 
whenever such investigation = be necessary to promote the objects of the 
commission, and they may require information concerning the ! r and in- 
dustries of foreign countries from consular or other agents of the United States 
in those coun „ and such agents shall furnish the information so required 
promptly and without charge. 

Sec.—..That the commission shall report its proceedings in respect of the mat- 
ters hereinbefore in this act mentioned, together with the statistics and evidence 
upon which its report is based, together with recommendations for changes in 
customs dues which they may deem advisable and necessary, and the ground 
upon which its conclusions concerning such changes have been reached, to Con- 
gress, in the month of December in each year, It shall cause the testimony and 
statistics taken und obtained in respect of the matters in this act mentioned to 
be printed from time to time and distributed to members of Congress by the 
Public Printer, and also si cause to be printed for the use of Congress 2,000 
copies of its annual report, together with statistics and testimony hereinbefore 
mentioned. Itis hereby made the duty of the Public Printerto execute the 
printing provided for in this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
amendment, 

Mr. PLUMB, On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BAR- 
nour]. If he were present I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. BLAIR, I announce my pair with the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Georce]. 

Tue result was announced—yeas 31, nays 30; as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


YEAS—3l. 
Ald Daniel, 
Alien” Da Hae toate 
1. 
„„ Dawes Harris, wean, 


Moody, Plumb, Sanders, Stockbridge, 
M wer, Spooner, Washburn. 
ock, 5 Squire, Wilson of lowa, 
Quay, Stewart, 
NAYS—30. 

Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, T t 
Berty; Dolph, Kenna, Vance, 
B ‘burn, Edmunds, Pasco, Vi 
Butler, Evarts, Ransom, Voor! 
Cameron, Faulkner, Reagan, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Sawyer, Wolcott. 
Cock. Hoar, Sherman, ` 
Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Teller, 

ABSENT—23. 
Barbour, Cullom, Hampton. Payne, 
Blair, 2 à Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Higgins, Piatt, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert at the end of 


paragraph 227, on page 
55: . 

And provided further, That the duty on leaf-tobacco suitable for cigar wrap- 
pers shall not take effect until July 1, 1891. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Seuator from Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole. If there be no further amendments as 
in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having made sundry amendments 
thereto, the question in the Senate is upon concurring in the amend- 
ments made to the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN, I desire to reserve a separate vote on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] a few moments 
ago, which was just adopted. 

‘The PR ESIDEN T protempore, TheSenator from Maryland reserves 
for a separate vote the amendment last adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. A good many vetes were carried in Committee of the 
Whole vica roce, and perhaps it would not be fair to have them all 
adoptedinalump. Isuggest, therefore, that the amendments be called 


in their order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator to withdraw that request. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is debate, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will consume—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
from Rhode Island that these proceedings have to be without debate. 
The Chair understands the Senator from Kansas to demand that the 
amendments be separately stated. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, I do not do that. I wish to reserve one or two 
amendments, I offered one amendment, butI have no printed copy of 
it; it was not printed, in fact. I wish to reserve a vote in the metal 
schedule on tin-plate. I do not think I care to reserve any other. J 
shall offer some amendments at the proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The tin- plate amendment will be re- 
served. Are there further reservations? 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to reserve the amendment just offered by 


me. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘That is an amendment which can be offered in the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was rejected, and 
therefore no reservation can be made, Itcan be renewed in the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL, I desire to reserve the amendment striking out the 
internal-revenue sections so far as they concern tobacco. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further reserved amend- 
ments? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island on the subject of what is called reciprocity, 
and which contains the provision that the thing is not to go into effect 
until the Ist of July, 1891. I do not know what section itis. I think 
it is section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Vermont reserves 
the reciprocity amendment, socalled. Are there further reservations? 
That there may be no mistake or misunderstanding, the reservations 
will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

By Mr. Gorman, the amendment of Mr. PLUMB relating to a customs com- 
a Ar. Pl. vun, duty on tin - plate. 

By Mr. DANIEL, internal revenue sections on tobacco. 

By Mr. Epmunps, the reciprocity amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to be 
reserved ? 

Mr. VEST. I desire to reserve the amendment on page 130, para- 
graph 703, striking out 16“ and inserting ** 13” before the words 
Dutch standard. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri reserves 
the amendment in paragraph 703, page 130, line 21, striking out“ 16’? 
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and inserting 13.“ Are there further reservations? If there be no 
further reservations, shall the question be taken on concurring in the 
Senate in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole in gross? 
Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the amendments, with 
the exception of those heretofore reserved, are concurred in in the Senate. 
The Secretary will now read the first amendment reserved. It is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], creat- 
ing a customs commission. Shall it be read again at length? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not necessary to read it. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on concurring in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote 


t ea. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. It he were present, I should vote 
‘ nay. ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland-(when his name was called), 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
8 whether the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is re- 
00 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then Lask leave to withdraw my vote. 


I am 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from’ Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 
The result was aunounced—yeas 31, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Frye, Moody, Sande: 
yee Hale, Mo a — 
ison Harris Paddock, Spooner, 
y; : Hiscock, Pierce, Squire, 
Cullom, Ingalis, Plumb, Ste 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Power, 
Dawes MeMillan, ‘ugh, Washburn 
Dixon Mitchell, Quay, 
NAYS—29. 
Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Vance, 
Berry, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Butler, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom Wolcott. 
Coke, Gray, Reagan, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Sherman, 
niel, Turpie, 
ABSENT—H. 
Barbour, Carlisle. Hampton, Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Chandler, H ns, Piatt, 
Blair, E McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, Teller, 
Call, George, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Gibson, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
So the amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be stated. It was reserved generally as the amendment concerning 


tin-plate. As the Senator from Kansas has made this reservation, 
will he please indicate the particular amendment on which he desires 
the vote to be taken? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is an amendment providing that where compound 
duties are levied if they exceed 100 per cent. the duty shall be fixed 
at 100 per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatamendment was not agreed to in Committee of 
the Whole, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to move the amendment. I was mistaken 
in regard to what was parliamentarily necessary that I might have a 
vote on it. I merely wish to offer it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be first taken on 
the reserved amendment, and the bill will then be open to amendment 
in the Senate. The next reserved amendment will be reported. Will 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] be good enough to indicate 
the sections stricken ont upon which he desires a vote to be taken? 

Mr. DANIEL. From section 25, on page 150, to section 36, on page 
159, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon these several amendments in gross. ions 
25 to 36, inclusive, having been stricken out as in Committee of the 
Whole, shall the amendments striking ont these paragraphs be concurred 
in in the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia desires a 
vote on concurring in the action of the Senate as in Committee of the 
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Whole, striking out sections 25 to 36, inclusive, beginning on page 150 
and 3 page 160. 

Mr. P. . The question is on the adoption of the committee 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out the sec- e 
tions. An affirmative vote will leave the sections eliminated from the 7 
bill; a negative vote will reinstate them. The roll will be called on 
concurring in the amendments. ne 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. = 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced —yeas 
36, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Al Dixon, Ingalls, Qua: 
Allen, Dolph, Jonesof Nevada, Sanders, 
Allison, Edmunds, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron, b n, Spooner, 
Casey, Frye, Mitchell, Squire, 
Chandler, Hale Moody, 
Culiom, Hawley, ree, Teller, 
Davis, Plumb, ash 
Dawes, Hoar, Power, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—25. 
Bate, itt, Kenna, Vi 
z „ Morgan, Vv a 
Blackburn, Faulkner, s Walthall, 
Carll 8 . a | 
lisle, ray, „ 
Cockrell, Harris, Tarpie, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
ABSENT—23. 
Barbour. Farwell, McPherson Pagh 
Blair. George, rill, | Sherman, 2 
Blodgett, Gorman, lock, 
Brown, Hampton, Payne, 
1. H W. Wolcott. 
Eustis, Higgins, Platt, 
So the amendments were concurred in. . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment in 
order is the one suggested by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] 
upon the reciprocity subject. The Senator will please indicate the par- 
ticular amendment on which he desires a vote to be taken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which is marked in his printed proposition as sec- 
tion 2. Ido not ask to have it read over again, but I only wish (and 
I can say no more, for it would be debate) to move to strike out in the 
amendment agreed to as in the Committee of the Whole these words: 

On and after the Ist day of July, 1891. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 4 and 5 of the amendment agreed to as 
in Committee of the Whole it is moved to strike out the words: 

On and after the Ist day of July. 1891. r 


Mr. CARLISLE. They were stricken out in committee, were they 
not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were not stricken out as in 
Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I thouglit the Senator from Rhode Island accepted 
an amendment striking out those words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to amend in the Senate the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole by striking out the words which have just been read. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would it be possible now to reserve an amendment 
not heretofore reserved? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can move to reconsider. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then Ishall move to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment having been re- 
served, and the amendment to the amendment having been rejected 
the question recurs in the Senate upon concurring in the amendmen’ 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is subject to amendment. y 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. It is subject to amendment. The 
question is on concurring in thè amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. . 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now to be taken is 
upon concurring in the Senate in the amendment known as the reci- 
procity amendment, offered by the Senator from Rhode Island and agreed 
to as in Committee ef the Whole. The roll-call will proceed. 

I am 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). red generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], who 8 i 
to leave the Chamber; but hedid so upon my information that I felt 
I must vote upon these reciprocity amendments, and therefore I vote 


ae en. 


The roll-call was coneluded. 


Mr. BLACKBURN (after ha voted in the ve). I have] So the amendment was concurred in. 
vote“ hay, but I — the e of the 3 Nebraska The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the reserved amendments have 
[Mr. MANDERSON ] and I ask leave to withdraw my vote. been acted upon. The bill is in the Senate and open to amendment. 
Tlie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- | Mr. BUTLER. I move, after line 21 on page 124 of the reprint, to 
draws his vote. insert in the free-list: 7 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that I am paired with the Bagging toada of jute, manila, sisl, or other Sher, oxodpt hemp or flax, for 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. wra: cotton bales, 
The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 29; as follows: Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. = 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


drich Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, Mr. WASHBURN. Let the amendment be read. 
5 2 — Moody, Spooner, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
Allison, ane Paddock, = scabs The CHIEF CLERK. On page 120 of the originally reported bill, after 
—.— Hiscock arty ý : the amendment agreed to, after line 16, insert: 
Chandler, Hoar, ' Plumb, sora Bagging made of jute, manila, sisal, or other fiber, except hemp or flax, for 
f oe 8 Tore or Nevada, N i Wilson of lowa. wrapping cotton bales, 
Daws, McMillan, Sanders, Mr. BUTLER. The effect of that I will state will be 
Dixon, Manderson, = ab dg Mr. PLATT. That is debate. 
NAYS—29, $ 8 
i- Mr. BUTLER. No, Iam not allowed to speak. 
— 5 Daniel,” 5 The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). The Sen- 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Morgan, ator is not in order. The roll will be called on the question of agree- 
Blodgett, Everts, hon ite oy aia: ing to the amendment moved by the Senator from South Carolina. 
Carlisle. Gibson, | Ransom, The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. z ö 
— setae eee Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), I am paired with the 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


wre ea 8 aoe mn Pi Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Brown, — . ae bara The roll-call was concluded. 

Call, Hearst, Payne, Mr. DOLPH. On this question I am paired with thesenior Senator 
Eustis, Higgins, Pettigrew, 


from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after having voted in the negative). Iin- 
quire if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WIIsox] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

121 WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
wi m. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. z 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR]. Lobserve that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] 
voted, although the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is absent. 
If there is no objection, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and vote. I vote nay.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 29; as follows: 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend, on page 124, after line 21 

Mr. PLATT. I thought there was a reservation on tin-plate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Have the reserved amendments been disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Chair was about to state 
thatthe Senate has not yet acted on all the reserved amendments, The 
next reserved amendment, on page 130, paragraph 703, reserved by the 
Senntor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 130, line 21, paragraph 703, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, agreed to strike out ‘‘sixteen’’ and 
insert thirteen; so as to read: 

Sugars, all not above No.13 Dutch standard in color, ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurringin the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey Mr. 
MclaErsoy]. 

Mr. COCKRELL raas dee = e Berry ra 
senior Senator from Iowa . ALLISON not vo e was aeg 2 
out of the Senate Chamber just a moment ago, and I am paired with | Butler Sar — Voorhees, 
him. I understand that he would have voted yea,“ and I withdraw | Cockrell, Harris. 
my vote. Ishould vote nay“ if allowed to vote. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- | Aldrich, Frye, Moody, Squire, 
draws his vote. A Hale, Platt, Stewart, 
Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa voted ' nay.” r, 810 fope — 


Mr. CULLOM. He votes for No. 16. Washburn. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Does the Senator trom Rhode Island know how 
the Senator from Iowa is on this question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He would vote nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I shall let my vote stand, and announce 
the iact that the Senator from Iowa has been unavoidably called out of 
the Senate Chamber for a few moments, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The vote of the Senator trom Mis- 
souri will be reco in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—39. So the amendment was rejected. 
Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, Mr. PIERCE. I should like to inquire if it is in order to offer an 
Ingalls, amendment to a paragraph which has voted on in the Senate, e 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that any part of 
the bill is now subject to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. PIERCE, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. I un- 
derstand that it is proposed now to amend an amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, which has been concurred in in the Senate. 
Is that in order? 

Mr. HALE. Has it been concurred in in the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. It has been concurred in in the Senate, after haying 
been made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PIERCE. In case there is any question of order, I ask unani- 
mous consent at least that the amendment may be read for information. 
I do not think there will be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This being an amendment proposed 
to an amendment which has already been agreed to in the Senate, the 
Chair is inclined to think it would not be in order. 

Mr. PIERCE. Task unanimous consent 
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Prog SPOONER. It is an amendment added as a new section to the 
Mr. PIERCE, It is to affect an amendment added to the bill as a 
new section, 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment offered by the Senator from Kan- 
sas is no longer in the form of an amendment; it is a part of the bill. 
No amendment can be offered to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I remind my friend from Wisconsin that debate is 
not in order. z - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of the amendment made on the mo- 
tion of Mr, PLUMB, after the word Senate, insert the words and 
at least three of whom shall be practical farmers; *’ soas to read: 

That a commission is hereby created and established, to be known as the cus- 
toms commission, to be composed of five disinterested persons, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and at least 
three of whom shall be practical farmers. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is clearly out of order, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is inclined to think it would 
not be in order to consider the amendment. If there be no ſurther 
amendments to the bill, the question is on ordering it to a third read 


in 

Air ALDRICH. Lask that the yeas and nays be taken upon the 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment which I desire to offer before 
that is done, of which I gave notice. It is an amendment which I 
offered in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Will the Senator indicate the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PLUMB. I indicated it awhile ago. It is an amendment that 
provides that where specificand ad valorem duties are both imposed, 
and they amount to more than 100 per cent., only 100 per cent. shall 
be levied. It was offered in committee and voted down, and I gave 
notice then that I should call for the yeas and nays on it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK, It is proposed to add a new section after sec- 
tion 3, as follows: 

Src.—. That whenever goods or other articles dutiable under the provisions 
of this act pay both a specific and ad valorem duty which, combined, amount 
to over 100 per cent. of the foreign value of such goods or other articles, then 
the duty assessed and paid thereon shall be paid at the rate of 100 per cent. ad 
valorem instead of the combined rate prescribed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. " . 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstrs]. 

‘Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 26, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Barbour, Colquitt Jonesof Arkansas, Turpie, 
Bate, Daniel. Morgan, Vance, 
1 Faulkner, Pasco, Vest, 
Blac burn, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Gray. Ransom, 
Coke, Reagan, 
NAYS—3B, 
Aldrich, Edmunds Manderson, Spooner, 
Allen, eed 
Allison, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Y, Piatt, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Power, Wash 5 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, Wolcott 
Dawes, Hoar, ts, 
Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
ABSENT—3, 

lair, E Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett. Farwell MePherson, Stanford, 

rown, George. Morrill, Wilson of Iowa, 

t, Hampton Paddock, Wilson of Md, 

Cameron, Hearst, Payne, 
Carlisle, Higgins Pettigrew 
Davis, Ingalls, Pierce, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that au order may be entered that the para- 
graphs and sections of the bill may be numbered consecutively as they 
now stand in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The enumeration will be made by 
the Secretary. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to the bill as a separate sec- 
tion, to be numbered according to that order. I move to insert a new 
section, as follows: 


Sr. -— On corn, wheat, rye, barley, onts, hay, straw, and potatoes; on cot- 
ton, ginned or unginned; on live „ for food — breeding pur- 
poses; and on asses, mules, and horses, a duty of 3 per cent. ad 3 


i 


And whenany articles mentioned in this section are toany 
country the owner thereof shall be entitled to a ium of 3 per cent. ou the 
8 the date of the shipment, to be wed and paid as herein pro- 


Such exports shall be appraised by the proper officersat the port or place of 


arranged 
of the articles exported to which they apply, and such triplicate ce 
be marked, respectively, as “original,” second,“ and “third,” in each set. 

Said table blanks, to be flied up at the proper cus- 
tom- house with the place and date of export; its weight or measure in pounds 
or bushels; its value per pound or bushel; the value of the whole export in- 
cluded in sueh certificate; the name and place of ce of the owner of the 

rted articles, and of the consignee, and of the vessel in which the export fs 
shipped, and the sum, stated in dollars and cents, of the export premium on 
suo! rt. Such certificate shall be issued in blank by the of the Treas- 
ry. mon shall have a fac-simile of his signature thereon. 

And when the owner of such export shall make affidavit, to be indorsed on 
each of said 3 certificates, that all the statements therein contained are 
true, the same if approved by the collector of customs, be signed by him, and 
the certificate marked “ ori: I shall be delivered to such owner. Said origi- 
nal certificate shall be transferable by deli , and shall be receivable for all 
customs dues, for the sum of the export premium stated therein. No such cer- 
lificate shall issue for a less sum than $100, nor for any sum that is not the mul- 
tiple of $5. Of the triplicate certificate so issued the part numbered“ second“ 
shall be sent by the collector of customs tothe Treasury Department, to be filed 
inthe pope: office, aud the part numbered third“ shall be tiled in the custom- 
house ing the same. 

Whenever any original certificate of export is received at any enstom-house 
of the United States in payment of duties on imports the same l be canceled 
and returned to the Treasury Department, and, if such certificate is so taken up 
at any other office than that from which it issued, the proper description of the 
certificate, with the name of the person who lust owned the same, shall be certi- 
fied to the office from which said certificate issued, and shall be filed with the part 
of the triplicate to which said certificate * marked second, and such sec- 
ond shall be canceled whenever the original of the same set has been taken up. No 
original or other certificate of export shall be accepted in payment of customs 
dues after two o'clock in the afternoon of the day next succeeding the period 
of one year from the date of its issue; and said certificates shall not be a debt 
against the United States payable in money, or in any other manner except in 
the payment of duties on imports, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had designed to reserve for the purpose of a vote 
upon it the silk-bounty amendment, If it does not interfere too much 
with the time of the Senate, I should be glad now to have unanimous 
consent to have a vote on that amendment. I omitted at the time 
when the Chair was calling for a notification of reserved amendments 
to bave it reserved. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the para- 


graph in which the amendment oecurs? 4 

Mr. PLUMB. It is in the silk schedule, page 95, paragraph 409. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator desires to have a vote 
on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
striking out the paragraph? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion will be taken in the Senate upon concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. The amendment will be stated 

The Cater CLERK. ‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out, on page 95, paragraph 409, under the head of Silk and 
silk goods.“ > 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the paragraph which provides for a bounty 
on the production of silk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The paragraph will be read at length. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to read it. We understand it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us have the yeas and nays on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the question that is reserved? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On page 95, paragraph 409, silk and 
silk goods, proposing to pay a bounty upon the production of silk. On 
the report of the Committee on Finance, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, struck out the paragraph. The question ison concurring in 
the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. . 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

The result was announced—yeas 52, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich Casey. Dolph, Hiscock, 
Allen. 3 Evarts, Hoar, 
Allison, Cockrell, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, 
Barbour, Ooke, Frye, Jones of Nevada, 
Bate, Colquitt, Gorman, MoMillan, 
Biackburn Daniel Harris, Morgan. 
Butler, É Dixon, Hawley, Pasco, * 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


* 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 9, 


Platt, x Squire, 
Power, — oom) Ste Voorhees, 
„ Sawyer, Stock x Walthall, 
uay, Sherman, Turpie, Washburn 
ansom, Spooner, Vance, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—5. a 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Plumb, Teller. 
S ABSENT—27. 

Blair, Dawes, Higgins, Payne, 
Blodgett, Ingalls, Pettigrew, 
Brown, Farwell, Kenna, Pierce, > 
Call, George, M n, Stanford. 
Cameron, Gibson, Moody, Wil~on of Md. 
Carlisle, e, Morri Wolcott. 
Davis, Hampton, Paddock. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendment in 
the Senate, the question is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the 
bill ordered to a third; reading? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the yeas and nays may be taken on or- 
dering the bill to a third reading. 

‘gone and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were 
present, I should vote in the affirmative, and I doubt not he would vote 
in the negative. I have failed to announce this pair many times upon 
the roll-calls in order to avoid repetition, but I desire it to be under- 
stood, for the protection of the Senator from Mississippi, that we have 
always been paired, whether the announcement was made or not. 

Mr. HIGG (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea. . 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr, McPHERson’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is detained from the Sen- 
ate by illness. Ifhe were t; he would vote nay.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Benator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘ yea. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.” 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, DOLPH (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the senior Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. Brown]. 

: aoe PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
vote. 

Mr. PASCO. On this vote I wish to again announce that my col- 
league [ Mr. CALL] is absent and is paired with the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘‘ nay. 

- The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson Sherman, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Allison, Frye, oody, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Pierce, Stewart, 
Casey, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, H > Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, Hoar, Power, Washburn 
Davis, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Dixon, MeMillan, Sawyer, 

NAYS—28. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gray. Reagan, 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Turpie, 
— N Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, 

m, Daniel, Morgan, Vest, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Voor! 
Butler, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gorman, 5 Wilson of Md 

ABSENT—15. 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Pettigrew, 
Brown TKO, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Hampton, as Pe Wolcott 
Dolph, e t, Paddock, 
5 yne, 


So the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that an order may be entered that the bill 
be printed as amended, and that the amendments of the Senate be 
numbered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Let us have an executive session. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I desire to move that when the Senate adjourns 
it adjourn, until otherwise ordered, to meet at 11 o’elock. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator trom Rhode Island to yield for 
an executive session. 
roan ALDRICH. First I yield for the motion of the Senator from 

Mr. SHERMAN, I hope that order will be adopted. 
nad? PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 

eld? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and yield to 
the Senator from Ohio. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting be 11 o’clock in the 
forenoon. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were feopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 10, 1890, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations received by the Senate the 9th day of September, 1890. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


John H. B. Amick, of Pennsylvania, to be special examiner of drugs, 
medicines, and chemicals, in the district of Philadelphia, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, in place of Dennis J. Loughlin, to be removed, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Cavatry. 8 

Additional Second Lieut. James J. Hornbrook, to be second lieu- 
tenant, June 19, 1890, vice Sargent, promoted. 

Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Samuel G. Jones, jr., to be second lieu- 

tenant, August 10, 1890, vice Foster, deceased. 
Seventh Regiment of Cavalry. 

Additional Second Lieut. William F. Clark, to be second lieutenant, 

July 22, 1890, vice Mann, promoted. 
< TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Class 
rank. 


18. Cadet Robert B. Wallace, vice Irwin, promoted. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
Cadet Frank M. Caldwell, vice Clinch, deceased. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Cadet Milton F. Davis, vice Neall, promoted. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Cadet Francis C. Marshall, vice Flynn, promoted. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
. Cadet James A. Ryan, vice Shipp, promoted, 
Cadet Melvin W. Rowell, vice Smith, promoted. 
Cadet Lawrence J. Fleming, vice Johnson, promoted. 
Second Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Hiram McL. Powell, vice Moffatt, deceased. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Peter Murray, vice Kennedy, promoted. 
. Cadet Paul A. Wolf, vice Bundy, promoted. 


Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
36. Cadet John H. Wholley, vice Leyden, promoted. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
+). U dot Prank B. Keech, vice Weeks, deceased. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
‘a ry H. Baudholtz, rice Morton, promoted. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Henry T. Ferguson, rice McIver, promoted. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Ernest B. Gose, vice Richardson, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Charles C. Clark, vice Anderson, promoted. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Willis Uline, vice Barth, promoted. 


31. 


22. 


19. 


8 


21. er 
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Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
50. Cadet Joseph C. Fox, vice Saffold, promoted. 
Fourteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


„ Cadet James R. Lindsay, vice Kimball, promoted. 
. Cadet Fred W. Sladen, vice Reynolds, promoted. 


Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet George M. Brown, vice Putnam, resigned. 
Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Henry G. Lyon, vice Stockham, resigned. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet George D. Moore, vice Griffith, promoted. 
. Cadet Charles J. Symmonds, vice Duval, promoted. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. f 
Cadet William O. Johnson, vice Smith, promgted. 
Cadet Henry G. Learnard, vice Cunningham, wholly retired from 
the service. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Hugh Swain, vice De Shon, resigned. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
. Cadet Vernon A. Caldwell, rice Young, transferred to the Ninth 
Cavalry. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 


Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Edmund L. Butts, vice Kernan, promoted., 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Attached to the cavalry arm, 
To date trom June 12, 1890. 
Cadet James J. Hornbrook, to the Second Cavalry. 
Cadet William F, Clark, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Cadet Samuel G. Jones, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Cadet Orin B. Meyer, to the First Cavalry. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 
„ Cadet James Madison Andrews, jr,, to the Fifth Cavalsy. 
Attached to the artillery arm. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 


. Cadet Colden LH. Ruggles, to the First Artillery. 

. Cadet Henry D. Todd, jr,, to the Third Artillery.. 

Cadet John C. Rennard, to the First Artillery. 

. Cadet James Hamilton, to the Second Artillery. 

Cadet Thomas W. Winston, to the Fourth Artillery. 

Cadet Alfred C. Merillat, to the Fifth Artillery. 

Cadet Maurice G. Krayenbuhl, to the Fourth Artillery. 

. Cadet George Montgomery, to the Second Artillery. 

. Cadet Clint C. Hearn, to the Fourth Artillery. 

„ Cadet William C. Davis, to the Fifth Artillery. 

. Cadet Frank G. Mauldin, to the Third Artillery. 
Cadet Daniel W. Ketcham, to the Second Artillery. 

. Cadet William S. McNair, to the Third Artillery. 

. Cadet William J. Snow, to the First Artillery. 

. Cadet George G. Gatley, to the Fifth Artillery. 

Cadet Thomas B. Lamoreux, to the Fourth Artillery, 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Charles Scoville, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 


of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, to succeed Joseph B. Cox, whose 
term of office has expired by limitation. ° 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Seplember 9, 1890. 


DISTRICT COMMISSIONER. 


John W. Ross, of the District of Columbia, to be commissioner of 
the District of Columbia. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 


Alexander C. Hensley, a resident of Kentucky, to be a chaplain in 
the Navy. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
x Lieut. Burns T. Walling, junior grade, to be a lientenant in the | 
x 
5 REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
George L. Dobson, of Newell, Iowa, to be register of the land office 
at Buffalo, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS. : 
+ John H. B. Amiek, to be special examiner of drugs at Philadelphia, 
a. $ 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 


Will T. Walker, of Harper, Kans., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Bufalo, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Thomas P. Hawley, of Nevada, to be district judge of the United 
States for the distriet of Nevada. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


James Brady, jr., of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. 

John Gofigon, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the district 
of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia. 

CONSULS. 

Herbert L. Rand, of INinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Ponape, Caroline Islands. 

Alonzo Spencer, of New York, to be consul of ‘the United States at 
Guadeloupe. 

John F. Healey, 
Funchal. 

John B. Richardson, of Kansas, to be consul of the United States at 
Matamoros. 

James J. Peterson, of West Virginia, to be consul of the United States 
at Tegucigalpa. 

POSTMASTERS. 


John W. Breathitt, to be postmaster at Hopkinsville, in the county 
of Christian and State of Kentucky. 

Eli R. Crafton, to be postmaster A Liberty, in the county of Clay and 
State of Missouri. 

Andrew E. Thorberg, to be postmaster at Mandan, in the county of 
Morton and State of North Dakota. 

Frank M. Mead, to be postmaster at Miller, in the county of Hand 
and State of South Dakota. 

Frederick Reitz, to be postmaster at Neillsville, in the county of 
Clark and State of Wisconsin. 

Samuel T. Poinier, to be postmaster at Spartanburg, in the county 
of Spartanburgh and State of South Carolina. 

Mrs. Sallie P. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Wayne, in the county of 
Delaware and State of 5 

Edwin T. Sammons, to be postmaster at Hillsborough, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Lllinois. 

John T. Waters, to be postmaster at DeWitt, in the county of Clin- 
ton and State of Iowa. 

Willis W. Overholser, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the 
county of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 

Randolph Knapp, to be postmaster at North Attleborough, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Christian Schwinger, to be postmaster at Tonawanda, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

Frederick F. Field, to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county 
of Santa Barbara and State of California. 

William Judson, to be postmaster at Chelsea, in the eounty of Wash- 
tenaw and State of Mi 

Bolivar A. Holmes, to be postmaster at Pleasanton, in the county of 
Linn and State of Kansas, 

John Foreman, to be postmaster at Fostoria, in the county of Seneca 
and State of Ohio. 


of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 9, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by the 
Seeker pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). Prayer by Rev. J. H. CuTH- 
BERT, 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to correct the RECORD, 
or at least it seems to me that it should be corrected. On page 10691 
1 see these words: 

1 be Nine Te I pem sarg y the Maine delegation be excused on 

Now, in view of the fact that the Maine delegation are in most robust 
political health, especially the Speaker, I think there is some mistake 
about that announcement. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not catch the gentleman's words. Has he 
just heard from New Jersey? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I said I thought there was some 
mistake in the announcement made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cumminas] yesterday. [Laughter.] 

~ CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, LANGSTON V6. VENABLE. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to eall up the contested-elec- 


99 enable. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I raise the question of consideration. 


grb? SPEAKER pro tempore. The Olerk will first report the resolu- 
ion. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth en district of Virginia and is noten- 
titled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That John M. Langston a Representative of Congress 
creme Shee Fourth Congressional district of egen and is entitled to a seat 


Mr. O’FERRALL. I now raise > the question of consideration. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Will the House now 
~ consider the resolution just read ? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the 88 api to have it. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 32. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the point 
that no quorum is present? 

Mr. OFERRALL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore was proceeding to count the House, when 
Mr. HAUGEN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Would a 
3 be in order at this time to postpone the consideration of this 


“The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at chis time. It is not yet before 
the House. The question of consideration is being raised. As many 
as are in favor of the present consideration of the contested-election 
ease of Langston rs. Venable will, when their names are called, say 
„ay and those opposed will say no. ‘The Clerk will call the roll. 

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 14, not vot- 
ing 222; as follows: 


YEAS—69. 
ms, Farguhar, MeCormick, Sherman. 
Anderson, Kans. Featherston, Moffitt, Simonds, 
Atkinson, l’a Flick, Moore, N. II. Smith, III 
S Frank, A Smyser, 
e, Gear, Mo. Snider, - 

p. Gest, O'Neill, Pa. . 
Bergen, Grosvenor, Osborne, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Hall, Owen, Ind Stivers, 
Bowden, - Hansbrough, Payne, 

Buchanan, N. J. Harmer, Payson Taylor, E. 
Burrows, 12 0 1 Taylor, J. D. 
‘Candler, Maas. Hen n,lown Pickler, 
Cannon, Hermann, Post, Thompson, 
Caswell, Hill, unckenbush, Townsend, Colo 
Hitt, ines, Townsend, 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Reed, Iowa Walker, 
Coleman, Kinsey, Reyburn, Wallace, N. X. 
Comstock, A Rite, Wickham, 
Craig, La Follette, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Qulbertsou, Pa. dlaw, Rowell, Yardley. 
Doltiver, Ws, Russell, 
Dunnell, Lind, Sa r, 
5 Boull, 
NAYS—1l4, 
Andrew. Flower, McClellan, Wike, 
penp J. 2 h Wiley. 
Cummings, Lewis, Vaux, 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Abbott, Carter, Forman, McAdoo, 
Alderson, Caruth, Fowler, McCarthy, 
Allen, Funston, Medlammy, 
Allen, Miss. Chipman, Geissenhainer, McComas, 
Anderson, Miss. Clancy, Gibson, McCord, 
Arnold. Clarke, Ala. Gifford, McCreary, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Clemeuts, „ MeDufie, 
Baker, Clunie, McKenna, 
Bankhead, Cobb, Grimes, McKinley, 
Barnes, Cogewell, ut, MeMillin, 
Bartine, Conger, cRae, 
Barwig Connell, Hatch, Miles, 
Beckwith, Cooper, Ind. Hayes, Milliken, 
Belden, Cooper, Ohio Haynes, Mills, 
Biggs, Cothran, Heard, Montgomery, 
Bingham, Covert, Hemphill, Moore, Tex. 
chard, Cowles, Henderson, III Morgan, 
ý Orain, Henderson, N. ©. Morrow, 
Crisp, Herbert, orse, 
Blount, Onlberson, Tex. Hooker, udd, 
Boatner, Cutcheon, Hopkins. Mutchler, 
Boutelle, Dalzell, ouk, Niedringhans, 
Breckinridge, n, Kelley, Norton, 
Brewer, Darlington, Kennedy, Nute, 
Brickner, Davidson, Kerr, Pa. O'Donnell, 
Brookshire, De Haven, Ketcham, O'Ferrall 
Brosius, De Lano, Kilgore, O'Neall, Ind 
Brower, Dibble, Knapp, O'Neil, Mass. 
Brown, J. B. Dickerson, Lane, Outhwaite, 
Browne, T. M. Dingley, Lanham, Owens, Ohio 
Browne, Va. —— Lansing, Paynter, 
ner, Danek: Lawler Peel, 
Buchanan, Va. Dunphy, Lee, Penington, 
Buckalew, Edmunds, Lehlbach. Perry, 
Bullock, Elliott, Lester, Gu. Peters, 
v 5 Ellis, Lester, Va. Phelan, 
on, Enloe, Lodge, Pierce, 
Butterworth, Ewart, es Price, 
Caldwell, Piton Mansur, — gl 
„Ga. „ Martin, ud. Nanda. 
Carlton, Flood, 8 Ray, 


Reilly, ‘Tillman, Wheeler, Mich. 
Richardson, — Tracey. Whiting, 
Robertson, Stewart. Ga. Tucker, Whitthorne, 
Rogers, Stewart, Tex. Turner, Ga. Wilkinson, 
Rowland, Stewart, Vt. Turner. Willcox, 
Rusk, Turner, N. Y. Williams, III. 
Sanford, Stone, Ky Vandever, Wilson, Ky. 
Sayers, Stone, Mo. Van Schaick, Wilson, Mo. 
Scranton, Struble, le, Wilson, Wash, 
Sency, Stump, Waddill, Wilson, W. Va. 
Shively, r, Wade, Wright, 
Skinner. ‘Tarsney, Wallace, Mass. Yoder. 

Smith, W. Va. Taylor, III. ash 

Spinola f Taylor, Tenn. Wheeler, 


No quorum voting, 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BREWER with Mr. COVERT. 


. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES. 

. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr, ALDERSON, 
. BAKER with/Mr. ROGERS. 

. SANFORD with Mr. ROBERTSON, 

. CUICHEON with Mr. FORMAN. 

. GREENHALGE with Mr. TILLMAN. 

. HOPKINS with Mr, Price. 

. Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Kronau with Mr. CLANCY. 

. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. Witsoy, of West Virginia. 


WADDILL with Mr, DARGAN. 


. BLIss with Mr, CHIPMAN. 

; STRUBLE with Mr. HAYES, 

. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 
. CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 


Dr Laxo with Mr. DUNPHY. 


. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

. GRour with Mr. FITCH, 

. CONGER with Mr. COWLES. 

. O'DONNELL with Mr. COBB. 

. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana, 
. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

„ MILLIKEN 
VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 
. NIEDRINGHAUCS with Mr. HATCH. 

. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITIXG. 
WILSON, of Washi 
. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr, LANE. 


with Mr. ABBOTT. 


, with Mr. FOWLER. 
MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNTIE. 


DE HAVEN with Mr. Breas. 

. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

. NUTE with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

. GIFFORD with Mr. ROWLAND. 

. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

. Houx with Mr. Ennor. 

. DORSEY with Mr. MCADOO. 

. DARLINGTON with Mr. REILLY. 

. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 
. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 
. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

. DALZELL with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

. TAYLOR, of Minois, with Mr. Law er. 

. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 

. ARNOLD with Mr. PIERCE. 

. McComas with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 

. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. Ournwarrx. 

. SWENEY with Mr. Turner, of New York. 


Loba with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 
YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 
this day: 


. COGSWELL with Mr. O'NEIL, of Massachusetts. 

. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana. 

. VANDEVER with Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 

. HILL with Mr. TUCKER, on the Venable election case. 

. TURNER, of Kansas, with Mr. MONTGOMERY, on this vote. 
. BROWER with Mr. McCarry, on this vote. 

. McDurrie with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 
. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, for four days, 
. BARTINE with Mr. TRACEY, for one week. 


HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this week. 
Brosiws with Mr. Murcu ier, for four 
DINGLEY with Mr. SPRINGER, from August 27 until otherwise 


directed. 


Mr. 


gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LESTER], 


HERMANN. Mr. er, I find that I am paired with the 


I voted for the purpose of 


1890. 
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making a quorum. If there be a quorum, then I desire to withdraw 


my vote. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. I call for a recapitulation. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. YARDLEY. Mr.8 , Lam paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KERR], but I voted for the purpose of making a 

uorum, 
$ Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. VANDEVER, was 
nt this morning, but was compelled to leave on account of sickness. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I was present on the second call, but 
I did not hear my name called. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman present when his 
name was called? 

Mr. BURTON. On the second call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman listening? 

Mr. BURTON. I could not be sure about that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman can 
not vote, as under his statement he does not come within the rule. 

Upon this question of consideration the ayes are 89 and the nays are 
14. These, together with those recorded as present and not voting, do 
not constitute a quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr.O’FERRALL] if the stampede on the other 
side is occasioned by the news from Maine? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I did not hear the gentleman's question. I wish 
he would repeat it, for I would like to answer it. 

The motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed to, and a call of the House 
was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Abbott, Connell, Kerr, Pa. Reilly, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind. Ketcham, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Covert, Knapp, 1 wiand, 
Anderson, Miss, Cowles, Lane, Rusk, 

drew, Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, Sanford, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa, T Lee, 3 Scranton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 5 Lester, Va. Seney, 
Banks, Darlington, Lewis, Skinner, 
Barnes, os Mem Lind, Spinor 
Bartiue, ©, Lodge ipringer, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Mansur, tahinecker, 
Beckwith, Dingley, Martin, Ind. Stewart, Ga. 
Belden, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Vt. 
Biggs, Dorsey, McAdoo, Stone, Mo 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCarthy, Struble, 
Bliss, Edmun McComas, Stump, 
Blount, Ellis, McCord, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McCreary ey 
Breckinridge, Ewart, MeDuiie, Taylor, J 
Brewer, Finley, Miles, Taylor, 
Brickner, Fitch, Miiliken, Thompson, 
Brookshire, Fithian, Mills, Tillman, 
Brosius, Flick, Montgomery, Turner, Kaus. 
Brown, J. B. Flood, Moore, Tex, Turner, N. Y. 
Browne, T. M. Forman Mutchler, Vandever, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Niedringhaus, Van Schaick, 
Buchanan, Va. Funston, Nute, Venable, 
Buc x Geissenhainer, O'Donnell, Waddill, 
Bullock, Gibson, O'Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Butterworth, Gifford, O'Neil, Mass. Wallace, Muss. 
Bynum, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Caldwell, Greenhalge, Pee}, Wheeler, Mich. 
Candler, Ga. Grout, Penington, Whiting, 
Candler, Mass. ugh, Perkins, t . 
Carlton, Hatch, Perry, Wilkinson 
Carter, Haynes, Peters, ‘Willeax, 
Catcliings, ` Phelan, Williams, Ill 
Chipman, Hemphill, 5 Wilson, Ky. 
Clancy, Henderson, III. Post, Wilson, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala Hooker, Price, Wilson, Wash. 
Clements, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clunie, Houk, Quinn, Wright, 
Cobb. Kelley, Randall Yoder, 
Conger, Kennedy, Ray, 


The following members reported to the Clerk and were noted as 


present under the rule: 


Mr. BECKWITH, Mr. BARNES, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 
Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, Mr. EN- 
Lok, Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Foxsrox, Mr. BANKS, 
Mr. Post, Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. Perkins, Mr. 
MUTCHLER, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. FLICK, Mr. PEN- 
INGTON, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. Hooker, Mr. SENEY, Mr. 
HANSBROUGH, Mr. LIND, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is there a quorum present, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Lask for a recapitulation of the names. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll of 
absentees for excuses. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest that that is an in- 
novation upon the practice under the new rule. I have only this de- 
sire, that, whatever the practice is, it shali be harmonious, and there- 
fore I make the suggestion that it never has been the practice under 
the newruleeither to i the names of those who have answered 


recapitulate 
on the call or to call the roll again for excuses. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair thinks that the names of 
absentees have been called frequently for excuses, and the Clerk will 
call the names of absentees. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRANK (when the name of Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, has been called away 
on important business, and I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. HAUGEN objected. 

Mr. MUTCHLER (when the name of Mr. REILLY was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I understand that my colleague, Mr. REILLY, is absent on 
account of sickness in his family, and I ask that he be excused. * BS 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCRAE (when the name of Mr. Rogers was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague, Judge ROGERS, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. McoMILLIN (when the name of Mr. Prerce was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. PIERCE, be excused on account 
of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLELLAN (when the name of Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. MARTIN, of 
Indiana, be excused on account of sickness, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. > 

Mr. McKENNA (when the name of Mr. VANDEVER was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. VANDEVER, left the House this morn- 
ing eirth of sickness, and Task that he be excused for the rest of 

e day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LANHAM (when the name of Mr. ABBOTT was called), Mr, 
Speaker, my colleague, Judge ABBOTT, is absent on account of sickness, 
and I ask that he be excused. $ 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN (when the name of Mr. BYNUM was called). Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] is detained at 
home by the serious illness of his child, and I ask that he be excused 
from attendance to-day on that account. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COLEMAN (when the name of Mr. WILKINSON was called), 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. WILKINSON, is confined to his room 
on account of sickness, and J ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PARRETT (when the name of Mr. BARwiG was called), Mr. 
Speaker, Mr. BARWIG has been absent from the House for several 
days on account of sickness, and has been excused by the House for 
that reason. 7 

Mr. CUMMINGS (when the name of Mr. SPINOLA was called). 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SPINOLA, is absent on account of sick- 
ness, and I ask that he be excused. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 3 

Mr. FLOWER (when the name of Mr. TURNER, of New York, was 
called). Mr. Speaker, Iask that my colleague, Mr. TURNER, of New 
York, be excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

For the remaining absentees no excuses were offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk reports 166 members pres- 
ent on this call—a quorum. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the ques- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL], the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending which the gentleman moves 
that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn; there were, on 
a division (called for by Mr. O’FERRALL)—ayes 38, noes 96. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
40, noes 93, not voting 192; as follows: Š 


YEAS—#, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. M: Sayers, 
Barnes, Cummings, McMillin ex, 
Bland, Davidson, cRae, Shively, 
Branner, Norton, Stewart, Tex, 
Campbell, Flower. Stockdale, 
Carlton, Ferney, O’Ferrall, Turner, Ga, 
Caruth, Grimes, Paynter, Vaux, 
Cothran, Hooker, Peel, Wheeler, 
Crain Lanham Penington, Wike, 
Crisp. Lester, Ga, Quinn, Wiley. 
NAYS—93. 
Adams, Bergen, Cannon, g. 
Anderson, Kans. Bingham, Caswell, Culbertson, Pa, 
Andrew, Bowden, Chea Dolliver, 
Atkinson, Pa. Buchanan, N.J Clark, Wis. Dunnell, 
— aks, ers) 88 oer 
ne, urton anstoc: uhar, 
Belknap, „Mass. Connell. Featherston, 


es st aa 
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Frank, La Follette, Perkins, Spooner, 

f Laidlaw. Pickler,. Stephenson, 
Gear, Laws, Post, Stivers, A 
Gest, Lehlbach, a Stock! 
Grosvenor, Jánd, es, Taylor, E. 
Hall. McClellan, Reed, lowa Taylor, J. D. 
Harmer, McCormick, 1 Tv 
Haugen, McKinley, Rife, ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Henderson, III. Moffitt, Rockwell, ‘Townsend, Pa, 
Hermann, Moore, N. H. Rowell, Walker, 

Hil, orey, R 1, Wallace, N. Y. 
Hitt, Morse, Seull, 
Holman, Mudd, Sherman, Williams, Ohio 
Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa. Simonds, Yardley. 
Kerr, Iowa — re, — III. F 
Kinsey. yne, yser, 
Lacey, yson, Snider, 

NOT VOTING—1&. 
Abbott, Cooper, Olilo Knapp, Richardson, 
Al is Covert, Lane Robertson, 
Allen, Mich Cowles, Lansing, gers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cutcheon, Lawler, Rowland, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lee, k, 
Atkinson, W. Va. 4 Lester, Va. Sanford, 
Baker, Darlington, Le Sawyer, 
Ban “ De Haven, Lodge, Scranton, 
Bartine, y Maish, Skinner, 

z Dibble, Mansur, Smith, W. Va. 

th, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Spinola, 
Belden, Dingley, n, Tex. Springer, 

Dockery, Mason, necker, 

ard, Dorsey, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 

Bliss, Dunphy. MeCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Blount, Edmunds McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Boatoer, Ellis, McComas, Stone, Mo. 

Enloe, McCord, Struble, 
Boutelle, ‘art, McCreary, Stump, 
Breckinridge, Finley, McDuffie, Sweney, 

y Fitch, McKenna, ‘Tarsney, 

5 Fithian, iles, ‘Taylor, III 
Brookshire, Flick Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Flood, ills, Thompson, 
Brower, Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 

J. Fowler, Moore, Tex. A 
Browne, T. M. issenhainer, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Morrill, Turner, Kans. 

„Va. Morrow, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock, „ Van Sebaick 
Bul alge, nghaus, an ick, 
Bunn, Grout, Nute, Venable, 
Butterworth, 1 yA ser paue weet, 

+ - e, 

well, Hatch, 8 Nell. Mans, Wallace, Mass. 
ler, Ga. Hayes, Outhwaite, Washington, 
er, Haynes Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich 
Catchings, Heard Owens, Ohio ting. 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Perry, Wilkinson, 
ey, Henderson, N. C. Poters, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Phelan, Win III. 
Clements, Hopkins, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. 
Cobb,” Kelle Pagel Wilson, Wash 
ey ey, n, . 
Cogswell, Kerr, Pa. Randall, Wilson, W. Va 
Conger, Ketcham, — 7 Wright, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Reilly, Yoder. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. BooraMAN with Mr. YODER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WADE. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Dockery], but 
have voted in order to make a quoram. Asa quorum is not necessary 
on this question, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I did not vote, because I am paired with 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], whom I do not see in 
his seat. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Houx]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. LESTER], and have only voted in order to make a quorum, 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The question recurson 
the question of consideration raised by the gentleman from Virginia. 
The question is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the 


resolutions re from the Committee on Elections? 
The SPE. R re tempore proceeded to put the question. 
ae O’FERRALL. On that question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
was not advised as to that fact. 
Mr. CRISP. The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, On this question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 7, not voting 
231; as follows: : 


YEAS—87. 

Adams, Burrows, Culbertson, Pa. Hansbrough, 
Anderson, Kaus. Dolliver, Harmer, 
Benia ER eee Beane Hes ru. 

on. K 
Bayne, Cheatham, Pai A Hermann, 
Beckwith, Clark, Wis. Featherston; Hitt, 
Belknap, Coleman, Flick, 5 Kennedy, 

3 Gest, Kerr, Iowa 

Bowden, Connell, or, Kinsey, 
Bachanan, N. J. Craig, Hall, „Lacey, 


La Follette, orse, * Rife Stephenson, 
Laidlaw, Mudd, Rockwell, Parti 
ws, O'Neill, Pa. Rowell, Taylor, E. B. 
Lehlbach, e, Russell. Taylor, J.D. 
Lind, Payne, ot ha omas, 
ason, Payson, Seull, ‘Townsend, Colo, 
McCormick, Perkins, Sherman, Townsend, Pa. 
Pickler, Simonds, Walker, 
Moffitt, = asks Orpen Smith, III. Wallace, N. X. 
Moore, N. H. . Smyser, Williams, Ohio 
te Reed, Iowa Snider, Yardley. 
Morrill, Reyburn, er, 
NAYS—7. 
Andrew, Cummings, MeClellan, Vaux. 
Cheadle, Holman, Shively, 
NOT VOTING—231, 
Abbott, Cowles, Lane, Richardson, 
Alderson, Crain, Lanbam, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Crisp, Lansing, ogers, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex Lawler, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Outcheon, Lee, Rusk, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Da 7 Lester, Va. Sayers, 
er, Darlington, Lewis, Scranton, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Lodge, Beney, 
Barnes, De Haven, Magner, Skinner, 
Bartine, Lano, Maish, Smith, W. Va. 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Spinola, 
Belden, Dickerson, Martin, Ind Springer, 
Biggs, Dingley, Martin, Tex. Stahinecker, 
Bi rs Dockery, eAdoo, Stewart, Ga, 
Blanchard, Dorsey, MeCarthy, Stewart, Tex 
Bland, Dunphy McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Edmunds, MeComas. Stockbridge, 
Blount, Elliott, MeCord, dale, 
Boatner, Ellis, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Boothman Enloe, McDufiie, Stone, Mo. 
Boutelle, McKenna, Struble, 
7 Finley, McMillin, Stump, 
Brewer, teh, MeRae, Sweney, 
Brickner, Fithian, Miles, 
Brookshire, Flood, Milliken, Taylor, In 
Brosius, Flower. Mills, ‘Taylor, Tenn, 
Brower, Forman, Montgomery, Thompson, 
Brown, J. B. Forney, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, Morgan, >i 
Browne, Va. k, Morrow, Tucker, 
Brunner, Funston, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Gear, Niedringhaus, Turner, Kans, 
Buckalew, Geissenhainer, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bullock. Gibson, Nute, Vandever, 
unn, Gifford, Oates, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Goodnight, O'Donnell, Venable, 
Bynum, Greenhalge, O' Ferrall Waddill, 
Caldwell Grimes, O’Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Candler, G Hare. Outa wal Washin 
ndier, Ga. are, te, gton, 
Carlton, Hatch, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
Carter, Hayes, Owens, Ohio Wheeler, Mich. 
Caruth, Haynes, Parrett, Whiting, 
Caswell, eard Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Peel, Wickham, 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Penington, Wike, 
Clancy, Henderson, erry, iley, 
Clarke, Ala. Herbert, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Clements, HM, Phelan, ilicox, 
Clunie, Hooker, Pierce, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Hopkins, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Cogswell, Houk, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Conger, elley, Sofas“ Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Ind Kerr, Pa. nn, ilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Sandali, : Wright, 
Cothran, Kilgore, Ray, Yoder. 
Covert, napp, Relliy, 


Mr. O'FERRALL, Icall for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote ha been recapitulated, 

Mr. YARD said: I am paired with my colleague from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Kern], but have voted for the purpose of making a quo- 
rum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pays 7—no quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. VAUX (while the Speaker pro tempore was putting the question 
on ordering a call), I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro t The House is dividing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I make the point that the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvan 

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The House is dividing upon the ques- 
tion of ordering a call. The Chair will recognize the gentleman later. 

The question having been taken, a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named 
members failed to answer: : 


On this question the yeas are 87, the 


Adams, Biggs, Browne, Va. Catchings, 
Alderson, Bingham, Buchanan, Va. Chipman, 
Allen, Mich, Blanchard, Bullock, Clancy, 

len, Miss. Bland, Bann, Clarke, Ala. 
Anderson, Miss, iss, Burton, Clements, 
Arnold, Blount, Butterworth, Clunie, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Boutolle, Bynum, Cobb, 
Baker, Brewer, well Conger, 
Bankhead, Brickner, Candler, Ga. Connell, 4 
Barnes, Brookshire, * Cooper, nd. 
Bartine, Brosi Cannon, Cooper, Ohio 
Barwig, browne: B. Carlton, Covert, 
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Cow Hayes, Montgomery, Spinola, 
Cutcheon, Moore, Tex. Springer, 

1, eard Morey, Stahlnecker, 
Dargan, Hemphill, Mo Stewart, Ga, 
e U CORS pea — ¢ 

vidson, : 5 orse, 
De Haven, Houk, Mudd, Stone, Mo. 

Lano, Kelley, Mutchler, Struble, 
Dibble, Kerr Niedringhaus, Stump. 
Dickerson, Ketcham, Nute, Sweney, 
Dingley, Kilgore, "Donnell, ey. 
Dockery, Knapp, O’ Neall, Ind. Taylor, III. 
se A 2 W tA e i Taylor, Tenn. 

nphy., ane, thwa! hompson, 
Edmunds, Lansing, Owens, Ohio Tillman, 
Elliott, Lawler, Payne, Turner, 
Ellis, Lee, Paynter, Turner, N.Y. 
Enloe, Lester, Va Perry, Vandever, 
Evans, Lewis, Peters, Van Schaick, 
Ewart, Lodge, Phelan, Venable, 
Finley, Magner, Pickier, Waddill, 
Fitch, Maish, erce, Walker, 
Fithian, ur, Post, Wallace, Mass, 
Flood, Martin, Ind. Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y; 
Flower, Martin, Tex. Quackenbush, Wheeler, Ala. 
Forman, ason, Quinn Wheeler, Mich, 
Fowler, McAdoo, Randall, Whiting, 
Frank, McCarthy, Ray, Whitthorne, 
Geissenhainer, McComas, Reilly, Wiley, 
Gibson, cCord, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Gifford, TS, Willcox, 
G ight, MeDuftie, Rowland, Williams, III. 
Greenhalge, cKenna, Rusk, Wilson, Ky. 
Grimes, McKinley, Sanford, Wilson, Mo. 
Grout, McRae, Sawyer, Wilson, Wash. 
Hall, Miles, Scranton, Wilson, W. Va: 
Hare, Milliken, Skinner, Wright. 
Hateh, Mills, Smith, In. Yoder. 


During the roll-call the following members reported their names to 
the Clerk and were recorded as present under the rule. 

Mr, CAxxox, Mr. BURTON, Mr. BROWNE of Virginia, Mr. ALLEN 
of Mississippi, Mr. BUNN, Mr. FLOWER, Mr. LACEY, Mr. MCRAE, Mr. 
ELLIOTT, Mr. Mupp, Mr. Morse, Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Post, Mr. PICK- 
LER, Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. HAYES, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. QUACKENBUSH, 
Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. MOKINLEY, Mr. BLAND, Mr. WHEELER of Ala- 
hama, Mr. EvANs, Mr. WILEY, Mr. Frank, Mr. Morey, Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. KEL- 
LEY, Mr. MAIsH, Mr. McKenna, Mr. MuTCHLER, Mr. O’NFIL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. OWENS of Ohio, Mr. MASON, and Mr. McCREARY, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point of order that the roll has not 
been called the second time for excuses. I believe the former occu- 
pant of the chair directed the recapitulation also of the absentees, Mr. 
Speaker. I ask, therefore, for a recapitalation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker ot the House and the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair when occupying this position on different 
occasions have ruled, and the Chair believes it has been the uniform 
practice of the House, that there can be no recapitulation of the names 
of those recorded as present under the call of the House. The present 
occupant of the chair is aware of the fact that the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House on one occasion allowed the names of the absentees to be 
called; but the Chair is inclined to follow the uniform rule heretofore 
adopted and hold that that practice is not required by the rule. 

The Clerk reports the presence of 158 members—not a quorum. 

Mr. VAUX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is a dilatory motion. 

Mr. HAUGEN. [raise the point of order that it is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On the question of order that the mo- 
tion is dilatory the Chair desires to state that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, the Chair has observed, has been constantly in attendance 
during the day and voted on every call. The Chair therefore holds 
that the motion is in order. N 

Mr. VAUX. And I will state, Mr. Speaker, that it was not my pur- 
pose to make it as a dilatory motion, but because it is evident that we 
can not transact any business in the present condition of the House. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Honse di- 
vided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 54. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 86, not vot- 
ing 187; as follows: 

YEAS—32, 


Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. MeMillin, Seney, 
Andrew, Flower, McRae, Shively, 
Bank i Forney, Morgan, Stewart, Tex, 
Biland, Hare, Norton, Stockbridge, 
Blount, Heard, es, dale, 
Boatner, Henderson, N.C. _O'Ferrall, Stone, Ky 
Breekinridge, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Tucker, 
Brunner, Hooker, Owens, Ohio ‘Turner, Ga. 
Buekalew, Lanham, Parrett, Vaux, 
Bunn, Lester, Peel, Wash 
Campbell, Maish, Penington, | Wheeler, Ala. 
Cothran, McClammy, Richardson; 2, 
Crisp, McClellan, Sayers, Wiley. 
NAYS—S6, 
Adams, Beckwith, Buchanan, N. J. 
Anderson, Kans. Bel Burton, Oranii 
Banks, 4 Candler, Mass. Cheatham, 
Bayne, Bowden, Cannon, Cogswell, 


Coleman, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Smith, III. 
Comstock, Hill, Osborne, Smyser, 
Connell, Hitt, » Owen, Ind. Snider, 
Craig, Kell yne, Spooner, 
Cul Pa. Kerr, lowa Payson, phenson, 
Cummings, Kinsey, Pickler, Stivers, 
Dunnell, Laney Post, Taylor, E. R. 
Ia Follette, 2 Taylor, J. D. 
Featherston, Laidlaw, nes, Thomas, 
Frank, Laws, Reed, lowa Townsend, Colo, 
Funston, Lind, Reyburn, Townsend, Pa. 
Gear, McCormick, e. Walker, 
Gest, McKinley, Rockwell, Wallace, N. Y. 
Grosvenor, Moffitt, Rowell, Wickham, 
Ilansbrough, Moore, N. H. Russell, Williams, Ohio 
Harmer, orey, Scull, Yardley. 
H n, Morse, Sherman, 
Henderson, III. Mudd, Simonds, 
NOT VOTING—187. 5 

Abbott, Covert, Kerr, Pa. yi 
Alderson, Cowles, Ketcham, Re lly, 
Allen, Mich, Crain, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Cutcheon, Knapp, rs, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lane, Rowland, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dargan, Lansing, usk, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darlington, Lawler, Sanford, 
Baker, Davidson, Lee, Sawyer, 
Ba x De Haven, Lehlbach, Scranton, 
Bartine, De Lano, Lester, Va. Skinner, 
Barwig, Dibble, Lewis, Smith, W. Va. 
Belden, Dickerson. Lodge, Spinola, 
Biggs, Dingley, Magner, Springer, 
Bingham, kery, Mansur, Stahinecker, 
Bianchard, Dolliver, Martin, Ind Stewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Dorsey, Martin, Tex Stewart, 
Boothman, Dunphy, Mason, Stone. Mo 
Boutelie, mun McAdoo, Struble, 
Brewer, ENiott, McCarthy, Stump, 
Brickner, Ellis, McComas, Sweney, 
Brookshire, Enloe, McCord, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Ewart, McCreary, Taylor, III. 
Brower, Farquhar, McDuffie, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, J, B. Finley, McKenna, T 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, Miles, Tillman, 
Browne, Va. Fithian, Milliken, v. 
Buchanan, Va. Flick, Mills, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Bullock, Flood, Montgomery, Turner, N.Y. 
Burrows, Forman, Moore, Tex. Vandever, 
Butterworth, Fowler, Morrill, Van Schaick, 

ynum, Geissenhainer, Morrow, Venable, 
Caldwell, Gibson, Mutchler, Waddill, 
Candler, Ga. Gifford. Niedringhaus, Wade, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Nute, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter, Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Wheeler, Mich. 
Caruth, Grimes, O’Neall, Ind Whiting, 
Catching, Grout, uthwaite, Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hall, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, Hatch, Perkins, Willcox, 
Clark, Wis. Hayes, Perry, Williams, III. 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Clements, Hemphill, ` Wilson, Mo. 
Ciunie, e Pierce, Wilson, ig 
Cobb, He x Wilson, W. Va. 
Conger, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wright 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Quinn, Yoder. 
Cooper, Ohio Kennedy, Randall, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I offer the resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 

of the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the House. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I desire to offer an amendment 

to the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he i directed 

the provisions of section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United — mee 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the purport of the 

statute in question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No work, no pay. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HAUGEN. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. O' FERRALIL. Upon the amendment Lask forthe yeas and nays, 
Mr. OWEN, of Ohio. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

Is it necessary to adopt a resolution here in order to get the officers of 

this House to enforce the laws ot the House? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It appears so, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a parlia- 
mentary inqury. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, upon which the gentleman from Virginia demands the yeas and 


nays. 5 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I object to the amendment as not in order. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. A point of order is now pending. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the point of order that the amend- 
ment to the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BUCKALEW, And on this ground: The resolution is, of course, 
in order to obtain the attendance of the absent members, but the amend- 
ment is to be an order of the House on the Sergeant-at-Arms, and it 
8 a quorum of the members to pass it. 

. CANNON. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think 
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that it would be a very effective way to procure the attendance of gen- 
tlemen? 

Mr. BUCKALEW.. Yes; but the difficulty is that the minority of 
the House have not the power. 

Mr..BLAND. The point of order I make is this: That we are-pro- 
ceeding under the rules for a call of the House. Weare, in our present 
condition, without a quorum, and no other business can be transacted 
until that is disposed of. If we may proceed to consider that resolu- 
tion we may proceed to consider any other business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the point. 

Mr. BLAND. There is no quorum present and no business can. be 
transacted, and the only thing to do is to proceed under the call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon 
the point of order. By the uniform course of decision as to proceed- 
ings when less than a quorum is present, nothing is in order except a 
motion to adjourn, or some motion that is incident to the necessary 
proceedings under a call of the House; and the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] isan affirmative 
direction which would require—ifin order at all—the action of a ma- 
jority of the House when transacting its ordinary business. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I give notice that that resolu- 
tion will appear again if we are left without a quoram much more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry before the 
Chair submits this resolution. Clause 2 of Rule XV reads as follows: 

2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, 
and in all calls of the House the doors shall be closed, the names of the mem- 
bers shall be called 7 n Clerk, and the absentees noted; and those fòr whom 


no suficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those present, be 
sent for and 


Now, I wish to know if it is not in order, before the House acts upon 
that resolution, to offer excuses for the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That opportunity has been given, and 
whenever gentlemen have risen in their places to make excuses for ab- 
sent members recognition has been always extended. 

Mr. BLOUNT: Iam not speaking about what has been done. I 
wish to know if it is not in order now to offer excuses, prior to the 
issuing of the warrant for the arrest of members. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask one question; and that 
is, after the yeas and nays have been asked for on the amendment to the 
resolution, whether a point of order can then be made against it. As JI 
understand it, there axe two ways of getting a quorum: first, by having 
the Sergeant-at-Arms notify the members and bring them here; sec- 
ond, by asking that their pay be stopped, according to the section of 
the Revised Statutesreferred toin the resolution of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. Now, I did not understand the Chair 
to rule that resolution out of order on the ground that it was not a 
proper way to get them here, by stopping their pay. 

Mr. HEARD. But you can not do that without having a quoram 
here to order it. 

Mr. FLOWER. That resolution directed the getting of them here 
by stopping their pay. I think that is the better way of the two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The difficulty about the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER] is that the 
point of order made against the amendment of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has already been sustained. 

Mr. FLOWER. But I was asking the question whether a point of 
order could be made against the amendment after the yeas and nays 
had been demanded upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decided that the amend- 
ment was not in order. 

Mr. FLOWER. Did the Chair decide that.a point of order could be 
made after the yeas and nays were demanded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could be made unless the further 
point was made by a member that the point of order came too late; 
and no gentleman rose to make that point. 

Mr. FLOWER. Lam a little interested in this point, Mr. Speaker, 
because while I was absent it was charged that I drew $13.70 per day, 
-being absent without leave. I think I could submit some remarks to 
this House which would make it clear that I was not drawing my pay. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. BucHANAY, of 
Virginia] is absent on important business, and I move that he be ex- 
cused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The tleman from. Virginia [Mr. 
O’FERRALL] moves that his colleague | Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia] 
be excused on account of important business. 

Mr. HAUGEN.. Lobject to that, 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Then I demand a vote upon the question. 

The question was taken; and the motion that Mr. BUCHANAN, of 


Virginia, be excused. was agreed to. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. I move to lay the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. HAvGEN] upon the table. 

Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
is not in order - 

Mr. GEAR. I make the point of order that that is out of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is in order under the rules. Undoubt- 
edly the previous question will prevent debate under the rules, but a 
motion to lay upon the table has precedence overa motion for the pre- 
vious question. A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no demand for the 

previous question upon this resolution. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very true; but the gentleman from Wis- 
consin might ask for the previous question. Otherwise the resolution 
is open to debate. This is under a call of the House. It is an order 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms to arrest. Therefore all the power and all the 
rules applicable to the House applies to this. This House, without a 
quorum, has whatever power is necessary to bring absent members here. 
It must exercise that power under the rules of the House. Therefore 
a motion to arrest or to issue a warrant of arrest isa motion that has 
applicable to it all the incidental motions that other questions before 
the House have. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] can 
call the previous question; otherwise the question is open to debate. 
You can demand the previous question, you can lay the resolution on 
the table, for that would dispose of it; and I move to lay the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin upon the table. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr, HAUGEN] on the question of order as to whether or 
not the motion to lay the resolution upon the table is in order. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to speak on the question ot 
order. The only motion that can be made under the circumstances is 
either a motion to call the House or to adjourn; and a motion to lay 
on the table would require a quorum present, or a motion for the pre- 
vious question would require a quorum.. And there being no quorum, 
if such a motion be allowed, then there would be a complete block- 
ing of business, and we could neither compel absent members toat- 
tend nor even adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Illinois is correct, then you never could come to a vote on a call of the 
House if the minority did not choose to let you do it. 

Mr. ROWELL, It is not a motion that is debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is nothing in the rule that prevents 
it from being debatable. No Speaker, I apprehend, would hold that. 
Every question is debatable in this House excepting those questions 
which by the rules are made non-debatable, And as to this particular 
matter, a quorum not being necessary, this House has the same power 
with reference to it, even in the absence of a quorum, that it would 
have it the whole House was here. When the House has not a quorum 
it has the power to do two things—compel the presence of absent mem- 
bers, and to adjourn. In reaching a conclusion on those two subjects 
it must do so under the rules of the House, in the orderly manner pro- 
vided for by those rules. It is limited to those two subjects, but in 
those it has all the power that a full House has. It has the power to 
excuse a member, as was just done a moment ago. The motion to ex- 
cuse a member would be subject to the previous question, to division 
by tellers, and then to a vote by the yeas and nays. 

The House without a quornm has the power to order a warrant to be 
issued for the arrest of absent members. Why? Because it is a step 
toward obtaining a quorum, and this resolution is an exercise of that 
power. It has the power to revoke leaves of absence, as has been de- 
cided by the present Speaker and a former one; and debate upon the 
motion would be in order under the rules of the House. I do not think 
the Speaker pro tempore will have the least doubt ſor a moment if he will 
consider the matter. The power of this House without a quorum is 
precisely the same with reference to the matters upon which the House 
can act as the power of the full House concerning any other matter 
that is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is an entirely new one 
to the present occupant of the chair, and it is embarrassing to be called 
upon to decide it at the instant; nor is the Chair able, after a moment- 
ary consultation with gentlemen about the Clerk’s desk, to derive any 
aid from any recollection they may have. The gentleman from IIlinois 
[Mr. ROWELL] in opposition to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is hardly accurate when he says 
that no motion is in order except a motion to adjourn or a motion 
for a call of the House. Any motion which is incident to a call is in 
order. No quorum is necessary to transact any proper business in 
connection either with a call ot the House or any question incident to 
a call of the House. Now, the situation is this: The House being with- 
out a quorum, a resolution to secure the attendance of a quorum is 
presented by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN]. Any 
motion which is properin connection with that resolution, in the judg- 
ment of the Chair, is in order at this time. The resolution is before 
the House for oitlinary consideration; it is debatable, and has all the 
privileges and disabilities attending ordinary resolutions, except that 
less than a quorum may dispose of it, And while the same end would 
be attained by voting down the resolution offered by the gentleman 
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from Wisconsin as would be attained by adopting the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, still the Chair is of the opinion that the 


motion to lay on the table is in order. 


Mr. ROWELL. I make the point that that is a dilatory motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the motion is dilatory. 


and decisive vote, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point will be overruled. The 


nestion is on the motion of the 
e table the motion made by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 


the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 74. 
Mr. O' FERRALL. Yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 91, not voting 
188; as follows: 
YEAS~—-46, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, Morgan, 
Andrew, a Norton, 
Bankhead, Forney, Oates, 
Bland, Tiare, O’ Ferrall, 
Blount, Heard, O'Neil, Mass, 
Breckinridge, Holman, Owens, Ohio 
Brunner, Hooker, 
Bunn, U Peel, 
Connell, Lester, Ga. Peuington 
Cothran, Maish, Ri 
M — 
berson, Tex. McClellan, Shively, 
NAYS—SL, 
Adams, Craig, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa. Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunnell, Lehlbach, 
Banks, an, oO Lind, 
yne, Farquhar, 
Beckwith, Featherston, MeCormick, 
P Frank, MeKinley, 
en, Funston, otu, 
Bingham, Gear, Moore, N. H. 
Bowden, Gest, Morey, 
Bucbanan, N: J. Grosvenor, orse, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Mudd, 
Burton, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. 
Campbell, Haugen, Osborne; 

8 Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind. 
Cannon, Hill, Payne, 
Casweili, Hitt, Payson, 
Cheadle, Kelley, Perkins, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, Post, 

Clark, Wis. Kerr, lowa Quackenbush, 
well, Kinsey, Raines, 
Coleman, Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Comstock, La Follette, Reyburn. 
NOT VOTING—188. 
Abbott, Crisp, Kilgore, 
Alderson, Cutcheon, Knapp, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lane, 
Anderson, Miss. = Lansing, 
Arnold, Darlington, Lawler, 
Atkinson, W. Vs. Davidson, e, 
Baker. De Haven, Lester, Va. 
De Lewis. 
Bartine, Dibble, Lodge, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Magner, 
Belden, Dingley, Mansur, 
Biggs Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
Blanchard. Dolliver, Martin, Tex. 
Bliss, Dorsey MoAdoo, 
Boatner, Dunphy, MeCarthy, 
Boothman, Edmunds, Mi 
Boutelle, Ellioti, MeCord, 
Brewer, Ellis, M 5 
Brickner, Enloe, McDuffie, 
Broo! x Ewart, McKenna, 
Brosius, Finley, MeMillin, 
Brower, iteh, MeRae, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, iles; 
Browne, T. M. Flick, Milliken, 
Browne, Va. Flood, ills, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, 
Buckalew, Fowler, Moore, Tex. 
Bullock, Geissenhainer, H, 
Butterworth; Gibson, è 
Bynum, Gifford, Mutchler, 
Caldwell, Goodnight, Niedringhaus, 
Candier, Ga. Greenhalge, Nute, 
Cariton, Grimes, O'Donnell, 
Carter, Grout, O’Neall, Ind 
Caruth, Hall, Outhwaite, 
Catchings, ch, Paynter, 
Chipman, Hayes, Perry, 
Clancy, Haynes, Peters, 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Phelan, 
Clements, —— ron. ey! Zee 
Clunie, enderson, N. erce, 
Cobs — Price, 
nger, ermann, Pugsley; 
Cooper, Hopkins, 
Cooper, Ohio Houk, Randai, 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. — 
Cowles, Ketcham, iy, 


The Chair is not prepared to rule that 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A motion can not possibly be dilatory 
which in its very nature requires the House to come to an immediate 
gentleman from. Kentucky to Jay on 
that 


nevar- 

er, 
Stephenson, 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo. 
T Pa, 
Walker, 
Wallace, N. Y. 


Williams, Ohio 
Yardley. 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Russell. 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Scranton, 
Sener, y 
Skinner, 
Smith, W. Va. 
0 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the table was rejected. 
Mr. O' FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 
The Clerk proceeded with the recapitulation. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. By virtue of an understanding between the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin and myself, I withdraw the call for the recapit- 
ulation. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident that the news from 
Maine is so demoralizing to onr Democratic friends that they are per- 
fectly unfit for business to-day. [Laughter.] I therefore move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 26 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. FRANK: 


Resolved, That a subcommittee be appointed by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery of America to inquire into the 
progress of the details for the holding of the proposed exhibition in Chicago, 
and to make an examination into the amount 3 allotted to the various 
Government displays and all other matters pertaining to the displays of the 
United States at said exhibition; 
to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery of 


America. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: : 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1424) to provide for thedisposal of 
the interest on the Virginius indemnity fund, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3065)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the following bills of the House, which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine S. Hansel (late 
Wilson). (Report No. 3066.) \ 

A bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Burnett. (Report No. 


3067. ) 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs. (Report 
No. 3068.) 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4872) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Peter R. Eddy, accompanied by 
£ report (No. 3069)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. KINSEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ried 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 5587) for the Tallef of : 
James A. Rice, accompanied by a report (No. 3070)—-to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. It. 6392) granting a pension to Jane 
Boswell Moore Bristor, accompanied by a report (No. 3071)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11101) for the 
relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, deceased, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3072)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 11993) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend the pension laws by increasing the pensions of sol- 
diers and sailors who have lost an arm or leg in the service,” approved 
August 4, 1886—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 11994) to substitute Treasury notes 
for bank notes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. GEST (by request): A bill (H. R. 11995) to create a Woman's 
International Labor Congress to be held at the Quadro-Centennial Co- 
Iumbian Fair in 1893—to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Centen- 
nial of the Discovery of America. = 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr, CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11996) for the removal of the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Cassidy—tothe Committee 
on Naval Affairs. a 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11997) for the relief of Alexander 
8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 11998) for the relief of William J. 
Bryan, late postmaster of San Francisco post-office, State of California— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11999) for the relief of Capt. John 
Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, CARUTH: Twenty-two petitions of various boards of trade, 
merchants’ exchanges, and others, praying for the passage of House bill 
11744 g mail boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Affidavits in the case of William Bassett to ac- 
company House bill 2822—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Petition of citizens of Spring 
Cañon Alliance, Huerfano County, Colorado, in tavor of of Sen- 
ate bill 2806 or House bill 7162—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Clara, in same county and State, for 
same measure to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 10, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's proceed- 
ings. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the circumstances that we all understand, 
as the Journal is very long, I ask unanimous consent that its reading 
be di wi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with, The Chair hears no objection, and the Journal—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. As we are acting under a special order to-day and 
time ought not to be wasted, as six hours are allowed for general de- 
bate on the tariff bill, I suggest that by unanimous consent the morn- 
ing business be dispensed with, 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to take an order that is important in regard 
to business that is to come up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Journal 
will stand approved, - 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Oklahoma Territory, favoring the immediate opening 
of the Cherokee Strip to settlement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Afairs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition numerously signed by persons 
living in Northwestern Kansas, setting forth the failure of crops in that 
section and suggesting certain relief to be granted by Congress. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. à 

Mr. BATE. I presenta memorial in the shape of a telegram, on 
behalf of certain citizens of Memphis, Tenn, , remonstrating against the 


passage of the Conger lard bill. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. QUAY. I present resolutions adopted by the Boston Merchants’ 


Association, of Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of the Torrey bank- 
-rupt bill. . 
r. HOAR. t memorial was presented to the Senate yesterday. 


It will not do any harm, of course, to present it again. 
good resolution, and it is worth repeating. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table, 
if there be no objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr, TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 2 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 

A bill ay R. 1894) to pension Silas Beesley; and 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4382) for the relief of Bremer 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4383) granting a pension to Vin- 


It is a very 


ita Osborn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4384) granting a pension to Thomas M. 
Chill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Senate bill (No. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore 
granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes, as the same passed the Senate, and the amendments to the same as 
adopted by the House of Representatives, and the bill as it is reported by the 
committee of conference to the Senate, be printed together in bill form, for the 
use of the Senate. 


Mr. MORGAN. In this connection I offer a resolution, aud ask for 
its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolced, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
of settlers are antagonized by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or by 
other companies whose were not const: within the time required by 
the granting acts; and whethersaid Northern Pacific Railroad Company is now 
seeking a reversal of previous decisions of the Departmentof the Interior favor- 
ing settlement claims; and whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
has atdifferent times filed different maps of general route for any portion of its 
line through the same part of the country, and, if so, whether puolic lands have 
been withdrawn trom settlement and entry along of said lines as the same 
was changed, or along additional routes, prior to the definite location of the 
line of such portion of road; and whether the Department of the Interior main- 
tains, or has maintained, such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of settle- 
ment und entry prior to definite location; and, specifically, what are the decis- 
ions of his Department upon the point of the legality of withdrawals on second 
or subsequent maps of general route, so filed, and of the validity of such indem- 
nity withdrawals as against settlement rights under the terms of the grant to 
said company; and whether said company is seeking the reversal of previous 
decisions of the Department u said points; and he will further inform the 
Senate whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company failed to detinitely lo- 
cate any portion of its road during the ponon within which, by the conditions 
of its charter, the road was required to be constracted, and what the decisions 
of his Department are upon the point of the legal right of a railroad company to 
definitely locate a line of road after the period when, by law, the entire road 
was reqyired to have been completed; and whether the decision of Mr. Secre- 
tary Chandler upon this point has ever been overruled by su uent depart- 
mental decisions or by the courts, and, if not, whether the principle of said de- 
cision is applied in the practice of the Department to the said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SANDERS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer a resolution embodying instructions to the 
conferees upon the bill just alluded to, and I ask that it may lie on the 


table. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the resolution be read? 


Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to its being read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: > 


Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
ofthe two Houses be instructed to insist on the following additions to the amend- 
ments to Senate bill 2781, to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 

of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, reported 
y the majority of said committee to the Senate; 

First, Insert a the end of section 5 of said bill so reported the following: 

All lands granted tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company under any law 
of the United States, between the western border of Minnesota and a south and 
north line drawn through Tacoma, in the State of Washington, shall be and re- 
main subject to the mining laws of the United States as long as the same are 
held by said railroad company, or by any person holding under said company, 
whose claim dates within five years before the approval of this act. peek yor A 
lands may be acquired, held, and disposed of in respect of any mineral deposits 
on the same, except coal and iron, under such mining laws, in the same manner 
as if the same were a part of the public domain. If said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company shall at any time release to the United States its claims of every 
kind on any section or sections of land that contain minerals, except coal and 
iron, which are not forfeited under this act, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause to be selected and set apart to said railroad company an equal number of 
sections of agricultural or timber land, belonging to the public domain, and not 
reserved or occupied by a homestead settler,and being within 50 miles ot the 
existing line of said railroad, which selections shali be in lieu of and in full 
com pe: on for the mineral lands so released to the United States, 

“ And the lands so released to the United States shall thereupon become a 
part of the publie domain, subject to the lawful rights of any miner, or mining 
com v. acquired or hereafter to be acquired therein, or the lawful rights of 
any homestead settler on said lands or any legal subdivision thereof.” 

And that the conferees on the part of the Senate are further to insist upon the 
following as asection to be added to said bill, with its proper number: 

“Sec, — That the right to alter and amend this act, and any act under which 
lands are granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, not inconsistent 
with the rights vested in said company under such acts of Congress, is hereby 
reserved and retained, and the farther right is retained in Con to hereafter 
declare a forfeiture of any lands heretofore granted to said railroad company, 
for just cause,” 

And said conferees are furthor instructed to insist that the provisions of sec- 
tion 8 of the amendment reported by the conference committee, relating to the 
jands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, shall appl 
to every | t railroad company in the United States whose raliroed.ts 
not completed and in operation through the entire extent of its line asthe same 
was located on the maps of definite location, filed in the Department of the In- 

terior, and approved by the proper officer according to law.” 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that these instructions be printed in bill 
form, and lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The resolution will lie on the table 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order isclosed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
is in order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9416, 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9416) to reduce to revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 


other purposes. 
The motion was agreed to. / 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments having been en- 


grossed ànd the bill read the third time, the question is, Shall the bill 

? Upon this question general debate is limited to six hours, three 
3 being allowed to each side, according to the language ot 
the agreement of August 26. The six hours assigned for debate will 
expire at 5 o’clock and 21 minutes this alternoon. The Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield for a few moments to the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish by the courtesy of the Senator 
from New York to make a statement to the Senate. 

I have not thought it expedient to engage in the general debate upon 
the pending bill. I thought those persons who agreed with me in de- 
siring its passage would promote their own wishes best by limiting the 
debate as far as possible, In general, too, my own opinions and those 
of the community that I represent have been adequately stated tomy 
entire satisfaction and to the entire satisfaction of that community by 
other Senators whose special duties have caused them to give to the 
bill such thorough and faithful study. 

But I wish to say one word in regard to the proposition for reciproc- 
ity which is contained in this bill. I voted with some hesitation for 
that proposition as it came front the Committee on Finance, after be- 
ing modified with the consent of the committee in accordance with the 
suggestion which I made in the Senate. I should not have voted forit 
if Thad thought the scheme defined in that provision was all that was 
likely to come of entering upon this policy. There are some grave con- 
stitutional difficulties, which have been very able stated by the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Evarts], in regard to the discretion depos- 
ited with the President. I think the enumeration of the articles which 
are to be made the special coins or counters in these reciprocal exchanges 
is incomplete on the one side and contains one or two articles, especially 
tea and hides, which we must deal with in the end solely with refer- 
ence to our internal interests without much relation to the effect upon 
other countries of a duty or of abstaining from duties, 

‘I think also that in the forefront of any policy upon this question 
we should determine to put an end, as far as our legislation can do it, 
to the practice of foreign nations that deal with us of imposing export 
duties on any products that we use. I should be glad to have a gen- 
eral law providing, with very few exceptions indeed, that wherever a 
foreign nation imposed an export duty on any special product beyond 
the ordinary, simple, and necessary clearance dues to be applicable to 
all articles alike. that that product should be excluded from our ports 
coming trom that nation altogether if we could supply ourselves either 
at home or elsewhere. 

But I regard the amendment that is contained in the bill rather as 
a declaration of purpose than as a definition of legislative policies and 
enactments. Itmay, and I hope it will, receive some modification in 
conference. In order, therefore, to express mv sympathy with the great 
and important object which it has in view I gave it my support, and 
I shall give the bill my support even if it shall contain it without a 


change. 

Mr HISCOCK. Mr. President, in the discussion of the pending 

revenue bill the representatives of the Democratic party have sur- 

their predecessors and themselves in charlatanism, demagog- 
ism, misrepresentation, and insincere professions of devotion to the 
industrial interests of the country. 

For a half century that party advocated, at elections and in the 
Senate, that capital should own labor, and, as the consummation of 
their efforts to accomplish that great crime they shed their blood 
and expended their treasure freely. They resisted the devotion of 
the national domain to the free labor of the country, not by peace- 
ful and lawful methods alone, but by violent and arnted resistance. 
Every step of national progress to provide free homes and insure 
free speech for free labor, up to 1861, was resisted by every method 
that statemanship conld provide and ruffianism execute; and the 
last great effort was consummated in the civil war. 

Theirarmies defeated and their people subjugated, they have since 
opposed all measures that look to the elevation and eqnal rights of 
the agricultural laboring class of the old slave States. Not con- 
tent with that, by assassination and murder they have so terrorized 
that class, that while its members are counted under the Consti- 
tution for representation in the House of Representatives, they dare 
not exercise the right of suffrage guarantied to them by that Consti- 
tution; and since the subjagation of their armies in the field there 
has never been a period in the history of the party when Democracy 
more defiantly, more lawlessly, or with more bloody methods subju- 


gated the laboring classes of the South in defiance of constitutional 
guaranties; it has been relegated back to a condition of slavery, 
unless it is less than servitude to be deprived by violence of the law- 
ful participation in one’s own government. 

Notwithstanding its past history, its present avowed purpose, and 
active unconcealed criminal methods to subjugate labor, the Sena- 
tors here and Representatives elsewhere, with vituperation, un- 
worthy and false charges, assault that patriotic party that in the 
past has defeated them, and will, in my judgment, be no less pow- 
erful in the present aud future to preserve our industries—all of 
them—against these assaults, and protect each citizen, however 
lowly, in his lawful rights. 

The manufacturers of England, Germany, and France, by the aid 
of their natural ally, Democracy, have made an open fight to degrade 
American labor and bankrupt American capital for the benefit of a 
rich, monopolistic, and an auti-republiean class abroad. Within my 
knowledge there bas never been atime like the present? when foreign 
agents swarmed our lobbies, had access to our committee-rooms, and ~ 
furnished the material to enable their American representatives to 
retard the progress of wise legislation by along and profitless debate. 

That our tariff bill would pass was conceded, but in their inter- 
ests it has been delayed until our warehouses are filled and our 
wharves loaded by the products of European manufactories, aud 
notwithstanding that recent history, fresh in the minds of the peo- 
ple, to which I have referred, notwithstanding their present attitude 
towards Southern labor, obvious and noted by the whole country, 
the representatives of Democracy, with an audacity unparalleled, 
proclaim that the motive that actuates them is the elevation of lahor 
and the prosperity of our industries and our common country. When 
in her history has the Democratic party when in power hesitated to 
legislate for foreign capital and labor, or to embarrass and degrade 


our own? 
In some other country less enlightened than this, in a barbarous or 
semi-barbarons nation, it is possible the positions of the two t 


political parties might be misnuderstood, misconstrued, and the 
people cheated; but here in America, with our free press and free 
speech, here where the law of the survival of the fittest is recog- 
nized to its fullest extent, the people, indastrious, thrifty, and intel- 
ligent, who always should and in the long run will govern, can not 
be deceived. Our industries for nearly 1 ears—audl I include 
them all, from agriculture that first shoul snstained, to the 
smallest mechanical pursuit—haye been wonderfally prosperous. 
To what legislation or administrative policy that has contributed 
to the result can the Democratic party point and claim as itsown? 

A large proportion of our people are engaged in the manufactures. 
Democracy, almost from the adoption of the Constitution continu- 
ously to the present time, either by open assaults or insidious at- 
tacks, has tried to destroy orcripple them; and since this discussion 
commenced here, until now, the closing hours for the consideration 
of the bill, every epithet that fertile brains could coin an: eloquent 
tongues utter, have been employed for their destruction. Manufact- 
uring industries are recrnited from the farms; and those employed 
in them, with the agricultural class, are a great homogeneous mass 
of people, connected by consanguineous and business ties, fraternal - 
anda social in all the relations ot life; but they haye been character- 
ized as common thieves, robbers, e of the poor, a privi- 
leged class, and in this debate, last of all, as cheating their country- - 
men in the sale of their goods. 

I can not say that Senators who have indulged in these arraign- 
ments, vituperations, and slanders disbelieve their own assertions, 
I do say this, however, that their charges are false and entirely un- 
founded; and I add that a careful investigation, such as the inter- 
ests assaulted were entitled to, would have demonstrated that to 
even tho most prejudiced investigator. 

I have examined the price-list of Sargent & Co., of New York, 
who manufacture at New Haven, Conn., and who are supposed to be 
the largest manufacturers of general hardware in the United States. 
They issue a book containing desigus of their goods; under each 
design is an arbitrary price supposed to be the rerail price. The 
also issue in connection with it another book or pamphlet entitl 
Discounts from price-lists,” in which their discounts are stated 
from the first book, and extend from 5 per cent. to 80 per cent.; and 
additional discounts, I am informed upon veritable anthority, upon 
large lots are made to men of unquestionable responsibility from 5 
per cent. to 15 per cent. The average of the discount is over 70 per 
cent., and those stated by the other side made to the export trade only 
in respect to like goods by various mannfucturers. This xm do not 
seem to have but one price-list for foreign and domestic trade. 
Will the Senators on the other side insist that they have another, 
giving prices for export only with the additional discounts below 
those I have mentioned? That would practically be giving the 
goods away. 

I have also the catalogue of Landers, Frary & Co., whose sales- 
rooms are in New York and who manufacture hardware in New 
Britain, they have been mentioned in the discussion. They issue an 
illustrated catalogue, at the foot of each illustration giving arbitrary 
retail price. They also issue another price-list referring to the illus- 
8 in the first catalogue, giving discounts varying from 5 to 80 
per cen 
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1 & 3 Compan aoe neat Conn., Charles Parker, 


en, Conn., & Bros., Waterbury, Conn. 
The difference in the manner of business with the home trade from 
the rt trade arises from the fact of the necessity of quoting 


exact Bpo to foreign buyers for orders by mail which may not be 
received for many months from the time the tigures are given; the 
prices which are printed for home use are printed for the protection 
of the jobbing trade, and are the prices which are actually offered 
by the manufacturers to the jobbers, less the discount. For home 
sales b are made with customers directly, while the foreign 

trade is through brokers in New York and the printed prices 
are sent all over the world. There is not a manufacturer of cutlery 
in the United States whose sales for export are equal to 6 per cent. 
of his home business. 

The difference between the home and export trade may be illus- 
trated in mye instances by the manner in which the book busi- 
ness is done through the retailer. The retail price of the book is 
published at, say, $3; the discount to the retailer being 334 per cent., 
makes the cost of the book $2 net to the retailer, while if this busi- 
ness is done for export, the price of $2 net would be printed and the 
book offered at the net pie. This results from the fact that in 
their foreign trade manufacturers are not able to negotiate on short 
notice or daily with customers; therefore, their price-list must con- 
tain the arbitrary rates at which they are willing to sell their 


8. 

Furthermore, it is impossible to make the exception between 
large and small foreign buyers that is made for the home trade, for 
the reason that the small export bnyer of to-day may be the Ja 
buyer of to-morrow. He orders small sample kages and at the 
export rate, and until a market is fully established it is utterly im- 
possible to make the distinction that is always made in the domestic 
trade between small and ok eri hare, if the manufacturer desires to 
build up a trade in that market. 

My attention has also been called to the bill-heads of American 
manufacturers “ for export trade,” containing an a; ent on the 
si of the purchasers that the goods will not be sold in the United 

ta custom-house certificate of exportation to be furnished if 
desi These bills have practically gone out of use, and when 
sores the custom of the trade was to make discount in proportion 
to the amount of the bill, the! the bill the larger the discount, 
and the prices for export being the bottom quantity price, for the 
reasons heretofore stated, it was not desired by the manufacturer 
that those pom shonld be put upon the market to domestic pur- 


chasers of uantity. 
I have the price-lists of S. L. Allen & Co., 127 Catherine street, 
Philadelphia, dealers in implements and tools for farms and gardens. 


I believe they cover the whole range—plows, cultivators, drills, 
shovels, hoes, e HOF As I have rnn through the list, with 
some little 0 of farming, I do not discover an implement 
or tool that is omitted below reapers and mowers. They have a price- 
list for foreign and American trade, and without a single exception 
the foreign price upon each article is above the American. 

The American Machine Company, of Philadelphia, manufacturers 
of hardware specialties, havea foreign and domestic catalogue, which 
includes ice-cream freezers, meat-cutters, sad-irons, flating-machines, 

Iaiting-machines, scales, etc., every implement that is required for 
Eonschold use. A comparison of tho lists uniformly gives the foreign 
price a little higher than the domestic.. 

I have the September number of The Iron Age, a weekly publica- 
tion, which contains the current hardware prices of practically 
every article, machine or implement, in domestic use, e from 
this country, giving proa to the retail trade and then discounts to 
the jobbers, varying 5 to 85 per cent. In no instance is there 
discrimination between the domestic and foreign trade. Miller Bros. 
Cutiery Company, Meriden, Conn., write expressly denying that 
they have ever given greater discount to the foreign than to home 

e. A careful examination into the domestic and foreign price- 
lists discloses the following: 
France, $240; in Italy and — panne ia R — 

Mowers, standard size, retail, United States, about $50 ; in England, $70 to 880; 
in — 8 $80 to $90. 


Sulky hay-rakes, retail, United States, $18 to to size and quality; 
same taken in France, $46 to $90; nearly oe high in Englands = 


f | implements ex 


my, i ipsas steam-power, retail, United States, $150; in England, $750; in 
Hay presses, horse-power, standard reversible style, retail, United States, $285; 

233 in Argentine about $560. 

No. 40 Oliver plow, with wheel and Joint, stan United States, $14; in Eng- 

countries still higher. O 


land, $16 to $18; in other fi ther plows and other 
makes of plows aro sold at advances over home prices. 
PS et cone nine-hoe, retail, United States, about $60; in France and Italy, 


In this way we might go through the whole list of agricultural 
to foreign countries. In every ease we would 
find the exported implement brings higher prices abroad, and that 
the discount to jobbers in the countries, respectively, had been based 
upon the length of time given and amount of sales, and uni A 
for reasons which are obvious, they are larger here than to foreign 
pure 5 

Howard, Lockwood & Co., proprietors of The American Mail and 
Export Journal, furnish the following authoritative statement: 

The American Mail and Journal is published for the purpose of devel- 
oping the spos trade of the United States and as a means of communicating to 
the world at large 
Sam 


generally tho e 
to large wholesale buyers in this country, and are intended for the trade abroad. 


Mr. A. B. Cohu, of the A. B. Cohn Company, manufacturers of 
agricultural implements, New York City, furnishes the following 
statement: 

We have been twenty years in the business, and our experience has been that 
i aTe A AEON AET ce low if not lower than they are sold for export, 
with this exception, the export buyers pay cash or give a letter of credit on 
London, which we sell here on the day the goods are delivered on board and get 
cash for it. This gives them a slight discount, bat domestic buyers at all times 
tan obtain the same discount by buying on the same terms, that is, by paying 


spot cash. 
. dealers at all times can obtain as good terms in the agricultural im- 
plement trade as can be obtained by buyers for export. 

When asked whether agricultural implements were 8 to 
erg purchasers in foreign countries at Wholesale rates, Mr. Cohn 
said: 

There is no such thing as a retail trade in foreign countries which we know 
anything about. We do not sell $100 worth of abroad at retail in a year. 
No manufacturer does that kind of business. o foreign consumer buys of the 
dealer abroad just as the consumer in this country does. A single plow ordered 
he South American farmer would cost mure than a half-dozen plows ordered in 
the ordinary way, by the timo it reached him. 

As to published price-lists he said : 

As a rule, prices to the trade are not published in this country. When pub- 
lished either here or abroad they are always fictitious, rarely representing the 
real discounts given. 

As proof that foreigners obtain no better terms than our own 
dealers, Mr. Cohn called attention to the records of his actual sales 
made of similar both to foreign and domestic dealers. At- 
tention was called to a bill of lawn-mowers sold in this country. 
Mr. Cohu said: 

On that bill wo gave a discount of 65 per cent. from list prices, which would 

a discount of $65 off on $100. Here is a bill of like goods sent to Aus- 
tralia, on which the discount was 60 per cent. and 10 per cent.; that is, the for- 
only $64 off on $100. On 


eigner obtained ws the discount is the same for 
domestic and fi bnyers. I can prove truth of the above statementa by 
reference to a h invoices representing actual transactions as they stand on 
our will guaranty to go into the market and buy be cee imple- 
ments maine home trade as low or lower than the best terms which the foreigner 
can possibly get. 


Ihave before me the two bills of the A. B. Cohu Company of actual 
sales made: 


Home trade. 
100 A. B. C. lawn-mowers, 1 inch, 8 l! 777ʒ˖/7bꝶuꝶ .. $1, 700 
Less 65 per cent C ses 8 1,105 
595 
r ieastneovnesswesee 5 
600 

Export. 

100 K. B. C. lawn-mowers, 14-inch, 8177/7. TR $1, 700 
Less 00 and 10 per Sent „„ 1, 088 
2 
A io ens he . uh Une E 5 
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I will state by way of explanation that a discount of 60 and 10 and 
5 means, first, a discount of 60 per cent., then a discount of 10 per 
cent. on the balance, and then a discount of 5 per cent, on that bal- 
ance. 

I have before me a list-of exports from the United States to Aus- 
tralia, India, China, Japan, and the chief South American countries 
as published in The Australasian and South American for the month 
ending August 1. A careful investigation as to the size of the pack- 
ages sent, I am assured by a gentleman who has thoronghly investi- 
gated the question, proves that they were consigned neither to con- 
sumers nor retail dealers, but to large wholesale dealers alone; and 
beyond questiun the disconnts made to them were the same, not less 
than to wholesale houses here. 

I eall attention to the following table of prices charged in Amer- 
ica and Great Britain for the same articles by the largest manu- 


1890. 


Zo — ——— . —e — — 


facturing houses in the United States, carefully collected from their 
price-lists : , 
Table of prices charged in America and Great Britain for the same Amer- 


pp 


quarts 4 1 r - 
Ice-cream freezer (crown), with fly-wheel, 32 


————ü—ä— ̃ — —[— —A— . 


„A a Keke 
SS & EZRENRZZESE 8888 


ican articles, 
— rice to 
pur- 8 
> 
—„ <2 
x 3 ee x: 
Articles. Pe 
se LE 
35 |5 
a a 
bp a 
eee 
2s. d. 
2 5 0 $10.95 
3 30 18.31 
2 20 10, 22 
4.50 1 5 0 0. 08 1. 58 
6.00 1 11 6 7. 06 1.66 
2 500 13 6 3. 28 
Fire-Fly single wheel hoe, cultivator, and 5.001 66 6.44 
Planct, Jr., hollow-steel standard combined horse 
hoe and cultivator, with wheel —. 11.002 150] 13.38 
-earther ..... 10.00 2 100) 12 
13.00} 2 150) 13. 
22. 00 4 10 0 21. 
20.00 4 40 20. 
33. 00 176| 33. 
10. 00 20} 10. 
9.50 176 9. 
3. 00 12 6 8. A 
30. 00 5¢| 30. a 
7. 50 11 6 7. . 
00 70) 1 2 
00 166 9 
00 00 4. 
50 30 
00 186 
00 14 0 
50 160 
50 15 0 
10 © 
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Table showing on what pages of the respective catalogues and price-lisis 
the articles and their prices may be faa which are mentioned in the 
table of comparative prices. 


Pages of— 


Articles mentioned, 


American 
Machine 
Co. 's cata- 


Disston's 


Planet, Jr., articles (see Ameri- 
ean and British Planet, Jr., 


Ice 

A. M. Co. wringer 
Cake-mixer ....- 
Postal scale 


Hand-saws 


—— —õ renses 
——ñ—Ué—ÿ' :᷑ĩ «„ 


Sad - iron 
Bone, ee |, and corn mills. 


Sga ERIE 


In this connection I also read a letter addressed to the editor of 
the New York Weekly World: 

S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements.) 

8 PHILADELPHIA, May 24, 1890. 
Eprrog New YORK WEEKLY Wontp, 
New. York City: 

Dear Sm: Weare today in receipt of copy of your issue of May 14, calling 
attention to your article headed War on the farmers.” Prominent mention 
is made in this article of our goods, and as the statements are either willfully 
or through ignorance so entirely false, we ask that as a matter of simple justice 

order that the mis- 


to ourselves you publish in your next issue this letter, in 
statements may corrected, although we are well aware that this will not re- 
pair the injury done to us. 


We deny ta toto that our prices to the domestic trade for the same quantity 
of are higher than to the export trade; 

(2) We deny in toto that we sell single machines at retail to the pur- 
chaser as low as we sell at wholesale to the domestic buyer, or any lower we 
do to the domestic customer under similar circumstances; 

(2) We pronounce as absolutely false the statement that the discounts which 
hare ph peak panda andere Bey oon to the retail buyer abroad. are trade 
prices, and are never knowingly quoted to anybody not in the trade; 
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(4) We deny that our seed drill is ever quoted at $6.30 to the retail trade 


that our 
the retail buyer abroad ; 
PE Baer, J that our Fire-Fly hand plow is ever quoted at $1.75 te the retail 

(8) We deny that we are now advertising to sell abroad at retail cheaper than 
we sell at home at wholesale, or as cheap; 


(9) Under the heading ** Culti 45 per cent.” you give two col- 
to b in the home market fora lot at 
umns of prices, —— a p e . 


prices, but with foreign trade prices. 


think it needs any argument on our part to substantiate it, and we trust will 
place these facts before your readers in order to disabuse them of the false In 
preasion which 8 may have created. 


Yours vory truly, S. L. ALLEN & Co. 
The Milburn Wagon Company, of Toledo, Ohio, write as follows: 


We make it a point to look after home trade first and foremost, and all the ex- 


trade we do is done at prices averaging at least 5 cent. than our 
Sanr eee Nehare POA ane iar AA ADORADA ae various 


È East for export have to be close the of w! 
„CFC eile 


D. M. Osborne & Co., of Auburn, N. Y., manufacturers of mowers, 
reapers, and hinders, write me as follows: 

We deg to state that for the past fifteen years we have manufactured mowers, 
reapers, and harvestera for export, and during that time we have never sold a 
..... EONS PE easy tam sm bot py same time got for 
our machines in this country; on the contrary, much of the time we have gotten 
higher prices than in this country. We do not believe that any other manufact- 
urer of our class of barvesting machinery has ever sold an export machine for 
less money than to the home trade. Our business has been done in the following 
countries: Europe, Anstralia, New Zealand, and South America. 


William Deering & Co., of Chicago, mannfacturers of the same 
implements, write as follows: 

t our grain-harvesters 8 to Aus New Zealand, 
and South America, and some other countries, and have dane so for sev- 
eral yeara. The statement current that this class of goods is sold at lower prices 
to i yers than te domestic is not true in our case; and we do not believe 
that itis true in the case of any manufacture of this peculiar class of agricult- 
ural machinery. 


I will conclude this whole matter, so far as the information that I 
have received is con with a cireular letter in respect to do- 
mestic and foreign prices issued by Walter A. Wood, president of 
the Walter A. Wood Mowing and Reaping Machine Company, Hoo- 
sick Falls, N. Y. - 


DOMESTIC AXD FOREIGN PRICES—A FALSE REPORT CORRECTED. 


[Office of Walter A. Wood Mowing and Reaping Machine Company, Hoosick 
: Falls, N. YI rai 


Dzar Sir: It has been falsel: 
As this is contrary to 


facts, I authorize all our agents and other friends in America to d it. 

The recent misstatement to this effect o in the United States of Rep- 
resentatives oA ern Harca, M. C., of M |, affords me an tunity for 
a straight denial, which E now put in print, with the particulars of the occurrence - 
and some concluding statements and comments of my own, as found below, 


“Tam. ibly advised by a very prominent Canadian farmer that he has jast 
bought an American self-binding reaper (Walter A. Wood's) for $110, laid down 
in an American city near the lines. The price of the same machine in the same 
place to an American farmer would be from $150 to $170.” 

And further stated: 


s : 
“That farm implements and farm machinery man 


our branch offices, managing U bordering 
certain and report if any sach sales bad eocurred. ty which they replied 


copt at considerable 
pattern machines along the border ‘oe might 
at a low price); and that wo shou'd challenge the 

Under these I telegraphed to Mr. Washington, U States 
consul at London, Ontario, October 15: 

“Your statement quoted by Colonel Haren in House Representatives October 
8 about farmer purohlasing one of our harvesters and at $110 pee 
surprise to us and calculated to do our business considerable injury. 

y furnish denial Colonel Harca’s statement or prove your assertion, pa han 
names and localities} Either will be a favor.” 

Mr. Washington replied by telegraph, informing us that he was not ina - 
tion to farnish us either with a denial of Colonel Hatcn's statement in the House 
of Representatives or with the name and location ot the parties from whom his in- 
formation had been derived. 

And now let me add that the very Canadian farmer whom Mr. Washington 
claims to quote has Bay sored written me a letter 8 denying that his 
con} with Mr. Washington contained representa 0 
of a machine as claimed. Alk 

Asaconclusive statement on this entire subject of relative domestic and for- 
eign prices of our machines, I desire to add that I believe that no bona fidesale 
such as that quoted in the speech of Colonel Haren has ever been made, Such a 
sale “ 8 sale 22 r be grt up 888 bee agin! or con- 
sent, for the purpose of making a point in argument! at it wo against 
will and entirely contrary to the custom an of my business in this — 
other countries. The price quoted s not only 


low our prive to agents inthe _ 


a Ps Ae SEs “2 
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_ United States, it is much more below our prices in foreign markets. Moreover, 


we have no trade in Canada and the incident cited has no foundation in fact. 
We havea large sale for our machines in other ts of the world, and we 
_ always sa igh prices for all machines sold out of the United States as for 
those in them. As a rule, machines for foreigu markets being required to be 
heavier, could not be wholesaled by us in our fo markets as iow as they are 
in the United States without actual loss to us as manufacturers, and our relative 
are regulated strictly in accordance with this fact. ~ 
The above will suffice for your fall and conclusive answer to any claim or com- 
plaint that I am treating American farmers otherwise than f. on prices. 
Respectfully, : WALTER y D, 
President W. A. W. M. and R. M. Co. 


I had thought to conclude this testimony with Mr. Wood’s letter, 
but on reflection I have decided tu read a correspondence that re- 
quires neither comment nor explanation: 


PHILADELPHIA, September 8, 1890, 

DearSim: Weare just in receipt of issues Nos. 205 and 212 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record. This is the first that we bave seen of Senator Vest’s remarks, and the 
first time that we have seen the latest effusion of the New York World. o have 
already sent you copies of our catalogues, foreign and domestic edition, which 
show the comparison between prices here and abroad, and also copy of letter 
which we wrote to the New York World immediately after they published their 
tirst article. This letter the New York World at first refused to publish, saying 
that it was a libel on thom, and moreover stating that if we dared to have the let- 
ter published they would sue us. We immediately sent copy of the letter to some 
of the leading cultural papers, but up to this time have heard nothing of the suit. 

We inclose herewith correspondence between the Engineering and Mining 
Journal and ourselves, which may be of interest. ay this correspondence you 
will see that in asking us for quotations aud cuts of our goods for publication, 
they distinctly stated that these were to be for the benefit of haparding houses 
and we also inclose letter them under date of June 12, 1 in which they 
distinctly state that the prices under discussion aro not retail prices. An ex- 
amination of our books shows that we have never filled but one order from The 
Engineering and Mining Journal, and that this machine they stated they wanted 
to use as a sample. 

Answering letter of E. E. Wilson, on 10061 of the CoxGREssIONAL RECORD, 
we submit herewith letter of The Engineering and Mining Journal under date of 
June 12, 1890, showing that the prices refi to are not retail prices 

The letter to which the World refers, in which we refased to sell them our 
goods, is June 5, and reads as follows: 

“Replying to your letters of May 29 and June 2, as the World is unwilling to 
act 8 retract the false statements about our goods, we do not care to 
måke un ts to sell you our goods.” 


y arrangemen 
Nor would we sell to any other in New York, whether dealer in agricult- 
ural implements or not, whose peka purposein bayin our implements at whole- 
sale rates would be to sell them at cost to the retail e. We have never writ- 
ten to the World denying that our implements were sold at the prices named by 
them. What we did deny was that the prices they published were retail prices, 
as you will see by reference to our letter of May 21. We do not think that any 
further statements are necessary to establish the justice of our position, but we 
shall be glad te give you any further information that you may desire. 


Yours very traly, S. L. ALLEN & Co. 


JAMES M. SWANK, Esq., 
General Manager American Iron and Steel Association, 
No. 261 South Fourth Street, Philadelphia. 


27 PARK PLACE, New York, Norember 12, 1888. 

GENTLEMEN: The very large foreign circulation of The Engineering and Mining 
Le sear has proved to be of so much benefit to our advertisers that it has been 

led to devote still greater attention to this fruitful field by publishing a 
er! export edition of the Journal, which shall be devoted to the on 
of the foreign markets for American manufactures of all kinds, tools, hardware, 
agricultural implements, all kinds of railway, furnace, mill, and mining machinery 
and supplies, and the thousand articles of American manufacture and production 
that may find a foreign market. 

The field covered by The Engineering and Mining Journal will be greatly en- 

in this monthly issue, in order to give it the greatest possille value to 
—.— — ero manufacturers and producers and to the large foreign constituency it 

a 

The entire world looks to this country for the best engineering practice and for 
the most advanced products of ingenuity in nearly ever, department of industry. 
The excellence of American 77 and of our countless ingenious labor-saving 
contrivances, and their special adaptability to the wants of the colonies, quickly 
find markets for them when they are brought to the attention of foreign consumers. 
In this edition we propose to offer the means of doing this in the most efficient 
and economical manner. 

Our paper, which is now in its forty-sixth volume, has gained a reputation and 
eee lixt that has brought immense business to patrons advertising in its 
columns. We take a personal interest in every adve: r, and by keeping our- 
selves fully posted by letter with the requirements of the importing houses we 
are enabled to put advertisers in direct and immediate correspondence with 
houses who may e large buyers. Should you favor us with an advertise- 
ment we would ask you to furnish us with about twenty-five catalogues or price- 


_~ Usta, as it is to our interest to make the advertisement pay, you may feel 


assured that we shall leave no stone unturned to accomplish this end, and thereby 
retain you as a regular patron of the paper. 

We ask the favor of a reply, and hope lo receive your co-operation in our earnest 
effort 10 extend the export trade of the United States. 

We are, yours very traly, 
Tun ENGINKERING AXD MIXING JOURNAL (Exronr EDITION). 
à FRANS. W. ELKINGTON. 
Messrs. S. L. ALLEN & Co., i 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


27 PARK PLACE, New York, November 26, 1888. 


GENTLEMEN: Would you pores By 4 us have the use of your smallest cuts of plows 
and cultivators, etc., together with list price and discounts? We want them to use 
in our illustrated price-lists for the benefit of importing houses abroad, and at no 
expense to you. 
Yours very truly, 
Tun ENGINEERING AND MINIxG JOURNAL (EXPORT EDITION). 
F. YS. W. ELKINGTON. 
Messra. S. L. ALLEN & Co., 
127 Catharine Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


NovemBer 27, 1888. 


GENTLEMEN: In response to your request we mail you the smallest cuts we have 
of our goods and quote: - s 


. %ͤͤ See. 
Combination drill, cultivator, rake, plow, etc......... 12.00 
Double Whecthen pio (eee ony EA 
e-Wheel hoe, (hoes only) —ͤ—k.;. * — 
ie ig hoo caltivator, rake. and Plc. 6.00 Less po per cent. 
“ Fire-tly "— 


Single-wheel hoe cultivator and plow. mmm 5. 00 
FIRM POW EAEN T A 2. 50 
a r., all steel horse hoe and culti 2 
w Ss < — 11. 
Planet, Jr.,“ cultiva! Less 40 per cent. 
TTT 6. 00 


These prices apply to all export trade except Europe. We do not care to pub- 
ces 


lish for market, but will quote on application. Correspondence in 
Spanish, French, or German. We can supply printed matter in those lan- 
guages, and Portuguese. 

Yours very truly, 


S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
Tux ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
27 Park Place, New York. 
NOVEMBER 27, 1888. 
GENTLEMEN : Inclosed we hand you oaths of De Con and Pierce, as requested in 
poa letter of Novomber 7. We could not catch De Cou until he got to Salt Lake 
ity. We trust you will give the matter prompt attention and ship the goods to 


our address. 
Yours very truly, S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
Tux Cunard STEAM-SHIP Company, LIMITED, 


4 Bowling Green, New York City. 


S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. ] 
PHILADELPHIA, June 10, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: As you have doubtless seen the article in the New York World 
in which sooro that the prices which you quote on our goods in your Engi- 
neering and Mining Journal are retail, if yon continue to 2 ont goods, will 
ou please change the heading in such a way that there can be no misunderstand- 
g as to the fact that the prices named are to the trade only? We do not think 
there has been any misunderstanding on this point, but the World has seen fit to 
raise the issue, and we do not feel that there should be the slightest chance for 
doubtin the matter. 
Yours very truly, S. I. ALLEN & CO, 
SCIENTIFIC PuBLIsuING COMPANY, 
` Post-office box 1833, New York, N. Y. 


THE EXGINERRING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
27 Park Place, New York, June 12, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: In answer to yours of 10th, the prices I name of yours are correct. 
The New York World, of course, used what they considered helped their article. 
At the head of the Prices Cutrent we print Discounts are for export only, 
in type, as you will notice, thus showing that the prices are not retail prices. 


ours very truly, 
FRANS. W. ELKINGTON. 
Messrs, S. L. ALLEN & Co., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
[S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and mannfacturers of agricultural implements. ] 
PHILADELPHIA, June 17, 1890, 
GENTLEMEN; Replying to your favor of the 12th, would say we are aware of all 
you stato, and that it is your intention as well as ours that the discounts named 
are for export trade ab: but it is not so stated in so many words, and we do 
not want to have any le chance for misunderstanding, and would therefore 
ask that you modify the heading in snch a way as to leave no possible room for 
doubt that the prices named are not export retail prices. but prices to the export 
wholesale trade. 


Yours very truly, 


S. L. ALLEN & Co. 
Exd NET RW a AND MINIXG JOURNAL, 
27 Park Place, New York, N. Y. 


S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements. } 
PHILADELPHIA, September 6, 1890. 
GENTLEMEN: Referring to r quotation of our goods in your export supple- 
ment, we requested you a short time ago to make it more clear than you do at 
resent that the quotations on our goods are to the trade only, and not to retail 
uyers, As you have not seen fit to do this, yon will please omit all mention of 
our goods in the future from your ppblication. By giving this your immediate 
attention you will oblige, 
Yours very truly, 
5. L. ALLEN & CO. 
ENGINEERING AND MIXING JOURNAL, 
New York City. N. T. 


IS. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements.) 
PHILADELPAIA, June 5, 1890. 


Dear Sm: Replying to your letters of May 29 and June 2, as the World is 
unwilling to act honorably, and retract the false statements about our goods, we 
do not care to make any arrangements to sell you our goods. 


Yours very truly, 
S. L. ALLEN & CO. 
EDITOR WEEKLY WORLD, 
New York City, N. F. 


Mr. President, I have examined with great care the charges thai 
have been so confidently made by Democratic newspapers, and reit- 
erated on the floor of the Senate, that American manufacturers wero 
selling their goods to foreign dealers and consumers, offering them 
freely at the large disc unts given from the prices at which the same 
goods were offered to the same class of American dealers and con- 
sumers. The misunderstanding, if it is that, and not an attempt to 
falsify and deceive the public, is occasioned by the fact that the re- 
tail price lists, less the discounts, are given as the cost of the goods 


Ay 


to foreign jobbers (there is no foreign retail trade), and the retail 
price lists withont discounts as the cost to the American jobbers, 
when the most casual investigation would have satistied Senators on 
the other side that equal or greater discounts were given from those 
retail prices to the American trade. It hus been made a very mate- 
rial question. x 

The charge, if true, would prove either that the manufacturers do 
not require the protection they have or that on account of a com- 
bination among them they sold their goods in the domestic market 
at the enormous profits indicated by the large discounts to the for- 
eign trade; for it is fair to assume that only in exceptional cases, 
ps ec the manufacturer finds on his hands a surplus that he can not 
dispose of at remunerative rates, or, through bankraptey, goods are 
forced upon the market, would they be sold abroad except at a 
profit; and I concede that the charges made, if true, were as trench- 
ant ayainst ars A customs rates now existing as they are vicious 
and even criminal if false. In debate, Senators upon the other side 
have hovered and concentrated their forces around this point to 
Janch their eloquent vituperations against the tariff question more 
than any other. 

It is a remarkable fact in this connection that in many individnal 
instances manufacturers charged with this great crime against Amer- 
ican consumers—for if the charges were true it isa crime—have 
written to newspapers and gentlemen 3 charges 8 
their methods 3 and refuting the charges; and in no in- 
stance that I can recall have the writers received the benefit of their 
denials, but on the contrary they seem to call forth louder and more 
constant and specific assertions of their truth. I confess to surprise 
that Senators who should discuss this groat economic question, bas- 
ing their arguments upon factsand the logic of facts, have consented, 
as it has seemed to me, to descend to gross misstatements and to 
misrepresent honorable men in their efforts to excite prejudice and 
hostility to a great economie policy. In this discussion, sir, we can 
not be too careful—either side—in guarding against calling to our 
aid in support of our theories any matter that will not stand the 
highest crucial test in respect to its verity. I. sir, have nothing but 
commiseration tor a party leader in this debate who finds it neces- 
sary to supply his . with erroneous or incomplete state- 
ments to Hold them in party lines upon this great issue that now 
divides the two great political organizations. 

The evidence that I have collected is of the highest authority and 
is not susceptible of refutation ; and I assert that, uniformly, Amer- 
ican manufactured goods are afforded in all instances as cheap (or 
cheaper) to American as to foreign consumers. It is a fact that has 
been recognized for years, that, in respect notably to agricultural 
and garden implements and household hardware, the Americans com- 
pete in the markets of the world. The goods I have indicated are 
manufactured by machinery and are adapted peculiarly to American 
use; and having preserved our home market to our home mannufact- 
ures—there being no large races demand for them (and, if there is 
in respect to certain lines, itisof late growth)—the attention of the 
foreign manufacturers has not been especially directed to them, and 
we areable to compete, and I may add, in respect to many lines, are 
able to hold the market as against the world. 

In the manufacture and sale of these goods, there is not now 
and never has been a combination among American manufacturers 
to hold up the price above that of free and open competition; they 
are afforded cheaply to our consumers and to the consumers of the 
world, and on equal terms, having regard to the time of payment, the 
amount sold to each purchaser, and the financial responsibility of the 
purchaser. There is this exception, doubtless, that in some instances, 
as an advertisement, small lots have been sent abroad at lower rates 
than afforded tothe trade generally. It is against reason and the logie 
of the situation that in respect to goods which we can export there 
is or can be any discrimination in favor of one purchaser as against 
another here or elsewhere. And yet, sir, with this mass of evidence 
that I have spread npon the record, with this still greater mass to 
the same purport spread pon my desk, establishing incontrovertibly 
the facts that I have stated, which are subject to the inspection of any 
Senator on the other side, the unfounded charges that they have made 
will never be withdrawn, but in the form of campaign literature 
will be scattered broadcast thronghout the country to poison the 
public mind, to inspire party fealty, and inflame party passion and 
prejudice, 

Mr. President, in my remarks, in these closing hours of debate 
upon the pending bill, it is my purpose to answer, so far as time will 
allow me, what seemed to me the wore material assaults npon our 
policy; and in the course of the discussion some attention has been 
given to the percentage ofthe cost of man’s labor in the total cost of 
the manufactured preducts. There is no doubt, sir, that upon the 
differences in that cost here and abroad largely rests the necessity 
for protection, Efforts have been made to disguise this question by 
statements of the labor-costs merely the improvement of a product 
of the mechanical arts into one more finished for another and a dif- 
ferentuse. To illustrate: the labor-costs of the mannfacture of pig- 
iron into steel, of cotton yarns into cotton fabrics, of woolen yarns 
into woolen fabrics, of leather into boots and shoes. 

This question has been so often discussed that it seems like re- 
thrashing straw to refer to it. It is a peculiar characteristic of our 


opponents that if you convince them of the erroneous basis of their 
argument they never discard, but more loudly and positively insist 
upon it, But it is so clear that tables of experts are unnecessary to 
prove that the labor-costsof the most finished product of manufacture 
are only arrived at by aggregating together those costs in all the dif- 
ferent stages through which the material has been 8 from 
the lowest form of raw material up to the goods, whatever their form, 
in respect to which you would ascertain the extent to which man 
power contributed to their manufacture, and in the whole range of 
goods perfected I know of none in whichit is below 90 percent. 

I now invite attention to a most valuable labor performed by Hon. 
Carroll D, Wright, when chief of the Bureau of statistics of labor 
of Massachusetts. He gave a good deal of time, patience, intelli- 
gence, and thorough investigation to a comparison of the w paid 
in Massachusetts and England in twenty-four leading industries. I 
commend it to the Senators upon the other side. Mr. Wright has con- 
tributed valuable and reliable information upon this question of a 
higher order than consular reports, or the testimony of particular 
wage-workers in respect to what they carn in England and here. 

I will not insert in my remarks the tables so carefully compiled by 
him establishing the result which he reaches, or a statement of 
the pay-rolls and information upon which ho relied in compiling 
them; suffice it to say that their examination will dispel from the 
mind every doubt of their absolute correctness, and I can do no bet- 
ter than give nearly in his own language the conelusions that he ar- 
rived at: If Massachusetts is credited with the average wages paid 
and Great Britain with the high wages paid, then Massachusetts’ 
wages are higher in twenty-three out of twenty-four industries 
48.28 percent. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited 
with the average wages paid, they are higher in Massachusetts in 
each of the twenty-four indastries 75.94 per cent. On an industry 
basis the average percentage in favor of Massachusetts labor in 
twenty-three industries is 65.05 per cent. Taking the wages paid 
per hour as the basis, the average in Massachusetts is higher in each 
of the twenty-four industries and in all combined 70.88 per cent. On 
the basis of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in favor of Mas- 
sachusetts is 97.37 per cent. The general average weekly wages of 
the employés in twenty-four industries in Massachusetts is 62 per 
cent. higher than the geueral average weekly wages of the same em- 
ployés in Great Britain. Perhaps I shonld add that the industries 
are the leading ones of England and Massachusetts, including the 
manufacture of agricultural implements, hardware, leather, car- 
riages, furniture, glass, hats, linen, cotton, woolen, and worsted 
goods, ete. 

In this connection it is proper to refer to what has been an- 
nounced by eminent authority, that the mechanies in this country 
accomplish more than in Great Britain, Germany, or France in cor- 
responding trades. We are accustomed on all occasions, little and 
great, to glorify America and her institations. It is patriotic, but 
the statements that are thus made should scarcely form the basis for 
legislation. I assert this, that the product of man-power in Eng- 
land in specified industries is equal to it in the same industries here, 
This question will soon be placed outside the realm of ulation ; 
and I am assured by those Who are and who will continue to in- 
vestigate it that Iam warranted in making the statement. In the 
necessity for labor, which here and everywhere else is paid propor- 
tionately to its value; in the organization of labor and in the pro- 
vision of tools and machinery to which man-power is applied in 
manufacture, on an 8 the English artisan has superior advant - 
ages over the American. In the contest for the markets of the world, 
with the necessity for constantly cheapening the costs of goods, with 
equal facilities for manufacture and to make improvements in ma- 
ehinery, England has not fallen behind us in the effective work of 
her mechanics. 

But there is one other fact in this connection to which I invite 
special attention, Sixty per cent., probably, of the workmen in our 
mechanical industries are of foreign birth and education, belonging 
to the same class, with the same pbysical development, possessed of 
the same native genius as those who work in the factories in Eng- 
land, France, and Germany, It is a well recognized fact that our 
young men, for two or more generations, American-bred, notably 
farmers’ sons, have largely contributed to the development of the 
West or are engaged in callings outside of shops and factories; and 
whoever examiues this question in the light of all the information 
that can be obtained at the present time will reach the conclusion 
that the product of man-power in England is equal to that here. 

Mr. President, my remarks so far have been directed to material 
considerations, I can speak properly for myself, in the preparation 
of the pending bill. 

It was the purpose to prepare and present a bill which would in 
every duty-bearing paragraph insure to the American farmer and me- 
chanic our market for the fruits of tue earth or products of the 
factory which that paragraph related to. It was not the intention to 
hold our market for fruits or products which American husbandmen- 
and artisans may not supply in competition with the world, eqnal- 
izing the ordinary conditions and elements that must contribute to 
their cost, and principally the element of labor, 

We intended to apply the benefit of protection to the agricnlture 
that is adapted to our soil and climate and those productions of 


or so. It was the policy to increase the value 
wool extend expt a here by stimulating the manufacture 
of woolen fabrics; to enlarge our cotton market by stimulating the 


manufacture of cotton goods, thus relieving our people of the cost for 
transportation of the raw material to a foreign t and the man- 
ufactared goods from there here. 

For like reason we continued the protective policy in respect to 
flax, hemp, wood, and the fabries or manufactures from them. 

Our ores (iron, copper, lead, and tin) we protected against foreign 
importation, as well as the mere ise or into which they 
may be manufactured. Why not add to theirvalue and contribute 
to idual and national wealth and inerease employment for our 
people? 

In instances where there is æ large consumption of merchandise 
manufactured from a foreign raw material we favored its im tion, 
freed of customs burdens, but protected our mechanical industries 
against the importation of the goods that are made from it, again to 
provide honorable employment for our people. 

The policy of the bill is to make our nation a self-supporting one, 
so far as that is practicable, and to retain our money, to be dis- 
bursed or interchanged among our own people. We have forty- 
four States, of extensive area, and 65,000,000 people, and a climate 
and soil adapted to peppy nearly all our personal wants, and in 
bountifal — ly nearly all the minerals in use among men; why then 
bny that wh — we have in abundance of other countries? But, in 
the protection the bill affords, in no instance that I recall are our in- 
dustries relieved from a sharp foreign competition. 

All the pa: hs disclose the purpose to give the lowest measure 
consistent with the health of the industries, and the bill pueros 

ainst trustsand combinations to forceup prices. They are heldin 
check by the fact that foreign goods will compete if prices are above the 
just profit line in cost. The effort to equalize the measure of protec- 
tion to all our industries I believe has been successful, Under our 
present laws it is too high in respect to one class of dutiable goods 
and too low as to others, 

The bill has not been constructed to hinder or destroy commerce ; 
its great merit is that it will create and foster commerce and trade 
between our own States and those peoples, and will limit, doubtless, 
foreign trade to the ucts of which we have a surplus, and those 
of ee nations which can not be produced here and which are re- 
quired for our use. 

I trust before this debate is closed a Senator on the other side will 
disclose the profit of a commerce that exchanges American cotton 
in England for the fabrics made from it, in effect employing English 
mills to manufacture for us. 

Mr. President, the pending bill, once passed, will remain a law for 
a long time; it will quiet the tariff agitation. The Senators upon 
the other side have opposed it vigorously, not sparing us over here 
from their open, undisguised insults for pressing its passage, and soon, 
within two years at the outside, they will claim they are protection- 
ists and the authors of the measure; otherwise they would be un- 
true to the time-honored practice of the Denion Taho yh! alwaysin 
Haap pees toevery good and worthy measure or for the destrue- 

of some wise policy; but when unsuccessful the answering echoes 
of their denunciations are drowned by laudations of the result or 
its consequences to the country. 

Never again will the Democrac 
They will not, in convention in 1 propose to repeal the law soon 
to be enac but will recognize the tariff-for-protection issue as 
tried and settled for a continuance. Theirnational convention may 
say, by way of apology for thec of front, that the country has 

usted itself to it, and therefore it is not wise to disturb, ete., bat 
there will be no pledge made to change, and some other issue will be 
found, and probably new men will assume | hip. 

The Senators Ls a the other side will rival each other on the hus- 
tings in their pm essions of devotion, at least when in the North, to 
the protected industries. They will not halt or hesitate because of 
anything they said here, it will be entombed in the CONGRESSIONAL 


RD. 

We will not be surprised at the tergiversations of some of them 
have already been recorded. 

Mr. President, we are doubtless in the last days of the first ses- 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress. March 4, 1889, President Harri- 
son su to his present position. A year and nearly seven 
months the coun bas enjoyed a Republican administration ; and 
so pedo aie cen! = eat A can 8 ss welfare oa 
prospe of the people, the ublican party has been nsible; 
and it will not be out of 3 oar tu pause a moment and Ep A briefly 
what has been done, and institute a comparison with the late Dem- 
oeratic Administration. 

Every Administration in its first year, sometimes longer, is sub- 
jected to the ep criticisms of the opposi ing party, and quite often 
to those of the dissatisfied in its own. It takes time to correct evils, 
and the friendly do not always appreciate the obstructions that cause 
delay, and enemies criticise and abuse while they obstruet. I have 
obtained some facts from the Treasury Department, to whieh I es- 

y invite attention, and I will ef penean if I particularly 
~ invite the attention of the other side of Chamber, 


proclaim against protection. 
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The largest annual increase in the receipts from internal- revenue 
taxes in any one year during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was 
2 — The av annual increase during his four ad- 

istration was $4,618,325. Without any change in the law, with 
no increase in the rates of taxation or the industries upon which 
they are imposed under the supervision of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, the increase of the collecticns for the first full year of 
the present Administration was $11,700,2(2, with a decrease in the 
cost of more than $35,000. To what was this great increase due? 
The other side of the Chamber and some on this have been perpet- 
ually thundering in our ears that the country has been less pros- 
rous and that individnal and private interests were rushing on to 
1 and ruin. There has been a gain in the amount of inter- 
nal- revenue taxes collected in the first year of President Harrison’s 
Administration above that in any year in Mr. Cleveland’s $5,000,000, 
There has been a greater volume of business, indicating increased 
prosperity, or the money was stolen or dishonest Treasury officials 
neglected to collect it. This statement calls for consideration from 
the other side of the Chamber, I doubt not it will surprise and 
startle the country. 
I There is one circumstance that I have ascertained that contributes 
its light, The average cost of collection under the Administration 
of Mr. Cleveland was 3.36 per cent.; under Secretary Windom’s 
administration, 2.9 per cent.; and, in my opinion, there has not been 
that increase in the business of the country to warrant the gain in 
collections. It is largely due to honest officials and more efficient 
methods in the present administration of the Treasury Department. 

I will eall attention to another fact that is learned from the exam- 
ination of the Treasury books. There was in the Treasury, March 
4, 18%, when President Cleveland took office, an available cash 
balance, exclusive of fractional currency and minor coins, of $21,631,- 
331.67, and at the same time outstanding bonds of the 3 per cent. loan 
of 1882 to the amount of $194,190,500, all of which were redeemable 
at the pleasure of the Government. The policy of Mr. Cleveland’s 
Republican predecessors had been to redeem or buy the indebtedness 
of the Government with the money at its command for that use, re- 
serving only what was believed to be a reasonable working balance 
in the Treasury. Between March 4, 1835, and September 1, 1886— 
eighteen mon a little over $62,000,000 of the 3 per cent. bonds 
were called, and the surplus in the Treasury was allowed to increase 
from $21,631,881.67 to $76,527,561.24. Bond purchases could only be 
made with their prices constantly advancing, the 4’s from 145 to 
129 and 47s from 107 to 109, 

When President Harrison took office, March 4, 1889, the surplus had 
increased to over $45,000,000. There were no bonds due that could 
be called for redemption; they could only be purchased, and under 
the preceding Administration they had advanced, as I have stated, 
to 129 for 4’s and 109 for 4}’s; and under these unfavorable condi- 
tions there were purchased prior to the 1st day of this September 
$151, 145,050 of the two classes of bonds at a cost of $179,197, 161, with 
a saving, to maturity of the bonds, of more than $44,000,000, and 
there were also redeemed about $20,000,000 of 43 per cents., makin 
a total redaction of the interest-bearing debt of about $171,000 
as compared with the reduction page}, e corresponding riod by 
the last Administration of about $62,000,000, and with a total expend- 
iture of $200,000,000 as compared with $62,000,000; and instead of 
the upward tendency in the price of the bonds, 44's depreciated from 
109 to 1044, and 4’s from to124. Indeed, the books of the Treas- 
ury Department show that many of the 4’s were purchased at 121 
and 47's as low as 103. 

The pets: of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was to accumulate 
in the Treasury or in banks and force upwards the price of the bonds; 
the policy of this Administration has been to call in the money from 
Ae} SE to disburse the available balance from the Treasury, and foree 
down the price of the bonds. The average monthly investment by 
the arenes Foe the United Statesin bonds forthe last eighteen months 
has been $11,000,000, while during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration 
for the corresponding period the average was less than three and one- 
half millions, 

In September, 1887, the Democratic Administration initiated the 
poliey of depositing public moneys in national banks, without inter- 
est, as a means of giving the people the use of the surplus, and the 
bank balances were increased from $25,000,000 to $60,000,000. Had 
this money been invested by the Government in our bonds, the peo- 
ple would have had the benefit of its use, and not the banks. In pos- 
session of the people its earnings would haye been distribu to 
them, and not the banks, and the Government would absolutely have 
saved more than one and one-half millions of dollars. March 5, 
1889, the public moneys held by the national-bank depositors 
amounted to $43,000,000; Secretary Windom has reduced it to some- 
thing nearly $26,000,000, the reduction being a little over $17,000,000, 
This policy of depositing moneys in na ional banks without interest 
merits another criticism. It was made for the interest of the na- 
tional banks to buy bonds, thus foreing ap their price, It was profit- 
able when they could leave them with the Government and receive 
a non-interest- ing deposit upon them. 

There probably has been no instance in the history of any admin- 
istration in which an avowed equally beneficiary policy for the 
benefit of money corporations has beeu pursued. But it had this 
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other vice, the contraction of currency; forthe banks did not receive 
dedosits up to the market value of the bonds; on the 4}’s a balance 
equal to par was kept and on 4's a balance equal to 110 per cent. Mr. 
Secretary Windom changed the policy and called in the money, with 
the result that the banks had no use for the bonds and were forced 
to sell them, and he purchased them at the lower rates that I have 
mentioned, but which was in excess of the amount for which the 
were received as security, varying from $5,000 to $17,000 on eac 
$100,000. The increase to the circulation of the country by these 
operations was about $2,000,000. 

There is no comment that can be made that vates or more 
clearly exhibits the absolutely vicious character of the transactions 
of the Treasury, so far as the business interests of the country are 
concerned, than a comparative statement of tne policy of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration and that of the present. On the one hand the 
unconcealed effect was to 9 the value of Government seen- 
rities in the possession of the banks, at the same time furnishin 
them large deposits of money without interest; on the other hand, 
withdrawing the money and distributing it to the people, forcing 
the banks to dispose of their bonds and thus enabling the Govern- 
ment to buy them at reduced rates, at the same time discharging 
the interest-bearing obligations and burdens upon the Government. 

Mr. President, before I close there is one other subject that I desire 
to discuss briefly. The East, and ially the State which I have 
the honor in to represent since I have been in public life, has 
been charged with an unfriendliness to silver money. The charge has 
never been true. We have been opposed to the adoption of any legis- 
lation that we believed would depreciate the value of silver as a metal 
and degrade it as a currency. We have been opposed to free coinage, 
and for the reason only that we believe those results would follow. 
We have been e to the policy that would separate the two cur- 
rencies, gold and silver, to the extent coined by the United States, in 
their purchasing value, not only here, butin the markets of the world. 
We have been opposed to any legislation or a policy that placed be- 
hind our poe money, if based on coin, an unequal mercbantable 
value in the security; and therefore it is fair to say that New York (to 
be more specific) was op 1 to the Bland bill and to any extension of 
legislation in the direction to which it tended, free coinage. And in 
behalf of the Republican party, I for one (I speak only ‘or myself) 
claim no credit, so far as Republicans contributed to it, for the atop- 
tion of that measure. 

The Administration of Mr. Cleveland from the first denounced the 
silver-coinage act, demanding its repeal, but they offered nothing 
in its place. Openly and avowedly opposed to the restoration of 
silver as a money metal, he dominated the Democratic party and 
was indorsed by a nomination for a second term. With the retire- 
ment of the national-bank circulation consequently following the 
redemption and purchase of Government bonds by the Treasury De- 

ment, the question of money circulation was not surpassed in 
importance by any other question pending during the late Adminis- 
tration. It received, however, no attention, both the Executive and 
the Democratic House of ntatives contenting themselves 
with assaults upon the manufacturing industry of the country. The 
present Administration earnestly urged the provision for a larger 
use of silver, and with the assembling of Congress the question was 
the first, almost, to receive attention. The silver legislation has 
been accomplished, and it is a Republican measure, voted for by 
Republicans in both branches of Congress, and approved by a Re- 

u aeons President, and opposed practically by the Democracy of 

th Houses, 

Mark the contrast between the effect of our silver legislation and 
what is known as the Bland act.” When passed, the commercial 
value of silver was over $1.20 per ounce, and the commercial value 
constantly declined to March 4, 1889, when it was only 934 cents 
pe ounce, and the bullion valne of the silver dollar only 72 cents. 

ben it began to appreciate, and when Congress convened it was 
higher by a little less than 4 cents an ounce than the preceding 
March. tween December 1 and July 14, the date of the passage 
of the bill, it advanced still further, reaching 81.0796 per ounce, and 
the commercial value of the silver dollar had appreciated over 8 
cents. Silver is now, I believe, worth a little less than $1.20 per 
ounce and the bullion value of the silver dollar has risen to 92.4 
cents. 

Since the inauguration of a Republican President silver has ad- 
vanced 26 cents per ounce and the dollar has increased 20 cents in 
commercial value. This has been the effect of friendly legislation 
and friendly administration by the Treasury Department. 

The two metals are nearing each other in their purchasing and 
debt-paying power, as they should, by the appreciation of the com- 
mercial value of silver. ‘The increased commercial value of the sil- 
ver money of the United States held by the alone under 
the operations of the silver bill of July 14, 1890, is over $90,000,000, 
Those inside and outside of the Republican party have criticised 
and denounced this Administration and its sturdy, unflinching sup- 
port of the silver legislation of this Congress, and its policy in re- 
snect to the disbursement of money accumulated in the Treasury; 
but, notwithstanding adverse criticisms and bafsh denunciations b 
enemies or thoughtless friends, the country will approve the reco 

When Congress first convened, for some little time after, this 
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value of the fruits of the agricultural industry, the low price of farm 
products. Our friends upon the other side, in season and out of 
season, were on the floor painting distressful picturesin their attempts 
to excite prejndice the Republican party, When Congress 
met, the new Ad tion had been compelled to administer the 
same laws in force when Mr. Cleyeland retired from the Presidency. 
The business interests were struggling on under them as before, ex- 
rpa so far as they could be ameliorated by the liberal and popajar 
policy ee by Secretary Windom, but the inflamma’ rhetoric 
of our friends upon the other side, describing the misery of our agri- 
cultural industry, has suddenly ceased, and why? 7 
The : icultural Bureau furnishes me this statement : The corn 
crop in 
present price over the average in 1889 is over 20 cents per bushel, 
and assuming we have a small crop this year the increase in 
the total value to the farmer can not be less than $250,000,000. It 
is quite natural that this fact should have a tendency to prevent our 
friends on the other side from further complaining. Oats have in- 
creased 14 cents a bushel since Congress met, and, on the basis 
of a ligit crop, the increase in the value of this product to our farm- 
ers will be $75,000,000 over that of last year. Thisshould, as it has, 
tend to silence the fault-finders, whether in the Democratic party or 
our own, The increase in the value of this year’s wheat over 
year’s, again assuming a light or the actual crop based upon reports 


to the Agricultural Bureau, will be 875.000, 000. The increase in the 


market value of this year’s wheat, corn, and oats since Con met_ 
over that of last year will be but a little short of $400,000,000. 

Surely there is good reason—confronting the operation of the 
Treasury Department in giving the surplus money to the people for 
their use, the silver act of July 14, 1890, contributing as it will an- 
nually not less than $60,000,000 currency each year to onr volume of 
circulation and raising the price of silver approximately to that of 
gold, and the large advance in the price of our farm products that 
I pore noted—for our friends upon the other side to be silent and 
reflect. 

Mr. President, I believe the pending bill will become a law. In its 
operations other object-lessons to the country will be presented. 
We are entering upon, in my opinion, years of prosperity to all our 
industries and to each individual, The four years of this Adminis- 
tration, in prosperity, will present as mar a contrast with those 
of the late Administration as the two policies do that I have briefly 
attempted to describe. 

I do not desire to discourage our friends upon the other side of the 
Chamber. I believe that an aggressive, hopeful. minority is good 
for the country, both as a check upon the majority, putting them 
upon their good behavior, and as an educator to the people, placin, 
in contrast the policy being pursued and the one the minority-woul 
develop if in power; and therefore I do not say it to discourage 
you, but rather to record a fact: The people of the country after 
four years’ trial were dissatisfied with Democratic administration 
and are not likely to repeat the error of November 4, 1884, for a 
long time. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for just about two minutes to make au ex- 
planation. 

Mr. TURPIE. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate, and espe- 
cially of those gentlemen who may be on the conference committee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to the fact 
that the time occupied by the Senator from Louisiana will be taken 
from the three hours allowed to the right for general debate on his 
side. Does the Senator from Indiana consent to the interruption? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I call the attention of the Senate to Schedule E, re- 
lating to sugar, which requires that the producer of sugar to be entitled 
to the bounty— 2 

Shall have first filed prior to July I of each year with the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue a notice of the place of production, with a general deserip- 
tion of the machinery and meth to be employed by him, with an estimate 
of the amount of sugar proposed to be produced in the current or next ensuing 
year. 

It is very clear from this that the producer can file no such notice 
this year. It is further provided: 

That the provisions of Schedule E and of ph numbered 708 of the free- 
list of this act providing terms for the 3 ‘of imported sugars and mo- 


lasses and for the payment of a bounty on sugars of domestic production shall 
take effect on the Ist day of March, 1891. 


So, after the Ist day of March, 1891, all imported sugars below No. 
13 will come in free, and up to the Ist of March, 1891, the present 
rates under existing law will prevail, but no longer than March 1, 1891. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is this a part of the general debate 
which is authorized by the arrangement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announced that the timo 
occupied by the Senator from Louisiana will be charged to the three 
hours’ general debate allowed to the Senators upon the right. 

Mr. GIBSON. After the Ist of 1891, there will be no pro- 
tection, no tariff rates whatever upon the crop that shall be made he- 
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tween now and the Ist of January, 1891, in the State of Louisiana, and 
after the Ist of March the bounty system will prevail, which can not be 
applied to the crop now being made under the terms of this act. ‘Lhe 
result will be that the whole crop of the State of Louisiana must be 
sold in order to secure the protection given by existing law before the 
Ist of March, 1891. 

Now, they will complete the manufacture of that crop about the first 
week in January. It will take four or five weeks after that time for 
the sugars to be purged, or drained, as it is called, 

So here will be a crop amounting to between fifteen and twenty 
million dollars forced on the market in the brief space of six weeks. 
The refiners of this country, knowing that they will get the benefit of 
free sugar the Ist of March, will hold themselves aloof from the market. 
The sugar-producers, knowing that they must sell their sugars before 
the 1st of March in order to get any protection whatever, will becom- 
pelled to meet the terms offered by the refiner, and there will be a 
sacrifice for the producers of Louisiana of not less than a million or a 
million and a half dollars taken from them and given to the sugar-re- 
finers, the sugar trust. 

Now, I want to eall attention to another phase of this question. 
The bill provides that on and after the Ist day of February—not the 
1st of March, but the Ist day of February, 1891, prior to the Ist day of 
March, 1891—sugars may be refined in bond without payment of duty. 
There is another discrimination in favor of the sugar-refiner. 

I think, Mr. President, that this must have been done in error. I 
can not believe that the gentlemen upon the Committee on Finance 
could have made these provisions with the facts as they exist before 
them. J can not believe that they would have consented to adopt 


‘these amendments, which impose such burdens and exactions upon 


the producers of this country and give such enormous bounties to the 
sugar refiners, I desire, however, that the Senate shall be informed 
of the effect of the operation of these provisions. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr, President, I heard the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], the Senator whois in charge of this bill or appears to be 
in charge, in speaking of a very high rate fixed upon one of the articles 
in the schedule, say that it was necessary to retain it to protect Amer- 
ican labor against the pauper labor of Europe. In the same connec- 
tion very shortly afterwards the Senator said it was necessary to retain 
this high rate of duty, which otherwise he expressed a willingness to 
lessen, in order to enable the American manufacturer to compete suc- 
cessfully with the pauper labor of Europe, 

The pauper labor of Europe,” Mr. President, is an expression 
which has no novelty. It lacks the charm of newness. It has become 
one of the stock phrases in the advocacy of protection. It has be- 
come stale with usage, somewhat battered and bruised, much worn 
with repetition. I heard the same Senator make use of the same ex- 
pression repeatedly during this discussion and in the debate two 
years ago, when the tariff bill of that day was before the Senate for its 
consideration, always with a tone of reproach, of contempt, of derisive 
taunt and insult. Not only is this expression without the charm of 
novelty; it has about it such a sparing economy of truth as might ex- 
cite our special wonder were it used otherwise than in a discussion 
upon the tariff from the standpoint of a prohibitory protectionist. 

The pauper is not an unknown character. Heis well enough known 
both in Europe and the United States. He belongs to a quite numer- 
ous denomination of people peculiar to no Government, common to all. 
It may be indeed asked, how does the pauper come here? There is 
nothing in our rules, from my reading of them, that admits him to the 
presence of this Chamber. The pauper does not come here without an 
escort. He has had an introduction by a Senator who has been a par- 
ticipant, a very voluminous participant in this discussion. This intro- 
duction is quite appropriate. There is a very close and natural relation 
existing between the mendicantand the monopolist. The relationship 
is not one of blood or marriage. It is not one of consanguinity or 
affinity. It is one which depends upon causation or causality, nearer 
and closer than either of the other twain. 

Besides that, it may be said the pauper belongs to a very numerous 
class largely interested in this bill. The pauper is a consumer, one of 
the millions of consumers in the United States. I have given some 
personal attention to the operation of the poor laws in the United States 
and have read considerably of their operation in Europe. I believe the 
system is substantially the same in both hemispheres. The labor of 

e pauper, the labor of the almshouse, consists of very simple and 
plain work, preparing raiment or repairing it for the inmates, food for 
the household, the rudest articles of furniture for the apartments, 
Sometimes it is bestowed upon the farming or partial farming of the 
garden, the glebe, or the lands connected with this eleemosynary insti- 
tution, and at other times the labor of the almshouse consists only in 
kindly offices which the stronger inmates are able to render those who 
are afflicted, sick, bed-ridden. 

I do not know, sir, that there are any of us here who can form a cor- 
rect estimate of the true nature and value of these labors of the alms- 
house. I should be inclined to doubt whether even a tariff expert, 
Jearned in all the jargon of protection, might not be mistaken in this 
computation. It is very probable, sir, that in the great Taskmaster’s 
eye, in the great summary of the industrial interests of the tuture these 


labors may be classed with those spoken of by the very gracious poet 
of our race, himself poor, old, blind: 


They also serve who only stand and wait. 


It is possible that just in this obscure field and scene the cup of cold 
water may be administered, concerning the giver of which it is said, 
„He shall in no wise lose his reward.“ 

I do not know what inconceivable disgrace or dishonor may attach to 
the labor of a pauper. I impute none. Whatever it may be, I do not 
see how it is related to this discussion or to the subject-matter of the 
pending bill. Iam very confident that neither the people ot the United 
States nor any nation in Europe has ever made the labor of the alms- 
house the subjectof export. I am very confident, sir, that the products 
of pauper labor have never entered into the bulk or volume of inter- 
national exchanges. I feel very certain that these products have formed 
no part of the trade or commerce of nations upon the high seas. The 
labor to which this discussion and the pending bill relates is not of that 
character. It is rather the best paid labor, the well paid or the illy 
requited labor, both of this country and of others, which enters into 
commodities of the kind which makes them part of internationa 
commerce, 

It is rather that labor which is represented by the international con- 
gress of labor, a legislative assembly not as old as this, but having a 
history, now well defined, of twenty-five or thirty years, a legislature 
with vast constituencies, outrunning the boundaries of kindred, lan- 
guage, or nationality, adverse to no government, obedient to the laws 
of all, seeking only a unity of interest and harmony of action which 
shali subserve the cause of the republic, the commonwealth of labor, 
throughout the world. Ishould rather think, in deference to that 
great assembly as well as to our own, in which the interests of labor 
are so largely represented, that whenever this subject is mentioned, 
whether it relates to labor in the United States or Europe, it ought to 
be treated with that decorum and that deference which is due to a vo: 
cation in which so many of our own fellow-citizens are employed. 

It is very often said that the laborer of Europe is very illy paid, and 
so he is. So are some lines of labor in the United States very poorly 
paid, very beggarly, wretchedly requited. Whose faultis that? And 
it it be a discredit or dishonor who is to blame for such discredit or dis- 
honor, the man who works or the man who receives the benefit of 
the work? The man who earns his daily living by the labor of his 
hands, I care not where the labor may be wrought, whether it is in 
the United States, whether an African or an Indian sun beats down 
upon and burns him st his task, is no pauper; illy paid as he may be, 
he is not depending upon the subsistence fund of society; he is him- 
eg attr to the wealth, the assets, the possessions, the property of 
the world. 

It is very frequently stated, as I remarked, that labor is better paid 
in the United States than in Europe. Without discussing for the 
present the cause of this, it may be sufficient to cite the fact that labor 
has always been better paid in the United States than in Europe. 
Parts of the United States have been under six different forms of 
government, and under all these forms it was better paid here than in 
Europe. We have been under every kind ot tariff law and underevery 
kind of legislation upon this subject, and always labor has been better 
paid in the United States than in Europe; and labor is better paid in 
the United States now than it was thirty or fifty years ago. So it is 
in the rest of the civilized world; and yet after all the subject of the 
rate of wages, nearly related to the pending bill, is not a very old one. 

A thousand years ago there was much more manual labor done in the 
world than now, and the wages fund had a distinct existence, but it war 
very small, Two thousand years ago there was an immense amount 
of labor done, nearly all manual, and the wages fund had no existence. 
The labor was that of slaves. Itis true there is an incident mentioned 
by way of parable in the first century of our era where the master of a 
vineyard goes into the market place to hire laborers, but that is an 
exception. It occurred in a village of Judea, where the tradition oi 
free labor and the practice of it had been preserved as a part of the old 
Hebrew economy, which looked always to the freedom of labor, and 
even, by its jubilee, to the liberation of slaves at recognized and period- 
ical intervals of deliverance. 

What, then, has occasioned this rise in the price of labor and this 
advance in the amount of wages? Two thousand years ago, in the 
time I have spoken of, labor was accounted a commodity; it was 
spoken of as a commodity, and occasionally now I hear persons speak- 
ing of laboras 9 commodity. In this bill labor is treated wholly as a 
commodity. Wages I do not think has been mentioned by any advo- 
cate or supporter of this bill. The term has not been mentioned in 
the entire debate, and it does not occur in the very voluminous testi- 
mony taken in support of the bill. If there is any reference at all to 
labor and the compensation of labor, either in the testimony or in the 
discussion by the advocates of this bill, it has been entirely casual. 
It has been treated, as I said before, simply as a substance, as a chattel, 
as property. 

I believe under the scheme of this bill labor goes into the element 
of expense in most of the articles mentioned in these schedules, as n 
certain percentage—I think that is the term—which is added to the 
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cost of production—I think that is the phrase. No distinction has 
been made between the labor of the man and the work of tne machine 
or the work of oxen, horses, or mules, in the product. It all goes into 
the cost of production, and that is the only mention that is made of it. 

I am sorry to see any measure dranghted upon & scheme so material, 
self-seeking, and low in its design. There is a very wide difference 
between the labor of a free man, between free labor in its essence, in 
its capacity, and the work of a machine, an automaton, or the work of 
the brutes which perish. Labor is not a commodity; 1t may have some 
qualities of a commodity; but, while free labor may be in some degree 
acommodity, it is more, very much more, than a commodity. Labor to 
the man dependent upon it must necessarily mean food, raiment, shel- 
ter, the privileges and franchises of life itself. It means life. Life is 
not a commodity. What shall a man give in exchange for his soul?” 

Besides that, there is a very eminent trait distinguishing the labor 
of the free man from any other work, from any other operation; there 
are many rich and varied traits, but one in particular I desire to men- 
tion. That one trait is the human will, in this instance the will to 
work, including as its complement the will not to work, and in that 
will and in that trait there is deposited a power, there are deposited both 
aright and a power evidenced by the same act, which is the right to 
quit. It is the right and power to quit. 

In its relations to the Government of the United States this is one of 
those rights reserved, not named, not mentioned, reposing in the silence 
of the Constitution, to be used when necessity and occasion require, but 
it is a right undeniable, a right, a power not to be gainsaid among any 
free people. It is a right belonging to the many, to the multitude, a 
right of remonstrance by the many against what they may deem the 
injustice and oppression of the few. It isa right Democratic in its 
origin, Republican in its effects, having a very sharp relation to the 
rempublicam, a distributive right. Its assertion is a great divisor, 
setting apart, separating, acting as a decree of partition in severing 
from the mass of incorporated and capitalistic wealth that portion 
which is to be paid to labor as its compensation, 

Sir, it is the existence of that right, the knowledge that such right 
exists, the knowledge that it may at any time be called into action, 
which has created, which has established, and which to-day maintains 
the rate of American wages and of wages elsewhere within the metes and 
bounds of civilization. It is that right which has created, established, 
and maintained the standard of American wages, and, if American wages 
are superior to all others, let us rejoice at it. Because the wages of 
American labor are higher than those in other countries is no reason 
to allege that our laborer should be subject to unnecessary exactions, 
to unjust taxation, or that he is paid as he ought to be. Wages here 
might be much higher thanin Europeand yet be much lower than justice 
or equity requires. Nor is this any reason why labor elsewhere should 
be dis , disdained, or reviled. 

The assertion of this right to quit and the superior standard of wages 
effected, created, and established by it do not depend upon tariff leg- 
islation, protective or prohibitory, do not depend upon any legisla- 
tion, but are rather the effects of tree action within the lines and under 
the auspices of free institutions and free government. 

It is very singular that the most recent practical exercise of this 
right did not occur in the United States. It occurred in London, a 
great revolution, a mighty movement marching on in perfect peace and 


with perfect power, a revolt without bloodshed and without violence 


to a victory in the cause of right, to an increase of wages, so that John 
Burns and his dockmen on the Thames are remembered, are known, 
are recognized through all the realms of the enlightened world. 

These have effected something for the protection of American labor. 
The influence ot that movement was not confined to London, to Eng- 
land, or to the United States. It was felt by free labor everywhere, 
wherever the Jaborer bent down to take up his shovel, wherever he 
stooped to reach the burden which he bore. 

I have said that the high standard of wages in the United States 
had not been reached except by the exercise of this right. I might say 
that legislation of any kind, either of the tariff or any other sort had 
effected very little advancement in the price of labor, had very little 
todo with the prestige now accorded to the rights of labor. 

The most that modern legislation has done is to remove the restraints 
which old legislation placed upon the worker—first, the restraint of 
personal servitude, called slavery; second, the restraint of feudal homage 
and service, called by innumerable names—and what is most required 
now is that this right ot which I have spoken, with others, shall be 
left untouched by legislation. But the policy of the pending bill would 
not only touch that right; it would touch and tear it into fragments, 

I am willing to have this right, the right to quit, the right and power 
to quit, left to its free exercise; I am willing to pit it against all the bane- 
ful influences and pernicious interests fostered by the pending bill. I 
am willing to pit it against monopoly and against monopolists. It will 
in the course of time overthrow them all with irrecoverable ruin. 
Tam willing to pit it against anything except that combination of sword 
and purse known in the most absolute of governments. There it will 
fail, and that is the reason why wages in some parts of the world have 
never advanced and never will. They are kept down by military des- 
potism. The right to quit is denied and its exercise is made penal. 


The plain and severe simplicity of government by the saber is not in- 
consistent with a government republican in form, 

I think there are some symptoms of its approach here, not in the 
names of things. not in the ordinary routine of things, notin the titles, but 
we know that the worst Cesar had himself elected, installed, inducted 
as consul, and was extremely scrupulous in performing all the services 
and ceremonies of the free republic which had died centuries before. 

Nothing can affect that right; nothing can affect that sacred appeal 
which labor has made so often. We may not approve sometimes of 
its exercise, we may not approve the circumstances which lead to it, 
or the motives which incite it, or the consequences which follow it; but 
the right itself and its exercise must be commended, must be main- 
tained, if we are to have a free people in a free country. 

The advocates and supporters of this bill say, what has been so often 
repeated, that wages are much higher in this country than in Europe. 
That is no secret. If it is, it is a very open secret. But the use which 
these monopolists would make of that fact isa hidden mystery, one 
carefully laid away in ambush. They desire—and I speak now of the 
subterranean powers at the base of this kind of legislation; Iam mak- 
ing no charge upon members of this body except as to their miscon- 
ception of those powers—those powers know that wages are higher here 
than elsewhere. They assert it. They know that they can not un- 
dertake for a moment, with any chances of success, an effort to reduce 
wages here. They can not import labor by labor contracts. That is 
forbidden. They can not bring in among us the Chinaman or the 
cooly. Thatis prohibited. What then remains? There remains no 
course open except to pay the wages as fixed, but to take care when 
they are paid that they shall be recouped by taxation. 

The bill is a bill of attainder against wages. It attaches the wages 
in the laborer’s hands where it is tolled in the interest of monopoly, 
A bill in every way calculated to diminish the means of subsistence 
of labor, and therefore the means of resistance by labor to the wrong 
and injury with which it is always threatened by the reduction of 
the price of its wages. : 

The tariff monopolist pays no wages, not a penny. He expends the 
money which is used in their payment, but the whole amount is by 
him immediately charged over to the consumer who pays all, 

There is no other way of accounting for one of the leading features 
of this bill often alluded to, the placing of excessive rates upon articles 
of necessity and those in most common use. The object is to reduce 
by a levy en masse upon the wages of the American workmen, admitted, 
conceded, by these monopolists to be too high. In fact, it is claimed 
very seriously by the monopolist that the wages of labor in the United 
States are so high as to interfere materially with the industrial inter- 
ests of the country or threaten them with great loss or entire destruc- 
tion. That is the claim. i 

The claim is utterly false. There can be no foundation for it. Itis 
simply based upon the avarice of corporations. More than two-thirds 
of the laborers of the United States, the people who work with their 
hands, are the employés of corporations. There is not in such em- 
ployment a man to man feeling, a meeting of flesh and blood, no con- 
sideration of conscience, of social fellowship, and of the wants and 
necessities of life above a bare animal subsistence. These things are 
all hidden in the resolution of the board and the action of the commit- 
tee ol the company. That artificial creature acts without responsibility 
and in a great many instances without notice. It is this conspiracy of 
these artificial beings who demand that the wages ot the American 
laborer shall be reduced, and this whole bill, in its drift, trend, and 
tendency, looks to the benefit of wares, not wages. The whole debate 
has been of wares, not a word of wages. It looks to the benefiv and 
advancement ot shares, trusts, and dividends of these artificially created 
monopolies which I haye mentioned. ‘There is no aspect in which it 
can be r ed that is not in deadly hostility to the interest of labor. 


The true prosperity of manufactures requires a just recompense to labor 


with no farthing of needless tax or burden. 

John Burns did do something for the protection of American labor, 
but there is no legislation of ours in this direction but will militate 
against what he did. It will have a tendency to destroy and sub- 
vert the line of action upon which he moved, and finally to leave the 
people without industrial freedom, as much needed as political freedom; 
indeed one can not be enjoyed without the other. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], who has just spoken, 
has uttered the opinion that this bill will become a law. I have no 
doubtofit. I think he might venture his reputation asa prophet very 
salely upon that prediction, but I think it very clear that, as it is the 
worst, so it will be the last successful attempt of incorporated monop- 
oly and organized hypocrisy, under the guise of protection to American 
labor, to tax all men for the benefit of exclusive privileges to strip 
labor of its earnings and finally of its rights. ? 

I believe most firmly, sir, that this bill will not be nt in its 
administration or in its principles, I believe tbey will all disappear, 
and that very suddenly in a much shorter time than has been men- 
tioned by the Senator. All these worshipers of the Moloch of mo- 
popoly will be banished to the undelectable mountains; they will be 
driven into the deserts, caves, and dens of the earth, a forlorn minor- 
ity, because I believe that justice at last, both in relation to labor and 
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its protection, will find the means of asserting itself, not in this bill or 
any similar measure, but in a policy that shall foster capital withont 
injury to the interests of labor, even to the advancement of the earn- 
ings of labor, until finally all the great fleld and plane of labor will be 
placed upon an elevation—that elevation where humanity, where sym- 
pathy, where society, generally wish to see it, especially in a country 
where this element is entitled to the highest consideration and to the 
fullest liberty in asserting its lawiul franchises. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall not emulate the example of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and follow him into the do- 
main of epithet and vituperation. He was inconsistent enough to ad- 
vise us that we were engaged in the closing discussion of a great eco- 
nomic question, and yet he charged the Democratic party with being 
the party of ruffianism and crime, and members of that party upon this 
floor, representatives of sovereign States, and his colleagues in this 
Chamber, with being charlatans, demagogues, dishonest pretenders, 
and common and habitual slanderers. 

Mr, President, the Democratic party and every gentleman in it can 
treat his assertion with contempt. The party to which we belong, 
amidst all its misfortunes and mistakes, has a record that no other po- 
litical organization in this orany othercountry can produce. Foracent- 
ury, in peace and war, sunshine and shadow, our flag has floated in 
every township, county, and State in this broad Union, and will con- 
tinue to float until the country ceases to exist. 

We have met lions in debate, and we can afford to disregard the 
snarlingof the Senator ſrom New York. The bear hunter, tornand lacer- 
ated in many a deadly conflict, where life was the forfeit of the game, 
will turn aside from a smaller animal whose only means of offense and 
defeuse is the noisome filth with which it poisons the surrounding 


atmeosp 

Mr. President, the pending bill is the culmination of what is called 
the protective principle in this country. It is a glaring illustration of 
the historic truth that class legislation never recedes. Every unnatural 
stimulus, physical and political, feeds upon itself. Aman whoviolates 
the laws of nature and of health by pouring into his system an un- 
natural stimulus, finds at last that death supervenes when that stim- 
ulus is withdrawn. ; 

The high protective-tariff system is an unnatural political stimulus. 
It is a violation of political sanitary laws that should govern all states 
in a healthful condition. It is a violation of the fundamental principle 
of honest and free government—equal protection to all its people and 
to all classes, and governmental partnership with none. It is a viola- 
tion of that sublime truth upon which was based the Declaration of In- 
dependence, and from which follow as corollaries all the personal rights 
that come to every citizen of this country, that all goverments derive 
their just. powers from the consent of the governed. 

‘The pabulum of the protective system is the profit from a partnership 
between the Government and certain favored classes. It is interesting 
to note how the truth that I have enunciated is illustrated in the his- 
tory of the pretective system in the United States. The first statute 
enacted in the first session of Congress under the Constitution of 1789 
upon the subject of tariff duties, or tariff taxation, imposed an almost 
infinitesimal tariff, compared with that now in existence, for the pur- 
pose of encouraging domestic manufactures and supporting the Govern- 
ment. Until the year 1888 no political party in this country was ever 
found that did not associate the imposition of a tariff tax with the sup- 
port of the Government of the United States. 

Never until Mr, MCKINLEY, the author of the pending bill, wrote 
the platform of the Republican party in 1888, was there ever an enun- 
ciation made in this country by any political organization that taxes 
should be imposed for the purpose of protection alone and in order to 
exclude from this country every foreign product that came in compe- 
tition with products of the United States, If time permitted I could 
read from the platforms of the Republican party since 1856 up to 1888, 
toshow that they always coupled the imposition of tariff duties with 
the support of the Government. 

When Henry C. Carey, the great father of protection, announced to 
the people of the United States that for himself he wished the Atlan- 
tie Ocean an ocean of fire across which no ship could pass, it startled 
the conservative men ot the whole country in both political parties. 
When the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] declared in hiscele- 
brated speech before the Home Market Club in Boston that he hoped 
not one pound of iron or steel or wool or silk should ever be imported 
from any country into the United States, the organs of the Republican 
party were silentand dumb and he received no approbation for his bold 
utterance. 

I remember distinctly when I first became a member of this body 
the amazement with which I heard that Senator standing in the aisle 
with his dramatic and aggressive demeanor declare that he was a pro- 
tectionist per se, and would vote for high protective duties if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States did not need one dollar. No applause 
followed that declaration then. 

~The contention of the Republican party at that time was for only 
such tariff duties as were to equalize the cost of labor in this 
country and abroad, and as an illustration of the great truth which I 
have announced, that class legislation feeds upon itself, in 1888 the 
Republican party at Chicago announced the principle on which the 


pending bill is constructed, that without regard to revenue or the ne- 
cessities of the Government enough tariff taxes should be imposed to 
exelude from this country all foreign products that competed with those 
ot the United States. 

Therefore, I repeat, the pending bill is the culmination, the crown- 
ing stone upon this monument of tariff taxation, and for one I congrat- 


ulate the country upon its enactment. I am glad, sir, to meet the 
issue, because with my convictions I believe that the sooner the crisis 
is reached, and the sooner this issue is fought to a finish, the better it 
will be for the country and for all its material interests. 

Mr- President, I but utter a truism when I state that the three great 
interests of every civilized country are agriculture, mavufactures, and 
commerce. I but utter another truism when I say that it is true in 
governmental matters, as in physical organizations, that the abnormal 
and artificial stimulation of any particular organ in the body politie or 
physical brings about logically disease and death. To talk of a strug- 
gle or strife between commerce, manufactures, and agriculture, is but 
to repeat the old fable of Æsop as to the dissensions between the brain 
and the heart and the stomach. Each is absolutely necessary to the 
others, and in a well-ordered commonwealth the good health of one is 
accompanied and associated with the good health of all. 

Wherever you find tyranny, wherever you find a government based 
upon the idea of aggrandizing the tew and the oppression of the many, 
you will find that some class interest has been fostered and promoted 
3 partnership at the expense ot the other interests in 

state. 

Mr. President, let us look for a moment, after twenty-five years of 
high protection, at the condition of the United States to-day. I as- 
sert that if this system be correct, if it be based upon correct princi- 

les, this young, vigorous, phenomenal Republic ought to be to-day 
ealthy in every portion of it, and every interest should be equally 


prosperous. 

We have none of the obstacles to national progress that stand in the 
way of the governments of the Old World. We have. no hereditary 
monarchy; no titular nobility; no families that inherit the wealth and 
honors.of the state. We have a hemisphere with a people phenome- 
nally bold and aggressive and intellectual. We have a variety of cli- 
mate and soil and production, unequaled upon the face of the earth. 
It this system be an adjunct to prosperity, here, of all countries in the 
world, we should have to-day universal prosperity in every State, in 
every interest, in every class. 

What is the result of twenty-five years of high tariff protection in 
the United States? We are told from the other side of the Chamber 
to look at the enormous wealth this country has hea up. Yes, Mr. 
President, but where is it heaped? Is it equally distributed? Is it 
justly divided? Do the laws of trade operate so that each section re- 
ceives the due reward of its labor? Or has it produced in this country, 
as in the badly governed countries of Europe, the extremes of human 
life, enormous wealth and almost abject poverty? Do not these condi- 
tions exist here to-day in spite of all the beneficence of nature, in spite 
of all that could be done forany people by the great God who has cre- 
ated the universe? 

What is the condition to-day of commerce? Our flag has disap- 
peared from the ocean. They say the war did it. It commenced dis- 
appearing, as the Senator from Vermont told us the other day, in 
1855, before a hostile gun had been fired. The American traveler now 
goes from one end of the world to the other, and the flag of his conn- 
try is not found except sporadically on any ocean. Our tourists who 
go abroad to spend the enormous wealth they have accumulated here 
under the laws of which I have spoken, and which have created these 
conditions, stand upon a British ship within the sound of Trinity’s 
bells, and listen to the anthem of God Save the Queen“ until they 
land upon British soil. 

Ovr carrying trade, which is the great instrumentality of commerce, 
is gone. We are told that it was because ships came to be made out 
of steel and iron instead of wood. What an outrage upon tlie people 
of the United States to bring forward any suchexcuse. Whatashame 
to say that the most inventive people in the world, the most aggressive, 
a people who can adapt themselves to every invention and every con- 
dition more readily than any other that have ever existed, had neither 
the intellect nor the courage to adapt themselves to this change in the 
carrying trade of the world, but have sat stoligly and stupiily while 
England, our great rival, has borne away all the immense fruits of that 
carrying trade from our very doors. 

My. HAWLEY. Would the Senator consider it ungracious if I make 
some remarks there? 

Mr. VEST. I would rather that my friendshould not interrupt me, 
because I want to get through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. All right. 

Mr. VEST. I mean no personal disrespect to him. 

Mr. President, we have lately heard from yery high quarters the 
complaint that the South American trade passes by our door and pours 
its wealth into the coffers of Great Britain. Weare now reduced to 
the unconstitutional experiment of paying bounties to steam-ship lines 
in order to ereate a carrying trade between our ports and those of for- 
eign countries, and especially of South America, 

In the convention which adopted the Constitution of 1789, as I had 
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occasion once before to show in debate here, a proposition was dis- 
tinctly made to give to Congress the power to grant bounties for the 
promotion of agriculture and commerce and manufactures, but that 

position was rejected, and the deduction must be made that the 
5 of the Constitution never intended that power to be exercised 
by any Congress; yet so great are our necessities to-day, so terrible the 


stress to which we are reduced in regard to the carrying trade, the 
great instrumentality of commerce, that we are to adopt this doubtful, 
and as I honestly believe unconstitutional, expedient, in order to wrest 
from England, if possible, a portion of this stupendous source of profit 
which she now almost monopolizes, 

Mr. President, it is useless for any intelligent man to find, except 
largely in one thing, the cause of the decay and absolute extinction of 
the carrying trade ot the United States. I do not mean to say that 
there have been no other causes contributing, but the great and con- 
trolling cause has been the fact that under our old and obsolete navi- 
gation laws, relics of barbarism, we have persistently refused to allow 
our people to buy new and modern ships wherever they could be built 
and could be bought cheapest. 

The Senator from New York taunts the Democratic party with being 
opposed to progress, with being the party of opposition. Sir, the Re- 

blican party ofthis country to-day stands upon the legislation of 1800. 
The Republican party to-day refuses in a spirit of barbaric exclusion 
to permit our people to buy their ships where they can buy them cheap- 
est and then bring them here and put them upon the American regis- 
try andsail them under the broad folds of the Stars and Stripes, the 
emblem of our country’s nationality. And why is this? It is done in 
the narrow. and bigoted and exclusive spirit of the high protective 
tariff. The tariff is a vast combine, interdependent, dovetailed to- 
gether, and its friends fear that if you break any portion of it a crevasse 
will be made until at last there is a torrent. 

So the friends of the protective tariff know that it will not do to give 
a citizen of the United States the power of buying a ship where he can 

tit cheapest and putting the flag of his country above it. It would 

k down the harmonions relations of the tariff, asthe Senator from 
Rhode Island calls it; it would destroy thesymmetry of the system. It 
is like that pathetic plea of these manufacturers heard so often in the 
testimony taken before the Committee on Finance and the Committee 
of Ways and Means of the House, It is true we manufacture but a few 
goods, but we are entitled to the benefit of the protective tariff because 
you give that benefit to somebody else; you must preserve the harmo- 
nious relation.“ 

Therefore we stand here day by day and year by year, and thecarry- 
ing trade of the whole world is taken from us until our commerce com- 
ing {rom agriculture, as I shall proceed to show, is carried abroad in 
foreign ships. But 15 per cent. of the whole carrying trade of this 
country is carried in American bottoms. Yet our friends talk about 
being the party of progress! Rip Van Winkle was an adventurer com- 
pared to them. They are sitting now in the shadesof the past. They 
are hovering under this old, obsolete, worn-out, exploded humbug that 
you must have ships built in America in order to carry American goods. 

I have often heard here about the immense coastwise trade of the 
United States, and we are told that because we have excluded foreign 
vessels from the coastwise trade this immense interest has grown up to 
its present magnitude. Ah, Mr. President, the coastwise trade is ac- 
companied by free trade, but our friends on the other side always omit 
that in the argumeuts they make to the people or in the Halls of Con- 

Our fathers made trade between the States free, and if to-day 
New York could put a tariff upon Pennsylvania and Pennsylvania could 
retaliate, your coastwise trade would amount to nothing. It is true 
you have not free ships in your coastwise trade, but you have free trade; 
whereas when you come to foreign trade you have not free ships but 
such ships as you have must go out hampered as to a return cargo by 
the high tariff, and compete in the free markets of the world with the 
free ships of Great Britain and France and Germany and Norway and 
Italy. 

Mr. President, here is the condition of commerce—strangled in its 
great instrumentality, the carrying trade. When it comes to commerce 
proper, three-fourths of it comes from agriculture, while a very incon- 
siderable portion of it comes from manufactures, this great interest 
that has been pampered and extravagantly promoted by the legislation 
of Congress for twenty-five years. 

Mr. President, that we have abnormally, artificially, unnecessarily, 
and at the expense of the other interests of this country promoted man- 
ufactures is shown beyond any sort of question by the labored effort of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to escape from the abso- 
lute truth that the manufacturers of the United States are now able 
with the protection they have had to sell their goods from 20 to 70 per 
on cheaper in the foreign markets than they do to their own people 
at home. 

The Senator from New York was right when he admitted that this 
was one of the salient points in this whole debate. It was brought 
here to show the people of the United States that the pretense of pro- 
tection being any longer n for the manufacturers of this coun- 
try was a fraud, and a pretext for additional profit. The Senator from 
New York now seeks to avail himself of the ex parte statements of a 
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few manufacturers to whom: he has written, who say that they liave 
not engaged in this business, and therefore it does not exist. 

What would be thought of a lawyer if he should undertake to clear 
his client from a criminal charge by proving that a dozen other men in 
the community had never committed it? What would be thought 
of a logician who would take as one of his premises antecedent to a 
conclusion the fact that whilst Jones might have done it, Smith and 
Brown and Thompson never did? Who has said that the houses from 
which the Senator has brought these letters were ever guilty of this 
practice? Which one of any of these one hundred and sixty-six man- 
ufacturers whose advertisements were found in these export journals, 
and whose names were sent from one end of this country to the other, 
if not their names the subject-matter of the advertisement, has come 
here directly or indirectly to deny that he authorized those statements 
in those papers and was ready to furnish the goods according to the 
advertisement ? 

The other day in this debate the Senator from Rhode Island, when 
I read an item here in regard to gaskets, an article made out of copper, 
and a photograph of which I have, asked me to give him the name of 
the manufacturer, I sat down at once and wrote to the editor of The 
Engineering and Mining Journal and called his attention to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island, sending him a copy of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and here is the reply: 


we give 
discontinued 
the practice in June. Wewill furnish 
their goods in the Prices Current. 
You rather misconstrue our policy. If you will kindly read the two inclosed 
slips, that marked A being from the head of Goods wanted" column that you 
will find on page 502 of the paper we send you; that marked Bis from the head 
of the Prices current.“ We are not commission merchants, and do not buy or 
sell goods, but quote goods of American manufacture at the request of our sub- 
scribers abroad and for their benefit, 
Yours very respectfully, 
THE ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, 
FRAN’S W. ELKINGTON. 


Hon. G. G. Vest, Washington, D. C. 


Now here is the photograph of these gaskets. [Exhibiting.] The 
Senator from New York says that these are sold at the same dis- 
count to the foreign and domestic buyer; that the middleman who 
wants to take them to South America buys them at the same discount 
with the middleman who buys in the United States. Now, mark 
how plain a tale shall put him down.“ Here is the advertisement ot 
the United States Mineral Wool Company, 2 Cortlandtstreet, New York: 

Gaskets. Corrugated copper. Price, 2 cents per square inch, less 30 percent. 
discount for home trade. 
60 per cent, discount for export trade. 

I should like to see the Senator with all his ingenuity of logic escape 
from that, Here isan American who goes to buy these articles, and 
he has 30 percent. discount. Here is a foreigner who goes to buy them, 
and he has 60 per cent. discount. Both of them may be middlemen, 
both ofthem may intend to retail the goods after they have purchased 
them, but the American only gets 30 per cent. discount whilst the tor- 
eigner gets 60. How can the Senators hope to escape from a fact like 
that? 

But to make this matter so clear that nothing but partisan obtuse- 
ness can escape it, I have before me a letter which was read the other 
day without any attention given to it by the Senate from the editorof 
The Engineering and Mining Journal as to this statement that these 
goods were sold by wholesale and not by retail; in other words, that 
a foreigner would only buy by wholesale, and that he could not get one 
of these articles at retail for the prices at which they were advertised: 

ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL, New Yorn, August 28, 1890. 

Dear Sir: I am obliged to you forthe letter of August 25, respecting proceed- 

ings, taken in the Senate regarding our prices current.” 

ices quoted by us are, as you will notice at the head of the first column, 
“for export only,” and the prices therein given are the prices at which every 
foreign subscriber can buy in this market. It stands to reason that orders for 
farm implements are frequently for one only. If to buy one machine is retail 
trade, then these foreign prices are retail prices. 

This is the man who sells them; this is the agent of the manufact- 
urer and purchaser, and here is his testimony that he sells one. He goes 
on to give the process under which they are are sold, and ther he says: 


In going through our letters this morning we counted no less than fifty-eight 
reerived during the month of July, thanking us for publishing the prices cur- 
rent,“ as it enabled our subscribers to keep a check on the prices charged them 
on their indents. 

Yours very truly, 


To T. E. WILLSON, 


That is, individuals who bought single articles thanked the paper 
for publishing these prices, because it enabled them to hold the price- 
list as a check upon the manufacturer. And yet, in the face of that 
statement coming from the parties who are engaged in this traffic, in 
the face of 166 of these publications, or advertisements, or whatever 
you call them, theSenator from New York has the unparalleled effrontery 
to stand here and state that these charges will continue to be made in, 
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the canvass by Democratic orators to their ignorant audiences. Mr. 
President, if God gives me health and strength, I propose to make 
them and to read them to the farmers of the West. I want them to 
know the truth in to this matter, and the truth is so clear 
that an honest man can not hesitate in regard to it. 

Mr. President, if other proof be necessary as to the effect of the pro- 
tective system upon the manufacturing interests of the United states, 
it can be easily furnished by statistics, which I do not care to read. 
It can be shown beyond any sort of question that the larger portion of 
the national debt of the United States is held in the manutacturing 
States; that the wealth of the country is held in an unnatural and 
abnormal degree in the manufacturing States of this Union. 

Heretofore, in every tariff debate from 1483 to 1888, this Hall has re- 
sounded with the amounts of deposits in the banks of New England by 
the laborers and operatives. We have heard nothing of it in this de- 
bate, because the protectionists do not want the country now to under- 
stand what has been the result of manufacturing, They do not want 
the people of the United States to see, as they will see from these figures, 
that money has been aggregated in one section of the Union and neces- 
sarily at the expense of other sections, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator wants to be correct in his facts, I 
have no doubt. I made special mention and boast of the prosperity ot 
the savings-banksin Connecticut. A majority of our people have money 
Sa there. 

r. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to misstate any 
fact, but I repeat that although the Senator from Connecticut may have 
done so, that line of discussion bas been relegated to the background. 
Heretofore in every tariff discussion we have heard very little else, 
and if the Senator irom Connecticut has made an aryument here, it is 
the only argument of that kind I have heard of in the whole of this 
protracted debate. 

But, Mr. President, what has been the result of this system upon 
agriculture? We have seen its effect on manufactures and on com- 
merce. If these laws be just in principle and in operation, why is it 
to-day that in this young and vigorous and fruitful country the farm- 
ers.of the United States are standing defiantly and aggressively de- 
manding of the Legislature of the country why the present conditions 
are existing? 

I know it has been said here, conspicuously by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Witson], that the farmers of the United States are prosperous. 
If I had strength and time I could read from the testimony taken before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the other House, given by the rep- 
resentative farmers of the United States, showing that in every section 
of the country agriculture is depressed, farming lands depreciated, and 
farm products steadily decreasing in value year by year. The report 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture shows that with the large increase 
of agricultural products in 1889 they were worth less by 5100, 000, 000 
than the products o 1888. 

The Senator trom New York telis us what the Republicau party has 
done toadvance the price of agricultural products by the passage of the 
silver bill, Sir, to-day we see the result of that bill exactly as those 
of us who refused to vote for it predicted in this Chamber scarcely two 
months ago. Silver instead of being money is to-day a commercial 
commodity, Five days ago it was worth 120 and to-day it is worth 
116 and a fraction. The very thing we predicted has come to pass. 
Instead of making it the equal of gold, as the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] so eloquently urged, we have to-day silver exactly like 
wheat and corn and potatoes, . 

Itis the shuttlecock of speculators. It is a fight to-day between the 
Government and the Shylocks as to who shall get most of the people's 
money; and those o! us who followed the Senator from Colorado and 
begged that silver be made money and pleaded for the equality of the 
metals, to-day witness the fulfillment of the prophecy we made, that 
it was a mere game to enhance the price of silver for speculators and 
mine-owners while the people of the country out on the prairies andin 
workshops stolidly and patiently wait for the fruition of promises that 
will never be fulfilled. 

It is true that under thespeculative fever in silver agricultural prod- 
ucts went up a lew cents on a bushel, but to-day they are going down. 
That is the prosperity to which the Senator from New York says the Re- 
publican party has brought this country. Oh, I should like to see that 
Senator before a Farmers’ Alliance. I should like to see him meet that 
sturdy veomanry of the West with hay- seed in their hair. Ishould like 
to see him make before them this argument and that of the Senator from 
Iowa: Why, you are prosperous, you are happy; you do not know 
what is the matter with you. The Republican party has done all the 
good for you that is possible. We have passed the silver bill; we have 
increased the duty on wheat; we have put a duty of 5 cents a dozen on 
eggs; we have increased the duty on rye; we have put it up on corn. It 
is true we only imported last year 1,994 bushels of wheat and we ex- 
ported 46,000,000, but yon all see that the 1,994 bushels fixed the price 
for the 46,000,000, anybody can see that. Itis true that we only im- 
7 7 16 bushels of rye, all told, and we exported 287,000, but the 

6 bushels tixed the price for the 287,000. And as to eggs, I can not 
resist the temptation to read from an eminent Republican, one who 
«stands high in the party, and who has never been formally expelled, 
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although he is on the road. I read from a speech made by Hon. Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH, He says: 

Facts are brutal things, Thereis nothing so utterly brutal as a fact. It yields 
nothing; it sympathizes with nobody's feelings. $ 
the fact in thiscase? Duri ng 1888 we bought from Canada agricultural 
to the amount of over $17,000,000. What did we sell them? About $21,000,000, 
and the ser part of it corn and the products that we buy not fromthem, To 
please the farmer of this country we have shut him out of the market where he 
sold his products to the amount of $21,000,000 and kept ont, as a partial compet- 
itor, nearly $17,000,000 that we bought from the Canadian side. 

We have shut out eggs, and that is paraded as an important matter. I made 
& little calculation as to how that would affect our people. We imported 21,- 
000,000 eggs— 

He means dozens— 
and by careful estimate that amounts to just one omelet a year to each of our 
people—one omelet a year! . That is all. 


[ Laughter. ] 

This committee knows very well that my fellow-citizens do not, during one- 
half of the year, taste eggs at all. Our friends of the committee have not in- 
serted in the bill any provision which would have enjoined upon the bens that 
they should lay regularly during cold weather as well as warm. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Give them a bounty. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Well, 1 might haye offered them a bounty, But I do not 
care to go into that. 

And we have protected the farmer by putting a duty of 5 cents a 
dozen on eggs. The people of the United States consumed in 1889 
1,500,000,000 dozen eggs. The city of New York consumed 67,500,000 
dozen. We brought in from Canada not 21,000,000 eggs, as Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH says, but nearly 16,000,000 dozen, which was less than 1 
per cent. of the whole consumption in the United States. But our 
friends on the other side say to the farmers, ‘‘ Look what we have done 
for you. We have put a tax of 5 cents a dozen on eggs, and still you 
are not satisfied !”? 

Mr. President, let us look at the condition of this country, without 
reading statistics to any extent, as to the result of this protective- tariff 
system for twenty-five years upon the agricultural products of the 
United States. 

Farms, animals, and implements of the United States in 1850 
amounted in valuation to $3,967,343,580; in 1880 to $12,104,001,538, 
In the six New England States in 1850 the value of farms and farming 
animals and implements was $435,154,525; in 1860 it was $561,467,- 
417; in 1870, $707,942,430; and in 1880, $671,$46,058, right in the 
manufacturing States, where if the protective tariff operated to enhance 
the price of agricultural products it would certainly have its effect. 
The loss in the last ten years in the six New England States, accord- 
ing to the census, in farms, agricultural implements, and animals was 
$36,000,600, 

Now take New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, these wealthy 
manufacturing States of which we hear so mu In 1850 the farms, 
implements, and animals amounted to $1,249,643,065; in 1860, to $1,- 
899,064,457; in 1870, to $2,976,379,873; in 1880, to $2,524,721, 419, or 
a loss in agricultural wealth in the last ten years of 8450, 000, 000 in 
these three States. s 

put Mr. Blaine tells us, when we refer to the prosperity of agricult- 
ure from 1846 to 1857 under a low tariff, that the discovery of gold in 
California accounts for that extraordinary prosperity. Now, let us 
look at the amount of gold and siiver during the decades I have named. 
From 1850 to 1860, $551,650,000 was produced in the United States; 
from 1860 to 1870. $575,000,000; from 1870 to 1880, $755,063,792; 
from 1880 to 1890, $817,213,501, So with an increase from year to year 
in immigration, more mouths to feed, more gold and silver, more people 
in the country, more prosperity from a high tariff, according to our 
friends on the other side, the census shows a decrease in these manu- 
facturing States in agricultural wealth steadily from year to year. 

In the last canvass Mr. Blaine made a statement which was quoted 
largely throughout the conntry showing how the manufacturing States 
consumed the product of the agricultural States, and how much we 
were therefore indebted to them. His statement, which I quote, is as 
follows: 

In 1860, six New Englend States and Pennsylvania and New York bad in 
wealth $5,123,000,000; in 188), 816,228,000. 000; an increase of 216 per cent. 

And the whole Republican party immediately stood up on its feet, 
North, East, South, and West, and yelled io, triumphe, that is the result 
of the tariff, an increase of 216 per cent. But Mr. Blaine continued: 

In 1860 eight agricultural States—Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ka: Michi: 5 
Minnesota, Nebraska, and Wisconsin had in wealth 52,27 1.000.000; in 1880, 811. 
268,000,000, an increase of 396 per cent., or 180 per cent. more than in the manu- 
facturing States. 

Therefore, said Mr. Blaine, the tariff has done more for the agricult- 
ural States than it did forthe manulacturing States, and the West has 
no right to complain. But Mr. Blaine forgot to state the fact that the 
population in the two sections was in numbers entirely different. If 
he had divided the amount of wealth by the amount of population and 
shown the per capita wealth in the two sections his argument would 
have been a fair and just one. I proceed to do that for him. 

Tn 1860 the population of New England and the two States of Penn- 
sylvania and New York was 10,474,252. Their wealth was $5,123,- 
000,000, which, divided by the amount of population, would make the 
per capita wealth in 1860 $489. In 1880, twenty years atterwards, the 
population of the same States was 12,824,272. Their wealth was $16,- 


228,000,000, which, divided by the population, made their per capita 
wealth in 1880 $1,265 an increase per capita in twenty years of $776. 

Now, let us take the agricultural States and work ont this proposi- 
tion abont which we heard so much enthusiastic cheering by the Re- 
publican party in the last canvass, In 1860 the eight Western States 
named by Mr. Blaine bad 5,570,356 population. Their aggregate 
wealth was $2,271,000,0U0. This, divided by the population, made 
their per capita wealth in 1860 $407, or $82 less than that in the East- 
ern States I have named. 

In 1880, twenty years afterwards, the population of these same West- 
ern States was 11,862,492. Their wealth was $11,268,000,000, which 
divided by the population would make the per capita wealth $949, or 
an increase in the West of $542 per capita, and in the East, during 
the same period, of $776, and that, too, in the face of the fact that these 
Western States were new, with a virgin soil, an adventurous, ener- 
getic population, with all the possibilities for improvement and the ac- 
cretion of wealth. So under this protective system which the farmers 
of the country are asked to-day to support the cold and naked figures 
show that the old, finished manufacturing States continued under this 
2 to aggregate and absorb the wealth of the country, and hold it 


ay. 

Now, Mr. President, a few words in regard to the bill pending be- 
fore the Senate, as to its provisions. I happened the other day to find 
in a newspaper the following very apposite letter. It is in the North- 
ampton (Pa.) Democrat: -~ 

NEAR TOPEKA, KANS., January 24, 1890, 


Mr. EDITOR: I often wonder how your Northampton farmers get on on our 
high old protection laws. Out here we suffer pretty badly, Let me give you 
something from my own experience. 

Just beiore Christmas I drove into Topeka to get some clothes for myself and 
a dress for 2 wife. 1 bought an entire ready-made suit for myself for $20; an 
overcoat for $10; derby hat, $2; worsted shirt and cotton stockings, $2; cotton 
shirt and cravat, $1.50; total, $35.50; woolen dress for my wife, $10; total, $45.50. 

I made a bargain with the merchant to take his pay in corn at its market 
price on January 2, delivered to him in Topeka, I living 4 miles out of town. 

Well, yesterday being the day fixed, I went in town to see how much corn I 
must deliver for my clothing bill of $45.50. I was told that the price was 15 
cents per bushel, and that I must bring him 303} bushels of merchantable corn. 
1 was somewhat surprised, but as my neighbors, who had not indulged in any 
new clothing, were burning their corn for fuel, I bore the news cheerfully, and 
went home to arrange about getting the corn delivered, 


It struck me after reading this letter, which manifestly came from 
a farmer, that I would take the existing tariff and measure the tariff 
tax he paid upon this bill of goods for himself and wife. So I took 
my pencil and worked out the proposition as follows: This farmer 
paid on his ready-made suit, which cost him $20, the duty under exist- 
ing law of 55 per cent. amounting to $7 as tariff tax. The cost without 
the tariff was $13, and he paid as the bill shows $20. The overcoat 
cost him $10 the duty on which was 55 per cent., a tariff tax of $3.50. 
If it had not been for the tariff he would have bought the coat for 
$6.50. The hat cost him $2. The duty is 71 per cent. under the exist- 
ing law, and he paid a tarif tax of 83 cents. He would have bought 
it, if it had not been for the tariff, for $1.17 instead of $2. The worsted 
shirt cost him $2. The duty on it was 55 percent. or 70 cents, and the 
cost if it had not been for the tariff would havé been $1.30 instead of 
$2. The cotton shirt and cravat cost him $1.50. Theduty was 35 per 
cent., making 39 cents tariff tax, and he would have bought them, if it 
had not been for the tariff, for $1.11 instead of $1.50. The woolen 
dress for the old lady cost $10. The duty was 85 per cent, making a 
tariff tax of $4.60. It would have cost him, if it had not been for the 
duty, 85.40 instead of $10. = 

I then concluded that I would get him a pair of blankets to make 
him comfortable during the winter on my own responsibility. So we 
bonght a pair of blankets, 5-pound blankets, which cost $2.53. That 
would be the cost at the custom-house. I took the import list for the 
cost. The rate of duty is 70. 48 percent., which would make the amount 
of oy on the blankets $1.79, and make the whole cost $4.32 instead 
of $2.53. 

I then concluded that he might come from one of the Yankee States 
and want to whittle, and so I bought him a pocket knife upon my 
own responsibility. It cost abroad 50 cents. The present duty is 25 
cents, which would make it cost him 75 cents instead of 50 cents. 

Under the present Jaw the whole bill would cost him $50.57, the 
tariff duty being $19.06; and the cost would be without the tariff 
$31.51 instead of $50.57 under the existing law. 

Now, to carry out this matter, I took the pending bill and these 
same articles and calculated the cost under its provisions, for that is 
the best illustration in the world of how this tariff will operate upon 
the people. His ready-made suit, under the pending bill, instead of 
paying 55 per cent. duty, pays 85 per cent., and instead of a tariff tax 
upon his suit of $7 it is, under this proposed law which we are about to 
enact, $11.05. The overcoat, instead of being taxed 55 per cent., as it 
is now, will be taxed under this bill 85 per cent., or $5.52, instead of 
$3.50. The hat is taxed under the pending bill, instead of 71 per cent., 
100 per cent., making a tariff tax of $1.17. The worsted shirt 85 per 
cent., instead of 55 per cent., making $1.10. On the cotton shirt and 
cravat the duty is 50 per cent., instead of 35, as now, making a tariff 
tax of 55 cents. The woolen dress is taxed 110 cent. under the 
pending bill, which would make the tax $5.94. én 0 
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kets, 5 pounds, the duty under the proposed law is 105 per cent., which 
makes the tariff tax $2.66. The knife hasa tax upon it of 100 per cent. 
under the pending bill, which makes the tariff duty 50 cents. So the 
bill of goods which under the existing law would bave cost this farmer 
$50.57 costs him under this bill about to be enacted $60, the tariff tax 
being $28.49, whereas he would have got the same goods without the 
duty for $31.50. 

There is the whole of the tariff. This is the operation of the woolen 
schedule, and it is worth all the theories, all the vituperative eloquence, 
all the appeals to the old flag and an appropriation ” which the Re- 
publican party can make in the next year. The people of this country 
will understand this, God willing, some time. This glamour can not 
be thrown over them for another century. This thing has come toan 
apex; it has culminated, and unless I am more mistaken in my coun- 
trymen than in anything else during my whole life, the people of the 
United States will rebel against this monstrous system that to-day is 
piling up enormous fortunes at the expense of the middle and poorer 
classes of the country. 

Mr. President, look at this duty upon sugar. What honest man is 
notashamed of thatrecord? It 1888 the Democratic party was hounded 
through the country and charged with making a bargain with the sugar 
trust because they lowered the standard to 13 under the Dutch stand- 
ard. Mr. Blaine in a stump-speech in Indiana declared, quoting from 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], not now in his seat, that the 
Democratic committee of the House had put $6,000,000 a year into the 
pockets of the sugar trust by their legislation. 

Ithas been charged openly on the floor of the House that a midnight 
meeting was held between Havemeyer, the head of the sugar trust, and 
the Democratic or Mills committee, under which the trust agreed to 
furnish campaign funds to the Democratic party if they could have their 
way in regard to these sugar duties. 

Now, look at this history, my Republican friends, and at your rec- 
ord, and then go before the country and face it as you will be com- 
pelled todo. I have here the first provisions agreed upon by the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and upon 
which they stood up to the very night before they reported the bill, 
In these first provisions they proposed to enact the following: 


231, All sugars not above No. 16 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, all 
sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, sirupsof cane juice or of beet juice, me- 
Inda, concentrated melada, and concrete and concentrated molasses, shall pay a 
duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 1 


All up to 16, including the debatable grades between 13 and 16, over 
which the fight is waged between the refiners and consumers of the 
country, were to pay 35 per cent. Š 

Now, here is the next section: 

232. All sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color shall pay a duty of 40 
per cent. ad valorem. N 

In other words, that committee agreed solemnly that all sugars up 
to 16 Dutch standard should come in at 35 per cent. duty, and then it 
would give the refiners 5 per cent., Which was equivalent to 16 cents 
on the hundred pounds, to protect them above 16. But the refiner 
was here. 


The Assyrian came down like the wolfon the fold, 
And his cohorts were gleaming in purple and gold. 


Mr. Havemeyer was here. They had secret consultations. I make 


no charges, for doubtless it was all right and tor great public reasons, 
but the report came into the House utterly different. It leit the stand- 
ard at 16, but put theduty upon the refined sugars above 16 at four- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound, or 40 cents on the hundred. Why? Ire- 
peat the Janguage of a distinguished Republican patriot in another 
place: What came o'er the spirit of their dream?’ That 
was applied to the Mills bill, but I apply it to the committee that made 
this report. 3 

I could stand here if my strength permitted and read the denuneia- 
tion of the Republican papers of this transaction, The Globe-Demo- 
ocrat, the organ of the Republican party in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, denounced it in most unmeasured terms as a bargain with the 
sugar trust, and warned this committee of what would come if th 
persisted in it, The New York Tribune denounced it. The New Yor 
Press denounced it. The only Republican paper of any prominence 
in this country that seemed to indorse it was the Philadelphia Press, 
which was in the interest of the refiners of Philadelphia. 

But the refiners knew their interest. They said, Wait; we are not 
done with you yet; that thing must go to the Senate; it must go to the 
American House of Lords,“ as they call it; it is a small body; we 
will get our work in there.“ They gathered here; the lobbies and 
corridors were full of them; and what has been the result? They asked 
in the House of Representatives but five-tenths of 1 cent duty on 
sugars above 16 to protect them, this immense, gigantic trast that has 
paid 10 per cent. dividends and has a $22,000,000 surplus to-day in its 
treasury—I have the statements here and could read them if time per- 
mitted—into whose pockets we are putting, on the calculation of the 
Senator from Iowa, $20,000,000 a year by our votes in this Chamber 
yesterday. 

What did this Senate committee do? Now, mark how great the 
anxiety of the refiners to put down the standard to 13, to puta duty 
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upon these two grades of common or raw brown sugar between 13 and 
16, which can come into this country and be used by the people with- 
out being refined. ‘There was the struggle in 1888, there was the 
struggle in 1883, when we in this Chamber voted to put $2.40 tax upon 
sugars above 16, and the conference committee then put it at $2.75, 
without consulting us. The struggle has always been over these two 


es. 

viet was the result in this Chamber? The Committee on Finance 
lowered the standard from 16 to 13, gave the refiners all they wanted, 
and then instead of giving them 40 cents, as the House had done on re- 
fined sugars above 16, or giving them five-tenths of 1 cent, which was 
all they ever asked, as I can show by their own testimony, they abso- 
lutely give them six-tenths of 1 cent a pound above No. 16, and then 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] wants to make it a dollar 
above No. 20. 

Mr. President, no such record was ever made before in Congress. 
My friend from Iowa, whom I see now in his seat, told us in 1888, when 
he was talking about a tax of one-fifth of 1 cent, that it put $6,000,000 
into the pockets of these refiners, He remembers it. What does this 
proposed taxation do? It puts $20,000,000 a year into the pockets of 

enormous trust and gives them their raw ma the sugars 
under 13, free. It is done in the interest of the people of this country, 
and Senators will go upon the hustings and denounce the trusts and 
combines and declare that they look upon them as accursed things that 
ought to be wiped out if any legislation can accomplish it. And this 
in the face of the fact that Mr. Havemeyer says if he gets his raw sugars 
free he can beat the English refiners. 

Mr. President, I have another word to say (and I am speaking hur- 
tiedly and disconnectedly) in regard to that portion of this bill which 
refers to reciprocity. I had intended to read what was said by the ven- 
erable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I do not assume to 

for him, but before he left us he stated very distinctly and em- 
tically his opinion in regard to this reciprocity clause. The vener- 
able Senator from Vermont, in speaking about this reciprocity, called 
the attention of the Senate to the declaration made by Mr. William E. 
Curtis, who is now an executive officer of the State De tand 
— of the South American Commission. Mr. states 
E 


Chili has already driyen the flour of the United States off the west coast of 
South America, and now supplies Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia. The California 
millers are also nning to feel the competition of Chili at Panama and along 
the west coast of tral America, and unless cheaper freights are offered from 
San Francisco southward we shall lose a large and lucrative market. 

The Argentine Republic was an importer of breadstuffs a few years since, 
but the agricultural 3 oft pas is so id and extensive that 
the pre-ent product not only supplies the local demand, but furnishes an an- 
— surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for export. The same is true of Uruguay, 
8 oduotive capacit 

ree an an enormous productive 
veloped by Italian immigrants. The time is not far d 
countries will deprive the United States of the 
ket in the West Indies and South America, an 
tion with us in Europe. 

Mr. Curtis goes on from actual personal observation to say that the 
time is rapidly approaching when these South American countries will 
become our rivals in these agricultural exports. 

It is proposed now by the Secretary of State, and it has been virtu- 
ally adopted by the Senate, that we shall attempt to establish reciproc- 
ity in order to give a market for our agricultural products in South 
America. 


Canada is to be excluded, and yet I have here a table, which I will 
not read, from The American Economist, the highest authority in tariff 
circles in the United States, showing that in 1889 there was what is 
called a balance of trade as between Canada and the United States in 
our favor of $12,846,586, instead of a balance against us, as would ap- 

from our own reports. This paper states—and I give it as Re- 
publican authority—that although the import lists show a small bal- 
ance against the United States as between a and this country for 
1889, there was really a balance in our favor of over $12,000,000, 
S8o, Mr. President, it we are to hunt for markets, our market for agri- 
cultural products must be found rather in Canada, if we are to go to 
countries upon this side of the Atlantic, than in the South American 
states, which will soon become our rivals in agricultural products, 

But in order to show in the most distinct way that Mr. Blaine finds 
his markets for agricultural products in the wrong place, I read now 
from a table, which I have had prepared by an ex showing the 
amount of agricultural exports to the South American states and to 
our great rival in manufactured Great Britain. 

I shall not undertake to read these tables, for the accuracy of which 
Iam able to vouch, in detail. What the result shows is this: We ex- 
ported in 1889 in agricultural products trom the United States to South 
America $9,583,013. We ſexported in the same year to Mexico, Cuba, 
Porto Rico, and Central America $7,999,217, making altogether to the 
South American states, Cuba, Porto Rico, and Central America $17,- 

230. Weexported from this country to Great Britain in agricult- 

products in the same year 8315, 403, 199, or we exported an excess 

of cultural products to Great Britain overall these countries to the 
south of us of $297,820,889. 

Yet Mr, Blaine says that we must have no reciprocity with Great 


me an exporter of wheatand flour within the last two or 
now being cag, Sooo 

nt when these three 
portion of its flour mar- 

will enter into active competi- 
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Britain because that country is our great rival in manufactured goods. 
We have already fostered and promoted our manufacteres in this coun- 
try until they could run six months in the year and supply the whole 
home market, and until they are able to sell their manufactured prod- 
nets to foreigners for one-half less than they do to our own people. 
Mr. Blaine’s market is in the wrong place. The people of the West 
can not give up the market in Great Britain. They are bound to have 
our corn and our wheat. The South American people do not want it, 
and will not take it. All this talk of reciprocity and pan-American 
conventions and brass bands and terrapin and champagne is the merest 
froth and rot. 

These people will take our goods when we can undersell Great Brit- 
ain, and not before. The farmers of the West do not want any senti- 
ment. We want to get the largest price for our corn and wheat, and 
intend to have it if we can. We know that we can get it in Great 
Britain and Canada, and we know we can not get it from these Latin 
people to the south of us. 

We do not care whether Canadians eat our corn and our meat and 
our wheat, or whether England, the mother country, eats it. We do 
not care whether it goes into the stomach of an Irishman or Welsh- 
man or a Dutchman or a South American, but we want the biggest 
price for it, and when Mr. Blaine tells us to shut out Canada, shut out 
Great Britain, we know that he shutsoff our market. When he comes 
to us and says Give us your money for subsidies to steam-ships, we 
will make treaties and have reciprocal trade with these South Ameri- 
can countries,’’ and then these figures stare us in the face, Mr. Blaine 
insults the intelligence of the agricultural people of this country. 

But, Mr. President, even if there were millions of dollars in this 
transaction I would not support it. I would never give the power to 
the executive department of this Government that is granted by the 
amendment proposed by the Finance Committee and adopted yoong 
by the Senate. IfI understand the principle of free government, if 
understand the autonomy of our institutions, it is that there is a dis- 
tinct and well defined line, constitutionally, between the powers of the 
executive, legislative, and judicial departments. 

If I were disposed to enter upon historical reminiscence I could al- 
lude to the time when the head of Charles I rolled from off his shoul- 
ders before his palace at Whitehall because he usurped the tax-levying 
functions of the British Parliament withont a written constitution to 
guide them, If I understand the initiative steps of our own revolu- 
tion, in which we separated from the mother country, it was because 
we stood upon that great and fundamental doctrine of liberty that 
taxes could not be imposed upon a free ple without their consent 
and according to the provisions of their fundamental law. 

What do the majority in this Chamber propose todo? They propose 
to give to any President the power in his discretion to exercise the tax- 
ing power—forit is nothing else—in regard to certain imports. He is 
to judge when this taxation shall be placed upon certain articles brought 
into this country. He is to take the powers of Congress into his hands 
and exercise them. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
him to ask if the proposal in this case is not made by the representa- 
tives of the people? 

Mr. VEST. e power is given to the President to exercise under 
this amendment. s 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to be comparing this condi- 
tion of things with that of the King of England, Charles I. 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, I made no comparison. 

Mr. HOAR. Charles I did it against the remonstrance of the re 
resentatives of the people. The proposition that the Senate has e 
is addressed by the representatives of the people to the President. 

Mr. VEST. But it is giving virtually to the Executive the power 
which is vested in the House of Representatives to initiate measures 
of taxation, and giving to him also the treaty-making power which 
the Constitution vests in the Senate. It is abhorrent to all my ideas 
of the autonomy of this Government, and for one I can never give my 
assent to it. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in rising to close the debate on this 
side of the Chamber I feel that I am simply performing a duty and 
that my action is hopeless, I know that it is already decided that this 
bill is to pass, and for many weeks I have had no hope of any other re- 
sult. It has been the effort on this side, knowing that the bill would 
pass, to expose its iniquities, its inequalities, and its injustices as much 
as ible inorder that the people whom it is to affect may judge of it. 

think, sir, that the bill is contrary to all principles of public finance. 
I think both the Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee 
on Finance in this body have entirely misconstrued the duties which 
were before them in the preparation of this bill. The Treasury of the 
people, the fund which supports our Government and maintains all of 
its functions, has not been considered in the preparation of this bill in 
the slightest degree. Its purpose is to reduce revenue, so it says, but 
it is not for the purpose of reducing taxation. It is avowed here that 
that is not its purpose. It is intended to increase taxation whilst re- 
ducing revenue, and to divert that increased taxation from the Treas- 
ury of the people into the pockets of private parties. There is no at- 
tempt anywhere in the bill, nor, with a commendable candor, is there 


any made by those who defend the bill, that it is intended in 
any way to lighten the burdens of the people. 

Sir, what was the call tor this legislation? Why did the ple of 
both political parties in this country claim that the tariff should be 
revised? What was the popular outcry in relation to the state of our 
finances? It was undoubtedly to reduce the surplus that was in the 
Treasury. The truth was admitted of that declaration in the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1888 that all unnecessary taxation was unjust taxa- 
tion; and here was an accumulation in the Treasury of money that the 
Government did not need; therefore all parties united in demanding 
that the surplus should be reduced. 

There are many ways of reducing the surplus, and when our Re- 
publican friends and politicians admitted that the surplus ought to be 
reduced they had it in mind to reduce it in a far di t way from 
the way in which we proposed to reduce it, from the way in which 
common sense dictated that it should be reduced, from the way in 
which public honesty demanded that it should be reduced. One way 
of reducing the surplus was by increasing expenditures. 

If that was the way that our friends on the other side intended to 
effect a reduction, this bill was superfluous, because that has already 
been done by the appropriation bills passed and those which are yet to 
come. They might have reduced itin another way. They might have 
reduced it by putting necessary articles upon the free-list, which would 
have abstracted that much money from the public Treasury, relieved 
the people of that much taxation, and permitted the duties on the man- 
ufactured articles and the necessaries of life which now exist to remain 
untouched. They did not take that course. They might have reduced 
the surplus by decreasing the duties upon the necessaries of life, those 
things which are in most common use by the people of this country. 
That would have decreased the lus revenue in the Treasury; that 
would have lessened the taxation of the people; but they did not take 
that course. ‘ 

There was still another course by which the surplus in the Treasury 
could have been reduced, and that was to increase the duties upon 
manufactured articles and the necessaries of life so high as to make 
them prohibitory, and thus decrease the revenue 15 decreasing the im- 

ons upon which duties were paid. That is the course which 
ey have taken in connection with the transference of a number of 
articles to the free-list. 

I want to show how faithfully and how honestly the Republican 
party have fulfilled their pledges made to the people. In the plat- 

orm of 1888 they said that the Republican party would effect all 
needed reduction of the national revenue by repealing the taxes upon 
tobacco, which are Án annoyance and burden to agriculture, and the 
tax upon spirits used in the arts and for mechanical purposes.” They 
have done neither. Every dollar of duty that has been heretofore 
im upon spirits and tobacco still remain on the statute-book, and 
although the bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives 
contained a reduction on tobacco and the repeal of the special taxes 
upon dealers in tobacco, as well as a reduction of the duty on spirits 
in the arts, yet every one of those sections was stricken out by the 
Finance Committee of this body, and all those taxes remain. 

If there shall stil] remain— 

Says the platform— 

If there shall still remain a larger revenue than is requisite for the wants of 
the Government, we favor the entire repeal of internal taxes rather than the 
surrender of any part of our protective system, at the joint behest of the whisky 
trusts and the agents of foreign manufacturers, 

Not one of these promises has been kept, and they have treated the 
popular demand for a reduction of the surplus as a demand for the re- 
duction of the surplus by any possible means by which it could be done 
without regard to the taxation which piles the surplus up in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. President, there is not one honest man in a thousand but who 
if he were asked what the people meant, what the platforms meant, 
what the politicians meant, what the official messages and reports of 
the Government and theservants of this Government meant when they 
demanded a reduction of the surplus, would answer that it meant 
that the surplus should be reduced by reducing the taxation which 
caused the surplus, The surplus did us no harm except in so far as it 
withdrew that much money from circulation. The surplus itself was 
in no wise obnoxious except that it was the result of taxation. But 
what the people wanted, what the people still want, what the people 
were promised, but what the people aid not get and have not got by 
this bill, was a reduction of the taxation which they had to endure and 
which resulted in this surplus, 

What then was the proper and honest course to pursue in attempt- 
ing to reduce the surplus? Of course, it was to begin by reducing the 
taxation on something. On what would the common instincts of 
humanity and justice, to say nothing of statesmanship, demand that 
the reduction should first be made? Surely it should first be made 
upon the necessaries of life. No man would dream of relieving the 
people by a reduction of the duty upon superfluities and luxuries, but 
on the necessaries of life which are taxed, and which, if that tax is re- 
duced, would afford general relief and satisfac relief to all e 
who use those articles; on things that would eq n 
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the tariff, the things that would remove unjust discrimination between 
different articles and consequently between different classes of peo- 
ple who use those articles; on things that would stimulate business, 
that would stimulate trade, and most of all. sir, upon things which would 
help the weak in their struggle for existence, But this was not done, 
With asurplus on hand the problem for apatriotic statesman, itseems 
to me, should have been this: On what shall I begin to reduce that will 
furnish the most benefit to the people and do least injury to the Treas- , 
ury ? 

This course was not pursued, but the bill says, How shall I add 
on taxes to those things which will most benefit a class?” “How 
shall I manage to give less to the Treasury in obedience to the popular 
demand, and more to the manufacturers in obedience to the private 
demand? Not once was it asked, as appears by this bill, How shall 
Lrelieve the people? but all the time, How shall I increase the 
manufacturers’ profits? That, in fact, has been the whole method 
of the preparation of this bill. The principle of justice, which I have 
suggested, and which will naturally occur to every just man’s mind, 
has been precisely reversed. The duties on the necessaries of life have 
been increased. The duties on the luxuries of life, as a general rule, 
have been decreased, and many of them have been transferred abso- 
lutely to the free-list. 

If any one doubts this let him look at the bill. But it does not stop 
there in general terms. The duty all through the bill on the lowest 
priced articles which are in common use has been increased more than 
the duty on the highest priced articles. Notably is this so in window- 
glass, wool, and woolens. The duty on coarse wool has been much 
more largely increased than the duty on the clothing wools, and so of 
all the articles of clothing. The principle which runs through the 
whole bill almost without exception, wherever the subject admitted 
of a discrimination, has been to discriminate against the very lowest 
priced articles used by the poorest people and in favor of the highest 
priced articles used by the rich people or the people in better circum- 
stances. 

In the cotton goods it is the same, in linens it is the same, in cutlery, 
in buttons, in clothing, in underwear, in hosiery, and in paper, w. 
cotton-ties and tin-plate have been largely and no discrimi- 
nation has been made against the cheaper qualities of those articles 
simply because there were no different grades, The reduction of rev- 
enue is greatest where the duties are highest; that is, the greater the 
taxation the less the revenue, which it seems to me may well give rise 


to a distinction between our internal taxes and what may be called our 


infernal taxes. The internal system of taxation may well be contrasted 
with this infernal system of taxation which discriminates against the 
low-priced articles. 

In no case that I can find in the construction of this bill have the con- 
venience and comfort of the people been consulted, and in nearly all 
cases, when the bill was reported in obedience to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] requiring that the reasons be given 
for the increases, the reason given by the committee has been that the 
tax has been increased because the importations were large. 

Now, Mr. President, what does that mean? If the returns of the 
custom-house show that an article is largely imported, does it not 
mean that the people wanted that article and could not get it elsewhere 
on as favorable terms? The very fact that they wanted the article as 
proven by the importation of the article is pma by this committee as 
a reason why they should not have it, and why the duty should be 
increased in order to keep them from buying it. 

Here is a list which I have made from the official report of the com- 
mittee showing the scale on which the duties bave been increased and 
the amount of the increase in each case. On chemicals, oils, and pain 
which are for the most part necessaries, the duties have been in 
from 36} per cent. to 37) percent. The duty on metals and manufact- 
ures, not including the increase whichit causes on tin-ware, is increased 
from 38} per cent. to 51} per cent. The duty on wood and the manufact- 
ures of wood has been increased from 18.40 per cent. to 19.16 per cent. 

The duty on cotton goods has been increased from 35.64 per cent, to 
38. 28 per cent. The duty on hemp, flax, linen, jute, ete., has been in- 
creased from 33.51 per cent. to 39.79 per cent. The duty on wool and 
woolen goods has been increased from 58.98 per cent. to 78.40 per 
cent.—about 40 per cent. The duty on paper and books has been in- 
creased from i9.84 per cent, to 23.57 percent. This has been done bya 
committee in whose mouths are constantly to be heard the words, Pro- 
tection of American labor, Giving benefits to all of our people,” ete. 

I hold in my hand an article from Mr, Edward Atkinson, a man em- 
inent in his department, as we all know, which appears in The Popular 
Science Monthly of this month, in which he has grouped together the _ 
various articles of import in a manner different from the way in which 
the statistical department of the Government has grouped them. He 
has grouped them in this way: 

First. Articles of food, and animals, 

Second. Articles in a erude condition which enter into the various 
processes of domestic industry. 

Third. Articles wholly or partially manufactured, for use as mate- 
rials in the manufactures and mechanic arts. 

Fourth, Articles manufactured, ready for consumption. 
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Fifth. Articles of voluntary use and luxury. 
He has given in this table The avacant impacted of these various arti- 
cles and the rates of duty to which they have been subjected for ten 
years past, from 1880 to 1889, inclusive. I find from looking over its 
articles that the first articles, A, food and animals, paid an average 
duty during the last ten years of about 50 per cent. 
I do not pretend that the figures which he here gives as to the aver- 
age are absolutely accurate, but they are very near it. Articles in a crude 


Mr, President, when we take into consideration metals, woolen and 
cotton clothing, earthenware, glassware, and call them necessaries, as 
they undoubtedly are, and when we come to the reduction which has 
been made by the same bill on wine and spirits and all of the other 
articles of luxury which have been transferred to the free-list, beyond 
a doubt the articles of voluntary use and luxury will be made cheaper 
under this bill than the articles manufactured and ready for immediate 
consumption by all the people. They are taxed less, in other words, 
according to this bill than the necessaries of life. > 

All of this is not only wrong from the standpoint of justice and hu- 
manity, but it is wrong in policy. It shuts out more and more all for- 
eign trade. It more aud more gluts the home market and lowers prices. 
It depresses more and more the prices of all agricultural products es- 
pecially. It weakens our manufacturers themselves by increasing the 
cost of their material and narrowing the market they require for their 
surplus. It also strengthens their foreign rivals by cheapening their 
materials in this way. 

Mr. President, God has so arranged the moral world that natural laws 
vindicate themselves and avenge their own violation. It is established 
to my satisfaction, and I believe to the satisfaction of every fair-minded 
man in America, that in this country we have the highest wage-rate 


condition which enter into the various 
that is, for the use of manufactures, 

wholly or partially manufactured tor the same purpose paid ahout 29 
percent. Articles manulactured and ready for consumption paid about 
48 per cent. Articles of luxury and voluntary use paid about 49 per 
cent. or only 1 per cent. higher than the other, and not so high as the 


of domestic industry, 
d about 30 per cent. Articles 


first articles enumerated, 
follows: 


and articles of food. The tableisas 


Summary of values of imported merchandise entered for consumption, by groups, according to degree of manufactures and uses, from 1880 to 1889. 


Per | Per 
total oni 
Free of duty. Dutiable. be ana duty, | value. 
s ; | Per ct. Per ct. | Per ct. 
1880 | $90,637,062 8108, 528, 901 ; $199, 165,963 | $52, 305,551 | 48.19 | 28.67 31.72 
18381 90, 372,067 | 125,984,270 | 216,356,337 58,748,703 | 46.63 | 30.35 33.25 
1382 82,244,581 | 147,876,926 230, 121. 507 63,329,109 | 42.82 | 29,37 33,13 
| al ies | wees | SRR an| ee Re 
* 7 3 
(A) Articles of ſood, and animals ~ e 1885 88,559,991 | 107,706,389 154. 266, 500 61,695,247 57.2 34.75 33.52 
X 1836 83,752,303 112. 43. 928 | 196,206,228 61,064,714 | 54.37 | 32.42 31.38 
1887 99,183,773 112. 273,076 | 211,456,849 67, 998,334 | 60.57 32. 07 30. 94 
1888 | 104,291,336 | 115,114,040 | 219,345,376 64,343,790 | 56.00 | 30.16 30.80 
1889 | 119,403,491 | 121,263,202 | 240, 666, 693 66,568,982 | 34. 90 20.44 32.45 
1880 96, 980, 615 63, 075,261 | 160,055, 876 20,650,123 | 32.74 | 11.32 25.52 
1881 92. 570,041 56, 929,006 | 149, 499, 047 17, 130,700 | 30,09 8.85 22. 98 
1882 | 103,045,047 61,010,729 | 164,056,776 | 18,783,424 | 30. 80 8.71 22.91 
1833 | 102, 844, 603 46,321,172 | 149,165, 775 12,986,129 | 27.93 6.17 21.29 
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1837 | 106, 389, 032 50,542,660 | 165,931, 692 19,567,903 32. 88 9.23 24.28 
1888 | 111,908, 141 56,221,508 | 168,029, 649 | » 15,830,839 | 23.16 7.42 23.59 
1859 | 110,706, 883 61, 427,833 | 172,134,716 | 15,363,625 | 25.01 7.02 23.22 
1880 10, 529, 186 62, 657, 777 73, 186, 963 18,864,498 | 30.11 | 10.34 11.66 
lssi 9, 380, 939 58, 711, 565 6S, 072, 504 17,475,842 | 29.76 9.03 10. 46 
S 1882 13, 488, 950 65, 736, 906 79, 225, 856 19, 943,553 | 30.35 9.25 11.06 
133 13, 082, 614 75,590,621 | ~88, 613,135 23,065,271 | 30.50} 11.00 12.64 
(0) FFF use as materials in the 1x84 12, 186, 427 68, 963. 939 82, 150, 366 18,536,278 | 26.49 9.76 12.31 
manufactures mechanic arts. 1885 11, 185, 487 61, 271, 465 72, 456, 952 17,088,148 | 27. 89 9. 64 12.50 
1886 10, 689, 156 67, 855, 317 78,544,473 20,115,152 | 29.68 | 10.68 12.56 
1887 12, 149, 883 67,505, 441 79, 655, 324 20,393,493 | 30.21 9.62 11.66 
1888 11, 692, 617 73, 013, 645 84, 706, 262 21,824,738 | 29.89 | 10.22 11.90 
1889 12, 494, 105 71,860, 404 81, 354, 509 22,195,085 | 30.89) 10.15 11.33 
1830 Y, 131. 858 | 120,872,785 | 13u, 004, 643 56,271,500 | 46.55 | 30.85 20.72 
1881 9,134,263 | 135,095,640 | 144,229. 903 63,665,234 | 47.13 | 32.89 22.17 
1882 10,621,238 | 147,545,470 | 158, 166, 708 4 47.81 | 32.72 22.08 
Issi | masuj 125.015.766 lere ee | anor | sez | anos 
. š % 7 8 . 82 08 
) Articles manufactured, ready for consumption ... ... 1885 10,617,405 | 108. 410, 184 119.027.569 52.387.836 | 48.28 29.54 20.54 
12,446,211 | 113,824,644 | 126,270,855 55,653,853 | 48.90 | 29,54 20.19 
11,565,665 | 124, 473. 100 136,088,771 61,898,366 | 49.73 | 29.19 19.90 
11,438,012 | 133,352,873 | 144,790, 885 67. 426,549 | 50.56 | 3L 58 20. 33 
9, 820, 801 | 137,775,840 | 147,596, 641 86,683,765 | 49.85 | 31,40 19. 91 
770, 459 64, 371, 367 65, 141, 826 34,323,490 | 53.52 | 18.82 10.38 
120, 102 71,341, 106 461,208 36,541,082 51.22 18.88 11.14 
322, 164 83, 221, 988 84,644,099 43,018,973 | 51.63 | 19.95 11.82 
at] amal Sine) gem] hel ee) ae 
„ 7 7 . . . . 20 
(E) Articles of voluntary use, luxuries, eto. . sees seser 72,178, 227 74. 219.831 36,603,830 50.81 20.69 12.81 
78. 030, 511 80, 235, 236 33, 682,533 | 49.53 | 20.53 12.83 
$6,531,039 90, 336, 345 42,174,328 | 48.74 | 19.89 13,22 
90, 451, 708 95, 326, 454 44,033,886 | 48.70 | 20.63 13,38 
92,529, 489 | __ 98, 678, 839 | 45, 890,357 | 49.60 | 20. 99 13.04 
SSS E | 
419,506, 0% | 627,555,271. 182, 415,162 | 43.48 |. 
448, 061,587 | 650,618,999 | 193,561,0L1 | 43.20 |. 
505, 491,966 | 716,213,946 | 215,617,671 | 42.65 |. 
493,916,384 | 700,829,673 | 209,659,699 | 42.45 
456, 205,124 | 687,575,389 | 189,844,905 | 41.61 
386,667,820 | 579,580,054 | 177,319,550 | 45.36 
413,778,055 | 625,308,814 | 188,379,397 | 45.55 
450,325,322 | 683,418,981 212.82, 424 47.10 
468,143,774 | 712,248,626 | 213,509,802 | 45.63 
454, 856, 768 | 741,431,398 | 218,701,774 | 45.13 |.. 


and the lowest cost of production of any country in the world. 

Therefore, the ouly thing that is requisite for us to be able to compete 
with all the world in manufactures is the equalization of the raw ma- 
terial which the manufacturers of this country have to use. If that 
equalization were to take place, I do not believe that there is a people 
upon the face of the earth who could compete with us ia manufactures, 

as there certainly are none who can compete with us in agriculture. 

The cost of material, Mr. Edward Atkinson says, on a rough calcu- 
lation, is from one-half to three-fourths of the finished articles. The 
daty which prohibits the iron and steel and the manufactures of the 
iron and steel of Europe from coming into this country serves only to 
keep down the price of that iron and steel in Europe, the country with 
which we have to compete, for be it known that we consume 40 per 
cent. of all the iron and steel made in the world. We consume more ` 
than the product of all the furnaces, foundries, and mines of Great Brit- 
ain in any one year. 

Therefore, when we impose a tax which prohibits the importation of 
iron and steel into this country fer the use of our manutacturers we 
glut the market of Europe by shutting it out from its greatest makket 
in America, and we make the material still cheaper in Europe and give 


to the workshops, and the foundries, and the furnaces, and the forges of 
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Europe a still greater advantage over those in America. The conse- 
quence is that no odds how high you place the tariff there are still a 
number of those articles imported from the Old World, for we do not 
make our own supplies; and can there bea worse policy than that pro- 
vided in this bill, which forces up the price of an article which the 
country itself can not furnish and has not been able to furnish a full 
supply of? 

r. President, the same authority which I have quoted, Mr. Edward 
Atkinson, says that the amount of duty we have paid on iron and steel 
in America is certainly not less than $50,000,000 per annum, and that 
in the last ten years we have paid $500,000,000. He says that that 
sum ranges all the way from $500,000,000 to $800,000,000, which has 
been levied for the purpose of keeping out the iron and the steel from 
America and atiording this advantage to their rivals in Europe. 

Now, sir, it is the same way with wool. We use more wool than 
any other people in the world. America is the greatest wool market 
in the world. The duty which keeps it out of the United States, for 
the same reason that I have assigned in the case of iron keeps the 

rice of wool down in Europe. I am told, asa matter of public in- 
e that when the Mills bill passed the House of Representa- 
tives placing wool upon the free-list there was a material advance in 
the price of wool in London. Beyond any doubt or dispute it has been 
established in the course of this debate, and in the course of other de- 
bates upon tariff questions, that the only advantage the mannfact- 
urer of wool in Europe has over the manufacturer of wool in America 
is the difference in the price of his raw material. Therefore, when we 
keep wool down in Europe by prohibiting its coming to America by 
high duties we cheapen the price of the raw material there, and the 
manufacturers of Europe take advantage of it. 

Again the folly is disclosed of this high duty on wool, We use about 
600,000,000 pounds, We furnish from our own supplies bnt a little 
over one-half that sum, and the balance for the supply of our people 
is either imported directly or in the shape of yarns and clothing. 
That will always be so. Notwithstanding the fact that the duty is 
more than 50 per cent. upon wools, and notwithstanding the fact that 
this bill will make it about 90 per cent. upon clothing made of wool, 
yet, inasmuch as we do not farnish the necessary supply for our own 
people, the foreign article will come in at an enormous price, I have 
no exact means of telling the difference that the American people pay 
in consequence of these enormous duties and the amount that they 
would have to pay for their clothing if the duties were notin existence. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it be in order to interrupt the Senator for 
a moment or two to put one or two questions? 

Mr. VANCE. I will consent to a short interruption. 
limited, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from North Carolina has been argit- 
ing that placing wool on the free-list,or even an effort in that direction 
by passing the Mills bill through the House of Representatives, had a 
tendency to advance the price of wool in England. Does the Senator 
mean to argue or to convey the impression that to place wool on the 
free-list would ad vance the price of wool, the raw material, as he calls 
it, in this country? 

Mr. VANCE. I think it would, undoubtedly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now let me ask another question. Have not the 
Senator and his party friends all the while been arguing and insisting 
that the tariff should be taken off wool so that we might get the raw 
material, the wool, cheap in this country and that the manufactured 
article might be made cheaper to the consumer in this country ? 

Mr. VANCE. Ob, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, how does the Senator reconcile those two 
propositions? 

Mr. VANCE. We want the cheap foreign goods, and as statesmen 
we do not care how high the domestic wool goes if it goes there legiti- 
mately. We have always argued that if we could obtain the foreign 
wools at normal prices with which to supplement our productions and 
to mix in the manufacture of our native wool it would increase the 

rice of native wool, and the statistics show that that is the effect, by 
increasing the demand. 

I was going on to say that I had no exact means of ascertaining how 
much these wool and woolen duties cost the American people in furnish- 
ing themselves with at least half of their supplies from abroad and by 
increasing, not the price of the domestic wool but the price of the 
clothing made in this country, but it can not be less than $100,000,000 
per annum, and in ten years it is safe to say, from 1880 to 1890, the dif- 
ference in the shape of taxation which this mistaken policy has forced 
the American people to pay is not less than 81, 000, 000. 000, and yet 
the price of wool is lower than ever. I have noticed the quotations 


My time is 


from The London Economist on yesterday morning that greasy Aus- 


tralian wool or Victoria wool is quoted at 10}d., which is about 214 
cents, and the Ohio wool and Pennsylva: ia wool, X and XX, is quoted 
in the New York papers of this morning at 31 cents, 

The Senator from Ohio told us the other day, and insisted upon it, that 
the Ohio wool was always washed, and when we saw a quotation of 
Ohio wool it meant washed wool, and we have further been told by 
various Senators on that side of the Chamber that it took 2 pounds of 
greasy, dirty wool to make 1 pound of washed wool, and the tariff is 


based upon that. Therefore if this quotation at 31 cents is of washed- ~~ 
Ohio wool as against the quotation of 214 cents for the greasy Victoria 
Australian wool, which is of a corresponding grade, then one is about 
15} cents a pound and the other 21}. So Ohio wool is now cheaper in 
this protected country than the Australian wool isin the open, free 
markets of the world, although they are corresponding grades pre- 
cisely, as I understand. 2 

All of this taxation, all of these artificially high prices, all of this 
false economy, are inflicted upon the American pronte by this bill and 
its predecessors for the sake ostensibly of less than 2,000,000 men, ac- 
cording to the census of 1880, who work inside of protected fac 
but really for the private profit of 150,000 capitalists who are en 
in manufacturing; and this is done, these vast taxes are imposed, these 
enormous sums are collected from the hard earnings of the American 
people, at the expense of 15,000,000 of other workmen than those in the 
protected factories, who are equally meritorious, and at the expense of 
62,000,000 of American consumers, who are equally entitled to our pro- 
tection and our care, = 

It does not stop there, Mr. President. I would thatit did. We are 
taxed by this bill likewise in advance for manufactures which are yet 
unborn; taxed not to support them, not to help their infant struggle 
into manhood, but taxed to bring them into existence, and that 
most enormously. You will remember, Mr. President, that in the 
discussion on tin-plate it was shown that the increased duty imposed 
upon that article would make a duty of $15,000,000 per annum, and 
that it would take at least five years to start mills enough to make 
one-half of our supply, and that therefore we should pay a tax without 
a particle of benefit in anticipation of a pauper industry tor five years 
amounting in the total to $75,000,000. 

At the same time, sir, that the tax on tin-plate was doubled the duty 
upon cotton-ties was trebled, or very nearly trebled, and if the manu- 
facture of cotton-ties was as difficult to start as the tin-plate industry, 
and it it had to endure that present tax of 105 per cent. for five years 
in order to get the manufacture of ties started here, it would cost the 
people of the South, who alone use this article, over $4,000, 000, and after 
it was started they would have to pay still higher pricesthan they now 
pay forthe European article. Whereis thestatesmanship in that? Where 
is the justice in it? Where is the policy, where is the common sense “ 
in reaching out and taxing ourselves beforehand in the hope that, 
though there be none here now, peradventure, perhaps, please God, 
some day there may be such a manufactory started? ‘ 

Why, Mr. President, common sense says No; do not subject your- 
selves to such a tax as this. You have got wheat that is rotting in the 
barns and begging to go abroad forsale, You have got a surplus of 
cotton, you have got a surplus of meats, and the European men who 
make the tin-plate are hungering for your products. Why not ex- 
change them at once and be done with it?“ But the policy of this bill 
says, No, donot do that; let your wheat rot, burn your corn in your 
stoves, and keep yourcotton at home forthe purpose of depressing the 
price of that which you have to sell abroad; do anything and every- 
thing except depend upon foreignersif you please, or establish by taxa- 
tion the factory for these things at home by paying two pounds of cot- 
ton where you now pay one or two bushels of wheat where you now 
pay one.“ That is the policy of this bill. 

When shall we learn the fallacy of these slogans of protection, such 
as ‘‘ equalizing American labor,” and, until that equality is made, to 
say we never can return towards free trade? Why, Mr. President, the 
only way we cau equalize our labor with the labor of the Old World is 
by lowering our own. We can not by any kind of taxation increase + 
theirs. Such advantages have the American people in position, in met- 
als, in the fibers, in the abundance of food, and in their own genius, 
strength, and manhood that it is absolutely impossible there should 
ever be any equality between our labor and their labor, and it is not 
desirable. But we can equalize the material which our labor uses with 
the foreign material in cost; and then we could defy the world. 

Let us use our labor wisely. Let us leave to European cheap labor, 
or to Asiatic cheap labor, or any other kind of labor those manufactures 
and those processes which are either noxious in themselves, un whole- 
some, or undesirable, or in which science as yet has not been able to re- 
move there tedious processes of labor, Wherever that occurs, wherever 
there isa manutacture of any kind that science has not aided in any way, 
and if it is still a pure product of manual human labor, let the cheap 
labor of the world keep that, and let us employ our labor, which is 
worth from two to three times as much, in the production ot articles to 
exchange for the products of that foreign labor if we desire them. 

When shall we Jearn that a country is most prosperous in all its de- 
partments when its trade is most flourishing, and when shall welearn 
that trade is always most flourishing where it is most free? When 
shall we learn to employ our labor where its results will be the greatest ? 

But, Mr. President, however little genius or statesmanship, as I 
think, with due respect to our friends on the Finance Committee, they 
have displayed in the tormation of this bill in these respects, in some 
respects and in some particulars I acknowledge that I have been as- 
tounded and overwhelmed with admiration, When I come to con- 
sider paragraph 173, which places knitting-needles on the dutiable-list 
at 25 per cent., and then turn to the free-list and find that darning- 
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needles are duty free, I confess, sir, that the deductive process by which 
distinction 


that great result was evolved, that which is drawn between 
knitting-needles and darning-needles absolutely overwhelms me and 


Mr. President, a somewhat imaginative writer in d the bat- 
tle of Waterloo and the great confusion and noise and roar of the human 
struggle that was there made, said that empires trembled in the bal- 
ance, thrones toppled to their fall, and the shadow of fugitive kings 
flitted throu, the smoke of battle. Little did I know, Mr. President, 
and little did you know, for you were not a member of that committee, 
and you ought to be thanktul when you were asleep in your bed, a 
dreamless sleep) as much so as a Republican can have—little did you 
or I know the great events that were being evolved in that committee- 
room when this momentous question between the darning-needleof the 
old woman and the knitting-needle was decided. Little did we know 
that commerce trembled, that manufactures toppled towards their fall, 
and that human destiny was being weighed in the balance and trem- 
bled according to the inclination of the scales, But so it was. 

I can conceive the astute, the accomplished, and the expert Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] absorbed in the contemplation 
of this question. I can conceive the able and the practical and the 
common-sense Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], aided by the able- 
bodied Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], delving into the mys- 
teries of that great question, deciding that the old woman could mend 
her with a free needle and be darned to her, but when she 
went to knit one, then it came in contact with the great hosiery man- 
ufactories of New En; d, and sheshould be made to pay for her ma- 
chinery, [Laughter, 

Mr, President, another objection to this bill and I will haye done— 
that is, I will quit. It is intensely and scandalonsly sectional in char- 
acter.. There can be no doubt about that by any one who looks at the 
bill. Sugar is made free. It is a Southern product. The machinery 
for manufacturing sugar from beets in the Northwest, in your country, 
sir [Mr. IxALLs in the chair], is made free; and not only so, but all 
that has been bonght from the Ist of January up to this time, and the 
duties paid thereon shall be refunded, but the machinery for the sugar 
that is made in the low country of Louisiana is taxed heavily as usual. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator from North Carolina, is 
that machinery a Southern product? 

1 Mr. TA CE. The machinery is not a Southern product that I 
now of. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the machinery which the sugar-raisers of Loui- 
siana use made almost entirely in the State of Delaware? 

Mr. VANCE. Ihave never heard so. Perhaps it may be. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understand from high authority. 

Mr. VANCE. I have heard that the most of it came from Austria, 

Mr. HOAR. That is the machinery for beet sugar. I am speaking 
of the machinery which is protected for this use. 

Mr. VANCE. Suppose it is; there is a duty on it all the same. 

Mr, HOAR., Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. That is what Iam talking about. It is 


protected. 

Rice is a Southern product, and the duty is reduced. Binding-twine 
is made free for the Western fields, but the duty on cotton-ties is 
trebled, and the duty on jute bagging remains at a hi 
the dutiable-list. t is the way it goes. 

Mr. President, I heard of a Dutchman once who was describing a 
horse-race, in which the best horse was beaten, and there was a uni- 
versal suspicion of foul play, that the owner of that horse had hedged 
and had permitted his horse to be beaten. The old Dutchman wound 
up his description by saying, I tell you, my dear friend, he may have 
made some money, but I would not give my house and lot for the 
cussin’ what dot man takes. I would not have given my house and 
lot to have cast a vote over there for free binding-twine and then turn 
right around and vote to put a high tax upon jute bagging. 

I believe, sir, that the Western farmer, as he sweats in the harvest- 
field and gathers his golden grain and binds it with free twine, will be 
ashamed to look in the face of his brother farmer of the South. I 
think he would blush through all the dust and ə of that harvest- 
field, and he would not endure to be told by his Southern brother, 
My Senators voted to give you free binding-twine, but your Sena- 
tors as soon as they had received that favor turned round and doubled 
and trebled the duty on the ties that bind our cotton. I believe there 


rate still upon 


is manhood enough left in that Western country to make you all hear 


of that vote yet. I hope so. 

The Senator from North Dakota got up and undertook to defend it, 
but the first word be said was that there was a very wide difference 
between binding-twine and cotton-ties. So there was, Mr. President, 
in the language of Scripture ‘‘as far as the north is from the south,” 
not so far has he removed our sins from us, for the sin is still with 
pe Tell me of ìt if ever I give such a vote. You carry your preju- 

into legislation. For the purposes of plunder you do indeed be- 
hold one great common country, but when it comes to distributing the 
benefits of legislation you see only your own section, 

This is the worst bill, Mr. President, that ever passed the Senate in 
a financial point of view; it is the most unjust and iniquitous, and it 


will prove—for such is the compensation provided by the law of 
God—most injurious to those whom it is intended to benefit. It has 
but one redeeming feature, and that is its intense and naked iniquity, 

for it will be the means of arousing the public conscience of the Ameri- 
can people, and that will be the means of this bill. This is 
the last high-tariff bill that ever will the American statute- 
book, and mark what I say; it will come upon you in the future, for 
no forcein the moral world is wasted. We are told, sir, by philosophers, 

that the air which was set in motion by the first words spoken by our 
foreparents in the Garden of Eden will continue to vibrate until the last 
trumpet sounds and the earth is blotted out of existence. No force is 
wasted, either, in the physical world, The man who threw a stone at 
a dog and missed the dog and hit his mother-in-law said he was 80 

he had missed the dog, but, thank God, the stone was not 


[ Laughter. ] . 
The three hours assigned to the right 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Chair have expired. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr, Weller, when superintending Sam's writing of 
his first love-letter, said when he stopped, Well, Samivel, my son, 
aint that rather a sudden pull up?“ [Laughter.] I will observe 
the admonition of the Chair, and close. 


[Mr. JONES, of Nevada, addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The six hours assigned for general 
debate have expired. The question being Shall the bill pass??? 
the yeas and nays having been ordered, Senators in the affirmative 
will answer yea and in the negative ‘‘nay’’ as their names are 
called. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he 
were present, I should vote in the affirmative and he would vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], who is detained 
from the Chamber by sickness. By an arrangement between the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee Tr. HARRIS] and myself, I have transferred that 

ir to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], so that the Senator 
hema Vermont stands paired with the Senator from South Carolina, 
and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CASEY (when Mr. DoLPrH’s name was called), Ihave been re- 
quested to announce that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is 
necessarily absent from the Chamber. He is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr, CULLOM (when Mr. FARWELL’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. FARWELL] is detained from the Senate by illness. Ifhe 
were present, he would vote yea. I understand he is paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). In accordance with the 
announcement already made by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Dixon], I being paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL], we have transferred our respective pairs, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I was paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD], but that pair has been transferred and I 
am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. It he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. McPHERSsON’s name was called). The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is detained on account of 
illness. If he were present, he would vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I vote yea. My 
colleague [Mr. DOLPH] is detained from the Senate. He is paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea. n ` 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). The senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] requested me to say that he had to leave the 
Chamber on account of indisposition. He desired me to announce our 
pair, which I do. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he 
would vote yen.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the pairs be transferred and allow the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gronda] and the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to be paired, and the Senator from Alabama and 
I can vote. 

Mr. PUGH. We will make that transfer, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is necessarily absent from the 
Senate to-day. If he were present, he would vote yen and Ishould 


vote nay.“ 

Mr. HIGGINS. Isu; to the Senator from North Carolina that 
we transfer our pairs, Iam paired with the Senator from New Jerse 
[Mr. MOPHERSON], and the Senator from North Carolina is paired wi 


the Senator from e [Mr. HALE]. That will allow us both to vote. 
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Mr. RANSOM. Very well. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Lou (Mr. Greson], and the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Hearst] is paired with his colleague pas STANFORD]. 
We have agreed to tra er our pairs, so that we can 

ea. 7 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Under the arrangement already announced the pair 
I had with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MOPHERSON]} has been 
transferred to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. On this vote the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] are paired, 
and I will vote. I vote yea. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. HAMP- 
TO is detained from the Senate by sickness, If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘nay.™ Heis paired upon this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire which Senator from Vermont he refers to. 

Mr. BLAIR. The senior Senator [ Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent from the Senate, 
and is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this is an important vote, I think I ought to 
announce that my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] is paired with the Senator 
from Ilinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Manderson Sawyer, 
Allen. Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison e, Moody. mer, 
Blair. Hawley, Paddock, Squire, 
Cameron Higgins, Pierce, Stewart, 
Casey, Hiscock, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hoar, Piamb, Teller, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Power, Washburn 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, MeMillan, Sanders, ro 
NAYS—29. 
Barbour, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Vest, 
Berry, Daniel, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Faulkuer, Pasco, Walthall, 
Blodgett Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Butler, Gray, Ransom, 
Carlisle Harris. Reagan, 
Cockrell, Hearst, Turpie, 
ABSENT—IDB. 
Brown Eustis, Hale, Payne, 
Call, Farwell, Hampton, W. 
Dolph, George, McPherson, 8 ford, 
Edmunds, Gibson, Morrill, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I move that the Senate insist upon 
its amendments to the bill and ask for a conference with the House of 
Representatives upon the bill and amendments, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the managers at the conference on the part of the Senate, 
to consist of seven Senators, may be appointed by the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill and ask for 
a conference with the House of Representatives thereon, the managers 
on the part of the Senate to consist of seven and to be appointed by 
the Chair. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. ‘The Chair an- 
notunces the managers at the conference on the part of theSenate: Mr. 
ALDRICH, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. MCPHEE- 
son, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isuggest that the adjournment be until 12 o'clock 
to-morrow, 

Mr. PLUMB, I will modify my motion, and move that the Senate 
do now adjourn until 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was Agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 11, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 10, 1890. 


The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the Journal of 
yesterday's proceedings. 
Mr. OFERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no quorum 
present and that we.should have a quorum to approve the Journal, 


th vote. I vote 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
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Virginia 
the point that there is no quorum present, and the Chair will ascer- 


tain whetherthereis. [Aftercounting.] One hundred and thirty-five 
resent—not a 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. 8 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore anno 


members are 


the ayes seemed to have it, 
Mr. O’FERRALL, Division, 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 27. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. ‘Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 


norum. 
er, I move a call of the House. 
anced that 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 44, not vot- 


ing 193; as follows: 


Adam. 
Allen, Mich. 


Anderson, Kans. 


Bayne, 

Beck with, 
Belknap, 
Bingham, 
Bowden, 
8 N. J. 


Comstock, 
Culbertson, Pa. 
Dolliver, 
Dunnell, 


Andrew, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Campbell, 
Caruth, 
Clancy, 
Clements, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Crisp, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brickner, 


Brown, J.B. 
Browne, T. M, 
Browne, Va. 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 
Bullock, 


Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
ler, Ga. 


Clarke, Ala. 


Cothran, 


YEAS—ss. 
Evans, Lind, 
Farqu Mason, 
Flick, McCormick, 
Frank, McKinley, 
Gear, Moffitt, 
Gest, oore, N. H. 
Greenhalge, Morrill, 
8 Moga" 
rough, u 
Heugen, ONeill, Pa, 
Henderson, Iowa Osborne, 
Hermann, Payne. 
Hitt, Payson, 
Hopicins, Perkins, 
Kelley, Pickler, 
Kennedy, Post, 
Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, 
Kinsey, Kaines, 
Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
La Follette, Reyburn 
Laws, Rockwell, 
Lehlbach. Rowell, 
NAYS—4. 
Cummings, Maisi, 
Edmunds, McClammy, 
Forney, 
are, MoMillin, 
Temphill, McRae, 
enderson, N.C, Morgan, 
Holman, orton, ` 
Lanham, 
Lee, O’Ferrall, 
Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. 
Magner, Owens, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Covert, Ketcham, 
Cowles, Kilgore, 
Craig, Knapp, 
Crain, Laidiaw, 
Culberson, Tex, Lane, 
Cutcheon, Lansing, 
Daimy, eee 
rgan, „Va. 
Darlington, Lewis, 
Davidson, 
De Haven, 
De Lano, Martin, Ind. 
Dibbie, Tex. 
Dickerson, McAdoo, 
Dingley, McCarthy, 
Dockery, McClellan, 
Dorsey, McComas, 
Dunphy, McCord, 
Elliott, Duffie, 
Ellis, McKenna, 
Enloe, iles, 
Ewart, Milliken, 
Featherston, iis, 
Finley, Montgomery, 
Fitch, re, Tex. 
Fithian, Morey, 
Flood, Morrow, 
Flower, 1 Mutchler, 
Forman, Niedringhaus, 
Fowler, Nute, 
Funston, O'Donnell. 
Geissenhainer, O’ Nesli, Ind 
Gibson, Outhwaite, 
Gifford, Owen, Ind. 
Goodnight, Paynter, 
5 
ront, s 
Hall, Pete 
r. Phelan, 
Hatch, Pierce, 
Hovis ugs. 
aynes, ugsicy, 
Heard, . 
Henderson, III. fi 
Herbert, Reilly, 
Hill, 0. 
Hooker, Robertson, 
Houk, Rogers, 
Kerr, Pa. Rowland, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced. 
Until farther notice: 
Mr. FrNLxx with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia, 
Mr. Nure with Mr. MARTIN, ot Texas. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 
Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. ROWLAND. 


makes 


9944 


Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. Dorsry with Mr. MCADOO. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. REILLY. 

Ar. Brown of Vigginia, with Mi. AXD of Mississippi. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Vi s X ERSON, i 

Mr. WHEELER, of Mihian, with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. RIFE with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PuGstey with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CLANCY. 

Mr. SANFORD with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS, 

Mr. ArkIxsOx, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr, Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 
. Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CaTcuINGs. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Peters with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. ConGER with Mr. COWLES, 

Mr, O'DONNELL with Mr. COBB. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. WIIsox, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr, WADDILL with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

.Mr. McComas with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for this day. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. COVERT, September 4 to September 14, or 
until further notice. 

Mr. DR HAVEN with Mr. Bicas, except bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislation. 
5 with Mr. SPRINGER, from August 27 until otherwise 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, for four days. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. MUTCHLER, for four days. 

Mr. McDourrie with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr, TRACEY, for one week. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. PRICE, for Wednesday and Thursday. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. Iam 
paired with my colleague [Mr. BELDEN ]. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Lask that my colleague [Mr. MARTIN, 
of Indiana] be excused on account of sickness. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask that the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. FEATHERSTON ] be excused on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks such requests at this 
time are not in order. This is simply a question as to whether a call 
of the House shall be ordered. On this question the yeas are 88 and 
the nays 44. The yeas have it. A call of the House is ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; when the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Abbott, izes, Bunn, Connell, 
Alderson, Bliss, Butterworth, Cooper, 
Allen, Mich. Blount Bynum, Cothran, 
Allen, Miss. Boatner, Caldwell, Covert, 
Anderson, Miss. Boutelle, Campbell, Cowles, 
Arnold, Brewer, Candler, Ga. n, 
Atkinson, Pa. Brickner, Carlton, Cummings, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Brookshire, Caswell Cutcheon, 
Bankhead, Brosius, Catchings, J. 
Teresi ronan M Jak Ala. Darling! 
whe, e. rlington 
Bartine, Browne, Va. Clunie, vidson, 
Barwig, Brunner, Cobb, De Lano, 
Belaen, Ba ew, Coleman, Dibble, 
Bergen, Bullock, Conger, Dickerson, 


Dingley, Kerr, Pa. Owen, Ind. Stone, Ky. 
Dockery, Ketcham, 8 Stone, Mo. 
paa Knapp, Perry, Struble, 
Dunphy, W, mp, 
Eliott, Lane Phelan, Sweney 

Lis, Lansing, Pierce, Taylor, III 
Enloe; Lawler, Taylor, Tenn, 
Evans, Lester, Va. * Thompson, 
Ew wis, Ilman 
Farquhar, —7 Turner, N. v. 
F. n. Mansur, Reilly, Van Schaick, 
Finley, $ Rife, Venable, 
Fitch, Martin, Tex. Robertson, Waddill, - 
Fithian, ason, gers, Wallace, Mass. 
Flood, McAdoo, Rowland, Wheeler, Mich. 
Forman, McCarthy, Rusk, Whiting, 
Fowler, McComas, Russell, Whitthorne, 
Geissenhainer, McDuffie, Sanford, Wickham, 
Gibson, McM a Scranton, Wike, 
Gifford, Miles, Seney, Wiley, 
Goodnight, Milliken, Shively, Wilkinson, 
Grimes, Mills, Skinner, Willcox, 
Grout, Montgomery, Iser, Williams, III. 
Hall, Moore, Tex. Spinola, Wilson, Ky. 
Harmer, Morrow, Springer, Wilson, Mo. 

atch, 8 Stahlnecker, Wilson, Wash. 
Heard. O'Donnell, Stewart, Wilson, W. Va. 
Herbert, O’Neall, Ind. Stewart, Vt. right. 
Houk, Outhwaite, Stockdale, 

The following additional members appeared and were noted as pres- 
ent by the Clerk under the rule: 


Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr, COLEMAN, Mr. Morrow, Mr. McComas, 
Mr. Evans, Mr. Mason, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. CoTHRAN, Mr. FARQUHAR, 
Mr. BANKS, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Mr. BucKALEW, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. BARNES, Mr. ENLOE, 
Mr. WICKHAM, Mr. SENEY, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. BRUNNER, Mr. SAN- 
FORD. K 

Mr. O’FERRALL (at the conclusion of the call), Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to know the result of the call. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, 
I am waiting with patience for the Chair to announce the result, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will make the announce- 
ment in a moment. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The call, I understand, has been finished for 
several minutes. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do 
now adjourn, there being no quorum present. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the result announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call discloses the presence of 162 
members—not a quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are now absent without leave. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], 
pending which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] moves 
to adjourn. 

Mr. PAYSON. I make the point of order that the motion is dilatory, 

y 80. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. > Mr. Speaker, I do not think the motion to ad- 
journ can be considered dilatory when the call of the Honse discloses 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll-call discloses that there is no 
quorum present, and the Chair thinks that at this stage the motion to 
adjourn is not dilatory. The Chair recognizes the gentleman to make 
the motion. 

The question was taken on the niotion to adjourn; and the Speaker 
pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 67. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 93, not vot- 
ing 182; as follows: 


n 


YEAS—50. 

Barnes, Cummings, Lind, Paynter, 
Bianchard, Edmunds, er, Penington, 
Bland, Forney, Maisb, Sayers, 
Blount, * McClammy, Seney. 
Breckinrid Grosvenor, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J. are, McRae, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Hemphill, Morgan, Tucker, 

th, Henderson, N. C. Norton, Turner, Ga, 
Clements, Holman, Oates, Vaux, 
Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, O’Ferrall, Washington, 

hran, Lanham, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala, 
isp, Lee, Owens, Ohio 
Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. Parrett, 
NAYS—33, 

Adams, Belknap, Burton, Clark, Wis. 
Anderson, Kans. Bingham, Campbell, . 
Andrew, Boothman, Candler, Mass. Coleman, 
Baker, Bowden, Cannon, Comstock, 
Banks, Buchanan, N.J. Carter, Connell, 
Bayne, Buckalew, Cheadle, ig, 
Beckwith, Burrows, Cheatham Culbertson, Pa. 


Dolliver,, Kennedy, O'Neill. Pa. Spooner, 
Dunnell, Kerr, lowa Mep Stephenson, 
Kinsey, Payne, Stivers, 
1 . Lacey, Perkins, Stock 
Flick, La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, E. 
Funston, 5 . Taylor, J. D. 
Gear, bach. uackenbush, omas, 
` McClellan, Raines, Townsend, Colo. 
Greenhalge, MeComas, Reed, Iowa 0 
Hansb: MeCormick, aerer eta * 
. j ook well, ailace, N. Y. 
Henderson, III. Moffitt, Rowell, ham, 
Henderson, lowa Moore, N, H. Sawyer, Williams, Ohio 
Hin, Morey, Scull, 7 
ae Morse, Sherman, 
H ins, Mudd, Smith, III. 
ey. Nute, Snider, 
NOT VOTING—182. 
Abbott, rgan, Lester, Va. Seranton, 
Alderson, Darlington, Lewis, Shively, 
Allen, Mich, Davidson, 3 Simonds, 
Allen, Miss. De Haven, Mansur, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss, De Lano, Martin, Ind. Smith, W. Va. 
Arnold, Dibble, Martin, Tex. Smyser, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dickerson, Mason, Spinola, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bankhead, Dockery, McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Bartine, Dorsey, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 
ig, Dunphy, McDuffie, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Ell McKenna, 
Bergen, Ellis, McKinley, Stone. Ky. 
Biggs, Enloe, Miles, Stone, Mo. 
Bliss, Ewart, Milliken, Struble, 
5 ee 5 —— —— 
mutelle, nley, ontgomery, wency, 
Brewer, tch, + Moore, Tex. Taylor, m. 
Brickner, Fithian, Morrill, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brookshire, Flood, Morrow, Thompson, 
Brosius, Flower, Mutchler, l re 
Brower. Forman, Niedringhaus, A 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Browne, Va. Geissenhainer,  O’Neall, Ind. Turner, N. Y. 
Brunner, Gibson, Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Bullock, Gifford, Owen, Ind. Venable, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Payson, Waddill, 
Butterworth, Grimes, Peel, Wade, 
Bynum, Grout, Perry, Walker, 
Caldwell, Hall, Pet Wallace, Mass. 
Candler, Ga. er, Phelan, Wheeler, Mich, 
Carlton, Hatch, Pierce, Whiting, 
Caswell, Hayes, ice, 
Catchings, Haynes, Pugsley, Wike, 
Chipman, Heard, Quinn, Wiley, 
ney, Herbert, Randall, Wil 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Ray, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hooker, Reilly, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Houk, Richardson, Wilson, Ky. 
Conger, Kerr, Pa. e, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Robertson, Wilson, Wash, 
Covert, Knapp, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Laidlaw, Rowland, right, 
Crain, Lane, Rusk. Yoder. 
Cutcheon, Lansing, Russe! 
Dalzell, Lawler, Sanford, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. O’FERRALL (before the result of the vote was announced), I 
ask a recapitulation of the vote. 3 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am 

ired. 

Pathe Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] that the House do now adjourn, the yeas 
are 50, the noes 92. The noes have it, and the House refuses to ad- 
journ. The Chair is informed that there are 172 members present. 

Mr. O’FERRALI addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. HAUGEN. Understanding that the presence of a quorum is 
disclosed by the roll-call, I withdraw my resolution and move to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 122, nays 15, not voting 188; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 

Adams, Burton, Edmunds, Hopkins, 
Allen, Mich. Campbell, Evans, Kelley, 
Anderson, Kans, Candler, Mass, Farquhar, Kennedy, 
Andrew, Cannon, Frank, Kerr, lowa 
Baker, Caruth, Funston, Kinsey, 
Banks, Cheadle, X v, 
Bayne, Cheatham, Gest, La Follette, 
Beckwith, y. Greenhalge, 
Belknap, Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, 
Saponaro, leman, Hansbrough, Lehlbach. 

joothman, Comstock, Hare, r. Ga. 
Bowden, Connell. Haugen, Magner, 
Breckinridge, Cothran, Henderson, III. Maso! 
Brown, J. B. Craig, Henderson, Iowa McClellan, 
Brunner, Culbertson, Pa, Henderson, N. O. McComas, 
Buchanan, N.J. Cummings, Hill, McCreary, 
Buckalew, Dolliver, _ Hits, McKinley, 
Burrows, Dunnell, Holman, ‘offitt, 


Moore, N. H. Post, on Turner, Kans. 
Morey, Quackenbush, Smith, III. Vandever, 
Morse, Raines, Snider, Vaux, 
Mudd, Reed, Iowa Spooner, Walker, 
Nute, Reyburn, Stephenson, Wallace, N. Y. 
Richardso: vers, Wheeler, 
O'Neil, Mass. Rockwell, Stock bridge, wW 
Neill. Rowell, Tarsney, Wiley, 
borne, ussell, Taylor, È. B. wi Ohio 
Sanford, Taylor, J. D. Yardley, 
Payne, Sawyer, Thomas, Yoder. 
Payson, Seuli, Townsend, Colo, 
Perkins, Sherman, Townsend, Pa. 
NAYS—15. 
Culberson, Tex. Lanham, O'Ferrall, Sayers, 
Forney, McRae, Owens, Ohio Seney, 
Hemphill, Morgan, Paynter, Turner, Ga, 
Hooker, Norton, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—188. 
Abbott, Covert, Kilgore, Rife, 
Alderson, Cowles. Knapp, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Laidlaw, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Crisp, Lane, Rowland, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Lansing, 
Atkinson, Pa. Daizell, Lawler, ton, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dargan, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Bankhead, Darlington, Lewis, Skinner, 
Barnes, Davidson, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, De Haven, Lodge, yser, 
Barwig, Maish, Spinola, . 
Belden, Dibble, Mansur, nger, 
Bergen, kerson, Martin, Ind. Stahinecker, 
zee, Dingley, Martin, Tex. Stewart, 
Bingham, ery, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Dorsey, MeCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
iss, Dunphy, cClammy, 
Blount, Elliott, McCord, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Ellis, McCormick, Stone, Mo, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McDa Strable, 
Brewer, Ewart, McKenna, Stump, 
Brickner, Featherston, McMillin, Sweney, 
Brookshire, Finley, Miles, Taylor, IN, 
Brosius, itch, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Fith ills, om 
Browne, T. M. Flick, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Browne, Va. Flood, Moo ‘ex. Y, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, Morrill, s 
Bullock, Forman, Morrow, Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, Fowler, Matehler, Van Schaick, 
Butterworth, Geissen er, Niedringhaus, Venahle, n 
Bynum, Gibson, O'Donnell, Waddill, 
Caldwell, Gifford, O’ Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Candler, Ga. ni Outhwaite, Wallace, Mass, 
Carlton, Grimes, wen, Ind, Washington, 
Carter, Grout, 1. Wheeler, Mich. 
Caswell, Hall, Perry, Whiting, 
Catchings, Harmer, Peters, Woattthorne, 
Chipman, Hatch, Phelan, Wik 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Pickler, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Haynes, Pierce, Willeox, 
Clunie, Heard, Price, Williams, III. 
oe 8 = 8 Wilson, Ky. 
ell, ermann, uinn, te 
Conger, ouk, dall, Wilson, Wash, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Ray, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Olio Ketcham, Reilly, Wright. 


So all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (before the result of the vote was announced.) I 
demand a recapitulation of the names, 

The Clerk having recapitulated the roll, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw my vote, being paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ou the motion of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] to dispense with all further proceedings ` 
under the call the yeas are 121, the nays 15. The ayes Lave it; all 
further proceedings under the call are dispensed with, and the Clerk 
will read the Journal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I make the point that the vote just announced 
shows there is not a quorum in the House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No, sir, it does not require a quorum to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call; bat in order to approve the 
Journal a quorum is required, and I say this vote discloses that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Journal at this time. $ 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No, sir, bu. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 

Mr. O’FERRALL. When the present occupant of the chair took 
his seat at the opening of this day’s sessions I suggested to him that 
there was not a quorum present; he then counted and found there was 
no quorum present. Now, sir, if it was right for the Chair at that 
time to ascertain by an actual count whether there was a quorum 
present before the Journal could be read, I say it is right and proper 
that the Chair should now ascertain by actual count whether there is 
a quorum., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the actual con- 
dition of things. The gentleman did make the point at the opening 
of the day’s session that no quorum was present. ‘The Chair ascer- 
tained by count that no quorum was present, Subsequently a roll- - 
call—the onenext previous to the one just had—disclosed the presence 


The question is not on approving the 
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l of 172 members. Then amotion was made to dispense with all further 


5 Mr. CRISP. Is not the Chair in error about that? That was a pri- 
vate statement made by the Clerk to the Chair. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. And I was trying to get the attention of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will allow the Chair to com- 
plete his statement. A quorum is not required on this vote. The last 
vote previous to this disclosed the presence of a quorum together with 
those who were noted as present. Now the Clerk will read the rnle 
with regard to the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The § 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and on the appearance of a guon cause the Journal of 
the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, having previously examined 
and approved the same. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Since the appearance of a quorum the 
only motion was one to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call, which does not require the presence of a quorum. The precedin 
vote having disclosed the presence of a quorum the Clerk will now 
the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. BREC RIDGE (interrupting), I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Clerk on the roll-call to which the 
Chair has referred did not note the names of any persons present and 
not voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk did note them, and the Chair 
has stated that with those present and voting a quorum was then pres- 
ent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, But it is the duty of the Chair to have the 
names reported at the time of the recapitulation of the vote. No such 
announcement was made. The Speaker states that it had been done. 
The point of order I make is that it can not be secretly done and clan- 
destinely done by the Clerk, but that it must be done in the presence 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been done under the rule, and 
the Clerk will proceed to read the Journal. 

Mr. BREC RIDGE. But the House must be notified of that 
action 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and the Clerk will proceed to read the Journal. 

The Clerk p ed with the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker 

The eae protempore, The reading of the Journal will be 
w 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Ihave endeavored to get the attention of the 
Epeen and was on the floor before the Chair directed the Jonrnal to 

read. 

The'SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must not interrupt the 


reading of the Journal. 


Mr, O’FERRALL, I propose to interrupt the proceedings and pre- 
vent an garage ron being perpetrated on this House. 

The SP. pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker. [Cries of “Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia will 
please be in order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I am in order, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Clerk will continue the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

r. O FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I demand that you shall hear what 
I have to say. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia occupying the floor when he has been ruled ont of order, and in- 
sist that he take his seat. j 

Mr. O’FERRALL, It would be much more proper for the gentle- 
man from Illinois to take his seat and be in order. I am in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the reading 
of the Journal. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. O’FERRALL (interrupting the reading). I want it to be under- 
stood that I mean business in this matter, I have risen as a Repre- 
sentative on this floor todemand certain rights. I see you havea motto 
there on your desk on which appears the word business, and I pro- 
pose to have business here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will continue the readi: 
of ee The gentleman from Virginia is out of order and will 


be 5 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, The Clerk is not reading the entire Journal. 
oe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk is reading the Journal as 

e up. < 

Mr. O'FERRALL, No, sir; the Clerk is not reading the Journal. 
I desire that he shall recapitulate every vote that appears on the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of yesterday. 


aker shall take the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour | 


re. The Clerk will read the Journal in its 
entirety. The pt pay w: a right to insist upon that, 


The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of order. I ask if it is not 
true that the names of members who are recorded as not present, on 
the call of the House, are entered on the Journal. Is not that true 


under the rule? 
The Clerk will continue the reading of 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
the Journal, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The question I ask has reference to the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the names of 
absentees must be entered on the Journal, and the Clerk has omitted 
toread them. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Clerk-will read the names. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does the Chair decide that we are not entitled 
to have them read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that they are 
being read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the Clerk has not read the list of absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, No; because the point was not made 
until this moment. The Chair has directed the Clerk to read what 
appears in the Journal. When the point was made the Chair directed 
the Clerk to read the entire Journal, and that will be done. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, The names of those not voting have not been 
recapitulated; they are a part of the Journal. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that they never have been read. The very object and purpose of re- 
capitulating the roll is to ascertain whether members are accurately 
recorded as voting in the affirmative or negative. When that is done 
it is of no uence to read the names of members not voting. The 
Clerk will omit the names of members not voting. [Applause on the 
Republican yaa 

Mr. CRISP. But Mr. Speaker, if they are on the Journal, what- 
ever is on the Jonrnal ought to beread. [Cries of Regular order!“ 
I hope the Chair will not hold that something may go on the Journal 
which can not be read, if demanded. If the Chair orders them oft the 
Journal, all right; but if they are on the Journal the Chair, I think, 
can not hold that they may not be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that this matter 
has been before the House once, and the Chair has ruled on this occa- 
sion according to the ruling then made. The names of members re- 
corded in the affirmative or negative are a part of the Journal; the 
names of those not voting do not properly form any part of the Journal. 

Mr. CRISP. Of course, if the names of those not voting do not go 
on the Journal, I have nothing tosay, or whether they do go on or not. 
But if they form any part of the Journal, then I think they ought to 
be read, if the rending be demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is no 
rule requiring the recapitulation of the names of members not voting. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. There is a rule, though, requiring the Journal 
to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the universal tice has been 
not to call the names of members not voting, and the Chair will so hold. 
The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

During the reading, 

Mr. O’FERRALL said: Mr. Speaker, the Clerk is not reading the 
whole of this Journal. The next in order, according to the RECORD, 
was a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk is not reading the RECORD; 
he is reading the Journal. ‘ 
Mr. O’FERRALL, But that ought to appear on the Journal. I 

say he is not reading the whole Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time to correct the Journal will 
be after it has been read. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk having read as follows: 

The question having been taken, a call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; when the following-named members 
failed to answer. 

Mr. O’FERRALL said: Now, Mr. speaker, I ask for a recapitula- 
tion of the names. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On a call of the House we are entitled to have 
the names of those who did not answer. 

The Clerk eee with the reading of the names. 

The Clerk having concluded the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. PAYSON said: I move the approval of the Journal, and upon 
that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that I call for a division. 

Mr. PAYSON. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, O’FERRAL I understand the vote is now on the call for the 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the demand for the previous ques- 
tion on the approval of the Journal. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 18, not vot- 
ing 216; as follows: 


Buckalew, 
Campbell, 


Abbott, 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, Pa. 
Aoo W. Va. 


head, 


Brewer, 


Brookshire, 


Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 


YEAS—#1. 
Z, Lind, 
Oulbertson, Pa, 
nell, MeCormick, 
uhar, McKinley, 
Frank, Moffitt, 
Funston, Moore, N. H. 
Gear, Morey, 
Gest, Morse, 
Greenhalge, Mudd, 
eae O'Neill, P. 
Neill, Pa. 
1 In. borne, 
Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind 
Hill, yne, 
Hitt, Payson, 
Hopkins, Perkins, 
Kelley, Pickler, 
Kennedy, Post, 
Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, 
Kinsey, Raines, 
Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
La Follette, Reyburn, 
Laws, Rockwell, 
NAYS—IS, 
Clements, Hare, 
Crisp, Holman, 
Culberson, Tex. Lanham, 
Cummings, McClellan, 
Forney, MeCreary, 
NOT VOTING- -216, 
Darlington Lehlbach, 
Davidson, Lester, Ga. 
De Haven, Tester, Va. 
De Lano, Lewis, 
Dibble, Lodge, 
Diekerson, Magner, 
Dingley, Maish, 
Dockery, Mansur, 
Dolliver, Martin, Ind. 
Dorsey, Martin, Tex. 
Dunphy, Mason, 
Edmunds, McAdoo, 
Elliott, McCarthy, 
Ellis, McClammy, 
Enloe, McCord, 
Evans, McDuffie, 
Ewart, McKenna, 
Featherston, MeMillin, 
Finley, McRae, 
Fitch, Miles, 
Fithian, . Milliken, 
Flick, Mills, 
Flood, Montgomery, 
Flower, Moore, Tex. 
Forman, Morgan, 
Fowler, Morrill, 
Geissenhatner, Morrow, 
ibson, Mutchler, 
Gifford, Niedringhaus, 
Goodnight, Norton, 
Grimes, O'Donnell, 
Grout, O'Ferrall, 
Hall, O'Neall, Ind. 
Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. 
Harmer, Outhwaite, 
Hatch, Owens, Ohio 
Hayes, Parrett, 
Haynes. Paynter, 
Heard, Peel, 
Hemphill. Penington, 
Henderson, N. C. Perry, 
Herbert, Peters, 
Hermann, Phelan, 
Hooker, Pierce, 
Houk. Price, 
Kerr, Pa. Pugsley, 
Ketcham, Quinn, 
Kilgore, Randall, 
Knapp, Ray, 
Laidlaw, Reilly, 
Lane, Ri n. 
Lansing. Rife, 
Lawler, n, 


No quorum voting. 
Thefollowing additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SMYSER with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. THomas M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS, 


Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 


Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. MCCARTHY. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
Mr. BROWER with Mr. DIBBLE, for this day. 
Mr. Mupp with Mr. Norton, for the rest of this day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. 


Warre]. 


of making a quorum. 
Mr. ALLEN then voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. MUDD. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Yardley. 


Oates, 
Sayers, 
Tarsney. 


Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Smith, W. 


Taylor, Tenn. 


Thompson, 


Tillman, 


Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 


Venable, 
Ww 


If there is not a quorum I desire to vote for the purpose 


Norron], but I voted notwithstanding the pair, to make a quorum, ; 7 


fø 


aà 


AAD AA ON CNEA 3: : > 
Mr. O'FERRALL. Now I for a recapitulation of the vote. oe 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

protempore. Upon this vote the yeas are 91 and the 
naysare 18. No quorum has voted. 

I move a call of the House. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced ` 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. FERRALI. 53, A 
The House divided; and there were—ayes noes 

Mr. O’FERRALL. f 8 * 
On the demand for the yeas and nays there were 20 votes in the af- 5 


firmative. 


Division. 


Yeas and nays. 


Mr, LA FOLLETTE. The other side. 


The negative vote being taken, there were, on the demand for the 


yeas and nays, 64 votes in the negative. 


Accordingly the yeas and na; TA 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 30, not vot- 8 


ing 214; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Andrew, 
Baker, 

Banks, 

Bayne, 
Beckwith, 
Belknap, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Buchanan, N.J. 
Burrows, 
Burton, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 


Dunnell, 


Bankhead, 
Brunner, 
Buckalew, 


Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Flower, 


Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 


Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brower, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Browne, Va. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 


Bunn, 
Butterworth, 


were ordered. 


YEAS—St1, 
Evans, mas, 
Farquhar, MeCormick, 
Frank, Moffitt, 
Funston, Moore, N. H. 
Gear, Morey, 

„ Morse, 
Greenhalge, Nute, 
Hansbrough, 

Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. 
Henderson, Towa Osborne, 
Hill, wen, Ind, 
Hitt, yne, 
Hopkins, Payson, 
Kelley, Perkins, 
Kennedy, Pickler, 
Kerr, lowa ost, 
Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Lacey. Raines, 
La Follette, Reed, lowa 
Laws, Reyburn 
Lehlbach. Rockwell, 
NAYS—30. 
Forney, Mo 
are, O'Ferrall, 
Holman, O'Neil, Mass. 
Lanham, Paynter, 
MeAdoo, Penington, 
McClellan, Richardson, 
McCreary, Sayers, 
MoRae, Seney, 
NOT VOTING—2H. 
Covert Kilgore, 
Cowles, Knapp, 
Craig, Laidlaw, 
Crain, Lane, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lansing, 
Cutcheon, Lawler, 
Dalzell, Lee, 

n, Lester, Ga. 
Darlington, Lester, Va. 
Davidson, Lewis, 

De Haven Lind, 
De Lano, „ J 
Dibble, ner, 
Dickerson, 
Dingley, y 
Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
Dolliver, Martin, Tex. 
Dorsey, Mason, ~ 
Dunphy, McCarthy, 
Edmunds, McClammy, 
Elliott, MoCord, 
Ellis, McDuftie, 
Enloe, McKenna, 
McKinley, 
Featherston, MoMillin, 
Finley, Miles, 
Fitch, Milliken, 

2 ontgomery, 
Flood, Moore, Tex. 
Forman, Morrill, 
Fowler, Morrow, 

issenhainer, Mudd, 

8 Mutchler, 
Gifford, Niedringhaus, 
Goodnight, Norton, 
Grimes, O'Donnell, 
Grosvenor, O’Neall, Ind. 
Grout, Outhwaite, 
Hall, Owens, Ohio 
Harmer. Parrett, 
Hatch, Peel, 
Hayes, Perry, 
Haynes, Peters, 
Heard, Phelan, 
Hemphill, Pierce, 
Henderson, III. 

enderson, N. C. Page 2 
Herbert, Quinn, 
Hermann, Randall, 
Hooker, — 2 
Kern Pa. Rite.’ 

err, 

Ketcham, Robertson, 


Taylor, J. D. 
Townsend, Colo. 
Turner, Kans. 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I make the point that that is a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain the ap- 
peal, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: : 


Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Kilgore, Sawyer, 
Adams, Cooper, Ohio per Scranton, 
Ald Cothran, Laidlaw, Shively, 
Allen, Miss. Cow: Lane, Skinner, 
Anderson, Miss. Crain, Lansing, yser, 
Andrew, Cummings, Lawler, Spinola, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, * Spooner, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dalzell, Lester, Ga. Springer. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darpan, Lester, Va. Stahinecker, 
Ban Dartington, Lewis, Stephenson, 
Barnes, Davidson, Taire; Stewart, Ga. 
Bartine, De Lano, . Stewart, Tex. 
Barwig, Dibble, Mansur, Stewart, Vt. 
Bayne, ckerson, Martin, Ind. Stockdale, 
Belden, Dingley, Martin, Tex. Stone, Mo. 
. Dolliver, Nesse th St ming 
ver, yY, ump, 
Blanchard. v. McCord, 88 
Bliss, Dunphy, McDuffie, Taylor, E. B. 
Blount, Edmun McKinley, Taylor, J. D. 
Boatner, Elliott, MeMillin, Taylor, III. 
Booth Ellis, iles, Taylor, Tenn. 
Boutelle, Evans, Milliken, mpson, 
4 Ewart, Mills, an, 
Brewer, Featherston, Moffitt, Townsend, Pa, 
Brickner, Finley, Montgomery, v. 
Brooks! Fitch, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Brosius, Fithian, Morey, Turner, Ga. 
Brower, Fi Morrill, Turner, N. Y. 
Brown, J. B. Fi Mudd, Van ick, 
Browne, T. M. Forman, Niedringhaus, Venable, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, O’ Donnell, Waddill. 
Buchanan, N.J. Geissenhainer., 0 Neall, Ind. Wallace, Mass 
Bullock, Gibson, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala, 
Bann, ifford, yson, Wheeler, Mich, 
Butterworth, Goodnight, Perry, Whiting, 
um, rosvenor, Peters, Whitthorne. 
Caldwell, Grout, Phelan, Wickham, 
Candler, Ga. Hall, Pierce, Wike, 
Cannon, Tiare, Price, Wilkinson, 
Carlton, rmer, Pugsley. Willcox, 
Carter, Hatch, Randall, Williams, III. 
Caruth, Haynes, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Catchings, Heard, Reed, Iowa Wilson, Mo. 
Chipman, Herbert, Reilly, Wilson, Wash, 
Clancy. He: S Rife, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clark, Wis. Hit Robertson, Wright, 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Rogers, Yoder. 
Clunie, Houk, Rowland, 
as Kerr, Pa. usk, 
Conger, Ke m, Russell, 


The following members reported to the Clerk and were noted as pres- 
ent under the rule: 

Mr. Boatner, Mr. CorHRAN, Mr. Hitt, Mr. HOPKINS, Mr. ADAMS, 
Mr. Mupp, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. BoorumMan, Mr. REED of Iowa, Mr, 
EPOONER, Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, Mr. ELLIOTT, Mr. ANDREW, Mr. PAY- 
son, Mr. KILGORE, Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey, Mr. HARE, Mr. 
Evans, Mr. BROWER, Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. HERMANN, Mr. STEWART 
of Texas, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. CLARK of Wisconsin, Mr. WHEELER of 
Alabama, Mr. LESTER of Georgia, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. MAIsH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The call of the House discloses the 
presence of 142 members—not a quorum. 

7 Mr. HAUGEN. L offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
33 such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the 

Mr. FLOWER. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr, HAUGEN. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk as 
a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the legislative proceedings of the House have been twice inter- 
rupted by the want of a quorum 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I had demanded the previous qnes- 
tion on my resolution. 
- The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 39. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLOWER, I move to lay that resolution on the table. [Cries 


of Too late!“ ] It is not too late. I made the motion before the 


revious question was ordered. 

The SP ER pro tempore. The yeasand nays hade been ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why is it notin order? A motion to lay on 
the table takes precedence over a demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not recognize the gen- 
area | He did not rise in time, and the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 34, not 
voting 206; as follows: 


YEAS—65, 
Adams, Dunnell, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. E Lind, Scull, 
Anderson, Kans. Farquhar, McComas, Sherman, 
nks, Frank, McCormick, Simonds, 
Beckwith, Funston, McKinley, Smith, III. 
Belknap, ear, Moffitt, Snider, 
Bingham, Gest, Moore, N.H. Stephenson, 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Morse, vers, 
Buchanan, N. J. Hansbrough, Mudd, Taylor, J. D, 
Barrows, Haugen, Nute, Thomas, 
Burton, Henderson, III. 88 ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Candler, Mass. Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa. 
non, Hill, Osborne, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Payne, Vandever, 
en Ñ et 0 Payson, ade, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Perkins, Walker, 
Cogswell, Kennedy, Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Post, Williams, Ohio 
Comstock, Kinsey, Quackenbush, Yardley. 
Connell, Lacey, : Rockwell, 
ig, La Follette, well, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Russell, 
NAYS—H. = 
Andrew, Forney, M ~ Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Grimes, Norton, Stockdale, 
Brunner, are, O'Ferrall Stone, Ky. 
Campbell, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. ey, 
Clements, Hooker, ‘enington, Vaux, 
Cothran, Kilgore, Quinn, Washington, 
Crisp, Magner, Richardson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Culberson, Tex. MeAdoo, Sayers, 
Cummings, McClammy, Seney, 
NOT VOTING—206, 
Abbott, Covert Lane, Rife, 
Alderson Cowles, Lanham, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lansing, 
Anderson, Miss, Cutcheon, Lawler, Rowland, 
Arnold, Daizell, Lee, usk, 
Atkinson, Pa. Danan; : Lester, Ga, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Darlington, Lester, Va, Scranton, 
er, Davidson, Lewis, Shively, 
Bankhead, De Haven, Lodge, Skinner, 
Barnes, Lano, Maish, ith, a. 
Bartine, Dibble, Mansur, yrer, 
Barwig, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Spinola, 
Bayne, Dockery, Martin, Tex. Spooner, 
Beiden, Dingley, Mason, Springer, 
Bergen, Dolliver, McCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Bi Dorsey, MeClellan, Stewart, Ga. 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCord, Pda Vt. 
Bland, Edman McDuffie, Stockbridge, 
liss, Elliott, McKenna, Stone, Mo, 
Blount, Ellis, MeMillin, Stump, 
Boothman, Enloe, McRae, Struble, 
Boutelle, Ewart, Miles, Sweney, 
Breckinridge, Featherston, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, Finley, Mills, Taylor, III 
Brickner, Fitch, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brookshire, Fithian Moore, Tex. hom pson, 
Brosius, Flick, Morey, Tillman, 
Brower, Flood, Mo „ Tracey, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, Morriil, Tucker, 
Browne, T. M. Forman, Morrow, Turner, Ga, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Mutchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. issenhainer, Niedringhaus, Van Schaick 
Buckalew, Gibson, O'Donnell, Venable, 
Bullock, Gifford, O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Outhwaite, Wallace, Mass. 
Butterworth, Greenhalge, Owen, Ind. Wheeler, Mich, 
Bynum, Grout, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Caldwell, Hall, Parrett, Whitthorne, 
Candler, Ga. Harmer, Paynter, Wickham, 
Carlton, Hatch, ‘eel, Wike, 
Carter, Hayes, Perry, Wiley, 
Caruth, Haynes, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Caswell, eard, Phelan, Willeox, 
Catchings, Hemphill, Pierce, Williams, III. 
Chipman, Henderson, Iowa Price, Wilson, Ky. 
Clancy, Herbert, Pugsley, Wilson, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. Holman, Raines, Wilson, Wash. 
Clunie, Houk, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb. Kerr, Pa. Ray, Wright, 
Conger, Ketcham, Reed, Iowa Yoder. 
Cooper, Ind. Knapp, Reilly, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Reyburn, 
So the previous question was ordered. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. HERMANN said: I have voted “ay” to make a quorum, I 


am paired with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LESTER]. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin for the adoption of the resolution, which 
the Clerk will again report. : 

The resolution was again reported. 
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Mr. CHEADLE,- I offer as a substitute the resolution that I sent to 
the desk. s 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order, as the previous ques- M 


tion has been ordered. 

Mr. FLOWER. Imoveto lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order that this is a dilatory 
motion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize but one 
gentleman at a time. 

Mr. CHEADLE, A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order is made the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLower] that it is a 
dilatory motion, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FLOWER. I think the Chair is right, [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHEADLE. I understand the Chair to rule that it is not in 
order to offer a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so rules, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I offered it before the previous question was or- 


dered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But not before the previous question 
had been demanded. The gentleman was not in time; and the ques- 
tion reeurs on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

15 question was put; aud the Chair annohneed that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 36. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 40, not vot- 
198; as follows: 


YEAS—S7. 
Adams, Connell, Kinsey, Quackenbush, 
Allen, Mich. ig, Lacey Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans. Culbertson, Pa. Ta Follette, Rowell 
Banks, Dunnell, Laws, Russell, 
Beckwith, Evans, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
Belknap, Farquhar, Lind, Scull, 

en, Flick, McComas, Sherman, 
Bingham, Frank, McKinley, Simonds, 
Bowden, Funston, Moffitt, Smith, III. 
Buchanan, N. J. Gear, Moore, N. H. Step! + 
Burrows, Morrill, Stivers, 
Burton Greenhalge, Morse, Stockbridge, 
Campbell, Grosvenor, udd, Taylor, J. D. 
Candler, Mass. Hansbrough, Nute, Thomas, 
Cannon, Hangen, Oates, Townsend, Colo, 
Caswell, Henderson, III O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Pa, 
Cheadle, Hill, Osborne, urner, Kans. 
Cheatham, Hitt, Owen, Ind. Vandever, 

k, 3 Payne, — Walker, 
Cogswell, Kelley, Payson, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Kennedy, Perkins, Williams, Ohio, 
Comstock, Kerr, lowa Pickler, 

í NAYS—40. 
Andrew, Grimes, McRae, Sayers, 
Blount, are, Morgan, Se 5 
Brunner, Hemphill, O'Ferrall, Ste Tex. 
Buchanan, Va. enderson, N. C. O'Neil, Mass. Stockdale, 
Clements, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Stone, Ky. 
Cothran, Lanham Parrett, Tarsney 

P, Lester, Ga. Paynter, Turner, Ga, 
Culberson, Tex Magner, Penington, ‘aux, 
Cummings, McClammy, Quinn, Wheeler, Ala. 
Forney, McClellan, Richardson, ley. 

NOT VOTING—198. 

Abbott, Bullock, Docke Holman, 
Alderson, Bunn, Dolliver, Hou 
Allen, Miss. Butterworth, Dorsey, Kerr, 
Anderson, Miss, Bynum, Dunphy, Ketcham, 
Arnold, Caldwell, Edmunds Kilgore, 
Atkinson, Pa. Candler, Ga, Elliott, K p. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Carlton, Ellis, Laidlaw, 
Baker, Carter, Enloe, 2 — 
Bankhead, Caruth,” Ewart, Lansing, 
Barnes, Catchings, Featherston, Lawler, 
Bartine, Chipman, Finley, Lee, 
Barwig, Clancy, tch, Lester, Va. 
Bayne, Clarke, Ala. Fithian Lewis, 
— den, eels 3 Hon „ 
B . lower, aish, 
Blanchard, Conger, Forman Mansur, 
Bland, Cooper, Ind. Fowler, Martin, {nd 
Bliss, Cooper, Ohio Geissenhainer, Martin, Tex, 
Boatner, Covert, Gibson, Mason, 

man, Cowles, Gifford, McAdoo, 
Boutelle, Crain, Goodnight, McCarthy, 
Breckinridge, Cutcheon Grout, McCord, 
Brewer, Dalzell, Hall. McCormick, 
Brickner, 5 Harmer. 
Brookshire, Darlington, Hatch, McDuffie, 
Brosius, vi ý Hayes, MeKenna, 
Brower, De Haven, Haynes, McMillin, 
Brown, J. B. O, Heard, iles, 
Browne, T. M. Dibble, Henderson, Iowa Milliken, 

‘a. Dickerson, Herbert, ills, 

Buckalew, ngley, Hermann, A 


Moore, Tex. y. Stahlnecker, wi Mass, 
Morey, Iowa Stewart, Ga. Washington, 
— A Reilly, ed Vt. W. ke ler, Mich. 
utehler, y ne, Mo, ing, 
iedringhaus, e, — Strube, Wuttthorne, 
Norton, n, Stump, 
O'Donnell. Sweney, Wike, 
O’ Neall, Ind. Rowland, Taylor, E. B. Wi k 
Outhwaite, usk, Taylor, III. wi 
1. Sawyer, Taylor, Tenn wilt III. 
Perry, Thompson, Wilson, Ky. 
Peters, Shively, Tillman, Wilson, Mo. 
Phelan, Skinner, ‘Tracey, Wilson, Wash. 
Pierce, Smith, W. Va. Tucker. Wilson, W. Va. 
Post, Smyser, Turner, N. V. wW t, 
Pri Snider, Van Schaick, Yardley, 
i ey, Spinola, Venable, Yoder, ` 
nes, ner, Waddill, 
Randall, Springer, Wade, 


Mr. HAUGEN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
I demand the previous question upon it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make a point of order on that demand for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The Chair is unable to 
tell what the resolution 1s until it is read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all leaves of absence heretofore granted except on account of 
sickness are hereby revoked, and the Sergeant-at-Arms is — aamir to notify 
the absent members by telegraph of the passage of this resolution, 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? 

Mr CHEADLE. For the purpose of discussing that proposition. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question upon its adop- 
tion has been demanded by the gentleman trom Wisconsin. fi 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to make a point of order on that. -A short 
time ago, while the present occupant of the chair was not ding, I 
offered as an amendment a resolution similar in terms to the one that 
has just been read. The occupantof the chair at that time held that 
it could not be entertained because the previous question had been de- 
manded, and then, after the previous question had been ordered by a 
vote of the House 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this is 
not debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Indiana rises to a 
question of order and is addressing himself toit. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will endeavor to make myself understood by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin as well as by the balance of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 

uestion. 
8 Mr. CHEADLE. Aſter I make my statement. Immediately after the 
previous question had been ordered by the House I renewed theattempt 
to offer my resolution as a substitute, and the then occupant of the 
chair held that it could not be received at that time because ot the fact 
that the previous question had been ordered. I read trom Rule XVII: 

There shall be a motion for the previous question, which being ordered by a 
majority of members pet. if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all 
debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
questions on which ithas been asked and ordered. 

The point that I make, Mr. Speaker, is that it requiresa quorum to 
order the previous question, and that when I offered my substitute 
awhile ago it was in order. 

Mr. OFERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I make the further point of order 
that it is not competent for less than a quorum to revoke leaves of ab- 


sence ted by a full House or by a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
that point. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I justsubmit the proposition. I think it is self- 
evident. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to rule upon this 
question. Itis not a new question. It has been presented in prior 
Congresses, and one particular oceasion in the Forty-ninth Congress sug- 
gests itself to the present occupant of the chair. The proposition un- 
der discussion was the allowance of the French spoliation claims. A 
resolution similar to this was offered pending a call of the House and 
in the absence of a quorum, and Mr. Speaker CARLISLE then decided, 
and several precedents were cited in support of the decision, that a reso- 
lution of this character is an incident to a call of the House, 

Of course it is agreed on all bands that during the absence of a 
quorum no motion is in order except a motion to adjourn, a motion for 
a call of the House, or some motion which is incident toacall. Any 
resolution the object of which is to secure a quorum, that the business 
of the House may proceed in a parliamentary way, has been uniformly 
held to be in order; and that is precisely the character of the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. t 

Mr. FLOWER. -I understood that yesterday a resolution was ruled 
out of order which was incident to obtaining a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know to what the 
gentleman refers, : 

Mr. FLOWER. The proposition tostop the pay of absent members, 
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That diet ruled out, although it would appear to be properly incident 
toa 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That is a very different proposition, 

as different from this as one proposition can be from another. 

Mr. FLOWER. But it was submitted as an incident to the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order 
made against the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin and 
holds that the resolution is in order. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I regard this as a very important question. 
Would the Chair consider it dilatory if I respectfully appeal from the 
decision ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 
submitted the resolution which has been read by the Clerk. A point 
of order has been made against it, which the Chair overrules, From 
the decision of the Chair the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. OFER- 
RALL] appeals, The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr, ENLOE. In the nature of debate on the appeal, I want to 
make an inquiry: whether there is anything like aconspiracy between 
the gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman from Wisconsin to 
consume time by a number of votes here upon several propositions 
which could have been embodied in one resoiution if the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Indiana had been adopted. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly a parliamentary in- 
ae ROWELL. It is very evident from the statement made here 
that the motion is dilatory, and I make the point of order. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question on 


being taken, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment ot the House? there were—ayes 73, noes 23. 
. O'FERRALL, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 16, not 
voting 205; as follows: 


YEAS—I04. 
Adams, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Reed, Iowa 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, ws, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans, Dolliver, Lehlbach, Rockwell, 
Andrew, Dunnell, Lind, Rowell, 
A Mason, Russell 
Banks, Farq 5 jel Sanford, 

- Bayne, Forney, MeCormick, Sayers, 
Beckwith, Frank, Moffitt, Scull, 
Belknap, nm, Moore, N. H. Sherman, 
Bergen, Gear, Mo: Simonds, 
Boothman, Gest, Mo: 8 Smith, III. 
Bowden, Greenhalge, Morse, Stephenson, 
Brown, J. B. Hansbrough, Mudd, Stivers, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hare, ‘orton, kbridge, 
Burrows, — Taylor, E. B. 
Burton, n. ONeill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Cam Henderson, Iowa rne, Thomas, 
Can „Mass. Hil, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, eat yne, Townsend, 
Caswell, ns, ter, Turner, Kans. 
Cheadle, N Penington, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Ken: kins, Walker, 
Clark, Wis, Kerr, lows Pickler, Wallace, N. Y. 
Coleman, Kinsey, ‘ost, eeler, A 

Y, Quackenbush, Williams, Ohio 
Connell, La Follette, es, Yardley. 
NAYS—I6. 
Clancy, Lester, Ga, O’ Ferrall, 
Cummings, McClammy, O'Neil, Mass. Stone, Ky. 
Flower, McRae, Quinn, Tarsney, 
Hooker, Morgan, A Wiley. 
NOT VOTING—205, 
Abbott, Bullock, De Lano, Haynes, 
Alderson, ` Bunn, Dibble, eard, 
Allen, Miss. Butterworth, Dickerson, Hemphill, 
Anderson, Miss, Bynum Dingley, Henderson, N. C. 
old, Caldwell, 4 Herbert, 
Are W.Va. Senn Dunpii} Hol 
nson, W. Va. n olman, 
khead, 1 8 Houk, 
Caruth, Elliott, Kerr, Pa. 
Catchings, Ellis, Ketcham, 
Barwig, Chipman, 
Belden, Clarke, Ala. Ewart, Knapp, 
Biggs, Clements, Featherston, WwW, 
Bingham, Clunie, Finley, Lane, 
Blanchard, Cobb, Fiteh, Lansing, 
Bland, Cogswell, Fithian, Lawler, 
Bliss, Conger, Flick Lee, 
Blount, Cooper, Ind. Flood, Lester, Va. 
Boatner, +0; Forman, Lewis, 
Boutelle, Fowler, Lodge, 
Breckinridge, A Magner, 
Brewer, Cowles, « Gibson, M: 
Brickner, Craig, Gilford, Mansur, 
Brookshire, Crain, ht, Martin, 
Brosius, ý Grimes, Martin, Tex, 
Browne, T. M. Dalali. Grout. 4 McCarthy, 
Browne, Va. Dargan, Hall, McComas, 
Brunner, ¥: — 75 Ht Harmer, MeCord, 
Buchanan, Va. „Davidson, Hatch, . McCreary, 
Buckalew, De Haven, Hayes, McDuffie, 


Ker, e, 
MeMillin, i Wallace, Mass, 
Miles, 7 Stewart. Ga. Washington, 
Milliken, Randall, Stewart, Tex. Wheeler, Mich. 
Mills, Ra Stewart, Vt. Whiting, 
Montgomery, Reill 5 e, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Moore, Tex. or danagin Strubie, | Wickham, 
Morrow, Rife, amp, Wike, 
Mutchler, 5 Sweney, Wilkinson, 
Niedringhaus, Roge Taylor, Ill. Willcox, 

te, Rowland, Taylor, Tenn. Willi II. 
O'Donnell, Rask, mpson, Wilson, Ky. 
O’ Neall, Ind. Sawyer. Tillman, Wilson, Mo. 
Outhwaite, Scranton, 1 Wilson, Wash. 
Owens, Ohio Shively, Tucker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Skinner, Turner, Ga. Wright, 
Payson, Smith, W. Va Turner, N. Y. Yoder. 
Smyser, Van ~ 

Perry, Snider, Vaux, 
Peters, Spinola, Venable, 


So the decision of the Speaker pro tempore was sustained. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. Dorsey with Mr. HENDERSON, ot North Carolina, for the rest 


of the day. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. L ask that the names be recapitulated. 
The Clerk recapitulated the roll. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Burrows). The question is upon 
— 75 N proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

UGEN]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the previous question was demanded on 
the resolution of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin demands the previous question on the 
resolution offered by him, 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 90, noes 33. 

Mr. O FERRALL. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 40, not vot- 
ing 189; as follows: 


YEAS—95. 
Adam: Connell, 8 Reed. Iowa 
Allen, Mich. Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dolliver, Lehibach, Rowell, 
Andrew, Dunnell, Lind, Russell, 
Baker, Farquhar, Ty Sanford, 
Banks, Flick, MoCo: Scull, 
Bayne, Frank, McKinley, Sherman, 
Beckwith, Funston, Moffitt, Simonds, 
Belknap, 1. Moore. N. H. Smith, III. 
Bergen, t. Morrill, Spooner, 
k Greenhalge, Morse, Stephenson, 
Bowden, rosvenor, udd, Stivers, 
N. J. Hansbrough, Nute, Stockbridge, 
Burrows, ugen, Taylor, E, B. 
Burton, Henderson, III. O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Osborne, omas, 
Cannon, Hermann, wen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Caswell, Hill, yne, Townsend, Pa, 
Cheadle, Hitt, Payson, urner, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Perkins, Vandever, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Pickler, Walker, 
well, Kennedy, Post, Wallace. N. Y. 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, ickham, 
Comstock, insey Raines, Williams, Ohio. 
NAYS—4. 
Blount, Cummings, McClellan, Quinn, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, McMillin, Richardson, 
Brunner, Forney, MeRae, ers, 
Buchanan, Va. are, Norton, Stewart, Tex. 
Campbell, Hooker, O’Ferrall, dale, 
Clancy, Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass. Stone, Ky. 
Clements, Lanham, Owens, Ohio Tarsney, 
thran, Lester, Ga. Parrett, Turner, Ga. 
p. McAdoo, Paynter, a) 
Culberson, Tex McClammy, Penington, Washington, 
NOT VOTING—189. 
Abbott, Brickner, Conger, Elliott, 
Alderson, Broo! re, Cooper, Ind. Ellis, 
Allen, Miss. Brosius, Cooper, Ohio Enloe, 
Anderson, Miss, Brower, Covert, Evans, 
Arnold, Browne, T. M. Cowles Ewart, 
Atkinson, Pa, Browne, Va. Craig, Featherston, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Buckalew, Crain, Finley, 
Bank 5 ullock, Cutcheon, Fitch, 
Barnes, Bunn, Daizell, Fithian, 
Bartine, Butterworth, n, Flood. 
Barwig, Bynum, Darlington, Forman, 
Belden, Caldwell Davidson, Fowler, 
Biggs, Candler, Ga. De Haven, Geissenhainer, 
Bingham, Carlton, De Lano, Gibson, 
Blanchard, Carter, Dibble, Gifford, 
Bland, Caruth, Dickerson, Goodnight, = 
iss, Catchings, Dingley, Grimes, 
er, Chip: ery, Grout, 
Boutelle, Clarke, Ala. Dorsey, Hall, 
cl 8 Dunphy. a 
Brewer. Cobb. und-. Hatch. 
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MoCor Reyburn, of Representatives in Congress among the several States under the 
fernet; 1 Bile — Eleventh Census—to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 
Hem McKenna, / Van Schack, By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 12001) authorizing the con- 

endersch, N. O. Miles, Rowland, Venable, struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Columbus, 
Bolman a — wea in the State of Kentucky, to a point on the west side of said river iu 
uk, Montgomery, Scranton, ‘Wallace, Mass, the State of Missouri, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
err, Pa. Moore, Tex. Seney, Wheeler, Commerce. 
' pein — . . Also, a bill (H. R. 12002) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
ette, MO. Smith, W. Va. Whitthorne, the Tennessee River ata point between Johnsonville and Clifton, Tenn., 
Laidlaw, Mutohler; yser, ike, and for other p to the Committee on Commerce. 
S rra . Also, a bill (H. R. 12003) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
— N. all 1 S r. Willcox. across the Mississippi River at a point between Uncle Joe’s Landing, 
wiler, „Lad. pringe. ` z : A : 
te, ecker, in the State of Missouri, and a point at or near Cape Girardeau, in the 
Lester, Va. aa 3 . — —.— State of Missouri, and for other purposes to the Committee on Com- 
15 Peters, Stone, Mo. Wilson, Wash. merce. n . 2 3 r 
Ma er, Phelan, Struble, Wilson, W. Va. Also, a bill (H. R. 12004) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
ab, ors 3 Nan over the Ohio River at or near the chain of rocks, between Cairo, 
Martin, Ind. Pugsley, Taylor, Il. Loder. III., and Paducah, Ky., and for other purposes to the Committee on 
n, 5 Taylor, Tenn Commerce. 8 i 7 
Moe , Kelly. Mee Also, a bill (H. R. 12005) authorizing the construction of a bridge 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the res- 
olation of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 68, 


noes 28. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MoCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 785) to 
extend the time for the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it seems that our Democratic friends 
are intent on breaking a quorum whenever we undertake to call up 
this resolution. They are here to make a quorum on any other ques- 
tion except the r e of this election case, and I therefore move 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Where is your quorum that ought to be kept 
here? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! 

The motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
LAFAYETTE MONUMENT. 

A communication from the Secretary of War and chairman of the 
commission on the erection of a monument to General Lafayette, re- 
questing that an appropriation be made to enable the commission to 
carry into effect the provisions of the concurrent resolution of Congress 
passed August 28, 1890, changing the site of said monument—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
` Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
rted with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8848) for the 
relief of Patrick Hyland, accompanied by a report (No. 3073)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (I. R. 1223) granting a pen- 
sion to W. W. Bradley, accompanied by a report (No. 3074)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse: 

A bill (H. R. 9478) correcting the military record of Lieut. James 
O'Rourke. (Report No. 9075. 

A bill (S. 1513) to place James T. Peale on the retired-list of the 
United States Army. (Report No. 3076.) 

Mr. SANFORD, from the Committee on the Library, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 10118) to appropriate $18,484.57 for 
the completion and dedication of the monument commemorating thesur- 
render of Burgoyne at Saratoga, accompanied by a report (No. 307%)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. DUNNELL: A bill (H. R. 12000) making an apportionment 


over the Tennessee River at some point between Birmingham Landing, 
Kentucky, and Fort Henry, Tenn., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12006) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near the Shoals, Alabama, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BYNUM (by request): A bill (H. R. 12007) to increase the 
pension of Thomas M. Cahill, of Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. > 

By Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12008) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Augustus P, 
Burditt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12009) to grant a 
Tennery, widow of James H. Tennery, of Captain Griffin's company, 
First Illinois, Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 12010) for the relief of A. J. Ellis—to > 


the Committee on War Claims. { 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12011) to correct the muster-roll of N, 
B. Gahagan, late of Company F, Second Tennessee Infantry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Aftairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12012) to grant a 
pension to Hannah B. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 12013) to pension John D. Bag- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 12014) for the relief of George L. 
Key—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12015) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas S. Hardaway, deceased, late of Benton County, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, PEEL: A bill (H. R. 12016) for the relief of the Prairie Pres- 
byterian Church—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12017) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Rigobert Lemelle, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 12018) for the removal of mark 
of desertion from John Quinn—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12019) to remove the charge of deser- 
. t the name of George Linder to the Committee on Military 

Ts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. : 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of post-office clerks of Chicago, III., for 
passage of Honse bill 6448—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Thomas M. Cahill, of 204 Yandes 
street, Indianapolis, Ind., for an increase of pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Martha Tennery, widow of James H. 
Tennery, of Captain Griffin's company, First Illinois, Black Hawk 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. . 

By Mr. CARUTH: Twenty-six petitions of various boards of trade, 
merchants’ exchanges, and merchants, and others, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxes at railroad stations— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Oklahoma Legislature, praying for 
1 the lease of school lands to the Committee on 

‘erritories. a 
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By Mr. PEEL: Petition for the relief of the Prairie Presbyterian 
Church, Washington County, Arkansas, for the use and tion ot 
the said church by the Federal Army during the late rebellion—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAYERS; Memorial of sundry citizens of Travis County, 
Texas, protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads 
to transport leum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 
WNSEND, of 2 Momona 85 of pise irana 
Springs, Colo., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling 
es to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on 

‘commerce, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 11, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro re laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of July 16, 1890, a report of the Director of the Geological 
Survey containing certain information concerning his bureau; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, . 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I present resolutions of the Toledo Produce Ex- 
change of Ohio, praying for the adoption of just and equitable reci- 
rocity in our intercourse with the Dominion of Canada and with the 
Bouth American nations, setting out the reasons ſor this exchange, why 
: i be beneficial to the United States and to the countries af- 
ected. 

I ask that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and in this connection I will state that I did not propose 
day before yesterday the amendment to the tariff bill in favor of recip- 
rocal relations with the Dominion of Canada because I did not think it 
advisable to do so at a time when debate was out of order and it was 
im ble to present the considerations on either side. 

move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion wag to. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of citizens of Floyd County, 
Georgia, praying for the of what is known as the Paddock 
bill, preventing the adulteration of all articles used for food or drink 
or medicine; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry. r 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of citizens of Atchison County, 
Missonri, praying for the free coinage of silver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reterred the bill (H. 
R. 10457} increasing the pension of Presly Hale, reported it without 
amendment, 

Mr. MANDERSON. On behalf of and in the name of the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who is unavoidably detained from the 
Chamber this morning, I make certain favorable reports of House bills 
from the Committee on Pensions, and submit written reports thereon. 

The bills were announced by title, and ordered to be placed on the 
Calendar, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; . 

A bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 

> 

A bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs, A. W. Ackley; and 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On bebalt of the same Senator, I present from 
the Committee on Pensions an adverse report on the bill (S. 4311) 
granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum, a similar House bill having 
prai reported favorably. I move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to sell certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the 
town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

‘He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 4357) declaring the function of patents for lands in confirmation of 
statutory grauts thereof in certain cases, reported it with amendments, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 4385) to authorize the Wash- 
ington and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 4386) for the paymentof theclaim 
of H. A. Smith, of Seattle, Wash.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 4387) for the relief of the es- 
tate of John Roach, deceased; which was read twice by-its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4388) granting a right of ray 
on Fort Douglas military reservation in the Territory of Utah; whi 
v 8 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


WATERS AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 121) 
concerning the tanking of watersat Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I introduce this joint res- 
olution by request, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate for one mo- 
ment to make a statement in connection with the matter, to which I 
especially ask the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

It seems that the superintendent of the Hot Springs now is collect- 
ing all the water from all the springs in a tank with the intention of 
distributing the water after it has been collected and mixed in the 
tank to the bath-houses on the reservation as well as to the bath-houses 
off the reservation. Complaint is made by citizens of Hot Springs that 
this will result in materially damaging the water. When sometime 
ago Congress gave the authority to bath-houses off the reservation to 
utilize water running to waste, to utilize water that could not be util- 
ized in the bath-houses on the reservation, this proposition of provid- 
ing a tank in which the water should be collected was originated, as I 


think, 

I should be glad to have the Committee on Public Lands consider 
the propriety of having all these waters collected together in a tank 
and then distributed to the different bath-houses. It occurs to me 
that the bath-houses on the Government reservation which are being 
controlled under the management of the Government ought to have 
their water directly from the springs, and that the other waters com- 
ing from the springs that can not be utilized in the Government bath- 
houses may properly and well enough be collected in a tank and dis- 
tributed to other bath-honses off the reservation. But it seems to me 
that the effect of collecting all the water will beto rednce the efficiency, 
or at least to impair the public confidence in the efficiency, of the water 
which now goes directly to the bath-houses and is used as it comes 
from the springs, without being mixed. 

I hope the committee will investigate this matter fully and see that 
there is no injury done the sanitarium. i . 

Mr. PLUMB. The general subject is before the committee in the 
shape of a bill sent down to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior 
and in addition to that, through the medium of a bill which was 
by the House of Representatives and is now pending before the com- 
mittee. I have no doubt that the bill will be taken up daring the pres- 
ent session and disposed of in some way. 

If I understand the resolution of the Senator, it seems to run counter 
to the idea which he expresses. In the course of the investigation before 
the committee some years ago the physicians and others who seemed 
to have the right to speak as experts on the subject of the value of the 
curative properties of the Hot Springs were not able to determine what 
it was ially outside of the heat that gave the water its value, and 
exp the opinion, as I now remember, that the property was an 
elusive one, and that if the waters were to the atmosphere for 
any considerable length of time before being used that quality which 
has made this water and the locality famous would be eliminated and 
distributed. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator say elusive or illusive? 

Mr. PLUMB. Elusive; that is, when exposed tosomething unpala- 
table or something at all events which did not respond to the chemical 
analysis which was contained in the water, the exposure of the water 
to the atmosphere caused that to be distributed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am anxious to bear what the Senator 
from Kansas is saying, and there is so much talking around me that 
it is impossible for me to hear him. š 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis not very material, I think. I only want tosay 
that the committee, I have no doubt, will give the matter very early in- 
vegtigation, and they will have the benefit in that investigation of the 
Senator’s colleague, who has taken great interest in this matter here- 
tofore, r who I know especially desires that the subject may be dis- 

of. 

The joint resolution was read the second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PRINTING OF THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to puta question to the Senator from Ne- 
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braska [Mr. MANDERSON], whether there has been any arrangement 
for printing the tariff bill as it passed the Senate. 

r. MANDERSON. My recollection is that there was an order of 
the Senate for printing the bill with the amendments numbered. 
will look it up and advise the Senator. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. DAWES. If it is in order, I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 
3556 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right 
of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of 
Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to 
some point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas, which was 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives has been read. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment 
ofthe House of Representatives and request a conference on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAwes, Mr. 
STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas were appointed. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
coming over from yesterday, The resolution will be read, 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. MORGAN was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
of settlers are an nized by the Northern Pacific Rai Company, or by 
other companies whose roads were not constructed within the time required by 
the granting acts. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is 
now seeking a reversal of previous decisions of the Department of the Interior 
favoring settlement claims. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany has at different times filed different maps of general route for any portion 
of its line through the same part of the country, and if so, whether public lands 
have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said lines asthe 
same was changed, or along additional routes, prior to the definite location of 
the line of such portion of road, and whether the Department of the Interior 
maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of 
settlement and entry prior to definite location. And, specifically, what are the 
decisions of his Department upon the point of the legality of withdrawals on 
second or subsequent maps of general route, so filed, and of the validity of such 
indemnity withdrawalsas against ent rights under the terms of the grant 
to said company. And whether said company is seeking the reversal of pre- 
vious decisions of the Department upon said points. 

And he will further inform the Senate whethersaid Northern Pacific Railroad 
8 failed to definitely locate any portion of its road during the period 
within which, by the conditions of its charter, the road was required to be con- 
structed, and what the decisions of his Department are upon the point of the 


legal right of a railroad company to definitely locate a line of road after the 


period when, by law, the entire road was required to have been completed. 
And whether the decision of Mr. Secretary Chandler upon this point has ever 
been overruled by 8 de mental decisions, or by the courts, and if 
not, whether the principle of said decision is yf acs in the practice of the De- 
partment to the said Northern Pacific Railroad pany. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr, SANDERS. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana moves 
that the resolntion be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, every fact called for in the resolu- 
tion is a matter of record in the Department of the Interior, and I 
suppose it could be obtained otherwise than through a resolution. 
There is no doubt about our having the right to the information that 
is couched in or called for in the resolution. ‘To-day, or as soon as the 
Senator from Kansas chooses to call it up, there will come before the 
Senate a question upon a conference report as to lands of the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company, and the information that is here sought is 
of very great importance in respect to that decision. 

Ido not know why any objection is made to the Senate being in- 
formed by the Secretary of the Interior upon a question like this. I 
do not know of any reason why the Senate should either shut its eyes 
or its ears to the facts which are within its reach upon a question where 
such immense interests are hanging. 

I can conceive of no argument that I could make in behalf of this 
resolution except that which is apparent upon the face of it. It is a 
mere resolution of inquiry, to get information. In debating this mat- 
ter I do not wish to get up here and make statements which may be 
disputed by anybody. I desire, therefore, to have authentic informa- 
tion from the Department of the Interior. If this objection had not 
been made yesterday, doubtless this information would have been now 
before the Senate. ~ 

I do not see any occasion for referring the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and if the Senator from Montana persists in his 
motion, I shall have to ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to it. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there are a good many things that are 
by this resolution which are not material to the measure 


suggested e 
which is now pending in the shape of a conference report. It em- 


I | braces a very wide scopeof inquiry as to the relation between the rail- 


road company named and settlers. I think one phase of it has already 
been met by the Committee on Public Lands in a report which it made 
this morning on a bill introduced by the Senator from Montana, but it 
is so wide-reaching in any event that it seems as though it ought, be- 
fore going to the Secretary, where it would engage possibly the atten- 
tion of a large number of clerks, to go to the committee. 

Of course the Senator from Alabama knows as much about the action 
ot the committee in the past and its theory about questions of this kind 
as anybody else, because he has been active in the conferences of that 
committee and his views have been ted. He may have some 
purpose in connection with the resolution, which would not be an- 
swered by a reference to the committee. I do not myself feel very 
specially desirous about it one way or the other, butif the information 
is to come, if that is anticipated, it seems to me the inquiry might well 
be directed from the committee, or by direct request of the or 
after such a modification, if any should seem advisable, of the resolu- 
tion as may seem necessary, it might then be repo: to the Senate 
and action taken here. I think the Senator does not need any assur- 
ance that the committee would not consciously delay a matter of this 
kind, and of course any suggestions that he should give the committee 
would receive very great weight in regard to the disposition which 
might be made of the resolution or the subject-matter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, no suggestion has been made yet 
of any particular matter found in this resolution that is eee to 
be irrelevant to the question that is coming up on this conference re- 
port. As I view the conference report, every inquiry made in this 
resolution is pertinent, and an answer to itis important. I may be 
oversighted about it, but my purpose isa very simple one. It is to 
get before the country authentic information as to the state of the law 
and decision and of litigation and controversy between the Northern 
Pacific Railway Company and a vast number of settlers in that n 
of the world who are now controverting before the De; ent, liti- 
gating there for the purpose of eying a protect settlements 
against the Northern Pacific Railway pany. 

The information that I seek has not been criticised as being irrele- 
vant in any particular, and until that is done I do not see why the Sen- 
ate should deny to me or to itself full opportunity for information upon 
this very important and very agitated and very grave subject; and if 
the Senator from Kansas, the chairman of the conference committee, is 
not intending to push the consideration of that conference report upon 
the Senate until this information can be obtained, I am entirely con- 
tent to have this resolution go to the Committee on Public Lands for 
their investigation and their criticism and their expurgation of any im- 
proper matter that may be found init. But if the conference report is 
to come up this morning and to be acted upon and adopted, I think 
that I have a right to have all the information that the publie records 
of this country contain in regard to it, and that there is no need at all, 
nor is it proper in any sense of the word, that any information bearing 
upon this subject should be hid out about it. I want it all to come 
into the light and come into the record, 

The Senator from Kansas mentions a bill that has been reported here 
this morning. The action upon that bill, I dare say, was taken yes- 


'| terday in committee. I received a very sudden summons to attend 


the committee forsome purpose of which I was unconscious. Idid not 
know what it was, and I did not attend because it was inconvenient 
for me to do so, but I discover now that the bill which it is sup 

will take the place of certain resolutions of instructions that I 

in this record yesterday, which were laid upon the table and printed, 
has been reported to the Senate. This is a sudden movement, a very 
abrupt movement. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Public Lands can not possibly 
take any action upon any bill at thissession of 8 ſor the want 
of time, which would remedy the evils and difficulties that are sug- 
gested in the instructions I had printed and laid on the table yesterday 
for the further guidance of the conferees on the part of the Senate on 
this conference committee. After we have agreed to the conference 
report it will be too late to do anything at this session or any other 
session, in my judgment, to relieve against the difficulty. 

Tama deal surprised that there should be this haste in two di- 
rections: one on the part of the Committee on Public Lands to get a 
new scheme upon the record here and the other upon the part of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] to put a bushel over the candle 
and prevent the light from coming out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] to commit the resolution to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, this resolution makes so many in- 
quiries of the Secretary of the Interior that seem to me not to be rele- 
vant to the business in hand, so many inquiries which must consume 
considerable time in answering, that it has seemed to me proper that 
it should go to the Committee on Public Lands. Iam entirely anx- 
ious myself and think the information would be useful to know— 
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Whatnumber of cases are now beading in his De: ent in which the claims 


of settlers are an nized by the No mpany, or by 
other companies w. roads were not within the time required 
by the granting acts, 


It will be seen that this involves an inquiry as to all the roads which 
were constructed after the period in the act making the 
grant to the companies. As to the propriety of inquiring by the Senate 
whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is now seeking a 
reversal of previous decisions. of the Department of the Interior ſavor- 
ing settlement claims, perhaps opinions will differ. But further: 

And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Company has at different times 
filed different maps of general route for any portion of itsline through thesame 
part of the country, and if so, whether lic lands have been withdrawn from 
settlement and entry along each of said lines asthe same was changed, or along 
additional routes, prior to the definite location of the line of such portion of 
road, and whether the Department of the Interior maintains, or has maintained, 
such fig ne ot as an exclusion. of the right of settlement and entry, prior to 


It seems to me, in view of the fact that the Northern Pacific Railroad 
from Tacoma and Portland to Lake Superior has been definitely located, 
and that therefore whatever was done by way of preliminary location 
has become functus oficio so far as legislation is concerned, this is anin- 
irtee pinea It is ftve or six years, I think; since the line of 

road was definitely located. Ofcourse all preliminary designations 
way of where the line of road would probably go, but which were 
simply put into the law for the purpose of enabling the Interior De- 
ent to withdraw the lands within 40 miles of the road on either 
side through the Territories for the purposes of liquidating the grant 
to that company, does not look to me likea material question, whatever 
rights the railroad company had to lands in place attached at the time 
of the definite location of the road. 


And, specifically, what are the decisions of his Department u the point 
of the legality of Withdrawals on second or subsequent maps of 8 route, 
so filed, and of the validity of such indemnity withdrawals as against settle- 
ment rights under the terms of the grant to said company. 


ate and of the public in aseries of volumes. constituting the decisions 
of the Land Office, and are easily obtainable. 

The rest of the ing is also covered by public documents at the 
time the Northern Pacific Railroad Company definitely located its line 
from point to point, and is easily obtainable. 

I would not have objected to this resolution had I thought the in- 
formation that was asked in it material to any inquiry could have been 
obtained in time to be utilized upon the consideration of the conference 

which I believe is now pending before the Senate. 

As to the other resolution which the Senator from Alabama has men- 
tioned 3 committee of conference as to what they shall 
insist upon as additional legislation not heretofore having passed the 
Senate, and being now introduced in the form of instructions to the 
conference committee and without reference to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and without consideration by the Senate further than as a 
mere matter of instruction to, its committee of conference, there are 
propositions of law intimated in it to which I think the Senator from 
Alabama upon fuller consideration will certainly disagree. 

I have desired at some day to examine these propositions as to the 
ownership by the railroad companies of any mineral lands within their 
grants, and I am of the clear opinion that we do not need any relin- 
quishment by these corporations of the mineral lands; that they have 
no interest in them, and that that relinquishment would be as efficient 
if it included the District of Columbia as it does any mineral lands 
within the limits of their grant. However, that question does not 
arise here. 

I protest against the passage in this body, or in either branch of Con- 
gress, of any resolution or of any statute which hints or intimates the 

tion that any right or title of any kind or description to the 
mineral lands of the United States, except those expressly mentioned, 
is now vested in any ay ig railroad of the United States since 
1862, which I believe was first time that minerals were excluded 
from those ts. 

Now, without any disposition to smother the inſormation in this 
resolution required, but desiring that the Senator from Alabama shall 
have all the light that can be thrown on this matter, and simply being 
of the opinion that all the information really involved in this resolu- 
tion is already before the Senate and before the country, and that its 
_ recapitulation and its digest in the reply to this resolution would delay 
an answer for a period of time that would be fatal to the purposes 
which the Senator from Alabama has in view, I thought if the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands should eliminate that information with which 
. are ee perhaps it would facilitate the publie business. 

* 2 


te. 80 
I am not responsible for any delay that has occurred. The object seems 


now to have further delay for further reasons; that is, I suppose, to 
prevent the information from getting here in time to be usetul in the 
discussion of this conference committee’s report, 

So far as the resolution can be answered by a reference to public 
documents, if there be such, the Secretary of the Interior will have a 
very light task in merely referring to the public documents which 
answer this or that or the other query in the resolution. But there 
are opinions and decisions, I am informed by the newspapers, upon the 
very vexed and very important question of the mineral lands belong- 
ing to or claimed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company which 
the Secretary of the Interior has made rulings upon quite recently not 
found in any public documents, I want to get those rulings. 

The Senator referred to a question which was presented, and the in- 
structions I propose to offer at a proper time, if I have the opportunity 
to do it, in regard to these mineral lands, and he took occasion to ex- 
press his opinion that under the present. state of the Jaw that subject 
was all well enongh settled, entirely shut downand fastened, so that 
it was hereafter immovable. But one of the difficulties in the case is 
that a circuit judge of the United States, Judge Sawyer, has decided 
against the Senator’s opinion. The Senator nods his assent. When 
such lights as the Senator from Montana and a cirenit judge of the 
United States disagree about a thing of this kind, I think it is probable 
that it is our duty, when discussing this question and fixing up the 
state ot the law about this railroad company, to be very specific as to 
what we intend to enjoin upon the railway company. 

There is an inquiry and there is a controversy between the Senator 
from Montana and the judge of the United States circuit court, and 
there may possibly be a similar controversy between the Secretary of 
the Interior and the judge of the circnit court. For aught I know 
the Secretary of the Interior has made some ruling about it, and it is 
for the Congress of the United States, in this very bill we are upon now, 
to save the people in their rights of property against this controversy. 

The Senator spoke also about the want of relevancy in one of the 
inquiries that I propose to make here about the definite location of the 
line of the road which carried with ita definite location of the land 
grant. Well, that is one of the propositions that will arise in the dis- 
cussion of this measure, and if I am correctly informed donot know 
whether I am or not—the line of this railroad as it is constructed now 
is more than 100 miles distant from the place where it was originally 
located or where it was originally mapped, and marked on the map 
as filed in the General Land Office, and upon that first and second 
location, for there were two locations upon the great part of this line, 
withdrawals were made. 

Suppose a line to be 50 or 60 or 70 miles north of this capital, which 
is the center of an area of 100 miles wide for the withdrawal of public 
lands from the right of private entry by citizens. While that map is 
on file in the office and continues to be there as an evidence of the act 
of the company as to where it intends to build its road, a homestead 
settler comes south of this capital and makes his entry, and after 
awhile, and after ten years. have expired, within which the road was 
to be completed, the company, withont any previous authority, as I 
am informed, locates its line through here on this line [indicating], 
and the withdrawal takes place as if that had been the original loca- 
tion, and this poor man south of us, who had settled upon his home- 
stead entry, is wiped ont and driven off, and when such men and all 
such men. within the area of this vast undulatory, oscillating scheme 
of public plunder of the lands of the United States have at last seen a 
settling down upon a fixed line and fixed axis of movement, here are 
thousands and thousands of controverted cases pending in this Depart- 
ment. 

While vo have this railroad company here I propose to. have the 
Congress of the United States say to it, ‘‘You must relinquish these 
eases and abandon them about these people and let them have their 
titles to their lands; you must doit; and also, when we agree that 
we will not forfeit your lands opposite to and conterminous with the 
finished portions of your road between Wallula and Portland, for that 
is as far as we go, you must consent to confirm the rights of all these 
settlers; you must consent that you will not oust the five or ten or 
fifteen. thousand miners who have gone there and under the mining 
laws of the United States burrowed under the earth and built such vast 
properties under our invitation and under the sanction of our Jaws— 
you must consent to all this.“ 

The Senator speaks of this being new legislation. It is new only 
in one sense, that it is made toapply to all the railroads in the United 
States, whereas the conference committee have agreed in their report 
toa proposition that neither the House nor the Senate contemplated 
or ever thought about, and nobody ever offered any amendment of the 
kind in connection with the Mobile and Girard Railroad in my own 
State, and have adopted the principle that I insist shall go into this 
bill in relation to every landgrant railroad in the United States. If 
the conference committee are right in prescribing these terms of cession, 
release, and relinquishment, and quitclaim upon the railroad of Ala- 
bama of which I speak, it is our duty to apply that same principle to 
every land-grant railroad in the United States; and then we shall have 
justice, then we shall get at perhaps what we have never been able to get 
at before, the claims that have been pressed here by the Northern 0 
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Railroad Company, in Congress and out of Congress, and in the Depart- 
ments, and in the courts, for years and years, and out of which they 
t and believe that they will at least double the enormous wealth 

that the United States has conferred on them. 

Mr. SANDERS, I should like to inquire of the Senator if he says 
there is an instance where by the swinging of this railroad from the 

line designated by the preliminary map, or map of the preliminary 
route, to a line of definite location, say 40, or 50, or 60, or 100 miles 
off that line, the effect under the law has been to exclude anybody 
from the land upon which he had settled prior to the time of the defi- 
nite location of the road. : 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no instance in which that ought to be the 
effect, but I am informed that there are instances in which it has taken 
place, and the Northern Pacific Railroad is now pressing this demand 
upon those settlers. Now, I want to find from the Secretary of the In- 
terior whether it is or not. 

Mr. SANDERS. If that is the object of the Senator from Alabama, 
I will withdraw my motion, assuring him, however, that the law itself 
as originally passed guarded every conceivable circumstance of that 
kind so as to make the turning of anybody off his premises impossible. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, that is the Senator’s construction of it, but 
I think the Interior Department at various times has construed it dif- 
ferently. 

Mr. SANDERS. The Supreme Court of the United States has passed 
upon it many times, and the Interior Department has uniformly inter- 
preted it that way. 

Mr. MORGAN. That may be. 

Mr. SANDERS. I am perfectly certain that not an instance can be 
found in the legal literature ap ining to the subject where it has 
been decided that because the line of this railroad was changed from 
the point where the map intimated that it would probably be built to 
the point where it was finally built a citizen could be ejected from the 
public lands who had undertaken to enterthem. If there isany opin- 
ion of that kind extant Iam as anxious to get at it as is the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iam informed that there is, and I know the con- 
troversy has been up all the time, and I want to settle it in this case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lonly want to say one thing. The Senator from Ala- 
bama alluded, as he might very properly have done, to the fact that 
the Committee on Public Lands met yesterday afternoon and passed 
upon one branch of this subject, but I assure him there was not the 

ightest connection between his resolution and the action taken at that 
time. I did not know of the resolution the Senator had offered; I was 
not here at the time it was offered, and only knew by the recital of the 
Senator that he had offered the resolution. 

The Senator from Montana had been asking me for a long time, for 
more than a month, to get a meeting of the committee, in order that 
he might have that bill presented and considered. I suggested to some 
members of the committee that we could havea meeting in the morn- 
ing, but they said they preferred that it should be during the session 
of the Senate when, according to what might be transpiring they would 
not be needed here, because of the arrangement that had been made. 
I wish also to say that the connection, if there be any, between that 
and the subject now under consideration was entirely accidental. It 
was of course designed that the Senator from Alabama should be there, 
and I sent word for him, but there was another matter more pressing, 
according to the views of the committee; that is, the other bill which 
I reported this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 
to commit the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood the Senator from Montana to with- 
draw his motion to refer. 

Mr. PLUMB. That motion was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to commit is withdrawn. 
The question recurs on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] 
coming over to be considered in the morning hour, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolwed, That the conferees on the — of the Senate on the ing votes 
of the two Houses be instructed to ist on the following additions to the 
ets * E roe 2781, to 3 225 ioe ip wager granted for 
e purpose of aiding in the construction of ra and for other purposes, 
reported by the majority of said committee to the Senate: ni 3 
First, Insert at the end of section 5 of said bill so reported the following : 
“All Jands nted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, underany law 
of the Uni States, between the western border of Minnesotaand a south and 
north line drawn through Tacoma, in the State of Washington, shall be and re- 
pale aie —.— mining laws of oe United 3 sa long as the same are 
eld by railroad company, or by any person holding under said com x 
whose claim d@tes within Ses: years before the Nanas 


the existing line of said railroad, which selections should be in lieu of and in 
full compensation for the mineral lands so released tothe United States. And 
the lands so released to the United States shall thereupon become a part of the 


tion to be added to said bill, with its proper number: 
ale Src. —. That the right to alter and amend this act, and any act under which 
nds are 


ds 
with the rights vested in said com 
reserved and retained, and the furt right is retained in Congress to hereafter 
— — a forfeiture of any lands heretofore granted to said railroad company 

for just cause. 

“And said conferees are further instructed to insist that the provisions of sec- 
tion 8 of the amendment reported by the conference committee, relating to the 
lands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, sha 1 apply 
to every lan t railroad company in the United States whose rail 
not comple and in operation throu the entire extent of its line as the 
same was located on the maps of definite location, filed in the Department of 
the Interior, and approved by the proper officer according to law.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not propose to press this reso- 
lution now. I merely offered it with a view of haying it printed and 
laid upon the table, so that Senators might see it, and at the proper 
time, when it might be in order, I would call it up, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LAIRD. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I give notice that on Thursday of next week, 
the 18th day of the present month, I will, at 4 o’clock, ask the Senate 
to consider the resolution received from the House of Representatives 
announcing the death of Hon. James Laird, a Represéntative from the 
State of Nebraska, that tributes of respect which are properly his due 
may be paid by the Senate. 3 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed now to the consider- 
ation of the conference report on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on what is known as the land-grant forfeiture bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of the conference 
report on the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 


urposes. 
y Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Kansas if he will 
not allow this to go over until to-morrow to see if I can not get the 
information called for by the resolution I offered yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB, You mean the resolution which has been up just 
now? 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution which has been passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I thought that could be had I should not object, 
but I am quite sure the information can not be had if the entire force 
of the office was at work upon it from now until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator 5 the scope of the resolu- 


tion. There oe ponis documents, as I know, which indicate what the 


decisions are. ere is nothing to be added to them . the recent 
decisions of the Secretary of the Interior, so far as the writing is con- 
cerned, but the enumeration of the cases in controversy between the 
land-grant railroads which did not complete their lines within the time 
prescribed by their acts that are now pending. Itisa matter of con- 
siderable importance, and it will require but a mere running over of 
the documents to ascertain what the number of cases may be, 

I wish to show the Senate, ifI can get the information, that there 
is a vast number of these cases, and that by adopting what the Senator 
from Kansas in his report has recommended in regard to a railroad in 
Alabama, extending the provision over all the land- t railroads in 
the country, we can compel these railroads to cease this litigation and 
give to this vast number of settlers their rights to their property. 
That is the point I am after, and I think I can get that information, 
and I will say to the Senator from Kansas that if he will nct press this 
matter to-day, if I do not get the information by to-morrow I shall not 


then insist upon any further delay about it, although I might very well 


say that the land is here and is not going to run away, not going to get 
out of the way. 
Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has failed to note that there has alread 

passed, and I think it has been signed by the President, a bill whi 

I think will accomplish very much what he has in his mind, which 
authorizes railroad companies to select new lands, where settlers are 
on lands claimed by railroad companies; that is, enabling the railroad 
company to avoid a controversy withsettlersand loss to itself. I have no 
doubt that under the operation of that law the large majority of the cases 
of controversy betweeen the railroad companies and settlers within 


\ 


these various grants will be avoided. That bill was passed for that 


purpose. Now, let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
the information which he has asked for is more comprehensive than 
he seems to suppose and can not possibly be had even in part for a long 
time to come. 

The Senator in his resolution asks what number of cases are now 
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pending in the Department??? That of itself would require a search 
of every file of every township within the limits of these grants in five 
States. z 

Mr. MORGAN, Not through all the files. Those are documents 


there. 
Mr. PLUMB. Well, every single township cua se ically 
would have to be examined over all the vastarea covered by grants 


in five different States, and it not only relates to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, but to all other companies, and consequently it 
would relate to all the ts affected by this pending conference re- 
port. Then the suggestion as to what the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company was doing by litigation could only be manifested by its ac- 
tions against the settlers by careful examination of the briefs on file and 
the ascertainment of the grounds upon which the companies were seek- 
ing to postpone or defeat the claims of settlers. 

Then, to ascertain whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
‘* filed different maps of a general route for any portion of its line,” 
would require another very exhaustive and very wide examination. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill say to the Senator that that is already mat- 
ter of record. What I want to get atis the transcripts or copies in the 
Department of maps they have there of which they have a number 
already printed of the locations, 

Mr. PLUMB. Then the question as to the decision of the Depart- 
ment upon these points—they have, of course, been made in different 
cases—more or less involves the general principle which may be at stake. 

Mr. MORGAN. The leading decisions have not been published, so 
far as I am able to ascertain. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then and whether the said company is seeking the 
reversal of previous decisions of the Department upon said points,” 
would require another very exhaustive examination of a large number 
of cases, 

Then the succeeding paragraph requires him to give a legal written 
opinion as to the eftect of certain facts which might be elicited in re- 
sponse to the first paragraph. I am certain that no prudent Secretary 
ofthe Interior would want to answer that alone without a very great 
consideration of the question, and it might require him much longer 
to prepare it than it would for a judge of a court to prepare a decision 
after hearing argument. In this case there must be practically a de- 
cision before the argument. 

I am sure I would not wish to interpose any objection that would 
cause delay if I thought that resolution would result in any good; but 
the Senator will bear in mind that this subject has been before the 
Senate for the last ten years at intervals. It has been exhaustively 
discussed at different times. Collateral branches of it have been dis- 
cussed and decided by the passage of different laws, notably the land- 
grant adjustment act of 1887 which provided or attempted to provide 
for every ponibio contingency that could arise in the adjustment of 
grants, and gave to the Secretary of the Interior very large powers in 
the determination as to what the various companies affected by the 
passage of the law were entitled to. That law has been made the sub- 
ject of an opinion by the late Attorney-General, Mr. Garland, showing 
that the Department has been engaged in the operation and carrying 
ont of that 53 5 ` 

This is not a question that arises simply as a naked question of for- 
feiture; and while ibis true that the House of Representatives did 
adopt, and the Senate conferees have yielded that much in conference, 
a provision to the effect that when lands are to be allotted to a certain 
railroad company in Alabama the Secretary of the Interior shall allot 
the company lands not occupied by settlers, giving it land which other- 
wise it would not be entitled to in order that it may go around 
rather than over the settlers, and also requiring allotments to meet 
the conveyance which the company has made in order that there may 
be no conflict of title where the company assumes to convey what it 
probably had not the legal right to do, yet I believe these other ques- 
tions involving forfeitures are substantially met by existing law and by 
the provisions applicable thereto which, while a little different in re- 
pond gig the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, have very much the 
same effect; but on the other hand that provision was putin by the 
House of Representatives and the Senate conferees accepted it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is mistaken about the House having 
put that in. 

Mr. PLUMB. They put in the main part and it was modified in 
conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. The main substance was inserted by the conference 
committee. Neither House has passed upon it. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think the Senator is entirely mistaken in regard to 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think not. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House dealt with the subject and marked out 
the line and the conferees simply agreed to certain modifications of it. 

Now what the Senator proposes in the other resolution is to instruct 
the conferees to do something which has not heretofore been considered 
by either House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon the motion to proceed to the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference? 


Mr. MORGAN. I merely asked a question of the Senator from 
I was not making a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Alabama to object to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I merely made the request of the Senator to 
consent that the report might go over until to-morrow at the close of 
morning business and I hope he will consent to that, because I believe 
I can get the substantial parts of this reply before the Senate in an 
authentic way by that time. I see there is going to be a controversy 
here about the existing state of facts, and I want to be on the safe side 
of what I have to say about it by getting the authentic statement from 
the Department, That is all I want. I have information enough and 
plenty to answer my p but I want it in such shape that nobody 
will deny it if I can get it, and inasmuch as I observed awhile ago the 
land is not going to run away and the country is not going to suffer in 
a day, I hope the Senator will not object, inasmuch as the Senator from 
Montana cut me off yesterday by his objection from getting the in- 
formation in answer to the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam acting under instructions of the committee and 
under the operation of a general disposition to have this matter dis- 

d of, and having been commented upon unfavorably to some extent 
cause I have allowed it to go over so often and so long to meet the 
wishes of persons whose interests or desires in to the matter 
were adverse to the general tenor of the bill, I feel under the circum- 
stances I ought not to do it, although I can say very frankly to the 
Senator that I believe if the information or any portion of it could be 
had by to-morrow I would strain a point to yield, but I feel certain 
we can not get the information in season, as the resolution will hardly 
get to the Department before the close of business to-day, and I think 
I am sufficiently familiar with the operation of matters in the Depart- 
ment to say with perfect confidence that the information can not be had 
to-morrow, or next day, or next week. P 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will let the report go 
over until to-morrow. The Senator from Alabama thinks he can get 
the information by that time, and no great injury can result by one 
day's delay. It occurs to me that there will be ample time to consider 
it, and I think it is proper that it ought to go over until that time. I 
move to pone the consideration of it until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the further consideration of the report of the committee of con- 
ference be postponed until to-morrow. The question ison that mo- 
tion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me fora mo- 
ment to make an announcement? If so, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. This conference report is now before the Senate, and. 
I believe there are some other matters of considerable importance that 
are to be brought before the Senate within the next day or two, but 
I desire to give notice now that at some convenient opportunity I 
shall take the sense of the Senate as to whether the bill reported from 
the Naval Committee, and which has been debated on the floor here 
for several days, known as the revenue-marine transfer bill, shall be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee of 
conference has been printed in the RECORD, but has not been read. 
The Chief Clerk will proceed with the reading of the report, if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows : 


The committee of conference on the 5 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail: „und for 
other purposes, having after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said bill, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction.ofa railroad opposite to and contermi- 
nous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed and in opera- 
tion, for the construction or benefit of which such lands were granted; and all 
such lands are declared to be a part of the publie domain: Provided, That this 
act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of 
any railroad company heretotore granted. 

“Sc, 2. That all persons who, atthe date of the passage of this act, are actual 
seltlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited and are otherwise 
2 on making due claim on said lands under the homestead law within 
six months after the ge of this act, shall be entitled to a preference right 
to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this act, and 
shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and any person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
homestead or pre-emption law, or who has failed from 3 to perfect the 
title to a tract of land heretofore entered by him under either of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. The re- 
—— ot be Interior shall make such rules as will secure to such actual settlers 

ese ts. 


“ Sxo, 3. That in all cases where persons, being citizens of the United States or 
who have declared their intention to becomesuch, in accordance with the nat- 
uralization laws of the United States, are in possession of any of the lands af- 
fected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
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States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpo- 
ration to which such grant was made, or its assignees, executed priorto January 
1. 1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to 
secure title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by 
compliance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of Con- 
gress, they shall be entitled to p the same from the United States, in 
quantities not exceeding 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 
per acre, at any time within two years from the passage of this and on 
making said payment to receive patents therefor, and where any such person 
in actual possession of any such lands and having improved the same prior to 
the lst day of January, 1 under deed, written contract, or license as afore- 
said, or his assignor, made partial or full payments to said railroad com- 
pany prior to said date, on account of the p ase price of said lands from it, 
on f of the amount of such payments he shall be entitled to have the same, 
to the extent and amount of $1,25 per acre, if so much has been paid, and not 
more, credited to him on account of and cord gu of the purchase price herein 
rovided to be paid the United States for sai lenan ar such persons may elect 
abandon their purchasesand make claim on said lands under the homestead 
Jaw and as provided in the preceding section of this act: Provided, Thatin all 
cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of such State 
or corporation, or its assignees, are in the possession of and have made improve- 
ments upon any of the lands hereby resumed and restored, and are notentitled 
to enter the same under the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or cor- 
porations shall have six months in which to remove any growing aop; and 
within which time they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and otber 
movable improvements from said lands; Provided further, That the provisions 
of this section shall not apply to any lands situate in the of Iowa on which 
peg person in good faith 4 made or asserted the right to make a pre-emption 
or homestead settlement: And provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed as limiting the rights granted to purchasers or settlers 
by ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Con to 
aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unea: lands, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or 
amending said act, nor as in any manner affecting any cause of action existing 
af payee of any purchaser against his grantor for breach of any covenants of 
title. 

“Sec. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction of a railroad in 
said State,’ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act ex- 
tending the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States 
of Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1865, and 
also section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grantof lands to 
the State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are sep iicabie 
to lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act ap- 

roved June 2, 1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “Anact mak- 

nt of lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
on of certain railroads in said State,“ roved May 15, 1856, be, and 
the same are hereby. led so far as they require the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to reserve an lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles 
granted limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1834, or the act of 
which the same is amendatory. 

“Sec, 5. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the Harrison 
line,’ being a line drawn from Wall Wash., ry the southeast corner 
of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 
7 north, of ranga 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had ac- 
quired in aith the title of the Northern Pacific Kailroad Company to any 
portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the ex- 
piration of one year after it shall be e determined that such lands are re- 
stored to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per 
acre, and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office 
of the fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and peyman there- 
for, without limitation as to quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and 
riparian rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in 
the State of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central 
‘Trust Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1886, and 
which are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on 
each side of the center line of a watar pine line, as the same is staked out and 
located or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of 
an act of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, approved Novem- 
ber 25, 1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abund- 
ance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the following-de- 
seribed tracts of laud: Sections 19 and 31 in township 1 south, of range 6 east; 
sections 25, 31, 33,and 35, in township 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5 
in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section Lin township 2 south, of range 4 
east; sections 23, 25, and 35 in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of the Wila- 
mette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act, are hereby con- 
firmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State o! n, its successors aud 
0 forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, over and across the above-described sections for the 3 construct- 
ing, maintaining. and repairing a water-pipe line aforesaid, 

"Seo, 6. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
by reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands may bave been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally 


nga 
stra 


covered by any such t, or to confer any right upon any State, corporation 
won 25 lands which were excepted from such grant. or shall the moiety 
of the lan 


nted to anyrailroad company ce account of a main and a branc 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- 
flicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared, 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Sec. 7. That in all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold By the officers of the United Statesfor cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith 
under the pre-emption or homstead riian upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or as- 
serted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and ns iming the 
right to enter as aforesaid may perfect their entry under the law. And on con- 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days from 
the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board of directors, duly accept 
the provisions of the same, and file with the of the Interior a valid 
relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in and to 
all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed, as aforesaid, then the for- 


feiture declared in the first section of this act shall not appl to =e an sont 
Slats o 


affect so much and such parts of ssid grant of lands to 

as lie south of a line drawn eastand west through the point where the Gulf and 
Low Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad in 
said State, until one year after the penr of this act, And there may be se- 
Jected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of those here- 
inbefore required to be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity limits of 
the original grant north of said line nearest to such part of the line as may be 
constructed at the date of selection, 

“Serc, 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from 
Girard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in 
making settlement and certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands 
earned thereby shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise 
disposed of by said 3 not to exceed the total amount earned by said 
company as aforesaid, And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are 
hereby confirmed so far as the United States are concerned. 

Hut such settlement and certification sha}! not inciude any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1890, arising or asse by actual occupation of the land under color of 
the laws of the United States. 

The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety daysfrom the of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant, as have here- 
tofore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where the Gov- 
ernment still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or approval of 
such officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws, or as are claimed, under the homes or pre-emption laws as 
aforesaid, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such 
lands under such sales or entries, are hereby confirmed, and all such claims, 
under the pre-emption or homest laws, may be perfected as provided 
law. Said company to have the right to select other lands, as near as 
eabte to constructed road and within indemnity limits in lieu of the lands so 
relinquished. And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished, in favor 
of all persons holding under any sales by the local land officers, of the lands in 
the granted limits of the Alabama and Florida Railroad grant, where the United 
States still retains the purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the 


United States.” 
P. B. PLUMB, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Sonate, 


L. E. PAYSON, 
E. J. TURNER, 


Managers on the part of the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the report 
of the committee of conference? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I supposed that we would have had 
the benefit of an explanation of this report by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, but it seems to be destined to pass sub silentio. I know that there 
is involved in this billa very important public question, a question that 
includes many millions of acres of land and the homestead rights of 
many honest and innocent people and the question whether or not we 
shall permit all the mines that have been located upon railroad land 
grants in the whole extent of their lines from the western border of 
Minnesota to the State of Washington to pass into the hands and owner- 
ship of one railroad company or whether they shall remain in the 
hands of the miners who have developed the mines under the invita- 
tion and sanction of the laws of the United States. 

This is a very important measure; and I regret that the Senate is 
too weary to give to it the attention it deserves, It has been treated 
as an important matter by many persons who interest themselves in 
it about Washington City, It is a measure that contains some very 
peculiar features, more than any bill that ever passed through this 
body since I have been here. It professes, on its face, to be a land- 
forfeiture bill, but the fact is that it is a bill to divide out land that 
we ostensibly forfeit into the hands of persons who happen to be 
favorites. This is a bill, Mr. President, to confirm the title to lands 
that are liable to forfeiture, rather than a bill to forfeit lands. It 
makes no difference what title it wears or what disguise it passes under, 
that is the effect of the bill, and of course the effect of it must indi- 
cate what its purpose is. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] said that this subject had 
been under consideration in the Senate for many years. Some parts of 
this subject have been so under consideration. Others are entirely 
fresh, new inventions, intended to meet very recent occurrences, things 
that have but a moment since, we may say, sprung into existence. 

The main proposition of forfeiting the public lands which have been 
granted to land-grant railways, in one general omnibus bill, has been 
frequently brought to the attention ot the Senate, and it has as fre- 
quently been deteated, for neither House of Congress seemed to be will- 
ing to trust itself with the adjustment under one general system of 
laws of all of the varying and conflicting questions that arise under 
each and all of these different land grants. 

Whenever we have had any success in reclaiming lands that were 
open to forfeiture in consequence of the fact that the railway compa- 
nies had not complied with the terms of the grant, we have treated 
them in separate bills. We have had some success, not very marked 
and not very important, perhaps, in that direction. The Atlanticand 
Pacific Railway Company is one of the instances; the Texas and Pacific 
Railway Company is another; and the Southern Pacitic Railway Com- 
pany is another; and some minor roads, some in Michigan and else- , 
where, that we have arranged under separate acts of forfeiture, so as to 
adjust and accommodate our action in the matter to the cir- 
cumstances of each case. But we never yet have found a case that did 
not differ from every other case in some most essential particulars. 


— 
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The ambitious project of trying to unite in one bill a forfeiture of 
all the unearned lands, as they are called, of every land-grant 9 
company in the United States that is not now completed and in oper- 
ation according to the terms of this bill is one that is extremely broad, 
extremely dangerous, and is liable, in its application to various roads, 
to work the most serious injustice. 

Of course when as broad a proposition as that is brought forward, 
the great leading railways of the country are here to see what effect 
this general Jaw is going to have upon their particular interest, and 
one after another they shape their demands for exemption and for dif- 
ferent peculiar descriptions of legislation, and they press them, and 
they have power enohgh to press them into the bill. By the time half 
a dozen railroads get into the bills in this way we may say that the 
subject has been pretty well log-rolled, and by the time we have got 
done with the indorsement of these log-rolling schemes we have com- 
mitted the Congress of the United States to a series of bargains gotten 
up between these railroad companies by which they consent that the 
main bill may pass with a flourish of banners and trumpets, they hav- 
ing gotten out of it all they want and put it into their pockets, they 
having secured such legislation as exempts them from its tions, 
or else such legislation as confirms to them all the doubtful and dis- 
putable rights for which they have been contending. That is this bill. 

This bill consists of two parts. The first part is found in section 1. 
That part of it proposes to be a forfeiture bill. All the remainder of 
the sectionsof this bill except one relate to different separate railroads, 
different separate enterprises, and proceed to provide either to exempt 
them from the operation of the forieiture part of the bill, or else, un- 
der the operation of the forfeiture feature of it, to secure to them cer- 
tain peculiar advantages and rights which they could not secure if the 
law was administered to them in thé same way that it is to everybody 
else. And when we have wound up with this scheme, when we have 
come to account for what we have done, it can scarcely be said that 
there is any land that has been forfeited to the United States Govern- 
ment in consequence of the failure of the railroads to comply with the 
terms of their original grants. The most I think that can be said is 
that a few small railroads that have interested friends enough in the 
Honses of Congress to stand up for them and hold up their hands are 
to be crucified, destroyed, for the sake of glossing and varnishing over 
this false pretense of a general forfeiture. 

Now, keeping these two grand divisions of the bill in mind, that 
the oneis for forfeiture and the other is for restoration, that the one is 
to take the lands away from the railroads, and the other sections are 
to give them back to them under certain new conditions, my first point 
of objection to the bill is that the conference committee have sneceeded 
in making upon its face the first section of it thoroughly and completely 
unconstitutional. 3 

I know, Mr. President, that it isin vain that I should in this tri- 
bunal present a question of constitutional law in connection with any 
measure at all that anybody desires to pass. One puts himself in reach 
of ridiculous remark and criticism whenever he ventures to do so. It 
is a pity that we can not have an opportunity to have convenient and 
cheap access to the courts of the United States to test these questions 
in a broad and general way, but that we are forced to our leg- 
islation upon this topic in such a form as to expose the people who are 
claiming and owning these large areas of land to vast expenditures and 
great trouble in the Jitigation of their rights. 

Now, suppose the Government of the United States has madea grant 
of land to a university for the p of education, and has issued a 
patent for the land, and that it turns out that the university from some 
misfortune or other, the loss of its buildings by fire or otherwise, has 
not been able to keep up, consecutively and continuously, schools there, 
but the was indicated in the grant at the outset that that in- 


4 dustry should be continuously maintained for the promotion of public 


education, Then sup a law was passed in these words: That there 
is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to said university 
to aid in the education of the people, and the lands when resumed shall 
be relegated to the public domain, and thereafter shall be disposed of 
as public land. What would we say about an act of that kind? No 
condition is mentioned in the grant; nothing is said about the breach or 
a condition; no predicate is fixed in the statute npon which this law is 
to take effect; but it is an out and out forfeiture of all the lands granted 
to universities by the United States Government, provided they are not 
earning lands by having regular annual and continuous sessions of their 
colleges, Could any one say that Congress could thus summarily re- 


-sume title to those lands? 


The first section of this bill as reported by the conference committee 
is as follows: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore to any ortoany 
OA to aid in the construction ofa rail opposite to and conterminous 
with the portion of any such railroad not now completed, and in operation, tor 
the construction or benefit of which such lands were granted. 

That part of that section of this bill relates not to grants upon a con- 
dition-precedent or a condition-subsequent; it does not mention land 
grants that are connected in any way at all with any condition; it men- 
tions only the grants that are perfect and complete in their nature, their 


character, in the muniments that have been provided for conveying the 
property to the grantee. All of these grants, no matter whether they 
were made upon condition or not upon condition, if they were made 
to a railroad which has not been completed, whether according to the 
terms of the grant or not makes no difference, the land is forfeited to 
the United States Government, title thereto is resumed, and it is placed 
in the public domain, 

I dy not know that I should be capable if I were to sit at my desk 
and write for a day to draw a bill that was more flagrantly in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States than that. Look at the 
language of it: 

There is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States hereby 
resumes title thereto. 

How can the United States Government resume title to land otherwise 
than ina case where title has been conveyed? What is the use of talking 
about resuming title when no title has passed or why do we expect to be 
able with our legislative powers to resume a title after it has 2 
Who can do that? I know the Congress of the United States imagines 
that it can do anything, but there are some things that it is forbidden 
in the Constitation to do, and one of these is to take the title of any 
land away from any man without a trial and according to due process 
of law. The Government of the United States can not resume title to 
land that has been granted in fee-simple to me unless it can show that 
there has been some breach of a condition. But this bill does not de- 
pend upon any condition; it is a mere flat. What lands are resumed? - 

All lands heretofore granted to any State or to any corporation to aid in the 
construction of a railroad opposite to and conterminous with the portion of any 
such railroad not now completed. - 

The latter branch of the definition, of course, merely relates to the 
area, to show how much of it is included within this forfeiting pro- 
vision. To what land does it apply? Lands heretofore granted to 
any State or to any railroad company ſor the construction or benefit 
of which such lands were granted. Lands which have been 
granted,” says a lawyer to the court. What do you mean by that, 


sir?” ‘‘I mean that under an act of Congress a grant has been 
made. Do you mean an imperfect grant? No, sir; I mean a 
nt.” Do you mean a grant upon condition?“ No, sir; that 


is not in the bill; I mean a grant.“ 
open to forfeiture?’’ No, sir; I do not mean that; itis not sostated 
in the law.” What do you mean? I mean lands that have been 
granted to the grantee.. What isthe meaning of the term granted 
inalaw? It means all that the human mind can comprehend in re- 
gard to the passage of title from the Government to the purchaser or 
anybody else or from one person to another. Lands that have been 
granted can not be resumed unless there is a condition annexed to the 
grant of which the Government of the United States may avail itself. 

There are two phrases contained, then, in this proposed act of Con- 
gress which condemn it to death in the judgment of every constitu- 
tional lawyer in the United States, I think. It proceeds then: 

And all such lands are declared to be a part of the publie domain. 


You do not repeal the grant—you let it stand—if you had the power 
to repeal it. You do not proceed according todue process of law to re- 
cover the land or anything like that; neither do you make it necessary 
for the Attorney-General or anybody else to proceed in that way. You 
merely take hold of it by the power of legislative authority and drag 
it out of the power and possession and ownership of the party to whom 
it has been granted and conveyed, where the title has passed, and you 
resume title to it as well as possession. A more arbitrary effort than 
that, Mr. President, to interfere with and take private pro; back 
into the ownerskip of the Government of the United States aud to give 
it to somebody else never found its way into any legislative assembly 
in the form of a bill or a conference report before. 

Now, I wish to emphasize this particularly, and I want to makesome 
inquiries about it, if there is anybody here to ask a question of. There 
is nobody here, and I do not expect anybody to be here until a vote is 
taken on this question; and then Senators will come in, of course, and 
they will vote this bill through. I understand that; but they will not 
do it until its vice has been exposed and the wrong that it inflicts upon 
the people of the United States has been thoroughly ventilated. That 
will have to be done first. 

The first bill, the bill passed by the Senate, contained as a qualifi- 
cation the provision I will now read, and I will read the two provis- 
sions in connection: 

Or as forfeiting any lands heretofore earned Pos construction of any por- 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States,and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thervto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad, not now completed and in opera- 
tion, forthe construction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been ted; 
and all such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, 
That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting right of way or depot 

unds of any railroad company heretofore granted, or as forfeiting any lands 
212 earned by the construction of any portion of a railroad andar any 
act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

That was in the bill when it passed the Senate. It is not in the con- 
ference report. That proviso in the bill showed that the power which 


“Do you mean a grant that is 


Congress was exercising, the declaring of a forfeiture and the resump- 
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tion of. title to the lands that had been granted to the railroad compa- 

nies, was power that was being exercised under the bill as it was passed 
by the Senate only in reference to those land ts where there had 
been a condition upon which a forfeiture could take place and in re- 
speet of which a forfeiture could be declared. 

Now, sir, lands that can be earned or may be earned are not lands 
that have been unconditionally granted. I think I need not illustrate 
that before this honorable body. If lands are to be earned they can 
not be lands that have been granted, for when lands are granted the 
title passes, whether earned or unearned. So that qualifying phrase 
was put in the bill as it passed the Senate, ex industria, to show that 
the exercise of power on the part of Congress to declare a forfeiture of 
these lands granted to railway companies depended upon the other 
question, whether or not they had been earned, and that they could 
not be earned except by a compliance with conditions in the statute 
which would justify a forfeiture in case they were not earned, or to the 
extent that they were not earned. In other words, that the act, as it 
passed the Senate, applied on its face and in its terms and in its pur- 

Pose alone to those land grants which had been made upon a condition- 
subsequent. 

Now, why do the conference committee strike ont all of that, and 
why do they declare that this land grant shall apply to lands that have 
been granted without condition and without reference to condition? 
Is there any answer to it? Wesee that the courts, when they come to 
construe this act, will ask themselves the question, ‘‘How was this 
act originally framgi?’’ “What is the meaning of it?“ Did the 
Congress of the United States intend to apply this broad language, which 
applies to a positive, definite, fixed, and completed grant, only to lands 

t were granted upon condition-subseqnent?*’ No; thatcould not 
be the meaning, because that provision was in the Senate bill, and it 
was stricken out, and the Senate, with the knowledge of its e 
been stricken out, enacted the law in the form in which we find it; an 
therefore we are driven to the conclusion that the meaning and purpose 
of the Senate could only be that it was to apply to all lands granted to 
railroad companies, whether upon any condition or not upon condition.“ 

So this honorable committee, for a purpose which influenced their 

ndgment, which is not exactly insoluble either, have made a report 
ere which if it is confirmed will commit the Senate of the United 
States to the most unconstitutional act that it has ever passed. There 
never was so plain a committal of the Senate of the United States to a 
roposition that is absolutely and absurdly unconstitutional. I might. 
just as well vote for a law here to take a section, or half-section, or 
quarter-section of public land that my friend from Missouri holds a 
tent to, without assigning any reason for it, as to vote for this bill 

E the shape the conference committee has sent it back to us. 

Mr. President, there is a history connected with this business. There 
are certain persons Who have been furious, rampant, raging to get rail- 
road land in their hand as a gift from the Government of the United 
States, and they have had a good deal of influence in the other House 
and in this a good deal of power. In all of the grants that were made 
under the acts of 1856 there was contained a provision that 120 sec- 
tions of land were given to the States absolutely and without condi- 
tion. Various efforts have been made to bring those 120 sections of 
land granted to several different States for the benefit of railroad com- 
panies within the influence of the other clauses of those laws which 
subjected these lands to forfeiture if the roads were not completed 
within a fixed time. Ten years was the general time. The cases have 

me to the Supreme Court time and time again and the Supreme Court 
cise decided that as to the 120 sections of land the grant was absolute 
and without condition. 

In the face of that, these men, who find a portion of a road still in- 
complete, desire to forfeit these granted lands so that they may get pos- 
session of them, may get the right of homestead entry upon them; and 
they insist that this honorable committee shall make their bill broad 
enough to include all the lands granted to a railroad company, whether 
those lands were granted upon a condition-subsequent or not; and they 
have succeeded in doing it. 

Now, I am not going to give my vote to a measure of that kind. I 
can not doit. I can not say to the people of the United States and of 
my own State that after the Congress of the United States has granted 
one hundred and twenty different sections on every railroad mentioned 
in the acts of 1856—there were several of them to the State of Alabama 
in absolute right as a stimulus for the building of railroads, that after 
Congress has made that gift Congress has the right now to declare that 
the gift was void and take the lands back. 

The language of this section of the committee’s bill is very apt. It 
8 to be entirely necessary to reach what the committee design 
when it says that the United States hereby resumes the title.“ Who- 
ever heard of such a statement as that in a public act, that a Govern- 
ment should disgrace itself by resaming a title that it had conveyed, 
unless there was some forfeiture or some fraud—some great and vil- 
Iainous outrage which justified such a strong measure as that? It re- 
sumes title to- 


All lands heretofore granted to any State or to any co 
construction ofa railroad op te toand conterminous 
such railroad not now completed, 


ion to aidin the 
m ofany 


Then it goes on, after the land and title are resumed and the land 
is recovered in this way by act of Congress, to relegate it to thè public - 
domain and parcel it out among the favorites under this bill. ; 

They profess to give it to the people, but very few people will get 
any of it, and a large part of the number are speculators and sharks. 

Mr. President, I am very much gratified, I will say to my friends on 
this side of the Chamber, that neither of the Democrats on the confer- 
ence committee signed this report. Iam very much gratified, and if 
we have any respect for the Constitution of the United States, which 
we are charged with being 3 to, I think it is about time we had 
exhibited it so far as our votes at least are concerned in sending this 
bill back to the committee and saying to them if they want to forfeit 
any lands they must not forfeit the lands that have been absolutely 
and unconditionally granted to anybody, but they must take those that 
were upon a condition-subsequent, where the conditions have not been 
complied with. That is what is meant by lands forfeited.” It was 
either meant tomake this bill so shockingly and absurdly unconstitu- 
tional that no language could give effect to the first section of it, and 
thereby defeat the forfeiture of any land at all, or else it was in pursu- 
ance ot the hope that men would be found who would submit to it 
rather than litigate it and question our power to pass such a law. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. He speaks about this conference report conve: and 
passing title to certain persons. Is that done by the terms of re- 
port? , 

Mr. MORGAN, Iwill read the language to the Senator, and hecan 


see. 

Mr. VEST. I have not read it, and I should like to know for infor- 
mation. It is very extraordinary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thope the Senator will read it. I will read it to 
the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I should like to hear it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It provides: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United Stafes 


hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad— 


What lands ?—_ 


opposite to and conterminous with the portion of any such railroad not now 
completed fart in operation, for the construction or benefit of which such lands 
were granted. 


Mr. VEST. But that was not the point, if the Senator will permit 
me, He used the expression that the United States had resumed its 
title, which I could very well understand if there was a failure of con- 
dition that had been legislatively created. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator hear these words, that the 
United States hereby resumes the title?” 

Mr. VEST. Lunderstand that, but that isnot the point. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama used an expression which struck me as indicating 
a peculiar state of facts, and then he said they granted these lands to 
their favorites. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; they have done so in subsequent ‘sec- 
tions. 

Mr. VEST. That is the point. asked him if the persons whom he 
denominates favorites are ed in this proposed legislation. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; here are five sections containing these 
arrangements. They are specified by classes. 

Mr. VEST. This bill undertakes to pass upon their title? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. It does. It takes land and relegates it to the pub- 
lic domain and then disposes of it. The same bill disposes of the whole 
of it. 

Mr. BERRY. Task the Senator from Alabama how it di of 
it. Does it give it to the settler who may be residing on it? Is that 
what he means? 

Mr. MORGAN, No, not always. In some cases it is given to the 
settler; in others to purchasers at tax collectors’ sales; in others to 
railroads; and in the case of the Northern Pacific, if I understand 
what this bill means and its necessary constraction, it gives them an 
enormous amount of land and confirms the title to it by the n 
construction; and it gives them every mine on every section of land 
that was granted to them, no matter when it was earned, unless it was 
known to be such at the date of the grant. 

Mr. CARLISLE, Will the Senator be kind enough to call particu- 
lar attention to that clause of the bill which he thinks has that effect, 
because I have never been able to so understand it? 

Mr, MORGAN, I will do so presently. 

Mr. VEST. That is the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is a good deal of history about that. Iam 
going to go through with it., À 

For the purpose of illustrating my argument completely, I will take 
one road that I know about personally, a railroad in Alabama, and I 
will give a little of its history very rapidly, so that the Senate will un- 
derstand this question. I give it merely for the purpose of making 
pertinent the criticism that I make upon this bill. 
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There is a little railroad, 42 miles, which was projected many years 
ago in Alabama to connect the waters of the Tennessee River at Gun- 
tersville with the waters of the Coosa River at Gadsden, or in that vi- 
einity. Hon. Mr. Wyeth, afterwards one of our circuit judges and one 
of the most honorable and excellent gentlemen who ever lived in that 
State, took the matter in hand and undertook to build the railroad, 

The State of Alabama accepted the grant from the Federal Govèrn- 
ment under the act of 1856, which I shall call attention to presently 
more particularly, and chartered this railroad company. It had al- 
ready chartered it before the actof Congress was , along with quite 
anumber of others, and granted to this railroad company certain funds 
to aid in the construction of the road out of its own treasury. Cer- 
tain funds had been given to the State, called the 2 and 3 per cent. 
fund, arising out of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
The State of Alabama took them and granted them to this road, tak- 
ing a mortgage, however, for the return of the money after so many 


years. 

This railroad company proceeded to locate and build its road, One 
hundred and twenty sections of that land, which covered two-thirds 
at least of the entire line of the road, were set apart in that act, as in 
every other act of the same class, and given to the State of Alabama 
for the benefit of this road, an absolute aud unconditional grant. The 
nature of that grant I will explain by referring to some decisions pres- 
ently to show how absolute and how perfect it was, how far it was be- 
yond the control of the legislation of the State, or of Congress, or of 
any court of the country. It was an absolute grant. 

udge Wyeth proceeded to sell some of these lands, the 120 sections, 
to settlers, and sold them at very low prices in order to induce set- 
tlement along the railroad across the top of Sand Mountain, for Sand 
Mountain divided the Tennessee from the Coosa, and the railroad was 
intended to span this mountain, 42 miles, and connect these two great 
rivers. At this session of Congress we made an appropriation of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars for clearing out the Coosa River, and we 
know what the Tennessee River 4s without any further explanation. 
So the point of connection between the two rivers had always been re- 
garded in the State of Alabama and in the United States, too, as one 
of the most important that could possibly be made. It connects the 
water navigation of the Gulf of Mexico with Lake Michigan, the Ten- 
nessee, and the Mississippi, and all of this vast internal water system. 
So that was a very important road. 

Judge Wyeth, however, had said to the men to whom he sold these 
lands, Go and settle upon them; I will give you bond for title, and 
after this railroad is built I will ask you for the money.” They went 
on, knowing the man, and made their improvements upon parts of the 
120 sections, and Judge Wyeth and his company went on to build the 
road. They graded it except the slopes of the mountain rising and 
going down. They had it all graded. They had money enough in 
hand to complete the grading and the work had progressed very rap- 
idly. They cross-ties along the line of the road clear through all 
the graded parts. I saw them there myself, ready to complete the 
road. They went to England and bought their iron and it was afloat 
on the ship. The war broke out, and the Confederate Government 
seized the iron when it got here and applied it to whatever purposes it 
saw proper, taking it from the company; and, of course, that put an 
end to the building of that road. The war went on. Of course the 
company could not do anything towards the construction of the road 
while the war was going on. 

After the war had closed, Judge Wyeth set about immediately and 
very actively to try to finish up his little line of road. Finding a man 
by the name of Pennington, who lives at Yankton, in South Dakota, 
and that Pennington had influence in the State of Alabama, and in its 
legislative council in that wonderful era, and that he was going to build 
a railroad from Columbus, Ga., to Cincinnati, I think was the other 
terminal point, and that this little 42 miles was along the line of Pen- 
nington’s vast imagination, he leased his little line to Pennington and 
Pennington esszyed to build it as pr of his great road. He com- 
menced along in difterent places to build, and did commence at Gads- 
den and built out 5 or 6 miles towards Attalla. Presently Penning- 
ton broke, and Busteed aud the bankrupt law got hold of him—I do not 
know which served him worse—but there was not much left of, Pen- 
Bi ee after the two had got through with him. 

The road was sold as a part of Pennington’s property, Wyeth’s com- 
pany having leased it to the Pennington company for ninety-nine 
years. Wyeth then commenced a litigation to get it back. It wentto 
the supreme court of the State of Alabama twice, on a bill in equity, 
and remained in the law for fourteen years, during all of which time 
he could not put a dollar of money in it; he could not get possession; 
he could not do anything. 

After the decision was made Wyeth went to work immediately and 
tried to build bis road, spending the last hours of a splendid life in the 
eftort to complete that road. He fell into the hands of a New York 
shark who professed to have means to raise money to build the road. 
Judge Wyeth soon found that he was in as bad hands as he had been 
when he was in Pennington’s clutches, and that effort had to fall. 

Then came the first general land-forteiture bill. I asked the Senate 
of the United States, as I had asked the commiftee, if they would not 


except this road from the operation of the forfeiture, so as to let the 
judge have a chance to go on and build it. He was then in his dying 
hours and is since dead. They said. Les; they were willing to do 


it; it was all right; and so we put it into the bill that was consid- 
ered here in the last Congress, and we also put it into this bill. That 
road was to be exempt along with another one in Alabama, That road 
alone was to be exempt from the operation of the proposed law because 
of the strict equity that existed in favor of Judge Wyeth and his pa- 
triotic eftorts to make this great and important national intereommu- 
nication between these two great rivers. He was not trying to make 
money for himself. He had a higher purpose, for which, and for his 
devotion to the true interests of his neighbors and the State, his mem- 
ory is justly honored. 

Then some of those men who had bought these lands from him, 
after these years of industry and heavy expenditure, concluded that 
the best way to get a title to that land was to have it forfeited to the 
Government of the United States, and to have the United States Gov- 
ernment give it to them, thereby annulling the notes given for the pur- 
chase-money. That little enterprise never struck me as being a very 
commendable one, to say the least of it. I was not either afraid of it ` 
nor was I flattered by it. I stood my ground, and I stand it yet, for 
the right of the State of Alabama to have those 120 sections of land, 
and that the Congress of the United States has no right to take it away 
from that company or from that State and to give it to private people. 
We have got no right to do it. This bill attempts todo it. As a mat- 
ter of course, if the first section stands as it is, after we have 
the bill here in solemn form, the first court that strikes it will knock 
it all to pieces, and the Senate will be ashamed of haying attempted 
to do a thing of that kind. 

There came up here a number of petitions that this land should be 
forfeited from people residing along the line of that road with a view of 
their getting it for nothing from the Government of the United States, 
and then there came another three thousand and odd hundred petitions 
from the people of the same counties that it should not be done. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Was the road completed? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, it is being completed now. I was going tosay 
that Mr. Thomas, of Nashville, Tenn., got hold of the line so as to make 
it part of the line running through Nashville on to Huntsville and on 
to Mobile; and while we have been discussing this measure here he 
has built 6 miles of it up to a mountain, and if this measure should 
go over until next December he would have the road entirely com- 
pleted before that time. 

Of course when Mr. Thomas took possession of this road he did it 
upon the faith of the fact that the Senate and the House, so far as this 
matter was concerned, had always recommended that this road should 
be exempt from the operations of any forfeiture at all. He had not 
any doubt, of course, when he made his contract to build the road that 
he should have the benefit of the public lands and the lands that had 
been sold by Judge Wyeth for the benefit of the road, set apart for its 
construction. We can take from him from $160,000 to $200,000 by 
this bill and give it away to other people; we can do that, while he 
is there laboring and working to build the road for the people of the 
United States; but it ought not to be done without the Congress of the 
United States having an opportunity of realizing how unjust it is to 
rob even a railroad company for the accommodation of other men. 

Now, that is the story so far as that is concerned. What does that 
illustrate? A deliberate attempt on the part of this conference com- 
mittee to take that 120 sections of land that had been absolutely granted 
by the act of 1856 to the State of Alabama without condition and con- 
fiscate it for the benefit of the settlers upon it or those who may choose 
to settle upon it; and of that I shall speak presently. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will ask the Senator, only for information, if 
those 120 sections of Jand belong to the company absolutely under the 
act of 1856, or have we the power, by the passage of this bill, to deprive 
the company of its right to that particular land? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not know how the power is, but that land is 
probably not conterminous with the completed part of the railroad. All 
of it is not, I am sure. I will read to the Senator what this bill says 
about it: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore nted to any State or 
to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minons with the portion of any such railroad not now completed. 

That is the whole of it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. But if the Senator is correct in his view of it 
(Jam not prepared to say he is not), can the passage of this bill have 
the effect to deprive that railroad company of this land which has passed 
to it absolutely, independent of any conditions, by the act of 1856? 
I ask the Senator for my own information and instruction. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will say to the Senator it is obliged to have that 
effect if it has any effect. That is what the bill says. It wants to do 
that and intends to do that. So if it has any effect it has that effect. 
If you ask me if we have the power to do it, I say no. 

Mr. WALTHALL. If we have not the power to do it, then the bill 


can not have that effect. 
I know that the Senator from Mississippi would 


Mr. MORGAN. 
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never ask me to vote for a bill that ean not have any effect because we 
had no power to pas it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam not asking the Senator to vote forthe bill 
or to vote against it. 

5 MORGAN. I say he would never ask me to vote for such a 

Mr. WALTHALL. I am only trying to get the benefit of the Sen- 
ator’s legal opinion about a matter in which I have some concern as 
well as he has, 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say the Senator was asking me to vote 
for the bill, but I say the Senator would never expect me to vote for a 
bill when, after I had voted for it, it should turn out that we had not 
any power to pass it. Hence I say that the effort which is made here 
in this bill to doa thing that is palpably unconstitutional breaks it 
down. According to the terms of the first section of the bill it has no 
other function or field of operation than to annul every grant to every 
railroad company heretofore made if the road has not been completed, 
whether it was a conditional grant or a grant direct, without condi- 
tion. 

That is the effect of the bill. -That was not its condition when it 
left the Committee on Public Lands or when it the Senate. 
That was never so until the committee of conference got it; but they 
have made it so, and in making it so they have destroyed the first sec- 
tion which the Senate passed, which was a section that evidently and 
unquestionably intended that this forfeiture of the public lands should 
apply only in those cases where there had been a condition-subsequent 
in the grant; that is, lands to be earned, not lands granted. That is 
the difference. I promised the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
that I would show him that the difference was radical, and there is 
where it is. 

Now, I treat the bill exactly as it reads. It is no narrow construc- 
tion, no limited and unjust construction, but it is a construction that 
we are forced to by the fact that the qualifying clauses which were in 
the bill when it went to the other House are stricken out, those quali- 
fying clauses being intended to show that the operation of the bill was 
to affect only the lands that were granted upon condition-subsequent, 
and not the lands that were granted without any condition. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Has the Senator the bill in the form in which 
it passed the Senate before him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I did not have the pleasure to hear the opening 
remarks of the Senator, and really, if I am not troubling him too much, 
I should like to know the exact difference between the bill as it came 
from the Public Lands Committee, to which he and I both belong, 
and as it passed the Senate, and as it is now presented in this conference 


report, 
i Mr. MORGAN. Ihave just read from the bill agreed upon in con- 
erence, 
Mr. WALTHALL. Iam asking the Senator purely for information. 
Mr. MORGAN. I understand that. The Senator ean put any ques- 
tion to me he wishes at any time. I am very glad indeed always to 
hear anything he has to say about this or any other matter. The lan- 
guage down to the word Provided,’’ in the copy the Senator has be- 
fore him, in the first section, is just the same as that in the Senate bill 
when it was passed here originally, and then it goes on— 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed as ponte the right of way 
or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore granted. 


There the conferees’ bill stops; 


Oras 8 any lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por- 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is in the Senate bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is in the Senate bill and was stricken out in the 
conference report, thereby giving to this action an emphasis that there 
is no escape from, that it was intended to take the case away from that 
class of land forfeitures which were to be made upon the breach, and 
for the breach, of a condition-subsequent and put it strictly and closely 
and confine it to the cases where grants had been made, whether with 
or without condition, and the roads were not completed. I say that 
is fatal to this bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Was that same clause which is omitied in this 
conference report in the bill as it passed the Senate two years ago? 
Does the Senator remember as to that? 

Mr. MORGAN. My recollection is that it was there and in a still 
more emphatic form. I may be able to lay my hand uponit. Iam 
notsure about that. I think the substance of it wasin the bill passed 
in the Fiftieth Congress, but not exactly in the same language, It is 
found in substance there though. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Since I asked the Senator the question I have 
gotten hold of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senate bill 1430? 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have gotten hold of the bill in the form, I 
think, in 3 it passed in 1888, two years ago. The proviso is in 
these words: 


Provided, That this act shall not be consirned as forfeiting the right of way 
or depot grounds of any railroad company heretofore granted. 


The difference is that in the bill of 1890 these words follow: 

Or as forfeiting any lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por- 
tion ofa under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

That clause was not in the act of 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Mississippi may remember that 
the only time when I attended a meeting of that committee when the 
bill was under consideration during this Congress I brought forward two 
propositions, one of which was incorporated in the bi 
was not acted upon. The first was to have this forfeiture apply only 
to those land grants that had been made upon a condition-subsequent. 
The Senator says he recalls it. The other was to protect the rights ot 
the people, so that the Northern Pacific Railway Com should not 
fall heir to all the mines in Montana and Idaho and all that country. 
That last proposition was not acted upon, It was my last attendance 
on the committee before I was taken with a very protracted spell of 
sickness, and when this bill was passed by the Senate I was not here, 
but it was with the amendment which I had offered, at least 
substantially, if not in the words in which I had offered it in the com- 
mittee, and that proviso made this bill apply to lands granted upon con- 
dition-subsequent, and not to lands granted in absolute title. 

I never could have been persuaded to vote for the bill with that 
feature in it, because we can not do it. We have no power to do 
it. The Congress of the United States can not take any man's land, 
railroad company’s or what not, by the mere grasp of its will, and tear 
it out of its possession after it has gained a valid and full grant and 
complete title. It can not do it, and it ought not to be allowed to do 
it, and we ought not to make any effort to doit. We ought not to de- 
ceive the people of the United States into the belief that we have any- -~ 
thing of that sort in our minds, because we can not accomplish it. 
The judges will not allow us td do it. 

The caseof Schulenberg ts. Harriman, as every Senator here who has 
eyer paid any attention to the subject knows, construes the acts of June 
3, 1856, and May 5, 1864. The act of 1864 applies to Wisconsin. The 
act of 1856 was what was called at that time a model act, and the 
grants were made to different States, and they were made very rapidly 
indeed on that plan. They were made in the same terms employed in 
the first Michigan grant. The question arose there in pet a to some 
logs that were taken from this land, whether the title to the 120 sec- 
tions of land contained in that act was an absolute title or whether it 
was upon condition. It was contended, of course, that the conditions 
in the act attached to the whole area, the 120 sections and all the rest, 
but the Supreme Court said this: 

The provision in the act of Congress of 1856, that all lands remaining unsold 
after ten years shall revert to the United States, if the road be not then com- 
pleted, is no more than a provision that the grant shall be void if a condition- 
subsequent be not performed. In Shep s Touchstone it is said: “If the 
words in the close or conclusion of a condition be thus: that the land shall re- 
turn to the enfeoffor, ete., or that he shall take it in and turn it to his own 
profit, or that the land shall revert, or that the feoffor shall recipere the land 
these are, either of them, good words in a condition to give a re-entry—as 
as the word ‘re-enter’—and by these words the estate will be made condi- 
tional.“ The prohibition inst further sales, if the road be not completed 
within the period prescribed, adds nothing to the force of the provision. 

A cessation of sales in that event is implied in the condition that the lands 
shall then revert; if the condition be not enforced the power tosell continues 
as before its breach, limited only by the objects of the grant and the manner ot 
sale prescribed in the act. 

And it is settled law that no one can take advan’ of the non- performance 
att 5 annexed to au estate in fee, but the grantor or his 

Y a 

It shows that the United States alone can take advantage of a con- 
dition broken; that nobody else can do it. Without referring to the 
body of the decision any further I read the followingfrom the syllabus, 
which has been acted upon a thousand times, I suppose: 

That the act of June 3, 1856, and the first section of the act of May 5, 1864, are 
grants in presenti, and passed the title to the odd sections designated, to be after- 
wards located. When the route was fixed their location became certain, and 
the title, which was previously imperfect, acquired precision and became at- 
tached to the land, 

That the lands granted have not reverted to the United States, although the 

was not constructed within the period preseribed, no action having been 
Loomer either by Jegislation or judicial proceedings to enforce a forfeiture of the 
grants, 

In that case the logs in controversy were taken from some portion of 
the general grant without its having designated whether it was of the 
120 sections or not. 

I will now call attention to another case in the same volume. On 
page 310 I read from another opinion. It is Courtright’s case: 

It is contended by the defendants, first, that under the act of Congress of Ma: 
15, 1856, no lands could be sold by the State until 20 continuous miles of the . 
were constru ; second, that, if 120 sections could be sold in advance of such 
construction, they could only be taken from lands adjoining the line of the road 
from its commencement on the east; and, third, that the grant the State to 
the 8 was upon conditions-precedent, which not having been com- 
plied with, the title did not pass, Neither of these positions can, in our judg- 
ment, be maintained. The act of ( ongress by its express aul 
a sale of 120 sections in advance of the construction of any part of the road, It 
was only as to the sale of the remaining sections that the provision 2 1 
previous completion of 20 miles applied. It is true it was the sole object of 

t to aid in the construction of the railroad, and for 8 the sale of 


2 — * was only allowed, as the road was completed in divisions, except as to 
sections, 

The evident Intention of Congress in making this exception was to furnish 
aid for such A obese pa 4 work as would be required before the construction of 
No conditions, thereſo 


any pasas road. of any kind were imposed upon 
the State in the disposition of this quantity, 


ngress relying upon the good 
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Nor was there any restriction upon the State as to the place where the 120 
sections should be selected along the line of the road, except that they should be 
included within a continuous length of 20 miles on each side, They might be 
selected from lands adjoining the eastern end of the road or the western end, 
or along the central portion, 


_ Mr. President, I need not detain the Senate by reading any further 
authorities upon a question of this kind, because the whole legal pro- 
fession of the United States understand that, as to the 120 sections of 
land granted in theact of 1856 to railway companies, they were granted 
in anticipation of the building of the road, and not upon any condition 
subsequent or precedent or otherwise; that it was a positive, plain, 
open grant. In the case of the road of which I have been the 
120 sections were granted. The State of Alabama 5 the grant. 
The corporation thereupon sold the land, a large part of it, to different 
individual purchasers, and took the notes of these people for purchase- 
money where they did not get the money. They went on and used 
the funds and their credit in the construction of the road; and from the 
misfortunes that I have referred to, that were notin any degree the 
fault of the railroad company, they have been delayed in the building 
of the road until very recently. 

Now, while we are speaking about it, while this matter has been un- 
der discussion in the Congress of the United States, General Thomas has 
taken hold of this road and has built 6 miles additional, making 17 
miles in all of the road that is completed out of the 42, and a large part, 
almost all of the remainder, of the road has been graded. 

I use that case, however, as an illustration, and only as an illustra- 
tion, for in the instructions that 1 to ask the Senate to vote I 
shall not ask that the Senate instruct its conferees toexempt this road. 

It seems to be contested in another place in such a way that I do not 
choose to make issue with anybody about a matter in which I have no 
more concern than any other citizen of my State. It is true I would 
like very mnch to see this great communication between these two great 
rivers over this short line of 42 miles that is now being so rapidly con- 
structed, and I feel perfect confidence that the road will be constructed 
whether this bill passes or whether it does not pass, but I do not wish to 

J give my assistance in robbing a man who has come to the assistance of 

e people of Alabama out of $150,000 or it may be $200, 000 or $300, 000, 
when he came to our assistance upon the taith and credit, not only that 
these lands belo: to this company under well ascertained laws, but 
the Senate ot the United States and the House of Representatives on 
previous occasions have said that this land forfeiture should not apply 
to that railroad. 

I am not here, Mr. President, to ask any personal favors of anybody, 
and I am not here to ask any iar favors for my State. Iam will- 
ing to stand upon the laws of the United States as they affect every- 
body, and when we go inside of a State and strike a railroad like this 
to death in order to build up other persons and give to another railway 
in Alabama advantages which do not inure to the company and which 
do not inure to the public, but to private people who have been dick- 
tain with this property, I feel that I have a right to claim justice for 

ust men. 

I therefore take the ground in regard to that section of the bill that 
the Congress of the United States can not enact it unless it is willing 
to put upon the statute-book a law which skall set down a ent 
for the declaration that whenever the Con of the United States is 
dissatisfied with any grant that has been heretofore made to anybody 
upon any consideration it has the perfect right to annul the grant and 
take the lands into the possession of the Government. That is what 
that first section means if it means anything at all, 

It may, as by the Senator from Mississippi, be entirely 
futile and never amount to anything. I believe that that is true. I 
believe that no court in the United States will ever execute that first 
section. Nevertheless we are here voting upon if, and I have to ex- 
press by my vote my opinion upon it, and I can not vote for such a 
measure. I have no right to do it, in my judgment. 

_ Having discussed as far as I think it is proper for me to do on this oc- 

casion the effect of the first section and the very peculiar change that 
has been made in it by the committee of conference, for reasons which 
to me are incomprehensible except upon the theory [have just advanced. 
I will turn my attention now to some of the sections of this bill which 
dispose of this prize-money, this spoil that we have captured from the 
different railroad corporations in the United States; and while we are 
disposing of it I insist upon a general and an equitable divide. I in- 
sist, now that we have the subject up and a precedentis being adopted 
in this bill, that we shall provide so that the railroad companies which 
have not completed their roads within the time prescribed in their 
charters shall withdraw from controversies with the people who have 
settled upon these lands and have in good faith obtained homestead 
and other rights upon them, and that they shall do it upon this condi- 
tion, that if they refuse, the Congress of the United States shall have 
the question left open whether we will not go back and forfeit all the 
lands that were not earned at the time of the lapse of the period, if it 
was ten years, within which the road was to be built. 

That question ought to remain open. It ought to remain within the 
grasp of the power of Congress, if we have any power over the ques- 


tion at all, until these railway companies have consented that every 
settlement made in good faith upon any portion of the Jand granted to 
them shall stand as a valid settlement as to such railroad companies, 
and the occupants shall have a title thereto by their consent. Then I 
am willing upon those terms and conditions to indemnify these roads, 
the Northern Pacific or any of the rest of them, by letting the com- 
pana go into what are called the indemnity limits and there select 

ds to make up as far as we can what they lose by the actual settlers 
having gone there. s 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be understood in any event, or under 
any cireumstances, as making any objection to a man entering upon a 
tract of land lying within what are called the indemnity limits, or the 
granted limits of a railroad land-grant company, when that man needs a 
home, and by reading the statutes of the United States can see that 
that railroad was to be completed within ten years, and if not completed 
in ten years, the lands were to revert to the Government. I can not 
blame a man who needs a home from going and settling on land thus 
granted to a railroad company, outside of the 120 sections, when he can 
see that the road has not been completed within ten years, But for 
the decision in Schulenberg rs. Harriman, which has been very much 
questioned by the legal profession, but still has been acted upon by all 
the Departments and followed by the Supreme Court in numerous de- 
cisions—but for that decision, any settler who went upon any land grant 
at any time after the expiration of the period within which the road 
was to be completed and made his home, would feel that he had the 
right to do so under the laws of the United States, and that he ought 
to be protected. So I can not at all blame any of these men, and I will 
not, when I have the power to do it, inflict upon them the slightest 
harm. On the contrary, as against the railroad company, i will pre- 
serve their rights just as far as I know how to do it. 

So, in dividing out these lands that we have taken away from the 
railroad companies by the first section of the bill, without reference to 
whether they were granted upon condition or were not granted upon 
condition, I am not in favor of giving these extraordinary privilegesto 
any railroad in the United States, even if that is in my own State. I 
am in favor of broadening out this new privilege that the committee 
of conference have found for the benefit of one road, and making it ex- 
tend toallofthem. If there are men in Alabama who bought at a tax- 
collector’s sale, or at any sales made by the railroad companies for a 
few cents an acre; if there are men there who have claims on a piece 
of land without exact definition of what the claims are; if there are 
men there to whom the Government of the United States has sold the 
land, in some cases by thieving registers and receivers of land offices; 
if cases of that sort have dee or i men have settled upon those lands 
in good faith, expecting to get titles to them either by private entry, 
pre-emption, or homestead settlement, and this committee can find a 
way to provide for all those people in the occupancy of the land grants 
given to the Mobile and Girard road, I want to see if I can not find 
a way to provide for everybody else to do the same thing. 

I can not understand it, I do not know how to account for it, that my 
State should be blessed with such a privilege in regard to the 
little land grants between Troy, in Pike County, and Pollard. I can 
not understand it. I propose to go into the area of the Northern Pa- 
cific and around in different places and see if I can not find where I 
can throw comfort and blessings in the laps of tens of thousands who 
are severely litigating with these grasping railroad companies. 

That is the reason why I wanted the information I asked for this 
morning. The Senate voted it to me, and in order to shut me off from 
its benefits put me immediately into the case. There is a very bad 
complexion in that feature. I shall nevertheless put a good many 
facts before the Senate. I think I have very good authority for what 
I will state, and when gentlemen question it I shall put them on proof 
that I have not got the facts right. I will not take their word for it, 
if they will not take the record I asked for, If they will not wait a 
few hours until it can be obtained and then deny what I have to state 
upon what I believe to be good authority, I am not going to take their 


‘word for it, and I do not think the Senate will. 


I will take up the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad. Before I 
do that I want to read a little extract from some newspaper that came 
in the other day from that quarterof the world. It is called the Hel- 
ena (Montana) Mining Review, a very nice newspaper indeed. Com- 
ing from that rough country where box 29 was, it looks very well: 


Last week we asserted that the people of Montana were in t danger of 
losing the mineral lands embraced in the odd sections within the limits of the 
grant of lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The danger lies in 
the fact that the United States circuit court for this circuit has practically de- 
cided that all lands not readily ascertainable as being mineral at the date of 
the grant, or the date of its acceptance, must be classed as non- mineral. and 
that neither our Senators nor Representative in Congress have so far effected 
any legislation, or tried to effect any necessary legislation, such as recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior, and by our people, to prevent such 
lands being patented by that company. x 


Now, that is an important question. We ought to be very careful 
about that, Mr. President. e ought not to allow any loose action, or 
take anything for granted in regard to this business. 

8 magnitude of the interests at stake is thus truthfuliy stated by Mr. Thomas 


M „Secretary of the Mineral Land Association: 
“The main line of the Northera Pacific Railroad runs 800 miles through the 
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district mostly valuable for the he ivan iar seeps a 
bree to each mile of road, re- 


ural land, 9 9,890,000 acres of mountainous mineral lands in Mon- 
tana claimed by is railraid com y- 

There are no coal or iron lan 8 so called in the range of the Rocky 
Mountains. These lands do not include their indemnity land. the most pro- 
ductive mining districts of Montana are within the limits of the Northern Pa- 
cific grant, and it is within and around these districts where most of the sur- 
veya oc — lic lands have been made. 

“Of these mineral lands claimed by this company there have been about 
2,500,000 acres surveyed, and of these surveyed lands about 2,500,000 acres have 
been selected by this company for patent.” ` 


There is the question. Itis the pressure for the patent, and what 
the patent shall contain, that brings up trouble, 


These selections cover about four thousand discovered mining properties 
bearing gold, silver, or copper, mostly quartz lodes, that are as yet unpatented, 
and nearly one thousand patented mines, which would be taken from their 
— owners and become the property of this company unless Congress in- 

eres, * 

The necessity of legislation is set forth also by Hon. John W. Noble, Secre 
of the Interior, in his report at the beginning of the present Congress, in the fol- 
lowing forcible language: 

2 daien presents itself in regard to the mineral lands lying within the 
grant of the railroads running through mineral belts,and which would other- 
wise than because of their mineral character be included within the railroad 
pan’. The acts of Congress absolutely and unqualifiedly reserve all mineral 

ds from the railroad grants made to the most extended and important rail- 
roads in our country,and this reservation affects the claim of such a road as 
the Northern o to a great part of its land subsidy. . 

It also affects toa very considerable degree the Central Pacific and South- 
ern Pacific roads with some others; and how to determine what are mineral 
lands at this time when the roads are claiming their grants is indeed a most 
difficult and important matter. Originally it was left to the company to make 
affidavit in a form adopted by my predecessors, and by them deemed sufficient 
for a long while, but by which it was not made necessary for the officer taking 
the oath to swear to his actual knowledge that the land was not mineral, 

“ Many of the selections made by the-railroads under their grants were sup- 
ported by such affidavits, but upon the same coming before the Commissioner 
ofthe General Land Office he demanded thata further affidavitshould be made, 
the same as required fromsettlers on homestead claims, whereby actual knowl- 
edge of the fact that the same was not mineral land was required to be sworn 
to. This the railroad companies have failed to do, insisting that their claims, 
3 under the regulations at the time existing, are valid and should be al- 

ow 

“ This question is not determined. but it is deemed a matter to which your at- 
tention should be invited for the purpose of having, if n „some further 
legislation on the subject. On the one hand itis to be no that the addi- 
tional affidavit has been required since the selections were claimed; on the 
other, stands the absolute reservation of the law and the right of the people to 
enjoy these mineral lands, if such ind there be among the selections made 
by the railroads, If} lation is not made on this subject the Department will 
have to decide by such light as may be obtained as to the real nature of the 
lands, whether mineral or not, however difficult it may be, and whatever the 
responsibility assumed. Itis, however, deemed that a law should be passed by 

enabling the Land Department to thoroughly investigate the charac- 
ter of lands sup) to be mineral and within the reservation of the law be- 
fore the 2 Dee a — cession stare bag a ae 

“It would require a considerable apppropriation for purpese vest 
tion and survey; and, conn th this, authority should be given to a 
Secretary of the Interior to refuse to certify lands to the rail. until there 
was clear proof that the same were not mineral. The question is most impor- 
tant. It is far-reaching in its results and may affect the welfare and independ- 
ence of many of our citizens. It would not be unreasonable to direct that the 
patents issued should themselves contain a reservation of any land therein de- 
scribed if it proved upon further development to be actually mineral land. 

“The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is noclaim 
on the part of the railroad to obtain these sources of vast wealth not intended 
for them that should be humored in the least degree beyond the law. This I 


viction that the best interests of rat papila would be served by dividing this 


vast : D gs rather than b: 8 it 5 
to fall into possession and control of large corporations. not inten: to 
be nted to them, and they should not be allowed to obtain it by default. 
Suficient Means of providing exactly what the character of the land is should 


be provided. 


Then this paper proceeds to say that some bills presented here, and 
especially one by Mr. CARTER, of the House, are not adequate to the 
meeting of the difficulty which is suggested in the previous part of this 
editorial and of the reports upon which it is fone 3 

Mr. President, before I go into the history of this matter, I wish to 
state a proposition as to what would be the effect of the first section 
of the bill upon any railroad land grants upon which it might operate. 
The first impression it make upon my mind is that it is intended to be 
a finality, that it is an end of all questions, and if we condemn that 
part, and only that part, ofa land grant which is opposite to and conter- 
minous with an uncompleted part of the road, by necessary implica- 
tion, if no more is said, if no more is done, we confirm all the rest of 
it to the railroad company. 

If I have a controversy with the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
about the title to a tract of land, whether it belongs to him absolutely 
or whether I have a better right than he has, or a qualified right, and 
he says, Here, let us settle this matter; I will cut off to you a cer- 
tain portion of this land. You can have so much of this land. I will 
give you a deed to so much of it or I will take so much of it and you 
give me a deed to it. Itakeit. What becomes of the other part or 
the tract? Of course it is settled. A deed from either claimant to the 


~~ 55 „ of the land fixes the title to the residue in the maker 
the 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. As this is the point upon which I desire some in- 
formation, will the Senator allow me to make an observation? 


Mr CARLISLE, T agree t 

J I agree to the legal proposition stated by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama in a case where we have a controversy about a par- 
ticular tract of land and it is afterwards settled by dividing that land 
between two. But that is not the case before the Senate. There is 
no controversy between the United States and the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, so far as this bill is concerned, except about this 
particular land which is forfeited, There is no controversy here about 
the other lands which the company has earned. The point upon which 
I desire information is whether there is anything in the bill reported 
from the conference committee confirming the title of this company to 
any land which it could not lawfully take under its first grant? That 
is to say, the grant to the company, as I understand, excepted min- 
eral lands, unless perhaps coal lands, Is there anything in the bill 
which enables the company to take any mineral lands which the orig- 
inal act did not give it? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kentucky is an excellent lawyer, 
but he asks me to decide for myself and for him a question of law in- 
stead of a question of fact. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, I want to know the clause in the bill which 
does it. That is what I am asking for. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has not comprehended the history of 
this case. He has not been here while it was bei i „and I 
suppose he has not studied it. I explained to the Senate, in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Kentucky, that when this proposition left the 
Senate the bill applied to lands that had been granted upon condition- 
subsequent. When it came back from the conference committee it ap- 
plies only to lands to which there has been an absolute grant without 
reference to a condition- subsequent. 

All lands granted toa railroad company opposite to and conterminous 
with a certain line are taken away, confiscated, 1925 upon the public 
domain. What becomes of the balance? It will not do to say that 
this measure has no effect upon the balance, for we undertook in the 
Senate bill to make it apply to the lands that had been earned, and 
did so make it apply, but that proviso was stricken out of the confer- 
ence report, and now the first section applies to all the lands, and there 
isa mere division by metes and bounds, and no more. There is no ques- 
tion about it. - 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand that 
is correct; that the Government now claims in this bill the right only 
to forfeit that land which has not been earned up to the present time. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is right. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Whereas it has been contended by some that we 
ought to have forfeited all the land that was not earned within the time 
prescribed by the poh ome act. I can perhaps make my point plainer 
by stating it in a different form. Under the original act the railroad 
company could not earn mineral lands at all, and if we leave in posses- 
sion of the company the right to procure patents for the lands it has 
earned, whether by completing the road within the time specified in the 
original act or by completing the road up to the present, it can get no 
land except that description of land which that act gave it, unless there 
be something in this bill which changes that feature of the original act. 
It might as well be said that when the original act gave it the alternate 
sections we now give it every section as to say that when the original 
act refused to give it mineral lands we now give it mineral lands with- 
out maying 80. 

Mr. MORGAN. If we had the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
upon the bench up there in Montana and Idaho and he could decide 
it we should have more security for a just and proper decision. He 
has stated exactly what a just and proper decision would be according 
to my view of it. Judge Sawyer, who is a man of eminence, against 
whom I have not a word to say, after listening to very able argumenta- 
tion in a case made for the purpose of having the question decided, has 
decided on the circuit bench that that reservation of lands applied only 
to the lands that were known to be mineral at the time of the grant. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not agree with Judge Sawyer about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know you do not. Now, I beg the honorable 
Senator to state his disagreement in the body of this bill, and Judge 
Sawyer will be obliged to obey it, and not leave it to an inference where 
Judge Sawyer has got the whip-hand of you and can decide 
you and put your opinion down, I say whilst we have this bill here 
let us legislate and do what our duty requires of us, and do not leave 
questions to litigation where the decision has been adverse to the United 
States and in favor of this grasping corporation. = 

Now, Senators can not escape from that category. Itis for the Sen- 
ate to say something now, or hereafter not to say anything. Silence 
means consent to Judge Sawyer’s opinion. 

Mr, CARLISLE, I think the Supreme Court will answer that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will answerit! When will answerit? How 
has it answered many a question of like import? How did it answer 
the Schulenberg and Harriman question? Right against the whole 
current of American opinion. There has not been a man in the House 
or in the Senate of the United States I ever heard speak of the Schu- 
lenberg and Harriman ease who did not say it was an unfortunate one. 
The Senator from Kentucky I hope does not wish another unfortunate 
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Judge Sawyer and to decide with him that the land must have been 
known to have been mineral at the time the grant was made. 

We have a duty to perform. I stated so when I took the floor. I 
do not care how the Senate of the United States decide it, for it is not 
a matter of any concern to me whether they give the land to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad or whether they reserve it to the miners whooccupy 
that section; but we have a duty to perform here, and I mean to try 
to get into this bill what the committee of conference have put into 
it, in section 8, by an act of new legislation that neither House has 
considered in the slightest degree; that is to say, a concession and agree- 
ment on the part of the railroad companies that because we will con- 
sent not to forfeit any more of their lands than that which is included 
in this bill that they shall yield up to the settlers all the rights that 
they are now controverting with them in the Department of the In- 
terior, and that they shall yield up to the miners the right to mine 
these lands, notwithstanding the decision ot Judge Sawyer. 

Sir, this question has just come up. It has surprised the world. 
When this bill was under consideration in the last Congress this ques- 
tion was not up at all; nobody thought of it; but when Judge Sawyer 
made a judicial decision which is settling matters right along, which 
is disposing of titles every day relating to the ownership of mining 

roperty; when men are put under the yoke of this decision and are 
. — their necks to it because they can not resist it, the question 
thrusts itself before us here and in this new form. It is our duty to 
stop the consideration of this bill until that question can be acted 
upon. It is our duty to vote ‘‘nay’’ on the question of adopting and 
ratifying this report, and let the commictee take it back and, under 
the instructions of the Senate, apply what they put into section 8 of 
this bill, without any authority, and apply it to every railroad in the 
United States. That will bring the subject all straight. I shall ex- 
plain that farther hereafter. 

Now, I want to go into the history of this Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, torit has been the most infamous batch of fraud and outrage 
that ever disgraced the history of a great country like this. There was 
no public necessity demanding the building of that road, afterthe Union 
Pacific Railway had been built and we had communication with the 
Pacific coast through it, which could possibly justify the loose and out- 
rageous manner in which this railroad company have handled the Gov- 
ernment of the United States—not Congress; the Government of the 
United States—in dealing just as they pleased with the vast domain, 
more than a hundred miles wide and about 2,000 miles long. 

The domain is greater than several Statesof this Union. We have 
put them in rivalry and competition with the great lines of the Union 
and Central Pacific Railroad that are mortgaged to the Government of 
the United States and have to look to their earnings for the money to 
pay the mo I admit we intended to grant a boon to the people 
out there, but the great purpose seems to have been to feed the maw of 
speculators and to pour into the treasury of the company the wealth of 
a vast empire of the public domain. And now they are claiming more 
and more, and a Senator can not even rise on this floor and ask for in- 
formation about what er are doing without a Senator objecting. 
They can not afford to let the light in on it, and I have to proceed by 
the light of such feeble lamps as my own mind and information afford. 
I will do so, and give a history of this matter. 

The grants to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company (act July 2, 
1864, 13 Stat., 365) were made upon certain conditions; among others, 
that the work should be commenced within two years; that not less 
than 50 miles of road should be built each year, and that the entire 
road should be completed and equipped by the 4th day of July, 1876, 

The joint resolution of May 7, 1867 (14 Stat., 355), extended the 
time for the commencement and completion of the road for two years 
longer. By this act the road was required to be commenced by July 
2, 1868, and completed by July 4, 1878. 

The road still not having been commenced, the granting act was fur- 
ther amended by the joint resolution of July 1, 1868 (15 Stat., 255), 
which provided 3 

That the said company shall commence the work on said road within two 
years from and sfter the 2d day of July, 1868,and shall complete not less than 
-~ 100 miles 1755 rar after the second year thereafter, and shall construct, equip, 

—— — 5 }, and complete the whole road by the Ist day of July, anno 

m is 


This act extended the time for commencement two years, and re- 
duced the time for completion one year, providing specifically that the 
whole road should be completed by the 4th day of July, 1877. The 
road not having been completed by the time fixed, and not more than 
one-fourth of its length being even definitely located at that date, that 
is, the date when it should have been completed, the Secretary of the 
Interior accommodated the company with a further extension of time 
for two years, by a decision holding that the eftect of the twoamendatory 
acts was to extend the time for completing the road until July 4, 1879. 
But, prefers pr this, no more road was built and no more road 
was definitely located until after the latter time bad expired. 

The company commenced its operations by laying down upon State 
and Territorial maps, without survey, a number of imaginary lines of 

route, and by the favor of the Interior Department obtained 
withdrawals of lands on all these lines for 40 and 80 miles in width 


from Lake Superior to Puget Sound. In his annual report for 1885 
(pages 28, 29), the Commissioner of the General Land Office said: 

In some cases, as, for example, the Northern Pacific and similar grants, it is 
piering that the lands granted shall not be subject to sale or disposal by the 

overnment after the general route shall be fixed. And it rea | adele that 
the right of settlement and entry upon such 8 and of their disposal by the 
Government, shall remain until the line of the is na fixed and a plat 
thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General d Office. B; 
departmental construction it was held that two maps could be filed—one which 
cut off the rights of settlers and the Government and another and later one 
which fixed the right of the company. 

The theory of the law contemplated that the right of settlers should be pre- 
served until the right of the company should be acquired. The language of 
the law 8 the filing of one map, not of two maps; the sense ofthe law 
contemplated one line of location, not two linesof location. Harmony of stat- 
utory construction forbade an interpretation which would make one section of 
the law nullify another, and the reason and policy of the law did not permita 
denial of the rights of settlement and appropriation saved and secured by the 
operative clauses of the nting act, Butthose rights have been denied in the 
precise and decisions of this office and 5 for nearly twenty years. 

faps — been filed and officially accepi ee to be maps of general 
route which were mere ordinary maps on which fanciful lines were ruled for 
the only purpose of obtaining withdrawal of lands, and not for the purpose 
of indicating the line of any actual road. Withdrawals have been made upon 
such unauthoritative maps of pretended route; then the alleged route has been 
materially changed and new withdrawals made on the changed lines, and these 
have n been altered and other withdrawals ordered on the altered lines; 
then “‘detinite location“ has been asserted on a still different line, and finally 
the line of construction has varied from all the other lines. 


I have maps here, and if Senators have any interest in the question 
they can look at them and see what that means, and I shall beglad to 
furnish them to any gentleman in the Senate who wishes to see these 
imaginary lines drawn as lines of the location fpr this road. They 
took an ordinary map, obtained from the surveyor-general's office I 
suppose, or from the General Land Office, and upon that they took 
their pencils and a ruler and drew straight lines and sometimes made 
a little curve in them for the sake of gratity ing their fancy, I presume 
lines over which no human white foot had ever trod, and of which they 
knew no more than I know now, and some of these lines, as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], if he desires to look at the map, 
will see must be 150 or 200 miles apart. Those are the lines of loca- 
tion upon which this great Northern Pacific Railroad was projected, 
and even the imaginary lines of location were not made as to parts of 
the tonte until after the lapse of the ten years allowed for completing 
the road. 

Every line thus filed in the Land Office was regarded as a line in 
reference to which there would be withdrawals of all the lands until 
they had been surveyed, and it was ascertained which were to fall to 
the lot of the railroad company and which were to be open to settle- 
ment. Do we not understand the system, or have we forgotten it, that 
we pursue in regard to public surveys of lands in the West? Do we 
not remember that a man has a right to go and take his surveyor into 
the field, and running upon ascertained governmental lines, trace the 
line along for miles and miles until it strikes the vicinity in which he 
wants to locate a homestead, and there have the survey definitely lo- 
cated upon the face of the earth, so that he may get a patent or a title 
to his land by paying for it, and by paying the surveyor’s fees, which 
the Government of the United States will reimburse to him? 

‘These projected lines cover the country with their main line and with 
branches running in every direction. They tap every valley that has 
any agricultural value; they run to every mine that has any yield to 
it; and the result is that the whole country has been made subsidiary 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad, and it seems that it is impossible to 
satiate its greed. The Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. 
Sparks, giving a history of this proceeding, says in his report: 

Problematical lines, on paper, have in this manner been run over nearly all 
portions of Washington Territory, and widely divergent lines made the basis 
of different withdrawals in Minnesota, Dakota, Montana, and Idaho, Lands 
once withdrawn have been rded by official favor as always withdrawn so 
far as any part of the old withdrawals were within the lines of new ones, and 
suchextemporized withdrawals, on experimental lines, have been treated as 
statutory reservations and made effective to defeat settlement rights. 

That is a bad picture and it disgraces a Government which has tol- 
erated it, and I am afraid we shall not escape censure if we do not take 
notice of it, If we pass this matter over without taking serious notice 
of it and putting it in such shape as to do justice to the settlers upon 
the area thus covered by the sweeping system of lines that they run 
out for location, I think we shall do ourselves serious injustice. 

Under the late Democratic Administration of the Government it was held by 
Secretary Vilas (7 Land Decisions, page 100) that one withdrawal only could 
be made on general route,and that subsequent withdrawals on changed lines 
were illegal and did not defeat settlement rights within such new limits, leav- 
ing the company the right to select other lands in lieu of such as were taken 
by settlers in the changed limits before definite location. 

That he had no authority to give them, and they had no right to float 
these lands, according to any statute I have ever been informed about. 

But that did notsuit this grasping corporation. It wanted the settlers’ lande 
and the improvements which by their toil and privations they had put upon such 
lands with reasonable and lawful expectation of receiving title from the United 
States. So this company, with its enormous gratuity from the Government, 
has pursued and is still pursuing poor settlers under the present Republican 
Administration, and it is understood that the present retary, upon assum- 
ing his office, kindly to the company, but ruinously to settlers, reopened all 
seusione — decided against the company, including those that had 
become e decisis by repeated decisions of the Department and the courts, 
and, if Iam not incorreetly informed, he has kept the settlers ina fever of anx 
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to make up his 
mind, unavailingly it seems, whether he shall follow the „ 
of his predecessors in favor of settlers and the Government, or whether he shall 
overturn principle and precedent to satisfy the demands of this insatiate rail- 
road company, 

The Senator from Kentucky is not in his place, and what I desire to 
say to him particularly I will put in my remarks, that the Senator may 
read it, that if this exposé made by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and after the statement made here which I wanted to 
verify by the resolution I introduced this morning and was not per- 
mitted todo so, that these decisions are ed as the subject of 
change by successive Secretaries of the Interior and Commissioners of 
the General Land Office, it becomes a matter of the deepest concern to 
the people that in dealing with a question of the forfeiture of this land 
grant, which at least will be construed as confirming to them what we 
do not take, it is certainly proper and right to mention all the terms 
and conditions therein contained, so that hereafter the doctrine of stare 
decisis shall apply through the statute, and shall make permanent the 
decisions of the Secretaries of the Interior. 

If they can overrule the decisions just as they please, and do what 
I charge they have done, open up decisions made against the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company to let in their favorites and pets for new con- 
troversies with the settlers, it is time that we had stopped that little 
game. Ido not wonder that the Democrats on this committee have 
not signed the report. 

On the facts of the territorial usurpation of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company in running its pretended lines and securing illegal 
reservations of land all over the northwest portion of the continent, 
and finally building its road on totally different lines, the Commis- 
sioner, in a decision reported in the Land Office report for 1886 (page 
339), again said: 

Two imaginary lines were laid down upon maps of Minnesota several miles 
apart, evidently without suryey, and when the road was finally constructed it 
was upon a line varying as much as 20 miles from the route on which with- 
drawals had been made upon the filing of the all maps of general route. 

In Dakota an alleged map of general route was filed in 1870, clearly made by 
ruling straight lines across a map ofthe Territory. In 1872 a map of *tamended 
Unes“ was filed, which, for nearly the whole distance across the Territory, is 
from 40 to 80 miles south of the line proposed in 1870. Portiona of the actual 
line of the road as constructed vary several miles from the amended line. 

Mr. SANDERS. TI should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 

uestion. 

: The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SANDERS. Would such a change as that operate against any 
one but the Northern Pacific Railroad Company ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should say it would. 

Mr. SANDERS, In what respect? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould say this: If you had a very large log right 
where the Senator stands, and it was on the side of a hill, and while 
he was changing his base from the log he was letting it roll upon me, 
while it might be very agreeable to him it would hurt me; and so 
when you change a line of land withdrawals from the former location 
so as to give aman u right to come up to that line and make his settle- 
ment, when you complete the road and again change the line so as to 
exclude him, then you wrong him. 

Mr. SANDERS. Suppose the line were preliminarily located, a 
tract 80 miles wide, the alternate sections so withdrawn, the law pro- 
vided that whenever this preliminary map was filed designating a 
route for the railroad, every other section within 40 miles of it not 
then occupied by settlers and not mineral land was withdrawn from 
entry or sale. That was for the protection of the grant; but outside 
of that, of course, settlers could go. If thereafter a new line was laid 
down the 40 miles on the side of the road would lap over on settle- 
ments and lap over on thosesettlements; the Northern Pacific Railroad 
would lose in the primary limits mainly within 40 miles every piece 
of land that it was settled to upon the grant so lapped over. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why should they lose it? 

Mr. SANDERS. The statute itself so provides. 

Mr. MORGAN, Which statute? 

Mr. SANDERS. The statute organizing the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company. 

Mr. MORGAN, Right there comes up a question that the Senator 
and I can not settle between ourselves. The judges differ about it, 
and I want to settle it in this bill. 

Mr. SANDERS. We can settle it if the Senator desires to be fair. 

Mr, MORGAN. I want the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to 
make a release. That is what I want. 

Mr. SANDERS. But so long as the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany do not claim it, I can not see why they should be asked to make 
a release, 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, whenever I can get this company to make 
the release, I shall be satisfied. I willread on now what the Commis- 
sioner says: 

In Montana an alleged general route was shown by straight lines ruled ona 
map filed in 1870. In 1872 a map of amended route was filed, showing the pro- 

road to enter the Territory nearly 40 miles south of the point shown upon 
map of 1870, and to leave the Territory at a point more than 200 miles north 


of the imaginary line of 1870, 
In Idaho an “amended line” of 1872 is 150 miles distant from a proposed 


line" in 1870. In Washington Territory a map of alleged — route (also 
+ wis the main of : 


tering the Terri little above the f. -sixth 22 ed 
enterin; e alittle above the 
main line ™ filed in 1872 Ur ee 


‘Two degrees of latitude there mark the difference in the line. 

Mr. SANDERS, I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if 
he states as a fact that prior to the 21st day of February, 1872, there 
was filed a map of the preliminary route of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road within the limits of Montana. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what the Commissioner is saying here in 
his report. 

Mr. SANDERS. The commissioners appointed to furnish the ma- 
terial for this speech, or the Commissioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
in a decision quoted in the Land Office report of 1886, on page 339. I 
suppose the Senator never saw it. 

Mr. SANDERS. I never did. 

Mr. MORGAN. You had better look at it. There are still some 
more things to learn about this. ` 

Mr. SANDERS. Who was the Commissioner? 

Mr. MORGAN. Who was the Commissioner? 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Sparks. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Sparks was the Commissioner. I think there 
is nothing remaining to do now but to impeach Mr. Sparks. That is all. 
I am quoting from him in his official report. The Senator from Mon- 
tana does not understand all about this. He has been on one side of 
this case so long that he can not see the other. We very often get in 
that shape when we have cases. I have, I know, many a time in the 
courts. Here is another case. 

Three distinct maps were filed of the branch line in this Territory; 
one filed in 1873, across the northern of the Territory; one in 1876, 
commencing in the southern part of the Territory, and one in 1879, 
across the central portion of the Territory, None of these were sur- 
veyed routes and the line of supposed actual location varies from all 
of them. Under the several maps filed by the company nearly the 
whole area of Washington Territory has been at different times with- 
drawn and the lands held as reserved on account of this grant. 

Now, think of that. I will repeat it. ; 

Under the several maps filed by the company nearly the whole area 
of Washington Territory has been at different times withdrawn and 
the lands held as reserved on account of this grant. That is the most 
huge and unaccountable piece of impudent fraud and outrage any cor- 
poration or set of men ever attempted to impose upon a government 
and visit upon the great body of a farming community. f 

This company thus started out with the evident intent and purpose 
of dominating the entire country through some portion of which its 
road might ultimately be built, seizing upon and holding immense 
territorial areas, regardless of public rights and blind to its own obli- 
gations. It made no reasonable effort to construct its road within the 
time limited by the conditions of its grant. The ting act pro- 
vided that its capital stock should consist of one million shares at $100 
each. 

That is $100,000,000. If one-fourth of the price of these shares had 
been paid in cash the road could have been built, finished, and equipped 
throughout its entire length long before the expiration and legal ex- 
tinction of its land grant. Butif $1 of this capital stock was ever act- 
ually paid into the treasury of the company the world has yet to re- 
ceive satisfactory evidence of the fact. The syndicate started in to 
build its road from the avails of bond issues and at the of settlers 
upon lands withdrawn on its fictitious routes, of pu to whom 
it had no title to give, and of the public timber lands which it spoliated 
on mammoth scale, while realizing the plunder accruing from con- 
struction contracts at ten times the actual cost of construction, and 
finally coming to Congress in the attempt through the pending meas- 
ure to sweep into its coffers 30,000,000 acres of public land not acquired 
under the terms and conditions of its grant. 

I take occasion here now to repeat what we do noi take now we will 
never get; what we do not take under this bill we confirm. No Sen- 
ator can escape from the category. He can not say he has left some- 
thing open for future consideration. When that feature has been in the 
bill and has been stricken out here, our hope of bettering the situation 
is entirely gone. This is a finality, and that is the reason I am so ear- 
nest about it. 

The length of road definitely located and also constructed by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company within the period, when by the 
conditions of its grant the entire road was to be completed, was as 
follows. Here is what was constructed inside of the ten years’ limit: 

In Minnesota, from the junction with the Lake Superior and Mis- 
sissippi Railroad, near Duluth, to Fargo, Dak., by map filed Novem- 
ber 20, 1871, 228 miles. 

In Dakota, from Fargo to Bismarck, by map filed May 26, 1873, 197 
miles, a total of 425 miles in Minnesota and Dakota. 

Maps were also filed September 13, 1873, and May 14, 1874, and 
road constructed from Kalama, near Portland, Oregon, to Tacoma, Wash- 

n Territory, 106 miles. For this portion of road no express grant 
is found in the statutes, but one appears to have been officially recog- 
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nized through the device of an interpretation of the statutes not made 
in accordance with the rules of 
down by law-writers and in judicial decisions, which declare 
that nothing passes except that which has been given in plain and ex- 


press terms. 
But the total length of road claimed by the company to have been 
definitely located under its grants (and which was also constructed), 


Miles. 

oe y shaogo a REPERA 228 
1 ˙ AAA AAA el cae ghee a eens ates 197 

Tn Washington 6 os cn 106 
TOWNE a ete che ate kane oa a a Hane 531 


No definite location of any further portion of this road was made 
until after the time fixed for the construction and completion of the 
entire line. 

: par tabi Mr. President, there arises a question of the power of 
the of the Interior to do what has been done in respect of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

After the ten years had elapsed, what power could the Secretary of 
the Interior have under any law, or without law, to permit a location 
to be made of the route? Evidently it was the 8 pe of Congress 
that the whole transaction should be closed up with the completed 

or else a forfeited land grant at the end of ten years; but a road 

been permitted by the Secretary of the Interior to be located after 
time and completed, going on from year to year past the ten years’ 
and I ask the question, what authority could there be under the 
laws of the United States, in the absence of some enabling act of Con- 
gress, to permit him thus to let the railroad go on and complete its line? 

He might just as well undertake to grant a charter to a railroad 

through the Territories of the United States, or through the 

Ra donate he to do that, for its powers had been exhausted and 

t be revived except by Congress, and here is the Secretary of 

who allowed this company to complete its road just as if 

the Emperor of the Russias and had owned every foot of 
through which the road passed, giving it all the rights which it 
to ask for, including the right of sweeping off from an area more 

a hundred miles wide and over a thousand long every settler who 

undertook to locate in that country. 

Since the expiration of that period 1,507 miles, from the Missouri 
Riyer, in Dakota, to Wallula and to Tacoma, and including about 78 
miles in Wisconsin, have been definitely located and constructed, the 
dates of definite location running from 1880 to 1888, About 225 miles, 
from Wallula to Portland, the portion purported to be forfeited by the 
has not been constructed and has never been Ll 
w 


p 


g 


FE 
EDA 
1 
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There is not one foot of all this vast domain of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company except this abandoned part of it, 225 miles of it, 
e there is to be a forfeiture under this bill. And, mark yon, 

r. President, when I come to show you what is done with the land 
after its forfeiture—mark you what a wonderful favor it grants to some- 
body in that section of the world. 

t is all the operation of this bill. This great measure of land- 

t forfeiture is to have that extent and no more, except às to a few 

ts of roads about in different parts of the United States in coun- 

tries so that people would not undertake to build them. That 

past of the road has never been n There is no map of 

t in the Department. Instead of its being the subject of forfeiture it 

has never ceased in any respect, even by a claim, to be land of the 
United States. 

Now I desire to call the attention ot the Senate to this particular fact, 
and I challenge denial of it too, that these 225 miles from Wallula 
to Portland are the only of the line that this act, if „ ap- 

lies to. It affects no other part of the Territory included in the 
orthern Pacific Railway but that 225 miles. That line isright down 
the Columbia River. It was occupied, however, by the line of the 
Steam Navigation Company, if I have got the name right, and 

I I have, that at an early day made terms with the Northern 
Pacific. They have not even made a map by laying a rule down upon 
a Land Office map and drawing a red line from Wallula to Portland. 
They have made no location. They have attempted to make no loca- 
tion. They haye left the lands in the pristine condition that they were 
4 — that first law was passed, never having done anything to earn 

em. 

So we do not even forfeit that, unless we are forfeiting lands that be- 
long to the United States and have never belonged to anybody else and 
never have been claimed by others. That is the target at which this 
immense is leveled—this vast railroad forfeiture bill ! 

It is es that the company will receive about 7,000,000 acres 


— 


of land on account of the construction of 530 miles, including the Ta- 
coma branch, definitely located and constructed in time. 
sales by the company are reported at about $5 an acre, 

Ishonld like to know whether that is about 
acre on the average sales. 


The average 
right or not—$5 an 


interpretation of public grants laid 


Mr. SANDERS, Iam not able to answer that question. I think 
that is higher than it would average, but perhaps that is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not probable that the valuable pine timber 
lands in Minnesota and Washington were sold at that price unless to 
inside combinations; but estimating sales at $5 per acre, and not count- 
ing coal lands and town sites, the company wiil receive, or has already 
received, or is obtaining interest upon, not less than $35,000,000—a 
sum probably greater by some millions than it can truthfully show to 
have been the total actual cost of the construction and equipment of 
its entire road. 

It now claims, and through the effect of the pending measure ex- 
pects to secure, a final confirmation of title to some 30,000,000 acres 
more, an area as large as either of the States of Alabama, New York, 
or Pennsylvania, or three-fourths as large as the whole six New Eng- 
land States, and covering territory to double the size of this vast area, 
the present and future inhabitants of which must pay to this company 
out of the fruits of their labor an annual income upon the value of these 
lands, as the same is expressed in the company’s stock and bonds. 
The power of this company over this area is nearly as great as if they 
owned the whole of it and all the improvements on it. The more we 
give to them the greater the burden that is thrown ppa trafie. In- 
stead of decreasing the cost of transportation to the publie, it increases 
the value of overissues of capital stock, the income of which must be 
drawn from the tillers of the soil. It monopolizes transportation and 
makes serfs of the people. 

The value of 30,000,000 acres of land, ted to be confirmed. to 
this company through the effect of this bill, estimated at $5 per acre, 
is more than sufficient to build three lines of railway from the lakes 
tothe Pacific. The line already built has already been paid for by the 
lands awarded for road built within the prescribed time, if it has not 
already been paid for twice over from all sources of income derived by 
the company from its franchises and its speculations, 

But this is not all. 

For a distance of more than 600 miles this road runs through and 
winds within the heart of the mineral regions of Montana and Idaho. 
The company claims under its grant every alternate section for 80 miles 
in width through this vast mineral belt. It will claim and obtain, by 
the effect of this conference report, 15,000,000 acres of land of par- 
tially known and incalculable value for mineral deposits. 

Mineral lands (except coal and iron) were not granted to this com- 
pany, but all such lands were expressly and absolutely excluded from 
the grant. The following is the specific provision in the third section 
of the granting act: 


Provided further, That all mineral lands be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
cluded from the operation of this act, and in lieu thereof a like quantity of un- 


occupied and unappropriated agrioultural in odd-num! sections, 
rovided 


nearest the line of said road may be selected as ve provided: And 
further, That the word min >” when it ours in this act, shall not be held 
to include iron or 

Mineral lands would probably not have passed under the grant had 
there been no special exception of them, but the company was willing 
in 1864 to have an absolute exclusion of such lands, notincluding iron 
and coal, expressed in the statute, in order to get the immensely valu- 
able coal and iron lands. Having secured the coal and iron, of im- 
mense value, it now demands that the mineral wealth of Montana and 
Idaho, in the precious metals and other valuable mineral deposits, 
should be turned over to the company. The proposition of the com- 

y, broadly made known throughout the length and breadth of its 

d-grant claim, is that no mineral lands were excluded from the 
grant, notwithstanding the sweeping language of the statute, except 
such as were known to be mineral at the date of the grant. That 15 
what the company claim and what it is going to get, and get it under 
this bill. 

At the date of the grant the country was generally unexplored. It 
was known generally to be rich in minerals, but the precise lands con- 
taining the mineral were unknown. If Congress ever intended any- 
thing by the words used in its acts, it intended that no lands which 
were mineral lands in fact, or lands classed as mineral lands, should 
pass to the company, but that all such lands should be excluded from 
the operations of the grant. This is perfectly clear where it is com- 

for lands thus classed by giving to the company the nearest 
agricultural lands in the odd sections. Itmay be admitted that if the 
Land Department, after faithfully using the means known to science 
and to public exploration, if the Land Department ever does perform 
that plain and imperative duty, should by mistake patent to the com- 
pany a tract afterwards found to have been mineral, and the title so 
conveyed should have been transferred to an innocent purchaser, the 
United States could not recover that land. 


40-acre tract in order to defeat an agricultural-settlement claim. It 
then, in obvious disregard of law and justice, applies the same rule to 


p 
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a railroad claim, although in every other matter it asserts, properly, |, Mr. MORGAN. Well, I think it would be a very wise thing to do, 


that a railroad company is not a settler. e 
The only thing the Department requires, as I am informed, to es- 
tablish the character of lands in mineral regions within the limits of 
railroad grants, but not returned by deputy surveyors as mineral, isa 
simple non-mineral affidavit made by anybody whom the railroad com- 
pany may employ for the purpost. It is too plain to need any remark 
that the most valuable — most notorious mineral lands of the country 
may be turned over to railroad companies through that easy device. I 
am informed that not long since the Secretary of the Interior actually 
signed decisions relieving the Northern Pacific and other companies of 
even this slight requirement, and thatthe promulgation of such decis- 
ions was suspended only owing to a vigorous protest from individual 
calling to his attention upwards of a thousand affidavits on the 
es of the Department relating to the mineral character of lands on the 
line of the Northern Pacific road in Montana, which the trusted ad- 
visers of the Secretary had omitted to bring to his notice. These afi- 
davits, as I am informed, show the existence of upwards of fifteen thou- 
sand mining claims and locations in Montana alone on lands claimed 
by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 
There are some figures s 
Mr, SANDERS. Mr. President, asto those thousand affidavits or 
affidavits touching a thousand mining claims, it ought to be said in 
conjunction with what the Senator has stated that they were filed prior 
to the advent of the present Administration, and that they were pigeon- 
holed; and when the attention of the present occupant of this office 
was called to them they were recently resurrected. I hope before we 
get through with the discussion of this question it will be made plain 
that the apprehensions of the gentlemen who filed these affidavits have 
no foundation in fact or law. But the statement of the Senator is 
practically true that there were affidavits touching a thousand mining 
claims filed there and left in pigeon-holes, and the gentlemen who were 
instrumental in getting them there came down under this Adminis- 
tration and resurrected them, 
Mr. MORGAN. There were not any patents issued contrary to these 
affidavits, as I understand. 
Mr. SANDERS. No patents have been issued in the mineral region 
of the United States. à 
Mr. MORGAN. They were pigeon-holed, and while they were 
igeon-holed they kept the miners from being robbed of their property, 
ba when the present Administration came in they were taken out and 
resurrected. I suppose it must have been to enable the railroad com- 
pany to get a fair swing at the miners. We do not know what that 
was for, but as long as they were pigeon-holed under the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration it prevented injustice; but as soon as they were resur- 
rected under the present Administration then there was the dickens to 


Xie) what about the fifteen thousand mining claims and locations 
in Montana which are in controversy between the Northern Pacific 
Railway Company and thesettlersthere? Does the Senator know any- 
thing about them ? 

Mr. SANDERS. With very great pleasure I willanswer the question. 
I suppose there are locations, fifteen thousand in number, of mining 
claims and alleged mining claims; but that the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company claims one of them I do not know. I am willing to 
affirm, however, that if there be a mining claim in each of these Joca- 
tions, in my judgment it is as clear as the sun in heaven that the North- 
ern Pacific Company has. not obtained and never can obtain 
the remotest title to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, we shall not do them any harm 
by making them accept that as one of the conditions. Here is a Sen- 
ator who knows all about their affairs who says that will do them no 
harm at all. 

Mr. SANDERS. I have introduced a bill which I hope will com- 
mand the Senator’s vote when it comes up, which provides explicitly, 
first, that patents issued shall not operate to convey to that company 
the mines; and, second, that those mines shall remain the property of 
the United States until thereafter disposed of by law. $ 

Mr. MORGAN. That is evidently a good bill, and still I will try 
to get the spirit of it into this bill. Then we shall have it all right. 
We will make it a condition that we will not undertake to forfeit the 
company’s land back to the line of Minnesota, but will take this little 
8 of land which belongs to us between Wallula and Portland and 

rfeit that and leave the rest in their possession, but we will provide 
that they shall consent that they will not set up any claim to the 
mineral lands, but will take other lands in place of them, and that 
they will further consent that all those land-grant locations, those de- 
fined and undefined preliminary and all the imaginary locations or 
their lands, shall not have the effect of depriving these poor settlers 
of their right to the land, but that they will release to them that land 
and let them stay there. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Does 
the Senator think it wise, if these mines now belong to us, that we 
should enter into any trade or dicker with the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to obtain from it a formal release of that in which it has 
no interest but which is now our own? 


a decidedly bright thing to do, to enter into some arrangement with 
the company by which they should be cut oft from the advantage or 
decisions like that made by Judge Sawyer. When I believe my ad- 
versary is going to take advantage of meand has the power to do it by 
resorting to the decision of a court of very high character, of very high 
rank, manifestly in his favor, I should like for him when we are set- 
tling onr difficulties to say to me that he will not avail himself of that, 
and that he will release whatever rights he may have of that charac- 
ter. s 

It is agood time forasettlement, While weare pretending to forfeit 
the land grantof the Northern Pacific Railroad, while we are masquer- 
ading before the world as if we were really doing something of the 
sort, when we know we are not, all the lands we touch with this bill are 
lands that belong:to the United States and never did belong to the 
Northern Pacific Company and were never even claimed by it—while 
we are doing that let us say to the Northern Pacific that inasmuch as 
what we omit todoand say in a settlement of our controversies amounts 
to a confirmation of all that you may claim in respect of these grand 
areas, and inasmuch as we confirm your right notwithstanding you did 
not even locate your road until after the ten years had expired let us 
say to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company,. Let these people all 
out of prison; let them all go free; do not tie them up in the ent 
litigating with you about the land that belongs to us. We have the 
right to confiscate it, but we will not confiscate it if you will do justice 
to these people who have made settlements there by making a release 
in their favor.” 

When we come to my State the committee have no difficulty in put- 
ting such a provision as that in the bill. It looks to me as if there 
should be no higgling about a matter as plain as this, and I feel thatI 
shall be the proudest man in America almost if, against the report of 
this great conference committee, I shall be able to-day to impress this 
honorable body with the necessity of requiring the concessions that 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should be compelled to make 
in favor of these fifteen thousand people with whom it is che Me A 

Mr. SANDERS. Will the Senator permit me another word? I do 
not wish. to interrupt him, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does tho Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SANDERS. This matter has been the subject of more anxious 
solicitude on the part of citizens of Montana and the Northwest gen- 
erally than the Senator supposes; and when we shall have settled the 
proposition that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company does not own 
a mine of gold or silver or other precious metal there still remains 
something to be done with reference to that country, and that question 
is, what shall be done with all that Iarge area in which it may be pre- 
sumed that mines do exist, but which have not been discovered; where 
we may reasonably presume that mines, if the country shall be opened 
to prospectors, will hereafter be discovered ? 

I think this matter has been so reflected upon along the line of that 
road and the statutes and decisions have been so examined and the 
matter has been so reduced down to its ultimate essence, that it is a 
pretty supreme conviction on the part of every intelligent lawyer and 
almost every intelligent citizen that the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company does not own the mines, But the trouble lies beyond that; 
how shall we be able to ascertain upon an odd section whether it con- 
tains a mine or not, there not having been one discovered five, ten, or 
twenty years hence? That is a matter about which incontestably all 
the Senator says about the Northern Pacific Railroad we might very 
well proceed to deal with that company concerning, > 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will read the propositions upon which 
I shall ask the Senate to instruct the committee of conference, he will 
see that all that is provided for. I thought he was speaking about the 
even-numbered sections, and what he would do with even-numbered 
sections open to homestead entry. I should say let the r fellows 
settle upon them if they have to hang like bats on the side of a rock, 
and perhaps they may wake up as rich as Jay Gould or the president 
of the Louisiana Lottery, and they will win their money more honestly 
than either of them. 

Tshould be delighted to have them do that. T should be more than 
tified if we can politely and without any undue disrespect to that 
tinguished body of citizens request the railroad company to make 

a deed of cession to the settlers and miners, so that they can have the 
peaceful possession of their property; so that they will not be all the 
time harassed and worried about the decisions of Mr. Justice Sawyer 
or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or this or that magis- 
trate, or judge, or of Congress in respect of their rights. I want peace; 
let us have peace in 3 se to that matter. 

I will resume, Mr. President. 

As long ago as 1872 (Land Office report, 1872, page 32) the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office reported to the Secretary of the 
Interior that the practice of treating lands in mineral regions as non- 
mineral upon the superficial and generally incorrect returns of deputy 
surveyors had resulted in giving over to railroad companies valuable 
mineral properties, and even working mines on which hundreds. of 
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Somi of dollars had been expended and millions of dollars in ore 
produ 

That is a pretty strong report made as far back as 1872. Upon such 
report certain large mineral regions in California were suspended from 
railroad selection and from agricultural entry until proof of non-mineral 
character of the selected tracts should be fi But in 1880 
(Copp’s Mineral Laws, pages 66 and 67) this restriction was removed, 
ostensibly in the interest ot settlers, and the- mineral country was 
thrown open to railroad selection subject only to the inadequate check, 
thata hearing might be ordered if some particular person should allege 
on oath that some -particular tract, according to the subdivisions of 
sections by the public surveys, was mineral in character. The United 
States was given no protection. Unlessan individual contest arose the 
railroad company could carry off the mineral lands. 

And they fave got thousands and millions of acres of mineral Jands 
in their possession now, just in that way. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. What 
significance is there in a patent, the law itself providing that the min- 
eral lands are reserved ? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has as much significance in a lawsuit as the 
acorn in an oak, It is the place where the lawsuit strikes. I want 
to stop it, and I do not want them to take a patent and hereafter come 
in 2 litigate about it. IL want them to come in and make an honest, 
fair surrender to these settlers. 

Mr. SANDERS... To show that the report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is utterly false, is a fallacy of confusion, it 
being conceded that in that grant mineral lands were excepted out of 
it and that mineral lands were reserved to the United States, what will 
the Senator from Alabama do with this decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of Smelting Company rs, Kemp, in 104 


United States Reports: 
Of course, when we speak of the conclusive presumptions attonding a patent 
for lands, we assume that it was issued ina an ro 0 oe ju- 


them would be In: ive aud void, no matter with seoming regu 
forms of law may been observed. The action of the Department would, 
in that event, be like that of any other special tribunal! not having jurisdiction of 


Mr. MORGAN. It is no new law in the Senate of the United States 
that the issue of a patent or any other act may be extrajudicial or 
ultra vires. Itis not for me to say how they could make such a decis- 
ion. It is enough for me to say that in the cited case they have made 
such a decision. I do not pretend to say why they assumed jurisdic- 
tion of a case where the Senator from Montana thinks they ought not 
to have had it. They thought differently from him. They did as- 
sume it and haye many cases and issued many patents where 
the. very question came up whether or not the lands patented were 
mineral within the meaning of the land grant. I do not waut auy more 
decisions or controversies. I want a settlement, by statute, of these 
questions, ; ar 

The quick way to do this, the clean way, the way that nobody can 
ever get behind, is for this company when it takes the land granted 
under this bill to accept it upon these terms, that they will confirm to 
these people what they are claiming, because they get the same amount 
of instead of what they give up, and so we will clean up the docket 
of fifteen thousand cases. 

What a disgraceful thing, what en shameless thing it is that g rail- 
road company that has been tolerated in grabbing the public domain 
contrary tolaw until it has swept into its maw States bigger than Penn- 
sylvania, bigger than two-thirds of New England, should come here 
with fifteen thousand controverted cases to keep the people of the 
United States from settling under the homestead laws and mining laws 
upon lauds that belong to the United States! Mr. President, that is the 
viet sublimity of impudence. Nothing has ever been attempted, and 
nothing conjectured, and certainly nothing said, that approximates the 
outrage which this corporation, after haying literally stolen from the 
United States, through the assistance of the Government officers of this 
country, an enormous domain 100 miles wide and nearly 2,000 long, 
should thus come in here under the pretense of titles that they set up, 
and have fifteen thousand cases pending in the Department here, con- 
troverting with the settlers about their rights upon the land. 

Never was such an issue presented and never was such a piece of im- 
pudent outrage based spor a cause so fraudulentand so flimsy. Ire- 
peat, I do not wonder that the Democratic conferees did not sign this 
report. I hope no Democrat in this House orin the other wil! ever be 
found to vote for it. 

The United States was given uo protection. Unless an individual 
contest arose the railroad company could carry off the mineral lands. 
And that is the situation to-day, the only exception heing that in the 
rare cases in a ma 5 show the — 585 3 
a formal hearing and if no person appears, or if su n 
dissuaded from appearing, to prove the mineral character of the land, 


sp uon of railroad witnesses is taken as conclusive, a solemn 
d n is rendered that the land is found to be non-mineral, and it 
passes to the railroad company. 

I have before me a copy of a letter written several months ago by a 
firm of land attorneys in Washington to a citizen of Montanain answer 
to the question how the mineral lands of that State could be saved from 
the claims of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. This letter, in 
answer to an inquiry propounded, discloses the weakness of the Gov- 
ernment under its administrative methods and the imminent peril of 
its mineral lands in the presence of the unlawful claims of railroad 
corporations. I will read extracts from it to show the methods of pro- 
cedure in such cases. 

By these methods of procedure we shall find the disadvantage at 
which the claimant is put, and how this great corporation can have its 
attorneys here around Washington City, filling up their slack time with 
lobbying for the railroad company, waiting upon the Departments in ma- 
jestic splendor to make arguments and submit motions against fifteen 
thousand claimants, who have got to have their separate attorneys em- 
ployed here to pick up usually such as they can find; and here goes 
on this grand assize of the public lands claims, based upon frauds which 
we have stood by for years and permitted the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company to perpetrate; claims set up to enrich itself, not only at the 
expense of law, but in defiance of law, and after it has got everything 
in its own hands to come here and push fifteen thousand litigated cases 
against American citizens. 

I hope, Mr, President, that these people in that section of the coun- 
try will some day have upon this floor representatives who feel as 
much for them as they do tor the corporations concerned. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I think the Senator does not wish 
to misstate a fact. There is no statement that there are fifteen thou- 
sand litigated coon, Dut there are fifteen thousand alleged locations 
upon lands claimed by the Northern Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. MORGAN. at is all the same. 

Mr. SANDERS. And many of those locations date back many years. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not fifteen thousand suppurating sores upon the 
body of these people, but the inflammation is there, and if they do not 
take care they will die of the disease. That is all of it. They will 
pass out, They have got to take care of their interests, The syno 
5 of the method of procedure that I have been referring to is as fol- 
ows: 
ane law excludes mineral lauds (except coal and iron) from the grant to 

company. 
2. Itis the duty of the Secretary of the Interior under present laws to de- 
termine what lands are mineral lands under the exceptions of said act. 
3. This determination may be made at any time before legal title passes to 
the company by issue 4 25 
4. The method ofsnch determination is fixed by the rules and regulations of 
te fovea 8 iti ft d fact u hich all 
nar N pi 
Mrky are. to . eee 
The questions you present to us relate to the method adopted by the Depart- 
ment for determining the mineral character of lands, for it is this method and 
none other that can be followed. 
` The return of the surveyor-general that lands are mineral or non-mineral is 
in no case and in no sense a conclusive finding of fact, and such returns are so 
uniformly superficial and inaccurate as to have no weight in a definite ascer- 
tainment of fact. 
They have an effect, however, in respect to manner of proceeding, and they 
“have a further and important effect in that, if not formally challenged, the re- 
tarns are officially presumed to be correct, and hence when lands are returned 
as non- mineral they are liable to be patented as such at any time unless affida- 
vits alleging the mineral character of particular tracts are presented in the pre- 
scribed manner as a basis for a hearing before the register and receiver, and 
such a hearing is had and the testimony of witnesses taken, upon which an of- 


ficial finding can be made by the Department that the tracts in question are in 
fact mineral in character and thereby excepted from the grant to the railroad 


mpany. 

Now, Mr. President, the law ought to be that no patent should is- 
sue at all to the railroad company for lands within a mineral district, 
a district proven to be a general mineral district, unless those lands 
were shown by tests and trials of a sufficient character, shown by a 
sufficient examination not to be mineral, and that examination should 
be conducted by experts; but the better plan, the one I have in my 
proposition of instructions to the committee, is to enable the railroad 
company to cede these lands in the mineral district to the Government 
of the United States and in lieu thereof to take public arable, or tim- 
ber, or cultivable lands anywhere within the area of 50 miles from the 
line of its railroad as it is at present constructed, of the same amount 
that they cede to the Government of the United States; and then, 
when this land is ceded to the Government of the United States, let it 
remain forever a mining district, for there are many leads, many mines 
to be discovered and developed yet in that country of which we have 
little or no suspicion. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator why it is necessary 
to cede any mineral lands from this railroad company to the United 
States. Does the Senator suppose they took any mineral lands? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator suppose I have not the slightest 
respect in the world for the decision of the circuit judge of the United 
States who did decide that they could take mineral land? 

Mr. TELLER. But that does not settle the law of the case. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know it does not. Does the Senator’s opinion 
settle it? 


* 


Mr. TELLER. It does not. 

Mr. MORGAN. All we can settle is by an act of Congress, and I 
propose to do that. ; 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can not do that by an act of Congress, 
If this company has had this land deeded and granted to it, that grant 
can not be disturbed except by its consent. 


Mr. MORGAN. That has not been done. 
Mr. TELLER. It is plain to me that the company takes no mineral 
lands whatever. 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘They do not take any Iand there yet. They have 
not got any land yet. There is no act of Congress that I know of which 
has ever ratified the location of their Jand after the ten years had ex- 
pired—the location of their line of road, or the withdrawal, or any- 
thing of that kind. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company will he 
in a state of decided uncomfortableness until something is done to re- 
lieve it from that category, and we are about to do that in this bill, 
and I repeat for about the tenth time that in doing that I propose the 
company shall accept the bill on the penalty of having its lands for- 
feited to the Minnesota line; that it shall accept, ratify, and confirm 
what we say here, and grant to the miners and occupants of those lands 
a cessation of hostilities and abolish these fifteen thousand cases on the 
docket in the Interior Department. 

It is an easy thing to do, and there is no reason why we should not 
do it—none at all. It is not anything to me personally or to my State 
whether they do it or not, but it is a great deal to the people out there 
in that country. I have received letter after letter from the people of 
Montana asking me, being a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, that I would intervene to see that the railroad company did 
not absorb the last thing that theyhad. They feel like the frogs when 
they had elected King Stork in placeof King Log. They donot know 
at what time the last one of them is to be gobbled. 

The letter to which I have referred proceeds to say: 


Where lands are returned as mineral they are presumed in the practice of the 
De ment to be mineral, and if claimed to be non-mineral the non-mineral 
claimant must bring contest to have the true character of the Jand determined. 

Where lands are returned as non-mineral they are presumed to be such, and 
mineral claimants must bring contest to prove the mineral character. 

General allegations, however well supported, that landsin a certain region of 
country are mineral, are not sufficient of themselves to finally defeat either a 
settlement claim or a railroad claim to any of such lands, 

if a number of homestead or pre-emption entries should be made on lands 
known in the neighborhood to be mineral lands, and mineral claimants de- 
sired to prevent the issue of patents on such entries, they would have to pro- 
ceed against each entry eee 

So in case of railroad selections of mineral lands. Each particular tract em- 
braced in the selections must be contested in detail, There is no way of pro- 
ducing evidence that can be considered by the Department as proof, except 
upon 4 trial before the register and receiver in each case and testimony taken 
in that case. 

Two or more persons can be joined as contestants in any case and two or more 
tracts can be embraced in any contest, but the evidence must go to the whole of 
the land involved in the contest and to each particular subdivision thereof. 

The foundation of contest proceedings must be the affidavit of applicant to 
contest, who can swear upon his own 8 knowledge that the lane the rail- 
road selection whereof is soughtto be contested is mineral land. Such aftida- 
vit must particularly describe the land in contest by section and subdivision 
and township and range, and must be specific in allegation of the mineral char- 
acter of the land. The contest affidavit must be corroborated by the affidavits 
of two or more witnesses, made upon their knowledge, 

All contest affidavits must be filed in the United States land office in the dis- 
trict in which the lands are situated for transmittal to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. 

* * * * * * 

When hearing is ordercd by the Commissioner the register and receiver will 
issue the proper notices and fix the time and place for taking testimony, and 
name the officer before whom the testimony will be taken. These are matters 
upon which parties in interest can consult the register and receiver, and the 
eonvenience of these parties will be properly considered by those officers. The 
testimony can be taken near the land in contest and before any officer designated 
by the register and receiver. Contestants pay the costs of service of notice and 
each party pays the expenses of obtaining the attendance of his own witnesses, 
Each party also pays the cost of transcribing the direct testimony of his own 
witnesses and of his cross-examination of the witnesses of the other side. 


Mr. President, I have read that much of an apparently not very im- 
portant document for the purpose of showing the expense, delay, trouble, 
and uncertainty that must attend the protection of their rights of prop- 
erty by those persons out in the West who are involved in these fifteen 
thonsand cases in the Interior Department. ‘This letter, however, has 
another subject, which I will explain by reading from it: 

All general suspensions, upon whatever ground made, are temporary and 
may at any time be revoked. A contest holds the land until you ean prove that 
it is not of the character embraced in the grant to the railroad company. Up 
to the date of contest you have only the privilege and opportunity of contest- 
ing, a privilege and opportunity that may pass from you at any time unless 
availed of, After contest is brought and allowed you have legal rights upon 
which you can stand and of which you can not be deprived until ra final 
3 determining the mineral or non- mineral character of the tracts in con- 

esi 

Yon arrived here at an opportune moment to prevent the issue of patents on 
the Northern Pacific selections under certain decisions then already signed, 
the effect of which was well understood by the railroad company, and attor- 
neys were before the General Land Office expecting and clamoring for the pat- 
ents on their lists under these decisions at the very time you were calling the 
attention of the Secretary of the Interior to the matter. 


3 I wanted to get that to-day, but the door isshut on meand I can not 
oit. 


The respite obtained enables mineral claimants in Montana to proaned in 
regular way and legal manner to formally contest the railroad and to 
prosecute their mineral claims to final judgment against the company’s 
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preten- 


sions. This they must do or the mineral lands are liable to be given to the com- 


pany, because they can not be held in reserve indefinitely. 
Whenever it can be claimed by the company that sufficient time has elapsed 
to give an opportunity of bringing individual contests, and can point to the fact 
that you have not done so,they can u that suspensions on mere general alle- 
gations should no longer continue, and sooner or later their demands must pre- 
vail, unless the forfeitare of the grant should be enforced, 

It is seen from the foregoing that unless individual miners and poor 
prospectors can afford to enter into a fight with a powerful railroad 
company made strong upon public bounty, even the mining claims act- 
ually developed and worked are even now ready to be patented under 
a railroad grant which expressly excluded all mineral lands from its 
donation, while as to the undeveloped mines, the unworked treasures 
of immense mineral territory, nothing but an irresponsible and 
jured land-office affidavit is needed to pass the mineral title of the Goy- 
ernment to the railroad corporation, unless only, say these land law- 
yers, Congress should declare the forfeiture of the grant, which they 
say there is no expectation or reason to hope. 


The verity of this prognosis of these anxious attorneys is confirmed , 


by the pending measure, which declares no forfeiture of lands in the 
mineral country, which contains no word to protect mineral lands or to 
guard against their being swept within the inviolable limits of railroad 
patents expected with certainty to follow the passage of this bill with- 
out any delay. i 

The mineral lands of Montana and Idaho are the hope and depend- 
ence of those States. Their prosperity hangs upon the free exploration 
and publicappropriation of such lands, which the statutes of the United 
States purport to guaranty. Transfer these mineral lands toa railroad 
corporation and you obstruct the development, destroy the industry, 
and bankrupt the future of these Commonwealths. 


The statutes have declared that in all cases lands valuable for min- - 


erals shall be reserved from sale exceptas otherwise expressly directed 
by law. (Act July 4, 1866.) 

They have declared that all valuable mineral deposits in lands be- 
longing to the United States are free and open to exploration and pur- 
chase by citizens of the United States. (Act May 10, 1872.) They 
have declared all mineral lands (except coal and iron) excluded from 
T gmn to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. (Act July 4, 

64. > 

But the corporation created by law is stronger than the law, stronger 
than the official administrations of the law, stronger, it would seem, 
than the judicial power of protection within the dominions of great 
railroad companies. i 

In the case of Francœur vs. Newhouse in the United States circuit 
court, northern district of California, the court in December last ren- 
dered a decision the effect of which is to nullify the statutory excep- 
tions of mineral lands in Pacific Railroad grants and to give to the com- 
panies all lands not known to be mineral at the date of the definite 
location of the roads, What if this decision should be affirmed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States? What if it should be accepted 
by the Land Department, under this powerful railroad pressure, without 
such aflirmance? The mineral lands of the country are gone notwith- 
standing your statutes, notwithstanding the high public policy your 
statutes songht to maintain of keeping such lands from railroad mono 
oly. You gave to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company other 8 
its choice out of all the agricultural public lands for a solid 120 miles 
in width, in lieu of the mineral lands which you excluded from the 
grant, 

The company is not satisfied with this. Jt prefers the barren rocks 
of the mountains to the productive agricultural areas of the valleys and 
plains. Does any one pretend to believe that it makes this choice for 
any other 8 than to get the inhibited mineral lands? If it be 
true, which the cemmon sense of the court should deny, that mineral 
lands pass absolutely to the grant if not specifically so known prior 
to the definite location of the road, then we have the right to insist 
that the definite location should have been made in lawful and proper 
time; that it should have at least been made prior to the time when 
by the terms and conditions of the grant the entire road was required 
to be constructed and completed; in other words, prior to the ex- 
„piration of the grant. 

The entire line of this road has never been constructed; the entire line 
has never been definitely located. There are thousands of enlightened 
men who claim the right to declare all lands restored to the public do- 
main, not merely where the road is not now built, not merely where 
the road was not constructed in time, but especially where the road 
was not definitely located within the period during which only a legal 
right could have attached to any lands by such location. 

In 1876 Mr, Secretary Chandler, in the case of the Florida Railroad 
(The Reporter, volume 1, page 67), said—this was the decision that I 
wanted to ascertain to-day by my resolution whether it had been re- 
versed or not. If this decision is still the law of that Department it 
is a very important one: 

The State had the right to sell not exceeding 120sections of the land ineluded 
within a continuous 20 miles of the road, and when 20 continuous miles of road 
was constructed it might sell another quantity not exceeding 120 sections in- 


eluded within another 20 continuous miles of „and so on until the road 


should be completed; but if the was not completed within ten years no 
further sales should be made and the lands unsold should revert to the United 


States, 


grant, 

The important act of definitely locating the road can only be performed by or 
under the authority of the State, and it should bedone within a reasonable time 
after the date of the grant, and in all cases before the expiration of the time fixed 
for completing the road, 


In 1881 Mr, Secretary Schurz made a finding that the Florida road 
was in fact definitely located in 1860, and he ordered a withdrawal of 
lands on such ; but he did not attempt to controvert the prin- 
ciple laid down by tary Chandler. In 1884 (2 L. D., 561) Mr. 
Secretary Teller affirmed the action of Mr. Schurz on finding of fact, 
but he did not controvert the position taken by Secretary Chandler in 
matter of law. In 1886 (5 L. D., 107) Mr. Secretary Lamar followed 
his predecessors, Teller and Schurz, but he did not controvert the legal 
opinion expressed by Secretary Chandler. 

All the three subsequent decisions turned on the question of fact as 
to the definite location of the road in 1860; not one of them challenged 
the correctness of Secretary Chandler’s decision in matter of law in re- 
— 75 to the nullity of a definite location after the expiration of a grant. 

t is held in the decisions of the Department that the term expira- 
tion of a t,” as used in the statutes, means the dates at which a road 
was req to be completed by the terms of the grant. (Wenzel vs. 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railroad Company, 1 L. D., 355.) 
This decision, by Mr. Secretary Teller, is the accepted law of the De- 

15 of the Interior, and its correctness can not, I think, be ques- 
lion 


The grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was made by 
Congress. Itis not competent for the company to make a grant for 
itself. By the termsof the grant the mooted e were such (except- 
ing the mineral lands) to which the United States should have full 
title, not reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free 
from pre-emption or other claims or rights, at the time the line of said 
road is definitely fixed and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office.” This grant was made and ac- 
cepted on the condition that the entire road should be constructed, 
equipped, finished, and completed within a specified time. Necessarily 
the line of the road must be definitely located within that time. 

Definite location was a condition precedent to the taking effect of the 
grant. Necessarily the grant must become effective by definite loca- 
tion before its expiration, or it could never become effective afterwards. 
As said by Secretary Chandler, the company ‘‘could not retain the 
right for an indelinite period, and long after the date fixed for the com- 
pletion of the road to designate its route, and thus give effect to the 
grant.“ And Secretary Chandler found ‘* nothing in the case of Schul- 
enberg vs. Harriman” to warrant the conclusion that it could do so. 

The designation of route referred to by Secretary Chandler was by 
definite location. The d tion of general route by the Northern 
Pacific ea ey was not a definite location. The grant is not con- 
trolled by the designation of the general route.” (U. P. R. R. Co., 11 
L. D., 108.) The company acquired no right to any land as 
the Government by filing its maps of general route. Otherwise there 
would be no t for us to consider, since these lines were all aban- 
doned, and such abandonment would have been an abandonment of the 


grant. 

In the widely misquoted and still more widely misapplied decision 
in Schulenberg rs. Harriman (21 Wallace, 44) the decision of the court 
rested upon the elemental proposition of fact that the route of the 
road was surveyed, and a map of its location was filed in the Land Office 
at W. And this was done, as a matter of fact, and so shown 
by the record, in due and proper time and long beſore the grant had 
expired. upon this state of facts the court held that as the 
gnt had thus lawfully attached by definite location, it could not be 

dated by the failure of conditions-subsequent without a re-entry in 
the course of the common law. 

Itis unnecessary for me to remark that the Constitution of the United 
States vests in Congress exclusive jurisdiction over the public lands, 
which fact appears to be sometimes lost sight of. Fo1 present purposes 
we have only to see what the court decided in the case referred to, It 
held that the Wisconsin act of 1856 (11 Stat., 20) and the first section 
of the act of 1864 (13 Stat., 66) imported a grantin presenti, at 

lands on the definite location of the road, and did not 

that the words of t grant were controlled by su uent 
clauses. It found that had been a proper and lawful ite 
location which attached the grant to s c sections. These condi- 


tions of fact and law do not appear in the grant to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company. t 


1. The grant to the company was not of lands capable of being granted 


at date of grant, but spec of lands that might at a time in the 
future, to wit, at time of definite location, be or become subject to 
such grant. The status of land at date of definite location deter- 
mines whether it under the grant. (Neilson vs, Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, 9 L. D., 402.) It wasa grant of lands that 
should not have been sold, reserved, or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States, and which should be free from pre-emptions or other 
claims or rights at the time the line of said road is definitely fixed, 
and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. It was, therefore, not a grant in presenti, but a grant to 
take effect upon limitations and conditions to exist in futuro. It was 
a grant, therefore, to take effect in the future, not a grant taking ef- 
fect by operation of law from the date of the grant. The usual words 
of present grant were restrained by subsequent clauses, (Rice rs. Rail- 
road Company, 1 Black, 380.) : 

2. A patent was also required to convey the legal title under this 
grant. Theact of Congress reviving the grant to the States of Arkan- 
sas and Missouri for the Cairo and Fulton Railroad (14 Stat., 388) pro- 
vided ‘‘ that the lands embraced in this grant and the grant revived 
by section 1 of this act shall be disposed of only as follows: When- 
ever proof shall be furnished, to the Secretary of the 
Interior, that any section of 10 consecutive miles of said road is com- 
pleted in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner as a first-class 
railroad, the Secretary of the Interior shall issue patents for all the 
lands granted as aforesaid, not exceeding ten sections per mile, situated 
opposite to and within the limits of 20 miles of the section of said road 
and branches thus completed,’’ and so on as each section of 10 miles 
was completed. 

In the case of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway 
Company ts. McGee (115 U. S., 469, 475), the Supreme Court held 
that this provision ‘‘makes patents necessary for the transfer of title 
from the United States.” 

The provision in the Northern Pacific grant mateng issue of patents 
to convey the title to the company is legally identical with the same 
requirement in the Cairo and Fulton grant expounded by the court. 

In the Wisconsin act of 1856, ruled upon in Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 
and in the early State grants generally, no patent was required to con- 
vey title. ‘Title passed under these grants, as ruled by Attorneys-Gen- 
eral Cushing and Black and as decided by the courts, by operation of 
law. This isa broad distinction between the two classes of ts. 
Title in the Northern Pacific case was to be conveyed in the future, 
Definite location, construction, completion, and equipment, in the man- 
ner and within the time prescribed, and even the payment of surveying 
costs, were all conditions-precedent to the conveyance of legal title un- 
der this grant. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has twice held that a grant 
of this class is not a present grant, and that legal title did not vest in 
the grantee even after the completion of the road until every act re- 


uired to be performed had been performed. (Union Pacific Railroad 
8 vs. McShane, 22 Wallace, 444; Humwell rs. Cass County, 22 
Wallace, 464.) 


In 1881 Commissioner McFarland declined to recommend favorable 
action in respect to issuing patents to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company under a grant similar in terms to 
that of the Northern Pacific, for the reason, as stated by him, that the 
grant was not in the nature of grants with conditions-subsequent, but 
was a grant with conditions-precedent. z 

In 1882, in the case of the United States ve. William Childers (12 
Federal Reporter, 586), Judge Deady, in the United States district court 
for the district of Oregon, held that the grant to the Northern Pacific 

i Company was not a presept grant, and he distinguished the 
case in Schulenberg rs. Harriman, pointing out that the language of 
the statute in that case differed widely from the grant to the Northern 
Pacifice Railroad. 

In 1885, Secretary Lamar, in a letter to the Attorney-General (4 L. 
D., 458), referred to the decision of Judge Deady and expressed his full 
concurrence therein. 

In 1887, in a report to the Secretary of the Interior recommending 
that civil suits against the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the 
Montana Improvement Company to recover the full value of all timber 
products derived from unsurveyed lands within the limits of the grant 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company should be vigorously pressed, 
and in event of a decision in the lower court unfavorable to the Gov- 
ernment that an appeal be taken in each case to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the Commissioner of the General Land Office laid 
down the following propositions: 

1. The title to the unsurveyed land within the limits of the grant to the North- 
ern Pacifice Railroad Company is in the United States, and it is the duty of the 
Government to protect such lands from trespass and spoliations until the title 
passes to some other parties. 

Until the lands are surveyed and the odd-numbered sections marked out and 
defined there are no odd sections and the company’s right does not attach. 
There is noth to which it can attach, Until thesurvey shall have been made 


it is impossible to say what lands may or ma 


not pass under the grant, If, 
however, it be admitted that upon the filing 
to such of 


map of definite location the com- 

y's attached of the unsurve: ds as on survey be 
— to be in the odd-numbered sections, it not thereby acquire such title 
pati gw that the Government is powerless to protect them from trespass 
an ury. 
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2. Under the act of 1864 patent is necessary to convey the legal title to the 
company, and the act of 1370 makes the payment of the . 
ecting, and 8 a condition-p ent to the issue of patents. Until 
ese costs are paid che railroad company is not in position to ask for ts, 
It is clear not only that the legal title remains in the Government patent 
has been issued, but that the 8 equitable title is not complete until it 
has fully complied with the law in all respects, including payment of costs of 
surveying, selecting, and conveying. 

The ight which might vest by definite location was not 3 equitable 
title to lands, but merely the ht to earn the lands by a compliance 
with the conditions of the law; the t to acquire the equitable title, which 
in its turn was a condition-precedent to the right to receive the legal title. The 
road must be definitely located before any legal rights whatever could vest in 
or be acquired by the railroad company. 

8. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company has no legal right to any land 
anywhere on the line of the road not definitely located during the lifetime of 
the grant. 

It is a shame that the Congress of the United States should higgle 
upon a technicality on a question like that, It is a crime to turn the 
backs of our hands to our constituency, the great body of the people. 


4. In respect to the oc! of neglect or laches on the part of the Government 
in the matter of making due surveys of certain land in Montana, there is no 
trace of evidence upon which such charge can be based or any authority of law 
under which laches can be attributed to the Government. 

Surveys of the public lands in Montana Territory have been made in accord- 

ce with all requirements of law and as rapidly as consistent with the public 
— ai demands. But even if the Government had delayed survey of 
the particular lands covered by the decision, the neglect or delay of the railroad 
company for a period of nine years to fulfill their obligations and pay the ex- 

of survey previously made would render them liable to the charge of 
contributory neglect and justify the Government in suspending further surveys 
during that period of time. 

Not being a grant in presenti, the time within which the road was 
to be definitely located, if not finally completed, was of the easence of 
the contract. The act required the construction and completion of 
a certain number of miles of road per year, and the completion of the 
entire road within a fixed period. The fourth section provided for the 
appointment of commissioners to examine the road as constructed by sec- 
tions and to report to the President of the United States whether they 
found it completed in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner, 
as in all other respects required by the act, and if so found, patents 
were to be issued as fast as each section of the road was completed. 
The eighth section limited the time of completing the whole road to a 
fixed period. All the provisions of the act are to be construed to- 
gether. The grant was expressly conditioned: 

First, upon a definite location of the road. Second, upon the con- 
struction of the road. Third, upon its completion by the 4th day of 
July, 1877. The eighth section (amended by the act of 1868) is spe- 
cific and is a limitation upon the grant. If the road was not completed 
within the time prescribed, the grantfailed. If not definitely located 
within the time fixed for its completion, it could not afterwards be so 
located. If not definitely located in time, the right to build it beyond 
the point of legal definite location made in time was not uired. 
The grant did not attach. It died a natural death. As said by the 


Commissioner of the General Land Office in another case (Land Office 
report, 1885, page 38): 

‘The road that was built was not completed or commenced within the time 
requited for the construction of any road under the grant, and the time has not 
been extended by Congress. 

No road had been definitely located prior to the expiration of the grant, and 
therefore no right had vested under the nt if common principles of law are 
to have weight in determining rights and obligations when one of the parties 
to a contract is the Government and the other a private corporation. If no 
4 — had vested under the grant, no title had been acquired by the grantee. 

no title had been acquired, no declaration of torfeiture was necessary to avoid 
title; there is nothing left to forfeit. If no rights had been acquired by the 
grantee, no obligations remained upon the Government. 


Instead of its being a question whether we should declare the forfeit- 
ure of the grant for the portion of road not constructed and not defi- 
nitely located in time, it is really a question of policy and expediency 
whether we should not declare the forfeiture of all unpatented lands 
on every part of the line. The case of the Government was strongly 
stated in d Office report for 1885, pages 44 and 45: 


/The question presented is strictly one of right. The rights of the cor- 
rations have m upheld for twenty and thirty years, The Government 
j not been in Jaches. The lands have been kept in reservation, material for 
building the roads has been freely supplied from the publie domain, and exten- 
sions of time for construction have been allowed. o default of the com: 
nies bas been voluntary, The rightsof the public are now to be considered— 
the rights of the people to repossess themselves of theirown. The case is not 
one calling for sympathy to the corporations; it is one calling for justice to the 
people of the country. In the ment of their grants, as of their roads, 
railroad companies have shown little sympathy for the public—none for settlers 
and citizens whose presence and Jabor were building up traffic, and whose 
5 are paying all the traſſie would bear over the roads constructe.| by 
public bounty. 
Holding their own claims through the indulgence of the Government, delin- 
quent corporations have pursued settlers with the strong forces of corporate 
wer, not only from local tribunals to the Executive ents, but from the 
xecutive Departments to the cou to wrest from them the homes they had 
acquired within the boundaries of railroad grants. It is my information that a 
tent from the United States to a settler under an award by adjudication of this 
partment is not security to his hts against a railroad company, but that 
the policy of compelling settlers to defend their patents in the courts has been 
systematically adopted bysome of the companies having the wes moe grants and 
being in lachesto Government in respect to their own obli 
have been made to me by holders of N asking for aid 
to give in defense 3 nese, oo ey 4 — they could not — om at 
r own cost agai vexatious, „and expensive 3 forced 
Me es them to compel them to purchase m the com the of the 
titles which they had, after protracted struggle, obtai from the United States. 
Those who seek equity should do equity; those who demand should 
show some regard for the rights of otha and of their donors. 


If, now, waiving the right of the Government to declare the forfeit-- 
ure of all unpatented lands on the line of the Northern Pacific road, 
if overlooking the wholesale depredations of the company upon the 
public timber lands and its destruction of forests at the headwaters of 
rivers and streams, to the imminent danger of droughts and overflows 
in the great agricultural valleys of the Columbia, the TAA 
Missouri; and the Mississippi, imperiling the lives and property of thou- 
sands of citizens; if, overlooking its andacious and cruei persecution of 
settlers on lands unrighteously claimed by this company; if, with all 
its defaults, its usurpations, and its outrages, we permit this company 
to have and to retain the lands on the portions of constructed road 
where the line was definitely located in time and where some color of 
right under the grant was thereby acquired, should we go further and 
now grant and confirm to the company, through the well understood 
effect of the conference report, all the lands on the parts of the line 
of this road not constructed and not definitely located in time for the 
company to have acquired the first shadow of a legal right under the 
grant, and where no equities can be claimed, since the actual and 
legitimate cost of building this road can not be shown to require 
such donation? But giving the company the lands on portions of con- 
structed road that were definitely located in time to preserve the grant, 
we yet give greatly more. By the termsof this grant the right of way 
was dependent upon precedent conditions equally with the grant of 
lands, The grants,“ by the act of 1864, were made and accepted 
upon these conditions-precedent, 

The “ ts” were twofold, a grant of right of way and a grant of 
lands. Unlike all other railroad grants, the failure of the land t 
in this case is also the failure of the grant of right of way. The failure 
of definite location within the lifetime of these grants was the failure 
of the grant of right of way. If this is true as a matter of law, then 
not only has the Northern Pacific Railroad Company no just, legal, or 
equitable claim to any lands on its main line west of the Missouri River 
in Dakota, any more than on its branch line from Wallula to Portland 
in Oregon, but it is to-day a naked trespasser on the public lands of 
the United States from Bismarck, in Dakota, to Wallula and Tacoma, 
in Washington, in addition to lands east of the Missouri. 

If we now give and confirm to the e this lost right of way west 
of the Missouri, protecting its property and reviving its lost franchises, 
its power to tax commerce and intercourse as much as the traffie will 
bear, to pay dividends on its fictitious capital, it would seem that we 
have exceeded the bounds of generosity at the expense of the public, 
and should certainly not add to these great donations the mineral lands 
of Montana and Idaho, or the millions of acres of agricultural lands 
we now have every legal and moral right and duty to preserve to the 
people. $ 

In his annual report for 1889, the present Secretary of the Interior 
justly said: 


The mineral land should be prese 


default, 


He also said, and to these remarks I call the careful attention of the 
Senate, as explanatory of the effect and indicative of the purpose, as the 
same will be understood by the executive department, of the conference 
report: 

If Congress intends to forfeit the lands, all of the facts are before it. The fail- 
ure to act n f well be taken as an indication on the part of the Government 
that the forfeiture will not be insisted upon. Such would be a just conclusion 
on the part of the officers of this Department, and these patents may yet be 
issued upon the presumption that Congress does not intend that the forfeiture 
shall be exacted and there is no need of further delay. 

The forfeiture of which he was talking about there was the forfeit- 
ure of the land from the west line of Minnesota to Bismarck, and in 
the event that that was not forced by the act of Congress it would be 
considered by the Department that patents were due to the railroad 
company, and as to this little matter of one hundred or two hundred 
million acres of lands in the nature of mines and mining properties 
which would be thus transferred from priyate individuals into the 
hands and coffers of this company, that little matter would all be set- 
tled. It would all be settled in a docket that would rise here from 
fifteen thousand to sixty thousand cases and a non-mineral affidavit paid 
for to some railroad man and employé,who might as well be a dummy 
in the show-window of a tailor. An affidavit from him would settle 
the whole guestion as to whether or not the lands were mineral. 

Senators may not say hereafter that in agreeing to this report they 
did notintend to confirm railroad grants. You do confirm them. You 
make that solid which now is as shaky as the breeze. After you have 
passed this bill you will not have any more questions about whether 
railroad lands are to be confirmed or not confirmed; that is a settled 
and fixed fact, and while you are doing it is the right time to put the 
proper conditions in, 

TheSecretary of the Interior has officially notified us and has pub- 
lished to the world that his Department will be governed by the ac- 
tion of Congress in respect to railroad forfeitures,and that theexecutive 


officers will presume that no forfeiture is intended where none is de- 


So equally they will presume that no intent to enlarge and fix and 
define and secure the rights of the United States to minerals and min- 
eral lands exists unless it is defined in the bill. 

The forfeitures, then, that are included in the pending bill, and only 
these, will be re ed by the Department, which will p as we 
are notified by the Secretary, to issue patents for all lands not declared 
forfeited. And he will do right if he does it. We should say what 
we mean. 

The intention of Congress that he should do so is emphasized in the 
bill we are considering by the action of the conference committee in 
striking out the paragraph reserving the right to declare further for- 
feitures hereafter. This discloses legislative intention and instructs 
the Secretary of the Interior that no more forfeitures will be declared, 
and that he is at liberty, and is expected, to proceed to turn over and 
patent to the railroads all other lands heretofore withheld from patent 
or certification in gnticipation of Congressional forfeiture, and to pat- 
ent to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company the empire of gold and 
silver lands in the mountains of Idabo and Montana. 

Now, let us see what the pending bill, with its title purporting to 
forfeit railroad land grants, actually forfeits, and what it actually con- 
firms. In 1866 the Commissioner of the General Land Office (annual 
report, 1866, page 112) reported the estimated area embraced in his 
recommendationsof forfeiture to be 54,000, 000acres, of which 36,000,000 
acres were within the claimed limits of the Northern Pacific road. 

If I am not misinformed, the actual or nominal forfeitures under the 
pending measure will be one or two hundred thousand acres in Wiscon- 
sin, where the nominally forfeited lands are either claimed by other 
roads or have been sold under the former grants, and the purchasers 
are protected by the adjustment act of 1877; two or three little scraps 
of road in Alabama, where the roads are now being built with the ex- 
pectation of the aid of the granted lands (and about the only roads 
where the granted lands have ever actually been appropriated to con- 
struction); a strip of road on the Southern Pacific in California, which 
the company has abandoned, and where the lands are inaccessible and 
without agricultural or other value; and the unlocated branch of the 
Northern Pacific along the Columbia River, where the company never 
intended to build, where a road is impracticable, and where the lands 
through which the line was ran are unfit for agriculture aud are prac- 
tically worthless for any purpose whatever. 

If I understand the case, these immaterial and valueless forfeitures 
are all the forfeitures that are comprehended in the pending measure. 
Nominally they embrace six or seven million acres out of the 54,000, - 
000 acres of lands subject to forfeiture. The other nearly 50,000,000 
acres, including 30,000,000 to the Northern Pacific, are practically 
confirmed to the railroads, which get all the available lands, leaving 
to the operation of the pretended forfeitures only such as the roads 
have already sold or do not want, and are glad to be released from the 
W to pay taxes upon. 

The conspicuous feature of this bill is the Northern Pacific grant. 
It is a Northern Pacific Railroad measure in its broadest effect; a meas- 
ure to grant lands, and not a forfeiture measure. This company in 
1870 obtained a withdrawal of lands 20 miles in width in Oregon, 
afterwards increased by a merely technical construction of the grant- 
ing act to 40 miles in width in Oregon through the easy device of fil- 
ing an unsurveyed line of pretended general route down the Columbia 
River from Wallula to Portland, and for twenty years has unlawfully 
claimed every alternate section in this broad area, including 40 miles 
in width and 220 miles in length in the State ot Oregon on the line 
of this fictitious route, and invoked the readily granted aid of the In- 
tenor Department to compel settlers within this area to purchase their 
larsis from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and in default of 
such purchase to drive them from their homes. 

That is the situation now in Wallula and in Portland. That is the 
situation, without one claim of title in the world. Now, we shall see 
what has been done with those lands. 

For twenty years this company had thus dominated and terrorized 
this broad area of public lands and has gathered into its coffers the 
purchase-price and interest notes of the farmers on these lands, to 
which the company had no more right than Satan had to the Jand he 
pointed out to the Savior when he once stood upon a high mountain, 
and now it comes to Congress proposing a forfeiture of the land along 
this 220 miles of country where it has no grant and no road, and where 
an act ol forfeiture is not needed for the restoration of the lands to the 
public domain, and in exchange for this to obtain the unparalleled ad- 
vantage of a confirmation of 1,500 miles where it has no legal right 
or title, but will receive valid title if this bill becomes a law. 

We declare a nominal forfeiture only of that which needs but asim- 
ple order from the Secretary of the Interior to the local land officers to 
effectually restore to settlement aud entry, and we give in exchange an 
absolute grant 1 enacting a practical confirmation of every alternate 
section for 80 miles in width and 1,500 miles in length, running through 
the best agricultural regions and richest mineral districts between the 
Mississippi River and Puget Sound, and this when the parer, theright, 
and the expediency of declaring the illegal claims of the railroad com- 
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pany at an end and restoring the lands to the public domain are im- 
pregnable propositions of law and sound public policy. 

e ought either to require the Attorney-General to bring a suit in 
equity to adjust all these questions with the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company, and persons claiming titles to lands in this sequestered area, 
or we should require the Interior Department to proceed to adjust these 
alleged land grants under the existing statutes. A still better plan 
would be to create a court or commission like that proposed for Mexican 
land grants, to settle every question of title between the United States 
and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. President, that disposes ot my historical résumé of the situation 
of the Northern Pacifie Railroad. I know that these questions are 
going to their grave on this bill, and I desire at least to give them de- 
cent burial. I wish to erect a headstone on the grave of our rights aud 
the rights ot the people on the Northern Pacific line, from which the 
Republican methods can hereafter be historically read as we read the 
history of ancient Egypt from the hieroglyphics on the obelisks. I 
want something to remain that will penne the people of the United 
States of the vast robbery that has been perpetrated and that this bill 
now sanctions and brings to a conclusion, I expect to be afflicted with 
the mortifying sequel to the whole business, that the fliteen thousand 
poor litigants will be left here struggling in the mire, abandoned to 
their fate by the Congress of the United States, so that this devouring 
monster, which has been so nursed at the bosom of the people of this 
country, will take them and destroy them at will and pleasure. 

I know what the vote will be. I know it will be an affirmation of 
this bill, I knew when the Republicans came in on one side of this 
matter and the Democrats refused to sign the report what the result 
would be, and I rejoiced. If we must die upon this issue, I die in the 
ranks of the old Democratic party and upon the ground on which so 
many battles have been fought. 

Now Iam going to leave this great branch of the subject. I leave 
these gentlemen, who want still to bestow favors upon the Northern 
Pacific and have not got the fortitade to ask them to do justice to the 
people even, to the enjoyment of the honor which they will doubtless 
feel in voting to the Northern Pacific all it requires by striking out of 
this provision any reference whatsoever to lands forfeited. What is the 
use of putting it into the bill, in regard to the Northern Pacific road, 
that the law should apply to lands forfeited ? They have got no lands 
to forfeit, and if in the bill you should describe them, as the bill which 
passed the Senate does, as lands to be forfeited or lands to be earned 
under a grant which the law sanctioued, you would make a misappli- 
cation; it would be a misnomer, a misdescription fatal to your bill. 

But the Northern Pacific question is dead and buried whenever this 
vote is taken; that is the last of it. No man in court or elsewhere 
will ever hear that question mooted again, except these poor struggling 
people that the Northern Pacific have got by the throat, I cannot get 
them out of that difficulty. These fifteen, twenty, thirty, forty, or 
fitty thousand who will be hauled down here to litigate with the North- 
ern Pacific had just as well give up the ghost; they are gone. The 
great party of monopoly in this country has never failed to give a vote 
for monopoly, and yet never fails to hang out the pretentious banner 
of land forfeiture. 

I stand here, sir, upon the firm rock of truth and Democratie faith, 
and I protest that that bill ought not to pass. It is a robbery of the 
country and an insult to it—a bill mutilated so that everything is 
stricken out of it that relates to a forfeited land grant. 

In the state of the law as it has been announced by Judge Sawyer 
in a decision made in a casein point in Northern California, in the state 
of the law as it is claimed by the Northern Pacific Company in the 
fifteen thousand cases pending in the Department of the Interior, in the 
state of the law as it is apprehended to exist in this newspaper com- 
munication that I read in the opening of my remarks to-day, in the 
state of the law ás a great many good lawyers believe, there is a possi- 
bility of having a decision made in favor of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company that the reservations in the original grant in regard to 
mineral lands relate only to such lands as were known to be mineral 
at the date of the grant. In this atmosphere of vague uncertainty, 
and when we are making such concessions as this bill makes to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, itseemsto me that it must be consid- 
ered the part of reason that we should demand of that company, as a con- 
dition to our forbearance to assert any further right of forfeiture against 
these lands, that it should make these relingnishments, and I can not 
understand why it is that any Senator should refuse to do it. 

I would not have, perhaps, had my mind riveted upon this sub- 
ject as closely as it has been but for the remarkable provision contained 
in a section of this bill in regard to a railroad down in my State, I 
refer to the road called the Mobile and Girard Railroad, This Mobile 
and Girard Railroad was chartered by the State of Alabama prior to 
the act of May, 1856. I mentioned it as one of the railroad companies 
included in the land grant to the State for the benefit of certain com- 
panies named which had certain terminal points between which they 
were expected to be constructed. 

This road got considerable benefit from the State besides this land 

t, and it commenced at Girard, which is just across the Chatta- 

oochee River at Columbus, Ga., and it was built on in the direction 


1890. 
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of Mobile to Troy, in Pike County. For some reason, I do not know 
what, the road was stopped at Troy. I always had the impression that 
it was stopped there purposely, so as to make Troy a centralizing point 
for trade. 

However that might have been, the road lingered along and not much 
else was done about it until they were building aline from Montgomery 
to Mobile, and when they got down toa certain point, I think it is 
Pollard Junction, they struck upon the line of this Mobile and Girard 
road as it had been surveyed. It had been located, mapped, and sur- 
veyed and finally located, and was entitled to the land grant, and the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad made acontract with the Mobile and Mont- 
gomery road. This road was built in from that point to Mobile over 
their line, about 27 miles; and so this Montgomery and Mobile Rail- 
way went along under that contract and built the road, built it really 
for the Mobile and Girard company, and they retained an interest in 
the 27 miles. 

That left about 40 miles between this point of junction and Troy, I 
forget exactly, but 40 or 50 miles between this point of junction and 
Troy in Pike County, and that is the part of the road that is incom- 
plete, but is now about half completed. Now, this railroad is entitled 
to the same that these other roads are under the act of 1856; that is to 
say, 6 sections on either side of the line for every 20 miles of road and 
120 sections of land to begin with, just as in the case of the Tennessee 
and Coosa road that I mentioned in the beginning of my remarks. 

We will take these 120 sections. They are actually located, as I am 
informed, at the end of the line of the road towards Mobile, and the 
other part of the road, 64 miles from Troy up toGirard, was built within 
the limited time. 

Mr. PUGH. Eighty-four miles. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, 84 miles were completed within the time pre- 
scribed, within the ten years. Now, there are 84 miles and 27 miles, 
as we see, that were completed within the time, The 27 miles between 

Pollard Junction and Mobile were completed before the war, if I am 
correct about it, leaving about 50 or 60 miles perhaps to be completed. 

It occurred to me when I knew that a party had gotten hold of 
this road who would build it, and when this bill was before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands of the Senate for examination, that it was my 
duty to my State to ask that that road and the other road, both of which 
had excellent prospects of being completed within a year, should have 
a year of time within which to be finished without the forfeiture of the 


nt. 

or The Senate committee had not any trouble about putting it in the 
bill; they were entirely willing, and I hoped that the road would be 
finished and that the purpose of the original grant would at last be ac- 
complished. It was theleast of my thoughts that I was affecting any- 
body injuriously about it; but it turned out in regard to this road, as in 
regard to the other, that there were some enterprising men who had set 
their hearts upon capturing the wholeof the remaining public domain 
covered by the grant to that road, and that they thought that the best 
way to get it was to excite the enmity and hostility of the United 
States Government against the company and have the land forfeited 
to the Government for the failure of the company to complete its orig- 
inal engagement; and, after it should be forfeited, then the Govern- 
ment could hand it over to them as a free gift. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I shoald like to inquire of him if his convenience 
would be best subserved by concluding this evening or waiting until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am much obliged tothe Senator. From my knees 
down I am very tired, but from my knees up I am as fresh as possible. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only wanted to say that if the Senator preferred to 
go on to-morrow I would move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
he will move an adjournment, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, if I may have permission, that if he still wants to hear me I 
will go on. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not want to hear the Senator unless he prefets to 

on. I do not want him to go on otherwise. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will goon if the Senator desires, provided he will 
stay and listen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I hope 


On the pending motion the Senator 


from 3 asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 
ea a and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. . 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with 


Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the negative). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], but I have 
trausferred that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
whioh: permits the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and myself 
o vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but on a question like this I feel like 
helping to make a quoram, and will vote. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. SANDERS (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
[Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In order that there may be no mis- 

understanding about this matter, the Chair would state previous to 
announcing the result of the vote that upon the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the day before yesterday the regular hour 
of meeting was fixed at 11 o’clock in the morning. The Senator from 
Kansas moves that the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow, which 
is equivalent to a change in the order of the Senate with regard to the 
hour of meeting. Less than a quorum can adjourn, but only a majority 
of the Senate can adjourn to a different hour than that fixed by the 
order of the Senate, . 
„The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 11; as follows: 


I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 


YEAS—14, 
Allison, Harris, Plumb, Vest, 
Bate, Hearst, Pugh, Walthall, 
Berry, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Turpie, 

NAYS—1L 
Blair, Dolph, oar, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Edmunds, Manderson, Haters 
Dixon, Frye, Power, 

ABSENT—59. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas — bro X 
Allen, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, San ers, 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blackburn, McMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, 3 
Butler, sorge. Moody, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gray, ý Voorhees, 
Casey, Hale, Payne, Washbu 
Coke, ps sg Pettigrew, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hawley, erce, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hi Piatt, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, 


absence of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
Mr. BERRY. Is it in order to move to adjourn? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not now. 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to theirnames: 


Allison, Cullom, Higgins, Sawyer, 
te, Dixon, Hoar, S} oner, 

Berry, Dolph, Ingalls, rpie, 

Blair, Edmunds, Manderson, V. 

Casey, Faulkner, Power, Wal s 

Chandler, Frye, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 

Coke, Hearst, Sanders, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Twenty-nine Senators have answered 


to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that a little leniency —— A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, donot let us haveany debate. Letus either 
adjourn or send for absent Senators. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 was simply going to say that probably.a little 
leniency shown to a Senator who had been speaking since 12 o’clock 
might hereafter facilitate the transaction of business. I move that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms he directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. Pending that I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 20, noes 7; 
and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Friday, September 12, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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ee met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there is no quorum 
present. There ought to be a quorum to attend to the public busi- 


ness. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll on ordering 
the previous question on the approval of the Journal of Tuesday. 

Mr. CRISP. The call of the roll, I think, was on the demand for 
the ous question. 
e SPEAKER. Precisely; the Chair so stated tothe House. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 88, nays 44, not vot- 
ing 193; as follows: 


YEAS—83. 
Ada Dunnell, Lodge, Rowell, 
Allen, á Evans, Mason, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans. Gear, McClellan, Seull, 
Arnold, Gest, MeCorm: Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Grosvenor, MeKinley, Sim 
iknap, Moffitt, Spooner, 
3 Harmer, Moore, N. H, Stephenson, 
an, 3 Morrow, Stivers, 
Brosius, Henderson, III. Morse, Stockbridge, 
N. J. Henderson, Iowa Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J, D. 
Burton, Hill, Osborne, Thomas, 
Candier, Mass. “Hitt. Payne, Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Kelley, Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Caswell, Kennedy, Perkins. ‘Turner, Kans, 
Chead Kerr, Iowa Pickler, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Kinsey, Post, ade, 
Clark, Wis, Lacey, Quackenbush, Walker, 
„3 Wiokham 
ws, Iowa 10 X 
. — Pn. Lehlbach, Rife, Williams, Ohio 
Dingley, Lind, Rockwell, Yardley. 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, Miss. Cummings. McCreary, Quinn, 
Andrew, Flower, MeMillin, Sayers, 
Breckinridge, Forney, McRae, Shively, 
yen Bead N.C, Mutchle: — 
Bunn erson, u er, ne, Ky. 
Campbell Holman, O'Ferrall, Tarsney, 
Caruth, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Clancy, Kilgore, tt, Vaux, 
ts, Lan Paynter, Wheeler, Ala, 
Crisp, er, Peel, ike, 
Culberson, Tex. McClammy, Penington, Willcox. 
NOT VOTING—19. 
Al Covert, Kerr, Pa. rs. 
1 Cowles, Ketcham, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Craig, Knapp, Rusk, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Crain, Laidlaw, Sanford, 
Baker, Cutcheon, Lane, Sa 4 
Bankhead, Dalzell, Lansing, nton, 
Banks, Bargan, Lawler, Seney, 
Barnes, ngton, Lee, Skinner, 
Bartine, Davidson, Lester, Ga. Smith, III. 
Barwig, De Haven, Lester, Va. th, W. Va. 
Bayne, De Lano; Lewis, ver, 
Beokwith, ble. Maish, Snider, 
Belden, Dickerson, 1 4 Sorin, — 
Bergen, Dockery, „In 
Biggs, a Dolliver, Martin, Stahinecker, 
Blan a Dorsey, McAdoo, Stewart, 
Bland, Dunphy, McCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Edman MoCo! Stockdale, 
Blount, Elliott, MeCord Stone, Mo. 
Boatner, McDuffie, Struble, 
Boutelle, Enloe, McKenna, Stump, 
Bowden, Ewart fles, Sweney, 
Brewer, : Milliken, Taylor, III. 
Brickner, Featherston, ills, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brookshire, Finley, Montgomery, Thompson, 
East a Fitch, ——. Tex. ilman, 
Brown, orey, k 
Browne, T. M. Flick, Morriii, Tucker. 

e, Va. Mudd Turner, N. X. 
—.— Forman, Niedringhaus, Van 
Buckalew, Fowler, Norton, Venable, 
Bullock, Frank, — Waddill, 

rth, Funston, O'Donnell, Wallace, Mass, 
Bynum. hainer, O’Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Caldwell, Gibson, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Mich. 
Candler, | Gifford, Outhwail Whiting, 
Carlton, Goodnight, Owen, Ind. Whi 
Carter, Gree Perry, Wiley, 
Catchings, Grimes, Peters, Wilkinson 
Chipman, Grout, „ i b 
Clarke, Ala. Hall. Pierce. Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, Hatch, Price. Wilson, Mo. 

Hayes, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. 

Coleman, Haynes, Ran Wilson, W. Va. 
Conger, Heard, N. Wright, 
Conn Tia. Tlem phil, ie Y p 

„In erbert, yburn, 

Sennen io Hopkins, Rioba 
Cothran, uk, Robertson, 
No quorum voting. 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. SwENeEY with Mr. TuRNER, of New York. 
Mr. WADDILL with Mr, TILLMAN. 
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Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr, ALLEN, of with Mr, WAITING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. REILLY, 

Mr. Hovxk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr, FITHIAN. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. RowLanp. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLVNIE. 

Mr. Witson, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. WILSon, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH: 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. c 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana, 

Mr. O’DONNELE with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. CONGER with Mr. COWLES. A 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. FrTCH, 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr, Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. De LANo with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GrIssENHAINER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. Surrn, ot West Virginia, with Mr. WILSUN, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Coorkn, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. Ray with Mr. WILKINSON. 

Mr. CurcHEON with Mr, FORMAN. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Dorsry with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. Smyser with Mr. ROBINSON. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. KercHam with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. LArpiaw with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. Taomas M. BROWNE with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. DARGAN. 

Mr. MILES with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. Covert. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. BUCKALEW, for four days. 

Mr. McDurrie with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTEB, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. Tracey, for one week. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, for this day. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for this day. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. STONE, of Missouri, on this vote. 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, on this vote. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr. Price, on this vote. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Lask that the vote be recapitulated. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am announced as being paired with the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I have voted on this question, 
as the pair reserves that right when necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr, FRANK. I withdraw my vote, being paired with my colleague 
I did not know that the pair would take effect until 


Mr. WADE. Iam paired with Mr. Dockery, but reserved the right 
to vote to make a quorum. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn: 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. : 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the House 
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what number of cases are now pending in his De t in which the claims 
of settlers are an ized by the Northern Pacific Rafiroad Company ot by 
other companies whose roads were not within the time req 

by the granting acts. And whether Northern Pacific pany 
is now seeking a reversal of decisions of the Department of the Interior 
favoring settlement claims. And whether sai Pacific Com- 
pany has at different times filed different maps po yrange yo" teen. 

of its line through the same part of the country, „ir so, whether public lands 
have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of as the 


same was changed, or along additional . location of 
the line of such portent road, and whether f 


Department of the Interior 
maintains or maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of 
eee eee to d . And, „what are 
the decisions of his Department upon the point of the legality of wals 
on second or su uent maps of general F 
such indemnity @rawalsas against settlement rights u the terms of the 
grant to said company. And whether said com my the of 


t upon — = 
And he will further inform the House whether said Northern Pacific 1- 
road Company failed to definitely locateany portion of its road during the 
within which, by the conditions of its charter, the road was requi to be con- 
structed, and what the decisions of his Department are upon the point of the 
legal right of a railroad company to definitely locate a line of road after the pe- 
riod when, by law, the entire road was required to have been completed. And 
whether the decision of Mr. Chandler upon this point has ever been 


vious decisions of t 


overruled by subsequent de ental decisions or by the co and, if not, 
whether the principle of said decision is a — in the practice of the Depart- 
ment to the said Northern Pacific pany ; 


to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was in- 
troduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 12024) granting the right of way and 
depot grounds upon and through certain lands belonging to the public 
domain of the United States and certain lands heretofore reserved to 
aid in the construction of certain reservoirs to be built at the head- 
waters of the Mississippi and St. Croix Rivers in the States of Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin and of the Chippewa and Wisconsin Rivers in the 
State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 12020) for the reliet of George 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. a 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12021) granting a pension to Will- 
iam T. Tomlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 12022) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of James Larkin—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 12022) for the relief of John R. Me- 
Clelland—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Reta J. Kent and other citizens of 
Rome, N. Y.. in favor of the passage of the Lawler resolution—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHIVLEY: Affidavit in the case of John Taylor for honor- 
able discharge, to arcompany House bill for his relicf—to the Commit- 
tee on Military A fairs, 

Also, petition of treorge H. Shoemaker, of South Bend, Ind., for re- 
imbursement becanse of loss of business resulting from defective mail 
service to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Affidavit in the matter of House bill 11989 
granting a pension to Angusta J. Crawford—to the Committee on In- 
valid Rensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 12, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no qnorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri t- 
ing that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. i: 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Bates, Dixon, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Dolph, a — Stockbridge, 
Blackburn Edmunds, ock, Teller, 
Blair, Faulkner, Plumb, ie, 
Carlisle, Frye, Power, Wi 
Cockrell, German, ine Wash 
Coke, Harris, guy. Wolcott, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sanders, 

Davis, Ingalis, Sawyer, 

Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 


to their names. A quorum is not t. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
Senators. 
The motion was 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms, being fur- 
Secretary, is directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 
After a little delay, Mr. Casry, Mr. Hicerns, Mr. H X 
Mr. RANsom entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.). 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the Journal be read. $ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, further pro- 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink we have a perfect right to go on. Itis 
merely a request to Senators to come in, and therefore while the Ser- 
our business, a quorum being here, There is no inconsistency in the 
two proceedings, I think. 
nal will be read, if there be no objection. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of the 
State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the Federal election bill; 
Mr. WALTHALL. I present the petition of B. W. Faree, William 
Parish, and 183 other citizens of Clay County, Mississippi, and also the 
Mississippi, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as 
the Paddock bill. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. WALTHALL. The bill has been 
acter presented have been referred to the committee for some purpose. 
Mr. PADDOCK. The bill known as the Conger lard bill is before 
8 — 5 These petitions pray for the passage of the Pad - 
ock bill. A 
ted a large number of peti- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-seven Senators haveanswered 
request the attendance of absent Senators, 
sent 
to.” 
nished with a list by 
Mr 
MANDERSON, Mr. PLATT, and 
Forty-three Senators have responded. A quorum is present. 
ceedings under the call will be dispensed with. 
geant-at-Arms is still imploring members to come in we can go on with 
The PRESIDENT tempore. A quorum being present, the Jour- 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
petition of D. A. Burgis and 99 other residents of Lowndes County, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
The PRESIDENT prot sar IN of a similar char- 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Ihave myself 


presen’ 
tions of like import, which have been referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Jackson, Tenn., remonstrating against the passage of what is known 
as the Conger lard bill, and recommending the substitution therefor of 
what is known as the Paddock pure-food bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present petitions of numerous citizens of Greene, 
Champaign, Carroll, Fulton, and Edwards Counties, in the State of IIli- 
nois, praying for the passage of what are known as the pure-lard and 
pure-food bills. I move that the petitions be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Robb, 
Colo., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TURPIE presented petitions of citizens of Wabash, Shelby, Jen- 
nings, and Allen Counties, in the State of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Wabash, Allen, Jennin 
St. Joseph, and Clinton Counties, in the State of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of what is known as the pure-ſood bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. L. Fiske, C. F. Harrison, 
and 68 other citizens of Gage County, Nebraska; the petition of G. L. 
Cole, T. H. Burke, and 90 other citizens of Beatrice, Nebr. ; the petition 
of George W. Pointon and 34 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr. ; the peti- 
tion of C. W. Doud and 185 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; the peti- 
tion of J. H. Parratt and 184 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; the peti- 
tion of P. O'Malley and 185 other citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition 
of 198 farmers, business men, and citizens of Walker County, Texas; 
a petition of 70 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 90 citizens of 
St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 89 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; a petition of 
56 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of 138 citizens of Green- 
ville, Miss., praying for the passage of what is known as the pure - 
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ti *? bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 

He also presented a telegraphic memorial from R. L. Fortney, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from H. L. Day, of Omaha, 
Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from S. R. Rush, Omaha, Nebr. ; a tel- 
egraphic memorial from J. B. Bush and J. B. Fulton, of Beatrice, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial of T. P. Kennard, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from J. D. Ream, of Custer County, Nebraska; a 
telegraphic memorial from C. L. Jayne, Omaha, Nebr. ; a telegraphic 
memorial from Raney & Grimm, of Lancaster, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial from J. A. Farlees and J. H. Baker, of Beatrice, Nebr.; a 
telegraphic memorial from William Crombie, Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
grapbic memorial from Charles Beerup and K. M. Dickson, Lincoln, 
Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Tom W. Cooke, Lincoln, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial from J. B. Williams, Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from M. Thorp, Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Joseph Barnes, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memo- 
rial from Dexter Knight, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial 
from J. L. Anderson, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from 
M. A. Depeel, of Bennett, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. H. 
Clark, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from H. J. Dobbs and 
S. C. Ryan, of Beatrice, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from H. A. 
Murphy, of North Blue Alliance, Bradshaw, Nebr. ; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Noble Searing and B. F. Bellows, of Weeping Water, Nebr. ; 
a telegraphic memorial from G. R. Wolf, of Linvoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from William Babitt, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic 
memorial from D. Donovan, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from P. Murray, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from John 
Gettier, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from W. S. Pren- 
tis, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Alexander Ste- 

most, of Wymore, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from George C. Co- 
nant, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from D. S. Warner, 
of Tecumseh, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from E. G. Nelson, of 
Tecumseh, Nebr,; a telegraphic memorial from W. A. McHeard, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. W. Slabaugh, of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. E. Hill, of Otoe 
County, Nebraska; a telegraphic memorial from John Christy, secre- 
tary Geneva Farmers’ Alliance of Nebraska; a telegraphic memorial 
from D. P. Freeman, of Harlan County, Nebraska; a telegraphic me- 
morial from R. G. Hall, of Raymond County, Nebraska; a telegraphic 
memorial from R. B. Wallace, of Fairbury, Nebr.; a telegraphic me- 
morial from H, A. Kinney, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 

from J. H. Blair, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from W. 

T. Gurley, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of Harry Nolt, 

of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from Edward Koehler, of 

Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial from J. W. Eller, of Omaha, 

Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial from E. H. Cochrane, of Omaha, Nebr. ; 

a bic, . memorial from R. D. A. Wade, ot Omaha, Nebr. ; a tele- 
«raphic memorial of Dr. L. Frothingham, of Boston, Mass.; a tele- 
graphic memorial from S. E. Foutz, of Columbus, Ohio; a telegraphic 
memorial from John Butil, of Madison County, Nebraska; a tele- 
graphic memorial from J. 8. Piste, of Wymore, Nebr.; a telegraphic me- 
morial from Perry Walker, of Plattsmouth, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memo- 
rial from Henry Brugman, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from H. Wilson and H. E. Hanlon, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic 

memorial from C, C. Jones, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial 
from R. A. Hodge, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of Rev. 
C. A. Reemer, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of M. Me- 
Lean, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of Robert Reed, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of G. O. Conant, of Lincoln, 
Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial of John Schmittel, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a 
telegraphic memorial of John F. Merritt, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a tele- 
graphic memorial of H. P. Drexel, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial of John S. Barber, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial 
of Henry Scearce, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of J. L. 
Webb and A. C. Jordan, of Beatrice, Nebr. ; a telegraphic memorial ot 
Harry Merriam, of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of L. A. 
Broadwell, of Omaha, Nebr. ; atelegraphic memorial of George Esmond, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; a telegraphic memorial of J. H. Powers, president of 
the Nebraska State Farmers’ Alliance, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a telegraphic 
memorial of W. S. Mills, of Lincoln, Nebr., and a telegraphic memorial 
of J, H. Meredith, of St. Louis, Mo., all remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill and favoring the pas- 
sage of what is known as the Paddock pure-food bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented sundry petitions of citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of what are known as the ‘‘pure-lard ” and 
‘*pure-food’’ bills; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. f 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave at this time, in view of what took 
place yesterday, of which our friends on the other side were informed, 
about giving an hour each morning to unobjected cases on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII, toask unanimous consent that after the routine morn- 
ing business is through one hour may be devoted to the Calendar of 
unobjected cases under Rule VIII, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that, until otherwise ordered, at the close of the 
routine morning business each day one hour be devoted to cases to 
which there is no objection on the Calendar, under Rule VIII. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 
ton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs, Leonora Coon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 712) for the relief òf the Stockbridge tribe of 
Indians, in the State of Wisconsin, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emiline Jane Bush- 
nell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the 
Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Company a 
right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2623) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke 
ovens and other improvements and for right of way for wagon roads, 
railroads, and tramways in connection with coal mines, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT FOR 1889. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably, with certain amendments, the House con- 
current resolution for printing the twelfth number of the Statistical 
Abstract for 1889, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed in addition to the usual number 15,000 copies of the twelfth number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1889, of which 5,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out the word *' fifteen,” in 
line 3, and insert sixteen;“ so as to read: 

In addition to the usual number 16,000 copies, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move to add at the end of the resolution: 

And 1,000 copies for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the concurrent resolution and 
amendments. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the te; and Mr. MANDERSON, 
Mr. HAWLEy, and Mr. GoRMAN were appointed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report ad- 
versely the joint resolution (S. R. 84) for the printing of the twelfth 
number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States, and I move 
that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a bill to prohibit the importation, expor- 
tation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic beverages, and for 
other purposes, by request ofthe Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
Mrs. Ada M. Bittenbender, attorney. 

The bill (S. 4389) to prohibit the importation, exportation, and in- 
terstate transportation of alcoholic beverages, and for other purposes 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 4390) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sylvester Huit; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4391) granting a pension to 
George W. Diehl; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


1890. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended = ba proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and 
Territories; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD, 


Mr. BARBOUR. Some time ago I reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia the bill (S. 4310) to authorize the Washington 
and Cumberland Railroad Company to extend its road into the District 
of Columbia. Friends of the bill now wish to have certain amendments 
made to it, and I move that the bill be recommitted to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that to-morrow, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in relation to the death of Samuel J. Randall, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Pennsylvania; and I move that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania gives 
notice that to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
he will ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the House res- 
olutions upon the death of Hon. Samuel J, Randall, and moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 12 
o'clock. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT WINONA, MINN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
nes3, that order is closed, and pursuant to the order of the Senate the 
Calendar, under Rule VIII, will now be considered for the space of one 
hour. The hour allotted to the consideration of the Calendar under 
Rule VIII will expire at 12 o'clock and 35 minutes. The Secretary will 
announce the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Before proceeding with that, I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of House bill 8792, from the fact that I 
am to be absent from the Chamber for a few days and I am very de- 
sirons that the bill shall be passed. It is a bridge bill, and will take 
only a few moments. The work is waiting for the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the order of the Senate may be laid aside 

Mr. COCKRELL. Informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Informally, and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn. 
Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 4, line 8, before the word mile where it 
twice occurs, to insert the word tone; so as to read: 

One mile above and 1 mile below the proposed location, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the amendment to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. VEST, 
WASHBURN, and SAWYER were appointed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PLATT. On the 8th of September a bill, which was introduced 
by the President pro tempore, to amend an act providing for a civil gov- 
ernment in Alaska was referred to the Committee on Territories, after 
having been in the first instance referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. The Committee on Territories have examined the bill and it 
relates purely to a judicial question, and a somewhat important judi- 
cial question. I move, therefore, that the Committee on Territories 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and thatit be 
referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary, I think the first reference 
was quite right, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 4377) to amend the act entitled An 
act providing a civil government for Alaska,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Territories will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill, and it will be committed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


— — 
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I. L. CAIN AND OTHERS. 

The first bill on the Calendar in regular order was announced to be 
the bill (S. 151) for the relief of I. L. Cain and others. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would state that a House 
bill relating to the same question has been received and referred to the 
Committee on Claims of the Senate. This bill will be read at length, 
subject to objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not see the Senator who reported the bill, and I 
ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

ae HARRIS. The House bill has not been reported from the com- 


“he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House bill has not been re- 
po 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask that this bill may remain on the Calendar with- 


-| out prejudice, so that I may be able to call it up. I hope the com- 


mittee will report back the House bill at the earliest moment possible. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the bill to which the Senator refers ? 

Mr. HARRIS, The bill (S. 151) for the relief of I. L. Cain and oth- 
ers, the first on the Calendar of unobjected cases. It is a bill which 
has been reported repeatedly by the Committee on Claims, passed the 
Senate in the Fiitieth Congress, and failed to receive consideration in 
the other House. 

Mr. PLATT. A House bill on the same subject has now been passed 
by the other branch. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the bill refer to? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is for cotton taken by General Burnside for forti- 
fication purposes, of the same class as the Perez Dickinson claim for 
256 bales that was provided for in the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill is undoubtedly in the hands of some mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims asasubcommittee. Iwill look into it. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will endeavor to ascertain who has it in charge and 
get him to report it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

TIMOTHY HENNESSY. 
The bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 


an amendment, in line 5, after the word. proper, to insert as major 


of the Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers;’’ so as to make the bill 
see 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to x unto the said 3 Hennessy the three months“ 

pay proper, as major of Fifth 1 Cavalry Volunteets, under the pro- 
visions of the said act of March 3, 1865, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported to strike out the pream- 
ble, as follows: 

Whereas terrae ee late ma: pe gry of the Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers, did enlist on the 10th day of August, 1861, and did serve until the 


pets day of April, 1865, on which latter date he did tender his resignation to ae- 
e position of assistant United States district attorney at Richmond, Va.; 


A areas had the said Timothy Hennessy served until after the 9th day of 
April, 1865, he would have been entitled to three months’ pay proper under 
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1865: Therefore. 


The amendment was agreed to. oe 


THOMAS H. CARPENTER, 


The bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired 
officers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment, in line 
10, after the word pay, to strike out as though he had been re- 
tired as of his date of resignation’’ and insert ‘‘from the date of his 
appointment and retirement; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enactéd, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is — 
3 5 nominate and, by and with the advice and consentof arire 
int T. H. Carpenter, late a captain Seventeenth Infantry, a tain of of 
ntry in the Army of the United States; and, when so appointed, he shall 
be placed upon the list of retired officers of ‘the Army on account of wounds re- 
ceived in battle from which he is under disability, Wich rank and pay from the 
date of his appointment and retirement. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There should be added to the amendment the 
words ‘‘ under this act.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The intention is to make it more specific; it does 
not change the meaning at all. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the amendment the 
words under this act; so as to read: 

From the date of his appointment and retirement under this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. . 


in 


The amendment to the amendment 
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The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ‘ 


DRY-DOCK NEAR ALGIERS, LA. 


The bill (S. 200) for the establishment of a navy-yard and dry-dock 
on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropria- 
tion therefor, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is too important a bill to be passed under this 
order, and no member of the Naval Committee is present, I think. I 
ask that it may go over withont prejudice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator from Oregon will withdraw his 
objection. There is no bill that has been more maturely considered 
than this. It was referred to a naval commission appointed by the 
Secretary of the Navy, who very thoroughly considered the subject and 
made an exhaustive 3 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator please speak a little louder? 

Mr. GIBSON, Isayacommission wasappointed, in accordance with 
a bill we passed, by the Secretary of the Navy, and the commission 
after investigating the subject reported in favor of this bill. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have reported it unanimously. The Secretary 
of the Navy went before that committee and urged it upon them. 
There is no opposition to the bill, so far as I know, from any quarter. 
Ihave waited patiently that it might be reached on the Calendar in 
the ordi: and due course of legislation. I trust the Senator from 
Oregon will withdraw his objection to it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Lask the Senator from Louisiana if he will state 
what the reasons are for the construction of this navy-yard and dry- 
dock? He says the bill has been reported favorably, but many Sena- 
tors do not know why such a construetion should be made there. Will 
the Senator himself tell us why ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have the report here, which is quite a lengthy 
one, submitted by the board of naval officers, and the report of the 
Naval Committee. The chairman of the committee [Mr. CAMERON] 
reported the bill. 

A dry-dock isneeded there on account of the great shipping in New 
Orleans. Over a thousand vessels cleared there last year and over a 
thousand entered, and the export amounted to 889, 000.000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Louisiana 
proceeds, the Chair will inquire if the objection is withdrawn ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the objection, if the Senator from Loni- 
siana desires to make an explanation of the purpose of the bill, 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator is satisfied, I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate by any further explanation. 

This property was purchased at Algiers by the Government in 1856. 
We have large commercial interests which represent, not New Orleans, 
but the whole Mississippi Valley and all its great tributaries, making 
many th miles of tributary streams; and we have deep water 
at the mouth and the shipping is increasing from year to year. We 
sent out last year $89,000,000 of exports. This dock-yard has been 
recommended by Secretaries of the Navy for years, in fact since 1856, 

* when the property was purchased in the interest of general commerce. 

Then again our iron-c come into the port of New Orleans; they 
can not live so well in salt water as in fresh water. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire ot the Senator, as I did not 
hear the reading of the bill, what the amount of the appropriation is. 

Mr. GIBSON. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. Involved in this bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. Wehavealready passed an act that was recommended 
by the same commission. Two hundred thousand dollars is appropri- 
ated by this bill, but the whole amount, as recommended by the com- 
mission and the Secretary of the Navy, I believe is $500,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear the bill, but the title indicates that 
it is for the erection of a new navy-yard. 

Mr. GIBSON, That should be stricken out. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the report of the committee on 
this bill reduces the appropriation to $200,000, Is that true? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir; and confines the work to a dry-dock. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the estimate of the final cost? 

Mr. GIBSON. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. And the tap tion is $200,000? 

Mr. GIBSON. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is certainly mistaken about it, be- 
cause the bill says that amount is appropriated “towards the estab- 
lishment of a dry-dock.” It does not say $200,000 for the completion, 
but towards it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the bill may be again read. 

Mr. GIBSON. I did not say that the total cost was $200,000. I 
meant to say that the total estimate, as I understand it, is $500,000, and 
the appropriation of $200,000 is for this year. We are endeavoring to 
increase our trade from New Orleans with countries on the Caribbean 
Sea, Mexico, and South America, We have a very large number of 
ships engaged in the fruit trade already with the countries of Central 


This land was purchased by the Governmentin 1856 to be used for this 
identical popas 

Mr. HI . should like to ask the Senator if the purpose of 
the construction of the navy-yard and dry-dock is for the uses of the 
Navy and Government vessels, or for the uses of private commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON. I Will say to the Senator from Delaware that I ad- 
dressed that gaon some time ago to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], and the Senators from New England generally, I think, con- 

in the opinion that while dry-d are established primarily 
for Government use, for the use of Government ships, to repair them, 
they are permitted under certain regulations of the Navy Department 
to be for the repair of ships engaged in commerce by citizens of 
the United States; and one of the great objects of a large dry-dock like 
this is the benefit it may confer upon shipping. 

We have no Government dry-dock near New Orleans, where one is 
much needed for our commerce up and down the Mississippi River and 
upon the ocean. One has already been provided forat Beaufort, S. C., 
during this session by a bill similar to this, recommended by the same 
naval commission, by the same Secretary of the Nuvy, and the same 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and for the same amount. Why should 
we not this bill? p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] asked that the bill be read. It will be read, and then 
the 5 proposed by the Committee on Naval Affairs will be 
reported. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. Is that bill read subject to objection? 

4 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection can be interposed at any 
ime, 

Mr. PASCO. It is a very important matter, Mr. President, and the 
people of my State feel a great interest in it because of the navy-yard 
at Pensacola. My colleague [Mr. CALL] is absent, and I know would 
like to be heard upon the subject when it comes up. I must object to 
the present consideration of the bill. 

nh semper ae protempore. Shallit be passed over without prej- 
udice ? 

Mr. PASCO. Without prejudice. 

Mr. GIBSON. I give notice that at an early day I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to consider and pass this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the bill goes over I ask that the Secretary may 
at least read the amendments, so that we may know what we have 
been talking about during all this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been twice read. The 
amendments will now be stated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Aflairs were, 
in line 3, before the word dollars, to strike out one million“ and 
insert two hundred thousand;’’ in line 6, after the word “Navy,” 
to strike out for and insert ‘‘towards;’’ in line 7, alter the word 
‘*dry-dock,”’ to strike out and navy-yard;’’ in line 8, after the word 
Louisiana, to strike out and for the purchase of additional land,” 
and at the end of the bill to insert the total cost of said dry-dock not 
to exceed 500,000;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the sum of $200,000 be, and it is hereby, N 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, towards the establishment of 
a dry-dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, in Louisiana, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the commission appointed by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy under the provisions of the act approved September 7, 1888. 
entitled “An act ete y appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 39, 1889, and for other purposes,” the total cost of said dry-dock not 


to exceed $500,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These amendments have been read 
for information, but not for consideration. The bill resumes its place 
on the. Calendar, being passed over without prejudice on the objection 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowdon & Mazon was announced 
as next in order; andthe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the bill fora dry-dock at Algiers, La., 
be taken up, notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CULLOM. To what bill does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GIBSON. The Algiers dry-dock bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare on another bill now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLAIR in the chair). This is 
not the bill of the Senator from Louisiana which is now before the 
Senate. The title of the bill before the Senate will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowden and 


Mason. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The other bill was objected to and passed over. 

Mr. GIBSON. Under the rule I understand I can move to take up 
the bill notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the understanding of the Chair 
that the Senate is proceeding under the special order adopted this 


morning. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the order which was made this morning be read. 
Mr. CULLOM. It was agreed by unanimous consent to consider 
unobjected cases on the Calendar to-day for one hour. 


America, and we have a large trade in woods with Cuba and Mexico, Mr. GIBSON. I was informed by the Presiding Officer of the Sen- 
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ane might make such motion. I took pains to get his opinion 
on the subject. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand the former order on the subject of 
the motion of the Senator from Louisiana is not displaced by the fact 
of the subsequent order having been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to thé Senate 
_ the parliamentary condition as he understands it. The Senate is pro- 
— — now under the order adopted this morning. 

Mr. GIBSON. The bill went over, as I understand it, without prej- 
udice, í : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it did, and it retains its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I give notice that when I get the opportunity 
I will move its consideration, notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enongh to have the order made 
this morning read or stated to the Senate, as some Senators have come 
in since it was adopted ? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a mere verbal order and not in 
writing. The Chair will state it as he understands it to be, that here- 
after the Senate is to proceed for one hour at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business to consider unobejcted cases on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understood the order, and, if I so correctly under- 
stood it, it seems to me that it precludes a vote by a majority to take 
up a particular bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be the understanding of 
the Chair, but as the present occupant is only temporarily oecupying 
the he does not feel like expressing any opinion about it. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the spirit of the order undoubtedly was that 
we should proceed with unobjected cases, and that motions should not 
be made to take up cases if they were objected to; and when it is said 
that we proceed under Rule VIII to consider unobjected cases, yet under 
Rule VIII any one has a right to move to take up a bill to which ob- 
jection has been made. I think the understanding of the Senate was 
that that should not be done under this order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I understand the agreement entirely 
different from the statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLArr]l. The distinct statement, as the Reporter’s notes will doubt- 
less show, was that we copsider unobjected cases under Rule VIII, and it 
necessarily involved all the provisions of Rule VIII because no excep- 
tion was made. Now I would prefer the construction—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to call his 
attention to the fact that while we were to consider the cases under 
Rule VIII, which involves the five-minute rule of debate, I believe it was 
only certain cases that were to be considered in this hour, to wit, un- 
objected cases, and no others. ; 

Mr. PLATT. That is Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. No. Rule VIII allows the consideration of objected 
cases on motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. We consider unobjected cases under Rule VIII, and 
if objection should be made any Senator has the right to move to con- 
sider the bill, notwithstanding the objection, under that rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Then they cease to be unobjected cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam quite satisfied to take the other construction, 
but I do not think it is the proper construction of the consent agree- 
ment made this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule VIII provides that any Sena- 
tor may move to proceed with the consideration of a bill notwithstand- 
ing an objection. It is in the power of the Senate to disregard that 
provision by unanimous consent. The Chair will be glad to be in- 
structed as to the wish of the Senate in the premises, but unless other- 
wise instructed the Chair would feel compelled to hold that the right 
to move the consideration of a bill notwithstanding the objection ex- 
ists. 

Mr. PLATT. I should hope, Mr. President, that in these closing 
days of the session, with the necessity almost of passing cases to which 
there is no great objection, that portion of Rule VIII which allows a 
Senator to move, notwithstanding an objection, to take upacase would 
not be insisted upon, I think that is the temper of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope if it is it will be voted down. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will move to take up the bill which was before 
the Senate, notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not make that mo- 
tion now, because another bill is under consideration. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will not make the motion. I merely rose to ex- 
plain that I will make that motion when the opportunity presents, 


SNOWDEN AND MASON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1195 for the relief of 
Snowden and Mason is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 

The bill proposes to refer the claims of Snowden and Mason for fur- 
ther compensation for the construction of the iron-clad monitors Mana- 
yunk and Umpqua to the Court of Claims under regulations prescribed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


USE AND SALE OF OPIUM. 


The bill (S. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Se OE OSa Sees hm Cote eae en Education and Labor 
with am ts. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word 
opium,“ to insert or any preparation thereof ;’’ in line 9, after the 
word ‘*whatsoever,’’ to insert except medicinally or in the arts;’’ 
and in line 17, after the word year,“ to insert or by both such 
punishments;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That every n who. within the District of Columbia or any of the Terri- 
tories of the United or other place within the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the United States, shall sell, lend, or give away, or offer to sell, lend, or give 
away any apparat or device or instrument whereby opium or any 
thereof may be smoked or used in any manner whatsoever, exce] fe — 

upon an 


or in the arts, or who shall permit or allow Lethe: : 1 
smoking opium, or shall lease, 
thereof to be used. 


remises in his or her control for the purpose 


re, or rent any building or premises, or any part ` occupied, 
or 3 for the p of smoking opium or of using opium in any man- 
ner, shall be guilty of m or, upon conviction shall be sentenced to 


pay a fine of not less than one nor more than five hundred dollars, or be im- 
prisoned not exceeding one year, or by both such punishments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the word pur- 
poses,’’ to insert only;“ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3, That the ft in isions of this lnot to 
or physicians 2 TAR or — —— een — — or — mer 
purposes only. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ASSISTANT SWORDMASTER AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The bill (S. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 
atid at the Military Academy was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SITE FOR CITY POST-OFFICE, ETC. 

The bill (S. 1567) to provide for the purchase of à site on which to 
erect a building for the use of the Post-Office Department and the 
ape States post-office at Washington, D, C., was announced as next 
in order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks this bill has been 
acted upon. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be indefinitely postponed. 
5 pro tempore. It will therefore be indefinitely post- 
D 


Mr. GORMAN. Fot this bill. Let it go over without prejudice. 
I do not think this bill has passed. It is for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the city post-office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a bill to provide for the pur- ~ 
chase of a site on which to erect a building tor the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and a United States post-office at Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it had better go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be passed over under Rule 
TX, or without prejudice? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it remain on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule IX; it will never be 
considered; and Jet us get it off the Calendar of consideration. 
= a PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over under 

ule IX. ¢ 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND DENTISTRY. 


The bill (S. 2396) to regulate the practice of medicine in the District 
of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 3245) for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the 
District of Columbia and for the protection of the people from empiri- 
cism in relation thereto was announced as next in order. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

BRIDGE OVER DUCK RIVER, TENNESSEE. 


The bill (S. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tennessee, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
“t therefor,” to insert: P 


And that all telegraph and telephone companies shall have equal rights in 
constructing and maintaining lines over said bridge. * 
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So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject toits limitationsshall 
be a lawful structure and shall be nized and known ass post-route, and it 
shall 1 rights and eee other post-roads in the United States: 
Provid: ‘hat the United tes may construct a postal 8 over said 
— without charge therefor, and that all telegraph and telephone companies 
shall have equal rights in constructing and maintaining their lines over said 


bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 19, after the word war, 
to insert: 

And the said bridge shal! be at all times so kept and managed as to offer rea- 
sonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
bridge; and to secure the safe of vessels at night there shall be dis- 
played on said bridge, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals as 
may be prescribed by the Light-House Board, 

So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of nayi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said county shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination 
and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge and a map of the location, 

ving, for the space of 1 mile above and | mile below the porama location, 

topography of the banksof the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, 
the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundin 
curately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other bi or 
bridges, and shali furnish such other information as may be required for a full 
and satisfactory understanding of the subject. And until the said pen and 
location of the bridge are approved by the Secre of War the bridge shall 
not be built, and should any nge be made in the pian of said bridge during 
the progress of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of 
the ap A of War, and the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and man- 
aged as to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through 
or under said bridge; and to secure the safe of vessels at night there 
shall be displayed on said bridge, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other 
signals as may be prescribed by the Light-House Board. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add the tollowing as a new section: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the ca tg 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALAMEDA, CAL, 


The bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SPICER, 


The bill (S. 335) for the relief of John Spicer was announced as next 
in order. 
Mr. DOLPH. That is adversely reported. Let it go over, 
ae ee pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 
AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS, 


The bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled An act to create an audi- 
tor of railroad accounts, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 19, 
1878, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejndice. i 

The next bill in order was announced. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was objection made to Order of Business 1403, 
Senate bill 590? ' - 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to that bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was not observing at the time. I hope the 
objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not do it this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL.’ It is a bill that relates to the administration of 
the office of the Commissioner of Railroads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have time to look at it. It is 
the creation of a new office, and I do not think we ought to create new 
offices just now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon; it creates no new offices. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill has been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

STATE TAXATION OF UNITED STATES NOTES, 

The bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes 
and United States Treasury notes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let that go over. 

The bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 


may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 


official bonds was announced as next in order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we go on with that I wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Maryland as to the order that was previously passed 


over—my attention was not attracted to it—that that is a bill reported 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], as the Senator from 
Maryland will see, and its title perhaps may be misleading as to the 
contents of the bill. It provides simply for putting United States 


Treasury notes and national-bank notes, when they are held as money 
by citizens in the various States, on the same footing as other money 
and property and subjecting them to taxation as cash in their hands, just 
as coin is subjected; and I am sure if the Senator will listen to the 
reading of the bill he will be entirely satisfied with it. 

Mr. GORMAN, I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that we go back to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection being withdrawn, the 
bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and United 
States Treasury notes is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, as follows: 


That the circulating notes of national-banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes shall be liable to taxation under State authority, in 
any State in which the owner thereof may reside, as cash, in the same manner 
and to the same extent as cash in the coin of the United States and all other 
money in the hands of or owned by inhabitants of such State is or shall be taxed, 
equally and without discrimination. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That all circulating notes of national-banking associations and all United 
States legal-tender notes and all other notes and certificates of the United States 
payable on demand and circulating as currency shall not be exempt from taxa- 
tion under the authority of any state or Territory: Provided, That any such 
taxation shall be exercised in the same manner and at the same rate that any 
such State or Territory shall tax other money within its jurisdiction, 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to change 
existing laws in respect of the taxation of national-banking associations, 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
under the wording of that bill a State may tax national-bank notes in 
the possession of the bank not in circulation—tax them while in the 
possession of the bank as against the bank. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It leaves it as to the banks exactly as the law is 
now as to banks concerning coin. If they are taxed on their cash cap- 
ital or deposits, if those form a partof the deposits, then they are taxed 
on them just as their notes or gold coin or silver coin in the hands of 
a private man are taxed. They are put on the same footing equally, 
without any disparagement, as other money. It appears that in the 
State of Mississippi, and I think in some other States, every tax-payer 
who has a Jot of money may say, I will not pay taxes on these United 
States notes. I have $100,000 of United States notes in my bank 
which are not taxable,” and the supreme court of Mississippi seems to 
have taken up that strange ground. I do not think it is the law, 
and so the Committee on the Judiciary, after careful consideration, I 
think, was entirely unanimous that such an abuse as that ought to be 

rrected. 


eo. 7 

Mr. HOAR. I understand—lI speak from recollection without look- 
ingat thestatute—that national banks are not now and never have been 
taxable for this personal property in any way. They are taxable by 
the State for estate held by them for their banking institutions, 
That is all; but they are not taxable by the States generally, and only 
by the General Government. The stockholders of national banks are 
taxable by the State under the permission of the act of Congress for the 
values or their stock, provided the States do not tax them a larger sum 
than the same State taxes other moneyed capital in the hands of in- 
dividuals. Ithink that is the law. The Senator from Vermont knows 
better than I do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. HOAR. But this can not possibly affect them. 

Mr. PLATT. It was under the impression which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has stated that I asked the question I did; and as I 
caught the reading of the bill it suggested the inquiry in my mind 
whether it was not establishinga new system of taxation upon national 
banks and making their circulation taxable by the State if the State 
chose to exercise that power; and I am not now quite satisfied -that it 
does not. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for making one more ob- 
servation, United States banks, under the Constitution of the United 
States and repeated and well-settled decisions of the Supreme Court, 
are not taxable except by the express permission of Congress; and this 
bill says that this permission shall not aftect the taxing of banks at all. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unless the bill is a long one I should like to hear 
it read again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the substitute reported hy the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to, j 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire if this is a bill which enables 
a State to tax securities of the United States to any extent it sees fit, 
provided it is done under laws uniform—those that apply to all the 
property of its citizens, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not apply to securities of the United States 


ey 
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in the proper sense of security at all. It applies to money of the peo- | appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EDMUNDS, 


ple that the United States issues and that circulates as money, and 
that ought to’be taxed just as much as coin, and equally with all other 
money. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not as securities. Would not that affect the value of 
a proposed loan of the United States if it went into the market to bor- 
row money? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the slightest, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SUITS AGAINST SURETIES. 


The bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within which suits 
may be brought against accounting officers and the sureties on their 
official bonds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. f 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That no suit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced against 
any principal obligor upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
officer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless such suit shall be commenced within ten 
years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or undertaking 
complained of shall have occurred, 

Sec. 2. That no suit by or on behalf of the United States shall be commenced 

inst any surety upor the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
officer of the United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless sach suit shall be commenced within six 
years next after the particular default or breach of such bond or undertaking 
complained of shall have occurred, 

Src. 3. That if at the time when a cause of action mentioned in section 1 of 
this act shall have accrued against a person he is out of the United States, the 
suit may be commenced within the time in said section limited therefor after 
he comes into the United States; and if, after the cause of action shall have ac- 
erned, a person against whom it has accrued is absent from and resides out of 
the United States, the time of his absence shall not be taken as part of the time 
limited for bringing the suit. 

Sec. 4. That the limitations in this act provided in respect of sureties shall not 
affect any right of action against the principal of any such surety, nor the right 
of action against any surety or sureties in respect of whom the time mentioned 
in this act shall not have run, and the bar provided for in this act shall not op- 
erate in any manner as a defense to such principal or to sueh last-mentioned 
surety. 

In respect of all causes of action for breaches of any bond or undertaking de- 
scribed in the preceding sections of this act, which shall have accrued or oc- 
curred at the date of the passage hereof, suit may be brought by or on behalf of 
the United States within six years next ensuing, and not after, and the provis- 
ions of sections 3 and 4 of this act shall apply to such suits and to the limita- 
tions thereon. 

SEC, 5. That nothing in this act shall be held to repeal or otherwise affect the 
provisions of the act of Cougress approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
nor of the act approved August 8, 1888, entitled “An act requiring notice of de- 
ficiency in accounts of principals to be given to sureites npon bonds of United 
States officials, and fixing a limitation of time within which suits shall be brought 
against said sureties on said bonds,” 


Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont in regard to this bill, whether, under the saving section, section 
5, there wonld be full notice given to the sureties upon any official 
bond when the Government discovers that there was a shortage in the 
accounts of the principal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a former act which is specially referred 
to, not affected by this act, which requires something of that nature. 

Mr. SPOONER. It not only requires notice to be given, if I may 
interrupt the Senator, but it authorizes any surety upon any bond, or 
a principal upon any bond, who is unable to have his accounts settled 
with the Treasury, to file his petition in a circuit or a district court of 
the United States for an adjustment of the accounts and fixes a statute 
of limitation upon suits for the amount fixed, of three years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that this is in addition to all that, and applies 
to all the cases which do not fall within that. 

Mr. SPOONER. That provision, as I remember, was drawn by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: An act to limit the time 
within which snits may be brought against accounting officers and the 
sureties on their official bonds.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the House be asked for a conference 
on this bill, and that the Chair appoint the conferees, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 64) just 
passed and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


Mr. HOAR, and Mr, GEORGE were appointed. 


USE OF A DISTRICT SCHOOL BUILDING. 


Mr. REAGAN. Task leave to present a concurrent resolution author- 
izing the commissioners of the District af Columbia to grant the tem- 
porary use of rooms in the Briggs school building, Twenty-second street, 
near D street, northwest, for the purpose of holding religious meetings. 
This resolution has been handed to me by Rev. James L. White, a 
colored minister, who is from North Carolina, for the purpose of com- 
mencing with others aseries of missionary sermons, and who had already 
made arrangements and bought furniture to put in the lower part of 
the school-house, not to interfere with the school, 

The commissioners now instruct him that he will have to have the 
authority of the Senate, as he understands, but of course it requires 
the assentof both Houses, and therefore I make this a concurrent res- 
olution to allow that to be done. He tells me their arrangements are 
to commence their religious services on the 14th, and that he is very 
anxious that the resolution be acted upon soon. I call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia to the 
concurrent resolution. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLATR in the chair). 
current resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


A concurrent resolution authorizing the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to grant the temporary use of rooms in the Briggs school building for 
religious meetings. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authori and empowered 
to pred the temporary use of rooms in the Briggs school building, Twenty-sec- 
street, near D street, northwest, for the purpose of holding religious meet- 

ngs, 


The con- 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. I have a telegram from the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McPHERSON], who has been appointed a member of the con- 
ference committee on the tariff bill, stating that he is indisposed and 
will not be able to act as a member of the committee, and asking to be 
excused from service on it. I move that the Senator be excused and 
that the Chair fill the vacancy. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland, for the 
reasons indicated, asks that the Senator from New Jersey may be ex- 
cused from further service on the committee of conference on the tariff 
bill, and that the vacancy occasioned by his declination be filled by the 
Chair. Hearing no objection, the Chair appoints the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] upon the committee of conference in the place 
of the Sevator from New Jersey. : 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the conference report on the bill (S. 2781) 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. The question is 
on concurring in the report, upon which the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I should feel that I owe an apology 
to the Senate for having detained it as long as I have already done in 
this matter jf it were not for the importance of the subjectand for an- 
other circumstance. The Senate is very weary, and Senators absent 
themselves from the Chamberalmost necessarily, and it is next to im- 
possible to concentrate the attention of the large body of Senators upon 
any question, no matter how important it is, when the history of the 
question is prolix and necessarily involves an inquiry into a numbet 
of facts with which the Senate is not entirely familiar, 

I have endeavored not to wander in this discussion, but to keep 
myself close to the record and to the questions that are presented. 

There is a great deal of important history that is inseparably con- 
nected with the various and curious provisions of this bill, and I have 
felt constrained to give such part of it as I could to the country in 
order that the people might understand what we are doing with their 
property. 

I think it is not too much to say that there are very few Senators in 
this Chamber who could now state from memory, or otherwise, the his- 
tory ot the five separate land grants, besides many other important 
matters that are taken out of the operation of this so-called land-grant 
bill and are disposed of by separate and exceptional and peculiar 
legislation under its several sections. The exceptions so provided for - 
are very much more important than the forfeiture feature of the bill, 
I had to address the Senate on this measure without being informed 
pew — land this bill will forfeit to the Government or where it is 
ocated. 

I can make some approximate estimate on that point, but I can not 
state, and I doubt if any Senator here, I doubt if the chairman of the 
committee who submits this conference report can state to the Senate 
the number of acres of land that will be forfeited under this act. 

In a report made by the Commissioner of the General Land Officein 
1888 as to the effect of a Jand-forfeiture bill then before Congress, he 
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gives the following lists, estimated by acres, that would then be de- 
clared forfeited: ¥ : 
Forfeitures of railroad lands embraced in bills now pending before Con- 


gress. 
* num- 
Company or road. 6 

Gulf and Ship Island. 652, 800 

Coosa and Tennessece..... 140, 160 

144, 000 

15 

67,680 

364, 800 

176,256 

288000 

— A — — 

— — 1. 446, 400 

isconsin Central. . . sense 464, 480 

St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pacific 1,113, 600 
(now St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- 

waten FRAT rendd. eee 243, 712 

Southern Minnesota Rail 832, 115 

and Dakota....... 819, 840 

N. 1000. 30,907,741 

Oregon and California: 22 080, 400 

regon is 

TEUD 4,147, 200 

54, 323, 996 

~ Ontonagon and Briilé River, forfeited’. . . . . . . ve. 288. 000 

G TTT „ 54, 035, 996 


* Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 

440,700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of thad date (17 Stats., 159) for sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Romeand Railroad Company. Thelands 
so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture, 

As to the Coosa and Chattanooga road mentioned there, I understand 
that nothing has ever been done towards its construction at all. It is 
very proper that that land should be forfeited. There can be no ob- 
jection whatever to it that I know of. 

As to the Mobile and Girard Railroad in this list a separate provision 
is made here which reduces the area of forfeited land under the bill 
rted by the committee of conference very greatly. 

e Coosa and Tennessee road is entirely overlooked in the bill which 
we are now considering, and the forfeiture of that land grant is said by 
the Secretary of the Interior or by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, as I have stated, to carry 140,160 acres. 

Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad, 258,624 acres. That railroad 

has been completed for thirty years or more and is in operation at this 
time through its whole extent; so this bill would not touch it at all. 

The Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit Railroad, of Florida, 
676,000 acres. I know nothing about that road, whether it is in op- 
eration or whether it is in of being put into operation. Per- 
haps the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] can tell me. 

Mr. PASCO, The road has been completed by another co: 
than the one in the list the Senator from Alabama has before 

Mr. MORGAN. But is it a road completed and now in operation? 

Mr. PASCO, As far as Tampa. I think the whole line is now com- 

and has been for the nce drone 

Mr. MORGAN. Here is ano road in Florida, named or called 
the Pensacola and Georgia. 

Mr. PASCO. That has been completed. 

Mr. MORGAN. That has been completed. So these two roads in 
Florida will have to come out of the estimate made by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. PASCO, The Senator from Alabama will allow me to say that 
that road has been completed between the terminal 
be along the same line originally projected, but it has been completed, 

Whether in compliance with law or not I am not able to state. 

Mr. MORGAN. But it isa road now completed and in operation, 
and therefore the 3 bill would not apply to it. 

Mr. PASCO. e road is completed and in operation between those 
two points, and it is claimed that it has been completed under that 


grant, 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, we have the Vickeburg, Shreveport and 
Texas road, in Louisiana, 364,800 acres. My recollection is that that 
road has been covered by another road, and it is entirely completed 
and in operation. 

Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw, of Michigan, 176, 256 acres. I donot 
know whether that road has been completed or not. 

The Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon road, in Michigan, 294,400 
acres. 


Then there was in this report the Ontonagon and Brülé River road, 
Which has been forfeited by a separate act, and that is not to be 
coun 5 


ion 


* 


points. It may not | Says 


The La Crosse and Milwaukee road, of Wisconsin, 195,724 acres. 

The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha, 1,446,400 acres. I 
suppose that road has been entirely completed, or one that takes its 
pos I can not conceive that a road in that portion of the coun 
a ving 1,446,400 acres of land should not haye been completed by th: 

me. 

Then the Wisconsin Central, of Wisconsin, 464,480 acres. My recol- 
lection is that that road has been completed. 

The St. Vincent Extension, St. Paul and Pacific (now St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba), 1,113,600 acres. Ihave no information about 
that road, except I believe it is what is called now the great Northern 
Pacific Railway, and it is completed. 

The Western Railroad, in Minnesota, 243,712 acres. 

Southern Minnesota Railway Extension, in Michigan, 832,115 acres, 

The Hastings and Dakota, in Michigan, 819,840 acres. 

The Northern Pacific, 36,907,741 acres that were reported as bein 
liable to forfeiture in 1888 by the Commissioner of the General Lan 
Office under the House bill. 2 

The California and Oregon, which I know is completed, was stated 
at 1,740,800 acres, and then the Oregon and California is put down in 
this report at 2,086,400 acres, and that road has been completed. 

The Southern Pacific, 4,147,200 acres. We have had one act ot for- 
feiture in regard to that which is conclusive upon the powers of Con- 
gress to deal with that subject any further. 2 

Now, the total as reported in that of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office was 54, 323, 996 acres, from which deduct the tor- 
feited lands of the Ontonagon and Brülé River Road, 288,000, and it 
leaves 54,035,996 acres. 

That was upon the basis thatall the lands were to be forfeited under 
that bill which had not been earned, as we may say, by the railroad 
companies within the periods fixed for their completion by the grant- 
ing acts. 


ing 

This bill, which I think is far more just, fixes the earning period at 
the date of the of the bill, and very greatly reduces the amount 
of land that would fall back on the United States Government below 
that stated in the report of the Commissioner in 1888, I do not know 
how much, and I do not believe anybody else knows. I do not think 
it can be stated by any Senator on this floor. 

Now, I say that I like this bill better than some others that we have 
discussed here, because this bill, as far as the forfeiture extends, in- 
cludes only the lands that are opposite to and conterminous with the 
uncompleted portion of these railways. 

In this connection I wish to call the attention of the Senate to a case 
in the Supreme Court that has heretofore been very little noticed or 
commented on, in regard to the attitude of the judiciary of the States 
and of the United States in respect of forfeited land grants. It is upon 
the basis of this decision that I have always insisted that there are 
equities growing out of our own conduct in regard to these national 
railroad land grants which are binding upon us not merely in con- 
science, but they are binding upon us as matters of right in favor of 
the land-grant railroad companies. They are equities which a court 
will enforce, and in this particular case the court enforced the equities 
and rights of this railroad company in Texas against a constitutional 
amendment which declared a forfeiture of all the land grants which 
were made by the State of Texas where the roads had not been com- 
pleted, and relegated them to the public domain of that State. 

The Supreme Court held that that provision in the constitution of 
Texas did not take away certain rights that the railroad companies had 
acquired in virtue of a land grant made by that State prior to the war. 
I can not take the time to read all or even a large part of this very in- 
teresting case, but I shall call attention to the syllabus and to a few 
of the observations of the court in order that the Senate may see what 
the Supreme Court of the United States has determined to be sound 
law controlling alike the powers of State governments and the powers 
of Con in the disposition of forfeited land grants. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator cite the volume and page ? 

Mr, MORGAN. It is Davis ts. Gray, 16 Wallace, 204. The court 


The Memphis, El Paso and Pacific Railroad Rees rey had not (on the 20th of 
January, 1871), in view of the existence of the rebellion and of several statutes 
of Texas condoning its non-compliance with conditions of its charter, lost its 
franchise or its right of and to the land grant and land reservation of the com- 
pany given in its charter, 

The Articles V and VIL of the constitution of Texas made in 1869, which, on 
an assumption that the company had then lost them, disposed of the lands 
away from it, violated the obligations of a contract, and were void. 

Where the State of Texas had made to a railroad company a large grant of 
lands, defeasible if certain things were not done within a certain time by the 
company, the fact that the so-called secession of the State and her plunging 
into the war, and prosecuting it, rendered it impossible for the company to fulfill 
the conditions in law, abrogated them. 

However, as the court thought that the enforcement of the legal rule in the 
particular case would work injustice, it declined to apply such legal rule, and 
applying an equitable one, held that the conditions should still be complied 
with, but complied with in such reasonable time as would put the parties in the 
same situation, as near as might be, as if no breach of condition had occurred. 


Here was a land grant to this railroad company made by the State 
of Texas out of her domain, with certain conditions annexed thereto, 
that the road should be completed and in running order within a cer- 
tain period of time. Then the war came on. The State of Texas passed 
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an ordinance of secession and united with the Southern Confederacy. 
After the war was over the State of Texas made a new constitution and 
therein forteited all of the land grants to railroad companies in that 
State that had not been completed and complied with. This road had 
done no work whatever. It had nothing but its charter and its land 
grant, and the intervening war prevented it from going on with its 
work. 

The land grant was one of very great value. Asuit was brought for 
the purpose of compelling a compliance with that grant, and Texas set 
up her constitutional authority to revoke the grant as the sovereign 
and entire and exclusive owner of the soil within her limits, and re- 
fused to permit the grant to be i The matter came up to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and the court decided that 
Texas no right to revoke that grant, for the reason that she had 
made compliance with the terms of the grant impossible by her seces- 
sion and her uniting in the war. But the court further held that in 
the administration of this grant certain equities had supervened be- 
tween the parties which it was bound to respect, and, instead of decree- 
ing that the grant should be executed according to its literal terms, de- 
creed that it should be executed upon the principles of equity which 
controlled, in their opinions, the rights of the parties. The Supreme 
Court say this: £ 


Here the controlling consideration is tkat the formance of all the condi- 


tions not performed was prevented by the State herself. By pl into the 

war and ee it she confi rendered it im ble for company 

i rem uring its continuance, This is alleged in bill and admitted by 
e demurrer. 


The rule at law is that if a condition-subsequent be possible at the time of 
making it and becomes afterwards impossible to be complied with by the act of 
God, or the law, or the tor, the estate, having once vested, is not thereby 
divested, but becomes a ute— 


Citing a number of authorities, Coke on Littleton, Blackstone, Kent, 
and a number of other cases. 


The analogy of that rule a; 
this would be harsh and wor injustice. Eq 


that 5 can not be made, the latter company will have the right to 
provide otherwise for the fulfillment of ions in 


its obli 
time, and thus consummate its title ae lands within the reserva- 
tion. Either will be in accordance with the principles of reason and justice 


and within the spirit of well considered adjudications. 

Citing a number of cases in support of that proposition. 

Both parties will thus be put in the same situation as near as may be as if the 
breaches had not occurred. Neither will be subjected to any serious hardship. 
The State by her own acts has lost the benefits of an early completion of the 
work. Thecom y has lost the income which it might have and has 
doubtless been wn into embarrassments it would have The cir- 
„ do not call for a severe application of the rules of law upon either 

E. 

Breaches of such conditions may be waived by the grantor expressly or in 
pais. Such waiver is expressed in the statutes relating to the subject to which 
we have referred, except the act creating the ntinental Company, and 
there it exists by the clearest implication. i 

That the act of incorporation and the land grant here in question were con- 
tracts is too well settled in this court to require discussion, Assuch they were 
within the protection of that clause of the Constitution of the United States 
i declares that no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of con- 
tracts. 

And that doctrine has been always applied to the United States Goy- 
ernment. 

The ordinance of 1869 and the constitution adopted in that year, in so far as 
they concern the question under ration,are nullities and may be laid 
out of view. When a State becomes a y to a contract, as in the case before 
us, the same rules of law are applied to her as to private persons under like cir- 
cumstances. When she or her representatives are properly brought into the 
forum of litigation neither she nor they can assert any right or immunity as in- 
cident to her political sovereignty. 


That is equally true in respect of the Government of the United States, 
for it has often been held in regard to commercial transactions, bills of 
exchange, and, in fact, in a great number and variety of cases—it has 
been held that the United States Government, when dealing with a 
corporation or a private citizen in respect of any matter of business, al- 
though the Government may have some governmental relation to the 
transaction, steps down from its pedestal of sovereignty and binds and 
obligates itself by the mutual stipulations in any agreement or contract 
that it makes with any citizen. 

The Supreme Court says further: 

A case more imperatively demanding the exercise of a in equity 
could hardly be imagined than that presented in this bill. Should the inter- 
position invoked be refused doubtless the reservation would be 
thatched over with adverse claims. A cloud would not only. be thrown upon 
the title of the company, but the time, litigation, labor, and expense involved 
in the vindication of its rights would very greatly lessen the value of the 
and materially delay the is, Moro of the work it was intended to aid. ein- 
jury Spey be irreparable. it is the peculiar function of a court of equity in 

for 


n case this to avert such results. 
That is all of the opinion of the courtthat I feel that it is 
me to read in support of the proposition for which I have always con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


tended, that there was involved in every oneof the railroad land grants 
a mutual obligation on the part of the company and on the part of the 
Government, and where the Government made it impossible to comply 
with the conditions of the grant or where any other circumstance be- 
yond the control of the grantee supervened to prevent a just and equit- 
able compliance with the terms and conditions of the grant, especially as 
to the time within which the road should be constructed, it is the duty 
of Congress to respect all of the obligations inuring in behalf of the 
grantee and to see that they are not violated by our action here. 

So it is, Mr. President, that in every one of these railroad land grants 
that have come before the Senate since I have been here, having been 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands, which rendered it neces- 
sary that I should give close attention to the subject, I have always 
contended that it was the duty of Congress to provide in these land- 
grant-forfeiture bills for a suit in equity, to be brought either by the 
Government or by the adversary claimant to settle all the equities aris- 
ing out of these land grants. I have contended and I yet contend that 
it is the duty of Congress in every case of this kind to grant to our peo- 
ple that right which a king would lose his head for denying to the sub- 
jects of the British Empire, the right to sue the Government, and in 
such a suit to determine, in a case of forfeiture, what are thé equities 
that have supervened or sprung up between the parties and which a 
court has the right to enforce. : 

Now, a stronger case can not be presented than this case of Davis rs. 
Gray in that direction, because here was a sovereign State dealing with 
her own land and making her own grant to her own chartered railroad 
company that no other State had any concern with. The Congress had 
no concern with it, and yet after that grant had been made the war 
came on and prevented the construction of the road, and after the war 
was over the constitution of the State was amended, and in that State 
constitution the land grants were all forfeitedabsolutely to the State, and 
after that this railroad company, whose charter had not been repealed, 
made a contract with another railroad company to go on and build it. 
But it was an executory contract. 

Time was needed for the purpose of consummating it, and the Su- 
preme Court got jurisdiction of the question and decided, in regard to 
the Texas constitution, that it was null and void because it was a breach 
of its contract with this company, and that the condition of forfeiture 
specified in the act had been waived by the State, and because the 
State, by entering into therebellion, had made it impossible either for 
the State or for grantees of that land grant to comply. 

Then the Supreme Court, as I have stated, took up the subject, and, 
instead of doing what we are always trying to do here, enforce legal, 
rigid forfeitures against rai companies, declared that in the ad- 
ministration of that land grant after that decision had fixed the righta 
of the parties it should be upon the basis of equity, and not upon the 
basis of strict and rigid law. a 

Whenever I have given my consent to one of these land-grant for- 
feitures I have always insisted that there should be a door left open 
for the purpose of enabling the courts to determine what rights and 
equities had been established by the conduct of the parties between 
the grantor and grantee. Hence it was that in committee, when this 
bill was under consideration, I insisted, and thecommittee with 
me and put it into the bill which we passed through the Senate, that 
there should not be a positive, outright, and absolute forfeiture of all 
the lands held by the railroad companies granted to the railroad com- 
panies, but that it should be a forfeiture of those lands which had been 
granted upon a condition-subsequent; and when we took that ground 
we necessarily put ourselves in the condition of having that matter 
questioned by any litigant or any other private person who might 
choose to question it in a suit. 

I wanted to open the door and allow the Government to be sued so 
as to determine exactly what the equities were and are upon these land 
grants. The Senate, after having once voted with me upon the propo- 
sition in that bill, afterwards receded from it, and I have not thought 
it was necessary to press that any further. So, in arguing upon this case 
that is before the Senate at this moment of time, I donot argue as one 
of those who feel that we have the right to go in by our legislative 
acts and seize and convert lands granted torailroad companies just out 
of hand without any consideration of their equities and rights. 

In regard to the Northern Pacific Railway, which I believe has nob 
any legal right whatever, west of Bismarck on the Missouri, to one foot ot 
land that she is now claiming, I believe that, owing to the conduct 
of the Government of the United States in respect of the road, the 
Northern Pacifie Railway has acquired a firm and substantial equi- 
table right to those lands which any court of equity would administer 
as the Supreme Court did in the case of Davis vs. Gray, and that the 
Government of the United States when it is dealing with this subject 
must t these equities; and that the Congress can not so shelter 
itself behind mere legal enactment as to avoid, in a proper suit between 
parties who have a right to raise these questions, the consideration of 
the value and influence of these equities upon the destiny of this 
property. 

Now the feature of the first section of the bill with the proviso that 
was adopted by the Senate subjected to forfeiture those lands that had 
not been earned, as we phrase the expression, and gave to two com- 
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panies in Alabama a year’s time within which to complete work that 
they were then busily engaged incompleting. This action stimulated 
these two railroads in Alabama to extraordinary activity in their efforts 
to complete the road. 

The year of time asked for them and granted by the committee 
would be even more than is needed to secure to Alabama and the whole 
country the benefits of two trunk lines of railway connecting points of 
pa commercial importance. I am not opposed to the feature of the 

ill-that dates the earning period prior to the passage of the bill and 
no further back, and thus modifies the restriction as to the time of 
completion of the roads placed in the original grants. 

I think that that position or attitude is peculiarly applicable to the 
States that went into rebellion, for those States certainly were not co- 
ordinated in any way with the railroad companies. The railroad com- 
pria are not responsible forthe rebellion or thesecession of the States, 

ut those States by going into the rebellion prevented those railroad 
companies {rom completing their roads, and in respect of the road that 
connects the Tennessee River with the Coosa River, as [explained yes- 
terday, stopped the work while it was progressing with great success, 
and seized the iron of the road and diverted it to other purposes as soon 
as it landed from on board ship coming across the Atlantic Ocean. 

I think that great allowance is to be made to those railroad compa- 
nies. If I were a Senator from a Northern State I should feel perfectly 
at liberty to say in regard to these railroad companies that they ought 
not to be held responsible for what the States did. They were at work 
for the purpose of carrying out great public trusts which the Govern- 
ment of the United States had supported by land grants, and while 
they were honestly and busily at work at this the war supervened and 
prevented them from doing what otherwise they would havedone; and 
without imputing fault to anybody or accusing anybody about it at all, 
or attempting to do it, still that state of public affairs occurred there, 
which was the ground of decision in the case of Davis vs, Gray, which, 
without the fault of the railroad companies, prevented them from the 
completion of their lines within the ten years as they would have been 
completed. I have always felt entirely justified in arguing this matter 
as a matter of real and pure justice and equity in behalf of these Ala- 
bama railroad companies, 

Now, at the time that this policy of making railroad land grants 
was adopted, in 1856, I believe it dates back no further than that, 
everybody knew that all these roads, thus facilitated by land grants, 
could not be built between 1856 and 1866. There was not labor and 
money enough in the country to perform this impossible undertaking. 
It would have destroyed the leading industries thus to withdraw 
capital and labor from them. So the policy of indulgence has been 
as necessary as it has been wise. 

I believe that this uniform policy of the Government has created 
substantial equities in favor of the railroad companies, their bond- 
holders and other creditors, the cities they connect, the great currents 
of commerce they have created, the people who made their homes and 
have expended millions upon millions of money and labor in settling 
the country along these railroad lines, and the States through which 


ey pass, 

I believe that in good conscience and in law we are bound to re- 
spect and preserve those equities. But, I want them to be equal to all 
sections of the country and toall the railroads, and especially to those 
that have been retarded in completion by the destractive arm of civil 
war, 

In observing this policy this bill has reduced the area of lands that 
it proposes to forfeit from 54,035,996 acres to not exceeding, I will say, 
3,000,000 acres, and I expect that I am more than over the mark in 
saying that. 

It is a bill, therefore, to confirm to the railroads the lands they have 
earned out of time, rather than a bill to forfeit the whole area, or even 
a part of it, that was not earned during the period fixed in the grant- 
ing acts for the completion of the railroads. 

It was to make this feature of the bill clear and definite, and to make 
the first section of the bill a constitutional act by applying that section 
to lands that had been granted upon condition-subsequent, and not to 
lands granted absolutely and without condition, that I asked the Sen- 
ate Committee on Public Lands to put into the bill, asa proviso, this 
language, which I will quote: 

Or as forfeiting any lands heretofore earned by the construction of any por- 
tion of a railroad under any act of Congress making a grant of public lands. 

It was put in, and now it is stricken out, and I am trying (in the ab- 

sence of any explanation in the report) to ascertain why that was done. 
`  Tinsist, and I believe I have demonstrated, that with this proviso 
stricken out what remains is the broadest and clearest form of declara- 
tion by Congress of its power and purpose, at its pleasure, to revoke 
any grant, set aside any patent, and, in the language of this bill, re- 
sume the title to any lands the United States ever conveyed to a rail- 
road, or a State, for the benefit of a railroad, if such land is not opposite 
the peoi of such railroad that is now completed.“ 

I insist that this necessary judicial construction of this first section 
of the bill, as it is reported by the committee of conference, is e im- 
perative 8 out the last clause of the proviso which I have 
just read, use that proviso contains the only words which show 
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that this section is intended to apply to railroad land grants that are 
made upon or attended with conditions. 

“The striking out of those words makes it conclusive, as matter of 
construction re-enforced by the history of our nation, that it is the pur- 
pose of Congress not to declare a forfeiture for condition broken, but to 
resume title to all lands granted to railroads, with or without condi- 
tion, if the roads are not now completed and in operation, provided such 
lands are opposite to and conterminous with the uncompleted parts of 
the railroad. 

I believe we have no power to resume the titles to lands that Con- 
gress has granted unconditionally. 

What parts of a railroad are the “‘ uncompleted parts??? We know 
which are the completed parts, but to ascertain the parts not com- 
pleted we must refer to something else, and we can not ignore the au- 
thority ot the States, for instance, the State ot Alabama, to divide a 
railroad land grant, under the act of 1856, between two or more of the 
companies it may charter, or to permit a road to stop a mile or two 
short of the terminal mentioned in the granting act. 

If it is not a completed railroad until it has reached from one terminal 
point to the other named in the act it may lose a most valuable part of 
its land grant, though made unconditionally, under the operation ot the 
first section of this bill, although theState, for putposes of public good, 
may have forced the railroad to stop at the outer line of a great city, 
recently grown up, and has prevented it from going through toa point 
on the bank of a river that Congress, in the granting act, has designated 
as one of the terminals of the railroad. __ 

It would be well if we should, even at this late hour, ask the con- 
ference committee so to provide that this and many other difficult and 
dangerous questions involved in this legislation should be put at rest. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the Northern Pacific Railroad how 
much law is there on the statute-book in respect to this land grant? 
Nothing but the original acts granting the land. There is no statutory 
guide for the disposal of these lands in varions unforeseen contingen- 
cies that might arise and would naturally and necessarily arise in 
carrying a railroad, a great part of which lay in Indian reservations 
and through tribes as hostile as the Sioux and other tribes in the West. 
No provision has been made. It has been the duty of Congress, from 
time to time, by legislation to make provision of law for the regulation 
of these roads, but instead of doing this we have lelt it entirely to the 
Department of the Interior, under the law which authorizes the Sec- 
retary fo make such rules and regulations for the disposal of the pub- 
lic domain as may be convenient, according to law. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad is a completed road, so far as the ter- 
minal points are concerned. It is, in this sense, a doubly completed 
railroad, for it reaches from its eastern terminus through to Tacoma by 
two routes, one of which, a branch line from Wallula, it has built, and 
the other it controls and has really purchased. But the gap between 
Wallula and Portland it has never built, 

I will now refer to the peculiar provisions of this bill about the lands 
in this gap, as they were disposed of in section 5. 

It will be seen by reference to this section that the principles on 
which the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad are disposed 
of are entirely varying and variable from the enactments of this law. 
Section 5 provides: 

Thatif it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and restored to 
the public domain lie north of the line known as the “Harrison line,” being a 
line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner of the north- 
east one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 7 north, of 
range 87 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had acquired in 

faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any portion 
of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in p: on of any 
portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under writ- 
ten contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or as- 
signs, as the case may be, shall entitled to purchase the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the expira- 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, 
and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, ion, or improvement, and payment therefor, 
without limitation as to quantity. 

Now, here are two features in this section 5 disposing of the land 

nt of the Northern Pacific Railroad which we have captured in the 
first section of the bill, which refers entirely to several provisions of the 
billintheir application to other and different land grants that are pro- 
vided for in other sections of this bill. All persons who had acquired 
in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad are entitled to 
bay these lands for $2.50 an acre in unlimited quantities. But when 
are they entitled to do it? Not until it has been ascertained and 
“finally determined that such lands are restored to the public domain 
by the provisions of this act.” t 

Something must be done; some judicial power must act upon it; 
some new authority must intervene between this act of Congress and 
that railroad company to determine, and finally determine, the ques- 
tion, are such lands restored to the public domain by the operations of 
this act. For until that is ascertained no disposal can be made of these 
lands in tavor of any purchasers from the railroad company. 

Now, there is a reservation of the whole of that forteiture. Suppose 
that the railroad 8 has sold every foot of it. We do not know 
whether it has or not. do not know, I am sure. Suppose it has 
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sold it bona fide to honest purchasers? Then what is to be done? 
Before the Secretary of the Interior can permit one of the land officers 
to receive $2.50 an acre for this land in behalf of the Government of 
the United States it must be first finally determined that such lands 
are restored to the public domain by the provisions of this act; and 
yet the first section of this bill professes to take all the lands to every 
land-grant company in the United States and forfeit the grant, resume 
the title, and relegate the lands to the public domain. 

Why was this exception made in behalf of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company? That is a question I have never been able to answer 
in my own mind. I do not know why it has been done. It is such an 
extraordinary provision that any person may come in there and take 
the whole of those lands without respect to quantity, says the bill, If 
he is a purchaser from the Northern Pacific Company he might be pay- 
ing a very good price for the lands at $2.50 an acre or he might be pay- 
ing a vers small price; Ido not know. I should rather suspect that 
any great monopolist like the Northern Pacific Railroad Company would 
be very glad to take them at that price. 

What is this but a privilege conferred upon the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company if it chooses to exercise it throngh its dummies, its 
selected agents, to whom it may have conveyed, and doubtless in many 
instances has conveyed, portions if not all of this land grant, to come 
in and litigate the question whether or not, first, this bill is constitu- 
tional; second, whether or not it operates to confiscate these lands; 
third, whether these lands were under all the equities existing between 
the United States and the Northern Pacific Railway Company confis- 
cable; fourth, whether or not the Northern Pacific Railway in buying 
up and controlling the Oregon Navigation Railway Company has not 
secured to itself an equitable right tô this domain, to this grant, by 
having completed the purposes of the trust for which this land was 
given, although it may have had te do that for convenience or other- 
wise by buying up another company which had the prior occupation 
of the route down the Columbia River. 

Now, why should the Northern Pacific in all this great land grant, 
in respect of the Harrison part of it or any other part, have a peculiar 
right of this kind, and whatwere we meaning when we conferred upon 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company these extraordinary privileges 
without limitation as to quantity? It may be that it was the intention 
that that should apply to certain designated sections here and to no 
other, but if the principle is right in regard to any one section of land 
in this bill, it is right in regard to every one. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. My recollection is very clear that the Senator from 
Alabama was present in the Committee on Public Lands when that 
matter was presented by certain gentlemen from the then Territory of 
Washington. It was discussed and admirably explained by the Sen- 
ator from Washington. ‘The tract referred to in that section, where the 
right to purchase of the Government without limitation as to quantity 
is reserved to the holders of the title of the Northern Pacific, is sim- 
ply a fan-like piece of land having a common point at Wallula and 
spreading out until you reach the lateral limit of the grant. 

The question is how the terminal limit of the earned Jand, if I may 
use that expression, at Wallula is to be determined; whether a line 
shall be drawn straight across the track at that point, which I believe 
is claimed by the company, at right angles to a line drawn in the gen- 
eral direction of the railroad for 20 miles, which, I believe, is the 
Sparks decision and line, or whether it shall be drawn at right anzles 
with a line drawn 25 miles, which I will suppose to be the Harrison 
line, although it may be rice versa. The lands were sold by the com- 
pany in accordance with the Harrison line; that is, lands Jying be- 
tween these two lines, or supposed lines, which were established as the 
terminal limits of the grant. 

Now, this poe is only to the effect that if it shall be ascer- 
tained that the Harrison line is wrong and that the lands forfeited ex- 
tend north of that so as to take in a fan, wedge-shaped piece, after 
that matter is determined the people who have gone upon these lands 
and paid the Northern Pacific for them, or their assigns, who may 
now hold several of these claims purchased from the Northern Pacific, 
may buy the land at the double minimun price, of the Government, 
and then may turn around and sue the company for the amount they 
paid the company, on the failure of their patent. That is all there is 
of it, 

I think the Senator was present when the gentlemen appeared from 
the then Territory of Washington and the provision was drawn and 
submitted to the committee and was incorporated in the bill reported 
in the Forty-ninth Congress and in the Fiſtieth Congress, certainly, asit 
passed the Senate, and during the present Congress without change. It 
only affects comparatively a small numberof people. We had beforeus 
a list containing every man’s name who had bought of the company, 
showing the number of acres purchased by each and the date of his 
purchase, which showed all the lands which had been sold before the 
line was changea, and that is now, I suppose, with the clerk of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Nr. MORGAN. The Senator from Oregon is mistaken about my 
having heard any discussion participated in by the Senators from Wash- 
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ington, or either of them, on this matter. I was unfortunately away 
sick at the time the bill was considered in committee the last time, but 
I knew of the existence of this dispute about the Harrison line, and I 
knew that at a previous session of Congress we had adopted the same, 
or substantially the same, provision. It would have made no differ- 
ence with me if I had been in the committee every day during all of this 
session after I saw that the committee of conference, of which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon is a member, had applied to the Harrison land a 
principle entirely different from that which he applied to the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad, and I would call attention to it, aud I would say 
this case ought to go back to give the Senators a chance to rectify the 
report. 

Mr. DOLPH. The committee of conference did not change this ne 
vision a particle. This provision has been in all the bills, Mr. Philip 
Rich was one of the gentlemen. Probably the Senator will recollect 
that Mr. Rich appeared before our committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. But there is another provision here. In regard to 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad, that is in principle just the same as 
this, the line of action is altogether different; and alter all it is not 
clear upon the face of this bill as it has been reported here that the 
question to be determined is where the Harrison line was, but the 
question to be determined is this, Are the lands restored to the public 
domain by the provision of this act? That is the question that has to 
be determined as a condition-precedent to the permission of any person 
to buy any quantity of this land at the price of $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, that 
there will be no necessity of a requirement to buy of the Government 
until it is established that the Harrison line is not the right line, that 
any lands lying along north of the Harrison line are forfeited by this 
act. It is only to save their titles in the event that that is found to be 
Government land. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butstill the bill contains a provision that it is neces- 
sary, first, that it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain. Tam not complaining—— 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me, that is a provision for 
the benefit of the settler. It is not in favor of any company or of the 
Government; it is in favor of the settler. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is in favor of the assignee of the company, who, 
of course, holds it from the company with warranty of title, and there- 
fore it is in favor of the company, because it would relieve the com- 
pany of its liability upon its covenant. But I am not complaining 
that that provision is in the bill. Iam using it for the p of con- 
trasting the action of the committee of conference in putting in quite 
a different provision in regard to another road that is situated exactly 
like this or very nearly exactly like this, and in principle exactly like 
it. That is whatI am trying todo. I think the Northern Pacific 
Railroad in this bill has been dealt with with great generosity, with 
great liberality, with far too much. 

Lam not opposing the bill because it only forfeits the land between 
Wallula and Portland, to which the Northern Pacific Railroad never 
had any title, and through which lands the Northern Pacific Railroad 
never pretended even to make a location of a road. I am not com- 
plaining of that. Iam not complaining that this bill goes back from 
Wallulla to Bismarck and gives to the Northern Pacific Railroad a do- 
main 100 miles wide out of which to select its land, so that it should 
have u solid and compact body of land all the way through this vast 
territory. 

Tam not complaining of that, for I think that under the circum- 
stances and under the influence of the case of Davis ts. Gray an equity 
has sprung up in favor of this company; but my point is that the 
Northern Pacific Railroad has not this day got a legal title to one foot 
of that land, and if the United States were to sue the Northern Pacific 
Railroad for the possession of every foot of the land between Bismarck 
and Wallula it would recover upon its title, asmatters now stand, with- 
out any legislation whatsoever. 

Nevertheless I believe that the Northern Paciſle Railroad would have 
the right in equity on a proper case between proper parties being made 
to say to the United States, Lou yourselves have consented to this 
expenditure of money to the building of this road, and there is an equi- 
table estoppel resting upon you that a court of chancery will execute, 
but it will do it equitably.” 

Now, we have the situation as I understand it between the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad and the United States Government. It is one of 
equitable relations. Equitable rights have supervened, and equitable 
rights must be disposed of and in an equitable way. 

Now, what else do I contend for? That when by this bill, as I shall 
now undertake te show, we confer upon the Northern Pacific Railway 
the legal title to all the lands between Wallula and Bismarck we have 
the right and it is our duty to put conditions into that grant to the 
effect that the Northern Pacific Railway shall not oust any settler upon 
its land who has made an honest settlement up to this date, and that 
the Northern Pacific Railway shall not take the minerals in that land 
now or hereafter, and neither deprive a miner of what he has acquired 
there and his possessions that he has built there nor deprive him of the 
right to go along under the mineral laws of the United States and pros- 
pect for precious metals and dig his mine after he has driven his stakes 
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and made his claim in accordance with those laws. That is what Iam 


upon. 

I go further and insist that when you made certain very benevolent 

provisions in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad,which has had 

‘every encouragement on earth that the Federal Government could give 
it, and when we come to deal with the railroads of Alabama you ought 
to consider that it was the Stateof Alabama that prevented the execu- 
tion of this trust; that it was the war she went into, as Texas did in 
the case of Davis vs. Gray, and made it impossible by an act of public 
war that those roads could be built by 1865. There were four years 
or five years taken out of that time by a public calamity, and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the government of the State of Ala- 
bama were both equally estopped, as was decided in the case of Davis 
vs. Gray, from denying that the conditions were abolished by that act 
and the road should have a reasonable time within which to comply, 
for that is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I think, Mr. President, that I have got upon grounds of equity and 

unds of justice and grounds of firm law decided by the Supreme 

urt of the United States in a case that is exactly in its principle par- 
allel with this. So I repeat what I said a moment ago, it would be 
well if we should even at this late hour ask the conference committee 
so to provide that this and many other difficult and dangerous ques- 
tions involved in this legislation should be put at rest. 

I promised the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] that I would 
make a few observations with a view to establish the proposition that 
the operation and effect of this bill when it is passed will be to confirm 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad and to every other road affected by 
it the lands that are not included in the forteiture. If there is any 
one doctrine settled above another, if there is any one doctrine con- 
trolling land disposal and the rights of parties on lands that is more 
firmly and more anciently founded than this, I do not know what it 
is, that where a grant is made upon condition-subsequent and the 
grantor enters upon the estate claiming that he has a right to forfeit 
so much, and through due process of law has office found and the office 
found relates to so much and not to all of the estate conveyed, when 
that office found is confirmed by the courts or when it is not attacked 
by the grantee, that settles the title to the whole of the grant, and after 
that the matter is res adjudicata, it is settled and finally disposed of. 

The Government ot the United States claims the right, and I claim 
to-day that it has the right to forfeit the Northern Pacific land grant 
from Bismarck to Tacoma, and that nothing has supervened to prevent 

that legal right, whatever equities there may be to be administered by 
a court of equity. We come in here with this bill and we say that we 
enter for condition broken, if that is what the bill means; that we enter 
because a condition has been broken. How much land do we enter 
upon? We say the condition has been broken as to that part of the 
land over which the railroad has not been on this day completed and 
in operation, We enter for that. We claim that by an act of Con- 
gress we condemn that, That is supposed by the best lawyers in the 
country to be a finality, as much so as if it were a judicial sentence. 

I will illustrate my position here by referring to what would be 
the effect of a judicial sentence in a case like this. Iwill suppose that 
the Government of the United States has gone into court and in its 
bill to forfeit these lands has claimed that it demands the right to for- 
feit all of the lands belonging to this company west of Wallula and east 
of Portland, and that is all it claims. It says nothing aboutany other 
claim. It claims it upon the ground that a land grant contained a 
condition thatapplied to every foot of land that that railroad company 
eyer got, a condition upon which it could be forfeited if the road was 
not built within a certain time. That is what is in the bill. 

The Government of the United States says: Tour orator demands 
of the defendant that there shall be surrendered up to the complain- 
ant those lands lying between Wallula and Portland.“ The court of 

equity takes the subject into consideration. It declares the forfeiture. 

It comes to the Supreme Court and it is there confirmed and the for- 
feiture relates to the lands between Wallula and Portland that have 
been taken ont of the whole extent of this grant from the eastern 
terminus to the western terminus of this great railroad. After that 
suppose the Government of the United States should file another bill 
to condemn the balance of that land not included in the previous bill, 
and upon a different ground or upon the ground that a forfeiture had 
before that time taken place, who does not know that that cise would 
go out of court neck and heels on a demurrer? 

So, Mr. President, after we have confirmed this nt here by the 
condemnation of only that part of the grant which lies between Wal- 
lula and Portland we have to all intents and purposes as thoroughly 
and completely confirmed the title to the balance of it as if we had 
ordered the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent. 


Then this ! tion that we are proposing here is absolutely radi- 
cal. It 181 tion that must settle every question in this case. No 
estion is left o After this bill has received the signature of the 
President of the United States Congress might just as well a law 


to drive my family and myself out of my house that I live in in this 

town as to pass a law to affect in any way or part or incident of the title 

ae we confirm between Wallula and the eastern terminus of that 
way. 


There is the situation. After the bill has Congress loses its 
jurisdiction absolutely over this p . You might put in a clause 
here which I have suggested, that this act might be repealed or amended 
or modified by a subsequent act of Congress, and that would not en- 
able you to get behind the finality ot this proposed law and affect in 
any degree a foot of land lying between Wallula and Bismarck. 

Hence it is that I say to the honorable Senator from Montana and to 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands that the bill that was 
reported here yesterday may be passed next week, but if this confer- 
ence report has been concurred in it will have no effect in the world 
upon the question. It can not possibly affect it, because this bill being 
a bill of forfeiture passes the title to the lands that we claim a forfeit- 
ure of out of the Government and confirms all the other lands in that 
grant by admitting conclusively upon the record that they are not the 
subject of forfeiture. 

So, Mr. President, I think we must see the necessity of making this 
bill a finality, andin doing so it is incumbent upon us that we should 
save to the settlers in that country, to the miners and to the people of 
the United States at large, all the rights that justly and equitably be- 
long to them, all of the rights and privileges that they are litigating 
way, being actual settlers upon the land, with the Northern Pacific 

ailway. 

That is my attitude, Mr. President, in regard to the effect of the forfeit- 
ure contained in this proposed act, that after the act is once passed the 
question of forfeiture is forever disposed of; it can never be revived; no 
court would permit it. If we chose to do it we might legislate here 
fora year upon it; we can not touch it. So the importance of our doing 
it now and doing this thing right is immeasurable. We can not afford 
to go by it. Weare bound to handle this question now so as to pro- 
tect the rights of innocent people and rub off of this docket the fifteen 
thousand cases that are pending here in litigation between one railroad 
company and the people. 

But I make my proposed instructions to the committee relate to 
every land-grant railroad in the United States where the bill operates 
to forfeit their lands, that upon the lands forfeited, to say the least of 
it, upon the lands that are forfeitable, they shall cease litigation with 
the people who are in possession. I can conceive of nothing at all that 
could be done in one single act, ina few lines of legislation, that would 
confer such general and universal happiness and blessing upon a peo- 
ple as to put a provision of that kind in a forfeiture act. e do not 
stop the railroads then from disputing those equitable rights upon 
which men have gone and acted and built their homes. e would 
take out of these land-grant corporations the sting which they are in- 
flicting upon the world through their cupidity, and we would make 
them what they ought to be. We would make them esteemed in pub- 
lic judgment as the agencies through which there has been a wider, 
more rapid, more universal, and more beneficial spread of the civiliza- 
tion of our society in the United States, of our industries and our enter- 
prise, than can be attributed to any other one source of public acts. 

As I remarked to a friend to-day, I would as soon think of ceding 

the Mississippi River a mile from the margin on both banks to the 
Government of Spain, from St. Paul to New Orleans and down to the 
mouth, as to pass a law, if I had it in my power, by which I would 
destroy the railroads leading from San Francisco to Omaha. That idea 
may furnish some measure of comparison between what we are in con- 
sequence of railroad land grants and what we would have been if we 
had never devised that scheme or plan. I have no quarrel with them, 
but it is my duty, and it is the duty, I think, of every Senator here in 
making adjustments between the land grant-railroads and the people 
to insist upon the exercise on our part of those legitimate and equita- 
ble powers which will protect the people against the ravenous cupidity 
of great corporations. That is all I propose to do; it is all I have any 
interest in doing. I do not want to cripple any railroad; I donot want 
to punish them for having blessed the country with immeasurable ad- 
vantages. 
This bill, as the committee propose to change the first section, does 
not, in my judgment, forfeit any of the lands of the Northern Pacific 
Company for the following reasons, which I have discussed as fully as 
I think is necessary: 

1. No lands were granted to that company that were not located 
with reference to a fixed line for its railroad prior to the expiration of 
the time limited in the granting acts for the completion of the entire 
road as a continuous line from terminal to terminal as designated in 
those acts. 

Therefore, there is no grant between Bismarck, Minn., and Portland, 
Oregon, to forfeit. 

The grant never took effect. They have only an equitable right to 
it. Asin the case disposed of in Schulenberg vs. Harriman and various 
other decisions of that sort they are not in the possession of a title to 
land, operating under a fee-simple title in presenti, but they were en- 
titled to and acquired a right to build a railroad upon the compliance 
with certain conditions which they have never complied with, and 
therefore this act does not apply to them. It applies to railroad com- 
panies and only to rai companies that are now in the oceupation 
of a grant which entitles them to the privileges of occupation until the 
Government of the United States sees proper to put them ont, the 


Fei 


| Seay 3 ae 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9987 


truth being in regard to the Northern Pacific Railroad that they never 
had any such right west of Bismarck. 

2. No titles to any such lands ever passed from the United States to 
said company, and there are, therefore, no such titles to be resumed. 

What is the use to talk about resuming title from the Northern Pa- 
cific Railway when we have never conveyed to them any title? We 
can not resume what we have not conveyed. 

3. All those lands are part of the public domain, having never been 
granted, upon condition or otherwise, and there is no need of an act 
relegating them to that condition. The withdrawals of these lands 
from the right of entry have been without lawful authority, and should 
be set aside. 

But in this act we now grant these lands, measured by the com- 
pleted oe of that railroad, to that company by disposing of the whole 
area. e resume title to part of it and thereby admit conclusively 
that the title to the remaining part is in that company and its as- 


Signs. 

That is what we mean and is what the courts must hold that we 
mean. If we do not mean that, let us say so. If we do mean it, let 
us make it clear and remove from our meaning any cloud of ambi- 
guity. And so, in regard to the mineral lands, let us leave no doubt of 
our meaning for the company and the miners to quarrel over. 

The Mobile and Girard Kailroad has been built at each terminal, 
leaving a gap in the middle of the line. In this itis in thesame 
condition as the Northern Pacific Railroad. Why do we not deal with 
it in the same way? 

This is how the committee of conference deal with that road and the 
Florida road: 

Sec. 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad e of Alabama, shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from Gi- 
rard to Troy, a distance of 84 miles, 

That distance was completed within the ten years. 

And the Secretary of the Interior, in making settlement and certifying to or 
for the benefit of said company, the lands earned-thereby shall include therein 
all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed of by said company not to 
exceed the total amount earned by said company as aforesaid. 


That is to say, on 84 miles the company would earn so many acres 
of land, going down the line for the purpose of reimbursing to itself 
the land ont of the lands that were opened and unoccupied. For the 
loss of those that were occupied on either side of this 84 miles this bill 

its them to take up land right along down the 84 miles to reim- 
8 themselves for lauds that they otherwise would have got. 

And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are hereby confirmed so far 
as the United States are concerned. 

I should say that was good enough. You need not mention anybody 
else if the United States confirms this title. 

But such settlement and certification shall not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on Ist day of Janu- 
ary, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States. 

The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
itshall within ninety days from the of this act, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company's interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its nt, as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for where the Govern- 
ment still retains the p money, or with the allowance or approval of 
such officers have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws, or, as are claimed, under the homestead or pre-emption laws as 
aforesaid, and the zigas and title of the persons holding or ela g any such 
lands under such or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims un- 
der the pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law, 

Now, Mr. President, in the instructions that I propose to give tothe 
committee of conference, I want to put this in: 

And said conferees are further instructed to insist that the provisions of sec- 
tion 8 of the amendment ried by the conference committee, relating to the 
lands granted in aid of the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, shall apply 
to every land-grant railroad company in the United States whose is 
not completed and in operation through the entire extent of its line as the same 
was located on the maps of definite location, filedin the Department ot the In- 
terior, and approved by the proper officer according to law. 


Can any man tell me why that provision in section 8 that is ap- 
plied to a railroad in Alabama should not equally apply to the Northern 
Pacific? The circumstances are not different except that the equities 
are much stronger in favor of the Alabama road than in favor of the 
Northern Pacific road, because the Alabama road was prevented from 
completing its line within the time by the intervention of the war that 
it could not control. The terminals, just as in the case of the Northern 
Pacific, are both reached by the railroad. From Pellard’s Junction 
to Mobile is 27 miles. That was built before the war. From Troy 
to Girard is 84 miles. That was built also before the war. The inter- 
vening ares is perhaps 50 miles. Ido not know precisely how much 
is the subject of controversy here now. 

In taking that land and confiscating it, declaring its forfeiture for 
the non-compliance within ten years of that railroad with the terms and 
stipulations of the grant, there is superadded a provision in fayor of 
those who acquired from that railroad company or otherwise acquired 
from the Government of the United States and in favor of men who 
even squatted upon the land and are merely claiming it and doing no 
more, who paid nothing for it, that they shall haye the right to 
lands, and their titles are confirmed by this bill 


3 and by the terms of | contin 


the bill, to avoid the forfeiture of all its lands clear back from end to 
end where it was not built within the ten years, the company is com- 
pelled to make a concession in wri an ment by which it waives 
its right to set aside or to contest the titles of the people who have 
settled in there, 

I heartily thank the honorable committee for the suggestion in re- 
gard to a railroad in my own State, and where I think the suggestion 
operates to deprive that railroad company down there of very substan- 
tial rights, but I am willing to make the sacrifice so far as the Ala- 
bama road is concerned if in doing so I can get the same principle 
spread throughout every land grant in the United States open to the 
same conditions and the same circumstances. Let the Northern Pa- 
cific Railway Company be compelled, as the Alabama road is com- 
pelled, to come in here to the proper Department and make its release 
and relinquishments, not only to settlers, but also to miners, as I pro- 
vide in the first instruction that I offer here, which I shall notice 
presently. 

Let it be compelled as the condition for receiving the confirmation, 
for that is what it is, of all its title between Wallula and Bismarck, to 
make in writing its concession as a corporation within a certain period 
of time—sixty days is the time fixed here—of all these claims and dis- 
putations about this business, and then when we have settled with the 
railroad companies the banner will wave over every railroad land t 
in the United States, and there will be no more bickering and be- 
tween the people and the railroad corporations; this war of conflicting 
interests will cease. 

I wish now to call attention more particularly to the situation of that 
road in Alabama, 

The grant was made to the State of Alabama by an act of Congress, 
approved June 3, 1856 (11 Statutes, page 17), the same old land grant 
that has been so many times under consideration and adjudication by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The grant conveyed to the State of Alabama every alternate odd- 
numbered section of land for six sections in width on each side of the 
road, or 3,840 acres per mile, with the right to take indemnity for the 
lands lost in the 6-mile limits from the indemnity or 15-mile limits. 

The grant was accepted by the State of Alabama by act of its Legisla- 
ture approved February 1, 1858, only three years before the war, and 
by the second section of that act the lands were granted to the Mobile 
and Girard Railroad Company. (Acts Alabama, 1858 and 1859, page 10.) 

The route of the road was definitely fixed and a map thereof was 
filed in the General Land Office on June 1, 1858. The road as located 
3 from Girard, opposite Columbus, Ga,, to Tensas, on Mobile Bay, 
2 es. 

Between April 26, 1860, and January 3, 1861, the Secretary of the 
Interior adjusted the grant and conveyed to the State of Alabama 504,- 
145 acres of land in satisfaction of the grant, which lands were included 
in nine approved lists executed under authority of an act of Con, 
of August3, 1854. (10 Statutes, 346, now section 2449, Revised Statutes. ) 
These approved lists have been decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United see to be equivalent to patents. (Fraser rs. O’Conner, 115 
U. S., 102. 

Here is the case of Fraser vs. O' Conner. I will just read the sylla- 
bus: 

Lists of Jand certified to the State by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oitice and the Secretary of the Interior convey as complete a title as patents. 

Lands embraced therein are not thereafter open to settlement or pre-emption. 

I do not care about reading the body of that decision, which isa very 
strong one, reasoned out conclusively, but we have a situation here 
now in nine different lists certified to the State of Alabama. Five 
hundred and four thousand one hundred and forty-five acres of land 
were patented to the State of Alabama under this grant for the benefit 
of that railroad company. So we must treat the question from this out 
as one between the railroad company claiming land under a patent 
and the United States Government claiming the t to forfeit it, not 
to forfeit it either, but to take the land, resume the title upon some 
declaration that it once had or may now have a right of forfeiture, 

The facts in regard to the construction of this road are fully set out 
in the following certificate of the governorof Alabama, dated March 19, 
1884, and now on file in the General Land Office, to wit: 

STATE OF ALABAMA, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Murch 19, 1834. 


To the honorable Secretary of the Interior of the United Slates: 

J, Edward A. Bins eee of the State of Alabama, do hereby certify that 
the Moblie and Girard Railroad was completed from Girard, in Russell County, 
to the town of Union Springs, in Bullock County, Alabama, within a contin- 
nous length of 54 miles, by the lst sey. of November, 1859, and was completed 
in June, 1857, from Union Springs to Thomas Station, now known as Inverness, 
within a continuous length of 9 miles, and was completed in 1870 from Inverness 
to Troy, in Pike County, Alabama, within a continuous length of 21 miles, mak- 
ing the completion of said railroad within a continuous length of 84 miles from 
Girard to Troy, and is now being operated by the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company, and isthe railroad designated as the Girard and Mobile Railroad,” 
from Girard to Mobile, Ala.,in the act of Congress of the United States entitled 
“An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the State of Alabama, to 
aid in the construction of certain railroads in said State,” ap; ed June3, 1856. 
I also farth Northern Company, 


— nihin a 
completed 755 April, 1872, a railroad from Tensas to the av i of Mobile, wi a 
length of 14 miles, making the 5 o! within a 

obile; and that railroad 


fe purpose of 


is certificate is made that the Government, being informed of the facts, may 

take such action as may be deemed appropriate in the premises. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and caused the 
great sea! of the State to be affixed at Montgomery, Ala., this goth day of March, 


A.D. 1834, y 
[kear] E. A. O'NEIL, 
Governor of Alabama. 


ELLIS PHELAN, 
Secretary of State. 


Section 4 of the granting act authorized the sale of 120 sections of 
land in advance of the construction of any railroad, and owing to the 
fact that there were no lands’on the north end of the road from which 
this 120 sections could be taken, said 120 sections were selected aud 
sold by the company from lands on the south end of the road, the 
amount of said 120 sections being 76,800 scres. These lands have heen 
sold and the titles are now held by purchasers for value. The pres- 
ent bill confirms to the purchasers the amount of lands earned by the 
construction of the peel § 84 miles of the road, but it does not takeinto 
account this 120 sections, and the bill as reported by the conference 
committee in terms proposes to forfeit this 120 sections of land. 

A positive grant of 120 sections without condition, a certificate of 
the governor of Alabama that the road had been built sufficiently to 
earn that 120 sections, then a sale of the 120 sections to private owners 
who have held their possessions for years, all forfeited by this bill, 
which in order to make it a decent looking thing had to unship from 
the situation in which the Senate put it of forfeiting forfeitable lands, 
lands subject toa condition-subsequent, and put it into a shape where 
it would with ruthless hand forfeit lands that had been granted by the 
United States and patented without any conditions-subsequent con- 
nected therewith, or any condition at all. This was done for a pur- 

There is some fraud, some villainy, at the bottom of this. 

Inasmuch as this 120 sections of land was a gratuity and the com- 
pany was authorized to sell them before any railroad was completed, 
and the company has sold them, these lands are not subject to forfeit- 
ure under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Railroad Company rs. Courtright. 21 Wallace, 310; Farnsworth vs. 
Railroad, 92 United States, 49. 

This conference bill, therefore, in proposing to forfeit this first 120 
sections of land is an attempt by legislation to divest vested rights, 
and is clearly unconstitutional and in conflict with two decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. (1 Kent’s Commentaries, 455; 
Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, pages 110, 209; Terrett rs. Taylor, 
9 Cranch, 43; Wilkinson vs. Leland, 2 Peters, 627; per Nelson, J., in 
People vs. Morris, 13 Wend., 325.) 

It will be observed that the governor of Alabama certified in 1884 
that that t of this railroad lying between Pollard and Tensas, a 
distance of 49 miles, was completed in September, 1861, by the Mobile 
and Great Northern Railroad Company for and on account of the Mo- 
bile and Girard Railroad Company ‘‘with the view and for the pur- 
pose of complying with the provision of said act of Congress and of se- 
curing said grant of public lands. 

Section 4 of the act of Congress by which this grant was made pro- 
vided that the only evidence of construction of the railroad required 
should be the certificate of the governor of the State, and that certifi- 
cate is made final and conclusive evidence of such construction, and 
the Government is estop: from denying its finality. This identical 
question was adjudicated in the case of United States rs. Dalles Mili- 
tary Road Company, 41 Federal Reporter, page 493, decided by the 
United States circuit court for the district of Oregon, February 20, 1890, 
and thesame principle was decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the cases of Reichart rs. Felps, 6 Wallace, 160, and United 
States rs, Speed, 8 Wallace, 83. 

Now, here is that opinion of Judge Sawyer: 


Five years afterwards, on June 18, 1874, without any proceedings having been 
taken to declare a forfeiture of the grant for breach of conditions-su uent, 
and without any com nt appearing to have been made that said certificate 
of the governor was false, or that said road had not been fully completed in all 

as was required by the granting act, and while the Government 
must have been all the time using the road for its various purposes des 
in the act, Congress another act to authorize the issuance of patents for 
lands granted tothe State of Oregon in certain cases,” wherein, after reciting 
that "certain lands have heretofore by acts of Congress been granted to the State 
of Oregon to aid in the construction of certain military wagon-roads in said 
tate,“ it ajar ip aba 

“That in all cases when the roads, in aid of the construction of which said 

lands were granted, are shown by the certificate of the governor of the State of 


By the governor: 
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Oregon, as in said acts provided, to have been constructed and completed, pat- 
ents for said lands shall issue in due form to the State of Oregon as fast as the 
same shall under said grants be selected and certified, unless the State of Oregon 
shall by public act have transferred its interests in said lands to any corpora- 
tion or corporations, in which case the patent shall issue from the General Land 
Ofiice to such corporation or corporations upon their payment of the necessary 
expenses thereof: Provided, That this shall not be construed to revive any land 
grant already expired, nor to create any new rights of any kind, except to 


pro- 
= for issuing patents for lands to which the State is already entitled.” (18 St., 


Says Judge Sawyer: 


The State in this case had so transferred its interest to the Dalles Military 
Road Company. By this act Congress directed that patents shall issue in all 
cases," not when the roads have actually, in fact, been completed as required 
by law, hut in all cases“ when the roads * * è are shown by the cer- 
tillcate of the governor of the State of Oregon, as in said acts provided, to have 
been constructed and completed.“ Now, in this case, after waiting five years 
after the certificate of completion, made upon personal examination by the 
governor, having all the means of ascertaining whether it was false or true, 
Congress positively, in effect, affirmed its truth by this provision of the act. 

Itdetermined the fact of the performance of the conditions of the grant by 
directing in terms patents to be ed in all cases“ when the certificate had 
been issued. This provision is not permissive only, but mandatory. The clos- 
ing paragraph in the proviso would operate only upon any lapsed grant, ifany 
there was, by failure to complete in the required time, or when the work was 
not all completed, and when no certificate had been issued, or when certificates 
for oniy & parthad been made. : 

But it 1! recognise that “in all cases when the certificate of the 
2 has been the conditions have been performed and the ntee 

ias become entitled toa patent. The statute in effect confirms by legislative 
act the Se act of the governor in ascertaining and certifying the comple- 
tion of the work. I know of no case where a legislative grant or act has been 
investigated and set aside by the courts on the ground that its ge had been 
secured by im tion or fraud upon the legislative body passing the law. In 
Tameling rs. Emigration Company (83 United States, 644) it was held that the 
action of Con confirming a private land claim in New Mexico is pot sub- 
ject to judicial review. 

In the present case the road must necessarily have been used by the Govern- 
ment during these many years for those pu „ which were of so urgent a 
character as to induce Congress to make the grant in aid of its construction, or 
else the failure to complete it in such manner it could be so used must in- 
evilably bave come to the knowledge of the Government and Congress. With 
this knowledge necessarily had the act of 1874 was perys iy 4 passed, Con- 
gress exercised its discretion upon such information as it had, in requiring the 
ixsue of the patents upon these certificates of the governor, and that is the end 
It is a legislative recognition and affirmation of the correctness 


of the matter, 
(See also Ryan rs, Carter, 93 U. 


2 A certificate of the governor of Oregon. 

So Governor O. Neil's certificate was recognized in this case as being 
entirely correct, and thereupon certificates were issued to this railway 
company for the lands that had been earned covered by the certificate. 

Itisabsolutely certain as a matter of law that Congress has no power to 
forfeit the first one hundred and twenty sections of lands sold by this com- 
pany on the south end of its railroad, as proposed by this bill, and itis not 
just to the purchasers of these lands that they should, by this action of 


Congress, be forced into litigation with the United States in order to de- 


fend their titles against such unconstitutional legislation, and the meas- 
nre reported by the committee ought to be amended so as to except these 
lands from the proposed forfeiture. 

Now, Mr. President, another thing was done in regard to this mat 
ter. The land office at Montgomery was presided over by a man wh, 
Mr. Commissioner McFarland deals with in a report that he made to 
the Seerctary of the Interior, in which he says as follows: 


It appears from P statement, purporting to be a memorialto Congress 
by the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, a copy of which has unofticially 
been furnished me and is herewith inclosed, that on December 3, 1879, the gov- 
ernor of Alabama indorsed over to said company the lists of lands certified to 
the State in 1860 and 1861, as hereinbefore recited, It is to be presumed thatthe 
rete copies obtained in 1870 were the lists mentioned as having been so in- 


0 . 

It is stated in this memorial that the company disposed of about 96,000 acres 
of the land “in payment of services to commissioners and agents in selecting 
said lands and obtaining certificates for the same.” 

Mr. Glover reports the result of his investigations into this transaction, by 
which it appears that on Aprii 25, 1868, the Mobile and Girard Railroad Com- 

ny entered into a contract with Abraham Edwards, then register of the 
United States land office at Montgomery, by which the company agreed tò con- 
vey to said Edwards an amount of land equal to 10 per cent. of all such land as 
should be acquired by the railroad company; that on June 24, 1868, the com- 
any conveyed tosaid Edwards one undivided tenth part of the lands that had 
Seen certified to the State, but which had not then been indorsed over to the 
company ; that by a resolution of the board of directors, October 31, 1968. 
the railroad company agreed to convey to safd Edwa: 5 per cent. additional 
ofall ofsuch lands for which the said Edwards should secure patents to the com- 
ny; thaton January 21, 1871, and after certified copies of the original! lists had 
een obtained from the General Land Office, a partition was made ofthe lands, 
and tliree-twentieths thereof, amounting to 96,476 acres, were selected aud con- 
veyed to Edwards by deed from the company, he attract g the undivided 
one-tenth previously conveyed. It also appears that John A. Pickersgil), of 
New Vork, aud Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, were parties in some interest wilh Ed- 
wards in this transaction. These facts, Mr. Gloverstates, are matters of record. 

Tt would appear from this recital that the 96,476 acres reported by tlie com- 
pany as having been disposed of “in payment of services to commissioners 
and agents in selecting said lands and obtaining certificates for same" were so 
dis of 3 purpose. The selection of the lands for certifi- 
cation by the Commissioner of the General Land Office was made prior to 1861, 
and hence it is apparent that the comparatively small expense attending such 
selection could not have been an element in the consideration for which this 
deed was given. Theonly selection“ to which some expense to the company 
may have n involved must have been the selection made by the commis- 
sioners” or “arbitrators” who made the partition above referred to, while tha 
“services” contracted for by the company and satisfied by the deed of 96,476 
acresof land would appear to have been of an imaginary character, I conclude 
ary og msonreranse of said 96,476 acres did not amount to a bona fide disposal 
0 


I am reading from the report by Mr. Paysoy, from the Committee 


1890. 
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on Public Lands, submitted to the House of Representatives on Feb- 
ruary 6, 1885. Mr. PAyson,in commenting upon that, says as follows: 


This letter tells the story of the manipulation of this grant, No comment 
is necessary. 

And so on. 

Then on page 6 he says: 

No harm is done any except these large speculators; they had actual as well 


as constructive notice. The Edwards Ewing party have no equities whatever; 
the transaction was little less than robbery. 


Mr. President, if I understand this bill in the eighth section, the last 
section, it confirms that same grant. These 96,000 acres of land that 
I have been talking about, as I understand, are included in the fol- 
lowing provisions in section 8 of this bill, which requires that the com- 


pany shall— 

File with the Secretary of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said com- 
pany’s interest, right, title, and claim in and to all such lands within the limits 
of its 28 as have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States 
for cash, where the Government still retains the purchase-money, or with the 
allowance or approyal of such officers have been entered in good faith under 
the pre-emption or homestead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or 
pre-emption laws as aforesaid. 


Now, what is it that this company is required to relinquish there? 
Ninety-six thousand acres of land sold by this Edwards, who was the 
register of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., and at the same time 
was the agent of this same company, and who received for his services 
in locating these lands 96,476 acres of land which he permitted to be 
entered by people, he getting the money for it. 

What has become, and who is it that owns all, of these outlying grants 
there of the Mobile and Girard Railroad system that are di of by 
this act and are confirmed by it? I should like to know who they are. 
I do not know, but I have very strong suspicions that there are many 
men who have an interest in these Jands and who have no other way 
in the world of securing title except through the agency of this act of 
Congress. Now, the committee of conference upon this bill have put 
into it some new matter upon this subject, to which I desire very briefly 
to call attention. 

As far as the Senate went in regard to the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road was section 7 of the bill as we passed it, which reads thus: 

Src,7. That the provisions of this act shall not extend to any railroad in Ala- 
bama which is completed through its entire length, as prescribed in its charter, 
within one year after the date of the fa pes of thisact. Andas to any rail- 


road in said State not so completed this act shall take effect and operate from 
the date of its approval. 


Then the House, for some reason that I am unable to divine, for I 
do not 8 any of the reasons that I have heard assigned for it as 
those affecting the public interests in the slightest degree—took up this 
small rail company and made a pet of it—not of the railroad com- 
pany, either, but of men who claim to hold by purchase under it, and 
they have putin this in the nature of a proviso: 


That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the en of any such railroad nòt now completed, for the con- 
struction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted; and all snch 

ds are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this act 
shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or depot grounds of any 
railroad company heretofore granted, or lands included in any city, town, or 
village site: Provided further, That all cash entries heretofore permitted to bo 
made within the limits of che grant toaid in the construction of the Alabama and 
Florida Railroad or of the Mobile and Girard Railroad, whioh lands were not 
taken by said Alabama and Florida Railroad Company, be, and the same are 
hereby, validated, and patents shall issue to the purchasers thereof provided 
the Government still retains the purchase-money: And provided further, That 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be entitled to the 
uantity of land earned by the construction of its road from Girard to Troy,a 
istance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making settlement 
and assigning to the said company the lands earned thereby shall include 
therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed of by said company, 
including such as have been sold for taxes. not to exceed the total amount earned 
by said company as aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such lands 
are hereby confirmed so far as the United States are concerned. 

But not to include any lands in possession of any one duly qualified claiming 

or desiring to claim under either the homestead or pre-emption law. 


That included the lands as to which Mr. PAYSON in the House said 


The Edwards-Ewing party have no equities whatever; the transaction was 
little less than robbery. 


That is the provision that the House put in. Now we come to what 
the conference committee did. They have added to this Mobile and 
Girard Railroad Company. It is somewhat difficult to separate be- 
tween the phrases in this part of the act, and so I will read this in 
order that it may stand in contrast with the other in the RECORD: 


The right hereby given to the said railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its 
board of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, 
right, title, and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its nt, as 
have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where 
the Government still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or ap- 
proval of such officers have been entered in goog faith under the pre-emption 
or homestead laws, or as are claimed under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
as aforesaid, and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such 
lands under such sale; or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims 
80 the pre-emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by 

wW. 


_ The Senate will recognize that there are several entirely new prin- 
ciples and provisions incorporated by the conference committee that 


were not in the House bill and were not in the Senate bill, and have 

never been passed upon or discussed in either body. Neither in ths 
House nor in the Senate was any opportunity ever given by any motion 
oramendment or anything else to discuss the question whether or not 
this railroad company, on condition that it should not have its entire 
land grant forfeited they should within ninety days from rig gee 
of this act, by resolution of its board of directors, duly accept the pro- 
visions of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a valid 
relinquishment,“ and thereupon to come on and confirm all the grants 


that had been made by this company, including those which Mr. PAY- 
SON denounced in the House as being robbery or a very near approach 
to it. 2 


So when I find that provision in there I do not object to it as to the 
railroad in Alabama, but I insist that the Northern Pacific shall take 
alittle of this same medicine and that all the balance of the railroad 
grants in the United States that are similarly circumstanced shall take 
their share of it also, and that through this new door that the confer- 
ence committee have opened leading towards the throne of justice we 
shall beable to march tens of thousands of people who are vainly seeking 
here at large e and under t embarrassment to have their 
rights allowed to them under the existing acts of Congress, these land- 
grant acts, 

The courts have held in numerouse cases that the certificate of the 
governor as to the construction of a railroad is final, and consequently 
under the facts of this case the lands earned by the construction of the 
south 49 miles of road should have been included in the amount con- 
Sed by the eighth section of the bill reported by the conterence com- 
mittee. 

The committee has not only failed to recognize this fact, but it has 
also reported a bill forfeiting the first 120 sections of land which are 
not subject to forfeiture, and it has required the company to enter into 
an agreement within ninety days, through its board of directors, to ac- 
cept this unjust legislation, thereby creating a new contract. If the 
company does not accept this unjust exactment, then the first paragraph 
of the eighth section confirming the sold lands earned by the construc- 
tion of the north end of the road becomes inoperative and the wholé 
matter will be involved in endless litigation. 

By the constraction of 84 miles on the north end and 49 miles on 
the south end of its road, this company has now earned 510,720 acres 
of lands, or 6,000 acres more than was contained in the whole grant. 
But the bill as reported by the committee gives the company but 322,- 
500 acres for the north end of the road. 

I am informed by a certificate from the secretary of the company 
that this company has sold all of the lands conveyed to it by the Land 
Department in 1860, to wit, 504,000 acres, and that it now has no 
right, title, or claim to any of said lands, and consequently it can not, 
without laying itself liable to an action on the case by any of its pur- 
chasers who might be injured thereby, accept the conditions of the 
eighth section of the conference report, or reconvey to the United 
States or relinquish the title to any lands within the limits of the 
grant, because it now has no title which it can relinquish or reconvey. 

Under the conference report, 300,000 acres of lands, in round num- 
bers, are confirmed to purchasers, whereas the company has sold 500,- 
000 acres, and the result will be, as no preferences are given to pur- 
chasers by the act, that each purchaser will receive about six-tenths 
of the amount of lands which he purchased from the company; for the 
status of the purchasers will be analogous to that of creditors of anin- 
solvent debtor whose assets are but six-tenths of the amount of his 
liabilities. This will have the effect of involving all of this company’s 
lands in almost endless litigation. 

To avoid this condition of affairs the amount of lands actually due 
to this company under the terms of the original grant should be con- 
firmed to the purchasers, and it is unjust to those purchasers that only 
part of the lands to which the company is entitled are confirmed by 
this act. 

Mr. President, under the rules controlling parliamentary bodies, I 
understand that I have not the right to ask the action of the Senate 
upon any instructions to a conference report until after the Senate 
shall have disagreed to their report, and then when the case must nec- 
essarily go back to them by the action of the Senate we have the right, 
if we choose to do it, to offer different items of instruction and ask the 
judgment ot the Senate upon them. I have prepared a resolution em- 
bodying three instructions to the committee, which of course are tenta- 
tive. They will not be up for consideration and can not be until after 
the Senate has determined whether not the report goes back to the 
conference. 

Ishould say that this report ought to go back to the conference; 
that inasmuch as they have brought to our attention several new mat- 
ters which have not been passed upon in either House and matters of 
very great importance affecting these land grants, which ought at least 
to receive from the Senate an intimation of what its opinions areas to 
the extent to which these new matters should operate, not upon the 
one railroad in Alabama, but upon all the railroads in the United 
States similarly cireumstanced, so thatafter the vote is taken, if itshould 
result that this report goes back to the conference, I will then offer such 
instructions as I may be advised are the best for the purpose of getting 
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the most extensive, sai „and peaceful results out of this im- 
broglio in regard to the pablo ia 
I 


congratulate the Senate that there is an fs area of reaching 
finally asolution of all these great troubles and difficulties and disputa- 
tions that have so long occupied the attention of the public mind; but 
I would deplore the fact that they should be settled in the interest of 
private es or for the benefit of a particular railroad company to 
the usion of equal justice to the others. Such a result as that 
would bly lead to the questioning of this entire act, and I believe 
when this entire act is questioned, or the first section of it, it will be 
held by the courts that the Congress of the United States has not the 
right to reclaim and to resume title to land which it has absolutely 
granted without conditions and for which a patent has issued. 

I crave the pardon of the Senate, Mr. President, for having so long 
trespassed upon them, for I can see very well in the closing hours of 
this long arduous session the mind of the Senate is not alert to 
this matter and they are willing to accept almost any situation to get 
rid of a very complex business; but let us not do injustice to thou- 
sands and thousands of our fellow-citizens; and let us not, above all 
things else, permit to be confirmed to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Com in fee-simple right—for that is the effect of it—all of the lands 
that have been heretofore claimed by them west of Wallula, and to 
carry into effect that decision of Judge Sawyer, whose judicial sen- 
tences and opinions no man can afford to disregard, for he, a great and 
able judge, and a pure one—that decision of Judge Sawyer which 
holds that these reservations of mineral rights in the grant to the 


Northern Pacific Railroad Company related only to such lands as were, 


known to be mineral at the time of the making of the grant. Idisagree 
with him. 

The subject is in our hands. The title has not passed out of us. No 
act of Congress has recognized the right of this company to this con- 
struction, The Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] says they do 
not insist upon it, do not claim it; and yet there are many cases here, 
we know, which must hang more or less upon that very question. 

Now that we have got the matter in hand, now that the power be- 
longs to us to compel the railroad company to come to a final settle- 
ment and decision clear and unquestionable upon this great topic, I 
insist that we ought to send this case back to the committee of confer- 
ence with such instructions as are pertinent to be embodied in this bill, 
the conclusions of which I have been arguing in behalf of people who 
can not help themselves against a great grasping corporation which 
representsin itself and in its history the very quintessence of monopoly. 

Mr. SANDERS, Mr. President, the public lands have excited the 
anxiety and have been the objects of solicitude to the statesmen of the 
Republie from the first cession by Virginia to the present time. That 
event, thedictatealike of enlightened policy and patriotism, entitles that 
Commonwealth to the abiding gratitude of every person to whom the re- 
nown of the Republicisdear. It strengthened the nascent forces of the 
young Government in its hour of infancy, gave to ita confidence when 
self-distrust was strong, and enabled it to ly discharge to the 
ort who had fought in its wars the high obligations which were 

ted by gratitude for services which were past and hope of yet 
other service to be rendered as from the prolific womb of the teeming 
future occasion should arise. 

The young and unwelcome foundling in the tamily of nations, with- 
out manufactures or commerce or mines, and deeply in debt, was 
thereby lifted into the dominion of ambition and hope as she found 
herself in the possession of a noble, a priceless, and an opportune her- 

The great State which thus consigned its birthright to a wider 

ction, in the complacency of her citizens, in the conscious grati- 

tude of her countrymen, in the primacy accorded by her sister States, 

and in the added puissance of the new government which she shared, 

reaped an adequate, an exceeding, and an envied reward. Therevolving 

ears, relegating this event to the perspectives of history, do not dim 

ts luster, nor can any subsequent circumstance diminish the homage 
or the gratitude which this princely gift inspired. 

Its inherent value, not more than the cheerful spirit of the giver, 
commanded a wise disposition of this trust, and hence in all our his- 
tory our greatest statesmen have charged themselves withits care. As 
we have added to its area the responsibilities have grown, and as State 
after State has been founded and the property rights have diminished 
in size we have more and more appreciated the value of that which has 
remained, and now that by wise economies we have brought it all 
within the range of visual observation it appeals more strongly to our 

anxious vigils. 

That which has been given has strengthened the sinews of the Re- 
public; that which remains must give momentum to the forces which 
enable us to march at the forefront inthe procession of the nations. I 
desire in an humble way to arrest the attention of the Senate to a phase 
of this duty which yet remains, content if I can impress upon the pub- 
lic mind and the Senators on whom the duties devolve the importance 
of the question with which I have to deal. 

For reasons that every Senator will appreciate, I could desire that 
this subject could have fallen into other hands, or that its consideration 
might be safely longer deferred; but within the States and Territories of 
the West, in which mining for the precious and other economic metals is 
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a large industry, an exigency has arisen which seems to require the 
present consideration of the subject which I desire to bring within the 
purview of this debate. 

The question which I desire to discuss is as to the ownership by the 
various land-grant railroads of the United States of the mines of pre- 
cions metals within the limits of their respective grants, being able, as 
I think I am, to show that Co has heretofore well guarded this 
portion of our public heritage, and that by any permissible interpre- 
tation of law these mines yet remain the property of the United States 
to be disposed of as our statutes touching the alienation of mineral lands 
may provide, and that the claim of these railroad companies to such 
mineral lands has no foundation in any of the grants which have been 
made to them. I desire to inquire what further ingenuity of speech is 
requisiteto place beyond corporate and judicial pretension the question 
of the ownership of the mines of precious metals within the limits of 
these various ts of land. 

Confessing heretofore Congress has done much to preclude the 
plausibility of any claim by these corporations to the ownership of these 
mines, the uncertainties which cluster around that question, exciting 
the alarm of mine-owners and prospectors, seem to call upon the Con- 


“gress of the United States for such legislation as will put this question 


beyond doubt. That the apprehensions of these miners and 

ors are not baseless, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
decisions of a very respected and respectable judicial tribunal wherein 
it has been decided that notwithstanding all our legislation and our re- 
peated efforts to save mineral lands from the ownership of railroad cor- 
porations, those efforts have been futile, and that a very considerable 
number of the mines of the West either now belong to these railroad 
corporations or by the action of the executive department of this Gov- 
ernment will soon belong to them. A 

Do these mineral lands belong to these railroad corporations? A 
proposition so simple as this would seem easy of solution. An instant 
reply to a suggestion that mines should be and remain the property 
of the Government and not of such corporations would be; do not then 
gan them to these corporations, and they will not own them. If 

oubt arises and you desire to make assurance doubly sure, provide in 
express terms that they are excluded from the grants and dismiss all 
your solicitude, Such ad vice would seem wise and adequate. Against 
such enactments it would seem the ingenuity of the lawyers could not 
avail. . But in this matter legal dexterity soars above words, above en- 
actments and re-enactments, and claims the forbidden estate as its own. 

I choose to select to illustrate that which I have to say the act grant- 
ing lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, with which I am 
more familiar, which involves mines of greater value than the others, 
and which for all purposes of my discussion is not dissimilar from 
other acts granting lands to railroad companies. In the face of a con- 
dition of so much gravity avy suggestion of a remedy is entitled to re- 
spectful consideration. 

Section 8 of the act granting these lands provides— 

That each and every nt, right, and privilege herein are somade and given 
to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company u; and subject 
to the follo conditions, namely, that the said compan commence 
the work on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the 
President, and shall complete not than 50 miles per year after the second 
Year, and shall constrict, equip, furnish, and complete the whole road by the 
4th of July, A. D. 1878. 

This section was amended from time to time, whereby it was pro- 
vided that the road should be completed in 1879. The road was not 
completed in 1879, nor indeed until 1888, and the branch, provided for 
in the charter by a subsequent act, was made the main line, which ter- 
minated at Portland, in the State of Oregon. That branch has not been 
completed to this day, and the act under consideration provides for the 
forfeiture of so much of the grant as pertained to the unfinished road 
from Wallula to Portland, thereby indicating that inasmuch as another 
company has constructed a road upon the line indicated, the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company is absolved from its obligation to construct 
another road down the Columbia River. 

It has been suggested that it was wise, by a legislative enactment, 
to provide that the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
perpendicular to that part of the road not completed in 1879 should 
be forteited to the United States, and that it enter upon the land so 
forfeited and deal with it as its own. This proposition proceeds upon 
the hypothesis that, notwithstanding the subsequent completion of 
the road from Paget Sound to Lake Superior, the right of the Govern- 
ment so to forfeit the grant remains intact and may be acted upon now 
or hereafter. Of course it proceeds upon the further proposition that 
such forfeiture of the grant would be just. 

Upon the question whether such right remains to the United States 
after the construction of the road, lawyers differ. It has been the sub- 
jectof painstaking investigation by the two Houses of Congress, and that 
investigation has developed irreconcilable differences ofopinion. With 
reference to the legality of such action it may be said that some con- 
siderations present themselves entitled to be weighed in determining the 
validity of such legislative enactment. 

Section 6 of the act provides that the President of the United 
States shall cause the lands to be surveyed for 40 miles in width on 
both sides of the entire line of said road after the general route shall 
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be fixed and as fast as may be ih ere by the construction of said 
railroad.’? It was in the contemplation of the Congress and of the 
promoters of this great scheme that the road should be constructed in 
sections of 25 miles, and that the lands perpendicular to each section 
should be utilized to secure the moneys necessary for so vast an under- 
taking. 

The enterprising capitalists who ultimately built this road, upon a 
retrospection of this proposition may well smile; but it was neverthe- 
less a tangible purpose on the part of those whocontemplated building 
the road that the lands adjacent toeach 25 miles should be used in the 
construction of that particular section of the road, and for this purpose 
this provision was inserted in the act. The President of the United 
States did not cause these lands to be surveyed as fast as they were 
required by the construction of the railroad, and in the very infancy of 
the enterprise the Government of the United States in a matter mate- 
rial to the progress of the work failed to dothat which it had agreed to 
do. 

It may furthermore be said, that implied in this contract between 
the United States on the one hand and the railroad company on the 
other was an agreement by the Government that it would maintain 
peace along the line of this road, and that its employés and officers 
should be permitted to travel throngh and work in the country over 
which the road was to be built. It was never contemplated that a 
corps of employésshould themselves declare or conduct war in the prog- 
ress of this construction. ‘The corporation was not organized for that 
purpose; but the Government of the United States did not maintain 
peace along the line of this road, for during the years when the con- 
tract required its construction over at least 1,300 miles of the road, 
between the Mississippi River and the mouth of the Snake River, hos- 
tile tribes of Indians roamed freely, and in some instances, while the 
Army of the United States were accompanying parties of engineers of 
this railroad company, the Indians were strong enough to drive them 
out of the country and suspend their operations. 

This impossibility to proceed with the constraction of the road dur- 
ing these years because of Indian hostilities is attested by all the dis- 
tinguished officers of our Army who commanded in the region of 
country through which it ran, and as a palpable fact in our history it 
admits of no doubt whatever. What the effect of such a condition of 
affairs would be upon the requirement as to time were it presented in 
the courts of the land is perhaps not possible to foretell. In equity, 
in justice, plain men would say that such a condition of affairs delay- 
ing its construction within the time prescribed should not operate to 
procure a forfeiture of this valuable franchise. 

Section 9 of the act granting lands to this company provides— 

That the United States make the several conditional ts herein, and that 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the tur- 
ther condition that if the said company make any breach of the conditions 
hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, and in 
such case at any time thereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may do any 
and all acts and things which may be and necessary to insure a speedy 
completion of the road, 

A proposition like this is unprecedented in grants to railroad com- 
panies, and in fact little can be found in the law-books htening us 
as to its effect upon section 8 of the act heretofore quo It is ar- 
gued, and plausibly, that upon a failure to complete the road at the 
time indicated in section 8 the right of the United States was absolute 
to forfeit the entire grant, or if the Congress so chose, under section 9, 
to select some other instrament to construct the road, and that these 
remedies were cumulative. 

Other lawyers have argued that section 9 wasa limitation upon Con- 
gress of what could be done in the event of a failure to complete the 
road within the time limited in section 8, that both sections were tobe 
construed together, that as a matter of fact and law this statute dedi- 
cated these lands to the constraction of this highway, and that if the 
corporation thereby created was impotent to complete the task noth- 
ing remained for Congress except to do such needful acts and things as 
were necessary to insure a speedy completion of the road out of the 
proceeds of the lands granted by some other instrumentality. 

It has been further argued in behalf of the company that time was 
not of the essence of this grant; that if it was the forfeiture must be 
claimed and enforced for that reason while the road was incomplete, 
and that such forfeiture would only operate to deprive the road of land 
perpendicular toits unfinished portions. These contentions, it occurs 
to me, are profitless. The Northern Pacific Railroad, according to the 
design of the Thirty- eighth Congress, and as subsequently modified, has 
been completed and no forfeiture has been declared. At notime while 
the work was progressing has any person been able to convince Con- 

that it was wise to declare the forfeiture and enter upon the con- 
troversy of determining its effect. 

In my own view such a controversy would be disastrous to the people 
of the State which I have the honor in part to represent, and all the 
citizens along the line of the road, and would be profitless to the United 
States. There seems to me to be no occasion to apologize for the pas- 
sage of this act. It was great and wise in its conception, and it has been 
benignant in its progress and consequence. It has furnished food for 
d es and parties whose capital is fiction or half truths to delude 
the unthinking, and there yet remain occasional suggestions, supposed 


to be gratifying to the popular mind, that this grant can be forfeited. 
I deem such an attempt unwise and illegal. 

‘These lands, according to the contract made, have been earned, and 
the duty that remains to us is to see that in giving this company pre- 
cisely that which it is entitled to receive it does not by any misinter- 
pretation of its grant receive more than what Congress decreed. Nor 
can it be blamed or the motives of its officers be impugned if they claim 
all which the courts decide they are entitled to receive. The officers 
of the company are trustees of a vast and valuable trust, responsible 
to the 8 that the belongings of the company shall be rigor- 
ously garnered and used to the best account, and they would be amen- 
able to the condemnation of honest men and would be liable in dam- 
ages to the stockholders of this corporation if they should abandon or 
give away any of the property which by law is secured to it. 

It would be wise, as placing this matter beyond further discussion, if 
the Congress of the United States should now declare its satisfaction, 
with the construction of this road, as a compliance with the terms of 
the contract, omitting the Columbia River branch, and proceed forth- 
with to adjust the railroad grant and settle forever the titles to the 
lands along its line. $ 

The initial step in this work is the survey of the land within the 
primary grant and within the first and second indemnity limits, being 
a tract of country west of the Red River of the North 120 miles wide. 
Congress has long neglected this essential prerequisite. There can be 
no adjustment of the grant until this survey is completed. It is pro- 
vided by law that this company shall reimburse the United States for 
this survey, and that provision Congress is entirely able to enforce, if 
there was any disposition to evade it, which I do not believe. 

The second essential step in the adjustment of this grant is the ascer- 
tainment of what is rnp re out of the primary grant itself. So ſar as 
lands are subject to the claims of third parties, and therefore excepted 
from the grant, the adjustment is not difficult; but it is necessary in 
the progress of this settlement to determine what is excepted out of the 
grant as mineral land, and this presents the chiefest difficulty. 

We have passed Jaws remitting these lands to the corporations as 
their own for the purposes of taxation by the States, and we liave com- 
manded such corporations to pay 10 cents per acre into the Treasury 
of the United States for surveying, selecting, and conveying the same. 

This proposition to forfeit granted lands use the r were not 
built within the time prescribed, involves in my jadgment injustice 
to the stockholders of the railroad company, injustice to the cred- 
itors whose debts are secured by a mortgage upon the lands, injustice 
to the individuals who have purchased lands of the company, and a 

injustice to the various communities, titles to the land in which 
it is proposed to involve in uncertainty. It does not need argument 
to maintain the proposition that security of titles and repose of rights 
are the essential foundations of all private and public prosperity. 

Belieying that these lands perpendicular to completed lines of road 
are the property of the corporation by an immutable title, both in 
equity and law, and that any Sr eae concerning them involving 
those populations and areas would be disastrous in the extreme; that 
whatever prophecies of haste to its conclusion may be drawn in this 
Chamber will prove false in fact, and believing that its result will be 
adverse to the Government and harmful to the constituencies more 
particularly involved, the proposition seems to me unwise. Whether 
the persons who have dealt with the railroad company are parties or 
no, their rights and interests will be bound up in litigation, and the 
pendency of such a suit would disturb the pecuniary interests of hun- 
dreds of thousands of people. 

If I shall sell a horse upon condition that $10 shall be paid therefor 
to me on the first day of each month until the $90 for which I sold 
him is paid, the horse to remain mine unless each $10 is paid at the 
date agreed, a failure on the part of the purchaser to pay me the $10 
due on the Ist of December, not insisted upon by me then as cause of 
forfeiture, will not operate to annul the contract, and a receipt by me 
on the Ist of the ensuing February of the $10 due in December will 
operate as a waiver of the condition, in all tribunals of equity and in 
all courts of conscience the wide world over. Besides that, the scheme 
upon which these roads were constructed, so far as the completion and 
perfection of titles to granted lands were concerned, divides the roads 
into sections of various lengths, generally 25 or 40 miles each, which 
sections stood each by itself so far as earning the land and perfecting 
title was concerned. 

Thus it was provided in section 4 of the act granting lands to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, that upon the completion of each 
section of 25 miles of road the President should appoint a commission 
to examine the same, and if it were built in a first-class manner the 
President should approve of the same, which approval operated to en- 
title the company to the lands perpendicular thereto, described in the 
granting act, and whenever the railroad company became entitled to 
patents, as between it and the Government of the United States, and 
as between it and all other persons, it was the same as if patents had 
already been issued, so that a proposition to forfeit these lands must 
sang 2 eo of law, foal ciate as if the patents themselves had 

n . 
The Congress of the United States, as to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
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road Company, authorized and empowered it to secure moneys, bor- 
rowed by it by mortgaging these lands, and as against those mortgagees 
the Government is estoppped to say that the railroad company does 
not own them, and in this case we are invited to face a mortgage of 
$160,000,000 for money expended not only in railroad construction, 
but in improving the great highway, furnishing it facilities and feat- 
ures to make it an efficient aid in the development of the country and 
a remunerative piece of property to its stockholders, 

Long after the time fixed by law for its completion the Government 
of the United States, by its Congress and executive department, se- 
cared to ita right of way through the Crow and other Indian reserva- 
tions, recognizing thereby its rights under its charter and confirming 
the decisions of the courts, that a condition subsequent, unfulfilled, 
does not operate to impair a present grant. It therefore seems plain 
to me that such an enactment placed upon our statute-books would be 
harmless to the corporations involved, gratifying to the lawyers, who 
would find in it a foundation for litigation, disastrous to all the people 
of the United States, and more particularly to those within the limits 
granted, 

The oe that it would produce, the anxiety which it would ne- 
cessitate, the real or imagined peril which it would visit upon titles, 
the flagitious example which would be set, are alike misfortunes, and 
in my judgment would result in nothing but defeat. Beside and be- 
yond these considerations, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
within the limits of its grant in the State of Montana has dealt with 
its timber lands in a spirit of larger equity and statesmanship than 
has the Government of the United States. 

So far as my knowledge extends, for domestic purposes, for purposes 
of agriculture, for the construction of buildings and fences, and for 
uses in the mines, that company has never charged any citizen of that 
State anv sum of money whatever, nor has it harassed or annoyed 
them with prosecutions for alleged trespasses, as has been the habit of 
the Government with reference to the alternate even-numbered sec- 
tions within the limits of that grant; and while I am not permitted to 
say or know how long this immunity by that corporation will continue, 
I shall confidently hope that it will be prolonged until the Government 
shall come to some wise conclusion touching the necessity of furnish- 
ing to the citizens of that State such timber as their imperative needs 

uire, 


And while in my own judgment the prices charged by the railroad 
company for these lands are larger than a wise administration of that 
trast will justify, I still believe it to be true that the Jands are sold at 
much less than their actual value; and I am certain that corporation 
would gladly relinquish and convey its Jand along the line of its entire 
grant for less money than the Government charges for the alternate 
even-numbered sections, provided it could dispose of all its land aud 
devote its attention exclusively to the conduct of its great property. 

It is a misfortune that it was not provided in the grant that after a 
lapse of certain years the Government might proceed to sell these lands 
under its own laws, giving the proceeds thereof to the railroad com- 
pany; but, whatever apprehension may say, experience does not justify 
the fear that these lands in Jarge pieces will long remain the property 
of corporations or individuals. Whoso is familiar with land titles iu 
the United States will be encouraged to believe that normal processes 
forever active in our social and economic life, so far as land ownership 
is concerned, are processes of disintegration, and that small holdings 
of land are always and ultimately evolved therefrom. 

Rejecting, therefore, as morally wrong, as legally impossible, and as 
economically useless, attempts to forfeit these lands along the lines of 
the constructed roads, I prefer to turn my attention to another ques- 
tion, practical in its character, and in my own view as important to 
the people of the United States. 

I listened, Mr. President, to the honorable Senator from Alabama 
with the attention which his abilities always command, For misin- 
formation as to facts connected with the particular grant with which 
I am more familiar and misinterpretations of law applicable to all 
— of a similar quality, I think his address stands without a par- 

I have no disposition to follow the Senator and correct his many mis- 
statements or errors of law, which are wholly immaterial for the pur- 
pose of this discussion. By no syllable in this act is the title of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company perpendicular to that portion of its 
road finished beyond the time limited for the completion of the road 
madestronger. Ifitcould have been forfeited yesterday it may as com- 

etely be forfeited when this bill is signed, and the Senator chants 

is jeremiad over the degeneracy of a Congress which will not forfeit 
these lands, rather than points out a solitary provision of this act 
making that forfeiture more difficult. 

My objections to his proposed instructions to the conference commit- 
tee were, that impliedly they recognized as existing in the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company some right and interest in and to mineral 
lands which he desired that company to relinquish, and in the face 
of his intimation that my humble opinion is not entitled to any con- 
sideration as against the opinion of the judge of the ninth circuit, I 
must nevertheless be itted to place on record my abiding convic- 
tions that so long as n English words are made the vehicle of defi- 


nite ideas and are not a delusion and a snare the decision of the court 
is clearly and wholly wrong. 

The Senator himself has not stated and will not state that he has 
any confidence in the correctness of this decision. If we have not 
already rescued the minesof the country from the grasp of these corpo- 
rations, there are not sufficient words in Webster’s Dictionary to ena- 
ble us to do it, however ingenious we may be in the formation of sen- 
tences. The alarm of the gentleman for those settlers who were so 
deeply wronged by shifting the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company dissipates in the light of that provision of the grant which 
gives odd-numbered non-mineral sections free from pre-emption or 
other claims or rights at the time the line of the road is definitely 
fixed and the map thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

The citizens of Montana would have rejoiced if this preliminarily des- 
ignated line of the road had been 120 miles north and away from the 
line where the road was finally definitely located. It would have given 
to them all of the odd and even numbered sections within the limits of 
the grant to have selected valuable farms from between 1864 and 1882, 
aud when the line of the road was definitely located it would have given 
us all of the previously withdrawn sections to have settled upon from 
1882 until now. This process of shifting was disastrous to the railroad 
company, but very happy for the settlers in the State of Montana, for 
by no claim of the railroad company, or interpretation of law, could 
that company drive a single man seeking to enter the public domain 
from his possessions by changing the line of its road. e most care- 
less and casual examination of the act will make this matter clear. 

If I rigbtly understood the casus belli of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] in his speech, it is that this bill as it stands 
will forfeit to the United States certain lands in his State perpendicu- 
lar to unfinished railroads from 80 to 100 miles in length which, through 
indolence, mismanagement, and mischief, remain unfinished to this day, 
though required by the act, on pain of forfeiture, to have been finished 
in 1866. If I were to suppose him sincere I should expect he would 
for that reason have been one of its most sturdy advocates on this floor. 
It can not be that he is masquerading as the friend of the settler act- 
ual or contemplated who by these grants is excluded from the public 
domain. He is not one of those so delicately satirized a half century 
ago hy Mr. Lowell in the Biglow Papers: 

I du believe in ſreedom's cause 
Ez fur away as Payris is, 

The counsel who furnished the honorable Senator his brief which he 
read yesterday owes him an ample apology. Only the reputation of Jules 
Verne could survive its history, wlrile its misstatements of law make it 
certain that it is not the work of a lawyer so able, so fair, so acute as is 
the Senator to whom we all look with confidence to solve our legal dif- 
ficulties, however abstruse or complex they be. The honorable Senator 
stated to us that his speech as to legislation torfeiting the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company’s grant was a piece of mortuary literature, a 
sort of inscription to be carved on the obelisk which he would erect over 
the buried hopes of those who desired that forfeiture. If the adage of 
the cynic be true, or if we can rely on the poet, we will be compelled to 
say that his speech possesses in an eminent degree one of the qualities 
of an epitaph. 

The plaintive appeal of the honorable Senator that we resume title 
to lands perpendicular to portions of roads finished years since in re- 
gions where the savage had his abiding place while the road was being 
builded, loses much of its force when he appeals to us to renew a sub- 
sidy granted thirty-four years ago and which expired more than twenty- 
six years ago, in the center of an old-settled community. It can not 
be that these lands are valueless to the settler, that for any reason the 
conditions of life in mild and fertile Alabama—richer than many of 
her sisters in natural resources—repel the vast and valuable tide of im- 
migration in quest of homes. 

On the 26th of May I introduced a bill in the Senate which commended 
itself to my own jadgment, as affecting the region of country from 
which I come, and later, at the suggestion of Senators, I introduced an- 
other dissimilar only in that it was of general application and specified 
the quality of mineral which in the judgment of Senators was intended 
in the original acts, and which on yesterday with immaterial modifica- 
tions was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, which reads 
as follows: 


Be il enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in all cases of grants of lands to States or 
corporations to aid in the construction of railroads or other public works, no 
allowance or confirmation of such grant or patent therefor shall operate to con- 
vey to, or confirm in, the patentee, or its assigns, or confer in it or them any 
right or title to any valuable deposit of gold, silver, copper, lead, iron, or other 
metallic metal, or coal, except the same be included in the grant; but all such 
mines and minerals, with the necessary surface ground to work the same, shall 
remain the property of the United States, to be disposed of under its laws re- 
spectively applicable thereto as completely as if such allowance, confirmation, 
or patent did not exist; and the easementand reservation herein described and 
set forth shall be expressed in any patents issued for such lands, and shall re- 
main effectual until it is otherwise provided by law. 


If I were permitted to bring into the Senate of the United States my 
animosities, perhaps the paper read by the honorable Senator from 
Alabama yesterday would have been as gratifying to me as it seemed 


| to be to him; but as I understand it we are here to deal not with friends 
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or enemies, but with facts, and upon the proposition that the law under 
consideration now is unconstitutional it seems to me that if that be 
true as to the grant of land which the honorable Senator undertakes to 
protect and defend, it is perfectly harmless, and its passage will in no 
way or manner impair that grant. 

He says, and he says truly, that if the Congress of the United States 
has granted land to any State, municipality, or corporation without 
eondition precedent or subsequent that the State, or corporation, or 
municipality thereby became as absolutely its owner as if it had paid 
its money therefor, and that no act of Congress declaring that grant 
forfeited and assuming to resume possession of it as the property of the 
United States would of any validity whatever. The Senator did 
not inform us that there was such a grant as that in existence, and as to 
the particular grants in the State of Alabama which were passed in the 
spring of 1856 there was a condition-subsequent attached to each of 
them that unless the public works which they were granted to aid in 
the construction of were completed within ten years, then and in that 
case the lands should be forfeited and the title thereto revert to the 
United States. 

The impression which the Senator produced upon my mind in his 
argument on yesterday was that in respect of thegrants in the Alabama 
case the act under consideration was violative of that provision of the 
Constitution which forbids the taking of private property for public use 
except upon a just compensation, but upon au examination of the stat- 
utes themselves I find that they have a condition attached to them and 
that it is as competent to declare the forfeiture of those lands as it is 
the lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company from the forks of 
the Snake and Columbia Rivers to the city of Portland, in the State 


of Oregon. 

The question, however, which is involved arises from decisions of 
courts confined thus far to the ninth circuit of the United States, the 
last of which is Francceur vs. Newhouse, a decision which has startled 
our miners and prospectors and thoughtful citizens as if a fire-bell had 
startled their midnight repose. Premising that one Franceeur had 
purchased asnon-mineral land lot 52 in section 13, within the limits of 
the grant to the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California, of that 
company, and that thereafter a paying gold mine had been discovered 
thereon which had been patented to Newhouse, who was in possession 
of the same, Franceur, asserting the railroad title, brought suit in 
ejectment against Newhouse to recover the land including the mine, 
although the executive department had refused to give him a patent 
to lot 52, presumably because mineral lands were excepted from the 
grant. The court, reciting the facts, and holding, as is often decided, 
and no longer, if ever, open to controversy, that such enactments, not- 
withstanding the honorable Senator’s position to-day on that question, 
are present grants of title, that patents are of inconsequential signifi- 
cance, and as a manner of conveying title wholly futile, proceeded to the 
main question and said: 


The next question is, did the land in question pass, by the grant of 1863 per- 
fected in 1866-67, in which a gold mine was discovered in 1883, twenty-one years 
after the stent attached by the filing ofa plat of the general route of the railroad, 
and the withdrawal of the lands in pursuance of the statute, by the Secretar: 
of the Interior, and more than seventeen years after the completion of the F 
and its acceptance by the President, and more than sixteen years after the final 
mana eg the lands asagricultural and not mineral? The parties to this grant. 
both United States and the grantee, must be presumed to have contemplated 
a tin view of the condition of the lands as they were known, or appeared 
to be, at the time the grant took effect. 

In the exception of mineral lands“ from the grant, Congress must have 
meant not only lands mineral in fact, but lands known to be mineral, or, at 
most, such as were apparently mineral and generally recognized as such. Con- 
gress could not have contemplated that the discovery of a paying mine fifteen 
or twenty years after the making of the nt, and the performance of all the 
conditions by thé grantee uired to perfect the title and renderit irrevocable, 
should vitiate the grant. If so, then such a discovery fifty or one hundred 
years after would effect the same result. In granting the public lands Con- 
gress must be presumed to deal with them in view of the conditions as they 
are known or 8 to be at the time. Exceptions must be presumed to 
refer to matters that are readily apparent upon ins ion. Any others would 
be too indefinite to be valid. The conditions constituting the exception ought 
certainly to be ascertainable at the time the grant takes effect or they ought 
not to be operative; otherwise the greatest confusion and inconvenience, pub- 
lic and private, must necessarily result. 

The grant should point out what is granted in such certain terms that the 
grantee may be able to ascertain by inspection, and know at the time the loca- 
tion is definitely fixed and it becomes operative what specific tracts of lands 
are granted, and what are excepted from the grant, T. lands, soon after the 
grant, were conveyed, in trust, under authority of the law, as security for the 
bonds issued, out of the proceeds of which the road was constructed, and the 

roceeds of these sales are devoted by the trustees to the redemption of the 

nds. Is this security to be impaired or destroyed by taking from the opera- 
tion of the grant all lands in which at any future time gold or other valuable 
metals may be discovered? If so, all the lands may sooner or later revert to 
the United States, and these bondholders and those who in good faith have pur- 
chased the landa of the company without being aware of the mines secluded in 
their lower depths will be Jargely injured. 

These words “mineral lands“ used in the act must be construed in a prac- 
tical sense—as ical men would use them in contracting about them—must 
be construed with reference to their present known or at least obviously ap- 
parent condition. 

Tha on to express my views in a general wa: ups this subject in 
Cowell os. Lammers, 10 Sawy., 246. In that case, it is said.“ by the words min- 
eral lands’ must be understood lands known to be such, or which there isa sat- 
isfactory reason to believe are such at the time of the grant or patent.“ In that 
case it was not necessary to go behind the date of the patent, which was issued 
to the com y in accordance with and in 8388 of the grant, and not toa 
trespasser in opposition to the grant asin instance, Those who make or 
take subsequent grants must see that there is something to grant. 
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It is not enough to know that the lands contain minerals at the date of the 
issue of the patent in order to nt them as mineral lands. It must be known 
also that there has been no prior divestment of title. I am that the 
lands ought not only to be mineral in fact, but also to be known as mineral, 
or there should be tropa ogy é reason to believe them to be such, at the date 
when the grant takes eff n order to fall within the exception of mineral 
lands, in such sense as to d t the grant. And this is evidently the view of 
the Supreme Court, as there is no case, so far as I am aware, wherein that 
court has sustained an exception of mineral lands” in these grants unless 
they are known to be mineral at the time of the grant. This polnt is fully on- 
sidered by the Coal Company vs. United States. Says the court in that case, 
quoting from a prior decision: 

“We say ‘land known at the time to be valuable for its minerals,’ as there are 
vast tracts of public land in which minerals of different kinds are found, but 
not in such quantity as to justify expenditures in the effort to extract them. It 
is not to such lands that the term ‘mineral’ in the sense of the statute is ap lica- 
ble. Wealso say lands known at the time of their sale to be thus valua! fe," in 
order to avoid any possible conclusion against the validity of titles which may 
be issued for other kinds of land in which years afterwards rich deposits of 
mineral may be discovered. It is quite possible that lands settled upon as suit- 
able only for agricultural purposes, entered by the settler and patented by the 
Government under the pre-emption laws, may be found 2 after the patent 
has been issued to contain valuable minerals. Indeed, this has often ha ned, 
We therefore use the term ‘knows to be valuable at the time of sale to pre- 
vent any doubt being cast upon titles to lands afterwards found to be different 
in their mineral character from what was sup when the entry of them 
was made and a patent issued. (123 U. S., 827. ? 

This was butaflirming similar views before expressed in Deffeback rs, Hawke, 
115 United States, 404. In this case the Supreme Court also affirms the view of 
the circuit court expressed in Cowell rs. Lammers, adhe oat an exception in- 
sorted in a patent in express terms, by the Secretary of the Interior, not re- 
quired or authorized by the statutes, is void. 

Now, in this case, according to the allegations of the complaint, after the 
grant had been made, and all the conditions fully performed by the grantee, 
and before there was any authority at all to survey mineral lands, asin the 
case of Cowell vs. Lammers, the township and section including the lands in 
question were surveyed as agricultural lands, and so returned and represented 
to the land officer, and they were so regarded until the discovery of gold-bear- 
ing quartz many years afterward,in 1883, when a patent was refused the rail- 
road company and issued to defendant's grantor, 

This discovery,in our judgment, was too late. There was at the date of the 
legislative grant, and for many years afterwards, nothing appearing in the nat- 
ure of a valid 1 to take the premises in controversy out of the opera- 
tion of the grant. The Department in issuing the patent to defendant's grantor, 
instead of to the railroad company,seems to have acted in view of the con- 
dition of things as they appea after the discovery of the gold-bearing 
quartz in 1883, and not as they appeared and were known at the time of the 
making of the Congressional grant, the performance of the conditions of the 
grant by the grantee, and the subsequent survey made by the Government in 
1866-"67, as agricultural lands. 


Let us test the validity of this reasoning. For that purpose the 
Northern Pacific act is as useful as the act granting lands to the Cen- 
tral Pacifie Company. 

Section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 


8 respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
tales. 


In the exercise of that authority, on the 2d day of July, 1864, Con- 
gress passed an act entitled ‘‘An act granting lands to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound on the Pacific coast by the northern route,“ wherein, among 
other things, it was provided: 


Sec. 8. That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company,” its successors and gns, for the purpose of aiding in the constrne- 
tion of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pacific coast, and to secure the 
safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions of war, and pub- 
lic stores over the route of said line of railway, every alternate section of pub- 
lic land, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of 20 alter- 
nate sections pa mile on each side of said railroad line, as said company may 
adopt, through the Territories of the United States, and 10 alternate sections of 
land per mile on each side of said railroad, whenever it passes through any 
State, and whenever, on the line thereof, the United States have full title, not 
reserved, sold. nted, or otherwise ei ape oe and free from pre-emp- 
tion or other claims or rights avthe time the line of said road is definitely fixed 
and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office; and whenever, prior to said time, any of said sections or parts of sec- 
tions shall have been granted, sold, reserved, occupied by homestead settlers 
or coined AT or otherwise d d of, other lands shall be selected by said 
company in lien thereof under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
alternate sections and designated by odd numbers, not more than 10 miles be- 

ond the limits of said alternate sections: Provi That if said route shall be 
found upon the line of any otber railroad route to aid in the construction of 
which lands have been heretofore granted by the United States as far asthe 
routes are upon the same general line, the amount of Jand heretofore granted 
shall be deducted from the amount granted by this act: Provided further, That 
the railroad company receiving the previous grant of land may their in- 
terest to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company.“ or may consolidate, con- 
federato, and associate with said 3 upon the terms named in the first sec- 
tion of this act: Provided further, That all mineral lands be, and the same are 
hereby, excluded from the operation of this act, and in lieu thereof a like quan- 
tity of unoccupied and unappropriated agricultural lands in odd-numbe: seo- 
tions nearest to the line of said road may be selected as above provided: And 
provided further, That the word mineral,“ when it occurs in this act, shall not 
be held to include iron or coal: And provided further, That no money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury of the United States to aid in the construction of the 
said Northern Pacific Railroad.” 


On the 30th of January, 1865, to prevent any uncertainty as to the 
intent of Congress to reserve from the grants to railroads the mineral 
lands of the United States, it was provided that— 


other pu 
January, ineral lands, which in all 
cases are reserved exclusively to the United States, unless otherwise 5 
provided in the act or acts making the grant. (Sec, 2346, Rev. Stat. U. S.) 


This section 2346 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was 
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a bill introduced in Congress before the of the act incorporat- 

ing the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, but was not passed until 

the next session, when it was amended soas to conform to the changed 
condition, and is now a part of the law of the land. 

Later, on June 22, 1874, Congress again provided in another law, 
which is section 2318 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: 

In all cases lands valuable for minerals shall be reserved from sale except as 
otherwise expressly directed by law. 

Iknow of no other statutory law affecting the quality of lands granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 

It therefore appears: 

First. Ou July 2, 1864, Congress granted land not mineral to this 
company. (13 Statutes at Large, page 366.) 

Second. In the same statute and later, in the granting section there- 
of, it provided“ that all mineral lands shall be, and the same are 
hereby, excluded from the operation of this act. (Jdem.) 

Third, Six months thereafter it provided that the act ting lands 
to this company should not be so construed as to em mineral 
lands. (United States Revised Statutes, section 2346.) 

Fourth. In this last statute it again provided that mineral lands 
were reserved exclusively to the United States, unless otherwise spe- 
cially provided in the acts making the grants. (Jdem.) 

Fifth. On June 22, 1874, Congress again provided that in all cases 
lands valuable for minerals shall be reserved from sale exceptas other- 
wise expressly directed by law.“ (United States Revi Statutes, 
section 2318.) 

From this analysis of the several enactments it appears: 

First. Only lands not mineral were granted. 

Second. Mineral lands were expressly excluded. 

Third. Construction of the law so as to embrace mineral lands was. 
forbidden to all officers and courts. 

8 Ssh Mineral lands were reserved ‘exclusively to the United 
Fifth. No lands valuable for minerals should be sold by indirection. 
When we add to this that the function of a patent is to confirm what 

is granted, not to convey what is excluded, we have erected a seem- 
ingly eens barrier around our mineral possessions. When we 
add to this the indisputable oe postr that a patent to land reserved 
is void, impeachable in law and equity, nothing is left on which pre- 
tense can stand. 

These five express provisions constitute the body of the law from 
which we are to deduce the intent of Congress and measure the rights 
of the railroad company, Against such perspicuous, definite, and re- 
peated assertions of the Congressional will I know in this pressure of 
the multiform grave affairs of state I ought to be asked and I should 
be able to answer why I obtrude upon your attention another proposed 
3 saying that no patent issued or to be issued shall operate or 

interpreted to convey to or confirm in this company any mineral 
land whatever. 

Three theories are suggested as affecting the possibility of the inclu- 
sion or exclusion of mineral lands in these grants: 

First. As the grant is by a law, and that law having excluded min- 
eral lands therefrom, and other laws having provided that there shall 
be no transfer of mineral lands except under a law expressly providing 
for their sale, it is not possible that mineral lands shall become the 
property of these grantees, the discovery of valuable minerals operat- 
ing co instanti to show inexorably that the land containing the same 
was never included in the grant, and no patent, whatever its form, can 
s0 the grant as to include mineral lands. 

Second. As the grant is by law, 5 mineral lands and pro- 
viding for other lands in lien thereof, it devolves upon some authority, 
the President or Secretary of the Interior, to ascertain what are min- 
eral lands and to exclude them by metes and bounds from the descrip- 
tion of sections in the patents, and that authority having been exer- 
cised by the proper officer is final, and if thereafter lands decided by 
this proper tribunal to be non-mineral are found to contain mines of 
great value, they become the property of the grantee. 

Third. Without reference to the repeated exclusion of mineral lands 
in the law, and without the examination and determination by the 
President or Secretary and regardless of the fact that the patent in ef- 
fect follows the statute making the grant and excludes mineral lands 
in express terms, nevertheless fhe mineral lands are conveyed unless 
at or before the grant, the definite location of the road, or the issuance 
of the patent it was known that the land contained minerals render- 
ing it of commercial value. 

Under the first theory what is described in the law is described in 
the patent without enlargement, diminution, or variation, but it is not 
at once ascertained, nor is it instantly ascertainable, but this is the re- 
sult of the form of description chosen by Congress as the expression of 
its will. Ite effect is to remit to the vicissitudes of time and indus- 
trial development the ascertainment of what is granted, but if that 
effect is a conclusion from the language of the law, it is one 
to which all parties must submit. If this uncertainty is deleterious 
it appeals to Congress for a remedy, and that remedy, com ding 
the wrong, should be speedy, economical, just, and complete. This 
theory seems consistent with those numerous decisions of many courts 


that upon proof that the land is non- mineral and unclaimed at the date 
of the definite location of the road it is the property of the railroad 
company and may be recovered in ejectment, and that the patent does 
not convey the land, but that it is conveyed by the law making the 
grant. 

Under the second theory a tribunal has been appointed to determine 
What is included in the t. Its adjudication is probably final and 
it evolves certainty of title ont of material leaving that title uncer- 
tain. This is the heroic theory, cutting, as it were, a Gordian knot. 
The tribunal has not the instrumentalities to enable it to intelligibly 
decide according to the facts. It may be doubtful what officer consti- 
tutes the tribunal; what authority it has to hear parties in interest be- 
fore deciding is not defined; there are no adverse parties; it has no com- 
pulsory process to compel the attendance of witnesses; its action must 
with existing information grant away much mineral land of great value 
and deny to the companies much land which was granted, and this 
theory is certainly condemned by all that multitude of decisions hold- 
ing no such tribunal or determination necessary. Certainly, if sucha 
tribunal is necessary and its conclusion final, its adjudication is im- 

ratively required before recoveries of these lands in ejectinent or 
Pelote recoveries for trespasses thereon, propositions negatived by grave 
decisions of many of our highest judicial tribunals. 

Under the third theory supported by the decision to which I have 
called your attention the Government is held to have alienated large 
and valuable mines forming, it may be confidently asserted, the chiefest 
value of the princely grants which have been made to the corporations 
interested in the mining regions. It is held that we have granted 
that which we said we withheld. The statute is either amended by 
the courts to enlarge the grant, as it appears to me, or it is liberally 
interpreted against the sovereign and in favor of the grantee to enlarge 
the grant, not indeed for the purpose of enlarging the grant; that is 
not the design, but is the inevitable effect. 

The purpose is to give security to titles, and to accomplish this result 
all lands about which a doubt clusters, whether or no they are included, 
are held to be included, and thus by an easy insecurity is made 
secure. By the law it is uncertain who owns this land, and the adher- 
ents of this theory say we will solve the difficulty by declaring that 
because of that uncertainty one of the parties we shall name is the 
owner, and thenceforth all doubt has vanished, This theory does not 
satisfy the reasoning mind. 3 

The form of the patent to be issued is determinable by the adoption 
of one of the foregoing theories. 

First. If the first theory prevails the patent should in its premises 
exclude mineral lands, and thenceforth it would evidence the fact that 
all but the mineral lands in the section were the property of the 
grantee. ` 

Secoad. If the second theory prevails the patentshould withhold by 
metes and bounds or legal subdivisions what the President or Secre- 
tary has adjudged to be mineral lands, and it might appropriately re- 
cite the adjudication that the lands granted had been by the proper 
officer ascertained to be non-mineral lands, and they thereby would be- 
come the p of the grantee. 

Third. If the third theory prevails some officer of the Government 
should enter on an inquiry as to what was known as to the mineral or 
non-mineral quality of the lands at the controlling date, and by that 
test include or exclude, as the case might he, the lands in the patent if 
any person or tribunal having authority to do that exists whose find- 
ing had legal efficiency, its recital in the patent being proper. 

If the authority is in the Seeretary of the Interior to decide for all 
time what is and what is not granted, the instrumentalities adequate 
for that purposeshould be given. Thedecisions upon this subject have 
not proceeded on the theory that he had such power. Many decisions 
seem inconsistent with the idea that such is the law. If such authority 
exists it is by implication and as the result of the most vague and gen- 
eral legislation. The act of March 3, 1887, requiring the instant adjust- 
ment of all the land grants was to placate a supposed sentiment 
of hostility to those corporations, but, like most of such enactments, 
if enforced and carrying with it the implications indicated, it promises 
tobe to the railroads an invaluable boon. To adjudicate these grants 
according to the decisions of the Supreme Court is, in view of the impor- 
tant questions arising and not determined by that tribunal, most incon- 
sequential and impotent legislation. 

The Congress, possessing the power to dispose of the land of the United 
States at its will and having legal capacity not only to contract, but 
also to make laws, deemed that the public interest justified itin grant- 
ing certain lands to a corporation of its own creation to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound. For this p its power over the public domain was ple- 
nary. In determining what lands should be granted, the question of 
quantity, locality, and quality were to be determined by it with re- 
gard to the public welfare and the purposes it had in view. 

The quantity must be such as to lure the necessary capital into an 
enterprise of uncertain and untested remunerativeness, and this quan- 
tity could be somewhat diminished if it could be located near the great 
enterprise which was to develop that vast terra incognita. That the 
Government might share in the augmented value of the property, al- 
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ternate sections were reserved to it; and that in the la of time it | 
might lose nothing as a matter of dollars and cents, in spirit of a 


thrifty tradesman, it doubled the price of those sections which it did 
not grant. It did not lift itself to the height of the great occasion nor 
grasp the vastness of the deed. 

But another question pressed upon the deliberations of the statesmen 
who weredealing with this great enterprise which touched the quality of 
the land to be given to thiscorporation in consideration of the construc- 
tion of thisimproved transcontinental highway. To determine this sit- 
uation it is necessary to go back to the time when this grant was made. 
We have made such progress since that it is difficult to recall how small 
the information which only twenty-six years ago existed touching the 
country through which this road was to be constructed. The geogra- 

hers, through ignorance, and the adventurers, through mo- 
3 had for three-quarters of a century represented it asa desert of 
most forbidding quality. Our literature was permeated with eTa- 
tions of its sterility, and from hunters, trappers, and traders, to this 
Senate floor, it had been denounced as if it were a purposed and con- 
scious offender, 

Prior to the passage of the act granting lands to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, in the probable route of the road little gold or sil- 
ver in paying quantities had been discovered. Enough had been found 
along the probable line of the road and near it to give promise that 
mines of the precious metals would be discovered therein, and as a 
theater inviting to the pector it had no rival. Its remoteness but 
added to the interest w it then excited, and as it could be reached 
only by a three weeks’ journey at a fabulous expense popular informa- 
tion concerning it was limited in the extreme. Prophets foretold its 
marvelous weal of precious metals as prophets are wont to do of. re- 
mote lands, 

The country had crying need of all its precious metals. It was in 
the throes of a civil war, which, if the result was not uncertain, was 
nevertheless to be reached by efforts as yet unmeasured and at a date 
not known. Measured by the discount on its paper, the credit of the 
country was at its lowest ebb; famed Black Friday was not ten days in 
the future. Upon its precious metals the country was to rely to re- 
deem its paper currency; in the vicissitudes of the pending war possibly 
these metals would on the failure of the value of that paper currency 
be the instrumentality for the conduct of the financial operations or 
the Government. It seemed that the nation’s wealth had been re- 
served for the nation’s need, and certainly the need promised to besu- 


preme, ‘ 

Paving regard to the history of titles to the royal mines, to the tenure 
by which they were held, to the uniform practice by which they con- 
tinned to be the ap of the sovereign, we shall be able to ascer- 
tain the design of Congress to retain the gold and silver within the 
limits of this grant. On July 2, 1864, when this grant was made, and 
to July 26, 1866, the United States was dominated by the policy and 
its laws conformed to those of Spain, France, and England as to the 
inalienable tenure of lands containing precious metals. No Jaw pro- 
vided for their sale. They were considered as inhering in the sover- 
eignty like eminent domain as one of its essential attributes and im- 
perative needs. 

The world was not yet emancipated from the day of small things, at 
least there still clung to it principles born in the days of small things, 
shadows from the night of time. When the military chest out of 
which soldiers were paid and commissary stores purchased was an es- 
sential accompaniment of the army headquarters the royal mines were 
relied on to recuperate the army chest, and to them always the king 
could go as to his own. If by apt words the sovereign had separated 
them from his crown, as it was intimated possibly he might, yet as he 
held them by prerogative rather than by grant or inheritance as a prop- 
erty right, they reverted to the crown on his death. It was appre- 
hended that these properties in the ownership of citizens might not 
produce royal metals for the sovereign need. Something of this doc- 
trine lingers with us in the legislation forbidding alien holdings of 
mines in the Territories and States, and which confines the grants to 
citizens or those who have declared an intention to become citizens. 

Conscions that the precious metals were theretofore the property of 
the state by an immutable tenure, and knowing that mines then un- 
found might exist on the line of this proposed road, Congress granted 
25,600 acres of land per mile to this company, but it excluded from 
these lands such as were mineral in their character, except iron and 
coal lands, which by the terms of the act were expressly granted, and 
it gave lieu land therefor. The word ‘ mineral,” as used in the act, was 
not of course used in the sense in which it is used when we describe 
the material world as divided into the vegetable, animal, and mineral 
kingdoms. It had reference to definite deposits of mineral substances, 
probably metallic in form and valuable for economic and commercial 
uses, 


The descriptions of the land granted were as definite as it was possi- 
ble under existing circumstances then to make them. If the descrip- 
tions by metes and bounds had been left untouched by further provis- 
ions there would have been included in the grant a large quantity of 
Jand which the public policy of civilized nations forbade to be trans- 
ferred from the sovereign power. And inasmuch as the exterior limits 


of this land could not be defined from any knowledge extant, the de- 
scription ceased to be one of lines defining exterior limits and became 
one of quality, and in effect it provided that such lands as contained 
gold or silver with other metals, except iron and coal, should not be 
included in the grant, although existing upon odd-numbered sections 
within its limits, 

This was the language used by the tribunal appointed by the Con- 
stitution to determine whether the lands should be granted or not. 
And the question that remains now to be determined is whether this 
provision of the Constitution empowering the Congress of the United 
States to dispose of the territory of the United States, lands which Con- 
gress has stated shall not be granted, may be in fact transferred and 
the title of the United States thereto be terminated. Every lawyer 
will approve the abundant caution the judicial tribunals manifested 
in refusing to determine controversies not in issue before them, and will 
justify that prudence which induced them to guard against the misuse 
of jndicial determination actually proclaimed. > 

It is to the credit of our highest judicial tribunal, that in so far as 
its official action has proceeded that action has always been in sym- 
pathy with the legislative purpose and helpful to the executive arm 
of the Government. In the execution of this otic purpose in cases 
arising in the Supreme Court of the United States touching mineral 
lands known to exist within the exterior boundaries of lands granted, 
under laws providing for the conveyance of agricultural and timber 
lands, it has been held that such mineral lands were not conveyed by 
a patent as for agricultural lands, although such mineral lands were 
within the exterior boundaries thereof as described in the patent. That 
such a decision should not be used to excite the cupidity of any indi- 
vidual and incite trespass, and by way of caution, that court has been 
led to remark that its decision was confined to lands the mineral char- 
acter of which was known at the time of the grant. 

The words of caution used by the Supreme Court have grown from 
a molehill of qualifications through doubt up to the affirmation of the 
proposition that notwithstanding mineral lands are expressly excluded 
from the grant, they nevertheless become the property of the grantee, 
provided that at some period, about which lawyers the existence 
of mineral was unknown to some number of persons unnamed. In 
other words, it is boldly affirmed that notwithstanding these five pro- 
visions of law securely reposing in our statute-book, such title may be 
given to the mineral lands within the limits of this railroad grant as to 
vest in the railroad company under the law an immutable right thereto. 

I do not challenge the correctness of judicial decision reached after 

instaking care by eminent lawyers with the duty of admin- 
istering justice according to law without great diffidence. Nor do I 
impugn the integrity of the learned judge who has made this view ot 
the law plausible bya very elaborate andable argument. This judge 
is one of the justices of the United States court, who has illuminated 
our law touching mines and the tenures by which they are held by a 
patience, industry, and intelligence that entitle him to the lasting 
gratitude of his countrymen, and no time will come, however remote, 
that the lawyers and people of the United States will cease to mention 
his name with affectionate respect and admiration. 

I must, nevertheless, challenge the correctness of a decision which 
affirms that the language of the grant to the railroad company was 
broad enough to convey away mineral lands, known or unknown, and 
I must challenge the proposition that it was the intent of Congress to 
grant to these corporations mineral lands, known or unknown, and I 
must challenge the further proposition that any event in the way of 
issuing patents definitely locating the line of the road or withdrawing 
the lands from entry under the land laws of the United States has 
operated or can operate to enlarge the grant which on the 2d of July, 
1864, Congress made to this company. 

It has been argued that all lands not known to have been mineral 
at the date of the approval of the act passed to the company, and this 
position can be more plausibly maintained than any other. And yet 
such an argument does not possess any convincing merit. Ifthe even 
sections were excepted from the grant as a matter of description, so 
were the mineral lands in the odd sections excepted from the grant, 
and if because Congress did not know where the mineral land was it 
therefore passed, why not say that because Congress did not know where 
the even sections were they therefore to the company? 

From the Mississippi River to beyond the mouth of the Snake River, 
a distance of 1,500 miles, the entire country to be traversed by this pro- 
jected road was the abode of savage Indian tribes and its mineral, 
grazing, and agricultural wealth was almost wholly unknown. Con- 
gress also expressly reserved, in addition to the mineral lands, lands 
which were occupied by settlers or claimed at the date of the definite 
location of the road thereafter to occur; but Congress was as ignorant 
of the lands that were to be so occupied or claimed as it was of the 
mineral lands which it excepted, and why could it not be as plausibly 
argued that the lands occupied or claimed were by reason of the igno- 
rance of the Congress also conveyed to the company? 

The answer made to this would probably be that lands occupied or 
claimed were expressly reserved from the grant, to which it may be 
responded that lands mineral in their character were likewise reserved 
from the grant, and the plea that the ignorance of Congress enables the 
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company to claim that which would not be theirs were Congress more 
enlightened seems to fall to the ground. Beside this, if we shall ex- 
amine this tenure, what is the knowledge of Congress? If one Con- 
gressman representing a district of some State contiguous to this line 
of road, or remote therefrom, knows of the mines, does that constitute 
a knowledge which would except them from the grant? Ifnomember 
of Congress knew there were mines upon the grant, but merely a Del- 
egate trom a Territory, who is not a Representative according to the Con- 
stitution, knew of the mines within the limits of the grant, would that 
operate to except them from the grant ? 

If two or ten or any minority of Congressmen knew of the existence 
of one or more mines within the limits of the grant, would that knowl- 
edge operate to exclude the mines known from eco et Ifa ma- 
jority knew of the existence of mines, are the p of the grant 
limited so as to excludethe known mines? And howis this 8 
to be established asa muniment of title in the company? How is proof 
of this knowledge to be made? What degree of certainty in the brain 
of each Congressman must exist to enable the railroad company to set 
him down as kno or not knowing of the existence of a mine on the 
lands within 40 miles of its afterward located road? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it disturb the Senator from Montana if I 
should ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLpu in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. SANDERS. Ido. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Montana understand that 
there is any provision in the bill under consideration as reported from 
the conlerence committee that by any possible construction gives to 
the railroad companies or any of them any greater right or claim to 
soy lands than they have now under their charters and existing 

aws? 

Mr. SANDERS. Ido not; and I understand the bill expressly to 
poroa, thatin that respect it shall not change the matter by a hair’s 


Mr. MITCHELL, That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iapologize to the Senate and to the Senator by say- 
ing that I am not merely talking to the report ot the conference com- 
mittee, but I am replying somewhat, so far as I can, to the argument 
of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MITCHELL. For one, I think the Senator is making a very 
appropriate and a very able one. 

Mr. SANDERS. What provisions of law for the preservation or 
proof of this knowledge has been made upon which so important a 
matter as the title to lands can repose? Mines seldom show great rich- 
ness upon the surface of the ground. How rich must the croppings of 
ore or developed mineral be to enable us to say that a mine was known 
or not known to exist as the case might be? And if it shall be said 

chat the knowledge of a majority of each House of Congress of the ex- 
istence of a mine is essential at a given date to except it from the grant, 
must the President of the United States, who partakes in the legisla- 
tiou of the country, also have similar knowledge, and what will be the 
effect if one of these three different parties has knowledge and the 
others are ignorant? 

Itis argued aguin, by persons taking a somewhat different view, that 
this knowledge which would except mineral land from the grant must 
exist at the time of the filing of the map of preliminary route of the 
road, whereby the odd sections, or such of them as were granted, were 
legislatively withdrawn from entry or sale except by the company; but 
all the harassing questions which precede arise to plague us at the oc- 
currence of this event, and that contention will have to be dismissed, 
Another habit of looking at this question has induced some lawyers to 

argue, with some plausibility, that to except these mineral lands from 
the grant they must have been known to be mineral at the date of the 
definite location of the road, perpendicular to the same when the grant 
seized hold of and attached to such lands as were réally granted. 

This does not help us out of the difficulties before suggested. Other 
lawyers, habituated to consider all evidence of the transfer of land as 
by patents from the executive department of the Government or deeds 
from owners, have claimed that the period when the mines must have 
had a known existence was when the President accepted the road as 
completed perpendicular thereto and the company became entitled to 
patents therefor; but this does not relieve us from the dilemma. Still 
others claim that really the period beyond which knowledge of mines 
will not operate to exclude lands irom the grant is when the patents 
under section6 of the act granting lands to this corporation are issued. 

It has also been said that the knowledge which would be effectual 
to exempt lands from the grant must be that of the communities in 
which they exist. But along hundreds of miles of the line of this road 
there were no communities or settlers at the date of the passage of this 
act to know whether mines existed or not. What if the members of 
the communities existing stood mute when questioned, would a trans- 
fer of title thereby ensue? It has been said the mines must have been 
recorded in the local offices But there is no law of the United States 
requiring such record or giving it legal efficiency, and it should also be 
added that one-half the alleged mines recorded do not contain paying 
mineral, and in legal contemplation are not mines at all. 
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Let us examine some of the authoritics which misled the court to 
the decision I have cited. 

In the ease of Cowell vs. Lammers, decided in 1884, it was deter- 
mined that the discovery and working of a gold mine within the ex- 
terior limits of an odd section which was within the exterior limits of 
the grant to the Central Pacific Railroad Company was a trespass which 
should be enjoined at the requestof the railroad company, orits grantee, 
although the premises of the patent limiting what was granted ex- 
cepted from the section described all mineral lands, should any su 
be found to exist,’’ in the tracts described. 

The words of grant in the act granting lands to the railroad com- 
pany were accompanied by a provision that all mineral lands shall 

excepted from the operation of this act,“ and the court in coming 
to its most illogical conclusion objects to and emphasizes the sentence 
in the patent, should any such be found to exist,“ words not neces- 
sary, possibly improperly inserted therein, but under no circumstances 
of the remotest legal significance as limiting or enlarging the grant. 
The process of reasoning by which the court reaches its result is ty p> 
ical of all the cases which come to the same conclusion, and it justifies 
a brief examination. First, the question of law discussed and the de- 
termination reached did not arise in the case, if we may rely on the 
report. The entry on the section by the miner was void as being an 
obtrusion or trespass npon the actual possession of another, and so the 
court decides. 

It could make no difference whether it was or was not mineral land, 
nor when the fact of its mineral quality became known. The claim was 
based on a forcible entry upon the actual inclosure of another, and there- 
fore came within the condemnation of Atherton rs. Fowler, 96 United 
States Reports. Atherton vs. Fowler is good but dangerous law, and 
the Supreme Court has rigidly refused its enlargement or misapplica- 
tion. The Land Office held, and the court in Cowell vs. Lammers held, 
that the miner did thus intrude and that therefore his right was void 
as against the actual possessor. This as to that trespassing miner was 
the end of his right, and so the court say. There was then no occa- 
sion to discuss the effect of the grant; the plaintiff was the r, 
on whose actual possession the miner had trespassed, and it was the 
actual possession that was to be protected. There was another reason 
why this law was not before the court, if we may rely on the report of 
the case. 

The court say there was a good deal of testimony to show that be- 
fore the grant attached there had been a gold placer claim on the sec- 
tion exhausted before such attachment of the grant, and abandoned, and 
the quartz claim thereafter discovered was not of sufficient value to pay 
for working. The miner claimed it was a mine of value, but no fact 
justifying such claim appears from which by well defined principles of 
law it could be said he was entitled to a patent of it as a mine at all. 
So no question beyond need be discussed, for unless there was a mine 
on the section there were no mineral lands thereon to remain after the 
attachment of the grant, the property of the United States, and to be 
entered as mineral lands, 

Why proceed to discuss whether undiscovered or unknown mineral 
lands to the company in a case where it did not appear that there 
was such mineral land to be excepted? But if it had been made to 
appear that after the issuance of the patent, such as was authorized 
by theact granting lauds to the railroad company, mines had been dis- 
covered of commercial value, it seems to me clear that the hypothetical 
and speculative law laid down by the court is in its substance wholly 
wrong. 

The court admits for foundation for its speculation that the lands on 
which the trespass was being committed were mineral lands; that in 
that part of the patent technically known as the premises—that is a 
description of what is granted—mineral lands were expressly excluded 
precisely as they were excluded in the law making the grant. 

Patent and law harmonize; the one is the shadow or complement of 
the other. The law gives the title, the patent makes the record of 
what the law has done, and is impotent to change by a hair’s breadth 
that which by the law Congress has willed. It assumes to do nothing 
of the kind, and the question with both remains, what do they de- 
scribe? They confessedly do not describe mineral lands; but it is said 
their exclusion in words is impotent to exclude them in fact. This 
impotence arises either from the impossibility or difficulty of ascer- 
taining what is mineral land. The whole argument shows that the 
ascertainment of what is mineral land is not impossible. It must, 
therefore, stand on the proposition that their ascertainment is difficult. 

Is a description of lands granted by law void because that descrip- 
tion makes the ascertainment difficult; and, if so, in what cases except 
these granting lands to States or corporations is such a proposition laid 
down, and on what postulate or principle of logic or ethics does such 
a conclusion stand? What court of repute has held a deed void be- 
cause the premises described were difficult of ascertainment? What 
court has conceived it a part of its duty to weigh the difficulty of as- 

what is granted and if it transcends some certain or uncer- 
tain degree of difficulty to hold it void, and if it does not reach such 
degree of difficulty to pronounce it efficient for the purpose for which 
it was intended ? 

What degree of difficulty in the ascertainment of what is described 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ; 


9997 


must exist to destroy the efficiency of a deed, and who is authorized to 
fix this standard, and in what decision has this standard been fixed, 
and where else has the court said that it is dissatisfied with the action 
ot the law-making power and because the statute is not so definite as 
it might have heen made, we will declare it void, not for the reason 
that it is impossible to ascertain what is meant, but for the reason 
that it is difficult to ascertain what is meant? What losses of monu- 
ments or errors in courses or distances will avoid a deed so long as the 
intention of the parties as to what was conveyed can be ascertained ? 
What authority or reason exists permitting a court to say that prem- 
ises described by their quality rather than by metes and bounds are 
imperfectly described so long as the possibility of ascertaining the 
quality remains? 

Why shall description by the quality be outlawed or boycotted? 
What authority remains for the court to invent this new proposition of 
law against the clearly implied behest of the law-making power that 
such description shall be sufficient? There can not be ground for such 
a proposition in ethies, logic, or law. The matter, hunted to its ulti- 
mate essence, is resolved into the proposition that the court has inserted 
the word known“ before the word mineral“ in the statute, con- 
trary to all rules of interpretation and in the face of many decisions. 
Were we to pass a law to-day granting each alternate odd-numbered 
section of non-mineral land for 20 miles on each side of the line 
of a railroad along the Kowak River or the Yukon, it would do vio- 
lence to our intention if the court should say we intended only to in- 
clude in the phrase mineral lands“ such lands as were now known 
to be valuable for their mines. 

If the law-making and land-granting power wishes to grant all but 
known mineral lands it is capable of saying so, and it will satisfy all 
persons who believe in law as an exact science to interpret statutes ac- 
cording to the words used, rather than by adding words changing the 
meaning to meet some preconceived notion of propriety or to carry out 
some public policy viclative of the words used, but which the court 
has discovered and declared. The lands along the line of this road 
were as unknown to Congress and the Departments and to the people 
of the United States when this act was passed as are the lands along 
the rivers I have named in far-away Alaska. 

In this case the court bases its result on several propositions, each 
of which would lead to different conclusions, but all clearly wrong. 
It justifies that result, sofar as it can be justified, by reciting different 
considerations inducing it, each of which will fix a different date as the 
time when the mineral lands would pass to the company notwithstand- 
ing their exclusion by law, If the title vested by the grant, its con- 
dition then is the material inquiry. If the title vested when the grant 
attached, its condition at the date of the definite location of the road 
is the material inquiry, and its condition at the date of the grant is 
immaterial. Ifthe patent is the material vehicle of title, the inquiry 
as to conditions is remitted to its date and former conditions are of 
no importance or avail. 

The court makes its conclusions easy by saying that— 

In granting the 1 5 lands Congress must be presumed to deal with them 
in view of the conditions as they are known or supposed to be at the time, and 
yet no railroad company has yielded up a section of non-mineral land, nor 
any court ousted it of possession of such section on proof of the fact that at the 
date of the grant or dale of its attachment to defined sections or the date of 
the patent it was supposed to be mineral land. 

The court says: 

Exceptions must be presumed to refer to matters that are readily apparent 
oninspection, Any others would be altogether too indefinite to be Vall. 

Saying nothing about the proposition that mineral lands are not an 
exception, but inhere in the afirmative description, it seems to me, 
with all deference to the learned court, that these affirmations stand on 
uo basis of fact and are not rules of legal interpretation. That the 
conditions constituting the exception (sic) ought to be ascertainable at 
the time the grant takes effect isatruism. In this case they were then 
ascertainable, but they had not been ascertained. If not so ascertaina- 
ble, then the court says they ought not to be operative, and this may 
also be conceded; but does this imply that therefore the court will re- 
fuse to give effect to what Congress has declared? Whether unascer- 
tained conditions which the Congress has made material may be de- 
nied efficacy because neither party interested has chosen to ascertain 
them ought not, in my opinion, to be a question of difficulty. 

All fe ee. of confusion, uncertainty, and inconvenience is in 
a judicial decision declamation. ‘That Congress must deal in view of 
the rule that the grant should point out what is granted no one denies. 
In a law school that would not be denied; in a law school that would 
be a truism not needing assertion. But addressed to the Congress of 
the United States by a court touching a law of that Congress, and that, 
too, where the Congress has been perspicuous in its clear-cut phrases to 
help the court out of aself-invoked and self-created confusien, it is not 
conclusive; no, not of persuasive effect. Certainly no security of the 
company would be impaired by the Government's keeping what it had 
never granted, and certainly if the patentee in a second and mineral 

tent must see that there is something to grant, it would not seem to 

e a too onerous burden to require the first patentee to see not only 
that there was something to grant, but also to see that that something 
was authorized to he granted. 
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Which party shall be held responsible for proof of the fact that the 
land is of such quality as is described, in actions for the recovery of 
these lands on which party shall the burden of proof rest, what shall 
be the definition of the words mineral Iands,“ are questions beyond 
the pale of my discussion. They open a fruitful field for ingenuity, 
invention, argument, authority, and I purposely avoid them. Let us 
suppose the Congress to have explicitly enacted that hereafter public 
lands should be conveyed by quality rather than superficial area and 
that conveyances should conform thereto. It could be said it was un- 
wise, but who could gainsay its power? And yet, in effect, in this lim- 
ited area Congress has said descriptions shall be by quality, not by 
metes, bounds, monuments, or superficial legal subdvisions. - 

In Langdeau vs, Hanes (21 Wall., 521), Mr. Justice Field discusses 
the effect of the confirmation of an estate in another and quotes Shep- 
pard’s Touchstone, that ‘‘a confirmation is the conveyance of an estate 
or right that one hath in or unto lands or tenements to another that 
hath the possession thereof or some estate therein whereby a voidable 
estate is made sure and unavoidable or whereby a particular estate is 
increased and enlarged,” but there is nothing in the case which inti- 
mates that lands are conveyed by deeds of confirmation or other muni- 
ments of title beyond what is described in the premises of the deed or 
other muniment as being confirmed to the confirmee. 

In The Smelting Company ts. Kemp (104 United States Supreme 
Court Reports, pages 636 ef seg.) the court discusses a condition dia- 
metrically the reverse of the case of Langdeau rs. Hanes. In the latter 
case the title passed by statute, and it was held the patent was not 
operative as a conveyance, but only to confirm in or make a record of a 
pre-existing title. It is difficult to conceive of the operation of a pat- 
ent under such circumstances as strengthening in the grantee a title 
already vested by express law when it is certain no other record could 
add to its quality of immutability, and except to show that all extra- 
neous facts had been adjudicated in conformity to the pre-existing 
grant—if some proper tribunal had been appointed for that purpose— 
the patent is useful only as a record of what is conveyed and it can 
not operate to enlarge the premises of the grant, but must conform to 
all its exceptions and limitations. 

In the Smelting Company vs. Kemp the court is discussing a case 
where the title is not passed by alaw antedating the patent, but where 
the patent is the vehiele by which the title is conveyed, and the obser- 
vations of the court are confined to such cases. It speaks of the con- 
clusive quality of the title thus conveyed, as to those facts required to 
be shown to the land officers before the patent conveying the title 
issue and of the finality of their determination. The observations 
the court have no significance where the patent is not the operative 
vehicle which conveys the title. Where Congress has uot only limited 
what is to be conveyed, but has actually conveyed it, there is nothing 
in the case showing that it iscompetent for some other authority to en- 
large by patent the premises and include therein what Congress has 
excluded therefrom. 

Such added domain as is included in the patent, but excluded from 
the grant in the law, are lands which Congress has reserved where no 
provision of law has been made for their sale to this grantee, where the 
Land Department has no jurisdiction to execute the patent, and, in the 
language of the court, its attempted conveyance of them would be 
inoperative and void, no matter with what seeming regularity the 
forms of law may have been observed.“ The court in this case justly 
decide that in a court of law when the Land Department has jurisdic- 
tion under the law to convey the land its patent is conclusive as to all 
matters properly determinable by it, but when its patent does not con- 
vey the land, but only makes a record of an antecedent conveyance 
without right in it to convey anything, there isno hiding place in the 
decision for the proposition that to make in a patent a record as hay- 
ing been conveyed that which in fact is not conveyed shall operate as 
n conveyance, and such decision transfers the right to convey land from 
Congress to the President. Congress has said mineral lands shall not 
be granted to this grantee, but it is claimed that the Department may 
nevertheless make a valid grant of such lands to it. 

Tn Morton vs, Nebraska (21 Wall., 660-675) it was sought to import 
the word ‘‘ foregoing '’ into a statute to make certain sections only of 
an act apply, but the court, Mr. Justice Davis, replied: 

To do it [insert the word] would require the importation of the word so that 
the section would read, none of the (foregoing) provisions shall extend to sa- 
lines or mineral lands.” There is no authority to make this importation an 
in this way subtract from the general words of the section. The language 
the section is imperative and leaves no room for construction. 

It does not strengthen the case of the plaintiffs that they obtained eer- 
tificates of entry and that patents were subsequently issued on these certifi- 
cates. It has been repeatedly decided by this court that patents for lands 
which have been previously granted, reserved from sale, or appropriated aré 
void. The 3 officers had no authority to issue a — toe the 
in controversy because they were not subject to entry, having been p 
ee and this want of power may be proved by a defendant in an action 
a V. 

In McLaughlin rs. United States (107 United States Reports), the Su- 
preme Court, approaches this subject and_ contents itself with saying: 

The whole record is so imperfect and the case so obscurely presented that we 
feel tempted to dismiss it. Waiving, however, these objections, there is 


ere 
to enable us to consider the two principal errors assigned by the appellant, 
This being the first case of the kind in this court, a class of cases which may 
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possibly be indefinitely multiplied. it is to be regretted that it was not more full 
presented in the circuit court. Many interesting questions might arise in thi 
class of cases not proper to „„ in this ease. For instance, the 

and extent of mineral found in the land granted or patented which will bring 
it within the designation of mineral land in the various acts gress, in 


of Con 
which it is excepted out of grants to railroad companies, and forbidden to be 


nt prot erage N AS ina been ar aa 8 it is after- 
wards discovered that it contains valuable deposits of the precious m un- 
known to the patentee or to the officers of the Government at the time of the 
conveyance, wiil such subsequent discovery enable the Government to sustain 
8 suit to set aside the patent or the grant? If so, whatare the rights of inno- 
cent purchasers from the grantee, and what limitations exist upon the exercise 
of the Government's righty We can answer none of these questions here, and 
can only order that the decree below be affirmed. 
Section 2336 of our Revised Statutes reserves a right of way through 
certain mines; section 2339 acknowledges and confirms easements in 
the form of rights of way on the public domain in specified cases, and 
section 2340 provides that all patents granted or pre-emption or home- 
steads allowed shall be subject toany vested and accrued water rights, 
or rights to ditches and reservoirs used in connection with such water 
rights, but no court has suggested, because Congress did not know the 
location of the rightof way through the mine, nor even of the existence 
of the mine itself, nor of the place where the easement for a ditch, canal, 
or reservoir was to be located, nor of the existence of the person in whom 
this easement was to be vested, nor whether he was then born, nor when 
he would locate his claim, that therefore these rights or any of them were 
void, but on the contrary these rights are being enforced in many judicial 
State and national, day by day, as being rights secured by law, 
and yet for indefiniteness and impossibility of description, for uncon- 
sciousness by members of Co whether they did or did ndt exist, or 
would ever in the future be brought into being, and forall the elements 
which would bring something approaching chaos to titles to Government 
grantees, they are subject to multifold o ation and criticism from 
which grants excluding unknown mineral lands enjoy a complete im- 
munity. Section 2338 ee that there shall be expressed in Govern- 
ment patents a reservation subjecting the lands described therein to such 
easements and servitudes for draining and working the same as the Leg- 
islature of any State or Territory within which they were situate should 
enact a provision of law seriously curtailing the element of dominion 
which ownership ay RE no court has denounced this provision as 
chaos come again or felt called upon in fulfillment of a public policy that 
there shall be absolute security of titles to emasculate it. 
There is no infirmity in the statement that a time must come when 
there shall be no doubt as to the superficial area of the lands which 
are granted and the lands which are withheld. A time must arrive 
when it must be known who is the owner of specific pieces of prop- 
erty, else ownership is deprived of its greatest privilege. But to say 
because this is trne the court must change the existing law, and settle 
the doubt by other insignia than those which Congress has defined, 
proceeds on the hypothesis that Congress can not further legislate to 
remove doubts, and that in the cession of public lands judicial tribu- 
nals are a co-operative or co-ordinate authority. If it be eonceded that 
a period must arrive when such doubts must besolved, certainly asuf- 
ficient time must elapse to have them solved according to the fact, or 
such a time must have elapsed as in the judgment of Congress makes 
it pradent to omit further evidence and have the matter determined in 
the light of known conditions. 
When that time shall arrive Congress is competent to recognize and 
declare it. It would be a strange condition if the grantee were ap- 
pointed to fix such supremely important period without control by or 
consultation with the grantor, especially when the grantor, who has 
authority to declare the significance ofeach act of the grantee, had not 
in words given to any act of it such significance or function. 
The court, itseemsto me, has carved out of its view of publicpolicy, 
and not out of the words of the act, its determination that mineral 
lands are granted unless discovered before the issuance of the patent. 
Mr. President, a learned authority in the law has said: 
Likewise a donation is made of „with th i facertain 
22220 ͤ aeeai oo Sea ecm 
ment ot the donation; as if the donor should say, I give you such a manor with 
its appurtenances, by such words the whole manor is transf „ and when he 
adds and says forthwith, except such a part; thereupon that is excepted 
after the donation, though the delivery not so, But if he should say I give you 
such a manor with its appurtenances, retaining for myself or saving such a part, 
it will be different, because in this ease he transfers nothing to the donatory 
ex that only which he wished to be transferred, and thus that part 
which he retained is and al has remained with him. 

And gent the 2 he — onok ae erb. confirmed pee 
confirms neral 0 * excepting 
according as ith been given and with the — appurtenances, 8 — 
confirms nothing by erality excepting that only which was compre- 
hended in the donation, ant hence if in the first donation the advowson of a 
church has been excepted, that general exception does not rehend the 
vowson, and secording as the has been given, so it is co because 
the confirmation contributes n ng to the donation nor takes away nor di- 
minishes anything from the donation. 


This extract from Bracton comes to us across a horizon of more than 
six hundred years, and whatever modifications the distinction has suf- 
fered in modern times it has not impaired the efficiency of the reserva- 
tions or exception at the commencement of the donation as being effect- 
nal to keep and continue in the grantor that which is thus reserved. 

In the gran clause in these statutes the lands are described as the 
non-mineral lands within certain sections, If we shall be permitted 


to attribute to the Congress precision of speech and exactness of mean- 
ing, perhaps such a formula would import a different proposition from 
a grant of certain lands, and then proceeding to except out of what by 
the first phrase is described certain or uncertain portions thereof, which 
was the form of the grant interpreted in Cowell rs. Lammers. 

In the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company the afirma- 
tive grant is of every alternate section of public land not mineral, and 
then in the same section, although not necessary, but to emphasize the 
purpose of Congress to retain the mineral lands, it is provided that 
all mineral lands be, and the same are hereby, excluded from the oper- 
ations of this act;’’ and it then gives lieu lands therefor. Now, if 
lands not mineral can be ascertained, lands mineral can be ascertained. 
The one is involved in the other. If lands not mineral can not be as- 
certained, the grant is void for indefiniteness. ‘Those refinements of 
interpretation laid down by Bracton, whereby discrimination is made 
between the effect of qualification of the description of what is granted 
in the affirmative granting clause and the effect of the same by an ex- 
ception in a subsequent clause of the section granting the premises, or 
in a subsequent section of the act, I do not appeal to, for in my view 
they are unnecessary. 

Nor is it necessary to dwell upon the effect of indefiniteness in a de- 
scription of what is in the first instance granted and the same indefi- 
niteness in the subsequently occurring exception. While these mat- 
ters might properly be considered in some of the laws granting aid to 
railroad companies, in the particular instance there is in the first de- 
scription interjected an element of 3 which, il it exists in the land, 
operates to take it out of the deseription by an express law. The court 
in Cowell vs. Lammers relies upon a decision (reported in Copp’s United 
States Mineral Lands) of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
The court does not leave us wholly hopeless, for there are occasional 
a ge that the United Mata e. t brin ee annul or re- 

‘orm the patent as conveying lands not granted when the patent says 
it does not convey the lands not granted, while the miner to whom the 
United States has proffered the occupancy and possession of these lands 
not granted can not t the proffer of the Government as against 
the railroad’s grantee, who, by the words of his patent, bas no title 
to the lands claimed. 

So, in whatever asperi this case is viewed, we forever recur to the asser- 
tion of the court and the company that this law which says it does not 
grant these lands nevertheless does grant them, that a patent which ex- 
pressly says it excludes them from its operation includes them therein. 
That this law conveys, that these patents convey, what in words both 
say they do not convey, is iterated and reiterated, and upon these asser- 
tions is built the fabric of a new subsidy, of an unintended grant of the 
great mines of the West, which are pouring out those treasures which 
give us consequence among the nations of the earth. 

We have provided by law to sell to the miners of the United States, 
grudgingly and with many limitations and after much toil and many 
sacrifices by them, small mines along the veins of precious and eco- 
nomic metals which within our domain exist. How grudgingly we 
sell these mines to the miners ot the United States is attested by the 
statutes providing for such sale, wherein we have hedged them around 
with conditions of purchase rendering it more difficult to obtain titles 
to mineral lands than any other lands in our possession. With those 
laws we are reasonably content. We can not obtain a title until we 
have discovered a mine and expended money thereon, in the case of 
veins of precious metals to the amount of $500, That we may rely 
on a wise and patriotic direction of the precious metals, we only sell 
them to miners, and we require that they be citizens of the United 
States, or at least be in process of transmutation into citizens. 

At the time of the passage of these land grants we refused to sell a 
mine to any one; and this had always been our position and policy. In 
the particular case under consideration the court draws the necessity 
for the law whichit declares, and invents the policy which leads it to 
amend the grant, from conditions which it says exist in the State of, 
California, and if these erroneous interpretations of law wrought their. 
effect only in that State, or other States where the conditions were the 
same, its operation would not be so deleterious to the public welfare. 
There placers are worked out and quartz mines are discovered. ‘The 
prospector is a figure of the past. There are no conquests remaining 
to him, no new worlds for him to conquer. 

The court paints a bucolic picture of the miner who has exhausted 
the earth of its precious metals, and having exchanged his pick and 
shovel for the plow and pruning-hook, causes the earth to crown itself 
with corn and tree and vine. Mining, if it still lags along the rear of 
industries, is secondary in consequence, and in any event the valuable 
minerals are all discovered. But there yet remain large portions of 
the United States outside of California where this is not true, where 
the surface of the earth is hardly scratched over, where what has been 
es expectations of much other mineral wealth, where there 

engaged in prospecting for mines than in producing 
ore, and where these conditions may be reasonably expected to con- 
tinue for many years. 

The conveyance of half the mines within this belt of 80 miles wide 
withdraws from discovery for an indefinite period of time, gives 
mining, if it shall be pursued at all, over toa monopoly, so far as 
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these lands are concerned, and practically denies to the citizens of the 
United States the privilege of exploring, oceupying, owning, or work- 
ing the many mines upon a very large area. One stands appalled at 
the prospective value of the mines proposed by judicial interpretation 
to be granted to this corporation. A single mine within the limits of 
this grant equals in value to-day all the grant in Montana, and yet 
this mine for years was explored at a loss to its owners, who entertained 
serious thoughts of its abandonment. That hundreds of mines of equal 
richness as yet undiscovered remain upon the odd sections within the 
limits of this grant is but a reasonable expectation. 

It is probable that the exception of mineral landsin this act was an 
exception of lands containing metallic mineral which was the limited 
and popular meaning of the word. Co did not legislate as scien- 
tists, but as business men. If they used the word mineral in its gen- 
eric or scientific sense, in its larger application, then the exclusion was 
as large as the inclusion, and if this exclusion were in a subsequently 
stated exception, the exception would in a contract between private 
parties be held void as making the entire grant a nullity. t its 
effect would be in a statute may be more doubtful. It has been held 
incontracts that exceptions ot minerals did not except petroleum and it 
has been said that by the bulk of mankind nothing is considered as 
mineral except gold, silver, copper, lead, etc. (Dunham & Short vs. 
Kirkpatrick, 101 P. lvania State Reports.) When all that can be 
thought and said has thought or said there will remain obscu- 
rities and uncertainties touching what is mineral land. 

It therefore appears that Congress supposed it was competent to 
describe in such language as it chose what was and what was not 
granted. First, it had created a corporation incapacitating it from hold- 
ing mineral lands. This incapacity was functional so far as granted 
lands were concerned. Ownershipof them was ultra vires. No claim 
of equity, mistake, uncertainty, innocent purchase in good faith, or tem- 
porary expediency could be invoked to set aside the command that be- 
yond its right of way it could not own mineral lands. Congress made 
the corporation, gave it all its functions, forbade it certain capacities, 
and it can not defy the power of its creator. If in form a title to for- 
bidden lands was assumed to be vested in it judicial proceedings 
familiar to the lawyers would annihilate its claim. 

In the next place, omitting all reference to this disability, by three 
separate statutes Congress had said it did not grant mineral lands to 
this corporation, and what is granted to this corporation is granted by 
statute; patents do not convey anything to it nor enlarge the grant. 
Discussion based on the theory that it is the patent which conveys the 
title is wholly misplaced. ‘‘'That there be, and is hereby, granted,” 
which is the phrase giving this corporation its lands, is a conveyance, 
not an agreement to convey. So says all judicial authority, and it is 
of commanding import. What function subsequent patents fulfill it 
is not necessary to discuss. , Perhaps the authorities are incoherent or 
not precisely satisfactory upon this question. 

The grant possesses not only the significance of a contract executed 
so far as conveying is concerned, but it has also the full function of 
statutory law. It is to have the twofold operation of an agreement 
and of a law. What it imports can not be as a contract be- 
yond what it signifies as a law. What it forbids as a Jaw can not be 
granted asa contract. If there be technical rules whereby the law or 
the lawyers twist words in contracts into unintended meanings, they 
can not be invoked here, nor can any ap to publie policy of the 
inconveniences or uncertainties of other interpretation change by a 
hair’s breadth what the statute has declared. If there is a public 
policy to be declared, Congress should do it. 

If uncertainties pervade the subject, Congress so willed it, and if in- 
conveniences remain, the legislative authority so decreed. If, indeed, 
it is so vague that no meaning can be extracted, then the entire grant 
is void for uncertainty. But this can not be claimed. There is not the 
least ambiguity as to what is granted. If there were such ambiguity 
as rendered it impossible to determine what was granted, the result 
would be plain: Congress would have failed inits design and its scheme 
to aid in the construction of this highway would have come to naught. 
In such case it could not be said, because it was not possible to deter- 
mine what was described in the premises of the grant, therefore more 
was granted than was intended or described. 

Such inapt and slovenly interpretation would be a transfer of au- 
thority to the courts which the Constitution has reposed in and con- 
fined to the Congress. But it can nob be said itis impossible to deter- 
mine what is granted; the most that can be said is that it is a matter 
of some difficulty to ascertain whatis granted. The on of the 
lands within the limits ofthe grant will settle the question with entire 
exactness. It may be said that this is a matter of difficulty and at- 
tended with e but that is a matter with which the courts have 
nothing todo. It does not concern judicial interpretation; it presents 
considerations to Congress whether it can not find some other method 
of description enabling the Government and the company, at less trouble 
and expense, to determine what is granted and what is withheld. 

But as a matter of law it isas competent to describe premises granted 
by a reference to physical objects beneath the surface as by a reference 
to like objects upon the surface. Lards conveyed may be deseribed 
by their quality as efficiently and as definitely as by metes and bounds. 


If I convey the bed ot clay on my 100-acretract, or the land which that 
bed of clay occupies, it is a good description. If I convey the Alice 
mine on Blackacre without other description in my conveyance this 
is a good description if the grantee can find a place generally known as 
the Alice mine on Blackacre. If I sell so much of my estate of White- 
acre as is covered by the waters of a lake thereon the grantee takes the 
land submerged and his estate thenceforward is not diminished if the 
lake evaporates or the waters thereof are drawn away. It may make 
it more difficult for the owner to prove his boundaries, and this diffi- 
culty may grow with the lapse of years, but the estate granted is subject 
to no mutations; it remains in the grantee in undiminished and unen- 
larged exactness. 

What would be thought of that court which should decide that the 
size of the estate was subject to mutations, was elastic, or that, inas- 
much as showing the shore-line at the date of the deed was a matter 
of difficulty, the deed should be interpreted as including all of White- 
acre, and this, too, what though the premises of the deed in express 
terms excluded the same. Yet these supposed instances of changing 
descriptions are where private parties have chosen to define the estate 
granted, not where a co-ordinate and coequal branch of the Govern- 
ment, the law-making and land-conveying power, has spoken its im- 
mutable command, 

When Congress said We grant all the mineral land in a given tract, 
or Wegrant all lands in a given tract except mineral lands,“ it there 
declared that the phrase mineral lands“ should be an adequate and 
efficient description,and in the tace of such a declaration by the law- 
making power the courts must be and remain dumb. They have no 
function to repeal that law; the most they could say would be that the 
ascertainment of mineral lands was an impossibility if such were the 
fact. Whence came this judicial enlargement of Congressional grants, 
in the face of so many decisions that grants are to be interpreted in 
favor of the sovereign and against the grantee, by the insertion of the 
word known“ before the words mineral lands?” 

Thus far it can not be said the Supreme Court have fallen into this 
mistake, but this subordinate tribunal, entitled to res consider- 
ation, has fallen into this error. Where this subordinate tribunal has 
sought to draw its authority from the Supreme Court it has failed to 
discriminate as to the particular statute involved and has m 
the entire discussion. The Supreme Court discussion has thus far al- 
ways been as to an interpretation of the pre-emption law, the home- 
stead law, or the law for the sale of coal lands, three laws an inspection 
of which will show are in the precise point involved wholly different 
from the laws granting lands to States and corporations. It may be 
helpful to my purpose to show the genesis of this judicial interpolation 
and magnifying of this word ‘known.’ 

As to the effect of patents under the pre-emption and homestead 
laws, as to unknown mines of coal and other minerals, and as to the 
effect of railroad grants upon undiscovered coal lands, which are cases 
about which the Supreme Court have had something to decide and more 
to say, there can be no condemnation of what has been decided. Our 
first general law for the entry of public lands was the pre-emption law 
of 1841. Prior to that time our legislation had been incoherent and 
kaleidoscopic, framed in the interests of speculators, whereby large 
tracts of very valuable lands had fallen into the possession of first hands 
and which are the foundation of many large fortunes which now excite 
the envy or the animosity of many people. This pre-emption law ex- 
empted from its operation lands on which are situated any known 
salines or mines,’’ and here was introduced into our legal terminology 
this word known without thought of its subsequent ominous im- 


rt. 

Of course in this law the exclusion of known mines by well-de- 
fined rules of interpretation was the inclusion of unknown mines. So 
much is plain. At that time and until January 19, 1848, it was not 
known that there was a mine of gold or silver belonging to the United 
States within its limits. Lewis and Clarke had vered gold in 
1805, but its locality was upon lands to which our title was doubtful 
and confessedly weak and its value was depreciated, as other govern- 
ments were much better prepared to occupy the domain and strengthen 
their title than was the United States, and this discovery thenceforward 
remained in the domain of vague rumor rather than within the prov- 
ince of tangible fact. So public attention was not directed to the 
proposition of conveying away our mines by inadvertence or ignorance, 
and the pre-emption law remains intact except as modified by section 
2318 of our Revised Statutes. 

The act of May 20, 1862, known as the homestead act, made sub- 
ject to its provisions lands upon which the homesteader had ‘‘filed a 
pre-emption claim,” thus also turning our unknown mines over to its 
operation. The act of July 1, 1864, for the disposal of coal lands, 
vided for the sale of the coal lands which had been excluded from as 
mines by the pre-emption act of 1841, from which it would appear that 
so far as these three methods of disposition of public lands were con- 
cerned the test as to whether mines were conveyed by the t or 
not turned by express provision of the three statutes upon propo- 
sition whether the mine was known to exist at the date of the entry 
or patent. But such uncertainty or contingency is not of judicial cres- 
tion; it is plainly in the language of the law. 
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The decision of the Supreme Court, therefore, involving the propo- 
sition whether an unknown mine was conveyed by a patent, or whether 
an unknown coal mine was granted to a company or State for purposes 
of internal improvement, is a Proponu expressly placed in the stat- 
ute by Congress, and until the effect of those statutes was modified by 
section 2318 of the Revised Statntes the decisions stood on immutable 
foundations. But the transportation of the question whether a mine 
was known or unknown from the homestead, pre-emption, and coal- 
land laws, which make that fact a material inquiry, into laws making 
grants of all but mineral lands“ in certain statutes for purposes of 
encouraging public improvements, is to omit those discriminations 
which Congress itself has made and introduces confusion into what 
was theretofore plain. That the title to what was described as granted, 
vested at the date of the act, does not change the question, as seems to 
be argued by the court in Franceeur vs. Newhouse, or enlarge the es- 
tate granted. 

The statement that the parties must be presamed to have contem- 
plated a grant in view of the condition of the lands as they were known 
orappeared to be at the time the grant took effect depends upon 
whether the language used in describing what is granted does or does 
not import that presumption. How can such intent be imputedagainst 
the words of the description and in the face of the known and historic 
fact that at the date of the act the existence of the minerals was wholly 
unknown and at the time of the definite location much of the mineral 
was undiscovered and unknown? All of the mineral in the land may 
have been unknown until after the patent, and if such were the case 
it enlarges the grant, is the argument. Congress must have meant 
not only lands mineral in fact,” says the court. but lands known to 
be mineral,” and then as if that statement did not wholly satisfy, it 
proceeds to still further qualify this judicial legislation. 

Having emancipated itself {rom the exactness ot words to which the 
Congress clung, it is free to roam in the regions of speculation, qual- 
ification, and imagination so as to evolve a plausible conclusion, and it 
proceeds to more remarkable hypotheses by adding ‘‘or at most such as 
were apparently mineral and generally recognized as such.’’ Can it 
be gravely said that there are excepted out of the odd sections by the 
simple phrase mineral lands“ all lands apparently mineral and gen- 
erally recognized as such? In an action of ejectment brought by a 
railroad company to recover its odd section within its grant, would it 
be a defense to answer that at the date of the patent the land involved 
was apparently mineral and generally recognized as such ? 

Would any railroad company wish to have its grant qualified by 
such an interpretation? To whom must the mines be apparent“ 
and what constitutes ‘‘ general recognition“ of that fact, and how will 
it be proven? Instead of certainty we are yet deeper in the toils of 
uncertainty. The railroad company would justly say, We do not 
care what was 4 true, nor who generally recognized the min- 
eral quality of this land. It is by law ours unless in fact and in very 
truth it is mineral.“ The court speaks of a subsequent discovery of 
mines on the odd section operating to vitiate the grant,” and here 
again is the fallacy of confusion. ‘The discovery of paying mines, 
either before or after patent, does not vitiate the grant; it simply de- 
fines the grant by showing what had never been granted. 

The exception which the common law made, and which the laws of 
Spain, France, and Mexico made in grants was of ‘‘ minesof gold and 
silver,” not of mineral lands.” This change of a phrase which must 
have been familiar to the lawyers who were in Congress when the 
grants for public works were made is significant and instructive. It 
is true when mines of royal metals were found on granted lands it was 
held that they were excepted from the grant, and the fee of them was 
in the sovereign. It was further held that rights of way and necessary 
ground to work the same were also a right of the sovereign, yet these 
were easements rather than corporal property; they were appurtenances 
or incidents rather than the principal thing. Thus it is sad, for the 
oreof gold and silver is the king’s; and if it is, the law gives him the 
means to come to it, and that is by digging, so that the power of digging 
is incidental to the thing itself. (Quoted in 6th Peters Reports, 745.) 

The cause of this change in the legal terminology of what was not 
granted is plain. Where the exception was of mines“ it had been 

lausibly argued that the exception was of a place where metals were 
Sate extracted, that it implied something more than paying minerals 
in the earth and meant a place where mining was being carried on. I 
have found no instance in the books where such argument was sus- 
tained, but ample record where it has been overruled, so far as mines 
of the precious metals are involved. ‘‘Mineral lands,“ however, was 
a phrase of broader import, and it was selected to make a iver exemp- 
tion. The grant shall not include the mine, but the subdivision on 
which the mine is found is probably also excluded. Whether a period 
may not arrive when it will be desirable to say that only the super- 
ficial area ot a placer or of a subsequently discovered quartz mine shall 
be retained by the Government on odd sections supposed to have been 
py 0 land is a question which addresses itself to the Congress 
of the United States, not to the courts. 

When these grants were made to these companies no citizen of the 
United States could obtain from the Government a single mine of gold 
or silver. They were too valuable for our citizens to own. I draw 


strength for this denial of the intent of Congress to include unknown 


deposits of precious metals in the grant to this company from the fact 
that hitherto we have refused to convey mineral lands except to miners. 
Indeed all our general Jaws for the entry of the public lands are laws 
for the benefit of special classes, Our homestead and ee Seni laws 
are grants to farmers, our timber-culture law for the benefit of those 
who éngage in forestry, our desert-land law is for the exclusive advan- 
tage of those who do actually engage in the reclamation of arid lands, 

To July 30, 1866, we wished to render the exploitation and develop- 
ment of our mines of precious metals so certain that we reserved them 
to the Government. From this policy it is difficult to believe we con- 
sciously stepped to an opposite extreme without suggestion or men- 
tion of the fact conveying away to a corporation one-half the mines in 
a belt 80 miles wide without requiring discovery, exploitation, or work- 
ing, when every stockholder of that corporation might possibly be an 
alien and purposely lock up the treasures thus granted. The fact that 
two years after the date of this grant we reached the conclusion that 
it was safe to trust the enterprise, patriotism, and desire of onr own 
citizens and those who should declare their intention to become such, 
so far as to grant to actual miners limited mines under exceptional, 
onerous, and prescribed conditions, does not operate to enlarge the pur- 
pose which we had before then petrified in unchanged words. 

If we concede, as this court affirms, that Congress must be deemed 
to have legislated in the light of known conditions, I answer that one 
of the known conditions was that the existence or location of mineral 
lands along the line of this grant was unknown at the date of the grant, 
notwithstanding which Congress enacted that mineral lands should 
not be included in the grant. It was a known condition that some- 
where in this grant there might be found to be mineral lands then un- 
known, which mineral lands Congress excluded. It was a condition 
that there were no known mineral lands in the sense of paying mines 
within the grant, and if all but known mines were granted, why ex- 
clude mines at all? If there were in the grant known mineral lands 
and presumably unknown mineral lands, and Congress included the 
one and excluded the other, why did it not say so? No word in all 
this law hints this pu 5 

Can it be said that in a description of an estate, defined by chosen 
monuments, the fact that the location of the monuments is not known 
to the contracting parties operates to enlarge or diminish the estate 
when the location of the monuments was ascertainable, but both par- 
ties knew their location was unknown? Is an estate granted void 
because the parties 8 defined it by description Which they did 
not know, but which was ascertainable? 

Mr. President, in these later years in the claim of corporations and 
in executive and judicial decision there is much flippant speech as to 
the grant of mines of the precious metals prior to 1866, as if it were 
then an every-day occurrence, and as if the ownership of them were 
widely distributed among our citizens. Let us examine the law on 
this sub!ect as it was prior to 1866. An historical résumé of this law 
may be found in the case of the United States vs. Castilleros, reported 
in 2d Black Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
quotations from that decision will give authority to the indisputable 
history. The court say, speaking of Mexican law: 

Ownership of a mine, however, as secured under the mining ordinance by reg- 
istry and eee Saes not consist alone in the right to take from 
the soil the mine therein to be found, but it also embraces,if necessary to 
the working of the mine, a right to the exclusive on and use of the sur- 
face of the land foran indefinite period within the ndaries of the pertenencias 
appertaining to the mining right or privilege. Such rightsare by law regarded 
as severed from private land and also from public land when granted 15 the 
usual forms of conveyance for RETORO or other ordinary purposes, (Gam- 
boa by: Heathfield, page 132, section 5.) 

Rights to a mine not registered can only be acquired from the sovereign power, 
and it is true, as contended by the United States, that the forms of such a con- 
veyance are wholly distinct from those employed in the ordinary process of 
granting lands. Another branch of the same proposition, not yet reproduced, 
may also be admitted in the same quali. sense, Mining rights under Mexi- 
can laws undoubtedly are W bald upon conditions not affecting the title 
to the land as deri under the ordinary conveyances, and it is also true that 
sach rights may be acquired and held by others besides the owner of the land 
under the ordinary grants and that such rights are terminable when by their 
use the minerals contained in the soil are wholly removed. 

Questions concerning minos and mining rights in Mexico depend in a great 
measure upon the provisions of the ordinance of the 22d of May, 1783, which, 
although ordained long before her independence by the sovereign of the par- 
ent country, is still in force and constitutes the principal code of the republic 
upon that subject, Omitting unimportant words, article 1 of the fifth title reads 
as follows: Mines are the propan of my royal crown as well by their nature 
and origin as by their reunion declared by law,” 

Article 2 contains the following provision: Without separating them from 
the royal patrimony I grant them to my subjects in property and possession in 
such manner that they may sell them, rent them, pass them by will, either in the 
way of inheritance or legacy, or in any other manner alienate the right which 
in the mines belongs to them, on the same terms in which vers fb emselves 
poenas it, and to persons capable ofacquiring it.” (Rockw. on Mines, page 49; 

alleck Coll., 222.) 

Property in mines not discovered, and registered according to law, whether 
the mine was on public or private lands, was vested,as has already appeared, 
exclusively in the supreme government, so that private persons could not ac- 
quire it or any interest in it in any other mode than that prescribed in the pro- 


visions of the mining ordinance, 7 
Is a mine land within the meaning of the act of Congress? y the civil 


law,” says “all veins and mineral de; ts of gold and silver ore, or 
of ous stones, belonged ifin public ground to the sovereign, and were part 
of his te ground to the owner of the land, subject to 


patrimony, but if on 
the condition that if worked by the owner he was bound to render a tenth part 


— 
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of the produce to the prince as a right attaching to bis erown. It subsequently 
became an establis custom in most oms that all veins of the precious 
metals and the produce of such veins d yest in the crown, and be held to 
be peices the patrimony of the king or sovereign prince. That this is the case 
with respect to the Empire of Germany, the Electorates, ee, Portugal, Ar- 
ragon, and Catalonia appears tries, and from the 
authority of various authors.“ (1 Heath. 


from the laws of those coun 
Gamboa, 15.) 

The reasons for attributing to the s»vereign this right of property in a part 
of the soil of the land of his subjects it is not necessary to recapitulate, but that 
the distinction between the ownership of the surface and that of the mines, or 
minerals, beneath it was Wee. ata very early period, appears from the 
law of the Partida, which dec that the property of the thines shall not pass 
in a grant of the land by the 5 not excepted out of the grant, and 
even if included tn it the grant ll be valid as to mines only during the life 
of the king who made it; aud a similar rule prevailed in d with re- 
spect to mines of the royal metals, which alone were held to belong to the sov- 
ere! by prerogative. 

e distinction thus drawn between the right of property in the surface, and 
that in the minerals beneath, is founded on the essential difference in the qual- 
ities of the various substances of which the earth is composed. It has accord- 
ingly been recognized in the jurisprudence of all nations. 

In Spain, as we have seen, mines do not pass in grants of land (fundos) by the 
sovereign, unless particularly mentioned. (1 Heathf,Gamb.,132.) To the same 
effect is Solorzano (Pol. Ind., lib. 6,ch.1, No. 17), who says: 80 that, although 
private persons may allege and prove that they possess such lands (tierras) and 
their appurtenances by ge gift and concession of the prince, no matter how 
general may be the words in which the grant is made, this will not of itself be 
of any meer’ fr advantage to them for acquiring or gaining thereby the mines 
which may be discovered in the lands, unless it is so specially provided and 
expressed in said grant.“ And Comeira (Der. Adm. Esp.) observes: 

“ Jurisconsults and publicists agree in the opinion that it is proper to distin- 

ish in the soil (en el suelo) the right of property in the superficies ide la su; 

Nele from that in the depth (del fondo), Truly, the man who = res a piece 
of land gives not the least labor nor advances the smallest capital in consider- 
ation of the riches (las riquezas) which it may conceal. He examines its fertil- 
ity, its situation, its extent, and all the circumstances which determine its value 
as a building lot or agricultural land, bat he does not take into account the 
mines which, perchance, it may conceal in its bowels. There is not, then, the 
least relation ween the proprietor (of the land) and the subterranean mat- 
ter from which any right can be deduced.” (2 Black, page 215. 

By the French law of 1810 the same distinction is ized, and all mines 
of gold, silver, platinum, lead, mercury, etc., are decla; not to belong to the 
owner of the soil, but to be governed by the mining laws, (Teulet’s Sup. to 
Codes, Verb. Mines.) From the moment,” says the author last cited, “when 
amine shall be conceded even to the proprietor of the surface this property 
shall be distinguished from that of the surface, and thenceforth considered a 
new property; and Le Guay, in his Thesis on miniy laces says he 
“agrees with Mirabeau in the proposition that any legislation which does not 
recognize two species of property, one in the surface of the carth and the other 
in its depth, would be absurd.” 125. 

In his work on the General Jurisprudence of Mines, M. Blavier observes: “It 
isa truth which has been admitted for a long time that the preservation and 
prosperity of mines depend essentially on the ndoption of a system of laws cal- 
culated to reconcile the interests of the public with that of those who work 
them. * it is these conditions which the governments of ancient and 
modern states have sought to fulfill in admitting, nearly all of them, that the 
sovereign alone has the right to dispose of the publie property in mines or to 
confer on others the useful enjoyment thereof.“ (2 Black, page 217.) 

This regalian right, or right reserved by the whole state to dispose of sub- 
terranean pro rty as public property. pene the private ownership of 
the land which conceals it, seems to have been 2 7 in Germany from 
the earliest periods Cancrin. Dr. Pub. des Mines en Al emagac, 2); and M. 
Biavierremarks: It is, therefore, not surprising that this should 
have been confirmed by nearly all the governments of the northern countries.” 

But it is unnecessary to multiply authorities in support of a principle so uni- 
versally recognized. z 

From the foregoing citations it is clear— 

1. That the grant or ownership of the superfices or land which contains the 
mine confers no right of property to mines in the bowels of the earth, or even 
on its surface; and 7 

2. That the property. in the mines is by common consent of almost all modern 
states deemed to be vested in the state, D by the sovereign, and isa 
regalian right. Indeed, it would seem that these two propositions are suffi- 
ciently demonstrated by the fact that mining ordinances e in almost every 


state possessed of considerable mineral wealth; for those ordinances are but 
the dispositions made by law for the exercise of this ian right, or right of 
property in all mines, whether in public or private la; (Black, page 217.) 


Mr. President, such was the law in France and Spain touching the 
tenure of the crown and subject to the gold and silver mines 
by these nations at the time of the discovery of America and for three 
hundred years thereafter, and such, indeed, it continues to be in those 
countries to this day, and to 1503 the region of country in which mines 
of the precious metals belonging to the United States are now found 
belonged to one or the other ot these nations of Southern Europe, where 
the civil law prevailed. Indeed, conjointly with the Low Countries of 
Europe, these nations leit an indelible impression upon all law touch- 
ing mines of the precious metals. The world had just emerged from 
the darkness of the Middle Ages and every resource which civilization 

was husbanded with signal economy to give strength and mo- 
mentum to the beneficent influences which were rapidly taking posses- 
sion of it. 

It is not material for the purposes of this discussion to inquire 
whether the principles of the civil law or of the common Jaw shall be 
applied to the ownership, transfer, and possession of the gold and silver 
mines of the world, for in all aspects, touching the purposes for which 
I refer to them, they were identical. Whoso shall desire to consider 
the principles of the common law applicable to the ownership and trans- 
fer of the mines of precious metals may consult The Case of Mines re- 
ported in 1 Plowden, page 310. Therein the common law touching 
this subject is elaborately argued. = 

The reason upon which it is founded is given, and in its various 
aspects as between the government and the subject its principles are 
illuminated and its conclusions stated, Thecase itself possesses a wider 
interest than an ordinary legal decision, and is a most instructive chap- 
ter in the economic history of the world., It was argued in the ex- 
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chequer chamber before all the justices of England and the barons of 
the exchequer, and judgment was rendered in the year 1569. It was 
acase between Queen Elizabeth and the Earl of Northumberland, 
touching a mine of copper, containing gold and silver, claimed by the 
Queen, in the lands of the earl. 

From astatement of the facts it appeared that Philip and Mary seized 
of certain waste lands called Derwentfels by their letters patent un- 
der the great seal of England on the 16th day of August in the year 
1559, for themselves, their heirs, and successors, granted to the Earl 
of Northumberland and to the heirs male of his body the waste or 
mountainous lands in the county of Northumberland called Derwent- 
fels, who entered thereon and became thereof seized, with all and sin- 
gular the mines thereon (omnes et singulas mineras). : 

Notwithstanding this grant, by direction of Queen Elizabeth certain 
miners entered upon the copper mines upon said premises containing 
gold and silver and proceeded to search for and extract therefrom 600,- 
000 pounds’ weight of metal, of copper containing gold or silver, which 
ore was by the Earl of Northumberland seized and carried away, and 
further search for ore ot this hoi on said premises was by him pro- 
hibited, whereupon suit was brought, the queen affirming her owner- 
ship of all gold and silver mines within the realm of Great Britain, and 
of all other ores with which gold or silver were combined, and the 
further right to enter upon any lands within the realm and to search 
for and to extract therefrom ores of the quality aforesaid, and the con- 
tentions of the earl were, first, that the queen-did not own the gold or 
silver in premises so granted; second, that if she was the owner of gold 
and silver merely, she was not the owner of it if it were combi 
with copper or other metals without specific relation to the relative 
value of the metals so combined; third, that if she were the owner of 
the gold and silver in such premises with the right to search for the 
same, and to have and carry the same away with grosser metals com- 
bined with them, where the grosser metals were less in value than the 
gold and silver, still where the gold and silver were of lesser value than 
the grosser metals she did not so own the combined metallic product. 

But if all these contentions were false, it was further claimed and 
argued that she had no interest in the precious metals in the lands of 
a subject where these metals did not exist in sufficient quantity to make 
it profitable to pursue the industry of mining therefor, and, lastly, if it 
could be claimed that the queen was the owner of all this known metal 
ina grant of lands with all and singular the mines therein,“ which 
was the form of the grant by Philip and Mary to the Earl of Northum- 
berland, nevertheless there was not remaining in the crown as its 
property copper metal containing gold and silver in mines which at the 
date of the grant to the earl were undiscovered and unknown, but such 
undiscovered mines passed by the grant, and as toso much of the metal 
as came from a mine which at the date of the grant was elosed or 
unknown the earl made a separate defense. 

And the matter was argued in the exchequer chamber in the said term of St. 
Michael before all the justices of England and the barons of the exchequer, b; 
Onslow, apprentice, ueen’s icitor, Gerard, the queen's attorney, an 
Nels Sarge ham, queen’s serjeants; and on the of the earl, by Shirborn 
and 1, apprentices, and M serjeant. And the matter was divided into 
three points. The first was, ifall mines and ores of gold and silver, which are 
in the lands of subjects with power to dig the land, and carry away ore, and 
other incidents thereto, belong of right to the king of this realm by prerogative 
or not, inasmuch as this is not recited in the Treatise de Prerogative Regis, and 
inasmuch also as the digging for it in another's land touches the freehold and 
inheritance of another. And upon this the two other points depend, for ifthe 
king shall not have them, then in the two other points the law is the 

ueen; and if the law be that the king shall have them, from this nadaa 


the counsel for the queen said, it would follow that in the two o 
other law is with the queen. So that they took this to be the principal point. 
The second point was whether or no mines and ores of — mes in 
them gold or silver, which are in the lands of subjects, with the power to dig 
and carry away, and other incidents, belong also to the king of this realm by 
pre ve. The was, if so be that mines and ores of Soppar containin 
gold or silver belong to the king by prerogative, nevertheless if the said gran 
of King Philip and Queen Mary of the land in the first case, and of all and sin- 
gular mines in the other case, made by the said charter being de gratia sua 
iali, certa scientia, et mero motu suts, be sufficient to make the ores and mines 
from them to the said Earl of Northumberiand or not, 

And in this argument some of them, on this partaffirm that this mine being a 
mine royal, should not be granted nor severed from the crown even by express 
words, for it is an incident inseparable to the crown as escheats for treason are; 
which the counsel for the earl denied. 

As to the third point, it was said by the counsel for the earl that su 
the law to be that mines of copper in the lands of subjects bel 
qun by prerogative, yet here these mines and ores in q 

e earl by the said letters patent of King Philip and Queen Mary: 
the first plea they took it that the voin out of which the said 500,000 
weight of copper were dug could not be called a mine at the time of the date 
of the patent made to the earl nor should pass by the name of mines. because 
then the vein was close and not open, and therefore such vein and the ore in it 
shall pass by the grant of the soll as a thing, parcel of the soll, and not by the 


word (mines). 
ey took it that the vein and the ore shall gute A 
—— 


And in the second A sine th 

the words "omnes et singulas mi: ,” ete., use the vein was open,in 
mineras, 

great ex- 


case it might bear the name of a mine. Which words (omnes et 

are to be well observed, for, as it seemed to them, they are words of 

tent, and this word“ singulas coming after “omnes” admits of no exception, be 
the mine of gold, silver, or mixed, for they granted all mines and eve: 2 


ng 
to the 


lar mine. And therefore in both points it can not be supposed that 
and queen were misconusant of the veins and ores, and especially of that w 
was open. 

„all the justices and barons agreed that by the law all mines of gol 
and silver within the realm, whether they be in the lands of the queen or 
with liberty to dig and carry 


su belong to the queen, 8 
away the ores thereof an snr rE such incidents thereto as are necessary to 


be used for the getting of the ore, 
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And the Lord Dyer said in this case, that although the vein or ore mentioned 
in the first plea was not open but close, at the time of the date of the patent, 
Fot it might be termed a mine, quia de mineris aligum sunt ct alique 
Qperiæ, and that which is not open may be called a mine in his 
Also they all agreed 


tin, lead, or iron, in which there is no gold or silver, in this case the etor 
of the soil shall have the ore or mine, and age the sown by peoremaiive, ac 


a Fare § to the crown, but may be severed from it by apt and precise words. 

that words which serve indifferently one construction as well as another 
shall be taken in their fittest sense; and here it is not to be presumed that the 
king and queen who granted to the patentee all mines w. were lof 
the ns of Henry, late Earl of Northumberland, meant or intended 
that any mine royal which belonged to the crown was parcel of his possessions, 
but that such mines as were proper and usual for subjects to have were parcel 
of his possessions, and such were intended, and no other. And therefore the 
words omnes ct singulas mineras convey to the earl, now defendant, base 
mines only. 

Every contention of the Earl of Northumberland was declared to be 
without legal merit, and the gold and silver from mines known and from 
mines unknown at the date of the grant and seizin were declared to 
have remained in the sovereign, notwithstanding the grant was of all 
and singular the mines therein; while in the case we have in hand it is 
said the unknown mines passed to the grantee, although in express words 
of the grant it is declared they do not so pass. 

In the ordinance of the confederation of May 20, 1775, for the dis- 
pu of lands in the western territory, it is provided that there shall 

reserved one-third part of all gold, silver, lead, and copper mines, to 
be sold or otherwise disposed of as should hereafter direct, 
the deed to be given hy the Commissioner of the Land Office with a 
clause of reservation in the words of the act. Now, it is certain there 
were no known gold mines in the territory of the united or confederated 
colonies at that time, and it follows, if this theory of this court is cor- 
rect, that this enactment was impotent to reserve anything. 

Section 2318 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is entitled 
to exceptional consideration. It is something more than a description 
of what is granted and what is withheld; it is a rule of interpretation 
prescribed by the supreme power of the State over this subject, and it 
permits no looseness of interpretation and forbids grants of lands 
valuable for minerals by indirection. Some decisions on this subject 
deal with other and cognate laws. with great vigor as it this law, being 
out of sight, were not in force. But this law comes to every claim to 
rs valuable for minerals with the stern inquiry, is your claim 
based on a sale of Jands mineral in their character expressly directed 
by law? If not, then that land is reserved from sale and if you have 
a patent therefor it is the work of the President's clerk, has not legal 
iency, and is void. 

But a question of very serious import does arise whether without 
adequate facilities we have not given the Secretary authority to judge 
of and finally and forever to determine what are not mineral lands in 
the act of March 3, 1887. That act may be found in chapter 376, 
Statutes at Large, volume 24, page 556, and is as follows: 

An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made 5 — to aid in 
the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, aad for 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized aud directed 
to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
each of the railroad land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroeds and heretofore u usted. * * * 
Approved March 3, 1887. 

I confess, Mr. President, that I can not conceal my apprehension 
that in this section there lurks authority in the Secretary of the In- 
terior to ascertain and determine what is excluded as mineral land, 
and to except out such lands as he finds to be mineral and to give other 
lands in lien thereof, and that it is a determination of that question 
once forall. Authority to adjust the grant gives implied authority to 
do everything essentially necessary to its complete adjustment, and to 
that complete adjustment a final determination of what is excluded 
from the primary grant must be made and an equivalent amount or 
land be conveyed in the first and second indemnity limits to make the 

te amount which is due to the company. Until this is done the 
ustment is not complete. 

But an apprehension more grave haunts me. Will it not be held 
that patents issued out of the Interior Department for these lands will 
carry with them the conclusive presumption that the Secretary has ex- 
amined them and determined that they are not mineral, independent 
of the proposition whether in very truth he had so examined them or 
no, and that the patent imports that the question is res adjudicata ? 
Against such a situation the brief bill defining the functions of a pat- 
ent is a sure defense until the uncertainty is: reduced to a minimum, 
when it can be settled in a manner fair to all. 

Mr. DOLPH. Would it interrupt the Senator’s speech if I should 
ask him a question upon that precise point ? 

Mr. DERS. Not at all. - 

Mr. DOLPH. Has not the Secretary of the Interior had all the 
while, in to every grant made for the construction of railroads, 
3 to adjust the grant in the sense in which the word adjusted 

used there, which is to determine what lands the company are enti- 
tied to in place so as to determine what lands they are entitled to as 


indemnity; and does not the theory of the Senator that mines do not 
pass in the first place by the granting act or afterwards by the patent 
preclude the idea that any segregation of granted Jands in place from 
those which were not granted because reserved would be a determina- 
tion as to whether the company should take the lands which were 
mineral? In other words, under the act of 1887 referred to, so far as 
the segregation of the act as to the granted lands from those that are 
not granted but in place is concerned, does the approval of the selected 
lists (the Senator knows what they are) enlarge the power of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior over the lands? 

Mr. SANDERS. I have given the matter inquired of some reflec- 
tion. In the first place, I believe that as to lands in place nothing of 
strength of title can be imputed to the fact of selection or certification 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Second, there is no express language 
certainly in the act which I am diseussing particularly, nor in theother 
cognate acts, to give the Secretary of the Interior authority to deter- 
mine what is and what is not mineral land so as that determination 
shall be final. In other words, the railroad companies, all of them, 
without patents and without this determination by the Secretary of 
the Interior, have been adjudged by the Supreme Court and by all sub- 
ordinate courts which I know anything about to be the owners of these 
lands without action by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not inclined to disagree, Iam rather inclined 
to with the Senator in the position he takes as to what the effect 
of granting act is as to mineral lands. I am not disposed, I say, 
to disagree with him on that point; but under the granting act it is 
certainly contemplated that there shall be an adjustment of the grant 
between the Government and the railroad company, because the 
amount of lands which the company takes in place must be first ascer- 
tained before it is entitled to any selection of indemnity lands, and the 
amount of land it takes by selection as lieu lands outside of the lands 
in place in what are called the indemnity limits must depend upon 
what lands are subject to the grantin place. So there is what I should 
call an adjustment, that is, a segregation of the railroad lands from the 
public lands which were reserved in the original grant in place, and 
then the approval of selections by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
loss of lands in place because they were subject to some prior appro- 

riation. 
: Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but the question is, is the Secretary’s ad- 
justment final? That is the point. 

Mr. DOLPH. As to mineral lands? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not disposed to claim that it is, but I can not 
perceive that the adjustment required by the act of 1887 strengthens 
the case of those who claim that it is final. The adjustment was cer- 
tainly required by the nature of the granting act. Now it is simply 
provided in the act of 1887 that this adjustment shall be made, and 
what shall be done in certain cases where lands are in possession of 
settlers, etc. It doesnot give power to the Secretary to set over to the 
companies mineral lands. 

While I am up, if it will not interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. In order to apply what the Senator has been saying 
in regard to these mineral lands, agreeing with him that the lands be- 
long to the Government, I suppose the Senator agrees with me that 
they may be granted by appropriate words in an act of Congress or 
under general law—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Not under general laws. 

Mr. DOLPH. Les, under general laws. Title may be acquired 
under general laws providing for the disposition of mineral lands. 

Mr. SANDERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the question is a question ot law as to whether 
mineral lands pass by the grant, forinstance, to the Northern Pacific, 
the grant being a grant in presenti, upon a condition-subsequent. If 
the condition has been performed the act is in the nature of a contract 
between the Government and the company, and the title to the land 
is fixed by the act, not subject to change by courts or by Congress. 
So, as the Senator has already said, not only the title of mineral lands 
would not be passed if there had been no reservation in the measure 
we have now under consideration, but as there is a reservation in the 
act, aprovision that no State or corporation shall acquire any additional 
right to any land under this act or by virtue of its provisions, there is 
nothing that it is competent for Congress todo in regard to the matter 
as to whether mineral lands have passed ornot under the act at present 
where the roads have been completed and the lands earned. 

Mr. SANDERS. IfI rightly understand the matter which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon desires to inquire of, it will, perhaps, be explained 
by an answer which I once made to the ehief-justice of my Territory, 
who, being new to these matters, inquired of me what tribunal had 
been appointed to determine between the United Statesand the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company whether lands were or were not granted, 
and when that tribunal was called upon to act. Hastily I replied to 
him that there was nothing of that kind. and that I was satisfied it was 
casus omiss us ing that had been forgotten. 

Maturer reflection upon that matter, however, satisfied me, as this 
act was drawn by the ablest lawyers in the land, that there was pur- 
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posely omitted from it the creation of a tribunal to determine those 
uestions, and that it was purposely omitted to define the time when 
the question as to what was mineral and therefore reserved and what 
was not mineral and therefore granteti land should take place, because 
those men knew that from the Mississippi River to the home of the 
Senator, through which this road runs, the country was practically 
unknown, and they were not willing at that early time to erect a tri- 
bunal or to fix a time when this grant should be finally adjudicated 
and the specific sections of land as against the mineral and non-mineral 
question settled, because they knew that such a determination of that 
question until the industrial development of the country and the pros- 
ing of it must necessarily operate either to withdraw from the 
nited States vast quantities of minerals or to deny to the railroad com- 
pany lands which it wis in the intent of Congress within the mean- 
ing of the act that it should own. 

Mr. DOLPH. I quite agree with the Senator. I say that it was 
not the intention of Congress that the grantees of this railroad grant 
should take mineral lands, that they were expressly excepted. I quite 
agree with him that it is not within the power of the Secretary of the 
Interior or the President of the United States or any power short ot 
Congress to give these mineral lands to the grantees; that the courts can 
not do it by construction; but if the grant did pass as to the mineral 
lands not then discovered or not discovered at the time the map of the 
final location was filed, then it is beyond the power of the judiciary 
and beyond the power of Congress to reclaim tkom. 

Mr, SANDE I have nodoubt these non-mineral lands belong to 
the railroad companies, and not only that but that the legal title is in 
them; that the words there be and is hereby granted, jf it was a con- 
tract would convey, and being a law does operate to convey, and that 
after 25 miles were completed and accepted by the President the com- 
pany became entitled as against the United States to patents for them, 
and that that land is as absolutely theirs as it was before the grant the 
land of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. What I desire to draw out is the fact, if the Senator 
understands it to be so, that the bill agreed upon by the conference 
committee does not confer upon any railroad company any right to any 
mineral lands it has not already under the granting act and it is ex- 
pressly so declared. 

Mr. SANDERS. It does not in any way or manner enlarge the right. 

Mr. DOLPH. And it would be idle for Congress to undertake to 
legislate upon the subject, except to provide regulations for proper ad- 
ministration of the granting act, because if the lands be to the 
Government it would be an admission, which I understand the tor 
would not favor, even to ask the railroad company to make any release 
of these lands to the Government. If they do belong to the company, 
then it would be beyond the power ot Congress to affect their rights. 
That is all; I wished to apply his argument directly in answer to the 

ment of the Senator from Alabama. 

. SANDERS. Certainly this bill does not in any shape or form 
strengthen in any railroad company its claim to mineral lands, It 
is somewhat embarrassing to discuss a proposition that if the railroad 
company does now own these mineral lands it is not competent for 
Congress to deny them or to legislate with reference to them. There 
is no use for Congress to do it. If the words we have already used do 
not operate to deny to them the mineral lands we can not pick any 
other words left in the dictionary out of it that will deny them. Being 
decidedly of the opinion that the mineral lands remain to us, and that 
if one thousand years hence a mine is discovered in an odd section of 
land which it will pay to work, thereby it will be demonstrated that 
on the 2d day of July, 1864, Congress had that particular land in 
mind when it said we except that mineral land ont of that grant, and 
it not only then becomes but it is thereby demonstrated that it has 
been always during the thousand years the property of the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. How about an indemnity? 

Mr. SANDERS. Not expecting particularly to be here at the ex- 
piration of that time, I am not able to answer whether there would be 
anything in the indemnity limits or not. 

I wish to say with reference to the matter that when the bill to deal 
with the land laws comes before the Senate I shall hope to be able to 
have attached to it the bill which I introduced myself, which does not 
assume to do more than to say that the acts of the Executive hereatter 
occurring shall not operate to give color of title in any shape or form 
whatever to the railroad company to mineral lands. I undertake to 
declare the significance of future acts and not to interpretacts that are 
passed any further than to assert that they shall be and remain the 
property of the United States, which, as we have asserted it every time 
we have ever dealt with this question, I hope there will be nerve enough 
in the Senate to do now. 

Mr. HEARST. I will ask the Senator if the trouble does not arise 
more on what is mineral land than anything else? : 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, HEARST. I presume that when Congress was making these 
laws in 1864, or whatever time it was, the Government had some sort 
of notion that there was some mineral land in those mountains, but it 
did not have any idea that a particular mine should be retained by 
the Government, or another one, or another one. It had an idea that 


there was a mineral country there, and it had an idea that our people 
would understand what a mineral country was, and whenever the rail- 
road reached that country there should bereserved every foot of it for 
20, or 30, or 40 miles. That is what is the matter with this whole 
thing. These people want to crowd in until they get intoa mine actu- 
ally working and say that is excluded. That is the whole theory of the 
outsider as against the miner. 

If the Government had wanted to do that and to exclude any land 
that anybody wanted, that would have been easy to have said here, 
but it did not do that. It knew the geologists and mineralogists and 
the people generally had sense enough to know that it was a mineral 
country. It knew by some experience, from books or something, that 
that whole mountain region was what would be described as mineral 
land and should have been reserved and held by the Government, from 
the British possessions to Mexico, a strip from 200 to 600 miles wide. 
It would not have hurt anybody. Mexico reserves the minerals all 
over her country. I have seen farmers with their plows run right over 
a mine that had been worked for a hundred years, and every bit of it 
was mineral and a mining right belonging to the Government. No 
man is allowed to go there and buy it. He ean not buy a mine in Mex- 
ico. He can buy a right to work it, and when he leaves it it belongs 
to the Government, as it ought to here. f 

This whole thing has been spoiled by pinching and by meanness. 
The Governmentought to have sent surveyors out there; itought to have 
gotten men to go there, and it may come down now to section after 
section to be investigated. The question is not whether youseea mine 
on it, but is the land mineral in character? Does the rock indicate a 
metalliferous appearance so thata mine might be found there? Ifthat - 
can not be done, you will have to take a whole Territory filled with 

rospectors and shut down on what mines they have. But they would 
hold them anyhow. It would be so sickly around there that nobody 
would want to live if he undertook to drive them away from there, 
(Laughter. ] 

Now, what we want to know and what such men want to know is 
what is mineral land, and after that is determined, if we have to take 
it by sections, the mineral land should be ascertained and reserved. 
What is the meaning ot lieu lands?“ It does not mean 600 feet by 
1,500 feet; it means when you come to mineral lands in this country 
they shall be reserved to the people. Yon did not allow the companies 
to go there at all except to run the railroad, giving them a right ot way 
and depot grounds. You did notgive them the mineral land, and they 
have no right to take it. The law does not say ‘‘ mines;’”’ it says 
“mineral lands. 

Isay what we want to know is what these people are entitled to. 
As to indemnity, of which the Senator from Oregon spoke, I am caring 
very littleaboutthat. Theyhavehadenough. Ihave nothing against 
railroads; they are great civilizers and conducive of great good, but are 
a secondary consideration, for they are subject to it. All that I ask is 
that this Government keep open that country for the prospectors and 
keep a supervision over it from Mexico to British Columbia. Whenever 
the mountains come up to three or four hundred feet high, where the 
lands can not be cultivated, they should be reserved for mineral rights, 

` Mr. SANDERS, This is a little aside from what I had prescribed 
to myself. Isay that itis pretty certain that neither my colleague nor 
myself could have been here if our people had not been of the opinion 
that we would do our best toconvince the Congress of the United States 
that the mineral lands or the mines did not belong to the railroad com- 
pany, and that we would insist upon such legislation as would make 
that matter plain. 

I will say that my bill is a tentative measure merely. It simply 
defines what shall be the effect of the future action of the executive 
department until the legislative department shall have invented some 
scheme whereby this matter shall be finally determined. In conjunc- 
tion with our Representative in the House of Representatives we have 
thought it wise, and the bill has been introduced in that House pro- 
viding that the lands within the mineral limit mentioned by the hon- 
orable Senator from California, in the face of whose experience and 
knowledge on that subject I think I myself ought to be dumb, shall 


be divided into three different classes. First, that we shall determine 


such lands as are incontestably not mineral. Second, that we shall de- 
termine such lands as are incontestably mineral. 

As to those two classes on the odd-numbered sections, patents may 
be granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad for such as it is entitled to 
upon the lands clearly not mineral. Upon the lands which are mineral 
indemnity may be taken by the Northern Pacific Company out of the 
indemnity beltsif they shall be preserved. In the mutations of politics 
and the suppositions of what would be popular I believe those in- 
demnity belts have been subjected tosettlement at various times, or at 
least such efforts have been made; but for mineral landsit should have 
indemnity. Then we should perbaps ask the Congress of the United 
States, with the consent of the Northern Pacific Railroad, if we shall 
conclude such consent necessary, which I doubt not we might obtain, 
to allow them upon the unquestioned agricultural lands in the in- 
demnity limits to take lands in lien of these lands of possibly mineral 
character, but of which those containing valuable mines can net now. 
be ascertained. 
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Mr. HEARST. That is what I said; in a thousand years from now 
I have no doubt mines will be found in many of those lands. 

Mr. SANDERS. I beg pardon of my friend. I do not wish. to in- 
terrupt him, but I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. ALLISON. You have plenty of time, - 

Mr. SANDERS. Then Ishall be glad to bave the Senator from Cali- 
fornia complete his statement. 

Mr. HEARST. The Government gave a right to the railroads to go 
across thecontinent. From information derived from Lewis and Clarke 
and others and the discovery of gold in California it was known that 
there were precious metals and minerals in these mountains, which 
the Government undertook to reserve and did reserve. They did not 
say they would reserve any particular mine, but they reserved the 
mineral lands, the mining country. Whether the mining lands were 
of a large or small extent, they were reserved entirely by the Govern- 
ment and kept in the ownership of the Government. 

Everybody wants to crowd upon that land, and the railroad people 
claim everything where there is a mine known to exist. There were 
no mines known to exist when the grant was made. The settlers and 
the farming people wanted to go and take up their claims, and so they 
insisted that there were no mining lands, for the reason that there were 
no mines being worked. So it is with everybody who wants to inter- 
fere with the mines. They do not allow anything as far as the grant 

They ignore it, when it is plain on the face of it that the Gov- 
ernment intended to reserve all the land where there were supposed to 
be any mines. 

For the purpose of reserving these lands more thoroughly to the peo- 

ple, a law was passed by which there could be taken but 600 feet by 
1,500 feet—not that the claimants would not like to have more, not 
because it is not mineral land, but the Government wanted to reserve 
it and deal it out in small quantities, and therefore it said, You 
shall not take more than 600 feet by 1,500 feet in a claim;’’ not but 
what the land is mineral land, but it wanted to give every man who 
goes there a chance to get hold of a claim, and when he gets broke he 
can go there and make a raise. 

The trouble here has been that the mineral land never has been seg- 
regated by any competent persons; and it never haz been clearly indi- 
cated what is mineral and what is agricultural land, and those are the 
3 divisions which are made agricultural lands and mineral 

an 

The effort has been, by railroad companies and others, to take the 
land from the miners. The Government has nobody there as a witness, 
while the man who warts to take the land away can find plenty of 
witnesses who will swear that there is no mineral in the land, and so 
the claimant takes the ground, and then he gets his patent; and if the 
mineral is not actually reserved by the Government, then comes a con- 
tro ; and that is the controversy whether the patent carries the 
min or not. 

I am of the opinion that there ought to be a competent commission 
organized to segregate the mineral lands from the farming lands, so 
that the miner may know what his rights are and be in a position to 
defend himself. As it is now, the miner is not safe, he has no rights, 
and everybody seems to be against him. 

I beg pardon of the Senator from Montana for having interrupted him. 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam very glad to have the Senator make a con- 
tribution to my uninteresting homily. 

It is a misfortune that it ts not merely on the odd-numbered sec- 
tions that the prospector to a very large extent is nowexcluded. The 
lands are unsurveyed in the mountains and on the foot-hills, where most 
of these quartz mines are, and a suspicion that possibly a railroad com- 
pany might own the mine on the odd section operates to exclude the 
miner just as effectually from the even-numbered section, because the 


surveys do not tell which are the odd and which are the even sections, 
and is a very grave difficulty. 
On the proposition whereby our legislation dealt in 1841 with the 


word mines as English legislation and the Spanish ordinances had 
dealt with it, and later substituted the phrase on mineral lands,“ 
I do not know that I can throw any further light than I have sought 
to do in what I have already said. It is a misfortune, perhaps, that 
that question has not been presented to the Supreme Court with the 
same degree of fullness and vigor that itshould havo been, though per- 
haps the result of it would not have been difterent from what al- 
ready occurred. It is true in the State of California, I think it is true 
in my own State, it is true of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that they have defined the phrase mineral lands” to be lands com- 
mercially valuable for the purposes of mining, perhaps not saying in 
so many words that they must be such lands as you could go upon 
and upon the investment of $10,000 take $10,000 away, which would 
de a pretty profitable mine, but that they must be such lands as would 
ly induce poopie to go and work them for the purposes of 
mining—I think the decisions have not gone further than that—and 
that they must be profitable for the purposes of mining in order to be 
excluded from these grants. There are a number of decisions of that 


kind casually made. I can notsay thatthey were made after sufficient 
examination or after sufficient argument. 
Mr, PLUMB, If the Senator does not desire to conclude his re- 


pe 1 25 evening, as it is now late, will he yield for a motion to 
ourn 
Mr. SANDERS. Iam willing to take the advice of the Senate on 


that proposition. Iam willing myself to excuse every Senator who 
desires to go away, and finish my remarks, or I am willing for the Sen- 
ate to adjourn, as it may prefer. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is nowa quarter to 6 o'clock, and itis perhaps just 
as well to adjourn, if the Senator will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before making the motion, I wish to state that the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] has suggested to me that 
there is an error in the report of the committee of conference relating 
to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, and one which apparently does 
not conform to the intention of the conferees. Whether material or 
immaterial, it seems proper that it should be again submitted to the 
committee, and I therefore ask leave to withdraw the report of the 
committee, with the statement that I shall again report it on Monday 
morning and ask the Senate to continue its consideration until it is com- 
pleted, hoping to be able to have it finally concluded on Monday, and 
perhaps at a very early hour on that day. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he can give 
the Senate any idea of the time of the probable close of this debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not. I hope, and I have no doubt, it will be 
concluded on Monday, but if the Senator asks for the hour at which it 
will be disposed of, I can not say. 

Mr. BLAIR, What I desire to know is the time of the probable con- 
clusion of the matter. The Senator must see that it is important to 
know this, as other matters are pressing upon us. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is a matter of some importance, and I hope Sen- 
ators who have been fortunate enongh to take up considerable portions 
of the time heretofore about matters in which they were interested 
will not be too impatient about the time given to this important ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent on the part of the managers of the conference, the report 
not yet having been made in the House of Representatives, to witli- 
draw the report for further examination, with the understanding that 
it is to be submitted again on Monday, to which the Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate do now adjourn until 12 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator to withdraw that motion that I 
may move an executive session. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr.SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 13, 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of September, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 


Henry Sherwood, to be postmaster at Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, in the place ot John W. Koss, resigned. 


CONSUL. 
Theodore M. Schleier, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Amsterdam, vice David Eckstein, recalled. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 12, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 


THE JOURNAL OF TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 9. 


The SPEAKER. The first business is the demand for the previous 
question upon the approval of Tuesday’s Journal, upon which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 34, not 
voting 178; as follows: 


YEAS—113. 
dams, Baker, Bergen, Burrows, 
Allen, Mich. Banks, Boothman, Burton 
Anderson, Kans. Bayne, Brewer, Cauldwell 
Arnold, Beckwith, Brosius, Campbell 
Atkinson, Pa. Belknap, Buchanan, N. J. Candler, Mass. 
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Cannon, Morey, 
Caswell, Hen III. orse, Simond 
Cheadie, Henderson, Iowa . Mutchler, Smith, 
Cheatbam, Hermann, ute, 3 
Clark, Wis. Hill, O'Neill, Pa. D, 
Jogawell, Hi 2, Stewart, Tex. 
Coleman, Hopkins, Owen, Ind, Stivers, 
Comstock, Kennedy, Payne, Stock 
Conger, Kerr, lowa Payson, ‘Taylor, E, B. 
Connell, ete! Perkins, Taylor, J. D. 
Jraig, Kinsey, Pickler, Taylor, Tenn. 
Jul „Tex. yY, Post, Thomas, 
Culbertson, Pa. La Follette, Quackenbush, Townsend, Colo. 
Dingley, Laws, Raines, Townsend, Pa. 
Dunnell, Lehlbach, Ray. Vandever, 
era Lind, Reed, Iowa Wade. 
Farquhar, I s Reilly, Walker, 
Frank, M * Reyburn, Wallace, N. Y, 
Funston, McClellan, ife, Wickham, 
Gerr, McComas, ell, Williams, Ohio 
Gest, McCormick, Rowell, Yardley. 
Greenhalge, McKinley, Russell, 
Grosvenor, Moffitt, Sanford, 
Harmer, Moore, N. H. Scull, 
NAYS—S, 
Allen, Miss, Crain, McG s Sayers, 
Andrew, p. MeMillin, Shively, 
Bankhead, Forney, McRae, ey, 
Breckinridge, are, Morgan, Turner, Ga, 
Brickner, Holman, O' Ferrall Wheeler, Ala, 
Brown, J. B. Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass Wike, 
Buchanan, Va. Lauham, rrett, Willcox. 
Buckalew, Maish, Peel, 
Caruth, Martin, Ind. Penington, 
NOT VOTING—178. 
Abbott, Darlington, Lane Sawyer, 
Alderson, Davidson, Lansing, Scranton, 
Anderson, M De Haven, Lawler, Seney, 
Atkinson, W.Va. De Lano, Lee, Skinner, 
Dibble, Lester, Ga. Smith, W. Va. 
Bartine, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Smyser, 
Barwig, e Lewis, Snider, 
8 SHUNOS Magner, —— 
iggs, rsey, Ansur, nger, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Martin, Tex ia ecker, 
lancha: mun cAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Elliott, McCarthy, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Ellis, Medlammy, dale 
Blount, Enloe, McCord, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Ewart, MeDufiie, Stone, Mo. 
Boutelle, Featherston, McKenna, Struble, 
Bowden Finley, Miles, Stump, 
Brookshire, Fitch, Milliken, Sweney 
ore 21 3 . Taylor, in 
rowne, T. M. 0 ontgomery, ompson, 
Browne, Va. Flood, Moore, Tex. Tillman, 
Brunner, Flower, Morrill, Tracey, 
Ballock, Forman, Morrow, Tucker, 
Butterworth . Niedsingba Turner N. N 
utterw ý sse ner, us, rner, N, Y. 
Bynum, Gibson, orton, ‘an Schaick, 
Candler, Ga, Gifford, Oates, Vaux, 
Carlton, Goodnight, O'Donnell, Venable, 
Carter, Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Catechings, Grout, Outh waite, Wallace, Mass. 
Chipman, u, Owens, Ohio Washi t 
Jlaney, Hansbrough, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich, 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Perry, Whiting, 
Clements, Hayes, Peters, Whitthorne, 
88 . eee Mhil 
eard, eroe, 
Cooper, Iud Hemphill, Price, Win 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N. C. am me Wilson, ee 
Cothran, Herbert, Quinn, Wilson, Mo. 
Covert, Hooker, . Wilson, Wash. 
Cowles, Houk, Richardson, Wilson, W, Va. 
Cummings, Kelley, Robertson, W. t, 
Cuteheon, Kerr, Pa. Rogers, Yoder. 
Dalzell, Knapp, Rowland, 
Dargan, Laidlaw, 


* MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Pending the roll-call: 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Jounson, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nounced that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 3556) cranting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas, asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. DAWes, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas, confer- 
ees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Miun., asked a confer- 
ence with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. 
WASHBURN, and Mr. SAWYER conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
House thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
ALLISON, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. McPHERSON, Mr, VANCE, and Mr, CAR- 
LISLE conferees on the part of the Senate, 


HUTOHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. One of the bills announced by the Clerk of the 
Senate is a right-of-way bill giving to the Hutchinson and Sonthern 
Railroad Company the right to build a road from the southern bound- 
ary of Kansas to the city of Guthrie. in Oklahoma. We passed an 
amendment here a few days ago changing the bill in that particular. 
The Senate has non-concurred in the amendment and asked a commit- 
tee of conference. I ask unanimous consent that the request of the 
Senate be concurred in and that a committee of conference be ordered 
by the House. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes is referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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The Clerk then resumed and completed the calling of the roll. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. ROWLAND. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Houk with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. WHEELER, oí Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. MOORE, of Texas. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. PuGsLey with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. FORMAN. 

Mr. CooPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. SMITH, of West Virginia, with Mr. Wrson, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Biss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. StRUBLE with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr, GIBSON. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr, STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. FITCH. 

Mr. O'DONNELL with Mr. COBB. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER, 

Mr. WADDILE with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TuRNER, of New York, 

Mr. WALLACE with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. COWLES. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GoopNIGHT. 

Mr. SMYSER with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. HALE with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. THomas M. BROWNE with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. PIEROE, 

Mr. Brewer with Mr. Covert, September 4 t6 September 14, or un- 
til further notice., 

Mr. De HAveN with Mr. Bicas, except bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislation. 
asin pd ae with Mr. SPRINGER from August 27 until otherwise 

Mr. MCDUFFIE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. TRACEY, for one week. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, for this day. 

Mr. BowDeEN with Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, on this vote. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. WILKINSON, for this day. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 
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SEPTEMBER 12, 


Mr, ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD], but in order to make a 
quorum I have voted, If there be a quorum present, I desire to with- 


draw my vote. 


Mr. ATKINSON, o 


a quorum. 


quorum. 


gem 
Mr. Speaker, I vote 


ent. 


West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
my colleague frum West Virginia, Mr. ALDERSON. 17 


Iwould vote ay.“ 


he were present, 


I desire to be counted for the purpose of making 


ir, BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that I am paired with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Covert]. I have voted to make 
a quorum, according to our arran 


Mr. BERGEN. for the purpose of making a 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr, Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 


Iowa [Mr. Hayes]; otherwise I should have voted ay. If by voting 
my name would make a quorum, I desire to vote. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am announced as paired with the 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], but I have voted in acco’ 
the terms of our pair in order to make a quorum, 


tleman 
ce with 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. LESTER], but in order to make a quorum I have voted. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am also paired, but I desire to vote in 
order to make a quorum. 


Mr. TRACEY. I um paired with the 
ens and therefore did not vote. 


no 


tleman from Nevada [Mr. 
desire to have my presence 


Mr. FRANK. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


BLAND]. 
The 


I voted to make a quorum, 
erk recapitulated the names of those 
Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Mr. 


voting. 
I rise for the purpose of an- 


nouncing that the absence of my colleague, Mr. Bynum, is due to 
very serious illness. 
The Clerk announced the following members as present and not 


voting: 


Mr. ATKINSON of West Vi 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 113 and the nays 
are 34, and these, together with those noted as present and not voting, 
constituting a quorum present, the question recurs on the approval 
of the Journal of Tuesday. 4 

Mr. O'FERRALL. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 3, not 
voting 183; as follows: 


Adams, 

Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Andrew, 


Atkinson, Pa. 
Atkinson, W. Va. 
Bak 


Cheatham, 
Clark, Wis. 


Soloman 


YEAS—139, 
Comstock, Kinsey, 
Conger, Lacey, 
Connell La Follette, 
Craig, Laws, 
* Lehlbach. 
Lind. 
Culberson, Tex. Lodge, 
‘Culbertson, Pa. Martin, Ind 
Dingies Suh Meade 
ey, joo, 
Dunneil, McClel 
Farq Mace 
Flick, NM. „ 
Flower, McKinley, 
Forney, Moffitt, 
Frank, Moore, N. H. 
Funston, MON 
Gear, Morrill, 
Gest, Morse, 
Greenhalge, Mutehler, 
Grosvenor, Nute, 
Hansbrough, 
Hare, O'Neill, Pa. 
Ha Tne, 
Henderson, III. 
Henderson, Iowa Payne, 
ermann, Payson, 
Hill, Penington, 
Hitt, Perkins, 
Holman, Pickler, 
Hopkins, Post, 
Kennedy, Quackenbush, 
Kerr, Iowa uinn, 
Raines. 
NAYS—3. 
O Ferrall. Sayers. 
NOT VOTING—183. 
Bland, Bullock, 
Bliss, Bunn, 
Blount, utterworth, 
Bont ner. Bynum, 
Boutelle, Candler, Ga. 
Brookshire, Carlton, 
Brower, Carter, 
Browne, M. Caruth, 
Browne, Va. Catchings, 
Brunner, Chipman, 
Buchanan, Va. Clancy, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


MeMillin, 


McRae 


Mr. DoLLIvER with Mr. ALDERSON, until further notice. 


Mr. Mupp with Mr. DARGAN, on this vote. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. 
The name of Mr. CRAIN was called, and he voted yea.“ 


The vote was recapitulated. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of members 
present and not voting. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ABBOTT, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Browxeof Virginia, Mr. Bocuanan of New Jer- 


sey, Mr.Covert, Mr. DE Haven, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, Mr. 
ER, 


ERT, 


Mr. Hoox- 


Mr. McKewwa, Mr. Owxxsof Ohio, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. SITH of West Virginia, 


Mr. STOCEDALE, Mr. 


STRUBLE, and Mr. Speaker REED. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any other gentleman present who did not 
vote whose name has not been noted as present? [After a pause. ] 
On this question the yeas are 139, the nays 3, and with the namesan- 
nounced are not a sufficient number to make a quorum. 8 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I make the point that there is no quorum pres- 


ent. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 

seemed to have it. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was put; and there were—ayes 87, noes 5. 
So a call of the House was ordered. 
The roll was called; and the following-named members failed to an- 


Swer: 


Cowles, 


Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 


Dalzell, 


n, 
Barffagto, 
De Lano, 


Dibble, 


Dickerson, 


iookery, 
Dolliver, 
Dorsey, 


Morrow, 
Niedringhaus, 
O'Donnell, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 


Sweney, 
Taylor, III. 
Tillman, 


The follo 
present under 


zph bers reported to the Clerk, and were noted as 
rule: 
Mr. ANDREW,Mr. BROWRRof Virginia, Mr. BoorHMAN, Mr. BARNES, 
Mr. Hooker, Mr. Mason, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. COVERT, Mr. HAEMER, 
Mr. KELLEY, Mr. PEEL, Mr. McCLammMy, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. Lopdx, Mr. 
RIFE, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. HEARD] is absent 


on account of sickness. He absent on that account for the 
last two days, and requested me to ask that he be excused from attend- 
ance. 

There was no objection, and it wasso ordered. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I ask leave of absence until Monday for my col- 

league [Mr. WHITTHORNE]. He expects to be here on Monday, and 
I ask that he be excused until that time. 

TheSPEAKER protempore, Under a call of the House, the Chair is 
in doubt whether a leave of absence can be granted further than for 
the day. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I ask for it for to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for to-day for 
Mr. FEATHERSTON, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague 
ie WHITING] be excused for to-day on account of sickness in his 

ily. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. WII. 
KINSON], who is confined to his bed by sickness, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. BRICKNER. Lask that my colleague [Mr. Barwa] be ex- 

cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JASON B. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I announced before that 
my colleague [Mr. Bynum] was detained at his residence on account 
of serious sickness in his family. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The excuse made by the gentleman on 
a former roll-call will be good for the day. 

The Clerk informs the Chair that 159 members have answered to 
their names, and 16 have given in their names to the Clerk as present 
since the call of the roll commenced, making a quorum present. 

[After a pause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move to dispense with all eee un- 
der the call, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The question was put; and the motion of Mr. HAUGEN was agreed 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the approval of 
the Journal of Tuesday, and the Clerk will cali the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 6, not vot- 
ing 182; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 

Adams, Connell, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mich. Craig, La Follette, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans, Crain, Lanham, Russell, 
Andrew, Crisp, ws, Sanford, 
Arnold, Culberson, Tex. Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Culbertson, Pa. d, Sayers, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Cummings, 1, 
Baker, Dingley, Martin, Ind. Sherman, 
Bayne, Dunnell, 1 H Shively, 
Beckwith, Eva McAdoo, Simonds, 
Belknap, Farquhar, McClellan, Smith, III. 
Bergen, Flick, McComas,. Spooner, 
Boothman, Forney, MeCormick, Stephenson, 

wden, Frank, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Funston, Moffitt, Stivers, 
Brewer, r; Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Brickner, „ Morse, Struble, 
Brosius, Greenhalge, Norton, Tarsney, 
82 J. B. Grosvenor, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hansorough Oates, Taylor, J. D. 
1 eke 3 Pa. Eat Tenn. 

rrows, armer, rne, 
Burton, Hangon, Parrett, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Payne, Townsend. Colo. 
Campbell Henderson, Iowa Payson, Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, Mass ermann, Penington, Vandever, 
Cannon, ill, Perkins, Walker, 
Caswell, Hitt, Post, Wallace, N. Y, 
Cheadle, Holman Quackenbush, ¥ 
Cheatham popes, Raines, Willcox, A 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Ray, a. Ohio 

well, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa 
man, Kerr, Lown Reilly, 
Comstock Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Conger, Kinsey, Rife, 
NAYS—6. 
Allen, Miss. Me 7 Turner, Ga. Wike. 
Bunn, O’Ferrall, 
NOT VOTING—182. 
Abbott, Barnes, Bingham, Boatner, 
Alderson, Bartine, 3 ö 
Anderson, Miss. Barwig, Bland, -~ Broo! g 
khead, Belden, Bi Brower, 

Banks, Biggs, Blount, Browne, T. M. 


Browne, Va. Finley, McDuffie, Smith, W. Va. 
Brunner, Fitch, McKenna, Smyser, 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, Me Snider, = 
Bullock, Flood, Mc Spinola, 
Batterworth, Flower, Miles, Springer, 
Bynum, Forman, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Candler, Ga. Fowler, Stewart, Ga. 
Carlton, Geissenhainer, 8 Stewart, Vt. 

N Gibson, oore, N. Stockdale, 
Caruth, Gifford, Moore, Tex. Stone, Ky. 

ight, Morey, Stone, Mo. 

Chipman, Grimes, Morgan, Stump, 
Clarke, Kall Meda” Tarlon in. 

. ‘a! udd, ‘aylor, 
Clements, Hatch, Mutchler, Tilman, 
Clunie, Hayes, Niedringhaus, 

Haynes, O'Donnell, — 
Cooper, Ind Heard, O'Neall, Ind. A 
Cooper, Ohio Hemphill, O'Neil, Mass, Turner, N. Y. 
Cothran Henderson,N.C. Outhwaite, Van Schaick, 
Covert, Herbert, Owen, Ind. aux, 
Cowles, Hooker, Owens, Ohio Venable, 
Cutcheon, Houk, Paynter, Waddill, 
8 Kerr, Pa. Peel, 

Dargan, Kilgore, 2 Wallace, Mass. 
Darlington, Knapp, Peters, Washington, 
Davidson, Laidlaw, Phelan, Wheeler, Ala. 
De Haven, Lane, Pickler, Wheeler, 

De Lano, Lansing, i ` Whiting, 

Dibble, Lawler, Price, 

Dickerson, Lee, Pugsley, Wiley, 

Dockery, Lester, Ga. uinn, Wilk n. 

Dolliver, Lester, Va. ndall, Wiliams, In. 

Dorsey, Lewis, Richardson, Wilson, Ky. 

Dunphy, Magner, Robertson, Wilson, Mo. 

Edmunds, Maish, ogers, Wilson, Wash. 

Elliott, Mansur, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
lis, Martin, Tex. Rusk, Wright, : 

Enloe, M v. Scranton Yoder, 

Ewart, MoClammy, Seney, 

Featherston, McCord, Skinner, 


The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 137, the nays 6. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is evident, Mr. Speaker, we can not get a 
quorum to-day, and I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 53 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was ates 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts: 


Resolved, That the Rules of the House be amended by adding two sections to 
Rule XVI, as follows: 

“Seo. 4). No question shall be entertained by the Speaker touching adjourn- 
ment, or a recess, or to mf on the table, or to postpone, or to recommit, or to 
reconsider, unless a majority of the members within the bar of the House riso 
to second such question: Provided, Five members rise to object to such motion. 

* Szc.43, When less than a quorum is present when the vote on any question 
begins, or during the vote, a motion for the call of the House shall then be first 
in order, and if a call of the House is then ordered and upon such call of the 
House a quorum 5 secured, the Speaker, upon the demand of any member, 
which is seconded by a majority of those voting upon a division upon that de- 
mand, shall proc to take the vote by = and nay upon the 9 eae: 
ing when the motion for the call of the House was madeand 
2 ‘dispense with farther proceedings under the order for u call of the 

ouse; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11912) for removal of charges of 
desertion from Anderson Malone, accompanied by a report (No. 3078) — 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to Ellen 
Finnerty, accompanied by a report (No. 3079)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. OSBORNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 4725) for the relief of Williem 
W. Webb, accompanied by a report (No. 3080)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3863) granting to the Newport and 
Kings Valley Railroad Company the right of way through the Siletz 
Indian reservation, accompanied by a report (No. 3081)—to the Honse 
Calendar. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 4512) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Highland Street Railway Company of the 
rate of Columbia, accompanied by.a report (No. 3082)—to the House 

endar, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
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loan titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
ows: ; 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A Dill (H. R. 12025) to prohibit the 
importation, exportation, and interstate transportation of alcoholic 
beverages, and for other purposes—to the Select Committee on the Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 12026) to regulate the division of 
the respective States of the Union into Congressional districts—to the 
Select Committee on the Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Con 7 A 

y Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to authorize 
the Postmaster-General to transport tbe Australasian closed mail from 
San Francisco to New York for Great Britain at reduced rates or free 
of ecost—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 12027) for the relief of C. W. Ken- 
nedy, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 1202s) granting a pension to Henry 
Charles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12029) for the relief 
of A. S. Johnson, administrator of Thomas Johnson, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12030) for the relief of George T. Larkin—to the 
Committee on Claims. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Twenty petitions of various boards of trade, mer- 
chants’ exchanges, and merchants, praying for the of House 
bill 11744 regarding mailing boxes at railroad stations—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, nine separate petitions from boards of trade, merchants, and 

_ merchants’ exchanges, praying forthe passage of House bill 11744, pro- 
viding for mail boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Toledo Board of Trade in ſuvor of 
reciprocity—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Resolutions of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Ex- 
change, in favor of the adoption of the principles of just an i equita- 
ble reciprocity in our intercourse with some nations which now impose 
adverse restrictions upon our trade with them—to the Committee on 
Ways aud Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the special committee of the National 
Bar Association of the United States, with resolutions of said associa- 
tion appended, in reference to the enactment of some law for the relief 
of litigants in the Federal courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of citizens of Las Vegas, N. Mex., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of E. R. Vance, of Lebanon, Wilson 
County, Tennessee, for mules, corn, oats, hay, and bacon taken by the 
Federal Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles Blackburn, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Marcellus C. Vick, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Papers accompanying claim of Mary 
F. Grider, of Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee: Petition of National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, for a national Sunday-rest law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado: Memorial of citizens of Aspen, 
Colo., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads 
to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce, 


SENATE, 
SATURDAY, September 13, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, offered the 
following prayer: 

We worship Thee, the only true and living God, the God and Father 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, who gave Himself for us. We rejoice in the 
life and immortality brought to light in Thy Word. O Thou who 
livest and wast dead and art alive for evermore, our Almighty Re- 
deemer, we look to Thee for guidance and for help as we move amid 
the open graves, ever reminded of our own mortality. 

_ Teach us heavenly wisdom, so to number our days that we may live 


in the fear and love of God, faithfully toward our fellow-men, ever 
keeping our own consciences, being preserved in our integrity, serving 
our generation faithfully, so that when we shall fall asleep we may 
enter into rest and be gathered unto the fathers. 

Sanctity to us, we pray Thee, life’s bereavements, Quicken us in 
duty from day to day. Help us to do whatsoever our hands find todo 
with all our might, knowing that the night cometh. 

O God, so fill us with Thy spirit that we may watch and pray, walk- 
ing humbly before Thee phe 9 charitably one toward the other, ever 
eee the account we shall give to God in the judgment of the 
great day. 

Guide us this day in all that shall be done. Bless, we pray Th 
each one of us as Thou seest we need. Prepare us for the rest 
labor, for the worship and work, of the holy Sabbath day; and grant, 
O God, so to dwell in us that Thy rest may ever abide in our souls, 
and that we may be finally gathered to the everlasting Sabbath-keep- 
ing in the Father’s house in heaven. 

We ask it all, with forgiveness and grace, in the name of Christ, our 
Savior. Amen. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. BLAIR called the Senate to order, and the Chief Clerk (Mr. C. 

W. JoHwson) read the following: 
Usrrep STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., September 13, 1890, 
I name the Senator from New Hampsbire, Hon, Henry W. BLAIR, to per- 


form the duties of the Chair oe 
OHN J, INGALLS, President pro tempore. 
Thereupon Mr. BLAIR took the chair as Presiding Officer for to-day. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE s. J. RANDALL. 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolutions of the House of Representatives in re- 
lation to the death of Hon. Samuel J. Randall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolutions 
of the House of Representatives touching the death of Hon. Samuel J. 
Randall, The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ix THE HOUSE of REPRESENTATIVES, April 14, 1890, 


Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sorrow of 
the death of Hon. Samuel J. Randall, late a Representative from the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the House do now adjourn, 


one * Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I send to 
e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon, Samuel J. Randall, late a member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of Pennsyivania. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that fit- 
ting tribute may be paid to his memory. 

olved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate shall, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, my relations, social, political, and offi- 
cial, to the statesman whom the Senate honors to-day were not so inti- 
mate as those of other gentlemen on either side of this Chamber, who 
are better fitted to bear tribute to his worth, Always he was my po- 
litical opponent, and I come here to cast the myrtle on his grave, not 
asaclose associate and friend, but as a representative of the great 
State he served so long and loved so well, bearing to his memory what 
is its due. Those of us in Pennsylvania who met him in political hos- 
tility recognized him as the heart and core of the opposition to us. 

In the process of attrition, which the Democratic party of Pennsyl- 
vania has suffered, we found him always as the rock of our offense. 
Yet, so true, so honest, so courageous, so absolutely chivalrous was he 
that there is not one of us who, standing beside his coffin, did not 
realize the thought of the witch-bound champion of Scott's legend: 

I'd give the lands of Deloraine, 
Dark Musgrave were alive again. 

There is not one of us who does not believe that, if it is given to our 
immortal natures to revisit the scenes we loved on earth, hisshade walks 
regal and distinguished among all the viewless hosts of the great that 
troop these halls and corridors to-day. 

He was the soul of his party in Pennsylvania, and his ing was 
like the passing of his party in that State. All his days he was the 
leader of a forlorn hope, Yet it was decreed that after his life had put 
on its funeral shade he was first to encounter the experience which is 
not uncommon to public menof independent thought. In the collision 
3 within the lines of his own party, he differed with its pre- 
vailing sentiment and was abandoned unto himself. He saw those 
whom he created turn, like the creature of Frankenstein, to be his 
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torture, and the friends of a lifetime fell away from him as Icaves fall 
from the dying oak. Yet he swerved not from his path and faltered 
not in his devotion to his faith. 

His life was a life of struggle, toil, and battle. It was devoted to 
his country according to the light which God had shown him. This 
seems the dispensation of nature, or nature’s God, that to one whose 
mission is to serve his fellow-men it is not given to wander in pleasant 
meadows and to lie down at the end where roses bloom. 

The record of Mr. Randall’s life is a record of industry. Industry and 
firmness were his most prom nent characteristics. They stand out in 
relief in every line of the plain story of his career. His earlier years 

ve little indication of his later achievements. He first addressed 
fimself to business pursuits, Thence he was diverted into the calling 
of a soldier, and it was while still bearing arms for his country that he 
was called to Congress, thus entering at last, after many vicissitudes, 
upon the public eareer to which destiny led him, and in which his in- 
dustry, his firmness, his political sagacity, and his shining integrity 
won him such distinction. 

Hisancestry was distinctively Pennsylvanian. Hisgrandfather, Mat- 
thew Randall, was, nearly a century ago, prothonotary of the court 
of common pleas in Philadelphia. His father, Josiah Randall, was a 
distingnished member of the Philadelphia bar at a time when its roll 
included such men as Binney, Sergeant, Chauncey, and the Ingersolls. 
Although Josiah Randall never held office, with the exception of a 
term in the Legislature, he was extremely active in politics and in such 

ublic affairs as the public meeting which passed resolutions commend- 

ng the French Revolution and the expulsion of the Bourbons; another 
meeting where leaders of public opinion pledged themselves to the 
cause of the United States in the Mexican war; in the movement for 
the consolidation of the city of Philadelphia and the surrounding dis- 
tricts, and as president at the banquet tendered to James Buchanan 
in 1856 on his return from the court of St. James. 

Samuel Jackson Randall was born in the shadow of Independence 
Hall, October 10, 1828, He was educated at the University Academy 
on Fourth street. There are traditions respecting his school-boy days 
of universal interest. It is said of him that he was even at this early 
period of his lite distinguished among his fellows for that self-reliance 
and firmness which were his prominent characteristics asa man. He 
had only this academic education. 

After leaving this school he went into the counting-room of a silk 
merchant, on Market street, where he remained several years, With 
the heads of many of the old firms on the street he became a general 
favorite because of his strict attention to business, and it seemed to be 
settled that he was to be known only as a business man. Impatient 
of working for others, he left the silk business and established the firm 
of Randall & Meredith, coal dealers. At that time the young coal 
merchant began to take part in local politics. He lived ina part of 
the city then known as the ‘‘ Locust Ward.“ and in 1852 he became a 
candidate for common council, and was elected as a Whig. 

When the Whig party perished, the Randall family, father and sons, 
went over to the Democracy. Joshua Randall had long been an ad- 
mirer of Buchanan, presiding, as has been said, at a banquet in his 
honor in 1856, and in that year he and his sons, Samuel and Robert, went 
to the Cincinnati convention to aid in securing Bachanan’s nomination. 

In 1858, Mr. Randall was elected to the Penn«ylvania senate. In 
1860, both Randall brothers were presented for the Legislature, Samuel 
for the senate and Robert for the house.. Their father advised against 
their candidacy. ‘‘There is too much Randall on this ticket,’’ he is 
Maree to have said, and his prediction was correct, for both were de- 
feated. 

For a time he was diverted from politics. At the outbreak of the 
war the First Troop, Philadelphia City Cavalry, an organization dating 
from the Revolution, offered its services tothe Government. Mr. Ran- 
dall was sergeant of the troop, which was mustered into service May 
13, 1861, for three months, by special order of the War Department. 
They were first sent to Carlisle, where they were attached to the com- 
mand of Col. George H. Thomas, The troop aided in the repulse of 
the enemy at Falling Waters, and on July 3 entered Martinsburgh, 
and afterwards advanced to Harper’s Ferry. Thence they were ordered 
back to Philadelphia and mustered out of service. 

Mr. Randall took no further part in the war until Lee’s invasion of 
Pennsylvania. There was now little left of the original City Troop, but 
the ranks were filled by recrnita and placed under the command of 
Captain Randall, The troop was ordered to Gettysburgh on skirmish 
duty, and were driven back across the Susquehanna to Columbia, bring- 
ing the first accurate news of the jorce and aims of the invasion. At 
this time Captain Randall was appointed provost-marshal of Columbia, 
and in the confusion reigning there in anticipation of the arrival of the 
enemy his strict military rule was effective in the preservation of 

ex. 

While in the military service of the Government Mr. Randall wrote 
to the War Department suggesting the promotion of Colonel Thomas. 
and his advice had much to do with the ad vancement of that great sol- 
dier. Long afterward his influence in this promotion came to light, 
and when the monument to General Thomas was unveiled in Washing- 
ton, in 1879, Mr. Randall took a conspicuous part in the ceremonies. 


While Captain Randall was serving his country in the field he was 
called to serve it in the foram. After the retreat of Lee across the 
Potomac Randall returned to Philadelphia to accept his first election 
to Con from the First district of Pennsylvania, It has been 

merally forgotten that he won the nomination in the district against 

on. RICHARD VAUX, who is now his successor, The boundaries of 
the old First district and of the present Third were nearly the same, 
and the wards composing it have always been strongly Democratic. 
From the time of his first election, in 1862, until his last election, in 
3 Mr. Randall had little difficulty in being returned continuously 
to Con 

He early became known as a hard-working and conscientious mem- 
ber. In the Thirty-eighth Congress he was upon the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds; in the Thirty-ninth, upon the Commit- 
tees on Banking and Currency, and Retrenchment, and Expenditures in 
the State Department; in the Fortieth, upon the Committees on Bank- 
ing and Currency, Retrenchment, and the Assassination of President 
Lincoln; in the Forty-tirst, upon the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and upon the 
Joint Committee on Expenditures. 

This record indicates that during the early years of his service in 
Congress his advancement was not rapid, but constant, and based upon 
his devotion to business rather than to debate. His speeches were brief 
and pointed, and he made no long arguments upon minor questions. 
With him, when he first came to Washington, were a number of others 
just entering upon the stage of national affairs and destined to become 

rominent in public life, Among those were James G. Blaine, the 
ate President Garfield. John A. Kasson, John A. J. Creswell, Will- 
iam R, Morrison, and WILLIAM B, ALLISON. 

In his book, Twenty Years in Congress, Mr, Blaine gives the follow- 
ing estimate of Mr, Randall: 


He is a strong partisan, with many elements of leadership. He is fair-minded 
toward his political opponents. generous to his friends, makes no compromise 
with his enemies, never forgets his public duties, and never forgets the inter- 
ests of the Democratic party, 


Although Mr. Randall was a strong partisan, he was broad - minded 


enough to depart sometimes from strict party lines, as drawn in the 
House, For example, in 1863 a bill was pending authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint a lieutenaut-general for all the United States military 
forces, The bill obviously pointed to General Grant. It was opposed 
by nearly all the Democrats, but Mr. Randall gave it hearty and suc- 
cessiul support. 

It was at the same session that the resolution of Mr. Henderson 
amending theConstitution by abolishing slavery, which had passed the 
Senate, reached the House. Mr. Randall opposed the resolution, saying: 

Ido not object to it from or sectional grounds, but because I regard 
it as a beginning of changes in the Constitution and the forerunner of usurpa- 
tion. Such policy is uniting the South and dividing the North. 

In the Forty-first Congress Mr. Randall expressed himself upon the 
subject of the repudiation of the national debt: 

In the time allowed me it is hardly possible that I should follow the I 
man from Ohio in all his sayings or what I might mildly term bis political here- 
sies, but for myself—and I think I speak for my constituents—I am utterly 
posed to repudiation. Butthe moment allowed me gives me the opportunity 
to remonstrate against the enunciation of any scheme of legislation w I be- 
lieve would 3 my country ina dishonest attitude before the world. Not 
only do I believe that we should pay the debt, but I believe, what is of vastly 
greater importane, that the country has the ability, the disposition, and the 
resources to pay it. 

It was not until the Forty-second and Forty-third Congresses that Mr. 
Randall achieved extended national reputation, The Republicans were 
largely in the majority, but Mr. Randall served on the Committees on 
Banking and Currency, Post-Office and Post-Roads, and Rules. The 
majority, in order to carry out their programme of legislation, had 
adopted rules intended to prevent obstruction, had enforced strict cau- 
cus control of votes, and had determined to push to enactment the 
measure then known as the force bill. 

Mr, Blaine was the Speaker of the House, and n otwithstanding the 
ability of the presiding officer and the changes in the rules Mr. Ran- 
dall led the minority with such parliamentary skill as to effectually 
block the way ot the Republican majority. In a session of the House 
lasting forty-six hours and twenty-five minutes the roll was called sev- 
enty-five times, and finally an adjournment was reached, nineteen Re- 
publicans voting with the Democrats. Many members were prostrated 
by the prolonged struggle, but at its close Mr. Randall was apparently 
as fresh as when the House had been called to order. 

During the contest that ensued over the civil rights bill Mr. Randall 
led the minority with dash and dignity. During the debates on this 
measure and the efforts to suspend the rules to secure its passage, which 
were finally successful by a vote of 181 to 90, the language used in the 
debate was often violent, bat Mr. Randall’s conduct was marred by no 
intemperate outburst. The battle upon the force bill followed, and 
under Mr. Randall's leadership the Democratic minority succeeded in 
so delaying the passage of the bill that it reached the te too late 
for action before adjournment, 


Daring this struggle Mr. Randall remained upon the floor for seventy- , 


two hours,alternately demandinga call of the House on the question of no 
quorum and on motions to excuse members from voting. Although 
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the bill passed, thirty-three Republicans voted with the Democrats in 

2 of the caucus action certainly a striking tribute to Mr. Ran- 

’s efficiency as a parliamentary obstructionist and to his ability as 

a leader in carrying disorganization into the ranks of the majority. 
The House which met in 1875 contained a Democratic majority. 

Mr. Randall was one of the four candidates for the Speakership, but 
Michael C. Kerr was elected. Mr. Randall’s leadership in the previ- 
ous was recognized by his appointment as chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. His work in this committee resulted 
in his high reputation as an opponent of extravagance, At the second 
session of the same Congress he was chosen Speaker to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of Mr. Kerr. He came to the chair ata trying 
time, has spain himself equal to the emergency. His election was 
the first of many battles which divided the Democratic party on the 
question of protection. 

When Mr. Randall came to the chair the Presidency was in dispute 
between Hayes and Tilden. There were possibilities of anarchy in 
the future, and threats were made that marching armies would shake 
the Alleghany Mountains. The words uttered by Mr. Randall when 
he took the showed the standard of conduct which he had set for 
himself and do not inaccurately describe the patriotic statesmanship 
which guided his action. Mr. Randall said: 

We stand in the presence of events which strain and test to the last degree 
our form of government. Our liberties, consecrated by so many sacrifices in 
the and preserved amid the rejoicings of an exultant people at our centen- 
nial anniversary as one among the nations of the earth, must be maintained at 
all hazard. The ooops look confidently to your moderation, to your wisdom, 
in this time fraught with so much peril. Let us not, I beseech you, disappoint 
their one expectations and their keen sense of right, but by unceasing vigi- 
lance us prevent even the slightest departure from the Constitution and the 
laws, forgetting in a moment of difficulty that we are the adherents of party, 
and only remembering that we are American citizens with a country to save. 

During this struggle Mr. Randall was a warm friend to Mr. Tilden 
and was in close consultation with him. In the chair, however, he 
never swerved from the calmest judicial attitude, and he opposed the 
turbulent spirits of his own party and succeeded in inducing both 

es to accept the compromise of the Electoral Commission and to 

abide its decision. : 

At the close of the session, Mr. Randall said, affirming the Demo- 
cratic claim to the Presidency and at the same time explaining its ac- 
ceptance of the result— 

The Democratic party yielded temporary possession of the Administration 
rather than entail upon the people civil war, with all its attendant horrors. 

Mr. Randall was again elected Speaker in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
and at the extra session in 1879 he was chosen Speaker of the Forty- 
sixth Congress. In the Forty-seventh Congress, when the Republican 
majority elected a Speaker, the Hon. J. Warren Keifer, of Ohio, Mr. 
Randall became a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
again made an energetic record in limiting the expenditure of public 
moneys. 

In 1883, when the Democratic y was again divided between free 

trade and protection, Mr. Randall, representing the protection wing of 

the party, was again a candidate for Speaker and was opposed by Hon. 

JOHN G. CARLISLE, now adistinguished member of this body, represent- 

the opponents of protection. Mr. Randall was defeated. 

is last great work as a member of the House was the preparation 

of a tariff bill as a substitute for the measure reported by Hon. ROGER 

Q. MILLS, as chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, and the 

delivery of a speech in its support. Thereafter the disease which sapped 

his strength prevented his active participation in the proceedings of 
the House. 

During the beginning of the present session, while he lay upon his 
sick-bed, his counsel was repeatedly sought by the leaders of the minor- 
ity, and his last public deliverance was a letter which he sent to the 
Democratic caucus urging them to maintain what they claimed were 
their rights. 

Mr. Randall, in 1868, only four years after his election to Congress, 
wasan unsuccessful candidate fordelegate at large to the national Demo- 
cratic convention at New York. In 1872 he was elected a delegate to 
the national Democratic convention at Baltimore which nominated 
Horace Greeley. In 1876 he was again a delegate to the Democratic na- 
tional convention, but his duties compelled him to remain in Washing- 

` ton. In 1880 he received in the Democratic national convention 128} 
votes forthe Presidency. When General Hancock was nominated, Mr. 
Randall, who was a delegate to the convention, seconded the motion to 
make the nomination unanimous. In the Democratic national conven- 
tion of 1854 he received the solid vote of the Pennsylvania delegation 
for the Presidential nomination. 

Daring his illness Mr. Randall gave much thought to religious ques- 
tions, and as a result of his meditations he became a member, about 
two months before his death, of the Metropolitan Presbyterian Church. 
He had for many years been a constant attendant at this and other 
Presbyterian churches. His was in no sense a death-bed conversion. 
It wasa genuine confession of faith in the christian religion based upon 
an intellectual examination of its fundamental doctrines. There is no 
doubt that Mr. Randall believed to within a short time of his death 
that he would eventually recover from the insidious disease which at 
last reached a fatal pera oe at daybreak on Sunday, April 30, 1890, 


at his home in this city, where he was surrounded by the members of 
his famil; 


y. 
Such were the private life and public career of one who wrought bet- 
ter for the country than for himself, and better, perhaps, than others 
whose names will more luminously illustrate the of its history. 
The life of tvil and struggle and patriotism een in suffering. 
When before his final day his doom was read to him he turned his face 
to the shining beacon on the further side of the dark river, and, with 
faith unfaltering as his courage, he went down into its deep waters, 
When the committee of this body which followed his remains to the 
grave met those who had gathered around its 5 their last 
upon his face, they must have recognized the fact that the thousands 
there assembled were the working people of his city and that this was 
indeed a great commoner. There was a want of display and of votive 
offerings, but in their stead were the bowed heads and softened hearts 
of a multitude of the common people. These were his associates, his 
friends, his supporters, and the beneficiaries of the sacrifices of his 
lifeof duty. Others may appear in hisstead to assume the robes which 
have fallen trom him and may fittingly fulfill their office, but none, 
I think, will ever arise to exactly fill, for political position, positive 
courage, unselfishness, patriotism, and devotion to duty, the great chasm 
left in Pennsylvania by this man’s death. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, if not otherwise prompted, my warm 
personal friendship and high appreciation of the public services of Sam- 
uel J. Randall would furnish me with sufficient justification to say 
something on this occasion of praise and commendation to the memory 
of the great Pennsylvanian. 

Besides, Mr. Randall was well known to the people of Virginia, and 
enjoyed without qualification their highest admiration, confidence, and 
esteem. 

The value and extent of his great legislative services in the House 
of Representatives were generally known and appreciated by our peo- 
ple, and no difference of opinion upon any economic question, if any 
existed, was ever allowed to come between them and his nobility. 
His integrity was spotless, his firmness as solid as the rock basis of the 
Pennsylvania mountains, and his abilities and patriotism were always 
equal to the exigencies of the most important occasions. He was a 
tribune emphatically of the people, and a great one, too, of our latter- 
day American politics, in my judgment. 

Educated in the school of Thomas Jefferson, the great apostle of lib- 
erty, he believed that government derived its just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, and that all political powers should be exercised 
in favor of the equal rights and privileges of the masses of the people. 
Mr, Randall was not much inclined to abstract and sentimental states- 
manship, but more disposed to regard political measures from a practical 
standpoint, and perhaps for this reason at times got out of touch with 
a majority of the leaders of his party, especially on one of the most im- 
portant questions of the day. 

His great power lay more in action than in the presentation of glit- 
tering generalities, so called, and his ambition was exerted more to pro- 
duce results of importance and benefit to the people than to indulge 
in the inferior fields of rhetorical display. Itis probable that his ear 
experience in mercantile life and commercial intercourse with his fel- 
low-men and the effect of legislative measures upon the business of the 
country taught Mr. Randall the value of practical or applied politics, 
as distinguished from the theories of the schools and abstractions of 
political economy as laid down in the books. Conditions were more 
potent in confronting him than theories, 

It may be that this difference of political thought and action con- 
tributed to put him sufficiently out of line with some of his party as- 
sociates to prevent him from receiving at their hands the nomination 
for the highest office within the gift of the people of the United States, 
a position to which he was so well entitled by his long and eminent 
public services. 

Personal considerations could not swerve Mr. Randall a hair's breadth 
from his course. If any defect in Mr. Randall's make-up as a public 
man and statesman existed, it grew out of his indisposition to concili- 
ate opposition or to yield aught in the way of compromise in passing 
upon measures affecting the public interest. 

There was nothing precocious about the growth of the reputation 
and ability of Mr. Randall.. He presented a clear example of political 
evolution. His earlier years in Congress, as I understand, were not 
marked by any special political significance, but as the vital measures 
of constitutional amendment and of public policy which followed the 
close of the civil war came up for Congressional consideration the genius 
of Samuel J. Randall rose with the occasion, He became the ac- 
knowledged leader of his party in the House of Representatives. His 
subsequent career is so recent and well known as to make further al- 
lusion to it or comment unnecessary. 

His great ability, courage, patriotism, and fidelity were universally 
conceded and known of all men, and when the summons came for his 
final departure from earth it was received with manifestations of pro- 
found national regret and associated with all the symbols of public grief 
and mourning. 

And as I accompanied the remains of the departed statesman to its 
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last resting place in the beautiful cemetery near Philadelphia and saw 
the great cortége of friends, neighbors, and constituents assembled to do 
honorto hismemory, I felt that the useful career of this simple, unosten- 
tatious, and true-hearted public man was fully appreciated where he 
was best known, and was permanently enshrined in the minds and 
hearts of his countrymen. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, to rule a people to the end that they 
may be united, free, peaceful, and happy is the whole science of gov- 
ernment, the statesman’s study, the patriot’s desire, the citizen’s ben- 


efaction. 

ut his career the late Samuel Jackson Randall, a Repre- 
sentative from Pennsylvania, exerted his noble faculties to this con- 
summation. 

He was for union—for union based on mutual trust, interest, and af- 
fection—the only union blessed of heaven. 

He was for freedom, for the freedom of grace, comity, conscience, 
concession, and kindness, in which men are prompted to do by ineli- 
nation that which they might be compelled to do by force, the only 

C the angels of Hope, Faith, and 

He was for peace, for peace y the angels of Hope, Faith, an 
Love, the only peace that does not wear a canker in its heart and does 
not carry a dagger in its bosom. And in their pursuit of happiness the 

ple of our country had no helper more constant, more intrepid, more 
Ried with the good cheer of patriotism than was he to whom we say 
„Farewell! well done!“ to-day. 

Ofa vigorous nature, mental and physical; of integrity never ques- 
tioned; full of forceand application; alert, trained to business and busi- 
nesslike in every method; hating intrigue; of strong attachments; 
grateful for kindness; loving his friends and glad to serve them; void 
of vengefulness, but intense and faithful in conviction; sensible of re- 
sponsibility, but ready toassumeit; flinching from no eneounter; jealous 
ot every encroachment on public rights and interests, he was the 
model of a public servant, and he added honor and glory to the name 
of representative of the people. 

There was the flash of genius in his large dark eye. There was a 
somber Roman beauty of civic courage and inflexible will in his strong 
countenance, and that too subtle for stone or canvas, the spirit domi- 
nant and dauntless. 

T is well for him whose will is strong; 
He sufters, but he will not suffer long; 
He suffers, but he will not suffer wrong. 

His fame amo: publicists will rest upon the skill and ability he 
displayed asa parliamentary leader. Amongst his compeers there were 
those of more varied accomplishments, but none who better digested or 
used their knowledge. There were those more eloquent, but none who 

ke more to the purpose or better knew when to be brief or silent. 
There were those who thought more profoundly on many questions; 
there were few indeed who could act more wisely on a particular one. 
There were those more brilliant; there were none of sounder sense. 
He was reliable, conservative, concentrative, and decisive. Heignored 
trifles; he mastered details. Principle was his guide; result, his goal. 
Always partisan, he was always fair, brave, generous, and just. He 
would have made a great President. 

His career was singular. A Northern man, a Union man, a soldier 
for a time in the Union Army, of old Whig extraction, wedded to the 
economic ideas of that party and to the extension of them as evolved 
by the Republicans, living in a Republican State, he yet became a Dem- 
ocrat and stood foremost in the councils of the Democratic party, its 
recognized chief on the floor of the House and then its Speaker in the 
chair. Always in the “imminent deadly breach of political warfare, 
giving stout blowsand receiving them, a shining mark for hostile shafts, 

e yet retained the universal respect and good-will of friend and foe, 
excited no lasting resentments, provoked no slander. 

There is in this a revelation; and a message from the dead seems to 
open the seal of the great book which contains it. I believe that this 
was because he was truly and plainly a national man in the broad, 
eatholic spirit ot common citizenship and humanity, and that he dared 
and did what seemed to him right for the whole people, one and in- 
separable. I believe it was because he illustrated as he taught the 
lesson that friendship, good-will, patriotism, are greater than any eco- 
nomic theory or any mere administrative principle. Fraternity is 
greater than liberty or equality, because it is their creator, not their 
creature. A restful peace makes all good things possible. 

His patriotism was not a phrase. It was genuine. It did not end 
in epithets, upon emblems. The deed was its interpretation. It over- 
stepped technical party lines. It lea the barriers of sections. It 
embraced every State. It proclaimed the right of every citizen. It 
made a bridge of gold over bloody chasms. It was American. Pa- 
triotism is half hid from view when we call it love of country.’’ 
The old Latin word from which it springs would remind us that it is 
a thing of flesh and blood and spirit, the filial love of fatherhood, 
„ love of all our countrymen, the children of the father- 

He had faith in his countrymen, in their wholeness, in their faith- 
fulness, in their trustworthiness. : 


He had hope for his countrymen, that their Constitution would shine 
before them over the wrecks of hatred; that their institutions would 
enshrine and transmit the blessings of civil liberty; that the chords of 
memory would be touched by the angels of our better nature.“ 

In his modest, hospitable home on the Capitol Hill, in the bosom of 
his family, aside from the pomps and vanities of the gay metropolis, he 

t his days in the toil of love and duty. 

But neither the splendor of palaces, nor the titles of rank, nor the 
joys of triumphs, nor the retinues of riches, could bestow such dignity 
as was his—the unaffected friend, the worthy citizen. 

In sound of the voices yet contending in the great Hall which had 
known his presence and echoed his accents for over a quarter of a cent- 
ury, in bow-shot of the Capitol, whose steps he would ascend no more 
Reavers he felt the mortal pang, and in open view slow death advanced 
upon him. 

The stricken warrior heard the battle roll and watched its shifting 
tides, powerless to raise a hand. But many missed him in their need, 
and sighed— ; : 

Oh! for an hour of our lost Dundee. 


He met death with the composure of an equal spirit. At peace with 
man, with trust in God, he died. Farewell, brave spirit! 

The apostle’s words pronounced their benediction: 

Whether there be prophecies, they shall fail; whether there be tongues, they 


shall cease; whether there be knowledge, it shall vanish away. 
And now abideth faith, hope, love, these three; but the greatest of these is love. 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, painfully frequent as has been the re- 
currence of these memorial observances of late and eminent as have 
been the subjects of them, it can not be doubted that hein whose honor 
these tributes are being rendered was worthy to rank among the most 
illustrious. The career of Mr. Randall was traly a remarkable one. 
Such were the qualities of his mind and the elements of his nature that 
he seemed destined from the very dawn of manhood to contend suc- 
cessfully against whatever obstacles might beset his pathway and to 
make himself a leader among leaders. He was no favorite of fortune, 
nor were his surroundings and circumstances such as often lift medi- 
ocrity into undeserved prominence. 8 

Without the advantage of wealth or extensive scholarship, he en- 
tered upon active life in a community rich in historical associations, 
richer still in its heritage of illustrious names, and in which social and 
commercial influences were at least as powerful as in any other section 
ofthe country. That he succeeded so unmistakably, that his career 
for the better part of a generation was one of steady progress in in- 
fluence and in demonstrated capacity for usefulness and for leadership, 
attests beyond cavil or question his self-reliant and indomitable nature. 

His public life compassed the most momentous period in our history. 
The opportunities which it offered for the noblest efforts of genius and 
of patriotism were as numerous as they were exacting. To these de- 
mands of the times Mr. Randall 8 loyally and resolutely, and 
2 of his contemporaries have left a more enduring impress upon 
them. 

As partisans we may sometimes question the wisdom of his policies, 
and his views of political and industrial economy may Mallengs the 
dissent of many; but as respects the sincerity of his convictions and 
the zeal and ability with which they were championed the unanimity 
of opinion is absolute. 

Perhaps the predominant feature of our dead friend’s character, as 
manifested in his life and service among us, was inflexibility of pur- 
pose, that tenacity of belief which, being the result of judgment and 
reflection, yielded neither to the fervor of opposition nor to the arts of 
persuasion. This conspicuous element in his intellectual and moral 
equipment was as far removed from unreasoning stubbornness as it was 
from that variablencss which too often hampers and blights careers not 
wanting in engaging and hrilliant features. 

Mr. Randall’s popularity was as extensive as it was undoubted. 
That he courted public favor at the sacrifice of a single one of his 
matured convictions his whole history disproves. Indeed, he could 
not have been blind to the probability that failure to harmonize with 
the great majority of his political associates on a subject of deep na- 
tional concern would rather diminish than increase the personal con- 
sideration in which he was held. Still there was no wavering, and he 
went to his grave firm in the faith which it had been the chief labor 
of his riper years to propagate and exemplify. 

The sturdiest of partisans, he was above alla patriot. Hesought - 
political advantage by open and honorable processes, but refused to 
pursue it at the hazard of the public safety. Interposing the weight 
of his personal character and the authority of bis official position at a 
time of intense excitement and threatened dangers he powerfully aided 
in securing a peaceful adjustment, under the sanction of law, of a con- 
troversy which foreboded peril to the Republie. 

If his resolution was firm and his convictions were positive, none knew 
better than he that conciliation and compromise are the inevitable re- 
source of asuccessful popular government. So he erected no arbitrary 
standard of achievement at such a height as to make the full measure 
of success doubtful if not impossible, refusing to be content with less, 
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but wisely secured what was practicable for the time and turned his 
face toward fresh successes in the futu.e. 

In the popular acceptation of the term, Mr. Randall could hardly be 
called an eloquent man. He despised the tricks of oratory, and ap- 


pealed to reason rather than to fancy or to passion. The gravity of his 
discourse was neither relieved by metaphor nor embellished by poetry, 
nor did he court the flattery of the unthinking by tawdry ornamenta- 
tion. But, if the purpose of eloquence be to instruct and to convince, 
then was he one of the most eloquent men of histime. Seldom elabo- 
rate, never diffuse, not often even indulging in careful analysis or con- 
forming to the rules of logic as laid down by the schools, his compact 
and luminous statements carried all the force and effect of demonstra- 
tion. The processes of his thought and speech converged systematically 
upon the precise object sought to be accomplished, and he le t to others 
the lighter labor of inciting admiration and stimulating applause, 

Rigid and unbending as he was in his views of duty, he was above 
all just. Ever ready to hear and weigh either appeal or protest, his 
final decision satisfied his conscience and his judgment. 

Mr. Randall's strictly personal characteristics were such as to 
strengthen his hold upon popular appreciation. Plain, unpretentious, 
kindly in bearing and conspicuously domestic in taste and inclination, 
he was richly qualified in every respect to be, as he was, the tribune 
of the people. 

To these endowments was added rectitude of purpose and conduct 
which was never questioned in the fiercest heat of political antagonism, 
and which was exemplified in a private life singularly modest and un- 
ostentatious, contributing to and sharing in those sweet and kindly 
ministrations which make the happy home a miniature of heaven. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I shall ask but a few moments 
in which to pay in unpre and homely phrase my tribute to the 
character and services of Pennsylvania’s dead statesman. I would not 
intrude even what I have to say upon the Senate if it were not for the 
long and close association that existed between us. For fifteen years 
I was in continuous service with him in Congress. Ten of those years 
we passed in the other House together, serving upon the same commit- 
tee, belonging to the same political y- We otten divided, and di- 
vided widely, but it is only just to him to add that no divisions that 
ever came between us either in their effect upon our personal ambitions 
or upon party policies ever in the slightest degree abated my estimate 
of his abilities or my admiration for his character. A 

His was in many respects, sir, a singular career. Without fortune 
or lame to precede him, he came into the Congress of the United States 
in 1863, at the very darkest hour of the war period of this coantry’s his- 
tory. He came here as a Representative npon the minority side. But 
promptly upon his appearance in this arena he asserted those natnral 
powers and capacities for leadership that marked him to his grave. Al- 
though his entrance into public life was in the glonmiest period of our 
history, his. patriotism blazed too brightly ever to be questioned. Al- 
though the years of the war through which he served in public here 
and those immediately following were marked in the very nature of 
things with the most reckless methods that had ever been known, and 
though they could not possibly he other than corrupt when compared 
with an era of , he served through all that period, and at its close 
his untarnished honor shone as brightly as the shieldinthesun, The 
maelstrom that swallowed up the previously good reputations of so many 
public men left no stain upon his escutcheon. He entered life poor, 
and at the end of more than a quarter of a century of public service he 
went out of it only to go into his gravestill poorer. If he left the pub- 
lic service with hands that were empty, the world knew that he left it 
with hands that were clean. 

The most conspicuous example of his properties of leadership that 
was ever given occurred in the Forty-third Congress, to which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] has so happily alluded in his 
beantiful tribute to his dead colleague. It was then, sir, that he stood 
there the recognized leader of the helpless and it appeared well-nigh 
hopeless minority, battling for the maintenance of his honestly cher- 
ished convictions through all those weary days that stretched out into 
still more weary weeks and months beating back the serried hosts of a 
majority that threatened to overwhelm as the waves of the sea. For 
stubbornness of maintenance, for skill of management, for the lofty 
courage with which it was prosecuted, that contest stands without a 
parallel in the Congressional history of this country. He accomplished 
the purpose for which he struggled, and for his service there every 
son and daughter of the South owes a tribute to his memory, a flower 
to his grave, 

We are told, sir, that no man is truly great. This may be; but in 
the person of this man of whom we speak were found exceptionally 
developed many of the properties of true greatness. The two corner- 
stones upon which it rests were marvelously developed in him, an 
honesty that was unquestionable and a courage that was unfaltering. 
These were the distinguishing characteristics of thisman. He towered 
up in that House during his twenty-seven years of service, always in 
the front rank of its leaders, and ofttimes when the crucial and the 
supreme moment of trial came he loomed above his fellows as the one 
undaunted soul upon whom all would rely, 


He followed in the steps of another t parliamentary leader that 
his State had previously given to the Sauer aig of this Capitol; and 
I do believe that if the judgment of the future shall be fáir it will de- 
clare that Thaddeus Stevens and Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, 
were the two most marked, the two most efficient, the two greatest par- 
liamentary leaders that the House has known in the half century that 
lies behind us. 

I do not know that he could be compared fairly in point of oratorical 
ability or finish to many of the men who surrounded him and served 
with him; but, Mr. President, the more enlarged my observation of life 
becomes the more thoroughly am I persuaded that that which marks 
the power of man over man is not so much his intellectual supericrity 
as it is the earnestness of his convictions and the aggressive courage 
with which he prosecutes them. In this respect we have too rarely 
seen this man’s equal. 

That he was perfectly trustworthy is evinced by the long career that 
he led. The majority of his party differed with him in that shibbo- 
leth of political faith which of late years has become the chief issue 
involved in political struggles, but never from the dawn of his career 
in that House until the grave closed over him was there to be found 
on either side of the House or country a man who ever questioned the 
integrity of his purpose. Truly these are properties and distinguish- 
ing properties that go to make up the true measure of mortal greatness, 
The Lord never made a man more honest nor a man more courageous. 
He never knew the name of fear. Though a broken orb should fall, 
fearless he would stand amid its ruins.” 

When we come to contemplate these strong points and properties 
that stood ont so prominently in his character, we can but conclude 
that it would be well for those who come after us to ponder upon his 
life and to follow bis example. Peace to his ashes, honor to bis mat 
ory, and rest to his manly soul. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, we are again engaged in the solemn 
duty of paying honor to the dead. It is fit and proper that we should 
turn aside from our legislative duties and, as best we can, commemo- 
rate the virtues of him to whom honor is due. Samuel Jackson Ran- 
dall, who for long years was engaged in the public service of his coun- 
try, has gone from among us to his final home beyond the grave. 

I will not detail to the Senate on this solemn occasion an account of 
the many acts which make up the career of that great statesman. 
That has been done by the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay], who is more familiar with the personal history of the deceased 
than are Senators from other States, The public lifeof Mr. Randall is 
familiar to the people ot the whole country. Few men were better 
known than was he, Mr. President, it was my privilege toserve with 
him in the House of Representatives for six years, beginning with the 
first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress, in 1865. 

From personal observation of, and association with, him I formed 
my opinion of him as a friend, as a legislator, as a statesman, and asa 
man. Asa friend he was true as steel, always loyal through good and 
evil report. As a legislator he was strong, constantly struggling to 
secure the passage of measures that he believed to be in the interest 
of the country, and to kill those measures which he deemed to be 
wrong. He was simple in his own habits of life and lived economic- 
ally, and as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations he was a 
stubborn advocate of an economic administration of the affairs of the 
Government. 

As Speaker of the House he was able and fair, but, like all strong 
men, administered the duties of that high office with a strong hand. 
As a statesman I need not say, Mr. President, he was patriotic and 
looked to the general welfare of our Republic in the consideration of 
all great measures, He was in the broadest sense a man, full of cour- 
age, honest with himself and honest with the world. Physically and 
mentally he was a giant, of indomitable will-power and of unconquer- 
able spirit. The greater the struggle or the more exciting the contest 
in which he became involved the greater courage, confidence, and power 
he seemed to possess and the more confidently his friends would rally 
to his support. He was a leader, and those who agreed with him fol- 
lowed him regardless of results as to success or failure, 

Great men are moved by their convictions of duty. They are gov- 
erned either as private citizens or as servants of the people by their 
convictions. The principle of right and wrong is never absent from 
their minds. Mr. Randall was controlled in his public life by his con- 
victions; when he believed he had a righteous cause he was immovable, 
and no threats of injury or defeat could turn him to the right or to the 
left from his purpose. When he reached the conclusion that a certain 
policy was right, in the interest of the general welfare, he pursued it 
with that relentless energy which only a man of his great power could 


do. 

Mr. President, few men in our nation’s history have left a stronger 
impress upon the country than Samuel J. Randall. As a statesman, 
he stood for economy all through his public career. He stood for pa- 
triotism also, and never swerved from a constant devotion to the Union. 
He was an uncompromising Democrat, but differed with his party on 
the great economic question which engages the attention of the country 
and of Congress so intensely, from time to time, as the nation goes for- 
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ward in its career of unbroken prosperity. In debate he was always 
strong, addressing himself to the point at issue, and always brief. The 
congressional record for more than a quarter of a century will at- 
test the prominence and power of Mr. Randall as a controlling infin- 
ence in shaping legislation and giving direction to the affairs of our 
Government in the eventful period of his public service, 

Mr. President, I sometimes wonder that our nation is apparently 
undisturbed by the almost constant falling by the way of our greatest 
statesmen. Sir, it would astonish you and usall ifthe names of those on 
whom we have relied as leaders in thonght and in the nation’s affairs 
for the last thirty years should be here given; whata roll of honor it 
would be. Many of our great statesmen and scholars have passed 
away within a few brief years, but, thank God, our Republic moves 
on in its career of unprecedented glory, daily demonstrating the im- 
portant fact that as its patriotic citizens and statesmen retire from the 
theater of action they pass the torch of liberty to those who come after 
them, bright and burning as they received it. So, Mr. President, 
while we mourn the loss of great men, especially those whom we knew 
as friends, we are consoled in a measure by the fact tliat the life of the 
Government and of our free institutions is not in the hands alone of 
the few, but is in the safe keeping of the great body of the people. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, under our peculiar system of gov- 
ernment and in view of the institutions by which we are surrounded, 
a very great and significant value attaches to a good reputation earned 
in Congress. This is the tribunal where thought is exchanged, where 
measures are ripened and enacted upon which the destinies of the 
country hang; and he who has devoted himself through a series of 
years as the representative of his State or his people in the development 
and maturing of the measures which control the great affairs with 
which we are concerned here, and has won the approbation of the 
country through years of faithful and Jaborious service, may be said to 
have contributed to its rénown, to the wealth of its history in a higher 
degree than he could do in almost any other theater to which he might 
be called. 

The value of a great and good reputation earned in Congress has been 
testified to by the country, through the grief of the people, in a num- 
ber of instances during the present Fifty-first Congress. We have lost 
a number of our most useful men. Conspicuons amongst these objects 
of sorrow to the people of the United States have been Mr. Cox, Mr. 
Kelley, Mr. Randall, and Mr, Beck, men who have each earned a rep- 

-utation that will go down in honor along the current of the history 
of this country to the last period, through their earnest, honest, con- 
stant, devoted, and patriotic labors. 

Mr. Cox was a man of brilliant genius, He ornamented the litera- 
ture and oratory of the country in most beautiful and enticing produc- 
tions from his vivid mind. 

Mr. Kelley was also a man of much literary accomplishment, beauty 
of thought and imagination, a ripe scholar, and at the same time he 
was a man who was sturdy and strong and earnest asalaborer. Th 
were all very able and laborious men, but Mr. Randall and Mr. Bec 
may be said to have represented the most laborious of the classes of 
American statesmen who have engaged in the service of this country 
for many years past. They were all great, and no country has within 
the same period of time been called upon toexpress its grief and mourn- 
ing over the loss of four truer or better or more useful men than these: 

Mr. Randall amongst this body of statesman had distinguishing pe- 
culiarities. It was not my privilege to know him intimately, but I 
had the same observation of him that I think the people at large had. 
Uninfiuenced by any peculiar personal attachments, I think that I have 
the view of him which is entertained by the whole body of the people 
of the United States, and it is that few abler or better men have ever 
been found in the public councils of any country. His personal char- 
acteristics were all exemplified in his political life, and his political 
life was all there was of his public life. So faras I have understood, 
the whole of his history bas been written by his own hand in the rec- 
ords of Congress. Not aline is blurred. It has been graven with a 
clever and steady hand and it is the fruitful and trne memorial of a 
self-denying, honest, and dutiful public service. He has said nothing 
in vain; he has done nothing that was not justified by conscience. 

He always impressed me as being a man who the sustaining 
power of an honest, deep, well settled conviction that he was right 
and was acting justly, wisely, and honestly in everything he did. He 
had great force of will, great power to impress his thoughts and con- 
clusions upon the minds of other men, not through persuasion, but 
through convietion. If he had been in the Army during the period of 
the civil war with any ambition for military preferment he would have 
become a distinguished general. He would have been a great com- 
mander of great bodies of armed men in the conflict of war. He had 
all the highest qualities of a true soldier, except that he had no desire 
for fame that must be earned in warfare, if earned at all, through the 
eufferings of humanity. 

I have thought of him often as representing in civil life those peculiar 
characteristics that we in the South, and, I think, all the country, at- 
tribute to Stonewall Jackson, a man of the d and most profound 


convictions, n man of heroic fortitude whenever he felt that he was 


right, a man of unflinching courage in all times of danger, a man of 
cool, wise, deliberate cast of mind, a man of absolute faith, who would 
stake his life and all else that belonged to him upon a conviction on 
any topic that he thought was material to the honor and welfare of his 


country. 


The Pantheon of America is in the hearts of the people. I do not 
desire to see the time when we shall build a vast temple here and con- 
gregate in it the marble images of our great men who have preceded 
us, It is not at all necessary, because the gratitude of the American 
heart keeps pace with the realization of the benefits we are deriving 
daily and hourly from the work of the great statesmen and leaders of 
the country. The people drape the noble memories of the men th 
honor in the habiliments of light and glory, softened by gratitude 
love, and they keep in their Pantheon the undying memorials of those 
who have been true and honest in their dealings with their welfare. 
Whose body, or whose image, in marble or bronze, has ever found a 
nobler shrine than this? 

So it is not needed in a free and great country like this and with a 
people who govern themselves, and therefore are prepared rightly to 
valne their servants who assist them in this great work, that they 
should have temples dedicated to the dead and that they should erect 
therein the images of those who have died in their ce. 

The honorable roll of great statesmen and scholars, referred to by the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOMN], who have passed off in the last 
thirty years is recorded in the hearts of the American people. They 
have treasured in their hearts the remembrance of every one of these. 
That roll isan honor to the age in which we live, that will grow brighter 
as the years increase in number. The record is made in our Pantheon. 

I can speak, Mr. President, for the people of the South in regard to 
this love that the people have for Mr. Randall’s memory. Without 
retning to the circumstances which have created the sensibility which 
causes them to appreciate very thoroughly and very profoundly what 
they conceive to be his great services rendered to them, I can say that 
in the Southern heart there is not one pulsation that does not beat 
with gratitude to the memory of Samuel J. Randall. : 
` That is a great thing to say of any man, that he is crowned with the 
love, after his grave has closed, of fifteen or twenty millions of people. 
He won that affection in the halls of Congress in his assistance in the 
administration of the Constitution and laws of the United States as he 
conceived that they were and as he conceived that they ought to be, 
and it was here that he reaped a harvest of renown which will con- 
tinue to brighten as we recede from the period of his labors and the 
hour of his death. 

He owed the people of the South no special duty or affection grow- 
ing out of kinship, favors shown him, or personal association. In war 
he was their enemy, but in peace he was such a friend as only such a 
man can be, 

Mr, Randall during his life, as I am informed, was not a member of 
any church. When about a month before the period of his dissolution 
he turned his thoughts in a new direction and contemplated a new 
life in the great beyond, he acted upon convictions that moved his sou 
to its very foundation. Perhaps he had no prejudice to yield, perha 
he had no new line of thought to take up when he gave hi f to 
Church ot God as one of its willing servants; but there was a 
ism in that-act which we may call the heroism of virtue. Kno 
his fate and believing from the early instruction which he had re- 
ceived that there was but one course that would lead him to safety in 
the future, he laid aside without hesitancy his connection withall the 
past and marched confidently forth to take his Savior by the hand. 

It requires more moral courage to perform that act in the face of a 
censorious world, ven when death is very near, than it does to fight 
the severest battle an American soldier ever engaged in. Samuel J. 
Randall was equal to that occasion, as he was to every other that made 
any demand upon him that his conduct should conform faithfully to his 
convictions. Who to-day may not crave the glory in which that man 
died? Who may not pray for the reputation which he won, polished 
and made bright as it was in the estimation of all mankind by this 
last act of sublime faith? It was just like him. It was the honest 
and manly and true response to thedeepest, most important, and most 
sincere convictions of his soul. 

Such men, Mr. President, are not born to die out of the memory of 
the people. They were born to live in our affections, and the day will 
not occur in the history of this great country when the mention of the - 
name of Samuel J. Randall will not recall to the American heart an 
honest sense of pride that such a man lived, that such aman served his 
country, and that such a man died in the christian faith. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, Hon. Samuel J. Randall was already 
a veteran in the House and a recognized leader of the Democratic 
party when I became a Representative in the Forty-fourth Congress. 
From that day until the moment of his death ourrelations were cordial, 
friendly, and confidential. It is a mournful satisfaction to lay my 
simple tribute upon the passing bier of the deceased statesman. 

I will not attempt any extended analysis of his character or of his 
intellectual endowments or to sketch his illustrious career. That has 
already been done. He was like all other truly eminent men, a man 


of simplicity of character and greatest in supreme crises. One of the 
most extraordinary events in all parliamentary history, illustrative of 
his skill, his constancy, and endurance, was the successful conflict he 


against the force bill in the Forty-third Congress, which secured 


for him and for his name the lasting gratitude of the people south of |- 


the Potomac; and not less unselfish, patriotic, and brave was his con- 
duct in executing the provisions of the Electoral Commission bill, by 
which civil strife was probably averted, and for which he deserves the 
gratitude of every true American. 

He was thrice elected Speaker of the House. He was ambitious and 
loved power, but not for itself, not to make a vain display of its ex- 
ercise; but the power possessed by him was consecrated to the highest 
aims; he allied it to right, truth, and justice. He dedicated himself 
as unselfishly as any man who ever lived to the best interests of his 
country; to peace, concord, to the enforcement of the laws, and to such 
legislation as he believed would promote the prosperity and happiness 
of all the people. 

There is inseribed on the monument of Pitt at Guildhall, London, 
He disposed for twenty years of the favors of the crown, lived with- 
out ostentation, and died poor.“ It may be said of Samuel J. Ran- 
dall that he held in his hands the keys of the Treasury of the United 
States for twenty years as Speaker of the House and chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations; that during that time he lived without 
ostentation; that he saved countless millions to the people of this coun- 
try, and he died A 

I have heard Mr. Tilden say, repeatedly, when discussing public af- 


fairs, that Samuel J. Randall was better fitted for magistracy over a | 4 


free people than any living man; that he possessed the very qualities 
that were demanded in seasons of disquiet and peril, and thatif atany 
time it had been left to his choice he would have named Samuel J. 
Randall to be President of the United States, 
Mr. Randall was fond of philosophy and literature, but the restrictions 
2 upon him by his devotion to public work prevented him from iu- 
ulging his taste ſor general reading. He knew the House of Representa- 
tives, its rules, business, and work, probably better than any man who 
was ever the Speaker of that body. He knew the details of every De- 
partment of the Government quite as well, if not better, than any chief 
or head, and nothing delighted him more than to analyze Department 
He wasa rigid economist of the public money. 
ublic money meant for him money taken from some r man or 
some poor woman. He had no tolerance for the notion which prevails 
with many, that lavish appropriations out of the earnings and savings 
of the people could in any manner benefit the people as mach as if the 
money had been left with them to be expended for their own I r 
No man ever made greater exertions to impress economy upon the ad- 
ministration of the Government. 
He was indeed a man of inflexible purpose and dauntless courage. 
He was not petulant or boisterous; he was devoid of bravado; nor did 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the President pro tempore of the Senate had appointed 
25 oe a Se eee on the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce 

e revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other in 
place of Mr. MCPHERSON, excused. 22 h 

The message also announeed that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, the concurrent resolution of the House to print additional copies 
of the twelth number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States 
for the year 1889, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to six years within 
which suits may be brought against accounting officers aad the sureties 
on their official bonds, asked a conference with the House thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. GEORGE conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the oe titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
uested: 

A bill (S. 947) to restrict. the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States: 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowden & Mason; 

A bill (S. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 
national Treasury notes; 

A bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of re- 
tired officers; ¢ 

A bill (S. 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 
master at the Military Academy; 

A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy; 

A bill (S. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee; and 

A bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of California. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll, 

which is on the approval of Tuesday’s Journal. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 168; as follows: 


he seek controversy, but no threats or persuasions could drive him YEAS—157. 

from the right-laid line of truth and duty, He was ardent, trustful, | Abbott, Crain, Lehlbach, Rockwell, 
and devoted in his friendships, but he was discriminating. They were | Adams, Crisp, i Rowell, 
not founded upon interest or expediency, but upon the enduringquali | Allen. Mich., Culberson, Tex. Lind, Russi, 
ties of honor, patriotism, and truth. Andrew, Cummings, Martin, Ind. Ft eg 

While the aspect he presented to the public and to strangers was | Arnold, Dingley, n, i, 
austere, in his personal relations he was gentle, kind, and affable. | Atkinson, W, Va. Punnell, 3 88 
He had the characteristics which Macaulay assigns to the Hollands: | Bankhead, Farquhar, McCiellan, ` Smith, [iL 
“A strong will and a sweet temper.” He was conciliatory without | Bayne. Eliek, McCreary, Smith, W. Va. 
ove i y concessions and he was firm without indulging | Berk with, 8 Nezeillis, ee 

unmanly abuse or resentments. Bi 9 Frank, McRae, * She, hice . 

He has passed away forever. The people whom he served will recall Boot 3 Funston, Mites Stewart, Tex. 

Utelle, > * 5 3 e. 
him as a faithfal public man, p of great courage and unbend- | Bowden: Geissenhainer, Moore, N. H. Stockbridge, 
ing in his devotion to the public welfare; but those who enjoyed his | Breckinridge, fore Stone, Ky. 

endship will remember his open and benignant countenance, his | Brewer, Greenhalge, D veil, Struble, 
cordial greeting, his loving disposition, and that temper which years | Brickner, aon 3 Arier n B 
of sickness and pain seemed only to make sweeter and sweeter, until | Brower, Hansbrough, ute, Taylor, J.D. 
= at last fell asleep on the bosom of his Savior, a faithful servant of Brown, J.B. 7 ad 88 Taylor, Tenn. 
God. uchanan, N. J. n, omas, 
Burrows, Hayes, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 

[Mr. HISCOCK addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] Cale Heng SAN n. Parrot Ohio aren, Ga 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of | Candler, Mass. de eee | Aged. d e eee 
on 2 8 808 submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. a 3 e Van Laaber 

AY]. Caswell, Hill, Perkins, Walker, 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the Senator from Pennsylvania makes the final | Cheadle, Hitt, Pickler, Washington, 
motion, I suggest by unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourns Gen Wis, Hauk. Quackenbush, 88 7 
to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock on Monday, only for that occasion. 8 Kennedy Quinn, Wilkinson, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- | Coleman, 8 * Wittens: Ohio 
2 e “i 8 when the Senate adjourns to-day it be until | Conger, ` unser, Reed, Iowa Wilson, W. Va. 

nday next at 12 O clock 7 Y, 

The motion was a to. Cowles, Lanham, Reyburn, 

deer QUAY. I now move the adoption of the resolutions which I Craig, isya N. . 
submitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of NOE Bids ERES 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. | Alderson. | Berges” — — ia 
Quay]. Anderson, Miss. Bergen, Brookshire, Bunn, ` 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at 1 o’clock and | Atkinson, Pa. — ora. movers NI. > 
54 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 15, — Bland tu es 2 
1890, at 12 o' clock m. Bartine, Bllas, Buchanan, Va. Sandler, Ga. 


Smyser, 
* 

Fowler, Milliken, la, 
Chipman, Gibson, ger, 

5 Gifford, Montgomery, er, 
Clarke, ae ao n $ maim Tex. Stewart, s 
Clemen! rgan, 

Clunie, Morrow, Stockdale. 
8 Ind. Hatch,” Niedringha oa 

In. s us, P, 
Cooper, Ohio Hay Norton, Sweney, 
Cothran, Henderson, N. C. Taylor, in. 
Covert, Hemph O'Don: , il 
Cutcheon, Hooker, O’Ferrall, Townsend, Pa, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, O’Neall, Ind 4 

ý Kelley, roe Tucker, 8 
Darlingto: Kerr, Pa. Outhwaite, ‘Turner, 
Davidson, Kilgore, Paynter, Vaux, 

De Haven, Knapp, x Venable, 
4 La Follette, Perry, Waddill, 
Dibble, Laidlaw, Peters. Wade, 
Dickerson, Lane,” Phelan, Wallace, Mass. 
Dockery, Lansing, Pierce, Wallace, N. Y. 
Dolliver, Lawler, Price, Wheeler, Mich. 
ki Lee, Pugsley, Whiting, 
Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Randall, Whitthorne, 
Edmunds, Lester, Va. Richardson, Wike, 
$ * Robertson. Wiley, 
Ellis, T5, Williams, III. 
Enloe, Mansur, Rowland, Wilson, Ky. 
Ewart, Martin, Tex. Wilson, Mo. 
Featherston, McCarthy, Sanford, Wilson, Wash. 
Finley, cComas, 3 Wright, 
3 MeCord, ardley, 
Fithian, McCormiek, Shively, Yoder. 


The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. ` 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. Witsoy, of Kentucky, with Mr. LANE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washi „with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. NIEDRINGIIAUS wit Mr. HATCH, 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABEOTT. 

Mr. Q’DoNNELL with Mr. Conn. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr, MANSUR. 

Mr, SCRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. De LANO with Mr. DUNPHY. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAENER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr, BLAND. 

Mr. GROUT with Mr. Frron. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HEARD. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Toomas M. Browne with Mr. O'NEAL, of Indiana. 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. PcuGstxy with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. DALZELt with Mr. Moore, of Texas. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Carchrxds. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockrry. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. GIFFORD with Mr. RowLanp. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. Wrisox, of Missouri. 

Mr. Briss with Mr. CHIPMAN, 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. WALLACE, of Massachusetts, with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. FILLMAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON with Mr. Forman. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. s 

Mr. Smyser with Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. De Havey with Mr. BIGGS, except on bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislati 
Mr. CHEADLE with Mr, BROOKSHIRE, except Langston-Venable con- 
test case. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. McComas with Mr. LEE. 

Mr, HARMER with Mr, ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. OSBORNE with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Stump. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Extox, 


Mr. BARTINE with Mr. TRACEY, for one week. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia, for this week. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE with Mr, CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. EDMUNDS, on this vote. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, if there is a quorum voting I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired. 

The SPEAKER. There is not a quorum voting, but there is a quo- 
rum present. Does the gentleman desire to be put upon the list of 
members present and not voting? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I am paired, and if there was a quorum voting I 
would withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE. If he were present, he would vote ay,“ and therefore 
I have voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of members 
present and not voting. 

The list was announced, as follows: 

Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr, CLEMENTS, Mr. 
Dre Haven, Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Hayes, Mr. HEARD, Mr. HENDERSON 
of North Carolina, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. Morrow, Mr. O’FERRALL, 
Mr. PAYNTER, and the Speaker. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I was not Present when my name was 
called, but if permitted I will now vote ay.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's vote will be recorded. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I refrained from voting on the first eall 
because I thought that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ATKIN- 
SON, with whom I am paired, was absent; but I see he is here, so I 
will vote ay. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I voted to make a quorum, but I am 
paired with my coll Mr. Dockery, and I wish to withdraw my 
vote and to be put upon the list of those present and not voting. 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. On this question the 
yeas are 157 and the naysare none. With those present and Lose ic 

ing, whose names have been read, there is a quorum e r es 
Journal is approved. The Clerk will read the Journal of Wetnesday's 
proceedings. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of Wed- 
nesday last = 

Mr. O EnR ALL (interrupting the reading). I ask that the whole 
Journal may be read. 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I desire that the names of members voting upon 
the roll-calls be read. 

The SPEAKER. The names are to be found in the Reconp—— 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I know that, sir 

TheSPEAKER. Would not the gentleman permit the Journal to 
be read without the names and content himself with the 
RECORD to see if there is any mistake and then correcting it, if there 
should be? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I do not desire that 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the names takes just so much time 
from the business of the House, which to-day is the delivery of eulo- 
gies on the Iate Senator Beck. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I understand that; and I have as much respect 
for the memory of Senator Beck as an man 

a SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will not press his 
poin 

ms O’FERRALL. I desire, nevertheless, that the names shall be 
rea 

The SPEAKER. It is not customary to read them. 

Mr. O FERRALL. It has been done 

The SPEAKER. It has been done when any gentleman insisted 
upon it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, I do insist. 

Soe SPEAKER. But it seems to be delaying the business of the 
ouse. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Iam responsible for that to my mien, 
not to the Speaker at all. 

The SPEAKER. Hut the gentleman is also responsible somewhas 
to the country. n 
Mr. O'FERRALL. Iwill take whatever responsibility attaches to 

my action. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman requires that the names be read, 
it must be done. 

Mr. O FERRALL. I do require it. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal of 
Wednesday last, ineluding the names of members recorded as voting 
on calls of yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, the Journal was approved. 

The sore of the proceedings of Thursday last was then read and 
approved. 

The Clerk next preceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 


. 


ings. 

Mr. PAYSON (during the reading). I ask unanimous consent that 
in the reading of the Journal the aeey of the names recorded 
on the roll-ealls be dispensed with. 


« 
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Mr. O'FERRALL. I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia insists on his ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal, which 
was then approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is happy to announce that the several 
Journals have now been approved by the House; and the Clerk will 
read the special order for to-day. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. JASON B. BROWN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
print in the Recorp remarks on the tariff bill and Senate amendments 
there 85. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. JAMES B. BECK. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Task that the resolutions of the Senate in 
to the late Senator Beck be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first read the special order of the 
House, and then the resolutions from the Senate will be reported. 
The Clerk read the following resolution adopted by the House on the 
5th of August last: 

That Saturday, September 13, 1890, beginning immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for tributes to the memory of Hon. James 
B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky, and that the Senate resolu- 
tions remain on the Speaker's table until that day. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolutions of the 


Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard wiih profound sorrow of the death of 
James B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolv.d, That, as a mark of to the memory of the deceased, the busi- 
ness of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay proper trib- 
ute of regard to his high character and distinguished public services. 

That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives. 
ved, That,asan additional mark ofrespect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 2 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Lask the Clerk to read the resolutions which 


I send to thedesk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death of James B. Beck, late a Senator from the State of Kentucky and a 
former member of this House. 

That the business of this House be suspended that appropriate honors may 
be to the memory of the deceased. 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to transmit to the 
family of the deceased a copy of these resolutions. 

That as an additional chee of respect tothe memory of the deceased the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, James Burnie Beck was born 
in Dumfriesshire, Scotland, on the 13th day of February, 1822, and 
died, a Senator from the State of Kentucky, in the railroad depot on 
Sixth street, in the city of Washington, on the 3d of May, 1890. He 
sprang from a sturdy Scotch stock of the highest respectability, which 
had been well known in the particular section where it had grown for 
many generations. He was the descendant of those who had partici- 
patedin the rough and dangerous border warfare which marked for many 
years the relations between England and Scotland. He was trained in 
the home of a strict Covenanter and inherited all the traditions of that 
earnest though somewhat stern sect. He was molded after the most 
rugged and powerful form of the Scotch people, and was educated after 
the most rigorous discipline of that nation. 

The Bible, Rouse’s version of the Psalms, and the rudiments of an 
English and classic education were severely and permanently instilled 
into him. At an early age he was placed in the counting-room of his 
maternal uncles, who were en; in foreign trade, and the purpose 
of his father (who migrated to America) was that he should remain in 
the employ of those uncles and gradually work himself into partner- 
ship with them. This plan of life wasnot agreeable to the lad, and he 
followed his father to America and worked on a Genessee Valley farm 
until his majority. He recognized the olden rule, that until he was 
twenty-one he owed implicit obedience and faithful service to his father, 
and he gave this ungradgingly. 

He had in some way become attracted by the reputation of that illus- 
trious orator and statesman whose power of attraction has never been 
surpassed if indeed equaled in America, Henry Clay, and he had heard 
of the marvelous beauty and unequaled fertility of the blue-grass 
region of Kentucky; and influenced by these two causes he came to 
Lexington, Ky., in 1843, a few months after he became twenty-one. 
After some hesitation he determined to cast his lot with those people 
and there make his home. 

Without hesitation he entered upon the preparation of his life’s work 
by engaging himself as the manager and foreman on the farm of the 

late Drummond Hunt, a gentleman who lived to an extreme old age 
and who witnessed with affection and pride the success of the unknown 
Scottish youth to whom he had shown the tenderness of a fatherrather 
than the kindness of an employer, and who was repaid for that treat- 
ment not only with the most faithful and intelligent service, but with 
life-long friendship and gratitude. 

The friendship of this simple, honest, brave Kentucky gentleman 


and this unknown but successful stranger was alike honorable to each, 
and significant of the character of the people among whom Mr, Beck 
settled, and of the inner and finer nature of Mr. Beck. He early im- 
pressed himself upon the people of that section of Fayette County in 
which the farm of Mr. Hunt was located. His physical qualities, his 
great muscular strength, his easy ability to perform any kind of phys- 
ical labor required on a Kentucky blue-grass farm, his kindly and un- 
affected manners, his shrewd and unusual intelligence, his transparent 
honesty, and his habitual kindliness necessarily secured for him the 
attachment of all who came in contact with him. 

It was a fortunate selection of a home. There is no rural population 
in the world superior to that in the midst of whom Mr. Beck found 
his first Kentucky home. A stable population; conservative, intelli- 
gent, and well educated; simple in manners, strict in morality, rather 
stern in frugality; implacable in hatred of all meanness and dishonesty, 
though possibly too forgiving as to acts of personal violence; hospitable 
and without the trace of jealousy, that people form a community into 
which it is at once fortunate and delightful for a man to enter. 

The subsequent career of Mr. Beck is not remarkable if we could 
rightly value the influences which had surrounded and helped to mold 
him up tothe moment when he entered the law school at Transylvania 
University. The Calvinistic-Scottish training, a simple but dutiful and 
laborious life on a rich New York farm, followed by the daily contact 
and ever-present influences of a kindly, virtuous, and God-fearing Ken- 
tucky neighborhood, not unnaturally fitted such a man as Mr. Beck was 
for asuccessful contestin life. _Noinfluencescan make a great man out 
ofa little one, as no art of the jeweler eau turn pewter into silver; but if 
God has given toa man the qualities which render success possible, 
such environments and influences prepare him for any vocation to which 
he may be called. 3 

With Scottish economy Mr. Beck saved most of his wages, and with 
that marvelous capacity for labor which was perhaps his most striking 
characteristic as a public servant, he used the hours of leisure in in- 
tense study in preparation for the bar. Mr. Hunt's library was one 
rather larger than is common to farmers, and among the visitors to Mr. 
Hunt's farm were some of the best read men of Kentucky. Mr. Beck 
was a voracious and omnivorous reader, and easily obtained the use of 

whatever books were in any of the libraries of those with whom be be- 
came acquainted. ; 

He was a much better belles-lettres scholar than was generally be- 
lieved of him. He was a man of much wider reading than was gen- 
erally known, for like most able men who have not had the best ad- 
vantages he was modest of his acquirements and underrated them, and 
was in the habit of using expressions which misled those who did not 
know him intimately as to the scope and value of his general reading; 
and to those who only knew him in his public life it may be a surprise 
to know that he was uncommonly well read in the poetry of the world 
and had at his fingers’ ends the best novels ever written. 

In 1845 he entered the law department of Transylvania University, 
Lexington. He was again fortunate in the surroundings and influ- 
ences which this step gave him. The faculty then consisted of George 
Robertson, who had been a member of this House soon after the war 
of 1812, had been chief-justice of the court of appeals of Kentucky, 
had raised himself from humble life to the highest eminence in his 
profession in the State, and was a man of remarkable attainments 
and ability; of Thomas A. Marshall, who had also served with credit 
in this House and as justice and chief-justice of the appellate court of 
Kentucky, and wore with distinction a name so illustrious in judicial 
and political history; and Aaron K. Woolley, who was for many years 
the circuit judge of that circuit, and who was accounted by Mr. Beck, 
as I have often heard him say, the best colloquial lecturer that he ever 
heard on any subject. 

The class was a large and uncommonly intellectual body of young 
men, and from it have come many of the leading lawyers, judges, and 
statesmen of Kentucky during the past forty-five years. In the two 
years during which he was a student of law, working during the vaca- 
tion so as to maintain himself during the ensuing session, he made the 
impression upon the faculty and his classmates that he was a man of 
real promise. He did not impress himself as much as his subsequent 
career would seem to havejustified. Hisnatural diffidence; his brogue, 
which was then much more marked than in later yeats; his awkward- 
ness of manner, which though it never entirely disappeared became 
greatly diminished as he succeeded at the bar, on the stump, and in 
Congress, and perhaps a certain slowness of development and growth 
might account for the belief ot his classmates that he was going to be 
a successful lawyer only through great and continued labor. 

Mr. Beck was an ardent follower and admirer of Henry Clay, an in- 
tense, and, as he supposed, fixed Whig, and not unnaturally became the 
associate of the young gentlemen who belonged to the Whig y and 
who afterwards became very prominent in Kentucky. The State was 
then in a period of transition. The older generation of statesmen and 
politicians were passing away, and they had been so conspicuous and 
dominant that there were no middle-aged men to take their places, and 
those who were the contemporaries of Mr. Beck soon began to play a 


prominent part at a period of life when men are usually considered too 
young for great things. 
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The Mexican war naturally attracted these young men, and they 
yolunteered and served with conspicuity and merit, and upon their re- 
turn nos unnaturally soon found favor with the people. General John 
8. Williams, who had commanded first a company and then a regiment 
in the Mexican war, and who was defeated by Mr. Beck for a seat in 
the Senate and afterwards became Mr. Beck’s colleague in that body; 
General William Preston, who was a lieutenant-colonel in the Mexican 
war and soon became a member of this body and minister to Spain; 
John C. Breckinridge, who, however, was a Democrat, was major in 
that war and soon entered this House and became Vice-President of 
the United States and Senator, and others scarcely less conspicuous in 
Kentucky’s history, were all of about the age of Mr. Beck and early 
became his friends, 

The good fortune which had followed him was crowned by his mar- 
riage. His wife was the step-daughter of one of the most beloved and 
popular governors Kentucky had ever had lor a long period a mem- 
ber of this House and a judge of the circuit court. She was connected 
by blood or marriage with many families of the highest repute in Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky, perhaps one of the nearest blood relatives to 
George Washington, and was in every way worthy of her birth, of her 
blood, and her connections, 

She saw in Mr. Beck those qualities which afterwards every one rec- 
ognized, she foretold in her girlhood the eminence he would reach, and 
she gave to him an undivided and exuberant affection which never 
ceased to grow until her death separated them. She brought to Mr. 
Beck what was in those days a fair competency, and, what was more, the 
influence of a Jarge circle of friends and relatives. 

Between Mr. Beck and John C. Breckinridge there had grown up a 
friendship more tender and intimate than is usual among men, and 
this gave to him the kindly feeling of a very large portion of the peo- 
ple of theState. It may not be unbecoming to say that no man has 
ever lived in Kentucky who had so warm a personal affection felt for 
him as John C. Breckinridge. Men who wholly disagreed with his 
opinions loved him with an affection that was even more than frater- 
nal, and soldiers who in the late great war had followed the Union 
flag and fought battles where Breckinridge commanded on the other 
side were eager after his death to unite in every possible testimonial 
of honor, aftection, and sorrow. 

The State, which had refused to follow his leadership and had dis- 
owned his counsels, lovingly erected in the city of his birth a statue 
as a testimonial of her pride and love for his great and noble character. 

The constant esteem shown to Mr. Beckin parts of Kentucky where 
his person was unknown was in part due to the transmitted friendship 
which those people had borne for Breckinridge, and which in his retire- 
ment and on his death they conferred on Mr. Beck, It was, as has 
often been stated by Mr. Beck, the persuasion and influence of Breck- 
inridge which induced him to settle permanently in Lexington rather 
than to seek his fortune elsewhere after he obtained his license to prac- 
tice law, and the generous offer of Breckinridge to divide his slender 
resources with him until he would not longer need them was far more 
than repaid by the skillful and diligent management of Breckinridge’s 
estate during his absence in the war and after his death. 

To those who have known Mr. Beck itis needless to say that his 
rise at the bar was certain and continuous. In my judgment, lie was 
the best circuit-court practitioner I have ever known, He was not 
equal as a lawyer to several of his associates at the bar, nor as an advo- 
cate could he fairly stand comparison with several whomhe daily met; 
bat his miraculous capacity for labor, the strength and vigor of his 
intellect, the readiness and fertility which he always exhibited, his 
adaptability to every kind of cause gave to him a certain roundness 
and skill as a practitioner which was unique. The training of a cir- 
cpit-court lawyer in such a circuit as that is of itself of the utmost 
value. : 

A lawyer in fall and lucrative practice in that court, which has ju- 
risdiction of criminal and common pleas, and chancery causes, in a court 
which habitually meets at 8 o’clock in the morning and continues all 
day and frequently holds night sessions, meeting at every county court- 
house a resident bar of skilled practitioners and also meeting the most 
formidable antagonists, attracted by the larger fees, from the neigh- 
boring bars, must be a most ready and fertile lawyer. He must ac- 
quire the habit of thinking upon his legs and becoming possessed of 
the facts of his case with rapidity; he must be free from any conspic- 
ous blunders, for his practice is constantly before a crowded court- 
house. 

It was a happy, even if laborious, life. That district is a compact 
and beantiiul one, with macadamized turnpikes to every county town, 
every one of which is full of pleasant and cultivated people. The la w- 
yers who constituted its various bars were men, as a rule, of college 
education, and were as pleasant and as delightful companions as could 
be gathered together anywhere in America. Some of them were men 
ofgreat ability and very wideattainments, some of surpassing eloquence. 
When I aver, as I trathfully can, that Mr. Clay always found at that 
bar rivals who disputed with him in the estimation of the community 
the palm of eloquence, when Mr, Crittenden was not infrequently 
overmatched before the juries, and Thomas F. Marshall often gathered 
no laurels from forensic contest, it demonstrates that he who was able 
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to make his way amid such men would find ib possible to become emi- 
nent in any body of men he might enter. 

Mr, Beck devoted himself to this practice with undivided assiduity 
until 1855, when he entered upon that form of political life which is 
the common lot of the lawyers of prominence in the Southwest, the 
making of political speeches in the canvasses which marked the polit- 
ical history of the country. In Kentucky the habit then was tohave 
political debates where the rival ies were represented by chosen 
champions, the time equally divided, and the issues really discussed. 
Of course this rendered set speeches impossible and soon revealed 
the ignorance of him who had superficially prepared himself. The 
mere declaimer and rhetorician soon lost power. 

It was a sturdy and vigorous race of public speakers, and only the 
virile could successfully sustain themselves in such intellectual com- 
bats. They were as a rale courteously conducted, and confidential 
friendship between gentlemen on opposite sides of politics was very 
common. ‘The stump-debater had to befully prepared on all points or 
he was soon driven from the stump. 

Mr. Beck had entered the Democratic party. The defeat of Mr. Clay 
in 1844, the nomination of General Taylor over him in 1848, the com- 
promise measures of 1851-52, the death of Mr. Clay, and the tempo- 
rary success of the American or Know-Nothing party had destroyed 
the Whig party in Kentucky, and not unnaturally Mr. Beck, who had 
been a Whig principally because of his intense admiration and affec- 
tion for Mr. Clay, became a member ot the Democratic party, as did 
such gentlemen as I havealready named— Williams, Preston, and others, 

He was not an aspirant for office, and with very great reluctance he 
consented to become a candidate in 1861 for the State senate, in which 
race he was defeated by James F. Robinson, afterwards governor ot 
Kentucky; but in that debate between these two successful and well 
matched lawyers Mr. Beck developed higher qualities than he had 
theretofore exhibited, and, thoughdefeated, made animpression which 
led to his subsequent nomination and election in 1867 to this House. 

When the war was over and all political parties in Kentucky were 
in a state of great confusion and there was much diversity of opinion 
as to what was the proper course for the Democratic party to pursue, 
it was largely through Mr. Beck's influence that the organization known 
in Kentucky as the Ist of May convention, which met at Louisville 
on the 1st of May, 1866, was formed, and his speech at that conven- 
tion put him at once among the foremost of the Democratic leaders of 
theState. He did not desire to come to Congress, as I personally know, 
and accepted the nomination in 1867 with greatreluctance. He felvit 
his duty to accept that nomination. 

I also personally know that he did not like the life in Congress. I 
was at that time the editor of one ot the Democratic papers of the city 
of Lexington. and my personal relations with him were extremely cordial. 
Before the long session was half out he wrote to his partner, Francis K. 
Hunt, esq., and to me that he would not be a candidate for re-election; 
that he could not afford pecuniarily to give up his practice, and he 
found that it was impossible for him to do his duty asa Representative 
and to undertake to preserve his practice, and asked me to announce 
in the columns of my paper his declination. I suppressed that letter 
and took the liberty of saying that Mr. Beck would be returned to Con- 
gress without opposition, and his personal and political friends over- 
persuaded him to consent to re-election. Betore the long session of 
the second term ended he announced that he would not accept renomi- 
nation and re-election, and this caused the only contest which Mr. Beck 
ever had in that district. 

Other gentlemen who had the laudable ambition to represent that 
illustrious district on the floor of this House announced themselves 
as candidates. Mr. Beck’s opposition to becoming a candidate was 
overcome, and aftera somewhat heated canvass all opposition was with- 
drawn and he wasre-elected. Atthe middle of his fourth term he per- 
emptorily refused to become a candidate to the lower House, but an- 
nounced himself a candidate for the Senate, and was out of Congress one 
term, when he returned as Senator from Kentucky in the Forty-fifth 
Congress and afterwards received two substantially unanimous re-elec- 
tions, so that his public service in Washington practically covered the 
entire period from his election in 1867 to his death in 1890, for during 
the Forty-fourth Congress, of which he was not a member, he was, per- 
haps it is not too much to say, the recognized leader of the Democracy 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. Beck’s success in this House was in exact accordance with his 
success at the bar. It was not immediate; it was never supreme; it 
was great and honorable. and it resulted from the same causes: an in- 
dustry which knew no cessation, a civie courage which nothing could 
daunt, an intense honesty of conviction, unusual abilities, and fidelity 
to the discharge of every duty, which was alike constant and honorable, 
His appointment asa member of the Committee on Reconstruction was 
somewhat accidental. It furnished him an opportunity tor valuable 
service and conspicuous reputation. It was somewhat in the line of 
his life-longlabors. Hes in the art of cross-examination, and 
he was thoroughly trained in the skillfal criticism of conflicting tes- 
timony. z 

Before that committee a vast amount of evidence, much of it false and 
perhaps more malignant, was taken. He did for the silent and calumni- 
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ated people of eleven States what no other man had the precise oppor- | blood and titles that this people boast, but it is of private soldiers who 


tunity to do, and what no other man in public life could have more 
ably done. The labors he performed were hereulean. The skill he 
exhibited was inimitable. The courage with which he that 
arduous work was superb, Other men have been perhaps more elo- 
quent, and the graces of advocacy may not have been as conspicuous 
as if that duty had fallen to another; but for vigor, the power of fierce 
criticism of evidence, the merciless skill with which perjury was dem- 
onstrated, and the intense and righteous indignation which his gener- 
ous and lofty nature felt were never more nobly exhibited than by him 
during that period. 


fell at Bannockburn or Londonderry; of the obscure, whose names are 
forgotten, but can be found on the list of the convicted who were 
burned at the stake or beheaded on the scaffold; of the men who car- 
ried muskets, not swords, d the Revolutionary war, or with the 
Kentu rifle won that exquisite country from the Indian, or were 
with J, at New Orleans, or Harrison at the Thames, or McKee 
and Clay at Buena Vista. 

The stories which are told to the children in that land are not of 
kings and counts and marquises, not of millionaires and merchant 
princes, but of plain, obscure men, whose loftiest conception was to do 


He was called apparently by Providence to be the representative of | their duty and whose too frequent fate was to give their lives for it. 


eleven voiceless and manacled States; and when the history of that 
period is fairly written there will be no more noble and conspicuous 
figure than that of this Scotch exile, who spoke for the freedom of the 
le, for the equality of the States, for justice to the conquered, and 
for the preservation of free institutions. Every work did he well do 
in the subsequent years of hiscareer; but this was a peculiar daty, one 
_ which no statesman had ever been called to perform, one which it is 
to be hoped most sincerely no statesman will hereafter ever be called 
to perform. It gave him the love and gratitude of those States, it 
secured for him the esteem and affection of the people of Kentucky, 
and it won the confidence and respect of the entire North. 

It was a generous sight which all brave men loved to contemplate 
to see this son of Scotland so diligently, laboriously, tenderly, and ably 
defend the defenseless for the high and patriotic purpose of restoring 
to a common country its fraternity and harmony and securing for the 
future the maintenance of our American institutions and the perma- 
nency of our peculiar form of government. It was an era in which 

t questions were being decided by great men, new and unprece- 

ted questions arising out of that terrific war between the States; 
questions affecting the relations of the two unassimilable races, affect- 
ing the relations of the eleven Southern States, which had formed the 
Confederacy, to the Union; questions of taxation growing out of the 
enormous public debt and the-burden of that debt; questions which 
the ablest men in the most dispassionate period might well be per- 
plexed to rightly consider and fairly decide, but which had to be de- 
cided hurriedly by men whose passions were still aroused, whose am- 
bitions were at stake, and who were perhaps not unnaturally blinded 
by passion and by selfish considerations. 

These questions were to be decided in the two Houses of Congress, 
each House an arena utterly unlike any other body in America, with 
modes of procedure, with traditions and unwritten rules which con- 
trol unconsciously those who, participate in its deliberations. Into 
this arena, in the midst of such men, the most of whom were trained 

liamentarians and publicists, this stranger entered wholly without 
egislative experience and practically unfamiliar with every form of 
parliamentary procedure. That he could have maintained himself 
with credit would have been a remarkable achievement; that he made 
himself conspicuous was a demonstration of his rare combination of 
qualities. That he did this without offense shows his tact; that while 
doing it he won the regard of his opponents and yet retained the con- 
fidence and secured the affection of his political friends proves the nature 
and quality of his inner life and character. 

Before he was transferred to the Senate he liad shown his superior 
capacity to deal with other grave politicaland economic questions, He 
served with distinction on the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and, as was his habit, he qualified him- 
self for the duties of each committee and became thoroughly and mi- 
nutely familiar with the whole machinery of our Government, so as to 
be able to decide readily and wisely upon the advisability of any ap- 
propriation to be made to any of its Departments or bureaus. He 
mastered the details of our complex tariff and what was then a com- 
plex and burdensome system of internal revenue. There was no pro- 
vision by which we raised revenue with which he was not easily and 
consciously familiar. So that when he became a member of the Sen- 
ate he was equip; for eminent service on the two great committees 
to which he was ultimately assigned: the Committee on Finance and 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

I need not in this ceremony undertake to speak of the services which 
in the daily ormance of the duties as a Senator it fell to his lot to 

form. has been better told by the colleagues who for thir- 

een years and more served with him in that body. 

He was always an intense believer in the equality of manhood asa 
practical truth, and his aversion to every form of class legislation or 
official discrimination was intense and at times perhaps extreme, He, 
however, fairly represented the average opinions of the State whose 
commission he bore. There is occasionally a sort of loose talk about 
the aristocracy of Kentucky, the aristocracy of the blue-grass region. 


When I was the other day in the cemetery near Lexington I saw the 
graves of four Kentucky Senators. They were all poor men. The 
oldest was an orphan boy raised in poverty upon the frontiers of Vir- 
ginia, who went to Kentucky nearly one hundred years ago and was 
honored with all sbe could give solely because she believed he merited 
it. Another came to that State, an obscure orphan lad of twenty, with 
no inheritance but that of poverty and manhood, and she gladly gave 
him all he asked, and when he died the scepter of her love was trans- 
ferred by her to another orphan boy who made his own way in life 
and who rose by the power of his own qualities. 

These were the men whom Mr. Beck succeeded. They were men who 
made that district illustrious and hel to make Kentucky’s fame 
honorable. Amid that same people Mr. Beck cast his lot, and with 
the same generous recognition of his qualities, with the same loving 
regard for his manhood, and the same trustful confidence in his devo- 
tion to her, she conferred upon him all the which she had in her 
pores to bestow, counting the offices which followed her affection the 
east of those gifts and counting her confidence and affection for him the 
highest manifestation of her judgment of his merit and his qualities. 

It is a proud people, Mr. Speaker; it is a justly proud ple; for 
amid them weak men do not hold leadership and the base do not gain 
their confidence. In that State no seat was ever purchased on this 
floor; no one ever represented her, by her own choice, save through 
a pure and ee ballot. Her aristocracy is the aristocracy 
of honorable r, and her confidence is given to those who merit it 
by their lives. Itis an aristocracy of which any one may be proud. 
It opens its ranks to all who show themselves worthy and it gives its 
confidence to all who deserve it. It was among such a people that 
such a man would succeed, and it was tosuch a man that the con- 
fidence of such a people should be given. 

On a May afternoon, in a depot where busy men were rushing to and 
from the trains and thoughtless people came and went, where loving 
wives were being welcomed home by tender husbands and little chil- 
dren were having the good-bye said by tearful mothers, God came and 
took this man suddenly to Himself. It was an appropriate place and 
time for him to die. Notin the solitude had his work been done, but 
amid tke busiest marts of busy men. He was not a contemplative 
thinker, not a poet looking into the depths of his own imagination, 
sympathizing with the world and singing of wrongs and remedies; but 
he was a vigorous man of affairs, giving his whole life to making men 
better, because he was trying to make the labors of their lives lighter. 
He had been conspicuous in every effort to take from trade its shackles. 
He had done all he could to give to the laborer better wages by giving 
unto him cheaper necessities. . 

He had tried with all the power of his great intellect and of his 
greater heart to make the life of the humble less burdensome and there- 
fore more delightful; and it was not therefore inappropriate that he 
should finally lie down to die where the great motive power of trado 
was exhibiting itself in the practical affairs of life; to die where men 
were handling those articles of merchandise which it had been the 
labor of his life to cheapen to those laborers, and which he had tried 
to make free from onerous exactions, making them more salable by 
wider markets. It was not unfit that a soul so tender was going to 
God where meetings of families were being held after partings, and 
where partings were tearfully taking place between families to whom 
he had tried to give better homes and easier lives, 

It was not inappropriate that with him should be when he fell the 
daughter, who had taken the place of the dead mother, who had en- 
twined her life about him, who had been to him what all other ties in 
life might have been—son, daughter, wife, and friend. It matters not, 
Mr. Speaker, very much where the summons comes; it is of but little 
import where the messenger finds us when the summons comes borne 
by the hands of Death; that the order of our lives is changed and the 
battle ended, and for us peace and restnow remain. Itis of but little 
import where we are found. The matter that is important is our readi- 
ness to receive it. 

I enter not into his peculiar beliefs. I think I know what they 


Mr. Speaker, there never was a people so free from the prejudices of | were. We have traveled together, slept together, spoken together. 


birth and rank, never a people so prompt to recognize and encourage 
merit. They are proud of their lineage, not because their ancestors 
held high position, nor because of any rank or station or wealth, 
but because, whenever liberty needed a defender or truth a martyr, 
some ancestor promptly stepped to the front to win heroically the bat- 


We did not much associate in Washington, because we were busy men; 
but each knew the other was his friend, and when we met, here or in 
Kentucky, met in consultation or in private life, there was between us 
no secret. We had the same religious belief. We shared the same 
old traditions. We had sprung from the same people in the main, 


tle or with equal heroism give his life to the cause. It is not of | His ancestors and mine had been in the same ranks in the olden days. 


= 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10019 


The same truths in the same old way we both held, intense, nar- 
row perhaps, but such as give to men a certain fixity and stability, a 
certain intensity, a reliance upon unseen and spiritual influences—be- 
liefs which, like the power of the prophet, enable even servants to see 
that the chariots of fire and the horsemen thereof are on the side of those 
who love truth and battle for it. He sometimes half humorously said 
that he believed in the kirk and the covenant, the sword of the Lord 
and of Gideon, in hell and damnation, and the eternal councils of Jeho- 
vah,” and sometimes humorously spoke of certain creeds as good for 
people who had been born half saints, but as for such sinners as he 
there was something needed rand more powerful than the creeds 
that people better than he might get along with. 

He was a sturdy, stout, vigorous, stalwart man, great in his physical 
power, powerful in his inner nature. He was a man of habitual self- 
restraint, and like all men of that particular character he was a double 
man. The life he wore outside had certain elements of sternness about 
it, a certain appearance of Scotch frugality and shrewdness, a certain 
indisposition to promiscuous friendships, like the rough burr, the ont- 
side of which sometimes pricks the fingers, but the inside was absolutel 
smooth and tender. No better father, no kinder, tenderer husban 
no more loyal friend, no more sympathizing and generous man ever 
attracted love and affection. Little children went to him without fear 
and the humble sought him withont hesitation. I know instances in 
the circle of my own family acquaintances. I was the recipient of 
kindness myself. 

I , Mr. Speaker, to-day, not merely as the Representative of the 
district which be once represented, of the State in which he lived, 
of the people among whom he did his lite-work and now rests; not in 
an official 5 simply as a Representative, but also as a member 
ol the same bar and a friend of many years’ standing. He 
was my father’s triend. He was my brother's preceptor. He was my 
relative's partner. He was connected with me by every tie that two 
men not of the same blood can possibly have to bind them together in 
the same community. We have been together days at a time on the 
same side of important causes; we have led on opposite sides. We 
haveshared common ambitions. He knew that I no ambition that 
was not subordinate to my belief that he was better fitted tor public 
service than I, and there never was a day that I did not have reason 
to believe that there was no favor which I could ask of the people 
among whom we lived that he would not do whatever he could to have 
it granted. 

Standing to-day almost in the seat which he occupied when he was 
a member of this House, using language that I believe to be of the 
severest truth, Iavouch that in the hundred years of Congressional 
history the American Union has never had in either Honse of Congress 
a native son who loved her more, who more deeply, tenderly, and rev- 
erently understood her institutions and was more earnestly, diligently, 
and faithfully devoted to them than this foreigner; and that confidence 
and affection which Kentucky exhibited in him during a quarter of a 
century were honestly won and entirely deserved. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, eminent achievements deserve com- 
memoration. The useful and conspicuous life should and does com- 
mand admiration, The man who overcomes and takes his place among 
the best merits the honor that will unfailingly cometohim. The man 
of absolute integrity and of supreme devotion to his convictions will 
not be denied a place among the great. He is, indeed, great, for he 
has so wrought that his very spirit and nature have harmoniously un- 
folded as if in the light of a Creator's smile. Men of faults, even, will 
be rightfully honored when, in spite of these faults, virtues have been 
cherished, nurtured, and, through exercise, made majestic. 

When a life ends which has resulted to its possessor in the attain- 
ment of merited honor, challenging the admiration of those to whom 
life is prolonged, why may they not cease their own work for awhile 
and learn the lessons of life and of death? It is not amiss to let our 
business cease, our heated discussions have a pause, and we, in a quiet 
surrender of mind and heart to nobler emotions, study the teachings 
of human conduct. i 

The late honorable James B. Beck was born in Scotland. He was 
neither better nor worse for that, While, without doubt, he had good 
blood in his veins, he had a richer heritagethan blood. Hehad a will 
to work and to work well, whether as the tender of horses or a resister 
to the burdens and drawbacks of poverty inthe New World. Among 
strangers, by unremitting toil he brought himself from the lower to 
the higher places in his adopted State. He earned the place he held, 
when, in 1867, the people of his Congressional district first gave him a 
seat in this House. He had earned it by habits of study and self-im- 
provement. He came here wellequipped. He was forty-five years of 
age when first elected. He was then in the very prime and vigor ot 
life, rugged,of body and of mind. With the exception of two years his 
entire life, aiter March 4, 1867, was spent in public labors. 

My acquaintance with the late Senator began with the opening of 
the Forty-second Congress, March 4, 1871. This acquaintance was 
but general. I very soon, however, learned to hold him in high re- 
gr. His boldness and unquestioned honesty claimed admiration. 
was eminently bold and fearless in the defense of his political opin- 


ions. He was not an orator, He spoke with force and remarkable di- 
rectness, He had in him no evasions, His convictions were his own 
and his opinions were not borrowed. While courteous to antagonists, 
he gave no quarter and expected none. Few men have served in Con- 
gress during the last twenty years who have left a better name than 
James B, Beck. His character was never assailed. His pub- 
lic duties were met with singular devotion. He became, in habit and 
taste, a thorough American. 

Other members of this House who here to-day will take part in these 
ceremonies can far more appropriately than myself dwell upon his per- 
sonal life. They knew him better. They knew him in his home, in 
his social relations. I could not, however, decline to utter a few sen- 
tences during these memorial services. : 

He seems, in my mind, to have been one of God's noblemen, honest, 
upright, earnest, intelligent, conscientious, and thoroughly loyal to 
every private and public duty. I had the honor to attend his burial 
in the city of Lexington. It was a beautiful day. The streets and 
the cemetery grounds were filled with men and women who honored 
and loved the distinguished Senator, They found their way to the 
open grave and rendered the burial service profoundly impressive, 
Standing by the grave when the body, all that was left of the eminent 
statesman, was lowered into it, bordered iv profusion by nature’s rich- 
est emblems of love and affection, and there recalling the intensely 
busy and laborious life he had spent in the*public service for nearly a 
quarter of a century, there came to me these words of the poet: 


Weep not for him who dieth, 
For he sleeps and is at rest, 

And the couch whereon he lieth 
Is the green earth's quiet breast. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, a great statesman, an eminent cit- 
izen, is dead. He sleeps now in peace and honor in the bosom of the 
State he loved so devotedly and served so faithfully. The history of 
his splendid public services and his noble personal traits will be pre- 
served as long as our Republic lasts. 

James B. Beck was born in Dumfriesshire, Scotland, on the 13th day 
of February, 1822. He seemed to imbibe from the healthful atmos- 
phere and lofty mountains around his home vigor of mind and body, 
while the sunny scenes, singing brooks, and lovely lakes of this-section 
helped to bless him with a happy, affectionate disposition. The his- 
torical glories of Dumfries, the fame of her Douglasses, Bruces, Kirk- 

tricks, and also of Robert Burns, who resided there for a few years, 

pressed him and stimulated his energies and aroused his ambition 
for the accomplishment of the wonderful results which crowned his 
efforts in afteryears, 

‘When he was sixteen years of age he bade farewell to bonny Scotland 
and joined his father, who had emigrated to America in 1825 and who 
became a prosperous farmer in Wyoming County, New York. A few 
years proved to young Beck that farming was not his vocation and he 
determined to devote himself to intellectual efforts. With aprescience 
that was both remarkable and accurate he selected Lexington, Ky., as 
the arena of his life contest, the home of his happiness and success. 

This noble Scot knew what he could do. He knew his birthright. 
He felt the glow of his superior intellect, the strength of his will- 
power, the fire of his ambition, the purity of his character, the splen- 
did equipments with which God had blessed him, aud he disdained to 
seek an easy, obscure place, but with the courage of his convictions 
and with *‘Jance at rest and visor down“ at twenty-one years of 
he appeared at Lexington, Ky., where Henry Clay, John J. Critten- 
den, the Breckinridges, Thomas Marshall, and a host of others had 
already won national fame. Undaunted, undiscouraged, and unknown, 
with no friends or relatives and with no fortune, save the health and 
strength and mind with which God had blessed him, he began a con- 
test that was crowned with almost every triumph which grateful and 
admiring people could bestow, and which splendidly illustrated the 
opportunities of trae manhood in America and the outcome 3 
sibilities of all men under the generous influences of our free tu- 
tions, no matter where born. 4 

In 1843 he managed a farm and devoted his nights to the study of 
law, and in 1846 he received his diploma from Transylvania Univer- 
sity and commenced the practice of law in a judicial district famous 
for its able and eloquent lawyers. For twenty-one years he was un- 
ceasing and untiring in his devotion to his profession, and gradually 
forced his way to eminence and to distinction. The history of Ken- 
tucky is luminous with the names of able and accomplished lawyers, 
but amid the brightest and ablest in her galaxy will always be found 
the name of James B. Beck. 

It was while he was practicing law that I first knew him. His phys- 
ical force, intellectual energy, and unswerving devotion to the interests 
of his clients immediately attracted my admiration. Afterwards his 
genial, kindly nature, his ready encouragement of young attorneys, and 
his fidelity to the honor and dignity of the profession won my friend- 
ship and respect, which grew and strengthened through all the years 
of his professional and public life. 

When Mr. Beck commenced his political life in 1867 as a Represent- 
ative in the Fortieth Congress he was in the prime of a noble man- 
hood. Study, experience, training at the bar, association with many 
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of the ablest and most accomplished men of our country had burnished 
and strengthened his intellect, and he soon proved in the councils of 
the nation that he was a worthy successor of the great statesman who 
had preceded him from the Ashland district, and that he would he able 
to give additional luster to the history of this already famous district. 

The great crisis through which our Republic had just passed, the 
passions and prejudices engendered, the transition from terrible civil 
war to peace and order and reconciliation, demanded and received from 
him the closestand most careful consideration. Like a great gladiator, 
he threw himself into his work, and his intellectual force, endurance, 
courage, and devotion to justice, fair play, peace, and reconciliation 
will always be remembered with gratitude by millions of his ſellow- 
citizens. 

Mr. Beck was four times elected a Representative in the Congress of 
the United States and then declined a re-election as Representative. 
T have the honor to represent now five of the counties formerly repre- 
sented by bim, and I have had many evidences ot his wonderfal popu- 
larity and of the love and confidence lavished on him by the people. 

His election to the Senate of the United States in 1876, his re-election 
in 1882, and his election again in 1888 (he being the second man 
ever elected Senator three successive terms in Kentucky) proves the 
estimation in which he was held by the people of his adopted State, and 
shows also with what fidelity and acceptability he had always attended 
to their interests. 

As a Senator he had a broader field of usefulness, and as he became 
more conspicuous he achieved a greater national reputation. He wasan 
acknowledged leader in the House of Representatives among such men 
as Blaine, Randall, Kelley, Knott, Logan, Cox, Garfield, HoLMAN, and 
Colfax, and he was an acknowledged Democratic leader when Bayard, 
Thurman, McDonald, Lamar, Garland, Gordon, and Hill were his col- 
leagues in the Senate; and he was for years chairman of the Demo- 
cratic caucus of the Senate. 

His unflagging, unfailing, unceasing work on the Committees on 
Reconstruction, Appropriations, and Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives, and on the Committees on Finance and Appropriations 
in the Senate, and his speeches on bills reported by these committees 
and on almost every important question coosidered in Congress during 
his public service so intimately identified him with American history 
that a sketch of his life is a sketch of his country’s history for a quar- 
ter of a century. 

In his native land people watched his career with pride and pleasure 
and never forgot him. A writer for an Edinburgh paper a few months 
ago said: 

Those who would see Mr. Beck at his best should see him on the floor of the 
Senate when some economic question is before that body. On such occasions 
he is full of fire and force, His mighty arms swing like hammers. His Scotch 
tongue thunders out the shortest and simplest Anglo-Saxon words that can be 
found te com his terse sentences. Now and then the clenched fist comes 
down on his desk with telling force. The whole speech is made up of factsand 
statistics. Like Joseph Hume, he is a man of figures, and like him he speaks 
likea problem in mathematics, 

He never forgot Scotland, but always spoke with affection and ten- 
derness of his dear native land. The following was one of his favor- 
ite quotations: 


Land of brown heath and shaggy wood; 
Land of the mountain and the flood. 
Land of my sires, what mortal hand 
Can e’er untie the filial band 

That knits me to thy rugged strand? 

He loved his adopted country with an unchanging affection. In 
every pulsation of his heart he was an American, devoted to popular 
rights, individual freedom, and self-government, and proud of the glory 
and watchful of the honor of the land wherein he had been welcomed 
and honored and to which he had dedicated his life. 

He was the faithful friend and champion of the people. No man 
ever had better opportunities than he for knowing and understanding 
them. He came from the ranks of the people and he loved to be close 
to them, and he had an abiding confidence in the integrity and patriot- 
ism of the masses. Like Ben Adhem, he would say: 

Write me as one that loves his fellow-men. 


Tie was honest and candid and fair in all the walks of life. In his 
whole career no breath of suspicion ever assailed his integrity or dimmed 
the brightness of his honor, and, whether we view him as citizen, law- 
yer, or Congressman, we see the impress of his splendid mind and the 
luster of his honest, noble manhood, 

As a husband and father he was loving, faithful, and tender. His 
home was the place of his greatest happiness. He loved his children, 
and he warmly appreciated the unchanging Jove and devotion of his 
noble wile, who preceded him to the grave but a few years ago. 

Mr. Speaker, in the midst of life we are in death.“ On the 3d day 
of May last, when the spring flowers were blooming-and the evening 
zephyrs were whispering words of hope and encouragement and all 
nature was redolent and glorious with God's blessings, Senator Beck 
died. In a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, with his harness on 
and the effalgence of his intellect the sunshine of his disposition 
and the purity of his patriotism unimpaired, death claimed him and 

he went from the heights of earthly honors to the realms of immor- 
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tality. Weshall miss him in the councils of the nation, we shall miss 
him in the State of his adoption where he was loved and 80 
sincerely, we shall miss him as a friend and as a colaborer in public 
affairs. In his life and achievements we have a grand example to 
strengthen manhood and encourage youth. In his death we mourn 
the loss of a great and good man, 

In halls of state he stood for many years 

Like fabled knight, his Rays all aglow, 

Receiving, giving sternly, blow for blow, 

Champion of right! But from eternity’s far shore 


Thy spiris will return to join the strife no more. 
Rest citizen, statesman, rest; thy troubled life is o'er, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there is no age of mediocrity in Amer- 
ican history. On the birth of the nation and at every period since, 
each generation, giving itself to the living questions of its time, has 
furnished leaders of thought eminently qualified for their task. If, 
while the battle was waged, fierce passions and conduct marred its 
heroism, afterwards these have disappeared, leaving the qualities of 
learning. statesmanship, patriotism, and courage, the pride and heri- 
tage to their children. 

Washington, Hamilton, John Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Franklin, 
we all proudly claim as Americans. So passing along each decade we 
can readily enumerate great names on either side of all political con- 
tests, point to the elements of greatness developed in their lives, and 
rejoice that they were our countrymen. 

If inequalities seem to exist at different periods in the proportions 
of men they are the inequalities of opportunity rather than of great 
qualities. 

We revel in the burning eloquence of Patrick Henry which caught 
its fire from the deep-seated and distinctly tabulated wrongs inflicted 
by the mother country on his countrymen. 

We kneel at the shrine of Washington because he led our armies to 
a victory unattainable but for our isolated position, and every step 
of our country’s progress in wealth and population and power intensi- 
fies the glamour about his name, The emergencies of war, of diplo- 
macy, and statesmanship then were great, and made men who met 
them great. The air even to-day tingles with the praise of hundreds 
of those who made and sustained the young Republic, As it grew and 
became confident in its strength, war and diplomacy occupied an in- 
significant place in the national life. Internal questions commanded 
publicattention, and our marvelous development up to the civil war and 
subsequently isa tribute to American statesmanship which whenstudied 
glorifies it beyond even our heroic period. I can not speak with au- 
thority of that great conflict. This must be done, to be well done, by 
those who follow us. 

From 1873 until now I have been a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Taking my seat in this body I soon learned the men des- 
ignated by its high intelligence as most eminent in the national coun- 
cils, In the House were Blaine, Gartield, Kerr, and Beck; in the Sen- 
ate were EDMUNDS, SHERMAN, Morton, Thurman, and Bayard. I 
might name others. It is easier to name these. 

Turn over the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS of this period. 
Ponder the debates on the great public questions. If the problem is 
the reconstruction of the Southern States, or our system of taxation, or 
our expenditures and the propriety of them, or onr financial system, 
foremost you will find there this Kentuckian, his mind a great store- 
house of facts, immensely comprehending the pending issue, plying his 
opponents with the most powerful argumentation and evincing a cour- 
age and energy which never failed him in any situation. He was easily 
great. Coming to the House of Representatives he was at once a leader. 
Entering the Senate he at once successfully asserted himself the peer 
of its most distinguished men. 

His life was devoted to his country’sservice. To it his death is dis- 
tinctly attributable. The event is a national calamity. His immor- 
tality is embalmed in the records of the debates and legislation of his 
country. This he did for himself. It was not left for admiring friends 
to paint his likeness for the present or future times. He strode the 
pathway of greatness by inherent strength of mind, character, and 
toil. From the humbler walks of life in Scotland he rose to the highest 
eminence attainable by a foreigner here. e deserved more. The 
constitutional limitation which barred him from it should be shaken 
off by this great nation. The hour which gave birth to such jealonsy 
has passed away from us. No foreigner is great here except as he be- 
comes an American. 

If Mr. Beck inherited from his Scotch birth and associations a love 
for liberty, sobriety, and industry, so did our ancestors transmit to us 
like qualities. When he came to us he found a people whose charactez 
and aspirations were on lines parallel to hisown countrymen. He was 
easily an American. His life-work was American, his countrymen 
were Americans. His remains rest not far from the remains of Henry 
Clay and John C. Breckinridge, and the people of Kentucky, genera- 
tion Ae ee will point with pride to the graves of these her 
great chi ns, The gallant sons and lovely daughters of that State 
poured out their generous grief over his death in such measure as hon- 
ored them and him. There was a beauty in it which stirred my ad- 
miration for both, such as I had never experienced before. He belonged 
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not to them alone. He was one of the ornaments of his coun 
age, and humanity. Pure patriot, great statesman, devoted husband, 
parent, and friend, sadly, reluctantly our utterance ends, only to sink 
us into silent, unutterable, unending grief that thou art gone. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to put on 
record the fact of the high esteem in which I held Mr. Beck and the 
great appreciation I had of him as a citizen of the State of Kentucky 
and asa public servant., No language can fully explain his real worth 
to his country; and all that may be said on this occasion will seem to 
those who have known him as only an index to his character. 

Though an adopted son of Kentucky, his name, fame, and achieve- 
ments stand upon as high a plane and shine a¥ bright as any of her 
long list of noble, honored sons. 

From his first entrance into public life the people of his State recog- 
nized his ability and usefulness. Soon his name became familiar to 
every section of this broad land, and everybody conceded his greatness 
as a statesman and patriot. As the years went by he somewhat wearied 
of official life and would gladly have given it up, but a demand went 
up from all over Kentucky that the district which had sent Clay, Crit- 
tenden, and Breckinridge to the councils of the nation should not per- 
mit so worthy a successor to retire till he had stood upon the highest 
political point possible for any one not bornin Americatoreach. Then 
it was he yielded to the wish of the people and agreed to continue in 
Congress, 

After eight years’ service in the lower House, he was elected to the 
Senate, and was twice re-elected, and his term of service there would 
only have been limited by the length of his life. His name is known 
and loved in every household in Kentucky, and when the news of his 
death flashed over the wires sorrow and sadness entered every mansion 
and hamlet in the great State. He was the friend of all the people, 
and so willing was he to listen to and serve them every one that they 
seemed to think his herculean frame and giant mind could never tire 
or need rest. 

Mr. Speaker, I have little doubt that his eftorts to do all that was 
asked of him after the election in 1884 had much to do with bringing 
on the fatal malady that ended his life. But James B. Beck is not 
dead. His mortal body has lost its vitality and has been laid in the 
grave, on the spot of his own selection, by the side of his beloved and 
devoted wife, and is there moldering into dust. His soul is in the 
great beyond; where, none of us can tell, That is not ſor me to discuss. 
The matter of life after death of the body was with him and his God. 
Let us hope that all is well with him on the other side.“ 

But ot his example and achievements and their effect on our race we 
mayspeak. His example is worthy of emulation by all. It gives hope 
and encouragement to every boy in our land who has an ambition to 
make for himself an honored name. Coming to Kentucky at the age of 
manhood, without money or friends, he began life as a laborer, and by 
honesty, industry, and application reached the topmost round of the 
ladder of fame, and with the love and confidence and esteem of all the 
people his life ended. Throughout his career no man has been fonnd 
to pronounce aught against his name. No deed that would cloud the 
fairest and most delicate fabric of fame ever was charged against him, 
Honored and loved by all, he entered into rest. 

Mr. Speaker, to me his death came with such sadness and sorrow as 
only comes to man when his dearest friends die. I had known Mr. Beck 
as a public man during all hisservice in the House of Kepresentatives, 
When he first became a candidate for the Senate I had the honor to be 
a member of the Legislature that had the duty of electing a Senator. 
I espoused his canse because of his pre-eminent ability, because he 
deserved the honor, and because Kentucky needed his services. I shall 
always feel that I did myself honor and my State valuable service in 
casting my vote for him. My personal acquaintance began with him 
then, and I was the recipient of his warm friendship. 

As the years went by the ties between us were strengthened. He 
was always ready to listen to me, to advise and counsel me; and by his 
wisdom I have many times profited and been facilitated in the dis- 
charge of my duties, When the news came to this Hall that Mr. Beck 
had died suddenly as he entered the Baltimore and Potomac depot, for 
one moment I was powerless to respond to the messenger who told me. 
There I found him, surrounded by a few friends, and his daughter, 
whom he loved so well, sitting by him inconsolable in her grief. He 
seemed only to be asleep, quietly taking his rest. Calm, and with noin- 
dication on his features of anxiety or pain, lay the manly form of the great 
statesman, asleep and at rest; but the hearts of his family and friends 
were breaking with sorrow because he was not to wake again till the resur- 
rection morn. His daughter said to me, I want you to advise me 
what to do, for he loved you.“ That sentence, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
be proud of and shall cherish as long as I live. To be his trusted friend 
was honor of which any might be proud. He is gone. His lile’s work 
remains a rich heritage to the people of his State and the country. 
May its influence be the means of brightening the road of life for many 
of America’s toiling sons, and may his words of wisdom bear rich fruit 
in the preservation, perpetuation, and advancement of the liberties of 
the people of our entire country. 


his Mr, HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. 2 the life and charac- 


ter of the late Senator Beck have heen so ably and eloquently presented 
by those who have preceded me in these memorial services that there 
seems to be nothing for me to add in paying tribute to his memory, and 
yet I am glad to bear testimony to his high character. 

It is now something more than nineteen years since I first met and 
made the acquaintance of Senator Beck. He was at that time serving 
in the Forty-second Congress as a member of this body. And, as I re- 
member him, he was then in the full vigor of a noble manhood, robust 
and strong physically and intellectually. Being a native of Scotland, 
whence my paternal ancestors came, and a Representative from a 
State in which my father had his birth, I was perhaps more strongly 
attracted towards him for these reasons. But it was not difficult to 
observe that he occupied an honorable, influential position among his 
fellow-members, and was really one of the strong men of the House, 
To-day, in the light of a better knowledge of his character and services, 
I can safely say that during his eight years of service as a member of 
this House he bore a conspicuous part in its proceedings and served 
his constituents and the country with distinguished ability and with 
an unswerving fidelity to his public duties. 

But, notwithstanding the prominent position which he occupied as 
a member of the House, he of his own choice voluntarily retired to 
private life at the end of his fourth term. He was not, however, long 
permitted to remain a private citizen. Recognizing his eminent worth 
as a man, his great ability as a statesman, and his distinguished serv- 
ices as a Representative in this body, the people of his adopted State 
soon called him to the high office of United States Senator, an office 
which he filled with distinction and honor until death removed him 
from the councils of the nation forever. < 

During all the years of his service in the Senate, Senator Beck was 
one of the conspicuous figures in that distinguished body, He was one 
of the strong leaders of his party associates, as well as an active, earnest, 
able participant in all of the proceedings of the Senate, and no one, as 
E 3 to me, was more devoted and faithful to his public duties 
than he. 5 p 

From my firstacquaintance with him I respected him. As I became 
better acquainted I learned to honor and to admire him for his noble 
character, for his kindly, genial nature, for his intellectual ability, and 
for the many manly virtues which he possessed. 

With this feeling it was with profound sorrow I heard of tke death 
of this truly great man. 

He has fallen; but, while we shall miss him in the Senate Chamber 
and in these legislative halls, we know he has left behind him an 
honorable record and a noble name. 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr, Speaker, representing the metropolitan city of 
the Commonwealth which, in honoring James B, Beck, distinguished 
itself, I would be remiss to duty if I did not place upon record the 
testimonial of love and affection of those who sent me here for their 
dead citizen and Senator. I would indeed be unhappy ever after this 
day should I allow the last page of the liſe's history of the distinguished 
statesman to be made up and the book closed without my havin 
voiced my personal bereavement and sorrow at the loss of a true frien 
and esteemed colleague. A 

There have been many things in my life which have touched my 
heart with pain and darkened for the time my life with sorrow, but 
never have I been so shocked as when, traveling it seemed upon the air, 
the news was borne to this legislative hall that Senator Beck, on his 
arrival in this city from a visit to a man of medical science, had been 
suddenly stricken by death. His colleagues hastened to his side. They 
saw the powerful frame—powerful nolonger—stretchedindeath. They 
gazed upon the features which were never to brighten more. The lines 
of the face were not hardened, the marks of distress or dread distorted 
it not; peace and contentment were there, and bore evidence that the 
distinguished statesman had entered upon his long sleep— 


Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams, 


As we stood by this dead form we felt that a loss had come to Ken- 
tucky, to the nation, to the world. The mournful days which followed 
that event, the errand of sorrow which carried his colleagues on this 
floor and the committees of both Houses of Congress back to the home 
and the people he loved so well, and placed his remains in that city of 
the dead where dwell already the shades of Breckinridge and of Clay, 
and left him to repose, after the work of a busy life was ended, wait- 
ing the rewards of a great hereafter, are all past, but will not be for- 
gotten. 


We of the Fiftieth Congress who believed in the doctrines he so 
tenaciously beld and so ably expounded, after the successful passage 
through this House of a measure we thought freighted with so much 
good for the millions of the nation, turned instinctively to Senator Beck 
as its firmest friend and ablest advocate in the body he honored by his 
membership, We were stricken with sorrow and dismay when it was 
said that, standing on his feet in the Senate of the United States, this 
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man of iron constitution and indomitable will had been compelled to 
utter in regretful tones the pathetic words: 


For the first time in twenty years of Congressional life I find myself unable 
to discharge my duty. 


Stricken at his post by an enemy which never yet was conquered, 
Senator Beck would not surrender. Stretched upon a bed of sickness, 
he dictated his views upon the subject of the measure of reform this 
House had sent the Senate; and it is fitting that his last public work 
should have related to the cause which he had earnestly espoused, thor- 
oughly investigated, and completely mastered. 

ithout kith or kin of influence to push him onward in the world, 
this son of Scotland, when a mere lad, sought a home in hospitable 
America. Thestory of his life, the trials of youth, the difficulties which 
surrounded him, the obstacles in his path, the success and triumphs of 
his career —all these furnish a history full of interest to those who would 
learn what determination, industry, and ambition can accomplish. 
Locating in that section of Kentucky which is justly proud of its beauty 
and is boastinl of the blue blood which flows in its veins, this Scotch 
lad, of obseure birth and withont means, save such only as he could 
gather at the price of honest sweat from a manly brow, won his way 
step by step, until as a lawyer he was the associate in business of the 
udest son the famed Blue Grass had ever known and loved—John C. 
ridge—and eventually followed in his footsteps to this body and 
to the Senate of the United States, the second office in the Govern- 
ment, but the highest one to which one of foreign birth can aspire in 
the Republic. 

It was no charm of manner which won for him distinction, for he 
was of rough exterior, albeit of as true and kind a heart as ever 
thrdébbed in human breast. It was not because he was a born orator, 
for the celestial gift of eloquence was not his birthright; he was a 
Demosthenes, not a Cicero. It was not because he had the arts of the 

litician. for he had no policy. He was blunt of speech, loved truth, 

ted falsehood, and scorned deceit. He won success by the genius of 
labor. He commanded the esteem of the nation because of the hoa- 
esty of his purposes and his devotion to the right. He worked with 
all his might, he shirked no duty, he neglec‘ed no trust, he betrayed 
no confidence. In the discharge of the functions of his high office he 
was true to bimself, his party, bis State, and the Republic. He leaves 
to the daughter ho loved so well, to the son about whom his hopes 
clustered so fondly, the heritage of a spotless name, and one forever to 
be honored by the nation he served. 
. Kentucky feels her loss. The Scotch lad she adopted into her house- 
hold became to her as dear as if he was bone of her bone and flesh 
of her flesh, and James B. Beck, whilst he never forgot the land of 
his nativity or ceased to love it, adopted the manners and the ways of 
Kentucky, and loved her with a devotion as great as if he had been born 
of her womb and had been nursed at her breast. Kentucky through- 
out all her borders mourns his death and will cherish his memory with 
that of ber Crittenden, her Marshall, her Breckinridge, and her Clay, 
as one who has contributed to her greatness and added to her renown. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, we can ail feel, but none can ade- 
quately describe, the loss our country has sustained in the death of 
Senator Beck. When I entered Kentucky University as a student, in 

` 1867, he had just been elected to Congress from that, the Lexington 
district. His reputation was good then, and I took that pride in watch- 
ing his course that is natural for one who wasrecitingin thesame rooms 
where he had recited years before. When I came to this House, in 
March, 1879, he had been transferred to the Senate, his fame had gone 
beyond the continent, and he was known throughout the South as one 
of its greatest benefactors and to the whole country as one of its greatest 
statesmen. 

Mr. Beck lived in two ages of the world. When he was born there was 
notarailroad on the globe; there were no telegraphs, no telephones. The 
stage-coach was the fastest means of land travel; the ordinary mail, 
the fastest means of transmitting intelligences. He lived to see the 
time when he could eat, sleep, or work while traveling a mile a min- 
ute; when be could whisper across the country, talk across the State, 
and store away his very voice in the graphophone, to be given off, rich 
Scotch brogue, eloquent intonation, sigh for sigh and sound for sound, 
long after he is gone. He lived to see the lightnings of heaven yield 
to our egg Let his magie mind kept pace with this marvelous 
development his genius kept him in the front rank of the foremost 
of mankind. 

He had those qualities of head and heart which entitle man to suc- 
ceed and cause him to succeed wherever enlightened civilization hath 
sway. He was bold to the verge of flerceness in his opposition to and 
denunciation of oppression and wrong. He was gentle to the verge of 
effeminacy in his treatment of the weak, humble, or oppressed. 

In society he recognized but one aristocracy, a combination of intel- 
ligence and integrity. 

In life he had one motto, aconscientious discharge of every duty. 

In government his maxim was that of the great founder of his party, 
Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, 
political or religious.“ 


He was a Scotchman. He was from a country of which may be truly 
said what Byron so beautifully wrote of Corinth: 


han 
The 's breath, the whirlwind's shock, 
Have left untouched her hoary rock. 

Hé was descended from that brave and patriotic race that resisted 
alike the invasions of the warlike and all-conquering Romans of ancient 
times and the disciplined English soldiers of more modern times. His 
country could be overran, but his people could not be conquered. 

From Scotland to the uttermost parts of the earth her sons have 
migrated, making patient, painstaking, patriotic citizens wherever 
they have gone. Spreading out over Ireland and blending with that 
people, a race has been created known as Scotch-Irish, combining the 
pertinacity of the Scotch with the enthusiasm of the Irish, which has 
given to the field many of its bravest soldiers and to the forum many 
of its most eloquent orators. He was proud that he was born in Scot- 
land, but he was much prouder that he lived in free America. 

Born in 1822, immigrating to the United States in 1838, he first a 
peared in Lexington, Ky., in 1843, Henry Clay was in his zenith; 
and as a part of the same marvelous intellectual constellation, younger 
but famous or destined to fame, surrounding him were Tom a 
John J. Crittenden, and John C, Breckinridge. Yetin this group of 
illustrious men James B. Beck was illustrious. The great Common- 
wealth of Kentucky was congenial soil to which to transplant this 
promising scion of Scotland. Her brave and generous sons were fit as- 
sociates for such a man; her eloquent orators were a fortunate inspira- 
tion for such a soaring spirit. 

Sir, the freedom of thought and action which Kentucky tolerates 
and enconrages in her representatives has done much to enable them 
to achieve that fame for which they are distinguished. She requiresat 
their hands simply ability and integrity, and then leaves all to their 
judgment and discretion. Thus untrammeled Mr. Beck entered upon 
his Congressional career. 

The greatest civil war the world ever witnessed had just closed. 
Living midway between the contending sections and having taken no 
part in the fratricidal strife, he raised his voice in favor of a union of 
hearts as well as of States. He saw, what should have been apparent 
to all, that there could not be a destruction of local self-government 
in some of the States without its destruction in all. Hence, with all 
the earnestness of his intense nature, he pleaded for the integrity of 
every State and the freedom of every citizen. 

I know this is not the time to detail all the horrors and misfortunes 
of that period. Vet it is also true that he who would do full justice 
to the memory of Mr. Beck and to his noble and patriotic deeds must 
not altogether avoid them. He looked out and saw his country blood- 
blotted, many of its citizens disfranchised, and many of the State 
governments in reckless hands, To restore the ballot to the citizen, 
local self-government to the States, and fraternal peace to the whole 
country was his ambition. 

He lived to see the shackles of disfranchisement fall from the limbs 
of his people and to see them go untrammeled to the polls. He lived 
to see the States, as bright stars, back in our political constellation. 
He lived to see a prostrate people rise up and become p us. And, 
thank heaven, he lived to hear the plaudits ot a grateful people, who 
will teach their children and their children’s children to revere the 
name and prolong the fame of James B. Beck. 


[Mr. HOOKER withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I first met Mr. Beck asa member of 
the Forty-third Congress. He had for several terms prior to that been 
a member of the House. This was the first term to which I had been 
elected. Mr. Beck’s fame as a party leader wasalready a household 
word. He was at that time the leader of his party in the lower House, 
and u all matters pertaining to great public and economic ques- 
tions he ranked among the ablest of the body that included Speaker 
Blaine, General Butler of Massachusetts, Randall of Pennsylvania, 
and Cox of New York. The State of Kentucky, his adopted State, 
after that transferred him from the Heuse to the Senate, where he 
served continuonsly until his untimely death. 

Kentucky has always with commendable pride and patriotic im- 
pulses endeavored to select her brainiest men for positions in the na- 
tional councils, Mr. Clay and Crittenden, Breckinridge, and her Mar- 
shalls have made the name of Kentucky famous for great men, Mr. 
Beck will be ranked with these, not only in the memory of Kentuckians, 
but throughout the nation. He was a man of great physical and mental 

wers; standing 6 feet orover, broad-shouldered and well proportioned, 

e presented the picture of a Hercules. Those who remember him 
in fierce debate will never forget that stalwart form standing almost 
erect, yet as his subject warmed up he became more and morezealous 
in his cause, slowly leaning forward with his brawny arm reaching 
above his head, his clenched fist in an attitude as if to weld the forco 
of his ment, typical of the sledge-hammer blows he dealt his oppo- 
nent. life was a life of work. He was not content with that ease 
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that passable modiocrity would have accorded him, but his ambition 


was to excel, g 
a member of two of the most important committees of the 


Senate, the Committees on Finance and Appropriations, opened a fleld 
worthy of his great mental and physical powers. He was known to 
work not only for a whole day, but until late hours at night. No 


ordinary man could have performed the labor that Mr. Beck did; yet 
he seemed merry and cheery withal, and apparently no inroad was 
made u his strong constitution; but when the crash came it was a 
sudden letting down of the whole system, which soon ended in death. 

He was the leader of his party in the Senate, the idol of his party 
throughout the country. : i] 

His great abilities, his unswerving fidelity to duty, with his known 
integrity of purpose and sympathy with the great mass of the common 
people, caused a nation to mourn his loss. There was no man re- 
spected more than Mr. Beck by his political opponents. He was fair 
and just in debate, and never sought by indirection or vacillation to 
evade an issue. He was an oracle on the tariff question and the great 
leader of the country on matters of currency and finance. His sym- 
pathies were with the debtors and the oppressed and he never fora 
moment faltered in his devotion to the masses against the classes, and 
in him the common people of the country had a powerful friend, on 
whom they knew they could always rely. 

It is no undeserved eulogy to Mr. Beck to say that no man in public life 
in our history had gained the confidence of the people as to his integrity 
of purpose, or their respect to his great abilities, thathe had. Calhoun 
might haye had more ability and keener logic, Webster a greater Re 
fundity in constitutional law and theory of Government, Mr. y 
may have excelled him in his captivating manners and brilliant ora- 
tory, but none of these was the superior of Mr. Beck in breadth of 
intellector the extent of his work or in patriotic purpose to serve his 


country. 
Me BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen who ex- 
to participate in thesa ceremonies have been detained by iliness 
and other causes. I ask that they and such others as desire may be 
allowed to print remarks in the RECORD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the resolutions be now adopted. 
The resolutions were adopted. 
The effect of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY), 
adoption of the resolutions is to adjourn the House. 
Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m. ) the House adjourned. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: i 
By Mr. FRANK: 

Resolved, That the Rules of the House of Representatives be amended by add- 

ing to clause 2 of Rule XV the following: 5 A 
Upon the a of a quorum, the question pen when the call of the 

House was ordered shall 9 on in order and shall be finally dis- 
posed of by a yea-and-nay vote. embers ery eas Be the call of the House 
and entered upon the Journal as present shall be considered as present, and if 
not voting upon the question pending shall be noted by the Clerk, and so re- 
corded in the Journal; x 


to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. MCKINLEY: 


Resolved, That after the i of this resolation the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union shall bedischarged from the further considera- 
tion of Honse bill No. 9416 with Senate amendments thereto, and the same shall 
be considered in the House; thatafter hours of debate it shall be in order 
in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said bill in 
gross, and agree to a committee of conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, and the House shall, without further delay, 

to vote upon said motion; 
to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. MoCREARY: 

Resolved, That the killing of General Barrundia, on the steamer Acapulco, by 
the authorities of Gautemala, while on board an American ship, and while 
under the protection of the flag of the United States, demands an immediate in- 
jon, and the President of the United States is requested, if not incom- 
—.— with the public interest, to transmit to the House of Representatives all 

formation in h n con this transaction; 7 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
of the Senate (S. 2639) for the relief of Mrs. Selma, Bestor, Orson H. 
Bestor, and E. Francis Riggs, accompanied by a report (No. 3083)—to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. 
Thompson, accompanied by a report (No. 3084)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5146) for the relief ot 
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William D. O’Brien, accompanied by a re (No. 3085)—to the Com- 
Mitte of he — sh Be ce 
Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F, 
Takon, soom amare by a report (No. 3036)—to the Committee of the 
ole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS.’ 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 12031) for the erection of a 
ager building at the city of Forest City, Ark.—to the Committee on 

ublic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12032) for the erection of a public building at the 
ay of anaia Ark,—to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and 

roun 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12033) for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Paragould, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 
was made: 

A bill (H. R. 7924) granting a pension to Christian C. Whistler—Com- ~ 
ri on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 8 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETE. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 12034) for the relief of James 
B. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 12035) forthe relief of L. P. FEATH- 
ERSTON—+to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12036) granting a pension to John 
A. Pitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12037) for the relief of 
George L. Key—to the Committee on War Claims. d 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12038) granting a pension to W. 
8. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12039) torelieve William Woodmansee of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12040) granting a pension to 
Antoinette Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 4 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Nine petitions of various boards of trade, cham- 
bers of commerce, and merchants, praying for the passage of House 
bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxes at railroad stations—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for the passage of House bill 11032, for 
zeia of John E. Tharp, of Iola, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana (by request): Remonstrance of citi- 
zens of Indiana, against placing binder-twine on the free-list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Cephas T. Dibble and 60 others, 
citizens of Michigan City, Ind., for reimbursement of moneys expended 
in theconstruction of Government works—tothe Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of Irving A. Ashley and 60 others, citizens of South 
Bend, Ind., protesting against legislation by Congress compelling rail- 
roads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, September 15, 1890, 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of August 11, papers showing the action taken by the War De- 

ent to prevent the further cutting of timber on the grounds of 
the National Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of June 28, a report 
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relative to the pendency of Spanish and American private land claims; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr.. PLATT presented the petition of W. C. Hart and 21 other 
citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut; the petition of W. E. Day- 
ton and 21 other citizens of Plymouth, Litchfield County, Connecticut; 
the petition of Francis Sage and 16 othercitizens of Litchfield County, 
Connecticut; and the petition of S. M. Cowles and 25 other citizens of 
Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for the of House bill 
8648, known as the pure-ſood bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Hart and 21 other citizens 
of Litchfield County, Connecticut, and the petition of W. E. Dayton 
and 21 other citizens of Plymounth, Litchfield County, Connecticut, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘pure-lard’’ bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented a memorial of citizens of Albany, Ga., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the religions Society of 
Friends of Centre Quarterly Meeting, held at Centre, Clinton County, 
Ohio; a petition of 30 citizens of Clinton County, Ohio; and a petition 
ot the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Clinton County, Ohio, 

raying for the passage of a bill to provide for a commission on the sub- 
feet of the social vice; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, 5 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Kenton County, Ten- 
nessee, and a petition of citizens of Madison County, Tennessee, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the ‘‘ pure-food’’ bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of T. H. Bingham and 77 
others, residents of Carroll County, Mississippi; the petition of W. H. 
Crenshaw and 21 others, residents of Yalobusha County, Mississippi; 
the petition of Walter Jones and 27 others, citizens of Yalobusha 
County, Mississippi; the petition of H. M. Tucker and 47 others, resi- 
dents of Holmes County, Mississippi; the petition of L. B. Williams 
and 61 others, residents of Yazoo County, Mississippi; and the petition 
of S. C. Bains and 40 others, residents of Carroll and Montgomery 
Counties, Missiasippi, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known 
as the Paddock bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 

culture and Forestry. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances 
of Taylor, Salem, Runnells, Palmyra, Council Bluffs, Coon Rapids, 
Davenport, Delta, Webster City, Batavia, Cresco, Ormanville, Lucas 
County, Bayard, Cedar Falls, and Iowa Falls, in the State of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of House bill 283, known as the “‘ pure-lard’’ 
bil, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 

estr, 


. 
Mr. COCKRELL presented tba eee of Henry Troll, late a cap- 
tain of the Second Missouri Artillery, praying for an honorable dis- 
charge instead of dismissal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a paper in the nature of a petition to Con- 
gress, but addressed to myself and my colleague and the Senators from 
Kentucky, praying for the posse of an act authorizing the construc- 
tion of what is called the Choctaw Coal Railway. I also present reso- 
lutions of the rpn Cotton Exchange and Memphis Merchants’ Ex- 
change, recommending the ge of such an act. I move that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the Cotton Exchange and 
Merchants’ Exchange, of Memphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the 
passage of what is known as the Butterworth futures bill and the Con- 
gor lard bill; which was referred to the Committee ou Agriculture and 

‘orestry. 
Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 27 citizens of Brownsyille, 
Texas; a petition of 90 citizens of Council Blufls, Iowa; a petition of 45 
residents of Roanoke, Va, a petition of 226 citizens of Escambia County, 
Florida; a petition of 70 citizensof Floyd County, Georgia; a petition 
of the Jackson (Tenn.) Board of Trade; a petition of 91 citizens of 
Council Bluffs, Iowa; a petition of 100 citizens of Williamston, 
8. C.; a petition of 34 citizens of Piedmont, S. C.; a petition of 
123 citizens ot South Carolina; a petition of 56 citizens of South 
Carolina; a petition of 24 citizens of Jackson, Tenn.; a petition of 
93 citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; a petition of the Grant Farmers’ 
Alliance, Kansas; a petition of C. Riegelman, of Des Moines, Iowa; a 
po of H. A. Babcock, of Ord, Nebr.; a petition of 55 citizens of 
ebraska; a petition of 88 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of citi- 
zens of Nebraska; a petition of 25 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 
55 citizens of Neb a; a petition of 89 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a 
petition of 94 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 91 residents of 
Nebr. ; a petition of 51 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 79 


Omaha, 
citizens of Nebraska; a petition of W. Boyd and 185 other citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of T. B. Hergus and other citizens of Lin- 


coln, Nebr.; a petition of E. S. Cashman, of Lincoln; Nebr.; a peti- 


tion of A. W. Aubrey, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of F. Sharpe, of 
Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of J. Simon, of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition 
of P. H. Copeland, of Lincoln, Nebr. ; a petition of 91 citizens of Omaha, 
Nebr.; a petition of 91 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 89 citi- 
zens of Nebraska; a petition of 90 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 
39 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 34 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a 
petition of 14 citizens of Omaha, Nebr.; a petition of 91 citizens of 
Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 57 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 50 
citizens of Nebraska; the petition of J. E. Hays, G. E. Emery, and 83 
other citizens of Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition of 86 citizens of Nebraska; 
a petition of 79 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 61 citizens of Gage 
County, Nebraska; a petition of 85 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a peti- 
tion of 56 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 61 citizens of Nebraska; a 
petition of 54 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a petition of 12 citizens of 
Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition of 45 residents of Beatrice, Nebr. ; a petition 
of 44 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 57 citizens of Nebraska; a 
petition of 88 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 38 citizens of Nebraska; 
a petition of 90 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 89 citizens of Ne- 
braska; a Pees of 92 citizens of Beatrice, Nebr.; a petition of 27 
citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of 36 citizens of Nebraska, and a 
petition of 72 citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the Pad- 
dock bill to prevent food adulteration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Warnerville (Nebr.) Farmers’ 
Alliance; a petition of August Post, of Moulton, Iowa, in behalf ot the 
National Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of J. H. Powers, president of the 
Nebraska Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of the Plumb Creek (Nebr.) 
Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of the Angus (Nebr. ) Farmers’ Alliance; 
a petition of the Prairie Dog (Nebr.) Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of 
H. Myrick, secretary of the Farmers’ National Political League, of 
Springfield, Mass., and a petition of the Government Valley (Wyoming) 
Farmers’ Alliance, all praying for the passage of the Conger compound- 
Wg bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

Forestry. 

He also presented the telegraphic memorial of D. A. Walden and 
others, of Beatrice, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of George McClure, 
of De Witt, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial ot D, H. Wheeler and 
others, of Omaha, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of H. C. Clousty, 
of Wilber, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of E. T. Gadd, of Lincoln, 
Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of F. W. McMillan, of Hiawatha, 
Kans.; the telegraphic memorial of Jacob Thaner, of Brown County, 
Kansas; the telegraphic memorial of F. L. Stetson, of Lincoln, Nebr.; 
the telegraphic memorial of F. A. Whittemore, of Long Pine, Nebr.; 
the telegraphic memorial of C. R. Brush and others, of Weeping Water, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of F. W. Baldwin, of Lincoln, Nebr. į 
the telegraphic memorial of E. K. Criley, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of G. F. Hickman, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphio 
memorial of John M. Cotton, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic me- 
morial of H. T. Leming and George Closon, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of Ex-Governor R. W. Furnas, of Brownville, Nebr. ; 
the telegraphic memorial of PaulSchibsby, of Omaha, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of W. B. Howard, D. S. Fitzgerald, and Dennis & 
Co., of Lincoln, Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of A. Kohn, of Cus- 
ter County, Nebraska; the telegraphic memorial of 8. M. Melick, of 
Lincoln, Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of E. C. Harris, of Lincoln, 
Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of L, Gerebrich, of Des Moines, Iowa; 
the telegraphic memorial of T. F. Harron, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the tele- 
graphic memorial of T. M. Swigärt, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic 
memorial of S. H. Craig, S. H. Shank, and E. B. Sherman, of Beatrice, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of R. S. Knode, of Omaha, Nebr.; the 
telegraphic memorial of J. M. Hill and G. L. Bleachly, of Beatrice, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of O. T. Wyate, of Lancaster County, 
Nebraska; the telegraphic memorial of A. C. Davidson, of Omaha, 
Nebr. ; the telegraphic memorial of E. P. Savage, of Lincoln, Nebr.; 
the telegraphic memorial of C. Woodley, of Tecumseh, Nebr. ; the tele- 
grapbic memorial of H. M. Bushnell, of Lincoln, Nebr.; the telegraphic 
memorial of E. F. Test, of Omaha, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of 
J. M. Shultz, of Ogalalla, Nebr.; the telegraphic memorial of John 
Clement, of Cass County, Nebraska; and the telegraphic memorial of 
J. W. Fox, of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Conger compound-lard bill and favoring the passage of the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 21, 
of Dickey County, North Dakota, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were res 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; and 

A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
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the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and | Gronnds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 23 10) for the erection of a 


submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

A bill (H. R. 8529) grantinga pension to Emma G. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 

A bill 525 R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarris-a Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Osborn; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; and 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, 
a pensioner of the war of 1812, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ireport back adversely, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, the bill (S. 4176) to limit the right of entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws, in Wyo- 
ming, and the bill (S. 4187) to limit the right of entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws, both on 
the same general subject. 

I ask that these bills be placed on the Calendar and that the letter 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office concerning the same 
be printed as a report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bills will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
accompanying the same, will be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3688) to set apart a certain tract of land in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, known as townships 17, 18, 19, and 20 north, of 
ranges 11, 12, and 13 east, as a publicpark, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 454) to protect certain purchasers of 
lands from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, to report it ad- 
versely. This bill was directed to be reported adversely because its 
general provisions are embodied in another bill reported favorably from 
the committee and passed by the Senate. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S, 4161) requiring the United States to de- 
fend the title of homesteaders under the laws of the United States in 
all suits where the land is claimed to be mineral because of phosphate 
deposits, to report it with an amendment. I ask that the letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office may be printed as a doc- 
ument in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
darand the accompanying letter will be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4219) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a 
cemetery by the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Kingfisher, Okla- 
homa Territory, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committeeon Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship G. 
W. Jones, of New York, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


gain; 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, 1 te colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; and 

A bill (H. R.9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7718) grantinga pension to Thomas Egan, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 


public building at Colorado Springs, Colo., reported it withan amend- 
ment. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present the conference report on the bill (S. 2781) 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes, which was with- 
drawn on Friday evening last; and I give notice that at the end of the 
consideration of the Calendar this morning I shall move that the Senate 
proceed to consider the report. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4392) to increase the pension of Emily 
S. Marshall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4393) granting an increase of 
pension to Eli Moore Boggs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4394) for the relief of the estate 
of the late Revere W. Gurley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone 
County, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction ofa 
bridge across the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of 
Benton, in the State of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEARST introduced a bill (S. 4397) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of suitable buildings thereon for a military 
pa at San Diego, Cal., and for other purposes; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 122) to print 
the eulogies on Hon. James B. Beck; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CENTRAL AMERICAN TRANSIT COMPANY, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, ifin 
his judgment not incompatible with the public interest, the following docu- 
ments relating to the claim of the Central American Transit Company against 
the Government of Nicaragua: 

1. Amended charter of American Atlantic and Pacific pt gers Company. 
composed of Cornelius Vanderbilt and others, the original of which was sign 
August 27, 1849, and which was ratified by the Legislature of Nicaragua, Sep- 
tember 22, 1849; together with the amendments, modification, and reformed, 
signed and sealed in triplicate, March 9, 1450, by the respective commissioners, 
Gregorio Juares and David L. White, 

2. ree of the Director of Nicaragua in Central America, executed by Nor- 
berto Ramiez, dated at Leon, March 9, 1850, addressed to Sebastian Salinas, sec- 
retary of foreign relations; also signed by Sebastian Salinas. 

3. Charter granted by Nicaragua to the Accessory Transit Com y, signed in 
duplicate in the State of Grenada, Nicaragua, August 14, 1881; psec by Fruto 
Chamorro and Mateo Mayora, and D. L. White, consul and representative of 
the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company, 

4. The decree of the Provincial Presidentof Nicaragua at [irre abate ee 
18, 1856, addressed to the inhabitants of Nicaragua, signed by said vine 
President, Patricio Rival, annulling the said contract or charter September 
1849, granted to the said American Atlantic and PacificShip-Canal Company ae 
modified April 11. 1850, and annulling the said acts of incorporation of said com- 
pany of March 9, 1850. and that ofthe said Accessory Company of August 4, 1551, 
and dissolving and abolishing the said companies. 

5. Convention of June 19, 1857, signed and sealed on said day in the city of 
New York by D. J. de Irisarri, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary appointed by Lardy One forthe United States of America, and bv the Amer- 
jean Atlantic and Pacific Ship-Canal Company by its president, H. G. Stebbins; 
approved and ratified by Maximo Gerez, Thomas Martinez, and G. Juares, July 
2 ia and approved by the other officials of Nicaragua l4th and 16th of Novem- 

T, 1857. 

6. Explanatory articles of October 16, 1857. executed in New York by A. J. de 
Irisarri and H. G. Stebbins, president; also additional article ot October 26, 1857, 
executed by said last-na: parties, approved by the officers of Nicaragua 22d 
and 27th January, 1858. 

7. Convention or contract between the Government of Nicaragua and the 
American Atlanticand Pacific Shi | Company, forming the Central Amer- 
ican Transit Company, made at Managua April 12, 1860, and ratified June 19, 
1861, including the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850. 

8. Amended contract between the Government of Nicaragua and the Central 
American Transit Company, dated November 10, 1863. 

9. Decree of Thomas Martinez, dated at Leon, November 29, 1862, on behalf 
of Nicaragua, declaring the contract or convention of June 19, 1861, void, and 
confiscating the property of the company. 

10. Decree of Nicaragua, dated March 2, 1863, at 8 Castillo, 
directed to the annulment of the contract by Nicaragua with the said Central 
American Transit Company ratitied and sanctioned March 20, 1861, and declar- 
ing that the route, steamers, carriages, and other material destined for the serv- 
ice of the said transit company are the property of the republic and directing 
the seizure thereof, 

11. The acts and decrees of the Nicaragua Legislature and of the other offi- 
cials of that Government, attacking, declaring forfeited, and taking away rights 
under the said contract of November 10, 1-63; this occurring on or about the 
22d of February, 1868. 

12, Any documents or papers in the Department showing that the troops of 
Nicara rua seized the company’s steamers on Lake Nicaragua. and otherwise 
violently took possession of and confiscated their pro y. Also any papers or 
documents on file showing that Tomas Ryon, minister of foreign relations, 
declared that the said Central American Transit Company had forfeited its 
property, ete, 
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12, Protest by Webb and Body and Gebhard of February 19, 1953, against sald 
seizures, forfei d unfriendly acts by Nicaragua. 
14. Protest of Hollenback, September 84 


y acts. 
ofconvention between Nicaragua its minister, Tomas Ryon, 


with 1 Chevalier. 


18. Memorial of she presi and directors of the Contra? American Transit 
5 i 0 ret tho United States, dated 


of the said company, addressed to t 

r Webb, president, and Body, vice-president, of the 
‘ebb, a 

—— American Transit Company, addressed to the Secretary of State Novem- 

be which the Central American Transit Company sent to 


employés, William H. Place, I. Daton Fletcher, before the Am 
San J Nicaragua, March 1 


Copy of letter of e Grori gr = pao ae to the Hon. Thomas H, 

Call, minister to Nicaragua, March 14, 1863, informing the Government of the 

United States of the conduct of the Nicaraguan Government in seizing the 
and property of the Central American Transit Company, etc. 


26, Demand, 18, 1863, by Thomas H. Call, United States minister to 
Niearagua, for the return of the company’s steamers, cto. 
27, Notice by Stebbi on behalf of the Central American Transit Company, 


ins, 
ber 16, 1862, addressed to minister of forcign relations of Nicaragua, notity- 
him that the transit was open. 
Mr. Webb, on behalf of said company, notifies tho Government of Nicara- 
gua that transit was open November 3, 1863. 
29. Martinez to Harridon, May 27, 1863, expressing willingness fo put com- 
Fn seized property in handsof American Minister Dickinson, and admitting 
tthe was o 
30. Protest of W. H. Webb, to Nicaraguan minister of foreign relations, at 
ber 2, 1868. e 


Novem 
ndence by our State Department with the Government 


‘ashington, 
81. Any andal! corres 
of Nicaragua, either before or after the seizure of February 22, 1858, — com- 


s property, of the forfeiture of its contract relating to said matter 
pase yeh, wreath relating to the settlement of said controversy, or relating to a 


treaty touching said matter. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTATION, 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to give a notice that on 
Wednesday morning, at the conclusion of the morning business, I shall 
ask the courtesy of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 11) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
to confer tation to the District of Columbia in the two Houses 
of Congress and in the Electoral College, and the joint resolution (S. R. 
18) proposing an amendment of the Constitution to confer representa- 
tion to the District of Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in 
the Electoral College, being Orders of Business 67 and 68 on the Cal- 
endar, for the purpose of ma brief remarks upon the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On Wednesday? 

Mr. BLAIR. On Wednesday morning, at the conclusion of the 
morning business. I shall not trouble the Senate long. 


WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD, 


Mr. GORMAN. On Friday last the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] moved to recommit to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia the bill (S. 4310) to authorize the Washington and Cumberland 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the District of Columbia, and 
the motion was agreed to. I ay ska to be out of the Chamber at 
the moment. I ask thatthe vote by which the bill was recommitted be 
reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar, as I desire 
to have something to say on that motion before it is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro ve. The bill having been reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and recommitted on Friday 
last, the Senator from Maryland moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was recommitted. Does the Senator desire action on the mo- 
tion new ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thope the Senator will not insist on that. I saw 
from the newspapers, and I believe some gentlemen have spoken to me 
on the subject because they thought they had not had an opportunity 
to be heard in respect of certain local interests involved. I hope the 
Senator will allow the commit ee to hear them. 

Mr. GORMAN, There is no difficulty about the committee giving 
the gentlemen a hearing. The matter is before the committee in an- 
other form, in another bill. But this motion was made d my ab- 
sence, and as it is a matter of very great interest to my State I should 
like to be heard in the Senate before the matter is finally of, 


and I should like to be heard at this session. ‘The only way I can get 
at it is to have the bill placed on the Calendar. I assure the Senator 


from Vermont that there is no trouble about 6 
E og OA E TOCANT of op Ft Albae have heard upon 
ere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there was any reason at all for ing the 
bill on the ground that adverse interests had not been fairly hi the 
committee onght to reconsider the matter and hear all sides, and pos- 
sibly change bill that has been reported in one respect or another. 
I know nothing about the precise merit of it at all. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no objection to that in the world, but that 
will come later on. What I desire is that the bill may be brought be- 
fore the Senate so that I may be heard upon it before the close of this 
session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do I understand the Senator to mean by thatthat 
he having been heard on the bill he will not then object to its being re- 
committed ? 

Mr. GORMAN, Ishall have no earthly objection then to the com- 


“mittee considering the matter, but I desire to be heard on it in the, 


te. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So, if I understand the Senator, he is willing to 
have the bill recommitted after he shall have been heard. In that 
ease I certainly will not object to its being reconsidered. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no objection in the world to its recommit- 
tal to the committee for a full consideration of it afterwards. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that to mean that after the Senator 
shall have been heard he will be willing to recommit it so that the com- 
mittee may again hear the question if anybody desires to be heard. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, yes: there is no trouble about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I have no objection to the motion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; and 
the motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on the District of 
es is reconsidered, and the bill will be placed on the Calen- ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration or 
the Calendar under Rule VII[. The hour assigned for the considera- 
tion of the Calendar under Rule VIII will expire at 1 o’clock and 26 


minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. There are on the Calendar sixteen bridge bills that it 
will require some considerable length of time to read. It is very im- 
portant that the most of them shall be at this session. Some ot 
the railroad corporations have reached the places where the bridges 
are authorized by the bills aad are now waiting. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] has charge of these bills and will be necessarily 
absent inadayortwo. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
a recess to-day at 6 o’clock to 8 this evening for the consideration at 
the evening session of bridge bills alone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think we ought to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent { 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I do not think I can assent to that, because every 
one of these bills is important in looking after the public interests con- 
nected with them and in respect of reservations and saving clauses. 
We know that if we have a special session for them alone this evening 
there will be a very thin attendance—I will not say not a quorum. If 
it is necessary to take action at all, I should hope that the Senator from 
Maine would ask us to do it now rather than then. 

Mr. VEST. Take them up now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let us do it now. 

Mr. FRYE. I will ask, under the circumstances, unanimons con- 
sent that the bridge bills be taken up and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the agreement of the Senate may be vacated, and 
race ak Senate proceed to the consideration of the bridge bills on the 

endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, For the time being. 

Mr. HARRIS. Not vacate the former order, Mr. President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suspend it for the time being. 

Mr, HARRIS. Informally lay it aside for the purpose indicated by 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, And I wish to have it understood that each bill 
shall be subject to objection, just as the Calendar is, so that if some- 
thing needs discussion we can have it. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. The Calendar, un- 
der Rule VIII, is laid aside; and the Chief Clerk will announce the 
first bridge bill on the Calendar to which the Senator from Maine di- 
rects attention. 

Mr. PLUMB. Do I understand that that takes the best part of the 
hour which has been set apart for the Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It takes all of it and more too. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine indicated 
sixteen bridge bills, 

Mr. PLUMB. I object, Mr. President, if I am in time, to this order 
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unless it is made with the understanding that there shall be an hour 
left for the Calendar after the conclusion of this bridge business, which 
is not so important as to displace the entire Calendar, in my judgment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I asked this as a favor to the Senator 
ator from Missouri [Mr, Vest]. Icare not myself whether these bridge 


bills are taken up or not. 

Mr. VEST. It would be a matter of accommodation to me 
if we could dispose of these bridge bills during the week, asI 
expect to leave the city. I have not the slightest interest in 


the matter; but I am constantly in receipt of telegrams and letters from 
companies and individuals interested in the construction of these bridges 
stating that the materials are ready and they desire to goon with their 
ere e but that the construction of entire railroads is prevented 
by the fact that the bridge bills are not passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that cover the whole sixteen, if I may ask? 

Mr. VEST. I can not say that it covers every one, but it covers a 
large number of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to my friend, if he will allow me, that 
the Senator from Missouri have leave to call up during one hour such 
particular bills as are urgent and have an hour with them, so as to 
get on with those that are most pressing, and then we take the next 
hour for the regular Calendar. Will not that do? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a fair compromise. 

Mr. VEST. Several Senators upon this side of the Chamber are 
much more interested from their standpoint than myself. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia [ Mr. COLQUITT} is interested in some of these bills. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have two or three. 

Mr. VEST. I have no particular desire about them, 

Nr. PASCO, There isa bridge bill for my own State in which I have 
no personal interest, but still I would not like to see it excludedif the 
others are taken up. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that we have the bridge bills and then have 
an hour for the Calendar. That is all I want. I have bills on the Cal- 
endar that I have not asked the Senate to take up out of order, but 
that are of great importance to my constituents, and in which I feel 
great interest, and I do not want, at what seems to be a jumping-off 
place, to have some one come in here and take up the time of the Sen- 
ate (which is the only time we can get by common consent) to consider 
matters of general importance on the Calendar, and thus exhaustit and 
make it impossible that other measures shall be considered before ad- 
journment. I do not see any reason why we should not give all the 
other bills a chance. As far as that is concerned, if any preference is 
to be given to bills, I think some other bills might be suggested as well 
as bridge bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimons consent that one hour be now de- 
voted to such bridge bills as are thought by Senators who know about 


them to be urgent; we can not go through with more than about six in | be 


an hour, reading the bills; they are long; and then that we have the 
hour after that for the agreement to come into operation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatisright. 

The PRESIDENT pro 5 The Senator from Vermont asks 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont will permit me to suggest 
that if the Sengte would agree aſter the reading of the Journal to-mor- 
row morning and the transaction of routine morning business to give 
an hour upon bridge bills I think we could go very far towards dispos- 
ing of all of them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not take them up right now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can take them up now, Mr. President? 

Mr. VEST. They will have to be picked out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatcan be done now. While the Chief Clerk is read- 
ing one you can pick out the second. 

Mr. BLAIR. , They are all at the desk. 

Mr. PLUMB. You can pick them all out at the desk. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. 

The PRESIDENT tempore, The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that one hour be devoted to the consideration of 
bridge bills upon the Calendar, and that at the expiration of that hour 
one additional hour be devoted to the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule VITI. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. According to the previous arrangement. 

The PRESIDENT pro re. Yes. Shall the time that has been 
consumed in this discussion be considered in the hour assigned to 
bridge bills? 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. No, begin now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The hour for the consideration of bridge bills upon the Calen- 
dar will expire at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let the Senator from Missouri name the first 
bridge bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
bill indicated by the Senator from Missouri. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER. 


The bill (S. 3895) to amend an act entitled An act to establish a 
railway bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 


7 


5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, toa ee 5 miles 
of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,” approved 
March 3, 1883, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. VEST. On 2, line 13, section 1, the lan should be 
‘corporation organized instead of corporation It 


is a misprint. 
The amendment will be stated. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 13, section 1, it is proposed to 


a the word Senate and to insert organized; so as 
to rea 


A corporation organized under the laws of the State of Illinois. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 16, after 
the word river,“ to strike out between a point to be by them se- 
lected; in line 18, after the word and,“ tostrike out a point to be 
selected by them; and after the word t IIlinois,“ at the end of line 
19, to insert at such point as may be approved by the Secretary of 
War; ” so as to read: 


That the first section of said act be, aud the same is hereby amended by in- 
serting after the word “Company,” in the third line, the words “a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Ilinois = also by 2 word 
„ Farrowtown, in the fourth line, after the word and 

tin,” and inserting i in lieu thereof the word“ Kampsville;“ so that the said sec- 
tion shall read as followa: 

“Be it enacied by the Senate and House of tives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the Litchtield, Carrollton and onas = 
road Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State — Ilinois, 
its successors and assigns, are hereby authorized and ees to erect, es- 
tablish, and maintain a railway bridge across the Illinois River, within 5 miles 
of Columbiana, in Greene County, and within5 miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun 
County,in the State of Illinois, at such a point as may be approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, and that said bridge shall not interfere with the free navi, 
of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river the same shall be and 
determined in the district court of the United States for the —— districtof 
the State of Illinois.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out the remainder of the section, as follows: 


Fic out the word "two," In the seventh line of the second provi ey rages | 
striking out the word! two.“ in the seventh line of the second proviso in 
section, after the word “than ” and before the word “hundred,” and inserting 
follow thereof the word one;“ so that the said second proviso shall read as 
ollows: 

Aud provided, es That, if ans A bridge built under this act shall be constructed 
as a craw-bridge, the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable point, 
and with spans of not less that 160 feet in length in the clear on each side of the 
central or ipio ier of the draw; and the next adjoining spans to the draw 
shall not be less than 150 feet, and said spans shall not be — than 30 feet are 
low-water mark and not less than 10 feet above extreme high-water mark. 
measuring to the bottom chord of the bridge; and the piers of said bridge shall 

parallel with the current of the river w. ere said bridge may be erected.” 


And to insert in lien thereof: 


Also, that section 2 of said act be, and thesame is hereby, amended b: 8 

ng. just before the final proviso of said section, the words and the ge itself 
neil be built as nearly as may be at right angles tothe current of the river at 
the stage of the river most im ee one and no span of said bridge 
shall be less than 150 feet in length, measu: 
the river within the limits of the low-water 
shall the effective discharge area of the river or — Beh channels through 
the draw-spans be unduly diminished oy rip-rap, piles, or other obstructions 

placed abont the piers of said Dees ©. y said company; so that the second 
proviso of said alen That, if ag bridge built und this act shall be constructed 

“An an er 

as a draw-bridge, 33 constructed as a pivot draw- with a 
draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible 
and with of not Jess than 150 feet in length in the clear on 
central or pivot pier of the draw; and the next adjoining spans 
shall not be less than 250 feet, and said span shall not be less than 30 feet above 
low-water mark, and not less than 10 eet above extreme high-water mark, 
measuring to the bottom chord of the bridge; and the me of era bridge shall 
be parallel with the current of the river w said bridge may be erected ; and 
the bridge itself shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles to the current 
3 poesia red reer enya (a Peers teen ion; N= 
span o ge shall lesa than t in length, m righ 
to the current of the river, within the limits of the re Palen 8 
Illinois River; nor shall the e ffective discharge area of the river or navigable 
channels through the draw-spans be unduly ‘timinished D Be tse hing piles, oF or 
other obstructions placed about the piers of said bridge by 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator rise to speak to 
this amendment? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it can be added; but I may as well say what 
I wish to say now. 
The amendment will be agreed to, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether it is or is not necessary that this new authority as to the ad- 
justment and placing of these spans, etc., should in this new author- 
ity be made subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. I do not 
see that in the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the bill before me and I do not 
know about its construction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move to amend, preceding sec- 
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tion 2, at the bottom of page 4, above the first two lines, after the 
word company, by inserting: 


All the rights in this act granted shall be exercised’ subject to the approval 
of the * sran of War. 53 


Very likely the old act has it, and undoubtedly it has, but it is per- 
haps safer to insert it here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

8 CLERK. It is proposed to add to the first section the 
tollowing: 


All the rights in this act granted shall be exercised subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War. d 


The amendment was agreed to, A 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move to add to the section, which I think 
it is always wise and safe to add, as follows: 


The right toamend or repeal this act at the pleasure of Congress is hereby 
expressly reserved, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
32 CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 

wing: $ 

The right to amend or repeal this act at the pleasure of Congress is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi 
was consi as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, to strike out 
‘*Chickasawha’’ and insert Chickasawhay, and at the end of the 
section to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
navigation of said river or rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and 
to secure that object the said coapsa or corporation shall submit to the Sec- 
retary of War for his examination and approval a design and drawings of the 
bridge and a map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 
mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river or 
rivers, the shore lines at high and low water, the location of any other bridge 
or brid and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a 
full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan and 
location of the bri are 5 by the aea of War the bridge shall 
not be built: Provi also, at if any bridge shall be built with unbroken 
and continuous spans they shall conform in length ayd height to the require- 
ments of the Secretary of War; and if any such bridge shall be constructed as 
a draw-bridge the same shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, with a 
draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable point, 
and with spans of such length as the tary of War shall prescribe; and said 
draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the of any 
kind of river craft, including rafts; and, whatever kind of bridge is built, the 
said company or corporation shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset to 
sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board 
may prescribe: And provided also, That if more than one bridge is built under 
this act the above provisions and requirements shall apply to all. 


So as to make the section read: 


That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Mobile, Jackson and Kan- 
sas City Railroad Company, a corporation duly o; ized and existing under 
the laws of the States of Alabama and Mississippi, its successors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and use a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, over 
the Pascagoula River, in the county of Green, in the State of Mississippi, or over 
the two rivers, the Chickasawbay and the Leaf, which form the Pascagoula, 
above their junction in the said county of Green, at such point or points as said 
railroad company may desire or find most practicable in the final location of its 
railroad between the city of Mobile, in the state of Alabama, and either or both 
the city of Jackson and the village of Brandon, in the State of Mississippi, and 
to construct, maintain, and use a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, 
across the Pearl River in or on the line of the county of Rankin, in said State of 
Mississippi, at such point or points as the said railroad company may find most 
practicable and convenient when it shall make.the final location of its line of 
railroad in accordance with the charter to it granted by the State of Mississippi: 
Provided, That any bridge authorized to be constructed, ete, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, to strike out the following 
proviso: : 

Provided always, That the bridges hereby authorized shall be built under and 
subject to such plans and regulations for the public use and enjoyment of such 
rivers as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and plans of such brid: and 
the approaches thereto shall, in advance of construction, be submit to the 
Secretary of War for his examination and approval: riher, That 
should the said railroad com y locate its line so as to cross the Pascagoula 
River, the bridcethereo‘ shall have an approved draw giving a clear opening 
of not less than 60 feet width, 


So as to make the section read: 


Sro. 2. That any and all bridges built under this act shall be lawful structures, 
and the line of railroad and bridges so constructed by the said railroad com- 
pany shall constitute a post-route and shall enjoy all the rights and privileges 
of otber post-roads of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike ont section 3, as follows: 

Sxo, 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
Bage. 
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And to insert in lieu thereof: 

SEC. 3. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date of the approval of this act, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as a new section: 

Sec, 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ALABAMA RIVER. 


The bill (S. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Alabama River at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba 
Valley Railroad Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
maintain,“ to strike out if in the opinion of the Secretary of War 
the same be a public necessity; so as to make the clause read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Selma and Cahawba Valley Railroad Company, a 
corporation existing under the laws of Alabama, its successors and assigus, be, 
and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the Ala. 
bama River at a place suitable to commerce and not interfering with navigar 
tion, at a point at or near Selma, in the State of Alabama, and to lay on orover 
said bridge a track or tracks for tho more perfect connection of any railroad or 
railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or both sides 
thereof at or opposite said pras under the limitations and conditions herein- 
after provided; that said b by shall not interfere with the free navigation of 
said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river, by reason of the construction of 
said bridge, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States in 
and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or 
bridge may be. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railroad trains, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, before the word ‘‘feet,’’ 
to insert and 25;’’ in the same line, after ‘‘channel-way,’’ to insert 
‘tat low water;’’ and in line 16, after the word hundred,“ to insert 
and 25;”’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shail be provided with one or more draw-openin 
each having not less than 125 feet clear channel-way at low water and in addi? 
tion to said draw-openings one or more fixed channel-spans, each having not 
less than 200 feet clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of 
said bridge shall give a clear head room of not less than 10 feet above extreme 
known high-water mark: Provided, That all spans shall be so located as to 
afford the eee possible accommodation to the river trafice, and a draw-open- 
ing shall, if practicable, be located next or nearshore: Provided, also, That, ifthe 
physical characteristics of the locality so require and the interests of naviga- 
tion be notinjured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or the number of draw- 
openings may be reduced: Provided, as. That for any two adjacent draw- 
openings of 125 feet each one draw-opening of 200 feet or more may be substi- 
tuted, if in the opinion of the Secretary of War the interests of navigation be 
not injured thereby. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 13, after the word 
“War,” to strike out or.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word intended for contour,“ 
in line 15, section 7, will be changed and spelled correctly. 
` The next amendment of the Committeeon Commerce was, in section 
8, line 4, after the word during,“ to insert “the,” and in line 10, 
after the word“ War,” to strike out ‘‘at their own expense, by and 
to insert expenses of; so as to make the section read: 


Sec, 8 That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act shall be 
built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and no changes or 
alterations in plausshall be made during the construction of said bridge or after 
its completion, unless said changes or alterations conform to the provisions of 
this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War, That such alterations and 
changes as may be required by the Secretary of War in said bridge so as to pre- 
serve free and convenient navigation shal! be made under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, vol Pega, of the company or persons owning, controlling, 
or operating said idge. That during o nal construction or in 8 
out any authorized changes or repairs of said bridge a navigable channel sh: 
be preserved at the site of the bridge at all times, and the water way of the 
river shall not be obstructed to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, 
and such lights and buoys shall be kept on all coffer-dams, piles, ete., as may 
be necessary for the security of navigation. 


Mr. VEST. In line 10, of section 8, the word ‘‘at’’ should be left 
in and the words their own expense, by’’ be stricken out and the 
words the expense of inserted; so as to read: 

Under the direction of the Secretary of War, at the expense of the company 
or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported, 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to read: 


Under the direction of the Secretary of War at the expense of the company 
or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
12, line 3, after the word within,” to strike out two years“ and to 
insert one year, and in the same line, after the word“ within,” 


1890. 
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where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘ four’? and to insert 
three; so as to make the section read: 


Bec, 12. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date of approval thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. ? 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 4 
BRIDGES ACROSS INDIAN AND BANANA RIVERS, FLORIDA, 


The bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 
and to establish the same, in each case, as a post-road was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word 
“at,” to strike out a point where the line of said railroad crosses the 
said rivers’’ and insert ‘‘such point as may be approved by the Secre- 
tary of War;’’ so as to read: 

That the Canaveral and South Florida Railroad Company, a corporation or- 
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida, its successors and 
assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the fodian River, and also one across the Banana River, in each case at a place 
suitable to commerce and not interfering with navigation, at such point as may 
be approved by the Secretary of War, and tolay on or oversaid bridges a track 
or tracks for the more perfect connection of any railroad or railroads that are 
or shall be constructed to said rivers on either or both sides thereof, at or oppo- 
site said points, under the limitations and conditions hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 3, after the word 
t within,” to strike out two years and insert one year,“ and in 
the same line, before the word years, to strike out “four” and 
insert three; so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 12, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of approval thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 13, as follows: 

Seo. 13. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the erection 
of any bridge or bridges over the portion uf said Indian and Banana Rivers 
over which the construction of bridges is authorized by this act be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed in each and every case where actual construction of said 
bridge or bridges be not commenced on or before the date of the approval of 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS BRIDGES, 

The bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 
1889, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 14, alter the word “two,” to strike out and three,” 
and in the same line, after the word and,“ to insert in line 3 strike 
out ‘three’ and insert in lieu thereof.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. How will it read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That an act of Congress approved January 8, 1889, entitled 
An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to con- 
struct bridges across the Tenn.ssee and Cumberland Rivers,” be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by striking out the words “below Aurora, in section 1, 
and inserting in lieu thereof" from Birmingham, in Marshall County, Kentucky, 
to the; and in lines 14 and 15, section 4, after the words Secretary of War,” in- 
sert “or c=#:form to the existing laws of Con concerning the building of 
such bridges across navigable streams; and in section 6, line 2, strike out 
two“ and insert in lieu thereof three; and in line 3 strike out “three” and 
insert in lieu thereof “five.” 

Mr. CARLISLE, This is to correct some errors in the original bill. 
The House and Senate both passed a joint resolution at the present ses- 
sion to correct those errors, and it was discovered afterwards that the 
joint resolution itself contained several errors, and this is to correct 
them all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. i 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT HASTINGS, MINN. 


The bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon bridge across the Missis- 
. at Hastings, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES OVER SAVANNAH, OCMULGEE, AND OCONEE RIVERS. 


The bill (S. 4174) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannab, ulgee, and Oconee Rivers was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. The House has passed a bill, No, 11240, which is iden- 
Sar tee this, and I ask the Senate to take that up in lieu of the Sen- 
ate bi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. VEST. It is Order of Business 1939. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be re 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges ovér the Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by 
the Macon and Atlantic Railway Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill, the title of which 
has been reported, will be indefinitely postponed. if there be no objec- 
tion, and the House bill, 11240, is before the Senate asin Committee of 
the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Tae eee, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, the first of which was, in section 1, line 12, atter the word 
‘county,’ to insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to read: 


That the assent of the United States of America is hereby given to the Macon 
and Atlantic Railway Company, a corporation inco by the laws of the 
State of Georgia, its successors, and assigns, and si other as may be 


associated with it, to construct and maintain a bridge over the Savannah River 

ata point, by it to be selected, within 6 miles of the bridge of the Charleston 

and Savannah Railroad Company over said river in the county of Effingham, 

over the Ocmulgee River, within 6 miles of the mouth of Tobesofica Creek, in 

5 County, and over the Oconee River, within 6 miles of Dublin, in Laurens 
Jounty,. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
bridges,“ to strike out will“ and insert shall; in line 9, after 
the word approval,“ to strike ont be designed and iusert de- 
sigus; in line 12, after the word location,“ to insert of each 
bridge; in line 19, after said, to strike out plan“ and insert 
plans; and in the same line, before the word of, to strike out 
location“ and insert locations; in line 29, after the word said.“ 
to strike out bridge“ and insert bridges or any one of them; in 
line 42, alter the word or, where it occurs the second time, to strike 
out improvements“ and insert ‘‘alteration ;’’ in line 44, alter the 
word ‘‘same,’’ to strike out and all the rights conferred by this act 
shall be forfeited upon said failure, and Congress shall have power to 
do any and all things necessary to secure that free navigation of said 
rivers” and insert at the expense of the owner or owners of said 
bridges ; and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or 
alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said rivers, caused or al- 
leged to be caused by said bridges, the case may be brought in the dis- 
trict court of the United States in and for the district in whose juris- 
diction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be; so as fo 
make the section read: 


Src. 2. That the bridges shall be so constructed by draw-span or otherwise 
that a free and unobstructed p: may be secured to all vessels and other 
water craft navigating said river. That any bri constructed under this act 
shall be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the secu 

of navigation of said river as the Secre of War shall preseri to 
that object the said company shall submit to the 8 of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, designs and drawings of the bridges, 

proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of al least I mile above 
and 1 mile below the proposed location of each bridge, the topography of the 
bunks of the rivers, the shore-lines at bigh water and at low water, and the di- 
rection and the strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accu- 
rately showing the bed of the streams and the location of other brid, wharves, 
landings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information as be required 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said plans and 
locations of the bridges are approved by the Secretary of War tho bridges shall 
not be built; and after such approval by the Secretary of War the approved 
plans and designs for the bridges shall not be deviated from or added to, either 
during the construction or after the completion of the bridges, until the proposed 
change shali have been submitted to the Secretary of Warand received his 
proval; and the said bridges shall be at all times so kept and 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels throu, 
bridges, and if said bridges or any one of them be built with 
shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the 
craft, and the said company or corporation shall maintain at its own ex * 
from sunset until sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridges as the ht- 
House Board shall prescribe; and ifatany time the navigation of said rivershall 
in any manner be obstructed or impaired by the bridges authorized by this act to 
be constructed the Secretary of War shall have authority. and it shall be his duty, 
to require said company to alter and change said bridges at its own expense, 
such manner as may be proper to secure free and complete navigation without 
impediment; and if upon reasonable notice to said company, its successors or 
assigns, to make such change or alteration, the said company fails to do so, the 
Secretary of War shall have authority to make the same at the expense of the 
owner or owners of said bridges; and in case of any litigation arising fromany 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of said rivers, caused 
or alleged to be caused by said bridges, the ease may be brought in the district 
court of the United States in and forthe district in whose jurisd 

of said obstruction or bridge may be: Provided also, nothing in this act 
shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the provisions of law now ex- 
isting in reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt these 
bridges from the operations of the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amend ment was, in section 3. line 6, after the word freight, 
to strike out over said bridges; in line 11, after the word ‘‘tele- 


any portion 
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gra h,” to insert and telephone;’’ and in line 13, after the word 
for, to strike out said; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and ot a saan 
upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the over the 
same of the mails, the troops,and munitions of war of the United States, or 

transpo on over the rail- 


panies, and the United States havethe right of way across said bridges and their 
approaches for postal-telegraph purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 2, after the word said, 
to strike out bridge and insert bridges;“ in line 6, after the word 
“said,” to strike out bridge“ and insert bridges; and in line 10, 
after the word said, to strike out bridge and insert bridges; 
80 as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridges shall have 
and be entitled to relative tothe of railroad 
trains or cars over 

owner or 


esirin, u the sum or sums to be and upon 
ihe ange apo owed roy when idk chal conform in using one Badges all 
a 8 the allegations and proofs of the parti 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 1, section 2, after the first word That! in the 
section, I move to strike out the word the“ and insert the word 
said; so as to read: 

That said bridges shall be so constructed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 5, line 4, I move to strike out the word 
“hereof,”’ which is the last word in the section, and insert in lieu 
thereof of the approval of this act.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, line 4, after the word date, it 
is proposed to strike ont “‘hereof’’ and insert of the approval of this 
act;” so as to read: 

Within one year, and completed within three years from the date of the ap- 
proval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insistupon its amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. WASHBURN were appointed. . 

Mr. VEST. The next bill, Order of Business 1806, being the bill (S. 
4201) to authorize the construction of bridges over the Savannah, Oc- 
mulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic Railway Com- 

y, may be indefinitely postponed. It is identically the same as the 


The PRESIDENT 3 The bill indicated by the Senator 

ſrom Missouri having reported adversely will be indefinitely post- 

poom, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and that order 
made. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SAVANNAH EIVER. 


Mr. VEST. The next bill in the Order of Business, being the bill (S. 
4200) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Savannah 
River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Company, may be 


indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that upon the Calendar is a 
House bill with apparently the same title, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and 
Atlantic Railway Company. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; that is the bill I intended to move to take up 
instead of the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 4200 will be indefinitely 
8 if there be no objection, and House bill 10835 will be read 
at length. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 


iy. 
Pathe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE. 
The bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River in the State of Georgia was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, Thefirst amendment was, in section 3, line 8, before the word 
“shall,” to strike out they“ and insert it,“ and in line 11, after 
the word telegraph, to insert and telephone; so as to read: 

Src, 3. That any bridge built under this act and subjectto its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post- route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or pas- 
sengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile 
transportation over the railroads or public highways er se said bridge; 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post in the United 
eee se equal privileges in the use of said bridge be granted to all tel- 
egraph and telephone com jes, and thé United shall have the right of 
way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word within,“ 
to strike out two years“ and insert one year,” and in line 3 to strike 
out four“ and insert three; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bri: 
herein authorized be not commen 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
a bill waa e to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 

e bill was o to a thi ing, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The hour allotted for the consider- 
ation of bridge bills has expired, and the Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that we continue the consideration of the bridge 
bills. We can complete them in a very short time. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many of them are there? 

Mr. VEST. Five more. 

; A OPOR DELE Two of them are the same; so that there are only 
our 

Mr. VEST. Two of them are duplicates; so that there are really 
but four bridge bills left. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missonri asks 
unanimous consent that the order of the Senate may be vacated and 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the remaining bridge bills 
on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. Is the 
morning hour to continue? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just the same; only this extends the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. One hour to be devoted to the Calendar under Rule 
VIII after the consideration of the bridge bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is hardly 
a sufficient number present to make a unanimous consent binding, but, 
if there be no objection, the consideration of the bridge bills will be 
continued. 

Mr. HARRIS. If there are enough of us to do anything, there are 
enough to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of bridge bills will 
be continued, in the absence of objection. 

OCONEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 2, line 9, before the word 
‘t design,” to strike out the“ and insert a;“ so as to read: 

And to secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, 
piers, and approaches, and a map of the location. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, before the word 
„Shall,“ to strike out they and insert it;“ and in line 11, after 
the word “‘ telegraph,” to insert and telephone; so as to read: 

Sec, 8. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall. 
be s lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post- route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or pas- 
sengers or freight passing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge: 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other roads of the United 
States, and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall ner Serge toall tele- 
graph and telephone companies, and the United states shall have the right of 
way across said bridge and its approaches for legraph purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, after the word 
within,“ where it first occurs, to strike out two years” and insert 
‘fone year,“ and in the same line, after the word within“ where it 
occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert three; soas 
to make the section read: 

Sero. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid 
herein authorized mmenced pleted within 


be not 0 within one year and com 
three years from the date thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. In section 2, line 9, after the word “ design,” I move 


ced within one year and completed within 
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to strike out the word and and insert the word with;’’ so as to 
read: 


A aia: with drawings of the bridge, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, line 15, after the word “ bridge, I move 
to insert the words and approaches. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 15, after the word bridge, 
it is proposed to insert and approaches; so as to read: 

Provided also, That other railroad companies shall have the right to run their 
cars over said bridge and approaches, upon such just and reasonable terms as 
may be agreed upon by them and the corporation owning or controlling said 
bri and if operas can not agree then the terms shall be determined by 
the p ae marara of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 


The bridge (S. 4287) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, was announced as 
next ia order. 

Mr. VEST. There is a House bill, No. 11241, which is identically 
the same as this billand which I ask may be considered. 

` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate bill the title of which 
has just been reported will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no 
objection, and the Honse bill will be considered in its stead. 

The bill (H. R. 11241) toauthorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment to strike ont section 7, as follows: 

Sec. 7. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to 1 rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same and over the approaches to the same upon the pay- 
ment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, 
desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum orsums to be paid, and upon 
the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge, all 
matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon 
a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covin and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Railway Com- 
pany, and their assigns, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word 
tributaries,“ to insert ‘‘ subject to approval of the Secretary of War;’’ 
80 as to make the section read: í 

That the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carroll- 
ton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carroliton and Coy- 
ington Railway Company, corporations organized under acts of the General 
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and they, their successors 
and are, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges, and 

thereto, over the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentucky, at or 
near Carrollton, at such a point or points as said wre ipl sora may deem suitable 
for the passage of their road or roads over said river or its tributaries, sub- 
ject to approval of the Secretary of War. Said bridge or brid shall be con- 
structed to provide for the railway trains and, at the option of the 
company or companies by which it or they may be built, may be used for the 


or 
pasara of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for 
joot-passengers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
“í bridge,” to insert or bridges; in line 7, after the word bridge, 
to insert or bridges; and in line 8, before the word approaches,” 
to strike out the word ‘‘its;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2, That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitation shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known asa post-route, and it 
shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States; 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge or bridges shall be granted to all 
telegraph and telephone companies; and the United States shall have the righ} 
of way across said bridge or bridges and approaches for postal-telegraph pur- 
poses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, before the word 
bridge,“ to strike out the word“ the“ and insert each; after the 
word thereof, at the end of the same line, to insert giving the 
high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, the direction and 


strength of the currents at all stages of the water, with soundings ac- 
curately showing the bed of the stream, and the location of any other 
bridge or bridges; such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the 
Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge or bridges, 
and shall furnish such other information as may be required for a full 
and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until such plan and 
location of the bridge or bridges are approved by the Secretary of War 
no bridge shall be built or commenced;’’ in line 19, before the word 
t‘ bridge,” to strike out said and insert such,“ and after the word 
“bridge” to insert or bridges; so as to read: 


gation of ssid river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or companies shall submit to the of War, 
and a 


e river, the direction and strength oft the currents at page oc the water, 
with soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, and the location of 


tory understanding of the subject; and un 
poi She mga —— ved aby — Secretary of War no bridge shall be Lr 


commenced; and should any change be made in the plan of such bridge or 
bridges during the process of construction change shall be su to 
of War shall at anytime 


ore of the Secretary of War; and ifthe 
think any . necessary in the 
same. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word same, in line 25 of sec- 
tion 2, to insert: 


set to sunrise, such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the 
House Board. N 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 1, line 7, I move to strike out the words be, 


and they.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word Kentucky,“ it is pro- 


posed to strike out.‘‘ be, and they;’’ so as to read: 

That the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Car- 
rollton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, ton and 
Covington Railway Company, corporations o. ized under acts of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, their successors and 
are authorized to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ‘ 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” ap- 
proved July 16, 1888, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPEAL OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By the agreement of the Senate the 
hour for the consideration of the bills on the Calendar to which there 
is no objection will expire at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. The first 
bill in order on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 

urposes was announced as first in order. 

Mr. 3 That bill can not be considered under the five - min- 
ute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


ADJUSTMENT OF EIGHT-HOUR-LAW ACCOUNTS. 


The bill (S. 175) for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator will be willing to consider that 
bill after hearing my statement. The House has passed a bill upon 
the same subject which is on the Calendar No. 1984, and I should like 
to substitute that for the Senate bill, and then I should like to amend 
the House bill by substituting the Senate bill for it, which we have re- 
ported and passed two or three times, and send it back to the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think that bill can be considered 
under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not. 2 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think the old Senate bill will occasion any 

ion, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Chair tounderstand that the 
Senator from Tennessee objects ? 
Mr. HARRIS. He may, yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
LUCY HALE. 


The bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Lucy Hale, of 
Lansing, Mich., daughter of Nathaniel Wallace, a soldier of the Revo- 
lutionary war in the Fourteenth (Albany County) New York Regi- 
ment, at $20 per month during her natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REGISTER OF LABOR. 


The bill (S. 704) to provide for making, publication, and distribution 
of the Register of Labor herein named was announced as next in 
order, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This bill has been reported from the 
Committee on Education and Labor without recommendation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be over then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


BOOK-MAKING AND POOL-SELLING, 


The bill (S. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool- 
selling in the District of Columbia for the purpose of gaming was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in section 2, line 8, after the word Colum- 
bia, to strike out or other regular organizations, to make books and 
sell pools at their serai-annual or special meetings. The right to make 
books and to sell polls by the said ‘ Washington Jockey Club’ not to 
exceed, however, sixty days in any one year,“ and to insert or any 
other regular organizations, owning race tracks no less than 1 mile in 
length and grounds of not less than 75 acres in extent, located within 
the District of Columbia, to make books and sell pools at their semi- 
annual or special meetings. The right to make books and sell pools 
by such orgunizations shall be on their grounds, and only on the days 
of their spring and fall meeting;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2, That any person or persons, or association of persons, violating the 
visions of this act shall be fined not exceeding five hundred nor less than 
8 dollars or be imprisoned not more than ninety nor less than thirty 
days, or both, at the discretion of the court: Provided, That this act shall not 
jntorfere with “the right of the Washington Jockey Club,” daly organized un- 
der the laws of the District of Columbia, or any other regular organizations, 
owning race tracks no less than | mile in length and groupie of not less than 
75 acres in extent, located within the District of Columbia, to make books and 
sell pools at their semi-annual or special Nye The right to make books 
and sell pools by such organizations shall be on their grounds, and only on the 
days of their spring and fall meetings, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SURETIES OF J. G. HALLIBURTON. 


The bill (S. 2313) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of the sureties 
on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the 
United States in and for the eastern district ot Arkansas, was announced 
as next in order. r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been adversely re- 
ported. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

WATER AT EAGLE PASS, TEX. 


The bill (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Com- 
pany and the Compañía Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz 
to connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
an amendment, in line 15, after the word said,“ to strike out con- 
nection shall“ and insert tubes shall be laid in trenches in the bed 
of the river and shall be so laid as,” and in line 16, after the word 
„not,“ to insert the word ‘' to;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company, a corporation 
organized and created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, 
and the Compañía Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Coahuila, one of the States of 
the Republic of Mexico, be, and are hereby, authorized and empowered to con- 
struct, own, maintain, and operate their water connection by tubes, or other- 
wise, across the Rio Grande River, between the city of Eagle in the State 
of Texas, and the city of Porfirio Diaz, formerly known as Piedras Negras, in 
the State of Coahuila, in the Republic of Mexico, as may be most convenient to 
said corporations: Provided, Thatsaid tubes shall be laid in trenches in the bed 
of the river and shall be so jaid as not to interfere with the free navigation of 
said river; and in case of any litigation arising from an er sangna 
obstruction, to the free navigation „ caused, or al to 


thereof, leged caused, 
by said connection of their water-pipes or hydraulic connections, the case 


may be tried before the district court of the United States for the western dis- 
trict of Texas: And provided also, ä reserves the right to with- 
draw the power and authority conferred by act in case the free navigation 
of the river shall at any time be substantially or materially obstructed by said 
connections or ‘pipes, or for any other reasons, and to direct che removal of said 
pipes or connections, or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and ex- 
pense of the owners of said pi or connections, and Congress may at any 
time alter, |, or amend Slaat: And provided further, That the consent of 
the Mexican of Coahuilaand of the proper authorities of the 888 
Mexico shall have been obtained before che establishment of said pipes and 
connections. 

Mr. COK E. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. It was 
evidently placed there by mistake. The object of.it was to prevent in- 
terference with the navigation of the Rio Grande River at le Pass, 
when there is no navigation there and never has been, No boat has 
been nearer to Eagle Pass than Laredo, several hundred miles below. 
‘Lhere is a railroad crossing the river at Eagle Pass, and that bridge, I 
presume, is desired to be utilized in putting the water-pipes across the 
river. I do not see the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who re- 
ported this bill in his seat now, but I mentioned these facts to him this 
morning, and he said if these were the facts as I stated them he would 
not insist on the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ELECTRIC WIRES ACROSS THE RIO GRANDE. 


The bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, Tex., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask now that we go back and take up Order of 
Business 1403, which was passed over the other day without prejudice. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the Senator will allow the bill the title of which 
has been stated, which is exactly like the one just proposed, to be con- 
sidered now. 

Mr. SAWYER. The bill I refer to will take but a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The pending bill is just like the one passed a 
moment since. 

Mr. SAWYER, I will withhold my request for a moment, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power 
Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the word shall,“ to in- 
sert be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as,“ and in line 
16, after the word ‘'said,” to strike out bridge and insert wires;““ 
so as to make the bill read: - 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Com- 
pany, a corporation organized and created under and by virtue of the laws of 
tbe State of Texas, be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to construct,own 
maintain, and operate its wires across the Rio Grande River between the city of 
Eagle Pass, in the State of Texas, and the city of Porfirio Diaz, formerly known 
as Piedras Negras, in the State of Coahuila, in the Republic of Mexico, at such 
point as may be most convenient to said corporation; Provided, That said wires 
shal! be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as not to interfere with the 
free navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from an ob- 
struction or alleged obstruction tothe free navigation thereof, caused oralleged 
to be caused by said wires, the case may be tried before the district court of the 
United States for the western district of Texas: And protas also, That Con- 
gress reserves the right to withdraw the power and authority conferred oy, this 
actin case the free navigation of the river shall at any time be substantially or 
materially obstructed by said wires, or for any other reason, and to direct the 
removal of said wires, or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and ex- 
pense of the owners of said wires; and Congress may at any time alter, repeal, 
or amend this act: And pi further, That the consent of the Mexican Nate 
of Coahuilaand of the proper authorities of the Republic of Mexico shall have 
been obtained before the construction of said wires shail be commenced. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the amendments to this bill will not be con- 
curred in by the Senate, for the same reasons that they were stricken 
ouf of the other bill. The object here is to prevent interference with 
navigation which does not exist. It would put the companies that are 
erecting these wires across the Rio Grande to very considerable ex- 
pense without any beneficial purpose. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a question 
as to the bill. It reads: 

That said wires shall be laid in a trench in the bed of the river and so as 
not [to] interfere with the free navigation of said river, and in case of any iga 
tion arising from an obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation 
thereof, ete. 

The bill assumes that there is navigation there in the river. Now, 
I understand the Senator to say that there is no such thing there. 

Mr. COKE. There is no navigation there. 5 

Mr. FRYE. What is the railroad bridge across there, a low bridge? 

Mr. COKE. A bridge over which the railroad goes to the city of 
Mexico. - 

Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. COKE. 

Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. COKE. 

Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. COKE. 


A low bridge? 

I think it is. 

Is there any draw in it? 

I think not. 

There is none? 

I think there is no draw in it, 
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Mr, FRYE, The Senator knows there is no navigation there to be 
interfered with. 

Mr, COKE. There was never a boat above Laredo, which is several 
hundred miles below this point. I ask that the amendments of the 
committee be disagreed to for the reasons which I have stated. 

The amendments were rejected, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary calls the attention of 
the Chair to the amendment proposed in line 16, page 2, of the bill, 
with the suggestion that the proposed amendment of the committee, to 
strike out the word bridge and insert the word“ wires,“ should 
be agreed to in this bill, as this is a bill to erect wires across the river 
for electric purposes. z 

Mr. COKE. Very well. Let that amendment be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
in line 16, striking out the word bridge, after the word said, 
and inserting the word wires, will be agreed to, in the absence of 
objection. 

M r. DOLPH. Werethere not some committee amendments reported 
to the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first committee amendment was 
voted down in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] explained that 
there was a mistake in supposing that this was navigable water where 
this bridge is, that it is not navigable at all, and there is no draw in 
the bridge itself which passes over the river. 

Mr. COKE. I mentioned the facts this morning to the Senator from 
Ohio who reported this bill, and I understood him to be perfectly sat- 
isfied that the amendment should go ont. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


AUDITOR OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS, 


Mr. SAWYER, I now renew my request that we go back and take 
up Senate bill 590, which was passed over, when the Calendar was last 
under consideration, without prejudice, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to consider Senate bill 
590, the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has it been 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
out prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled An act to create an auditor of 
railroad accounts, and for other purposes,” approved June 19, 1878. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Railroads with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in line 13, after the word “ rail- 
roads,” to strike out all bills“ and insert a duplicate of each and 
every bill;’’ so as to read: 5 

That the act of Congress approved Juno 19, 1578, entitled An act to create an 
auditor of railroad accounts, and forother purposes," be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding to the same three sections to be numbered 5, 6, and 7, re- 
spectively, and which new sections shall be in the words pee tke, f 

“Sec. 5. That each and every raflroad ner gd aforesaid which has received 
from the United States any bonds of the said United States, issued by way of 
loan to aid in constructing or furnishing its road, shall hereafter transmit to the 
Commissioner of Railroads a duplicate of each and every bill for services in the 


transportation of passengers or freight, the carrying of mails, express, or for 
any service whatsoever rendered for or on behalf of the United States.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The next amendment was, in line 22, page 3, after the word claimed, 
to strike out Such bills when so entered“ and insert After such 
bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner;“ so as to read: 

“Seo, 6, That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Railroads upon re- 
ceiving bills for transportation services named in the foregoing section of this 
act, to immediately cause the same to be entered of record in suitable books 
provided for that a see giving the name of the railroad company, date and 
nature of service, and amount claimed. After such bills shall have been so en- 
tered the Commissioner," etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a series of amendments proposed to 
that section, and I propose to amend the amendment by striking ont 
the words such recommendations as he may see fit to make and 
that will leave the section all right, so that it will read “After such 
bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner shall at once forward 
to the proper accounting officers.” 

Mr. MITCHELL, I understand the object the Senator has is to de- 
prive the Commissioner of any power to make any reccommendation. 
Mr. COCKRELL. As to the allowance or disallowance of claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I do not know that there is any objection to 
pecan I suggest that the first amendment of the committee may be 
a to. $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 22, after the word claimed, it 
is proposed to strike out Such bills when so entered,“ and insert 
‘* After such bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner;“ in line 
24, after the word shall,“ strike out the word ‘‘be;’’ in the same line, 
after the word once,“ strike ont the word ‘'forwarded’’ and insert 
**forward;’’ in line 25, after the word *' officers,’’ strike ont ſor their 
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over? 
It was heretofore passed over with- 


action thereon with; and in line 26, after the word as, strike out 
the Commissioner“ and insert he; so as to read: 

After such bills shall have been so entered the Commissioner shall at once 
forward to the properaccounting officers with such recommendutionsas he may 
see fit to make, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Right after the word forward,“ in line 24, I 
move to insert them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to insert the words tlie same.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Les, that will do; insert the words the same.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary, After the word forward,“ at the end of line 24, - 
it is proposed to insert the same; so as to read, for ward the same 
to the proper accounting officers. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Insert a period after the word officers.“ 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘officers,’’ in line 25, insert a 
period, and strike out the words for their action thereon with.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. That amendment should not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be disagreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The remainder of the amendment should be 
stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in line 26 the words 
“snch recommendations as the Commissioner may see fit to make.“ 

Mr, COCKRELL. Now read the whole sentence as it will be after 
it is amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last amendment will be consid- 
ered as agreed to, if there be no objection. ‘The part referred to will 
be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

After such bills shall have been so entered, the Commissioner shall at once 
forward the same to the proper accounting officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL. These are all the amendments reported by the 
committee except the amendment to strike out the preamble. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

: Te Committee on Railroads reported to slrike out the preamble, as 
ollows: 

Whereas certain railroad companies are heavily indebted to the United States 
for bonds of the said United States, and interest on the same, loaned to aid in 
the construction and furnishing of their roads; and 

Whereas said companies are yearly rendering numerous bills against the 
United States for services rendered in the 5 of passengers, freight, 
express, and mails, a portion or the whole of which services are credited to the 
= — 8 companies in partial liquidation of their indebtedness to the United 

Whereas under existing laws and regulations said bills for transportation sery- 
ices are rendered through the various departments of the Government and are 
<a {SPOR by separate accounting officers, each acting independently of the 

Whereas it is im portant for the information of Congress and all departments 
of the Government that there be some bureau of the Government in which shall 
be recorded all transactions between the said bonded roads and the United 


States, to the end that their indebtedness to and accounts with the United States 
may at all times be easily and accurately ascertained: Therefore. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
POST-OFFICE AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 


The bill (S, 2181) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS STEELMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of State to withdraw from the files of the Department of State 
and deliver to the heirs of Lewis Steelman, or their legal representa- 
tive, the papers and evidence presented to the late American and Mex- 
ican Claims Commission, organized pursuant to the convention of July 
4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico, in his claim 
Mexico for $54,500, for the seizure of wrecking apparatus by the captain 
of the port of Salina Craz, September 19, 1869, which case is known as 
563 on the docket of the commission. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That copies of said papers be retained in the Department of State. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC COMMISSION, 


The bill (S. 186) to provide for a commission on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic was announced as next in order, and the amend- . 
ment of the Committee on Education and Labor was read. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to and will be 

over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isa bill we have here seven times. I 
appeal to the Senator to allow it to go through. We have passed it or 
one of the same substance in seven successive Congresses, and I hope 
the Senator will allow this to go through. I do not know when we can 
get it up again. 

VMI. GORMAN. Let it go over without prejudice for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland objects 
to the consideration of the bill, and it will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY. 

The bill (S. 3278) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the establishment of the Department of 
the Navy, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had better be passed over without 

rejudice. : 

p The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects 
to the consideration of the bill. k 

Mr. COCKRELL, Isimply ask thatit may be passed for the pres- 
ent. I see the Senator who reported it [Mr. CAMERON] is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

MILTON J. DURHAM, 

The bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. 
Darham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA L. WALLEN. 4 

The bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of ion to Laura L. 
Wallen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension to Laura L. Wallen, widow of Henry D. Wallen, 
late gs of the Second Infantry, United States Army, to $100 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to call attention to this bill and 
enter my protest against this kind of legislation. Here is a case where 
the pension is to be increased to $100 per month to Mrs. Laura L. 
Wallen, widow of Henry D. Wallen, late colonel of the Second Infan- 
try, United States Army. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Pensions have reported adversely 
a large number of cases of the widows ot officers of higher rank than 
this, notably the case of the widow of General Dyer, who was a briga- 
dier-general, for whom I introduced and had referred a bill to that 
committee. It seems that this is a discrimination and is in violation 
of the precedents in such cases, There is no reason shown why this 
lady’s pension should be increased to $100 per month while the pen- 
sions of all other colonels’ widows are not to be increased in that way. 

Isimply enter my protest, not against the action upon this bill, but 
against this class of legislation, and say that if a yea-and-nay vote 
were called upon it I should vote against it. 

The bill was passed. 

RANSSHIPMENT OF GOODS IN BOND. 

Miscellaneous Document No. 153, in relation to the transshipment of 

in bond, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a Senate resolution, rather 
than a bill or joint resolution, introduced by the Senator from Tlli- 
nois [Mr. CuLLom], who is absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS, t it go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

FIRST KANSAS COLORED VOLUNTEERS. 

The bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men 
of the First Kansas Colored Volunteers was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides that all officers of the First Kansas Col- 
ored Volunteers who were mustered into theservice of the United States 
on or before the 2d day of May, 1863, shall take rank and be entitled 
to pay from the date when they respectively held and performed the 
duties of their rank in that regiment, or in the companies or batallions 
of which it was composed, of a rank equal to the rank they respectively 
held when mustered into the service of the United States in said regi- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALMON WETMORE. 

The bill (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wet- 

more was censidered asin Committee of the Whole. 


The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment, after 
the word Volunteers,“ in line 7, to add: said correction and dis- 
charge to be made as of May 31, 1864; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, grt ei 


and directed to correct the mili record of, and t an honorable 
to, Almon Wetmore, late a private in Company H, S Regiment Pennsylvan 
ae Corps Volunteers, said correction and dischargo to be made as of May 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL NOBLE. 


The bill (S. 1043) for the relief of Samuel Noble was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 12, after the word the,” to strike out: 

Accounting Officers of the Treasury De ent for determination u 
evidence taken and now on file in the office of the clerk of the Uni 
Court of Claims and the War Department, and any other competent evidence; 
and the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby autho empowered, 
and directed to adjust, settle, and pay to the said Samuel Noble, out of any 
moneys in tlie Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the full amount of the net 
preceeds paid into the United States Treasury of all cotton owned and pur- 
chased by said Noble, under his saſd a; ment with said Risley, and such settle- 
ment and payment shali be so made by such accounting officers, notwith- 
standing the bar of the statute of limitations or any other legal im ent 
heretofore or now existing. 

And to insert: 


Court of Claims for determination upon the evidence taken and now on file 
in the office of the clerk of said court and the War De: t, and any other 
competent evidence; and such court is hereby autho: 5 e and di- 
rected to ascertain the amount of the net proceeds paid into United States 
Treasury of all cotton owned and purchased by said Noble under his agree- 
ment with said Risley; and such ascerlainment shall be so made by said court 
notwithstanding the bar of the statute of limitations or any other legal impedi- 
ment heretofore or now existing. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to make some inquiry in regard to 
this case. Thisinvolves the question in regard to the contraband trade, 
and Mr. Risley, who is referred to here, H. A. Risley, was supervising 
agent, and there were a number of cases where parties made contracts 
with him and some of those cases have been taken to the Supreme 
Court and the Supreme Court has expressly decided that under that 
law and the regulations issued the parties had to be the owners of the 
pro which they sold to this agent; that this agent, Risley, had no 
authority to make contracts with persons to go within the enemy’s 
lines, the Confederate lines, and there hunt up and purchase pro; 2 
The object of the law was to induce the Southern people, the people 
within the Conſederate lines, to bring their 1 and sell it, and 
not to enable adventurers or men who might be able to prove their loy- 
alty to each side to go in and buy up the property here and there for 
a mere song, and then bring it through under the law. That was not 
the intention of it; and if this is one of that class of cases, I must ob- 


n the 
States 


ject to it, 


There are two or three other cases of the same kind that have been 
here, and they have been in the Court of Claims, and the question has 
been expressly decided in quite a celebrated case—I have forgotten the 
name—which has been here before. I read the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States only a day or two ago, a tobacco case; 
and there are two or three different cases which have been decided by 
theSupreme Court. If Mr, Noble was a merespeculator when he made 
this contract with Mr. Risley, and then went out within the Confeder- 
ate lines and bought up property here and there, he is not entitled to 
anything under the law, and under the decisions of the Supreme Court 
it was contraband, the whole of it, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator object to the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will hear the Senator. i 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can not go into a discussion of it in a moment 
or two, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it be passed over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall only say a word or two after what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has said. Technically under the decision of the 
Supreme Court there could not be a recovery, but the construction 

laced upon these contracts by the Supreme Court finally was entirely 

ifferent from the construction placed upon that class of contracts by 
the President of the United States, Mr. Lincoln, and by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and it has been thought by different committees who 
have investigated these cases from time to time—there are several of 
them—that there isan equity here which entitles these parties to come 
to Congress, and in fact a bill for the relief of Mr. Noble has passed 
the Senate, I think twice before, making a direct appropriation of the 
amount claimed by him, or the amount the committee thought he was 
entitled to under all the equities of the case. 
The Committee on Claims, however, at this session did not go that 
far, but a bill was reported by that committee which authorizes the 
Court of Claims to determine ‘‘upon the evidence taken and now on 
file in the office of the clerk of said court and the War Department and 
any other competent evidence that may be submitted, to inquire into 
how much cotton was ‘‘ owned and purchased by said Noble under his 
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agreement with said Risley,’’ and to ascertain the amount which was 
realized from the sale of the cotton and paid into the Treasury of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri to object, and the bill will be passed over. x 

Mr. MITCHELL, I ask that it retain its place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; the report is too long to read within the 
five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

J. M. HIATT & co. 


The bill (S. 1 boa the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. tt, deceased, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, survivor of J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the 
Osage tribe of Indians, out of any money in the accruing to 
that tribe by act of Congress approved June 16, 1880, the sum ot $8,380, 
in full satisfaction of their demand against the Osage tribe on the credit 
extended to them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no report with that case, and I should 
like to hear some explanation of it, although it is that character of a 
bill which ought to have a printed report with it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, this bill is for one-half ofa claim, the 
other half of which ‘was allowed to Mr. Hiatt during his lifetime by a 
bill which passed Congress upon a report made by the late Senator, 
Mr. Maxey, of Texas, under these circumstances, based u these 
facts: In 1878 the Osage Indians were in great distress and likely to 
suffer for want of provisions, without any present appropriation to 
supply their needs. Hiatt & Co., a firm of traders there, were urged 
very fees by the agent and by the chiefs and by the head men to grant 
them a credit, promising to pay that firm out of their next annuities, 
They were induced to make a credit under the advice and supervision 
ot the chief, who was quite an educated man, nearly a white man, and 
the agent. Their credit extended tosixteen thousand and odd dollars. 
The next annuity, instead of being $13 per capita, for some reason 
which I do not know now, only amounted to $3 per capita, and the 
Indians were unable to pay back to Hiatt & Co, any part of this money. 
Afterwards they came to the Department and the account was exam- 
ined at the Department and found to have been a very honest account 
and very prudently expended among the needy Indians, but there was 
no authority of law to pay them. 

A bill was introduced to pay Hiatt & Co. or to pay J. M. Hiatt, 
survivor of the ip of Hiatt & Co., the other partner having 
died. It was submitted to the Department and the Department say- 
ing that sixteen thousand and odd dollars was really due these people 
made the mistake of saying that inasmuch as J. M. Hiatt, the sur- 
vivor, was only one of the ip, $8,000 of it should be paid to 
him. The bill in that shape, and now this bill is to pay his 
executor or administrator, he having since died, the other half, which 
very palpably belonged to him as survivor of the partnership. If any 
part of it did in point of equity the whole belonged to him, he hay- 
ing taken off from the partnership the whole affair before his partner 
died 


This is to be paid out of the funds of the Osages. It is recommended 
by their chiefs, and by their Indian agent, and by all parties inter- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL BASIN. 


The bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Basin on certain conditions was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to ratify and confirm the written contract by 
and between the city of Louisville, the Louisville and Portland Canal 
Company, and John P. Byrne, made in the year 1870, under which 
the firm of Byrne & Speed, of Louisville, constructed a basin on the 
south side of the Louisville and Portland Canal, above Fifteenth street, 
and also erected buildings, with elevator machinery therein, on land 
then the property of the Lonisvilleand Portland Canal Company, now 
the property of the United States, subject, however, to certain modi- 
fications specified. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE M. M’CRABB, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb. It 
provides that the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include 
within its provisions Jane M. McCrabb, widow of Capt. John W. Me- 
Crabb, deceased, late a captain in the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

5 ENOCH VENTER. 
The bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 
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sertion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
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remove the of desertion from the name of Enoch Venter, of 
Afton, Wyo., Jate of Company H, Eighth Kansas Volunteers, he being 
marked and charged as a , and to soamend his military record, 
and pay him all pay, bounty, and allowances due him without refer- 
ence to the charge of desertion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word Volunteers,“ to strike out 
and, when so removed, that the said Benjamin F. Smith be restored 
to all rights lost or suspended by the said record and insert “and sub- 
stitute therefor ‘absent without leave,’ and ‘from absent withont leave 
since January 24, 1862,’ instead of from desertion;“ in line 13, after 
the word that,“ strike out the words this act shall not be construed 
to give to;’’ in line 15, after the word heirs.“ to insert shall not be 
entitled to;’? in line 16, after the word “allowance,” to strike ont 
“for any period of” and insert whatever during the; and in line 17, 
after the word leave, to strike out and not in the military service 
of the United States; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is , authorized 
pnd directed to remove from the 9 the office of Adjutant- 


the said rolls and records against Benjamin F. Smith, late of Com F, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers; and ior ab- 
sent without leave,“ and "from absent without leave since January 24, 1862,” 
instead or desertion: Provided, That the said Benjamin F. his 
. or heirs, shall not be entitled to any pay or allowance 
w ver during the time he was absent without leave, 

The amendments were agreed to. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT EAGLE PASS, TEX. 


The bill (S. 3853) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex., was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. A fewdaysago the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce reported a Honse bill in the exact r ai in,from the 
Senate committee. I ask that the House bill re now on the 
Calendar, which is exactly like the Senate bill, be substituted in place 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks that 
Senate bill 3853, to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lieu 
of Indianola, Tex., be temporarily laid aside, and that in its stead the 
Senate consider the House bill the title of which will be stated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at 
le Pass, Tex., in lien of Indianola, Tex. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. COKE. I move that the bill (S. 3853) to create a port of en 
at Eagle Pass, Tex., in lien of Indianola, Tex., be postponed — 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TRANSSHIPMENT er GOODS IN BOND. 


Mr. CULLOMu. Order of Business 1491, Miscellaneous Document 
ao 153, was passed over. That resolution may be stricken from the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over without prejudice, 
and will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no objection. 


PURCHASE OF TOWNSEND'S LIBRARY. 


The bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase 
‘*'Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com- 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and co uences of the late civil war,“ was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Library with an 
amendment, to add the following proviso: 

EMA the wack AALL PAEA to omnptetion of DAET ann ommareias ouall Pe 
concluded to the satisfaction of the Librarian of Congress, 

Mr. COCKRELL,- Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. 
EvARTS May 29, 1890; but before concluding—— A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). 
The hour fixed for the consideration of the Calendar having expired it 
is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the ed busi- 
ness. 


T 


called a monumental work, is 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the remainder of the report be printed in 
the RECORD. 3 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest that unanimous consent be given to complete 


the reading of the report. It is about completed. I suppose it will 
take only two or three minutes. If there is no objection, let the report 


read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be disposed of? 

Mr. HOAR., My suggestion was simply that we complete the read- 
ing of the report, or else that it be printed in the RECORD. 

„ BLAIR. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD at length, if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Joint Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the bill (3.2672) 
authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase “‘ Townsend's Library of Na- 
tional, State, and Individual Records, comprising a collection of historical rec- 
ords concerning the origin, progress, and consequences of the late civil war,” 
submit the following report: 

The eS of historical records is a subject of commanding 
interest and of national importance, not only to the student of the country’s 
history, or the writer upon some portion of its annals, or the statesman search- 
ing for facts illustrative of subjects involved in his varied and responsible labors, 
but to the whole body of the people comes home the value of preserving all the 

for history in our national archives. 

The collection referred to the committee for examination and report is unique, 
both in its general plan and in the scope of its contents. It aims to embrace 
nothing less than a complete current record of the civil war period in America, 
and the years immediateiy succeeding, as contained in the daily and weekly 
journals, magazines, ete., published in the leading cities of the country. These 

ious materials of contemporaneous history and comment are arranged in 
strict chronological order, so that any one following the sequence of events can 


run down their progress by month and days from year to r. At the same 
time a thorough digest or condensed chronicle of the whole 3 material 
summarizes events and references, so as to give a connected view of the varied 


subj embraced under one head. To this digest or compendium an alpha- 
betical index gives ready reference. Without these latter aids the vast mass of 
inted information contained in the collection would be comparatively useles 


‘or e reference, 
No compietesummary can here be given of the varied and complex contents of 
this en: ia of our civil warhistory. Itseighty-seven volumes of printed 


excerpts would make over one thousand volumes of books in ordinary type. 
Its twenty-five to thirty volumes of manuscript compendium or di; serving 
as a systematic key to the whole work, embrace over 25,000 pages matter, 
Nothing bearing upon the war and the events following, contained in the lead- 
ing or representative journals of the day, has been omitted from the record. 
The industrious compiler has been strictly impartial, and has given fully, from 
Democratic and Republican sources alike, the spirit of the times. 

In the ample pages of this contemporaneous history are to be found thou- 
sands of letters from men bearing an active part in the war, on the Union 
and the Confederate side; dispatches and descriptions of batlles from the numer- 
ous correspondents of the press scattered throughout the Southern country; 
editorial comments and criticisms without number upon events as they oc- 
curred; biographical sketches and authentic portraits of living and dead nota- 
bles among the officers and public men; official reports of military operations 
in the field, important army orders, and Executive p: mations not else- 
where found (because not embraced in the Con ional 8 try, 

serious and humorous, brought out by the stirring events the war 
Con onal proceedings and es, described with the fresh and 
vigorous impress of the occasion which gave them birth; facts and figures from 
every State regarding the military draft, State bounties, and the great volun- 
teer army; accounts of riots, public meetings, and agitations in opposition to 
the war; the immense humane work of the nurses, the hospitals, and the United 
States Sanitary Commission; the Confederate congress with its l lative pro- 
ceedings; the blockade of the Southern ports and the records of Confederate 
wateering; the melancholy records of the great army of prisoners; the naval 
skirmishes, and reconnaissances; speeches of public men, both North 
and South, at every stage of the conflict; che record o iments in the field; 
the proceedings of cities and towns in organizing men and means to carry on 
the war; the attitude of foreign nations toward the Confederacy and the Gov- 
ernment ofthe Union; the Canadian raids, the negotiations for peace, the block- 
ade running, and the contemporaneous invasion of Mexico; all these and a mul- 
titude of other topics of absorbing public interest are vividly reflected in this 
great collection of materials for history. 0 

Of the intrinsic value for permanent preservation in our national Library of 
these records the committee believe that there can be but little room for dif- 
ference of opinion. Of their commercial value, as a p purchase for the 
United States Government, widely divergent views may probably be enter- 
tained. The compiler has devoted a large share of his time and careful labor 
for more than twenty-five yeara to assembling these materials and to ee 
ing his digest of them, a work which he terms“, posting the books" for each of 
the varied departments of information covered. Mr. Townsend has also ex- 
pended about $20,000 in gathering, arranging, and indexing (including binding) 
the materials which constitute the collection. He is still continuing his labor, 
and excerpts from the newspapers of each day (as he has systematically done 
from 1861 to 1890) such matters as relate to the civil-war period and tothe period 
of reconstruction. The record of our public meu and the record of opinion has 
thus been carried on without break or intermission, Tho work has received 
very numerous and w ty testimonials, which can not be cited in the brevity 
essential in this report m literary men, cal writers, and eminent pub- 
licists, many of whom have tested its value and have certified to the thorough- 
ness and comprehensiveness with which the work has been performed. 

This historical collection, which the commitiece are persuaded may fitly be 

now offered to Congress for the sum of 1 85 
The citizen who has produced it, as the committee are well satisfied, has no 
speculative views in the matter, as he would receive, on this basis, scarcely 
more than he will have expended. The completion of his digest of the entire 
collection, and of the index thereto, will of necessity, occupy some time, and 
the committee recommended the passage of the accompanying bill, with an 
amendment deferring the payment of à final installment of $5,000 of the sum 
8 until the digest and index shall be completed to the satisfaction of 
the Li of Congress, 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the conference report on the bill (S. 2781) 
to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 


; The report, as submitted this morning in corrected iorm, is as fol- 
ows: 


qualified, o: 
six month 


“Spc, 3, That in all cases where persons, being citizens of the United States, or 
who have declared their intentions to become such, in accordance with the 
naturalization laws of the United States, are in ion of any of the lands 
affected by any such nt and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or ita assignees, executed prior to January l. 
1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by compli- 
ance with the conditions or requirements of the granting acts of Congress they 
shall be entitled to purchase the same from the United States, in quantities not 
ex ing 320 acres to any one such person, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, at any 
time within two years from the passage of this not, and on making said payment 
to receive patents therefor, and where any such person in eine possession of 
any such lands and having improved the game prior to the Ist day of January, 
1899, under deed, written contract, or license as aforesaid, or his aasignor, has 
made partial or full payments to said railroad company prior to said date, on 
account of the pu price of said lands from it, on proof of the amount of 
such payments he shall be entitled to have the same, to the extent and amount of 
$1.25 peracre, if so much has been paid, and not more, credited tohim on account 
of and as part of the purchase price herein provided to be paid the United States 
for said lands, or such persons may elect to abandon their pu and make 
claim on said lands under the homestead law and as provided in the preceding 
section of this act: Provided, That in all cases where jes, persons, or corpo- 
rations, with the permission of such State or corporation, or its assignees, are in 
the possession of and have made improvements upon any of the lands hereby 
resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same under the provis- 
fons of this act; such parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in 
which to remove any growing crop,and within which time they shall also be 
entitled to remove all butldings and other movable improvements from said 
lands: Provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to 
any lands situate in the State of Iowa on which any person in good fa th has 
made or asserted the right to makea mption or homestead settlement: 
And ided further, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed as 
limiting the rights granted to purchasers or seitlers by An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in 
any manner affe: any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser 
against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

Sud. 4, That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections to sid in the construction ofa railroad in said 
State,’approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
ing the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other Dupo, approved March 3, 1885, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,’ approved July 4, 1856, so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act ap- 
proved June 2, 1964, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act mak- 
ing a grant of lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State, 8 May 15, 1856, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior 
to reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted 
limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act of which the 
same is * 

“Sec. 5. That if it shall be found that any lands heretofore granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lic north of the line known as the Harrison 
line,’ being a line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner 
of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in township 
7 north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, nll persons who had ac- 
quired 3 faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said lands priorto July 1, 1835, or who at said date were in possession 
of any portion of said lands or had improved the same, claiming the same under 
written contract with said company, executed in good faith, or their heirs or 
assigns, as the case may be, shall be entitled to 5 85 the lands so acquired, 
possessed, or improved, from the United States, at any time prior to the expira. 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, 
and to receive patents therefor upon proof before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and payment therefor, 
without limitation as to quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian 
rights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Trust 
Comey, of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1 and which 
are described as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each 
side of the center line of a water-pipe line, as the same is staked out and located, 
or as it shall be h finally located according to the provisions of an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon approved November 25, 
1888, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abun- 
dance of good, pure, and wholesome water over and across the following de- 
ecribed tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31 in township 1 south, of range 6 east: 
sections 25, 31, 33, and 35.in township 1 south, of range 5 enst; sections 3; and 5 


1890. 
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in township 2 south, of range 5 east; section 1 in township 2 south, of ra: 4 
east; sections 23, 


g 25, and 35 in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of the Wil- 
lamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfei by this act, are hereby con- 
firmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of n, its successors and 
assigns forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, over and across the above-d: bed sections for the purpose of construct- 
ing, maintaining, and repairing a water: pipe line afo! 

Sec. 6. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 

reason of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to 
which lands may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise 
provided ; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the ares of land nally 
covered by any such grant, or toconfer any right upon any State, corporation, 
or person to lands which were excepted from such grant, Nor shall the moiety 
of the lands granted to any railroad company on account of a main and a branch 
line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the con- 
flictin; Nimita of the grants for such main and bra lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared 
to the benefit of the completed line. g 

“Src. 7. Thatin all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Missisppi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws, or upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or as- 
erted actual occupation of the land under color of the jaws of the United 
States, the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and persons claiming the 
right to enter as aforesaid may perfect their entry under the law. Andon con- 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety a“ 
from the of this act ll, by resolution of its board of directors, duly 
accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary of the Interior a 
valid relinquishment of all said company's interest, right. title, and claim in 
and to all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed, as aforesaid, then 
the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or in 
any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of 
Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern 
Railroad in said State, until one year afterthe ofthis act. And there 
may be selected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of 
those hereinbefore required to be surrendered, to be taken within the indemnity 
limits of the original grant nearest to and opposite such part of the line as may 
be constructed at the date of selection. 

“Sec. 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction of its road from Girard 
to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making 
settlement and certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands earned 
thereby shall include therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed 
of by said company, not to exceed the total amount earned by said company as 
aforesaid. And the title of the purchasers to all such lands are hereby con- 
firmed so far as the United States are concerned. 

But such settlement and certification shall not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1890, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
la f the United States. 

“The right hereby given to thesaid railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety days from the 1 of this act, by resolut ion of its board 
of directors, duly aceept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of ite t,as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where the Govern- 
ment still retains the purchase-money, or with the allowance or approval of such 
officers have been entered in Sood faith under the pre-emption or homestead 
Jaws, or as are claimed under homestead or pre-emption laws as aforesaid, 
and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com- 
pany to have the right to select other lands,as near as practicable to con- 
structed road, and within indemnity limits in lieu of the lands so relinquished. 
And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of all persons 
holding under any sales by the local land officers, of the lands in the ted 
limits of the Ala a and Florida Railroad grant, where the Uni States 
still retains the purchase-money, but without liability on the part of the United 


States, 
P. B. PLUMB. 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


IL. E. PAYSON, 
E. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MORGAN. I was not here on Friday evening when the con- 
ference report was withdrawn. I only have the information that is 
contained in the RECORD in regard to what was done. I suppose that 
changes have been made in the report. I am not aware what they are. 
I should be glad to know what they are before we proceed further. 

Mr. PLUMB. By an error, which was a very natural one under 
the circumstances, the question of the indemnity which the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad in Mississippi was to have on account of lands 
surrendered for the benefit of settlers was stated to be north of a cer- 
tain line when the committee did not so intend. That was discovered 
at the last moment. That is the only change that was made, that is 
that they are limited for indemnity to the part of the lands lying op- 
3 the constructed lines and not to a section of country lying be- 

ond. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the change in the language of the report? 

Mr. PLUMB, Just simply to strike out the words north of said 
line! and insert the words opposite to.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. I supposed the committee had agreed to the words 
north of the line.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the impression of some members of the 
committee, but it was an impression that grew, not out of the consid- 
eration of the words, but of some general idea which was in mind. It 
was drawn up afterwards, and by an error those words were inserted 
when the committee itself did not intend that they should be. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 


what he thinks the exact effect of the Jast sentence of section 7 is in 
its present form. That sentence was added to section 7 by the con- 


ference committee, and I should like to get the Senator’s opinion as to 


its effect in the form it is in now. : 

Mr. PLUMB. In my judgment, and I think that is the judgment 
of the committeealso, for the matter was discussed in the committee, 
its effect is to limit the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company to the 
proportion of grants lyingsouth of Hattiesburgh, if I may use that term, 
although it was not used here, for whatever indemnity they may be 
entitled to, as well as for lands in yo In other words, they can not, 
either for lands in place or for indemnity, bave a line drawn through 
Hattiesburgh, that is, a connecting line which shall intersect at that 
point. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iunderstand, then, the Senator’s opinion is that 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company can in no case receive any 
indemnity lands in lieu of lands within the original grant north of the 
line referred to in this sentence. 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. That is undoubtedly the construction, 
and the only construction that can be put upon the language. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That was my own construction, but I wished 
to know what the Senator's was, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon concurring in the report the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], the Chair understands, is en- 
titled to the floor. The Senator from Montana will proceed. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, when I concluded last Friday what 
I had to say, I hoped to have maintained that the railroad companies 
within the limits of their respective grants were not the owners of the 
mines upon the odd-numbered sections therein; and that those min- 
eral lands were in no peril unless the peril should arise out of the 
provisions in the first section of the act of March3, 1887. 

I desire, Mr. President, to say further, responsive to the inquiry of 
the honorable Senator from California [Mr. Hearst], that while I have 
not been able to find in the legislative history of the time any reason 
given why the phrase mines at a certain period in our legislation 
was dropped and the phrase mineral lands“ substituted therefor, 
I think the conditions which had come to the knowledge of Congress, 
and which I have heretofore sufficiently described, adequately account 
for the change that was made, and that the phrase mineral lands“ 
was intended to import a wider significance than the word mines” 
theretofore uniformly used, and, but ror judicial decision, I should 
be inclined to agree with the Senator from California, that it was in- 
tended to exclude lands which from a practical or scientific examina- 
tion or exploitation of them might reasonably be presumed to possess 
mines or precious metals of economic value. 

In the application of the rule, however, to the companies in which 
these various railroad grants are vested I think it would result that we 
should find many places and much valley land of which it could be 
said there was no ground to suppose that they contained metals of 
value. It would not operate to exclude them, and as to such lands on 
the odd sections fidelity to our engagements, the Constitution of the 
United States, and deference for vested rights would forbid a denial of 
ownership of such lands in the company. 

This phrase mineral lands“ has been the subject of judicial defi- 
nition by State and Federal courts in California, and by our highest 
judicial tribunal, wherein it has been given a more limited significance, 


We could willingly yield all lands on odd sections withih the limits 


of the grant which did not contain mines could we make sure of the 
non-existence of such mines, but the chiefest difficulty arises from lack 
of this knowledge and the tenure of the lands pending their thorough 
exploitation. $- 

In 1878 a law was passed by Congress providing that for building, 
domestic, mining, and agricultural purposes citizens of certain States 
and Territories in the mining regions should have the right, within their 
States or Territories respectively, to cut timber on the mineral lands 
on the public domain under such regulations as should be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. I shall not be able to make manifest 
in this Chamber how great was the significance to the people of the 
State which I in part represent of this enactment; nor with what joy 
they hailed its passage. ; 

It was not only the only law which permitted them to cut timber 
on the publie domain for these uses, but the law was in such a condition 
that title to timber lands could not be acquired in that State, and, 
worse than all, the existing statute, to that time unmodified, denounced 
against every person who should obtain any timber on the public do- 
main the penalties of fine and imprisonment, as prescribed by the law 
of the 2d of March, 1831, being section 2461 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

Under the law of 1878 it became important to inquire what meaning 
was attached to the phrase ‘‘mineral lands,” and more than a half 
million people interpreting it themselves practically, but in a some- 
what more limited sense than as defined by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, waited with breathless solicitude for such authoritative inter- 
pretation of itas the Land Department should give. The duty of 
ascertaining its meaning fortunately was remitted to a Secretary of 
the Interior, now an honorable Senator on this floor [Mr. TELLER], 
whose patriotism was continental and whose intelligenve was practical, 


- 
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and in the regulations prescribed by him it was declared that the 

mineral lands“ as used in that act meant and was intended 

do cover lands upon the mountain sides and in the cafions in mining 

ions where, from discoveries and the geological formation, mines 

might reasonably be expected to be found, without any reference 

whatever to the proposition whether a mine had been actually discov- 
ered thereon or no. 

I ask the honorable Senators here to believe that this interpretation 
removed from the communities of those States and Territories of the 
West a burden of anxiety seldom imposed upon a patriotic people, par- 
ticularly in those Territories and States like Montana, where no legisla- 
tion authorized or permitted thesale of any timber whatever. Thence- 
forward in that northern climate our hearthstones blazed with wood 
which we felt was obtained in contravention of no statute, in violation 
of no duty, and without incurring the penalties and fines in former 
statutes denounced. It was a tardy and partial recoghition by Con- 
gress of imperative human needs, and it was rejoicingly and thank- 
fully accepted as a partial solution of a most vexed question. 

Thus matters continued until the people of the United States, wearied 

- somewhat with the long exercise of that eternal vigilance which is the 
price of liberty, failed to prevent the seizure of the Government by 
parties and policies which failed in comprehending the dictates of pa- 
triotism or the unmistakable lessons of history. Anew Commissioner 
of the Land Office entered upon the discharge of his duties burdened 
by an impulse which he supposed was named reform, which impulse 
was born of that conviction which narrow visions sometimes detect 
that existing conditions and policies are wholly wrong; that good gov- 
ernment will only come when everybody in office is turned out, and 
every existing principle and policy reversed, and who, looking through 
a key-hole, imagined he saw the entire horizon. 

The regulations of the Land Department under this section were 
roan tata review in the spirit of this supposed statesmanship, and 
the p „mineral lands,” by processes evolved from the brain of this 
new lexicographer, was declared to mean such lands of placer mines as 
beneath the surface contained gold in quantities that would pay for 
working and such superficial area containing quartz mines 600 feet wid’ 
and 1,500 feet long as the party cutting the timber could show contained 
in the center thereof a vein of quartz profitable for working, and to these 
areas the right to cut timber was rigidly confined. 

How to ascertain these material facts until the timber, or some of it, 
was already cut, did not concern the solicitude of the great reformer. 
He therefore placed over that entire region a system of espionage worthy 
of Southern Europe in the dark ages. Officers of the United States at 
night peered into our windows, and an Administration envying us the 
felicities of a blazing hearthstone in a northern clime traced the wood 
which kindled it to the public domain, and forthwith a great Govern- 
ment, alleged to be benignant, and priding itself upon its humane pol- 
icies, inaugurated a system of petty civil and criminal prosecutions, in 
which it wrecked a few homes, consigned to the bitterness of poverty a 
few brave citizens, introduced the gaunt specter of famine to occasional 
households, destroyed many industrial pursuits, excited the anxiety and 
indignation of the people in a number of States, and if patriotism had not 
been in the American breast an indestructible passion would have driven 
it trom the e of that portion of our country, and as a compensa- 
tion for all this the Government imprisoned nobody, and although I 
can not affirm it to be true, it may have collected a thousand dollars. 
This new in tion enabled the Federal Government to appear in 
those communities in the guise of a country peddler with an assort- 
ment of sawdust, hemlock bark, slabs, lumber, and fire-wood, enforcing 
the payment of the prices it arbitrarily fixed by jail and jury, could fit- 
ting jury have been found. 

During this period the railroad company, which the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama arraigns with such asperity, rendered to the peo- 
ple ot Montana within the limits of its grant a most signal and con- 
siderate service, for which some gratitude is still felt in that far-off re- 
gion. The people of Montana along the line of thisroad were enabled 
to use the unsurveyed grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
containing timber as a foil against this new method of statesmanship, 
and we survived its existence thereby, without men, women, or chil- 
dren freezing to death, so far as I know. It was one period in our his- 
tory when we felt thankful that the timber lands within the Northern 
Pacific Railroad grant were not surveyed. 

At the end of three years the administration of the land laws in this 
spirit came back to the people for indorsement, bearing its sheaves 
with it, and saying here are the conquests, glories, and spoils of reform; 
but human indignation was at white heat, the people were not to be 
hoodwinked; they would not accept temporary cessation of prosecu- 
tions pending elections as evidence of a change of heart or an atone- 
ment for past outrages, and they proceeded for the third time to enter 
the domain of philology and sit in judgment upon the two lexicogra- 
phers who had been giving definitions of the phrase mineral lands.“ 


That judgment was that the definition of the honorable Senator from 
Colorado agreed with the benignant purpose of Congress in passing the 
remedial law. Asthe buman heartis very elastic, we shall trust to re- 


cover irom the t sought to be 
Seed AO LAA and tall our peo 


trated; but no historian 
who is their Duke of Alva. 


Alas, not ail of us will recover from the effects of this little episode in 
defining pena It lured within its grasp some families who find it 
ee e to escape the consequences, 

me households, the abode of hope and cheer, where thrift presided 
and a competence was promised, found it impossible to escape the con- 
sequences to them of this little raid of curious statesmanship into the 


domain of dialectics; some fathers and mothers, wrinkled and gray, 
will go to their graves with their aspirations for their children unful- 
filled; some children aspiring for education and reciting the prayer ot 
Ajax will be denied the gratification of their chiefest ambition; but 
we have at least had a little excursion in the direction of this quality 
of reform. 

Whenever new polities are presented in the name of reform, to the 
rudest of our people, with doubting curiosity they proceed to the ulti- 
mate analysis of those policies, r to know whether they really 
mean more humane, benignant, and intelligent government, or whether 
they area new form of deception. I trust the honorable Senator from 
California will agree with me that this effort at reform which I have 
indicated does not deserve repetition. I trust, Mr. President, that in 
what I have said, the result of a clear opinion and under the impell- 
ing conviction of a threatened disaster, I have uttered no word ungra- 
cious to the judicial tribunal involved. 

In the crowded business of that court, in the multiplied causes that 
arise before it, in the haste with which all must be treated, it impugns 
no intelligence that occasional mistakes are made. It only adds to the 
condemnation of the Congress of the United States that it has not long 
since done something to relieve those tribunals of the tooonerous bur- 
dens they bear. I further hope that I have been able to convince the 
Senate that these lands are the property of the United States; that no 
threat hangs over them of serious import unless it arises out of the ad- 
justment by the Secretary of the Interior, who will delay action until 
we can give this n legislation, no doubt. 

Happily the Secretary of the Interior has not thus far acted under 
the section of the law which I have read, nor has he granted patents 
for any lands in the mineral regions, and therefore it is competent for 
us here and now to declare the significance of his future acts without 
21 any part of the law. I am glad to know that the ablest 
lawyers in this body most familiar with this subject, as also able law- 
yers in the other House, do not justify my apprehension that possibly 
in this act of 1887 such authority as I have intimated exists, and Iam 
only strenuous that legislation of this character shall pass to allay 
the solicitudes of the anxious and to guard against possible mistakes, 

If the Secretary has authority to adjust this grant, and such adjust- 
ment implies a determination of whether given land is or is not min- 
eral as acomplete adjustment must imply the authority to do 
all those things necessary to determine whether it is or is not mineral 
land, and then the patent, omitting the exception of mineral lands, 
would import an absolute title to what was described as the determina- 
tion whether a given tract was or was not mineral had been determined 
by the tribunal so appointed for that purpose, and thenceforth the 
matter was res adjudienta. That there are no sufficient data to enable 
that officer to determine the mineral or non-mineral quality of the land 
slong the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad according to the fact 

If the issue of the patents is incontestable evidence that the Secre 
of the Interior has passed on the question of the quality of the land, 
certainly we should limit that function or we should forbid such issu- 
ance until he has been given facilities adequate to enable him to know 
the facts. This will require time. It will require the best scientific 
and practical experience and observation which we can bring to bear, 
afford a useful occupation for the officers of the Geological Survey, and 
until the matter is fally settled no further complications of the title to 
our mines should be permitted, 

The act of March 30, 1887, passed in supposed hostility to these rail- 
road companies, if carried out according to its terms, if that were pos- 
sible, would be a great boon to the companiesinvolved, while its effect 
on the communities involyed would be deleterious in the last degree. 
The decisions of the Supreme Court in scope do not cover the questions 
involved in this adjustment, and yet they are with condescension made 
the rule of the adjustment. 

If we have given this great authority to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, we ought to know it. Itinvoves the title to many hundred mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of property now belonging to the United States. 
We ought to give authority to deal with it to some tribunal, con- 
sciously, and not by doubtful implications. That tribunal ought to ac- 
cept the power if it is given and comprehend its scope, consequence, 
and significance. It should not discharge clerical duties ina perfanc- 
tory manner, doubtful of their import, intentions, or effect, and there- 
after find that it had conveyed away vast values belonging to the Gov- 
ernment without contemplation of such results, and that whereas we 
had imposed on it the determination of the vest of questions in- 
volving our right to the mines of the country it had given the matter 
no thought, had abdicated its power, and, shutting its eyes to inquiry, 
had foreclosed ali future examination of the question, and by merely 
clerical action had estopped the Government from claiming its own. 
The present Secretary of the Interior, incited by the requirements of 
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section 1 of the act of March 30, 1887, to provide for the adjustment 
of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, 
in his last annual report shows that he feels profoundly the pressure 
of these considerations. He says: 

The question presents itself in regard to the mineral lands lying within the 
grant of the ds running through mineral belts, and which would other- 
wise than because of their mineral character be included within the railroad 
pant, The act of Congress absolutely and unqualifiedly reserves all mineral 

ds from the railroad grants made to the most extended and important rail- 
roads of our country, and this reservation affects the claim of such a road as 
the Northern Pacific to a great part of its land subsidy. 

It also affects toa very considerable degree the Cen Pacific and Southern 
Pacific roads, with some others; and how to determine what are mineral lands 
at this time, when the roads are claiming their grants, is indeed a dificult and 
most important matter. Originally it was left to the company to make affida- 
vit in a form adopted by my predecessors and by them deemed sufficient for a 
long while, but by which it was not made necessary for the officer taking the 

to swear to his actual knowledge that the land was not mineral. 

Many of the selections made by the railroads under their nts were sup- 
ported by such affidavit, but upon the same coming before the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, he demanded that a further affidavit should be 
made, the same as required from settlors on homestead claims, whereby actual 
knowledge of the fact that the same was not mineral land was required to be 
sworn to. This the railroad companies have failed to do, insisting that their 
Ar- ance under the regulations at the time existing, are valid and should 

owed, 

‘This question is not yet determined, but it is deemed a matter to which your 
attention should be invited for the purpose of having, if necessary, some fur- 
ther legislation upon the subject. On the one hand, it is to be noted that the 
additional affidavit has been required since the selections were claimed; on the 
other, stands the absolute reservation of the law and the right of the people to 
ba y gn ea epee lands, if such, indeed there be, among the selections made 

the railroads. 

171 ation is not made on this subject the Department will have to decide 
by such light as may be obtained as to the real nature of the lands, whether 
mineral or not, however difficult the inquiry may be and whatever the responsi- 
bility assumed, It is deemed, however, that a law should be by Con- 
es enabling the Land Department to thoroughly investigate the character of 

ds 3 to be mineral and within the reservation of the law before the 
railroad is entitled to any cession whatever. It would require a considerable 
1 for the purpose of investigation and survey; aud connected with 
is, authority should be given to the Secretary of the Interior to refuse to cer- 
non igh to the railroads until there was clear proof that the same were not 
mineral, 

The question is most important. It is far-reaching in its results and may af- 
fect the welfare and independence of many of our citizens, It would not be 
unreasonable to direct that the patents issued should themselves contain a res- 
ervation of any land therein described if it proved upon further development 
to be actually mineral land. 

The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is no claim 
on the part of the railroads to obtain these sources of vast wéalth not intended 
for them that should be humored to the least degree beyond the law. 

This I sayin no or of hostility to the railroad companies, but from a 
thorough conviction that the best interests of the Republic would be served by 
dividing this vast mineral wealth among individuals rather than by allowing 
it by any means to fall into possession and control of large cor: ons. Itis 
not intended to be ted to them, and they should not be allowed to obtain 
it by default. Sufficient means of proving cxactly what the character of the 
lanc is should be provided. 

There are in this division also some 2,129 suspended entries. It is desirable 
that a re-examination of these cases should be had,as it is believed that it 
would lead to . of patents in many cases. It is intended that ad- 
ditional proof be called for, and the entries either canceled for failure of 
~ a to meet such requirement, or, if the proofs authorize it, the pat- 
ents issued, 


I conceive the Secretary discusses an immaterial question. Behind 
the iorm lies the fact, In North Dakota the information and belief of 
the agent would be enough; in the western half of Montana not the 
knowledge of one witness would be conclusive against common fame 
and hills seamed with rich veins of gold and silver. 

Not expressing an opinion whether the has or has not been 
given such authority, I only wish to say that doubt whether it has been 
conferred or no will not justify or palliate a slovenly, careless, or erro- 
neous discharge of his duty if it is once entered on by that officer. If 
he shall conclude that such authority has been conferred on him by 
Congress by implication from acts already passed, and Congress shall 


not further interfere, and he shall further conclude that he must ex- 


cept by metes and bounds out of the grant and patent all mineral lands 
and give lieu lands therefor, he must then make it certain that he de- 
scribes in his patents no mineral lands whatever, 

To render this clear he must have examined all the lands within the 
grant, as to what were excepted because claimed, and what were ex- 
cepted because reserved, and what were excepted because they are 
mineral. Authority to make this examination thorough and complete 
is vested in him by implication, or he has no present authority to enter 
upon an inquiry of the quality of the lands at all. 

A recent decision of the Secretary of the Interior overruling the de- 
cision in Francœur vs. Newhouse yet clings to a forlorn fragment of 
that case, that the patent precludes ull claims adverse to the railroad 
company. When no vestige of the doctrine that the courts may grant 
what Congress reserves is eliminated, and he shall proceed to ascertain 
what function remains in him under authority of the first section of 
the act of March 3, 1887, and either proceeds or declines to proceed 
thereunder, we shall have reached a correct solution of this vexing 
question. 

But if he finds that by that section authority is given him to deter- 
mine the question without appropriation adequate to enable him to 
probe the question to the very and ultimate fact, he’should decline to 
exercise the authority thus given. The case of Newhall vs. Sanger, in 
the ninety-second volume of the Reports of the Supreme Court, which 
affirms that courts have not authority to insert in an act of Congress a 


~ 


word for the purpose of changing its or a grant, for- 
bids the insertion in these acts of the word known“ before the words 
mineral lands,” and leaves the will of Congress supreme. 

The conclusions at which I have arrived are the result of much pains- 
taking reflection, born of a desire to arrive at the very pith and mar- 
row of the question. They have been submitted to no one’s revision 
and are simply my owr. I can not say whom they will satisfy, and I 
have no confidence in them except as they are severely just. Taking 
these rights as we find them, it is high time that we determine all the 
controversies pertaining to these great measures of public improve- 
ment. os 

It is a luxury to stand in this Hall and represent a people entirel 
above desire to do wrong, even to a railroad corporation; whose intelli- 
gence will swiftly penetrate the motive of any person who should ap- 
peal to their prejudices to incite them to any course not dictated by the 
immutable justice. They believe with the great orator of antiquity 
that it is the glory of every well regulated state to maintain the pub- 
lic faith and be true to all its engagements. They do not stop, there- 
fore, to inquire whether it were wise or unwise during the period of 
our civil war to bind ocean shore to ocean shore by bands of steel. To 
the men of that day, charged with graver responsibilities than had be- 
fore fallen to the lot of mortals, it seemed wise to grant these great re- 
wards for these great improvements. 

There is no appeal from that judgment. The improvements stand, 
monuments of an enterprise and patriotism which knows no precedent 
and has suffered no diminution. Whatever burdens that judgment 
may impose we shall cheerfully bear. Speaking for myselfin the light 
of subsequent events, I am glad to say that the wisdom of those great 
men has been justified by the event and that no person who conceived 
or assisted in these great undertakings need suffer regret or shame. 
Because of this desire to be just we can appropriately insist that noth- 
ing more shall be given than that which was promised. 

In the heady contentions which throng the hours of legislation we 
must stop and consider the gravity of this situation. I have sought to 


make as pain as I could in the time I have occupied the views ot those 


who think with me that the profound solicitudes heretofore manifested 
by Congress in these railroad grants to preserve to our citizens our 
mineral domain have been the dictate of patriotism and statesmanship, 
adequate, indeed, to the end in view, but requiring from time to time 
reassertion and re-enforcement, that their results may continue with un- 
abated vigor. 

That the subject concerns the people of the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent on this floor more than it does the people 
of the other States may be true, but it is of lasting importance to all 
our citizens wherever they abide, To the citizens who pursue the pre- 
carious search for precious metals we have unlocked the great treasure- 
house of our mountains, and brushing aside the narrower views which 
from immemorial time have prevailed, and deeming no reward too 
great and nothing of ours too good, have invited them to possess this 
goodly land. : 

Over this wide expanse, through the western confines of the United 
States, stretch these millions ot acres, containing vast mineral wealth, 
the ownership of which, it is popularly thought, is in doubt. Be- 
cause I disagree to that proposition does not, in my own estimation, 
belittle the gravity of the situation. These prospectors are not law- 
yers; they can not examine legal authorities and determine abstruse 
or complex questions of law for themselves, but they must rely on the 
popular judgment for their conclusions. 

It therefore results that this large class of men are haunted with the 
apprehension that their most valuable discoveries upon your unsur- 
veyed lands, where nearly all of your mineral wealth lies, will be found, 
when the surveys shall be extended thereto, upon an odd-numbered 
section and within the limits of these grants. Taking advantage of 
these apprehensions, shrewd capitalists day by day are pure! 
mines of great value for the merest pittance, alarming the of the 
prospector as to his title and threatening him with suits by these rail- 
road companies or their grantees, 

It is for these men that I appeal. They should know that a discoy- 
ered mine, whenever found, by the mere fact of its existence, asserts 
its exemption from this grant and becomes subject to our laws touch- 
ing the disposition of mineral land. They know the priceless value 
of this mineral heritage; they have seen its influence in prom 
national prosperity and ennobling national character, and they think, 
as do I, that any omission on our part to assert our title to it when as- 
sailed, or to strengthen it against insidious attack, would be an inex- 
cusable and ignoble abdication, 

Iknow, Mr, President, to the popular mind the dullness of my theme, 
and I should be unable, were I less earnest and therefore in a mood to 
make the effort, to give interest to a discussion by any form in which 
I conid dress it. The honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, the other day, painting the consequences upon our national 
life and character of an abandonment by us of our share of the do- 
minion of the sea, was able to stir the blood of the most sluggish 
American. x 

He knows, as we all know, that if weshoúld abandon that dominion, 
if we should lose ambition to enlarge it or hope of regaining it; if we 
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should strike our flag where it floats to foreign nations, sell our great 
battle-ships and give our beautiful San Francisco, Boston, Chicago, 
and Philadelphia and all our Navy to the harpies or the sea kings of 
other lands, it would be conclusive proof that the end of the Ameri- 
can Republic was near. Thenceforward we could take no pride in the 
renown of the Republic; our conquests, glories, and triumphs would 
go for nothing. In a not lesser degree is our dominion and pride of 
possession of our mines of precious metals evidence of national spirit 
and patriotism, and indifference to their title would indicate a like 
decadence. 

Men do not always analyze the impelling source of their self-con- 
sciousness or pride; but feel that self-consciousness as profoundly never- 
theless, and I doubt not but that Marshall, Comstock, and all the host 
of mining prospectors and discoverers, however rude of garb or un- 
learned in metaphysics, were as proud over the great discoveries that 
they made of mines of precious metals as was the immortal Winslow 
when he saw the last mast of the Alabama sinking beneath the waters 
of the English Channel. 

They can not travel from the St. Croix to San Diego, or from the 
_ Flattery Rocks to the Florida Keys and look upon the great buildings 
which cities have erected, the more modest homes which are the abode 
of private citizens, without reflecting that their achievements and sac- 
rifices had perhaps done something to make these things possible, and 
however little of material wealth-they gathered from the great discov- 
eries they made, this consciousness was forever with them and was a 
great reward. But for that fact I believe the business of prospecting 
for gold and silver mines or extracting precious metals from the ground 
would long since have ceased to be an individual industry and would 
have to be conducted by the great nations of the earth to secure sufi- 
cient of the precious metals for currency, or other materials be made 
the measure of pecuniary values. 

No material compensation adequate to the labor spent rewards this 
industry; but it is pursued with a zeal and intentness as great as that 
with which the sailor follows the perils, toils, and disappointments of 
the sea. Weare therefore adi ured by every consideration of patriotism, 

ride, and justice to assert wherever unlawfully questioned our domin- 
ion, authority, and power over all our heritage of precious metals wher- 
ever hidden that we may say to those citizens to whom we have prof- 
fered their extraction, Here for you is the scene of your conquests, the 
reward of your labors, and the abode of your power.”’ 

Mr. SAWYER. Lask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 2019, being House bill 11272, a little bill which came from the 
Committee on Public Lands. I think it will take only a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is very much embarrassed 
by requests for unanimousconsent when there isevidently not a quorum 
present. The Chair thinks that less than a quorum can not give unani- 
mous consent for the performance of any business that requires the pres- 
ence ofa quorum. ‘The Chair does not desire to be exacting and has 
no wish to interfere with the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, I desire to inquire if there is any business that can 
be done without a quorum, and on the suggestion of the want of a 
quorum the rule then plainly indicates what is to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that when busi- 
ness has been regularly taken up and is under consideration it may 

without the inquiry being too minutely made, but when the 
effort is made to change an order of business recognized by a majority 
of the Senate, by less than a quorum, the Chair thinks it is a departure 
from parliamentary rule that ought not to be tolerated. 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. 

Mr, DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not wish to delay the action of 
the Senate upon this report or at this time to enter into a general dis- 
cussion of the policy of granting lands to States and corporations for 
public improvements, or to inquire which political party, if either, is 
most responsible for the policy. If the policy is right, both political 
parties are entitled to credit forit. If it is unwise, both of the political 
parties are responsible for it. 

It is a condition, not a theory, that confronts us. The question is 
whether the Senate will agree to the conference report which provides 
for the forfeiture of what are commonly termed the unearned lands 
which have been granted to States and corporations for publie improve- 
ment. 

Ever since I became a member of the Senate I have been instant in 
season and out of season in endeavoring to secure the forfeiture of the 
lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for the con- 
struction of that portion of its road which was to extend from Wallula 
to Portland, a distance of some 214 miles, a line of road which has not 
been constructed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, but which 
has been constructed by another company; at least a road has been con- 
structed over the same route and between the same points which an- 
swers the purpose intended to be secured by the Congressional grant. 

I came into the Senate with certain fixed views upon the questions 
involved in the proposition to forfeit land grants, which have not been 
ehanged. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. MORGAN. I was going to makean inquiry of the Senator, but 
I do not wish to break his remarks. 
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Mr. DOLPH, I will listen to the inquiry. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to ask the Senator from Oregon if he knows 
what are the relations between the road he has just been speaking of, 
between Wallula and Portland, and the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there is no relation between the companies, 
unless it is a traffic arrangement, by which the trains or cars of the North- 
ern Pacific can be run over the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany's road. The Oregon Railway and Navigation Company's road, 
as I understand, is leased to the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, 
which isa branch of the Union Pacific. The Union Pacific having 
8 the payment of the rent by the Short Line to the Oregon 

ilway and Navigation Company, it was originally intended that 
the lease should be a joint lease by the Union Pacific and by the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, but that scheme, as I understand it, 
was never carried out, and the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany is, under present arrangements, part of the Union Pacific system. 
If there is any arrangement whatever between the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company and the Oregon Railway and Navigation Compan 
or the Union Pacific Railroad Company concerning the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company’s road between Wallula and Portland, 
it must be some traffic arrangement by which the cars of the Northern 
1 87275 may be run over the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company's 
ine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator know whether the Northern Pa- 
cific owns any stock or any controlling interest of any kind in the 
Oregon Railway and Navigation Company's road? 

Mr. DOLPH. So far as I have any knowledge on the subject, the 
Northern Pacific does not own any stock in the Oregon Railway and 
Navigation Company. The majority of the stock is owned by the 
Union Pacific Company and the balance of it is owned by individ- 
uals, Iam reminded by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
of a matter with which I was already familiar through the press re- 
ports, which is that the Union Pacific is now building a rival line to 
that of the Northern Pacific from Portland to the Sound. 

As I was proceeding to say when interrupted, I came into the Senate 
with certain fixed opinions upon the legal propositions which are in- 
volved in the forfeiture of land grants, opinions which have not been 
changed by subsequent reflection and examination, but which have 
been strengthened by subsequent decisions of the courts. These propo- 
sitions may be stated briefly as follows: That the land grants of the 
Northern Pacific and of all the Jand-grant railroad companies or to 
States for their benefit are grants in presenti upon condition-subse- 
quent, are grants of agiven number of sections, usually of odd sections, 
upon each side of the road when located, not already reserved nor sold 
by the Government or subject to pre-emption and homestead claims, 
with the right in most cases of the companies to select lands within 
indemnity limits specified in the granting acts in lieu of the Jands in 
place which are found not to have been subject to the grant. Until 
the location of the line of the road the grant is what is called afloat, 
When the iine is located the grant becomes fixed as to the lands in 
place, and the title of the company attaches to definite sections, sub- 
ject to be defeated by non-performance of the conditions of the grant. 

The law in regard to conditions-subsequent in grants and conveyance 
has been settled for many years. It is, briefly, that no one but the 
grantor can take advantage of the non-performance of the condition, 
and that if the grantor does not take advantage of the non-performance 
of the condition and enter for condition broken before the condition is 
performed the grant becomes absolute and indefeasible. This law, as 
I understand it, has been applied by the courts to the Government as 
a grantor as between it and States and railroad companies. Therefore, 
if the Government, which in this respect cau only act through Con- 
gress, has not done some act equivalent to entering for a breach of the 
conditions upon which a grant was made before the condition is per- 
formed, the title to the grant by such performance becomes indefeasi- 
ble. - 
It is, on account of this state of the law, the opinion of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and I believe of a majority of the Senate, that 
where lands were granted to a State or toa corporation for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a railroad and Congress has not de- 
clared a forfeiture of Jands until the road has been completed as a whole 
or as to any sections of the road, the title to the grant as to completed 
rond has become indefeasible and the lands are not subject to disposal 
by Congress. 

But I have gone farther, and the committee has also, as I understand. 
I believe that, admitting the power of Congress to forfeit lands which 
have been earned by the construction of the road, though not within the 
time limited in the act, it would not be justice to deprive the railroad 
companies and their stockholders and creditors of the lands after Con- 
gress has stood by and allowed the road to be built upon the credit of 
the land grant and upon the faith that it would permit the lands to be 
retained by the company. 

I go further and I affirm that if there was no question of the power of 
Congress and no question of justice involved between Congress and the 
railroad companies, it would not be a wise thing to uproot all the 
titles to lands sold by the companies, as, for instance, along the line of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad now constracted from Bismarck to Wal- 
lula, but that the best thing for the public interest, the best thing for 


1890. 


CON GRESSION AL RECORD—SENATE. 


10041 


the people who have settled upon the lands and obtained title from the 
railroad company, the best thing for all concerned would be not to 
leave, as we do in this bill, the title of those lands for the future action 
of Congress, but to provide affirmatively for the confirmation of the 
title of the railroad company. 

Proceeding upon this theory the Committee on Public Lands re- 

rted to the Senate and the Senate passed a bill, which the House of 

presentatives has passed substantially as it passed the Senate, to for- 
feit all lands granted to States or railroad companies opposite to un- 
completed road. It is universal initsapplication. There is no favor- 
itism shown; there is no question as to what the meaning of the act 
or what the intention of Congress is. The intention is to forfeit all 
lands which have not been earned by the construction of road either in 
time or out of time and to restore them to the public domain. 

A suggestion has been made, as I understand, by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] that this section or some other provision jn 
this bill confirms the lands not forfeited. I shall be very glad if such 
a construction shall be put upon it, for I would not be unwilling to 
vote for an act of confirmation. But such is not the effect, of the act. 
I do not believe that the action of Congress in entering, if I may use 
that expression, in reclaiming a portion of these lands, fora breach of 
the condition will preclude it from exercising that right in the future 
as to other lands, if the right exists. 

Now, Mr. President, when we undertake to forfeit these land grants 
we find that there are other questions besides the question of forfeiture 
to deal with. Take the Northern Pacific grant as an example. Its 
board of directors resolved that they would give notice to the world 


that people qualified to hold lands might go upon the lands of the com- 


pany in advance of the construction of the road, settle upon and im- 
prove them, and that when they were earned such persons should have 
the prior right to purchase them at the valuation fixed by the com- 
pany. The last resolution of the company upon the subject fixed the 
value at $2.60 an acre. Under this invitation many people went upon 
these unearned lands under what amounted to a license from the rail- 
road company. A resolution of the board of directors authorized it 
apd held out the promise that they should be preferred as purchasers, 
and if they notified the company of their settlement upon the land 
undoubtedly that amounted to a license to occupy the land. Others, I 
understand, have gone upon railroad lands with less formality, perhaps 
being ignorant as to what was required under the resolution I have re- 
ferred to, with the intention of becoming the purchasers of the Jands 
from the railroad company when they were earned. 

There will undoubtedly be some friction between persons who are 
already on railroad lands forfeited by this act and persons who seek to 
become settlers upon them, although they have been occupied and 
improved by others, under the homestead, pre-emption, and other laws 
of the United States. It seemed to be but common justice to under- 
take to protect the interests of all classes of persons who will seek to 

urchase these lands, and for these reasons the provision was inserted 
n the bill which I understand was criticised by the Senator from Ala- 
bama authorizing the purchase of certain of these lands from the Gov- 
ernment by those who had gone upon them under license from, orcon- 
tract with, the railroad companies and with the expectation of becom- 
ing the purchasers of them from the companies when they were earned. 

The railroad company allowed one person to purchase 320 acres of 
land. The committee hayé provided, therefore, that any person who 
in faith went upon these lands prior to the 1st of January, 1888, 
under a license from the railroad company and with a bona fide inten- 
tion of acquiring the company’s title shall have the right within a 
definite period, after the forfeiture is declared, to purchase the land oc- 
cupied by him from the Government at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 
This does not prevent such persons from obtaining the Jand under the 
homestead, pre-emption, and other land laws if they are qualified, and 
the bill agreed upon by the conference committee contains a section 
which provides affirmatively that persons in possession of these lands 
may take them under the homestead law if qualified to take under that 
law, and that their residence shall date from the time they entered 
upon the lands, and further, that if they have undertaken to secure a 
homestead or pre-emption claim, and have failed for any reason, they 
may take a second homestead under this act. 

Then there is another provision which was criticised by the Senator 
from Alabama and which I explained to him briefly by interrupting 
him in his a provision that if it shall be found or finally deter- 
mined that any of the lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
forfeited by this act lie north of the line called the Harrison line, the 
parties who have purchased such lands from the railroad company, or 
its assigns, shall have a definite period after that fact is ascertained to 
purchase the lands at $2.50 an acre from the Government. And this 
right to purchase is without limitation as to quantity, because these 
lands have been sold and conveyed as private property for years and 
several original purchases are now held by one n. 

As I said to the Senator from Alabama, the difficulty in this matter 
is to determine where the terminal line of the earned lands is, If the 
line is drawn in one direction across the track, the railroad company 
would have the right, the lands would prove to be railroad lands, and 
there would be no necessity for the persons holding the railroad title 


to purchase their lands from the United States. If, however, it is de- 
termined that the terminal line of the grant as earned should be drawn 
across the track in another direction, then such line leaves a triangular 
piece of land, a fan-like shaped piece of land, between the two lines 
which would be forfeited under this bill. 

The Senator complained that these parties are not allowed to purchase 
from the United States until it is finally determined that the lands 
claimed by them are forfeited under this bill. They should not be re- 
quired to purchase the lands of the Government until it is finally de- 
termined that the lands belong to the United States. They have aright 
to rely upon their title from the railroad company until the legality of 
their title is determined, and the only object of the committee was to 

rovide that the people who have lived for a decade or longer upon 

ands and have improved them and made them valuable shall not be 
turned out of their homes if they are found not to be a portion of the 
grant earned by the railroad company. 

So careful was the committee that no additional advantage should 
be gained by the State or any railroad company by this legislation 
that no additional right should be conferred, that the area of the land 
granted should not be increased, that they provided in section 6 of the 
bill: 

That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall by rea- 
son of such forfeiture inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which 
nas may have been granted by Congress, except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided— 

That is to say, that no State or corporation shall take any of the 
lands forfeited by this bill under any other grant because they are for- 
feited by this bill and restored to the public domain— 
nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land originally covered 
by any such grant— o 

Now follows an important provision, considered with reference to 
what has been said by the Senator from Montana about mineral lands 
in Montana and elsewhere— 
or to confer any right upon any State, corporation, or person to lands which 
were excepted from such grant, Nor shall the moiety of the lands granted to 
any railroad company on account of a main and a branch line ag coher to 
uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within the conflicting limits of the 
grants for such mainand branch lines, when but one of such lines has been com- 
pleted, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby declared, to the benefit of the 
completed line. : 

Here is an express provision that none of the lands forfeited shall be 
taken by any railroad company or any State under any other grant; 
that the area of lands granted to any company shall not be enla 
by this act; that no corporation or person shall under the provisions of 
this act obtain any right to any lands which were excepted from its 
original grant, whether they be mineral or otherwise. 

As I have said, there will undoubtedly be considerable controversy 
in the final adjustment of these railroad grants between settlers and 
would-be settlers under the land Jaws of the United States and grantees 
of the railroad company, but this is inevitable, and the sooner adjust- 
ment is made the better for all parties. Congress has from time to 
time undertaken to facilitate the adjustment of these controversies, and 
in a way to be beneficial to all parties. By the act of June 22, 1874, 
it was provided— 

That in the adjustment of all railroad land grants, whether made directly to 
any railroad company or to any State for railroad purposes, if any of the lands 

nted be found in the possession of an actual settler whose entry or filing has 
eg allowed under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 8! 
subsequent to the time at which, by the decision of the land office, the right of 
said road was declared to have a! ed to such lands, the grantees, upora 
proper relinquishment of the lands so entered or filed for, shall be entitled to 
select an equal quantity of other lands in lieu thereof from any of the public 
lands not mineral and within the limits of the grant not otherwise appropri- 
aled at the date of selection, to which they shall receive title the sameas though 
originally granted, 


With a proviso making exceptions preserving all rights of persons 
which have intervened. 

While that provision is not in derogation of the rights of the railroad 
companies, it is in the interest of the settler and provided a way of ad- 
justment between railroad companies and settlers by which the rail- 
road companies might voluntarily relinquish their title to the lands 
which had been settled upon under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
and receive other lands iu lieu theroof. I seer jin tk that the practi- 
cal working of that act has been very beneficial. It will be observed 
that this act only related to homestead and pre-emption settlers whose 
entries had been allowed. 

Now, to supplement that act and to provide for another and a less 
meritorious class of ns, persons who had insisted upon settling 
upon railroad lands notwithstanding they were withdrawn from set- 
tlement and notwithstanding they were informed by the local lang 
officers that their entries could not be allowed, Congress has during the 
present session passed another act which I had the honor to report from 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands, and by which it is provided— 

That the privileges granted by the aforesaid act approved June 22, 1874— 

The one which I have just quoted from— 


are hereby extended (subject to the provisos, limitations, and restrictions 
thereof) to all persons entitled to the right of homestead or 1 under 
the laws of the United States, who have resided upon and improved for five 
years lands granted to any railroad company, but whose entries or filings have 
not for any cause been admitted to record. 
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I have no doubt that under this provision the railroad companies in 
many instances will find it to their interest to relinquish to homestead 
and pre-emption settlers who have gone upon the railroad lands in ig- 
norance or in defiance of the law and the rules of the Interior Depart- 
ment and to take other lands in their place. There is nothing com- 
peer ema them; but the inducement to them is that they may se- 
eet other lands in lien of those relinquished and secure ers upon 
their granted lands, which will add to the traffic of their roads. 

Now, another act was passed, one which has been criticised and 
commented upon by the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS], ap- 
proved on the 3d day of March, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for 
other purposes. The first section provides 

he, and is hereby, authorized and di- 
veneer 9 ve her 33 with the Ason of the Supreme 


Court, each of the railroad land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
— — of railroads and heretofore unadjusted. 


The Senator from Montana appears to think that some additional 
power is here conferred bse the Secretary of the Interior to determine 
the character of the lands listed by a railroad company, and that it 
may be that authority has been conferred upon him by this act to cer- 

and patent to the railroad companies lands which they would not 

e under the provisions of the original granting acts. But I do not 

so understand the effect of the first section of this act. The grant to 

the Northern Pacific Railroad Company of lands to aid in the construc- 

tion of its road is made by the third section of the act, which is as fol- 
lows: 

And be it further enacted, That there be, and Daredy SvErenved to the North- 


preemption 

ner of the 
Gesuah ins I pyres atc prior to said time, de. sections or 
parts of sections shall have been granted, sold, reserved, occupied by home- 

, or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall be se- 
lieu thereof, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, in alternate sections, and 1 odd numbers, not more 

10 ons, 

By the fourth section it is provided that whenever the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company shall have 25 consecutive miles of any portion 
of its railroad constructed, commissioners shall be appointed to ex- 
amine and rt as to whether the road has been completed in a good 
and substantial and workmanlike manner. I now quote from the 
fourth section: 

And patents of Jands as aforesaid shall be issued to said company, confirming 
to said company the right and title to said lands situated opposite to and con- 
terminous with said completed section of said road. 

Mr. President, it must be 2 f to every one that under the grant- 
ing act to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company—and the same is 
true of every other act of a similar character—the duty of adjusting 
the t was devolved upon the Secretary of the Interior. A given 
number of of land were granted in place; lands which had 
been sold or reserved or were claimed under the homestead or pre-emp- 
tion act or other land laws of the United States were excepted from the 

t. It was then provided that whenever 25 miles of road were 
t it should be examined, andif properly constructed the President 
should cause patents to be issued to the company for the granted lands 
adjacent to the road: These provisions necessarily involve a segrega- 
tion of the lands excepted by the grant from those covered by the 
t, and that is an adjustment of the grant. That adjustment should 
. — been proceeded with as the construction of the road progressed, 
and if the officers of the Government had obeyed the law and the lands 
had been surveyed they might have been selected as the road was built. 

Now, all that Congress has done in the first section of the act of 1887 
is to provide that this adjustment shall proceed at once. It is pro- 
vided: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to immediately adjust, in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Cou 
each of the railroad land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction 
railroads and heretofore unadjusted. 

So far at least as the power of the Secretary to approve land to the 
land-grant companies is concerned, it does not change the law as it 
was before its enactment. His power under the act of 1887 is not in- 
creased, but he is required to proceed and do what the original grant- 

act required him to do, but which had not been done. 
he necessity for this provision was very apparent to Congress at the 
time it was made, Early in the Forty-ninth Congress whena bill was 
pending providing for the taxation of railroad lands after they were 
, and it was charged that the railroad companies were in de- 
fault in not selecting their lands and not paying the cost of selection, 
the cost of survey, the cost of patenting, etc., I offered a com ve 
resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Interior for informa- 


tion on all these points. That resolution elicited the information 
that the Northern Pacific Company at least was not in default in pay- 
ment of the cost of selecting, of patenting, or of surveying its lan 
But it elicited the further information that there had been selected by 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company up to the time that resolution 
was answered, 11,246,421.32 acres ot lands as a part of their t, 
7,903,026.25 acres being within the ted limits, and 3,343, 505.07 
acres within the indemnity limits. ese lists of selected lands asap- 
peared from the dates of the selection had Jain for yearsin the Interior 
Department without action there. The answer of the Secretary also 
contained a statement of the lands which had been patented and which 
I will read.- There had been patented in Minnesota 743,573.44 acres 
and in Washington 3,016.08 acres, or a total of 746,589.52 acres. 

After the lapse of nearly twenty years from the time of the con- 
struction of a considerable portion of its road, less than three-quarters or 
a million acres had been patented to the company, while there lay and 
had lain for years in the Interior Department lists amounting to over 
11,000,000 acres of lands awaiting the adjustment which was provided 
for in the original grantingact. This delay not only caused inconven- 
ience and loss to the railroad company, but inconvenience and loss to 
every one who had anything to do with the public lands within the 
granted limits, because it is a matter of public importance that the 
publie should be informed which are railroad lands and which are not. 

But the act of 1887 contained other remedial provisions in the inter- 
est of the settlers, provisions made for the purpose of avoiding, as far 
as possible, controversy and conflict of interest between the railroad 
companie and their grantees and settlers under the land laws, It 
provided— 


That if it shall a) , upon the completion of such adjustments respectively, 
or sooner, that lands have been from any cause heretofore erroneously one 
fied or patented by the United States to or for the use or benefit of any com- 
pany claiming by, through, or under grant from the United States, to aid in the 
construction of a pi es g it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to Lage to demand trom such company a relinquishment or reconveyance 
sean United States of all such lands, whether within granted or indemnity 

It further provided that if any railroad company, upon such de- 
mand, does not relinquish or release such lands, the Attorney-General 
should cause suit to be instituted to cancel the patents. By the third 
section it is provided 

That if, in the adjustment of said grants, it shall appear that the homestead 
or pre-em entry ofany bona fide settler haa been erroncously can on 
account of any railroad grant or the withdrawal of public lands from market, 
such settler upon application shall be reinstated in all his rights and allowed to 
perfect his entry by complying with the public-land laws. 


And by the fourth section it is provided— 

That as to all lands. except those mentioned in the foregoing section— 

That is, those to which there were once bona fide pre-emption and 
ee rights which had been erroneously canceled are now 
restored— 


which have been so erroneously certified or nted as aforesaid, and which 
have been sold by the grantec 5 citizens of the United States, or to 
persons who have d their intention to become such citizens, the person 
or persons so purchasing in good faith, his heirs or assigns, shall be entitled to 


the land so purchased, upon making proof of the fact of such purchase at the 
proper land office, within such time and under such rules as ma 57 perennes 
vo 


he Secretary of the Interior, after thi ts l 
adjusted; and patents of the United States shail tavus therefor, 

Section 5 contains another and similar provision for the benefit of 
settlers. It provides— 

That where any said com y shall have sold to citizens of the United States, 
or to persons who have d red their intention to become such citizens, as a 
pe of its grant, lands not conveyed to or for the use of such company, said 

ds being the numbered sections prescribed in the grant, and being contermi- 
nous with the constructed of said road, and where the lands so sold are for 
any reason excepted from the 8 of the grant to said company, it shall 
be lawful for the bona fide pu: thereof from said company to make pay- 
ment tothe United States for said lands at the ordinary Government price for 
like lands, and thereupon patents shall issue therefor to the sald bona fde pur- 
chaser, his heirs or assigns. 

Mr. President, it will be seen that while this act of 1887 does not en- 
large the power of the Secretary of the Interior to determine what lands 
have been granted and what have not been granted within the in- 
demnity limits, it does contain several provisions beneficial to the set- 
tler and calculated to relieve, in a large measure, the friction between 
the railroad companies and its grantees and settlers under the public- 
land laws. 

The Senator from Montana has dwelt at length and very ably upon 
the question as to whether mineral lands, except andiron, pass to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and other land-grant com- 
panies, either under the granting act at the time the ey of final loca- 
tion is filed with the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or at 
the time of and by the adjustment of the grant by the ent of 
the Interior, either in accordance with the provisions of the granting 
act or under the act of 1887. Nothing is clearer than that it was not 
the intention of Congress to grant mineral lands, except those men- 
tioned in the act, coal andiron; but it is not clear how or at what time 
or by what tribunal the mineral or non-mineral character of the lands 
is to be determined. ; 

As I have already shown, it is the duty of the Secretary of the In- 
terior under the granting act to segregate the railroad lands from other 


1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


10043 


lands. The selection of lieu lands could only be made under his di- 
rection, and therefore the selections must be approved by him, and that 
amounts to a tion of lands which the railroad company are en- 
titled to take from the public domain. This can only be done, at least 
so far as the amount of lieu lands is concerned, atter it has been de- 
termined what lands the company take within the granted limits. 

Now, one thing is certain. Whatever rights the grantees of these 

i grants took under the granting act, whatever rights they will 
acquire under theadjustment of their grant, that is by the segregation 
of the lands to which they are entitled from those to which they are 
not entitled in place, and the approval of their lists of selected lands, 
are beyond the power of Co Whenever the conditions of a grant 
have been complied with the act of Congress making it becomes a con- 
tract between the railroad company and its grantees. The rights of 
the railroad company are then beyond the power of legislation. If a 
company took mineral lands under the granting act, or if the granting 
act can be so construed that whenever the lands to which it is entitled 
are segregated trom other lands and patented, they take them with the 
minerals afterwards discovered and the question of the title of the lands 
has passed beyond the power of Congress. 

At all events, as the bill just reported from the conference commit- 
tee proceeds upon the theory that the railroad lands which had not 
been earned by the construction of a road shall be forfeited, and that 
the railroad lands adjacent to a road which has been constructed 
even at the time shall not be forfeited and that Congress has no power 
to forfeit them, no provision affecting the right of the company to the 
mineral land would be consistent with the general provisions of this bill. 
The most that Congress can do, and I am quite willing to join in that, 
is to provide by law regulations for the adjustment of these railroad 
grants in accordance with the terms of the original granting act, if 
such regulations are necessary. 

Mr. President, after years of effort a bill for the forfeiture of un- 
earned land grants has the House of Representatives, a similar 
bill having three times the Senate. It would be a very great 
mistake, I think, to lose what has been done by failing to agree to the 
conference report, to lose the opportunity to secure the forfeiture of all 
the lands granted to railroad companies which, in the opinion of a ma- 
jority of this body, it is competent for Congress to forfeit, I repeat, 
it would be a great mistake not to let this bill become a law which 
would forfeit all the lands now within our power to forfeit, leaving it 
open for the future action of Congress, if competent for Congress to 
take any farther action, to deal with the lands not forfeited by the 

posed act. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the question now before the Senate 
is so trite, is one which has been so long pending in one shape and 
another, and is one with which I have been under certain constraint 
to speak to so often, that I approach its consideration now with some- 
thing akin to aversion. It is or ought to be the last act in what might 
be called the land-grant drama, the first event of which occurred forty 
years ago the 20th day of this month, on which date the first grant of 
public land for the construction of a railroad in the United States be- 
came a law. Including that act there have been granted, not nominally, 
but actually, of lands which have passed to railroad companies by 
reason of the constraction of roads and of lands which will pass by the 
administration of the trust yet to be concluded, probably one hundred 
million acres, with the result of the direct re Fern of the construc- 
tion of perhaps fifteen thousand miles of railroad and the indirect pro- 
motion of the construction of perhaps twice as many miles more. 

I think it is safe to say that in the neighborhood of fully one-third, 

haps, of the construction of the railroad mileage of the United 
Btates is due to the land-grant system inaugurated on the 20th day of 
September, 1850, and continued by successive Congresses until the last 
nt oflands was made to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company 
1866. 

It is a policy for which no party is responsible, neither in its incep- 
tion, in its continnance, nor in its conclusion. It was born of the hun- 
ger of the American people for the development of the material re- 
sourcesof the country. It has not always been wise. If we were 
looking back on the system and on the years that have intervened, con- 
sidering the subject in a critical way, we might say, perhaps, that it 
would have been better if it had never been adopted; but having been 
adopted with a certain view it took possession of the public mind, and 
it became and was for a nymber of years an essential part of the pub- 
lic policy relating to the development of the national resources, 

This may be said about it, that it stimulated railroad building out- 
side of the immediate mileage in which it was concerned, which has 
brought all portions of the Republic into communication and which 
has brought into view every single element of the national resources, 
until to-day we know every mine of coal and iron, of gold and silver, 
and every acre of arable land and the production of each to an extent 
which would be very significant indeed if at any time for the purposes 
of war we were compelled to focus those interests upon a given point 
for offense or for defense; and they have contributed to the develop- 
ment of the country in such a way as to minister to the pride and to 
the consequence of the average American. 

There are by-results which are not of a kind that can with propriety 


be repeated., The wisdom of the pony Seger as a whole may, as I said 
before, well be doubted, but it was natural and inevitable out- 
growth of the ambition of the American people. It has run its day. 
It is time it was concluded. 

The demand for the forfeiture of unearned land grants, using a well- 
worn term, began to be expressed about the year 1875. It grew into 
volume and vehemence during the two or three succeeding years, and 
has been a of the demand all the succeeding time, voiced in na- 
tional platforms, manifested in different ways in Congress, with two 
differing opinions as to how and to what extent, upon what basis and 
plan this system should finally be closed out. 

Until the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Schulenberg 
ts. Harriman the general publie impression, and I think perhaps the 
almost universal impression of the bar of the United States, was to the 
effect that when the time named in the granting act for the completion 
ofa given railroad for the benefit of which a grant of land was made 
had arrived, the lands reverted by the operation of law to the public 
domain, and that nothing the railroad company could thereafter do 
would in any wise entitle it to any of the lands granted and which had 
thus reverted. That decision of the Supreme Court was rendered in 
1874. Iam reminded by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
that another decision which I was going to refer to was rendered be- 
fore and notsubsequent, pag, it did notattractattention, announc- 
ing a principle not directly applicable to the question of public lands, 
the decision in the case of Davis vs. Gray in 16th Wallace, a case arising 
concerning the grant of lands by the State of Texas to the construction 
of what is now the Texas and Pacific road, in which the Supreme Court 
held that the State of Texas could not, even by the adoption of a con- 
stitution, declare a forfeiture of lands which the State under a former 
constitution had granted for the construction of a road where the con- 
ditions-precedent had been complied with to an extent which consti- 
tuted the agreement and contract of a character familiarly known be- 
tween private individuals as it related to a similar subject-matter. 

The difference of opinion as to what ought to be done in response to 
the public sentiment of which I have spoken has been pursue” sub- 
stantially upon party lines, one party declaring not by platform that 
I now recall, but by act in Congress, that the forfeitures to be declared 
by Congress should relate back to the date named in the respective 
statutes for the completion of the various roads to which lands had 
been granted, and the other theory being, as voiced by action in Con- 
gress, that the forfeitures could only take effect as to the lands which 
were opposite uncompleted road at the time of the declaration of for- 
feiture. 

I should have been very glad myself if the law had been so, to have 
voted atall times whenever this subject has been before Congress dur- 
ing my service here, to have declared a forfeiture back to the date 
named in the granting act for the completion of the road, according to 
the theory maintained upon the otlier side of the Chamber very largely, 
if I had believed that the law would have warranted such action. 

It has been plausibly said from time to time, if the law does not 
warrant such action, let us at least try it and see. In that proposition 
I have always seen the elements of the greatest possible danger of dis- 
tress to settlers and of inconvenience and embarrassment to legisla- 
tion. No individual settler would have gone back of an act of Con- 
gress, and it Congress had assumed to pass an act declaring a forfeiture 
it had no authority to declare, that act would have been followed at 
oncé by the movement of large bodies of men upon the lands thus de- 
clared to be forfeited, only intime to find by the decisions of the courts 
that the act had been invalid and that these thousands of innocent 
pone had spent their time and their resources in the development of 

ds of which they must ultimately be deprived, 

Among the first object-lessons which came to view in this connection 
after I came to the Senate was what is known as the Des Moines River 
land case, a case in which the Secretary of the Interior, under a belief 
that the lands under consideration were subject to settlement, invited 
settlement upon them, and concerning which the courts have since de- 
cided, and as I fear now authentically, that the act of the Secretary 
was totally unwarranted by law, and that consequently all the time 
and all the money that has been spent upon these lands, including that 
which has been spent in litigation, amounting to a very large sum, 
wust be lost, and not only the money lost, but lives wasted in the un- 
availing straggle which has resulted from the inadvertent act of an 
executive officer of the Government, 

If Congress should commit itself to a similar policy in regard to the 
lands granted to a railroad and should thereby invite upon those lands 
men who could not acquire title in advance of any declaration that 
particular lands should be made the subject of entry, it would open u 
to great numbers of people in the United States the misfortune which 
has befallen those who settled upon the Des Moines land under the 
mistaken construction of law of which I have spoken, made by the 
Secretary of the Interior, I think about 1847. 

With me there has been this feeling, all the way through, that Con- 
gress should take no step looking to the opening of lands to settlement 
which directly or indirectly invited settlers upon those lands unless 
the question of title was authentically disposed of to an extent and in 
a direction showing that Congress had undoubtedly this authority. 


The decision of the Supreme Court of which I have spoken and num- 
berless other decisions in which similar cases have been decided, and 
other cases in which the court has referred to these decisions as voic- 
ing its opinion of the law, the decision of the circuit court for the dis- 
trict of Calilornia and Oregon, presided over by Mr. Justice Field, and 
the entire tenor and trend of the opinions of the Federal courts, have 
seemed to show conclusively that Congress has no authority whatever 
to declare the forfeiture of lands opposite to which railroads have been 
constructed in accordance with the terms of the original granting act, 
saving only the question of time. 

In all that I have done or contributed to the doing of upon the pub- 
lie-land question I have endeavored to do that which would result in 
peace, in security of title, to so close things up as to leave no resulting 
obligation near or remote to rise against the Government on the part 
of men whom it may have invited unwittingly to enter upon lands 
which they could not finally acquire the title of. 

It is with this view and pursuing this same line that various bills 
have been passed, and it is a singular feature of this controversy that 
in a former session of the House of Representatives, which had declined 
to pass such a bill as is now pending, it did pass a bill which applied 
precisely the same principle to the land grant of the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, whereby only the unearned lands granted to 
that company were forfeited, and in the last Congress a bill applying 
this same rule to the grants made in the State of Michigan was passed, 
thereby avouching, I think, that, after all, partisanship aside, thesound 
and sober judgment of both Houses of Congress from both sides of the line 
which divides it politically has been to the effect which I havestated, 
to wit, that Congress only had power to forfeit lands opposite uncom- 
pleted portions of road, and that the question of time was not material 
where the road for whose benefit the grant was made had gone on in 
the construction of the road after the time named in the granting act. 

Now, we have come to the point where every interest and every idea 
of duty conspires to close this up. The last grant was made in 1866, 
the first one having been made, as I said before, forty years ago this 
month. Every public interest conspires to a get this subject out of the 
way, aud every private interest as well. ong the line of the grant 
which has been spoken of, which has been made the subject perhaps 
of the greatest contention in this debate, that to the Northern Pacitic, 
there are situated thousands of settlers, located upon grants which 
they believe, and in the majority of cases no doubt are, Government 
lands, but the proprietorship of which they do not know because the 
lands have not been surveyed. If they are on Government lands in- 
stead of the railroad lands, it is because of the accidert of the situation. 

For many years there have been few or no publicsurveys in that sec- 
tion of country. The law making the grant imposed upon the com- 
pany the obligation to pay for the surveys, and yet while the appro- 
priations must be made in the first instance by Congress, Congress has 
been derelict in not making the appropriation in order that the lands 
which were claimed by the railroad company might be ted from 
those of the public domain. Men have built homes upon these lands, 
interests have crystallized, families have grown up, communities have 
been founded; and the longer this question remains unsettled the 
greater the trouble when that final adjustment that must come does 
come. 

Many things have been done to avoid shock. Three years ago Con- 
gress passed an act called the land grant adjustment act, which cast 
the title in almost all cases of controversy. During thissession an act 
of Congress has been passed, and signed by the President, which pro- 
vides that where a settler is found upon a tract of land belonging toa 
railroad company the railroad company may surrender to him and 
take other lands, something which it could not before do, an advantage 
which it can not be doubtedin a large majority of cases, if notin every 
single one of them, the railroads will avail themselves of in such a way 
as to leave these settlers untouched upon the lands on which they have 
located and which they have improved. 

The time has come when this matter must be disposed of. Com- 
munitiescan not exist without taxable values. There can benosecurity 
toany community, there can be no great or permanent progress, where 
there is doubt about title; and while the law of which I have spoken 
will act persuasively in a majority if notin all cases, no one will buy 
a single one of those claims until he knows that whatever claim the 

company may have will be surrendered. As the possessions 
of these men grow upon these lands, and as the time lengthens in 
which they have lived there, their interest becomes all the time more 
important and more sensitive, and the stronger the obligation that 
Congress shall act, and act finally and forever. 

It was in this view that this bill was framed. There is not only em- 
braced in its provisions the land grant to the Northern Pacilic, but per- 
haps a dozen or fifteen other grants, fragments or whole grants. Prob- 
ably the amount of land that will be actually restored to the public do- 
main may be numbered at about 10,000,000 acres. ~ 


s Mr. MORGAN. Can the Senator tell us where those lands will come 
rom ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Where the 10,000,000 acres will come from? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; from what roads will they come? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think nearly one-half of that land will come from 
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what is forfeited belonging to the Northern Pacific from Wallula to 
Portland, down the south side of the Columbia, somewhere between 
3,000,000 and 5,000,000 acres there; half as much more in the State 
of California and the Territory of New Mexico, grants that were ap- 
purtenant to the Southern Pacific and to the Atlantic and Pacific; 
por tions in Wisconsin, portions in Alabama; in one State there is a 
grant of thirty-odd miles in length which has never been alluded toin 
this debate; portions in Mississippi, and so‘on. I do not thinkin any 
event the quantity of the land can be less than 7,500,000 acres, and I 
think it is liable to be 10,000,000 acres. But, whether much or little, 
it is important that the controversy shall be settled, not merely on ac- 
count of the value of the lands to be restored to the public domain, 
but because of the controversies of which I have spoken, which must 
inevitably result in the adjustment of the grant and which will be less 
difficult if adjusted now than if adjusted one year or five years from 


now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if Congress 
has not exercised its full power in the forfeiture of the lands of the 
Southern Pacific and of the Atlantic and Pacific? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is true of the Atlantic and Pacific, but 
as to the Southern Pacific grant there will be a good many miles of road 
in California alung the line granted to the Southern Pacific which will 
be forfeited by this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. In addition to what has been already. forfeited ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Inaddition to what has been already forfeited. There 
are pieces of uncompleted lines of road in Wisconsin and in other States 
in addition to those I have named, which take in considerable quanti- 
ties of land. ; 

When we came to the consideration of this question, first as well as 
last, the Senators from the States of Alabama and Mississippi presented 
to us matters from the standpoint of those States and affecting grants 
within those States, and represented to us the policy of those States 
concerning those grants, which induced the Committee on Public Lands 
first and the Senate afterwards to consent to abandon the national pol- 
icy in behalf of the State policy. There was an uncompleted road 
known as the Mobile and Girard, of which 70 miles were being com- 
pleted between Mobile and its terminus. There was the Tennessee and 
Coosa Railroad, of which no mile had ever been built, extending from 
the Tennessee River to the Coosa River. 

Hats BATE. Eleven miles are built and six more graded, ready for 
the iron. 

Mr. PLUMB. That I had not heard. My impression was that none 
of it had been built except as I knew that some work had been done; 
but I did not suppose any miles of railroad had been completed. I 
was so assured by a gentleman from that State yesterday. 

iat aera That was undoubtedly true when the bill was re- 
ported. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely some change may have been made since 
that time, 

Mr. BATE. I will say to the Senator that it has changed since then, 
and with the idea that they would be entitled to the land granted 
heretofore the Nashville, Chattanooga and St. Louis Company have 
purchased that road of the Coosa and Tennessee and paid $250,000 for 
it. They have been at work for the last two months, and I should not 
be surprised if they would have it completed by the Ist day of Jan- 
uary. They have built 18 miles now, that is, they are running 11 
miles and have 6 or 7 miles more graded and ready for the iron, and 
they are going on pushing the work to completion. 

Mr. PLUMB. There was another railroad in the State of Alabama, 
extending from Mobile southeastward about 30 miles, to which a grant 
had been made, and which has been mentioned in this debate, a road, 
I am told by a Representative from that State in the other House, on 
which no work has been done. 

Mr. MORGAN. Northeast from Mobile, is it not? 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chattanooga road? 

Mr. PLUMB. Does not the line of the Coosa road run southeast? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the road from Jackson, Miss., to Chattanooga. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very likely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nothing has been done on that road at all. 
lick bas been struck on it. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is one other railroad, as I said, on which noth- 
ing has been done. Then there is the Gulf and Ship Island road in 
the State of Mississippi, a road the completion of which would be of 
the greatest possible importance to that State. It is so perfectly ob- 
vious on looking at the map that every interest of the State of Mis- 
sissippi would be conserved by the building of that failroad, that, asa 
member of the Committee on Public Lands, I agreed from the begin- 
ning that that might be saved from forfeiture for a reasonable period 
of time, upon the representation, of course, of the Senators from Missis- 
sippi that such was in accordance with the wishes of the people of that 
State as expressed through its Legislature and otherwise. 

In this bill as reported to the Senate we preserved about half of the 
grant of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, all that was asked by the 
representatives of the State of Mississippi, for one year, and we pre- 
served for a similar period the Mobile and Girard—all the railroads, 
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in fact, in the State of Alabama left uncompleted; and in this shape the 
bill passed the Senate. - 

I do not speak of these things as doing violence to the general prin- 
ciple in a conspicuous way. We did not apply the same h rule to 
these railroads that we applied te railroads in the North. We took 
into account the war; and while these grants were made in 1856, thirty- 
four years ago, we said, on account of the policy of these States and 
the comparative paralysis that had attended their business and had 
prevented the building of railroads’? we would yield this high public 
policy of the nation to that of the State and ask the Senate to so vote, 
as it did--something which I do not regret. I only regret that we did 
not find the other House amenable to the same influences; but we could 
not get the agreement out of the House to save the grant to the State 
of Alabama, in which the Senator from Alabama, who has spoken, is so 
much interested and in which I have been nearly or quite as zealous 
as he. 

But, Mr. President, it does not seem wise to postpone the accom- 
plishment of this great purpose by delaying the passage of this bill in 
order that these railroads may be completed. We can not tell, in the 
first place, that these spasms of activity, now for the first time mani- 
fested, are in earnest. They may be intermitted; and if we fail in the 
passage of this bill they may cease until the threat of forfeiture comes 
again, when again they will arise, as they have done on numerous oc- 
casions heretofore. 

But even if it be true that a postponement of the passage of this 
bill will result in the completion of these railroads I think it fair to 
assume that they will be completed anyhow. I have been told on 


` what I conceive to be good authority that along the line of these grants 


there are many hundreds of settlers who have settled upon the lands 
and who, if this bill should fail of passage and this railroad be con- 
struvted, would go—for the railroad company would have the power to 
9 them who have for many years possessed these lands with 

idea that they were the property of the Government, to which they 
could ultimately get title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Which one of the railroads? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Tennessee and Coosa. Ido not speak myself of 
this as a controlling argument. I have been willing to follow the 
Senator from Alabama, and I bear willing testimony to the patriotism 
and to the public spirit with which he has approached the considera- 
tion of this question from the beginning. He has viewed it as a law- 
yer and as a statesman, and I regret very much that on account of the 
difficulty that I have spoken of here, that which he had nearest at 
heart and which concerns, if you please, the interest of his own State, 
can not be had with the consent of the other House; and therefore we 
were confronted with the necessity of forfeiting these lands in his State 
in order that this general principle and this demand of the public 
opinion that I have spoken of might be carried out. 

But, Mr. President, the delay might be in otherdirections. Itis not 
at all unlikely that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, which, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from Oregon, has been deprived 
of that friendly connection with Portland which it has heretofore had, if 
this bill should fail to pass would undertake to complete the construc- 
tion of its own railroad along the south side of the Columbia River to 
Portland, thereby removing from the possibility of forfeiture several 
million acres of land which are embraced in the purview of this bill 
and enriching the coffers of that company to that extent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Kansas state anything that 
would be of greater advantage to the people of Oregon and Washing- 
ton than to have two competing lines up the Columbia River? 

Mr. PLUMB. As to that I have to rely upon those who represent 
that State. I was willing to say to the Senator from Alabama and his 
colleague that whatever they said about the interests of Alabama I 
assented to, and those who represent the State of Oregon on this floor 
are anxious that the event shall not be consummated of which I have 
spoken, and that the lands on the south side of the Columbia River, 
which would go to the Northern Pacific Railroad to build its line to 
Portland, may be reserved for settlement and not go into the coffers of 
that company. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not so understand the Senator from Oregon. 
I did not understand that he was opposed to the building of that par- 
allel line up the Columbia River to compete with the Oregon Naviga- 
tion Company’s road, 

Mr. PLUMB, Ido not understand that he is either, but I under- 
stand he is opposed to the building of that railroad ifit thereby acquires 
those lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. . Mr. President, if the Senator from Kansas will allow 
me to interrupt him, I should like to state a fact that has not been 
heretofore stated, and that is, that the people of Portland have sub- 
scribed $2,000,000 to the bonds of that company for the purpose of se- 
curing the construction of a road down the Columbia River by another 


party. j 

Mr. PLUMB. If that road should be built under the shelter of the 
Northern Pacific charter, as has been done in one or two other cases, 
very great embarrassment would ensue in relation to the title of some 
of these lands, 

Mr. MORGAN. You would have too many railroads out there. 


Mr. PLUMB, No; there are not too many railroads anywhere, but 
we can have railroads that cost too mach. e can afford to wait for 
some railroads until they can be built in the natural course of busi- 
nom 3 requiring their endowment by large portions of the pub- 

ic 

That is the point in this case, and I beg to observe that there is, as 
I think, an almost overwhelming public opinion upon this subject, so 
strong, so prevalent, and so powerful that it does not take account of 
the whole case; and while personally and as a member of this body I 
would have been glad to sign a report which would have reserved to 
the railroad companies in the State of Alabama for whieh the Senator 
from Alabama has spoken twelve months longer in order that they 
might earn the land, in view of the fact that we could not obtain the 
concurrence of the two Houses upon that point, it seemed to me that 
there was but one plain duty to perform, and that was to accept what 
could be had, and to pursue this general public policy, this high pub- - 
lic duty, to its ultimate and final conclusion as early as possible, even 
ifin the closing up of this great trust and the final settlement of this 
great question there might seem to be harshness in regard to grants 
which have been outstanding for thirty-odd years. I have been the 
more reconciled to that because, as I intimated a moment ago, I have 
every reason to believe, at least I have every assurance, that the ques- 
tion of extending the time for the completion of these railroads does 
not concern now the condition of the roads themselves, but only the 
profit to the builders. 

I have had it from a good source that the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road was to be built, land grant or no land grant. I have had it from 
equally good authority, and I think it is practically confirmed by the 
statement of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BATE] made a moment 
ago, that, land grant or no land grant, the Tennessee and Coosa Rail- 
road will be built. I can not conceive it possible that the 18 miles 
now built would be abandoned and the other 12 not completed because 
the company did not get the land. 

Mr. BATE. I do not feel certain about that. They are rapidly at 
work about it, and I know the ability of the company and the charac- 
ter of Mr. Thomas, the president of the road. He is a man to fulfill his 
obligations. He has bonght this road, and if you want my opinion 
about it I believe he will have it completed very rapidly; but that does 
not lessen the obligation of the Government to see that they get this 
land, for equity and jhstice require it, especially as the purchase of the 
road was made after this bill was introduced and when the seventh 
section was a part of it; and to take it away now would be manifestly 
unjust and illiberal on the part of the Government. 

I would further say, in regard to the number of miles, that the con- 
tractors are now working with a large force. They have the road com- 
pleted 11 miles, and 6 miles more are ready for the iron. 

Mr. MORGAN. The iron on 6 miles has been laid down and the 
whole road is graded with the exception of about 2-miles. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have avoided, Mr. President, from the beginnin 
bringing in here anything which could be said to be of a poli 
character in connection with any bill of this kind which has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, and I will only now re- 
fer to the fact that there seems to be here a contrariety of position on 
the part of Senators on the other side of the Chamber, demanding in 
one case a forfeiture clear back to the line of constructed road, in 
the other case demanding that we withhold any forfeiture whateverin 
order that the lands in their States may be earned. 

It is not for me to solve such a problem as that, nor to adjust these 
differences of opinion. I am only doing what Ihave been trying to do 
for the last ten years, to have this matter closed up in accordance with 
what I believe to be a just public opinion, and upon a basis which I 
believe wrongs nobody. No rai company can say at this late date 
that it had reason to believe the lands would not be forfeited. No 
railroad company to-day, if it is worthy of the name of railroad, and 
which it is in order to have built at all for business purposes, can say 
that that building need wait for one single hour upon a land grant, 
because there is money enough in this country waiting for investment 
of that kind, ready to grade and tie and rail every single inch of railroad 
over which there is business to be carried, and if railroads are not of 
this kind they are not at this late date of a kind which ought to be en- 
couraged to be built. 

So, Mr. President, regretting as I have sincerely that the ambition 
or the State pride of the Senator from Alabama and also the Senator 
from Tennessee in regard to the grants in the State of Alabama can not 
be realized because of the unwillingness of one of the Houses of Congress 
toagree to that which the Senate had adopted, I close by expressing the 
belief that the time is now at hand when this legislation ought to be 
passed, because we ought to take back to the public domain every acre 
of the public land that was forfeited and has been so long outstand- 
ing and burdened with the grants for railroad p which have been 
made, and we ought to do it now to enable us to settle better, more 
wisely, and more justly the ganglion of questions bound to arise in the 
adjustment of these several grants, the postponement of which will con- 
front us with legislation for the remedy of wrongs broughtabout by an 
adjustment which will be as embarrassing as have been the troubles be- 
gun, continued, and not yet ended on account of those persons who 
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settle upon the lands in the Des Moines River Valley under a mistaken 
construction of law by the Secretary of the Interior. 

I believe, Mr. President, that I have no turther suggestions to make 
on this subject. I did not approach it with any good-will. It has 
been so much under my observation and measurably under my con- 


trol and amenable to my responsibility in the last ten years that I have 
become tired of it. I certainly hope, as a matter to myself as 
well as a matter relating to the publicinterests of which I hayespoken, 
that this Congress and this session of this Congress may once for all 
dispose of 5 and at the expiration of forty years from the 
inception of great system of land grants to railroads the matter 
may be closed up so that nothing will remain hereafter but its admin- 
istrative features to be carried on through the Interior Department, 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the opening of this discussion I 
tried, and tried in vain it appears, to get from the Department of the 
Interior any information in regard to the real status of these land 
grants. I should have been very glad to know how many acres had 
been patented to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and to the 
other companies that have been forfeited or have not been forfeited. 
Ishould have been very glad to know how many claims were pend- 
ing and controverted in the Department. I have had to make my 
statements upon information which I believed to be true and exact. 
There have been other things about this matter that Ishould have been 
very glad to know; and I think the country after awhile, when it 
wakes up to what is being done now, will be very sorry that it did not 
know what the facts are from some authentic source. I have taken a 
great deal of the time of the Senate, I know, in trying to present this 
matter, not in urgument so much as in a statement of the facts, many 
of which are drawn from entirely authentic sources; and when the Sen- 
ate and the country shall hereafter come to compare that report ot the 
Secretary of the Interior, if we are ever happy enough to get one at all, 
with the statements in my argument of this case, they will find that I 
am correct and that he sustains them. I think there can be almost no 


contro about that t. 
Mr. POWER. ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. POWER. When does the Senator expect that report to be 
made from the Interior ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. I y expect it any more until another Presi- 
dential election; after that I think we shall get it. 

Mr. POWER. Shall we have to wait till then? 

Mr. MORGAN. Weshall have to wait till then, I reckon. 

The Senator from Kansas, who has been, he says, ten years laboring 
very earnestly about this matter, seems to be not possessed of a good 
deal of information about it, which I think is very important. I 
should like to know, under this bill as it stands, how many acres of 
land are going to be forfeited tothe United States Government. No- 
body seems to know anything aboutit. The Senator from Kansas 
stated supposititiously about ten million acres, and that he reduced 
to seven and a half million acres. 

The Senator is mistaken, I think, in regard to two of the roads men- 
tioned, in to which, if my memory is correct, we have exercised 
our er of forfeiture, the Atlantic and Pacific and the Southern 

e, and I think I need hardly argue before the lawyers whom I 
see in the Senate Chamber this afternoon that after a grantor has en- 


a court or through a coroner’s inquest or office found, 
not repeat his entry upon another part of the land for the same breach 
of condition. I state that as an elementary proposition of law govern- 
ing land titles and the disposal of lands in the conrts. 

Mr, HOAR. Supposing the land to be a single parcel, or an estate 
not ishable or divisible. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, but where there is one grant, one for- 
feiture, one entry for condition broken, one judgment, that is an end 
of that business, After that no lawyer would have the presumption 
to bring suit to get back any of the land that might have been recov- 
ered in that first suit. Senators will find thatthe law upon that propo- 
sition isentirely and thoroughly well settled. The Governmentof the 
United States, when it forfeited the land grant of the Southern Pacfic 
and also of the Atlantic and Pacific, made a finality of the question of 
forfeiture, and after that we not only could not, but we do not, have 
any idea that we shall ever attempt to proceed any further to the for- 
feiture of the lands of either of those railroad companies. So, then, what 
remains unforfeited, if there be a foot of it, goes to those companies, 
and we shall never reclaim it at all. 

We conceded to those companies that what they had done in the way 
of the construction of their roads was a substantial, equitable compli- 
ance with the conditions of the grant, and we agreed with them when 
we forfeited the residue of it that we would not take anymore. We 
settled upon the same thing that is being settled with the Northern 
Pacific; that is to say, a question of equities. The Northern Pacific 
Railway not having located its grants west of the Missouri River at Bis- 
marck within the ten years is amenable to have its lands forfeited both 
for that fact and for a non-compliance with the requirement making 
it necessary for it to build the road within a certain period of time. 


That company has forfeited its legal rights to these landsif we choose 
to claim them. The Northern Pacific has confessedly an incomplete 
road yet, for the branch road from Wallula to Portland (the main line 
being from Portland across the mountain to Tacoma) has never been 
completed and never will be completed and has never been surveyed. 
No route has ever been located upon it, and it is held to be wise public 
policy not to do a thing of that kind by Senators who have discussed 
this question, so that that is a road that is yet uncompleted. 

If the Northern Pacific were sued in an action of ejectment by the 
Government of the United States for whatever lands it may hold or has 
got west of Bismarck, the judgment would goin favor of the United 
States because it is manifest that up to this very hour of time that rail- 
road is not completed according to the terms and provisions of the 
original grant, which are entirely distinct and definite, and which name 
the terminal points, Puget Sound being one of them and Portland be- 
ing another, on the west. That then leaves the case to depend upon 
the equities that have arisen between the United States and the North- 
ern Pacific Railway Company. As I had occasion to observe when on 
the floor before, those equities are substantial; they are worthy of re- 
spect; they ought not to be passed by without notice; they ought to be 
aflirmed whenever they can be affirmed withoutinjustice to the people 
of the country; and I have never favoredany act of Congress that would 
not all the equities of every railway company in the United 
States which had been progressing with any sort of determination to 
complete its line according to the terms of the original grant. 

Onthecontrary, when billsof forfeiture have been brought in here out- 
right that dated back to the expiration of the period named in the grant- 
ing act for the completion of the road, I have always insisted, and the 
Senate upon my motion voted through an amendment that railroad com- 
panies should have a right to bring an action in a court of equity to de- 
termine exactly whattheirrightsand equities were. Ihave predicated 
my action in that particular on the case of Davis vs. Gray in 16 Wal- 
lace, which I read the other day, and to which the Senator from Kansas 
has referred, 

Now, here is the Northern Pacific Railway, without the legal title or 
legal right, of which the United States could not dispossess it, to a foot 
of Jand west of Bismarck; and we are here by anact of forfeiture where 
we have fixed the points between which we can forfeit lands between 
Wallula and Portland, leaving the rest of it all unaffected by this act. 
Under this act we enter for condition broken. We do a great deal 
more. We do something under this act we have no powertodo, We 
declare that we resume the title. Such a thing can not be done. But 
Senators pay no attention to that view of the question, and I suppose 
it will pass through the Senate without any further notice than I have 
had the honor to give to it in the few remarks I have made upon that 
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We enter by this act ſor the condition broken, and according to the 
language of the act we resume title to the lands heretofore ted, 
and in reference to the Northern Pacific Railroad between Wallula 
and Portland, and nowhere else. After having entered in this way, if 
the act amounts. to anything, having resumed the title to the of 
the land between these two points, that will settle this drama, of which 
the Senator from Kansas spoke, finally and conclusively and forever, 
and the moment that this bill is ed no court and no Congress can 
touch a foot of that land between Wallula and Bismarck to do any- 
thing with itat all. 

Then the Senator from Oregon states, and the Senator from Montana 
states, and the Senator from Kansas states, and I state, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior states that there are a large number of locations 

nding in the Department of the Interior in regard to the lands lying 
23 Bismarck and Wallula, a distance of something like 1, 500 miles, 
I think. I have stated and it has not been denied—that there were 
fifteen thousand cases pending upon the docket of the Secretary of the 
Interior at this time, controverted cases between the Northern Pacific 
Railway Company and settlers. 

I have gone further than that and stated that there are a large num- 
ber of cases in prospect as well as some that are existing now having 
reference to the mineral lands in that country; bnt the other cases to 
which I refer cover a great number of questions of location and reloca- 
tion of lands that were merely located in the first instance by cil 
lines drawn across the map, when the foot of no white man had ever 
pursued a survey over those lines and nobody knew exactly where they 
went—drawn across surveyor-generals’ maps or Territorial maps—a 
mere perfunctory affair or a matter that had no substance in it and no 
pretense of a location of a railroad. 

These questions come from that source, from the change of the lo- 
cation of the road more than 100 miles at a sweep on these maps, and 
they have grown up and many of them are in controversy in the De- 
partment; and pe good many have been put out of controversy by 
having patents ed, for it is true that when the Department of the 

Interior passes a patent to a tract of land claimed by the Government 
of the United States, if it is not acting ur rires or not acting in fraud 
of the rights of somebody, that patent stands for good and all until re- 
voked by the action of some court. I suppose the lawyers here will 
agree without any doubt that it passes a title that is ont of the Juris- 
diction of as, to say the least of it, and after that patent has 
been issued and delivered we are legislating, if we are legislating at 
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all, about somebody else’s land, and not about ours. It does not be- 
jong to us. Therefore we have no right to say anything about it in a 

W. 
These cases thus pending ought to besettled. They ought to be set- 
tled upon those plain terms and principles of equity which this com- 
mittee has applied without the sanction of either House, for neither 
House voted upon the proposition as applied to the railroad in 
and the railroad in Mississippi. What is that? That they shall come 
in here and they shall agree that the settlers upon the lands who have 
gone there in good faith shall have their lands; and it makes no differ- 
ence what else may turn out, if the railroad companies lose anything 
thereby, that they shall have a float upon other lands to compensate 
them for the loss. 

That is the law applied in Alabama; that is the law as applied to 
the Mississippi railroad; that is the law that is applied by the com- 
mittee and which was not mentioned in the Senate and not mentioned 
in the House of Representatives. It is a new feature in the bill en- 
tirely. We have never had an opportunity to vote on it or discuss it 
in any way. It is entirely new, entirely fresh. When it comes in new 
from the committee, I propose to amend it, and I think the Senate 
ought to amend it, and the Senate ought to extend it not only to the 
Northern Pacific Railway, but they ought to extend it to.every other 
railway whose land grant is affected by the provisions of this act. 

That is fair and right and honest and just. There can not be made 
any objection to it upon any of these grounds, and the only objection 
that can be made to it is that it might tend somewhat to delay the ac- 
tion in this case; and yet that committee can get to work upon this 
matter and in twenty-five minutes they can reporta bill back here that 
will contain that provision. 

Now, is it not obvious that the Northern Pacific Railway, receiving 
from the Congress of the United Statesin this bill all ot this enor- 
mous advantage, this settlement, final and forever, of this last act of 
the drama, as the Senator from Kausas calls it, onghtto make the same 
concession to the people who have settled upon the land grant that 
the Alabama road, the Mobile and Girard road, and the Mississippi 
road are required to make? Within ninety days, says this bill, after 
the passage of this act these railroads must get their authorities to- 
gether and they must by a vote of their stockholders or directors— 
their stockholders I believe it is—agree that they will waive in behalf 
of every settler upon these lands their right to the lands. And what is 
the penalty if they do not? We will go back and forfeit it 

Mr. PLUMB. WilltheSenatorallow me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr, PLUMB. In the case of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, that 
is attached as a condition because there we give the company an addi- 
tional twelve months in which to go on and construct its railroad in place 
of enforcing a forfeiture. I take it we ean make a bargain with the 
companyia that way. They may acceptit or rejectit. If they say 
they will accept it and take the lands we say we will not take them 
away from them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I doubt if the committee could make such a bargain 
as that. Congress might do it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I mean to say it is in the bill proposed to be passed 
by Congress. The committee is not making any bargain about it, nor 
proposing any bargain, but in the case of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road Company I take it that the Senator wiil agree with me that while 
we make this proposition we can not enforce it, and the railroad com- 
pany may elect to take its lands in place and its indemnity lands, and 
we can not compel it to surrender them. All we do is ive. 

We say we will recognize this right now, which I think the Senator 
admits they have anyhow, but we will makea formal, statutory recog- 
nition of it, and we will ask them now to take lands in lieu ot the 
lands which they are entitled to which have been settled upon, in 
order that we may have an adjustment without friction, and that is 
what we have done in regard fo all the railroads in the United States by 
a separate bill passed at this session of Congress, to which I have here- 
tofore called attention. Noone willstand out morestrenuously for that 
rule of law than the Senator from Alabama, as a lawyer, that the lands 
to which the rights of the railroad company have attached by reason 
of the construction of the railroad are theirs as much as if the patent 
had issued, and we can not take them away, and if they surrender 
any of them it is because they choose to do so in consideration of some- 
thing else that we offer in place thereof. 

Ler’ WALTHALL,. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me a 
wo! 

Mr. MORGAN, Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The clause to which the Senator refers, so far as 
it refers to the Gulf and Ship Island road, was put in by the Senate at 
my instance, and it was put in in the interest of the settlers and pur- 
chasers who had bought the lands within the grant before the decision 
in the case of Schulenberg vs, Harriman was made, It was put in the 
bill not by the conference committee, but by the Senate, and it was put 
there, as I have said, at my instance in the interest of the settlers. 

Mr. MORGAN. Theconcession of titles to the settlers was put there 
by the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Les, sir. Ifthe Senator will allow me a moment 
longer, I wish to say that the provision having reference to the con- 


firmation of settlers’ titles by the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Com- 
pany reads in this way: 

SEC, 7. Thatin all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi for the p of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have entered in good faith 
under the pre-empti homestead laws, or upon which there were bona fide 
pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arising or as- 
se actual occupation of the land under color of the laws of the United 
States, right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands 
under such sales or entries are hereby confirmed, ms claiming the 
right to enter as aforesaid may perfect their entry under the law. And on con- 
dition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company within ninety days from 
the of this act shall, by resolution of its of directors, duly accept 
the provisions of the same and with the peng eae Interior a valid 
relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in and to 
all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed as aforesaid, then the for- 
feiture declared in the first section of this act shall notapplyto or in any wise affect 
sq much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of Mississippi as lie 
south of a line drawn east and west through the point where the Gulf and Shi 
Isiand Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad in aie 
State, until one year after the passage of this act. 

The exception made in favor of that company was upon condition that 
the company would confirm these titles tolands which had beensold 
officers of the Government under a misapprehension of the law. It 
mistake not, I submitted that provision once to the Senator from Als- 
bama for his opinion upon it. i 

Mr. MORGAN. It may have been so. Ihave a great many things 
submitted to me that I am very glad to forget, but I am not glad that 
I forgot that. 

Mr. President, we have then two cases, one in Mississippi, where a 
year’s time was given, and that is claimed to be the consideration for 
requiring of this railroad company that it should consent that the 
settlers upon the lands should havea good title, The other case 
is in Alabama, where the matter was not before the Senate or 


that land, for the road was not even laid upon the surface of the earth, 
and even the maps were not made and filed until after the ten years 
had expired or the twelve years, because two years’ extension was given 
by joint resolution; and now I propose to use the same kind of per- 
suasion, if that is what you please to call it, towards the Northern 
Pacific. But the Northern Pacific will find ont that it is not a mere 
persuasion, but it is a very rigid and very exacting duty that will be 
prescribed to them and which they are obliged to comply with,and which 
ser will comply with in double-quick haste whenever we put it into 
abi 

I propose to say to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, Now 
that we are giving up to you all of the questions that have been so 
long mooted here and now that we are settling in your case finally and 
forever a title in your favor for all the lands between Wallula and Bis- 
marek, a distance of ’’—well, a great many miles; I forget how many 
miles it is, but I think it is 1,500 miles“ inasmuch as we are giving 
up all of this to you, it is but fair and right to the miners and the set- 
tiers that you should enter into the same stipulation that we are try- 
ing to persuade this Alabama road to enter into, and that we have per- 
suaded the Mississippi road to enter into, and paid them for it by a 
year’s extension of their time.” That is the consideration. 

We want now to apply the same provision to the Northern Pacific 
road, and thereby make this really and truly a final settlement of this 
last act of the drama; and without that the Northern Pacific goes scot 
free; she will have hanging on here for the next ten or fifteen years 
questions, disputations, controversies, and suits with these popie ana 
nearly every man who wants a title from the Northern Pacific Rai 
Company after this act is passed has to get it by stress of law. It will 
cost untold millions of money and distress to get it, and yet we can 
settle it in this act in five minutes’ time and do no injustice to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, do no injustice to anybody in the 
world, but make the hearts of thousands and ten of thousands of peo- 
ple in that country throb with joy because they will at last find that 
the Congress of the United States has a disposition to protect them 
against a railroad corporation. 

This matter, Mr. President, seems to me, as I said in my speech the 
other day, a sort of log-rolling business. There is a guid pro quo every- 
where. This Senator has to be persuaded by this concession and this 
member of the House by that concession, and the matter is trimmed 
and shaped about evidently with a view of getting votes and not getting 
justice. What has occurred in regard to this report here now? Here 
comes in this report and it was printed, and the honorable chairman of 
the committee of conference leave to withdraw it in the Senate 
upon the ground that some error had erept into it, What sort of error— 
a Seal error? Possibly so and possibly not so, but an error had 
crept 
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On looking on the face of this report made here, I see that error has 
been expunged, been rubbed out, so that nobody can get at it. Whose 
error was that? Not of the chairman of the committee, not of the clerk 
of the committee, evidently. It was notin both reports. It did not 
go to the House, It came in here. It was an interpolation. It was 
an interpolation against which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL) objected and made known his objection; and then the commit- 
tee took it back and corrected it. It wasa report that had been dealt 
with in a manner that no paper that comes into this Senate ought to 
be dealt with. I was not surprised that it should be so, because in 
this final drama a great many people have appeared upon this stage 
besides those interested in legislation—I mean besides those who have 
got the control of legislation—pulling this way and that way and the 
other way. 

When I found that the House of Representatives had disagreed to 
an amendment I had put upon this bill in the committee, I had noth- 
ing further to say about it except when I was invited before that com- 
mittee to express the reasons upon which I had acted. I have nothing 
to say about it now. I merely wish to remark, as I have said before, 
that as to this little railroad in Alabama—which is a very great one in 
its natural relations, a very great and important road, and more so to 
everybody else than the State of Alabama—under the first section of 
this bill there is no constitutional enactment of forfeiture, and I be- 
lieve any lawyer who will take it and sit down and look at it dispas- 
sionately will say so. 

I have said further that that company has 120 sections of land under 
the act of 1856 which was an out and out, absolute, unqualified, un- 
conditional grant, and that the Congress of the United States, if it 
were four times a Congress, could not tako it away from the grantee 
while there is a court in this land. That 120 sections measures two- 
thirds, if not three-fourths, of the whdle length of the road. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas is quite mistaken in one matter of history about this 
road. He seems to think that persons have gone upon these lands and 
occupied them under some law of the United States, claiming to hold 
them as settlers under some sanction of law of the United States. 
Some of these men as many as twenty or more years ago bought these 
lands from this railroad company, gavetheir notes for them, and Judge 
Wyeth, the president of that road, would not enforce payment until 
the road was built. He is dead and gone. A better man never died 
in my State, one more chatitable or more excellent in every respect. 
Now, these men hope that by wielding the strong arm of Congress and 

the Government of the United States to declare a forfeiture of 
these we shall give them to them, and that they will get rid of 
their notes, That is all of it; that is the whole story. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will permit me just one moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did say that upon the authority of a gentleman 
who made the statement to me, but I did not mean to have that used 
really and seriously as an argument against doing a thing that the Sen- 
had proposed to do on the motion and at the instance of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, because I beg to say to him what I think he well 
knows is trus, that in regard to that or any other matter which con- 
the peace, the honor, the prosperity, and the interests of his 
State, I would accept his statement against that of any other person 
in the world; and whenever he said a thing was right relating to oc- 
currences happening or to happen in that State or in regard to that 

company, that would settle it with me. I did not mean in 
any way to impeach hny statement of his or his judgment in any way 
whatever. I regret that I made the statement of it. A gentleman 
made it to me in an emphatic way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was merely explaining these facts for my own 
personal vindication, to show my attitude towards this whole case, and 
it has not been one that has been influenced by my desire to get this 
railroad in Alabama in possession of any piece of property, but the de- 
sire on my part to vindicate the rights of my State as a grantee from 
the Federal Government to grants made in connection with great sub- 
jects that I think are to have a very marked influence upon the des- 
tinies of our people. That is what I think aboutit. But more par- 
ticularly I have concluded, and I have carried ont my conclusion as far 
as my action has gone in this case, that inasmuch as there was a con- 
troversy in the House about the Coosa and Tennessee road, of which I 
am speaking now, and some of my colleagues there were very desirous 
to have this land grant forfeited, I would say nothing abont it in any 
instructions if the Senate should vote any instructions to this com- 
mittee, I would not mention and do not mention it in any instruc- 
tions which I have prepared in the hope that the Senate may give me 
an opportunity to discuss them and lay them before the commitiee 
with such modifications of them as ought to be made, if any. 

My attention to this bill would have been just the same and my op- 
position to it would have been just as strong if the exceptional state 
of affairs in rd to the railroads in Alabama had. been altogether 
different. If this bill had come back from the House with the first 
section of it in the shape that it is in, I never could have voted for it, 
for I could not vote for a bill that I am conscious in my own heart and 
mind is flagrantly unconstitutioual. I do not care about g an 


passin 
enactment here which will lead to a great amount of litigation here- 


after, and necessarily bring it, for I do not think there is a lawyer in 
the United States who would refuse a case if he were sought to be em- 
ployed for the purpose of attacking the first section of this bill on the 
ground of its being unconstitutional. I think not. I think he would 
say that he believed he could succeed. So it will lead to a great deal 
of litigation, a great deal of strife and trouble. 

My trouble has been whether the House, in striking out the only 
phraseology in that first section which referred to a graut made upon 
conditions-subsequent, did not intend after all to get credit for a dis- 
position to forfeit lands, when they knew they put it in the power of 
the judges of this country to declare their acts void. I have no right 
to express any belief about it, but I must say that that would be a le- 
gitimate conclusion from the terms of the first section of this bill; that 
it was never expected to operate as a land-grant-lorfeiture bill in the 
first section, but that the remaining sections would all stand. 

There would be no land-grant forfeiture, but in the next six or seven 
sections, whatever they are—seven I believe—there would be conces- 
sions in favor of this railroad, that railroad, or the other railroad, which 
we have the constitutional power to make and which would stand be- 
cause they are not made dependent upon the actual forfeiture of the 
land or the declaration by any court of a forfeiture of the land, but we 
assume the whole thing here as a state of facts that is existing, and 
upon this assumption we pass all the remaining sections but the first, 
and they operate as valid conveyances, valid disposals, valid arrange- 
ments in regard to all of these properties, unless it may be one section 
ofthe bill. There is only one section of the bill that possibly ought 
not to be included in the general observation I am now making. 

The Senator from Kansas thought that we were going to get some 
land from the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company. Here is the act: 

That all the lands, excepting the right of way and the right, power, and au- 
thority given to said corporation to take from the public lands adjacent to the 
line of said road material of earth, stone, timber, cts forthe construction there- 
of, including all necessary grounds for station buil ings, ete. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was a mere blunder of speech, and I thought I 
corrected it a moment later. I meant the Southern Pacific, not the 
Atlantic and Pacific, in that connection. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator concedes that all the lands were for- 
feited by the Atlantic and Pacific by the act signed July 6, 1886. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ali the unearned lands were forfeited under practi- 
cally the language contained in this first section. 

Mr. MORGAN. The lands— 3 
which are adjacent to and conterminous with the uncompleted portions of the 
main line of said road, embraced within both the granted and indemnity limits, 
as contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions of the said act 
of July 27, 1856, and acts and joint resolutions su uent thereto and relating 
to the construction of said road and os h, be, and the same are hereby, de- 
elared forfeited and restored to the p > domain. 


That did not include the lands across the country lying between Al- 
buquerque and the Texas line, the broad sweep of country through 
there—and it is a pretty good one, too, and there is a great deal of coal 
in it—that were included in that forfeiture, and some at the far end of 
The Needles, where they claim a lapping grant from the Southern Pa- 
cific Railway. Those lands were forfeited, and that made an end of 
the business. Who would say now that in equity, justice, or law we 
had the right to go and forfeit all of the remaining lands of the Atlan- 
tie and Pacific Railway Company because it was not completed in time? 
We waived that condition by forfeiting a part of the compensation for 
it. That is too clear for disputation or argument. I need not stop 
here to argue a question of that kind. I should hate to offend the ears 
of even a justice of the peace by making an elaborate argument on a 
point of law of that sort. 

So in regard to the Southern Pacific, as far as we forfeited those lands 
on the Southern Pacific, we have gone to the extent of our tether. So 
in regard to the lands of the Texas and Pacific, or any other lands 
where we have made a forfeiture, the Ontonagon road up in Michigan 
and all the other roads in the United States that we have touched with 
an act of forfeiture, we have made a finality; it is an end of law-mak- 
ing and law disputation about it; and so when we this bill here 
to-day, or whenever we do pass it, we shall have forfeited the lands of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad from Wallula to Portland, and that will 
be the end of it. 

Mr. HEARST. Which ought not to be. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from California says, Which ought 
not to be, and that is very true; it ought not to be. 

Now, while we aredoing this and while I am not complaining about 
it, while we are settling everything that we can in favor of the North- 
ern Pacific upon any ground or claim of equity whatsoever, I insist 
that the Northern Pacific shall do equity herself and turn around and 
yield up, as you require the Mobile and Girard road and the Missis- 
sippi road, with far less consideration than that I mention here, to 
yield up in favor of the settlers. Is not that a simple proposition? 

Is it notclean and clear and just? I should not have occupied on 
last Thursday or Friday, whenever it was, more time than I have done 
this evening in the statement of this proposition but for the necessity 
that I was under to put upon record the history of the case, and to 
show to the Senate and to the country that every remark I made and 
every proposition I urged was justified by the situation, as it has been 
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officially ascertained and declared in the Department of the Interior. 
There can not be any mistake about this case. 

Now, how many acres of land has the Northern Pacific Railroad got? 
My remembrance is—I state it trom memory—that it has got in excess 
of 30,000,000 acres already; and that land without reference to the 
minerals would average from $3 to $5 an acre, and some of itrun very 
much higher than that. Those beneficiaries have got town sites, they 
have got cities, and everything we could give them through the whole 
length and breadth of that land. They have swept their line of loca- 
tion back and forth all along that country like a devastating fire, like 
a fire in the prairie grass, and run everything out until they could find 
exactly where they wanted to locate and keep it vacant until they 
could locate their lands to suit themselves, get the best lands in all the 
country, and then after these poor fellows had settled down (for they 
are poor men who have gone in there and faced the hostility of Indians, 
who have been so intrepid that they have gone beyond the Government 
of the United States into an unsurveyed country where we would not 
send our surveyors even) they are to be included now in all of the hos- 
tilities the Northern Pacific Railroad Company can bring against them. 

A man sets upa claim toa tract of land, in the Interior Department. 
What has he got to show? First of all, that he isa homestead settler; 
second, that he is qualified in every respect to make a filing; third, 
that he has filed upon a portion of land that has not been included in 
an odd section, and, above all, that he had the right to file, and that 
the lands were in the market at the time he entered there, the time 
he made his filing, the time he set up his claim, that the lands were 
in the market, and lands could not be in the market if they were with- 
drawn; and the withdrawals in that country for the benefit of this road 
have swept over an area of country 150 miles broad in many cases— 
yes, 200 miles broad. 

Mr. SANDERS. What country are you speaking of; that on the 
Northern Pacific road ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Northern Pacific, 

Mr. SANDERS. I really think there must be some mistake about. 


that. 

Mr. MORGAN, I think there is not. Ihave got the maps here, 
They show for themselves. Here they are. 

Mr. SANDERS. I have examined them, and I have some personal 
knowledge of them besides, 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be obliged to the Senator for his personal 
knowledge, but I believe I shall have to take the official maps for it. 
It can not be less than 200 miles between these points right here. [In- 
dicating. ] 

Mr. SANDERS. In Washington Territory ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say Washington Territory.“ I submit 
to the Senator whether it is not 200 miles from there to there. In- 
dicating. ] 

Mr. SANDERS, I should think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Measure across this way, from this angle to that 
[indicating]; it is 200 miles at least. 

Now, Mr. President, for a railroad company that had no right to go 
and locate its land there at all, that was proceediny after the act had 
virtually expired, after the time within which the railroad ought to have 
been absolutely completed according to the terms of the act, to locate 
lines 120 miles apart or 150 miles apart or 200 miles apart, swinging back 
and forth across this country and clearing out the settlers, it is a little too 
much; it is-a little too steep a claim not to be met by some provision of 
the laws of the United States, now that we have got the matter in hand, 
requiring that they shall do jastice to these men whom they have thus 
overwhelmed, 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the two lines to which he has referred here 
are the lines of the location, first, of the branch of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company from the vicinity of the forks, or where the Colum- 
bia River and Snake River come together, and the main line, the law 
having provided that from that point there should be a main line and 
a branch; that is the main line according to the original act, and this 
is the branch. [Indicating.] But when an amendment was made three 
or four or five years after the incorporation of the road, through influ- 
ences not necessary to be named, but arising probably out of the fact 
that Oregon was a State and Washington was a Territory, there was a 
transposition, and the branch was declared the main line and the main 
line was declared the branch. 

Mr. MORGAN. And there were withdrawals under both. 

Mr. SANDERS. There were doubtless. Of course there were with- 
drawals under both, because there were two lines from the forks of the 
Snake liver, so far as the branch was concerned, to Puget Sound, and 
so far as the main line was concerned down the Columbia to Portland. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is that transposition in that one little place of 
not more than 400 miles long and 150 or 200 miles wide. 

Mr. SANDERS. Two hundred and twenty or two hundred and 
thirty miles long. 

Mr. MORGAN. A transposition took place. They changed the 
branch into the main road and the main road into the branch road, and 
they withdrew for both of them, and they held on to the withdrawals 
as long as they could, and hold on to them yet. 
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Mr. SANDERS. And the law gave a subsidy to both. 

Mr. MORGAN. The law gave a subsidy to both, says the Senator. 
Here they cover now the same area of country with two lines, and they 
will not let them stand because they had a middle line, a third line, 
and in parts of it a fourth line of location, and every one attended with 
withdrawals. What is a withdrawal? These lands are taken out of 
the public domain so far as you are concerned, Mr. Settler, with your 
ox cart, and your team, and your babies, and your wife, and your little 
canned meat, traveling out here trying to find a place to settle; these 
lands are withdrawn; so far as you are concerned the Government of 
the United States can notsee you; you area mere speck on the horizon. 
When looking across the broad domain of this grand and magnificent 
railroad company, you must go out of sight. Go make your little set- 
tlement, and whenever the time comes that you want to prove upon 
it, if it is twenty years afterwards, we will just interpo-e a caveat that 
at the time you made your settlement these lands were withdrawn 
from market! 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, does the Senator from Alabama say, 
conceding that there was a withdrawal for the branch and a with- 
drawal for the main line from the mouth of Snake Kiver to Portland 
and Puget Sound, that there ever was a time when either one of those. 
two lines was changed, that there was a maintained withdrawal as to 
eitherone of those lines on more than one line at the same time? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no authority ior stating that, except upon 
the authority of a gentleman named Sparks, who used to be in the 
Land Office, at its head, and Iread it the otherday. Iread Mr. Sparks’s 
statement about it while he was Commissioner of the General Land 
Office; and while I know he is not very popular with certain railroad 
land grant men, still I think Sparks had a very warm affection for the 

le— 
cot e SANDERS. Those that did not get into jail. 

Mr. MORGAN. And he really desired, I think, to protect the peo- 
ple against the outrages of the railroad corporations, 

Mr. SANDERS. The Senator was pleased to say in his speech the 
other day that there were one or two or three preliminary routes filed 
in the State of Montana. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did I Say Montana?“ 

Mr. SANDERS, I think so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Did you not say Montana?“ 

Mr. SANDERS. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iread from Mr. Sparks’s report. Ido not know 
anything about that. 

Mr. SANDERS. I regret to say the gentleman was misled by an 
authority so poor as that. I affirm from personal knowledge, and hav- 
ing examined the Senator’s authority, that there never was within the 
limits of the State of Montana, then the Territory of Montana, but 
one withdrawal by virtue of the filing of a map of the preliminary route 
of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

There was a map filed which Mr. Sparks has pat into his pseudo-re- 
form, his friend of the people“ policy, and all that, which was ac- 
cepted as the preliminary map of a line of railroad from Duluth to the 
Red River of the North and was accepted as such; and althopgh that 
map had a line drawn, as I believe the Senator himself said, on a par- 
allel of latitude straight across to the Territory of Washington, it 
was never filed as or accepted as the preliminary map of the route of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company along these meridians of longi- 
tude, and never operated to withdraw an acre of land, never was intended 
as such, never was accepted as such, and in no shape or form operated 
as such, I regret very much to say; for if it had it would have given 
to the migration to the Territory of Montana an opportunity to secure 
a great many lands from which it has been excluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean the migration or the rail- 
road company ? 

Mr. SANDERS. The migration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not see how the withdrawal of land would 
have increased migration. 

Mr. SANDERS. It would not have increased migration, but the 
migration would have been enabled by virtue of this withdrawal, if it 
had been along the line which the Senator gave to us the other day, to 
select valuable lands that those people were su uently prevented 
from selecting by reason of the filing of the map elsewhere. For in- 
stance, the law provided that the only land that was granted to the 
railroad company was such land as at the date, not of the preliminary 
location, but of the definite location, was free from pre-emption or other 
claims or rights at that time. 

Now, if the road had been definitely located in a country not there- 
tofore covered by the preliminary map, it would have lett all that open 
for settlement, The Senator himself is perfectly familiar with that 
provision, and it would have practically given us the entire Territory 
of Montana to settle upon at one time or another, whereas unfortunately 
the road pursued in its definite map of location almost, with the differ- 
ence of about 120 miles, the precise line indicated in the preliminary 
map, and therefore kept us ont of that land all the time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Sparks may have confined himself too literally 
to the State of Montana, or the Territory of Montana as it was then; 
but, however, in this report he traces the thing across the whole country 
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and here are 2e maps to show it, and there arsar a omai 
preliminary and other locations and they were pretty mu 
at the will and pleasure of the railroad company. That is the infor- 
mation that we have. That is what the country believes. Now, I do 
not object that the Senator from Montana will not take Mr. Sparks’s 
Statement for anything. He and Mr. Sparks have been in controversy 
along time about this. They have had a great many debates and dis- 
cussions about it, and the Senator has made representations doubtless 
heretofore in regard to these same matters, and Sparks turned him 
down, and of course when Iam an attorney in a case I always take 
exceptions to the ruling of the court when I do not feel entirely satis- 
fied with it, and sometimes when I do. 

So I leave the matter entirely with him and Sparks; I have no sét- 
tlement of any quarrel to make between him and Sparks; but I have 
Sparks’s report here and I have the testimony of committees also who 
have undertaken to net upon these matters, all showing that there were 
a great many different locations, preliminary and otherwise, a great 
many withdrawals, and there never are withdrawals which donot shut 
out some man from that territory. 

Again, we were informed that there must be an immediate settle- 
ment of this matter by the Senator from Kansas; and yet he told us ot 
a matter I had not paid any attention to before, and I see now where 
I might have my case very much by it. He told us there 
were large grants of Jand, a large part of the area of this country out 
there, where as yet there had been no survey. 

I submit, inasmuch as he says this is the last act in thedrama of leg- 
islation, inasmuch as we are committing this subject to the tomb of the 
Capulets, we ought to at least furnish those people out there with some 
opportunities to know whether they are on even-numbered or on odd- 
numbered sections before we give it up. Somebody ought to do it. 
This way of turning all the settlers in that country over to a railroad 
company and the wilderness is a little more than I am willing to do. 
They have enough to contend with in the wilderness. They have had 
hardships cona in getting there and locating, and I am not in such 
a hurry to get with this 
willing to leave a lurge number of honest settlers in the vast wilder- 
ness of the West, on lands not surveyed, to take their chances with this 
great railroad company as to what will become of them after the mat- 
ter is over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that it is 
now 6 o'clock. I have no knowledge of the Senator's purpose in re- 
gard to the continuation of the debate, but will he yield to a motion 
to adjourn, with the understanding that, say at 2o0'clock to-morrow, we 
take the vote on this conference report? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noobjection to voting to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
I do not want to delay the Senate one single minute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What time do we meet to-morrow ? 
owe MORGAN. The Senate meets to-morrow at 11 o'clock, I be- 

ve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, under the standing 
order, will meet at 11 o'clock. Without the specification of any hour 
the Senate would meet at 11 o’clock in the morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Call itlo’clock. That will save time. We have 
a great deal to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have an hour for the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That leaves an hour for debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Say 2 o'clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will suggest 2 o’clockto-morrow. Lask unanimous 
consent that we take the vote to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To dispense with the Calendar 
under Rule VIII? ; 

Mr. PLUMB, Not to interfere with that at all, but that we vote at 
2 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to ask unanimous consent that the vote on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference be taken at 2 o’clock to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. PLUMB. Unless before that time the debate should be finally 
concluded, when, of course, we should take the vote at that time, but 
not later than 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. Per- 
haps the number of Senators present would not be sufficient to bind 
the ay soa ? 
aus LUMB. Ihave no doubt that the understanding will be car- 

out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have a very full Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have vo doubt the understanding will be binding 
in any event. I now more that the Senate adjourn, if the Senator 
from Alabama will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Kansas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 16, 1890, 
at 11 o'clock a, m. 


particular little duty of ours as to be 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, September 15, 1890. 


ee House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. CUTHBERT, 

THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read. 
F Without objection, the Journal will stand ap- 
TOV 

£ Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the Journal. 

The SPEAKER, In what particular? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I find by reference to the RECORD— the Journal 
was not read in full in that particular part and I can not state whether 
it so appears in the Journal or not, but I presume the RECORD and 
Journal agree—that on Saturday in a vote taken the names of Mr, 
Hayes, of lowa, and Mr. HEARD, of Missouri, are recorded as having 
voted. They are also recorded as among those who were present and 
not voting; so that they are counted twice in making a quorum. It 
will be observed, Mr. Speaker, that under such circumstances as these 
it would be very easy indeed to count a quorum, by making this sort 
of a double count, first of those who are recorded as voting and second 
making a list of thoseso voting and announcing them as present and not 


voting. 

The SPEAKER. An inspection of the Journal will satisfy the gen- 
tleman on that particular point. The names of the gentlemen in ques- 
tion are not counted twice in making a quorum, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. They are counted as not voting and they are 
recorded as voting, and are so shown by the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. But the Journal does not show that they are 
counted twice. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I refer to the RECORD and I suppose it corre- 
sponds with the Journal. ; 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, And there is no opportunity given members to 
revise the list read from the Clerk’s desk. Now, the list published in 
the RECORD shows that these gentlemen voted ‘‘ay ” and they are 
also noted as present and not voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be read at that particular point 
so as to satisfy the gentleman if he desires it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Thes er announced from a list, noted and furnished by the Clerk at the 
suggestion of the Speaker, the following-named members as present in the 
Hall when their names were called and not voting: 

Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. OLEMENTS, Mr. De HAVEN, 
Mr. Ex Lok, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. MORROW, 
Mr. O'FERRALL, Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. WADE, and the SPEAKER, 

Mr, O’FERRALL. The RECORD does not correspond with the Jour- 
nal on that particular point, 

The SPEAKER. But the Journal is correct. The gentlemen to 
whom the gentleman from Virginia refers were noted as present and 
not voting, but afterwards exercised their right to have their votes 
recorded. The Journal is therefore correct; and without objection it 
will be approved. 

There being no objection, the Journal was approved, 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to report back the bill (H. R. 9416) with Senate 
amendments thereto, with the recommendation to non-concur in all of 
the Senate amendments; and I ask that the bill and report be 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will go there, as a matter of course. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I also offer the following privileged report from 
the Committee on Rules. : 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to state that the recommendation for 
non-concurrence in the Senate amendments is not a unanimous report, 
The minority of the committee dissent. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ENLOE. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Isenda resolution to the Clerk’s desk embodying 
the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby. 
directed to communicate to the Senate the fact that the House reprobates and 
condemns the utterances of Hon. ROBERT T. KENNEDY, a Representative from 
the State of Ohio, delivered in the House September 3, reflecting on the char- 
acter and integrity of the Senate as a body. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that that can not super- 
sede the privileged question which is already before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said he rose to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. l 

Mr. ENLOE. Idid not make such a statement, Mr. Speaker, but 
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’ 
that I rose to a question of pri I did C 
tion of personal privilege; but I do say that this is a higher question 
than one of personal privilege, because it involves the relations een 
the two legislative branches of the Government. It is a duty the House 
owes to itself to take prompt action on the resolution. ; 

I care nothing for the reflections of a personal and political character 
on a member of that body; but it is due to the House to vindicate itself 
from responsibility for the conduct of one of its members in which he 
used unparliamentary languageand wholesale denunciation towards the 
other legislative branch of this Government and by which he reflected 
upon the character and integrity of that body. I claim that the reso- 
lution presents a question of the highest privilege, and I therefore ask 
for its present consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is not a question of personal privilege or 
or any other kind of privilege that rises higher than the question now 
before the House, the report of the Committee on Rules fixing the 
order for the proceedings of this body on great public questions. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And nothing appears on the face of the reso- 
lution itself which would tend to show that there has been any reflec- 
tion upon anybody; and for that reason it does not present initself any 
question of 8 

Mr. McKINLEY. I believe the question of privilege raised by the 
gentleman could not take me from the floor, Mr. Speaker, when I was 
representing the Committee on Rules, and reporting from that commit- 
tee a resolution privileged in itself, which can not well be deferred. 
After we have disposed of the one privileged report it will be time 
enough to take up the other. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee had better 
withdraw the resolution for the present. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then it will be in order to offer it at a later period, 
when the present matter is di of? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then consider the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw it for the present. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the accompanying resolu- 


tion of September 13, 1890, having bad the same under consideration, beg leave 
to report the following resolution as a substitute therefor with the recommenda- 


tion that it do pass: 
“Resolved, Thatafter the of this resolution the Committee ofthe Whole 


House on the state of the Union shall be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of House bill No. 9416, with Senateamendments thereto, and the same shall 
be considered in the House; that after two hours of general debate it shall be 
in order in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said 
bill in and to a committee of conference as asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagree votes of the two Houses; and the House shall, without 
further delay or other motion, proceed to yote upon said motion.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDG Mr, Speaker 

The SPEAKER, The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A division, Mr. Speaker. Ido not want to 
take up the time unnecessarily, and therefore call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question be ordered, then there 
could be debate. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to have it on the previous question. 
With it there is no opportunity to amend; and I want those who are 
not satisfied not hereafter to say that they had no opportunity to amend 
this order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think a good many do not understand the 
resolution, and I would like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. This is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 70, not vot- 
ing 139; as follows: 


YEAS—1l16. 
Adams, Ch Grout, Moffitt, 
Arnold, Clark, Wis. Hansbrough, Moore, N. H. 
Atkinson, Pa. Cogswell, Harmer, Morey, 
Atkinson, W. Va, Coleman, Haugen, Morrill, 
Banes, Comstock, dn, III. Morse, 
Bartine, Conger, Henderson, Iowa Mudd, 
Bayne, Connell, ill, Nute, 
knap, Craig, tt, O'Donnell. 
Bingham, Culbertson, Pa. Hopkins, O'Neill, Pn. 
Boothman Cutcheon, ouk, Payne, 
Boutelle, Darlington, 2 Payson, 
Bowden, De Lano, Kennedy, Perkins, 
Brewer, Dingley, Kerr, Iowa Pickler, 
Basten an, N.J. F, uhar, ieee ' 
nan, i Quackenbush, 
Burrows, i La Follette, Rai 
Burton, Flood, Laws, Randall, 
Caldwe' Funston, Lehlbach, Ray, 
Candler, 4 Lodge, Rife, 
Cannon, Mason, Rockwe 
Carter, Gifford, McKinley, Rowell, 
Caswell, or, Russell, 
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Sawyer, Stephenson, Taylor, Tenn, Waddill 
Scull, Stewart, Vt. Thomas, Walker, 8 
Simo Stivers, Thompson, Wallace, M: * 
Smith, Stockbridge, Townsend, Colo. Wallace, N. Y. 
Smith, W. Va. Struble, rner, Williams, Ohio, 
Smyser, Taylor, E. B. Vandever, Wright, — 
Snider, Taylor, J. D. Van Schaick, Yardley. 
NAYS—70. 
Andrew, Cummings, McClammy, Riehardson, 
Bankhead, Da 3 McClellan, Sayers, 
Barnes, Dunnell, M $ Seney, 
Barwig, Elliott, McMillin, Shively, 
Blanchard, loe, McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Forney. Moore, Tex. Stockdale, 7 
Breckinridge, issenhainer, Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Va. 8 utchler, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Hayes, Norton, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, H 3 tes, Vi 
Bynum, Herbert O'Ferrall Venable, 
th, Holman, O’ Neil, Mass. Wheeler, 
Clements, Lanham wens, Ohio Wike, 
bb, Lester, Ga. Parrett, Wiley, 
Cooper, Ind. Lewis, Peel, Williams, III 
Cowles, Lind, Penington, Yoder. 
Crisp, Maish, Quinn, 
Culberson, Tex. Martin, Ind. Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—199, 
Abbott, Crain, Knapp, Robertson, 
Al Dalzell, Laidlaw, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. n, 22 Rowland, ° 
Allen, Miss. De Haven, ng, Rusk, 
Anderson, Kans. Dibble, Lawler, Sanford, 
Anderson, Miss. D, Lee, Scranton, = 
Baker, Lester, Va. Sherman, 
Beckwith, Dolliver, Magner, Skinner, 
Belden, A Mansur, Spinola, 
x Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Spooner, 
Edmunds, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bland, 5 McCarthy, Stahinecker, 
Bliss, Ewart, ‘oComas, wart, Ga 
Boatner, Featherston, McCord, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Finley, McCormick, ump, 
Broo „ itch, McDuffie, eney, ~ 
Brower, Fithian, McK Taylor, III 
Brown, J.B. Flower, Milliken, man, 
Browne, T. M. Forman, Mills, Townsend, Pa. 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Montgomery, 7. 
Brunner, Morrow, Tucker, 
Bullock, Gibson fedringhaus, Turner, N, Y. 
Butterworth, Goodnight, O'Neall, Ind. ade, 
ae Gree: Osborne, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich. 
Carlton, u, Owen, Ind, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hatch, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Haynes, Perry, Wickham, . 
Chipman, Hemphill, Peters, Wilkinson. 
ney, Henderson, N.C. Phelan, Willeox, t 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Pierce, Wilson, Ky. SR 
Clunie, Hooker, Price, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. 8 Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. 
Cothran, Ketcham, Reed, lowa Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Kilgore, Reyburn, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 


Mr, WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 


Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr, TILLMAN. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, 
Mr. KNAPP with Mr. SKINNER. _ ; 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. ALDERSON, 

Mr. PUGSLEY with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HALL with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. Briss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE, 

Mr, NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. ScRANTON with Mr. STAHLNECKER. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. i 
Mr. MOKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. ; 
Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan, with Mr. SPINOLA. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockery. Not transferable. 


Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas, 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GoopNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LESTER, of Virginia. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, except on Langston-Venable 
contested-election case. 
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Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks, 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr, Covert, Monday, September 15. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Reypurn with Mr. MCCARTHY. 

Mr. McCormick with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. BERGEN with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. CATCHINGs. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr, OSBORNE with Mr. SPRINGER, for this day. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am in receipt of a telegram from 
my colleague [Mr. DOCKERY ] requesting that I ask indefinite leave of 
absence for him on account of the serious illness of his wife. 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 115, the nays 71; 
the previous question is ordered, and there are twenty minutes for de- 
bate on either side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish briefly to call the attention of 
the House to the character of the order we are now to act upon. The 
House passed the bill (H. R. 9416) known as the tariff bill, to which 
the Senate added fourhundred and sixty-four amendments. It is sent 
back to the House, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
we are now asked to consider the amendments thereto, under the follow- 
ing resolution: 

That after the passage of this resolution the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union shall be discharged from further consideration of 
House bill 9416, with the Senate amendments thereto, and the same shall be con- 
sidered in the House; and after two hours’ general debate it shall be in order 
in the House to move to non-concur in the Senate amendments to said bill in 
repre freien garg paige geome by Macy tac rd 
or other motions, proceed vote upon the said motion. 5 3 

Mr. Speaker, this appears to me a travesty on deliberation, It would 
have been better if the Committee on Rules had reported a resolution 
that there should be no debate at all; that there should be non-concur- 
rence in and agreement to the conference asked for. That at 
least would have had the semblance of directness, 

What is proposed in this resolution? A suspension of various rules. 
Rule XIII directs that when a bill of this character is reported to the 
House it shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union, Rule XX provides that any proposition in amendment 
which, if it were offered in the House, would have to be considered in 
the Committee of the Whoa ahali; as 2 Senate amendment, be subject 
to the same rule. Under the rule of the House it is not in order to 
relieve the Committee of the Whole of the consideration of bills of this 
character. The consideration must be there concluded. We have sur- 
rounded this question of taxation with all of these safeguards; but now 
we are proposing to strike down the last one of them on the most im- 
portant measure that can be brought up for consideration, a measure 
which, as I said on another occasion, relates to the operations of the 
8 not merely for a single year, but for, perhaps, a dec- 

e. 

Not only this, sir, but the right of the House to vote on any sepa- 
rate amendment is denied by this order. It is expressly declared that 
no motion shall be entertained by the Chair except a motion to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments in gross and ask for a committee of 
conference. Mr. Speaker, there are on the majority side of this House, 
as is well known, Representatives who do not desire to non-concur in all 
these amendments, whose constituents desire that some of these amend- 
ments should be concurred in, who, in duty to their constituents, if 
opportunity were presented, would feel compelled to ask for separate 
votes in order to have concurrence in the instances where their constit- 
nents seem to desire it and where their duty to their constituents de- 
mands this action on their part. This is axiomatic. It is something 
that no one will dispute. Why, then, is this order so constructed as to 
provide that there shall be no opportanity of this kind given to Rep- 
resentatives ? 

My distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], with 
the view of preserving the right of every member on this floor, whether 
of the minority or the majority, to ask a record vote on these motions, 
to which we are entitled under the Constitution, in order to hold each 
individual to his responsibility to the people of this country, asked 
that the previous question should be rejected, but the previous ques- 
tion has ordered, and the only escape left now is for the House to 
reject this order. If gentlemen are unwilling to reject the previous 
question and to reject this order, with a view to asking the House to 
concur in certain Senate amendments, it will not lie in their mouths 
to plead as an excuse hereafter that they had no opportunity. It will 
then be true that a majority of this House have determined that that 
right should be withheld. It will be accepted, perhaps, as true by the 
eountry that a Republican caucus has decreed what we are about to 
do in order to promote the genera! lines of policy indicated by certain 
leading persons. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me that this is an un- 
fortunate spectacle. An order is made with the view of preventing 
the testing of tho sentiment of the House on a given proposition, es- 
pecially a proposition relating to taxation. The effect of this order, 


and therefore the purpose of it, is to take this whole subject from the 


House and to say that the House shall not take it up in detail and ex- 
amine it; that the House shall not have a separate vote upon any sep- 
arate proposition, but that the whole subject shall be transferred to 
three gentlemen, without any expression from the House of Representa- 
tives except the most fo: one 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The Senate have asked for a conference commit- 
tee of seven and have appointed seven conferees; and seven will be 
appointed by the House, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, then, the proposition is to take this measure 
from the House and transfer it to seven conterees from the Senate, and, 
Isup the same number from the House. To these seven gentle- 
men from each branch of Congress, to be selected by the Speaker of 
the Honse and the President of the Senate, is to be committed thecon- 
sideration of these 464 amendments, with the declaration to them on 
the part of the House that we abdicate our right to pass upon the ques- 
tion of concurrence or non-concurrence, for we are to declare a formal 
non-concurrence merely as a formality, which is necessary to place 
these gentlemen in possession of the power to consider this whole sub- 
iect without reference to the body of the House or of che Senate. Inthat 
way these 464 amendments to the tariff bill are to be considered, 
There is to be two hours of debate, and after that a motion to non-con- 
cur in gross. 

How much better, Mr. Speaker, to have stripped off the last vestige 
of the pretense of debate. Ah, sir, you have already stripped off the 
last feature of conservatism contained in the rules of the House. Un- 
der pretense of doing business“ you have broken down the rules of 
the House. You have abdicated its great power of considering the 
subject of taxation and have committed the whole subject to a small 
body of conferees. This is the business in which the House of Rep- 
resentatives of this great American Republic is engaged according to 
modern methods! Sir, for one, I shall not give my voice or my vote, 
either now or hereafter, to the breaking down at the very point where 
their need is most demanded ot those rules which were especially de- 
signed to protect the people in the matter of taxes and expenditure. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time, as I understand that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] desires to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding I prefer to hear 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee does not desire 
to speak, I shall ask for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the time of the House 
but briefly in addition to what my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
has said in opposition to the adoption of this proposed rule, Let it 
not be forgotten that when this biil wasintroduced into the House and 
considered it was taken from the committee by a special rule when 
only sixteen out of one hundred and filty-six pages had been considered, 
and was sent to the Senate unconsidered and undisposed of by the 
House in the way in which the Constitution and the rules contemplated 
that such business should be considered and disposed of. There were 
two hundred amendments pending or introduced undisposed of. We not 
only abdicated our rights on that occasion, as stated by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], but we have throttled the voice of the 
people whom we were sent here to represent. We have driven them 
into silence concerning matters of greatest importance to them, 

The Senate took up the bill and considered it with more of delibera- 
tion than we did. Amendments of the utmost importance have been 
adopted there, four hundred and sixty-four amendments in number. 
And now, when the bill comes back here, in the absence of any dis- 
position to delay its consideration improperly, with every member of 
the House ready and willing to give it calm, careful, and expeditious 
consideration, it is to be again wrested from the Committee of the 
Whole, it is to be again put into the hands of a small junta, and again 
the people’s voice is to be stifled. 

Now, what are these amendments? It will be remembered, Mr. 
Speaker, that the leader from your State, the man whose white plume 
waved in 1884, but went down, but the man to whom in the last cam- 
paign all Republicans held torth their hands and said, Help me, Cas- 
sius, or I sink,” came before the Ways and Means Committee, or rather 
before the majority of it. He laid before that majority his reciprocity 
plan; he suggested that the bill proposed did not give a market toa 
single barrel of flour, a single bushel of wheat, a single pound of pork 
or bacon. But as silent as the tomb did those gentlemen remain. 
The minority of the committee and the House were never informed by 
them that the distinguished member of the Cabinet had protested that 
there were certain relief measures that ought to be incorporated in 
that bill; and we never knew it until he announced it from his home 
in Maine by letter, addressed to aSenator after the bill had been rashed 
off there and dumped in the crude state on the Senate. 

The Senate has considered that question. It has adoptedaverycrude . 
and questionable amendment. It would bein the power of the House 
of Representatives, if this rule were defeated and this bill considered 
as it ee be considered, to either adopt that proposition or to concur 
in it with such amendment as the House might propose. But, Mr. 
Speaker, your party in caucus have determined not only that the minor- 
ity shall be throttled, but that the “plumed knight” shall be throt 
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tled; you put your fingers around his big windpipe after his speaking 
has been done. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

There is another thing to which I want to call attention. You gen- 
tlemen on the other side pretend that you want free binding-twine for 
your people. TheSenate has amended your bill so as togive you this; 
yet in — this rule you force yourselves to vote against that Sen- 
ate amendment, you refuse to concur in it, and you say that your 
farmers shall not have the relief you have been promising them in the 
campaign. 

Mr. CRISP. The rule takes away the right to concur. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Les, as my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] cor- 
rectly suggests, the rule takes away the right to concur, It takes 
away the right to concur with amendment; it takes away from you all 
individual power and lodges supreme control of the question in the 
hands of a small junta, who, it is proposed, shall cook up this mess to 
suit certain particular palates. hen the conference report comes, it 
will embrace all these hundreds of amendments, and you can not get 
a separate vote. Now, gentlemen, are you ready for this? It does 
seem to me that you have heard enough thunder for this year. [Cries 
of Maine!“ on the Republican side.] Maine,“ you say, when 
you have lost twelve members of the Legislature and have lost on the 
majority of every member from that State except one. If that result 
can give you comfort, take it to yourselves, for you are easily satisfied. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now you talk to me about Maine; I will talk to you about a few 
other parts of this green earth. Since the present President was in- 
augurated Ohio has voted and you have been swept from the earth 
there; Rhode Island has voted and you have been swept from the earth 
there; Iowa has voted and you have been swept from the earth there, 
You have had no comfort from any quarter except that which you take 
from an election that occurred in Maine; and there was no man not 
laboring under a delusion who ever believed the Democratic party could 
carry Maine. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been demagoguing a good deal—I use plain 
phraseology; this is no time to mince words—we as a House of Repre- 
sentatives have been demagoguing a great deal about free sugar;“ 
and it is provers by one of the Senate amendments to increase the 
amount of sugar that shall be consumed that comes through the re- 
fineries under control of the trusts. All these things are in this bill; 
yet you say We will shut our eyes to them; we will drive our people 
from their rights; we will revolutionize this revolutionary House; we 
will revolutionize revolutionary rules or methods; we will take this 
bill away from the House and send it toa committee of conference 
without allowing a vote to concureven in proper amendments.’ For 
one I think it should not be done. One hundred of these amendments 
reduce the rates fixed in the House bill. I suppose you want to pre- 
vent the possibility of concurring in these. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now ask a vote on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the aflirmative— 
yeas 114, nays 72, not voting 139; as follows: 


YEAS—114.” 
Adams, Conger. Laws, Scull, 
Arnold, Connell, Lehlbach, Simonds, 
Atkinson, Pa. Craig, Lodge, Smith, III. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa. Mason, Smith, W. Va. 
Baker, Cutcheon, McCom Smyser, 
Banks, Darlington, McKinley, Snider, 
Bartine, De Lano, iles, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Dingley, Moffitt, Stewart, 
keg phe! meen Stock brid 
DAP, urquhar, ore; ge, 

Boothman, Flood, Morri, Struble, 
Boutelle, Funston, orse, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Gear, Mudd, Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, Gest, ute, Taylor, Tenn 
Brosius, Grosvenor, O'Donnell, Thomas. 
Brower, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N.J, Harmer, Payne, Turner, Kans. 
Burrows, Haugen, Perkins, Vandever, 

rton, Henderson, M. Post, Van Schaick, 
Caldwell Henderson, Iowa Quackenbush, Waddill, 
Candler, ‘Mass, Hermann, Raines, Walker, 
Cannon, Hill, Randall, Wallace, Mass, 
Carter Hitt, Ray, Wallace, N. Y, 
Caswell, Hopkins, Rife, Wickham, 
Cheat! Houk, Rockwell, Williams, Ohio 
Clark, Wis. Kennedy, Rowell, Wright, 

well, Kinsey, Russell Yardley. 
Coleman, Lacey, Sanford, 
d La Follette, Sawyer, 
NAYS—72. 

Allen, Miss. Bynum, Cummings, Holman, 
Andrew, Carlton, Dunnell, Kelley. 
Bankhead, Caruth, Enloe, Kerr, Iowa 

rnes, Clements, Flick, Lanham 
Blanchard, Cobb, Forney, Lind, 
Blount, Cothran, Geissen hainer, ish, 
33 Cowles, Hare, Martin, Ind. 
Buchanan, Va. Crain, Hayes, McClammy, 
Buckalew, Crisp, eard, McClellan, 
Bunn, Culberson, Tex. Herbert, M ry, 


MeMillin, O'Neil, Mass, Vaux, 
MeRae, Owens, Ohio Sayers, Venable, 
Moore, Tex. Parrett, Seney, Wheeler, Ala, 
Morgan, Payson, Shively, ike, 
Mutchler, Penington, Stewart, Tex. Wiley, 
Norton, Pickler, Stone, Ky. 8 
Oates, Quinn, Tarsney, Williams, 
O Ferrall, Reilly, Turner, Ga. lor. 
NOT vorI N G- 150. 

Abbott, De Haven, Laidlaw, Reyburn, 
Alderson, Dibble, e, 
Allen, Mich. Dickerson, Lansing, Rogers, 
Anderson, Kans, Dockery, Lawler, Rowland, 
Anderson, Dolliver, Lee, k, 
Barwig, Dorsey, Lester, Ga. Scranton, 
Belden, Dunphy, Lester, Va. e 
Bergen, Edmunds, lewis, Skinner, 
Biggs, Elliott. Magner, Spinola, 
Bingham, Ellis, Mansur, Spooner, 
Bland, Ewart, Martin, Tex Springer, 
Bliss, Featherston, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Boatner, Finley, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 
Brickner, Fitch, MeCord, Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Fithian, McCormick, Stone, Mo, 
Brown, J. B. Flower, McDuffie, Stump, 
Browne, T. M. Forman, McKenna, Sweney, 
Browne, Va. Fowler, Milliken, Taylor, in. 
Brunner, Frank, Mills, Thompson, 
Bullock, Gibson, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Gifford, Morrow, Townsend, Pa. 
Campbell. Goodnight, Niedringhaus, Yy 
Candler, Ga. Greenhalge, O’Neall, Ind. Cker, 
Catchings, Grimes, Osborne, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hall, Outhwaite, ade, 
Chipman, Hansbrough, Owen, Ind, Washington, 
Claney, Hatch, Paynter, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Hayn Peel, Whiting, 
Clunie, Keppa il, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N. O. Peters, Willcox 
Couper, Ohio Hooker, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, son. Mo. 
Dalzell, Ketcham, Price, Wilson, Wash. 
Dargan, Kilgore, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Knapp, Reed, lowa 

So the resolution was adopted. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. GIBsox, until farther 
notice. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. Rocers, until further notice. 

Mr, Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. CATCHINGS, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. MCCARTHY, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. McCormick with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for the rest of 
the day. 

Mr. Banne with Mr. BARWIG, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, under the operation of the rule just 
adopted we have under consideration the tariff bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate. I desire to make a very brief statement, in a 
general way, touching the amendments proposed by the Senate in which 
we ask the House of Representatives to non-concur. 

The total number of amendments 2 by the Senate is 464, of 
which 334 are amendments made to the dutiable schedules; 62 amend- 
ments to the free-list; and the remainder, numbering 68, to the internal- 
revenue and other sections of the bill. Of the amendments made to 
the dutiable schedules about 100 provide for reductions, many of which 
are but slightly below the rates fixed by the bill as it passed the House, 
About 60 of the Senate amendments provide for rates above those of 
the House bill; and the remainder, numbering 110, are purely verbal 
amendments, 

The amendments in which reductions are proposed are mainly con- 
fined to the schedules of chemicals, earthen and glass ware, metals, 
wood, agricultural implements, flax, hemp, etc., and the schedule of 
sundries. Some articles have been taken from the free-list of the 
House bill and placed upon the dutiable list by the Senate. One of the 
mostimportantitems upon which an increase is made by the Senate is 
that of sugar. 

No amendments affecting the rates of duty were made by the Senate 
to the tobacco schedule, and only two increases were made in the woolen 
schedule, while those made in the silk schedule are mainly a restoration 
of the rates fixed by the present law. In this—the silk schedule—the 
bounty clauses of the bill as it passed the House were stricken out by 
the Senate. 

A tew increases were also made to the other schedules in the amend- 
ments made by the Senate. In the sugar schedule maple sugar was 
included and is to receive a bounty. The Senate also provided that 
sugars from No, 13 and upward should be dutiable at three-tenths of a 
cent per pound between Nos. 13 and 16 and six-tenths of a cent per 
pound above No. 16 Dutch standard; while in the House bill we pro- 
vided that sugar should be free up to and including No. 16 Dutch 
standard, 

The limitations on the amount of personal effects which can be 
brought in by the incoming passenger was limited in the House bill to 
$500. This limitation was struck out by the Senate. 

The bill passed by the House providing for a reduction of the tax on 
manufactured tobacco and snuff—indeed all of the internal-revenue pro- 
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visions of the bill as it passed the House have been stricken out by the 
Senate, as well as the repeal of special taxes and the special licenses to 
dealers, in which some five or six hundred thousand of our eare 
interested, inconsiderable in amount as affecting therevenue, but which 
are annoying to the people. These have all been stricken out by the 
Senate, as indeed has every one of the provisions, including some ad- 
ministrative features, relating to the internal revenue. Your commit- 
tee can not withaccuracy, and I do not undertake to doit, Mr. Speaker, 
state the effect upon the revenues by the amendments of the Senate. 

As reported to the Senate by the Committee on Finance, it was esti- 
mated that the reduction of revenue by the amended bill would be 
$60,599,343. I believe that this amount will not be materially changed 
by the amendments made in the Senate. It was estimated that the 
reduction made by the bill as passed by the House would be $71,064,- 
774, which includes a reduction of $10,327,878 in internal-revenue 
taxes. Deducting this amount from the aggregate estimated reduction 
of the bill as passed by the House would leave the reduction made by 
the tariff schedules of the House bill $60,736,896, which is only $137,- 
5 in excess of the estimated reduction of the bill as reported to the 

ate. 

A comparison of the estimated revenue that would be derived from 
duties under the bill as passed by the House and as reported to the 
Senate by the Committee on Finance shows that under the former the 
collections would be $206,344,978 and under the latter $201,689,907, 
a difference in favor of the House bill of $4,655,071. More than one- 
half of this difference between the estimated results of the two bills is 
made up of reductions made by the Senate in the duties levied by the 
House bill on agricultural products, the amount of the reductions on 
thisschedule being $2,550,896. Of the remainder over $1,000,000 comes 
from reductions made by the Senate on flax, hemp, and jute manufact- 


ures. 

This, Mr. Speaker, I believe, is all the statement I desire to submit 
at this time, except to say that it may go into the RECORD that in the 
chemical schedule there are fifty-four changes proposed by the Senate. 
In the earthenware schedule and glassware there are twenty-six changes 
made by the Senate; in metals, fifty-three changes have been made; 
in wood, sixteen; in sugar, eighteen; in tobacco, one; in agricultural 

roducts, twenty-nine; in liquors, thirty-two; in cotton, eleven; in 

E in wool and woolens, thirteen; in silk, seven; in pulp, 

paper, etc., nine; and a change of thirty-nine in the sundries schedule. 
reserve the remainder of my time, 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time of one hour al- 
lowed this side of the House to talk abont this bill, but not to amend 
it, I desire to say a few words. We shall never get any further than 
sixteen pages in considering it in Committee of the Whole. We shall 
never have a chance to vote on any amendment that I offered or that 
any other gentleman offered in the House on its final passage, but I pro- 

to say a few words upon business. 

Last Wednesday morning when I came into this House I saw on the 
8 er's table—I do not allude to the pine tree from Maine —I saw 
a beautiful bouquet labeled business. Being a business man and 
having spent all the time from 10 o’clock in the morning until 10 
o’clock at night, together with other members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, attending strictly to business, while some of you 
gentlemen were having a vacation, I propose now totalka little about 


When we began the discussion of this tariff question it was supposed 
that we had $60,000,000 of surplus revenue. e question before us—if 
it was not discussed in the committee, it ought to have been — was how to 
reduce the revenue on the number of articles we had taxed, with the 
least harm to the capital and labor of the country, so that we can get 
our income down to the expenses of the Government, That was the 
question that ought to have been discussed by our committee. - Instead 
of that they pulled out the Republican platform of 1888 and on that be- 
gan to discuss how to-revise this tariff so as to reduce the revenues by 
stopping importation, closing our ports to the commerce of the world, 
and so arranging it that the least possible amount of revenue could be 
teceived by raising the taxes on imported articles, That is the ques- 
tion that the majority have been discussing in the Ways and Means 
Committee all winter. I do not know but we had time enough in the 
House to discuss such a proposition as that. I wish we bad taken 
more, though; because, if we had, we would have had more reveuue, 
it seems to me, and a better proposition to go before the country with. 

What has been the result of the work of this Congress? According 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, under the present law, you are going 
to collect $450,000,000 of revenue for the present year. This Congress 
has appropriated $461,800,000, or $11,000,000 or $12,000,000 more 
money than you are going to get. What is the need then of reducing 
the revenue? What is the need of the tariff bill at all? Why not 

leave the t law as it is, with an amendment for reciprocity that 
means reciprocity, instead of one of these little jumping-jacks with a 
string attached, that the President can pull back at any moment, and 
put the revenues back where they were before? Why did you not 
give us in connection with the present law some power to make these 
treaties, so that if we have an excess of revenue it can be reduced in 
that way? But no; you have brought in this bill. And let me say 


further, in regard to the $12,000,000 deficit already, thatof the $114,- 
000,000 needed for pensions you only brought in a bill appropriating 
$98,800,000. You leave over $15,000,000 deficit for some other Congress 
to make up. The total-disability pension bill, which will cost $400,- 
000, you have not appropriated one dollar for, The dependent-pension 
bill, which it is estimated will cost $38,000,000 to $42,000,000 per an- 
num, you have not appropriated one dollar for. It is fair to say that 
you ought to a te one-half of that amount for the coming year, 
8 55 a you do, then you have a deficit of from $45,000,000 to $47,- 


What isthe need, then, of a tariff bill at this time? Isay. What 
is the need of raising the duty so high that, from Maine to California 
and from St. Vincent on the north to Tampa on the south, you de- 
moralize and disorganize the whole business machinery of the country? 
There is not a merchant who needs a stock of from one end of 
this country to the other, but who has read this bill and, knowing 
that it is going to make goods dearer, has ordered in advance. That 
is true all over the country. From fifty to sixty millions of dollars 
have been needed for this extraordinary oceasion. In the Senate they 
gave the merchants the last final kick by saying that on the Ist day 
of November they must get all their goods out of bond or else they 
would be taxed according to this new tariff. 

The result has been a strain upon the business of the country. Your 
Secretary of the Treasury hascalled in forty millions of 4 per cent. bonds, 
agreeing to pay the interest one year in advance on them. He has 
paid the interest or is ready to pay it on the $560,000,000 4 per cents, 
about twenty-three or twenty-four million dollars, This morning he 
has called for sixteen million fours and offered to pay two-thirds of a 
year’s interest on the 6 per cent. currency bonds. He is trying in 
every way he can to relieve the market that you have demoralized. 
You have brought this crisis upon the country and call it business. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman state the amount of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury at the present time? 

Mr, FLOWER. The surplus in the Treasury after paying all called 
bonds and paying for the $16,000,000 he wants to buy will be $2,000, - 
000, but what the surplus will be one year from to-day, if any, no man 
on that side can tell. The amount of revenue to be collected under 
this tariff bill no man can tell. I challenge any man on the other side 
of the House to state it. They figure what it might be if the goods 
come in, but they can not figure what it will be; and no manon your 
side nor any e taccountant can figure it. Therefore,I say the motto 
on the Speaker’s table the other day wasa misnomer. It should have 
read Disorganized business,“ because business has been disorganized 
by your action from one end of this country to the other. 

Mr. Speaker, I have from a commercial community hundreds of 
amendments that they think ought to be made to this bill. I have 
tried to secure them in committee. I tried to have them made when 
we were discussing this bill before. There is no chance to get them 
in here now except through a committee of conference, and I suppose 
we will be outvoted there on everything. I for one do not believe it 
is business to this tariff bill. I believe that it has been de- 
moralizing to the country and that it will demoralize it still further, 
for it is known to the country that it will impose more taxes than are 
now assessed, and it has caused the merchants all over the country to 
import more goods. I think that probably the best thing for this Con- 
gress to do, and more like business,“ is to commence to economize; 
to cheese-pare, if necessary, and to cut down the expenditures so that 
they will not exceed the revenues or so that they will equal the reve- 
nues, no more and no less. That is our duty and that is business. 
That is all I desire to say upon this question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr, McRAE. Mr. Speaker, to my mind this is a most remarkable 
proceeding. Here we have several hundred Senate amendments to this 
extraordinary tariff bill, which was itself railroaded through the House 
without any opportunity for amendment as to many of the most im- 
portant schedules, and now by another similar resolution from the 
Committee on Rules the House is denied the right to consider the 
amendments separately in the Committee of the Whole, as they ought 
to be. By this resolution just adopted the bill and amendments are 
taken out of the committee, and after only two hours’ debate the 
House is required to vote on a motion to non-concur in all the amend- 
ments together. 

Why is thisdone? There can be only one answer, and that is to 
prevent a distinct and separate vote on some amendments carrying re- 
ductions that would perhaps be concurred in by the House. By this 
high-handed method of the Republican caucus the House is made to 
abdicate its right, power, and duty to carefully consider these amend- 
ments and to give the whole matterover to the conferees, whose report 
must, when it comes back, be adopted or rejected as a whole. Itis 
the same method that was used to defeat a direct vote on free silver. 
If we had an opportunity to vote upon the amendments rately I 
would speak specially to some of them, but it is useless, and so I will 
discuss the subject generally. 

The chairman of the committee has not undertaken to explain the 
effect of the amendments further than to state, as I understood him, 
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that the amendments as a general thing were increases over the rates 
proposed in the House bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I de- 
sire to correct one impression he has as to the Senate amendments. In 
some particulars they diminish the duties instead of increasing them. 
There are reductions in several respects. 

Mr. McRAE. I am glad to hear that there are several reductions. 
But by this special order we are denied the right to vote to concur in 
unless we can vote down the general motion to non-concur. 

We must vote upon them all together. I hope that the House will 
vote down the motion to non-concur in all and thereby give opportunity 
to consider and vote upon each amendment separately. 

I regard this FETT of our 
country, and yet it is likely to become a law soon. For several days 
we bave heard much of a threatened panic. The papers are full of 
warning and alarm. The condition of affairs has soalarmed the Treas- 
ury Department that the Secretary is pouring out the money in the 
Treasury by the millions for interest not yet earned and purchasing at 
exorbitant premiums bonds not yet due. This legislation may not have 
anything to do with the threatened panic, but if not then there isa 
sad lack of confidence in the Administration on the part of the busi- 
ness and moneyed men of the country. With all the help afforded by 
the Treasury Department money is scarce and interest high and going 
higher. The trouble certainly can not be attributed toasurplus. The 
much-talked-of surplus has vanished before the extravagant appropria- 
tions of this Congress, and still all the demands have not been met. 
Many will be carried over to next session. 

Mr. Speaker, when I came to the House this morning I did not ex- 
pect to speak on this subject, and so I am not as well prepared with 
data as I would like to be, but I will occupy so much of the time as 
has been kindly yielded to me by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] in exposing some of the inequalities contained in the pend- 
ing measure. We heard during the prior debate upon this bill much 
about the magnificence of our country, a great deal of which I am 
proud to say is true. The growth and greatness of this country, when 
compared with other nations, is enough to makeall Americans feel proud 
of their country. It is indeed and in truth the greatest under the sun. 

The vast empire of unsettled lands; the products of our fields and 
forests, factories and mines; the inventive genius ef our people under 
our free institutions, have aided in securing to us this supremacy, and 
they give hope for generations yet to come. It is to continue this un- 
paralleled growth and maintain this matchless greatness that I would 
prevent the confession of inferiority which I think is involved in the 
passage of this measure. Our Government has attained the first rank 
among the nations of the world in every important particular and 
stands forth the wonder of the world. The high-protective tariff laws 
may have aided to some extent in making her the greatest manufact- 
uring country on earth, though this is doubted by many, but even if 
true she ought now to stand alone. Naturally she is the greatest agri- 
cultural and mining country, and up to this time she has advanced to 
and has maintained her supremacy in these industries in spite of tariff 
and other monopolistic laws. 

The majority of the Ways and Means Committee and the Republican 
party insist that this growth and greatness has been produced by taxa- 
tion, and they propose the unreasonable theory of farther augmenting 
it by further increasing taxes. Lot int a aren 
practical e, who have been taught to believe thata tariff is a tax 
and that it is in the end, as a general thing, paid by the consumers; 
but nevertheless that is the bold proposition contained in the pending 
bill, when it is reduced to its last analysis. 

I shall now as briefly as possible attempt to expose some of the falla- 
cies of the measure and show why I think itshould bedefeated. There 
is no principle adhered to init. It is a bundle of inconsistencies and 
is full of sectional favoritism. It puts sugar on the free-list becauseit 
is an article of common use, and yet more than doubles the duty on 
tin-plate, just as generally used by the people, though not so extensively. 
Sugar can be and is produced in the United States, but tin has never 
been. Why is this? Sugar isa Southern product, and tin comes in 
competition with sheet-iron manufactured in Pittsburgh. The manu- 
facturers have demanded it. Works of art to adorn the parlors of the 
rich are put on the free-list, while the duty on woolen manufactures, 
clothing for the poor, is increased to about 80 per cent. on an average. 
Jute and jute butts are admitted free to the jute trust, but the duty 
on bagging for cotton is increased. All for the manufacturers and 
trusts, nothing for the consumers. 

Binding-twine is by a Senate amendment to be free to the Northern 
farmers, but the tax on cotton-ties used by the Southern farmers is in- 
creased from 35 to 115 per cent. I might go on for an hour enumerat- 
ing just such rank injustice, but I have not time. The title declares 
that it is a bill to reduce the revenue and equalize the duties on im- 
Ports,“ and yet itis not certain that it accomplishes or is expected to 
accomplish either. The proper title should bea bill ‘‘to increase taxes 
upon the farmers and other consumers of manufactured articles and to 
enrich a few favored manufacturers.“ It makes no pretense to reduce 
the revenue by reducing taxes as did the Mills bill, but boldly and in 


disregard of the demands and rights of the tax-ridden, debt-burdened, 
overworked and farmers and laboring men of America seeks 


to e Pop that object by increasing rates on almost all the neces- 


saries of 

The report of the majority accompanying the bill declares that in 
every case of increased duty, — — imposed upon late and 
upon linen fabrics the effect will be to reduce rather than the 


revenues, because importations will fall off.“ That is to say, tax 
will be so high that imports will be excluded, and the advance in prices 
will be of course paid to the home manufacturers of like articles, At 
last the Republican party has thrown off all disguise and now 22 
declares by this bill that it intends to use the taxing power of the Gov- 
ernment, not to collect revenue, but to secure a higher price anda 
market for the manufactures of its favored fat-furnishing friends. 

The majority of the committee further say, and they speak for their 
party, that “we seek by the increased duties recommended not only to 
maintain, but to enlarge our own manufacturing plants and check those 
supplies from abroad which can beprofitably produced at home. Yes, 
check supplies from abroad! When that is done the American manu- 
facturers will be able to and will of course dictate prices to American 
consumers. That is what the mill-owners have demanded of the Re- 
publican party for aid in the last election; but is it what the farmers 
and other consumers want? Is it fair treatment to them? Now, Iam 
not here to make an assault upon the industries of our country, as our 
friends are pleased to call them, 

I would not strike down or cripple any of them—no, not one. I 
would rather, by giving them free raw material, a larger field for 
operation, and a fair chance for other markets, buildthemup. But if 
I am asked to strike down the greatest of industries—agriculture, 
ſoremost in magnitude and importance in our country or to destroy 
commerce, upon which to a large extent our future prosperity and the 
greatness of our Government depend, then I for one must decline, 
The majority of the Ways and Means Committee reluctantly admit 
that there is a widespread depression in agriculture, and yet the only 
relief offered is higher taxes, and they expect to deceive the people by 
increasing the duties on corn, wheat, meat, lard, and apples. 
might, with the same propriety, put a duty on raw cotton. 

But the cotton-growers are not the people they expect to fool, They 
are known to bein favor of a freer and fairer trade and vote the Demo- 
craticticket. Let us then consider the exports and imports of these farm 
oa Ss for a moment. We exported du last year 46,414,129 

ushels of wheat; our imports were only 1,946 bushels, Our exports 
of corn were 69,592,926 bushels; we imported ST 2,388 bus 
Yet this bill offers to increase the duty on corn and wheat 5 cents a 
bushel and the grain-growers of the West are expected to believe that 
so much will be added to the price of these products. 

The truth is that the imports of corr and wheat were for seed, and 
the tax paid on them was so much tax upon the farmers who soughtin 
this way to improve their seed corn and wheat, and so it will be with 
the increased duty if it becomes a law. Our beef, mutton, and pork 
exports were 286,991,646 pounds, while our imports were only 218.875 
pounds, and yet the e doubled. We exported of bacon and hams 
400,224,646 pounds and imported 272,130 pounds, but the present bill 
fixes the duty at 5 cents a pound. Of lard we exported 318,242,990 
pounds . imported only 1, 703 pounds, and yet the duty is 2 cents 

und. 

Flour exports from the United States were 9,274,803 barrels; the im- 
ports from abroad were only 1,155 barrels, and yet the duty is raised by 
this bill to25 percent. Weexported 5 312,186 barrels and im- 
ported 396 barrels, and yet this bill puts ons duty of 20 cents a bushel, 
as sham protection to the farmers. We exported 22,101,570 pounds of 
dried apples and 942,406 of green or ripe apples. They are now on 
the free-list and yet none were im Still this bill proposes to 
put a duty of 2 cents per pound on the dried and 25 cents bushel 
on the green or ripe apples. What is it for? It is to fool the apple- 
grower and make him vote the Repablican ticket under the impression 
that he is protected. 

This is alla sham and fraud. Whenever the home production ex- 
ceeds the home demand and the surplus is exported the price athome 
is determined by the foreign market, and so the articles I have men- 
tioned can not be increased in price by any tariff. The farmers of this 
country know this. When the committeecame to rice, where the con- 
ditions are reversed, they reduce the duty. This is a Sogthern — 
uct, and we import nearly four times as much as we expo’ The home 
production is not sufficient to meet the demand. Wherever the Re- 
publicans can not protect the farmers they pretend to do so. Wher- 
ever they can aid them, as in rice, cotton-ties, and bagging, they re- 
fuse todo so. Why this discrimination? Is it not because the rice 
and cotton producers are in the South and vote the Democratic ticket? 

The people will not be lulled into indifference by any such false pre- 
tense, nor will they be diverted from the real facts by the unfair and 
untrue statistics given out by the Department of Agriculture and the 
Superintendent of the Census. They are beginning to understand that 
these are arguments prepared from the standpoint of the protectionists 
and for party purposes. I want to refer to one from the Secretary of 


Agriculture. Here is what he says to prejudice the Western farmer in 
favor of his theory of protection: 

To any reasonable man the conclusion must be obvious, namely, that in thë 
line of products, with the exception of cotton, upon which our farmers chiefly 
depend. there has grown up a well-nigh ruinous. competition, in which the la- 
bor of the nt of Europe, of the miserable fellah of pt, and of the unfort- 
unate, half-starved Indian ryot, working for pauper wages, neglecting all the 
amenities of life in order that women and children as well as men may work 
in the fields, is pitted against that of the American farmer. 

Mr, Blaine once said that ignorance was inexcusable in a Cabinet offi- 
cer, and yet we find this statement from the Secretary of Agriculture 
in the face of the fact that the Treasury reports show that we received 
during the last year no wheat or flour, corn or meal, from Egypt or 
India, or from any other country using pauper labor. We have no 
trade with Egypt, and ourimports from India are principally jute, jute 
goods, tin, spices, and aie which do not compete with the products 
of our farms in the least. I want to remind this advocate of protection 
and the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle that the policy of the 
Republican party in restricting the market for our farm products has 
in many localities in this fair and favored land of boasted freedom 
driven the women and children into the field to earn a living. It is a 
shame, but true nevertheless. If more attention was given to the cheap- 
ening of the necessaries of life for our own farm laborers and less talk 
about competition with the fellah of Egypt, we would know better 
how to legislate to aid our people. We want more markets for farm 
poaren and less of the protection which does not protect farmers and 

TS. 

No, Mr. Speaker, the farmers can not be fooled with this. It is too 
thin. The farmers know too well what has produced this widespread 
depression to be longer deceived, and they are determined to try lower 
taxes. They know that their surplus farm products must find a mar- 
ket outside of the United States. They know, too, that there are other 
people who want them and who can pay for them at fair prices in ex- 
change for articles uced by them, and who would do so but for the 
tariff taxes im by our Government. They know that we have no 
remunerative home market for such products, and can have none so 
long as we refuse to trade with other nations. They know that we 
produce upon our farms more than our own people do or can consume; 
that other nations can not pay cash for this surplus, and that the tariff 
laws prevent exchange. They know that Secretary Blaine uttered a 
truth when he said that there is not a line or a sentence in this bill 
that will furnish a market for another bushel of wheat or another barrel 
of flour. They have demanded a reduction of the tariff in the interest 
ol trade. The committee has met this just demand with an increase. 

Is there any wonder that there is a depression? Is there any wonder 
that the people are organizing in the West and South demanding fair 
treatment? I bid them Godspeed in their efforts to throw off the bur- 
dens now heaped upon them. It is a hard fight and the contest is an 
unequal and maybe a long one, but their cause is just and they have 
the power and I believe possess the courage and fortitude to win the 
fight in the end, 

Mr. Speaker, in 1888, in the debate upon the Mills bill, I made some 
statements as to the condition of agriculture then that have never been 
controverted and asked some questions that have never been answered. 
I desire to repeat them substantially to-day. In the face of the enor- 
mous increase in the quantity of the productions of our farms, it ap- 
pears from the census reports that the rate of increase in value from 
1870 to 1880 was less than 10 per cent., while the important manu- 
facturing States for the same time increased their wealth nearly 200 
per cent. The planters in 1860 owned one-half the wealth of the coun- 
try. They owned in 1880 only one-fourth, and yet the total wealth 
has nearly doubled in this time. This is not the result of misfortune, 
accident, drought, or want of economy or industry on the part of the 
people, becauxe they have produced the quantity of products. 

The half not invested in farms was increased more than twenty bill- 
ions in value, while the half owned by farmers only increased fonr 
billions, Those not engaged in farming made $5 where those who 
were made $1, as shown, by their investment. As 75 per cent. of all ex- 
ports from the United States are agricultural products, we can safely 
assume that the profits of the farmers were made off of those to whom 
they sold the exports, people of foreign countries, and represented so 
much money brought into the country. Not so with the manufacturer. 
Under the present policy of the Government he manufactured for home 
e The consumers of America bought American goods be- 
cause they could get no others, as a rule. 

The m woiacturer has become rich, while the consumer, if a farmer, 
has barely saved what he started with. Does any one find any difficulty 
in telling whose money made the manufacturer rich? It does not sat- 
isfy the farmer to tell him that the money was kept in our own country 
when he sees that his reasonable profits have by some sort of legerde- 
main been lost to him and pocketed by others. The policy of protec- 
tion has the effect of centralizing the wealth of the country in the hands 
of the favored few, while it impoverishes the great body of the produc- 
ers and makesthem dissatisfied. It encourages waste and extravagance 
on the part of those who are made rich and has a bad effect upon the 
people generally. 

I am not one of those who would make Congress and the Legisla- 


ture responsible for all the evils that befall man; neither do I think 
legislation the remedy for many of the troubles of the present time. 
I believe that there is such a thing as too much legislation, I some- 
times think that we have too many laws and are too much governed. 
But when, asin this case, if I am correct, the trouble is caused by ex- 
isting laws, the only remedy is either to modify or repeal them. That 
freedom of trade necessary to enable the farmer to get full value for 
his products is at present too much restricted. We must turn from 
this constant introspection to the nations of the earth; down with the 
walls, out to the sea,” if we expect to grow and become a rich and pros- 
perous people. 

In this country a protective tariff means the fostering, by indirect 
bounties, ef miners and manufacturers, and no one else. The con- 
sumers whe must suffer for this are agriculturists, mechanics, busi- 
ness men, and professional people, who constitute about nine-tenths of 
our population. The farmers and farm laborers are the principal suf- 
ferers, I want some protectionist who asserts that protection increases 
wages to tell me now and here why it is that the railroads of the coun- 
try, with no protection, can and do pay on an average higher wages 
than the protected industries? Of course the tariff on iron and steel 
is the sameall over the United States, and yet the census shows that the 
wages in this industry to skilled labor ranged from $1.25 to $4 per day, 
and that the greatest advancement was made in the sections where the 
highest wages were paid. 

I want some one who is clamoring for protection to our labor against 
the so-called ‘‘ pauper labor of Europe to explain to the country why 
it is that our imports are practically from Great Britain, where the 
wages are much higher than any of the other European countries? We 
import nearly $200,000,000 worth of goods from England and less than 
one-tenth of that much from Austria, where labor is much cheaper. 
We need have no fear of the cheap labor. It is the independent, well 
paid labor that we must compete with. 

If protection is necessary to manufacturing industries, how can mr 
land without it export more of manufactured goods than all the bal- 
ance of the Old World with it? Until these questions are answered I 
shall insist that the passage of the pending bill will build up and 
sustain the monopolies and trusts that have come as the natural out- 
growth of protection and a restricted trade. 

I desire in this connection to call attention to an extract from Mr. 
Webster’s celebrated Faneuil Hall speech, which I think is appropriate 
to our present condition: 

To individuals, this policy is as injurious as it is to government. A system 
of artificial government protection leads the people to too much reliance on 
government, If left to their own choice of pursuits, they depend on their own 
skill and their own industry. But if government essentially affects their occu- 
pations by its systems of bounties and preferences it is natural, when in dis- 
tress, that they should call on government for relief. Hence a perpetual con- 
test, carried on between the different interests of society. Agriculturists taxed 
to-day to sustain manufacturers, commerce taxed to-morrow to sustain agri- 
culture, and then impositions, perhaps, on both manufactures and agriculture 
to support commerce. And when panen has exhausted its invention in 
these modes of legislation it finds the result Jess favorable than the original and 
natural state and course of things. He could hardly conceive of anything worse 
than a policy which should place the great interesta of this country in hostility 
to one another, a policy which should keep them in constant conflict, and brin; 
them every year to fight their battles in the committee-rooms of the House of 
Representatives at Washington. 

I wish I could burn the truth here expressed into the minds ofevery 
farmer in this broad land. In the same line I refer to the following 
strong and clear statement of Mr. CARLISLE, concurred in by the Demo- 
cratic members of the Ways and Means Committee of this Congress: 

We believe, therefore, that the only manner in which our industries can be 
helped by legisiation at the present time is tq exempt from taxation the mate- 
rials they are compelled to use, and to reduce proportionately the taxes on 
finished products, so that all our farmers, mechanics, and manufacturers may 
be able to compete on equal terms with those of other countries, This is the 
policy we advocate and which we desire to see inaugurated and completed just 
as early and as rapidly as circumstances will permit, The capitalist who 


invested his money in these industries, the laborers he employs, and the domes- 
tic customer to whom he sells would all be benefited and nobody will beinjured. 


With untaxed materials, it is evident that they could afford io pay their laborers 


better wages than they can afford to pay them now, and still se 
to customers at lower prices than are now charged. 

Besides this, under such a policy, our manufactured products would not be 
confined, as they are now, almost exclusively to the domestic market, but would 
enter all the markets of the world and compete successfully with similar prod- 
ucts from other manufacturing countries, The opening of these great markets 
for the sale of our goods would, in our opinion, give constant employment not 
only to the thousands of labcrers now engaged in our manufacturing industries, 
but would create a demand for many thousands in addition, and unless we are 
greaily deceived the time would soon come when there would be no importa- 
tions of finished articles into this country, except such as our own people for 
climatic reasons could not produce ordo not desire to produce. The only cer- 
tain and proper way to stop importations of such products is to make them our- 
selves so cheaply that no foreign competitor can afford to meet us in our own 
markets, and this we could eee do with free materials. à 

According to our view of the subject it is the duty of Congress, in legislatin, 
upon matters within the scope of its powers, to pursue that policy which wi. 
most certainly promote the growth and prosperity of every iegitimate industry 
in which our ple are en , and not select a few to be fostered and en- 
couraged at the expense of the others. Agriculture, commerce, manufactur- 
ing, and mining are all equally entitled to our consideration. 


Yes, Mr. Speaker, agriculture is entitled to our consideration, but it 
has not received it under existing law, and will not receive any in the 
pending bill, except such as the wolf gives the lamb. When this bill 
was under consideration in the House in May last I had something ta 
say abont the inadequacy of the home market for agricultural prod - 


their products 


1890. 


— 
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ucts and the discrimination against our own citizens in the price of 
farm implements. 

I will not again repeat what I said then, but I do desire to call atten- 
tion to the twenty-fourth section of the bill, relating to drawbacks, 
By this section the manufacturers are allowed a 99 per cent. drawback 
on all raw material imported and manufactured for export. This is 

ractically free raw material for the foreign trade, but the duty on such 
i increased for the American consumers. How longarethe American 
ple expected to submit to such injustice and outrage? The manu- 
eo who have grown rich off of the bounties paid them by reason 
of the tariff, now openly sell their manutactures to foreigners for less 
than to our own people who have made them rich. Was there ever 
such insolence ? In make the following extract from the able speech of 
Senator DANIEL touching the increase of duty on tin-plate: 
PRESENT TAX ON TIN-PLATE AND THE PROPOSED INCREASE, 


I read a line of the bill that lies upon our table, paragraph 137, page 28, In 
that line we are informed that the tax on tin-plate is now 1 cent per pound; 
that the House bill proposes to increase it to 2.2 cents per pound; that the Sen- 
ate committee concurs in that increase; that our 9 of tin- plate ſor 
the year 1889 were 727,045,972 pounds at a valuation of 821.002, 209.15; and upon 
this acquisition of property the people are taxed over $7,000,000; in exact figures, 
$7,279.459.72; of every dollar which they spent to acquire with their own woas 
an article of necessity one-third is tax and two-thirds are property. If, in this 
condition of things, the tax should be increased as proposed it will be increased 
from $7,279,459.72 to $16,014,811.38, and the increase in percentage is from 34.66to 
76.24 per cent. 

NO AMERICAN TIN PRODUCT AND vo AMERICAN TIN-PLATE MANUFACTURERS TO 
PROTECT. 

There is not a pound of tin to-day produced in the United States from our 
mines, unless it be mere specimens and curiosities of mineralogy. You have, 
therefore, no laborer to interpose between yourselves and the Democratic ob- 
tocon that you are allied with ein ge aa There is not a pound of tin-plate 

ing manufactared in the United States and there is no infant industry for 
whom a wet-nurse is to be hired at the expense ot all the people. 


WE PAY GREAT BRITAIN FOR TIN-PLATES IN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 


One argument is here adduced in favor of it. It is said that Great Britain is 
the tin-plate-producer of the world and that we are constantly pouring our 
wealth abroad into ber manufacturers’ pockets in order to get this tin-plate, of 
which she isthe producer and of which America is the chief consumer. I have to 
reply to that, that while this is so there never bas been and there never can be 
a case in which 8 in trade was more complete in its advantages to 
both parties; for we pay for it all in agricultural products. 


RECIPROCITY, AS SECRETARY BLAINE SAYS, “THE HIGHEST FORM OF PROTEC- 
TION. 


I doubt not, if the champions of this bill should consent before it closes to 
break the silence which on their part hovers over its birth, that we shall have 
some fine essays on reciprocity and shall be told, perhaps, in the language of 
one great | er of the Republican party who realizes that there is a storm 
brewing in this country, that reciprocity is the highest form of protection. 

How does that reciprocity exist? Why, it exists in the fact that Great Britain 
is to-day the great market for our agricultural produce, and if we buy the tin- 
plate there we do not pay for it in gold and silver, but with our wheat, with our 
tobaceo, with our cotton, with our meat products, This bill, if this tin-plate 
tax shall pass, will receive a severer criti than that pronounced upon it by 
the Secretary of State, for not only will itthen provide no method for another 
barrel of flour to go out of this country, but it will close and seal up a market 
125 eg millions of our agricultural products which now go there to pay for 
tin-plates. 

In the name of the oppressed farmers of the United States, who believe that 
they have got as much right to protection as any others; in the name of that 
equality which is the soul of the Republic, whether it be expressed or not; in 
the name of the magnificent effort with which the genius of the western world is 
seeking to lay broad and deep the foundation of republican institutions, I a) 

1 to you Pharaohs to iet the people go and give the farmer a fair chance for 
ight and life and wealth and progress in this free young nation. Deny it to 
him and you will hear from him again, and we shall see you later. 


Here is what Senator VEST has to say about the increase on cotton- 
ties: 

The negro seems to fare badly with his Republican friends, I have already 
pointed out the discrimination against him in the decrease of duty on rice, and 
the decreased duty on sugar, in the culture of which he is also the principal fac- 
tor, points in the same direction. 

It only remains to be seen whether he has been spared as to the other great 
staple, cotton, with which he must always be thoroughly identified. Thesystem 
of cotton-culture now prevailing in the Southern States makes the negro pay so 
much of the cotton ra for supplies and use of the land, and it follows there- 
fore — the expense of bailing, transporting, and selling the crops largely falls 
upon him. 

The House and Senate bills raise the duty on cotton-ties from 35 to 115 per 
cent. ad valorem, making an increase of duties on last year's importation from 
$296,454.40 to $1,013,595. 

As I have stated, this increased taxation will be moat 8 the n $ 
for the Southern planter who owns the land will pay oniy a smail Seen 
No age, ex color, race, or previous condition of servitude escapes the omniy- 
orous rapacity of the tariff plutocracy. 


Mr. Speaker, I have here an account of an industrious, well posted 
farmer acquaintance and constituent of mine, at whose request I have 
caused the tax paid by him to beestimated by anexpert. The account 
represents actual transactions for last year and amounts to $91.89, and 
the tax included in it is estimated to be $28.74. 


Store account for 1889. 
J. W. Neill to Shackleford & Bell, Okalona, Ark., Dr. 


Per cent. Amount 


Cost of 
Articles. goods. of duty. | of tariff. 
$8. 00 30 $1.8 
8 72 40 
-70 30 . 16 
50 4 — 
49 44 15 


Store account for 1889—Continued. 


Articles, 


ofduty. | of tariff. 
D gallons coal-oil .. esse ese $1.50 20 90.25 
11 spools cotton thread, 200 yards..... 57 61 21 
1 yard ribbon . 07 50 0 
3 bunches cotton thread. -10 45 -08 
1 package needles....... 10 5 .02 
l pound P taje thread. — — 5⁰ 70 20 
reton le, 10 cents; 2 &inch, 30 cents ZT — i 
und pepper... 1 s 
5 spice. 15 48 0 
1 box blacking. 10 25 .02 
1 quire paper 15 5 03 
68 yaris cotton, domestic 4.73 69 1.93 
18 yards cotton, bed-ticking.. 3.60 55 1.28 
20 pounds sugar. 2,00 99 1,00 
10 yards cotton flann 1.00 55 80 
23 yards wool flannel.. 6.25 70 2.65 
10 yards jeans (wool and 3.00 68 1.22 
25 yards cotton 2,00 55 72 
12 yards cottonades 2.40 SS 80 
28 yards prints. . 2,82 5 82 
10 yards cotton shirting. +80 69 85 
10 yards cotton shirting, hickory 1,00 55 „ 
Il yards cotton jackonet...... ... 60 40 17 
Lady's corset............+ -75 35 20 
4 pounds soda (It cents)... 40 94 2 
9} gallons molasses (8 cents). 6.60 39 1.85 
5 pounds nails (1} cents). 2 52 +09 
2boxes felt gun- wads. 80 35 2 
1 pocket-kniſe. . 6 50 2 
comb + 10 35 -03 
1 kage pins 10 30 .08 
1 box horn buttons. -10 25 .02 
1 pair lady’s lisle-thread gloves.. 30 35 -08 
6 pounds so p. . 50 20 .09 
1 pound starch .10 91 . 0 
1 pair suspenders ....... 15 35 01 
1 pair. . cotton hose.. A — = = 
6 yards jute bagging... ‘ . 
9 pounds ties . 45 35 12 
1 Hon earthen jar. 30 25 06 
1 boy's wool hat. 7 68 81 
1 lady's straw hat. 75 30 18 
14 yards cotton law 1.85 55 0 
2 pair cotton overulls 2,10 35 8 
1 pea rca eaten and N =e 125 — 
1 pair pants (part wool). . 
1 woolen shawl............ s — 3,00 88 1. 40 
1 hand saw, $1.75 (40 per cent.); 1 draw-knife, $1.25 
per cent.) . . . eee — —— SS r 80 
1 brace and bit with 1 dozen bits .. — 4.20 45 1.80 
lhammer,40 cents(2¢ cents, Is per cent.); I monkey 
wrench, 80 cents (45 per cent.). oes 1.90 lapok —— 31 
dozen chisels . .. . . 1.80 35 7 
4 3 shovel pews 7 5 patho 1,60 45 „ 
4 hoes, 7 per cent. 5 packages 
cents (25 per cent.) . 3. 2B l. eee te- 9 
dozen sets door-hinges...... 1.80 32 41 
4 pairs trace chains (I cents 3.00 50 1.00 
11 pound ax . . . . 1.00 35 2⁰ 
1 bottle castor oil 2 200 16 
1 box blue mass. 40 25 08 
1 ounce quinine, free.. TE fees — 2 —.— 
1 bottle paregoric.... -25 40 06 
1 bottle laudanum..... 25 40 OT 
1 bottle Dover's pow 2 25 6 
Total.. 91,89 28.74 


I have here a letter from another intelligent and well-to-do constit- 
nent asking that his account for last year be examined for the same 
purpose. It has been examined, and I give the result with his letter, 
His account is $117.33, and the tariff paid is estimated to be $40.15, 
If every farmer in the country could understand and know just what 
he pays to the manufacturers in this indirect way it would not be long 
before there would be a reform and reduction of such taxes, 


PRESCOTT, Ank., June 10, 1890. 

Dear Sie: I have been trying for some time to inform myself in regard to 
the tariff laws to ascertain just how and to what extent they impose unneces- 
sary, and therefore unjust. burdens upon the people. Iam, as you know,a farmer, 
1 have for a long time been desirous of knowing just what the support of the 
Government and the protection to the manufacturers of the country cost me 
annually. It is difficuit for me to arrive at this to my entire satisfaction from 
reading the tariff schedules, or from the discussions of the question in Congress 
or by the newspapers and public speakers of the country. + 

I have concluded to send you the itemized account of my purchases with one 
of my merchants last year, and ask you to get an expert, if you can, to estimate 
orextend the tariff duty on each article separately, and also upon the whole 
bill. I bought bardwure, agricultural implements, and other goods from other 
merchants, but I suppose Í will be able to estimate the duty on them myself 
when I get it figured out upon this bill. 

1 do sot complain and shall never complain at having to bear my proportion 
of the burden of supporting the Government, honestly and economically ad- 
ministered. That í of course recognize to be my duty, and I perform it cheer- 


fully. But Jam not aware that the manufacturer contributes anything to 
protect me, a consumer, and as I and my class appear to be grow poorer 
all the time, comparatively speaking, while he is growing richer, the burdens 


which the tariff laws impose upon me for his protection above the actual needs 
of the Government are becoming very irksome to me. 
With great respect, I am, sir, very truly yours, 


Hon. Thomas C. MCRAE, Washington, D. C. 


B. F, STEELE, 
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PRESCOTT, ARE., December 23, 1889. 
Mr. B. F. Steele bought of W. B. 898 in groceries and general mer- 


Tariff | Cost of | Amount 
tariff. 


rate. goods, | of 
“ Per cent, 
Feb. 1 pair child's shoes. . siars 30 $1.00 
Feb. a 4 yards muslin, 10 cents... 69 40 
Feb. 9. 1) yards trimming, 8 cents... 40 +10 
Feb. 15. 20 yards indigo prints, § cents.. 55 1.60 
Feb. 15. 4 yards indi. prints, 5 cents 55 N 
Feb. nghans, 55 < 


yards co! 
Mar, 16, 10 yards cotton 8 cents — 


D. Ser SE, Ferrer 
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ET pair brogan shoes. 
May 7.10 
May 11. 1 
May II. 3 yards cotto! 
May ?5. 12 spools cotton, . . 
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.| Mr. B. F. Steele bou; of W. B. Waller, dealer in groceries and general mer- 
un chandise—Continued. 


7 
4 


. 30 $0.09 

9¹ 5 2 

35 75 -20 

A 25 13 

55 .35 13 

20 . 00 4 

55 <20 -43 

35 10 «02 

60 05 02 

54 3.85 1.35 

35 1.50 .39 

4t 1.65 52 

24 2 12 

9¹ 28 12 

30 1.75 41 

58 2.70 1.10 

68 1.29 40 

4.50 2.03 

Sa 10.00 3.51 

35 1.25 33 

55 -65 +23 

55 -50 18 

e 45 10 05 

pairs woolen blankets St. 7k 6.00 50 

pairs woolen blankets, 71 9.00 74 

suit boy's clothes, cassim 5⁴ 7.00 46 
63 


117.08 . 


Cost without tarena ?Äü—ü0᷑uœ— 77. 48 
Avernge rate per cent. of tariff, 51 per cent. 


Table showing importations and duties collecled for 1889 and a comparison of rates under existing law with the Mills bi and the McKinley bill. 


| Schedule. 


ARBORS elias a 


Silk, and silk 
Pulp, per, and books . 
Sund satses ———. 


To free · list under 


815,028, 708. 89 $5, 466, 702. 96 36,69 87.30 28.17 
18, 420, 634.57 9, 410, 603. 64 51.09 52.75 52,17 
50, 409,513, 14 19,239, 102. 65 38.24 52.61 38.47 

9, 570, 860.79 1,761, 252. OL 18. 40 19. 60 17.40 
287, 788. 28 243, 206. 82 98.90 38.17 62.31 
13, 733,912.60 | 11,194. 486. 68 81.50 152. 46 81.50 

46,119, 072.60 | 11,319,797, 84 24. 54 40. 39 23,39 
10, 480, 344.77 8, 104, 770. 39 77.83 77.58 *77.58 
20, 287, 543. 35 7, 230, 434.50 35.64 38. 06 39, 07 

, 098, 455.38 | 13,437,235, 62 33.51 42.36 21.94 

71. 153, 083. 27 | 41,379,092. 21 58. 98 78.50 33. 69 

3A, 956, 728.77 | 17,342, 571, 4 49, 61 51.01 19. 61 
6, 906, 160. 68 +f -38 19, 84 23.57 22. 06 
52, $84, 301. 98 25 26.25 | 26.02 25.03 


* No change proposed. 


proposed by Republican Tariff Commission, cent. 
The Mile bil bill and 2 to be 47.10 and reduced it oe 4 
The See bill found the average to be 45,08 and increased it to 52.80. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, Inow five minutes tothe gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. . Speaker, there is one paragraph in this ue 
which bears very heavily 2 my own district. That ee wat wad 
3 a prohibitory tax of 30 cents per bushel upon barley, but I can 

no opportunity to criticise it here and now, and I wish simply, as 
a Republican, to utter my protest against that class of protection, and 
as long as I hold a ogden upon this floor I shall protest against any such 
provision in any tariff bill 

My special purpose in rising now is to call attention to the paragraph 
in the free-list in respect to fish. The House proposition was to admit 
free“ fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish 

caught in fresh waters except salmon.’ The Senate, in its wisdom, 
struck out that provision and inserted the following: 


Fresh fish, Pry att NY siina E Se VUA PROE R 3 
open waters of the lakes forming a boundary between the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada. 


To any child who starts into the kindergarten 
very plain that the open waters” covered by the 


of it is 
tea bod tad bo 


tween this country and Canada isa line drawn through our Great Lakes 
and navigable channels; so that there are no open waters to fishin 
there, and the Senate provision is perfectly nugatory, if there is any 
sense in it at all. 

Then, added to that is the fact that our lakes are becoming depleted 
ot fish, and it is only when we can reach the Canadian shore for fishing 
that they are found not tn beso, The prohibitory laws of the State 
of New York cover all net fishing; the Jaws of P Ivania cover all 
pound and trap net fishing, and the laws of Ohio prohibit fishing, ex- 
cept with hook and line, from June 15 to September 10. Then the closed 
season of Canada also comes in against us, and the result is, as I can 
show by the market reports, that the poor man’s food of this kind all 
over the region of the Great Lakes has risen from 100 to 600 per cent. 
simply in consequence of the prohibitory laws of the States and tariff 
regulations. Yet, now ms TO) to put another extra tax on fresh 
fish, ha form of chea; ere are the figures: In 1868 herring 
cost only 18 cents pe m kerai in 1877 they cost 40 cents per 
hundred-weight, ad: now they cost from 75 cents to $1 per hundred- 
weight. Blue pike, perch, and white bass cost in 1868 50 cents per 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ` 


10059 


hundred-weight; in 1877, 75 cents hundred-weight; and now, in 
1890, $1.50 per hundred-weight. tefish, bass, and yellow pike 
cost in 1868 $3.25 per hundred-weight; in 1877, $3.75 per hundred- 
Were 224 in 1890, $5 per hundred-weight. 

en, added to this large increase in price is the fact that fishing on 
the lakes is confined to the product of the lakes, while fishing on the 

seas is unlimited. Asa matterof fact, Detroit and all the other 
cities of the lake region as far as Chicago depend to-day for their fish 
almost entirely upon the Canadian fisheries. Clear from the eastern 
end of Lake Ontario to Detroit all of our cities are compelled to de- 
pend upon the Canadian catch, because under our State laws fishing is 
practically prohibited. Now, I make but one appeal to the committee 
of conference on this tariff bill and that is this: on behalf of the mill- 
fons of poor people who inhabit our cities along the Northern lakes, I 
ask that this Senate provision be non-concurred in. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, that during the progress 
of the discussion of this bill and Senate amendments an opportunity 
would be given in the House to consider motions to concur in such Sen- 
ate amendments as met the approval of gentlemen who might be dis- 
posed to offer such motions, Ina general way, and speaking for my- 
self only, I wish to say that there are many things which the Senate 
have done with reference to this tariff bill which are improvements 
upon it as it left the House. Several of the amendments adopted by 
the Senate and sent here for our consideration are, in my judgment, 
improvements upon the House bill, and with many of them I should 
be glad to at once concur and so settle them. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PAYSON. I prefer not to be interrupted at thistime. But, 
Mr. Speaker, the question of a general non-concurrence has been sub- 
mitted to the House, and a majority of its members are impressed, as 
they have evidenced by their votes, with the idea that they prefer an- 
other way of reaching a-conclusion with reference to this voluminous 
matter, namely, by a non-concurrence in gross in the Senate amend- 
ments, the reference of the whole subject toa committee of conference, 
and then a consideration upon the report of that committee as to what 
the ultimate action of this body shall be. Since the tariff discussion 
began I have had no opportunity, Mr. Speaker, down to this moment 
of expressing any ideas that I might have personally with reference to 
this Bil or the schedules in it. 

By your partiality, Mr. Speaker, and the expressed confidence on 
the part of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, I was se- 
lected to preside as chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
when the tariff bill was under consideration, Pending its considera- 
tion, as many members will remember, I was taken ill and confined to 
my room all the time and to my bed most of the time after that, and 
till long after the whole matter was concluded. So that I have had 
no opportunity from the commencement of the consideration of this 
matter until now, at any appropriate time, to express any idea in 
reference to the subject-matter of this bill or to offer any amendment 
toit. At this time, Mr. Speaker, I propose to express somewhat briefly 
some views which I have in reference to some of the provisions of the 
bill as it now stands as amended, for the benefit of the conference com- 
mittee when it shall be appointed. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, thatone item important to that section of the 
Union where I reside, and embraced in a Senate amendment, should be 
retained in the bill. I refer to the item of binding-twine. I should 
be delighted, Mr. Speaker, if a vote could be had in this House under 
its rules upon the question of concurring in that amendment, which 
places that item upon the free-list, in lieu of the proposition ofthe House 
bill, which retainsit upon the dutiable-list and at a rate, as I recollect 
it, of one cent and a quartera pound. This item to my own constit- 
uents, Mr. Speaker, is one of no inconsiderable importance. I represent 
upon the floor of this House a constituency which is practically purely 
an agricultural one, The county in which I live has this year the 
largest acreage of oats of any in the Union. 

There have been harvested in the county of Livingston, in the State 
of Illinois, this year over 150,000 acres of oats. The acreage of rye, 
barley, and wheat I have not yet at hand, but I instance this as evi- 
dence of the importance of this question to my people. Nearly every 
farmer in the Congressional district in which I live occupying a farm 
of average or greater size owns and operates a self-binder, tying his 
own grain with this article. Its use is almost universal, and my in- 
terest is based on personal knowledge of its importance. I have had 
personal experience in the matter of harvesting small grainin the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. 

I trust it is not improper for me to state that as a boy, the son of a 
farmer, I worked behind the first reaper that ever came west of the 
Ilinois River. It was crude and cumbersome; only a slight improve- 
ment over the old-fashioned cradle that we used to follow betore this 
machine came there. This wassucceeded by others, improved in form 
and usefulness. I have lived tosee in the business experience of a life, 
not yet long, the growth of improvements from the back-aching, toil- 
some methods of earlier days in harvesting grain, which were then re- 


th weten Valley = sts toes an undo DAIA 
e „ W! a man a ’ 
the result of the ingenuity of inventive genius of Americans, sits there 
in the shade and performs easily the work that six or eight men used 
to do laboriously when I wasa boy. One hundred and fifty thousand 
odd acres of one kind of grain, nearly all of which is bound by machines 
using this twine, have been ent in the county in which I live within 
the past year. 

It takes nearly two pounds of the average twine to bind one acre of 
grain as it is there. This shows its importance to my Joopa Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I come to this proposition. I hope that conference 
committee will agree to the Senate amendment, Iknow of no reason 
why they should not, and I think I know many reasons why they 
should. For their benefit, I address myself to an argument to show 
why it should not be retained on the dutiable-list. The amount of 
money expended for this article last year, if Iam correct, is over $10,- 
000,000. How much of that was profit I am not able to say, from an 
investigation in detail; but I have heard it stated many times, and I 
have never heard itdisputed, that the profit upon that amount of invest- 


ment wasnearly $5,000,000, which would be nearly 50 per cent. fit. 
I know another thing, Mr. Speaker—I think P do. I hold in my 
hand a petition which was filed with the Ways and Means Committee 


of this House on the 26th of May last, which I will not take time to 
read, but will ask leave to incorporate in my remarks. This petition 
shows upon its face that the forty-two mills which manufacture this 
article in the United States and the seven mills which are engaged in 
its manufacture in Canada are in a combination which not only con- 
trols the production of the material as it is sold for use, but regulates 
its output and fixes its price to the consumers of this country. 

I enter into no argument on this occasion (for I have not the time) 
as to whether or not this combination raises or cheapens the price to 
the consumer. I only say that all combinations of capital controlling 
an article of necessity put the price at all the traffic will bear;’? that 
is the universal rule. But I go further in my statement of tacts and 
say that this document to which I have referred (and as to which there 
is no secret whatever, it is as broad as the news that comes to us in 
the metropolitan papers ot the country) states that this combination of 
manufacturers controls every thread of binding - twine that my constit- 
uents and the constituents of other gentlemen from the Mississippi 
Valley use; that the raw material in it is controlled by a combination 
of purchasers who go to the countries where itis raised and control 
every pound of it. 

Manila, jute, sisal-grass, and the variety of sisal-grass known as 
sunn-grass are the principal of these materials; hemp and flax twine 
still remain on the dutiable-list, and it is only to twine made of these 
other articles that I now address myself. Every fiber of these com- 
modities entering into the manufactured article is of foreign produc- 
tion and is on the free-list to-day. ? 

I am a Republican; itis useless poe for me to say so; I sit on 
this side and vote with this side; I believe in Republican principles 
as they have been enunciated since the organization of the party to 
which you and I belong, 1856. I believe in the theory of protection as 
a principle. I expect in the coming campaign, in a somewhat ener- 
getic way, to say something in reference to the theory of protection in 
that part of the country where I have the pleasure to reside and which 
I have the honor to represent on this floor, 

I expect to say—and I expect my auditors to believe when I say it— 
that the fundamental theory of protection is this: That wherever proper 


tariff duties are laid and proper regulations of importation are enforced 
domestic competition will cheapen the commodity to that price which 
the American consumer as a matter of patriotism ought to be satisfied 


to pay, and will pay. I believe in that doctrine and its enforcement. 
I expect to have that doctrine indorsed in the State of Illinois by the 
old-time Republican majority. But I do not believe in an application 
of any theory of protection or in a tariff schedule which puts upon the 
dutiable-list an article the raw material of which is entirely of foreign 
growth, which is absolutely free of duty, and the manufacture of which 
is in the hands of a combination which could be indicted to-day under 
the statute which has been passed by the Congress in which I am now 
sitting. 

Why do I say this? 

This entire business, including the source from which the raw ma- 
terial of all these commodities is supplied, is governed by a combina- 
tion of all, or substantially all, of the manufacturers of cordage aud 
binding-twine—a combination which exists both for the purpose of 
buying the raw material, which absolutely controls it in the places 
where it is grown, and also for the purpose of limiting the sale of the 
manufactured product and fixing its price. This plainly appears in 
the following petition addressed to the Committee on Finance by the 
cordage manufacturers of the United States, dated May 28, 1890: 


Wasmxdrox. D. C., May 26, 1890. 
Sm: The co and binder-twine manufacturers of the United States be; 
that your hovorable committee will amend the clause in the tariff bill whi 
relates to our business, It places a — of 1} cents Sok pound upon binder- 
twine. Should this become a law it will close our We ask for 1} cents 


d, an increase of one-half per cent. 
iere are in this country forty-two mills engaged in the manufacture of cord- 
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stand up st the foreign manufacturer with his from 50 to 60 per cent. 
— e ore rS Below is a table showing the local position of the mills in this 
country : 
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There are forty-five cordage mills in the United Kingdom of Great Britain, 
several in France, Germany, and Russia, one each in Mexico, Hong-Kong, Aus- 
tralia, and Manila, and seven in Canada, They are able, without investing 
another dollar, to supply the entire world witn cordage. Since the American 
farmer's binder-twine is simply the yarn which all mills spin for rope, the 
moment binder-twine rises to a sufficient price all foreign manufacturers can at 
once produce it. It is because the American manufacturer buys in tue market 
for raw material that binder-twine does not go higher than you have seen it. 
Cripple him and transfer the production to the foreigner, and at once the con- 
trot of the raw fiber is lost, and the same or a worse condition must exist, such 
as prevailed when the American association was temporarily dissolved in 1887, 
and binder-twine went up to 13 and 16 cents. With the American out of the 
fight, no inducement to control raw material would exist, and the farmer would 
have the pleasure of paying higher prices than he has yet seen. The difference 
in the p: of labor could not prevent this, since a rise of 1 cent per pound in 
the of raw material would wipe out the difference in the cost of labor and 
bring the pro luet to tue farmer at higher cost. 

Canada, with seven mills, all but one built within a short time, with capacity 
for sixteen to twenty million pounds (protected by 3 cents per pound duty), has 
driven our mills from the market, and, manufacturing so much cheaper than 
we, paying 40 per cent. less wages, can not only pour its rope into our market, 
pay the present duty of 2} cents, and undersell us, but is rapidly driving us out 
of Cuba, the West Indies, and South America. The Hong-Kong mill was built 
expressly to supply this market. It prn to $% gs month to operatives for 
the same class of work we pay $35 to $50. This mill is now said to be doubling 


its capacity, It delivers its product in New York, pays the duty, undersells us, 
and 8 n is made that they make a handsome profit and their stock 
stands 


This American industry, with $10,000,000 invested in plant, that can do a busi- 
ness of $50,000,000 a ycar, pay out in wages 810,000. 000 a year, employ from ten 
to twelve thousand people, and support over fifty thousand souls, is now greatly 
crippled by foreign competition, and will be entirely destroyed it it has un less 
protection than Ii cents per pound for binder-twine and Ii cents per pound for 
cordage. We do notask for such protection as has y given con- 
trol of her home binder-twine and cordage trade and has taken away from us 
a market we once had. Hut we do ask for half a cent per pound increase. We 
know that nothing less than 1} cents on rope and 1? cents on binder-twine will 
keep our mills alive nst the 66 per cent. lower wages of foreign compet- 
itors. And it is not only desirable, but even necessary, that New ndand 
Mauritius fibers, which are mixed in yarns with others, should be admitted on 
the same terms as manila and sisal. Owing to the loss of the Canadian and 
so much of the South American trade, our mills can not now run more than 
two-thirds of their time or capacity, employing a proportionately less number 
of operatives, and increasing the cost of manufacture. If tariff alteration does 
not prevent, we can without doubt ultimately compete for the South American 

x production, and cheapen manufacture. On the other hand, an 
open market for foreign goods must shut up our millsand destroy the chief 
barrier that protects the consumer from excessively high prices. 

An understanding of the conditions of the raw-fiber market will at once make 
this plain. The chief fibers used in cordage and binder-twine, manila, sisal, 
New Zealand,and Mauritius may be and sre harvested throughout the year 
in nearly the same amount each month. The time needed for the various 
plants to mature is in most cases over four years. Therefore production can 
not be increased by a rise in price. Business conditions in their native coun- 
tries alsoforbidincrease. From this results at any time the danger of an empty 
market. If there is no co-operation among the manufacturers who buy,any 
fall in the price is at once followed by a rush on the market, Each must pro- 
tect himself. Prices are ey. forced up, and the consumer of the manu- 
factared article must pay an ex: ve rate, no one but the foreiga producerand 
the commission man reaping any benefit. 

To prevent such disastrous fluctuations.the manufacturers in 1859 organized an 
— — which, with occasional interruptions, bas existed until the present 
timo. An examination of the course of trade will show you that each interruption 
was followed by a rise in the price of manufactured material, a rise which ben- 
efited no one in this country. In 1887 such a break in the association was fol- 
lowed by a rise in the price of raw manila from 6} and 8 cents to 15 cents, in 
sisal from 4 cents and 5 cents to 12 cents, a rise for which, of course, the con- 
sumer paid, The cordage trade was not in the least benefited, and, fully un- 
derstanding the cause, it endeavored to again form an association, but owing 
to the starting of new mills and the disorganization of the trade this could not 
at once be done. But the farmers did not understand the cause of these ad- 
vances, The trust idea was pressed on them so constantly, especia ly by trav- 
eling salesmen trying to introduce other twines, that they came to believe that 
— — prices of cordage and twine were the result of some trust organization. 
whereas tbe true cause of advance was a want of combination in buying an 
handling fibers, In fact, for two years, while the farmers were complaining that 
trusts were the cause of high prices, the manufacturers were selling rope and 
twine on an average at the very cost of the fiber. There not being any fiber at 
home, the manufacturers had to ences. themselves, requiring six month<to 
obtain manila and three for sisal. - The great demand and rapid buying during 
this interval advanced prices so fast that we could afford to sell the product on 
arrival at the price paid for fiber at the time. 

A combination to buy fiber such as now exists is the only hope of low prices. 


An organization was completed last January, including all the principal mills. 
It is not a trust or an organized com y. but merely an association, princi- 
pally for purchasing these fibers. It appointed a purchasing committee, 
who alone will import all fibers required in our country and Canada. By this 
means fifty or more competitive buyers have been uced toone. Prices of 
fibers have consequently fallen within sixty days over 33 per cent., and will soon 
reach their normal market value. This institution of oue buyer for the whole 
country is not alone the cause of the present great decline In price, But the fact 
of the manufacturers agreeing to divide their present stocks among each other, 
those having more than they needed sel to those lacking, at giving 
several months’ supply, enabling the man urers to k out of the market 
at present and allow a stock toaccumulate, which will help rices normal. 
While be consumer can not have the immediate advantage e low prices 
until the present high-price stocks are consumed, still are lower a 
year ago and under present conditions will be 25 to 30 per cent. lower next 
year. Under the one-buyer principle tbere will be saved to the consumers of 
and binder-twine in the country se millions per annum, 

wing to the peculiar position of the cordage business, a position due, as 
shown, to the condition of the sources of supply of raw material, a supply lim- 
ited by natural conditions such as hamper no other raw material, conditions 
which no legislation can touch, the only chance for the manufacturer lies in 
controlling by association the price of raw material, a contro! which has inthe 
past, and must inevitably in the future, bring down the price of that raw ma- 
terial and enable the American manufacturer to sell at a satisfactory price to 
the consumer. Hamper the manufacturer by the introduction at the present 
moment of lower-priced foreign perdu and paralyze his business, even for a 
short period, and you will upset the market for raw material, and with the par- 
tial or entire dest nof the manu will be destroyed all regulation 
of the price of raw material. Then will disap all tem benefit, and 
the consumer will find himself in a worse position than he has ever been in. 

As long asthe home manufacturer is able to compete with the foreign there 
exists a possibility of controlling the market for raw material, a possibility 
which, from his own necessities, he must make every exertion to turn intoa 
fact. In brief, the interests of the consumer are bound up hard and fast withthe 
interests of the home manufacturer. If wecould produce the raw product the 
case might be different; but that we can not do. 

If the manufacturers have the a ulred (Ii cents) to justify their 
buying together at the sacrifice of many individual advantages, it will keep 
fibers æ least 40 to 50 per cent. below what they would average if we all have to 
compete in open market for our supply. The farmer can not get this advan- 
tage with less than 1? cents protection. 

At the present pacs for twine, we estimate a saving of $6,000,000 to the farmer 
for the harvest of 1890 over that of 1889. This is due to the fact that there has 
been since January 1 only one buyer of raw material. Should the duty remain 
at 1}, we must separate as buyers as soon asit takes effect. Give us only one- 
half cent pound increase, and you will save this great loss to the farmers 
and enable us to keep our mills running. 

In conclusion, we beg to add that we can substantiate and prove our state- 
ments should your honorable committee desire any additional facts, 


Respectfully submitted. 
Tue CORDAGE MANUFACTURERS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, . 


Chairman Committee on Finance, Washington, D. C. 


All this material is of foreign growth, largely in Yucatan and the 
Philippine Islands, and all controlled by this combination. 

Gentlemen friendly to this combine may assert that it is nota trust, 
and I do not assert that it is a technical, legal ‘trast; that is, where 
the property of the combination is conveyed to a single corporation, and 
so having the legal power to control the output of the factories; but 
I do insist and charge the fact to be, and thatit is susceptible of proof, 
that the combination exists for the purpose of securing control of all 
this foreign raw material and regulating the amount of the product of 
twine and its sales and prices. 

While not technically a trust.“ so that those in the combine may 
deny the ‘‘trust,’’ yet for all practical purposes it is exactly the same. 
I know no difference. It is a combination which for mutual benefit 
and profit acts together, and it is against just such combinations that 
the act of July 2, 1890, was passed. 

It is as follows: 

Section 1. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or with 
foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person whoshall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination of conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by fine not exceeding . 000 or by nan pauper aig not exceeding one year, or by 
both said pee the discretion of the court. 

Src. 2. Every person whoshall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize or com- 
bine or conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part ofthe 
trade or commerce among the several States, or with toreign nations, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or 
by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspir- 
acy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or mmer between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories and 
any State or States, or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nationa, or be- 
tween the District of Columbia and_any State or States or foreign nations, is 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or 
engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceed- 
ing $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court, 


No such combination ought to have the benefit of tariff protection, 
and I shall never vote for it unless compelled to, to get other legisla- 
tion which I deem too important to lose upon which this shall be in- 

ted. 
Tarif protection should encourage home manufacture, should en- 
courage competition, that prices be kept down toa reasonable profit be- 
cause of it, but a combination of manufacturers of articles of prime 
necessity deserves no protection, and their product should have no 
place except on the free-list. 

That is my doctrine. It is what I believe in. Enl 
it, I think, would not make it any plainer. Therefore, 


ment upon 
use I bo- 
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lieve in it and because my constituents believe in it and because it is 
for their interest, I am in favor of concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment on this subject, and I hope the conference committee will re- 
member what has been stated with reference to it when they come to 
act upon it, ; 
Next, I am in favor of concurring in the Senate amendment which 
retains upon the dutiable-list articles of art, paintings, and statuary, 
the works of foreign artists imported for personal use or for purposes 
of commerce, for luxury, or trade. The House bill permitted all these 
ro to go upon the free-list. I will read the provision of the House 
ill; 5 


Paintings in oil or water colors, com 9 the professional production of a painter 
or artist only, and statuary cut, carved, or otherwise wrought by hand from a 
solid block or mass of marble or stone, and being the professional production 
of a statuary or sculptor only, and not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act. 


This provision in common parlance is known as ‘‘art upon the free- 
list.“ Now, articles of this description are a luxury. In this connec- 
tion I may say, Mr. Speaker, that I believe in another proposition, 
which I can express somewhat tersely, that wherever a tariff is a tax 
it should be made to fall upon luxuries, and so far as practicable relieve 
from its operation the necessaries of life. No man need tell me that an 
oil painting, however beautiful, however pleasing to the eye, however 
great a gratification it may be to the higher and the esthetic taste of 
the owner, is not an article of luxury to him and to those who enjoy it. 
The same remark applies to statuary coming within this provision. 
It will not do to say that this section is for the benefit of education, 

culture, for churches, exhibitions, etc., because the statute ol March 3, 
1883, as well as sections 2503, 2508, and 2009, all in force now, pro- 
vide that all foreign art for the purposes of exhibition, for museums, 
churches, education, ete., shall be free of duty. 

Under existing law foreign art is only dutiable when imported for 
luxury or trade, and I am in favor of its continuance. 

Who asks for its repeal of our citizens at home? Look at the list of 
petitioners for the repealof theduty. Short, fewin number, but men 
as arule known to the country because of their wealth only. 

. They desire, when they import a painting or a statue to adorn their 
lors, that it shall be free of duty, because the tax is burdensome. 

7 850 all taxes; we impose them on feathers, diamonds, ribbons, vel- 
yets, champagnes, brandies, tapestries, etc., and why not on these arti- 
cles? They are, alike with the others, luxuries, pure and simple. 

A tariff on foreign art used for luxury has, in one form or another, 
been the rule almost continuously since 1790, Incoming foreign art 
for private use has always been considered an article of luxury, and 
when revenues were to be raised for expenses of Government has been 
one of the luxuries taxed. There is no tariff duty on any American art. 

Mr. Speaker, since the organization of this Government down to the 
present time articles of this class have always been on the dutiable-list. 

The several tariffs on foreign art used for luxury have been as tol- 
lows: 

In the tariff of 1790-91, 1792, 10 cent. ad valorem; acts of 1794 
and 1795, 10 percent; acts of 1797 and 1800, 124 percent. ; acts of 1804, 
1807, and 1808, 15 per cent.; acts of 1812, 1813, 1815, and 1816, 30 per 
cent.; acts of 1841 and 1842, 20 per cent.; acts of 1812 and 1846, paint- 
ings on glass, 30 per cent.; act 1861 to March 3, 1883, 10 per cent.; act 
March 3, 1883, 30 per cent. 

For the first time in the history of this country, from its organiza- 
tion down to this day, does it appear likely that articles of luxury, and 
luxury alone, are to be imported freeof duty. Iam opposed toit. I 
I do not believe in such a policy. I can not make myself better un- 
derstood on the question perhaps than in the short sentences I have 
uttered here. N > 

Again, I am in favor of the House conferees standing by the sugar 
schedule as the House of Representatives voted it in, with the reci- 
procity amendment of the Senate, If I may be permitted, Mr. Speaker, 
to make a personal allusion, the Illinois delegation on this side of the 
Chamber have reason to feel well satisfied, if not to take an absolute 
pride, in the position which they have assumed with reference to the 
sugar schedule at this session. 

A meeting of that delegation was held and we unitedly and unani- 
mously adopted a resolution, which I bad the honor to prepare and 
offer, that sugar of the grade of No. 16 Dutch standard and below should 
go upon the free-list in any tariff bill which should be reported by the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House and which should pass this 
body at this session of Congress, We sent a committee to the Ways 
and Means with it and it was presented to them. 

Other delegations followed, and as a result we have in the House 
bill free sugar to the people of the better grades of common sugar and 
below that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The time 
of the gentleman has expired. ; 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will yield me five 
minutes longer. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I should be very glad to do so, but I have prom- 
ised other gentlemen, and the entire time has been already assigned. 
I will yield the gentlemen two minutes, which is all I have remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, half a loaf, or rather only a 


2 is better than no bread; and I will have to accept the small 
vor. 

Mr. COLEMAN, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Illinois may be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to occupy any of the 
precious two minutes accorded to me in saying anything that I ought 
not to say, or that may not be said in absolute courtesy to this House, 
But after having been a member of this House for nine years, and not 
being in the habit of trespassing upon the time of the House, when I 
have not something which, in my own mind at least, is worth saying, 
and now for the first time entering into this tariff discussion, it does 
seem as if the two minutes accorded to me is a very limited allowance 
indeed, and hardly worth occupying and attempting discussion, ö 

But, in the minute and three-quarters remaining—if I have kept ac- 
curately the tally of the seconds at my disposal—I desire to say that 
this movement on the part of the Republican members of the Illinois 
delegation was the inception of that movement which culminated in the 
action finally had in regard to this schedule in the tariff. Whetheror 
not it would have reached that end otherwise, and without this action 
on the part of the Republicans in the Illinois delegation, Ido not know— 
I do not pretend to say. 

But at all events the action was had, the result was attained, and we 
were content with it, and we are content with it to-day, Mr. Speaker, 
and we propose, and I speak by authority, not only for myself but for 
the Republicans in the delegation, when 1 say, not by way of threat, but 
the assertion of a settled purpose, that we propose to stand by that 
action to the end. We propose to stand by free sugar for the poor, for 
the common people of the country, for the great mass of consumers of 
the country, of the grade of No. 16 and below, to the end of this session 
of Congress, and I have got time enough tostay here to have that result 
reached if persistent effort and staying qualities will attain it. 

I have time enough to do all that I came here to do for my constitu- 
ents and for the people of this country. Iam not troubled, as some 
gentlemen seem to be troubled, with anxiety to get away from here, 
until what we were sent here to do has been properly done, and until 
what we were called on to perform has been faithtully payes 
the full discharge of the duties assigned to us. I think I am in a posi- 
tion to set an example in this matter, I may be permitted to say that 
during the whole of this session, with the single exception of one day, 
and that when general debate was on in Committee of the Whole, I 
have not been out of sight ot the Dome of this Capitol during the en- 
tire session; and I am willing, notwithstanding I should be glad to be 
at home doing duty in the campaign now in progress, to stay here and 
do my higher duty until the just demands of the constituency behind 
us, 97 we are here to try to represent, are met and satisfied. [Ap- 
plause. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy the moments allotted me 
in saying that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is mistaken 
in charging the existence of a trust“ for the control of the sale of 
binder-twine which he all takes in every manufacturer in the 
United States and Canada. Ar. Speaker, I stand in my place and I 
deny that there is now or ever was such a trust“ among and includ- . 
ing the manufacturers of New England, and I have in my hand the 
absolute, undeniable proof of what I say. The moment you speak of 
a combination“ or a trust.“ no matter for what it is 
formed, it acts on some people like a red rag on a mad bull, and I sub- 
mit that there may be combinations and trusts that are entirely law- 
ful, legitimate, and for the interests of the people, manufacturers and 
consumers as well. 

Now, what are the exact facts in regard to the combination or trust 
which the gentleman from Ilinois al.eges? There was and is a com- 
bination of the cordage manufacturers of this country for the purchase 
of sisal-grass and the raw material in foreign countries, such as is used 
in the manufacture of cordage and twine, but that combination, as I 
shall demonstrate, has been in the interests not only of the manufact- 
urers but the consumers of binder-twine, has already resulted in a 
large reduction of the price, and we are promised that when the cord- 
age now in process of manufacture, made out of material bought in 
this manner, is manufactured there will be a still farther reduction of 
4 cents a pound. A 

The gentleman from Illinois complains of the high price which has 
prevailed for years past for binder-twine, and lays it to a trust“ 
which never existed for the control of thesale of binder-twine. The 
high price is due entirely to another cause. The different manufact- 
urers in this country were competing with each other in the limited 
foreign markets for the purchase of the material, and that together 
with the short crop had the effect to make the price high. Now, if 
this industry is not destroyed in this country by the Senate amend- 
ment, which puts binder-twine on the free-list, if protection to this in- 
dustry is continued, there is every reason to believe that the present 
decline in the price of binder-twine will continue until the price may 
reach 5or6 cents per pound for the reasons that I shall hereafter state. 

Senator Davis's speech on this subject atthe other end of the build- 
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ing was completely answered by Senators HISCOCK, HOAR, and DAWES, 
and the charge made by Senator Davis, and reiterated by the gentle- 
man from Ilinois on this floor, that the farmers were oppressed by a 
binder-twine trast was denied, and that denial was braced by proof. 
The gentleman from Illinois tells us how much grain is raised in his 
district, and how muchit costs for binder-twineto bind it, and for that 
reason demands that we should have free trade for binder-twine. Now, 
will not the gentleman from Illinois tell me who is going to buy the 
grain raised by the farmers of the West, when this principle is carried 
out, and when the cordage works and other factories of this country are 
closed by free trade? 

The proposition to put binder-twine on the “ free-list ” involves the 
manufacture of cordage as well, as the foreign twine with no duty 
will be imported into this country and manufactured into rope, and a 
business in which millions of capital are invested and thousands of 
workmen are employed will leave the country, and foreign cordage and 
foreign labor will be substituted for American cordage and American 
labor, and the market for the American grain of the West will be re- 
duced just so much, and no one knows better than the gentleman from 
Illinois that our home market’’ is our principal market. 3 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman want me to answer him ? 

Mr. MORSE. I have not the time to yield. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman should not ask the question if he 
would not allow an answer, I will ask the gentleman very candidly, 
does he want an answer? 

Mr. MORSE. No, I have not the time. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is fortunate for the gentleman, perhaps, that he 
will not yield for an answer. 

Mr. MORSE. Well, Ido not think it is. I have an idea what the 
pen would say. Now, another feature of this matter must not 

unnoticed, and has an important bearing on the question 
under consideration. The binder-twine manufacturers are coming to 
substitute sisal-grass raised in Florida, and flax and hemp raised in the 
Western States, for imported, and if protection is accorded to the cord- 
age manufacturers a large and growing demand is near at hand in this 
country for these materials, and it has been demonstrated that they 
can be successfully cultivated and raised here, thus opening up a new 
anä profitable crop for our farmers, from Florida to California. Once 
more, Mr. Speaker, I protest against singling out this one industry, in 
which my constituents are largely interested, for slaughter and sacrifice. 

I demand in the name of my constituents that the principle of 


protection to American industries shall be extended to the cordage 


manufacturers. Thousands of honest workmen of Massachusetts are 

in this business, I demand their protection from the compe- 
tition of the pauper labor of Europe engaged in the manufacture ot 
binder-twine, and I do not believe that I appeal to this Republican 
Congress and to the committee of conterence in vain, 

I append to my remarks letters from large New England manufact- 
urers of cordage and binder-twine, which are self-explanatory. ‘These 
gentlemen are gentlemen of high character and unquestionable integ- 
rity. They completely and effectually contradict the gentleman from 
Illinois, and con what I have here stated. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

DEAR Sim; It having been stated that we belong to a trust, we desire tostate 
that we belong to no trust; and, in our opinion, the fact of the farmers paying 
margins anore what 5 obtain for 8 — wore used as 
an argumen: against N proj rol on e bin ne manu- 
facturers, as such 5 Foran aad dealers would certainly rule even 
under any purchases in China, or England, or Canada if binding-twine was 
placed on the free-list. 

lly yours, 
CHAS. H. PEARSON, 
Manager of Standard Cordage Company of Boston, Mass, 
Hon. G. F. Hoar 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


: Wasutnctoy, D. C., September 4, 1890. 
Dear Sır: As it has been reported that a trust is in existence by the cordage 


Seay engi * would say that the house which I represent is in no such or- 
ganization, that we are an individual concern, Wik: ¥ DAY 


President of the Small & Day Cordage Company. 
Hon. Grorcs F. Hoar, 
United States Senator. 


WastrncTon, D. C., September 4, 1890, 
My DEAR Stn: I understand it is claimed by our opponents that the cordage 
and twine manufacturers of the country have formed a trust. 
» Forour supplies of manila and sisal hemp we have agreed to purchase through 
a committee, which we have been forced to do in order to keep down the price 
on account of short supplies, It is also true that we often confer in regard to 
the selling price of the manufactured article, but at the same time we sell at 
such prices as we may elect, and are in constant competition with all our com- 
petitors. We are not members of a trust, 
Very truly yours, 
1 * os 2 HOEMES; 
yeasurer Plymout rdage Com: . 
Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, * 
United States Senate. 


Tur Artixeros, Washington, D. C., September 4, 1890. 
Dear Sire: Your kind favor of August 29 so alarmed our board of directors 
that I was we to come here to see you, if but foraday. We could not think 
it possible, before, that so unjust a measure as removal of the small protection 
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(15 per cent.) on our twine could have any chance of success, The stockholders 
of my company have nearly a million dollars invested in this industry, which 
bas reduced cost of grain-binding to the farmer to but a fraction of its 
former cost. Our shareholders represent equally both political parties, but we 
aa erg r ke berbagi we ioi pet Aapo ept kapin onmp rigare 
aga ndustry. 0 com v alone su rte at fair wages 
five hundred laborers with their families. We cue not —— unprotected, 
with the Hong-Kong company. which runs American machinery at equal speed 
with labor costing an average of $5 per month. 

Let me deny that we are members of any combination excepting so far as we 
are forced to co-operate with our competitors, with whom we purchase our 
hemp, as the only defense against exorbitant prices demanded for the fibers 
inthe Philippines and Yucatan, Also, let me remind you of the error of Sena- 
tor Davis as to the profits all to have been made this season on twine, Our 
fiber had to be imported this fall, and the twine manufacturers can not have 
earned over 5 per cent. in manufacturing it. My own company did a success- 
ful business, but the result of a million in sales enabled it to y pay its usual 
dividend of 8 per cent., semi-annual, the Ist ultimo. 

Depending upon your aid, 


Respectfully, 
Ñ CHARLES DAVIS, 


Treasurer of the Boston Cord: Company. 
Hon. Groner F. Hoar. e 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-six minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). How much 
time does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] yield ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield to my colleague upon the committee [Mr. 
TURNER, of Georgia] such time as he desires, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in the hour allowed for 
the discussion of the Senate amendments it will be impossible to give 
any attention to the details of the several propositions, but I avail my- 
self of the courtesy of my colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN] to emphasize in 
some sort the peculiar business methods of our Republican associates 
upon this floor. 

The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Payson] who has just addressed 
the House made, on a recent occasion, an eloquent and earnest appeal 
for the free coinage of silver and then voted against it. 

I remember in that able argument he said he announced the senti- 
ments and convictions of 99 per cent. of his constituents, being for free 
silver, and that while he felt bound to vote against the proposition, he 
relied on the other branch of Congress for the opportunity again to vote 
for free silver. 

Mr, PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit a single interruption 
there ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman is utterly mistaken. The gentle- 
man never heard me upon this floor say a single word in favor of the 
free coinage of silver in his life. What I said was—and the gentleman 
will remember that the bill of the Coinage Committee for the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes therefor was under con- 
sideration—what I said was, that ninety-nine out of every one hundred 
of my constituents were opposed to that bill as it was presented and as 
we were considering it, and I was opposed to that bill; and I said then, 
as I say now, I would never vote for it unless the obnoxious features 
were stricken out of it; and every obnoxious feature in it except one 
was stricken out of it in the House; and because assurances were given 
by distinguished Senators that that feature would be remedied in the 
Senate, which I stated in my place on the floor in explanation of my 
vote, I did vote for the bill; and the obnoxious feature was stricken 
from the bill, and the bill that is existing law to-day is the very bill 
that I and, as I believe, my constituents favored, and it is satisfactory 


to us. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope my friend will not undertake to 
renew his silver argument at this time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. I was simply correcting an erroneous 
statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he did not vote for the House bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, after it had been amended and everything ob- 
jectionable except the bullion redemption clause stricken out. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Did notthe gentleman vote for the prop- 
osition for free silver ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; the gentleman ” did not. The gentle- 
man stood with this side of the House and voted for the House bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I will ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Did he not speak against the silver bill, and then vote for it? 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely; and for the reason just stated. I was op- 
posed to the ‘‘ bullion redemption ” feature of the silver bill as pre- 
sented, but had been assured by prominent Senators that that would be 
stricken out of the bill in the Senate; and having full confidence in the 
assurance that that would be done, resting on the assurance from the 
other end of the Capitol that the bullion-redemption feature would be 
stricken out of this bill, as it was stricken out, I gave the bill my re- 
luctant na nee 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. You voted for a bill which contained a 
proposition which was obnoxious to you? 
= r. PAYSON. I did, for the reason stated, and as I fully stated at 

e time. 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In the hope that the Senate would 
amend the bill and give you the relief that was not afforded by the 
House? . 

Mr. PAYSON. Exactly; and it was done. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I Want to call the attention of my friend 
from Illinois now to another marvelous exhibition. The very contin- 

cy for which he sighed during the silver debate is now afforded him. 
Fie desired free binding-twine and has done so all the time. The Sen- 
ate offers you free binding-twine, and yet the gentleman here has voted 
for a resolution which forecloses him from voting for free binding- 
twine, and instead of concurring with the Senate this time in the meas- 
ure which he advocates he has turned around and makes an humble 


a 
ppe PAYSON. Let me interrupt the gentleman right there—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. An humble appeal to the gentlemen 
who are to constitute this annex to Congress known as the conference 
committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PAYSON. If thé gentleman will allow me to interrupt him 
I hope the gentlemen will reserve their applause for a moment—the 
remark the gentleman has just made shows the injustice that is so often 
done to gentlemen in public lite by hasty speaking. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] of course believes he is accurate in what 
he has said. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman charges me with voting for this reso- 
lution and then ‘‘humbly’? doing a certain other thing, and the gentle- 
men in rap pre gallery, if they pay any attention to what we are say- 
ing, will oubtedly telegraph that statement over the country. Now, 
let me set the gentleman right by saying that I voted no.“ Ivoted 
with you on this question, and instead of doing what I have done 
chumbly I have eit somewhat defiantly, possibly. [Applause 
and laughter.] Now the applanse may come in. [Laughter.] Now 
what does the gentleman say? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I congratulate the gentleman on his 

towards freedom. He will feel better when he gets entirely 
above his party. [Laughter. ] 
` Mr, Speaker, it is possible that I assumed too much when I stated 
that the gentleman had voted for this propositſbn of his party. Ihap- 
pened to remember that the gentleman hitherto has always been sub- 
servient to the decrees of his caucus and the motions made by my 
honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. This time my friend 
trom Illinois [Mr. PAyson] seems to have kicked out of the traces. 
Now, the gentleman will correct me if I am mistaken in stating that 
he did vote for the previous question, which denied the opportunity to 
debate this proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. Precisely. And does the gentleman want to know 
the reason why ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Yes, I would. 

Mr. PAYSON. Because if these Senate amendments were to come 
into the House to be considered under the rules in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union nothing else would be done at 
this session of except its consideration, unless it suited gentle- 
men on the other side; and the scenes of the last week of an entire loss 
of time, by obstructive tactics on the other side, would be repeated ad 
infinitum. [Applause on the Republican side.] Therefore I am op- 
posed to it; and if the gentleman will ask me another question, I will 
answer him. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois will wait 
I will come to another question. I would like to know how the gen- 
tleman maintains his consistency now with what he stated just before. 
He has voted for the previous question because that puts a limitation 
upon this debate and compels the House to non-concur in these amend- 
ments in gross, including the proposition about binding-twine. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Free twine. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Precisely. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Now, I insist that if the gentleman is 
so sensitive about my statement, he has, nevertheless, confessed judg- 
ment upon every point I have made. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] By voting for the previous question he has foreclosed himself 
by his own deliberate decision against any modification which would 
afford an opportunity of voting otherwise than in gross upon these Sen- 
ate amendments, and the only reason he has given is because it would 
take time ! 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And he has just stated that he was ready to sit 
here for the whole fall. 

„ of Georgia. And he says he is ready to sit here all 

e fall. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me there? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I would be glad to oblige my friend 
further, if I had the time; but if he can vindicate his consistency, I 
hope that my friend from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, will afford him the opportunity. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ishould be glad to kave it. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman needs it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I rose simply to refer to the business methods of 


this present Congress as shown by our Republican friends on the other 
side; and the treatment of the tariff bill is a fit illustration of those 
methods. After the Committee of the Whole had, under the admin- 
istration of my honorable friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson], reached 
paragraph 110, my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] brought ina 
rule or resolution from the Committee on Rules, I think it was on the 
15th of May, which resolution provided in effect that the consideration 
of that bill should cease on the 2ist of May; that the committee 
should rise and report the bill to the House with such amendments as 
were adopted in Committee of the Whole, and under that resolution 
over two hundred amendments of a substantial character pending in 
Committee of the Whole fell to the ground. 

After eight or ten days’ debate—I am not certain as to the number, 
and my friend can correct meif I am in error—but after about ten days’ 
debate in the House, under this extraordinary resolution, the bill was 
passed aud went to the Senate. That bill, formulated by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House and debated by the popular 
branch of Congress in this limited time, underwent discussion in the 
other branch of Congress, I think, for over eight weeks. Many of the 
days occupied in its consideration by the Senate began at 10 o'clock 
and closed at 6, and sometimes that was followed by a night session. 
The amendments which were ingrafted on this bill by the Senate as a 
result of that long and deliberate debate, numbering nearly five hun- 
dred, which required two months of steady consideration in the other 
braneh of Congress, the gentleman proposes we shall non-concur in in 
gross after a debate of two hours. 

Think of it, sir! These amendments involve the most important 
propositions. They propose new departures in our methods and opera- 
tions in the fature. In some of these amendments friends on this side 
and gentlemen on that desire to concur; as to some of them, gentlemen 
on both sides desire to non-concur, But we are to take them all here 
in gross and vote upon them as a whole, some of us voting against that 
which we favor, and some voting for things to which we ele yey 
Is that business, sirs? It may be, but after this is accomp! „Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that some business member of the Republican 
party can raise his eyes toward heaven and thank God that the House 
is not as the Senate is—a deliberative body. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How much time is there remaining on thisside? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has thirty minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 


[Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, withholds his remarks for revision, 
See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Vaux]. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, the people of this country are looking to 
Congress for a calm, deliberate, and intelligent discussion of the ques- 
tions involved in this tax bill. Since the history of onr Government 
began, to this hour, the tariff has been a subject that has agitated the 
country and excited the liveliestinterestin the minds of the people. The 
country is looking to this House for a full discussion of that question; 
but I rise now not to say a word upon that, but for the single purpose 
of trying to inform the people of this country, whose interests are di- 
rectly involved in the tax-laying power of this House, of what we are 
doing here. I desire to cry out to the people of this country, the sixty 
and odd millions, every one of whom is interested in this bill; I desire 
to give them notice that the tyranny of the Republican party forbids 
theright of representation in the House of Representatives of the Ameri- 
can Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I want the peo- 
ple to understand that free speech is gone. - 

Talk about ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count! You had better enact 
a bill to give back free speech to the American people, which has been 
taken away from their representatives by the present regulation, or 
rule, or misrule by which this House is governed. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I want the people to understand that the inherent 
right of a Representative to speak upon this floor for his constituents 
has been taken away. Butas one Representative at least never have 
I surrendered that inherent right, and it never can and never shall be 
taken from me with my consent; nor, when the occasion arises, shall 
I ever fail to exercise that right unless force is used to compel me to 
take my seat. The empire is coming very fast, but it has not come 
fast enough for that. The people are loo to this House for the con- 
sideration of this tax bill, and whatdothey find? The distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] and the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] and other gentlemen are allowed 
five minutes each. Five minutes to do what? To express their opin- 
ions upon this vital measure. And the people of the country suppose, 
when they learn from the Associated Press report that the distinguished 
gentlemen from Illinois and Ohio and Massachusetts and other States 
have spoken upon this subject, that they have had an opportunity to 
discuss the question fully and to give their views and opinions upon 
the questions involved in this present tariff bill. 

Now, sir, I want the people to understand that that is a fraud upon 
their intelligence. I say it is a deliberate fraud upon the in 


10064 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 15, 


of the people, which you practice because you believe they can be hood- 
winked in that way. But they can not, as long as I have the right— 
no, I withdraw that word ‘‘right;’’ that is an insult to the majority“ 
[laughter]—as long as I have the privilege extended to me by a gen- 
tleman from my own side of the House to speak tor five minutes upon 
this occasion. 

Now, sir, this tariff bill is a matter of very great interest, as every- 
body knows. Two hours are given for the discussion of this bill with 
its four hundred and sixty-four amendments. The Committee on Rules 
allow us two hours and ordain that no longer time shall be taken. I 
consider that a revolutionary attack upon popular rights. Talk about 
the right of this House to discuss such measures, when gentlemen 
can set the time and measure it out as a gift of grace! 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think I can understand why this line of policy 
is adopted. Our distinguished colleagues on the other side of this 
House do not desire this tariff bill or these amendments to be discussed 
here. They want to intrench it behind the Committee on Rules, which 
ordains this limitation of time, and then behind a cabal that shall de- 
termine the questions involved, taking that right away from the rep- 
resentatives of the people upon this floor. They want to settle it ina 
committee, in a secret cabal, a secret conclave, none of the members of 
which can be reached by protest or by entreaty until they come into 
this House with an agreement, and then on that agreement the previ- 
ous question is to be ordered and all amendments to be cut off, so that 
you go to the vote without knowing what you are voting for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


fired . 

J Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAUX, Ithank the gentleman. In those two minutes I wish 
to say to the farmers of the United States: This tariff has cheated 
vou. I wish to say to the laboring men of the United States: This 
tarift has cheated you. The only way you can get your proportion of 
any benefits that may come from protection is by going into the high- 
ways and asserting your rights by strikes and similar means. In that 
Way you may possibly get your share of the profit which protection gives 
the monopolist."? Two thousand people in the United States to-day 
are enriched by this tariff and sixty millions are impoverished by hav- 
ing to pay out of their hard-earned means the money to enrich the two 
thousand monopolists. 

The sugar trust, the oil trust, and all the other trusts, except one, have 
their advocates on the other side of this Chamber; they never yet have 
asserted on this floor that they put their trust in God. [Laughter. ] 
They prefer cabals, secret committees, conference committees, and prop- 
ositions to allow two hours for debate on a vast subject like this, 
When you ask them for any broad, well defined ethical idea of what 
their trust is, they put it in the sugar trust, or the oil trust, or some 
other trust, but they never raise their eyes to God and say, We put 
our trust there, because He is a righteous and just God and would 
not approve their propositions; that is the reason they do not do it. 
[Langhter. ] 

Now, one word more. I can not begin to go over this subject; I am 
just hinting at one or two points, As I understand, this tariff bill, in 
order to get rid of the reciprocity proposition of a distinguished citi- 
zen from Maine, proposes to allow the President of the United States 
to lay taxes under certain conditions and to take off taxes under cer- 
tain conditions. Mr. Speaker, that is an unconstitutional proposition. 
The President of the United States was never authorized, and never 
can be, until the revolution which is beginning here is complete, to lay 
taxes on the people of the United States. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VAUX. I wish I had two hours to discuss this question as it 
deserves to be discussed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. MCMILLIN], and I want still more to thank the gentlemen on 
the other side, for the five minutes in which I am allowed to discuss 
this subject. When heretofore the Democrats in this House were seek- 
ing to revise the tariff in the interest of the people at large the monop- 
olists raised the cry that the Democracy were ruining the business of 
the country by tinkering with the tariff. That was the cry when the 
Morrison bill was up—the Democrats were tinkering with the tariff. 
So of the Mills bill—it was tinkering with the tariff. The country 
now is trembling on the verge of a panic. This morning we seein the 
papers a statement furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury that in 
order to avert the apprehended panic he has disbursed during the period 
from August 15 to December 13 $43,956,000 more than has been taken 
into the Treasury. He has resorted to most extraordinary means to 
avert this panic, and in order further to reassure the country he is 
willing, as he states, to go still further in that direction. 

-Why is it that the country finds itself to-day in this position? It 
is because this Republican Congress has been tinkering with the tariff. 
And what is the nature of this bill that has bronght the country into 
this peril? When it went over to the Senate it was suddenly discov- 


ered by the country and announced by the distinguished Secretary 
of State that the McKinley bill did not open a market to a single 
bushel of wheat or a single pound of meat. In order to meet this 
defect the Senate has proposed an amendment called the reciprocity 
amendment, which is a sham and a fraud. That amendment pro 

to vest in the President of the United States the power to legislate, a 
power to impose taxes, a power that does not and can not belong to 
him under the Constitution; a power which, if this bill passes into 
law, he will never dare to attempt to execute. 

If the mere prospect of the passage of this bill after it has been dis- 
cussed and has been before the country for months is about to cause a 
panic, what would be the result if the President of his own motion, 
without warning, should undertake to impose high duties upon hides, 
upon sugar, upon tea, upon coffee, or any other of the things mentioned 
in that reciprocity amendment? Why, sir, so certainly would such a 
result follow that no honest and patriotic President would ever assume 
the responsibility of putting such a Jaw into execution even if the law 
should attempt to vest him with such authority. Such a provision as 
that this House certainly ought to have time to discuss before sending 
it into conference. But no one of us here has time to do more than to 
state and denounce the proposition as a sham and a fraud. 

Another amendment has been proposed in the Senate, a proposition 
to give free binding-twine to the farmers of the Northwest. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] said he would like to have an 
opportunity bere to vote upon that question. So would we all; and I 
for one would hike to attach to it, so that the two might stand or fall 
together, a turther amendment providing that when the farmers of the 
Northwest get tree binding-twine to bind up their products, the farmers 
of the South shall have free cotton-ties to bind up theirs. I should 
like to see that question tested here. This bill, as has been said else- 
where, is scandalously sectional. If we had the opportunity to put the 
question before the country fairly and squarely, ** Will this House ap- 
prove of free binding-twine for the Northwest and at the same time 
sanction a bill that raises the duty from 35 per cent. to 102 per cent. 
upon cotton-ties?“ every member of this House who has the audacity 
to vote for such aproposition ought to have the opportunity to put his 
name upon the record go that the country might see it. 

The gentleman from Illinois says that he is against the tariff wher- 
ever it is a tax. Iaskhim this question: If it is a tax upon the farm- 
ers of the Northwestto put a tariff on binding-twine, is it not equally 
a tax upon the farmers of the South to increase threefold the tariff 
upon cotton- ties? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TURNER] whatever time he may desire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The gentle- 
man from Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN] has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr.Speaker, in the colloquy which took 
place a few moments ago between the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Payson] and myself, I perhaps erred in some respects. I see him now 
in his seat, and I invite his attention to what I am about to say. 

Although he voted for the previous question and gave as his reason 
for that vote an explanation which implied that he did not wish to 
have a several vote on each of the Senate amendments, and so really 
favored the resolution just passed, though he says he voted the other 
way, I ask the attention of the House in order that I may set myself 
right as to the speech which the gentleman made here during the fa- 
mous silver debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give the date 
of the speech to which he refers ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is in the Rxconp of June 10, 1890, 
and will be found on page 6212. 

Am I correct as to the speech ? : 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I do not know. Iam sending to get 4 copy 
of it. I made some observations at different times, but am not able 
to distinctly remember them all or their dates. Probably I did make 
a speech at the time the gentleman refers to; the RECORD will show. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Yes, I think the gentleman will find it 
here; but he will also find it very difficult to reconcile his statements 
made to-day with those made on the day to which I have referred and 
to which I will now call attention. 

I understand the gentleman to say to-day that he did not advocate 
the free coinage of silver. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. PAYSON. You are correct entirely. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I read trom page 6212, in which tho 
gentleman from Illinois uses these words: 

I am for the free, unlimited coinage of silver at the earliest practicable day at 
its present ratio. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; tha t is an entirely different thing, altogether 
diflerent. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia (continuing the reading). 

I am for the double standard Id and silvyer—in our system, 

J believe this substitute, amended as I have suggested, is the practical inter 
mediate step, and the only one necessary to reach absolute free coinage. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, of course. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It seems then, Mr. Speaker, that the 
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entleman from Illinois now would say that he was in favor of means 
which free coinage might be reached, but was opposed to free coin- 
age itself. [Laughter.] It is as nice a distinction as that which the 
man made who said he was in favor of the Maine liquor law, but was 
opposed to its enforcement. [Laughter. ] 
And in the very conclusion of the gentleman’s speech he uses these 
words: 


Let us place ourselves as we were in 1873, before demonetization. 


I think, Mr, Speaker, that my memory of thegentleman’s utterances 
is more correct than his own. 

I thank my friend from Tennessee for his courtesy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. PRICE]. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes allotted to me it will 
of course be impossible to say as much as I would like to say on the 
one schedule of this bill which I believe has attracted as much if not 
more attention than any other feature of the bill, the sugar schedule. 
Coming as I do from a district growing more sugar than any other dis- 
trict in the United States, I naturally feel that it is but just to the 
people and the interests I represent to respectfully call to the atten- 
tion of the conferees who may be appointed on the part of the House 
the great injustice that will be done to those people unless the time 
is changed which has been fixed by the Senate for the taking effect of 
the sugar law. The Senate has named March 1 as the day for the going 
into effect of the sugar schedule. 

I would respectfully say to the gentlemen who will compose the 
conference committee on the part of the House that if this schedule 
shall take effect on March 1 the result of it will be to force the sugar 
farmers and planters to sell the present growing crops at virtually free- 
trade prices. The refiners vf sugar are allowed to refine sugar in bond 
on the Istof February. That being so, every intelligent man must 
know that the refiners, who are the largest purchasers of Louisiana 
sugar, will decline to purchase any Louisiana sugar at all in January, 
perhaps even in December, and thereby force the farmers and plauters 
to sell their crop virtually at the prices the refiners may see proper to 
fix. This law should not take effect until the Ist day of July, so that 
the planters may have an opportunity to sell their crops under the law 
under which the crops are made. 

The crops of Louisiana can not be put on the market—the planter 
can not possibly finish their manufacture—before January 1, and it 
the season is unfavorable it may be even the 15th or 20th of January 
before the crop is able to be sent to market, and frequently, owing to 
lack of sufficient transportation, to bad roads or other causes, the crop 
is not sent to the New Orleans market before February, and sometimes 
even as late as March or later. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, only a matter of simple justice that 
these people who, having faith that the Government of the United 
States would deai fairly and justly with them, planted and made their 
crops under the existing law, should have an opportunity under that 
law to sell their crops before any modification of the law be permitted 
to go into effect. 

The present crop of Louisiana will amount to 300,000,000 pounds ot 
sugar, a reduction of 2 cents per pound in price on which will amount 
to a tremendous loss to the producers, a loss that must throw almost 
every farmer and planter in the State of Louisiana into bankruptcy. 
I feel satisfied that the fair-minded men of this House who will be put 
upon that conference committee will see that the Senate does not suc- 
ceed in having the law go into effect upon the 1st of March, but will 
give us until the Ist of July for the law to take effect. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What about the bounty ? 

Mr. PRICE. In reply to the gentleman’s question I will say that 
there is no chance whatever for them to get any bounty on this crop. 
They do not get any bounty. It the law were to go into immediate 
effect and we had a bounty upon the present crop it might not seem 
to be so unjust, though I for one am opposed, as my friend from Iowa 
knows, to the system being changed and a bounty being given instead 
of a tariff. 

Mr. GEAR, The gentleman is in favor of protection for Louisiana 
and free trade for the rest of the country. 

Mr. COLEMAN, There is one gentleman from Louisiana who is in 
favor of 2 all along the line. 

Mr. PRICE. I know the gentleman from Iowa is disposed to be 
just, and so he will allow me to say that this gentleman from Louisiana 
is opposed to anything that ought to be fairly protected being put upon 
the free-list; and Iam equally opposed to a great Chinese wall being 
built up abont this country, and am certainly opposed to my people 
being discriminated against in behalf of other industries, 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question is not as to the law itself. It has 
been about determined what the sugar schedule shall be; and the point 
I am arguing is that the law appertaining to sugar shall not go into 
effect as soon as the Ist of March, but should be delayed until the Ist 
of July; and I believe that my distinguished friend trom Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] knows and feels that the demand which I make in behalf of 
the people of Louisiana is nothing but fair and just, and I believe that 
if he should be honored as a member of the conference committee he 
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will be one of the gentlemen who will insist upon justice and fair play 
being shown us. 

Mr. GEAR. And yet if the gentleman from Louisiana had his way 
he would not vote for a single item in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER tempore. Thetimeot the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. PRICE] has expired. There is one minute left to that side. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will reserve that for the present. 

Mr, MCKINLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Payson]. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has twenty- 
six minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr, PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I can say in two minutes all I 
desire to. There is no member of the present House of Representa- 
tives, in my judgment, who would be further removed from doing an 
injustice to another than the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 
I do not think in what he said with reference to myself and my actions 
concerning the silver bill he intended to do other than to illumine the 
observations he was making with reference to this, possibly, however, 
at the expense of what he seemed to think was my own consistency or 
lack of it. The country is yery little concerned, Mr. Speaker, as to 
the consistency of any member of this House except so far as it affects 
the legislation before it, J 

But the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], if he attempted to 
say anything with reference to myself and my action here, intended to 
impute to me that when the silver bill was under consideration I had 
posed before the House and the country as being in favor of free coin- 
age then, and under the then condition of affairs, and in opposition to 
the propositions which were pending, which were for modified silver 
legislation as shown by the pending bills. Thegentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TURNER] certainly intended to convey that idea, If the gentle- 
man from Georgia will refer to my speech, that-he has read one or two 
extracts from, and which I find now, by looking at it, and identifyi 
it, was not delivered from manuscript, he will see that I Sree 
what I said on that oceasion with this statement (there being two 
bills before the House at that time, the bill of the committee in the 
first instance, and the substitute bill which was afterward reported by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoNGER], chairman of the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures)—at the top of the second column 
on page 6208 of the RECORD he will see that Y heen what I said to 
the House with this statement: 

To both of these bills I have been opposed. I can hardly say which of them 
to me is the least objectionable. x 
I would not vote for either, believing as I do that they are totally in opposi- 
tion to the demands of the people; that they are not in accord, but in opposi: 
that the 


tion to Republican principles as announced in our party platform, and 
direct effect of the passage of either would be distress instead of relief to the 


country. 

But I shall reter specially in what I shall say to the last-named bill, because it 
isthe basis of the substitute bill now on your table, and on which the House 
will be called to vote, 


because, in the first place, it proposes to treat silver simply and purely as a mer- 
d es shall 


p] ry 
this bullion were not made a legal tender for all debts. To that pro tion I 
am opposed. I opposed that bill from the time my attention was fi led to 
it because the Treasury notes which it proposes to issue in payment for the bull- 
ion thus purchased are to be receivable only for public dues, 

Asa Republican, Mr. Speaker, I have always believed that the doctrine of the 
party, the beliefin the hearts of the great mass of people this country over that 
make up the Republican party, is that every paper issued by the General Gov- 
ernment, having monetary functions at all, should be a legal tender for all 
debts, private as well as public. In the section of the Union in which I live, and 
especially among the portion of the people of Illinois that I have the honor te 
represent on this floor, that doctrine has been recognized to be as fundamentat 
and cardinal a feature of the Republican faith as opposition to human slay- 
ery, or the belief in any other of the great principles on which the Republican 
party has taken its position since its organization. Believing in that doctrine, 
I opposed this bill, perhaps out of season as well as in, because of its containing 
this restricted provision. 


What I had to say to the House was in reference to the bill which 
lay upon the Speaker's table as a substitute for all, and I ask the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the extracts which I propose to read, And if 
the gentleman from Georgia had gone further, as he should have gone, 
and would have gone had he had time to read what I said on that oc- 
casion, that the House and the country might have understood it, he 
would have seen that I said this. After giving other objections that I 
had to both bills of the committee, and addressing myself to the sub- 
stitute bill for the purchase of bullion and the issue of Treasury notes 
therefor, I said what I read now. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it improper to say, in view of what has recently 
occurred, that the urging of the objections that I have named to these bills (and 
which are concurred in by very many members on this side of the House, and 
as to which in a general way the country has been advised) has resulted in the 
presentation of the substitute bill now on the table. 

What I regard as wise counsel has prevailed with those haying the bill in 
charge, though not until after a severe struggle, and it has been modified so as 
to meet all the 2 I have urged to it, except the feature of the “ bullion 
redemption" of the Treasury notes. 

The substitute bill contains provisions that the Treasury notes shall be full 
legal tender; that there shall be free coinage of silver whenever silver shall be 
ata pe’ with gold; that the Treasury notes shall be redeemable in coin; 
thus ving the substitute bill free from all objections we w 5 pi 
feature of bullion redemption" on a gold basis. This is still in the substi- 
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tute bill, and to this I am earnestly, strenuously opposed. I regard it as one of 
the worst features in the original bill and still retained in this. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I expect to give this substitute my support—in a contin- 
ncy. I hope the opportunity may be presented in some form or other, under 
rules of the House or under the special order, by which a motion to strike 
out the bullion-redemption ” feature ofthe bill may be submitted to the House 
for consideration. I say I hope will be done. I hope that some method 
will be devised by which it hy be done. But if it fails and it is impossible to 
it out of the bill I shall still give the substitute bill my support, reluctantly, 
confess, because I do not believe in voting for something to which I am op- 
posed, and therefore I do it with regret, but for this reason: I believe in the ne- 
ceasity of some kind of legislation on this important subject, and I am con- 
fidently advised and expect, upon assurances that I rely upon, as stable and 
as trustworthy as any predictions of men, that if the bill shall pass here, even 
in its present form, the matter will be corrected elsewhere. 
fe. REILLY, That will eliminate the most serious objection, in my opinion. 
Mr. Payson. Yes; I believe it will be so done, would say, therefore, 
that I do not vote without expectation, without belief; in other words, if I vote 
for this substitute I do it with the belief that it is not a finality with reference 
to this matter ; for (and let me be understood), if I did not so believe, this sub- 
stitute would never receive my support on this floor. 


Mr. Speaker, the views I then expressed were adopted, and the bill 
I was there referring to is existing law to-day, passed by the vote of 
every Republican present in both the Senate and the House. Iam 
content. } 

Now, I want the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] to give his 
particular attention to these further observations which I made. 

He says that I said I ‘‘ was for the free, unlimited coinage of silver, 
and then stops. 

This is what I said: 

Iam for the free, unlimited coinage of silver at the earliest practicable day at 

nt ratio. Iam for double stan told and silver—in our system. 

I this substitute, amended as I have suggested, is the practical inter- 

mediate step, and the only one necessary to be taken to reach absolute free 


coinage. 
Of course I ne err in judgment as to the necessity of this step, but it is con- 
servative and safe. 

I would be for free coinage to-day but for the fact that the commercial value 


of silver is so far below its coinage value that I think the difference in those 


values should go to the Government so long as the difference continues; and 
this substitute (omitting the bullion-redemption ” feature) would utilize the 
entire product of our mines and some besides, increasing the value of silver by 
this added use and the security of a constant demand, thus being practically free 
coinage so far as the volume of currency is concerned, and thus giving to the 


t, or, in other words, the people, the profit growing out of the in- 


Governmen: 8 
creased use of the bullion. 


dollars in the country and the public sentiment is universal that, in some form, 
$50,000,000 per annum more shalt be utilized, 
1 e cts and impulses of th ple 
ves, Mr. er, e nets and impulses of the common peo) 
are — as reliable as the educated judgment of the financiers. 


then, eliminate this one objectionable feature from this substitute and 
settle the stru, 


Le 
pass it: it will pass the Senate; it will become a law, an grle, 
still goingon in this country, fora single gold standard for all time. Once se ed 
by positive law, it will never again have strength in this country to rise. 


As will be seen, Mr. Speaker, I distinctly said that I was not in favor 
of free coinage’’ so long as there was the difference between the com- 
mercial and coinage value of silver; that that profit I insisted the people 
should have, and thatif that substitute bill, amended asI desired, should 
pass I thought silver would rise to a par with gold. It was so passed, 
and we have seen in the brief time since then silver rise from 92 cents 
to $1.20 per ounce as the result of Republican legislation. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. ‘Will the gentleman pardon one inquiry 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PAYSON, With pleasure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ii- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
he is in favor of free coinage of silver now ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; but whenever legislation is pending, it free 
coinage can be had without loss to the Government, I shall favor it. 
[Cries of Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print in this connection 
some additional quotations from the speech which I made, to which 
reference has been made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to print extracts from a former speech. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Illinois extends his remarks on the subject of the difference between 
him and myself I ask the same privilege. 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Speaker, I am not asking that. Ionly ask, what 
I said in connection with the observations e, that I might be per- 
mitted to use some extracts from a speech I made formerly on the silver 
question. By that speech I stand to-day, and the bill I favored stands 
as Republican doctrine and approved by the people to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, 
Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Iowa 


[Mr. KERR]. 
Mr. of Iowa, Mr. C 
te. I think 


gard to the reciprocity amendment proposed by the Sena 


there is no element of reciprocity in it. I do not think we should con- 
cur, because we can not authorize or do not authorize the President to 
remit the bounty, and there can be no reciprocity between two coun- 
tries where one of them confers a bounty upon itfown citizens for the 
production of an article, while it denies that bounty to the foreigner. 
The Senate amendment does not authorize the President to stop the 
bounty, and there can be no reciprocity without this. 

Now, in regard to the pee question on this matter. I voted for 
the previous question. think we understand this matter; but I do 
not believe in allowing say important business to pass this House with- 
out the consideration of the House, and consequently I wanted first 
to go into Committee of the Whole and consider these amendments and 
ascertain the viewsof the House on the various amendments, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ired, 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from = 
land [Mr. Mupp]. : 


[Mr. MUDD withholds his remarks for revision. See Appendix. 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the 
attention of the House, particularly the gentlemen upon the Committee 
on Ways and Means, to the position taken by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. PAyson] upon this question of binding-twine, who insists it 
shall be on the free-list and who made a statement that would gi ve an 
impression to this House that a trust controls the binding-twine fac- 
tories of this country, which would be a wrong impression and en- 
courage legislation that will practically destroy an important and in- 
creasing industry and do great injustice to all connected with the 
manufacture of twine and rope, to labor and capital, to thousands of 
workingmen as well as the manufacturers. 

I wish to state some of the facts in regard to this new manufactur- 
ing industry which has been so largely developed since 1880. There 
are at least nine factories, some of the largest in the country in New 
England, one in New York, one in Philadelphia, several in the West, 
and others now being built that are outside of this trust that is re- 
ea 5 by that gentleman and by a Senator at the other end of the 

pitol. 

In 1880 very little binding-twine was used in this country; it wasa 
new discovery for the use ot the farmer. Last year 50,000 tons were 
manufactured, and the binding-twine to be manufactured in this coun- 
try under the tariff bill reported by the House fixing the duty at 1} 
cents will not receive an average of over 12 per cent. protection. If 
you place binding-twine on the free-list you virtually place rope on 
the free-list, for the twine can be twisted into rope in country, and 
I protest as a Republican and protectionist against out and 
striking down a particular interest which only seeks that protection 
which it is reasonable to ask of the country. 

For this new industry, built up by energy and labor, confident it 
would be justly dealt with, we claim reasonable protection and nothing 
more, as these American factories have to compete with English man- 
ufactures, where labor is 50 per cent. less than ours and coal cheaper. 
They have also to compete with a foreign corporation, the Hong Kong 
Rope Company, in China, that employs Chinese laborers and that has, 
itis said, an agent to-day in New York City. That corporation pays 
only about 15 cents a day to its laborers. I protest build- 
ing up an industry under the policy of protection ind by the Re- 
3 party and the country, and then in one session of Congress 

egislating so as to destroy it and wipe out entirely the manufacture 
by putting the product of their factories on the free-list, driving this 
business away from the United States to England, Canada, and China. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. A 
+ Mr. McKINLEY. I yield one-half minute to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, complaint has been 
made that free speech upon this floor has been curtailed. Sir, the House 
has been talking this session and the Senate has been talking, and 
while time has been taken up with talk the warehouses of ali our ports 
have been filled with importations of articles of European and Asiatic 
manufacture. The country demands action,“ not talk.“ I have 
the last copy of the RECORD here, and I find that its last page is 10931, 
in round numbers, 11,000 for a ten-month session of twenty-six work- 
ing days per month (I do not say talking days); this makes 42 pages a 
day, and this, divided between the two Houses, makes 21 pages of 
double-column matter for the House. And free speech has been cur- 
tailed. Ridiculous! [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider that the question now 
before the House is the gestion of the merit or demerit of the Senate 
amendments of the House tariff bill. Iam strongly in favor of many 
ot these Senate amendments. I am strongly opposed to others. Iam 
not satisfied with either the Senate or the House bill as it stands. 


Other gentlemen, I fancy, are of the same of thinking. It is 
perfectly evident from what has fallen from ran ah on both sidesof 


the House thatthe real question is not whether the Senate amendments 
are good or bad, but what is the wisest and most practical way of con- 
sidering them. 

Now, there are three ways in which these four hundred and sixty-odd 
amendments can be considered. First, we can go into Committee of 
the Whole and consider them one by one according to the ordinary 
practice of the House. That would take two or three weeks at least. 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House or gentlemen on this side 
could make the time longer if they chose to do so. If the session were 
two months younger than it is I, like the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
KERER], should prefer to take this course and should vote against this 
rule. 


Secondly, we might group the Senate amendments and put the more 
important to the front, and in that way save time. But who is to 
groupthem? Who is to decide which the most important amendments 
are? If I were the only member to be consulted and had control of 
the subject, I could, of course, arrange these Senate amendments so 
that we could consider the most important of them without consuming 
more than two or three days. 

But my method of arranging them would not be the method of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] or the method of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] or of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. They have as much right to be consulted as 
Lhave. So the second method of treating these Senate amendments is 
alsoimpracticable. Only one other methed remains. It is the method 
proposed by the rale now pending. A vote to non-concur in gross will 
not be understood by the Senate as a disapproval of all of them. We 
mean simply that we wish to avoid delay. 

We expect that the conferees may agree first on the comparatively 
unimportant ones, and will give the House a full opportunity, as I be- 
lieve it will havea full opportanity, to vote on all amendments of a 
substantial character and to state our reasons for so voting. We may 
vote against a conference report. The result would be another confer- 
ence or a series of them. 

One thing more, Mr. Speaker; what has just been said by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] leads me to infer that, be- 
cause the custom-houses in New York and elsewhere are said to have 
been loaded up with foreign goods imported in anticipation of the new 
tariff law and to evade payment of the higher duties which it imposes, 
we ought to make haste, not only to the bill, but to have it take 
effect immediately, and to compel imported heretofore and now 
in bond to be taken out of-bond by November 1 or pay the higher 
rates of duty imposed by the new law. That would be a great mis- 
take. The country would suffer by it. 

I haye a letter from constituents of mine in Chicago who are large 
importers of textile fabrics. They are importers as well as manufact- 
urers, They do not import on speculation. They import to supply 
the steady, regular, annual demand for their goods in the Northwestern 
States. Their letter reminds me that the legitimate importing busi- 
ness of the United States, as well as the manufacturing business, is very 
largely governed by the seasons, 

There is a spring trade and a fall trade, and perhaps there is a sum- 
mer and winter trade in wearing apparelasin other things. They say 
that unless the time within which they can withdraw their goods from 
bond on payment of the old rates of duty is adjusted to the ways ot 
doing business which prevail in this country they will suffer an injury 
which I am sure neither the House nor the Senate intend to inflict upon 
them. I will insert the letter in the RECORD asa part of my remarks: 

Curcaco, September II. 1890. 

Dear Sir: Referring tothe McKinley tariff bill, should it pass and go into 
effect October 1, as proposed, great injustice would be done the importers for the 
9 reasons: They are compelled to place their orders from six to twelve 
months in advance of the season for which they are intended for use. During 
the consideration of this bill, which has extended many months, importers 
sdstative mailed tor kerone April Is end for severe! weeks tereafier he en 
fearful of placing orders; but as the matter dragged along and no decision was 
reached, he was compelled to place his orders, assuming that should the bill 
pass it could not, in justice to importers, go into effect before January l. 

To illustrate our point. We purchase thousands of dozens of Germanhalf- 
hose, say at an average of 5.50 marks per dozen, the present duty on which is 
40 percent. We have been able to sell them to the 9 at $2.25 per dozen 
regular, and they in turn sell them to the consumer for 25 cents per pair. The 
new bill proposes a specific duty of 50 cents per dozen and 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem on these goods, They could not now be sold to the trade for less than 


$2.75 to $3 per dozen, who in turn must charge the consumer 35 cents per 2 
You will quite understand that for every hundred men 90 per cenf. must wear 
the 25-cent halſ-hose. 

During the consideration of this bill importers were forced to place their or- 
ders. Now comes the new tariff. ad van ng the cost so materially as to force 
tho goods to be sold in quite a different family from the one intended when or- 
der was placed, and making it practically impossible for the importer to sell his 

urchases without loss, These same points apply to nearly all the articles we 
mport. Wedo not think it the province ot our legislators to unnecessarily 
lay heavy burdens on any one, neither do we think it is their intention to do so, 
but to permit this bill to go into effect before January I would be a great hard- 
bar 2 to us and all importers and through no fault of ours. 2 
ould this date (January 1) be adopted, importers would 8 their 
spring stocks in before January 1, and wonld sell them to the dealers at old 
prices, who in turn would gell them to their customers at the old prices. Should 
the law go into effect October 1, only the United States Treasury would be the 
winner, and at the expense of the toiling millions, for it is impossible for our 
manufacturers to produce goods to take the place of these foreign articles re- 
ferred to for next spring’s consumption. In view facts, should this 
bill pass both Houses, we urge you to use your influence to postpone date of 
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taking effect to January 1, 1891. All the members of our firm are life-long Re- 
publicans. 
Yours, truly, 


WILSON BROTHERS. 


Hon. Gon E. Apams, Washington, D. C. 


This letter is a plain, clear, practical statement of the question from 
the point of view of American business men. I hope the conference com- 
mittee will give itattention. I have the im on that the tariff act : | 
of July 14, 1870, did not take effect till the following January. Theact ? wy 
of March 3, 1883, did not take effect, I think, till the following July. S - 
If Western importers, like my constituents, are allowed three or four 
months to take out of bond the goods they have been buying tor the 
spring trade the American manufacturers will not be harmed and the- 
country, as I think, will be benefited. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. They do not tell you about the 
extra amount of importation, though. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is not over 15 per cent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. In one line it is 50 per cent. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Yes; but taking the whole busi- 
ness of the country it is not over 15 per cent. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire, in one-half minute, to con- 
gratulate the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] upon having been 
converted to the double standard. It has been generally known here 
that he is a wealthy man, for he drives a good team and wears good i 
clothes, but it is generally understood that in the country he wears | 
sheep-gray clothes and ’stoga boots. [Laughter.] | 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to say that, gagged £ 
and bound by the Republican majority in this House, I am an unwill- 
ing passenger upon this McKinley-tariff-Congressional-limited-express 
train 


Mr. COLEMAN. Let her go, 1” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Its down-east engineer, its Buckeye conductor, 
and its Illinois stoker are running the train upon their own hook and 
in defiance of the will of the people. I utter my protest, It is all 
that I am allowed to do. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


* McKINLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Appen- 
dix. 


The SPEAKER. The time fixed by the order of the House for the 
gee debate having expired, the question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 
Mr. McMILLIN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 82, not 
voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—120, 
Adams, Conger. Laws, rt teal ` 
Atki — P cae Lodge, Sim ds, 
tkinson, Pa. = on 

Atkinson, W. Va. Culbertson, Pa, Mason, Smith, III. 
Baker, Cutcheon, Medio Smith. W. Va. 
Banks, Darlington, McKinley, Sm X 
8 DT M ts, s 

yne, ingley, o mer, 
Beckwith, Evans, Moore, N. H. Sioni m 
Belknap, Farquhar, More Stewart, Vi. 
Bergen, Flood, orchi, rn. 
Biugham, Funston, Morse, Stockbridge, 

t D, Gear, Mudd, ble, 
Boutelle, Gest, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Gifford, O'Donnell Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, 
Brosius, Grout, Payne, 

Brower, Harmer, Perkins, Th 

Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Post, Townsend, Colo. 

Burrows, Henderson, III. Quackenbush, rner, 

Burton, Henderson, Iowa Raines, Vandever, 

Caldwell, Hermann, Randail, an 

Candler, Mass. Hill, Ray, Waddill, 

Cannon, Hitt, Reed, Iowa Walker, 

Carter, Hop em s, 

Caswell, Houk, Ri Wallace, N. Y, 

Cheatham. Kennedy, Rockwell, jckham, 

Clark, Wis. Kinsey, inte Williams, Ohio . 
e s = 

Coleman, La Follette, Sanford, Vi ey, 

NAYS—s2 

Allen, Miss. > uinn, 

Anderson, Kans. Culberson, Tex. a5. . — 

Andrew, Cummings, Martin, Ind. Ri 2 

Bankhead, Dunnell, McClamm Sayers, 

Barnes, fott, McClellan, ively, 

Barwig, Enloe, McCreary, wart, Tex. 

Blount, Flick, MeMillin, _ 

Boatner, Forney, | McRae, Stone, Ky. 

Breckinridge, Geissenhainer, Moore, Tex. Tarsney, + 

Bu „Va. rough, organ Turner, Ga. 

Buckalew, Hare, Norton, Vaux, 

Bunn, Hayes, es, Venable, 

Carlton, Heard, O'Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 

Caru Herbert, O'Neil, Mass, Wike, 

Clements, Holman, Owen, Ind. ESIE 

Cobb, Kelley, Parrett, Wil nmi 

Comstock, Kerr, Iowa Payson, Wi L 

Cooper, Ind. = 9 „ Va 

Cowles, Lester, Ga. Pickler, 

Crain, Lewis, Price, 


„ 
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Abbott, De Haven, Laidlaw, Robertson, 
Alderson, Dibble, Lane 
Allen, Mich. Dickerson, Lansing, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Doc! Lawler, Rusk, 
Belden, Dolliver, Lee, Seranton, 
Bi Dorsey, Lester, Va. Seney, 
Bla: n Dunphy, Magner, Sherman, 
Bland, Edmunds, Mansur, Skinner, 
Bliss, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bri X Ewart, McAdoo, Springer, 
Brookshire, Featherston, McCarthy, Stahlnecker, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, T. M. y McCormick, Stone, Mo, 
Browne, Va. Fithian, MeDuffie, Stump, 
Brunner, Flower, McKenna, Sweney. 
Bullock, Forman, Milliken, Taylor, III. 
Butterworth, Fowler, Mills, Tillman, 
Bynum, Frank, Montgomery, Townsend, Pa. 
Cam pbel Gibson, orrow, . 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight Mutchler, Tucker, 
Catchings, Greenhalge, Niedringhaus, Turner, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Grimes, O'Neal, Ind. Wade, 
Chipman, Hall, Osborne, Washington, 
Clancy, Hatch, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Haynes, Owens, Ohio Whiting, 
Clunie, Hemphill, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N, ©. Perry, Willcox, 
Covert, Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Dalzell, Kerr, Pa. Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
— — Ketcham, Pierce, Wilson, Wash. 
Davidson, Knapp, Pugsley, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKALEW (having voted in the affirmative). In deference 
to the opinion of others I desire to change my vote from ay to 
no.“ ’ 

Mr. ABBOTT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
MILLIKEN]. I desire the Recorp to show that if he were present I 
would vote no.“ 

The result of the vote was then annonnced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I present the following resolation. 
similar resolution was presented this morning and withheld—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged matter. 
I wish to call up a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYSON). The present occupant 
of the chair desires to state that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] was recognized by the Chair before the resolution just dis- 

of was presented; and by acquiescence, if not an understanding 
with the Speaker of the House, the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
ENLOE] was to be recognized to offer this resolution, and in the con- 
flict between the two questions of privilege under the present status 
of affairs the Chair is inclined to recognize the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will first be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The resolution has been read once. I make 
the 8 of order that it can not be presented under a question of 

rivilege. 


A 


8 Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I desire to say 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the floor on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution must be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, 
directed to communicate to the Senate the fact that the House reprobates and 
condemns the unparliamentary lan e of Hon. ROBERT P. KENNEDY, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Ohio, published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
September 3, 1890, In w 8 eee . 

1 of Senators individually and of the Sahai asa 8 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that this resolution 
can not come in here as a matter of privilege under the circumstances 
that surround it. In the first place, this is simply a resolution express- 
ing an opinion of the House of Representatives upon the question of 
the euie of the conduct of a member of the House. 

. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam trying to be heard myself, but I do not 
wish to continue until I can make myself heard. 

The SPEAKER. The House will bein order, 
Ohio will be heard on the point of order.. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘That is all there is of thisresolution. It is an 
expression by the House of Representatives, not of condemnation of 
the member himself (because that can not be done under the present 
It is simply an expression of opinion by the House of Rep- 
resentatives that they condemn certain utterances of a member of the 
House and to send a resolution to the Senate to that effect. 
Now, that isan ordinary resolution, expressing an opinion of the House, 
and a member has no right to submit it under a claim of privil any 
more than I have a right, under a pretense or under a 9 privi- 


The gentleman from 


lege, to t a resolution that it is the opinion of the House ot Rep- 
resentatives that the tariff bill ought to be disposed of quickly or that 
its action should be delayed, or any other expression of the opinion of 
the House of Re tatives in the form of a resolution. 

I wantas Sicloliy as possibis to getatexactly whatthisis. Itissimply 
a resolution saying that the House of Representatives has an opinion 
that it wants to express to the Senate about certain utterances made 
here by a member some time ago. Now, the ingenuity of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is manifested in steering clear of 
any attempt to enforce a rule of the House. I have the authorities 
marked here, and they are so well understood that I need not reter to 
them in detail. Whenever the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] 
had proceeded without interruption to the close of his speech and the 
House had adjourned, that was the end of any point of order against 
the character of the utterances contained in that speech. He could 
not be called in question afterward; for the language of the rule of the 
House isthat, unless the language is taken down and objection is made 
at the time, the member shall not thereafter be called to account for 
i a aa And the philosophy of that, Mr. Speaker, is perfectly 
plain. 

It is not a technical application of a technical rule of parliamentary 
procedure. It proceeds upon the broad proposition that if the atten- 
tion of a member is called to an utterance which is unparliamentary 
in character he shall not be deemed to have offended unless he persists 
in a refusal to retract the utterance. So Isay this is not a technical 
application of any rule. It is the principle upon which we have 
always proceeded. And I want the Speaker to take notice of this point 
in my argument, 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr.S er, I call for order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 
men please resume their seats and cease conversation ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in making this point I do not de- 
sire to use any unnecessary amount of time. I am not making it tor 
the benefit of the House so much as for the purpose of getting my 
views before the Speaker. Therefore, if the gentlemen who have busi- 
ness with the Speaker will kindly suspend that business for a moment 
I would feel very much obliged. 

My proposition is that, when the gentleman from Ohio had made 
this utterance and the House had remained silent and made no objec- 
tion to it, for every parliamentary p on earth the House of Kep- 
resentatives had at least acquiesced or acquitted the member so far as 
the claim against him was concerned. Here is the plain rule of the 
House: 

He shall not thereafter be called in question for the utterance, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the member himself being in no wise involved 
in this resolution, it becomes simply an expression of an opinion ot the 
House, a mere expression to be sent to the Senate that the House dep- 
recates or does not proceed to reindorse the utterance made by the 
gentleman from Ohio. I say that it can not come here as a matter of 
privilege, and that it is a trespass upon the privilege of the House to 
offer it and attempt to argue it with that sort of claim. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. When 
the gentleman from Tennessee rose to call this up I rose simultaneously 
with him and undertook to call up the contested-election case of Lang- 
ston vs. Venable. The gentleman who was then in the chair [Mr. 
PAyson] said that, inasmuch as he thought there was some under- 
standing between the Chair and the gentleman from Tennessee that he 
should be recognized at the end of the tariff discussion, he would rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Tennessee. I stated at that time that I 
rose to a question of the highest privilege, which is a contested- election 
case. I make the point of order now that that question takes prece- 
dence of this. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that it is too late to make 
that point, because I have been recognized and this question has been 
debated. I want to be heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order is what is pending now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to be heard on the point of order, which is the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is whether this proceeding 
which is inaugurated by the gentleman from Tennessee is in order. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make another point, which I made before, 
that this resolution on its face does not present any question that shows 
that it is a question of privilege. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is the question we are now considering. 

TheSPEAKER. That is what we are endeavoring to ascertain; and 
the gentleman from Tennessee is proceeding to argue the question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, on the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, and subsequently made by the gentleman from 
Iowa, I will call attention to a citation of a decision on page 362 of the 
Digest, which says: 

Any matter affecting or touching the official record of debates in the House 
presents a question of privilege. x 

Further on that point I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 

Rule IX: 


uestions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 


Will gentle- 


Now, I maintain that under Rule IX of this House this is a question 


of privilege, because it is a matter which affects the integrity of the 
proceedings of this House, from the fact that this record has been 

since that was made. I make the further point of order 
that it is a matter affecting the dignity of this House, because a mem- 
ber of this House hag risen and in a speech denounced a member of 
the Senate, one of the co-ordinate branches of the Government, asa 
branded criminal,” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that goes to the question of the integrity of 
the proceedings of this House; and if the gentleman from Ohio can rise 
in his seat and say that members of the Senate have purchased seats 
upon that floor, and that the cloak of Senatorial courtesy is being 
used to shield a branded criminal,” and can use expressions which go 
to the honor and integrity of every member of that body, then that 
affects the integrity of the proceedings of this body. It also affects in 
a greater degree the dignity of the proceedings of this House; for if 
that may be done there is no reason why I should not to-morrow rise 
in my seat and say that the Speaker of the House is corrupt or that 
the President of the United States is a criminal.“ 

Mr. HOUK. Why, you have said that all along. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have not said it. 

Mr. HOUK. Others have. 

Mr. ENLOE. You may have said so, but J have not. 

Mr. HOUK. Others on your side have. 

Mr. ENLOE. You censured a member for language that did not 
reflect upon anybody half so much as this; and my colleague had bet- 
ter talk in his own time, as I do not want to be interrupted by him. 

Mr. HOUK. But you will be, though. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that, for it is impossible to repress you at 
times. [Laughter.] 

Now, further, Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat, this isa question of 
privilege, because it affects both the dignity of the proceedings of this 
House and the integrity of its proceedings, and it is necessary that the 
House should pass upon this question and decide whether or not there 
is involved in it, as I allege, a question of privilege. I find on page 
449 of the Digest the following: * 


Whenever a point of order is made that any matter or proceeding is in viola- 
tion of the honor, dignity, or 3 of the House, it is not a question for the 
Chair, but for the House itself to determine, 


I believe this is a question which appeals to the judgment of this 
House, and while I have no disposition to criticise the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] personally for what he has said in his speech 
about his party associate, I still believe that it is due to the dignity, 
the good order, and the integrity of the proceedingsof this House that 
we shall at least observe the ordinary rules of decency in debate. I 
find that the RECORD of this morning, which presents the first oppor- 
tunity to consider this question, contains what purports to be a speech 
delivered here on the 3d day of September, The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GrosvENoR] says that it you do not call a gentleman to order at 
the time the words are spoken he can not be censured afterwards, and 
that he can not be questioned for such utterance at any subsequent 
time, I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has con- 
fused the provisions of the Constitution with the rules of the House. 

I know of no practice or rule governing this House which prevents 
it at any time from considering what has been uttered here by any 
member of the House, whether he was called to order at the moment 
or not. I will admit that the gentleman could not be called up under 
the rules and censured now for language which he used on the 3d day 
of September. We could not pass a formal vote of censure upon him 
in this House for his utterances then, but he repeats the offense to-day. 
He publishes in the RECORD of this morning a speech which we have 
a right to consider and upon which we have a right, in such form as 
the House may determine, to express the condemnation of this House, 
and I want the judgment of the House upon the question whether or 
not it is a proper proceeding for a member to rise here and refer, to a 
member of one of the co-ordinate branches of the Government in terms 
such as are employed in that speech. 

A MEMBER. To more than one of them. i 

Mr. ENLOE. Les, to more than one of them; to several. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio referred to the Senate, and he denounced it in such 
language as can not be misunderstood, as an absolutely corrupt and 
degraded body. As evidence of that fact I want to call attention to 
some differences between the language used by the gentleman on the 
occasion when he deliveféd his speech and the language of the speech 
as he publishes it in the RECORD this morning. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has no right to go into that question at this time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think it bears directly upon the question before the 
House. f 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no resolution of censure proposed. 
There is no question about my colleague [Mr. KENNEDY] having 
changed his remarks. -There is a single proposition, and only a single 
proposition, before the House, and that is this resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, declaring that we regret, or condemn, the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. Thatis 
the only question involved here, and the gentleman from Tennessee 


has no right now to commence a trial of the member and undertake to 
condemn him here, before the Chair has 
or decided that the question is before the House. ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isimply wish to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that as this 
matter has come up here it is certainly of importance enough for us to 
allow the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to present his own 
views. The Chair will finally pass upon the question, and I do not 
think the 8 ought to be constrained in this way. 

The SPEAKER. Still the gentleman from Tennessee ought to con- 
fine himself to his own resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee will con- 
nect all he has said with his resolution and thus throw light upon the 
question upon which the Chair is ta pass. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution is founded upon what is printed in 
the RECORD, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. ENLOE, If the Chair will read the resolution he will see that 
it is founded prima facie and primarily upon what appears in the REC- 
OED of this morning, but the resolution itself refers to the fact that the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] at the 
time he delivered his specon, and for which he was not called to order 
when he should have been by the S er of this House or by some 
member of it, was different from the language printed in the RECORD, 
and that is a matter that ought to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. But the rules of the House expressly say that if 


ject to the censure of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that; and I am not attempting to base 
any censure or implied censure that may be contained in this resolution 
upon what the gentleman said at the time he delivered his but 
I say that the language of the speech has been changed, and although 
it is a late day to come in and make amendments, yet the gentleman 
does come in here and, after amending and revising his speech three or 
four times, he still makes a publication which contains the whole sting 
and infamy of the original speech—if it can be said that what the gen- 
tleman uttered on that occasion amounted to that. All that was said 
against the Senate is presented in the written in a little differ- 
ent phraseology and with someslight change in the connections. Now, 
I want to show what the language was originally, and what it is now. 

The SPEAKER. But the resolution refers entirely to what it is 
now. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then, if the Speaker rules that the resolution is con- 
fined to what the speech is now, I want to say something upon that 
point, and in order to save myself a little labor, I will, it it is proper, 
ask the Clerk to read certain passages which I have marked on pages 
10918 and 10919 of the RECORD of September 14. But before the read- 
ing begins I want to say, on the point of order, that Iam aware that 
this resolution presents a new question. Itisa 1 that has per- 
haps never arisen in this form in the House, and I can find no prece- 
dent for it; but I understand the day has come when it is necessary 
that we should set the precedents for the next hundred years [laugh- 
ter], and I want to set a good one in this matter. [Laughter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Senate of the United States will learn that there isa bar of publicopinion, 
and at that bar it is now being tried. It the House is the immediate representa- 
tive of the people, the Senate was intended to be the other branch, co-ordinate 
with the people's Representatives. 

The time was when to have been a Roman was to haye been ter than a 
king; the Roman toga is now bedraggled with the mire and the filth of the cent- 
uries. 

To have been a Senator in the days of Webster and Clay and Calhoun was to 
5 part of a body that won and had the admiration of the people North 
an uth, 

To have been a Senator in the days of Wade and Fessenden and Crittenden 
was to have been as-ociated with men whose sense of honor would have scorned 
the purchase of a seat, and would have denied companionship to one whose 
name was tarnished by even a suspicion of corruption. 

The State which in part I have the honor to represent upon this floor has twice. 
within a single decade, been d . dishonored, and humiliated by repre- 
sentatives chosen to that body, selected not because of distinction or ability, but 
simply and only because they were able to outbid the other contestants, and 
yet these men will stand in the places of Webster and Clay and Calhoun and 
occupy the chairs they once so ably filled and adorned. Surely the cloak of 
Senatorial courtesy has been used to hide the infamy and the batty age which 
has dishonored and dixgraced a body which was once the proudest in the land, 

One of the daily newspapers said on Saturday 3 after the agreement 
to delay action upon the election bill had been announ > 
ay 5 Quay could do nothing less without being false to his agreement with 

r. GoRMAN.” : : 

Has it, then, come to this, that a leader of the Republicans is trading and 
1 1 a Democratic leader, aud bartering away the principles of the 

epublican party? 

What secret understanding exists by which the most important of all its party 
measures is to be given away for a mess of pottage? 

Is it true that the promises of the party and its sacred and oft-repeated pledges 
to give to the people a law for their protection at the polls isto be swap away 
as a trader would exchangea korsia a sharper would pawn a stolen diamond? 

Wili a great party pere a pretended leader to so barter away its honor and 
trade upon its principles? 

Nearly two thousand years ago the Prince of Peace, He who came as the rep- 
resentative of the Sovereign of Sovereigns, found himself in the midst of doubt- 
ing and designing men, ‘© surrounded himself with a few chosen followers 
in whose faith and fidelity He had belief and confidence, and with them went 
from place to place performing works and deeds and miracles. 

When the storm gathered around Him, when the charges of the false accusers 
es of the multitude which rent the air demanded Him for 

ded trial and it was not from midst of enemies came the ono 
who was to basely betray Him, not from those whom hate had driven to des- 


upon the proposition 


the gentleman was not called to order at the time he shall not be sub- 
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Yo delve but from the little band of chosen followers came the hand that was 
deliver Him, and the kiss that should 
It was meet aud fitting thas Judas should be paid the thirty pieces of silver. 
was still a part of the eternal fitness of things having — of the 
eee crime of allthe — he an out 2 
istory is 5 sell. z A 
3 das Judas Iscariot of two se years ago is to finda PARAGUA in the 
udas o 
he Judas nao took the thirty Brie of seer and went and hanged himself 


vestigation that he might be vindicated from these 8 upon his 
acter, he was content to permit a committee composed of his poli friends to 
bury them under the convenient cover ofa refusal togive ng to his accusers. 


These mea were Democrats. 

Now another, occupying a h place in the councils of the — 11 party to 
which I belong. has suffered h if month in and month out to be charged 
with crimes and misdemeanors for N if guilty, he should have been con- 
demned under the laws of his State and have had measured out to him the 
fullest measure of its ishment. 

This man is a Republican, Shall I now remain silent? Is itjust and honest 
after having denounced these Democratic leaders to remain in ay seat silent 
because one who is accused of crimes and refuses to seek for vindication is a 
Republican, and that 9 the leader of my party? 

Mr. er, m nor eee iaie Serii 

I do not know whaaher the made against the chairman of the national 

ublican committee are true or false. 

did not know if the charges made against the member from Kentucky or 
the Senator from Ohio were true or false, but I did know that they did sein de- 
mand investigations of 2 and for this 1 denounced them upon this floo: 

I do not know whether these charges the chairman of the national 

Republican committee are true or false, . have been 
made by journals of character and standing again and Ido know 
that in the face of these charges he has remained silent an: far rasithor sought 
nor attempted to seek opportunity to vindicate himself against them. 

Ido know thatasa 9 leader he owed it to the great party at whose 
head he was to either brand them as infamies or to prove their falsity, or he 
owed it to the party to stand aside from its leadership. 

Bisbee ot deme etter aad or tig Some see has 

e us! ppo: y and ample 
en ap sa peaa aar a E onga oppor er such circumstances 


simply a . of guilt. An honorable man 2 not J. dally when hia 
-honor is He has delayed too ie ar od calle opinion belief — nnocence. 
He stands Stina already nder such cir- 


cumstances he should be -fasea trons the head Aer a party 3 life his pres- 
ence imperils. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. S er—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee is now addressing 
the Chair upon a point of order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that there can be no doubt 
as to the plain purpose and meaning of the language that is used here.- 
The language used by the gentleman from Ohio on this floor on the 3d 
day of September was specific. It was so direct that there was no pos- 
sibility of escape from it; and I can not see, though he has had some 
seven days in which to revise it, with the very best talent that could 
be brought to his assistance [laughter], that he has yet succeeded in 
eliminating from it that part which reflects upon the integrity of the 
Senate as one of the co-ordinate branches of this Government. He in- 
dicates here clearly his intention to arraign and to impeach the honor 
and integrity of two of the Senators from his own State. He says: 

The State which in part I have the honor to represent upon this floor has twice 
within a single parece ns been disgraced, dishonored,and humiliated by repre- 
sentatives chosen to that body. 

That can not mean anybody else than the two Senators now sitting 
there, or one of those who is now in the Senate and one who is just 
coming in, because within the decade there could not have been any- 
body else meant by this reference. Then he goes on further; and while 
he omits a great deal that he said about the Senate he puts in this little 

ugraph so that it may be understood at whom the blow is made. 

e says: x 

One of the daily newspa Steer ary said on Saturday morning, after the agreement 
to delay action upon the election bill had been announced : 

Mr. Quay could do nothing less without being false to his agreement with 
Mr. Gorman.” 

That refers by name to a member of the Senate. 
: A MEMBER. Two members of the Senate. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, it refers by name to two members of the Senate. 
It quotes a newspaper, criticises the proceedings of the Senate, and de- 
nounces its action as a bargain, as intrigue and corruption. I can not 
conceive how it ean be imagined that this is anything else than a ques- 
tion of privilege, and a very important one to this House. 

I want to call attention to one other point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the peman allow me a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentlemən * stated that he finds no precedent 
for this proceeding, I ask him whether in examining the records of 
the House he has not found that heretofore where a member has ut- 
tered words calculated to dishonor or disgrace a Senator the practice 
has been to strike the objectionable matter from the RECORD? Has 
not the gentleman found that to have occurred in the Forty-second Con- 
gress and at earlier times? 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that has been the practice; within my 


knowledge there have been several efforts to do it which have not suc- 


ceeded. The reason I did not attempt to haye this matter stricken out 
was that as none of the gentlemen on the other side attempted to have 
it done I thought they were so well pleased with it they wanted to 
have it stand as it is. [Laughter. ] 

ork SPEAKER. The gentleman will please confine himself to the 
question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will confine myself to the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a question 
right there? 

Mr. ENLOE. If it does not consume too much time, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. It is to the point. Does not the gen- 
tleman think a considerable portion of his resolution belongs to the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the national Republican committee? 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, I am not settling questions with the national 
Republican committee. That is a matter, I suppose, they will attend 
to in due time in their own way. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to other ulterances of 
the gentleman from Ohio contained in the RECORD of September 14, 
which _directly apply to the members of the Senate and reflect u 
them in a way which can not be mistaken even by a blind man, ig 
says, referring to Mr. QUAY, whose name he has just mentioned: ; 

He has failed to 

given him 84 3 —— 9 N 
simply a confession of guilt. 

Guilty of what? What are the crimes with which he stands charged 
in the iirde press to which the gentleman refers? I will not re- 
peat them here, because they are known to the whole country; and it 
might not be parliamentary in me even to mention the crimes with 
which the gentleman has been . But here is the charge made 
by this member of tlie House—that this Senator by his own silence con- 
fesses that he is guilty of these alleged crimes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Was that a “‘fire-eater ?’’ 

Mr. ENLOE, No, sir; it was nota ‘‘fire-eater;’’ I think it was 
rather a flire-extinguisher.“ He says: 

An honorable man does not Jong dally when his honor is assailed. He bas 
Saa tet to 1 Bd oid the belief in his innocence. He stands convicted 
alread ublic opinion. Under such circumstances he should 
be riven hey san the head of a party whose life his presence imperils. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there can be any stronger indictment, if there 
can be any stronger arraignment, if there can be any greater impeach- 
ment of a man’s honor, his integrity, his standing as a Senator and as 
a public man, I do not know in what language it could be couched. 

I would, if permitted, read an arraignment that the gentleman made 
against the Senate asa body. I see that he has amended it and it is 
not necessary I should present it in order to sustain my point of order. 
But if I could read, if the Speaker would allow me to read, the indict- 
ment which he made against the Senate as a body, I believe that the 
American people would go even further than this House would go in 
expressing to the Senate its condemnation of his unparliamentary con- 
duct. They would demand, in the interest of decency and good order, 
in the interest of the proper and orderly proceedings of this body, if 
there is any such thing to be preserved hereafter in our deliberations, 
that this gentleman should pay the penalty of his conduct, and that 
such a transgression of the manifest rules of parliamentary propriety 
should not go unrebuked. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to call your attention toanother authority 
on this question, and then I will conclude my remarks, I find in Jef- 
ferson’s Manual, on page 132, the following, which has a distinct bear- 
ing upon the question. Isend it to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 


it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
ject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there; because 
the opinion of each House —— be left to its own independency, matt to be in- 
finenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget 
reflections leadiug to a misunderstanding between the two Houses, 

Neither House can exercise any authority over a member or officer of the 
other, but should complain to the House of which he is, and leave the punish- 
ment to them. ere the complaint is of words d ully spoken by a 
member of another House, it is difticult to obtain punishment, because of the 
rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to the | immediate noting down of 
words) for the ory ofmembers. Therefore it is the duty of the House, and 
more particularly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately, and not to permit 
expressions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of complaint to the other 
House, and introduce n and mutual accusations between the two 
Houses, whicb can hardly be terminated without difficulty and disorder, 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ee only add in conclusion a 
single word. It has not been any par o purpose to enier upon a 
vindication of the character of the Senators from the gentleman's own 
State, or the vindication of the character of the Senator from the State 
of Pennsylvania. That is not my purpose or my province. They or 
their representatives may take care of their characters here and else- 
where. They must answer to their States and not to us for their con- 
duct. But I do say, for the reasons assigned in the Manual, that it is 
due to this House that no member should be permitted to rise in his 
seat during our sessions here and refer either to the members of the 
Senate individually or to that body collectively in terms that are dis- 
respectful to that branch of the Government. I am willing that the 
House shall take such action as it may think just and proper under all 
of the circumstances, and having thus explained the reason for oftering 
the resolution I leave the matter to the determination of the House. 


1890. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I agree very full 
with the remarks madeby the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
and think it but due to the Senate of the United States and a a on 
the part of the House to adopt the resolution which he has 5 

It perhaps occurs for the first time in the history of this country—I 
know it does so far as Iam aware—that two Senators of the United 
States have been attacked by name on the floor of the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives, and the Senate has been assailed asa body, epithets having 
been applied not only to the Senate collectively, but to individual Sena- 
tors, which would dishonor and disgrace any man before the country. 

As to any technical points of order that may be raised I think in the 
interest of justice and truth, of the honor of this body, as well as in the 
interest of the orderly character and integrity of our proceedings as a 
‘legislative body, nothing of the kind should be permitted to intervene 
to prevent the House from doing its full duty at this juncture of affairs. 

I am informed that on the 3d day of September, when this tirade of 
abuse was poured out by the gentleman from Ohio, it was at an evening 
session and there were not perhaps over thirty or forty members present. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Only twenty-one. 

Mr. BAYNE. Twenty-one members were present; Iam corrected by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The utterances of that occasion were withheld for revision? and did 
not appear in the RECORD of the succeeding day, so that no notice could 
be taken of them by those who were not present on the occasion referred 
to until to-day. To-day for the first time they appear in the RECORD, 
shorn perhaps of some of their enormities, misrepresentation, and bit- 
terness, but nevertheless so palpably an outrageous charge and attack 
upon the other body of corruption, of making bargains, of selling their 
legislative rights, of selling bills, of dishonoring their States and dis- 
honoring their nation, that I say, Mr. Speaker, this body can not re- 
frain from putting the seal of its condemnation on acts of that character 
on the part of any member of this body. z 

This is no place to attack members of the Senate, and our rules and 
the courtesies which bavealways obtained between the two bodies have 
protected this body against assault on the part of the Senate, while we 
protect in this body the Senate from unwarran ults by members 
of the House. I trust, though I have not examimed the technical 
points that are involved, although the gentleman from Tennessee has 
answered them very clearly—butI trust, in the interest of what is 
right, of what is just, of what this body must do with honor to itself 
and what is due to the Senate of the United States, that it will notal- 
low any technicalities to interpose and prevent action on this occasion 
in the way of condemning these utterances of the gentleman from Ohio 
made on the 3d of September, but which have appeared in the RECORD 
only this morning. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not make any controversy 
with my friend from Pennsylvania about anything he has said. I have 
made this point of order because I believe that whatever action this 
House is to take ought to be taken in the regular way; and whatever 
utterances are made in the form of a resolution, whether of censure of 
a member or of apology tu the Senate, or of vindication of ourselves, 
whatever is done in any way ought to be done properly, and should 
come from one of the committees of the House, in language 
such as the majority of this House is willing to adopt and present to 
the country. That is all I have sought, that is all I have contended 
tor, and that is all I have argued for. I have said simply and solely, 
not that this resolution which has been read here does not present a 
question for the House to consider, but I have submitted the proposi- 
tion to the Honse that, as a matter of personal privilege, or any other 
kind of privilege, the resolution has no place here. 

The point about it is that in this way the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN ] can secure hasty action upon his resolution. By 
the ruling which I invoke from the Chair this House can have a delib- 
erate utterance coming from one of its committees, And I protest that 
it is not technical, in the sense which gentlemen seem to imply, toask 
foran orderly disposition of soimportanta matterasthis. If the Chair 
sustains this pointof order the resolution will at once go to such com- 
mittee as the House may direct. 

Mr. ENLOE. What would the gentleman from Ohio consider an or- 
derly procedure? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would be to have this resolution sent toa 
committee of the House, either to the Committee on Rules or to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and a report brought back from that com- 
mittee. And then, too, the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. KENNEDY] has 
some rights here, rights that I am ready and willing to defend, not to 
the extent of saying that the House ought to take no action, but will- 
ing to defend to the extent of saying that he shall be proceeded against 
or dealt with according to the rales of the House and the law of par- 
liamentary procedure, and not under the impassioned eloquence of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] or the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question? In a matter of this importance would the gentleman be will- 
ing to send this resolution out to see it it could find a graveyard from 
which it would never return? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would send anyt coming from the gen- 
tleman, inspired by the motives which I i inspired this resolu- 


tion, to any graveyard that I could find [laughter], hoping that it 
would come back improved in tone, temper, spirit, and p 

Mr. ENLOE, I want to say tothe gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GROS- 
VENOR], in regard to the personal part of his remark, that I do not 
want to be judged by his imagination, because I imagine, from what - 
I have seen of it, that it is altogether evil. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the whole point in 
this case. If this resolution can be treated here as a matter of personal 
privilege—or of privilege—any other can be. 

The SPEAKER. Not as a matter of personal privilege, but as-a 
matter of privilege of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the question. If it can be, then any 
other question, any expression which [ want to invoke from the House, 
as condemning a speech made by a member, can be discussed here at 
great length upon the floor of the House, no matter what the result 
may be. Itis clothing this sort of a procedure with the quality of.a 
privileged question. The resolution may be properly here. I do not 
deny it. It may be couched in not too strong. I do not say 
that it is. I neither afirm nor deny. But that it is here without any 
question of privilege attached to it, Iassert. And the proper disposition 
ofitis to send itto one of the committees of this House for its deliberate 
consideration and ju ent, and a report from the committee that 
will give the House the attitude of acting in a dignified and proper 
manner in the discharge of so important a duty as this. . 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for the purpose of. 
offering an additional resolution, to be added to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I think the point of order ought to be dis- 
posed of before an else is done. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be read for the information of the 
Honse under the present condition of affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to exclude from the permanent 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the made inthe House of tatives Sep- 
tember 3, 1890, by ROBERT P. NEDY, a member from the of Ohio, and 
published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of September 14, 1890, 


Mr. HOPKINS. I move that both resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What for? What do you want to 
send them to the Judiciary Committee for ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The pending question is on the point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The question of order must first be decided. Does 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] desire to be heard ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir. : 

Mr. ADAMS. The question, Mr. Speaker, is not as to the propriety 
or impropriety of the language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KENNEDY] in the speech referred to in the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. The question is whether the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee presents a question of priv- 
iliege. I think it does. I understood the panties tote Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] to say a little while ago that the reason why it could not 
be a question of privilege—and I have certainly heard other gentlemen 
say the same thing—is that the language in question was not objected 
to at the time it was uttered. 

That ought not to have the slightest weight. The rules of parlia- 
mentary courtesy between the Houses ought to be considered in con- 
nection with the practice which has prevailed for many years of per- 
mitting remarks made in the House to be modified in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, and of permitting remarks to be printed in the RECORD which 
were never delivered in the House at all. Suppose the gentleman from 
Ohio had never made the alleged speech in the House, but had simply 
obtained leave to print remarks in the RECORD. Suppose his printed 
speech had first appeared in the RECORD this morning and had contained 
word for word the language which he is alleged to have uttered in the 
House, could there be noredress? There could be none if the point of 
order that the words must be immediatly objected to when spoken were 
a good one, I think it can not be a good one. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an error into which I understand the gentle- 
man from Ohio has fallen, which consists in sup that remarks 
made by a member of this body in regard toa member of the other 
House are not unparliamentary unless they allude to him in his — 
sentative capacity. That is a great mistake. The rule is broader t 
that. There must be no personal criticism of any kind. The reason 
of the rule requiring extreme reserve in personal allusions to the other 
House or its members is a very solid reason. 

The two Houses are independent legislative bodies. Neither can con- 
trol the other. Yet legislation consists in concurrent action of these 
two independent bodies; nine times ont of ten the bill which passes one 
is amended by the other. One must yield its opinion in favor of the 
opinion of the other, or no legislation can be had. Therefore this an- 
cient rule of extreme formal courtesy between the Houses has arisen. 
It is to promote harmony between them in order that these two great 
independent legislative bodies, each tenacious of its own rights and 
jealous of its own dignity, as it ought to be, may come together in or- 
der to settle their differences in matters of tion. Therefore ex- 


treme moderation and reserve ought to be employed by the members 
of each in regard to the other and its members, 
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Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. And courtesy. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, yes; extraordinary courtesy, formal courtesy, 
made so by ancient parliamentary law on purpose to make the mem- 
bers of the one body far more guarded in their allusions to the members 
of the other than two friendly gentlemen need to be in their social in- 
tercourse with each other, because there is great reason and public pol- 
icy involved. 

I did not hear the language of the gentleman from Ohio, but it seems 
to me that the fact that twenty or thirty gentlemen were present and 
did not see fit to object ought not to prevent the House now from ex- 
pressing its regret that an old, well-settled, and well-founded rule of 

‘liamentary courtesy between the Houses of Congress has been vio- 
ated in this House. 
+ Even in his printed speech the gentleman from Ohio has been un- 
parliamentary. I find in his printed speech a statement that a House 
bill has been unfairly treated in the Senate. That is enough. It is 
unparliamentary in either House to charge the other House with un- 
fairness. No such charge ought ever tobe made in either House. Out- 
side of either House we can say what we please abouteither. Toshow 
the strictness of the rule as well as the reason of the rule I wish to eite 
here some paragraphs from Cushing’s work on Parliamentary Law, un- 
der the head of Harmony among the branches:’’ 

í 1708. In reference to offenses of this description Mr. Hatsell lays down the 
following rules for the government of the Speaker and the House: 

“If there is any breach of the rules of decency and gentlemanly decorum, if 
publicrepreh onand accusation degenerateinto private obloquyand personal 

ons, then it is the duty, first, of the Speaker, and if he neglects that duty, 
then of the House, to interpose immediately, and not to permit expressions to 
go unnoticed or uncensured which may give a ground of complaint to the 
other House of Parliament and thereby introduce proceedings and mutual ac- 
cusations between the two Houses which can never be terminated without diffi- 
eulty and disorder.” 

21709. If an offense of this kind should be committed of so aggravated a 
character as to e censure or punishment, it can only be taken cognizance 
of by the Housein which it is committed, and the nature and mode of redress or 

unishment, if punishment is necessary, must be determined upon and inflicted 
ty it, ouse having exclusive jurisdiction over the persons of its mem- 
bers for all parliamentary offenses committed within its walls. That House 
ry course either take up the matter spontaneously or upon the complaint 
of other or of the individual member assailed. 

21710, It is irregular also to refer to or to introduce the proceedings or de- 
bates of the other House though there is no question pending at the time for the 
purpose of making them the subject of comment at the time, whether by way of 
answer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadversion, and when- 
ever any such allusion is made in any form in which it can be brought within the 
control of the House, as disorderly, it is immediately checked by the S ker, 
though perhaps the matter might with strict propriety be introduced into the 
debate were it not for the impropriety of referring for it to the proceedings of 
the other House, 

1711. The 9 instances taken at random—in which references of 
this kind have been checked as lar: 

sy a member said he was astonished to hear that a particular clause in 
n bill was the production of a noble lord; where a member said ‘he thought it 
likely that this day would not pass without a motion being made by a noble 
lord in another place; where a member said he had read the argument ofa 
noble ear! in another place on this subject,’ etc.; making the clauses of a bill iu 
progress through the other House the subject of discussion; where a member 
‘congratulated the House and the country on the lotic, open, and manly 
declaration made last night by an individual, a most illustrious member of the 
upper House.“ 

All this may seem forced and conventional. It is conventional, but 
there is a sound reason forit. The House is independent of the Sen- 
ate. The two Houses come together only where the House has one opin- 
ion on a legislative proposition and the Senate has another; and there- 
fore these two independent Houses have got to come together in a 
spirit of conciliation and a spirit of courtesy. That is why this 
practice is established. That is why this conventional rule of courtesy 
has been established. Whenever it is violated it devolves upon this 
House to take notice of the violation at the very earliest possible occa- 
- sion. Whether we communicate to the other House our expression of 
regret or not, I understand that we distinctly owe it to ourselves to ex- 
press it. 

Mr. CANNON. We merely owe it to ourselves. We do not apolo- 
gize to anybody, but conform to our own rules. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, and we ought to dothis. We ought to express 
our regret, for the reason that is laid down in the text-book from which 
I have read, and if we do not do that, then the same practice which we 
deplore here may be imitated elsewhere. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has already. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, it is said that this matter ought to 
go unnoticed now because at the time of this utterance no objection 
was made by the presiding officer of this House or by any member of 
the House. A little reflection will convince the House that the mere 
fact that this was unnoticed at the time ought to bea reason why it ought 
now not to go unnoticed, and that it would be really an aggravation 
rather than a palliation or excuse of the offense. Suppose this House 
desired really to insult the other branch of Congress; suppose that the 
temper of the House were such that a gentleman on this floor assails 
the integrity of the Senate, shall we allow that offense to go unpun- 
ished because the presiding officer of the House, either unintentionally 
or intentionally. fails to notice it, and every member of the House 
intentionally fails to call the offending member to order, what would 
the country say, and what would the Senate say, to such a proceeding 
as that if it were indulged in? Surely we can not excuse ourselves 
on the ground that under our rule we can not notice it afterwards 


because there was no member in the House at the time who called the 
gentleman offending to order. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, as this is a matter of very great con- 
cern to the Honse, and believing that we should give to it our best 
reflection and fullest judgment, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingiy (at 4 o’clock and 58 min- 
utes) the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 947) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories of the United States—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (5. 1535) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 
United States Treasury notes—to the Committee on Banking and Car- 
rency- - 
A bill (S. 2080) authorizing the restoration of thè name of Thomas 
H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of re- 
tired officers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S, 3097) authorizing the appointment of an assistant sword- 
master at the Military Academy—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 3 

A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

A bill (S. 3780) to give consent of Congress to the construction of a 
bridge over the Duck River in Humphreys County, Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3888) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of California—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a report of a committee was delivered 
to the Clerk and di of as follows: 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8516) for the relief of James B. 
McCubbin, accompanied by a report (No. 3087)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 


lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12041) authorizing the Chattanooga 
Bridge and Terminal Company to construct a bridge over the Tennes- 
see River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 12042) to authorize the construction 
of a tunnel under the waters of the bay of New York, between the town 
of Middletown, in the county of Richmond, and the town of New 
Utrecht, in the county ot Kings, in the State of New York, and to estab- 
lish the same as a post-road—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12043) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone 
County, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also,-a bill (H. R. 12044) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Ben- 
ton, in the State of Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire (by request): A joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res, 222) relating to street-railway companies—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOWDEN; A bill (H. R. 12045) for the relief of Civil En- 
gineer U. S. G. White, United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. = 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12046) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Overton T. Turner—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to P. C. 
Langevin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12048) to relieve Dominick Burke, 
late a private in Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment Hlinois Volun- 
teers, of the charge of dishonorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. i 

By Mr. MOREY: “A bill (H. R, 12049) granting a pension to La Fa- 
yette Lippincott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 12050) for the relief of the heirs og 
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legal ip where eases of Sterling Boyce, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 8 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) for the relief of Margaret Hitt, of Lincoln 
County, Missouri—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) for the relief of August Kuhne, of the city 
of Troy, Lincoln County, Missouri—to the Committee on Claims. 
` -By Mr, NUTE: A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a ion to Annie M. 
Kimball, widow of Alvah M. Kimball, Company H, Sixth New Hamp- 
shire Regiment of Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 12054) to amend the military rec- 
ord of George W. Darby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12055) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Thomas C. Dyson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12056) for the relief 
of Frederic Calhoune—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12057) for the relief of John Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12058) for the relief of Thomas Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12059) for the relief o 
Committee on War 8. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12060) for the relief of E. R. Matthews - to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 


f J. A. Letsinger—to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of ample light service on the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of trustees of First Baptist Church ot 
Suffolk, Va., for reimbursement for use and occupancy of church prop- 
erty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Eight petitions of various boards of trade, travel- 
ing men’s associations, and merchants, praying for the passage o 
House bill 11744, regarding mailing-boxes at railroad stations—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of William Johnson, administrator of 
Thomas I. Johnson, of Fayette County, Tennessee, for reference of 
claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman net 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition, with affidavits, of Edward B. Myer, 
administrator of the estate of John Fortune, of Douglas County, Ore- 
gon, praying for pay for Indian depredations in Douglas County, Ore- 
gon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, petition, with affidavits, of Susan H. Wallace, praying for pay 
for stealing of cattle in Douglas County, Oregon, by the e River, 
Grave Creek, and Cow Creek Indians, in October, 1855—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE (by request): Petition for the passage of House bill 
8526—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOREY: Petition of Isaac Holdbrook, late of Company G, 
One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteers, for muster— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of William R. Boyce, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of New Mexico, asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, pro- 
viding for a common-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee 
on the Territories, 

Also, resolution of the San Juan County Alliance of Aztec, N. Mex., 
asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, providing the same relief— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Charles Wright and 26 others, of Las Vegas, N. 
Mex., asking for the passage of the Perkins bill, providing for a com- 
mon-school system in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, resolution of the New York Yearly Meeting of the Society of 
Friends, asking for employment by the Government of matrons among 
Indian women—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition favoring a pension to Antoinette 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STIVERS: Petition of Mrs. Frank E. Burr, secretary of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Middletown, N. Y., and 76 
others of that city, in favor of the bill prohibiting the transportation 
of intoxicating liquors from any State or Territory in the United States 
or District of Columbia into any other State or Territory contrary to 
and in violation of the laws thereof—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of 131 persons of the Second Congressional district of 
Lonisiana and elsewhere, collected by the National Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, asking for anational Sunday-rest law, against need- 
less Sunday work in the Government mail and military service and 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Labor. . 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 16, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FAULKNER presented Apen of Suballiance No. 3, of the 

National Farmers’ Alliance, of Wood County, West Virginia, praying 
for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented a resolution adopted by Clover Township Al- 
liance, No. 45, of Baxter, Pa.; a resolution adopted by the Salem (Pa.) 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 29, and a resolution adopted by the Tuttle 
Hill Farmers’ Alliance, No. 14, of Wesleyville, Pa., favoring the 
sage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which were — 66 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the telegraphic petition of W. H. Kelsey, 
secretary of the State Farmers’ Alliance of Indiana, praying for the 
of the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 54 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 
89 residents of Nebraska and Kansas; a petition of 87 citizens of Ne- 
braska; a petition of 45 citizens of Iowa and Nebraska; a petition of 54 
citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 41 residents of Nebraska; a petition 
of 49 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 88 citizens of Nebraska; a peti- 
tion of 90 residents of Nebraska; a petition of 68 residents of Nebraska; 
a petition of 91 residents of Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 91 residents of 
Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 20 residents of Omaha, Nebr. ; a petition of 
88 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 87 citizens of Nebraska; a peti- 
tion of 68 citizens of Nebraska; a petition of 51 citizens of the State of 
Nebraska, and other States; a petition of 87 citizens of the States of 
Nebraska and Iowa; a petition of 90 citizens of the State of Nebraska; 
a petition of 91 citizens of Lincoln, Nebr.; a petition of 38 citizens of 
the State of Nebraska; a petition of 91 citizens of the State of Nebraska; 
a petition of 47 citizens of the State of Nebraska; a petition of 54 citi- 
zens of the State of Nebraska; a petition of 91 citizens of Council Bluffs, 
Towa, and a petition of 35 citizens of the State of Nebraska, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 3991, to prevent the adulteration of food prod- 
ucts, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Oklahoma Territory, 
praying for the passage of House bill 3839, for the protection of those 
engaged in mining; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. : 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
Third Congressional district of Michigan, praying for the enactment of 
laws to prevent the use of the United States mails for immoral pur- 
pea which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 


He also presented a petition of the Ottawa Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
39, of Michigan, praying for the passage of what is known as the Con- 
= lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

He also presented the petition of A. White and 26 other citizens of 
Tremont, Mich. ; the petition of W. Wooley and 28 other citizens of Ban- 
nister, Mich.; the petition of Henry Anders and 14 other citizens of 
Barry, Mich.; the petition of A. D. Hoffman and 80 other citizens of 
NorthStar, Mich.; a petition of the Heller Grange, No. 159, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Van Buren County, Michigan; the petition of D. E. 
Chestnut and 15 other citizens of Cambria, Mich.; the petition of C, H. 
Boughton and 35 other citizens of Brian, Mich.; the petition of H. M. 
Ward and 46 other citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan; the petition 
of William Barry and 45 other citizens of Ocean County, Michigan; the 
petition of H. D. McCabe and 25 other citizens of Clinton County, 
Michigan; the petition of George S. Crane and 29 other citizens of Hills- 
dale County, Michigan; the petition of W. H. Olmstead and members 
of Gilead Grange, No. 400, Patrons of Husbandry, of Gilead, Mich., and 
the petition of J. V. Oster and 7 other citizens of Allegan County, Mich- 
igan, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of D. E. Chestnut and 17 other cit- 
izens of Hillsdale County, Michigan; a petition of the Heller Grange, 
No, 159, Patrons of Husbandry, of Van Buren County, Michigan; the 
petition of S. A. Nichols and 48 other citizens of Cass County, Mich- 
igan ; the petition of A. White and 26 other citizens ot Tremont, 
Michigan; the petition of A. J. Crosby, jr., and 15 other citizens of 
Novi post-office, Mich.; the petition of S. R. Post and 12 other cit- 
izens of Alma County, Michigan; the petition of J. Muslin and 21 
other citizens of Shiawassee County, Michigan, and the petition of 
Freeman Fuller and 74 other citizens of Hillsdale County, Michigan, 
praying for the of whatis known as the pure-food bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have received quite a number of telegrams from 
Jackson, Grenada, Greenville, Macon, Clarksdale, in the State of Mis- 
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sissippi, Montgomery, Ala., Raleigh, N. C., Jackson, Tenn., and Little 
Rock, Ark., signed by representatives of Colored Farmers’ Alliances, 
Colored Industrial Fair Associations, Colored Farmers’ Mutual Bene- 
fit Associations, and representative colored men in these several States, 
stating ‘‘ We rely on you to protect our interests against the Conger 
lard bill,” and protesting against the of that bill, represent- 
ing that itsenactment into law would be a great calamity to their race; 
praying that their interests be protected by defeating this bill, as the 
seed is about all the colored men get out of the crop, the cotton being 
pose, 3e in advance, and that the passage of the bill by the Senate 
would take at least $5 a ton out of the pockets of the colored men of 
the South, and further stating that we look to you to protect us 
where we need it worst.” 

I move that these memorials be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of W. H. Porter and 25 other citi- 
zens of Hampden Connty, Massacliusetts, praying for the of 
what is known as the pure-lard bill; which was referred to the - 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of W. H. Porter and 23 other citizens of 
Hampden County, Massachusetts, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

ture and Forestry. 

. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions of Farmers’ Alliance 
1371, of Hardin County, Iowa; resolutions of Grange 585, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, and resolutions of Farmers’ Alli- 
ance 1435, of Dallas County, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 7: 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of George W. Mason and 36 
other citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut, and the petition of 
George A. Hopson and 22 other citizens of New Haven County, Con- 
necticut, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of M. S. Baldwin and 37 other citizens 
of New Haven County, Connecticut; a petition of members of Ashford 
Grange, No. 90, Windham County, Connecticut, and the petition of J. 
H. Merriman and 85 other citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for the 

of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and F 8 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 3991) to 
prevent adulterations of food, etc.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 180 citizens of Nebraska, veterans of 
the late war, praying for an early adjudication of pensions in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented a petition of 
the Michigan State Assembly, Knights of Labor, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Lodge election bill; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr, HARRIS presented resolutions of the Commercial Association 
and Cotton Exchangeand the Merchants’ Exchange of Memphis, Tenn., 
~ favoring the passage of a bill creating a customs collection district of 
the States of Tennessee and Arkansas; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PUGH presented four petitions of citizens ot Alabama, favoring 
the passage of the Paddock food bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Guthrie, Oklahoma Territory, praying for the ratification and confirma- 
tion of the treaties lately made between the United States and the Sac, 
Fox, and Pottowatomie Indians in the Territory of Oklahoma; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented seven memorials of citizens of Indiana, in 
favor of the passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Sol. D. Coop and 20 other 
citizens of Abner post-office, Tex.; the petition ot J. W. Bowden and 
30 other citizens of Salado County, Texas; the petition of J. B. Kil- 
borne and 42 other citizens of Freestone County, Texas; the petition 
of J. W. Dorris and 31 other citizens of Erath County, Texas; the pe- 
tition of C. M. Banner and 36 other citizens of Ellis County, Texas; 
the petition of J. W. Page and 26 other citizens of Walbo County, 
Texas; the petition of N. T. Hughes and 22 other citizens of Bosque 
County, Texas; the petition of L. P, Pruvett and 21 other citizens of 
Robertson County, Texas; the petition of J. S. Young and 44 other citi- 
zens of Denton County, Fifth district, Texas; and the petition of V. 
Massey and 26 other citizens of Henderson, Tex., praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the pure-lard bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also ted the petition of L S. Young and 44 other citizens 
of Denton County, Fifth district, Texas; the petition of R. M. Camp- 
bell and 29 other citizens of Newton County, Texas; the petition of 
John McAdams and 26 other citizens of Walker County, Texas; the 


8 


petition of C. Jantram and 76 other citizens of Montague, Tex.; the 

tition of Norton Moses and 43 other citizens of Burnett County, 

‘exas; the petition of J. J. Sullivan and 14 other citizens of Fayette, 
Tex.; the petition of C. M. Banner and 36 other citizens of Ellis 
County, Texas; the petition of J. M. Vanpelt and 28 other citizens of 
Jasper County, Texas; the petition of J. R. Echols and 22 other citi- 
zens of Henderson County, Texas; the petition of J. B. Kilborn and 
42 other citizens of Freestone County, Texas; and the petition of J. 
W. Bowden and 30 othercitizens of Solado County, Texas, praying for 
the of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the message from the President of the United Strates trans- 
mittinga letter of the Secretary of State relative to certain recommenda- 
tions of the International American Conference in regard to a uniform 
system of customs regulations for the classification and valuation of 
imported merchandise; a uniform nomenclature for the description ot 
articles of merchandise imported and „ and the establishment 
at Washington of an international bureau of information, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance; which was to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions 
and limitations therein contai the assent of the United States to 
certain leases of rights to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation; which was 
read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 114) relating to leases in the Indian Territory and 
the joint resolution (S. R. 119) relating to coal leases in the Indian 
Territory, reported adversely thereon; and the joint resolutions were 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1810) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and Northern 
Railway Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in the 
State of North Dakota, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. À 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8163) eming a pension to W. W. Seely, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask leave at this time to submit a report from a 
committee in behalf of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], 
who is absent, who was directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia to report the bill (H. R. 7145) for the relief of Esther A. 
Keyser without amendment. A similar bill, substantially the same, 
is now on the Calendar, Order of Business 1597, being Senate bill 2651, 
for the relief of Esther A. Keyser. I ask that the Senate bill may be 
indefinitely postponed, and the House bill now reported take its place 
on the Calendar with the same Calendar number. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned and the House bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He. 5175 from the same grass 2 5 was referred the bill 
(S. 3396) granting a ion to James onroe, reported ad versel 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. X 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 4399) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet M. Rice; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S, 4400) for the relief of William 
H. Morris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing rs, reterred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4401) to authorize 
the construction of a tunnel under the waters of the bay of New York, 
between the town of Middletown, in the county of Richmond, and the 
town of New Utrecht, in the county of Kings, in the State of New 
York, and to establish the same as a t-road; which was read twice 
by it title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 4402) to amend the charter 
of the Rock Creek Railway Company; which was read twiee by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


GRANT MEMORIAL BUILDING. 
Mr. FRYE (by request) submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Library: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That a memo- 
rial building which shall be a suitable monument to the —— 


of the illus- 

trious soldier, the distinguished President, the o citizen, U. S. Grant, in 
which may be established a military and na museum, library, a hall suffi- 
rooms for the ac- 


ciently Iys for military, naval, and civie conventions, and 
commodation of the various of war veterans and the sons of vet- 
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34 the commanding officers of the Army and Na’ 
and the Architect of the 


OURTS IN VIRGINIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 25 minutes a. m.). Is 
there further morning business? If not, that order is closed, and the 
Calendar, under Rule VIII, will be in order for one hour. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lask the Senate to take up for present consideration 
House bill 11206. It is simply a bill to provide for the time of meet- 
ing of the United States courts for the western district of Virginia, and 
conforms to the desire of the judge of that district, at whose instance 
it was presented. Iam sure it will elicit no opposition. It is merely 
a bill of local application. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (H. R. 11206) toamend section 572 of the 
vised Statutes, so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms 
of the circuit and district courts for the western district of Virginia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. . 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I merely wish to say in respect to the bill 
that it has the unanimous concurrence of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary with the amendments as re to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
the Judiciary will be stated. 

The amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary were to strike 
out after the enacting clause the words: 

That section 572 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to 
holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district courts in 
trict of Virginia as follows. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia shall be held. 

To insert after the word December, in line 13, the words in- 
stead of at times now provided by law.’ 

And to add at the end of the bill: 

All process, bonds, and recognizances heretofore issued or existing, havin, 
relation to the terms of said courts as now by law existing, shall be deemed at 
taken to have relation and effect at,and in respect of, the terms of said courts 
in this act fixed. 

So as to make the bill read: 

That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia shall be held: At Danville on the Tuesday after the 
day in A and November; at Lynchburgh on the Tuesday after 
the second Monday in March and September; at Abingdon on the Tuesday 


after the first Monday in May and October, and at Harrisonburgh on the Tues- 
day after the first Monday in June and December, instead of at the times now 


provided by law. 

An bonds, and recognizances heretofore issued or existing, having re- 
lation to the terms of said courts as now by law existing, shall be deemed and 
taken to have relation and effect at, and in respect of, the terms of said courts 
in this act fixed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. 
Evanrs, and Mr. COKE were appointed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sell certain lands and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the 
town of Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SENECA INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. DAWES. There is another bill connected with the New York 
Indians that I should like to call up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is scarcely fair that we should not go on with 
the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. DAWES. This bill has some connection with the New York 
Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN, After it is through I shall insist on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES, If there is any debate about it I shall not- press it. 
Iask that Calendar No. 1977, a bill introduced by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock], may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 1977, a bill (S. 4297) to au- 


rovide for the 
e western dis- 


thorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within 
the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing 


3 being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, a 

The first amendment was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to strike 
out shall; in line 10, before the word be, to insert may; in 
the same line, after the word far,“ to strike out the term of and 
insert ‘‘a term not exceeding.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to modify the amendment proposed by the 
committee in lines 9 and 10, so that it shall read: the same shall be 
renewable fora term not exceeding ninety-nine years.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, in lines 9 and 10, to amend the 
bill so as to read: 

The same shall be renewable for aterm not exceeding ninety-nine years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in 
line 12, after the word all,“ to strike out the and insert other; 
so that the bill as amended will read: 4 

That whenever the leases of land situate within the limits of the — 
mentioned in the act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the Seneca 
tion of New York Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and A 
reservations, and to confirm existing leases,” approved February 19, ex- 
cept leases to railroads, shall by the terms of anit nak be renewable, the same 


shall be renewable for a term not exceeding ninety-nine years, instead of the 
ö therein provided, subject to all other terms and con- 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President 
Mr. SHERMAN. [I call for the order. 
Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Ohio will allow me to obtain 


the passage of a bridge bill. It is very important that it should go 
through in order that it may go through the House. The parties are 
waiting and ev: is ready. 

Mr. SHER . I should be very glad to oblige my friend from 
Arkansas, but I gave notice that I would insist on the consideration ot 
the Calendar, and I can not withdraw it. At the end of the hour I 
shall not object. 

Mr. BERRY. I would not ask it if it was not for the peculiar sit- 
uation. The timber is on the ground and everything is on the ground, 
and they want to build the bridge so as to move the crops this year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the hour has expired the Senater can ge 
his bill in. I ask for the order. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded with in 
order. 
PURCHASE OF TOWNSEND’S LIBRARY. 


The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2672) authorizing the 
Librarian of Congress to **Townsend’s Library of National, 
State, and Individual Records, comprising a collection of historical 
a concerning the origin, progress, and consequences of the late 
civil war. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill has been heretofore read at length. 
Sho querian is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on the 

rary. 

Me GATIS Oh, no; the bill has not been read. Let us hear 
it 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Library was to 
add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That the sum of $5,000 be withheld from payment on such purchase 
until the work still required in completion of indexes and otherwise shall be 
concluded to the sati on of the Librarian of Congress. 

fees VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, A 

Mr. REAGAN, Is that subject open to amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest that that part of the bill be stricken 
out which authorizes the purchase of this gentleman’s opinions as to 
the consequences resulting from facts connected with the war of the 
rebellion. The facts may be all well enough, but it is hardly the thing 
to pay for some man’s opinions about the consequences that resul 
therefrom. I move to strike out the words about the consequences.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no objection to that. ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words to which the Senator from 
Texas refers occur in the title of the book which it is proposed to pur- 


Mr. REAGAN. I very much dislike to see the Senate agree to any 
proposition which proposes to buy any man’s opinions as to the conse- 
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quences of the very important event referred to. The facts are all well 


enough. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senate will understand that there is no original 
composition in this work whatever. It is a repository of publications 
concerning the history of the war on both sides, the current literature 
preserved in newspapers, magazines, and otherforms. Itisnot acom- 
position setting forth any opinions whatever, but it is a repository. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the book does not give the opinions of this gen- 
tleman, it seems to me the title is misleading. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should have no objection to the amendment if it 
were not in the title of the book. I can not amend that very well. 

Mr. REAGAN, It may be that this allusion is to what is in the 

pers referred to, and if so I will withdraw the proposition to amend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some description of this. 
Is this a mere collection of clippings from newspapers and correspond- 
ence all over the country in regard to everything that occurred during 
the war, good, bad, and indifferent, without regard to truth or accuracy 
or anything of the kind, and are we to pay $30,000 ont of the people's 
Treasury for collections made in such a manner as that? 

Mr. President, what are we entering upon in the way of purchase? 
I see we have another bill pending. I was under the impression and 
I think if I am correct that the distinguished Senator from New York 
has reported that bill favorably. He seems to have a peculiar liking 
for that class of bills. It is for the purchase of a historical book of 
reference from Austin & Co.,“ and it provides: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase 5,000 copiés of the historical book of reference known as the 
National er of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be published by Austin 
& Oo., of New York City; and the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated to be 
used in making said purchase, The purpose is for the free distribution, by 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, of 1 copy (or copies) to each county 
library in the United States, so that these important records may be accessible 
to all that require their use: Provided, That said Austin & Co.'s National Ros- 
ter shall contain not less than 400,000 names of Union ex-soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, properly indexed and classified by regiment, battery, ship. etc., to 
which each formerly belonged, and the address and location of post to which 
each and every one pelea the book to be of first-class quality and finish, 

u 


handsomely and strongly nd in heavy nayy-blue cloth, embellished with 
pon emblems and lettering (see cut), in keeping with its 


cal book of reference, 
of the amount hereby appropriated shall be paid to the 


Su. 2, That no 
publishers of this k until said book shall have been examined by such pec- 


son or persons as the Secretary of the Interior may designate. When said books 
are ready for delivery and ssid books are found to fulfill the above-specified 
conditions, then, and not until then, payments to be made to the publishers as 
the books are turned over to the constituted authority. 


A directory for the benefit of claim agents and pension sharks; and 
yet we are to pay $50,000 for it. The bill that is now pending is only 
in the same line, and if anything, it seems to me, to be a more valuable 
publication. I claim that this is a wasteful and prodigal use of the 
people's money. I am opposed to it. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator has spoken of me as per- 
sonally enlisted in these matters. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We can not hear theSenator. We should be glad 
to hear his explanation. i 5 

Mr. EVAR The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] has 
spoken of me as being individually interested in measures of this kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; not interested. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have reported both of these bills by the order of 
the Joint Committee on the Library, and I shall say nothing about 
the roster, as that is not now pending, but 1 should hope that no one 
would vote against the acquisition by the Library of this remarkable col- 
lection of historical material, merely because it costs $30,000. If that 
measure is to be a measure for the rejection or adoption or the acqui- 
sition of this book, Senators will, I think, greatly err. 

I have done all that could be done in laying before the Senate the 
character ofthis work. A report presented by the Library Committee 
at the time the bill was reported back had received the full attention 
of the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, who is competent, who is entirely up- 
right, and entirelyimpartial. The report presents his views. It passed 
also through the committee and received the approval of every member 
of that committee from each House of Congress, 

This is a compilation made from time to time, from day to day, dur- 
ing the progress of these events. It expresses no opinions; it has ac- 
cepted, in the most authentic form, communications from all the battle- 
grounds, from all the correspondence, from all the letters of persons 
engaged in public affairs in the military and civil service relating to 
this matter, not in the form of materials otherwise than such as make 
up the daily contribution of feeling and opinion and action and senti- 
ment as the country goes through this important period. It is em- 
bodied in eighty-eight large folio volumes, each of which in its cover 
is almost the area of the lid of one of these desks before me, and with 
from seven hundred to eight hundred pages in each. Besides that, in 
order to make this mass of matter intelligible and open to all who 
should seek the truths of history by comparison, a large index of 
twenty-five volumes has been made, and that is a work of great Jabor, 
and, according to Mr. Spofford, of great accuracy and completeness. 

In each of these volumes there are nearly a thousand and these 
together make one hundred and thirteen volumes of this large folio 


character as a histor- 


size thus collected and thus preserved, and the only work that has been 
done in expenditures and in labor is measured fairly by the amount 
that we are to pay. No compensation, no profit of any kind is given 
to this patriotic citizen who has gone through this labor, not now and 
not for sale, but in the p of the war and the sequel of the war. 

It is represented to be, and I believe it is, equally impartial and per- 
haps equally full in regard to fhe events of the civil war on the Con- 
federate side. These books have been examined by emineht Senators 
on that side of the Chamber, and I believe that no one who has exam- 
ined the work has ever doubted the value of the compilation, nor can 
auy one doubt that if it is to be preserved it should belong to the 
United States, and be accessible to historians and readers and all con- 
cerned in this or that item during the whole period which is covered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. EVARTS. Is there a limit of time? 

Several SENATORS. Five minutes. 

Mr. EVARTS. It is nothing but a repository to be preserved. It 
is not to be printed. The Librarian has said that this is equal to a 
thousand large octavo books, and no ope familiar with historical col- 
lections can overestimate the value of this and its growing value in 
the coming time. It is not a question of a job; it is not a question of 
profit; it is not a question of publication. If it does not come to the 
United States and is not preserved, if it is left to the contingencies of 
fire and disaster, then there will perish from the records what can not 
be spared at any cost whatever. I hope therefore the bill will pass. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have of course not undertaken to 
give a critical examination to these one hundred and ten or one hun- 
dred and fifteen volumes, but I have heard much about them for many 
years and of the extraordinary industry and fidelity of this gentleman. 
There is no doubt that for abont thirty years he has made it his busi- 
ness to take from newspapers of all parties and all sections of the coun- 
try every paragraph that seemed to him to have anything more than 
a merely temporary interest relating to the war and to the period of re- 
construction that followed it. 

I doubt whether any Senator who listened to the report of the com- 
mittee which was read yesterday would question the propriety of mak- 
ing this purchase. Allow me to read a few lines which indicate the 
contents of these volumes: 


In the ample pages of this contemporaneous history are to be found thou- 
sands of letters from men bearing an active part in the war, both on the Union 
and the Confederate side; dispatches and descriptions of battles from the numer- 
ous correspondents of the press scattered throughout the Southern country; 
editorial comments and criticisms without number upon events as they oc- 
curred; biographical sketches and authentic portraits of living and dead nota- 
bles among the officers and public men; official reports of tary operations 
in the field, important Army orders, aud Executive proclamations not else- 
where found (because not embraced in the Congressional documents) ; pony, 
both serious and humorous, brought out by the stirring events of war 
period; Congressional proceedings and 8 descri with the fresh and 
vigorous impress of the occasion which gave them birth; facts and figures from 
every State regarding the military draft. State bounties, and the great volun- 
teer army; accounts of riots, public meetings, and agitations in opposition to 
the war; the immense humane work of the nurses, the hospitals, and the United 
States Sanitary Commission; the Confederate congress, with its legislative pro- 
ceedings; the blockade of the Southern ports and the records of Confederate 

rivateering; the melancholy records of the great army of prisoners; the naval 

Iles, skirmishes, and reconnaissances; speeches of public men, both North 
and South, at every stage of the conflict; the record of regiments in the field; 
the proceedings of cities and towns in organizing men and means to carry on 
the war; the attitude offoreign nations toward the Confederacy and the Gov- 
ernment of the Union; the Canadian raids, the negotiations for peace, the block- 
ade-running, and the contemporaneous invasion of Mexico; all these and a 
multitude of other topics of 3 public interest are vividly reflected in 
this great collection of materials for history, 


The entire historical field. 

I have no doubt whatever of the extraordinary value of these books. 
I have no doubt that historians hereafter in writing the history of the 
war and the great events which tollowed the war will find it indispen- 
sable to consult this compilation. It ought to be saved for the Con- 
gressional Library. There would be no difficulty in disposing of it to 
libraries in New York, Boston, and elsewhere, who would be glad to 
get it. The precise figure, the price, I know nothing about, but this 
gentleman claims that he has spent $20,000 in his work and he asks 
but $30,000 for the whole of it. I do not seek to impose my opinion 
upon anybody else, but I think myself that the compilation is worth 
all that is asked for it, and that the National Government ought to 
own it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I know nothing about the merits of this compila- _ 
tion. A few years I visited the National Library in Paris, and I 
found that every subject that bad been a matter of interest at any 
epoch in the world was so arranged that in a moment the librarian or 
one of his assistants could put his hands uponit. The epoch of the 
discovery of America and all the letters relating to the discovery of 
America were there. Ont of curiosity I asked if they had anything re- 
latinz to the civil war in the United States, and they told me that they 
had everything that they could find relating to that interesting epoch 
in the history of the world, and if I would name any battle they would 
give me anything that ever appeared in the way of copies of official re- 
ports and newspaper clippings in this country or in Europe. I was 
astonished to see how full and accurate and complete was the Freneh 
library of every transaction that had occurred in this country from its 
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foundation, or from its discovery, I might say, until the last Presiden- | this large sum of money for its purchase. I shall be obliged to vote 


tial election. 

I should think that if we purchased these volumes it would be well 
to turn them over to the Congressional Library. I hope that there 
may be established in that library some officer who shall make a di- 
gest of national events, clippings from newspapers, and everything else 
relating to them. 

My visit to the National Library in Paris was made interesting to 
me because I found there the fullest and completest history of our 
country in detail, as I said, from its discovery, colonization, early cus- 
toms, institutions, organization of civil government, and political par- 
ties, foreign and civil wars. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I did not have the opportunity of hearing the re- 
marks of the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]; but I am some- 
what familiar with this compilation, knowing Mr. Townsend and hav- 
ing had some correspondence with him, and I have looked over the 
prospectus most carefully. I have arrived at the conclusion that it is 
very important that the Government should possess this work, from 
the fact that our Librarian here, Mr. Spofford, has indorsed it in the 
very highest way, and in addition to his indorsement, in looking over 
a pamphlet that I have, I find that the Comte de Paris says: 

It is a work of the greatest value, but seems beyond the strength of a single 
man in the limits of a single life. 

General Grant says: 

I heartily indorse the sentiments expressed by the Comte de Paris in his let- 
ter of July 27, 1883. 

Governor Horatio Seymour speaks in the highest terms of the work. 

Dr. Cogswell, the organizer and first superintendent of the Astor Li- 
brary, says: 

As a chronological and synchronous record ofthe events itis more minute and 
more authentic than could be formed in any other way; and as documentary 
material for the historian of those events it is absolutely indispensable. 

I need not go over the names of all the eminent men who have in- 
dorsed this work, but amongst others there is Col. Duncan K, McRae, 
of the Confederate army, and General Beauregard, and all the great 
Northern newspapers. 

This compilation is formed somewhat upon the principle of the Re- 
bellion Record, but that work deals only with the military operations 
of both armies during the war, and of course a great many papers re- 
lating to that subject have been lost, but this gentleman commenced 
at the beginning of the war, and he made memoranda of all events that 
happened, and he has them now embraced in over one hundred vol- 
umes. Iam satisfied that the history of the Government since the 
Buchanan administration to the present time can not be properly pre- 
pared without reference to this work. I hope, therefore, that we may 
obtain it and put it where it will be entirely safe and accessible, in the 
Library of Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this strikes me as being something 
new and rather peculiar. It is proposed here to give something of an 
official stamp of the Government to the correctness of these facts as 
historical statements, and then the committee proceed to say that this 
volume consists largely of newspaper publications, of letters from cor- 
respondents of newspapers, of private letters, of editorial comments, 
and various statements of that kind which occurred during the war. 

It strikes me that there could be nothing that would more likely be 
entirely incorrect as a matter of history than these newspaper state- 
ments and these letters which were received or these comments of the 
various journals throughout the United States, and yet it is proposed 
here that we pay $30,000 to preserve as historical records these com- 
ments of editors made in the excitement and turmoil of war, made 
from a partisan standpoint, reports of newspaper correspondents who 
were expected to give reports of victories whether the victories oc- 
curred or not. All these are to be collected together, and we are to 
pay $30,000 of the people’s money to some man who has taken the 
pains to make these collections and file them away here as part of the 
history of the war. 

It seems to me that it is a useless waste of public money. It seems 
to me that such statements coming from such sources at that time 
would be absolutely inaccurate as historical statements bearing upon 
the war. 

Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, I differ with a great deal of hesitation 
from the distinguished Senators who favor the purchase of this collec- 

- tion, but I can not vote for a bill appropriating $30,000 of the people’s 
money for such a purpose. It claims to bea “‘library of national, 
State, and individual records, and yet from the report of the com- 
mittee which was published we find it made up very largely of mere 
newspaper clippings, of letters from soldiers in camps, of camp songs, 
and camp poetry, humorous and serious, and other material of a like 
character. 

I do not think, Mr, President, that it is proper that the appropria- 
tion of so large a sum should be made for this large mass of material, 
interesting as it may be to the historian and valuable perhaps for the 
purposes of examination with reference to the history of the war. I 
can not see that it is right that we should purchase the work as a li- 
brary of historical records. It certainly does not deserve such a title 
or designation, and I am not willing to vote for the appropriation of 


against the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Committee on the Library. 

The amendment was agreed to, 8 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. VEST. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fron: Missouri desire the 
yeas and nays on the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; on the passage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is an amendment to the bill in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis in order. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add as an additional proviso 
the following: 

Provided, That the said Librarian, upon a careful examination of said work, 
shall find nothing in it that is not authentic history. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. My object in offering that proviso is simply 
this, sir: We are asked to authorize the Librarian of Cengress to 
chase, at an nditure of $30,000, a work of the following title: 
“ Townsend’s Library of National, State and Individual com- 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war.“ The Senate has no opportu- 
nity to inspect that book. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator aware that his amendment as written 
requires the Librarian of Congress to find that everything in these vol- 
umes is untrue and not authentic history? , 

Mr. WALTHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, it must be pure fiction in order to have us 
buy it, according to the amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Perhaps Ido not understand the Senator’s ques- 
tion precisely. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Secretary will read the amendment again, per- 
haps my question will be answered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional proviso 
the following: 


Provided, That the said Librarian, upon a careful examination of said work, 


shall find nothing in it that is notauthentic history. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, it must be entirely fiction. 

Mr.WALTHALL. No, sir; just the reverse, I will say to theSenator. 
I was going on to say, Mr. President, that we have no opportunity to 
examine this book, and according to the title it contains simply his- 
torical records, and if there is any objection to this proviso it must be 
upon the ground that the title, which is all that is before us now, is 
misleading. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I suppose the purpose of this work 
is to preserve not only what is true and what was the result of the events 
referred to, but to show the exact condition of things, the state of pub- 
lic sentiment which existed all around during the war, and it is not ex- 

that it will all be authentic history further than itis true that 
such things were written at that time. It would be a matter of great 
curiosity to know what was said by all parties in the country, and what 
were the views of different parties in to the war at the time it 
was progressing, and in regard to public events as they transpired. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator will allow me to suggest that if 
that is true the title of this book should be changed. : 

Mr. STEWART. That may be; I do not know about that; but I 
think that to have a panorama of what occurred and what people said 
during the occurrences would be a very valuable contribution to the 
historian for examination in writing history and the public men in 
examining public questions. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi who 
has offered this amendment, if he supposes that it will be adopted and 
the bill will be passed with it, must vest in the Librarian a present 
historical power of determining what is true and whatis not true 
among contradictory statements that are found on opposite and diverse 
points of view that are presented. 

This is not an ambitious work in any other view than that it is a care- 
ful, comprehensive, and impartial record of the sayings and doings and 
writings of those engaged on both sides in this great transaction. Every 
historian has to explore for himself and with such access as he can - 
find to these actual reports of the minds and the views and the actions 
of the people engaged in the civil war. This has been done not inthe 
ambition of the historian, not in the selection, not in the judgment of 
the historian, but simply by way of preservation to put in an access- 
ible place for history to peruse and pass its judgment upon. 


a 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I hope the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] will not pre- 
vail. My very high regard for the distinguished gentleman who is the 
Librarian of Congress would prompt me, if nothing else, to vote against 
this amendment. 

We are told that this Is a work of fully one hundred volumes and 
of seven or eight hundred folio pages in each volume, made up of the 
character of historical material which is mentioned in this report. I 
am afraid that, even if the life of Mr. Spoftord should be prolonged to 
that old age which we all wish him, he conld do nothing else for the 
rest of his life but read these ponderous tomes and would die before 


he was well into the work. If this marvelous test is to be applied to 


all works of a historical character proposed to be bought, I am afraid 
that we shall purchase none whatever for the Congressional Library or 
for any other library. ‘Take all the great historians, even our own his- 
torians, Prescott and Bancroft, and it their works are not to be bought 
provided there is nothing in them but authentic history by the judg- 
ment of one expert, I am afraid they would all be ruled out and none 
be purchased, Even the Book of books, the Bible, has received most 
severe criticism as to its being authentic history, and under a rule such 
as is proposed here we could hardly take it into any public library 
of the country. 

I think it is Burns who said: 

Some books are lies frae end to end, 
And some great lies were never penned. 4 

And you will find that in every historical work there can be found 
chance for criticism, and unauthentic statementsclaimed, such as might 
be raised against this publication. It would defeat the object of the 
bill to adopt any such amendment. 

I believe this to be, from such examination as I have made of it, a 
most valuable work. A case in point showing its value occurred dur- 
ing this very session of Congress where it was deemed important in a 
matter that was in the Committee on Military Aftairs to find a certain 
paper, a letter, supposed to have been written during the years of the 
war by 2 prominent officer. It was a matter so important that search 
was made everywhere in public libraries, the Library of Congress, and 
the libraries of the great cities, and nowhere could a copy of the letter 
be found. At last some one familiar with this great work thought of 
writing to its compiler, and there, in this great mass of materials, was 
the letter so earnestly desired published during the war in one of the 
newspapers of the country. 

I believe that this work will be a most valuable addition to the his- 
torical works that are in the Library of Congress, and will be of great 
use through all future time to the iene rians of this country. I cer- 
tainly hope that this amendment, which would be a practical destruc- 
tion of the bill, will not prevail. : 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, as I gather from what is said, this is a 
collection of all that is most valuable in the literature of the war, in- 
cluding every description of composition that related to the subject, 
commencing with the o; of the war and the causes which led up 
to it, all the way through. Here is the great literary production of 
the war itself. It is what the American people wrote; it is the battle, 
the literary battle of the war itself, the great controversy embodied in 
the literature of the period. Now, it seems to me that what was pro- 
duced of a literary nature, historical, novelistic if you please, the news- 
paper comments, the work of statesmen, the work of editors, and the 
entire mental activities of the American people upon both sides as they 
were exhibited and were personified and crystallized in the period of 
the war itself, must be of exceeding value as long as we exist as a peo- 
ple and as long as history is of any consequence in this world. 

Now, here is the battle of Gettysburgh for instance, upon the expo- 
sition of which, locally, we have expended already hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, and we are proposing in a bill which comes up a little 
later to make a large 6 to depict upon that historic field 
the action of the Confederate army, the Confederate forces during the 


Be 
three days of that tremendous and decisive conflict; and yet that was 


but one battle. Really, what, after all, is the physical] delineation of 
what can be reproduced of that great battle compared with this pict- 
ure, this truthful exhibition of all the mental collision that occurred 
during the war and the literature in which it isembalmed? It seems 
to me that $30,000 for it is a very trifling expense when we consider 
its real value as compared with what I have alluded to as being de- 
lineated for years upon the battle-field of Gettysburgh alone; when we 
consider its real value, there is no comparison between them and the 
$30,000 is but a trifle. I think we ought to preservethis. Evidently 


` if we do 2 take this now, we are not likely to find any other like 


opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WaALTHALL]* 

Mr. WALT Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 
3 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. A 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] is paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBsox]. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson] and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. eas Tam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 

USTIS]. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] and withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], If this is a party 
question, I shall withdraw my vote. [ Oh, no!“ “] 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. My colleague [Mr. McMILian] is neces- 
sarily 3 He is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE]. 

Mr. CARLISLE (after having voted in the negatiye). Unless the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Prerce] has voted I withdraw my 
vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Evstis]. If agreeable to the Senator from Kentucky, we may transfer 
our pairs. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Very well; then I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under that t I vote “nay.” 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). I am usually 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]; he is not now 
in his seat. I have not thought that this amendment was a party 
measure, and have voted. As I understand by the division on the other 
side there is an attribute of that character, and I will withdraw my 


vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from New York to withdraw his vote? 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not withdraw my vote if it is necessary to make 
a quorum, as I understand it is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jox SJ, but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Under the understanding between the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON] and myself in respect to our pairs, 
I feel authorized to vote in order to make a quorum, and as my vote 
will not change the result I vote nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire ifa quorum has voted. If my vote is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I am at liberty to cast it. Will it make a 
quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Two more votesare required besides that 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to make a quorum, 

Mr. BLAIR. I would vote nay,” but I withhold my vote if it does 
not make a quorum. 

Mr. PASCO, I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW], who is paired with my colleague [Mr. CALL], that there 
can be no objection to his voting in order to make a quorum, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I vote ‘‘nay.” 

7 Mr. HIGGINS. In order to make a quorum I shall vote. I vote 
nay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Bate, Cok Gray, Ransom 
rry, Colquitt, h 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall 
NAYS—22. 
Blackburn, Evarts, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Carlisle, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Casey, Hampton, ock, ner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Daniel, Higgins, Plumb, Stockbridge, 
Hiscock, Power, Teller, 
Dolph, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Reagan, Wolcott. 
ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hearst, Pierce, 
len, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
Allison, Dixon, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Barbour, ‘enna, Squire, 

3 Farwell, MoMillan, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Brown, George, . j va 

„ Gorman, tgan, oor 
Call, Hale, Morrill,” Washburn 
Cameron, Harris, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 
Mr, VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill, 


ee nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro z 

Mr. CARLISLE (when his name was called). If the arrangement 
made a moment ago can stand, I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. As the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I suggest that 
we transfer our pairs so that both can vote. The Senator from Ver- 
mont will be paired with the Senator from New Jersey. I vote “yea” 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I agree to that it the Senator desires. I 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask if the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Quay] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with him and withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Tam paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam paired with the Senator from W 
land [Mr. WILSsOo IJ, and as I understand there is a quorum I withhold 
my vote. 

Jir. PADDOCK. TheSenator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is paired 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. PIERCE] through a transfer 
of pairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I inquire if more than a quorum has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s vote is necessary to make 
a quorum. 

r. HISCOCK. Then I shall let it stand. 

Mr. EVARTS. My understanding with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MoRGaN ] was that I could vote to makea quorum. I see that he 
is absent. Iam told that my vote is necessary for a quorum, and I 
will vote. I vote yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Blackburn, Evarts, Hiseock, Sawyer, 
Casey, Frye, Hoar, Sherman, 
Cullom, Gibson, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Daniel, Hampton, Manderson, Stewart, 
Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell Stockbridge, 
Dixon, Hearst, Wolcott, 
Dolph, Higgins, Power, 
NAYS—17. 

Bate, Colqnitt, Plumb, eh 

ri Edmunds, Pugh, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ransom, 

~ Cockrell, Reagan, 
Coke, Pasco, Teller, 
ABSENT—40. 

Aldrich, Chandler, Kenna, Quay, 
Allen, Davis, MeMillan, Sanders, 
Allison, Eustis, MePherson, Squire, 
Barbour, Farwell, oody, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blodgett, George, Morrill, Vance, 
Brown, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hale, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Pierce, Wilson of lowa, 
Cameron, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 


So the bill was passed. 
ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The honr for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has now expired. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me that I 
may ask unanimous consent to call up a bridge bill, which will take 
but a few moments. It is a matter of very great importance to the 
people of my State, and I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 4334 

now taken up and acted on, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
5 to consider the bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a 
ridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River. f 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word 
bridge, to insert and; in line 13, after the word tolls, to 
strike out as may be fixed by the county courts of Yell County and 
Pope County, Arkansas; and in line 17, after the word “and,” to 
strike out to be; so as to make the section read: 

That the Cable i - 
22. Mata o€ yrn esa pe 
signs, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a ponton bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Arkansas River in front of Dardanelle, at a 
point at least 1 mile from any other bridge, and which shall not be detrimental 

the interest of navigation or of any river improvement. Said bridge shall 
be constructed so as to provide for the of wagons and vehicles of all 

foot-passengers, 


kinds, animals, and f and for all road travel, for such reason- 
able rates of toll and under such rules and regulations as may be 


by said corporation, its successors assigns pproved 
Tinata seen big the Sasctarp of War. ve wea te ang 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, to strike out a 
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before reasonable, and in line12, before the word bridge, tostrike 
out ‘‘such’’ and insert “‘said;’’ so as to read: 


signals on said bridge as the ht-House Board shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 29, before the word 
“law,” to strike out ‘‘the;’’ so as to read: 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of 
the provisions of law now existing. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 4, at the beginning of line 9, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ topography of and insert high and low water 
lines upon;” in line 10, after the word river,“ to strike out the 
shore-lines at high and low water;’’ in line 11, after the word stages,“ 
to strike out and“ and insert ‘‘ with;’’ in line 12, after the word 
stream,“ to insert and,“ and in line 13, after the word bridges, 
to insert ‘‘such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary 
of War to judge ot the proper location of said bridge; so as to make 
the section read: 


That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be builtand 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said river as the Secretary of Warshall prescribe; to secure that object the 
shall submit to the 


cation of said bridge, and shall furnish pad other information as may be re- 
uired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; but shouldany 
nge be made in the ot said bridge dur 
to the approval of 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. In line 6, section 4, after the word design, I move 
to strike out and and insert together with;“ so as to read: 
A design together with drawings of the said bridge, eto. 
It is bad grammar as it stands. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. * 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to are and submit to a proposal for the sale to 
the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation 


in Montana. 

message also announced thatthe House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn, 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House to 
print additional copies of the twelfth number of the Statistical Abstract 
of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Altamaha River; 

A bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrongfully 
paid the United States for commutation; and 

A bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Donahoe. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S, 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place 
of Middletown;’’ and 

A bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River, at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

The message also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hart- 
ranft, disagreed to by the te, to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. MORRILL, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. Lewis managers at 
the conference on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the 
Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate 
a railroad, telegraph, aa serana De TOM e y of Anthony, in 
Henu 3 uaa Se daana Territory, to some para 

county rayson, ta 'exas, disagreed go Sen- 
ate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on A tp, andara 
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votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
GIFFORD, and Mr. PEEL managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 

Mr. PLUMB (at 12 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.). I ask unani- 
mous consent that the next thirty minutes may be devoted to the Cal- 
endar, as it will not interfere with another order which the Senate took 
yesterday as to the land-grant forfeiture bill, which is to be voted on 
at 2 o'clock. I think that for the reason that the morning hour this 
morning was spent in the partial consideration only of one single bill 
we.ought to have more time for the Calendar, and thirty minutes can 
be taken now without interfering with any other order of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. _ Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Kansas? ‘The Chair hears none; and the next bill on 
the Calendar will be announced. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President had on the 
13th instant approved and signed the act (S. 885) authorizing the Lex- 
ington Ponton Bridge Company to constract and maiutain a ponton 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to legalize the bridge already 
constructed at the city of Lexington, in the State of Missouri. 


BATILE-FIELD AT GETTYSBURGH, PA. 


The bill (S. 2188) for marking the lines of battle and the positions 
of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and 
for other purposes was announced as next in order on the Calendar; 
and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 


sideration. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to have the bill passed, and it will save the 


Senate some time by not reading the original bill, if the Senate will 
consent, because we have an entire substitute to propose. I move to 
strike ont all after the enacting clause. I ask unanimous consent that 
the original bill be not read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the substitute be read instead. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the substitute be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert: 


That for the purpose of preserving the battle lines at beret Peel de Pa., and for 
properly marking with plain, enduring tablets the positions occupied by the 
various commands of the Army of Northern Virginia on that field, and for the 
negotiation for, and pu or condemnation of, land of historical impor- 
tance, aod for opening avenues along positions occupied by troops upon those 
lines, aud for the survey and mapping ot the same, and for the construction of 
drive-ways, bridges, culverts, an along such avenues, and for fencing the 
same where desirable or necessary, and for determining the leading tactical 
positions of batteries, regiments, brigades, divisions, corps, and other organ- 
izations, with reference to the study and correct understanding of the battle, 
and to mark the same with suitable tablets of granite and bronze, or such other 
material as the commission hereinafter provided may select, each bearing a 
brief historical legend, compiled without praise and without censure, and to be 
approved by said commission, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to 1 EN three commissioners, each of whom shall have been partici- 
pants in the battle of Gett: rgh, and one of whom shall have been an officer 
of the Army of Northern Virginia. The said commissioners shall have the gen- 
eral charge of the work aforesaid, and shall direct and ate the 8 
for ancl lands as they deem it necessary for the United to acq for the 
purposes aforesaid; to direct and approve the opening and constructing of 
avenues and drive-ways; to make or cause to be made and approve contracts, 
and to disburse the moneys hereby or hereafter appropriated for the purposes 
of this act. And while on actual duty said commissioners shall be paid such 
compensation, out of the appropriation provided in this act, as the of 
War shall deem reasonable and just, not exceeding $10 each per day of actual 
service, 

And the said commission may employ such clerical assistance as may be nec- 
essary and appoint a superintendent to have a general supervision of the work 
that may be done on field, at asalary to be fixed and determined by the com- 
mission, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, and to be paid out of 
the appropriation provided in this act. 

Sec. 2. That when said lines of battle, or any part of them, or the itions of 
~ any particular commands, or other lands upon said battle-field which should be 

rved as historic value, have been determined, and their location 

Eas been approved vy the commissioners, it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of War to notify the Attorney-General of the United States of the purpose of 
the United States to acquire title to the land embraced by such avenues or posi- 
tions, or of other lands of historic importance, and the Attorney-General shall 
cause examination to be made of the title to said land, and no land shall be paid 
for until the Attorney-General shall certify to the validity of the title thereto, 
which title may be acquired by purchase, by condemnation under the act of the 
islature Near for the.condemnation of land on said bat- 

the 7th of May, A. D. 1889, or in accordance with the provisions 
act of Con of August 1. 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the con- 
demnation of land for sites of public buildings, and forother paronan asthe At- 


torney-General par ena . And all lands acquired by the United States for 
this purpose, whether by ipareha; condemnation, gift, or otherwise, and all 
avenues constructed, and all tablets or other structures e shall be under 


the care and supervision of the Secretary of War, whose duty it Ibeto make 
such rules and regulations for their protection and preservation as he may deem 
necessary. 

SEC. 3. That to enable the Secretary of War to begin the work contemplated 
by this act, including the determining of battle lines and positions of troops, the 
purchase or condemnation land, the survey, marking, and construction of 
avenues and drive-ways, and the fencing of the same when necessary; the de- 

g, manufacture, and setting of tablets, and to pay the ee of com- 
ners, clerical assistance, and su ntendent, sum of $125,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 

in the not otherwise ig oh graces Y 
Buc, 4. Tha commission herein provided for shall be known and desig- 


nated as the Gettysburgh battle-field commission, and one member of said com- 
mission shall be an engineer, and may be sel and detailed by the Secretary 
of War from the active or retired list of the Army, 

This commission shall have s principal office in connection with the War De- 
partment in the city of Washington, and shall continue no longer than the 
duties of their office may require. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not detain the Senate long, but a few words 
of explanation should be placed on record. 

This substitute for the Senate bill to mark the lines of battle and 
the positions of Confederate troops at Gettysburgh reduces the sum 
appropriated from $310,000 to $125,000 and changes the manner of per- 
forming the work. It is modeled upon the bill that has become a law 
for establishing Chickamauga Park. I think it is wise and safe in its 
provisions. 

It should be said that the National Government has spent compara- 
tively little upon that battle-field. It has assumed charge of the ceme- 
tery, of course. It has spent more than $50,000 in surveying the field 
and compiling an extraordinary collection of minute data, chiefly done 
by Col. John B. Bachelder, and it has given $15,000 to mark the posi- 
tions of the regular troops. But the States of New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, 
and Minnesota have contributed largely. New York alone has spent 
$300,000, and Pennsylvania $200,000. More than three hundred monu- 
ments of various kinds have been erected by regiments, batteries, and 
brigades. The total expenditure is fully $1,200,000. Nothing has 
been done to mark the positions of the Confederate troops, and if done 
it must be by the National Government. When that shall be done the 
field will ofter the grandest study in the world for students of the mili- 
tary art and for lovers of patriotism and admirers of magnificent valor. 

To establish the Confederate lines and positions it will be necessary 
to buy strips and plots of land, possibly by means of the condemnation 
laws of Pennsylvania or those of the United States. The monuments 
are to be simple in character, abstaining from praise or censure—purely 
historical. It is all to be done through a commission and under the 
supervision ofthe War Department. The bill seems to be well devised, 
and I may say without violating the rules that it is the result of con- 
sultation with the Committee on Military Affairs which has reported 
it to the House. The Senate Committee on Military Affairs is unani- 
mous in agreeing to the general purpose of the measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a preamble in the original bill, 
but not in the substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the preamble be disagreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; the preamble may be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The preamble will be considered as dis- 

to, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. Shall the 
title of the original bill be retained? 

Mr, HAWLEY. It occurs tome it may be better perhaps to have 
no difference between the bills in title. It is only a word or two; it 
is not material; let the title of the House draught he adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better have the House title, be- 
cause it reads and for other purposes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is my suggestion, that we amend the title. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for marking the lines 
of battle and the positions of troops of the Army of Northern Virginia 
at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for other purposes. 

LANDS FOR IRRIGATION PURPOSES. 


The bill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation purposes was considered as in Committee of! the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DEARBORN ARSENAL GROUNDS. 

The bili (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the un- 
sold portion of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the 
Dearborn arsenal, in the State of Michigan, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME. 


The bill (S. 444) for the erection ofa public building at Bar Harbor, 
in Maine, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
sig os with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and rt: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon a suitable panera a including fire-proof venus, hea 


ven! mo p —— fo: 
of the U States 3 and other Government offices in the city of Bar 
Harbor and State of ne, the cost of said site and building, including said 
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vaults, 8 ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, 
not to exceed the sum of $75,000. ~ = now 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the bene et Oe of said city of largest circula- 


— — at — _ 
or 0 ng o 
Pro a; po ent in 


days prior to the specified in said advertisement 
proposals. 


mse to said advertisement shall be addressed and 


f, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may appoint a 
commission of no more than three persons, one of whom shall be an officer of 
the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may des 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 

accompanied hy all statements, m: plats, or documents taken by or submit- 
ted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceed- 
ings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling 
expenses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 

No money shall be used or applied for the purposes mentioned until a valid 
title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Maine shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal Jaws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read; ‘‘A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection of a public building thereon, at Bar 
Harbor, in the State of Maine.“ 


MES, CATHARINE SONNE. 


The bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catharine Sonne, dependent mother 
of William H. Sonne, late a private of Company H, Fifth Kentucky 
Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADULTERATION AND MISBRANDING OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 


The bill (S. 3991) for preventing adulteration and misbranding food 
and drugs, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt whether that can be considered now. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over without losing its place on 
the Calendar. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT PENSACOLA. 


The bill (S. 250) making an appropriation for the construction of a 
macadamized road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments: In line 3, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
thirty“ and insert ten;“ and in line 6, after the words purpose 
of,“ to strike out: 


Constructing a macadamized road from Pensacola, Fla., to the national cem- 
etery near that city: Provided, That the right of way, not less than 80 feet in 
width, to the ground over which said road shall run shall first be secured to the 
United States: And provided further, That said road shall be constructed under 
the supervision of the Secretary of War. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 


Shelling or otherwise improving the roadway from Pensacola, Fia., to the 
national cemetery near that city, said sum to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of war, 

So as to make the bill read: 


That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, out of aay. money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
riated, for the purpose of shelling or otherwise improving the roadway from 
nsacola, Fla., to the national cemetery near that city, said sum to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
- third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the road to the national cemetery near Pen- 
sacola, Fla.” 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


The bill (S. 2943) to provide for the obligatory attendance at school 
of the children at Alaska was announced as next in order on the Cal- 


endar, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be passed over. 

Mr, PLUMB. It had better be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 602) to organize bu- 
reausof information relating to employment, occupation, wants, means 
of livelihood, and homes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill vie over. s 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 1870) for the erection 
of a monument to the late Edwin M. Stanton. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

JAMES GRACE, 


The bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace was considered asin 
Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay the sum of $155, out of any money in the Treasury 
1 eee appropriated, to James Grace, of Washington, in the District of 

Mr. ALLISON. For what is the payment to be made? Is there a 
report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secre! read the following report, submitted by Mr. WILSON, 
of Maryland, June 4, 1890: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2368) for the re- 
lief of James Grace, haying had the same under consideration, respectfully re- 


rt: 
ar similar bill was favorably reported by Senator Hon from this committee 
at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress. The report at that time, which is 
hereby adopted, was as follows: 

Grace has been for twenty-two years iu the N e bene of the Government, 
under the Architect of the Capitol. He has been during a great of thattime 
employed on duties which were specially hazardous. June 14, 1887, while he 
was assisting in the removal of flagging over one of the arches near tie fish 
pond the arch caved in, and he was thrown to the ground thereby and covered 
with earth and rubbish. He wasseriously injured, rendered insensible for some 
time, confined to his bed for seven weeks, and was under medical ent a 
good while longer. He asks for an appropriation which will in compen- 
sate him for his injuries and expenses, his doctor's bill, for nursing, and medi- 
cine, amounting to $155. Grace was using due care when injured. 

“We can not recognize any obligation on the part of the Government, legal 
or moral, to be responsible for injuries sustained by persons in its employ, 
whether those injuries result from their own carelessness, tue carelessness of 
others, or inevitable accident, 8 

But Congress has in its discretion heretofore done what every other gener - 
ous employer of labor would feel disposed to do in like circumstances, namely, 
make some contribution, as a matter of mere grace and bounty, which shall in 
part relieve faithful servants who have been long in its employ, who without 
their own fault are severe sufferers from such dents. Such cases are those 
of King and Cutler, the former killed, the latter injured by an explosion of gas. 
under the eastern stairway of the Senate, for the relief of whose families the 
sum of $3,000 in each case was appropriated by act of July 19, 1876. There are 
other more recent instances, 

We ſ recommend that the sum of $155, being the amount actually expended 
by Grace for expenses of physicians, nursing, and medicine, be approp 
as agratuity, and report an act for that purpose and recommend its passage.“ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADVANCES OF MARYLAND. 

The bill (S. 315) to provide for paying certain advances made to the 
United States by the State of Maryland was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isabouta hundred years old. 
little while longer. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

AWARDS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The bill (S. 1910) for the allowance of certain awards made by the 
Court of Claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. PASCO. H hope the Senator from Iowa will not insist upon the 
bill going over. It has been favorably reported during the last Con- 
gress and at the present by unanimous action of the Committee on 
Claims. The bill the House of Representatives in the last Con- 
gress, and it will be seen by reference to the report that there are care- 
ful provisions inserted that this examination, which has already been 
made by a board of officers, shall be again revised by the present Sec- 
retary of War, and only so much paid as shall be found to be due. If 
the Senator from Iowa desires the bill to go over, I hope it will be 
without prejudice, and that before to-morrow morning he will look 
through it. 


eating, A 
The VICE-PRESIDENT... The bill will go over without prejudice. 


COMMISSIONERS TO BARCELONA EXPOSITION. 


The bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner- 
general to the Barcelona Exposition, was considered as in Committee of 


Tt can resta 


If it goes over, I ask thatit may go over with that under- - 


10082 


the Whole. It proposes to allow to Emile M. Blum, late United States 
commissioner-general to the International Exposition at Barcelona, 
8 $3,380.96 in the adjustment of his accounts, being the amount 

money by him disbursed in furthering American interests at that 
exposition, heretofore allowed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury, and to pay him for services as commissioner-general $5,000; and 
to James M. Seymour, jr., $2,500, as assistant commissioner. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Emile 
M. Blum, late commissioner-general, aud James M. Seymour, jr., late 
assistant commissioner, to the Barcelona Exposition.“ 


FORFEITURE OF BAILROAD LAND GRANTS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.). The 


time Leetened by the Senate for the consideration of the Calendar has 
i : 

r. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give time for the 
consideration of the next bill on the Calendar. It isa bill that has 
been passed by the Senate before. It has been reported favorably in 
— other House, and will very greatly aid the people who are its bene- 

ciaries. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection myself, but the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] had the floor last evening, and under agree- 
ment of the Senate the vote on the conference report is to be taken at 
2Qo’clock. I would not suggest anything which would interfere with 
the time the Senator from Alabama wishes to oceupy. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Alabama wants the time, I 
shall not press the request. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yielded to the request of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, and, of course, I should like to get through with what I say in as 
short time as may be allowed to me under the agreement of yester- 


day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes consideration of the 
conference report on the land-grant-forfeiture bill, Senate bill No. 2781. 
The question is on concurring in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, apon which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it has been asserted in certain quar- 
ters, for which I must confess I have not any respect, but still it is 

per I should allude to it, I suppose, that my attitude in this case 
is grown out of the fact that some withdrawal in the bill as it came 
back from the committee of conference, or some favor or indulgence 
of a year’s time to a railroad in Alabama, had been made. That is not 
true. The moment I discovered that this withdrawal was made by 
the committee and I was in conflict with the opinions of some of my 
colleagues in the other House on that subject, I devoted my time and 
attention to the bill without any respect to that feature at all. I 


would not vote for this bill if it transferred the Pacific Railroad into 


Alabama and transferred the Tennessee and Coosa River road up to 
the northern country, because the bill, in my judgment, is unconstitu- 
tional in its first section, and it is unwise, and it is a mere sham anda 


. mere pretense for a forfeiture bill. 


It is a bill that gives everything to these railroad companies and 
nothing to the United States. I hope that no Senator ever will find 
himself prepared to vote for this bill merely because it professes on its 


‘face and is entitled to be a forfeiture bill, when it is not such. There 


will never be a foot of land forfeited under this bill, but a deal 
of land will be given away which otherwise we could reach by a bill in 
r form. 

To test this, Mr. President, there are 225 miles between Wallulaand 
Portland. There are, say, 40 sections of land to the mile. That would 
be 9,000,000 acres of land that would be forfeited between Wallula and 
Portland, if I have made the calculation aright, and I think I have. 
As to that land the Government of the United States has to-day got a 
perfect title, and has had always, for the reason that the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad never intended to build that road. Its friends on this 
floor announce that it not only does not intend to build it, but that it 
would injure citizens in the city of Portland who have subscribed to 
another road many thousands of dollars, hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars, I think it was stated in the speech of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorea], who are interested in the other line and who do not want this 
built. 

More than that, this railroad company never has laid down its line 
except merely to mark a line across the map from Wallula to Portland. 
It has made no survey, and while there have been land withdrawals 
there they have been upon a map that was not the result of an actual 
survey. So nothing has been done, nothing is contemplated to be done, 
nothing is desired to be done, and the Government of the United States 
has nothing to do but merely to assert its title, not to resume it, upon 
those lands, 

I have supposed, Mr, President, that the peculiar frame of the first 


“section of this bill was due to the very fact that it was not expected 


that the first section of the bill would apply tothe lands that were for- 
feited under any grant heretofore made of lands in reference to which 
the railroad company had occupied such a situation or attitude as that 
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it had the right to go on and earn them. It does not apply to lands of 
that kind. It would be a mistake in the language of the bill if it was 


attempted to make it apply to lands of that description. Hence itis . 


that it is a bill for the resumption of titles and not really for the for- 
feiture of titles. The word ‘‘ forfeiture ™ is used there, but what does 
that signify? When we say in the bill resume the title,“ what is 
the use of forfeiting a thing that you have the right to resume? You 
can not doit. It is a piece of nonsense to say that you can do it. 

This bill is going to be hurried through, of course, and I have con- 
sented that the time of its postponement shall be limited just as nar- 
rowly as possible, The Senator from Kansas stated yesterday that this 
was a political question, and had always been, in regard to these land- 
grant forleitures, that the Democratic party had desired to forfeit the 
land grants clear back to those portions of land that were not earned at 
the time of the expiration of the limit for the construction of the road. 
The period of ten years is the almost universal period. I do notknow 
how that may be with the Democratic party. It is very sound ground 
if they have taken it, very just ground, because it holds the railroad 
corporations, these mastodon monopolies of the United States, in check 
and in fear of the legislation of the country until at least we can compel 
them in some way or other to do what is right. So the attitude ofthe 
Democratic party, if that be what it is, upon this question is a better 
attitade than that of the Republican party, who desire to give up the 
power into the hands of these great corporations, throwing away all 
opportunity to control them in the present or in the future, 

An immense success has been worked ont in this bill in that very 
direction, for we here find a line of road built through a region of 
country where the surveys are not made, where no man knows whether 
he is upon his own land or upon the Government Jand. You can not 
tell anything about it, and we cut off by this bill the last opportunity 
of the Government of the United States to take care of the people who 
are upon those lands. I should say that it would be at least becom- 
ing in us that we should hold on to the lands until we can at least 
have them surveyed, and allow the people to know where they are 
and what is to be their fate. But instead of that we give them all up, 
and commit the settlers to the tender mercies of the railroad corpora- 
tions now and forever. ° 

There are some provisions in the bill which authorize the le who 
are upon railroad land grants to buy their holdings from the Govern- 
ment of the United States at $1.25 peracre. That is as far as it goes. 
If they happen to file upon them, if they are the people who can get 
pre-emption or homestead claims upon them, they can move off their 
crops in six months, their buildings, and leave the land, butif they get 
any land upon which they have settled heretofore in all this vast un- 
surveyed wilderness of the West, they have got to pay the Government 
$1.25 an acre. Of course that applies to the lands that are forfeited, 
and only to those lands, 

Mr. ALLISON. To the odd sections? 

Mr. MORGAN, No, to the lands that are forfeited under this bill. 
As far as the Northern Pacific Railroad is concerned this provision only 
applies to the land between Wallula and Portland; it does not go any- 
where else—lands that this railroad company has no claim to, not a 
shadow of claim in justice or equity, and it does not even pretend that 
it has any. It surrendered them long ago. 

In that area some of these people can buy 160 acres of land, it may 
be 320 acres of land; it is 160 though at $1.25 an acre. As to others 
who have bought north of what is called the Harrison line, they can 
take land in unlimited quantities, it does not make any difference how 
much, and not the people who are naturalized, not citizens of the 
United States, but corporations, can take, That means of course that 
the Northern Pacific and its dummies can take up these lands at their 
will and pleasure. That is what it means. 


Now, there is another controversy involved here to which no atten- : 


tion has been paid. When Commissioner Sparks and Secretary Lamar 
were in office they made rulings upon the question of the withdrawals 
of large portions of these lands, and they claimed that they had rele- 
gated to the public domain through those decisions vast areasof lan 
the figures of which I have before me, that had been withdrawn an 
improperly withdrawn by their predecessors in favor of these railroad 
companies. Mr. Lamar gavean opinion, and it was promulgated to the 
world. Iam informed that that opinion has been reversed, and if it 
has been reversed then the effect is to do away with Mr. Sparks’s and 
Mr. Lamar’s decisions in regard to lands heretofore relegated to the 
public domain. It donates to the Northern Pacific all that Mr. Lamar 
and Mr. Sparks thought that they had gained by their decisions in 
favor of the Government of the United States. That I suppose to be 
one of the definite purposes of this bill. After we get through with 
this bill there will not be anything more left to be done in regard to 
that matter. In the report of the Secretary of the Interior to the sec- 
ond session of the Fiftieth Congress he gives the amount of Jands act- 
ually restored to the public domain in virtue of his rulings upon that 
topic. He says— 
Forfeiture of railroad grants under acts of Congress— 


Of course that is different— 
28,253,347 acres. 
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That is, the Texas and Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and two or 
three other minor roads which Congress passed laws to forfeit: 
Railroad indemnity lands restored, 21,323,600 acres, 
` There has not been a foot of that railroad land restored, because, as 
I am informed, the decisions under which it was restored have been 
reversed, and that land now, instead of being restored to the public do- 
main, is in the grasp of these railroad companies and a very large amount 
of it is in the power of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. We 
pass this bill, we forfeit the land between Wallula and Portland; we 
Say nothing about these lands restored under a former decision that 
ded them, and we give the lands from Wallula eastward to Bis- 
marck tothe Northern Pacific Railway Company, and we expunge that 
restoration, so called, and cut off all chance to make a questionabout 
it from this time forward, 5 

So, even in that one single item, to say nothing of anything else, 
21,000,000 acres of land have been given back of these so-called re- 
stored lands, and here we are bulging along, not stopping to cousider 
what we are doing, passing this bill in great haste, and Demoerats are 
said to be going to vote ſor it, although it reverses every Democratic tenet 
and every Democratic principle that has ever been announced on this 
floor in regard to land-grant forfeitures. 

We were talking yesterday about another road, the Southern Pacific. 
The Southern Pacific has two lines in California, one running east of 
the Sierra Madre Mountains, I believe that is the name of the mount- 
ains, and another running west down to San José from San Francisco. 
They were to meet according to the original purpose ata place called 

which, as I remember, lies somewhat above the northern en- 
trance to Tehachipi Pass. Not very far north are the mountain ranges 
between that and Tres Pinos. The mountains there are very high, 
insurmountable really by a railroad except at a very extraordinary 
cost. 


The Southern Pacific earned its land grant from San Francisco, or 
wherever it started from, down into Arizona within the time, and 
itself entirely beyond the reach of forfeiture as to the whole of 
its line running east of the Sierra Madre Mountains through Teha- 
chipi Pass down to the Mohave. Its other line, though, running down 
the coast, was ashort line, a feeder to the great line, and it never 
made the connection through from Tres Pinos to Goshen. We there- 
fore have never declared any forfeiture as to that road, and it has gone 
on and built about 20 miles since the last reservation on that subject 
took place. But it is built down into an estuary or a cove in the mount- 
ains there, because it can not afford the expense of climbing the 
mountains to get over, and it is not expected to do it and nobody expects 
that it ever will. The company has got all it wants. It declared here 
ten years ago that from Tres Pinos down it was perfectly willing to 
have the land forfeited. It is said that this bill forfeits that land 
grant. What do we getoutof it? A lot of stones piled up on a mount- 
ain side that the railroad compass threw off and rejected years ago. 
Here is a report madeto the House of Re ntatives, in which the 
facts are stated by Mr. STONE, of Missouri, and also in a minority re- 
port, and there is no dispute about them. 

Mr. President, the land-grant forfeiture upon the Southern Pacific 
road is not worth the snap of a man’s finger; it is not worth a cent to 
the United States or anybody else. What have we got, then, under 
this bill? Whatdoweforfeit? One little railroad running from Gads- 
den, in Alabama, up towards Chattanooga, the company to build which 
never was organized. They never made a elaim to the lands. Nobody 
has ever disputed that the lands belong to the Government of the United 
States. We get that little figment out of the way. Now, what else 
do we get except the 225 miles that I have been describing between 
Wallula and Portland? Nothing whatever. No Senator on this floor 
has attempted to state that we get anything else, and yet this is called 
a land-grant forfeiture. Whatasham and what a pretensethisis! It 
is nothing, Mr. President, but a mere special performance intended to 
get up the idea that you are forfeiting land grants when the whole pur- 
pose of the bill and the whole of its provisions is to confirm the titles 
to these great railways. 

I drop inside of the line that has been drawn by the Democratic 

rty. Unfortunately, I suppose, for myself, for there are very few 
eee who have concurred with me about it, as I have frequently 
remarked in the course of this debate, basing my views upon the case 
of Davis ts. Gray, I have always said that the substantial equities that 
were derived in favor of a land-grant railroad company ought to be 
executed by Congress just as they would be by a court, and I have 
wanted to make provision in every one of these bills that the courts 
might take hold of this subject, for at last they have got to decide it and 
adjust the equities and confirm all that belong to the railroad companies 
and take from them such as do not belong to them, and modify their 
situation and their relations to the Government of the United States 
and to the people in such a way as that justice will be done to all men. 

But, Mr. President, I never have taken my eye for a second off that 
vast swarm of people who occupy these railroad land grants and whose 
rights are taken up here and dealt with justas if they were not worthy 
of the slightest consideration in the world, homes swept from beneath 
their feet in favor of grasping monopolists in the shape of railroad cor- 
porations, and not homes merely, but tens of thousands of them dis- 


possessed, and the Congress of the United States for the sake of get 

a little clap-trap of present possible political advantage, a mere w 

in a stum abandons these people to their fate, leaves them in 
the reach of the Northern Pacific and these other great corporations, 
turns its back on them without their lands even having been surveyed, 
and abdicates and repudiates its authority and duty over these people 
in reference to them, 

That is what we are doing here to-day. I say that the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad and every other Pacific railroad, Southern and all, when- 
ever they get from us this enormous boon, this immense advantage of 
having a confirmatory act passed to give them title to all the lands that 
they claim, whether they are included in the withdrawals or not, ought 
to be compelled as a part of that law to comein and consent in writing, 
through their proper tribunals or boards, that every man who hasa 
bona fide claim upon any part of this land to which they get title shall 
have his home certified to him without further trouble and further 
difficulty. Now, is it possible that Iam to address a plea of this kind 
to the Democratic party of the United States and find men to stand u 
and oppose me in it, when no one can rise here and deny that that 
me situation? No man has done it; no man can do it; no man will 

o it. 

Since the report was made by Mr. STONE to the House of Represent- 

atives in 1886 in consequence of the withdrawal made by Mr. Lamar 


of what are called the land-limit rights of the railroad company, the 
Southern Pacific road on the other side of the Sierra Madre Mountain 
has built about 20 miles ofits line, It has completed the line as far as 


it ever expected to build it, as far really as it can build it. A gentle- 
man of very considerable importance, who I found was very much stirred 
up and who is a very strong and leading Republican, came to see me 
about it and brought a letter from his brother. I will read it: 
PARKFIELD, MONTEREY County, CALIFORNIA, September 2, 1890. 
Information travels through this country, I am glad to say, very 
rapidly now— 
PARKFIELD, MONTEREY COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, September 2, 1590. 


DEAR BROTHER: I expect the “forfeiture bill” has passed ere this. I will 
write a statement of the case as far as it concerns us, and if the bill has not 
passed, you can give it to Senator PLUMB, if you think best, though I pre- 
sume he understands the matter. 

have got a patent for my homestead claim, with President Harrison's a- 
ture attached. Brother Geo: has not 8 yet, though he pro’ up 
t fore long. 


several months before I did. He ought to 
We are within the indemnity belt granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad to 
The company built the road 


aid in building the road from Goshen to Hollister. 

from Gosben to Huron, and east from Hollister to Tres Pinos, and two years ago 
built 20 miles of road west from Huron to Alealda. A range of mountains sepa- 
rates Alcalda from Tres Pinos. This indemnity land was opened for settlement 
five years ago, and as it is land was quickly taken by settlers, most of 
whom have made final proof on their claims, and a great many have got pat- 
ents for their land. 

That was under Sparks’s decision and Lamar’s withdrawing these 
lands and relegating them. The people rushed in there and every- 
where, and made their settlements. They are there yet, and we are 
going to leave them in the lurch, 

Now the railroad company comes in and claims this land, and if the forfeit- 
ure bill becomes a law as it the House of Representatives the company 
will get it, We claim that any forfeiture bill should forfeit the land opposite 
the 20 miles built two 17 ago, long after the land was settled on and im- 
peeves by settlers. If this is not done, Congress ought to pass a bill to eee 

ocent settlers from the railroad company, as ely to 
charge the settlers all the land is worth, and more than most of them can pay: 

It is not the fault of the settlers that they now find themrelves about to lose 
the land, and the Government ought, in justice, to protect them from the rail- 
road com y. 

This rated is of no benefit to us, as there is a range of mountains between 
us and it, and to get to the road we would be obliged to travel 50 miles over high 
mountains and rough roads, 

Yours truly, 


J. H. CRANE, Esq., Washinglon, D. C. 


This other gentleman, writing in behalf of his brother to me, speaks 
in terms of such strong indignation that I do not choose to read his 
letter to the Senate; it would be offensive. 

Mr. President, can we not help that man? Mr. Lamar withdrew 
these lands; relegated them, as he thought to, the public domain. The 
decision has been overturned. This man has gone there and entered 
his land and made his settlement upon it, and made very valuable im- 
provements upon it, there being hundreds and hundreds of others 
there, and tens of thousands have done it in other railroad land grants. 
Can we not helpthem now? Cuan we not say to these railroad corpora- 
tions, ‘‘We are confirming you in your titles; we are now ‘ 
through the last act of this drama, as the Senator from Kansas call 
it, in respect to land-grant forfeitures; we are passing now through the 
final scene; and before you take these benefits from us you shall make 
the concessions that are claimed in that gentleman's letter?“ 

Senators may think there is very little in this, but they will find 
something buzzing in the atmosphere about it when they get homein 
the Northwest and across to the Pacific slope. The people of the United 
States are not going to submit very quietly to have these railroad land 
grants confirmed, as they are confirmed by this bill and as the billin- 
tends to confirm them to these great corporations, with nothing reserved 
to ve ater whatever except a chance within the forfeited limits of 
lands are relegated to the United States or reclaimed by the United 


the company will be l 
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States under this bill, if they have settled in good faith and if they are 
homesteaders, and if they are citizens of the United States, to buy the 
land from the Government of the United States at a dollarand a quar- 
ter an acre. 

What becomes of your homestead lawin that partoftheworld? Why 
do you discriminate against these people and make them pay a dollar 


a quarter an acre? I can tell you why. There isa little trick 
down in Alabama that accounts forall that. Certain gentlemen down 
there have large holdings of land that I read about the other day, who 
do not want any land to come in competition with theirs at less than a 
dollar and a quarter an acre. Take up the history of that Mobile and 
Girard road, what is it? I brought the authentic history here and read 
it to the Senate the other day, and I read the remarks of Mr. PAYSON 
of the House of Representatives upon it, in which he denounced it as 
being something but little short of robbery. 

A man who was the register of the land office at Montgomery, Ala., 
in the delightful times of carpet-bag rule, concluded that he would make 
a raise on the Mobile and Girard Company by coming to Washington 
city and getting certified to that company upwards of 400,000 acres of 
land that it claimed it had a right to under the land grant. It hada 
right to it, and he being the register of the land office was the custodian 
of the records, He knew what had taken place. He knew that that 
company was entitled to the lands. He knew that these lands had been 
set apart to that company in Washington City. A list had been certi- 
fied to him for his official information. 

Covering that up, he went to the company and said, Give me 10 per 
cent. of these landsand I will secure them for vou.“ Not knowing what 
their rights were, they said, ‘Certainly 10 per cent. of them are yours; 
we will give you a contract.“ He came on to Washington. He paid 
$18 to get a copy of the record here and took it down to Alabama, and 
got out of this railroad company 76,000 acres of land, he being the reg- 
ister of the land office at the time down there, as his compensation for 
assisting a railroad company merely to get a list of lands that had al- 
ready been certified to it. That is all he did, and that is all that was 
accomplished. They deeded him the 76,000 aeres of Jand, not know- 
ing any better what their rights were, and he has sold it to other peo- 
ple. Those 76,000 acres of land are in this bill. 

This bill confirms the title to them. It takes them out of the gen- 
eral situation and confirms the title, and whoever votes for this bill 
will vote for that fraud and can not help it. I do not know to whom 
the lands now belong. I am going to find out some of these days. 
One-half of them belonged to a distinguished gentleman recently in 
Ohio, who is dead. As to the other half, I do not know where it has 
gone to. It is not in sight, but it still lives; it is not visible, but it is 
bound to have a resurrection, and when it does come to life this Senate 
will blush to its eyebrows that it voted for a bill to enable that piece 
of robbery to go into existence. 

Now, you want to know why it is that I oppose the bill that grants 
lands to certain people in my State. I do it because it is a fraud. Let 
any Senator who wants to snstain the fraud vote for it. That is all I 
have to say, and with that I close my speech. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I did not intend to say anything at all 
upon this report, and although I see the Senator from Kansas, who has 
the bill in charge and is to conclude the debate, is not in his seat, yet 
others upon that side are here who have spoken, and I will occupy a 
few moments of the time before the vote istaken, I have beena silent 
observer of this debate with a view to arrive at a single fact or two. 
I desire to know where the forfeiture comes in in this bill, and if land 
is forfeited, how much land is to be forfeited by it and where that land 
is,” I have been likewise reading the bill and reading the report, as well 
as listening to the debate, but in no way have I been able to find how 
much of this land will be confirmed to these railroads if the bill goes 
into effect. The Government, it seems, has given millions upon mill- 
ions of acres of land for the purposes specified in the grants, and the 
terms of those grants were specific and undoubted. Nevertheless it 
appears that they have been violated, that the grantees have failed to. 
comply with the terms of the grants, and therefore forfeiture is claimed. 
One company, if I am not misinformed, and judging from the facts as 
drawn out in the debate, has received 51,000,000 acres of land, That 
isthe Northern Pacific Railroad Company. If that be so, how much 
of this land has it earned under the terms of its grant? How much of 
it has it forfeited, or ought it to forfeit, under the terms of the grant? 
How many million acres of that land are yetin doubt as to the title? 
How many acres have been positively confirmed by the construction of 
the road in compliance with the terms that were required? 

These questions have arisen in my mind constantly during the dis- 
cussion, Mr. President, and I have sought to satisfy myself in regard 
to them by listening to the debate, by examining the report, and by 
reading the bill, hut I have been unable to solve them. Iwill thank 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, who certainly knows 
the history of this matter ab initio, and who is familiar with it down 
to the last of its history, to state the amount of land that is rea- 
sonably expected, giving him a broad and good margin, to be forfeited 
under the operations of this bill, and to tell where it lies, and 
how much land will be confirmed to those railroads to which these 
grants have been given, and wherein the roads have failed heretofore to 
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comply with the terms of the grants. Those are plain, simple ques- 
tions, and I know no man better capable of p ei them than the 
chairman of the committee, and I hope to hear from him upon this 
branch of the subject. 

Mr, PLUMB. Does the Senator want an answer to the questions 
now ? ; ’ 

Mr. BATE. Either now or when the Senator comes to reply. 

Mr. PLUMB. There will be no time afterwards, as the voting is to 
take place at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BATE. Then I should like to have the answer now. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say briefly, first, that the bill forfeits all lands 
which according to the judgment of the committee under the decisions 
of the Supreme Court can be forfeited, whether it be 1 acre or 1,000,- 
000 or 10,000,000 acres. In the next place, it forfeits, in my judgment 
and of course that is one of those things which can never be absolutely 
determined until the grants are adjusted—somewhere between 7,000, - 
00 and 10,000,000 acres of land. In the next place, it confirms no 
single acre of land anywhere under the shining sun to any railroad com- 
pany, and does not disturb the status of any land granted to that rail- 
road company except to the extent that it cuts it off by terminating the 
right of the rai company to build any road hereafter, and by the 
forfeiture of the lands opposite to uncompleted portions of the road. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not deal with the rights of the railroad com- 
panies. 5 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not deal with the rights of the railroad com- 
panies under the original grants except to the extent that it cuts off 
their right to earn lands hereafter by building new roads. Whatever 
rights they have under the original grants to such lands as ay! have 
earned are to be determined by the Interior Department and by the 
courts, precisely as they would be determined if this bill was not 


Mr. BATE, Mr. President, I am not at all satisfied with that 
answer. I desired to know, in the first place, how much land there 
was to be forfeited, how many millions of acres. I asked the distinct 
question if the Senator could give us the quantity, with a reasonable 
margin, asI said. Now, howmuchistobeconfirmed? By the maipe 
of the first section of the bill, I see that lands are to be confirmed, an 
by the second section there are certain disturbances of the settlers, be- 
cause in regard to those lands which are liable to be forfeited no set- 
tlers are to be taken care of. Those questions all arise. 

So far as it is worth anything, and I think it is worth as much as 
the statement of any Senator can be, I will read what I have received 
from a careful and an official source in regard to the number of acres 
that are to be forfeited and the situation of the land which is now in 
controversy. It is a short and very brief extract from the report of 
Commissioner Sparks, This comes from an official standpoint, and it 
certainly should be recognized by the Senate as official. I see nothing 
that contradicts it, and it is the best information that I have been able 
to get. This report is as late as 1885. Whether anything has been 
done since that time by way of the forfeiture ot these lands or by way 
of confirmation of the title of the lands, I am not informed, but cer- 
tainly down to 1885, when this report was submitted by Commissioner 
Sparks, we have light upon this subject to that extent if no further. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Sparks, called the 
attention of Congress to its duty in this regard in the following forcible 
language, taken from his annual report for 1885, pages 44 and 45: 


The matter of declaring these forfeitures and restoring the forfeited lands to 
the public domain is prominently before the country, and has awakened and 
exciies keen public interest. The amount of unpatented lands embraced in all 
the grants subject to declaration of forfeiture is estimated at 100,000,000 acres, an 
area equal to that of the combined Statesof New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia. The restoration to public settle- 
ment and entry of this great body ot lands is a subject of the first magnitude 
andof profound national importance. The question presented is strictly one 
of legal right. The rights of the corporations have been upheld for twenty or 
thirty years. The Government has not been in laches, The lands have been 
kept in reservation, material for building the roads has been freely supplied 
oe me public domain, snd extension of time for constructions has been al- 

owed. 

The default of the com 
are now to be conside 
their own. The case is not one calling for sympathy to the corporations; it is 
one calling for justice to the people of the country, In the ma 
their grants, as of their roads, the railroad companies have shown little sympa- 
thy forthe public—none for settlers and citizens whose presence and labor were 
building up traffic and whose earnings were paying l the traffic would bear 
over roads constructed by public bounty. Holding their own claims through 
the indutgence of the Government, delinquent corporations have pursued set- 
tlers with the strong forces of corporate power, not only from local tribunals 
to the executive department, but from the executive department to the courts, 
to wrest from them the homes they had acquired within the boundaries of rail- 
road grants. It is my information that a patent from the United States toa 


ies has been voluntary. The rights of the public 
—the right of the people to repossess themselves of 


maintain at their own cost against vexatious, dilatory, and expensive proceed- 
ings forced upo trom the 
uiet of the ie which they had after p 


ment of 


N to the publie do 
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forfeitures that have been incurred should be exercised. A failure or refusal 
to exercise the legislative jurisdiction may be construed as a continuance or a 


renewal of the grants, I misunderstand the sentiment and mistake the temper 


of the people if a renewal of forfeited land grants in any form or manner is in 
consonance with their views of public policy,of their demands for public justice. 

However improvident the original grants were, the Government is bound to 
maintain its obligations so agas the com) ies keep theirs. But the failure 
of one party is the release of the other. An opportunity is not — for 
the lega recovery of a public estate long held in abeyance. Having been for- 
feited, it should now be resumed. I respectfully recommend that forfeitures be 
declared in all cases in which the roads were not completed in the manner and 
within the time prescribed by law, and that the unpatented lands be restored 


Mr. President, this is a statement in regard to the lands subject to 
forfeiture under these railroad grants, and in regard to the proceed- 
ings necessary to take place in order that the Government shall resume 
its title. I quote from the highest official source, as it is from the man 
who was at the head of this bureau at the time and had a right to 
speak. He has spoken here officially to the Senate, and that to me 
certainly isa source that I should rely upon for information. In that 
view, I must conclude that there is a vast amount of lands which are 
not to be forfeited to the Government by this bill. By reading the 
sections of the bill it will beseen that titles will be quieted; but as 
to how many will thus be confirmed I believe it is silent. I can not 
say how much, but according to the statements in this debate there 
seems to be acres of land by the millions the exact status of which we 
know nothing. 

The Senator from Kansas said that it was left to the courts and the 
Department of the Interior. Yet when this bill passes, as has just 
been said by the Senator from Alabama, who has investigated the sub- 
ject thoroughly, and who, in a masterly argument lasting some hours, 
sifted it to the bottom, that there is no land forfeited by this bill ex- 
cept that on the Wallulalineand in Alabama. Then, how many mill- 
ions of acres are there that will be confirmed under the operation of 
the first section of the bill? 

Those two questions remain unanswered and unexplained. I believe 
that these ronds are entitled to the equities and onght to have suchas 
properly belongtothem. I believe that the Government should carry 
out its contract with these corporations and exact from them a com- 
pliance with the terms of the grants. Yet it should not bedoneat the 
expense of the rights of the people of this country who have in good 
faith settled upon these lands after it was publicly known that the 
railroads had failed to comply with the terms of the grants and under 
the belief that they were forfeited. 

I take this view, Mr. President, and do not propose to be Jed astray 
by the mere title of the bill. I will notswallow a bitter pill because of 
the sugar that is around it. It is called a forfeiture bill, and the party 
to which I belong, in its platforms, and, I believe, many of the plat- 
forms of the gentlemen upon the other side of this Chamber, have ad- 
vocated the forfeiture of these land grants where they have not been 
earned. I desire to carry out that committal because I believe it proper, 
legitimate, and the equitable course to be pursued by the Government. 
I am not going to be carried off and led astray by the phrase that this 
is a ‘‘ forfeiture bill.” 

That which we call a rose, 


By any other name would smell as sweet. 


I do not purpose to be governed by the mere name, but want to go 
to the reality of the bill, to the bottom of it if I can, and see where 
the real merit is, and not skim over the fraud and be led astray by the 
delusion of a title. - 

Although it is sought by the title of the bill and the language i 
which some of its sections are couched that its object is to forfeit un- 
earned land grants, yet when scrutinized it seems to be an effort to re- 
lieve delinquent railroad companies of liability of forteiture incurred, 
and more of a confirmation of titles to lands granted by the Govern- 
ment and unearned than a bill to forfeit the same. Therefore, desir- 
ing to see these lands forfeited in proper cases, I shall vote against con- 
eurring in the conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLATR in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Prk! ya and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr, WASHBURN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALEI. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WasHBURN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the city, and is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wrison], and therefore I shall 
withhold my vote, unless it be necessary to constitute a quorum, in 
which case I shall be at liberty to vote. 


I am paired with the 


ired with the 
he were pres- 


Tam paired with the 
Iam paired with the 


The roll-call was concluded. i 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to announce the pair of my col- 
league Mr. McMILLAN] with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 

ANCE}. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to annonnce that the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] left the Chamber by reason of si and is 
pared with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If the 

nator from Kentucky were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. As I understand a quorum has not yet 
voted, I will vote, I vote yea. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I a 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but as it will not 
change the result, and my vote is necessary to make a quorum, I shall 
let my vote stand, Otherwise I should withdraw it. ~ 

Mr. SANDERS. I am permitted by the terms of my pair to vote 
ik it is necessary to make a quorum. I vote yea.“ 


Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey 


[Mr. MCPHERSON], but I understand that one more vote will make a 
quorum, and as it will not change the result I will vote. Ivote ‘‘yea,’? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to announce that I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore abstain 
from voting. 

Mr. PIERCE (after having voted in the affirmative). I understand 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] is absent. I desire 
to withdraw my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is necessary to make a quorum, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PIERCE. Then I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], 
the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 


MORRILL]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—20, 
Allen, Edmun Mitchel 8 r. 
Allison, uae Paddock, Stewart 
N. Frye. Plumb, 
Salan, Henky, coe Fal) (lo 
v i o 
Dawes, Monroe e Wolcott. * 
Dixon, Ingalls. Sawyer, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
NAYS—13. 
Bate, Colquitt, Pasco, Walthall. 
Berry, Gray, Pugh, 
Hampto 
Coke, Morgan, Vest, 
ABSENT—-4I. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Ranso 
Barbour, Eustis, Kenna, ere Baaien 
Blackburn, Farwell, McMillan, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Blodgett, George, n, Vi 
Brown, Gibson, Moody, Voorhees, 
Butler, Morri W: * 
Call, Hale, yne, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Pettigrew, 
Carlisle, Hearst, ree, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Platt, 


So the report was concurred in. 
POSTAL REGULATIONS REGARDING LOTTERIES, ETC, 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11569) toamend certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no unfinished business, 
and the Calendar being in order, the Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

4 ane Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

ill, y 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of Order of Business 1406, being House bill 7254. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 


‘That an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled An act to encourage 
the growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ approved June 14, 1878, and all 
laws supplementary thereto or amendatory thereof. be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed, except as to the State of Nebraska: Provided, That this vepsa shall 
not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but 
all bona fide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act may be per- 
fected upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same terms * 
and conditions, and subject to the same limitations, forfeitures, and contests as 
if this act had not been passed: And provided further, That the following words of 


10085 


Sy . 2 í 


10086 


the last clause of section 2of said act, namely, “that not less than twenty-seven 
* are hereby repealed : peice prosia 
period of cultivation the time shall ran the 


Surther, thi paration of the land athe 
N pre) m O an 
— of trees shail be construed as acts of cultivation, and the time author- 
so employed and actually employed shall be computed as à part of 
eight years of cultivation req statute: Provided, That 8 
who has made entry of any public lands of the United States under the timber- 
culture laws, and who has for a period of four years in good faith complied with 
the provisions of said laws shall be entitled to make final proof thereto, 


and ac- 
quire title to the same, by the 8 of $1.25 38 for such tract, under 


such rulesand tions as shall be prescribed by Secretary ofthe Interior: 
And provided er, That no land acquired under the provisions of this act shall 
in any event me liable to the Satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted 


prior to the issuing of the final certificate therefor. 

Sec. 2. That an act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States 
and Territories, approved March 3, 1877, is hereby amended by adding thereto 
the following sections: 

“BSEC, 4. That at the time of filing the declaration hereinbefore required the 
party shall also file a map of said land, which shall exhibit a plan showing 
the mode of contempla! irrigation, and which plan shall be suilicient to 
boars, pu irrigate and reclaim said land, and prepare it to raise ordinary agri- 
cult: crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be used for irri- 

gation and reclamation. Persons entering or proposing to enter separate sec- 

tions, or fractional parts of sections, of desert lands may associate together in 
the construction of canals and ditches for irrigating and reclaiming all of said 

5 file a joint map or maps showing their plan of internal im- 

provements, 

“Sec, 5. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless 
he or his assignors shall have expended in the necessary 2 reclama- 
tion, and cultivation thereof, by means of main canals and nch ditches, 
and in permanent improvements upon the land, and in the of water 
rights for the irrigation of the same, at least & per acre of the whole tract re- 
claimed and patented in the manner following: Within one year after making 
entry for such tract of desert land as aforesaid the pai so entering shall ex- 
pend not less than $1 per acre for the purposes aforesaid; and he shall in like 
manner expend the sum of $1 per acre during the second and also during the 
third year thereafter, until the full sum of $3 per acre is so expended. Said 
party shal! file during each year with the register peos by the affidavits of two 
or more credible witnesses, that the full sum of $1 per acre has been expended 
in such n improvements during such year, and the mannerin which 
expended,and at the expiration of the third year a map or pian showing the 
character and extent of such improvements. If any party who has made such 
application shall fail during any year to file the testimony aforesaid the lands 

ll revert to the United States, and the 25 cents advanced payment shal! be 
forfeited to the United States, and the entry shall be canceled. Nothing herein 
contained shall prevent a claimant from making his final entry and receiving 
his patent at an earlier date than hereinbefore prescribed, provided that he 
then makes the required proof of reclamation tothe aggregate extent of $3 per 
pops oho tas That proof be further required of the cultivation of darale 85 

e 5 

“Src. 6. That this act shall not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued un- 
der said act of March 3,1877, but all bona fide claims heretofore lawfully in- 
itiated may be perfected, upon due compliance with the provisions of said act, 
in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the 
same limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been passed; or 
said claims, at the option of the claimant, may be perfected and patented un- 
der the provisions of said act, as amended by this act, so far as applicable; and 
all acts and as of acts in conflict with this act are hereby re ed. 

„Sue. 7. That at any time after filing the declaration, and within the period 
of four years the er, upon making satisfactory proof to the register and the 
receiver of the reclamation and cultivation of said land to the extent and cost 
and fn the manner aforesaid,and substantially in accordance with the plans 

herein provided for,and that he or she is a citizen of the United States, and 
upon payment to the receiver of the additional sum of $1 peracre for said land, 

a patent shall issue therefor to the applicant or his assigns: Provided, however, 

That additional proofs may be required at any time within the period 
scribed by law, and that the claims or entries made under this or any p in 
to contest, as provided by the law relating to 3 

inception, abandonment, or failure to comply with the uire- 
ments of law,and upon satisfactory proof thereof shall be canceled,and the 
lands, and moneys paid therefor, shall be forfeited to the United States. 

“Sec, 8. That the provisions of the act to which this is au amendment, and the 
amendments thereto, shali apply to and be in force in the State of Colorado, as 
well as the named in the original act.” 

PR ap 8. That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
ows: 

“ Suc, 2288. Any bona fide settler under the pre-emption, homestead, or other 
settlement law Ii have the right to transfer, by warranty against his own 
acta, any portion of his claim for church, cemetery, or school purposes, or for 
the right of way of railroads, canals, or ditches for irrigation or drainage across 
it; and the transfer for such peste purposes shall in no way vitiate the right 
to complete and perfect the title to his claim.” 

Sec. 4. That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 


lows: 

"SEC, 2301. Nothing in this chapter shall be so construed as to prevent any 
person who shall hereafter avail If of the benefits of section 2289 from 

ying the minimum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time after 

¢ expiration of thirty calendar months from the date ofsuch entry, and obtain- 
ing u patent therefor, upon making proof of settlement and of residence and 
tivation for such period of thirty calendar months,” 

SEO. 5. That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that a clerical error has been committed, such entry may be sus- 
pended, upon proper notification to the claimant, through the local land office, 
until the error has been corrected; and after final proof of the elaimant and the 
issuing of the duplicate receiver's receipt upon any final entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-eulture, desert-land, or homestead acts, or under this act, if it 

z shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that such dupli- 
cate receiver's receipt has been obtained by fraud, although the final oom may 
be in due form and prima facie sufficient, the Secretary shall hold the entry of 
cancellation and at once notify the claimant, which action shall become abso- 
lutely final, unless within sixty days from notice in 33 upon the 
gener or other party in interest, such party shall file with the Seeretary of 
the Interior a written request for a judicial investigation, in which case the Sec- 
retary shall suspend further action and file without delay with the Attorney- 
General of the United States notice of such suspension with his reasons there- 
for; and it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to commerice proceedings 
at once in the proper court to cancel such entry, if, in his judgment. such pro- 

can be maintained, and if, in his judgment, such proceedings can not 
be maintained, or no proceeding shall be i tuted one year after tho filing in 
his office of the notice of the suspension, then a patentshall be issued upon such 
entry: Provided, That nothing herein shall be held or construed to impair the 
right of any bona fide purchaser or re of any such lands; and all pur- 
chasers, mortgagees, and parties in in of record shall be made parties to 


su 
cases, for ill 
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or incum a val 

ft pee yen GEET tek Aad rg d Department of such sale or 
incumbrance. This section apply to all cases of ded entries hereto- 
fore made under the United States pe arp on timber-culture, desert-land, and 
homestead acts: Prowided, That the of two years from the date of the 
issuance of the receiver's receipt upon the entry of any tract of land under 
the homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, or pre-emption laws, or under this 
act, and when there shall be no pending Ane gin protest against the validity 
of such entry, the entryman shall be entitled to a patent conveying the land by 
him entered, and the same shall be issued to him; but this shall not be 
construed to require the delay of two years from the date of said entry before 
the Mangora patent therefor, 

Sue. 6. tsuits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent here- 
tofore issued shall only be brought within five years from the passage of this 
act, and suits te vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be 
brought within five years after the date of the issuance of such patents. 

Sec, 7. That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore of- 
fered at public sale, except abandoned military or other reservations, isolated 
and disconnected fractional tracts authorized to be sold by section 2155 of the 
Revised Statutes, and mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auc- 
tion has been authorized by acts of Congress of a special nature having local 
application, shall be sold at public sale, 

Sec. 8. That nothing in this act shall change, repeal, or modify any agree- 
ments or treaties made with any Indian tribes for the disposal of their lands, 
or of land ceded to the United States to be di of for the benefit of such 
tribes, and the proceeds thereof to be placed the Treasury of the United 
States; and the disposition of such lands shall continue in accordance with the 
provisions of such treaties or agreements. 

Sec. 9, That until otherwise ordered by Congress lands in Alaska may be en- 
tered for town-site pu es, for the several use and benefit of the occupants of 
such town sites, by such trustee or trustees as may be named by the Secretary 
of the Interior for that purpose, such entries to be made under the provisions 
of section 2387 of the Revised Statutes as near as may be; and when such en- 
tries shall have been made the Secretary of the Interior shall vide by ry er 
lation for the proper execution of the trust in favor of the inhabitants of 
town site, fete = the survey of the land into lots, according to the spirit and 
intent of said section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, whereby the same result 
would be reached as though the entry had been made by a county judge and 
the disposal of the lots in sueh town site and the proceeds of the sale thereof 
had been prescribed by the legislative authority of a State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, That no more than 160 acres shall be embraced in one town-site entry. 

See. 10. That any citizen of the United States twenty-one years of age, and 
any association of such citizens, and any corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory of the United States now 
authorized by law to hold lands in the Territories now or hereafter in posses- 
sion of and occupying public lands in Alaska for the purpose of trade or manu- 
factures, may purchase not exceeding 160 acres, to be taken as near as practi- 
cable in a square form, of such land at $2.50 acre: Provided, That in case 
more than one person, association, or corporation shall claim the same tract of 
land, the person, association, or corporation having the prior claim reason 
of on and continued Aen ape shall be entitled to purchase the same, 
but the entry of no person, tion, or corporation s include improve- 
ments made by or in 255 of another prior to the passage of this act. 

Sec. 11. That it shall be the duty of any person, association, or corporation en- 
titled to purchase land under this act to make an application to the United States 
mars ex oficio surveyo: neral of Alaska, for an estimate of the cost of 
making a survey of the lands occupied by such person, association, or corpora- 
tion, and the cost of the clerical work necessary to be done in the office of the 
said United States marshal. ex oficiosurveyor-general; andon the receipt of such 
estimate from the United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, the said 

son, association, or corporation shall deposit the amount in a United States 
ee bee as is required by section No. 2401 Revised Statutes, relating to de- 
posits for surveys. 

That on the receipt by the United States marshal, er officio surveyor-general, 
of the suid certificates of deposit, he shall employ a competent person to make 
such survey, undersuch rules and regulations as may be adopted by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who shall make his return of his field-notes and maps to 
the office of the said United States marshal, ez oficiosurveyor-general; and the 
said United States marshal, ex officio surveyo neral, shall cause the said field- 
notes and plats of such survey to be examined, and, if correct, approve the 
same, and shall transmit certified copies of such maps and plats to the office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

That when the snid field-notes and plats of said survey shall have been ap- 
proved by the said Commissioner of the General Land Office, he shall nol 
such person, association, or corporation, who shall then, within six months 
aftersuch notice, pay to the said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor- gen- 
eral, for such land, and patent shall issue for the same. 

Sec. 12. That none of the provisions of the last twopreceding sections of this 
aot shall be so construed as to warrant the sale of any lands belonging to the 
United States which shall contain coal or the precious metals, or any town site, 
or which shall be occupied by the United States for public purposes, or which 
shal! be reserved for such purposes, or to which the natives of Alaska haye 

rior rights by virtue of actual occupation, or which shall be selected by the 
United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries on the islands of Kodiacand 
Afoguak for the ed Pops of establishing fish-culture stations. And all tracts of 
land not exceeding dio acres in any one tract now occupied as missionary sta- 
tions in said district of Alaska are hereby excepted from the operation of the 
last three preceding sections of this act. No portion of the islands of the Priby- 
lov group or the Seal Islands of Alaska shall be subject to sale under this act; 
and the United States reserves, and there shall be reserved in all patents issued 
under the provisions of the last two preceding sections, the right of the United 
States to regulate the taking of salmon and to do all things necessary to protect 
and prevent the destruction of salmon in all the waters of the lands granted 
frequented by salmon. 

Sec. 13, That town-site entries may be made by rated towns and cit- 
ies on the mineral lands of the United States, but no title shall be acquired by 
such towns or cities to any vein of gold, silver, cinnabar, copper, or lead, or to 
any valid mining claim or possession held under existing law. When mineral 
veins are within the limits of an incorporated town or city, and such 
possession is recognized by local authority or by the laws of the United States, 
the title to town lots shall be subject to such recognized possession and the nec- 
essary use thereof, and when entry has heen made or patent issued for such 
town sites to such incorporated town or city the possessor of such mineral vein 
may enter and receive patent for such mineral vein and the surface ground 
appertaining thereto: Provided, That no entry shall be made by such mineral- 
vols elaimant for surface ground where the owner or occupier of the surface 
ground shall have had possession of the same before the inception of the title 
of the mineral-vein applicant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. If there be no ob- 
j the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. ERSON. Is this the question on the entire amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is on the entire amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So that it is a substitute for the House bill and 
adds to it several sections that scem to reach other interests than that 
named in the bill. I desire at the proper time to move an amendment 
to section 9 of the substitute, and I think perhaps, if the Senator in 
charge of the bill were present, he would tit. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the amendment which the Senator desires to 


2 

Mr. MANDERSON. I propose to strike out in lines 17 and 18, in 
section 9 of the amendment of the committee, on page 11, the words 
‘tone hundred and sixty“ and insert six hundred and forty.” I 

this amendment to the amendment of the committee should 
considered before the vote is put on the adoption of the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be regarded as before the Senate, and the question ison the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the 
committee, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 9, line 17, after the word than,“ it 
is proposed to strike out one hundred and sixty’’ and insert six 
hundred and forty;’’ so as to read: 

eens That no more than 640 acres shall be embraced in one town-site 
entry. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer this amendment for the reasons that the 
towns of Juneau and Sitka, the principal, and you may say. the only, 
towns in Alaska, for the only other is Fort Wrangel, already comprise 
within their limits, scattered as they are as to their habitations, far more 
than 160 acres of land, and either the limit should be 640 acres as to all 
town sites, or as to these two particular cities there should be this ex- 
tension of amount, 

I have in my hand a letter that I received in July last from Gov- 
ernor Knapp, the governor of Alaska, in which he calls attention to 
this clause of the bill, this being substantially the same bill that passed 
the Senate early in this session. He says: 

The limit of town-site entries to 160 acres will work unfortunately for the 
two largest places, Juneau and Sitka, as neither town as at present constituted 
would be half embraced in the town site. At least 640 ares should be allowed. 

These towns are rather peculiarly situated, especially the town of 
Juneau. It is in part in a mountain gulch and on table-land adjoining 
the sea at the footof high mountains, and if 160 acres of land is to limit 
the town site it will exclude perhaps three-quarters of the town. I 
think this amendment should receive the sanction of the committee. 

ME, DOLPH. Six hundred and forty acres is the amount now al- 
low 

Mr. MANDERSON. Here is a proviso that limits it to 160 acres of 
land to each town site. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to, the amendment 

the committee. ERAN 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that 
that amendment should be accepted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no power to accept an amendment to this bill, 
but at the same time there is great force in what the Senator says as to 
town sites already occupied. If I were going to put this in shape for 
final action, I should say that the excess of 160 acres should be limited 
to town sites already occupied, but I have no objection to the amend- 
ment as the Senator has pro it. Probably it will go through some 
pruning hands before it finally becomes a law anyhow, and it can be 
ada: to the conditions as they are found to exist. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator trom Nebraska to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. $ 

Mr, PLUMB. I wish to correct what is really a typographical error 
in section 4, on page 8, line 12. The word ‘‘of,’’ before cancella- 
tion,” should be for; so as to read: 

The Secretary shall hold the entry for cancellation. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment to the amendment will 
be to, in the absence of objection. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. [I offer from the committee a new section, to be known 
as section 14, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK, 
following: 

Sego, 14. That reservoir sites located or selected and to be located and selected 
under the provisions of “ An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes,” aad aniendments thereto, shall be restricted to and shall contain 
only so much land as is actually necessary for the construction and mainte- 
nance of reservoirs,and that the provisions of “An sct making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 
and for other 8 which reads as follows, namely, No person who shall 
after the passage of this act enter upon any of the public lands with a view to 
occupation, entry, or settlement under any of the land laws shall be permitted 
toacquire title to more than 320acres in the agaregate under all said laws,” shall 
be construed to include in the maximum amount of lands the title to which is 
permitted to be acquired by one person only agricultural and not to in- 


It is proposed to insert as a new section the 


clude lands entered or ‘ht to be entered under the coal-land laws, mineral- 
land laws, or timber suid 0008 act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment to the 
amendment. 7 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to propose an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESID. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add new sections as follows: 

Src. 15. That the right of way through the public lands of the United States 


is hereby ted to any canal or ditch company formed for the purpose of irri- 


ion duly organized under the laws of any State or Territory, which shall 
ve filed with the Secretary of th 


e Interior a copy of its articles of inco; 
tion, and due proofs of its organization under the same, to the extent of the 
ground occupied by the water of the canal and its Jaterala, and 50 feet on each 
side of the marginal limits thereof; also the right to take, from the public lands 
adjacent to the line of the canal or ditch, material, carth, and stone necessary 
for the construction of such canal or ditch. 

Sec, 16, That any canal or diteh apy ng desiring to secure the benefits of 
this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of its canal, 
if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if wae unsuryeyed lands, within 
twelve months after the survey thereof by the United States, file with the regis- 
ter of the land office for the district where such land is located a map of its canal 
or ditch; and upon the approval thereof by the Secretary of the Interior the 
same shall be noted upon the plats in said office; and thereafter all such lands 
over which such rights of way shall pass shall be disposed of subject to such 
right of way, Whenever any person or corporation, in the construction of 
canal or ditch, injures or damages the possession of any settler on the 3 
domain, the y committing such injury or damage shall be liable the 
party inju: for such injury or damage. 

Bec, 17. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all canals and ditches 
heretofore or hereaffer constructed, whether constructed by corporations, in- 
dividuals, or association of individuals on the filing of the certificates and ma) 
herein provided for. If such ditch or canal has been or shall be constructed 
an individual or association of individuals, it shall be sufficient for such 1 
vidual or association of individuals to file with the Secretary of the Interior, 
and with the register of the land office where said land is located,a nips? of the 
line of such canal or ditch, as in case of a corporation, with the name of the in- 
dividual owner or owners thereof, together with the articles of association, if 
any there be. Plats heretofore filed ll have the benefit of this act from the 
date of their filing, as though filed under it: Provided, That if any section of 
said canal shall not be completed within five years after the location of said geo- 
tion, the rights herein granted shall be forfeited as to any uncompleted section 
of said canal or ditch, to the extent that the same is not completed at the date 


of the forfeiture, 
Src. 18. That nothing in this act shall anthorize such canal or ditch compan: 


to er such right of way except for the purpose of said canal or ditch, an 
then only so far as may be necessary for the construction, maintenance, and 
care of said canal or ditch, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. i 

Mr. SANDERS. I desire to offer an amendment to be added to and 
made a part of section 6. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to and make part of sec- 
tion 6 the following: 


And in those States and Territories in which there are public lands and lands 
of the United States containing timber, and there is no law of the United States 
authorizing the sale of such timber lands as such, in any criminal ution 
or civil action by the United States fora Hapan fae such public tim lands or 
to recover timber or lumber cut thereon, it shall be a defense if the defendant 
shall show that the said timber was so cut or removed from the timber lands 
for use in such State or Territory by a resident thereof foragricultural, mining, 
manufacturing, or domestic purposes, and has not been transported out of the 


same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to have that explained, Does it 
mean that anybody engaged in manufacturing may cut timber ad lib- 
itum on the public lands? j 

Mr. SANDERS, I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I inquire if the effect of that amendment is to 
authorize anybody en in manufacturing to cut timber ad libitum on 
the publie lands for his manufacturing purposes. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should think so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I am against it. j 

Mr. SANDERS, Mr. President, what special definition shall be given 
to the word manufacturing“ and what it may import to the Senator 
from Vermont may bedifterent from my meaning. In the first place, 
this amendment is confined to those States and Territories in which 
there are public lands of the United States and public timber lands, 
and in which there is no law authorizing the sale of those timber 
lands as such. So we have this condition, that citizens of the United 
States, constituting a municipality of it, either Territorial or State, live 
in a country where it is impossible for them to buy within the limits of 
their State or Territory any timber or lumber whatever. The amend- 
ment confines its operations to those States and Territories. J 

If I understand the Senator from Vermont, he objects to permitting 
the citizens living in those States, and to whom we thus deny the priv- 
ilege of buying timber lands, the right to manulacture timber at all. 
I should think it would not be undesirable to permit manufact 
on the limited scale on which it is carried on in such States and Terri- 
tories to be so carried on. That manufacturing consists principally in 
manufacturing lumber which is made into cradles to rock the children, 
shingles and roofs to cover the heads of the citizens, coffins in which 
to bury the dead, and lumber in the various forms which the necessi- 
ties of civilized man have through some considerable experience des- 
ignated as wise and useful and comfortable and convenient. It seems 
to me that itis not desirable to curtail the operations of this act so as 
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to blot out or to continue to leave as a criminal act the taking of lum- | ting of it in one State and transporting it into another. That has been 


ber upon the public domain in those States or Territories for these 


I can not believe that the Senator from Vermont desires that that con- 
dition shall continue. I suppose that his objection arises from the fact 
that in the larger and more populous portions of the United States, 
where industries of that character are carried on upon a larger scale, it 
has conveyed to his mind a larger destruction of timber than actually 
within the States and Territories involved in my amendment is likely 


to transpire. 

It is a misfortune of the topography of the United States that some ot 
its laws operating wisely in a given region do not operate wisely in a 
region topographically different. It is another misfortune that we have 
had such representation in the two Houses of Congress and such neglect 
on the part of the representatives of one municipality and such forcible 
presentation of the needs of other communities that onr laws applicable 
to these various matters which appertain to human needs do not with 
the same beneficence provide for the wants of all, and the unities are 
not preserved. 

In the State which I have the honor in part to represent on this floor, 
the honorable Senator from Vermont and other Senators who have visited 
it know that iu so much of it as is occupied by farmers, in so much ot 
it as is occupied by miners, having r to the superficial area of their 
mines, the farmers and miners do not own timber at all. The land 
that is covered with timber is land that is utterly unfit foragricultural 
purposes. The land that is covered by the superficial area of mines is 
£0 limited in quantity as to really convey to the mine-owner no ade- 
quate or sufficient quantity of timber; and whatever it does convey is 
needed by him for use upon the particular mine which he owns. So 
we have this condition in that State, that there are 150,000 or 200,000 
people living there between parallels 45 and 49 who do not own astick 
of timber. I use that phrase simply to signify that the timber lands 
which exist there, and which exist there in very considerable quanti- 
ties, are not obtainable under any law that has been passed by the 
United States, No man, unless he shall commit perjury and shall swear 
that he wishes 80 acres or 160 acres, as the case may be, for. agricul- 
tural p that is covered with rocks, that is upon the side of the 
mountains at an angle of 40° or 45° from a horizontal or thereabouts, 
ean obtain a title to these lands, In short, the proper way to describe 
2 e is to say that the citizens there can not obtain the timber 

and. 

Now, I hope before this session adjourns, or at least before this Con- 
gress adjourns, we shall repeal this law and shall secure the assent of 
Congress to a law that shall provide that the citizen who owns 40acres 
of that land that is open and is agricultural land may go to the mount- 
ains where the timber exists and enter as timber land 40 acres of that 
timber, and the man who owns 160 acres of agricultural land or pas- 
toral land, as the case may be, may go to the timber country and 
enter 160 acres, and the man that owns a mine may go and enter 160 
acres. But that law is not now passed, and meanwhile the needs 
of that community are imperative, are imminent, and are continuous; 
and I had not made up my mind to favor the insertion of this provision 
in this bill as a permanent form of the Jand laws of the United States, 
but to meet an exigency which I know the Senator will appreciate and 
which now exists in that State, and which I believe I may say exists 
also in Idaho and Utah. What are the facts as to Arizona and New 
Mexico I am not advised. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to offer an amendment so as to in- 
clude Nevada. By some strange means there was a provision in the 
law of 1878 for the sale of timber land in Nevada at two dollars and a 
half an acre, and what timber there is in Nevada is on the Sierra Ne- 
vada Mountains. 

Mr. SANDERS. 
that amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I was going to explain. The rest of the State has 
only scrub timber that isof no use for any commercial purpose and has 
to be used for mining if mining is carried on. I move to insert, after the 
word and,“ in the first line of the amendment of the Senator from 
Montana, the words in the State of Nevada and.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word and,“ where it first occurs, insert 
in the State of Nevada and;’’ so as to read: 

And in the State of Nevada and in those States and Territories in which there 
are public lands, etc. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Montana will accept this 
modification, 

Mr. SANDERS. I will gladly do so. I had supposed that Nevada 
had some law by which its citizens could obtain timber lands, There 
is not the remotest desire on the part of the citizens of the State which 
I represent, or of the neighboring States and Territories that topograph- 
ically are like my own, to get timber land or timber for nothing; but 
the simple fact is that they can not get it; they can not buy it unless 
they go up to Oregon or go to Minnesota, distant from 700 to 1,100 or 
1,200 miles. 

The amendment which I have introduced confines the use of this 
timber to the particular State in which it is cut. It forbids the cut- 


I will yield to the Senator from Nevada to offer 


deemed heretofore to be a wise provision; and although having 

to the way timber lands are situated in some regions it operates fool- 
ishly, it is nevertheless one of those burdens that the citizens out there 
are willing to bear to accommodate what appears, without a knowledge 
of the topographical features of the country, to be a wise provision. It 
simply makes a defense to a suit if it can be shown that for the supply 
of essential and imperative human wants somebody has gone upon the 
publie domain of the United States and cut such timber as those wants 
require. It does seem to me that there can be noobjection whatever toit. 

The Jaw touching this matter of cutting timber upon the public 
lands grew into its present shape out of a desire on the part of the 
United States fifty or sixty years ago to preserve the red cedarand the 
live oak when we were building wooden shi the oak for ships and 
the cedar for some other purpose, I believe for making lead pencils and 
such little matters as that, it being somewhat scarce and existing 
only in a few places in the United States. But the language of the 
law was broad enough under the interpretation made by the Supreme 
Court, although it was not in contemplation of Congress at all, to cover 
all lands of the United States and all timber upon the public lands ot 
the United States; and although the law itself has become obsolete, 
we have, it is probably no exaggeration to say, half a million people, 
and I do not knew but I can say three-fourths of a million people, who 
live in a country where it is impossible to purchase an acre of timber 
land and where in fact they are cutting their timber already from the 
public domain, where I regret to say they are compelled to get it, and 
I undertake to say that it would not be possible for the United States 
to prevent theirgettingit. The authority and the power of the United 
States to prevent them would require an army, a thing that is not de- 
sirable to be done. 

It is not desirable to degrade public justice; it is not desirable that 
juries shall be invoked to find verdicts contrary to the merits of the 
facts; it is not desirable that the courts shall strain the language of 
the law to bring about an interpretation which will enable human 
beings to live in comfort. Although there are persons out there 
who cut train loads, I may say, of lumber for use in the mines, every 
once in a while a suit is brought against some humble individual whe 
has handled the fire-wood that a little hamlet has burned during the 
winter. 

Now, it is wise, I say it is just, it is beneficent that these needs that 
exist there and that must be supplied shall be supplied, and may be 
supplied and provided for by law, may be supplied without subjecting 
the persons to a criminal prosecution or to a civil action. 

If there is in the word“ manufacturing“ anything that would re- 
sult in the destruction of large areas of timber, I should be glad to 
have some other word suggested that will answer the purpose and will 
not go beyond and destroy that timber. But inasmuch as, if passed, 
I concede that this amendment is a temporary expedient to cover an 
exigency, a condition of affairs that will not exist, I trust, longer than 
until the coming winter, and inasmuch as I do not believe there is in 
that word manufacturing, as much mischief as there was in the 
Trojan horse, I hope that this amendment will prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the people who inhabit the Rocky 
Mountain region, sturdy and 3 and industrious, I think hava 
a first and primal interest in the preservation of the forests there, not 
turning them into the maws of great mining establishments, valuable 
as gold and still more valuable as silver may be, butit is necessary for 
the ultimate welfare of those States and those people that the forests 
there should be preserved. I do not care whether they are the scrubs 
that the Senator from Nevada, my friend on my left | Mr. Stewart], 
describes them to be, or are great trees, human experience has proven 
in every mountain and hill country that the destruction of the foresta 
is the destruction of the welfare and self-sustaining capacity of the peo- 
ple who live there. 

It is true we have a right to be blind to human experience, as wa 
have been on the tariff and economical questions, and say that we do 
not care what has happened heretofore; that we do not believe in the 
law of gravitation because every apple that has yet fallen separated 
from its branch has gone toward the ground instead of going up towards 
thesky; we expect that our apple when we knock it will go up instead 
of coming down. Every man has a right to that kind of belief if he 
thinks so, Thatis liberty. But I believe it to be destructive to the 
future welfare of those States, and their future welfare is the future 
welfare of every other State in this Union with whom they are asso- 
ciated, that in whatever urgency they may now think themselves to 
be for mines or other considerations, so faras the United States has the 
just power over the subject they should not be permitted to destroy 
themselves. 

Mr. President, I was born and have ever since lived ina mountain 
country, a State which, although not so high in its elevation above the 
sea and not at all rich in minerals, is yet a mountain State, analogous, 
apart from the respects I have mentioned, to the State that my honor- 
able friend from Montana represents so well; and I have seen in a boy- 
hood experience on the farm, and living always among the mountains, 
the effect of the destruction of the forests upon the hillsides and mount- 
ain-sides of that State; and as the laws of nature are everywhere the 
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same and are applied in the same way, I have looked for many years, 
as other people have as well, with great solicitude to the destruction of 
the forests in the Rocky Mountains that hold the fountain streams of 
the great rivers that flow to the Mississippi and that on the other side 
flow to the tranquil waters of the Pacific. 

I do not think that any people there when they have onceovercome 
the hurried ambition of immediate gain, or their children, would be 
willing tó see these forests cut up with an unlicensed and unregulated 
liberty by anybody that chose, as this amendment of my friend from 
Montana proposes, If he had proposed what he has so well described, 
that every farmer who had taken up agricultural land should be en- 
titled, if that land, that section or quarter-section or whatever, did not 
contain sufficient timber, to take up a timber section or half-section or 
quarter-section according to a proper adjustment, for the uses of his 
farm and his economics and his p I should have been heartily 
for it in that case, although still there should be a general communal 
regulation of some kind—better by the State than by the United States, 
I cheerfully admit—yet it would for the time being be perhaps a wise, 
a safe, and just provision. It would have been just as easy, so far as 
I can see, to have offered that amendment which my friend has de- 
scribed, as it would have been to offer this which turns all the timber 
on all the public lands of the United States in these States described, 
as open and common loot for every miner, for every railroad, for every 
saw-mill, for everybody who thinks that he can make money out of 
cutting down the forests and selling their products. 

I do not believe that is wise policy. I believe it to be the opposite 
of wise policy; and while I repeat I shall be glad to provide that every 
farmer in the State of Montana or any other State where the United 
States have public timber lands and where their farms need a wise and 
appropriate subdivision and selection for the uses of their farms of tim- 
ber just as if the trees stood upon their own sections, I think it is de- 
structive of every interest, not only there but elsewhere in the great 
plains and the valleys through which the rivers that rise in those 
mountains flow, that we should allow this indiscriminate, unregulated, 
and absolutely free destruction of timber for any purposes that any 
speculator or manufacturer or operative or whoever may think it de- 
sirable to try in order to make money. 

That is what the amendment means. I should hope that my friend 
would withdraw it, and to-night or some time substitute for it a pro- 
vision, which he can just as easily do, providing that any agricultural 
holder who kas not sufficient timber on his own property may take up 
a suitable quarter-section or half-section or whatever of the timber 
land, to be held in connection with and as appurtenant to his farm. 
That will produce conservatism when you take the whole agricultur- 
ists together, and they will look upon these timber lands in a very little 
while as the farmers of New England and New York and all the East- 
ern States look upon their outlying timber sections—they may be called 
timber lots—which are regarded just as sacredly as part of the neces- 
sities of the home farm as the wheat-field or the corn-field or what- 
ever of the farm itself. That will produce something of conservatism 
and something of safety. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the Senator from Montana a 
further modification, to insert, after the word and, the words in 
the gold and silver mining regions.’’ 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘and”’ in the amendment of Mr. 
SANDERS it is proposed to insert ‘‘in the gold and silver mining re- 
gions;’’ so as to read: 

And in the gold and silver mining regions, in the State of Nevada, and in 
those States and Territories in which there are public lands, etc. 

Mr. SANDERS. I do not know but that gold and silver might go 
along, and that it should be applied not only to the State of Nevada 
but to all the States and Territories, 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator does not object to that?” _ 

Mr. SANDERS, I knew the honorable Senator from Vermont would 
not say anything from which in reason there could be any dissent, and 
I agree with him entirely as to the particular people who excite my 
solicitude, that they are the ones who are most profoundly interested in 
this question, that it is for them that whatever legislation we may make 
here is to have its consequences and its effects, and I pray the honor- 
able Senator to believe that the people of the State of Montana do 
treasure this timber above and beyond anything which he can im- 
agine, getting his lesson from the little State of Vermont which is sur- 
rounded by the majestic forests ot New York and New Hampshire; 
and although it occasionally occurs that not for domestic purposes, 
but for mining purposes and for agricultural purposes, we have not 
always had all the timber that we have needed and that our impera- 
tive needs required, all that has ever occurred from the law which for- 
bids our getting it is that once in awhile the United States enters our 
domain and seizes one of our citizens and breaks him upon the wheel, 
destroys him. But the eutting of timber goes on. The bold, the cour- 
ageous, the influential continue it, and once in awhile the great United 
States comes in and selects its victim and offers up a vicarious sacrifice 
in behalf of this sentiment in favor of protecting the public timber ! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SANDERS. With pleasure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know if the United States does 


not exist in Montana just as much as it does in New York or Vermont 
or wherever it is. The Senator speaks of the United States coming into 
the State of Montana. 

Mr. SANDERS, I will answer. The United States is in all and 
over all; but it once in awhile comes in represented by a very small, 
and very narrow-minded, and very malignant representative who grabs 
a citizen of the United States and says, ‘‘ We will wreak upon you 
some imagined and pent-up vengeance that we owe to this entire com- 
munity for having cut this timber. That is what occurs and has oc- 
curred ever since 1878 in Montana—not frequently, but there are two 
periods in our history when it has happened. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Vermont, in vindication ot 
those people, that we have passed laws whereby we have protected the 
timber of the United States. We know that we are interested in that 
matter, and we know that the future welfare of that State depends 
upon its preservation, and although we have a doubtful jurisdiction 
over the question, many years ago we passed a law whereby we pro- 
vided that if any person sojourning in our Territory should set out a 
fire upon his own farm, or in his own habitation, or upon the public 
domain, and should carelessly set fire to the public domain an 
the timber, we denounced against him the penalties of fine and im- 
prisonment. So profound was our solicitude in that apes} settled 
country that we caused that law to be printed upon cloth, and we sent 
our agents all over the Territory with it. We nailed it up upon trees 
along the highways; we pasted it upon rocks that were on 
either side of those highways, and upon barns and all publie places. 
We informed our citizens that we were going to protect that timber 
and that these were the penalties if they did not take care of the fires 
which they set out. 

With all the legislation, with all the solicitude of the honorable Sen- 
ator, what are the facts? Is the timber preserved by withholding it 
from the citizens there? Not at all. There is more timber burned up 
in the State of Montana as the result of lightning, as the result of fires 
set out by Indians, as the result of allowing it to grow until its roots 
can not get nutriment enough to sustain the trunk when it will become 
as dry as a tinder-box upon the ground—there is more timber burned 
up in the State of Montana every year than all her citizens use—yes, 
twice over, as my coll e [Mr. POWER] well says. 

I did think that I would add to this provision that nothing herein 
contained should prevent the legislative authority of the State or 
Territory in which it was operative from protecting the timber, or 
such pieces of timber as in its view for public uses it was wise for ex- 
ceptional reasons to preserve; but I was apprehensive that some gen- 
tleman would laugh at my attempt to transfer authority over this 
timber for its preservation from the great United States to the local 
jurisdictions and authorities, and I am really led to regret by the com- 
mendatory remarks that the Senator from Vermont makes about that 
proposition that I did not attach it to this amendment. 

There is nothing threatening to the forests of the Westin this amend- 
ment. Does the Senator suppose that saw-mills are going to stop 
sawing the necessary timber for the building ot homes? That is all the 
manufacturing that is done out there, the manufacture of sashes and 
doors and a few things of that kind. There is a tariff by nature around 
those countries. You can not manufacture this timber into anything 
and send it away. All that can be done is to supply the wants of the 
citizens there, and now the Jaw forbids that. 

My amendment confines the cutting of timber in any State to the 
needs of that State itself; and does anybody suppose that any one is 
going to manufacture saw-mills or thrashing-machines or wooden pails 
or anything else, and stack them up in such quantities as that their man- 
ufacture will materially diminish the timber lands of the country and 
await customers that may come in the future? Nothing of that kind. 
There are a few needs there, and they are supreme. It is best that 
those people supply them. They do supply them, and they will sup- 
ply them, and they must supply them. - 

Another thing I want to say. I hinted it here yesterday. There is 
a strip of land through that country 80 miles wide, which runs through 
this timber region for 100 or 200 miles. One-half of it is owned 
the United States, and the other half is owned by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company; and it is not surveyed to enable us to tell which 
belongs tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company and which bel 
to the United States, and really that has operated to assist the sa 
there against the spirit which prosecutes them for cutting timber for 
n wants, because the United States out there resolved that 
everybody that chopped down a little piece of timber for a cane or cut 
a piece of fire-wood or went upon the public domain and oft 
a dead tree, they have not been always able to tell whether it came 
from the odd section belonging to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany or whether it came from the even section belonging to the United 
States. 

Therefore, some of the prosecutions have failed; and so it seems to me 
that this proposition guards the matter absolutely, and I should be 
very glad if the Senator would express his faith in the wisdom and 
anxiety and solicitude of the people of the States of Montana and 
Idaho and Wyoming and the Territory of Utah by adding to this a eo 
vision that notwithstanding the rights herein given it may and 
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be lawful for the legislative authority of the States, respectively, within 
their limits to that timber, or such portions of it as in their 
judgment may be of exceptional advantage to the present and to the 
future, by pesing laws touching it, until somebody under the author- 
ity of the United States shall open it and occupy and seek to enter it 
under those laws, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS] as modified. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to come in at 
the end of the amendment. I ask the Senator’s attention to it, be- 
cause perhaps it will carry out his idea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
add the following: 


But timber so cut shall be for the domestic use only of the person or persons 
cutting the same or haying it cut, and shall not be so cut for sale or speculation. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the situation of the people in those 
regions of country where the timber is confined to the mountains and 
where provision has not been made by law to enable persons to acquire 
timber, leaves the country in a condition that settlement can not be 
made successfully; and in the effort to settle up portions of that coun- 
try „people haye been compelled to go to the mountains for timber and 
in way subject themselves to prosecutions which have borne very 
hardly upon them. So I sympathize with the purpose the Senator from 
Montana has in view. I have the idea, however, that the provisions 
proposed by him should have the limitation placed upon them that 
this timber so cat shall be for domestic uses only. would guard 
against what was suggested by the Senator from Vermont, persons 
establishing saw-mills there, or going in there and cutting off large 
portions of timber for speculation. 

Instead of that benefiting the settlement of the country, it might 
eee exactly the other way. If persons are authorized to take up 

timber and dispose of it and cut it off in large quantities, in viola- 
tion of law, for speculation, it would defeat the very object which it 
seems to me the Senator hasin view. But if the purpose is to limit it 
to domestic uses in order that settlers in that country may get the ben- 
efit of it, I think thatis well enough until the Government makes pro- 
vision for the sale of the timber land. 

But there is another suggestion I would make. It is that, instead 
of framing this proposition in the form of making it a defense toa 
criminal action, I would have said it shall not be unlawful under these 
circumstances to cut timber, Instead of enabling a man to defend 
himself in a criminal prosecution, to employ a lawyer to take care of 
his rights, I would have provided that he should not be indicted atall 
for it. It is very easy to change the of the amendment, and 
I suggest, if the Senator would give himself a little time to look over 
it, he could so change the proposition as to carry out his purpose with- 
out entailing that expense upon the persons who might be prosecuted, 

Mr. SANDERS. Thesuggestion of the Senator from Texas occurred 
to me, and I drew the amendment as I did purposely. I thought the 
United States authorities might know by examining the proof in a 
case that it was true that timber was cut within the limits of the re- 
spective States where the prosecutions were carried on, to begin with, 

and might also know that it was cut for use for the specific purposes 
indicated in the amendment and would not prosecute, 

I agree with the Senator that it would be a greater boon by far to have 
a law shaped in the form sug by him; but I was apprehensive 
that any favor which should be got would be obtained grudgingly, and 
therefore I ask for just so little as I could in behalf of the people who 
are honestly desiring simply to supply their own wants in the commu- 
nities which this bill affects, 

I thought it was right enough for the United States to be informed 
that they might bring a suit it they desired. Lawyers are luxuries, 
and it is not very often that a gentleman employs one but that he gets 
his money’s worth. They are an educational institution. While I 
should be very glad to save any prosecution, it puts the United States 
upon an inquiry, to begin with, whether there is ground to suspect 
that this timber was not for these purposes, or that it has come from 
some other State, or that it was not cut by a resident of the State, and 
if the officers of the United States shall come to the conclusion that 
there is no ground for such suspicion, there will be no prosecution. 
If they come to the conclusion that there is ground for such suspicion 
and bring their suits, then it makes that question a controverted one, 
and it devolves upon the defendant, who knows all about it, and who 
ought to know all about it, to bring in satisfactory proot that these 
things are so. Notwithstanding all that, I should be glad to take this 
burden off the detendant’s case if the honorable Senator's suggestion 
shall concur with the opinion of the rest of this body and of the other 


At the end of the amendment it is proposed to 


A word as to the amendment suggested by the honorable Senator, 
which is, in effect, that if I want fire-wood in the State where I reside, 
I may go to work and take my ax and my team, or I may go and buy 
an ax and buy a team, and go to the woods and chop my own wood. 
If I wish lumber I must buy a saw-mill and saw my own lumber, or 


I may appoint an agent to do that, whom I, of course, have got to su 
ply with these things, but no man shall go into the woods and hire 
employés and cut 100 cords of wood, if that shall be the amount that 
some particular hamlet will need during the winter, and occupying all 
his time and taking advantage of all his work during the season, be 
ready in the fall tosupply these people, who can thereby buy their wood 
for half what it would otherwise cost them. I have reflected upon that 
perhaps as much as the Senator from Texas. 

I am certain that that was a theory which was suggested under the 

ions that were prescribed by the Interior Department for the 
cutting of timber upon the public domain. That was one of the 
which were injected into the regulations thereunder. How 
will it operate? It will operate to subject every poor person in that 
country to an that otherwise he would not bear, and all out 
of a supposed idea that somebody is making a profit out of wood more 
than he ought to make. If you o; this in this manner, it is per- 
fectly certain that there will be and can be no extortionate charges for 
wood. 

I want to say to the honorable Senator from Texas what the opera- 
tion of the proceedings was in 1885, when there was commenced against 
these communities a system of interference in this matter pursued with 
great vigor. Gentlemen were there who did not desire to go to jail, 
gentlemen were there who did not desire really to be defendants in a 
suit by the United States, either civil or criminal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Had they violated the law? 

Mr.SANDERS. Technically they had violated thelaw. They did 
not desire to figure as defendants, gentlemen of private character, gen- 
tlemen who wished to preserve a good reputation; tlemen, who, 
although they confessed that this law which was obsolete did not con- 
demn that which was wrong and was never intended to cover a condi- 
tion of circumstances such as existed, passed for an entirely different 
purpose and to cover another era, went out of the business of going 
upon the public domain and cutting wood at all. I know one or two 
persons who did not care very much abouta jail. Whether they were 
inside of it or outside of it did not make very much difference to their 
reputations, and they continued the business of cutting the wood, and 
A B was driven out of the business and C D continued therein. Now, 
what did the United States gain by that? It passed a law and en- 
forced a policy that sifted communities, but the people got their wood 
all the same. 

We have passed by the condition of affairs which is invoked by the 
honorable Senator from Texas by the amendment which he suggests to 
my amendment. Fifty years ago, and within my own knowl and 
observation, almost every household was a great manufactory. Itwas 
there that the housewife made the soap and the candles; it was there 
that the shoes were made; it was there that the shoe- were manu- 
factured; it was there that the chairs, that graced the kitchen and the 
parlor alike, were made. That era has passed away. We have come 
upon a new system of industry. The farm-house is no longer a manu- 
factory, such as it was fifty years ago, and it is wiser and better under 
the new era than it was under the old, and I do not believe that the 
Senator wants really to compel everybody that must have 10,000 feet 
of lumber to buy asaw-mill for himself or for his agent touse. Sucha 
thing as that is but a mockery when it pretends to supply the needs of 
the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me. IIe surely did not read 
my amendment. 

Mr. SANDERS. I did not read it, but I listened with such care as 
I could while it was being read at the desk. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator would not make the statement he has 
if he had read the amendment, I said that it contemplates that the 
timber so cut should be for domestic purposes only, should be cut 
by the person using it or by the persons he employed. The owner is 
not compelled to do it himself, but he may hire some one to do it for 


him. 

Mr. SANDERS. Then I wish to present to the Senator this propo- 
sition: According to his own statement—whether it comports with the 
language of the amendment or not, I am unwilling to discuss—it sim- 
ply raises the question whether the contract by which a man shall get 
1,000 or 10,000 feet of lumber shall be made before the lumber is cut 
or afterwards, whether it will put simply a brake upon everybody and 
say, If you go to work and saw out 100,000 feet ot lumber, depend- 
ing upon the fact that hereafter, when if has got dried and useful, A, 
and nine other men of the alphabet will come and buy 10,000 feet 
apiece, or whether you may cut it until these men of the alphabet have 
come in and ordered it.’’ } 

That is the proposition. It simply transposes the contract, but it 
does not touch the thing which the Senator has in view. It does not 
prevent any timber being cut. It simply subjects these people to incon- 
venience and expense. I ask the Senator to tell me if, in all his jour- 
neyings through that country, he ever saw any evidence that there was 
any manufacturing of lumber or cord-wood or anything else in excess 
of the actual wants of the community there? Iam satisfied he will 
make no such statement. There has not been. The people in Mon- 
tana, Idaho, and Utah are very much like the people in Texas; they 
can, if they are crammed into it, stand a great deal of rest, and, if they 
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do any work, they do it because they think that which they produce 
will bring to them some reward, S 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask a question of the Senator? 

Mr, SANDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishonld like to ask my friend from Montana if 
he can tell me what are the statistics of the consumption of forests, 
wood, ete., in that State, as applied to how much is consumed in man- 
ufacturing operations, which include mining, and how much in farm- 
ing and village operations, which include the domestic welfare of the 
inhabitants as applied to their families and rural occupations? 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Hearst] if he is advised how much timber is used in the 
Anaconda and the St. Lawrence mines per day in timbering up the 
mines as the ore is taken out? That will, perhaps, enable me to some 
extent to answer the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HEARST. Really I have not the figures, but there is a large 
quantity of timber used. 

Mr. SANDERS. I shall have to answer the Senator 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I remember to have 
made an inquiry about the amount of squared timber used in the Ana- 
conda mines daring last summer, and I think the statement was that 
they used 30,000,000 feet a year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is squared timber. My inquiry includes 
not only that, but the whole destruction of the forests for all the pur- 
poses for which wood is used. 

Mr. SANDERS. Thirty million feet of timber at 810 a thousand feet 
would be $300,000. I will say that I inquired of the most consider- 
able consumer of timber for mining purposes in the State of Montana, 
and which, if I should exclude trom this computation one or two 
mines that use considerable, not more than three all told, the amount 
used for mining purposes would be infinitesimal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You mean infinitesimal in point of value? 

Mr. SANDERS. In point of value and in point of quantity. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator another question? because 
I wish to get at the truth in regard to this matter—which really does 
not relate to this bill and ought to be a separate scheme by itself—and 
that is how many sections or how much of one section of the average 
timber land on the slopes of the mountains would be required to pro- 
duce 30,000,000 feet of squared timber, such as is used in the mines. 
I am not on the question of value at all. That is nothing to me. I 
do not care a penny about the value. 

Mr. HEARST: All timber is measured by board measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. SANDERS. The question itself applied to the topography of 
that country will illustrate the situation. Going west from the Mis- 
sissippi River along the parallel of latitude in which the State of Mon- 
tana is, you leave the timber country as soon as you cross the Missis- 
sippi River. A few bushes remain fora few miles, but before you have 
reached the Red River of the North you have got upon a treeless plain, 
and you continne that for eight hundred or a thousand miles. ou 
then come to a point where upon the bluffs you will see small scraggy— 
if there be such a good English word—firs and pines of no commercial 
value, and which, if they should be turned over to the operations of 
this law, would stand there when the earth was rolled together as a 
scroll, unless the fires destroyed them through other causes than are 
bound up in this bill. 

As you gradually go west you come toa point where in cafions of 
the mountains there is small timber of not very much value for com- 
mercial uses, and you come to the ontlying range of mountains; yon 
cross it and there is very little timber there, though there is more 
or less in these little cafions, of very little commercial value. You 
then come to an open country, which contains the sources of the Mis- 
souri River proper, and for a hundred miles there is no timber prac- 
tically of any commercial use until you come to the Rocky Mountains, 
and there is an increasing quantity, but not very much. Going across 
the Rocky Mountains and going a hundred miles beyond you come to 
the forests that were described by Bryant as— 

The continuous woods, where rolls the Oregon, 

And hears no sound save his own dashings; 
and going a hundred miles farther you are in the midst of forests, 
where the sun seldom sees the ground beneath the trees; where they 
stand as thick as it is possible for trees to stand. 

I can not tell what particular area the Senator inquires about or 
which particular tract in this country to apply my figures to, but, if I 
could, it would require some little calculation to answer the question. 
But it is true that the western line of the State of Montana is ina 
dense and valuable forest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far east of that line is your heavy forest? - 

Mr. SANDERS. I should say probably 200 miles and perhaps 250 
miles, I think it is not 250, but it is 200 miles probably. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One-filth or one-sixth of the whole area? 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishouldsayafifth, perhaps. Then in places there are 
isolated mountain streams, two or three places in which there are 
springs to supply these streams; and there are some forests there, 

But the bill is not designed and I am perfectly certain that no con- 
stituent of mine would justify legislation which, in his view, was des- 
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tined, to give over to destruction in the remotest degree those forests, 
This is a little compensation which I ask for those citizens up there 
who for more than twenty years have been going down into their 
pockets every year and have been paying out their money to enforce 
against Indians and whites alike the penalties for setting fire to that 
timber, and who, whenever it occurs, will turn out en masse and jour- 
ney 20 or 30 miles, if necessary, to assist in putting it out. 1 think 
they are entitled to a little consideration on that account, and I donot 
believe they should be denounced as criminals because they ask a little 
fire-wood of the Congress ot the United States. There are but two 
laws on our statute-book that we have posted up in the form that I 
have described, and one of them denounces the penalties that we have 
provided by law against highway robbers and the other against those 
who destroy the public timber of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be again reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, as part of section 6, the fol- 
lowing: 

And in the gold and silver miningregions in the State of Nevada andin those 
States and Territories in which there are public lands and lands of the United 
States 8 timber, and there is no law of the United States authorizing 
the sale of such timber lands as such, in any criminal prosecution or civil action 
by the United States for a trespass on such public timber lands or to recover 
timber or lumber cut thereon, it shall be a defense if the defendant shall show 
that the said timber was so cut or removed from the timber lands for use in such 


State or Territory by a resident thereof, for agricultural, mining, manufactur- 
ing, or domestic purposes, and has not been transported out of same, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that does not yet comply with the desires of 
the Senators from Montana and Nevada. That does not seem to be 
limited, except as in the case of Nevada, to mineral districts. 

Mr, STEWART. And in mining regions.” 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That applies to every place where the United States 
has timber, except the State of Nevada, the State of Alabama, and 
other States. 

Mr. SANDERS. Only in those States where we have no law pro- 
viding for the sale ot timber lands, 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, but we have none in the State of Ala- 
bama, in Wisconsin, and in other States. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to amend further, to make the intent 
plain, by inserting ‘‘and in mining regions in those States.“ 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That is not sufficient. It ought to be in the places 
where the prenions metals, gold and silver, are found. 

Mr. SANDERS, That is all very good for you two to make a trade 
for me, but unfortunately I am undertaking to get a little legislation 
for the benefit of persons who occupy a difterent region. The gold and 
silver regions of Montana are the west third of that State. The eastern 
two thirds of it are pastoral and agricultural. I donot want to confine 
thissimply to gold and silver regions; I wish to have it as broad as that 
State, as broad as your law that denounced getting fire-wood as a 
crime. 

I do not know that I shall agree to strike out those States and 
Territories. I will test the proposition as to whether we are entitled 
to be denounced as criminals or not, Ido not wish to open it to the 
State of Alabama if the citizens of that State can obtain fire-wood with- 
out its being criminal. 

Mr. REAGAN. Idoubt if there are many States without a provis- 
ion of law covering it. 

Mr. SANDERS. But there are private timber lands supplying wood, 
which there are not in the State of Montana. That is the difference 
in the conditions that make this legislation wise. 

Mr. REAGAN. I meant to say that that objection did not lie; that 
the measure, as I understand it, provides for parts of the country where 
there are timber lands and no provision of law for selling them, and 
I do not suppose that applies to any States east of the Mississippi. 

Mr. SANDERS. I suppose not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I sympathize with the purpose of 
the amendment presented by the Senator irom Montana, but I can not 
vote for the measure in its prepa form, because, while I would do any- 
thing to benefit the actual settlers and to aid the settlement of 
country, Iam not willing to open public lands to speculation and to 
general destruction for speculative p 

Mr. PLUMB. I am like the Senator from Texas; I sympathize 
with the purpose of the Senator from Montana, but he has made his 
amendment too broad. There is only a small area of timber land in 
the United States that is subject to sale as such. The Senator from 
Montana proposes to provide that in the State of Alabama, the State 
of Wisconsin, the State of Minnesota, and in the two Dakotas, and so 
on—not Washington, because there the timber laws apply—that in 
other States where there is public land on which there — te timber, 
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it may be taken ad libitum; that a man who has pee of timber land 
may go on the public land and take as much as he pleases. 

Now, if the Senator thinks that is wise, of course I have no objection; 
he can take his chances with the amendment; but I su what I 
think is a perfectly fair proposition to him, and that is that it should 
apply to those States in which the precious metals are mined. If he 
does not feel like accepting that modification, of course I shall oppose 
his amendment, because it is altogether too broad, I think he will 
realize when he comes to look it over that in the effort to save some- 
thing for his people he has saved a great deal more for other people 
than they really need or desire. 

Mr. SANDERS, I desire to conform to the reasonable desires of 
Senators, and if I may be permitted to amend the amendment I will 
do so. ~ 

Mr. MANDERSON. While the Senator from Montanais modifying 
his proposed amendment I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment that may be considered pending. It will take some little time, 
I suppose, to get the Senator’s amendment in proper shape, and I pro- 
pose a new section, to come in after section 12, on page 14 of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment moved by the Senator 
from Nebraska will be read. ` 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after section 122 

Sego. 13. That until otherwise provided by law the body of land known as 
Annette Islands, situated in Alexander Archipelago, in Soutbeastern Alaska, on 
the north side of Dixon's entrance, be, and the same is hereby, set apart asa 
reservation for the use of the Metlakahtla Indians, and those people known as 
Metlakahtlans who have recently emigrated from British Columbia to Alaska, 
and such other Alaskan natives as may join them, to be held and used by them 
in common, under such rules and regulations and subject to such restrictions 
as may be prescribed from time to time by the Secretary of the Interior, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the question is 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the history of the Metlakahtla 
Indians is probably well known to most members of the Senate, and it 
is a history that is of very great interest. About thirty years ago a 
man named Duncan, of the city of London, went into British Colum- 
bia, and he has devoted the last thirty years of his life to the reclaim- 
ing of certain Indians, who when he went among them were cannibals 
and men of the worst description. After many years of labor he suc- 
ceeded in forming the settlement known as Metlakahtlan, in British 
Columbia. In some difficulty that ensued between himself and the 
Bishop of British Columbia he deemed it well in the interest of this 
tribe, amounting to about one thousand at that time, to go to Alaska 
and come under the protecting influence of the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What year was that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the change was made in 1886 or 1887. 
Before doing so Duncan came to the city of Washington and laid the 
matter and the condition of these Indians before several, I think, of 
the committees of Congress and before the Executive, President Cleve- 
land then being in the Presidential chair. The matter was of such a 
character and the effort of this man was so commendable that he re- 
ceived all the encouragement that could be given for the removal of 
these Indians; and about three years ago he moved eight or nine hun- 
dred of them to Annette Island, a mountainous island, not of very 
large extent as things go in Alaska, for that is a country of very great 
distances on a great area, i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many square miles does the island contain? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishould have to guess at that; but I should 
say that the island certainly could not contain over 50 or 60 square 
miles. It is 13 miles long and 14 miles wide at the widest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How far is it from the mainland ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Annette isin that group of islands that run 
along the southeastern Alaskan coast; I should say, perhaps, from the 
mainland out, 30 or 40 miles, there being many sea channels between 
Annette Island and the main shore of Alaska. 

When the Committee on Indian Affairs were in Alaska, under the 
order of the Senate, a year ago we found this body of Indians settled 
in this new place, and they had carved out a forest and a home for 
themselves. They are christian Indians. I think none of us will 
forget the expression of joy and delight with which these Indians ran 
to their school-house, to their church, and ran up upon the flagstaff 
the American fiag; and how glad they were to meet the first official 
representatives of the Government under which they had sought pro- 
tection. 

They are of course not natives of this country as the native Indians 
of Alaska are under our treaty or purchase from Russia, and they must 
becom® in the end, before they can acquire this property, naturalized 
citizens of the United States, The proposition of the amendment is 
simply to allow this band of Indians to remain there under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may impose, and give 
them some recognized footing at that place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How are they supplied? In what occupation are 
they engaged? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ne- 
braska what is the necessity of giving them a recognized footing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The necessity, as it seems to me, would be 
that they can at any time be disturbed by those who would go upon 
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the island under many pretenses, claiming that it was mining land, 
or in pursuit of the timber upon the land, which is cedar mainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Which they have no right to cut. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps they have no right to cut it, but still 
they cut it in avery large degree there, as they do in very many of the 
other Territories of the United States. 

This action has been very strongly recommended by the Interior De- 
partment, not only under this Administration, but under the last, and 
it seems to me that it is no more than a decent and a proper recogni- 
tion of the great influence that these people are exerting over all the 
Indians of Alaska. They are constantly increasing. They have a com- 
munity there that is in many respects a model; it would be a model 
to many white communities. There is no liquor sold there, and they 
are a christian and God-fearing people. I think we should render 
them all the encouragement that is in our power. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator from Colorado 
as a reason why we might perhaps do this thing—he asks what neces- 
sity there is for it—that these Indians spent thirty years in the British 
dominion building up a town there. It was laid out in regular streets. 
In thirty years from the time they were cannibals to the time they 
left there, they had come to be a village of a thousand people, laid out 
in streets, regularly lighted by kerosene lamps, and had builta church 
of their own and a school-house. All at once 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that I have no objection to his giving the Senate all the informa- 
tion about those Indians. I do notneedany myself. I know asmuch 
about them asanybody does. Icertainly understand that they occupy 
the same position in Alaska that all the native Indians there occupy. 
We have not given the natives any land; we have not said they might 
live in any particular place. I can see no reason why these Indians, 
whoare foreign Indians, should be treated differently from those Indians 
born on the soil whom we agreed to protect and to treat in a certain 
method by our treaty with Russia, 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas about to give a reason why I thought this ought 
to. be done, growing out of their experience in British America. fter 
having been civilized in the most remarkable way, alluded to by the 
Senator from Nebraska, and having built up this town, coming into a 
religious controversy with the bishop, the bishop dispossessed them of 
that land on the ground that all the land belonged to the crown, and 
when they moved over to Alaska prevented them from carrying any of 
their fixtures, They could not take one of their little houses because 
they had become attached to the freehold, and they lost everything 
except what they could take in their hands and put in their boats and 
take over to Alaska. That has been their life. 

Now, they live in constant terror for fear their work and labor upon 
this island may result in the same way. The first thing they said to 
us when we went there was, Is it true that the Government of the 
United States can drive us off here at any time?’’ The people over 
on the other side, 30 miles, are all the time telling them that they 
will be driven off alter they have expended their money in this way to 
build up this little town. Only the week before we were there a mes- 
senger from theother side came over and told them that he had visited 
Washington, that he had seen the new President, and that the new 
President had told him that he was going to drive them off. 

Now, they live there in that way. They have built a church there 
within the last two years. They have built a fine house for an indus- 
trial school. They exhibit more commonsense in the matter of civil- 
ization than any Indians I ever saw anywhere. s 

All the amendment proposes is that, until otherwise ordered by Con- 
gress, that island, which is good for nothing except for the wild beasts 
that are in the mountains and the thousand acres perhaps that run 
down on a level into the sea, upon which they have planted their town, 
shall beset apart for them under such rules and regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may prescribe. Nobody wants it now except there 
may turn up at some time somebody who desires to plunder them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is always restorative to one’s feel- 
ings when he gets discouraged in contemplation of his own nature and 
human nature generally to have the Indians sprung up in the Senate. 
It is not of much consequence that there are one hundred thousand 
children over in New York, as the New York World said the other day, 
who can not get into any kind of school. There are several thousand 
in Boston, I see from recent accounts, who can not get under cover for 
the purpose of learning their A BC’s, At least one-third of the chil- 
dren in a great section of this country are begging God for the oppor- 
tunity of learning how to read and write, and haye made some appli- 
cation to the American nation, but if with no better success to the 
Supreme Being than to Congress they are likely to grow up and to live 
and die in utter ignorance, At the same time they are to be allowed 
to vote, and compelled to vote. They shall vote; we will organize 
and use the necessary regulations and put the Army into the business 
if we can not accomplish it in any other way, but that these ignorant 
people shall vote and govern this country and govern the world. 

I have great sympathy with this movement in regard to these In- 
dians with the unpronounceable name. Itisa t deal worse name 
than to be called a cannibal, I should think. We ought to change 
their name, at all events. Undoubtedly it is well to give them a local 
habitation and to give them this island. I hope it may be done. I 
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think it is one of those things that are due to the credit of this great 
nation that it should look aliter these Indians. But, right along with 
it, I desire in the way of comparative anatomy to call attention to the 
condition of our own flesh and blood in our own country with reference 
to this same matter of education and development. I have often 
thought I should like on some suitable occasion to allude to this sub- 
ject in the Senate, but the pressure of important public matters has 
prevented my doing it until this occasion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like toinquire ot the Senator from Nebraska 
if these islands were inhabited by any natives of Alaska at the time 
they were taken by the Metlakahtla Indians, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not a living soul was on them or within many 
miles of them. 5 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I think that is a very proper amendment to 
pass, because under this bill title might be acquired by White people 
and by others upon the island, and I think it is well enough to set 
apart the island at present for the use of the Indians, as no existing 
rights of others are affected. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Me SANDERS. I ask leave to modify the amendment which I 
offered. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as now 
modified, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And in the States of Colorado, Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, and the gold and silver regions of Nevada, and the Territory of Utah, 
in any criminal prosecution or civil action by the United States for a trespass 
on such public timber lands or to recovertimber or lumber cut thereon, it shall 
be a defense if the defendant shall show that the said timber was so cut or re- 
moved from the timber lands for use in such State or Territory by a resident 
thereof for agricultural, mining, manufacturing, or domestic purposes, and has 
not been transported out of the same. But nothing herein contained shall 
operate to enlarge the rights ofany railway company tocut timber on the pub- 
lic domain: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make suitable 
rules and regulations to carry out the provisions of this section. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Montana what 
right the railroad companies now have to cut timber on the public land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They have the right to buy it of everybody who 
does cut it, which comes to the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Montana is very much mistaken, 
They have not any such right under existing law, and several compa- 
nies have been compelled to submit to very large judgments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are their rights? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Montana as modified, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator from Colorado 
explain what rights the railroads have. > 

Mr. TELLER. In some of the railroads that went across the coun- 
try there were provisions that they might for construction purposes cut 
timber on the public lands; in other cases there were none. The gen- 
eral rule is that the railroad company, after the construction of the 
road, at least, can not cut timber on the public land, and if they buy 
it of persons who cut it off the public lands the courts have in a num- 
ber of cases, certainly in Colorado, rendered judgment against them 
for the value of the timber after it was cut. 

Mr. DOLPH. After it was in the road? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. President, that I can understand, because if 
then the cutting was unlawful—— 

Mr. TELLER. I had not concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg pardon of the Senator. He turned to speak 
to the Senator near him and I supposed he was through. 

Mr. TELLER. A number of railroads in Colorado have been com- 
pelled under existing law to go into New Mexico and buy the timber 
off private grants at very large expense. Of course they have bought 


more or less timber off such of the public lands as have passed into pri- | 


vate ownership {rom those sections of the country where lands could 
be entered for homestead and pre-emption purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. The act of 1878 specially excluded railroads, 

Mr. TELLER. The act of 1878, which provided for the use of snch 
timber by miners and others, expressly excluded railroads from the 
provision of the act. i 

Now, while I am up I want to say to the Senator from Vermont, who 
takes great interest properly in the preservation of the forests, that the 
great danger to the forests of the Northwest and the West is not the 
consumption by the people, but the waste by fire. There have been, I 
think I may say advisedly, hundreds of acres burned over in the State 
of Colorado at least, which I can speak of more knowingly than of 
other sections, where there has been one acre cutoff. A Senator in my 
hearing says he thinks thousands, and I should not be surprised if 
that was so. Asingle fire in 1879, it was estimated, burned many times 
more than had been consumed by the people since the early settlement 
of that country. The great danger to the forests is from fires, and not 
from the consumption, which is comparatively small, by the settler or 
by the miner. 


Mr. SANDERS. As the Senator from Missouri addressed his in- 


quiry to me, perhaps I can answer it to his satisfaction. 

On the 3d day of March, 1875, an act was granting to rail- 
roads the right of way through the public landof the United States, 
and also the right to take from the public lands adjacent to the line of 
the road material, earth, stone, and timber, necessary for the construc- 
tion of the railroad. The subsequent part of the act provide that the 
Secretary of the Interior might prescribe regulations by which they 
might get their timber. There have been a great many decisions, ex- 
ecutive and judicial, as to how extensive this right is. It is not nec- 
essary, however, to go further than to say that in 1875 Congress gave to 
all persons who desired to build a railroad upon the public domain the 
right to get the material for it upon adjacent land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I undertook to say, or intended to say when 
I thought my friend from Colorado had concluded his remarks, was 
that it may be and doubtless is pertectly true that while the law pro- 
hibits the cutting of timber on the public lands under certain limita- 
tions, and timber contrary to law is cut and is followed into the hands 
of a railroad, just as if it were followed into your hands or mine, the 
United States could recover it. But what I was alluding to was how 
the thing would stand when this amendment shall have been adopted 
and become a law, when if I resided in any one of those favored com- 
munities I could proceed for all the purposes mentioned, which cover 
about everything that anybody can need for the uses of timber, prob- 
ably everything, and cut for sale in that Territory or State all that I 
like according to the amount of capital that I can invest and the peo- 
ple I can employ; and having cut it I carry it to a market in that State 
and sell it to whoever will give me the best price. There is no law, 
and there ought not to be any law, which in that case would prevent 
a railway company, if it wanted timber, from offering me the best 
price, any more than a baker, or a shoemaker, or anybody else. 

That is where we are coming; and therefore with great respect I in- 
sist that this amendment ought not to be adopted, but this bill, which 
provides for an entirely different branch of the subject, and as our 
friend from Montana suggested awhile ago, being a bill framed which 
shall provide for the reasonable and n obtaining of timber by 
residents in these States and Territories for their private and domes- 
tie operations, how far it will go towards mining, ete., is a question 
for consideration; but for the immediate wants of the community a 
measure which shall provide a regulation and a consistence and a con- 
servatism which are not only for their benefit, but for the benefit of 
everybody else who lives east or west of that great divide. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. SANDERS]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when hisname was called). I am paired with the Sen- 

I am paired with the 


ator from Indiana e TURPIE]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. I do not know how 
he would vote. I would vote yea, were he present. If the senior 
Senator from Rhode Isiand can give me any information as to how his 
colleague would vote, I may vote to help make a quorum. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I do not see 
that party lines are observed on this vote, and I therefore vote yea. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PIERCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. On the bill as it was orig- 
inally reported from the committee I am at liberty to vote, but on this 
proposition I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I think there is noth- 
ing of a partisan character in this question that should require me to 
abstain from voting, and unless some one on the other side objects, I 
shall vote yea. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MANDERSON. My vote seems to be needed to make a quo- 
rum, and I will vote upon this question. I vote yea. 

Mr. DAVIS. I vote yea. 

Mr. PIERCE, I will vote to help make a quorum, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. I can vote if necessary to make a quorum. Other- 
wise I am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s vote is necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. COLQUITT. I-vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 3, as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Allen, Cullom, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, 
Bate, Davis, Gray, Manderson, 
Berry, Dawes, Hampton, Mitchell, 
Blair, Dolph, Hawley, Moody, 
Casey, Evarts, Hearst, Morgan. 
Coke, Faulkner, Higgins, ddock, 
Colquitt, Frye, Hoar, 


SASS — 
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erce, — — Stockbridge, Wolcott. 
Plumb, ~ San ers, Teller, 
wer, Sawyer, Vest, 
Stewart, Walthall, 
NAYS—3. 
Edmunds, Quay, Spooner. 
ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich, Chandler, 3 5 
Allison, Cockrell, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Barbour, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Squire, 
Blodgett, 2 Ee otis, MeMillan Turpi 
ust ' e, 
Brown, “ McPherson, Vance, 
„ rge, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson; Payne, burn, 
Cameron, Hale. Pettigrew, Wilson of Towa, 
Carlisle, rris, Platt, Wilson of Ma. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands as amended was 


to. - 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was orderedto be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. - 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of tatives on the bill and amendment. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 

int the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 

GREW, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he ask 
for an order to have the bill as passed by the Senate printed with the 
amendments num 

Mr. PLUMB. I join in the request of the Senator from Missouri, 
and hope that may be ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence of 
objection, The Chair hears no objection. 

UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 5 

Mr. HOAR. I hope not. We have an hour and a half yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, I withdraw the request. 

Mr. PLUMB. . I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, : 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the pending bill may be read through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has been read almost through. It will only 
take a tew minutes to finish the reading. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; let the reading be concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 21, line 13. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Private Land Claims was, 
in section 16, line 21, after the word office, to insert shall cause 
careful investigation to be made in such manner as he shall deem nec- 
essary for the ascertainment of the truth in respect of such claim and 
occupation, and if satisfied upon such investigation that the claimant 
comes within the provisions of this section, he,’’ and in line 27, after the 
word them,“? to strike out unless it shall clearly appear in any 
case that fraud or mistake has occurred, it being the purpose and in- 
tention to hereby confirm the titles of all persons who, through them- 
selves, their ancestors, or grantors, have been in actual possession of 
tracts not exceeding 160 acres each, in said Territories and State, for 
twenty years next preceding the survey of the township in which such 
tract is situated;’’ so as to read: 


Upon receipt of such survey and proofs the Commissoner of the General Land 
Office shall cause careful investigation to be made in such manner as he shall 
deem necessary for the ascertainment of the truth in respect of such claim and 
rams mya and if satisfied upon such investigation that the claimant comes 
within the provisions of this section, he shall cause patents to be issued to the 
parties so found to be in possession for the tracts respectively claimed by them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Private Land Claims was, in section 17, line 4, after the 
word ‘“grantors,’’ to strike out ‘‘ become” and insert ‘became ;™ in 
line 6, after the word actual, to insert continuous adverse; and 
in line 11, after the word district, to insert aud of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office upon such investigation as is pro- 
vided for in section 16 of this aet; so as to read: 


ancestors or grantors 
è by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have been in 
the actual continuous adverse possession and residence of tracts of not to ex- 
ceed 160 acres each for twenty years next precedin survey. shall be en- 
titled, upon making proofs of such facts to the sa m of the register and 


and of the Commissioner of the General 
for in section 16 of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after section 17, to insert as a 
new section the following: — 

Sec. 18. That all claims arising under either of the two next preceding sec- 
tions of this act shall be filed with the surveyor- general of the proper State or 
Territory within two years next after the paseage of this act, and no claim not 
so filed shall be valid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 19, line 5, after the word court, 
to insert ‘‘and passed in the Treasury according to the usual course 
applicable to judicial expenses;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec, 19. That all the incidental necessary expenses of the court hereby created 
and all expenses necessarily incurred in the execution of this act, shail be paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States upon vouchers approved by the order 


of said court, and passed in the Treasury according to the usual course appli- 
cable to judicial expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, to insert, after section 19, as 
a new section, the following: 

SEC. 20. That the powers and functions of the court established this act 
shall cease and determine on the 3lst day of December, 1594, and papers, 
files, and records in the possession of such court belonging to any other public 
office of the United States shall be returned to such office, and all other papers, ` 
files, and records in the possession of or appertaining to said court be re- 
turned to and filed in the Department of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill is concluded. 

Mr. SAWYER. Lask unanimous consent that the bill may be laid 
aside informally and that we proceed now to the consideration of pri- 
vate pension bills, subject to objections. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Ihave no objection to that, if it is to be the un- 
derstanding that this bill shall be the first thing in order after the one 
hour that is referred to in the understanding, to-morrow mo 
There are half a dozen amendments from the committee which are 
necessary to make the bill perfect in point of phrase, and so on, that 
I should like to offer to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin that the bill be informally laid aside to be 
taken up immediately following the consideration of the Calendar to- 
morrow? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not excluding the Calendar? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the end of the hour for the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, let us go on with the pension cases. 

Mr. PLUMB. We can get those up any time. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on with them for at least half an hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not object to that, although it seems to me not 
necessary to do that to-day. 

Mr. T. Let us have an executive session. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The question being put, there were, on a divyision—ayes 14, noes 17; 
nota quorum voting. R 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. There is no quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will withdraw my request, if in order, so that an 
executive session may be had. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri desire the 
roll to be called ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ob, no; let us have an executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to move an adjournment before the roll 
has been called? 

Mr. INGALLS. The want of a quorum has been disclosed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to direct that the 
roll be called when the Senator from Illinois moved that the Senate 

ourn. 
er COCKRELL. The motion is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Isa motion to adjourn in order until the roll has been 
called after the want of a quorum has been disclosed? I understand 
that the roll must first be called, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that a motion to 
adjourn is always in order unless during a roll-call after a roll-call has 
been commenced. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas moves that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 17, 1890, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, September 16, 1890. 
The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on Monday of last week Senate bill 
3556 passed the House with an amendment. The Senate has refused 
to accept the House amendment, They have disagreed to the same 
and request a conference with the House thereon. I ask unanimous 
consent that a committee of conference be ordered as requested by the 


Senate. 

The SECAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the House insist on its amendments to the bill named by 
him and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I have no objection. 

There being ne objection, the committee of conference asked by the 
Senate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PERKINS, Mr. 
GIFFORD, and Mr. PEEL as the conferees on the part of the House on 
said bill. A 
SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANPFT. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pe Tvania. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the 
gentleman from Kansas Fur. MORRILL], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to ask that similar action be taken 
on the Senate bill tor the relief of Mrs, Hartranft. This bill came to the 
House and was amended in this body; but the Senate disagree to the 
House amendment and ask a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranſt. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
CRAIG, and Mr. LEWIS as conferees on the part of the House. 


THE SILVER LAW. 


Mr. CONGER. Nr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that an or- 
der be made for the printing of 2,000 additional copies of the silver 
act. Iam informed that the supply is exhausted in the folding-room, 
and there is a constant demand for it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will modify his request, so 
that these copies may be distributed pro rata among m 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that, if it is deemed neces- 


sary. 

Mr. CANNON, Why not have 5,000 copies printed? It seems to 
be in demand, and the additional expense will be slight. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I will modify my request, and ask unanimous 
consent that an order be made to print 5,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish toask the gentleman for informa- 
tion, if this order is to cover only the bill asit passed the House or the 
three separate bills, the Senate bill, the House bill, and the compro- 
mise bill? 

Mr. CON GER. No; it refers only to the present law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can we pot enlarge the request by provid- 
ing that the three bills shall be printed together for the information of 
the people ? 

Mr, CONGER. This applies only to the law. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. For I think if the gentleman would widen 
the scopé of his request to that extent the House would more readily 

t the order he asks. 

The SPEAKER. 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EMPLOYMENT OF DETECTIVES BY CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent foe the present 
consideration of a resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 copies 
of the resolution in reference to the employment of detectives by cor- 

rations. 

Phe SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the resolution regarding the employment of 
8 by corporations be printed for the use of the House of Representa- 
ves. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RED LAKE AND WESTERN RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 3314, granting right of way to 
the Red Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company across 
Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and granting said company the 
right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. ‘ 

The bill was read at length. : 

pte Sean ee Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, the House resolution providing for 
the printing of the statistical abstract has been amended by the Senate, 
increasing the number of copies, and providing 1,000 copies for distri- 
bution by the bureau. I ask concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, strike out “fifteen ” and insert “sixteen. At the end of line9,in- - 
sert and 1,000 for distribution by the Bureau of Statistics.“ 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were con- 
sidered, and concurred in. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT WINONA. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a Senate amendment to the bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona, 
Minn. I will state that it is a mere verbal amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to have an opportunity to ask unani- 
mous consent myself. I think it is not entirely proper that all unan- 
imous consents should be on the other side. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a little bill which I send to the desk. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Min- 
2 and the Clerk will read the Senate amendment to the bill called 
up by hi : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


: ony page 3, line 17, before the word mile“ where it occurs the second time, 
nsert “one.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. It will be seen that this is simply a verbal amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What is this amendment? ' 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is simply a verbal amendment, the insertion 
of the word one before the word mile where it occurs in the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This bill has already passed the House? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Precisely, and comes back with a single verbal 
amendment from the Senate. 

There peng noobjection, the Senate amendment was considered, and 


concurred 
Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, ap- 
proved July 16, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wal- 


len; 

A bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb; 

A bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon- bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Hastings, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R: 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 10855) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 


pany. 
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passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 


The message also announced that the Senate had 


A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 
a A * R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
esertion; 
A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 


1889; 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; and 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company. X { 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 

A bill (S. 590) toamend an act entitled An act to create an auditor 
of railroad accounts, and for other purposes, approved June 19, 1878; 

A bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. 
Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; 

A bill (S. 2181) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers; 

A bill (8. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

A bill (S. 5721) for the relief of H. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Basin on certain conditions; 

A bill (S. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool-selling 
in the District of Colambia for the purpose of gaming; 

A bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 

Tex.; 

A bill (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 
and the Compañia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to 

-connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande River 
at Eagle Pass, Tex.; 

A bill (S, 3895) toamend an act entitled An act to establish a rail- 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point witnin 
5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of 
Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,” approved 
March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S, 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Alabama River, at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba 
Valley Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 
and to establish the same, in each case, as a post road; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton, and Covington Railway Com- 
pany, and their assigns. 

It also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had , with amendments, the bill (H. R. 
11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, so as to provide 
for the holding of terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
western districts of Virginia, asked a conference with the Honse thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. Coke 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

And, also, that the Senate had passed, without amendments, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes. 


MES. MATTIE 8. HOLLAND. 


Mr. ENLOE addressed the Chair, 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I thought I was to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recognized under the suppo- 
sition that he wished to call up the question of privilege. Ifthe House 
sees fit to recognize gentlemen by unanimous consent, the Chair will 
go on until the House declines, but the Chair must observe the order 
somewhat in which notice was brought to the Chair for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is to that point that I want to call the attention 
of the Chair, that when the Chair returned after his little vacation 
my name stood at the head ot the Democratic side on the list for rec- 
ognition, for the passage of this bill. It is a small bill, and I would 
like to have it 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not aware that there was any head 
to the Democratic side upon that subject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the claim of Mra. Mattie S. Holland, of West Carroll Parish, 
Louisiana, for quartermaster and commissary stores and supplies alleged to 
have been taken and used by the United States Army, during the late war of 
the rebellion, from the plantations of her father, the late James A. Bass, deceased 
in East Carroli Parish, Louisiana, be referred to the Secretary of War, who shall 
investigate the 9 ol said claimant and of her deceased father, James A. 
and also the justice and equity of said claim, and report the amount and value 
of said stores and supplies taken and used by the Army ot the United States; 
and that he report all the facts and evidence for the consideration of Congress. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution.was to. 

Mr. BOATNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REAR-ADMIRAL SAMUEL P. CARTER. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bili S. 134. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, ele., That Rear-Admiral Samuel P, Carter, of the United States 
Navy, be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the pay and compensation of a rear-admiral on the retired-list from and after 
the date of his promotion on the retired-list to the rank of iral, less the 
amount received by him as the pay of a commodore on the retired-list during 
said period. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. 

The report (by Mr. Suir, of Illinois) is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 134) for the relie. 
of Rear-Admiral Carter, submit the following 10 78 0 

This bill is in substance identical with the bill H. R.2994, and almost identi- 
cal with it in wording, which said bill has already been reported favorably to 
the House and is now No. 211 on the Private Calendar. > 

Your committee therefore recommend that said Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill, and when so substituted that it do pass. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Rear-Admiral Carter, beg leave to submit the following report: 

This is an anomalous case. Soon after the beginning of the late war (in July 
1861),8. P. Carter, then a lieutenant in the United States Navy and a citizen of 
Tennessee, was detached by the Secretary of the Navy and ordered to report to 
the Hon, Simon Cameron, then Secretary of War, for special duty, and was by 
him directed to pi to East Tennessee and organize and drill volunteers to 
be called into the service of the United States, 

In September following he was made acting preg berg Sean by General’ 
Geo H. Thomas, and placed in command of the East Tennessee Brigade, 
which he (Lieutenant Carter) had organized. 

On May 1, 1862, he was commissioned brigadier-general of United States Vol- - 
unteers, He served during the war, being in command of brigades and di- 
visions (infantry and cavalry), rising to the rank of major-general. 

The records of the War and Navy Departments show that he performed his 
various duties with zeal and faithfujness. Early in 1866 he was honorably 
mustered out of the military service and returned to his duties in the Navy. 
In 1881 he was retired as commodore, and in the following year was nominated 
by the President, and confirmed by the Senate, as rea miral on the retired- 
list. During his service in the Army he, of course, lost all 8 eer of being 
specially advanced in the Navy, as happened to numbers o fellow-ofticers, 

Believing, as the committee do, that this is an exceptional case and can not 
be considered as establishing any precedent for future action in such cases, be- 
cause of the exceptionally distinguished and valuable services rendered by this 
officer, and believing, further, that it was notthe intention of either the Presi- 
dent or the Senate to confer a mere honor on this officer, whose whole record 
is so honorable, they, as an act of simple justice to him, recommend that this 


bill do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time, and 2 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to recone 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MRS. M. J. DONAHOE. 


Mr, FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill H, R. 10566, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. M. J. Donahoe, of Alabama, the sum o 
$345.50, due upon her contract for rent of house at Talladega, in the State of 
Alesana; as appears by certified account on file in the Treasury Department, 
to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, why can not this be regulated by the 
Committee on Appropriations instead of by a special act? This is a 
matter that is recognized by the Department. 

Mr. FORNEY. The Department have said that we must come to 
Congress. We have come here and we have secured a favorable report, 
and the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Of course the matter would have to come to Con- 
gress, but it ought to go to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. FORNEY. But all the money has been collected into the 
Treasury long ago, and we have a favorable report; and this is all 

ight. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. It is a Senate 
bill recommended by the House Committee on Commerce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Cherokee Land Company, organized under the 
laws of the State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and 
maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Tennessee River at or near 
the city of Knoxville, Tenn., in the county of Knox. Said bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for te pases of railway trains and, at the option of the 
corporation by which it may be built, may be used for the of wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot-passengers for 
reasonable rates of toll. to be fixed by said company; and the Secretary of War 
shall Bere. we right, from time to time, to revise, prescribe, and determine such 
rates of toll. 

Sec, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known and is hereby de- 
clared a post-route, and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post 
roads in the United States; and the United States shall have the right of way 
across said bridge for I-telegraph purposes; and the said bridge shall be 
so constructed, either by draw, span, or otherwise, that a free and unobstructed 
passage-way may be secured to all water-craft naviguting said river at the 
point aforesaid: Provided; That, if said bridge authorized to be constructed un- 
der this act shall be constructed ass draw-bridge, the draw shall be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats or vessels; and said 
corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
lights or other si; s on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

EC. 3. That all street car and clectric car companies desiring the use of said 
bridge shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of their cars over the same and over the approaches to upon the 
payment of a reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or 
owners of said bridge and the several electric and street car companies, or any 
one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be 
poo and upon rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said 

ridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of 
War upon the hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 4. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a 
map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and 1 mile ve the 
proposed location, the high and low water lines upon the banks of the river, 
the direction and strength of the current at all stages, with the soundings, ac- 
curately showing the bed of the stream and the location of any other brides 
or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the Secretary of War 
to judge of the proper location of said bri and shall furnish such other in- 
formation as may be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the 
subject; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the 
Secretary of War the bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made 
in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction, such change 
shall be submitted to and subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thisact, or any part thereof, is 
2 88 reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be re- 

uired by Congress in the bridge constructed under this act shall be made by 

e corporation owning or controlling the same at its own expense. Further- 
more, if the construction of said bridge shall not be CORPAS wishin: one year 
and 5 within three years after the of this act, all privileges 
conferred hereby, and this act, shall become null and void. 


Pending the reading: 

Mr.HOUK. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent to dis with 
the reading of the bill, as it is an ordinary bridge bill. It has passed 
the Senate and is of course approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, I think the bill ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to dispensing with the reading 
of the bill? ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object. 

The Clerk then resumed anå completed the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 


XXI——632 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 

Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill relating to the same subject 
was ordered to lie upon the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALTAMAHA RIVER. 


Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. § er, Lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Altamaha River. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the assent of the United States of America is hereby 
given to the Brunswick, Athens and Northwestern Railroad Company, a cor- 
poration incorporated by the laws of the State of Georgia, its successors and as- 
signs, and such other persons as may be associated with it, to construct and 
maintain a bridge over the Altamaha River at a point by it to be selected at or 
near Oglethorpe Bluff. 

Sec, Z. That the ce shall beso constructed by draw-span or otherwise that 
a free and unobstru passage may be secured to all vessels and other water 
craft navigating said river; that any bridge constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of nay- 
igation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exami- 
nation and approval, the design and drawings of the bridge, piers, aud 
proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least I m 
above and L mile below the pro location, the topography of the banks 
of the river, the shore lines at high water and at low water, and the direction 
and strength ot the current at all stages, and the soundings, accurately show- 
ing the bed of the stream and the location of other bridge or bridges, wharves, 
jandings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information as shall be re- 
quired for a full satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said 
plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge 
shall not be built; and aftersuchapproval by the Secretary of War the approved 
plans and designs for the bridge shall not be deviated from or added to either 
during the construction or after the completion of the bridge until the proposed 
change shall have been submitted to the Secretary of War and received hisa 
proval; and the said bridge shall be at all times so kept and managed as 
offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under 
said bridge; and if said bridge be built with a draw said draw be opened 
promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boatsor othercraft; and the 
said company or corporation shall maintain at its own expense, from sunset 
until sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House 
Board shall prescribe; and if at any time the navigation of said river shall in 
any manner be obstructed or im by the bridge authorized by this act to 
be constructed, the Secretary of War shall have authority, and it shall be his 
duty, to require said company to alter and change said dge at its own ex- 
pense, in such manner as may be proper to secure free and complete na 
tion without impediment; and if, upon reasonable notice to said company, 
successors or assigns, to make such ery ee improvements, the said company 
fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall haveauthority to make the same, and 
all the rights conferred by this act shall be forfeited upon said failure, and 
Congress shall have power to do any and all things necessary to secure the 
free navigation of said river: Provided, also, That nothing in this act shall be so 
construed asto repeal or modify any of the provisions of law not 8 in 
reference to the protection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge 
from the operations of the same, 

Sec, 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shali be recognized and known as a post-route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States or passen- 
gers or freight over said bridge than the rate per mile paid for the transporta- 
tion over the railroads or publichighways 1 ng to said bridge, and they shal! 
enjoy the rights and privileges of other roads of the United States; and 
equal privileges in the use of said bridge s be granted to all com- 

nies, and the United States shall have the rightof way across said bridge and 
ts approaches for said postal-telegraph purposes, a 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby express], 
reserved, and the right to require an changes in said structure, or ite removal, 
at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War shall de- 
cide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Src. 5, That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid; 
herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed within 
four years from the date hereof. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Š 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: z . 

Strike out the word not.“ in the forty-cighth line, section 2, and insert the 
word “now.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT HARTFORD, CONN. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved 
March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of 
the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, 
a port of entry, in place of Middletown,” 

The Clerk read as follows: F 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act approved March g. 1887, entitled “An 
act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and making Hartford, 


in the State of agian nn cag yd ry of entry, in place of Middletown,” be amended 
so as to include within district of Hartford, Conn., the 


towns of 
Meadow, Agawam, Springfield, and West Springfield, Mass., in which Spring- 
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argh waht of deli with the s of the seventh section of the 
act of June 10. 1550 entitled “An act 2 the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate rtation and there 


e transpo! of dutiable goods, and for other purposes;” 
shall be appointed a surveyor of customs for said to reside at said 
who shall receive a to be determined in amount y the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not exceeding $1,000 per annum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether this bill is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Ir. ROCK WELL. Ves; this is a Senate bill. It has passed the Sen- 
ate and is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

_ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and uae accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. moved to. reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ba it enacted, ctc.. That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
nulhorived to pay io James B, Guile, late postmaster at Pain, Henry County, 
out Poy moneys in the Treasury not otherwise priated, 
sum — A the amount paid by him to the Governmenton account of the 
loss ofa ee — — that amount, taken from his omee when the same 
was broken open and robbed in 1875. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know what year that robbery took 


Mr. ENLOE. In 1875. I will state to the gentleman if he desires 
to know, that this bill is for the relief of one of my constituents who 
was a Republican postmaster and is still a Republican, He very much 
needs this money. Pile bas almost lost his eyesight, and has therefore 
been unable to see his way ont of the Republican party. [Laughter. ] 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and, 

being engrossed, it. was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee on Indian Affairs from the further consideration of the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to procure and submit to Congress a proposal for the 
sale to the United States of the western part of the Crow Indian reser- 
vation, in Montana, and that they be concurred in. The amendments 
are merely verbal in character. 

= Clerk read as follows: 


reservation 
summit of the divide be- 
„and to re the 
sell the lands 
gress at at the earliest 
practicable moment in the form of an agreement, subject to ratification by Con- 


Src, 2. That such sum of money as may be necessary to carry ont the provis- 
ions of this act, not to exceed $5,000, is 3 approp riated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropria; and th e same shall be disbursed 
upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior, for the purposes aforesaid. 


The Senate amendment is to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and 8 to appoint a 
commission consisting of three t persons, whose dut, shall be to ne- 
gotiate with the Crow Indians for a surrender to the Uni States e of all that 

rtion of the reservation in Montana, or so much thereof as they will consent 
, which is situated south of the Yellowstone River and west of the 
divide between Pryor 8 k and Caiet > 9 in said State, and to re- 
port to Congress the result of any such nej ation. ut no agreement for an 
Lach surrender shall be valid until ratified by Congre z 

SEC. — a ae of $5, — aa much thereof as ‘is . = hereby 
approprini ou any money ä erwise appropriated, for 
the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Idid not hear thefirst of the bill, and I hope there 
will be a statement made. 

Mr. CARTER, I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that 
this bill passed the House four months ago. The amendments made 
in the Senate are merely verbal. There is some difference in phrase- 
2 but no difference whatever in substance from the bill as it passed 

House. 
ie MoMILLIN., [Isit concurrence in Senate amendments that the 
. gentleman asks? 


Ss * CARTER. 5 in Senate amendments to a House 


at: MOMILEIR. What are the amendments? What do they per- 
n to? 

Mr. CARTER. They merely pertain to the phraseology. The House 
bill provided that the tary of the Interior should proceed, by and 


through such agents as he may think proper, not to exceed three in 
number, to negotiate with these Indians. The Senate provision is, 
“he shall appoint three discreet persons to prosecute negotiations.” 
That is the only difference in substance, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


H. W. KEYES. 


Mr. BARWIG. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10520) to reimburse H. W. Keys for money 
wrongfully paid the United States for commutation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

» Beit 2 etc., That the N mene, of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to late of Company F, Fourth Wis- 

consin rated, th Volunteers, one of any money in Bene Send Set o sid by anid 
t e $300, the same 

A Keys riate 3 De J. K. g for m y pings gaa palt 


k, 5 on money 
Wisconsin € disirik. 1863, to relieve the said H. W. Keys from a draft 5 in Meir 
district, to which draft the said H. W. Keys was “nob then liable, he not being a 


resident of said district, 


The Committee on War Claims recommend that the bill be amended 
by inserting in the word Keys“ wherever it occurs the letter e,“ so 
2 polis read Keyes, and that the title be amended to conform to 

e bi 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and ar, Y 

Mr. BARWIG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tab 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
KANSAS TRUST AND DIMINISHED RESERVE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present eonsidera - 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11408) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas 
trust and diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas, ` 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all entries made under the provisions 
which the law has been in other respects 8 with, and the purchase- 
money paid, shall be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, and patent 
sue thereon asin other cases, notwithstanding such failure of the purchasers 
to become actual settlers on the land. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report had better be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it is going a good distance to con- 
firm entries not made by actual settlers; and I would like to retain 
the right to object until some explanation can be made. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to explain if the gentleman desires to 
have an explanation. ` The entries were made in pursuance of 

Mr. HOLMAN. I asked that the report be read. 

dorsi peas The gentleman from Indiana asks that the report 
be re; 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11406) 
to fo copie certain sales of the Kansas trust and diminished reserve landsin the 

a 8 Kansas, having had the same under eonsideration, respectfully report 
as follows: 

That from evidence on file and that obtained from the General Land Office, 
it appears that the second section of the act of Enar ysa Je: June 23, 1874, 
provided for the 1 of Kansas Indian lands in to actual settlers," 
ete, (18 Stats., 272). Said lands were made subject to entry ‘in tracts not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres, unless a legal subdivision of a section shall be fractional and 
found to contain a greater number of acres, by actual settlers,” ete., which re- 
striction. as to area was continued in the second section of ihe act approved 
July 5, 1876, and still later by the act approved March 16, 1880 (21 Stats., 68). 

It appears that, through s misunderstanding of the decision of the Commis- 
a of the General Land ¢ Office of March 29, 1883, in which the following un- 

langnege wee “There is no positive provision of law sanini 
3 entries of these lands, nor do the instructions of June 9, 1879, exp: ney 
forbid them, even where the tracts desired are 3 and of the fou 
section of the act approved March 16, L which reads: ctual settlement on 
any of said Jands shall be regarded as ÉRE eee eee 
ually resides on con land to which he holds the legal title, and has here- 
tofore cultivated and made valuable improvements on his adjoining claim, — 
good faith, for ihe urpose of a home for himself," the district land officers a 
Topeka, in instances, erroneously permitted to make Ladd. 
tional” or “adjoining entries,“ which entries have lately been held for cancel- 
lation by the Commissioner of the General Land Office for illegality, 

It appears thatin the cases held for cancellation full payment of the purchase- 
money has been made, and there being no adverse claim, nor any evidence that 
such entries were not made in good faith, but were erroneously allowed as 
stated, the committee recommend that the relief proposed be granted. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to explain whether 
any of these entries were larger than the limit fixed by the original act, 

Mr, KELLEY. They were not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The original act allowed no entry larger 
than 160 acres? 
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Mr. KELLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not toactual settlers? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, are any of those alleged entries as 
reported by the decision of the Commissioner larger than that? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not think any of them were, except that they 
were fractional entries of a section, The entries were made under a 
misapprehension and were allowed by the officers of the Topeka land 
office and paid for by those and there is no adverse claim, 
but the Commissioner of the General Land Office has refused to issue 
the patents, and this is only to quiet the titles and permit the patents 
to be issued. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. What was the amount of land entered under 
this act? 

Mr, KELLEY. There were quite a number of these settlers on this 
land; but I am not able to tell the exact number. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many acres of land? 

Mr. KELLEY. I am not able to tell how many acres of land they 
all comprise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Can you tell the proportion of land sold to 
the actual settlers under the provisions of the law and the land sold 
improperly to persons who were not actual settlers? 

Mr. KELLEY. These persons were actual settlers, who happened 
to live or had lived on adjoining lands to those which they entered; and 
that is why the local officers at the Topeka land office made a misap- 


prehension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then, if I understand, in point of fact this 
law was used for the purpose of getting more than—— 

Mr. KELLEY. No. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Waitamoment. Thanwasallowed. These 
persons had adjoining land, and I presume had entered them under 
the law, and by this pretended defect in the law they were enabled to 
enlarge their entries. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; these were Indian lauds and were paid for, and 
they were actual settlers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But they. were not actual settlers on these 
lands. 

Mr. KELLEY. They were actual settlers on the adjoining land. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. These men got as much land at the Gov- 
ernment price as they would be entitled to, and now they want to vali- 
date that improper doubling of the amount that they would be en- 
titled to. à 

Mr. KELLEY. I think you misapprehend the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, It was because I wanted correct informa- 
tion that I asked the gentleman the questions I am asking. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would state to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
these gentlemen were allowed to enter these lands by the local officer 
at the Topeka land office under a misapprehension of the instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. It was simply a 
technical mistake, and on account of that the Commissioner will not 
issue the patents. All the money has been paid and there is no adverse 


claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The technicality, if I understand it, is that the 
law has been violated and men have entered more land than they were 
entitled to under the act which permitted them to enter 160 acres. 

Mr. KELLEY. The law has not been violated. The directions were 
simply misapprehended by the local land officers at Topeka. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Was it nota violation ot the law to let these par- 
ties enter land that they were not entitled to enter under the law ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You have a strange conception of the law? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think if the gentleman will examine this matter 
me me I can explain it to his satisfaction, and I hope he will not 

object. : 

MI. GROSVENOR, I call for the regular order. 

The F Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to look into this mat- 
ter a little further. There was great confusion during the reading of 
the report, so that I did not hear it distinetly, and I think the matter 
had better go over. I suppose there are a good many cases of this 


d. 

Mr. KELLEY. There are probably-not over twenty in the whole 
Indian reserve. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the gentleman any data from the Depart- 
ment showing that the number is not greater? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; I have that from the Department; and I 
am also acquainted with the settlers on this land and know the condi- 
tions and know all about the matter. It is in my district. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
matter go over until the gentleman gets his data from the Department. 

Mr. KELLEY. The report gives the data. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I think the report does not give the data as to 
the number, I did not so understand it. Let the matter go over until 
it can be further examined, and if it is proper I shall not object to the 
gentleman getting it through at a later time. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object for the present. 

Mr. KELLEY, Mr. S. , I would like to have this bill lie over 
until to-morrow without losing its place. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill can lie over until to- 
morrow. 

There was no objection. 

REVISED STATUTES RELATING TO THE NAVY. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 540) to amend sec- / 
tions 1529, 1530, and 1531 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1529 of tho Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1529. TIe vesseis of the Navy of the United States shall be divided into 
four classes, as follows: First rates, second rates, third rates,and fourth rates,” 

That section 1530 be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spc. 1530. Vessels of and above 5,000 tons displacement shall be classed as 
first rates; those of and above 3,000, but below 5,000 tons displacement, as second 
rates; those of 1,000 and above, but below 3,000 tons ent, as third 
rates; and allthose of less than 1,000 tons displacement, as fourth rates.” 

That section 1531 be amended so as to read as follows: 

*Sxo, 1531. The vessels of the Navy shall be named by the Secretary of tho 
Navy, under the direction of the President, according to the following rule: 

 Battle-ships shall be named after the States of the Union, cruisers after the 
cities, unarmored coast-defense vessels after rivers, and armored 
vessels after important events or names connected with the h of the 
United States. Vessels of ial classes shall be named app: y to the 
service for which they are ugned.“ : 

The following amendments recommended by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs were read: 

In lines 6, 7, and 8, strike out the whole of section 1529 as proposed and insert 
in lieu thereof the — 

“Src, 1529. The vessels of the Navy of the United States shall be divided into 
four classes, and shall be commanded, as nearly as may be, as follows: First 
and second rates by captains, third by commanders, and fourth rates by 
lieutenant-commanders or lieutenants.” 

In lines 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32, strike out the following: “ Battle-ships shall be. 
named after the States of the Union; cruisers after the cities; unarmored coast- 
defense vessels after rivers, and armored coast-defense vessels after important 
events or names connected with the history of the United States; insert 
in lieu thereof the following: ‘Vessels of the first rate shall be named after 
the States of the Union; vessels of the second rate, after cities of the United 
States; vessels of the third rate, after important events or names connected 
with the naval history of the United States, and vessels of the fourth rate, after 
lakes and rivers of the United States.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is this a House bill? 

Mr. LODGE. It is a Senate bill with amendments recommended by 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs. It simply amends the pres- 
ent classification and rating of the ships and the method of naming, so 
as to conform to the exigencies of thenew Navy. ‘The Department is 
very desirous of the ge of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 
have the bill and amendments printed in the RECORD and let it go over 
and be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam perfectly willing to do that if it is desired, but 
the bill is absolutely nothing but a classifying bill; it carries no ap- 
propriation and it is a public measure. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But it is a direction to the Secretary of the 
Navy as to how he shall dispose of officers of the Navy and as to how 
we shall manage the Navy. S 

Mr. LODGE. The course proposed by the House amendments fol- 
lows precisely the present law. 

a 3 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I do not know 
enough about the bill to let it go through at this time, and for the 
present I must object. 


J. H. AND W. T. JUDKINS. 


Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pas- 
sage of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bills (H. R. 1838 and 3072) entitled For the relief of the 
estates of James H. Judkins and William T. Judkins,” now erence, Se 
House, together with all 3 be, and the same are y. 
referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of the acts entitled 
“An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern a 
approved March 3, 1583, and “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887; and said court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of said acts, aud 
report to the House in accordance therewith, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


this resolution ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report had better be read. 


The report (by Mr. MAtsH) was read, as follows: j 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom were referred the bills (H. R. 1888 
and 8072) for the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins and William T. Jud- 
kins, report as follows: 7 

That these claims are for stores and supplies alleged to have been taken by 
the United States Army during the late war from the claimants’ plantations in 
Montgomery County, A 


Jabama. 
It seems to your comm ittee that an investigation by the Court of Claims is a 
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to the Court of Claims, for a 
approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and 


Mr. HOLMAN. That resolution provides for referring this claim to 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why did not the committee make the reference? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know. I asked the committee to do so, 
but they reported the resolution in this form. : i 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 


BATTELLE & EVANS. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the 1 consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, be- 
ing a bill (H. R. 3028) for the relief of Battelle & Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Battelle & Evans growing out of an al- 
I contract made by them with the United Dines; through the commissary 
subsistence and the quartermaster at New Creek, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, in Ar. for the delivery ot beef to the United States Army, and for the re- 
turn of the hides and tallow of the animals slaughtered under the said contract 
to some point on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is hereby referred to the 
of Claims for trial and adjudication; and if in such case it shall be shown 
to the court that either of such officers of the Government stipulated and agreed 
with the claimants to deliver the said hides and tallow to or for the use of the 
said Batte Evans at some point upon the said railroad, and that the Gov- 
ernment failed to perform said ee as to the whole or any part of said 
property so be delivered, then and in that case the court shall render 
a judgment forany ay re a that were thereby sustained in favor of the said 
Battelle & Evans, or their legal representatives, and which damages shal! be 
found by the court not to have been heretofore paid. 


The 1 Is there objeetion to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. DoLLIVER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 3025) for 
the relief of Battelle & Evans, having duly considered the same, report it back 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 

In February, 1862, Battelle & Evans entered into a contract with the United 
States to furnish fresh beef to General Lander’s division, then stationed alon; 
the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, between New Creek (now Keyser), 
W. Va., and Cumberland, Md., at a fixed price per pound, reserving to the con- 
tractors the hides and tallow of the slaughtered animals, which, being on the 
line of the railroad, made this condition a valuable part of the contract. While 

ia contract was in force the army, in May, 1862, was ordered into active 
service under General Frémont, and these contractors were directed to follow 
the army on its forward movement and continue to supply it with fresh beef. 
No fixed price was upon, but the commissary assu them that they 
would be fairly dealt with and that the Government would furnish transporta- 
tion for the hides and tallow back to the line of the railroad. 

In pursuance of this arrangement Battelle & Evans followed up the Army 
and sapplied it, but when their accounts were presented the accounting officers 
would allow only the price fixed in the written contract, and while the claim 
was being fore the Departments, which the Court of Claims then 
— ie be done, the statute 
coui 

Jn 1872 Con; authorized the Court of Claimsto take up and pass upon the 
claim for “cattle and beef sold and delivered ” (17 Stat., 651), but no allowance 
was made for the damage erising by reason of the failure of the United States to 
furnish rtation for the hides and tallow (8 C. Cls. R., pages 299, 305). 

The relief granted by the bill only extends to the claimants the right to pre- 
sent their claim to the Court of ims. Their failure to present it in time 
grew outof the decision of the Court of Claims in the Clyde case (5 C. Cls. R., 
134) to the effect that the court could not entertain a case until it had finally been 
acted upon in the Departments, The six years’ limitation elapsed while this 
claim was so nding. and when, afterwards, the case was presented to the 
court, the Clyde case having been reversed, the court held the case to be barred. 

We think the claimants ought to have an opportunity to present their claim, 
which, in the first instance, they lost by the erroncous decision of the court in 
the Clyde case. 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I understand from the reading of 
fhas bill that it authorizes the Court of Claims to render judgment in 
the case. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is how the bill reads, R 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It was not so intended. 

Mr. KILGORE. It authorizes the court to render judgment and 
gives no right of appeal to the Government. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
STONE], who was chairman of the Committee on War Claims in the 
last House, will remember this case very well, I think. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the bill directs the court to render judgment 
for whatever amount shall be found due. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. This isa mere reference of the claim to 
the Court of Claims in the ordinary manner, 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not the language of the bill. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is mistaken about the 
bill. It provides that if the court shall find “that the Government 
failed to perform said-arrangement as to the whole or any part of said 
property so agreed to be delivered, then and in that case the court shall 


of limitations barred its presentation to the 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


render a judgment for any damages that were thereby sustained,” and 


80 on. 
Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. Ihave not seen the bill for a long time, 
Mr. Speaker, and I did not remember that it contained that provision. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky.. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is 
anything wrong about that case, and I think the bill ought to pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr, Speaker, I desire to present a privileged re- 


port. 
oe SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the report will be re- 
ceived, 


There was no objection. 

JOHN J. M’ELHONE. 

The report was read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the widow of John J. 
McElhone, deceased, late Official Reporter of the House, the expenses of his last 
illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of $500, and a further sum equal to 
one year’s salary at rate of compensation which said McElhone was receiv- 
ing at the time of his death." 

he Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying reso- 
lution submitted by Mr, HENDERSON, of . report that John J. 
McElhone was, from the time of the organization of the corps, one of the Official 
Reporters of the House, and, for a number of years preceding his death, the 
chief of that corps. His services were continuousand laborious, and performed 
with great skill and ability, and to the entire satisfaction of the various Houses 
to which his services were rendered. The action proj by the resolution is 
pursuant to precedenta in numerous cases, among which may be cited similar 
provisions made for the widows or representatives of William Hincks, an OM- 
cial Reporter; J. G. Wintersmith, Doorkeeper; and Neill S. Brown, Reading 
Clerk, Mr. McEthone left a surviving widow and a large family of dependent 
children, and your committee believe that no more deserving case could be 
et wre the action proposed. They therefore recommend the passage of the 
resolution. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. * 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution, with a recommendation that the amendment of 
the Senate be concurred in: 


Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED Srates, August 30, 1890. 


Resolved, That the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives to 
print the Report of the Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1859 do pass 
with the following amendments: 

2 line 4, strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof “and bound, 
sixteen.’ 

Line 4, after the word “thousand,” insert copies.“ 

Line 5, strike out the word “ten” and insert “eight.” 

Line 6, strike out “eight” and insert twenty.“ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to move that the House concur in the amendments of the Senate. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr, HAUGEN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the Chair to announce that the regu- 
lar order was the resolution offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE]. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, the Chair is prepared to rule npon the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to one or 
two matters before the ruling is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. S er, in the outset I wish to call your at- 
tention and that of the House to a case of some celebrity which oc- 
curred in 1856. 

I read from the Journal of the House of Representatives, first ses. 
sion, Thirty-fourth Congress, a part of the proceedings of May 23, 1856: 

Mr. Lewis D. Campbell submitted a preamble and resolution, which he sub- 

uently modified to read as follo: namely: 

ee Wnerens, it is represented that on the 22d day of May, 1556, Hon. Preston 8. 
Brooks and Hon, Lawrence M. Keitt, members of this House from the State 
of South Carolina and other members, either as principals or accessorics, per- 
petrated a violent assault on the person of Hon. Charles Sumuer, a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Massachusetts, while remaining in his seat 
in the Lee Chamber in performance of duties pertaining to his official sta- 
q erg, That a select committee of five members be appointed by the Speaker 
to investigate the subject and report the facts, with such resolutions in refer- 
ence thereto as in their fog gpd may be proper and necessary for the vindica- 
tion of the character of this House; and that said committee have power to 
send for persons and papers and to employ a clerk; also, to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House. 


Mr. Clin: made the point of order that no question of privilege was in- 
volved in the proposition, and that it could not supersede the regular order of 
business, 


The Speaker decided that a question of privilege was involved in the propo- 
From this decision of the Chair Mr. Clingman appealed; 
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rope which, 
er 
Mr. Lewis I). Campbell moved that the appeal be laid on the table; 


the tion being pu 
. deci ed in the p peni > tive, 

An investigation was had, and the result was, as I recollect, the ex- 
pulsion of Mr, Brooks from the House; so that the subsequent action 
of this body was in perfect accord with its declaration that the assault 
upon Mr. Sumner, a Senator, by a member of the House of Represent- 
atives, was à violation of the dignity and character of the House. The 
relations of the House and the Senate being so closely connected in the 
direction of legislation and in the government of the countay the 
House deemed this conduct on the part of a member of this body 
towards a member of the other branch of Congress a violation of its 
dignity and) character. 

Now what have we here? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ex- 
LOE] had yesterday from the RECORD a portion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. I will not take up time 
in having those remarks reread; but I think I may say, with the as- 
sent ot the House, that that speech of the gentleman trom Ohio grew 
out of his discontent with the action of a Senator from the State ot 
Pennsylvania in relation to the order of business in the Senate; that 
he was so indignant over the action of that Senator that he proceeded 
to denounce him in the most violent langaage; that by reason of such 
action that Senator was denounced as a criminal, as a traitor, in con- 
nection with matters before that body; that he was charged as co-ope- 
rating with another Senator in the betrayal of the obligations he owed 
to the country. 

Now, if a personal assault growing, perhaps, out of opprobrions 
words in the beginning, is a matter for this House to take notice of, I 
submit that whenever a member of this body arraigns a Senator of the 
United § as a felon, as a traitor, by reason of his conduct in refer- 
ence to! ation in the Senate, there can be no question that the dig- 
nity and character of this House are assailed. If there were any ques- 
tion here, the publie interest manifested throughout the country de- 
picts the popular conception of the attitude of the gentleman from 
Ohio in connection with this matter, and of the duty of the two Houses 
in relation thereto, 

This is np party question. It rises higher than that. Iam not here 
to inquire whether the gentleman trom Ohio has made charges that are 
true; Lam not here to vindicate the character of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. These are matters with which none of us have aught 
todo, But the character, the dignity of this House, is a matter with 
which we: pave to do and for which the people of this country will 
hold us, and ought to hold us, to a rigid responsibility. 

Sir, it is too commonly conceded to-day, and too much justified, that 
there have been for many years unpardonable violations of the dignity 
and decorum of the House of Representatives. Passing from such 
manifestations, growing out of the heat of debate, we are here brought 
into the presence of a case where a member of a co-ordinate legislative 
body is deliberatively, carefully, solemnly arraigned and denounced 
for his conduct as a Senator of the United States. Will it be said that 
the gentleman from Ohio spoke not of a Senator, but of the chairman 
of the Republican national committee? What had the chairman of 
the Republican national committee to do in the Senate Chamber in the 
direction of business? It was the Senator that was alluded to, and 
the designation of him as chairman ot the Republican national com- 
mittee is merely a device to escape the responsibility to this House for 
the indecorum in relation to the pending matter. : 

But, Mr, Speaker, it is not only to that view of the question that we 
are to give. consideration at this time. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr] BAYNE] has offered an amendment which seems to mie en- 
tirely proper, proposing to expunge the speech from the RECORD. 
Even if this proposition stood alone, the question of privilege would be 
sustained.| Any matter affecting or touching the official record of the 
debates in the House presents a question of privilege. Whether a 
speech of this character and for these purposes shall be preserved in the 
record of debates is a question of the highest privilege and has been so 
declared by the House. The gentleman from Tennessee has cited Rule 

‘a Po 

uestions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
eollectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 

Then, again, I ask attention to the practice of the House as stated 
in the Manual: 

Whenever the Speaker is of the opinion that a question of privilege is in- 
volved in a proposition, he must entertain it in preference toany other business, 

Again: | 

And when a proposition is submitted which relates to the privi of the 
House, it is his duty to entertain it, at least to the extent of submitting the 
question tothe House as to whether or not it presents a question of privilege, 

Tn connection with this statement the Manual cites the action of 
several Congresses indicating the practice at various stages of our his- 
tory that in such case the Chair shall at least entertain the proposition 
to the extent of submitting to the House the question whether it isa 
matter of privilege. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said this much simply because as a member of 
this House it seemed to me that we should consider this question with 


an earnest desire, in the light of the practice and rales of the House 
itsell, to do what is seemly and proper on such an occasion, I wish to 
disavow on my own 2 any connection, or even desired connection, 
with the controversy between the prominent persons involved. That 
is a matter for themselves, and I only ask that this House shall do 
what is seemly and becoming in the premises; that which is due to 
itself and to the Senate of the United States. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sabmit a few remarks on 
the amendment I offered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That question is not yet pending. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would not be understood as deciding that 
a question of thischaracter had precedence over an election case except 
under the peculiar circumstances in which this has been brought up. 
The Chair states that simply as a matter of preliminary consideration. 

There can be no doubt that legislative proceedings dependent upon 
two branches—two co-ordinate branches—would be v much im- 
peded if personal and improper reflections were allowed in the one 
body on the members of the other. This fact is so plain, so well es- 
tablished and understood that it seems unnecessary to say a word in 
regard to it. It is founded upon that principle which causes the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives to speak of each other and to ad- 
dress each other in debate by a phrase rather than by name. It is 
intended as far as possible to keep personal feeling out of public leg- 
islation, and the Chair is very glad, not only ior the advantage of the 
relations existing between the House and Senate, but for the advantage 
of the relations of the members themselves to each other and to the 
Chair, that this question should be passed upon in such manner as will 
make an impression upon us all. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order, and the resolution 
is now before the House for consideration and action. s 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ENLOE addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennessee 
is entitled to the first recognition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he will not 
yield to me to offer a resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have a resolution pending. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he will not 
yield to have this resolution read for information ? 


Mr. ENLOE. I will yield to allow the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania to have the resolution read for information. 

Mr. BAYNE, Then I submit the following resolution. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolution, submitted by Mr. Exnor, and the 
amendment by Mr, Bayye, together with the said speech of Mr, KENNEDY 
therein referred to, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 
tions to carefully examine said h and the rules, orders, and practice regu- 
lating and controlling order in debate in the House of Representatives, and 
muke such report thereon to the House for immediate consideration within 
three days as the said committee may deem proper and suitable in the prem- 
ises, And less than a majority of said committee shall constitute a quoruna for 
this purpose. 

Mr. BAYNE, Now, I would address my friend from Tennessee and 
ask him if he is not willing to accept that resolution for the purpose 
of settling this matter. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not think I can yield for that. 8 

Mr. BAYNE. It will require a very early report from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 
days. understand that the committee will meet to-morrow morning, 
and on to-morrow morning at the meeting of the committee they can 
consider the resolution and the next morning submit their report to the 
House for its action. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania why 
he selects the Judiciary Committee. It is simply a question relating 
to the rules of the House, not a judicial question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave nospecial prelerence; the Committee on Rules 
would answer my purpose just as well. I supposed the Committee on 
the Judiciary, being an old and conservative committee, having also 
more time than the Committee on Rules, would have better opportu- 
nities to consider the matter fully in the light in which it ought to be 
considered. 

I would ask my friend trom Tennessee to accept this amendment and 
let the matter come before the House in that shape. i 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a m- 


ment? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania think 
there is but one thing that can be done in the premises ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do think that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, I agree with you on that point, and the 
less delay there is in doing that thing the better. 

Mr. BAYNE. .I submit to my friend from Tennessee that, if this 
matter is considered by the committee and it makes its report, that re- 
port would form a part of the archives of this body, and the reasons for 
the action taken could be given in a judicial shape, and not in adesul- 
tory discussion or in the heat of debate, Emanating as it would from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which committee had considered the 
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matter, it would be in better form not only for a precedent, but for this 
identical case, than any other action that could be taken with regard 
to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, in response to the question of the gen- 
- tleman I will state that I see no oceasion for sending this resolution to 

the Judiciary Committee or any other committee of this House, We 
have had some experience in the reference of matters of this character 
to committees with the expectation that reports would be made in a 
reasonable time. I remember that I had a question of privilege that 
was personal to myself which was referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and up to the present time there has been no report from that 
committee on that quvstion of privilege. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me a word 
right there? I suppose the gentleman refers to a resolution now pend- 
ing. Allow me to state that the delay in that case has been occasioned 
solely by the absence of the party who is charged in the resolution, 
He is expected back soon, and the arrangement has been made to pur- 
sue the inquiry at once, and it will be completed at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 

Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, [ am very glad to know that we are 
likely to get that question out of the hands of the Judiciary Committee 
and before the House, but I want to say on this resolution and this 
proposition that the reasons assigned by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

-vania [Mr. BAYNE] for desiring to refer this particular resolution to 
the Committee on the Judiciary do not strike my mind as sufficient. 
There is no judicial question involved. There is no question of fact or 
law to be determined by any committee. The facts are before this 
House. The law is known to every member of this House who pre- 
tends to have any knowledge of parliamentary law, so that there can 
be no purpose in referring it to the Judiciary Committee that I can see, 
unless it be to gain time for some purpose that does not appear. 
Now, I think this House has delayed action upon this matter quite 
as long as it can afford to do, in justice to the House itself. The mat- 
ter should have been acted upon at the time the words were spoken, 
but for one week afterward it remained without any kind of criticism 
from any source in this House or in the other branch of this legislative 
body. And when it appeared in the RECORD I waited to see it I could 
find, and I made inquiry to see if I could find some gentleman upon 
the other side of the House who was going to take it upon himself to 
offer a resolution of this character. I was not able to find that any- 
body was willing or ready to assume the responsibility of offering the 
resolution; and, while I am no more concerned about the honorand the 
dignity of this House than numbers of gentlemen upon the other side 
and upon this side, too, I felt that the delay had been qnite suficient, 
and that it was time that we should meet the demand of the country 
and vindicate this body from the common charge that is made against 
it that we are converting it into a bear-garden. 

i Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will be ready to act upon this 

question and to act upon ib ily. Ido not want to do any injustice 

to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. Ido not want to enter 
upon any criticism of his conduct or language, other than in a parlia- 
mentary way; but I do want this House to act without any formality 
~ of sending a resolution to a committee that involves no question of fact 
or law to be determined, and bringing it back to this House, when the 
House is now as ready to act upon it as if it had been in the hands of 
the Judiciary Committee and were here with a report to sustain it. If 
the Judiciary Committee were to make a report, I do not kow what 
the character of that report would be. I suppose no reason would be 
given for the passage of this resolution that has not been or will not 
be given by some member in the discussion in the House. 

- We are making the record now. We are making the archives now 

upon this question that will go down as a part of the history of it. 

And while this speech may be stricken out of the RECORD. by the adop- 

tion of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that strik- 
ing out of the Recorn is a mere fiction. This matter has gone to the 
country. It was deliberately spoken. It was delivered from manu- 
script. It was deliberately revised for a week. It was returned and 
printed in the RECORD of this House, and there is no reason thatI can 
conceive of why the House does not fully understand the question 
and why it can not act upon it within one hour as well as within one 

‘week, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes tomy colleague from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MOMLTANI. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the rule on this subject, or the rule 
that should have controlled this matter when the speech in question 
was made, provides that: 

4, If any member, inspeakin, erwise, transgress t 
the Speaker shall, or Pipa 9 call him to an orton oi tne Hause, 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 


8 and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without de- 


Clause 5 of that rule provides that: : 


5. If a member is called to orderfor words spoken in debate, the member call- 
him to order shall indicate the words — . — to; and they shall be taken 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but he shall 


not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if 


further debate or other business has intervened. 


Hence there can be no proceeding to censure this member. The time 

to call him to order has passed, but there is one thing, and only one 
thing, that the House can do. The House owes to itself a duty, if it 
does not owe it to anybody else on earth, and that is to purge its REC- 
ORD of the unparliamentary matter found in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. Now, I would have no objection to 
referring this matter to the Committee on the Judiciary if referred to 
any committee, That is a painstaking and judicious body of men, 
who would act as fairly as any men could; but the question is, whatis 
the use of a reference of this to any committee? 
_ As I indicated to my friend from Pennsylvania a moment ago, there 
is but one thing to do. Do not delay action. You can not censure the 
member, you can not expel him, and you can not affard to allow your 
records to remain thus encumbered with vile or calumnious utterances, 
He deliberately violated the rules of the House. I say ‘‘deliberately;’? 
and why? Because the gentleman from Ohio rose in his place and, not 
ina fervent, impetuous, and impromptu speech, but with a deliberately 
written, cold manuscript before him, read off that for which if he had 
spoken it on the street of any spirited man he would not have gone un- 
punished. 

Iam not here to defend the Senator he attacked; Iam not here to 
say anything about the subject-matter of his attack; Iam not here, 
Mr. Speaker, to say anything about the truth of the charges against 
that Senator or whether they are true or untrue. They may be true 
for aught I know; they may be false, That is not the question before 
this House. For the purposes of this resolution it is immaterial whether 
they are true or false. The question is, Have the rules of the Honse 
been observed, and does the speech of the gentleman come up to that 
requisition that should be made of any member who proposes to per- 
petuate himself at public expense? 

I spoke of ‘‘calumny’’ awhile ago, because he attacked the whole 
Senate, Are there no honest men there? If there are not, the country 
is in a very bad fix. There are men there he would not assail else- 
where, and they must not be assailed here. 

We have now been in session nearly nine months, and I think I speak 
inside of the record and inside of the known history of this House when 
I say that there has not been before nine months of such consecutive dis- 
order in this House, It has not been the heaping of abuse by Demo- 
cratic members on Republican members or Republican members on 
Democratic members, but it has been that kind of wrangling that does 
not depend upon politics for its base. It affords me no pleasure; I say 
it with blushing and with shame that we have had scenes upon the 
floor, often upon that side of the House, in which Democrats were not 
concerned, where language was used that I would not repeat here or 
elsewhere, ending finally with a fist-fight. We have taken no sort of 
cognizance of these offenses at all. A 

One member was censured on this side; but there have been half a 
dozen times when language was nsed that was vastly more flagrant in 
violation of the rules than his was or could even be claimed to be. 

Is this not to have any end? Is this to be converted into a bear- 
garden? Isthis to bea body where the pugilist and not the statesman 
is to be the one who is in chief requisition? If so, delay will accel- 
erateit; ifso, non-action will aceelerate it. If that is to be inaugurated, 


the dilly-dallying that we propose to enter upon here will be a fit pre- 


cursor of the condition that is to come at last. 

For one, Mr. Speaker, I think we should act, and act now. This 
resolution may not be exactly what every member wants; if not, 
amend it. It may be that it shall require other visions; if so, in- 
sert them; but this House is able now, and it 9 be ready now, 
to take this matter up and dispose of it as it should be disposed of. 
It waited, evidently, in the hope that when the gentleman from Ohio 
should print his speech he would at least make it what it should be 
in the RECORD. But he comes back seeming to have studied day and 
night to determine how fär he could go in speaking against the rule 
and not subject himself to the rales. If he intended to change his 
speech, why did he not come and say, In a moment of passion I ut- 
tered these words and I propose to make the amende honorable; and 
whatever my private opinions are I will keep them to myself when I 
am addressing the public?” 

Why did he not come forward and say: I am ready to make the 
amende honorable, and to at least give my voice in favor of judicious, 
calm, and statesmanlike proceedings in this House?“ But up to this 
good hour he has never retracted. The speech which is printed is as 
offensive and unparliamentary as the first. As {stated in the begin- 
ning, I am not speaking of the truth of the speech; but I state the fact 
that if a penitentiary convict’ had shed his stripes and gone into the 
Senate and become a Senator he could not thus have beenspoken of with- 
out the violation of our rales, The rules will still control and the 
rules should and must be preserved. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to know what question 
is now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question now pending is the adoption of the 
resolution presented by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
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. Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Did not the gentleman from Penn- 

Avania [Mr. BAYNE] poy. offer an amendment to that resolu- 
don or was it hy way of a substitute? The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania on yesterday offered a resolution, and I understood that it was 
by way of an amendment to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Istated I was willing to accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That was prior to the decision of the point of 
order, and consequently the amendmentcould not then be entertained. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, [understand that the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee is willing to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If that is so, I would like to have the 
resolution in its modified form read, so that the House may know ex- 
actly what is the pending question, ‘ 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not yet had a chance to formally offer the 
amendment. Ihave intended to do it at the first opportunity. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sent it up to be 
read for the information of the House, and I notified him that I would 
be willing to accept the amendment, and I am perfectly willing now 
that it shall be taken as a part of my resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the amendment? 

Mr, ENLOE, It proposes to strike from the Recorp the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not know whether the amendment 
is offered as a substitute or as-an additional resolution. 

Mr. BAYNE. Asan additional resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be considered as pend- 


ie HOPKINS. Then, Mr. Speaker, where is the resolution offered 
by: the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] this morning? Is 
that pending? 

The SPEAKER. That was read simply for information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is not the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to refer this matter to the 
Committee on the Judiciary the question pending before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I give notice now thatatthe expiration 
of one hour I shall move the previous question. T yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, a single remark made by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] makes it proper perhaps that I 
should say a word or two with respect to the circumstances under 
which the speech of the tleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] was 
delivered. The time of the House being in charge of the Committee 
on Elections and the House being engaged in the discussion of the 
contested-election case of Clayton rs. Breckinridge, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] requested that he be assigned a portion of the 
time. It was with him that he shonld have a certain time 
upon condition that he should occupy it after the ordinary hour of 
adjournment, 5 o'clock, and, pursuant to that arrangement, the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio was made after 5 o'clock. This explains 
why it was that he was not called to order when he was delivering his 
speech. The reason was that the members who were ps most 
interested in calling him to order were absent from the House, and the 
time when the speech was delivered, and the unusual hour also, per- 
haps, excuses the members of the Pennsylvania delegation at least for 
being absent from the House. 8 

Ou the succeeding day, the speech of the gentleman not being printed 
in the RECORD, but an abstract of it appearing in the newspapers, cer- 
tain members of the Pennsylvania delegation, of whom I was one, con- 
sulted as to the propriety of offering a resolution in substantially the 
same terms as the one now pending. The resolution was formally 
drawn and was ready to be offered, but upon consultation with a num- 
ber of gentlemen, upon both sides of the House, better skilled in par- 
liamentary law than I was, the conclusion was arrived at that such a 
resolution would not be in order in the absence of a citation of the 
language complained of. In other words, it was agreed that the House 
could not be called on to pass upon the speech and criticise a member 
for using certain lan when the language itself was not before the 
House, and therefore it was determined that no resolution should be 
offered until the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY ] should have 

nted his remarks in the RECORD so that they could be officially be- 

re the House, This explains why no notice was taken of the matter 
until yesterday, the speech of the gentleman from Ohio having been 
printed only on Sunday morning last, and it also, as it seems to me, 
8 the gentlemen criticised by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 


LOE]. 

Mr. Bron I want to say to the gentleman that I did not make 
that remark in any spirit of criticism. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, the gentleman said that he had made in- 
quiry, and that he did not find that there was any intention to offer a 
resolution. There was such intention. It was discussed on both sides 
of the House, and some gentlemen on this side [the Democratic side] 
oreo Pal it were necessary, bear witness that I consulted with them 
abont it. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there is any difference of 
between members upon either side of the House as to the proper 
disposition of this matter. I think we all that the question at 
issue is not whether the assertions made in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] are true or false. I think we all 
agree that the question at issue is, not the honor of any Senator or the 
honor of the Senate of the United States, but the honor of the House 
itself, and it seems to me to be an unimportant question whether this 
resolution shall be disposed of by immediate action or whether it shall 
go to a committee—unimportant, I mean, as to the result, because I be- 
lieve there will be substantial unanimity with respect to the final dis- 
position of it. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me in his time I wish 
to ask him, first, whether he thinks the resolution of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], a resolution looking toward an apology 
to aco-ordinate branch, is a proper one or in accordance with parlia- 
mentary usage; and, second, as to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], which the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has accepted and which proposes to exclude the whole of the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, does 
the gentleman think that resolution proposes the proper course? It 
seems to me that possibly that may not be the proper thing to do, for 
the reason that, while portions of the speech are manifestly in the teeth 
of parliamentary usage and should be stricken out, the larger por- 
tion of it in no way reflects upon the Senate or upon any Senator in 
his official capacity, and is not in any inseparable way connected with 
the objectionable matter. If an objectionable remark or an unparlia- 
mentary remark goes into the RECORD in a speech, should the whole 
speech therefore be stricken out or only the objectionable portion? I 
suggest these points to the gentleman from Pennsylvania as bearing 
‘upon the propriety of voting down the previous question and letting 
this matter go to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions 
to report within three days. 

Mr. DALZELL. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, I will say 
that I think the suggestion he makes goes largely in favor of the prop- 
osition to send this matter to the Judiciary Committee. Of course it 
would be improper for the House to exclude from the RECORD that 
which is in itself entirely proper, and it does not seem to me that the 
House, as a House, is in a condition to select from the speech in ques- 
tion what ought to go into the RECORD and what ought not. I think, 
therefore, there would be no harm done by sending the matter toa 
committee which could judicially report upon it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] s 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair is correct, the gentleman has still 
twenty-five minutes; but the Chair is not quite certain about the 
count. à 

Mr. ENLOE. In accordance with promise, I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday when this resolution was 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, followed by a proposition 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to eliminate from 
the RECORD the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, I made the mo- 
tion to send these propositions to the Committee on the Judiciary. On 
mature. reflection, I heartily approve of the motion submitted this 
morning by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to direct the committee 
to report to the House within as brief a time as possible, so that action 
may be taken on the question by the House before the final adjourn- 
ment. 

It is not necessary for me, in support of the position I take on this 
question, to indulge in any intemperate language the gen- 
tleman from Ohio or to criticise any of the statements that he has 
made. This isa matter which it seems to me should properly go be- 
fore a committee. If the gentleman desires to meet the charge of hav · 
ing violated parliamentary rule, he can himself appear betore the com- 
mittee and either deſend the action which he has taken in making this 
speech or make such apology as in his judgment may be proper in the 
premises. 

Another reason Why it seems to me that matter should go to a 
committee is that the resolution as framed is not such a proposition as 
will command the approval of all the members ot this House. It con- 
tains some things that they approve and some to which they object. 
This matter should not be carried through the House in a spirit sim- 
ilar to that which, as the gentleman from Tennessee complains, char- 
acterizes the language which his resolution censures, 

There is another point to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House. My colleague from IIlinois [Mr. CANNON] has well said that 
certain portions of the speech of the gentleman from Ohio are not in 
violation of any parliamentary law, that they express the truth in 
chaste and elegant language, and that it would be improper for. this 
House, and even beyond its constitutional power, to eliminate those 
portions of the speech from the permanent RECORD. 

Then there is another consideration. Ifthe objectionable portions of 
the speech of the gentleman from Ohio are to be eliminated from the 
RECORD, what is to be done with the speech that was made yesterday by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLor], who, under the guise of 
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censuring what had been done by the tleman from Ohio, embodied 
in his remarks the most objectionable features of the entire speech, 
the features which reflect most strongly upon the Senator from Penn- 
lvania and upon the Senate as a body? The language thus cited by 
geutleman from Tennessee and republished | him in connection 
with his remarks will become a permanent part of the records of this 
House and of Congress if the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee is 
not also eliminated from the RECORD. 

Now, it seems to me that the only reasonable thing this House can 
do in the premises is to refer this matter to one of the great commit- 
tees of the House, composed of some of the ablest members of this 
body, men who will not act intemperately or impulsively upon this 
question, but will look the matter over and determine deliberatively 
what the dignity of the House demands and ascertain where the line 
8 properly be drawn in regard to parliamentary language in this 

ouse. 

Thisis not the only offense against parliamentary decoram that bas 
heen committed during this session of Congress. If my memory serves 
me correctly, the Speaker of this House has been characterized here in 
language as severe as you will find in this speech. I remember, Mr. 
Speaker, that one of the members from the State of Missouri [Mr. 
Stone], in a speech upon the subject of pension legislation, character- 
ized the President of the United States and his Cabinet officers in lan- 
guage quite as severe as any remarks you will find in the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio. I submit, therefore, that this matter should go 
to a committee who will investigate the whole subject and will give us 
a report embodying the experience of a hundred years of legislation 
under the Constitution, which report may serve as a guide for action 
in cases of this kind in all future time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now yield six minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, the precedent we are to es- 
tablish is more important than the influence of our action on this par- 
ticular case. I have no feeling in this matter except for the preserva- 
tion of harmony between the two branches of Congress, and certainly 
no desire to inflict any censure upon either the gentleman from Ohio 
or the Senator criticised by him, or to make any eritieism now on 
the party to which they both belong. 

I was present when the speech of the gentleman from Ohio was de- 
livered. The gentleman then presiding as Speaker pro tempore indu- 
bitably heard what the gentleman from Ohio said, for that gentleman 
delivered his rqmarks with great earnestness and with a clear voice, 
though he read from manuscript. There were present enough mem- 
bers to call him to order if anybody had desired to do so. Perhaps all 
on this side felt at the moment somewhat as I did, that it was a sort of 
family fight between a Republican Representative, a Republican House, 


~ a Republican Speaker, a Republican Senator, and a Republican Senate, 


on an occasion which illustrated our exceedingly defective mode of 
treating an election case. The speech was pretendedly made upon an 
election case, It must have been known to the gentlemen in charge of 
that case that it was not intended to refer to the case. It had all the 
appearance of having been premeditated, agreed upon, and delivered 
with the consent of the managers of the election case and of that side 
of the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman will permit me to say that I was 
not present at the time the speech was delivered; I had no notice of 
the character of the speech to be delivered; and if I had had notice of 
its character I would have protested against any such speech coming in. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. I have no doubt the gentleman’sstatement 
is entirely correct. It illustrates precisely what I was saying. The 
gentleman [Mr. ROWELL] is the chairman of the Elections Committee; 
the House is engaged at the time in trying an election case; and the 
gentleman turns over the charge of that election case to the gentleman 
from Ohio, without any knowledge of any sort that the discussion was 
to be about the matter with which the House had solemuly charged 
him. Now, I do not mean to say that any gentleman of the Elections 
Committee knew precisely what the gentleman from Ohio was going 
to say; but they all knew he was not going to say anything abont that 
case, for it was understood that the gentleman trom Ohio [ Mr. KEN- 
NEDY] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLEY] were each of 
them in a condition that required the healthful delivery of a speech 
that afternoon upon questions connected with general election matters, 
and not particularly with the tacts of the pending case. 

Now, this has been done. The gentleman has published his speech. 
He has revised it somewhat, but I think it but due to the gentleman 
to say that I listened to the speech with attention while it was being 
delivered and have read it with care, and I do not think that he has 
revised it so as to change materially any substantia: feature of it. 
There are some expressions which have been changed, but the speech 
as printed, in all material parts, as jar as I can judge from memory, is 
the speech that was delivered upon the floor of the House. Therefore 
he is not subject to a criticism made in this discussion that by some 
device in changing phrases or in some other way the revision of the 
speech was done with a view to so change it as to escape responsibility. 
There is nothing in the printed speech that differs from the speech de- 


livered on the floor of the House except in the mere change of phrase- 
ology in some parts. ‘ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the House has but one of two things to do as to 
the Senate. I am not speaking of what the House ought to do as to 
the gentleman from Ohio. That question is not before us; nor what 
the House ought to do as to itself; nor as to the question of expunging 
all or portions of the speech from the RECORD. These are independent 
questions. We may expunge what is there. That is one question. 
We may or may not say that what the gentleman from Ohio has done 
deserves the censure of this body. That is between the House and the 
gentleman. But the question before us, the graver question, the one 
with which we are now confronted, and the only question, is, what is 
the duty of the House to the Senate; what ought we to do as to the 
Senate; what do our relations to the co-ordinate branch of the legisla- 
tive department of the Government under the circumstances presented 

nire? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a 
few moments longer. 

Mr. ENLOE. I yield four minutes longer to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If we have pne a wrong by allowing 
a member of this House to overstep the nds of parliamentary court- 
esy which ought to prevail between these two bodies and if that is 
our deliberate judgment, then of course the proper thing to do is to 
frankly and at once so declare in this public manner. If a gentleman 
is thoroughly convinced that he has done a wrong, he needs no court 
of arbitration to make him prompt to repair that wrong. If the gen- 
tlema to whom he has done the wrong is a copartner with him in 
delicate matters, where they must constantly consult, he is prompter 
on his part to disavow the wrong, to repair it, and to apologize for it. 

No committee can make it plainer than the facts as they appear 
that the gentleman from Ohio has overstepped the line that ought to 
mark parliamentary intercourse between the two Houses. He did 
what he did without permission. Let us not disguise that fact or con- 
tend about words. On the floor of the House, standing in his place as 
a Representative, with the Representativesabout him, and the Speaker 
in the chair, he did utter these words to which at that time, which 
was the proper time, no exception was taken. They became ours as to 
the Senate by oursilence when they were uttered. If they overstepped 
that line, as we are now convinced that they did, it needs no committee, 
it requires no investigation, it demands no judicial scrutiny to acquaint 
us with that fact; and all such proceedings are simply to improperly 
delay and prevent us from frankly admitting the fact and making rep- 
aration. 

Without any bitterness, without any other implied censure to the 
gentleman from Ohio than is contained in that reparation, without any 
appearance of being forced toa courteous act, without being driven to 
it by the force of public opinion, as soon as the wrong is published 
the duty of the House, it seems to me, is to frankly say to the Senate 
that these utterances made on the floor, without the gentleman who 
uttered them being called to order, require of us a frank and prompt 
acknowledgment of a violation of parliamentary courtesy te our co- 
ordinate branch of the Government, 

[Bere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. ENLOE. I promised to yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from lllinois [Mr. ADAMs]. I will yield to the gentleman later. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, if this question is to be finally settled 
to-day, all that we say or do in connection with it will make a parlia- 
mentary precedent; and I fear that something said by my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] might be regarded as making an unfort- 
unate precedent, all the worse because of his well known ability and 
standing in the House. 

I knew that my friend [Mr. DALzELL] had prepared a resolution on 
this subject long ago. I knew that he was waiting until the re- 
marks in question appeared in the RECORD. I argued with him that 
it was not necessary to wait until they had appeared, because if that 
were the rule the House might find itself in a position some time of 
being without any possible remedy, though it might be clear such rem- 
edy should be applied. 

My friend from Pennsylvania said that he came to that conclusion 
after consulting among leading gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
Now, I want to dissent irom that view of the case. If a member of 
this body can make an objectionable speech in this Hall and it is not 
noticed at the time, and if the House, however strong the occasion 
might be, can not take notice of it until it is actually printed in the 
Recorp, it might never bave an opportunity to take such notice at 
all, because it may not be printed in the Recorp until the very last 
day of the session. 

I admit, of course, that it is desirable to wait until the remarks actu- 
ally appear in the RECORD, if the delay is not too great. But I say 
what I do at this time simply because if the question is disposed of to- 
day the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought not, in 
connection with his statement that he had consulted leading members 
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of the House, to go without some dissent, because they might be regarded, 
as I have said, as a precedent, to which I certainly tor one can not 
assent. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss 
this proposition at all, but merely to suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] a modification of his resolution. Isuggest that 
he leave out all those words in the resolution which require a message 
to be sent to the Senate, and leave the resolution so that it will read: 

Resolved, That the House reprobates and condemns the unparliamentary lan- 
guage, ete, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed, I will accept that 
as aa amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. Ideny 
the right of the gentleman from Tennessee to accept the suggestion or 
the gentleman from Georgia to strike out any of the language from this 
resolution, 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Georgia can move to amend. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I suggest the amendment to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, whose resolution is now pending, and which 
he can modify, as I understand, at his own option, according to the es- 
tablished practice, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
will allow that amendment to be made. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will modify the resolution in accordance with the 
suggestion, and if necessary will offer it formally. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The point raised by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is you can not do that. 

Mr, ENLOE. What is the decision of the Chair on the point of or- 


der? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the Chair understand the question before 
the House? . 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order, so that the 
Chair can hear what is said. It might conduce to the Chair’s under- 
standing something about it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, my suggestion to the geu- 
tleman from Tennessee is that he modify this resolution so as to omit 
those words which contemplate a special message to the Senate on the 
subject, and simply leave it a resolution of condemnation upon the 
language used by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY], so that 
modified it will read: 

Resolved, That the House reprobates and condemns the unparliamentary lan~ 
guage, etc, 

And as I understand the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], 
he is willing to modify his resolution in accordance with the sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that that is an amend- 
ment to a resolution pending before the House. The gentleman from 
‘Tennessee has given notice that at the end of his time he will demand 
the previous question upon the passage of this resolution. Now he 
yields the floor for the p of making an amendment 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio show the Chair any 
instance where a member proposing a resolution had been refused the 
right to modify it before a vote was taken on the demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If he makes it in the form of a motion; but has 
he the right to modify it? My objection is that he can not doit by con- 
senting to a modification without the House hasan opportunity to vote 
upon it. 

The resolution is in the possession of the House just as much as 
though it was a bill, and it is here for adoption or rejection. The 
changing of that resolution is an amendment to the resolution, by 
striking out or moditying. The House, having the resolution in its 
possession, has the right to be heard upon that question and to decide 
the question whether it shall be modified or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the law upon this 
subject is that I may amend or modify before the previous question 
has been voted, and I would like to have a ruling of the Chair upon 
that point. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman from Ohio furnish the Chair 
with any authorities in support of his proposition? The Chair under- 
stands it has been the uniform practice that gentlemen may modify 
their resolutions if they wish to betore the previous question is voted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand that the author of a bill, 
who brings it into the House, stands in any different relation than any 
other member of the House. This would cut off all debate on this reso- 
lution, standing as jt does, and would destroy the right of the friends 
o! the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] to be heard on the ques- 
tion, by modifying it and taking away the only chance we have to carry 


the majority of the House in opposition to the previous question and 


in favor of the proposition to send it to a committee that will modify 
it. That is exactly what is being proposed here. 

The SPEAKER, The House this matter under its entire con- 
trol. If it does not desire that this resolution be voted for in the form 
in which it is presented by the gentleman who has charge of it, the 
House can so indicate by voting “own the previous question, and there- 
upon the control of the measure will be transferred to the other side. 

All these principles and methods of procedure are perfectly well 
known to the House, have been the daily custom, and there have been 
daily examples of action under them. The Chair sees no difficulty 
about the question, so far as the control of the House is concerned. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] has charge of the meas- 
ure, because he introduced it, and that measure he has a right to dis- 
cuss for an hour; at the end of that time he has the right to demand 
the previous question, and the House has a right to refuse it if it 
chooses. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, how much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has twenty-two minutes remain- 


ing. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I accept the modification suggested by 


the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], and the resolution in that , 


shape is now before the House, as I understand it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
yield just for a moment—— f 

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to make another 
as to a further modification. I suggest to the gentleman trom Tennes- 
see that he substitute for the word reprobate, which I do not think 
is a very choice word in that connection, because condemnation fol- 
lows, and that is reprobation enough, the word ‘‘ disapprove; ’’ so that 
the resolution will read: To disapprove and condemn,” 

Mr. ENLOE. I will accept that modification of the resolution. I 
now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I 222 to 
referring this resolution to a committee. I believe that the House after 
this debate, and alter what we know, after considering this subject 
for ten days, is qualified to act upon it, and act promptly. I do nof 
know what parliamentary objection there may be ingeniously suggested, 
but I think it is a good plan to make a precedent that the House itself 
shall consider such a subject as this and act upon it, and atter the rec- 
ord that has been made upon the floor of this House at times during 
this session, when the rules have been violated by such a speech as has 
been made, I think the more promptly we pass these two resolutions 
that have been offered and make a precedent the better. It is too late 
in the session for us to spend more time than is necessary in d 
a self-evident proposition, as this seems to me to be. I believe that 
every committee has occupation with the business of the country, and 
certainly the House has, and I hope, for one, that we to-day shall vote 
upon this question, and then go on with the necessary business of the 
country. ` 

I yield back the remainder of my time to the gentleman frora Ten- 
nessee, 

Mr. ENLOE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the present form 
of the gentleman’s resolution. I think that the House, in 22 
its rules and parliamentary usages and making a precedent, sho! 
make such a precedent as is proper, and not strike out more or less of 
a speech than infracts its rules, 

Now, gentlemen who have read this speech will readily understand 
that the most of itis nut subject to objection as being unparliamentary; 
and if this is to become a precedent I will call the attention of my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] to the fact that then 
unparliamentary remark of any kind that may be contained in a ear 
of one or two hours would set a precedent whereby the whole speech 
could be stricken out. 

I am ready as he or anybody else to strike out of the RECORD when 
it is challenged any part of a speech which is against the rules of the 
House. I think the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] is the proper one. I suggest we vote down the previous 
question; lêt that resolution be offered, and let this whole subject go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to report back 


within three days, and let that report be privileged. In that way we - 


get, as my colleague said, a report. In that way I apprehend we will 
have stricken out of the RECORD that which should not from a parlia- 
mentary standpoint go into it. : 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a q 
tion right there? : 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Would not it necessarily happen that when the 
Judiciary Committee make a report they must set torth and air again 
all that oratory which they say is offensive, and thus bring it before 
the country? Would not that be the result? 
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` Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. I am perfectly willing they should strike 
out all of the except that which they put in the report, and let 
ee ger in that which is parliamentary; and I am willing that you 
should broaden this resolution, if you want to do so. Let it be broad- 
ened so as to strike ont.of the Recorp that which the gentleman from 
Tennessee put in. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to call 
Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Illinois struck ont things that 
he said on a certain famous occasion. 
Mr. CANNON, Oh, Mr. Speaker, I rose 
Mr. ENLOE. Do not amend your remarks in the RECORD and then 
come and talk to me about what I do, 
Mr. CANNON. I rose in my place to discuss the question before the 
House. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 3 
4 Mr. BLOUNT.. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
on? 
Mr. CANNON, Iwant the balance of my five minutes. 
Iam not here to point ont infractions of parliamentary law coming 
from gentlemen upon that side of the House. I have heard men who 
fess to be holier than others speak in unparliamentary language and 
t go unchallenged. I did not admire the tone and temper of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, my colleague upon the Committee on Rules 
[Mr. MoMILLIN]. It seems to me that instead of devoting himself to 
the matter in hand he wanted to air his threadbare, chestnutty scold 
that he always brings before this House when he gets an opportunity. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. MCMILLIN. If I had been anxious to attack any gentleman, 
the gentleman before me offered as good an opportunity on account of 
unparliamentary proceedings as any man living. [Applause on the 


Democratic side. ] 
Oh, Mr. Speaker, whatever I have done or said that 


Mr. CANNON. 
is unparliamentary is subject to the rules of the House and will be 


discussed if it be challenged. 

The gentleman from Kentu [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] proceeded to 

oo 2 5 nr g borage ee a being substantially 92 * was 

i „ an spo. e propriety of begging nof a 
co-ordinate branch of the Government. From the gentleman’s remarks 
I judge that, stickler for propriety as he is, when some of us were away 
he sat and listened to that and objected not, and did not call 
any one to 3 he comes in sheds crocodile tears about 
the impropriety of it. [Langhter.] Mr. Speaker, when I rose I did 
not expect tosay a word uponany subject except the matter before the 
House, and I have confined myself to what has transpired in this hour 
of debate. Now I am content to vote against this previous question, 
and then I will vote for the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. Let what is done be done after consideration 
and in order, and when we make a precedent let us make one in cool 
blood rather than ired by a partisan desire, and let us not, under 
- guise of adhering to rules, perhaps do something else, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman takes his seat I want to ask 
him ifit is not in accordance with the practice of this House to expunge 
the whole speech. Has he ever known a case where the House under- 
took to revise a speech ? 

Mr. CANNON, Let the Committee on the Judiciary determine that 
pa and report upon it. I say to the gentleman frankly I do not 

ow. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear what the ruling of 
the Chair was with regard to the right of the gentleman from Tennes- 
3 ExNL OR] to modify his resolution. 

17 1 e SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that the gentleman could mod- 


t. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then Task to have read at the desk the resolution 
as it would stand modified, with the amendment. : 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


That the House proves and condemns the unparliamentary 

82 of Hon. Ronnnr P. x. a Representative from the State of 

published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of September 14, 1890, perpos- 

ing to béa speech delivered on the floor of the House, September 3, 1890, in which 

revised and amended speech he repeats hisimpeachment of the honesty of Sen- 
ators individually and of the Senate as a body. 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed toexclude from the permanent 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the ee the House of Representatives, Sep- 
tember 3, by RoBERT P. , a member from the State of Ohio, and 
published in OONGRESSIONAL RECORD of September 14, 1890. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say now that I will modify 
my resolution by accepting the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], if it is not already done. 
„ The Chair understands that it has already been 

e. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, the subject is in a very tangi- 
ble form before the House; that is to say, the House is invited to ex- 
press its disapproval of the unparliamentary language that has been 
called to its attention and to direct that the speech be not printed in 
the permanent CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those are the propositions 
embraced in the resolution as read. Now, I would like to inquire ot 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon} what more any committee 
could report after investigating the subject than those two proposi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. | 


7 
SE N 


SEPTEMBER 16, 


tions, an expression of disapproval on the one hand and on the other 
a direction that the be not published in the permanent RECORD. 
What more can be said or done by the House? 

I remember that some years ago, in the second session of the Forty- 
first Congress, a had been printed in the Congressional Globe 
under a general leave to print, which contained two or three highly 
objectionable such as all gentlemen would see at once ought 
not to appear in the official record.. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], then a member of the House, introduced a resolu- 
tion witha preamble reciting the facts. The resolution was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire and 
whether the said William Mungen, in causing said speech to be printed, as afore- 
said, has not abused the privileges thus obtained and violated the rules of the 
House and deserves its censure; and that in the mean time the said speech be 
excluded from the Congressional Globe. 


Now, in effect the resolution offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAWES] on that occasion was the same as the proposi- 
tion now pending here. It contained an expression of disap upon 
the part of the House of the unparliamentary words which had been 
printed against a Senator and a direction that the speech be not made 
a matter of permanent record. Those were the two propositions in 
that case, as they are the two propositions in this case. That resolu- 
tion was adopted nem. con., I believe. As to the question of censure, I 
think no was ever made; at least that is my recollection, but I 
have not been able to look through the record thoroughly. Iremember 
that a serious difficulty arose over the question of censure, even if the 
case was a proper one for censure—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman whether that resolution 
did not, by its terms, exclude the whole speech from the Globe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the reference to the committee was merely as 
to the matter of censure? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; the reference was as tothe censure. The 
resolution itself provided that in the mean time the said speech be 
excluded from the mal Globe.” 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. In the mean time.“ That was in- 
tended to he a tem exclusion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; it was intended to be ent. The 
meaning was that the matter of censure should be referred to the com- 


mittee, but that in the mean time, now, the speech itself should be 
excluded. There was a difficulty about the question of censure, be- 
cause the words had not been uttered, and therefore had not been 
taken down at the time they were uttered, and unanimous consent had 
been given to print, and it would seem that in such a case the power 
of the House to censure did not exist under its rules; so that the House 
in that case did all it could do. It expressed its unqualified condem- 
nation of the use of unparliamentary language on the floor of the House 
towards a Senator, and directed that the speech should be excluded 
from the record of debates. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like just a minute more. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has seven min- 


utes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I yield the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
one minute more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the House ought toact promptly 
in this matter. Inasmuch as this speech made its appearance on Sun- 
day last, the House owes it to itself and to the country to do without 
delay whatever it intends to do. This is not a subject demanding in- 
vestigation, as gentlemen will perceive. What is there to investigate? 
The resolution is predicated upon matter of public record. It embraces 
a subject upon which every member of the House is prepared to pass 
at once. It appears to me that with the purpose of preserving proper 
relations between the two Houses of Congress and securing parliament- 
ary courtesy upon the floor of the House as well as upon the floor of 
the Senate, this House can do nothing less than is here proposed: disap- 
prove of the language in question in unequivocal terms and adopt the 
proposition excluding the speech from the permanent records of Con- 


Mr. ENLOE. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have great re- 
spect for the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CAN- 
Non] and also for precedents, but I do not believe in allowing prece- 
dents to influence our judgment in favor of delay at a time when we 
see that it is important to act, I am in favor of making g precedent 
here and now by the adoption of this resolution; and I wish to go farther 
than the gentleman indicates he is ready to go. I wish to put on record 
a vote to condemn the h and also to expunge the whole of it. I 
hope, too, that we shall stop this debate where it is, and not spend an- 
other day, after we obtain a report from a committee, in rehearsing all 
that we have gone over here yesterday and to-day. 

I believe the House understands this question. Whatever precedents 
other gentlemen may wish to follow as the basis of their action, I want 
to adopt as the basis of my action what has occurred here in the last ten 
days, and I wish our action upon this matter to be entered as a prece- 
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dent. Iam not worried in regard to the precedents of the I 
desire to act according to the best light I have at the time it is 
necessary to act. I think that we on both sides of the House have 
consumed time enough over this question; that we should not refer it 
to any committee to have the subject brought again into dubate to oc- 
the time of the House. 
believe that one gentleman who has spoken, the gentleman from 

Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], stated the point which is most objectionable 
in the speech of the gentleman from Ohio: the fact that, differing with 
the political action of a Senator at the other end of the Capitol, he 
brought in criminal charges in order to emphasize those differences or 
to vent his spleen or his temper that Senator. Such a speech 
should not be tolerated or temporized with in either the Senate. or 
House. We have had too much of it already. That is the basis of the 
speech, and on that, to my mind, the whole question largely turns. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have four minutes remain- 
ing. I want to occupy three, and then I shall call the previous ques- 
tion. 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to reiterate in substance what the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CANDLER] has just said about the reference 
of this question to a committee, hy should we call upon a commit- 
tee to go over the whole ground, to embody the matter in a report to 
be brought into the House, repeating the discussion over and over in 
the RECORD. I think we have had enough of it. There is no necessity 
to send the question to any committee. We now have the resolution 
in proper shape. It embodies everything that it ought to contain. 

I am gratified to be able to say to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON], who, I observed, interjected in his opening remarks a ques- 
tion as to whether or not my language was happy, that I recognize 
in him a judge of pure English literature, and I tried to modify my 
resolution so as not to offend his esthetic ideas in regard to propriety 
of language. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have said all I wish to say on this question. 
I do not care to go into any reply to the allusion which the gentleman 
has made to me or to discuss other matters that might be discussed 
between the gentleman and myself. This is not the occasion for any- 
thing of that kind; but if on another occasion the gentleman wants to 
go into a consideration of such questions I will meet him and will help 
him to see that the RECORD is purged and that it is corrected, too. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman moves the previous question, 
will he allow me a single inquiry? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not want my time to elapse so as 
to cut off my call for the previons question. = 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman would 
modify his resolution so as to expunge the reproduction of the remarks 
complained of, as made in the speech of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOEI yesterday. i 

Mr. ENLOE. Then we had better take action for: the purpose of 
expunging everything that has been said in the public press on the 
matter. What I quoted constitutes the basis for this proceeding. I 
demand the previous question. 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] calls 
for the previous question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask unanimous consent to occupy ten 
minutes in order to present to the House the views of my colleague 
[Mr. KENNEDY ] on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] asks 
unanimous consent to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. After the previous question is ordered, will there not 
be twenty minutes on each side for debate? 

The SPEAKER, No debate will be in order after the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The leader of the House has taken posses- 
sion of the time and has been running this debate. 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for the regular order. I demand the previous 


question. å 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio. The question is on ordering the previous question. [The 


question was put.] The noes seem to have it. 
_ Mr. ENLOE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 114, not vot- 
ing 128; as follows: 


YEAS—383. 

Allen, Miss. Candler, Mass, Davidson, Lanham, 
Andrew, Cariton, Elliott, 
Bankhead, . Caruth, Enloe, Lehlbach. 
Barnes, Cheadle, Forney, Lewis, 
Barwig, Clarke, Ala. Frank, Martin, Ind. 
Bergen, Clements, Geissenhainer, McCarth 
Blanchard, Cobb, Harmer, McClellan, 
Blount, Cothran, Hayes, McCormick, 

er, Cowles, Haynes, Me 
Breckinridge, Crain, | para ie nea 

ner, Crisp, erbert, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. Culberson, Tex. Holman, — 
Bunn, Cummings, Ketcham, Norton, 
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Oates, Reilly, Vt. 
8 Veil . Rey burn, — A Wiley. 
ON Pa. Ri > Stone, Ky, WII 
Owens, Ohio Sayers, Tarsney, Will 
Parrett, ton, Turner, Ga. Wilson, W. Va. 
Penington, S 5 Van Schaick, Wright, 
Price, Shively, Vaux, Yardley. 
Quinn, Stewart, Tex. Venable, 
NAYS—1l4. 
Adams, Culbertson, Pa, Kerr, Iowa Rowell, 
Anderson, Kaus. toheon, a Russell, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Lacey. Sawyer, 
Va. Darlington, La Follette, Scull. 
er, Laws, 
ley, Smith. III. 
ne, Dolliver, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Be Dunnell, iles, Smyser, 
Bliss, Evans, Moffitt, Snider, 
Boothman, Farquhar, Morey, er, 
Boutelle, U erston, Morse, Stephenson, 
Bowden, Flick Mudd, Stock 
Brosius, Flood, Note, Struble, 
Brower, Funston, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 
Ss N. J. Gear, Osborne, Taylor, J. D. F 
alew, Gest, Owen, Ind. ylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Gifford, Payne, 
Grosvenor, Payson, ‘Thompson, 
Caldwell, Grout, P Townsend, Colo, 
Hansbrough, Pickler, ‘Turner, 
Caswell, n, Post, Vandever, 
Cheatham, Henderson, III. Pugsley, Walker, É 
Clark, Wis. Henderson, lowa Quackenbush, Wallace, Mass, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Raines, Wallace N. X. 
Hill, Randall, Wheeler, ch. 
8 E aa Ray, = 3 
Songer, opkins, Reed, Iowa Williams, 0. 
Connell, Houk, Rife, 
Craig, Kelley; Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—123. 
Abbott, Dibble, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 
Alderson, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Dockery, Lind, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, rsey, Magner, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dunphy, Maish, Sanford, 
Bartine, Edmunds, Mansur, Seney, 
Beckwith, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
—. . Baker Meadso, ar nom 
Y; ©. nger, 
Bingham, teh, McClammy, Blahisesker, 
Bland, Fithian, M. Stewart, Ga. 
Brewer, Flower, MeCord, Stive 
Forman, M * Stone. 
Browne, T. M. Fowler, McDuffie, Stump, 
Browne, Va. Gibson, Ken Sweney, 
Brunner, Goodnight, Milliken, lor, M. 
Buchanan, Va. Greenhalge, Mills, Ti 
Bullock, rimes, ene ge Townsend, Pa. 
Butterworth, Hall, oore N. Tracey. 
Bynum, are, Morrill, Tucker, 7 
— — Morrow. Turner, N. V. 
ler, Ga. Hemphill, uton Waddill, 
Carter, Hen N.C. Niedringhaus, Wade, 
Catchings, H „E. 2 Washington. 
Chipman, Kennedy, O Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa. te, Whiting, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Paynter, Wh 
Cooper, Ind. Kna: Peel, Willcox, 
Cooper, Ohio Laidlaw, Perry Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, tane re —— —_ 
Danan, Lansing, ison, Wash. 
De Haven, Lawler, Pieree, oder. 


So the House reſused to order the previous question. 
Mr. KILGORE. I demand a recapitulation of the vote. 
The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 
Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Minois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. -r 
Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. ` 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. Morrow with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUB. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE, 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER, 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. Bidds. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. Martin, of Texas. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. SwWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. CHIPMAN, 
Mr. HALL with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS. 


/ = 
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Mr. STIVERS with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS, 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. ; 

Mr. McDourrik with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, for two weeks. 

Mr. MORRILL with Mr. YODER, for this day. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, on this vote. 

Mr. LANSING with Mr. SPRINGER, on this vote. 

Mr. BeckwitH with Mr. CarcHINGs, on tbis vote. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania, on this 
vote. J 

Mr. McComas with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this vote. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. TILLMAN. on this vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the recapit- 
ulation. 

Mr. KILGORE. ` I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have already expressed my entire ap- 
proval of the meaning and purport of the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], and also of the additional 
resolution which I offered and which he accepted. But I have found 
that to pass this resolution might involve this House in the commission 
of an incongruity in that it might keep out of the permanent RECORD 
a part of the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, which was entitled to 
go into the RECORD, and thus deprive a member of what is and must 
be his just and proper right. A part of that speech is not unparlia- 
mentary, while another part of it is egregiously so. It was witha view 
to regularity and order in our proceedings and the establishment of a 
precedent which should have thesanction not only of the House of Rep- 
reszntatives, but of one of its committees, which had given investigation 
and examination to the subject, which would be a lasting and stand- 
ing precedent, that I was induced to offer the resolation which I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, and which I now formally offer. 

Before it is read, however, again let me state that that resolution re- 

uires the Judiciary Committee to report within three days for imme- 
diate consideration what action, in their judgment, should be taken 
respecting the language employed by the gentleman from Ohio in his 
speech delivered on the floor of this House. I have no doubt what- 
ever that the committee will report at a very early time. The com- 
mittee, I understand, meets to-morrow morning, and we shall then 
have for consideration a formally prepared report respecting the action 
they shall recommend as proper to be taken by the House on this ques- 
tion. I now offer the resolution, Mr. Speaker, which is at the Clerk’s 
desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Resolved, That the foregoing resolution submitted by Mr, Extok, and the 
amendmentof Mr. Bayne, together with the said speech of Mr. KENNEDY therein 
referred to, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
esrefully examine said speech and the rules, or. lers. and practice regulating and 
controlling order in debate in the House of Representatives.and make such re- 
port thereon to the House for immediate consideration, within three days, as 
the said committee may deem properand suitable in the premises, and less than 
a majority of said committee shall constitute a quorum for this purpose. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that the resolution changes 
the rules of the House in this, that it directs a committee of the House 
to report in aspecified time. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to that? 

Mr. ENLOE. I do, and make the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point of 
order. He has shown a solicitude, apparently, to have this matter de- 
cided by the House of Representatives, That provision in the resolu- 
tion will reach the aim of all, I think, in that regard. I trust, therefore, 
he will not raise the point of order on that provision. 

If he permits it to remain as it is, nobody on this side will raise the 
point of order against it, the anxiety being on this side of the House 
to have the matter brought before the House for its consideration; and 
that end will be accomplished if the gentleman does not raise the 
point of order against that provision in the resolution, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, Iwant to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] that the anxiety upon my part to have this 
matter disposed of was equally manifested on that side of the House, 
and we had an opportunity to dispose of it this morning. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania says he indorsed the resolution as modified 
by his amendment. I see then no reason why that side of the House 
should refuse to pass this resolution to-day, except that the members 
on that side are unwilling thata resolution proposing to censure a 
Republican member for his conduct here which was unparliamentary, 
and which is conceded by everybody to have been unparliamentary, 
should come from a member on this side of the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? Does the gentleman think it proper to keep out of the RECORD 
an entire speech because a phrase or two phrases in the body of that 
speech are unparliamentary ? 

Mr, ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman that he himself drew 


the amendment, and I was willing that he should do with that speech 
as he saw proper; and it was his amendment which I accepted. 

Mr. BAYN That is not an answer to my question. Does the 
gentleman think it is proper to keep ont of the RECORD an entire 
speech because a phrase or two in that speech were unparliamentary ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think it would improve the RECORD to keep that 
speech out. It is all of the same character; it is all cutoff of the same 

iece. A 8 h ot that kind I think onght not to go into the RECORD 
at all, and I think that has been the custom heretofore, as illustrated 
in the case cited by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in this 
debate, Now I will say another thing to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. That side of the House has taken charge of this 
matter. It may say when it wants its committee to report, and dispose 
of this matter as it pleases. Let that side of the House take charge of 
this matter, and let its committee report whenever it gets orders from 
that side of the House todoso. I insist that the resolution shall con- 
form to the rules of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. At 
what point of time does this subject-matter lose its character of privi- 
lege? It was taken jurisdiction of by the House because it was a privi- 
leged matter. It goes to the House, in pursuance of its control of the 
subject-matter, to se 1d it to a committee for investigation and report. 
When and under what circumstances and why does that reference 
Jose its character as privileged matter? 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, just one word. I want to say in 
answer to that, there is another point of order that I desire to make, 
and that is, that this resolution makes less than a quorum of the com- 
mittee a quorum to consider this resolution. It changes the rule in 
two particulars, and in view of the haste and determination manifested 
by that side of the House to censure a member of this side of the House 
for much less objectionable language, I am justified in insisting upon 
the points of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman does not need any justi- 
fication, He has the right to insist upon a point of order if he desires 
to do so. What rule is there which requires a majority of a commit- 
tee to report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. None whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The House is asked to refer this question of 
privilege to a committee. It can ask any number of that committee, 
less than a quorum, to report ifit pleases. The House might have re- 
ferred it to a single member of the committee. It does not go to the ` 
committee as a standing committee, but it may be referred to any num- 
ber of the committee or to any single member. 

Mr. BERGEN. But can less than a quorum of a committee make 
any report? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Yes; there are committees of the 
House less that a quorum of which can report. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest, that it would be in order to even refer this 
resolution to a special committee, and this reference to the Judiciary 
Committee, with authority for less than a quorum to report, amounts 
to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the difficulty likely to arise is 
concerning the time in which the committee are required to report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to etrike that out. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will strike that out. 
the committee to report speedily. 

Mr. GROSVENOR., . The will of the House has already been indi- 
cated in regard to that, and no doubt the committee will act accord- 


I will trust to 


ingly. 

itr, BAYNE. I will modify the resolution by striking out the clause 
requiring the committee to report within a limited time. The gentle- 
man upon the other side [| Mr. ENLOE] said in debate that probably 
this committee never would report, and I included that limitation on 
that account. 

The SPEAKER. With that modification, the Chair overrules the 
point of order. é 

Mr. ENLOE. Does the Chair overrule the point of order that less 
than a majority of the committee may report upon this resolution? 

Mr. BAYNE, I withdraw that portion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, That portion of it iswithdrawn. The questionis 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE, On that question I would like to have the privilege 
of making a few remarks. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 


-is recognized, 


Mr. BAYNE. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution as modified is as follows: 

Resolced, That the foregoing resolution submitted by Mr, 8 
amendment of Mr. Bayyn, together with the said speech of Mr. 
therein referred to, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instruc- 


tions to carefully examine said and the rules, orde: practice regu- 
lating and controlling order in debate in the House of ——ů— and 


make such report to the House for immediate consideration as said committee | The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name should 


may deem proper and suitable in the premises, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 64, not vot- 


ing 140; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
Adams, Crai g. 
Anderson, Kans, Culbertson, Pa. Laws. 
Arnold, R ¥ 
Atkinson, Pa. Darlington, McComas, 
Atk n, W. Va. De 0, McCormick, 
Baker, Dingley, McKinley, 
Banks, Dolliver, iles, 

ê, Dunnell, Moffitt, 
Bayne, Morey, 
Beckw Farquhar, orrow, 
Belknap, Funston, Morse, 
Bergen, Gear, Mudd, 

Bi ¥ Gest, Nute, 
Bowden, Giftord, O'Donnell, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Osborne, 
us, Grout, Owen, Ind. 
Brower, Hansbrough, Payne, 
Browne, Va. Haugen, Payson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Henderson, III. Perkins, 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Pickler, 
Burton, Hermann, Post, 
Caldwell, II. Pugsley, 
Cannon, Hitt, nes, 
Carter, Hopkins, 1, 

i, Houk, y. 
Cheatham, Kelley, Reed, Iowa 
Clark, Wis, Kerr, Iowa e, 

well, Ketebam, Rockwell, 
Comstock, Kinsey, Rowell, 
Conger, Y. R I, 
Connell, La Follette, Sawyer, 
NAYS—64. 

Allen, Mies. P, Lester, Ga 
khead, Culberson, Tex. Lewis, 
Barwig, Davidson, Martin, Ind 
Blount, Elliott, M y. 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McClellan 

ner, Flick, MeMillin. 
Buckalew, Forney, M £ 

$ Frank, Morgan, 
Candler, Mass, Geissenhainer, Norton, 
Cheadle, Harmer, O'Ferrall, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Clements, Herbert, Owens, Ohio 
Cobb, Holman, 

Cothran. Kilgore, Penington, 
Cowles, I ce, 
Crain, Lehlbach. Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—!40. 
Abbott, Cutcheon, Lane, 
Alderson, J Lanham, 
Allen, Mich. De Haven, Lawler, 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Lester, Va. 
—— —.— Nag 
rnes, ery, er, 
Belden, Dorsey, aleh 
Dunphy, Mansur, 
Bingbam, Edmunds, Martin, Tex, 
5 Ellis, Mason, 
Bland, Zwart. McAdoo, 
Boatner, Featherston, McClammy, 
Boothman, _ Finley, McCord, 
Boutelle Fitch, MeCrea: 
Brookshire Fithian, MeDuftie, 
Brown, J. B. Flood, MeKenna 
wne, T. Flower, Milliken, 
Brunner, Forman, Mills, 

0 Buchanan, Va. Fowler, 1 
Bullock, Gibson, Moore, N. 
Butterworth, Goodnight, Moore, Tex. 
Bynum, Greenhalge, Morrill, 
Campbell, Grimes, Mutchler, 
Candler, Ga. Hall, Niedringhaus, 
Carlton, Hare. Oates, 

th, Hatch, O'Neall, Ind. 
Catchings, Haynes, O'Neil, Mass, 
Chipman, Heard, Outhwaite, 
Clancy, Hemphill, Paynter, 
Clunie, Henderson, N. C. Peel, 
Coleman, Hooker, Perry, 
Cooper, Ind. Kennedy, Peters, 
Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. Phelan, 
Cove 22 Pierce, 
Cummings, Laidlaw, Quackenbush, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
On this question: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. QUINN. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON with Mr. Moore, of Texas, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will recapit 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that that 


be dispensed with. 
Mr. KILGORE. I object. 
The vote was recapitulated. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name called. 


sitting in my seat during the second call. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


Mr. OATES, I desire to vote. I was in my seat during the second 


call, but did not hear my name called. 


Taylor. J.D. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townsend, Colo, 


Wright, 
Yardley. 


Venable, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Whitthorne, 
ike, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, III. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Quinn, 
Robe 


ulate the vote. 


I was 


have been called ? 

Mr. OATES. I was out of the House during the first roll-call, but 
during the second was in my seat, and did not hear my name 
825 8 Was the gentleman listening when his name was 

Mr. OATES. I was listening as well as I could with the confusion 
around me here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks the gentleman would 
say that he comes within the rule. 

Mr. OATES. I do not care much about it anyway. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. [Cries of 
Oh, do not do that!” on the Republican side.] : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 53, not 
voting 148; as follows: : 


YEAS—124. 
Adams, Conger, La Follette, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans. Connell, Lansing, Rowell, 
Arnold, Culbertson, Pa, Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa. i, Lebl k Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W, Va. De Lano, Lodge, Scranton, 
Baker, Dingley, Mason, Scull, 
Banks, Dolliver, McComas, Sim 
Bartine, Dunnell, MeCormick, Sm 
Bayne, E Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
Beckwith, Farquhar, Moffitt, Snider, 
Belknap, n, Morey, ner, 
D, Gear, Morrow, 
Bliss, M Stewart, Vt. 
man, Gifford, Mudd, « Stock * 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Nu 
Brewer, Grout, O'Donnell. Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, A O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, er, re, ‘Taylor, 
Browne, Va. ao — Owen, Ind. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hen n, III. Payne, 
Buckalew, enderson, Iowa Payson, Townsend, Colo. 
Burrows, ermann, Perkins, g 
Barton, Hill, Pickler, Vandever, 
Caldwell, itt, Post, Van Schaick, 
non, Hopkins, Pugsley, Wal 
Caswell, Houk, nes, Wallace, Mass. 
£ Randall, W. N. Y. 
Clark, Wis. Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wheeler, 
well, e $ Reed, Iowa W vi 
Coleman, Kinsey, Re 2 = 
Comstock, Lacey, e, * k 
NAYS—53. 
Andrew, Cowles, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Bankhead, Crain, McRae, Stone, A 
isp, Mutchler, Turner, 
Dvig 2 Tex. —— : Vaux, 
ount, ummings, ‘erral enable, 
Breckinridge, Enloe, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Als. 
hie Arey Owens, Ohio pea 
unn e Parrett, K 
Candler, Mass, Holman, : Peel, W. í 
eadle, Hooker, Penington, Wil III. 
Glarke, Ala. Kilgore, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clements, Lester, Ga. Reilly, 
Cobb, Martin, Ind. Sayers, 
Cothran, MeClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Abbott, De Haven, Lane, Richardson, 
Alderson, Dibble, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Dickerson, Lawler, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, E Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss. Hewes A e Va — 
unphy, w 
E — 
ng! . er, erman, > 
Blanchard, EL Shively, 
Bland, E 2 Skinner, 
Boatner, Featherston, Martin, Tex Smyser, 
Boutelle, Finley, McAdoo, Spinola, 
yY, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, McClammy, necker, 
Browne, T. M. Fliek, McCord, Stewart, 
Brunner, lood, M - Stiv: 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, M Stone, Mo. 
Bullock, Forman, McKenna, Stump, 
Butterworth, Fowler, McKinley, Sweney, 
nun, Frank, Milliken, ey, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, Mills, ‘Taylor, III. 
Candler, Ga. Gibson, Montgomery Tillman, 
iton, Goodnight, Moore, N. H. Townsend, Pa. 
Carter, Greenhalge, Moore, cey, 
Caruth, Grimes, Morgan, Tucker, 
Catchings, Morrill Turner, N. Y. 
Chipman, Hare, Niedringhaus, Waddill, 
ey. Hatch, Norton, 
Clunie, Hayes, O'Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Cooper, Ind nes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Cooper, Ohio Heard, Paynter, Whitthorne, 
Covert, Hemphill, Perry, Willcox, 
Craig, Henderson, N.C. Peters, Williams, Ohio 
Cuteheon, _ Kennedy, Phelan, Wilson, =. 
Dargan, Kerr, Pa. Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Darlington, Knapp, Quackenbush, Wilson, W. 
Davidson, aw, Quinn, Yoder. 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. CARTER with Mr. RICHARDSON, for the rest of the day. 
re O' FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the last roll- 


The vote was recapitulated. 
Theresult of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr.S 
Mr. PAYSON, Irise to make a privileged report. 

_ Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope thegentleman from Kentucky will withhold 
that for a moment while I ask for the consideration of a bill to which 
no objection will be offered. It is a bill coming from the Senate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Very well. 


OPENING OF ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. PAYSON. I present a privileged report from the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ask for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 100) to open abandoned military reservations in the State of Nevada 
to homestead entry. 
Be it enacted, ete., That all the agricultural Jands embraced within the mili- 
ZS.. 
of the of the In r s on un e 
homestead laws, and not otherwise. 2 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the Sen- 
ate bill. 


I have no desire to consume the time of the House 
unless some gentleman should ask for an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. . I did not hear the bill read. Will the gen- 
tleman from Illinois make A brief explanation of it or have the report 
read? 

Mr. PAYSON. There are, Mr. Speaker, three abandoned military 
reservations in the State of Nevada, the largest one embracing an area 
of about 7,000 acres, if my Serves me aright. Underexisting 
law these reservations have been abandoned and turned over to the 
Interior Department, and can only be disposed of under existing law 
by being and put up at public auction and sold. 

Pursuant to a policy which has long obtained in the House, this bill 

poses to open these reservations for settlement under the homestead 
— only. The area of agricultural land in Nevada is very small. 
These reservations are fitted for agricultural purposes only, and hence 
the bill comes from the Committes on Pablic Lands with a unanimous 
report in its favor, and I ask that it be now put upon its passage. 
r. BRECKINRIDGE. How much is the entire amount of land 
in all the reservations? 
Mr. PAYSON. The largest contains about 7,000 acres, according 


to my recollection. The others are smaller. The report will show the 
acreage. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think there are about 25,000 acres in all. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, The gentleman from Indiana suggests that 
there are about 25,000 acres. 
Mr. PAYSON. If the Clerk will read the report it will show the 


acreage. 
The report (by Mr. Payson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 160, to 
open abandoned military reservations in the State of Nevada to homestead 
entry, Peep ir tgs sg) the same, would report: 

This bill is in the line of the uniform policy of your committee and of the House, 
namely, to open cultural lands to homestead entry only. The bill affects 
five abandoned military reservati namely: Carlin, area 920 acres, no im- 

vements now upon it; Fort Tialleck, area about 10,000 acres, a few old build- 
age all dilapidated and of no practical value; Fort McDermitt, area 6,4C0 acres, 
a hay reserve, no buildings; Fort McDermitt post, reserve 3,975 acres, buildings 
decayed, ruined, and of no value. 


The lands are not located with reference to any town so as to be of any special 
of 


S the ordinary Government land, and we recommend the passage 
0 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the report answers the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I new ask that the bill be disposed of. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE, NORTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Speaker, F ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bili (S. 2392) creating an additional 
land office in the State of North Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


— 

Be it enacted, éte.. That all that portion of the State of North Dakota bounded 
and described as follows: Commencing at the northwest corner of the State of 
North Dakota; thence east along the north 5 said State to a point at 
the intersection of said line with the eleventh guide meridian; thence south 
along said to the twelfth standard parallel; thence west along said 
peana when produced, to the western boundary line of said State of Korth 

ota; thence north along the western 3 of said Stato to the 
place of beginning, be, and is hereby, constituted a new land district, to be 
called the Minot land district. 

SEC. 2 That the President shall designate the place in the district at which 
the land office shall be located. 

SEC. 3. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
is hereby authorized to a a aud receiver for said land district 
hegeby created, who discharge like and similar duties and receive the 


FOB ig hs ce air Is there objection to the present consideration of 

Mr. VAUX objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

That latter motion was agreed to. ; 

The House bill of like purport was laid on the table. 


BRIDGES OVER THE SAVANNAH, OCMULGEE, AND OCONEE RIVERS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges over the Savannah, Oemulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the 
Macon and Atlantic Railway Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the assent of the United States of America is hereby 

ven to the Macon and Atlantic Railway Company, a corporation inco 
Jy the laws of the State of Georgia, its successors and assigns, and such other 
persons as may be associated with it, to construct and maintain a bridge over the 
Savannah River at a point, by it to be selected, within 6 miles of the brid 
of the eston and Savannah Railroad Company over said river in the 
county of Effingham, over the Oemulgee River, within 6 miles of the mouth 
of Tobesotka Creek, in Bibb County, and over the Oconee River, within 6miles 
of Dublin, in Laurens County. 

Sec. 2. That the bridges will be so constructed by draw-span or otherwise that 
a free and unobstructed e may be secured to all vessels and other water 
craft navigating said river. That any bridges constructed under this act shall 
be built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of 
navigation of said river as the Secre: of War shall preseribe; and to secure 
that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, the design and drawings of the bridges, piers,and 
proaches, and a map of the location, giving, for the space of at least I m 
above and 1 mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks 
of the rivers, the shore-lines at high water and at low water, and the direction 
and the strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, accurately 
showing the bed of the streams and the location of other bridges, wharves, 
landings, or ferries, and shall furnish such other information as shall be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until said 
pe and location of the bridges are approved by the Secretary of War the 

ridges shall not be built; and after such approval by the Secretary of War the 
designs for the bridges shall not be deviated from or 
added to, either during the construction or after the completion of the bri 
until the proposed change shall have been submitted to the Secretary o 
War and received his approval; and the bridges shall be at all times so 
kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means for the 
of vessels through or under said bridges, and if said be built with 
draws, said draws shall be opened prompiy upon reasonable signal for the 
passage of boats or other craft, and the said company or corporation shall 
maintain at its own expense, from sunset until sunrise, such lights or other sig- 
nals on said bridges as the Light-House Board shall prescribe; and if at any 
time the navigation of said river shall in any manner be obstructed or impaired 
by the bridges authorized by this act to be constructed the Secretary of War 
shall have authority, and it shall be his duty, to require said company to alter 
and change said ges at its own expense, in such manner as may be proper 
to secure free and eomplete navigation withont impediment; and if upon rea- 
sonable notice to said company, its successors or assigns, to make such change 
or improvements, the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War shall 
have authority to make the same, and all the rights conferredby this act shall 
be forfeited upon said failure, aud Congress shall have power to do any and all 
things necessary to secure that free navigation of said rivers. That nothing in 
this act shall be so construed asto repeal or modify any of the provisions of law 
now existing in reference to the proteetion of the navigation of rivers or to ex- 
empt these bridges from the oparatioos of the same, 

Sxo. 3. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures, and shall be recognized and known as post-routes, 
upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops and munitions of war of the United States, or 
passengers or freight over said bridges, than the rate per mile for the tra: 
tation er the railroads or public highways leading to said bridges, and 
shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads of the United States, 
And equal privileges in the use of said bridges shall be granted to all 2 
companies, and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridges 
and their approaches for said postal-telegraph purposes. 

Sec, 4, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, and the right to require any changes in said structures or their re- 
moval, at the expense of the owners thereof, whenever the Secretary of War 
shall decide that the public interest vires it, is also expressly reserved. 

Sec, 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridges 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date hereof. 

Sec. 6. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railroad 
trains or cars over the same, and over the approaches to the same, upon the pay- 
ment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in case the owner or own- 
ers of said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desir- 
ing such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid. aud upon the 
rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using said b all mat- 
ters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War upon a 
hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Section 1, line 12, after the word “county, Insert “and.” 

Section 2, line 1, strike out “will” and insert “shall” 

Section 2,line 9, strike outihe words the design“ and insert “ designs.” 

Section 2, line 12, after the word location,” insert of each bridge.” 

Section 2, line 19, strike out the word plan and insert “plans; strike out 
location“ and insert “ locations.” 

Section 2, line 29, strike out “bridge” and insert bridges or any one of 


m. 
Section 2, line 42, strike out “improvements ™" and insert “alteration.” 
Section 2, lines 44, 45, 46, and 47, strike out “and all the rights conferred by 


approved plans and 
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this act shall be forfeited T wer to 
do any and all things necessary to secure that free navigation of getty datka 5 
and insert at the expense of the owner cr owners of said bridges; case 
of any litigation arising from sacle d obstruction or all 
poesia of said 5 


Sistrict in in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be 


Provided, also.” 
Section 3, line 6, after the word “freight,” — out “ over said bridges.“ 
Section 3, line II, after insert “and telephone.” 


Section 3, line 13, after the w “for,” strike out said.“ 
Section 6, lines 2, 6, and 10, strike out “bridge ” and insert bridges.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the amendments of the Senate be con- 
in. 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were eoncurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ILLEGAL PRACTICES OF UNITED STATES COURT OFFICERS, 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to offer the resolution which I send to the desk, and 
ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

ved, That the subeommittee of the Committee on 


the Jud by said resolution. 

rhe achat was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; andalso moved that themotion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J LIGHT-HOUSE, SMITH’S ISLAND, VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BAKER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce report back House bill 901 with the Senate 
amendments and recommend non-concurrence in each and all the said Senate 
amendments, and that the House agree to the conference requested by the 
Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, is that the bill to which so many 
amendments were offered ? 

Mr. BAKER. This is the same bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to its ee consideration. It is an 
omnibus bill, embracing millions of dollars, and it should take its regu- 
lar course through the Committee of the Whole. I make the point 
that it must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state his 


again? 
aid McMILLIN. I object to the present consideration of the bill, 
and F make the point that it must receive its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. That, I believe, takes it to the Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER. TI will ask the gentleman if he is not willing to send 
it to a conference committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, we have no more power over the report of a 
conference committee than we have over the general business of the 
House—we on this side, I mean. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts the gentleman will not make re- 

flections upon the House, as we have just concluded that members 
ought not to make them on the Senate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. We have not so concluded, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iassure the Chair it was not my purpose to reflect 
on the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to sustain the point of order 
as to the consideration of this matter in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Does 
not the sustaining of the point of order carry this bill tothe Committee 
on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. Ithasalready been reported from the Committee on 
Commerce, but whether the bill retains its privileged character so that 
a motion can be made as a matter of privilege to go into Committee of 
the Whole for its consideration is a question which isnot yet decided. 
The Senate has requested a conference, 

Mr. McMILLI I shall, at the proper time, insist that that does 
not make the matter privileged. The Senate can not break down our 
rules by simply asking prematurely for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. So far as concerns breaking down the rules of 
the House, the Chair has sustained the point of order of the gentleman, 
so that they ean not be broken down as to the consideration of the mat- 
ter in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


FOREIGN ORES FOR AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report a privileged resolution and ask for its immediate considera- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


and steel gun-forgings for the Navy of the United States under the act of 
3, 1887, which PPTP vided 
for in said act an FFF as practicable, of 
Therefore production and furnished and manufactured fp the nited States: 
erefore, 
** Resolved, That the Seeretary of the N. er Saxeyousted STEET Sie Hosen, 
if not incompatible with the public TROS igh ta said 1 83 
the manufacture of steel torgings which it has contracted to 
ernment of the United States under the aforesaid act of 1887, ores im from 
the island of Cuba or any other foreign country into the United ; and 
whether it is not practicable to find in U 
and sufficient in quantity for the manufacture of such steel as the said com y 
has agreed to furnish to the Government of the United States under said act; 
and it it be true that said company is so using such foreign ores, what reason 
said company has to offer or has given therefor. > 


TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported as a substitute, 
The resolution was adopted. 


MOBILE AND DAUPHIN ISLAND RAILROAD, ETC. 


Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and 2 Island Rail - 
road and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water be- 
tween Cedar Point and Dauphin Island was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bili? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WILKINSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3751 — 
“An act to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad and 

y a right to trestle across the shoal water between Cedar Pointand fiat 
sland,” respectfully report = —.— ey to the House with recomme: 
ots 2 hich will be of 1 public benefit. It from the ac- 
„ 

itai alea it to have 5 by the Senate Commitiee on —— 
the of War and to have been amended in conformity with —— 
tions. The interests of commerce and of the Government seem to be in 
spects sufficiently protected. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and 
Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved, that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STUBBS & LACKEY. 


Mr. MOREY, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey was read, as 
follows: 


2 — 1 er dams at Ca ee 55 Creek = in the Ohio River; 
ere is hereby approp for su arpoa ge Ay funds otherwise un- 
appropriated and Jying in the Treasury, the sum of $2,128.87. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us hear the report or some statement show- 
ing the nature of this claim. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. BERTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2309) for the 
relief of Albert Stubbs and Job Lackey, beg leave to report: 

John B. Holbrook was ` contractor under the War Department for buildinga 
dike at Merriman Bar and dams at Captina and Fish Creek Islands, Ohio River, 
in 1884. Albert Stubbs and Job Lackey, citizens of Ohio, were his sureties to 
the Government. Holbrook entered on the work, and upon estimates of the 
engineers there was d to him by the Government $19, 160.1 18 on his ae 
the Government re ing $2,128.87as the percentage to be withheld until th 
work was completed. 

Having received this sum of $19,160.18 on his 55 absconded 
owing his material men about $7,000. Thereupon his Stubbs and 
Lackey, under authority of the Government, took charge of the work, anc and i 
off alto of Holbrook’s indebtedness to his material men, and completed 
to the sat tstuction and acceptance of the Government, at t e loss 
to themselves. The $2,128.87 percentage aforesaid is still held by the Govern- 
ment, Uponthe completion ofthe work Stubbsand Lackey became subrogated 
in equity to the rights of Holbrook to said percentage; 1 the War Depart- 
ment, although recognizing the equity of their claim, could not lawfully 9 . 
them the money except on Holbrook’s order. As Holbrook had abscon =d 
and was a defaulter to Stubbs and Lackey, they could not procure such an 
order. This bill is to enable them to draw the said withheld percentage, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the House to the consideration 


of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
le. 


States oressuitabie in quality ` 


to the construction of an important 
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The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman irom Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIx- 
RIDGE] would allow the Chair to recognize about three or four more 
members, it would relieve the most pressing cases. [Laughter. _ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But there may be times hereafter when it 
would be better to do this thing than now, when business of this 
kind might be very suitable to fill up an odd hour. 

Mr. COLEMAN, As a young member, a struggling member, a 
member who has been trying to do something and. has not been able 
to accomplish what he desired, I appeal to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to withdraw his motion for a few moments and give me an op- 
portunity to obtain recognition. [Laughter.] , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Temporarily I withdraw the motion. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill (S. 4280) to authorize the constraction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia. I willstate, Mr. Speaker, 
that there are two of these bridge bills which I ask consent to con- 
sider. They are identical copies of bills reported from the House com- 
mittee, except that the Senate reduced the period when the construc- 
tion must be begun. The original House bills fixed the time within 
which the structure must be commenced at two years, and four years 
for its completion. The Senate fixes the time in which it shall be be- 
gun at one year, and the completion in three years. They are in the 
usual form. I will state that they are over such rivers as do not make 
their construction a matter of very great importance to the commerce 
of the river. I ask unanimous consent, in view of the fact that the 
bills are in the usual form, to omit the reading except by title. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill should be read. This I under- 
stand is not a House bill. 

Mr. CRISP. No; bnt is a similar bill to a House bill now on the 


- Calendar. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I insist that the bill should be read. 
The bill was read at length, 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the bill (S. 4281) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia, 
is identical in all respects with the bill just passed, except that it ap- 
plies to another river. It is the same railroad company, the same thing 
exactly, except that it applies to the Oconee River instead of the Chat- 
tahoochee. 1 ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Oconee 
River, in the State of Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 3 : 

There bene, Sp objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the two House bills 
of the same character will be laid on the table. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, PEORIA, ILL. 


Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment 
of a port of delivery at Peoria, III. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That Peoria, in the State of Illinois, be, and hereby is, es- 
tablished as a port of delivery, in the customs collection district of New Orleans, 
and that there shall be appointed at said port a surveyor of customs with com- 
pensation of $1,200 per annum and the usual feos, for the payment of which 
compensation an appropriation is hereby made out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the tollowing amendment: 


Strike out in the sixth and seventh lines “one thousand two hundred” and 
insert “ three hundred and fifty.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. MAsoNn) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5943) to 
8 for the establishment of a port of delivery at Peoria, III., submit the 

ra wg hg servi 

n Vigati It has lati f about 50,000 and 
com; ver na on, a population of about 50,000 an 
second city in Illinois in population, busin 
bank clearances last year exceeded $77,000,000. 
000,000 of internal revenue at Peoria. Its steam-boat lines are 


is the 


I cated on the Illinois River at the point where thirteen railroads” 


Your committee therefore recommend that said bill do pass with the follow- 
ing amendment: 
n lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ one thousand two hundred“ and insert 
in lieu thereof three hundred and fifty,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. There is nothing said in regard to the views of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 

Mr. POST. The of the Treasury reports favorably. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Recommends the establishment? 

Mr. POST. Recommends the of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
concurred in, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and > 

Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSION FOR MILITARY COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CUTCHEON rose, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to recognize the gentleman from 
Michigan for a request not relating to a private bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent that on to-morrow at 
5 o’clock the House shall take a recess until 8 o’clock, the evening ses- 
sion to be devoted to bills reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. We have had about seventeen hundred bills referred to our 
committee, and we have something like one hundred and seventy-five 
on the Calendar. Many of these require no appropriation. Some of 
them are private bills for private soldiers, and we will be glad to have 
an opportunity to consider them before the House adjourns. 

I therefore ask unanimons consent that the House take a recess from 
5 until 8 o'clock, the evening session beginning at 8 o’clock, to continue 
until 10.30, for the purpose [ have named. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
Does he pro to call up cemetery bills to-morrow night? Are they 
embraced in his order of business? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was my purpose to call up bills on the House 
Calendar and private bills, because I did not want to be met with the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. MORGAN. You want to do business. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It was not our purpose to call up money bills 
unless we could get unanimous consent. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. You do not propose, then, to call up bills that 
provide an appropriation? 

Mr. CUTC N. That was not our intention. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. But you have no objection to taking up bills of 
that character, I suppose ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have no objection at all. If we can get 
unanimous consent we will be very glad to consider some such bills. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Because there is a bill from that committee of 
very considerable importance, that provides a small appropriation to 
enlarge the Federal cemetery at Winchester. It has been favorably 
reported from the committee. I would like very much to have that 
bill called up at that time; or, if I could have unanimous consent, I 
would like to call it up now. 

The SPEAKER. The last would be out of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will confine his 
request to bills not objected to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. . Certainly; because I anticipate there will be no 
quorum present, and consequently any objection would arrest the pas- 
sage of a bill. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] 
asks unanimous consent that on to-morrow evening the House take a 
recess from 5 o’clock until 8, the evening session to be devoted to the 
consideration of bills not objected to, reported by the Military Com- 
mittee. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


ADDITIONAL ENSIGN, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of Senate resolution No. 51, to au- 
thorize the President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the 
United States Navy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Richard H. Jackson, a resident of Alabama, having all the 
examinations required for the grade of ensign in the Navy, was honorably dis- 
charged from the service by the operation of the law of August, 1882, which 
limits the number of appointments to the Navy; and 

Whereas the said Richard H. Jackson did on the occasion of the wreck of the 
United States steamer Trenton at Samoa in March, 1889, behave with conspicu- 
ous gallantry by leading the men into the mizzen rigging to form a sail, when 
this position inthe rigging was one of great danger, as the mast was liable 
to be carried away and fall overboard when the ship struck, and did thereby 
contribute — 5 to the success of the maneuver which the captain of the Tren- 
ton, in his official report to the admiral, says saved the lives of four hundred 
men from certain destruction: Therefore 


Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
autho to nominateand, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint the said Richard H. Jackson an ensign on the active-list of the Navy. 


to take position at the foot of the officers of that grade. 
The committee recommend an amendment to the joint resolution, as fol- 
lows: Strike out the words the said Richard H. Jackson,” in line 8 of the Sen- 


- 
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ate resolution, and insert the word “additional! after the first word in the | Commission. It is simply provided that they be allowed to withdraw 


sixth line of said resolution. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and adopted. $ 

The title of the resolution was amended so as to read: To authorize 
— President to appoint an additional ensign in the United States 

avy. 

HEIRS OF PIERRE SAUVÉ. 


Mr. COLEMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of the heirs of 
Pierre Sauvé. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Pierre Sauvé, represented by the heirs or 
legal representatives of the said Pierre Sauvé, for losses of various kinds of 

rxonal property during the late rebellion in the State of Louisiana, sustained 

the taking thereof by the authorities or armed forces of the United States, be 
referred to the Court of Claims of the United States, for the purposeof ascertain- 
ing the nature, character, extent, and amount of said losses, and each and all of 
them, and the value thereof separately and in the ; and the said 
heirs or legal 8 are hereby authorized to file a petition for said 
losses, orany of them, in the said Court of Claims, and the said court is hereby 
authorized and empowered to take jurisdiction thereof, to receive evidence in 
the support of the same, in accordance with the rules of said court and other- 
wise, and to report as early as may be to the Congress of the United States the 
facts found and the amount due and payable for and on account ofsaid losses or 
any part thereof. ` 

The Committee on War Claims reported the following resolution: 


Eeso'ved, That the bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre weg 
now pending in the House, together with all the accompanying papers, be, an 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provis- 
fons of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits Sala the Government of the United States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the House the facts bearing upon the 
merits of the claim, and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said 
acts. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COLEMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF CALVIN CHAIRS ET AL. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
(Substitute for IL R.5908, 5909, 5911, 5913, 5915, 6847, 6848, and 6950.) 


Resolution referring the claims of Calvin Chairs, L. F. Morat. C. O. Farrar, ad- 
ministrator of Gray W. Smith, dece; ; R. H. Parham, administrator of 
George Gorman, deceased; Sarah C. McLemore, administratrix of John O. 
McLemore, deceased; Lucy E. Dowdy, E. G. Tomlinson, executrix of W, E. 
‘Tomlinson, deceased, and W. A. Galloway to the Court of Claims. 


Resolved, cte.. That the claims of Calvin Chairs, Louis F. Morat, C. C. Farrar, 
administrator of Gray W. Smith, deceased; R. H. Parham, administrator of 
George Gorman, deceased ; Sarah C. McLemore, administratrix of John C. Me- 
Lemore, deceased; Lucy K. Dowdy, E. G. Tomlinson, executrix of W. E. Tom - 
Unson. and W. 1 in which the Court of Claims has found the pre- 
liminary question of loyalty to the United States Government during the war 
of the rebellion in favor of the claimants, be, and they are hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims to find and report the facts in each case as provided in the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act,” and as amended by section 
14 of “An act to provide for bringing suits against the Government of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1887. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to réconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderis the business on the Speaker’s 
table. g 

HEIRS OF LEWIS STEELMAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2142) for the 
relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 15, 1900. 

Resolvet, That the bill from the House of Representatives, No, 2142, do pass 
with the following amendments: 

Line 15, after “ commission,” insert provided that copies of said papers be 
retained in the Department of State.“ i 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move the adoption of the Senateamendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishould like some statement concerning the bill 
to which the amendment applies. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The bill provides that the heirs of Lewis Steel- 
man be allowed to go to the State Department and take therefrom cer- 
tain papers that were filed too late to be examined before the Mexican 
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= and the Senate amendment provides that there shall be copies 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 7 


BENJAMIN F. SMITH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F, Smith of the charge of 
desertion. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 15, 1800. 


Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives numbered 2511 do 
pass with the following amendments: 

In line 6 strike out all after “ Volunteers” down to and including the word 
record,“ in line 8, and insert and substitute therefor ‘absent without leave,’ 
and ‘from absent without leave since January 24, 1862,’ instead of ‘from deser- 

on. 

In lines Sand 9 strike out “this act shall not be construed to give to.“ 

In line 10, after * heirs,” insert “shall not be entitled to.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “for any period of and insert whatever during 


e. 
Pie lines II and 12 strike out and not in the military service of the United 
es. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that portion of the bill thatis amended will 
be read so that we may see the effect of the amendments. 

The Clerk read us tollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Ad- 
jutant-General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standin 
on the said rolls and records against Benjamin F. Smith, Ixte of Company F, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment New York Volunt and substitute therefor ab- 
sent without leave,” and “from absent without leave since January 24, 1862,” 
instead of from desertion :” Provided, That the said Benjamin E. Smith, his le- 
gal representatives or heirs, shall not be entitled to any pay or allowance what- 
ever during the time he was absent without leave. 


The Senate amendments were concurred in. , 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS, 


The Speaker also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10907) to 
amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee 
River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and 
Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 1889, with Senate amend- 
ments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Senate amendments are 22 
to correct the text of the bill, and are verbal and immaterial in 
nature. I move that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY, 


The S er also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11241) to author- 
ize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling Green and Chattanooga Railway 
Company to construct a bridge over Green and Barren Rivers, in the 
State of Kentucky, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments, Mr. Speaker. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA, 


The Speaker also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11208) to amend 
section 572 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to provide 
for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and district courts 
for the western district of Virginia, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

7 2 out all after the enacting clause down to and including “ follows,” line 
„ and insert: 

That hereafter the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia shall be held.“ 

Line 9, aſter December.“ insert: 

“Instead of at the times now provided by law.“ 

a 8 A 8 d recognizances heretofore issued isting, havi 

Z mds, an ces heretofore issued or exi 5 
relation. to the terms of said courts as now by law 3 shall be > vent 
and taken to have relation and effect at, and in respect of, the terms of said 
courts in this act fixed.” 


Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, if I understand, the question is now 


upon the Senate amendments to the bill. I move to concur. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HARRISON WAGNER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 645) granting 
a pension to Harrison Wagner, with amendment of the House non: 
concurred in by the Senate on which a conference was requested. 

The question was taken; and the House decided to insist on its 
amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

SUITS ON OFFICIAL BONDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 64) to 

limit the time to six years within which suits may be brought against 
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accounting officers and sureties on their official bond, with Senate amend- The Clerk read as follows: 


ment on which a conference was 
The amendment was read, as follows: ` 


Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the following 
any prin nosuit by or on behalf of the United States shall be 8 against 
238 obligor upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
oie of United States, or other person intrusted with money or property 
belonging to the United States, unless such suit shall be commenced within ten 
years next after the default or breach of such bond or undertaking 
com lained of shall 

—.— That . — by or on Pebalrot the United States shall be commenced 
bart Bg upon the official bond or other official undertaking of any 
Ses of the United States, or other person in with money or property 

belonging to the United States, unless such suit shall be commenced 9 
rtloular default or breach of such bond or 3 


8. That if at the time when a cause of action mentioned in section 1 of 
this act shall have accrued against a n he is out of the United States, the 
suit may be commenced within the time in pier section limited therefor after 
he comes into the United States; and cause of action shall have ac- 

against whom it has accrued is absent from and resides out of 
Ui States, absence shall not be taken as part of the time 
E 


the imitations in this act provid ed in respect of sureties shall not 
ae ae action against the principal of any such 8 

of action against any surety or aareties in respect of whom the time mentioned 
fn this act Shell's not have run, and the bar provided for in this act shall not op- 
erate in any manner as a defense to such principal or to such last-mentioned 


Su. 8. That in this act shall be held to rwise affect the 
of the act of Congress roved March 1887. entitled An act to 

provide for the of suits the Government of the United States,’ 
nor of the act appro’ F requiring notice of de- 
in to be gi to sureties upon bonds of United 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr.Speaker,I move to non- coneur 
in the Senate amendment and agree to the conference requested. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would only suggest to the gentleman in charge 
of the bill that alter the conference committee is appointed it seems to 
me there ought to be a clause contained in that bill providing that the 
right of the Government to bring suit shall exist for six years after the 
defalcation becomes known. A man might conceal his defalcation for 
six years, and then the Government would have no recourse, 

r. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. The gentleman may have no- 
ticed that the amendment is entirely different from the original bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I notice that. The original bill may be, does con- 
tain such aclauseasIspeak of. I thought it but right, Mr. Speaker, 
to make this suggestion at this time, because all I desire to do is to 
secure that which will administer justice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that the Senate amendment is an improve- 
ment upon the original bill, but inasmueh asthe objection to the meas- 
ure pointed out by the gentleman from Tennessee is manifestly a good 
one, it seems to me a conference upon the measure is very desirable. 

The motion to non-concur in the Senate amendment and agree to 
the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I méve that the House do now adjourn. 


CONFEREES ON THE TARIFF BILL, 


The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair desires to announce the 
appointment of Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. BURROWS, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. DING- 
LEY, Mr. MILLS, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. FLOWER as conferees on the 
part of the House on the tariff bill. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE INDIAN SERVICE. 


Mr. PERKINS. Before the motion to adjourn is put, I ask consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. [Cries of 
“Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that it isa matter of pub- 
lie business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint =e * Res, 224) authorizin 
tions 


the transfer of certain appropria- 
for the Indian service on t. ‘Treasury. vm 


books of the 
by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That the Secretary ot the 
Tae ei is hereby, authorized and directed to transfer upon the books 
fury the sum of $1,739.56 from ap 2 ä and 
of Indian supplies, 1591" to appropriation pur- 
supplies, 1890.” 
aia 58 Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, read in explanation of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the consideration 
ot the resolution. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I rise to suggest that the gentleman put 
the resolution and communication in the RECORD and call it up in the 


morning. 

Mr. PERKINS. The letter is brief, if the gentleman from Kentucky 
will permit it to be read. TTT 
3 authorizes the transference of an appropriation already 
made, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 29, 1890, 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication of 28th 
instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Astaire, inclosin bag og af a Jotak 
resolution authorizing the transfer 8 r the Indian 
service on the books of the 

The Commissioner reports that proel: mses incurred 1 
the Ist ultimo, in connection with the —.— o bide a at + the New York ware- 
house for the furnishing of rE gee forthe Indian „ for the current fis- 
cal year, amount to $1.739.56, which sum was drawn appropriation 
= Telegraphing and purchase of Indian apes. 1990,” ra that, aoe former 
rulings of the accounting officers of the 8 transfer would be made of 
the amount of the preliminary expenses from — new to the old appropria- 
tion; but owing to the fact that the act makin: tions for the Indian 


service for the F or to te be nning of e 


fiscal year, the honorable 
be made. 


The Commissioner further reports that this decision places his office in an 
embarrassing porinan, as the sum named, $1,739.56, borrowed from the 189 ap- 
propriation, is 8 to meet outstanding indebtedness incurred on account 
of the service for 1890, 


8 JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 
The joint resolution was ordered to Aar ERE third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The motion of Mr. MCKINLEY was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


REPEAL OF A PROVISION OF THE SUNDRY CIVIL ACT. 


A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sub- 
mitting recommendations by the Second Comptroller and Second and 
Third Auditors that the provisions of the sundry civil act which re- 
quire that all accounts resulting from the disbursements of the appro- 
priation for the Signal Service or Corps shall be audited by the Third 
Auditor and Second Comptroller of the Treasury be repealed—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. MORROW: 
Resolved, That the President be respectfully rauan to transmit to the 
tatives the 


House of Represen final report of Hon. Archibald Cam 

missioner on the part of the United States to carry into effect the 88 
the treaty with Great Britain of June 15, 1846, . and mark- 
inge of the northwestern boundary between Canada and the U; States, both 


d and water, and all special 
8 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
‘abe Mr. BROSIUS: 
Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended by add- 
elses 290 Rule XV the following: 
ing when the call of 


the — of a 8 the 8383 
ie upon the ordered shall be finally’ d any other business "s 


be 
F 2 — d to the call 
and ure entered upon the Journal . 5 ana within thet here the . — —— 
not depart therefrom without the consent of the House until the 
tion is finally disposed of or the House adjourn; and it shall be the duty of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to enforce obedience to this provision of Tales 


to the Committee on Rules. 


reports, maps, and documents accompanying 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. 
Margaret Walker, accompanied by a report (No. 3088)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3089)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 10294) granting a ion to Ma- 
tilda M. Harriman, accompanied by a report (No. 3090)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 8124) granting a pensios to 

Everts, accompanied by a report (No. 3091}—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, òf Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were severally 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 5501) for the relief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, 
Mo. (Report No. 3092.) 

A bill (H. R. 11890) soe the relief of the astiguees of Jolm Roach, de- 
ceased. (Report No. 3093.) 
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Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson 
Monroe, accompanied by a report (No. 3094)—to the Committee of the | M 


Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the fol- 
lowing bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse: 

A bill (H. R. 10393) for the reliefof Mary A. Blaisdell. (Report No. 


3095.) 

A bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney. 
(Report No. 3096.) 

A (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to John Lindt. (Report No. 
3097. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11692) to authorize 
the buildingof a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River, 
reported, as a substitute therefor, a bill (H, R. 12065) to authorize the 
building of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Arkansas River; 
which wasread twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 3098), referred 
to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12061) for the erection of a statue 
or monument in the city of Washington to the memory of John Erics- 
son—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R, 12062) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, jr., of New Orleans, La.—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and eries. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12063) to establish a branch mint 
of the United States at Omaha, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12064) to establish a port of entry and 
delivery at Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res, 223) providing 
for Congressional districts in the State of Ohio, and to secure to the 
electors therein the right to choose members of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress by Congressional districts—to the Select Committee on the Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 12066) for the relief of Jean- 
nette D. Calvit, of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12067) for the relief of James Cotton, of Pointe 
Coupée Parish, Lonisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 12068) toamend the military record 
of William H. Matthews—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12069) removing charge of desertion 
against Lucins W. Hayford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12070) for the relief of Anna M. 
Near—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12071) granting a pension to Cathe- 
rine McRoberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 12072) granting a pension to the 
widow of the late John W. Rhodes, who was a lieutenant in the Reve- 
nue-Marine Service of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12073) to relieve John Hickey 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request); A bill (H. R. 12074) 
for the relief of William T. Owsley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12075) to remove the charge of deser- 
en anaes the name of George Ilgen—to the Committee on Military 

fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) granting a pension to Mary Yerk—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. . 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN; Petition of John A. Kimmons, for trustees of 
Presbyterian Church, Kossuth, Miss,, for reference of claim to Court 
< of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. e 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition on claim of William P. H. Turner, of 
Lawrence County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. GROUT: Papers in re to set aside court-martial of Julius 
A. Morrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of W. D. Hutchings, of Madison, Ind., 
for reciprocity of trade with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
Also, petition of Hon. N. S. Given, of same place, for reciprocity 
with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of I. Milton Stanton, of Indiana, for reciprocity with 
Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 3 

Also, resolution of graduates and former pupils of the Indiana In- 
stitution for the Deaf, in favor of Senate bill 717, to increase the - 
sion of deaf soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Elizabeth E. Tyson, for compensation 
for occupation of her land and for fences used as fuel by troops of the 
United States during the war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O DONNELL: Petition of 216 citizens of Albion and Jackson 
Counties, Michigan, for enactment ofa law to prevent the sale or other- 
wise disposing of obscene, immoral, and indecent books, pamphlets, pa- 
pers, prints, pictures, writings, or other objectionable news—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Amelia Butler, for restoration of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Memorial of citizens of Natchez, Miss., pro- 
testing against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to transport 
petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ry Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: Petition of Charles Buschow and 75 
others, of Colby, Kans., asking that an artesian well be sunk at said 
town—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, September 17, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. - 
3 HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 8 


The bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Altamaha River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R.10520) to reimburse H. W. Keyes for money wrong- 
fully paid the United States for commutation was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 10566) for the relief of Mrs, M. J. Donahoe was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Foreign Fruit 
Exchange of New York City, asking that a later date than November 
1 be fixed for the withdrawal of goods from bonded warehouse; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Foreign Fruit Exchange of 
New York City, praying fora new arrangement as to the date of the 
execution of the pending tarift bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 3731, 
regulating vessels engaged in commerce on the Great Lakes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the Board of Trade of Du- 
luth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of any legislation giv- 
ing possession and control to private parties or corporations of entrance 
and frontage to different harbors on the Great Lakes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. CULLOM ted the petition of H. H. Cecil and 22 other 
citizens of Coles County, Illinois, and the petition of L. G. Mitchell 
and 15 other citizens of Greene County, Illinois, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. ' 

He also presented a petition of C. Lightbody ard 42 other citizens of 
Peoria, III.; a petition of Frank F. Miller, secretary Grange No. 1642, 
of Fulton County, Illinois, and a petition of H. H. Cecil and 22 other 
citizens of Cole County, Illinois, praying for the passage of what is 
known as the pure-lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of John C. Hook, Charles M. 
Wilson, L. T. Ayers, and 53 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the peti- 
tion of Alexander Tindall, E. H. Miller, Edward E. Barnickol, and 99 
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the petition of Ed. Zacheis, Eugene 
Daner, Theo. Nunziker, and 62 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo.; the 
petition of H. L. Roth, M. C. Vannest, Joe Conway, and 67 other citi- 
zens of St. Louis, Mo., and the petition of Jesse L. Lane, G. W. Snow, 
Stephen N. Ryan, and 42 other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for 


the passage of what is known as the Paddock pure- ſood bill instead 
of any substitute that will only partially or inadequately cure the evils 
the Paddock bill is framed to remedy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 38 residents of Laredo, Tex., 
praying-for the passage of Senate bill No. 3991, known as the pure- 
food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


Forestry, 

He also presented a petition of Equity Alliance, No. 8, of Boiedad, 
Cal. ; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1180, of Riverton, Nebr. ; 
a petition of the Center Precinct Farmers’ Alliance, No. 806, of Saun- 
ders County, Nebraska; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Blaine 
County, Nebraska; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1764, of 
Elkhorn Valley, Nebraska; a petition of the Inavale Farmers’ Alliance, 
No, 402, of Riverton, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


r. FRYE presented petitions of citizens of Piscataquis, Penobscot, 
Waldo, Somerset, Knox, Aroostook, and Oxford Counties, in the State 
of Maine, praying for the passage of what are known as the pure- 
food and pure lard bills; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agricultare and Forestry. 
` Mr. SAWYER presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Viroqua, 
Ash Ridge, Henrietta, Jackson, and Westby, in the State of Wisconsin, 

` praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented eight petitions, numerously signed by 
citizens of Lincoln, Beatrice, Geneva, and other places in the State of 
Nebraska, praying for the e of Senate bill 3991, known as the 
pure-food bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Pittsburgh (Pa.) Chamber of 
Commerce, praying for legislation to prevent disastrous overflows of the 
Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the 3 (Pa.) Chamber of 
Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 595, grant- 
ing toa private corporation the use of North Pier, in the harbor of 
Buftalo, N. V.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PUGH. I present several petitions purporting to be signed by 
citizens of the State of Alabama, some of them in favor of the passage 
of what is known as the Paddock bill and some of them in favor of 
the of what is known as the Conger lard bil). Being sur- 

that these petitions favored the passage of the Conger lard bill, 
examined the petitions and the signatures and they seem to me to 
be all of them signed by the same person, and it is my belief that not 
a single one of the men whose names appear to the petition in favor of 
the Conger lard bill knew what they were signing, and I am satisfied 
that there is not a citizen in my State who desires the passage of what 
is known as the Conger lard bill. I present these petitions and ask 
that they lie upon the table. The bill to which they relate is on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Other petitions on that subject have been 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PUGH.’ Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be so referred. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4352) for the relief of Basil 
Moreland, to ask to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It refers to 
Jands of certain Indian tribes taken from them improperly, so alleged. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Revolutionary 
pensioner, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
thereon. 

THOMAS T. COLLINS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed hy the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report with certain amendments a resolution of inquiry re- 
ferred to that committee and to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. WI1soy, of Iowa, July 11, 1890, 
was read as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that one Thomas T. Collins, a citizen of the United 
States, residing at Manila, and doing business under a license from the proper 
authority, in the Philippine Islanda, a province of the Government of Spain, 
has been deprived of his rights, liberty, and property by officers of the S ish 
Government and also by the constituted authorities of the said Philippine Isl- 

: Now, therefore, be it 
k the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to com- 
munieate to the Senate such information as he may have on the subject; also 
eee OOR if any, has been taken by the Department ot State in regard to the 
mal . 


‘i The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
es 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK It is proposed to amend the first part of the reso- 
lution so as to read: 

Resolved, That the President hereby, ted, if - 
ble with the public betban pien or ang ae to the Benate moot a Ranta 5 
he may have on the subject, eto, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


FORT CLARK MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report without amendment the bill (H. R. 8950) to author- 
ize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark and Rio Grande Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Fort Clark mili- 
tary reservation in Texas, and for other purposes. r 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be con- 
sidered at this time. Itis a House bill, and the parties who are desir- 
ing to build this road are waiting for its passage. It is recommended, 
not only by the military commander, but by the Secretary of War, as 
a road which would be very advantageous to the post by passing across 
the reservation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request made 
by the Senator from Texas that the bill shall have present considera- 

on? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the Senator from Mississippi if that is the bill 
that has passed the Military Committee lately? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis the one the Senator referred to the other day. 
Then it has the full approval of the War Department and of the General 
of the Army, and the road will be subject to the Secretary of War as 
to its lines and general condact. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senator from Connecticut 
that this bill passed the House of Representatives and was referred to 
the Military Committee of the Senate. I sent it to the Secretary of 
War and asked an expression from him on the subject, and here is his 
answer: 

J return Lerewith H. R. 8950— 

Giving the title of the bill— 
referred to this Department by your letter of the 10th instant, and beg to advise 
you that upon reference of the matter to the Major-General commanding the 
Army he reports that “there does not appear to be any military objection to 
the 2 of the inclosed act to authorize the construction and operation of a 
railway through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas. On the con- 
trary, such a road located as may be directed by the Secretary of War will be 
of great benefit to the military service,” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR BECK. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Fam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was relerred the joint resolution (S. R. 122) to print the enlo- 
gies on Hon. James B. Beck, to report it without amendment, and I 
ask lor its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE RANDALL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the 
eulogies upon Samuel J. Randall, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE NUTTING. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulo- 
gies on Hon. Newton W. Nutting, to report it favorably, without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WILBER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulo. 
gies on Hon. David Wilber, to report it fayorably without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4403) to provide an American 
register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 4404) to refund money wrongfully 
paid for duties on imports by Daniel Marcy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most accessible point 
within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, in the county of 
Wyandotte and State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. > 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE, 


Mr. EVARTS. I submit a joint resolution, and I ask that it may 
receive immediate consideration. The reading of the resolution will 
explain the subject. 

he joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission haying 
charge of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable em- 
blematic devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city 
of Washington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatri- 
ots, to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution 
adopted by the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 
1890, was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That to enable the commission erected by the act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1885, 
to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by the 
two Houses of Congress 0. the 28th day of August, 1890, and to complete a new 
site for the said statue, tne sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the aforesaid commission, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again, please, at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope we shall have some explanation of the 
necessity for this action and of the probable situation that will be se- 
lected for the final repose of this statue. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the subject is fresh in the minds of 
all the Senators. The commission under the statute which is explained 
had $50,000 at their disposal and had completed their work entirely. 
There was nothing left for the commission to do except to examine the 
statue after it should have been erected. The statue itself had been 
approved in Paris, but upon the erection of the structure and putting it 
up being approved they were to pay the half that had been reserved 
that would be payable to the artist. The sum of $50,000, with this 
necessary reservation to be paid, left in the hands of the commission 
the sum of ninety dollars and some odd cents, but they had no occasion 
toexpend even that. 

When the action of the two Houses was taken in the concurrent reso- 
lution the site was ready to receive the statue and the statue was ready 
to be set up. The portion above the ground at the present site, the 
eoping and base in granite, had already been put there by the artists 
under their contract to do so and at their expense. The sum now asked 
for is to enable the commission to execute the wish of the two Houses 
of Congress. Under the concurrent resolution, as Senators understand, 
the commission was hardly relieved from the statutory obligation and 
from the contracts they had made by authority with the artist, but the 
resolation was treated as it shonld be treated, being a concurrent reso- 
lution, as requiring the commission to select another site. That they 
have done substantially, and one that I think will commend itself to 
all who desire the memorial to he fitting to the subject and to the duty 
of the nation. The point that we have selected is the southeast corner 
of the Treasury reservation, where an esplanade of some 80 feet square 
may be taken out and present a noble exposal ot the statue, and instead 
of injuring will improve the dignity of the Treasury inclosure. 

The sum that we have asked for is a sum that will be perhaps more 
than adequate, but we do not wish to be delayed in any circumstances 
if any untoward incident should arise in regard to the completion of 
the statue. Until this resolution is adopted or by some proper action 
of the two Houses of Congress there is an appropriation, the commis- 
sion will bein a very awkward position. By their present contract 
the protection of the United States has been reserved, and we are not 
allowed to pay the reserved half payment until we have seen the 
statue well put up, and that is a work of several weeks unquestion- 
ably. The preparation of the base betore, that is, putting the base 
under ground, occupied, I am told, some six weeks, and the expense 
of that was something like $2,500, without any reference to the super- 
ficial arrangement of the esplanade that we shall now be obliged to 
make, I think that this sum which the Committee on the Library 


have recommended may be safely left in the hands of the commission, 
as we shall expend no more than is required: 

Mr. HAWLEY. I noticed in the third line of the body of the joint 
resolution the word ‘‘ erected ” instead of the word created,“ an evi- 
dent misprint, “the commission erected by,” etc. Let “erected ™ be 
stricken out and “created ” inserted. 

Mr. EVARTS. As I understand it, that is a quotation from the 
statute. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not appear in quotations there. I thought 
it was a misprint for the word “‘ created.” 

2 5 INGALLS. It is evidently an error. The change ought to be 
e. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it was so in the original act, it was a misprint, 
I think. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should like to hear it read. I suppose it is an ac- 
curate copy. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. The word certainly should be created instead 
of “erected.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senator from 
New York fora moment. I des re to inquire of the Senator if the 
material which has already been utilized in making arrangements for 
the erection of the statue in Lafayette Square can not be utilized in 
the proposed location. There are a great many stones, I see, which 
have been cut, squared, and seem to be dressed ready for the purpose 
for which they were intended. Can they not be removed a few hun- 
dred yards and utilized, and thus lessen the expense? 

Mr. EVARTS. The stones that formed the coping, the superficial 
base, of course will be used. They merely need to be transported, 
Those are there, as I have stated already, at the expense of the artists 
under their contract; but the base under ground, which is the expen- 
sive matter, probably can not be utilized at all, but it may form asub- 
ject of additional expense if it is removed from where it is. Itis 
concrete embedded in the ground, and it is much cheaper to get new 
concrete than to dig up or explode by dynamite or otherwise what is 
now under ground. 

Mr. BATE. Talluded to the stones above ground, those that have 
been dressed. 

Mr. EVARTS. There is no doubt that they can be utilized. 

Mr. BATE. I hope the Senate will be pleased to pass without ob- 
jection the joint resolution. I have looked into this matter somewhat, 
and I quite agree with the Senator from New York in regard to the 
site that he has said the commission have sabstantially selected. It 
is certainly one of the most attractive and eligible locations in the city, 
right at the foot or at the head of Pennsylvania avenue, in frontof the 
Treasury building, which can be seen from the Capitol and all the way 
down, and it has a beautiful association in the distance with the Wash- 
ington Monument, It is perhaps the most appropriate and attractive 
location which could be found in the city, and I am very glad to know 
that the commission have selected such a site as that. I hope there 
will be no objection to appropriating the amount asked for. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idislike very greatly to do anything that looks 
ungracious in this matter, or to criticise in the least degree the action 
of the efficient commission that has been selected by act of Congress to 
settle the location of the site for the Latayette statue. 

I was one of those who believed that the site originally selected opposite 
the White House, notwithstanding its proximity to the equestrian statue 
of General Jackson, was a very good one, and I think it would have 
been better had that action gone on to final consummation and this La- 
fayette monument been placed there. But this proposed site, this 


small quadrangle now devoted to flowers within the inclosed iron fence, ` 


at the head of Pennsylvania avenue, seems to me hardly the proper 
place for this beautiful and attractive monument. In the first place, 
the surrounding space is extremely smal! for a monument or statue of 
the dimensions of this. It is near that great building, the Treasury 
Department, and I should think the same dwarfing effect would be had 
upon that monument which is observed nowas to the Peace Monument 
at the foot of Capitol Hill, which certainly is badly placed and should 
some time be removed toa better location. 

This morning I was called by business into the Treasury Department, 
and from the windows of the room of General Batcheller, the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, we looked down upon this space, Several 
gentlemen were there, and this matter became naturally the subject of 
our conversation, and the unanimous expression was that it would be 
an unfortunate location. One suggested that a far better place would 
be directly in front of the steps of the Treasury building on that side, 
about where the unsightly little building used by the Architect of the 
Treasury as a photographer’s building is situated. That perhaps 
would be a better location than the one suggested by the Senator from 
New York. 

I do not think that this new location, when it shall he contemplated 
by the public generally, will receive approbation. I do think itisa 
mistake, and with all deference to this commission that has tried so 
fairly to do its duty in the matter, I hope the action will not be con- 
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th 3 ET the S or 
e one . It destroys symmetry o i 
the Treasury building. Here are these four small 8 
devoted now to flowers, and they ought to be left, I should say, about 
as they are and not have the fence removed and their regularity and 
beauty destroyed. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will be noted that this resolution 
does not need to be delayed with reference to the observations of the 


ly separated 
pavement and set forth therefore in certainly the finest possible rela- 
tion to that great avenue and thoroughfare. I believe alsoit is a mis- 
take to think that there is inadequate room there, The space to be 
taken by the monument itself is only some 24} feet front, and the 
esplanade need not be more than 75 or 80 feet square, where there will 
be a level pavement properly prepared and everything suitable to the 
dignity of the monument; and it is impossible to see there can be 
any degradation of the statue. With due respect to the Senator and his 
friends who looked out from the Treasury, it is the noblest site, per- 
haps, in the city. The reason that did not incline us that way was 
that we hardly felt at liberty originally to interfere with these inclos- 
ures of the building, but we were also persuaded—which the two 
Houses have overruled—that the association of the President’s House 
and Lafayette Square was a predominant consideration. That has 
away. 

What I wish to ask the attention of the Senate to is this: That with- 
out any appropriation the statue and all the portions of the structure 
filling some thirty enormous boxes will have to remain inside of those 
boxes, as there is no money to do anything with them except to put 
them ont on the base in front of the President’s House on Lafayette 
Square. The statute gives that power and imposes that duty, and 
this commission ought not to be placed in a condition of acting in oppo- 
sition or apparent disregard of the very full vote of the two Houses of 
Congress; and yet we should be in this position of I do not know how 
much under our obligations to these artists and how much 
misfortune to ourselves if accidents should happen in the interval of 
I know not how long. At any rate, if we are to wait for the two Houses 
of Congress to select a site it may be a very considerable time before a 
site will be selected. This resolution does not foreclose the considera- 
tion or reconsideration of the selection of asite that will be satisfac- 
tory. The wish of Congress expressed in the matter will be respected 
by us, but the money ought to be in our hands to proceed withont 


y- 
Mr. PLUMB. Iwanted to make one observation about that site 
without having recently observed it. I do not know that what I shall 
will in any way impair its value for the purpose of the location 
of this monument, but it has always seemed to me one of the things 
that might be contemplated as almost certain to happen in the near 
future in connection with the administration of the affairs of the Treas- 
ury Department that we shall erect an annex to that bnilding on the 
e of the main building aeross the street, or on perhaps the 
ocation of what is now the photographer’s building, for the use of the 
Architect of the Treasury. 

The Treasury building is now overfilied. The position of the Archi- 
tect's office and the employés and belongings of it may well be re- 
moved without interfering with the internal economy of the adminis- 
tration of that Department, and I have leoked upon that as something 
liable to occur or as something that would necessarily occur in the 
near future, and it might be—I do not say that it would be—that the 
erection of such a building as I have spoken of would interfere and 
make less useful and appropriate this site spoken of for this monument, 
or the erection of the monument might interfere with the proper use 
of the 1 south of the Treasury Department ſor the purposes of 
which I have spoken. $ 

Mr. INGAL Mr. President, neither the suggestion of my col- 
league nor that of the Senator from Nebraska appears to me to inter- 
pose any formidable obstacle to the location of the statue on the site 
that has been designated. Following the precedents, if it is located 
there and the situation seems undesirable we can readily move it some- 
where else. : 

The monuments and statues of this city are ambulatory, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and peripatetic. They wander around from place to place. I 
recollect the surprise with which I came here one summer and found 
that the statue of General Rawlins had in some mysterious way marched 
down the Avenue from the junction of New York avenueand Eighteenth 
street, I believe, and been placed in front of the market and nearly con- 
eealed by the surrounding foliage. The great statue by Greenough, 
that I believe was intended for the Rotunda of the Capitol, has been de- 
layed on its journey thither, and for several years has been exposed to 
the vicissitudes of the elements. But perhaps it went in once, as the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] suggests, and then went ont 
again, like the King of France who marched up the hill and then 
marched downagain. Occasionally it is covered over by some temporary 
structure like an umbrella to protect it from the rain and the sun; and 
its ultimate location is yet a matter of doubt. We are also informed 


that the sepulchral and funereal group at the foot of the hill is abont to 
join the mournful procession and take its way somewhere, either into 
the suburbs or on some adjacent reservation. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I see no obstacle whatever to the selection 
of the location at the southeast corner of the Treasury, because, being 
in their nature transitory and fugitive, these statues will proceed from 


Lapp piae as the caprice or the fancy of succeeding Congresses may 
see fit. 


Seriously, however, Mr. President, I think that even for a temporary 
loeation nothing more unfortunate could have been suggested than the 
southeast q e of the Treasury. OIS PAE eee 
either left vacant or all be occupied, and if they are to with 
statues or monuments the subjects ought to be selected irom 
have been eminent in finance and in the ee eee 
ment. It certainly would be awkward, if in the future it should be 
thought fit to decorate that ground with those who have been eminent 
in finance, great Secretaries like the honorable Senator who sits at my 
right [Mr. SHERMAN] and his associates in the discharge of that great 
duty, that we should find that a memorial of a foreigner, a man with- 
out any connection whatever with the Treasury Department, the grati- 
tude of the American people being due him for military services alone, 
Lapp! aad the site, and we should be compelled either to leave that 
statue there or to again remove it for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. President, I realize fully the very embarrassing task which has 
been devolved upon the Senator from New York and his associates. 
They have discharged their duty conscientiously and tothe best of their 
ability under t obstaclesand with serious difficulties, but I venture 
to express the hope that the suggestion which has been made of the selec- 
tion of this reservation may not be final. I think it would be an error 
and a mistake which we might be called upon ourselves to rectify in- 
stead of leaving it for future generations to do so. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the commission no doubt will pay 
great regard to these observations, and they would bemuch more aided 
if they should have some affirmative statement as to where the statue 
should beput. That does not seem yet to have formed itself definitely 
in the minds of any of the Senators. Butnevertheless we do not wish 
to keep it in boxes forever, and this appropriation will enable us to put 
it in any place that shall be found suitable except that one in front of 
the President's House, or Lafayette Square. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follo bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey; 

A bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of de- 
livery at Peoria, III.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury. 

e message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill 61 R. 2142) ſor the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 
1889; 

A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes, 
so as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district. courts for the western district of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the President to appoint Richard H. 
Jackson an ensign in the United States Navy, with amendments in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

M 2 also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry; 

A bill (S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; . 

A bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; and 


A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 


enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MoKINLEy, Mr. BURROWS, 
Mr. BAYNE, Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Minis, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. 
FLOWER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order 
for one hour. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, on Monday morning I gave notice that 
at this point in the proceedings of to-day I would ask the courtesy of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Senate resolution No, 11, 
Calendar number 67, and also the one following on the Calendar, Senate 
resolution 18, which is on the same subject-matter, for the purpose ot 
making a few observations. I should be glad to do so now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I hope the Senator will waive that for to-day at 
any rate. We have the private land bill up and our hour has gone that 
should be devoted to unobjected cases, This private land bill is in my 
charge, It has been read through, and it will only requirea little while 
to finish it, and I am not feeling at all well to-day and I wish to have 
it disposed of, 

Mr. BLAIR. Would there be any objection to my making such re- 
marks as I desire to offer at the conclusion of the consideration of the 
Senator’s bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould not make any objection because I shall 
be compelled to go out of the Chamber unless I feel better than I do now. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that I am also sick. This 
is a matter that has been delayed two Congresses, and I shall be glad 
to proceed with what I have to sax. 

Mr. PLUMB. According to the order the Senate is now operating 
under, the hour succeeding the conclusion of the morning a 
from this time on is to be devoted to the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is this routine business that we have been doing 
so far? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is routine business, as I understand, and the hour 
for the consideration of the Calendar is to follow. I was going to sug- 
gest that the hour should be given succeeding the speech of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Certainly there is no more useful thing the 
Senate can do than to devote this hour, which was agreed to on the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epaunps], to the consid- 
eration of bills on the Calendar. Of courseI should have no objection 
to taking up the bill which he speaks of, provided the Calendar is not 
postponed. I only want to say that I shall object to any displacement 
of that order in regard to the Calendar which has been already made. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Iask unanimous consent that we may go on now 
with the private land bill and that after that is finished an hour for the 
Calendar shall be taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose the bill of the Senator from Vermont should 
not be concluded to-day, then what would become of the Calendar ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought to be concluded in halt an hour. 

The VICE-PRESID . Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the request that after the private land claim bill 
has been disposed of and the Senator from New Hampshire shall have 
been heard, an hour shall be given to the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII? Any arrangement that does not lose that hour to 
the Calendar I shall have no objection to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My request was that the Senate kindly finish this 
private land claim bill first, and that then the morning hour for un- 
objected cases should go on, but that of course would be subject tosuch 
arrangement as could be made to accommodate my friend from New 


Hampshire, 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to accommodate the wishes of the 
Senator from Vermont and of the Senator from New Hampshire, bnt 
I do not want to accommodate either at the expense of the hour al- 
lowed for the consideration of the Calendar, Š 

Mr. PLUMB. Isuggest that in the event that arrangement is carried 
out and in the event that the bill of the Senator from Vermont occupies 
the day, an hour be added to to-morrow’s hour for the consideration 
of the Calendar, so that the Calendar may not lose it. If any arrange- 
ment is made now whereby the Calendar shall be displaced to-day, I 
ask in that event that the Senate shall give that time to the considera- 
tion of the Calendar to-morrow, so that then we shall have two hours. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have not understood exactly what the proposition 
was as to the occupation of time this morning, but I feel bound to say 
that as soon as the bill now pending is finished I shall be in order, I 
think, in calling up the judiciary bill, which I hope may be disposed 
of without very much delay. I do not desire to stand in the way of 
my friend from New Hampshire, provided it does not interfere with 
some proper disposition of that judiciary bill, which I think is as im- 
portant as any matter before Congress. y 


Mr. HARRIS. I will make this request: I ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate 1 the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 8 who, I 
undtrstand, is indisposed this morning, may proceed with t — 
eration of the bill in his at shee conclusion of which the Senator 2 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] shall have the op ty to sub- 7 
mit the remarks he pro to make, and at the conclusion of his : 
remarks that one hour s be devoted to the consideration of the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. : 

Mr. STEWART. And in case there is not an hour after that we os 
shall have the time made up to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. That i am in favor of, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object. a 

Mr. PADDOCK. Unless itis entirely agreeable to the Senator from 
New Hampshire not to proceed now, I think, under the practice of the 
Senate, the Senator having given notice several days ago of his inten- 
tion to address the Senate this morning, that he should be allowed to 
p Mr. GIBSON. It seems tome that under the circumstances the Senas - 5 
tor from New Hampshire should have the courtesy extended to him of 
being allowed to proceed. We can settle the right of way aſter that 
as to the Calendar and the land- court bill. - 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wasgoing to make the suggestion that the Sena- 
tor irom New Hampshire had given notice of his intention to address 
the Senate to-day, and it has always almost universally been the rule 
to yield that privilege to a Senator. The Senator from Vermont has ` 
made the suggestion abont disposing of the private land claim 
which ought to be disposed of as speedily as possible, and that he is 
very well, and therefore may not be able to remain in the Senate Cham- 
ber, and to that the Senator from New Hampshire replied that he was 
in the same condition. Now, it seems to me that if the Senator from 
New Hampshire prefers carrying out the notice he gave, we ought to 2 
yield to him. : 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I understand the proposition issimply 
to transpose. There are three things which it seems to me the Senate 
desires to do respecting to-day. One of them is to consider the land 
bill of the Senator from Vermont, which is the unfinished business; 
another to give an hour to the Calendar; and the third to hear the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire according to his notice. Now, as 1 under- 
stand, the Senator from New Hampshire having proposed to proceed, 
the Senator from Vermont simply asks that in consequence of the con- 
dition of his health, as he does not desire to remain, being quite unwell, 
those two things may be transposed and that he may go on with his 
private-land bill first and the Senator from New Hampshire follow, 
and, as I understand, that Senator does not object to that if his rights 


are 3 
. BLAIR. I am quite content with what seems to be the will of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] sug- 
gests that the hour for the Calendar ought to be saved for to-day and 
that that should come in afterwards. That leaves the Senate doing 
exactly what it intended to do, and I hope that will be done. I do not 
think we ought to couple that with an agreement to invade to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say that I have not the slightest expectation of 
occupying an hour’s time, 

Mr. HOAR. I think we can accomplish all we desire, and get the 
hour for the Calendar. . 

Mr. PL. MB. Ishall object to any arrangement that does not ab- - 
solutely preserve sixty minutes either to-day or to-morrow, without 
any diminution, for the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request, Mr. President, so that we 
may get on in some way. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. BLAIR. I renew my request that the Senate proceed to thecon- 
sideration of joint resolutions which I mentioned for the p of = 
giving mean opportunity of addressing a few observations to the te. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 11) ing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to confer representation to the District of 
Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in the Electoral College, 
and the joint resolution (S. R. 18) proposing an amendment of 
Constitution to confer representation to the District of Columbia in the 
two Houses of Congress and in the electoral college. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, Senate resolutions No, 11 and No, 18 
were introduced by me on the 5th and 9th days of December last, re- 
spectively, and duly referred to the appropriate committee. On the 
19th day of December they were reported back to the Senate adversely, 
with the recommendation that they be indefinitely postponed. The 
unexpectedly prompt action of the committee deprived the people of the 
District of Columbia of any opportunity to be heard, an opportunity 
which a large number of the representative men of the District, if in- 
deed it may be said that the District has any representative men or - 
any men whatever in the sense of American citizenship, most earnestly 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? See | 
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desired, and they were somewhat surprised that those resolutions were 
so summarily di of. x 
I asked that they be placed upon the Calendar, hoping that an- op- 
tunity might be found for hearing in the parent body, and if not 
ere, then presently in the country at large. No non-voting popula- 
tion is of much consequence in a republic, except to pay taxes, and, 
if men, to shed their blood in war for the support of the Government. 

Although the neuter condition of citizenship in this District has long 

been to myself, as well as to many others, a subject of serious thought, 

and in the last Congress I had prepared and introduced a similar prop- 

osition for a constitutional amendment giving suffrage for national 

purposes and representation in both Houses of Congress and in the 

electoral college to the District, I was then and now am prepared to 

find years of agitation necessary before the people of the United States, 

or even of the District itself, shall fully arouse themselves to remedy 
the evil. 

It would be difficult to imagine a more striking evidence of the real 
political inconsequence of the manhood of the District of Columbia 
than is furnished by the treatment which this measure has received, 
supported as it is by the committee of one hundred and the great mass 
of the people of the District. 

I believe it should be and will be generally conceded that the Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections is as able and patriotic a com- 
mittee as has ever oxisted since the adoption of the Constitution. 

As it should be, that committee is acutely alive to the rights of man, 
and especially to those touching the sovereignty of the citizens. That 
committee has evolved a comprehensive and rigid bill for the regula- 
tion and security of elections in all parts of the country where men 

` have the right to vote. 

A freedom-loving House of Representatives has not only considered 
such a bill in committee, but has passed it with great emphasis and 
solemnity. But when I present and urge in two successive Congresses 
a proposition to make the men-folks in a community of 230,000 Ameri- 
can citizens politically free, by giving them the right to vote and to 
participate by their chosen representatives in making and executing 
the laws which control the property and the lives of themselves and 
of their wives and children, the Congress can not find time to listen, 
their plaint for freedom is unheard, and like our forefathers in the 
palace of George IIT, they are spurned with contempt from the foot 
of the legislative throne, and this from a Congress as likely to give con- 
sideration to the cry of the oppressed as any that could be culled from 
the American people. 

We seldom see anything like it save in the common treatment ac- 
corded to woman in her efforts to obtain political liberty; and I am 
forced to the conclusion that, in the general apprehension of the coun- 
try, there are no men in the District of Columbia, but two kinds of 
women rather, who, politically, are in no wise to be distinguished 
from one another. Two hundred and thirty thousand negroes living 
in a State, and having under the Constitution the right to vote, would 
have been heard in Congress until they broke down the pillars of the 
Constitution but their wrongs should have been redressed; yet these 
alleged men, white and colored, living in the District of Columbia, 
calling by scores of thousands for the right to vote, get no hearing 
simply because time presses, cry they never so loudly, during now these 
two Congresses, and whether the future is more hopeful for them re- 
mains to be seen. 

This is no long-haired-man application for woman suffrage, noscheme 
to drag angelic woman down, but simply that the lords of creation in 
this District may be raised to the level, to the par value, of their fellow- 
men in the States around them. 

Woman here must wait on the progress of her sisters in the States 
80 far as this proposed amendment is concerned. Yet I am so impressed 
with the innate importance of the subject, that, with slight expec- 
tation of present action, I crave the indulgence of the Senate while 
I endeavor to present a few thoughts which may serve as the thin 
wedge to force a crevice in the public mind, which time and reflection 
may widen until the nation shall open its head and its heart to receive 
the people of the District of Columbia into the body-politic. 

The first joint resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution to confer repre- 
sentation to the District of Columbia in the two Houses of Congress and in 
the electoral college. 

Whereas 9 ew ee of the District of Columbia are subjected to taxation with- 
out ee ion, contrary to a fundamental principle of all free government: 

' Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by three- 
fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid asa part of the Constitution, namely: 

“ ARTICLE XVI. 


“Section I. That the District of Columbia shall be entitled to representation in 
the Congress of the United States by one Senator and by one or more Repre- 


sentatives, according to the rule of apportionment established by Article XIV 
of the Constitution. Said District shall also be entitled to as many electors for 
President and Vice-President of the United States as it has members of Con- 


gress, 

“Sec, 2. That Congress shall provide, by law, the times and manner of choos- 
ing the Senator, the Representative or Representatives, and the electors author- 
ized by this article,” 


Omitting the formal parts, the second joint resolution is as follows: 
ARTICLE XVI. 

Section I. The District of Columbia shall be entitled to representation in the 
Congress of the United States by one Senator and by one or more 8 
tives, sorong oes the rule of apportionment established by Article XIV of the 
Constitution. id District shall also be entitled to as many electors for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States as it has members of Congress: 
Provided, That such representation in the Congress shall not paer in joint 
convention of the two Houses, nor in any proceeding touchin; e choice of 
President or Vice-President, nor in the organization of either House of Con- 
gress, nor speak or vote upon any question concerning the same, 

Src. 2. Congress shall provide, by Jaw, the time and manner of choosing the 
Hopes Representative or Representatives, and the electors authorized by 

It will be observed that the propositions are identical, with exception 
of the proviso in the first section of the second resolution, which restricts 
the proposed representation of the District from any participation in the 
choice of President and Vice-President by the joint convention of the 
two Houses, orin any proceeding touching their choice by the House, or 
in the organization of either House of Congress. 

This proviso is of importance as a matterof detail, but Ido not deem 
it of consequence in the discussion of the main question, upon which, 
without further delay, I will now proceed to offer a few brief observa- 
tions. 

Montesquieu, the great French legal philosopher, in his Spirit of 
Laws, has taught us that every form of government must be admin- 
istered in conformity with its own spirit or become a failure; that a 
despotism must be despotic, and in all departments of administration 
conform to the theory of a despotism; that a monarchy must be mo- 
narchic, and that the republican form of government must be consist- 
ent with its own theory, or that in their practical working these sev- 
eral forms of government will destroy themselves. 

This is a brief way of stating a great philosophical truth founded in 
human nature and in the nature of things. : 

Government is simply a method of controlling society as a whole for 
the benefit of all its parts, and all its parts for the benefit of the whole, 
by some power superior to any which can be opposed to it. Govern- 
ment has existed, and it must exist, chiefly in three general forms: 
Despotism, in which the one-man power is supreme over all, and mon- 
archy, where one man governs under limitations of established laws; 
aristocracy, or the government of the many by the few for the benefit 
of the few primarily, and secondarily for the benefit of the many, ir 
so far as their good will promote that of the few in still ter degree; 
and the republican form, or government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people. Under these three forms, the despotism, the aris- 
tocracy, and the democracy or republicanism, or their variations, all 
human government necessarily exists, 

It will be observed that the primary object of all these forms of gov- 
ernment is the same: The subjection of society to some general rule 
of conduct, which, however imperfect in its operations, is yet a curb ta 
universal license, and a rescue from the intolerable evils of anarchy. 
In all government there must be, necessarily, three elements: The law 
itself, which implies a law-giver; the construction of the law and ite 
application to instances as they arise in society, which js the function 
of the judge, and the execution of the law, which is the work of execu- 
tive power. These three functions, then, constitute goverament—the 
legislative, judicial, and executive; and whether these departments are 
vested in a single will as ina despotism; in a combination of few wills, ~ 
acting harmoniously, as in the aristocracy; or iu the people at large, 
that is tosay, in the republic—they are the same in nature. 

These three different forms are each at different periods of the de- 
velopment of society more excellent than either of the others—the 
despotism appertaining to the lowest, as the aristocracy does to the 
medium, and the republic to the highest degree of civilization known 
among men. A moment’s reflection will reveal the truth of Montes- 
quieu’s observation, for itis apparent that the one-man power asa form 
of government is inconsistent with either of the other two, and there- 
fore to combine it with them, or with cither of them, of necessity must 
lead to antagonism and conflict and failure. And what is true of the 
effort to combine absolutism with democracy is necessarily true of the 
effort to intermingle all these three forms of government with each 
other. There may be transitions from the one to the other as society 
changes from the lowest to the highest; trom the highest downward, 
as society retrogrades. 

But these diverse principles can not permanently operate harmo- 
niously together. They are attended with conflict of necessity. If so- 
ciety has passed, and if the masses of men have arisen from the condi- 
tion of abject servitude, which is their condition under a despotism or 
an aristocracy, to that high plane of intelligence and capacity which 
enables them to govern themselves in the republican form, it is mani- 
fest that they mustabide by that form completely il they would wholly 
maintain their liberties, their governmental standard of excellence, and 
the prosperity and happiness and perpetuity of their nation as a whole. 
These propositions are commonplaces in political philosophy. Their 
repetition may seem to be the unnecessary consumption of time. Cer- 
tainly one would not expect to see these fundamental and manilest 
principles directly violated by the great Republic in the most conspic- 
uous and flagrant manner, in the heart of its institutions and on the 
very theater where its laws are made, construed, and executed. 
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It would be supposed that the Government of the United States 
would be administered in the republican form; that the capital of the 
foremost Republic on the face of the earth, that one spot exclusively 
under its control, would itself be a model republic, without the trace 
of despotism or of aristocracy; that in such locality as might contain the 
seat and creative arena of governmental activity the people themselves 
would be free; that such a community would illustrate in the highest 
possible form the practical workings and the superior blessings of a 
democratic and representative form of government; that in such a spe- 
cific locality, if nowhere else, government of the people would be by 
the people and for the people; that it would be founded upon the con- 
sent of the governed; that life, liberty, and property would be pro- 
tected and secured by laws founded upon the principles of that Con- 
stitution which applies to the country generally; that there would be 
no taxation without representation; that the executive power would 
be derived, if not immediately, at least remotely, from those upon whom 
the law is executed, and that an enthusiastic admirer of free institu- 
tions from lands ridden by tyranny might come to the capital of free 
America to behold the great object-lesson of liberty in its practical 
operation among the masses of the people. 

It would hardly be believed that the great Republic had set up a 
despotism in its own heart and built therein a nest for faction, intrigue, 
and corruption, and had ordained a complete subversion of the rights, 
interests, and will of the masses of the people and their complete sub- 
jection to an extraneous system sometimes inimical to their good, and 
over the creation and direction of which the people concerned have no 
control whatever save only that which may be had by prayer and sup- 
plication addressed to their earthly masters. It can but be a matter 
of surprise that such a place should be selected as a safe depository for 
the original Declaration of Independence and for the archives of a free 
government. 

The District of Columbia, originally 10 miles square, has been dimin- 
ished by the retrocession of that portion lying south of the Potomac 
River and in the State of Virginia, which took place in the year 1846, 
and now consists of 64 square miles located on the north side of the 
Potomac River, with a povulation at the present time of 230,000 souls. 

The population has grown from the trifling numbers who lived here 
in the year 1791, when the District was made the seat of Government, 
toa mass greater than the population of not less than three of the States 
now in the Union, and larger than that of most of the States which have 
been admitted to the Union since the organization of the Government 
at the time of their admission. There is every reason to believe that 
within another century there will be more than two million of people 
in this District, and that the growth of the District will keep at least 
equal pace with that tremendous expansion of population and power in 
the nation at large which is as inevitable as futurity itself. Destruction 
is the only escape from this terrible growth and the responsibilities 
which are therehy im 

Our fathers who declared their independence, who achieved it by arms, 
who established the Government upon the principles which they had 
vindicated in battle and consecrated in blood, never dreamed that by 
the establishment of the Federal District, in order that the National 
Government might have a secure, unfettered field for its operations, 
they were laying the foundation of a vast community of political slaves. 
They understood that the people of the District of Columbia would 
possess all the rights and liberties which belonged to other American 
citizens, and that residence here would be a political blessing, nota 
political curse. 

In advocating the adoption of the Constitution, Madison and Ham- 
ilton asserted that the people of the District would, as a matter of course, 
be entitled to the functions and advantages of local self-government; 
and, as a matter of fact, until the year 1871, the District of Columbia 
possessed a republican form of government in all local affairs. It was 
the home to that extent of a free people. They were substantially in 
a Territorial condition; not, to be sure, participating in the enactment 
of the general laws of the land. and in the transfer of the executive power, 
but still in possession of local laws enacted by themselves and the ad- 
ministration of their local affairs; and a portion of the time enjoying 
the right to be heard by a delegate duly chosen to represent them upon 
the floor of the House of Representatives. There is now existing a 
large volume of laws enacted by the local authority. So far their çon- 
dition was superior to that of a Territory. 

If, in the origin of this community, resulting, as it did, from the lo- 
cation of the General Government in this then almost vacant District, 
there had been failure to establish the forms of free government for the 
benefit of the inhabitants by reason of the absorption of Congress in 
the great affairs of the nation at large, a long period should have elapsed 
before attention was turned to their deprivation of the benefits of self- 
government, it would not have seemed so very strange, since the influ- 
ences of free government surrounding them, and the very habit of lib- 
erty, if I may so speak, would have prevented the infliction of serious 
personal wrongs, although there might have been ny positive law for 
the locality to which appeal could have been made for their vindication. 

But, as the community grew larger and more and more formidable, 
one would have expected that inevitably the Congress would have 
hastened to establish a model school of republicanism in this Dis- 


trict; and it seems to me incomprehensible that after nearly a century 
of actual local self-government, such asit was, that the American Con- 
gress as late as the year 1878 should have proceeded to subvert what- 
soever there was of republicanism and democracy actually existing 
in a community which then had attained to the number of at least 
160,000 souls—more than that of many of the States at the time of 
their admission into the Union—and to remand the whole community 
for its present, and apparently for its entire future, to a condition of 
political vassalage. 

I venture to say that no act of more stupendous and dangerous in- 
consistency has ever been perpetrated by the legislative power of any 
free people in violation of the principle of their own form of govern- 
ment since the foundation of the world; that, considering the political 
enlightenment of the age in which this was done, no such example of 
incomprehensible and fatal violation of the first trath of governmental 
theory laid down by Montesquieu as of universal application has ever 
been known. If heedlessness led to it, it should be remedied. The 
slightest thought should be adequate to induce its reversal and pro- 
vide for itsremedy. If it be indicative of something worse—of a lapse 
of fealty, and of sensitive adherence to the principles of free govern- 
ment on the part of those who are intrusted with their administration, 
or indeed of indifference to those principles on the part of the people 
themselves—then, indeed, is there cause for alarm, for no slave com- 
munity can grow up around and be a part of the administration and 
heart-movements of this great Government without the sure derange- 
ment of the circulation of the very life-blood of its liberties to the ex- 
tremities of the nation. 

If this state of things has been protracted, lo, now these twelve 
years, against the unheard and, to a great extent, the suppressed remon- 
strances of the masses of the people in this city, and if daily the con- 
trol of this community is becoming more and more absolute in the 
possession of leaders of factions and combinations and rings and syn- 
dicates which derive their strength from unholy or indifferent relations 
to and with the representatives of national power who are intrusted 
with the government of the District, or if there is danger that this 
may now be or may become so, then it is high time, indeed, at once to 
call a halt, to seek the hospital and attack this cancerous growth at 
once with medicines, or, they failing, with the knife. 

If these 230,000 people are satistied with their condition, that is the 
worst indication of all, and it can only be accounted for upon the same 
principle that the fat dog in the fable was willing to wear his collar, 
If they prefer fat to liberty, and lazily acquiesce in a condition which, 
as population increases, will inevitably develop a proletariat of helots 
and sycophants not superior to those of ancient times, who, in the 
turbulent days and nights which are sure to attend the history of our 
nation (as turbulent periods have attended the history of all nations), 
will be specially dangerous in the Capital City, the cause foralarm can 
not be exaggerated. 

These silent, irresponsible, untrained, and dangerous masses will 
some time constitute a mob as untamable and destructive as that of 


Paris or old Rome. The fact that this is a community of schools is no 


source of ultimate safety, for an educated people 
will be anarchists, and there is no mob so dangerous as an educated 
mob. Witness Chicago. To play with principles is more dangerous 
than to play with fire; and it is particularly dangerous for a free gov- 
ernment to violate the principles of freedom, of which qualification for , 
self-government and the practice of self-government by the individual 
citizen are the most necessary of all, 

It is trae that in the local affairs of the District present order pre- 
vails, and that the principles of good government rooted in the ad- 
ministration of the States surrounding the District and operating in 
the country at large are still prevalent in this viceroyalty, and that 
time has not yet sufficed to produce serious insecurity of life, lib- 
erty, or property, although the great fundamental right of all, which 
is the right to be politically free, and from the absence of which all 
other political evil will ultimately result, bas been utterly subverted 
and destroyed; but these recent years, so full of material growth, haye 
been sufficient to develop a marked difference between the rising popu- 
lation of this city and the corresponding population in any like com- 
munity within the States, 

No citizen of the United States, resident in a State and familiar with 
the practical working of free institutions, on becoming familiar with 
the settled population of the District of Columbia, can fail to observe 
the marked difference between them and the rest of the American peo- 
ple. This is especially noticeable when the young men born and 
reared in the District are compared with the great body of the young 
manhood of the country. Patriotic as they are and proud of their 
conntry, yet these splendid young men impress me that naturalization 
is the one thing needful to make them Americans, ; 

The contrast between the father born and reared in one of the States, 
where from childhood he daily witnessed and participated in the polit- 
ical life which surrounded him, and grew up subject to the impressions 
of such an environment, of which in subsequent years he himself be- 
came a sovereign part, and that same father who in later years has come 
to reside and rear his family in this District, and hisown boys who have 
grown up in the capital of their country, but untouched by the trans- 


be free or they 
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forming a here of free local self-government, enveloping and pene- 
trating every-day life, is very and startling. 

It is not too much to say that it the political conditions under which 
230,000 American citizens who live in the city of Washington pre- 
vailed throughont the country the poopie of the United States would 
become incapable of self-government within a brief period of time. A 
young man who never has passed through an election, who never saw 
a vote cast or counted, and who never expects to cast one himself, un- 
less he goes away from home, who simply grows up in his father’s 
place of business upon Pennsylvania avenue, or on F street, reading of 
political movements in the States as he does of those in a foreign coun- 
try, or who is even the Washington city-bred son of a soldier who 
fought to preserve the Union, does not seem, as a rule, to care any 
more about the eral course of political affairs, or, as I have observed 
him, to be any better fitted to control the fature of his country than 
the mass of intelligent foreigners, or than the girls by whom he is sur- 
wunded aud perhaps in prospective usefulness as citizens is surpassed. 

This would be a comparison unfavorable to the general girl of the 
country who has received the training which comes from association 
with fathers and brothers constantly engaged in the discussion of pub- 
lic questions and the performance of the duties of self-government. 
It would be far better to surrender the future of the States and of 
the nation into the hands of the girls of the country at large than into 
the hands of men reared as, through no fault of their own, but of ne- 
cessity, are the young men of this District under existing laws. 

I have alluded to the manifestations of the increasing subjection of 
the affairs of the District to the control of syndicates and combina- 
2 of wealth ſor the advantage of the ſew and the disad vantage of 

e many. 

This subordination becomes, even for the most common and honor- 
able enterprise, almost a matter of compulsion, and, in fact, is an evil 
born of necessity, for the general Hoy because there is no way in 
which the general will can manifest itself. And soall activities of en- 
terprising capital which look to its own aggrandizement and to the 
aggrandizement of the city, and to the development of this vast and 
magnificent capital, are compelled to resort to such means as are 
left open to them through manipulation and careful management 
of men under whose control the present system of government has 

them, because there is by law no way in which their p 
can be honorably effected by methods which will bear the light, and 
which are based on broad and generous devotion to the interests of the 
whole community and a just regard to the rights of the several parts. 

Nor is it possible to conceive of a system of government better cal- 
culated to invite the employment of methods which allure, if they do 
not corrupt, the general legislative power of the land to acts of ques- 
tionable propriety on the part of some and a general indifferentism on 
the part of the whole to the individual rights of a great community; 
and it is a dangerous thing when those who legislate for 65,000,000 peo- 
ple come to regard lightly or fail to exercise vigilantly their power and 
obligation to administer faithfully the principles of individual liberty 
when the law has charged them with that responsibility. 

Yet such is the pressure upon every Representative and Senator of 
the affairs of the community which sent him here that it is impossible 
for even the committees of the two Houses, specially charged with the 
legislative interests of those people, almost as perplexing and entang- 

and extensive as those of a whole State with its 1 Legislature, 
to time to comprehend, much less to legislate properly for, even 
as Committees, the interests of the oe here; and could the com- 
mittees perform their full duty, the Congress at large is able to enact 
but a small part of the legislation required for the general good of 
the whole country; and consequently the affairs of the District are 
liable to be almost absolutely abandoned to such fate as may happen 
to befall them in covert manipulation and in the practically irresponsi- 
ble action of the triumvirate, 8 honest, who constitute whatever 
of formal government Congress has condescended to give the people 
since the subversion of their political liberty in the year 1871, made 
complete and, apparently, perpetual in the year 1878. 

This is no ing matter, and I verily believe that it constitutes a 
drop of poison in the heart of the Republic, which, if left without its 
antidote, will spread virus through that circulation which is the life of 
our liberties, 

The District of Columbia has deserved well of the Republic. The 
balance of monetary obligations as between the General Government 
and the people of this city is very largely against the General Govern- 
ment. Ishall produce some statistics to demonstrate this and to re- 
move the impression which has been so generally made to the contrary. 


The District contributed its full quota of men and money to the com- 


mon defense in the war of 1812, and suffered more largely from its dis- 
asters than almost any other community in the whole country. When 
the war was over the enterprising people of this District contributed at 
once and very largely to the reparation of the ravagesof the great strug- 
gle for the benefit of the nation at large, as well as of themselves. 
They paid their full share of taxation specially for the prosecution 
of the war for the preservation of the Union, and gave their sons and 
their blood to the same end and to their full proportion, and 18 per 


cent. beyond the quota which the law required of them for the active 


service. 


There is now a valuation of property of the District, exclusive of that 
of the Government, of nearly $150,000,000; and including that of the 
Government itself, from 8250, 000, 000 to $300,000,000, an amount in 
excess of the valuation of the following States: Idaho, Wyoming, Wash- 
pee, Montana, North Dakota, and South Deo In hs heer? 

ion attention to the following table, prepared by one of the - 
ing citizens of the District for my use: N 


Comparatice statement—New States, Territories, and District of Cumbia. 


States, ete. Po gal 8 Authority for same. 
} l 
Idaho. . . siseses see | 117,225 | $24,000, 000 * 2 No, 1064 and S. Report 
0. 
Wyoming.. 100, 000 31,500,000 | S. Report No. 115. 
Arizona. 100, 000 | 82,089,613 II. R. Report No. 4053, page 7. 
New Mexico 1 200, 56,000,000 | H. R. Report No. 4000, page 3, 
Utah . 210,000 | 250,000,000 | II. R. Report No. 4156, page 2 
Washington 160,000 | 61,562,739 | H. R. Report No. 1025, page 12. 
Montana.... 175,000 | 55,076,871 H. R. Report No. 1025, page 10. 
North Dakota... 225, 000 | 71,582,000 | II. R. Report No, 1025, pages 84. 57. 
South 875,000 | 63,000,000 | H. R. Report No. 1025, pa; 61, 91. 


Dakota. so ges 
District of Columbia. 230,000 | 148, 649,586 | Assessor's report, 1899, page 5. 
erempt 9, 946, 443 


Real and personal fax........ 
Paid for licenses, 1889. 


This is the property and taxes of private citizens, The United States Gov- 
ernment owns property to nearly an equal amount. ; 

Nore.—The 4 for the new States and Territories are in nearly all cases 
estimated by their advocates, and no doubt are excessive; but I have given them 
as they estimated them—all they claimed. Ours are official. 

The population of the District of Columbia ts a trifle under 230,000; the exact 
amount 1 have not by me. 

W. C. DODGE. 


JyLY 23, 1890. 

For internal; revenue tax paid, see memorial, page 10, inelosed. 

Population is rapidly inereasing, and it must continue to increase, 
probably for centuries. I do not believe it to be possible ſor the ex- 
isting order of things to continue. It is already so bad as to be un- 
supportable, and the principles of government—I should rather say of 
misgovernment—and of administration, which have made things what 
they are—and they are, in my belief, far worse than appears upon the 
surface—will inevitably operate in the same evil direction with acceler- 
ation as time goes on. One of the most hopeful indications of the situ- 
ation is the fact that the masses of the people are themselves exceed- 
ingly restive under the conditions imposed upon them. I do not be- 
lieve that existing matters can go on as they are many years without 
popularoutbreaksin the District. Certainly nothing can suppress their 
manifestation but the presence of armed power, such as keeps peace in 
Warsaw. Sooner or later the panne safety will require that the princi- 
ples of popular liberty be applied in this city, and they should be ap- 
plied immediately. 

To one entertaining views thus briefly and imperfectly expressed, 
the important question is, What is the remedy ? tainly there must 
be a remedy if our form of government be nota failure; and reverting 
once more to the great truth enunciated by Montesquieu, it is obvious 
that we must seek that remedy in the complete application of the prin- 
ciples of our form of government to the people of this District, who, 


by their numbers and locality, are an integral and already a very im- 


portant part of the nation itself. In my belief, any remedy will be 
found to be no remedy which does not go to the root of the matterand 
make the citizen of this District in every respect the equal both in 
local and in national importance of the citizen of any other part of 
the country. À 

In other words, he must be allowed th participate nationally in the cre- 
ation and transfer of the executive, judicial, and legislative power, and, 
by the exercise of the sovereignty itself in a national capacity, become 
an active participant in the national functions of the American people, 
as well as in the exercise of his own local control. 

The joint resolution for the amendment of the Constitution, which 
I offered in the last and present Congresses, in two draughts, differing 
somewhat in form but not in substance, does not aim directly to secure 
the establishment of a local government for the people, but to give 
them complete and equal participation in the National Government, 
and so to enable them to participate in the enactment of the general 
laws affecting the interests of the nation at large, including their own 
as a portion of the nation, and also in those specific laws which Con- 
gress should enact having reference to themselves. Being thus a part 
of the national power they could favor or oppose and so properly be 
bound by any decision of Congress touching the creation of a local or 
municipal government tor the District, 

I do not believe it right or safe or endurable that the people of 
this vast, influential, and rapidly increasing community of American 
people shall continue longer in a condition of territorial dependence 
towards the nation atlarge. It is time that they were clothed with 
powers analogous to those possessed by the people of a State, so far as 
the creation and administration of the Federal power is concerned. 
They can not be perpetually kept in a condition of political tutelage 


and vassalage. This must become a full-grown community at some 
time, or it will become a miserable and dangerous one for all time. 
And I submit that the time has already come for action. Congress 
is estopped to deny that the time for action has already come by its 
conduct toward the smaller and weaker communities which have 
admitted so often as States into the Union. 

What harm can possibly come from giving the District of Columbia 
representation in thgSenate, with a vote there, and two electors to par- 
ticipate in the choice of President? If, as was formerly the case, the 
District may appropriately be heard in debate by a Delegate on the floor 
of the House of Representatives, what harm can result, when he repre- 
sents a population and wealth surpassing that of many States, in giv- 
ing hima vote there also? If he may be allowed tospeak in order to in- 
fluence the result by controlling the votes of others, why may he notin- 
fluence that result by his own vote as the representative of those for 
whom hespeaks? And ifa Delegate from the District may be its rep- 
resentative in debate and in suffrage on the floor of the House, what 
danger can arise in this great community if it be heard and voted for 
by a Senator? And why not by a membership in the electoral college 
corresponding to its representation likea State, since, unlikea Territory, 
the District is to exist as long as the States? But it it were thought 
dangerous, or even inconvenient, that the District should thus partici- 
pate in the choice of the President, how is it possible to deny to such a 
community representation in that body which makes the laws which 
control their life, liberty, and property 

Taxation without representation is tyranny; and representation is 
the power to vote, not merely the right to speak. It is the power to 
enter into and become a component part of the decision, which is the 
essence of representation. Representation is a matter of will and ex- 
ecution, rather than of the tongue and mere vocabulary. This right 
to be a component part of the supreme government under which they 
live is the all-important one to the inhabitants of this District as to 
other Americans, and of far more consequence than the right to estab- 
lish and maintain their municipal law by an organization distinct from 
and carved out for them by the National Government itself. It is not 
of so much consequence who may be the direct and executive agents 
to administer the law in daily life, provided that the voice of the com- 
muuity is heard in that authority, and that the people are the author- 
ity which designates these ts. 

If the existing law establishing this form of government by commis- 
sioners appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate was a 
law in the enactment of which representatives of the District had par- 
ticipated, and in the working and in the modification of which in the 
interest of the public welfare they could be heard, and could act here- 
after in the halls of national legislation, the evils of the present form 
of government would be largely removed. It would undoubtedly be 
a great convenience, a convenience founded perhaps in necessity, cer- 
tainly in popular right, that there should bea local government formed 
-within the District, with the functions of a Territorial government, or 
with functions more analogous to those of a State government even, if 
you please—always derived, however, from a general law of Congress, 
which must be supreme in the Federal District. 

But I do not consider this by any means so essential as a matter of 
principle as I do that the District should be represented in the House 
and in the Senate by men who can both debate and vote; that is, that 
the District itself shall enter into the enactment of the general laws of 
the whole country and of the special laws under which the people of 
this community live. The government of the District of Colambia 
must be republican in form; it can not continue to be a despotism. 
The r from such continuance is greater to the whole people, per- 
haps, through its action upon the representatives of the nation at large 
and the development of an incongruous, unrepubliean mass so near 
the national vitals, than to this local community. But it is an unnat- 
Aral condition for both, and the public welfare, in my judgment, im- 
peratively demands its termination. 

The proposed amendment to the Constitution is offered in the hope 
that it may be the basis of an agitation which shall interest not the 
people of the District alone, but of the entire nation, and lead to an 
affirmative modification of the fundamental national law which shall 
duly remedy the evil. No half-way measure will do the work. Com- 
pleteness, simplicity, and comprehensiveness are indispensable to a true 
remedy; and it is a dangerous folly lenger to develop in this Districta 
hermaphroditic American citizenship. 

The late period at which we have now arrived in the session and the 
overwhelming pressure of general affairs make it improper that Ishould 
further trespass upon the attention of the Senate at the present time. 
I desire rather to call public attention to the subject and initiate dis- 
cussion than to enter upon it with completeness, far less with anything 
approaching exhaustion of the subject. 

It will be found upon full examination that apprehensions of evil re- 
sults from the impertect citizenship of the District have arisen in the 
minds of some of our most eminent statesmen in all the parties throngh- 
out the history of the Republic; and had the existing condition of ab- 
solnte political despotism, all the more alarming because so many are 
in love with it, which prevails here been foreseen before the adoption 
of the Constitution, it is manifest, from the earnest discussions had 
upon the creation of the Federal District in the various conventions 
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which ad the Constitution, that the Government never would have ia 
been founded without an eradication of the possibility of the conditions 
which now exist, 

As suggested in beginning, I am sorry, although not surprised, that 
the committee to whom this proposed resolution of amendment to 
the Constitution was submitted in the last Congress and in the pres- 
ent, and before whom large numbers of the people of the District de- 
sired to be heard, exhausted the subject so easily and back the 
resolution with such celerity, without hearing or notice to 2 
after its introduction and reference to them by the Senate. It is safe 
to say that a community of voters would not have been thus summa- 
rily disposed of. N : 

In future Congresses, I doubt not, the subject will be heard in com- 3 z 
mittee and in both the Honses, and its agitation will not cease, but will 
increase both in Congress and in the country, as well as in the District 
itself, until the hundreds of thousands who may yet become millions 
in this already magnificent and yet to bestupendous and glorious city 
shall be endowed with all the rights and liberties of Americans. 

It doth not yet appear what Washington shall be. Rome, less beau- ; 
tiful for situation, the center of an inferior civilization, the capital in 
her grandest days of but 120,000,000 of men, grew for a thousand years 
and contained within her walls 5,000,000 of inhabitants or more. At > 
the rate of increase in both the nation and in this city for the last fifty > 
years Washington will contain more than 2,000,000 within the next 8 
century. 

The Roman Republic existed five hundred years of fierce and bloody 
internal struggle, because, untrue to the republican form of govern- ` 
ment, she was a conglomeration of castes, of warring classes, of super- P 
imposed layers or strata of men, who intermingled only by volcani + 
action, and finally after mighty upheavals, which filled the universe + 
with fire and destraction, sank and remained in one dead plain of 
slavery whereon the Cæsars built their throne and the auc- ~ 8 
tioneers sold it to the highest bidder, who settled ſor it in money and : 
blood. Thus republican Rome, false to the true principles of freedom, 
wrought the dark ages, and, save only as her history is an admonition, 
was the tyrant and curse of mankind. = 

What shall be the future of this puissant nation and of this her fair 
Capital wherein we have already planted the seeds of an unhappy fate? 

However grateful the shade in which these magnificent distances 3 
are embowered, yet we must remember that the upas tree is a thing Eero 
of beauty, and it is time to know whether it be the tree of liberty or 
of political slavery which was planted here when popular government 
was subverted in 1871 and the foul work consummated by legislative . 
rape of the rights of man in this alleged temple of liberty in 1878. 

I believe that this subject, like a disease of the vital organs, demands 
solemn attention all the more because our eyes are fixed upon external 
things and our heads are giddy with the glories of material growth. 

Strongly impressed that I am discharging a long neglected but im- 
perative duty, I earnestly commend this joint resolution to the patri- - 
otic and immediate consideration of Congress and of the country. hog 

I have here collected a mass of letters and statistics and data and $ 
memorials from leading citizens of the District, and of important his- 
torical and other data bearing upon the general subject, and also upon 
the existing condition and importance of this great and growing com- 
munity, which I think should be in trad Nee of Congress and of 
the country, most of which was desi; for presentation before the 
committee, I shall ask to allow it to be made available in the form 
of a miscellaneous document for the use of the Senate and of the 
country. s 

This has been largely gathered, arranged, and compiled by Appleton 
P. Clark, esq., of this city, and I take this opportunity to him 
for the great assistance he has rendered to me personally and for his 
patriotic devotion to the cause of manhood suffrage for the District of 
Columbia. 

The matter of which I have spoken might be properly attached to ; 
the speech which I have delivered, but mindful of the RECORD I will 1 
simply ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous document and not en - 
cumber the RECORD. It is all very valuable, and will be required in 
the future examination of this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection, and the joint resolutions called up by the Senator from New 2 
Hampshire will resume their place on the Calendar. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2309) for the relief of Stubbs & Lackey was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port of 
delivery at Peoria, III., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN NEVADA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, accord- — 
ing to the agreement of the Senate, will now be taken up for one hour. 
The time will expire at nine minutes before 2 o’clock. 
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The bill (S, 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 
of Nevada was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ishould like an explanation in regard to the bill, 
as to whether these items are included in another bill which bas been 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs for the benefit of Ne- 
vada, California, and other States. 

Mr. STEWART. They are not. These items are for money fur- 
nished and services rendered in aid of the United States troops in the 
Piute war of 1860. There wasan Indian outbreak; a large number 
of our citizens were killed, some seventy in number; and then the 
United States troops came under 5 Stewart, and a volunteer 
company in aid of them, under Jack Hayes, and they called upon the 
citizens there. There was no other way to furnish supplies and assist 
the United States troops, These claims were examined by the board 
of examiners of the State of Nevada, testimony taken, and the testi- 
mony is submitted on them individually. ‘The examiners allowed 
some claims where the persons were in the volunteers without co-op- 
erating with the General Government. The committee struck those 
out, and this only covers the claims where they co-operated with the 
Government. It was reported favorably at the last Congress, and 
passed the Senate, was reported favorably in the House of Representa- 
tives at the last Congress, and it is again reported by the committee. 
Each item has been examined. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. In ADAMS, 


^` The bill (S. 1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to W. L. 
Adams, late collector of customs at Astoria, Oregon, $461.02, found to 
be due him as such collector on the settlement of his accounts in the 
Treasury Department. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARMY OFFICERS’ ACCOUNTS. 


The bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to credit Lieut. Col. William Smith, 
deputy paymaster-general, in the settlement of his public accounts, 
with $3,015.15; and to credit Maj. William F. Tucker, paymaster, in 
the settlement of his public accounts, with $5,461.61; and to credit 
Asst. Surg. John O. Skinner, in the settlement of his public accounts, 
with $199.14; and to remove the charge of $2,185.92 standing against 
Maj. John S. Billings, surgeon; and to remove the charge of $1,029.60 
standing against George M. Wheeler, captain on the retired-list; and 
to remove the charge of $634.42 standing against Lieut, P. Henry Ray, 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry, these amounts having been paid out and 
received in accordance with the orders of the Secretary of War or the 

rovisions of the regulations for the government of the Army of the 
United States prescribed by the President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
f WILLIAM GIBBON, 


The bill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
jam Gibbon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to remove the charge of desertion against William Gibbon, late 
a private in Captain Robertson’s Company K, Thirty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

COL, JAMES LINDSAY. 

The bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers to settle and adjust the account of James Lindsay 
for a battery of three mountain howitzers, caissons, harness, etc., com- 
plete, taken for the use of the Government by order of Brig. Gen. Clin- 
ton B. Fisk, dated August 10, 1863, and turned over to the United 
States, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. CONTINENTAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, ETC. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 504) for the relief of 
the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire Insurance 
Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the Commercial 
Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York City; the Western Na- 
tional Bank, the Merchants’ National Bank, the Maryland Fire Insur- 

ance Company, and the Chesapeake Bank, of Baltimore, Md., and the 
Eastern Railroad Company of Massachusetts. à 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. It is an adverse report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let it go to the first Calendar. I object to it, so 
that it will not be upon this Calendar. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


MONUMENT TO ERICSSON. 

The bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation for a public monument 
to the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and constructor of the 
Monitor, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. That had as well go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

. Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over without prejudicg, à 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go ovef without prejudice. 
POTOMAC BATHING BEACH. 

The bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, near Washington Monument, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTHER A. KEYSER. 


The bill (S. 2651) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is rather a remarkable case where the Govern- 
ment undertakes to pay for land that it sold for taxes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, September 
16, 1890. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that Nicholas J. Bigley is dead. 
In consequence of that I ask that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand what the Senator from Mis- 
souri said. x 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the claimant, Nicholas J. Big- 
ley, is dead. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He mnst have died very recently, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam so advised this morning. However, I may 
be mistaken in the matter. 

Mr, HARRIS. Let the bill be passed over informally, so that the 
matter may be looked into. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ifit is passed over can it be called up to-morrow 
when the Calendar is reached ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I simply ask that it be passed over, retain- 
ing its place, It can be called up at any time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is 
more familiar-with the claim than anybody except the members of the 
Committee on Claims. I have not been advised of Mr. Bigley’s death. 
Perhaps the bill had better go over informally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator can call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will go over without prejudice. 


CALVIN GUNN. 


The bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, alter the words sum ot,“ to strike out ‘' $1,694.96"? 
and insert ‘‘$700;’? in line 10, after the word in,“ to strike out 
“ cases” and insert case; in line 11, after the word eighty-seven,’’ 
to strike out and fourteen hundred and six; so as to make the bill 
read: e 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Calvin Gunn, of St. Tonk, Mo., outof any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $700, in full compensa- 
tion for the amount due him as informer, and ordered to be paid to him by the 
United States district court for the eastern district of Missouri, in case No. 1387 
before said court, in the year 1868. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

D. H. MITCHELL. 


The bill (H. R 4367) ſor the relief of D. H. Mitchell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word! and,“ to strike out sixty dollars 
and eighty-five’’ and insert “seventy dollars and eighty-three,“ 
and in line 8, after the word for,” to strike out six thousand four 
hundred and sixteen and thirty-two” and insert seven thousand four 
hundred and sixteen and sixty-seven; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it en cic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to D. H. Mitchell, out of any moneys in the 
ry not otherwise Spp the sum of $9,270.83, in full satisfaction 

for 7,416.67 bushels of corn delivered to the assistant quartermaster at Fort Har- 
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kor, Kans., during the months of November and December, in the year 1868, 
and during the months of January, February, March, and ‘April, in the year 1869. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. l 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Oregon to make a 
little explanation. Untortunately, the page who attends to my files 
has not furnished me with the report on that case. I remember the 
ease, but I am not certain about it. Is this the case where there were 
oats and corn in controversy? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the same case. It is a long controverted 
ease, but the matter was investigated very thoroughly. The report is 
quite lengthy. z! 

Mr. COCKRELL, I remember the case very well; I have read it, 
but I did not know whether this was that particular case, not having 
the report before me, 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the same case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a controversy as to what price should be 
paid for certain oats and certain corn. The contract called for corn 
and the officers accepted oats. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the case. The corn has evidently never 
been paid for. The other House evidently made a mistake in the com- 
putation; that is tosay, they computed in the bill just 1,000 bushels of 
corn less than they should have done, although in estimating the 
amount to be paid they estimated as though they had included the 
1,000 bushels. Hence the amendments of the Senate committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. z 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was anthorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. AL- 
LEN, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 

MONUMENT TO JOHN ERICSSON. 

Mr. EVARTS. The bill (S. 3015} making an appropriation fora pub- 
lic monument to the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and con- 
structor of the Monitor, was called just now while I was detained in 
my committee: room. I should like to have it disposed of, It was re- 
served, I believe, without prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee ou the Library with an 
amendment, to strike out, in section 2, the following words: 

That such monument shall be erected in the city of Washington, on a site to 
be selected by the Committee on Fine Arts. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary ot the Navy, the chairman of the Joint Committee on the 
Library, and the Architect of the Capitol are authorized to contract for and erect 
the said monument, and to designate a suitable public reservation in the city 
of Washington as the site for said monument, 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pu of 
erecting a monument to the memory of John Ericsson, by whose fruitful in- 
ventions the United States has largely profited, and by whose invention and 
meme yeas of the naval vessel, the Monitor, great national calamities were 
Meoz That the Secretary of the Navy, the chairman of the Joint Committee 
on the Library, and the Architect of the Capitol are authorized to contract for 
and erect the said monument, and to designate a suitable public reservation in 
the city of Washington us the site for said monument, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. » 

ARTIFICIAL LIMBS TO SOLDIERS, SEAMEN, AND MARINES. 


The bill (H. R. 949) to amend section 4787 of the Revised Statutes 
was aznounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is an adverse report in that case. Let the 
bill go over. 4 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN WASHINGTON. 

The bill (S. 2434) making an appropriation for the survey, building, 
and maintaining of a military wagon-road between Port Townsend 
and Cape Fiattery, Washington, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 5 
1 17 ERRET That is also an adverse report. Let it go over under 

ule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX. 


SALARIES OF FOST MASTERS. 
The Fill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled An act to adjust the sal- 
aries of postmasters, approved March 3, 1883, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 


* 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Post- Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to 
strike out four thousand“ and insert thirty-five hundred; so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled An act to adjust the sal- 
aries of post masters, approved March 3, 1883, be, and is hereby, amended by 
inserting in said section, after the words “five thousand dollars” the fo 
lowing words: “And the salary of the postmaster at Augusta, Me., be 
thirty-five hundred dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


Sr. CECELIA’S ACADEMY. 


The bill (S. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the St. 
Cecelia’s Academy, of Nashville, Tenn., $930, in full and final dis- 
charge of the claim for stores and supplies used by the Army of the 
United States, and reported to Congress by the Court ot Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. S 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3851) to 
authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Company to 
erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. Laws, and Mr. YoDER managers at the conference 
on the part ot the House. ` 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck 
to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the retired-list of 
army officers, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


RODMAN M, PRICE. 


The bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported írom the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments in line 10, before the word his,“ to insert or,“ and in 
line 11, after the word heits,“ to strike out or assigns;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enncted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, upon 18 of equity 
and justice, the accounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the United States 
Navy and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., crediting him with the sum 
paid over to and receipted for by his successor, A. M. Van Nostrand, acting 
purser, January 14,1850, and pay to said Rodman M. Price, or his heirs, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, any sum that may be 
found due him upon such adjustment. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that 
case. That is a case which originated away back in 1850. Let the bill 
be passed over for the present. I will look at the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

THOMAS G. CORBIN, 5 

The bill (S. 2559) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was announced 
as nextin order on the Calendar. 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over informally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under Rule IX or without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over withont 
prejudice. 

LIBRARY FOR GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The bill (S. 4059) providing for a library for the Government Print- 
ing Office was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should hope that might receive favorable consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I must enter my protest against establishing in 
every bureau of the Government here a national library. We have 
been trying to check that tendency in the Appropriations Committee 
for years and years. They are putting libraries in all the different 
public buildings here, not only for the Departments, but they are getting 
them tor bureaus and divisions. We shall not have public buildings 
enough in a short time in which to store away the duplication of books 
15 are of no earthly use in the Departments, and I must object to this 

ill. y 

Mr. EVARTS. Of course, if the Senator objects, the bill will ge 
over, I hope it will retain its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be passed over without 
prejadice, 
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PORTLAND COMPANY, OF PORTLAND, ME. 


The bill (S. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port- 
land, Me., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Courtof Claims toinquire into 
and e how much the steam machinery built for the United States 
vessels Agawam and Pontoosuc by the Portland Company, of Portland, Me., 
under its contracts with the Navy Department in August, 1862, cost the said 
contractor over and above the contract price, and allowances for extra work, 
for which payment has been made, and to enter judgment in favor ofsaid Port- 

. That the j t shall not exceed the 
sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
of the United States, dated March „of which Thomas O. Selfri wasthe 
3 the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive ment 

o. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, and stated at $80,867.46. 

SrO. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit or suits so commenced 
either party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court 
eee relative to or com: t upon the 

the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
in the same manner as in all other cases 


from the decisi 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
as is now provided for in other cases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUNISHMENT OF BIGAMY. 

The bill (S. 3823) in amendment of and supplementary to the act of 
Congress ang “sade yma 22, 1882, entitled “An act to amend section 
5350 of the ised Statutes of the United States, in reference to big- 
amy, and for other purposes was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. That might as well go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
or without prejudice? 

Mr. PLUMB. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


CATHERINE E. WHITALL. 


The bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the accounting 
Officers of the Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of Maj. John 
A. Whitall, deceased, late a paymaster in the Army, shall pass to the 
credit of his legal representatives whatever amount may be shown b 
satisfactory evidence to have been paid by him, the vouchers for 5 5 

J have been stolen from him, the amount not to exceed 
50. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A. LYNCH. . 

The bili (S. 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words sum of,“ to strike ont 
42,621.49 and insert 52, 466. 49; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in accordance with the findi of the Court of Claims 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 

pay to John A. Lynch, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
the sum of $2,466.49, in full and complete satisfaction for services ren- 

Baio and expenses in and defrayed by ħim, the said John A. Lynch, to 
and for the United States at Cincinnati, in the State of Ohio, in the years i861 


Under Rule IX 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADVANCES OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

The bill (S. 1634) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of War to re-examine and reaudit the claim of the State of 
Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 in liquidating the indebted- 
ness incurred by the governor and Secretary of War for militia called 
into the military service under the proclamation of the President of 
June 15, 1863, and to fully indemnify the State for the loss sustained. 
The amount found due is to be paid ont of the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation made by act of Congress approved April 12, 1863, for 
the payment of said militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES T. HUGHES. 


The bill (H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T, 
Hughes was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


The bill was from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, ın line 5, after the word the,“ to strike out Adju- 
tant-General of the United States Army“ and insert Secretary of 
War;“ in line 7, after the word to,“ to strike out amend his rec- 
ord by entering thereon and insert enter; in line 8, to strike out 
late!“ and insert as; andin the same line, after the word ‘‘man,’’ 
to strike out “in” and insert on the rolls of; in line 9, after the 
word Infantry,“ to strike out so as to show his muster and insert 
“and duly mustered; and in line 12, after sixty- our,“ to insert 
“and killed in action November 21, 1864; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That for the purpose of giving a pensionable status to 
Elizabeth Hughes, mother of James T. H es, and for no other purpose, the 

of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to enter the 
name of James T. Hughes, as an enlisted man on the rolls of Company I, Fifth 


Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and duly mustered into the military service on 
the 16th day of November, 1864, and killed in action November 21, 1864, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM DAWSON, 


The bill (H, R. 1788) to remove certain charges from the record of 
William Dawson was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was reported adversely. I suggest that it go 
over, 

Mr, COCKRELL. Letit go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule LX. 


RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES. 


The bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to amend chapter 67 of volume 23 of the Stat- 
utes at Large of the United States, being an act entitled An act to 
authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of 
e United States Army who have served as such for a period of thirty 
years or upward,” approved February 14, 1885; so as to read: 

That when an enlisted man has served as suc thirty years in the United 
States Army or Marine Corps, cither as private or non-commissioned officer, or 
both, he shall, by application to the President, be placed on the retired-list 
hereby created, with the rank held ot asso at the date of retirement, and he 
shall receive thereafter 75 per cent. of the pay und allowances of the rank upon 
which he was retired: Provided, That if said enlisted man had war service with 
the Army in the field, or in the Marine Co: in active service, either as volun- 
teer or regular, during the war of the rebellion, such war service shall be com- 
pa double time in computing the thirty years necessary to entitle him to 

retired. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line eighteen, before the words Marine Corps, to 
insert ‘‘Navy or;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That if said enlisted man had war service with the Army in the field, 
or in the Navy or Marine Corps in active service, either as volunteer or 
during the war of the rebellion, such war service shall be computed as double 
time in computing the thirty years necessary to entitle him to retired. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. WALTITALL were appointed. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike outall after the enacting clause and insert: 
That notwithstanding the procesd ings af the general court-martial convened, 
at the headquarters of the Third Division of the Seventeenth Army Corps, 
January 25, 1863, in the case of Archibald Hunley, late private Company H, 
Thirtieth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, at Memphis, Tenn., the proper account- 
ing officers of the ry are hereby authorized and required to audit, ad- 
— and pay all claims of said Archibald Huntley for back pay, bounty, and al- 
wances, to whichche would have been entitled had he served continuously 
and faithfully until the muster-outof his company, deducting any sum received 
by him, the said proceedings of said court-martial to be no bar to application 
for and allowance of a pension to said Hunley in accordance with the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILEOAD. 


The bill (S. 3441) supplementary to an act entitled Au act to 
authorize the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in 
the District of Columbia was announced as next in order on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. PLUMB, Thatis a bill of some importance. I think it had 
better go over and retain its place on the Calendar. The Senator who 
reported it is not in his seat, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES-BARRE, PA, 


The bill (S. 2738) for the erection of a public building at Wilkes- 
Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with anamendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be thereon a Suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other Government offices, in the city 
of Wilkes-Barre and State of Pennsylvania, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 

complete, not to exceed the sum of $125,000, 

Proposals for the sale of Jand suitable for said site shall be invited by public 

t in one or more of the newspapers of said city of Maracas aeaa 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement for 
the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said proposed 
Sea Ee onal Sines ee Sane: Seen STOPE ean 8 

an agent o! Treasury Department, who shall make written re 
10 wala 3 of the results of said examination, and of his eee. 
thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original 
proposals cad alt bapa Diane and statements which shall have come into his 


TE poe coment naar 
of necessary, 
FFF whom shall be an officer of 
the wi 


y 
d grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
paid co! on shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the prem 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by orsubmi 
to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the prosesis 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 
The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual trave! ex- 
: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses. 
No money shall be used for the a mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for sai erect, e be in the United States, nor until the State of 
Pennsylvania shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner there 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State an 
Phe AAEE AA be cnoxpeamt Se:dedees from fre T space of at 
e r y an open 0 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ‘ t 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 5 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Wilkes- 
Barre, in the State of Pennsylvania.” 


NATHANIEL MAGRUDER. 


The bill (S. 263) for the relief of Nathaniel Magruder was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. A 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who introduced that bill and who 
reported it with amendments not being present and there being no 
written report by which we can ascertain anything about the merits of 
the bill, it must go over. è 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be'passed over without prej- 
udice. 

PURCHASE OF JEFFERSON PAPERS. 

The bill (S. 4087) to authorize the purchase of certain manuscript 
papers and correspondence of Thomas Jefferson was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $20,000 for the 
purchase of the manuscript papers and correspondence of Thomas Jeſſer- 
Son, now in possession of his descendants. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SWAMP-LAND INDEMNITY, 


Thè bill (S. 4090) to relieve purchasers of and to indemnify certain 
States for swamp and overflowed lands disposed of, and for other pur- 

was next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that go over. It is a matter of some 
importance, and many Senators are notin. Let it go over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 


JEREMIAH DARLING. 


The bill (H. R. 1215) for the reliefof Jeremiah Darling was considered 


in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jeremiah Darling, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, $362.50, in full of any and all claims he may have 
against the United States for carrying the mail from Cincinnati to 
Murdock, in the State of Ohio. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LIGHTS ON LAKE ONTARIO, 


The bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and fog- 
signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York, 
was annonnced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of some Senator upon 
the Committee on Commerce if we did not pass an omnibus bill some 
time ago that included everything in the way of enlightening the world 
in regard to navigation. : 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator address his remarks to me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to know something about this bill. 
We passed, some time ago, a bill for some light-house, and added to it 
everything, I thought, that any Senator could think about in the wa: 
of the light-house establishment and lights. s 

Mr. CULLOM. There has been a general bill passed, but whether 
all the bills that were reported were included in it I am not able to 
say. II it is a bill of that character that we have reached, I hope it 
will go over for a few moments, so that I may look at it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). Is there 
objection to the bill being passed over? It will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: I had not my attention called to 
the particular bill the Senator from Missouri was referring to, and 
therefore only answered generally. I discover that it is a House bill 
that I reported, and it is not included in any general bill that we have 

The member specially interested, representing the district 
where this light is desi came to see me in behalf of the bill and 
asked that it should be passed by the Senate. I hope it will be taken 
up and passed. I think there is no objection to it whatever. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, after the word station, to in- 
sert at Braddock’s Point; so as to read: 

That there be established a third-order light-station at Braddock’s point and 
Mon Verk. as auch POTEA tony DEMISI by te Tighe House I Board — — 
ew * 
vided it shall not SOM nore than $24,300. z z * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add as a new section: 

Sec. 2. That there be placed and provided at the Charlotte light-station, Lake 
Ontario, New York, a fog-whistle, at a cost not exceeding $4, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the establishment 
of a light-station and fog-signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, 
Lake Ontario, New York, and providing a fog-whistle at Charlotte light- 
station, on said lake. - 

S. H. BROOKS. 

The bill (S. 2306) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 
United States, and his sureties on his official bond was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release S. H. Brooks and 
the sureties on his official bond from any and all liability that may have 
accrued out of the loss of $10,000 from the subtreasury at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., which loss was discovered and reported by him to the 
Treasury Department at Washington on the 27th of February, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK A. LEE. 

The bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Frank A. Lee, 
of New Orleans, La., $100, being the amount of one note of $100 of the 
sei of Texas, he first snrrendering the note to the Secretary of the 


ry. Í 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA, + 


The bill (S. 3834) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes,” approved 
January 14, 1889, was announced as the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAWES. Let that go over without prejudice. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

: CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. g 

The bill (S. 1411) to authorize corporations to become surety in cer- 
tain cases in the courts of the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over under Rule IX. There will al- 
ways be objection to it and it will elicit debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

ADVANCES OF MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

The bill (S. 865) to provide for paying certain advances made to the 
United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be ed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill had justas well go under Rule IX. It will 
involve a good deal of debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, If that goes over under Rule IX, I must ask that 
another case, Order of Business 1569, being the bill (S. 315) to provide 

for paying certain advances made to the United States by the State of 
Maryland, shall go under Rule IX also. They are both included in 
this bill, but they have been separated, and one of them is for Mary- 
land and the other for Maryland and Virginia, 

Mr. HARRIS. I had occasion to examine the matter several years 
ago. It will involve necessarily a good dealof debate, in my opinion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then let them both go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will take their place on the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 

JOHN MILROY. 


The bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy and authorizing his honorable discharge was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word volunteers,“ to insert and 
substitute therefor, Absent without leave since July 8, 1865, to the 
muster-out of his company; in line 9, after the word soldier,“ to 
strike out the words ‘‘an honorable ’’ and insert a;“ and in the same 
line, after the word discharge,“ to insert *‘ accordingly; ’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to remove thecharge of desertion against John Milroy, late a private soldierin 
‘Company F, of the One hundred and fifty-fourth Reximent Indiana Volunteers, 
and substitute therefor, “Absent without leave since July 8, 1865, to the muster 
out of his company,” and to issue to said soldier a discharge accordingly. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


ARTILLERY REORGANIZATION, 


The bill (H. R. 3865) to provide for the reorganization of the artil- 
lery force of the Army was announced as next in order on the Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill can not be passed under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say in regard to it that I hope the Senate 
will consider it, but it is so near the expiration of the hour to- day that 
I should rather it would go over until to-morrow. I shall ask the 
Senate then to consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is a House bill, and I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will not object to its consideration to-morrow morning, the 
bill retaining its place on the Calendar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be announced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For fear the Senator should think that there was 
acquiescence in his statement I wish to say that I do not think the bill 
can be passed under this order, as it involves the reorganization of the 
Army. It is not for the artillery alone, but it proposes a reorganiza- 
tion of the infantry, and will necessarily lead to discussion, and as a 
matter of course it can not be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Between now and to-morrow I shall try to show 
the Senator that it does not involve so much reorganization as he per- 
baps may think. 


THOMAS J. PARKER. 
The bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to pay to Thomas J. 
Parker, of Washington, D. C., $40.89, being the sum paid by him to 
the tax collector of the District of Columbia in the year 1878 on 
account of taxes erroneously assessed November 11, 1870, for sewer, 
against part of lot 3, square 56, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTE. 


The bill (S. 2031) to incorporate the trustees of the National Indus- 
trial Institute, in Washington, D. C., was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have a general Jaw for incorporations in this 
District, and unless there is some special reason why a special law 
should be enacted I must ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before the Senator makes his objection —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam willing to hear any explanation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa.. I will state that the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] reported the bill. I see he is just entering 
the Chamber. I call his attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The attention ot the Senator irom 
New Hampshire is called to Order of Business 1682. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a bill to incorporate the trustees of the Na- 
tional Industrial Institute, in Washington, D. C. There is a Jaw, I 
understand, for the city of Washington which authorizes the incorpora- 
tion of corporate bodies, and unless there is some special reason why 
we should pass a special Jaw in this case I must object to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not object to it. The parties 
interested are very anxious to have the bill passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some reason for its passage. 
If there is any reason why it should be passed I shall not object now, 
but unless there is some very cogent one I must object. There is no 
report in writing accompanying the bill, and so we know nothing about 
it 


it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itmay be presumed thatit is a good thing or it would 
not be reported from the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very good reason, but still it is not con- 
clusive. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a measure that several citizens of the District 
have been much interested in for two Congresses at least. Judge Mac- 
Arthur and some others were desirous of being incorporated, thinking 
it would give them, I suppose, some peculiar advantages. Some of 
the educational institutions of the city have been incorporated, law 
schools, universities, and the like. The design of this measure is to in- 
corporate a school which shall have as its special object the qualifica- 
tions of teachers for common schools, who may be, perhaps, somewhat 
superior to the ordinary common-school teacher in their qualifications 
and be able to carry to all parts of the country the advantages of those 
qualifications. They desire a specific incorporation, and it gives them 
a little prestige. It is an excellent cause. I do not see any objection 
toit. It will not take much time to read the bill. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who is not present, examined it with much 
care and was satisfied that it was entirely constitutional, and when it 
had been so modified as to meet all objections from members of the 
committee in that direction it was favorably reported. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Still there is a general law under which they may 
be incorporated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of the Senate for present 
consideration of the Calendar has expired, and the Chair lays the un- 
finished business before the Senate. 


UNITED STATES LAND COURT, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe all the amendments reported from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims have been agreed to, have they not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, They have all been agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the part of the committee I move sundry 
amendments of phrase, which apply, I believe exclusively, except one 
or two mere grammatical corrections, to the adjustment that we finally 
made in regard to taking care of the settlers, the small old settlers on 
these lands. After the discussion on a former occasion the represent- 
atives of those settlers were here and made certain suggestions in re- 
spect of improving their condition by one or two changes in the form 
of that part of the bill which relates to the right of the settler. It 
was accordingly adjusted so far as we could do it to what we thought 
would suit the public interest and which these gentlemen who repre- 
sented the settlers were entirely satisfi-d with. I move on page 21, 
line 9, after the word ‘township,’ to insert what I send to the desk 
to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in behalf of the committee wiil be read, 
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The Cuter CLERK. On page 21, section 16, line 9, after the word 
“township,” insert: 
Or, in connection with his said home, in such continuous, adverse, actual, 


bona fide possession of any parcel or parcels of land, but so that the aggre mte 


quantity of all such parcels, including the quantity of such homestead, shall 
not exceed the quantity of 160 acres, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will explain what that amendment means, and 
all the others of that kind mean the same thing, to change the phrases 
accordingly. Alter the bill was reported. which limited the squatters, 
if that phrase is not offensive, and I certainly do not mean it in that 
sense, to 160 acres of land, it was suggested that in many of these an- 
cient Spanish and Mexican villages and communes the amount of the 
land that the man had, which was his homestead on whieh he lived, 
might not exceed a quarter of an acre, just a little village lot or what- 
ever, but in connection with it he had been accustomed to have apart 
from it, up on the mountain side or back somewhere, other Jand that 
he used for pasturage and tillage, ete. Accordingly we thought it was 
right not to confine him to one particular piece of land which might 
be merely the village lot, but to let him have his outlying land just as 
he had been accustomed to, and that had been in his possession, up to 
the.extent of 160 acres altogether. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will see that that is not going to apply 
necessarily, and I think it will not at all apply to the persons who 
were entitled to recognition under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Ah, but they are provided for in the other place, 
not exceeding 11 square leagues. 

Mr. PLUMB. But if that is true this section is not a proper part 
of this bill, because it purports to be a bill practically to carry out the 
provisions of that treaty in recognition of the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment on account of that treaty. There may be many persons in 
these Territories who have been in possession of lands for twenty years 
who might lay claim to outlying lands under this somewhat slack pro- 
vision, and who would therefore have an advantage over the other per- 
sons who had gone on under the general Jand laws of the United States 
or who claimed to have done so. It is introducing a new element in 
the land laws, and I suggest to the Senator, if that is the view which 
he hus of it, this would not apply ut all to the persons we are required 
by the treaty to recognize and take care of, and this section ought to 
go out. Certainly we ought not to modify in this serious way the 
general land system of the United States under the general allegation 
of purpose to carry out our treaty obligations with Mexico. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Kansas, who I know is skill- 
ful in the land laws, will do me the honor to listen for a minute, I 
think he will be satisfied that his observations, which are periectly 
correct as to the general land laws I have no doubt, will not apply to 
this bill. Weare only providing here as regards these little home- 
steads and places for people who are found to be in the occapation of 
Jand that this court, and the Supreme Court finally on appeal, if there 
be one, decides belongs to somebody else. Then wesay that they, be- 
ing found in the occupation of land that belongs to somebody else fall- 
ing within one of these grants, shall not be tarned out of it if they 
have been in continuous possession for the number of years stated, 
with their little village lots and the pasture and tillage lot upon the 
hillside; that in confirming that grant, which on the principle of the 
treaty we are bound to confirm, we shall not turn them out; they shall 
stay and have their homesteads, and we provide for the person who 
thus loses that amount of land, in another place. 

Mr. PLUMB. It the Senator is for saving this right, I was about 
to prepare an amendment to cover that myself; but I submit to him 
that this section does not apply and does not purport to apply to it. 
It says “that in township surveys hereafter to be made,” that is to 
say, regular subdivisional surveying required by law to be carried on 
by the surveyor-general of New Mexico, if it is found to appear, and 
so on, that persons are in possession of land, not land covered by any 
of the confirmed grants nor in any way relating tothe treaty of which 
I have spoken, that these persons shall have the right to go on, ete. 

I object, as I said, to that. Of course if the Senator wants to make 
some provision for the benefit of the persons whose settlements have 
been made within the limits of these confirmed grants and where they 
have been in possession of them for twenty years or more, providing 
that they shall not be dis by reason of any confirmation, I 
agree to that. As I said, I was about to prepare an amendment for 
that very purpose, for the purpose of excluding from the operation of 
any confirmation under this proposed act the lands which had been re- 
duced to possession by any persons where that possession had been 
continuous for twenty years. But the Senator will see on a more care- 
ful reading of the section that it does not apply to all in its terms; 
that it does not purport to apply and can not be made to apply to 
lands which have been made the subject of confirmation, or to any sub- 
55 an can be put in controversy before the court provided for by 

e bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, Ishould have stated 
as a mere matter of recollection, going back four or five or six or seven 
years, when this matter has been before the Senate, that the question 
of providing for these small ancient settlers was brought to the atten- 
tion either of the Senate or the committee, I think the Senate in the 
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first instance and from somebody on the Public Lands Committee, and 
if the Senator has any objection, as representing the Public Lands Com- 
mittee, to this bill covering, as I do not think it does now, anything 
that does not fall within these ancient grants, and it is thought neces- 
sary to limit section 16 as to township surveys, covering in all the lands 
mentioned in the preceding parts of the bill, that is, the ancient grant 
lands to which the claimants should have this right, I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment here which I offered in 1884 
to this bill, but which I think was voted down, and I have another 
one which I have copied from the RECORD, which was adopted when 
the bill last passed the Senate, as I think. I do not believe it was per- 
fect for the purpose which I had in view, which was to save the very 


poor people occupying small tracts of land in the Territory of New ; 
Mexico, but I think the Senator will see from the nature of things that 


the phraseology of this section excludes it from having any relation to 
the grants which are the subject of theother portion of the bill, because 
this speaks of township surveys. For the purposeof segregating these 
Mexican grants from the public lands of the United States for confirma- 
tion, the township surveys cut no figure whatever. The surveys are 
tor boundary and for quantity, irrespective of the subdivisional surveys 
of the United States, and therelore the first part of this section itselt 
would seem to indicate that it did refer, as it certainly must from the 
very nature of things, to something entirely different. I suggest that 
the section be stricken out, with the view of moving another section to 
come in somewhere else in the bill, or in this place, as the case may be, 
that none of these confirmations shall operate to dispossess any person 
of land which he has actually reduced to manual possession and which 
has been so reduced to possession and continued in possession of the 
party or his erantors for twenty years. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to know what the facts are in re- 


gard to this, whether this covers them or not. The committee were 
anxious to provide for those cases, There are in New Mexico la 
numbers, and in Arizona there is a considerable number, of small hold- 
ings that are along the borders of the grants. It is uncertain whether 
they are included in the grants until they are surveyed. Probably 
they are or perhaps they are not. Probably they were recognized 
always and were there in ion. If it is confined merely to the 
laud covered by grants, it would not benefit them. They are Mexi- 
cans who have been there from time immemorial. There is a large 
number of them. We want to provide tor these cases, and if this 
amendment does not accomplish it it is the design of the committee 
to protect the settlers who have been there from time immemorial, to 
protect the settlers who are too poor to go into the courts and litigate 
for their claims if we give them that privilege, and the attempt was to 
allow them to stay there, they having only 160 acres, and that being 
the policy of the Government, and probably some of them, perhaps the 
most of them, havea good deal less, to allow them tostay there with the 
least possible expense. That is the object to be attained, and some of 
these may be included in the grants when they come to make the sur- 
vey, and some may be outside and generally outside probably, for they 
have been undisturbed for a long time. The language that will keep 
these people in possession at the least possible expense is the language 
we desire to use; and the committee think this provision will do it. 
It we are mistaken, any suggestion to carry out that idea, I presume, 
would be acceptable. It would be to me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask to have read the amendment which I have of- 
fered, which as my recollection serves me was adopted at the time the 
bill last passed the Senate, and which 1 will now formally offer to take 
the place of section 16. I move to strike out section 16 and insert what 
I send to the desk. s - 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That all the public lands of the United States in the Rio Grande Valley and 
elsewhere in the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and in the State of Col- 
orado, occupied and possessed by persons who, or whose ancestors or granto 
became citizens of the United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo, and occupied by any person or persons who have been in the actual bona 
fide 1 or on of said d, by themselves or their ancestors or 
grantors, for forty years next preceding the date of the passage of this act, be, 
and the same are hereby, withdrawn from entry and sale under the laws of the 
United States, Ag A this act; and it shall be the duty of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of New Mexico to hear and determine the rights of the parties claiming 
such parcels of land, and to report all the facts to the Secretary of the Interior, 
Said surveyor-general shall have power tosummon witnesses, administer oaths, 
and take testimony relative to such occupancy or ion: Provided, That 
all claims under this act shall be filed with the said surveyor-general within 
two years after the p usage of this act: And provided further, That no claim 
shall be so heard or examined exceeding 80 acres in quantity. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I should like, if the Senate 
is ready, to have a vote on the amendment I have offered. Ionly wish 
to say, recurring to the original suggestion of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB], that I think1t he will read the whole section through he 
will see that it applies to the subject ot this bill, because when we come 
to the end of it it makes the proviso that this provision fo:* these 
ple of the small holdings referrred to in the township surreys (which 
will of course cover everything that may or may not come within these 
grants) shall not apply to city lots, town lots, village lots, farm lots, or 
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pasture lots, held under a grant from a corporation or town, the claim to 
which comes in undersection got this act; that is, where there had been a 
grant to the commauneor town as a municipality, then the municipality 
at cages all hands and that part of it wassettled underthat, Now, 

come to what the Senator has had read, if he will read the 
next section, section 17 of the bill, he will see that the very substance 
referred to by him has been carefully inserted in this bill as it was orig- 
inally drawn, and I think this section was taken from the bill as it 
passed the last time, but I am not certain of that, providing: 

Thatin the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utah, and States of Colorado and Ne- 
vada, all persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 
United States by rvason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have been 
in the actual continuous adverse on and residence of tracts of not to ex- 
ceed 160 acres cach for twenty egy ion next 8 such survey, shall be en- 
titled, upon making of such satisfaction of the er and re- 
ceiver of the cbr aed and district, — of fihe Commissioner of the General Land 
Office upon such in on as is provided for in section 16 of this act, to en- 
ter, without payment of purchase money, fees, or commissions, such legal sub- 
divisions, not exceeding 160 acres, as shall include their said possessions: Pro- 
vided, however, That no person shall be entitled to enter more than one such 
tract, in his own right, under the provisions of this section, 


We correct that to make it safer in these amendments that Iam now 
and I only read the scheme as it came from the old bill, as 

believe, and was introduced by the chairman of the committee this 
year; and then, in the section previous to what the Senator has sug- 
the claims must be filed within two years or they shall be 


Mr. REAGAN, If the purpose of the amendment of the Senator 
-from Kansas be, as I suppose it is, to secure the interest of settlers 
1 adversely to the claims authorized to be litigated here, then 
brain to strengthen the bill, and I su 1. 7er the view which he has, 
ering an amendment at the end of section 8 when the commit- 

— amendments are through, providing 

That on the aa of any — oe the eee of this act any private 
citizen or r co ving title or claim adverse to that of the 
plaintif may 3 in the — a have his title adjudicated and deter- 

mined according to its merits. 

In that connection I have thought, if I understand the bill, that it 
was in a measure defective on account of its not permitting the inter- 
vention of adverse claimants of the land, but leaving them at the mercy 
of asuit in which they were not parties. 

Mr, PLUMB. I will move, first, to strike out section 16, as being 
totally lacking in reference to the general subject of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first thing in order is to perfect it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question is on the motion 
to amend the section. The question recurs on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to amend section 16, 

Mr. REAGAN. - I will ask for a division on that. I desire to say 
before that section is stricken out that that portion of the bill aah 
has seemed to me most meager is that which protects the rights of act- 
sr 3 This is a section which operates on the rights of actual 


2 r. EDMUNDS. The Senator mis understands the question. The 
question is on my motion to amend the section the way I have described, 
so that a man’s 160 acres need not be in one village lot by itself. 

Mr. REAGAN, I misunderstood it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the question 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] must realize 
that in the shape the section now stands it does not help the settlers 
who are within the limits of these grants at all, and it can not by any 
possible construction of language be made to refer to them. It is en- 
acting a new body of law for the class of people who may choose for 
some p of their own not to come under the general land laws 
and has no relation to this bill. It can be made so, but it does not 
do so now. Asamended now, the section will provide that no - 
son who has gene upon the public lands of the United States indefi- 
nitely in these Territories, picking out the people who are fortunate 
enough to be in Arizona or New Mexico or Nevada, and is there occu- 
pying a little piece of land in a valley, that he may have the right to 
enter somewhere else as appurtenant to the same, 10, 15, 20, or 25 
miles away. That relates to the public lands. It relates to a class of 
people who ought to be provided for with reference to the public lands 
and not with reference to these land grants, We are to confirm or re- 
3 grants by judicial process applied in carrying out the provis- 

of the treaty with Mexico. If that is to be Snoen, bee ought to 
be provided as to township surveys on any of the public lands of the 
United States, and not within these certain favored Territories. 

Mr, REAGAN, Ido notknow but that the section is subject to the 
criticism of the Senator from Kansas, but it could be remedied by 
showing that these claims should be adverse to the claims set up. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true. I agree in a general way to that. It 
can be done in fiye lines much better than it is provided for here; but 
the Senator will see that township surveys have nothing whatever to 
do with the surveys of these land grants. They will not conform in 
one case in a million, if heraa ever do conform to the township surveys, 
Their boundaries are arbi . They will overlap the township lines, 


they will be irregular, they pay no attention to township lines, or sec- 
tion lines, or range lines, or meridians, or anything of the sort, and con- 
sequently that first phraseology absolutely excludes these people from 
any connection near or remote with these land grants. If the Senator 
who has charge of this bill would amend that section to provide in 
such a way that in surveying or locating these grants after the judg- 
ment of the court has been had in regard to their validity, if it shall 
be found that any one is in on of areas within the limita of the 
grants as ascertained and determined, he shall not be dispossessed, that 
I would agree to; and, as I stated, five lines would cover that; but this 
is absolutely interjecting into the body of the public-land laws some- 
thing for the benefit of persons who live within certain Territories and 
States which will be of the most pernicious character and will break 
up and disrupt the operation of the land laws on the public domain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What it will doif it ever gets to be a law, as I 
hope it will in spite of the opposition of my friend from Kansas, which 
has been exerted against this bill on every occasion it has come u 
rightfully exercised because he thinks so—will be to provide that 
when these investigations are made and it is found that these ancient 
people, thinking they were living under Spanish or Mexican grants 
themselves and their ancestors in these little small holdings, and who 
for a great length of time have been in on, actual, continuous, 
adverse, and bona fide, as the amended bill puts it, of these little hold- 
ings—when the township surveys come to be made these ancient pos- 
sessions which they have held for so many years shall be recognized 
in making the surveys, and the surveys as to their of the 
sions adjusted accordingly. If that is not justice, then the committee 
is greatly mistaken. 

I now move, Mr. President, the second amendment for the committee, 
which comes in, I believe, in the same section. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thesecond amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 15, after the word tract, it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ parcel or parcels, respectively, as the case may be; 
so as to read: 

etree oe rae shall be accurately defined in the field-notes of the survey and 
delin on the township plat, with the boundaries and area of the tract, par- 
cel or parcels, respectively, as the case may be, eto. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes it conform to the previous amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 18, after the word tract,“ it is 
proposed to insert: i 

Parcel or parcels, respectively, as the case may be, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The SECRETARY. In line 27, page 21, after the word traets,“ in- 
sert ‘‘ parcel or 25 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, line 36, it is proposed to strike out 
the words one tract in his own "right and to insert 160 acres in 
the aggregate; so as to read: 

Provided, however, That no person shall be entitled to confirmation of, or to 
patent for, more than 160 acres in the aggregate by virtue of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, line 41, it is proome to strike out 
the word “nine,” and to insert eleven; 0 s0 as to read 

That this section shall not apply to any city lot, town lot, village lot, farm 
lot, or pasture lot held under a grant from any co tion or town the claim 
to which may fall within the provisions of poor Se of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I move to strike out in that same section 

Mr. EDMUNDS (to the Secretary). Is there not something in sec- 
tion 17? 

Mr. PLUMB. Can not we finish this section first? I prefer to dis- 
pose of this section because there may be something to be said about 
these amendments when we come to them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam sure the Senator will not object to the usual 
course of allowing the committee amendments to be gone through. 
It precludes nobody. 

Mr. PLUMB. All right. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, section 17, line 7, alter the word ad- 
verse, it is proposed to insert and bona fide;’’ so as to read: 

That in the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utah, and 1 States of Colorado and Ne- 
vada all persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 
United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe’ Hidalgo, and who have 
been in the actual, continuous, adverse, and bona fide possession and residence 
of tracts of not to exceed 160 acres each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY, On 22, in section 17, line 7, it is proposed 
to strike out the word “tracts” and insert a tract and in the same 
line to strike out ‘‘to exceed and insert ‘‘ exceeding.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On the same page, same section, line 8, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word each“ and insert: 

Or in connection with their said residences respectively in such actual, con- 


tinuous, adverse, bona fide 8 of any l or parcels of land; so that 
the aggregate a of all such includ! — quantity of each tract 
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The amendment was agreed to. 


The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 15, after the word “‘acres,’’ it 
is proposed to insert in the whole; so as to read: 

Such legal subdivisions, not exceeding 160 acres in the whole, as shall include 
their said possessions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, page 23, after the word possessions,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

Or possessions as in this section mentioned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, lines 16 to 18, it is proposed to strike 
out the tollowing proviso: f 

Provided, however, That no person shall be entitled to enter more than one 
such tract, in his own right, under the provisions of this section, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, it is proposed to strike out “‘section 
14” (with the line in it) and section 15” (without the line in it), 

Mr, EDMUNDS. That is merely correcting the number of the sec- 
tion. 

The amer\iment was agreed to, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I have two more amendments which are 
merely corrections of spelling, On page 9, section 7, line 7, the word 
“t marshal” is spelled without an r,“ which makes it mashal. I 
wish to correct that by spelling it right, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 7, section 6, at the beginning of the line 
it says "warrant or survey. The word ‘‘or’’ should be of.“ That 


is a ty phical error. 
The P DING OFFICER. That amendment will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 14 after 
the word ‘‘thereupon,’’ in line 9, and insert: 

Such claimants or their 1 representatives shall be entitled to receive as 
full consideration for the lands so released the sum of $1.25 per which sum 
shall be paid to him orthem by the Sec: of the Treasury, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon the certificate of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose to discuss this bill. On a former oc- 
casion, when a bill for the same purpose was under consideration, I 
discussed it to some extent and expressed my preference for legislation 
that should refer all these claimants to the Federal courts for the ad- 
judication of their claims. I do not propose to antagonize this scheme. 
The fourteenth section, however, of the bill contains what I consider 
some very objectionable provisions, and they are so contrary to the 
policy which has been adopted by the Government in recent years, and 
which has been followed by the Committee on Public Lands in both 
branches of Congress, that I think they ought not to be enacted into 
law. By the fourteenth section it is provided— 

That if in any case it shall so happen that the lands decreed to any claimant 
under the provisions of this act aba have been sold or granted by United 
States, it shall be lawful for such claimants, or their legal representatives, at any 
time within one year the rendition of the final decree in their favor, to 
execute and file in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office a 
release to the United States of all right. title, or claim to the land so soid or 

nted by the United States; and thereupon there shall be issued by the said 

mimissioner (under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 

of the Interior) to such claimant, or his legal representative, scrip for an equal 
amount of acres so released, etc. 2 

And the scrip is to be located upon lands which shall be subject to 
private entry under the laws of the United States, and recognizing the 
tact that by law all public lands, except in the State of Missouri, have 
been already withdrawn from private entry, provisions follow by which 
it is proposed to revive the old practice of offering lands at public sale 
in order that offered lands may be provided for the selection of this 
scrip. It is provided that 

Whenever the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall have issued 
land scrip as herein provided he shall cause to be offered for sale at auction to 
the highest bidder, after ninety days’ notice by publication, a quantity of sur- 
veyed public lands, according to legal subdivisions, sit in the State or Ter- 
ritory where the grant is located, to make up a deficiency in which thescrip was 
issued, and as near to such nt as practicable, not less in quantity than 50 

r cent, in excess of the number of acres called for by such scrip. And the 

mmissioner of the General Land Office shall have power to make rules and 
regulations as to the publication of notice of sale, the manner of bidding, and 
sale of said land; but no bid shall be received for less than $1.25 per are. After 
such sale any lands so offered remaining unsold shall be subject to entry, with 
the scrip issued under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. President, it has been nearly thirty years since the law author- 
izing the sale of lands at public auction has been in force; I mean the 
2 sales of surveyed lands open to settlement. I do not think it 

a wise policy to reinaugurate that system. The policy of the Gov- 
ernment is to reserve the lands for homestead and pre-emption claim- 
ants, for actual settlers, and I do not think the Government wants to 
put up the public lands to be sold at auction to speculators, nor do I 
think it is good policy that any more scrip should be issued even if it 
is located upon offered lands. 

I do not profess to know what the merits of these claims are, but as 
far as I am concerned I very much prefer that, if it should be ascertained 
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that any lands to which they are entitled have been sold by the Gov- 
ernment, the Government should pay a dollar and a quarter an acre 
for those lands rather than inaugurate this long-abandoned system of 
public sales and private entry of Jands, and so I offer the amendment 
for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] to strike out section 16. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw that amendment for the present, because 
I want to perfect the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to amend section 16 by striking out, in lines 3 
and 4, these words: 

In the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming, and Utah, and in 
the States of Colorado and Nevada. 

Here is a very valuable privilege to be conferred upon persons who 
in the course of surveys may be found on the public lands of the United - 
States. 

Mr. DOLPH. Do I understand that my amendment is not now un- 
der consideration ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not know that the Senator had offered his 
amendment, 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment proposed by the Senator having the 
bill in charge has just been acted upon, and I was not aware that there 
was bed pending amendment and supposed that my amendment was 
in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed the Senator merely offered it in the shape 
of a notice. I will withhold my amendment until a later 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to withdraw for the present his motion to strike out 
section 16? 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending a motion to strike out, a motion to perfect 
the gen proposed to be stricken out takes precedence of the motion to 
strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion to perfect has been agreed 
to. 3 is nothing pending now except a motion to strike out the 
section. 

Mr. PLUMB. That I withdraw for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion recurs on the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr, STEWART. I concur fully with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] that the policy of offering lands for sale and making them sub- 
ject to private entry has been abandoned and ought to be abandoned, 
for under it more public lands were absorbed by speculators than under 
any law that Congress has ever passed. Previous to 1841 all lands were 
disposed of at auction, and the Government reserved in that act the 
power to sell them at public auction atter they had been surveyed and 
opened tosettlementa certain time. Surveys preceded the settlement, 
and they were offered for sale and nobody would buy them or bid for 
them over a dollar and a quarter an acre, and then they became sub- 
ject to private entry, and speculators picked up the best land and pro- 
ceeded in advance of settlement right through the Mississippi Valley. , 
In the investigation I made in 1871, with the aid of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, the conclusion was reached that as much 
land had gone into the hands ot speculators as had been taken by pre- 
emptors, and I have uniformly opposed since thst tims that method 
of placing land at the disposal of speculators. i 

This question came up in the committee, and I suggested that some 
other mode be adopted of paying the parties whose lands might be sold 
by the Government and afterwards confirmed under this bill, other 
than giving them scrip, but it was urged that it was a pretty hard pro- 
vision to take the lands from them which should be contirmed, and it 
was thought that it was necessary to give them an exceptional privi- 
lege. It was, however, confined to the State or Territory in which the 
lands were situated, and not intended in a general way to return to 
this very bad and unfortunate way of disposing of the public lands. 
After considerable discussion in the committee it was compromised in 
that way to have it operate only in the Territory or State in which the 
lands were situated. 

I do not think it very probable that they will get much under these 
provisions, because the lands that are fit for settlement have generall 
been taken upand are past being taken by settlers. I do not think it will 
operate to do any great harm, and so I have consented to it. Ithink it 
is perhaps as well to do it, in consequence of the harsh provision of this 
bill to take the land from them, which we must do, becanse we can 
not disturb settlers, That would be inequitable. I think the provision 
as it stands will do no great harm and will probably be more equitable © 
than it would be to pay them money; and besides it was suggested 
that an attempt to pay them money would be resisted, and the fixing 
of an arbitrary price of a dollar and a quarter an acre might not besat- 
isfactory after the land is taken from them. I am inclined to think 
that the section as reported by the committee will probably be the most 
satisfactory solution. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator trom Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment to 
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the bill, on page 18, to strike out clause 7, after the word quantity.“ 
in line 46, to the end of the clause down to and including line 51, and 
insert ‘‘ was originally granted by the Government under which the 
claim had inception;’’ so that the clause shall read: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a tor 
quantity than was originally granted by the Government under which the 
claim had inception. 

- The people of Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona are deeply inter- 
ested in the passage of some law by Congress that will settle the ques- 
tion of these Spanish grants. Much injustice is done the holders of 
the grants by reason of the uncertainty of titles. Great injustice is 
done those who desire to settle upon lands by reason of the cloud which 
hangs over lands where a grantis probably invalid, but has not yet been 
declared invalid. It is most important to the people of that section 
that some law be whereby these titles can be settled. But it 
is infinitely better for the people there that no bill ever be passed than 
that a bill as unjust and inhumane as this bill is should ever become a 

law. 

Here is a bill which provides for the creation of a court which is au- 
thorized to try in the first instance within the States or Territories 
where the grants are situated the right of title to the property and to 
render a decision. When the decision is rendered either party may 
take an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, The appeal 
must be taken within six months by everybody except the Govern- 
ment. The time of the Government to take an appeal is extended in- 
definitely to six months from the time when the district attorney shall 
file with the Attorney-General a clear and succinct statement of what 
the case is about and the points in controversy. And when the case 
comes here to Washington this bill provides that the Supreme Court 
shali hear the case de novo, that it shall take testimony, that it shall 
examine witnesses, thatit may take depositions, that the Supreme Court 
ofthe United States shall act as a nisi prius tribunal, shall take testi- 
mony in the case as if 1t came first before it; and the holders of these 
grants, large and small, in the far West, gaining nothing whatever by 
the first decision which may have been rendered in the locality where 

they reside as if the case had never been decided, their rights blotted 
out entirely, are compelled to come here to Washington and to go before 
the Supreme Court of the United States and try their cases exactly as 
if they never had been tried before. No greater injustice could be in- 
flicted upon the owners of these Spanish grants in the West than a pro- 
vision of this sort. 

Then, Mr. President, it is a fact that in Colorado and in some of the 
Western Territories there are Spanish grants which have never been 
confirmed by Congress, not because there is any inherent weakness in 
the grant itself, but because it has not been convenient for the person 
owning the grant to secure its recognition by Congress. It may have 
been because of the inability of the Representative of their district, 
their Territory, or their State to secure the time of Congress for con- 
firming the grant. It may have been because the parties may have 
been unable to incur the expense necessary to employ somebody here 

to see that the matter was properly brought before Congress, But 
there are scores of cases where grants, large and small, rest upon the 
grant itself, upon the bona fide possession of the land, and nothing fur- 
ther has been done. Congress recognized that this was a valid method 
for persons to rest upon their titles until something further was done, 
and when they created the land districts of New Mexico and Kansas 
and Nebraska, Colorado being then a part of Kansas, it was provided 
in 1854: . 


~ And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the surveyor-general, 
under such instructions as may be given by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
ascertain the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims to lands under 
the law-, usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico; and for this purpose ma: 
issue notices, summon witnesses, administer oaths, and do and perform all 
other necessary acts in the premises. 8 
He shall make a full report on all such claims as originated before the ces- 
sion of the Territory to the United States by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
of 1848, denoting the various grades of title, with his decision as to the validity 
or invalidity of each of the same under the laws, usages, and customs of the 
country before its cession to the United States; and shall also make a report in 
regard to all pueblos existing in the Territory, showing the extent and locality 
of each, stating the number of inhabitants in the said pueblos; respectively, and 
the nature of their titles to the land; such report to be made according to the 
form which ax be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; which report 
shall be laid before Congress for.such action thereon as may be deemed just 
and proper. with a view to confirm bona fide grants and give full effect to the 
treaty of 1818 between the United Sates and Mexico; and, until the final action 
of Congress on such claims, all lands shall be reserved from sale or other dis- 
J by the Government, and shall not be subject to the donations granted by 
he previous provisions of this act. 


Thus it will be observed that where the holders of these grants called 
upon the surveyor-general to pass upon their title, and the surveyor- 
general upon the ground found their title to be good, and so reported 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, and filed the testimony in that De- 

ent, thereupon this land became no longer subject to entry, and 
the holder of the grant and his legal representatives had a good title— 
the next best title to a patent—a good enough title to rest securely in 

~ and to be able to make disposition of his lands. 

I have in view one particular grant in Colorado, consisting, I think, 
of some 96,000 acres of land, The testimony concerning this grant 
was taken before the surveyor-general. It was found to be perfect, 


- and nobody has ever questioned the title. The grant lies in a couple 


of counties of Colorado, has always been taxed to the owners, titles 
have been granted out of it, oceans of it have been subdivided, it has 
been treated as avy patented land would be treated, its title has been 
considered sacred by settlers throughout the State of Colorado, and no- 
body has ventured to 5 upon it. Here comes the Government 
of the United States and by this bill provides that within two years 
from the organization of the proposed court every person claiming 
under a Spanish grant must file his petition setting torth his title 
or be forever barred; that if he shall not within two years, unless he 
suffers under legal disability, present his claim, he shall be deemed 
and held to have abandoned all right to his grant. This seems harsh, 
but it may be right, because it tends to the settlement of titles pro- 
vided no legal disability exists. 

Then, at the end of the bill, after having made a rigid rule that the 
petition must be filed within two years, with full knowledge of the fact 
that many of these grants, upon which a cloud was never cast until 
this bill was introduced, exceed 35,000 acres of land, there is a pro- 
vision on page 18 which says that— 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issue for a greater quan- 
tity than 11 square leagues of land to or in the right of any one original grantee 
or claimant, or in the right of any one original grant to two or more persons 
jointly, nor for a greater quantity than was authorized by the respective laws 
of Spain or Mexico applicable to the claim. 

In the particular claim to which I have referred, I know of a New 
England man who loaned a quarter of a million of dollars for the im- 
provement of the grant. It is considered in Colorado as sacred a title 
as there is within the State. Large sums have been spent for its im- 
provement. It consists, as I say, in the neighborhood of 100,000 acres; 
and here comes a bill which declares arbitrarily that if the owner of 
that grant, among others, does not present his claim within two years 
for adjudication, he shall be held to have abandoned it, and then pro- 
vides that when he does present it he shall be cut down to 11 leagues of 
land; in other words, ent down to less than 36,000 acres of land, 

Mr. REAGAN, Forty-eight thousand seven hundred and sixty. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Forty-eight thousand and some odd acres, Un- 
der what pretense, I should like to know, do we enact a law which 
says that a man who has a valid grant that has never been questioned 
must present his title within two years or be held to have abandoned 
it, and when he does present it he must take less than 50,000 acres of 
Jand if his grant be a valid one for twice that amount, more or less? 
This amendment of mine seeks to correct that. 

I owe an apology, being a member of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, for appearing here in the Senate with amendments to 
this bill. I introduced a bill myself at the commencement of this 
session, and having, not for weeks, but for months, tried unsuccessfully 
to get a meeting of the Private Land Claims Committee to act on my 
bill, I find alter an absence {rom Washington that this bill, which I 
had never seen before, appears here with a report of the committee in 
its favor, and it is for that reason I am compelled to trespass upon the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. RANSOM. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Colorado is certainly mistaken. 
Upon his first application for a meeting of the committee one was im- 
mediately called, and itse happened that the Senator from Colorado 
could not attend, A second meeting was called and he was given spe- 
cial notice of it, and he attended for a short time and made very satis- 
factory apologies indeed, and could not attend alterwards, and the com- 
mittee postponed its meetings, I certainly am inside of exactness when 
I er same four times for the benefit of the advice of the Senator trom 
Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I had not intended to go into the details of that 
matter, but if my memory serves me aright I was informed by the 
chairman of the committee that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] was absent from the District and it would never do to hold a 
meeting of the committee in his absence, as any bill that might be re- 
ported without his approbation could never hope to pass this body, 
and for that reason, as I understood it, the meetings were not held for 
a number of weeks. I may have misunderstood the Senator from North 
Carolina. Ifso, I shall apologize to him. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator did not misunderstand me. I said on 
one occasion he did appear and on one occasion the Senator from Ver- 
mont was absent, either sick or at home, and I was unwilling that a 
bill with which he was so well acquainted should be considered in 
his absence, a bill which came from a committee of which he had been 
chairman for the greater part of twenty years. ` 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Idesire tocall the attention of the Senate especially, 
although not germane to this amendment, to those portions of the bill 
to which I bave alluded in my remarks. Beginning on page 11, there 
is the provision as to appeals, as follows: 

On any such appeal— 2 

There being a previous provision that an appeal shall be made— 


On any such appeal the Supreme Court shall retry the cause, as well the issues 
of fact as of law, and may take testimony in addition to that given in the court 
below, and may amend the record of the pi ings below as truth and justico 
may require; and on such retrial and hearing every question shall be open, and 
the decision of the Supreme Court thereon shall be final and conclusive, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL .RECORD—SENATE. 


-10133 


Of course it will be; but where is the sense then of having a trial at 
the place where the grant is situated? What does an unfortunate 
suitor gain it he wins a verdict in the court below and on an appeal 
being taken he is compelled to travel 3,000 miles to have a retrial of 
the case as if it had never been tried? We have bills here to relieve 
the Supreme Court from the stress of business under which they labor. 
Is it possible-that we provide at great expense a cumbersome court to 
try these land cases and then provide that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, already overcrowded in its business, shall take time to 
try these cases anew? Then on the following page there is a provis- 
ion that the appeal must be taken within six months, with this pro- 
viso in favor of the Government: 


Upon the rendition of any judgment of the court confirming any claim, it 
shall be the duty of the attorney of the United States to notify the Attorney- 
General, in writing, of such judgment, giving him aclearstatement of the case 
and the points decided by the court, which statement shall be verified by the 
certificate of the presiding judge of said court; and in any case in which such 
statement shall not be received by the Attorney-General within sixty days next 
after the rendition of such judgment, the right of appeal on the part of the 
United States shall continue to exist until six months, 

Not six months longer, but— 


six months next after the receipt of such statement. 


So, whilst the saitor must appeal within six months, the Govern- 
ment can wait until the Attorney-General is satisfied that he has from 
his own district attorney a clearstatement of thecase. There is a fur- 
ther provision of the bill which will certainly work great injustice, to 
which I think the attention of the Senate should be called. Section 
14, at the top of page 18, provides: i 


Fifth. No proceeding, decree, or act under this act shall conclude or affect 
the private rights of persons as between each other, all which rights shall be 
reser saved to the same effect as if this act had not been passed; but 
the proceedings, decrees, and acts herein provided for shall be conclusive of 
all rights as between the United States and all persons claiming any interest or 
right in such lands. 


In other words, whoever may see fit to file a petition respecting a 
certain grant will have his rights therein tried by this court which is 
to be created; and if the decision shall be in his favor it very properly 
gives him nothing as against other claimants, but if the decision shall 
be against him—and he may be a mere intruder, a man who has not 
in his possession the proper evidence upon which to base the founda- 
tion of his claim before a court—then another person claiming thesame 
grant who has never had his day in court, who has never been madea 
party, shall not have a right to be heard in that proceeding. I know 
of no other pipvision of the statutes of the United States or of any State 
which debars-a suitor of his right until he has had his day in court. 

All these matters, it seems to me, are important, but the one to which 
I first called the attention of the Senate, and the one to which this 
amendment is germane, is, in my opinion, a method of perpetrating as 
great a wrong as can well be imagined, a wrong whereby the Govern- 
ment of the United States, without a pretense of right or of reason or 
of equity or of justice, says to the claimants who have not up to this 
time had influence enough to secure the confirmation of their grants 
by Congress, Because you have not already slipped in and got Con- 
gress to confirm your grants, therefore you have got to go to this court 
within two years and present vour case, and when you have presented 
it you shall be cut down to 48,000 acres of land, no matter whether 

our grant was for double that amount or any amount whatsoever.” 

o greater injustice could be perpetrated by the Senate; and I trust 
that the amendment which I have offered may prevail and that the 
court will be limited in its maximum allowance to the original amount 
of the grant, not being able to make it more, but having the right to 
make it less if the petitioner shall fail to show his title to the amount 
which he claims, 3 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I was a little surprised, as the Sen- 
ate must have seen by my interruption of the Senator from Colorado 
par: Wotcorr], at his complaint, if I may call it so, that he had not 

n heard before the Committzeon Private Land Claims. But, let that 
be as it may, I do not know whether that Senator is aware or not, per- 
haps he is not, that this identical bill now betore the Senate almost to 
the crossing of a “t? or the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ has four times in four 
different Congresses been approved and passed by a large, an emphatic, 
and decisive majority ot the Senate. Why, Mr. President, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado is not new in the Senate; it is not 
the first time by a score that we have heard it. That matter has been 
tried in the Senate. It is no new issue here. That identical amend- 
ment bas been voted on dozens of times in this body in the last sixteen 
years, and every time with but one result. 3 : 

J do not know that I shall be able to make it clear to the Senate, 
but no one else has ever failed to make it clear to the Senate. Does 
the Senator from Colorado wish to examine it? Does he know that 
this bill does not apply to the case to which he has alluded in hisown 
State? This bill has nothing to do with perfected or complete titles. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator to state the dis- 
tinction between a perfected title and one which is not perſected. 

Mr. RANSOM. If I were to undertake to tell the Senator from 
Colorado the difference between a perfected and an unperſected title, 
he and I might dispute over it. We both upon one matter, that 
a perfected title, a complete title, and an inchoate title are proper 


j 


*. 


aera for the court, and there is no court that would hesitate tode- 
cide it. 

~I should do wrong perhaps if I did not tell the Senator from Colorado 
what I mean by an incomplete grant. An incomplete title, an in- 
choate title or grant, isone where a grant was made to some person by 
Spain or Mexico upon certain conditions to be complied with, and the 
final grant or final seal upon the title or some other circumstance left 
it incomplete. 

Mr. President, as I was stating when the senior Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] interrupted me, this bill takes jurisdiction of no 
complete or perfected title. If I understand it, that has been the in- 
variable and universal statement made upon this floor. If I am 
I trust that some other member of the committee will advise me of it. 
The invariable statement upon the floor in the discussion of this bill 
is that the court proposed to be established has no jurisdiction what- 
ever over a complete or perfected title. 

The bill itself declares in the clause giving jurisdiction that it ex- 
cepts all complete or perfected titles. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I suppose the Senator refers to the clause at the 
bottom of page 17, which reads: 

Fourth. No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has hitherto 
been lawfully acted upon and decided by Gomavess or under its authority, 

Mr. RANSOM. Not at all. That is one clause, but, on page 7, sec- 
tion 6, the section giving jurisdiction to the court, declares in these 
words: 


‘That itshall and may be lawful for any person or persons or corporation, or 
their legal representatives, claiming lands within the limits of the territory de- 
rived by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, and now embraced 
within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within the 


States of Nevada or of Colorado, by virtue of any such Spanish or Mexican. 


grant, concession, Warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to recog- 
nize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico 
to the United States, which at the date of the passage of this act have not been 
confirmed by act of Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful au- 
thority, and which have not become complete and perfect, in every such case to 
presenta petition in writing. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishonld like to ask the Senator a question, with 
his permission, 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. A grant may have been confirmed by Congress; it 
may in some instances have been confirmed by decision of the appel- 
late court possibly; and except in those two cases where Congress 
confirmed or some litigation has brought the grant into court where 
an appellate court has passed upon it, I should like to ask under what 
mon 2 would a claim not come within the provisions of 
this bill? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the question with great pleasure. A 
man with a grant that is perſeet and complete, just like a man with any 
other perfect and complete title, has nothing to fear. This biil does not 
touch him; this bill does not require that every man who holds a per- 
fect or complete grant from Spain or Mexico must go and vindicate his 
grant, be it ever so perfect, in a court of justice; not at all. That grant 
can not be perfected ; it is already perfected. That grant can not be 
completed; it isalteady complete. It is only in a case in which the grant 
is not complete that it is necessary for Congress to act. I do not want to 
speak hastily to-day, but I apprehend the Supreme Court has taken juris- 
diction of cases without number, and tried and settled land questions 
where the grant was complete. 

Mr. TELLER. It the Senator would state a case of that kind, I 
should be under everlasting obligations to him. 

Mr. RANSOM, I feel a little afraid to speak about it except with 
rey great trepidation. The Senator from Colorado says, and he ought 
to ko 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator cite one single case where the Su- 
preme Court has taken cognizance of a case where it did not take it 
under a statute? It he will cite such a case, I shall surrender niy op- 
position to his bill. 

Mr. RANSOM. It may very well be that the Supreme Court has 
generally done this under the wording of a statute, but let me ask 

Mr. TELLER. A statute touching the very question. 

Mr. RANSOM, I mean a statute touching the very question. I 
was not coddling upon that. Let me ask the Senator from Coloradoa 
question. Does he mean to say that when a citizen of the United States 


has a perfect and complete title under the Mexican Government be 


can not establish that title in a court of justice of the United States 
withont an act of Congress? 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator 

Mr. RANSOM. One moment. I will ask a still further question. 
Does the Senator from Colorado mean to say that every holder of land 
in all the States and all the Territories acquired from Mexico has no 
title nnless it has been given to him by a court of justice or by a stat- 
ute of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
clared more than once that Congress had the right to bring all of these 
eases into consideration before some tribunal of a character that it 
might determine, and that in so binging them before the tribunal to 
determine whether they were valid or not it did pot invade or disobey 
the provisions of the treaty with Mexico. The court has further de- 


- 
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clared that if 2 fail to comply with the statute the presumption 
of law not to be disputed is that they had no title. 

I want to say to the Senator from Vermont and to the Senator from 
North Carolina, with as much knowledge on this subject, I think, as 
the Senators can pretend to have, that there is no such thing under 
the statutes of the United States as a perfect title, and this statute and 
all other statutes have brought every single case before the courts, and 
these cases are not brought before them for the pores as the Senator 
from North Carolina seems to think, of perfecting the title, but to de- 
termine whether they were perfected titles at the time we received this 
country from Mexico; whether in accordance with the treaty and in ac- 
cordance with the laws of nations we were bound to recognize theright 
of the claimants to these lands. Every single piece of land, thongh it 
may have been held, as I know more than one case where it has been 
held, for more than one hundred and fifty years unbroken title in the 
hands of the present holders in the same family in the Territory of 


New Mexico, is brought in controversy, and they must make their title, 


and if they fail to lodge their case in the court provided for at the end 
of the two years the United States will wipe out their title and sell the 
land to somebody else. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, Mr. President; wherever a citizen of the United 
States has a complete or perfect title from the Mexican or Spanish Gov- 


ernment, he does not have tocometo Congress for it; but I see well how H 


the Senator from Colorado may assert what he does. There are very 
few of the titles in New Mexico that are perfector complete. I do not 
hesitate to say to Senators on the otherside, and it is my duty as i con- 
ceive to say to them, that if in constructing this bill, after all the care 
which has been taken upon it, the bill fails to make itself clear that it 
applies only to inchoate or imperfect titles, I would gladly accept an 
amendment upon consideration that would secure such a provision, be- 
canse the purpose and the avowed purpose of the bill is not to disturb 


completed, settled, fixed titles. 


But, Mr. President, let us see the hardship of my friend the junior 
Senator from Colorado par. Wotcort]. He says it would bea great 
hardship for these people who claim more than 11 leagues to go before 
the court that this bill provides for, and, after they obtain a verdict, a 
decree, or a judgment, then to have to cut down their claim to 11 

es. He says that would bea great hardship. This bill leaves 
the claimants of over 11 leagues, being about 50,000 acres, exactly 
where they are now. This bill does not deny the right to have them come 
to Congress. This bill takes no right from them, it takes no privilege 
from them. Why, sir, the usual cry in this Chamber upon this bill 
is that the poor people are not provided for. I shall draw no lines be- 
tween classes, but, if any claimant thinks he owns more than 50,000 
acres of land, all he has to do is to come and present his claim to Con- 
gress. Is it a great hardship, is it a ruin, to present your claim to Con- 

? They can all do it. They are exactly where they were. 

I should like to ask gentlemen if they propose to longer keep out 
the small holders, these thousands and it may be hundreds of thon- 
sands of people owning 50 or 60 or 160 acres of land, when the bill pro- 
vides for them and will secure to them their rights and their homesteads 
and about which there can be no dispute? Iask Senators who oppose 
this bill if they will defer it, if they will put it off so that some claim- 
ant with a million or perhaps five million acres of land may have his 
chance to establish his title? It can do him no harm. 

Mr. President, Ido not intend to speak for classes, but I think every 
Senator will agree with me that it is a serious thing, it is a very 
important thing, as the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] would 
say, it is a very great thing whether Congress will open the door wide 
to the ownership of acres of land by the million. 

I am not as well acquainted as perhaps a Senator ought to be with 
the public lands of the country and with the public-land laws. I have 
never been upon the Committee on Public Lands; but I believe Iam 
indebted for my information to my friend, the Senator from Colorado. 
I believe under the desert-land law ot the United States a man can only 
acquire from the Government 640 acres, and yet when your Govern- 
ment has declared it will let no citizen have over 640 acres complaint 
is made here that we will not provide a special highway, a road to 
allow people to establish a title upon some misty claim to 5,000,000 
acres. - 

I will not pretend to state, Mr. President, but my colleague on the 
committee, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], is looking over 
the record to see what number of claims for over a million acres of land 
in a single grant is made by mere pretenders to their ownership. 

I have said to the Senators if there is any doubt about this bill in 
reference to the character of the titles to be settled by it, I will join 
them in making it plain; but I do hope that the Senate will not delay 
the bill longer, when the people of New Mexico and Arizona, through 
their Legislatures and their officials and the masses of the people, are 
crying out for legislation to secure to them the lines of their home- 

I ask that Senators will not seek to put this bill off or to defeat 
it because it does not provide for the pretenders of claims of mill- 
ions of acres of the public land. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] seemed to think that 
this bill was amenable to the charge of a great hardship. Why? Be- 
cause, he said, when the courts in New Mexico, Arizona, and Colorado 


had decided a case and an appeal was taken to the Su e Court of 
the United States, the Supreme Court could go, if it thought proper, 
into the whole matter. That discretion is left with the Supreme Court 
and I apprehend it is a proper one. 

Sey ae ee ae each side of the Chamber who are better ac- 
quainted with the history of the times in these than I am or 
can be, and I ap to the Senator from Nevada, how often has the Su- 
preme Court said that it would have been well if it could have reversed 
the decisions of the land commission in California? There is a beacon 
to us to put the last guard we can upon these heavy claims. There is 
no obstruction here, no obstacle, no impediment, no law’s delay to the 
poor man claiming his homestead and the homestead of his ancestors 
for 160 acres, be it one piece or ten pieces. 

Why should the claimant of 50,000 or 30,000 or 20,000 acres of land 
which he derived from a Mexican or a Spanish grant be exempted from 
the duty of coming before the supreme tribunal of law and equity in 
this country? What sanctity is there in these grants that thelr hold- 
ers or pretended holders should say that it is too great a trouble to 
come before the Supreme Court? It is a great trouble to gentlemen 
who have advanced a quarter of a million dollars upon some ranch or 
upon some imperfect grant to have it tried by the Supreme Court. My 
friend is mistaken —— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from North Carolina entirely mis- 
understands me. Nobody objects to an appeal; it is not a question of 
the size of the grant determining the appeal; but what I dosay is that 
it is an innovation in the law to provide that where a court is established 
and an appeal lies from that court to the Supreme Court of the United 
States the Supreme Court shall hear the case de novo and try it anew 
upon questions of fact as well as of law, introduce new testimony and 
retry the case as if it had never been tried before. You say it is not 
only applicable to land cases in Colorado, but everywhere; but the pe- 
culiar hardship lies in the fact that these claimants are thousands of 
miles away and they are subjected to unn expense and delay, 
and it makes the establishment of this land court simply unnecessary, 

Mr. RANSOM. I understood the Senator exactly as he explains him- 
self. I understood him to object to the fact that the Supreme Court 
could go into the case de novo and try it de nove. Is that wrong, sir? 
Can any Senator presume, is it a reasonable presumption, is it not a 
most violent, gross, and wrong presumption, to imagine that that court 
will without a good reason try the case over again? Can not the Su- 
preme Court be trusted to determine whether it will hear a case and 
all the facts in it? Does any sensible man in the country imagine they 
would do it unless they saw cause in a case for a full rehearing from 
beginning toend? No, Mr. President, the more this bill is looked into 
the better satisfied the Senate will be with every provision the com- 
mittee could make. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
if I correctly understand him that this bill authorizes the Supreme 
Court to have a new trial of the facts on new testimony. 

—5 Gene on Yes, sir. 

T. And gives that as a right to the ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. ii Oe 

Mr. RANSOM. The bill provides, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will see if he examines it, that in all cases appealed to the Su- 
preme Court, if the Supreme Court is of the opinion that the case ought 
Panare a trial de novo of fact as well as of law, the Supreme Court can 
order it. 

Mr. HOAR. At the bar of that court? 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any other case under the sun, except possibly 
in admiralty, where that is done now? 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not think there is, but there have been no other 
cases under the sun. If the Senator from Massachusetts will read the 
American State Papers—I have read them very partially, but other gen- 
tlemen here have read them almost from beginning to end—and read 
the history of the settlement of the Spanish land grants in Florida and 
Louisiana and Missouri and of the Mexican and Spanish land grants 
in California, he will come to the conclusion that he can not put too 
many safeguards around these trials. 

I do not want to say anything ugly and I am not in the habit of 
doing so, but I apprehend that the history of jurispradence itself fur- 
nishes no more glaring instance of fraud and corruption from beginning 
to end than you will find in the records of the adjudication settling 
the land-grant cases in California. Sir, it was an extreme case, it was 
a great danger, it was a frightful danger ahead of the committee which 
induced them to depart from the usages of the common Jaw or the civil 
law and apply this remedy that would finally secure an honest adju- 
dication of these great cases, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should we deny the citizen who has been tried 
for his life and sentenced to be executed a new trial in the Supreme 
Court and give a new trial in the case of a Spanish Jand grant, a mat- 
ter of property ? 

Mr. M. Ah, Mr, President, the Senator from Massachusetta 
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generally speaks with great deliberation and thinks with great accu- 


. HOAR. I put this question to the Senator so that he may 
think for me in this case. 8 

Mr. RANSOM. I will try to help you. It may be very presumpt- 
uous in me to say so, but I will try to help the Senator along. I will 
tell you, Mr. President, and tell the Senator that in trying a man for his 
life there are none of the inducements to bribery, to venality, to cor- 
ruption, to fraud, but when you bring before almost any court (and no 
man holds the courts in higher reverence than I do) millions of dol- 
lars to be settled, I tell the Senator from Massachusetts, and I tell the 
country, it is proper toplace every safeguard around the court that you 
possibly can. Leave no door open and leave no plank up for fraud. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. $ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator fear that this court which he is 
now about to establish will be corrupt? 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido not, sir; but does the Senator from Colorado fear 
that the Supreme Court will be corrupt? Why are there courts of ap- 
pos Why are appeals granted in cases? Why do we pass statutes 

ere day after day and hour after hour to guard the Treasury, to guard 
the custodian of public money, to protect the people from wrong? 

Mr, President, I had hoped that at least in this Chamber I would 
never hear the doctrine of convenience, simplicity, cheapness, if you will, 
put up, set up, and arrayed against the great principle of honest gov- 
ernment, honest courts, high courts. No, sir; no hardship will come 
from this, but good to the country, good to all the suitors, good to all 
the people will come from it. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from North Carolina a question 
before he sits down? 

Mr. RANSOM. With pleasure. 3 

Mr. GRAY. Thisisa bill coming from his committee and concerns 
a range of subjects with which the Senate is not very familiar and with 
which I am not at all familiar, and I should like to ask the chairman 
of that committee what is the meaning, on page 7, section 6, of the lan- 

which describes and defines the jurisdiction of this court which 
A to be established by this bill, ‘‘and which have not become complete 
and perfect,’’ referring to the titles that are to be tried before the so- 
called court; whether this is a tribunal in the ordinary acceptation of 
the term which is to decide whether a title be a title or not, and there- 
fore whether it is complete and perfect, or whether it is to be vested 
with the powers to perfect a title that is confessedly imperfect and in- 
complete. = 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can answer that question. There were 
in California, for example, a great many titles that were called inchoate 
titles, titles that the Mexican Government would have perfected if it 
had had the opportunity. They were titles where theclaim originated 
by a petition and by reference to an alcalde and a report upon it. After 
going through the usual formalities there would be a grant made by 
the governor, which was really provisional, and then a survey and ju- 
ridical possession, and then it would, in the ordinary course of things, 
go before the local legislature, and it was not regarded as perfect un- 
less it was approved of by the central government, and very few of 
the grants were. There are a great many similartitlesin Arizona and 
New Mexico that were in process of perfection, the same as the pre- 
emption titles under the. United States laws are where a party goes 
and takes certain steps toward acquiring title and that title is to be per- 
fected. When the court finds what would have been done according to 
tht law of Mexico, it accepts that as if Mexico had remained in posses- 
sion; and, if the party has complied with those conditions, then the 
court confirms the title. All these are inchoate titles, and it is neces- 
sary to have them determined. It is claimed that there are some in 
New Mexico, but very few, that were perfect grants by the Spanish 
Government, obtained prior to the independence of Mexico. 

Mr. GRAY. I think I understand what the Senator from Nevada 
is explaining, but my question went a little further than that. This 
bill seeks to establish a court to decide upon and settle questions of 
disputed land titles, and in the section describing its jurisdiction one 
of the limitations upon its jurisdiction is that the question that comes 
before the court must be in respect to a title by virtue of some Mexi- 
can grant, concession, warrant, or survey which has not become com- 
plete or perfect. 

Now, I may be quite wrong about it, for I have not had time tostudy 
the whole of this bill, but it seems to me that the anomalous thing is 
that you should establish a court not to try the question whether a title 
is complete and perfect, but to limit its jurisdiction to those cases in 
which under the phraseology of the proposed statute the title is not 
complete and perfect, thereby giving to the court, entirely outside of 
the ordinary jurisdiction of a court as we understand it, the power to 
perfect a title that is not perfect and complete, one thatis incomplete, 
which is not a judicial function, as I understand. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, let me answer the Senator and he will un- 
derstand it perfectly. Suppose that a portion of the United States 
were to be ceded to a foreign power. The supposition, I know, is an 
impossible one, but it will do for an illustration. You would find in 
the Land Office patents ior a portion of the public lands, and the party 


s 


could recover on his patent when he had a perfect title. Any court ~ 
would be bound to hold that he could recover. You would find also 
in the Land Office, in the process of consummation or perfection, a large 
mass of titles where it would be necessary to have some tribunal to de- 
termine whetber the parties who had entered the claim and were 
demanding to pre-empt the land or to get it as a homestead had com- 

lied with the conditions so as to be entitled to confirmation, or per- 

ps it is the obligation of the treaty that all titles from the former 

Government, as in this ease all the titles of the Mexican Governmen: 
should be confirmed, and it takes a court to ascertain that fact. Bu 
when the title is perfect and you have the patent you do not need any- 
thing more. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Is it not the purpose of this bill where Congress 
has not confirmed a grant to pass upon it, and in all cases, no matter 
what the merits of the grant may be, to limit it to 11 leagues? 

Mr. STEWART. If the party is not satisfied that he has a 
title and comes in under this bill and has the benefit of it, then it will 
only confirm to him 11 leagues. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. The 
Senator speaks about patents. Did he ever know the Spanish or Mex- 
ican Government to issue a patent? 

Mr. STEWART. The Mexican Government did not. 

Mr. TELLER. Did theSpanish Government ever issuea patent? 

Mr. STEWART. It issued something equivalent to a patent early 
in the colonization of that country. 

But I want to call the attention of Senators who desire to have the 
amount of land unlimited to the situation as it now is, In the first 
place. it is said there is great injustice done in the abstract tothe pa 
if he gets 48,000 acres of land for his Spanish claim and gets his title 
recognized, Who has made this land valuable? The people of the 
United States, the settlers in occupying the adjoining land. It has 
been made valuable here, and ina pecuniary sense heis not going to lose 
by the operation of this Government in taking the land. Since the 
cession of the country it has been made valuable, and he is going to be 
enriched in any event by giving him 48,000 acres of land. 

Now, there is a list of very large grants that did not exist in Cal- 
ifornia. They were generally confined there to 11 leagues or less, be- 
cause by the Mexican colonization act of 1824 they could only grant 
11 leagues. There is no grant that has been made since 1824 in either 
New Mexico or Arizona that measures to exceed 11 leagues, because 
that was the colonization law at that time. Those grants that were 
made previous to that time were improvident and indefinite grants by 
the Spanish Government in this wild country, and they have not been 
reduced as a rulesince this cession. Nothing was done to them toan 
extent, and if they were occupied at all it was a small place for 3 
ing stock. They are entirely indefinite, and they are immense clouds. 
For example, there is in Arizona a grant or a pretended grant that they 
call the Piralto grant. There was nothing said about it until quite 
recently. It is 4,000,000 acres, and the claĩmants desire to locate it on 
Salt River, covering the town of Phœnix and all that country. There 
is a large number of grants that go from 100, 000 to 500, 000 and as high 
as 1,500,000 acres. I have herea list of them, and there is a very large 
number of those grants. If they were all confirmed, they would pretty 
much occupy everything in that country that is worth settling. : 

Now, this bill proposes that in the case of those grants which are not 
perfected, so that they must have some aid of the Government of the 
United States in order to periect them, to make them available, the 
holders can present them to this court to be established, an impartial 
tribunal armed with all the necessary means ofinves these titles. 
They present them to the court, and if they are found valid the bill 
provides that they shall be confirmed to the extent of 48,000 acres and 
no more, That is all that is to be confirmed by this bill, but after that 
any equities they now have will remain. There area good many small 
grants that have been built upon. These large grants have not been 
inhabited. They are vague and uncertain as a rule; and these large 
grants by means of this bill can have 48,000 acres confirmed, and the 
small grants will be disposed of; and if there should be an individual 
case where the equities were so great it is in the power of Congress to 
relieve it hereafter. Congress can relieve it in such cases; 
ean do what it chooses in the way of relieving them. 

But, if you pass this bill without any limitation on it, the whole of 
that country will be in litigation. These grants are sufficiently large 
to cover the whole of that country. The people will be disquieted and 
alarmed, whatever may be the final result, but if you limitit to 48,000 
acres they can see thatit will not take all the land; that there is a place 
left for them, and it seems to me that is sufficient. : 

I admit it is a greatcalamity that we did not have laws passed to have 
these grants confirmed earlier. It would have been better for the coun- 
try if all had been confirmed, good and bad, and if all the lands had 
been given to private parties and let them sell them. But now you have 
got settlers all over that country; you have Territories organized and 
people living upon the lands; and, if you pass this bill with unlimited 
jurisdiction, this Piralto claim and other claims will loom up over the 
whole settlement and create alarm. It seems to me these men ought 
to be satisfied to take at first a chance to get 48,000acres of land. They 
will take the 48,000 acres where it is most valuable, and it is a pretty 
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good thing for them, When things are situated in the way this is the 

matter must be settled by a system of compromise. We must look at 

the whole community. We must have affirmative legislation in order 

that these men may use their titles at all. Forty-eight thousand acres 

of land now is more than 5,000,000 acres of land was two hundred years 
when these grants were made. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that a statement of the case? Is it not a question 
really not what would be good for these people to have, but what we 
are obligated to give them? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no obligation as to the time we shall 
give it to them. It will be time enough to discuss the residue after 
you have confirmed this land. The matter has gone on forty years and 
it has been consummated. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question, although I believe 
he is answering a question of mine? Let me state again, if the Sena- 
tor will allow me, my criticism of this particular section, It is that 
in creating a court with the powers and jurisdiction, though a limited 
jurisdiction and limited 1 belong to a court, there should 
be also this limitation, that the only questions that can come before 

_ this so-called court are questions of title by virtue of concessions and 
grants which have not become complete and perfect, in the language 
of the bill, thereby in effect saying that no questions as to title shall 
eome before this so-called court except such as are claimed by reason 
of a grant or title that is imperfect or incomplete. Therefore these 
anomalous powers must be conferred upon the court, that they shall 
confirm a title that is confessedly imperfect or a title that is confessedly 

the terms of the act incomplete. 

Now, if the bill had said that the court shall inquire into all such 
cases as to the facts and leave to Congress to determine whether in their 
opinion the title ought to be confirmed or in some other way, I can 
understand why this would be a sensible and a proper proceeding. 
Then Congress alone would have the power to make complete this im- 
perfect title. It seems to me that Congress alone has the power and 
that it can not confer upon a court or upon any other tribunal or upon 
executive authority the right to make perfect that which is imperfect 
and incomplete. 

Mr. STEWART, I think I understand the question. I think I did 
before, and if I can make the Senator from Delaware understand the 
facts and the law he will probably not ask it again. 

Now, take all the cases in California. Of all the cases in California 
not one was a complete title. I think it was decided that there was 
not a complete title there; the grants were all in process of confirma- 
tion in that territory. Congress appointed a commission with author- 
ity to confirm those titles. It then provided afterwards that there 
should be an appeal to the district court and trom the districtcourt to 
the Supreme Court, and all the titles that have been confirmed were 
confessedly only inchoate titles, some of them merely permissions to 
occupy. Those have been confirmed by the court, and that was the 
businessofthecourt. If theclaimants had perfect titles of record, they 
could defend themselves in the court without this measure. That 
eourt, a3 the Supreme Court has frequently held, wasin the nature of a 
commission to carry out the will of legislative department in executing 

a treaty. 

MX. GRAY. Just there; if the Senator will permit me to interrupt 

him I will not trouble him again. This bill provides that this court 
must determine that the title is incomplete and imperfect; otherwise 
it has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Having decided that it is incomplete and 
imperfect, can Congress delegate to that court the power to make it 
complete and perfect? 

Mr. STEWART. The Supreme Court has said so, The Supreme 
Court has said that the Congress of the United States can use a judi- 
cial tribunal in the nature of a commission for the purpose of carrying 
outa treaty. That very question was raised as to the jurisdiction of the 
courts in the California cases, and it was taken under consideration by 
them. They said. The Supreme Court and the courts of the United 
States have limited jurisdiction; by what authority do you give juris- 
diction to try these Mexican land claims?” The question was raised 
then, and it had been raised previous to that. The cases had been 
turned over to the courts, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
invariably placed it upon the ground that it was a special tribunal 
which Congress created, and had a right to create, to carry intoeffect a 
treaty, and in that regard it could exercise the functions conferred npon 
4 “ts was authorized to confirm the title, and that is what it will 

o here. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator whether this power that is given 
to the special tribunal to confirm the title be anything more than to 
find upon such evidence as it may obtain, disregarding the ordinary 
technicalities of evidence, that there was a grant—simply that and no 
more? 

Mr. STEWART. No; that is not all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator mran that the court can have con- 
ferred upon it by the legislative authority the power to complete a 


grant? 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly; I mean just that. 


Mr. BLAIR. That Congress can legislate in fact to carry the title 
to the 7 wd of the United States by a commission? 

Mr. STEWART. By a commission to carry out the treaty and de- 
termine what the title shall be. That is what Congress may do and 
what Congress is doing all the time. Some of these cases in Califor- 
nia did not profess to be a grant at all; it was a mere ission to oc- 
cupy theland. If the party would comply with certain conditions he 
might apply for a grant and have it. He went on it the same as a 
83 settler goes on land. He acquired inchoate rights which in 
good faith the Mexican Government would have had to recognize, the 
same as we would recognize a homestead settler’s right. We can 
drive a homestead or pre-emption settler or anybody off by an act of 
Congress until he has paid his money. It was decided in the case of 
Frisbie, an old and well-known case, that Congress could legislate until 
the money was paid, and then there was a contract; that up to that 
time it was a mere permission to occupy the land; that the title was 
inchoate. But to cut the settler off after he has made his application 
for a homstead would be a great outrage, and to cut off the Mexican 
grantee after he has complied with the conditions and made settlement 
upon it, and who would have gotten a grant if the Mexican Govern- 
ment had i there, would be a great outrage. We can take it 
up where the Mexican Government left it off, and this is one of the 
ordinary tribunals established for the last forty years to accomplish 
this purpose. 

Mr. INGALLS, The Senator from Nevada has been so very oblig- 
ing, will he permit me to interrogate him on one point? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course, if these Mexican and Spanish conces- 
sions are complete and perfect, they need no adjudication and no cura- 
tive legislation. Will the Senator permit me to inquire, as he has said 
that none of the grants were perfect in California, whether there are 
anywhere in this country, or have been from the beginning, any Spanish 
or Mexican concessions that have become complete and perfect? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The Senator has asked a question I can not an- 
swer. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer that question, if the Senator will let 


me. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the fundamental question, as I understand 
it. The language of section 6 is, ‘‘and which have not become com- 
plete and perſect. The Senator from Nevada has frankly confessed 
his inability to answer that question. The Senator from Texas states 
that he can enlighten us, and I should be very glad to have him do so: 

Mr. REAGAN. I think I can. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should be very glad certainly to hear the opinion 
of the Senator from Texas, if the Senator from Nevada will yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Nevada yield? 

Mr. STEWART. I yield. That isa matter which has not come 
under my observation. 

Mr. REAGAN. A preliminary observation is necessary. Under 
the colonization laws of Mexico lands were granted, 1 league or 11 
leagues, in various ways, for colonization purposes, on conditions re- 
quiring monuments, stone or other material, for corners or lines to 
be marked on the landssurveyed, and requiring the settlement of land 
and the cultivation of so much for six or eight years, and the occu- 
pying of such land with live-stock on it forso many years. There were 
some military grants that were perfect without any conditions, but 
these are the main body of the grants. As to the territory acquired 
irom Mexico, the treaty with Mexico makes provision. The third 
clause of the eighth article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1548 
provides that— 

In the said territories property of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans not 
established there, shall be inviolably respected. 

That is, as to those who did not choose to become American citizens. 
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Then the ninth article provides: 


The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the char- 
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated 
in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States,and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress of 
the United States)— 7 

That is, as to their admissioa as citizens— 
to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States, according to 
the principles of the Constitution, and in the mean time shall be maintained and 
protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property, and secured in 
the free exercise of their religion without r ction. 


Then under the second section of the protocol to that treaty: 


The American Government by suppressing the tenth article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe— 


The tenth article was stricken out before it was ratified— 


did not in any way intend to annul the grants of lands made by Mexico in the 
ceded territories. These grants, notwithstanding the suppression of the article 
of the treaty, preserve the legal value which they may possess, and the grantees 
may cause their legitimate titles to be acknowledged before the American tri- 
bunals. 

Confermably to the laws of the United States, legitimate titles to every deserip- 
tion of property, personal and real, existing in the ceded territories are those 
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which were legitimate titles under the Mexican law in California and New 
Mexico up to the 13th of May, 1846, and in Texas up to the 2d of March, 1836— 
the date of the declaration of independence there. Now, it is a very 
interesting inquiry the Senator from Delaware submits, as to how it is 
that a court can make a title perfect that is not ect, and that I be- 
lieve is the same question which was submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is not my question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad if the Senator would repeat it. 
Will the Seustor state it? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will pardon me for saying that he has 
either misapprehended the point of my interrogatory, or he has failed 
to enlighten the Senate upon the question which was in my mind. 

Mr. REAGAN. I had not concluded what I was saying. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not inquiring whether or not there were any 
grants that were complete and perfect under Mexican and Spanish 
laws; no one doubts that; but the question that I wished to submit 
was whether any of those grants within the ceded territory has been 
recognized by the United States as complete and perfect. 

Mr. REAGAN, Congress, assuggested by the Senator from Nevada, 
provided a commission to execute the provisions of the treaty, under 
which titles were confirmed, but besides that and long before that, in 
the acquisition of Florida from Spain the United States acquired that 
territory with perfect and with imperfect titles. aud authority was given 
for the adjudication of titles. In the acquisition of the Louisiana ter- 
ritory, which embraced an immense country as the Senator is aware, 
the same condition of things prevailed. In the revolutionof Texas the 
same condition of things prevailed. There the questions have been I 
do not know how many hundred times adjudicated, that where there 
were equities that ought to be respected, without the aid of legislation 
the courts would respect them and sustain the titles that were not per- 
fect, and by decrees of the courts they may become perfect titles. 

Mr. TELLER. Provided, let me add,the courts have always said— 
provided the legislative department had not fixed some way by which 
they should make proof of their perfect title, and it they had and they 
failed to make proof of their title then they had no authority. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that the way the Serator from 
Colorado does, notwithstanding I have been a good deal connected with 
that sort of litigation. I make this suggestion: Suppose a citizen has 
in Colorado or in New Mexico a perfect title derived from Mexico; he 
has asked no authority of Congress for the confirmation or recognition 
of that title; some one brings an action of ejectment against him; can 
that person recover against him because Congress has not confirmed a 
perfect title? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, I do not claim that. I am speaking now of the 
controversy between the claimant and the Government; not between 
individuals, That case is quite different. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not so familiar with the action that has been 
taken under the Government of the United States. In the analogous 
case in the State of Texas, upon the equities that arose, where suficient 
compliance with the conditions had been made to entitle the parties to 
a decree, or where by circumstances over which they had no control 
they were unable to perfect their titles, the courts have decreed them 
titles and have held their titles to be good. That is about as far as I 
know upon that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. The whole scheme is to perfect titles that have 
been initiated under the Mexican Government that have not become 
perfected. Now. if there is a perfect title that has all the muniments 
of title, it seems to me that the court, under this bill, would have to 
recognize it as between man and man; but there may be an implication 
in this bill refusing to give this court jurisdiction of perfected titles, 
It will certainly leave those titles, if there are any perfected titles, 
where they now are. This measure will not affectthem. It excludes 
titles which are absolutely perfected, and I doubt very much, when you 
come to investigate them, you will find in that wild region any really 
perfected titles. I think pretty much all of them had conditions, and 
there have been more or less failures to comply with those conditions, 
It will take a tribunal to look at the circumstances and atthe equities 
and to confirm them. f 

I do not believe there are any perfected titles, but if there are this 
bill does not reach them. I know there are a great many inchoate 
titles that have not gone through all the formalities which wereneces- 
sary to perfect the titles under the Mexican or Spanish Government, 
the Mexican particularly. The colonization laws never followed them 
up totheend. They would get a grant from their Government and 
there stop. Sometimes they would get the legislative assembly to ap- 
prove it. but they did not take it back to the central anthority of Mexico 
to get final proof. There are very few of them but that need confirma- 
tion. They should all be subject to fair treatment, npon a considera- 
tion of all the equities. Those who get 43,000 acres of land, selected 
in the best part of that country, will be pretty well provided for. 

But to hold this cloud of the Piralto grant of 4,000,000 acresand these 
other grants for hundreds of thousands of acres all over New Mexico, 
and to pass the bill in that way in the first instance before we have any 
investigation by a court, itseems to me would be going too far. When 
this court has operated upon these titles and has found the condition 


exactly, if auy one of them has any special equities it can be relieved; 
but let us have an investigation of these titles by a court. If men have 
a grant of 48,000 acres it is an empire, and confirm it to that extent, 
This is analogous to the law which was passed in the case of Florida, 
Congress appointed a tribunal in Florida with authority to confirm all 
grants under 3,500 acres and report the rest to Congress for its action. 
The action of the tribunal was final up to 3,500 acres. The men then 
in control did not have such magnificent ideas as we have now. 

This bill provides for a confirmation of these grants absolutely up to 
48,000 acres. It seems to me that that experiment is sufficient to start 
with. I know the pressure, and I know the anxiety of the men who 
have their millions of acres of land, or some kind of claim to it, to have ` 
it all closed out at once; but I think, in view of the fact that this has 
pees discussed so much, we had better pass this bill and see how it 
works, 

Alter great consideration the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
before I was a member of it, considered this point and determined it. 
Senator Thurman gave great attention to this particular question, and 
he came to the conclusion that the grants ought to be limited in con- 
firmation to 11 leagues, and that was reported. It has been debated 
in the Senate, and timę after time after elaborate debate it has been 
adopted. I regret that the Senator from Vermont is not here. He is 
the Senator who is the champion of this theory. I am only a novice 
in it, making now my first speech on this question, but he is a veteran 
who has advocated it for twenty years that he has been on the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and he has always succeeded in the 
Senate. I think we had better pass the bill as it has been matured in 
that way. If you do not, if you pass it through the Semate without 
limit, you will create great alarm and disturbance in that country. I 
believe when it is investigated that alarm will subside. I do not be- 
lieve this Piralto claim, or many of these great claims, will stand an 
investigation. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada wants to bring up the 
Piralto claim here, I wish to say a word to him about it. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Department has never given to that claim any 
attention whatever in the way of considering it à claim. It has been 
treated everywhere in the Department as a preposterous claim. Re- 
cently the surveyor-general of that Territory went over it in the most 
exhaustive manner and reported that it was a fraud from the founda- _ 
tion up; that there was not a paper in it that had not been forged. 
The Piralto claim is as dead as Julius Cæsar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. 

Mr. STEWART. I just want to say that at all events the people 
there are alarmed, and they have met in meetings and protested against 
— 2 passage of any bill that would allow that claim to come before any 
tribuna. 

Mr. TELLER. It may get before the tribunal, I suppose, but it never 
had an adjudication by the proper officer under the existing law until 
recently, and he pronounced it a fraud. The Department accepted 
that, and the entries are going on inside of what they claim to be the 
Piralto grant. 

Mr. STEWART. But the action of the surveyor-general and of the 
Department will not deprive this court of jurisdiction. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? The Senator 
has been on the committee and seems to be taking the place of the 
Senator from Vermont in championing this very unjust bill through. 

Mr. STEWART. I can not fill the place of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator how 11 leagues 
came to be fixed on. 

Mr. STEWART. That I can tell without the slightest difficulty. 
That is an easy question. The Mexican Government after its independ- 
ence, after it got possession, passed what we would call a pre-emption 
or homestead law—a colonization law they called it. That was passed 
in 1824, and in the colonization law they limited to 11 leagues the 
utmost a grantee could take, So there is no grant made since 1824 
that can exceed 11 leagues, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Exactly. Now, suppose there is a grant as there 
were in Colorado grants issued before that time and for more than 11 
leazues, under what theory of equity or justice do the committee pro- 
pose to limit to 11 leagues grants that have been reported on by the 
surveyor-general as being in every way perfect, that have never been 
questioned by the people living in the neighborhood in the State, that 
have always been considered valid, the titles of which have as 
valid? Under what theory do you propose to cut them down to 11 
leagues ? 

Mr. STEWART. I have never known a large grant that was nof 
questioned by the people. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lam telling the Senator of one. s 

Mr. STEWART. If there is one it is an exception. The people 
doubt all these large grants. ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; but you propose to cut it down to 11 leagues, 

Mr. STEWART. But those grants were made in early times before 
Mexico acquired her independence. They are very vague in their de- 
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ed out; the con- 
with, and they 
need confirmation about as much as any of them. If the crown of 


scriptions; they are hard to find; they have to be 
sitions of settlement have generally not been com 


Spain granted them perfect titles and they are described by metes and 
bounds so that the grant may be segregated from the public domain, 
then you need no confirmation; but they are very vague titles and they 
need affirmative action. The affirmative action of Congress will give 
them 48,000 acres of land among the settlers of this country, 1 acre of 
which is worth more than a hundred acres or five hundred at the time 
when the grants were made, before the country was settled. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask the Senator, may there not be, 
are there not, several of these old Spanish grants. The Senator does 
not assert that there are absolutely none of those Spanish grants older 
than 1824? 

Mr. STEWART. I say that they are not older than 1824. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you do not say there are none older? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I do not say there are none; but there 
are none good. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you say if there are any good titles you are 
going to cut the grants down ? 

Mr. STEWART. I say that iſ there are any of them good for more 
than 48,000 acres, we will only give them that amount. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You will compromise? 

Mr. STEWART. We will confirm 48,000 acres to them notwith- 
standing they got the land two or three hundred years ago, when no- 
body occupied the country, and the conditions have not been complied 
with, and the location is a myth. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the Senator to admit that no matter 
whether they are good or bad, if the grants are older than 1824, if they 
are held by entirely respectable people, who with their ancestors have 
lived on them two hundred years, nevertheless we will cut them down 
to 11 leagues, because it is a doubtful kind of business anyhow, and 
rather old. 

Mr. STEWART. They are rather old and rather doubtful, but if 
they have kept up the possession and it is an equitable claimand we give 
them 48,000 acres, it is more than a satisfaction of any claim they can 
have. 

It is a very funny principle for the Government to 

act upon, to do justice, in the face of a solemn treaty in which it guar- 

rerh 1 to these Mexicans and Spaniards the protection of the property. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to take a moment longer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to repeat myself, but I simply want 
to state my position succinctly. I say that there have been no grants 
greater than 11 leagues made since 1824, none made by the Mexican 
Government, and those that were made previous to that time are very 
uncertain in their character, very indefinite in their boundaries, and 
people have gone upon that country not knowing where those grants 
were. They are very indefinite in their boundaries, very uncertain in 
their character. : 

Now, we say that we will allow all the grants to be considered and 
we will confirm them to the extent of 11 leagues. We will follow the 
precedent that was established in Florida when Congress passed a law 
allowing a commission to confirm 3,500 acres and report the residue. 
There will necessarily be a report in all these cases, and a very sub- 
stantial report, because there will be a decision of thecourt necessarily 
upon a fi g of the facts, and if great injustice should be done it can 
be remedied then in view of all the facts. 

Wie have, too, in view the further fact that there are these vast areas 
which are claimed by these mythical grants, and if we suggest the pos- 
sibility that they may be confirmed, to that extent we disquiet those 
communities and do more harm in unsettling locations than we would 
do if we passed no law. It would produce great alarm there in the 
country if we should take that step now. I say that justice can be 
done hereafter. Let us get this bill through. If this bill had been 

twenty years ago the small grants would have been confirmed, 

titles would have been perfected, they each would have had their 48,- 

000 acres, and they could have then come to Congress with the decis- 

ion of a court upon a finding of the facts if there was a great case of 


ity. 

Alx PLUMB. The Senator speaks about quieting titles. Of course 
that is a very essential thing. Suppose now, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, that some of these grants comprise more than 11 leagues, and 
the court gives 11 leagues only. Then, as to the remainder of the land, 
according to this bill, the Government invites citizens of the United 
States upon it. Sup it turns out that the grant was larger than 
11 leagues and that the settlers are thereafter dis who go upon 
these surplus lands; does the Senator think that if that result should 
follow this may be called a bill to quiet title? 

Mr. STEWART. Of courseif the grantees have a perfect title this 
bill does not affect them. If they have not a perfect title, the settlers 
will not be dispossessed unless there is found to be an interference. We 
have in some instances relieved where there was a missurvey and the 
Government had sold the land; we have made it up to them, given 
them other lands, and given them money. We propose in this very bill 
to give money where we can not confirm title to the party without dis- 


turbing settlers, and we propose to give land in the bill. The Senate has 
just voted to give a dollar and a quarter an acre for what we take out 
of their 48,000 acres, or out of their claim by reason of settlers bein 
onif. There is some way to do it. Congress will find some way 
doing justice in the matter without throwing a cloud over those entire 
territories by this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, a good deal of the difficulty that 
has got into this case has resulted from the want of attention to cer- 
tain facts of political phy that ought to control our action in 
this matter. Prior to 1824, about 1823, Mexico was a viceroyalty of 
the Spanish crown, and the Spanish crown through that viceroyalty 
had made many land grants, some upon condition and some not upon 
condition. When the Republic was announced after the fall of Itur- 
bide, and the constitution of 1824 was adopted, this took place in Mex- 
ico: The states that comprised the Republic of Mexico, being very 
large in their areas, all claimed and reserved to themselves the entire 
and complete ownership of the public domain within their borders. 
There were at that time, however, some territories outlying, amongst 
others California and Southern California, and perhapsone more. Coa- 
huila and Texas were combined under one local government, a terri- 
torial government, and they were not states, and yet they had some 
representation in the national Congress. But the states particularly 
from which we derived the Gadsden purchase were Sonora and Coahuila. 
These states had ceded to them, just as was ceded to the State of Vir- 
ginia and to Texas, and to every other State in the American Union, all 
of the older States, the exclusive ownership of the public lands within 
their limits, and thereafter no land could be disposed of within the 
limits of a state of Mexico except by the action of the authority of the 
state itself. The Congress of Mexico having no longer any jurisdiction 
over the subject, the Mexican federal jurisdiction enacted a law for the 
disposal of the land within the Mexican territory. That law confined 
the area of grants to 11 leagues. That was done perhaps in 1824 or 1825. 

Mr. BLATR. Eleven square leagues? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know whether square leagues or not; but 
if it fronted upon a stream, there was a grant of water privilege, and 
then they took a large amount for grazing. I do not know about the 
shape of it. f 

At the time of the ratification of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
and afterwards of the Gadsden treaty, we bad three descriptions ot 
claims to contend with that wè provided for in these treaties, all of 
which were confirmed as actual, valid, subsisting legal claims in favor 
of Mexican citizens as if the grants had been made to American citi- 
zens. They were, first, the Spanish grants made priorto 1824. Since 
that time Spain could not make a grant there. They were, next, the 
grants made by the states of Mexico of lands within their borders. 
The next were the grants made by the general or federal government 
of Mexico, which were subject to the limitation of 11 leagues. 

The states of Mexico had a perfect power to grant any number of 
leagues of land that they chose to grant to any individual within their 
own limits; and when we made the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we 
did not include what are described in this bill as merely Mexican 
grants; that is not the truth of the situation, or the history of it; but 
we included grants made by Mexican states and grants made by the 
Mexican federal government—quite difterent things. The term Mex- 
ican grant’’ does not describe it. Mexican grant“ means a grant 
made by the federal government of Mexico. As to the grants made 
by the federal government of Mexico the limitation of 11 leagues was 
found upon every grant made, because those grants only operated in 
the Mexican territories, California being one of them. And Arizona, or 
at least the larger part, perhaps all of it, and New Mexico belonged to 
the states of Sonora and Coahuila. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And the southern half of Colorado. 

Mr. MORGAN. The southern half of Colorado also belonged to the 
state of Coahuila or Sonora, I forget now which; it makes no difference 
to this argument. 

Mr. COKE. I will suggest to the Senator from Alabama that there 
was another limitation on the power of a state, and that was that it 
was to grant land within the littoral or border leagues. Those grants 
had to receive the approbation of the federal Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, there was a series of grants that surrounded 
the frontier. 

Mr. REAGAN. Sixty miles back. 

Mr. MORGAN. Sixty miles back from the frontier, the same idea 
that is carried into the Mexican tariff arrangement, the Zona Libre. 
There was that federal jurisdiction that was retained over the lands 
60 miles deep around the border, the purpose being, of course, to keep 
within the federal control that area of land so that the federal gov- 
ernment without consulting any State could go on and occupy it and 
could determine what class of population should settle upon its bor- 
ders. That is another qualification, and a very important one, too, to 
be considered in this matter, because within that limit of 60 miles 
deep around the border the federal government did retain the right, 
by the consent of the Mexican states, to dispose of the public lands. 

Now, there was the situation when we got hold of it. What was our 
duty? Itwas n enough. That we should execute in favor of every 
Mexican, whether he afterwards chose to become a citizen of the United 


States or not, bis hol and his rights and his equity in the public 

domain that we Same g ir those two treaties from the Government 
of Mexico. Some of these holdings were, according to the Mexican state 
Jaws, the laws, for instance, of the state of Sonora, a perfect grant. 
Others were imperfect grants; that is to say, there was something to be 
done officially by the Government in recognition of the performance of 
conditions-subsequent, upon which official recognition depended the 
issue of the patent, or the title, or whatever form they chose to give it. 
We had a number of grants of that sort in California particularly, Per- 
haps almost every claim in California of the federal government of 
Mexico, all except a few old military claims issued by the Spanish Goy- 
ernment, was of that class, for that was a territory of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment and not a state. 

When the sovereignty of the United States Government superseded 
that of the Mexican Government with these trusts resting upon it 
throngh the obligation of the treaty, we had to seek for some means of 
executing the grants in behalf of the claimants in such manner and 
in such measure also as was consistent with the sovereignty of the 
United Statesand the policy of thisGovernment. For instance, a man 

= had received a grant, we will say from the state of Sonora, upon con- 
dition that he should locate upon 40,000 acres of land, or 50,000 acres 
or arpens, whatever they may be, so many ple as settlers within a 
certain time, so many families, or that he should place thereupon for 
grazing flocks of sheep or herds of cattle in such and such numbers, 
or herds of horses, within a certain time. He was goingon to comply 
with his grant. He went out taking his warrant of survey that is men- 
tioned in this bill. He went to an alcalde and had two or three view- 
ers appointed, some of whom were able torun lines and measure them 
off with the lariat, for that is what they used in laying off these lands. 
He would go out and measure around without any reference to the 
ints of the compass or anything of the kind, and he would put down 
is stakes and his natural boundaries at this place and that and the 
other. 

The area was estimated, and only estimated, sometimes very incor- 
rectly estimated, of what this great body of land might contain. But 
the alcalde and these three or four men, whatever number they were, 
would sit down and make a map of it. That map would be indorsed 
and approved by the alcalde and that would go to the state govern- 
ment; for these were the conditions in this warrant of survey: Go 
and measure your Jand and have it surveyed in the manner I have 

= ken of; have it certified, or certificated, as they called it, by the 
calde to the government; then goand carry your sheep on it or your 
cattle on it and remain there so many years, or within so many years 
you must have so many sheep and-cattle on it. Then come to the gov- 
ernment and prove up; satisfy that same alcalde or some other one 
that you have complied and get another certificate, and let that be 
filed in the proper office, and you have got a title.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s statement is very interesting, but in or- 
der that I may understand him fully let me ask, are any of the titles 
within the United States derived from the states of Mexico, or are 
they derived wholly from the national Government of that country? 

Mr. MORGAN. A great number are derived from the states, 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, some portions of our territory which was for- 
merly Spanish were comprised within the limits of Mexican states? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; as I have just stated, a large part of Arizona, 

haps the whole of it, the southern half of Colorado, and all of New 
exico, I think. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did the public lands of Mexico included in the states 
belong to the states ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Entirely; just as much as the public lands in the 
State of Texas belong to the State of Texas. 

Mr, BLAIR. There was land that belonged to the Mexican Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Les; in the territories. That is the distinction. 
The general Government owned the land in the territories; it owned 
60 miles deep around the frontier, and that was all it owned. The rest 
belonged to the states, and the states never did concede it to the Gov- 
ernment. On thecontrary, the union was formed on the other basis. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion there, please? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask him whether any of these titles of which he 

the grants and concessions, were ever recognized by the United 

tates Government as complete and perfect until they had been passed 

upon subsequently, either by Congress or by a tribunal appointed for 
that purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not familiar enough with the history of our 
own legislation or with the history of that country to say about that, 
though I have been informed that they have been; but I do not know 
how, I do not know when. I think it will be found upon investigation 
in the Land Office here that some of the first grants have been recog- 
nized, and in various ways, as for instance by shutting off men from 
intruding, permitting men to build fences, and the like of that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator spoke of the grants covering 60 miles of 
the frontier. Does that refer to the exterior of the entire territory, or 
of adjoining states? 
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Mr. MORGAN. The exterior of all the frontier states. i 

Mr. BLAIR. The national territory adjoining the states as well as 
the frontier adjoining other countries ? 

Mr. MORGAN. For instance, if California had been brought into 
the Mexican union as a state, then that frontier would have changed 
the northern and eastern boundary of California. It was a reserva- 
tion of 60 miles for the Government on the frontier of Mexico, where 
she could go by land. y 

Mr. BLAIR. Whether of the states ora foreign country? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, 60 miles deep around the whole border of the 
republic, commencing, of course, with the states and getting their 
22 to that, and then spreading out as other states might be ad- 
mit 


Now, Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious that the states of Sonora 


and Coahuila under this system could have granted to anybody as 
many leagues of land as they might choose to grant, and could have 
granted them in absolute right or could have granted them upon con- 
ditions. Hence it is that I take one of those grants, a conditional grant 
made by the state of Sonora, for an illustration of the point I am 

to make. The warrant of survey I have explained; the claim I have 
explained; the terms I have explained, and all that; and then the per- 
formance of the condition-subsequent of moving upon it so many cat- 
tle and so many sheep within a certain time, or so many families. 


Before that last condition had been performed the Mexican Govern- 
ment lost its sovereignty, and with it of course the public poliey per- 


vading that part of the country was changed. It was changed to con- 
form to our public policy. It may be that we did not want any families 
located upon public-land grants; we did not want any sheep herded; we 
did not want any cattle raised there. It may be that those conditions 
became impossible of performance within the view of the policy that 
the Government of the United States itself established, an being im- 
possible of performance we have to find some substitute for them, 

What is that, and who is going to find it? It raises an equity, and 
only an equity, in behalf of that Mexican or American,as the case may 
be, against the Government that is concerned after the ratification ot 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. The Government can not execute, 
or will not execute; it does not wish to execute, never has provided for 
the execution of the subsequent conditions annexed to the grant in the 
form and manner in which they were put there and intended to be ex- 
ecuted when the grant was made by the Mexican state of Sonora. We 
can not under the treaty destroy the grant because it had not been 
complied with completely betore the treaty was made. The grant was 
good in its initiation, and therefore it is good under the treaty as a 
grant; but there remains an equity to be disposed of that some tribunal 
must adjust. 


Mr. INGALLS. Were the conditions of these grants imported, does -- 


the Senator think, if incomplete at the time? 

Mr. MORGAN. Itbink we took them precisely in that condition. 

Mr. INGALLS. As to the subsequent conditions to be performed 
before the patent could be made complete, were they imported ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. I have no doubt that we took the peo- 
ple with their rights acquired under the Governmentof Mexico, whether 
they were completed absolutely by the performance of the conditions 
or whether they were incomplete as to the performance of conditions; 
and it became our duty as the sovereign to give effect to these grants, 
because they were valid in their initiation, but incomplete because of 
the change of the jurisdiction over all the country and of the policy of 
the country to which this land subsequently belonged under the treaty. 

That brings up this very interesting question which the Senator from 
Texas answered, upon decisions of which I understand there is quite a 
long line; the question has been debated for years and years in the 
‘Texas courts, as I am informed; in fact I have noticed some of the de- 
cisions myself, although I never had a case exactly like one of these. 
What tribunal is it that can execute this trust? Must it be legislative 
or must it be judicial? The Supreme Court has held that the judiciary 
are the proper tribunal to execute the treaty. There we can rest; and 
more than that, the argument of inconvenience would be so strong that 
we could not get along with it, because we could not organize ourselves 
here into a court of equity and as to every one of these different grants 
pass a different Jaw and enforce the equity precisely as it should be 
done. 

The Supreme Court acted in that matter upon the same line of de- 
cision that I have had the honor of referring to in the Senate for a day 
or two past, of Davis rs. Gray, that where a grant becomes impossible 
of performance by the act of the sovereign or where it becomes publicly 
inconvenient that it should be performed, where it is, as the Senator 
from North Carolina states, against the policy of the Government to 
enforce it in terms, then it devolves upon the court, as it did in that 
case, and as the Supreme Court decided it would do, to take the grant 
and administer it upon principles of equity, and that is all you can do 
with it. Hence it become necessary in the administration of the duties 
and obligations imposed upon us by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
that we should organize a court. You may call it a court, or a com- 
mission, or what you please, but itshould have power equivalent to the 
dì of the equitable rights of every man who claims under the state 
of Sonora, or the state of Coahuila, every man having a grant of what 
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was Mexican territory who claims under the federal government, and 
every man who claims under a Spanish grant. We are obliged to have 
a court to do it, * 

Hence, I have been in favor of the main part of this bill, but I think 
the bill fails to discriminate in one particular, and that is, it does not 
show a reason why, in the Territory of Arizona or the southern half of 
Colorado, we should limit these grants to 11 leagues, It does not show 
the proper reason. If a man got from Coahuila or Sonora 40 leagues 
of land under a grant valid in its inception, honest in its execution, 
where the grantee has been faithfully doing what he ought to have 
done to receive the benefits of his grant, but has been prevented by 
the interposition of a new sovereignty, then, of course, in those parts 
of our present territory where the land titles came from the States of 
Sonora or Coahuila we are obliged to take their law snd administer it. 
In California and in Northern Colorado, or wherever else the line may 
be, we are not obliged to do it; on the contrary, we have succeeded 
to the rights of the sovereignty of the federal government of Mex- 
ico in regard to the territories, and as to those we have as much juris- 
diction over them as we would over the public lands of the United 
States, except only that I think we are obliged to give the grantees, in 
case they have valid grants, lands up to the amount of 11 leagues in 
the part of the country which was the territory of Mexico; I mean 
under the Mexican territorial government. 

Now, this bill does not take that distinction. This bill applies the 11 
leagues to land derived from Sonora and Coahuila as it does to lands de- 
rived from the federal government of Mexico, and that is not right. 
It ought to be amended in that particular. The distinction ought to be 
taken, and it ought to be preserved in our legislation; otherwise we can 
not do justice. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question, The amendment proposes that the amount to be awarded by 
the court shall be limited to the amount originally granted by the 
Government of Mexicoor Spain. Does not that amendment effectually 
secure this Government in all cases? That is to say, if subsequent to 
1824 the Mexican Government issued a grant that would in fact be 
limited. to 11 leagues, if it was not limited to 11 leagues it would not 
be a valid grant 
Mr. MORGAN. That is the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. Does not that fully secure the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; Idonotthinkitdoes, Ido not think it fully 
secures the Government, because it ought to say in that amendment 
whether the grant was derived from one of the states of Mexico or from 
the federal government. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But prior to 1824 a Spanish grant could have ex- 
ceeded 11 leagues, could it not? > 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then it ought to have included that also. 

Mr. MORGAN. Rights as to Spanish grants and rights derived from 
the Mexican Government. The Senator uses the expression ‘‘ Mexican 
Government.“ That does not apply. The Mexican Government“ 
we know is the Mexican federal or diplomatic government; but the 
Mexican state governments ought also to be provided for, because in 
that case, the grant if issued by Sonora or Coahuila might be 50 leagues, 
we do not care how many, it is good; it is valid according to law; it is 
honest, and we are bound to respectit, in my judgment. We can not 
get away from it. 

Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Vermont was here to listen 
to the statement I have made, or that some Senator who thinks that 
there is some infirmity in it would get up and tell me that there is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to suggest to the Senator ove point, not 
as indicating any infirmity in his argument, but a question that occurs 
to me. When we acquired the territory within which were these grants 
and a portion of the conditions performed, the title incomplete, the re- 
maining conditions yet to be performed, and which would bave been 

rtormed had there been no interruption in the sovereignty, so that 
bad Mexico continued her dominion the title would have become com- 

lete—when we interposed our sovereignty by right of war against 

exico by coercion and she became powerless and her policy failed, did 
we not take that land subject to our general policy with reference to 
titles and the disposition of the public domain in just the same way 
that itis now claimed by the English Government that they may go to 
the reot of the titles of Ireland, tor instance, tear them up and admin- 
ister the real estate of Ireland upon an entirely new basis, because from 
public policy it becomes indispensable to the general welfare so to do, 
there resulting the necessity that the landlord in Ireland shall be com- 
pensated from the general public purse? So with this land-owner or 
Jandholder with an imperfect title and with a right to have perfected 
it had the sovereignty continued the same, must he not be, when we 
acquired that territory, subjected to our general land policy, he having 
the right to receive a pecuniary indemnity for the land of which we 
deprived him? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr. President. We at one time had military 
control and possession of the entire Republic of Mexico, and we col- 
lected the taxes at the custom-house at Vera Cruz. General Scott 
brought some of that money home and put it out here; he bought this 
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Soldiers’ Home with it. But after we had occupied it for a little while 
we made a treaty with Mexico, and that became the basis and the rule 
and the limitation of all our right and powers over the territory that 
we got from Mexico. We did not get any territory from Mexicostrictly 
by conquest; we got it by treaty at the end of the war; and when we 
came to the Gadsden treaty we paid them ten or fifteen millions of money 
for the extinguishment of their title. It was a purchase. So we do 
not hold it in virtue of conquest, or if we did the right of post limine 
would of course come in and restore those people in Mexico to all the 
rights that they had after we had given up the main body of the coun- 


try. 

Mr. BLAIR. But my question gocs further. Suppose the sover- 
eignty remained the same, would not Mexico bave had a right to change 
her land policy and arrest the acquirement of these titles, making a 
pecuniary compensation to the individual citizen ? 

Mr. MORGAN. We could have done such a thing, I suppose. We 
had power enough over Mexico to have forced her to yield to that; but 
we did not do it; we had a treaty with her, and in the treaty stipu- 
lated a security to onrselves and to her as respects the rights of citi- 
zens; and that ends that question. 

Mr. RANSOM, As the Senator from Alabama has asked any mem- 
ber of the Senate to show him the infirmity of his argument—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I mean of my statement, not ot my argument. 
That is easy enongh to do. 

Mr. RANSOM. I would not call it an infirmity; it is anything but 
an infirmity. The statement and the argument of the Senator irom 
Alabama are clear and able, but he is proceeding in the latter part of 
his argument, if I may say so, upon an error. He contends that this 
bill will confiscate and destroy the rights of persons who he insists have 
a title to more than 11 leagues of land. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; who have an imperfect title. 

Mr. RANSOM. The most that can be said against this bill is that 
it does not destroy, that it does not impair; that at most it defers the 
settlement of the titles of the persons claiming over 11 leagues. 

If I do not interfere with the Senator from Alabama, I will ask him 

in all candor, the policy of this Government being not to do anything 
to encourage the large and imperial ownership of lands, if it is not 
wise and prudent that we first commence by securing only the 11 leagues, 
and if parties ought to have more than that leaving it to future legis- 
lation? Lask him and I ask the Senate if that is not better than to 
open the doors and have the whole or the greater part of the land in 
New Mexico and Arizona at once taken possession of and owned by a 
few large grantees, and under conditional grants, not one of which was 
completed under the Mexican Government? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from North Car- 
olina if he means to state that there are not now in Colorado and New 
Mexico grants without condition that Congress has not confirmed, that 
are valid in every way, recognized as valid in every way, and which ex- 
ceed 11 square leagues? I know there are numbers of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is too late in the day for me now to yield the 
floor, tired as I teel, for gentlemen to have a discussion of their own. 
They are both younger than I am and very strong. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not want to make any contest of that kind 
with the Senator, for I know what would be my fate; but I will say 
to the Senator from Colorado, if my friend from Alabama will allow 
me one word, that if there are any perfect or completed grants in Col- 
orado this bill does not disturb them; it will leave them just where 
they are. 

Mr, MORGAN, There is no doubt about it that this bill does leave 
and intends to leave an imperfect description of what a completed grant 
is. All these grants stand upon their own bottom, and it they are good, 
valid grants, this bill does not interfere with them, because the court 
has no jurisdiction to touch them. But the Senator put to me a ques- 
tion and I will answer that first, That was whether any of these im- 
perfect grants above 11 Jeagues were excluded. 

Isay yes. I have no doubt of it, and I am informed that there are 
numbers of imperfect grants made by the states of Coahuilu and Sonora, 
and those grants came to us with the people when we acquired that 
territory. They were not perfect grants when we got them, and they 
were for more than 11 leagues. Now, what becomes of them? Of 
course they are gone; they are not provided for; they are impertect 
grants, not completed grants; and when I say ‘“‘imperfect’’ I do not 
mean one imperiect or illegal in the inception, but I mean a grant that 
was legal and is not completed. Imperfect grants in that sense com- 
ing from Sonora and Coahuila must receive the assistance of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in some form or other to become perfect, 
and we withhold from those grants the benefits of this bill, at least where 
they are more than 11 leagues. We say that the coart may confirm 
them to 11 leagues, but if they amount to 20 or 30 leagues the court 
shall not confirm them. 

I say that is the difficulty in the bill; it is the imperfection in the 
bill; and it results from the fact that perhaps critical attention has not 
been given to the real groundwork and foundation ot the origin of these 
different rights. A perfect grant trom Sonora the bill does not touch 
because the court has no jurisdiction of it. An imperfect grant irom 
Sonora the bill does touch, and the party must prosecute it here within 
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two years or lose his land, and if he proseeutes it within two years he 
can get but 11 leagues of it, although the state of Sonora granted 
him 20 leagues. That will not do. If it was in a Mexican terri- 
tory that would be exactly right, because the Mexican law since 1824 
limited grants by the federal government of Mexico within its terri- 
tory to 11 leagues. Sonora did not so limit her grants. Sonora has 
not so practiced. Sonora had the jurisdiction and ownership, and asa 
matter of course when we find an imperiect grant coming from Sonora 
we must go on if it is a valid grant and perlectit through this tribunal, 
but we can not limit it to 11 leagues and carry out the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo; it is impossible. But it is a right under the law of 
Sonora, expressly guarantied to the state, to conter upon a party by 
t, and we must not disregard it. 

Isay the bill is imperfect in that particular, and it ought to be 
amended. With that amendment in it I shall be satisfied with the 
bill, although I thought, and I still think, the bill is too narrow in 
another particular. It ought to reach into California and dispose of 
any undisposed of cases there. Iam informed that there are four or 
five which really need attention; they are hanging in the air; nobody 
has decided them, neither the surveyor-general nor any one else. No 
statute of limitation cuts them to pieces, as 1 understand, and they are 
there and ought to be disposed of. I think California ought to be in- 
cluded in the area of the jurisdiction of this court, 

J] at first thought with the Senator from Colorado that the transfer 
of the case from the special court into the Supreme Court of the United 
States, under the terms and conditions mentioned in the committee’s 
bill, was rather a dangerous and peculiar sort of proceeding, and I 
thought it would have the effect of transferring the title of every one 
of those cases here. It does in one sense, but the question is, onght it 
not to be so? 

Now, most of the supreme courts of the different States of the Union 
have a provision of law by which a new trial may be granted in the 
Supreme Court. When a bill of exceptions is taken it brings all the 
facts up for review before the Supreme Court as well as the law of the 
case. It is not so in my State, but it is so in a great many States, and 
it is said to be a very excellent system where the supreme court of a 
State can correct any errors of fact or grant a new trial upon the ground 
that the jury from the court below may have found against the weight 
of testimony or legal evidence. 

There is one thing about this that deserves attention. Necessarily 
anumber of these claims must depend upon very slim and a very un- 
satisfactory sort of evidence. The Mexican peopledid not keep their 
records with any very great degree of accuracy. A great many of them 
have been lost and destroyed, some maliciously, some by accident, and 
some by the mere lapse of time. So we may expect when these cases 
are brought before this tribnnal that the foundation rights of these 
different grants will be somewhat foggy, and they will not be very cer- 
tain. Affidavits have been made, old deeds have been made, letters 
have been written, and all that sort of thing, and lay around in the 
keeping of the claimants and in the archives of the different govern- 
ments, state or federal, in Mexico, and they will be paraded around. 
The court below, in the admission of this testimony and in giving 
weight to it, may take the ground that would be conclusive really of 
the decision of the cause, not upon a question of law, but upon a ques- 
tion of tact, in which the Supreme Court might find itself compelled 
to differ with them when it came to the final adjudication in case of 
a 5 8 

£ should say if there was any case that should ever come into the 
highest Federal court where the facts ought to be subject to the review 
of the court as in admiralty it should be this. The bill does not say 
in admiralty.’’ If it did it would be very clear what it meant, but 
it is the same general rule. I believe that would be a wise provision. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wort corr] is mistaken in his in- 
terpretation of that amendment in one particular, and that is that it 
is the right of either party to demand new proof in the court above— 
the Supreme Court. That is not the correct view of that clause. That 
is not what is meant by it. It is that the court, after it has looked 
through the record, if not satisfied with the state of the evidence, may 
proceed to have evidence taken in order to arrive at the real justice of 
the cause. That isin favcr of justice, in favor of equity, and there- 
fore I am willing to yield some chronic opinions of mine on the other 
side of it, being a common-law practitioner. Iam disposed to yield to 
that, and I think it would bea very good thing todo; certainly I shall 
not vote against the bill because that is in it; but when I first looked 
at it I was very averse to it and made an argument in this body 
against it. 

There are some other little matters which might be noted here, but 
I think we must do something to settle these titles outright. It is 
something the Government has engaged todo. We have been now 
forty years without having done what our duty is in this particular, 
585 Apacs better perform it even a little bunglingly than not perform 
t at all. 

This Committee on Private Land Claims, in its present organiza- 
tion and away back as long as I have been in the Senate, has been com- 
posed of the very best men we have, the ablest lawyers in this body, 
and they have looked through this subject time and time again, and 


in every direction, and it is with great trepidation that I got up here 
to-day to make a statement, which I think the committee have prob- 
ably overlooked, about the history of these land titles in Mexico, in the 
federal government and in the state governments; but this commit- 
tee have worked upon this matter until they have weighed every word, 
every syllable, and the allocation of every word in this bill, so as to 
pye to it what they conceive to be the wisest and most just expression 

wish to say that I think it will be a little rash on the part of the Sen- 
ate in the buzz and confusion of a general discussion here to disregard 
the advice of that committee upon this question. 

Mr. GRAY, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Alabama if in 
his opinion any judicial function whatever is conferred upon this tri- 
pene that is denuminated a court, and, if so, what that judicial func- 
tion 

Mr. MORGAN. It has, first, the judicial function of determining in 
a case made and docketed before it what is valid and what is invalid 
evidence. Then it has the judicial function of deciding according to the 
weight of evidence whether the plaintiff has a title or not. Then it has 
a further judicial function, if it finds that a grant has been completed 
as far as it could be consi-tently with the policy of the United States 
Government, to say that the change in the general policy of the suc- 
ceeding Government has been so radical that the court will she, 
and declare that part of the condition need. not be literally complied 
with, and that the grant stands good notwithstanding it has not been 
complied with in every particular, and in that case the distinction, as 
I understand, between a perfect grant and an imperfect one is that a 
grant that has been complied with in every particular according to its 
terms is a perfect grant, and one that has not been complied with in 
every particular according to its terms is an imperfect grant, and the 
Government of the United States must provide a way by which the 
imperfection may be accounted for and relieved against. 

The court in the exercise of its powers treats the equities of the party 
who has an incomplete grant inuring to him as giving to him a title to 
the land if the remaining terms or conditions of the grant can not be 
complied with by him, if the policy of the Government of the United 
States does not require otherwise. That is my view. 

Mr. GRAY, I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if it is 
anything more than appointing a commission with authority from Con- 
gress to confirma perfect grant or make good an incomplete one, 

Mr. MORGAN. It is a little more than that, because the adminis- 
tration of equitable rights belongs naturally under our system of gov- 
ernment, to the judiciary, and this power is given to this tribunal, and, 
therefore, I think it a judicial tribunal, because it has to do with the 
administration ot equitable rights. It has a judicial discretion, as all 
courts of equity must have in the administration of equitable rights, 
and where you confer a judicial discretion you make a judge out of 
the man upon whom you confer it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In view of the very wise suggestion made by the 
Senator from Alabama to the effect that there were certain grants which 
might have been made by Mexican authority which could not by law 
exceed 11 leagues, and in order to secure his support to this amend- 
ment and the support of those who agree with him upon this question, 
and in view of the fact that the amendment as originally offered was 
not sufficient to include all cases, I ask leave to substitute the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk for the one offered; so that clause 7 of 
section 13 shall read as I have there indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause will be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: : 
Seventh, No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
reater quantity of land than was originally granted by the Government un- 

p Pa which the claim had inception, or forany greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 

Mr. DAVIS. The hour is late, and it is obvious that this discussion 
can not be concluded this evening. I should like half an hour for the 
disposition of private pension bills on the Calendar which are not ob- 
jected to, and I move that the pending order be laid aside that the Sen- 
ate may proceed to their consideration. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have no objection to the motion of the Senator 
from Minnesota. I ask that the amendments to the pending bill may 
be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the pending bill be informally laid 
aside for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. HARRIS, That motion as made is out of order. It displaces 
the unfinished business. If the Senator will ask unanimous consent, 
I doubt not he can obtain it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the pending bill will be informally laid aside for the consideration 
of private-pension bills on the Calendar which are not objected to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
I shall move for an executive session before we adjourn. Ihope there 
will be a brief executive session. 


Si — 
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BANKRUPICY SYSTEM, 


Mr. PLUMB)’ I offer a resolution, to be read and printed, in order 
that I call it up to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptey 
be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with instruction to so amend 
the same as to provide a system of voluntary bankruptcy only, and as thus 
amended to again report the same to the Senate at the earliest practicable mo- 
ment. 


Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall ask the vote of the Senate 
on that to-morrow during the morning hour. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed, and lie 
on the table. 
CHARLES BARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Charles Barker, late of Company I, First Regiment North 
Carolina Volunteers, Mexican war, from $8 per month as now received 
under act of January 29, 1887, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET B. HAMILTON, 


The bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Harriet B. Hamilton, stepmother of William 
Hamilton, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MYRA E. LAKIN. 
The bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E. Lakin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 


poses 
sion-roll the name of Myra E. Lakin, widow of John W. Lawrence, 
late a second lientenant, Company C, Fifth New Hampshire Volun- 


teers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS FRANCES THATCHER, 


The bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the on-roll the name of Miss Frances Thatcher, the daughter of 
Abijah Thatcher, who served as a soldier in First Company, Twentieth 
Connecticut State Militia, in the war of 1812, and the granddaughter 
of Union John Thatcher, who served as a soldier in the war of the Rev- 
olution, and pay her a pension of $18 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that case be pee tor the present, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

ADELE JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Adele Jones was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Adele Jones, as widow of Jeremiah J. Jones, late 
private Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH V. AZPELL. 


The bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Az- 
pell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension-roll the name of Sarah V. Azpell, widow of Dr. 
Thomas F. Azpell, late assistant surgeon United States Army, and to 
y her $40 per month in lieu of the pension which she is now receiv- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY H. CURTIS. 

The bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Mary H. Curtis, dependent mother of Charles 

B. Curtis, deceased, late a private in Company B, First Vermont Heavy 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY W. HALEY. 


The bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W, Haley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Henry W. Haley, who was employed as a scout 
during the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report,submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
August 6, 1890, à 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4209) granting 
a on to Henry W. Haley, have examined the same and report: 

his is a bill to pension Henry W. Haley, now living near Orange City, in 
Valusia County, Fla., and who was employed as a scout daring te late warin the 
years 1862 and 1863, The services in this ca ty rendered Haley are veri- 
fied by Col, William P, Lyon, who commanded the Thirteenth Wisconsin Reg- 
iment, and was in command of that regiment at Fort Donelson, Tennessee, on or 
about the gd day of February, 1863. In testifying in this case Colonel Lyon 
makes affidavit to the following facts: 

“An attack was made on our troops at Fort Donelson, on the Cumberland 
River, by the Confederates, said to be commanded by Generals Wheeler and 
Forrest, and I was ordered by Col. W. W. Lowe, of the Fifth Iowa Cavalry, at 
Fort Henry to ge with my ment to Fort Donelson, to the relief of the t: 
there commanded by Colonel Harding of the Eighty-third Illinois Volunteers. At 
the time H. W. Haley, a loyal citizen of Tennessee, was acting as a scout in our 
service, and I took him with me on that expedition. Before reaching Fort Don- 
elson my advance guard encountered the pickets of the rebel force which had 
been thrown across the Fort Henry road. 

“Mr. 3 was with the advance by my order; a &kirmish followed, in 
which Mr. Haley was shot in the thigh, and severely wounded. As I recollect 
the facts his thigh was shattered and he was permanently crippled. Mr, Haley 
was intensely loyal to the Governmentand rendered valuable service asa scout. 
He impressed me asa brave and reliable man.“ 

etter to the member of the committee who makes this report, Colonel 
Lyon writes in regad to Haley: 

Fot being mustered in as a soldier, the general pension laws do not, I sup- 
pose, his case, He wasa most valuable scout, He was brave, sagacious, 
and trustwortby, and intensely loyal to our cause. He is now old and poor, 
No one is better entitled than he to the bounty of the Government.” 

Colonel Lyon was one of Wisconsin's best soldiers, and is well qualified to es- 
timate the value of this man’s service. He is now one of the associate judges 
of the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, and is justly regarded as one of 
the most valued citizens of the State. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LEVI H. NARON. 


The bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension- roll the name of Levi H. Naron, late a captain and chief of 
scouts in the United States Army during the late war, in the Depart- 
ment of the Mississippi, and to pay him a pension at the rate he would 
be entitled to had he been regularly mustered into service as acaptain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
August 5, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Levi H. Naron, have examined the same and rt 


The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensionsof tha: House of Representa- 
tives, hereto appended, is adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


HOUSE REPORT. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case was a citizen of Mississippi, and owner of a fine 

lantation at the breaking out of the late war. Being a strong Union man 

disposed of his property, came within the Union lines, and entered the serv- 

ice of the Government asa scout, He served as chief of scouts nearly during 
the entire war, under Generals Rosecrans, Dodge, Grierson, and others. 

While ona raid witn General Grlerson's forces in February, 1865, during an 
attack by the enemy his horse fell with him, severely ar sate his left hip, from 
Sis injury he is still suffering, as shown by the medical certificate on file in 

e case, 

There is no question. as to the incurrence of the disability, bnt his claim for 
pension has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that there is no 
provision in the general law under which he could be pensioned, 

The value of Mr, Naron’s services tothe armies in which he served is clearly 
serg by the testimonials of Generals Rosecrans and Dodge before your com- 
mittee, 

It has always been the rule of the House to pore pensions to scouts who 
were injured while in the performance of their duties, a fact which is shown to 
the satisfaction of your committee in this case. 

Naron is now old,much disabled,and in need of assistance from the Goy- 
ernment which he served so well. 

The bill is therefore returned, with the recommendation that itdo with 
the following amendment: Add “and pay him a pension at the rate he would 
be entitled to had he been regularly mustered into service as a captain.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE H. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pepsion of George H. Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-rolls, at $45 a month, the name of George H. Brown, late 
of Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARGARET A. JACOBY. 


The bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby 
was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It pro to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby, widow of San- 
ford Jacoby, late of Company F, Seventieth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARNEY M’ARDLE, 

The bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
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the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of an act 
ting pensions to the soldiers and sailors ot the Mexican war, and 
x other purposes, approved January 29, 1887, the name of Barney 
McArdle, a private soldier in Colonel Jackson's Georgia regiment in 
the war with Mexico. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JONAS H. KEEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5144) granting a on to Jonas H. Keen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jonas H. Keen, of Carter County, Tennessee, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. i 

W. H. OBRIEN. 


The bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien was con- 
sidered as in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of W. H. Obrien, of Tennessee, late a private of the Fourth Tennessee 
Infantry, on the pension- roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. ELLIOTT. 

The bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Elliott, Mexican veteran, at $30a 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. MILLER. 

The bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary L. Miller, dependent mother of Warwick 
W. Miller, late of Company F, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. KRIDLER. 


The bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Charles W. Kridler, late private of Company A, Fit- 
teenth United States Infantry, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN E. FREEMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Susan E. Freeman, of Mount Holly, Union County, 
Arkansas, widow of Roberson Freeman, late of Capt. John Cunton’s 
Company (Monroe Musketeers), Major Mark A. Cooper’s battalion, 
Georgia Volunteers, Florida war, 1836, and allow her a pension of $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATHEW LAMBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the 
Indian war was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Mathew Lambert, of Cham- 
pagnolle, Union County, Arkansas, who served in Captain Sander’s 
company of Alabama Volunteers, Indian war, 1836, and pay him the 
same pension as is allowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. DODGE. 


The bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Martha J. Dodge, an army nurse during the late 
war of the rebellion, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GABRIEL STEPHENS. 

The bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Gabriel Stephens, of Bradley County, Arkansas, who 
served in Capt. J. W. Pierson's company ot Tennessee Volunteers, In- 
dian war, 1836 and 1837, and to pay him the same pension as is al- 
lowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEPHEN PD. SMITH, 

The bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. 

Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ~It proposes to 
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place on the on-roll the name of Stephen D. Smith, late a private 
Company C, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers, at $72 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, MARY E. DICKEY. 

The bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Dickey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs, Mary E. Dickey, as widow of James 
M. Dickey, late a private in Company C, First Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOSES GRAHAM, 


The bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension-roll the name of Moses Graham, who was a 
private soldier in Company A, commanded by Capt. H. W. Taylor, in 
the First Regiment of Arkansas Mounted Volunteers, commanded by 
Col. A, Yell, in the war with Mexico, with an increase of pension to 
$20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 


LEWIS SOLOMON. 


The bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo- 
mon, a private in Company A, First Indiana Intantry, Mexican war 
service, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay Lewis Solomon, aprivate of Company A, First Indiana Infantry, 
Mexican war service, a pension of $40 per month, in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAY MARYIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Jay Marvin, late of Company D, First Regiment of United 
States Lancers, Michigan Ca i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS NELSON. 
The bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson was considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 


Thomas Nelson, late a private in Company E, Third Wisconsin In- 
fantry Volunteers, and subsequently second lieutenant of Company E, 
Forty-fifth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, to $45 per month. 
The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. DELPHINA P. WALKER. 


The bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs, Delphina P. Walker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Delphina P. Walker, stepmother of 
Melvin F. Walker, late a private in 3 B, Ninth Regiment 
Maine Volunteers, and to pay her $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH GUSHWA. 


-The bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa Was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Elizabeth Gushwa, mother of William Gushwa, 
ate a private of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA RAWLINGSON. 


The bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to p 
on the pension-rolls the name of Lucinda Rawlingson, widow of Thomas 
J. Lindsay, late a soldier in the war ot 1832, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALLEN MORRIS. 

The bill (H. R, 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Allen Morris, late a member of Company E, Second Regiment Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers in the war with Mexico, from $8 to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WIATT PARISH. 


The bill (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Wiatt Parish, late a soldier in the Black Hawk 
War, at 820 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REBECCA YOUNG. 


The bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-rolls the nameof Rebecca Young, surviving widow of James 
Herald, late of the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN L. LIN DEL. 


The bill (H. R. 5736) granting apension to John L, Lindel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John L. Lindel, late a private in Company C, 
Fiftieth Pennsylvania Infantry. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REV. THOMAS JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the peusion-roll Rev. Thomas James, of Rochester, N. Y., late a mem- 
ber of the military police attached to the Commissary Department and 
Freedman’s Bureau in the Department of Kentucky, and to pay him 
$12 per month. 

Mr COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present until I 
ean look at it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


GEORGE MURRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray wasconsidered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, atter the words ‘‘ directed to, 
in line 4, to strike out ‘‘admit the claim for heart disease and deafness 
in the case of George Murray, of Company G, Eighth Regiment Michi- 
gan Cavalry,” and iusert '‘ increase the pension of George Murray, late 
a private in Company G, Eighth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, and pay 
him at the rate of $30 per month from and after the passage or this 
act ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of George Murray, late a private in 


Company G, Eighth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, and pay him at the rate of 
. $30 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


O. E. HUKILL. 


The bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of O. E. Hukill, late of Company B, Eighteenth 
Towa Volunteer Infanery, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lien of that now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, EMMA A, STAFFORD. : 


The bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Emma A. Stafford, of Des Moines, 
Towa, a hospital nurse in the United States Army, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY EWALD, 


The bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Ewald, of Des Moines, Iowa, as 
_ the widow of Robert Ewald, late a member of Company D, Fourteenth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SANFORD KIRKPATRICK. 


The bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpat- 
rick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The preamble 
recites that Sanford Kirkpatrick, late a soldier of Company K, Second 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers, is now a pensioner at the rate of $24 per 
month, and he has recently been in the United States internal-revenue 
service, and in the discharge of his duty in such revenue service was 
shot and rendered blind. = 


The bill proposes to place upon the invalid pension-roll the name of 
Sanford Kirkpatrick at the increased rate of $40 per month in liewof 
the pension which he is now drawing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


THOMAS BEAUMONT. - 


The bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to increase 
the pension now granted to Thomas Beaumont so that he shall receive 
monthly the sum of $45. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

* 


ISAAC RISEDEN, 


The bill (H. R. 10033) granting a-pension to Isaac Riseden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Isaac Riseden on the pension-rolls and to pay him a ion as first 
lieutenant Company E, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ABRAHAM W, JACKSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Abraham W. Jackson, of Concord, Mass., late a 
captain in Company C, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. HARRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay John N. 
Harris, of Gurdon, Ark., late a private in Company H, commanded by 
Captain Crump, in the First Mississippi Regiment, commanded by Jeffer- 
son Davis, in the war with Mexico, a pension of $20 a month in lieu 
of that which he now receives, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STACEY KEENER. 


The bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman 
B. Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Stacey Keener, of Cypress Fork, Columbia County, Ar- 
kansas, the widow of Tillman B. Keener, deceased, who served in Cap- 
tains White and Keener’s companies, Alabama Militia, Florida war, 
and pay her the same pension as is allowed by law to the widows of 
the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDET. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Saw- 
YER August 28, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3587) grant- 
ing a pension to Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. Keener, who served in 
the Indian war, have examined the same and report: 

Beds Asta ged which this bill was passed by the House is concurred in, and 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3587) grant- 
ing a pension to Stacey Keener, haye considered the same and beg leave to re- 


port: 

The claimant's deceased husband, Tillman B, Keener. was a musician in Capt. 
Lawson J. Keener’s Com y of Col. William Wellborn’s Regiment Alabama 
Mounted Volunteers, Ind war, from April 19, 1837, to August 19, 1837. 

“The claimant prays a pension at the same rate as is allowed vy law to the 
widows of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

“She is old, has no income, and is supported by relatives. These facts are 
3 for by Mr. McRar, a Representative in Congress from the State of 

rkansas, 

“Your committee think the case a deserving one, and the passage of the bill 
is therefore recommended.” 

The bill is reported favorably, with the reeommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH E. LOCKETT. 


The bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth R. Lockett, of Village, Columbia 
County, Arkansas, widow of Osborn Lockett, late of Captain Reese's 
company of Alabama Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1836, and al- 
low her a pension of $3 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KATHERINE W. HOWELL. 


The bill (S. 3649) granting increase of pension to Katherine W. 
Howell was considered as in Committee of Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-rol], at $50 per month, in lieu of her present pen- 
sion of $30 per month, the name of Katherine W. Howell, widow of 
the late Brig. Gen. J: shua B. Howell, commander Third Division, 
Tenth Corps, United States Army. 


` 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY WELSH. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask permission at this time, as I 
desire to leave the Senate, to call up House bill 6032, which was passed 
over some time ago. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to 
Mary Welsh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Welsh, widow of 
Thomas Welsh, late a member of Company G, One hundred and filty- 
first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late war for the sup- 

on of the Southern rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MANN. 


The bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Manu was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Mann, late private in Company D, First 
Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $8 a 
month, he having been in the military service of the United States 
during the period of the Mexican war. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCINDA CHAPIN. 


The bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-rolls the name of Lucinda Chapin, the step mother of 
William A. Chapin, late a private in Company G, Twenty-eighth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers, who was killed in the battle +f Cedar 
Mountain, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, oraeied to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA EVANS. 


The bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Matilda Evans, the surviving foster parent of 
George Stokes, deceased, late of Company C, Sixty-third Regiment, 
and afterwards of the One hundred and fitth Regiment of Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J, TULLY. 


The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of John J. Tully, of the city of Louisville, Ky., 
and to pay him the same pension as is allowed by law to private sol- 
diers for the same degree of disability, he having become disabled from 
disease contracted in the Life-Saving Service of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over, 


JOHN A. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John A. Johnson, late major of Sixth Regi- 
ment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the one he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON RICH. 


The bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion to $40 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws provi for the payment of pensions to those afflicted 
with blindness, of Nelson Rich, late a private in Company D, Third 
Michigan Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY CAREY. 

The bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey was con“ 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy Carey, of Charlotte, Mich., at $12 per 
month, on account of disability resulting from disease contracted while 
serving as a hospital nurse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLETCHER GALLOWAY. 


The bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Fletcher Gailoway (insane),-late a private in 
Company D, Thirteenth Illinois Infantry, at $40 per month, the pen- 
sion to be paid to the guardian of the soldier. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


MARY A. GREEN, 


The bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Mary A. Green, widow of William A. Green, 

te colonel of the Twenty-ninth Wisconsin Infantry, at $30 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

RACHEL BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Rachel Barnes, widow of William Barnes, 
ate a private in Company I, Second United States Infantry, a soldier 
of the Florida war, and pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA L. CARAHER. 


The bill (H. R. 8210) granting a pension to Maria L. Caraher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words directed to,” to strike out 
place on the pension-roll the name and insert ‘‘ increase the pen- 
sion;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Maria L. Caraher, widow of 
Andrew P. Caraher, late u colonel in the United States Army, and pay hera 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, after the word “month,” in line 7, to 
insert from and after the passage of this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7. after the word month.“ it is pro- 
posed to insert from and after the passage of this act; so as to read: 

And pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month from and after the passage 
of thisact, subject to the provisions and limitations ofthe pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. d 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we have done enough work to-day. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on ten minates longer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is a House bill here which I should like 
to have passed. It will take but two or three minutes to reach it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will wait a few minutes, 


AGNES M. BRADLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of on to Agnes M. 
Bradley was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to pay Agnes M. Bradley, widow of George W. Bradley, late a captain 
and assistant quartermaster, United States Army, $30 per month in 
lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOPHIA J. DIMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sophia J. Dimick, widow of Edwin W. Dimick, 
Jate of Company A, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; ALEXANDER FORSYTH. 

The bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Alexander Forsyth, late of Company K, Eleventh Wis- 
consin Volunteers, to $30 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA M. SIPPELL. 

The bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes.to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Louisa M. Sippell, widow of William E. 
Pippen, of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer In- 

antry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISADORA RITTER. 

The bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick, was considered as im Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to placeupon the pension-roll the name of Isadora 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


oe 


Ritter, widow of Judson De Wolf Dimmick, late Major Eighty-second 
Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. BROWN. 


The bill (H, R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, It proposes to place the name of Mury L. Brown, de- 
pendent mother of Josiah R. Brown, Company K, Fifty-sixth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, deceased, upon the pension-roll at 812 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

3 DAVID SHIVELY. 

The bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively was 

It proposes to increase the 
on of David Shively, late of Company E, One hundred and four- 
nth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, from $36 per month 

to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET HETZEL, 


The bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the act entitled 
“An act to restore pensions in certain cases, approved June 9, 1880, 
shall be construed so as to include within its provisions Margaret Het- 
zel, Fairfax County, Virginia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARYETT VAILLE. 


The bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Mrs. Maryett Vaille on the pension-roll as the widow of Virgil L. 
Vaille, deceased, a soldier of Company I, Tenth Massachusetts i- 
ment, in the war of 1861 to 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABBIE R. REDDINGTON. 


The bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ pension-roll,”’ to strike out sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” and at the 
end of the bill to add *‘at the rate of $12 per month; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the jon-roll the name of Abbie R. Red- 
dington, dependent sister of Luke F. inson, late asailorin the United States 
Navy, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HETTIE M’CONNELL. 

The bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Hettie McConnell, widow of H. K. McConnell, 
Jate colonel of the Seventy-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, KATE LANE TOWNES. 

The bill (H. R, 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It fy naw to pase the name of Kate Lane Townes, widow 
of Col. Robert ‘ownes, late chief of staff of Ffteenth Army Corps, 
commanded by Maj. Gen. John A. Logan, United States Army, upon 
the ion-roll. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES B. REED. 

The bill (H. R. 10036) granting au increase ot peorien to James B, 
Reed was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of James B. Reed, and pay him a 
pension of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving, he being 
now in receipt of a pension of $8 per month on account of services ren- 
dered as a soldier in the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET PRATT. 


The bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt was con- 
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sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the- 
pera the name of t Pratt, mother ot Eugene A. Pratt, 
ate & private in Company H, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. W. ROBERTSON. 


The bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of J. W. Robertson, a soldier of the Indian war 
of 1836, and to pay him a pension of $20 month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

- NANCY CATO. 

The bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propeses to increase 
the pension of Nancy Cato, widow of William Cato, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, from $12 to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

D. M. MILLER. 


The bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of D. M. Miller, late a private in Company C, First 
Virginia Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES KNETSAR, 


The bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
8333 the name of James Knetsar, Who was a soldier in Capt. 

niel Powell’s company, in the First Regiment, commanded by 
Col. Hosea Pierce, in the Black Hawk war, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES H. MEANS, 


The bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension-rolls the name of James H. Means, of Nash- 
ville, III. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARY B. CUSHING, 


The bill (H. R. 11773) to inerease the ion of Mrs. Mary B. Cushing 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Mary H. Cushing, mother of the late Lieut. Alonzo 
H. Cushing, Battery A, Fourth United States Artillery, who was killed 
atthe battle of Gettysburgh; also the mother of Howard B. Cushing, 
late first lieutenant Third United States Cavalry, who was killed in bat- 
tle by Indiansin Arizona, in 1871; alsothe mother of William B. Cush- 
ing, commander United States Navy, who commanded at the sinking of 
the Confederate war-vessel Albemarle during the war of the rebellion, 
who died in 1877, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month in lien of 
the pension she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH PATTEN, 


The bill (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten was 
consilered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
ponner the nameof Elizabeth Patten, widow of Mighill H. Patten, 
ateof Captain Huxford’s company, First Regiment Maine State Militia, 
and to pay her a pension of $3 per month. 

The bill was reported to the te without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OLIVE M. HECHTMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Olive M. Hechtman, as volunteer nurse, at 
$12 per month. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL M’GARVEY. 


The bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael Me- 
Garvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Michael McGarvey, late of Com- 
pany K of the First Regiment Missouri Light Artillery, and now blind 
in both eyes, and to pay him the pension allowed for loss of both eyes, 
2 lieu of the pension now allowed him under certificate numbered 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CECILIA I, Woops. 
The bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Cecilia I. Woods on the pension-roll at $50 per month, in lien 
of the pension of $30 per month which she is now receiving on certifi- 
cate numbered 216636, as the widow of Charles R. Woods, late of Sev- 
enty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGIANA W. ‘VOGDES. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senate to take up Order of Business 1207, 
Senate bill 3532, granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes. It is a 
bill to the ge of which I believe the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] objected some monthsago. Isupposed it had been passed. 
I understand he has now no objection to it, ‘ È 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to 
Georgiana W. Vogdes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘at the rate of,” to strike out 
“one hundred ” and insert fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

ior be, and he is hereby, au- 
oeae ener een ee shaper hic eet ee name of 3 W. 
V. widow of Israel Vogdes, late colonel and brevet F 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ~ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that we 
have done enough work to-day. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes; I think so. X 

Mr. QUAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet to-morrow at 12 0’clock. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 
12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr, QUAY. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish there might be an executive session fora 
few minutes. There are some executive matters to be considered. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw my motion, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit a motion for an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticnt. ; 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After four minates spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 18, 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received by the Senate the 17th day of September, 1890, 
INDIAN AGENTS. 

Davis. Wade Matthews, of Salem, Oregon, to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Klamath agency in Oregon, vice Elisha L. Applegate, to 
be removed, 

Al Hussey, of McMinnville, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Grande Ronde agency in Oregon, vice Thomas N. Faulconer, re- 
signed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lient. James T. Kerr, regimental adjutant, to be first lien- 
tenant, August 30, 1890, vice Ruhlen, appointed assistant-quarter- 
master. 

Twenty-second Regiment of Infantry. 


Second Lieut: Henry C. Hodges, jr., to le first lieutenant, Angus 

30, 1890, vice Smith, appointed commissary-of subsistence, : 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. William H. W. James, to be captain, August 30, 1890, 
vice Gilmore, appointed assistant adjutant-general. 

Second Lieut. Joseph B. Batchelor, jr., to be first lientenant, August 
30, 1890, vice James, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. George Barnett, United States Marine Corps, to bea first 
lieutenant in that corps, from the Ist of September, 1890, tice First 
Lieut. William C. Turner, deceased. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 17, 1890. 


ae House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House on 
the bill (S. 645) A to Harrison Wagner, Mr. BELKNAP, 
Mr. Laws, and Mr. YODER. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Public Lands was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution in reference 
to the lands of the Union Pacific Railroad; and it was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


TENODOR TEN EYCK, 


Mr, GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to re- 
store Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him on the retired-list. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


ete., That the President be, and is, authorized and empowered 
former rank in the Army and pace upon the rotired-list of 
Army officers Tenedon Ten Eyck, late a n in the Eighteenth United 
States Torente: Provided, That the said Tenedon Ten Eyck shall be entitled to 
no pay and allowances as an army officer for the time he may have been out 
of military service, but shall, from the date of his restoration, be entitled to 
the Ar lowances pertaining to an officer of his rank on the retired- list: 
en x further, That he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of 
aci 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
R to zoote eee e 15 ck vA his 5 in tho AnaS and to place 

m upon the retired- Army officers, respectfully re R 

This case was considered by the Senate Committee on Military, Affairs in the 
Forty-seventh Congress and a favorable rej made thereon. 

It was also favorably considered by the Military Committee of the House in 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and th. Congresses, and your committee 
adopt the reportof the Military Committee of the House, — nae ay General 
Rosecrans, and, for the reasons therein set forth, recomm that the bill do 
pass, 


[House Report No. 2010, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5569) to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place 
him upon the retired-list of army officers, respectfully report: 

This matter was considered by the Senate Military Committee in the Forty- 
seventh Congress and a favorable report made thereon. 

The bill was also favorably considered by the Military Committee of the 
House in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, and your committee 
adopt the report of the Military Committee of the House, pre; by General 
Rosecrans, and, for the reasons therein set forth, recommend that the bill do 
pass, 


[House Report No, 1125, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


A similar bill was considered in the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congtesa, 
upon which the Senate committee made the following report: 


[Senate Report No. 745, Forty-seventh Congress, first seasion.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1745) to 
authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army and to place him upon the retired-list of army officers, beg leave to re- 


port: 

That an examination of the rs shows the following facts: Captain Ten 
Eyck entered the volunteer service as a private, and was commissioned as a 
enptain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry in 1862, In 1863 he was bre- 
vetted major, United States Army, for gallant conduct, and at the battle of Chick- 
amauga he was taken 8 After his exchange he rejoined his regiment, 
serving with it on the Western frontier until 1871, when he was dropped from 
the rolls under the provisions of the act of e of July 15,1870. As a gen- 
eral rule the committee bave not recommen the restoration to the Army of 
officers dropped under the 3 of this act, and they make an exception 
in the case of Captain Ten Eyck only for the following reasons: In 1870, while 
on sick-leave and a confirmed Invalid on account of diseases contracted in the 
line of duty, he was ordered before a medical board for examination, with a 
view to retirement, $ 5 

This beard, composed of two army surgeons, while admitting the 10 
character of the disease from which Major Ten Eyck was repo 
him as in their opinion fit for duty. But his health has not been restored, and 
certificates from a large number of pecan physicians, laid before the com- 
mittee, show that from the time of examination to the present he has been 
a great sufferer and a confirmed invalid. This fact indicates that the examin- 
ing board were mistaken in the opinion expressed, that Major Ten Eyck would 
be fit for duty. Subsequent events have shown that his health had been per- 
manently impaired at the time of his examination, and that he can look for no 
improvement in the future, - In view of these facts your committee this 
ease as an exceptional one, where justice requires Major Ten Eyck should 
be placed on the retired-list. ‘They therefore recommend the 8 the 
bill as amended by adding in the tweifth line the words, And pro fur- 
ther, that he shall receive no pension from and after 2 of this act.” 

The Senate committee of the present Congress made the following report: 


{Senate Report No. 418, Forty-cighth Congress, first session.] 


nor and they beg leave to report 


aa pers submitted shows the 2 
Captain Ten Eyck entered 


facts: 
e volunteer service as a private, and in 1862 he 
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was commissioned a captain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry. In 1863 
he was brevetted major for gallant conduct, and at the battle of Chickamauga 
he was taken prisoner. On account of illness he was paroled in 1864, and 
joined his regiment as soon as his health permitted him to do so, serving with 
t on the Western frontier until 1871, when he was dropped from the rolls under 
the provisions of the act of July 15, 1870. In this latter year, while on sick leave 
and a confirmed invalid on account of d contracted in the line of duty, 
05 was ordered betore a medical board for examination, with a view to his re- 
rement. 

This board, composed of two army surgeons, while admitting the chronic 
character of the diseases from which Major Ten Eyck was suffering, reported 
him, in their opinion, as not incapacitated for active service.” But certificates 
from prominent physicians who had known and attended Major Ten Eyck for 

‘ears show that his diseases were not 8 in 1870, but chronic, and that 

was not only not fit for duty then, but been unfit ever since. The testi- 
mony of these physiciaus and of other parties who know Major Ten Eyck in- 
timately, given under oath, have brought your committee to the conclusion 
the examining board were mistaken in the opinion expressed in his case. 
Had they pronounced him unfit for active service he would then have been 
placed on the retired-list, and it seems but justice to him that this should be now 
done. His bas gradually grown worse since 1870, and he is now a con- 
firmed invalid. As a general rule your committee have not recommended 
the restoration tothe Army of officers — — under the operation of the act of 
1870, but regarding the ease of Major Ten Eyck as an exceptional one, they rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill for his relief as amended by the committee. 

The affidavits submitted to the committee in reference to the health of Major 

Ten Eyok are transmitted herewith, to be appended to this report. 


1806 MICHIGAN AVENUE, Chicago, May 14, 1880. 


This is to 5 I, John E. Owens, M. D., a practicing physician in the 
city of Chi „III., treated at various times daar he years 1871, 1872, 1873,1874, 
Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck, of the city of Chicago, Ill., for chronic diarrhea, com- 
plicated atone time with 2 and great general debility and at other times 
with rheumatic gout; that said Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck has been a suf- 
ferer during this time, and that he has, in consequence of said suffering, been 
unable to perform manual labor. 

JNO. E. OWENS, M. D. 


Subscribedand sworn to before me this 15th day of May, A. D., 1880. 
{sEAL.] ACOB GROSS, 
Clerk Circuit Court of Cook County, Minois. 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, 
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT SIXTH DIVISION, 
Chicago, Ill., May 8, 1882. 
This is to certify that I have intimately known Capt. (Battalion Major) Teno- 
dor Ten Eyck, late Eighteenth United States Infantry, since early in 1858, and 
that I know him now to be, and always during that period to have been, a con- 
stant sufferer from chronic diarr! hemorrhoids, and inflammatory rheuma- 
tism, unfitted for any manual labor whatever. I further certify that at thetime 
he appeared before the retiring board, in 1870, he was an invalid, and had just 
arisen from a terrible sickness, and was by his physicians (Drs. Nash and Dyas) 
8 totally unfitted to make the journey in order to appear before that 


- WM. P. CAMPBELL, 
Chief Clerk Railway Mail Service, Sixth Division. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this Sth ay ot Mer. A. 0. 1882. 
[SEAL] FRED, MEYER, Notary Publie. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

On this 15th day of May, 1880, personally appeared before me, a clerk of the 
superior court in and for the county and State above written, William P. Camp- 
beil, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says: That he is chief clerk of the 
Railway Mail Service at Chicago, III.; that he been personally and very in- 
timately acquainted with Tenodor Ten Eyck, of said city of Chicago and State 
of Illinois, and late a captain in the Eighteenth iment of United States In- 
fgntry, since the year 1868, and that said Tenodor Ten Eyck has, during all of 
this tine, been and still is a constant sufferer from chronic diarrhea and hem- 
orrhoids, complicated, attimes, with rheumatism, and that said Tenodor Ten 
Eyck has been, during all of this time, and still is, unfitted for manual labor by 
reason of these infirmities, He further deposes and says that while said Teno- 
dor Ten Eyck has, 8 of this period of sickness, not been under 
direct and personal med 9 he, the said Tenodor Ten Eyck, has 
been obliged to continuously medicines previously prescribed for said ail- 


ments, 
ee ae ee that he Has na — 5 nr ng ly, in the 
rosecution m for n on the of sa nodor Ten Eyck. 
85 * yi WM. P. CAMPBELL. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of May, 1880, and I hereby 
certify that affiant is personally known to me; that he is o moral charac- 
ter, a man of truth and veracity, and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in 
the prosecution of this claim for pension on the part of Tenodor Ten Eyck. 
[SEAL] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk. 


STATE OFP ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

E. R. P. Shurly, being first duly sworn, on oath de and ave that he was 
lieutenant in the Twenty-seventh United States Infantry, second battalion, for- 
merly Eighteenth United States Infantry; that he is 1 with and per- 
sonally knows Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck, late of the Eighteenth United States 
Infantry; that in the month of July, A. D. 1867, he relieved Captain Ten Eyck 
of his command at Fort Phil. Kearney, Wyo., who was then suffering from diar- 
rhea and quite fll; that afterwards, in the fall of said year, this deponent saw 
Captain Ten Eyck at Fort Fetterman, Wyo., and that at that time he was so 
a with said disease that he was compelled to come east on sick-leave 

for medical treatment; that this deponent has resided in the city of Chicago 
and State of Illinois since the year A. D. 1870, and up to the present time contin- 
uously; that daring said period he has been on intimate terms with said Captain 
Ten Eyck, and knows the condition of his health, as he saw him nearly every 
two or three days, and that during all of said time said Captain Ten Eyck has 
suffered continuously with severe chronic diarrhea, as this deponent was in- 
formed and believes tom his appearance and illness, and has been incapacitated 
from all exertion and been disabled from obtaining his subsistence by manual 
labor by reason of said disease. And this deponent further says that he has no 
interest, direct or indirect, in the prosecution of his claim for pension. 

E. R. P. SHURLY, 

Brevet Captain and First Lieutenent, U.S. A. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1879. 
[SEAL.]) LAFAYETTE L. JONES, 
Notary Public, 


Since the year 1868, when first I prescribed for Major Ten ok, I have re- 

tedly been called on to prescribe for him, He has suffe from chronic 

iarrhea, hemorrhoids, and chronic rheumatism, with few intermissions of the 

latter, butcontinuously from the two former. I have, since I first knew hiin,con: 

sidered him a man of shattered constitution, and unable to perform efficiently 
any duty requiring even an inconsiderable application of physical power. 
W. GODFREY DYAS, 

Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Ireland, 


MAY 13, 1590, 
Subscribed and sworn to before mo this 13th day of 88 A. D. 1880. 
[sear] JOHN J. HEALY, Clerk, 


I certify that I have been acquainted since 1868 with Maj, T. Ten Eyck. 
He was then suffering from chronic diarrhea and hemorrhoids. He was under 
my professional care for three years after that year. I considered him then and 
since as a man of shattered constitution. In addition to other affections, he 
has been laid up with chronic rheumatism, the result of previous hardshipsand 


privations, 
W. GODFREY DYAS, M. D., 
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, Dublin. 
Curcaco, May 3, 1882. * 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

John H. Hollister, being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he is a physi- 
cian and surgeon practicing in the city of Chicago and State of Ilinois; that 
he professionally attended Capt. Tenodor Ten Eyck in the years 1877 and 
1878, and that at the present time said Captain Ten Eyck is under his profes- 
sional] care, and that he was then, and now is, prostrated from the effects of se- 
vere diarrhea, which has continued in a chronic form, alternating with hemor- 
thoids, and wholly incapacitating him from all exertion, and disabling him from 
attending to any business; and that I have no interest, direct or indireet, in the 


prosecution of this claim for pension. 
JOHN H. HOLLISTER, M. D. - 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, A. D. 1879. 
LAFAYETTE L. JONES, 
Notary Public, 


STATE or II x O, County of Cook, ss: 


W. Godfrey Dyas, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a phy- 
sician and surgeon, practicing in the cit of Chicago and State of Illinois; that 
he professionally attended Maj. T. Ten Eyck from the months of August, A. D. 
1868, up to September, A. D. 18,0; that during all of said period said Maj. T. Ten 
Eyck was prostrated from the effects of severe diarrhea, which continued in a 
chronic form, alternating with hemorrhoids, and incapacitating him from all 
exertion; and that I have no interest in his application for pension. 
W. GODFREY DYAS, M. D. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of Febrnary, A. D. 1879. 
[sear] HENRY B. MASON, 
Notary Public, 


This certifies that I, the undersigned, am a 3 physician in the city of 
Chicago, and that I have personally known Tenodor Ten Eyck, formerly a cap- 
tain in the Eighteenth United States Infantry, since October 11, 1872; that I have 
seen him frequently during that time,and know his health to be so seriously 
impaired from rheumatism and chronic diarrhea as to unfit him during a great 

of the time for the performance of manual labor. 

Witness my hand this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 


A. REEVES JACKSON. 
STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1880. 
E. F. C. KLOKKE, 
Clerk of the County Court of Cook County, Illinois. 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


On this 17th day of May, 1880, personally appeared before me, a clerk of the 
superior court in and for the county and State above written, Tenodor Ten 
Eyck, who, being duly swora, deposes and says that he is the identical per- 
son whose claim for pension is now before the Department of Pensions at 
Washington, D. C., numbered 268320, He further deposes and says that from 
and since his release as a prisoner of war (being at the time a captain in the 
Eighteenth Regiment of United States Infantry), to and including the date 
afore written, he has been and is a constant sufferer from chronic diarrhea and 
hemorrhoids; that since the date of his discharge from the Army he has been 
and continues to be untitted for manual labor by reason of these disorders: com- 

licated at times by rheumatism. He further deposes and says that, while 

t has not been necessary or convenient for him at all times to have personal 
medical attendance, he has, since the date of his discharge from the Army 
(being January 1, 1871), been compelled constantly and continuously to use 
medicines prescribed at different periods to check and restrain said diarrhea. 
TENODOR TEN EYCK. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 17th day of May, 1880; and I here! 
— that I have no interest, directly or indirectly, in the prosecution of th 
aim. 
[seAL.] JOHN J, HEALY, Clerk. 


It 1 from the testimony of various officers of the Army before this 
committee that the services of Major Ten Eyck during the war were efficient 
and es and he was brevetted major for faithful and distinguished 
service, * 

After the war be was highly regarded by his brother officers and his military 
services esteemed, but that he was a confirmed invalid, bis disability growing 
out of exposure in prison life. This is further eviden by the testimony upon 
which the Pension Office has issued certificate No, 169383, allowing him $20 a 
month on account of chronic diarrhea and hemorrhoids contracted during im» 

risonment from September 1, 1863, to December, 1864, in Libby, Macon, and 

Arleston prisons. 

When it was found that officers reporled by the General of the Army and de- 
partment commanders, under section 1! of the act of July 15, 1870, as incompe- 
tent for the performance of their military duties, for reasons other than wounds 
received or disabilities incurred in the service, would fail to get the hearing 
which that section authorized before a board for lack of time, it was decided to 
press into service the power of transfer given to the President in section 12 of 
said act in order to sweep into the supernumerary list all of them. Ca n Ten 
Eyck wasone. He had been sick for over a year, and the testimony before the 
committee satisfies us, as it seems to have done the Senate committee, that his 
disability resulted from his exposure to the privations of prison life. 

In this view of the case the committee has no doubt that had Captain Ten 
Eyck been examined by the commission over which General H: presided 
he would have been sent to the retired-list, The object of this bill is to enable 
the President to do now that which ought to have been done to this officer, and 
your committee recommend its passage. 


1890. 
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Si 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will not object in this case, although in the past 
I have objected in somewhat similar cases, There seems to be this 
distinction in favor of this officer, that he had applied for a d 
or to be placed on the retired-list before his service ended or before he 
was mustered out. for that reason I do not in the objection 
which I think generally ought to be made to this of bills, going 
into private life, taking up citizens and putting them upon the retired- 
list of the Army. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
in this case the disability turned out to be permanent, although it was 
not supposed to be so at the time. 
ard GEAR. There was a mistake on the part of the examining 

rd, 

The committee recommended an amendment changing the name in 
the bill trom ‘*Tenedon ” to Tenodor.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS-AMERICAN ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER COMPANY. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican 
Electrie Light and Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and Power Com- 
pany, a corporation organized and created under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of Texas, be, and is hereby, authorized aud empowered to con- 
struct, own, maintain, and operate its wires across the Rio Grande River 
between the city of Eagle Pass. in the State of Texas, and the city of Porfirio 
formerly known as Piedras Negras, in the State of Coahuila, in the Re- 

of Mexico, at such point as may be most convenient to suid corporation: 
That said wires shall not interfere with the free navigation of said 
river, and in case of any litigation arising from an obstruction or alleged ob- 
struction to the free navigation thereof, caused or alleged to be caused by said 
wires, the case may be tried before the district court of the United States for the 
western district of Texas: And provided also, That Congress reserves the right 
to withdraw the powerand authority conferred by this act in case the free navi- 
on of the river shal! at any time be substantially or materially obstructed 
y said wires, or for any other reason, and to direct the removal of said 7 
or necessary modifications thereof, at the cost and expense of the owners of sai 
wires; and Congress may at any time alter, repeal, oramend this act: And pro- 
vided fur her, That the consent of the Mexican state of Coahuila and of the proper 
authorities of the Republic of Mexico shall have been obtained before the con- 
struction of said wires shall be commenced, = 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 5 


passed 
By unanimons consent, the bill (H. R. 5702) of like tenor was laid on 
the table. 


bl 


REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 1629) to amend section 4414, Title 
I, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in regard to the regu- 
lation of steam-vessels. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, etc., That section 4414 ot the Revised Statutes be amended to 
read as follows: 


— of hulls and one inspector of boilers, namely: The districts of New 
or 


Wheeling, W. Va.; Superior, Mich.; Burlington, Vt.; Apalachicola, Fla.; Gal- 
veston, Tex.; Mobile, Ala.; and Provid 15.1 3 

“The inspector of hulls and the ins rof boilers in the districts enumer- 
ated in the preceding paragraph shall be entitled to the following salaries, to 
be paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, namely + 

“In ees inspecting less than one hundred steamers, to a salary of $1,200 
per year enc 

In districts inspecting over one hundred and less than one hundred and 
fifty steamers, to a salary of $1,500 per year each, 

In districts inspecting over one hundred and fifty and Jess than two hun- 
dred steamers, to a salary of $1,800 per year each. 

In districts inspecting two hundred and less than three hundred steamers, 
toa of $2,000 per year each. 

In districts inspecting three hundred and less than five hundred steamers, 


to a salary of $2,250 poraa 
In districts i ng five hundred steamers and upward, to a salary of 
$2,500 per year eac 


The Supervising Inspector-General shall report to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers inspected in each 
Joeal district in that year, which number shall be the basis upon which shal! be 
determined the salaries to be paid to local inspectors for the following fiseal 
2 in the ratio described in the ee paragraphs of this section. And, 
in addition, the Secretary of the ury may appoint, upon the nomination 
of the supervising inspector of the district, in collection districts were there 
are two hundred and twenty-five steamers and upward to be inspected an- 


nually, assistant inspectors, at a salary, for the district of New York, of $2.000 
a year each; for the districtsof New Orleans, La., Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore, 


Mä., Boston, Mass., and San Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per 
other districts, ata salary not exceeding $1, 
a clerk to any such board ata compensation not exceeding $1,200 a year 


year each; and forall 

a year each; and pen he ata 

ng each 

person so apporto; Every ins r provided for in this or the preceding 

sections of title shall be paid for his actual and reasonable maste ex- 

penses, at the rate of 8 cents per mile, incurred in the performance of his duty, 

together with his actual and reasonable expenses for transportation of instru- 

ments, which shall be certified and sworn to under such instructions as shall be 

* — 2. That tine eat Cirina] en il be d th is hereby, repealed. 
EC. d ol sect: „and the same 8 

Sec, 3. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1890, 


aoe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I will 
ask to have the report read. It seems to me that the bill revolution- 
izes the whole system of paying inspectors of boilers, and I think it in- 
creases the salaries also. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It does not revolutionize; it equalizes. 

The report (by Mr. STOCKBRIDGE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to which was referred the bill (S. 1629) to 
amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, — — 
lation of steam-vessels,” which bill passed the Senate easier gt Bag’ 1390, having 
considered the same, together with the recommendations of Treasury De- 
partment relative thereto, ully report: 

That they recommend that the said bill do pass without amendment, and 
they annex hereto a letter from the Supervising Ing: eral of Steam- 
Vessels relative to the same, as a part of this report, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, unless a better explanation is made 
than is contained in that report, and until the effect of the bill u 
the salaries is shown, I shall have to object to its present considera 
Mr. Speaker, it is understood that the right to object is reserved? 

TheSPEAKER, It is. The House will please come to order. Here 
is a bill which is said to be of importance. The House can probably 
find out whether it is or not, if gentlemen will have the kindness to 
take their seats. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am sorry that the chairman of the committee 
is not here, because the committee has sanctioned the bill and it has 
also sanctioned a proposed amendment in line 12 or 13, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] de- 
sires that the gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER] ex- 
plaia the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Will the gentleman yield to me for that pur- 

Ed 
lr. VANDEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know specifically what salaries are 
increased and what salaries reduced. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that the purpose of this bill is to reclassify the inspectors of the steam- 
boat service. These inspection districts have been created from time 
to time through a long series of years, the compensation of the in- 
spector in each case being fixed absolutely in the act creating the dis- 
trict. There has thus grown up in many cases a great disproportion 
between the work performed and the salaries paid. It has therefore 
been recommended by the Treasury Department that the vessel-in- 
spection service of the country be reclassified, grading the salaries paid 
according to the work performed as measured by the number of ves- 
sels i For this purpose the present bill was introduced, and 
it has passed the Senate. In certain districts the salaries are increased; 
in certain others they are decreased, the result being as follows: 

The gross amount of the increases proposed by the bill, estimating 
the salaries upon the basis of the number of vessels i during 
the past year, is $19,400; the decreases amount to $8,400, leaving an 
apparent increase of $11,000. But in connection with this there is to 
be considered this further fact, that the bill proposes the establishment 
of one new district, that of Providence, R. I., the expenses of which 
have heretofore been paid out of extra appropriations forthe port of Bos- 
ton, such payments for this service having amounted during the last 
fiscal year to a little over $3,000, This is now madea new district, the 
salary being fixed at $3,000. So that the actual increase of expense in 
the present districts is only $8,000. If the gentleman from Indiana 
desires to know the effect of the bill as to any particular district I shall 
be happy to inform him. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HAUGEN. It this matter is going to lead to any extended dis- 
cussion I want to call for the regular order. It is impossible at any 
rate to understand in this part of the House what is going on. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, As I understand this report 

Mr. HAUGEN. I believe I must call for the regular order—the 
election case. i 

Mr. FARQUHAR. T hope the gentleman will withbold that call 
for a moment. This is an important bill involving the whole marine 
interests of the United States, not the interests of one election district, 
and we are, I presume, half through the discussion already. 3 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this bill fixes the compensation 
of the inspectors at so much for each inspection, and does not limit the 
ee N ay which may be made. If = is the fact I do 
not see but that there may be a very increase of expense. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There can not eae 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker 


10150 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], 
as the Chair understands, calls for the regular order. 


` Mr. MOFFITT. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not in- 
sist on the regular order as against this very im t bill. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Iam not disposed to cut this matter if it does 
not take too long to dispose of it; but it looks as though we might 
have a lengthy debate on the subject, and I rather feel it my duty to 
insist on the regular order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I cannot see why the whole marine interests of 
the country should be set aside by a demand for the regular order. 
This debate will not occupy fifteen minutes. The figures are all plain. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If by unanimous consent this debate can be closed 
in five minutes I will yield, if not I must insist on the call for the 

ar order. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I hope the gentleman will allow at least ten 
minutes instead of five. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. In response to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
KERR] I desire to say that, under existing law, vessels are required to 
be annually, ‘These salaries are fixed on the basis of the 
number of vessels inspected during the year under the provisions of 
law providing for the inspection of steam-vessels. So that the theory 
of the gentleman from Iowa is groundless. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can not a vessel be inspected more than once 
a year under the law? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. There is only one inspection annually. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is all. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Does not this bill change the law so as to do 
away with the compensation by salary and provide for a compensation 

fees? 
1 8 STOCKBRIDGE. It does not; these are to be salaried officers. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the report. 
The Clerk read awhile ago only the formal part of the report, which 
did not give any information at all. But the report refers to a letter 
from the Supervising Inspector, which was not read, but which is the 
gist of the ees 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask that that letter be read. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask that the letter which I now send to 
the desk, and which gives fuller information than the letter printed 
with the report, may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Orrick OF SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF STEAM-VESSELS 
Washington, D. C., 26, 1890, 
Sin: I have the honor to 8 the receipt of a letter from the clerk 
ittee on merce of the United States Senate, inclosing Senate 
to fix com tion of inspectors of hulls and boilers in certain dis- 
triots of the United and requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to fur- 
nish the committee with such tions touching the merits of the bill as he 
may deem proper, as to the p: ty of its passage, the whole referred to this 
office for report, $ 

I bave the honor to report that the special object of the bill presented is to in- 
“crease the pay of the local i ors in the districts of Michigan and Superior, 
in the State of Michigan; in district of Michigan, from $900 to $2,000 per an- 
and in the district of Superior, from $800 to $1,500 per annum. While the 
ples of this bill meet the hearty approval of this office, the work done in 
5 offices does not, in my judgment, entitle them to the salaries 
asked for in the biil. A raise to $1,200 in the Su or district, and to $1,500 in 
the Michigan district ought to be fair compensations for the work performed in 
districts, and if bill is ; but 


Treasury, as embodied in his annual report to the Fifty- 
Congress, page 89, as follows: “Existing statutes fix different rates of bay 
for the inspecting officers of the several ports, and the present result is great in- 
equality aud injustice. Itisadvised that the Department be authorized to newly 
rate the salaries within the limits of the appropriation for the service.” 
The necessity for a general — 2 in the law in regard to equalizing the sala- 
* ries of inspectors may be inferred from the fact that as the law now is there are 
inspectors who inspect as many as one hundred and eighty steamers annually, 
at salaries of $900 per annum. like Michigan, one of the ports named in Senate 
bill 1530; while, in another port inspecting only seventy-one steamers annually 
the inspectors receive annually $2,000 per annum, The substitute bill roposed 
(now Senate 1629) if passed will increase the total of salaries to be paid local in- 
spectors toa sum approximating $9,000 per annum, whereas, to raise the salaries 
of inspectors by separate bills in each case to what the extremely low paid 
officers are equitably entitled to, to insure the services of competent men, 
would increase the total ofsalaries over that now paid to a sum approximating 
agoa ber double the sum required under the plan of general equalization in 
the sabstitute bill transmitted herewith. 
Very respectfully, 
JAMES A, DUMONT, 
Supervising Inspector-General. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


PR hfe as Ts there objection to the present consideration of 
? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think I will object. I do not believe any 

such bill ought to pass increasing salaries without discussion. 
Mr. COLEMAN. This reduces salaries. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAUGEN, I call for the regular order. I call up now the 
contested-election case of Langston vs. Venable. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. And I raise the question of consideration. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report 
from a committee of conference for present consideration. l 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And against that I raise the ques- 
tion of consideration. This conference report ought not to be adopted. 
It does incalculable injustice to the people. It confirms and ts 
lands to railroads which beiong to honest settlers and frontier miners. 
The lands forfeited are of but little value. This measure is one of the 
most 7 5 swindles which have been submitted to this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The seport will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I have called up what I suppose to be 
a privileged matter. If this conference report takes ence over 
the election case I have nothing to say, but I have called up that case, 
and, so far as I know, the call has not been withdrawn or disposed of. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the question of order is raised against this report 
I desire to be heard upon it. Under the rules of the House it has been 
repeatedly held, and I have precedents under my hand for it, that this 
question of the consideration of such reports ranks other questions of 
privilege. 

Mr. ROWELL. I would like to appeal to my colleague. After a 
week engaged in fruitless fighting to get this case up because of the 
lack of a quorum, it seems to me it is now important that we should 
go on and dispose of it. The gentleman therefore should be willing to 
stand aside and let the case come up. 

Mr. PAYSON, There is no difficulty in getting the case up if mem- 
bers will remain as others have done and do their duty. Other mem- 
bers have remained here during the entire session and are willing to 
remain until the end. I insist upon the report. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Hainer Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for other 


purposes; f F 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wil- 


T; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. Newton W. 
Nutting; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print eulogies on Hon. Samuel J. 
Randall. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 

urposes, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed 

r. PLUMB, Mr. Pettigrew, and Mr. WALTHALL conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (5. 250) making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 544) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Bar Harbor, in the State of Maine; 

A bill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation purposes: 

A bill (S. 2198) for marking the lines of battle and the positions of 
troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace; 

A bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase 
**Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com- 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war;’’ 

A bill (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the unsold 
portion of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the Dear- 
born arsenal, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner- 
general, and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner, to the 
Barcelona Exposition; z 

A bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians 
to Jease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and 
to confirm existing leases; 

A bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 122) to print the eulogies on Hon. James B. 
Beck; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission having charge 
of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblem- 
atic devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of 
Washington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, 
to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted 
by the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution providing an appropriation for the base of the statue of La- 


1890. 
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fayette, just reported in the message from the Senate, be taken up and 

mt upon its passage, I think there can be no possible objection to it. 

country owes to Lafayette’s memory a debt of reverence and grati- 

tude which even this monument will only very inadequately pay. I 
hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. McMILLIN. To take up now and dispose of the resolution just 
reported from the Senate in regard to the Lafayette statue. It will 
take but a moment, I think. t 

Mr. HAUGEN. LTobject.. That isa matter that will keep. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, the American citizen who 
would not be willing to do justice to the memory of Lafayette is a de- 
cidedly B pooo lar American citizen, to say the least. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Let us do justice to the living first and we will 

y our respects to the dead afterwards. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. He likes Langston better. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue the reading of the report 
of the committee of conference on the forfeiture of certain railroad land 


grants. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands hereto- 
fore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 8 for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to said bill,and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike out 
all of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert tlre following: 


“ That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all heretofore granted to any State or to 


any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed and in opera- 
tion, for the construction or benetit of which such lands were granted; and all 
such lands are declared to be a part of the public domain: Provided, That this 
act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or station grounds of 
any railroad company heretofore granted. 

of this act, are actual 


Spo. 2. That persons who, at the date of the passage 

settlers in good faith on any of the lands hereby forfeited, and are otherwise 
ualified,on making due on said lands under the homestead law within 
ax months after os panaga of this act, shall be entitled to a preference right 
to enter the same under the provisions of the homestead law and this actand 
shall be regarded as such actual settlers from the date of actual settlement or 
occupation; and any 8 who has not heretofore had the benefit of the 
or ion law. or who has failed from ery fewer to perfect the 

title toa tract of heretofore entered by him underei of said laws, may 
make a second homestead entry under the provisions of this act. The Seere- 
y t me Interior shall make such rules as will secure to such actual settlers 

ese rights. 

SO. A. That in all cases where being citizens of the United States, 
or who have declared their intention to become such, in accordance with the 
naturalization laws of the United States, are in 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by 
States, er written contract with, or license from, the State or corpora- 
tion to which such grant was made, or its ass gnees, executed prior to January l. 
1888, or where persons may have settled said lands with bona fide intent to secure. 
title thereto by purchase from the State or corporation when earned by compli- 

with the conditions or requirements of the : ting acts of 
on 


entitled to 
lands: Provided further, That the oe of this section shall not apply to 
any lands situate in the State of lowa on which any person in good falta hen 
made or asserted the right to make s pre-emption or homestead settlement: 
And ed further, That nothing in this act contained shali be construed as 
limiting the rights granted to purchasers or 3 An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land ta made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes,’ aj 
proved March 3, 1887, or as repesling, altering, or amending said act, nor as in 
any manner affecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser 
against his grantor for breach of any covenants of title, 

“Sro. 4. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act fora grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,’ approved May 17, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
ing the time for the eee of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 

nesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1865, and also 
section 6 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State.“ approved July 4, 1566, so far as said sections are applicable to 
lands . within the in nity limits of said grants, be, and the same 
; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act 
1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act — 
gas grant of lands to the State of Iowa in alternate sections to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State.“ ap; roved May 15, 1556, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior 
to reserve any lands but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles ted 
limits of the roads mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or the act of which 
the same is N N 

“Suo. 5. That if it be found that any lands 8 to the 
Northern Pacific Rallroad Company and so resumed by the U; States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known asthe‘ line,’ 


being a line drawn from Wallula, Re ream easterly to the southeast corner of 
south 


the northeast one-fourth of the quarter of section 27, in township 7 
north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian, all persons who had ac- 
quired in good faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad 8 to any 
on 


assigns, as the case be, shal be entitled to p the 
or 5 the United States, at ay time r to the expira- 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain by the provisions of this act, at the rate of $2.50 per acre, 
and to receive patents — upon proof before the proper land office of the 
fact of such acquisition, possession, or improvement, and ent therefor, 
without limitation as to quantity: Provided, That the rights of way and riparian 
sights heretofore attempted to be conveyed to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, by the Northern Pacifico Railroad Company and the Central Trust 
Company of New York, by deed of conveyance dated August 8, 1888, and which 
are deseribed as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being % feet on each 
side of the center line of a water-pipe line, as the same is staked out and located, 
or as it shall be hereafter finally located according to the provisions of an act 
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of m approved November 25, 
1885, providing for the means to supply the city of Portland with an abun- 
dance of fines pi ure,and wholesome water over and across the following de- 
scribed tracts of land: Sections 19 and 31 in township I south, of range 6 east; 
sections 25, 31, 33, and 35 in township | south, of range 5 east; sections 3and 5 
in township 2 south, of range 5 cast; section Lin township 2 south, of range 4 
east; sections 23, 25, and 35 in township 1 south, of range 4 east, of the Wil- 
lamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, forfeited by this act,are hereby con- 
firmed unto the said city of Portiand, in the State of Oregon, its successors and 
assigns, forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbefore-described strip of 
land, over and across the above-deseri sections forthe ose of construct- 
ing, maintaining, and repairing a water-pipe line aforesai 7 
“BEC. 6, That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 


of Mississippi, for the parpena of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf o. 


or with the allowance or 8 
on or 
ede ee or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 1890, arisin; 
ed by actual 


relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and claim in 
and to all such lands as have been sold, entered, or claimed, as aforesaid, then 
the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shall not apply to or in 
any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State of 
Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf and e Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeastern 
Railroad in said State, until one year after the pee of this act. And there 
may be selected and certified to or in behalf of said company lands in lieu of 
5 —— 5 to be 5 to segues op 8 2 

mits o 0 nt nearest to and opposite such part o ne us may 
be constructed at the e of selection. ` 

“Sec, 8. That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 
entitled to the quantity of land earned by the construction ofits road (rom Girard 
to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in 
settlement and pple tl Sd — on the benefit of said company the lands earn 

ere 


thereby shall include the landssold, conveyed, or rwise disposed 
of by said com y, not to exceed the total amount earned by said com yas 
aforesaid. An con- ` 


the title of the purchasers to all such lands are here 
firmed so far as the United Statesare concerned. 

But suchsettlement and certification shall not includeany lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of Janu- _ 
ary, 1890, arising orasserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States, 

“The right hereby given tothe said railroad company is on the condition that 
it shall within ninety days from the eof this act, by resolution ofits board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, 
and claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant as have hereto- 
fore been sold by the officers of the United States for cash, where the Govern- 
ment still retains the purohase-money, or with the allowance or approval ofsuch 
officers have been entered in th, under the pre-emption or homestead 
laws, or, as are claimed, under the homestead or pre-emption laws as aforesaid, 
and the right and title of the persons holding or claiming any such lands under 
such sales, or entries, are hereby confirmed, and al} such claims under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws may be perfected as provided by law. Said com- 
pany to have tho right to select other lands, as near as practicable to con- 
structed road, and within indemnity limita, in lieu of the lands so relinquished. 
And the title of the United States is hereby relinquished in favor of all persons 


holding under any sales the local land officers, of the lands in the nted 
limits of the Alabama and Flo Railroad nt, where the United States 
ete aegis the purchase-money, buf without liability on the part of the United 
tates. 
L.E. PAYSON, 
E. J. TURNER, 
Managers on the part of tha House. 
P.B. PLUMB, 
J. N. DOLPH, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. ROWELL. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
consider the report ? 

2 question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, 
noes 

Mr, O'FERRALL. I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. we 

Mr. PAYSON. I will withdraw the report forthe present, as the 
majority evidently preter not to go on with the case to-day. 

Mr. O'FEKRALL. I object to the withdrawal. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it canonly be withdrawn by con- 
sent now, the yeas and nays having been demanded. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the Chair hold that the consideration ean not 
be withdrawn? The last vote shows quite a majority against it, and I 
am unwilling to pike up the time of the House. 


The SPE The gentleman had a right to demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. But before that—before the yeas and nays were or- 
dered, or at least before any announcement was made on the demand 


for the yeas and nays—I withdrew the report, 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think that it can be withdrawn 


without consent, and the gentleman trom Virginia objects. 
‘The Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; aud there were—yeas 63, nays 116, not 
voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—63, 
A . De Lano, McClellan, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss loe, McRae, penart Tex. 
s Forney, Moore, Tex. Stockbridge, 
Barwig, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, dale, 
Boat ner, Gifford, Oates, ey, 
Caruth, Herbert, O Ferrall Townsend, Colo 
Cheadl Hermann, Owens, Ohio Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala, Hill, Parrett, ‘Turner, 
Clements, Holman, Payson, Vaux, 
Cobb, Hooker, Penington, Wheeler, Ala, 
Cowles, Kilgore, Price, Wike, 
Crain, Lanham. Quinn, Wiley, 
Crisp. Lester, Va. Reilly, Wilkinson 
Culberson, Tex. Lewis, Richardson, Williams, Tl. 
Cummings, Magner, Sayers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cut M y, Sherman 
NAYS—116. 
Ad: Coleman, y, Ray, 
Allen, Mich. 2 La Follette, Reed, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans, Conger, Lansing, Reyburn, 
Arnold, g. ws, Rife, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa. Lehlibach, Rock well, 
Atkinson, W. Va. zoll. e, Rowell, 
Banks, Darlington, McComas, Russel 
Dingley, McCormick, Sanford, 
Bayne, Dolliver, McDuttie, Sawyer, 
Beckwith, MoeKinley, Scranton, 
Belknap, Evans, iles, Scull, 
Bergen, Farquhar, Moffitt, Simonds, 
rast F erston, Morey, Smith, W. Va. 
“i Flick, orrill, Smyser, 
Boutelle, Funston, Morse, Spooner, 
Bowden, Gear, Mudd, Stephenson, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Nu Stewart, Vt. 
Brosius, Grout, O’ Donnell, Struble, 
Brower, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows, 2 Osborne, Taylor, J. D. 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Ind, Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldwell Hitt, yne, Thomas, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Perkins, Thompson, 
Cannon, ouk, r, Townsend, Pa. 
Carter, Kelley. ‘ost, Walker, 
Caswell, Kennedy, Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
Cheat! Kerr, Iowa Quackenbush, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Wis. Ketcham, Maines, Wickham, 
Cogswell Kinsey, Randall, Williams, Ohio. 
KOT VOTING—146. 
Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss, Davidson, Lane, Seney, 
Baker, De Ha Lawler, Skinner, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lee, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dickerson, Lester, Ga, Snider, 
Belden, ery, Lind Spinola, 
Biggs, Do x Maish, Springer, 
Bingham, Dunphy, Mansur Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Edmunds, Martin, Ind Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Elliott, artin, Stiv 
Blount, Ellis, n, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ewart, MeAdoo, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Finley, McClammy, Stump, 
ire, Fiteh, McCord, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. Fithian, McCreary, Taylor, III. 
Browne, T, M. Flood, McKenna, liman, 
Browne, Va. Flower, McMillin, Y, 
Brunner, Forman, Milliken, Tucker, 
B „ N. J. Fowler, Mills, Turner, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. Frunk, Montgomery. Vandever, 
Buckalew, Moore, N. Van Schaick, 
Bullock, Gibson, Morgan, Venable, 
Bunn, Goodnight, Morrow, Waddill 
Butterworth, Greenhaige, Niedringhaus, vale, 
um, Grimes, Norton, Wallace, Maas, 
Campbell, Hall, O' Neail, Ind. Wallace, N. V. 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, O'Neil, Maas. Washington, 
Carlton, Hare. Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Catchings, Hatch. Paynter, Willcox, 
Chipman, Hayes, Peel, Wilson, Ky. 
Clancy, Haynes, Perry, Wilson, Mo, 
Clunie, eard Peters, Wilson, Wash, 
Connell, Hemphill, Phelan, Wright, 
Cooper, Ind. Pierce, Yardley. 
Cooper, Ohio Henderson, N.C. Robertson, oder. 
Cothran, err, Pa. Rogers, 
Covert, Knapp, Rowland, 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Until turther notice: 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILIS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr, Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. ROGERS, 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. Moore, of New Hampshire, with Mr. CHIPMAX. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 

Mr. LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GoopDNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. KNapp with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. WItson, of Washington, with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. Frraran. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILsOx, of Missouri. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, ot Georgia. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. M ARTIN, of Indiana. 

Mr. Mason with Mr. MCCLAMMY. 

For this day: 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. GRIMES. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political questions ex- 
cept Langston and Venable contest case. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS, on all political questions except bank- 
ruptey and national bank legislation. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia, on this question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I call for a recapitulation of the vote. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call up the contested- 
election case of Langston vs. Venable, 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry before the House goes into that case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Upon the election case I raise the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to submit a privileged re- 


port. 

The SPEAKER... The Chair thinks the election case will have pre- 
cedence. Upon that the gentleman from Virginia raises the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, but Mr. Speaker, one question of consideration 
has just been raised, between the conference report and the election 
case. Now, you can not take every bill on the Calendar, of which 
there are some three thousand, and raise a separate question of consid- 
eration on each. The House has just voted upon that, as I under- 
stand. 

The SPEAKER. The House only voted not to consider the confer- 
ence report that was submitted. What inquiry does the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] desire to make? 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to submit a parliamentary inquiry, if the 
Chair will hear it. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear it, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, on the 9th day of September the Com- 
mitteeon Enrolled Bills, of which Iam a member, sent to the Speaker’s 
desk some eighty or one hundred bills to be submitted to the Honse 
on the report of the Committee on Enrolled Bills. These bills had 
passed both Houses and were correctly enrolled. Reports from that 
committee can be made at any time except perhaps while the Chaplain 
is engaged in prayer, and it has been the rule heretofore to submit such 
reports to the House without delay. But these bills and the reports 
thereon have not yet been presented to the House though seven or eight 
days have elapsed since they were placed on the Speaker’s desk. Iun- 
derstand the bills have been carried about from one room to another, 
or at least to and fro between the Speaker’s room and the Speaker’s 
desk, and for one I do not want to be responsible for the correct enroll- 
ment of bills for so long a time after they leave the hands of the com- 
mittee which is charged with the correctness of the enrollment and the 
sale custody of the bills. : 
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The SPEAKER, The bills are ready to be presented. 

Mr. KILGORE. Would it not be in order to present them now? 

The SPEAKER. Not after the direct question of consideration has 
been raised upon another matter that bas been presented. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
O’FERRALL] will withdraw the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The other question is still before the House. The 
usual time for presentation of reports from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills is at the hour of adjournment, and these will be presented at that 


time. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Of course, if I do not lose any rights I am per- 
fectly willing to withdraw the question of considération; otherwise I 
insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be presented at the hour of ad- 
journment, if there is no objection. It is ready to be presented. 

Mr. STEWART, ot Vermont. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
guiry. Iam prepared to report from the Judiciary Committee upon 
the Kennedy case. I understood that that was a privileged report. 
How tar does the privilege extend ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not privileged over the question that has been 
brought up. It will be in order at the proper time. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] raises the question of consideration 
upon the contested-election case of Langston vs. Venable. As many 
as are in favor of considering that matter will say “ay.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 105, noes 26. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, and Mr. ROWELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 15, not voting 
174; as follows: 

YEAS—136, 


Adams, Darlington, Laws, Russell, 
Anderson, Kans. De Lano, Lehlbach, Sanford, 
Arnol Dingley, Lodge, Sawyer, 


Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, Mason, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dunuell, McComas, Seull, 
Banks, Evans, McCormick, Sherman, 
Bartine, Farquhar, McDuffie, Simonds, 
Bayne, Featherston, McKinley, Smith, III. 
Beck with, Fliek, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, Frank, Moffitt, Smyser, 
Rergen, Funston, Morey, Spooner, 
Bliss, Gear, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Gest, Morrow, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, Gifford, Morse, Stockbridge, 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Mudd, Struble, 
Brewer, rout, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
us, Hansbrough. Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Brower, armer, O'Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, Va. Lie pet O'Neill, Pa. ‘Thomas, 
Burrows, Henderson, III Osborne, Thompson, 
Burto! Henderson, lowa Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo. 
Caldwe Hermann yne, Townsend, Pa. 
Candler, Mass. Hill, Payson, Turner, Kans, 
Cannon, Hitt, 5 Vandever, 
Cheatham, Hopkins, Pos, Van Schaick, 
Olark, Wis. Houk, Pugsley, Waddill, 
well, Kelley, Quackenbush, Walker, 
Coleman, Kennedy, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Kerr, lowa Randall, Wallace, N, Y. 
a Kete s Ray, Wheeler, Mich. 
iz. Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
Culbertson, Pa. Lacey, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Rife, Wright, 
Dalzell, Lansing, Rowell, Yardley. 
NAYS—15. 
Andrew, Holman, Reilly, Whitthorne, 
1 Lanham, Say rs. Wiley. 
Crain, Moore, Tex. Shively, Williams, III. 
Culberson, Tes. Peningion, Stewart, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—1I74. 2 
Abbott, Campbell, Dorsev, Herbert, 
Alderson, Candler, Ga. Dunphy, Hooker, 
Allen, Mich. Carlton, Edmunds, Kerr, Pa. 
Allen, Miss. Carter, Elliott, Kilgore, 
Anderson, Miss. Caruth, Ellis, Kuapp, 
Baker, Caswell, Enloe, Laidlaw, 
Bankhead, Catchings, Ewart, Lane, 
Barnes, Cheadie, Finley, Lawler, 
Belden, Chipman, Fitch Lee, 
Biggs, Clancy, Fithian, Lester, Ga. 
Bi 5 Clarke, Ala. Fi > Lester, Va. 
Blanchard, Clements, Flower, Lewis, 
Bland, Clunie, Forman, Lind, 
Blount, Cobb, Forney Magner, 
Boatner, Connell, Fowler, Maish, 
Breckinridge, Cooper, Ind. Grissenhainer, Mansur, 
Brickner, Cooper, Ohio Gibson, Mariin, Ind. 
Brookshire, Cothran, Goodnight, Martin, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. Covert, Greenhalge, McAdoo, 
Browne, T. M, Cowles, rimes, McCarthy, 
Brunner, Hall, McClammy, 
Buchanan, N. J. Cummings, Hare, McClellan, 
Buchanan, Va. Dargan, Hatch, MeCord, 
Buckalew, Davidson, Hayes, M: — 
Bullock, De Haven, Haynes, McKenna, 
Bunn, Dibble, t H McMillin, 
Butterworth, Dickerson, Hemphill, MoRae, 
Bynum, Dockery, Henderson, N.C. Milliken, 


Mils, Perry, Springer, Vi 
a Peters, Stahlnecker, Ven 
Moore, N. Sarg = 8 Wad 
organ, roe, tivers, 
Mutchler, Stockdale, Wheeler, Ala. 
Norton, Quinn, Stone, Ky. Whiting, 
es. chardson. Stone, Mo. ike, 
O’ Ferrall, Robertson, Stump, Wilkinson, 
O’Neall, Ind. Rockwell, Sweney, Willcox 
O'Neil, Mass, Rogers, Tarsney, ilson, Ky, 
Outhwai Rowland, Taylor. ill. Wilson, Mo. 
Owwns, Ohio Rusk, Tillman, Ison, Wash, 
rret., Seney, Tracey, Wilson, W. Va. 
Paynter, Skinner, Tucker, > ‘oder. 
Peel, Snider, Turner, Ga. 


Perkins, Spinols, Turner, N. Y. 

So the House determined to consider the contested-election case. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr, ABBOTT until farther notice. 

For this day: 

Mr. CARTER with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. Rock WELE with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr, Speaker, I ask for an announcement of the 
vote. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman usually requires a recapitulation. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. But I make that motion for myself. I do not 
desire the Speaker to make it for me. 

The SPEAKER. The recapitulation will go on. 

The vote was recapitulated. a 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. I was present, 
but did not hear my name called. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not hear my name called either. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas is recorded as voting 


“nay.” The Clerk will report the names of members noted as present 


and not voting. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Am I recorded, Mr. Speaker? 

The Clerk read as follows: $ 

Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr, CARTER, Mr. CASWELL, Mr. COoPsR of Ohio, Mr. 
Cow, Mr. Crisp, Mr. De Haver, Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Lixp, Mr. M. 
Mr. McKenna, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. O'FERRALL, Mr. Parrerr, Mr. STOCKDALE, 
Mr. TAYLOR of Mlirois, Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, and Mr. WADE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Is the gentleman’s name on the list? 

Mr. THOMPSON. It is. 

The name of Mr, THOMPSON was called and he voted yea. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I 
desire to ask him whether he was present when his name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name is on the list of those pres- 
ent and not voting, which allows him to vote. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire so ask him if he was present in the 
House at that time. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. O’FERRALL, Now, Mr. Speaker, I observe that the name of 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOREY] is recorded among those who 
voted. I was listening to both roll-calls, but I did not hear Mr. 
Morey respond. I afterwards saw Mr. Morey come into the Hall 
and advance to the Clerk's desk; and unless I am very much mistaken 
his name was then recorded. He was not in his seat, or in the House 
so far as my eyes served me, at the time his name was called, and that, 
Mr. Speaker, is the question I desire the gentleman from Ohio to an- 
swer—whether he was within the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman from Ohio is not under cross-ex- 
amination by the gentleman from Virginia. : 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, I am not answerable to the gentleman 
from Virginia. I remember that in the Forty-eighth Congress he stood 
here from day to day clamoring for a right to be heard to get a seaton 
this floor, to which I believe he was not elected. [Applause on the 
Republican side and in the galleries, ] = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 

Mr. MOREY. And to-day he stands here to obstruct this House and 
to prevent a man from even having a hearing as to whether he has been 
elected or not. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be in order. 

Mr. MOREY. I do not submit my record to the gentieman from 
Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. There is no necessity for any excitement about 
this matter, The statement of the gentleman has no more effect upon 
me than the idle whistling of the wind. I stand here in the assertion 
of my rights, and demand to know of him whether be was either in his 
seat or was listening when his name was called, or whether he was 
within the bar of the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman is not to be cross-examined by the 
gentleman from Virginia. $ 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It is not whether or not I was entitled to a seat 
in the Forty-eighth Congress, I demanded my rights then, and I stand 
here now and demand them. Was the gentleman from Ohio within 
the har of the House? That is the point. 

The SPEAKER, This is all out of order. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not in order, 
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Mr, O’FERRALL, Icall upon the Speaker to ascertain whether 
this gentleman was in his seat at the time his name was called or within 
the bar of the House. [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!’?] Does the Speaker 
decline to hear me? Does the Speaker decline to investigate the ques- 
tion as to whether the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Monkx] was in his 
seat or within the bar of the House at the time his name was called ? 
I call upon the Clerk to answer whether or not he did put his name 
down? [Cries of Regular order!” ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. Inamoment. The gentleman from Virginia will 
undoubtedly cease after awhile so as to enable the Chair to answer 
some of his questions. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, The gentleman from Virginia will endeavor to 
get some of his rights before he ceases. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have some doubt about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt of it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Every ebullition ot temper shown by gentlemen 
on the other side is permitted, but the Chair is very vigorous in calling 
me to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio was called to order; and 
the gentleman from Virginia will please take hisseat. In regard to 
the question of the gentleman from Virginia, if the gentleman from 
Ohio was not recorded at the proper time, his name will be put on the 
list of those present and not votin; 

Mr. O' FERRALL. If he was in the House and listening for his 
name, he could be; but I make the point that it would not bein order 
825 record him if he was not within the bar of the House during the 

call. 

The SPEAKER. He is in the House now. The vote has not been 
announced. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Do you mean that his name can now be an- 
nounced? 

The SPEAKER. I do. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. After the roll has been called? 

. TheSPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt about it; so that the mat- 
ter is of very little consequence. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to be recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded. , 

Mr. YARDLEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KERE]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my name is on the list. 
I was not here when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name is on the list. Does he 
desire to vote? 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Illinois. Yes, sir; I desire to vote. 

4 ‘The name of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, was called, and he voted 
nay. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear my name called, though 
I have been iu the Hall all the time. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is noted as present and not voting. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will call the name of the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. MORRILL’S name was called and he voted ay. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 136 and the nays are 
15. These with the members marked present and not voting make a 
quorum, and the House votes to consider the question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I judge by the course of action of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber during the past week when 
we have been trying to get up this case, that, so far as they are con- 
cerned, they are prepared to act upon it at once, and as it is also fully 
understood on this side of the Chamber, I feel justified in moving the 
yerins question on the resolutions which I have sent to the Clerk’s 

esk. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
press the demand for the previous question. Asa Republican, and as 
aman who believes in honest elections by the people and by the House, 
I want to say to him 

Mr. HAUGEN, I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that if 
this matter is going to be discussed I will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object to the withdrawal, Mr. Speaker. The 
gentleman has demanded the previous question, and I object to his 
withdrawing the demand. If they are disposed on the other side to 
stifle debate let them stand by it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to inquire whether it makes any difference whether the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL] objects or not to another gentleman 
withdrawing his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that question answers itself. 
The question now before the House is the consideration of the resolu- 
tions presented by the Committee on Elections, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 


first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is not 
‘entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolve d, That John M. . yg wate: elected a Representative in Congress 
F district of Virginia, and is entitled to a seat 
n. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] 
iş recognized. y 5 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to have considered 
as pending the resolutions reported by the minority declaring that Mr. 
Venable was elected and that Mr. Langston was not, 

The SPEAKER, That can be done by unanimous consent at this 
time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to arrange with the 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. O’F ERRALL] as to the time that is d 
to be occupied upon the other side in the discussion of this case. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. As a matter of course we are at the mercy of 
the majority. We would like to have three hours on this side for the 
discussion of the case. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think that is a little more than the gentleman 
ought to ask. } 

Mr. CHEADLE, I trust the gentleman from Wisconsin will not ob- 
ject to the most liberal discussion of this case. 

Mr. DALZELL. We have been discussing it fora week. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Well, just let me appeal to gentlemen on this side 
of the House. How many of them are there who will say that they 
have read the report, much less examined the evidence ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How long do you want the case discussed? 

Mr, CHEADLE. I want to be heard upon this question myself. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How long? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not think I shall occupy a moment more time 
than is necessary. I want to talk to this side of the House, not tothe 
other. I want to talk to you as Republicans about the question whether 
or not we can afford to seat this contestant, because I want to say to 
you now gentlemen, after a most exhaustive study of this case, that 
he was not elected, and I want to explain why I say he was not elected. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, after a reasonable discussion I will 
move the previous question on the resolutions. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is very indefinite. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentieman will name some hour to-day 
or to-morrow when he will move the previous question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then, I give notice now that at 2 o’clock to- mor- 
row I will move the previous question, 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Is it understood that the discussion is to proceed 
to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. HAUGEN, Ishall demand the consideration of this case im- 
mediatelyafter the reading of the Journal, and I shall move the previ- 
ous question at 2 o'clock; the time for the discussion to be equally 
divided between the two sides. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Why not make it 3 o’clock ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; I will move the previous question at 2 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the time might be 
extended until half past 2, with the understanding that the previous 
question would be considered as ordered at that time. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Even with the previous question called at 3 
o'clock there will not be suficient time for the consideration of this 


case. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman agree that it shall be consid- 
ered as ordered at 3 o'clock? 

Mr. ROWELL (to Mr. O’FERRALL). Will you agree that the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered at 3 o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I can not agree to that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then I shall call the previous question on these 
resolutions at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. O)FERRALL. Ido not consent to that, Mr. Speaker; but of 
course in this case we have got to take what we can get from the ma- 

jority. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, the official returns of the election of 
Representative from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia give 
the sitting member, Mr. Venable,a plurality of 641 votes over the con- 
testant, Mr. Langston. There were three candidates in the field in this 
district. Contestee was the nominee of the regular Democracy. There 
was a contest for the Republican nomination between the contestant 
[Langston] and Mr. Arnold. 

The minority of the committee has deemed it essential evidently to a 
decision of this case to determine the political status and party fealty of 
the respective candidates. I have examined with care the evidence 
drawn out by contestee’s counsel—and it was all drawn out by him—as 
it appears in the record on that subject, and, while I do not think it 
ought in the least to influence the decision of this House, I am thor- 
oughly satisfied that it Mr. Langston was not the regular nominee of the 
Republican convention, he would have been, had the delegates to that 
convention been leit to a ſree expression of their choice. 

During the campaign Mr. Langston and Mr. Arnold each claimed to 
be the regular Republican nominee. Mr. Arnold, however, received 
the recognition of the Republican State and district committees. 

The official returns show that the rank and file of the party were 


for Langston, he receiving four times as many votes as did Mr. Arnold, 
the latter receiving only 3,207 votes in all. 

The district is very strongly Republican, so much so that giving 
Mr, Arnold the 3,207 votes returned for him as all coming out of the 
Republican party, there would still, under any ordinary circumstances, 
be a Republican majority in the district of at least 2,500, 

It is very evident that during the campaign the fight was considered 
as lying between Mr. Langston and contestee, and that Mr. Arnold 
was third in the race. It is no doubt also true that many of Arnold’s 
followers preferred to see the Democratic candidate succeed to seeing 
Mr. Langston elected. But that was not true as to the colored Re- 
publicans who were practically solid for Langston. 

As far as the election machinery was concerned it was all in oppo- 
sition to Mr. Langston. Where Republicans were consulted as to the 
choice of judges of election, it was the Mahone wing that was recog- 
nized, and that wing of the party opposed Langston. 

In open violation and disregard of the laws of Virginia many judges 
were changed only a few days before the election by substituting Mr. 
Langston’s enemies for his friends, Thisought at least to arouse very 
strong suspicion as to the honesty of such boards. 

A majority of each and every election board was Democratic, so that 
all the Republican member of the board could do was to witness the 
proceedings and protest if any fraud were attempted. Why Mr. Langs- 
ton’s friends should not be permitted to perform this duty, where they 
had been legally appointed, it is difficult to explain on any other hy- 

thesis than that the opposition to Mr. Langston was determined to 

efeat him at all hazards, . 

The record is quite voluminous. But the precincts upon which the 
committee has based its action are few in number, and the issues sim- 

e. lL leave it to the minority of the committee to discuss the Repub- 

icanism of Mr. Langston, and the question of the regularity of his 
nomination. The minority have worked themselves into quite a frenzy 
in their report in denouncing Mr. Langston as a bolter, and in their 
defense of what they consider the regular Kepublican committee, and 
it must have beena great comfort to Mr. Mahone to read the indignant 
outbursts of my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’ FERRALL] at the insub- 
ordination shown by contestant. 8 

Supposing Mr. Langston did run as an independent candidate, are 
the Republicans of this House going to say that that is a crime which 
should be punished by refusing him and his constituents a fair hear- 
ing? Such are the views of the minority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions, as I gather them from their report. 

The only question which the majority of the committee has endeay- 
ored to solve is whether Mr. Langston received a plurality of the votes 
cast in this district, and not whether he was the regular Republican 
nominee or ran as an independent, whatever our private views may be 
on that subject. 

For my part, and I speak only for myself when I say it, I am con- 
vinced from the evidence in this record that four-fifths of the Repub- 
licans of the district desired the nomination of Langston, and that it 
was only by the most arbitrary methods in the convention that he was 
placed in the light of a bolter. 

Had a free expression been had he would have had an overwhelming 
majority of the regularly elected delegates. All the delegates whose 
seats were not contested were for him. 

But, if the minority of the committee can gather any crumbs of 
comfort from their defense of Mr. Mahone, I do not want to deprive 
them of it. Iam neither going to denounce Mr. Mahone nor defend 
him, but will proceed to the discussion of the precincts brought in 
question by the report. : 

There are two precincts challenged in the notice of contest which, 
I presume, we may now consider as conceded by the contestee. The 
first of these is 


POACH AND ROSS PRECINCT, BRUNSWICK COUNTY. 


In this precinct the election was regular and orderly and the judges 
returned to the county commissioners a plurality of 72 in favor of Mr. 
Langston. But by some oversight or mistake of the judges the return 
of the vote for electors ot President and Vice-President was made as 
though the vote had been cast for President and Vice-President directly 
instead of for electors. For this irregularity in the return as to the 
electoral ticket the Republicans lost not only the vote as to that part 
of the ticket, but the whole return was excluded by the Democratic 
county commissioners. Mr. Langston was thus deprived of a plurality 
ot 72 votes legally his. 

The facts as to this precinct were set out in contestant’s notice. The 
contestee put in a denial, and specifically denied the existence of any 
such precinct as Poach and Ross until the proof showed the facts as 
I have stated them. 

The contestee now admits these facts and that the plurality returned 
for the contestee should be reduced by 72 because of this precinct. 

Mr. VENABLE. In your report you say that the contestee admits 
fraud at that precinct. I admit no fraud there; there was no frand 


Mr. HAUGEN. Ihave said nothing now about fraud, whatever the 
report may say. You admit the facts to be as I have stated. 


e VENABLE. Of course contestant was entitled to that plurality 
ere, 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is all that I have said. 

Mr. VENABLE. But there was no fraud there. 
error of a clerk, which we corrected. - 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have not now stated that there was frand; I do 
not recollect what the report states. The error was co after 
the facts were incontestably proven, but not until the mischief had been 
done. t 

MANNBOROUGH, AMELIA COUNTY. 

The other precinct (which, I take it, our friends now admit) is Mann- 
borough, Amelia County. 

Mr. VENABLE. No, wedo not admit that. 

Mr, HAUGEN. Ithink youdo. Betore I get through I will try 
to convince you that you do admit it. J 

The county commissioners of Amelia County counted from this pre- 
einet 122 votes for Venable and 111 for Langston. But there are no 
returns in existence from the precinct. There is a paper which we have 
set out in fall in our report on page 8 which purports to give the figures 
as I have stated them. But this piece of paper bears nosignatare. It 
is not dated or identified in any manner, and we have excluded it. 
There is no evidence as to the actual vote castat Mannborough. Now, I 
desire the attention of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Venable] to 
the admission made by his friends relative: to this precinct. 

The minority report says on this subject, on page 45: 

It is true the returns from this precinct were not signed by the officers of elec- 
tion, and if the question had been raised in the notice of contest and no evidence 
taken to show their correctn we would agree with the ority that they 
should be rejected. Butthe notice of contest will be examined in vain for any 
charge or re: oe to this precinct. 

Our friends of the minority evidently have not read the notice. If 
they will turn to pages 18 and 19 of the record they will find, towards 
the end of the notice of contest, that this is among the challenged J pte 
cincts. I read from the notice under the forty-second specification, 
near the bottom of page 18: 

The said returns in Mannborough, Amelia County, give you 122 yotes and 
give me 111 votes. 

Then, after naming a number of other precincts, the following sum- 
mary as to all of them, including Mannborough: 

That the said several returns from said election districts are false and fraud- 
ulent; that in the said several election districts there were irregularities, illegal- 
ities, informalities, frauds, devices, and abuses in conducting, in making, and 


in ser end the returns of the said election held on the 6th day of November, 
A. D. 


= closing specification 42 with the following claim or prayer for 
relief: 

I claim that the votes of said several election districts, as officially announced, 
are untrustworthy, unreliable, incorrect,and are not entitied to credit, 

I take it that our friends now admit the correctness of deducting this 
alleged plurality of 11 from the returned plurality of contestee, which 
is equivalent to throwing out the precinct. 

These two precincts, Poach and Ross and Mannborough, admitted, 
reduces contestee’s plurality from 641 to 558. 

We come then down to the contested precincts. 

The first is 


It was simply an 


LEWISTON, LUNENBURGH COUNTY. 


The laws of Virginia provide that before March 1 in each year the 
county electoral commission in each county shall appoint three judges of 
election for each precinct in the county, and that the judges shall not 
be all from the same political party. The intent and of the 
law seem to be to remove the appointment of judges as far as possible 
from the wrangles and temptations of a heated campaign—certainly a 
commendable purpose. The law further provides that if any judge 
shall fail to attend, or perform the duties assigned him by law, or 
shall neglect those duties, he shall be punished by fine and imprison- 
ment. 

In direct violation of these provisions of the law the three judges 
appointed at Lewiston refused or neglected to serve as judges. But 
they undertook on the very morning of the election to substitute an- 
other board for themselves. There is no warrant for this. The judges 
have power to fill vacancies on the board, but no authority is given 
them to substitute an entirely new board for themselves, The crea- 
tion of a new board where the old refuses to serve is otherwise pro- 
vided for. One of the judges at Lewiston went to another precinct to 
work for the Democratic party. One excused himself on account of 
sickness, but peddled tickets All day. The third declined to serve as 
judge, but immediately had himself appointed clerk and remained at 
the polls allday. He was not called as a witness toexplain his antics.’ 
All the acting judges were opposed to Langston. 

Lewiston is the county seat of Lunenburgh County, and it might 
naturally be supposed that at the county seat there would be no difi- 
culty in finding men competent to act as jadess. But when it came 
to the creation of this new board it was found advisable to go 8 or 9: 
miles into the country to engage the services of a young man named 
Robertson, who possessed no Sy eee forthe position and 
who never had served at elections before. The only thing that seems 


to have recommended him to the board is contained in the following 
statement made by him in his testimony: 

I supported Mr. E. C. Venable, and am to-day and was born a Democrat, and 
am to-day, and expect to die so. 

This faithful Democrat appeared at Lewiston at sunrise on the morn- 
ing of election, having come in 8 or 9 miles from his father’s farm. 
The polls at Lewiston had generally been held in the court-room of the 
court-house. At this particular election these judges insisted on open- 
ing the polls in one of the jury-rooms, a small room off the court-room, 
where the voters could be wholly excluded from the room and none 
but the election officials admitted. In the large and commodious court- 
zoom exclusion of witnesses to their acts would have been impractica- 

e. 

When the polls closed in the evening, the judges ordered everybody 
out of the room and locked the door. They did not even permit the 
clerks to remain iu the room. Friends of Langston asked to be admitted, 
but were relused. The Jaws of Virginia expressly provide that friends 
of the different candidates shall be permitted to witness the count. 

There was one United States supervisor at this precinct—a Mr. 
Bragg. When the polls closed he excused himself and went home. 
So that for some time after the closing of the polls the three judges, all 
opposed to Langston, were locked up alone with the ballots, in viola- 
tion of Jaw and in violation of their oaths of office. After considera- 
ble delay and hammering at the door, it was finally opened and the 
clerks and one or two outsiders admitted. This Judge Robertson says 
they had to admit them to get rid of their fuss.“ 

The whole number of voters at this precinct was 213. But when the 
outsiders were admitted it was found that thejudges had a pile of tickets 
on the table containing 26 more ballots than there were voters, No 
explanation has been offered of this excess of ballots. None of the judges 
were sworn except Robertson, and he says that everything was honest, 
and guardedly adds, as far as I saw, sir.” 

Why were not the other judgessworn? Did they see something not 
visible to Robertson? They maintain an ominous silence on a question 
which they, and they alone, were in a position to deny or explain. 

Contestee’s counsel, at a loss for an explanation, does not mention 
the excess of ticketsin his brief. The minority report offers no explana- 
tion. The returns are impeached, and as no proof was offered as to 
what the true vote was we have excluded the poll entirely. This re- 
duces Mr. Venable’s returned plurality by 71 more. 

The number of votes rejected by us is 213, not 313 as stated in the 
minority report. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Of course that was a typographical error. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I accept that correction. But here is another mis- 
take in your figures in regard to this precinct. The minority get at 
Mr. Venable’s plurality in this precinct by deducting the vote of Ar- 
nold from that of Mr. Venable, instead of deducting that of Mr. Lang- 
ston; there being thus a larger figure to play on, 

There are only two other precincts challenged by us and upon which 
we base our decision. They are the Third and Sixth wards in thecity 
of Petersburgh. 

THIRD WARD, PETERSBURGH, 

There were several Langston clubs in the city of Petersburgh. At 
their meetings it was agreed by his supporters that they would vote an 
open ballot; that at each polling place reliable friends of Langston 
should stand at the polls all day and that the voter before depositing 
his ticket should show it to this friend of Langston and especially show 
him Langston’s name upon it, and that this friend should then watch 
to see the ticket deposited and then register the voter’s name upon 
hooks provided by the Langston campaign committee for that purpose, 

Mr. M. N. Lewis, a prominent colored man of Virginia and a lawyer 
and editor of Petersburgh, was the secretary of Mr. Langston’s campaign 
committee, and had the details of the campaign incharge. Mr. Lewis 
Vas selected at the Langston Club of the Third ward to keep the record 

` of votes cast for Langston. He was at the polls at the opening and re- 
mained all day with the exception of about thirty minutes. 

Mr. Lewis positively swears that he saw 270 ballots with Langston’s 
name on all but two of them go into the ballot-box of the Third ward. 
Sixteen more are testified to by Mr. William J. Smith, a merchant, of 
Petersburgh, who kept the books during Mr. Lewis’s absence, making 
in all 286—or 284 for Langston. But the returns give Langston only 
174. In some way he lost 110 votes as the ballots passed through the 
hands of the judues to be counted. The judges were all hostile to Lang- 
ston. Only one United States supervisor was present—a Democrat. 
The Republican United States supervisor did not put in an appearance. 

Now, I admit that under ordinary circumstances contestant should 
be required to call more than two witnesses, if in his power to doso, 
in order to justify the exclusion of a poll. Mr. Langston did do so in 
oe case, but was prevented by contestee’s counsel from examining 

m. 

Mr. Langston had subpoenaed in this ward two hundred and ninety- 
two witnesses, each of whom he had reason to believe wonld have sworn 
that he was a qualified electoroi the ward and voted for Mr. Langston on 
that day. But the counsel for contestee adopted dilatory tactics, which 


made it absolutely impossible to proceed with the examination of one 
of them, except 


e first two called, Lewis and Smith. 
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Lewis was asked eight hundred and nine questions on cross-exami- 
nation and kept on the witness stand seventeen days, and no man can 
examine this record and honestly say that nine-tenths of this cross- 
examination had any bearing upon the issues, 

Smith, the second witness, was kept on the stand six days in asim- 
ilar manner, and how much longer he would have been kept on the 
stand if the time of contestant had not expired, I can not say. 

In this manner contestee’s counsel purposely used up all the time 
allotted by law to contestant to examine witnesses in this ward, and 
made it impossible for him to examine the two hundred and ninety 
witnesses remaining. 

And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that contestee is estopped from plead- 
ing the insufficiency of this proof, he having himself prevented con- 
testant from calling any of the two hundred and ninety witnesses. If 
he had killed the witnesses or run them out of the country he would 
have done no more to defeat the ends of justice than he did by the 
course he pursued. 

Mr. Lewis testifies that he has lived in the ward six years; that he 
has been a worker at the polls during that period regularly, and that 
he had always witnessed and watched the count of the ballots in the 
evening. For six years that privilege had never been denied him 
until at this election. At this time he requested to be permitted to 
witness the count, but was coolly informed by the judges that no one 
would be admitted as there were United States supervisors appointed 
for that purpose. The Democratic United States supervisor, Gill, testi- 
fies to this. 

This man Gill is the only officer of election who was called as a wit- 
ness. He testifies in a somewhat general way that it was impossible 
for Lewis to have seen Mr. Langston’s name on the ballots, and that 
Lewis was not at the polls all day. 

Two policemen were also called to contradict Lewis. One of them, 
Dunn, does contradict him. He says Lewis wasat the polls only about 
one and one-halt hours in the morning and went away and did not re- 
turn until after the polls closed. Dunn overdoes the thing, for he con- 
tradiets Gill as well as Lewis. The other policeman, Young, corrobo- 
rates Lewis, although he was called to contradict him. He says he 
noticed Lewis about the door all day. He says Lewis was absent two 
or three times during the day. Lewis says he was absent only once. 
Be that as it may, if any voter voted for Langston in Lewis’s absence, 
he is not on Lewis’s book, and the loss is that of contestant and not that 
of contestee. 

Gill, the United States supervisor, was sworn to watch the conduct 
of the election officers and not that of parties outside. If his oath of 
office had any weight with him, he could not have watched Lewis. If 
he watched Lewis he violated his official oath. He is forsworn which- 
ever horn of the dilemma he takes, 

Dunn is hardly worthy of comment, for he is contradicted by all the 
witnesses of contestee, Mr. Jarratt, ex-mayor of Petersburgh, a wit- 
ness for contestee, was asked on cross-examination whether he had not, 
while mayor of the city, stated in his official capacity that he would 
not believe Dunn under oath. He says, I did; but I don’t say so 
now. 

Mr. VENABLE, Thegentleman will allowmeone moment. This 
is not a controversy about the election, of course, but simply as to 
what was the character of Mr. Dunn. He is a very reliable man. 
Jarratt and he had had quarrels, but 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman had better comment on that when 
he occupies the floor in his own right. I am citing the evidence of 
witnesses called by the contestee. Mr. Jarratt was introduced by the 
contestee, and on cross-examination he testified to what I have stated; 
but he says he understands that now Mr. Dunn has retormed—isa bet- 
ter man than he was when he (Jarratt) had said he would not believe 
him under oath. I think he said that Mr. Dunn had joined the church. 

But there is another very suspicious circumstance about the case in 
5 70 3 Not one of the judges of electipn was called to contradict 

w 

Judge Crichton, who received the ballots all day, was of all men in 
Petersburgh in a position to tell whether Lewis testified to the truth 
or not. He was not called, nor was either of his colleagues called. 

Neither were the clerks called on to testify. Had they been called 
they might have been required to explain their motives in debarring 
Langston’s friends from witnessing the count, as well as to either jus- 
tity or confess their acts while working behind closed doors in violation 
of their official oaths. They preferred, it is reasonable to infer, not to 
add another instance of perjury to their criminal record. 

Arnold had three ticket peddlers at the Third ward all day; Venable 
had two. These five men must necessarily have come in contact with 
Lewis, and were in far better position to judge of his acts than Gill. 
Not one of them was called. 

Lewis and Smith submitted the names of two hundred and eighty- 
six residents of the Third ward whom they saw vote that day, and tes- 
tified as to. how each one of them voted. Here was a grand opportu- 
nity for contradicting them. But not one of these men was called, 
although the examination was being conducted in the ward and con- 
testee’s counsel had the names of these parties before him. 

Examine this record closely and you can not escape the conviction 
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that there was method in carefully keeping off the stand all parties 
who were in a position to contradict Lewis and Smith, 

In a precinct down in Lunenburgh County—Columbian Grove—an 
old Baptist colored preacher by the name of Gee stood at the polls all 
day and performed the same service at that place as did Mr. Lewis and 
Mr. Smith in the Third ward at Petersburgh. He testifies that he saw 
130 ballots put into the ballot-box on that day with the name of Mr. 
Langston upon them. He testifies that he saw the name on the tickets; 
that he recorded the name of each one of those voters in a book, ax did 
Mr. Lewis. He submitted the book in evidence. The contestee in 
that case hunted around among those men and found two of them will- 
ing to come forward and swear that they had not voted as Mr. Gee had 
testified he saw them vote; and this committee has left that precinct 
undisturbed as returned by the judges. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? How were those witnesses able to swear that they saw the bal- 
lots? How near were they? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They were standing right at the entrance to the 
polling place, where they could see the voter and see the ballot until 
it was deposited in the box. Mr. Lewis so testified. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I want to answer that remark 

Mr. HAUGEN. I prefer to answer it myself. I have the floor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. My question was directed to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Hava Eni. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I prefer to answer. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] will 
hear what I have tosay on this point when I come to address the House. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will read a portion of the testimony of Mr. Lewis 
bearing on this point; and the gentlenian from Iowa will see how they 
were able to tell what ticket a man voted. It should be recollected, 
also, that it was the understanding of the Langston clubs in that city 
that the supporters of Mr. Langston should vote an open ballot; and 
the testimony of the contestant’s witnesses—of course it is disputed 
by witnesses on the other side—is to the effect that these men did vote 
an open ballot. Here is what Mr. Lewis says: . 

I stood right at the entrance where the colored voters approached the ballot- 
box, and where I could see the ballots given by the voter to the judge who re- 
ceived the ballots and deposited them in the box. I was there from sunrise 
until sunset, only leaving once for about thirty minutes, I saw and read the 
ballot of every voter whose name I have checked on my book, and I saw the 
same ballot which I read in the hands ofeach voter deposited by the judge in 
the ballot-box. 

55 mare you the said record books in your possession” 

. ve. 

Q. Are the four books you have now here before the notary public the identi- 
eal four books you had at the polls in the Third ward on election day, Novem- 
ber ths uh, baste 

Q. Did vou or did you not enter in your own handwriting the names of the 
colored voters in the identical four books you have now before the notary pub- 
lie at your ward on election day, November 6, 1883, at the time the said colored 
voters cast their ballots? 

A. Tentered all the names with the exception of afew that were entered dur- 
ing the thirty minutes I was away from the polls. 

Q. When and under 8 partioularly observe the bal- 
lot of each colored voter before recording his name in said book? 

A. I read his ballot carefully, and after I had seen the judge, to whom he 
ee his ballot, deposit it in the ballot-box I then placed his name on my 


Mr. Smith testified to the same effect as to what took place during 
the thirty minutes when Mr. Lewis was absent, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Do the two men who deny that they voted as the 
Baptist preacher said they voted admit that they voted open tickets? 

Mr. HAUGEN, That was in another place. I think they say they 
did not vote an open ticket. But at any rate the circumstance of 
Columbian Grove, to which my friend’s question refers, shows that the 
contestee was alert as to the importance of contradicting by the voters 
themselves, wherever it was possible to do so, the witnesses who tes- 
tified that they had seen how the men voted. But he has wholly 
neglected to do so in this case, although in this particular precinct— 
the Third ward of Petersburgh—two hundred and eighty-six residents 
of the ward whose names were given to the contestee’s counsel might 
easily have been called and examined. He might have gone and as- 
certained from the voters themselves whether they voted as the wit- 
nesses had testified they saw them vote. But that was not done. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. My friend from Wisconsin will admit that the tes- 
timony of Lewis is contradicted by witness after witness and deposi- 
tion after deposition, not only of Democrats, but of Republicans. 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is the testimony, as I have already said, of 
the witnesses. They say that it was impossible for any person to have 
seen the names on the ballots. But the House itself must judge of 
the possibility or impossibility of the identification of the names on 
the testimony which is presented before it. If the voter showed Mr. 
Lewis the name of Mr. Langston upon the ticket, as he says he did, 
of course it was not impossible for Mr. Lewis to testify as he did truth- 
fully; and I say again that the contestee in this case has with very 
great care kept from putting on the stand any man who was competent 
and in a position to contradict the testimony of Mr. Lewis in this re- 
gard, but has called men to testify who were around the polls,and who 
testified in a general way as to what Mr. Lewis’s opportunities for ob- 
servation were. . 


Mr. Speaker, under the circumstances and with this prolonged cross- 
examination which the counsel for contestee pursued, and whereby he 
prevented the contestant from calling the two hundred and ninety wit- 
nesses who were in attendance, ready to be sworn, the returns from this 
precinct should be thrown out and the parties left to other evidence as 
to what the vote actually was. 

The returns of this ward were impeached. Mr. Langston has proved 
284 votes from this precinct cast for him; the contestee has furnished 
no proof as to his real vote. Now, there is no doubt in my mind that 
Mr. Langston received astill larger vote than he has been able to prove 
in that precinct, and I base my opinion on this ground: 

On this prolonged cross-examination, conducted by the counsel for 
contestee, he unearthed many things that he was not looking for, 
and among other things brought to light in the cross-examination of 
Lewis was the tact that at the caucus in this ward which elected dele- 
gates to the Congressional convention at which Mr. Langston claims 
to have been nominated 500 Republicans were in attendance, and that 
450 at least of the number voted lor delegates favorable to Mr. Lang- 
ston’s nomination. Now, if there were 450 voters who voted tor him 
in that caucus, it is fair to presume that there were 450 persons in the 
ward who were anxious tosee him elected, and yet he is given but 174 
votes in that precinct. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? Iun- 
derstand that this proof of fraud rests on the testimony of two men 
only. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It rests upon the testimony of two men and the cir- 
cumstantial evidence surrounding the case, including the suppression 
of testimony by coutestee's counsel. These surrounding circumstances 
go to make up the proof, and the one great factor in the case, one promi- 
nent reason why the poll should be excluded, is the fact that the con- 
testee took up all of the time that the contestant had in which to ex- 
amine witnesses in cross-examining these two men, and by that means 
prevented the contestant from examining two handred and ninety wit- 
nesses who were in attendance ready to be sworn, as I have stated be- 
fore. 

Mr. HILL. Then, if I understand the gentleman, it depends largely 
upon the question whether these two men were in a position to see and 
did see the ballots? 

Mr. HAUGEN.. Yes, sir; it depends largely on that as faras the 
number of votes cast fot Langston is concerned, but not altogether. 
The vote testified to as having been cast for Langston depends on that 
largely. But I submit when a contestant or a contestee in a case pur- 
posely suppresses testimony that he should not have the benefit of his 
own wrongful acts. Two hundred and ninety witnesses who were 
present, who had been subpoenaed, would have sworn, we bave reason 
to believe, that they were qualified electors, and that they voted at 
that election for Mr. Langston, if he had been permitted to examine 
them. Further than that, I will state that affidavits were made by 
most of these men that they did vote for Langston on that day. These 
affidavits were taken after the time for taking the testimony had ex- 
pired, and were taken somewhat i larly, and hence we have not 
deemed it proper to consider them. ‘The affidavits are in the room of 
the Committee on Elections. : 

Mr. HILL, My inquiry is simply for information, I am not as fa- 
miliar with the record, of course, as gentlemen who have had occasion 
to study it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I might add that when Mr. Langston had only 174 
votes returned for him in that ward, and the evidence shows 292 wit- 
nesses were ready and anxious to testify that they voted for him, it is 
some evidence in favor of a larger vote having been cast for him than 
was returned, in addition to the other facts to which I have referred. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose these two men state in their testimony that 
they did see the ballots, and five or six others state they were not able 
to see them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say to the gentleman, as I said at the out- 
set, that under ordinary circumstance I should hesitate to throw out 
a precinct on the testimony of two men standing alone, But there 
are certain surrounding circumstances which go to corroborate their tes- 
timony and make the proof exceedingly strong that the precinct should 

out,and the contestee should not have the benefit of the vote fraudu- 

ently, we think, returned for him. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Did any of the witnesses three or five or any 
other number, swear that these men were not present to cast this vote? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No, sir. On the contrary, the poll-list was before 
the notary who took this testimony, and was examined by Mr. Lewis 
on the stand in the presence of the counsel for both parties, and every 
name he gave except six, I believe, was found on the poll-list, though 
some of them may have been spelled slightly differently from the way 
he spelled them on his book. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Did Mr. Lewis submit the names and residences of 
those who claimed that they had voted on that occasion? 

Mr. HAUGEN. He did. 

5 BOWDEN. And that these parties had exhibited their tickets 
to him ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; and the books were filed with the notary and 
were at the disposal of counsel for both parties. 
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SIXTH WARD, PETERSBURGH, 

But, Mr. Speaker, my time is passing, and I will pass now to the 
Sixth ward. This is a colored ward. The registration-list shows 709 
colored and 265 white voters at the time of this election. I do not 
mean the men who actually voted at the election in the ward, but that 
is the list of the registered voters. 

The same plan was pursued by Langston’s friends in this as in the 
Third ward, but he was more successful in completing his proof in this 
ward than in the Third, Thomas H. Brown and Pleasant Goodwyn 
kept a record of Langston voters all day. As the voter approached the 
polls he showed (if he had a Langston ticket) his ticket to them. They 
watched it until it was deposited in the box and then recorded the name 
of the voter. They swear that 408 colored men voted on that day and 
that 370 of them voted for Langston; 7 others also voted for Langston, 
making the total vote proved for him in this ward 377. These ks 
were submitted to the notary who took the testimony, and, as in the 
Third ward, were subject to the inspection of contestee’s counsel, but 
not one voter could be found who would swear that he did not yote as 
Brown and Goodwyn say he did. 

But the minority throw up their hands in holy horror at our throw- 
ing out the solemn returns” of election officers upon the testimony 
of Brown and Goodwyn. What has come over our brethren anyway? 
They either ignorantly or purposely try to put the committee in a 
false light. I prefer to think they do so ignorantly and that the mi- 
nority report is the product, not of my honorable colleagues upon the 
committee, but of counsel for contestee. My colleagues certainly haye 
not examined the record as to the Sixth ward, for if they had they 
would not have made themselves ridiculous by affixing their names to 
this report. ; À 

They have entirely overlooked or ignored the testimony of 283 wit- 
nesses examined in this ward, called by contestant and cross-examined 
by counsel for contestee, each one of whom swore that he was a quali- 
fied voter in the Sixth ward and voted for Langston on that day. The 
testimony of these witnesses occupiessome 250 pages of the record, but 
seems to have been entirely overlooked by the minority. The brief of 
contestee was also silent as to these 283 witnesses, and from this re- 
markable coincidence I think Iam justified in my conclusion that the 
counsel for contestee and not my friend from Virginia [Mr. O'FER- 
RALL] is the author of this remarkable document. 

MI. O’FERRALL. The counsel for the contestee never saw that 
report until it was printed and sent to him. 

Mtr. HAUGEN. Well, I say it isaremarkable coincidence. because 
here are 250 containing the testimony of 283 witnesses, entirely 
overlooked by counsel for the contestee in his brief, and entirely over- 
looked by my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] in the minority 


report, 

Mr, O’FERRALL. It is not at all overlooked in the report of the mi- 
nority. There is reference to it, and the gentleman has not done the 
minority report the honor to read it if he says that it is not referred to 


are. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ido not think there is any reference to it in the 
minority report. 

Nr. GFERRALL. Oh, ves, there is reference to it in the minority 
report. It is discussed there. p 
r. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman call my attention to it? I 
have been unable to find any. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. You will find it in the minority report. Ihave 
it not by me. < 

Mr. HAUGEN. We throw ont this poll because itis impeached, 253 
men having sworn they voted for contestant and the returns giving 
him only 139 votes. He has proved 377 votes cast for him. Contestee 
preferring to stand on the false returns, must fall with the false fabric 
of his friends. He has introduced no evidence as to what his real vote 
Was. 

A barrier was put up at the door of this polling place and the whites 
marched up to vote on one side and the colored men on the other. Oc- 
casionally, when a colored man came up, who it was understood would 
vote the Democratic ticket, he was kindly and courteously escorted up 
to the polls by some leading Democrat, who became sponsor for his 
Democratic allegiance. There wasconsiderable complaint on the part 
of the colored men during the day that they were unnecessarily and 
purposely delayed in approaching the polls and delivering their ballots. 

One an f the 8 of election, Mr. Akers (the only election officer 
sworn), says that this delay was the necessary result of the difficulty in 
finding the names of colored men, because there were so many of them 
ofthe same name, But when shown the registry and asked to desig- 
nate the number of colored men ot the same name in the ward he could 
find just two; no more, He says the least experienced clerk was 
given the colored book. And to bolster up his testimony he says that 
Butler Mahone (son of the general) was sent to the polls by his father 
on that day to demand that the voting be not delayed. But why 
should General Mahone grow indignant over delay which, according to 
the theory of our friends, did not exist? 

Mr. Akers says that Butler Mahone took ont his watch and timed 
the voting, and after a few minutes remarked that they were voting a 
man every half minute, and he reckoned it was all right, and departed. 


At this rate there would have been about 1,200 votes cast during the 
day, but before Mr. Mahone came to the polling place and after he 
left it is very evident that the voting was not going on at that rate, be- 
cause we find that, althongh there was a long line of voters all day 
trying to get up to the polls, only 651 votes were received, and not 
1,200, as would haye been the case if they had voted one every half 
minute, as was flone while Mr. Mahone was present. There remained 
in line at the closing of the polls 124 men who had been unable to 
reach the polling place with their tickets. á = 

It was about the same kind of a scene as we had in Richmond in the 
case of Waddill ts. Wise. There were three colored Republicans, in- 
telligent men, present at the time of the closing of the polls who took 
it upon the ves to preserve the evidence of this outrage upon their 
fellows. They told these men to keep their tickets and they would 
take their names and ballots so as to preserve a record of the way they 
would have voted had they reached the ballot-box. They walked down 
the line and took the ticket of each man and put it in an envelope. 
Each man gave them his name and they wrote the voter’s name on the 
hack of theenvelope. One hundred and twenty-four men handed them 
their tickets in that manner. One hundred and twenty-one of those 
tickets had Langston’s name upon them. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question right there? I 
want to know if there is any law in Virginia authorizing the opening 
of two voting places with a division line between them? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will say there was only one voting place open. 

Mr. HILL. But you say there wasa division there between the two 
lines of voters. 

Mr. HAUGEN, There was a barrier or a rail put up to the door, 
and the colored men went up on one side and the white men on the 
other. 

Mr. HILL, They voted in the same box? 

Mr. HAUGEN. ‘They voted in the same box, yes, sir; but the judges 
insisted on letting one white man vote and then one colored man vote, 
alternating in that way; and, of course, as there were three times as 
many colored voters as there were white voters, the colored men suf- 
fered by that arrangement. I know my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
O’FERRALL] will say, Do you not think a white man ought to have 
as many rights in this country as a colored man? I say, yes, I do; 
but I do not want to give one white man the same rights as three col- 
ored men when it comes to voting. 5 

Mr. HILL. I wish to inquire whether there is anything in the law 
of Virginia sanctioning this division. 

‘Mr. HAUGEN. Not that I know of. No; there is not. 

Mr. BOWDEN. There is not any provision at all sanctioning any- 
thing of that kind, and the only time that a contest has been made 
upon that ground the court decided that it was illegal and unlawful. 

Mr, HAUGEN, I will say that the committee has not counted these 
121 votes for Langston. The testimony in this case is not as complete 
and explicit as it was in the case of Waddill vs. Wise. In that case 
men were left standing at the polling place at the time the polls were 
closed with tickets in their hands and their tickets were deposited in 
envelopes as they were in this case; but when the examination was 
going on each one of the disfranchised voters in that case was called 
upon to testify, and did testify that he was a qualified voter of the 
ward, that he was at the polling place ready and anxious to vote, with 
his ballot in his hand, and that he was prevented from voting by the 
delay on the part of the judges of election. 

These men were not called as witnesses, and for that reason we have 
not counted these ballots for Langston. But we refer to this as a cir- 
cumstance to show the delay that occurred there and the general dis- 
position of the judges of election towards contestant, and we think 
that these votes should be counted, not to seat Mr. Langston, but to 
unseat Mr. Venable, And in that we agree perfectly with the report 
of the minority made in the case of Waddill rs. Wise, and we agree 
also with the honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], who, 
in talking on that case while it was under consideration, used the fol- 
lowing language, which I quote from the RECORD: 

I hold that wherever for any reason a sufficient number of voters to change 
the result have not been permitted to cast their votes, when they have exer- 
cised per diligence in their efforts to do so, the election is not a popular 
election within the true meaning of the term. Jn that position I am sustained 
by authority. 

And he gocs on and quotes authority at considerable length. 

Mr. F. N. Robinson was a colored school-teacher, and was the leader 
in this movement to take the ballots of these colored men. He was 
called as a witness, and examined as to what he did on the evening of 
that election day. He testified to what I have stated, in response to 
eight questions asked him on direct examination. Counsel for contestee 
then took Robinson and began to cross-examine him. There were two 
counsel present for contestee. They cross-examined him for six days, 
and I submit that a perusal of his evidence will show that he was an 
honest, patient, fair-minded, intelligent witness, and that he treated 
counsel with the greatest co But they kept insisting on repeat- 
ing certain questions to him, and he said, in response to several of those 
questions that were repeated: 


Now, I submit that I desire to refer counsel to my answer given 
in response to q! n so and so, which is my answer to this question. 
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„After having kept Robinson on the witness stand six counsel 
for contestee swore ont a warrant alleging that he refi to answer 
questions asked him, and had him arrested, took him off the witness 
stand, refused to let him sign his testimony, and carried him off to jail. 

Then, after they had done that, they turned around and objected to 
the consideration of his evidence because it had not been signed. aa 
furthermore objected to the examination of any other witnesses until 
they had an opportunity to further cross-examine Mr. Robinson, Did 
you ever hear of any more ontrageons proceeding than that? 

In this ward the contestant called the voters and by their oaths im- 
peached the return of the judges. He would have pursued the same 
course in the Third ward, but was prevented from doing so simply by 
the delay imposed upon him by contestee’s counsel. ; 

The only oflicer connected with this election who was sworn was Mr. 
Akers. The evidence to which I have referred very clearly impeaches 
him. I will only add this about Mr. Akers: He was impeached in 
another matter. Two years before this election he was judge of this 
precinct at an election, and at that time it appears by his own cross- 
examination that he refused to make any returns. He and one of his 
associate judges, when a writ was about to be obtained for them from 
one of the courts in Petersburgh, left the city before the writ could be 
served upon them. They hastily departed from Petersburgh and went 
to Fortress Monroe and thence to Baltimore, and traveled over the 
eastern part of Virginia and Maryland, keeping out of the jurisdiction 
of the court; and no return was made until after some considerable 
time, when they returned to Petersburgh and process was served upon 
them. They were then compelled to make their return. That is the 
kind of a judge that Mr. Akers was. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. CRAIN. Give us some more to-morrow, and you can take some 
more time now. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I ask for a few minutes, to come ont of the time 
on our side. It will be charged up to our side. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing that the 
gentleman should have more time. I felt from the first that the time 
was too limited, and I think my friend now finds it is too limited. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will take the floor and yield whatever time the 
gentleman desires. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will not occupy the floor very long; but I have 
been interrupted quite a number of times. 

The minority themselves seem to concede that something is wrong 
about this Sixth ward precinct, and they desire now to enter into a 
compromise with us. In the minority report, on page 51, I find this: 

In this ward the testimony of the contestant’s witnesses shows that there are 
atleast 220 white ooratic voters and not less than 20 straight colored Demo- 
cratic voters. The evidence further shows that the full Democratic vote was 
out at the election in question. If it is determined to give Langston 377 votes 
upon such testimony as that of Brown and Goodwyn— 

They do not say anything about the 283 witnesses at this place, I 
desire to remind the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL]— 

n modicum of justice at least would require that the Democratic vote of 210 
(220 + 20) should be given to Venable. 

Now, the difficulty about that proposition is this—it does not seem 
to trouble my friends, though it would give me some trouble: If.we 
give them the 240 votes which they claim, it makes 126 more votes- 
than there are voters in the precinct; but that never seems to have 
occurred to them. And there is this to be said about their proposed 
rule: If it is a good rule to give 240 votes to the Democratic candidate 
in the Sixth ward of Petersburgh because some witness testifies that 
there are that many Democrats in the ward, why should not the same 
rule apply to the whole district? If you apply that rule to the dis- 
trict, all the testimony goes to show that Mr. Langston was elected by 
at least 2,500 majority. 

‘The returns for the Sixth ward as made by the officers give Venable 
352, Arnold 160, and Langston 139 votes. Now, the evidence is that 
Langston was popular with the negroes and there were 444 more ne- 
groes than white men registered in the ward. But according to the re- 
turns in this strong colored Republican ward the Democratic candidate 
had a plurality over both the Republican candidates of 53. 

Now, if we deduct from the vote given to Venable all the vote that 
is impeached, his plurality over Langston would be reduced as follows: 
The vote at Lewiston thrown out for excess of ballots and other irregu- 
larities at that precinct, 71; at Mannborough (which I think is ad- 
mitted by the pleadings and in the report), 11. Take from the Third 
ward his plurality, 344, because of the stuffed ballot-box and false re- 
turns, which is simply equivalent to throwing out the ballot-box), and 
in the Sixth ward 213 for the same reason, and you have a total of 639 
votes. Then add to that the vote proved for Langston at Poach and 
Ross, 72; in the Third ward of Petersburgh 284, and in the Sixth ward 
377, and it makes a total change of 1,372, Deduct from this the plu- 
rality returned for Venable of 641 and it leaves a plurality for Lang- 
ston of 731. To that add 124 for votes of men who were not permitted 
to cast their ballots and we have a plurality against Venable of 855. 

But I will give Venable every vote not accounted for in these con- 
tested wards, and then how does the count stand? That is giving Mr. 
Venable the advantage of every fraud that was perpetrated in the con- 


tested wards and which was not disclosed or discovered, which is cer- 
tainly more than fair, because no Committee on Elections has gone as 
far as that; it still leaves Langston with a majority of 209. In doing 
this I give Mr. Venable in the Third ward 408 votes, which I arrive at 
by deducting the vote proven for Langston and the vote returned for 
Arnold from the total vote cast in the precinct. In the Sixth ward I 
give Mr. Venable 114 votes, the balance remaining after deducting the 
vote proved for Langston, 377, and the vote returned for Arnold, 169, from 
the total vote of 651 cast in the ward. And thisgives Mr. Langston a 
plurality of 209. = 

The election machinery was all in the hands of Langston’s politiċal 
enemies. He has adopted the only means within his power tọ expose 
the frands perpetrated in this district. Officers of election guilty of 
fraud upon their fellow-citizens, and guilty of crimes which their con- 
sciences tell them ought to land them in a felon’s cell, can not be ex- 
pected to leave many ear-marks of their corrupt works. 

The exclusion of Mr. Langston’s friends from witnessing the count, 
a right guarantied them by the laws of their State, and refusing to let 
his friends serve even where legally appointed as judges, could be for 
no other purpose than to cover up their tracks. I have no doubt in 
my mind that an honest return from this district would have given 
Mr. Langston, with all the difficulties he had to contend with, at least 
2,000 plurality. He was a recognized Republican leader. His father 
fought for liberty and self-government in this country with the gallant 
volunteer, Lafayette. He sprang from as proud a lineage as the grand 
old Commonwealth can boast. 

Afraid that the yellow cuticle of his beloved son might subject him 
to indignities in his native State, his father provided for his education 
north of the Ohio River, and removed from him the curse of his mother’s 
race, 

Receiving a liberal education at Oberlin and possessing all the en- 
ergy, talent, and ambition of his white brethren, Mr. Langston never 
knew what it meant to have the color line drawn on him until he was 
subjected to that ordeal in this campaign. He had*become the natural 
leader of the colored man. His education and affability had given him 
standing with the whites. He had filled appointive positions and filled 
them well. He had represented his country abroad. 

And I might pause here to remark that if at any time while Mr. 
Langston was abroad any wrong had been done to him the Army and 
Navy of the United States would have been promptly called out to re- 
sent the insult; but when he stands here asking for a fair hearing in 
the American Congress one-half the members absent themselves day 
after day in order to deny him that right. 

When his name was mentioned as a candidate for Congress he was 
coolly informed that it was not yet time to elect a negro to Congress 
from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I stand here in favor of majority rule, and think 
it a pretty good rule to follow within the party as well as at elections, 
and neither Mahone nor any other man is a enough Republican 
or a great enough Republican to set up his individual judgment or 
choice against the wishes or the choice of the majority of his party. 

Mr. Langston was honestly elected. He asks for justice to himself 
and to his constituents. The district is entitled to his services; and 
this House owes it to itself and to the country, as we owe it to our offi- 
cial oaths, to seat the man who, the evidence clearly shows, received a 
large plurality of the vote. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupied one hour 
and ten minutes. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr, Speaker, I yield forty-five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I had not expected to speak at this 
time, and I had hoped that when I did speak the full jury that was to try 
this case would have been present. I undertake to say that there is not 
acourt of record any where onearth, even of the most limited jurisdiction, 
that would expect its finding to have force and to be recognized if it de- 
clined to listen to the evidence and the arguments. 

The question we are called upon to settle in the pending contest is 
one of the greatest possible importance, the right of a member to hold 
a seat in this Co I think I voice the sentiment of every patri- 
otic citizen of the Republic when I say that this contest, and every 
other one, should be decided upon its own merits, and by the law and 
the evidence of record in the case. I have studied the majority report 
with care, and I am unable to see how we can, under the law, evidence, 
and precedents, hold that the contestant, John M. Langston, was 
elected on the 6th day of November, 1888, to be a member of the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth district of Virginia, Being unable to 
agree with the majority report, I respectfully ask the attention of my 
Republican colleagues while I proceed to give the reasons why, in my 
opinion, the Republicans of this House can not afford to vote Mr. Ven- 
able out and Mr. Langston in, as we are asked to do by the majority 
report of the committee. 

There were cast on the 6th day of November, 1888, at the election 
held in the Fourth district, as shown by the official returns of said 
election, 29,162 votes. Of this number E, C. Venable, contestee, re- 
ceived 13,298 votes; John M. Langston, contestant, received 12,657 
votes, and R. W, Arnold, the regular Republican nominee, received 
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3,207 votes; Mr. Venable, contestee, having on the face of the returns | electa Democratic Congressman from a district which would haye been 


a plurality of 641 votes over Mr. Langston. : 

The Fourth Virginia is one of the strongest Republican districts in 
the country, and the home of one of the most determined and suc- 
cessful leaders of Republicanism in the South, 1 will add, Mr. Speaker, 
in the whole country, ex-Senator William Mahone. The query I 
propound to my Republican colleagues at the outset is: Why was Mr. 
Venable, the Democratic candidate in a national campaign in this 
overwhelmingly Republican district, able to secure a majority and 
with it the election to this Congress? Two years before, under the di- 
rection of the same committee, W. E. Gaines, Republican, carried the 
district by nearly 8,500 majority, while in 1839, under the same man- 
agement, President Harrison received only 4,000 majority in the dis- 
trict, and Mr. Venable, a Democrat, carried it by 641 votes. Every 
member will admit that there must have been, that there was, a good 
and sufficient reason for this great change in the result in the Fourth 
Virginia district. 

I want to examine with you, gentlemen, in the spirit of an earnest 
inquiry after the truth, and without a particle of feeling or prejudice, 
for the reason or reasons, so that we can, if possible, do justice to this 
contest and to all persons who are interested in it. What was the cause 
or causes that wrought this great change? Was it due to the personal 
popularity of President Cieveland in that district? I think not. No 
person has yet been found who has even thought of putting that forth 
as a reason. Was it produced by the personal unpopularity of Presi- 
dent Harrison? No, not that. No man in this hotly contested case 
has ever put forth thatclaim. Was the regular Republican candidate, 
Judge R. W. Arnold, personally unpopular, or was he a man who was 
in any sense unworthy the suffrages of our people? I challenge any 
one to produce a line of evidence, or even a report or rumor, reflecting 
in the least degree upon his character as a man or as a Republican. 

Were the national and State Republican committees any less zealous 
in their efforts to organize the Republicans than in any prece:ling cam- 

? No man will in this or in any other presence declare that 
either the national or the State Republican committee neglected their 
duties, or failed to put forth their best efforts to secure a victory in the 
Fourth Virginia district. Everything might depend upon that district, 
Congress was sure to be very close, and here was a reliably Republican 
district in doubt. People everywhere in the North wanted Virginia, 
mother alike of Presidents, statesmen, and soldiers, to come into the 
Republican line and thus break up the solid South and end at once 
and forever the cry of sectionalism against the Republican party. The 
record shows that everything that could be was done to impress the 
importance of a Republican victory upon the Republicans of that dis- 
trict, hence my inquiry, why was President Harrison's majority only 
four instead of nine thousand votes, and why was a Democrat elected 
to Congress from this overwhelmingly Republican district? 

There must have been a cause. The question is, what was the 
cause? I think I have discovered that a sufficient and perfectly nat- 
ural cause existed in that district; a cause which has never failed in 
the past to produce a similar result, without regard to the politics of 
the district, or whether the district was in the East, in the West, in 
the North, or in the South; and that cause, and the reason why the 
Fourth district of Virginia went Democratic for Congressman, was by 
reason of the existence of an irreconcilable division in the Republican 
party in that district. 

The gentlemen who advocate the majority report may theorize until 
New Year’s day; they may make technical pleas to show why, in their 
opinion the vote of certain precincts should be set aside, and wax warm 
and even eloquent over the manner in which the vote should be revised 
and counted by the House; but I hold, Mr. Speaker, that neither one 

nor all of these claims can prevail against the perfectly plain, reason- 

‘able, natural, and absolutely truthful statement of fact that we were 
beaten in the Fourth district of Virginia for Congress, and through 
that defeat were beaten in the State for the Presidency, solely upon 
the ground of an existing and irreconcilable division of the Repub- 
liean vote of that district. 

Mr. Speaker, no man who has not been in that district can appreciate 
the intensity of that division, nor can any Northern man, who is not 
familiar with the existing conditions there, correctly estimate the force 
of that division. It was a race division, with all that such a division 
implies in the South. The Republicans were beaten, fairly beaten, 
as the evidence and figures I think demonstrate, and it is beneath the 
dignity of the Republican party to attempt to revise the figures in an 
election that was lost to it by thousands of votes by reason of its own 
conduct, and that alone. And above and beyond all, Mr. Speaker, 
and gentlemen of the Republican side of this Chamber, it would in my 
opinion be suicidal for us to seat the man who led the bolt against the 
regular Republican nominee for Congress, and who publicly defied both 
the State and national Republican committees, refused to submit his 
claims with those of the regular nominee to the national committee 
for arbitration and settlement. 

He did, however, accept a nomination from the bolters, and thus be- 
came responsible for the results which followed from the bolt in that 
most unfortunate campaign; the effect of which was, as I shall show 
hereafter, to give the electoral vote of Virginia to Mr. Cleveland, and 


9,000 Republican but for contestant’s independent race. 
HOW THE DIVISION WAS BROUGHT ABOUT, 

It will be conceded by every one who has studied this question that 
somebody has blundered. Speaking politically, that some person or 
persons made a grievous mistake. Let us, therefore, briefly examine 
the facts, learn the truth, if we can, as it relates to this case, and lo- 
cate the responsibility for the deleat we sustained. 

I want to premise this investization with a statement of fact which 
many of us find it exceedingly difficult to admit, and yet it is the plain 
and simple truth. Ours is a government by political parties; there- 
fore these parties are a necessity. Parties can only be sustained through 
and by party organization; hence the party is greater than any indi- 
vidual member of it. The party may have demands upon one of its 
members, but no member can have any claims or any demands upon 
the party. If parties are to exist it must be through party organiza- 
tion. The party speaks by and through its regularly appointed offi- 
cials, If a person is to act with a party, that person must be willing 
to be governed by its rules of procedure. I hold, therefore, that wheu- 
ever a person proposes to act outside and independent of the party or- 
ganization, that by this act the party is absolved from all obligations 
to the person. 

The Republican party of Virginia bas an organization that has within 
a few years increased the Republican vote of that State from 90,000 to 
156,000, Notwithstanding the great loss the party sustained in the 
Fourth districtin 1888, the Republicans lost the State by only 1,539 votes. 
I think in thelight of these facts that our organization in Virginia must 
be conceded to be an effective one. 

Pursuant to the rules of the party organization the Republican dis- 
trict convention was called to mect at Farmville, to nominate a can- 
didate tor Congress. That convention wascomposed of eighty-five dele- 
gates, a majority of all the delegate votes only being required to nomi- 
nate the candidate. Unless a candidate receives a majority of the votes 
be onght not ask the nomination. 

I simply state a fact when I say there was more than one candidate 
before that convention. In the Fiſtieth Congress my seat was close by 
that of Hon. W. E. Gaines, who represented the Fourth Virginia dis- 
trict in that Congress, and I know that he was a candidate for renomi- 
nation. R. W. Arnold, the nominee, was acandidate. The contestant 
was also a candidate. There wasa bolt from thatconvention. Thirty- 
three regular delegates withdrew from it, and the contestant went out 
with them. This bolt left fifty-two regular delegates to organize the 
regular Republican convention. Filty-twodelegates constitutingaclear 
majority of eighty-five, the total representation, it must be conceded 
that the filty-two had the right to do it. They did organize it, and in 
due time selected R. W. Arnold as the candidate, who accepted the 
nomination tendered him, and was thereafter fully recognized by the 
Republican State and national committees as the regularly nominated 
Republican candidate for the Fourth district. 

The thirty-three delegates who withdrew trom the regular conven- 
tion proceeded to hold another. Just how thirty-three delegates out 
of a total of eighty-five could organize a convention or make a nomina- 
tion that would be recognized by any party organization I can nottell. 
Sufely no Republican committee could afford to recognize any such 
convention or nomination; yet, itis true that this convention composed 
of thirty-three regular delegates did nominate contestant, who at once 
accepted the nomination, and proceeded to make a canvass—not as the 
Republican candidate, for he was in open defiance of the Republican 
committee. He made his canvass as a colored candidate in a colored 
district, on the race issue, which he raised and contended for through- 
out the whole contest. 

To demonstrate to my Republican colleagues that contestant was not 
and could not have been a Republican candidate, I call atten: ion to this 
significant fact, which will not be denied: On the return of contestant 
to Petersburgh from Farmville he was met by a large crowd of his race, 
when this crowd, headed by a band of music and contestant in a car- 
riage, proceeded to parade the principal streets of that city. When the 
procession came near the home of General Mahone, chairman of the Re- 
publican State committee of that State, contestant commanded a halt; 
instructions were then given the band to play the Dead March in Saul 
as it passed his residence; the procession was started again and the band 
played the Dead March, as it was directed to do. This conduct oi con- 
testant was an insult to every Republican in Virginia and an outrage 
infinite upon a man who, elected to the United States Senate at a time 
when his vote decided the political complexion of that branch of Con- 
gress, took his seat upon the Republican side and whose votes for the 
term of six years, while be remained a member, were as radically Re- 
publican as those of the great leader, Senator SHERMAN, of Ohio—a man 
who has brought into the Republican party of Virginia not less than 
40,000 of his late comrades and their relatives, thus forming the nu- 
cleus of a party organization that will in a very few years make Virginia 
as reliably Republican as Vermont. 

One would think that a contestant claiming recognition and sup- 
port from Republicans in this House would not have been guilty of of- 
fering so gross and unjustifiable an insult to the Republican leader in 
Virginia, and through him to the party in that State. 


I regret, as I am sure my colleagues will, when they are informed 
that he did not stop at what has preceded, but in his wild career he 
roceeded one step further, and threatened by letter our colleague, Mr. 
1 ofthe Third Virginia district, with direst disaster. Mr. WAD- 
DILL, then a candidate, was also a member ot the State Republican com- 
mittee, charged with the duty of pertecting our organization and getting 
out a full vote for our can:iidates in every precinct; and yet contestant 
notified Mr. WADDILL by letter that if he tried to organize the Repub- 
licans of the Fourth district and get them into line in favor of Mr. Ar- 
nold, the Republican candidate, then, in thatevent, thecontestant would 
come over into the Third district and array the colored voters against him. 
Not satisfied with being an independent candidate, he demanded 
that the Republican committeemen should cease to work for the party 
in the Fourth district and abandon that district to him. You would 
think that a man who now seeks Republican, votes would stop at least 
at this point; contestant did nut, however. He raised the race issue, 
and demanded ot the colored voters of the Fourth district that they 
give him their support and their votes, not because he was the Repub- 
lican candidate—this he did not claim to be—but he asked their votes 
because he was a colored man, and because his race, being in the ma- 
jority in that district, ought to have a colored representative. He 
made his campaign upon that issue, 

I want my Kepublican colleagues to keep these facts in mind while 
they consider this case, for I assure them if there is little of law and 
much less of evidence and justice to sustain this contest, that there is 
certainly very much less of Republicanism, unless they are Republicans 
who bolt party conventions and divide Republican voters and thereby 
bring defeat upon our party, as was done in Virginia. There was no 
race conflict in that district until contestant raised itin 1888. Senator 
Mahone and the Republican party in Virginia enjoyed in the largest 
possible measure the contidence and support of the colored people of 
that State, aud they merited all of it. Mahone and his party had 
abolished the whipping-post, the last relic of the slave régime in the 
Old Dominion. They had repealed the capitation tax, so that God’s 
poor, who had heen slaves, but were now men and voters, might even in 
their poverty be enabled to vote. Mahone and our party believed that 
poverty should not disfranchise the voter. They had built a colored 
insane asylum, where their unfortunates who were bereft of reason 
might be properly cared for. They had constructed and made perma- 
nent a splendid colored normal college, having a capacity of three hun- 
dred and twenty-five students, where colored men and women are edu- 
cated as teachers. Well might the colored voters afford to follow the 
leadership of Mahone and the Republican party of Virginia, for they 
had demonstrated their interest in and friendship for the colored peo- 
ple of that State by substantial and beneficial acts of legislation, which 
remain a continuing testimony of their interest in the welfare and 
happiness of the colored race; hence, I repeat, there was no race issue 
in the Fourth Virginia district until contestant raised it. 

ITS EFFECT, 

It will be apparent even to the most casual observer what the effect 
ol the race issue must have been in a strong colored district, when 
made by contestant. The inevitable result of his independent race 
on the race issue was to divide the colored voters and to demoralize 
the Republican organization and party in the district. It would have 
been utterly impossible to prevent a division of the vote in the light 
of his candidacy, and if any one will stop one moment and con- 
sider its effect, that person will not be surprised at the result which 
followed at the polls. Contestantisan educated man and an orator of 
acknowledged power before the people. The result of his impassioned 
appeals was to arouse his colored followers into a state of freuzy, so 
much so that many of them would do whatever he wanted them to 
do. Under these conditions and issues I hold that the defeat of our 
ticket was inevitable. 

At the same time prominent and thoughtful colored men became 
alarmed at the condition of affairs among their people. These men, who 
were not candidates for office and whose only desire was to promote the 
best interests of their race, regarded the race issue as raised by contest- 
ant of incalculable injury to the colored people of that district; hence 
they were just as bitterly opposed to his candidacy as men could be. 

Again, the colored men who had been honored by political preter- 
ment in the past realized the fact and argued to the colored people that 
the only hope for their race wasin the success of the Republican party 
in that great national contest; hence these men worked and e and 
pleaded with the colored men they could control to stand by and vote 
for the regular Republican nominees. 

It became apparent during the campaign that the appeals of con- 
testant had won over to him many colored voters, and then many Re- 
publicans, black and white, who felt that the election of contestant 
would be a calamity to the party in the district and to the colored 
race, openly declared their intention to vote for the contestee, Mr. 
Venable. To enable these men to vote for the Republican electors and 
for Mr. Venable, tickets were printed and distributed with the names 
of the Republican electors and Mr, Venable tor Congress printed upon 
them, the evidence of record showing that these tickets could not be 
distinguished from the regular Republican tickets with Mr. Arnold’s 
name upon them except by reading. 
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Presidential electors and Congressmen were the only candidates 
voted for in 1888 in Virginia, There can be no doubt that many of the 
Venable tickets were voted. The evidence shows that at one precinct 
more than 20 colored meo voted openly for him in defiance of the jeers 
and race ostracism engendered by contestant’s appeals, such as North- 
ern men can have no idea of unless perchance they may have looked 
in upon it. It is a fact that the feeling became so intense over the 
race issue that the wisestand more conservative colored leaders advised 
the withdrawal of the regular Republican nominee, Mr. Arnold, and 
that all men who were opposed to raising the race issue, Democrats and 
Republicans, black and white, should then unite on Mr. Venable in 
order to insure the defeat of the race issue. This was not done, but 
this fact will account for the small vote tor Mr. Arnold, the regular Re- 
publican candidate, and for the large vote Mr. Venable received, and 
it will show the real motive which prompted so many Republicans to 
vote for Mr. Venable. 

Men of the North may laugh and sneer if they please, but I tell this 
House that an honest inquiry will convince the most skeptical that 
in the South when the raceissue is raised many Republicans, white and 
black, will be found voting even against their party and tor Demo- 
cratic candidates in order that they may effectively oppose that most 
dreaded o! all questions in the South, the race issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I have devoted this much time to show beyond ques- 
tion to every candid mind the perfectiy natural and reasonable causes 
which existed in the Fourth Virginia district that would enable Mr. 
Venable, although a Democrat, to receive a plurality of the votes in 
that district, and I say here that I think I can show that under exist- 
ing law and precedents this House, notwithstanding its grant of 
sovereign power to decide as to the qualifications of its own members, 
can not afford to set aside the election by the voters of the Fourth dis- 
trict of Virginia, and here and now by the votes of this House elect 
the contestant to be a member of this Congress. 

Belore proceeding to a consideration ot the law and precedents I want 
to call the attention of the Republican members of this House to the 
list of Republican leaders—colored men—who opposed the election of 
Mr. Langston. At the head of the list stands the greatest of all col- 
ored leaders, Frederick Douglass. Read, his letter in the record and 
report. I only take time to quote the closing sentence. Says Mr. 
Douglass: 

No encouragement should be given to any man whose mad political ambi- 
225 N imperil the success of the Republican party in any section of the 

Perry H. Carson. See his letter, page 35 of the report. I only take 
time to call your attention to this one sentence: 

From the moment Mr. Langston uttered his unfortunate declaration to the 
effect that he should press bis candidacy for Congress, whether nominated or 
not, by the Republican convention I have classed him with the bolters, mar- 
pur fsa other assistant Democrats, of whom our grand old party has unhappily 

Rev. William Wallace. See his letter on page 36 of the report of 
the committee. Ishall only call your attention to the closing sentences: 

My brethren, I beg of you to pause and consider before you shall determine 
to follow the advice of Mr. Langxton, and imperil the best interest of our race 
by giving your vote to a person who has never in any wise, nor at any time, nor 
at any place shown himself friendly to the colored man or to the Republican 


party. 
I shall vote for the regular nominee of the Republican party—Judge Arnold— 
and I trust you will do the same. 


In bonds of christian love, 
WILLIAM WALLACG 
Pastor New Hope Church, Sussex County, Vi 


Hon. W. W. Evans, member of the Virginia Legislature from Peters- 
burgh and editor of the Virginia Lancet. I quote from his evidence 
questions 13 and 14, with his replies to both of them: 


Q. 13. Please state, as fully as you can,what was the character of the canvass 
made by Professor Langston and his supporters in furtherance of his election 
— $ Representative in Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Vir- 
ginia, 

(To which question and any answer made thereto the attorney for contestant 
objects as necessarily involving matter which is simply hearsay and matter of 
mere opinion, without reference and so without bearing in any proper and legal _ 
sense upon any issue involved in this contest.) $ 

A. To say that it was bitter, mean, and vile will express it feebly. It wasa 
system of organized ostracism of every man who dare to oppose Mr. Langston’s 
rer rere pe Mr. Langston, his friends, and his supporters throughout the dis- 
trict held up to ridicule every colored man who supported Judge Arnold. 
Whenever augos Judge Arnold's canvassers went into the counties to make 
speeches in his behalf they were met by an organized crowd of Mr. Langsion’s 
supporters, who used all their powers to preveut these speakers from discussing 
the questions which were at issue in tuis district. Many of such supporters of 
Judge Arnold were forced to travel many miles to secure accommodations on 
account of the rancor and bad feeling which had been stirred up by Mr. Lang- 
ston, his supporters and friends. Not only was thie true, but Mr, Langston 
and his ce epee left nothing undone to stir up bitter relations between the 
whites and blacks of this district. They went so far as to demand the support 
of every white Republican in the district upon tue penalty that they were never 
to be vote: for by the colored voters unless they supported him. During that 
canvass some of Mr. Langston’s friends and supporters made it their special 
duty to insult me while I passed along the streets, whenever I appeared in a 
public meeting, ofttimes coming to my office for that purpose. Many of these 
men were Food, honest, and industrious citizens who were incited to these acts 
by some of the men of the colored race who med to be intelligent leaders, 
It is known that Mr. Langston 8 defled the Republican e or 
the State and nation, and that he the support of none of the loyal Repub- 
leans of this district after his nomination. A great many of the men who have 
been true to the Republican party in the past were misled and misguided, and 
gave him asupport which many of them, to my own knowledge, this day regret. 
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Q. 14. What was the especial ground of difference between the leading colored 
men who supported Judge Arnold and the supporters of Mr. n? 

A. The men who supported Judge Arnold believed that the success of the 
Republican party in this district could only be effected by givin. 
cordial support to the regular candidate of the Republican party. 
was the regular nominee of that party in this district for Congress. ese men 
— . — that by supporting any ee white or black, they would injure 
the c! of the success of the y. Mr. Langston made his t from the 
beginning on the und of color, The men who supported Judge Arnold 
could not sym pathise with such a movement because they believed that itwould 
be impossible to win in any way that would advance the race upon such grounds. 
Professor Langston is undoubtedly one of the most cultured of themen thathave 

uced by the negro race in America, His reputation as an orator is 


well known, ability to reach the masses was well shown in the recent con- 
test for Con: He, however, got on the wrong side of the question. I mean 
by that that be took himself outside of the Republican party. The men who 


8 him did so on account of the fact that he was a leading colored man. 
yar dpa will find, in some measure, the reason why leading colored men 


Hon. A. W. Harris, ex-member of the Virginia Legislature from 
Dinwiddie County and member of the State Republican committee. 
I quote questions 14, 15, 16, and 18, together with his answers to each 
one of them. I know Mr. Harris and I consider him one of the brain- 
iest men of his race I have ever met. He was educated here in this 
city at Howard University. I commend his replies to my colleagues 
as the utterances of a man who is an honor to any race: 

Q. 14. After the nomination of Judge Arnold by the regular Republican con- 
vention, please state whether or not Judge Arnold made any canvass of this 
district, either personally or by his supporters? 

A, I know that from October the ith until the close of the canvass Judge Ar- 
nold spent nearly every day in the varieus counties of the district,a majority 
of the time making two es a day. I know that he made a pretty thor- 
ough canvass through bis supporters; that is to say,as I now remember, there 
were fifteen pare who spent a good portion of the time in the field as can- 
vassers. This does not include the number of persons who did not Jeave their 
particular counties, 8 

Q. 15, Please name as many as you can of the gentlemen who canvassed the 
district for Ju Arnold, and if there were both white and colored canvassers 
please signify fact as you call the names. 

A. There was W. H. Ashe, B. Baskerville, jr., W.W. Evans, J. W. Watson, H, C. 
Cox, J. W. Adams, J. W. Flippen, Collins Johnson, J. R. Jones, William Jones, T. 
S. Hamlin, C. H. Branch, Peter G. Morgan, W. H. Jordan, R. B. Baptist, and A. W. 
Harris. Iam not Sapporoda to Rive everybody in the cauvass, bat those I re- 
member just now. The above list is made up entirely of colored canvassers, 
idertaken to give any white canvassers in the above list, because 1 
had notas much to do with them as with the colored canvassers, and there- 
fore rememberamong the white ean vassers only such persons as Senator Charles 
Gee, Jamieson of Mecklenburg, Jones of Mecklenburg, Boswell of Nottoway, 
Jones of Brunswick, Butterworth of Dinwiddie, and Cardoza of Lunenburgh. 

Q. 18. Please state, if you know, whether any of the colored canvassers men- 
tioned have at any time occupied public tions of honor and trust in the 
communitie in which they reside; and, if so, state who they are and what 
position. J 

A. W. H. Ashe is a member of the house of delegates from Nottoway and 
Amelia; B. Baskerville, jr.,isa member of the house of delegates of Virginia 
from Mecklenburg County; W. W. Evans isa member of the house of delegates 
of Virginia from rgh. These three gentlemen are sitting members from 
their respective counties, J. R. Jones ts an ex-senator from the senatorial dis- 
trict composed of the counties of Mecklenburg and Charlotte; W. II. Jordan is 
anex-member of the house of delegates from the city of Petersburgh; Peter 
G. Morgan is an ex- member of the 3 Legislature from the Petersburgh 
district,and is at present a member of the Petersburgh city council; Collins 
Johnson is, as I remember, an ex- member of the Legislature from Brunswick 


County. 

Q. Please state what was the character of the canvass made by Professor 
Langston and his supporters in furtherance of his election as a Representative 
in Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, 

A. The canvass, as I saw it, was a very bitterone. Whenever it could be done 
successfully the persons who supported Judge Arnold were prevented from 
speaking and getting at the crowd in any way that Mr. Langston’s friends could 
prerani them. The controlling element of that canvass seems to have inspired 

e masses with the belief that it was scarcely less than criminal to op the 
candidacy of Professor Langston. rawn so 
lightly against a set of people who dared to differ with another set; and this 
rr . — wok even Aas meee d pg race may tno fight ly 

wn. was t we, the colo people, have a ority in this 
district and because we have a majority we must elect Mr. Langston to Con- 
gress, It isthe only canvass in which Jever took part that I have seen men 
on the opposite side driven from the platform. It wasa canvass in which the 
doctrine was taught that the colored men were able to do without white Repub- 
Means, and in which the further doctrine was taught that the white or colored Re- 
publican who was not on that side might conceive that all hopes of future ad- 
vancement or recognition in the lines of the Republican party were sealed. My 
idea of the canvass as conducted from Mr. Langston’s standpoint was that noone 
was to have an opinion unless that opinion went to the furtherance of the aims 
and ends of their side. Social 8 so far as one colored man can sociali 
ostracize another, was practiced throughout the canvass. It was a canvass whic 
I as exceedingty hurtful to the relations existing between the two races 
of this section of Virginia, because the animosities and hatreds e mdered 
were of such a ras to make the colored people restive in t present 
condition and attempt to do that by themselves which the experience of the 
race in every Southern State since the war bas shown ean only be done through 
the united effort of the white and colored peg when they are harmoniously 
moving together for the accomplishment of an end. I mean to be understood 
by this answer as 3 no strong. effective Republican party in the South 
can be built up upon black votes alone: that they must have the aid of white 
men, and those white men must be drawn from the ranks of the Demooratic 
pariy, or rather from tbat class of white men and their sons who followed the 
nes of the ex-Confederacy, by a spirit of toleration on the part of the pres- 
ent members of the Republican party as one finds it in the South. Such tolera- 
tion and consideration for the pegaen and education which has obtained 
with chat class of men was not discoverable in Mr. Langston's canvass, but 
rather there was a disposition to say to those people, If you can’t see things 
asi do and take that which I mete out to you, we don't care for you to take a 
position in the Republican party. 


The names of the leading colored men I have given, the calm, dig- 
nified, and unanswerable reasons urged by them, why in their opinion 
5 ffect of eee tho W 3 5 

effect o usandsof eo peo im; 
of this fact there can be no doubt whatever. ‘The evidence of record 


Inever in all my lifesaw the lines 


and the result at the polls prove the truth of the statement that 
thousands of colored men voted against contestant. 

I call special attention to the answer to question 18, by Hon, A. W. 
Harris, who, in speaking of the requirements for a permanent and 
effective Republican organization in the South, said: 

I mean to be understood by this answer as saying that no strong, effective 
Republican party in the South can be built up upon black votes alone; that 
they must have the aid of white men, and those white men must be drawn from 
the ranks of the Democratic y, or rather from that class of white men and 
their sons who followed the fortunes of the ex-Confederacy, and by a spirit of 
toleration on the part of the present members of the Republican party as one 
finds it in the South. 

I commend these golden words of a broad and patriotic statesman 
to the thoughtful consideration of my Republican colleagues, I trust, 
Mr. Speaker, that they will echo and re-echo in the ears of those 
who are charged with the leadership of the Republican party until 
they shall be accepted, for upon the acceptance of the principles Mr. 
Harris has so aptly and ably expressed depends the solution of the 
question of the solid South, which is a standing menace to the peace, 
prosperity, and happiness of the people of all sections of the Union. 

Mr. Harris is an educated man, who has lived all his life, except 
when at college, in the South. He has been often honored by his peo- 
ple, and he has repaid the confidence reposed in him by honest, faith- 
ful service in behalf of his State and his race, and living in this strong 
Republican and colored district, being familiar with the existing con- 
ditions and being desirous of promoting the best interests of his race 
and the Republican party, he has in a few plain words—words that 
can be understood by all who read them—presented the whole ques- 
tion in the few brief sentences I have quoted, 

With what marvelous force the experience of the past twenty-five 
years of our national history corroborates Mr. Harris in every cu- 
lar. His views are approved by every thoughtful student of this vexed 
question of both races at this time; I unite my opinion with theirsand 
present it to my colleagues for what they may consider it wortl. I 
tell them that, guided by the experience of the past and aided by all 
the information I am able to secure, I am convinced that there never 
can and never will be a strong and effective Republican party in the 
South until we shall have enough white men in it to make it stron 
and effective. Senator Mahone and the 40,000 other white men he led 
into our party in Virginia is what made the party strong in that State 
and gave us six members in the Fiftieth Congress. Contestant flew 
in the face of the experience of the past and existing conditions in 1888, 
and the result was that upon the face of the returns we had only two 
members in this Congress. These are facts which can not be contro- 
verted. They stand as mile-stenes to mark our marches in the contest 
we are waging. 

Contestant, relying upon the power of his oratary before his race, 
deñed his party, defied the national committee, defied the whites; he 
argued that the negro race could and should control that district be- 
cause there were more colored than white voters; hence hedrew the color 
line and raised the race issue; and can any one of my colleagues won- 
der at the result which followed, and the more especially sa when we 
consider the evidence of the opposition of many leading colored men 
whose testimony I have quoted? 

I tell this House that, under our theory of government, ignorance 
can not dominate and rule over intelligence; hence, I would plead with 
those who are charged with the leadership in this Congress, and who 
are thereby responsible for the legislation enacted, to heed the advice 
that comes to us trom every source and that is borne to us on every 
breeze, saying that no effective Republican party can be built up in 
the South, based upon negro votes alone. Neither State nor Federal 
laws can build it up. A race twenty-five years out ot slavery, super- 
stition, and densest ignorance can not build it up. God has never yet 
lifted up any race in any age out of the environments of densest super- 
stition, ignorance, and slavery into the full sunlight of intelligent self- 
government in so brief a period of time. From the environments ot 
superstition, ignorance, and slavery into the sunlight of intelligent 
self-government is the work of evolution alone, rnnning through gen- 
erations. There is no other way by which that result can be obtained. 

Experience, the safest of all guides and the wisest of all counselors, 
tells ns, in language we can not misunderstand, that we must have 
white men in our party in the Sonth if we would have a Republican 
party there in fact as well as in name, and yet contestant denied all 
this, defied the experience of the past, and made his appeal to colored 
people alone, and I now ask will it be seriously contended by any mem- 
ber, in the light of the evidence of the opposition among the leading 
colored people of that district, whose testimony 1 have quoted, that 
contestant’s defeat is or can be tortured into any evidence whatever 
of the existence of fraud in that election. Gentlemen, I can not for 
one, I will not think that you can so believe and will so decide, until 
I hear with my own ears your final vote upon this question. 

The official retarns show that Mr. Venable received 13,298 votes, 
Mr. Arnold, 3,207 votes, and Mr. Langston 12,657 votes. 

Tet us, for the sake of argument only, concede that all the votes for 
Mr. Venable were cast by Democrats and that all the votes for Mr. 
Arnold and for Mr. Langston were cast by Republicans. What shall 
we find? We shall learn that 13,298 Democratic electors wisely cast 
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their ballots for one candidate only, Mr. Venable; while 15,864 Repub- 
lican electors—a clear majority of 2,506 over 13,298 Democratic elect- 
ors—very unwisely divided their votes between two candidates, giving 
to Mr. Arnold 3,207 votes and to Mr. Langston 12,657 votes. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people love fair play, and I want to say 
that it will not be fair play for the Republican party in this House to 
punish Mr. Venable because he was wise enough to avail himself of the 
advantage arising from a division of the Republican vote of his district 
when that division was the only thing on earth that made it possible 
for him to win the race. 

I call attention to another significant fact in the political history of 
that district. In 1884, a Presidential year, Mr. Brady, a white Repub- 
lican and an ex-Union soldier, who is now a member of the national 
committee and collector of internal revenue at Petersburgh, was the 

Republican nominee and was elected by only 1,082 majority, by 
reason of a division in the party then. Query: If Mr. Brady, thereg- 
ular Republican nominee and a gallant ex-Union soldier, waselected by 
only 1,082 votes in 1884, by reason of aparty division at that time, can 
it be held to be evidence of fraud in the election in 1888, because con- 
testant, who bolted the convention and accepted the nomination from 
the bolters, and ran as an Independent and as a colored candidate in 
a colored district upon the race issue, and who openly defied the na- 
tional and State committees, and who ran against the regular Demo- 
cratic and Republican candidates, was in that three-cornered fight de- 
feated by 641 votes, when a change of only 862 votes, as compared with 
the vote for Mr. Brady in 1884, would produce that result. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, in order that I may emphasize this proposi- 
tion, in the light of Mr, Brady’s vote in 1884 as the lar Repub- 
lican candidate and of contestant’s independent race the regu- 
lar Republican candidate in 1888, as well as against the Democratic 
candidate, and when we consider the opposition of the leading colored 
men of the district to contestant, and his open defiance of the Repub- 
lican State and national committees, can any reasonable man reach any 
other conclusion than that contestant might expect defeat? I insist 
that his defeat was natural and to be expected. Iam only surprised 
that the majority against him was no greater than 641 votes. 

I shall limit my argument upon particular precincts and votes to the 
two wards in Petersburgh, the Sixth and Third, that are attacked by 
the majority report. 

In order to simplify the question and narrow it down to two proposi- 
tions, let us grant all that is claimed by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. HAUGEN] outside of the city of Petersburgh. He concedes that 
Mr. Venable comes to Petersburgh with 487 more votes than contestant, 

Let us proceed to a consideration of these two wards. First let us 
examine the Sixth ward. 

The official returns show that Mr. Venable received 352 votes; Mr. 
Arnold received 160 votes; Mr, Langston received 139 votes. 

How was the election board at this ward constituted? Let us see. 
The Jaws of Virginia require that each election board shall be composed 
of three judges and two clerks, and the Federal law provides that the 
election canvass and count of votes may be watched by two Federal 
supervisors. There were three judges; two of them were Democrats, 
one a Republican, There were two clerks, one a Republican and one 
a Democrat, and the evidence shows that they were men of character. 
‘The election was watched by one Republican and one Democratic Fed- 
eral supervisor. I want to say right here tht an election board con- 
stituted like this, composed as it was of men of both parties, under 
State and national authority, ought to be sustained by this House, un- 
less there is positive and accurate proof of fraud or mistake. 

If good men of both parties can not be trusted to announce a correct 
result, then indeed all elections must be left in doubt. The evidence 
of record shows that the ballot-box was exposed to the officials so that 
they might know that it contained no ballots when the first vote was 
cast; that both of the supervisors were present from the time the first 
vote was cast until the last one was deposited in the box; that they 
were in a position all day where they had a full view of what took 
pea; that the Republican supervisor sat beside the ballot-box, and 

ng the judges and clerks, and in plain view, where he could see 
each ballotfrom the time it left the voter's hand until it was deposited 
in the ballot-box, thus rendering a change of ballots impossible, 

I call the attention of my colleagues specially to the following facts, 
which are in the evidence of record and are not denied: 

First. That there were tickets with Republican electors and Mr. 
Venable for Congress-in circulation, and that these tickets could not 
be erte from the Arnold and Langston tickets except by read - 
ing them. 

Second, That many colored voters voted in the white line. 

Third. That while many persons voted open tickets a good many 
white and colored voters voted folded tickets. 

Fourth, That there was no discrimination on account of color, and 
no unnecessary delay, voting being done at the rate of more than one 
a minute all day long. 

Fifth. That the ballots were first taken out of the box and counted 
according to the law of that State. That there were voted at that pre- 
cinct tickets having Republican electors on them, some of those tickets 
having the name of Mr. Arnold on them for others the name 


of Mr. Langston, and others the name of Mr. Venable. That there 
were twelve scratched tickets voted and that ten of the twelve had 

Langston’s name scratched out and Venable’s name written in its place, 

one ticket with Arnold’s name erased, and one with Venable’s name 

erased and no name written in. 

I will here insert the evidence of Mr. B. D. Akers, a member of the 
rere d, which sets out in detail all these facts. Mr. Akers testifies as 

lows: S 

Q. 37. Were any other persons present in the polling-room at Sixth ward on 
6th of November, 1888. from the opening of the polls to the sealing of the poll 
books and ballots, besides the judges and clerks of election and United States 

rvisors y named? 
No, sir; excepting the boy that brought the meals, 

Q. 3 Were any of these persons absent from the polling- room at any time 
aar Wer upon the discharge of their duties to said sealiam of the poll books 
an 0 

A. No, sir; with the exception of one time when Mr. Scott went outside to 
stop the loud talking and noise, be being the only one, to my recollection, that 
left the room during the day. 

. V. Mr. E. T. Berry, "United States supervisor, has testified that at the clos- 
ing of the polls the box was opened and the ballots were dumped in a pile upon 
the table. Does that agree with your recollection? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. 40. You have stated that the ballots were then canvassed by the judges. 
Were the ballots opened at this time or counted folded? I mean just as vo! 

A. Yes, sir; I canvassedthem folded. No one counted them but myself, with 
the judges and supervisors and clerks looking on. 

Q. 41. Did the tickets found in the box exceed the names on the poll-books? 

4 Ho airs it was shost one ballot. eon 

% ou remember whether there were any tickets, when the counting 
came tobe f aa kranen aat a name of one candidate for Congress soratched there- 
from and another name substituted ? 

A. Yes, sir; there were twelve scratched ballots. Ten of them had Lang- 
ston's name acratched out and Veuable's name written in pencil in place; ons 
with Arnold's name scratched out and no name written in the place of it; one 
with Venable’s name scratched out and no name written in place of it. 

Was there any considerable number of balluts voted openly at Sixth 
= E the 6th 5 1888? Xi > i 
ere was. ere was a good many white and a good many colored, and 
a good many of both voted their ballots folded. i k 
44, When a ballot was handed you open did you not necessarily see what 
names some of them contained? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q. 45. rex. always folded a ballot before depositing it in the box, did you not? 


A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 46, During the count of the vote to ascertain the number of votes received 
each candidate, did you again count all the ballots yourself while the other 
cers looked on, or were the ballots divided into portions and each portion 

counted by a different person? 

A. Al of the judges separated the ballots into piles of fifty or a hundred, 
dividing the Democratic ballots from the Republican. As soon as this was done 
we counted the Democratic ballots to find out the number of votes cast for the 
electors, and Republican likewise. Then we separated the Republican ballots 
to get at the name of the Congressmen at the bottom, and we separated those 
ballots, putting the Langston ballots to themselves, the Venable ballots to them- 
selves, and the Arnold ballots to themselves. Then we counted them and gave 
each candidate what those ballots called for. I counted myself all of the ets 
for Congressmen and requested Mr. Berry to count them after me for fear of 
mistake. This being finished, we examined the scratched tickets and gave to 
WO ai. During all this separation and eounting. who, if handled the 

During all this se on and eounting, who, if any one, 
ms or besides yourself, Eckles, and Lewis? 
No one. 

Q. 48. Did either of the United States supervisors or clerks help to divide the 

fey es 2 piles of fifty ox a hundred? 


No, sir, 
ah ~ Did not Mr. Berry handle the ballots when he counted them at your re- 
qu 


A. Yes, sir; he handled them to see if my count was correct and also to sat- 


hi 
a 5 50. Did Mr. Scott handle the ballots to the same extent? 
A. No, sir; he never touched a ballot during the — a 
5l. You are certain, then, that neither of the clerks of clection handled the 
ballots at all? 
A. Yes, sir; I am certain. (Record, 830, 831.) í x 


Q. 131. Can you or not, now that you have been fully questioned as to the 
election held in Sixth ward, in the city of Petersburgh, on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 1538, state that the returns of that election, as made to the clerk of the 
hustings court of Petersburgh and now on file in his office, contain a full, com- 
pau and aceurate statement of the number of ballots cast at Sixth ward vot- 
= g place on that day and of the number cast for each candidate voted for at that 

A. Yes. sir; I can and do so state. (Record, 327.) 

Mr. Speaker, here we have these facts: First, an election board of 
three judges and two clerks, composed of three Democrats and two Re- 
publicans, watched over by two Federal supervisors, one of whom was 
a Democrat and one a Republican, in all seven officials, four of whom 
were Democrats and three Republicans. Their returns properly made 
outand the votes tabulated and properly certified. Second, we have the 
evidence of two of those officials, who testify that they were present dur- 
ing all the time that the polls were opened and while the votes were 
being counted and canvassed; that no other person was present except 
the boy who brought them their meals; that no other n or per- 
sons handled the tickets, and that the return made which gave the 
result as I have stated it was a full, true, and accurate account and 
statement of the number of ballots cast that day and a true and ac- 
curate statement of the number of ballots cast for each candidate voted 
for at that election in the Sixth ward in Petersburgh. 

It is in evidence that all the members of the board were present all 
the time during the entire count and canvass of the vote, and yet it is 
2 by a Republican Committee on Elections, in a Republican 

ouse, toset aside this return thus doubly verified.. And for what pur- 
pose? In erder to seat a man in this House who ran on an independ- 
ent ticket against the regular Republican nominee in that district and 
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whose race resulted in the defeat of the Republican electors in Virginia 
beyond all question, besides giving that district over to the Democrats, 
Let us hope that this will be the last time that sach a proposition will 
ever be submitted to Congress, 

Mr. Speaker, I am not my colleagues’ keeper, but speaking for my- 
self only I wish to say that I can not, under my oath and my knowl- 
edge of this case, vote to seat contestant; and I trust, sir, for the good 
name of the House, and especially of the party of which I am only an 
humble member, that there are enough Republicans who will think 
and vote the same way, so that we may prevent such an outrage upon 
the rights of the people trom ever being charged to the great party of 
freedom and the right, 

Let me examine with you gentlemen carefully and impartially, and 
ascertain if there is sufficient evidence in this record to authorize this 
House to reject the official returns of the Sixth ward in Petersburgh. 
We are convened in this House to enact Jaws for the government ot a 
great nation, and we must ourselves respect and obey the accepted law 
governing all such cases. The grant of sovereign power to decide as 
to the qualification of its members is no justification whatever for an 
improper act upon the partof the House, We are commanded to pre- 
serve the rights of the House, and we have solemnly sworn to preserve 
the rightsof the people. What is the law in regard tothe rejection of 
the official returns of an election ? 

The soundness of the following propositions will not be controverted: 

The returns must stand until such facts are proven as to clearly show that it 
is not true. (MeOrary on Elections, sec, 536.) 

The presumption is that the election is honestly conducted, and the burden 
of proof to show it otherwise is on the party assailing the returns. (McCrary, 
sec, 542; Paine, secs, 579, 762, 763, 764. ) 

Nu thing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be 

rmitted to destroy official returns. It i+ not sufficient to cast suspicion upon 
— They must be proved fraudulent before they are rejected. (v A. and E. 
Ene, of Law, Paine, supra.) 

The testimony of voters concerning their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballots and record until it is shown by affirmativetestimony that the 
judges, or clerks, or other persons withdrew the tickets of electors aud substi- 
tuted rs for them. (Paine, sec, 767.) 

Let us in the spirit of fair play apply these principles of law, about 
which there can be no dispute as to their soundness, to the returns of 
this ward. The legal presumption is that the election was honestly 

conducted; that presumption is sustained by the direct and positive 

testimony of two of the officials, that, in fact, it was honestly con- 
ducted, ‘Nothing but the most credible, positive. and unequivocal 
evidence should be permitted to destroy official returns, Itis notsuf- 
ficient to cast suspicion upon them“ is the plain and yet mandatory 
language of the law. Where is the evidence of fraud at this ward? 
Is it not in evidence that not one vote was challenged at this precinct? 
Where is the eredible, positive, and unequivocal evidence“ to de- 
stroy this return? 

The evidence shows that not a person outside of the board touched 

_ A ballot afterit Jeft the voter's Land. Is it not a fact that of the seven 
members of the board, counting the supervisors, three of them were 
Republicans and four Democrats? I am met with the statement, 
“Why, of course there was fraud in that precinct,” and I ask for the evi- 
dence of the fraud and am told, Why, of course there is fraud. Did not 
Thomas H. Browu and Pleasant Goodwyn swear that 370 or 377 voters 
received tickets trom them and voted lor Langston? I admit that they 
thus testified, and I ask who are these men? Upon inquiry I find that 
they are both the partisan friends of Langston. Query: Whose testi- 
mony ought this House to give credence to? The returns made under 
oath by seven men, four of whom were Democrats and three Repub- 
licans, who received the votes cast by each voter, placed them in the 
box in the open view of each other, and who, when the poll was closed, 
proceeded to count the votes in the box and canvassed them, giving to 
each candidate every vote he received on the ballots actually cast, or 
should we disbelieve these sworn officials and their properly certified 
official return, throw aside their oaths and retarn, and believe the tes- 
timony of two men on the outside who were there to give outa certain 
kind of tickets to be voted, when it is nut denied that there was in gen- 
eral circulation Republican tickets with three different candidates for 
Congress upon them? I shall be loath to believe that any member on 
this side of the Chamber will disbelieve the sworn officers in charge of 
the ballots under these circumstances. It would have been so easy 
for Brown and Goodwyn to be deceived by the voters and be per- 
fectly honest in their statements under oath, while these seven ofi- 
cials can not be deceived and mistaken; they had the ballots before 
them that were voted, not the ballots that were handed to persons to 
vote. This return is correct or they are perjurers. 

Some one may say, Well, there must have been fraud in that ward, be- 
eause the Sixth ward is a strong colored ward, and they were loud for 
Langston.” My reply is, it is a colored ward; but this fact is proven 
and uot denied by any one, that of the twelve scratched tickets voted 
at this precinct ten of them had Langston’s name scratched off and the 
name of Mr. Venable written in its place. : 

UI am here reminded of the race made by a friend of mine for a county 
office in Indiana in 1876. He made a canvass from house to house, 
and secured hundreds of personal promises to vote for him from his 
politieal opponents. He had made a list of the names and it was 
nearly as long as the one made by Goodwyn and Brown, and he felt 


just as certain of his election as these men did that 370 or 377 men 
had voted tor Lanyston. Election day came around, the election was 
held, and when the result was announced my friend was deteated by 
nearly the usual majority, and he learned away back in 1876, what 
Brown aud Goodwyn must have known in 1888, that in a three-cornered 
fight political promises to vote certain tickets do not always pan out 
when the result is officially announced. 

1l might relate myself a chapter about political promises that were 
never kept that would at least instructif it did not entertain my hearers. 

I say that a three-cornered fight for Congress even in a strong colored 
Republican ward is likely to become a sore disappointment to one of 
the three candidates. But,“ says one person, beat leastcandid; didn't 
contestant introduce 283 voters in person and by depositions, who tes- 
ified that they voted there that day, and that they all voted for con- 
testant, while the returns gave him only 139 votes?” And then, asif he 
thought to clinch that, he says: Now, honest and square, doesn’t that 
prove jrand?” I tell him that to my mind it does not. I am asked 
to give my reasons, and I reply, Certainly, with pleasure; and I 
quote the Jaw to him in these words: 

The testimony of voters concerning their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballots and record until it is shown by affirmative testimony that the 
judges or clerks or other persons withdrew the tickets of electors and substi- 
tuted others for them, (Paine, sec. 767.) 

And then I ask him for the evidence in this case that a single ticket 
of an elector had been taken from the box and another ticket substi- 
tuted for it. I ask him for the evidence of this act, and he stands mute 
and silent; he can not find it, you can not find it, no one can find it; 
and then I turn the tables on him, and tell him that the evidence in 
the record discloses this fact, which to my mind explains the whole 
difficulty and accounts for the result upon perfectly natural and rea- 
sonable causes, and that fact was the presence and general circulation 
at this precinct of more than one kind of a Republican ticket. The 
evidence of record shows that there was the regular ticket, with the 
names of the Republican electors on it, an the name of R. W. Arnold 
for Congress, and that there were others with the name of John Mercer 
Langston for Congress, and still others with the name of Mr. Venable 
for Congre-s. I then call attention to this further evidence, that these 
different tickets could not be distinguished the one from the others ex- 
cept by reading them, and then I ask, how many of these 284 colored 
voters could read and how many of them did read their ballots and 
could know with any degree of certainty who they actually did vote 
for to represent them in this Congress? Of the 70 electors who swear 
that they voted for Langston, and whose testimony is in the record of 
this case, 43 made their mark and only 27 could write their names, 

I now and here ask this House, is it not lar more reasonable to sup- 
pose that many of these ignorant men could be honestly mistaken as to 
whom they did vote for, in the presence of tickets with different names 
on them for Congress, and no doubt purposely mixed, than to suppose 
that seven members of am election board, fourof whom were Democrats 
and three Republicans, would willfully and maliciously make a false 
return of the ballots cast in their presence, and counted, canvassed, and 
certified by them? I think it far more reasonable to presume that 
ignorant men might be honestly mistaken than that these men would 
under oath make a false return of the votes actually cast in their pres- 
ence. G 

It is said of Abraham Lincoln that he was once the attorney for a 
young man who was charged with the crime of murder. The mother 
of the young man had been kind to Lincoln when he was in poverty, 
and the great soul of Lincoln was wrapped up in the cause of his 
young client. Certain witnesses swore 3 that they saw the 
murder committed, saw the murderer, and could not be mistaken as to 
his identity. They testified that the murder was committed in the 
uight-time—but they declared that it was a bright moonlight night 
and that they saw plainly and recognized the defendant as the mur- 
derer. They said they could not be mistaken and that the defendant 
was the guilty person. The young man had denied any knowledge 
whatever of the crime and had protested again and again his inno- 
cence, A murder had been committed. The time and place were not 
disputed. The evidence was direct and positive, and spectators and 
court alike thought the accused was guilty. Not so thought the great 
lawyer, Lincoln. He brought out all the incidents in detail, and upon 
eross- examination had every particular of the crime made specific and 
definite. When the State rested its case Mr. Lincoln proved conclu- 
sively that at the time the murder was committed the moon was not 
shining at all; that as a matter of fact it was in the dark of the moon, 
and that therefore the witnesses must have been mistaken when they 
fixed upon the defendant as the guilty man. The jury in that case 
found the defendant not guilty, and he was declared to be innocent. 

Mr. Speaker, if there was any evidence in the record of this contest 
showing that the ballot-box had been tampered with; if there was any 
evidence that any person or persons who might even be suspected of 
desiring to detraud the electors of this ward had been seen with or in 
close proximity to the ballot-box; it there had been only one kind of 
a Kepublican ticket at this ward; if the electors were educated men, 
careful and jealous ol the right of suffrage, and incapable of being 


| easily imposed upon; in brief, if there was in the record of this case 
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one single incident to bring the official returns under suspicion, then, 
in that event, I admit there would be force in the testimony of the 
electors as to whom they did vote tor to represent them in this Congress, 

In the absence, however, of any evidence whatever that a single bal- 
lot cast by an elector was taken out ot the ballot-box and another bal- 
lot substituted in its place, and when it is conceded on all sides that 
there were Republican tickets in general circulation and voted at this 
precinct, with three different candidates tor Congress upon them, and 
when the officers in chargs of the election testify that all three kinds 
of Republican tickets were voted by the electors of that ward, and 
placed in the ballot-box as they were voted, and that the ballots so voted 
were counted, canvassed, and returned by the board according to law, 
and that each one of the three candidates for Congress at that ward pre- 
cinct was credited with the exact number of votes that were cast for 
him, I think, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the Kepublican party, that 
I am justified by every consideration of law, evidence, precedent, and 
policy, to ask yon to let the returns of the Sixth ward in Petersburgh 
stand as they were made by the election board, com as it was of 
reputable men of both political parties and watched by two Federal 
supervisors, one a Republican and the other a Democrat, 

If the official returns of an election held by the people, regular in 
form and properly certified by an election board composed of repre- 
sentatives from both parties, and supervised by Federal officials of both 
parties, who witness the whole proceedings and then upon oath verify 
the count and canvass of the ballots cast, and who declare the return 
to be correct—if an election so held and certified is to be set aside upon 
the evidence of parties who are upon the outside and who are the par- 
tisan triends of only one of the three candidates, and whose testimony 
does not contain one specific averment of fraud, error, or mistake, and 
whose only claim for setting aside the returns is that they gave out 
certain tickets to 370 or 377 men, who they think voted for a certain 
candidate, when, in fact, the ballots actually cast by the voters disclose 
the names of three different candidates for Congress upon the Republican 
electoral tickets voted, instead of the one these witnesses thought were 
voted, if an official return so guarded and verified is to be set aside, I 
appeal to my Republican colleagues to let some other party do it. To 
set aside such a return would be for this House to overthrow the result 
of an election by the people without even the shadow of frand attach- 
ing toit. Speaking for myself only, I can not, I will not, by my vote 
aid to set aside the return of an election upon any such a flimsy pretext. 
It is our first duty, Mr. Speaker, to protect the elections by the people, 
not to set them aside; and in the event thatit becomes necessary to set 
aside an election the law has defined with great care and precision the 
character of evidence required. The law decl.res that Nothing but 
the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence“ will qustiiy this 
House in setting aside the official returns of an election by the people. I 
tell this House that the record of this contest does not contain such 
evidence; not a sentence, a phrase, or a word of such evidence, 

The report submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAU- 
GEN ] for the majority comes to the city of Peterburgh conceding to Mr. 
Venable 487 more votes than contestant had. If the official returns 
of the Sixth ward stand as they were certified by the board—and I 
contend that it must stand if we are governed in the consideration of 
this case by the law as it is generally accepted, the evidence of record, 
and the precedents of adjudicated cases by this and by past Congresses— 
then Mr. Venable has 487 plurality over contestant when we reach 
the Third ward, the last voting precinct sought to be impeached by 
contestant and by the majority report. 

THE THIRD WARD, 

The official returns of the Third ward show that there were cast at 
that precinct for Congressmen a total of 797 votes: For Mr. Venable 
518 votes, for Mr. Langston 174 votes, for Mr. Arnold 105 votes, 

It is conceded that this ward is pow and always has been strongly 
and reliably Democratic. It is the home of the sitting member, Mr, 
Venable, and yet the majority report proceeds, first, to set aside the 
official returns and, second, by some sort of reasoning, the mode of 
which I frankly confess I can not comprehend, proceeds to summarily 
distranchise electors of that ward as follows: First, the 105 Republicans 
who in this three-cornered fight had the courage and manhood to vote 
the Republican ticket for Mr. Arnold; second, all the Democ atic elect- 
ors who voted in this admitted Democratic stionghold, including the 
members of the election board, and the contestee himself, who lives in 
that ward and voted at that precinct. The reportdoes not stop at this, 
but proceeds by some process, either modern or mediæ val, the particu- 
lars of which can not be definitely known, to increase contestant’s vote 
from 174, the number returned by the election board, to 284 votes. I 
think I am justified by the facts in saying that no more wonderiul and 
audacious revision of an election by the people has ever been attempted, 

Let us in the name of fair play see what, if any, justificat.on can be 
found for this most extraordinary procedure. 

There are two, and only two, questions presented for our considera- 
tion by this action of the majority of the Committee on Elections: 
First, is there sufficient evidence of record to justify the rejection by 
this House of the official returns of the Third ward? and, second, if it 
shall be decided by the House that there is sufficient evidence on which 
to reject the official returns, then in that event is there sufficient evi- 


dence to justify this House in increasing the votes cast for contestant from 
174, the number given him by the official returns, to 284, the number 
claimed for him by the gentleman trom Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN} in 
the majority report? 

The soundness of the rules of law governing the rejection of official 
returns, stated by me in considering the Sixth ward, will not be de- 
nied. Let me restate them briefly: 

The official returns must stand until facts are proven which show 
clearly that the returns are not true. 

The law presumes the election to have been honestly conducted. 
When assailed the burden of proof rests on the assailant. It is not 
sufficient to cast suspicion upon the returns, They must be proven 
fraudulent before they are rejected; and then comes the fi test, 
‘Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence 
should be permitted to destroy official returus.“ I take it that no 
member of this House will dispute the soundness of these propositions, 
nor will any member deny the wisdom ot requiring the most ‘*cred- 
ible, positive, and unequivocal evidence” to set aside the official re- 
turns of sworn officers of the law, who have been charged with the 
duty upon their oaths to make a full, honest, and accurate return of 
the ballots cast at the election precinct over which they have been called 
to preside. 4 

To set aside the returns of sworn officers who hold elections upon any 
other kind of evidence than the most ‘credible, tive, and une- 
quivocal’’ would result in the destruction of all confidence in elections 
by the substitution of the most irrelevant for the highest known and 
most accurate form of evidence of the certainty and correctness of 
elections held by the people. 

It is trne that all the officers of this election preeinet were Demo- 
crats. Yet it is also true that there was a Federal supervisor, I think 
it very unfortunate for Mr. Venable that this is true. I shall not at- 
tempt in any way to justify the creation of an election board where 
only one political party is represented. 

Each party is entitled to be represented on the board; to deny this 
right is wrong, absolutely wrong. No man can justify it, and while 
the fact may create a suspicion as to the honesty and correctness of the 
election and returns, I beg leave to call the attention of my colleagues 
to the fact that the law declares that it is not sufficient to cast suspi- 
cion upon a return in order to set it aside, 

Nothing but the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be 
permitted to destroy official returns. 

Keeping in view these clearly defined legal principles let us see what 
are the facts relative to the Third ward vote in Petersburgh. First, 
we have the official returns of the sworn officers who held this election, 
which returns I beg leave to say have the full force and are entitled to 
the weight as evidence for our guidance, indicated by the quotations 
of law heretofore given the House. Then, in addition thereto, there 
is in the record of this case the evidence of Mr. Gill, a Federal super- 
visor, regularly appointed in conformity to law, by the proper author- 


ity, to watch over and witness the proceedings of that election, whose 


character is unimpeached and who upon oath testified in regard to 
this election as follows: 


Q. 12. Were you present after the close of the polls and during the count and 
canvass of the vote? 

A. I was present during the count and canvass of the vote, and from the time 
the polls closed I did not leave until the count and canvass was finished or com- 
pleted, and the tally-sheets, ete., with the ballots, were placed in the ballot-box 
and sealed by the judge. 

Q. 13, How did the number of ballots found in the box correspond with the 
8 of names on 8 NE ths 

“ ey correspon exactly, ere were 797 names registered 
clerks and the number of ballots were 797 found in the box. by 

Q. I4. Please describe the manner in which the ballots were canvassed and 
counted. and say by whom were they canvassed and counted, and, refreshing 
your memory from the poll-book already filed, say what was the result, 

(Nore.—Counsel for contestant now asked for an adjournment of the taking 
of the above deposition until 4 p: m. ofthis day, as he hass p ng engage- 
ment which it is impossible for him to neglect, especially, too, as there are now 
only three of Lang-ton's counsel in the city, aud that the other two counsel are 
now engaged in taking depositionsin this contested-election case in other parts 
of the city under notice given by the contestee through his counsel.) 

A. The ballot-box was emptied by William Crichton, judge, on the table. I 
saw that nothing was left in the box. The ballots were then counted by the 
judges, Wiltiam Crichton, John T. Williams. Virginius L. Weddell, aud myself, 

claiming the right as United States supervisor for that precinct to count the 
same, The number of ballots taken from the box was 797. The ballots for 
each candidate were then separated and counted for each candidate. The re- 
sult was: Venable,5!8; Arnold, 105; Langston, 174. The ballots were separated 
and counted by the three judges already mentioned and myself. I was present 
during the entire count and canvass of the vote. 

Q. 15. Did you keep any record yourself during the day? And, if you did, 
state in what manner you kept it and how its result accorded with the number 
of ballots found ju the box. 

A. I kepta tally of the white and colored vote during the day upon a patent 
tally-sheet, which I received as an advertisement, the parties wishing to sell 
these sheets, and, having the sheet, I used it for the purpose of keeping a tall: 
that day. My count upon thissheetsummed up 5 less than the poll-book, whi 
diftterence was due to the fact that I failed to make the cross-mark in the tally, 
thereby beginning the next tally, losing one each time I made the mistake. 


Q. 16. From your experience in such matters, is it possible outside of the 


pos to keep with accuracy a record of the number of votes cast for any particu- 
candidate? And give your reasons. 

A. From my experience it is impossible to tell by any means outside of the polls 
how many votes are cast for any particular candidate or party. My reason for 
so stating is that I have frequently tried to do so at the same polling piace, ha 
an accurate copy of the registration book made by myself while a registrar, an 
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been able to tell at the close of the polls which party or candi- 
date had the most ballots cast for them or estimate how many had been cast for 


to 
of © fact of the ballots, as 
general th being folded by the voters, in 9 makes it impossible 
for a man outside of the polls to say how many ots have been cast for any 


ular cand’ 
Q. 17. Was the election of the 6th of November, 1888, any exception to the gen- 
re E zon regard to the voting of folded ballots? 
o, 


Q18 Was there any fraud or sha 3 of any kind practiced in the 
beer eT 3 or returning of the vote of Third ward polls on Novem- 
A. Thad opportunity to see and hear everything that was done or said 
in the count canvass and return of said vote. I saw nothing of fraud or 
ice. If I had seen any such fraud or sharp practice I should, as 
Un States su „ have stopped it at once. 
Q. 19. {f there been any fraud at the Third ward polls would you not bave 
been able to see and discover it? 

A. Yes. 

Mr. Speaker, we have now before us the returns of this precinct made 
by the sworn officers who held the election, sustained by the testimony 
of Mr. Gill, the Federal supervisor, who states under oath that there 
was no fraud practiced in the counting and canvass of the votes and 
in the making of the returns; and he also testifies that the returns 
which upon their face are entitled to the highest credence, were in fact, 
honestly and correctly made out, giving to Mr. Venable, Mr. Lang- 
ston, and Mr. Arnold the exact numberof votes cast for them by the 
electors of that ward. 

I desire to call the particular attention of the House to the fact that 
this is the voting precinct of Mr. Venable, against whose character 
as a man not one word has been spoken. He and his father have been 
engaged in business there for many years, giving employment toa large 
number of colored men, and, instead of its being remarkable that he 
ran ahead in this ward, I want to say here and now that, in the light 
of the facts in this case and of the division in the Republican ranks, 
I hold that it would have been indeed most remarkable if he had not 
largely increased his vote in his own ward. 

Upon this impregnable d stand the returnsof the Third ward; 
and yet, Mr. § er an 3 of the House, we are asked not 
only to set aside the official returns, but to exclude all the Venable 
votes and all the votes cast for the regular Republican candidate, Mr. 
Arnold, and in addition thereto we are asked to count 284 votes as hay- 
ing been cast for the contestant, 110 more votes than were cast for him 
as returned by the sworn officials of the election board—and upon what 

unds? What is the character of the evidence upon which this House 
asked to do this thing? 

It will be conceded by every member of this House that, given the 
facts that a certain precinct is Democratic and the home precinct of 
the Democratic candidate, against whose character not one word has 
been uttered, with an irreconcilable division in the Republican party, 
so that there are two candidates, one white and one colored, the col- 
ored candidate raising the race issue and making the canvass upon that 
issue, with prominent colored leaders, including ministers, appealing 
to their people not to follow the colored candidate, that to justify the 
setting aside of such an election return, that is sustained by the testi- 
mony of the Federal supervisor, who was present all the time and him- 
self made the count, when in the language of the law Nothing but 
the most credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be per- 
mitted to destroy the official returns. it is not enough to cast suspicion 
upon them. They must be proved fraudulent before they are rejected; 
that the House should require “credible, positive, and unequivocal evi- 
dence” upon which to act. 

In the light of the Jaw and precedents, I repeat, what is the char- 
acter of the evidence upon which we are asked to set aside the returns 
in the Third ward—not only set the returns aside, but by some sort 
of legerdemain transform this reliably Democratic ward in a Southern 
city into a ward unanimously in favor of a colored candidate who made 
his canvass upon the race issue gs 2 colored man’s candidate in an ad- 
mitted Democratic ward? We are asked by Mr. HAUGEN to decide 
that in this ward, where all the members of the board, five in number, 
were Democrats, and where an overwhelming majority of the legal 
voters are Democrats, and where Mr. Venable, contestee, lives and 
votes, and where a full Democratic vote was polled, we are gravely 
asked to decide that in fact no Democratic votes were polled, and 
then we are asked to decide that no Republican votes were cast for the 

Republican nominee, Mr. Arnold. 

think I can hear my colleagues say: Mr. CHEADLE, we shall be 
compelled to insist that ‘credible, positive, and unequivocal’ evidence, 
and a preponderance of such evidence, shall be presented for our con- 
sideration before we can vote to set aside the official returns of the 
Third ward.“ The law says—and I take it the law is a safe guide to 
follow under these circumstances—that the evidence of voters concern- 
ing their own votes is not admissible to contradict the ballots and re- 
turns until it is shown by ‘‘aflirmative testimony ” that the tickets of 
electors have been by some person or persons withdrawn and other 
tickets put in their places. : 

I ask for the evidence of the fact that any ticket was taken out and 
another put in its place, and not one line of evidencecan be adduced, 


The sworn evidence of the representative of the Federal Government t 


states that the count was honest and that each candidate received and 
had counted for him every vote that was cast for him. Query: If the 
testimony of the yoters can not be received to contradict the ballots 
and return, how in the name of common sense can the evidence of 
outsiders be so received? Is it not true that the main evidence relied 
upon isthat of M. N. Lewis and William J. Smith, men who were not 
acting in any official capacity whatever, but were the partisan workers 
of contestant, acting for him eae hehe IO DR A PORE MA UT ew 
the names of men they supposed voted for contestant? This is the 
“‘ credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence upon which this House 
is gravely asked to set aside an official return of an election and change 
a ward known to be reliably Democratic into a ward that will be, as 
the committee make it, a solid ward, not Democratic, not Republican, 
but solid for a colored candidate, who made his canvass solely upon the 
ground that the majority of the voters of that district were colored, 
and therefore they ought to vote for him, and this particular ward 
the home of the Democratic candidate. 

I have read, Mr. Speaker, of remarkable results in elections, df sur- 
prises of various kinds, but I venture the statement that this is the first 
instance in American history where it bas been seriously contemplated 
to make either Congress or the country believe that any voting precinct 
can be found in any State which is the home of the Democratic candi- 
date, a precinct that always has been and is now reliably Democratic; 
where, in a three-cornered fight between a Democrat, a Republican, 
and an Independent colored candidate for Congress, the latter making 
his campaign upon the race issue that it has been deemed wise or proper 
to contend and hold that all the votes were cast in favor of the race 
issue. The mere statement of the result sought to be enforced by the 
majority Tepon in the Third ward in Petersburgh demonstrates its 
ridiculous absurdity. 

If this question was to be decided upon the testimony furnished- the 
House by the official returns and the evidence of Supervisor Gill upon 
one side and the evidence of Lewis and Smith upon the other side, it 
seems to my mind plain and reasonable that under the rules of law I 
have quoted there ean not be any question as to which side is sustained 
by the preponderance of evidence. I do not think that any one will 
deny the fact in this presence that the official returns, made under oath 
and supported as they are by the testimony of the Federal supervisor, 
who conducted the count and canvass of the votes, and who was present 
and witnessed the whole election, and whosecharacter is unimpeached, 
ought to have, yes, must have more weight with us in the decision of 
this question of highest privilege than the testimony of parties who are 
on the ontside and who are trying to keep a tally of voters whom they 
think are voting for their friend, even though these persons were men 


of both Lewis and Smith is seriously impeached by the testimony of 
a number of witnesses, who state under oath that both Lewis and Smith 
were not in positions at said precinct where they could with certainty 
know for whom the voters did cast their ballots. 

I wish to refer to the evidence of Supervisor Gill and others upon 
this point. On this subject the testimony of Mr. Gill, Federal super- 
visor, is as follows: 


Q. 26. There have been filed in the record as a part of the testimony of the 
said Lewis four books 88 to be the tally books which he kept on No- 
vember 6, 1888, at the Third ward polls, containing the names of more than 
200 voters, whose lots he swore were given for John M. Langston. In an- 
swer to the following question asked the said Lewis on his direct examina- 
tion, to wit: “ When and under what circumstances did you particularly ob- 
serve the ballot of each colored voter before recording his name in said book,” 
the said Lewis replied: ‘‘Iread his ballot carefully, and after I had seen the 
judge to whom he had handed his ballot deposit it in the ballot-box, I then 

laced his name on my book,” Please state whether this reply of the said 

wis is true and give your reasons, 

A, It can not be true, for the reason that, unless the ballots were handed by 
the voters to Lewis, he could not read them carefully, which was not done. , 
The voters coming up in line handed their ballots to the judge without passing 
them to Lewis for examination. A large number of them he could not have 
read at all, the parties not showing or holding them to him for that purpose, at 
least one-half or more voting folded or el ballots. 

Q. Z. Did you see any voter hold his ballot before Lewis for examination? 

A. No; not 8 to Lewis. I saw several hold their ballots above their 
heads unfolded, and it would have been im ible for Lewis to see what names 
were on the ballots unless he had remarkable eyesight. Iwas as near to them 
as ho. with glasses on, and I could not read them. 

Q. 28. Would your answers to the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh questions 
apply equally to the parties who kept the books in the absence of Lewis? 

A, They would, 

Q. 29. you know the fact thut it was suggested at the time by parties about 
the polls that the Langston tally-keepers were recording votes cast for one of 
the other candidates? 

A. Yes; I beard the report and heard parties joking Lewisund others about it. 

Q. 30. Were there any ballots distributed at the Third ward polls bearing the 
Republican Presidential electors, with the name of E. C. Venable for Congress? 

A. Yes: there were ballots headed Regular ticket which had E. C. Ven- 
able’s name on them for Congress, and I bolieve, to the best of my knowledge, 
that a number of men entered by Lewis 5 his books voted the said ticket. 

Q. 31. Were there any ballots deposited in the box wherein the names of the 
8 candidates were written by hand? And state why such ballots 
were 80 tten. 


A. Yes; I believe that these mY were so written because the parties vot- 
them wished 


to conceal the fact that they voted for E. C. Venable. (R., 


0 
George W. Dunn, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposed as fol- 


6. The said Lewis has testified upon his direct 
: “I stood right at the entrance where the colored voters 
lot-box fn ballot- bo 


ti 
an hour and a half. Ha wae — the voters, and I removed him from 
his position. He then occu . mandaa about 10 feet from the 
in that position about half 


coore He an hour. He then 
eft the clea me I didn't see him any more until about 12 o'clock, He was 
comi: ward ct, He then disappeared again and re- 


n 
tornadi — i in ihe evening. 

Q. 7. There have been filed in the record asa part of the eee ot the 
said Lewis four books purporting to be the tally- books which he kept on Novem- 
ber 6, 1888, at the Third ward polls, poss bere the names of more than 200 vot- 
ers, whose ballots he swore —.— given for John M. Langston. In answer to 


losat each colored voter before his name in said — the said 

Lewis replied : “I read his ballot carefully, and after I pane pion Se Jungova 

„E it it in the ballot-box, I then placed his name 

3 Please state w this reply of the said Lewis is true, and 
ve your 


reasons, 
A. it is not truo. An the colored voters‘were in a line separate from the whites. 
y had several parties giving them tickets, and it was impossible for any 
one totell how they were voting. The colored tally-book of Third ward, on 
Mr. Langston’s side, was kept by two or three different parties, and the posi- 
tion that they held they could not have told one ticket from another. 

Q.8. Please state whether or not you have attended Third ward polls at other 

prior to November 6, 1888, and, ifso, how many. 

A. [have attended two others prior to the Presidential election. 

. 9. Is it the custom at the Third ward polls for the colored voters to vote 
open or folded ballots? 

A. They have been voting to suit themselves in the last two or three elections, 
and they would allow no one to see their tickets; and the majority of them 
would allow no one to see their tickets, 

Q. 10. Do you mean to say that on November 6, 1888, the majority of the col- 
ored voters would allow no one to see their tickets 

A. Ido. They hadtwo or three ticket-holders, and they were giving out dif- 
ferent kinds of tickets. After they got in line the majority of them refused to 
show their tickets. They did not want any one to know — they voted—for 
n Venable, or Arnold. 

Q1 Did you see any considerable number of colored voters show their 
tikasi the said 33 or to one W. J. Smith, or to one S. B. McE. Jones, who, 
as 2 Te Lewis testified, kept his tally-book’s in his absence? 

id not. 
Q mo onid you ks have known such a fact if it had existed? 
i 

Q: 13. Were there any tickets with the name of R. W. Arnold for far leapt 

distributed to the colored voters at Third ward polls November 6, 1883 


A. There was, 
tickets bearing the Republican Presidential electors 
enuble, for Congress, distrib 


Q. 14. Were there an 
with the name of E. ©. uted to the colored voters 
distributed of that kind. 


at Third ward polls November 6, 18887 
There were a great many distribu 

James M. Young, a witness of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposed 

as follows: 


Q. 1. (By counsel for contestee.) What is your age, occupation, and residence? 

A, Iam 8 ears old; my „ police officer for the city of 
Petersbu: ; my iatea Beans corner of Sycamore and Oak streets, Third ward. 

Q. 2. W — were you on election edd November 6, 18887 

A. Iwas at the Third ward 

Q. 3. Were you on duty there that day? 


A, I was, 
—.— ne time did you get to the polls on that day and how long did you 
y 

A. Weil, sir. T think it was after I had eaten breakfast, about 7 or §oclock. 
Istaid thereali day. 

Q. 5. During the time you were at the polls did you see M. N. Lewis, a wit- 
ness for the contestant in this case 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. 6. “The said Lewis has testified 


2 his direct examination as follows: 
“T stood right at the entrance where the bal 


ticed that he on account of 
and taking —— ve part peak da the canvass and election. 


Gearan Fayerman, of lawful age, being duly sworn, đeposes as fol- 
lows 


his being Pom there 


Q. 12. 12, Please stato whether or not you were present at the Third ward po 
on the 6th of November, 1888; and, if so, how long were you there and in Losey 


on ty? 

I was there nearly the whole day, not being absent more than half an hour 
at any time. IL held the colored voters’ book; checked their names when they 
voted. When not otherwise I would be distributing tickets or in- 
fluencing men to either A oe for Arnold or Venable. 

Q. 13. The said Matt N. Lewis mentioned above has testified that on the 6th of 
Pororo 1888, he stood immediately in Iront of the Third ward ballot-box 
unrise until sunset, only leaving about thirty minutes during the day. 
— state whether or not you know this testimony to be true or false. 
A. Lewis was there for about three-quarters of the day, and when there he 
gat on a box in front of the judges with his back to the voters. 
Q. 14. Please state whether or not it is the custom in the Third ward among 
Pora Otje Sates t vote foida or open ballots. ) 
OTE. bjected y coun: for contestant as leading. 
A. The custom is to vote folded ballots, 


Q. 15, Was the lection of the 6th of November, 1888, any exception to this 


rule? 

A. It was, n ballots, between one-eighth 
and one-tenth of the colored voters, A great mons of the colored men were 
very in guarding their ballots so that no one could see how they 


16. Did you see any of the su ers of Langston exhibit their tickets to 
sai Lawns Lewis before voting? i 


222 they bad not the means of doing it from. the position that 
occu 
RA 17. If it had been the general rule for the supporters of Langston to exhibit 
their ballots to Lewis in order that he might record their names in a book, 
would you or would you not have been cognizant of such a custom? 
A. Certainly I would have known. The only way Lewis could bave judged judged 
would have been by the men who voted; he might have 3 still I know 
ames many new voters of the Third ward who were crying Langston that 
voted for Aru d or Venable. 
Q. 18. Do pan or not know the fact that at the (ime it was suggested to 
K ly-keepers that they were recording on their books as voting e- 
83 men who in reality had cast their ballots for one of the other candi- 


(Norx.— To which question and answer thereto counsel forthe contestant ob- 
jects as a leading question and not a legal one under settled principles, the laws 
of eridanes, notwithstanding the fact that the counsel for the contestee has 

question in the words whether or not.’’) - 

A Nes ah are several colored men have come to me at the poll and stated that 
they were tired of this nonsense of colored women and ministers interfering in 
ties; beg ee the: 0 8 to vote against General Mahone and 
e for Mr. Arnold in preference to Mr. Langston; 
and yet these very —— were crying out “ Langston” and What's the matter 

with Langston?” in every corner of the streets. 

(Norz.—To which answer counsel for the contestant further objects, -Said 
evidence is not competent testimony until the contestee shall have first shown 
that bers statements made above were made in the presence of John M, Lang- 
ston. 

Q. 19. During the time or times when the said Lewis was absent from the 
Third ward polls he has testified that one W. J. Smith and one S. B. Mac E. 
Jones assumed his tion and kept his tally-books, Piease state venae 
they enjoyed any other or better opportunities for recording the 5 
Langston and whether or not the supporters of Langston showed eir 
ballots before handing them to the judge. 

{Nore.—Counse! for the contestant objects to the foregoing. ai question and an- 
swer as incompetent until the contestee or his counsel ve first shown 
that the parties referred to above are the same A thatthe said M. N. Lewis 
testified about in his direct examination referred to.) 

A. I did see William J. n position where Lewis w: 2 I 
never saw Jones. Smith had nogreater facility of seeing the ballot than 
and I never saw any one show either Lewis or arene a a ot. 

Q. 20. There have been filed in this record asa the testimony of the 
said Lewis four books purporting to be the tall 8 hien he — on — 
6th of November, 1888, which he kept at the Third ward polls, containing the 
names of more than 200 voters whose ballots he swore were given for John M. 

n, In answer tothe following question asked the said Lewis on his 
direct examination, to wit, “ When and ander what circumstances did you par- 
ticularly observe the ballot of each colored voter r 9 his name in 
said books?" the said Lewis re lied, “I read his Vangit ae wee Soar 9 
had seen the judge to whom he ded his ballot — 

I then 8 his name on my book.” Please state whether or not this phen 
the said Lewis is true, and give your reasons. 

A. It may betrue so far as the one-eighth or one-tenth of the men who voted 
an open ticket, provided Lewis was present and was paying some attention. 
But with regard to the others it is not true, for he had not the — of know- 
ing how they voted. 


I appeal to my Republican coHeagues and ask them this question: 
In view of this evidence, if they do not think it would be utterly im- 
possible for Lewis and Smith to have kept a correct and accurate count 
of how the voters did vote at the Third ward. I ask how can we, 
upon our oaths, afford to accept as true and correct the tally kept by 
these men, in preference to the returns made by the sworn officials of 
that voting precinct, sustained, as they are, by the unithpeached testi- 
mony of the Federal supervisor, Mr. Gill? 

The report submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAU- 
GEN ] for the majority gives to the tally kept by these outsiders, whose 
testimon is shown by a number of witnesses to beinacçurate and mis- 
leading, er character and greater weight than is given to the offi- 
cial return of the election board, sustained as it is in every particular 
by the testimony of Supervisor Gill. I concede that all the me.nbers 
of the election board were of one party. So are all of contestant’s wib- 
nesses members of one party. 

I condemn here, as I have elsewhere, the practice of making up elec- 
tion boards from one party. Iwill not in any sense justify such a prac- 
tice, yet I say to my colleagues that there can not be found anywhere 
in this voluminous record one word of evidence that tends to impeach, 
even in the slightest degree, the accuracy and honesty of the board and 
return of the Third ward, outside of the impeached tally of Langston 
voters kept by his unofficial and unsworn party friends, Lewis and , 
Smith, and I conclude, as I hope and trust that you, my colleagues, 
will conclude, that this House can not afford upon such inaccurate tes- 
timony, which has been contradicted by a number of witnesses in every 
essential particular, to set aside the official returns of the Third ward 
in Petersburgh. Itis my deliberate judgment that to do it would be, 
so far as the Republican party is concerned, a fatal political blunder, 
an act which could be nothing less than a Congressional crime. 

The very highest legal authority says, ‘‘ Nothing but the most cred- 
ible, positive, and unequivocal evidence should be permitted to destroy 
official returns,’’ while if we shall follow the report of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] we shall rely entirely upon the evi- 
dence of Lewis and Smith, that, to put it in its mildest form, is shown 
by the testimony of a number of unimpeached witnesses to be inac- 
curate and misleading. 

My friend, Mr. Mb, does not stop at asking us to set aside the 


` 
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official returns of the Third ward. He wants us to reject the returns, 
and after that to proceed to give Mr. Langston 284 votes and Vena- 
dle and Arnold none. I want to know why we should do this, and 

am told, Why, my dear CRADLE, you must do that upon the testi- 
mony of Smith and Lewis, who kept a tally of the men who they 
supposed voted for Mr, Langston, and they had 284 names.“ Upon 
inquiry I find that the law says: 


The testimony of voters 98 their own votes is not admissible to con- 
tradict the ballot and return until it is shown by affirmative testimony thatthe 
or clerks or other persons withdrew the tickets of electors and substi- 

tuted others for them. 


Lask my friend, Mr. HAUGEN, to point me to the evidence in the 
record, “affirmative” or otherwise, that shows that a single ticket east by 
an elector at the Third ward had been withdrawn and another ticket 
put in its place, and he tells me very frankly that there is no such 
evidence. I then ask him and the House if, under the law, the evi- 
dence of electors who yote is not admissible to contradict the returns 
until after, by affirmative testimony,” it is shown that the ballots 
castby electors have been taken out and other ballots put in their 
places, how can the testimony of men be admissible who declare sim- 
ply that they think the voters did vote for a certain candidate, to 
set aside an official return of the ballots that were actually cast? I 
venture the assertion that such a proposition would not be considered 
by any court in any State of the Union for one moment. I am surprised 
that a committee of this House should have ever seriously considered 
such a ridiculous proposition. 

Conceding everything claimed by the majority report, when they 
reach Petersburgh, in the consideration of this case, the result is they 
have reduced Mr. Venable’s vote to 13,126 and Mr. Langston’s vote to 
12,639, leaving Mr. Venable’s plurality 487. 

Suppose, for the sake of the argument, that the House should de- 
cide to reject the votes of the Sixth ward, what would be the result? 
Mr. Venable’s vote would be reduced to 12,774, Mr. Langston’s vote to 
12,500, and Mr. Venable would still be ahead 274 votes. 

Let us go one step further and suppose that the House would con- 
elude to revise the vote of the Sixth ward, we should then have this 
result: Mr. Venable’s vote would be increased to 13,014 and Mr. Lang- 
ston’s to 12,877, leaving Mr. Venable still ahead 137 votes. 

Again, let us suppose that the House will decide to let the returns 
of the Sixth ward stand and that it will decide to reject the returns 
of the Third ward because the election board was composed entirely 
of Democrats. What change, if any, in the result would this make? 
Mr, Venable comes to the Third ward with 13,126 votes. Deduct his 
vote in the Third ward, 518, and his vote is reduced to 12,608. Mr, 
Langston comes to the Third ward with 12,639 votes. Deduct his vote 
in Third ward, 174, and his vote is reduced to 12,465. Mr. Venable 
would still have 12,608 votes; Mr. Langston, 12,465 votes; leaving Mr. 
Venable a plurality of 143 votes. 

I think I have demonstrated beyond question the fact that Mr. Ven- 
able was elected. I have taken the majority report as it came to Peters- 
burgh and have applied. the law and evidence of record to the two 
pers they attack, and the result is that the facts, the evidence, the 

w, and the figures still leave Mr. Venable ahead upon the most lib- 
eral construction in favor of contestant. Standing here in my place, 
alter an exhaustive study of this case, and measuring the full import 
of the words I utter, I do not hesitate to declare that this House can 
not either legally or rightfully exclude the returns of either the Sixth 
or the Third ward of Petersburgh in the light of the law and prece- 
dents of adjudicated cases and of the testimony of record in this case. 

I have no prejudice whatever in this case. I began a study ot it in 
fall sympathy with the contestant and believing that he had been 
counted ont. I was in the Virginia campaigns in 1888 and 1889, and 
visited half a dozen counties in the Fourth district. I went there to 
study and know for myself the true condition of the colored race. I 
talked with many men ot both races; talked with men who had voted 
for Mr. Arnold, with men who had voted for Mr. Langston, and with 
men who had voted for Mr. Venable, and I knew very much more 
when I came away about the issues and relations between the races than 
when I went there. I had demonstrated to my mind as clearly as a 
self-evident proposition in mathematics that the division in our party 

in the Fourth district caused the defeat of the Harrison and Morton 
electors. If there had been no division in the Fourth district they 
would have carried the State by 3,500 votes, and the Republican can- 
didate for Congress would have had 9,000 majority. 

I then began to look for the c:uses for the division and to locate them, 
and again I talked with white and colored men, so that I might learn 
every phase of the question; and when colored men came to me and 
said, Mr, CHEADLE, Mr. Langston was not elected, and to seat him 
will be to inflict a great injury upon our race. It would be the very 
worst thing that could possibly happen to our people in the Fourth dis- 

_ trict,” I began at once to study with care this case. I then began to 
analyze the evidence and learn its bearing upon every phase of this 
contest, 

I deem it proper to state here and now that I had no race prejudices 
to overcome, was taught when a child, and have believed since I 
was old enough to comprehend its meaning, in the equality of all men 
before the law under our theory of government, I am accused of hay- 
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ing hobbies; if I have any it is this. While a member of this House 
I have advocated equal rights and privileges for all, and have argued 
against class and caste and rank in citizenship with whatever ability 
has been given me; so that the fact that contestant is a colored man 
has no effect upon me. If I believed that he was elected by one vote, 
he should have my vote regardless of consequences, because I believe 
that the right of the majority to be represented is above parties and 
policies and that it is the supreme question under our theory of gov- 
ernment, 

It is my opinion that if my colleagues had given to this contest the 
investigation, study, and thought that I have given it there could not 
be found a score of Republicans in this House who would consent 
to vote Mr. Venable out and Mr. Langston in, either upon the testi- 
mony of record in the case, upon the law and precedents, or even as a 
political measure. 

The evidence shows that contestant’s candidacy was as an independ- 
ent. I hold that it caused a division of our vote in that district, the 
effect of which was to give the State to Cleveland and this strong 
Republican district to the Democrats. If the testimony of the wisest 
colored men in that district can be believed his campaign was just as 
injurious to the Republican party and the colored race as it could be. 

My colleagues, Mr. Burrows, Mr. Houk, of the Election Commit- 
tee, Mr. PERKINS, and myself, who were in Virginia in 1889, know that 
contestant was against the Kepublican State ticket in that campaign, 
and I want to say very frankly to my colleagues that, if I am asked 
to vote with my party and seat a contestant asa party measure, for 
one I shall demand as a condition-precedent that the person I vote 
for shall be required to show that he has been in full harmony and 
has acted with our party since the election of 1838. 

If honest elections by the people must be enforced, there is another 
and equally imperative requirément, and that is that in determining 
contests in this House we shall be governed by the accepted rules of 
law and evidence. I hold that every contest should be tried upon its 
own merits and be decided upon the law, the evidence, and the prece- 
dents, and I only ask that this contest be so decided. 

Let us apply these principles to this case as it is brought by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], to the city of Petersburgh, and 
see what the result must be. He concedes that Mr. Venable comes to 
the city with 487 more votes than contestant. Only two wards in the 
city are attacked, the Sixth and Third wards. 

‘There are two facts which I think ought to be kept before us: First, 
the hopeless division in the Republican party in these wards and, sec- 
ond, that the Third ward was the home of Mr. Venable, the sitting 
member, I hold that under ordinary circumstances, if Mr. Venable 
had run ahead in his home ward, it would not be any evidence of 
fraud in the election; and I shall insist in this case, in view of the 
division in our party, intensified as it was by a race issue, that the fact 
that he did run ahead is no evidence whatever of the existence of 
fraud; upon the contrary, I shall insist that it would have been re- 
markable indeed if, in the face of the race issue, he had not run largely 
ahead. There is absolutely nothing whatever in the fact that Mr. 
Venable did run largely ahead in his own home precinct to cast even 
the suspicion of fraud upon the election there. 

The House of Commons, like this one, is the sole judge of the elec- 
tion of its members. For nearly nine hundred years that great par- 
liamentary body has been trying to solve the problem of how to secure 
the honest election of its members. History tells us that scandals in 
the elections by the people, and by the House itself, became so fre- 
quent and notorious in England that at last the determination of the 
question of elections was referred to the courts, and that since then 
there have been no election scandals in that House, 

Honest elections by the people and by this House are absolutely es- 
sential to the peace, prosperity, and honor of this nation. I here reaf- 
firm that famous and patriotic saying of a distinguished American, He 
serves his party best who serves his country best. II it be true, Mr. 
Speaker, that in any district of the Union the will ot the majority 
is disregarded either by force or fraud, let it not be said of this House 
that the will of the majority of the legal electors of the Fourth Virginia 
district was disregarded and set aside by the indifference of the mem- 
bers whose duty it is to learn the facts in this contest before they ren- 
der a final judgment upon it, from which there can be no appeal. We 
are to decide in this contest the dearest rights of the people, the right 
of representation in this House, and we are charged with the high duty 
of preserving the dignity and the honor of this body; hence each mem- 
ber must know for himself the facts. How can any member formulate 
an excuse for not knowing the factsand the truth in thiscontest? We 
speak and act not for ourselves merely; we represent and act for the 
sixty-four millions of our fellow-countrymen. We must know that 
we are right beiore ave go ahead. > 

Standing in this presence, Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to affirm 
that, if weshallapply to this contest the accepted rules of law, the ef- 
fect must be to confirm Mr. Venable’s title to his seat in this Congress. 
I declare here and now that, if we shall decide this contest upon the 
evidence of record in this case, we must under our oaths find in favor 
of contestee, Mr. Venable, and I take it we want to be governed by the 
law and the evidence in deciding this question of highest privilege. 


1890. 
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I tell this House that there can not he found in the record of this 
case any ‘‘credible, positive, and unequivocal evidence“ of the exist- 
ence of fraud at either the Sixth or the Third ward in Petersburgh, 
sufficient to justify this House to set aside the official returns in either 
one of those wards; and I hold that unless we can find such ‘credible, 
positive, and unequivocal evidence” it is our first and highest duty to 
confirm the official returns of the election by the people. Mr. Speaker, 
we have taken a most solemn oath to ‘‘protect, preserve, and defend“ 
this Government by the people, while we can have no binding obliga- 
tion recorded anywhere to in the least impair, annul, or overthrow it. 

This contest involves the most sacred rights of many citizens and 
the integrity and the honor of this House; therefore I claim that we can 
not afford to have it said of us that our ears were deaf to the evidence 
of record in this case and that we would not be governed by the law 
and precedents which are applicable to this contest. 

In this year, when the American people are profoundly impressed 
with the sentiment that the nation’s honor and life demand the en- 
forcement of honest elections in every State and section, I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that this House can perform no higher duty to the people than 
to nse above party itself and decide this contest upon tke law, the prec- 
edents, and the testimony of record in this case. Applying to it these 
principles and facts, I declare here and now that the result is that we 
come to the last precinct attacked, the Third ward in Petersburgh, with 
Mr. Venable 487 votes ahead. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I submit the following propositions in 
reference to the Third ward: First, that the rejection of the official re- 
turn and yotes of that ward would be in direct violation of the plain- 
est principles of law and of evidence; and, second, that there is abso- 
lutely no legal ground or justification whatever by which this House 
can either rightfully or legally count 284 votes as having been cast for 
contestant, Therefore I conclude, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, that under the law, the precedents, the evidence, and upon the 
claims of the report of the majority of the committee, Mr. Venable was 
elected by 487 votes and is entitled to retain his seat. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. BOWDEN. I understand the gentleman’s theory to be that 
Mr. Venable’s plurality arose out of the desertion by the voters of one 
or the other of the Republican candidates for Congress, Does the rec- 
ord disclose any considerable difference between the vote for the Re- 
publican electoral ticket and the combined vote of Mr. Langston and 
Mr. Arnold ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I think the gentleman has misundersood me, I 
have not said that the result was due to that. The point I make, and that 
I have been endeavoring to impress upon the House, is this, that the rec- 
ord shows 2,566 more Republican than Democratic votes cast, counting 

all votes cast for Arnold and Langston as Republican and counting all 
cast for Venable as Democratic, so that we were beaten by the division 
in our own party. I have not examined the question as to the differ- 
ence 18 the votes suggested by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BOWDEN]. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Venable’s vote was about 600 more than the 
vote of Mr. Cleveland in the district. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (at the end of forty-five minutes). The 
time of the gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] be permitted to proceed as long as he 
desires and that it be not counted against this side. [Cries of Oh, 
no!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iam making a speech for justice. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, justice for the other side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir; justice for both sides. I want to say to 
my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania that I have studied this 
case with more care than I ever studied any other proposition in my 
life. I went down to Virginia believing that Mr. Langston had been 
counted out. I looked into the face of Senator Mahone and told him 
that I thought his methods of procedure were arbitrary, but when I 
learned the facts, as I wish you gentlemen could learn them, my opin- 
ion changed. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. You learned the facts from the 
people on the other side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I learned them from the record in this case, from 
the best men of both races in that district, from men who voted for 
Langston, trom men who voted for Arnold, and from men who voted 
for Venable. Thatis how I learned them. 

Mr. DALZELL, The committee hud only the record to go by. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Well, I am sorry that the committee did not have 
something else in addition to the record. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 ask the gentleman why he ignores the two hundred 
and eighty-three witnesses who testified in the case? 

Mr. CHEADLE, If you will wait I will give you credit for all 
you are entitled to. Now, I will proceed with my speech, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that this does not 
come out of the time of this side. 

Mr. CHEADLE. It does not. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore (at the expiration of an hour). The 


Chair calls the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to the fact that 
he has now occupied one hour, and, if there be no objection, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O' FERRALL] to con- 
trol the time in {favor of thecontestee, and the gentleman from Indiana 
can proceed under that arrangement. ; 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Mr. Speaker, the House takes a recess in ten 
minutes from this time, namely, at 5 o'clock, and the gentleman from 
Indiana can proceed until then. 

Mr. CHEADLE resumed and concluded his remarks, 


FIRE LIMIT, FEDERAL BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. WALLACE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, being a bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed June 
12, 1882, relative to fire limits of site of post-office and Federal build- 
ing, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That act of Congress approved July 12, 1882, be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as not to require that an open space of not less than 
40 feet, including streets and alleys, shall be left between the building line on 
i 8 side of the site of the United States post-office, ete., building in Brook - 

Anamendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add at end of the bill, after the word “New York,” the following: “ But no 
structure exceeding one story in height shall be erected on or over the open 
space on said northerly side of said building.” 

5 15 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is bill? ; 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection to that bill, Mr. Speaker, but 
the House is about to takea recess ina few minutes, and I think there 
is only time enough left to allow the Speaker to announce the errolled 
bills. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The calculation of the gentleman from Texas and ` 
those of the Chair bappen to be precisely the same. [Laughter.] If 
there is no objection to this bill, the House will proceed to consider it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingiy read the third time. and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 
To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BYNUM, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. McCLaMm™y, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. 

Tro Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Arr. WHITING, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. WILson, of Missouri, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 
his family, f 

To Mr. TURNER, of New York, for two weeks, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. EWART, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. LAIDLAW, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. FEATHERSTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. ~ 

To Mr. PAYNTER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. - 

To Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. STIVERS, until Friday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report, 
which will oceupy only a brief time. 

The SPEAKER. The time for adjournment has almost arrived, but 
by unanimous consent the session may be extended long enough to dis- 
pose of the report. 

Mr. PEEL, I ask unanimous consent for that purpose, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that the report be printed in 
555 BOOED, that its reading be dispensed with, and that the statement 

read. 

There was no o jection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bil) (S. 3556) granting the right of way to 
the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company, to construct and operate a 


railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State 


of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Gray- 
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son; in the State of Texns, having gate Pamper ig and free conference have 


to their respective Houses as follows: 


to recommend and ve as 5 
tto the amendment of the House, 


the Senate recede from its disagreemen 
and to the same with the following amendments: ‘ 

1. the word “ re! FFC 
sert the words “a majority o whom s be a quorum for the transaction of 
business. 

2. Strike out, after the word before, on 8, line 7, of said House amend- 
ment, the “a district j , clerk of a district court, or,” and in lieu 
thereof insert the words “ one of the judges, or the clerk of the supreme court 


of the Territory of Oklahoma, or a.“ 

3. Strike out, after the words “ filled by the.“ on page 3, line 17, of said House 
amendment, the words "district judge of the United States court held at Mus- 
cogee,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “judges of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Oklahoma.“) 

4. Strike out, after the words to the,” on page 4, line 3, of said House amend- 
ment, the words“ district court held at apr ys, 93 and in lieu thereof insert 
the words “district court of the Territory of Oklahoma toying judicial juris- 
diction over the place where the land or some part of the same lies,” 

5. At the end of section 3, page 4, line 19, of said House amendment, add the 

words: “The supreme court of said n have a late 
jurisdiction in respect of the final judgment or decree of the district courtin this 
n mention Every appeal shall be taken within sixty days next after 

the entry of sach judgment or decree.” 


6. Strike ont section 8 entire, ning on 7, line 22, and ending on 
Y ent, and ia ton thereof insert the follow- 


8, line 6, of said House amen 

as section 8: 

Sund. 8 The courts established under the laws of the United States in the 
Territory of Oklahoma shall have the same jurisdiction in respect of all cases 
and controversies arising between said Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Com- 
pany and every othercorporation, organization, association, tribe, and person, 
that the said courts have and may by iaw exercise in respect of cases and con- 
troversies between other citizens of the United States, and this without refer- 
— to, the amount in controversy, except as otherwise in this act specially pro- 


followin, 


7. After the words "shall be.” on page 9, line 5, of said House amendment, 
insert the words “prima facie," 
And that the House agree to the same, 
BISHOP W. PERKINS, 
O. 8. GIFFORD, 
S. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
H. L. DAWES. 
F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senale. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The conferees upon the part of the House on Senate bill 5556 make this their 
separate statement as fo the 1 votes of the two Houses: The only 
change made by the Senate from House amendment is to change the jurisdic- 
tion in all legal matters pertaining to tho right of way from the district court 
in the State of Kansas to the United States court now established in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, all others being immaterial. Your conferees, having agreed 
to Senate amendments, ask that said conference report be adopted by the 


House, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
O. S. GIFFORD, 
S. W. PEEL, 


„ 


The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits a report from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. If there be no objection, the bills will be consid- 
ered as read by title and the titles printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 

joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (S. 109) providing for the printing of the Agricultural Report 
for 1890; 
A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; 
A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
_ Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 
A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; 
A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 
A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 
A bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa; 
“A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington; 
A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey; 
A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Ann Platt; 
A bill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon; 
A bill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 
bill (S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 
bill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 
bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards; 
bill 8. 1763) granting a pension to Lewis M. Sholl; 
bill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 
bill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 
bill 8 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 
bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 
bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 
bill (S. cone granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman; 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
4 
A bill (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 


A bill (S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely; 
A bill (S. 2423) gran a pension to Carrie M. Miller; 
1 bill (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 


Tro 

A bill (8. 2553) to remove the of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Department 
standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honorable dis- 


2 
A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 
A bill 18 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker; 
A bill (8. eas) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; 
A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

A bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; 

A bill (8. — lor increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker; 
A bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to surve 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North 

and South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (8. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Ellen W. 
e asi widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, United States 

avy; 

A bill (8. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; 

A bill 8 3366) granting a pension to Sarah A. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 0 increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman; 

A bill (8. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; 

A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, III.; - 

A bill (S. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a pro’ for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana; 

A bill (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

A bill . R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitled An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” approved 
July 16, 1888; 

Al (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 

en; 

A bill (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of James McCrabb; 

A bill K. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne; 

A bill (H. R. 8047) to constract a wagon bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Hastings, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., in 
lieu of Indianola, Tex. ; 

A (bill H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation, in Texas, and for other 


purposes; : 

A bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany; D 

A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,’’ approved January 8, 


1889; 

A bin (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and 
district courts for the western districts of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R, 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; 

A bill (H. R, 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain piece of land in the State 
of California as a publie park; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau 
of Animal 


Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wilber; 
eee resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon, Newton W. 

ntting; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies upon Hon. Samuel 
J. Randall; and 

A bill (8. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, III. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, 5 r McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against William 
Gibbon; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River, near Washington Monument; and 

A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker. 

The message also announced that the Senate had , With amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and fog- 
signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 1263) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 

The message further announced that the Senate had with 
amendments bills of the following titles, asked a conference with the 
House on said bills and amendments respectively, and had appointed 
conferees on the part of the Senate as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge—conferees, Mr. HAW- 
LEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell—conferees, Mr. 
MITCHELL, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. FAULKNER. 

A bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at 
Large of the United States—conferees, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAW- 
LEY, and Mr. WALTHALL. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the recess having arrived, the House 
now stands in recess until 8 o’clock p. m.; the evening session to be 
for the consideration of business to be presented by the ittee on 
rover Affairs. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] will 
preside. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 o'clock 

p. m. by Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House meets to-night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the House take a recess at 5 o'clock 
o'clock p. m., the evening session to continue until 10. 
consideration of bi 
not objected to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, by the unanimous action of the 
Committee on Military Affairs I am directed to call up first this even- 
ing bills upon the House Calendar. There are upon that Calendar 
five Senate bills, and by like unanimous instruction of the committee 
I will ask first the consideration of those Senate bills. 

RIO GRANDE SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The first business called up by Mr. CUTCHEON was the bill (S, 
3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Company the 
right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in La Plata 
County, in the State of Colorado. : 

The bill was read. 3 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BIGHT OF WAY ACROSS UNITED STATES LANDS, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I now call up the bill (S. 20) granting right of 
way across United States lands in St. Augustine, Fla. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Mr. Speaker, I will say in a word that all these 
right-of-way bills have been submitted to the Secretary of War, and 
in the form now presented are in strict accordance with his recom- 
mendation for the protection of all the rights of the Government, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (S. 2648) granting right 
of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company 


m. to-morrow until 8 
.m. and to be for the 
ills reported by the Committee on Military Affairs that are 


‘pad, 


into and upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and for other purposes, The committee has reported in this case 
a substitute making several corrections, including in one case the name 
of acounty. I ask that the reading of the original bill be dispensed 
with, and that the proposed substitute be read. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert in lieu thereof the following: ` 

“That the rightof way be, and the same is hereby. granted to the Junction City 
and Fort Riley Rapid Transit Street Railway Company, of Junction Oity, Geary 
County, of Kansas, to construct and operate a line of street railway from 
a point commencing at or near the north end of the public bridge over the 
Republican River, in said Geary County, near and west of the Union Pacific 
Railroad bridge; thence north and northeast through said military reservation 
to a point at or near the post of said Fort Riley, as shall hereinafter be designated 
and determined upon. 

“Sec. 2. That the location and terminus of this railway, the width of the 


right of way, and dimension of terminal facilities for dings, turn-tables, 

etc., for the use of said railway within said el made with 

and subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, or such person or persons 
as he may designate, and authority is hereby ted said street railway com- 

2 to construct a bridge for this purpose and exclusive use over said Repub- 
ican River, at a point to be selected by said Secretary of War, or such 

or persons as he may designate, and tu land the north end of this said 

on stid reservation and within 1,500 feet west of said Union 


bridge. 
by: 3. That the fare to be charged by said street railway company for the 


Prince aie of one passenger either to or from Fort Riley to the opposite 
terminus of the road shall not exceed the sum of L0 cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. i 

WEARING OF MILITARY BADGES, 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting 
rmission to officers and enlisted men of the Army and Navy of the 
nited States to wear the badges adopted by military societies of men 
who served in the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the Mexican 
war, and the war of the rebellion. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives, elc., That the distinctive 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the armies and 
navies of the United States in the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, the 
Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion, respectively, may be worn upon all 
occasions of ceremony by officers and enlisted men of the anor; and Navy of 
the United States who are members of said organizations in their own right. ` 

Mr, KILGORE. I did not quite understand from the reading of 
this resolution what it provides in regard to the wearing of badges. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The resolution proposes only to allow officers 
and enlisted men of the Army and Navy to wear these badges on state 
occasions or occasions of ceremony. ` 
eur KILGORE. Are they not permitted to doso under the present 

w? A 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are confined, I suppose, as a strict matter 
of law, to the wearing of their proper uniforms, although on special oc- 
casions, as, for instance, when they call upon the President, they are 
permitted to wear these badges. But, to avoid any doubt, it has seemed 
best to pass this joint resolution. : 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up for consideration 
the bill (S. 3716) to provide tor the examination of certain officers of 
the Army and to regulate promotions therein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter promotion to every grade in the Army be- 
low the rank of brigadier-general, Soabghnat each arm, corpi, or department 
of service, shall, subject to the examination herein provided for, be made ne- 
cording to seniority in the next lower grade of that arm, corps, or department: 
Provided, That in the line of the Army all now above the grade of sec- 
ond lieutenant shall, subject to such examination, be entitled to promotion in 
acco with Seug laws and regulations. 

Sec, 2. That officers of gradesin each arm of the service shall be assigned to 
regiments, and transferred from one regiment to another, as the interests of the 
service may require, by orders from the War Department, and hereafter all ap- 
pointments in the line of the Army shall be by commission in an arm of the 
service, and not by commission in any peaioner regiment. 

Sec, 3. That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe a sys- 
tem of examination of all officers of the Army below the rank 8 to deter- 
mine their fitness for promotion, such an examination to be conducted at such 
times anterior to the accruing of the 
interests of the service: Provided, 


eee, as officers or 
en men arm of the United States, regular or volunteer, d 
the war of the rebellion shall, in case of failure on such re-examination, be pl 
upon retired-list of the Army; and no act now in force shall beso 
as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as herein provided for. 


> 


10172 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I object to that bill unless some 
explanation is given. I would like to hear the report read first. It 
seems to me that the bill might provide for the retirement of a large 
number of the officers of the Army on pay, when the present law does 


not so provide, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The report will be read. 


The report (by Mr. CurcHEON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3716) to 
provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regulate pro- 
motions therein, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

This bill is substantially the same as H. R. 8202, reported from this committee 
on April 18 (Report 1509) and now on the House Calendar. 

That bill and report are appended hereto, and by comparison it will be seen 
that the principal difference is the proviso to section 1, which limits lineal pro- 
motion throughout the arm of the service to second lieutenants, allowing first 
lieutenants to take their promotions under the present regimental system. 

While the committee remains of the same opinion as heretofore expressed, 
as to the injustice and 1 pf the present system of regimental promo- 
tion, it is thought that it may better to avoid the apparent hardship and 
noas of an immediate and entire change from the regimental to the lineal 
system. 

Inthe bey that this very desirable reform may be inaugurated during this 
Congress, the committee recommend the passage of the Senate bill. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, Washington City. June 19, 1890. 

Sin: Ireturn herewith the bills inclosed in your letter of the 17th instant. 

Senate bill 3716, to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army 
and to regulate promotions therein, is a substitute for Senate bill 3162, as you 
will see by Senate report on 3716, and should take the place of House bill 8202, 
which is nearly identical with Senate bill 3162. You will see that there is no 
ehange in the general scheme of tne bill; the arrangement is more logical, and 
there is ath ey in the first section that it shall not affect first lieutenants, 
and a pro in the third section that the President may waive examination 
in 3 eases, as there are some medical officers who have already been ex- 
amin 

Senate bill 3716 meets with the full approval of General Schofield and myself 
and incorporates the desirable features of all the bills on the subject of exami- 
nations and lineal promotion. I think Senate bill No. 3716 a very important 
measure and trust it may receive early and favorable consideration. 

House bill 8394, to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of 
the United States, soyons to have been inclosed by mistake. 

y, 


Very 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
P Secretary of War. 
Hon. F. W. ROCKWELL, 
Of Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


[House Report No. 1509, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
9202) to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regu- 
late 3 of officers therein, report as follows: 

This bill provides “that hereafter promotion to every grade of the Army be- 
Jow the rank of brigadier-general throughout each arm, corps, or department 
of theservice shall, subject to the examination hereinafter provided for, be made 
according to seniority in the next lower o of that arm orcorps of service.“ 

Thi- is the first important change made by the bill and substitutes lineal pro- 
motion thrbughout each arm or ri pg of the service for the mental promo- 
tion which has heretofore prevailed. The present system of regimental pro- 
motion up to the rank of captain has worked very unequally and inequitably. 
In some regiments many vacancies have occurred by age, death, or resi tion, 
and promotion has been comparatively rapid, so that now officers who, at the 
close of the war, or soon thereafter, stood at or near the head of the lineal list, fnd 
themselves in grade by those who were far below them, and themselyes 
relatively fifteen or twenty, or even more, files below the position which they 
originally occupied. We believe that there are instances of captains who have 
been by lieutenants who graduated from the Military Academy and en- 
tered the service after their seniors had already attained the grade of first lieu- 
tenant. It would be impossible to enumerate all the instances of injustice that 
arise from this system of regimental promotion. 

Another difficulty of this system is that it keeps the officers of the line in the 
same organ ons, and with a much smaller range of 8 of comma: 
commanding officers, and of service, than they would have if the promotions 
were lineal throughont the entire arm of the service. . 

To illustrate the effe_t of this bill, there would be a single roster of captains of 
infartry, of captains of the artillery, and of captains of cavalry, and the same 
for first and second lieutenants arranged according to date of commission; and 

ead of vacancies ocourring and the promotions being made within the nar- 
row range of a single regiment, they would be made within the range of that 
entire arm of the service, there being twenty-five infantry iments, ten regi- 
ments of cavalry, and at the present time five regiments of artillery, so that 
romotions would constantly be made from the head of the lineal list, accord- 
ng to strict r fe These promotions, however, would be subject, as further 
vided by the bill, to “a system of exe mination of all officers of the Army be- 
iow the rank of major to determine their fitness for promotion, such examina- 
tion to be condu at such time anterior to the accruing of the right to promo- 
tion as may be best for the interesis of the service: And provided further, That, 
if any ofticer should fail to pass a satisfactory examination and is reported unfit 
for promotion, the officer next below him in rank, having passed such exami- 
nation, shall receive the promotion,” 

‘The bill further provides that, if an officer who has failed in his physical ex- 
amination be found to be incapacitated for service by reason of physical dis- 
ability contracted in the line of duty, he shall be retired with the rank to which 
his seniority entitles him to promoted; but if he should fail for any other 
reason, professionally or morally, he shall be suspended from promotion for 
oue year, when he shall be entitled to a re-examination, and in case of failure 
upon re-examination he shall be wholly retired from the Army. 

The phrase “ wholly retired ” is a technical one and signifies that he shall be 
mustered out of the service with one year’s pay and allowances. A saving 
clause is inserted for the benefit of those who served in the war of the rebellion 

who have since remained in the service for placing them upon the retired- 
list instead of wholly retiring them. 

In regard to this subject of examinations the committee would call attention 
to the language of the Secretary of War, in his last annual report, at page 15: 

“EXAMINATIONS FOR PROMOTION AND APPOINTMENT. 


The subject of examinations for promotion in the Army has repeatedly re- 
ceived the attention of its general officers and of former It has been 
adopted by all the Seeding powers of Europe, is in successful operation in our 
Navy, and is not untried in the Army itself, where it is authorized in a limited 
degree in the Engineer, Ordnance, and Medical Corps. We require at the Mili- 


tary Academy most exacting preparation for the appointment to the lowest grade 
inthe commissioned service ‘bat once {nthe . — out of the tactical schools 
which immediately supplement the Military Academy, there is thenceforth no 


requirement ano r shall continue the study of his profession which heis 
just beginniog, and that he must eee abreast with its modern improvements. 
An officer is retired for physical disability, but mental disqualifications or even 


notorious inefficiency a: petency are now no bar to his rising to the 
highest grade of field officers. An officer reported deficientat artillery, cavalry, 
or infantry schoo! can not thereby be debarred from promotion. 

“A system of non-competitive examinations with well defined limitations is 
founded on good sense and supported by our own experience as well as those 
of other countries where the efficiency of a standing army is held in the high- 
est possible estimation. I would call especial attention to the remarks of my 

redecessor upon this subject in his report for 1858. The examination should 

so broad in ite application as to require the officer to show affirmatively that 
he is qualified for the promotion he seeks. It should not, of course, be a mere 
book examination, but should give full credit to an officer's record for practical 
efticiency and usefulness in the service, thus avoiding danger of injustice to 
those who have come in from the volunteers or from the ranks,” 

As stated by the Secretary in his report, this system of examinations has been 
adopted by the leading powers of Europe and has been for some time in suc- 
cessful operation in our Navy. Ithas also been successful in those branches of 
the Army where it has been tried. 

Section 1206 of the Revised Statutes, which became a law on March 3, 1863, pro- 
vides as follows: 

“ No officer of the Corps of Engineers below the rank of field officer shall be 
promoted to a higher grade until be shall have been examined and approved 

y a board of three engineers senior to him in rank. Ifan engineer o fail 
on such examination he shall be suspended from promotion for one year, wien 
he shall be re-examined before a like board. In case of failure upon such re- 
examination, he shall be dismissed from the service.” 

Section 1208 of the Revised Statutes provides that when promotions in the 
Ordnance Department of the Army are allowed by law “ No officer of the corps 
below the rank of feld officershall be promoted toa higher grade until he shall 
have been examined and approved by a board of not less than three ordnance 
officers senior to him in rank. If an ordnance officer fail on such examination 
he shall be suspended from promotion for one year, when he shall be re-exam- 
ined before a like board. In case of failure on such re-examination, he shall 
be dismissed from the 22 

It will be observed that the provisions of this bill in regard to the line of the 
Army are more liberal than the provisions contained in the existing law with 
reference to the Corps of Engineers and the Ordnance Department, but there 
can be no doubt that the system of examination in these two branches of 
the service has operated most beneficialiy and has given us a service in these 
two branches of extraordinary excellence, 

The committee has given the matter full consideration and has conferred with 
the proper officers of the War Department and with the leading officers of high 
rank in the Army, and believes that the bill embodies the results of the most 
mature judgment of all concerned in the administration of the Army. The 

rovisions for re-examination and for retirement from the Army, and for plac- 

ng those who acquired their disabilities in war service upon the retired-list, 
are peers to be in accordance with the dictates of justice and good adminis- 
tration. 

The committee therefore unanimously report the bill favorably, with the 
recommendation that it be amended by striking out the words wholly retired,” 
in line 24, and inserting the words" honorably discharged” in lieu thereof. Also 
inserting after the word Army.“ in same line, the words with one year's 
pay: and that as so amended it do pass. 


H. R. $202, Fiſty- rst Congress, first session. Report No, 1509.) 


A bill to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to 
regulate promotion of officers therein. 

Beitenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, Thathereafter promotion to every grade in the Army 
below the rank of brigadier-general, throughout each arm, corps, or department 
of the service, shall, subject to the examination hereinafter provided for, be 
made according to seniority in the next lower e in that arm, corps, or de- 
partment; and that the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe 
a system of examination of all officers of the Army below the rank of major to 
determine their fitness for promotion, such an examination to be conducted at 
such times anterior to the accruing of the right to promotion as may be best 
for the interests of the service: Provi That if any officer fails to pass a satis- 
factory examination and is reported unfit for promotion the officer next below 
him in rank having passed said examination shall receive the promotion: 
And provided, That should the officer fail in his physical examination, and be 
found incapacitated for service by reason of physical di-ability contracted in line 
of duty, he ehall be retired with the rank to which his seniority entitled him to be 
promoted; but if he should fail for any other reason he sha I be suspended from 
promotion for one year, when he shall be re-examined, and in case of failure on 
such re-examination he shall be honorably discha with one year's pay trom 
the Army: And provided further, That all officers that have served as officers or 
enlisted men in the armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, durin, 
the war of the rebellion, shall, in case of failure on such examination, be pla: 
upon the retired-list of the Army; and no act now in force shall be so construed 
as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as herein provided for, 


S. 3716, Fifty-first Congress, first session. Report No. 832, Calendar No. 1079.] 


A bill to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to 
2 regulate promotions therein. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That hereafter promotion to every grade in the 
Army below the rank of brigadier-general, throughout each arm, corps, or de- 
paruo of the service, shall, subject to the examination hereinafter provided 

or. be made 8 toseniority in the next lower grade of that arm. corps. or 
department: Provided, That in the line of the Army all officers now above the 
grade of second lieutenant shall, subject to such examination, be entitled to pro- 
motion in accordance with existing laws and regulations. 

Sec. 2, That officers of grades in each arm of the service shall be assigned to 
regiments, and transferred from one regiment to another, as the interests of the 
service may require, by orders from the War Depariment, and hereafter all ap- 
pointments in the line of the Army shall be by commission in an arm of the 
service, and not by commission in any particular regiment. 

Sec. 3. it hat the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to prescribe a sys- 
tem of examination of all officers of the Army below the rauk of major to de- 
termine their fitness for. promotion,such an examination to be conducted at 
such times anterior to the accruing of the right to promotion as may be best for 
the interests of the service: Provided, That the President may waive the ex- 
amination for promotion to any © in the case of any oficer who in pur- 
suance of existing law has a satisfactory examination for such grade 
prior to the passage of this act: And provided, That if any officer fails to pass a 
satisfactory examination, and is reported unfit for promotion, the officer next 
below him in rank having passed said examination shall receive the promo- 


tion: And provided, That should the officer failin his physical examination 
and be found incapacitated for service by reason of physical disability contracted 
in line of duty he shall be retired with the rank to which his seniority entitied 
him to be promoted; but if he should fail for any other reason he shall be sus- 
pended from promotion for one year, when he shall be re-examined, and in 
ease of failure on such re-examination he shall be honorably diseba; with 
one year’s pay fromthe Army: And provided further, That all officers that have 
served as officers or enlisted men in the armies of the United States, regular or 

volunteer, during the war of the rebellion shall, in case of failure on such re- 
examination, be placed upon the retired-list of the Army; and no act now in 
force shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the retirement of officers as 
herein provided for. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, it might be well, as this is a some- 
what important bill, to add a word of explanation in addition to what 
the report states. i 

The main feature of the bill, and its object, is to provide for the ex- 

*amination of officers of the Army below the rank of major. It applies 
only to the lieutenants and captains in the service. 

This bill the Secretary of War and the General of the Army consider 
of more importance to the service than any other bill pending betore 
Congress. I have now in my ion received in the past few 
days—a personal letter from the Secretary of War expressing his very 
deep anxiety and concern that this bill shall become a law at the ear- 
liest practicable date. 

The second object of the bill, beyond providing for the examination 
of officers as shown, is to change to some extent the present system of 
promotions in the Army. The present system of promotions below the 
rank of colonel in the Army is, as the House is perhaps aware, regi- 
mental, and not lineal, through each arm of the service. For instance, 
in order that I may make myself understood, I will cite an illustration 
by saying that, ander the present system of regimental promotion a 
roster is made of all of the officers of the regiment beginning with lieu- 
tenants, captains, and extending up to the colonel, and the promotion 
of each extends only through that particular regiment. The result is 
that promotions in the Army have become exceedingly unequal. For 
instance, in one regiment there might possibly be quite a number of 
deaths, resignations, or retirements resulting from casnalties, disease, 
or other causes, and in such regiment the promotion of officers of the 
lower grades would necessarily be rapid, while in another regiment in 
the same arm of the service perhaps there would be few resignations, 
no deaths or retirements for many years, and the result would be, of 
course, that in that regiment promotion would be exceedingly slow or 
altogether stagnant. The result is that two young men graduating at 
the Military Academy in the same class and entering the Army on the 
same plane will find themselves in a few years widely separated in 
promotion, one perhaps reaching the grade of major while the other 
would be still oceupying the position of a lieutenant. 

I might cite an instance, as illustrating this, the Third Artillery, 
stationed down here at the Arsenal. There are in that regiment men 
who were lieutenants at the time of the war and have been lieutenants 
ever since. There is one officer who is still a lieutenant in that regi- 
ment, who during the war commanded an entire battalion of artillery, 
while men who occupied the same grade in other regiments are either 
lieutenant-colonels or colonels commanding regiments. That is the 
effect of the present law, and the object of this bill is to correct, as far 
as practicable, that inequality. 

The bill provides that promotions shall be lineal throughout the arm 
of the service in which the officer holds hiscommission. For instance, 
a roster would be made of all of the officers in the artillery, in the cav- 
alry, and in the infantry arms of the service, so that all of the officers 
in these different branches of the service shall be arranged in their 
proper order, and from this time on promotions shal! proceed lineally 
throughout the Army and not disturb the rank of any one, but com- 
mencing with men occupying the grade of second lieutenants the lineal 

romotion would go up through all the gra ies in that arm of the serv- 
ce as they progress. 

This, I will state, was a compromise between the old House bill, 
which applied lineal promotions to the first and second lieutenants, 
and the opposite view which prevailed at that time. Instead of mak- 
ing the radical change to apply it throughout theservice, which would 
disarrange the present rank, it was thought best, and meets the ap- 
proval of General Schofield, the Secretary of War, and of all the officers 
of the Army, so far as I know, to adopt the plan suggested by this bill. 
In other words, that we should begin at the bottom, at the second 
lieutenants, and let the promotions go up regularly through that branch 
of the service in which the officer finds himself. 

Now, for many years past, since 1862, this has been the law in the 
Engineer Corps, it has been the law in the Ordnance Corps, and it has 
also been enforced in the Navy, and it has worked most admirable re- 
sults in those arms of the service where it has been tried. It has given 
entire satisfaction in those branches of the service where it has been in 
force, The object is to hold the officers’ when they come from West 
Point and enter upon actual service—to hold them up to their work 
and not let them suppose they can lie back, neglect their duties, and 
still have promotions by the changes which necessarily come to the 
service by deaths, .resignations, or retirements, 

But I will state again that this bill. as will be seen, does not apply 
above the rank of captain. Some anxiety was expressed from some 


quarters that this might be used to the detriment of the old volunteer 
officers of the Army; but I have conferred with various officers and I 
have absolute assurances that it w ll not work to their detriment. For 
instance, but few are left below the rank of major, and it could not 
affect very many even if it was so applied. But this applies only to 
lieutenants and captains, as will be seen. It was propo ed, in view of 
that apprehension, toenact a proviso to meet thatsuggestion; but after 
consultation with the Secretary of War and officers of the Army it was 
thought better to pass the bill in its present torm and let it become a 
law as speedily as possible. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what the 
assurance was which he received {rom the Secretary ot War? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That there were but few of the old volunteer 
soldiers left that this billcouldaffect. Being himself an old volanteer 
officer and the matter being wholly under his control, there was no 
danger that injustice would be done to them, 2 

Mr. BANKS. But what was the occasion for the expression of opin- 
ion oa the part of the Secretary of War? L 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, I say that some apprehension was expressed 
that this was a plan to weed out the old volunteer officers by this ex- 
amination. But nothing of that kind is designed or could be effected 
if the bill shall become a law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am wholly opposed to this bill 
in its present form. I know of no assurance that can be legally given 
by the chief of one of the Departments of the Government that a law 
shall be inoperative or that it shall be violated. If this law is to be 
entorced, anybody can see exactly what it is aimed at. I have protests 
irom men in the Army in more than ten States, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Post] has just said to me 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ill the gentleman allow me to suggest that I 
will accept a pou excepting these old volunteer officers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis all I want. If the committee will put 
in a proviso that no officer who served through the rebellion in the 
volunteer army shall be subjected to that rule of examination, then I 
will be content—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Served in“ the volunteer army. You 
do not mean necessarily served throughout“ the war. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am willing to accept such an amendment as 
that, because I am sure it would be no more than fair and right. I 
would suggest a proviso like this: Provided, That the examination —— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Let the bill be informally laid aside for a mo- 
ment, and I will draw a proviso. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Task that the bill may be informally laid aside 
for the present, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs [Mr. CorcHgon] will designate the next bill which he 
desires to have considered. 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. Objection to the bill is reserved, as I under- 
stand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is Jaid aside informally, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs will designate the 
next bill to be considered. 


ARMY REGISTER OF SHARPSHOOTERS, ETC. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now desire to call up House resolution No. 55 
on the House Calendar, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 55) directing that names of sharpshootersand military 
service institution me:laliste shall be inscribed in Army Register, and author- 
izing the wearing of their decorations by such medalists, 

Resolved, etc., That hereafter the Annual Army Register shall contain the 
names of all distinguished marksmen in the Army, and opposite or under the 
name of each officer, as shown by corps or regiments, who has or shall have 
qualified as a sharpshooter or distinguished marksman shall uppa a designa- 
tion to that effect, with year in which such qualification or distinction was ac- 
quired; and that opposite or under the name of each officer who has or shall 
have won the gold medal of the military service institution of the United States 
shall appear a designation to that effect, with year in which the same was won, 
And the winners of such medals are authorized to wear the same with their 
uniform. l 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 


Lines 13 and 14 strike out: “And the winners of such medals are authorized 
to wear the same with their uniform,” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FALLS CHURCH AND POTOMAC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up House bill 925, to allow the Falls Church 
and Potomac Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad 
across the Government lands at Arlington, in the county of Alexan- 
dria, Va. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That license and authority be, and it is hereby, granted to 
the Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company, an organization incorpo- 
rated under the laws of the State of Virginia, its successors and assigns, to cone - 
structand operate, by horse, cable, compressed air, or electric power, a railroad 
across and over the lands belonging tothe United States Government lyi ngana 
being in the connty of Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, known as Arling- 
ton, following the route already located and partially graded through the ravine 
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south of the officers’ 9 at Fort Myer, and to construct a depot and such 
side-tracks and other facilities as may be necessary for the convenient opera- 

_ Won of said railroad: Provided, That the route of said railroad through said 
Government lands and the location of the depot grounds and the plans of the 
depot and all other buildings to be erected by said railroad on said Government 
lands shall be submitte t to and shall be subject to the val of the Secretary 
of War, who may alter and modify, in his d tion, and said company, its suo- 
eessors and assigns, shall occupy and use said right of way and depot grounds 
subject to removal therefrom and the revocation of the license and authority 
hereby given whenever the public service, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, may require such revocation and removal. 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 
In line 6, after the word “Virginia,” strike out the words its successors and 


In line 16, after the word depot.“ strike out the word grounds.“ 
In Jine 17, strike out the words and all other buildings to be erected” and 
the words “and the motive power to be used.“ 
In line 20, after the word alter, strike out the word and,“ and after the 
word “ modify" insert the words and annul.” 
In line 21, after the word “discretion,” insert the words “any approval or 
ler concerning the same.” r 4 
In line 22, after the word company.“ strike out the words its successorsand 


assigns. 

In line 23, after the word way,“ insert the words which shall not exceed 
50 feet in width,” 

In line 24, alter the word depot.“ strike out the word grounds,“ and after 
the word “to” insert the words “change or.“ 

In line 27, after the word removal,“ insert the words “and any change or 
removal that may be ordered shali be at the expense of the said ust, homey sites, 
pany, and the said company shall repair, at its own expense and in a manner 
satis: to the Secretary of War, any damage that may be done to the roads 
upon the Government lands and reservations at Arlington and Fort Myer by 
the construction or operation of the said railroad.” 

Add a new section, to be section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

“Sero, 2. That if the license and authority hereby granted shall not be exer- 
cised and the railroad builtand in operation within two years after the passage 
of this act, such license and authority shall absolately cease and determine.” 


Mr. CANNON. I think we had better have the bill considered a 
little while and find out whatitis. I suppose it is called up now for 
the first time. I do not know that I want to object, but I want to see 
what the object of the bill is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was referred to the Secre- 

of War and to the Quartermaster-General, and their reports are 
embodied in the committee report. The amendments are in strict ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the Secretary of War. This right 
of way cuts across a corner of the Arlington and Fort Myer reservation, 
through the ravine down back of the officers’ quarters. It cutsonlya 
little corner across there; and the bill is very well guarded, and has 
been amended to conform to the recommendations of the War Depart- 
ment. It will be a very great convenience to visitors going to Fort 
Myer or to Arlington Cemetery, and in that view the committee have 
reported it favorably. 

. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me, this, I think, 
is somewhat like a bill reported by the District Committee some 
months ago, is it not? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They reported another bill, but not this one. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it for the same corporation? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, that was for another corporation. This is 
a different corporation, which is already organized and incorporated, 
and which has its right of way partly graded already. 

Mr. CANNON. From what point to what point does this road 


run? ° 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I understand it, it extends from the Aque- 
duct Bridge to Falls Church, and the bill requires them to finish 
this road within three years. We bave struck out the words its suc- 
cessors or assigns,’’ so they can not trade upon their franchise. They 
have got to do it themselves. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it give any right of way across the Aqueduct 


Bridge? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, sir; all the Military Committee had to do 
with it was to give the corner across the military reservation. 

Mr, CANNON. Does this bill give them the right of way all the 
way to the Aqueduct Bridge? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, they get the rest of their right of way from 
the State of Virginia. They already have that. ` 

Mr. CANNON. How far across the Government reservation is this 
right of way granted ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not know that I could state that precisely, 
but I am advised that it runs through the ravine. The ones I 
have no doubt, remembers the ravine down back of Fort Myer. 

Mr. CANNON. I am not familiar with the location. I wish to 
know the extent of the grant, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I could not answer the question precisely, but 
my idea is that it is a quarter of a mile, or something like that; per- 
haps a half a mile. 

Mr. CANNON. Did the committee take into consideration the ques- 
tion ot the propriety of fixing the motive power to be used? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will say to the gentleman that this bill was 
reported by Mr. Carey, the gentleman from Wyoming, who has been 
leyislated ont of his seat by the admission of that State. I had no 

charge of it and have simply reported it in his absence. 
nn idee of Ohio. The motive power is to be approved by 
ar. 


Mr, CUTCHEON, 


The bill contains this provision: 
And the Tantre pomer to be used by said railroad on said Government lands 


shall be submitted to and shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, who may alter, modify, and annul, ? 

Mr. CANNON. What assurance has the committee that this cor- 
poration will construct this road ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. We have putin a proviso that if this 
road is not constructed in two years the charter be forfeited. 

Mr, CANNON. Oh, but it enables some other company to take the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; itis not for the benefit of any other 
company. ‘There is another company that expects to build a road to 
the front gate of Arlington Cemetery. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. This only gives the right to the one com- 


v. 
Pen CANNON. Can the gentleman tell us whether this is a mere * 
ulative charter, a charter given to this corporation, organized for 
e benefit of another corporation, and if this corporation should fail 
that other corporation can go on and build the road? 
Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 


that the bill provides that it must be constructed in two years. 
Mr. WHE. of Alabama. And it provides that no other com- 
pany can do it. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. We have stricken out the words ‘‘ successors and 
assigns,’ so that it can only be built by this company. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I suppose the gentleman is thinking of 
the project for an avenue to Mount Vernon? 

Mr, CANNON, No, I am not; but Ido know that the Washin 
and Georgetown street railroad rons down nearly to the Aqueduct 
Bridge, and I do know that for many years they have us with 
horse-cars. Now, this is a proposition to build a road from the other 
end of the Aqueduct Bridge somewhere out into Virginia, and this 
gives a right of way across the reservation to enable them to doit. I 
want to know before I vote for the passage of this bill, first, if it is s 
company that can build this railroad and can afford to operate it; 
second, that it is not to be gotten through here for the benefit of this 
railroad company, that in its methods is contemporaneous with Rip 
Van Winkle, so that it is practically to be operated by them, thus 
meet anag them an opportunity to give poor service and charge an 

tra 


ex 

Mr, CUTCHEON. If the bill is to consume much time I would pre- 
fer to withdraw it. I will say to the gentleman all I know about it is 
that it is organized by a number of gentlemen who live out in Alexan- 
dria County, and some of them at Falls Church, many of them being 
Department clerks, and the object being to make those places and their 
homes easily accessible to and from Washington, They have nothing 
to do with the Washington and Georgetown street railroad, 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to my friend that it is perfectly evident 
that no railroad company can afford to operate a good road without 
some such connection as I have mentioned. I will vote to grant a rail- 
way charter from the State Department, or any other point in Wash- 
ington, to Arlington and beyond if the company will demonstrate its 
ability to build it and show that it is not a mere cover for this other 
company ; or, ifthe other company is to build it, that it be under proper 
safeguards as to motive power and fare. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have put in every guard as to the fare and 
as to the repairs of the road. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman means to object, I will do so. 

Mr. CANNON. I will object. 


EXAMINATION AND PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I have prepared the amendment I suggested to 
the bill that was up before, and I retain the bill in my hand for the 
present. I move toamend bystriking out the words beginning at line 
19: 


In case of failure on such re-examination be placed upon the retired-list of 
the Army. 


And insert the words, following the word ‘‘shall:’’ 
Not be included within the provisions of this act or be affected thereby, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. How is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The amendment will come in after the words 
that all officers that have served as officers or enlisted men in the 
armies of the United States, regular or volunteer, during the war of 
the rebellion shall.“ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What line is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is in line 19 of this written bill. 

I move tostrike out the words: 

ae of failure on such re-examination be placed upon the retired-list of 

my. 


And insert after the word ‘‘shall:’’ Z 

Not be included within the provisions of thisact or be affected thereby. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My idea was to say that they should not be sub- 
jected to the technical examination, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is the same thing. j 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well; I will accept the amendment. That 
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will include the old men who were in the war. Wecertainly had not 
the slightest disposition to do any injustice to old volunteers in the 
Army who are now in the Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; I know that. 

Mr. BANKS. The amendment as made to the bill does not go far 
enough. It should be made to include the militia that was in the 
service of the Government during the war. They should be included 
under the same terms as the volunteers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This relates to those who are now in the regular 


Army. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, it makes a distinction between those 
who were in the service of the Union during the civil war, and who 
preserved the Government, and those who are now in the regular Army 
and who may have done nothing for the service of the Government or 
to rve it. ‘ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] reaches every one—all the volunteers, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It applies to them if they served either as vol- 
unteers or in the regular Army. 3 

Mr. BANKS. But I am speaking of the militia, Let me mention 
one instance where the militia rendered a great service to the Govern- 
ment during the civil war. I refer to the Sixth Regiment of Massa- 
chusetts militia. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If there is one of those left in the Army to-day, 
then the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio applies to him. 

Mr. BANKS. I am not speaking of those who are in the regular 
Army. Iam speaking of volunteers and the militia who were in the 
service of the-Government during the war. I say that the Government 
is under great obligations to them, especially to the Sixth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Militia, to whom it was indebted for its safety at a great 
crisis. When the enemy was surrounding the city and preparing to 
capture it, there was no torce from any section of the Republic that came 
tothe aid of the Government at Washington except that Sixth Regiment 
of Massachusetts Militia, and when they reached the boundaries of the 
city the President and the members of his Cabinet went out to meet 
them, and President Lincoln said to the commander ot the regiment: 
‘You have preserved the Capital from the enemy. That was said to 
the Sixth Massachusetts Militia alone. And when their enlistment 
expired every man enlisted again. Now, that class of soldiers, I say, 
should be included in this law if anybody is to be included. As for the 
regular Army—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This bill has not anything to do with that. 

Mr. BANKS. I think it has. I can show you existing statutes 
where the regulars, the volunteers, and the militia are placed upon 
the same footing. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But these are not in the regular Army. 

Mr. BANKS. I know they are not in the regular Army, but I say 
that the militia when in the service of the Government should be put 
on the same footing as the volunteers and the Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, if the gentleman will allow me, this bill 
does not operate upon any volunteer unless he is in the regular Army. 

Mr. BANKS. But we would like to make it operate upon volun- 
teers and militia also, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. If there are any of the Sixth Regiment 
of Massachusetts Militia now in the regular Army their case is covered 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BANKS. No, Mr. Speaker; what we want is that the Sixth 
Regiment of Massachusetts Militia, who saved the Capital at the be- 
ginning of the war, and the other militia that rendered great service 
to the Government, shall he put upon the same level with the volun- 
teers when in the service of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So they would be but by this bill. 

Mr. REILLY. The Sixth Regiment of Massachnsetts Volunteers 
arrived here on the 19th of April,-1861, I believe. 

Mr. BANKS. Les, sir. 

Mr. REILLY, Well, there were several companies of Pennsylvania 
militia that arrived here on the 18th. 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, but they came without weapons, without uni- 
forms, without officers. They were not known and recognized as the 
defenders and saviors of the Government at that time. 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, my friend is absolutely wrong in that statement. 
I want to state as a matter of history that there were five companies of 
Pennsylvania militia fully uniformed and equipped who were the first 
troops that arrived in Washington from any part of the Republic. They 
arrived here on the 18th of April, 1861, and two of those companies 
were from my own town, Pottsville, and known as the Pottsville 
Light Infantry and the Washington Artillerists, and by the way, I 
may add the former was, I believe, the first company to be mustered 
into the service of the Government in the volunteer army. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not doubt it. The Sixth Massachusetts did the 
same, and when its term expired every man re-enlisted for the war, 
How was it with the Pennsylvania troops? The same I have no doubt, 
It is tor that reason I say the volunteers and militia of every State, when 
called into the service of the United States, should be entitled to the 
same conditions as the soldiers of The Army,“ so called. This is the 


intention of the Government. 
United States, it is said: 

No distinction is to be made between service asa commissioned officer in the 
regular Army, and service since the 19th April, 1861, in the volunteer forces, 
whether under appointment or commission from the President or from the gov- 
ernor of a State. ; 

They came first because they were on the shortest line, and if they 
were in time and rendered service to the Government they also should 
be placed on the same footing with the militia and the volunteers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So they are. 

Mr. BANKS. No, they are not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the provision will be read, so that we may 
‘see exactly the eftect of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the proviso so as to read as follows : 

And provided further, That all officers that have served as officers orenlisted 
men in the armies of the United States, reguiar or volunteer, during the war 
of the rebellion, shall not be included within the provisions of this act or be af- 


fected thereby, and noact now in foree shall be so construed as to limit or re- 
strict the retirement of officers as herein provided for." 


Mr. BANKS. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that that should be amended so 
as to include the militia and volunteers when received in the service 
of the Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That would not be proce. Ido not think the 
gentleman has a correct idea of the scope of the bill. 

Mr. BANKS. I think I have the idea exactly. I have this idea: 
I want these three arms of the service to be put on the same level be- 
cause the Government has already done that in other instances, There 
is a series of existing statutes which declare that officers of the regular 
Army, of volunteers, or of the militia, when they are in the service of 
the United States shall stand on the same footing, and when their 


In section 1219, Revised Statutes of the 
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standing in the service is called in question, if the volunteers are of 
longer service than the regular Army, or if the militia are of Jon 
service than the regular Army, they are to take precedence of the 
Army. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. The militia were not drafted, were they? 

Ml. BANKS. No, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. They volunteered, did they not? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Then the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] is right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This provides that if any officer A 

Mr. BANKS. No; volunteers, properly speaking, are not covered 
unless so specified. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But they served in the Army—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They served only as volunteers, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. They were not drafted, 

Mr. BANKS. There are provisious in the statutes already that 
cover all these three classes precisely as I have stated. I would not 
like to have this question disposed of unless the three classes can be 


placed upon the same footing. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I assure the gentleman that they are on the 
same footing. 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to encroach upon the 
brief time allotted to the Committee on Military Affairs; but in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
I wish to say, so that the history of the event may be correct, that the 
first troops to arrive in this Capital after the proclamation of President 
Lincoln of April 15, 1861, were five companies of Pennsylvania militia 
who arrived here on the 18th of April,1861. Two of those companies, 
as I have already stated, were from my own town, and one of them 
was the first to be mustered into the volunteer army of the United 
States under the proclamation of President Lincoln. I desire only to 
make this statement in view of what the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has said, and in order that the historical facts may be correctly 
placed on record. The records of this House sustain me in this asser- 
tion, as appears from the Journal of the first session of the Thirty- 
seventh Congress, page 126, which I quote, namely: z 

On Jnly 22, 1861, the following resolution was adopted, namely: 

** Resolved, That the thanks of the House are due, and are hereby tendered, 
to the five hundred and thirty soldiers from Pennsylvania who passed th: h 
the mob of Baltimore and reached Washington on the 18th day of April last for 
the defense of the national Capital,” 

The survivors of these companies, rapidly decreasing in number, have 
an organization known as The First Defenders, and on the 18th of 
Apri] each year, the anniversary of their arrival in this city, they cel- 
ebrate that event. It is a proud distinction to which they are entitled 
by the truth of history, and hence I felt it but just to challenge the 
statement of my friend from Massachusetts, 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GROSVENOR, it 
was to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 
House bill No. 8202 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
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ROADWAY THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, AUGUSTA, ME, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I next call up the bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to grant to the trustees of the Maine Ifsane Asy- 
lum, Augusta, Me., a license to construct a road way through the United 
Stutes arsenal grounds at Augusta, Me., and allow the same to be used 
by the public. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he 8 authorized 
to grant to the trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to 
construct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds in Augusta, 
Me., for driving purposes, to be used by the public in traveling to and from the 

ne asylum, Bat not for urposes of traffic or teami ‘he said license 
shall be upon such terms and conditionsas the Secretary of War may prescribe, 
and may be revoked by him whenever in his opinion it is desirable to do so, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it- 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SOLDIERS OF THE LATE WAR AND THE WAR WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the reliefof certain volunteer and regular soldiers 
of the late war and the war with Mexico, approved March 2, 1889. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it.enacted, etc., That subdivision 3 of section 2 of the above- entitled act be, 
and the same is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Third, That such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the consent 
of his parent or guardian, and was released or discharged from such service by 
the order or decree of any State or United States court of competent jurisdiction, 
or habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings, and in any such case no 
pay, allowance, bounty, or peusion shall be allowed or granted. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the words United States courts,” in line 8, to the end of 
the bill, and insert the following: “On habeas corpus or other judicial proceed- 
ings, and in such case such soldier shall not be entitled to any nty or allow- 
ere or pay for any time suchi soldier was not in the performance of military 

u * 

. Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill relates to removing the charge of de- 
sertion where minors were taken out of the military service on writs 
of habeas corpus or other judicial proceedings. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY BOARD OF REVIEW. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I call up the bill (H. R. 11094) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to appoint a board of review in certain cases. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it andeted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to appoint 
beard of review, to consist of three members and a recorder, from officers of 
the Army on the active or retired list, to review the proceedings, findings, and 
sentence of any court-martial for the trial of a commissioned officer or enlisted 
man, either of the reguiar Army or volunteer forces, where the accused has 
been dishonorably discharged from the military service of the United States, 

SEC. 2. That the said board of review shall have jurisdiction of all such cases 
as shall be ordered before it by the Secretary of War, and its members shall 
serve without compensation, except such as they are now receiving, and may 
be relieved from time to time as the exigencies of the service way uire. 

Bro. 8. That it shall be lawful for said board of review to hear and consider 
any additional evidence in each case as may properly be brought before it, 
under such rules and e as may be established hy the Secretary o 
‘War, and it is hereby authorized to subpœna witnesses and to administer oaths 
when necessary; and the proceedings and findings, with the recommendations 
of pe pears. „ Shall be forwarded to the Secretary of War for his consideration 
and action. 

Sue. 4. That in all cases where the relief prayed for is recommended by the 
said board of review, in whole or in part, and approved by the Secretary of War, 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to refer to Congress the findings of 
the board of review, together with the evidence upon which the finding is 
based. The Secretary of War shall also report to Congress what action by Con- 
gress is deomed by him as necessary in order that justice may be done in the 
ease: Provided, That no right to any pay or allowances shall accrue or be re- 
vived from such amendment of the records in any case, 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

At the end of section 3 insert the following : 

“Provided, Thatthe Governmentshall be put to no expense on account of wit- 
nesses summoned on the part of the applicant,” 

After the word Congress, in line 4, of section 4, insert for such action as 
he may think proper.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

DEPOSIT OF FUNDS OF THE SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr, CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the 
Treasurer of the United States to receive and keep on deposit funds of 
the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Treasurer of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to receive and keep on deposit, subject to the checks 
or drafts of the treasurer of the soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia, all 
funds which may now be under the control oi the said treasurer of the Soldiers’ 
Home, or may hereafter be furnished him or in any manner come into his pos- 
session for use in defraying the current expenses of maintaining the said Sol- 
a Home. and, upon the request of said treasurer of the Soldiers“ Home, 
there shall be transferred, from funds to his credit with the U:-ited States Trens- 
urer, and placed to his credit with the assistant treasurer of the United States 

in New York City, New York, such sums as he may require monthly or quar- 
terly for payments on acconnt of “ out-door relief” to members of the said Sol- 
Giers’ Home residing at a distance therefrom. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill relates simply to the Soldiers’ Home 
in the District of Columbia. The treasurer of that institution now 
keeps permanent funds on deposit with the Treasurer of the United 
States. This bill proposes to allow him to keep on deposit in the same 
way current funds, so that checks may be given for ‘‘ out-door relief“ 


in different oe the country. The bill is recommended by the 
Secretary of War, by the General of the Army (who is the president 
of the Board of Managers of the institution), and is without objection 
so far as the knowledge of the committee extends. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CANNON FOR SARATOGA MONUMENT. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to loan certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument 
Association. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to 
loan to the Saratoga Monument Association the following cannon, ete., capt- 
ured from General Burgoyne at Saratoga, and now on hand at the Watervliet 
arsenal, West Troy, N. Y., namely, four 12-pounder guns, one Cinch howitzer, 
one 24-pounder howitzer, one &inch mortar, and one 24peunder mortar, al 
bronze: Provided, That the Secretary of War shall cause the four 12pounder 
guns to be mounted on suitable carriages before their delivery. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the following : 

Provided, That said cannon shall be removed from said arsenal without ex- 
pense to the United States Government.“ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall have some explana- 
tion of this bill. I would like to reserve the right to object until we 
know something about it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Government has been at considerable ex- 
pense in the erection of a monument on the battle-field at Saratoga. 
These guns, the identical guns which were captured on that field, are 
now at the Watervliet arsenal, West Troy, N. Y. They are simply 
lying around there as old metal, being valueless as arms. The monu- 
ment association proposes to have those guns mounted and made a part 
of the decorations of the monument, which would certainly be very 
appropriate. Besides, this is only a loan, and no expense is to be in- 
curred by the United States. A 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to know if the gentleman would ac- 
cept an amendment to loan three or four of these to the Grand Army 
post in my town, [Laughter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We would be very glad do so if they had been 
captured in your town. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well; plenty of people in my town helped to 
capture them. 

Mr. STRUBLE. This was a little before your day though. 

A Mr. CANNON. Well, we have people now who are able to 
oit. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

by the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The question is on the amendment 


STANDING OF OFFICERS, COAST SURVEY, WAR OF THE REBELLION, 


Mr, CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 6954) 
to define the standing of officers of the Coast Survey during the late 
civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactd, ete., That the President is hereby authorized and requested to 
prepare a roll of the officers of the Coast Survey who served during the late 
civil war under the orders of commanding officers of the armies and squadrons 
of the United States, and to issue to such officers of the Survey. or the repre- 
sentatives of those who are dead, a suitable certificate of honorable service with 
the Army or Navy, a- the case may be, and a brevet commission commensurate 
with the service rendered and the assimilated rank they held during the war 
by general or special orders of the commanding officers under whom they 
served; and to those officers who did not hold an assimilated rank he may 
issue similar commissions with such rank as he shall deem a just and proper 
recognition of the services performed: Provided, Tbat this act shall not be con- 
strued to entitle any officer receiving the benefits thereof to any bryk pay or 
allowance nor to entitle them to recognition as an in part of the Army 
and Navy of the United States at the present time, 


The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word a,“ inline 8; the words“ and a brevet commission commensurate with.“ 
in lines h and 10; the words after the word “served,” in line 13, to and includ- 
ing the word “formed,” in line 16, and the words “at the present time,” in 
lines 19 and 20; and by inserting the letter “s” at the end of the word certifi- 
cate” (so that said word shall read ‘‘ certificates"), in line 8, and by inserting the 
word ‘stating’ before the words “the service,“ in line 10; and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I was asked to have this bill read as proposed to 
be amended, but I think I can make a brief explanation which will 
show the design of the bill, 

These officers of the Coast Survey were detailed as officers of thestaff 
with various armies and squadrons during the war. They performed 
certain military duties assigned to them, but they had no military 
status. This gives them no military status, but it anthorizes the Sec- 
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retary of War to issue proper certificates that they served in the Army, 
and does not give them any pay or benefit other than that whatever. 

The object of the bill is simply that the position they occupied in the 
Army may be recognized in this manner. It is simply saying that 
they ered with the Army; that is the substance of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Were they purely civil employés? . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; they were officers of the United States Coast 
Survey who were detailed and held what is called assimilated rank. 
They were called by the assimilated rank of the position they held, 
coloncl or captain, as the case may be. They were assigned to staff 


duty. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. And they were under orders of the 
War Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Could they have got out of the service at any time 
they chose to do so? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not at all. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 
could have done so. 

Mr. CANNON. Were they mustered? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think not; but they were addressed by the of- 
ficial rank of the position they held. 

Mr. CANNON. The same thing was true of people in more humble 
positions in the Army; for instance, the teamsters, the telegraph corps, 
and others, was it not? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. And this bill simply provides for the issuance of 
certificates that they served with the Army. It gives them no pay. 

Mr. STRUBLE. It is simply a recognition of their service. 

Mr. SPOONER. Merely a certificate of fact. ~ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, is it laying a foundation to place the widows 
of such parties on the pension-rolls, or give them any emoluments be- 
cause of the rank they held? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not at all. No such thing is contemplated. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It simply recites a historical fact. 

Mr. CANNON. I must confess I do not see the object of it, unless 
something of that kind is contemplated. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Were they ever discharged from the service? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ina way they were, but not as military officers. 
They were officers of the Coast Survey. 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman object to an amendment ex- 
tending the provisions of this bill to the telegraph corps? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We have a bill precisely similar on the Calendar 
in their behalf. 

Mr. CANNON. And wagon-masters and contract aO? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Do you want it to apply also to army 
nurses? 

Mr. CANNON. Itis right and proper that we should give pensions 
to every one and everybody who was connected with the Army prop- 
erly, and we are already doing it now to a considerable extent, and 
will be in a short time at the rate of one hundred and fifty or one hun- 
dred and seventy-five million dollars a year. The only fear I have is 
that this bill will be an entering wedge, so to speak, in our system of 
legislation, to be followed up in the next Congress, or later on, possi- 
bly, by legislation to give purely civil employés the same rights that 
you give now to the officers and soldiers of the Army, by this kind of 
recognition; and if that is to be done it should be done all along the 
line by a measure fully considered in all of its details, because there 
are many of those who were meritorious soldiers during the late war 
who are not yet provided for by our legislation. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.” : 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is orthodox. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; “‘suflicient unto the day is the evil thereof.“ 
But we ought to act in all such cases with our eyes open and not go 
willingly into evil or danger. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman seems to sce evil 
ahead; but if we pass this bill in its present form we can prevent any 
evil consequences in the next Congress. You will be here and can pro- 
tect the Government. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, the gentleman from Alabama says I will be 
here. I do not know whether I will or not. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman himself will probably be here; but as to whether I will be here 
or not is something we are going to try later on. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, if you are not here we will take care of it. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not see any good it can do to any man 
twenty-three or twenty-five years after the close of the war to have a 
statement made out by some officer, at the expense of the Government, 
to the effect that some time ago he did something in the service when 
it is not a matter of record. The law provided no paper to show it 
heretofore; and if he is to have a paper now what can be the object? 

5 neue ER. Has the gentlemen read the report accompanying 
this bi 

1 SEERY of Iowa, No; but I have heard what you have said 
aboutit. 

Mr. SPOONER, I think if you would read the report it would ex- 
plain the matter fully. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, 97 Ohio. 


No more than any enlisted soldier 


Let us have the report read. 
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Mr. SPOONER, The simple fact concerning these officers is this: 
That at the time of the breaking out of the war there were a number 
of officers of the Coast Survey, which was a part of the governmental 
service, who were detailed by the proper orders to join in some cases 
the Army and in some cases the Navy. They were ordered to report. 
to the commanding officers in various parts of the country. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, For what purpose? 

Mr. SPOONER. For the purpose of acting as aides, performing staff 
duty, frequently to act as engineers, sometimes to act in showing the 
commanders of war-ships the channels and means of entrance into the 
harbors where our fleets penetrated, performing duty as aides for gen- 
erals in the field, ete., all of which has been duly certified to. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, will my friend allow me right there 

Mr. SPOONER. And all that is asked is simply this, that they 
may have certificates showing the fact of their having served in these 
various capacities, 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me right ihka ? Isit 
not true, and has it not been true ever since then, that the channels 
and the work on the coast have been under the charge of naval officers, 
and were not these merely people who did clerical work, clerks and 
that sort of thing? 

Mr. SPOONER. They did not do clerical work. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They served as aids, theyled fleets into the un- 
known entrances of harbors, and performed other similar services, 
They were officers of the Coast Survey, who surveyed these various lo- 
calitiesand were familiar with them, and they acted as guides and per- 
formed all these various services. 

Mr. CANNON. My understanding is that the surveying bas always 
been done by the naval officers. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No, by the Coast Survey. 

Mr. FLOWER. I suppose it is more a matter of sentiment than 
anything else which aE them want these certificates. 

Mr. EVANS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON, I think, if it means anything, it means that this is 
the entering wedge for placing them on the retired-list in the future. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘There is no intention of that kind whatever, and 
the bill has been framed to cover any possible objection of that sort. 

Mr. CANNON. What good can it do, then? 

Mr. EVANS. It is a matter of sentiment. It is simply to give these 
gentlemen certificates of their service with the volunteer army during 
the war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Something to hand down to their chil- 
dren; something that they may be proud of. 

Mr. FLOWER. I suppose it is more a matter of sentiment than any- 
thing else. Now that we have peace and a restored Union as the re- 
sult of the services and efforts of our armies, it is but proper that that 
sentiment shonld be recognized. I would rather have over my grave 
when I die, if I was entitled to that honor, the words He was a Union 
soldier“ than any other epitaph. There are many, many others who 
share the same sentiment, and in the future the words He wasa Union 
soldier“ will give a prouder title than any other the historian can be- 


stow. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is just it, and it is that feeling which 
prompts the passage of this bill, 

Mr. 1 Not that they may get pensions; but this sentiment 
is appea 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And we have guarded the bill so that there will 
be no difficulty of the kind suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. CANNON]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


TACOMA AND OLYMPIC RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and Olympic Railway and 
Navigation Company across certain military reservations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Tacoma and Olympic Railway and Navigation 
Company, a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Washing- 
ton, is hereby granted the right of way 100 feetin width for its railway and tele- 
graph line across and through military reservations numbered 22, 23, and 24 on 
the west side of the narrows of Puget Sound, asestablished by executive order 
of September 22, 1866, and also across and through the military reservation on 
the north side of Gig Harbor, as established by executive order of June 9, 1886, 
all situated in the pare of Washington, upon such line as may be approved by 
the Secretary of War, 


The Committee 5 the following amendments; 


In line 13, after the word “and,” strike out the word “eighty-six” and insert 


the word “sixty. eight.“ 
After line 15 add the plowing; 

That the said railway and navigation company shall furnish to 
the Secretary of War a good topographical 2 of any route submitted for bis 
approval under this resolution, and ey said right of — 7 shall be yoy 
to such change, revocation, or removal as may be prescribed or by the 
Secretary of War, at the expense of the enid ra et ote and navigation company,” 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


INSPECTOR OF MILITARY PRISONS, ETC. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R, 
11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1148 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in reference to the visitation and inspection of the mili- 
tary prison and examination of its accounts and government, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same are hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Seo, 1346. The Secretary of War shall, with-said commissioners, annually, 
and as much oftener as may be deemed expedient, visit said prison for the pur- 
poses of examination, jon, and correction; and they shall inquire into 
all abuses or neglects of auy on the part of the officers or other persons 
in charge of the same, and make such changes in the general discipline of the 

n as they may hold to be essential.” 

“Sec. 1348. One of the inspectors-general of the Army shall, at least once each 
year, visit the prison for the panse of examining into the s and all the 
affairs thereof, and ascertaining whether the laws, rules, and ons relat- 
ing thereto are complied with, the officers are competent and faithful, and the 
convicts properly governed and employed, and at the same time treated with 
humanity and kindness, And it shall be the duty of the inspector, at once, to 
make full report thereof to the Secretary of War,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill H. R. 3911, which is the 
last of the House bills. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3911) for the relief of certain officers of the Army retired-list. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan will 
please give his attention. The Chair is informed that a Senate bill 
similar to the one just called up is now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. 3 I beg pardon I should have called up the Sen- 
ate bi ri 
; MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill H. R. 8202 was passed. 

The SPEAKER p tempore. The gentleman from Michigan has the 
floor, and the motion will not be entertained now, but it can be en- 
tered. Will the gentleman state what the bill is? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is the bill H. R. 8202. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill was passed, and the 
Honse bill is on the table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and I wish to say a word about it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman may enter the motion. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS ON THE RETIRED-LIST OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. Clerk now has the Senate bill 
which is similar to the bill called up by the gentleman from Michigan, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask for the consideration of the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be ii enacted, ete., That whereas, since the 1st day of January, 1886, certain offi- 
cers of the Army being at the time the senior officers in rank in their respective 
pacs, and under the provisions of section 1257, Revised Statutes, entitled to 

romoted to vacancies then existent in the next higher grades, were never- 
theless placed upon the retired-list of the Army without such promotion; the 
President is hereby authorized to nominate, and by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate to appoint, all such officers to the respective grades to 
which they were severally entitled, to take rank and date from the several 
times when their respective rights to promotion to Vacancies became estab- 
lished, and to place them on the retired-list of the Army in the grades to which 
they are promoted. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. OSBORNE], who has charge of this measure. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to know what provision cf the 
rules governs the consideration ofthese bills. If I understand it aright, 
if any objection is made they can not be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro t €, That is correct. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. en can that objection be made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At any time. - 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. At any time before being acted upon? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to the con- 


sideration of this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Can they be objected to at any time before 
they are acted upon? 
roe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must object now if at 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I would prefer, of course, to hear what 
they have to say in support of the bill, reserving the right to object; 
but if it will be too late to object then, I will object now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think a single objection can stop the 
consideration of a bill. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair is of the opinion that under 


the order adopted by the House on yesterday. a single objection would 
prevent the consideration of the bil 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not what the order says, and I think 


that is a foreed construction. It says bills to which there is no ob- 
jection;’’ but the gentleman can do the same thing later on, there not 
being a quorum here. 

Mr, KILGORE. How many objections would that require? 

The SPEAKER tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa object 
to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think I will object. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER, Let us have a brief statement. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But I will not object now unless 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? [Cries of No!“ The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Very well; the bill will be laid aside. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I object, but would like not to object at this 
time provided my objection would be effective later. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You ean do the same thing later. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not know that I would object later, but 
I do not want to lose that right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, You could defeat it without objecting. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, Lask that the bill may be informally 
laid aside. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let it go ou. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. . That is the last bill upon the House Calendar we 
propose to present this evening. 

I now move to reconsider the votes by which the several’ bills have 
been passed: and also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made a motion to reconsider one of these 
bills a short time ago. I gave the number of the bill as reported here 
and as read tothe House. It was House bill 8202. I moved to recon- 
sider the Senate bill that took the place of it, I do not know what 
the number is. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, ‘The House bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is the bill about the promotions of army 
officers helow the grade of major. I do not think it onght to apply in 
time of war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will confine himself to 
the question. The House bill that the gentleman refers to has been 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. The Senate bill is the bill that I asked to 
have reconsidered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Lask to have a vote upon my motion to recon- 
sider the several votes. 

1 Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made my motion before the gentleman made 

is. : 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa did not have 
the floor when he supposed he made his motion, but could simply en- 
ter the motion. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman can take me off 
the floor and cut me out of the right to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Michigan, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The gentleman made no motion in order, and 
when I had the floor in order I moved to reconsider. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do not see that I did not have as much right 
to make a motion to reconsider at that timeas the gentleman has now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Michigan has the 
floor. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I had the floor at the time I made the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am willing to except that bill from my mo- 
tion in order that my friend may have an opportunity to make his 
motion; but I hope he will not press it, because we regard it as a very 
valuable bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan moves 
to reconsider the votes by which the several bills have been passed, ex- 
cepting Senate bill 3716, and also moves that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. Without objection the latter motion will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TRANSFER OF THE WEATHER SERVICE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I now call up from the Union Calendar Senate 
bill 1454, to increase the efficiency and reduce the sg pangs of the Big- 
nal Corps of the Army, and to transfer the Weather ice to the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill called up by the gentleman . 


is on the Union Calendar and can only be considered in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move todischarge the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill and consider it in the House. 


x 


, - : N 2 i > — = * 


1 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 10179 


it shall be the duty of the Secretary of A ulture to re future estimates 
for the Weather Bureau, which shall be y developed and ex- 
tended in the interests of agriculture. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of this bill and that it be con- 


i thorized to int board 1 
e ene ene e dee and i of propery e 
= 1 e „ 
Mr. CUTCHEON. It is the bill to transfer the Weather Service from said board d shall, as soon as re ake to th o Secretary of Y War a repor 
partm en A gri partmen amoun Qi 
the War De t to the caltural De t erer aclu oie for the woke of. the 8 8 1 for the — 5 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Task that the reading of the Senate bill may be 
dispensed with and that the substitute reported by the House com- 
mittees may be read in lieu thereof. It has been agreed npon by both 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Without objection that will be done. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the 8 

That the civilian duties now performed by the 1 Corps of the Army shall 
hereafter devolve upon a bureau to be known as the W. er Bureau, which, 
on and after the 7 of this act, shall be established in and attached to the 
Department of Agriculture, and a signal corps of the Army shallremain a part 
of the military establishment, and under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
and all estimates for its support shall be included with other estimates for the 
support of the military establishment, 

Sud. 2. That the Chief Signal Oficer, as head of the Signal Corps of the Army, 
shall have charge, under the direction of the Secretary of War, of all militar 
signal duties, and of books, papers, and devices connected therewith, includ- 
ing 3 telephone apparatus and the necessary meteorological in- 
struments use on target-ranges and other military uses; the construction, 
repair, and operation of military telegraph lines, and the duty of collecting and 
8 information for the Army by telegraph or otherwise, and all other 
duties usually ee to military signaling, which duty shall be confined 
to military matters, 

“Seo, 3, That the Chief the Weather Bureau, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, on and after July 1, 1891, shall have charge of the forecast- 
ing of weather, the issue of storm warnings, the display of weather and flood 
signals for the benefit of agriculture, commerce, and navigation, the gangin 
and reporting of rivers, the maintenance and operacon of seacoast telegraph 
lines, and the collection and transmission of marine intelligence for the benefit 
of commerce and navigation, the reporting of temperature and rainfall condi- 
tions for the cotton interests, the display of frost and cold-wave signals, the dis- 
tribution of meteorological information in the interests of agriculture and com- 
merece, and the taking of such meteorological observations as may be neces- 
sary to establish and record the climatic conditions of the United States, or as 
are essential for the proper execution of the foregoing duties. 

“Seo. 4. That the Weather Bureau shall hereafter consist of one Chief of 
Weather Bureau and such civilian employés as Dongross may annually provide 
for and as may be necessary to properly perform the duties devolving on said 
bureau by law, and the chief of bureau shall receive an annual compensa- 
tion of $4,500, and be ag by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent ot the Senate: ided, That the Chief Signal OMoer of the Army may, 
in the discretion of the President, be detailed to take charge of said bureau, 
and, in like manner, other officers of the Army, not exceeding four, expert in 
the duties of the weather service, may be assigned to duty with the Weather 
Bureau, and while so serving shall receive the pay and allowances to which 
they are entitled by law. 

“Sno. 5. That the enlisted force of the Signal Corps, as now constituted, ex- 
cepting those hereinafter provided for, shall be honorably discharged from the 
e June 30, 1891, and such portion of this force, including the civilian em- 
ploy of the Signal Service. as may be necessary for the proper performance of 

duties of the Weather Bureau shall, if they so elect, be transferred to the 
Department of oy eT a and the compensation of the force so transferred 
shall continue as it shall be in the Signal Service on June 30, 1891, until other- 
wise provided by law: Provided, That skilled observers serving in the Signal 
Service at said date shall be entitled to ference over other persons notin the 
Signal Service for appointment in the Weather Bureau to places tor which they 
may be Pc ef qualified until the expiration of the time for which they were 
Jast enl 5 

“Sec. 6, That in addition to the Chief Signal Officer the commissioned force of 
the Signal Corps of the Army shall hereafter consist of one major, four captains 
(mounted), and four first lieutenants (mounted), who shall receive the pay and 
allowances of like grades in the Army. Tho officers herein provided for shall 
be appointed from the Army, including officers of the a Ap Corps, preference 
being given to officers who have performed long and efficient service with the 
Signal Service: Provided, That no appointment shall be made until a board, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of War, shall have submitted a report recom- 
mending officers for appointment in the Signal Corps in the order of merit 
based upon the importance and usefulness of work performed in the Signal 
Service, as said board may determine from the official records, And such 
second lieutenants of the Signal Corps as may not be promoted under the pro- 
visions of this act sbail be appointed second lieutenants in the line of the Arm 
with present date of commission as supernumerary lieutenants until pee seni d 
and shall be assigned to the first vacancies which may occur in the grade of 
second lieutenant after the appointments herein provided for have been made. 

„Sr.. That all appointments and promotions in the Signal Corps of the Army 
after this reorganization shall be made after examination and approval under 
‘sections 1206 and 1207 of the Revised Statutes, which are hereby amended so as 
to be applicable to the promotion of the lieutenants of the Signal Corps in the 
same manner as to the Corps of Engineers, and all vacancies which may here- 
after exist in the grade of first lieutenant in the Signal Corps shall be filled by 
transfer from tbe line of the Army, after competitive examination and reconi- 
1 reer by 5 Boae of three officers of the Signal Corps, to be appointed by 

e Secret 


ar, 

“Sec. S That the enlisted force of the Pignal Corps of the Army shall hereafter 
consist of fifty 1 of which ten shall be of the first class, with pay of 
hospital stewards. No further enlistments shall be made in the Signal Corps 
for duties enumerated in section 3: Provided, That any vacancy existing or 
he occurring in that portion of the force of the Signal Corps engaged in 
said duties may be filled by civilian appointees, at a salary not exceeding that 
— for the same class of work in the State or Territory w the services may 

performed, und this compensation for said services shall continue until July 
1, 1891, which compensation may be paid out of the appropriation for the pay of 
te Bee a on mnd alter Jay 1, 180, th sro 

EC. 9, on an er July the ropriations for the rt of 
the Signal cs the atop aii be I T 
the Army. the D for the au t of the Weather Bureau shall 
be made with those of the other bureaus of Department of Agriculture, and 


of the Signal Corps of the Army, and what part of said property be suitable 
and necessary for the use of the Signal Corps of the Army; and upon the 2 
proval of said report by the Secretary of War the property and moneys whie 
shall be decided 3 to the Weather Bureau work shall be trans- 
ferred to such bureau and to the custody of the Secretary of ture, while 
the remaining property and funds shall continue in the possession of the Signal 
Corps of the Army.” 

During the reading, 

Mr. CONGER said: This is quite a long bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Let it be explained. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This bill is very familiar tothe House. It has 
been here a long time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been read twice already. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, it has been read in the full House. 

Mr. CANNON. Could not the gentleman from Michigan obviate 
the necessity of reading the bill by making a brief explanation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to dispensing with 
the further reading of the bill. [A pause.] The Chair hears none, 
The question is upon the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, i 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COLEMAN. It was understood, Mr. Speaker, that the chair- 
man of the Military Committee was to explain this bill, and unani- 
mous consent was given for that purpose. 

A MEMBER. This bill has been read twice already. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be considered as engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. I do so because the objection was 
withheld with the understanding that an explanation pbb be made. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Very well, Mr. S. er, I will make a brief ex- 
planation if it is desired. At present the Signal Corps of the Army is 
performing the duties of the Weather Bureau. That bureau is attached 
to the War Department. It consists of a Chief Signal Officer with the 
rank of brigadier-general, fourteen second lieutenants, and a number 
of sergeants and privates. This bill proposes to divide the corps and 
to transfer to the Agricultural Department all that portion of it which 
pertains to taking observations of the weather, reporting storms, cold 
waves, and other weather variations, and to retain in the War Depart- 
ment the purely military signaling service, consisting of a brigadier- 
general, ten commissioned officers, and forty sergeants. That is tore- 
main as a fixed part of the military establishment. All the rest of the 
corps, all relating to weather observations, is to be transferred to the 
Department of Agriculture and is to be hereafter under the direction 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can the gentleman inform the House whether this 
is recommended by the Secretary of War and Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Secretary of Agriculture is exceedingly anx- 
ious for the passage of the bill. He has been upon the floor within the 
last eight or ten days urging its passage, and all the friends of agricult- 
ure throughout the country are urging it. The Secretary of War is 
willing and the Chief Signal Officer is anxious for its passage, because 
he knows he will never have peace any more since the farmers have 
got after him. [Langhter.] This change is for the benefit of the 


farmers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will not this proposed transfer necessitate the crea- 
tion of civil officers to take the place of the military officers? 

Mr.CUTCHEON. The bill provides for the transfer of the military 
officers to the Agricultural Department until the bureau is fully or- 
ganized in that Department. It is intended to extend the operations 
of the service and make them still more valuable under the Agricul tural 
Department. 

Mr, POST. When this transfer is made, what will be left for this 
ug ye, wa? and his subordinates ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, He will be detailed and will become the head 
of the weather service in the Department of Agriculture, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
3 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH TO TATOOSH ISLAND. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill S. 1872, being a bill ‘‘to restore tel 
communication between Tatoosh Island and Port Angeles, of 
and that it be considered in the House. 2 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

: 800, ch thereof bé neees- 
<a, eia megaa ii o out of eng money in 
the Treasury not otherwise apenas bg for the purpose of restoring and 
maintaining telegraphic communieation between Tatoosh Island and Port An- 

les, Wash., the money so appropriated to be expended by the Chief Signal 
* — ofthe Army, — the orders of the Secretary of War. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon ordering the bill 
to a third reading. j > 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A word of explanation may be desired by some 
gentlemen present. There was formerly telegraphic communication 
at this point, but the cables have been broken, and for some time past 
the service has been interrupted. It isof very great value and ought 
to be restored. : ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT FOR ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I call upthe bill (H. R. 7976) and 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
bill be now considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etċ., That section 1216, Revised Statutes, be, aud is hereby, 
awended to read: 3 

“Sec, 1216. That when an enlisied man of the Army shall have distinguished 
himself in the service the President may, at the recommendation of the com- 
manding officer of the regiment to which such enlisted man belongs, grant him 
a certificate of merit.“ 

Sec, Z. That section 1285, Revised Statutes, be, and is hereby, amended to read: 

“ Src, 1285, A certificate of merit granted to an enlisted man for distinguished 
service shall entitle him, from the date of such service, to additional pay atthe 
rate of $2 per month while he is in the military service, althongh such service 
may not be continuous.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and-also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, YORKTOWN, VA. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I now call up the bill (H. R. 886) providing for 
the building of a road to the national cemetery at Yorktown. I ask 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill and that it be con- 
sidered in the House. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, alter 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That $3,000, or so mnch thereof as may be necessary, be, aud 
tue same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise approp , for the purpose of Patines macadamizing, or shelling and 
permanently improving the public road leading from the steam-beat wharves 
in the town of Yorktown, viathe centennial monument, to the national cem- 
7 near said town, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

ar. 


Mr. KILGORE. I do not think this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. BOWDEN. If I may be permitted to make a brief statement, 
I believe my friend from Texas [ Mr. KILGORE] will withdraw his ob- 
jection. T bills of a similar character with reference to the State 
of. Virginia—all three being bills in which gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber were interested—have been passed. This is the first 
one ted from this side. It proposes to provide the means for 
send ebene beantiful work of art which has been erected by the Gov- 
ernment, the monument at Yorktown, as well as to afford a road to 
the national cemetery. I hope my friend from Texas will not object. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much money do you want? 

Mr. BOWDEN. The engineers say it will take $8,000 to construct 
this road, and it is a needed improvement. 

Mr. KILGORE. If I had the money, I would rather pay it myself. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Besides, this is a road to historic ground 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not Virginia able to build these roads herself? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. The General Government has spent $100,000 in 
the erection of a monument at Yorktown; and this road, as I under- 
stand, is to afford communication from the wharf to the monument. 

Mr. BOWDEN. The road at present is almost impassable. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. S — [Cries of Question!“ 

Mr. CANNON, Not quite yet, These matters have all been pro- 

vided for this more liberally than has been usual, in the sundry 
civil bill, I think we had better not ge any further in this direction 


at the present session of Congress, We shall meet here again next 
winter. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Yes; but in view of the fact that every appropria- 
tion in this connection has been given to the other side of the House, 
while every Southern Republican has been cut off from ition 
when seeking to get up a bill of this character, I think it comes with 
poor grace for any gentleman on this side of the House to object at 
the present time to this particular bill. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, With the permission of my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] I would like to say one word. The committee had 
proposed to present just two of these cemetery road bills, a little one 
of $8,000, which will afford the means of reaching the monument at 
Yorktown, and then to balance that we pro to expend in the 
district of our friend on the other side [Mr. O’FERRALL] $6,000 to im- 
prove the roadway to Winchester Cemetery, in the region where Phil 
Sheridan made his gallant fight, and which many Union soldiers 
are glad to visit. We thought we would offset these two Virginia gen- 
tlemen against each other, and that everybody would call it a fair 
deal. We do not pro to bring in another one of these measures. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I guess we will stop right here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, Allow me to make a statement before the gen- 
tleman insists on his objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
draws his objection. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Do I understand the objection is withdrawn? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not withdraw it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Let me make one statement. 

The SPEAKER pro te, pore. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. O' FERRALIL. I am aware of that, but the House will indulge 
me a moment—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
O’FERRALL] asks unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 
Is there objection ? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, O’FERRALL, Now, Mr. Chairman, in the cemetery at Win- 
chester there are—— 

Mr. CANNON. I feel constrained to call the regular order. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, But I believe I had unanimous consent to make 
an explanation. It is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The House granted leave to the gentle- 
man from Virginia to make a stätement. 

Mr. CANNON. Weill, Mr. Speaker, what is the use of consuming 
time in this way if these gentlemen of the Military Committee want to 
transact business? . 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the pointof order that the gentleman from 
Illinois is not in order. The gentleman from Virginia obtained unani- 
mous consent to address the House. i 

Mr. CANNON. There will be no more business done here unless 
you proceed to do it. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the parliamentary 
position. The gentleman from Virginia asked unanimous consent to 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The gentleman from Illinois with- 


| make a brief statement, and consent was granted. The regular order 


is for the gentleman to proceed to make his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Then he has the floor for an hour? 

Mr. O° FERRALL. No, sir; I propose to occupy only a few moments. 

Mr. CANNON, What does the Chair call a brief statement ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule on that when it 
comes to it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I certainly shall not occupy time unnecessarily 
and will be very brief in my remarks. 

Mr, Speaker, at Winchester there are buried 4,481 Federal soldiers, 
at Antietam 3,724 are buried, and at Gettysburgh 3,570. At Winchester 
there are only 5 acres of ground inclosed in the cemetery, and at An- 
tietam there are 10 acres, and at Gettysburgh 17 acres. It will be ob- 
served, therefore, that there are more dead—more Federal soldiers— 
buried at Winchester in 5 acres of ground than at either Antietam or Get- 
tysburgh with their much larger area. There is no roadway at all to 
the cemetery or means by which a conveyance of any kind can be 
driven into the cemetery grounds at Winchester. The keeper of the 
lodge can not even step within the inclosure from his back door with- 
out walking on graves. 

The object and purpose of the bill to which I refer—not the pending 
bill of my colleague | Mr. BOWDEN], but the Winchester bill which is 
to follow this—is to appropriate the sum of $6,000 for the construction 
of a necessary roadway, and to purchase a small additional piece of 
ground and enlarge the inclosure, so that some of the dead now in the 
cemetery may be removed to the new part, in order that there may be 
a driveway to and through the cemetery and a new and suitable lodge 
built. That is the sole object of the bill. 

Now, I understand that a monument has been erected at Gettys- 
burgh costing $30,000, and also one at Antietam costing quite a large 
sum, while not one dollar has ever been appropriated for the Winches- 
ter cemetery for any monumental purpose. Winchester is in the val- 
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ley ot Virginia and close by the historical battle-field of Cedar Creek, 

ere Sheridan made his famous ride. It is classical ground, every 
foot of it; and every year thousands upon thousands of Federal soldiers 
from all parts of the country visit the cemetery, coming with their 
wives and families; but they can not enter or drive through the ceme- 
tery, and must content themselves by only looking in, for they can not 
even walk through the grounds unless they walk on the graves. Cer- 
tainly this Congress can not refuse to appropriate the little pittance of 
86,000 for the purpose contemplated by this bill a most patriotic pur- 
pose—in justice to the living and the dead. 

Mr. Speaker, there are buried at Winchester from the State of New 
York 391 Mt soldiers, of which number 372 are known; from Pennsylva- 
nia 444, of whom 310 are known; from Ohio 448, 329 being known; 
from Maine 207, of whom 88 are known; from Vermont 190, 71 being 
known, 119 unknown; New Hampshire 171, of whom 52 are known; 
from Michigan 174, 55 known; Iowa 161, 43 known; Indiana 153, 34 
known; Massachusetts 209, 90 known; Virginia and West Virginia 182, 
163 being known; New Jersey 163, 44known; Maryland 163, 4 known; 
Connecticut 175, 56 known; Wisconsin 7 known, Delaware 6, Rhode 
Island 12, Illinois 5, and miscellaneous 194, there being in all 2,098 
known and 2,383 unknown, ora total of 4,481. 

Now, under these circumstances I appeal to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to withdraw the objection and let this bill of my colleague and 
this Winchester bill be considered and passed to-night. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word in response. There is 
a monument at Yorktown. I believe that was something over one 
hundred years ago—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is the event. 

Mr. CANNON. The event, and the monument later. We have at 
this session of Congress made a large appropriation, first, for Lookout 
Mountain park and cemetery for the purpose of preserving and marking 
the battle-field, and soon. Gettysburgh we are all familiar with; and 
Antietam, near by Gettysburgh, a large appropria also. Now we 
are met with another proposition, as I understand it, to build a road 
mo 2 urchase some ground. 

WDEN. The first bill is to build a road. 

Ar. O'FERRALL, And so is this one; and also to purchase addi- 
tional ground and enlarge the cemetery at Winchester. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, our appropriations for this session have been 
quite liberal; exceedingly so, in fact. Weare told constantly by our 
triends on the other side that they have been too liberal. It seems to 
me that we want something left to do next winter. Let us finish now 
looking after the living first; and as we have looked after all of these 
oor objects very liberally at tbis session of Congress already, I shall 
object. 

Tos SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill is laid 
aside. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS ON RETIRED-LIST. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Military Committee 
in dividing the time among the various Calendars decided that we 
would devote the first hour to the House Calendar and divide the 
remainder of the time equally between the Union Calendar and the 
Private Calendar; but I understand my friend from Iowa on my left is 
now willing to withdraw his objection to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 1636, for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of the 
Army, and I hope we will have consent to proceed with the considera- 
tion of that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again submit the ques- 
tion 90 8755 House. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. This bill has already been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read, and the ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 


i Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this bill applies to only three of- 
cers? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Only three. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. KILGORE, I do not understand the colloquy between the 
85 from Iowa and the gentleman from Michigan as to the scope 
of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. It relates to only three officers, 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill in terms, though, is not limited to three. 

Mr. OSBORNE, No; but only three officers now in the Army could 
be affected by the bill. It is so reported by the ‘Adjutent-Geueral and 
is published with the committee’s report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does this include General Merrill? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the bill 
(H. R. 3911) on the same subject will bo laid on the table. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. There is one more bill upon the Union Calendar, 
but according to our consent at this hour we were to pass to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and therefore I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. OSBORNE]. 


EDWARD H, LEIB. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I-ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 117) for the relief of Ed- 
ward H. Leib, and that the same may be considered in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the provisions of law regulates ntments in the 
Army are hereby puspended tor the pu of thisact, and only so far as they 
allect Ed Leib, lat United States Cavalry and brevet lieu- 
tenant-colonel United nena teen Army; and the President of the United States is 
hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent ot the 
Senate, appoint said Edward H. Leib, late captain Fifth United States Cavalry, 
to the eand rank in the Army held at the time of bis dismissal; and on 
emia of his disabilities, incurred in the line of duty, the said Leib ‘shall be 

upon the retired-list of the Army without regard to the limit fixed by 
pe Provided, That the said Leib shall receive no pay except from the date of 
appointment under this act, nor any pension from and after his full retirement 
as provided herein. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


A. H. RUSH, 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief ot 
A. H. Rush, and that the same may be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ilenacted, elc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to issue to A. H. Rush, late captain Company E, Sixteenth Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry Volunteers, a certificate of honorable discharge as of the date 
of his dismissal from the Army, and all disabilities upon him reason of said 
dismissal from the Army be, and the same are hereby, remo 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether I shall object 
to this or not. I did not understand the purport of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. It is simply to give an honorable discharge to a 
brave officer, who served all through the war until very nearly the last 
day, when he got into a little trouble and was dismissed. 

Mr. KILGORE, What 7 would that have upon his pay from 
the time he was discha 

Mr. OSBORNE. None 5 all. He was a volunteer officer, belong: 
ing to a Pennsylvania regiment, and this simply gives him an honorable 
discharge to date from the day of his dismissal. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the bill provide that he shall receive no pay, 
allowance, or emolument? 

Mr. OSBORNE. I think it does. That was the intention. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, I will ask the Clerk to read that part of the bill 
again. : 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, my idea is that that officer can 
set up a claim for his pay from that date. 

Mr. OSBORNE. We will accept any amendment that you wish. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then let the bill be amended, in the language of 
the bill which just preceded it, that this shall carry with it no pay, 
allowance, or privilege by reason of his restoration. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Very well, we will accept that amendment. I 
will ask the Clerk to read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding thereto the following: 
noone That said Rash shall reccive no pay or emolument by virtue of 
act.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. f 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
* it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM E. CROUSE, 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the 
military record of William E. Crouse, and that the same may be con- 
sidered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War i Ben hereby authorized to 
William E. Crouse, late second e of the First Missachusetts 
Artillery Regiment, an 1 ischarge, podwithstandite shecourhinartio: 
proceedings of March, 1865. 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 

Add to the bill the following : 

“* Provided, That said Crouse shall not be entitled to any pay or allowances by 
virtue hereof.” z 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPENCER D. HUNT. 


Mr, OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee ot the Whole on the Private Calendar may be aiana a 
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from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10805) for the relief of 
Spencer D. Hunt, and that the same may be considered in the House. 
i! bill was read, as follows: 


dt enacted, ctc., That the Secretary delane and hereby is, directed to cor- 
Son tha nels tat records in his office b: 


ere ng ‘the name of 8 D. Hunt 
on the rolls as a private berg ans he O, Fiftieth ment New York Volunteer 
Engineers, and granting to him an honorable d arge as of the date said com- 


vided, That n X 
D SAE shell ba AIAS PETERA MIE Ta Aak 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engroased, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MAJ, JOSEPH W. Wut. 


Mr. OSBORNE, Lask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph 
W. Wham, paymaster, United States Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., Thatthe prol accounting officers, in settling and adjust- 
ing the accounts of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, ree United States Army,are 
hereby directed to o tsaid Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymaster, United States 
Army, with the sum of $23,345.10, Government funds, of which he was robbed 
in Graham County, Arizona Territory, on the 11th of May, 1889, without his de- 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the re- 


port in that case. 

The etre say pro tempore. The report covers six or eight pages 
of fine 

Mr. IRR, of Iowa. Twenty-eight thousand dollars ought not to 


be thrown away without some explanation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wiil first bring the bill 
pony before the House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
RNE] moves that the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of this 
bill, and that it be now considered in the House. Is there objection ? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, Without objection, the bill 
will be considered as engrossed, and read a third time. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 


sons. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This bill is for the reliet of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, 
8 United States Army, who last year was carrying this money 

pay troops in that department. He was waylaid by a band of some 
twenty men. They had gone before him into the woods through 
which he was passing, and in fact erected fortifications along the 
road. They were thus scattered over some three-quarters of a ele 
It was in one of the wildest parts of the Rocky Mountains. These 
bandits fired on the escort, which consisted of some eighteen men. 
Every man in the escort was wounded, and the only man in the escort 
who was not so badly wounded he could not get away from the ground 
was a corporal who was with Major Wham. After the escort had thus 
been disabled, the robbers came ont to the road, went to the ambu- 
lance, broke open the safe and took out the money. A number of 
them were afterwards arrested and tried in the United States court, 
and now Major Wham asks to be relieved from accounting for the 
amount of money that was taken from bim at that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. How large was the amount? 

Mr, OSBORNE. Twenty-eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Were they convicted? 

Mr. OSBORNE. No, sir; they were not conyicted. The jury was 
composed of Mormons, and it is understood ont therein Arizona, where 
this thing occurred, that it was a conspiracy on the part of many of 
those people, and that some of the men who were connected with the 
robbery were even on the trial jury. There isa letter from the United 
States district attorney in the report which clearly shows that the facts 
should have been sufficient to convict the men. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not thisa bill which passed Congress before and 
was vetoed? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Oh, n 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, 2 no; it only occurred last year. 
a case as there can be, to my mind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman from Iowa with- 
draw his objection? 

Mr, KERR, of Iowa. I do. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; = being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

CAPT. WILLIAM r. HALL. 


ous OSBORNE. I now call up the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.4187) for the gee of the Army record of Capt. William P. 
fall, United States Army. 


Whereas William P. Bis now a captain in the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, 
United States Army, was commissioned a 5 lieutenant of the Nineteenth 
bag: Sneed of Infantry on June 15, 1868; 

ereas in 1869 the infantry was 3 and the order of the War Depart- 
ment concerning said reductions 3 the junior officers of each grade to be 
* on “ waiting orders; and 


It is as clear 


hereas from such waiting order” list Second Lieutenant Hall was trans- 


I object, until we hear astatement of the rea- - 


ferred to the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, by General Orders, numbered 59, War 


De ent, Adjutant-General’s dated July 14, 1869, without application 
on his part; 


bg a new commission was issued to Lieutenant Hall, bearing date July 
14,1869, by which he was placed in rank below second lieutenahts of hisown class 
at the tary Academy, whom he before ranked, being above them in class 
standing, and brea — second lieutenants of the Fifth ro EH of Cavalry, 
depriving him involun- 


who ment to himself, thereb: 
— 80 and iiem „ilegali of the of the —— to which the date of his commission of J uly 15, 
en 
Be itenacted by the Borsi . — House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the army record of Capt. William P. H: 
of the Fifth Regiment of Cavalry, United States Army, be co wo that his 
name shall be placed in the pos tion opon the list of captains of cavalry which 


he should oceupy, and which he would occupy bad he been given his proper 
rank in the Fifth D GATANS, on July 14, 1869, according to the date of his commis- 


sion of June 15, 1863, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be disc’ 
from the further consideration of this bill and thatit be considered 
in the House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire what effect this bill would 
have on any pay that might be due? 

Mr. OSBORNE. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ABRAM F. M’CURDY. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ot War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and empowered to issue and gran ntan honorable discharge from the Army of 
the Uniled States to Abram F. om late a major in the Tenth Ohio Volun- 
teer Cavalry, which discharge shall bear date as of and with the 
rank of a major, and said discharge, with said rank, as of ‘said date, shall be 
granted, notwithstanding his dismissal from the service by virtue of the 5 
e Mgr oie we a 3 court-martial promulgated in General O 
No. 98, May 30, 1864, uarters department of the Cumberland: Pro. 
vided, Thatno pay or sacri et shall be paid said Major McOurdy by reason 
of pow honorable discharge. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the 
further consideration of this bill. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to know on what ground you de- 
termined to set aside the findings of a court-martial at this late day. I 
have had one or two bills of that character pending in the Committee 
on Military Affairs for eight or nine months that have not as yet been 
reported, and I suppose there was a reason why this should be done. 

Mr. OSBORNE, Undoubtedly there.is a reason for it. We exam- 
ined the proceedings of the court-martial in this case and discovered 
that there was not sufficient evidence before the court-martial to au- 
thorize certain findings of the court. That is the plain short of if. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY G. HEALY. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to muster into the service, to rank as lieutenant-colonel from the 
26th day of May, 1863 (the date from which he was to take rank in commission), 
Henry G. Healy, late lieutenant-colonel Sixty-fifth New York Volunteers, wit! 
all pay and emoluments, from May 26, 1863, to August 4, 1863, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks to discharge the Commiitee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of this bill and that it be considered in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand that feature relating to pay 
and emoluments. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This man was wounded in battle. He was a ma- 
jor. While wounded, and shortly after he was wounded, he was pro- 
moted. He was commissioned by the governor as lieutenant-colonel, 
but could not go to the field to be mustered; therefore he did not get 
mustered for nearly a month after the time he was commissioned. 
This is simply to make him a lieutenant-colonel and to authorize him 
to draw the difference in his pay for that month. 

Mr. KILGORE. For one month? 8 

Mr. OSBORNE. For one month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, He was simply prevented from being mustered 
on account of his wound. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!™] 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was . read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARLIN PARKS. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I now ask that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4820) for 
the relief of Marlin Parks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar: 


of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to revoke the order of d kaatoa? of Marlin Parks, late first 


lieuten- 


— 
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£ aie: t 


ant Com 


Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, and issue to him an hon- 
orable d edt from the service of the United States, to date the 18th day of 
November. 1804. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? ‘The Chair hears none. 3 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, heretofore the universal form has 
been to putat the conclusion of such a bill that it carries with it no 
pay or A by reason of its passage. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I will accept that amendment. : 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I movean amendment in the form suggested. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

5 That said Parks shall receive no pay or allowance by virtue of this 
ac 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed,it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. WEDGWOOD. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Inowask to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4382) granting an honorable 
discharge to William W. Wedgwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to is- 
sue to William W. Wedgwood, late a lieutenant in the N. inety-fifth Volunteer 
Infantry, an honorable discharge from the service, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 5, after the word “fifth,” insert the word “Illinois,” and in line 6, after 
the word service,“ insert the words.“ to date December 31, 1862.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. OSBORNE. There is another amendment to that bill. 

Mr. KILGORE, I make the same suggestion in regard to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also add the following amendment: 

* Provided, That no pay oremolument shall become due by virtue of this at. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HOWARD WILLISON. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7155) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to Howard Willison, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that it be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to set aside the order of dismissal in the case of Howard Willison, 
late second lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that bill ought to be amended in the same 
way as the others. 

Mr. POST. It is not necessary, because the bill simply grants him 
an honorable discharge from the time when he was dismissed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, out ofabundant caution, I think the amend- 
ment had better be added to the bill. 

Mr. POST. I have no objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding the following: 

“ Provided, That no pay oremolument shall become due him by virtue of this 
act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill asamended wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be di from the farther consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is en- 
titled as such officer to his pay. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., First, that the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of the United 
States Army,u e finding of a retiring board on the 30th of December, 1864, 
under the provisions of the act of Con of August 3, 1861, is a legal and valid 


retirement; second, that said Capt. Charles B, Stivers is and always has been 
entitled to his pay as such ret officer. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being en it was necordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


CHARLES H. KELLEN. 2 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6921) for the 
relief of Charles H. Kellen, and Lask unanimons consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill and that it be now put upon its passage. - 

There was no objection. = 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of War be, and heis — 
and directed to place the name of Charles H. Kellen on the rolis ass second 
lieutenant in Company F, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteers, as of 
date of December 15, 1862. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what effect that bill 


would have. : 

Mr. SPOONER. The point is simply this: This man was orderly 
sergeant of his company. There was no captain and he was in com- 
mand of the company up to and including the battle of Fredericks- 
burgh, where he received a fatal wound, He was promoted by the 
governor of Rhode Island to be second lieutenant, but his commission 
never reached him. The bill would give him pay for about three days 
as second lieutenant. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHRISTIAN FREDERICKSEN. 8 


Mr, OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 750) for the re- 
lief of Christian Fredericksen. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that it he put upon its passage. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secre! of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to issue to Christian Fredericksen, who served under the name of 
N. T. Wisborg as a private in Com: * . Ninth Kansas Volunteers, an honor- 
„ble discharge from the service of The United States, upon the surrender of the 
discharge issued Neil P. Wisborg, or of satisfactory Hane of its loss, and upon 
evidence satisfactory to the War Department of the identity of Christian Fred- 
ericksen with said Wisborg. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OSBORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. LEE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2407) for the 
relief of Mary A. Lee. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be put upon its passage, : 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and di to pay to Mary A. Lee, mother and only heir at law of 
Walter J. Lee, late a second lieutenant in the Twenty-eighth Regiment Michi- 
gan Infantry Volunteers, the amount of pay and allowances of a second lieu- 
tenant of infantry from September 22, 1 tothe 10th of April, 1865, and the 
pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of infantry from April i 1865, to Au- 
gust 10, 1865, such payment to be made out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, and deducting therefrom the amount of any pay, if 
any, made him for swch service. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
„it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ing engrossed, i passed. 
Mr. O'DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was een and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE M. WHEELER. 


Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1689) for the re- 
lief of George M. Wheeler. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill and that it be put upon its passage. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice of the Senate, to appoint 
Capt. George M. Wheeler, United States Army, retired,a majoron the retired- 
list of the Army, with the rank and pay of that e from the 23d N 
being the date on whieh he would have been eligible to promotion but his 
retirement as captain on June 15, 1888, 8 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OSBORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pone , and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1037) author- 


izing the placing of the name of James M. Williams upon the retired- 
list of the United States Army, with the rank of captain of cavalry. 
J ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the farther consideration of the bill and that it be put 
upon its passage. £ 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, elc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nom- 


inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint James 
X. Williams, late a colonel and brevet brigadier-general of United States vol- 


-~ unteers and captain of cavalry and brevet major in the regular Army of the 


United States, to the position of captain of cavalry inthe Army of the United 
Statea, and to place him upon tho retired-list of the Army as of that grade, the 
retired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and 
parts of laws in confllet herewith are suspended for this purpose only. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The questionis upon ordering this bill to a third 
reading. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I objéct unless there is an explanation made. 

Mr. OSBORNE. This officer was in the volunteer Army. He was 
a colonel and a brigadier-general. He served all throngh the war, and 
after the war he organized a regiment, and has done excellent service 
since that time. In fact, General Gregg told me that he was really 
the best Indian fighter they had. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. How long has he been in the service? 

Mr. OSBORNE. About nineteen years. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tab f 


— 


le. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
JAMES T. PEALE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1513) to place James 
T, Peale on the retired-list of the United States Army. Lask that the 
Committee of the Whole be d ed from the further consideration 
of the bill and that it be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That in view of his long and faithful services as major and 
brevet lientenant-culonel in the Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry during the late 
ptain Second United States Cavalry on the frontier since the war, 
and because of disease incurred in the servicé and line of his duty, the President 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint James T. Peale to the position of captain 
(mounted) in the Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired- 
list of the Army as that grade, the retired-list being thereby incressed in 
number to that extent; and all Jaws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
hereby suspended for this purpose only, 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be con- 
sidered by the Honse. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to have some explanation in re- 
gard to this bill. I do not ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, Major Peale served all through the 
war of the rebellion. He came to Washington in 1561, as a member 
of one of the four companies mentioned here to-night as being the first 
troops that appeared in Washington in response to the proclamation 
of President Lincoln calling for 75,000 men. He served for some time 
as second lieutenant in the Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry, advancing 
to the rank of major and brevet lieutenant-colonel. Having served 
to the end of the war and been honorably discharged, he entered the 
regular Army, in which he served until six or seven years ago, when 
being broken down in health he was unable to perform field duty and 
was obliged to go on leave of absence. He was dismissed the service 
because he was not able to go with his command at the time that it 
went upon an expedition to the Indian country. 

Mr. KILGOR Was hg dismissed or did he voluntarily resign? 

Mr. OSBORNE. He voluntarily resigned; but before his resigna- 
tion was accepted there was a court-martial by which he was tried and 
eonvicted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Convicted of what? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Because he was unable to go, and did not go, upon 
an expedition into the Indian country. 

Mr. KILGORE. What was the charge against him—absence with- 
ont leave? 

Mr. OSBORNE. 
without leave. 


‘The charge upon which he was tried was absence 


Mr. KILGORE. He never has been on the retired-list? 

Mr. OSBORNE. He has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. The proposition now is to restore him to the rank 
of captain and retire him with the pay of a captain retired? 

Mr. OSBORNE, Yes, sir; with the retired pay. 

Mr. KILGORE. And that will begin from the date of the passage 


of this bill? 
Mr. OSBORNE. From the date of the approval of the bill, 
Is it aSenate bill ? 


Mr. KILGORE. 
Mr. OSBORNE. It is. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object to this bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. OSBORNE. I move to reconsider the votes by which the sev- 
eral Senate bills have been passed; and also moye that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES O'ROURKE. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9478) correcting 
the military record of Lieut. James O’Rourke. I ask that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be discharged from the farther consideration of the 
bill and that it be considered in the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in view of the recommendation of the general court- 
ma in case of James O'Rourke, late first lieutenant of the Fourth Reg- 
iment of New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, to executive clemency, and of 
his former very excellent character as an officer and a gentloman, during a serv- 
ice of over seyen years both in the Jar and volunteer service, the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized and directed to issue to James O'Rourke a oer- 
tificate of honorable d as first lieutenant of said Fourth Regiment of 
New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers asof the date of September 22, 1885, not- 
withstanding the sentence of said court-martial. 

The SPEAKER per tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of this bill and that it be now considered in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] objects. The hour of half past 10 o'clock having arrived, the 
House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, the following resolation was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. LACEY: 


Resoloed, That Tuesday, September 23, 1890, be set apart to the consideration 
of Senate bill No. 172, known as the “Direct tax refunding bill,” and that the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered at 4 o'clock p. m. of said date 
on said bill and all amendments thereto ; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 590) to amend an act entitled An act tocreate an auditor 
of railroad accounts and for other purposes, approved June 19, 1878— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

A bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. Dur- 
ham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County. Ken- 
tucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, 
as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 2181) to provide for the erection of a post-office building 
at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2500) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day, 
Soret by a report (No, 3099)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably the bill 
of the House (H. R. 9777) for the relief of James Grace, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3100)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension 
of Noah Bisbee, formerly private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment, 
New York Volunteers, accompanied by a report (No. 3101)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. z 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11758) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the 
Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton 
and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and 
Covington Railway Company, accompanied by a report (No. 3102)—to 
the Honse Calendar, 

Mr, GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
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with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 7342) relating to 
junk-dealers, dealers in second-hand personal property, and pawn- 
brokers in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report (No. 
3103)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hen- 
nessy, accompanied by a report (No. 3104)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R, 11154) to repeal part of section 
6 of an act entitled An act to divide the State of Iowa into two jadi- 
cial districts,” approved July 20, 1882, accompanied by a report (No. 
3106)—to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. QUINN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12077) defining“ woolen 
ps Bey also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture and 
sale, importation, and exportation of cotton woolens—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOWER: A bill (H. R. 12078) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 12079) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war, and for other purposes, approved January 29, 1887—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R. 12080) for the relief of G. W. 
Atkinson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12081) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Amos S. Bauserman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12082) to pension Charles A. Boyles 
for services rendered in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 12083) for the relief of Charles B. 
Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 12084) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth McCabe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 12085) for the relief of 
Joseph K. Wing—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rate XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of oil-dealers, citizens of Saginaw, Mich., 
protesting against legislation by Congress compelling railroads to trans- 
port petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAINE: Memorial of the mayor and 16 mercantile firms 
of Ogden, Utah, protesting against legislation by Congress compelling 
railroads to transport petroleum barrels free—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: Petition asking for the e 
of Honse bill 11801, for the relief of Mary B. Cole, widow of 2 
George W. Cole to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 18, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor 
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the re- 
tired-list of army officers was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ADDITIONAL ENSIGN IN NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize 
the President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the United 
States Navy. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 24, 
after the word ‘‘appoint,’’ to strike out the words the said Richard 
II. Jackson;’’ in line 24, after the word ‘“‘an ” and before the word en- 
sign,” to insert ‘‘additional;’’ and to amend the title so as to read: 4 


Joint resolution to authorize the President to appoint an additional en- 
sign in the United States Navy.” 

Mr. PUGH, I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutionsadopted by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York City in favor of an extension of time 
in the so-called McKinley tarift bill for the withdrawal of goods now 
in bond until February 1, 1891; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BATE. I 9 7 a petition from the Memphis Commercial As- 
sociation, sigued by the president of the association, and also by the 
president of the Cotton Exchange and Merchants’ Exchange of Mem- 


phis, Tenn., praying that a customs district be made of Tennessee and 


Arkansas, with Memphis instead of Nashville as headquarters. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. > 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of Farmers’ Alliances of Union City, 
Fredonia, Erie, Volant, South Beaver, Alexandria, New Bedford, New 
Castle, Ovid, and Hempfield, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COLQUITT. There were sent to me what porpora to be 
copies of petitions from citizens of various counties in State of 

yeorgia. These are copies, and I think by the rule of the Senate I am 
not authorized to present them and that they would be rejected if 
they were presented. I merely make this statement by way of expla- 
nation so that the petitioners may know why their request has not been 
complied with. Ishall not present the petitions. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of Three Rivers, 
Mich., praying for a lower rate of postage upon merchandise; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present five petitions praying for the passage of 
the bill for the transfer of the revenue-cutter service to the Navy De- 
partment. These petitions are signed by a large number of 82 
citizens of Baltimore, and they have been forwarded to me 


Inducing 
of the revenue-marine service, who have been very active in ucing . 


people to sign petitions of this sort. 
I ask that the petitions lie upon the table, the bill on that subject 
having been reported. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be laid upon the table. 


NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. : 


Mr. TURPIE. In relation to the bill (S. 2538) for the relief o; 
Nicholas J. Bigley, Order of Business 1598, on page 12 of the Calendar 
of to-day, to which the attention of the junior Senator from Colorado 
[| Mr. WoLcorTT] is particularly requested, I present a paper si by 
Samuel P. Conner, register for the probate of wills in Allegheny ty, 
Pennsylvania, certifying that letters of administration have been granted 
on the estate of M. J. Bigley, deceased, late of Versailles Township, 
in that county and State. I move that the paper lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; and 

A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H, Wilkerson, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
Boss, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committeeon Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4405} to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or be- 
low the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State of 
Kansas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn, reported it with 


amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
REPORT ON IRRIGATION OF ARID LANDS. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of eee = 
atives, reported adversely thereon; and it was postponed indefinitely. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
pice 60,000 copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority, 40,000 co of 
which to be for the use of the House and 20,000 copies for the use of the x 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. STEW- 


ART June 25, 1890, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 


sidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the re of the Select Committee on 

and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 
mony, to be bound in cloth in two volumes, 10,000 copies for the House of Rey 
resentatives and 5,000 copies for the Senate. 


re 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MOODY introduced a bill (S. 4406) for the relief of John Hor- 
Fred T. Evans, of Sioux City, Iowa, and Richard Dunn, of 
Forest City, S. Dak., for loss of stock by Indian depredations; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4407) to retire the circulation 
of national banks, to issue legal-tender notes in lieu thereof, to re- 


_ duce the interest-hearing public debt, to amend the laws in relation 


thereto, and tor other purpose; which was read twice by its title, and 


- referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4408) to provide for the adjudica- 
tion and settlement of certain rights and claims of the Cheyenne and 
o tribes of Indians, and for other purposes; which was read 

twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 4409) for the erection of a 
statue of the late Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana, to be placed in the 
me he the Smithsonian Institution; which was read the first time 

ts title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg the indulgence of the Senate, as it is very 
brief, to have the bill read as a tribute to a former distinguished citi- 
zen of my State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, aud referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, as follows: 


~ ‘Whereas Robert Dale Owen, then a Representative in Congress from the State 

on the 19th of December, 1545, introduced in the Twenty-ninth Con- 
Smithsonian Institution for the increase and dif- 
face of strong opposition secured 


first Board of Regents of said În- 
many years of his life to its organization and success: 


etc., That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
the same is riated 


however, That the 
the direction of the Sec- 


BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution 17 75 orir from a previous day, submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUME]. The resolution will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PLUMB, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 3316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 


be recommitted to the Committee on the Jud. with instructions tosoamend 
the same as to vide a system of voluntary n and as thus 
amended to report the same to the Senate at the earl practicable mo- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


on. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it go over, if there be no objec- 
tion. I wish to address the Senate on it, if itis to be seriously pressed. 
and it will take time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have noobjection to the resolution going over until 
to-morrow if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice, then, that I shall ask that it retain its 
place and that it may come up in the regular morning business to- 


morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


— Se oe And the Treasury be — hag, 52 ae the Peas 
whether rule or poliey o Department w res t 

checks issued in payment for silver bullion marohesed under she resent act 
of over the counter of the subtreasury, instead of through the proper 
use, does not result in paag out notes of the largor denomina- 


tions instead of those suited for use in the ordinary business 
transactions of Me paom and whether such method of payment does or does 
not practically in the payment of such checks in gold coin instead of 
Treasury notes. 


Mr. PLUMB. If there is no objection, I will ask the Senate tocon- 
sider the resolution now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

The resolution was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 


eration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the question is 


on agreeing to the same. - 
Mr. PLUMB. Before the questionis put I wish to have read an ex- 
tract from a letter which I have received from a prominent gentleman 


in New York, who is very well posted on this subject and whose opin- | 


ion, I think, is entitled to very great consideration, on account of the 

statement in which, in connection with some statements made in the 
I have offered the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The extract from the letter will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Answering your favor of the 16th I beg to say that the bulk of the checks 
issued in payment for silver bullion, and calling for the new Treasury notes, are 
payable at the New York subtreasury. These checks are in large amounts, 
and the colleeting banks do not as a rule want small notes for large sums, The 

ecks being collectable only at the subtreasury counter (and notas other checks 
h the clearing-house exchanges) the runner collecting ordinarily and 
obviously asks redemption of the notes, and the present Administration 
is committed to redeeming in gold. I furnished you evidence of reemptions, 
and now inclose a later print confirming that evidence with res. Our 
New York press, atevery opportunity, continuesits notesofalarm and bugaboo 
predictions, and in con-equence the ultra conservatives are induced to procure 
gold while they can. The silver question isnotfinallysettied. The New York 
A prep and accumulations of silver threaten to arouse it. East India ex- 

anges are but partially responsive, or these accumulations would have dimin- 
= 8 ith a ti h espise 

ut I will not weary you with a timorous horosco: Do not d 

however, I beg of you. Things no good are evil. There is no good and no ie 
convenience to the subtreasury in exacting a different collection of checks for 
the new notes from checks forall other moneys. Lf the result of a diminishing 
hoard of Treasury gold, as compared with Treasury other moneys, shall prove 
an incitement to a popular hoarding of gold, and our press will instigate that 
on slight occasion, regret will come toolate. Now, when without controversy 
this matter can be corrected is the time to insist upon the correction. No bank- 
hoarding of gold isin my mind, Stocking and chimney-pot hoarding is the 
hoarding that has a realizing sense in it; and it is that which means diminish- 
ment in the volume of circulating money. But bank withdrawals of Treasury 
gold in redemptions of unlimited tender notes, which result in a Treasury 
showing of loss of gold and gain of silver and paper, will be seized upon by 
uential journals here unscrupulously. A break in the market price 
equal “proof of holy writ" in 


chi 
thro 
alm: 


certain 
of silver (and that threatens) at such a time 
support of fears. z 


i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwish to put in the following statement here from 
the financial article of a New York paper of the 5th day of the pres- 
ent month: 

Persons who have made up acalculation from the monthly statement of the 
United States Treasury claim that it shows that of the $3,609,000 of new Treasu 
notes issued in payment forsilver bullion $2,233,100 have already been presen’ 
for redemption in gold, thus leaving only $1,375,900 in circulation. This state- 
mentcan not be fully 9 at the subtreasury here, but the T. 
officials say a great part of the new notes have come in for redemption. 

If that is correct, Mr. President, and the statement contained in the 
letter which has been read at the desk is also correct, the modus oper- 
andi is very simple. The checks are issued in the payment of the 
silver bullion that is purchased, and as they can not be used at the 
clearing-house as ordinary Government drafts and checks and bank 
drafts and individual checks are, they go at once to the subtreasury. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he can state why 
they can not be thus used. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know the reason why they can not be so 
used. On the contrary, I have no doubt the entire mercantile commu- 
nity 55 everybody interested would be glad to have it done. They 
go to the subtreasury. Manifestly the person who goes with a draft 
to get it paid will take large bills as a matter of convenience, if he 
takes bills at all. Therefore the bills which go ont are not of a de- 
nomination which would naturally be made use of in the ordinary 
transactions ot the people, and that of itself would result in a very 
considerable contraction of the currency. 

The Senator from Iowa and other members of this body will spe- 
cially remember the contention there was in this body over the question 
of the issue of Treasury notes of large denominations in the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes ot small denominations, and it was finally fixed 
in an appropriation bill by a provision requiring the Treasury, when 
it printed new notes in place of old notes which were retired for any 
purpose whatever, to have the new notes printed of the denominations 
of those retired, in order to prevent the consolidation of the currency 
of the country into a handful of large notes. 

More than that, Mr. President, the opportunity is presented with 
fatal facility to the bank or person who presents this draft to get gold 
for it, because, as stated by my correspondent, the policy of the Treas- 
ury is to redeem these notes in gold. In point of fact, I do not sup- 
pose the notes ever pass over the counter, because the person presenting 
‘the draft would say, I am entitled to a million dollars of notes, but 
instead of giving me the notes and putting me to the inconvenience of 
presenting them back again for the purpose of getting gold tor them, I 
will simply take the gold direct;’’ and while a bank would not in the 
ordinary course of business, unless it had some malicious intent, gather 
up from its own vaults Treasury and greenback notes and take them 
to the Treasury for redemption in gold, here is the very opportunity 
presented to do it without going out of the way at all; and I have no 
doubt that some evil result will flow from it whether it isconspicuously 
soornot, As stated in the letter which has been read at the desk, that 
which is of no good is always evil. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas to an editorial in the Philadelphia Press of the 15th of last 
July, from which, if he will permit me, I will read a few extracts: 

GOLD, PRICE AND CROPS. 


Good crops at home, poor crops abroad, eo exports, and the passage of the 
wren were So DONAR facts of ne week. 1 
n arge and in the long, work for prosperity, n ‘or higher 
serene is - gr in the dark, because no one 5 
adding yearly one dollar in thirty to our aggregate currency ve. 
—— purchases of silver will absorb about the same proportion of the 


~\ 
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's silver output now as thenriginal purchase under the act of 1878 did then, 
— aita the 9 the price of sliver steadily fell, itis hard to see wh 
silver should advance now. Furthermore, the administration of the act wi 
depend upon its construction, and no two persons construe it alike, so that un- 
der ita Secretary will have wide liberty, and it is safe to say that for years to 
come all these powers will be used to maintain gold payments. In fact, in chan 
ing speculative conditions the effect of the silver bill be nil, and the “street” 
is likely to find it out. 


Mr, PLUMB. Mr. President, L observed that editorial at the time 
it appeared with a great deal of concern. The paper in which it ap- 


is not only a very able paper, but one which is properly very 


close to the Administration. It has been given “ that it more nearly 
represented the Treasury Department than any other newspaper in the 
country. It was alsoa conspicuousand virulent opponent of the silver 
bill, and for that reason, as well as for others I have spoken of, its utter- 
ances are, of course, entitled to great consideration. But the fear which 
I had, growing out of that article and on other grounds, that the bill, 
which was passed with such great unanimity on this side of the Cham- 
ber, would not be properly carried out, disappeared on account of the first 
step taken by the Administration, by the more or Jess publicannounce- 
ment that it was to be, as far as possible, carried out according to its 
intent as understood by its friends and promoters, and not according 
to any preconceived notion of the importance or lack of importance of 
the question or of the personal views of the Secretary in regard to the 
propriety of the enactment. 

So, Mr. President, in offering this resolution I am not now prepared 
to say that this has been done with any intent whatever, but probably 
it is the result ot some old regulation of the Department or something 
of that sort; some person in some room of the building who has these 
matters in charge bas decided this question without the Secretary hav- 
ing had any opportunity to consider it. 

suppose there is no Department of the Government in which there 
are so many of these dust-covered rules prevailing asin the Treasury 
ment. One of them came to light very conspicnously the other 
day. The Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of relieving the 
stock-brokers of New York, determined to exercise the power conferred 
upon him by law of prepaying interest on Government bonds, but it 
was found to be practically without avail, because of a rule in the 
Treasury ment that no man could be paid interest on any of 
the bonds standing in his name unless they were all presented; but it 
would turn out, as it did in almost all eases where there was a large 
amount of bonds in the hands of one man, that some one, two, or more 
of the bonds had been sold, and the evidence of sale and transfer of 
the proprietorship of the bonds had not been registered and made 
known to the Department. 

The consequence was that the interest on the larger lots of bonds 
could not be anticipated, and thus the whole purpose of the Secretary 
was balked by reason of a rule made some time in the missionary peritd 
of the Government; and so what was intended to be wise and beneficial 
was ineffectual, and it was only under pressure of a threatened panic in 
New York, thatthe Secretary concluded to change this ruling in such 
a way that whoever presented a bond, being the owner of course, might 
have interest paid on the bonds he presented without requiring him to 
show that those were all the bonds he owned. So in this case it may 
be, and very likely is, that some clerk has made this rule, that it grows 
out of some convenience of bookkeeping or something of that sort, or 
it may be that there is some animus back of it, but not that of the 
Secretary, as I am bound to believe. 

Tt seems to me that thesooner the Treasury Department is conformed 
in its operations to ordinary business principles the better it is going 
to be. There never has been in all the history of this Government so 
conspicuous an illustration of the impolicy of allowing the Treasury 
Department to have anything to do which obstructs or accelerates 
business, as has occurred in the last few weeks. For months — for years 
the Treasury Department hoarded money which was needed for the 
transaction of the business of the country, and during all that period 
of time the volume of money was constantly shrinking by reason of the 
retirement of national-bank notes, and the Secretary hugged to his 
bosom the old idea that a certain amount was necessary to be kept on 
hand as a reserve, without any reference to the business of the country 
outside, 

Theincreasing business of the country was constantly hampered for the 
lack of that money, while he held onto it, which was taken from the peo- 
ple by the operations of the Government and was needed to be returned 
at the earliest possible moment, in order that the business of the coun- 
try might be properly conducted without stress; and so it happened 
that instead of putting out the money last summer, last spring, last 
winter, a year ago, or a year and a half ago, during all this time when 
the retirement of national-bank notes was going on, the Secretary waited 
until a panic was impending, not merely a speculators’ panic, but a 
stringency in the money market which affected the banks of all the 
cities and seriously interfered with the ordinary business operations of 
the country; and then he did what? He gave out the money to the 
holders of Government bonds, under such circumstances as to enable 
them, and not him, to control the money supply of this country at 
their pleasure. The money which the day before yesterday was in the 
Treasury and liable to be put out by the will of the Secretary, to-day 
is in the hands of the men who own the bonds to the amount of $16,- 


000,000, and more than that—about $20,000,000—because the bonds 
were bought at about 25 per cent. premium or something over, and it 
is perfectly safe to say that these men having this money, and thereby 
this great contro! over the money market, will use it to better them- 
selves and their interests, and not the interests of the people of the 


‘United States. 


Now, it this money, in place of being dumped into the pockets ot a 
favored few, had been put into the channels of trade as fast as it came 
into the Treasury last year and the year before and last month and the 
month before, it could not have been subject to the control of anybody, 
because, like the blood in the human system; it would have been dis- 
persed through the entire frame, performing its legitimate functions. 

{ want tosay now, as I have said before, noj with the expectation of 
its having any effect, that nothing in the world but an overwhelming 
calamity will ever divorce the Treasury from this malicious interfer- 
ence with the business of the country, and that calamity will not come 
this year, and I hope it will never come; but we shall never have the 
Treasury occupying the proper relations to the business of this coun- 
try until there has been a calamity which enforces the wickedness of 
the present system, which of course is not the misfortune or fault of 
the person who may be for the time being administering the Treasury 
Department, but the fault of the law and the fault of the system; but 
still, whoever administers that system ought to consider himself obli- 
gated by as solemn an obligation as anybody ever operated under to 
put every single dollar of the money which he collects from the people 
of the United States back into the channels of trade at the earliest pos- 
sible moment in order that the withdrawal of money by the collection 
of taxes may not be hurtful to the business interests of the country. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it is difficult to conceiveany reason 
why checks that are given in the purchase of silver bullion should not 
go through the ordinary channels of trade in the same manner as other 
checks go. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not quite understand what the Senator means 
by checks.“ As J understand the law, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is required to pay out Treasury notes, but not checks at all. The law 
explicitly states that for so many ounces of silver so many Treasury 
notes shall be paid. I do not see how under that provision checks can 
be paid out. 5 - 

Mr. PLUMB. Allow me to read from the circular of the Treasury 
Department on this subject: 


Checks on the assistant treasurer of the United States, in payment of silver 
bullion purchased at the United States mints, being payable only in the new 
issue of Treasury notes, should be presented at the counter of the subtreasury 
and not through the exchanges. 


That is to say, the silver bullion is paid for by checks and the checks 
paid by notes or gold. $ 
Mr. STEWART. Under this circular they purchase silver bullion 

at the different mints and are authorized to draw drafts on the sub- 
treasury at New York. But the subtreasurer at New York makes a 
rule that they must be presented directly to the subtreasury and 
they do not go through the clearing-house. There is no reason why 
they are not just as good as any other checks, because they are paya- ` 
ble in these notes, which are a legal tender, and these notes are redeem- 
able in gold if the holders want gold, and they are as good as any other 
checks, and why they should not go through the clearing-house is a 
matter that has not been explained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have always asympathy with an executive offi- 
cer who can not answer here for himself. What has been done has been 
done in strict pursuance of the law we passed only a few weeks ago, 
and for manifest reasons the law itself provides—I sent and got a copy 
of the law and have it before me—that it shall be done, 9 See- 
retary of the Treasury has done precisely what is required of him in 
the first section of this law: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase, from time 
to time, silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so much 
thereof as may be offered in each month, at the market price thereof, not ex- 
ceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in payment for sueh pur- 
chases of silver bullion ry notes of the United States to be prepared by 
the Secretary of the asury, in such form and of such . 
than $1 nor more than 81.000, as he may prescribe, and a sum sufficient to carry 
into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

He issues his drafts upon the Treasury for the purchase-money of the 
bullion. At the mint they give a certificate for the weight value 
of the bullion which, when presented to the Treasury, authorizes the 
payment of the amount in Treasury notes described in the law, The 
Secretary of the Treasury has no right to pay for silver bullion anything 
but these Treasury notes; and the law was purposely so guarded in order 
to require the issue therefor of these Treasury notes, and thus to in- 
crease day by day, by the purchases of silver bullion, the amount of 
money in circulation. y 

These Treasury notes had to be unfortunately issued in large de- 
nominations, but the reason was obvious and made known af the time 
the law passed. There were only a few days comparatively to prepare 
for the execution of this law after its passage. The ment could 
not prepare and issue the smaller denominations which they are begin- 
ning to be able to do now, and so they had to issue the larger denomi- 
nations, which they were authorized to issue in order to get enough ont 
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to meet the monthly payments. Those large notes necessarily do not 
enter into the general circulation of the country, uor was it in the 

wer of the Secretary of the Treasury to issae the notes any faster. I 

now that the Bureau of Engraving was run night and day in prepar- 
ing them. Senators may have seen it lighted up brilliantly at night. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand all that, and I understand it is run- 
ning now, and perhaps it was necessary to issue large notes in the be- 
ginning. Inorder to meet the emergencies they placed in the sub- 
treasury at New York a quantity of large bills and then allowed the 
other points at which purchases were made to draw druſts or checks on 
the subtreasury at New York. Now the point is that these checks 
when they are drawn are not allowed to go throngh the clearing-honse, 
and it is alleged, whetheatruthfally or not, that it is the regulation 
of the subtreasury at New York that required them to go directly to 
him and not to the clearing-house. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law provides for direct payment in Treasury 
notes in so many words and in no other manner. He can not pay them 
through the clearing-hou e. The clearing-house is a convenient ar- 
rangement for general payments, by an exchange of debits and credits, 
but this law requires that they be paid, not through the clearing-house, 
not by the payment of balances, but directly in these notes. ‘That was 
intended and was absolutely necessary to secure the issue and cireula- 
tion of notes to the full amount of the bullion purchased. 

Mr. STEWART. What difference does it make to the Secretary of 
the Treasury or to thesubtreasurer when a check or drattis drawn from 
San Francisco on the subtreasurer, who presents it; whether it is done 
through the clearing-house or anybody else? When it is presented, 
then he pays Treasury notes, andif the party desires redemption he 
pays in gold, and it.does not make any difference to the subtreasurer 
whether it goes through the clearing-house or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt if a draft should come in the 
ordinary course to any bank in New York it might go to the clearing- 
house, but-it must be paid in Treasury notes and not by offsets. 
Whether the clearing-house arrangements permit this mode of collec- 
tion I do not know, but the law requires that they be paid as I have 
stated. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; when they get through they are as good 
as any other checks. It may be an arrangement of the clearing-house, 
but the allegation is that it is on account of some rule of the sub- 
treasurer, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is on acconnt of this law which was intended 
to secure the actual circulation of these notes, 

Mr. STEWART. The law has nothing to do with the going through 
the clearing-house of a draft from San Francisco or Denver or any other 


lace. 
xf Mr. SHERMAN. If these checks are not collected through the 
clearing-house, it is probably because their regalations do not provide 
for them. 

Mr. STEWART. That may be the difficulty. I do not know what 
the difficulty is, but the allegation was that it was some regulation of 
the tment, and the resolution of inquiry is very proper to find 
out where the difficulty is and what has clogged business in this direc- 
tion, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the Senator, what he must know, 
that the great object of having drafts going through the clearing-house 
is that the balances only shall be paid in money; but by this silver Jaw 
all drafts under it must be paid in the notes specially provided for, and 
they can not be paid by balances iu the clearing-house in the ordinary 
way. Each drait mnst be paid specifically in this particular kind of 
money provided by Jaw. This provision was made to secure absolutely 
the issue of this money as the bullion was purchased, so that the peo- 
ple would have the benefit of an increased circulation. 

Mr. STEWART. Then it is well that we should have the explava- 
tion, because the newspapers are commenting on it and there is consid- 
etable excitement about it, and we had better know just where the 


point is, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The excitement is because the people generally 
probably do not understand the requirements of thelaw. As amatter 
of course it would not do to have the certificates go through the clearing- 
house unless they were presented in form, each certificate for payment in 
a particular way, and the Treasurer, as a matter of course, would refuse 
to pay them in gold or silver or in any other kind of money except 
these Treasury notes, which the law requires him to pay for them. 

Mr. STEWART. In that event there onght to be no checks out. 
They ought to take the bullion and have the Treasury notes to deliver 
for the bullion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another difficulty. This bullion can be 
deposited in any of the mints under the law, and as a matter of course 
the mint is not the Treasury and nobody can be paid there. A certifi- 
eate is issued that the deposit has been made, and then that certificate 
is the basis for a draft on a subtreasurer and he is bound to pay it in 
this particalar kind of money. 

Mx. STEWART. I presume this will be remedied when they have 
time to deposit the certificates at the different points where the bullion 
is purchased, and then there will be no necessity for these drafts on 
New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These drafts go to the banks and they no doubt 
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receive them in money, but they must be finally paid at the Treasury 
in Treasury notes provided by law. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] reminds me that if any 
other mode was adopted and there was a balance of credit due to the 
United States these notes might never bo issued. Only the balance 
would be settled, and in consequence the notes would not be issued. 
In order to secure the issue of every dollar of circulation payment by 
the Treasurerin these notes is required.” 

There is another thing, Mr. President. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is too often called upon to relieve the money market and, in my own 
opinion, that is a power which onght to be exercised very sparingly 
and very wisely. 

Something has been said by the Senator from Kansas about the fail- 
ure to pay the interest on certain bonds caused by some regulation of 
the Department. When a registered bond or bonds or a series of them 
isshown on the books of the Treasury as the property of a certain person, 
then, as a matter of course, if the amount to his credit according to the 
books is not presented there might be some difficulty as to the payment 
of the interest on any of those bonds because every care must be taken 
to have the bonds stamped when the interest is paid, 

There must be a proper voucher, and I can see myself the reason of 
the practice—whether there is a rule of that kind or not I do not know 
and I do not think there. is any rule about it, but that it is only the 
practice—that where the books of the Treasury show thata certain man 
is the owner of registered bonds and a portion of them are presented 
the Treasury would naturally desire to have the others accounted for, 
That may have created some delay. I do not want to express any 
doubt about what bas been legally and honestly done, but I doubt very 
much whether it was good policy on the whole to prepay the interest 
for a year on the4 percent, bonds. I thoroughly believe that this scare 
in New York is somewhat a manufactured scare, gotten up by bulls 
and bears and various kindsof animals that practice their tricks in the 
New York exchanges. While there is no doubt a great demand for 
money for the movement of the cotton crop and the movement of the 
grain crop and for other purposes, I believe it is caused chiefly by the 
fact that many people bought a good many more imported goods than 
the market demanded merely to evade the duties of the new tariff law. 
They probably speculated too largely and have got themselves involved 
more than they can readily pay for. They have bitten off more than 
they can chew, to use a vulgar expression, and they find difficulty in 
shinning around to borrow money, and this creates an artificial scar- 
city. 

All of these things will settle themselves in alittle while, and there is 
noreal serious disturbance in the country. It is confined to New York. 
In other places none of these difficulties occur. Therefore, I think if 
wo lct things go along, if the Secretary of the Treasury will, as he has 
the discretion to do, pay out all the money he receives for any obligation 
of the United States, and especially for the maturing four-and-a-half 
bonds, he can pay out the money he receives and thus avoid an accu- 
mulation of money in the Treasury. He is justified in doing anything 
in his power to get out of the Treasury for any lawful purpose all the 
money that comesin. That is about all he can do. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator’s explanation of why these drafts can 
not go through the clearing-house is not quite satisfactory. These 
dra(ts, whether they go through the clearing-house or go through ban 
will necessarily go ultimately to the subtreasury for collection, an 
then they will be paid in Treasury notes. Allof these checks are col- 
lected —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but as a matter of course they are al- 
ready paid in the clearing-house by being enchanged one for the other. 

Mr. STEWART. Ultimately they are exchanged one for another, 
but ultimately all the checks are presented and collected somehow. 
Let us see how that is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the first place many of these checks are paid 
by balances. The great body of them, probably 95 per cent., are paid 
by balances. ‘These Treasury notes would never get out unless there 
was some specific provision that they should be paid out for the pur- 
chase of silver bullion. They can be paid out for no other purpose. They 
come back into the Treasury like other United States notes either as 
revenue or for redemption, and the Treasury can pay them out again. 
There is no mystery about that. 

That is all I desire to say. I have no objection to the passage of the 
resolution, or indeed to any inquiry that will call upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury to say why he did this particular thing or to explain any 
other measure he has resorted to. The Senate and the House of Re; 
resentatives have the right to call upon him for all the information in 
detail or in general in regard to any movement of the Treasury or money 
in the Treasury, and therefore I have no objection to the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be again read. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolntion was agreed to. 


The question is on the adoption of the 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the concurrent resolution to print the report of the 
Commissioner of Education for 1888 and 1889. 8 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the di g votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 3556) granting 
the right of way to the Hutchinson and Southern Railroad Company 
to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from 
the city of Anthony, in the State of Kansas, through the Indian Terri- 
tory, to some point in the county of Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions, and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; > 

A bill (S. 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 8 

A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

A bill (S. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. B on; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill 8 1294) to increase the pension of James Coey; 

ill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Ann Platt; 
ill (S. 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon; 
ill (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 
i 8 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 
ill (S. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 
ill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards; 
ill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Lewis M. Sholl; 
ill (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 
ill (S. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 
S. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 
ill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 
A bi 8 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 
S. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman; 
S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Neweomb; 
8. oan for the relief of Philip T. Greely; 
S. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M. Miller; 
S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 
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A bill (S. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart- 
ment standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honora- 
ble di > 

A bill (8. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

A bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker: 

A bill (S. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; 

A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

A bill (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer; 

A bill (S. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C. White; 

A bill (S. 3005) for increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah R. Bleecker; 

A bill (S. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North 
and South Dakota; 

A bill (8. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

A bill (S. 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. 
Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James S. Thornton, United States 
Navy; 

PEEN (S. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah A. Alexander; 

A bill (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs, Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill (S. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman; 

A bill (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; 

A bill (S; 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, III.; 

A bill (8. 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson; 

A bill (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana; 

A bill (FL R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

A bill (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 3715) to amend anact entitled An act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,” approved 
July 16, 1888; 

A bill (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen; 


A bill R. 7369) to restore the pension of James McCrabb; 

A bill (H. R. 7719) restoring the pension of Mrs, Catharine Sonne; 

A bill (H. R. 8047) to construct a wagon bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Hastings, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at e Tex., in 
lien of Indianola, Tex. ; eet. 

A bill (H. R. 8792) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Winona, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 8950) to authorize the Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark 
and Rio Grande Railroad Company to co ct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation, in Texas, and tor other 


urposes; 
p A bill (H. R. 9486) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River by the Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 


pany; 

A bill (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers,” approved January 8, 


1889; 

A bill (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to provide for the holding of the regular terms of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts for the western districts of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges over the 
Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlantic 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bridge over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; : 

A bill (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain piece of land in the State - 
of California as a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 2142) for the relief of the heits of Lewis Steelman; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1890; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wil- 
ber; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. Newton W. 
Nutting; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print eulogies upon Samuel J. Ran- 
dall; and 

A bill (S. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, III. 

JAMES B. GUTHRIE, 

Mr. SAWYER, I am instracted by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1614) for the 
relief of James B. Guthrie, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, The claimant provided for in this bill is a man 
eighty years of age, blind, very poor, and in 
which facts I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill 
may be considered now. If it takes two minutes I shall withdraw the 

uest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information, 

The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It provides for 
the payment to James B. Guthrie, late postmaster at Paris, Henry 
County, Tennessee, $300, being the amount paid by him to the Gov- 
ernment on account of the loss of a 3 containing that amount, 
taken from his office when it was broken open and robbed in 1878. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. j 


THE CALENDAR, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there farther morning business? If 
not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order 
for one hour. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. $ 

The bill (S. 2031) to incorporate the trustees of the National Industrial 
Institute, in Washington, D. C., was announced as first in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over without prejudice, the Senator 


who reported it not being present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
ROSWELL M. SHURTLEFF. 


The bill (S. 3436) to correct the military record of Roswell M. Shurt 
leff was announced as next in order. 


great need. in view of 
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Mr. FRYE. That bill was reported adversely. Let it go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over under Rule 


IX. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to enter my protest, if I may be permitted to 
do so, against that suggestion of my honorable friend from Maine, I 
understand that the matters which are to be considered are matters 
that there is no objection to considering at thistime. The Senatemay 
vote them down when it comes to vote on them and get them off the 
Calendar; nobody objects to that; but the mere fact that a bill has 
been reported adversely does not determine that it shall not be dis- 

of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think when a bill is reported adversely that 
ought to be considered in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. FRYE. It always has been in the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Ofcourse it is an objection to the bill, butit is not an 
objection to the present consideration of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill be passed over under Rule 
VIII or Rule IX? 

Mr. INGALLS. Under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 
IX. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 

The bill (S. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bili was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 15, after the word at,“ to strike 
out 81.25 and insert 52.50; so as to make the section read: 


That those persons, 
of age, who havo made settlement and 

ts and occupants of, either in person or by tenant, the lands in Kan- 

sas which were allotted to certain New York Indians, and for which certificates 
ofallotment, dated the lith day ofSeptember, 1860, for 320 acres of land each, were 
issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be, aud hereby are, authorized and 


improvement upon, and are bona 


Interior, at any time within five years from the sage of th’ 
such proof is not made within the time specified, then the proceeds of such sale, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. i 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. x 
NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


Mr. WOLCOTT, I desire to call up Order of Business 1598, being 

Senate bill 2538, which went over yesterday withont prejudice, not 
its place upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The fact of Mr. Bigley’s death was stated yester- 
day, and this morning the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] re- 
ported some amendments to the bill substituting James I. Buchanan 
administrator of the estate of Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased, wherever 
it is in the bill, and I shall be glad, the bill not having lost 
its place on the Calendar, to have it taken up now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 2538) for the relief of Nicholas J. Big- 


ey. 
í Jir. PADDOCK. I understand the bill has been reported with amend- 


_ments. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. The amendments are at the desk. 

The Seceerary. In line 4, after the word pay, it is proposed to 
insert James I. Buchanan, administrator of the estate of; and in the 
same line, after the name Bigley, to insert ‘‘ deceased.” 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest whether it would not be better, as there 
may be possibly a change in the administration of this estate before the 
payment is made, that instead of the name of the administrator there 
should be substituted the words legal representatives of, which 
would cover any casualty that might oceur hereafter. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iaccept the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas. 

ri VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as amended will be 
sta 

The SECRETARY. After the word pay, in line 4, it is proposed 
to insert the words to the legal representatives of; so as to read: 

e A- 838 „ 8 and di- 
rected e resen! o . leceased, 
ofany 3 in the RAET not 3 Pees nee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 6, after 
the w “of,” to strike out $42,611.50 ” and to insert 521, 211.50.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 5 


being heads of families or single persons over twenty-one- 


The next amendment was, in line 8, after the word for,“ to strike 
out four barges sunk and destroyed, worth $600 each, and.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, to strike out 
os line 12 down to and including the word dollars in line 13, as 
follows: 
And the value of the towboat Hercules, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the bill be read as it stands amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Beit enacted, cte., That the 9 of the — be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Nicholas J. Big- 
ley, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro) 5 
the sum of 821,211.50 being, for 70,8638 bushels of coal of the value of eit 1,50, as 
found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Commence at the line Your committee,” etc. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Woll cor June 
6, 1890, as follows: 

Your commitiee are of the opiuion that this claimant should have relief to 
the extent of $21,211.50, as it is clearly proven by the testimony before the Court 
of Claims that the Government ordered the coal to be delivered at Memphis, 
and that the claimant brought the coal there, and in fact delivered part of the 
said coal to the Uniled States authorities there in charge, who accepted and paid 
for part of the coal, and that General MePhersyn, to whom the claimant was 
directed, was told by the claimant that the remainder of the coal was lying 
there and that it was Government coal and needed protection, and that there- 
upon a guard was ordered, but by some means they were not taken to the 
barges. Your committee are of the opinion that the facts show an acceptance 
by the Government of said coal, and that 70,638 bushels of coal of the value of 
$21,211.50 have not been paid for, and claimant should receive that amount. 

As to claimant's claim for the value of the barges in which the coal was con- 
veyed, and of the towboat, all of which were destroyed, your committee are of 
opinion thatthe claim should not be allowed. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the 5 bill, 
with an amendment inserted reducing the amount of the approp, n to 
eee ask that the miscellaneous document be print 

report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased.’? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the record show that Mr. Buchanan is the 
administrator of the estate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It reads, the legal representatives of 
the estate.“ No name is inserted. 

Mr, VOORHEES. Very well. 

JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that Order of Business 1570 be taken up. It 
was called up the day before yesterday and went over at the request 
of the Senator from Iowa, He has, I understand, examined the report 
and the bill, and he has no further objection to make to the passage of 
the bill. It is a matter of which Iam in charge as a member of the 
Committee on Claims. Thie bill has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed consideration of the bill (S. 1916) for the allowance of certain 
awards made hy a board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thebillhasheretofore been read at length. 

Mr. PASCO. There is a committee amendment to add a new section. 

The SECRETARY. Jt is proposed to iusert as an additional section 
the following: 


Src, 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause the said awards to be 
audited, and shall pay the several sums found to be due in the manner men- 
tioned in the foregoing section to the person or persons to whom the same may 
be due as before provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the examination 
and allowance of certain awards made by a board of claims to certain 
citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky.“ 

RESTORATION OF IRRIGABLE LANDS TO SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The provisions of the next bill in order on the 
Calendar, Senate bill 4137, are incorporated in the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, I think, and therefore that bill may be postponed indefi- 


nitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 4137) to restore the irrigable lands of 
the United States to settlement, with certain limitations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely, 
in the absence of objection. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Senate yesterday passed a bill (H. R. 5067) 
for the relief of Archibald Hunley with anamendment. I move that 


to accompany 


t d $ i ~ ; > 
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the Senate insist upon its amendment to that bill and ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, ; : 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. 
Davis, and Mr. CockRELL were appointed. 

BLUFORD WEST SALINE, IN CHEROKEE NATION. 

The bill (H. R. 8947) to pay the administratrix of the estate of Blu- 
ford West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in the Cherokee Na- 
tion, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr, ALLISON. I see the Senatorfrom Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
is not present, I think that bill had better be passed over for the 


resent. 
2 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. DANIEL, I hope the bill will not lose its place on the Calen- 
dar, 
Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


SUPREME COURT JURISDICTION IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


The bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, as the same is defined in section 709 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, to include the judgments and decrees of the highest 
courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw,and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians, respectively, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ihave not the bill before me and I have not read it. 
As I caught the meaning of the bill as it was read, it seems to place 
the decision of the supreme court of the Indian Territory on the same 
basis as the decisions of the supreme courts or highest judicial tri- 
bunals of the States. My recollection isthat with other Territories an 
a may be taken in the case of a judgment where the amount in- 
volved is $2,000, and the jurisdiction of the Federal court depends on 
it. Was it the intention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
who reported the bill to require a large amount to entitle the parties 
to an appeal from the courts of the Indian Territory ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No amount at all is fixed in the bill. It only pro- 
vides for certain classes of questions, questions involving the construc- 
tion of treaties and the application of the Constitution of the United 
States to the acts of the Indian Legislature, and the construction of acts 
of Congress in regard to the Indians within these five tribes, They 
have each a supreme’court, and it is a court of record with printed de- 
cisions, printed, by the way, in the Territory, and a great many of their 
decisions are very intelligent and good decisions. The controversies 
arising there in that Territory between certain classes of people who 
are within the Indian jurisdiction, the squaw men and others, have 
led the Interior ent into a great many turmoils and difficulties 
and tribulations of decision, and it is thought that it is entirely neces- 
sary that the Supreme Court of the United States should have appellate 
and revisory jurisdiction over those tribunals as to such questions, so 
that a writ of error may lie, or in this case an appeal, in any case where 
there is a Federal question involved, and only in such cases. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thesection of the Revised Statutes, then, which is made 
applicable to the Indian Territory relates only tọ cases where Federal 
questions are involved, and not to cases between the different States, 
or citizens and aliens; in other words, where the jurisdiction of the 
court depends on the citizenship of the parties. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is it exactly. 

Mr, DOLPH. I have no objection to that. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD SIDING IN WASHINGTON CITY. 

The bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It grants to the property-owners of square east of square 643 the privi- 
lege of constructing, using, and maintaininga railroad siding toand into 
that square, connecting with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad at a 
poirt on Virginia avenue between the intersection of the siding into 
square east of square 642 and the intersection of the north siding into 
square west of square 695. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEVADA, MO. 

The bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Nevada, in the State of Missouri, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURT-MARTIAL PUNISHMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the 
punishment on conviction hy courts-martial was considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, It provides that whenever by any of the Articles 
of War for the government of the Army the 8 on conviction 
of any military offense is left to the discretion of the court-martial, the 


punishment therefor shall not, in time of peace, be in excess of a limit 
which the President may prescribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. i 


MEAT INSPECTION. 

The bill (S. 4155) to provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, 
and the carcasses and product thereof which are the subjects of inter- 
state commerce, and for other purposes, was considered as in Commit- 
tee on the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

Mr. VEST. On page 4, section 3, line 3, after the word Terri- 
tory, I move to insert or the District of Columbia;’’ so as to read: 

That it shall be unlawful for any person to transport from one State or Terri- 
tory into any other State or Territory, or the District of Columbia, or to any 
foreign country, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF FORESTS. 


The bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees and other growth on the 
public domain from destruction by fire was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There are certain amendments on the part of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, which I have sent to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in their 
order. P 

The first amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
was, in line 11, after the word thereof, to strike ont in any dis- 
trict court of the United States having jurisdiction of the same; so 
as to read: 

And, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not more than three 
times the value of the trees, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. AsI heard the bill read, simple negligence is made a 
misdemeanor and punished by fine and imprisonment. I may be mis- 
taken, but it seems to me that would be a little too severe. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any person who shall maliciously or negli; 
carelessly set on fire or cause to be set on fire any woods, under 


and 
or 
rie on any of the public lands of the United States, and any person who shall 
maliciously or negligently permit orsuffer any fire which he may have ay . — 
on other lands to pass therefrom to the public lands of the United States, to the 
injury of the trees, undergrowth, or rie upon such public lands, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined 
in sum not more than three times the value of the trees or other growth so 


Mr. INGALIS. Now, what is the amendment? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to Senators that they allow the bill to 
be perfected by action upon the committee amendments and then other 
amendments will be in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over. 

Mr. PADDOCK subsequently said: Ishould like to inquire exactly 
what order was made with reference to the bill (S. 4156) for the pro- 
tection of trees and other growth on the public domain from destruc- 
tion by fire. Was it passed over without prejudice? If not, I ask 
that that may be the order. bs 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I shall desire to make a statement in reference 
to that bill in a day or two. 


RODMAN M. PRICE, 


Mr, COCKRELL. Yesterday at my instance Order of Business 1624 
being the bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price, was passed 
over. Lask that the bill may now be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Aftairs have been agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to have the bill read in full before it is 


passed, 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Beit cted, etc., That the Secreta: tho T 
„ Zuthorized and directed 2 to adja a papa 9 
and justice, the aceounts of Rodman M. Price, late purser in the 
Navy,and acting navy agent at San Francisco, Cal., credi 
paid over to and receipted for by his successor, À. M. Van Nostrand, 
3 Pope . pay 3 M. Price, or his kasiri onto 
any money in the Treasury not othe priated, sum that may 
found pig idi upon 8 TEN ar 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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CHARLES N. FELTON. 


The bili (S. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. Felton, formerly as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 3, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ten thou- 
sand and insert nine thousand nine hundred and thirty;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 29,930 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
presec, out of an money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to re- 
burse Charles N, Felton, formerly assistant treasurer of the United States at 
San Francisco, Cal., for losses incurred by him in the payment of forged United 
States di officers’ checks, the same having been paid without default 


or negligence on his part, 

The amendment was to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 9, after the word Army, to strike out together with 
interest on said balance since January 1, 1850; so as to make the bill 
read: : 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the olaim of William J. Martin, of O n, heretofore 
presented to the War Department, being a balance of $7,520 alleged to be due 
and owing to him under his contract for beef-cattle, made with Lieut. G. W. 
Hawkins, in June, 1849, and for the delivery of beef-cattle under such contract 
for the use of the Army, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication; and said court is directed to ascertain what amount, 
if any, is due said William J, Martin by reason of and under said alleged con: 
tract, and to render judgment thorefor, any statute of limitation or prior disal- 
lowance by the War Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be. engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON IRON-WORKS. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask that the bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the 
Washington Iron-Works, which was passed over without prejudice, be 
now taken up for consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims toinquire into 
and determine how much the steam machinery built for the United States ves- 


sel Lenapee by the Washington Iron-Works, under its contract with the Navy 
Department, cost the said contractor over and above the contract price and al- 


lJowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of Geo M. Clapp, 
of the 33 Iron-Works, for the same: Provided. That the jud nt 
shall note the sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of u res- 


olution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 1855, of which Thomas 
O. Selfridge was the oraaa the said allowance being set forth in Senate 
ent No. 18, Thirty-ninth Con, , first session. 

Sec. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 

udgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases 

fore the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
st or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
urt of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 

* as now provided for in other cases. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not wish to object to this bill, 
because I am in favorof its passage, but I desire to bring to the atten- 
tion of the Senator who has it in charge the fact that it was incidentally 
discussed when the Senate had under consideration the bill for the re- 
lief of Nathaniel McKay, and the Senator trom New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON], who had introduced this bill at that time, in denouncing 
in unmeasured terms the report of the committee in favor of the McKay 
bill and entering complaint that the committee had not reported the 
Washington Iron-Works bill, said that this bill if it were like the Mc- 
Kay bill would not receive his support when it came up. I stated to 
the Senator that I thought perhaps he might change his opinion upon 
a careful investigation of the claim. I do not know that he has done 
so; but ifthe Senator from New Jersey is opposed to this bill, I should 
not like to have it taken up in his absence. I think it ought to be 
passed, however, at some time. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iwill state to the Senator from Wisconsin that I 
have this morning a letter from the Senator from New Jersey, asking 
me to bring this bill up and to see if it could be passed, stating at the 
same time that he had no knowledge of its details. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator from New Jersey withdraws his ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill, of course I do not wish to have action 
upon it deterred until his arrival. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I should like leave to say a si 
ney anes Tennessee has addressed the Chair. 


e word, but the Sen- 
do not wish to debate 


Mr. HARRIS. From the reading of the bill at the desk, it seems to 
me that it provides first for an inquiry as to the amount of the costs to 
the contractor of a given work performed under contract over and 
above the contract price, and instructs the Court of Claims to enter a 
judgment for such amount as it may find that cost to have exceeded 
the contract price. I should like to know from the committee report- 
ing this bill what particular reason there is why we should ignore a 
contract and enter into this inquiry and provide for the payment of 
an amount in excess of the contract price at which the work was to 
have been performed. I simply desire to make the inquiry and to 
have the answer, j 

Mr. HIGGINS, Mr, President 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill yield to the Senator from Delaware in a moment, 
I rose to say that I reported a bill like this for this claim several years 
ago, and a question like that put by the Senator from Tennessee was 
put. The question was raised by some of the most careful Senators in 
the body, and I believe they were every one of them satisfied (I think 
my recollection can not be mistaken) with the justice of the bill. It 
was in substance this: When the iron-clad vessels of the Monitor class 
and similar vessels of that kind were a new invention, when that new 
method of constructing vessels was begun during our war, the Govern- 
ment made contracts with certain contractors that they should build 
vessels of a certain description, but that the contractor should at any 
time when directed by the Navy Department change in any particular the 
construction of the vessel according to directions; and as I said, at that 
time it was as it a man should contract to build a story and a half cot- 
tage for a servant with a provision that it might at the will of the other 
contracting party be changed into the Fifth Avenue Hotel or the Capitol. 

Every naval battle that we had suggested important improvements 
and changes, and these contractors were obliged to make those changes, 
to change the whole character and quality of the work, There was a 
provision in the contract that if they did not carry it out the Govern- 
ment might take possession of their ship-yards and do the work itself— 
a very extraordinary contract, occasioned by the exigencies of the civil 
war, These changes were made, and they delayed necessarily the com- 
pletion of work ata time when iron was enormously rising, keeping 
pace with the rise in gold. 

I have no personal knowledgeof thiselaim, but Iremember when I was 
upon the committee making the investigation of this class of claims, 
and it seemed to me, and seemed to the Senate without a dissent at that 
time, a case of the strongest justice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that if the contract was to build 
a given vessel and the Depar:ment had the right to modify or change 
the form and character of the vessel, and it was so changed, involving 
larger expense, my question is fully answered, and I have no further 
suggestion to make. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will state that in this case it is only a part of the 
equity of the claim in respect to this vessel, for in addition to that the 
contract itself may be said to bave been made under duress, under a 
threat that if they did not enter into it the shops would be taken pos- 
session of and used by the Government in the construction of these 
vessels themselves. As appears by the evidence which is printed in the 
report accompanying the bill, the testimony of Benjamin F. Isherwood, 
chief engineer, United States Navy, assurance was given the claimants 
that the engines and boilers that they should build should not exceed 
in weight those of the steamship Paul Jones, which had been theretofore 
built, whereas in fact they exceeded in weight over 60 per cent. The 
time also was enlarged, so that in respect of the character of the work 
and the time of its fulfillment the cost over and above what the con- 
tract called for was greatly increased to these claimants, The purpose 
of the bill is to ascertain that amount according to the judgment of 
the Court of Claims, and the judgment to be entered for a sum not ex- 
ceeding that which was allowed by the Selfridge board when they 
passed upon this same claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Claims. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DANIEL J. MAHONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4451) for the memoval of the charge of desertion 
from the record of Daniel J, Mahoney was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Daniel J. Mahoney, late a sailor in the United 
States Navy. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CULPEPER NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD. 


The bill (H. R. 7756) making an appropriation to construct a road 
and approaches from the town of Culpeper, Va., to the national mili- 
tary cemetery near that place was announced as next in order on the 


Calendar. 
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Mr. WALTHALL. I find in the sundry civil bill passed at this ses- 

sion the following elause: 
cemetery, Culpeper, Va.: For purchase of rightof 

and the improvement ofthe 4 of — ra the en —— 
cemetery, $4,500, q s 

This bill proposes to appropriate the same amount for the same pur- 
pose, and it may be postponed indefinitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefinitely. 


WILLIAM W. BURNS. 


The bili (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $7,987 to William 
W. Burns, in tull payment of the balance due him for royalty on 3,195 
Sibley tents used by the United States Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAUDE H. MASTIN. 


The bill (S. 373) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala., was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, before the word dollars,“ to strike out three thou- 
sand nine hundred and twenty-seven” and insert two thousand and 
ten;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and required to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $2,010 to Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner of 
Le Vert & Mastin: the said sum to be received in full payment and satisfaction 
for the rent of the Le Vert Hospital and damages thereto by the United States 
authorities. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


POSTMASTERS’ BONDS. 


The bill (S. 4039) to amend sections 3834, 3836, and 3837 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and for other purposes was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) The 
hour for the consideration of bills on the Calendar under the order of 
the Senate has expired. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States 
Jand court, and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in 
in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Vermont having charge of the 
bill [Mr. EDMUNDS] is sick, and I wish it to go over until to-morrow, 
retaining its place on the Calendar, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Remaining the unfinished business? 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be laid aside as the unfinished business for 
to-morrow, and I ask that we proceed with the Calendar for an hour 
longer. 

— Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that an arrangement has been made 
between the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], the chairman 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims, and the Senator irom Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] by which the bill is to go over until Saturday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over until to-morrow and then we can 
determine whether it shall go over another day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it remain until to-morrow as the unfinished busi- 
ness. I ask unanimous consent that we may go on with the consider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. STEWART. For an hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President > 

Mr. HAWLEY. What becomes of the order of the day? 

Mr. STEWART. That is temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order of the day has been laid aside 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. Temporarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Temporarily, to come upas the unfinished 
business to-morrow. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EVARTS. Lask that House bill 9014, the judiciary bill, may 
be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. EVARTS. Ido not know what Order of Basiness itis, It is 
in the order of arrangement next following. It is not a bill that in- 
volves debate. 


XXI——638 


Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it not Order of Business 1860? — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is Order of Business 1860. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has become of the request of the Senator 
from Nevada that we continue with the Calendar for one hour longer? 
I thought that had been acceded to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding of the Chair, 


by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we continue the Calendar oue hour 
longer and that then the judiciary bill shal! take the place of the land 
court bill, the land court bill to immediately follow it. By that time 
I hope the Senator from Vermont will be able to be here, 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator suspend for a moment? 
Is that the pleasure of the Senate? Is there objection to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that we 

Mr. EVARTS. I was going to speak on that very point. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up, as it 
would come immediately after the land court bill which is to be set 
aside temporarily, and after that I will assent to an hour intervening 
for the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iunderstand from the suggestion of the Senator from 
New York that he does not propose to displace the present unfinished 
business. 

Mr. EVARTS, No, but that has been interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I also understand that he does not desire to proceed 
with the bill he suggests, at this time. : 

Mr. EVARTS. I will assent, after it is taken up, that it may be laid 
aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it desired by the Senator that the request of the 
Senator from Nevada shall be agreed to and we proceed with the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII? 

Mr. EVARTS. For one hour, 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The bill referred to by the Senator from New York 
is amply provided for and will in due time have ita right of way; 
but 


u 

Mr. EVARTS. This is my right of way now. 

Mr. HARRIS, Lobjeet to any such arrangement as the Senator sug- 
gests, that the bill shall be taken up at this time to be considered at 
some future time; but I have no objection to the Senator’s bill being 
aunen and in due course of time it will be taken up and consid- 
e . > 

Mr. EVARTS. There seems to be no difference really inourobject. 
The land court bill, I understand, may possibly be laid over until Sat- 
urday. So I should like to have my right of way recognized, and then 
Iwill set it aside for the Calendar, as is proposed, for an hour. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from New York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the unfinished business which has been laid before the Senate shall be 
temporarily laid aside, it passing over until to-morrow, as the Chair 
understands, by the action of the Senate, and that the Senate now take 
up House bill 9014, known as the jurisdictional court bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from New York 
that it this agreement is made it displaces the unfinished business, 
He does not propose to proceed with the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the unanimous 
request. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others (to Mr. Evarts). Move it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9014. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9014) to de- 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the title of the bill be read. I have just come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. A 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to say a word in support of this motion. 
While we have only laid aside temporarily the land court bill, itis 
well understood that it is to go over until Saturday. So there is no 


reason in the world, in my opinion, why we should not take up this 


bill now. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think the Senator from Tennessee has no occasion 
to object to this, because I stated that I was willing, when this right of 
way was established, to assent to the Calendar being taken up for an 
hour. That is all the time that is asked for it, I believe. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, this question is not debatable, but, 
if the motion of the Senator from Kansas prevails, then you displace 
the bill now the unfinished business and make House bill 9014 the un- 


Calendar shall be 


~~ aw 


— 
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` finished business, and I understand that the Senator from New York 
does not at this time desire to with it, 

Mr. EVARTS. As soon as the honr is up I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being true, it seems to me to be an unneces- 
sary ing to displace the unfinished business. Iam perfectly 
indifierent as to whether the Senate proceeds, after the Calendar under 
Rule VIII is dispensed with, to the consideration of the one bill or the 
other; but why the Senator should seek to the unfinished 
business to take up another bill that he does not propose to proceed 
with at this time I can not quite comprehend. S 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I only propose this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Well, we can take up the hour in debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to de- 


bate. 3 

Mr. EVARTS. I have only desired that, as a gap was made by cir- 
cumstances in the consideration of the bill which is regularly before 
the Senate, the bill that stood next in order might be taken up to fill 
that . should give way, of course, to that bill whenever it re- 
ne Af shia wae not Glaposed of At the same time, I agree that the 
ed with for an hour, which is all that has 
been asked for it, I believe. I hoped that that would meet the views 
all around. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the motion to proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 9014 the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. I should vote “nay” if I 


were not paired. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). Iam = with the 
senior Senator trom New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. I suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that we transfer our pairs so 
that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] will stand paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ], and we vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I vote yea.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was 
called), The Chair is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ], : 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Is the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the city. He is 

with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. Otherwise Lshould vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. QUAY. Iam pai with the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
BARBOUR] that we transfer our pairs and vote. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. QUAY. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BARBOUR. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TUR- 
PIE]. 

3 DANIEL. I wish to state that I am paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Jones]. Isuggest to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] that 
we pair the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] with the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and that he and I vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is entirely acceptable. 

Mr. HISCOCK. _I vote yea. 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire tostate that my coll e [Mr. Mc- 
MILLINI is paired with the Senator from North Carolina i Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], who I notice has not 

- voted, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—36, 
Allen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Reagan, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gray, 5 Moody, Sherman, 
Casey, Hampton, ‘organ, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Havle 3 Pierce, Siewart 

om, umb, Stockbridge, 

Dawes, Hissock, Power, Vest, 
Dixon, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Quay, Wolcott, 

NAYS—12. 
Barbour, Cockrell, Gorman, Ranso: 7 
Bate Coke, Walthall, 
Carlisle , Daniel, — Wilson of Md. 


. ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Platt, 
Bony Edmunds, na, Sanders, 
Blackburn, — MoMilian, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farw MePherson Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, 1 Pettigrew, Washburn. 

So the motion was to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill is before the Senate asin 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. EVARTS. As I understand, it is desired that the Senate shall 
proceed for an hour with the Calendar. I assent to the bill being tem- 
porarily laid aside for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New York to ask such unanimous consent ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the pending bill be tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and that the next hour be devoted to the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases on the Calendar. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Under the order 
of the Senate, the expiration of the hour for the consideration of the 
Calendar will be at twenty-five minutes to 3 o’clock. 


LIEUTENANT-GENERAL, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1111) to revive the grade of lieutenant-gen- 
eral in the Army of the United States, which has been passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, sic., That the grade of lieutenant-general be hereby re-estab- 
lished in the Army of the United States; and the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized to appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
lieutenant-general of the Army of the United States. 

SEC. 2. That the and allowances of the lieutenant-general be the same as 
heretofore allowed for that grade, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
army nurses’ bill, which was passed over without prejudice. It is 
Order of Business 464. I ask that it be taken up. Let the bill be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 945) for the relief of women enrolled as army nurses, etc., 
which had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a substitute to offer for that bill which I 
wished to submit to the Senator from New Hampshire some four or 
five days ago. Ie did not have time then to consider it, and a few mo- 
ments since he called upon me to look at it and I did not have time 
just then. i 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam willing it shall be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator to examine it and see 
whether he has any opposition to it, because if there is to be a conten- 
tion over it I have a good many data that I want tosubmit to the Sen- 
ate, and I should wish to have a little time to prepare them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am in a frame of mind to be prepared to get any- 
thing through for these old army nurses. I think as we have revived 
the grade of lieutenant-general it would be an appropriate thing to do 
something for these old army nurses, if it is not quite so much. I pre- 
sume the Senator’s amendment will cover a great many of them, and 
I am anxious to make some progress with the bill, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I offer this substitute for the bill 

Mr. BLAIR.. Let the bill be read and then the proposed substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be read at length. 

The Secre read the bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Pensions will be reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have asubstitute to offer for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thecommittee amendments are first 
in order unless they are withdrawn by tho committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by the 
committee will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. Fora moment, while the chairman of the committee 
is reading this proposed substitute, I ask that there may be a pause, 
[A pause.] The Senator from Missouri has taken great interest in this 
subject and has carefully examined it both in the last Congress and at 
the present time. There has heen controversy between his views and 
those of the committee upon the subject, but he presents here a pro- 
posed substitute for the bill. It has been examined by the chairman 
of the committee and by myself. It is in many respects quite liberal 
and inclusive; and so that p may be made, with the assent of 


the chairman of the committee, I will present this proposed substitute 
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of the Senator from Missouri and move it myself as a substitute for the 
committee’s bill. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to withdraw the amendments proposed by 
the committee? y 

Mr. BLAIR. Imoveasasubstitute for the entire bill and the amend- 
ments what is now sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
for the committee, proposes a substitute for the bill, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert. The proposed substitute will be 
read : 


The Secretary read as follows: 

That all women employed by the Sargeon-General of the Army as nurses, 
under contract or otherwise, during the late war of the rebellion, or who were 
employed as nurses during such paa by authority which is recognized by 
the War Department, and who rendered actual service as nurses in attendance 
upon the sick or wounded in any regimental post camp or general hospital of 
the armies of the United States for a period of six months or more, and who 
were honorably relieved from such service or who prior to the completion of 
such term of service were disabled in such service and honorably relieved by 


$12 per month, and pe shall commence from the 5 the filing of 
ion Provided, 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not consent to the 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it not be wise to let this go over until these 
Senators may agree on what they want? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not in- 


sist 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a misunderstanding between 
them still, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The suggestion 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has the 


floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I desired to say was that there still seems to be 
some misunderstanding between the Senators, and if they have not 
agreed we had better let the bill be laid aside. 

Mr. BLAIR. [I assent to the substitute, and will let the bill pass in 
that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed in the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read A bill granting pensions to 
women who served as army nurses. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and 
Olympic Railway and Navigation Company across certain military res- 
ervations; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E. 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war 
with Mexico,” approved March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4187) for the correction of the army record of Capt. 
William P. Hall, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) granting an honorable discharge to William W. 
Wedgwood; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 

A bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of A. H. Rush; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 

A bill (H. R. 6964) to define the standing of officers of the Coast 
eatin es $ the late emit war; 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, pay mas- 
ter, United States Army; AR p 

A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
cannon to the Saratoga Monument Association; 

A bill (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge to Howard Wil- 
lison; 

A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men in the Army; 


A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 
1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. X.; 

A bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insene Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal grounds at Au- 
gusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the public; 


bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 


to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 10865) for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt; 


A bill (H. R. 11094) to authorize the Secretary of War to appoint a 


board of review in certain cases; 

A bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to the visitation and inspec- 
tion of the Military Prison and examination of its accounts and gov- 
ernment; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 
entitled as such retired officer to his pay; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 55) directing that names of sharpshooters 
and military service institution medalists shall be inscribed in Arm 
Register, and authorizing the wearing of their decorations by such — 

ists. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St, 
Au ine, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of Edward H. Leib; 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; 

A bill (S. 1037) authorizing the placing of the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry; 
TA bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of 

e Army; 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; z 

A bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash. ; 

A bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in 

Plata County, in the State of Colorado; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and en- 
listed men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the 
badges adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of 
the Revolution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the 
rebellion. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of 
the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather Service to 
the Department of Agriculture; and 

A bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort 


Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 


reservation, in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes. 
` THOMAS SHERWIN. 


The bill (S. 4164) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to pay to the 
legal representative of Thomas Sherwin, deceased, late of Washington 
County, Maryland, $820, Tor stores and supplies furnished the Army 
of the United States during the late war, that sum having been fixed 
by the Quartermaster-General as fair compensation in the case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEW MEXICO SCHOOL LANDS. 


The bill (S. 3832) granting lands to the Territory of New Mexico for 
common school, university, and other purposes was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 5 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being objected to, the bill will be 

over. Shall it go over under Rule 1X or without prejudice ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without preju- 


dice. 

Mr. PLUMB. Although I think 
bill of very great importance. 

Mr. HARKIS. Let it go there. 

e e OFFICER. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule 


; 


DISTRICT TRUST AND LOAN CORPORATIONS. 
A bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort- 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. p 


it ought to go to Rule IX. It isa 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments of the committee will be acted upon as they are reached in the. 
reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 


; was, in section 7, line 3, after the word power,“ to strike out the 


words among other things.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 7, line 10, after the word 
money,“ to strike out the words on first mortgages of real estate.“ 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 7, line 25, after the word 


money,“ to insert for the purposes designated herein.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is a very long bill and one that confers pow- 
ers which I think have never been conferred upon any corporation in 
the United States. I hardly think that we can discuss it under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr, SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not delay the bill by an 
objection. There are pending and have been pending in the Senate 
thirteen or fourteen special bills 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, and Iam anxious to have leg- 
islation; but this goes too far. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let mesay to the Senator that there is not a power 
conferred in this bill upon trust companies to be hereafter organized 
that is not conferred under the laws of nearly every State upon trust 
companies which have been for many years and are now in successful 
operation. 

This bill was given very great consideration and attention by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and the Senator will find that, 
in almost every aspect in which there could occur objection to it, it 
has been guarded by the committee. A similar bill was reported fa- 
vorably by the committee of the other House, but in the opinion of the 
eommittee of the Senate it was altogether too liberal and did not con- 
tain sufficient safeguards. This bill will be found, I think, in the eye of 
the most critical reader of it, to have guarded against the dangers 
which were apparent in that bill and almost any that can besuggested. 
I do not know of asubject which has been before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia that has had more careful attention than this 
subject, or a bill that it bas reported which has been more carefully 
studied and carefully guarded than this bill. I certainly hope that 
the Senator will not object to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call the Senator’s attention to one clause here, 
and that is that these corporations are made perpetual. There is to be 
no end to them. A corporation brought into existence under this bill 
will last forever. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The element of perpetuity is, of course, the Sena- 
tor will remember, one of the elements of a corporation at the com- 
mon law, distinguishing it 

Mr. COCKRELL. But it never has been the policy of the United 
States to give unlimited power to a corporation to exist forever. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will allow me, that objection was 
made in the committee to the bill as originally introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], as I recollect it, and we provided an 
amendment which limits the duration or life of the companies, 

Mr. COCKRELL, The term for which it is to exist may be perpet- 
ual, That is an express provision in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER, It is to be left within the power of Congress at any 
time to revoke the existence of a corporation’ where it may see fit to do 


"so. Iam willing that the bill shall be limited by amendment, if it is 


desired. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the bill before me, but hearing it 
read I noticed that the committee recommend striking out some words 
in connection with loans on real estate. The bill seems originally to 
have required loans on real-estate security, but that is stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; the first mortgage is stricken out. 

Mr. SPOONER. The first mortgage is stricken out. It was limited 
to first mortgages originally. 

Mr. VEST. That is stricken out entirely, and no words as to any 
sort of real estate are left in the bill as I heard it read. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is nothing about the security. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, then, these are simply banks, banks of 
deposit and of discount. £ 

r. SPOONER. No; the Senator will find if he studies the bill that 
they are not banks in the strict sense at all. 

Mr. VEST. I have not seen the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I came into the Chamber the Secretary was 
reading a clause which authorized such a company to receive money 
on deposit and to loan it, and in connection with that he was reading 
an amendment of the committee which limited their right to receive 
money on deposit for the purposes of this incorporation; that is, they 
eouid only receive money in their fiduciary capacity upon loans on 
first mortgages of real estate. 


Mr. VEST. I understand that is to be a security for the loan. If 
the Senator will just turn to that clause, as I heard the Secretary read 
it, it pro to strike out first mortgages and to put nothing in the 
place. Now read it as it stands in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘To loan money.“ 

Mr. VEST. Well, that is nothing but a bank. 

Mr. SPOONER, There are all sorts of banka. 

Mr. VEST. We simply by this bill constitute banks of deposit and 
discount. You may call them what you please, security and loan com- 


po or anything else, but they are nothing else except national 


Mr. SPOONER. It is not a bank of issue, it is not a bank of discount 
that this bill creates, nor strictly a bank atall. It is idle toallow a 
corporation to receive money upon a trust, a trust the lite of which is 
extended, and not permit it to use that money and toloanit. That 
is one of the objects of permitting it to exercise the function of receiy- 
ing. The Senator will find as the bill proceeds that every safeguard 
which we could put around it has been put around it. We did not 
wanttotie them up too much. We did not want to limit them to real- 
estate security. The bill not only limited them to real-estate security, 
but limited them to first mortgages as first presented. 

‘There may be other security better than real-estate security. They 
might buy bonds. They might see fit to invest in Government bonds. 
They might loan money on collateral security as to the sufficiency of 
which nobody conld haveany doubt. The committee were not willing, 
in authorizing them to en in a trust business under all these re- 
strictions as to the individual liability of the stockholders, etc., to tie 
their hands and limit them in the choice of security to first mortgages 
or even second mortgages upon real estate. That limit does not exist 
so far as I know as to any trust company in the United States, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Cnief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 11, 
line 4, after the word States, to insert and now doing business in 
said District.“ : 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was to 
add to section 13 the words ‘‘ subject to the approval of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The reading of the bili was resumed. The nextamendment was, in 
section 16, line 13, to strike out and a half; so as to read: 1 per 
cent. of its gross earnings,” 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 
This is to be 1 per cent. of its gross earnings in lieu of all taxes, 

Mr. SPOONER. No; personal taxes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Personal taxes; and all its stock is to be personal 
property, Consequently the whole concern is personal property, prac- 
tically so, and the people of the District of Columbia may be paying 
2 or 3 per cent., and yet these parties will pay only 1 per cent. if this 
amendment prevails. I hope the amendment will not prevail and that 
it will be left at 14 per cent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. This is intended to be in lieu of taxes on their real estate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. But Ishall not take up time to con- 
test the amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Their real estate is taxed like any other real estate? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh. yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. This is an additional tax? 

Mr. SPOONER. Les. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
oo by the committee. [Putting the question.] The ayes seem 
to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will not if I can help it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care to contest the amendment. I can 
say that, having charge of the bill. I do not care to take the time to 
discuss it at length. I think I could satisfy the Senator that the 
amendment ought not to be adopted, but I want the bill to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless the call for the yeas and nays 
is insisted upon, the Chair will again put the question by voice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. I did not catch it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 16, line 13, the committee report to 
strike out the words and a half“ after the word ‘‘one;’’ so as to 
read: 

And said company shall pay to the Distriet of Columbia, in lieu of personal 
taxes for each next epa y year, 1 per cent. of its gross earnings for the pre- 
ceding year shown by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable 
to ne gig od of taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are 
pay: 


Mr. COCKRELL, Ifthe amendment is not agreed to, it will be 14 
per cent. That is the only difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw the call for the present, and will 
take another vote by voice. 3 


1890. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is upon agreeing tothe | The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. SPOONER. In section 26, line 5, after the word company, 
I move to insert and; so as to read: 

With the secretary of the company and with the recorder of deeds of the Dis- 
trict, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to, : 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In section 31, line 8, after the word amount,“ 
I suggest that the word for“ ought to be inserted. 

Mr. SPOONER, I think the suggestion is a good one, and I ask 
that the amendinent may be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 31, line8, after the word “amount,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘tor;’’ so as to read: 

And the amount for which said stockholders shall be liable in excess of their 
stock shall be taken and considered as the security, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 2, beginning inline 7, I move tostrike 
out the words in parenthesis, which are “which may be perpetual,” 
and in lieu of them to insert ‘‘ which shall not exceed the term of tifty 
years; so as to read: ‘ 

Third. The term for which it is to exist shall not exceed the term of fifty years, 


Mr. DANIEL. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
words and be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress 
at any time.” 

Mr. SPOONER, Ifthe Senator will permit me, he will find in sec- 
tion 34 this reservation, that Congress may at any time alter, amend, 
or repeal this act.“ That reservation is already in the bill. 

; Mr. DANIEL, That may be sufficient, but I have some doubt about 
t 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the amendment withdrawn? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir. I think it would be better to put those 
words in. They can not hurt if that is the sense of the bill, and ina 
conflict as to the particular provision, which is put in parenthesis, there 
pe be some room for a contention that it did not apply as to that 

use. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please repeat the 
amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move, after the words ‘‘ fifty years,” to insert and 
be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress at any time.” 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I move, in section 34—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A farther amendment would not now 
be in order, there being an amendment pending in the second degree, 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following to the amend- 
ment already reported: = 

And be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by Congress at any time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 34, lines 2 and 3, I move to strike out the 
following words in parenthesis: ‘‘Saving and preserving all rights 
which may become vested.” i 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. VEST]. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to the language in lines 14 and 15 of section 8. I will read the 
whole of the proviso. I do not understand it. 

Provided, however, That no court or judge shall commit by order or decree to 
any such corporation any trust or fiduciary duty who is an owner of or iu any 
manner financially interested in the stock or business of such corporation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The purpose was to preclade any judge from sub- 
serving his own interest by committing to a corporation in which he 
m ng oe oie these fiduciary functions. 

r. COCK The lan ought to be then. 

Mr. SPOONER. How? st lic eee 

Mr. COCKRELL. So as to read: 


That no court or judge who is an owner of or in any manner financially in- 
terested in the stock or business of such corporation shall commit by order or 
decree to any such corporation any trust or fiduciary duty. 


Mr. SPOONER.. That could not be misunderstood. I am willing, 
however, to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. The sentence is awkardly constructed, as it is, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suggest that atter the word judge,“ in line 
12 of the proviso, there be inserted in the part beginning in line 14, 
who is an owner of or in any manner financially interested in the 
stock or business of such corporation.” f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso will be read as proposed 
to be amended by the Senator from Missouri, 


Provided, however, That no court or judge who is an owner of or in an 
manner financially interested in the stock or business of such corporation 7 
— by order or decree to any such corporation any trust or fiduciary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 5, line 15, I move to strike out, beginning 
with the word ‘‘ executor,” down to the word ‘‘and’’ in line 22. 
will briefly explain the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will first be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the fifth subdivision of section 7, line 15, 
after the word “assignee,” it is proposed to strike out down to and in- 
cluding the word “States,” in line 22, as follows: 

Executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors, with the consent 
of the guardian of the person of such minor, and committee of the estates of 
lunatics and idiots whenever any trusteeship or any such office or appointment 
is committed or transferred to them, with their consent, by any person, body 
— or corporate, or by any court in the District of Colum bia, or in any of the 

tes or Territories of the United States, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. The first section provides for the formation of corpo- 
rations, first, to transact ‘‘asa!e-deposit, trust, loan, and mortgage busi- 
ness. The fifth subdivision of section 7 provides that these corpo- 
rations shall have power— 

When organized under subdivision 1 of the first section of this act, to accept 
and execute trusts of any and every description which may be committed or 


transferred to them, and to accept the office and perform the duties of receiver, 
assignee— 


Then, after the word “‘assignee,’’ the subdivision reads 


executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors, with the consent 
of the guardian of the person of such minor, and committee of the estates of 
lunatics and idiots whenever any 5 such office or appointment 
is committed or transferred to them. with their consent, by any 

politic or corporate, or by any court in the 


District of Columbia, or in laps of 
the States or Territories of the United 

It does not seem to me to be the suitable office of a loan and trust 
company to act in these delicate and personally responsible fiduciary 
capacities of executor, administrator or guardian of the estates of minore 
and lunatics. It seems to me that these offices are functious of - 
iar personal trust and confidence and of very great delicacy, and they 
ought never to be confided to a corporation. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, the bill which was reported from 
the committee of the House on this subject, authorized a trust com- 
pany organized under subdivisions one, two, and three to accept the 
trusts and guardianship as to the persons of minors, lunatics, and so 
on, It will be observed that the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia of the Senate have precluded by this bill any such office being given 
to trust companies. They can not become the trustee or guardian 
of a minor or become chargeable in any way with the custody of a 
person. That isa relation which involves a degree of personal knowl- 
edge and superintendence, which, I agree with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, should not be intrusted to a corporation, but it is proper, I think, 
that the fiduciary relation growing out of the executorship, the admin- 
istratorship, or the guardianship of the estates of minors and others, 
with the consent of the guurdian of the person, should be permitted 
to these trust companies. 

That was one of the objects which led to the incorporation of trust 
companies and which has made them desirable and successful in por- 
tions of the country. The human executor and administrator is liable 
to die. A man in his will makes his friend his executor or guardian, 
not knowing but that in a month after his own decease his choice max 
be removed by death or insanity or the like, and the business be thrown * 
into confusion by an unwise or dishonest successor. But a trust com- 
pany, which is subject to visitorial and inquisitorial powers of the 
court, whose stockholders are made doubly liable, and all debts of 
which growing out of the fiduciary relation are preferred. affords a de- 
gree of permanency which gives it an advantage over the individual 
guardianship of estates or administratorships. They may wisely exer- 
cise the fanctions of the executor, administrator, and guardian of es- 
tates, to make and alter investments, ete. No man is obliged to trust 
this relationship to such a corporation; but if men desire to do it there 
is no reason why they should not be permitted to doit, and why a well 
organized trust company may not wisely be authorized to accept and 
discharge such functions. It is done in New York, it is done in Phila- 
delphia, and it is done in all the great cities, and it is found to be ex- 
ceedingly advantageous and beneficial. I would agree entirely with 
the Senator if it related to the trusteeship of the person or anything 
of that kind. 

Mr. CARLISLE. There is very considerable force in what has heen 
said by the Senator from Wisconsin with regard to the propriety of al- 
lowing these corporations to become executors, administrators, guard- 
ians, etc., although I do not entirely agree with him about it, but 
there is one provision which it seems to me ought to be stricken out, 
and that is the words or in any of the States or Territories of the 
United States.” - I do not see why this corporation, located and having 
its domicile in the District of Columbia, should hecome the guardian 
or administrator of an estate in the State of Kentucky, when the proc- 


ess of the court there can not reach it at all. I move to strike out 
those words. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Ishall make no contest on that amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 7, line 21, after the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia, it is proposed to strike out or in any of the States or Territories 
of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to, Ý 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour agreed upon by the Senate for 
the consideration of the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be dis- 

of. It will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I agree, also, that there is great force in what has 
been said by the Senator from Wisconsin as to the separation of the 
estates from the persons of those who are under the guardianship or 
under control of a committee, but I do not quite see from the reading 
of this bill that it is clear that that is the significance of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I merely rise to say that I suppose this 
goes on with the understanding that there is the right at any time to 
object. I should like to preserve that right if the debate is to be pro- 
tracted, because this hour is taken from other matters that are pressing. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have said all I wish to say. : 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to call his attention to 
the language executor, administrator, guardian of theestates of minors 
with the consent of the guardian of the person,’’ etc. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator will allow me to state that that has been 
the law in my State for a great many years. The appointment of a 
guardian of a child does not take away his mother’s title to his control 
under the statute. There is a distinction in many cases between the 
guardian of the person and of the estate. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not insist 

upon this amendment. Ifa person desires to intrust the executorship 
or thé administratorship or the payment of an annuity or any trust of 
that sort to a corporation he ought not to be precluded by law from 
doing it. I hope the Senator will not insist upon taking the sense of 
the Senate upon his amendment at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL). 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANIEL, I desire to offer an amendment, to come in after the 
line in the bill which concerns real estate, on page 9, section 12, Sec- 
tion 12 reads: 

That any com operating under this act may lease, purchase, d. 
convey Seat poor meget — — in value 2300.00. r re 

I would suggest an amendment there, to insert and not exceeding 
in any case 10 acres.” 

There is very little real estate in the District of Columbia, and the 
uses for it are those which concern the whole people of the United 
States, and it is the last place in the world in which it consists with 
ee policy that a corporation should buy up and hold real estate. 

y may under this bill come in control of very large quantities of 
real estate, as in addition to the amount. of $500,000 each of these cor- 
porations is permitted to hold such in addition as it may acquire in 
satisfaction of debts due the corporation, under sales, decrees, judg- 
ments, and mo That might take in the whole District. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite surprised at the amendment proposed 

the Senator from Virginia. Such a company here is limited by the 

1 to lease, purchase, hold, and convey real estate to the sum of $500,- 

000. It can not in the exercise of its corporate functions purchase, 
lease, or hold for investment real estate in the District to exceed $500,- 
000. The committee intended by that limitation, or supposed by that 
limitation, 22 that sum perhaps d be the limit which such a 
ration, if a great success, would desire to invest in a buil for 

T ak, nse and for offices; 2 
In addition to that, we of course had to provide that they should have 
the power to receive money and loan it, taking mortgages upon prop- 
erty in the District, and, in the event of foreclosure and the necessity 
on oe company to bid in the mortgaged property, that they 

t. 
have no seriousobjection to the amendment that the amount shall 
not exceed 10 acres, but my friend from Virginia knows, for he is a 
member of the committee, that our purpose was to guard the point he 
makes by the limitation of amount. I think it is uate. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if he 
does not think it would be a good plan to have the same limitation in 
regard to real estate acquired in satisfaction of debts which is put on 
national banks? The Senator, if I understand his proposition correctly, 

vides in section 12 that this real estate not exceeding in value $500,- 

may be purchased and held by the company, ‘‘and such in addi- 
tion as it may acquire in satislaction of debts due the corporation un- 
22 decrees, judgments, and mortgages. That is without any 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 


` 
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Mr. HOAR. The national-banking act has a similar provision in 
some respects. It provides: 

But no such association shall hold the possession of real estate under 
mo or the title and u estate N 
8 it, for a 8 —— * i 

A national bank acquires in satisfaction of a debt, and after 
five years the Comptroller of the Currency interferes and they are 
obliged to dispose of it; otherwise they might, under the guise of mort- 
gages, entirely neutralize the $500,000 provision. 

r. SPOONER. I have no objection to that limitation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator approves of it he can move it as an 
amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; if the Senator from Virginia will allow 
me for the moment to delay action on his amendment, I am en 
willing to incorporate at the end of the section this provision of the 
national-banking act: 

That no such company shall hold the possession of: real estate under mort- 
gago, TA Da tiye a yt possession of N real estate — — to secure any debts 

o a onger period years, 

Mr. DANIEL. It seems to me that that about covers it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would rather strike out the words under mort- 
gage;’’ so that it shall read: 


That no such company shal! hold the possession of any real estate, or the title 
and possession of any real estate purchased to secure any debts due to it, fora 
longer period than five years. 


Mr. HOAR. Say under foreclosure of mortgage, because after 
the foreclosure of the mortgage the five years would begin to run. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of section 12 it is proposed to add: 

But no such association shall hold the possession of any real estate under 
foreclosure of mortgage, or the title and possession of any real estate purchased 
to secure any debts due to it, for a longer period than five years. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question recurs on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator upon his amendment in ad- 
dition to that which has just been adopted? 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of 
the United States Army, valid, and that he is entitled as snch retired 
officer to his ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that that joint resolution be placed upon 
the Calendar, as a Senate bill in exactly the same words is now on the 
Calendar, and when that bill shall be reached I will ask that this may 
be substituted for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The joint resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


HOUSE BILIS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution received from the House of 
Representatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 933) to grant the right of way to the Tacoma and Olym- 
pic Railway and Navigation Company across certain military reserva- 


tions; 

A bill (H. R. 1423) to correct the military record of William E. 
Crouse; 

A bill (H. R. 2407) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) to amend an act entitled An act for the reliefof 
certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with 
Mexico,” a ed March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4187) for the correction of the army record of Capt. 
William P. Hall, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) granting an honorable discharge to William W. 
Wedgwood; 

A bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Abram F. McCurdy; 

A bill (H. R. 5273) for the relief of A. H. Rush; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of Charles H. Kellen; 

A bill (H. R. 6964) to define the standing of officers of the Coast 
Survey during the late civil war; 

A bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Maj. Joseph W. Wham, paymas- 
ter, United States Army; . 

A bill (H. R. 7119) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan certain 
catinon to the Saratoga Monument Association; 

A bill (H. R. 7155) granting an honorable discharge to Howard Wil- 
lison; 

A bill (H. R. 7976) to amend sections 1216 and 1285 of the Revised 
Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to enlisted men ot the Army; 
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A bill (H. R. 9490) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant to the 
trustees of the Maine Insane Asylum, Augusta, Me., a license to con- 
struct a roadway through the United States arsenal at Au- 

Me., and allow the same to be used by the 3 

A bill (H. R. 9919) to authorize the Treasurer of the United States 
to receive and keep on deposit funds of the Soldiers’ Home in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill A ae ey fret borage D. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. 11094) to authorize the of War to appoint a 
board of review in certain cases; ~ 
A bill (H. R. 11237) to amend sections 1346 and 1348 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in respect to the. visitation and inspec- 
tion of the military prison, and examination of its accounts and gov- 
ernment; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) directing that names of sharpshooters 
and military service institution medalists shall be inscribed in Army 
Register, and authorizing the wearing of their decorations by such 
medalists. 


The bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 
1882, relative to fire limits of site of post-office and Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


SIGNAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BATE. Senate bill 1454 has been returned from the House of 
Representatives with an amendment. I ask that it may be laid before 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the effi- 
ciency and reduce expense of the Signal Corps of the Army. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senatenon-concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives and ask for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was to. A 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the con ſerees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BATE, Mr. HAWLEY, 
and Mr. Davis were appointed. 


SHERMAN AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent—if the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evyants]} does not think I am trespassing too much on his 
nature—that the Senate may now proceed to the consideration of 
er of Business 2027, being the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of 
way to the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the 
ian Territory, and for other purposes. There are some reasons why 
this bill should be passed now, which have recently been disclosed, 
the parties being ready to build, the only impediment being this right 
of way, which I suppose would be granted in due time anyway. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the bill lead to debate? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. If it does I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say before the Senator proceeds that I give 
notice that I must move to take up some one of the labor bills. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will co-operate with the Senator at the proper time 
in doing that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill named by the Senator from ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to 
the peg and eee Railway Company through the Indian 
Territory, and ſor r purposes. 

The Se ed to read the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to fill the blank in section 3, line 25, on page 
4, by inserting of the Territory of Oklahoma. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 25 of section 3, after the words district 
of,” it is proposed to insert the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. PLUMB. That should be changed according toa suggestion made 
to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWES], so as to read 
**the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as now proposed will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “the,” in line 24, itis 
to strike out judge of the United States court of the district of and 
insert supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma;’’ so as to read: 

And upon the failure of ä to make such appointment within thirty 


h 
days after the appointment m by tue President, the vacancy shali be filled 
by the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 40 of sec- 
tion 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the blank in line 40. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, before the word court.“ in line 40, to in- 
sert the word ‘‘supreme;’’ before the word Territory to strike out 


the word Indian; and after the word Territory’ to strike out the 
word at and insert of Oklahoma;’’ so as to read: 

In case the referees can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to 
make the award; either party being dissatisfied with the of the referees 
shall have the right, within ninety days after making the m and notice of 
the same, to appeal by original ition to the 
of . ve 
FSFFFFC Ä property is taken 
amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
in. 


AMERICAN REGISTER TO BARK CAMPANERO. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to take up Order of Business 1746, 
Senate bill 4074. It is merely to provide an American register to a 
vessel, and it will only take a moment. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask that House bill 9014 may now be taken up 
and proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill named by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. EVARTS. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be before the 
Senate as the unfinished business to go on to-morrow, as I understand 
that at 4 o’clock to-day there is another appointment before the Sen- 
ate which can not be set aside, and I am not willing to dispose of that 
right of way which I now have. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill named by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK, A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to inquire what is the hour of meeting, I 
wish to know whether if an adjournmentshould be had it would be to 
11 o’cloek or to 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To 11 o’clock, unless otherwise ordered 
by the Senate. y 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all I wish to know. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent now that the pending 
order maT be laid aside temporarily for the passage of the bill I have 


Mr. HARRIS. Before that is done, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. =- | 

Mr. HOAR. I object to that. A 

Mr. HARRIS, I withdraw the motion if there be anobjection from 
any quarter. 


The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 4074) to provide an American register 
for the bark Campanero, of Baltimore, Md. 

By unanimons consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up Senate bill 2340. 
It will create no discussion. It is a public-building bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2340) for the erection of a public 
building at Colorado Springs, Colo. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 3 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, A site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating 
and ventilating s us, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States post-office and other Government offi in the 
ay = Soames * — Me Boating A asna — cost of said a an rte 

ng, ine g said vau and ventilating apparatus, elevators, an 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

posals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be Invited o> pelt 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest circula- 
tion for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said advertisement 
for the opening of proposals, 

posals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the „who shall then cause the said proposed 
sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be examined in 
person by an agent of the 7 
port to said Secretary of the ts of said examination, and of his recom- 
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mendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be We by 
the original Semana ali maps, plats, and statements which shall have come 
into his possession *. tc the said proposed sites. 


If, upon d report and accompanying papers, the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury shall deem investigation necessary, he may 1 a 


commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be an of 
the Treasury t, which commission shall also examine the said pro- 
posed sites, und such others as the Secretary of the Treasury may designate. 
and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall deem necessary; an 
said commission shall, within thirty days after such examination, make to the 
Secretary of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the 98 
accompanied by all statements, maps, plata, or documents taken by or submi 
to them. in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to the proceedings 
of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall thereupon finally determine the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling ex- 
penses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed from 
the Treasury De ment shall be paid only his actual traveling expenses, 

No mouey shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Colorado shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for ull purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein. 

The building be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ; a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Colo- 


rado Springs in the State of Colorado.” 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LAIRD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 18, 1889. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sorrow 
of the death of Hon. James Laird, late a niember of this House from the Second 
district-of Nebraska. 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk be directed to notify the relatives of Hon. James Laird 
of the of this resolution, Also, that the Clerk be directed to send a 
boas this resolution to the Senate. 

ved, That as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
James Laird, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 


Nebraska: 
Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
paid to his memory. 


e. 
fitting tribute 
Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion 
urn. 


of these ceremonies, do adio 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, death, that ‘‘sinless, stirless 
rest, that change which never changes,“ is the common lot of all. It 
is as natural to die as to be born.“ aud yet its happening seems often 
the unnatural, and in no case so markedly as when it comes to man at 
the age when muscular strength, mental vigor, and virile capacity 
should be at the maximum. 

To the child, with its undeveloped forces, delicate frame, weak men- 
tality, and slight resisting power, the change comes so easily that it is 
almost the expected. To the old man, with emasculated energies, 
worn-out body, enfeebled physical and mental powers, who has reached 
the time spoken of by the Preacher, when he is afraid of that which 
is high, and fears shall be in the way, and the almond tree shall 
flourish, and the grasshopper shall be a burden, and desire shall fail,” 
the great transition comes as a relief and seems as natural as the tall 
of some tree in the forest, whose dead top and bare, specterlike arms, 
lifted beseechingly towards beaven, tell of the sapless trunk and the 
dead heart, 

But we expect nourishing shade, the springing of leaf and bud and 
flower when root and trunk and branch show the vigor of maturity 
without decadence: of strength, and when such a tree falls it carries all 
the shock of that happening which is opposed to nature. 

The taking off of James Laird, my friend of many years, my com- 
rade in a great cause, and my colleague in official duties, was not only 
the unexpected, but even alter the lapse of so many months since his 
death it seems the unnatural. Ofsturdy frame, impressive personality, 
great vigor, impulsive force, aggressive power, he had that make-up, 
physical and mental, that seemed toimport a vitality that could con- 
quer all enemies until such time as the resisting energy was sapped by 
the taking on of many years. He was cast in mold so strong that 
one can not but exclaim— 


Oh! what hadst thou to do with cruel Death, 
Who wast s full of life, or Death with thee, 
That thou shouldst die before thou hadst grown old? 


“The days of our years are threescore years and ten, saith the 
Psalmist, but to my friend and comrade, to whom the dread summons 
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came on the 17th day of August, 1889, there had been vouchsafed but 
little over twoscore years. 

James Laird was of Scotch ancestry. His father was a native of 
Scotland, a Presbyterian minister, a man of strong intellect, high at- 
tainments, and anim edorator. He transmitted his keen Scotch 
sense of justice, intellectual power, and gift of eloquence to his son. 

When James was a smal! child the family moved to Hillsdale County, 
Michigan, He attended the district school and afterwards entered the 
academy to receive instruction from a teacher who afterwards became 
his comrade in arms, and later his associate in the House of Represent- 
atives and hiscolleague on the Committee on Military Affairs, General B. 
M. CurcHEON, of Michigan. The good father died while all bis sons 
rey young, and the mother was left with four small children to care 

‘or. 

The spring of 1861 ushered in the great war of the rebellion. The 
two older boys were prompt to respond to the call to arms, and al- 
though so young the patriotic spirit of the third youth could not long 
be held in check. He enlisted as a private soldier on the 24th day of 
August, 1861, in Company K (Stockton’s), Sixteenth Regiment of Michi- 
gan Infantry, but wassoon transferred to Company G. In the autumn 
the regiment became a part of the Army of the Potomac, and the first 
battle in which the young soldier had a chance to prove the mettle in 
him was at Hanover Court-House in May, 1862. 

Except when absent from wounds received he did duty at the front 
until that proud day when with other participants he rejoiced over the 
surrender at Appomattox and the final triumph of the right. 

The story of the military career of this boy reads like a romance, al- 
most challenging belief. While yet in his teens he served fur four years 
of active vigorous war and achieved the positions of sergeant, second 
lieutenant, first lieutenant; captain, and brevet major, every promo- 
tion being given for bravery upon the field of battle. He received four 
gunshot wounds and one saber cut and was fora period a wounded 
prisoner of war. 

At the battle of Gaines’s Mills he was struck with a musket-ball in 
the left breast, which passed through him, coming out under the left 
shoulder-blade. In this sad plight he fell into the enemy’s hands, and 
was confined in Libby prison for six dismal weeks. On account of his 
extreme youth and grievous wounds he was then exchanged, and re- 
mained in hospital near Annapolis until November, 1862, when he re- 
joined his command. 

He fought at Chancellorsville, and wasone of the bravest of the brave 
who resisted the fierce attacks of the rebel hosts at Gettysburgh. Near 
the expiration of his first term of service the beardless re-enlisted 
and became a veteran volunteer. 

He was with the fighting columns under Grantin the fierce struggles 
about Richmond. At Dabney’s Mills young Laird was acting as regi- 
mental adjutant. At a critical time in the engagement the enemy 
turned the Federal flank, The regiment began to retreat and before 
a new alignment could be made a stampede seemed imminent. I 
quote from a letter received by me from a captain of the regiment. 

Under a galling fire Laird rode along the line encou ng the wavering and 
cursing the cowardly, Hislong hair fluttering and eye lit with enthusiasm, he 
appeared the personification of war's fiery ness. The enthusiasm of the 
boy awoke a steady determination in the men. The impending stam 
stopped, and under his inspiring leadership the regiment took a new position 
with unbroken ranks, 

A more loyal and devoted soldier to the cause for which he fought 
did not wear the blue. His intense nature allowed no part perform- 
ance ofduty. His enthusiastic loyalty and poetic temperament made 
the flag of his country the symbol of all that was good. His comrades 
testify that his loving devotion to it was so strong that he seemed to 
court the utmost danger and the most perilous places in its defense. 

Did time permit I might read by the hour from letters received by 
me from his army associates, who loved him for his open manliness, 
pure patriotism, and heroic endeavor. 

After a 3 of a quarter of a century they have not forgotten 
the youthiul hero who won their hearts, and have sent me their trib- 
utesto his memory. One says: 

Laird’s military career was an epitome of young heroism seldom equaled 
and never excelled. He never allowed the most daring to outdo him, He had 
a magnetic patriotism so exalted that it kept the wavering steady and lent en- 
thusiasm to the strong. He was the peer of the bravest. 

Mustered out July 8, 1865, he returned to his home in Michigan a 
battle-scarred veteran and yet a smooth-faced boy. 

Whileothers of his age had been at school, submitting to the teacher's 
will, he had been the impetuous, dashing leader of bearded men. He 
had taken lessons from the great captains in the big wars that make 
ambition virtue.“ He had been hardened in the flinty and steel 
couch of war,“ and it was no easy task to bring his turbulent spirit 
under the discipline of the school-room and the subjection of the master. 

A short time at the college at Adrian and then a course at the law 
school of the State University at Ann Arbor and he was ready to be- 
gin life’s battles on fields more peaceful. With an associate he became 
the owner of the Hudson Post and for about two years wielded the pen 
of the editor of a country newspaper. It was strongly and aggress- 
ively Republican in politics, and its vigorous editorials evidenced the 


pugnacious spirit of its young manager. 


1890. 


In June, 1871, Major Laird was admitted to the bar of the State of 
Michigan, and for a time practiced Jaw at Lansing. In July, 1872, he 
turned his face westward and settled at Juniata, Nebr., removing after 
a few years to Hastings, where he lived until his death. He was in 
the active practice of his profession until his election to the Forty- 


eighth Congress, 

He practiced law as he foughtin battle. He attached himself to 
his client and his cause with a loyalty that knew no shadow of turn- 
ing. He threw his whole soul into the case on trial. While never a 
bookish lawyer or a close student of the law he had a mind that grasped 
the legal situation with power and the staying, fighting quality that 
wins controversies. 

He was a powertul advocate, armed with eloquence so enchanting 
that jurors became his captives. Men will speak for many years of his 
courageous defense in the celebrated Olive murder case. For the thirty 
days of the trial in that outraged and indignant frontier community 
the lives of the accused murderers were kept in their bodiesand Judge 
Lynch was held at bay only by the matchless bravery of their counsel, 
James Laird. 

An eminent man, who now ornaments the bench in Nebraska, says 
of his speech to the jury in the Olive case: 

It is unsu in the cow of its conceptions, in the boldness of its out- 
line, and in the height of its sublime, forceful, and impassioned declamation. 

The same jurist, writing to me a short time ago, sums up his char- 
acteristics as a lawyer in the following forceful words: 


Whether in the court-room or in the convention the contest on Laird's part 
was one of chivalry. A military atmosphere surrounded it. There was the 
waving of plumes and banners and flags and the charge of cavalry interspersed 

th music, 


He abandoned no cause when it lacked numbera, he deserted no friend in 
the minority, he feared no opposition when he believed himself right, and he 
espoused no cause that he believed unjust, 

He won the respect and admiration of his professional brethren by 
the open fairness of his contests. Giving sturdy blows he asked no 
quarter. Chicane and finesse were weapons he did not know how to 
use. His manliness, boldness, and fairness not only won clients, but 
commanded the respect of adversaries, the confidence of judges, and 
the admiration of the public. Had he lived and continued the prac- 
tice of law he would have become one of the leaders of the Western 


bar. 

In 1875 we sat together as members of the convention that framed 
the constitution of the State of Nebraska, which is to-day its supreme 
law. His services to the State in that body, composed of the best ma- 
terial in the Commonwealth, were most important. He took front rank 
as adebater, bringing to the performance of his duties industrious re- 
search and much originality. 

Major Laird was an earnest Republican, possessed of a loyalty and 
sense of fealty that permitted no departure from the doctrines of that 
party or disbelief in its leading tenets. 

On the stump he was a mighty power, and the people of Western 
Nebraska will speak for many years of the music of his voice and the 
persuasive force of his oratory. 

After the apportionment based upon the census of 1880, when Ne- 
braska was divided into three districts, Major Laird was nominated by 
the Republicans of the Second district as Kepresentative to the Forty- 
eighth Congress. This canvass was one of great vigor and force, and 
he was elected by a good majority. He was elected to the Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses, and every time he went before the 
people of his district bearing the standard of his party he increased his 
majority. 

His Congressional career was signally brilliant, being characterized 
by that fearlessness that was his leading trait aud marked by an ability 
that won for him friends on both sides of the aisle of political division. 
He was an active member of the Committees on Military Affairs and 
Pensions and was tireless and constant in his efforts for his comrades. 
No ex-soldier ever appealed to him in vain. and his generous nature 
could refuse nothing to the suffering or dependent. 

He lived so close to his constituents that he felt the warmest sym- 
pathy for and was devoted to the interests of the frontier settlers who, 
with such infinite labor and such terrible sacrifice, were carving out the 
great empire of the West. His appeal to Congress to do justice to the 
se tlers on the Knevals lands, who, holding patents from the Govern- 
ment, were Bret to be driven from their homes, sounds like a trumpet 
call. He said: 


It is difficult for a man having a face-to-face knowledge of the cireumstances 
surrounding these settlers to speak with that temperance that befits the lan- 
guage of judgment when discussing the wrongs perpetrated on these people 
now about to be dragged from their homes, after having been haras-ed and 
impoverished by years of fruitless litigation,in which they have been driven 
from court to court in the name of “justice.” 

Ts there no voice thit pleads his cause who bravely holds his way along the 
front of civilization, laying deep and strong the foundations of a mighty State? 
From the toil and strife of these men sprang Kansas and Nebraska, the first 
anti-slavery States, even as in the olden time sprang the avenging Marius from 
the “dust and ashes,” * * + 

Mr. Speaker, these men are my constituents; they are more, they are my 
neighbors; they are still more, they are my comrades, for in the heroic days 
nearly nine-tenths of them were Union soldiers, This will not prejudice their 
caure with you, men of the South, for you were brave and must just and 
generous, 


In the Forty-ninth Congress he made another heroic and at last a 
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successful effort on behalf of those settlers, going to the House on his 
pela suffering from a severe accident from which he never fully re- 
cove 

One of his most notable contests, the conduct of which endeared him 
to the West, was his attack upon the methods of the General Land 
Office during the last Administration. He repudiated in a vigorous 
manner the charge that a great majority of the entries of the public 
lands were fraudulent and that the great West was made up of land 
thieves and perjurers, and was bitter in his denunciation of the out- 
Tageous spy system that became in so many instances merely a method 
of levying blackmail. 

His leading traits were courage and loyalty, and both were fully ex- 
emplified in his action in the celebrated Fitz-John Porter case. He had 
served with General Porter in his youth, and, fortunately, perhaps, was 
absent, wounded, at the time of the battle when his general played the 
role of a spectator, and not that of a participant. His constituency, 
almost toa man, condemned the effort to restore the displaced com- 
mander to the army list, but Laird had a boyish enthusiasm jor the 
chief who led him first into battle and espoused his cause with a de- 
votion so true and a bravery so marked that criticism upon his course 
was almost disarmed. Before he made his speech upon the Porter re- 
lief bill many threatened him with political extinction if he continued 
to stand by the bill. His reply wasso admirable that I can not refrain 
from quoting it: 

Let me remark to the gentlemen who seek to bring the menace of future pun- 
ishment to bear upon the discharge of present duty that if I knew this act of 
mine would end my bodily existence, as you say it may end my official one, 
then still would I do it, and I would thank God that my oaiiy to my country, 
as I understand her honor, that my loyalty tomy general, as I understand m 
duty, that my loyalty to the truth, Fe § know it to be, was strong enough to! 
my conduct above the possibility of the ignominious charge to come from 
cowardly considerations affecting my life or future condition. 

The threatened punishment never came to him. While his constit- 
uents condemned his vote they admired and applauded the courage of 
his words and his affectionate fealty to his old commander. 

There was a depth in the nature of James Laird sounded only by a 
few intimates. He was not one to say: 

I will wear my heart upon my sleeve 

For daws to peck at; 
and yet to those who had his fullest confidence he would show that 
under the somewhat rugged exterior there was a love of the beautiful 
in nature and art that led to gentle deeds, 

The same prompting that taught him with deft fingers to arrange 
the flowers he loved into beautiful and attractive forms led him to cull 
out the most tender and delicate of the poets for the enjoyment of 
himself and his chosen intimates, He had exquisite sensibilities of 
which the many knew nothiny. 

To me there is something pitiful in the loneliness of the last few 
years of his short life. He had no near relative living at the time of 
his death. He was the last of his race. The father, the strong preacher, 
died in his youth. His two older brothers were killed on the field of 
honor near his side in the early days of the war. His younger brother 
died of a distressing accident some years ago. There was leit to him 
no kin save the dear old Scotch mother, to whom her boy Jamie” 
was all in all. ; - 

How fondly he cherished her. She made her home with him and. 
desolation entered the door when her form was carried through it to 
the lone couch of her everlasting sleep. After her death he seldom 
spoke of her, but when he did it was with a wealth ot rich devotion to 
her memory. 

But the reunion has come to them, and to him, as I believe, full rec- 
ompense for the losses and deprivations of this transitory life. The 
gain is his, the loss is ours, 

His community mourns for a good citizen departed; his State laments 
for an efficient servant lost; I sorrow for the taking away of a true- 
hearted, self-sacrificing friend. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, death must everremain to unaided 
mortal perception a deep and unsolvable problem. Neither the unin- 
spired musings of the ages nor the discoveries of science have been able 
to pierce the clouds which shroud the hereafter or lift the veil behind 
which humanity must pass. We know only that weare, that we shall 
soon cease to be, and that the mystery of existence is scarcely less pro- 
found than that of its extinction. We witness with tearful eyes and 
lips trembling with inexpressible affection a transition whose course 
we can not follow, and gaze with strained vision upon the beginning 
of a journey whose bourne we can not predicate. Upon the last scene 
of the drama of a life rich in the associations of cherished friendships 
and in the sacred ties of family and home, the curtain falls, the lights 
are extinguished, and we are left alone in the gloom and darkness of 
death. 

That “the young may die; the old must die“ is a truism. In the 
case of the aged, nature moves slowly in preparing us for the inevita- 
bleehange. The whitening hairs, the furrows which time draws in the 
ground of experience, the halting step, the failing vision—all prefigure 
the fate we dread, yet look upon.“ 

Hence, when an aged man, decorated with the bright glories of an 
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honorable and useful life, the natural fruitage of a character strength- 
ened and purified by the trials which chasten and the successes which 
renew confidence and hope, passes away, we recognize the synonym of 
nature. ‘ 

But when a young man, rich in all manly graces, full panoplied for 
the battle of life, whose brilliant achievements even before the skir- 
mish line is passed presage a triumphal march to the front in human 
affairs, is stricken by the angel of death, the questioning spirit arises 
and will not down. 

“Life takes an atom and grows it to a world,’’ albeit we know 
that in the fullness of its time decay and death shall surely come. 

Life takes a child trom obscurity and ws him to place of 
primacy among his fellows. But why, in the vigor of young manhood, 
with the harvest all unripe, he is cut down forever we can not know. 
We may believe that for him death is the larger gain, not loss and 
oblivion,” and in this reflection we may find some assungement of our 
grief. But who can measure the loss to the sum of the world’s forces, 
the world’s activities, the world’s store of manhood, when such a man 
dies ? 

Such as this was he for whom to-day we mourn, and such the loss 
sustained in his early death. . 

Sprung from sturdy Scotch stock, those sterling characteristics which 
distinguished the men of the north were Mr. Laird’s by inheritance. 
His earlier lite had been one of those hard struggles against adverse 
circumstances whose stern discipline has made our country splendid 
with heroic achievements. Into the brief period allotted for his activ- 
ities he had crowded the experiences of the volunteer soldier, the in- 
trepid party leader, and the trusted publicservant. And yet those who 
knew him best believed that hisstrength had only partially developed, 
and that in the growing maturity of his powers lay the promise of a 
future harvest of great usefulness and renown. 

When the call to arms was sounded for the defense of the imperiled 
Union the ardent nature of young Laird could not be long restrained, 
and while yet a mere boy he was found in the Army of the Potomac 
bravely fighting for his country. He endured the hardships of a sol- 
dier’s life, performing his full and equal duty alongside his older and 
stronger comrades, until the close of the war. 

He was with that valiant host through victory and defeat on the 
banks of the now peaceful river from which it took its name, in the 
swampsof the Chickahominy, on the bloody fields of Manassas and An- 
tietam, and in the trenches before Richmond. Following its standard, 
he carried the musket of a private soldier and esteemed it adecoration 
more to be valued than the baton of authority in the official household 
of an emperor, y 

Mr. Laird’s service in the Army, covering nearly the entire period 
of tho war, made him always afterwards a zealous, diligent, and use- 
ful advocate of the righteous claims of the Union’s defenders. To 
them his heart went out and his actions gave expression to his im- 
pulses. The feeling of comradeship which thrilled him in the stern 
struggle for the nation’s unity was not merely a mouthing sentiment, 
useful for the hustings and useless in the field of practical effort for 
the relief and betterment of the nation’s defenders. He felt that they 
were bone of his bone and flesh of his flesh, his brothers all, and en- 
titled to his love, his sympathy, and his assistance. And this they 
never failed to receive in fullest measure. 

Leaving the Army Mr. Laird spent several years in preparing himself 
for his chosen profession, the Jaw. Soon after his graduation at the 
University of Michigan, in 1871, he removed to the young State of Ne- 
braska and entered upon active practice. He soon fought his way to the 
foremost rank in his profession. He was aggressive, vigilant, untiring. 
To the court he stated a legal proposition with singular precision and 
force, He marshaled his facts with such skill as almost to carry con- 
viction without proof. He was masterful in analysis and generaliza- 
tion. As an advocate before a jury he was almost irresistible. He 
seemed at times the very incarnation of eloguence. His voice was a 
virile but soulful human nature set to music. 

Mr. Laird entered legislative life as a member of the 8 
and was re-elected to the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty- Con- 
p He was the first Representative from the Second district ot 

ebraska and died in its service. During most of his ey karrera 
career his was the largest and most populous district in the State. 
How manifold, laborious, and enacting his duties were none but a Con- 

an from a new State can understand. 

His was the section which first felt the impact of the mighty stream 
of immigration which during the past decade and a half has peopled 
our State with an intelligent, industrious, and thrifty constituency. 
New England and the Middle States, uniting with the great Missis- 
sippi Valley, sent their sturdiest sons and daughters to lay the founda- 
tions and rear the superstructure of the new Commonwealth. At- 
tracted by our generous land laws and drawn by the richness of the 
unvexed prairies, the ambitious tenantry of Europe swelled the flood 
of homeseekers, and added the frugality and industry of their native 
lands to the elements already engaged in transforming the desert into 


a en. 
Wan few cities, but with numerous thriving towns and hamlets, Mr. 
Laird’s district was essentially agricultural. The school-huuse, the 


church, and the newspaper, those three great educational factors of our 
Nie ban, were found in almost every community. It was indeed a 
high honor to represent such a constituency, and my deceased friend 
felt it to be such. His Congressional career was characterized by the 
most faithful, industrious, and conscientious ormance of duty. 
The calls upon his personal attention were exhaustive of time and 
strength. Countless appeals to sympathetic effort to remedy wrongs 
done by delayed justice came to him. But he never complained under 
necessary burdens. In committee he was efficient and persistent. On 
the floor of the Honse he was always vigilant, and brought the trained 
mind of a lawyer to the investigation and discussion of the questions 
presented. He was ready in debate and fertile in expedients. He was 
a born combatant. He gloried in the clash of arms and was always 
happiest in the storm and stress of conflict. His courage rose with 
opposition and his resources were at best command when the din of bat- 
tle was loudest and the cheering of his adversaries was strongest, 

He asked no quarter. He fought for victory and ex to win it. 
But he was a manly antagonist, He was one who never turned his 
back, but marched breast forward.“ He dealt his blows in the light 
of day full at the guarded front of opposition. The world admires a 
manly man. It has never refused its meed of praise to the man with 
convictions, and the courage to maintain and defend them whenever 
and however assaulted. Popular opinion, all powerful in its final in- 
fluence, may for the time, while swayed by prejudice, withhold its 
approbation, but it never fails to crown the man of purpose and of cour- 


age. 
Mr. Laird had frequent occasion to brave unpopularity for what he 
considered his duty. Almost alone, among his political i he 
stood for what he believed to be justice to his old comrade, Fitz-John 
Porter. The clamor of the press of his State and section did not swerve 
him; the urgent remonstrances of friends did not deter him for a mo- 
ment from his purpose. His voice was heard and his vote was given 
for the redress ot what he believed a grievous wrong to a commander 
and friend whom he honored and 8 

To Mr, Laird friendship was a sacred word. He made a shrine for 
it in his heart and sacrificed at its altar. It was at once a mantle to 
adorn excellence and to conceal frailty. With his colleagues he was 
courteous and considerate. His word stood like an immovable rock. 
His promise once given was never qualified or recalled. He was al- 
ways ready to assume responsibility for his actions and scorned to 
hide behind an excuse born of expediency. Honest, honorable, and 
straightforward, he impressed his individuality upon others by the 
very force of these characteristics. i 

Mr. Laird had bis faults; so have we all; but no man was ever freer 
from charlatanism and hypocrisy and no one Bind pr pee a more 
thorough detestation for the Chadbands and P. of society than 
this frank, sincere, able friend of ours. 

Mr. President, many hearts have been left much poorer by the death 
of James Laird. He will not soon be forgotten in the home of his 
adoption. That brave, manly nature will long be cherished 
in the memory of the multitude of friends in Nebraska who honored 
and loved him before all others. 

The charm of his ity will not be lost. The record of his 
work will be for him an ever-enduring monument. He will need none 
other. Even unto the remotest generation, in that beautiful country 
which he helped to transform from a wilderness, ‘‘ where the arts of 
peace were unknown,” into a great Commonwealth, surrounded by 
all that adorns and embellishes civilized life,’’ the memory of his great 
service shall be borne undimmed by time, to be enshrined evermore, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tions offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Max DERSOx]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at 4 o’clock and 
38 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, Sep- 
tember 19, 1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, September 18, 1890. 


1 House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings to be read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I suggest that we ought to have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that no quorum is pres- 
ent, and there ought to be a quorum fof the transaction of business. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman suggests that there is no quorum 
present the Chair will, of course, count to ascertain. [After a count.] 
There is not a quorum present. [A pause of abont filteen minutes, 
during which the Speaker directed the doorkeepers to notify members 
in the lobby that a quorum was desired in the House.] The Clerk 
will now proceed with the reading of the Journal, a quorum being 


present. 


Mr. OR RALI. Vo I understand the Speaker to annonnce that 


there is a quorum present? 

TheSPEAKER. ‘There are 168 present. 

Mr. O'FERRHALL. 
a quorum is present? 

The SPEAKER. There are 168 members present. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I have this to say: I do not question the state- 
ment of the Speakerat all; but I think there are 50 members who will 
swear that there are not that number here. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemen will not swear, because there is no 
opportunity under the rules fa of the House. [Laughter.] 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was then read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Me O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I object, and call for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 10. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER (after having counted the House). One hundred 
and thirty members present. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ycas 134, nays 0, not vot- 
ing 191; as follows: 


The Clerk will proceed. 
I ask whether the Speaker has announced that 


YEAS—134. 
De Lano, Lehlbach, Rife, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lind, Rockwell, 
Andrew, Dolliver, Lodge, Rowell 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dunnell, McCarthy, Sanfo: 
Baker, Evans, McCormick, Sawyer, 
Banks, Farquhar, Scranton. 
Bartine, Featherston, MeDutfiie, Scull, 
Bayne, ick, McKinley Sherman 
Beckwith, Frank, cRae, Smith, III. 
Belden, Funston, Miles, Smith, W. Va. 
lknap, Gear, Moffitt, myser, 
Bliss, More: Spooner, 
Boothman, Grosvenor, Morrill Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Grout, A, Stewart, Tex 
Bowden, 1, Mudd, Stock bridge, 
Brewer, 3 Niedringhaus, Struble, 
us, Harmer, Vute, Taylor, E. B. 
Burrows. Haugen, "Donnell, lor, J. D. 
Burton, Henderson, III. O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Caldw Henderson, Iowa Osborne, Thomas, 
Candler, Hermann, Owen, Ind Townsend, Colo, 
Cannon, Hill, rrett, Turner, Kans. 
Casw: Hitt, Payne, Vandever, 
Cheadle, Holman Payson, Van Schaick, 
Clatk, Wis. Hopkins, Penington, Waddill, 
ell, ouk, Perkins, Walker, 
Coleman, Kelley, Pickler, Wallace, Mass, 
A Kennedy, ost. 8 
Conger, Kerr, Iowa Pugsley, Wheeler, Mich, 
ig, y, Quackenbush, ickham, 
Culbertson, Pa. v. nes, Williams, Ohio 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Randall, right. 
zell, Lansing, „Iowa 
Darlington, Laws, Reilly, 
NAYS—). 
NOT VOTING—191. 
Abbott, Chipman, Gifford, Mills, 
Alderson, Clancys, Goodnight, Montgomery, 
Allen, Miss. Clarke, Ala. Greenhalge, Moore, N. H. 
Anderson, Kaus. Clements, rimes, Moore, Tex, 
Anderson, Miss. Clunie, Hare, Morgan, 
Arnold, bb, Hatch, 
Atkinson, Pa Connell, Hayes, — 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ind. Haynes, Norton, t 
Barnes, r, Ohio Heard, Oates, 
3 2 ran. — — I, K O'Ferrall, 8 
rgen, vert, enderson, N. Neall, Ind. 
Biggs. Cowles Herbert, O'Neil, Mass. 
Bingham, Crain, Hooker, Outhwaite, 
Blanchard, r Kerr, Pa, Owens, Ohio 
Bland, Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, Paynter, 
Blount, ings, Kilgore, Peel, 
Boatner, n. Perry, 
Breckinridge, Davidson, Laidlaw, Peters, 
Brickner, De Haven, e, Phelan, 
Brookshire, Dibble, Lanham, Pierce, 

3 Dickerson, Lawler, Price, 
Brown, J. B. Dockery, 5 Quinn, 
Browne, T.M. Dorsey, Lester, Ga. y. 

Browne, Va. Dunphy, Va Reybarn, 
Brunner, munds, Lewis, Richardson, 
Buchanan, N. J. Elliott, er, rtson, 
Buchanan, Va. Ellis, Maish, rs, 
Enloe, Mansur, Rowland, 
Bullock, 4 Martin, Ind. usk, 
Bunn, Finley, Martin, Tex Russell, 
Butterworth, itch, Mason, Sayers, 
Bynum, Fithian, McAdoo, Seney, 
Campbell lood, McClammy, Shively, 
Candler, Ga. Flower, McClellan, m 
Carlton, orman, cComas, Skinner, 
Carter, Forney, McCord, ider, 
Caruth, Fowler, McKenna, Spinola, 
Catchings, „  MeMillin, 
Cheatham. Gibson, Milliken, ecker, 


Stewart, Ga. Taylor, III. Venable, cox, 
Stewart, Wade, Williams, III. 
Stivers, k Washington, Wilson, Ky. 
Stockdale, Townsend, Pa. 3 Wilson, Mo. 
Stone, Ky. 8 Whiting, Wilson, Wash. 
Stone, Mo. Tucker, Wh re, Wilson, W. Va. 
Stump, Turner, Ga. Wike, Yardiey, 
Sweney, Turner, N. Y. Wiley. Yoder. 
Tarsney, Vaux, eee 


No quorum voting. 
The following pairs were announced i the Clerk’s desk: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 
. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
. Lind with Mr. PIERCE. 
. MOORE, of New Hampshire, with Mr. CHIPMAN, 
. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of New York. 
„ LAIDLAW with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 
. DORSEY with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
. GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER. 
. KNAPP with Mr. ALDERSON. 
. Wixson, of Washington, with Mr. Srey 
Mr. WItson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. è 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
. MeCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 
. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. GIBSON. 
„ MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 
. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WIISoN, of Missouri. 
„ FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
. MCKENNA with Mr. Crcnte. 
. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. Toomas M. BROWNE with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. KetcHam with Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. STIVERS with Mr. ROGERS, 

Mr. CHEADLE with Mr. BROOKSHIRE, on all political questions ex- 
cept Langston and Venable contest case. 

Mr. De HAveN with Mr. Brads, on all political questions except 
bankruptcy and national-bank legislation. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. ANDREW, from September 
17 until Friday, 19th. 

On this vote: 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SKINNER. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. BRUNNER. 

Mr. REYBURN with Mr. ELLIS. ‘ 

Mr. Morse with Mr. DARGAN, 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. GRIES. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. TILLMAN., 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. SPINOLA. 

For this day: 

Mr. Jason B. Brown with Mr. DUNPHY. 

- Mr. CARTER with Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I heard the announcement of a pair 
between myself and my colleague [Mr. BROOKSHIRE]. There is aspe- 
cial exception in that pair as to the Langston case. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr, HAUGEN. Is there a quorum present, Mr. 3 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum recorded 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O°’ FERRALL demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 1. 

Accordingly a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed t. answer to their names: 


Aldera Briese Chipman, Enla 
erson, okner, 1 
Allen, Mien. Brookshire, cy, art 
Allen, Miss. Brower, Clarke, Ala. Finley, 
Anderson, Kans. Brown, J. B. Clements, thian, 
Anderson, Miss. Browne, T. M. Clunie, 
Atkinson, Pa, Brunner, Connell wer, 
Banks, Ind. F 
es, V. Cothran, 8 
Bayne, Buckulew, Culberson, Tex. Fowler, 
= knap, aes Cutcheon, Gibson, 
rgen, unn, tgan, Gifford, 
Burrows, Davidson, Goodnight, 
Bingham, Butterworth, Dibble, Greemhalge, 
Ben Bynum, Diekerson, Grimes, 
Cam Dockery, Grows, 
Blount, Candler, Dorsey, H; 
er, Cariton, Dunphy. 
Boutelle, Carter, Edmu 
Caruth, Elliott, 


` 
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Heard McClamm Reyburn, m 
Hemphill, McCord, a n, Tillman, 
Henderson, III. McCormick, Robertson, Townsend, Pa. 
Henderson, N. C. Mekennm, Rogers. Y, 
Herbert, MeMillin, Rowland, er, 
Holman, Milliken, ey, 
Kerr, Pa, aua foirar, Tarass: N. Y. 
etcham, ontgom monds, enable, 
PDs Moore N. E. Skinner, Waddill, 
— W. one. Tex. pren Tado NY. 
ne, organ, ino ace, A 
Ianham, O’Ferrall, Sprin Washin 
Lawler, O’Neall, Ind. Stahlnecker, Wheeler, Ala. 
x Outhwaite, Stewart, Ga. Whiting, 
Lester, Ga, Owens, Ohio Stewart, Vt. Whitthorne, 
Lester, Va. Paynter, Stivers, Wike, 
Lind, eel, Stockdale, Willcox, 
e Stone, Ky. Williams, III. 
Peters, Stone, Mo. Wilson, Ky. 
Martin, Ind. Phelan, Stump, Wilson, Mo. 
Martin, Tex, Pierce, Sweney, Wilson, Wash. 
Mason, Post, ‘Taraney, Wright, 
McAdoo, Eay, Taylor, III. Yoder. 


Daring the roll-call the following members appeared at the Clerk’s 
desk and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. BOATNER, Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. BAYNE, Mr. CoTHRAN, Mr. 
DIBBLE, Mr. HERBERT, Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. BLISS, Mr. BURROWS, 
Mr. HoUK, Mr. ALLEN of Michigan, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, Mr. 
O’FERRALL, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. LESTER of Virginia, Mr. CLEMENTS, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. LIND, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Post, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. 
WALLACE of New York, Mr. WADDILL, Mr. BREWER, Mr. JASON 
B. Brown, Mr. OWENS of Ohio. 

Some time subsequently the following members appeared at the 
Clerk’s desk and had their names recorded under the rule: 

Mr. SIMoNs, Mr, CARTER, Mr. WADE, Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. TAYLOR 
of Illinois, Mr. THOMPSON, 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk reports 178 members preseni—a quorum. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I under- 
stand that a call of the House was ordered. The House is now in the 
call, and I make the point that there are only two motions in order 
when the House is in a call—either to adjourn or to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. I understand the Speaker directed 
the Clerk to call the roll on the motion to approve the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. It can be done without objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course; I object. It is unprecedented. Such 
a suggestion has never been made in the history of Congress, 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The SPEAKER, It is time such a suggestion was made. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. That is the judgment of the Chair; but the trouble is 
the Chair is not the master of this House, but the servant of the House, 
and must obey its orders. [Applause on the Democratic side, and cries 
of “‘ Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia need not recom- 


mence. 

Mr, CRISP. Recommence! The gentleman will respond that he will 
insist on his rights, and see that no tyrant takes them away from him. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ROWELL. I make the point of order that the remarks of the 
gentleman from Georgia are out of order. 

Mr. CRISP. They are no more so than the remarks of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will resume his 
seat. 

- Mr. CRISP. Why, of course, he will; but he will riseand resentand 
reply to any improper intimation from the Chair or anywhere else. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

TheSPEAKER, The question is on dispensing with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. i 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 142, noes 20. 

Mr, O'FERRALL. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

‘The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER (after counting), Thirty gentlemen have arisen in 
support of the demand ior the yeas and nays; not a sufficient num- 

T, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. The other side. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER, One hundred and thirty-three gentlemen have 
arisen in the negative; not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Mr. O’FERRALL., _ Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 1 make the point of order that it is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks for tellers. 

The question was taken; tellers were ordered, and Mr. O’FERRALL 
and Mr. HAUGEN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellersreported—ayes 49, noes 115. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 38, not vot- 
ing 153; as follows: 2 8 


YEAS—134. 
Dalzell, Lehlbach, Russell, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Sanford, 
rnol De Mason, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dingley, McComas, Scranton, 
er, Doiliver, McCormick, Scull, 
Banks, Dunnell, McDuffie, Sherman, 
Bartine, uhar, Simon: 
Bayne, Featherston, Miles, Smith, III. 
Beiden, Flick, oftt, Smith, W. Va. 
Belknap, k, 2 Sinyser, 
Bliss, Funston, Morrill, Spooner, 
Boothman, 5 Morrow, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, 5 Morse. Stock bridge, 
Bowden, Gifford, Mudd, Struble, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Nute, Taylor, E. B. 
Brosius, Grout, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D, 
Brown, J. B. Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Browne, Va. Hansbrough, Osborne, Thomas, è 
Burrows, Harmer, Owen, Ind. Townsend, Colo, 
Caldwell Haugen, Payne, Townsend, Pa, 
Candler, Nass. Henderson, III. Payson, Turner, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa Perkins, Vandever. 
Carter, Hermann, Pickler, Van Se! 
Cheadle, Hopki Pagal Walker” 
eadle, opkins, ey, er, 
Cheatham, Houk, Quackenbush, Wallace, 
Clark, Wis, Kelley, Raines, allace, N. V. 
Cogswell, Kennedy, ù, Wheeler, Mich. 
Coleman, Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wickham, 
Co Kinsey, Reed, Iowa Will Ohio 
Conger, Lacey, Reilly, Wilson, Wash, 
raig, La Follette, Rife, Wright. 
Culbertson, Pa. ng, Rockwell, 
Cutcheon, Laws, Rowell, 
NAYS—38. 
Rarwig, Fitch. McCreary, Quinn, 
Blanchard, Forney, MeMillin, Savers, 
Campbell, Geissenhainer, McRae, Shively, 
Clements, „Hare, Norton, Stewart. Tex. 
bb, Her i rner, 
Cothran, Holman, O Ferrall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Covert, Hooker, Owens, Ohio ley, 
Cowles, Lester, Va. rrett, Wilkinson. 
Crain, McCarthy, Peel, 
Cummings, McClellan, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—153. 
Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio Lane, Seney, 
Allen, Miss. Crisp, Lanham, Skinner, 
Anderson, Kans. Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Snider, 
Anderson, Miss. X Lee, Spinola, 
Andrew, Davidson, Lester, Ga, ringer, 
Atkinson, Pa. De Haven, Lewis, Stahinecker, 
Bankhead, Dibble. Lind, Stewart, 
Barnes, Dickerson, Magner, Stewart, Vt. 
Beckwith, Dockery, Maish, Stivers, 
Bergen, Do 5 Mansur, dale, 
Riggs, Dunphy Martin, Ind. Stone, Ky, 
Bingham, Edmun artin, Stone, Mo, 
Bland, Elliott, McAdoo, tump, 
Blount. Ellis, McClammy, Sweney, 
Boatner, Enloe, McCord, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Evans, McKenna, Taylor, in 
Brickner, Ewart, Milliken, Thompson, 
Browkshire, Finley, Milla, Tillman, 
Brower, Fithian, E v. 
Browne, T. M. Flood, Moore, N. Tucker, 
Brunner, Flower, Moore, Tex. Turner, N. X. 
Buchanan, N. J. Forman, Morgan, aux, 
Buchanan, Va. Fowler, Mutchler, Venable, 
Buckalew, Gibson, jedringhaus, Wade, 
Bullock, Goodnight, O’ Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Bunn, Greenhalge, Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Burton, Grimes, Outhw: Whitthorne, 
Butterworth, Paynter, Wike, 
Bynum, Hayes, Perry, Willcox, 
Candler, Ga. Haynes, Peters, Williams, III. 
Carlton, Heard, Wilson, Ky. 
Caruth, Hemphill, Pierce, Wilson, Mo. 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Price. Wilson, W. Va. 
Chipman, Hitt. Reyburn, Yardley, 
Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Richardson, Yoder. 
Clarke, Ala, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Clunie, Kilgore, Rogers, 
Connell Knapp, Rowland, 


So all further proceedings under the call of the House were dispensed 
with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. CoGSwELL with Mr, O'NEIL, of Massachusetts, for the rest of 
the day. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 134, the nays 38. 
All further proceedings under the call are dispensed with, and the Clerk 
will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken on the approval of the Journal; and there 
were—yeas 152, nays 5, not voting 168; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 
Saame Banks, Boothm. Caldwell 
Allen, Mich. Bartine, Boutelle, Campbell, 
Anderson, Kans, yne, Bowden, Candler, Mass. 
Andrew, Beckwith, Brewer, Cannon, 
Arnold, d Brosius, Carter, 
Atkinson, Pa. Belknap, Browne, Va. Caswell, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Bergen, Burrows, Cheadle, 
Baker, Bliss, Burton, Ch: 
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Niedringhaus, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 10, not vot- 
a ell, ing 180; as follows: 
O'Neill. Pa. 
a 
mas, 
teh è McCormick, Sawyer, 
Dalzell, Kerr, lowa Payson, Stockbridge, Atkinson, W. Va. innell, McDuffie, Scranton, 
Darlington, Kinsey, Penington, Struble, Baker, vans, McKinley, Seull, 

e Lano, Perkins, Taylor, E. B. Banks, — iles, Sherman, 
Dingley, La Follette, Pickler, Taylor, J. D. Bartine, Featherston, Moffitt, en 
Dolliver, Dg, 3 Taylor, Bayne, Flick, aore ith, III. 
Dunnell, Laws, ley, Thomas, Beck with, Frank, Morrill, Smith, W. Va. 
Evans, Lehibach, uackenbush, Thompson, Belden, Gear, Morrow, Smyser, 

Lodge, uinn, Townsend, Colo, Belknap, jest, Morse, — — 
Flick, Mason, ines, Townsend, Pa, Bergen, Gifford, Mudd, phenson, 
Frank, McCom Randall, Turner, Kans, Bingham, Grosvenor, « Niedringhaus, Stivers, 
Funston, McCormick, Ray Vandever, Blies, Grout, Nute, Struble, 

ear, McCreary, Reed, Iowa Van Schaick, Boothman Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, E. B. 

est, McDuftie, Reyburn, Vaux Boutelle, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Gifford McKinley, Rife. Waddill, Bowden, Harmer, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn 
Grosvenor, McRae, Rock well, Walker, Brewer, Haugen, Owen, Ind Thomas, 
Grout, Miles, Rowell Wallace, Mass, Brosius, Henderson, III. Payne, Thompson, 
Hall, Moffitt, Russell, Pranas N. oe Browne, Va. EON Iowa 3 — eee 2 

ford. A urrows, ermann, Tkins, ‘ownsend, . 
—— Marori — Wickham Burton, Hit Pickler, er, 
Heard, Morrow, Scranton, Williams, Ohio Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Post, Vandever, 
Henderson, III. Morse, Scull, ilson, Wash. Cannon, ouk, Pugsley, an 
Henderson, Iowa Modd, Sherman, Wright. Caswell, Kelley, nacken! Walker, 
Cheatham, Kennedy, — Wallace, Mass, 
BRE Copter 5 . — 5 Wheeler Ach. 
well, nsey, y, t, 
Olarke, Ala. Hooker, McCarthy, McClellan. Coleman, y, Reed, Iowa ickham, 
Enloe, è mstock, La Follette, Reyburn, Williams, Ohio 
NOT VOTING—168. Conger, Lansing, = x yo, Wash, 
r aig, aws, well, k 
— Gals, E eae Culbertson, Pa. Lehibach, Cutcheon, z 
Alien, Miss, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, Rowland, NAYS—10. 
Anderson Mias, Cussmings, Lawler, era Crisp, A 8 ee. Shively. 
„ . „ ` ceCreary, enington, 
Barnes, ieee dson, 2 * aer Holman, O'Ferrall, Reilly. 
w aven, Lester, . F 3 
Dana? Dibble, Lewis, Snider, NOT VOTING—180. 
Bingham, Dickerson, Lind, Spinola, Abbott, Cotbran, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Blanchard, Dockery, Magner, Springer, Alderson, Covert, Knapp, Rogers, 
B) 8 Dorsey, Maish, StahInecker, Allen, Mies. Cowles, Laidlaw, Rowland, 
Blount, Dunphy, Mansur, Stewart, Anderson, Miss. 5 Rusk, 
Boatner, Edmun Martin, ‘Ind. Stewart, Tex, Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Lanham, 
Breckinridge, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Vt. Arnold, Cummings, Tawler, Seney, 
Brickner, Ellis, McAdoo, dale, Bankhead, 5 3 Skinner, 
Brookshire, Ewart, McClammy, Stone, Ky. Barnes, Davidson, Lester, Ga. ider, 
adn S roma al Moora, 5 — Mo. 2 = sores, Got Va. — 
wn, e; cKenna, ump, * w : n; 
Browna. T. M. ien, MeMillin, Sweney, Blanchard, Dickerson, Lind, Btahiuecker, 
Brunner, Fithian, Milliken, Bland, Dingley, Magner, Stewart, Ga. 
Buchanan, N. J. Flood, Mils, Taylor, III. Blount, Dockery, M > Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Va, Flower, 1 Tillman, Boatner, Dorsey, Mansur, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew, Forman, Moore, N, H. Y, Breckinridge, Dunphy, Martin, Ind Stockhridge, 
Bullock, Forney, Moore, Tex Tucker, Brickner, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Stockdale, 
Bunn, Fowler, Morgan, Turner, Ga. Brookshire, Elliott, McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Matchler, Turner, N. Y. Brower, Ellis, tone, Mo. 
Bynum, Gibson, Norton, Venable, Brown, J.B. Euloe, McClammy Stamp, 
Candler, Ga, Goodnight, Oates, ade, Browne, T. M. Ewart, rd, Sweney, 
Carlton, Greenhalge, O'Ferrall, Washington, Brunner, Finley, McKenna, 
Caruth, Grimes, O’Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. Buchanan, N.J. Fitch, MeMillin, Taylor, In. 
Catchings, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, Buchanan, Va. Fithian, McRa man, 
Chipman, are, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, Buckalew, ood, Milliken, vy, 
Clancy, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Wike, Bullock, Flower, ills, Tucker, 
Clements, Hayes, Paynter, Wiley, Bunn, Forman, Montgomery, Turner, 
Clunie, Haynes, Peel, Wilkinson, Butterworth, Forney, Moore, NH Turner, N. Y. 
Cobb, Hemphill, Perry, Wilicox, Bynum, Fowler, Moore, Tex. aux 
ell, Henderson, N. C. Peters, Williams, III. Caldwell, Funston, Morgan, Venable, 
Connell, Herbert, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. Campbell, issenhainer, Mutchler, Waddi 
per, Ind, Kerr, Pa. Pierce ilson, Mo. Candler, Ga. Gibson, Norton, Wad 
Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Price, Wilson, W, Va. Carlton, Goodnight, Oates, Washington, 
thran, Kilgore, Reilly, Yardley, Carter, reenhalge, O' Neall, Ind. Wheeler, 
Cowles, app, Richardson, Yoder. Coruth. Grimes, O'Neil, Maas, —— 
242 2 t ngs, A N 
The following additional pairs were announced: Cheadle Hatch, Owens Ono. Kae 
Mr. SWENEY with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, until further notice. Chipman, Hayes, Paynter, Wiley, 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. ROGEBS, until farther notice. 898 aia: paren tony Witte 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of the mem- | Clements, Hemphill Peters, Williams, III. 
bers noted as present and not voting. lante; Hen erson, N. C. Phelan; Ld Ey. 
The Clerk read as follows: . erbert, erce, son, Mo. 
Connell, Hooker, Price, Wilson, W. Va. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. COOPER of Ohio, Mr. Corunax, Mr. Crisp, Mr. De Ha- Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Quinn, Yardley, 

ven, Mr. HARE, Mr, HEMPHILL, Mr, HERBERT, Mr. Lixp, Mr. McKenna, Mr, | Cooper, Ohio Ketcham, Richardson, Yoder. 


Oates, Mr. O'PERRALL, Mr, REILLY, Mr, TAYLOR of Ilinois, Mr. WADE, Mr. 
WILEY, and the SPEAKER. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 153 and the nays 
are 5; and the Journal is approved. y 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose the contested-election case 
of Langston ts. Venable is now before the House, and in pursuance of 
the notice which I gave yesterday, that I would move the previous 
question at 2 o’clock to-day, I now make that motion. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. SNIDER with Mr. WHITING, until farther notice. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 135 and the nays are í 
10; no quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Iask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 1. So a call of 
the House was ordered. The Clerk called the roll; and the following- 
named members failed to answer: 


seemed to have jt. Abbott, Barwig, Boatner, Buchanan, N. J 
Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. 23 Ba ‘saat en —— Va. 
The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 13. ‘Anderson, Miss. Biggs, Brookshire, Rullock, ` 
Mr. ORERRALL. ` No quorum. Andrew, —— Townes — 
Mr. KERR, ot Iowa. I call tor the yeas and nays. : Br . 2 
The yeas and nays were ordered. — Blount, Bonen. 2 Campbell, 


-~ Candler, Mass. Martin, Tex. Snider, 
Carlton, Forman, McAdoo, — 
Caruth, Forney, y: nger, 

„ Catchings, Fowler, McClammy, Stahlneeker, 
Chipman, Geissenhainer, McCord, Stewart, Ga. 
Clancy, Gibson, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex, 

a Clarke, Ala Gifford, Milliken, pir arn ys: 
Clements, Goodnight, Mills, St x 
Clunie, Grecnhalge, Montgomery. Stone, Ky. 
Cobb, Grimes, Moore, N. H. Stone, Mo. 
Conne Hall, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Cooper, Ind. Hare. Morgan, Sweney, 
Cothran, Hatch Mutchler, Tarsney, 
Cowles Besos . Toye 

wles, aynes, 8 
n, Heard, O'Neal, Ind. Tucker, 
Onuiberson, Tex. Hemphill, O'Neil, Turner, Ga. 
ulbertson, Pa. Henderson, N.C. Outhwaite, Turner, Kans, 
Cum mings, Herbert, Owen, I Turner, N. V. 
Cutcheon, Hooker, Owens, Ohio. Vaux, 
n, Kerr, Pa. Paynter. Venable, 
Davidson, Ketcham, Peel, Wade, 
De Haven, Kilgore, Perry, Wallace, Mass. 
Dibble, Knapp, Peters, Wash 
—— j re es 2 8 Whiting’ 

* e, erce, + 
towed f Lanham, Whitthorne, 
Dunphy, Lansing, Quinn, Wike, 
Sienna Me mages 

0 * ison, cox, 
1 Lester, Ga Williams, III. 
Enloe, Lester, Va. Rowland, Wilson, Ky. 
wart, Lewis, k, Wilson, Mo, 
Featherston, Magner, Sanford, Wilson, W. Va. 
ley, bs Sayers, Yardley, 
itch, Mansur, Seney, Yoder. 


The following members reported at the desk and were noted as pres- 
ent, under the rule: 

Mr. BA XX E, Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. BAKER, Mr. GIFFORD, Mr. HALL, 
and Mr, LANSING. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 151 members present—not a 
quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly (at 3 o’clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


' SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 250) making an appropriation for the improvement of the 
road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 544) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Bar Harbor, in the State of Maine—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8. 2188) for marking the lines of battle and the positions of 
troops of the Army of Northern Virginia at Gettysburgh, Pa., and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2368) for the relief of James Grace—to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of to purchase 
Towusend's Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com- 
prising a collection of historical records concerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war’’—to the Committee on the Li- 


rary. 
A pill (S. 3515) to provide for the reappraisal and sale of the unsold 
3 of the grounds, and the buildings thereon, known as the Dear- 
rn Arsenal, in the State of Michigan to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
A bill (S. 3609) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner- 
and James M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner to the 
Exposition—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
? Joint resolution (S. R. 122) to print the eulogies on Hon. James B. 
; Beck—to the Committee on Printing. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission having charge 
of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblematic 
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 

> ington to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, to ex- 
5 ecute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
; the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890—to the 
Commitee on the Library. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WALKER: 


ment, or a recess, or to lay on table, ur to postpone, recom or to re- 
— consider, unless a ty of the members within the bar of the House rise to 
d Five members rise to object to such 


* 
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“Sxc,4}. When less than a quorum is present when the vote on any question 
begins, or during the vote, a motion for the call of the House shall then be first 
in order, and if a call of the House is then ordered and upon such call of the 


House a quorum is „the Speaker, upon the demand of any member, 
which is seconded by a majority of those voting upon a division upon that de- 
mand, shall to take the yote by yea S, 


nay upon the question — 
when the motion forthe call of the House was made and before the Houses 
dispense with further proceedings under the order for a call of the House; and 
any member who is in the Hall of the House at any time during the call of the 
House and who fails to vote when the yeas and nays are called under this rule, 
shall be, and is hereby, fined the sum of $10, which fine shall be deducted from 
the pay of the member fined, by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and the Speaker shall 
not entertain a motion for the change or remission of such fine; ” 


to the Committee on Rules. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and dis of as follows: 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House, which were sever- 
ally referred to the Gommittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops. (Report No, 3107.) 

A bill (H. R.6908) to amend the record of Fayette Adams, Company 
I, Thirty-seventh Illinois. (Report No. 3108.) 

Mr. SCULL, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 3275) for the relief of John William Cable, 
pompan by a report (No. 3109)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. A 

Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 
was referred the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested to transmitto the House 
of Representatives the final report of Hon. Archibald Campbell, commissioner 
on the part of the United States to carry into effect the first article of the treaty 
with Great Britain, of June 15, 1846, namely, the 3 and marking of the 
northwestern boundary between Canada and the United States, both land and 
water, and all special reports, maps, and documents accompanying the same; 
reported the same favorably; which, accompanied by a report (No.3110), 
was referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of 
Elias D. Thompson, accompanied by a report (No. 3111)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. z 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11972) for the relief of Montgomery Geiger, 
sorompamed by a report (No, 3112)—to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse, 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett. (Re- 
port No. 3113.) 

A bill (H. R. 11303) to pension Carroll Renfro. (Report No. 3114.) 

A bill (H. R. 10992) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Floyd. (Re- 
port No. 3115.) 

A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks. (Report No. 3116.) 

A bill (H. R. 7880) granting a pension to Mrs. G. W. Griffith. (Re- 
port No. 3117.) 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Elizabeth P. Satterfield. 
(Report No. 3118.) 

Mr. DE LANO also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the following bills of the House; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11329) to pension James Murphy (Report No. 3119) ; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees 
(Report No. 3120). 

Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge 
to Almon Wetmore, accompanied by a report (No. 3130)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and reterred as follows: 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 12086) to provide for the adjudica- 
tion and settlement of certain rights and claims of the Cheyenne and 
Arapaho tribes of Indians, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, FEATHERSTON: A bill (H. R. 12087) for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Newport, Ark,—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


— : 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. CLARK, of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12088) for the relief of 
Henry Kernaghan—to the Committee on Claims. 


r 
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By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12089) granting a pension to Lieut, 
George T. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12090) for the relief of A. K. Meek 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 12091) for the relief of John 
Hornick and Fred. T. Evans, of Sioux City, Iowa, and Richard Dunn, 
3 City, S. Dak.—to the Select Committee on Indian Depreda- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER, of Ohio: Petition of John Irvin, Company E, 
Sixty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, for correction of record—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., protesting against passage of House bill 595, to authorize 
the use of the north pier at Buftalo, N. Y., for commercial purposes— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Aiso, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., in 
favor of legislation to provide against recurrence of floods in the Mis- 
sissippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, September 19, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented a telegraphic memorial of the New York 
Cotton Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas City (Mo.) Post-Office 
Clerks’ Association, praying for the passage of the House bill 10086, 
granting postal clerks an annual vacation, etc.; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of C. Burton Phillips, of Georgia, 
praying to be reimbursed to the extent of $40,000 for materials taken 
from him by the Federal Army during the late civil war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of a considerable number of citi- 
zens of the Territory of Oklahoma, praying that an appropriation of 
$300,000 be made for the purpose of erecting school-houses in that 
Territory. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. i 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1426, 
of Imogene, Iowa, praying for the passage of House bill 5353, known 
as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

He also presented the petition of J. C. Merrill and 11 other citizens 
of Floyd County, Iowa, praying for the passage of a law prohibiting 
the importation of intoxicating liquor into the States and Territories 
contrary to the laws thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also ee the petition of Mahala Wood, of Leon, Iowa, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of McMillan Post, No. 463, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Baxter, Iowa, praying for the passage of Senate bill 
1094, granting service and disability pensions to ex-Union soldiers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Campbell and other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, praying that $100 a month be granted to Rob- 
ert N. Moore, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 27 citizens of Hazleton, Iowa, and a 
1 55 of 26 citizens of Lenox, Iowa, praying for the passage of House 

ill 8648, to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of food and 
drugs; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry..—-—= 

He also presented a petition of 23 citizens of New Hope Grange, Iowa; 
a petition of Timber City Farmers’ Alliance, of Iowa; a petition of the 
Defense Farmers’ Alliance, of Greene, Iowa; a petition of the Green 
Tree Farmers’ Alliance, of Davenport, Iowa; a petition of the Coon 
Creek Farmers’ Alliance, of Cedar ity, Iowa; a petition of Farmers’ 
Alliance, No, 1582, of Black Hawk County, Iowa; a petition of the Par- 
adise Farmers’ Alliance, of Crawford County, Iowa; a ition of the 
Hardin County (Iowa) Farmers’ Alliance; a petition of ers’ Alli- 
ance, No. 1653, of Long Grove, Iowa; a petition of the Walter Farmers’ 

* 


Alliance, No. 1441, of Farley, Iowa; a petition of the Honey Creek 
Farmers’ Alliance of Ladora, Iowa; a petition of the Washington 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1082, of Unionville, Iowa; a petition of citizens 
of North English, Iowa, and a petition of the Jefferson Townshi 
Farmers’ Alliance, of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Wood County, West Virginia, signed by A. A. Kellar, president, and 
Jos. H. Davis, secretary, praying for the of what is known as 
the pure-lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1531) forthe relief of the estate of John Erics- 
son, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands, I re- 
pr back adversely resolutions submitted by the senior Senator from 

orida [Mr. CALL]. The natural course and the ordinary course to 
be taken would be to indefinitely postpone the resolutions, but at the 
request of the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], I ask that 
they may be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO, I make that request because of the absence of my col- 
league [Mr. CALL], and not knowing what may be his further wish 
with reference to these resolutions. I have not committed myself in 
any way in favor of or against the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Resolution by Mr. CALL, January 8, 1890, in 
relation to the claim of Florida under the swamp-land grant. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. > 

Mr. DOLPH. There isanother resolution adversely reported which 
has Doh been announced. There were two resolutions reported ad- 
versely. x 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The other resolution will be 

The CHIEF CLERK. Resolution by Mr. CALL, December 4, 1889, 
directing the Committee on Public Lands to investigate the facts con- 
cerning alleged illegal and fraudulent conveyances of public lands in 
the State of Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VEST, irom the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at someaccessible point in the county of Benton, in the State 
of Missouri, reported it with amendments. 4 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Alta- 
maha’ River, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR (by request of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union) introduced a bill (S. 4410) to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of alcoholic liquors in the Territories, except for medical, scientific, 
and mechanical purposes, and to regulate the manufacture and sale 
thereof for such excepted purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. : 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4411) to authorize the Washington 
aud Western Railroad Company, of Virginia, to extend its line into and 
within the District of Columbia; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4412) for the relief of James L. 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ` r f 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S.4413) to restrict the smok- 
ing of cigarettes, cigars, and the use of tobacco by minors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Colulmbia. 

INCREASE OF SILVER MONEY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 124) providing for an immediate increase 
of silver money was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to have the joint 
resolution read at length? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is short, and I shall be glad to have it read. 

l Berd VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read at 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


Whereas it is claimed that the recent increase from $1 to $1.20 per ounce for 
silver bullion advanced the price of wheat, corn, cotton, and other American 
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; and 
parent that said decline is due to a want of sufficient money 
in circulation to ile American products, and to the late decline in the price 
of silver bullion, said to be induced largely by foreign and home capitalists com- 
bining to look up large amounts of money in banks, trast companies, and other 
moneyed institutions to control the price of silver bullion now in American 
markets, and thereby control the price of all other products of American indus- 


ba and 
hereas it is farther 1 5 8 that if silver bullion was restored to its true 

parity of value with gold bullion, and a reasonable amount of legal-tender paper 
money was added to the volume of currency, in connection with gold and sil- 
ver, prices for American farm products would be restored where they were when 
$60 per capita of Government paper obligations were in use as money, and that 
the business of the country, which depends entirely on the prosperity of its 
farmers, would revive and again become rous; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury is now buying large amounts of Gov- 
ernment bot, ds and paying out large amounts of money as interest on bonds 
one year before it is due for the acknowledged purpose of putting money in 
circulation to avoid a panic that might paralyze enterprise and thereby tend to 
bankrupt the country; and 

Whereas under such conditions Congress should use every timate effort 
not only to increase the volume of money, but to break down all combinations 
formed by speculators to control prices for American products, and especially 
ae . of rer bullion, which so largely influences prices for all other prod- 
ucts: Therefore, 


BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the Senator from 
Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie over, please, my colleague not being 
in the Chamber, retaining its place, if there be no objection, subject 
to call to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: If in order, I will ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolution which I offered on a 
previous day on the subject of the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr, HOAR. I thonght that went over until to-morrow at the re- 
quest of the Senator's colleague, 

Mr. PLUMB, Oh, I did not know. 

Mr. INGALLS, No; I suggested, on account of the absence of my 
colleague, that it might lie over, unless he came in. 

Mr. HOAR. All right; I do not care. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PLUMB on the 17th instant was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. $316) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
be recom mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions to so amend 
the same as to provide a system of voluntary bankruptcy only, and as thus 
— to again report the same to the Senate at the earliest practicable mo- 

en 
3 ox VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. HOAR. Thope the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will not 
think it his duty to press that resolution at the present time. The 
bill has been very carefully drawn and the voluntary system of bank- 
ruptey made as complete as it can be, so that a mere motion to strike 
out, when the bill comes up for consideration, the involuntary clauses 
will prestnt as perfect a system of voluntary bankruptcy alone as the 
committee could report if the bill were recommitted to them. The 
features are not inextricably mingled, or mingled at all in any way to 
make such a course a matter of inconvenience, 


If there is to be a discussion of the whole bankruptcy system I should” 


be obliged to take two or three hours, I suppose, of the time of the Sen- 
ate, and should do it gf much more length I presume. Like anybody 
who makes a speech on a subject heis generally full of when he has not 
devoted himself to compressing his ideas, I should probably take longer 
in debating the question now than I should do when I came with my 
matter compacted and prepared. 

I had not supposed lately that there was any possibility that this bill 
would come up at the present session of Congress. It is number 10 ona 
scheme of business which has been agreed to by the Republican caucus 
and communicated to the other side, and while they have not, I sup- 
pose, taken any formal action upon it, I understand it has been gener- 
ally acceptable to them, they expressing no disapprobation of it. That 
scheme involves quite a number of subjects which will fill up the time, 
as we have, besides, an agreement to devote an hour a day to the Cal- 
endar, and the disposition of all the pension cases, which will take at 


least one day more, and the conference report on the tariff bill will be 


dealt with when it comes in. Isupposethereis no impropriety in say- 
ing that I stated when itewas puton that list that I had it put there so 
that there might be no failure of fidelity to duty imputed to me, if 
there should happen to be any time left at this session, contrary to any- 
body’s expectation, and that it might be in shape to receive the respect 
that course would give it at the next session. 

It would be serious interference, I think, with the other matterson 
the Calendar to require a debate of the subject at this time. I suppose 
nobody will question, whatever his opinion may be on a bankruptcy 
scheme, that it is a subject which deserves a respectiul consideration 
on the part of the Senate, and a respectful denial of or assent to the 
desire of the business men and public bodies that have made their 
wishes known in former years and to some extent more recently. 

It is one of those subjects which have divided theopinion of the peo- 
ple from the foundation of the Government, To establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy was put in the Constitution as one of the 
enumerated powers, and, as some people think, the enumerated duties, 
of Congress, At the same time, no bankruptcy system has ever been 
permanent. 

I confess I do not think it is myself expedient that a bankruptcy 
system should be adopted as substantially a party matter, still less 
that it should be adopted as a sectional matter; and at the same time 
I should be faithless to the desires and interests and opinions of my own 
constituents if I did not do my duty by this bill. I have given a great 
deal of study to it, to make it as little exposed to the objections which 
have been presented to the previous measures hy the Senator trom Kansas 
and others as I could, and I hope to have it still farther amended with 
the consent of the committee. There are some amendments which the 
committee informally have agreed on which are not in the bill, and 
which they are ready to present. 

I do not of course suppose that the honorable Senator from Kansas 
intended anything like indignity to me or to the committee. I do 
not make any such suggestion as that. I suppose he made the motion 
in pursuance of what he regarded as a public duty, in opposition to 
a measure which he regarded as a public evil. At the same time, 
when a special measure has passed the House of Representatives, becn 
referred to a committee of the Senate and its members have consid- 
ered it as well as they could—it is a case I bave given a good many 
days of hard work and study to—I am not aware that the Senate by 
resolution in the morning hour should take up the measure and be 
asked to commit itself to a hostile proceeding in regard to it before it 
is reached upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr, President, I object, in the first place, to the pas- 
sage of a hankruptcy bill; that is, one embracing the involuntary feat- 
ures. In the next place, I should object decidedly to having such a 
bill considered with a view to passage at this session of Congress. 
Therein lay my chief motive for offering this resolution. 

This bill was not considered in the House of Kepresentatives ex- 
cept in committee. It was voted on by the House; but when I say 
it was not considered I mean that it was not open to that indefinite 
opportunity tor amendment which exists here and at times also there. 
I do not mean to say that the House did not express its final opinion 
upon the general subject or upon the general features of the bill, but 
it is one of those comprehensive, far-reaching schemes which ought to 
receive, if it is to be adopted, the most ample and thorough considera- 
tion. Once adopted, it will never be amended; that is, in minor par- 
ticulars, at any rate, and it is in those minor particulars that the op- 

rtunities for oppression exist. The old bankruptcy law was proba- 

ly the most stupendous fraud that ever was enacted in the name of 
legislation. It robbed the poor tor the benefit of the rich; it robbed 
the innocent for the benefit of the wicked. It stood like a log across the 
pathway of the American people, and it was not until it was removed 
that the country had a decent opportunity tor prosperity, and pros- 
perity ensued almost immediately on the repeal of that law. 

There has been a somewhat exceptional condition of things exist- 
ing since, whereby enterprising, active, generous peop’e have fallen 
behind the times financially. I can see that it would be very wise 
and proper for Congress to so legislate as that those people may take 
the advantage of the law to make a full disclosure of their liab lities 
and their assets, giving over the latter to their creditors, and there- 
upon being discharged. But to use this most useful and wholesome 
legislative idea to fasten upon the country a comprehensive scheme for 
the collection of debts whereby the business of the country and the sol- 
vency of all small traders shall be put absolutely and unqualifledly 
in the hands of the wholesalers and men living in the large cities, seems 
to me to be out of keeping and wrong. y 

If it is to be done, I want it to be done after the Senate has had am- 
ple time and opportunity to consider it, and when it is full, and not 
when it is distracted by pending elections and the necessity of a large 
number of its members to be absent either all the time or from time 
to time, but when the Senate shall come fresh to the consideration of 
this and other public questions unembarrassed by these exterior con- 
siderations, and I should regard it as a misfortune to be avoided at 
every possible hazard to consider that bill at the present session of Con- 
gress, I do not, in saying this or any of these things, mean to reflect 
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upon the committee or upon the Senator from Massachusetts in the 
slightest d These things represent radical differences of opinion 
as honestly held on the one side as on the other. 

I want to get as nearly as possible an assurance that this bill shall 
not be considered at the present session of Congress. I do not want to 
be under constraint to stay here until the gavel falls at the close of the 
session, if I can help it, supposing it shall be protracted until near the 
November elections. Nobody can tell what may happen. Two years 
ago Congress sat here until the 20th day of October. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Les. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to make any bargain or trade about 
this bill in regard to any assurance as to taking it up at this session. 
I do not think it would be becoming in me to do it under the circum- 
stances, but I will say to the Senator that the bankruptcy bill shall 
never come up with my consent at this session or at any other time 
when any Senator shall claim that there is not the fullest opportunity 
to have it considered in a full Senate and at such length as it ought to 
be considered. The Senator may take that for granted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would have taken as much as that for nted 
at all events, that on the suggestion made at the time, the Senator 
would not press whatever advantage he might have by reason of there 
beinga thin Senate, nor did I impute to him the design to have the bill 
considered when the Senate was so thin that it could not receive proper 
consideration. 

But, with the feeling I have upon this subject, I am exceedingly de- 
sirous that every possible safeguard may be placed around the con- 
sideration of this measure, and not expecting myself to change my 
opinion as to the advisability of the passage of the bill in substantially 
its present shape, I still strongly desire if it is to be passed that the pos- 
' sible effect of every single paragraph in it shall be thoroughly dis- 
cussed* and understood before it receives the sanction of the Senate. 
It is a matter which is not one-sided. I am glad to say that some of 
the commercial bodies which have heretofore indorsed it have with- 
drawn that indorsement. I am glad to say that some of the oldest 
wholesale merchants of Chicago and New York have said in the most 
emphatic manner that they do not regard it as desirable. But still 
I do know the association of wholesalers in the United States not only 
employed to draught a bill the person whose name it bears, but have set 
instrumentalities in motion throughout the United States which cost 
a great deal of money, which indicate that their interest in this matter 
is not the interest of all the people of the United States, or a majority 
of the people of the United States, bnt of a class who by reason of the 

e of this or a similar bill will put a clutch upon the throat of 
all the business of a small kind carried on in the United States. 

I am speaking of these things of course simply as representing my 
own feeling, and I have the utmost deference for the feelings of the 
Senator from Massachusetts representing a different sentiment. The 
creditor class, the wholesalers, see in this measure a wise one for set- 
ting in motion the debt-collecting processes of the United States. Iam 
not unmindful of the fact that the framers of the Constitution put it 
into the Constitution, thereby perhaps imposing a nominal duty upon 
Congress in emergencies to pass some general legislation upon this sub- 
ject; and it is because it is found in the Constitution that this bill can 
be made so far-reaching. There are no State lines which can obstruct 
its operation. It seizes upon men within the limits of the States and 
Territories equally. Therefore what Congress can do issimply what an 
autocrat may do. There is no limitation whatever, and by reason ot 
the fact that there is this great power, and a power which is more easily 
abused than it is made use of in the right way, that I oppose the bill 
in the first place, and in the next place, that I wish itshal! not be con- 
sidered until the amplest opportunity is afforded in order that every 
possible objection and suggestion for improvement may be presented. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, í 

Mr. CULLOM. In harmony with the suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator a moment ago as to the information from merchants in different 
cities, I wish to say that I received this morning two letters from the 
most prominent business men, perhaps, in Chicago asking that this bill 
shall not be passed, at the present session at any rate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had a dispatch vesterday from the leading com- 
mercial body of Kansas City which heretofore importuned me in the 
strongest way to give my support to this bill, in which they said they 
wished to recall their support of it, and explaining why they had 
changed their minds. 

But I do not care to argue this question, but I wanted to enforce 
the view which I have presented as far as I might, and begging par- 
don for taking the time of the Senate or even seeming to impute to the 
Senator from Massachusetts and those who favor the bill anything but 
the best of motives—of course I did not have anything of that kind 
in my mind—I am entirely willing that this resolution shall go over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar so that it may be called up in case 
any ble contingency may arise, though not regarding it as of any 
consequence in view of the declaration the Senator from Massachusetts 
has made, which is entirely characteristic of that fairness in matters 
submitted to his control or in any way under his supervision, 
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Mr. HOAR. I think I ought to say one or two words in regard to 
what has last fallen from the Senator from Kansas, There are prob- 
ably at this moment from one hundred and fifty to two hundred and 
fifty thousand persons in the United States who wear upon their 
limbs the fetters of an indebtedness which they can only escape from 
by the operation of a national bankruptcy law. The great rivers in 
this country have naturally become the boundary lines of States, and 
the great cities have grown up naturally on the banks of the great 
rivers, and therefore itis true that nearly all our great commercial 
towns and cities are within a couple of hours’ ride of the boundaries 
of the State in which they live—Portland, Portsmouth, Boston, Hart- 
ford, New Haven, Providence, New York, Philadelphia, Wilmington, 
Charleston, Pittsburgh, St. Louis, and Baltimore, Chicago, Detroit, 
Buffalo, and so on. Now therefore it happens, and it always has hap- 
pened, that whenever any business man fails he has a large number of 
creditors who are dwellers in other States than the State of his own 
residence, so that no State insolvency law cau set him free, and that 
condition of things is increased by the extent of the dealing of our great 
manufacturers, both corporations and individuals. The manufacturer 
in Providence, R. I., has his competitor in Illinois and his customer in 
Louisiana, and the source of his supply, his creditor in Pittsburgh or 
in Birmingham, Ala., and therefore it is that these men are left to lead 
a desolate and hopeless life, depending upon the will of some one single 
creditor who wishes to get an advantage for himself. 

Now, Mr. President, itisabsolutely impracticable, as any Senator will 
see on a moment's reflection, to have a national bankrupt law which 
deals with voluntary cases alone without some provision for the pre- 
venting of fraudulent preference by the debtor by an involuntary pro- 
ceeding, because when we pass a bankrupt law, whatever may be its 
character, from that moment all the State systems of insolvency are 
suspended, so that a State gives its support to a bankruptcy law here 
at the price of an abandonment of its local and domestic arrangements 
for that purpose. 

My experience does not agree with that of the honorable Senator 
from Kansas as to the operations of the old bankrupt law. It was ex- 
pensive, it was in some cases administered extravagantly. Itsueceeded 
the Massachusetts insolvency system, which is admitted, I believe, to 
be one of the best in the world, under which a little workman who 
had made a contract to build a house for a gentleman and had mate- 
rials rise under his hands and had a few creditors could get his dis- 
charge almost for nothing. 

I remember, Mr. President, myself, when I was a youngster, be 
appointed an assignee of an estate of a small manufacturer who liv 
in the adjacent town of Middlebury. I attended three meetings of 
that estate and as assignee collected, settled, and paid the dividends, 
and made a journey of 6 miles down to the town where the man lived, 
and charged $15 for my entire services as assignee, and I was cut down 
by the clerk who had control of the thing to $10. The clerk wasa 
near friend of mine and afterwards my partner. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator if he supposes there 
are any such assignees and any such clerks now in existence. 

Mr. HOAR. Ithink they can probably befound. It depends some- 
what upon the character of the community. I hope and believe that 
a bankruptcy system can be contrived, and has been contrived, which 
every Senator when he comes to look at it, including the honorable 
Senator from Kansas, will see affords almost absolute and reasonable 
security against the repetition of such things as the Senator has com- 
plained of. 

The committee informally have agreed to strike out entirely all the 
sections providing for the punishment of offenses before bankruptcy, 
as it is called, in the bill which we have reported. On reconsideration 
we propose to strike out that feature. 8 

Mr. COCKRELL. What are those provisions which are to be stricken 
out? 

Mr. HOAR. Crimes before bankruptcy, 

Mr. PLUMB. Has notthe Supreme Court decided, in effect, that a 
provision of that kind is unconstitutional ? a 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand it so, 

Mr. HOAR. I am frank to say, and I say now, although I think I 
ought not to detain the Senate much longer at this time, that it has 
been in all the bankruptcy systems that ever existed; that question 
whether a man has committed an offense and a misdemeanor should 
depend upon what somebody else does afterwards. That is to say, if 
I prefer my creditor to-day, the act being harmless and not illegal, that 
may be converted into an offense or a crime by some other creditor put- 
ting me into bankruptcy within six nionths afterwards. ‘That is the 
feature to which I allude. I think also it is somewhat incongruous 
when the obmining of property under false representations of my credit 
or my ability to pay is an offense against the law of Missouri if I dwell 
in that State to-day, that it should be converted into an offense against 
the United States by my being adjudicated a bankrupt within six 
months thereafter. For those reasons it is proposed to strike out that 
class of offenses altogether. 

I wish to say one thing more in regard to what has fallen from my 


friend from Illinois [Mr. CV LL OA]. Of course I do not make any im- 
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l upon the motives of the business men to whom he has re- 
erred, because it would be arrogant and presumptuous, considering 
the differences of opinion which exist in the country and exist in this 
Chamber, to deny or to question for a moment that the opposition toa 
bankruptcy law is founded upon as conscientious public spirited rea- 
sons as the favor of it; but at the same time it is true, as I a Foe 
and believe, that there are some very large business men in New York 
and some very large business men in Chicago who have a system of 
getting preferences from the men who deal with them all over the coun- 
try—a system of bankruptcy which prefers them and shuts everybody 
else out in the cold—and they are moving heaven and earth to defeat 
this bill, and I think it will be found there is quite as much exertion 
on the one side as on the other of that kind. But all these questions 
are not questions of the merits—— i : 
j Mr. POWER. How do they obtain the powér to do that? 
j- Mr, HOAR. They have a system of contract and of understanding 

4 by which no man can get credit from them without an expressed or 
implied but a perfectly assured understanding that whenever they find 
themselves unable to pay their debts these creditors who supply them 
will get the 2 and then they will be started again and go on. 

Mr. POWER. That mustbe done by a system and by careful execu- 
tive work. 

Mr. HOAR. It is by the most careful executive work, indeed, and 
the most skillful and ingenious system is adopted. I ought not to say 
it, but as the Senator has gone into the merits of this thing somewhat, 
I said in the beginning, and I say now, that I do not want a bank- 
ruptcy system to be adopted in this country if it is to be adopted as a 

y measure, and I do not want a bankruptcy system to be adopted 
this country if it is to be adopted as asectional measure. I believe, 
having much meditated upon this subject, and I hope it is not pre- 
sumptuous for me to say that I think I understand it as well as I am 
capable of understanding any subject of the kind, however much or 
little that may be, that the passage, with the assent of the representa- 
tives of the West and the South, of a moderate, safe, just, reasonable 
system for securing the distribution of property of insolvent debtors 
among creditors in the cases where it is to go to their creditors at all, 
instead of having it go all to one, would have a healing and fertilizing 
effect upon the whole country, and that such a system within three 
years would reduce the rate of interest where it is now 10, 12, or 14 
per cent. to 34, 4}, 5, or 6 per cent. 

When the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who 
is now absent, was making a very able argument upon this subject I 
asked him what was the ordinary rate of interest in his State with 
reasonably good security, and he answered me that it was 10 or 12 per 
cent., at that time there was money by the hundreds of millions 
1 in the coffers of Wall street and State street which the owners 

d have been glad to loan for a reasonable time, or on call, or on a 
year or two years’ time, at from 2} to 3 or 3} per cent. The State of 
Connecticut was at that very time borrowing money at about 2.75 per 
cent, a year. 
ct WALTHALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

on? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What date was it when my colleague made that 
statement? 

3 Mr. HOAR. It must have been five or six years ago. 
Mr. WALTHALL. The rate of interest in Mississippi is very much 
lower now. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt it is. The remark was made at a 
time when u bill of this kind was betore the Senate and passed the 


Senate. 

What is it that occasions the difference in the rate of interest from 
2 or 2} or 3 per cent. in this country, on the one hand, and 8, 9, and 
10 or 12 per cent, on the other, between places which can speak to each 
other by the telephone without a single emphasis in the tone of voice 
being lost in the transmission? It is that in the one place the creditor 
knows he will get under the law equal fair dealing as compared with 
any other creditor, and in the other place, whether rightly or wrongly, 
he feels not. 

Mr. STEWART. Upon that question of interest there is room for 
a variety of opinion. I do not think it depends upon a bankruptcy 
act. I think the rate of interest depends upon the volume of money 


9 
Mr. HOAR. In the same country? 

Mr. STEWART. In the same country, yes. Whenever you have 
contraction and everybody is thrown out of business and there is no 
demand for money you have a low rate of interest. I could take the 
tables and show that scarcity of money produces a low rate of interest 
because securities are uncertain; but when there is a volume of 
money borrowers can afford to pay forit and desire it. The tables will 
show that for the last thirty years. T 

But while I am up I wish to remark that I took an active part in 
the last bankruptcy act and worked here very hard for the passage of 
it and thought it was a very essential act. 

I was on the Judiciary Committee at the time when the bill was un- 
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der consideration, and I spent a great deal of time on it and helped to 
get it after a great struggle. The difficulty in that case was 
that the other House insisted upon an exemption of homesteads, and 
the Senate said that was unconstitutional, but on investigation by Judge 
Thurman and myself—he was also on the committee—of the decisions 
of the former bankrupt acts, we ascertained that they had allowed an 
exemption, and it was precisely the same principle. Consequently the 
Senate decided that it was constitutional and overruled the majority of 
the Judiciary Committee, and the bill was passed. I had great hopes, 
as all of us had, as to the operation of that bill, who were anxious for 
the good results that it was sup; would follow from it. Iwatched 
it through its whole history and I think on the whole it did more harm 
than good. The bankruptcy courts became places where great wrongs 
were perpetrated and estates were wasted. My observation of thatex- 
periment discourages me very much in regard to any bankrupt law; but 
if we are to have What the Senator from Massaclfisetts says is a matter 
of great consideration and there are two hundred and fifty thousand en- 
terprising men 

Mr. HOAR. I said from one hundred and fifty to two hundred and 
fifty thousand men. 

Mr. STEWART. Well, I will say one hundred thousand enterpris- 
ing men that are shut out from business. 

Mr. HOAR. About one hundred and fifty thousand was the num- 
ber three or four years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. Even it there were but a hundred thousand men, 
it affects very materially the prosperity of thecountry. I think that I 
shall be prepared to vote fora voluntary bankrupt act, and try that first, 
and let the communities which are suffering on account of their being 
deprived of the capacity to do business to contribute to the general 
welfare be relieved. I think we might relieve them. If we pass a 
bankrupt law I am confident it will have the same effect that all bank- 
rupt laws heretofore passed have had. There has been a harvest of 
what has been termed rascality under them, and they have all been 
repealed after a few years’ trial. 

I do not know whether the country would stand an involuntary 
bankrupt law at this time or not, but I should be willing to vote for a 
voluntary bankrupt law properly guarded. It is a matter that needs 
to be thoroughly considered, and you want a full Senate and attention 
when a matter of that kind, so difficult and so complicated, is under 
consideration. I do not believe there is time at this session to give to 
the subject that consideration which it deserves. , 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr, President, I desire simply to say that I share 
the apprehension expressed by the Senator from as to the pos- 
sible, the probable, or perhaps I should say the certain disasters to fol - 
low the enactment of a bankruptcy law having an involuntary po 
vision therein. I should dislike, however, to vote to recommit the bill 
with instructions in respect to any features of the bill, and I am glad 
to hear the Senator from Kansas say he will not press his motion to re- 
commit. I sincerely hope that the bill willnot be pressed this session. 
I should like to have an opportunity to confer with the business men 
of my State before the bill shall be considered, with a view of eliciting 
their views on the subject. That opportunity will soon, I hope, be 
presented, and until that timeshall have come I would prefer that ac- 
tion should be deferred. There are probably many others who have 
not heard fully from their constituents on this subject who would be 
glad of the opportunity to consult with them before taking final action. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I will repeat what I said if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall move to lay the resolution on the table. Some- 
time since it was indicated distinctly by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that this matter would not be heard this session 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. And thereupon a debate sprang up and the time has 
been consumed ever since it was fairly decided that the bill could not 
be considered. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to make a statement,and the last remark of the 
Senator makes it very desirable that I should repeat what Isdid. I 
said the Senate must not understand me to make any promises or as- 
surances that the bill should not be considered at this session, but I 
would assure the Senator that it should not be considered either at this 
session or any other one when any single Senator thought there was 
not time or the Senate was not full enough to enable both its friends 
and opponents to have full opportunity for the consideration of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not make the motion I was about to make if it 
is desired to let the resolution go over, but yesterday was given wholly 
to the Calendar, and I think it is due to the business that we do ex- 
pect to accomplish this session to proceed with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not fully understand what ition was made 
of the resolution introduced by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUME] 
and which has been discussed this morning, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It lies on the table. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to further inquire of the Senator from Kan- 
sas if it is understood that the bankruptcy bill will not come up again 
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this session. The point I wish information on is this: I desire to know 
if it is understood or was stated by the Senator from New Hampshire 
that such was the understanding when this resolution went over, that 
the bankruptcy bill was not to be pressed at this session, or would not 
be again called up. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can only repeat the assurance given in the hearing 
of the Senator from Arkansas, but that really would not add to what 
the Senator from Massachusetts said. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not hear it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not undertake to repeat that, because I may 
not be able to do so accurately, 

Mr. BERRY. I will wait until the Senator from Massachusetts re- 
turns to the Chamber, because it is a matter that I desire to know, 
whether or not it will probably be considered, inasmuch as it will in- 
fluence my action as to the time I shall go home. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will find it in the RECORD in the morn- 
ing, and I think that will answer his purpose, 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to be heard on the bill if it is contemplated to 
bring it up again. 

_ AFFAIRS IN UTAH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: Is there further morning business? 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in 
order for one hour. 

The bill (S. 3480) to amend the act of Congress of March 3, 1887, en- 
entitled An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend section 5352 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, 
and for other purposes, approved March 22, 1882, was announced as 


first in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to prefaces motion bya single remark. It 
has been impracticable to do executive business properly lately, be- 
cause there fos been so much less than a quorum present late in the 
day, and Senators object to doing anything without a quorum. Ithink 


five minutes is necessary for an executive session. I move an executive 


session. 

Mr. PLUMB. That ought not to come out of the Calendar hour. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the vote is taken on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut, I wish to observe that there are several 
Senators absent, some of whom I know to be opposed to the bill which 
has just been announced, notably the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Vance], who has spoken against it. I shall therefore object to 
its consideration at this time. : 

Mr. PLATT. I was not aware of that; my attention was momen- 
tarily diverted, and I was not aware that the first order upon the Calen- 
dar had been called. It has, has it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say with regard to it that that measure 
and one which has already been passed over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar, Order of Business 1633, are in a certain sense companion 
measures, and I should be very glad to have this bill over with- 
out prejudice as that was. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], 
from the Judiciary Committee, reported Order of Business 1633, and I 
understand he is indisposed, and I would like to haye this bill stand 
over with that. Ithink very properly they may be considered together 
when they are considered. Let this go over without prejudice, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over without prej- 
udice. The question is on the motion of the tor from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAWLEY], that the Senate proceed tothe consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

The motion was agreed to. 

, EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
After eighteen minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened. 

LAND SURVEYS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.). The 
Calendar will be proceeded with. 

The bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862, was 
announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to insert after the enacting clause: 

That section 2397 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended so 


as to read. 
And in line 6, after the words section 2397,” to strike out that; 


so as to make the bill read: 


Beitenacted, ete., That section 2397 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read: 

“SEC, 2397. The ted manual of instructions for the survey of 
the public lands of the United States, and private land prepared at the 
General Land Office, and bearing date December 2, 1889, the instructions of the 
Commissioner of the General Land and the instructions of the 
suryeyor-general; when not in conflict with said printed manual, or the in- 


If} P 


structions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed to bea part of every 


contract tor surveying the public lands of the U States and private land 

Mr. WALTHALL. For the purpose of correcting a clerical error, I 
move, in line 3, to strike out 2397 and insert 2399, and in line 6, 
after the word See., to strike ont 2397 and insert 2399. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was CO! in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend section 2399 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States on the subject of contracts 
for land surveys.“ 


HISTORICAL BOOK OF REFERENCE. 


The bill (S. 2671) for the purchase of a historical book of reference 
from Austin & Co, was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that that had better go over, retaining its 
lace on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 
Mr. EVARTS. I should hope the bill might be considered, unless 
there is some special reason why it should go over, 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have it go over. It may bea very 
good thing, and it may not be. It has been suggested that while it 
would furnish some information to disinterested persons, it would fur- 
nish a great deal more to interested ms and in some way might 
accomplish perhaps a purpose not in view. I ask that the bill may go 
over for the present. 

Mr, EVARTS. Retaining its place. E 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its placa 
on the Calendar. 


MARICOPA COUNTY (ARIZONA) BONDS. 


The bill (S. 4165) to authorize the board of supervisors of Marico 
County, Arizona, to issue certain bonds in aid of the construction of a 
certain railroad was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope it will not be put under Rule IX. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. -The Senator objects to the present consideration of 
the bill, but I hope it will remain on the Calendar without prejudice. 
Mr. STEWART. Lobject. I want it to go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over under Rule IX, ob- 
jection being made. s 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JOPLIN, MO. 


The bill (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion ofa public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of Missouri, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WALTER SNIFFENS. 


The bill (S. 1420) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Walter Sniffens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to remove from the military rec- 
ord of Walter Sniffens, as a private in Company A, in the Eleventh Regiment 
of Connecticut Volunteers, charge of desertion and substitute therefor the 
following: “ Absented himself without leave, and on August 29, 1863, enlisted in 
the United States Marine Corps at Norfolk, Va., to serve for four years, an 
was honorably discharged on August 29, 1867, ab Washington, D. C., upon ex- 
piration of term of service as a private.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DISCONTINUANCE OF CERTAIN COINAGE, 


The bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of thé three-dollar 
and one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEW DESIGNS FOR COINS. 


The bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized de- 
vices of United States coins, was next in order on the Calendar, 

Mr. PLUMB. I am under the impression that the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] may desire to say something about that bill. Some- 
thing in regard to the subject-matter came up in the Committee on A 
propriations in connection with an amendment to a provision found 
one of the earlier deficiency bills passed at this sessign of and 
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I think this may perhaps to some extent traverse the same ground. I 


ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 2 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be passed over for the present. I will send 
for the Senator from Iowa. My impression is that he favors this bill. 
Mr. PLUMB. I think perhaps that is true. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will send for him. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over informally. 


ALEXANDRIA COUNTY ROAD. 
The bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public 
road in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Shain, 
Aqueduct, and Long bridges, and running in front of the Arlington 
National Cemetery, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported fiom the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia with amendments, and was then re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Aftairs and reported from that 
committee with an amendment to the second amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. The amendments will be stated 
in their order. - 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was, in line 6, to strike out and“ and insert ‘‘ by graveling or;“ and 
in line 7, after the word ‘‘macadamizing,’’ to insert the words or 
. both;’’ so as to read: 

That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, for the purpose of necessary grading or otherwise improv- 
ing by veling or macadamizing,or both, the present publie road from the 
Chain bridge to the Annaan bridge, and thence through the Arlington estate 
along the front of tho Arlington National Cemetery to the Long bridge, all in 
the county of Alexandria, State of Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment ot the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to add to thé bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That a public road shall be first established along the whole route, 
free of cost to the United States, not less than 59 feet wide: And provided fur- 
ther, That the Secre! of War shall, on full investigation, select the public 
road to be so improved when there shall be two or more public roads between 
the points above named. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON] has reported from the Committee on Military Affairs an 
amendment to this amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13 of the proposed amendment, before the 
word “feet,” strike out 350 and insert ‘*60;* so as to read: 

Not less than 60 feet wide. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that is a pretty narrow highway, tor 
that is what this is to be. I think when this subject has been under 
- consideration in connection with the District appropriation bill 80 feet 

have been fixed as the minimum width of traveled roads to be im- 

proved in the District of Columbia. It seems to me that in making 

provision for narrow streets now we are doing permanent hurt to the 

District. I will therefore move to make the width 80 feet in place ot 

60 feet. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I hope the Senator from South Carolina will be at, 
liberty to accept that; at any rate, that he will make no resistance to 
it. The bill originally provided for 50 feet. I was instrumental in 
getting it up to 60 feet, and I am quite willing to support a motion to 
make it 80 feet. It is a great permanent highway, and it ought to be 
80 feet wide. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be a hundred feet, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not care if it were a hundred feet. 
a very important road, and is to be permanent. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say a word about this matter, and I should 
like to have the attention of the Senator from Kansas. I have just 

looked hastily at this amendment. It does not provide even for 60 feet of 
traveled highway. It provides simply for 60 feet of highway. I do not 
suppose it is intended to take the Whole highway into the traveled 
part. It seems to me there ought to be at least 60 feet of traveled 
highway. 

Ar. PLUMB. I think there ought to be certainly a width properly 
embraced in the public holding of the street of at least 80 feet. The 
re a oar which has already been had in a very considerable way in 
this District in regard to narrow streets is that we finally come to have 
a demand to have them widened, aud that is an immense expense, be- 
cause buildings have been erected and property has been subdivided 
in such a way that small proprietors are not willing to give it up, and 
can not give it up without cost. I think wherever there is an appro- 
priation for a highway in the District of Columbia there ought to be a 
width of not less than 80 feet established now, while property is cheap, 
and thus give plenty of room for all n travel. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator that that is 
particularly important on this road, because the probabilities are that 
there will he an electric tramway or something of that kind estab- 
lished upon it within a reasonable time, We all know by our expe- 
rience with the Tennallytown road how utterly that has been destroyed 
by placing tracks upon it, 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is true, and if I had been going to make 
the suggestion myself as an original motion I should have said 100 feet 


It is 


instead of 80; but 80 feet was fixed after consultation in the Appropria- 
tions Committee as the narrowest width for which an appropriation for 
improvement would be recommended at all; and we have attached the 
condition to the improvement of various highways in remote portions 
of the District that they should be made 80 feet wide. Of course the 
time will come when travel will be enormously increased over this high-, 
way. The attractions in that locality are constantly increasing, the 
number of people who come here is greater each year, and, as the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska su we shall have at some time public means 
of transportation, and I am afraid if the line shall be located as has 
been heretofore done in the middle of the streetit will be in such a way 
as to impede carriage travel. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. I quite agree with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas that the road between fences ought to be at least 80 feet. I 
do not think a road looks well in the country where every inch of it is 
taken up with a traveled path. There ought to be a little grass and 
space between the traveled path and the outside limits of the road. I 
hope that 80 feet will be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 13 of the proposed amendment, before 
the word feet, strike out 60” and insert 80. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

NEW DEVICES FOR COINS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now call up the bill which was just passed over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I withdraw my objection to Order of Business 
1751, House bill 3895. 

The bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and to provide for designs of authorized devices 
of United States coins, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes, so as to read: 

Sec, 3510. The engraver shall prepare from the original dies already author- 
ized all the working-dies required for use in the pring of the several mints, 
and, when new coins, emblems, devices, legends, or designs are authorized, 
shall, if required by the Director of the Mint, prepare the devices, models, hubs, 
or original dies for the same, The Director of the Mint shall have power, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to cause new d sor models 
of authorized emblems or devices to be prepared and adopted in the same man- 
ner as when new coins or devices are authorized. But no change in the design 
or die of any coin shall be made oftener than once in 8 ears from 
and including the year of thefirst adoption of the design, model, die, or hub 
for the same coin: Provided, That no change be made in the diameter of any 
coin: And provided further, That nothing in this section shall prevent the adop- 
tion of new designs or models for devices or emblems al y authorized for 
the standard silver dollar and the five-cent nickel piece as soon as practicable 
after the of this act. But the Director of the Mint shall nevertheless 


have power, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to engage tem- 


porarily for this ppoe the services of one or more artists, distinguished in 
their respective departments of art, who shall be paid for such service from the 
contingent appropriation for the mintat Philadelphia. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ihave not examined the provisions of this bill, but 
I recollect that it was under a measure with a title apparently as harm- 
less as this that silver was demonetized in 1873. I should be glad to 
receive the assurance of the Senator from Iowa or the Senator from 
Ohio that this bill has been sufficiently examined to enable us to assure 
our constituents that the country will not be shocked in the course of 
a year or two by finding that some equal depredation has been com- 
mitted on the finances of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reading of the bill, I think, will be the best 
guaranty to the Senator from Kansas that there is no 8 
proceedings init. It simply authorizes the Director of the Mint, wit! 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to make certain changes 
in devices that have been complained of, I think, by the Senator 
from Kansas himself. I think he has complained about the device on 
the silver dollar. I know there has been complaint about it. As a 
matter of course by the provisions of law, as it will stand unchanged, 
the devices of the old coins can not be changed until they have existed 
for twenty-five years. In that time there is a sufficiently satisfactory 
test given to the people at large, and if the device is not acceptable it 
will be demonstrated. As to the new coins, as a matter of course the 
device has always been left to the Director of the Mint. So I think 
there will be no danger of the temple of liberty toppling down or of 
our financial system being reversed by the passage of this very harm- 
less bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The proposed change does not apply to the entire 
coinage of the United States ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all; it applies only to two coins, the five- 
cent nickel and the silver dollar. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD. 


The bill (S. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


* Y 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That jurisdiction is 8 upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 


and determine how much the steam-vessels Wateree, Suwannee, and Shamo- 
kin—hulls and machinery—built for the United States by Reaney, Son & Arch- 
bold under their contracts with the Navy De nt, cost the said contractors 
over and above the contract prices and allowances for extra work, and to enter 
judgment in favor of Reaney, Son & Archbold for the same: Provided, That the 
judgment shall not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in pureu- 
ance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of 
which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said allowance being set forth 
in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Sc. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgmentof the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other cases 
1 the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DETAILS OF OFFICERS TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS, 


The bill (S. 4112) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, concerning details of of- 
ficers of the Army and Navy to educational institutions, so as to per- 
mit the President to detail, under the provisions of said act, not to ex- 
ceed seventy-five officers of the Army of the United States; and increases 
the maximum number of officers of the Army and Navy to be detailed 
at any one time under the provisions of the act passed September 26, 
1888, to eighty-five. But no officer shall be detailed to or maintained 
at any of the educational institutions mentioned in that act where in- 
struction and drill in military tactics is not given. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to add as an additional proviso at the 
end of the bill: 


Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent 
the detail of officers of the Engineer pores of the Navy as professors in scien- 
tific schools or colleges as now provided by act of Congress approved February 
26, 1879, entitled “An act to promote a knowledge of steam- engineering and iron- 
ri a he among the studentsof scientific schools and colleges in the United 

tes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 94) declaring the retirement of Capt. 
Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 
entitled as such retired officer to his pay was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is a House joint resolution that is iden- 
tical in its ! age upon the Calendar, and I move to substitute it 
for the Senate joint resolution. Itis Order of Business 2073. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res, 39) declaring the 
retirement of 5 f Charles B. Stivers, United States Army, valid, aud 
that he is entitled as such retired officer to his pay. . 

Mr. COCKRELL, I suppose the words always has been there 
will not go back prior to his birth at least. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ob, of course not. I do not think it is sub- 
ject to any criticism really, because, taking the first and second s 
tions together, the second being that Capt. Charles B. Stivers is and 
always has been entitled to his pay as such retired officer, it of course 
would mean since his retirement. I think myself that perhaps the 
joint resolution may be a little awkwardly worded, but there is no 
question as to its intention, and as it is a matter of very great impor- 
tance to this gentleman I should be sorry to see any amendment to the 
Jont resolution that would require it to go back to the other House for 
action. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that Senate joint resolution 94 be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JACOB KERN. 

The bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Jacob Kern was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Court of Claims to con- 
sider and adjudicate upon its merits the claim of Jacob Kern, now 
pending in that court, any statute of limitations to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. : 


~ ASSIGNEES OF JOHN ROACH. 


The bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend 
ment, tostrike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: - 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the steam machinery built for the United States 
double-ender Peoria by John Roach, deceased, under hig contract with the 
Navy Department, cost the said contractor over and above the contract price 
and allowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of George W. 
Quintard and George E. Weed, assignees of siid John Roach, for the same: 
Provided, That the judgment shall not exceed the sum allowed the board 
convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States dated 
March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said allow- 
ance being set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 13, Thirty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session, and stated at the sum of $61,172.51. 

Sec. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or 3 shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent u the 
issues joined between the parties; and that the proceedings, trial, vision, 
and judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other 
cases before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or jua ent of the 
said Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same 
manner as now provided for in other cases, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

METHODIST CHURCIL OF MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
eopal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, after the word “ tho d” and before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” to strike out eight hundred and fifty; ” so as to make the bill 
read: : 


Be it enacted, c'c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Martins- 
burgh, W. Va., the sum of $1,000, in full satisfaction for use and occupation of 
said church by the Federal troops from March, 1862, to April, 1865, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JACOB BARR. 

The bill (S. 3212) for relief of Jacob Barr was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Jacob Barr, Company D, 
Nineteenth Ohio Volunteers, $1,100 for money paid for a substitute 
during the late war, Barr having been required to render military serv- 
ice to the end of the war notwithstanding he had furnished a substitute 
who also served. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT ALEXANDRIA, VA. 


The bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to construct a road 
and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national mili- 
tary cemetery near that city was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word gravel,“ to strike out 
road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, State of Virginia, tothe national 
military cemetery near that city: Provided, That a right of way at least 50 feet 
wide, or the full width of Wilkes street east of Alfred street, in said city of 
Alexandria, should first be obtained before any money is spent under the ap- 
propriation— 

And insert— 
or macadam road and approaches from the national military cemetery near the 
city of Alexandria. Va., via Wilkes street to the intersection of said street with 
Alfred street in said city: Provided, That a right of way be granted to the United 
States by the city of Alexandria of at least 50 feet in width, or the fall legal width 
of Wilkes street, to Payne street, and thence 30 feet in width from that point to 
the national cemetery, passing between the two private cemeteries. 

So as to make the bill read: à 

That the sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, approp! „ out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of constructing a gravel or macadam road and ap- 
proaches from the national military cemetery near the city of Alexandria, Va., 
via Wilkes street to the intersection of said street with Alfred street in said city: 
Provided, That a right of way be ted to the United States by the city of 
Alexandria of at least 50 fect in width, or the full legal width of Wilkes street, 
to Payne street, and thence 30 feet in width from that point to the national ceme- 
tery, passing between the two private cemeteries, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I see the width of the road is to be 50 feet. T 
move to insert 60 Wherever 507 or 30“ is used. Sixty feet isa 
narrow street. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I reported the bill. I could not hear what the 
Senator said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say that a 30-foot street to a national cemetery 


t is evidently too narrow, and certainly land in Virginia can not be so 
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valuable but that it should be made 50 or 60 feet, I propose to make 
the width 60 feet. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state to the Senator that that clause ofthe 
bill was put in at the instance of the Quartermaster-General. The bill 
was sent to him after it the House of Representatives, and his 
attention was called to the latter portion of it. He returned it with 
the recommendation that a proviso be inserted in exactly the words 
which a in the amendment. 

Mr. RMAN. And that is only 30 feet fora part of the road. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The proviso reads: 

That hi ited States by the city of Alexandria 
a eset to took ta wich rents tll eral eric of Wilkes eke to Payne 
street, and thence 30 feet in width from that point to thenational cemetery, 
passing between the two private cemeteries. 

I infer that the Quartermaster-General made that recommendation 
with a plat of the town before him. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not want to interfere in a matterof this kind 
that I know so little about; but of course a road toa cemetery or 
even a road in a city should be 60 feet wide, so as to allow carriages to 
pass. feet wide is a lane. But I will uot interfere with it if 
the Senator thinks it right, 

Mr. WALTHALL. If I had a map of the city here perhaps I could 
satisfy the Senator that that much space could not be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not interfere atall. Ido not know any- 
thing about the locality. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
having been withdrawn, the question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 7 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA d. WALTER. 


The bill (S. 837) to adjudicate the claim of Amanda G. Walter, ex- 
ecutrix of Thomas W. Walter, deceased, was announced as nextin order 


on the Calendar. 


— 


— 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think that bill may lead to a little discussion. 
It had better be passed over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


COOKE PARK IN GEORGETOWN. 


The bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, 
known as Cooke Park, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, at the end of the bill to add the following 
proviso: 

whose in said subdi 
3 ee ee ‘hal petition therefor. a i aso can econ 
So as to make the bill read: 


` Be it enacted, etè., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to annul and cancel the subdivision of t of 
square No. 112 in wn, known as Cooke Park, made by A. M. Bell, Sep- 
tember 26, 1885, and recorded in the office of the surveyor of said District in book 
A. R.S., 157: Provided, That all the owners whose property in said sub- 
division ts on the avenue shown thereon shall petition therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. s 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 


The bill (S. 4141) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of William 
E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United States of his 
invention relating to projectiles tor which letters patent were ordered 
to 2 to him March 25, 1852, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. I think it will lead to 
some discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

EQUESTRIAN PAINTING OF GENERAL WINFIELD SCOTT. 
The bill (S. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
chase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 
ran Art Gallery, and painted by Troy, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. g 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; SCHOOL LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district numbered 7, of the 
township of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land 
for school purposes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Ihe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CHESAPEAKE FEMALE COLLEGE. - 

The bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the 
claims on account of property of the Chesapeake Female College, pos- 
sessed and used by the United States military authorities was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MEMORIAL BUILDING AT MARIETTA, OHIO. 

The bill (S. 3643) to provide for the building of a memorial struct- 
ure at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the North- 
western Territory was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, who 
introduced this bill, if there is any way at this date of identifying the 
time when the first pioneer made his way into that great country there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Probably it would be impossible to say when the 
first white man invaded the Indian territory there, but as to the time 
of the landing of the colony from Massachusetts and Rhode Island un- 
der the Ohio Company’s purchase, the history of that event, the land- 
ing there of General Putnam and his associates, the date of settlement, 
is just as well known as any other fact relating to the early history of 
the country. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is all very true, but were there not probably 
a thousand or five hundred pioneers scattered through that country at 
that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, there were no settlers prior to that time. 
Early settlers went down the Ohio River to Kentucky, but the northern 
border there was in the possession of the Indians until this settlement 
was made, which was the first organized settlement in the whole North- 
western country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a rule, in the early settlement adventurous 
pioneers led the way, and two or three or four of them would go to- 
gether. I do not know whether there is any historical record of it, 
but I was under the impression that even before that time there were 
quite a number of adventurous pioneers who had settled in localities. 
They may have remained there only a short time and then moved to 
some other point, and did not found any town. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can give the Senator a reason why that could 
not be done there. The title to the Northwestern country was abso- 
lutely in dispute, the General Government, at that time the old Confed- 
eration, claiming that it ought to belong to all the States, while the 
State of Virginia insisted that it was covered by the grant of King James 
to the Virginia colony, and Connecticut also claimed it by the grant 
from the same King James. The country was illy defined, and part of 
it in the possession of British troops. The whole question of its owner- 
ship was one of the elements of dispute, which was settled by the ordi- 
nance of 1787 by the Congress of the old Confederation, just at the time 
when the Constitutional Convention was framing the Constitution of the 
United States. I can say to the Senator there was no legal or valid 
settlement in all the Northwestern country, except the French settle- 
ments outin Illinois, prior to 1787, when the settlement was made un- 
der the grant to the Ohio Company, the first land title that was really 
established in that Northwestern country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There ought to bea provision in the bill that after 
the erection of this building and this corporation has been organized 
no liability shall be incurred on the part of the United States for the 
maintenance of the building. It ought not to create a parcel of per- 
manent officers to take charge of the building at the expense of the 
Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to any provision the Senator 
may offer to that effect, as a matter of course, the people there 
in Marietta and in that region of country will provide the site, and 
there is no liability involved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri suggest 
an amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think one is n 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRE At the end of section 2 I think it would be well 
to insert: \ 

And all expenses connected with the maintenance of said building shall bo 
borne by said corporation. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL-BANKING SYSTEM, 


The bill (S. 3842) to reduce the amount ot United States bonds to be 
required of national banks, and to restore to the channels of trade the 
excessive accumulations of lawful money in the Treasury was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with anamend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the compulsory requirement of deposits of United States bonds with 
the Treasurer of the United States by national banks is hereby limited in 
amount to $1,000 of bonds for each and e national bank: ed, That the 
voluntary withdrawal of bonds for the retirement of national-bank notes shall 
not exceed the sum of $3,000,000 in any month: And further provided, That this 


act shall not ly to the deposits of bonds which may bo required by the Sec» 
8 to secure deposits of publio moneys in the national 


Sec. 2, That upon any deposit already or hereafter made of any United States 
bonds bearing interest in the manner required by law, any national-banking 
association making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller 
of the Currency circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, rog 
istered and countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in the whole 
amount the par value of the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall 
the total amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the amount 
at such time actually paid in of its capiial stock. 

Sec, 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, r< pealed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
has submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to the bill, it 
is my recollection. I sent for him some time ago, seeing that the bill 
would be reached, in order that he might be here. I do not see him 
in his seat, and I hardly think it would be right to go on with the bill 
until he comes in. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be passed over informally. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over informally, to be called up 
when he comes in, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think if the Senator will allow me to explain 
the bill for three or four minutes, perhaps the Senator from Kansas 
will come in in the mean time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. I should like to 
hear the explanation of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is an important bill I admit, 
and if the Senator objects to its consideration I have no objection to its 
going over; but I wish to state that I have received letters and tele- 
grams without number, since this bill was reported, urging its passage, 
from business men in all parts of the United States, and appeals I have 
no doubt have been made to other Senators. ‘The bill contains only 
two propositions, but both of them are very important. 

The bill, when it was sent to the Committee on Finance, had several 
sections, but the committee reported, and as I understood unani- 
mously, these two sections. I afterwards learned that the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] criticised it somewhat, and therefore 
I do not say that it is a unanimous report. 

But the first section simply provides thatthe banks, instead of being 
required as now to have not less than one-fourth of their eapital stock 
invested in United States bonds, shall be required to deposit but $1,000 
each. That provision was made at a time when it was the interest of 
the Government to compel the banks to hold bonds. Now there 
is no such object, but, on the other hand, the Government is the chief 

of these bonds, and it is desirable to get them into the mar- 
et in order to enable the Government to buy them. So it was thought 
wise to relieve the banks from the restriction which required them to 
withhold from the people one-fourth of their capital stock and invest 
it in United States bonds. The only objection made to that section 
was the one stated by the Senator from Kansas, that it might induce 
the banks to surrender their bonds in order to get the benefit of the 
ee high premium, and thus to reduce the volume of currency. 
t the bonds I refer to are bonds deposited mainly to secure their right 
to be a corporation, not bonds deposited merely to secure circulating 
notes. The first section, therefore, might possibly induce some of the 
banks to sell the bonds and throw them upon the market now, and 
this would necessarily reduce the amount of bank-notes in circulation, 
and that is the point made against it. 

The second section, however, provides that all the existing banks 
that have notes in circulation and all that are hereafter organized may 
issue notes to the full face value of the bonds so deposited. The effect 
of that provision undoubtedly would expand the circulation, 

Mr. PLATT. How much would it expand the circulation ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ten per cent. 

T have been criticised in the and complaints have been made 
of me for not calling up this bill, but I did not want to call up the bill 
if it would lead to a general debate about financial problems. This bill 
is very simple and plain, and I thought it onght to pass without objec- 
tion, but there was no use in calling it up and having amendments of- 
fered and discussed involving the issuing of more greenbacks, and other 
grave problems that would excite alarm and distrust. I have been 
criticised for not doing it. Iwill ask the Secretary to read a statement 
from yesterday’s New York Sun. i 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.). The 
hour for the consideration of the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. PLATT, Let that article be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: It will be read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope, too, that the Senator may be allowed to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Ohio will finish his re- 
marks by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let the article be read and then I will see. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Wall street, not in the . ee sense, but as the financial center of the 
Sunay Sone = what has become of the amendments to the na- 
tional- ingact which were offered in tho Senate some weeks ago by Senn- 


tor SHERMAN. They were referred to the Committee on Finance, of which 
Senator SHERMAN isa member, and excellent information from Washington 
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has all along been to the effeot that Senator SazrMan was to bring them as 
the has been heard of them 


present 5 
rper and the Western members agreed to vote for them after the silver 
bill should have passed ; butafter Senator SHERMAN took tho subject up it was 
conceded that he could have the honor of putting them thro Tie Urst. 
r on, 

results. 


ment of national-bank circulation $3, 
re ers is, at the full limit allowed by law. In the third place, they 


forming such an association. 1 also release a large amount of bonds 
deposited by existing banks with t ry Departm 

ters. It is surprising, considering the advantages to be derived from them, 
that these amendments have not received prompt attention at the hands of Con- 
gress, or rather it would be surprising if Congress legislated for the people and 
not for the politicians. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask the consent of the Senate simply to 
state that the Sun, no doubt, has fallen into a common error. This bill 
has been upon our Calendar, reported favorably by the Committee on 
Finance, and therefore it was not smothered, as the article intimates, 
in the Committee on Finance. It was sent to the Committee on Fi- 
nance and was very fairly considered, and it was reported back contain- 
ing only these two sections recommended favorably, and is now reached 
on the Calendar. 

The bill was not called up heretofore simply because I could not call 
it up. I could not callit up because it would interfere with the order of 
business agreed upon, and I could not call it up without provoking a 
long financial debate upon amendments of which notice been given. 
But I do believe that the passage of this bill will tend very much to 
quiet even the present agitation in the money market. The second 
section would undoubtedly cause the issue of from eleven to twelve 
million dollars or more of bank notes. r 

The precise eftect of the first section I would not undertake to de- 
clare, because to what extent the banks holding the bonds which they 
are required to hold in orđer to maintain their charters would sell them 
I do not know. If the banks that are now issuing circulation would 
sell their bonds, as a matter of course that would tend to reduce the 
circulation; but as they have now the right under the law to sell their 
bonds and retire their circulation to any extent not to exceed $3,090,- 
000 a month, it seems to me, as the process of retirement has been go- 
ing on, that this bill on the whole would tend to check that process and 
would induce the national banks to issue to the full amount of circu- 
lation authorized by law. 

As a matter of course, under the law as it now stands, the national- 
banking system must go out of existence when the 4 per cent. bonds 
are paid, or prior to 1907, because there is no basis upon which national 
banks can be organized, at present at least, except upon the security of 
United States bonds unless Congress should hereafter devise some other 
form of security. The effect of this bill undoubtedly would be not 
only to prolong but to encourage the national banks until the 4 per cent. 
bonds are finally paid. Therefore I think this bill will tend rather to 
increase than diminish the amount of circulation. But of that every- 
body must judge for himself. 

I do not want to press this bill unduly, because if any Senator ob- 
jects to it I can see it is not a bill any one would undertake to discuss 
under the five-minute rule if there was any desire to discuss it at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to say one thing. There can 
not be any question (I personally can bear witness to it) that the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio has been very solicitons about having this 
bill considered at an early date, and it has to a certain extent undonbt- 
edly merit. But what I have feared is that it would finally result in a 
contraction of the currency, such a one as has been going on for the last 
twelve months especially, by reason of the retirement of national-bank 
notes. While I agree that the national-banking system as a system of 
discount and deposit is wise and judicious and ought to be maintained, 
it is plain to be seen that it is not long to be asystem having any rela- 
tion to the currency of this country. The banks themselves see that; 
they want to get rid of the currency and get out of it; but in the mean 
time the public have some rights, and I do not think that Congress 
can afford to let this currency disappear without putting something 
in the place of it, 

I believe to-day, as I have said before, that the business of this coun- ` 
try is in the greatest peril it has been in for years for lack of a suf- 
ficient circulating medium to properly carry it on. Disaster may be 
avoided, but we are very dangerously near it now, and will continue 
so until we have a larger volume of currency and that volume of cur- Sate 
rency more properly distributed than it is going to be by means of the : 
3 of bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury. So, if we are to 

o anything in regard to this matter, it seems to 6 
that which will have reſerence to the future, and not merely to the j 
time being, with reference to this system, 5 
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Mr. PLATT. The Senator said he feared the result of this measure 
would be to contract our currency. Now, as I understood the Senator 
from Obio and as I had supposed myself, the object of it is to increase 
it by the amount of 10 per cent. on the bonds which are held by the 
banks, which would be some $12,000,000 or $15,000,000, I do not re- 
member tlie exact amount now. I should like do hear the Senator's 
views on that subject, as to why he thinks it would decrease rather 
than increase the currency. 

Mr, PLUMB. Under the first section of the bill the banks are au- 
thorized to retain their charters by thedeposit of only $1,000 of bonds. 
The minimum now is $12,500, and it goes from that up to $50,000. 
The maximum required now, I believe, is $50,000, but the minimum 
is 512,500. Suppose that the average is, say, $25,000; that is theaver- 
age amount of bonds which the banks now have to hold in order to 
retain their charters. Now, if you reduce that amount from $25,000 
to $1,000 it can easily be seen that the banks will have it in their 
power to reduce the circulation to that extent. The only thing in the 
way of that is that the law now provides that no more than $3,000,- 
000 per month shall be retired; that is, the retirement, if it is carried 
to the maximum, of $36,000,000 per annum. 

Mr. PLATT. But, if the Senator will permit me, would not the 
banks which now hold bonds for circulation rather take the increased 
cireulation of 10 per cent. than to retire their bonds? 

Mr. PLUMB. Some of them would and some would not; but the 
trouble to vat Bisa about this matter relating to the currency of the 
national banks is that the volume of the currency is based upon the 
self-interest of the banks, and not the interest of the public, and I do 
not think we can afford torisk anything of that kind. 

I do not want to interpose to prevent the pense of any measure 
which any Senator may think would be helpful to the country in the 
present financial condition, but I have the greatest possible fear, in 
fact I feel perfectly certain, that nearly all of the banks out West 
would reduce their bonds just as fast as they could. 

I know there is no reason why any bank west of the Mississippi River 
should hold on to a dollar of bonds unless absolutely required. There 
might be some few banks up in the Northern States or in other portions 
of the East, where the rates of interest are comparatively low, which 
would retain their additional circulation, but that is guesswork. Even 
if it should so result for the time being the time is going to come soon 
when the currency will go down, because the bonds will be called for 
redemption and the banks will be anxious to realize the largest pos- 
sible premium, and the moment the premium commences to decline 
rapidly, as it will presently, they will go out as a matter of profit to 
themselves. 

Mr. POWER. To obviate what the Senator ‘from Kansas says, I 
move to strike out the first section, and that will simply allow the in- 
crease of circulation up to the face of the bonds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 1 of the 
amendment of the committee, in the following words 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the amendment be printed and the bill go 
over. It can not be considered under the five-minute rale. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have this to say: I have no objection if the 
Senate think it necessary to do anything but pass only the second sec- 
tion, which will allow the banks to issue 10 per cent. more of circula- 
tion. If the bill over it will stand at the head of the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senate will just allow one or two words 
more about this matter. I should like to say one word myself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So should I. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask unanimous consent to be allowed a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is only continuing now by unani- 
mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr, PLATT. I know the debate proceeds by unanimous consent 
and I am thankful for the indulgence of the Senate. 

I do not speak of the national banks in any other section of the 
country except my own. They are not speculative institutions there, 
but they are ks which are doing a legitimate business to meet the 
wants of a business community, whatever they may be in other sections 
of the country. I have no doubt that in our section of the country the 
banks which have circulation—and they all have circulation more or 
less—would ayail themselves of this increased amount of circulation, 

While the silver bill was under discusgion here the course of debate 
in the Senate convinced me of one thing, that we ought to prevent the 
restriction of our circulating medium and to take measures for increas- 
ing it to some extent. It seems to me that this is a very wise propo- 
sition in that direction, and therefore I hope that the second section of 
the amendment will be 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I wanted simply to say, as an ex- 
planation of why I asked that the-bill go over after it was proposed to 
strike out the first section, that that would leave the section which 
vests in the banks the additional authority which they do not now pos- 
Sess, to issue an increased circulation, and that would be an encourage- 
ment to the banks to believe that they would get further permission 
Are probably fr issue 8 Sn want 8 that I am un- 

terably opposed to ves e power of issuing the paper circulation 
of the United States in national Yanks or any other corporations, and 


I can not therefore consent to anything which seems to be an indica- 
tion on the of Congress that the power to issue paper money will 
be continued in the national banks. I shall offer no objection to any- 
thing else except the power to issue the paper circulation. I do not 
think it right to increase their circulation, because they may think 
that is an indication that Congress will perpetuate their power and 
right to issue the circulating medium of the United States, and I do 
not believe Congress will ever do that. 

Now, as to their taking up their bonds, I think that is perfectly 
right. It is simply in the line of what I believe will be the destiny of 
the national banks, that the power to issue any paper circulation will 
be taken away from them. It will be taken away by operation of law 
when the bonds are all paid, and they will continue simply as banks 
of discount and deposit. 

Mr. POWER. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. What is the objection to allowing the increase up to 
the face of the bonds, which will add from ten to twelve millions of 
money to circulate among the people throughout the country within 
ten days after the bill is passed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have just stated that I was opposed to anything 
that would tend to indicate that Congress would continue in these 
national banks their right to issue paper circulation. It is not the 
right way to increase the paper circulation of the United States. We 
can do it in a better way by the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
which would be infinitely better than this. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri object to 
the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

4 Mr. SHERMAN. I hope it will still retain its place on the Calen- 
ar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Les; let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, retaining its place on the Calendar, 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM-SHIP G, W. JONES. 


Mr. EVARTS. Lask the assent of the Senate to consider and pass 
a bill which will take but a moment. It is to give an American reg- 
ister to a steam-ship. It is of some importance that it should be passed 
now. I ask for the consideration of Senate bill No. 4375. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4375) to provide an American regis- 
ter for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New York. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUTCHINSON AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to 
the Hutchinson and Southern Kailway Company, to construct and 9 — a 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State 
of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of Gray- 
son, in the State of Texas, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

1. After the word “' referces,"’ on page 5 line 2, of said House amendment in- 
vas the words “a majority of whom shall be a quorum for the transaction of 

siness."’ 

2. Strike ont afler the word before,” on page 3, line 7, of said House amend- 
ment, the words a district judge, clerk of a district court, or,” and in lieu 
thereof insert the words onè of the judges, or the clerk of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Oklahoma or a.” 

3. Strike out after the words “filled by the,“ on 3, line 17, of said House 
amendment, the words “district judge of the United States court held at Mus- 
cogee,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “judges of the supreme court of 
the Territory of Oklahoma. 

4. Strike out, after the words “tothe,” on page 4, line 3, of said House amend- 
ment, the words ‘‘ district court held at Muscogee,” and in lieu thereof insert 
the words district court of the Territory of Oklahoma having judicial juris- 
diction over the place where the land or some part of the same lies.“ 

5. At the end of section 3, page 4, line 19, of said House amendment, add the 
following words: “The supreme court of said Territory shall have appellate 
jurisdiction in t of the final judgment or deerce of the district courtin this 
section mention Every shall be taken within sixty days next after 
the entry of such judgment or decree." 

6, Strike out section 8 entire, beginning on page 7, line 22, and ending on 

8, line 6, of said House amendment, and in lieu thereof insert the follow- 
ng as section 8. 
“Sec. S. The courts established under the laws of the United States in the 


vided.” 
7. After the words shall be,” on page 9, line 5, of said House amendment, 
insert the words “prima facie.” 
And that the House agree to the same, 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


BISHOP W. PERKINS, 
O. S. GIFFORD, 
8. W. PEEL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
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PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION, 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury; which wasread: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. d, September 19, 1890. 
To the President of the Senate: 


I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Senate resolution of the 
18th instant, reading as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Senate 
whether the rule or policy of his Department which requires the payment of 
checks issued in payment for silver bullion purchased under the recent act of 
Congress over the counter of the sub „instead of through the proper 
clearing-house, does not result in putting out notes of the larger denominations 
In of those suited for circulation and use in the ordinary business transac- 
tions of the people, and whether such method of payment does or does not prac- 
tically result inthe payment of such checks in gold coin instead of Treasury 
notes. 

I have the honor to reply as follows: 

There is no rule or Hof of this Department which requires that checks 
drawn in payment of silver bullion purchased under the recent act of Congress 
be paid over the counter of thè subtreasury at New York: 

As a matter of fact these pass through the New York clearing-house the same 
as other checks drawn on the assistant treasurer at New York. 

In regard to the issue of Treasury notes of large denominations in payment 
for silver purchased, I have the honor to state that it was found impracticable 
to engrave and print in the period of thirty days—the time allowed between the 
pases orme act of July 14, 1890, authorizing the issue of these notes, and the 

ate the purchases of silver were to commence—a sufficient suppiy of the new 
notes to comply with the Jaw except in denominations of $1,000 and $100. 

In the course of a few days, however, certainly by the first of next week, the 
supply of Treasury notes of small denominations will be sufficient to enable 
the Department to make payments for silver purchased in notes of small de- 
nominations instead of large ones. When the supply of small notes will per- 
mit, the notes of large denominations already issued will be exchanged at the 
Treasury and its branches for notes of small denominations, and as fast as such 
notes of large denominations are received in the Treasury, notes of smaller de- 
nominations will be paid out in their stead. 

In order to prevent any scarcity of notes of small denominations by reason of 
the necessary issue of Treasury notes of large denominations, the Treasurer of 
the United States has been in the habit of receiving Treasury notes of large 
denominations on deposit with the assistant treasurer at New York for trans- 
fer of funds, and shipping from the Treasury notes of small denominations 
(silver certificates and greenbacks) to banks 

With reference to the inquiry “‘ whether suc 
does not practical! 


uesting them. 

method of er Epo does or 
result in the payment of such checks in gold coin instead 
of Treasury notes I have the honor to state that the amount of Treasury notes 
paid out to date in the purchase ot silver bullion, all in denominations of $1,000 
and $100, has been $5,200,000, of which amount $985,600 have been reccived back 
in the Treasury in the payment of dues and are now carried as cash, leaving 
the sum of $4,223,400 in circulation. 

So far as the Ee welt is informed there has-been no demand of any mag- 
nitude upon the Treasury for the redemption of these notes in gold coin. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, 
GEO. S. BATCHELLER, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask that the communication be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is in answer to a resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB],who is not now in the Chamber. I 
suggest thatit might be well to let it lie on the table for the present. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication, then, will lie on the 
table. 


JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 2648. It is 
the bill in regard to the right of way through the Fort Riley military 
reservation, r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way 
to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation in the State of Kansas, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is hardly worth while to read the amendment. 
It is just a substitute striking out and inserting, and the principal 
changes are in the names, I move that the amendment be non-con- 
curred in and that the Senate request a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 


PROTECTION OF TIMBER. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from New York who has charge 
of the unfinished business to allow me to call up a bill which was 
passed over yesterday, Order of Business 1709, Senate bill 4156. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees 
and other growth on the public domain from destruction by fire. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill has been read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. -The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry will be stated. 

The amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was 
to sirike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That any person who shall maliciously or in a grossly negligent, careless 
manner set on fire or cause to be set on fire any woods, —— or prairie 
on any of the public lands of the United States, and any person who shali ma- 


` 


liciously or by gross negligence permi hich he have 
lighted on othe lands, — to the public lands of the United & 
to the injury of the trees, undergrowth, or prairie upon such public lands, sha 

be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and. upon conviction thereof in any court 
of competent jurisdiction, shall be fined in a sum not more than $1,000, or, 
imprisoned fora term not more than three years, or both; the fine to go into 
the public-school fund of the county in which the trees or other growth so de- 
stroyed or injured are situated, 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is Senate bill 4556, a bill which was laid over 
one: It has been amended to meet the objection which was then 

e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is Order of Business 1709. . ml 

Mr. HOAR. It strikes me that this is rather a peculiar provision 
that fines for a national offense should be paid to a State organization. 

Mr. PADDOCK, It is not paid over exactly to aState organization, 
It is for the school fund. It is better to put it there than anywhere 
else, is it not? It is for the benefit of education in the vicinage—— 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me rather an extraordinary provision that 
a certain class of United States offenses, the expenses for prosecuting 
which are paid by the Government of the United States, should go to 
local purposes, : 

Mr. PADDOCK. The effect of it is upon the immediate country 
and nowhere else; it is not, so to speak, a general offense. 

Mr. HOAR. That isthe case with all offenses pretty much. 5 
pose there may be something in the suggestion of the Senator that w. 
create greater vigilance in prosecution. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill was drawn in the Department of Justice, 
as I am informed, and was sent here in a special executive message by 
the President of the United States because it was considered a most 
important matter. It was considered by the land officers of the Gov- 
ernment, from representations coming from the Territories, etc., as a 
subject demanding the immediate attention of Congress. Great quan- 
tities of timber had been destroyed by conflagrations through gross 
carelessness, negligence, and perhaps the malicious setting of 
The provision in question in the bill as originally drawn, now criti- 
vised, was to the effect that one-half of the fine should go to the in- 
former. This was objected to yesterday when the bill was under con- 
sideration. Ido not like the method of dividing fines with informers 
myself and readily accepted the suggestion fo amend in that particular. 

Mr. HOAR. My not insisting further is solely out ot deterence to the 
Senator, and not out of deference to some Department of the Govern- 
ment not charged with legislative duties. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. Do I understand him to say that the bill itself or the amend- 
ment was forwarded to this body by the President of the United States 
by special message? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The original bill, as I have before stated, was for- 
warded by the President in an executive message. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask if the President of the United 
States has seen the amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not think he has. The amendment was sug- 
gested this morning on this floor; and the President is ſar away at the 
present time. * 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. . J 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JACOB BARR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will permit me to enter a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which a bill was passed this morning. I 
ask to enter a motion to reconsider the action of the Senate in passing 
Senate bill 3212, for the relief of Jacob Barr, and ask that it may be 

laced on the Calendar to retain the place where it was on the Calendar. 
2 to have time to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order will be made. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 

Mr. EVARTS. I call for the ar order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill (H. R. 9014} to define and reg- 
ulate the jurisdiction ot the courts of the United States is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the bill now to be considered by the 
Senate as offered isin this form: A House bill came here, and the Ju- 
diciary Committee of the Senate has adopted an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, striking out all of the bill of the House and 
substituting the bill reported. Unless there is some objection, per- 
haps it will be unnecessary to read the House bill, though, of course, 
if any one desires that that may be done, I have no objection to make. 
If there is no such desire, then I would ask that the Secretary may 
read the substitute reported from the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported as a substitute 
will be read, if there be no objection. 
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The Secretary read the e eee by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


‘That there shall be è appointed by by the Presid 
7... Soe en DOSS, S Oe Salen oe ee eee 
Judge, who shail ave the sme q qualifications and shall 
urisdiction therein thatthe — judges of the United 
respective circuits, now have und laws. and who shall be * 
the samo com m as the cireuit judges of the United States, in their 
now have. 


Src. 2, That there to hereby created in each circuit a circuit court of appeals, 


and procedure as may be conform- 
hairs at as shall be beconferred bylaw. It sball ete 


thin its jurisdiction as are now ex- 
by the clerks of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
The of the marshal of 


fo far as the same may be applicable salary the court 
shall be $2,500 . A SDA srt) EOE. Bo OOS © 
moment eps uarterly. The costs and fees in the Su- 


preme Court 3 eee wack li be costs and fees in the cireuit courts 


of appeals; and . accounted for, and paid over to the 
‘Treasury t of the United States in the same manner as is provided 
iguan Lyry remaigna 

The court shall have power to estab all Tules and regulations for the con- 
duct of the business of 


ice the associate justices Court 
— p to each circuit, and the circuit judges within each circuit, and the nET 


eral district judges within each circuit, shall be competent to sit as j 
T circuits in the manner 
mafter ded. In case the Chief · Justice o ustice of the Su- 
preme should attend at any session of the. circuit courtof 1 he 
1 the circuit judges in attendance upon the court in the absence of 

Chief Justice or associate justice of the Sra ee N preside in the 
order of the seniority of their respective comm: 


the Chief-Justice or jag eager eee Court and circuit judges, 
one or more district judges with be competent to sit in the 
court according to order or —— among the district j as 

or particular assignment shall be by the court: Prov 


court of appeals. A term shall 
in the several judicial circuits 
5 in the city of Boston; in the second 
places: In the Ñ in the third in the city of Philadel- 
fourth circui: in the city of Richmond; the fifth cireuit, in the 
par AA Orleans; in rier ang gy ape of Cincinnati; in the 
enth circuit, in the city of Chi 
ninth Bas in the 
the above circuits 
rms 


„ W 


ppeal 
be taken or allowed from Posi district court to the existing cireuit courts, and 
no ap jurisdiction hereafter be exercised or al lowed by anid gists 
ing circuit courts, but all a 18 —.— writ of error or otherwise, 
9 shall onl 9 Court of the l United 


be su! 
States or in the court of 
vided, and the review, by tappen, by — 5 error, or oth hee 
circuit courts shall be reviewed — in the Supreme Court of the United 
States or in the circuit courts of appeals hereby established according to the 
of this act ng the same. 
7 — 3 That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court inthe following 
any case in which the jurisdiction of the courtisin issue; in such cases the 
question of re alone shall be certified to the Supreme Court from the 
court below for decision. 
From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. 
acai in of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 


case that involves the construction or application of the Constitution 
oft the | nited States. 
In any case in which the constitutionality of any — 6 of the United States 
= 1 validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority is drawn 
Inany case in which the constitution or law of aState is claimed tobe in con- 
travention af the Constitution of the United States. 
Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases 
from the highest court of a State, nor the construction of the statute 
providing for review of such cases. 
Sec. 6. That the circuit courts of appeals 
cise jurisdiction to review by appen or b; 
in the district court and the existing ciren 
vided for in the preceding section of this act, unless otherwise providen by 
and the judgments or decrees of the circuit courts of appeals shall 1 
In all eases in which jurisdiction is dependent entirely Ay con the o 
parties to the suit or controversy, mag apr aliens and citizens of United States 
or citizens of different States; also in all cases arising under tho patent — 1 
under the revenue laws, and under the crimingl pate and in admiralty cases, 
that in every such subject within its a r 
court of appeals at any time may tothe Supreme Court of the United 


States aay gamona or 3 of law concerning which it desires the in- 
or its proper decision. And thereupon the Supreme 


eits SUORA A an pro; 
mepa iz upon the ci courts of in such case, or 


In an before the circuit court of appeals it shall be competent 
for the e to require, by certiorari or otherwise, any such ease tobe 
certified Court for its review Fosse determination with the same 
power and „ it been carried by appeal or writ of 
error to the Su; 

In all other cases Gece hall be of right an a or writ of error or review 
of the case by the Supreme Court of ibe United where the matter in con- 


4 


troversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs. But no such appeal shall be taken 
or writ of error sued out unless within one year after the entry of the order, 
judgment, or decree sought to be reviewed. 

Sec. 7. That where, upon a hearing in equity in a district court or in an ex- 
isting circuit court, an inj shall be granted or continued by an interloc- 
ys Conlon aas vaie a cause in which an a) 
be taken under ns of this act to the 
peal ma. 2 
ub ro 


from a final decree may 


of such 
Sec, S. That an justice d T p of the isions of this 
— et eso) ny J or ju 22 n pursuance proni ns o 


yme 
e United States. 

Src. 9. That the — iar the several districts in which said circuit court 
of appeals may be held shall, 
United States s and with his ap; 


arshals, criers, clerks, bailiffs, and messengers 
compensation for their Pe pando nga asare allowed for similar ser 
S SEG 1, That whenever 


‘vices in 


determination. And whenever o: 
goming from a circuit Court of appe ded by the Su; Court to thy 
Supreme cause shall be reman y preme 0 
1 rss 
tion. Whenever on appeal or writ of error or acase coming from a 
district or cirouit court shall be reviewed and determined in the circnit court 


of in acase in which decision in the cirouit court of appeals is final 

such cause shall be remanded to the said district or circuit court for further 
to be there taken in pursuance of such determination. 

Sec.11, That no a or of error by which any order, judgment, or de- 


error such limits of time shall a 
taken to or sued out from the 
Jaw now in force regu’ the m 


error 
ing al 
appeals and writs of error, and any judge of the 3 courts of ken in re 
spectof cases brought or tobe brought to that court, shall have the same powers 
and duties as to the allowance of a or writs of error and the conditio 
of such allowance as now by Jaw belong to the justices or judges in respect 
the existing courts of the United States respectively. 

Srv. 12. That the circuit court of appeals shall have the powers specified in 
e United States. 


tion Sofa an act entitled “An act to tidia Die. di of cason in tho Bu- 
same are —. „repealed. Pind P eg peier aor pipes de e 8 
writs of error loonie’ with the provisions for review by appeals or writs 
of error in the preceding sections 5 and 6 of this act are hereby repealed 

Mr..EVARTS. I move, in section 4, line 10, to strike out the word 
reviewed, after the words shall be,” and substitute the word 
had. It is an error in the print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. STEWART in the chair). That 
amendment to theamendment will be made, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. EVARTS. I send up an amendment to section 6, in line 25, 


which I ask may be read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I must that in as important a bill as this, 
with amendments being offered and considered, we shall have a quo- 


rum present. 

Mr. EVARTS. There are no changes that I am now offering at all 
except to make the substitute bill in accordance with what was the 
intention of the committee. There are no amendments that I offer 
changing the structure of it at all. They are only to put it in proper 

hrase. 


p Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. A quorum of Sen- 
ators should be present when a bill of this importance is being consid- 


ered. 
Mr. EVARTS. There is no doubt about that, but I am making no 
amendments whatever except to rectify the text as was intended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In section 6, on page 18, line 25, it is proposed 
to strike out: 

In any case pending before the circuit court of appeals. 

And insert: 


And excepting, also, that in any such case as is hereinbefore made final in tho 
circuit court of appeals. 
So as to read: 


Ane PER Y ing, also, that in any such case as is hereinbefore made finalin the 
circuit court of appeals It shall be competent for the Supreme Court to require 
. Re pices or otherwise any such case to be cerfified to the Supreme Court, 


‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


10219 


Mr. INGALLS. I offer as an additional section, to come in after sec- 
tion 12 and to be appropriately numbered, the following, which has 
been submitted to the Senator in charge ot the bill and I believe has 
his sanction and approval. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that there is no quorum of the Senate 
present. We must have some more Senators in this Chamber in the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not ask for action upon the amendment, but 
only that it be reported for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Chair that there is no quorum 
present, and the Chair can see that there is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators responded 
to their names: 


Allen,. Dixon, Manderson, Sanders, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Bate, Evarts, Mette, Sherman, 
Berry, Frye, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gray, Vest, 
Blair, Hampton, 8 Walthall. 
Carlisle H Pierce, Wilson of aon 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt. Wilson of M 
Coke, Higgins, Power, Wolcott. 
heey Hiscock, 8 X 

Daniel, Hoar, uay, 

Davis, Ingalls, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum being present, the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the 
committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as section 13 the follow- 


5 5 and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the decisions 
of the United States court in the Indian to the e Court of the 
United States, or to the circuit court of in the eighth circuit, in the 
same manner and under the same regulations as from the cirenit or district 
courts of the United States under this act. 
Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 
Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator from New York proceeds, will 
he permit me to offer another amendment that I propose to submit as 
an additional section, in order that it may be printed and ready for ac- 


tion when it shall be reached in the consideration of the bill e der l 


Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 
The ESN G OFFI ER. The amendment will be received and 
rinte 
y Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That en 604 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended to 
read as follows: 
“Sec, 604. The judicial districts of the United States are divided into eleven 
cironits, as follows: 
“ First. hie ware 5 districts of Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
re, and 
“Second. a second circuit includes the districts of Vermont, Connecticut, 


and New York 

“Third, The third circuit includes the districts of Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
neger ithe fourth elves circuit includes the districts of Virginia, West Vi: 

Fou e fou: reuit inclu 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. a 

a Minion — 8 cireuit — the districts of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
an 

„Sixth. The sixth circuit includes the districts of Louisiana, Texas and Ar- 


kansas 
: “Seventh. The seventh circuit includes the districts of Ohio, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee. 

Sete includes the districts of Wisconsin, Michigan, Ill- 


“Eighth, The el, 
saei ows and Sa inth os it includes the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
Nin ninth circuit includes the 0 on 
South Dakota, and Minnesota. 
“Tenth, The tenth circuit includes the districts of Kansas, Nebraska, Colo- 
rado, and Wyoming. 
“Eleventh. The eleventh circuit includes the districts of Idaho, Washington, 
Oregon, Nevada, and California. 

“The a ener judge of the — circuit shall be the circuit judge of the fifth cir- 

2 e pons judge of the eighth circuit shall be the circuit judge of the 
xth ciroul 

“For the ninth aud tenth circuits there shall be appointed a circuit judge in 

each, who shall have the same power and jurisdiction th receive the 

same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes. 

“AL causes, controversies, motions, and matters which have been tried or sub- 
mitted and are under advisement in the present circuit ooun in which any of 
said districts are comprised shall be proceeded with and decided by the said 

zesp poore ares who have the same under advisement, the same as if this act 

no n pi 

“The regular terms of the circuit court shall be held in each year at the times 
and places following, but when any of said dates shall fall on Sunday the term 
shall commence on the following day: 

In the district of Montana on the day of 

In the district of North Dakota on the day of 

In the district of South Dakota on the day of 

In the district of Wyoming on the day of 

In the district of Idaho on the day of 8 

In the district of Washington on the day of * 


ot REAGAN. Does the Senator propose to have that amendment 
7 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

. OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
printe 


Mr. DOLPH, For the same purpose I submit a proposed amend- 
ment, to come in as a new section, and ask that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received, read, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. DOLPH, as 3 


to — made 

Mr. GRAY. IL should like to ask the en from Kansas if the 
amendment which he has just submitted, which has been read at the 
desk, is drawn as an amendment to the bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. It is intended to be proposed as an amend- 
ment to the bill when it can be reached in its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. What I wanted to ask, as I did not gather it perhaps 
correctly in every respect, was whether it had been drawn so as to fit 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will require adjustment. 

Mr. GRAY. I notice in this bill reported from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee the circuit courts for which additional circuit judges are pro- 
vided are composed of the cireuit judges and one of the justices of the 
Supreme Court, so that it would seem, as the Senator’s amendment 
was read, that it would require an additional justice of the Supreme 
Court to make the amendment accommodate itself to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask also, in order that all the amendments may ap- 
pear in the RECORD together, that the amendment submitted some 
time since by me, and which has been printed, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


Sec. —. That the States of O n, Been ah Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial t. and there shal ples taser po by the Presi- 


pea fr Sos URIA BHNS beens hex tapas brandi y 1 
have the same power and jurisdiction therein that one circuit j 3 the 
United States, within their respective circuits, now as under e . 
United their respective circuits now have. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
Mr. INGALLS. No; the amendment of the committee first comes 
up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
tee which was pending. 
Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 
proceeding t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee pending, which will be again read. 
lows: 
Sec, 13. 1 and writs of error may be taken — 
United to the ae 
Sager United States or to the circuit court of appeals in the 
in the same manner and under the same from = 
Mr. CULLOM. Does that come from the ERS or from some 
Senator? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis an amendment to the amend- 
Mr. EVARTS. Ido not understand that the Senator from Kansas 
proposes to offer this amendment for adoption now. 
mate, he having been previously consulted, that it was acceptable to 
him. : 
I was pro- 
posing to open the subject generally upon the bill. 
any other question. d 
Mr. MORGAN. Task the Senator from New York if he expects to 
Mr. EVARTS. Ido not know how that may be. Of course I have 
no desire to press it without a full Senate. 
the bill, is he not? 
Mr. EVARTS. Yes. 
that I think the amendmentoffered by the Senator from Kansas in re- 
gard to appeals trom the Indian Territory probably ought to be incorpo- 
tories if that should be incorporated in theSenate bill. That provision 
is incorporated in the bill from the House. I do not understand that 
ought to be consolidated and provision made in onesection for appeals 
from the Indian Territory and from the other Territories. 


such circuit two circuit judges, whoshall have the same q 
and who ——— be entitled to the same compensation as the clreuit judges of the 
States in 

of the Senator from Kansas. 

from Kansas to offer an amendment to the amendment of the commit- 
Mr. VEST. Are we now to consider this bill finally? 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section, as fol- 

States court in the Indian 

trict courts of the United States under this act. 

ment of the committee, offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from New York to inti- 
Mr. EVARTS. Well, that does not touch the question. 
Mr. INGALLS. That canbe done on my amendment as well as on 

get a final vote on this bill to-day? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator is going to speak upon and explain 
Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from New York permit me to say 
rated in the provision for appeals from thesupreme courts of the Terri- 

it is incorporated in the Senate bill, and perhaps the two amendments: 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
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will be desirable in whatever form the Senate shall pass this bill, 
whether in the form recommended by the House, the form recom- 
mended by the majority of the committee, or the form recommended by 
the minority. I would suggest, therefore, that instead of offering the 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from New York, he offer 
it in whatever condition the bill may stand. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendinent I proposed is necessarily inde- 
pendent of the consideration suggested by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH]. While the proposition that he desires to include is cognate 
and germane, no matter whether it conflicts or interferes with the one 
I offered, still if that should not be included mine would be equally 
desirable and necessary, because it refers toa question that arises under 
an existing statute independent of the one to which the Senator from 


n relers, 

Mr. DOLPH. That is all very true. My suggestion was only that 
it would add to the symmetry of the bill if both provisions for the 
Indian Territory and for the Territories generally were putin one sec- 
tion, which I suppose might be done without unnecessary verbiage. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, on so important a bill as this intro- 
duced to the Senate for its action, coming from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, itis incumbent upon me as introducing this measure to expose, 
as briefly as may be, but at the same time, I think, distinctly, what the 
scheme of this proposed intermediate court is. 

We must first look at the existing evils which are felt all over the 
country in respect to the great accumulation of causes upon the docket 
of the Supreme Court. All of the Senate are as familiar with the gen- 
eral and principal facts in this regard as the members of the Judiciary 
Committee can expect or claim to be. 

The mischief stands in the fact, that can not be underestimated, of the 
retardation of the administration of justice. There are over twelve hun- 
dred causes on the docket of the Supreme Court, and something like that 
number have now for a considerable succession of years confronted the 
laborers of that court on their assembling at each annual term. The 
faithful laborers of that court have not been able to dispose of more than 
something like, at the utmost, I suppose, four hundred causesannually, 
and that would be placing the suitors four years behind in the hear- 
ing of their causes after they are complete and placed upon the docket. 
Al over the country, by the suitors, by the judges, and by the pro- 
fession, this has been felt us an intolerable evil, and that the legisla- 
tive power should exercise its authority in such relief of this great 
and pressing evil as it should be competent for Congress to afford. 

Several notions have prevailed as to how this relief may be accom- 
- plished. One has been that this court here might be divided into quo- 

rums to sit in separate chambers and dispose of in quorums of 
‘or four, as Congress might determine, all causes that in their nature 
should not require their disposition by the whole bench—I mean con- 
stitutional and other questions that in their nature should be resolved 
at once by that whole bench. 

Another method has been suggested to much reduce the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court. Already a limit of $5,000 is upon suitors 
as a right to come to that court upon questions that do not involve in 
their nature certain questions that must come up. The limit now has 
seemed to me as a member of the profession a very unsuitable line of de- 
markation for the subjects of a great government; and when I look to 
England and see there is no pecuniary limit whatever against suitors 
carrying their rights through every court to the highest court, it seems 
to me that, although now on the statute-book ever since 1875, this limit 
of $5,000 ought to be removed and treated as an impediment in the 
administration of justice that ought to be got rid of. 

If this method of the division of the Supreme Court into chambers 
to consider thus, we will suppose, three causes where they now can 
consider one, falling within the head of private justice and not em- 
bracing any notions of publie interest or welfare, shall not be adopted, 
the plan has been suggested, and has been presented to the Senate as 
well as to the other House of Congress for something like twelve or 
fourteen years, of an arrangement of an intermediate appellate court 
between the courts of the United States of the first instance and the 
Supreme Court itself. 

Mr. President, there are no real faults, as it seems to me, of great 
magnitude in the present system of the administration ot justice by the 
courts of the United States in the first instance and then by direct ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States, except the inability of 
the Supreme Court to discharge its duty of hearing and determining. 
Therefore, the great point for us to meet is to provide intermediate 
courts that shall answer the purpose of our obligations under the Con- 
stitution, that shall leave entirely uncurtailed the authority of the 
Supreme Court in the great functions of its politico-legal relation to 
affairs; I mean the establishment 8f the supervision of laws in the 
sense of constitutionality and other questions of a public nature, and 
that there should be provided an intermediate court of dignity and 
character and furnished with a sufficient number of judges to d 
of the appellate jurisdiction thus created. 

There was introduced, I think, some twelve years or more ago, a 
8 for such an intermediate court, and that included the ad- 

tion ot eighteen new circuit judges to the judicial establishment thus 
to be created. For this reason or that, which Ican not recount, no 
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great progress has been made in either House of Cougress towards 
meeting the present pressing and urgent occasions which have induced 
the consideration of these judicial measures. 

Mr. President, an element in that scheme of an intermediate appel- 
late tribunal included, also, the more obnoxious feature of a pecuniary 
limit, and in order to be sure that the Supreme Court should not be 
clogged in its administration of justice the $5,000 limit wasin this pro- 
posed scheme that I have referred to raised to $10,000. Itcan hardly 
be said to be a measure to enable the Supreme Court to administer jus- 
tice to cut off recourse of suitors to that tribunal. There was another 
subject connected with the original jurisdiction courts, but a matter 
of appeal between these inferior courts and that was the existing scheme 
by which there was an appeal from a district judge to a circuit judge, 
and the profession have had a general conclusion, I think, that this 
appeal from one judge to another single judge is not up to the mark of 
appellate jurisdiction and review that suitors and counsel for their 
suitors are fairly entitled to. At each end, therefore, this combina- 
tion of jurisprudence in the Supreme Court and this original start of 
litigation, the matter of appeal presses itself upon our attention. 

Mr, President, the scheme that the Committee on the Judiciary have 
reported confines its consideration wholly to the question of a proper 
provision by judicial establishment for an acceleration of the adminis- 
tration of justice in the courts of the United States. There first came 
up before our committee the consideration of whether the House bill, 
which adds two new circuit judges in each circuit, was desirable or 
useful or was to be tolerated. The scheme of the House bill was to 
abolish the distinction of courts of the first instance between the district 
courts and the circuit courts by abolishing the present circuit courts, 
and then the scheme in regard to the intermediate appellate courts 
was that there should be there three circuit judges who should be ex- 
clusively a portion of the appellate court sitting as such. I Say ex- 
clusively’’ for that is the scheme. 

There is another provision that the circuit courts—the appellate 
circuit courts I will call them—might be able to authorize a circuit 
judge to sit pro re nata in any district court. The first thing that at- 
tracted our attention was how it should be possible that in order to 
relieve the Supreme Court from an annual accumulation of new cases 
amounting to about four hundred, in nine or ten circuits of separate 
appellate courts there should be occupation enough for these tribunals 
on appeals thus reduced to a tenth or ninth, 

Senators will observe that, when we look into this matter and discuss 
it to determine how it should be distributed through these nine or ten 
circuits, we discovered that four hundred cases would only furnish 
something like forty cases of the same grade of appeals to each circuit, 
and by inquiring of the clerk of the Supreme Court we were able to 
gain alittle dissecting plan of this mass of causes on the Supreme Court 
docket among the different circuits. ` F 

The second circuit, which includes the State of New York, disappears 
almost here as of any very great magnitude of superiority in numbers of 
causes over some other circuits. There is one notable tendency in some 
circuits to prevent the enlargement of jurisdiction growing out of citi- 
zenship. It will be noticed that in the Eastern States there is no very 
large number of cases in the annual number resting upon that ground 
of jurisdiction, but as you go West and South you find an enlargement 
of causes turning upon citizenship and a lesser proportion of causes that 
fall under the other general heads of jurisdiction dependent upon the 
subject-matter. 

Before this statement is read I should say that we did not have be- 
fore us the whole twelve hundred, but we had what would answer all 
our purposes as well, and that was the four hundred cases at the top 
of the docket. We were limited to those in the inquiry, because the 
clerk could not-give us the subjects-matter that we desired unless the 
records were printed, and as we all understand the court never pro- 
ceeds with the printing of the record much beyond the possible amount 
that may be reached, I will now ask that this little schedule may be 
read by the Secretary at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

New cases added to the docket of the Supreme Court of tie United States at 
October terms, 1887, 1888; and 1889. ; 


From— 1887. 1888. 1889. 

S : sate = et ie (aes? 

First circuit ......... 23 J4 | 17 
Second circuit.. 69 67 78 
Third circuit 2i 7 16 
Fourth eireui il 23 20 
Fifth circuit.. 36 46 46 
Sixth circuit.. 31 40 50 
Seventh circuit. 58 30 40 
Eighth circui 50 76 70 
Ninth eireuit 17 | 80 20 
Territories.... 54 32 26 
State courts . 59 67 56 
District of Columbia 18 26 11 
Court of Claims „se... 35 17 11 
SORRY KELE N | 535 | 461 


* Filty-one Chinese cases. 


1890. 
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Supreme Court of the United States, October term, 1889. Cases from No. 
1 to No, 400, inclusive. 
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Eighth. 
i3 | Ninth .. 


288 | r 169 
Territories .......... 23 
District of Columb; 

State courts ... 
Court of Claims 


Gross total 
Cases docketed on one record and Cross appeals... . . cee ceeeee 


Total number of cases on the docket for October term, 1889. . . 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, this dissection of the formidable mass 
on the docket shows us that it is by no means so great a burden and so 
large a labor when distributed among the different circuits to be dis- 

of in the annual litigation. Of course it may be assumed that 
under certain advantages which will grow out of these appellate courts 
heing made convenient to the suitors and lawyers in the different cir- 
cuits there may be an increase of appeals, but nevertheless this is the 
best guide that we have, and if Senators will look at the distribution 
of the causes that are found allotted to a circuit, the distribution of 
them under the difterent heads, they will at once see that what have 
been considered very formidable accumulations, such as under the head 
of patent causes or such as equity causes, are really reduced to a very 
small number in each circuit. 

J call attention to this for the purpose of showing how much relief 
will be given to the docket of the Supreme Court, how much facility 
and rapidity will be given in the different circuits for disposition of 
litigation that turns only on the citizenship of the opposing parties. 

Now, Mr. President, having laid out somewhat clearly the situation 
of difficulty, I propose to lay before the Senate the method that has 
been adopted by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate and which I 
have had the honor of reporting. 

In the first place, we take no notice of any disturbance of the exist- 
ing courts of the first instance, the district and the circuit courts—mani- 
festly they have nothing to do with the question of appeals—but we 
have taken away all appellate jurisdiction among these courts of the 
first instance. We leave the circuit courts and the district courts un- 
disturbed, with the geographical range of judicial actions of the jndges 
and also the subjects-matter that belong to the district courts and the 
circuit courts in the hearingsin the first instance as the law now leaves 
them. Whether or not there would be any important advantage in 
haying the court of first instance confounded and all composed of either 
district or all circuit judges is a matterquite aside from the appellate 
scheme that we are now to consider. For myself, it appears to me 
and I think that was the judgment of our committee—that when you 
get rid of the ground of complaint of an appeal from district court to 
circuit court, and it stands as independent with the appellate recourse 
to each of them, either to the Supreme Court here or to the new inter- 
appellate court, we have got rid of all that we need to look atin regard 
to the appellate jurisdiction in the start from the courts of the first in- 
stance. 

The next question was how we should divide the appellate recourse 
so as to operate in reduction of the burden of the docket of the Supreme 
Court and also maintain as well as might be the necessary conditions 
of a just uniformity of decision, One of the first objections to an inter- 
appellate court took the form that there would be these diverse tribu- 
nals in geographical distribution over the great district of country in 
these political divisions, and that therefore all that we had secured 
heretofore by a uriformity of conclusions of any court upon great pub- 
lic questions by the appeals centering at once in the highest court here 
would be endangered. The method of the House bill does not meet 
this difficulty at all. The only method that I can see for the relief of 
the docket of the Supreme Court rests in this, that these courts are 
created and provided for the hearing of appealsin the anaro, 
whatever may come from that in the way of furnishing a tribu 
that will be satisfactory to suitors or their professional advisers, and so 


take their litigations no further. I need not explain, not insist upon 
that. It is vague and uncertain. P 

Our people are litigious in the sense that they like to have their 
rights of, and they like to have them disposed of by the high- 
est tribunal to which they can have access if their means will allow it. 
The disposition, tod, of lawyers in this country does not so easily yield 
to the judgment of inferior courts, however great respect they may 
feel for the individual judges who may decide their causes, as to pre- 
vent them taking their cases of magnitude up to the Supreme Court if 
access is open to that tribunal through the path opened in the way 
through, these new appellate courts. 

When it comes to that there is but one provision which gives finality 
to any subject-matter in these new interappellate courts except the 
one head of jurisdiction which turns upon citizenship. There is a pro- 
vision that there shall be a final disposition of cases that thus go up, 
not on subject-matter, but as to the relation of the parties to the litiga- 
tion, that it shall be finally disposed of in these interappellate courts, 
but with this weakness, I think, even in that position, that there may 
be an appeal if allowed by the judges themselves—one or two of them 
perha 

Whether this scheme shall approve itself in the judgment of the Sen- 
ate, I think when I expose the natnre and operation of the scheme that 
it will be felt to bean operative and effective method of relieving the 
difficulties that exist. 

The Honse bill, as well as all discussions on this subject, has con- 
templated the necessity of constitutional questions affecting either the 
laws of the United States or the treaties of the United States or the 
laws of the States that are deemed to be in conflict with the Federal 
Constitution and also with certain other subjects of national impor- 
tance, such as prize cases being brought to the Supreme Court. The 
Honse bill carries all these things up through these interappellate 
courts, and leaves all these subjects therefore exposed to two difficul- 
ties: first, that of being first heard in these courts and, secondly, of 
the necessity of their going to the Supreme Conrt if the suitors choose 
to carry them there. 

But that is not the only mischief of this scheme of the House of 
Representatives, for it leaves to these tribunals distributed all over 
the country the opportunity of original determination on all these con- 
stitutional and public questions when there are two stages for consid» 
eration, and when they must be finally resolved in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and when diversities may arise in decisions upon 
these general and central propositions of the jurisprudence and of the 
jurisdiction by various determinations in these different circuits. 

An attempt has been made in discussion to provide for facility with 
which these doubting and divided judgments in these interappellate 
courts might be carried up, but no scheme short of that proposed now 
by 1 Judiciary Committee of the Senate will accomplish any great 
useful p 5 

The first thing that engaged our attention was to discriminate what 
causes ought, irrespective of amount and from their very nature, to 
have access to the Supreme Court of the United States, and when we 
had determined that list the first determination seemed quite natural 
to us that they should go directly up to the Supreme Court as they now 
go, and that thus we should avoid all the difficulty even of momentary 
diversities of judgment on these great questions in the courts of the 
new establishment in the different circuits. We also felt that it was 
entirely unnecessary, and therefore it was unnecessarily burdensome, 
that these questions in the interest of suitors and their advisers should 
be delayed and weighed down with the expense of an appeal to the in- 
termediate court when almost necessarily these questions would go to 
the Supreme Court in the interest of suitors and in the interest of unity 
of jurisprudence and jurisdiction. Therefore, in the fifth section of 
this bill we have separated from the mass of litigation those subjects 
which should go to the Supreme Court,and we have provided that they 
shall go up directly to the Supreme Court; and now that the Senators 
may have in mind this list I will ask that the Secretary read the fifth 
section of this substitute bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That sppeais of writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
or from the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court in the following 
OTs any case in which the jurisdiction of the court is in issue; in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to the Supreme Court from 
the court below for decision. 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. y 
ane of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 

In any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitution 
of the United States. : 

In any case in which the constitationality of any law of the United States or 
55 vasiy or construction of any treaty made under its authority is drawn 

In any case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to bein con- 
travention of the Constitution of the United 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in cases 


appealed from the highest court of a State, nor the construction of the statute 
providing for review of such cases, 


Mr. EVARTS. This last head is left to stand under the statutes as 


they now read, and there is no occasion for interfering with that head 
of jurisdiction, and the Honse bill has followed this same provision, 
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Mr. MITCHELL, Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. The 
section just read provides for an appeal direct to the Supreme Court of 
the United States or a writ of error in a case involving the validity or 
the construction of atreaty. Italso provides for the case of the validity 
or the construction of a treaty, It also provides for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court or a writ of error, as the case may be, where the con- 
stitutionality of a statute is involved, but it does not cover the case of 
the constraction of a statute. t 

Mr. EVARTS. It does not, and for this very obvious reason. We 
have buttwo headsof jurisdiction for our tribunal, one is of citizenship 
and the other is of subject-matter. Now, these great heads or subjects- 

matter, such as patent law, criminal law, and revenue law, all of them 
include the simple and narrow question of the meaningofalaw. We 
see no occasion for all those being treated asinvolving any public ques- 
tion, and the Senator will see by an examination of the following sec- 
tion, the sixth section, that although it can be made, yet in such cases 
all of them may be sent up for the Supreme Court to give advice and 
correction. 

Senators have been struck perhaps with the variation of phrase, but 
it rests upon that and upon the best consideration. The question of 
what the rate on tin-plate, for instance, is, is not a question that needs 
to go to the Supreme Court, except in the sense that there should be 
uniformity of decision, and that is provided for in the next succeeding 
section. 

Mr, President, if the committee has been successful in the descrip- 
tion of causes that of right and in their nature and in the interests of 
just administration the Supreme Court shonld take cognizance sooner 
or later of all these heads in the fifth section, I think the Senate will 
agree that it is better that that court should take jurisdiction as it now 


~- does directly of what must be finally disposed of by it. 


We come then to what shall go to these interappellate tribunals 
which the committee has named circuit eourts of appeal. All cases that 
do not go under the fifth section to the Supreme Court can go to these 
circuit courts of appeal, and then the provision is that the judgments 
on all these subjects there named become final. So far as the rights of 
the suitors are concerned, they have had their original trial in the court 
below, and they have here, by a careful and competent tribunal, well 
made up, the examination of the law and the rights involved in their 
' cases. 


If we are to relieve the Supreme Court, we must relieve it either by 
dividing that court into sections to sit with a lesser number than the 
whole bench or we must provide for another court that shall dispose 
finally—not finally in the sense of no opportunity of correction in the 
interests of ju ence and uniformity, but so far as concerns the 
rights of the suitors, they having had their day in court sufficiently in 
this new tribunal that we provide. 

Now, what are those cases that we say shall receive their final deter- 
mination in this new court? They are various cases that turn, not 
upon Federal jurisprudence, not upon Federal subjects-matter, but 
upon the citizenship of the plaintiff being in one State and a defend- 
ant in another, or aliens abroad and of citizens in our own States, 

The nature and purpose of the Constitution in providing these im- 
partial tribunals of Federal establishment, so that suitors t feel 
that they were not suing in State courts, but in a court of the United 
States, are well understood. I need not dwell at all upon that snb- 
ject. But both here and in the other House—thonugh not soeffectually 
as here—we have had no difficulty in holding that in these circuit 
courts held in the neighborhood, so to speak, the litigation that turned 
upon citizenship should have its final determination; and if it should 
dissuade suitors to insist upon the Federal jurisdiction and they should 
find in any State a preference for the State courts, no injury would be 
done to them and no harm to the scheme of Federal jurisprudence. 

I think, therefore, that the Senate will agree that these very large 
collections of suits—large collectively—can very well be committed to 
these new circuit courts of appeal for determination. Next to them 
we put cases arising under the patent laws, under the criminal laws, 
and in admiralty. ; 

Now, what is our provision to guard against diversity of judgment 
in these different courts—I mean in regard to those litigations that are 
to receive their final decision in these interappellate courts? Simply 
that the court itself may, in any case before it that it deems it necessary 
or useful to be advised by the Supreme Court on any question or prop- 
osition ot law, send up these questions to the Supreme Court; and then 
the Supreme Court shall have the right alternatively to answer the 
questions and send them back specifically, which shall bind the court, 
or upon looking at the subject, looking into the face as it were of the 
litigation, if it shall see fit it shall direct the record to be sent up, and 
thus the whole body of the judicial determination shall be before it. 
I conceive that the committee has not erred in thinking that this was 
a wise provision, 

Mr. President, another guard against the occurring diversity of judg- 
ments or of there being a careless or inadvertent disposition of im- 

t litigation by these courts; I should deprecate any opinion in 
advance that these courts would not fully meet the interest and 
confidence that should be invited for them, but still there should be 
something besides a mere judgment within these courts as to what 


ought to be reviewed in the interest of jurisprudence and uniformity 
of decision, and that is that the Supreme Court shall have a right, in 
any of these cases that are thus made final, by certiorari to take up to 
itself for final determination this or that case, and in that way the 
scheme of the committee does firmly and peremptorily make a finalty 
on such subjects as we think in their nature admit of finality, and at 
the same time leaves flexibility, elasticity, and openness for supervision 
by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. President, I hare given thus the substantial scheme of the com- 
mittee. Whatever follows after this, or that may have this or that 
clause in it which is useful, is really but an attendant of this scheme, 
as most of it would be an attendant of the lesser scheme of the House 
committee. There are two subjects which I will advert to for a mo- 
ment. 5 

Mr. GRAY. May Lask the Senator from New York, before he leaves 
this matter of explaining the scheme of his bill as reported trom the 
Judiciary Committee, to say a word in respect to the constitution of 
the circuit court of appeals, its personnel? 

Mr. EVARTS. Iwill come to that. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought the Senator was through with that portion 
of his ment. 

Mr. EVARTS. There are two provisions, not unimportant, which 
have received the attention of the profession very largely. One is of 
allowing an appeal in equity causes from injunction, a provision 
substantially the same in the House bill, Another provision which 
has also attracted a great deal of attention from the profession and 
two Houses of Congress, I think, is a provision that in this new 
court of ours thus established, no cirenit judge or no district judge 
who may be a part of the court can sit in a case in which he has pre- 
viously disposed of the suit. Those are matters that I think the Sen- 
ate will find no difficulty in approving, and those really complete sub- 
stantially the features of this scheme. That they are important, that 
vas = thorough, and that they will be effective, I think can not be 

ou z 

Then the question is whether there are any impediments, whether 
there are any faults, whether there are any perversions of rightful admin- 
istration of justice among suitors and in the interest of jurisprudence 
at large that should discard this scheme. This scheme in this behalf 
has received very largely, almost unanimously, the favorable opinion 
ot the American Bar Association in its late meeting at Saratoga, and I 
am, I think, authorized to say in behalf of the committee and its 
scheme that the profession at large, whohave been consulted pretty 
largely, are disposed to think that this is a scheme which will be effect- 
ual, which will be a good working scheme, and will answer the objects 
in view. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I think also I may say that, so far as the jus- 
tices of the Supreme Courthavetaken to examine this scheme, 
they have found it a working scheme that will be satisfactory to that 
court, But I do not insist upon these matters as any conclusive au- 
thority that should suppress our freedom of judgment, but simply as 
evidence that this scheme has been presented to the notice of large 
numbers of the profession and large numbers of members of the judi- 


ciary. 

I have heard it said by persons in great authority that under this 
scheme, after this accumulation is once worked off, as we hope it may 
be by some extraordinary effort on the part of the court so as to bring 
about practically the benefits, a session of five months here might dis- 
pose of the docket, and that therefore these justices might be liberated 
for doing a share of judiciary oy in the courts of the first instance, 

I do not know whether all the tors will agree, but for myself I 
regard it asa great misfortune that judges in banc are also not brought 
in contact with the profession and the suitors and the people in the 
courts of first instance as frequently as possible. Now, I will imagine 
for perhaps I can not call it more than imagination—that these circuit 
judges, who are to compose this tribunal in each of the circuit courts 
in their appellate function, will, as I think, be able to dispose of the 
annual litigation in three or four months, at such distribution of terms 
as they may think fit, and they would be leit to take the very important 
part that they now take, and can not bespared, inmy judgment, in the 
court of first instance in equity cases and in matters that belong to first 
hearings of all important matters, 

I do not desire to see a severance between these appellate judges, 
which the scheme of the House operates between the judges of that 
court and the jurisdiction in the first instance of the litigation that the 
circuit judges now discharge. 

Now I come more distinctly to the constitution of the court to which 
my attention has been called by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], 
and which in the natural course would have invited my attention. 
The House of Representatives, it will be seen, add two circuit judges. 
The Senate scheme adds but one. This is a very great difference in 
regard to the number of judges to be appointed. It is always a mis- 
fortune that there should be what we will call a full bench of judges 
to be appointed once, and of course naturally enough they are to be ex- 
pected to derive their appointment from the political choice that the 
Constitution reposes in the President of the United States with the ap- 
proval of the Senate. This, therefore, is, as I think, a great feature that 
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pons commend itself to the Senate at once, that we reduce the num- 
of the judges to be appointed, Are we then to think that by doing 
this we shall cripple at all the judicial force of the circuit courts of 
appeals? I imagine not. At any rate if the House scheme is to take 

judges away from their functions in the courts of first instance, 
you cripple those courts, and those courts are all felt to be scarcely less 
important than in the instance of the Supreme Court in its accumula- 
tions that we wish in the first place to dispose of in the hearings and 
trials in the first instance. 

Then how do we constitute these courts? The section operative in 
this regard gives to the Chief-Justice and associate justices of the 
Supreme Court and to these circuit judges in each circuit and to the 
district judges competency to sit. They therefore are within the 
range of judicial function that they can exercise in this court under 
the circumstances that are prescribed. How, then, is this discrimina- 
tion as to who shall compose the court on this or that section or on this 
or that occasion of jurisdiction? It is this: The justices of the Su- 
preme Court, including, of course, the Chief-Justice, being competent 
to sit, if they attend they preside. If they do not attend, then the 
elder circuit judge in commission presides, and on any occasion when 
the number of the court is not eup out of either the justices of the 
Supreme Court or the judges of the circuit court, then a district judge 
is brought in to make up the complement of the court. That is left 
for the court itself eban by its particular or general designation to ar- 
range how this or that judge of the district court shall sit in this or 
that term of the court, or on this or that ial occasion, and this is 
necessary, and besides the general designation there should be the fac- 
ulty of special designation, because we have provided that a circuit 
judge may be obliged to leave the bench when a particular case is 
called because of his having taken part in the original decision. à 

So I think the Senate will find that this t meets the oc- 
casion, and we have no difficulty in thinking that the bench will al- 
ways be well filled. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the scheme of this appellate circuit court makes it n 
to call upon a district judge to fill its complement of judges whenever 
the Chiet-Justice or associate justice assigned to that particular circuit 
shall be absent, or whether the two circuit judges will constitute a 
quorum sufficient to transact the business without his assistance? 

Mr. EVARTS. They will constitute a quorum. We provide that 
the court shall have three justices, any two of whom shall be a quo- 
rum, but have also provided that the district judges are put upon an 
equal footing as to competency with the other judges who are enumer- 
ated, and in a working court, if I may be permitted to say, whenever 
an oceasion presents itself that the suitors, through their lawyers, de- 
sire that three should sit instead of two, they may dispose of it. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just the point I wanted to hear the Senator 
from New York upon, as it did not seem quite clear what was the occa- 
sion, as the bill reads, upon which a district judge should be called 
upon to sit in this appellate court. Then it appears that if there are 
two judges—for instance, two circuit judges or an associate justice and 
a circuit judge they can still call upon a district judge to fill the com- 
plement of three. 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; they can do so undoubtedly, in order to have 
a full bench, having three instead of two. There is no difficulty in the 
practical working of that arrangement. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it not be practically then always the case that 
when the Chief-Justice or associate justice of the circuit was absent, 
which would be very often of course, the district judge would be do- 
ing appellate business? 

Mr.EVARTS. It would presumptively occur, and we may say as a 
matter of course; but I do not wish to preclude the ability of suitors 
to go on with their litigation before judges. It has always been the 
rule of three if they were ready and desired to go on; in other words, 
I do not wish to disturb the competency of the quorum of two to dis- 
charge cases if they should undertake it; butit is competent to them 
to desire that the district judge should come up and thus there should 
be three judges, There may be instances in which although three 
judges were in attendance, vet one of the circuit judges might be un- 
able to sit in a particular case, the Senator understands, if he had been 
a judge in the inferior court. 

Mr. President, the Committee on the Judiciary have given very thor- 
ough examination to this scheme, and I must deprecate in advance 
any introduction unnecessarily of amendments or additions that do not 
properly belong to the scheme. There may be subjects of improvement 
in the judicial establishments and in the administration of justice, but 
unless they fall within the line which I have just stated they belong 
to general improvement in the administration of the court, and the sim- 
plicity and regularity, or what not. 

In regard to the amendment suggested by the Senator from Kansas 
of a special provision by which there shall be an appeal from the In- 
dian Territory, I have not been disposed to oppose that, because the 
circumstances, as I understand, are very peculiar about this sort of im- 
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perium in imperio in the Indian Territory. The function is not very 
full, and the function is somewhat obtrusive. 0 a variety of 
somewhat acute interests that should be disposed of before a neighbor- 
hood tribunal. If this amendment is not made, then the appeals will 
go ps the Indian Territory just as they now do by the organic law 
which created them, to the Supreme Court. 

That leads me to the consideration of the disposition which the com- 
mittee have made of the subject of appeals from Territories and 
from the supreme court of this District. Senators are aware, certainly 
those on the Judiciary Committee are well aware that a rearrange- 
ment of the district courts here is expected to be made, there is no 
doubt. Perhaps it is a somewhat pressing need, and we have thonght 
that the 3 from this court here to the Supreme Court not 
be disturbed until we had provided a better intermediate court for a 
rehearing in that supreme court, The number that goes up to this 
court is not very great and there is no reason why the appeals heard 
in the supreme court of the District should not be made final in de- 
termination upon the same principles on which we have made them 
from the circuits. 

Now for the Territories. The Territorial judicial establishment I 
need not point out. We were of the opinion that the number of Ter- 
ritories was now reduced, I think, to three, Utah, New Mexico, and 
Arizona. I do not know that there is any other except it is Oklahoma. 

Mr. HOAR. And Alaska, which does not come in. - - : 

Mr. EVARTS. And Alaska, of which we do not take any notice 
at present. But there are these three. They are all to pass into the 
condition of statehood presumptively within a reasonable time, and 
there are some reasons why these appeals should not go from the Ter- 
ritorial courts directly to the Supreme Court in they way that they do. 
The number is not great, and some portion of the supervision by the 
Supreme Court relates so clearly to what belongs to the organic law of 
the Territory and the operation of the Constitution of the United States 
and our laws in it (and in regard to Utah special supervision of the ab- 
normal condition of things in that Territory), that we have thought 
that really we should not do a wise act if we interrupted the direct 
supervision by the Supreme Court of the Territorial courts which are 
temporarily to remain in that condition. For that reason we have not 
made any provision for appeals from the Territories. In the House bill 
there is, I think, a provision for such appeals. 

Now, Mr. President, this question of whether the Territories go in or 
not, whether this special provision which does stand, I will agree, upona 
different footing, and a local court, ought to be provided outside of the 
Indian Territory and contiguous to it in this circuit, if le; leaving 
those out I do not know that I need to speak further in presenting the 
general p of the committee in submitting this measure. 

Mr. V. . Mr. President, as a member of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee who did not concur in the report submitted by the Senator from 
New York, I desire as briefly as possible to state the views of the mi- 
nority. It is much to be regretted that the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDbruxps], the chairman of the committee, who also signed the 
minority report, is not present, but he is detained from the Senate by 
sickness. 

If anything is to be done by the Congress of the United States upon 
this important question, the issue is narrowed to two systems: one, 
that proposed by the House of tatives and by the majority of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the other what is known as the 
division plan, which is recommended by the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee, the Senator from Vermont, the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE], and myself signing the minority report. The 
bill of the House of Representatives constitutes an intermediate tri- 
bunal called a circuit court . between the district courts and 
the circuit courts of the United States as at present constituted and 
the Supreme Court, and in order to make that tribunal two additional 
circuit judges are created by the House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How many by the Senate bill? 

Mr. VEST. By the Senate bill, one. That leads me to remark that 
the Senator from New York put great stress in the way of argument 
upon the fact that the Senate bill only created half as many new ju 
as the House bill, and that that wasa very conclusive argument in 
half of the substitute, If that ent be worth an , and I 
think it is, then if we create no new judges at all it is a much stronger 
argument in favor of the proposition of the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee. 

I have not the slightest disposition to criticise the Federal judi- 
ciary. Ihave practiced in the United States courts, and I think I know 
something about the personnel of the Federal judiciary. But I believe 
every intelligent lawyer will agree with me that we need nonew judges; 
we need a new system of practice. I do not want to say anything 
disrespectful about the judges of the Supreme Court or the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, but they are men—that is no 
criticism on them—with like motives, passions, instincts, whatever 
you may term them, as ourselves and as other men, and when you 
put a man into an office with a life tenure, and, if I might use the ex- 
pression, put him on a sort of pedestal above the rest of the people, he 


then thinks that leisure is the first element of his new position. You 
may take the hardest-working lawyer in this country and make a Fed- 


eral judge of him and he will quit, unless it has become the practice of 


a whole lifetime, unless he is over fifty years old and work has be- 
come a necessity, as it does with any man in any pursuit after tha 
time. If he is a young man, with the passions and appetites and am- 
bitions and instincts incident to the years before fifty, the chances are 
largely in the majority that he will immediately become a dilettante. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the Senator believe that the Federal judges 
of this country, including the justices of the Supreme Court of the 


“United States, the Chief-Justice, and the circuit and district judges, 


are among the hardest-worked officials in this country to-day ? 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not care about going into any in- 
viđious comparisons, but I do not think so. Ido not think so from 


‘actnal experience as a practicing lawyer for over thirty-five years. 


Take the State judges, and they open court in the morning at 9 o'clock, 
some of them at 8, hold court until 12 or 1, meet again at 2, and hold 
court again until 6, and then have a night session. A Federal judge 
would think his life was in danger if he did such work as that. 

Take the District judges here. They hold court three hours a day. 
They meet at 12 and hold until 3. I have never tried a case before 
them, but I was informed not an hour ago by a brother Senator who 
has that that is the fact. They sit three hours a day, and they con- 
sider that enough for the transaction of business. But they are ander 
the shadow ot the Capitol; they have no constituency to whom they 
are responsible; they are not elected. 

I have the greatest respect for the Supreme Court of the United 
States. A majority of thé judges, I believe all but two, favor 
the Senate substitute, or something like it, rather than the division 
plan, to which they are terribly opposed, and why? As one of them 


told me, it destroys the dignity of the Supreme Court, it takes away 


its constitutional entity, ashe expressed it. It is now a court sui gen- 
eris; it is the court of the Constitution; it is the supreme tribunal ot 
this country. He said if you chop it up, to use his expression, like a 
piece of ginger cake, what becomes of the dignity of the court? 

Mr. President, I believe that if the Supreme Court were divided 
into three divisions with three judges each it could dispose of this 
docket that is gaining upon it yearby year. I believe that every law- 
yer who has practiced in the Supreme Court of the United States knows 
that when he states his case, if he states it clearly, every one of those 
trained and experienced lawyersimmediately strikes the salient point— 
for there is hardly ever more than one or two or three salient points in 
any case—and he makes up his mind about it. He may change it 
afterwards upon argument, but in almost all the routine business in 
that court, unless it is some 5 case which has not been pre- 
sented in the way of precedent before in that tribunal, his mind is made 
up about it at once; and, as to that matter, I have no doubt that one 
or two or three of those judges make the decision in almost every case. 

I do not believe that it is necessary for the proper disposition of cases 
and their adjudication that the whole court should sit upon every case. 
A great many of the States have tried this in dividing up of judges, 
not dividing the court, but simply prescribing, as we have the right to 
do, the way in which their business shall be transacted. We already 
declare how many of these judges shall be a quoram. We havearight 
to say that three of them shall be a quorum, and as the substitute for 
the substitute, which the minority of the committee have recommended, 
provides, if thére is a constitutional question or a question involving 
some point of great importance and of great doubt, then one of the di- 
visions, the three sitting at once, can certify it up to the whole court 
in order that the nine judges or a mafority of the nine shall pass upon 
it. Itis no new practice. It has been tried in this country in the 
States, and it has been tried in England, and so far as I know it has 
always worked well. 

Mr. President, I object to the House bill principally because it cre- 
ates eighteen new ju ges. I object to the Senate substitute reported 
by the Senator from New York from the Committee on the Judiciary 
because it simply diminishes that evil by creating nine new circuit 
judges, because in my opinion we do not want any new judges, but we 
want a change in the way of conducting business. It is simply a choice 
ofevils as between nine and eighteen. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a great country and we have over 60,000,000 
people. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Sixty-four millions. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose we had 70,000,000; that is not the question 
at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has something to do, I suggest to the Senator, 
with the amount of business which will be brought inevitably to the 
Supreme Court ot the United States; it will be constantly increasing. 

r. VEST. Yes, Mr. President; but if the business can be done un- 
der a different system with the number of judges we now have, why not 
try it? Why should we change the autonomy of these courts, why 
should we make new judges, without trying the present system with 
the same number of judges, but witha different way of transacting the 
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ber of judges now of the Federal courts without trying the other? ag 
~ But at the same time I call the attention of Senators who have not 

read the minority report, which was drawn by the Senator from Ver- 

mont and with which I heartily agree, to the salient points of this 

disenssion. I have no disposition to elaborate them. e substitute, 

15 is, the bill reported by the Senator from New York, proposes as 

ollows: 


1, For the appointment of an additional circuit judge in each circuit, 

2. It provides for the creation, in each circuit, a circuit court of appeals, to 
consist of three aces two of whom shall be a quorum. 

3. It provides t the Chief-Justice and associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, assigned to each circuit, and the circuit judges in the circuitand the sev- 
2 ee in the circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges in the court 
of appeals, 

4. It provides that, in the absence of the justice of the Supreme Court and of 
one or both of the circuit judges, one or more of the district judges shall be 
competent to sit to make the necessary number of three for a full court, and 
two for a quorum, 

5. It excludes from sitting in the court of appeals any justice or judge who 
had heard a cause below. 

6. It abolishes the appeals now allowed by law from the district to the circuit 
courts, and provides for a direct appeal from the district courts, in all cases ap- 
pealable atall, to the Supreme Court of the United States or to the court of 
ap „ as the case may be. 

7. It provides for appeals from the district courts.and from the circuit courts 
direct to the Supreme Court in the following instances only. 


I ask the attention of Senators to this most important and salient 
point of this legislation, the restriction of the right of appeal directly 


ee eh the court? Why inject these nine new judges into the num- 


‘from the district courts to the Supreme Conrt of the United States. 


It restricts this right of appeal in the following cases, and every law- 
yer will appreciate fully without any elaboration the importance of 
this change: 

First. Where a question of jurisdiction is raised. 

Second. Final decrees in causes, 

Third. Cases of crime punishable by death. 

Fourth. Cases involving the construction or application of the Constitution 
of the United States, but not in cases involving the construction or application 
of acts of Congress. 

Fifth. Cases in which the constitutionality (only) of ent law of the United 
States or the validity or construction of a treaty is drawn into question. 

Sixth. In cases in which the law of a State isclaimed to be in contravention 
of the Constitution of the United States. 


These are the cases in which this radical change is made, and an ap- 
peal is given from the district courts and from the circuit courts direct 
to the Supreme Court in these cases only. 

Mr. EVARTS. But, if the Senator will allow me, they do that now. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, but this is a limitation, and of course it is a rad- 
ical change; it changes entirely this appellate jurisdiction. It leaves 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in t of cases brought from -~ 
the highest court of a State as the law now is. It gives the circuit 
court of appeals jurisdiction to review decisions of the district and cir- 
cuit courts in all other cases. It provides that the judgments of the 
court of appeals shall be final in all cases—this is, in cases in which 
the jurisdiction is dependent upon the character of the suitors, as citi- 
zens or aliens. In such a case the decision of this appellate tribunal 
is final. There is one of the cases, you might say, of constitutional 
jurisdiction, for the Constitution itself provides for the Federal juris- 
diction as to cases between aliens or citizens of different States; and 
yet the substitute reported by the Senator from New York takes away 
that appellate jurisdiction from the Supreme Court and makes the de- 
cision of the circuit court sitting as an appellate court final. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Let meask does it take it away when a constitu- 
tional question arises in the case? 

Mr. VEST. I understandit does, because itsays in all these cases, 
and the Senator from New York lays great stress upon the fact, that 
that would relieve the Supreme Court of a large amount of its juris- 
diction. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My understanding of the bill is that if a consti- 
tutional question is involved it may go directiy to the Supreme Court, 
notwithstanding the intermediate court may have acquired jurisdiction 
on account of the citizenship of the parties. 

Mr, EVARTS. That is, where it is entirely on citizenship, and not 
on subject-matter. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; thea accept it with that construction. In 
that case, when the jurisdiction depends on citizenship, the circuit 
court, as an appellate court, delivers its judgment as a finality. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Unless some constitutional question is involved. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, unless it comes under the provision which I have 
read before as to the construction of the Constitution: 

In cases arising under the patent laws, 

There the circuit court, as an appellate court, has finality of decision. 

In cases under the revenue laws; 

In cases under the criminal laws; and 

In admiralty cases other than prize. 

Now, in all these cases the decision of the circuit court as an appel- 
late court is final. s 

It authorizes the court of appeals to certify tothe Supreme Court questions of 


W. 

It authorizes ihe Supreme Court in the cases last mentioned to review the 
whole case. x 

It also authorizes the Supreme Court to require the court of appeals to send 
up for consideration any case pending therein, 


* 


1890. 
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In all other cases in the court of as it authorizes an appeal to the Su- 
reme Court from the court pr getting sarshi the matter in controversy exceeds 


000. 

These are the broad and leading features of the legislation proposed by the 
my, of the committee. : 

It will be seen from the foregoing that in general the Supreme Court of the 
United States is excluded from reviewing— 

J. Cases in which the jurisdiction of the national courts depends upon the 
character of suitors. - 

II. All cases arising under the patent laws. 

III. All cases under the revenue laws. 

TV. All cases under the criminal laws, 

V. All admiralty cases other than prize. 


These, Mr. President, are the salient points in this discussion, and 
in opposition to this system which creates these appellate tribunals and 
these nine new circuit judges the majority of the committee are of 
opinion that the Supreme Court should be divided into three divisions, 
not, as I said before, dividing the court, but that the court should transact 
its business with three divisions, and in formulating their opinions upon 
that question the following substitute is offered by the minority of the 
committee: 

That forall the purposes of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such juris- 
diction is now created and regulated by law and asit may hereaſter be regulated 
5. nde any three of the justices of the said court shall constitute a quorum 

ereof, 

That the justices of said court are hereby authorized and directed to make 
and carry into effect such general or special regulations as may from time to 
time be convenient for the heiring and determination of two or more causes in 
respect of which the appellate ju iction of said court is to be exercised, at the 
same time, to the end that the business of said court may be expedited. 

That any body of such justices so proceeding with separate or simultaneous 
hearings may direct that any matter or cause coming before them which in- 
volves questions of unusual difficulty or importance shall be heard before all 
the judges, and in such case the hearing of such cause or question shall proceed 
in the same manner as if this act had not been p: a 

That causes pending, or which may hereafter be pending, in said Supreme 
Court, in which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the 
United States, shall be heard before the full court. 


In other words, the salient point is that the autonomy of the Su- 
preme Court and of the circuit courts and district courts as now created 
by law shall not be disturbed, and that we in the exercise of our con- 
stitutional right to establish the manner of proceeding of these courts, 
as we do in regard to the quorum necessary to transact business in the 
Supreme Court, say to the Supreme Court, You can transact your 
business in three divisions, still remaining the Supreme Court of the 
United States under the Constitution; but these three divisions may 
sit at the same time, and when a constitutional question is involved 
the whole nine judges or a majority of them shall hear it, or where 
any division shall be of opinion that the question before them is of 
such importance that it should be heard by the full court ora majority 
of the court, it can be certified up for that purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand the Senator to say that this does not 
divide the court? 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. CARLISLE, It provides that any three of the justices of the 
said court shall constitute a quorum thereof. Of course a quorum, 
whatever the number may be, is the body in a legal sense, It then 
proceeds to provide that these separate and distinct bodies, each con- 
sisting of three judges, may sit separately. So you have three bodies, 
each one containing a quorum. If that is not a division of the court 
in substance and in fact and in law, Iam not able to understand it. 
The Supreme Court itself as one entire body will never have jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine any case unless the three judges who sit 
separately may see proper to give them that opportunity by certifying 
it to them. In all other cases the three judges who constitute a quo- 
rum may decide a question, and, although the other six judges of the 
Supreme Court of the United States may be opposed to that decision, 
they must enter it upon their records as the judgment of the Supreme 
Court. If that is not a division of the court in fact and in law, indeed, 
Tam unable to understand the meaning of lan 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kentucky overlooks the last clause of 
the substitute for the substitute, the amendment to the amendment, 
and that is to this effect: 

That causes pending,or which may hereafter be pending, in said Supreme 
Court, in which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the 
United States, shall be heard before the fall court. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; that is only one exception. In all 
other cases—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator stated that noconstitutional question could 
come before the Supreme Court unless certified by one of the divisions. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not say a constitutional question. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My statement was a little broader than that. I 
said that no question could come before the Supreme Court, that is to 
say, no question which goes in the first instance to the three judges. 
The question of which the Senator from Missouri is now speaking 
never goes to the three judges atall, but no question which goes under 
this amendment in the first instance to the three judges can ever reach 
the real Supreme Court of the United States unless those three judges, 
or a majority of them, see proper to say that it shall go there, 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is not a deadly objection, because, 
as I said before, every lawyer knows that one or two or three jud 


wy' 4 
the fs pian attention of one judge of the Supreme Court in favor 
of his brief. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, if the Senator will allow me, the decision is 
not the decision of three, it is the decision of the whole. 

Mr. VEST. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. The decision when made is not supposed to be the 
decision of two, three, four, or five; it is the decision of the court. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, it is the decision of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Suppose you have the court divided into three 
branches or three divisions, how would you consider as a matter of law 
any one of the three as the Supreme Court? Is it a subordinate or in- 
ferior court? 

Mr. VEST. It is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
tates. 

Mr. SPOONER. Consisting of three? 

Mr. VEST. Consisting of the whole court, because the whole court 
gives its assent to the decision. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In point of fact they do not. The law compels 
them to enter it upon the records of the court as their judgment, al- 
though they may in fact seeps of it. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. Suppose even the broadest statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky be true, any lawyer would be satisfied with the 
decision of three judges of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
He would get the décision of the Supreme Court if this division con- 
stituted a court of last resort. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The question is not whether a lawyer would be satis- 
fied with the opinionof three eminent judges, but the question, it seems 
to me, is the constitutional question whether there can be more than 
one quorum of a judicial body any more than of any other body thatis 
constituted by law. Ifthe Senator will pardon me a moment longer, 
a quorum, asI understand it, of a body constituted by law is that 
number which is authorized by law to transact the business for which 
the body was created or for which it exists, and when you constitute 
that number it transacts the business of the whole body. Therefore 
there can be but one quorum ofa lawful body, it seems to me. 

Mr. VEST. That is simply a verbal criticism and can be very easily 
remedied. The salient point in the whole discussion is this: Have we 
the constitutional right to say what shall be the order of businessand 
proceeding by the Supreme Court of the United States? If the word 
“quorum ’”’ be an unfortunate one, that can easily be eliminated from 
this.substitute, and we can provide that the court shall proceed to 
transact its business in these divisions, shall have the power to make 
rules and regulations for the sitting of three judges in a division, and 
three other judges, and three other judges, simultaneously, and the 
word quorum ' can be stricken out of it. s 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator this question; if he 
will allow me 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. - 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose oneof these bodies, consisting of three judges, 
is in session, constituting for the purpose of that case, according to the 
Senator, the Supreme Court of the United States, and one of the other 
six judges presents himself at the entrance to the bench and claims 
his right to sit and take part in that case, have we a statute right to 
prevent him? i - 

Mr. VEST. I do not know that we have. 

Mr. HOAR. That isan answer to your whole proposition. 

Mr. VEST. We do not compel any justice to remain away absent; 
This substitute specifically provides: 

That the justices of said court are hereby authorized and directed to make 
and carry into effect such general or special regulations as may from time to 
time be convenient for the hearing and determination of two or more causes in 


respect of which the appellate jurisdiction of said court is to be exèrcised, at 
the same time— 


That is all— 
to the end that the business of said court may be expedited. 


As a matter of course, ifone of the other judges should see proper to 
ignore the order of proceeding or the rule made by the Supreme Court, 
a majority of the whole nine, and present himself, as claiming a con- 
stitutional right, he could take his seat with the division. Itissimply 
a matter of convenience for the expediting of the public business. A8 
I said before, if the word quorum ’’ is amenable to the criticism made 
by the Senators trom Kentucky and Delaware, it can be stricken out, 
and the provision simply placed here, which is all of it, that the Su- 
preme Court shall transact its business or may transact it, giving them 
the power to try this thing, by divisions sitting at the same time, all 
three of them constituting the Supreme Court of the United States, 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator another question in regard to 
his proposition ? 


Mr. VEST. N 

Mr. GRAY. As I understand it, his proposition is that the Supreme 
Court, now consisting of nine ju may be divided into three divis- 
ions, with three judges in each division, sitting at the same time and 
hearing causes that have heen brought by appeal or writ of error to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. ed. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, the decision of any one of those three divisions 
would be made by a majority of two? 

Mr. VEST. Ot course. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it not be possible, then, that a case brought 
before one of these divisions should be decided by the opinion of two 
judges against the real opinion of seven? I suggest this as one of the 
practical results of that mode of doing business. 

Mr. VEST. It is a question for the Supreme Court to determine 
whether they will make this division or not. We simply give them 
the authority to divide up the court, if they see proper, for the trans- 
action of business, Now, they can also, if they see proper to do it 
themselves, under this substitute, regulate the question which is raised 
by the Senator from Delaware. : 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator if it is anything more than 
just this, to order the court to resolve itself into committees, and final 
action by the body at large upon the opinions of these committees or 
commissions, a finding and a decision on cases which go before them, 
but in the end in the record it all stands by the adoption of the court 
as the action of the Supreme Court, just as every where else, justas here 
in the Senate three men do all the thinking. 

Mr. VEST. I am not prepared to go to that extent. It would be 
very hard 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me, if you get the best think- 
ing any two or three men in the Senate can do upon any important 
question, you are a great deal surer to get justice, and get a good bill, 
and get a good law, than you are, as a rule, as the thing goes, I think, 

Mr. VEST. I do not know whether the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is right about two or three men in the Senate doing all the think- 
ing, but I should hate very much to try to select the two or three men. 
I think it would produce some division of opinion. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator one other question, if 
„ though I think his good nature has been taxed a 

t . 
‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. VEST, Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose there were no provision about a quorum in 
the Constitution of the United States as to legislation, we could do as 
the English House of Commons does; it fixes its own quorum by stat- 
ute or immemorial usage. Now, could we constitutionally, in the 
jadgment of the Senator, provide that the Senate should be cut up into 
aare ooh of which at the same time with the others might go 
onl g 

Mr. VEST. I do not think that is a fair statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is an absolutely fair one. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. Theonly difference is that the Constitution expressly 
says that there shall be but one Supreme Court, while it only impliedly 
says that there shall be but one Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I think it says emphatically that there shall be but one 
Senate. - 

Now, Mr. President, let us apply the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. The Constitution of the United States provides for one 
Supreme Court. The Constitution of the United States provides for 
one Senate. The Senator from Massachusetts will not deny that. 
There can be but one Senate. It any other body were to set itself up 
as another Senate in this country, it would be clearly a violation of the 
law and a subversion of the Constitution. Very good. Now, if the 
proposition is that the Supreme Court can only transact its business 

with a majority of the nine justices present and sitting upon every case, 
then it applies to the Senate of the United States, which has no right 
to have committees, which has no right to delegate the examination of 
any question to any inferior number less than a quorum of the whole 


y. 
Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senate does not delegate the enactment of law to 
committees. 
Mr. VEST. Ah, yes, that is true; it does not give the enactment of 
a law to a. committee; and the Supreme Court under this substitute 
could also provide that the decision of every one of these divisions 
should be submitted to the whole court, and I would have no objection 
to that, but would prefer it. 
Mr, HOAR. It the Senator will pardon me, I should like to make 
my question a little more explicit. 
Mr. T. Very well. 
Mr. HOAR. Supposing there was nothing in the Constitution about 
- what constituted a quorum in the Senate, could the Senate try three 
en ts at the same time, only a third of the number acting in 
Mr. VEST. I do not say that it could, because there is only one of- 


Certainly. 
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ficer whocan preside overa court of impeachment, and that is the Chief- 
Justice ot the United States, That disposes of that question. 

But let us go further. The Senator's question is an ingenious one, but 
it does not meet the proposed case at all. The whole of this is simply 
to the effect that in the conduct of this business and in disposing of the 
cases which come before the court it may divide up its number for the 
purpose of hearing those cases although the final decision must neces- 
sarily be made by a majority of the whole court. r 
is 1. MORGAN. What would it do with cases of original jurisdic- 

on? i 

Mr. VEST. Oforiginal jurisdiction? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, where the Supreme Court of the United States 
exercises original jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. All those cases of course would be heard by the full 
court, I suppose. 

Mr. MORGAN, Does the bill provide for them? 

Mr. VEST. No, I do not think it does. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is very remarkable that that should be neglected 
in the provisions of this bill, for it is one of the most important juris- 
dictions the Supreme Court can exercise. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think that is provided for in the substitute 
reported by the Senator from New York, either. 

Now, Mr. President, the substitute accompanying the minority re- 
port was drawn by the Senator from Vermont. There are verbal criti- 
cisms that can be made in regard to it, but I submit again that the 
salient point in the whole discussion is as to the two systems. If we 
conclude that there is no constitutional objection, and it seems to me 
there can be none, to a division system as proposed in the minority re- 
port, then it is very easy to meet all the verbal criticisms made now 
by the Senator from Kentucky or the Senator from Delaware. The 
question is whether we will take one system or the other. If we con- 
clude not to take the division system, then I infinitely prefer the bill 
reported by the Senator from New York to the House bill, because it 
has only nine new judges instead of eighteen. But if the Senate agrees 
to take the idea advocated and embodied in the minority report, and 
not to make any new judges, it is very easy to provide for the division 
system, as I have termed it, which gives to the judges of the Supreme 
Court power to transact their business by threes, and then if it is found 
necessary (and I should have no objection to it, but would be disposed 
to favor it) that the decisions of each of these divisions should go be- 
fore the full court for final adjudication, let it be so; but right here 
the two paths diverge, and the Congress of the United States must take 
one or the other. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the importance of this measure must 
be my excuse for occupying the time of the Senate in regard to it. I 
have some fixed opinions concerning the schemes upon this subject now 
before this body which I think I ought to present to the Senate. 

It will conduce, perhaps, to a better understanding of the merits of 
the several plans for the relief of the Federal courts which are presented 
for our consideration to inquire, in the first place, what are the defects 
in the presentsystem which render remedial legislationdesirable. They 
may be stated in a geperal way as follows: 

First. Under the present organization of the circuit courts the cir- 
cuits are insufficient in number; the judicial force is not adequate to 
the transaction of the business; a very large portion of all the busi- 
ness of the circnit courts is transacted in the absence of a circuit judge 
and of an associate justice of the Supreme Court, and probably nine- 
tenths of all the business of the circuit courts is transacted by the dis- 
trict judges presiding alone. 

Second. Under the present system in a very large proportion of 
cases, there is no appeal from the decisions of the district or circuit 
courts, but the decision of a single judge is final, a condition of aftairs 
which would not be long tolerated in the judicial system of any State 
in the Union, and which has not been very inaptly termed a judicial 
despotism. 

Third. The number of eases taken to the Supreme Court by writs of 
error and appeal is greater than can be disposed of by the court. So 
there are this day upon the docket for the next term of the court one 
thousand two hundred and ninety-two cases, and I am informed by 
the clerk of the court that the number will amount to over fourteen 
hundred before the term commences. The number is constantly in- 
creasing, and from three to four years intervene from the time a case 
is appealed until it can be heard in the Supreme Court. 

The growth of population and business of the country, the assump- 
tion by Congress of jurisdiction over new questions of Federal cogni- 
zance, new legislation conferring upon the Federal courts enlarged 
jurisdiction and referring to them new questions for adjudication have 
greatly increased the number of cases in all the Federal courts, so that 
the Federal judicial system which was once adequate to meet the de- 
mands upon it has become insufficient. In the earlier years of our his- 
tory the delay to which litigants are now subjected by reason of the 
insufficiency of the judicial system would have been far less vexatious 
and damaging than it is at present. The causes submitted to the 
Federal courts to-day are of much greater importance than those sub- 
mitted even a quarter of a century ago. The importance and value of 
the property rights involved in litigation in the Federal courts have 
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i growth of the nation and with the increase in the 
magnitude of the great business enterprises of the country, enterprises 
which State lines and national boundaries, and continents 
and worlds for their fields of operation, with the invention of labor- 
saving machines, and with the utilization of steam and electricity. 

The framers of the Constitution when they provided the Federal sys- 
tem undoubtedly had little conception of the future growth of this coun- 
try and of the great demands which would be made upon the system. 
The inventor of the steam-engine little imagined that steam would 
be utilized as a motor until great steam-ships of proportions 
and carrying thousands of passen would make the trip from Liver- 
pool to New York in less than six days; and when Franklin demon- 
strated that lightning and electricity were the same he little thought 
that the subtle power of the comparatively unknown force with which 
he was experimenting would be controlled by the ingenuity of man to 
enable him to send his thoughts upon the wings of the lightning to the 
uttermost parts of the earth, to carry on conversation thousands of 
miles distant, or that it would virtually supplant steam as a motive 
power, and would literally illuminate the earth. 

These two great agencies, steam and electricity, have substantially 
eliminated from commercial transactions the elements of time and space, 
and we can exclaim now with an emphasis not ble in past ages that 
“time is money. San Francisco and New York are nearer together 
to-day than New York and Buffalo were, commercially fifty 
years ago, and the great network of railroads and h lines that 
cover a continent have made every part of the Union but suburbs of 
great cities. The great commercial system of the Union through these 
arteries pulsates with every heart-throb of the commercial centers of 
the Union. The capital of New England, following the march of civ- 
ilization across the continent, has become either permanently or tem- 
porarily invested in the States of the great West, while the products 
of the prairies, farms, and mines of the West find their market in the 
commercial cities of the East. Even foreign eapital seeks investment 
within our borders wherever remunerative returns are promised. All 
these things have contributed toswell the great aggregate of litigation 
of which the Federal courts have jurisdiction. Congress goes on from 
session to session adding to the jurisdiction of the courts and the duties 
ot the judges, ignoring the universal demand that comes up for relief on 
account of the overcrowded condition of the dockets of the court. 

To force a litigant into the Federal courts to-day to await the long- 
delayed decision of the coartof last resort is equivalent to a denial of 
justice. What is the plain, imperative duty of Congress in the prem- 
ises? It is to provide adequate judicial machinery for the prompt trans- 
action of the E Federal courts. If this is not doné, these 
courts, instead of answering the great and beneficial purpose of their 
creation and affording speedy and impartial justice to litigants, will 
become, if they have not already become, by reason of the inadequacy 
of the judicial system and the long delay to which litigants are subjected, 
instruments of oppression and wrong, the means of denying justice to 
meritorious. litigants in many instances forced into them for the pur- 
pose of delay. 

There is no consideration of economy, I begleave tosay to the Senator 
from New York and to the Senator from Missouri, involved in this 
question of providing for the relief of these courts that is worthy of 
consideration, The question whether there shall be one judge or two 
judges in each circuit or whether there shall be one or two additional 
circuits is worthy of consideration here only in connection with what 
will best promote the efficiency and usefulness of the courts. 

If a great nation of 64,000,000 people, with almost unlimited wealth 
and unbounded resources, can not afford asuflicient judicial establish- 
ment to answer the demands made upon it, it had better abdicate and 
turn over its judicial jurisdiction to the States. We want no cheap 
judicial system. We want asystem which is adequate to the business 
of to-day and sufficient to meet the demands of the future. We want 
a system under which every court and every judge of all the courts will 
have ample time to perform thoroughly and well all the duties required 
of them, and under which all the judges shall receive ample compen- 
sation for the labor performed by them. 

We have an opportunity to secure such a system. The House of 
Representatives has sent us a bill upon the subject which is not the 
least meritorious of the measures proposed, and all that is required is 
for the Senate to take appropriate action to secure its enactment into 
law. If this is not done, and this bill fails, no one can foretell when 
any relief will be secured. The same obstacles will be encountered in 
the future that have been encountered in the past whenever it has 
been attempted to secure legislation upon this subject, and necessary 
legislation will be indefinitely postponed. What these obstacles are 
every one knows. They have been sufficient in the past to prevent 
legislation. It is useless to say that mere political considerations 
should not prevent or delay legislation upon so important a subject. 
They have done so in the past, and they will probably continue to do 
so in the future. 

Bills drawn with care by lawyers of ability and experience have been 
introduced into Congress nearly every session during several years past, 
only to sleep the sleep of death in committees and to fail of considera- 
tion in que or both Houses of Congress. 


As nas been stated by the Senator from New York, the bar associa- 
tions have discussed the question of necessary relief to the United 
States courts and have recommended legislation. Eminent lawyers 
and judges have called public attention and the attention of Congress 
to the matter, so far without result. 5 

The scheme, if I may call it such, proposed by the minority of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee for the relief of the courts is to divide the 
Supreme Court of the United States into sections consisting of three or 
more judges, and to provide for the transaction of the business of the 
court by several sections sitting simultaneously, In other words, it 
provides for the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the Supreme 
Court by the Constitution by nents of the court, as some one has 
said the proposition is to break up the great central luminary of our 
judicial system into asteroids of lesser magnitude. 

We are confronted in the consideration of this plan at the threshold 
with the question of the constitutional power of Congress to provide 
that a quorum of the Supreme Court shall consist of less than a ma- 
jority and that the business of the courtshall be transacted by sections 
composed of minorities of the justices. The Constitution provides that 
the Federal jurisdiction shall be vested in one Supreme Court, with 
appellate jurisdiction over all causes of Federal cognizance except those 
in which it has original jurisdiction, with such exceptions and under 
such regulations as Congress may provide, and in such inferior courts 
as the Congress may from time to time ordain and establish. 

The Constitution provides for but one Supreme Court, and nobody 
will contend that Congress can provide another. The power of Con- 
gress over the Supreme Court established by the Constitution is to 
make exceptions to the jurisdiction which the court would have with- 
out Congressional action, and to provide regulations for the exercise of 
that jurisdiction; but the jurisdiction, original and appellate, which 
the Supreme Court exercises, it must exerciseas one court. The power 
of Congress to provide regulations for the exercise of this jurisdiction 
can not be held to extend to legislation which would break up the Su- 
preme Court into fragments and substitute several courts with power 
to hear and finally determine causes for the one Supreme Court pro- 
vided by the Constitution. At all events, it is a question upon which 
there is room for an honest difference of opinion, and the Supreme 
Court could find ample ground for holding that Congress has not the 
power to make regulations for the exercise of its jurisdiction which 
would virtually destroy the unity of the court. 

But I do not propose to discuss the constitutional question further 
at this time. I do not desire to take up the time of the Senate to do 
so, and under the view which I take of the matter the proposition to 
divide the Supreme Court into sections is the last plan which should 
be adopted even if the power of Congress to do so were unquestioned. 

I confess that I sympathize with those who believe that to divide 
the Supreme Court into sections and to provide for the exercise of its 
jurisdiction by minorities would—and I use the expression deliberately, 
notwithstanding what has been said by the Senator from Missouri— 
detract from its dignity and importance and from the weight, if not 
from the authority, of its decisions, 

The questions which the Federal courts are called upon to adjudi- 
cate are questions of great importance, and frequently of great intri- 
cacy and delicacy questions involving the rights of the States and the 
just powers of the three great departments of the Government; ques- 
tions between States; questions between States and citizens of other 
States, between citizens of different States, and, as su; by the 
Senator from Delaware who sits near me [Mr. HracIxs], between States 
and the Federal Government and between citizens and aliens, The 
Supreme Court as the court of dernier ressort is the final arbiter of all 
these questions. It is charged by the Constitution with the power and 
the duty of main its own jurisdiction under the Constitution, 
and of maintaining the just powers of the other departments of the 
Government as well as restraining them within their constitutional 
limitations. f 

Every law of. Congress and every law of the several States of the 
Union must conform to the fundamental law of the Union, of which 
the Supreme Court is the final and conclusive interpreter, Any de- 
cision of the highest judicial tribunal of any State in the Union may 
be reviewed by the Supreme Court if it involves a question 
under the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United States, The 
Supreme Court is the balance-wheel in the vast mechanism of our dual 
form of government. 


In short, over all this complex system of National and State Govern- . 


ments the Supreme Court, in the exercise of its original and appellate 
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jurisdietion, presides, and in cases of Federal cognizance holds the 


seales of justice. No judicial tribunal in ancient or modern times was 
ever intrusted with more important or more delicate questions, and 
none has hitherto maintained greater respect for its probity and its 
learning and ability and the soundness of its decisions. When you 


come to consider the questions which are referred to the Supreme Court 


for adjudication, I think we must all agree that the high character of 
the court and the moral force of its decisions should be maintained. 


But the gravest objection to the plan reported by the minority of 


the committee is that it takes no account of the inadequacy of the 
judicial machinery, of the judicial force in the circuit courts, and makes 
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no provision for their relief, As has been said, I think, by the Senator 
from New York to-day, the necessity for relief to the circuit courts is 
` quite as urgent as the necessity for relief to the Supreme Court. If the 
bill passed by the House should become a law, I have no doubt the 
judicial force, with the appointment of additional district judges in a 
few of the most important districts, would be adequate to meet the 
demands upon it; but if the bill reported by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate is to be adopted, there will be 
imperatively demanded tor the relief of the circuit courts the creation 
of additional circuits. 

Looking to the contingency of the adoption of the substitute pro- 
posed by the majority of the Senate committee, I have proposed an 
amendment for the creation of the tenth judicial circuit, to be composed 
of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and I can 
demonstrate the need for an additional circuit upon the Pacific coast 
as well as the necessity in general for relief to the circuit courts by a 
reference to the condition of business in the Federal courts on that coast. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Missouri that all that is re- 
quired is greater industry upon the part of the judges. I do not be- 
lieve there is a Federal judge in the ninth judicial circuit, unless it 
is in one of the States recently admitted into the Union—and of them 
Iam not so well qualified to speak—who does not devote and con- 
scientiously devote his whole time to the business of the courts. Even 
as the circuit was constituted before the admission of Washington 
and Idaho and Montana, embracing three States—Nevada, California, 
and Oregon—the judicial force was insufficient, The business of the 
circuit court holding terms at San Francisco was sufficient to occupy 
the whole time of the circuit judge, Judge Sawyer, a very industrious 
and painstaking judge, so that it was with difficulty we could secure his 
presence at the circuit court of Oregon, holding terms at Portland, 
and then only long enough usually to hear appeals from the district 


court. 

The whole time of the district judge of Oregon, who has been upon 
the bench since 1859, is occupied with the business of the district and 
circuit courts, and his Jabors were so great as to threaten a year since to 
break him down entirely and to destroy his health. It is well known 
that the business of the district court in San Francisco is such that the 
district judge, who is one of the oldest district judges in the United 
States, is unable to do more than to hold the distriet courts. But Congress 
in its wisdom in admitting other new States into the Union has added to 
the circuit the States of Washington, Idaho, and Montana, and we now 
haveacircuit which embraces an area of 665,248 square miles, more than 
one-fourth ol the area of all the States of the Union, which has a popula- 
tion of from two and a half to three millions, a population nearly as great 
as the thirteen original States when the Constitution was adopted, which 
hasa coast line upon the Pacific Ocean of 1,650 miles, 150 miles more than 
our coast line upon the Atlantic from the northern boundary of Maine 
to the northern boundary of Florida, and which embraces the great 
Puget Sound, one of the most magnificent inland seas upon the face of 
the earth—a circuitin which the courts have to hear and decide a large 
number of admiralty and maritime cases incident to our large foreign 
and coastwise commerce, which takes in Alaska; the usual number of 
eases that involve Federal questions and in which jurisdiction is de- 
rived from the citizenship of the parties, and in addition a large num- 
ber of cases of classes never brought in the Federal courts in the East, 
Irefer to the important cases arising under the mineral laws and other 
land laws of the United States and to cases arising under the laws for 
the restriction of Chinese immigration. 

There are now provided for by law twenty-one terms of the circnit 
court yearly in that-circuit, held at places thousands of miles apart, and 
itis simply impossible for the circuit judge to attend the whole of 
them or any considerable numberof them in one year, and even should 
there be an additional circuit judge appointed, the two, if they could 
devote their whole time to the business and were not required to act 
as members of the circuit court of appeals, could not transact one- 
half of the business of the circuit courts, 

I bave no objection to providing as many additional circuits as are 

for the proper transaction of the business of the circuit 
courts. I do not wish to interfere with any other locality, but I assert 
what every one must and does know who knows anything about the 
history of the country, that California, Oregon, and Washington 
should not be in one circuit, with all their vast coast line and with 
the great amount of admiralty business there is in the courts of those 
districts. If this ninth circuit is to remain as now constituted, or as 
provided in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, or 
under any other division, with California, Oregon, and Washington in 
one circuit, this substitute proposed by the majority of the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary would afford no relief, 

Mr. MITGHELL. It would only increase the difficulty. 

Mr. DOLPH. As my colleague suggests, it would only increase the 
difficulty, because the duties required of circuit judges as members of 
the circuit court of appeals would necessarily, as I shall presently 
poo, take up their whole time and leave them no time for nisi prius 

uty. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to submit this question of the necessity 
of relief to the circuit courts upon what I have stated in regard to the 


ninth circuit alone. The necessity for relief to the inferior courts was 
admirably stated in an article in the Central Law Journal for Septem- 


ber, 1881, nearly a decade ago, from the pen, as I understand, of 
Judge McCrary, and I will ask the Secretary to read a short extract 
which I have marked from the article. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). It will be 
read, if there be no objection. ‘The Chairs hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


3. The evils of the present lack of judicial force, and the needs of the circuit 
courts in general, may well be illustrated by reference to the situation of affairs 
in the eighth circuit, concerning which we will eall attention to some of the 
more important facts. They will, in the main, apply to each of the other cir- 
cuits, No doubt the evil is more pressing in the southern and western circuits 
than in the eastern, but it is great in all. 

The eighth circuit comprises the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkan- 
sas, Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado—a territory embracing 517,510 square 
miles, and larger by 175,000 square miles than the original thirteen States. I 
contains a population of nearly 8,000,000, or about twice as large as that ot all the 
States in the Union at the time the judicial system was established. Within the 
circuit there are held annually twenty-nine terms of the circuit court, as follows: 
Minnesota, two terms; Iowa, eight terms; Missouri, six terms; Arkansas, four 
terms, Kansas, three terms; Nebraska, two terms; Colorado, four terms; total 
twenty-nine terms. Some of these terms continue in session for months, and 
the two at St. Louis occupy substantially the entire year. 

Although, as already s , the Jaw clearly contemplates that the circuit 
judge sha ibe present at every term of the circuit court, and sit in the hearing 
ofall the more important cases, itis physically im ble for him to attend more 
than one-half of these terms, and his stay at each of the places visited by him must 
necessarily be brief. The number of causes pending in these courts and awalt- 
ing a hearing aggregates from three to five thousand, and in the event of the 
passage of a new bankruptlaw there would be a sudden and largeincrease. Of 
course the cireuitjustice can do but little cireuit duty in addition to the great 
labor Javoiving pon him asa justice of the . Court, The result is that, 

rhaps, two-thirds of all the business of the circuit court is transacted by the 
istrict judges, sitting alone, and this notwithstanding the greatest industry on 
the part of the circuitjudge. This is, as we have seen, unjust to litigants, and 
violative of the spirit ofthe judiciary acts, It is also unjust to the district judges 
who are thus required to do double duty, and to perform services not 20ntem- 
plated by law, and fora compensation which, as compared with their labors 
and responsibilities, is, as ali must admit, grossly inadequate. 

Beyond doubt there is in this circuit y more judicial business than there 
was in the whole Onion in 1789, and yet the States which compose it are some 
of the youngest in the Union, and in the very infancy of their growth and de- 
. During the last ten years these seven States have increased in pop- 
ulation to the extent of about three millionsof people, and correspondingly in 
wealth and commerce, How inadequate has been the legislation of ones 
to provide increased facilities to meet the vast increase of judicial business 

rowing out of the marvelous growth of thecountry! The Supreme Court has 

n increased in numbers, but as it must always act as a unit in considering 
and deciding cau-es, it Is capable of dispatching little, if any, more business 
than-when composed of six justices. The circuit courts are organized just as 
they were in the beginning, except that the number of circuits has been in- 
creased to nine, and one cireuit judge provided for each. 

The circuit judge, however, performs only the duties which in early days 
were performed by the Supreme Court justice assigned to the circuit, so that 
practically the only increase of judicial force is the creation of free additional 
circuits with a circuit judge for each. This to meet the demands upon the Fed- 
eral judiciary occasioned by the addition of twenty-five great States of the 
Union, of at least 40,000,000 to our population, and of an incaleulable amount to 
our wealth, not to mention the addition of many new and important subjects 
of cognizance in the Federal courts, In view of these facts it should excite no 
surprise that our circuit courts are overcrowded; that they are compelled to 
dispose of business with great rapidity and are still far behindhand, and that 
many important cases are necessarily tried before a single judge. Such being 
the present situation, what may we expect in the near future if Congress shall 
continue to neglect to provide relief? 

The business of the Federal courts is necessarily 8 the growth 
of commerce, the increase of population and wealth, aud the multiplication 
and extension of railroads and other arteries of interstate trade. These courte 
deal very largely with controversies between citizens of different States over 
which the Constitution itself gives the Federal judiciary 8 It is 
manifest that in these days of rapid transit trade and traffic between citizens of 
different States must continue to increase, and the evils complained of must 
grow annually more burdensome until the remedy is applied. 


Mr. DOLPH. The important features of the House bill are, first, 
the withdrawal of original jurisdiction from the circuit courts and vest- 
ing it in the district courts, and making the circuit courts courts of ap- 
peal with appellate jurisdiction only, with the exception of writs of 
habeas corpus, of mandamus, and of prohibition; the appointment of two 
additional circuit judges in each circuit, who, with the present judge, 
are to constitute a court of appeals, but three judges being required 
to constitute a quorum; it is provided that in the absence of one of 
the circuit judges a district judge shall be called in to act as a mem- 
ber of the court of ap Writs of error in proper causes, and in all 
other causes appeals are allowed from the district court to the circuit 
court of appeals in all cases of law and equity and of admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction. ; 

The judgments of the circuit court of appeals are made final in all 
cases where the jurisdiction of the court depends upon the citizenship 
of the parties, and in all other cases writs of error and appeals may be 
taken to the Supreme Court. It is also provided that writs of error 
and appeals may be had to bring up for review before the circuit court 
of appeals the decisions of the supreme courts of the Territories. The 
right of appeal from the decisions of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia is limited, There are some other provisions in regard to 
details which I have not stated. 

The provisions of the substitute proposed by the majority of the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee are fully but succinctly stated in the report of 
the minority of the committee, and have already been stated by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I will not stop to read from 
the report, but ask that the portion I have marked be inserted in my 
remarks, ` 
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The substitute provides: 7 

1. For the appointment of an additional circuit judge in each circuit. 

2. It provides for the creation, in each circuit, a circuit court of appeals, to con- 
sist of three judges, two of whom shall be a quorum. 

3. It provides that the Chief-Justice and associate justice of the Supreme Court, 
assigned to each circuit, and the circuit judges in the circuit and the several dis- 
„ in the circuit, shall be competent to sit as judges in the court of ap- 

als. 

4. It provides that in the absence of the justice of the Supreme Court and of 
one or both of the circuit judges, one or more of the district judges shall be com- 
petent to sit to make the necessary number of three for a full court, and two for 
aquorum, 

It excludes from sitting in the court of appeals any justice or judge who had 
heard a cause below, 

6. It abolishes the appeals now allowed by law from the district to the circuit 
courts, and provides for a direct appeal from the district courts, in all cases ap- 
pealable at all, to the Supreme Court of the United States, or to the court of ap- 

„as the case may be. 

7. It provides for appeals from the district courts and from the circuit courts 
direct to the Supreme Court in the following instances only: 

a, Where a question of jurisdiction is raised. 

b. Final decrees in prize causes, 

e. Cases of crime punishable by death. 

d, Cases involving the construction or application of the Constitution of the 
Vorea States, but not in cases involving the construction or application of acts 
ol ngress, 

e. Cases in which the constitutionality (only) of any law of the United States, 
or the yalidity or construction of a treaty, is drawn into question. 

J. In cases in which the law of a State is claimed to be in contravention of 
the Constitution of the United States, 

8, It leaves the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in respect of cases brought 
from the highest court of a State, as the law now is. 

9. It gives the court of ee jurisdiction to review decisions of the district 
and circuit courts in all other cases, : 

10. It provides that the judgments of the court of appeals shall be final in all 
cases—- 

a. In which the jurisdiction is dependent upon the character of the suitors, 
as citizens or aliens; 

b. In cases arising under the patent laws; 

c, In cases under the revenue laws; 

d, In eases under the criminal laws; and 

e. In admiralty caves other than prize. 
ee pic re the court of appeals to certify to the Supreme Court ques- 

ous of law. 

“he It authorizes the Supreme Court in the cases last mentioned to review the 
whole case. 

13. Italso authorizes the Supreme Court to require the court of appeals to 
send up for consideration any case pending therein. 

14. In all other cases in the court of appeals it authorizes an appeal to the Su- 

me Court from the court of appeals when the matter in controversy exceeds 


000. 
These are the broad and leading features of the legislation proposed by the 
majority of the committee. 2 

It will be seen from the foregoing that in general the Supreme Court ot the 
United States is excluded from reviewing— 

I, Casesin which the jurisdiction of the national courts depends upon the 
character of suitors, 

II. All cases ar sing under the patent laws. 

III. All cases under the revenue laws. 

IV. All cases under the criminal laws, 

V. Alladmiralty cases other than prize. 

From such an examination as I have been able to give the matter, I 
think the House bill is better in many respects than the substitute pro- 
posed by the majority of the Senate committee. In my judgment itis 
the only measure which will afford adequate relief to the circuit courts, 
Not the least meritorious of its provisions is the one hy which it is pro- 
posed to transfer the original jurisdiction now exercised by the circuit 
courts to the districtcourts. This would not greatly add to the labors 
of the district jadges, as they now hold the circuit courts in the ab- 
sence of the circuit judges and of a justice of the Supreme Court and in 
conjunction with them when present, except when appeals from the 
district court are heard. 

The contingency upon which a district judge is to be called in under 
the House bill to serve as a member of the court of appeals is so remote 
that there would be practically nothing to interfere with the terms of 
the district court; and with the exception of a few ot the more impor- 
tant districts the district judges could without difficulty transact all 
the business of the district and circuit courts. The consolidation of 
the circuit and district courts would simplify matters. There would 
be but one clerk, one set of records, one seal, whereas there are now 
two, Relieving the circuit judges from nisi prius duty would enable 
the circuit courts of appeals to remain in session the year round, if 
necessary, to perform thoroughly and well all the duties required of 
them. bd 

I understand the honorable Senator from New York to suggest that 
under the plan proposed in the House bill there would not be sufficient 
business for the circuit courts; that something like four hundred cases 
are now appealed annually to the Supreme Court, and that when they 
were divided up among nine cireuit courts of appeal there would not 
be business enough to occupy the time of the courts, But the distin- 
. Senator forgot that the present congested condition of the 

ocket of the Supreme Court discourages and prevents appeals. It is 
equivalent to defeat for a party to appeal an important case to the Su- 
preme Court to stand upon the docket for three or four years before it 
can be heard, and in many cases the decision of a single judge is sub- 
mitted to, when if an appeal could be heard promptly in the Supreme 
Court there would be an appeal. 

He also forgot to take into consideration the fact that in a very large 
proportiun of the cases now tried by the district and circuit courts 
there is no appeal, but the decision of one judge is final and conclusive, 
and that the system proposed by the Honse allows appeals in all civil 
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and criminal cases, except cases of misdemeanor where the punishment 
is $300 or less, from the district and circuit courts to the circuit court 
ofappeals, Under that system the right of appeal would be given to 
litigants in a large number of cases, a right which would have a tend- 
ency to secure more careful consideration of cases in the district and 
circuit courts in the first instance than now given, and which in m 

judgment would afford ample business for the circuit courts of appeal. 

The system proposed by the House is simple and easily understood. 
It clearly defines the jurisdiction of the several courts provided for. 
It maintains the natural order and precedence of the courts and judges; 
the course of justice would be prompt and uniform, while the system is 
sufficiently comprehensive and elastic to provide for the wants of the 
future. Under it, if there were found to be too much business in a 
district court to be transacte | by the district judges the remedy would 
be plain, to create another district or appoint an additional judge for the 
district. If the dockets of the circuit courts were still overburdened 
the remedy would be equally plain; it would be to create another cir- 
cuit, If that plan did not afford sufficient relief to the Supreme Court 
the remedy would be equally plain: it would be for Congress, in the ex- 
ercise of its power to make exceptions to the appellate jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court, to further restrict the classes of cases which should 
be appealed to that court. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggests to me that 
the plan of the House proposes three arguments in every case. I have 
in my mind some amendments to the House bill should the Senate 
substitute be rejected, Ido not care to offer them prior to the vote 
upon that question. I think the system proposed in the House can be 
improved, although I have not examined it as carefully as Ishould like. 

am inclined to think that the provision of the bill reported by the 
majority of the Senate committee in regard to appeals direct from the 
district courts to the Supreme Court in certain cases would, if incor- 
porated in the House bill, improve it, and that the decisions of the cir- 
cuit court of appeals might be made conclusive in a larger number of 
cases than provided in the House bill. Those provisions of the Senate 
bill might well be incorporated in the House bill. But the important 
difference between the House bill and the Senate substitute is that under 
the latter double duties are required of the judges, both circuit and dis- 
trict judges, and it provides for the appointment of one judge only in 
each circuit, whereas the House bill provides for two. 

Mr. President, no one has greater admiration for the legal attain- 
ments of the distinguished Senator from New York who reported the 
substitute proposed by the majority of the Senate Judiciary Committee 
than I have. Upon questions of law his opinions are entitled to great 
weight and always receive great respectin this body; butthe question 
involved here is not so much a question as to whether the plan reported 
by the Senate committee is free from legal objection as it is whether it 
will afford adequate relief to the courts. It is a question of facts and 
figures rather than a question of Jaw. 

In my judgment it would not afford adequate relief to the circuit 
courts, Itis complicated. It requires duties of the district judges 
as members of the court of appeals whichif performed would require 
them to neglect their duties as district judges. It requires of the cir- 
cuit judges nisi prius duties whichif well performed would leave them 
no time to act as members of the circuit court ot appeals, and it re- 
quires of them duties as members of the circuit court of appeals which if 
well performed in my judgment would leave them no time for their 
duties as nisi prius judges. It would be impossible to arrange the 
terms of the district eourts, the circuit courts, and the circuit court 
of appeals so that they will not greatly interfere with each other. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask my honorable friend from Oregon, 
with reference now to the first circuit, what does he think would be 
the occupation of two circuit judges in that circuit, where I think there 
were twenty-fourcases. Perhaps I have got the number wrong, for my 
memory is not so good at figures as I wish it was, but my impression 
is that twenty-four cases came to the Supreme Court of the United 
States here from that circuit. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought I had already answered that question in 
replying to the argument of the Senator from New York. The num- 
ber of cases appealed to the Supreme Court under the present system 
in the nature of things is no criterion whatever to judge of the num- 
ber of cases that would be appealed to the circuit court of appeals. 
As I have said, the period which must elapse from the time of an ap- 
peal of a case to the Supreme Court until it can be heard discourages 
and prevents appeals. Parties to litigation in the Federal courts pre- 
fer to settle their cases than keep great business enterprises hung up 
for four years in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose then—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Let me finish. Another reason why under the pres- 
ent system appeals are not taken to the Supreme Court in a very large 
proportion of cases is that no appeal is allowed in cases where the 
amount in controversy is under $5,000 if the jurisdiction of the court 
depends upon the citizenship of the parties. Under the House bill, 
which provides for an intermediate court of appeals, appeals may be 
taken in all cases, both civil and criminal, except in cases of misde- 
meanor where the punishment is $300 or Jess, to the circuit court of 
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Mr, EVARTS. There is no limit in mine. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I desire to put a question to the Senator from 
Oregon, leaving out the question of the test of the present number of 
cases that come to the Supreme Court of the United States. Suppose 
you have a circuit court in the United States in which the t cir- 
cuit judge is able comfortably to transact his business in six to 
eight months of the year, and the district judges do the same circuit 
as a rule, perhaps with one exception. Now, if you add two circuit 
jadges more, what do you expect that they are going to do with their 
time? Of course there will not be more ap than there are cases 
below, and if the judge disposes of all these cases in six or eight months, 
as I suppose the circuit judge of our circuit does—I do not know, 
but I presume he does it in about that time—there are two more cir- 
cuit judges who have nothing to do but act upon such cases as are 
revised to have anything for their time. 

Mr. DOLPH, If there are any such circuits as those mentioned by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, two of them should be consolidated, 
and the ninth cireuit should be divided into two. That is all I have 
got to say on that point. As I said before, I do not know of a United 
States judge in the ninth circuit who does not conscientiously devote 
all his time to the business of the courts and then can not transact it 
promptly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 

on with his permission. 
r. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, What proportion of time has the circuit judge been 
able to devote to the Federal business in the State of Oregon for the 
last few years? : 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course I am not as familiar with that subject as I 
was some years ago, but I understand he has only been able to give a 
few days to the Oregon district each year, probably no longer than 
was necessary to hear the appeals from the district court and to advise 
or sit with the district judge in a few of the more important cases. 

Mr: ALLEN. That has been my understanding, and the time he 
has been able to devote to that has been growing less year by year. 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been growing less year by year. I have an 
impression—I have not the figures before me to verify my statement— 
that there is more Federal business, that is to say more judicial busi- 
ness, in the Federal courts held in the city of San Francisco, the courts 
of the northern district of California, than in any other district of the 
United States. : 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it not a fact, too, that the Federal court is con- 
stantly overworked in the district of Oregon all the time? 

Mr. DOLPH. I have already said that the business has so accumu- 
lated in that district that an ambitious and industrious judge, who 
does not bezin at noon, as suggested by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest], but commences early in the morning and works all day, and 
devotes his evenings to labor, came very near breaking down a year 
ago under the strain upon him. 

Mr. ALLEN. The same accumulation is developing on Puget Sound. 
The admiralty business, especially, is very extensive, 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand, but Iam not pre with the figures 
to sho it, that not to exceed one-ninth of all the business of the cir- 
cuit courts is transacted by the circuit judges to-day, and that if there 
were an additional circnit judge appointed in each circuit, probably 
not more than two-ninths of the entire business could be transacted by 

and the district judges would be left as they are now to hold the 
circuit courts and to dispose of the large majority of business of the 
courts without the presence of the circuit judge or of a justice of the 
Su e Court. s 
. President, having given my reasons for preferring the House 
bill to the Senate bill, I only add that itis but natural that there 
should be between lawyers and ors a diversity of opinion in re- 
- gard to the best plan to be adopted for the relief of the courts, Prob- 
ably no question of the same importance could arise in which there 
would not be a similar difference of opinion. But being agreed, as I 
hope we all are, that there should be some legislation for the relief of 
the courts, I hope we shall be able to reconcile our differences and to 
agree upon some measure which will become a law. 

If the majority of the Senate er the measure reported as a sub- 
stitute for the House bill by the majority of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I shall support it upon the theory that half a loaf is better 
than no bread,’’ but feeling at the same time that the action of the 
Senate is unwise and short-sighted. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I am in hopes that the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who 
have offered amendments here, will agree about some arrangement of 
that cireuit which has been discussed here this evening, the tenth or 
eleventh circuit, or whatever the number is, for I am satisfied that we 
ought to provide now for the great and growing population on the Pa- 
cific Slope. We shall find it necessary to readjust these circuits very 
soon if we adopt the House bill or adopt the Senate committee’s sub- 
stitute, because the population over there isso large and they arescat- 
tered over such a vast area that it seems to me impossible that either 
the present or the proposed arrangement for circuit j can be suf- 
ficient for the administration of justice in that region of country. 


It would be a greater Government than we have got now that admin- 
isters justice to the people of the United States without sale, denial, 
or delay, for in all of our departments, depending of course upon the 
fact of our enormously rapid poem and expansion, we are not admin- 
istering justice through the laws of this country without delay, and 
very serious and embarrassing delay, and I believe that there is not 
anything which more conduces to the interest and welfare of the peo- 
ple than to have short shrift of litigation, get through with it be 
done with it. Any one who could estimate the amount of annual tax- 
ation or iture that occurs upon the citizens of this country in 
consequence of the delays in litigation would have an enormous sum 
to compute. I do not know of any one thing that is really as great a 
cancer upon the body-politic as this thing of accumulating cases, at- 
torneys’ fees, interest, and the other disasters that attend the delay of 
litigation. 

So I think that it is the highest duty we owe to the conntry, one of 
the highest and possibly the very highest at this time, that weshould pro- 
vide tribunals enough to administer justice according to our system 
amongst all the people of the different States. 

The statutes of the different States on matters of practice, on ques- 
tions of the right of property, on questions of inheritance, and thou- 
sands of questions, differ from each otherin forty-odd respects, and the 
Supreme Court and the Federal courts have to administer these laws 
within these different States in accordance with the local arrangement. 
We owe that much respect, and our Constitution bestows that much 
respect upon the local sovereignty. When you come to put these 
questions together, to aggregate the enormous variety of questions and 
the issues that are presented here, the judicial system of the United 
States is at once the most comprehensive and the grandest that was 
ever conceived of by the human mind. 

Butit is an imperfect system—im in a great many particulars. 
We are trying to perfect it continually, and the most striking imperfec- 
tion is the fact that we do not supply the agencies for the administra- 
tion of justice. This Government can afford the tax to do that, and I 
am willing to vote any number of judges that are necessary for that 


purpose. 

At this particular moment of time it isa very embarrassing question 
to a man from the region of country to which I belong, because we know 
that there are gcertain political questions which affect very seri- 
ously the people of that country, where it is proposed to link together 
the political and the judicial establishments of the United Statesin such 
a way as that it causesour people greatly to suspect the Federal judici- 
ary, to look upon them with apprehension and awe instead of as the agen- 
cies of mercy, and justice, and honesty, and truth, and decent living. 

I do not speak of my own impressions. I am song of the im- 
pressions that are rife amongst a very sensitive people, In whatever 
response I am to give by my vote here, I must account to these people 
for the reasons upon which I act in trying to discuss at this moment 
of time what I conceive to be an absolutely necessary and imperative 
demand upon us for the provision ot institutions and establishments 
that will furnish justice without sale, denial, or delay. We have not 
in the South had justice without sale through the Federal courts; we 
certainly have not had it without denial; but what we have in that 
respect we share in common with the people of the United States in 
being subjected to very great and embarrassing delay. 

I know, Mr. President, that whenever we improve our present sys- 
tem we have got todo it under some Administration, either a Demo- 
cratic or Republican. I am willing to meet the question as I have al- 
ways been I have been in this body, it makes no difference who 
is President. In meeting it, however, I think that I can announce to 
the people of the country I re t and against the current of whose 
opinions I am now probably in some sense speaking, that there is a 
sense of duty, a sense of honor, a sense of self-respect, a sense of respect 
for this great Government of ours, which will induce this honorable 
body which has an ultimate control in matters of this kind through 
its powers of confirmation to office, to say that whatever system may 
be inaugurated will be one that in its administration, so far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned, will be administered with justice and with propriety. 

I have that much faith in this body that, no matter what the polit- 
ical exigencies may be, I will vote and express that faith by my vote 
whenever I have occasion to doso. Ido so with confidence, Mr. Presi- 
dent, believing that the Senate of the United States will endeavor to 
assist the President of the United States in getting the best man that 
can be found in every one of these circuits for the place, irrespective 
of his political affiliations. I think I can give that assurance to my 
people, and believing so I feel free to discuss this measure just as I 
should if I knew a Democratic Administration was in power and would 
have the op ity to appoint every one of these circuit judges, 
whether there shall be ten of them or whether there shall be twenty. 

This subject has been under discussion in the Senate several times. 
We have passed one bill or perhaps two bills on this question. Ithas 
been very little discussed, and in the course of our discussion opinions 
have been expressed by men very eminent in the legal profession, and 
on the bench, in to the best course of action. 

Ido not intend to quote the opinions of any living man about this 
matter, though I think I know the opinions of some who are very em- 
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inent, but I am aware that I can quote with some satisfaction to the 
Senate the opinion of that able and distinguished and pure justice of 
the Supreme Court, Stanley Matthews, who used to be aemember of 
this body, and a very honored one. He believed that the division of 
the Supreme Court into three or more sections was not constitutional. 
That was his solemn conviction. There were other men then on the 
bench—I speak of none who are there now—who shared with him that 
opinion. 

Pell, when we meet a question of that kind, which must have been 
reflected upon by men of eminent abilities and high official responsi- 
bility, and they express even a doubt as to our power to divide up the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, that must be enough for me, I 
halt, I hesitate on that proposition, for it would be a very unseemly 
thing, a thing to be much regretted, that we should a law here 
dividing the Supreme Court into three sections and that they should 
refuse to act in obedience to it. It would be arraying the great polit- 
ical law-making power of the United States against the judgment of 
the Supreme Court in a matter that concerns themselves, and where it 
might be said of any judge upon the bench that he would desire to hold 
on to jurisdiction, unabridged and inaffected as it is now, which gives 
the entire court the contro} of all the great issues and questions in the 
land, It would put the Supreme Court, in my judgment, in a very 
embarrassing position to throw that burden of decision upon them; 
and unless the right to do this is clear and indisputable I would not 
venture upon it for the sake of the decorum that ought to exist in the 
discussion of grave opinions upon grave subjects between the two most 
prominent of the great tribunals of the country. ` 

More than that, I conceive it to be a right that in any court the liti- 

ts shall have the judgment ot every member of that court who may 

present constituting a quorum, either pro or con. I do not think 
we have a right to put three judges in charge of admiralty causes, and 
three in charge of bankruptcy causes, and three in charge of equity 
causes, and so on, distributing the powers around, and thereby depriv- 
ing a litigant in either one of these classifications of cases of the right 
to the judgment of a full bench, a quorum being of coursea fall bench, 
upon every question of fact and_every question of law that comes up. 

Now it must be remembered in considering this question that the 
Supreme Court of the UnitedStates has jurisdiction to decide upon the 
facts of the case as well as the law of the case. That is a constitutional 
grant of power. When you come to consider facts, while the court of 
course has a quorum and is not therefore exactly an approximation to 
the jury, there is yet a prevalent opinion of the races of people who 
have been raised under the English common-law system at least, that 
a unanimous opinion or an opinion that is made unanimous according 
to the statute in such cases shall be rendered in every case upon the 
facts. - 

Facts are difterent things from legal propositions. Legal propositions 
can be reversed and set aside, amended and reviewed. Many cases have 
occurred in our own jurisprudence where the Supreme Court even has 
reversed its own opinions, I can cite notably the legal-tender cases and 
many others of the greatest importance, but when the court settles and 
establishes a state of facts, that must remain permanent. Nobody ever 
reviews or restates the state of facts. More than that, no judgment 
is ever set aside because it is dissented from by the court. It is merel 
the principle that is involved in it that is set aside, It is the guid- 
ance of the rule ot law upon which the former case is decided that is 
departed from in a later case; but the facts remain and the judgment 
based upon those facts stands, and no court after its term has expired 
has constitutional or legal authority to reverse its own decision as to 
the facts. The judgment may stand. Therefore it is of the greatest 
importance that a quorum of the court should pass upon the facts in 
every case, for it makes no difference what effect the judgment of the 
quorum of a court may have upon the general principles of jurispru- 
dence, when you come to the question between the plaintiff and de- 
fendant, the settlement and adjudication of the facts as between those 
parties fixes their rights absolutely; and a man has a right, I think, 
under the Constitution of the United States, in the exercise at least of 
that function of the court which empowers the court to determine upon 
mo facts, to say, I want the judgment of the court.“ He has a right 

it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to me to submit a motion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Kansas moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. É 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, I intend to be very brief in 
this matter, and I want merely tostate my opinions for myself and no- 
poty else about it, and I beg the Senate to indulge me a few moments 

onger. 

I think that there is as mnch necessity for having more circuit 
judges as there is for dividing the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court. A circuit judge in his isolated position now has the oppor- 
tunity at least of being very autocratic, and while I have no complaint 
to make based upon any experience of my own; I know that the legal 
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profession in the conntry for some time bave had the opinion that the 
circuit judges exercise this kind of authority in an arbitrary way, and 
ay, . ae ts of rt disposed of by d 

ery values, amounts of property, are 0 ecrees 
in chambers where there is nobody in attendance, perhaps, except the 
counsel of one or the other or both of the parties. That ought not to 
be. Justice in this country ought to toed ministered with open doors. 
The tribunals of justice ought to be as accessible to as many people ag 
can conveniently assemble there if they want to doit. There ought 
to be living witnesses to every transaction of this kind, among the peo- 
ple of our Jand, for it is the people we are dealing with. They havea 
right to be there, and these courts ought to be openly held. 

More than that; if a judge has a partienlar set of opinions—and who 
has not? if he has a particular drift of conviction—and who has not? 
if he has friends—and who has not? —or enemies he is but mortal 
how can he avoid when you put him in for a liſe position and nobody 
to scrutinize his acts except some attorney who is before him and who 
is interested in the case and whose opinions and statements are always 
tainted by the supposed inclination he hasin favor of his client; how 
can we expect 2 man of that sort not to drift off in the line of his con- 
victions or his friendships or his enmities? In other words, there is no 
guard upon him. I want to see two judges upon every circuit bench 
that tries a canse, at least an appellate cause, in the United States, It 
is a conservative arrangement. It is something necessary at least for 
the satisfactory administration of justice. It may not be that the two 
together will administer justice in any better form, or any more truly 
than one by himself, yet at the same time it would be more satisfactory. 
It would save the judges against a great deal of private impeachment 
and criticism which otherwise obtains and distresses the country with 
the idea that they are men who can get apart by themselves, and make 
decisions disposing of great values, questions of great importance, with- 
out any human eye, except the attorney in the cause, to be watching 
and cousidering what they are doing. 

So I am in favor of increasing the judges on the circuit bench. It 
ought to be done if we did not have any particular necessity for it ex- 
cept just the matters that I am now calling attention to. My judgment 
is that it ought to be done. 

I favor the report of the Senate Judiciary Committee beeanse it does 
not create too many judges. It does not disturb the foundation ar- 
rangements of the present judiciary system so suddenly and abruptly 
as the House bill, and it seems to me, {rom what consideration I have 
been able to give toit, that it isa very wise provision. Still, I think 
in the machinery adopted by that bill there is a defect in not providing, 
what the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Kansas have both 
seemed to consider should be done, for a rearrangement of the circuits, 

The arrangement proposed in the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas is admirable, so far asmy own part of the country is concerned, 
for to have one circuit judge for Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, Florida, Arkansas, and Georgia is like expecting to raise a crop 
by the water that would fall upon the top ofa man's cabin. Lon can 
not do that. The circuit judge goes about; his appearance and disap- 
pearance is almost meteoric. You do not know when to expect him 
nor where he has gone to when he has gone away. That is not the 
administration of justice. He goes to the docket and selects a case or 
so that he wants to try himself, or that somebody wants him to try, 
and sitsdown, and after a due season of incubation he brings out an 
opinion upon that case and goes off. 

Now, another point, and I think it is an important consideration. I 
want the circuit judges to do some nisi prius work. I have conferred 
oftentimes with the venerable judges of the Supreme Court about that. 
I have asked some of them about it. Indeed I have made it a matter 
of curious inquiry to know what their opinions were abont it, and why 
it was that they had not long ago recommended in the midst of their 
immense labors that they should be relieved of their cirenit riding. 
They said, It is a delight to us to go ont and try causes at nisi prius, 
More than that, it improves us; it informs us of what the people are, 
what they think, and what they feel.“ They are not strangers in the 
land, and they are not st on the judgment seat when they go 
out among the people and find out what the people thinkand what they 
are doing, i 

So I want the circuit judges to participate in the nisi prius work. I 
want them to try causes before juries, and I want them to feel contin- 
ually that which every judge in the United States ought to feel who 
must have a jury to assist him in the determination of a cuse; I want 
them to feel that that jury is a part of the court; and the jury being 
composed of the people of the country it is their duty to respect them 
in all their rights and powers and privileges. Until our judges have 
that sort of respect for that great tribunal, the jury, justice in this coun- 
try will not be administered in the spirit in which it was intended to 
be when in our Constitution we referred to trial at common law and 
preserved the jury system and gave a man the right of trial by jury. 

So I want the circuit judges to go out and intermingle with the peo- 
ple, and I want them to feel that when a court is constituted in certain 
cases the jury of the country is a part of that tribunal and entitled to 
the honor of the judge, because it is the jury after all that represents 
the people on the bench. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator what he would do in 


a case where twenty-one terms of the circuit court were provided for 
in a single year and at places some of them 2,000 miles apart. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think there must be twenty-five or thirty in the 
fifth circuit district down South. I want to relieve against that; I 
want to have more judges and smaller circuits. 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 50’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 20, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 19, 1890. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL, 


Theodore M. Schleier, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United States 
at Amsterdam. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Charles Scoville, of Indiana, to be surveyor of customs for the port 
of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, 
POSTMASTER. 
Charles B. Nunemacher, to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county 
of Clark and State of Kansas, 
7 PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 


To date from June 12, 1890. 


Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Class 
rank, 
18. Cadet Robert B. Wallace. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
31. Cadet Frank M. Caldwell. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
22. Cadet Milton F. Davis. 
Eighth Regiment of Cavalry. 
19, Cadet Francis C. Marshall. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 


28. Cadet James A. Ryan. 
37. Cadet Melvin W. Rowell. 
45, Cadet Lawrence J. Fleming. 


Second Regiment of Infantry. 
17. Cadet Hiram McL. Powell. 
Third Regiment of Infantry. 
40. Cadet Peter Murray. 
41, Cadet Paul A. Wo 
Fourth Regiment of Infantry. 
36. Cadet John H. Wholley. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Frank B. Keech. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Harry H. Baudholtz. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Henry T. Ferguson. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Ernest B. Gose. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Charles C. Clark. 
Twelfth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Willis Uline. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Joseph C. Fox. 
_ Fourtcenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet James R. Lindsay. - 
Cadet Fred W. Sladen. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry, 
Cadet George M. Brown. 
Seventeenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Henry G. Lyon. . 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet George D. Moore. 
Cadet Charles J. Symmonds. 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
6. Cadet William O. Johnson. 
32. Cadet Henry G. Learnard. 


52. 


30. 


48. 


49. 


38. 


42. 


43. 
47. 


ies Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
rank, 


46, Cadet Hugh Swain. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry, 
54. Cadet Vernon A. Caldwell. 
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 


Twenty-first Regiment of Infantry. 
Cadet Edmund L. Butts, 
TO BE ADDITIONAL SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 
Attached to the cavalry arm. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 
Cadet James J. Hornbrook, to the Second Cavalry. 
Cadet William F. Clark, to the Seventh Cavalry. 
Cadet Samuel G. Jones, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Cadet Orin B. Meyer, to the First Cavalry. 
To date from June 14, 1890. 
Cadet James Madison Andrews, jr., to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Attached to the artillery arm. 
To date from June 12, 1890. 
5, Cadet Colden L’H. Ruggles, to the First Artillery, 
7. Cadet Henry D. Todd, jr., to the Third Artillery. 
8. Cadet John C. Rennard, to the First Artillery. 
9. Cadet James Hamilton, to the Second Artillery. 
10. Cadet Thomas W. Winston, to the Fourth Artillery, 
11. Cadet Alfred C. Merillat, to the Fifth Artillery. 
12. Cadet Maurice G. Krayenbuhl, to the Fourth Artillery. 
13. Cadet George Montgomery, to the Second Artillery. 
14, Cadet Clint C. Hearn, to the Fourth Artillery. 
15. Cadet William C. Davis, to the Fitth Artillery. 
20. Cadet Frank G. Mauldin, to the Third Artillery. 
21, Cadet Daniel W. Ketcham, to the Second Artillery. 
23. Cadet William S. McNair, to the Third Artillery. 
24, Cadet William J. Snow, to the First Artillery. 
25. Cadet George G. Gatley, to the Filth Artillery. 
26, Cadet Thomas B. Lamoreux, to the Fourth Artillery. 
QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 
First Lieut. William H. Miller, of the First Cavalry, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain. 3 
SECOND REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Additional Second Lieut. James J. Hornbrook, to be second lieuten- 
ant. 
FIFTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 
Additional Second Lieut. Samuel G. Jones, jr., to be second lieu- 


tenant. 
— SEVENTH REGIMENT OF CAVALRY. 


Additional Second Lieut. William F. Clark, to be second lieutenant. 
SEVENTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
es Lieut. James T. Kerr, regimental adjutant, to be first lien- 
TWENTY-SECOND REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. | 
Second Lieut. Henry C. Hodges, jr., to be first lieutenant. 
TWENTY-FOURTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
First Lieut. William H. W. James, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Joseph B. Batchelor, jr., to be first lieutenant, 
FIFTEENTH REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. William F. Blauvelt, to be first lieutenant. 
TWENTY-FIRST REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Willson Y. Stamper, to be first lieutenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, September 19, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I suggest that there is no quorum present, I 
ask that the Speaker ascertain whether there is. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Virginia makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. [The Speaker proceeded to count 
the House.] One hundred and sixty-six members are present. The 
Clerk will proceed. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


7 ~ 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10233 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval ot the Journal. 
Mr. CRISP, I object to the approval, and desire to correct the Jour- 
nal. Yesterday while the House was under a call, the call having 
disclosed the presence of more than a quorum, the Speaker, without 
any suggestion from any member on the floor, directed the Clerk to 
eall the roll upon the question which was pending at the time the 
want of a quorum was disclosed. To that proceeding I a sl ae an 
objection. So far as I have now gone, the Journal states what took 
lace. The Chair then determined that such a proceeding might be 
had by unanimous consent (although no unanimous consent been 
asked or given), and inquired whether ‘‘the gentleman from Georgia“ 
[Mr. Crisp] objected. ‘The gentleman from Georgia” did object. 
I then understood the Speaker to hold that in that condition of affairs 
the proceeding pro was not in order. That, Mr. Speaker, does 
not appear on the Journal. No ruling of the Speaker on the subject 
appears on the Journal, if I heard it correctly. I ask the Clerk to 
turn fora moment to that part of the Journal and see whether I am 
not correct. , 

The SPEAKER, It doesnot appear on the Journal, and should not, 
the Chair thinks. 

Mr. CRISP. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the Journal by 
making it appear that the Speaker sustained the objection—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will farnish his amendment in 
writing. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (while Mr. Crisp was reducing his amend- 
ment to writing). A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker: How long 
must the House wait fora member to reduce a matter to writing? Can 
we not proceed with business? 

Mr. CRISP (after a further pause) sent to the desk his proposed 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia proposes an amend- 
ment to the Journal, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The point having been made by Mr. Crisp that it was not in order to proceed 
with the roll-call on the demand for the previous question on the case of Lang- 
ston vs. Venable pending proceedings under the call, the Speaker sustained 
said objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to lay the proposed amendment on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. CRISP. Can he do that without giving me an opportunity to 
be heard on the proposition? Task the gentleman from Maine whether 
he proposes to make this motion without giving me an opportunity to 
be heard. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam entirely willing the gentleman should have 
such opportunity. 

Mr. CRISP. I only want a moment or two. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the proposition then, for a moment, to 
give the gentleman the opportunity he desires. I yield him five min- 
utes, Will that be sufficient? 

Mr. CRISP. Perhaps I shall not want so much. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 
= ‘oe CRISP. There is no disposition on my part to delay matters at 

Mr. Speaker, I do not understand the reason why the proposition I 
have submitted should not be put upon the Journal, when, as I under- 
stand, that was the ruling of the Speaker. The RECORD has been in 
some way altered; it does not contain a correct statement of what took 
place. I have not seen the notes at all, and I leave that matter to the 
notes of the Reporter, I do not know who has seen the notes. But 
there has been some change from what transpired on the floor of the 
House. When I made the objection, and when I cited the authorities 
in the Journal, the Speaker replied that that was true; that it might 
be done by unanimous consent, and asked whether the gentleman 
from Georgia’’ objected, whereupon the gentleman from Georgia 
did object, and distinetly understood the Speaker to hold that, there 
being objection, the proceeding was not inorder. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] evidently understood the matter the same 
way, because he promptly moved that all proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. That was the understanding here at least. 

Now, to show that the RECORD is not accurate in its account of what 
transpired, I will read just a line or two: 

Mr. Crisp. Mr. Speaker, I riseto a question of order. I understand that a call 
of the House was ordered. The House is now in the call, and I make the point 
that there are only two motions in order when the House is in a call—either 
to adjourn or to dispense with further proceedings under the eall, I under- 
stand the Speaker directed the Clerk to call the roll on the motion to approve 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER, It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Then follows: 


Mr, Crisp, Why, of course I object. 


Now, you see at once that that is no response to the statement of the 
peaker. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. You are not reading correctly from the 
~ RECORD. 
Mr. CRISP. In what respect? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The language that you quote is not the lan- 
guage in this RECORD. 

Mr. CRISP. It is certainly the language of the RECORD that Ihave 
before me. If there is a difference—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The language of the Speaker was, It can 
be done without objection,” 

Mr. CRISP. I read that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood you to say, It can be done by 
unanimous consent.“ 

Mr. CRISP. The Speaker said, It can be done without objection,” 
and my reply, as reported in the RECORD, is, Why, of course I ob- 
ject.” But my recollection of the colloquy is that the Speaker asked 
the question, Does the gentleman object?’ and my response was, 
Why, of course I object.” But I appeal to the official notes of the 
Reporters to show what the statement was, because the statement of the 
RECORD now makes my reply rather irrelevant andstrained. When 
the Speaker asked, Does the gentleman object?“ my natural reply 
was, Why, of course I object.’ But when the Speaker says, It 
can be done without objection,” the reply was not so natural; so that 
Here has been some failure to give an exact statement of what took 
place, ; 

ae BOUTELLE. What is the specific criticism the gentleman 
makes? 

Mr. CRISP. My point is that the record of what took place is not 
entirely correct, and hence that it will not do to appeal to the RECORD 
to shaw what actually took place. 

A MEMBER. It is a question, apparently, of punctuation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But in what way does the gentleman contend 
that it is incorrect? Does the gentleman state that what the Speaker 
said is not accurately quoted, or what he said? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not say that it is inaccurate as to what Isaid, but 
as to what the Speaker said, or what I understood him to say. 

But what I want the Journal to show is the fact that the Speaker 
sustained my objection, to wit, that it was not in order, while the 
House was proceeding under a call, to resume the call of the roll upon 
a question on which the want of a quorum had been developed before 
the call of the House had begun. That is all I desire the Journal to 
show; that is to say, that the Speaker sustained the objection I made. 

f Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr.-CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. of Vermont. If the Speaker stated that an ohjec- 
tion would defeat the proceeding, that was a sustaining of your objec- 
tion in advance. 

Mr. CRISP, Yes. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. So that the ruling of the Speaker 
does appear in that form. 

Mr. CRISP. But my friend from Vermont will bear in mind that 
it does not appear on the Journal at all. All I desire is that the Jour- 
nal shall disclose the fact that the Speaker, when the point was made 
that it was not in order to proceed with a roll-call pending proceed- 
ings under a call of the House, sustained the point of order, and there- 
upon a motion was made to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. This objection is not at all captious, but simply to let the 
Journal disclose the fact that it took place. That is all 1 desire to 


say. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion to lay the 
proposed amendment on the table. 

The question having been taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. s 

Mr. CRISP. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 148, noes 3. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. i 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that quite 
a large numberof gentlemen on this side of the House, who I under- 
stand are paired, did not rise in their places, and hence were not counted. 

Mr. CRISP. I suggest that if you gentlemen would consent to have 
a call ot the roll you could ascertain. 


A MEMBER. Call for the yeas and nays. [Cries of Oh, no!“ on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr, CRISP. Ah! that would disclose how many are here, and you 
do not want that. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the Speaker count. 

The SPEAKER having counted the House, announced the presence 
of 163 members. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (another member having entered the Hali). One 
hundred and sixty-four members are present—a quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, with the utmost respect, and in all sin- 
cerity, I ask the Speaker to exercise the prerogative placed in him by 
the rules whenever he doubts, and verify the count., I can only state, 
and I sincerely believe, as will readily be understood when it is re- 
membered that gentlemen are moving about from one part of the Hall 
to the other and the Speaker announces ‘‘one more,” and after an in- 
terval ‘‘one more,“ and so on, that the Speaker is unable to determine, 
and necessarily so, whether the same member may not be counted more 
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than once. I can only state that I sincerely believe there is no quorum 
present. I ask the Speaker, therefore, to exercise his power under the 
rules and order tellers. 

Mr. HAUGEN and others. Regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. I appeal to the Speaker in justice 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Bring in your men and then 
have a call, if you want to. 4 

Mr. CRISP. I appeal to the Speaker to exercise his power and 
verify the count. It is only a matter of justice when the count is 
questioned. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has counted with very great care. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (to Mr. Crisp). Why do not you bring in your 
own members and have a roll-call in the regular way, if you want it? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has taken great pains with the count, 

Mr. CRISP. Several gentlemen have been moving around from one 
part of the Hall to the other, and it would be almost impossible to 
make anything like an accurate count under the circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is also informed by the Doorkeeper that 
there are at least a dozen gentlemen from that side of the House who 
are just in the rear in the lobby here. 

Mr. CRISP. But there is no provision in the rule where the Door- 
keeper can inform the Speaker on such a point. 

Porto 3 The ayes have it, and the amendment is laid upon 

Mr. CRISP. Does the Chair decline to make that count? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want tosay just one word. [Cries 
of * Regular order!"?] I want to say to you men—— [Cries of Reg- 
ular order !?’} 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. —— I want to say to my colleagues 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. GROUT. Let him say a word if he wants to. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEA- 
DLE] will ca eg na to say a word. 

Mr. BOUT. E. The gentleman from Indiana can not take the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] off the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, what is the pending question? 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
[Cries of Regular order !’*} 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Indiana 

desires to be heard on the approval of the Journal, let him be heard. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. If he wants to talk about something else, there 
ought to be no complaint, if objection is made. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I want to speak on the question of the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I object and demand the regular 


order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. We must remember that this is a legislative body, 
and I am the peer of any man on this floor. [Cries of Regular order!” ] 
AndIam entitled to be heard when I am recognized by the Chair. [Cries 
of Regular order! 

A MEMBER. Not when the gentleman is ont of order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will decide what is in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; that is the province of the Chair. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I want to turn to the Republicans here, to make 
this single that when a challenge is made of the correct- 
ness of a count, let us have no donbt about the correctness of it. I 
trust therefore that the request for tellers will be granted. [Cries of 
„Oh!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the members on the other side come in, then. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is not any doubt about the count. 

Mr. CHEADLE. You know there is not a quorum here. 

Mr. LODGE. There is a quorum. Make the count yourself. 
Mr. GREENHALGE. You can call for the yeas and nays and that 

will settle it. 

Mx. CUTCHEON. Call in your members from the lobbies and the 
cloak-rooms. If gentlemen on the other side want tellers can 
have them by bringing in members of their own party ont of the lobbies. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is in their power to order tell- 
ers if they wish to bring in their members, We want no favors. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that in addition to those 
that were counted the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STEUELE] and the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] havo since come in and an- 
nounced themselves to the Clerk as present. Is that correct? 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is correct as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is correct as to myself. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 
As many as are in favor will say ay. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The House divided; and there werc—ayes 162, noes 2. 
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Mr. CRISP. No quorum, Mr, Speaker. 
Mr. OSBORNE. Speaker, I call attention to the fact that not 
every member present in the House has voted. Some gentlemen are 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that 164- constitute a quo- 
rum. 
Mr. CRISP. I insist upon the point of order that there is no quorum 


present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. DE HAVEN] 
did not vote, as the Chair understands, 

Mr. DE HAVEN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair also is present, which makes 166, 
undoubtedly a quorum, although the Chair thinks that 164 members 
constitute a quorum. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I again renew my request that the Chair 
exercise his authority concerning a matter as to which there must be 
grave doubt, and that the Chair appoint tellers. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!’?] Expressing my sincere conviction that there is an error in 
this count [cries of Oh, no!” on the Republican side], I renew 
my request that the Chair exercise that right which is 1 in the 


hoa 

The SP. One moment. The Chair has counted twice, as 
carefully and as accurately as he knows how to. It may be possible, 
however, that there is an error in the count, and in view of that the 
Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. McKINLEY. I would do it, Mr. Speaker, as you have an- 
nounced you will, although a hundred members of the party of the 
gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] have absented themselves for the 
pu of obstructing the public business, 

. CRISP. A majority of the House can transact business, and 
the responsibility is with that side of the House when you want to turn 
a man out who has been legally elected by the people. I Cries of Oh! 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McKINLEY. By the simple nod of the gentleman from Geor- 

enough gentlemen can be brought to their seats on this floor to de- 
mand tellers or the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP. And to witness the unjust expulsion of a man who is 
legally elected. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The Speaker is right, when his count is questioned 
in this way and in the present situation, to appoint tellers, even although 
it is perfectly evident that gentlemen on the other side are responsible 
for the absence of members and have occasioned the delay. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair desires to be heard. 
No matter what the conduct of gentlemen may be who are obstructing 
the business of the House—if they are obstructing it—it is desirable 
that there should be no mistake. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Unfortunately the rules of the House permit others 
than members upon the floor, and so there is a possibility of mistake, 
and that should not be in a matter as close as this is, notwithstanding 
what may be thonght by the House or the country of the proceedings 
of gentlemen which make this necessary. -~ 

Mr. CANNON. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Suppose 
tellers are appointed on thedirection of the Chair. The gentleman from 
California [ Mr. DE HAVEN] being paired does not vote, with some other 
gentlemen. Withoutthey go through the tellers these gentlemen will 
still have to be counted, or the gentleman from Georgia, notwithstand- 
ing the presence of a quorum, by his own sweet will, may defeat action 
by the House. ; 

Tho SPEAKER. The Chair would think, in a count of this kind 
where tellers were appointed, if gentlemen present who had not gone 
through the tellers would constitute a quorom, it is not necessary that 
they should go through the tellers, but the count could be made other- 
wise. The Chair shall so rule. The Chair simply desires to have the 
count verified, so that we may not by any accident or feeling permit 
ourselves to transgress a single rule of parliamentary law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it not the universal practice in this House that 
members who are paired are permitted to vote to make a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. It is, This is not a question of voting. Itis a 
question of the count of a quorum, and has nothing whatever to do 
with the vote. It is whether a quorum is present. Now, gentlemen 
who are nt will please pass through the tellers, the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr. McKINLEY, It issimply toascertain the presence ofa quorum., 

The SPEAKER. Members present will please pass between the 
tellers. 

A MEMBER. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN j is present 
in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is in 
the Hall, and will please pass between the tellers. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] The gentleman from Indiana will 
counted as present by the tellers. ? 
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After some time spent in the count, i 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, there are 161 gentlemen, including the 
Speaker, present. F 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest that we should remain a little while 
longer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentlemen had better re- 
main in their places. The Chair hasa very strong impression that there 
are three gentlemen absent who were counted but who have not passed 
through the tellers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That I think is the fact. 
out and have been sent for. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It is a quorum we want; and we had better re- 
main. $ 

After a pause of several minutes, : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] is 
now present. 

Mr. McKINLEY. That makes 163 with the Speaker. 

After a farther pause Mr. ReyBuRN appeared. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. That makes 164, 

The SPEAKER. A quorum. 

Mr. CRISP, Do you hold, Mr. Speaker, that 164 is a quorum? 
- That brings up a question that might be essential; not that I care to 
discuss it. I just want to call the attention of the Chair to it, so that 


Two of them have gone 


he may decide it with a full knowledge of its import. It has been 


held heretofore, during the war or soon after the war by reason of the 
necessities of the case, that a quorum of the House was a majority of 
the members elected. 

TheSPEAKER. Thereseems to be asimilar necessity. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Another secession now ! 

Mr, CRISP. Well, I will not pause to consider any of these side-bar 
remarks of the Speaker. I am making a serious remark, which he met 
with an undignified remark of that kind, which onght not to be made. 
Now, there are four vacancies in the House 

Mr. ROWELL. And there ought to be a lot more. 

Mr. CRISP. The question is whether the four vacancies reduce the 
numberreguiredtomakea quorum. Inother words, whether a quorum 
is a majority of the number of members provided by law, or whether 
it is a majority of those who have been elected by the votes of the people. 
I do not care to argue it, but I want the Speaker to understand that 

int is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has been ruled on frequently. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, yes; but there have been quite a number of rul- 
ings made that will not stand. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘That has been settled since the war. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Someof the mostimportant judicial decisions of 
the country have been based upon it. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not think it has been reviewed in the House, and 
I say I am not now prepared to review it; but itis just a question for de- 


on. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. It is a question that need not be reviewed if 
the forty or fifty gentlemen absent on the other side who are about the 
House come into the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the first question is, What is the 
meaning of the word House as it appears in the Constitution? The 
Constitution provides that each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tion, etc., and a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum.““ 
Now, in regard to that, I will cite one case, and I will give the date 
when it arose and the circumstances, if the gentleman from Georgia 
takes any real interest in this question. 

The constitution of Ohio provides that a bill to appropriate money 
for a purpose not provided for by existing law shall require a certain 
per cent. ot the vote of the members of the house, and the language is 
this: 


Unless three-fourths of the members elected thereto— 

I the gentleman to notice I quote exactly the language—‘‘ un- 
less three-fourths of the members elected thereto ” shall the bill. 
An occasion arose in the Legislature of 1876-77 in the State of Ohio 
where a Mr. Nicholls, a representative from Summit County, died. The 
effect of his death was, of course, to lessen the number by one. A bill 
was making an appropriation, a sort of gratuity to an officer, 
not provided for, as was admitted by everybody, by the existing law. 
The vote was just large enough if Nicholls was not counted; it was too 
small if he was counted. The speaker of the house held the question 
under consideration for a day or two, examined it as well as he could. 
and decided that the bill had passed. The auditor of the State refused 
to pay the money. An application in the nature of a proceeding in 
mandamus was filed in the supreme court of the State, sat upon a mere 
motion, by a per curiam of the court, which was not published in the 
reports, it was held that Nicholls was not a member of the Legislature 
1 the meaning of the constitution, and that the payment should 

made, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the case before us is a much stronger one for the 
application of the principle. Here it is merely a question of who are 
members of the House. Is a dead man a member of the House of Rep- 


resentatives? Are the three men who have died members of the 

House of Representatives, and is each vacancy a member? ‘There are 

326 members of this House. In other words, if every living member 

were here there would be 326, and that would constitute the House,” 

abe a quorum under the Constitution consists of a majority of the 
ouse, 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, one word. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] says that during the war, from necessity or otherwise, it 
was held that a majority of the members elected to this body consti- 
tuted a quorum. It was so held because members who should have 
occupied seats in this Hall had seceded. It was then a question of se- 
cession from this body and an attempt to secede fromthe Union. The 
same question is here now. This is only a apao of secession, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Members have seceded and are 
standing out in the lobbies; and therefore if there wasa necessity then 
because of secession, there is a like necessity now, and the same rule 
applies. [Applause onthe Republican side.] And, Mr. S r, there 
is less excuse in this case than there was in the other. Then they be- 
lieved that one-half of this country was being imposed upon. There 
was a plausibility about that secession, but there is absolutely no ex- 
cuse for this secession, which is intended only to obstruct public busi- 
ness and to carry out the aims and purposes of a P sain that is always 
running backward. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

fe SPEAKER. The gentleman should confine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. CRISP. One word, Mr. Speaker. I shall not enter into any 
discussion of the question of secession with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houk]. That, I trust, is long behind me. 

Mr. HOUK. But I am talking about the present secession. Your 
men have seceded and are standing around the lobby now. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, well; if the gentleman refers to members of the 
House who are not here, although they are in the building, it might 
be a sufficient reply to say, if we were going to discuss the matter at 
all, that where members are thoroughly persuaded from the conduct of 
the majority here in demanding the previous question, and from their 
past history, that they intend to turn out a man who waselected by 
the people, they naturally say, ‘‘ When you undertake that kind of 
business, you must furnish your own quorum to do it.“ 

Mr. HOUK. That is the same excuse that they made in 1861. 
. on the Republican side.] 

. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee can 
not get up any discussion with me about 1861. The question before . 
us, as the Speaker said awhile ago, is an important one, and whatever 
we have to say about it should be confined to the point at issue. I 
have not looked up the question, but I just want to express my dissent 
from the opinion expressed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
NOR] as to this being a stronger case than the one stated by him. In 
that case, as I understood the gentleman, the State constitution re- 
quired a vote of three-fourths of the members elected to the Legisla- 
ture. Necessarily that limited the question to members who had been 
elected. But the Constitution of the United States says that a ma- 
jority of each House” shall constitute a quorum. The distinction in 
the language is very plain. If the Constitution of the United States 
said that a majority of the members elected to the House should con- 
stitute a quorum, then this case would be on a parity with the case 
cited by my friend from Ohio. But the Constitution of the United 
States does not make that provision; it provides thata majority of the 
House shall constitute a quorum. 2 

Mr. McCOMAS. The provision of the Constitution of the United 
States is that the House shall be composed of members, and the lan- 
guago as to a quorum is, and a majority of each [House] shall con- 
stitute a quorum.’ That is, a majority of members, 

Mr. CRISP. ‘That makes the case stronger. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Weaker. 

Mr. CRISP. No; it makes it stronger. The Congress of the United 
States shall be composed of members. How many members? As 
many as are provided for by the apportionment act of ten years ago, 
with the members from the new States. How many is that? Three 
hundred and thirty. The House is composed of members, How many 
members? Three hundred and thirty. How many are required to 
constitute a quoram? A majority of the Honse. ‘That, I say, makes 
the case much stronger. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If you say. as the Constitution does say, that the 
House shall be composed of members, and that a majority of each House 
shall constitute a quorum, but that a smaller number may be au- 
thorized to compel the attendance of absent members,” and so on, how 
can the latter clause relate to members who do not exist? How can 
it apply to compelling the attendance of deceased members? Must it 
not mean the living members? In a former case men who were mem- 
bers voluntarily absented themselves; and now men who are members 
do the same thing. : 

Mr. CRISP. Well—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRISP. I want to state my point, and then I will leave it to 
the country to decide. ‘The Constitution of the United States says 
that this House shall be composed of members elected every two years, 
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The Constitution also gives Congress the right to prescribe the number 
of members of this House, and Congress has prescribed 330 as the num- 

ber. Then the Constitution provides that a majority of each House 
shall constitute a quorum to do business,” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman hold that in 186162, when 
this question arose, the quorum was to be determined by ascertaining 
the majorit: according to the apportioument act of 1860? 

Mr. CRISP. Iam not passing upon that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY, But I wish the gentleman to let us know 

Mr. CRISP. Iam passing upon an existing condition of things. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I understand the gentleman to assert the prin- 
ciple that the quorum must be composed of the majority of the whole 
number of members as determined by the last apportionment. If so, 
how in 1861-'62 could a quorum have been determined to be a majority 
of the members actually chosen and occupying seats ? 

Mr.CRISP. Now the gentleman is vindicating a decision of 1861-62. 
I am not doing that. 4 

Mr. DINGLEY. But this is res adjudicata so far as the present mat- 
ter is concerned. 

Mr. CRISP. Not at all. The present question, I take it, rests on 
this plain statement: The Constitution provides that this House shall 
be composed of members elected every two years, and the number of 
members is designated by law; then the Constitution provides further 
that a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum.” The law 
declares how many members shall constitute the House; and the Con- 
stitution says that the majority of this number may do business, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Letmeask the gentleman this question: Wasa 
member of the Ohio Legislature who had died elected to that body? 

Mr. CRISP. He had been elected, but his death made a vacancy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So have these three men been elected; but they 
are now dead, and therefore—— 

Mr. CRISP. Does not my friend see the distinction? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and the distinction is against you. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well; that is where we do not agree. 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Georgia this 
question: Suppose thatone hundred Congressional districtsin the Union 
should neglect or refuse to elect members to this House, what effect 

would that have on this question? 

Mr. CRISP. That is the very contingency which prompted the 
framers of our Federal Constitution to put into it that provision under 
which you gentlemen have acted at this session of Congress in the pas- 

‘sage of the Federal-election law. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, right there—— 

Mr. CRISP. The framers of the Constitution took into contempla- 
tion the contingency that the States might decline for some reason to 
keep this body in life by refusing to make provision for the election of 
Representatives, and for this reason the Constitution lodged with Con- 
gress the power to perpetuate itself 

Mr. HOUK. In the case the gentleman supposes how would you 
ever get a quorum to enact a law to fill these seats? 

Mr. BAKER. Now, take the case where 100 members refuse to per- 
form their duties—— 

Mr. CRISP. Those one hundred members, I say (though it seems 
to be shocking to gentlemen on theother side), are responsible to their 
constituents alone. [Cries of Oh, no!” on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BAKER. They are responsible to the country. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, that is the modern theory; that is the theory of 

rogress, the advanced theory. You gentlemen who destroy all prece- 
Kont who break down everything that stands in the way of doing 
what you want to do—you gentlemen who say that the end justifies 
the means,” and are willing to take any sort of short cut to get 
there, you say that 


Mr. HOPKINS. You are trying to break down precedents we have, 


had for a quarter of a century. 

Mr. CRISP. Unacted on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, cite the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘There has been no record made because this thing 
was never done, 

Mr. CRISP. I have no doubt the Sreaker of the House has had his 
mind called to this question before. I merely wanted to direct his 
mind to the question; and I have nothing further to say. 

The SPEAKER. The mind of the Chair has not been directed to 

. this question; that is to say, he has not examined it. The Chair has 
avery distinct impression that Mr. Randall, while Speaker, decided 
repeatedly that a quorum was a majority of living members; but the 
Chair at present is unable to find a reference to the decision. Another 

mtleman has informed the Chair that such is his impression also. 
But if the decision was made, it is oneof those decisions which perhaps 
do not appear in the Journal. 

Mr. CUTCHEON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Michi- 


nie CUTCHEON. I would be glad to make just two or three ob- 
servations. The Constitution provides that the House of Represent- 
atives shall be composed of members chosen every second year by the 
people of the several States.“ The Constitution further provides that 


‘ta majority of each '’—that is, of either House shall constitute a 
quorum to do business.“ At the present time there are four districts 
entitled to representation on this floor that have no representatives. 
They had chosen representatives at one time, but the persons elected 
are now deceased. ` 

Mr. KELLEY. Three of them. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Three of them are deceased, and no successors 
have been selected. And there are no representatives, no members 
from these districts. I submit that a majority of the House is a ma- 
jority of the districts that have chosen representatives to seats in this 
body. I think that is a fair construction of the Constitution, and I be- 
lieve that the language of the Constitution will properly bear no other 
construction. i 

Mr. BAKER. Suppose that certain members absolutely refuse to 
serve who have heen elected? £ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That would present, of course, a different case. 
But tbe question prese ted now is one that I have been just discuss- 
ing. There are certain districts which have no members—— 

Mr. BAKER. Districts that are unrepresented. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, districts which have no representation; and 
hence a quorum of the House must necessarily, under the provisions 
of the Constitution which I have cited, consist of a majority of the re- 
maining members. Otherwise it would follow asa natural consequence 
that if a large number of the Representatives should decease we would 
still require a full majority of the entire number provided for under 
the apportionment among the States to constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness, and which, as can readily be seen, might present a very embar- 
rassing question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr, Speaker, I have quite a strong impression that 
Mr. CARLISLE decided, as well as Mr. Randall, this question. I have 
only been here under Mr. CARLISLE and the present Speaker, but I 
have a strong impression that such is the case, though of course we can 
only verify it by going through the Journals. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer a single thought in 
reference to the pending question, which I think is one of the gravest 
importance, and it is this: It has been held by some that a majority 
of the members chosen to the House, who are alive, shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of business; or, in other words, that a ma- 
jority of the Representatives from those districts that have representa- 
tion on this floor shall constitute a quorum of the House, within the 
meaning of the law, for the purpose of transacting the public business. 

But let us suppose a case that might arise. Suppose that a majority 
of any House shall see proper to turn ont one member, or a number of 
members, say ten members; can it be beld that that act would reduce 
the number of members requisite under the Constitution to make a 
quorum to transact business by half the number of members so un- 
seated? If this could be held to be a correct principle the size of the 
House might be reduced indefinitely. It seems to me, therefore, that 
a question of the very gravest importance, such as this, ought not to 
be determined without full and careful consideration, because we are 
entering upon an unknown sea, and in order that we may know we 
are right beyond any question it should be held that a majority of the 
whole House, within the letter of the Constitution, shall be a quoram 
to transact public business, and under existing law and the Constitu- 
tion the House contains 330 members, and 166 is a quorum. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But what is the House ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The members elected at the last election and who 
have qualified. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Butsuppose ten members are unseated to-day, can 
it be held, or would it be held, that the number of members that are 
necessary to constitute a quorum for the transaction of business shall 
be reduced by six? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. The question is, how many 
members are there to take part in the business of the House? 

Mr. CHEADLE. The question is, what is the House? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. But by the Constitution itself the House 
consists of a certain number of members. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The House consists of members elected by the 
States, the membership being apportioned among the States according 


to the population. 
Mr. MCKENNA. But if the ten members are turned ont, is there 
still a House in existence? 


Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKENNA. Then, of course, the remaining members are the 
House. k 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Not at all. Of course itis the House; but provis- 
ion is made by which the States may fill vacancies. But it is safer to 
hold to the rule that a majority of all the members shall constitute a 

uorum. 
s Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. That is the rule, of course; but what is 
“the House? And that is the only question. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Three hundred and thirty members. ‘ 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Not at all; but the number of members 
actually existing. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Theargument of my friend from Indiana is Words- 


worth’s poetry, we are seven. Under all circumstances, according 
to him, we are seven. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the decision to be pronounced on the 
point now raised is, of course, of high aud special importance, for the 
question is clearly before the House, and the decision will necessarily 
establish a precedent of greater or less value as future emergencies may 
require, It is conceded, I believe, in this discussion that as a rule it 
has been held whenever the question has arisen in former years thata 
House of Representatives consists of the number of persons authorized 
by law to be chosen, as expressed in the second section of Article I 
of the Constitution. That certainly has been the general interpreta- 
tion of that clause of the Constitution by the House of Representatives 
whenever the question was raised. 

There is noambiguity in the language of the second section of Article 
I of the Constitution: 3 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, ete. 

Members chosen is the term employed by the Constitution. In 
other words, that the number of members authorized to be elected by 
all the States under the apportionment constitutes the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Now, there is no decision that can be regarded asa precedent, if any 
exists up to this time, that can be fairly regarded as a reasonable in- 
terpretation of that clause of the Constitution that holds that anything 
less than that number shall constitute a House of Representatives. 
It is possible that instances may be found where, upon the spur of the 
occasion and without consideration, it has been held that the number 
of members at the time members of the House constituted the House, 
but I am not aware of any such decision. I am sure that there will 
not be found any well considered case of that kind. The House of Kep- 
resentatives is the number authorized to be elected; and asa matter of 
fact there have been elected to this present Congress 330 members, 
which number would constitute the House. In the Thirty-seventh 
Congress. during the late war, it was decided that a quorum consisted 
of a majority of the members chosen by the several States, Va- 
cancies may occur by death and by the action of the House, but that 
certainly does notchange the rule. A majority of the members ‘‘ chosen” 
for that Congress constitutes the quorum, 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Will the gentleman answer this question: 
Your definition of what constitutes the House being true, does it not 
follow necessarily that the death of a single member would disrupt 
the House and destroy it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all; but that would not change the constitu- 
tional quorum—a majority of the members chosen.“ Just as the gen- 
tleman from Georgia[ Mr. Crisp] suggested, the framers of the Constitu- 
tion anticipated a possible state of things in which, from any cause, 
members might not be elected, and provided in such emergency for the 
necessary Federal action, through which elections of members might 
take place in the several Congressional districts when no elections were 
held, and had it not been for that possibility section 4 of Article I of 
the Constitution would not have been adopted. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But does not the House exist until that ma- 
chinery has first been put into operation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Honse does not exist as a regularly organ- 
ized body under the Constitution of the United States until members 
have heen chosen by the States and it consists of the members chosen; 
when they are sworn into office a majority of them constitutes a 
quorum. I have never heard any other proposition deliberately sub- 
mitted to the House than that the House of Representatives consists 
of the number of members chosen or authorized to be chosen, and 
that justified the constitutional provision which clothed Congress with 
the power to provide for the manner of the election of members of the 
House in States which failed or refused to perform their constitutional 
duty. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. Would it not follow, then, if that proposition 
is correct, that every act that has been passed by this Congress is void, 
there having been vacancies in the House since it convened. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, not at all. Very clearly that does not follow. 
A majority of the members elected is a quorum to do business. If 
a given number of districts failed to elect, the members chosen 
would constitute ‘‘the House;’’ and so if vacancies occurred, if there 
remained a quorum, a majority of those chosen, of course they consti- 
tute a quorum to do business. What other meaning can be given 
to the term as used in the Constitution ? 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people. 

Chosen. Three hundred and thirty members have been chosen 
to this Congress; a quorum of that number is 166. That number under 
the Constitution can do business, and no less number can. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Members chosen. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman from Indiana allow the Chair 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER, Of what number does the House of Representa- 
tives now consist ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of transacting business it consists 


of 326 members, four less than the number chosen under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and authorized by law to be elected. 

The SPEAKER, Well, it consists of how many members now, four 
being dead ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It consists of 326 members, i 

The SPEAKER. Of 326 members. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then are not a majority of those 326 a quorum? , 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think they are not a quorum 

The SPEAKER. And does not the Constitution say so? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is not a House,“ within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution. Three hundred and thirty members were 
‘* chosen,” and a majority of them constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If my friend will permit me, does the House 
consist of vacant seats, or does it consist of living members? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House of Representatives, for the purpose of 
transacting business, consists of members who are actually occupying 
their seats if they constitute a quorum; but when it comes to the ques- 
tion as to what constitutes ‘‘a House of Representatives,” under thé 
Constitution, it is clear that the members chosen constitute the House 
and the Constitution says a ‘‘ majority of cach House shall constitutea 
quorum.’ I contend that that means a majority of the number au- 
thorized to be elected, or at least a majority of those chosen. Vacan- 
cies that may occur can not change that quorum, The Constitution 
makes no provision for changing the quorum. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman understand that the four 
gentlemen who are deceased can be regarded as members chosen’? 
under the terms of the Constitution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were certainly chosen members of this House. 
The Constitution, in defining a House of Representatives,” says it 
shall consist of members chosen,“ and a majority is a quorum to 
do business.“ : 

Mr. REILLY. There is no doubt about that, 

Mr. COTCHEON. But they have ceased to be members, $ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does it not follow, then, ifthe position of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is correct, that no one can be 
chosen to succeed those gentlemen ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, clearly not. Of course the Constitution con- 
templates the filling of vacancies, but the House is composed of the 
number of members chosen,“ no matter what changes in membership 
may afterwards occur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, and that is just the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were chosen members of this House. They- 
constituted a portion of the 330 members necessary to make up this 
House. This House, whether vacancies exist or not, is a House where 
166 members constitute a quoruam—a majority of members chosen.“ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then are there not four constitutional vacancies? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are four vacancies, but will the gentleman 
answer this question: How does it happen that through a long series 
of years it has been uniformly held that a House of Representatives, 
within the meaning of the Constitution, consisted of the number of 
members ‘‘chosen,’’ or authorized to be chosen“ as provided for by 
the preceding apportionment? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand that the ruling has for many years 
been directly the other way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ob, no. There may have been exceptions, I admit, 
I do not know of any, but the general ruling has been all one way, 
that the House of Representatives, when the term House of Repre- 
sentatives” is used, when the words of the Constitution are construed, 
consist of the members who have been “chosen ;’’ and that a major- 
ity of the members anthorized to be chosen, or chosen, constitute a quo- 
rum. It has been almost uniformly held that the words a majority 
shall constitute a quorum ”’ are perfectly clear in their meaning, and 
that they mean a majority of the members chosen“ to a House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman right there allow me to ask 
him this question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. $ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Suppose thaton the organization of the House 
there were six vacancies, caused by the fact that there have been no 
elections in six districts; would the gentleman then hold that those six 
gentlemen who might have been elected, but who were not, would 
come in under the designation of having been chosen? ~ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a question that no man can answer at once un- 
less he bas thoroughly considered the matter; for the question is, Is it 
the members authorized to be chosen or the members chosen that 
shall constitute the House; but that very question was at the bottom 
of the provision to which I have referred already, that is to say, placing 
in Congress the power to provide for the manner of the election of 
members of Congress, And had it not been for the possibility of that 
vacancy arising, I think, from the history of that provision, that no 
such provision would be found in the Constitution. ts 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman answer this question? On 
the organization of the House, with six seats vacant from the failure 
to elect, what number would the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hol. 
MAN] regard as constituting a quorum? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would still in such case , as I remarked 
before, for the purpose of transacting business, the who had 
been constitutionally elected; but still that does not remove the fact 
that “the House of Representatives, is to be composed of a given num- 
ber of members—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Members chosen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Composed of a given number of members chosen 
and a majority of the House“ shall constitute a quorum 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But what is the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). Shall constitute a quorum to do 
business. 

The House, as now organized, has 330 members. That is the House 
of Representatives. admit that the Constitution contemplates, of 
course, either the failure of States to elect or the expulsion of members 
from the House, and deaths, and all that; but when the Constitution 

: of the House of Representatives, it contemplates the number 
of members authorized by law to be elected or elected, authorized to 
be chosen or chosen, The Constitution employs the word“ chosen.“ 
Surely it is safe to rest there if no broader scope is to be given to the 
words employed. No less number in any event can constitute a 
House than the number chosen.“ 

Mr. BAKER. What distinction would you draw between six dis- 
tricts where they refuse to elect a member, and one hundred districts 
where the members refuse to serve under the law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would have no effect on the constitutional ques- 
tion. It would not affect the constitutional organization of the House. 
It would not affect the question of what constitutesaquorum. Itwonld 
not affect this question, for the members chosen would constitute the 
House; but I fall back upon the real question involved in this discus- 
sion, and the only question: What numberof members constitutes this 
House and what is a quorum of the House? Three hundred and thirty 
members were chosen; one hundred and sixty-six constitutes a quorum 
of that number to do business.“ The incidental changes are not 

oe for by the Constitution. It declares what shall constitute a 

ouse and what a quorum. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Suppose that a pestilence or epidemic should 
strike all but 164 members of the House, as appears to have been the 
case at present, would the gentleman hold that because only 164 mem- 
bers were present there was no quorum, and therefore the country was 
without constitutional government until new elections could be had ? 

I want a direct answer to that question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman’s guestion is too problematical. It 
has too great an amount of improbability about it to admit of an an- 
swer, but whatever calamity might occur the fact remains that as the 
Constitution provides that a majority of each House shall constitute 
a quorum to do business, and that the House of Representatives shall 
be composed of members chosen by the several States, and the fact 
also remans that 330 members were chosen to the House and 166 is 
a quorum to do business.” 

Mr. CASWELL. The Supreme Court of the United States consists 
of nine members, five members of which would be a quorum. Suppose 
there were two vacancies; would not the decision of four out of seven 
be binding? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; there is nothing in the Constitution affecting 
the subject. The Constitution does not fix or regulate the number of 
judges of the Supreme Court. It is a matter regulated by law. The 
law determines the number of the judges and the effect of the vacancy. 
The question here is wholly different from the contingency that the 
gentleman from Ohio mentions. It is constitutionally different from 
the pending question. This is controlled by the Constitution, that by 
law. Here the Constitution defines what a quorum shall be—amajorty 
of themembers of the House; that majority is 166 members, as 330 were 
chosen as provided for by the Constitution. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, the question presented here by the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
of vital importance. The uniform construction, I think, that has 
been given whenever this question has been raised is that a quorum 
of the House shall be a majority of the members elected at the time 
and in the manner provided by law. As you are no doubt aware, Mr. 
Speaker, that is the rule or principle also laid down by all elementary 
writers on constitutional and parliamentary law, and which has been 
followed uniformly, as I have already stated, in every instance where 
the question has arisen in the proceedings ot this body. You will 
permit me, however, sir, to refer yon to section 261 of Cushing’s Law 

and Practice of Legislative Assembly: 


261. * * * Soin the second branch of Congress, in which, by the Consti- 
tution, the whole number of Representatives of which the House niay consist 
is fixed by the last apportionment, increased by the number of members to 
which newly admitted States may be entitled, the quorum’ is a majority of the 
whole number, including the number to which the new States may be entitled, 
whether they have elected members or not, aud making no deductions on ac- 
count of vacant districts. . F 


Now, sir, there is no controversy here as to the facts. That there 


is a full representation in this House as provided by law is shown by 
the record and conceded, and consequently there can not be any ques- 
tion as to the number necessary to constitute a quorum. A majority 
of 330 is 166, and that number not being present, it follows that no 
business can be transacted until a quorum does appear. 

The decision of Speaker Grow in the Thirty-seventh Congress was 
expressly based on this ground, ‘‘a majority of the members chosen.” 

Now, the records of this House show that for the Fifty-first Congress, 
be eta on the 4th day of March, 1889, there were enrolled upon the 
official records, upon credentials duly issued according to luw, from the 
different States, the names of 330 Representatives duly chosen to rep- 
resent the different Congressional districts as apportioned and fixed by 
law throughout the Statesin the Union. Consequently 166 members 
would constitute a majority and a quorum of the members thus chosen, 
There are three vacancies to-day by death; but there is no question, 
and can be no question, raised that 330 members were chosen, were 
elected, were duly certified and returned to this House as legally elected, 
i. e., chosen. Consequently 166 members, I submit, must be held all 
through the Fifty-first Congress as a majority of this body. 

Now, the Constitution provides that where a full House has been 
elected the executive authorities in the States, whenever any vacancy 
may occur by death, resignation, or otherwise, shall issue writs of election 
to all such vacancies, and this I believe has already been done to fill these 
three vecancies; and then there will be a complete number of mem- 
bers of this House. The men who are elected to fill the unexpired 
terms of the other members will simply step into their shoes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I would suggest 
that that is certainly supported by the decision given in the Thirty- 
seventh Congress, where, as gentlemen have already stated, a largo 
number of States were not represented. It was there held that a ma- 
jority ot the members chosen“ to the House constituted a quorum. 

Mr. REILLY. The gentleman anticipates me. I was about to say 
that the ruling made in the Thirty-seventh Congress—the Thirty- 
seventh, I think—the reason why a less number than a majority of the 
full representation of the House with all,the States in the Union rep- 
resented was decreased in number was entirely and absolutely based 
upon the fact that a number of the districts had not chosen Representa- 
tives, and that therefore a majority of the Representatives chosen 
by the people in the manner, at the time, and at the place prescribed 
by law was considered as constituting a majority under the Constitu- 
tion for the transaction of business, 

Section 2 of Article I provides that— 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, etc. 


And section 5, same article, provides: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns and qualifications 
— — own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
usiness. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the uniform construction given to 
these provisions of the Constitution has been that a quorum of the 
House consists of a majority of the members chosen, So with the in- 
stance cited by the genlteman from New York [Mr. Baker]. Sup- 
posing that one hundred memberselected had refused to serve; if they 
were elected, ifthey were chosen regularly and legally, they would be 
members of this House, and if they failed to serve the Constitution 
furnishes ample remedy for any such contingency, and would execute 
itself, because the House could declare their seats vacant for failure to 
attend to their duties, and new elections could be ordered. So that, 
Mr. Speaker, the whole machinery for keeping up the representation 
in this House is in perfect order, and there is no difficulty about exe- 
cuting it. If you were to follow the line of argument that upon the 
death of a member of this House the number necessary to constitute a 
quorum under the Constitution is reduced, you might have twenty-five, 
or thirty, orany other number less than an absolute majority, who, under 
that ruling, and according to that theory, would be held to be aquorum, 
according to the logic of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GREENHALGE}], who spoke of such a contingency as the membership 
being reduced by a pestilence or something of that kind. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Does the gentleman claim that the business of 
the country must stop because of the failure of members to attend to 
their duties ? 5 

Mr. REILLY. Ido, sir; if there is less than a quorum here. I take 
that position flat-footed. I take the position that where 330 members 
are regularly chosen, and where from any casualty, death, resignation, 
failure to attend, or refusal to discharge their duties a less number 
than a majority isin attendance, the Houseis without a quorum until a 
quorum can be obtained, and the machinery to accomplish that end is 
perfect and complete under the Constitution and rules of the House. 
That is only a matter ot a little time, and it is better that we should 
proceed ly and observe the provisions of the law and the Con- 
stitution in this respect than, for the sake of any tempo: advantage 
or tor the sake of expediency in any given emergency which may arise, 
stretch or violate the provisions of the Constitution and the law. 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I ask my colleague a question? 


Mx. REILLY. Certainly. 
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Mr. BROSIUS. I direct ay colleague’s attention to the second sec- 
tion of the Cònstitution, which provides that the House of Representa- 
tives shall be composed of members chosen every second year. Now, 
supposing one State fails to choose any Representatives to Congress in 
a certain year, what then constitutes the constitutional House of Rep- 
resentatives during that period ? 

Mr. REILLY. t has been already decided and I have cited a 
precedent. Ofcourse, the majority of the members chosen would con- 
stitute the majority of the House. That is the very proposition Iam 
contending for. 

Mr. BROSIUS. One other question. Whena State has chosen Rep- 
resentatives and the members chosen are dead, and the State has not 
chosen others to succeed them, what is the situation ? 

Mr. REILLY. Why, a majority of the members chosen would re- 
main to constitute a quorum. It is the same House. All the mem- 
bers were originally elected to the Fifty-first Congress and if thereis a 
vacancy because of death, resignation, or any other cause, the Consti- 
tution and the laws provide the machinery by which that vacancy may 
be filled, and before this Congress expires the vacancies will be filled. 
Elections will be held in November next and members will be chosen 
to succeed those who are dead. We have had several special elections 
already during this Congress to fill vacancies—— 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Can members be regarded as chosen when 
they are dead ? 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly, because they were chosen, thatis to say 
where death occurs after the member has been elected or chosen. 


They were chosen at the same time that the gentleman from Michigan | Cia 


and I were chosen, at the same time the rest of the three hundred and 
thirty members of this House were chosen, as the official records show. 
The membership of this House is complete. Representatives were 
lawfully chosen by the people in every district throughout the country. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to state to the House his opin- 
ion upon this question, so far as he is able to state it now, and he states 
it with this reservation, that if a careful examination of the question 
should lead him to a different conclusion he should not feel that the 
opinion which he now states was one to which he would be obliged to 
adhere. The Chair feels that we ought to be very careful not to strain 
a point on account of the situation that we find ourselves in to-day, 
It is very undesirable that any ruling should be made which, in prin- 
ciple, might lead to misfortune hereafter for the country or for the 
House of Representatives. The Chair has had a very decided impres- 
sion that the late Speaker Randall once decided that a quorum was a 
majority of the living members of the House, and has so carried it in 
his wind without making any examination, but in the examination 
which the Chair has been able to make up to the present time he has 
found no decision which goes to the extent required here, 

The decision of Speaker Grow on the 19th of July, 1861, upon exam- 
ination, does not seem to go as far as the Chair supposed it did, and as 
members of the House now present think itdid. That decision only 
went to the extent of seeing thata majority of the members originally 
chosen would constitutea quorum of the House. The question whether 
the decision should be that, or thata majority of those sworn in should 
be that, or constitute a quorum of the House was left expressly in abey- 
ance. It will be seen, therefore, that that decision does not go so far 
as the requirements of this situation. All previousdecisions had been 
that u quorum must consist ofa majority of the members that might have 
been chosen; in other words, in this case, of a majority of 330 members. 
The only hesitancy that the Chair has about the matter is his vivid recol- 
lection of the opinion which he thinks was entertained by a former 
Speaker, Mr. Randall. Nevertheless, the Chair does not think that any 
doubtful decision ought to be made, and will therefore adhere for the 
present to the rule that 166 members constitute a quorum, 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the Chair allow me to call his attention to one 
or two cases which have not been cited? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any decisions bearing upon 
this question the Chair will gladly examine them. 

Several MEMBERS, Too late! 

The SPEAKER. The Chairin making the decision has expressly 
founded it upon such examination as he has been able to make, and 
would not have any hesitation in withdrawing his decision if on fur- 
ther examination of authorities a different decision should appear to be 

roper. 3 
3 [Mr. BERGEN advanced to the Speaker's desk and submitted some 
books for the Speaker’s examination. ] 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from New Jersey calls the attention 
of the Chair to some precedents, but they are simply mentioned in a 
note, and can not now be examined. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By the count which was made I understand there 
were 164 members present. Does that include the Speaker? [A pause. 
I wish it might appear iu some way in the RECORD that 160 of those were 
Republican members and only 4 Democratic members. 

5 SPEAKER. A motion for a call of the House would now be in 
order, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I make that motion, 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 


bers failed to answer: 
Abbott, Cowles, Lane, Rogers, 
Alderson, Orain, Lanham, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Lee, Sayers, 
drew, Da: Lester, Ga, Seney, 
Davidson, Lester, Va. Shively, 
Dibble, Lewis, Skinner, 
Barwig, Dickerson, . dag Spinola, 
Biggs, ery, M 5 Springer, 
Blanchard, Dorsey, Mansur, necker, 
Bland, Dunphy, Martin, foa Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Stewart, Tex. 
Boatner, Elliott, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
man, Elis, McCarthy, Stone, K 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McClammy, Stone, Mo. 
Brickner, Ewart McClellan Stump, 
Brookshire, Finley, McCreary, Sweney, 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, MeMiilin, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. M. Fithian, McRae, Tilman, 
Brunner, Jood, Milliken, Tracey, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower N Tucker, 
Buckalew, Forman, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Bullock, Forney, Moore, Tex. Turner, N.Y. 
Bunn, Fowler, Morgan, Vaux, 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Venable, _ 
Bynum, Gibson, orton, Walker, 
Sopu Goodnight, Oates, Washington, 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. „Ala. 
Carlton, Hare O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
ruth, Hatch, Outhwait Whitthorne, 
Catchings Hayes, Owens, Ohio ike, 
Chipman, Haynes, ynter, Wiley, 
ney, Heard. eel, Wilkinson, 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Penington, Willcox, 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. try, Williams, III. 
Clunie, - Herbert, Peters, Wilson, 2 
Cobb, Hooker, Phelan Wilson, Mo. 
Connell, Kerr, Pa, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ind. Ketcham, Price, Yoder. 
Cothran, Kilgore, Richardson, 
Covert, Knapp, Robertson, a 


The following-named members had their names recorded at the Clerk’s 
desk under the rule: 

Mr. ANDREW, Mr. BOOTHMAN, Mr. Covert, Mr. HERBERT, Mr, 
MCRAE, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. Oates, Mr. PENtNGTON, Mr. WALKER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 170 members present. 

Ne tte I move to dispense with all further proceedings under 

the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the approval of the Journal; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP called for a division. 

The SPEAKER (having again put the question), On this question 
there are 159 in the affirmative and 4 in the negative. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. Three gentlemen present did not vote. A quorum 
is present. The ayeshave it, and the Journal is approved. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] : 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle; 

A bill K. R. 2414) granting a pension to Nelson Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

A bill 5 R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Adele Jones; i 

A bill 85 R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 

A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H: R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 

A bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 

A bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively; 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

A bill ie R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for services in the 
Indian war; : 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 
foe R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 

ey; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
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A bill (H. R. 6391) gran a pension to Mrs, Margaret A. Jacoby; 
A bill (H. R. paced to 8 of George H. Brown, Com- 
pany I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 
R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 
6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 
S 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Si s 
N. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate e Lownes, 
5 5750 R. Lownes; — . 
. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 
7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 
7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 
R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 
R. 5059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A. Stafford; 
. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
mpany A, First Indiana Infautry, Mexican war service; 
191 granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 
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. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 

. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 
10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 

. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. Reed; 
R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 

. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
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restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 
to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
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A bill 
pension- 
A bill 
A bill 
“A bill 
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10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 
. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Potter; 
A bill f . R. 10635) for the relief of Olive Hechtman; 

A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingscn; 

A bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly Is- 
adora De Wolf Dimmick; ? 

A bill (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Celia I. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine; 

A bill (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

A bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. 
Cushing; : 

A Bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 445) for the remoyal of the charge of desertion from the 
record of Daniel J, Mahoney; 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction by courts-martial. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L, Cara- 
her; and x 5 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archi- 
bald Hunley, and had appointed Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. Davis, and 
Mr. COCKRELL conferees on ve of the Senate. 

‘the message further announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the 
President to appoint Richard H. Jackson an ensign in the United States 
Navy. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution, in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved Saad Senate = House of Representatives concurring),-That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 
mony. to be bound in cloth in two volumes; 10,000 copies for the House of Rep- 
resentatives and 5,000 copies for the Senate. . 

The m farther announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A hill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge; 

A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott; 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey; 

A bill (8. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington; 

A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes; à 
115 . (S. 3649) granting an inerease of pension to Katherine W. 

owell; 
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A bill (S. 3995) ting a pension to Myra E. Lakin; 
A bill (S. 4167) — — an increase ee to Sarah V. Azpell; 


A bill 8 4209 
A bill 


granting a pension to 
8. 43130 granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; 


enry W. Haley;- 


A bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Dickey; , 
A bill (S. 163) te reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 


and furnished services and supplies in 


g invasions and suppress- 


ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 


of Nevada; 


A bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn; 
A bill (8. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Portland, 


D.; 

A bill (S. 1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy; 

A bill (S. 1634) to indemnify the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863; 

A bill (S. 2306) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 


United States, and his sureties on his official bond; 


A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the legal representatives of Nicholas 


J. Bigley, deceased; 


A bill (S. 2738) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Wilkes-Barre, in the State of Penn- 


sylvania; 


A bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation for a public monument to 
the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and constructer of the 


Monitor; 


A bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others; 


A bill (S. 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch; 


A bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall; 
A bill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to adjust the sal- 


aries of 


post masters,“ approved March 3, 1883; and 


A bill (S. 4057) to authorize the purchase of certain manuscript papers 

and correspondence of Thomas Jefferson. 
ELECTION CONTEST—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now proceed to call the roll on or- 

dering the previous question upon the resolutions reported by the Com- 


mittee on Elections. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 7, not vot- 


ing 171; as follows: 


YEA8—1 . 
Adams, utcheon, Lehlbach, 
„ Lede 
erson, Kans, n $ ge, 
Arnold, De Lan Mason, 
Atkinson, Pa, Dingley, MoComas, 
Atkinson, W. Va. Dolliver, McCormick, 
Baker, Dunnell, McDnffie, 
Banks, Evans, McKinley, 
Bartine, Farquhar, files, 
Bayne, Featherston, Moffitt, 
Beck with, lick, Moore, N. 
Belden, Funston, Morey, 
Belknap, X Morrill, 
Bergen, Gest, Morrow, 
Bliss, * Gifford, Morse, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, Mudd, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, 
Bowden, Grout, Nute, 
Brewer, Hall, O'Donnell, 
Brosius, Hansbrough, O'Neill, Pa. 
Brower, Harmer, Osborne, 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Owen, Ind, 
Burrows, Henderson, III Payne, 
Burton, Henderson, Iowa Payson, 
Caid k Hermann, Perkins, 
Candler, Mass. Hin, Pickler, 
Cannon, Hitt. Post, 
Carter, Houk, Pugsley, 
Caswell, Kelley, Quackenbush, 
Cheatham Kennedy, Raines, 
Olark, Wis, Kerr, Iowa Randall, 
Cogswell, Kinsey, Ray, 
Coleman, Lacey, Reed, Iowa 
Comstock, La Follette, oy peu 
Conger, Laidlaw, Rife, 
Craig, Lansing, Rockwell, 
Culbertson, Pa. Laws, Rowell, 
NAYS—7. 
Andrew, Crisp, O Ferrall, 
Cheadle, Holman, Parrett, 
NOT VOTING—171. 
Abbott, Browne, T. M. Clements, 
Alderson, Browne, Va. Clunie, 
Allen, Miss. Brunner, Cobb, 
Anderson, Miss. Buchanan, Va. Connell, 
Bankhead, Buckalew, Cooper, Ind. 
Barnes. Bullock, Cooper, Ohio 
Barwig, Bunn, Cothran, 
Biggs. Butterworth, Covert, 
Bingham, Bynum, Cowles, 
o! Campbell, Crain, 
5 Candler, Ga. Culberson, Tex. 
Blount, Carlton, Cummings, 
er, Caruth, $ 
Breckinridge, Catchings, Davidson, 
ner, Chipman, De Haven, 
Brookshire, Clancy, Dibble, 
Brown, J. B. Clarke, Ala. Dickerson, 


Russell 
Sanford, 


‘Townsend, Pa. 
‘Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Wallac’ N. V. 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash, 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Reilly. 
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Geissenhainer, Maish, Sweney, 
Gibson, Mansur, Penington, cy, 
Goodnight, Martin, Ind. Perry, lor, IN. 

rimes, Martin, Tex. Peters, X 

y cAdoo, Phelan, Tracey, 

Hatch, MeUarthy, Pierce, Tucker, 
Hayes, McClammy, Price, Turner, Ga. 
Haynes, McClellan, Quinn, Turner, N. Y. 
Heard, McCord, Ri m, Vaux, 
Hemphill, McCreary, Robe: s Venable, 
Henderson, N.C. McKenn addill, 
Herbert, McMillin, Rowland, pane 
Hooker, cRae, Rusk, Washington, 
Hopkins, Milliken, Sayers, Wheeler, Ala. 
Kerr, Pa. ills, Seney, Whiting, 
Ketcham, Montgomery, Shively, Wuitthorne, 
Kilgore, Moore, Tex. Skinner, Wike, 
Knapp, ‘organ, Spinola, Wiley, 
Lane, Mutchler, Springer, Wilk n, 
Lanham, Norton, necker, Willcox, 
Lawler, Stewart, Ga. Williams, III. 
Lee, O’Neall, Ind. Stewart, Tex. Wilson, Ky. 
Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. Stockdale, Wilson, Mo 
Lester, Va. Outhwaite, Stone, Ky. Wilson, W. Va. 
Lewis, Owens, Ohio Stone, Mo. oder. 
Magner, Paynter, tump, 


The following pairs were announced until further notice: 

Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. LIND with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. KNAPP with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. : 

Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr, PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE, 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. THoMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. HATCH. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Task that the Clerk recapitulate the names of 
those voting. 

The Clerk read the names of those recorded as having voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BIN G HAM, Mr. Browne of Virginia, Mr. Coorrr of Ohio, Mr. DE Haves, 
Mr, Franx, Mr. Horxixs, Mr. McCorp, Mr. McCreary, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. 
8 Mr. Taxon of Ilinois, Mr. WADDILI, Mr. WADE, and the 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 147, and the nays 7; 
and a quorum being present, the motion is carried. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. How many are counted present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER. Fourteen. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a privileged report from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It will take but a short time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, reported back the bill H. R. 11459, the 
general deficiency bill, with Senate amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that all of said amendments be non-concurred in. The bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this 
report also contains the views of the minority, recommending con- 
eurrence in the Senate amendment to pay the French spoliation claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills anda 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
and to provide for new designs of authorized devices of United States 
coins 
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A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel pieces; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district numbered 7, of the town- 
ship of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for 
school purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. 


XXI——641 


Charles B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is 


entitled as such retired officer to his pay. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which coneurrence was requested, bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to construct a road and 
approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national military 
cemetery near that city; and ö 

A bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


uested: 
i À bill (S. 373) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner 
of the firm of Levert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala. ; 
A bill (S. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas; 
A bill (S. 945) granting pensions to women who served as army 


nurses; i 

A bill (S. 1111) torevive the grade of lieutenant-general in the Army 
ot the United States; 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works; 

A bill (S. 1910) for the examination and allowance of certain awards 
made by the board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, 
Kentucky; 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman Price; 

A bill (S. 2340) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
a publie building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the State of Ool- 
orado; 

A bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. Felton, formerly assistant 
treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Nevada, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4039) to amend sections 3834, 3836, and 3837 of the Revised 
Statutes, and tor other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark Campa- 
nero, of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort- 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns; 

A bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, as thesame is defined insection 709 of the Revised Statutes 
ot the United States, to include the judgments and decrees of the highest 
courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, and Chickasaw tribes 
of Indians, respectively; 

A bill (S. 4155) to provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and 
the carcasses and products thereof which are the subjects of inter- 
state commerce, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 4164) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way tothe Sherman and North- 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. à 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—LANGSTON YS, VENABLE. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
from the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CRISP. I call fora division on the substitute presented by the 
minority. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on the substitute. 

Mr. CRISP. And I ask a separate vote on each of the resolutions, 
the majority resolution and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the first resolution. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Would a motion be in order at this time to re- 
commit this case to the Committee on Elections? 

Mr. ROWELL. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered 

Mr. CRISP. But the motion to recommit may be made either be- 
fore or after the previous question has been ordered. I refer to the 
latter clause of Rule XVII, paragraph 1. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that applies to a bill that is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this motion is admissible. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the Chair entertains the motion allow me to 
make a suggestion. The gentleman submits the question whether it 
would be in order to enter a motion to recommit after the previous 
question has been ordered. I submit that the nature of the previous 
question is such that this right to move to recommit should be strictly 
construed; and by the language of the rule it is evidently intended to 
reler to a legislative proposition which the House may desire to recom- 
mit to a committee in order to change the form thereof. I doubt 
whether the reason of the rule, and I doubt, therefore, whether the 
rule itself, is applicable to a resolution to recommit a contested-elec- 
tion case. g 


The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Indiana any authority? 


, 
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Mr, CHEADLE. I have none, Mr. Speaker, except the general rule 
and practice of the House. I know, in reference to the transaction of 
business here, that it is in order to move to recommit a bill pending the 
demand for the previous question or after it has been ordered; and 1 
assume the same rule to apply to any question on which the House is 
called to vote. I do not see how it can be held otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has no authority to submit, the 
Chair will feel inclined to sustain the objection made by the gentleman 
from Illinois under the circumstances. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, there is authority. The present 
occupant of the Chair has himself held, in the case of Waddill rs. Wise, 
that that motion is in order. It has been so held by previous Speakers. 

The rule itself provides that— 

It shall be in order pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage. 

I suppose reading the preceding portion of the rule would indicate 
that this applies to bills, but the Chair has held thata question which 
has reached this stage assimilated itself to a bill, and that it would be 
in order to make the motion. Otherwise, Mr. Speaker, manifestly, 
the motion conld not be made at all, because one could not take the 
floor away from the other side to make the motion, and the previous 
question might be demanded before such an opportunity could be pre- 
sented. I think the purpose of the rule was that the House might 
have theopportunity before votingon the final passage of any particular 
question, to consider the propriety of recommitting it to the commit- 
tee in which it originated. j 

Mr. ADAMS. If there has been any decision, of course I have noth- 
ing to say. I count on the language of the rule and I count on the 
principle that a motion for the previous question is a well recognized 
motion. Its intention is, by the very age of the rule, to cut off 
debate and bring the House to a vote on the main proposition. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will permit me a moment I would 
like to snggest that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
when presiding as Spsaker pro tempore, in the absence of the Speaker of 
the House, held in the Breckinridge case that that motion was ad- 
missible. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that the only precedent? 

Mr. CRISP. Not the only precedent, for I think the Speaker him- 
self held the same in the case of Waddill rs. Wise. 

Mr. ADAMS. If a question of precedent is cited, I will say noth- 
ing, for I am not familiar with the precedents; but I say that the rea- 
son of the rule does not apply here. Here is a motion the nature of 
which has been well known for hundreds of years; and by the very 
language of the rule its intention is to bring the House to an immedi- 
ate vote. Now, there is an exception cited in the rule, and that ex- 
ception must be strictly construed. That exception, by the language 
of the rule, evidently applies to a legislative proposition; and I donbt 
exceedingly whether it applies to any such proposition as this. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, í make the point that there is no ques- 
tion as to recommitting now before the House, and I call for a vote 
upon the question that is before the House. 

Mr. CRISP. What is that? 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to Rule 
XVII, and I did submit a motion to recommit. 

Mr. LACEY. No; you simply made an inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I call the attention of my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey] to the fact that I did submit a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would ask the gentleman from Georgia 
pir Crisp] whether this point was made in either of those cases that 

e has referred to, 

Mr. CRISP. I do not recollect that the point was made on the case 
decided by the Speaker of the House; but there was some discussion 
of the question before the Speaker pro tempore, and he was inclined to 
hold that the motion was only in order when it came toa vote on the 
final disposition ofthe resolution; but he was clearly of the opinion that 
the motion to recommit was in order, and so held. There was some 
dispute as to when it was in order, as to whether it was in order be- 
fore the vote was taken on the substitute or whether it was on the 
final passage of the resolution submitted by the committee. But there 
was no doubt in his mind, andhe so stated, as to the right to make the 
motion, as I understood the Speaker pro tempore, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the res- 
olntion be recommitted —— 

Mr. CHEADLE. To the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will say that, when that ques- 
tion was up, the question considered by the Chair seemed to be only 
as to the time when the motion should be made; and the question that 
it could not be made at all was not presented to the Chair. I do not 
think it was. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think you are right about that. The question 
then considered was as to time, whether before or after the previous 
question had been ordered, and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. BURROWS] 
held that it was after the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the practice of the House 


the motion to recommit is in order. As many as are in favor of this 
motion will say ay.“ 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 145, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum present, 

TheSPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and sixty- 
three gentlemen present. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Other members having appeared, the Speaker announced: One hun- 
dred and sixty-six members present—aquorum. On this question the 
ayes are 6 and the noes 145. 

Mr. O'FERRALL Did I understand the Chair to announce that 
there are 166 members present? 

The SPEAKER. That is the count which the Chair has madc. 

Mr. OFERRALL. Will the Chair order a count by tellers? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia can request tellers 
under the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let us have a count by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands tellers un- 
der the rule, As many gentlemen as are in favor of taking this ques- 
tion by tellers will say “ay.” [The question being taken.] Two 
gentlemen rising—— 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I ask, under the circumstances, if the Chair 
will not allow tellers? The Chair is counting; no one else is counting. 
Now, our information is that there are only one hundred and fifty- 
eight Republican members present in the city, dragged from their sick 
beds and everywhere; and only three Democrats have voted on this 
vote. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; but there are forty of them right around in 
the corridors, and they would be here in a minute if the gentleman 
wished it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] 
can have his count in the regular way. Two gentlemen rising, not a 
sufficient number, and tellers are refused, The noes baye it, and the 
motion to recommit is lost. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. CRISP. On that I ask a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John M. Langston was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional distcict of Virginia and is 
not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Edward G. Venable was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia and is 
entitled to retain the seat he holds. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on this 
resolution. 

On the demand for the yeas and nays four members rose. 

Mr. CRISP. There are four gentlemen who are in favor of a free 
ballot and a fair count, it seems, 

Mr. CHEADLE (addressing the Republican side). You ought to be 
willing to go on record. Make your record, and give them the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Four gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, 
and the yeas and nays are refused. The noes have it, and the substi- 
tute is rejected. 4 

Mr. O’FERRALL, There has been no vote upon the substitute yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand. The question is 
on the substitute. As many as are in favor of the substitute will say 
ae ay.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor will rise in their places 
and be counted. The Chair asks gentleman who are not voting to take 
their seats. Gentlemen behind the rail will please come forward and 
take their seats. As many as are in favor of the substitute will rise 
in their places and be counted. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 142. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point there is no quo- 
rum present, Gentlemen will be kind enough to resume their seats. 

Mr. McKENNA. I was paired and did not vote, though present. 

Mr. DE HAVEN. I was present, but did not vote. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
forty-eight members present, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to thei“ names: 


7 —— Barnes, Blount, 8 1 
erson, Barwig, ner, wn : 
Allen, Breekin: —— 
Anderson, Miss. Blanchard, Brickner, Buchanan, Va, 
Bankhead, Bland, Brookshire, Bullock, 
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N Farquhar, T, Sayers, 
Butterworth, Finley, Martin, Ind. Seney, 
Byn Fitch, Martin, Tex. Shively, 
Caldwell Fithian, McAdoo, Skinner, 
Campbell, Flood, McCarthy, Spinola, 
Candier, Ga. Flower, MeClammy, pringer, 
Candler, Forman, McClellan, Stahinecker, 
Carlton, Forney, McCord, Stewart. Ga. 
th Fowler, MoCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
ell, Geissenhainer, MeMillin, Stockdale, 
Catchings, Gibson, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Chipman, Goodnight, Mills, Stone, Mo, 
ancy, Grimes, Montgomery, Stump, 
Clarke, Ala. Hare, Moore, Tex. Sweney, 
Clements, Hatch, Morgan, Tarsney, 
Clunie, Hayes, Mutchler, Tillman, 

b, Haynes, Norton, Tracey, 
Connell, Heard Oates, Tucker, 
Cooper, Ind. Hem hi, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Cothran, Henderson, N. C. O'Neil, Mass, Turner, N. Y, 
Covert, erbert, uthwaite, aux, 
Cowles, Hooker, Owen, Ind. Venable, 

in, Kerr, Pa. 8 Ohio. 7 
Culberson, Tex. Ketcham, ‘aynter, ington, 
Cammings, Kilgore, Peel, Wheeler, Ala. 

. Knapp, Penington, Wheeler, 
Da Lane, Perry, Whiting, 

. Lanham, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Dickerson, Lansing, Phelan, ike, 
Dockery, Lawler, Pierce, Wiley, 

Tsey, Laws, Price, Wilkinson, 
Dunphy, Lee, Quinn, Willcox, 
Edmunds, Lester, Ga. Richardson, Will III 
Elliott, Lester, Va. Robertson, Wilson, Ky. 

is, Le rs, Wilson, M n 
Enloe, Magner, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
Ewart, Maish, Rusk, Yoder, 


During the roll-call the following members appeared and were noted 
as present under the rule: 

Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. CANDLER of Massachusetts, Mr. CASWELL, 
Mr. FARQUHAR, Mr. Lanstne, Mr. LAws, Mr. McCorp, Mr. OWEN 
of Indiana, and Mr. WADDILL. 

TheSPEAKER. The call of the roll discloses 167 members present— 
a quorum. E 

Mr.ROWELL, I move to dispense with all further proceedings under 
the call. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


> seemed to have it. 


Mr, O'FERRALL. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 150, noes 3. 

So all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the noes have it, and 
the substitute is rejected. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, That was on one resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. No quoram voted on the substitute, Mr. Speaker. 
The vote was taken on the substitute and there was no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the substitute. 

Tho question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. T 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 159. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No qnorum., 

TheSPEAKER. Those gentlemen who have not voted on this ques- 
tion will please rise. [After counting.] Five gentlemen have arisen. 
On this question the ayes are 3.and the noes 159 

Mr. OEERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. And with those not voting there isa quorum, and 
the substitute is rejected. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. That was on one resolution, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward C. Venable was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fiſty-Hrst Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is 
entitled to retain the seat he holds. 

The question was put on the adoption of the resolution, and the 
Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. A division is demantled, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 155, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen who voted will be seated, and those 
who did not vote will please rise. [Aftercounting.] Eight gentlemen 
have arisen. On this question the ayes are 4, the noes 155, which, to- 
gether with those not voting, make 167. The noes have it, and the 
substitute is rejected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a vote on the resolutions 
presented by the committee. i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions 
presented by the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. There are two of them; and I ask for a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty- 
ngress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is noten- 


first Co’ 
titled toa seat 3 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. That is the same resolution. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. We have voted on that. 

The SPEAKER. , The gentleman from Georgia demanded a divis- 
ion of the resolutions as they stand. The question is on the adoption 
of the first resolution, which the Clerk will again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Resolved, That E. C. Venable was not elected a Representative of the Fifty- 
first Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Virginia, and is not en- 
titled to a seat therein. F 

Mr. HILL. A parliamentary SA 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that the same proposition as has just been voted 
upon ? 

The SPEAKER. The question just voted upon came in as an 
amendment. A division of the question has been customary when de- 
manded in the House. [Cries of Vote!“ ‘“Vote!’’] The noes appear 
to haveit. 

pie. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the question has not been submitted at 
all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the pardon of the gentleman from 
Georgia, and thinks that is true. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division now. 

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 146. 

Mr. O FERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Those who are opposed will rise in their places and 
be counted. [Aftercounting.] Three gentlemen in the negative. Those 
who have not voted will please rise in their places. [After counting, ] 
One hundred and sixty-three in all. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is right. 

Mr. BURROWS. Icall for tellers. That will test it short of the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Burrows and Mr. O’FERRALL were 
appointed as tellers. s 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 153. 

Mr. HILL. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Was not this 
proceeding for counting a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. No. 


Mr. HILL. I understood the parliamentary situation to be that the 


Speaker counted 163, not making a quorum, and thereupon tellers 
were called for by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], as I 
understand, for the purpose of counting the House. 2 

The SPEAKER. Tellers on this vote was for action by the House 

The tellers reported 3 in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. If there are any gentlemen present who have not 
voted they will please rise in their places. [After counting.] Ten gen- 
tlemen have arisen, making in all 163. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move acall of the House, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

SS O’FERRALL, Division, Mr. Speaker. I call for a division on 
that vote, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make the point of order that that is 
dilatory motion, made for delay and no other purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia calls for a division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 100, noes 2. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll; and the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Abbott, Clancy, Forney, Martin, Tex. 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala. Fowler, Medoc, 
Allen, Miss. Clements, Geissenliainer, McCarthy, 
Anderson, Miss, Clunie, Gibson, MeClammy, 
head bb, Goodnight, McClellan, 
Barnes, Connell, G 5 
> poper Ind Hare, MoMillin, 
Biggs, n, Hatch, n, 
Blanchard, Covert, Hayes, Mills, 
Bland, Cowles, Haynes, Montgomery, 
Blount, Crain, eard, oore, Tex. 
Boatner, Culberson, Tex. Hemphill, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, Cummings, Henderson, N. O. Mutchler, 
Brewer, n. Herbe 5 if us, 
Brickner, Davidson, Holman, Norton, 
Brookshire. Dibble, Hooker, tes, 
Brown, J. B. Dickerson, Kerr, Pa. O'Neall, Ind. 
Browne, T, M. Dockery, K O'Neil, Mass. 
runner, Dorsey, Kilgore, Outhwaite, 
Buchanan, Va. Dunphy, Knapp, ens, Ohio 
x Edmunds, Lane, ynter, 
ce . 
urrows, wler, Penington, 
Butterworth, clean Lee, 0 A 
Bynum, wart, Lester, Ga. Peters, 
Campbell Finley, Lester, Va. Phelan, 
Candler, Ga. Fitch, Lewis, Pierce, 
Carlton, Fithian, Magner, ce, 
Caruth, Flood, Maleh, Quinn, 
Flower, Mansur, 
Chipman, > Martin, Ind. Robertson, 
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R Stewart, Ga. ‘Tucker, Wiley, 
Rowland, Ste Tex ‘Turner, Ga. 
k, Stockdale, er, N. Y. Willcox, 
Sayers, Stone, Ky. Vaux, wil III. 
ney, Stone, Mo. Venable, Wilson, Ky. 

Shively, Stump, Washington, Wil 

er, Sweney, Wheeler, Ala. Wilson, W. Va. 

Ja, Tarsney, Whiting, Yoder, 
Springer, man, Whitthorne, 
StahInecker, Tracey, Wike, 


The following-named members appeared at the desk and were noted 
as present under the rule: Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, Mr. BURROWS, Mr. 
BREWER. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reports 167 members present. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Upon that question tellers have been ordered. 

Mr. HAOGEN. No, sir. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. The tellers were ordered for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether there was a quorum present. 

— O’FERRALL, I think tellers were ordered on that vote, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. If we 
can get a quorum here by a call of the House, we can get it by yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers have been ordered. Tho tellers will re- 
sume their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 143, noes 3, 
and there were 13 members present and not voting. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum present, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I call tor the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 4, not 
voting 179; as follows: 
YEAS—142. 
Adams, Cuteheon, Lehibach, Rowell, 
reo Lang tl 2 5 5 — 
ndérson, Kans. ngton, ge, Sanſo 
Arnold, De Lano, Mason, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dingley, McComas, Scranton, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dolliver, McCormick, Scull, 
Baker, Dunnell, McDuffie, Sherman, 
Banks, Evan: McKinley, Simonds, 
Bartine, Farquhar, Miles, Smith, III. 
Bayne, Featherston, Moffitt, Smith, W, Va. 
Beck with, Flick, Moore, N. H. Smyser, 
Belden, Funston, Mary Snider, 
Belknap, Gear, Morrill, Spooner, 
Bergen, Gest, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Gifford, Morse, Stivers, 
B Greenhalge, Mudd Struble, 
Boo Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B, 
Bouteille, Grout, Nnte, Taylor, . 
en, Hall, O'Donnell, Taylor, n. 
Brewer, Hansbro' O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Brosius, Harmer, Osborne, Thompson, 
Brower, — — Owen, Ind, Townsend, 5 
Buchanan, N.J. Henderson, III. Payne, ‘Townsend, Pa. 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Hermann, Perkins, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass. Hopkins, Post, Walker, 
Cannon, Houk, Pugsley, Wallace, N. Y. 
na 3 Quackenbush, 9 —— 
Clark, ennedy, n ickham, P 
3 Kerr, lowa Randall, Williams, Ohio 
Coleman, insey, Ray, ilson, W. 
~ Lacey, Reed, Iowa * 
Conger, La Follette, Reyburn, Yardley. 
g: Laidlaw. Rife, 
Culbertson, Pa. wn. Rockwell, 
f NAYS—4. 
Andrew, Cheadle, Crisp, O Ferrall. 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Abbott, Candler, Ga. Dockery, Hemphill, 
Alderson, Carlton, Dorse: Henderson, N. C. 
M Carter, Dunphy, er! 
Anderson, Miss, Caruth, Edm Hill, 
i 6 Caswell, Elliott, Holman, 
Catchings, Ellis, Hooker, 
Barwig, Chipman, Enloe, Kerr. Pa. 
B cy, Ewart, Ketcham 
Bian j Clarke, Ala, Finley, Kilgore, 
Bland, Clements, Fitch, Knapp. 
Blount, Clunie, Fithian, Lane, 
Boatner, bb, x Lanham, 
Breckinridge, Connell, Flower, Lansing, 
Brickner, Cooper, Ind. Forman, Lawler, 
Brookshire, Cooper, Oh Forney, À 
Brown. J. B. Cothran, Fowler, Lester, Ga. 
Browne, T. M, Covert, k, Lester, Va. 
Browne, Va. Cowles, Geissenhainer, Lewis, 
Brunner, Crain, ibson, Magner, 
nan, Va. Culberson, Tex. Goodnight, Maish, 
Buckalew, Cumm rimes, Mansur, 
Bullock, are, Martin, Ind. 
Bann, Dav Hatch, is 
u De Baven, Hayes, MeAdoo, 
Bynum, ynes, 
mpbell, Dickerson, Heard, MeClammy, 


McClellan, Paynter, Spinola, Vai 
McCord, Peel, nger, Venable, 
7 Penington, StahInecker, dill, 
McKenna, Perry, wart, Ga. Wade, 
cMillin, YS, Stewart, Tex. Wallace, Mass, 
Rae, Phelan, — ne Vt. Washington, 
Milliken, Stockbridge, Wheeler, Ala. 
ills, Price, dale, Whiting, 
Montgomery, uinn, Stone, Ky. Whitthorne, 
Moore, Tex. eilly, Stone, Mo. Wike, 
Morgan, Richardson, Stump, iley, 
Mutchler, 0 Sweney, Wilkinson. 
Norton, Rogers, Willcox, 
Rowland, Taylor, III Willia: III. 
O'Neall, Ind. Rusk, Tillman, Wilson, Ky. 
O'Neil, Mass. Sayers, Tracey, Wilson, Mo. 
Outhwaite, Seney, Tucker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Owens, Ohio Shively, Turner, Ga. Yoder, 
Parrett, Skinner, Turner, N. Y. 


Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], but have voted to makea quorum, 

Thè Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

The names of members present and not voting were read, as follows: 


Mr. Browse of Virginia, Mr. CARTER, Mr. CASWELL, Mr. COOPER of Ohio, Mr. 
De HAVEN, Mr. Frank, Mr. HILL, Mr. Lanstxe, Mr. MoCorp, Mr, McK nna, Mr. 
STEWART of Vermont, Mr. Strocksstper, Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois, Mr, WADDILL, 
Mr. WADE, Mr. WALLACE of Massachusetts, and the SPEAKER. 0 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 142, the nays 4. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division (called for by 
Mr. O’ FERRALL)—ayes 75, noes 2. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: 
Abbott, Cummings, Lanham, Quinn, 


Alderson, 2 Lawler, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, è Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Bankhead, Dickerson, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Barnes, Dingley, Lewis, Rusk, 
Barwig, Dockery, M: er, Sayers, 
Biggs. Dorsey, Maish, Seney, 

ard, Dunphy, Mansur, Shively, 
Bland, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Blount, Elliott, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Boatner, Ellis, McAdoo, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McCarthy, StahInecker, 
Brickner, Ewart, McClamniy, Stewart, Ga. 
Brookshire, Finley, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, McCreary, Stockdale, 
Browne, T. NI. Fithian, McDuffie, Stone, Ky. 
Brunner, Flood, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, 4 McRae, Stump, 
Buckalew, Forman, Milliken, Sweney, 
Bullock, Forney, Mills, Tarsney, 
Bunn, Fowler, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Funston, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Morgan, ‘Tucker, 
Campbell, Gibson, Mutchler, Turner, Ga. 
Candler, Ga. Goodnight, Norton, Turner, N, Y. 
Carlton, Grimes, Nute, Vaux 
Caruth, Hare, Oates, Venable, 
Catchings, Hatch, O'Neal), Ind. Washington, 
Chipman, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Clancy, Haynes, Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Clarke, Ala, Heard, Owens, Ohio, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Hemphill, Parrett, Wike, 
Clunie, Henderson, N.C. Paynter, Wile: 
Cobb, Herbert, Payson, Wilkinson, 
Connell, Holman, Peel, Willcox, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Penington, Williams, III. 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Perry, Wilson, Ky. 
Covert, Ketcham, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cowles, Kilgore, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 


Crain, Knapp, Pierce, Yoder, 
Culberson, Tex. Lane, Price, 

The names of the following members were recorded at the Clerk’s 
desk under the rule: 

Mr. Funston, Mr. McDurrig, Mr. PAyson, Mr. DINGLEy, and Mr, 
NUTE, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (after a pause). I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until this evening at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. MORRILL, I desire to ask a parliamentary question. It we 


now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, will it be necessary that - 


a quorum should appear before we can proceed with the transaction of 
business? 

The SPEAKER. The presumption would be that a quorum would 
be present, By unanimous consent proceedings under the call can be 
dispensed with, and the House can take its recess now, instead of at 5 
o’clock. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I ask unanimous consent for that pur- 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No objection. [Laughter.]  . 

There being no objection, the House (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.] took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. PERKINS, as Speaker pro tempore. 


1890. 
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The Clerk read the following: 
HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, September 19, 1890. 
Mr. Perxtss, of Kansas, is hereby appointed Speaker pro tempore for this 


evening's session, 
: T, B. REED, Speaker. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Lask nnanimous consent that, as the first business 
of the evening, we take up in the House and dispose of the Senate pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar, about thirty in number. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the gentleman from Kansas propose to take 
up all the Senate pension bills upon the Calendar in their order? 
Mr. MORRILL, That is my proposition; that they be taken up 
and disposed of in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate pension bills now on the Calendar, and that the 
House proceed at this time to consider those bills in their order? The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


ANDREW HOPPER. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3342) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew Hopper. 
fhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, sub to the provisions and 
Hmitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Hopper, late second lieu- 
tenantin the Hutchinson Guards, Minnesota State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3342) 
granting a pension to Andrew Hopper, submit the following report: 

Yourcommitte adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows : 

“The claimant, Andrew Hopper, was a second lieutenant in the Hutchinson 
Guards, Minnesota State Militia. On the 3d of september, 1862, or thereabouts, 
at Acton, Minn., in a battle with the Indians in which his company was en- 
gaged, he was severely injured in the back by his horse falling upon bim, so 
that he was ordered back to Hutchinson to warn the inhabitants that the In- 
dians were approaching, which he did. He was, however, unfit for further 
service, and was discharged on account of the disabilities incurred as above 
stated. He applied to the Pension Bureau fora pension under the general law. 
but his application was rejected upon the ground that the Hutchinson Guards 
was a State organization, and that therefore the case was not cognizable under 
the general law. 

“The chain of evidence is complete to establish the incurrence of the disa- 
bilities alleged in the line of duty, and the fact that the organization of which 
he was a member was s State organization is the only fact that precludes his 
being pensioned under the general law. Theclaimantis now eighty-four years 
ol age and in indigent cirevmstances, and your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill which is reported herewith.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
FRANK D. WORCESTER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 400) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank D. Worcester. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pensior-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank D. Worcester, late a mem- 
ber of Company B, First Maine Battery of Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 400) 
granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester, submit the following report: 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (S. 400) granting a 
pension to Frank D. Worcester, have- examined the same and report: 

“ This case, which the committee regard as one of exceptional merit, was con- 
sideredand gt eh in their report made December 13, 1883. This report, with 
its recommendation, is hereby affirmed, as follows: 

This case, which is quite voluminous, may be briefly stated as one in which 
discharge irom the service occurred on account of insanity, which was all 
in the medical certificate to have had existence before enlistment, and which 
was rejected at the Pension Bureau on that ground. It involves a mass oftes- 
ne we Sem iy geen to the settlement of the single point in question, and 
which it would be useless to abstract in this report. 

here is some evidence, but not of a high grade, which fixes upon the sol- 
dier before enlistment some eccentricities, but no aberrations; while the bulk 
of 8 including that of the family physician, members of the bec a 
and old neighbors, shows that the soldier, while not over-bright in scholarly 
respects, was an honest, faithful boy, and, as many expressed it, “the main- 
stay of the family, so far as work was concerned.” The committee, in estimat- 
ing the value of such testimony as is conflicting, pay proper respect to charac- 
ter in giving the soldier the benefit of any doubt, 

The soldier came out of the service insane and has for many years been 
confined in an asylum as an incurable. If he had in him theelements of insan- 
ity before enlistment they were latent, and were first developed afterward in 
the service and have controlled him since. 

The committee report favorably upon the bill, and recommend it for pas- 
smage?” 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 5 

ELIZABETH RUMSEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2238) graut- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi . 
thorieed and directed to place on the eee 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Rumsey, late volunteer 
army nurse,and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


‘ 
* 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2238) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, submit the following report, recom- 
mending the adoption of the Senate report, which is as follows: 

“The mittee on Pensions, to whom was reterred the bill (S. 2238) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, late volunteer army nurse, have examined the 
same and report: 

“That from the evidence on file before this committee it appears that the 
claimant entered upon her duties as an army nurse at tue general hospital ab 
Jeffersonville, Ind., upon April 14, 1864, and served in such ea; ty until Jaly 
os 1865, after the close of the war, when she was honorably arged there- 


m. : 

“ Her services are certified by Surgeons Banks and Goldsmith, of the Army, 
and also by witnesess Miller, Bryan, and Schermerhorn, who were in said serv- 
ice with her. She is certified to have been a faithful, diligent, and efficient nurse 
of the sick and wounded soldiers in hospital. The evidence also shows that she 
is now seventy years of age, that she is in needy circumstances, having no 
means of support except her own labor, which she is less and Jess able to do, 

We think that this is a meritorious claim for relief, and we therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.“ 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOIN W. BENNETT, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3538) 
granting a pension to John W. Bennett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, sabject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Bennett, late an acting en- 
sign in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3538) 
granting a pension to Jobn W. Bennett, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case are set forth in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, as follows: 

This is a bill to place upon the peusion-roll the name of John W. Bennett, 
late an ensign in the United States Navy. 

Tue record of the Navy Department shows that he was appointed an acting 
ensign January 12, 1863, and ordered to command the Violet, and served on the 
Miami. His appointment was revoked March 4, 1884. he having been con- 
demned by medical survey in consequence of disabilities S peter char- 
acter.” He was again appointed an ensign May 17, 1864, and ordered to the 
Chimo; detached June 13, 1864, and ordered to the Fort Donelson; detached 
from the Republic June 26, 1865; granted leave of absence prior to honorable 
discharge, and honorably discharged September 15, 1865, 

“ Prior to his regular appointment in the Navy he was in command of the U. 
S. S. Cossack and also of the North State, both doing transport duty. 

As to the quality of his service, Rear-Admiral Thomas S. Phelps makes the 
following statement: 

This is to certify that while I was senior officer in the waters of North Car- 
olina in 1465, Capt John C. Bennett commanded one of the vessels of the force 
under me, and it is very gratifying to testify to the able manner in which he 
commanded his steamer, the good judgment displayed on important service, 
and to his ready, cheerful, faithful, and intelligent obedience to and execution 
of all orders received, and it was with sincere regret I was finally compelled 
to part with him when, at the close of the was, he was ordered South to be 
mustered out of the service.’ 

“Captain Bennett applied for a pension, alleging rheumatism on account of 
exposure, and deafness from concussion, caused by firing on board the moni- 
tors. The Pension Office disallowed his claim on the ground that he could not 
show that his disabilities were incurred in the service, The examining sur- 
goons certificate reports rheumatism and deafness, for which he is ten- 
tenths. 

“During a portion of his service he was not enlisted in the Navy, nor was he 
an appointee, but his duties were severe, dangerous, and well ormed. He 
was honorably discharged for disability of a permanent 
firmities came upon him while in thesevice. Me is an old man, without means; 
he has a record that any one might envy, and he is very much in need of relief. 

“General Burnside certities in the strongest terms to his skill and bravery 
while in command of the Cossack, and says he won for himself my entire re- 
spect and confidence. He participated personally in the battles of Roanoke 
and New Berne.’ 

“The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass,” 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I rather think it would be more busi- 
ness-like to have the reports read in these cases. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman call for the read- 
ing of the report in this case? 

Mr. KILGORE. No; but in future I think they should be read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 


time, was passed. 
FREDERICK H, MACKE, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 768) 
granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick H. Macke, late of Com- 
pany A (battery), Second Regiment Kansas State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 768) 
granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke, submit the followin; port: 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this case pm is adopted by 
your committee. 


SENATE REPORT, 


Frederick H, Macke enlisted in Company A (battery), Second Regiment Kan- 
sas State Militia, in April, 1864, and was discharged at Topeka, Kans., on Octo- 
ber 30, 1864. He made application for pension July 12, 1886, alleging that at the 
"battle of Westport, Mo., while handling a cannon, he incurred a rupture.“ 

The claim was rejeeted November 14. 1888, on the ground that the claimant 
was not an enlisted man in the service of the United States at the time 
the alleged rupture of right side was received, but a member of the State 


1 


10246 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 19, 


militia, and the claim was not presented and prosecuted to a successful issue 

rior to July 4, 1874, as provided in section 4693, Revised Statutes. Henry A. 
Macke, Jolin S. Brauer, John A. Polley, and James S, Anderson, comrades, 
swear to incurrence of disabil by Prior soundness and 
3 ber 8. him a specifie rati: 

r ovem ve a ral 

caused by rupture of left e. ae amendments co: 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to u third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed, 
a JAMES MALIN, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 754) 
granting a pension to James Malin. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be ii enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Malin, late private in Cap- 
tain Roundtree’s provisional militia of Missouri. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 754) 
granting a pauson to James Malin, submit the following report: 

That the in this case are clearly set forth by the Senate report, which is 

ted 8 committee. The Senate report is as follows: 

James in, the claimant under this bill, made application for a oy sey 
alleging in his declaration that after serving as a private in Colonel p 
Sixth Missouri Infantry and an honorable d he re-enlisted in the pro- 
visicnal militia of Missouri for the protection of the city of Springfield, in that 
State; that while in said service, and while repelling an attack of the Confed- 
erate forces under Genera) Marmaduke, he waa severely wounded in the neck, 
the ball entering the left side of face and coming out of the back of the neck, 
passing so near the spinal column as to EEA DS ay wom dyed and nervous- 
ness to such an extent that he has been entirely led from earning his sub- 
sistence by manual labor on account of the same. 

“On March 12, 1885, the Commissioner of Pensions rejected the claim on the 
poma ‘that when wounded, as alleged, claimant was not in the military serv- 

of the United States, but belonged to a State organization, disabilities in- 
curred in which were (and are) not pensionable under the general law.“ 

“The incurrence as alleged is shown. The claimant is now an inmate of the 
soldiers’ home at Leavenworth, „and is a constant sufferer, Prior to his 
enlistment he was able to make good wages at his trade, he being a master 
carpenter. He is unable to support himself, and prays Congress for relief. 

“ We recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


ng his service, we 


ELLEN COURTNEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 179) 
ting a ion to Ellen Courtney. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension - roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Courtney, mother of Corne- 
lius Courtney, Company M, Fifth Ohio Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


nam 
private in Compan: 
on the 


ey pees where he died. 

“The praat is ponera of the widowhood and dependence of the mother on 

fore his death, of his celibacy, and of the mother’s indigence since 

his death. The case has been pending nine years, lacking direct evidence of 
his death at the hospital in Cincinnati. This evidence is not to be obtained, for 
the reason stated in a letter from a Sister of Charity, dated February 22, 1886: 

“t Yours of the lth instant to hand regarding the death of Cornelius Court- 
ney. We ret very much not being able to give you the desired record of 
his death. The record of the hospital at that time was taken by one of the doc- 
tors to Washington to aid them in 8 a history of the late war. The 
failed to return it, and now it can not be found, * * è Sister Vincent still 
lives, and remembers the name, but not the date of his admission or death.’ 


So it appears that (po death record having been kept in Cincinnati at the 
time of the soldier’s death, the hospital records having n removed and lost, 
the circumstantial evidence on file having been and the inference 
ven that no other than record evidence would be received) it has been simply 
ble for the claimant to procure the evidence required by the Pension 
ce to sustain the claim. In that light, the repeated intimation from the Pen- 
sion Office to the claimant that her ‘allegation that he (her son) died after his 
discharge at St. John's Hospital, at Cincinnati, Ohio, is not sustained by the 
records of snid hospital,’ has become monotonously fatal to the claim of this 
indigent mother. 

There is, however, in the files of the case satisfactory circumstantial eyi- 
dence of the soldier’s death, which justifies the committee in assuming that 
fact and in reporting favorably on the bill. His certificate of discharge shows 
that he left Tennessee for Cincinnati, intending to remain there, low with con- 
sumption, 988 and general nervous weakness, 

5 ler Vincent, of St. John's Hospital, Cincinnati, remembers the name of 
the patient Courtney, though not the time of his admission or death, 


The widow claimant swears that she received at her home by Adams Ex- 
press, from Sister Mary Vincent, the clothes and watch of her son and $100 in 
money, as his Lah gabe left by his death in the hands of those who sent them 
to her. Two neighbors of the widow claimant, Ellen Murphy and Julia Pratt, 
swear that the facts given in her statement as proof of the death of her son 
Cornelius are known to both of them and are true; that they saw the articles 
mentioned as belonging to hersaid son when they were delivered by the Adams 
Express to Mrs. Courtney. All which makes the assumption reasonable that 
the widow's boy died, and under circumstances which entitle her to a pension. 

The bill is reported favorably and recommended for passage.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
LAURA J. IVES, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 577) 
granting a pension to Laura J. Ives, 
The-bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Laura J. Ives, step-mother of 
George E. Ives, late second lientenant of Company E, First Regiment of Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: _ 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 577) 
granting a pension to Laura J. Ives, submit the following report: : 

Your committee 1 the report of the Senate committee, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Laura J, Ives, have examined the same and report: 

The committee repeat and affirm the statement and recommendation em- 
bodied in their report of June 5, 1888, upon a bill identical with that under con- 
sideration, and call special attention to the representations therein made by 
the venerable James lan, of Iowa. 

“The late Lieut. George E. Ives, of Company E, First Iowa Cavalry, was pen- 
sioned for chronic diarrhea and paralysis, at bs per month, from November 1, 
1867; at $50 from June 4, 1874; and at $72 from June 17, 1878, to his death, Sep- 
tember 23, 1883. 

“The amounts of his pension, being those allowed under different acts for 
total helplessness, show what is confirmed by the evidence in the case and be- 
fore the committee, that for seventeen years after his discharge and until his 
death he required the constant care and services of an attendant. This at- 
tendant was Laura J. I his step-mother, who married his father when the 
child was an infant, and who was the only mother he ever knew. The care be- 
stowed by his step-mother upon this helpless soldier was, by the concurrent 
testimony ot the representative men of all the community in which 
mey lived, almost unexampled for its patient, self-sacrificing devotion, With 
limited means, her life for seventeen years was given to the invalid son, the 
sole legacy bequeathed by her dying husband. 

“From the mass of testimony presented in behalf of the bill the committee 
embody in this report the statement and appeal of the venerable James Har- 
lan, late member of this Senate from Iowa, the friend and neighbor of the de- 
ceased soldier and of the claimant: 

“*Movust PLEASANT, Iowa, May 14, 1888. 

„Dan Sir; Iam informed that Mra, Laura J. Ives, step-mother of the late 
Lieut. George E. Ives, deceased, is about to send her petition to Con, Tay- 
ing for a pension on account of the services of her late step-son in the Union , 
Army during the recent war of the rebellion, on whom she was dependent for 
. support. No more meritorious casé could be possible. Had she been 

is mother by the ties of consanguinity instead of 3 there would be no 
P egeris of her right to draw a pension under the provisions of existing law. 

he isin every respect equitably entitled to it. In this community, where she 
lives, this would be the universal verdict. From the early childhood of this 
step-son she has performed for him all the offices of an affectionate and most 
devoted mother up to the day of his death, including a period of about seven- 
teen years of hel ess from paralysis, resulting from his military service. 
If the members of the Senate and House could know the as they are 
known here to this community there would not be one vote in cither branch 
against her bill. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 

Š JAS. HARLAN. 
Hou. Jas. F. WHsox, 
En ited States Senate.’ 


“The committee cordially approve the bill and recommend iis passage.” 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
JOHN MORGAN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1706) 
granting a pension to John Morgan. 

The. bill is as follows: 5 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limi of toe pension laws, the name of John oran late a privato in 
Company B, One hundred and seventh Regimentof New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1706) 
ting a pension to John Morgan, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary wasa private in Company B, One hundred and seventh New 
York Volunteers. 5 

Itis shown by the evidence and by the certificates of examining surgeons 
that at Maryland Heights, while in the line of duty, he received an injury by the 
crushing of his leg and a cut with an ax, disabling him and unfitting him for 
manual labor, and that such disability continues, 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 
IRA MANLEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1705) 
granting a pension to Ira Manley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Ira Manley, iate an assistant sur- 
geon of the First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery. 
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The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1705) 
granting a pension to Ira Manley, submit the following report: 

The evidence ci shows that the claimant was commissioned 
surgeon of the First Wisconsin Heavy Artillery. September 13, 1864, but for the 
reason. there was no vacancy in said regiment he was not mustered in as 
assistant surgeon until November, 1864. 

That the claimant reported at Camp Randall, Madison, Wis., in October, 1864, 
and was assigned to duty with the sick at said camp by the surgeon in charge. 
That while on such duty, while operating on a wounded patient, he was inoc- 
ulated with poison on the fore-finger of his right hand, which soon after began 
to swell and become very painful, and was operated on a number of times by 
Sı ns Waterhouse and Borden, of the same regiment, 

The claim was at the Pension Office for the reason that claimant was 
not ih the military service at the time the alleged disability ori ted. 

Mr. Dudicy, then Commissioner of Pensions, in his letter of date of April 
22, 1884, to Mr. Matson, then chairmar of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


my believoſthe claim to be a proper one in all respects for equitable relief 
through the medium of your honorable body,” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 


time, was passed, ‘ 


JAMES B. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I now have in my hand the bill which 
I desire to ask unanimous consent to take up and consider at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read; after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill wis read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James B. Guth- 
rie, of Paris, epee Aeaee A aenea ng] late a private of Capt. James T. Dun- 
lap's company. of Tennessee troops in the Indian war of 1836, and to pay him a 
pension of $20 per month from and after the passage of this act, 

The report (by Mr. Norton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11842) 
granting a pension to James B. Guthrie, have considered the same and report 


as follows: 

Tho claimant served as a sergeant in re James T. Dunlap's company of 
mounted Tennessee Volunteers, Florida Indian war, from May 16, 1836, to June 
23, 1836. This service is a matter of record in the office of the Second Auditor, 
United States Treasury Department. 

In his petition for relief the claimant states under oath that he is past seventy- 
six years old, r, blind, and wholly incapacitated for labor. 

liam R. Golllos and James C. McNiell, reputable citizens of Henry County, 
Tennessee, testify to an acquaintance of long standing with the claimant, and 
that his statements relative to his physical and fina: condition are true. 

The bill is believed to be a meritorious one, and its passage is recommended. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time—— 

Mr. KILGORE. One moment, Mr. Speaker. The reading of that 
bill reminds me of a circumstance that I would like to inquire some- 
thing about at this time. That bill comes, I believe, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Itis reported by the Committee on 


assistant 


Pensions. 
Mr. KILGORE. Now, I have had a bill pending before that com- 
mittee for a good while. They tell me it is a meritorious bill, but they 


will not report it, and I am inclined to dam up this business to-night 
if I can not get a whack at it, [Langhter. T Something like two 
months have elapsed since this bill was referred tothe committee. The 
man claims a pension by reason of long service in the Black Hawk war; 
and it is, I believe, from information, a very meritorious case; but, 
whether meritorious or otherwise, it ought certainly to be reported one 
way or the other by the committee, and now is as good a time as any 
to put on the brakes. Is any member of the committee present? If 
so, I would like to get some information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this bill 
comes from the Committee on Pensions, and the chairman of that com- 
mittee does not seem to be present. 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe there is a member present, and I feel very 
much inclined to break up this meeting unless I can get some satis- 
factory information. 

Mr, PARRETT. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the trouble has 
been, since we had the bill to which the gentleman refers before us, 
that it has been impossible to get a quorum of the committee at any 


time. 

Mr. KILGORE, Well, that same reason might apply here. There is 
no quorum of the House present to act on these matters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas if he has paid any attention to his bill before the committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; and presented all the information upon 
which they can make their report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. You have done your duty thoroughly, 
then. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have done all I thought incumbent upon me to 
do. Of course I did not want to takecharge of the committee und ran 
it. [Laughter] - 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr, KILGORE. I do not want to make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman will not. This is a very 
serious question. I have a little claim here myself which is a meri- 
torions case. [Laughter.] 


= SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a question for the House to 
settle. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can settle it as far as to-night is concerned, be- 
cause if there is no quorum, as they tell me, in the committee to take ac- 
tion upon this bill, and they can not report either favorably or adversely 
upon it, there is certainly no quorum in the House to pass any of them. 
Now, if this committee can not make a report in a meritorious case, or 
whether it be a meritorious case or not, if they fail to make a report 
for want of a quorum, the House certainly ought not to undertake to 
dispose of the bills finally without a quorum. But I am not inclined 
to interfere with the business that gentlemen have at heart. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is aware 
that very much business is done in the House without a quorum. The 
question is on the third reading of the bill. Without objection, the bill 
will be considered as read the third time. 

Mr, KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I will suggest to the gentleman, to use 
a classic expression, not to make a row to-night, and we will see what 
can be done for him hereafter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, there will only be one other pension night 
now during this session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Perhaps the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. ENLOE] will withdraw the bill for the present. 

Mr. LACEY. Isuggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
that we can call up his bill and discharge the committee from further 
consideration of it and dispose of it to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I would not want the House to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, this bill will be in- 
formally laid aside, 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is suggesting that it be 
laid aside, not that it 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no objection to that bill, but let it be sub- 
mitted to the House. x 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, Iam willing to Jet this thing go on 
for a while longer, until I can consult with the brethren, [Laughter.] 


JAMES MELVIN. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3414) 
granting a pension to James Melvin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Melvin, late of Company E, 
Sixth Massachusetts Regiment of Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of Sio 
a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3414) 
granting a pension to James Melvin, submit the following report: 

We adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3414) grant- 
ing a pension to James Melvin, have examined the same and report: 

This is a bill to increase the pension of James Melvin, late of Company E, 
Sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, from $72 to $100 per month. 

“The claimant enlisted at the age of seventeen. He was 6 feet om weighed 
170 pounds, and had never been sick a day in bis life. His di lity com- 
menced with chronic rheumatism, There is no doubt as to its incurrence in 
the service; no doubt as to the progress it has made from the time of his dis- 
charge to the present. Heisnowtotally helpless. His legs and arms are drawn 
out of shay He is emaciated to that extent that there is no flesh on his bones, 
He is totally blind, and his jaws are set, so that he can nota: te distinctly, 
nor can he take any but liquid food, and that with difficulty. è lies in 
constantly, and for the past ten vears in the same position. The examining sur- 
geon saysin his report: 

Of course it ia needless to say that the man is totally helpless, and must for- 
ever remain so; the most extreme case ever met. 

In the experience of the committee nothing to compare with this condition 
of suffering and helplessness has ever been presented, or called on Congress 


for relief. 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM ELMENDORF. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3756) _ 
for the relief of William Elmendorf. ` 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William Elmen- 
dorf, of Rapid City, S. Dak., late a private in Company D, Twenty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and that he be granted a pension of $21 per 
month instead of $14 per month, his present rating. 

The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8756) 
granting an increase of pension to William Elmendorf, submit the following 
report, adopting the Bg oe of the Senate Committee on Pensions, namely: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3756) for the 
relief of William Ehnendorf, have considered the same and submit the follow- 


ing report: 9 
E The soldier who is the beneficiary in this bill, Mr. William Elmendorf, late 
a private in ring cw D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
enlisted in the Union Army in the fall of 1861 and served therein about one 
year. He is now pensioned for deafness in the sum of $14 per month, the 
same having been granted him under his application to the Pension Bureau. 
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“The evidence? in the case submitted to the committee shows that by reason 
of his service in the Army the soldier, Elmendorf, became and now is totally 
deaf in one ear and partially deaf in the other; that he has suffered also by 


reason of such service the effects from varicose veins to such an extent that he 


isa o of the time confined to his room, snd when he is able to be out he 
is oblig d to use crutches or canes to enable him to walk. His disability is 
clearly such as to entitle him to alarger pension than he is receiving, and by 
the evidence it is shown that his macro is 3 total. 

“The bill provides for an increase his pension to $24 per month. Your 
committee recommend that the bill do pass.“ 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. : 
MRS. ANNA S. TAYLOR. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2216) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor. : 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Anna S. Taylor, as dependent 
5 Sain’ of I. S. Taylor, late first lieutenant Company D, Twenty-first Illinois 

unteers. 


Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2216) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor, submit the following ai aie 

In the consideration of this case the committee adopt the report of the Senate 
in this case as their own, which is in the words and figures as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 1086, Fifty-first Congress, first sessfon.] 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2216) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Anna S. Taylor, have examined the same and re- 


rh: 
Claimant in this case is the widow of Isaiah S. Taylor, who served as a ser- 
poarta in the Twenty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry from May 9,1861, to 
ovember 12, 1862, and as second lieutenant in Company D,of the same regiment 
from November 13, 1862, to October 2, 1853, and as second lieutenant in Invali 
Corps from October 3, 1833, to May 31, 1864, and as first lieutenant from May 31, 
1865, to September 3), 1867. > 

The records of the War Department show that he had no disability prior to 
February, 1863, when the surgeon, upon examination, found him suffering from 
angina pectoris of several years' duration, from which he bad so recovered as 
not to be affected until after the battle of Stone River, when excitement 
and exposure caused a return in a very violent form. Said disease originated 
from an attack of lung disease contracted prior to enlistment. ‘The records also 
show that soldier suffered from an organic disease of heart, pneumonia, and 
disease of lungs in the service. 

Claim was rejected November II. 1887, on the ground that soldier's fatal dis- 
ease of heart and lungs existed prior to his enlistment into the service. 

In affidavit filed Jaly 11, 1887, Dr. J. L. Hallam, of Centralia, LIL, testifies that 
he treated soldier for pneumonia and disease of the lungs from 1868 to 1886; 
that soldier suffered from double catarrhal pneumonia, from which he died No- 
vember 17 or 18, 1886, 

The commander and adjutant of Wallace Post, No.55, Grand Army of the 
Repnblic. authenticate a petition adopted at a t meeting January 15, 1890, 
praying that the widow I.S. Taylor be placed upon the pension-roll on 
the ground of her husband's 415 and faithful service, and for the reason that 
the disabilities from which he died were contracted in the service and in the 
line of his military duty, at the battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862, and 
because the widow is now in indigent circumstances. 

The medical testimony in the case shows that soldier’s death was caused by 
double catarrhal pneumonia, but it is not shown by record or other evidence 
that that identical disability existed prior to soldier's enlistment into the service. 

The facts warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. BLISS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1059) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to spano on the pension-roll the name of William W. Bliss, 
late a first lieutenant of Company G. Forty-ninth Illinois Volunteers, at the rate 
of $72 per wonth, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1059) 
granting a pension to William W. Bliss, submit the following report: 

The committee, in the consideration of this case, adopt the report of the com- 
mittee of the Senate made in this ease as their report, except as to the amount, 
which report is in the words and figures as follows: 

Tue Committee on e mee, bye) whom was referred the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Bliss, late a first lieutenant of Company G, 
Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month, in lien 
of the pension he is now reeeiving, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, have examined the same and report: 

he claimant is on the pension roll at the rate ot $24 per month, being pen- 
sioned for gunshot wound of left shoulder and right foot; he claims an increase 
of pension for the logs of the right arm, which he states was wholly attributa- 
ble to the disabled condition of the left arm, the jonable cause, and that if it 
had not been torsuch disability the accident which occasioned the loss of his right 
arm would have been avoided. This is one of the cases which is not within the 
provisions of the general pension law, and the only obtainable relief for the 
soldier is through a special act of Con; 

“ Your committee have carefully examined the evidence submitted, and from 
it deduce the following facts: In the month of November, 1879, the soldier was 
living on his farm near the town of Godfrey, Madison County, Illinois; on the 
day of the accident he was engaged in superintending the sawing of bis win- 
ters wood by means of certain machinery there employed; in conducting this 
business one of the employés became in great danger of being killed through 
an accident ocourring to the machinery, and this claimant, in the hurry of t 
3 to the assistance of the employé aud attempted to throw the 
driving-belt from the wheel on which it was running; not being able to use his 
Jeftarm at all. which ws nearest the wheel and pulley, it was drawn up between 
the belt and pulley, endangering his life. 

In order to save his life, wh was in great danger, he threw around his 
right aria, placing it against the pulley to extricate fimselr from his perilous 
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position; in doing so, in the haste and excitement of the moment his hand 
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sli ped para thia pulley and was drawn into the fly-wheel, and his arm was torn 
0 elbow. 

“The witnesses tothe occurrence all state that the accident was not occa- 
sioned by any fault or negligence on the part of the claimant, and that the act 
o. throwing off the belt was not a hazardous one under ordinary circumstances, 
and could baye been easily done without accident if it had not been tor the 
disability of the left arm and shoulder, and that, in their opinion, the loss of 
the right arm resulted from the disabled condition of the left arm and shoulder, 
wana is the disability occasioned by the wound for which he is at present pen- 
sioned. 

This opinion is corroborated by several others, among them the surgeon 
who amputated the soldier's right arm. 

“It appears clearly from the further proofs that the soldier is in such helpless 
condition as to require the regular aid and attendance of another person; that 
he can neither dress nor undress himself, and that he has to be fed, One could 
scarcely be in a more helpless and disabled condition," 

The committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out the 
words “seventy-two” in the sixth line of said bill and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “forty-five.” 


Mr. LANSING. Mr, Speaker, what is the rate per month? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There isan amendment recommended 
by the committee. The Clerk will inform the gentleman. 

The CLERK, At the rate of $72 per month. 


The committee recommend that said bill be amended by striking out the 
words “seventy-two” in line 6 and insert in lieu thereof the words “forty-five.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E, CRIMMINS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1237) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of Patrick Crimmins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to tne provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of ee A E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins, late a machinist’s helper in the United States Navy, in serv- 
ice at the naval torpedo station, Goat Island, Rhode Island. 


The report (by Mr. HILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1237) granting 
n paneton to Mary E. Crimmins, have considered the same, and report that sai 
bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 229, which, after careful consideration, 
is adopted by your committee as their report, = 

The bill is returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 229, Fifty-first Congress, first session.! 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E, Crimmins, have examined the same, and ees 

The appended report, made by your committee in the Fiftieth Congress, is 
adopted, and the bill reported with a favorable recommendation, 


REPORT, 

The claimant, Mary E. Crimmins, is the widow of Patrick Crimmius, late a 
machinist’s helper in the United States Navy, in service at the naval torpedo 
station, Goat Island, Rhode Island. No ciaim in this case was ever made tothe 
Pension Office, as it could not be considered under the general laws, The fol- 
lowing communications which are appended will show the main facts upon 
which the claim is based. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the biil, 

(For precedents see chapter 422, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, Martha 
A. Jones; chapter 418, Elizabeth Leebrick; chapter 411, Amos Chapman; chap- 
ter 368, David T, Stephenson; chapter 324, Mary Wade.) 


STATE or RHODE IsLAND, County of Newport, ss: 
OFFICE CLerk SUPREME COURT. 

James G. Topham, being sworn, says: “ My residence is No. 9 North Baptist 
street, Newport, R. I. I am now, aud was in 1874, one of the coroners in this 
city. On the 22d day of February, 1874, as such coroner, I held an inquest upon 
the body of Patrick Crimmins at the torpedo works, on Goat Island, in this 
city. After hearing the evidence, the verdict of the jury was that the body was 
that of Patrick Crimmins, and that he came to his death by suffocation, while 
in the line of duty and service of the United States, in the gus- room. I am dis- 


interested. 
“JAMES G, TOPHAM, Coroner." 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the 18th day of April, 1884, and I hereby 
certify the affiant to be credible and well known to me as the officer he repre- 
sents himself to be, and that I am every way disinterested, 
[SEAL] THOS, W. WOOD, Clerk, 


UNITED Srates Tnaix ta- Sir New HAMPSHIRE (first rate), 
Newport, R. J., April 12, 1384, 

I hereby certify that the late Patrick Crimmins was employed at the torpeda 
station, Goat Island, Newport Harbor, undermy 5 from its commence- 
ment, in the fall of 18€9, to July, 1873, when I was detached ; and I have reason 
to know that he continued to be so employed until and at the time of his death, 
in January, 1874. 

He waa a most faithful, reliable man; though not a trained machinist he was 
so handy with tools, so very trustworthy and intelligent in whatever he was 
called upon to ge that he became as usefulasa lar machinist; aud he 
finally lost his life in the execution of a duty for which he had been selected 
owing to his steadiness and intelligence. 

He left a widow and children in needy circumstances, 

E. O. MATTHEWS 
Captain, United States Narvy. 


7 Navy-Yarp, Bosrox, April 9, 1881. 
To whom il may concern: 


Patrick Crimmins, employed as machinist's helper at the naval torpedo sta» 
tion on Goat Island, arpar, R. I., in the winter of 1873-74, the date forgotten, 
the torpedo station then ng under my command, lost his life while in the 
performance of one of his regular duties. He had charge of a gasoline vault, 
which he was Leay ha to enter in order to turn on the flow of gas each even- 
ing. On the date forgotten, above referred to, not having returned to his home 
at the usual hour in the evening, his friends sent to the island to inquire for 
him, Search was made, and his dead body was found in the gasoline vault, 
Upon investigation it was learned that he had been seen but a few minutes be- 
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fore the usual time for the workmen's boat to leave the island, running toward 
the vault, and that he had not again been seen alive. 

It was concluded that, having been detained in some way beyond his usual 
time for visiting the vault, he was obli to run in order not to miss his boat; 
that having tuus exhausted his breath before entering the vault, he had taken 
deep respirations, drawing in so much of the gasoline fames as to overcome 
and finally to sufocate him. He was an excellent, quiet, sober, and industri- 
ous man, whom I had known for several years, He was put in of the 
vault through confidence in his intelligence, and it was not deemed t there 
was any danger in entering into it, nor, indeed, was there, except for the mo- 
ARNT. sareno which he donbtless was, 

ery respectfully, 
A . . EDWARD P. LU 
Captain, United States Navy. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLARA H. M'INTIRE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3448) 
granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara H. McIntire, dependent s'ep- 
mother of Oren Mcintire, late a private in Company H, Eighteenth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3448) 
granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire, submit the following report: 

The Senate Committee on Pensions make the following report: 

“The claimant isan old lady, eighty-four years of age, and fully sets forth in 
her statement, hereto attached, the ground upon which your committee base 
their favorable action, Certain letters from the soldier, Owen Molntire, were 
also placed in the possession of your committee, which show that the soldier 
did provide for his nts as alleged, Your committee report the bill favora- 
bly and recommend its passage.” 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

Respectfully represents Clara H. McIntire,of Allston, county of Suffolk and 
State of Massachushtts, that she is eighty-four years of age; that because of ber 
great age and infirmity she can not labor for her support; that she has no means 
of support except the contributions of friends not — bound to support her; 
that her husband, Silas McIntire, died in the month of april. 1888, aged eighty- 
eight years; that she was the second wife of said Silas McIntire; that she was 
married to him when his son, Oren McIntire, was but five years of ane; thatshe 
performed her duties of mother to said Oren McIntire faithfully and zealously 
to the best of her ability; that said Oren Molutire was a member of Company 
H, of the Eighteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers in the war of the 
rebellion; that he enlisted on the 10th day of August, 1861; that he was killed 
in the battle of Antietam, Maryland, in September, 1862; that by reason of age 
and infirmity of herself and said husband they were partially dependent upon 
said son for nee previous to his said enlistment and while he wasin the sery- 
ice; that he fully recognized his duty to aid in their bay both before and 
after his said enlistment, he having contributed a part of his earnings vious 
to enlistment for that purpose and having sent them several sums of money 
while in the Army; that he was never married; that she can not procure a pen- 
sion as dependent mother under present pension law, and she hereby itions 
your honorable bodies to grant her such relief as may seem right and just, and 
as in duty bound will ever pray. 

CLARA H. MCINTIRE. 


Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


CYNTHIA A, GUDGELL, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1712) 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Cynth 
Gudgell, at the rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1712) 
granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Senate committee, which is as 
follows: - 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1712) grantin 
a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell, have considered the same and submit the fo! 
lowing er. seth 

Mrs. Gudgell was a widow and the mother of four sons. One of them en- 
listed in the Army and served during the Mexican war; three others enlisted 
in the Union Army and served with credit therein, and were honorably dis- 
charged; two of her sons have died and the other two are invalid pensioners, 
broken down in health with disease contracted in the Army during the serv- 
ice, and are not able to support their mother orto give her the comforts of which 
she stands in need. Mrs. Gudgell is now 1 years of age; she has 
nothing whatever for her support saye the little which her two surviving sons 
ean give her. Your committee think that she may be well classed as a depend- 
ent parent. The bill provides fora pension of $12 a month, and the committee 
earnestly recommend that it do pass.“ 


The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES JOHNSTON. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1154) 
to increase the pension of James Johnston. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That from and after the passage of this actthe Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Jo nm, late first sergeant of Company C, Fit. 
teenth Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the present 
pension which he now receives. 1 


„au- 
A. 


The report (by Mr. NUTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1154) 
to increase the pension of James Johnston, submit the following report: 

The facts in the case appear in the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which is as follows: 

“This bill was passed by the Senate at the last session of Congress, and was 
favorably reported to the House, The former report is adopted, and is as fol- 


lows: 
“ The claimantin this case was first sergeant in Com C, Fifteenth Maine 
Volunteers. He enlisted November 18, 1861, and 3 his final discharge 
July 5, 1866. He made application for pension April 16, 1877, which was disal- 
lowed. A special act of Congress, approved March 3, 1877, provided that his 
name should be placed upon the pension-roll, if found disabled by reason of 
disease of the eye: and chills and fever.“ Following this he was pensioned at 
the low ratingof $M a month, which he is receiving at the present time. He has 
a claim for additional pension under the 223 law pending. pomen from 
malarial poisoning. The small pension he is pee is for disease of e 
resulting from 8 It is not adequate to the disability to which it is 
applied; but the claimunt filed his declaration for increase on the ground of ma- 
larial poisoning, resulting from fever and ague. On this point the committee 
find that the testimony is direct and ample. Dr. Bussey, late assistant surgeon 
of the Nineteenth Maine Volunteers, testified in support of his claim that on 
December 1, 1877, he amputated the leg of Johnston. 

The injury that rendered the amputation necessary was a slight cut near 
the knee-joint, which ought to, and on a healthy man would, have healed read- 
ily, but his system was depraved by malarial disease contracted while in the 
United States service, and I have no doubt the condition of his speen was in- 
— — by the hardship and exposure incident to his army life ina Southern 
climate, 

* He also testifies to treating Johnston tor fever and ague and disease of his 
eyes in the autumn of 1871. 

“Joseph A. Clarke, the captain of the company in which Johnston served, 
testified that he suffered greatly from fever and ague and chills at White Bridge, 
S. O., and at Georgetown, S.C., in the summer of 1865; and in Chester, S. O. 
the time the company was stationed there, so that he was unfit for duty the 
greater part of the time; and he further says, ‘I carer d certify that these dis- 
cases were contracted while in the service of the United States,’ 

Dr. G. Z. Higgins, late surgeon of the regiment in which Johnston 
testifies that during the summer of 1865, at Georgetown, S. C., he was attack 
with intermittent tever, and during the greater part of the summer was unfit 
for duty, and up tothe date of his discharge (July 5, 1866) he was unfit for ango 
thing but light duty ; and he adds: ‘I further certify, that in my opinion 
soldier is etill (October 26, 1874) suffering from diseases contracted as 
stated, and that he will never recover his health.’ 

B. B. Murray, of Pembroke, commanding officer of the Fiftieth Maine Regi- 
ment at the time it was mustered out, and who served with it from 1861 to 1866, 
testifies that he knew Johuston well during all the time he was in the service; 
that he knew he was sick at Georgetown, S. C., in 1865, andadds, ‘as I under- 
stand, from m: leauses; we lost many men in proportion to our number at 
that point; I have no doubt his sickness there much to do with his subse- 
quent condition,’ 

This is a small portion of the testimony in support of his claim, It is sumi- 
cient to connect his present helpless and suffering condition with diseases in- 
curred in the service. In the Pension Office his application is delayed for fur- 
ä In the opinion of the committee there is enough and it is con- 
clusive. 

At the present time this man isan inmate of the Soldiers’ Home at Togus, Me. 
His sight is impaired, he has but one leg, he is utterly incapacitated for any em- 
ployment whereby he can produce any revenue, and his entire income is 81a 
month, derived from his pension rating. He needs relief, and he needs it now. 

“In corroboration of this proof the examining surgeons say ‘his muscular 
system is tremulous, shaky: is badly used up.’ 

Tue bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 

Your committee likewise recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN A. BEEBE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1640) 
granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
A. Beebe, formerly Helen A. Stow, late a volunteer nurse in the Medical De- 
partment, United States Army, during the war of the rebellion, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1640) 
granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe, submit the following report: 
F Jour committee recommend the adoption of the Senate report, which isas 
follows: 
[Senate Report No. 1178, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, tô whom was referred tho bill (3.1610) grant- 
ing a pension to Helen A. Beebe, have examined the same and report: 
elen A. Beebe served a period of nearly three years as a nurse in the United 

States hospitals during the late war. She is now an old woman, broken in 
health by reason of exposure and hard work in the service. Her case is fully 
stated in the affidavit hereto annexed. 

We recommend that the bill be amended by inserting the words “twelve dol- 
lars in lieu of the words ‘twenty-five dollars,” as the amountof her pension, 
and that as amended it do pass. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, County of Macomb, ss: 


In the matter of Helen A. Beebe, formerly Helen A. Stow. for a special act of 
Congress placing her on the rolls asa United States pensioner, personally came 
before me, a notary pubiic in and for aforesaid county and State, Helen A. 
Beebe, a citizen of the town of Richmond, county of Macomb, State of Michi- 

n, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being 
nly sworn, declares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

t I am the above-named petitioner for the purpose as above set forth, I 
would state that on or about 22d day of December, A. D. 1463, I was ap- 
pointed a nurse inthe Medical 8 United States Aray and assi 
to duty at McClellan Hospital, at pton, Va., upon application of E. 

Jen, surgeon in charge; J served as nurse from the said 224 day of Deceme- 
ber, 1863, up to and inciuding the 3ist day of May, A. D. 1865, on which date I 
was discharged from the United States service at United States General Hos- 
tal, Fort Monroe, Va., by E.McClellen, assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
n charge of hospital. 
At the date of my appointment or enlistment as aforesaid I was a widow, and 
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wasa strong, healthy woman; that during my said service as nurse, and from 
the exposure incident tosaid occu on or service, my nervous system became 
and greatly enfeebled, which I have never recovered, and the 
result has been to greatly affect my general health. During a part of the term 
of suid service I was ned to the surgical ward, where the exciting scenes 
80 excited my nervous system that I do not expect to ever kg my compos- 
ure or to get control of my broken-down nervous system, being at time of 
my discharge greatly enfeebled or shattered, which condition has continued 
and increased ever since, and the effect on my general health has been to gen- 
erally break it down, so that for some time I have been unable to care for 
m and need the assistance of an attendant a considerable part of the time. 
me time after my discharge as above I remarried, and on or about the 10th 
day of February, A. D. 1856, my husband died after along and painful sickness, 
a widow with but limited means of support, and omiakin 
my enfeebled condition, which I believe to be the direct result of my disability 
contracted while engaged as nurse, as before stated, I am entirely disqualified 
from contributing in any manner myself towards my support. I herewith file 
my appointment and discharge as nurse, also proof of my identity as being the 
pe I represent myself to be, and also medical testimony of my present con- 
ion and proof of my now being a widow. Now, as the foregoing statements 
of facts show that my disability was the resultof hardships and privations and 
the shocks to my nervous system while engaged as a volunteer nurse in the 
care of the sick and wounded soldiers of the late civil war, I believe and feel 
that I am deserving of help and should be placed on the rolls of United States 
ners and receive from the Government an amount t to provide 
myself the necessities and comforts of life while I may live. 
For which your petitioner will ever pray. ; 
She further declares that she is the petitioner in said ease and concerned in 


iis proseention, 
ii HELEN A. BEEBE, 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and acquainted her with its 
contents before she executed the same. I further certify that I am nowise in- 
terested in said case, nor am I concerned in its prosecution, and that said afti- 
ant is personally known to me; that she is a creditable person and so reputed 
in the community in which she resides, 

Witness my hand and official seal this 8th day of May, 1886. 

[SEAL] SIMON H. HEATH, 

Notary Public. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3816) 


granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. 
- The bill was read, as follows: r 
Be it ena etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, widow of 
Commodore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. CRATG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom waa referred the bill (S. 3816) 
granting a pension to „Marchand, submit the following report: 
70 A ee report favorably on H. R. 10031 granting a pension to Mar- 
A a committee further adopt the Senate report, which is as follows: 
(Senate Report No. 1537, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The report in this case, made by your committee in a former Congress, is 
adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 

‘This committee beg to state that they have examined the facts in thecase re- 
cited in the affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and of the witness Alice P. Thornton, 
which are hereto appended, and made part of this report: 

“On this 15th day of May, 1884, before me, ak Teada clerk circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, eat dl appeared Margaret D. Marchand, who, 
ny duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as follows, to wit: 

In the year 1861 my husband, late Commodore John B. Marchand, then 
commander, was in command of the steamer James Adgar, off Charleston, S. C., 

in the naval service of the United States Government in the Jate civil 
war. At that date he was in robust health and perfect physical condition, He 
had always been a man of unusually robust constitution; weighing over 200 
pounds, and of perfectly lar habits, and from the day of our marriage, to 
wit, the Lith day of November, 1856, until the date of his taking command of 
the steamer James Adgar, in 1861, have never known him to have any sickness 
with the exception of some trivial derangement of perhaps a day’s duration, 
and never requiring any medical attendance. His habits throughout his en- 
tire life were segren and temperate, 

To the best of my knowledge he went be og blockade duty in the year 1861, 
in his usual health, and came to our home in Baltimore in 1964, broken down 
in health and much reduced in flesh, after protracted blockade duty, and after 
the severe en ments while in command of the United States steam-ship 
Lackawanna obile Bay. At the date of his promotion to the rank of com- 
modore, in the year 1866, for distinguished services, the usual physical exami- 
nation was waived. Soon after this date symptoms of defective circulation 
commenced, 8 in the ends of his fingers, they becoming blood - 
Jess and livid in color. 1871 he was a frequent sufferer from violent pains in 
his chest. In the winter of 1873 and 1874 Commodore Marchand was confined 
to the house, suffering extremely from the swelling of his feet. In the winter 
‘of 1874 and 1875 he — ages of the lungs; the last of these hemorrhages 
was the immediate cause of his death. Dr. Mahan, of Pennsylvania, our fam- 
. , who attended Commodore Marchand during the early periods of 

si ess, is now deceased. Drs. Dale and Zeigler, who attended him at his 
death, pronounced his complaint from which death resulted to be heart disease. 

My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. Ridoute, of An- 
napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, and swollen 
limbs were all symptoms of the heart disease which resulted in Commodore 
Marchand's death; and thatall these symptoms and the disease which resulted 
in the commodore’s death were produced by exposure consequent upon the 
continuous and excessive duties that he was called upon to perform while in 
the service of the United States Navy as above stated. 

“* MARGARET D. MARCHAND.’ 

“Sworn to and subscribed the day and year first above written, before me, 

[smat.} “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 

x * Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.“ 

“On this 15th day of May, before me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk of circuit court 
for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Alice P. Thornton, who, being 
duly sworn according to law, er eo Says: 

That she is a sister of the within-named Margaret D. Marchand, and that 


she has read and carefully examined the affidavit of her said sister hereto ap- 
pended; that she has personal knowledge of the condition of health and differ- 
ent stages of disease that finally resulted in the death of Commodore Marchand ; 
and also personal knowledgeof the statements contained in the annexed affi- 
davit, and that she verily believes the same to be true. 

“ALICE P. THORNTON, 


"Sworn and subscribed this 15th day of May, 1834, before me. ? 
[SEAT] “SPRIGG HARWOOD, 
* Clerk Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County.” 5 

The committee also desire to attach and make a part of their report the fol- 
lowing account of the service of Commodore Marchand in Mobile Bay: 

“The morning of the 5th of August, 1864, found Admiral Farragut, with his 
fleet, consisting of the Richmond, Port Royal, Lackawanna, Seminole, Monon- 
gabela, Kennebec, Ossipee, Itasca, Oneida, Galena, Brooklyn, Octorara, Meta- 
comet, and 2 the Hartford, the admiral's fiag-ship, at the mouth of Mobile 
Bay. Among the efficient officers who contributed to this important victory 
was Capt. John B. Marchand, [since promoted fo commodore], of the Lacka- 
wanna. At fifteen minutes of 6 o’clock the whole fleet was under way, and 
just one hour afterwards the first gun was fired. 

“ The ships above mentioned entered the bzy, lashed to each other in pairs side 
by side, in order to prevent any confusion in passing the formidable fortifica- 
tions of the Confederates guarding the entrance to the bay. The Brooklyn and 
Octorara were in the lead. The Lackawanna, with the Seminole, was in the 
center of the lino of battle. Fort hag first opened fire upon the fleet, and 
the rebel boats Tennessee, Morgan, Gaines, and Selma, inside of the bay, raked 
the vessels with shot and shell. 

Just around the point of land behind Fort Morgan could be seen three 
saucy-looking gunboats and the famous ram Tennessee. The latter was then 
considered the strongest and most powerful ironclad ever put afloat—looking 
like a great turtle, with sloping sides, covered with iron plates 6 inches in 
thickness, thoroughly rive together, and having a formidable iron beak pro- 
jecting into the water. Her armament consisted of six heavy guns of English 
make, sending a solid shot weighing 110 pounds irresistibly againsteverything 
but the turrets of the monitors. 

In addition to these means of resistance, the narrow channel in front of the 
fort had been lined with torpedoes. These were in the water, anchored to the 
bottom, and were chiefly in the shape of beer-kegs, filled with powder, from 
the sides of which projected numerous little tubes containing fulminate, which 
it was expected would be exploded by contact with passing vessels. 

Although shot and shell were flying around none struck the Lackawanna’s 
hull doing serious injury until she was within 400 or 500 yards of Fort Mo: F 
when a heavy 5 shot from the fort passed through the ship's side, Al: 
ing and wounding sixteen men at the 150-pound rifle, when it carried away two 
stanchions of the taffrail, passed 3 the foremast, and carried away the 
head of the sheet-cable bits; then, passing through the other side of the ship, 
fell into the water. Blood and mangied human remains fora time impeded 
the working of the 150-pounder, The firing of shells from the Union fleet was 
so continuous that the Confederates were driven away from their guns, 

At 8.30 o'clock in the morning the Union fleet had passed beyond the range 
of the guns at Fort Morgan when the ram Tennessee was seen approaching. 
The admiral made the Monogahela, commanded by Captain Strong, 
as being nearest, torun her down. The vessel was armed witha heavy artificial 
iron prow, and was, among the wooden vessels, the best adapted tothe purpose 
of executing the admiral’s order. At the same time the signal was sent up to 
the Lackawanna to also attack the Tennessee. The Monongahela first struck 
the rebel craft angularly, glancing off and doing her no peropane injury. 

“The Lackawanna was more fortunate,and struck ber at right an to her 
keel. The concussion was tremendous, both vessels rebounding, but soon after 
drifted each other, broadside to broadside, head and stern. At this 
juncture Captain Marchand ordered the guns to be fired into the enemy, the 
vessels then being so close as to almost enable the men to touch each other. 
The effect of this broadside was to force the enemy to abandon their guns, 
thereby so disabling them as to prevent their using the guns on that side durin, 
the remainder of the engagement. The men on either ship fought hand to hand. 
A determined attempt was here made by the crew of Captain Marchand, under 
his orders, to board the enemy’s ship, but was found to be impossible on account 
of the heavy coatings of tallow with which the enemy's iron decks were cov- 


ered. 
“ Many of his men slipped off and fell into the water. In the attempt to run 
down the Tennessee the stem of the Lackawanna was cut and cxtahed Six back 
of the planks' ends, doing her great injury, and leaving her in places but a few 
inches above the water. From the disabled condition of the Lackawanna in 
coping with this much superior antagonist, the two vessels e separated, 
the ram going ahead, and the Lackawanna having nothing to hold on by, her 
captain ordered the helm hard over to bring the ship around, in order to make 
another attempt at running down the ram, but the great length of his vessel 
and the shoalness of the water, which was not more than a foot under the keel, 

revented his turning rapidly, and in going round he collided with the Hart- 

ford, the admiral’s flag-ship, although every effort was made on his part to pre- 
vent the collision by backing the engine. 

Olf this it has been aptly said by a personal friend of Admiral Farragut, the 
historian of this engagement, and who exp the sentiment of the admiral 
long after the occurrence, that ‘the fault was as much with the Hartford as with 
the eee eee each being too eager to reach the enemy.“ (J. C. Kinney, in 
Scribner's Monthly Magazine, June, 1881.) 

“After the Lackawanna had cleared the Hartford she again started to run 
down the Tennessee, but before reaching her the rebel flag had been hauled 
down,a white one hoisted, and the ram had surrendered to the Union fleet, 
Behera by that time encompassed her on all sides, rendering her escape impos- 

e." 
The committee beg leave, therefore, to report the bill favorably. 


Navy Drranruzxr, Washington, August 10, 1883. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 2lst ultimo, you are informed that John P. 
Marchand was appointed a beg eet in the Navy May 1, 1824; October 27, 
1828, ordered to the navy-yard, Philadelphia; August 22, 1829, detached and or- 
dered to the Peacock; November 26, 1830, detached and ordered to the Shark; 
August 8, 1831, detached and ordered to the Porpoise; August 28, 1832, detached 
and placed on waiting orders; October 4, 1832, ordered to the Experiment; De- 
cember 18, 1832, detached and placed on waiting orders; April 29, 1833, ordered 

to the navy-yard, Norfolk; November 11. 1533, detached and placed on waitin; 

orders; June 14, 1834, promoted to passed midshipman; August 6, 1834, orde: 

to the Potomac; December 16, 1834, detached and ordered to the Shark; May 7, 

1835, detached to the John Adams; May 26, 1837, detached and placed on waitin: 

orders; June 12, 1837, ordered to the Porpoise; May 22, 1838, detached and pla 

on waiting orders; October 25, 1838, ordered to the Woodbury; January 4, 1839, 
detached and wait orders; April 18, 1839, ordered to the Levant; September 6, 
1839, detached and ordered to the Ontario; January 29, 1840, promoted to lieuten- 
ant; April 26, 1840, detached and ordered to the Warren; July 10, 1840, detached 
and ordered to the Erie; October 1, 1340, detached and wait orders; A 11. 
„ordered to the Van Buren; February 11, 1543, detached and ordered to the 
Brandywine; September 19,1845,detached and granted leave; November 13, 1845, 
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ordered tothe eh bert Philadelphia; November 13, 1846,detached and ordered 
to the Ohio; June 17, detached froni the Sk Mary’send granted leave of fb- 
sence; August 17, 1850, ordered to the naval rendezvousat Philadelphia; March 
15, detached and ordered to the Cumberland; July 2, 1855, detached and 


tached and prdered to command the Memphis; May 23,1859,delached an: granted 
leave; January 10, 1861, ordered as light-house inspector of the eleventh district $ 
August 31,1861, detached and ordered to command the James Adgar; July 16.1862, 
promoted to captain; August 14, 1862, detached and wait orders; October 24. 5 
ordered to command the Lackawanna; November 26, 1864, detached and wait 
orders; December 30, 1864, ordered to special duty with Rear-Admiral Gregory ; 
July 11, 1865, detached and ordered to the 5 Philadelphia; July 25, 
1866, promoted to commodore; August 31, 1866, detached and wai orders; No- 
vember 27, 1866, ordered as member of the board of examiners; x 
detached and ordered to ordnance duty at the navy-yard, Philadel : Au- 
1, 1868, detached and ordered to command the nayy-yard, Phi Iphia ; 
ugust 27, 1870, placed on the retired-list; September 13, 1570, detached and wait 


orders. 
He died at Carlisle, Pa., on the 13th of April, 1875. 
(Claim No. 3555. Navy widow.—L, C. W.) 
By crepe of ce ROOTSI 
very respectfully, 
ig $ JNO. W. HOGG, Chief Clerk. 
Hon. WX. W. DUDLEY, 
Comi 


missioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C. 


It appears that Commodore Marchand entered the Navy in 1828 and was 
Rha upon the retired-list in 1870, thusserving his country forty-two years. 

His widow, the claimant, makes affidavit, as set forth in the foregoing re- 
port, as also does Alice P. Thornton, which satisfies the committee (in connec- 
tion with such service of forty-two years) that the disease was incurred, pr the 
causes which led to it, guung the long period of service of this officer. 

It has been the custom of Congress for some time to grant $50 per month to 
the widows of brigadier generais in the Army and of commodoresin the Navy, 
and also to the widows of officers of higher rank. This is, therefore, not an ex- 
ceptional case, 

Those nsions to widows of naval officers are paid from what is known as 
the naval fund, which accrues from contributions of the officers and men of the 
Navy; and naval officers have mweye looked forward to having their families 
receive a portion of this fund to which they have contributed, and which they 
look upon as sacred to that purpose. ; 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; andit was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


MORRIS LEAVY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3948) 
granting a pension to Morris Leavy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Morris Leavy, late sergeant in 
Company D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry, at the rate of $100 per month, in 
lien of the pension he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3945) 
granting a pension to Morris Leavy, submit the following: 

That after a careful examination of the Senate report made herein, which is 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report, your committee believe the 
case to be a meritorious one, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 1502, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Morris Leavy, have examined the same and report: 

Morris Leavy served as a private from February II, 1862, to May 25, 1853, in 
Company I, First New York Volunteers, and from July 25, 1863, to September 
12, 1865, as sergeant in Com y D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. At Sabine 
Cross-Roads, in April, 1864, he was shot in the right leg, and stabbed near the 
spine and right side. For these disabilities he was pensioned at $8 per month 
from September, 1865, to June, 1866; at $20 from then till June, 1872; at $24 from 
then till October, 1879, and at $72 from that date. The man is pensioned at the 
highest rate possible under the general Jaw. 

After a careful examination of the 8 in this case your committee are of 
the opinion that the claim is of special merit, and believe an increase to $100 
per month, the usual amount in these extreme cases, is fully justified by the 
evidence filed and ed hereto. The bill is reported favorably with an 
amendment, and as amended its passage recommeded. 


General afidavit. 
District or COLUMBIA, ss; 

In the matter of pension claim of Morris Lewis, alias Leavy, Company D, 
Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for aforesaid District of 
Columbia, Morris Leavy, citizen of the town of Washington, D. C., well known 
to me to be table and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to aforesaid case as follows: 

While in a hand-to-hand fight with the enemy's cavalry at Sabine Cross- 

Louisiana, in April, 1864, I was stabbed in the back near the spine and 
nea: my right side, and received a gunshot wound in my right leg. About that 
time the enemy charged upon us, I was taken prisoner, and . in prison fif- 
teen months, much of the time in the st es exposed to the hot sun and 
storms, where I suffered fearfully from exposure and neglect. Asa result of 
the wounds and exposure I have not walked in almost twenty-five years, and 
I became paral from my breast to my feet. The only way I can be moved 
is by being strapped into my wheeling-chair. Iam in misery at all times. It 
is so great that daily I have to inject at least 15 grains of morphine to ease the 
pains, iat condition requires a nurse day and night, which costs me $50 pr 
month, with board for nurse, and to apply the necessary treatment with eleo- 
tricity and baths. I have to be lifted on and off my bed. 

I can not lie down, and have to sit up day and night. I keepanattendant by 
the day, which costs with board about per month. I have one or two family 
physicians who prescribea deal of medicine, which is very expensive. My 
Wile took care of me until her health broke down, worn out. She is to-day a 
total wreck owing to her care and attention devoted tome. I have spent all my 
means, all that I could control, for medical aid in America and Europe, without 
relief, I have been gra y growing worse. Iam advised thatI can not live 
many yearsin this condition. I make an appeal to nae to be pensioned 
at $200 per month, to = for my n ties while I live. I am now pen- 


sioned at $72 per mon 
MORRIS LEWIS LAS LEAVY. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named afflant; and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said aant, and uainted him with its 
contents before he executed the same. I further t I am in nowise in 
C11... E Ar aan E E a ee 

personally known to me; t he is acredi e person and soreput 
community in which he resides. 

matte hand and official seal this 13th day of June, 1990. 

SEAL. > 


COHEN, 
Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


Physician's afidavit. 
Disrricr or COLUMBIA, ss: 

In the pension claim No. — of Morris Lewis alias Leavy, late of Company 
D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the aforesaid District 
of Columbia, J. W. Bayne, M. D., a citizen of Washington, D. O., well known to 
me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares 
in relation to the aforesaid case as follows: 

That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
soldier for about five years,and that during that period I have frequently been 
called upon to render professional services to Capt. Morris Leavy. He issuf- 
fering from complete paraplegia, which extends from the middle of the trunk 
to the toes. The muscles of the bladder are paralyzed so that he has constantly 
to be relieved by catheterization. His bowels are in the same condition, only 
acting mechanically. These injuries are the result of wounds of the back re- 
ceived during his military servicein the United StatesArmy. His sufferings at 
times are terrible, and can only be relieved by the most powerful narcotics. 
His treatment is only palliative, with no hope of cure. 

The principal treatment which is adopted for him, namely, massage, electric- 
ity, n and emptying'the bowels, requires the constant attention of 
a trained and skilled nurse, which he has had ever since I have known him, 
It is also necessary in his treatment that he should have as much fresh air as 
possible, To procure this he is constantly attended by his son. All this in- 
volves a large amount of ex „which is indispensable, and without which 
he could not live. The d ility is total. 

He farther declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty- 
two years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecu- 


tion of this claim, 
JOHN W. BAYNE, 
Late Acting Assistant Surgeon L. S. Army. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of June, A. D. 1890, and I 
hereby certify that the affiant is a pressing physician in good, professional 
standing; that the contents of the above declaration, ete., were fully made 
known to him before swearing; and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, 
in the prosecution of this claim. 

(SEAL ] JAS. A. TAIT, Notary Public. 

Physician's afidavit, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 

In the pension claim, certificate No. —, of Morris Lewis, alias Leavy, late 
of Company D, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

Personally came before me, a notary public in and for the aforesaid District 
of Columbia, Adajah Behrend, a citizen of be iy ey D. C., well known to 
me to be reputable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares 
in relation to the aforesaid case as follows: 

That he is a practicing physician, and that he has been acquainted with said 
soldier for about — years, and that he has had professional knowledge of his 
condition beginning Have been personally acquainted with Morris Lea- 
vy for about two years. He suffers from complete pune in my opinion 
incurable. His condition is heart-rending. I have attended him off and on for 
the last two years for this condition. I did not know him prior to my atten- 
tion. He needs constant attention of a nurse; that is, night and day. The 
paralysis includes his bowels, and everything below his stomach is zed. 

He further declares that he has been a practitioner of medicine for twenty-six 
years, and that he has no interest, either direct or indirect, in the prosecution 


of this claim. 
ADAJAH BEHREND, M.D. 
Late Hospital Steward, L. N. A. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3d day of June, A. D. 1890, and I 
hereby certify that the affiant is a practicing physician in good professional 
standing; that the contents of the above declaration, ete., were fally made 
known to him before swearing; and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, 
in the prosecution of this claim. 

[SEAL.] MYER COHEN, Notary Public. 


Juxx 19, 1890. 

Dear Sre: Iam at present in debt to Dr. J. W. Bayne the sum of $150 for the 
last few months, and Dr. Behrend I owe also some money. I can not tell how 
much; I paid him a bill six months ago. My medicine bill is very heavy. It 
cost me ut from $18 to $20 per month, not including instruments which I use ; 
for instance, I use the silk catheter to draw my urine. They cost me 75 cents 
each, I need two a week. Have been using them for the past fifteen years, 
Then comes the syringes for the bladder and bowels, which cost me $15 to $20 
peryear. A large 3 battery cost me $50. I use a great deal of rubber 
goods in my condition, which are very expensive. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


MORRIS LEAVY, 
810 Fifth Street Northwest. 
J. F. Vixar, Esq, Washington, D. C. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JESSIE BENTON FREMONT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4233) 
granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont. : 

The bill was read, as follows: $ 

Be ít ppa ete. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of 
the late John C. Frémont, a major-general of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 


The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4233) 
panung a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont, submit the following report, be- 
ng Senate report on same bill, which is adopted by your committee, namely: 
* The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill grant- 
ing a pension to Jessie Frémont, haye examined the same, and report that the 
passage of the bill is recommended,” 
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SEPTEMBER 19, 


Mr. MORRILL: Mr. Speaker, I find on this page bills granting pen- 

sion to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. McClellan, and Mrs. Crook. I ask unani- 
mous consent that they be passed over and be made the special order tor 
next Wednesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal; that 
the previous question be considered as ordered, with the privilege of 
one hour's debate on the three bills. 
Mr. KILGORE. I donot think I would be inclined to agree to that 
proposition; for we find that makingan order of tliat kind simply com- 
pels the House to take up in the midst of the hurry and excitement of 
other business these three important bills and pass them without con- 
sideration at all. It would be much better to have them considered in 
the House at an evening session, because they would receive more at- 
tention than they would under the plan indicated by the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the request. The 
gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous consent that the three bills 
designated by him be laid aside this evening with the understanding 
that they be brought up immediately after the reading of the Journal 
on Wednesday next, with one hour's time given for the consideration 
of these bills, alter which a vote is to be taken. d 

Mr, KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask, then, that this bill be passed over informally; 
and make the same request in regard to the other bills granting pen- 
sions to Mrs. McClellan and Mrs, Crook, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why not take them up now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman trom Kansas asks that 
this bill and the bill granting a pension to Mrs. McClellan and Mrs, 
Crook. be laid aside informally, so that they do not lose their places on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Why not take them up to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas objects to 
their consideration except in a full House, as the Chair understands, 
and there is not a quorum present, 

Mr. KILGORE, I do not think I can agree to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. We are all in his power. 

There was no objection, and the bills were laid aside informally. 


AMANDA M. SMYTH. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3183) 
granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth. 

The bill was read, as tollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

rized and di to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda M. Smyth, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen, Thomas A. Smyth, of the United states Army, pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the rate of $30 per month which she 
is now receiving, 7 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3183) 
granting an increase of pension to Amanda M, Smyth, recommend the adoption 
of the Senate report, which is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 1403, Fifty-first Congress, first session. | 

This claimant is the widow of Byt. Maj. Gen, Thomas A. Smyth, of the volun- 

teer service, 


Del., but becoming impatient at the delay met at Sr e regiment in that 


This regiment ne its perind of service in doing guard and picket duty in 
Maryland and Virginia. On October 17, 1561, Captain Smyth re-entered the 
service as major of the Fir-t Regiment Delaware Volunteers. During the next 
six months he devoted his time and strength to drilling the regiment, a work 


for which he had a great love and capacity. In May, 1862, Major-General Wool 
appointed jor Smyth provost marshal of Portsmouth, Va. 
In the bl charge of French's division on the southern road at Antietam 


paler Smyth first showed his courage and ability as an officer. Atter his line 
had been driven back he rallied a few brave boys about him and returning to 
the line of attack recovered the regimental colors, which had been left on the 
field. all the color guard having been either killed or wounded. In the charge 
on Marye’s Heights, Fredericksburgh, Major Smyth confirmed the good opinion 
for courage and skill which he bad earned ut Antietam. Here he received 

: e for ‘coolness and ability“ while deploying his regiment as 

rmishers. 

He was promoted to lieutenant-colonel of the regiment on December 31, 1862, 
and to the rank of colonel on February 7, 1863, 

The First Delaware won lasting distinction on Sunday, May 2, at Chancel- 
lorsville, where, after being outflanked, Colonel Smyth saved the Union right 
by a quick and unexpected change of front. Soon after this en ment, in 
which Colonel Smyth had displayed soldierly qualities of the highest order, 
he was put in command of the Second Brigade, Third Division, Second Corps. 
He took this command through Gettysburgh and Bristow's Station, at both of 
which en; ments he won fresh distinction and the highest praise of his su- 

riors. è was wounded in the face just preceding Pickett's famous charge 

n the former battle, but he resumed his duties after his wound was dressed at 
the fied hospital, and shared in the glory of the enemy’s defeat. For his con- 
duct in this engagement he was recommended for promotion by Generals Fan- 
cock and Hays. At Bristow's Station it was a part of Smyth's brigade that 

ured the rebel battery that opened the fight. 

April, 1864, Colonel Smyth was assigned to the command of the Irish 

Bri; ” of the Army of the Potomac, which position be held with marked 
ability fora month, Having resumed command of the Third Brigade he suc- 
cessively received special mention fron. his superiors at Spottsylvania, North 
Anna River, where be commanded fourteen regiments, eee k, 
Cold Harbor, and finally at Petersburgh on June 17 and 22, Early in July 
Colonel Smyth was placed in command of the division (Second) and as acting 
major-genera! he took a meritorious part in the actions at Strawberry Plains 


and Deep Bottom, At Reum's Station he again commanded his brigade, but in 
88 he resumed command of the division duriug the absence of General 
ns. 


He was promoted to the grade of brigadier-general on October 1, 1864, and, 
5 the brigade and the division, he participated in the 
battles of Hatcher's Run, capture of Petersburgh, pursuit of Lee, and finally at 
Farmville, where he fell at the head of the column, mortally wounded. He 
was shot through the face and neck by a shai ooter on April 7, 1865, and he 
died two days later, the last general officer of the Union Army to lose his life 
ju the great struggle, which virtually ended on the very day that General 
Smyth breathed his last. 

On March 3), 1867, a commission as brevet major-general of volunteers, to 
date from April 7, 1865, was issued in his name for gallant and meritorious serv- 
ices before the enemy at Farmville, Va. 

Mrs. Smyth, the widow, is now in necessitous clroumstan 
wholly upon her present pension of Topar month. She resides at Wilmington, 
Del., with her daughter, an only child, who is carning a eave Dee enon on 
enough to support herself—for services in a store. General Smyth entered the 
Army at twenty-nine years of „ and before he had accumulated any means. 
He came to Wilmington from his native country, Ireland, only three years be- 
fore the outbreak of the rebeHion, and followed the trade of wood-carving. 
Heuce he had no opportunity of providing for his widow, not even for the ex- 
actions of the barest necessities, before hisuntimelydeath. Mrs, Smyth is now 
fifty-two years of age, and her ability to maintain herself will grow less instead 
of more as the years pa away. 

The loyal citizens of Delaware, asa mark of their sense of the great and patri- 
otie services of General Smyth, soon after his death raised a sum of about $3,000 
for the benefit of Smyth's widow, the petitioner, but this sum was lost through 
embezzlement of the trustee, 

In view, therefore, of the illustrious services of General Smyth and of his 
heroiv death and of his widow’s reduced and helpless condition, your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amendment: In line 
8 strike out the words one hundred” and insert the word " fifty.” 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
GURDEN L. WIGHT. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4243) 
granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, und he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $45 per month. 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gur 
den L. Wright, late private Company K. Twenty-fourth Michigan Infantry 
Volunteers, this act to take effect from its passage, and the pension hereby 
granted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4243) 
granting an increase of pension to Gurden L, Wright, submit the following res 


depending 


rt: 
r Fouro mitteerecommend the adoption of the Senate roport, with an amend- 
ment. The Senate report is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (S. 4243) 33 
an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright, have examined the same and report: 

“This is a bill to increase the pension of Gurden L, Wight from $36 to per 


month, 
ny K, Twenty-fourth Michigan In- 


“The claimant was a member of Com 
ſuntry. He was ipin wounded in the Jeft leg at Gettysburgh in July, 1863, and 
n 


was again wounded in the same leg at Petersburgh, Va., in June, 1864, and on 

account of this wound his leg wasamputated on the field. Inflammation ensued, 

the stump never properly healed, and he claims an increase of pension corre- 

sponding with the ra'e allowed for amputation at the hip-joint. This was de- 

1 855 by the Pension Office on the ground that he is able to wear an artificial 
mb. 

“The claimant admits that he sometimes wears it, but never without at 
suffering and inconvenience; and this is 8 from the fact, as stated in the 
affidavit of Dr, Shank, of Lansing, Mich., that there is a tender scar on the end 
of the Pet which blisters and becomes greutly inflamed; and the doctor 
adds: In view of the bad condition of the stump, I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that the disability is equal to amputation at the hip-joint.’ 

* There is other testimony corroborating this statement to the entire satisfac- 
tion of the committee." 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass, amended 
so that the name shall appear as Gurden L. Wight. $ 


The committee recommend tò amend by striking out the word 
Wright“ and inserting the word Wight,“ both in the body and 
title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the report read iu that case. 

Mr. BREWER. I desire to state that the bill as it passed the Sen- 
ate fixed the rate at 850 a month, and the committee recommend at $45. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
Senate the bill at the rate of $45 per month. 

Mr. BREWER. Then it is a misprint in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill and title will be amended as recom- 
mended. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that under the law as it is the bene- 
ficiary of this bill would be entitled to $36 per month. 

Mr. MORRILL. He would be entitled to $36. It was an amputa- 
tion of the leg, and if it had been amputated a little higher up he 
would have been entitled to $45. He has a running sore all the time 
and is entitled to $45. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT SHELL. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3191) for the relief of Albert Shell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
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and directed to remove the saree of desertion + eae So 


the records 
Albert Shell, as a late private in Company I. in the Twe Regiment of Michi- 
Infantry, and substitute therefor “Absent without leave from March 14, 
1553 to August 12, 1862, when he enlisted under the name of Alfred Ryther, in 
Company F. in the Fifth Regiment of Michigan Cavalry, and served faithfully 
till mustered out and honorably discharged on June 22, 1865;"" and the Secre- 
tary of War is further authorized, upon the surrender of the disc issued 
to said Albert Shell under the name of Alfred Ryther, or the proof of its loss or 
destruction, to cause to be issued to said Albert Shell, as a member of said Com- 
y F. in said Fifth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, an honorable discharge in 
is proper name. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3191) for 
the relief of Albert Shell, having considered the same, respectfully re seu 
4 That they believe the soldier entitled to relief asked and recommend the bill 

o pass, 


WAE DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 18, 1890. 

Sm: In compliance with your request of the 15th instant, received this day, 
fora full military history, ete., of Albert Shell, erroneously desi as Al- 
fred Sheil in the inclosed Senate bill, No, 1528, which, together with the appli- 
cant’s petition, is herewith returned, I am directed by the of War to 
inform you that the official records show that Albert Shell was enrolled Decem- 
ber 2,1861,and mustered in December 19, 1861, for three years as a private in 
Company I, Twelfth Michigan Volunteers, and that he was present with his 
company until March 14, 1862, when he deserted at Niles, Mich, è 

He re-enlisted under the name of Alfred Rytheron August 12, 1862, for three 
years, as a private in Company F, Fifth Michigan Cavalry, with which organi- 
zation he was mustered out and 1 on June 22, 1865. 

Under date of September 14, 1889, Mr. Shell made ere to this Depart- 
ment for removal of the charge of desertion, which fully agrees with the in- 
closed petition in the matter of the reasons given by him for leaving the Twelfth 
se Volunteers, and which contains nothing that does not appear in the 

tter, 


The application was denied by the Department on September 28, 1889, on the 
ground that, inasmuch as the absence between his desertion and re-enlistment 
ex four months. the case is not covered by the act of Congress (section 3) 
approved March 2, 1889, the law governing the subject. 

No other papers besides the application referted to have been filed in this De- 
3 felt 

ery respectfully, 
2) 1 F. C. AINSWORTH, 
y Cuplain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army, 

Hon. F. M. COCKRELL 


United Slates Senate. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


2 ELIZA WALLACE, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4254) 
granting a pension to Eliza Wallace. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it en éic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Wallace, widow of 
a Wallace, late private Company H, Sixteenth Indiana Volunteer In- 

‘antry. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3988) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Sellers, late private Com- 
pany I, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of total disability, 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3985) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report made by the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which is attached hereto as part hereof and is as follows, to wit: 

[Senate report, No. 1321, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3988) granting 
a pension to Joseph B. Sellers, late private Company I, Twenty-seventh Indiana 
Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

That this case was before the committee at the last session of Congress. A 
favorable report was made therein May 8, 1888. The report then made is hereto 
attached, approved, and made a part hereof. There is no change in the condi- 
tion of the soldier since said report was made, The committee adhere to their 
former action, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

[Senate Report No. 1259, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Joseph B. 
Sellers, praying for an increase of pension, have examined thesame and report: 

The petitioner was a private in Company I in the Twenty-seventh Regiment 
of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the rebellion of 1861. He is already 
a pensioner at the rate of $36 per month, and his claim for increase has been re- 

by the Pension Bureau solely on the ground that he is now receiving the 
5 est amount allowed by the general law for the disability under which he 
rs. 

It appears, 


from the evidence on file in the Pension Office and from the addi- 
tional evidence on file before this committee, that the soldier was twice wounded 
by gunshot, once through the right leg, at Cedar Mountain, Virginia, August 
9, 1862, from which having recovered and returned to duty, he was again struck, 
at the battle of Dallas, or New Hope Church, Georgia, about 5 inches below the 
knee, in the left leg, on the 25th of May, 1864. He lay out all night of the 25th; 
next day was carried ty the hospital tent, where his leg was amputated by the 

mental surgeon, He lay there three or four days, and was finally taken in 
a pital car to Chattanooga, where, eight days after the amputation, the limb 
was for the first time dressed. 

It is shown also in the same manner that the claimant's leg was amputated 
inches below the knee-joint; that the flaps were not sufficient to cover the 
end of the bone; the cicatrix adheres to the bone; the soldier is in almost con- 
stant pain, suffering from palpitation of the heart induced by the extreme sensi- 


tiveness of the stump; ead this raai rga 8 that the ee 
very nervous, an ess; that bis suftering is constant, an 
is totally in: for an of manual labor. 


Under these cireumstances the committee are ot the opinion that the pension 
of petitioner should be increased to $50 per month, and do herewith report a bill ` 
for that purpose and recommend its passage, 

Your committee, however, recommend that the Senate hill 3985 be amended 
by striking out the words total disability,” in the last line of the bill, and by 
inserting in lieu thereof the words forty-five dollars per month, from the date 
of the approval of this act, and in lieu of the pension he.is now receiving,” 
and recommend the passage of the bill as thus amended. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was linet to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALMON R. TOBEY. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2750) 
to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. Tobey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from the records of the War Department the charge of 
desertion standing against Almon R. Tobey, late a private in Company I Fir- 
oes ene ens apg ted 8 and Biya ee ome therefor * = 
Arponen ebruary 1, m military service process on account ` 
of being under the age of eighteen years.” 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2750) to 
remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. Tobey, having considered 
same, respectfully report: 

That they have considered the evidence in this case and believe that the 
charge of desertion should be removed from the record of this young soldier. 


Wan DerarRtMENT, ADJUTANI-GENERAL’S OFFI 
Washington, February 23, 1888, 

Sin: I have the honor to return House bill 2537, Fiftieth Congress, first ses- 
sion, authorizing the removal of the ch: of desertion 8 the issue 
of an honorable discharge to, Almon R. y, Company I, Fi nth Maine 
Infantry Volunteers, left at the De ent by Hon. James Laird, of the House 
pag area on Military Affairs, and in compliance with instructions to report 
as follows: 

The official record shows that Almon Tobey, age eighteen y. was enrolled 
and mustered into the United States service on January 25, 1 at Augusta, 
Me., to serve three years as a private in Company I, Fifteenth Maine Infantry 
Volunteers, and that he deserted on 8 $62, at Augusta, Me. 

The record further shows that Almon R. Tobey was again enrolled on August 
16, 1862, for three years, as n private in Company F, Ninth Maine Volunteers, 
and that he served with that organization until his muster-out on June 30, 1865. 

In his statement to this office of January 14, 1886, the applicant sets fi that 
in January, 1862, he enlisted in Company I, Fifteenth e Volunteers, as a 
drummer, without the consent of his parents, he being then but fifteen years 
old, though giving his age as eighteen years; that his father came to Augusta, 
Me.; that be demanded his release from the aonr and that, bei: „ he 
took the necessary steps before the 8 authorities and obtained his release 
from the regiment by l process, That in August, 1862, he got the consent of 
his parenie and enlisted in the Ninth Maine Volunteers, 

This statement was substantially reiterated by the applicant on March 2, 
1886, under oath, and corroborated by the sworn testimony of Benjamin Tobey, 
the father of the applicant, and by one John W. Trask. certificate from the 
clerk of Kennebec County, Maine, dated May 9, 1887. was also presented, set- 
ting forth that no entry can be found on the records of the county court for 1862 
of any proceedings in Tobey’s case on a writ of habeas corpus, and that under 
the law as it existed at that time no record was required to be kept of writs of 
habeas corpus or proceedings under them, and that as a matter of practice no 
record was made and preserved in such cases. 

The application was denied by this office on the ground of insufficiency of the 
evidence to establish (in the face of the official record which reports the i- 
cant to have deserted on February 1, 1862) that he was about that time dis- 
charged on account of minority from the United States military service on a 
writ of habeas corpus, and that, as the absence between desertion and re-enlist- 
ment exceeded three months, the case is not covered by the act of Congress ap- 
proved May 17, 1886. 

Jam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. C. DRUM, Adjulant-General, 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


From this record it clearly appears that Tobey was a minor and was mustered 
into the service January 25, at Augusta, Me., for three years, and on February 
1, six days thereafter, he is charged with desertion, at the same place. 

The records further show that e ee again enroiled August 16, 1862, as 
a private in Company F, Ninth Maine Volunteers, and served with that organ- 
ization until mustered out on June 30, 1865, nearly three years. It further ap- 

from the proof presented to the War Department that young Tobey was 
taken from the company in which he had first enlisted about February I, 1862, 
by his father, under process of law. 

It further appears that the court having jurisdiction to issue writs of habeas 
corpus at that place kept no record of its p: ings, and it is presumed, for 
this reason, no record evidence can be presented to and filed in the War Depart- 
ment to show that, instead of actually 55 as charged, this y soldier 
was released from further military duty by civil, legal process. It is understood 
that generally, if not universally, the civil courts of the States took jurisdiction 
to issue writs of habeas corpus to bring before them and to discharge those who 
were enlisted in the Army under are without their parents“ consent, ete., and 
no question was raised as to the validity of these proceedings. 

hile these State courts might not have had the authority to disc! a sol- 
dier enlisted in the service of the United States, yet they assumed such jurisdic- 
tion and authority and exercised it, and doubtless the parents of the soldier as 
well as the soldier considered the 1 valid and legal. As the mili- 
tary authorities yielded obedience thereto, it is not right or proper that the sol- 
dier in his case, a minor, should have his record stained with a charge of de- 
sertion which never occurred. : 

It is clear that in justice and equity the record of this soldier as a private in 
Company F in the eenth Maine Infantry Volunteers should be so corrected 
as to remove the charge of desertion and show the actual occurrence as it was; 
and „discharge from further service under the civil process on accoun! 
of being under the age of eighteen . 

Your committee recommend the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. * 
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DAVID A. PARKHURST. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1456) 
correcting the military history of David A. Parkhurst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized 
and Srecan to correct the military record ag spe 3 3 
First Michigan Sharpshooters, so as to relieve him o! e 
Hrn slag of date September 30, 1864: Provided, That such correction shall give 
him 75 claim for pay or allowance for the time he was absent from his com- 
man 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Aftnirs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1456) 
correcting oe vont record of David A. Parkhurst, having considered the 
same, respectfully report: wn 

David A. Parkhurst, when a boy of fifteen years enlisted in the United States 
Army, and because of wounds received in battle at Spottsylvania was sent to 
a hospital and afterwards furloughed from the same. He failed to return to 
the hospital and was marked on the rolls of his command as a deserter.“ Aft- 
er at the age of seventeen years, he entered the naval service of the 
United States, under an assumed name, and served on the United States steam- 

ships 8 and Ozark, receiving an honorable discharge from the latter 

vessel June 14, 1865, 

An application to the War tg Pgh for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion was denied September 19, 1887, on the ground that the case is not covered 

- by the act of Con; approved May 17, 188, which was held by the Depart- 
ment not to include “deserters” who enlisted in the Navy. 

While approving the decision of the War Department in such cases, your 
committee believe, use of the extreme youth of this boy at the time of 
enlistment, the fact of his being wounded once or twice- in infantry service, 
and the fact that he did not desert while actually in the line of his duty, but 
from the hospital where he had been sent because of wounds received in bat- 
tle, and for the further fact that he faithfully and creditably served out his entire 
time of enlistment in the Navy, coming out with an honorable discharge, he 
should be entitled to more than the ordinary consideration in such and 
with due regard for the precedents in such cases, make this exceptional, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, August 20, 1888. 

Sır: I have the honor to return the communication of the chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs of August 3, 1838, referring a petition from 
D. A. Parkhurst, of Company A, First Michigan Sharpshooters, for removal of 
charge of desertion, and to report as follows: 

As shown by the official record, David Parkhurst was enrolled 2 eighteen) 
December 16, and mustered in March 20, 1863, ss a private of Company A, 
First Michigan Sharpshooters, and properly accounted for until June 20, 1564, 
when he reccived a slight gunshot wound of the thumb at Petersburgh, Va. 
He was under treatment in hospital until August 5, 1864, when furloughed from 
hospital = failing to return 1 — furlough, he was reported a deserter on 

tember 1864, 

n his cation to this office for removal of sr of desertion he made 
substan’ y the same statement as that contained in the inclosed petition, 
Copra e whilea deserter from Company A, First Michigan Sharpshooters, 
he en in the Navy and served on the monitor Ozark under the name of 
Charles Perkins.” 


The application was denied on September 19, 1857, on the ground that the case 
is not covered by the act of Congress approved May 17, 1886, which is held by 
the a not to — 2 deserters 2 et = the Navy. 

Tam, sir, very respectfi ‘our o ent servant, 
may J. ©. KELTON, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
read the third time, and passed. 


ASHER W. FOSTER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1696) 
for the relief of Asher W. Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the records ot the War Department the charge of 
desertion now standing thereon against the name of Asher W. Foster, late 
quartermaster-sergeant of Company G of the Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: ; 


The Committee on Millitary Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (S. 1696) fo 
the relief of Asher W. Foster, having considered the Raae ee report: 
That they have carefully examined the evidence in this case and 
Asber W. Foster did not intentionally desert the service of the United States, 
and, Py did so desert, his long and excellent service entitles him to the relief 


for. 
The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADIUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
‘ashington, April 3, 1888. 

Sm: Ihave the honor to return herewith House bill 5180, Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, first session, authorizing the removal of the charge of desertion against 
Asher W. Foster, late quartermaster-sergeant, Company G, Fourteenth Indiana 

transmitted by the chairman of the House Committee on Military 
Affairs, and in compliance with instructions, to report as follows: 

“Asher W. Foster was enrolled June7, 1361, to serve three years in Company G, 
Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers, and served therein until September 8, 1863, 
when he deserted, at New York City. On September 9, 1463, he enlisted at Hart- 
f Conn., under the nameof William Dinguid, as a substitute for Harlan P, 

„and was sent forward to and joi Company B, Fourteenth Connect- 
icut Volun about September 25, 1865. 

“On or about October 8, 1863, he was identified as a deserter from the Four- 

teenth Indiana Volunteers and returned to that 


; was to Co 
1864; ted to tal eee jaa ge À 1864, and 
served as such until July 12, 1865, when he was m out with that regi- 
ment. 

In an lon for removal of the of 


charge soldier, 
sented to office in November, 1885, applicant (Foster) thatthe 2 


of desertion a him is 


gainst an error; that he did not desert; that it was satis- 
factorily shown that, he did not, upon his return to the Fourteenth Indiana Vol- 


unteers, in 
The application referred to was denied by this office on the ground that 


his 
enlistment as a substitute September 9, 1863, without a disel from the 
Fourteenth Indians Volunteers, constituted him a deserter from that organiza- 
tion tis as we of law (twenty-second, now fiftieth, article of war), and the 
Depa 1 was 1 ‘ powerless to 9 = 

am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan 
‘ we R. C. DRUM, Adjutan!-Generat. 

The SECRETARY oF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 3 


WILLIAM S. BENNETT. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2597) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 
S. Bennett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and d to cause the records to be so amended as to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William S. Bennett, late a member of 
Company ©, First Nebraska Cavalry Volunteers, and that an honorable dis- 
charge be granted to said Bennett as of date January 9, 1865. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committes on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.2597) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of William 8, Bennett, 
hav considered the same, ly tg 

William S. Bennett was enrolled June 15, i861, in Company C, First Nebraska 
Cavalry, reenlisted as a veteran volunteer January 1, 1864, and deserted while 
in the guard-house at Fort Kearney, Nebr., January 9, 1865. 

He was in service, therefore, over three years and a half, and fought at Fort 
Donelson, Pittsburgh Landing, and in several lesser Mee p pene His record 
— ae the time, until just prior to his confinement desertion, was good, 
and deportment as a soldier without blemish, and secured the commenda- 
tion of his company officers. 

The desertion of the petitioner was provoked by the unsoldierlike, tyrannical, 
insulting conduct of a captain, who, while in the act of presuming to insult a 
young girl in the presence of her mother and sister, was discovered by Ben- 
nett, who was ed to remove the officer. Thereupon the officer denounced 
Bennett, called him a vile name, and was assaulted by Bennett therefor. 

This officer at the time appears not to have been on duty and wus drunk. For 
this Bennett was arrested and placed in the guard-house (as he says) for two 
months or more without trial, and from which he then esca: 

‘The record of the officer assaulted shows that he tende his resignation Oc- 
tober 17, 1864, which appears to be about the time the assault was committed, 
which 8 was in effect forced, and was accepted, Colonel Livingston, 
approving is resignation, says: 

“The good of the service requires the immediate acceptance of this: resigna- 
tion. The captain has become the slave of liquor, and when intoxicated always 
disgraces his uniform. Neglect of duty, habitual drunkenness, and conduct, 
when under the influence of liquor, which is a scandal to the service, impera- 
tively demand that he be allowed to leave the service.“ 

The records also show that this captain was placed in arrest November 12, 
1864, and his limits strictly confined to his private quarters.” He waa released 
from arrest on approval of his resignation. 

Your committee is of the opinion that under such circumstances the petitioner 
should have the relief he asks. 

The following statements are from claimant under oath, and from his com- 
pany officers, which your committee ask may be considered a part of this re- 
port. Colonel Livingston has been deceased sevéral years. 


STATEMENT OF W. s. BENNETT, 
PAWHUSKA, OSAGE NATION, INDIAN TERRITORY, November 20, 1889. 


I do say that while I was on duty as a guard at Fort Kearney, Nebr., about 
the last of October or the first of November, in thè year 1864, I 3 into an 
adobe house known as the post-office, at Fort Kearney, Nebr., and did see and 
find one Spe pos ——,, captain of Company K, of the First Nebraska Cavalry, 
in the act of committing an indecent actin the presence of her mother and sis- 
ter on one Jenny Nages (I believe was her name), she asking me to take him 


out, 

I told her I could not. as he was an officer. He seeing me in their presence 
told me in these words: You get out of here, you son of a bitch;” then and 
there Lassaulted him, knocked him down, and pounded him good, for which I 
was arrested, kept in the guard-house for the period of two months or more; I 
don't quite remember. I broke out—I think it was some time in December 
went to the mountains of Colorado, and did not return to be mustered out. 
During the war of the rebellion I was in the battles of Fort Donelson, Tenn., 
Pittsburgh Landing, Cape Girardeau, Mo., skirmishes in Jacksonport, Ark; 
was disabled by the mumpsin the month October, 1861, while on duty on the Iron 
Mountain Railroad, Lawson's Station, Missouri. 

This was the first charge that was preferred against me during my soldiering, 
and for which I think I did ht in assaulting my superior officer, My first 
ae by reason of re-enl ent as a veteran volunteer was sent to Nat 
Ward Fitzgerald, and I have not gotit. My second spore aby sa by rea- 
son of desertion, is in the same hands. I will further state that Captain 
was drunk at the time I assaulted him and was not doing duty £s an officer of 
the regiment; also, at the time that Col. R. R. Livingston, the one that pre- 
ferred the charges inst me, was my enemy at the time of trouble; did not 
think I would get a fair trial, and for this cause aly I deserted. 

You can ask of Governor Alvin Saunders, if he is living, as Senator T, W. Ti 
t it before I left guard-house; also captain 
icra, W. E. M ors, and a 


ton got my release of him; did not 
of my company, C, Thomas H. Griffon; also T. J. 
number of others of the old First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, if they 
are living, as to the truth of this statement. 

WM. S. BENNETT, 


r Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of Sorem er, 1889. 


„MILES. 
United States Indian Agent. 
STATEMENT OF COMPANY OFFICERS, 


Perv, NEBR., February 19, 1890. 
General Maxprnrson, United States Senate: 


old Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
I . rt know Mr. Bennett to have been S 1 ve soldier, The 
for are 


foundation facts which you present in your memo: 
tially true. 


+ 
— 


1890. i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10255 


Ca n was insolent, arbitrary, and unreasonable while 
The 8 while he was in a maudlin state of intoxication. 

Mr, Bennett did not resist an officer in the legitimate of his official 
duties, but resented the insults of an intoxicated officer o eof his official 
capacity. It was therefore not i rdination on the part of W. S. Bennett, 
but the assertion of independent American manhood in the defense of a lady 
and himself that caused the diMiculty which resulted in his leaving the Army. 

Mr. Bennett had served faithfully with his company and regiment for over 
three years, or until the war was practically over, and was then forced out with 
this blotch — pre his good name, rather than lie imprisoned to await a trial for 
insubordination, because of the unlawful and unjustifiable act of a drunken of- 
ficial. Heshould have the relief sought, and I hope that you may be 
in freeing his name from the stain of desertion, which now mars his otherwise 


record. 
Very respectfully, ete., 


. THOS. J. MAJORS, 
Late Captain Company C. 
The above statement we freely and fully verify as true, having no other in- 
terest than to do justice to an old comrade, 
N E. MAJORS, 


WILSO: 5 
Late Lieutenant, Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
Com C, First Nebraska Veteran Voluntecr Cava 
Se nt, irst Nebr Veteran lunteer Cavalry. 
i 1 P. I. PR OUT 


Private, Company C, First Nebraska Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. 
The committee recommend the bill do pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN HINSMANN. - 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2086 
to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late of Company G, 


Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be, and lie is hereby, authorized 
, Eleventh Regiment E 8 
in Com G, Eleven ent Kentucky ry unteers, as e 
— —— March 5, 1864, from services performed while 
in theline of his duty. 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2086) to 
correct the military record of John Hinamann, late of Company G, Eleventh Ken- 
tucky Cavairy, having considered the sa: RUF report: 

That the records are undoubtedly wrong in so far as John Hinsmann, late of 
Company G. Eleventh Kentucky Cavalry, is re as deserter. The com- 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass, with amendments as follows: 

Between words “on” and March“ insert or about.” 

Strike out words from services performed! and insert after the word 
“while” the words in the service of the United States.“ 


REPORT, 


Feb: 


Eleventh Kentuck 


It clearly from the testimony that about March 1, 
bis regenera Covington to join the 


house; and 
when inquired for afterwards, the woman of the house said that he had left the 
house against her remonstrance, and that she had heard that a soldier was 
found dead about 8 miles from the place on the day after he left her house. He 
has never returned to his family, and no person testifies to having seen him 
alive since he left the house. The eta ne | belief in his company was that the 
man was out of his mind, and had wandered away from his company and been 
killed by bushwhackers, He was u man of good character; he enlisted from 
patriotic motives, and his family relations were all pleasant. 
The passage of the billis recommended. 


Newport, Ky., June 16, 1890, 

GENTLEMEN: I made the pay-rolls of Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Cav- 
alry, in which John Hinsmann was reportedasadeserter. John Hinsmann en- 
listed as aprivate in Covington about the Ist of March, soe and became 
deranged while on the march to ape the regiment at Mount Sterling, Ky. We 
left him at a house between P: and Mount Sterling, and when we returned 
with an ambulance the next day we were informed that he had wandered away 
from the house. He had be2o0me so infirm 3 he could understand 
English 5 when sane and when we left him, he could not understand a 
word of En 1. 

The . — way of Saree case in the rolls was to write after 
his name Deserter.” e rds found thata Union soldier that answered 
the description of Hinsmann was found dead on the 6th of March about 10 miles 
from where we left him, You know we did not know anything at the time of 
pensions for widows or we would have been more particular about the men- 
tion on the rolls. There could have been no reason for the desertion of Hins- 
mann, as his family relations were of such a character that he would nothave de- 
serted his wife, and, from the outbreak of the rebellion, he was a strong Union 
man and was captain of a home-guard com y. The two commissioned ofti- 
cers of the company at that time are both dead, and you will have to be con- 
tent with the evidence of 2 Should you wish afiidavits forth the 
above facts I willfurnish them. I hope you will report favorably on Senate bill 


5 Respectfully, yours, 
T. E. LIVEZEY, 
Late Sergeant, Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Volunteer Caralry. 


The COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatices. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET E, PIERCE. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3332) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce. 


drinking. The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, That the pension of E. Pierce, widow of Capt. 
Henry Hubbard Pierce, late first lieutenant of the Twenty-first United States 
Infantry and of the First Connecticut Heavy „United States 
Volunteers, be increased to $10 per month, 


The report (by Mr. GOODNIGHT) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8, 3332) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce, submit the following 


report: 
he report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which your committee adopt 
as their own, seis forth the facts in the case. It is appended hereto. 

Your committee, in view of all the facts in the case, are of opinion that Mrs. 
Pierce's pension should be increased, and therefore return the accompanying 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by Ceriking 
5 the word “forty,” in line 4, and inserting therein instead the word “ twenty- 

ve.“ = 


REPORT: : 
The claimant, X E. Pierce, is the widow of Henry H. Pierce, late of 
the Twenty-first ment United States Infantry. She was uae seme: on ao- 
count of the death of her husband, at the rate of $17 per month, nning Oc- 
for each of three minor 


tober 3, a aiea an additional sum of $2 per mon 
children. e now asks that this be increased to the rate allowed the widows 
of 8 the rank of major, on the ground that such was the real rank of 
gaid so! A : 


The accom ing poklon 3s ted in support of this claim; and after 
a review of all the evidence in the case your peaa — report back the bill 
and recommend that it do pass. 

Petition of Mrs. Margaret E. Pierce for increase of pension. 


distinguishing compliment given to only ten officers Lowey tery entire war. 


in its efforts to pass the obstructions in the James River on the n of Janu- 
ary 23. This fleet consisted of three rams, wooden gun-boat ry, and a 
Drury, and 

* 


— fenry 33 N Ko 2 — ectiout = „Says: 
“Too mu can nol ven Captain Pie o battery 
for his excellent conduct.” sn arate: 
After this, a vacancy occurring, Captain Pierce was promoted to be jor of 
his regiment. During that year his nervous system was entirely broken down 
by the use of quinine, wh’ was issued as a ration, and from the effectsof the 
exposure, which made so heroica remedy necessary, he never recovered. 
Ithough my husband did not die upon the battle-field, he is none the less a 
martyr to the cause, for it was to the laborsand exposure undergone in the sery- 


3 ing “orders,” h in 
As w seen by accompany: “ol © was en an exp) 
tion which bas opened up a hitherto unknown country. He laid down his life 


that others might find homes in the beautitul and fe e valleys of the Okana- 

kin and Methow. The work imposed upon him, so peculiarly fitted for it in 

every other way than by p strength, was more than his broken-down 

Saey —— endure, and six days’ march away from civilization he obeyed the 
t order. 

I have three children to rear and educate. The eldest will be sixteen in May, 
and will then forfeit her $2 per month, at a time when every cent is so impor- 
tant in her acquisition of an education. 

My pension is, including that of my three children, $69 per quarter. Ido most 
earnestly pray for an increase in this being granted, that I may be saved the 
struggle which confronts any woman left alone, without technical knowledge 
of any sort that might be applied to earning her own ene 

MARGARET E. PIERCE. 

Morcansrown, W. VA., 4 

February 26, 1886. 
STATE OF WEST VirGIsiA, 
County of Monongalia, ss: 

The foregoing was subscribed and sworn to before mein my said county, and 
I hereby certify that the afflant is personally well known to me to be of un- 
doubted credibility. 

Given under my hand and official seal this 27th day of February, 1888. 

[SEAL] E. SHISLER, Notary Public. 


[General Orders, No. 22. 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington Territory, July 25, 1883. 
The department commander announces with regret the death of First Lieut, 
tn the Kala. angeged in lnspectuns topeavaphieal exploration cee wreak 
n the z n nt 10 explora: under $ 1 
instructions from these headquarters, è 
The record of this officer is one of marked character and distinction, and his 
5 mention. 

Entering the service for the preservation of the Government as a se tin 
the Fourth Connecticut Volunteers in May, 1861, he was prom to the rank 
of major, rendering valuable and distinguished services, for which he was three 
times brevetted, on one occasion for conspicuous gallantry.” 

At the close of the war he was commissioned a second lieutenant in the First 
United States Infantry, and subsequently, being sary ge to the Twenty- 


excellence of his transla- 

the Latin classics and bis own compositions have already received 
marked testimonials and strong commendation from some of the most eminent 
scholars of the age. 


During the cight years he has served a of the time at 
inchs treater AA a has also T 
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Northwest. In the autumn of last year he was engaged in a military reconnais- 
sance in an unexplored district of Washi: tory, and at the hour of hi 
death was occupied in completing the work then 

The exposure and hardships of military life in the civil war and on the 
frontier had undermined b's ing tage strength. and disease fixed its fatal hand 
upon him, He died athis n the field, in the line of duty, and his remains 
now rest, buried near the Upper Columbia River, mid the wild scenes of nature, 
far from friends and kindred. 

In the death of Lieutenant Pierce the service has lost a most earnest and valua- 
ble officer, and the sympathy of the department commander is extended to his 

By order of Brigadier-General Miles. 

0. D. GREENE, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
[Regimental Order No. 49. 
HEADQUARTERS TWENTY-FIRST INFANTRY 
Vancouver Barracks, Washington Territory, August 9, isss, 

The colonel announces to the regiment the death at Foster Creek, Washing- 
ton Territory, onthe 17th day of July, 1883, of First Lieut. Henry II. Pierce, brevet 

captain, United States Army, and brevet major of volunteers, 
Captain Pierce entered the military service in May, 18¢1,as a sergeant of Com- 
ny A, Fourth Connecticut Infantry, afterwards the First Connecticut Artil- 
ery, and rose through the several grades until he reached the rank of major in 
fay, 1865. He was three times brevetted for gallantry on the field of battle, 
once for „ lantry,“ while in command of a water battery on 
James River, Virginia, in 1865. His service in the fleld was continuous from 
May, 1861, to the surrender of the Contederate army at Appomattox, Va., April 
1865. He served at various times as judge-advocate and inspector-general of 
brigades. His brevets, one of them the most distinguished that can be conferred 
har a sodi and the 4 n imonials of his 8 oe rrr bear fet oe the — 
elity and courage; and frequent service in s positions, requiring knowl- 

and tact, is evidence of his intellect and culture. 

n October, 1867, Captain Pierce was appointed a second lieutenant in the 
United States Army, and assigned to the First Infantry, and while on duty in 
the State of Louisiana Her ge pen by Maj. Gen. O. O. Howard superintendent 
of education in that State, e duties of this important office he administered 
with integrity and intelligence. By direction of the President of the United 
States he was detailed in the summer of 1869 on duty in the University of West 
his — as professor of mathematics and military tactics, and remained in this 

tion for a period of five years. 

On his promotion to the rank of first lieutenant in 1874, he joined his regiment 
and served with it at various frontier stations. fe was in command of a com- 
pany in the campaign of 1877, poms the Nez Percé Indians, in the famous pur- 
suit of Chief Joseph from the Lapwai to the Missouri River, and shares with 


In 1878-79 he was professor of military 
science in the 3 school at Orchard Lake, Mich. October 1, 1880, Captain 
Pierce was appoin utant of the Twenty. Infantry, and served in this 
capacity until October 14, 1882, when he oe to accept the detail of pro- 
fessor of military science and tactics In o University, Oregon, for which 
position he was recommended by the de entcommander. 

While adjutant he was detailed by Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, commanding 
Department of the Columbia, to command a scientific exploring expedition from 
old Fort Colville to Puget Sound. This duty was disc in a manner so 
satisfactory that his report of the exploration was published by order of the 
honorable Secretary of War, on the recommendation of the neral of the 
Army. Family afflictions compelled Captain Pierce to resign his professorship 
and to return to his regiment in Feb: last. At thetime of hisdeath he was 
in command of a second exploring expedition, having for its object the recon- 
between the Columbia River and Puget 


cated for law. 
of the Æneid of Vi: 
erary merit. His life was one of honor and uiness. The spirit which led 
him, amid the cares and annoyances of army routine life, to undertake literary 
labor was commendable in the highest d and is worthy of imitation. 
Asa mark of respect to the memory of Captain Plerce, the officers of the 
Twenty-first Infantry will wear the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 


By order of Col. H. A. Morrow. 
DANIEL CORNMAN, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant Twenty-first Infantry. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. WILLIAMS, 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 626) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
therized and directed to place on the — rpg AE to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Williams, as widow of 
Edward Palmer, Company G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 626) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Williams. submit the following report: 

This bill passed the Senate July 26, 1890, and your committee adopt the report 
of the Senate Committee, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E, Will have examined the same and report: 

“Mary E. Williams claims pension as the widow ot Edward Palmer, late a 
private Company G, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteers, She drew a pen- 
sion as above soldier's widow from the time of his death until her rema: 
to Williams, when thepension legally terminated. Her second husband proved 
to be a criminal and is now serving his second term inthe State prison for arson. 
The decree of divorce filed with the papers at the Pension Office in favor of 
Mrs. Williams is absolute and gives her the custody of their only child. She 
married Williams in 1874; was divorced from him in 1887." Her feeble condition, 
dependence on her owa labor for her support, are shown. The case has much 
merit, and in view of the testimony hereto attached your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was ordered to a third rea ; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. oe f 


WICK MORGAN. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1480) 
granting a pension to Wick Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit enacted, elo., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su ect to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Wick Morgan, late r of the 


Seventy-sixth Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia and late major of the 
Fifteenth Regiment of Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1480 
maunga pee to Wick Motani submit the following report: 

“Maj, Wick Morgan made application to the Pension Bureau, but his claim 
was rejected upon the ground, first, that the disability was contracted while he 
was a member of a State organization and, second, that he could not furnish 

roofs of hospital treatment for disease, or medical treatment for same, while 

n the United States service. 

It appears from the evidence of Co). John D. Allen, of the lieutenant of his 
company, and of his ‘comrades in arms“ that he contracted the diseases of 
rheumatism and chronic diarrhea while superintending the erection of Fort 
No. 2 at Springfield, Mo., in January, 1863. 

The evidence is conclusive to the committee that he suffered from thattime 

to the date of his dise! and to the present time from the effects of the 
diseases contracted at Fort No. 2. This is 21 shown by the evidence of Dr. E. 
V. eae who treated him at the time of his discharge, and also up to the 
present time. 

He has shown why he can not prove the hospital record for his diseases. He 
was carried to the private house of one Jenkins a eld, Mo., with a view 
of obtaining there better treatment than he could get in the hospital, and Dr, 
ae the regimental surgeon, treated him at that time and subsequently; but 
Dr, King is now dead. F 

He continued in this state of disability to such an extent that be had to be 
transferred in a wagon to the point where he was finally discharged. 

The evidence upon these facts is conclusive and can admit of no doubt what- 
ever. 

This case was rejected in the Pension Office for the reason that the claimant 
at the time he incurred the disability was a member of the enrolled militia; but 
it appears that the regiment to wh Major Morgan nged was in contin- 
uous service and was rds merged into the Fifteenth Missouri Regiment, 
a * aged volunteer organization, and continued in service during the remainder 
of the war. It is further shown that tho disability continued and was aggra- 
vated and increased by the latter service, 

The rule of the committee has been not to consider favorably claims for dis- 
eases contracted in the militia service, but it seems to your committee that the 
fact that the organization to which claimant belonged was afterwards merged 
into and became a part of the volunteer service of the United States removes 
this case from the operation of this rule. In cases where men were enlisted and 
incurred disabilities before being mustered into service Congress has uniformly 
held that they were entitled to pensions. This seems a stronger case than 


those. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY A. MOWER. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1468 
granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of Betsey A. Mower, widow of General 
Jose: > A. Mower, United States Army, and pay her at the rate of $100 per 
month. 


The report (by Mr: YODER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) 
granting an inerease of pension to Betsey A. Mower, submit the following re- 


rt: 
P This bill was favorably reported by the Senate in the following report, which 
is adopted as the report of your committee with a recommendation that the 


bill do pass; : 
SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1488) granting 
a pension to Betsey A. Mower, have examined the same, and report: 
he applicant is the widow of Maj. Gen. Joseph A. Mower, who died in 1870 

of disease contracted in the service. She was pensioned at $30 per month and 
this was increased to $30 per month by a special act of Congress, and subse- 
— by act of the Fiftieth Congress, her pension was increased to $75 per 
mon 

The applicant has two children dependent upon her, one of whom has been 
an inmate of an insane asylum for several years and the other in feeble health, 
and her husband left her no estate whatever. 

She asks that her pension may be increased to $100 per month. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
LOUISE SELDEN. 
The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1552) 
granting a pension to Louise Selden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au» 
thorized and directed to place the name of Louisa Selden, widow of the late 
Capt. J. M. Selden, of the United States Revenue Marine Service, on the pen- 
siou-roll as a pensioner at the rate of $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1552) 
granting a pension to Louise Selden, beg leave to return the same with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions, who are 
charged with the consideration of matters therein set forth, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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NELSON MONROE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 2560) 
to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ft enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Nelson Monroe, 
late first sergeant of Company H, One hundred and fifty-seventh Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, aud pay him a pension of $75 per month, in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. j 


ALMON WETMORE. 


The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 3560) 
granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of,and grant an honorable discharge 
to, Aimon Wetmore, lates private in Company H, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
ag wh 5 Corps Volunteers, said correction and discharge to be made as of May 
31,1564. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 


the third time, and passed. 
The Chair is advised hy the Clerk that 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
this completes the Senate bills. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now renew my request that the three bills grant- 
ing pensions to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. McClellan, and Mrs, Crook, re- 
spectively, be laid aside, with an order of the House that they be called 
up for consideration on Wednesday next immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, and that an hour be then allowed tor the discussion of 
the bills, after which they shall be voted upon, the previous question 
being considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Kansas? J 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Trise to a parliamentary inquiry. What 
effect will this order have with reference to privileged reports? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposes the order would 
be subject to the priority of conference reports or other privileged re- 
ports. Without objection, the order proposed will be made. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


RETTA AND ANNA HORRELL,. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I call up the bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension 
to Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the names of Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell, 
daughters of Robert Horrell, late captain of Company A, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment N Volunteers, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $10 each per 
month, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
9031) granting a pension to Retta Horrell and Anna Horrell, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

Phat the beneficiaries are the daughters of Robert M. Horrell, who enlisted 
as captain, Company A, Pts Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
September 2, 1861, and was d arged July 21, 1862, 

“The evidence filed in his widow's claim for pension shows clearly by his reg- 
imental surgeon, officers, and comrades that he contracted in the service inflam- 
mation of the bowels and chronic diarrhea. That this existed while home on 
furlough, immediately at discharge, and continuously until death on August 
10, 1837, is shown by his family physician, and gives in detail specific treatment 
year after year, This is corroborated by respectable neighbors and comrades. 
The evidence of death from same cause is satisfactorily established also by 
meflical and lay testimony. Your committee is satisfied this case wouid have 
been granted but for delay by loss of an affidavit of widow's marriage to sol- 
dier or its being overlooked in Pension Office until the widow died, about De- 
cember, 1889. 

The evidence before your committee shows that one of the daughters, Anna 
Norrell, is feeble-minded and has disease of the heart; that she can not be left 
atone, requiring her sister Retta to stay closely at home, which renders her sis- 
ter less able to provide for their mutual maintenance, which, however. Retta 
does by her personal labor as best she can under these circumstances. That 
they are both without any means of support or property other than the little 
furniture in their rooms. 

Your. committee recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out 
the name Retta Horrell aud!“ and inserting twenty,“ instead of ten each,” 
5 oe “names” and “daughters” singular number, name“ and 
daughter.“ 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the concluding 
paragraph of the report was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, the title being amended so as to read, A bill granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Horrell.’’ r 


Is there objection to the request of the 


FREDERIKA B. JONES, 


Mr. CAINE. Task the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3174) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Frederika B. Jones, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the 
late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, on the pension-roll, aud pay her a pension at tho 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act, 


Mr. KILGORE. [ask for the reading of the report in this case, 
The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3174) grant 
ing a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and find that she is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, who 
served with great distinction in the late war of the Ilion. - 

The following letters and extracts from newspapers describe the advance- 
ment of this officer-on account of his gallantry, especially in the destruction of 
the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, during the late war: 


War DEPARTMENT, April 22, 1861, 
My Dear Sir: I take pleasure in apprising you that, in consideration of your 
very skillful and gallant conduct at rper’s Ferry, 1 have ordered a com 
sion to be issued to you as assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of 


captain, 
SIMON CAMERON, Secretary of War. 
Lieut, ROGER JONES, 


Wan DEPARTNENT, Washington, April 22, 1861. 


My Dear Sim: lam directed by the President of the United States to com- 
municate to you, and through you to the officers and men under your com- 
mand at H r's Ferry Armory, the approbation of the Government of yours 
and their judicious conduct there; and to tender you and them the thanks of 
the Government for the sume. 

Jam, sir, very respectfully, 
SIMON: CAMERON, Secretary of War. 

Lieut. ROGER JONES, 

Late Commanding al Harpers Ferry. 
CAPT. ROGER JONES, THE HERO OF HARPERS FERRY. 
{Written for The Telegraph. 

In the excitement of the present difficulties, I hope the important services o Í 
Capt. Roger Jones, the hero of Harper’s Ferry, will not be forgotten, In com- 
mand of Harper's Ferry, one of the most important stations and arsenals in the 
country, and learning through pickets that he had thrown out for miles, that n 
large body of Virginians were coming to attack him, tosecure the large number 
of minié and other muskets that were there, he notified the Government. They 
did not see proper to re-enforce him. Without orders he made pre jon to 
blow up the building containing the arms, and in fact workshops and all, to de- 
Ace et purpose of the secessionists, the capture of the Government arms at 
that ce, 2 


It is now generally admitted that had they secured the arms at Harper’s- 


Ferry, they would have attacked Washington, first having secured the co-o 
eration of the secessionists of Baltimore and Maryland, At that time Wash- 
ington was at the mercy of an invading Southern army. There were over 
twenty thousand stand of the most approved arms at Harper’s Ferry at that 
time. The secessionists at Harper’s Ferry were spies on Captain Jones, and 
every movement of his was watched and reported. He distributed the powder 
throughout the buildings by a trick. He carried kegs of powder in the chaff- 
bags of the soldiers, circulating that he was changing the quarters of the sol- 
diers. When his scouts had annou~vced to him that over three thousand Vir- 

nians were advancing, and were within 2 miles of the place, he and his little 

ud fixed the trains and destroyed the arms and buildings and retreated to- 
ward Chambersburgh. How effectually he succeeded is well known. 

If Captain Jones had acted like the great majority of Southern officers, what 
an incalculable amount of mischief he would have done. It was expected, as 
is now positively known, that Harper’s Ferry would yield without a struggle 
and that the arving of the secessionists would be accomplished, Captain Jones 
is a son of General Jones, formerly Adjutant-General ofthe Army. His parents 
and all his relations are Virginians. He isa cousin of Colonel Lee, now in the 
command of the Virginia forces. 


CARLISLE BARRACKS, PA., April 20, 1861. 

Sin: Immediately after finishing my dispatch of the night of the 18th instant 
I received positive and reliable information that 2,500 or 3,000 State troops would 
reach Harper’s Ferry in two hours from Winchester, and that the troops from 
Halitown, increased to 300 men, were odvancing and were at that time (few 
minutes after 10 o’clock) within twenty minutes’ march of the Ferry, 

Under these circumstances I decided the time had arrived to carry out my 
determination as expressed in the dispatch above referred to, and 8 
gu ve the order to apply the torch, In three minutes or less both of the arse: 
bnildings, containing nearly 15,000 arms, together with the 
which wasat the upper endofa longana connected series of workshops of the 
armory proper, were in a complete blaze. 

There is every reason for believing the destruction was coaie 

After firing the buildings I withdrew my command, marching all night, and 
arrived here at 2.30 p. m. yesterday, where I shall await orders. 

8 men were missing on leaving the armory, and two deserted during the 
night. 
Respectfully, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


R. JONES, 
First Lieutenant R, M. Riflemen, Commanding Department Reernits. 
The ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL. 
Headquarters of the Army, Washington D. C. 
A copy respectfully furnished the Assistant Adjutant-General, headquarters 
of the Army, New York. 


[New York Herald, April 20, 1861.] 
TRE UNITED STATES ARMORY AT HARPER'S FERRY DESTROYED, 
3 WASHINGTON, April 19, 1861. 

General Scott has just received a telegraphic dispatch from Captain Kings- 
dury, stating that he had burned the army buildings, the troops baving evacu- 
ated and marched into Maryland, . 

Th re were 15,000 stand of arms in the armory, which were all destroyed. 

‘There was a large force from Virginia on their way to seize the armory, in 
order to get possession of the arms. This will be sad disappointment to the 
Virginia troops, who confidently expected to get possession of the-e arms. 

General Scott received a dispateh at 2 p. m. to-day dated Chambersburgh, 19th 
instant, from the commander of the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, as follows: 

“ Finding my position untenable, shortly after 10 o'clock last night I destroyed 
the arsenal, containing fifteen hundred stand of arms, and burned up the ar- 
mory building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 


carpenter's shop, _ 
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forty in number, almost in th 
complished with but four cas 
Twi will await orders at Carlisle. 


resence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was ac- 
ities. I believe the destruction was complete. 


R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 
CARLISLE, PA., Apri 19, 186). 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at 8 s Ferry, arrived here with his 
command of forty-three men at 3 p. m. 

Lieutenant Tana. havin, pesi. nee that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Le ion of Harper’ s Ferry 9 
his position untenable, —.— ‘direction o £ the War Department, des 
the munitions of war, armory, arse d all the buildings. He withdrew his 
command under the cover of night, Sra! almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He lost three men. 

Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 

The command made a fo ma of 30 miles last night rom Harper's 
Ferry to Hagerstown, in Maryland. 

Lieutenant Jones and command looked much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


PHILADELPHIA, April 19, 1861. 


Adispatch received here from Washington says all the arms that were at 
Harper's Ferry were burned in a pile. 


[Commercial Advertiser, New York, April 20, 1861.] 
THE HARPER'S FERRY AFFAIR. 


The exciting report was received on 8 that the Government buildings 
at sarees Ferry had been destroyed. ter dispatches furnish the following 


A DISPATCH FROM THE OFFICER IN COMMAND. 
` General Scott received a ‘at Harpe dated Chambersburgh, 19th instant, from the 
commander of the arsenal at r's Ferry, as follows: 

“Finding my position untenable, shortly after 10 o'clock last night I de- 
stroyed the , containing 15,000 stand of arms, and burned up the armory 
building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 40 in 
number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000troops. This was accomplished 
with but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete, 


“I will await orders at Carlisle. 
“R, JONES, Captain Commanding,” 
TIE REASON OF IT. 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at Harper’s Ferry, arrived at Carlisle with 
his command of 43 men at 3 p. m. on Friday. 

Lieutenant Jones, bavin; T 
ordered by 8 Letcher to take possession of Harper's Ferry pony finding 
his nder direction of the War Depares, ni destroyed 
the — ot war. armory, „arsenal, and all the buildings. He withdrew his 
command under the cover. ot night and almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 

He lost three men 
Fifteen thousand stand of arms were 1 70 seh ho 
The command madea forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 


to Hagerstown, in —.— 

Lieutenant Jones command look much worn and fatigue. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 

LIEUTENANT JONES'S ACCOUNT, 

He states that hearing on Thursday that 600 Virginians were approaching b; 
the Winchester road to seize the pene they put keg, of — 2 in straw 2 
An the 3 and waited quietly the approach of the picket guard,who gave 

the alarm, and the garrison set on fire the out-houses, carpenter-shop, and pow- 

der fuses, and then began to retreat. 

The citizens of Harper's Ferry, who were evidently in league with the party 
9 to seize the arsenal, were instantly in arms, pursued, fired, and killed 

o regulars. Two others deserted before the troops reached rstown. 

They rapid ahar all 3 t, missed the railroad train at took om- 


urgh on Friday. 
“As thet enal teen troops rushed across the Potomac bridge at Harper’s Ferry the 
per le rushed in the arsenal. 


Lieutenant Jones believes that numbers 
by the explosion. Repeated explosions occurred, and he saw a light 
or the burning buildings for many miles. 

“ Lieutenant Jones, who has arrived from Harper's Ferry, is a son of the late 
Adjutant-Generul 9 of the United States Army, 

Thet are exhausted by thenight march. They were fed by the people 

2 Chambers urgh, and were received with loud cheers along the route to Car- 


In view of the gallantry and very distinguished services of General Jones, the 
committee recommend that this bill do pass, 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not understand distinctly from the reading 
of the Clerk what amount of pension this bill proposes to pay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred dollars per month. 

Mr. LANSING. What was the rank of this officer? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. A tull brigadier-general. 

Mr. KILGORE. It has never been customary to passat these Friday 

t sessions bills carrying so large an amount. 
r. LANSING. I object to the further consideration of this bill 
to-night. 

Mr KILGORE, Iwould not be willing in the present case to de- 

from our ordinary practice. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside 
informally, retaining its place. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill go over until Wednesday next along with the three bills included 
in the previous order, and that the previous question be considered as 
operating after debate of half an hour. 

Mr, MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the order proposed 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Before the order is made, I wish to inquire for in- 
formation whether this officer died in the service. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. He did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
order proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], and 
that order will be considered as made. 


piir noah an 


. EMILY FRY. < 
Mr. RUSSELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension 
to Emily Fry. 15 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
and limitationsof the n laws, the name of Emily Fry, widow of 
Fry, late a soldier in the war of 1812. 

The report (by Mr. SMYSER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11650) grant- 
ing a pension to Emily Fry, haye considered the same and respectfully report 


as follows: 
filed an application in the Pension Bureau April 18, 1878, declaring 


au- 
ons 
athaniel 


Mrs. 
that she is the widow of Nathaniel Fry, who rendered service as a soldier in 
He = = 1812, and while in said service participated in the battle at Stoning- 

on Poin 

The claimant was married to the soldier on the Ist day of March, 1835, and 
he died November 24, 187. She has not remarried since his death. 

The records of the Government fail to show the service claimed, and the 
widow's application was rejected on that ground by the Pension Bureau, 

The records of the comptroller’s office, State of Connecticut, show, however, 
that Nathaniel served as a private in Capt. Joseph Stanton's company from 
June 8 to June 17, 1813, 

John D. Geer, of Griswold, Conn., testifies that he is seventy-three years old 
and was well acauainted with Nathaniel Fry, the claimant’s husband; also 
that his (Geer's) father was a soldier in the war of 1812 and he often heard him 
and others who were with him say that Nathaniel Fry was in said service and 
participated with him (Geer's father) in the battle of Stonington. 

The claimant and Joshua S. Rathburn also swear to having often heard Na- 
thaniel Fry converse relative to his service in the war of 1812, and also to his 
frequently relating incidents of his said service and of his participation in the 
battle pi 3 

Mrs. is now spoz and very poor and your committee believe that, as an 
act of Rit Ds the relief prayed for by her should be granted. 

The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, MARIA B. JUDAH. 


Mr. 7 of Massachusetts. Lask the present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 5835) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria B. 
Judah. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs, Maria B. Judah, widow of 
Maj. Henry M. Judah, “United States Army, and pay her at the rate ‘of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now paid her. 


The report (by Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom wis referred the bill (H. R. 583) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria B. Judah, widow of Maj. Henry M. 
Judah, late of United States Fourth Infantry, have examined the same and rec- 
ommend its passage. 

Maj. Henry M. Judah graduated at West Point July 1, 1843, with General 
Grant. He was appointed second lieutenant of the Eighth United States In- 
fantry on that date. Appointed second lieutenant Fourth United States In- 
Bons eb vies 19, 1816. Brevetted first lieutenant September 8, 1847, for gallant 

torious conduct in the battle of Molino del Rey, Mexico, Brevetted 
septate September 13, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of 
Chapultepec, Mexico. He was appointed first lieutenant of the Fourth United 
States In 17 0 September 26, 1817, captain Fourth United States Infantry Sep- 


tember 29, 1853, 

While holding his commission in the Fourth Infantry he was commissioned 
colonel of the Fourth California Volunteers, serving from September 6, 1861, 
until November 8, 1861. He was appointed brigadier-general United States Vol- 
unteers March 21, 1862. Appointed major of the Fousth United States Infantry 
June 30, 1862, Ho was mustered out of the volunteer service August 24, 1865, 
when he returned to duty as antes of his old regiment and was placed in com- 
mand of Plattsburgh 8 New fb sian where he served until the time of his 
death, January 14, 1866, (See Biog of the Officers and Grad- 
uates of the Military 3 oF Bet. 1. 8h. Gen. George W. Cullum, page 87, 
No. 1201, graduate of 1843, Voi, II. 

Mrs, Judah is drawing a pension of §20 per month, 

Your committee recomm an increase to $25 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion she now receives. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
E. T. HANLON. 


Mr. LAWS. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9436) granting an 
increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, elc., en the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed 7. on the pe n-roll the name of E. T. Hanlon, 
late of Company E, Fifly-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan om pay 
him a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the pension he is now recei 


The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid. Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ae granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon, submit the following re- 


POlainiant enlisted August 11, 1862, Company E, reef Ohio Volunteers, 
and was honorably d May 16, 1865; was pensioned at $6.2 month from 
May 17, 1865, and af $12 a month from August 24, 1881; at $24 shear from Jan- 
$30 from March 3, 1883, for chronic diarrh: ea, inflammation 
of stomach and bowels, and for rheumatism. Filed application for increase 
—.— he 883, which was rejected July 9, 1889, on the ground that no injustice had 

e claimant by former rerating. 

. testify that claimant has —.— unable to transact any business since 
1879 and that he is unable to perform manual labor. His officers testify to his 
worth asa soldier and to his great sufferings in the Army by reason of sun- 
stroke and other ailments. 

Testimony of one physician and several neighbors, taken July, 1890, shows 

present condition of claimant to be one of inability to perform any labor 
eens kind, and that he is confined to his room and a considerable portion 
of the time, and that he is a constant and great sufferer, 


1890. 
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Your committee are of ion that claim for an increased pension is a just 
one and recommend that bill do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

; WILLIS BROOKS. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11306) to pension Willis Brooks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Willis Brooks, 
ot Longview, Ashley County, Arkansas, who served as private in Captain 
House's company, Major Webb's battalion Alabama Volun Creek war of 
aor and pay him the same pension as is allowed by law for se: in the war 
of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANo) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11306) grant- 
ing a pension to Willis Brooks, have considered the same, and report: 

The War Department rts that Willis Brooks was a private in Captain 
House's company, Major Webb’s battalion, Alabama Volunteers, Creek War, 


from June 2, to September 1, 1836. 
M. D. Boyd and T, C. Phillips, citizens of Ashley County, Arka: swear 
that they have been acquainted with the claimant for forty years,and know 


that he is seventy-four years old, a cripple, and unable to work; also that he is 
in needy circumstances, having no income or means of support. 

The bill seems to be a meritorious one, and your committee therefore recom- 
mend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY Y. DEWEES, 
Mr. ROWELL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11457) to in- 
crease the to Mary Y. Dewees, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
thorized and directed to 
late major Ninth United 
the amount she is now 


g. 
Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: : 


Thomas B. Dewees entered the service of the United States as a private Sec- 
ond Dragoons in March, 1858. Was promoted corporal and sergeant in 1859, 
In 1861 was promoted second lieutenant for fai services in his own regi- 
ment; promoted first lieutenant the same year. Was brevetted captain for gal- 
lant on meritorious services at the battle of Beverly Ford, Va. In the battle 
of Beverly Ford he was severely wounded, his face having been split open by a 
saber wound, He was N taken to Libby paoa transferred to Macon, 
Ga., and thence to Columbia, S. C. He escaped from Columbia, walking bare- 
footed to Knoxville, Tenn., where he rejoined the Union armies. In 7555 he 
was inted captain ofthe Second Cavalry. He served on the plains under 
Generals. Custer, Crook, Merritt, and Miles, taking in every campaign 
against the Indians, In 1880 he was appointed major of the Ninth Cavalry, and 
General Sheridan placed him in command of Fort Reno, Indian Territory. 
While at Fort Reno he drove the Payne boomers out of Oklahoma. In the 
mre against the Sioux Indians his face was frozen, his old wounds broke 
out,and he was crippled with inflammatory rheumatism. In 1881, while en- 
gaged in active campaign against Indians he was stricken with stricture of the 
esophagus. He died of cancer in 1886, after long and excruciating suffering. 


An amendment reported by the committee to strike out 870“ and 
insert “$40” was read and to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
E. A. HIBBARD. 


Mr. HAYES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 1869) granting a 
pension to E. A. Hibbard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of E, A. Hibbard, now of Omaha, 
Nebr., widow of P. Rollins, late of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment of 
Towa Infantry. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred, the bill (H. R. 
7 L s pension to E. A. Hibbard, widow of E. P. Rollins, submit the 

following report: 

The bn te E. P. Rollins, enlisted in Company H, Thirty-fifth Iowa Infantry, 
August 9, 1862, for three years. He was injured in line of Soe by a gunshot 
wound, losing a finger, and also received injury to his knee. Following this, 
he was transferred to the Veteran Reserve and on March 9, 1865, receiv: 

a certificate for Lee on the ground that he had not been able for duty for 
three months, and on this certificate was March 21, 1865, at In 


ital treatment show that he was at P. H. Burnside bar- 
racks, Indianapolis, Ind., from January 24 to February 25, 1865, complaint not 
stated, and from February 26 to March 21, 1885, sufferiug from chronic diarrhea, 
and on that day was discharged in accordance with certificate above mentioned: 
and, without giving dates, we will say that he was also reported sick repeat- 
say during the years 1863 and 1864. 

ow, from the date of this discha: when he would 8 home, 
he has never been heard from, and letters on file show that n bas been 
heard from him by his wife or his relatives, and that they have m every 


means to trace him out, but all without success. 
These letters state, as an argument for believing that he is dead, that his rela- 
tions with his family and friends were such that there would be every reason 
to suppose that he would return to them; and they also recite, as facts justify- 
is same belief, that he himself has never made application for pension, 
back pay, or bounty, although it seems clear that if living he would have been 
entitled to some, or all, of these claims, 
It is, of course, under the circumstances, utterly impossible to show either act- 
ual death or date of death, and so the Pension Office was doubtless justified 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
. Dewees, widow of Thomas B, De 


y Mary wees, 
Ca the sum of $70 per month, in lieu of 


`| the United States at the rate of $18 per month by certificate 


in not r claim; but the conviction forces itself upon the committee 
with irresistible force that his death must haye almost immediately followed 
his from ital, and, of course, in fact, the circumstances must be 
mere re, but it was doubtless so, that be was unknown, as no knowl- 
edge ever reached any of his friends of the fact. In any ord! 8 
mess at an 


absence foe tbis length of — Gae in Snaim wil ate —— 2 
receding discharge, wou reated as can ve of death, and. if so, 
vould reasonably follow that that death must have occurred almost immedi- 


ately after the discharge. 
1 Con the Senate, in Report No. 107, in the case of Cath- 
S 


At this session of 
erine Morris, has t uch absence as evidence of death, and this committee, 
this effect. 


in Report No. 523, has adopted in the same case the Senate rt to 
The same rule in such a matter should govern in matters relating to pensions 
as well as any other affairs in business, Therefore, believing that the said 
soldier died as stated above, we recommend the passage of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill to 
be en and read the third time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. How is it that the report in this case traces the 
history of a soldier named Rawlins and yet the pension is inthe name 
of a woman named Hibbard? Has she been married since or has she 
a husband living now? à 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was reported by the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Frick]. He can probably state the circumstances. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to know before we pass the bill 
whether we are going to enter upon the practice of pensioning a wo- 
man as a widow who is not a widow. h 

Mr. LANSING. Let the bill be again reported. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LANSING. Now, this man disappeared twenty-five years ago, 
and under the limitations of the pension act she would receive at 
from the time of his disappearance if the bill was passed in its pres- 
ent shape. 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no; but from the passage of the act. 

Mr. LANSING. That is not the eftect of this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is the provision of the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has examined the report - 
and does not find anything in it except that the bill proposes to pen- 
sion a Mrs, E. A. Hibbard, widow of E. P. Rollins, and does not seem 
to enter into any explanation as to why this change of name appears. 

The Chair will direct the bill to be laid aside informally for the pres- 
ent. 

JONATHAN S. BRINK. 


On motion of Mr. SCRANTON, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink, was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, — to the provisions aud 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan S. Brink, dependent 
father of John Brink, late of 5 K, Eleventh Pe: lvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, war of 1861: Provided, That this pension shall on the 27th day 
of March, A. D. 1873. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3647) ee a pension to Jonathan S. Brink, having considered the same, re- 
rtas follows: 
8 Benene oy, gs of s aoeeoe — rap as a private 
in Company K o! e wenth Regiment of Pennsy valry, to serve 
three years, and was duly mustered into the United States service on the 26th 
day o 2 A. D. 1881. 

On the 3d day of April, 1863, he was regularly discharged from the service of 
the United States by reason of the resection of 8 inches (including the artio- 
ulation) of the right Sees erie from a gunshot wound received in 
the service and in the line of duty, at Windsor, Va., in January, 1863, 

For the injuries resulting from this wound the soldier — ed b 

0. the rate 
nsion granted in itself showing the gravity of the injury he had sustained. 
he soldier was killed at La Grange, in the State of tucky, on the 25th 


ne! of Mareh, A. D. 1873. à 

n the 9th day of A 1880, Jonathan S. Brink filed s claim for pension as 
dependent father of Jo ink, which claim was rejected on the ground that 
the death cause had no relation to the injuries incurred in the servi 


of 


Jonathan S. Brink, this claimant, isan old man, — ad years of age, yua 
e- 


was his only son, and in every way, including ihe payment of portions of his 
ponon money, acknowledged his obligation to in the support of his 
ther. The mother died in February, 1853, having been married to this claim- 


ing off the cars and that this accid 
tion of the soldier’s right arm. On this surgical description of the 
wound and its results, as given by Dr. H. „the family physician, be- 
comes a Hey The doctor's language is as follows: 
“Teaw immediately after his return from the Army, at which time I ex- 
amined his wound. A ball or other missile had passed through the right hu- 
merus and some seven or eight inches of the bone had been resected, and the 
resection practically destroyed the use ofthe right arm. The power of prehen- 
sion was gone, and there was no strength comparatively in the member, Any” 
violent or sudden movement of the body requiring the use of that arm for the 


ED of maintain his equilibrium would entirely coe him, and hence 
e was, from the cri condition of his arm, far more liable to accidentsthan 
other men of his age. The lack of power in this arm was, in all i 


= Ha factor in producing the accident, since no reliance could be placed on 
arm. ` 
This statement is corroborated by the testimony of Benjamin M. Green. 
Under all the facts of this case your committee are of the opinion that the 
claimant is equitably entitled to the relief Lpr de for, and we therefore recom- 
mend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out all the words after “ sixty- 
one.“ 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELLEN FINNERTY. 


On motion of Mr, ANDREW, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
jimitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Finnerty, motherof Thomas 
P. Finnerty, Jate of Company K, First Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty, submit the following report: 

Ellen Finnerty is the dependent mother of Thomas P. Finnerty, who was a 
member of Company K, First Massachusetts Infantry. Thomas P. Finnerty 
was aood soldier, and was wounded in the head by gunshot wound in action; 
from this wound . a was developed, and with which he was afflicted up 
to the date of his 1 

Ellen Finnerty is seventy-two years old, almost totally helpless and destitute, 
and for years prior to the death of her son depended on him for su rt, he re- 
maining single and using his earnings to seppart her, Sheapplied for pension, 
which was rejected on the ground that the soldier's death was not attributable 
to his army service. 

The testimony shows that the soldier was killed by being thrown from arail- 
road track by a locomotive. One witness testifies thatshe saw him walking on 
the railroad track in front of an approaching train, carrying his shoes in his 
hands and gesticulating wildly with his arms, and he was found dead in close 
proximity to where she saw him, with one leg broken and body bruised, uu- 
donbtedly by the engine before mentioned. A 

The evidence shows he was olten afflicted with epileptic attacks and when 
80 afflicted would at times 5 be insane and violent before a spasm 
would intervene. He was aman of exemplary habits, sober and industrious, 

Your committee believe from all the testimony in this case that the soldier 
came to his death by reason of an attack of epilepsy, and that therefore this 
bill should pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
. MARTHA LEACH. 


Mr. COGSWELL. I ak unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the i reps laws, the name of Martha Leach, who was the 
widow of Robert Morrison, private in Company H, One hundred and fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach, submitted the following report: 

That Martha Leach was the widow of Robert Morrison, Company H, One 
hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, who enlisted August 29, 1861, and 
died of wounds at the Wilderness, Virginia, May 12, 1864; that she was pen- 
sioned as his widow until September 23, 1869, when she married Patterson Leach; 
that said Leach died Angust 17, 1889; that she is eyes dot years of nge. in very 
. health, and has no meaus of support other than daily labor, which she 
s unable to perform, 

You committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD A. CABEEN. 


On motion of Mr. FLOWER, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cobeen was considered. 

Tt is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etr., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Richard ©: Cobeen, who 
was a soldier in Company A. in Owen's Battalion, in the Mexican war, and pay 
him a pension of 88 per month, commencing January 29, 1887, the date of the 
act entitled “An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexi- 
can war, and for other purposes.“ 2 


The report (by Mr. HILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3534) grant- 
ing a 5 to Richard C, Cabeen, have considered the same and respectfully 
submit the following report: 

The claimant was a payers in Capt. E. J. Glasgow's company, which was at- 
tached to Colonel Doniphan’s First Missouri Volunteers and rendered service 
from February 11. 1847, to April 5, 1547, in the war with Mexico. 

The applicant filed his declaration June 2, 1887, claiming a service pension as 
a survivor of the Mexican war under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
7 January 29, 1887, but the Pension Bureau rejected the claim July 25 

„ upon the ground that the organization to which the claimant belonged 
was never mustered into the United States service. 
records of the War Department contain no evidence of the existence of 
the organization to which the claimant belonged, but it appears from the evi- 
dence on file and the applicant's statements that his company was organized by 
command and authority of Col. A. W. Doniphan. of the First Missouri Volun- 
teers, commanding the United States forces operating in New Mexico knowa 
asthe “Army of the West.” 

The company was organized out of the teamsters, traders, and camp-follow- 
ers gonerally that had accompanied Colonel Doniphan's command in the cam- 
paign known as ‘* Doniphan's expedition“ to meet a temporary military emer- 
gency that arose near the city ot Chihuahua, in Mexico. The claimant was a 
trader in Mexico and was pressed into the service together with other traders by 
Colonel Doniphan and while so serving actually bore arms and participated in 


- battle, 


The Socretary of the Interior,in sustaining on appeal the rejection of the 


` claim on the ground that the claimant was not regularly enlisted into the United 


States service, uses the following language: 
It ap from the evidence that the appellant performed faithful service 
during the short time that said organization to which he belonged was in exist- 


ence, and also participated in a battle in which said organization was engaged 
and where it performed gallant and meritorious service, so that the Department 
has no hesitation in expressing its regret that the provisions of srid act (the 
Mexican war-service act) can not be extended to him, and to his comrades of 
said command, and its belief that this claim affords a meritorious and com- 
mendable case for Congressional action,” 

It may be stated that the claimant's service has received recognition from the 
Government by the allowance to him of a warrant for bounty land. 

The claimant is now about sixty-five years old and in poor and needy cir- 
cumstances, 

Your committee, believing the case to be one of exceptional merit, respect- 
fully return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, how- 
ever, as follows: a striking out all after the word “month,” in line 7; also 
by inserting, after the word battalion,” in line 6, the words attached to Colo- 
nel Doniphan’s First Missouri Regiment; “ also by changing the name Co- 
been“ to Cabeen“ wherever it occurs, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to conform. 


JAMES A, RICE. 


Mr. KINSEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present considers- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice. 
The bill was read, as tollows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
remote the charge of desertion from the record of James A. Rice, late a private 
in Company F, Seventh Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to him an 
honorable discharge as of the last date when he was present with said regiment. 


The report (by Mr. KI FSE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 5587) 
for the relief of James A. Rice, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

James A. Rice was enrolled September 10, 1861, as a private in Company F, 
Seventh Kentucky Volunteers, toserve three years. 

On April 30, 1862, he was reported as having deserted April 2, 1802, at Camp 
Carter, and the muster-out roll, dated at Louisville, Ky., October 5, 1864, reports 
him deserted at Cumberland Ford, Ky., April 7, 1862. 

This soldier was enrolled July 20, 1863, in Company G, Forty-ninth Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry Volunteers, to serve twelve months, and was mustered out 
with Company F of that regiment on December 26, 1864. 

It oppene very clearly from testimony submitted to your committee that he 
was left at Camp Carter sick with typhoid fever at the time he is reported as 
having deserted; that he gota d rge from the hospital there. was taken care 
of at the house of a Mr. Baker for two weeks, and was then removed to the 
home of his father in Harland County, Kentucky, where he remained sick four 
or five months, 

In the mean time his regiment had moved intoa part of Kentucky which was 
then difficult-to reach, and it also appears that he did not know just where the 
regiment was, 

Having 1 A recovered from his illness, Mr. Rice enlisted in Company G, 
Forty-ninth Kentucky, as stated above, being assured at the time by the captain 
of his company, as is clearly shown, that a transfer from the Seventh to the 
Forty-.inth Kentucky Regiment would be secured for him. Your committee 
are of opinion that this soldier never had any intention of deserting the service 
and that his absence from the Seventh Kentucky is satisfactorily explained. 

We therefore recom mend that the bill do pass with the following amendment: 
Strike out all after the word the,“ in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof “7th day 
of April, 1962.” d 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I would like to inquire of the gentlemen on the 
committee who have investigated this case if in 1863, when this soldier 
re-enlisted in another regiment, he got a bounty, and why he was not 
able to rejoin his own regiment, it being in the same State where he 
re-enlisted. This is an explanation, I think, due to the House before 


| we undertake to pass this bill; and if there is any explanation in the 


papers before the committee I think we are entitled to them. 

Mr. KINSEY. This bill, Mr. Speaker, comes from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, where it was investigated. No bounties were paid 
in Kentucky at that time 

Mr. TARSNEY. The United States Government was paying boun- 
ties in 1863. 

Mr. KINSEY. No bounty was paid there at that time. 

Mr. TARSNEY, The Government of the United States gave a 
bounty wherever the person was enlisted, anywhere in the United 
States. 

Mr. KINSEY. There is no evidence that he received a bounty. 

A portion of the report shows that he did not intentionally desert 
the Army, but thecondition of the State of Kentucky wassuch at that 
time that he could not rejoin his own regiment, being unable to 
get to that part of the State. It appears that he enlisted in the Forty- 
ninth Kentucky Regiment, and was assured at the time by the cap- 
tain of his company that a transfer from the Seventh to the Forty- 
ninth would be secured for him. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Does the report so state? 

Mr. KINSEY. Yes. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not think it was read. It is a very material 
fact if he disclosed the fact at the time that he belonged to another 
organization and was informed that a transfer would be secured, and 
would make a material difference in the case, 

Mr. KINSEY. I ask the Clerk to read that portion of the re- 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Rice enlisted in Company G, Forty-ninth Kentucky, as stated above, be- 
ing assured at the time by the captain of his company, asis clearly shown, that 


7 — 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


atransfer from the Seventh to the Forty-ninth Kentucky Regiment would be 


Mr. TARSNEY. That is sufficient. I have no objection. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. HENRY A. READ. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. 
Henry A. Read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas Henry A. Read, late major of the Ninety-ninth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer aerea Shep dismissed the service of the United States on the 19th day of 
February, 1563; and 

Whereas the President of the United States by the following letter from the 
Secretary of War to the governor of Pennsylvania did remove the disability 
resting upon the said Maj. Henry A. Read, by reason of said dismissal, in the 
subjoined order, to wit: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
* November 2, 1863, 


Sin: I have the honor, by order of the Secretary of War, to inform you that 
the disability in the case of Henry A. Read, late major Ninety-ninth nusyl- 
vania Volunteers, is hereby removed, except that he will not be permitted to 
re-enter the same regiment, and he can be recommissioned an officer of volun- 
teers. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

t “THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
“ His Excellency the GOVERNOR or PENNSYLVANIA, Harrisburgh, Fu.“ 

Therefore, P 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the 3 of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the record of the War Department to be corrected and to 
grant to said Henry A. Read an honorable discharge from the service of the 
United States, “a t date of November 2, 1883: Provided, That by this reso- 
lution or of the amendment of the record of said Henry A. „ hereby pro- 
vided for, the said Read shall receive no pay or allowance whatever for time 
subsequent to the date of record of dismissa). 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the joint 
resolution will be considered as ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and the question recurs on its passage. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


IRENEUS SHORTRIDGE. 


Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2496) correcting the mili- 
tary record of Ireneus Shortridge. 

The bill was read, as lollows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the ery. record of Lre- 
neus Shortridge, he being a soldier in the Union Army in the late war and a 
member of Company B, Sixty-third Indiona Volunteers. 


The amendnrent recommended by the committec was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Add to the bill the following: 
“Baid honorable discharge to date from September 28, 1862." 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Afftirs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2406) 
correcting the military record of Ireneus Shortridge, having considered the 
game, respectfally report: 

lreneus Shortridge, a minor, enlisted in Company B, Sixty-third Indiana, Feb- 
ruary 15, 1862, but is reported on the muster-roll October 31, 1862. as having de- 
serted. The record and pension division of the War Department makes tlie 
following report of the case: 


Case of Irencus Shortridge, late pricate Company B, Siaty-third Indiana Voluntezrs, 
Record AND Pension Drvistox, May 20, 1890. 


Ireneus Shortridge, private Company B, Sixty-third Indiaaua Volunteers,was 
enrolled (as eighteen years old) on February 15, 1462, to serve three years. [le 
was present with his company on June 30 and August 31, 1862; buton the mus- 
ter-roll of October 31, 1862, he is reported absent, deserted September 25, 1862, 
Indianapolis.“ He never returned to his company, which was retained in serv- 
ice until May 3, 1865. The muster-out roll gives as date of his desertion Octo- 
ber 16, 1802. 

The records on file at the War Department fail to show that he was ever ar- 
rested: buta transcript from the records of the Cass County (Indiana) circuit 
court shows thata writ of habeas corpus was issued on a petition of Samuel 
Shortridge, for release of his son from service as a soldier; that the cause was 
heard before Horace P. Biddle, presiding judge, eleventh circuit, Indiana, on 
December 2, 1862, and that the judge made the following order: December 2; 
parties appeared, pleadings were bad, and evidence heard. It appearing that 
the said ireneus enlisted without his father’s consent before he was eighteen 
years old he is discha re 

No testimony is on file at the War Department to show the whereabouts of 
this soldier from about September 28, 1862, when he is reported as having de- 

‘serted, until pronounced released from service as a soldier, on December 2, 
1862, by the judge of a State court, which is held not to be a court of competent 
Jurisdiction to release soldiers from the service of the United States. 

His application for removal of the charge of desertion was rejected in 1886 be- 
eause the records fail to show that this soldier was taken from his company by 
writ of habeas corpus, but on the contrary sbow that he deserted two months 
prior to the proceedings in his case by a State court. $ 

Since 1886 the status of the case has not been changed. 


R fully submitted. 
Toyi F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army. 
The SECRETARY or Wan. 7 
The father of Irencus testifies that the boy came home on furlough sick, and 
was utterly unable to return at the date of its expiration, and continued iland 
unable to travel, and that he proceeded to the Cass circuit court, State of In li- 
ana, and successfully prosecnted a writ of habeas corpus for his release, The 


affidavit of the father, Lemuel Shortridge, who is vouched for by Representative 
OWEN as a most reputable gentleman, is as follows: 
STATE OF INDIANA, Jasper County, ss: 

Lemuel Shortridge. first 2 duly sworn, on his oath says his son Ireneus, 
late of Company B, Sixty-third Indiana Volunteer Infantry, came home from 
Indianapolis, Ind., on three days’ furlough on or about apran nat 25. 1862. and 
did not return to his regiment at the expiration of his said furlough on account 
of his being very sick, so much so that he was totally incapacitated from travel 
or belag otherwise removed. Affiant further swears that he notified Col. Will- 
iam Williams, commanding officer of the Sixty-third Indiana Volunteers, that 
his son was unable to return on account of sickness. a 


The said colonel, by threats of force, demanded his return, upon recei 
which I at once informed him that I would institute habeas corpus ngs, 
which J did, and had him discharged December 2, 1862. Affiant further swears 
that during the interim which elapsed between his son’s furlough and discharge 
(from September 25, 1862, to December 2, 1862) he was at home, and was with and 


under his control, 
LEMUEL SHORTRIDGE, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of 2 1890. 
JACOB u. TROXET 


L. 
Justice af the Peace, 


Your committee amend the bill by adding at the close of line 7 as follows: 
“ Said honorable discharge to date from September 28, 1862,” and, so amended, 
recommend the bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. One moment. It is usual in such cases to put a 
clause in the bill that a soldier shall receive no pay or emoluments by 
reason of this act. Would it not be well, out of abundaut caution, to 
put that in this case? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amendment 
oftered by the gentleman from Texas will be considered as accepted. 
There was an amendment reported by the committee, and perhaps we 
had better dispose of that amendment first. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman that this was 
the case of a boy fifteen years of age who was taken out by his father 
under a writ of habeas corpus. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection to the bill, but I say there 
ought to be an amendment to prevent him from receiving any pay or 
emolument by reason of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. KILGORE was reported, as follows: 

Provided, That be shall receive no pay or emolument by reason of the passage 
of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


EMILY ONDERDONK. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily 
Onderdonk. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ion-roll the name of Emily Onder- 
donk, a resident of Battle Creek, Mich., at the rate of $12 per month, on ac- 
count of disability resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital 
nurse during the war of the rebellion, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
242s) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk, submit the following report: 

Emily Onderdonk, whose maiden name was Emily Rowell, entered the sery- 
ice as an army nurse July 6, 1863, being duly commissioned by Miss Dix and 
the Western Sanitary Commission. She was assigned to duty at Webster Hos- 
pita, Memphis, Tenn., and served there acceptably to December 7, 1863; she 
was then transferred to Gayosa Hospital serving until November 1, 1881. 

Mrs. Onderdonk has her commission and order on file. From exposure and 
fatigue In caring tor the sick and wounded Mrs. Onderdonk suffered from an 
attack of brain fever, and had hardly recovered when she was attacked with 
camp fever and pneumonia, From the sickness incurred in the service she has 
pores recovered and is a constant sufferer from nervous debility and is unfitted 
to labor, 

In view of these circumstances the passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOUIS P. NOROS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to 
Louis P. Noros, late of the Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior bë, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Louis P. 
Noros, late of the United States ship Jeannette, in the expedition to the Arctic 
Ocean, and allow him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Insert, after the words pension-rolls,” in line 4, the words su 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” also strike out 
word ocean,“ in line 6. 


The report (by Mr. RANDALL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9245) grant- 
ing a pension to Louis P. Noros, have considered the same and beg leave to sub- 
mit the following report: . 

The records of the Bureau of Navigation, Navy Department, show that the” 
claimant enlisted at New York Muy 17, 1879, as a seaman for the cruise of the 
United States Arctic steamer Jeannette and served on board of that vessel until 
she was lost, and subsequently in the search for Licutenant-Commander Do 


ect to the 
1 after the 
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In his petition for relief the claimant declares that his health and bodily vigor 
have been impaired by the terrible hardships, exposure, and su: 
in the frozen regions of the and as time goes by the effects of ordeal 
become more and more visible. w perform only the test kind of 
labor, and he finds himsel thnctigtt seo Mal of hie ower CADIS earn a live- 
lager at = ordinary emp which, were his health not impaired, would 
open to him. 


The claimant further declares that when the Jeannette was abandoned in the 
ice he was a member of the boat’s crew of Lieutenant De Long; that when, after 
a thousand miles’ journey in the boat, the party landed at the mouth 
Lena an? peia a er were exhausted and the men worn out with fa- 
tigue and e —— Nindemann and himself were sent ahead 


for food and help; | TT days, during which they en- 
dured the most terrible privations from h and 


reached a 
of natives and it was through the efforts of Seaman Nindemann and himse! 
that the bodies of Lieutenant De Long and hiscompanions were recovered and 
the records of the expedition preserved. 

Governor Brackett, assachusetts, seven members of the governor's coun- 
cil, Hon. II. C. Hartwell, president of the Massachusetts senate, Hon. W. E. 
Barrett, speaker of the Massachusetts 83 of i Binte, indore and pter Bait ep 
members and senators of the Legislature of that indorse the claimant's 
petition, and ask that the relief prayed for be granted. 

After a review of the facts your committee recommend the passage of the bill 
iyo the following amendments: Insert after the word pension-rolls,” in line 

the words “sn to provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws ;”’ 
e strike out all after the word “ocean,” in line 6, 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

IRA AGAN. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10727) granting a pension to 
ra Agam., 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to put the nameof Ira late a corporal, Company C, Sec- 
ond Regiment United States Dragoons, on the pension-rolls, subject to the 
limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: ° 

Amend so as to spell the claimant's surname Agan, instead of Agam, and also 
amend the title in the same manner. 

The report (by Mr. De LANO) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred tle bill (H. R. 10727) grant- 


ing a pension to Ira Agam, have considered the same, and report: 
The claimant was a corporal in Troop C, Second United States Dragoons, from 


4 8 25. 1837, to January 28, 1840, and rendered service in the Florida Indian 


ance of manual labor. ie is a sufferer from rheumatism, rupture, an 
of heart, and the testimony on file traces the last-named di 
1854, He and his — wife are entirely destitute of property, and their only 
means of support is what his wife earns by weaving carpet. 

The facts are substantiated by the sworn statements of Joseph H. Wetmore, 
Alfred Wilson, Charles Tyler, and other reputable citizens of Allegan County, 


Mich: 

In a pa of the claimant's Freda his great , disability, and destitution, 
your committeerecommend the passage of the bi n. 

Amend so as to spell the claimant’s surname Agan, instead of Agam, and also 
amend the title in the same manner. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 


MARY A. BLAISDELL. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10398) for the 
relief of Mary A. Blaisdell, 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h h + au- 
thorized wad directed to place on the 5 att the 2 — es mee —.— 
the name of Mary A. Blaisdell, widow of the late General William Blaisdell, and 
een maton Siac oe r the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 5, after the word “ of,” strike out the word “ seventy-five” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 


` 10395) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Blaisdell, submit the follow- 


ing report: 
Phe claimant is the widow of General William Blaisdell, who was killed in 
battle before Petersburgh, June 23, 1864, while in command of the Second 
de, Second Division, Second Corps. 
General Blaisdell entered the parvies a as private Company H, Fourth United 
States 6 19. i Koera promoted corporal Jaty i T941; 2 n. 


eral recruiting service Noa end- 
at hisown request, was s Bonorabiy discharged by S Special Ord Orders T Na. ead- 


ring his service in h the Mexican war was 

of iis battle p to the capt f the city of Mexi I the taking of that ha 
one les, up ure o: exico. In that 
city he reccived two severe wounds. 


T e eee 
* Massachusetts try, and commissi colonel October 11, 1861. 
He received the 5 ot Ñ the brevet of brigadier general of volunteers, June 23, 18 “for 

t. He served von eerie with his: ne 


The evidence before the committee shows that he was mri arr A oA for pro- 
rank of M rals 


which he 
battle of the 27th of November, 1883. His widow, this applicant, is now poor 
and dependent. 

The committee are of th ap er Sn that the pension in this case be increased 
from $90, her present pension, to $50 per month, and that said bill be so 8 
and when so amended that said bill do pass, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


JAMES M’MULLIN, 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James McMullin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James McMullin, late of Company 
I. One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
the Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, at the rate of $40 per month, in 
lien of the pension he is now receiving. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. De LANo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Sendong to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 5369) grant- 
ing an increase of pensio: to James MeMulllu, have considered the same and 
report as follows: 

n the matter of House bill No. 3889, of James MeMullin, we find he enlisted 
in 1862 in Company I, One hundred and eee New 8 Infantry, and was 
honorably discha: therefrom Jun April, 1866, in Sixth 
United States Cavalry; honorably 8 ‘April 2 2 7857 re-enlisted April 5, 
1869, in same company and regiment, and honorably discharged May 2, 187 for 
total disability ; t while a member of the One hundred and ‘hteenth New 
York he took pet tas in gR hater rsa leek wet and while in line of duty at 
Fort Harrison, was wounded in left arm by gun- 
shot (ball never — Tat oti in the Sixth United States Caval „and 
in line of duty, in an engagement with the gro eee eee xas, 
3 1888, he was wounded in right side, ball NN 


That while in the same company and NN at Pilot Grove, Tex., February 
22, 1869, he was thrown from a wagon an broken and ankle dislo- 
cated while he was acting in os — soy, * ir — ein same company and 
regiment, on December 26, 1871, he is feet and kanis frozen, necessitating 
amputation of all his fingers and met He obtained at this time and occasion 
rmission of the ranking sergeant of the company to go to Junction City, 
. — and on his return, within time of leave, was overtaken by a severesnow- 
storm, ‘and the severity of the storm and injuries so by him received, as above 
set out, impeded his progress in traveling, and he became so sore from wounded 
leg and ankle and wounded side that he became exhausted, lost his course in 
the storm, and had his feet and hands frozen before reaching his company ; that 


acts, 
showed his leave of absence, and he filed application for pension aed 1, 1879, 
and same was rejected August 11, 1880, for loss of feet and hands, because injury 


. he can not a 55 
Pension Bureau he stands in so much need of and which is war- 
ranted by his condition. 


After a careful review of all the facts . committee believe that the bill 
granting this claimant an increase of nsion to $40 per month should pass, 
and it is therefore returned Saha even le recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


ANN BURNETT. 


Mr. GEST.. Mr. S „ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4788) to grant æ pension to Ann Bur- 
nett. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, auw 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Ann Burnett, 
widow of James W. Burnett, who wasa captain in Company G in the Thirtieth 
Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay her n pension at the rate of 
— dollars per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 
oe by inserting “twenty” in the blank in front of the word dollars, 
in line 8S. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. GEST. I ask unanimous consent that the title of the bill be 
amended so as to read: Ann Roberts,“ instead of Ann Burnett,” 
and that the same amendment be incorporated in the body of the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amend by inserting, in line 5, after the word of. the words Ann Roberts, 
formerly. 


Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, is Mr. Roberts, the husband of this 
woman, now living? 

Mr.GEST. No, sir. The report has not been read. If the gentleman 
desires the report can be read. 

Mr. TARSNEY. She is a second time a widow, then? 

Mr. GEST. Yes. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title of the bill was amended to conform to the body of the bill. 


ALEXANDER MOORE. 


Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, Lask nnanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander Moore, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, su tothe and 
limitations of the sion lawrs, the name of Alexan: Moore, late cook and 
ee Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, war of the 
rebellion, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as Tol- 
lows: 

In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “at the rate of 
$12 per month from the date of approval hereof.” 

The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10456) granting a ion to Alexander Moore, have considered the same and 


submit the follow report: 
It appears mass of testimony submitted in support of the bili that 
upon the organization ot the Twenty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry the 


mant, who was a young man in good health, but ineligible for enlistment 
on account of a deformed lez, went with the regiment as nurse and cook, 

He remained with the regiment some five months and was a vi tand at- 
tentive nurse, The regiment suffered an epidemic of measles and chronic di- 
arrhea during the claimant's stay with the organization, and his services in 
attending to the wants of the sick were in constant requisition day and night, 
so much so that his health gave way and he was obliged to return home, suf- 
fering with rheumatism and diarrhea, His health continued to be so much 
impaired from said d that he was obliged to abandon his trade (that of a 
shoemaker) on account of being unable to sit, and he still remains unable to do 
8 labor on account of his sufferings from said diseases, 

o facts above stated are sworn to James T. Bailey, John Crow, Henry 
C. Shafer, William Quackenbush, John H. Preston,-George Weinnour, ye W. 
3 Capt. Thos. J. Reed, Alexander Reed, James S. Thomas, A. Hutch- 

and Daniel T. Fry, all members of the regiment in which the claimant 
rendered theservice and lost hishealth, These witnesses are all neighbors and 
aequaintances of the cla tof many years’ standing and personally know 
the facts testified to; that they are all credible men good reputable citizens 
is certified to by Governor Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana. 

The claimant resides at Petersburgh, Ind. 


There is no provision in the general pension laws for cases of this kind, but 
your committee be 7 the equity and justice of the claimant’s prayer for 
relief by special act of Congress, lly return the bill, recommending its 


„ amended by striking out the words “subject to the provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws,“ in lines 4 and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $12 per morth from the date of approval hereof.” 

Mr. TARSNEY. Is not that a departure, too? This man was not 
enlisted, never was mustered into the service, as I understand it, and 
never was to danger. 

Mr. PARRETT. He acted as a volunteer nurse. 

Mr. TARSNEY. He acted as cook and nurse, according to the re- 

What different position is this man in than the teamsters, black- 
smiths, and thousands of other non-combatants who were connected 
withthe Army? Are we toinclude all of them? We might as well 
include the telegraph men and the tens of thousands of others in no 
wise connected with the military service of the country. Let us stop 
before we go another step. 

Mr. HAYES. What committee was this reported from? 

Mr. BELKNAP, From the Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HAYES. I certainly have no objection to this bill; but I have 
a similar bill in that committee, but I have been unable to get any 
report concerning it. 

Mr. TARSN I do not want to object to this one particular bill, 
but it is opening the door to place upon the pension-roll every non- 
combatant connected with the Army. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Is not the door already open? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then it ought to be closed. If all your teamsters, 
all your cooks, if all your hangers-on of the Army, ‘servants of officers 
and every one else, are to be placed upon the pension- roll, we ought to 
know it. They should be placed upon the pension-roll if this man is, 
because they all ought to stand on an equality. When you get awa 
from the line of pensioning the men who volunteered, who enli N 
and who fought and exposed themselves to the dangers of war—when 
you get beyond that line you are in a dangerous field. 

Mr. PARRETT, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I know this man 
and I know the circumstances. They appearin the report. He went 
into this company as a cook and nurse. He remained there five months. 
The reason why he was not mustered into the service was on account 
of a defective leg. The measles broke ont in the regiment and for 
months he acted as a faithful and efficient nurse during all the sick- 
ness, until he himself fell sick and had to be sent home as an invalid. 
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He contracted such disease as resulted in rheumatism and diarrh 
which have followed him ever since. He is now poor and helpless, an 
an object of pity. 

There is no question that the disease was contracted while he was 
in the service, acting under the direction of the captain of the com- 
pany in which he was regarded as enlisted, although he was not ac- 
cepted asa volunteer. It is a case which appeals by its merits as 
strongly as that of any volunteer nurse who has been allowed a pen- 
sion under similar circumstances. As to precedents, thereare numer- 
ous precedents for pensioning nurses who have suffered injury by 
reason of the service they rendered during the time they were engaged 
in such service, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the ent estab- 
lished is that a nurse must have had six months’ continuous service in 
order to be pensioned. This case does not disclose any such record. 

Mr. PARRETT. It discloses the record of five months’ service. 

Mr. TARSNEY. And further it appears from this record that this 
man entered the service as a hired cook. An emergency arose, the 
measles broke ont in the camp—— 

Mr. PARRETT. He did not enter the service as a hired cook; he 
entered the service just as any other soldier entered the service, and re- 
ceived no compensation whatever. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Every soldier was enlisted to perform the duties 
of a soldier, and was mustered in asa soldier. He was not hired to 
perform the duties of a company cook or officers’ cook. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker 
pro tempore announced that the nces seemed to have it. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call for a division. 
I believe it is a meritorious case. It ought to be passed if any bill is 

* 


passed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire whether this man enlisted 
and was rejected afterwards, 

Mr. PARRETT. He enlisted, but was not accepted or mustered in, 
on account of this defective leg, but he continued in such service as he 
could perform. He continued for five months afterwards in the Army, 
and rendered yery valuable services, 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. He had the spirit to stick to the work after 
he was rejected as a soldier, and he performed such service as he could, 
I think he ought to have a pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like io ask the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MORRILL] if this bill was not recommended by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was recommended by the committee by a very 
close vote. I remember that myself and two or three others voted 
against it in the committee. 

The House having divided on the question of the passage of the bill, 
there were—ayes 17, noes 13. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not want to object tothe passage of this bill 
in a manner that will stop others, and I ask to have every man who is 
present vote and let that settle it. Let the vote be taken over again. 

Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. Let us bave another vote and 
stand by that. It seems to me that this case goes too far. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, there will be an- 
other vote taken. 

The House having again divided, there were—ayes 14, noes 15. 

Mr. PARRETT. I shall raise the point that there is no quorum 
voting. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 
Mr. PARRETT. - Yes, I will. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will be 

laid aside informally with the understanding that it shall not lose its 

place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PARRETT. No, Mr. Speaker, I can not consent to that, 

Mr. COLEMAN. Yon will prevent the passage of any further bills 
this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, if there is no objection,the bill 


“will be laid aside informally, with the understanding that it shall not 


lose its place upon the Calendar. s 

Mr. PARRETT. Ido not propose to let it go. It is a meritorious 
case. I understand it personally and know the party 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside. 

Mr. PARRETT. And my friend was mistaken —— 

The SPEAKER 5 tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana the bill will be laid aside without prejudice, 

Mr. PARRETT. I want to say right here 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


ISAAC N. JACOBS, 
Mr. LACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10985) grant- 
ing a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is anthorized and directed 
to he roll the name of Isaac N. Jacobs, father of John W. 
Jacobs, of Company D, Thirteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of 
dollars per month, ‘subject to the limitations of the pension laws, 
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ALEXANDER MOORE, 


Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have not withdrawn the point that 
I made with reference to that hill I called up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the bill was 
Jaid aside informally, under the order of the House, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. That is certainly as much as the gentleman can ac- 
complish by raising the question. If he raises the question there is no 
quorum for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PARRETT. Mr. Speaker, there was an irregularity in taking 
the vote twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order of the House is simply to 
lay the bill aside ee, without losing its place on the Calendar, 
so that the gentleman loses no privil 

Mr. PARRETT. I would like to have the report read (the whole 
of the report was not read), and then have another vote taken upon the 


bill. 
Mr. HERMANN, Will the gentleman be satisfied with that? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. The Clerk 


will report the bill before the House. After that, if there be no ob- 
jection, the Clerk will again report the bill called up by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

ISAAC N. JACOBS. 


The bill was again read. 

Mr. LACEY. There isan amendment that ought to have been sug- 
gested by the committee, and I have added it to the bill which I have 
sent up to the desk. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as tollows: 


The Commiltee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10955) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs, submit the following report: 

Issac N. Jacobs is the father of John W. Jacobs, who was a soldier ot Company 
D, Thirteenth Iowa Infantry, and who is now dead and died from disease don- 


tracted in the service. Isaac N, Jacobs is seventy-two years old, is in destitute 


8 in feeble health, Seal pela to the death oft hisson was very largely 
dependent on him for support. 

ohn W. Jacobs married and left a widow, but no children, and the widow is 
dead, having survived him but a short time. The applicant is not entitled to a 
pension under the general law, because of the mar of his son, but your 
committee, in view of the fact that his wife survived him but a short time and 
that he left no children, and in view of the destitute condition of his father, rec- 
ommend the passage of this bill. 

The amendment offered by Mr. LACEY was read, as follows: 


Insert in the blank, in line 6, afterthe word “of,” the word twelve.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

ALEXANDER MOORE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now permit the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to call up the bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Moore. . 

Mr. WALKER. What I want to get at is this, Mr. Speaker: If 
this report is read and we then have a vote, will the gentlemam from 
Indiana be satisfied ? 

Mr. PARRETT. I want to make this statement: My friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, is a little mistaken. 
When the matter was called up some weeks ago, when he was present, 
the bill was withdrawn; but it was called up on Friday, the 12th or 
13th, when the gentleman from New York [Mr. SAWYER] was acting 
chairman, and I was there and submitted some farther information in 
connection with the bill, and at that time it passed the committee. 
Happening to be present, I saw that it passed the committee then pres- 
ent unanimously, and I think if there is any member of the committee 
here who was present that day he will verify my statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course I am unable to say what took place when 
I was absent, but I remember very well that the bill was considered 
and rejected when I was present, 

Mr. PARRETT. It was withdrawn at that time. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I suppose the House is able 
to determine this matter. 

Mr. WALKER. I want tomake afew remarksin this connection. I 
want to say this, that I have a bill here that I am exceedingly anxious 
to get through, but I will not give a vote that my conscience does not 
justify if I never get it passed. I have my views on this question, 
and I think that this is purely a matter of right or wrong for the minds 
of members of this House to determine. If the gentleman desires the 
full report read, and will then submit to the vote, whatever it may be, 
and Jet the business of the House go on, then I do not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the event of the House acting on 
the request of the gentleman from Indiana the Chair does not see any 
propricty in yielding, as suggested by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, unless it disposes of the bill if another vote is taken, 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Unless we have that assurance, 
T shall object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose that the gentleman 
from Indiana violates his conscience here, and I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will not have his rasped by voting for this bill. 

As for myself, if this young man volunteered, was willing to go into 


the Army, and was rejected by the mustering officer, but still re- 
mained with the Army and did his duty; and then when measles 
broke out in the regiment nursed the soldiers in that disease, which 
took off more than any other disease in the Army, I believe it is an 
exceptional case; and I-do not believe the objection raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri will obtain. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The Chair hopes the time of the House 
will not be consumed at any considerable length by this matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I raise the question of order, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman is not speaking to any question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe I have the floor. We have got before us 
in the consideration of this measure the report from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. They have brought itin here and have reported 
unanimously in its favor, and the general practice here is to stand by 
the report of a committee. Iam surprised to see the chairman of tha 
committee now taking the back track against his own committee whe 
had considered this matter, and whose report is unanimously in favor 
of allowing this boy his pension. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

The question was put; and the affirmative vote was counted as 19. 

Mr. LANSING. r. Speaker, I understood we were to have this 
report read, Unless the report is read, I object to the further consid: 
eration of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask this question again: If the 
question is submitted to the House and it decides by a vote, after ar- 
gament, against this claim, will the gentleman then make the point 
of no quorum, so that we would do no more business? 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘‘Sufticient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. The decision will be submitted to, whatever 


The question is on the passage of tha 


it is. 
Mr. WALKER, Then I withdraw my objection. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10156) granting a pension to Alexander Moore, have considered the same and 
submit the following report: 

It 9 from the mass of testimony submitted in ees of the bill that, 
upon the organization of the Twenty-fourth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, tho 
claimant, who was a young man in goas health, butineligible forenlistment on 
account of a deformed leg, went with the regiment as nurse and cook. 

He remained with the regiment some five months and was a vigilant and at- 
tentive nurse. The regiment suffered an epidemic of measles and chronic diar- 
rhea during the claimant's stay with the organization, and his services in at- 
tending to the wants of the sick were in constant uisition day and night, 
so much so that his health gave way and he was obli to return hume, suffer- 
ing with rheumatism and diarrhea. His health continued to be so much im- 
paired from said diseases that he was obliged to abandon his trade (that of a 
shoemaker) on account of being unable to sit, and he still remains unable to do 
any manual labor on account of his sufferings from said diseases, 

he facts above stated are sworn to by James T. Bailey, John Crow, Hen 

©, Shafer, William Quackenbush, John H. Preston, George Weinnour, Capt. W. 
L. Merrick, Capt. Thos. J. Reed. Alexander Reed, James S. Thomas, A. Hutchins, 
and Daniel T. Fry, all members of the Lhe opens in which thy claimant rendered 
the service and lost his health, These witnesses are all neighbors and acquaint- 
ances of the claia.ant of many years’ standing and personally know the facts 
testified to; that they are all credible men and good reputable citizens is certi- 
fied to by Governor Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana, 

The claimant resides at Petersburgh, Ind, 

There is no provision in the general pension laws for cases of this kind, but 

our committee, recognizing the equity and pe of the claimant’s prayer 

‘or relief by special act of Congress, respectfully return the bill, recommending 

its F amended by striking out the words ‘subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,” in lines 4and 5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $12 per month from the date of approval hereof." 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, that bill, I suppose, is a 
yery briefone. Will the Clerk read it again? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill again. 

The bill was again reported. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. How is it to be amended? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By striking ont the words ‘‘subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws“ and inserting 
the words at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. That makes it at the rate of pension 
given to nurses. I will ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. PARRETT] 
whether he is personally acquainted with this nurse, 

Mr. PARRETT. Iam. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. And you vouch for his being an honor- 
able man, and that the story as set forth in the report is true? 

Mr. PARRETT. The facts are vouched for by Governor Alvin P. 
Hovey, as the report states, and I know the facts to be correctly stated. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mi higan. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question 
that if this man lost his health as stated in that report he is entitled 
to a pension, but I suggest that the bill should be amended by striking 
out the words and cook,” so as to pension him as a nurse, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that amendment will not 
prevail. I do not believe in subterfuge in legislation. It was neces- 
sary in order to make even a plausible case of connection with the 
Army, to show that he was connected with the Army at all, to state 
that he was a cook. I do not intend to call a quorum on this bill; I 
know it is going to be passed; but I want to give notice right here that 
it shall not be used as a precedent at the coming session. We are tos 
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near the end of the present session for me to raise the question of a | The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it wasaccordingly read 


quorum and thus prevent the passage of meritorious pension bills that 
are pending, but I give notice that at the next session no such measure 
as this shall pass with my consent. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, there is no subterfuge 
about this amendment. If there had been any I should not have of- 
fered it. The facts as they appear by the record, upon which alone 
we can vote, are that this man lost his health in nursing sick soldiers. 
It appears that he had a deformed limb, and was therefore unfit for act- 
ive service in the Army. He is not the only nurse that I know of who 
was in like condition. I had a brother who was unable to bear arms, 
but who exposed himself on a dozen battle-fields as a nurse, under the 
officers of the Christian Commission. 

He has never asked for a pension, but if he had lost his health while 
doing his duty, as he did, at least as well as his five brothers who were 
in the Army, and if he applied for a pension in consequence of such 
disability, I should say he would be entitled to it; and to say that 
this man is not entitled to a pension when it appears that he lost his 
health by his services to sick soldiers, and when we have pensioned 
hundreds of nurses here, is absurd on the face of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The quéstion is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Michigan to strike ont the words and cook.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


HENRY W. HALEY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of Senate bill 4209, granting a pension to Henry W. Haley, and 
that it be put upon its 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Haley, who was em- 
ployed as a scout during the war of the rebellion. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the Senate report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is still with the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; I have asked unanimous consent that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration. 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill has never been reported by the House 
committee, I believe. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was reported in the Senate, and the Senate re- 
port is here. This man was badly shot in the thigh. I was stationed 
with the command at the time. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER] will remember the occasion very well, because he was on 
the other side, and the shot was fired by one of his men. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. In what fight? 

Mr. MORRILL. In the fight at Fort Donelson, on the 3d of Feb- 


ruary. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Oh, yes; I recollect it very well. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have a bill myself, a meri- 
torious case that has not been reported from the committee, but I would 
not ask the House to pass it without its being reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This can be brought up now only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, ander the circumstances I will not object; 
but let the Senate report be read. , 

The Senate report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4209) granting 
n pension to Henry W. Haley, have «xamined the same and report: 

This isa bill to pension Henry W. Haley, now living near Orange City, in Vo- 
lusia County, Florida.. and who was employed as a scout during the late war 
in the years 1862 and 1863. The services in this capacity rendered by Haley are 
verified by Col. William P. Lyon, who commanded the Thirteenth Wisconsin 
Regiment, and was in command of that regiment at Fort Donelson, Tennessee, 
on or about the 3d of February, 1863. In testifying in this case Colonel Lyon 
makes affidavit to the following facts: 

An attack was made on our troops at Fort Donelson, on the Cumberland 
River, by the Confederates, said to be commanded by Generals Wheeler and 
Forrest, and I was ordered by Col. W. W. Lowe, of the Fifth Iowa Cavalry, at 
Fort Henry, to go with my regiment to Fort Donelson, to the relief of the 
troops there, commanded by Colonel Harding of the. Eighty-third Illinois Vol- 
unteers. Atthetime H. W. Haley, a loyal citizen of Tennessee, was acting asa 
scout in our service, and I took him with me on that expedition. Before reach- 
ing Fort Donelson my advance guard encountered the pickets of the rebel 
force which had been thrown across the Fort Henry road. 

“Mr. Haley was with the advance guard by my order; a skirmish followed, 
in which Mr. Haley was shot in the thigh, and severely wounded. As I rec- 
ollect the incts his thigh was shattered and he was permanently crippled. Mr. 
Haley was intensely loyal to the Government and read unable service 
as a scout. He imp me as a brave and reliable man.” 

In a letter to the member of the committee who makes this report, Colonel 
Lyon writes in regard to Haley: 

Not being mustered in as a soldier, the general pension laws do not, I sup- 

pose, reach his case. He was a most valuable scout. He was brave, sagacious, 
and trustworthy, and intensely loyal to our cause. He is now old and poor, 
No one is better entitled than he to the bounty of the Government.” 

Colonel Lyon was one of Wisconsin's best soldiers, and is well qualified to 
estimat- the valne of this man’s service. He is now oncof the associate judges 
of the supreme court of the State of Wisconsin, and is justly regarded as one 
of the most valued citizens of the State. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


—— St 


the third time, and passed, 
PETER R. EDDY. 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I call up the bill (H. R. 4872) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Peter R. Eddy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the enri Eo War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to cause the records of t 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4872) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Peter R. y, having 
considered the same, res) fully report: - 

That Peter R. Eddy did not desert, but went home on a verbal permission 
from his captain, as shown by the evidence of his captain, first lieutenant, and 
orderly sergeant. At the time the soldier went home he was sick, which sick- 
ness developed into subacute spinal rheumatism. 

The evidence of his neighbors and of his family physician shows that he never 
recovered his health sufficient to be of 2 ee as a soldier; that he reported 
his condition to his capiain, and that in v. 1863, his captain visited him at his 
home, and states that at that time the soldier was unfit for military duty. 

Under these circumstances the committee are of the opinion that the charge 
of desertion was wrongfully made, and recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER F. DUTTON. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I call up the bill (H. R. 3169) for- 
the relief of Alexander F. Dutton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Alexander F. Dutton, late a yolun- 
teer in the naval service of the United States, upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


Mr. KILGORE, I ask for the reading of the report in this case, 
The report (by Mr. LEWIS] was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 3169) 
for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton, have had the same under consideration 
and tind that the beneficiary of the bill was forced into the Confederate service 
by the conscript law of the Confederate States; that while serving as such con- 
script he was taken prisoner by the military forces of the United States and was 
confined at Alton, III., as a 3 of war; that while confined at Alton he 
volunteered in the naval service of the United States and served asa seaman on 
: of the United States frigate Susquehanna, Capt. Alfred Taylor command- 

ng. 


The committee find further that while serving asa seaman in the Navy of the 
United States, and in the line of his duty, the said Alexander F. Dutton con- 
tracted disease which resulted in disability, entitling him to pension under the 

nsion laws, but his claim for pension been rejected by the Pension Bureau 
cause of claimant’s former service in the Confederate army. 

The committee find that in consequence of this decision of the Pension Bureau 
said Dutton can not receive or o n the pension to which he is justly entitled 
in any way but by act of Congress, and the committee are clearly of the opinion 
that Dutton’s compulsory service in the Confederate army should not be held 
to deprive him of the privil and benefits resulting from his yoluntary sery- 
ice in the Navy of the United States. The committee find that a bill precisely 
similar to the one under consideration was unanimously reported favorabl, 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, Fiftieth Congress. — Report 3068, 
Fiftieth Congress, second session.) They therefore report bill back with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. M. P. FELCH. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8338) granting a pension to Mrs, M. P. Felch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Mrs. M. P. 
Felch, at the rate of $25 per month, for services rendered during the late war 
as hospital nurse, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. Laws) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8385) granting a pension to Amanda M. Felch, submit the following report: 

Amanda M. Felch, formerly Amanda M. Farnham, as appears from her sworn 
statement, served as a nurse with the Army of the Potomac from July, 1881, to 
May 1, 1865, part of the time with the Third Vermont, and a larger part of the 
time with the First Brigade, Vermont troops. 

She served in haspitals in front of Washington during winter of 1861 and 1862; 
went with the Army tothe peninsular catn pain, caring fo: the sick and wound 
at Yorktown, Lee’s Mills, Willlamsburgh, Gaines’ Mills, Golding's Farm, and 
to Harrison’s Landing, part of the time moving on foot with the troops, She 
was assigned by Miss Dix to duty at Fredericksburgh, Va., after having served 
in hospitals at Antietam and Hagerstown. Claimant was allowed to furnish 
herself with a team, at her own expense, to carry supplies furnished by the 
Sanitary Commission. 

Claimant's services were long, arduous, and faithful, and for a considerable 
portion of the time without compensation. She is now over fifty-tive years old 
and deserving. In the opinion of yourcommittee there is no question that the 
service was rendered as stated, and that the claimant is entitled to a pension, 
and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass, amended by striking out the 
words twenty-five,” in line 5, and inserting the word twelve“ instead. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


- 
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THEODORE L. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations ot the pension laws, the name of Theodore L. 8 late 


C ² MANIY pertictpatiog tii the battles SAAIE Scan 
on arms and actual 
the of Fort Pueblo — 4 assaults of the Mexican forces, in obe- 


dience to the orders of his commanding officer. 
The report (by Mr. De Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9225) grant- 
ing : nsion to Theodore L. Alexander, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 

The claimant served from June 9, 1817, to October 31, 1847, as a teamster in the 
Quartermaster's Department, United States Army, in the war with Mexico. 

His application for pension under the act of January 29, 1887, was 

Pension Bureau on the ground that he was notan enlisted man during said 
war, but was a civilian employé of the Quartermaster’s 3 He now 
asks to be pensioned by special act of Congress, and he d res in his petition 


that after being mustered into the service as a teamster at New Orleans, ; 
5 for Vera Cruz immediately and landed there about July 1, 1847. 
tt 


point sep eel pasa on duty in Brigadier-General Pierce's brigade 
and went with it to Puel 


about twenty. t days, when the was a 

The petitioner further declares that he does not know of eg ee now living 
who can corroborate his statements relative to above facts. e fact that he 
was left at Pueblo is, however, a matter of record. The claimant also swears 
that he is sixty-four years old, by hernia, and partially dependent upon 
others for support. 

The magistrate before whom the claimant's statement is sworn states that he 
has known the claimant for twenty years and that he is a man of good reputa- 
tion for truth and veracity in the community in which he resides, 

Your committee have at this session favorably reported a bill amending the 
act of January 29, 1887 (commonly known asthe Mexican warservice act), soas 
to include within its provisions those who actually icipated in battle dur- 
ing said war, whether regularly enlisted or not. r. Alexander would be a 
beneficiary under that bill should it receive favorable action at the hands of 
Congress, and therefore the private bill for his relief js reported back with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HOSEA BROWN. 


Mr. HERMANN. Lask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, ot the war of 1812. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a u- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Hosea Brown, formerly a mem- 
ber of capan Edward Burgess's com y of New York militia, and who was 
in the military service in the war of to $40 per month in lieu of the $$ per 
month he is now receiving under his pension certificate numbered 24580. 


The report (by Mr. De Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committe on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7471) increas- 

ing the on of Hosea Brown, have considered the same and report: 

mant was a private in Capt. E. age mas company of New York 
Militia and served from October 27, 1814, to November 16, 1814, in the war of 
1812. Heisnowa on account of said service at $8 per month, under 
the act of March 9, 

This claimant is now nearly ninety-eight years old and has been perfectly 
helpless for years, He requires the constant aid and attendance of another 
person, and his financial condition is such that the county in which he resides 
makes a regular allowance to aid in his support. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the facts warrant the favorable action 
of Congress, and the bill istherefore returned with the recommendation that it 
do pass, amended so as to allow a pension at the rate of $40 per month, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


ANDERSON MALONE. 


Mr. TRACEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R711912) for removal 
of charge of desertion from Anderson Malone. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Anderson 
Malone, late of Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment of United States 
Colored Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. OSBORNE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill — R. a 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from Anderson Malone, having h: 
the same under consideration, 2 

Anderson Malone enlisted in pany H, One hundred and tenth United 
States Colored Infantry, in 1864. He came home on sick leave from the captain 
commanding his company, and he never ned his health sufficiently to re- 
turn to his command, but suffered from a lingering illness of which he died 
after the war. Affidavits from a neighbor, Moses Malone, and from a comrade, 
Isaac W. Townsend, are hereto subjoined, proving Anderson Malone's disabil- 
ity to return to his command, ` 


STATE or ÅLABAMA, Limestone County: 


Personally appeared before me, James E. Horton, ju of probate court in 
and 3 und State, Moses Malone, aged ei — Ls 


duly sworn, de and sa; 
north of Athens, Ala., and t he was well acquainted with Anderson Malone, 
and that said Anderson lived on the same one-fourth of a mile from hi 
the said Moses; and that he knew that said Anderson Malone joined the Uni 


States Army in the year 1864, and that said Anderson came home sick, and that 
recovered his heal his death, 
and that he was often at said 
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bedside when he died, and assisted to bury him,and that he, Anderson, was 
never able to go back to his command; that he has no interest in the prosecu- 


tion of this 
> MOSES (his x mark) MALONE. 
Wilness : 
Jos, G. HULL. 
W. H. TonnENTIXX. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this — A 1890; and I have no in- 
terest in this claim and believe the witness to be truthful. 
[sear] JAMES E. HORTON, 
Judge of Probate Court. 
STATE OF ALABAMA, Limestone County: 
— j appeared before me, James E. Horton, judge of probate court in 
and for 


county and State, Isaac W. Townsend, fty-one years, who, 
being duly 8 and says that he was a private in Compan H. One 
hun and tenth Regiment United States Colored Troops, and that Anderson 


one was a member of the same stand yea and regiment; that said Anderson 
Malone was sick while in camp near Athens, Ala, , and that Captain Wilson, 
commanding said company, gave the said Anderson leave to go home; and that 
he never saw said Anderson any more until after the close of the war; and that 
he found the said Anderson after he came home; and that he never re- 
paora his health, bùt o ntinued to linger until his death; and that in his opin- 
on the said Anderson was never able to rejoin his command; and that be 
no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
ISAAC W, (his x mark) TOWNSEND. 


Subscribed, sworn to, and attested before me this August 27,1990. Given 
under my hand and official seal this 27th day of Au 1890. 
AMES E. HORTON, 


[searJ 
Judge of Probate Court. 


> fe committee also submit the report of the Secretary of War, which is as 
‘ollows : 


Case of Anderson Malone, late of Company H, One hundred and tenth Uniled States 
Colored Infantry. 


RECORD AND Pension DIVISION, 


The official records show this soldier to have been enrolled December 10, 
at Athens, Ala., for the period of three years, and that Ey“ e 
faithfally in the above-named organization until July 2, „when he deserted 
at the place of enlistment (Athens, Ala. ), and th did not rejoin his com- 
mand, which was retained in service until February 6, 1866, nor did he report 
his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the proper military authorities 
of the United States. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted tothe De- 
partens res connection with application for removal of the of deser- 
tion, to wit: 

Alice Lampkens, who claimed to be the soldier's daughter, testified March 1, 
1890, that her father was sick when he left his command about July 2, 1864, to 
see his ily who were also sick; that he continued sick for several months, 
and when he recovered he learned that his regiment bad been captured by 
General Forrest and taken to Mobile; that he never got entirely well of the 
injuries he received in service, and about two yearsafter the war he died of the 
disease which caused him to leave the regiment. (The records on file fail to 
show the soldier sick at any time while in service.) ` 

Kennady Crenshaw testified May 21, 1890, that he lived on the same farm with 
the soldier's family; that the soldier came home sick and grew worse until he 
died, never being able to work or do military duty after he came home, on ac- 
count of diarrhea. 

Peter and Moses Malone, in separate affidavits dated May 21, 1890, gave tes- 
timony similar to that of Crenshaw, Peter declaring that the soldier died in the 
fall of 1864, Moses swearing that he died some six months after leaving the 


Army. 

Isaac Townsend, a comrade, testified May 10, 1890, that he knew the soldier 
well and knows that he was taken sick in the fort near Athens, Ala., and was 
permitted by his officers to go home to his wife about July, 1864. 

On June 4, 1890, it was huld by this Department that the testimony submitted 
was not sufficient to warrant favorable action, and the application for removal 


of the o of desertion and for an honorable d rge was therefore denied. 
On June 3, 1 Isaac Townsend (who had already testified) declared that the 
soldier was suffering from diarrhea at the time General Forrest captured Athens, 


Ala., on September 24, 1864, and that he (the soldier) was out in the country on 
leave of absence for his health at that date, and hence missed capture; that 
hedaffiant) did not see the soldier again until the close of the war, and that Ma- 
lone was then down sick with the same disease, from which he never recovered 
and from which he died. 

Moses Malone again testified June 3, 1890, that he nursed the soldier in his 
last illness, his disease being trouble of the bowels,” from which he suffered 
for weeks and months, finally dying from said *‘trouble;" that Dr. Bates was 
the only physician who treated him while affiant was as nurse; that 
he (affiant) is unable to give the date of the soldier's death, but it was not more 
than two or three years after the war. 

The application for relief was again denied on June 14, 1890, on the ground 
that the oe testimony presented did not justify a reversal of the former 


adverse į 
On June 25, Isaac Townsend and Peler and Moses Malone gave additional 
wusend decla: that the soldier was sent home sick in Febru- 
ary, ms and died about 1870, while the affiants Malones testified that the sol- 
dier 3 five years alter the war, having returned from the Army in the 
spring o! 5 
grr Burr testified June 25, 1890, that he belon. to Company B, One hun- 
dred and tenth United States Colored Troops, and knew the soldier well; that 
the latter was sick with diarrhea in the spring of 184, while on duty near 
Ala. and was sent home by his officers; that the next time aftiantsaw him was 
in February, 1866, after muster out, and at that time the soidierwas sick from the 
same com int, continuing in feeble health until his death, 1873, when afllant 


ate to bury him. 
The additional testimony was not accepted by the Department to warrant 
an amendment of record, and on July 2, 1890, the application was again denied. 

Since then the status of the soldier has not been changed by the introduction 
Ot reapectfully sebmitted 

es u. submitted. 
X; F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or WAR. 


The committee therefore report back the bill H. R. 11912, with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and be- 


grossed 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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HANNAHI HURST. - 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
5895) to grant a pension to Hannah Hurst. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension - roll the name of Hannah Hurst, 
widow of William Green, who was a soldier in Company I, of the Illinois 
Mounted Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and pay her a pension at 88 
month from January 29, 1837, the date of the act granting pensions to so 
of the Mexican war. 


The report (by Mr. DE LAxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 2 grant - 
ing a pension to Hannah Hurst, have considered the same and report as fol- 
lows: 

The claimant's late husband, William Green, was a private in Captain Dun- 
lap's Independent Company, Minois Mounted Volunteers, and served from 

y 21, 1817, to November 7, 1818, in the war with Mexico. Green died in the 
fall of 1851, and the claimant remarried to one John Hurst on the 10th day of 
hk 1885. Hurst died August 16, 1882, and the claimant has since remained a 
widow. 

An application for pension on account of the Mexican war service of her said 
Maand William Green, was filed at the Pension Office by the claimant, but 
the same was rejected March 20, 1883, on the ground of her marriage since the 
soldier's death. She now asks a pension by special act at $8 per month from 
January@9, 1887, the date of the passage of the Mexican warservice pension act. 

In her 3 for pension, executed September 16, 1887, the claimant 
stated that she was born August 16, 1822, and hence she is now in the sixty-eighth 
year of her age. Her identity as the widow of William Green is fully shown, 
as is also the fact that she is obliged to work out asa nurse in order to gain a 


livelihood, 
The passage of the bill is recommended with the following amendment: 
Strike out all after the word month,“ in line 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee wasread and agreed 
to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. GRAHAM. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE, _I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 8302) granting a pension to Mary E. Graham. ` 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary E. Graham, 
invalid daughter of Barton W. Graham, deceased, late a sergeant in Company 
H. Sixty-third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month from and after the passage of this act, 


The report (by Mr. MARTIN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8302) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Graham, respectfully report as follows: 

That said Mary is the invalid daughter of Barton W. Graham, late a sergeant 
in Company H, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volanteers, who enlisted in 
August, 1862, and was honorably discharged May 31, 1865; that at the time of 
his enlistment he was ina sound condition and in good physical health, and 
that while he was with the Army and in the line of duty he sustained an injury at 
a place called Crooked Creek, in the State of Kentucky, in the month of January, 
1863, while on picket and in line of duty, and at said time he was taken sick, and 
remained so for a long time; in fact, continued to be in a sickly condition and 
in uncertain health up to the time of his death, which occurred November 8, 1886, 
and the sickness contracted in the service was the cause of his death; that his 
said daughter is now ety abg 23 of age, Siecle e has no means of 

tec, inoagh tien dectariog tits be would. ouvee aid apply See PONDA 
soldier, tho often declaring would, never apply a n, 
and left no widow surviving him; that owing to bodily S tewon 
is unable to earna living. 

The above facts are testified to by G. W. Boyd, Schuyler Latourette, James 
fant 752 colonel of the Sixty-third Indiana, and Heury Latourette. he 

toft 
health 


ers 


In t 
e father's service, which seems to have been faithful, the fact that his 
became impaired during the service, and was never restored; that he 
left no widow surviving him, and that his daughter is an object of ty, it 
Tona seun that this case calls for the candid and careful consideration of the 
committee. 
Therefore your committee recommend the of the bill, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out the word “twenty,” in line 8 of the bill, and inserting 
the word “twelve, so as to grant her a pension of $12 per month, $ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


LUMAN B. PALMETER. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Luman B. Palmeter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 3 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the cha: of desertion standing on record against Lu- 
man B. Palmeter, late a private in Company B, Seventy-cighth Regiment Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House bill No, 5802, 
entitled “A bill forthe reliefof Luman B. Falmeter, have had the same under 
consideration, and report it to the House with the recommendation that it 


pass, 
The committee in making this report are controlled by the following rea- 


sons: 

The records show that this soldier was enrolled in Company G, Seventy- 
2 Pennsylvania Volunteers, on September 15, 1863, to serve three years. 
His age at enlistment is stated at eighteen years, Upon October 3, 1863, he was 
admitted to the general field hospital at Stevenson, Ala., and from that time to 
December 18, 1863, with short intervals, was an inmate of various hospitals in 

ma and Tennessee.. He was furloughed on January 14, 1864, and was re- 
deserted February 13, 1864. The furl granted to him with 


as on ough 
permission to go to Brownsville, Pa., expired on February 13, 1864. 


ischarge 
The power of attorney stated that the 


A sworn certificate of the said Dr. E. X. Giebner is filed, stating that while he 
was unable to secure the release of the said Luman B. Palmeter from military 
service, he was able to procure hima furlough for thirty days; and that during 
and after the expiration of the furlough he, the said Dr. E. X. Giebner, had ex- 
amined Palmeter and fonnd him unfit to perform active duty on account of 
lameness originating from asprained ankle, and general weakness; w con- 
dition he certified to the proper authorities at Nashville. Tenn. 
meter, on January 27, 1885, testifies that upon 

piration of his furlough, and as soon as he felt able to report back to the hos- 
ies he was willing and desirous of returning to his regiment, but that his 

ther insisted upon his remaining at home, that he was trying to pro- 
cure a discharge for him, and that he would defi him against any of 
desertion; and that through his father's t and persuasions was re- 
strained from joining the regiment to which he felt that he owed his duty, 
based upon his oath of enlistment. 

Robert Leslie, Calvin Leslie, and Martin McMullen, in affidavits of February, 
1885, substantiate the above statements. 

Application has been made to the War Department for the removal of the 
charge of desertion by the said Luman B. Palmeter, which was refused on the 
ground that the evidence submitted was not sufficient to establish the fact that 
the applicant was prevented from completing his term of enlistment by dis- 
eases contracted in the line of duty. And subsequently a similar application 
for the removal of the sieves of desertion was refused upon the tbat 
the case did not come within the purview of section 2 of the act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1889. 

In view of ali these facts it seemed right and 1 — to the committee that as 
the said Luman B. Palmeter was at the time of desertion a minor,and was 

revented from returning to his regiment by the threats and persuasions of his 

ther, and as he is further prevented from 8 honorable discharge by 
a technical construction of the acts of Congress above referred to, that relief 
anaa begranted him in this case, and the committee accordingly so recom- 
mend, 

The committee herewith append to this report a statement of facts submitted 
by the War Department bearing upon this case of the date of May 12, 1890. 


Case of Luman (B. Palmeter, tale private Companies C and B, Seventy-eighth Penn- 
vania Volunteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION Drvistox, March 12, 1890, 

Luman Palmeter, private Company C, Seventy-eighth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, was enrolled on September 15, 1963, to serve three years. His age at en- 
listment is stated as eighteen years. 

On October 3, 1863, he was admitted to general field hospital, Army of the 
Cumberland, at Stevenson, Ala., with diarrhea ; entered general hospital No. 
13, Nashville, Tenn., October 23, 1863, with acute diarrhea, and was returned to 
duty on November 11, 1863; ee bata hospital No. 19, Nashville, Tenn., 
on December 18, 1863, with chronic diarrhea, was furloughed on January 15, 
184, and was repo: as having deserted on February 13,1864. No evidence is 
found of his having returned from furlough. 

The company muster. rolls of December 31, 1863, and to February 23, 1865, re- 
port him “absent, sick (at Nashville), since November, 1863," The roll of April 
80,1845, and the muster-out roll of Company B (to which he was transferred in 

364), dated at Nashville, Tenn., on September 11, 1965, 
unknown,” : 

The turlough granted him, with permission to goto Brownsville, Pa., expired 
on February 13, 1864. 

The following original 


iar pers were also submitted to the War Department: 


wer of attorney from Silas A. Palmeter, the soldier's father, to Dr. F. 
X. Giebner, executed on January 6, 1864, authorizing said Dr. Giebner to pro- 
eure the discharge of his son from the military service, This power of attor- 
ney states that the son at that time was still a minor. 

(The law governing at that time, regarding minors in the military service, is 
found in section 2 of the act of Congress approved February 13, 1862, which re- 
—— section 5 of the act of Congress approved September 23, 1850, providing 

or 9 of minors enlisted without the consent of their parents or guardi- 
ans, provided, that after date of this act no person under age of eighteen shall 
be mnstered into the United States service, and the oath of enlistment taken by 
the recruit shall be conclusive as to his age. 

2. A sworn certificate of E. X Giebner, M. D., as attending physician, dated 
on February 15, 1854, stating that Luman Palmeter, ofthe Seventy-eighth Penn- 
syivania Volunteers, has been examined by him, and the doctor considers him 
unfit to perform active duty of a laborious kind on account of lameness origi- 
nating from a sprained ankle and general weakness, 

In connection with the eee for removal of the charge of desertion in 
this case the following testimony has been submitted : 

Luman Palmeter, of Sandy Lake, Pu., the applicant, on Jannary 27, 1985. tes- 
tified that he ran away from home and enlisted against his father wishes, being 


ayers the ap 
E. X. Giebner, ui Bandy Lake, 


been a itioner of 
ter family prior to and during the late war, 
Palmeter; that in January, n power of attor- 
ney to go to Nashville and try to on account of his 
minority and having en without the father’s consent; that he to 
procure the but secured a furlough for thirty days, the soldier at that 
time suffering from a sprained ankle and eral weakness; that at the end of 
the thirty days the soldier was examined by affiant, who believed him not in 
condition to perform the duties of a soldier, and so certified to the proper au- 
thorities at Nashville; that applicant's father peremptorily refused to permit 
his son to report to the propre authorities in person; that in affiant’s opinion 

the applicant has never fit for military duty from the time he came - 
on account of a lameness in one of his ankles. g 

Robert Leslie, Calvin Leslie, and Martin McMullen, of Mercer County, Penn- 
sylvania, in affidavits of February, 1885, testified that during the war they were 
neighbors of the Palmeter family; that they know that Silas A. Palmeter pre- 
vented his son, Luman, from returning to the Army after the expiration of his 
furlough, the son being anxious to return. 

No other testimony in the case is on file in the Department, 

On November 17, 1886, it was determined by the Department that, as the evi- 
dence submitted is not deemed sufficient to establish that this soldier was 
vented from 9 his term of enlistment by reason of physica! d — 4 
incurred in the line of there is no provision of law under which the app 
eation can be granted, x 
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Subsequent to the foregoing adverse decision an act of Congress was ap- 
proved on March 2, 1889, section 2 of which authorizes the removal of a charge 
of n upon roof that the soldier was a minor 
listed without the consent of parent or guardian, and was released or dis- 
charged from such service by the order or decree of any court of competent ju- 
risdiction on habeas corpus or other proper judicial proceedings, 

As the testimony does not show that proper judicial proceedings were had in 
this case, which is a requisite for favorable action under the law now in foree, 
the status of the case has not been changed. 


y submitted, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Caplain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY or War. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. 


Mr. HAYES. Lask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1883) 
directing the Secretary of War to amend the record of William H. De 
Freest. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the record 
of the War Department in the case of William H. De Freest, late second lien- 
tenant of Company B, First Iowa Cavalry, so as to grant him an honorable dis- 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1583) 
to amend the record of William H. De Freest, haying examined and considered 
the same, report that they recommend itdo pass, with an amendment by way 
of addition thereto, as follows: 

Provided. That this act shall not be construed to give to said William H. De 
Freest any pay or allowance for any period of time he wasabsent without leave 
and notin performance of military duty, or to such time as he would have 
been discharged by limitation of time of enlistment, or otherwise.“ 

The said De Freest was second Jieutenant of Company B, First ment of 
Towa Cavalry, and was cashiered by sentence of general court-martial promul- 
gated August 21, 1863, for two instances of intoxication, being found not guilty 
on some of the specifications. This was done siter two years of actual service 
in the regimént, and however well founded at the time it answered its purpose 
so faras the good of the service was concerned, and now after twenty-seven 
years have passed there seems to be no reason why this soldier should rest 
under this stigma. 


‘The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
STEPHEN L. KEARNEY. 


Mr. WALKER, of Massachusetts. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (H. R, 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Stephen L. Kearney, late first lieutenant Third 
ny ogee United States Colored Troops, a pension of $50 in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
9254) eran ting an increase of pension to Stephen L. Kearney, respectfully report 
as follows: 

Applicant was a soldier in the regular Army during the war with Mexico, and 
served during the late war as a lieutenant in the Fifteenth Regiment of Massa- 
ehusetts Volunteers, and as first lieutenant in 8 G. Third Regiment 
United States Colored Troops; and while bsp Wega. tele the last-mentioned regi- 
ment in Florida he contracted rheumatism, for which he was allowed a pension 
of $4.25 per month under the general law, which pension he surrendered in or- 
der to receive the benefits of the act of January 29, 1887. 

Under the act of February 25, 1889, his pension was increased to $12.25 per 
month, which sum he is now receiving. He now asks to be placed upon the 
pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month. 

Your committee, in view of the fact that the petitioneris suffering from rheu- 
matism tosuch an extent as to render him unable to perform manual labor, and 
as there is no doubt as to the fact that his disability is due to his long and faith- 
ful service, report back the bill with the recommendation that said bill be 
amended by striking out the words “ fifty dollars" in sixth line thereofand in- 
serting , and when so amended tbat said bill do pass, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH k. WINNEY. 


Mr, O'DONNELL. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to place upon the invalid pension-roll, at $3 a month, the name of Hannah E. 
8 e of James P, Winnie, of the United States Marine Corps, war 
wit exico. 


The report (by Mr. DE Laxo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7149) grant- 
ing a pension to Hannah E. Winney, have considered the same and report: 

The claimant's late husband, James P. Winney, was a sergeant in the United 
States Marine Corps, and served from December 10, 1845, to March I. 1847. He 
died September 5. 1862, and his widow, Hannah E. Winney, filed an application 
for pension underthe Mexican war service act of January 29, 1887, but the same 
was rejected April 2, 18-9, by the Pension Bureau, on the ground that so dier 
was not in Mexico, on the coast or frontier thereof or en route thereto, at any 
time during the Mexican war, his entire service during that war having beea 
rendered in Philadelphia, Pa. The claimant is now about sixty-six years ofage, 
and has not remarried since the soldier's death. 

Your commitiee have at this session favorably re to the House a bill 
amending theact of January 29, 1887, so as to recognize the service of those sol- 
diers who served sixty days or more during the war with Mexico, whethersaid 


service was reudered at the seat of war or not, and there are also numerous 
precedents for the allowance by special act of the relief prayed for in this bill. 

The bill is, therefore, reported k to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pa Amend the bill by spelling the surname of the claimant and 
soldier Winney; also by striking out the word “twelve,” in line 4, and substi- 
tuting in lieu thereof the word eight.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read and 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, the title being amended so as to read: A bill granting a 
pension to Hannah E. Winney.“ 


LOVEY ALDRICH. 


Mr. COLEMAN. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey 
Aldrich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au, 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Lovey Aldrich, widow of Taylo2z 
Clark, who served as a soldier in the Light Infantry of New Hampshire in the 
war or 1812, and also widow of Caleb Aldrich, of the Rhode Island Line, war of 


2 e thesum of $30 per month in lieu of the pension pow drawn by said Lovey 


Mr. KILGORE. Read the report. 
The report (by Mr. De Laxo) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9736) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich, have considered the same and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant’s late husband, Caleb Aldrich, was a private in the New Hamp- 
shire and Rhode Island Line, and served in the Revolutionary war. The 
claimant is now receiving a pension at the rate of $12 per mouth under the gen- 
eral pension laws, 

Edwin C. Aldrich, a son of the claimant, swears that she bhs no property what- 
ever, and, with the exception of her pension, is entirely dependent upon him 
for support. His own means are very limited and he has a family to support. 
St: papers on file atthe Pension Bureau show that the claimant is ninety years 
of age. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the case is a deserving one, aud tho 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

N. W. LEASURE. 


Mr. CRAIG. Lask unanimous consent forthe consideration of Housa 
bill 9026, granting a pension to N. W. Leasure. 

The bill was read, as tollows: 

Beit enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of N. W. Leasure, widow of Rob- 
ert Warden, late major of the Twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension of #25 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Crara) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
9026) granting a pension to Nancy W. Leasure, submit the following report: 

Nancy W. Leasure was the widow of Maj. Robert Warden, of the Twenty. 
eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, who died in the service in 1862. She waa 
granted a pension of $25 per month. In 1870 she married another gallant 
soldier, Daniel Leasure, colonel of the One hundredth (Roundhead) Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, brevet brigadier-general, and who died October 4, 
188. 

The circumstances surrounding this case would seem to your committee to 
Hanae Mid restoration to the pension-rolls, and they recommend the passage of 
the bill, 

Mr. CRAIG. I move to amend by striking out in thesixthand sev- 
enth lines the words Robert Warden, late majorot the Twenty-eighth ” 
and insert Daniel Leasure, late colonel of the One hundredth;’’ and 
also strike ont the words and pay her a pension of $25 per month,” 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. From the reading of that bill it appears this lady 
is the widow of some deceased officer, but is the beneticiary under a 
different name. I wish some gentleman would state why this is. 

Mr. CRAIG, She was the widow of Major Warden and drew his 
pension until 1870, after which she married Col. Daniel Leasure, who 
died in 1886. Shesimply saved the Government something like $6,000 
by marrying the second time. [Laughter.] She asks now to have 
her name restored as the widow of Col. Daniel Leasure. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

CARROLL RENFRO, 

Mr. MCRAE, Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Rentro. 

The bill is as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Carroll Renfro, 
of Camden, Ark., who served as a private in Capt. John W. Otey's company, 
Alabama Volunteers, Creek war, 1838, and pay him the same pension as is al- 
lowed by law for service in the war of 1812. 

The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11308} 
granting a pension to Carroll Renfro, have considered the same and respect- 
fully report as follows: 

The records of the War Department show thatthe claimant wasa private in 
Capt. John W. Otey’s company, Alabama Volunteers, Creek war; enrolled May 
26, 1838, and mustered out with company, July 16, 1838. 


1890. 


J. R. Hildreth and J. W. Moore, citizens of Buena 3 testify that the 
claimant is seventy yearsold, and by reason of age and infirmity is unable to 
support pups ne by manual labor, he (the claimant) has no property or other 
means of live’ 

The case is believed by your committee to be a meritorious one, and the bill 
is thereiore returned with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID H. THOMPSON. 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Lask unanimous consent ‘for the present cón- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. Thomp- 


son. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of absence without leave now standing on 
the records of the War Department 2 David H. Thompson, late of Com- 
pany D, First Michigan Cavalry Volunteers, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
moved, he having voluntarily returned to his regiment and faithfully served 
therein until the close of its term of service, and having been mustered out of 
the service therewith, 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson, having considered the same, respect- 
ye report the same back with a favorable recommendation, 

This man was a soldier in Company D, First Michigan Cavalry. The facts of 
the case are set forth in the accompanying report of the War Department. 

Your committee areof the opinion that upon the facts shown the soldier 
ought to be relieved from the rge of absent without leave,” and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Case of David H. Thompson, late of Company D, First Michigan Cavalry. 
RECORD AND Pension Drvistoy, August 23, 1890, 

A report in this case was furnished the House Committee on Military Affairs 
on March 27, 1886, in connection with House bill No. 5609, Forty-ninth Congress, 
first session, of which report the following is a cony : 

“David H, Thompson was enrolled August 8 and mustered in Septem- 
ber 7, 1861, to serve three years, in Company D, First Michigan Cavalry, and 
served therein until August 31, 1802, when he was cap ured at the battle of 
Second Bull Run. He was paroled on the field September 1, 1862, reported at 
Camp Parole, Annapolis, Md., October 23, 1862, deserted irom said camp in De- 
cember, 1862, was arrested as a deserter ($30 reward allowed) January 4, 1864, b; 
the provost marshal, Sixth district, Michigan, and rejoined bis regiment April 
25, 1864. From this latter date he served faithfully until August 24, 1864, when 
he was mustered out of service, 

“On or about March 15, 184, a communication was received by the command- 
ing general, Departmentof Washington, from Norman Johnson, deputy provost- 
marshal, Sixth Conyressional district, State of Mich gan, in which he (Johnson) 
certified that repeal cay nad been engaged in recruiting in Minnesota (7) some 
three or four months.“ On the basis of this communication the commanding 
general, Department of 8 removed the charge of desertion against 
the soldier, on April 25, 1864, which removal has been accepted as valid by this 
office, but as a careful search of records failed to elicit any evidence that he was 
on recruiting service, cither in Minnesota or Michigan, Soran the period of his 
absence, he was and is considered as having been absent without leave from 
December 15, 1802, to January 4, 1864. 

“The only evidence presented to this office that has reference to the unau- 
thorized absence of this soldier, is embodied in a letter addressed by him to 
Hon. D. B. Henderson, M. C., in which he states that while at Parole Camp, An- 
napolis, Md., he was sick witb chronic diarrhea, piles, and hemorrhoids, and 
the lieutenant of Company H, First Michigan Cavalry, let him go home, prom- 
ising to notify him when he was exchanged, but he failed to do so; that as the 
President's proclamation made him a deserter, he went to recruiting, and mus- 
tered sixty men into the service, and on the day he was arrested he had twenty- 
four men mustered in 

No application for the removal of the charge of absence without leave has 
ever been received at this office.” 

The status of the case has not been changed by the introduction of additional 
testimony. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
. Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States Army, 

The SECRETARY oF WAR, : 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM COMPTON. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, the bill (H. R. 4168) for 
the relief of William Compton was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Compton, Jate a private 
in Company I, Second Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4168) 
for the relief of William Compton, submit the following report: 

WiniamCompton enlisted asa private in Company I, Second Regiment Tennes- 
see Cavalry, al egy 22, 1882, and was discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
bern ne Merch 9, 1863. The nature of the disability is not diselosed by the rec- 
ords of the War Department, nor is the certificate of disability on file. 

On October 3, 1873, he filed an application for pension, alleging that about 
February, 1863, while driving an ambulance during the night, and about to cross 
the Stone River. Tennessee, he missed the ford, and the team went over the 

bank, falling in the river, he being thrown between the horses and on the ton 
of the vehicle with such furce that he wasruptured, from which rupture — 
suffered over since. 

He furnished evidence of prior soundness, the testimony of the first lieuten- 
ant of his company and others as to incurrence of the disability in the service, 
and of neighbors as to existence of rupture at discharge. The claim would 
have been admissible upon the evidence presented, but for a letter written by 
one R. R. Reagan, when postmaster at tlinburgh, Tenn., who was also a 
member of claimant's company, in which the writer admits that Compton was 
hurt by going over the banks of Stone River and t he was also struck over 
the head at the same time with a gun in the hands of a Confederate, and that 
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in consequence of the injuries was sent to hospital, but at the same time charges 
the claimant with prior unsoundness. 5 

This adverse information sent the case in the field for special examination. 
When confronted by the special examiner, denied all knowledge of a 
previously existing hernia, states that he it said that claimant was rupt- 
ured nis to enlistment, but could not name a single person who furnished 
him the information im to the Pension Office. The special examiner re- 
ports Reagan as unreliable. 

The only adverse testimony obtained during the special examination was 
that of the divorced wife of the claimant, whose reputation for truth is reported 
by the special examiner as questionable. She testifies that at time of her mar- 
riage with Compton, which occurred before the war, he had some trouble in 
the abdominal regions, which was greatly worse at his return from service, he, 
as she had been informed, having been hurt in the Army by being thrown out 
ot an ambulance at Stone River. Compton was a hard-working man prior to 
enlistment, but much disabled ischarge. On the other hand, the evi- 
dence obtained by special examination as to prior soundness is overwhelmingly 
in favor of the claimant, while the injury at Stone River and the existence of 
rupture following thereupon is clearly lished. y 

Notwithstanding this showing, the testimony of the divorced wife, who, aside 
from her Jack of truthfulness as reported by the special examiner, is unques- 
tionably biased against the claimant, formed the basis of the N the 
claim on the ground that the evidence is not sufficient to show origin of the dis- 
ability in the service, 

Your committee, however, after carefully weighing all the evidence in the 
case, are of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and therefore report favora- 
bly on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. PALMER, 


On motion of Mr. BOUTELLE, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to place the name of Sarah E. Palmer, an army 81 72 
of over. tees upon the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
per month, 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer, submit the following report: 

The Committees on Invalid Pensions in the Fiftieth Congress e tne fol- 
lowing report, whichis hereby adopted by your committee : 

**Claimant served as nurse for nearly three years in the army hospitals, a 
8 of the time being employed in the ‘low-diet kitchen,’ at Alexand 

‘a. Her services seem to have been exceptionally meritorious, and claimant 
is indorsed by C. S. Doughty Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Foxcroft, 
Me. She is aged and infirm. 

“ Dr, E. A. Thompson, of Dover, Me., certifies that he has known claimant for 
over thirty years, and that her disability (varicose veins) was undoubtedly occa- 
sioned by long standing in the hospitals, Her disabilities are so severe as to 
incapacitate her from earning a livelihood, as she has arave done since the 
close of the war. Her term of service was one of exceptional length, aud, ac- 
cording to a mass of testimony, of unusual value to the Government.” 

Your committee report the bill back favorably, and recommend its passage 
with the following amendment, striking out “twenty-five” and inserting 
“$12 per month,” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH BISBEE. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly private, Com- 
pany K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, was considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, co. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and instructed to place upon the pension-rolls of the United States 
the name of Noah Bisbee, formerly a private in Company K, Eighty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 
of $39 per monta which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, submit the following repurt: 

Noah Bisbee, while serving as private of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, and en; in front of Petersburgh, Va., June Is, 1864, 
received a gunshot wound of the right foot. The wound became gangrened, 
saa — 3. 1865, the leg was amputated about half way between the knee 
and ankle. 

In consequence of a faulty amputation the stump became a running sore, and 
after years of great suffering it me necessary to perform another amputa- 
tion, which was done on May 5,1889, 4} inches of bone being removed. The 
stump after the second amputation was a long time healing. a portion of the 
tibia exfoliated and came ou!, which proved that there was some upand 
above the point of reamputation, An amputation above the knee would prob- 
ably remove this disease, but inasmuch as the pensioner is now nearly seventy 
years of age such amputation would almost surely result fatally. He never 
was able to wear an artificial limb. 

It is the »pinion of bis attending physicians that had his leg been amputated 
above the knee it would have been much better and saved him years of suffer- 
ing and expenses, it appearing in evidence that the pension received by him is 
insufficient to pay tor medical and other attendance, of which he is almost con- 
stantly in n and has been ever since his discharge. 

The amputation being: below the knee, the general laws permit no * 
rate of pension than $30 per month, the amount now received by him. But it 
is clearly shown by the medical evidence on file that Bisbee is much worse off 
than a person with a sound stump near tke hip-joint and otherwise in the en- 
garment of good health. His inability to wear an artificial limb, coupled with 

is advanced age and enfeebled constitution due to many years of suffering 
from the ulcerated stump, makes him almost entirely dependent upon others 
for assistance and confines him the greater part of the time to his 

In the opinion of your committee Bisbee should receive the same pension as 
those who by reason of shortness of the sup are unable to wear an artificial 
limb, and they therefore report favorably on the accompanying billandask that 
it do pass, amended however by striking out the word “` lifty " inline7 and in- 
serting therein instead the word “forty-five.” 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN REILLY. 

On motion of Mr. MOFFITT, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
ing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to 
John Reilly was considered. — 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
issue an honorable di from the service of the United States to John 
Reilly, late captain Third Marine Corps, Missouri Volunteers, said honorable 
discharge to date December 31, ron te day on which the said John Reilly's 
service terminated, and up to whi he received pay: Prori ed. That this act 
shall not entitle the said John Reilly to bounty, pension, or extra pay, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
r. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. Y 

And then (the hour of 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p, m. having arrived) 
the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communication was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


ADDITIONAL EXPENSES OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 
A communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting estimates of deficiencies for the expenses of the United States 
Courts—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. iR, of Alabama: 

‘Whereas, llth day of Se; ber, luti fi in- 
troduced E this House 8 that ee to reli Seog So Bin 
Pacific Railroads; 


; and 
Whereas, more than a week has elapsed since the reference of said resolution 
to said committee and no report has been made thereon by said committee : 


fo 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be, and they hereby 
instructed and di 


are, rected to report said resolution back to the House with- 
out delay; 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Also: 


Whereas, on the Lith day of September, 1890, a resolution of inquiry was intro- 

duced in the House and was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads; 
d 

n more than a week has elapsed since the reference of said resolution 

8 said committee and no report has been made thereon by said committee: 


4 That the Committee onthe Pacific Railroads be,and they are hereby, 
from the consideration of said resolution, and that the same be now 
brought before the House for immediate consideration; 


to the Committee on Rules, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary A. Miller—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar- 
vey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Abbie R. Reddington—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton—to the 
Committee on Invalid ons. 

A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

A bill (S. 3649) granting increase of pension to Katherine W. How- 
ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3995) granting a pension to Myra E, Lakin—to the Com- 


- mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 4167) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. Azpell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 4209) granting a pension toHenry W. Haley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4313) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 4320) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Dickey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and suppress- 


ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 


of Nevada—to the Committee on War Claims. 


A bill (S. 420) for the relief of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee on 
Claims. : 


A bill (S. 1398) to grant the right of way through the public lands 
for irrigation purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1496) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1619) for the relief of St. Cecelia’s Academy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. : 

A bill (S. 1634) to indemnity the State of Pennsylvania for money 
expended in 1864 for militia called into the military service by the 
governor under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2586) granting a pension to Andrew J. Elliott - to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2306) releasing S. H. Brooks, assistant treasurer of the 
United States, and his sureties on his official bond—to the Committee 
on Claims. . 

A bill (S. 2738) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Wilkes-Barre, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3015) making an appropriation tor a public monument to 
the memory of John Ericsson, the inventor and constructer of the 
Monitor—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3054) for the relief of William Smith and others—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3463) for the relief of John A. Lynch—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3551) for the relief of Catherine E. Whitall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3611) to amend an act entitled An act to adjust the sal- 
aries of postmasters, approved March 3, 1883—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post-Office Department. 

A bill (S. 4087) to authorize the purchase of certain manuscript pa- 
pers and correspondence of Thomas Jefferson—to the Committee on 
the Library. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 921) for the relief of John Finn, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3122)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11814) to provide theas- 
sessor of the District of Columbia with plats of subdivisions outside 
the cities of Washington and Georgetown, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3123)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the joint reso- 
lution of the House (H. Res. 214) extending the act fixing the rate 
of interest to be charged on of general and special taxes 
now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified to 
October 31, 1890, accompanied by a report (No. 3124)—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 11588) for the relief of the W&shing- 
ton Iron Works, accompanied by a report (No. 3125)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3126)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. f 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
favorably the biil of the House (H. R. 11583) for relief of Sarah Jane 
Fowler, widow of John H. Fowler, late a patrolman of the Metropoli- 
tan police force of the District of Columbia, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3127)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3116) to punish the carrying 
or selling of deadly or dangerous weapons within the District of Co- 
lumbia, accompanied by a report (No. 3128)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, from the Select Committee on 
the Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery of America, to which was re- 
ferred the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a subcommittee be appointed by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Quadro-Centennial of the Discovery of America to inquire into the 
progress of the details for holding of the proposed exhibition in Chicago, and 
to make anexamination into the amount of space allotted to the various Gov- 
ernment displays, and all other matters pertaining tothe displays of the United 
States at said exhibition ; 


reported in lieu thereof the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a . the chairman shall be one, be ap- 

psa any re oars — Se 2 6 Fair to in- 
uire progress details for the holding proposed exhibi 

2 to examine into the amount of svace allotteg to the various Go 
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and other matters pertaining to the displays of the United States at 


as d exhibition, and all other matters in connection with said exhibition 
which may appear to the said subcommittee advisable to report to the House, 
and to submit the result of said inquiry and examination to this cee rainy 
the beginning of the second session thereof; and the expense of said uiry 
and examination be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and the chair- 
man be authorized to draw for same on the Sergeant-at-Arms in sums not to ex- 
ceed 


which, accompanied by a report (No. 3129), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 
* 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 


lows: 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12092) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. > : 

By Mr. GROUT: Joint resolution (H. Res, 225) to provide for print- 
ing 500 copies additional of report of sanitary engineers on District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. = 

By Mr. BLISS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 226) releasing to the State 
of Michigan reversionary or other interest the United States may 
have in certain lands granted by Congress to aid in the construction of 
a railroad from Amboy to some point on or near Traverse Bay, Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on Public Lands, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: à 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12093) to place the name of George 
B. Edgar on the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of John M. 
Wright, of Audrain County, Missouri—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By. Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 12095) granting a pension to Julia 
S. Richards, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12096) granting a pension to Julia 
A. O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12097) to remove the 
charge of desertion against the name of Carl Understein—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey: Petition of Trenton (N. J.) 

phical Union, No. 71, in favor of international copyright bill — 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: Petition of A. B. Hackman and 
others, citizens of Whiteside County, Illinois, praying for the intro- 
duction of a law to prevent the transmission through the United States 
mails of certain publications, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads. j; 3 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Adam Stockinger, of Versailles, Ind., 
for a free reciprocity trade with Canada to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. . : 3 

Also, petition of the Indiana Millers’ Association, for the adoption 
of the reciprocity amendments to the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORTON: Various affidavits in support of claim of John M. 
Wright—to the Committee on Pensions. = 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: Petition of the survivors of the 
Seventy-fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania, asking for the bestowal of the 
medal of honor for special acts of bravery upon Capt. Frederick Opp- 
man, of Company D of that regiment—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, September 20, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. Jonx E. BUSHNELL, of Roanoke, Va. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Liberty Alliance, No. 18, 
of Allen County. Indiana; a petition of Mayville Alliance, No. 9, of Elk- 
hart County, Indiana, and a petition 2 2 9 8 21. wierd 

. Indiana, ying for the passage of what wn as nger 
bill; n referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


‘orestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Cheyenne County, Nebraska, and a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 721, of Mount Pleasant, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agricultureand 


Forestry. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of McAlester, Ind. T., 
praying for the passage of House bill 3839, for the protection of persons 
employed in the mines of the Territories of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. PIERCE presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance No. 89, of 
Reed Township, Cass County, North Dakota, praying for the 
of what is known as the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Luther S. Bent, president 
of the Penn Steel Company, at Sparrow’s Point, Md., and a petition 
of citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of the bill trans- 
ferring the revenue-cutter service to the Navy; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON Epema a petition'bf citizens of Omaha, Nebr. ; 
a petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, Iowa; a petition of citizens of 
Nebraska, and a petition of citizens of Union, Nebr., praying for the 
passage of what is known as the pure- food bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ta long telegram in the nature of a petition 
from the delegates to the State Republican colored convention of South 
Carolina, numerously signed by members of the convention, praying 
for the defeat of the Conger lard bill and legislation that affects the 
cotton-seed interest, which is a large industry. 

I also present numerous memorials from colored conventions held in 
many counties in the State of Tennessee, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill. 

I move that the petition and memorials be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 4 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented two petitions of citizens of Shelby County, 
‘Tennessee, praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-food 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Fayette County, Texas, 
praying for the passage of what is known as the pure-food bill; which 
was referred ta the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Cherry Mound Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 1611, of Ion, Iowa; the petition of Valley Alliance, No. 
1310, of Mt. Pleasant, Iowa; the petition of Mayflower Alliance, No. 
1313, of Delta, Iowa; the petition of Norah Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
1355, of Elgin, Iowa; the petition of East Branch Farmers’ Alliance, 
of Marble Rock, Iowa; the petition of Mills County Pomona Grange, 
No. 1, Patrons of Husbandry, of Silver City, Iowa; the petition of 
Washington Center Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1408, of Storm Lake, Iowa; 
the petition of the Sanford Farmers’ Alliance, No. 36, of Sanford, Iowa; 
and the petition of Mt. Hope Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1190, of Walnut, 
Towa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. ? 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark F. Car- 
ter, reported it without amendment, ahd submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committeeon Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
io whom was referred the bill (S. 2082) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Staunton, Va., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4205) to reimburse the Miami Indians of Indiana for money 
improperly withheld from them, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the widow of 
Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the United States 
Army in the warof the rebellion, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late a second 
lieutenant in Company F, of the Third Regiment of Missouri Volun- 


* 


10272 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


v 


SEPTEMBER 20, 


teers in the war with Mexico, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon, 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, late 
a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war with 
Mexico, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


TRANSFER OF INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the 
transfer of certain appropriations for the Indian service, on the books 
of the Treasury, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
present action upon it. The reason for this measure is contained in a 
letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which I have in my hand and which is printed 
already in the RECORD. If any Senator desires it to be read again I 
will read it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to trans ſer upon 
the books ot the Treasury the sum of $1,739.56, from appropriation 
„Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1891,’’ to appropria- 
tion Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1890. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. STEWART. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Afairs to report back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 4388) 
granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military reservation in the 
Territory of Utah. It is for a street railroad. The company are ready 
to build it and the measure is approved by the War Department. The 
Department are very anxious that the road shall be built for the ac- 
commodation of the post. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill, if there is no objection. It is a short bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENODOR TEN EYCK. 


Mr, HAMPTON. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the Pres- 
ident to restore Tenodor Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and 
to place him on the retired-list of Army officers, to report it back fa- 
yorably without amendment, and I ask unanimons consent that the 
bill may be considered now. I will state that a similar bill has passed 
the Senate on one or two occasions, but it has never before passed the 
House of Representatives until this session. 

There heing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee at the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, elc., That the President be, and is, authorized and empowered 
to restore to his former rank in the Army and pies upon the retired-list of 
army officers Tenodor Ten Eyck, late a captain in the Eighteenth United 
States Infantry: Provided, Thatthe said Tenodor Ten Eyck shall be entitled to 
no pay and allowances as an army officer for the time he wy have been out of 
the military service, but shall, from the date of his restoration, be entitied to 
the pay and allowances pertaining to an officer of his rank on the retired-list : 
Provided further, That he shall receive no pension from and after the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. PLATT. Does that increase the retired-list of the Army ? 

Mr. CULLOM. It puts this man on the retired-list. I do not know 
how much it increasesit. The Senate has passed the same bill, I think, 
two or three times, but it never passed the House of Representatives 
before. 

Mr, PLATT. I thought all bills of this character contained a clause 
that the retired-list of the Army was increased for this purpose only 
and should not be increased permanently. 

Mr. CULLOM. The same bill was reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and this bill has just passed the House of Representa- 
tives. I hope there will be no objection to it. It is for the relief ofa 
very meritorious officer. F 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ; 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4414) for the relief of George L. 
Key; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4415) for the relief of Neafie & Levy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 125) to extend the 
time of Parone to settlers on the public lands in certain cases; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
HENRY S. FRENCH. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask leave to present at this time a concurrent res- 
olution. It is somewhat voluminous and I will not ask that it be read, 


but I ask that it be printed and lie upon the table, as I may ask the 
Senate to consider it on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas Senate bill No. 145, for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry S. French, referred the claim to the Court of Claims; and 

Whereas said bill does not require said Court of Claims to determine the juris- 
dictional fact of the loyalty of the said Henry S. French; and 

Whereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently passed the House of 
Represer tatives and wassent to the President and was, by concurrent resolu- 
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended 
as to uire the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry 
S. French: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That said bill 
be re-enrolled, and in the re-enrollment of said bill there shall be inserted after 
the word parties.“ in line 9 of said enrolled bill, the following: 

“And if said court shall find that said Henry S. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established: 

So that said bill when re-enrolled shall read as follows: 

“An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. French. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry S. French, 
deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 23) bales of cotton 
taken Se Jonesboro, Ga., in September, 1864, by General William G. Le Duc, 
by order of General Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by 
him sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for 
this purpose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and deter- 
mine and render judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective par- 
ties; and if said court shall find that said Henry 8. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebelllion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and, said loyalt 1 been thus established, if it 
shall further find that said Henry S. French in buying such cotton did not vio- 
late any non-intercourse act, and that it, or any part thereof, was taken by the 
officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury, then, 
and in that event, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds, 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned propert 
fond; and the said court shall, in the hearing of said claim, consider any evi- 
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claims 
Commission in regard to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority on the 
part of the United States or the claimants to take additional testimony under 
the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from 
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases,” 


NATIONAL-BANKING SYSTEM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.). If 
there be no further morning business that order is closed, and the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is in order for one hour. The first bill on the 
Calendar, in regular order, will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1790, House bill 6104—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill pending is the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance about the national-banking system. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Was not that passed over subject to call? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it comes up now, first in order on the Calen- 


ar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resamed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3342) to reduce the amountof United States bonds 
to be required of national banks, and to restore to the channels of trade 
the excessive accumulations of lawful money in the Treasury, 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the bill was up yesterday the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. POWER] moved to strike out the first section, which 
would leave only the second section, and that provides for the issue 
by national banks of 100 per cent. of the amount of bonds held by 
them, instead of 90 per cent. There was objection made to the first 
section of the bill, and I did not wish to press it unless I was sure 
of its probable effect. I have no objection to the amendment and will 
let the vote be taken upon the passage of the bill with the second sec- 
tion only left. 

Mr, COCKRELL, Mr. President, as I said yesterday, this bill can 
not pass in my judgment without considerable discussion. There will 
necessarily be amendments offered to it. I do not believe that what 
it proposes is the best way of increasing the paper circnlation of the 
United States. I say frankly that I shall be compelled if the bill is 
pressed to offer an amendment requiring the withdrawal of every dol- 
lar of national-bank circulation and the substitution in lieu of that 
circulation of United States notes or greenbacks. I believe that ought 
to be done to-day. I believe that the banks ought to be compelled to 
retire their paper circulation, and in lieu of it that the United States 
should issue United States legal-tender notes to replace it. As it is, 
the banks are gradually retiring their circulation and diminishing the 
paper circulation of the country by the amount of their notes retired. 

I think, instead of giving them power to increase their circulation at 
will and retire it at will, we should compel them to retire it and make 
the Government of the United States issue the United States legal- 
tender notes, the best paper currency that this country or any other 
country has ever had, to the full amount of the natioual-bank notes. 
Then we should prevent any contraction of the currency and we should 
take the control of the finances out of the hands of a combination and 
a monopoly. 

Mr. President, the things that have been witnessed in the last two 
or three weeks in regard to the power of corporations over the circula- 
tion of this country have not been creditable. 
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Mr. PLUMB. Will nat the Senator be satisfied to interpose his objec- 
tion and let the consideration of the Calendar go on? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ishall not be long. I say those things have not 
been creditable to this country. We have seen the Secretary of the 
Treasury drawn in by the speculators in stocks and grain in the city 
of New York to pour out every dollar of surplus in the Treasury to 
save them and to save their imaginary profits in their speculations and 

bling. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power], to strike out 
the first section of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I interpose my objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill will go 
over. The next bill on the Calendar will be announced. 


DR. CARL RUCKERT. 


The bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Rückert was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to redeem United 
States 5 per cent. coupon bond No. 117042, for $1,000, act of March 3, 
1864, ten-forties, with interest thereon from the Ist of September, 1875, 
to the 18th of July, 1879; also United States 6 per cent. coupon bond 
No. 198344, for $1,000, act of March 3, 1865, consols of 1865, with in- 
terest from the Ist of January, 1876, to the 27th of February, 1879, in 
favorof Frederick Pistorius, attorney for Dr. Carl Riickert upon the sur- 
render ot the bonds and the filing of a bond of indemnity which shall 
be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury in double the amount 
of the coupons belonging to the bonds. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 4119) granting the right of way to the Metropolitan 
Southern Railroad Company through the property of the United States 
in Montgomery County, Maryland, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

DRY-DOCK AT ALGIERS, LA. 

Mr. GIBSON. Lask the Senate.to take up Order of Business 1365, 
Senate bill 200, which is on the list of unobjected cases passed over 
without prejudice under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

TheCHIEF CLERK, The bill (S. 200) for the establishment of a navy- 
yard and dry-dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, La., 
with an appropriation therefor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
regarded before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs will be stated. 

Mr, PASCO. I should like to inquire what order of business is now 
being considered ? : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order of Business 1365, Senate bill 200. 

Mr. PASCO. I interposed an objection to the consideration of that 
bill the other day, and I have not since been consulted in reference to 
it. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. GIBSON, I move to take up the bill, notwithstanding the ob- 
jection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That can not be done under the present arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE (to Mr.Grsson). You can not do that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I hope the Senator from Florida will with- 
draw his objection. This is an important matter to the people I repre- 
sent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We are operating under a special rule now. Un- 
der that special rule the Senator can not move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill without regard to the objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the Senator from Florida will withdraw his 


objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over, 
ESTATE OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 

The bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate 
George W. Lawrence was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to refer to the Court of Claims the claims of George W. 
Lawrence for further compensation for the construction of the United 
States monitor Wassue, to hear and determine and render judgment 
upon it, under certain rules and regulations provided. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EOBERT M’FARLAND, 

The bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of Robert McFarland was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I observe that that is one of the bills which tram- 
ple under feet the proceedings of a general court-martial and treat 
the case just as if there had not been a court-martial at all. It is an 
inattention doubtless on the part of the Senator making the report, 


XXI——643 


of 


and I ask that the bill may be passed over until I can offer a substitute 
for it. Ihave no doubt the claimant may be entitled to some relief, 
but not in the form in which this bill is. 

750 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 1883) directing the Secretary of War to amend the rec- 
ord of William H, De Freest; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk; 

5 bys bill (H. R. 2496) correcting the military record of Ireneus Short- 
ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton; 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C, Cabeen; - 

A bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink; 

A bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) directing the Secretary of War to issue an honor- 
able discharge to John Reilly; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 4872) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Peter R. Eddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice; 

A bill (H. K. 5802) for the relief of Luman B. Palmeter; 

A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 
ears (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Me- 

ullin; 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant pension to Hannah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney; 

A bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8383) granting a pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch; 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L, Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 
Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean; 

A bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon; 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Alexander Moore; 

A bill (H: R. 10727) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 11308) to pension Carroll Renfro; 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension to Mary Y. Dewees; 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly 
private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of charge of desertion from Ander- 
son Malone; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. Henry A. Read. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: : 

A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; 

A bill (S. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce; 

A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; and ~ 

A bill (S. 4243) granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney; 

A bill (S. 577) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 

A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams; 

A bill (S. 754) granting a pension to James Malin; 

A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke; 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; 

; A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park- 


urst; 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; 
A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick Morgan; 

A bill (8. 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe; 
A bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; z 
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A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill 1706) a pension to John Morgan; 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; 

A bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor; 

1 (S. 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse; 
(8. sary to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe; 

(S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
of William S. Bennett; 

1 (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. 
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bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth; 
bill (S. 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell; 
bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper; 
bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin; 
bill (S. 3448) granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire; 
bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 
bill (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 
bill (S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf; 
bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy; and 
A bill (S. 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace. 
UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 

The bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre res- 
ervation was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not that a bill which was vetoed by the Pres- 
ident? 

Mr. FRYE. It was reported back with the objections of the Presi- 
dent obviated. 

Mr. DAWES. - I would say to the Senator from Missouri that the 
original bill was vetoed because of some objectionable feature init; and 
another bill was drawn up by the Department to meet the objections 
of the President. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over. I want to examine it. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it go over without penales; then. 

Mr. VEST. Letit go over under Rule IX, because it will create 
some debate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the attention of the Senator from Missouri. I 
think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is not here to- 
day, has had his attention called to this bill. Ido not know that I 
have a right to speak forhim, but I think it is 8 satisfactory to 
the Senator from Colorado. My only point was that being so perhaps 
the bill had better remain on the Calendar without prejudiee until he 
returns. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. Let it go over. I want to examine the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 


VIII. 
SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 4175) authorizing ere of the Treasury to settle 
the indebtedness to the Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 
road Company wus considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [should like to ask the Senator reporting the 
bill if this is one of the land-grant and bond-asided railroads? 

Mr. FRYE. Itis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, is there a proposition to settle the indebt- 
edness of all the Pacific railroads upon the same principle as this? 

Mr. FRYE. There is not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, then, should an exception be made in the 
case of this 2 2 

Mr. FRYE. This is a little hundred - mile railroad practically owned 
by the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, and the Chicago 
and Northwestern Railroad Company has a parallel road to this, and 
it is not worth anything. It is not worth the while of Congress to be 
dealing with mortgages and things of that kind touching it. The Chi- 
cago and Northwestern can destroy it any day it pleases; but it was 
thought there was an opportunity to get several hundred thousand dol- 
lars if somebody was authorized to make a settlement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much bonded indebtedness is the Govern- 
ment liable for on account of this road? 

Mr. FRYE. I think, interest and all, about $1,600,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the prospect is a few hundred thousand 


rr 


ars. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. I would not give a cent for it. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Is it independent of the Union Pacific and the 
other Pacific railroads ? 

Mr. FRYE. Entirely, 

Mr. COCKRELL. So that these other companies are not indirectly 

msible for the bonds issued to it. 
r. FRYE. Not at all. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CUSTOM-HOUSE AT ERIE, PA. 

The bill (S. 4239) to e for the sale of the old custom-house 

building in the city of Erie, Pa., was announced as next in order. 


Mr. QUAY. Let that bill go over without prejudice. 
— VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
ce. 
WILLIAM W. WEBB. ‘ 


The bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William: W. Webb was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President be, and heis hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent ot the Senate, to appoint William W. Webb, late a 
an of cavalry and brevet major in the Army ofthe United States, to the 
sition of captain of cavalry in the Army of the United States, and to place him 
upon the retired-list of the Army as of that grade (the retired-list being thereby 
increased in number to that extent); and all Jaws and of laws in conflict 
herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, however, That. said 
Webb shall receive no pay or allowances as such retired officer prior to his con- 
firmation under the 8 of this bill, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
KANSAS TRUST AND DIMINISHED RESERVE LANDS. 


The bill (S. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and 
diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the adoption of 
the preamble, 

The preamble was agreed to. 2 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FERGUS FALIS, MINN. 


The bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus 
Falls, Minn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 13, before the word thousand,” 
to strike out one hundred and fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,” and 
in the same line, after the word dollars, to strike out which said 
sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated ſor said purpose out of any mon- 
eys in the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated; soas to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to acquire, by purcliase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause to 
be erected thereon à suitable building, including fire-proof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, ele vators, and u es, for the use nnd accommodation 
of the Uni es courts, post-office, internal-revenne, and other Government 
offices, in the city of Fergus Falls and State of Minnesota, the cost of said site 
and building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating r apparatus, eleva- 
tors, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $75, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, ọn page 3, after line 53, to strike out: 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expenses of said agent, 
and the compensation and actual traveling expeuses of said commission, and 
other expenses incident to the selection ~ 3 the site, and for necessary survey 
thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparation of 
sketch plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for the building 
by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department shall be available 
immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treasury of such site. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 66, after the word money, 
to strike out ‘‘appropriated by this act shall be available except as 
hereinbefore provided“ and insert shall be used for the purpose 
mentioned ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 3 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title to th® 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction overthe 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the admin of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 74, to strike out the 
following clause: 

After the said site shall liave been paid for and the sketch-plans and detailed 
estimates for the building shall have been 8 by the Supervising Archi- 
tect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be ayail- 
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fire-proof vaulta, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CUARTEL LOT, IN MONTEREY, CAL. 


The bill (S. 4258) releasing the right, title, and interest of the United 
States to the piece or parcel of land known as the Cuartel ’” lot, in 
the city of Monterey, Cal., was considered asin Committee of the Whole, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ACCOUNTS WITH STATE OF FLORIDA. 


The bill (S. 3044) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the balance found to be due the State of Florida, according to the ac- 
count stated between the General Government and such State by the 
sad Secretary, under the authority of the act approved March 2, 1889, 
= as the deficiency appropriation act, was announced as next in 

er. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to settle 
the account stated between the United States and the State of Florida, under 
the authority of section 5 of the act approved March 2, 1889, entitled “An act 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fis- 
cal year ending June 80, 1889. and for prior years, and for other pur and 
in making such settlement he is hereby authorized to set off what is found to 
be due by the State to the day of settlement, on account of principal and inter- 
est upon the bonds of the State, in which a portion of the Indian trust funds has 
been invested, against what is found to be due the State to the same date for 
moneys expended by her during the Indian hostilities of 189 and 1856 and 1857, 
and to surrender such bonds and the coupons thereto to the governor of said 
State upon making such settlement, And in making the settlement the Secre- 
tary is directed to follow the statement of the account as made under the au- 


thority of said act. as found in the letter from the of the Treasury. 
dated December 16, 1859, published as Executive Document No. House of 
Representatives, and to adopt the first. mode of settlement near the 


pro; 
foot of page 3 of said document, continuing the computation of interest upon 
the principal on both sides to the date of settlement. And such sum of money 
is hereby appropriated, out of any moneysin the Treasury aot otherwise ap- 
priated, as is necessary to make such settlement, 


Mr, ALLISON. I think that bill had better be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the amendment re- 
ported by the committee be agreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object that that amendment be agreed to, 
but I ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

2 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice, 
LIGHTS IN STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


The bill (S. 3744) te provide additional lights on the navigable chan- 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto, in the State of 
Washington, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 12, after the word ‘' designate,’’ to strike out that 
the necessary expenditure for the establishment of said post-lights be in- 
cluded in the appropriation for lighting of rivers for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That thirty post-lighta, for the use and convenience of nav- 

on, shall be established along the navigable channels of the Snohomish 
iver, the Skagit River, the Nooksack River, and the La Conner Slough, and 
along such other channels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto, in 
the State of Washington, as may be necessary for the requirements of com- 
merce; that said post-lights shall be of such r and located at such 
1 along said channel as the Light -House Board, under the direction of the 
ary of the Treasury, may designate; and that the sum of $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and thesame hereby is, appropriated for 
the establishment maintenance of said lights, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. = 

PENALTIES ON GUNBOAT PETREL, 


The bill (S. 2915) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known 
as the Petrel, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTER FOR DISTRICT SUPREME COURT. 

The bill (S. 845) to provide for the appointment of a reporter for the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word “ court,” at the 
end of line 4, to insert who shall hold his office during the pleasure of 
said court;’’ so as to make the section read: - 


That the supreme court of the District of Columbia is hereby authorized anà 
directed to appoint a reporter for skid court, who shall hold his office during the 
pleasure of said court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, alter the word re- 
ports,” to strike out at a price per volume to be fixed by said court 
and insert the og not exceeding $5, style and number of pages of 
each volume to be fixed by said court;’’ so as to make the section 
Tead: 


Src: 3. Thatsaid reporter shall have the privilege of the sale of said ublished 
ir e ee exc „ g 
a 0 2 221 eee K yle and nu r of pages of volume 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask abont that. Are these re- 
ports to be published at the expense of the Government? 
Mr. EVARTS. No. There is nothing in this enactment to provide 


for any such thing. The subject received careful attention from the 
Judiciary Committee, who were satisfied that this was a proper arrange- 
ment. Thereis nothing but this provision of salary, and also the com- 
mittee inserted that there should be a limitation of the price that the 
reporter shall charge to the profession for the volumes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that the committee have put down, I sup- 

an ordinary volume of reports at $5 apiece. i 

Mr. EVARTS. That is the outer limit. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is simply an outrage and nothing more or less 
than robbery of the legal profession to permit the reporter of that court 
to put these reports at $5 a volume. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will allow me to say that there is al- 
ready a reporter appointed by the court who publishes these volumes, 
but there is a very limited patronage for them. It is wholly limited 
to the patronage of the suitors and the profession in these courts in the 
Districtof Columbia. The price at which he now sells them and which 
is found necessary to give him a reasonable income is $6.50, and we 
have now cut this down to $5.as the exterior limit, leaving it to the 
court to make it less. That is the situation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How is the reporter paid now? 

Mr. EVARTS. He is paid now entirely by the sale of his books, 
and he charge $6.50 8 volume, ez he can not sell —— enou 
to give him a reasonable income, You can not enlarge patronage; 
and, therefore, when there is a limited patronage of a book there is 
always a caleulation of how many necessary purchasers there will be 


and whether the reporter can afford to issue this book. All that is 


accomplished here is to give him a salary of $1,500 and to limit the 
cost of his book as an exterior limit at $5, one dollar and a half less 


than the price now imposed, and to limit it also to such reduction as 


the court may direct.. So it is an improvement in every respect, as we 
suppose, over the present condition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should not the United States, then, pay re- 
porters for the United States district courts all over the country? This 
court has been getting on for a good long while without any reporter 
paid by the United States, and now we come in and propose to have 


the United States assume the payment of a salary of $1,500 a year to 


this reporter. Why not extend the same thing to the reporters for the 
district courts and the cirenit courts throughont the United States? 
And we have a beautiful corps of court reporters. 

Mr. EVARTS. That would depend upon the circumstances of each 


case, 
Mr, COCKRELL. I think it will not hurt to have the bill go over 
until next session. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the objection is insisted upon, I haveno ability 
to dispose of the bill otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we had better lay it aside until I can 
look into it a little further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


POWER OF CONSULAR COURT. 


The bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced 
by courts created under treaties and laws of the United States in cer- 
tain cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill wasreported by the Committee on the Judiciary with amend- 
ments, in line 5, after the word ‘‘imprisonment,”’ to strike out and 
imprisonments of and;’’ in line 6, after the words under the,” to 
strike out judgments“ and insert ‘‘judgment;’’ in the same 
after the word any, to insert mixed court. or; in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘court,’’ to strike out ereated under the authority and insert 
“established in any foreign country under any treaty or convention;’’ 
in line 9, after United States,“ to insert “with the government of 
such foreign country;’’ and in line 12, after United States, to strike 
out And provided further, That no prisoner shall be sent to the United 
States for confinement without the approval of the Attorney-General 
of the United States; so as to make the bill read: 


United 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 4234) to establish a limited post and telegraph service, 
and for other purposes was announced as next in order. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hardly think it worth while to consume the 
time by reading that bill now. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the bill may go over without prejudice, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 
The bill will be passed over without 
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f MISS FRANCES THATCHER. 

The bill (H. R. 5521) granting a ion to Miss Frances Thatcher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof Miss Frances Thatcher, daughter of Abijah 

tcher, who served as a soldier in First Company, Twentieth Con- 
necticut State Militia, in the war of 1812, and the grand-daughter of 
Union John Thatcher, who served as a soldier in the war of the Revo- 


_ lution, at $18 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the following resolution, re- 
rted by Mr. MITCHELL from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
July 28, 1890: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to make inquiry and investigation as to whether there are in existence 
in the hands of private parties any records of the late so-called Confederate 
government which, in his opinion, are valuable to the United States in pro- 
tecting it against frauds or overpayments in connection with the claims of cer- 
tain late mail contractors of the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, Gr West Virginia, or their legal representatives, 
for and on account of services alleged to be due under their respective con- 
tracts for the performance of mail service for the years 1858, 1859, 1860, and 1861. 
and to report to the Senate at as early a date as practicable the nature of such 
Confederate records and their value to the Government, in his opinion, and the 
amount for which the same can be procured by the Post-Office Department for 
the use of the United States, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

y FREE-DELIVERY POST-OFFICES. 

The bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of 
mails was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of what 
effect that will have on the postal revenues and whether it will add 
largely to the deficiency that exists there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have sent for the report and will have it ina 
few minutes, Let the bill go over, and we can return to it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over temporarily. 

WILLIAM M’GARERAHAN. 

The bill (S. 2599) to submit to the Court of Claims for adjudication 
the title of William McGarrahan to the mineral and other interests of 
the Rancho Panoche Grande tract of land in the State ot California, 
and for other purposes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator reporting that bill [Mr. TELLER] is absent 
to-day, and I think it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

PATRICK L. DUNN. 

The bill (S. 1561) to remove the charge of desertion against Patrick 
L. Danú was announced as next in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is re adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over under Rule IX. 


HENRY EAST, 


The bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of Henry East was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let it go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule 


FEES OF CERTAIN ATTORNEYS, MARSHALS, ETC, 


The bill (S. 3529) to amend section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary withan 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 
district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United 
States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, and 
Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, ht praana double the fees now allowed 
= law for the like services to other dist attorneys, marshals, and clerks of 
o courts of the United States, but neither of them shall be allowed to retain 
for fees and other emoluments any r sum in the aggregate than such 
other district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, respectively, are allowed by law 
to retain, and all fees, moneys, aud emoluments received by them, respectively, 
above such aggregate amount -hall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States; and their accounts shall be mado, audited, returned, and settled at the 
same times and in the same manner that the accounta of other district attor- 
neys, marshals, and clerks are required to be made, audited, and settled; and 
whenever in either of said States the same person holds the office of clerk of 
both the cirouit and district courts he shall be allowed to retain for his per- 
sonal compensation and emolument as aforesaid only such sum as is by law al- 
lowed to be retained by a person holding the office of clerk of only one of the 


courts. 

Sec. 2. That the Lean section shall expire and cease to be in force on the 
ay le oE IRDA D. 1895. g 

Sec. 3. That section 837 and section 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and so much of section 16 of the 
act entitled “An act to provide for the admission of the State of Idaho into the 
Union, and for other purposes,” approved Joys A. D. 1890, as provides for fees 
and compensation of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of 
the United States, and so much of section 16 of the act entitled “An act to pro- 


* 
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vide for the admission of the State of Wyoming into the Union, and for other 


” approved July 10, A. D, 1890, as provides for fees and com sation 
of district atiorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United are 
hereby repealed, 


Mr. PIERCE. In line 5 of the first section of the amendment, after 
„Washington,“ I move to insert North Dakota. That must have 
been omitted by mistake. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lined of the first section of the amendment, 
after the word Washington, it is proposed to insert North Da- 
kota;“ so as to read: 

That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks of the courts of the United 
States for the districts of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, North 
Dakota,and Wyoming shall be entitled to receive, respectively, double the fees 
now allowed by law for the like services to cther district attorneys, marshals, 
and clerks of the courts of the United States, etc. 4 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and . 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill regulating the fees 
and emoluments of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks in the 
States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Montana, Washington, North Dakota, 
and Wyoming.” 

FREE-DELIVERY POST-OFFICES, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the Senate now take up Senate bill 
925, which was passed over a few minutes since. 

There being no objection the bill (S. 925) extending the privileges 
of the free delivery of mails was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with amendments. 

The first amendment was. in line 8, before the word thousand, to 
strike out three and insert five;’’ so as to read: 

And the same are hereby extended to all cities and towns haying a popula- 
tion of not less than 5,000. 

The amendment was agreed io. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads to recommend that the next amendment reported by 
the committee be disagreed to, so that the bill will stand at $5,000. 

Mr, STEWART. You meana population of 5,000? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, where the post-office has shown a gross reve- 
nue of $5,000 in the previous fiscal year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what will probably be the 
effect of that bill in regard to increasing the expenditures, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state the case. A resolution offered by 
myself was passed through the Senate some time since calling upon the 
Postmaster-General for information upon that subject, and this is his 
reply: ; 

Py OFFICE ÖF THE PosTMASTER-GEXERAL, 

Washington, D. C., February 15, 1890. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following resolutioy 
of the Senate: s 

“ Resolved, That the Postmaster-Gêneral be, and he is hereby, directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate an estimate of the increased cost required to extend the free- 
delivery system of the Post-Oftice Department to all cities and towns having not 
less than 3,000 inhabitants or where the post-oflices show a revenue of at 
least $5,000 for the past fiscal year; also afurther estimate of the increased cost 
in case such system were extended to all cities and towns having not less than 
5,000 inhabitants or where the post-offices show a gross revenue for the last 
fiseal year of $7,000 or more.” 

And in response thereto submit the information therein required, as follows: 


1, The number of places “having not less than 3,000 inhabitants or where 
the post-offices show a gross revenue of at least $5,000 for the past fiscal year” 


is 664. 7 

2. The number of places “having not less than 5,000 inbabitants or whero 
22 show a gross revenue for the last fiscal year of $7,000 or more" 

The population has been ascertained from the last general census, taken by 
authority of State or United States law. The above 180 will be largely in- 
creased by the additional revenue at the close of the fiscal year, June 30, 1890, 
and by the national census to be taken this year, 

It is estimated that to extend the free-delivery system to all of the places and 
offices described in the first section of the resolution, 664 in number 


Which we do not recommend because that took in all places where 
the population was as much as 3,000 or more— 


the cost would be about as follows (as the actual population is now much 
in excess of that shown by the census, probably an average of three carricrs to 
each place will be necessary): 


Estimate. 
664 officers, 1,992 carriers, at 00. . Akas 
Incidental Ox penges . . osamo | ASL 840 
1,317, 04% 


That is the estimate, provided we include all places of 3,000 inhab- 
itants or more. Now we come to the next estimate: 


Under the second section of the resolution the places and officers described, 
294 in number, being the extension recommended in the Postmaster-General's 
report, the cost would be about as follows: 


204 offices, 1,029 carriers (average of 3} to each office), at 8600. . . .. $617, 400 
Incidental expense ...... r gE ET OE 61.825 
679, 228 


1890. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE- 


~ 


= 


10277 


The above figures represent the estimated cost for the next fiscal year, pro- 
vided all the offices should be established, to commence July 1, 1890, so tar as 
the pay of carriers is concerned. The incidental expenses would be about the 
same at whatever period of the year the service might commence. 

Taking into consideration the number of offices. which would apply or be 
ready for the service and have the other requirements in addition to popula- 
tion or revenue, itis probable that an appropriation of $60,000 under the first 
patie Bs and $350,000 under the second would be amply sufficient for the next 

year. i 

The pay of carriers given is the compensation for the first year. After that 

8 their salaries will be increased each by promotion, as required by 


W. 
JNO. WANAMAKER, ~ 
Postmaster- General. 
Hon. Levr P. Morros, 
President of the United States Senate, 


The committee recommend that we take in all places where the pop- 
ulation exceeds 5,000 or where the gross receipts of the office for the 
preceding fiscal year amounted to as much as $5,000 or more, 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That report of the Postmaster-General and the 
action of the committee are based upon the census of 1880 or any sub- 
sequent State census taken? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Yes. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the figures will be wholly changed by the 
census of 1890. It seems to me that the census has progressed far 
enough so that the Senator could very readily ascertain the numberof 
cities and towns now in the United States whose population exceeds 
5,000 and is under 10,000, and we should know exactly what we are 
doin: 

Mr MITCHELL. It would be a little difficult to do that at this 
session, and I suggest that this bill should be passed at the present time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oughtwe not to perfect it as much as possible, 
to get all the information we can? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We have all the information it is possible to get 
at this time, and I think we have enough to justify the legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question that they have sufficient 
information at the Census Office to give an approximate statement of 
all cities whose population exceeds that nu nber. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Postmaster-General recommended in his re- 
port to include all places, if I recollect aright, where the population 
amounts to 3,000. The committee would not recommend that, but 
confined it to those places where the population is 5,000. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. K ITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not object 
to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to hear first what the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SAWYER] has to say. 

Mr. SAWYER, I was going to say that experience has shown that 
wherever we have extended the free-delivery system we have increased 
the business more than the cost of the free delivery, in New York and 
all principal places. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about the principal places; |. 


but how about the small towns; has it paid there? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no doubt that it has not to such a great ex- 
tent, but the extra penny that they have to put on with the free deliv- 
ery of drop letters encourages business, and my judgment is that the 
Government will get more in revenue eyen with cities of 5,000, but I 
would not consent to go lower than that. The Postmaster-General 
recommended that it should be extended to cities of 3,000, but we did 
not think we ought to go to that extent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only question is about extending it to towns 
of 5,000 inhabitants. There is no question in the larger towns, those 
with a population of twenty or twenty-five thousand, that the tree- 
5 7 system has largely inereased the receipts. There is no doubt 
of that. 

Mr. SAWYER. It has a great deal more than paid for itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that perfectly. If it will do it in a 
town of 5.000, the next thing will be why not have tree delivery all 
over the United States? 

Mr. CULILOM. That is true in some countries. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is true in England now, 

Mr. CULLOM. There is free delivery to every neighborhood there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But is the population of the United States in 
such a condition that we can deliver Jetters to all the people? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not think so. We may come to that in the 
future, but it will be a great while from this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so myself. There are some portions of 
the United States—New Mexico, the Dakotas, Montana, and other 
States and Territories—where it would be difficult to carry out such a 


tem. 
Ir. MITCHELL. ‘This is a very moderate advance. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think it will be a long while before the popu- 
lation will be close enough in many parts of the country to have the 
free-delivery system adopted. 

Mr. SAWYER, My judgment is that the enactment of this bill will 
increase the postal receipts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by the 
committee will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. T hope the next amendment will be disagreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads was, in line 9, before the word thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five ’’ 


and insert seven; so as to make the bill read: z 

That all the rights and privileges relating to the free delivery of mails now 
enjoyed under existing slaiion by cities Roving population of 10,000 per- 
sons, or & gross revenue of $10,000 annually, be, aud the same are hereby, ex- 
tended toall cities and towns having a population of not less than 5,000, or 
where the post-office has shown a gross revenue of $7,000 for the previous fiscal 
year. 5 
Mr. SAWYER. I am authorized to withdraw that amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move another amendment, to insert the words 
or more” after the word dollars,“ in line 9; so as to read: 

Where the post-office has shown a gross revenue of $5,000 or more for the 
prevfbus fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills 
on the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask that one more bill may be considered. We 
occupied ten or fifteen minutes in the presentation of morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the consumption of any time beyond what 
by the rule has been given to the Calendar so that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be proceeded with or that room be made for other business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1883) directing the Secretary of War to amend the record 
of William H. De Freest; í 

A bill (H. R. 2496) correcting the military record of Ireneus Short- 


ridge; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) directing the Secretary of War to issue an hon- 
orable discharge to Jobn Reilly; 

A bill (H. R. 4872) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of Peter R. Eddy; ; 

A bill (H. R. 5587) for the relief of James A. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 5802) for the relief of Luman B. Palmeter; 

A bill (H. R. 11794) for the relief of David H. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11912) for removal of charge of desertion from Ander- 
son Malone; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 111) for relief of Maj. Henry A. Read. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A hill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk; 

A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton; 

A bill (H. R. 3534) to grant a pension to Richard C. Cabeen; 

A bill (H. R. 3647) granting a pension to Jonathan S. Brink; 

A bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts; 7 

A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 
1 (H. R. 5869) granting an increase of pension to James Me- 

ullin; 

A bill (H. R. 5895) to grant a pension to Haunah Hurst; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney; 

A bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to Ellen Finnerty; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) to provide increase of pension to Hosea Brown, 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8388) granting a pension to Mrs. M. P. Felch; 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure; 

A bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Anna Horrell; 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 
Jeannette expedition to the Artic Ocean; 

A bill (H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney; 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon; 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a pension to Ira Agan; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs. 

A bill (H. R. 11306) to pension Willis Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. 11408) to pension Carroll Renfro: 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees; 

A bill (H. R. 11577) granting a pension to Martha Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, for- 


merly private, Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volun- 


teers; and 
A bill (H. R. 11842) for the relief of James B. Guthrie, 
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: MARGARET E. PIERCE, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3332) granting an increase 
of ion to Margaret E. Pierce, which was, in line 7, before the word 
t dollars,” to strike out ſorty and insert “seventy-five.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 


the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3988) granting a pension 
to Joseph B. Sellers, which was, in line 7, after the words “ rate of,” 


to strike out total disability“ and insert 845 per month from the 


date of the approval of this act, and in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving.” 

Mr. TURPIE, I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. ; 5 

The motion was agreed to. 


GURDEN I. WIGHT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 4243) granting an increase 
of pension to Gurden L. Wright. 

The amendments were, in line 6, before the word late,“ to strike 
out Wright” and insert Wight and to amend the title so as to 
read: An act granting an increase ef pension to Gurden L. Wight.“ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HINSMANN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2086) to correct the mili- 
record of John Hinsmann, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentucky Cavalry, which were, in line 7,after the word on,“ to in- 
sert or about, and in line 8, after the word“ seventy-four,““ tostrike 
out from services performed while in the line of his duty.” 

Mr. SAWYER. For the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] I 
move that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays betore the Senate the un- 
finished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States. ; 

'The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The pending question is on the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], which will 


be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Add after section 12 of the amendment of the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 


Sec. 13. Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the de- 
cisions of the United States court in the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, or to the circuit court.of appeals in the eighth circuit, in 
the same manner and under the same regulations as from the circuit or district 
courts of the United States, under this act. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I certainly do not wish to interfere so 
far as the right of appeal from courts in the Indian Territory to the cir- 
cuit court of appeals is concerned, because it is a matter of which Iam 
not fully informed and of which the Senator from Kansas is far better 
informed. If I understood the remarks of the Senator from New York 
yesterday in preseuting the bill reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee, he opposed the provision of the House bill, which is not con- 
tained in the bill of the committee, to allow appeals from the sapreme 
courts of the Territories. I regret that I have not had time to read his 
remarks carefully this morning so as to inform myself of the reasons 
for that opposition. It seems to me that it would be well, for the pur- 

of relieving the Supreme Court apart from the hearing of appeals 
kori the supreme courts of the Territories, as well as to afford speedy 
appeals in certain cases and a speedy determination of appeals from the 
supreme courts of the Territories, if that provision was inserted in this 
bill, and, if it is to be inserted, with a word or two words a provision 
for spn from the supreme court of the Indian Territory will be in- 
cluded with the provision for appeals from the supreme courts of the 


* other Territories. I should like to ask the Senator from New York if 


z 


it was not his intention to provide in the substitute he reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary for appeals from the supreme courts of 
the Territories. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator, perhaps, was not in -the Senate when 
I explained the reasons why we did not provide for appeals from the 
Territories, and it is not the intention of the committee to allow that 
amendment to receive itssanction. The reasons are these: The subject- 
matters to go up from the Territories that under this bill from the States 
would go to this interappellate court are not numerous, and all con- 


stitutional questions should go up, and if they were introduced into 
this bill of the committee they would go up directly to the Supreme 
Court as they go now. 

I gave as a reason that the condition of these Territories was regarded 
by the committee as temporary, and, as we all know, they are few in 
number. They are Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona; and, as there is 
a provision for appeals in the Territories for second hearings, it was 
thought quite unsuitable that there should be interposed another tri- 
bunal of review. 

Mr. DOLPH. What has the Senator to say of the class of cases in 
which the decisions of the circuit courtof appeals is final? Why should 
not cases from the Territories, in which the decision of the circuit court 
of appeals is final, be taken to that court rather than be brought to 
the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. EVARTS. For the very reason that the number of these cases 
in the Territories is very small. They have already received double 
supervision by appeals in these Territories. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is that any reason why they should be allowed the 
higher privilege of coming to the Supreme Court of the United States 
rather than to go to the circuit court of appeals? 

Mr. EVARTS. Yes; for this reason, and only for this reason, that 
in these cases that go to the circuit court of appeals there has been no 
revision in the courts below. It is only the t-instance settlement 
that goes right up to this interappellate court, whereas in the Terri- 
tories there has been a court of original jurisdiction, original decision, 
and ap to the courts of the Territory in fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the plan proposes three hearings of certain classes 
of cases that originate in a Territory and only two in a State, does it 
not? 

Mr. EVARTS. This bill only provides for one appellate court, one 
the Supreme Court of the constitutional and other questions enume- 
rated, and before this interappellate court in all other cases, and a 
certain enumeration of them makes the decision upon them final in 
these circuit courts. We saw no reason for allowing the circuit court 
of an adjacent State, of an adjacent circuit, to pass an -additional su- 
pervision over thesecondary decision that has been made by the su- 

reme courts of the Territories. 

Mr. DOLPH. Perhaps I have not made myself clear to the Sena- 
tor. I may be in error in regard to the state of the law, but I think I 
am not. This bill reported by the majority of the Senate Committee 
on the Judiciary does not, as I understand it, affect appeals from the 
supreme courts of the Territories. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I understand the lawas it is at present, appeals 
are allowed from the supreme courts of the Territories in all cases in- 
sigen questions, the same as they are from the circuit eourts 
in the States. They are also allowed in cases where the jurisdiction 
depends on the citizenship of the party, but with this difference, I be- 
lieve, that as the law stands it only requires that $2,000 shall be in con- 
troversy in order to entitle a party to such an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, whereas in the States it requires $5,000. 

Mr. EVARTS. The bill repeals both those. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the bill repeal the provision for taking cases by 
writ of error and appeal from the supreme courts of the Territories 
in all cases where the jurisdiction of the United States courts depends 
upon the citizenship of the parties ? 

Mr. EVARTS. ‘This bill pays no attention whatever to Territorial 
courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it should. 

Mr. EVARTS. It leaves the law as it now stands. If the Terri- 
torial scheme needs to be reformed it can be reformed by itself, ‘Therea- 
son why we do not incorporate it in the through this interap- 
pellate court is that the Territorial subjects are limited and have re- 
ceived a determination inside of them by the review of a supreme 
court of the Territory sitting in banc. 

Another reason was that there was in general a better supervision of 
the decisions in these Territories by the Supreme Court than by the 
collateral court not within those Territories; that is, a collateral court, 
the cireuit court of appeals in a neighboring circuit that does not in- 
clude these Territories, but that it was temporary also. Utah, as we 
thought, should have this supervision directly, and in New Mexico and 
Arizona these questions should come direct to the Supreme Court. 
These will soon become States, as we all expect, and therefore there 
was no symmetry that would include appeals to collateral circuit courts 
of appeal forreview of decision of the supreme bench of the Territory. 
That is the ground of it. It is not for me to say whether it is well 
taken or not. 

Mr. DOLPH. So faras the subject of collateral appellate courts is 
concerned I do not think that figures in the case at all. The provision 
of the House of Representatives is that the Territories shall be annexed 
to or incorporated in these judicial circuits for the purpose of the ex- 
ercise of appellate jurisdiction by the circuit court of appeals. So the 
pee would be as much a part of these judicial circuits as the 

tates, 

Now, the reason why the decisions of the Territorial courts or the 
cases in the Territorial courts have been twice heard is the very reason 


r 
~ tc : 


why they ought not to have preference over cases of a similar character 
and importance which arise in the States; bnt if the present system is 
“left to stand, if in dealing with this wholesubject of relief to the courts 
and appeals, we leave the law in regard to appeals in the Territories to 
stand as it is the Supreme Court will exercise jurisdiction of cases which 
originate in the Territories where the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
depends entirely upon the citizenship of the parties in which only 
000 are involved. 
fr. EVARTS. ‘There is no such relation of citizens in the Terri- 
tories at all. ; 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if 
there is any limitation in appeals from the supreme courts of Territories 
dependent upon the eitizenship ot the parties ? 

Mr. EVARTS. Not at all. À 

Mr. DOLPH. The amount is $2,000 in the Territories, whereas it 
is $5,000 in the States. 

Mr. EVARTS. That might be a reason for changing that arrange- 
ment, but it has no bearing upon bringing it into this system of ap- 


ls. 

8 5 DOLPH. Suppose it were 85,000, is there any reason why ap- 
peals should be taken from Territorial courts to the Supreme Court of 
the United States that does not apply to the taking of cases from the 
circuit courts of the United States and the district courts of the United 
States in the States to the Supreme Court? Is there any reason why 
the cases originating in the Territories should be preferred? In other 
words, if we are to create an intermediate court of appeals, why should 
not that intermediate court of appeals have jurisdiction and their de- 
cisions be final in the same character of cases that are tried in the Ter- 
ritories which are tried in the States? 

The Senatorsays that this will betemporary. Wedo not know how 
long it will be, but I can not conceive that that is a valid argument 
against including the Territories in the circuits, because whenever they 
are admitted as States then they are assigned to some circuit, and if 
they are assigned in the mean time by the Supreme Court of the United 
States or by this bill to some circuit forthis purpose and cases arising 
in the Territories put upon a par with those in the States, I can not 
see that the symmetry of this bill or the system would be destroyed or 
that any harm would be done. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the symmetry is this: There are 
hearings in the courts of the first instance in the cireuit and in the 
district courts in the States, and there is now interposed a review of a 

-circuit court of appeals. In the Territories there is a review by a su- 
me court within them of the trials and decisions in the first instance 
the Territories. So faras the burden is concerned, certainly it is 
legitimate to say that it is temporary. But a reference to the schedule 
that I have given shows that the number of cases in all the Territories 
together does not amount to a serious burden to the Supreme Court. 
Then, if the Senator would dissect these few causes that go up from 
each Territory, to determine what involved constitutional questions 
and what involved only questions of private interest, he would find a 
still greater reduction of them; and now we have reduced it to the 
three Territories that I have named, having made five Territories into 
States. 

The committee have thought it better that it should remain as it is. 
A restatement of the distinction will not emphasizeit. If the Senate 
think otherwise, it is for them to so determine whenever a motion is 
made as an amendment to this bill. But I have pointed out the rea- 
sons, and they are reasons given upon full exploration of that disposi- 
tion of them. f 

Now, with regard to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas, I have treated that as an exceptional situation. The Indian 
Territory is permanently a Territory, and it is peculiarly situated, and 
the subject-matter that it is thought very desirable should be some- 
what promptly and easily reviewed in the circuit courts of the United 
States makes a distinction between this particular Territory, being a 
sort of abnormal condition of jurisdiction which I have seen good rea- 
son to think should admit that amendment. That amendment being 
made, it is quite competent for the Senator from Oregon to propose 
an amendment including all the Territories, but they stand upon en- 
tirely different considerations from those which apply to the Indian 
Territory. 

Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, I think perhaps it is due to the Sen- 
ate that the Senator from Kansas, who moved theamendment, should 
explain the necessity of it. Perhaps the distinction between the In- 
dian Territory and the Territory of Oklahoma, and between the courts 
of the Territory ot Oklahoma and what are called technically the United 
States courts in the Indian Territory is not fully understood. 

Mr. INGALLS, I do not understand that the Senator from Oregon 
interposes any objection to the adoption of my amendment. Hethinks 
that this provision should be liberalized and enlarged. The necessity 
and propriety of the amendment that I propose being admitted, of course 
it is superfluous toenter upon any enlarged consideration of its mean- 


1 

The act providing for the establishment of a court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, at Muscogee, was approved on the Ist of March, 1889, and it pro- 
vided for the exercise of jurisdiction in certain defined criminal and 
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civil cases. The limitation provided in the sixth section of the act de- 
clares that 


ent witnesses, e. i 
Supreme Court of the United 
writ of error or appeal, in the same manner and under the same 
the final judgments and decrees of a circuit court. 


If that had been left standing as it was defined in the original act 
there would have been no trouble; the right of appeal was admitted; 
and the jurisdictional sum was $1,000, which was satisfactory to all 
the interests involved there. But in the actestablishing the Territorial 
government of Oklahoma the forty-second section declares— 

That Sowa writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from the decisions 
of the United States courts in the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the same manner and under the same regulations as from the 
circuit courts of the United States, except as otherwise provided in this act. 

Mr. PLATT. That relates to exclusive jurisdiction in one or two 
instances. . 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly; and while it is possible that the ef- 
fect of this section numbered 42 in the Oklahoma act may have been . 
to repeal the sixth section of the act establishing the court in the In- 
dian Territory, or what is known as the Muscogee court, yet that being 
the case it would leave the matter so that appeals could only be taken 
in cases where $5,000 was involved. So whether the provision of sec- 
tion 6 of that act was repealed or not, it is important that the provis- 
ion which is to be enacted, if the amendment I 8 be adopted, 
should be incorporated in this proposed act, I believe that the neces- 
sity of it and the propriety of it are recognized by the Senator from 
New York having charge of the bill, and that it is not disputed by the 
Senator from Oregon, who desires to enlarge its provisions so as to make 
them applicable to the proceedings in the Territorial courts generally. 

Mr. PLATT. And, as has already been suggested by the Senator 
from New York, there is no possible way in which the proceedings in 
the first instance in this court can be otherwise reviewed. 

Mr. INGALLS. No. ö 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the amend- 

i INGALLS] to the amendment 


ment of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. t 
Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to 
come in as an additional section. ise 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 
amendment proposed by the Senator from will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


Sec, 15. That the circuit court of appeal shall have the ee semen juris- 
diction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the a ers, and de- 
crees of the supreme courts of the several Terri as by this act they may 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the district court and eir- 
cuit courts; and for that purpose the several Territories shall, by orders of the 
ene Court, to be made from time to time, be assigned to cir- 
cul 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr, President, I have sufficiently pointed ont the 
reasons why the committee have omitted this clause, and I hope the’ 
amendment now proposed will not be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the tor from New York, al- 
though he says he has already pointed out the reasons why this is not 
a proper provision to be incorporated in the bill, to repeat briefly, if 
he will, the reason why. 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly; it will be no trouble. 

As I have stated, the interposed court of appeals for such as are em- 
braced within it is to give a review of what has been disposed of only in 
the first trial or hearing in the various circuit or district courts, and it 
gives therefore a review, without which there would be no review unless 
it was had in the Supreme Court of the United States. In regard tothe 
Territories, there is a hearing and trial in courts of the first instance, i 
and there is an appeal there to the supreme court sitting in bane of 5 
each Territory upon those questions. If this scheme is applied to ap- 
peals and writs of error of and to the supreme courts of the Territories, 
they will have had a double review, whereas in the States there will 
have been but one review short of the Supreme Court. There seems to 
us no reason why there should be an additional interposed appellate 
jurisdiction over the 0 c courts of the Territories. They are satis- 
factory courts, or should be, and therefore it will be an entire anomaly 
in regard to this introduction of Territorial supervision. 

I have also insisted upon the fact that the number of causes carried - a 
up to thé docket of the Supreme Court would be very few that would not ES 
be embraced within constitutional questions, we will say,.or what are 
by this scheme to be carried directly to the Supreme Court; that the 
Territories are few in number; that the amount, as shown in the sched- 
ule which has been read, already carries only something like twenty- 
three causes, I think, from all the Territories within an annual crop, 
= to speak, of litigation; and we have already turned six of those into a 

tates, 

Mr. GRAY, Ishould like to ask the Senator right there, if he will 
permit me, whether there will be, under his scheme, any limitation in 
the appeals and writs of error from the court in bane in a Territory to 
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the Supreme Court of the United States, such as is imposed upon cases 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


determined in these intermediate circuit courts of appeal? There can, of | amendment as last read. 


course, be no such Jimitatiou in words as that imposed there in regard 
to the jurisdiction which is obtained by reason of citizenship in the 
States, but is there any analogous or other limitation? 

Mr. EVARTS. As the Senator suggested, the citizenship clause is 
inoperative in the Territories. That we all understand. Therefore 
that large head does not go up to the Supreme Court in that sense, and 
there is no reason for stopping it in the circuit courts of the adjacent 

` circuits. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill does not touch the question of the remoral 
of causes irom the Territorial courts to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. EVARTS. Not in the least; it has nothing to do with the Ter- 
titories. It is a provision of an interposed review between the courts 
of the first instance, and that of final resort. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me inquire, it you had an appeal to the near- 
est adjacent circuit court, what cases then would be necessary to go to 
the Supreme Court? Any other than those involving constitutional 
questions, of which there are very few ? : 

Mr. EVARTS. Which would go up direct. Those wouldstill go up. 

Mr. STEWART. They would still go up? 

Mr. EVARTS. They would still goup direct. They would go to 
these courts, and the others are very few in number and are fading out 
all the while. 

-Mr, STEWART. Mr. President, I am in favor of this amendment. 
There are a large number of cases that would be appealed if they could 
be disposed of without great expense and speedily. The appeal tothe 
supreme court of the Territories, where the same judges sit in banc 
that tried the case below, is entirely unsatisfactory. It is really no 
appeal. I have practiced in the Territories a great deal, and it is really 
an unsatisfactory appeal. The litigants in the Territories are fre- 
quently unable to go to the additional expense of coming to Washing- 
ton, but if they had an appellate court near at hand it would be a great 
convenience, and it would save clogging the Supreme Court here and 
relieve it to that extent. I apprehend the circuit courts would be able 
to do the business, and I think it would be a much better arrange- 
ment. : 

From my experience in the matter I think an appeal tothe adjacent 
district would subserve the ends of justice and be aconvenience to the 
people. -I can not see how it would mar the system inaugurated in this 
bill. Suitors would be entirely satisfied with an appeal to the circuit 
court in all ordinary cases, and they would feel then that they had a 
remedy. It is one of the objections to living in a Territory that the peo- 

le are compelled to submit to the decisions of one judge practically. 

ere is a sort of understanding that almost everything is affirmed in 
the supreme court of the Territories. 

Mr. VEST. The judge who made the decision below is part of the 


court. : 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The judge who made the decision is part of that 
court, and if he is overruled he is ready to overrule the next man. Two 
of them agree to stand by each other. 

Mr. VEST. Each is there to sustain his own judgment. 

Mr. STEWART. He is there to sustain his own judgment, and it 
is a very unsatisfactory appeal. But if you give an appeal to the ad- 
jacent circuit it will be cheap and expeditious and I think will pro- 
mote the ends of justice. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish tomodify my amendment. Let the modifica- 
tion which I propose be read. I have sent it to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
nfent as modified. 8 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word Territories,“ in line 4, in- 
sert: 

In cases in which the judgments of the circuit courts of appeal are made 
final by this act, 

So as to read: 


Sec, 15. That the circuit court of appeal shall have the same appaltate juris- 
diction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and de- 
erees of the supreme courts of the several Territories, in cases in which the 
e circuit courts of appeal are made final by this act, as by this 
gments, orders, and decrees of the district 
the several Territories shall, by 
time to time, be assigned to par- 


judgments of 
act they may have to review the j 
court and circuit courts; and for that . — 
orders of the Supreme Court, to be made from 
ticular circuits. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] has 
suggested that the words inserted should be after the word appeal,” 
in the first line. Lask the Secretary to read the amendment asif those 
words were inserted there, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 18. That the circuit court of soron in cases in which judgments ofthe 
circuit courts of ap are made final by this act shall have the same appellate 
jurisdiction, by writ oferror or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and de- 
crees of the supreme courts of the several Territories as by this act they may 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the district court and cir- 
cuit courts; and for that purpose the several Territories shall, by orders of the 
Supreme Court, to be e from time to time, be assigned to particular eireuits. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon mod- 
ify his amendment as suggested by the Senator from Massach usetts? 
Mr. DOLPH: Yes; I will have the words inserted there. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York has the 


floor. 
Mr. EVARTS. I supposed the vote had only been taken upon the 
modification. I have no objection to the modification. 


` The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the question was put upon the 
amendment as modified, the Senator from Oregon having a perfect right 
to modify his amendment before action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the question be put over again. 

Mr. EVARTS. On that subject I desire to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator was deceived in re- 
gard to it the Chair will put the question again, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. EVARTS. I wish to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion upon the amendment of the Senator from Oregon, then, will be re- 
garded as an open question to be put again. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I had risen to ask a question ot the 
Senator from Nevada on my left, and only gave up to this proposed 
modification. I was going to ask the Senator what classes of cases are 
in his mind that would be beneficially treated by this rehearing over 
again in the circuit courts. Ifit turns only on the question that there 
isnot a proper arrangement of the supreme court in the Territories 
in the regard that he has mentioned, it seems hardly to give a good 
reason now for allowing an appeal when it can all be remedied by 
changing the law by retusing, as this scheme of the committee does re- 
fuse, the right to sit in the tribunal to a judge who has once passed 
upon the question. 

Now, what questions are there? There are no revenue questions 
there, There are no patent causes out there, There are no criminal 
causes except the ordinary criminal causes, and they have a right of 
appeal at any rate. 

My objection is that the modification of this scheme which is pre- 
pared for the States alone should not be encroached upon by incon- 
veniences that are apparent in the Territorial establishment. If you 
have new courts there is no reason why you should have one more 
hearing than is now had in the States, and then when you come under 
this modification, what are these? They are patent causes, revenue 
causes, criminal causes, and admiralty. How many of those are there 
in the Territories? 

Mr. STEWART. I supposed that this amendment covered the ap- 

eals in the Territories that now go tothe Supreme Court of the United 
Beaten. If it does not cover the appeals that can now go under the law 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, itis inadequate. You want 
to have it cover all the appeals that could go to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and in that case it applies to the entire business of the 
Territories over a certain limited amount. The cases all go up there, 
and I do not see why they might not in this regard go to the circuit 
court adjoining and save expense and expedite business, If they could 
get relief in that way, it would be much more expeditious and would 
be a great deal better. 

Mr. EVARTS. What cases? 

Mr. STEWART. All sorts of cases, 

Mr. HOAR, I understand that the Senator from Oregon proposes 
by his amendment as modified to take all those cases which can now go 
to the Supreme Court of the United States from the supreme courts of 
the Territories (which if they came up in a State would stop under 
this bill with the circuit court of appeals) and transfer the jurisdiction 
from the circuit court of appeals and have those cases stopped there. 
In other words, if John Brown, in the Territory of Arizona, sues his 
neighbor, John Smith, for $25,000, orforany othersum, there beinga Fed- 
eral question involved, a question under the Constitution of the United 
States, or any of those enumerated in this bill, it will go, as now, trom 
the supreme court of the Territory to the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but if a snit for $25,000 involves another kind of question en- 
tirely—for instance, as to whether there was grace on a sight note— 
that will go (although now it would go to the Supreme Court of the 
United States) to this circuit court of appeals, and stop there. 

Mr. EVARTS. I do not see how it would stop there. 

Mr. STEWART. If the language is not sufficient we could make 
it stop there. We have the power to govern the Territories. There 
is no doubt that the Congress of the United States has a right to gov- 
ern the Territories and to provide courts for them. Congress can put 
the jurisdiction upon a circuit court or anybody it pleases where Con- 
gress may design to do it. I say it would be a great improvement 
upon the system if the entire mass of business that may now go to the 
United States Supreme Court could go to the adjoining circuit court 
and be disposed of there without further expense and delay, If it is 
to be confined to those cases of which the Federal courts have jurisdic- 
tion in the States, it would amount to nothing, but I understood it was 
to reach all eases where there is an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It would be much better for the Territories to have 


~ 
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an appeal tu an adjoining circuit court and dispose of the cases speedily 
than to go to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not wish to take up the time of 
the Senate. . I am certainly a little obtuse myself, or I have not been 
fortunate in making my proposition understood by the Senate, Weare 
proposing in this bill to create a new court, an intermediate court of 
appeals, which shall have jurisdiction over certain cases appealed from 
the district and circuit courts in the States. As to a portion of the cases 
which may be appealed and decided, there still exists an appeal from 
their decision to the Supreme Court of the United States, but as to the 
following cases their decisions are final: 

Cases in which the jurisdiction of national courts depends upon the 
character of suitors. 

All cases arising under the patent laws. 

All cases under the revenue laws. 

All cases under the criminal laws, 

All admiralty cases other than prize. 

But the Senator from New York says that this bill does not inter- 
fere with the present right of appeal from the supreme courts of the 
Territories to the Supreme Court ot the United States or affect the sys- 
tem at all. I admit that. That is the defect in the bill, in my 
judgment. I think when we are creating a new intermediate appel- 
late tribunal, the appeal from the supreme conrts of the Territories 
ought to be required to go, inthe first instance at least, in cases where 
the decision of that tribunal is made final, to that court. As it now 
stands, I am not prepared to state from memory whatis the limitation 
as to the amonnt involved in a case which entitles it to go up to the 
Supreme Court, In the Revised Statutes I see the amount is $1,000, 
except in the Territory of Washington, where it is $2,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And in the Indian Territory $5,000, 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ore- 
gon that his amendment limits its operation, so that very few cases 
would go there. His amendment as was first proposed did not confine 
it to cases where the judgments of the circuit courts of appeals are 
made final, but was made to apply to all the cases appealed from the 
Territorial courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill as reported by the majority of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee provides for direct appeals in certain cases from 
the district and circuit courts in the States. It then provides for ap- 
peals in certain other cases from these courts to the intermediate court 
ofappeals. The objection of the Senator from New York to my amend- 
ment is that there are already inthe Territories two hearings provided 
for; that before those cases are appealed at all from the supreme court 
of the Territories the cases have been twice heard and adjudicated, 
and to let them go to the intermediate court of appeals and then to the 
Supreme Court would be in effect four hearings. 

New. I do not think that the amendment will be as useful as it would 
be without the modification, but to remedy that I pro to limit the 
appeal from the supreme court of the Territory to the intermediate 
court of appeals to the classes of cases in which the decision of the in- 
termediate court of appeals is final, so that there will be no more hear- 
ings allowed in that class of cases than there are under existing law, 
the only difference being that it shall be finally determined hy the cir- 
cuit court of appeals and will not go to the Supreme Court. That class 
of cases. as I have said before, are cases in which the jurisdiction of 
the national cuurts being dependent on the character of suitors, all cases 
arising under the patent laws of the United States, all cases arising 
under the revenue iaws of the United States, all cases nnder the crim- 
inal laws of the United States, and all admiralty cases other than 
prize. 

Why should these classes of cases, if originating in a Territory, be 
preferred over the same class of cases in the States if originating in the 
States? Why should suitors who bring their suits in the Territorial 
courts in these classes of cases be privileged by being allowed to take 
an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, whereas suitors 
in the same class of cases in the States are required to be content with 
an appeal to this intermediate court of appeals and with its final judg- 
ment? I think these cases ought to be put on a par, and I cannot see 
for my life that the annexing these Territories and making them a part 
of the circuits for this purpose destroys the symmetry of the Senator's 
bill. It seems to me it preserves the plan and promotes the harmony 
of the whole business. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have already pointed ont the distinction in the 
State, that the only appeal to the interappellate court is from the courts 
of first instance, where they have had no review whatever, whereas the 
project now is that when cases of the same nature have been brought 
in the Territories and bave there been reviewed in banc there shall be 
a new review by the court in banc. That I pointed out. Senators 
can understand that, and see that, whether it is valuable or not in ref- 
erence to ether considerations, it stands upon its own merit. 

The difficulty is that some do not like the supreme court in a Terri- 
tory because of the sitting of a judge who has sat in the court below. 
Now, when you come to the Senator’s amendment, which is to have a 
review by carrying into this interappellate court only those that stop 
there and the lists are read, they are patent causes, they are revenue 
causes, they are criminal causes, they are admiralty causes, and they 


are citizenship. There is no head of citizenship in the Territories, and 
l ask, are there any admiralty causes? None, Are there any revenue 
causes? None, Are there any patent causes? None. But there is 
general jurisdiction no doubt of meum and tuum that does not involve 
constitutional questions, and that would go in the State to this inter- 
appellate court, But the Senator by his qualification has cut them all 
ont, and is only going to send up those that do not exist as a matter of 
any substance or interest. t 

The scheme of the sixth section is that all that must not go by the 
fifth section, on considerations we all understand, directly to the Su- 
preme Court, certain causes are stopped with the qualification of re- 
view by certiorari or by consultation, and then all the other cases that 
are thus within the jurisdiction, and there are many of them, of the 
interposed court go up as a matterof right to the Supreme Court with 
the only limitation that there shall be a limit of a thousand dollars, 

It the Senator had not put the qualifications on his amendment 
there would have been causes that would go into this interappellate 
court and would he the subject of review again in the Supreme Conrt, 
So I think the Senator from Oregon should understand that his quali- 
fication has cut ont all substantial basis of reaching or needing an ap- 
peal; but ifin the cases he supposes, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts supposes, he wishes them to go into the interappellate court of 
the circuit, very well, then they would go there, but they would not 
stop there necessarily, only at the option of the directors. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Does not his argument against this amendment in so 
far as it applies to the double appeals from the cases that are tried be- 
fore the district judge, for instance ina Territory, apply to the system 
as it now prevails? In other words, do notlitigants in the Territories 
have this double appeal now ? s 

Mr. EVARTS. They have a double appeal, but this is to give them 
a treble appeal. 

Mr. VEST. No; I understand that under the modification now made 
by the Senator from Oregon the cause stops with the circuit court. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ifthe Senator will attend to the point, I agree under 
that list the causes from the Territories that would stop in the cireuit 
court are an entirely inconsiderable list. They do not amount toany- 
thing. They are patent causes; they are citizenship causes, of which 
there are practically none in the Territories; and criminal causes and 
admiralty. Those are the only heads that are stopped in the circuit. 

Mr. VEST. Thereis nothing more important than criminal causes. 

Mr. EVARTS. But there is no complaint about them that I know 
se a is an appeal to the Supreme Court in such cases as are pro- 
vided. 

The difficulty is that the moment you put in the qualification and 
carry to this appellate court only those that stop there, there are none 
such originating in these Territories, speaking by and large. If the 
Senator will withdraw his amendment it then will carry such cases as 
the Senator from Massachusetts suggested that are to go into the cir- 
cnit courts and have a second review there, atter having had one in the 
supreme court of the Territory, and then they would be in the mass 
that can go up to the Supreme Court of the United States from this in- 
terappellate court. So it is one or the other horn of the dilemma, it 
seems to me, for the Senate to take. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. : 

Kha PERSDIR G OFFICER. The amendment will be read as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section 
to the amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Sec. 15, That the circuit court of appeal, in cases in which judgments of the 
circuit courts of appeal are made final by this act, shall have the sameappellate 
jurisdiction, by writ of error or appeal, to review the judgments, orders, and 
decrees of the supreme court of the several Territories as by this act they may 
have to review the judgments, orders, and decrees of the district court and cir- 
cuit courts; and fur that purpose the several Territories shall. by orders of the 
Supreme Court, to be made from time to time, beassigned to particular cireuite, 

Mr. TURPIE. If there are any cases which need the action of an 
intermediate appellate court it is that class of cases which come over 
by appeal from the Territorial courts. I know of one instance, and I 
have heard of several others, in which valuable rights have been com- 
promised, settled disadvantageously to claimants, in order ta avoid the 
delay occasioned by appeal to the Supreme Court here. This court is 
very distant from the scene of Territorial litigation, and the ordinary 
time in which a case may be reached, three years, is a very serious de- 
lay to litigants residing in those parts of the country. 

I hope that the amendment will prevail. I think it will be in the 
interest of the administration of justice and the expeditious dispatch 
of the business of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question]. The ayes appear to have it. 
The ayes have it, 
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Mr. TURPIE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. EVARTS. Now Lask leave in line 31 of section 6 of the com- 
mittee bill to make an amendment which—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was a division demanded on 
the question just put by the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope there will be no further question. 

Mr. VEST. It was announced carried. X 

Mr. HOAR., I understood that it was carried. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announced that the ayes 
3 to have it, when the Chair distinctly heard a demand for a 

lvision. 2 

Mr. VEST. I think that was called for by the Senator from Indi- 
ana under a misapprehension. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will withdraw the demand. It 
can be renewed in the Senate when we have a fuller attendance. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the amendment of the Senator from Oregon 
has a good object, and that, for the reasons stated by the Senator from 
Indiana and the Senator from Nevada, we ought to adopt an arrange- 
ment which will enable cases from the Territories not involving con- 
stitutional or distinctly Federal questions to go to this courtof appeals 
and stop there; that is, such cases as, if they arose in States between 
two citizens thereof, would stop in the State courts might properly be 
sent to this court of appeals and stop there. I doubt whether the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon as he has now drawn it pre- 
cisely accomplishes his object, and I doubt whether it is limited to his 
object, but I think if the Senate adopt it, it will be very easy, in con- 
ference or before the bill finally passes, to submit to the Senator from 

m some change of his amendment which would accomplish ex- 
actly his object. I think the Senate would be very glad to accomplish 
that object. So I trust the amendment may be adopted without fur- 
ther objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask leave to make an amendment to line 31, in the 
sixth section of the committee bill, which is simply to relieve a seem- 

ing obscurity that my attention has been called to by a Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the Sena- 
tor from New York will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 18, section 6, line 31, strike out the 
word ‘‘other’’ before ‘‘cases;’’ and after the word cases“ insert 
not hereinbefore in this section made final; so as to read; 

In all cases not hereinbefore in this section made final there shall be of right 
an appeal or writ of error or review of the case by the Supreme Court of the 
United States where the matter in controversy 1 exceed $1,000 besides costs, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now offer the amendment I sent to the desk a mo- 
ment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec, — That the 
constitute the tenth 
dent of the United 
forsuch circuit two circuit judges, 
shall have the same power and ju 
the United States, within their 
laws, and who shall be entitled to the same compensation as the cirouit judges 
of the United States in their respective circuits now have. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will not be 
adopted. It is foreign to this subject, however important a rearrange- 
ment of circuits may be, and however proper it is that there should be 
an additional circuit, which Iam not disposed to question, I have 
nothing to say as to the circumscription of the new circuit which the 
Senator has named. Other Senators, however, have wade other circum- 
scriptions, and the Senator from Kansas has read for information and 
had printed a general rearrangement of the circuits. 

These-questions have not come from the Committee on the Judiciary; 
they are introduced here on the face of the matter aside from the pres- 
ence of this bill bere. They all belong to other considerations, and if 
the bill is to be impeded or embarrassed by natural differences of opin- 
ion as to what ought to be the proper cireumscription of a new circuit, 
or whether there shall be a general rearrangement, as the Senator from 
Kansas has proposed, it will be seen that this bill, which is definite in 
its purposes, will be embarrassed by difference of opinion both here and 
in the other House upon these collateral questions. Why this modifi- 
cation of the circuit courts or the creation of an additional circuit is 
delayed till this moment no very good reason has been given, but there 
is very good reason why this important bill that the country is de- 
manding, the courts and the profession and the suitors, should not be 

' embarrassed by collateral considerations, 

Therefore, without any hostility to the measure itself of a new cir- 
cuit, or the measure of the very particular nature of what States shall 
be included in that new circuit, without any reference to that or any 
hostility to it, I hope that this amendment will not be made to the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator from New York will understand 
that I am not at all hostileto a measure for the relief of the courts, and 


States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
udicial circuit, and there shall be appoiuted by the Presi- 
tes, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
who shail have the same qualifications and 
risdiction therein that the circuit jud of 
ive cireuits, now have under existing 


I would not willingly do anything which would embarrass the passage 
ofthe bill. I can not see how the relief provided for by my amendment 
would embarrass the passage of the bill which has been reported to the 
Senate. This subject-matter has been before the Committee on the 
Judiciary for many months, I introduced quite early in the session a bill 
to create the tenth judicial circuit and had it referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. I submitted this amendment which I now offer, 
some time since, and had it printed and referred to that committee. So 
it could have been fully considered, and I think I may say safely that 
the matter has been to some extent considered by the committee or by 
a subcommittee, 7 

The trouble arises in regard to the Pacific coast, that the number of 
States embraced within the judicial circuit has been doubled within 
the last year by the admission into the Union of the new States which 
are incorporated in that judicial circuit. I have already expressed 
my opinion as to what relief would be afforded by the bill reported by 
the majority. I have expressed the opinion that the additional duties 
put upon the circuit court would not be compensated for by one ad- 
ditional judge. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like to make an inquiry of my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the organic act for the admission of the 
two Dakotas provide that they shall be attached to some particular cir- 
cuit? 

Mr. DOLPH, I think it does. 

Mr. PLATT. It is either the eighth or ninth. 

Mr. DOLPH. The new States attached to the ninth judicial dis- 
trict are Washington, Idaho, and Montana. Wyoming is attached to 
another circuit. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The three new States of Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana are attached to the ninth circuit, so that the ninth circuit, if 
no change were made, would include California, Oregon, Nevada, 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana. 

Mr. DOLPH. So the circuit would include those States, with, as I 
stated yesterday, over 665,000 square miles of territory, more than one- 
fourth of all the territory of the Union, and nearly 3,000,000 inhab- 
itants, and with more foreign and coastwise commerce than all the 
United States had in 1830, if my recollection serves me. It is con- 
stantly increasing with the incident business of the Federal courts and 
admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Oregon a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Delaware ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should be glad to hear the Senator’s question. 

Mr. GRAY. I have been out of the Chamber for some time, and Ï 
should like to ask the Senator, in the first place, whether the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] has been 
adopted. ' 

Mr. DOLPH. No, it has not been offered formally, as yet. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an amendment which has received the assent 
of the Senator from New York, I believe. 

Mr. EVARTS. To oneamendment I gave assent, the plan proposed 
about the Indian Territory; not the other. 

Mr. GRAY. But Iam speaking about the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kansas which proposes to increase the number of cir- 
cuits from nine to eleven. I understood the Senator trom Kansas yes- 
terday to say that that amendment had in substance the approval or 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. EVARTS. No, the Senator is mistaken; it was the other amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas about the Indian Territory. The 
Senator from Kansas understands the situation that I stand upon. That 
amendment to which I assented has been adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon is speaking of the necessity 
for increased judicial service upon the Pacific coast, and it will be nec- 
essary toadd, I suppose, on the plan of the Senator from Kansas, tothe 
number of judicial circuits 

Mr. DOLPH. My amendment provides for a tenth judicial circuit, 
leaving the ninth to stand as it does, taking Oregon from the ninth. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator provide in his amendment (for I have 
not had time to examine it) that there shall be two circuit judges for 
the new cirenit ? 

Mr. DOLPH. - Yes; the circuit judge now for that circuit is a resi- 
dent of California, and resides at San Francisco. That would be left 
in the ninth circuit and one judge appointed there; but, of course, if a 
new judicial cirenit was created there would have to be two judges for 
that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It would then correspond with the report of the 
majority of the Judiciary Committee. » 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, it would beon the same general plan. I noticed in 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] that he pro- 
vides for two additional circuits, but only provides for the appointment 
of one circuit judge in each of the new circuits, and the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] provides for two additional cir- 
cuit judges, 
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Mr. DOLPH. There would be naturally an appointment of one 
when the new circuit was created. Under the old Jaw there would be 
one. I donot think itis the intention of the Senator trom Kansas in 
the new circuit that there shall be but one circuit judge, because there 
could not be very well a court of appeals in that event with that force. 

Mr. GRAY. | I take it tor granted he does not look to that, but still 
the amendment only provides for one circuit judge. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Kansas in making a rearrange- 
ment of the old circuits would leave the present allotment undisturbed 
except in two instances, I think he said, and I believe he basa clause 
that provides for that. 

Mr. GRAY. It is in thesewords. After establishing eleven circuits, 
defining the territory, it goes on to say: 

The present judge of the cireuit shall be the cirouit judge of the fifth cir- 
cuit. The present judge of the eighth circuit shall be the circuit judge of the 
sixth circuit. For the ninth and tenth circuits there shall be appointed a cir- 
cuit judge in each, who shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein, 
and receive the same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes, 

Mr. EVARTS. What does Le do about the eleventh circuit? 

Mr.GRAY. He does not do anything about it. 

Mr. DOLPH. And for the ninth and tenth? 

Mr. GRAY. The ninthand tenth are covered. The eleventh does 
not seen to be provided for. I take it for granted it was an omission, 
and he could not have considered the amendment as perfected, but I 
wanted to be sure of that fact as that is such an obvious omission. 

Mr. EVARTS. The amendment as proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas is an imperfect amendment, but the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon is complete in itself. If the Senate adopts 
it it will incorporate itself with this bill without any other further 
arrangement. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. And leaves all the other circuits complete. 

Mr. GRAY. The reason I call attention to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, as well as the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon, is because I believe that there is a necessity for an increase in 
the number of circuits, Itseems to me that this enlarged judiciary 
service can only properly be done by adding to the number of circuits, 
Of course the Chief-Jnustice and the associate justices of the Supreme 
Court can not be assigned numerically, as they are now, to the nine 
circuits, but some arrangement will have to be made. 

Mr. DOLPH. One justice will have to be assigned to two circuits. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me when we consider the extent ot the 
country covered and the growth in the near future that must take 
place in these new States, there ought to be an increased judicial serv- 
ice which can only be properly supplied by the increase of judges. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was proceeding to say that in my judgment the re- 
quiring these additional duties of circuit judges as members of the 
courts of appeal will put so much additional labor upon them that it 
will not be compensated for by one additional judge, and if the ninth 
judicial circuit is to be left as it is now, withsix States instead of three, 
as heretofore, as I said yesterday, the judicial force is inadequate, and 
it will be impossible that the business shall be transacted. 

I donotcare what measures of relief are adopted as to other portions 
of the Union. Iam liberal in regard to that myself. I do not believe 
there should be too great economy shown in this matter. We ought 
to be liberal enough to supply sufficient judicial force. I am only 
9 of the Northwest mainly, what was originally the Oregon 

tory, a very rapidly growing section of the country, and I was 
trying to provide for its immediate wants as far as the judicial system 
is concerned. In this change new duties are required of the present 
circuit judge, and considering the fact that three States have been 
added tothe ninth circuit recentiy, I think there ought to be an addi- 
tional circuit and it ought to be put in this bill. Of course I can not 
help the fact that the bill offered by me to create an additional circuit 
has not been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, or that 
this amendment has not been acted upon by that committee. I donot 
think the request is unreasonable. 

The plan proposed by the Senator from Kansas is to attach Montana 
to another circuit. Well, if the Senate chooses to make a circnit com- 
2 of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, Ishall not complain, although 

think Montana can be well added to the circuit, because the business 
in Idaho and Montana in the Federal courts will not be very great as 
compared with Washington and Oregon, and there seem to be a great 
many things in common between Montana and the rest of the North- 
west, and with a direct line of transportation from all the States, but, 
as I say, I am not so particular about that so that the necessary relief 
is obtained, but it can not be obtained if Oregon and Washington, with 
their admiralty business, are to be attached to California. I do not un- 
dertake to provide for California. I leave California and Nevada as the 
ninth cirenit. The amendment just adopted by the committee, by 
which probably Arizona and New Mexico and Utah would be attached 
to the ninth cireuit, in all probability would increase the business of 
that circuit- and probably be equivalent to withdrawing Oregon; but I 
am not undertaking to provide for that. Iam willing that the parties 
interested should do that. I merely ask for this additional circuit to 
embrace Oregon and Washington and as much territory lying to the 
east of those States as the Senate is willing to incorporate in the plan. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is quite manifest that we must have 


a new arrangement of the judicial circuits of the United States before 
long. Nobody questions that. The admission of new States, and the 
changes in population, and the growth of the new States alike demand 
that; but it seems to me that the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon ought not to be adopted now upon this bill, because that only 
deals with one particular part of the country. 

There is a difference of opinion amongst persons representing that 
part of the country and they are not agreed as to what ought to be done 
in regard to this one circuit. When we do it, as undoubtedly we shall 
next winter, the whole country ought to be taken into consideration, 
and it seems to me that we certainly ought not to do it when the four 
Senators from the new States of Idaho and Wyoming are not here who 
are very seriously affected by the judicial arrangements in which they 
are to be included, and we can not of course have any ex ion of the 
wishes of those important communities. So I hope all these matters 
will beleft off this bill, with which they have no relation or connection 
whatever, and that aseparate bill willbe introduced and passed ror the 
wholecountry. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make an inquiry. As I under- 
stand, these amendments proposing to make new circuits do not come 
from the Judiciary Committee at all. : 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr, CULLOM. It seems to me that there ought to be more time 
‘given for the consideration of the matter of dividing up the country ` 
into new circuits, and I should rather hope that for the present all 
that branch of the business would go over. 7 

Mr. DOLPH. My amendment for the same purpose has been be- 
fore the eommittee tor some time. X 

Mr. CULLOM. Has that been adopted by the committee? 

Mr. DOLPH. No, and Ido not know that it will be. I do not 
want to take the chances on that. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is quite 
right in saying that I should not understand his motion as being in- 
tended to interfere with this general bill. The only objection I have 
made to his amendment, and that I should make to that proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr.INGALLs], is that this bill will be loaded 
down with subjects of difference that never can be co promptly 
and must give as many subjects of debate, for aught I know, as any 
other general subject. 

The Senator from Oregon, I think, understands that the Northwest- 
ern States which are included in the description of his circuit are not 
all satisfied to be ineluded in that circuit. The new States of the 
Northwest on this side of the Rocky Mountains want to be grouped with 
adjacent States on this side of the Rocky Mountains. If all were agreed 
about either the early proposition, that is the tenth circuit separately, or 
the eleventh circuit, and arearrangement—ifall were agreed about them, 
it would be of no great importance about putting it in this bill, but 
there is no such resolution on that subject; no committee bas passed 
upon it; different Senators have not been heard in the Senate at least, 
aud this bill ought to be free from such an embarrassment. I am 
very desirous that this bill should be passed, if possible, to-day, and 
that it should go with the House bill into conference. That is my view 
about the matter. It is idle to say that we can all agree in a moment 
about these eleven new arrangements when there is a difference of 
opinion among Senators from that portion of the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the argument of the Senator from 
New York in charge of this bill in opposition to the amendment offered. 
by my colleague isa good one. He seems to think that this bill may 
be loaded down and that it isnecessary to compose difficulties and that 
all should agree in order to get this bill through. The fact is, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have been unable to agree about this very bill, 
and instead of having composed matters in the Judiciary Committee 
and having bronght in here a bill upon which they agree, they come 
to the Senate with a divided committee; one portion of the committee 
differing from the House and proposing anew programme, and the rest 
of the committee differing from the-House and the majority of the 
committee and proposing another scheme dividing up the Supreme 
Court and having three or four Supreme Courts of the United States 
instead of ‘‘ one that is provided tor. by the Constitution of the United 
States. j 

So the argument of the Senator in charge of the bill that there is dif- 
ficulty in the way, that we are not all able to agree, it seems to me is 
not well founded. The proposition of my colleague is simply to provide, 
in view of the admission of six new States into this Union, one new 
circnit on the Pacific coast, which shall take in one-half of that num- 
ber, Washington, Idaho, and Montana. It seems to me that it is ger- 
mane to this bill. It is on the same subject, and entirely appropriate. 
No point can be made against it on that ground, and it does seem to 
relieve our ninth circuit, composed of an empire of country—Califor- 
nia, Oregon, Idaho, Washington, Montana—I believe Montana is to 
be attached. to the ninth circuit under the act of admission of that 
State, but I am not quite certain about that—wonld not be altogether 
wrong; and now is the time to remedy this business so far as that sec- 


tion of the country is concerned by the adoption of the amendment of- 


fered by my colleague, which is to provide one new additional circuit, 
not two, as proposed by the Senator from Kansas, but one only; that 
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circuit to be composed of the States of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
and Montana. 

In the mean time if we can here and now have some understanding 
about how the remaining circuits can be arranged, that will be all 
right. If we can not that will be deferred until next session, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan], and then, atter 
the matter shall have been investigated by the proper committee and 

upon, we can adjudicate in reference to the whole business, 

Mr. HOAR. We shall have to change this section then. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Possibly, but I do not think it likely that that 
will be necessary. It seems to me that when this bill is up and when 
it passes the Senate and is likely to go to a conference committee where 
in all probability an agreement will be reached and the bill become a 
law at the present session, we must in view of the immense amount 
_of country now included in the ninth circuit and in view of the im- 
mense amount of business as stated hy my colleague yesterday, the 
great amount of pase, Cty nnd accumulating all along the Pacitic 
coast from the Mexican boundary to Alaska, which concentrates and 
develops in those courts and which mast be considered in those courts— 
I say in view of all these things, it seems to me it is due to that sec- 
tion of country, it is due to the litigants, it is due to the justices now 
in charge of those circuits, that one new circuitshould be organized 
this time. p 

As I said, at the next session, if we are not able to do it now, let us 
reorganize the whole business, and if necessary even to change the 
boundaries of the ninth circuit to any extent, it can then be done. I 
sincerely hope that the amendment offered by my colleague will pre- 
vail. It will not embarrass matters any more than they are embar- 
rassed now. Weare in somewhat of confusion now in regard to this 
bill, as I have stated, and I do not think the difficulties will be aggra- 
vated at all by the adoption of the amendment proposed by my col- 


league. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I think there can be no doubt in 
the mind of anybody familiar with the condition of litigated matters 
in the West that there is certainly very great injustice and very great 
injury being worked by reason of the territorial boundaries ot the 
present circuits. I do not think the greatest suffering comes Irom the 
ninth circuit. I think the greatest inconvenience and injustice come 
from the present territorial arrangement of the eighth cirenit, extending 
from St. Paul on the north to Little Rock on the south, and from St. 
Louisin the east to Denver in the west. 

We all realize that in view of the admission of the new States and 
the great growth in the West there must soon be a complete change 
in the boundaries of the circuits, and perhaps two or more additional 
circuits added. The bill now before the Senate is, in my opinion, of 

such transcendent importance that its passage ought not to be imperiled 

by clogging it with any amendments or conditions changing or adding 
to the circuits. It anything, however, is to be done in that direction, 
it should not be done, in my opinion, by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, which leaves the other circuits as they are already, 
all inconvenient, all needing change, and segregates one circuit ina 
corner of the country and adds to the bill something not in the least 
germane to it, adding an additional circuit to a bill which seeks only to 
provide relief for the Supreme Court of the United States, 

If anything is to be done with the subject, I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas should be taken up, and that we should 

tiently go into the question as to how these different circuits may 
me divided, how many additional circuits should be created, and what 
shall be their boundaries. But in view of the importance of this bill, 
it seems to me that those of us who live in circuits which suffer by 
reason of the utter impossibility of business being transacted, owing 
to the onerous duties of the judges and the large tracts of ground cov- 
ered by the circuits, had better endure the ills we have than in any 
possible way imperil or postpone the pussage of this bill which is of 
such supreme importance. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, will the Chair be good enough to 
state the parliamentary condition of the question’? I offered an amend- 
ment yesterday intended to be proposed as an aiiditional section cover- 
ing this whole subject. I was called from the Chamber a few moments 
since on public business, and on my return I find that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] is supposed to be 
pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon proposing to create a new circuit is now the pending question 
before the Senate. The printed amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
sas has not been offered, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I offered it yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that when presented by the Senator it was not at that moment 
in order, but was printed for information, and has not been considered 
as a pending amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I agree with the Senator who last spoke, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that either this subject should be wholly dealt with or not at all. 
If one circuit is to be changed or modified, the whole question should 
be dealt with, 

The ‘‘law’s delay*’ has been the reproach of justice since courts 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENA'TE. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 


were instituted, and I sup that it will be until the end of time. I 
have noencouragement to believe that whether the House bill is agreed 
to or the Senate committee's amendment or the plan recommended by 
the minority of the committee there will he any special or particu- 
lar relief of the courts. There will still be overworked judges, and 
there will still be litigants to whom there will be practically a denial 
of justice. But we are dealing with a great subject, and it ought to 
be dealt with as a whole and notin parts; and while there is undoubt- 
edly a congested condition of the docket of the Supreme Court, and 
while there is inexcusable and indefensible delay in the local and sub- 
ordinate tribunals, there is a great fundamental difficulty underlying 
this whole question, which arises from the improper and inappropriate 
subdivision of this country into circuits and districts. 

Now, take the eighth circuit, in which the State of Kansas is located, 
of which Judge Brewer was recently the incumbent, and in which he 
has been succeeded by Judge Caldwell, of Arkansas, extending, as the 
Senator trom Colorado [Mr. WoLcortr] has said, trom St. Paul to Little 
Rock and trom St. Louis to Denver, with an enormous and constantly 
increasing popalation, with vast interests, with increasing commerce, 
with new questions arising under corporation laws, life, marine, and 
fire insurance, and all the great questions that have arisen under mod- 
ern jurisprudence, with the enormous stimulus given to industry and 
trade and commerce by our institutions, One great difficulty in that 
circuit arises from the fact of the physical incapacity of the judge to 
attend to the business that is properly before the courtin the different 
districts in that circuit, and the plan proposed by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. EVARTS], in the scheme of the majority of the com- 
mittee, will be only a temporary and partial relief. The Senator from 
Colorado has characterized it as a measure of supreme and of the greatest 
importance. It is only one element, Mr. President, in the problem 
with which we are dealing, but one of the most important and one of 
the gravest questions to be considered is in connection with the redis- 
tribution of the districtsinto circuits for judicial purposes. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] 
has been tor a long time before the Judiciary Committee. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] also offered an amendment propos- 
ing to create an additional circuit. That was referred to the same 
committee. The entire subject has been belore that committee for 
many months, and while it is true that it was not formally considered, 
it was referred to a subcommittee for purposes of consideration, and 
was by informal action postponed to await the decision of the Senate 
upon the question that is presented in the bill that is now offered and 
supported by the Senator from New York. No action was taken for- 
mally in the committee. I was a member of the subcommittee, I be- 
lieve its chairman, and I was instructed generally to prepare such a 
scheme aiter consultation with Senators whose interests were iuvol ved 
the Senators from the new States which have not been assigned at 
all, the Senators from those States that were to be taken from onecir- 
cuit and located in another—and then to submit to the Senate, when 
the bill came up, such a scheme as appeared, after consultation and 
conference, to be best adapted to meet the requirements of the situa- 
tion. 

lam, therefore, entirely responsible for the groupingand for the segre- 
gation of the different districts, and it is entirely true, ashas been said 
by the Senator irom Illinois [Mr. CUr LOM] and by others who have 
spoken upon this question, that this amendment does not appear with 
the sanction of the committee and is not approved entirely by those who 
are affected by it; but the same may be said about the bill that is pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York. That did not receive the sane- 
tion of the commitiee, and there are many men of many minds upon 
ail the propositions which are involved in that bill and which are now 
under consideration before the Senate. 

I was one of those, four in number I believe, in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, who did not iavor either the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives or the amendment reported by the majority the com- 
mittee. I believed and still believe thata proper solution of this ques- 
tion would be by a division of the Supreme Court into quorums of 
three—not as has been sneeringly said, not as has been somewhat scof- 
finuly said by those who were opposed it, three different Supreme 
Courts, but one Supreme Conrt divided for purposes of convenience 
into quorums of three—to whom should be assigned from time to time 
the consideration of the great mass of causes that come before that 
tribunal, which, as a matter of fact, could be decided intelligently by 
any ordinary justice of the peace, — 

The great bulk of the causes that are brought before that tribunal 
have been determined by the precedents of a thousand years. They 
are trivial, they are formal, they require nothing but the simplest knowl- 
edge of precedents and of causes that have been a thousand times de- 
cided from the days of the horn books; and to say that that great ag- 
gregation of wisdom, with their gowns and their gravity, must all sit 
on that bench and must all be assembled in one entity upon every occa- 
sion when a little cause involving a patent or some other of the small 
and casual piepoudre questions that come before that tribunal from 
time to time is an absurdity. I would not say that upon great consti- 
tutional questions, upon novel questions, upon those involving vast 
amounts, upon which concurrence of opinion might be necessary, there 
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should not be a session that should embrace the assembled wisdom of 
the entire nine of those judges, nor would I permit any cause to be de- 
cided by one of the quorums of three without the consent of the entire 
nine. 

I believed when this matter was before the committee, and I be- 
lieve still, and I shall continue to believe until convinced by stronger 
arguments than have yet been presented, that the great tion of 
business, the great congestion of the docket, the great denial of jus- 
tice of which so much complaint is made, is due to the fact that on 
account of the precedents that have been established and on account 
perhaps of the disinclination of the members of that tribunal them- 
selves to consider these questions separately from day to day, the en- 
tire number of the judges sit there trom the time they assemble until 
they adjourn hearing these causes individually and one after the other 
as they are called upon the docket, and I have no doubt that with an 
intelligent application of this provision of the subdivision of that 
tribunal into quorums of three, the entire mass of causes on that docket 
could be disposed of within two years at the outside, and that there- 
after they could be kept up to date from year to year with no sacrifice 
of the dignity of the tribunal, with no loss to its prestige or power, 
and with no sacrifice of its privileges or prerogatives, and with no 
diminution of the rights of the humblest or the greatest suitor at the 
bar of that tribunal. 

But to revert to the question of the circuits, it is one of the great- 
est elements of the problem in whose attempted solution we are en- 
gaged, and any bill, or any system, or any scheme that endeavors to 
deal with this question and leaves that out will be fatally defective. 
I do not say that the plan whichis proposed in the amendment I have 
had the honor to suggest is perfect. The Senator from Oregon states 
that he does not want California included in the Pacific coast circuit. 
Very well, but where is it to go? It is impossible to suit everybody. 
Calitornia must be included somewhere. It is a district. It has im- 
portant interests involved; and when Arizona and New Mexico are ad- 
mitted as States, and also Utah, very likely we might make another 
circuit that would relieve somewhat the situation of its embarrass- 
ments and complications. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose the Senator’s amendment should be 
adopted as presented, and then again suppose the bill as reported by 
the majority of the committee should be adopted, is it not a fact that 
under the bill, as it would then stand, all the eircüits except the new 
ones would haye two circuit judges and the new ones would only have 


one? 

"Mr. INGALLS. Very well. Isaid that yesterday. This is tenta- 
tiveandexperimental. It was not possible forthe Judiciary Committee 
to formulate an amendment that should be adapted to this subject un- 
til we knew what the Senate was going todo. We could not tell in 
the committee whether the Senate would agree to the House bill, or 
whether it would agree to the amendment reported by the majority of 
the committee, or whether it might not afterwards, in a sudden spasm 
of common sense, accept the proposition submitted by the minority of 
that committee. We could not predict, We had no means of proph- 
eccy. We could not foretell; and therefore this amendment is tenta- 
tive and experimental only. I have no pride of opinion about it. In 
the course of three or four weeks last past I have consulted from time 
to time with the Senators from States interested, and have submitted 
the arrangement prepared as the result of my observation and of my 
conferences with those who are concerned. The first circuit remains 
unchanged, and also the second. The third embraces, in addition to 
those States now included, the State of Maryland. Then the southern 
circuits have been broken up. The sixth includes the districts of Loui- 
siana, Texas, and Arkansas. In the eighth the Senator from Iowa 
protests against the inclusion of his State with Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois, and Missouri. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is not the eighth circuit as proposed, in the judg- 
ment of the Senator, too large in a business point of view? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is much to be said in defense of that idea. 

Mr. CULLOM. The State of Wisconsin with the large city of Mil- 
waukee, the State of Michigan with the large city of Detroit, the State 
of Illinois with the large city of Chicago, the State of Missouri with 
the large city of St. Louis ant also of Kansas City, and then the State 
of Iowa which has no very large city, I believe—those four States 
would make a circuit larger than it was before considerably. It seems 
to me that those great cities farnish a large amount of business for the 
courts and it would make the circuit entirely too large. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think there is much of sense and force in that 
suggestion, as there is in everything the Senator from Illinois says. 
But, as I said, this is not decisive; it is a matter of discussion and de- 
bate, and it may be rejected because there is no absolute concurrence 
of opinion abont it. That is what we are trying to get; that is what 
we are endeavoring to secure in regard to the bill that is now before 
the Senate from the Committee on the Judiciary. The fact that there 


is no definite, positive agreement in regard to the limits of these circuits 
at this time is no reason why the subject should not be considered. 

Mr, HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not think 
that the Senators representing the various States should have an op- 
portunity to be h on this very important local question as well as 
important general question. 

Mr. INGALLS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be true, is it quite fair to settle these things 
just as two new States are coming in and their Senators not yet here? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not propose to go into the debate on the new 
States, and my suspicion is vague and perhaps ill founded that there 
will not be a great deal of business in the new States which will re- 
quire us to adjust the judicial circuits so far as they are concerned. 
There is propriety in deferring action until those States shall be rep- 
resented here, but their representatives will not arrive until alter we 
have adjourned, and it is my judgment that there is no graver ques- 
tion, no more important question, and none the practical solution of 
which would add more to the efficiency of our judicial system than 
the readjustment and redistribution of the judicial districts into cir- 
cuits under our system. 

I submit the matter to the Senate with deference, and only suggest 
that if the subject is to be dealt with at all it should be dealt with 
a system, and not piecemeal. z 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, thè necessity for some action which 
will enable the Supreme Court to dispose of the business which comes 
betore it is recognized by all. Three plans, in fact, are here for con- 
sideration: the one submitted by the House bill, thatsubmitted by the 
majority of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and that presented 
by the minority of the committee. 

My inclination at first was to favor the view presented by the minor- 
ity of the committee, but discussion and information, possibly cor- 
rect, that a number of the members of the Supreme Court donbt the 
constitutionality of such a provision as is contained in the minority 
report incline me to favor the plan presented by the majority of the 
committee; and one reason which inclines me to that is thatthe adop- 
tion ot that plan will take away the autocratic powers, or at least will 
limit the autocratic powers which have been exercised by circnit jadges 
for some time past and which have seemed to me sometimes to be in 
utter disregard of law and of right. 

‘This idea reconciles me to consent to the appointment of this addi- 
tional number of judges, which I suppose we are to have appointed in 
a partisan way in the rearrangement of the judiciary system, The 
time has been when we have had Presidents who could select judges 
for their fitness for the position, and not on strictly partisan lines; but 
I suppose we can hardly expect it in these times and under the pres- 
ent Administration. Notwithstanding that, for the purpose of secur- 
ing relief, I am willing to adopt the plan presented by the majority of 
the committee, and I desire to say that in doing that it seems to me 
we ought to make provision for rearranging the circuits. The new 
States which have just come in certainly ought to have some provision 
made for them, 

The enormous size of the eighth circuit has been pointed out, which 
requires some rearrangement, Then the fifth circuit, as I believe it is 
called, which covers the States of Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, and Texas, requires a new arrangement. The circuit 
judges who have acted in that circuit have always been so hurried 
that they could do but little to aid in the administration of justice. 
They have been so hurried that we have had circuit judges who, when 
a petition was presented, would say to the attorneys, ‘State the sub- 
stance, I have not time to hear it read;’’ or when an answer was pre- 
sented would say, ‘‘State the substance of it, I have not time to hear it 
read.” Things like that have occurred. 

I see in the rearrangement proposed by the Senator from Kansas that 
that circuit will be made into two circuits; and when we think of a 
country extending from the Savannah River to the Kio Grande consti- 
tuting one circuit, the enormous size of it, the great population, ‘the 
immense amount of business, it will be seen that more than one cir- 
cuit judge is necessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the distance in miles from one point to the 
other? 

Mr. REAGAN. From Augusta to El Paso, I suppose, would be 
2,000 miles, or very near it. So, Mr. President, while there may be 
some inconvenience which the majority of the committee do not seem 
to have contemplated, it seems to me that we are now at a point where, 
ifthe committee will take up the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas, it will be very easy to arrange a system of circuits, and- 
ifn to increase them to eleven, so as to meet the necessities of 
the country by one act, and atone time dispose ot the question so as to 
give the necessary convenience for the adjudication of causes in the 
different parts of the country and so as to unload the Supreme Court. 

I am not a member of the committee, and while I have not made a 
special study of this subject mg hope is that we may now—and it seems 
to me it can be done with very little difficulty—rearrange the circuits, 
and so far as I can see the plan presented by the Senator from Kansas 
seems to me to be a very good one. 
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So great is the necessity for some arrangement for the new States re- 
cently admitted and for the States on the Pacific coast, that I feel much 
inclined to su Fr...... Sae DUOS S OS 
gon, but that leaves the balance of the country in a condition to require 
action, and it seems to me that it is better that we should abandon the 
idea of providing a single new circuit, and that now while the bill is be- 
fore us we should adopt an arrangement of circuits which will meet the 
necessities of the country, and I am inclined to think that the plan pre- 
sented would relieve the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 

uestion is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from 
— [Mr. DOLPH] to the amendment of the Committee on the Ju- 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS] that if there shall be now by Congress any re- 
arrangement of the cirenits, it ought tobe complete. Lam very clearly 
of the opinion that Congress ought not at this time and in connection 
with this bill to enter upon the subject of reforming the circuits 
throughont the United States, The arrangement of circuits is a matter 
of some consequence to the bar of the different States. Ishould not be, 
for one, at all satisfied with the arrangement proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas as to the cireuit in which it is proposed to place Wiscon- 
sin. The reasons which have been given by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLtom] by way of objection to that proposition meet my entire 
concurrence. 

The Senator from Kansas says that this is a tentative proposition, 

and, of course, is not to preclude discussion and amendment; but it is 
hardly possible, I submit to the Senator, in a discussion of this sort in 
the last days of this session, to propose amendments which would 
‘enable the Senate to make, perhaps, such a just and fair reformation 
of these circuits as would be necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. All that would be required would be to take a State 
out of one circuit eget ong it in another. 

Mr. SPOONER. t is a simple proposition which, if true, would 
be easily carried out, but I should want to make some investigation as 
to the business in the different States, I knew more about the busi- 
ness to be done by the circuit judge in Wisconsin while I was at the 
bar than I do now, for I have not been able to practice law and do my 
duty in the Senate. I think the majority of the committee before re- 
porting any bill reforming the circuits throughout the United States 
would need to give the Senators from the various States an opportu- 
nity to be aud those Senators, I take it, would want to consult 
somewhat with the judges and with the bur in their States. There is 
a great amount of statistical information to be obtained which a com- 

ttee ought to have before it before engaging in any such work. 

Missouri, Illinois, Iowa, Michigan, and Wisconsin manifestly ought 
not to be in the same circuit. 

Mr. INGALLS. They are all in the same circuit. 

Mr. SPOONER, All by this porone I have had no oppor- 
tunity to consider this subject, en the amendment never has been 
referred to the committee. It was introduced on the 19th, and it seems 
to me very clear that a proposition as broad as this should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary for its investigation and report at the next 
session of Congress, to be taken up and discussed on its merits. It may 
be germane, but it is not essential to the discussion or the determina- 
tion of the main proposition before the Senate. 

While the amendment of the Senator from Kansas as to the eighth 
cirenit would place too many States in that circuit, it seems to me his 
proposition as tọ the tenth circuit might perhaps place too few in that 
circuit. 


One thing we are all agreed about, and that is that a bill ought to 
be passed and speedily passed, passed before we adjourn, to relieve the 
congested calendar of the Supreme Court of the United States and to 
prevent a recurrence of such a condition. Every lawyer knows and 
almost every intelligent citizen knows that the situation for some years 
has been one almost and amounting in a great many cases 
practically to a denial of justice. z 

I have loòked over somewhat tho plan proposed by the ae 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarrs]—for I believe it has had his 
careful personal attention—and I shall vote for it with great pleasure. 
I believe it to be the best. It is simple; it is not overweighted; it 
provides the minimum of new judges, and yet enough, I think, to trans- 
act the business. It is in my opinion clearly free from any constitu- 
ome objection and will afford the needed relief, and afford it abso- 

utely. 
. The plan proposed by the minority I can nat vote for. That spasm 
of common sense, which my friend from Kansas seems to think if 
one were attacked by it would lead to an approval of this proposition 
of the minority, I do not expect to suffer from. I have some doubt, 
although I express that doubt with great distrust in view of the fact 
that the Senator from Kansas, the Senator from Vermont, and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri seem to have no d about it, as to its constitu- 
tionality. It is quite clear to me and diways has seemed clear to me 
that the men who framed the Constitution of the United States intended 
that there should be ‘‘one Supreme Court,” and that all cases which 
under the laws of the United States should go to the Supreme Court 


should go to that one Supreme Court, to be considered bya quorum 
of that body. 

This proposition to divide it into three quorums, so that you may 
have three bodies, each a court competent to hear and determine, sit- 
ting at the same time and engaged in the hearing of different causes, 
seems to me to be nothing more nor less than an attempt to make sub- 
stantially three Supreme Courts. It is a violation, it seems to me, of 
the spirit of the constitutional provision. Ihave thought that a suitor 
who was authorized by the laws of the United States to take his case to 
the Supreme Court was entitled to haveit heard and considered and ad- 
judged by the one Supreme Court” provided for by the Constitution, 
and the Senator from Kansas, I thought, saw the difficulty about this 
matter, for he suggested, as I understood him, that he would not be 
willing that these quorums of three judges should be authorized to 
make a decision and promulgate it as a decision of the court without it 
first receiving the approval of a quorum of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. INGALLS. The decision would be, as I understand, the de- 
cision of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. Mr, President, if the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Kansas should not be adopted, then the final decis- 
ion would be made by the three judges, and it could hardly be said, it 
seems to me, to bea decision of the Supreme Court. It adopted, his propo- 
sition involves this element, which Ishould not wish to see introduced 
into our judicial system, that three judges should hear a cause, and six 
judges, if you please, should decide it without a hearing, I should 
want, if I were practicing law, the men deciding my cause to hear it. 
The argument of a cause is of great value. Step into the Supreme Court 
of the United States; listen to the argument of a cause before that body. 
All of the judges, as a rule, are in their places; as a rule they are at- 
tentive, and the questions which they put from time to time to coun- 
sel elicit information that is of value and importance. Unless we are 
prepared to say that oral argument before this court of last resort is 
of little consequence it seems to me that the old-fashioned system, that 
the judges who hear the cause should decide it, is the one to which we 
should adhere. 

It is undoubtedly true, as the Senator from Kansas says, that cases 
are carried to the Supreme Court of the United States for delay, which 
have been already decided and which ought not to be permitted to go 
there; but I think it is not true that in a great majority of cases, or in 
a great many cases, which are carried to and argued in that court, the 
questions are of little consequence, questions that have already been 
disposed of by decision and precedent. In this great country, with its 
rapidly growing business and wonderful development, new questions 
are arising, as we all know, every day, questions of great difficulty, and 
they are almost all of them questions which ought to be heard by a 
quorum of the body which has to decide them. 

I shall vote against any proposition to connect with this bill a re- 
formation of the circuits, either as a whole or singly, and I shall vote 
for the bill reported by the majority of the Judiciary Committee. I 
am opposed to splitting up that great tribunal into sections. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as a matter of course, in regard to the 
expediency of either of the systems which are proposed, that question 
is tobe determined by every Senator for himself Ido not feel inclined, 
however, to submit to the criticisms which have been made on the mi- 
nority report yesterday and to-day in regard to the constitutionality ot 
the proposed division of the Supreme Court. The Senator from Oregon 
to my right [Mr. MITCHELL] spoke in rather a sneering way of three 
Supreme Courts in the teeth of the Constitution, and now the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] repeats substantially the same argu- 
ment. 

I said yesterday that this was not a novel thing. There is nothing 
monstrous about it. It has been practiced for years in this country 
and the constitutionality of it has never been doubted. I have before 
me the provision of the constitution of Rhode Island, which one of the 
Senators from that State, the junior Senator [Mr. Drxon], called my 
attention to yesterday. Section 1, article 10, of the judicial power, 
provides as follows: 

Sxcrion 1. The judicial power of this State shail be vested in ane supreme 
court, and in such inferior courts as the General Assembly may, from t to 
time, ordain and establish. 

Identieally the words of the Constitution of the United States, sub- 
stituting General Assembly“ for Congress. Now, turning to the 
statute of the State made under that constitution, I find the following 
provision: °. 

Secriox 1— 

As to the judiciary— y 


The supreme court shall consist of p m ge and four associate justices» 
to be elected, commissioned, and to hold r offices as prescribed in the con” 
stitution. 

> 


* > * > * * 
Sec 3. Any one justice of the supreme court shall be a quorum— 


Any one of the five— 
whatsoever, except for the trial of petitions for new trial, de- 
urrers, motions in arrest of judgment, and making final decrees in bills in 
— indictments for any crime punishable by death or imprisonment 


m 
equi 
for any two justices thereof— 


Out ol the five— -* 
shall be a quorum for all purposes whatsoever, 

Further than that, the next section provides: 

Said court may be held by different justices thereof at the same time and in 
different places in the same or different counties, etc. 

And the constitutionality of that law has never been questioned. No 
issue of the sort has been made in the State, and it is the system now. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Possibly, if it had been questioned, it might have 
been declared to be unconstitutional. 

Mr. VEST. Itis very remarkable that, with as eminent lawyers as 
there are in Rhode Island, with a bar in the city of Providence equal 
to any bar in the United States, its constitationality has never been 
questioned if there was any doubt about it. i 

Mr. INGALLS. Whatis the date of the statute? 

Mr. VEST. It is published in the revised statutes of Rhode Island 
of 1842. 

Mr. DAWES. Is that the new constitution or the old one? 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that this is the new constitution. 

Mr. DAWES. Rhode Island lived for a long time under the original 


charter. 

Mr. VEST. I donot suppose this is the last amended constitution, 
but it has been the constitution of the State for a number of years, cer- 
tainly since 1842. This is the revision of 1842. 

Mr. DIXON. That provision of the constitution has never been 
changed. Other provisions of the constitution have been e but 
that provision has never been changed since it was originally placed in 
the constitution. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to say that 
this has always been the law in that State. 

Mr. DIXON. It has been in the constitution since 1842. 

Mr. VEST. So, Mr. President, it seems that all this time the law- 
yers of Rhode Island have been so utterly oblivious to this monstrous 
proposition which has been laughed at, ridiculed, and sneered at here 
in this Chamber, that they have fallen over it, stumbled over it, and 
have never seen this thing before. 

That is all I care to sayin regard toit. I know from the tone of the 
debate here that the minority report will not be adopted, and I shall 
not even propose, so faras [am concerned, theamendment which accom- 

ies that report, but, like the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], 
shall not change my opinion in regard to the system that the minor- 
ity has proposed, by reason of anything that has been said here, and 
certainly not by this sneering and ridiculing process which we have 
seen in the last two days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Doren]. [Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for a division. 

Mr. VEST. What amendment is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. y 

Mr. COKE. Let it be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section: 


Src. 16. That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial cirouit, and there shall be appointed the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of Senate. 
for such circuit two circuit judges, who shall have the same qualifications and 
shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the circuit Judges of the 
United States, within their respective circuits, now bave under e: ng Jaws, 
and who shall be entitled to the same compensation as the circuit judges of the 
United States in their respective circuits now have. 


The question being again put, there were, on a division—ayes 11, 


noes 13. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that before the announcement of the re- 
sult, as the sentiment of those present has been indicated, it be taken 
as if the amendment had been rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be offered again in full Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the question be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That will adjourn the Senate. $ 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not call for the yeas and nays. I say let the 
question be resubmitted to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not let it be taken as rejected, and then it 
can be proposed again when the bill is reported to the Senate? 

1 Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to anything that can be properly 
one. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the question be put again by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS, The division has already developed the want of a 
quorum, ' r 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been sufficiently announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It being suggested that there is no 
quorum present, the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam hardly willing to seea bill of this importance 
pass with less than a quorum. 

Mr. HOAR. There will not be any final action taken now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. HARRIS. [shall not make any suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call will proceed. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen, Dixon, Mitchell, Spooner 
Barbour, Dolph; Moody,” ; 
anu — Paddock, Vet, ' 
y, Pasco, 
f, Harris, Pettigrew, Wi - 

8 Hawley, Platt, —.— — aes 

0 Higgins, > leon o 
Gurion, oes + o Sg Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. No quorum is present. j 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is a quorum close by which can be 
obtained if we wait afew moments. A numberof Senators are engaged 
in conference committee. k 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will await the pleasure of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many Senators are reported as present? ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one. 

Mr. VEST. I move an adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Mis- 
souri that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not to. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the presence of absent 


Senators. 
Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that he be directed to request the at- 
tendance of two absent Senators; only two are requi to make a 


quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. 
SHERMAN entered the Chamber and respectively answered to their 
names, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is now present. } 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was to. < 

Mr. BLAIR. Irise, Mr. President, to say that if 3 
pect of making progress with the bill now before the Senate I should be 
glad to ask that it be informally laid aside in order that I Tay eal the 
attention of the Senate to one or two labor bills, which I will 
occasion no discussion and may soon be disposed of. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. I should hope a vote might be taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think it would not be judicious to take a vote by 
yeas and nays at this time, and, in order to facilitate the business of 
the Senate, I will withdraw the amendment if I can do so under the 
rule at this time, giving notice that I shall probably offer it again in 
the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair understands that the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] is objected to. 
The pending question being on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oregon, it will be withdrawn at his request by the consent of the 
pain The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment is with- 

rawn. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I đesire to offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk, to be inserted in section 5, after line 10, on page 16. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert in section 5, after line 10, 
page 16, the following: 

In all cases of conviction of felony. 

In all cases where the matter in dispute is the right to personal liberty or the 
right to the custody of a child. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will briefly explain the purport and effect of this 
amendment. Section 5 provides— 

That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts or from 
the existing circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court in the following cases: 

In any case in which the jurisdiction of the court is in issue; in such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to the Supreme Court from 
the court below for decision. 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize ca 


uses, 
aon — conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 


Just there, Mr. President, this amendment would come in and would 
provide for all cases of felony and all cases where the ter in dispute 
is the right to personal liberty or the custody of a child. 

Tt is necessary to say but little to explain the genius and animus of 
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this amendment. It is ſor the purpose of giving the right of appeal to 
the highest tribunal in this country in cases of conviction of felony aud 
in cases where the matter in dispute is one of personal liberty. It has 
seemed to me to be a very incongruuus thing in our system that, while 
matters of commerce, titles to real estate, and all pecuniary affairs in- 
volving property of a certain amount, are appealable by appeal or writ 
of error to the Supreme Court of the United States, we have shown so 
little account for the right of personal liberty that the only cases of 
appeal provided for are those where the convictionef crime is followed 
by the punishment of death, and in certain other cases where there 
has been a division of opinion between two judges who tried the case 
below. 

In the foundation of this judicial system it was not apprehended by 
those who framed it that the Federal jurisdiction would be very ex- 
tensive or involve any very great variety or number of cases; but it has 
been constantly increasing, and, in the nature of things, the Federal 
jurisdiction has grown to comprehend other matters than those which 
were in contemplation in the organization of it. We have the internal- 
revenue system, comprehending a great variety of offenses. We have 
to a degree taken cognizance of the matter of elections; and there are 
many matters connected with Federal elections which are now made 
punishable by statute. The fiscal system of the United States, counter- 
feiting, and a great variety of offenses connected with customs, tax 
laws, and finance have become punishable under the laws of the United 
States. 

This is a republic. The right of the citizen is the highest thing 
that a republic is constituted to guard. What is a matter of $5,000 
in a debt or in a piece of real estate? How is that comparable in value 
to the right of a man to go acquit and free? 

Furthermore, Mr. President, in the jurisprudence of the United 
States Supreme Court, their decisions upon commercial questions and 
upon a great variety of questions, some of which are rather peculiarly 
those of Federal jurisdiction, have built up a body of jurisprudence 
around them. Why should not there bea body of jurisprudence ema- 
nating from the opinions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
to guide the courts below in all those matters of offense which are 
punishable by depriving the citizen of liberty as well as upon those 
other branches of the law which are so frequently betoreit? It is very 
often the case that a man is imprisoned by the judgment of a single 
judge, and then avain by two judges where the circuit and the dis- 
trict judge are sitting together. 

The opinion of one or of two men, not subject to review, in which they 
act under responsibility to no one, and without having the eyes of the 
whole country directed upon them, is to place in the bench a power 
which it does not seem to me becoming to leave there without the right 
of the judges who sit for the whole country to review its exercise. 
Judges who are not highly conscionable, who do not feel the uttermost 
sensibility in the exercise of their functions, are apt to be more care- 
less when they know they are not subject to review than when they 
are aware that the highest tribunal in the land may be called upon to 
supervise their actions. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, it is of necessity the case in a repub- 
lican form of government that the judges, no matter what party may 
be in power, will partake more or Tess of the feeling of that party to 
whom they owe the office which they hold. In times of political ex- 
citement we know the fact that judges, as well as other persons, are 
amenable to its influences, and without making any invidious or the 
slightest personal reference, we do know the fact that the bench of the 
country has not at all times been free from those influences. 

Now, Mr. President, in any case where a man may have the stigma 
of a felon put upon him and in any case where his personal liberty is 
involved, it is the duty, as I conceive it, of the law-making power in 
this country to give him every opportunity that our system of jurispru- 
dence can afford him to have a full, thorough, and ample detense. 

The American people have indicated their opinion upon this subject 
in the most clear and emphatic manner. I do not know of a single 
State in this Union where a man may be deprived of his liberty or may 
suffer to the extent of having the brand of a felon put upon him, in 
which he has not, as matter of right, the privilege of appealing to 
the court of final resort in his State. When the court of final resort in 
a State bas given the sanction of its opinion in a calm and in a delib- 
erate view, every one feels that the ends of justice have been attained. 
There is universal acquiescence in the justice of the law, which is its 
highest sanction. 

ir, why shall we not have thatin this republican Government? Why 
shall we say to any citizen that the man from one section or the other 
who has $5,000 in dispute shall have the Chief-Justice and all the judges 
of the Supreme Court to pass upon his right; and why shall it be said, 
as it is said in other cases, that the right of a patent may be investi- 
gated there; that the question of a treaty may be investigated there, and 
other cases where minor amounts of money or less sacred rights are in- 
volved may be investigated there, and yet where character and liberty 
are concerned shall not be investigated there? It is a contra- 
diction, in my judgment, of the spirit of free institutions, and if the 
feature I propose be embodied in this bill, as it seems to me it ought to 
be, our Federal jurisprudence will be assimilated to the jurisprudence 


of all or nearly all of our States, and a new and an additional guard 
will be given to the right of the citizen. 

In a recent case the Supreme Court of the United States has shown 
its extra sensitiveness to those offenses which may be branded as fel- 
onies when they approach the person of one of its judges, and in a de- 
cision, which I do not propose to criticise further than to say that it 
was one very surprising to many of the profession, it was held that an 
officer of the United States guarding a judge of that tribunal was ex- 
ercising the right of self-defense in shooting down one who approached 
his person in a threatening manner, although there was no law of the 
United States to provide for the case. 

Mr. SANDERS. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to state that 
I do not understand that to be the decision, I understand the decis- 
ion was that the person referred to was exercising the right of defend- 
ing an officer of the United States, and not the right of self-defense. I 
think there is a wide distinction between the two statements. 

Mr. DANIEL. He was defending an officer of the United States. 
We do not differ in our understanding nor in what my expression indi- 
cated. I mean the same as if he were in self-defense. It was held to 
be exercising that right the same asin self-defense. That is the idea 
that I intended to convey. The officer of the United States who killed 
a citizen finds that there is no tribunal in the country, according to the 
judgment of the United States Supreme Court, which can hold him in 
any manner responsible. 

If that decision shall be the correct decision, how will it be if a 
deputy marshal shall defend a marshal, if a deputy supervisor shall 
defend a supervisor? The person of a supreme judge of the United 
States has no more sanctity than that of the humblest citizen in this 
land. The Constitution of the United States and the spirit of its law 
is no respecter of persons. Human life and human liberty are sacred 
because they belong to their possessors, not because their possessor 
may hold one rank or may hold another rank. 

It is true and it is right that additional guards should be put around 
those public officers who by reason of their public position may be 
threatened, forit is the duty of the Government to defend every one 
of those whom it intrusts with the exercise of high responsibility and 
of delicate duties. A judge of the Supreme Court of the United States 
should be defended, and every officer of the United States should be 
defended in the exercise of his duties to the Government, if it requires 
the calling out of the Army and the Navy and militia, because he goes 
to perform a public function in the name of the people of the United 
States; but his life is no more to him than that of the humblest citi- 
zen; his liberty is no more to him than that of A B or C D; and when 
the institutions ot this country show such delicate and exquisite sensi- 
bility to anything which shall threaten the life or the limb of a dig- 
nitary, it is appalling for me to reflect that the citizen of this country 
may be condemned to imprisonment and stigmatized for life and shall 
have no opportunity to appeal to the highest tribunal in the land which 
he supports and stands ready to defend. 

I hope, Mr. President, that this amendment will be adopted, and 
in my judgment it will fill a gap in our Federal jurisprudence which 
has long cried for and needed amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I should desire to say something 
upon this amendment, but I think we have reached a stage this after- 
noon when it is quite apparent we can not expect a voting quorum 
on account of pairs, and I am quite willing that this bill shall now be 
laid aside informally for such action by the Senate on other matters ag 
they may approve. I therefore ask unanimous consent that that may 
be accorded, and the bill hold its place on Monday as the unfinished 
business of the Senate. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask that the pending bill be laid aside informally, 
and that we now proceed with the consideration of private pension bills, 

Mr, COCKRELL. Unobjected cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the pending bill, the regular business, be informally laid aside and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension 
cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish it to be the understanding that we shall not 
take up any other than pension cases this afternoon. 

Mr. SAWYER. That will be the understanding. 


NOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 12 o’clock on Monday. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator trom 
Kansas that when the Senate adjourn to-day it he to meet at 12 o'clock 
on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM W. BLISS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid belore the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1059) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Bliss, which was, in line 4, before the 
word " dollars,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert forty-five.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. Although I do not think a pension of $45 is enough 
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for this poor man, yet rather than risk not getting the bill passed with 
a larger amount, I move that the Senate concur in the House amend- 
ment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Task that Order of Business 238, being the bill 
(5. 119) for the relief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, de- 
ceased, on page 6 of the Calendar, which was passed over without preju- 
dice, be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is ita pension ease? 

Mr. HIGGINS. No, itis not a pension case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is in direct violation of the unanimous 
agreement, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
mous consent. 

Mr. HIGGINS, I thought the agreement applied to private bills 
generally. I withdraw the request. 

SANFORD KIRKPATRICK. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that Order of Business 1916, House 
bill 10231, may be taken up, as it was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is a pension bill, and was passed over 
without prejudice when the Calendar was under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Iowa? 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick. 
It proposes to place upon the invalid pension-roll of the United States 
the name of Sanford Kirkpatrick at the increased rate of $40 per month, 

Mr, COCKRELL. I asked the other day when this case was up that 
it might go over, because in reading a very unnecessary and senseless 
and useless whereas in it I supposed it was an effort to pension a citi- 
zen of the United States for an injury received while in the pertorm- 
ance ot the duties of a civil office, and I therefore objected to it. Upon 
an examination of the report in the case I find that the man was very 
badly afflicted in his eye-sight and that it was in consequence of that 
defect in his eye-sight that the other injury recited bere occurred. It 
is simply for an increased disability which incidentally grew out of the 
original afiliction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


REV. THOMAS JAMES. 


The bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll of the United States Rev. Thomas James, of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., late a member of the military police attached to the Com- 
missary Department and Freedman's Bureau in the Department of 
Kentucky, and pay him $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN J. TOLLY. 


The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 
WILLIAM B. M’CREERY. 


The bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of William B. McCreery, late colo- 
nel Twenty-first Michigan Infautry, at $60 per month, in lieu of the 
sum he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CLEMENTINE FINK. 


The bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine 
Fink was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to 
place upon the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Clementine Fink, widow 
of Captain Fink, late of Company —, First Regiment of Michigan Vol- 
unteers, at $30 per month, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, sabmitted by Mr. SAWYER 
September 2, 1890: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 11687) in- 
creasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink, have examined the same and re- 
rt: 


That will interfere with the unani- 


The report on which this bill was passed by the House is concurred in, and 
is as follows: 

“The Committee on Invulid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11687) granting a pension to Mrs, Clementine Fink, submit the tollowing re- 


port: 
„Captain Fink was the husband of claimant, and served as a private soldier 


in the Florida war and wassergeant-major of the Eighth Regiment. He after- 
wards served in the Mexican war, and was brevetted lieutenant for meritorious 
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conduct at the taking of the City of Mexico, where he rec*ived three severe 
gunshot wounds, which disabled him from active service for six mouths, 

“Captain Fink was brevetted second lieutenant for gallant and meritorious 
service in leading the attack on the Heights of Chapultepec, being the lirst man 
over the ramparts, He was promoted captain, and in 1861 died while in the 
service in the State of Michigan. 

“The claimant is drawing n pension of §20, the usual amount given tothe widow 
of a captain, but this claimant is now seventy-two years of age, very feeble and 
poor, and bas no means of support but that sum, which is inadequate for that 
purpose, and the increase is recommended by O. B. Wileox, brigadier-general, 
wh» is acquainted with the facts in this case as well as the parties.“ 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to the fact that there is a blank in the bill. 
Does he wish to have it filled ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I guess we had better pass it over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It needs the designation of the com- 


ny. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In this case it is not material. It is not in the 
report either. 

Mr. SAWYER. We had better pass the bill over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over temporarily 
until the Senator from Wisconsin can look at it. 

Mr. SAWYER subsequently said: It is immaterial whether that 
blank is filled or not in House bill 11687. I ask that the bill be put 
on its passage. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ers 

ELIZABETH ABELL. 

The bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abeil was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Abell, of Jackson County, Indiana, 
widow of George W. Abell, of the Twenty-second Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET M. CLEMENTS. 

The bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Margaret M. Clements, widow ot John 
Clements, late a lientenant in Company H, Eighty-third New York Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. SMAIL. 


The bill (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses that Sarah A. Smail, blind and dependent sister of James H. 
Smail, deceased, late a private in Company B, Fifth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteers (and who was killed in battle at Iuka, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, on or about September 19, 1862), shall be placed upon the 
pension-roll and granted a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM STOVER, 

The bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension toWilliam Stover was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
peusiou- roll the name of William Stover, late of Company I, Twenty- 
fourth Regiment of Iowa Iulantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. - 


CLARA REED. 

The bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clara Reed, late widow of George Dustin, a 
private in Company F, Twenty-third Wisconsin Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONRAD M’CLAIN, 

The bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Conrad McClain, late of Company F, One hun- 
dred and ninth Regiment of New York Intantry. : : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, EEBECCA E. SIMON, 


The bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
E. Simon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to reissue the pension certificate of Mrs, Rebecca E. Simon, widow of 
William J. Simon, late surgeon United States Navy, and allow her a 
pension at $50 per month in lien of the pension now paid her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JOHN CLARE. 


The bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of John Clark, late a private of Company F, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry Regular Volunteers in the Mexican war, 
from $8 to $20 in lieu of the pension now drawn by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. ROPER. 


The bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
John B. Roper, late a lieutenant of Company A, First Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteers in the Mexican war, upon the pension-rolls at $30 per 
mouth in lieu of the pension of $17 now being received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

- JOHN B. REED, 

The bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late 
lieutenant-colonel ot the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to continue the name of John B. Reed, late lieutenant-colonel of 
the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the 
pension-roll at $50 per month in lieu of the pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RANSOM E. BRAMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Ransom E, Braham, late a mem- 
ber of Company I, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at $45 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, LILLIS OTIS. 


Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the Senate go back on the Cal- 
endar to Order of Business 1560, being the bill (H. R. 7840) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis. It was passed upon the idea that it wasa 
pension which could be granted under the new law. It is under Rule 
IX, but I wish to make a statement about it. I have conferred 
with the chairman of the committee and with others. This party is 
very poor, and if there is going to be a pension granted to her it ought 
to be granted now, and the report shows that it is a case which onght 
to be granted under this bill, I think. I think there will be no objec- 
tion to taking it up. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the name of Mrs. 
illis Otis on the pension-roll, as the widow of Uriah Otis, deceased, a 

soldier of Company C, Twentieth Connecticut Infantry, in the war of 
1861 to 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNA M’CREARY. 

The bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary was con- 
sidered as in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Anna McCreary, widow of Robert McCreary, late 
private of Company D, One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MALINDA FOREMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman was 
considered as in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Malinda Foreman, widow, and minor children 
of William H. Foreman, late of Company H, Ninety-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN H. GROVE. 

The bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John 
H. Grove, late a member of Company C, Thirty-fourth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers, a pension of $60 a month in lieu of the amount now 
prid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

; ABIGAIL HUGHES. i 

The bill (H. R. 4858)granting a pension to Abigail Hughes was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-rolls of the United States the name of Abigail H widow 
of Benjamin G. Hughes, late of Company F, Seventy-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infextry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
8 MILTON BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mil- 
ton Barnes, late lieutenant-colonel in the Ninety-seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the 
amount now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH M’CORMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah McCormick, of Woodleaf, Rowan County, 
North Carolina, widow of Jacob Rary, a soldier of the war of 1812, at 
$25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

AGNES R. RICE. 

The bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Agnes R. Rice, widow of Parson C. Rice, late 
private Company C, First Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRENTISS M. FOGLER. 


The bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. 
Fogler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Prentiss M. Fogler, of Augusta, Me., late a 
capin i in Company I, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, to $50 
a mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

URIAH BRYANT. 
The bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Uriah Bryant, late a soldier in the Florida war in 
Capt. N. G. Foster’s company and Colonel Cooper's regiment of Georgia 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. ANDERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of John A. Anderson, late a private in Company I, Fifth United 
States Artillery, on the pension-roll. E 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. M. E. DANIELS. 


The bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E, Daniels was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof Mrs. M. E. Daniels, formerly Mrs. M. E. 
Glines, a volunteer nurse in the late war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY L, NASH. . 

The bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Mary L, Nash, 
dependent sister of Samuel L. Nash, Company H, Thirty-second Massa- 
chusetts Regiment, and Andrew J. Nash and Francis J. Nash, both 
of Sorina B, Thirty-fifth Massachusetts Regiment, a pension of $12 

month. 

Pe The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. VOSBURGH,. 


The bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Vosburgh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of James H. Vosburgh, late private Company 
H, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, to $50 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. REED. 


The bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Thomas J. Reed, captain of Company E, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, Third Division Thir- 
teenth Army Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM TOLLE. 

The bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll William Tolle, father of Francis H. Tolle, late a member 
of Merritt’s Missonri Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS BEEZLEY. 


The bill (H.-R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Silas Beezley, of Ore- 

n, $25 per month as pension for services in the Black Hawk war, in 

pt. Jesse B. Brown’s company of Illinois Mounted Rangers, and for 
disabilities suffered and incurred in said service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALEXANDER CALLISON. 


The bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Alexander Callison, who enlisted for the Mexican war 
and did service on the frontieras a soldier in Company B, Powell’s Bat- 
talion, Missouri Mounted Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESLY HALE. 


The bill (H. R. 10457) incressing the pension of Presly Hale was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Presly Hale, late a private of Company E, Sixty-flith Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALVIN RASOR. 


The bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of Calvin Rasor, late a member of Company K, 
Fourth Regiment Indiana Legion, Ohio Home Guards, and allow him 
a pension for wounds received while engaged under the authorities of 
the United States in the battle of Panther Creek, Kentucky, on or 
about September 20, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY A. BARNUM. 


The bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Henry A. Barnum, late brigadier-gen- 
eral snd brevet major-general of volunteers, at $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. DUNN. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I ask unanimousconsent to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 2072, on page 22 of the Calendar. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
— to consider the bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M, 

unn. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the word Company,” strike out the letter K 
and insert C;“ and in line 9, arter the words rate of,” strike out 
fifty“ and insert ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ons laws, the name of John Dunn, late first lieuten- 
ant of Company C, First Regiment Delaware Volunteers, and subsequently of 
the Seventh Delaware Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of the rate of $4 per month, which he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I move a further amendment, in line 7, after the 
word subsequently,“ to insert first lieutenant of Company C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LEWIS W. BLOOM. : 

The bill (H. R. 9244) granting a. pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of 
Etna, Kavs., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place upon the pension-roll the name of Lewis W. Bloom, late 
a member of the Fifth Ohio Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. A, W. ACKLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. A. W. Ackley, dependent mother of John 


T. Ackley, late a private in Company F, Fourth Regiment Michigan 

Infantry Volunteers. , 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. S 


s MARY E. HICKS. 

The bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, It provides that the act entitled “An 
act to restore pensions in certain cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall 
be construed so as to include within its provisions Mary E. Hicks, 
widow of Capt. Daniel Hicks, of the Adrian Guards, Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to. 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONTBAVILLE A. HARRINGTON. 


The bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Har- 
rington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Montraville A. Harrington, de- 
pendent father of Fazelo A. Harrington, deceased, late colonel of the 
Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. MARIA L. M’CULLOH. 

The bill (H. R. 10572) ting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. Mo- 
Culloh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Maria L. McC widow 
of J. Floyd McCulloh, late captain Company I, Second Regiment Poto- 
mac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. LEONORA COON, 

The bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Mrs. Leonora Coon, widow of the late Denby 
L. Coon, late adjutant of the Second Battalion, Third Regiment Mich- 
igan Cavalry, at $14 per month. Hoot 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO HIX. 


The bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sion-roll the name of Alonzo Hix, late of Company D, Fifth Tniilene 
Legion, in the war of the rebellion. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. EMELINE JANE BUSHNELL, 

The bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 
nell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
the name of Emeline Jane Bushnell on the pension-roll as a nurse, at 
$12 a month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
CALVIN GUNN. 

The bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Calvin Gunn, late a member of Capt. Isaac G. Messec’s 
company of California Volunteers, in the Humboldt (California) Indian 
war of 1858. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. SEATON KELSO, 


The bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of J. Seaton Kelso, late assistant surgeon Second 
Wisconsin Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ASENATH TURNER. 


The bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a 
Revolutionary pensioner, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, widow of 
Samuel Dunham, late a Revolutionary soldier, from 812 to $30 per 
month during her natural life. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand exactly npon what basis 
that pension is being granted. It is a bill to increase the pension of 
Asenath Turner, a Revolutionary pensioner. It gives her a pension 
as widow of Samuel Dunham, a Revolutionary soldier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read, in accordance 
with the request of the Senator from Missouri. < 


* 


7 


10292 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. `- SEPTEMBER 20, 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLATR 
September 15, 1890: : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill to increase the 
pension of Asenath Turner, have examined the same and report: 
The report of the House committee is adopted, the bill reported favorabiy, 
and its passage recommended, 5 
HOUSE REPORT, 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. $38!) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Asenath Turner, haye considered the same and 


report: 

The claimant's late husband, Samuel Dunham, was a private in the Connecti- 
out line, war of the Revolution, and she is now a pensioner at $12 per month on 
account of his said service. 3 

The evidence accompanying the-bill shows that the claimant is past eighty- 
four years of age, and that her sole property is $0 in bank to pay funeral ex- 
or a life interest in a small dwelling-house, and 10 acres of unproductive 

nd. This property is covered by a mortgage of $300, and the claimant bas the 
interest to pay. She has an invalid son who is dependent upon her for sup- 
port, and her only source of income is her said pension and the land referred to. 

There are precedents for the allowance of the increase provided for in the 
at and the bill is therefore reported back with the recommendation that it 

o pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuppose Turner is dead or it would not be pro- 
posed to pension her, as a matter of course, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. G. TRIECE. 

The bill (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of W. G. Triece, late a private of Company H, Tenth 
Pennsylvania Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


j EMMA G. CLARK, 

The bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
peusion-roll the name of Emma G. Clark, widow of First uieut. Will- 
iam T. Clark, Company E, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 2 


JOHN SCUDDER. 

The bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls, at $12 per month, the name of John Seudder, father of 
John Sidney Scudder, late a private in Company I, Twentieth Regi- 
ment New York State Volunteers. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RACHAEL A. FENSTAMAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It, proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Rachael A, Fenstamaker, widow of 
Isaac N. Fenstamaker, first lieutenant Company F, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, í 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARISSA BARKER. 
The bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarissa Barker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion-roll the name of Clarissa Barker, widow of William P. Barker, 
ate a private in Company E, Sixth Regiment New York Heavy Artil- 
lery Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
; MARY CANNON. 

The bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter 
of James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
Cannon. the blind and dependent daughter of James Cannon, de- 
ceased, late a private of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Serate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID STOCKWELL. * 

The bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David Stockwell, late of Captain Vaughu's 
company, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volan- 
teers, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GRACE. 


The bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Grace, father of Edward Grace, late a ser- 
geant in Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thie is the first time that I have seen that class 
of cases considered and passed. Here is a case where the soldier died, 
leaving a widow and children. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let the bill go over, if the Senator objects. 

. Mr. COCKRELL. I want to state the point. I do not know wh 
this bill should go over more than one or two others of the same kind, 
and I want to call the attention of the Pension Committee to it. 

The soldier died, leaving a widow and children, His widowis pen- 
sioned. In process of time she marries; the children arrive at the age 
of sixteen; and after all that, then the father comes in as a dependent 
lather of that deceased soldier. I think that is carrying the question 
ot dependence entirely too far, and I want to call the attention of the 
committee to it. In this case 

John Grace is the father of Edward Grace, who enlisted in Company A, 
Ninety-first ment New York Volunteers;September 2, 1861, and died July 
3.1863, of wounds received in action at Port Hudson. He had another son who 
also died from wounds received in action. The wife of claimant, and mother 
of these two soldiers, applied for pension, but her claim has been rejected by 
the Pension Bureau because the soldier, Edward Grace, left surviving him a 
widow who was pensioned and continued to draw pension until her remarr' 
afew years later. The mother of Edward Grace is now dead, as is also his 
widow, as shown by the evidence before your committee, 

I think that is carrying it too far, but still I will let this go through 
as the others have gone through, but I hope the committee will adopt 
a different rule in such cases. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us go on, and I will talk to the Senator about 
it afterwards, 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, it is Saturday afternoon and 5 o’clock. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the Senator would not make the motion. 
We are almost through with the pension bills, It is near the end of 
mo session. Let us go through with the remaining bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr, BATE. We have been here all day. It is Saturday afternoon, 
and I think other hours can be devoted to these bills. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is near the end of the session, and we have gone 
almost through the Calendar ot private pension bills, 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not take more than ten minutes more. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, it will not take more than ten minutes to go 
through with all that are on the Calendar. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
If there be no amendment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will 
be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. f 

CATHARINE S. LAWRENCE, 

The bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Catharine S, Lawrence and pay her a 
pension as an army nurse ot $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CATHERINE EDMANDS, 


The bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cath- 
erine Edmands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place the name of Catherine Edmands, widow óf J. Cush- 
ing Edmands, late a lieutenant-colonel of the Thirty-second Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll at $30 a month in lieu 
of the rate she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. OSBORN. 


The bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Osborn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to Charles E. Oshorn, late a soldier of the Mexican war. $25 a month 
in lieu of the amonnt of pension now paid him under certificate num- 
bered 14986. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNY A, PUTNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Fanny A. Putney, widow of Elum Putney, formerly 
a member of Capt. Thaddeus Sheldon’s company of New York Militia, 
war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

i ELIZA EFNER. 
The bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner. 


a oner of the war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the 
hole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza 
Efner, a pensioner of the war of 1812, at $30 per month in lieu of the 
amount now received. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. REED, 

‘The bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-rol], at $60 per month, the name of William W. Reed, for- 
merly a private in Company D, in the Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio 
Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMPSON RILEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the invalid-pension rolls, at $20 a month, the name of Thompson Riley, 
of Capt. Lemuel Ford’s company of Indiana troops in the Black Hawk 
war, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN D. BRADLEY. 


The bill (H, R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Edwin D. Bradley, late a colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio 
. Infautry Volunteers, war of 1861 to 1865, a pension hereafter of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL HARGAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hargain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Michael Hargain, late a seaman on the United 
States schooner Otsego, to $20 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICAGER HANCOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Micager Hancock on the pension-roll at $25 per month, he 
being a soldier in the war of 1812. p 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS EGAN, 

The bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion- roll the name of Thomas Egan, Jate a private in Company G, 

ixth Missouri Infantry, at $40 per month, 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM C. EBERT. 

The bill (H. R. 2550) granting « pension to William C. Ebert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William C, Ebert, disabled while acting as a 
volunteer citizen soldier in the provost guard. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ANDERSON, 

The bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension. rolls the name of Sarah Anderson, the helpless sister of Will- 
iam B. 8. Anderson, late private in Company I, Fifth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. W. SEELY. 

The bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of W. W, Seely, late a private in Company H, 
Second Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. MONROE. 

The bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
pension now granted to James M. Monroe for“ Joss of lett leg and part 
of right foot, as a member of Company G, Forty-second Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, be increased to $40 per month. 


, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time; and passed. 


LAWRENCE M. CAFFLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin was considered 
as in Comfnittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Lawrence M. Cafflin, late a third assistant engineer on 
the United States steamer Republic, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 


MARY SNEAD. 


The bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Revo- 
lutionary pensioner, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to increase the pension of Mary Snead, widow of Bowdoin 
Snead, a private soldier of the Revolutionary war, from $12 to $30 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MALINDA COLLINS. 


The bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Malinda Collins, widow of James L. Collins, a pri- 
vate in Company A, Sixth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri 
NIN, and Company H, Seventy-fourth Regiment Enrolled Missouri 
Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. WILKERSON. 


The bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
peusion-xoll the name of Thomas H. Wilkerson, a private in the com- 
pany of Capt. John W. Biven’s company of Arkansas Home Guards, 
attached to the First Regiment of Arkansas Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS G. BOSS. 


The bill (H. R, 9316) granting an increase of eer to Thomas G. 
Boss was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas G. Boss, late private in 
Company C, Sixteenth Wisconsin Veteran Volunteer Intantry, at $50 
per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLARK STEWART. 


The bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of Clark Stewart, late a private in Company D, 
Fifteenth Illinois Volunteers, at $40 a month, on account of total blind- 
ness, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I rose to make the same motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until Monday, September 22, 1890, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 20, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be considered 
as approved. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object. 

1585 SPEAKER. Then the question is on the approval of the Jour- 
nal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 155, noes 41. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Yeas and nays. 


Pending the division of the House on the question of ordering the 


yeas and nays, 

Mr. O'FERRALL said: Mr. Speaker, are the names of gentlemen 
on the other side recorded as they are counted? ‘The Chair seems to 
be recording the names of the Democrats as he counts them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not seen any gentlemen upon the 
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Republican side rising on the demand for the yeas and nays. Thirty- 
seven gentlemen rising—not a sufficient number. 

Mr, O’FERRALL,. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ‘Tellers on the yeas and nays, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Demand the other side. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. T call for the other side. 5 

The negative vote on the demand for the yeas and nays was taken; 
and there were—noes 156. 

The SPEAKER. Not a sufficient number ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Too late. The other 
side has been taken. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That does not change the situation at all. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are demanded. As many as are in favor 
of taking this question by tellers will rise in their places. [After a 
count.] Forty-four gentlemen rising. 

Mr. CRISP. You only counted 37 just now. 

The SPEAKER, There were but 37 at the time the count was 
made, There are 44 gentlemen now rising. This is not the first time 
tiat gentlemen on that side have appeared, only to disappear. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BREC RIDGE. Nor is this the first time that the count of 
dr aru turned out to be incorrect when there were tellers or- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I said in response to the Chair that it was 
not the first time that the count of the Speaker had turned out to be 
incorrect when there were tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that on yesterday the 
count by the tellers showed two less than the count by the Speaker, 
and that result was because two gentlemen disappeared after the count 
was made by the Speaker. The Chair is glad of the opportunity to 
make the statement to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. The ‘‘gentleman from Georgia ” desires to say there 
was A rS of six. [Cries of Regular order!“ on the Repub- 
lcan side. 7 

The SPEAKER. Tellers areordered; and the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. HAUGEN] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FEr- 
RALL] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. CRISP. There was a difference of six on the count yester- 


day. 

The SPEAKER. A difference of three, and one gentleman, Mr. 
SANFORD, of New York, came in afterward. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Georgia was one of the tellers 
yesterday and desires to challenge that statement. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman from Georgia can challenge it as much 
as Lai sera but the fact was not as the gentleman from Georgia has 
stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, The country will judge as to the fact. 

On the demand for the yeas and nays the House again divided; and 
the tellers reported—ayes 147, noes 58. 

Accordingly the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nay 0, not 
voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—151 
Adams Culbertson, Pa, Laws, Sanford, 
Allen, Mich. Cuteheon, Lehibach, Sawyer. 
3 Se: —— Lind, aon 
W. Va. De Lano, Mason, Sherman, 
Baker, Dingley, McCormick, Simonds, 
Banks, Dolliver, McDuffie, Smith, III. 
Bartine, Dunnell, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Bayne, E Miles, Smyser, 
Beckwith, — 1 Moffitt, Snider, 
Belden, | Fit Moore, N. H. Spooner, 
Belknap, Flood, orey, Stephenson 
m, Frank, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Bingham, Funston, Morrow, Stivers, 
5 Gear, Morse, Stockbridge. 
Mud Struble, 
Boutelle, Gifford, Nied: us, Taylor, E. B 
Bowden, Grosvenor, ute, Taylor, III 
Brewer, Grout, O'Donnell, ylor, J. 
Brosius, O'Neill. Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Brower, Hansbro Osborne, omas, 
Browne, Va. Harmer, Owen, Ind, Thompson, 
$ pugen, yne, Townsend, Colo, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Townsend, 
Burton Hermann, Perkins, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Cald well Hil, kler, Vandever, 

r, Mass. t Van Schaick, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pugsley, Waddill, 
Carter, Honk, Quackenbush, Walker, 
Caswell, Kelley, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Cheadle, Kennedy, J, Wallace, N. X. 
Cheat is Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wheeler, Mich. 
Clark, Wis. Ki 1. Reed, Iowa Wickham, 
8 Knapp, Reyburn, ` Williams, Ohio 
Col K Lacey, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, La Follette, Wright, 
Conger, Laidlaw, Rowell, Yardley. 
Craig, Lansing, Russell. 

NAX. 


Abbott, Reilly, 
Alderson, Culberson, Tex. Lawler, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Lee, * Robertson, 
Anderson, Kans, m. Lester, Ga. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Da Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Andrew, De Haven, Lewis, 
Bankhead, Dibble, ¥ 
Barnes, Dickerson, K Seney, 
— 2 Dockery. — Shively, 
Beard, Dunphy, Martin, Tex. Spinola, 
Bland, Edmunds, McAdoo, 
Blount, Ellioti, MeCarthy, 
Boatner, Ellis. MeClammy, Stewart, Ga, 
Enloe, McClellan, 
Brickner, Ewart, M > Stock: 
Brookshire, Featherston, MeCord, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, J. B. Finley, M Stone, 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, cKen . Stump, 
Brunner, Fithian, MoeMillin, Sweney, 
Buchanan, Va. Flower, cRae, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Forman, Milliken, Tillman, 
Forney, Tracey, 
Bunn, Fowler, ontgomery, ‘Tucker, 
Butterworth, ner, Moore, Tex. ‘Turner, 
ynum, Gibson, organ, Turner, N, Y, 
Compbel Goodnight, Mutehler, Vaux, 
Candler, Ga. Greenhalge, orton, Venable, 
Carlton, Grimes, S Wade, 
Hare, O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Catchings, Hatch, O’Neall, Ind. Wheeler, 
Chipman, Hayes, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Clancy, Haynes, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Clarke, Ala. Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clements,” Hem 1, Parrett, 5 
u Henderson, Iowa Paynter, Wil 
Henderson, N.C. Willcox, 
Connell, rt, Penington, W 
Cooper, Ind. Holman, Perry, Wilson, 
Cooper, Ohio Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Mo, 
Cothran Kerr, Pa. Phelan, x ‘a 
vert, Ketcham, Pierce, Yoder, 
Cowles, Kilgore, 
Crain, Lane, Quinn, 


No quorum voting. 

The following pairs were announced, until further notice: 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

Mr. Dorsey with Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr, TUCKER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER, 

Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. y 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. FIXLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. McKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. De HAyeN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. i 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. CHIPMAN,. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. PIERCE. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Those that are noted as being present and not vot- 
ing, together with those voting, are not sufficient to make a quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Imovea call of the House. [Cries of “Oh, no!” 
on the Republican side.] 
eo HAUGEN subsequently withdrew the motion for a call of the 

ouse. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to havea call 
of the House, and I renew the motion. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let the record show who the absentees are. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutch- 
inson and Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the 
State of Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the 
county of Grayson, in the State of Texas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Rückert; 

A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor 
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army and to place him on the re- 
tired-list of Army officers; and 
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A joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
appropriations for the Indian service, on the books of the Treasury. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way to 
the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Rail Company. into and 
upon the Fort Riley military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and 
for other purposes, asked a conference with the House thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. CocKRELL 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency 
and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army and to trans- 
fer the Weather Service to the Department of Agriculture, asked a con- 
ference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. BATE, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. Davis conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12100) granting 
a pension to Samuel T. Caston—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE (for Mr. REED, of Maine): A bill (H. R. 12101) 
to i he the name of Annie E. Remick, late hospital nurse, on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12102) for the relief of Anna Bohl- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, . 

By Mr. WILEY: A bill (H. R. 12103) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Byron Bristol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 12104) to pension Sarah W, 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


r} * 
A bill (S. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship SENATE. 
G. W. Jones, of New York; : MONDAY, September 22, 1890. 
A bill (S. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
The Senate met at 12 o’elock m. 


urchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 
8 Art Gallery, and painted by Troy; 

A bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees and other growth on the 
public domain from destruction by fire; 

A bill (S. 4112) to amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, con- 
cerning details of officers of the Army and Navy to educational insti- 
tutions; 

A bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Co- 
Inmbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, known 
as Cooke Park; 

A bill (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 3643) to provide for the building of a memorial structure 
at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the Northwest- 
ern Territory; 

A bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va. ; 

A bill (S. 2591) giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of theclaims 
on acconnt of property of the Chesapeake Female College, possessed 
and used by the United States military authorities; 

A Dill (S. 1688) for the reliet of Jacob Kern; 

A bill (S. 1420) to remove the charge ot desertion from the military 
record of Walter Sniffers; 

A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, de- 


; and 

A bill (8. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 59. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EVARTS presented a memorial of the Produee Exchange of 
Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the use of a public pier at Buf- 
falo for private purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented memorials, numerously signed by citizens 
of South Bend and Salem, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 
the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 20 business firms of 
Clinton, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of a bankruptcy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No, 1387, of 
Fairfield, Iowa; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1552, ot Spirit 
Lake, Iowa; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1779, of Kossuth 
County, Iowa, and a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1270, of 
Dubuque County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the Conger lard 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of numerous citizens of Rome, Ga., 
asking that yon do in all candor and frankness use your influence and 
prae defeat the Senate’s confirmation of the pending compound- 
lard bill. 

I also present a memorial of the Equal Rights Association of the 
United States, of Galveston, Tex., and other associations in behalf of 
the great industrial interests of the South, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Conger lard bill, and setting forth that last year $400, - 
000,000 worth of oil was made out of cotton seed, and that it is an in- 
oe which employs a very large numberof the colored people of the 
South. 

Talso presenta memorial from James Johnson, president of the Screw- 
men’s Benevolent Association of Colored Republicans, remonstra 
against the passage of the Conger lard bill ‘‘as being very detrimenta 
to the interests of our race, and earnestly requesting you to use all 
efforts to prevent its passing in the Senate,” 

I also present a memorial of citizens of Jefferson, La., stating that 
they have learned with alarm and much displeasure that there is now 
pending before this body the Conger lard bill, and remonstrating against 
its passage. This memorial is signed by C. L. Brown, A. J, Kemp, 
and others. 

I also present a petition of citizens of Pine Bluff, Ark., stating that: 

We, the undersi nae, respectful 
you as our friend K eee e of any law Bee poe 
compounded in part with cotton-seed oil. 

Signed by George Robinson, pastor St. Paul Baptist Church, J. C. 
Corbin, principal of Branch Normal College and grand secretary colored 
Free Masons, and other officials, 

I also present a memorial of the Republican central committee of 
Jefferson County, Louisiana, signed by representative colored citizens, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 

I also present another memorial from citizeus of Galveston, Tex., in 
behalf of the great industrial interests of the South, protesting against 
the passage of the Conger lard bill. 

T move that these memorials be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ipresent a remonstrance, numerously signed, addressed 
to the Fifty-first Congress from citizens of the parish of Jefferson, in 
the State of Louisiana, colored peels who write their names, giving 
their individual signatures, which [ suppose to be two or three hun- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11158) toauthorize the 
New Orleans Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, op- 
erate, and maintain a bridge and all the necessary approaches thereto 
over the Mississippi River above the city of New Orleans, State of 
Louisiana, on the left bank of the Mississippi River, to the opposite bank 
in said State, accompanied by a report (No. 3131)—to the House Calenda, 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported fa- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 724) for the relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States steamer Tallapoosa, accompanied by 
a report (No. 3132)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 8548) concerning the rank 
and pay of certain officers of the Navy having served a full term as 
chief of a bureau in the Navy Department, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3133)—to the House Calendar, 


— 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were in- 
troduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 12098) to establish a United States 
land court and to provide for a judicial investigation and settlement of 
rivate land claims in the Territories of Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, and 
ew Mexico, and in the States of Colorado and Nevada—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 
By Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12099) amend- 
ing and re-enacting section 1754 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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‘dred. Their protest is very brief, only two pages of type-writing, and 
I ask that it be inserted in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. INGALLS, I object ` 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will state thesubstance of the memorial. The 
memorialists go on and set forth the reasons ot their opposition to the 
passage of the Conger lard bill, the interest that they have in the de- 
velopment of the cotton-seed industry, and that the Conger lard bill is 
a direct tax upon their industry for the benefit of the lard producers 
of the West. They state that it is the basis ot income of a numerous 
class amongst the wage-earners of the cotton States, and they view with 
alarm the passage of the Conger lard bill as a destruction of their in- 
dustry; and their reasons are set forth in full. I move that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of the Tenth Ward Central Club 
of New Orleans, La. , setting forth, among other things, that the Conger 
lard bill is more particularly a direct blow at the Republican bone and 
sinew of that section of the country, as cotton and the seed thereof are 
raised mainly by the citizens of colored descent, who are as a rule the 
tillers of the soil in the South. 

I also present a memorial of like character of the Screwmen’s Benev- 
olent Association of the parish of Orleans, Louisiana. 

I move the reference of these memorials to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a telegraphic petition of the New York 
Produce Exchange, praying for the passage of a general anti-adultera- 
tion law and protesting against the passage of the Conger lard bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Associated Clerks, Cleveland 
post-office, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that an annual vacation of 
fifteen days be granted to clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ` 

Mr. CULLOM. I present two petitions signed pretty extensively 
by business men in Chicago who formerly signed a memorial remon- 
strating against the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill, and now sign 
a petition asking leave to withdraw their memorial and favoring the 
passage of the bill. I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of citizens of Bell County, Texas, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also preseated a petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the Paddock pure-ſood' bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presenta memorial of the Central Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Conger compound-lard bill, and stating that ‘‘its passage would 
prove an irreparable injury to the laborers of thiscity,’’ and asking that 
every effort be used to defeat its passage. The memorial is signed by 
J. Boes, president of the association. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 25 firms and citizens of Texas, 
praying for the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MOODY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willoth, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer, reported it withan amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company B. One 
hundred and twenty first United States Colored Infantry, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Thomas Richardson, I te private, Company B, Seventeenth Regiment 
Ill nois Volunteers, praying to be allowed an invalid pension, submit- 
ted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 4416) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Richardson; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bri 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, 
the State of Missouri, reported it with amendments. 


HENRY S. FRENCH. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a con- 


current resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee a. HARRIS] 
coming over from a previous day. The concurrent resolution will be 
read 


The coneurrent resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS on the 20th in- 
stant was read, as follows: 

Whereas Senate bill No. 145, “for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry S. French,” referred the m to the Court of Claims; and 

Whereas said bill does not require said Court of Claims to determine the juris- 
dictional fact of the loyalty of the said Henry S. French; and 

Whereas said bill passed the Senate and su uently passed the House of 
Representatives and was sent to the President and was, by concurrent resolu- 
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended 
s 3 5 myc the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry 

rench: 


fore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That said bill 
be re-enrolled, and in the re-enrollment of said bill there shall be inserted after 
the word " parties,” in line 9 of said enrolled bill, the following: 

And if said court shali find that said Henry S. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established; 

So that suid bill when re-enrolled shall read as follows: 


An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. French. 


He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry S. French, 
d „late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are hereby, authorized to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 23) bales of cotton 
taken at Jonesborough, Ga., in 5 1864, by General William G. Le Duc, 
by order of General Sherman, and turned over to the Treasury agent, and by 
him sold and the into the Treasury of the United States; and for 
this purpose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and deter- 
mine and render judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective par- 
ties; and if said court shall find that said Henry S. French did not give any aid 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States,and said 3 having been thus established, it it 
shall further fiud that said Henry S. French in buying such cotton did not vio- 
late any non-intercourse act. and that it, or any part thereof, was taken by the 
officers of the United States and the p turned into the Treasury, then, 
and in that event, . shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds, 
whieh judgment shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned propert 
fund ; and the said court J. in the hearing of said claim, consider any evi- 
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claim: 
Commission in to the claim of Henry 8, French, with authority on the 
part of the Uni States or the claimants to take additional testimony under 
the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal lie in said cause from 
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Of course I have no objection to the amendment of 
the bill, and my simple inquiry is whether this is the customary way. 
The Senator from Tennessee has probably looked up the precedents and 
is able to state, 

Mr. HARRIS. There are precedents for this character of amend- 
ment. I find no method of dealing with the question except by re- 
enrollment, and there are several precedents of that character, 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the bill correct when it passed both Houses? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill as it was originally introduced passed both 
Houses, but in draughting the bill I by oversight neglected to require the 
court to determine the question of loyalty. The bill was recalled irom 
the President of the United States in order that that requirement should 
be incorporated in the bill. It is a bill that has passed the Senate, I 
think, upon two or three occasions previously, but the oversight was 
not noticed by me or by the committee of either House, or by either 
House, and the bill passed without the requirement. l 

Mr. INGALLS. This is intended to be passed by the other House 
also? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, this is a concurrent resolution. 
other House necessarily. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me it is establishing a very vicious and 
dangerous precedent to amend a bill by concurrentresolution. It ap- 
pears to me it would be very much better, if the bill was incorrect, to 
have it properly passed. The same vote that would pass the concur- 
rent resolution would repass the bill. We have no means of knowing 
whether the amendment that is proposed to be made to the bill that 
has already passed is one which would bring it within the requirements 
of the law or not. Ot course the Senator says there are precedents. I 
wou d reply to that that there ought not to be any such precedents. 
If there are any, it is unfortunate. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Journals of both Houses show the passage of 
this bill. ‘Sney show that by concurrent resolution the bill was re- 
called from the President. The bill is now in the custody of the Seu- 
ate, the original enrolled bill. This resolution recites all the facts, 
shows the reason why it was recalled, shows the amendment proposed 
in the re-enrollment, axd the Journals of both Houses will show a full 
and complete explanation of the whole transaction. 

There was an additional bill introduced by the member of the cor» 


It goes to the 
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mittee who reported the bill from the Senate committee, but the com- 
. mittee found it difficult to deal with it in view of the embarrassment 
of the former bill having passed and having been recalled; and looking 
at the precedents 1 find that this is the method by which such errors 
have been heretofore corrected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read again, please. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. [Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
another method by which it seems to me the same end may be reached; 
that is, by unanimous cousent, that the bill shall be reconsidered and 
amended. Then it can go to the House of Representatives for concur- 
rence inthat amendment. It will require practically the same process 
that he proposes, but it will be effective aud in accordance with par- 
liamentary usage and practice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I concur with the Senator from Iowa. It seems 
to me a very extraordinary thing to direct the enrolling clerk to cor- 
rect a bill, to reach a certain end, without even prescribing the precise 
language in which he shall doit; and to prescribe that language in the 
manner here pro it seems to me, if I am allowed the expression, 
would be still more ridiculous. It is just as easy to reconsider the vote 
passing the bill and amend it and send it to the House of Represent- 
atives—that is practically a second bill-as it isto send this concurrent 
resolution to the other House, 

Mr. HARRIS.. If the Senator will allow me, this method was 
thought to be by the chairman of the Committee on Claims, who I re- 
gret is not now in his seat, and myself upon investigation the shortest 
and easiest and the best method of curing the error. 

I am perfectly content, if there be donbt in the mind of any Sena- 
tor as to the propriety of this course, to let the eoncurrent resolution 
go to the Committee on Claims, or any other committee that is appro- 
priate, let the question be investigated, and let the report of that com- 
mittee be presented to the Senate for its action. The Senator from 
Wisconsin, the chairman of the Committee on Claims, having had the 
whole matter brought to his attention, quite agreed with me that this 
was the best method, and if here he would recommend that this con- 
current resolution pass. But if there be doubts let the resolution go 
to the committee and let it be there considered. All I desire is to put 
the bill in such a shape that it may be approved by the Presidentand 
that the Court of Claims may investigate the whole matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. SHERMAN and others, No objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MRS, CLARA MORRIS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
consideration at this time: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That Mr. Edward Clark, Architect 
of the Capitol, be, and he is hereby, directed to select a niche in the basement of 
the Senate end of the Capitol in which Mrs. Clara Morris may be allowed to 
display and sell papers, maps, and other wares. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. INGALLS. That had better be referred to the Committee on 
Rules under the precedents. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Where does it make provision for Mrs. Clara 
Morris? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the basement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. H hope there will be no objection to it, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let her have a place here. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask that the resolution may lie over or go to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the Commiitee on Rules, 

Mr. HOAR. Let it lie over. Why not let this old lady have a place 
here? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it will satisfy the Senator from Kansas, I 
should prefer that the resolution lie over, because I trust we may con- 
sider it here in the Senate. The Committee on Rules has not had a 
meeting for a month, and there will not be another meeting of the 
committee during this session, in all probability. It it will satisty the 
Senator from Kansas, let the resolution lie over. 

Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, we have had a great struggle in years 
past to clear the corridors of the Senate extension of the Capitol of 
booths and lunch-stands and the seats of those whosell doves, and oth- 
ers who have disposed of merchandise in the templeof liberty. Ihope 
before we return to the precedent that would be established by passing 
this resolution we shall have at least considered whether we can not 
make some other arrangement for this very meritorious and deserving 
woman that will be equally satisfactory, without interfering with the 
convenience and the administration of affairs in this part of the build- 
ing. Thereiscertainly and evidently impropriety in turning this build- 
ing into a place of merchandise, 


While I have great regard for this venerable and deserving and pa- 
triotic woman, and would be glad to give her a pension of twelve or 
fifteen dollars a month, or put her on the retired-list, orin any other way 
to accomplish what she desires, I protest against establishing a precedent 
that will put us into the business of commerce and trade and huck- 
stering in this wing of the Capitol. 

The resolution may lie over or it may go to the committee. I shall 
certainly do all that I can to prevent the use of any part of this build- 
ing for these purposes, at the same time avowing my entire inclination 
and willingness to do anything to oblige this deserving woman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I thoroughly concur in the con- 
clusions of the Senator from Kansas. I think it isaltogether well that 
such booths should not be established throughout the Capitol; but my 
information is that there is a niche on the basement floor of this wing 
of the building that might be assigned without occasioning inconven- 
ience or annoying or troubling auy one. 

. If I thought that this was to be an entering wedge for the re-estab- 
lishment of booths throughout all the floors of the Capitol, the House 
and Senate wings, I should oppose it as strenuously as the Senator 
from Kansas seems disposed to do. But I think that every member of 
this body knows the person who is to be benefited by the passage of 
the resolution. For more than a quarter of a century she has been as 
much a fixture in this Capitol as one of the statues in its Rotunda. 
She is a harmless and helpless old woman, and I introduced this reso- 
lution believing that the Senate would be disposed to treat this as an 
exceptional case. I am entirely content, as suggested by the Senator 
from Kansas, that the resolution shall lie over, but I shall ask theSen- 
ate to consider and dispose of it in a day or two. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it, and ask that it go to the Commit- 
tee ou Rules. Let that reference be made, if in order, now; and, if not, 
I object to a second reading of it, if that is necessary. I do not see 
any reason ou earth why we should be granting these special privileges 
to one deserving woman instead of toall. There are other just as de- 
serving women, Is it because she has got privileges here for twenty 
years that she is entitled to their continued enjoyment? Is that the 
ground upon which we base her right to favors—because we have given 
them to her for twenty years? 

Mr, BLACKBURN. We gave them to everybody else at the same 
time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; not at all. Let the resolution go to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PLUMB. I trust this will not go over, under the cireumstances, 
because by to-morrow we are apt to have a large list of applications 
here, and propositions to amend by inserting the names of other per- 
sons. Ifthe resolution is passed now, we may probably get rid of the 
subject once for all. If we are to grant such privileges by resolution 
ot the Senate, which can not be taken away without the passage of a 
repealing resolution, it is too valuable a thing to go without more per- 
sons endeavoring to secure the advantage ol it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, in the absence of objection. 


YOSEMITE VALLEY LAND. 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit a resolution which I ask may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to carefully inquire 
and report to the Senate at his earliest convenience whether the lands granted 
to the State of California on certain condition by act of Congress approved June 
30, 1864, have been spoliated or otherwise diverted in whole or in part from the 
public use contemplated by the grant, and, if se, what steps, if any, in his judg- 
ment are necessary and proper to be taken in order that the necessary public 
use may be subserved and further spoliation prevented. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolu- 
tion, merely stating that it refers to the grant made by an act of Con- 
gress June 30, 1864, of what is known as the Yosemite Valley and the 
Mariposa Big Tree Group. It has been widely stated in the public 
prints, and also repeated in more or less private conversations by per- 
sons who have been there, that the Yosemite reservation has been al- 
most entirely given up to private use under the shelter of such leases 
as remained when the granting act was , but the extension of 
which has operated to prevent that public use which was evidently in 
contemplation by Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the Senator whether it be true. as represented 
in the mayazines and represented by photographs, that some of these 
growths to quite an extent have been cut down. Is that true? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is, I have no doubt, entirely true, and the work 
of spoliation is going on according to the statements to which I have 
alluded, which are entirely credible. Atleast they came from acredi- 
ble source. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is not that a violation of the conditions in the 
original act? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is a question as to what power the United States 
reserved over this matter, and there is probably none that Congress 
can exercise except that of an investigation; but that this Yosemite 
Valley has been given over to private use in at least a great measure, 
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the state of nature, is probably true with- 
out any qualification. 


The Committee on Public Lands have had the matter incidentally 
-under consideration in connection with another ition, 
at the suggestion of the committee, I 
by the time Congress assembles here next winter we may have informa- 
tion which may probably lead to some judicial examination, or at all 
river some other remedy being applied to the condition of now 
existing. 

3 be VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CLASSIFICATION OF SUGAR. * 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


with copies of all reports made by customs officials, 
ury Department, and others, i classificatio 
imported sugars at the ports of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia since 


June 23, 1890. 
LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. PLUMB, I beg leave at this time to offer a resolution which I 
. ask may be printed and lie on the table, and I will call it up to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution to provide for an investigation in the interest of labor and capital. 


Whereas certain statements made in the memorial of the Woman's National 
Industrial League of America for the protection of women and children em- 
peyss in the milis and factories throughout the United States, and presented 

the Senate on September 3, 1890, demand that the truth or falsity of these 
statements be known: Therefore 
hat the Committee on Education and Labor be directed to inves- 
charges. 

t said committee shall have power to send for papers and persons, take 
testimony under oath, and report the results ofthis investigation to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable moment in December next. 

That the expenses of said committee shall be paid out of the funds of the con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ask the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? If not, the resolution will lie on the table. 


RANCHO PUNTA DE LA LAGUNA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order 
for one hour. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2212) relative to the 
Rancho Punta de la Laguna; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
yin an amendment, to strike out all atter the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to strike ont, in line 12, the words ‘‘ three 
years’? and insert one year;’’ so as to read, within one year next 
after the of this act.“ à 

Mr. STEWART. There is no objection to that. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12it is proposed to strike out the words 
t‘ three years’? and insert one year; so as to read: 

To be selected by them, respectively, within one year next after the passage 
of this act, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Private Land Claims reported an amendment to 
the preamble, to insert, after the word Whereus, the words it is 
alleged that; and in the seventh line, before the word the, to insert 
“that;’? so as to make the preamble read: 


Whereas itis alleged that 5,099.93 acres of land embraced in the Rancho Punta 
de la na, in the counties of Santa Barbaraand San Luis Ob 
California, granted and confirmed to Luis Arellanes and Emilio M 
have been appropriated to the use and disposed of by the Uni „an 
that the said pinky, phap claimants, and owners haye been deprived ofthe use 
of the same: Therefore. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


DAILY RECESS. 


The next order of business was the resolution submitted by Mr. 
MORGAN, August 2, 1890, providing or a daily recess of the Senate, 


Mr. FRYE. That might as well indefinitely. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of objection. 


SUPPORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY AT NECHE, N. DAK. 

The bill (S. 4308) to create a subportof entry and delivery at Neche, 
in the State of North Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEAVES @F ABSENCE TO POST-OFFICE EMPLOYES. 


The bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and em- 
ployés in the first and second class post-offices was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, inline 5, after the word ‘* post- offices, to 
insert: 


nnected with the Post-Office 
De e ma cs er dy Tia canes 
otherwise. 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from July 1, 1890, the clerks and employés attached to 
first and second class post-offices, and the 5 of the repair 
shops connected with the Post-Office Department of the United States, whether 
employed by the month, day, or otherwise, be allowed leaves of absence, with 
full pay, for not exceeding fifteen days in aay one fiscal year: Provided, That 
nocierk nor employé be granted a leave until he has performed service for one 
year. 

Mr. PLATT. So that if an employéisemployed there for one month 
only he will get fifteen days’ leave of absence. 

Mr. SAWYER. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT. Or if employed for one day only. 

Mr. SAWYER. No, he must be employed a year before he can get 
that leave of absence. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the whole bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to understand that a little further. How 
is it about the small offices seattered in remote parts of the country 
where there is no considerable population ? 

Mr. SAWYER. This only applies to post-oflices of the first and sec- 
ond class. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, it only applies to the first and second class offices? 

Mr. SAWYER. That is aL 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask for the reading of the bill again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is the same privilege, as I understand, enjoyed 
by the letter-carriers now. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the last phrase should be amended so as to read: 

Leave under the provisions of this bill. 


Mr. SAWYER. There is no objection to that. 

Mr, REAGAN, Isup all of us have had petitions from post- 
office clerks throughout the country asking for the passage of a Jaw like 
this and referring to the fact that leaves of absence have been allowed 
to letter-carriers and perhaps to others. It is but a repetition of that 
which we have all the time before us. First an effort is made to get 
into office, and after getting in to secure special privil It seems 
to me that it is only necessary to hold an office in order that there shall 
be special legislation in favor of the office-holder. 

I know, Mr. President, how unpleasant it is to have to oppose the 
interests of classes of men, especially when they are banded together 
to secure special privileges for themselves, but there is a duty that 
stands above the mere question of courtesy and kindness. I feel, as 
all others do, that I should be glad to do a kindness fer every human 
being if it was in my power; but thousands of people seek these ap- 
pointments who are willing to perform the duties of the places and 
can not obtain them. Hundreds of thousands of people at home, 
just as good as these employés, working hard for much less pay, are 
never paid for doing nothing, and why should these form an exception 
to the rule? “Why should they be paid for doing notbing? 

It is in the power of the Department, if they become wearied and if 
they desire to rest, to allow them a rest, but when they rest let them, 
like other people, rest at their own expense. 

What reason is there why we shall make privileged classes in this 
country? I dislike to expose myself to the prejudices of others by 
opposing these efforts et class legislation, but it seems to me it has 
goue to that extent that it becomes a patriotic duty to resist all this 
sort of class legislation. Let men, if they accept office, perform their 
duties, and if they are to be relieved from work let them stop receiv- 
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ing pay for the time being, just as other people at home, when they | stitution of the United States 3 right of suffrage to women 


stop work from sickness or to obtain rest, cease to get the profits of 
bye e f clerks be placed high 

y should public officers or cler p. a er e 
than other citizens? If humanity governs us Se thoni 8 
humanity to those who suffer most and who need most, and not to 
those who have been placed in offices that others can net obtain. 

Mr. President, I trust that the bill may not be passed, but if it should 
be the pleasure of the Senate to pass snch a bill certainly there is a 
portion of it that ought to be stricken out. It has been suggested to 
me that I can object to the consideration of the bill, but I will first 
state the objection to that part of it and then I shall object to its fur- 
ther consideration. It is that part of it which requires fifteen days’ 
leave of absence to be granted whether persons are employed by the 
month, the week, or the day, so that a man might be employed one 
or five days and under snch a law be granted filteen days’ leave of ab- 
sence. Mr. President, that is not right; itis not logical; it is not sen- 
sible. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill requires the persons to be employed a year. 

Mr. HARRIS. The proviso distinctly requires that the leave of 
absence shall not be granted unless the employé has served for a year 
prior to demanding his leave. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that now, but I did not when I first 
spoke. I object to the farther consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope this bili will pass. There is nothing in it 
except this: That in these post-office employments, which are busy ones 
every day in the year, there shall be allowed the very moderate vaca- 
tion of fifteen days picked out here and there according to the conven- 
ience of the Post-Office establishment. Thatisa very small allowance. 
Fifteen days of vacation is not in the interest of idleness. It is in the 
interest of good service during all the rest of the year, and there are no 
employments at which vacations are not taken, and always, as I think 
properly, in the public service where they must conform to the needs 
of the public service as to the dates and times that they shall have 
this and not have their real vacation spoiled by not having any means 
of subsistence during that time. 

With regard to private employés they choose their own vacations, 
They choose them when they are not busy or when they find it very 
convenient otherwise to take a vacation; but in the public service these 
meritorious clerks should be at least on the footing of fitteen days with- 
out loss of pay, and that is all there is in this bill. : 

Mr. BLAIR. The President of the United States has $50,000 a year 
and vacation right along when he to take it. The justices of 
the Supreme Court haye two or three months a year with $10,000 each. 
Members of the House of Representatives and of the Senate with their 
$5,000a year take vacations whenever they please,and their pay goes on 
all the same. So with the members of the Cabinet, and so with all the 
higher classes, if you choose so to style them, as far as salaries are con- 
cerned, of Government employés or officers all over the country. 

Now, the good employer necessarily gives something of vacation or 
of letting up from the severity of labor which comes from constant 
employment during the whole year of those employed the year round, 
and it is, as the Senator from New York says, in the interest of good 
service, Setting that aside, the fact that the masses of the people in 
this world are obliged to work without vacation, to the detriment of 
their mental and spiritual and physical systems, is no reason why a 
responsible employer like the Government of the United States, which 
is not obliged to extort from its employés more than they should give, 
to the injury of their spiritual and mental and physical constitution, 
should not set the best of examples and not the worst of examples to- 
wards this com ‘ively unrewarded class of its servants who are em- 
braced within the provisions of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go 
over. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of that bill notwithstanding that objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be in violation of our understand- 
ing in the morning hour. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the bill goes over, I hope it may go over with- 
out prejudice, I think the Senator from Texas will be induced to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the Senator would withdraw his objection 
and let the vote be taken on the bill. We can dispose of it in a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. We want to discuss it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator's objection is in the interest of aristoc- 
racy very clearly. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
2 Arnie Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER] to proceed to the consideration of 

Mr. SAWYER. Iwill withdraw the motion and let the bill go over 
without prejudice. 

2 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice: 


WOMEN SUFFRAGE. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 1) proposing an amendment to the Con- 


was announced as next in order on the 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolutiop will be passed over. 
BOUNDARIES OF UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. DAWES. On Saturday a bill went over without prejudice in 
order to give the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] an opportmnity to 
examine it. It was Order of Business 1812, Senate bill 4242. The 


Senator has examined it and withdraws his objection. I ask that it ` 


may be taken up now. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceed to consider the bill (S, 4242) to change the boundaries of the 
ncompahgre reservation. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the proviso at the end of the 
first section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 9, alter the word “domain,” 
it is proposed to strike out: — 

Prov however, That no person shall havea right to make, claim, or ac- 
quire title to any portion of said lands who may be upon any portion thereof 
atthe time this act takes effect, or shall have been e same at any pre- 
. the purpose of acquiring any title , either then or sub- 
sequently. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In section 2, at the beginning of line 8, I move to in- 
sert the words of not less than ninety days.“ : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In section 2, after the word notice, at the 


end of line 7, and before the word and,“ at the beginning of line 8, 
it is proposed to insert of not less than ninety days;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 


9 
lie domain shall be open to settlement under the pre-emption and hom 
laws of the United States only, except such portions thereof as contain minerals, 
lands containing either minerals, asphaltum, or 


1 in lots not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres to any one purchaser, to the highest bidder over and above 


above the e 
Treasury of the United States to be devoted to the education and civilization of 
said Uncompahgre Ute Indians, in such manner as Congress shall hereafter 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. Thereis a bill of the same title returned by the Pres- 
ident of the United States with his objections, which the committee 
have reported back without recommendation. Of course they do not 
want it passed after this bill has passed, but the Constitutign requires 
something to be done with it. The Constitution requires that it shall 
be immediately submitted for reconsideration, and the yeas and nays 
taken. Ithink, perhaps, it may remain on the Calendar for the present. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PA. 


5 The next bill on the Calendar will be 
stated. 

The bill (S. 4290) making appropriation for heating a eleva- 
tors, and approaches for the public building at Pitebogh Pat was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. QUAY. Let that go over without prejudice. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over withou 
prejudice. 

CHARLES P.. CHOUTEAU. 


The bill (S. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
5 Harrison & Valle, was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Court of Claims be, and is hereby, authorized to grant a rehearing 
in the case of Charles P, Chouteau, surviving partner of Chou Harrison & 
Valle, No. 6034; and said court shall have further jurisdiction to hear and de- 
termine and render judgment in said cause upon the following basis: The 
said court shall ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily incurred by 
the contractor, Charles W. McCord, for building the light-draught monitor Etlah 
under the contract of July 9, 1863, in the completion of the same, by reason of 
any changes or alterations in the pan and dee required and delays 
in the tion of the work: wided, T such additional cost in com- 
pleting the same and such changes or alterations in the plans and specifications 
required and delaysin the prosecution of the work were oceasioned by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States ; but no allowance for any advance in the of 
labor or material shall be considered unless such advance occurred d the 
prolonged term for completing the work rendered necessary by delay result- 
ing from the action of the Government aforesaid, and then only when such ad- 
vance could not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and 
diligence on the part of the contractor: And provided further, That the com- 
ponsson fixed by the contractor and the Government for specific alterations 
n advance of such alterations shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be 
made therefor: Provided, That such alterations, when made, complied with the 
specifications of the same as furnished by the Government as atofesaid: And 
further, That all moneys paid to the contractor by the Government 
over and above the original contract price for building said vessel shall be de- 
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ducted from any amount allowed by said court by reason of the matters here- 
inbefore stated; And provided further, That pe eee less work 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bièl was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
LARRABEE & ALLEN. : 


The bill (S. 968) for the relief of Larrabee & Allen, of Bath, Me., 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That jurisdiction is Derby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the hull of the United States double-ender losco cost 
the contractors, Larrabee & Allen, over and above the contract price and allow- 
ances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of Amos L. Allen, survivor 
of said firm, for the same: That the judgment shall not exceed the 
sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate 
of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfri was the 

resident, the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive ment 

o. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Src. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the 
issues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner asin all other cases 
8 the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner 


as now provided for in other cases, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of Amos 
L. Allen, survivor of the firm of Larrabee & Allen.“ 


LABOR-COST IN STEEL RAILS. 


The next business in order on the Calendar was a resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. MCPHERSON, August 11, 1890, directing the Commis- 
sioner of Labor to furnish to the Senate a statement of the jabor-cost in 
1 ton of steel rails. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under Rule 
bz 

PROHIBITION OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, impor- 
tation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors was 
aunounced as next in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely ask for a vote on the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the resolution go over under Rule 
VIII or under Rule IX? 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire proposes to have 
a vote on it. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs pardon; he misunder- 
stood the Senator from New Hampshire. The Senator from Kansas 
asks for the yeas and nays on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. We ought to have some 
information on the question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Irise toa point of order. Has any objection been 
interposed to the consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to the consideration ot the res- 
olution. The report is brief. 1t will not take anything like the time 
which has been consumed on many bills that have passed under this 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can not the Senator trom New Hampshire state the 
substance of the report? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report is now at the desk and will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. BLATE 
from the Committee on Education and Labor August 13, 1890. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not necessary to read all that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear itall. It is a very inter- 
esting document. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator that it is 
hardly possible to dispose of a constitutional amendment under the 
five-minnte rule, It can not be done, I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire the vote without debate. The Senator from 
Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] desires to hear the report, and the reading 
of the report will be a brief matter. If the Senator would waive that 


request 1 should be glad of a vote without taking the time of the Sen- 


ate; but the Senate is not often acting upon a more important matter than 
this. It is hardly a subject to be trifled with, and I think we could 
give five or ten minutes to the reading of the report, which would save 
time in the end and do some good work for the country. I ask that 
the reading be proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred 
Senate Resolution No. 2. being joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, importation, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors, by direction of the 
re mittee submits the following report, recommending the passage of the reso- 

ution. 

The joint resolution pending is in the following terms: 


S. R.2.—Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to the manufacture, importation,exportation, transportation, 
and sale of alcoholic liquors, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be,and hereby is, 
proposed to States, to become when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States, as provided in the Constitution: 

“ ARTICLE —. 

“Secrion I. The manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage shall be, and hereby is, forever pro- 
hibited in the United States and in Mest Seppe subject to their jurisdiction. 

“SEC. 2. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation.“ 

The substance of this joint resolution has been pending in every Congress 
since and including the Forty-fourth. 

The original resolution as reported to the Senate in the Forty-ninth Congress 
is in the following language: 


S. R. 32.—Forty-seventh Congress, first session.] 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to al- 
cohdlie liquors and other poisonous beverages. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of esentatives of the United States of Americo 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of House concurring therein), That the fol. 
lowing amendment to the Constitution be, and hereby is, proposed to the States, 
to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several 
States, as provided in the Constitution : 


“ARTICLE —. 


“ SECTION I. From and after the year of our Lord 1900the manufacture and sale 
of distilled alcobotic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors any part of which 
is obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or any intoxicating 
liquors mixed or adulterated with ardent spirits or with any poison whatever, 
except for medicinal, mechanical, chemical, and scientific purposes, and for use 
in the arts, anywhere within the United States and the Territories thereof, shall 
cease; and the importation of such liquors from foreign states and countrie- to 
the United States and Territories, and the exportation of such liquors from and 
the transportation thereof within and through any part of this country, except 
for ee end purposes aforesaid, shall be, and hereby is, forever thereafter 
prohibited. 7 

“Src; 2. Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridgeany ex. 
isting power of Congress, nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the 
people of any State or Territory to ennet laws to prevent the increase and for 
the suppression or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and 
the ingredients thereof, any part of which is alcoholic, intoxicating, ur poison» 
ous, within its own limits, and for the exclusion of such liquors and ingredients 
therefrom at any time, as well before 4s after the close of the year of our Lord 
190; but until then, and until ten years after the ratification hereof as pro- 
vided in the next section, no State or Territory shall interfere with the trans- 
portation of said liquor or ingredients, in packages safely secured, over the 
usnal lines of traffic, to other States and Territories wherein the manufacture, 
sale, and use thereof for other purposes and use than those excepted in the first 
section shall be lawful: Provided, That the true destination of such packages 
be plainly marked thereon. 

“Sec. 3. Should this article not be ratified by three-fourths of the States on oz 
before the last day of December, 1890, then the first section hereof shall take 
effect and be in foree at the expiration of ten years from such ratification; and 
the assent of any State to this article shall not be rescinded nor reversed. 

“Sec. 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation.“ 

A large portion of those ot maid pronis who have devoted special attention to 
the nature and extent of the traffic in intoxicating liquors have been convinced 
thatits national proportions could only be controlled by the exercise of national 
power. The enormity and variety of evils resulting from the traffic are ad- 
mitted by all, Even those whose capital and personal interests are involved 
in it do not hesitate to declare that it would be a source of rejoicing to them if 
the business itsel? did not exi-t. They console themselves in its prosecution, 
and in the enjoyment of its profits, by the reflection that if, as individuals, they 
were not concerned in it, others would be sure to take their places and supply 
the appetite which already everywhere exists and 8 y demands supply, 

Probably there is not an intelligent person jn the United States, orin the civ- 
ilized world, who will not at once answer, if questioned, that alcohol is the 
souree of more hurt to society than any other one known cause. The difficulty 
ve Hd the selection of methods and agencies for the removal of these admit- 
ted evils. 

During the last hundred years in all the States of the Union there has been an 
incessant effortby moral suasion and by legislation to re- eue society from the 
fiend of intoxication. Undoubted.y by the pressure of all known agencies for 
good, through the pulpit, the press, by private intercourse and personal appeal, 
as well as by legislation in the States, great benefit has been accomplished, 
The nature of alcohol is better understood and it is nuw conceded to be s poison. 
Its evil consequences are intelligently comprehended and charged home upon 
their true cause. 

But all the while, by hereditary taint as well as by original contraction, the 
habit has maintained its hold upon the community, and in many individual 
cases it to-day seemsto have a more inflexible control of its victim than did 
the habit of intoxication in former years. It appears to be like a disease which 
becomes more and more unmanageable and surely fatal the longer it exists in 
a community, so that to-day the evil of intoxication on the whole is felv to as 
great an extent in American soeiety as during any former period, and is ruin- 
ing as many bodies and destroying as many souls as ever in proportion to the 
total number of our population, In ether words, the agencies which have 
hitherto been employed, whether of law or persuasion, have failed to grasp 
the situation, and to-day the ravages of alcohol in the country and in the 
world among civilized and uncivilized men ure greater than ever before. The 
production of intoxicating drinks, both distilled and fermented, is increasing, 
and the world as a whole is succumbing slowly but surely to the snares of this 
enticing vice. 
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There have been license laws and prohibitor laws, and many honest and vig- 
orous efforts have been made for their enforcement in the various States of the 
Union. Butevery form of legal effort, combined with the most energetic, de- 
cided, en husiastic, and continuous effort by the pulpit, press, and church, and 
by personal solicitation, has not sufficed to effect a permanent reform. It does 
not follow, however, that because this evil is unconquered it must remain 
so. Genuine political liberty has first been developed in recent history and in 
our own nation, The conflicts and struggies of mankind for almost six thou- 
sand years were n to its evolution. There is that element of divinity 
in human nature whieh can and will overcome all opposing tendencies in the 
race, as a whole as well as in the individual. When the uttermost strength of 
man, created in the image of God, is put forth in alliance with his Creator, for 
his salvation, the drinking appetite of the world can be overcome by the world 
as surely as the resolute individual can reform and live. 

For additional means wherewith to combat this evil. the hosts of temperance 
reform have called and are calling upon the nation, as a nation, to stretch forth 
its arm and strike down the chief curse of all time. 

As the Constitution of the United States is almost universally construed, the 
National Government has nojurisdiction over the liquor traftic within the States. 
The Na*onal Government has, however. the exclusive power to regulate com- 
merce, both internal and external, and with the Indian tribes; and it recognizes 
all articles as subjects of legitimate commerce which are the subjects of com- 
merce between any of the States or inthe commercial world, subject sometimes 
to many, sometimes to few, sometimes to no restrictions whatever. Alcoholic 
beveragesin all their forms are universally recognized subjects of ecommerce. 
Thus the National Government, regulating and protecting commerce between 
the States and ſoreigu nations, becomes in practical effect the protector of the 
liquor traffic. Just what its powers may be when the Constitution shall be con- 
strued by a Supreme Court made up of men determined to find its uttermost 
. to limit. or even to destroy, the trafie, it is unnece-sary now to inquire, 

o such judicial tribunal now exists and none should exist which will torture 
a desired doct: ine frum a recusant Constitution. A court which will extort good 

from the Constitution by a fore · d aud unnatural construction will upon occasion 
find evil with at least equal facility. We well know that very few of our peo- 
ple and only the smallest proportion of the legal profession and of the 8 
either of the States or of the nation, up to th s time, have believed t under 
the Constitution the National Government can interfere for the restriction 
and destruction of the liquor trade in the States. Equally dificult wiil it be to 
find any considerable number of students who have studied our Constitution 
and laws who believe that the power to prohibit the traffic in intoxicating liquors 
with foreign nations can unquestionably be exercised by the National Govern- 
ment under the Constitution in its present form. 

And yet, until the national power can be exerted as a whole by excluding liq- 
uors from abroad, and by prohibiting the manufacture at home, and the trans- 
portation of the manufactured article any where throughout the country, as well 
as the sale among individuals, it will be impossible to effectua ly accomplish the 
destruction of the liquor traffic. Of what avail is a prohibitory law in Maine 
and New E pshire, or in Dakota or Kansas, when surrounding nations and 
pear Tat wh andsell and transportat liberty, seeking a market wherever 
they will? 

The appetite already exists. Thedemandis evergwhere, And, although pro- 
hibitory laws may interpose slight obstacles to the gratification of the appetite, 
nevertheless they are partial, oftentimes total, failures; and, sooner or later, a 
discouraged and disgusted community will abandon the effort to mop up the 
ocean in despair. 

National law, enacted under an amended Constitution, cou'd prohibit impor- 
tation, could prohibit transportation and sale, and in concurrence with like leg- 
islation by the States (ne union of the power of the nation and the power of 
the States), thus securing the entire strength of the whole community, could 
soon put an end to the traffic. Under such restrictions in a generation or two 
the consumption of alcohol asa beverage would practically disappear. Alco- 
hol would still be manufactured, distributed, and sold under the restrictions 
appertaining to other poisons; and its use as a medicine and in the arts would 
not be interfered with, Its manufacture and distribution would be controlled 
by like regulations as those made with reference to dynamite, nitro-glycerine, 
and gunpowder, and the whole family of poisons, and, in fact, all articles of 

tand dangerous 7 which, nevertheless, have their legitimate uses 

for the benefit of mankind. 

Those who urgean amendment of the National Constitution to secure the re- 
moval of the evils of intoxication are not caretul that the uttermost power which 
possibly may be concealed in the Constitution be put forth to this end before 
anattempted amendment. They hold that if there be any doubt, as there is 
doubt, of the true meaning of the Constitution, it should be removed at once by 
a bold and affirmative and unmistakable declaration against the liquor traffic 
embodied on the Constitution itself for the general welfare. It should be made 
wy = apa and explicit. 

e should seize this great evil by power analogous in its completeness and 
vigor to that of taxation and of making war. No foreign invader, nor all the 
military powers of the world combined, could do the harm to the American 
people under which they are continually suffering from he trade in alcohol; 
and for the national preservation the Constitution should declare inflexible and 
perpetual war against it. 

The timorous, uncertain, and ineffectual efforts of States should not be relied 
upon, It is indispensable tothe very existence of their police powers, which 
have been given for the preservation of good order, good health, and good 
morals in soco; that the powers of society, as a whole, operating in and 
through the national functions, should re-enforce, protect, and preserve the 
police powers of the State, The nation is but the aggregate of the States, and 
the part» can not be ex to accomplish their own good with the aggregate 
. them or even passively reposing upon them with its conti- 
nental bulk. 

Such is the line of argunient, briefly stated, of those who believe that this 
joint resolution should be made part of the Constitution. 

Your committee, whether unanimous or otherwise, in the holding to this 
view, are of the opinion that the resolution should be favorably reported, and 
should be submitted by Congress to the action of the States tor another reason. 
It being a fact that a very large proportion of the American people are anxious 

the national Constitution be amended in accordance with the resolution, 

we believe that they have a right to be heard in the forum of the State Legisla- 
tures, where alone the question can be decided whether the national Constitu- 
tion shall be amended That Constitution points out definitely the manner in 
which a change in its provisions may be effected. The Constitution of the coun- 
try must be amended from time to time to correspond with the evolution of the 
nation itself, for it is impossible to fetter the growth of tne nation in any direc- 
tion, It will grow, peacefully or otherwise. The Constitution must yield here 
and there, corresponding to the necessities of the times and of the people, and 
the necessary changes be peacefully made,in accordance with the methods of 
amendment pointed out in the Constitution itself, or revolution and bloodshed 
will perform their work. The Constitution and the spirit of the age must be 
one. Whenever any considerable and res je portion of the American peo- 
le (and no considerable number can fail to be respectable) desire changes in 

e fundamental law, and ask respectful consideration of their propositions 
by the nation at large, we hold it to be the duty of the (Congress to give them a 
status in the court provided by the tution fur its own amendment. 

They have a right that their contention be placed in proper form before the 
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Legislatures and the people before they have demonstrated that they are 
able to secure its ratification by three-fourths of the States. That ratification, 
if it comes at all, will come asa result of agitation and discussion of the very 
proposition which they ask to have submitted. The true question for Congress 
to cousider is not whether three-fourths of the States will ratify, after discussion 
and agitation, but whether the subject concerns the public welfare, and whether 
thos- who desire the submission of the resolution be of sufficient number to re- 
lieve the proceeding from the charge of triviality and inconsequence. Deciding 
upon grounds like these, your committeé are impressed by the overwhelming 
importance of the subject to the nation and to the world and by the vast num- 
ber, not to say the majority. of the moral and intellectual forces of the country, 
which demand the suomission of this joint resolution to the consideration of 
the States. We therefore report it favorably and recommend its pas<age. 

We append the brief . of the committee upon this joint resolution in 
the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, which contain additional matter im- 
portant for consideration in connection with this subject. 


Mr. BLAIR. It is hardly necessary to read the reports made in pre- 
vious Congresses, * 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let those reports be read. They aréa part of 
this report, and this report says they are very important in the con- 
sideration of this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask that they may be printed inthe RECORD. They 
pe brief and the Senator is willing, I suppose, that that should be 

one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I want to hear them read, for I have nothad 
time to read them. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 1727, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


Mr. BLATR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, submitted the fol- 
Towing report (to accompany S, R.12): 

By direction of the Committee on Education and Labor Mr. BLAIR submits 
the following reporton Senate resolution No. 12, entitled Jo nt resolution pro- 
posing an amendment of the Constitution of the United States in relation to 
the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alco- 
holie liquors,” recommending its submission to the States to me valid asa 
part of the Constitution when ratided by the Legislatures of three-fourths of 
the several States as provided in the Constitution. 

The joint resolution is in the following words: 


[Fiftieth Congress, first session. S. R. 12. 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, transporta- 
tion, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represcutatives of the United States of Amer- 
fen in Congress assembled (too-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the 
following amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby 


is, pro) to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legisiatures of 
three-fourths of the several States as provided in the Constitution: 
“ARTICLE —. 


“SecTIox 1. The manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage shall be, and hereby is, forever pro- 
hibited in the United States, and in every place subject to their jurisdiction. 

“Sec. 2. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation.“ 

In submitting this favorable report upon the aforesaid joint resolution it is 
proper to say that there are members of the committer who concur in the re- 
port recommending the subm ssion of the proposed amendment to the States 
who do not, by such action, indicate their approval of the adoption of the amend- 
ment as a part of the Constitution nor that they would themselves advocate its 
ratification by the Legislatures of the States; but, in deference to the immense 
mass of peer for this amendment of the organiclaw, coming from the 
ple in all parts of the country and believing that an opportunity should be 
given to them to be heard upon the merits of their cause in the forum of the 
States, where alone it can be heard and decided, the majority of the committee 
would weem a refusal to submit the proposed amendment to the States for con- 
sideration analogous to the denial of the right of a party to be heard in court 
upon a question of private right. The method provided in the Constitution for 
its owa pospe amendment would be destroyetl by failure to submit the prop- 
osition for amendment in cases of grave moment involving the approval and 
prayers of multitudes of the people, for where the remedy sought is admitted 
to be without the jurisdiction of the fundamental law the petition is really ad- 
dressed to the only tribunal which can enlarge that jurisdiction; that is to sa: 
to the States themselves. Should, then, Congress in such case refuse to su 
mit the proposal to the States, such refusal would constitute a substantial de- 
nial of the right of petition itself. 

The changes in the national Constitution made indispensable by the devel 
ment of the nation can only be fully accom plished by a judicious and lib. 
eral exercise of the power ot mgress to propose amendments to the States 
upon the petition of those who desire to be heard in the great court of the 
people exercis ng their sovereigaty through the States, as in the formation of 
the Constitution. 

It is well known that, but for the belief in the conventions of the States that 
the opportunity to amend the Constitution would be most liberally afforded by 
Congress in accordance with the forms provided in that instrumert, the orig- 
inal ratification never would have been obtained. Some of the States ratified 
only because it was firmly believed that whatever might be the opinions of 
Congress upon the modifications desired by those who considered the instru- 
inent proposed for ratification as fatally defective without them, the —— 
amendments would be submitted to the subsequent action of the States almost 
asa matter of course. 

While the committee would by no means justify the submission of trifling or 
uncalled-for propositions forthe consideration of the States, yet they firmly be- 
lieve that the perpetuity and peace of the country under the forms of constitu- 
tioval government demand that there be no — or arbitrary denial of the 
right of petition for the amendment of the fundamental law through the forms 
of Congressional submission to the tribumal of the people of the stares. 

The agitation for national legislation for the extirpation of the trafficin aloo- 
holic poison made and sold to be as a beverage will never cease to disturb 
and finally destroy great political parties until they submit the question of the 
9 of national constitutional jurisdiction so as to include control of 

e subject. 

When this proposed amendment is submitted to the action of the States the 
subject will pass in its important features from the national arenato that of the 
several States until the fate of the proposed amendment is decided. When de- 
cided, if adversely to the ratification, the subject will be eliminated from na- 
tional politica, at least for many years. 

1f on the other hand the proposed amendment should be ratified and become 
a part of the national law, the chief curse of the world would be summoned to 


* 
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But the agitation for destruction of the liquor traffic can not cease until 


ara ksh paa upon mankind are removed or the human race is de- 
It is useless to cry peace, when there isno peace. It is time to face the 


peace, 
gu Evasion bas become almost impossible, and the effort requires an ac- 
tivity which is too exhaustive for its long continuance, 

Judging from the petitions which have been presented to Congress during 
the last few years, many of which are representative of great bodies and of 
communities whose individual s ve not been obtained, it can bardly 
be doubted that at least ten millions of the American people are desirons of 
a legislation for the destruction of poisonous, that is to say, of alcoholic, 

n 

These people represent a power of thought and a moral force far greater than 
their mere numbers. Whoever expects to withstand the shock of their charge 
will yet regret that its irresistible power was not seasonably realized. 

These petitions for the opportunity toamend the national Constitution must 
be heard and will be heard. Those who will oppose them in the States will yet 
demand that they shall be heard in the States upon the proposition ofa prohib- 
itory amendment of the national Constitution. 

To deny this is to subvert the republican form of government, and the hon- 
orable opponents of measure will not always se Lo its friends that hear- 
ing in court which is thesacred right of every American, and especially in a 
matter of so great national concern. 

It is claimed Er the adyocates of this amendment that the liquor trafie is a 
unit of evil which submerges the whole nation, and that there can be no com- 

lete and certainly no permanent elevation of any part above this sea of 
uble" which is not the result ofa paing doree exerted continuously by the 
nation in its orgunſo capacity everywhere throughout the whole country, co- 
operating with and supplementing, and, when necessary to accomplish the end, 
overruling and subordinal the action of the States. 

At the present time the police power in the Statesis fettered and thwarted in 
ita efforts to suppress this evil within the limits of the States, respectively, by 
the national guaranties of protection to transportation and the ts of manu- 
facture and sale existing in all the States and localities which to impose 
the restricti 


necessary jon, 

This evil runs with the blood throughout the whole system of national life, 
and nothing but national constitutional treatment will cure it. 

It is not a local dixease. To be sure there are local ulcerations, but they ex- 
tend all over the body. Ithas become a confluent eruption which must be 
medicined from within as well as trom without. Itcan not be cured by the ex- 
ternal application of patches of plaster upon the States, whose combined sur- 
faces, wiih that of the Territories, cover that of the entire national body, 

The police power in government, the power of the people to preserve order, 
health, and — 2 is said to be vested in the States. The liquor trafficis 
believed by the advocates of this resolution for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion to be directly destructive of society and consequently of all the ends for 
which the police power exists. From the 8 of the liquor evil and the 
fact that we are a nation and but one nation, thisomnipresent national evil can 
not be controlled by the feeble efforts of their juxtaposition they 
could hardly protect themselves against each other even if they were absolutely 
independent nations. But now the nation controls both interstate and foreign 
commerce, protects the manufacture, wherever local law permits it, and the dis- 
tribution and sale to such extent everywhere that without national action the 
evil must be perpetual so far as its removal depends upon law. 

National constitutional lation, therefore, es necessary to preserve 
the police power itself, which, under existing national laws and the relations 
between the States themselves, as well as between the General Government 
and the ees is nullified, and the health, morals, and good order of society 
are des 

Such 5 a few of the arguments by which the advocates of this measure press 
its consideration upon us. 

The pro to amend the Constitution in this regard has been pending in 

noe the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

The form ot the proposition as now submitted has been modified soas to har- 
monize the conflicting views of its own friends and to secure, so far as the com- 
mittee is aware, the universal support of all who desire the national prohibi- 
tion of the traffic in alcoholic poisons made to be used as bevera 

The report of the committee of the last Congress in favor of a like amend- 
ment is herewith submitted as a part of this, together with the able and exhaust- 
ive address before the committee by A. M. Powell, esq., who represented the 
National Temperance Society, and the lucid and comprehensive argument of 
Mrs. Ada M. Bittenbender, the accomplished attorney of the Woman's National 
Christian Temperance Union, both of which are — asa part of this 

rtand will render further discussion by the committee unnecessary. 

als form of amendment was proposed and advocated by the chairman of the 
committee in the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress, and 
in every Congress since until the present, the Fiftieth Congress. The form in 
which the amendment was introduced at this session by the chairman of the 
committee, and in which it is now reported without alteration, has been agreed 
upon the leading temperance organizations of the country, by all of whom 
it is indorsed and supported. 


[Senate Report No. 1563.—Forty-ninth Congress, first session. 

Submitted by Senator BLAIR: : 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred joint reso- 
kution of the Senate No. 6, “* proposing an amendment to the Constitution in 
relation to alcoholic liquors and other poisonous beverages,” have considered 
the same, and by a majority of their number report the joint resolution back 
favorably aud recommend its passage, and that the pro amendment be 
submitted to the Legislatures of the States for their action, with a view to the 
ratification thereof, as provided in the Constitution. 

The committee does not deem it necessary to discuss the evils wrought by the 
use of alcohol in its various forms and degrees of purity and of adulteration as 
abe upon the life, health, industry, property, morals, character, and des- 
tiny of the American people and of the world, 

Whatever remedy, whether by the enactment and enforcement of laws, by 


tho forces of education and motives addressed to the moral nature and will of 


the individual, or by a combination of all restrictive agencies, the whole peo- 
ple, with very few exceptions, admit the existence of the curse itself, and cry 
“Whoand what shall deliver us from this body of death?” Your com- 
mittee believe the public sentiment is ripe for the consideration and adoption 
of the best means, and of all the means, and the exertion of all the forces, both 
in the nation and in the States, to effect the extirpation of the alcoholic evil, 
Thus far the people have jed to accomplish this end with no help from 
national law. On the contrary, the recognition and protection given to alco- 
Hola drink as y, as a legitimate article of manufacture every w. 
for all uses, an comm both interstate and international, by the Consti- 


erce, 
_ tution and laws of the United States, have always constituted one of the chiet 


obstacles to the success of that great movement known as the temperance re- 


form, and until there be a change in the fundamental law of the nation giving 


98 over the subject to assist, and, if necessary, to reverse the 
States by the power of the whole body-politic throughout the 
—— 7. national domain, the efforts of the people through State and local agen- 


But, however that may be, the question considered by the committee is not 
Rao mgr touching the — of the p amendment itself, but 
w there isa sufficient public sentiment in favor of the submission of the 
2 to the action of the people to require the passage of the joint reso- 

ution, 

The majority of the committee believe that the minds of the most careful 
and conservative students ot the liquor problem are rapidly coming to the con‘ 
clusion that this evil must and only can be removed by nat legislation en- 
forced by the national will in co-operation with the efforts of the te. 

In nearly every voting precinct of this country thero are American citizens 
who desire the propo: amendment tothe national Constitution. They are 
determined upon politica! action, They will have it through existing political 
organizations, or they will destroy one or both the great of to-day and 
form one which will consent to take the sense of the people upon the question 
of amending the Constitution so as to give national jurisdiction over the traflic 
in strong drink. Why should they be denied the opportunity to be heard in 
the only forum which can upon the question? When any considerable 
and respectable portion of the American people desire to plead their cause in 
the great tribunal of sovereigns who,in a free country, decide every funda- 
mental issue in the last resort, it is the duty of Congress to enact such prelimi- 
nary legislation as is bere proposed, so that under the forms of the Constitution 
they can be heard on the question of itsown amendment. To deny this is of 
the very essence of despotism,and for Omics unreasonably to refuse the 
hostiny ts . — . pacers wie opnaa a Borma 282 
arge res} e minority, and to grant opportunity is the purpose o 
this resolution. Whatever may be the result, all must abide by it. But there 
can be no justification of a denial of the right to be heard, 

Until that right is granted, there will be, there can be, no peace to political 
parties in this country. Lf there could be, it would prove that the nature of ou, 
Government was already changed and that under the forms of a progressive free 
Republic we are become a hide-bound despotism, having a name to live, but 
really already dead. 

Your committee are unable at this late period of the session properly to 
sent the great cause the promotion of which is the purpose of this resolution. 
Fortunately itis not necessary, We appeal to the universal sentiment which is 
the very basis of our political . right of every voting citizen to be 
heard at the polls upon every great quest which concerns the public weal. 
Than this there can be none more important, and we carnestly hope the resolu- 
tion may be adopted in the furtherance of the exercise of the primal rights of 
American sovereignty, which is that of each citizen to be heard by all, and of 
any considerable portion of the people to demand a verdict of the whole upon 
great issues which concern the general weal. 


Before the reading was concluded, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The hour for the consideration of the Cal- 
endar has expired. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the remainder of the report may be printed 
in the RECORD.. It is only a page. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The entire report will be printed in the 
RECORD in the absence of objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House ot Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 4209) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry W. Haley. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being House bill 9014. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States, the pending question being on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. DANIEL to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in section 5, after line 10, to insert: 

Tnall cases of conviction of felony. 


In all cases where the matter in dispute is the right to personal liberty orthe 
right to the custody of a child. 


Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
IEL], who is not in his seat, offered this amendment, I think, without 
full attention on his part to the provision that is made in the bill for 
a review in criminal cases. If he will look at the sixth section, he will 
find that there is à general and comprehensive appeal in criminal cases 
to the new circuit courts of appeals, and that they are also put on the 
same footing for further review in the Supreme Court with other im- 
portant measures and measures concerning property and personal right. 

It isa mistake, Mr. President, in any discussions before the public 
or in the Halls of Congress to treat alike the subject of appeals in pri- 
vate suits between parties and appeals on matters of public justice. 
Public justice is not a qnestion between plaintiff and defendant ever. 
It is purely a question of ascertaining, first, the corpus delicti and, sec- 
ond, whether the accused is guilty. The Constitution has clothed 
every accused person with great protections, The district attorney 
has no personal interest. The judge, the guardian of the law, and the 
jury are always ready to see that justice is done. The Government 
provides witnesses at its own expense when called upon by the pris- 
oner to do so, 

So, then, you can not make an analogy between the contestations of 
private rights and the proper disposition in the administration of jus- 
tice of these public prosecutions, Butit is of great importance that 
thereshould be an adequate and thoroughly satisfactory modeof dealing 
with criminal causes, and there bas been a good deal of dissatisfaction 
on the part of the public that the situation in which criminal jurispru- 
dence and jurisdiction have rested ever since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution should longer remain. The present system is, as we all under- 
stand, that the trial is before a circuit judge or a district judge, as the 


. 
’ 
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case may be, and there may be an appeal from the district to the cir- 
cuit court, but thereafter there is no appeal of right. 

There is, however, a very benefi provision which has been re- 
sorted to whenever there was really occasion of judicial doubt, and 
that is, that, two judgessitting,ón a difference of opinion the Supreme 
Court should be consulted. Of course the Supreme Court can not be 
consulted or any question of fact, nor can any appellate court be con- 
sulted on questions of fact in criminal jurisprudence. It is wholly 

for the jury to pass on that question. 

If the jury acquit, that is the end of the matter; the Government has 
no review. If, on the other hand, there is a conviction, then, besides 
the tendency of all concerned in these matters to see that in no doubt- 
ful case shall there be any infliction of punishment, we have the fur- 
ther provision, always benevolently exercised in the States and in the 
Executive here, of pardon. So the subjects are not similar, of private 
judgments and criminal sentences or judgments. 

The Senator from Virginia has proposed a method that would prac- 
tically be very injurious, it seems to me, to the purposes he has in 
view. Ifthe Senate will notice the arrangement of this measure, all 
cases put under section 5 go directly up to the Supreme Court. The 
Senator has proposed to enlarge the subjects that go up to the Supreme 
Court „and can not possibly go to the interposed new circuit 
courts of appeals, which would not be consonant with either the con- 
venience or interests of criminals and their advocates and defenders. 
What is provided in regard to a direct appeal in criminal matters to 
the Supreme Court is limited to capital cases. 

The Senator proposes to add what he must consider rather indefinite 
descriptions of cases of felony and all cases involving personal liberty. 
As we have no common law of the United States, and can not resort 
to the common law to determine what a felony is, this is a very indis- 
tinct description. The clause in the Constitution which guaranties 
personal liberty in regard to public prosecution uses the description 

‘ capital or other infamous erimes;? which is the only constitutional 
phrase, I think, that we bave, or perhaps the only legal phrase that we 
have on that subject. It is true that in statutes we sometimes of late 
have put into the penal clause statement that it shall be called a fel- 
ony, but that has not been very much favored, it seems to me, by wise 
framers of criminal law; and the only way that we can find out a fel- 
ony would be by having an analogy to the sentence of confinement, I 
suppose, in State’s prison in distinction from jails and penitentiaries 
and such places. 

Now, is it desirable that these classes of criminal jurisprudence and 
jurisdiction shall not be carried to these new courts that are near to the 
criminal? and, as I have said, it is there a provision that criminal cases 
shall be appealed to them of right, As to any farther consultation or 
review by the Supreme Court of criminal cases less than capital, there 
is a provision embraced with the other similar head, that by consulta- 
tion with the Supreme Court on the part of the circuit courts of appeal, 
by asking instructions, then the court above, the Supreme Court, may 
take the whole subject up for cognizance, and then there is the right 
of the Supreme Court to order any one of them up by certiorari. It 
seems to me that this bill has been very observant of the rights of erim- 
inal appeal, and that any conclusion that every inferior criminal case, I 
mean inferior to those of capital punishment, is to go directly to the 
Supreme Court, would be a great burden there. It would suppress 
most of the appeals that would be carried by any such general disposi- 
tion to facilitate appeals, and would deprive the ready recourse that is 
provided in the bill, as it now reads, to the circuit court of appeal. 

As to what is meant by a cause involving personal liberty, I do not 
know whether that means a case where its subject-matter relates to 
personal liberty or whether it means what would result by a sentence 
in interfering with personal liberty, that is, a sentence to confinement 
to jail, or what not. Ido not know that the Senator has any such 
thing in his mind as that every case in which there is an imprison- 
ment, and not for a felony, should go up. Therefore, I think we can 
get nothing really valuable out of this proposed amendment, even in 
the interest which I recognize, the propriety of the proper protection of 
the accused. 

There is another head it introduces, of going directly up to the Su- 
preme Court on the question relating to the custody of a child. That 
is notacriminal matter. Thatisa civil right, prosecuted always either 
in the form of divorce cases or of equity cases or of habeas corpus. It 
has nothing to do with criminal cases, and why every child should be 
carried up as a matter of law, as it were, to the Supreme Court, I really 
can not appreciate, Probably some incident of importance in a special 
case has addressed to the Senator’s sense the need of very complete re- 
view, but just look at the number under our constitutional arrange- 
ments that would possibly be in this matter of the custody of a child a 
subject of Federal jurisdiction. 

Over marriage we have nothing to do; over divorce we have nothing 
to do; over settling alimony we have nothing to do, and what can we 
pay have to do with a child’s custody except now and then a ha- 

s corpus case that may come up no doubt, but really not probably 
within the constitutional habeas corpus? We may have a case between 
an alien husband or wife in alitigation ina Federal court, and we may 
have also between citizens of one State and those of another State 


which may involve the custody of a child as coming out of these ju- 
risdictions, but really, Mr. President, I think the Senator must, have 
been a little inattentive to any occasion in our experience or the pro- 
prieties of any part of this bill in sending up the questidn of the cus- 
tody of a child directly to the Supreme Court, especially if it is a ha- 
beas corpus as well that carries the child up. 

So, Mr. President, I think this amendment is not necessary; that it 
is worse than unnecessary, because it would be injurious to the purpose 
of the defending of criminals from rash judgment, for a complete one 
is now provided by the sixth section, which carries a criminal appeal 
into these circuit courts. I hope, therefore, that the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire to offer au amendment in the 
form of a substitute for the bill. If time permitted, I should like to 
have it printed. I do not know whether the Senator from New York 
purposes pressing this measure to a yote to-day or not. 

Mr. EVARTS rose. j 

Mr. VEST. Iremarked that I did not know whether the Senator 
proposed to have a vote upon this question to-day. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ishould hope we might have a vote, and so far as 
I know without very much delay. 

Mr. VEST. Task, then, that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri will be stated. - 

Mr. VEST. I ask also that it be printed, if time permits. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That for the pu of exercising its a 
8 * ppellate jurisdiction, as such jurisdic- 


tion is now an Jaw and as it may c be regulated 
by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may sit in divisions and in 
n 


e. 

There shall be three divisions, numbered 1, 2, and 8, respectively, the division 
numbered 1 to be com of the Chief-Justice and two associate justices and 
each of divisions numbered 2 and 3 to be com of three associate justices. 


three divisions, and such assign 
time. The i i 


all questions arising therein, subject to the provisions hereinafter contained. 
Ali final decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be considered 
by the court in bane, and if the Chief-Justice and four associate justices, or five 
associate justices, shall concur therein, judgment shall be entered accordingly 
upon the records of the Supreme Court as now provided. 

The presence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate 
justices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of said di- 
visions, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the concur- 
rence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate justices, 
The Cisief-Justice shall apportion the business of said divisions, and may, in his 
discretion, order any cause neyo been the court to be heard and decided 
in the first instance by the court in bane. Whenever the Chief-Justice and one 
associate justice or two associate justices sitting in either of said divisions may 
be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard by the full court, 
Mey maya so order, and the cause shall then be heard and determined by the 

n ne. 
“Division numbered 1 shall be presided over by the Chief. Justice, and, when 
he is not sitting, by the associate justice in said division oldest in commission, 
and divisions numbered 2 and 3 shall be presided over by the associate justice 
oldestin commission of those present at each session, 

Causes ding or which may hereafter be pendingin the Supreme Court in 
which is involved a question arising under the Constitution of the United States 
shall be heard by the full court. The ChiefJustice and justices of the Supreme 
Court are hereby authorized and directed to make and carry into effect such 
general or special regulations as may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire simply to remark that my ob- 
ject in offering this amendment is more for the purpose of formulating 
and getting npon record the opinions of the minority of the Judiciary 
Committee on this question than with any view of obtaining the leg- 
islation which is expressed or framed in the amendment. The vacant 
seats here to-day evidence how little interest there is generally evinced 
on this question, although it is one of the most important to the people 
of the United States that ean be contemplated by any lawyer or cit- 
izen. 

It seems to me that the real question that ought to have our atten- 
tion is as tothe manner of business and not as to the jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court. There has never been any real salient interest among 
the profession in the United States as to the jurisdiction of that court. 
It has been a remarkable fact that the judiciary act of 1789 has lasted 
ever since the date of its enactment practically without an amendment. 
Itisa monument to the wisdom and the legal ability of the men who 
framed it that, with all the expanded conditions of our country in the 
way of population, property interests, and territorial acquisition, that 
act has stood in all these years, with the aggressive changed condition 
of our country, just as it was enacted, practically. So it is not a ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, and yet we are here to-day involved in a question 
of jurisdiction, what shall the Supreme Court be permitted to adjudi- 
cate and what not? . 

It seems to me that the real point is as to the method of conducting 
business. The evil that is before the people of the United States, and 
it is a very great evil, involving millions of dollars—millions of dollars, 
I speak it advisedly—is as to the manner in which business is con- 
ducted in the Supreme Court. Every lawyer knows that instead of 
cases being carried up now by wealthy defendants, corporations espe- 
cially, to the Supreme Court in order to have important points adjudi- 
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cated, they are taken there for delay; and, as a Senator remarked here 
in our Saturday’s session, an appeal to the Supreme Court or going 
there by writ of error to-day, when the defendantis a wealthy corpora- 
tion or a wealthy individual, is a prac.ical denial of justice. It is 
equivalent to from three to five years’ delay, and the poor man who is 


the plaintiff in the case dies a pauper before that litigation is deter- 


mined, That is the crying evil, and the question is how to get rid of 
it. Itis not a question of jurisdiction; it isa question of the method 
of doing business, 

Since this debate commenced I confess that I have informed myself 
a little more accurately in regard to the question as to a division ot the 
Supreme Court, as itis termed. It is not a division of the Supreme 
Court. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] expressed great 
surprise the other day at the idea that any one should talk about divid- 
ing the Supreme Court, and said that this must be a division of the 
Supreme Court. I confess that as that amendment, which was drawn 
by thechairman of the Judiciary Committee, the Senatortrom Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], reads—I mean the original minority amendment— 
there being three divisions, when we have one Chief-Justice and eight 
associate justices of the Supreme Court, it made the adjudication or 
judgment of one these divisions final, and the case might have arisen, 
would bave arisen doubtless, where two out of three judges on a 
division would hold one way and the other six judges comprising the 
Supreme Court of the United States might entertain a different opin- 
ion. I have endeavored to remedy that in the amendment that I now 
offer. Every final adjudication by one of these divisions must be con- 
sidered afierwards by the whole court in banc, and the consent either 
of five justices or of the Chief-Justice and four associate justices would 
be necessary to give it finality as a judgment of the Supreme Court. 

But recurring to the surprise that was expressed about this proposi- 
tion, that it was unconstitutional, that no such thing had ever been 
heard of by a lawyer, I contess that when I rose to the discussion of 
it, this matter having been under the control and in the hands of the 
chairman of the committee, a very able lawyer and one in whom we 
all have the very greatest confidence, I had not given that amount of 
attention to it which a lawyer and legislator ought to give before ventur- 
ing an opinion. I have examined it since. Iread upon Saturday the 
constitution of Rhode Island and the statutes of Rhode Island, which 
provide for exactly this sort of case. They have there five justices of 
the supreme court, They have the same constitutional provisions that 
we find in the Constitution of the United States, substituting the Gen- 
eral Assembly or Legislature of Rhode Island for the Congress of the 
United States. For certain purposes one justice of the supreme court 
of Rhode Island is a quorum and for all purposes two justices consti- 
tute a quorum, and that has been the law and constitution since 1842, 
without any question by the bar of Rhode Island, and they have at 
Providence as eminent a bar as there is in the United States, I say with- 
out any hesitation. 

But I have found another case just as strong and just as applicable, 
and that is the case of California. There is not a better bar in this 
country than that of California, nor are there any State reports which 
stand higher, and every lawyer knows that to be so, I have before me 
now the constitution and legislation of the State of California. Sec- 
tion 1 "of the judicial department,“ in the constitution, says: 


The judicial wer of the State shall be vested in the Senate sitting as a 
court of impeachment, in a supreme court, superior courta, justices of the peace. 
and such inferior courts as the Legislature may establish in any incorporat 
city or town, or city and county. 


Section 2 provides that— 

‘The supreme court shall consist of a chief-justice and six associate justices. 
The court may sit in departments— 

We call them in this amendment ‘‘ divisions,’ but here they are 
called ‘*aepartments*?— _ 
and in bane, and shall always be open for the transaction of business. There 
shall be two departments, denominated, respectively, department one and de- 
partment two. 

It is very obvious that the two departments were created on acconut 
of the number of the judges, there being the chief-justice and six as- 
sociates: 

The chief-justice shall assign three of the associate justices to each depart- 
ment, and such assignment may be chan by him from time to time. The 
associate ſustices shall be competent to sit in either department, and may inter- 
change with each other by agreement among themselves or as ordered by the 
chief-justice. 

I have incorporated that same idea in the present amendment to meet 
the objection made on Saturday by the Senator trom Massachusetts, 
which he considered very conclusive as to this question. He asked 
me, Suppose that the amendment of the minority were adopted and 
then one associate justice should offer himself to sit in a division to 
which he had not been assigned, could you exclude him under the 
Constitution of the United States? Under the amendment as at 

epresent formulated and which this is based upon, this provision of the 


constitution of California, these justices may interchange, serve upon 


one division or upon another, and it is presumed that that matter 
would be amicably adjusted between them and as the exigencies of the 
court demanded, 


Each of the d ts shall have the power to hear and determine canses 
and all questions arising therein, subject to the provisions hereinafter contained 
in relation to the court T banc. The presence of three justices shall be neces- 
sary to transact any business in either of the departments except such as may 
be done at chambers, and the concurrence of three justices shall be necessary 
to pronounce a judgment. The chief-justice shall apportion the business to the 
departments, and may, in his discretion, order any cause pending before the 
court to be heard and decided by the courtin bane. The order may be made 
before or after judgment pronounced by a department; but where a cause has 
been allotted to one of the departments and a judgment pronounced thereon 
the order must be made within thirty days after such judgment, and concurred 
in by two associate justices, and, if so 3 it shall ha ve the effect to vac ate and 
set aside the judgment. 

I do not care to read the remainder of the provision, because I have 
read only enough to show that the principle which has been so much 
objected to here and which is considered the destruction of the Supreme 
Court as anentirety has been adopted in two of the States of this Union, 
where there are eminent lawyers and where they have the same con- 
stitutional provision as to the State that we have as to the General 
Government; and no question has ever been made that the constitu- 
tion had been violated by this legislation, but on the contrary it has 
stood unchallenged, and upon conference with lawyers practicing in 
those two States I am authorized to state that the system has been 
eminently and practically successi{ul. It has given entire satisfaction. 
to the legal fraternity, and on the dockets of those supreme courts to- 
day we do not find the congestion spoken of by the Senator from New 
York as to the business of the courts. On the other hand, the supreme 
courts of those two States are up with their dockets, and an appeal to 
the supreme court, either in California or Rhode Island, does not 
amount to a denial of justice, as it does when you take a case now to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, 

Mr. DIXON. If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me, I will 
state that the purpose of dividing the supreme court in the State of 
Rhode Island was to relieve the docket of the congested state in which 
it had come to be, 

Mr. VEST. Yes, so I am informed by other lawyers besides the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and I have no doubt about the tact. Itis 
the same way in California. . 

Mr. MITCHELL, Ishonld like to fnquire of the Senator, if he will 
allow me, whether that court does divide up in different sections sit- 
ting at the same time. 

Mr. DIXON, It sits at the same time in different sections and at 
the same time in the same county. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Oregon will look at the RECORD 
of Saturday’s proceedings he will find a copy of the constitution and 
laws of Rhode Island which I read on Saturday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I heard the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. It specifically provides that the divisions shall remain 
in session at the same time, just as is the provision in California. 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him in regard to 
California whether the text he read is from a statute or trom the con- 
stitution ? 

Mr. VEST. It is from the constitution. 

Mr. EVARTS. So I supposed. 

Mr. GRAY. That is just the question I was about to ask. I find 
it is in the constitution, and that therefore so far as the instance he is 
citing, the case of California, is of value as a precedent, it does not 
touch the question of the power of Congress to legislate under the con- 
stitution for the Supreme Court of the United States, that is established 
by the Constitution of the United States, inasmuch as he was reading 
from the constitution of the State of California, which is omnipotent in 
that regard within that State. 

Mr. VEST. Baut the Senator, to be entirely candid, must meet the 
question that in Rhode Island there is a constitutional provision and 
then a statute, so that Rhode Island since 1842 has had identically 
the case that has excited such apprehension and horror here, a division 


of the supreme court of that State, if it be a division, and there has 


been no challenge of that practice. : 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 3 

Mr. CARLISLE. I do not understand the provision in the State of 
Rhode Island to be the same or substantially even the sameas that re- 
ported by the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary. As I un- 
derstand the Senator, the Rhode Island statnte is something similar 
to the amendment which he has now offered. That is quite different 
from the one reported by the minority of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and it was against that one that I made my remarks. It wasa 
proposition to divide the Supreme Court into three parts, giving to each 
part the right to sit separately or to sit at the same time, and each one 
to hear different causes, and the statutory provision that the Supreme 
Court should enter the judgments of these separate divisions as the 
judgments of the court itself unless the division itself should ask to 
have a case reheard. I contended that that was a division of the Su - 
preme Court of the United States into three separate tribunals, and I 
am still of that opinion. ; 

But the amendment which the Senator now offers is different, be- 
canse it proviđes that the judgment of these several parts of the court 
shall not be final, but shall be reviewed, as it were, by the court in 
bane; and the only objection to that, if it be an objection, is that judges 
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will sit in the final determination of the case who did not hear the ar- 
guments. So three judges will hear the case and nine judges will de- 
cide, six of whom did not hear it at all. g 

Mr. VEST, Well, Mr. President, asto the last objection, which is 
the only one remaining, because the Senator admits that the amend- 
ment I have offered to-day eliminates the first objection —— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, about the division of the court. 

Mr. VEST. As to the last one, I have simply to answer as a prac- 
tical lawyer who has practiced in the Supreme Court that I have always 
considered myself extremely fortunate if I had the attention of three 
judges of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CARLISLE. You may not get the attention of one of them in 
the divisi4n proposed, and will not get the attention of the rest of them 
when they me to make the final decision, because they will not be 
there at all. ; 

Mr. VEST, That may be so. You may imaginea great many cases. 
But I have simply this to say, that every cause in the Supreme Court 
of the United States is argued on briefs and orally, but sometimes on 
briefs alone, and in the majority of cases only by brief, and those briefs 
are directed to be printed, and so many copies are filed with the clerk 
of the court, which are furnished to the judges, and every judge will 
have it in his power to look at that brief which finally decides the case, 
No lawyer believes that any oral argument in the Supreme Court does any- 
thing more than explain his point. You can not catch the Supreme Court 
of the United States as you do a mass meeting. Lou can not take those 
nine experienced judges and run them oft by a bit of declamation into 
deciding law which they do not deliberately and after reflection believe 
to be the law. It is a brief that decides every case in the Supreme 
Court. You may take the most eloquent orator who has ever existed 
in this country and let him go before the Supreme Court and tear pas- 
sion into tatters and bring tears to the eyes of every bystander, anda 
brief of one page from a lawyer who understands the case and who 
stammers out sentences until they are scarcely audible will be success- 
fal. Every lawyer knows that. 

So the position of the Senator from Kentucky, with due respect to 
him, amounts to nothing. The briefs decide the case, and aiter these 
divisions have heard the case, when it comes up in banc, as a matter 
of course the other judges will require to know the points, and the 
brief is there before them to show what the points are, and that brief, 
as I affirm here, will decide the case one way or the other. 

Mr. President, as I szid before in opening this discussion, as far as I 
am concerned we are here at this point where we must take one road 
or the other; we must either create nine new judges of the Federal 
judiciary or we must endeavor to remedy this glaring evil, a conges- 
tion in the business of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
leave the number ot judges as they are to-day. 

I will be entirely frank about this matter. I hope I have the cour- 
age, I believe I have it, to do what I think right here without regard to 
popular clamor. If I believed that the remedy suggested by the ma- 
jority of the committee was the proper one, I would vote for it, no 
matter what amount of objection there might be outside of this Cham- 

ber and amongst the people of the United States in regard to it. Iam 
here to exercise my judgment, and I would exercise it without regard 
to whether it is popular or not, and I endeavor to do so. At the same 
time, a very wise and eminent English judge madea remark which has 
always struck meas eminently applicable to the conduct of public busi- 
ness in a country like ours. He said that all justice should be admin- 
istered in a manuer acceptable to suitors; in other words, that the 
eourts of the country should be popularized as far as possible; that the 
system adopted should command the respect and confidence of the peo- 
ple; and that when asnitor went to a court of justice he did not go 
like a criminal, dragged there because there was no other redress to be 
had, but that he went in the sublime confidence that his rights of 
property and of person would be conserved and preserved by the judge 
who had been placed upon the bench. 

Mr. President, in my section of country and in my State—and it is 
not alone in that regard—there is a deep-seated and earnest protest 
against the increase of the Federal judiciary. Any man who knows 
the people of the United States must know the reason. This is a coun- 
try upon popular elections. It is a country based upon the will 
of the people. It is a country that appeals in all its laws and in all 
the administration of its laws to the consent and confidence and affec- 
tion of the people. The very minute that you break down this rule 
and undertake by force to administer law in the United States—I do 
not mean its execution, but the administration of justice—whenever 
you undertake to do it by force you destroy the great bulwark of the 
judiciary system of the United States, which is the confidence and 
respect of the people. 

The life tenure of office in Federal judges is abhorrent to the people. 
I am not here to state whether it is right or wrong; I state a fact 
There is not one of the Western States, I do not believe there is one of 
the Eastern States, but I know there is not one of the Western States 
in which the people have not taken the power of appointing judges 
away from the governors of the States and vested it in the people. 
That is the trend of popular opinion all over this country, and neces- 
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sarily so under the autonomy of our Government, and it will be so for- 


good or evil unto the end. = 
I tell Senators now that this thing of putting upon the people of 


this country nine more Federal judges is abhorrent to popular opinion, 


I do not care what a majority of the lawyers of the country may say. 
Iama lawyer myself; Iam proud of it; I am devoted to my profes- 
sion; I know nothing else by which I could make my livelihood; but 


I am here as a legislator, and I believe it is bad policy to go into this 


business as we are doing now. 
I believe that it is our duty to try the system as it exists. I believe 


we ought to endeavor to change the form of proceeding in the Supreme 


Court of the United States without increasing the judiciary, I have 
næ the slightest question that the effect of this bill will be to raise ob- 
jections all over the country against the feature to which I have al- 
luded. The Senator from New York, with his long political experience, 
admitted as much when he declared here as one of the principal argu- 
ments for this bill that it was much preferable to the legislation of the 
House of Representatives, because we had under this bill only nine new 
judges instead of eighteen. If it is better to have but nine, it is better 
not to increase the number at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a non sequitur. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a non sequitur, because if I am correct the busi- 
ness can be transacted with the judges we have, and there is the point 
in the whole case. If youadmit that you must have more judges, then 
it is a non sequitur, but if I am correctin saying that we can administer 
it, that we can carry on the business of the Supreme Court acceptably to 
litigants and without this delay with the present number of judges and 
under a different form of proceeding, then it is our duty to attempt it. 
But we have never attempted anything. This is an experiment of the 
first impression. I know asa lawyer in my State, and I believe it is 
so in the State of New York, although I should not for an instant put 
my opinion against that of my eminent friend who advocates this bill— 
but-I know that in Missouri some years ago, finding the docket of the 
supreme court congested justas that of the Supreme Court of the United 
States is, we provided for an intermediate tribunal to relieve that court. 

In the first place we established what was called a district court in 
analogy with the practice in the State of New York as to theirsupreme 
court, They have a supreme court in each district, and their highest 
tribunal is the court of appeals. We havein Missouri a supreme court 
to which appeals and writs of error go directly from the district courts. 
But, in order to relieve this congestion which has been spoken of, some 
years ago we established what was called a district court, there being 
a number of districts or divisious in the State, composed of five 
of the circuit judges, who sat in bane and heard-within a limited 
jurisdiction cases that came to them by appeal or writ of error from 
the circuit court at nisi prius. We tried it faithfully, and what was 
the result? It was the most miserable failure ever attempted. It was 
wiped out unanimously after four years’ trial. Any lawyer who took 
a case to this district court found the judge who had delivered the opin- 
ion below sitting there in banc, and, more than that, he wasalways dis- 
satisfied with the judgment of the circuit court judges, and if the case 
amounted to anything it was carried on to the Supreme Court, and no 
relief at all was given. After four years’ trial we dismissed it unani- 
mously; nobody was in favor of it. It was put into the constitution 
by a vote and wiped out by a unanimous vote. 

Then we adopted what we called a supreme court commission, which 
was composed of three eminent lawyers selected by the judges of the 
supremecourtand commissioned by the governor, who upon cases 
and certified up their decisions to the supreme court, use we had a 
constitutional provision that there should be but one supreme court, and 
therefore it was necessary that the judgments of this commission should 
be passed upon and made the judgments of the supreme court, We 
tried that for five years, and it wasa miserable failure. No lawyer was 
satisfied until he got to the supreme court and argued his case there; he 
must have the judges of the supreme court, some of them at any rate, 
to hear his appeal or to read his brief; and I prophesy here now as a law- 
yer that we shall find that this intermediate court, composed of circuit 
court judges, will be a miserable failure and give nosort of satisfaction 
to the profession or to litigants, 

Why not take the Supreme Court as it is? Why not try this depart- 
ment or division plan, which has been tried and practically tound to be 
successful in two of the States of this Union? Why should we go to the 
expense of making nine new judges? Why should we antagonize the 
public sentiment of this country overwhelmingly against the increase of 
the Federal judiciary, 

I may speak, Mr. President, to practically deaf ears, but my convic- 
tions as a Jawyer, a legislator, and a citizen are fixed upon this ques- 
tion. e 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the great question whether we can 
get along with the administration of justice so as not to make a denial 
to the suitors of the justice they seek, is before us, and has been before 
Congress for many years, The necessity has been admitted every- 
where, admitted in the Halls of Congress, admitted by the profession, 
admitted by the judiciary; and the question arises how we are to meet 
that duty which is upon us. There are but two modes. One is by 
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proceeding with the judicial establishment asit now exists, with such 
rearrangement of their powers as may be conferred upon them; the 
other is by providing an intermediate court of appeals, that, distributed 
through the different circuits, may be able to dispose of, satisfactorily 
to suitors, certain heads of jurisprudence and jurisdiction. There are 
but two modes, either to handle the establishment as it now exists or 
to provide an intermediate court. 

The encomium upon the famousstatute drawn by Chief-Justice Ells- 
Worth is recognized by every lawyer and by every judge. The only 
thing that has happened to that statute has not been in the nature of 
man nor in the wisdom of jurisprudence nor in the credit of a judicial 
establishment; it has been the growth of the United States; and we 
are to look to the United States, observing all the necessary conditions, 
Lagree, of proper distribution of judicial authority. But you can not 
alter the fact that what was wise and what was suficient, what was 
noble and generous and maintained its supremacy for the great growth 
of this nation, has now outlived that p unless some arrange- 
ment is found by which the Supreme Court shall be clothed by such a 
distribution of its authority as will enable it to discharge what the 
one court sitting in bane can not discharge. You must confront the 
question. You can not put it upon the ground that in California they 
have framed their constitution so as to allow adivision of jurisdiction. 

If that is to be our only recourse, then an amendment to the Con- 
stitution must be resorted to, and then the difficulty of constitutionality 
which divides the profession, which divides the Senate, which divides 
the House of Representatives, disappears, and it stands then in the same 
position as in California. et 

It is not for me to say whether you can expect, or can desire, or can 
promote an amendment of the Constitution. All we can say and must 
say is that the preponderence of opinion, judicial and professional, and 
of the community interested in litigation, is hostile to the scheme of a 
division of the Supreme Court into chambers. 

I have not expressed any opinion as to the constitutionality of it. 
I have nothing to say upon that as an abstract question. All I now 
say is that it has never been a practical measure, and, in my judgment, 
never will be a practical question before the two Houses of Congress. 
If it is ever to assume the proportion and weight and pressure of a 
practical measure it will be in reference to an amendment of the Con- 
stitntion of the United States, enabling the greas power of this court: 
to be divided. That question we do not discuss here. 

It has been said that this method of an intermediate court, not as I 
understand it in condemnation or criticism of the distribution that is 
made, but in the substantial fact of an intermediate court and on the 
experience which is cited, will be a failure. It may be so, but it never 
can be accepted as a failure until it has been tried. Whenit has been 
tried and the ion and the court and the e agreed 
that they will have no interval of judicial examination between the 
court of the first instance and the Supreme Court, then they will pro- 
vide a large enough court and with division into chambers that can dis- 
pose of the business. Let me say to the Senator from Missouri that no 
course short of gat cen orar eee a eee measure 5 dis- 
pense with some reli the Supreme Court by carrying a power 
of judicial decision into one of the tribunals. * 

Therefore, this is a practical measure. The Senator ean not expect 
to pass through this Congress the measure dividing the Supreme Court 
into chambers, which I do not criticise or discuss, We can pass through 
this Congress, at least, this measure; and if one method and another 
are to be balanced and debated forever and forever, then nothing is 
done and we stand as an imbecile power under the Constitution, with 
all the legislative will of that great instrument and of the people be- 
hind us, absolutely imbecile before this mass of injustice denial of 
hearing before the people of this country. We can not evade the ques- 
tion. We can not fold our ; we can not postpone; we ean not 
wait for relief on circumstances. Circumstances accumulate; cireum- 
stances embarrass, and we must in solid judgment determine whether 
we will give relief. 

This measure, perhaps, the Senator will agree, that I have had the 
honor to espouse in behalf of the committee on this floor, is as well ad- 
justed a scheme as any other. It offers an affront to any criticism or 
any judgment, less perhaps than any other measure that has either 
been proposed or certainly than that which is in the House bill. There- 
fore, Mr. President, we must determine, it seems to me, whether we 
are appalled at the difficulties before us and are hopeless and abdi- 
` cate our authority. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will make a single remark in reply to 
the Jast portion of the address of the Senator from New York. This 
is now the last week, or possibly next to the last week, of this session 
of Congress. We meet again in December; and a bill of this sort, it 
seems to me, would only become better, if it has the virtues claimed 
for it by the Senator from New York, by permitting it to go over until 
the next session of Congress, when it can be more deliberately consid- 
ered than it has been. 

As a matter of course I can not, under parliamentary rules, refer to 
the manner in which the bill came to us from the House of Represent- 
atives. I state as a historical fact that it did not come to the Senate 
by a vote of the majority of the members of the co-ordinate branch of 


the Legislature. It was passed in a peculiar way, by counting as pres- 
ent those who were absent really or refusing to vote. ad 

in deference to the opinions of one or two members, two certainly, of 
the Judiciary Committee of the other House; and, I say it with great 
respect, without debate practically, and without examination by the 
body of the House of Representatives. It was hurried through that 
body on a report from the Committee on Rules under the new system 
or practice which obtains now. It does not come to us with the sanc- 
tion of the grave and analytical consideration and discussion which 
should appertain to a measure of this kind. But very few of the law- 
yers in the House of Representatives had anything to say about it, or, 
Lam authorized to say from the RECORD, knew anything about it. 

This bill comes now to the Senate with an evenly divided Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. It received five votes, as the record shows, in its 
favor, one of which votes I know was given in a periunctory sort of way, 
without any zealous co-operationin the objectof the bill. It comes here 
with the opposition of four members of the Judiciary Committee, and, 
leaving myself out, three of them are as eminent lawyers as are upon 
the committee or in either branch of Congress. 

But I am frank to state, and do state now, that my objection to this 
bill is to the increase of jndges. So far as the details of the bill are 
concerned prepared by the Senator from New York, I have no criticism 
to make. He says that there will never be any settlement of this 
question until the system crystallized and represented by the bill that 
he bas reported is tried. Mr. President, there never will be any set- 
tlement of the contention that I make here to-day until we have tried 
the system of divisions, as they are called, amongst the Supreme Court 
judges without inereasing the number. The Senator is trying an ex- 
periment without any precedent so far as the judiciary of the United 
States is concerned. If he goes into an analogy, so far as the States 
are concerned, he is trying a precedent which has not been successful 
in many of the States of the Union, and conspicuously not in my 
own. 

I bring here two States, one of which since 1812 has had a constitu- 
tional provision that I have read and a statute since 1870 authorizing 
its judges to sit in division at the same time and hearing cases ar- 
gued before them; and in that State it has been an eminent success. 
I bring another State, the State of California, where the same practice 
obtains under a constitutional provision, and, permit me to say to Sen- 
ators, also by legislation adopted in pursuance of that constitution; 
and in that State it has been an eminent success. So we have here two 
conspicuous examples of the trial of the system that I advocate, in 
which that system has been eminently successful. My friend from 
Lonisiana [Mr. GIBSON ] says that one of the French courts is admin- 
istered in the same way. 

Mr. GIBSON. The supreme court of France, the French court or 
cassation. 

Mr, VEST. They have the same system in England. I am almost 
afraid to bringa precedent here from England, there has been so much 
said about English influence in the tariff discussion and I am a little 
sensitive; but, if we are to go back to what we used to call the mother 
country, the practical experience of the English lawyersis erystallized 
in the system which I advocate here to-day in what is called the divis- 
ion system. They have it in England, and have had it for over a 
hundred years without an interval, and the English courts are pro- 
verbial for their swift administration of justice, unless it be the old 
court of chancery which Dickens has immortalized in Bleak House. 
A great many of the abuses, I am informed by the newspapers, in re- 
gard to that court have been mitigated, if not entirely removed. But 
the English courts stand in the annals of civilization without a peer, so 
far as the administration of justice is concerned. Now, we have all 
these precedents in our own country and abroad, the result of practice, 
the result of experiment, the result of the best endeavor of lawyers 
who have devoted their whole lives to the profession. 

Mr. President, why can not we try this system now without increas- 
ing the number of Federal judges? I want tobe entirely frank in this 
matter, It has been suggested, doubtless, I have no question of it, in 
the minds of some of my brother Senators, that I want no more Fed- 
eral judges because there is a. Republican Administration in power 
which might be called upon to appoint them. Ihave thought of that, 
and I wonld rather have in any office men who agree with me polit- 
ically. Iam a Democrat. 

Mr. BLAIR. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that Iam not a Democrat. 
one. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was only a question whether 

Mr. VEST. Yes, the Senator from New Hampshire has questioned 
everything else; I suppose he will question that next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say there was only a question whether he wasa Dem- 
ocrat ör a Mugwump. I wanted to be sure. 

Mr. VEST. When the Mugwumps are found to be composed ofsuch 
material as I am, the Democratic majority in this country will be prac- 
tically unanimous, whenever that comes about. 

But what I wanted to disclaim was this: Iam notspeaking from any 
partisan standpoint. In the changing vicissitudes of tics in this 
country it is safe to assume that the appointment of the judiciary will 
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be equalized between the two parties, if they continue to exist, in the 
* — result. I am willing anyhow to take the chances of political 
ife and of political contest as to these appointments. ‘7 

I take it for granted, and am perfectly willing to concede, and would 
be ashamed if I did not believe thatany President of the United States 
would appoint only irom the most eminent in the profession to these 
high offices which havea life tenure and are the greatest reward of the 
profession of the law and the greatest civil promotion that is possible 
under our form of government. I have no complaint to make of the 
appointments that have been made by Republican Presidents as to the 
Supreme Court of the United States oras to the circuit or district courts. 
I am attacking what I believe to be a system of legislation entirely an- 

istie to the public sentiment of this country, and that is the in- 
crease of Federal judges, until we have exhausted every sort of trial to 
relieve the present condition of the Supreme Court of the United States 
as to delay in litigation. 

All that the Senator from New York has said as to trying the system 
he proposes applies with equal foree to the amendment thatI have had 
the honor to offer here to-day. I believe there is not a Senator here 
who will stand in his place and say that itis desirable to increase the 
number of Federal judges in this country unless it is absolutely neces- 


a HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks the num- 
ber of Federal judges in this country has increased, compared with the 
number established by the judiciary act of 1789, in proportion to the 
increase of the population, business, and wealth of the country. 

Mr. VEST. That qnestion is susceptible of an answer, if I chose 
to indulge in something like an Irish bull, in both ways, In some 
portions of the country the Federal judges have nothing to do practi- 
cally. There are district judges in the United States who do nothing. 
There are States in the United States where the office of Federal judge 
is a sinecure to all intents and purposes. There are others that are 
overworked. Asa general proposition, I admit that if the judiciary 
had been distributed as other branches of the Government, in propor- 
tion to population, there has been no such increase. 

But that brings me to observe again that the fault is in the prac- 
tice. It is in the administration of the law. We have some circuits 
to-day that are too large. I live in a circuit which is absolutely an 
outrage in the way of judicial formation, where a judge is reqnired to 
go from the Mississippi River to Denver and from the northern ex- 
tremity of Iowa to the southern extremity of Arkansas, and where his 
hotel bills and traveling expenses eat up one-half of hissalary year by 
year. What is the result of this system? It is a rare thing for the 
circuit judge to spend over a week in the city where I reside, which is 
a place of 150,000 people and the second city in the State of Missouri, 
and at Jeferson City, thecapital of the State, the circuit judge, if he 
comes at all, stays one day, and the associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, on his circuit, comesand hears one argument possibly, and then 
leaves the business of the court to the district judge. 

Mr. BLAIR. How many districts have you in Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. We have two districts in Missouri, the eastern and 
western districts, and the district judges are the hardest worked men 
in the State. My old law partner is one of the judges now for the 
western district, and he is one of the most industrious lawyers I have 
ever known without exception. He works day and night, and is de- 
voted to his profession, and has not one minute to spare. But I know 
of district judges who do nothing. The wholesystem is unequal, It 
is unjust to the lawyers; it is unjust to the people. We do not need 
more judges; we need a reorganization of the circuits and of the dis- 
tricts and of the manner of procedure in the Supreme Court, I hon- 
estly believe this. 

I have no doubt, if the Supreme Court were directed to do its busi- 
ness as proposed in this amendment, by divisions, that in five years—I 
am safe in putting it at that limit—the docket of the Supreme Court 
would be cleared and it would then be enabled to carry on its business 
notwithstanding the large increase of population and business through- 
out the country. 

But, as I said before, Mr. President, from the tenor of this discussion 
upon Friday and Saturday it seems that this increase in the judiciary 
is determined upon, and at the heels of a long session of Congress, 
withont one single additional argument in favor of any change from 
those that we have had for the last ten years, we are now told by the 
Senator from New York that the crisis has arrived and that. this bill 
must be passed at once. 

I had hoped that the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
detained from the Senate to-day and for the past week by sickness, 
would haye been here to discuss this question, which he has studied 
and analyzed thoroughly. I had hoped that other lawyers in this 
body distinguished for their professional ability would exhibit more 
interest in it. Here we are in the closing hours of the session with 
empty benches appealed to to dispose of this question, which has no 
novelty aboutit, but which was pressing upon the people of this country, 
u the bar associations, upon the judges, upon the lawyers every- 
where, just as much ten years ago as it is to-day. ` 

Mr. EVARTS. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? He 
has been long a member of this body, I ask him whetheratany time 


heretofore there has been a on made in the Senate for this di- 
vision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I can give a history of that matter which is quite in- 
teresting, but Ido not care about bringing in the names of distin- 
guished persons and being personal. This idea of a division of the 
Supreme Court has been within my porone] knowledge mooted here 
for the last five years anyhow, possibly before. It wasadvocated, if I 
anrnot mistaken, by an eminent justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, who, together with another justic, both members of 
that body, are to-day its warm advocates. But it receives the strenu- 
ous opposition of the older justices, or a number of them, and I hon- 
estly believe upon the ground that it will destroy the entity, as they 
call it, of the Supreme Court, its constitutional dignity. `‘ Entity”? 
was the expression used. As one of the judges told me, it was like 
dividing upa piece of ginger-cake and cutting it into pieces; that if 
these divisions were established there would be no longer any great 
central luminary under the Constitution, but that the Supreme Court 
of the United States would immediately become fragmentary and in- 
significant and lose its influence with the people. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Does the Senator think there is anything in that? 

Mr. VEST. No, there is nothing in it. Mr. President, when the 
people of the United States cease to look at substance and follow shad- 
ows, there is no hopeforthiscountry. It is no division of the Supreme 
Court really. It is simply a question as to procedure. We have al- 
ready enacted that so many justices of the Su e Court shall con- 
stitutea quorum. If we did not have the right to do that, then there 
is something in the argument made here to-day; but, if we did have 
the right to do that, then we have a right to say how the business of 
that court shall be transacted, and it is for us as the legislative power 
of the country to pass upon that question. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I only asked to be advised of what 
I supposed I was correctly informed. This is now the time and the 
place for the first time when the public attention of both Houses of 
Congress has been directed as to the method of this interappellate 
court. In neither House since 1876, orthereabouts, hasthere been any 
production of this measure intothe Senateand theother House. There 
has not been a crystallization enough to make an amendment, or a 
suggestion, or an argument, as I aver, on this subject on these floors. 
Iam very familiar with the whole agitation in the profession, Ihave 
taken a part in it. I have nothing to say on these questions, but on 
the fact I am now dealing with, that there is no purpose, no will, no 
judgment, no opinion that has taken the form of public opinion and 
professional opinion or judicial opinion of this scheme of dividing the 
court, I think I am right. Whether there will come to be one, I do 
not know. There is not now. There is a demand that some measure 
shall be adopted, and all minds are turned to some judicious, effica- 
cious, and suitable distribution of the mass of judicial authority which 
can not now be dis of by the Supreme Court of the United States, 

But the Senator overlooks all the difficulties about the disturbance 
in the courts below, at there being discontent there, at there being no 
opportunity to have review short of coming to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Has all that mass of opinion and interest and feel- 
ing disappeared of a sudden? One great cry all over this country, 
North and South, East and West, is, give us good courts within the 
reach of the means and thecomforts and the opportunitiesof the suitors 
and the profession. What is to become of all that? The Senator would 
leave it just as it is, to come up to this court. 

I agree that if well discussed as to the mass of accumulation it would 
accelerate and remove that difficulty in regard to all portions of the 
country, but the other proposition is that they do not want to rest 
upon one man’s decision alone and have nothing between that and the 
Supreme Court of the United States. They must take that fiat or else 
al Snag appeal and no recourse, and they have no appeal and no re- 
co except this at arm’s length, at great distance and great ex- 
pense. 

The Senator’s view does not reach this proposition, and when he 
tells ns, and tells us truly, that some judges are idle and some are over- 
taxed, that has nothing to do with this question. Let those evils be 
corrected. If this is true in the great circuit in which Missouri falls 
it isa malarrangement, Let that be corrected. If the two district 
judges, able and excellent men as I believe them to be, and as he pro- 
nounces them, are overtaxed, let there be another judge to help them; 
and if in other portions of the country circuits should be united and 
more work done, if district judges are idle let there be a rearrange- 
ment, I pray, Mr. President, do not introduce difficult burdens, mis- 
chiefs that have nothing to do either with one or the other of these 
methods of appellate jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. President, we are at the decisive point. I believe that the 
great body of the two Houses of Congress have made up their minds 
that something should be done and something must be done. I think 
all have faced the difficulty that the enlargement of the judiciary 
should not be tolerated uuless necessary; but they thinkitis necessary. 
Then the question is whether a particular scheme that follows the line 
of thought and opinion that have been directed to this subject is worthy 
of attention and will give relief. 

But I can not be mistaken ia saying that it is utterly impossible that 
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this body should ever be brought to a trial of divided chambers of the 
Supreme Court until some other method has failed. Then my opinion 
is that the recourse will be tothe Constitution itself, Of what benetit 
is it to cite to us the courts of France or the courts of England? They 
are 8 right. This plan may be perfectly right iu desiring that 
a whole bench should not be occupied upon every class or every in- 
stance of judicial determination. That Jean understand. But we are 
facing the Constitution as it is, and it is quite true that reasons might 
be given why our people might desire to preserve the unity, the sole- 
ness of the supreme appellate court. Yet the nation mustfinally give 
the rule, and that is that its dimensions are such as will no longer tol- 
erate an adherence to that. 

This method that I haye bad the honor to advocate in behalf of the 
committee does promise relief. It is so regarded by the judges, so by 
the profession, and so by the public, and if it is necessary that we must 
take a step even in a direction where the future of the path can not be 
wholly foreseen in order to take another path that will be luminous to 
the end, let us take our path, but be sure that there shall be no divis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States till it shall have been 
illnminated by example and trial of an opposite method. 

Mr. VEST. I understand now that the Senator from New York pro- 
poses to bolster up this proposed legislation by publicsentiment. While 

should advance any legal opinion with great timidity and hesitation 
in antagonism to that of the Senator irom New York, as to public sen- 
timent I do not defer to that Senator, and I undertake to say here and 
now, and I believe the almost unanimons opinion of this body will 
bear me out in it, the public sentiment of the people of the United 
States is absolutely against the increase of the number of Federal judges. 

I do not believe there is in any State in this Union any other feel- 
ing but one of hostility to such an increase. There is nothing in this 
feature of the Federal judiciary that commends it to the people, It 
may be right; I have nothing tosay about the life tenure. It is 
crystallized in the Constitution, and was put there by the greatest 
men who ever lived in the history of the United States. It may be 
right, but the people of this country want no more judges for life as 
to number, if they can avoid it. If there be public sentiment to be 
evoked in this discussion, it is overwhelmingly against the salient, dis- 
tinctive feature of this bill, which puts into existence nine new Fed- 
eral judges to be retained there. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator undertakes, I will not say to treat 
with scorn, but to depreciate this idea of a division, as it istermed, of 
the Supreme Court, because he says there has been no action taken 
heretofore in that direction; that there has not been enough opinion in 
that regard to crystallize a measure to be brought before Congress by 
the advocates of this division of the Supreme Court, as it is termed, 
and he wants to know why this sudden change. There has been no 
change. I want to say nothing personal in this debate, but I must be 
permitted to observe that the firstand most conclusive argument I ever 
heard in favor of this division was ftom the distinguished Senator from 
New York. He is the father of the system which I advocate here to- 
day. Iam willing now to leave the question of the constitutionality 
of this amendment to the Senator from New York, because I know his 
absolute impartiality and his ability as a lawyer. Asa matter of course, 
I do not state that the Senator has from any except proper motives 
changed his ideas, if he has changed them, in regard to this matter; 
but it is not so absurd, it is not so ephemeral, it is not so unsubstantial 
an idea as has been suggested, because the Senator from New York, 
with his great ability and great experience, championed for a long time 
the very system which I stand here to-day honestly to advocate as the 
best relief for the evils that are pressing upon us. 

The Senator speaks about public sentiment in regard to this matter. 
I say there is no public sentiment, outside of one feature of this bill, 
amongst the people at large, and that is the increase of the Federal 
judiciary. What do the people know about the details of procednre in 
the Supreme Court? Who has ever made this a burning issue except 
the Bar Association of the United States, and that has been divided 
from beginning to end, and it is divided to-day? The Senator from 


New York knows that the most eminent lawyers in this country hold 


diverse opinions upon this question, and I take it that the four mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee who have signed this minority report, 
if they can claim nothing else, can claim enough standing in the pro- 
fession to be entitled as representative men to be heard in regard to 
this matter. 

Sir, in all the public questions presented to me, I have never had a 
more decided onain than in regard to this matter. It seems to me 
that there should be a proper adjustment of the manner of procedure 
in the highest tribunal in the land, a proper regard for the public sen- 
timent of the country, a proper regard to economy, which would be 
the smallest ofall points in the direction of our attempting to transact 
the business of the Supreme Court and of the judiciary of the United 
States generally with the present number of judges, rather than to fly 
in the face of the public sentiment of the country by creating nine new 
officers for life against the will of the people. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, what I asked the Senator’s attention 
to was this, that all this great massof publicopinion and interest ofsuitors 
and of the profession and of judges 1 been that they wish accessible 


courts distributed all over the country, ample and adequate, that would 
relieve the congestion of their business in coming here ſor it. I pointed 
out to him that this method would relieve this congestion here and so 
tar remove an objection of the local interest. But what has become of 
that opinion that they wanted and want now courts ofadequate appel- 
late jurisdiction that can be reached short of coming here? 

Now, on the other topic the Senator has not heard a word from me 
on the constitutional question in which he is interested. He has paid 
me great compliments. I have understood and I have fathomed two 
things. I have tathomed the Constitution and have estimated it, 
tightly or wrongly; but I have fathomed another thing, and that is 
whether there was enough of voice and vote anywhere in this country 
to support the view that is now espoused by the Senator here, and in 
which he says the ablest argument he has seen on that subject came 
from me. ‘That is what I as a Senator am dealing with. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, I do not press the question, but I should 
like in the entire frankness in which J have discussed this matter to 
have the Senator’s opinion as to the question of the constitutionality 
of the division system, as it is called. 

Mr. EVARTS. I understood the Senator to say that the best argu- 
ment he had heard or seen in favor of that had come from me. 

Mr. VEST. But I wanted to know if the Senator had changed his 
opinion. We know there are changes in public life. 

Mr. EVARTS. I never revoked it, even in a newspaper paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; then the Senator believes it. 

Mr. EVARTS. But I have drawn the attention of the Senate and 
what concerns the public to what my opinion is, and let me add, with 
great respect to what the opinion of the Senator from Missouri is, the 
question whether everything is to go to pieces because there are argu- 
ments that will bear examination and may be finally right. If I could 
have found that there was the least support in either House of Con- 
gress, or in the profession, or in the judiciary, that would carry through 
a measure which would relieve usin any other direction, I should have 
been more free as to discarding or disapproving this method or any 
other method of interappellate courts. 

I do not find now that the Senator has any expectation that that 
scheme can be substituted here on this floor for this. If itcan be done, 
let it be done. Then we march forward; but all I can say, or all I 
can hear, all that I can imagine, is that a halt is to be made in this 
slow march of the last fourteen years, to take a new invigoration, not 
towards movement, but to slumber and sleep. That is what we are 
to vote on, Thatis to be disposed of; and if there is an alacrity, it 
there is a consonant movement, if there is behind us a wish let it be 
put in place of this measure that is proposed; but do not defeat the 
provisions that are accessible and have been debated for the last four- 
teen years. 

I am told directly and by authority that in the last session of the 
American Bar Association at Saratoga, which collects eminent lawyers, 
and conspicuously from the southern and western portions of the coun- 
try its most eminent lawyers, there were two out of the whole body 
who favored the system of chambers for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, when we were able to divide the committee of the Bar Associa- 
tion some ten years ago four and five, and to divide the general assem- 
bly of the lawyers, which I had the honor of addressing, in the propor- 
tion of about two-fifths to three-fifths of it. We have now come down 
to this, that there are only two in the profession who favor it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be again read, please. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 16, section 5, after line 10, insert: 


In all cases of conviction of felony. 
In all cases where the matter in dispute is the right to personal liberty or the 
right to the custody of a child. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I sympathize with that portion of the 
amendment that was offered by the Senator from Virginia, against 
which I have just voted, which sought to increase the list of criminal 
cases that are appealable to the Supreme Court. This bill as it comes 
from the Committee on the Judiciary makes a very wise provision, that 
in cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by 
law is death“ there shall be an opportunity for review in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, thereby relieving what has always been 
considered by myself and by those with whom I have conversed on the 
subject as an anomaly in our jurisprudence, that we should in a mat- 
ter involving $5,000 have access to the highest tribunal in the Jand, 
while a person whose life was involved by the judgment of a Federal 
court was denied access tothat tribunal. That is relieved by this pro- 
vision, but I think it should go further, and I think that in every case 
where the judgment involves restraint of personal liberty, that in every 
ease of felony in which imprisonment is a part of the punishment ad- 
judged by the court, there should be the right of appeal. 

I think in the adjustment of our judicial system we should show 
that favor to personal liberty. and in addition to the cases where the 
punishment is death we should also provide that in cases involving im- 
prisonment, inyolving the personal liberty of a citizen of the United 
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States, there should be the opportunity given him to have the cause 
of his imprisonment reviewed by the highest tribunal in the land. I 
therefore move to add, in section 5, after line 10, the worus or im- 
prisonment; ' so that the paragraph shall read: f 

In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law 
death or imprisonment, 

Mr. EVARTS. Imprisonmentin jail or penitentiary? 

Mr, GRAY. Yes; it covers cases where the punishment adjudged 
by law is imprisonment, 

Mr. EVARTS. I agree to this punishment in jail or penitentiary, 
and not in what we call felonious penalty. What is the Supreme 
Court to do about all this matter of ordinary criminality? The sixth 
section carries everything into these courts that are near the origin of 
the criminal prosecution. There is a clear provision that in every one 
of those the court itself can send it up to the Supreme Court and the 
Supreme Court can send down for it. Here you are loading the Su- 
preme Court by a direct appeal to them with everything that comes up 
to a penalty that covers imprisonment for thirty days. 

No, Mr. President, we can not deal inthis way. Whatever you put 
into the fifth section can go to any of these neighboring tribunals, The 
great complaint has been that in the court of first instance a single 
judge disposes of this punishment. Now we are providing a general 
right of appeal to these interposed courts and a thorough provision 
whereby any one of them may be carried up to the Supreme Court. 
Whatever you put under No. 5 is taken out of No. 6, and every one 
that comes under a punishment and a penalty that imprisons the ac- 
cused, the convicted, goes directly to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. What benefit is that in all the humble cases? How is it to 
travel up to the Supreme Court of the United States under this dis- 
tribution of the sixth section? It goes, it is stopped, and you have a 
good solemn review before the court that is thus constituted. Besides 
this question, we have been told all over this country that they wanted 
competent relief and not stand under what they call one-judge power, 
and now the effort is that everything which involves imprisonment in 
jail is to go directly up to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
not go anywhere else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if my friend from Delaware will permit 
me, let me suggest to him that the operation of this amendment of his 
ifadopted would give a direct appeal in all cases by writ of error from 
the district court of the United States as to revenue cases where the 
punishment is ten days in jail or twenty days. And more than that, 
take the court of the Indian Territory, where the jurisdiction to-day is 
over misdemeanors exclusively—the court at Muscogee—ani over the 
lower grade of felonies, because I made an unsuccessful but very ear- 
nest fight to give that court jurisdiction over all ftelonies,and the House 
of Representatives cut down the jurisdiction to the lower grade of tel- 
onies and misdemeanors. A man in the Indian Territory can be sent 
to jail by that court for ten days, and under the amendment of the 
Senator he would have a direct appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Asa matter ot course, in ninety-nine cases out of one 
hundred it would amount to practically nothing, because that class of 
criminals would have neither the means nor the ability in any way to 
take the appeal. 

This leads me to say something in regard to what are called Federal 
telonies. I have not any of the law books before me, nor have I ex- 
amined the question lately, but as I understand a Federal felony it is 
where the act involves imprisonment in the penitentiary, not in jail— 
the States prison, and that is what I mean by penitentiary. 

Mr. EVARTS. There isa distinction. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that there is technically a distinction. 

Mr. REAGAN. Some of the States make that distinction, but in 
some of the acts of Congress in regard to misdemeanors provision is 
made for imprisonment in the penitentiary, and sometimes provision 
is made for imprisonment without the use of the word penitentiary.”’ 

Mr. VEST. Well, I suppose that originates from the fact that we 
use the penitentiaries of the different States for the imprisonment of 
Federal offenders. As I understand the meaning of a Federal felony, 
it is that the offender can be imprisoned in a State penitentiary or ina 
penitentiary, and below that the offense is a misdemeanor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has not the length of time of imprisonment some- 
thing to do with it? 

Mr. VEST. I do not think it has. I confess I make this statement 
withont having consulted the authorities lately or having had any oc- 
casion in practice to look into the matter, but that is my impression of 
what is termed a Federal felony. But if the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware is to be pressed it ought to be confined to those offenses, 
because as it stands now it takes in misdemeanors where a man may be 
sent to jail for one day. 

Mr, DOLPH. The Senator will allow me tosay thatin a large num- 
ber of cases disposed of in the district courts of the Western States for 
selling liquor to Indians the punishment is $10 fine or ten days’ im- 
prisonment. i 

Mr. VEST. All these grades of offenses under the non-intercourse 
law would have this appellate right, and they are almost innumerable. 


Mr. PASCO, I should like to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that the matter of the definition of felony is prescribed by the State 
statutes usually, but that the idea would be reached by using a differ- 
ent word—that is, ‘‘offenses which are punishable by imprisonment 


in penitentiaries.“ I think many of these offenses are designated in 


the United States statutes merely as misdemeanors, though under our 
State laws they would amount to felonies; and if the amendment be 
modified so as to express the idea of the Senator from Missouri, I think 
it would be much more satisfactory. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest, then, in line 10 ot section 5, if the Senator 
from Delaware will permit me, after the word death,“ to insert ‘‘ or 
imprisonment in the penitentiary.’? That would meet the idea of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], which I think is correct. 

Mr. GRAY. I will accept that modification of the amendment. 
The only doubt I have about it is—I have not had an opportunity to 
look at the statutes—whether that description of a punishment in a 
penitentiary would correspond with the penal code of the United States 
as contained in the statutes, and whether the punishment is so de- 
scribed, that the person upon conviction if there should be imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary —— 

Mr. EVARTS. I think there is generally when a crime is created, 
and in all common-law crimes it is always accompanied with a defini- 
tion of the punishment, and the only recourse the courts can make is 
to that measure of punishment. 

I call attention to the constitutional phrase which is ‘‘a capital or 
other infamous crime,’’ which is understood to mean the State's present 
penalty, where the head is shaved and all that, whereasin jail nothing 
of that kind takes place, and some penitentiaries may have greater 
gravity of punishment in some States than in others. But so far as I 
know the only recourse that the courts of the Federal Government can 
have is to the statutory direction to find whether it is an infamous crime 
to make a felony; but usually we do name the punishment, and lately 
we have endeavored to give gravity to what have already been called 
misdenieanors by calling them felonies and saying nothing more on 
the subject. 

I think there is danger of what the Senator from Missouri has sug- 
gested, that if you take this appeal directly to the Supreme Court you 
lose the benefit of the appeal to these local or nearer establishments. 
I should suppose it would be regarded by the criminals and by their 
lawyers a much more valuable protection for the accused than to have 
it limited to coming up to the Supreme Court. Criminals are gener- 
ally poor. There are exceptions, of course. The nature of the crime 
varies, butnotso very much under the Federal jurisprudence. Theonly 
crimes that belong to those who are rich or have the crimen falsi under 
our scheme is under our tax laws, ete, I think, therefore, it is dan- 
gerous to interfere with what has been fixed very beneficially by the 
fifth section in reference to the enlargement of appeals, ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment su 
mitted by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] as modified, 

Mr. EVARTS. I should rather put it in, if the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Delaware will agree to it, as lawyers, ‘‘ or 
other infamous crimes,” which is the Janguage of the Constitution. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the object we have in view could be better at- 
tained by the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Evarts]. I had endeavorad by the amendment I offered to keep 
the framework of the present paragraph by merely adding wordsto it 
so as to enlarge the number of crimes beyond those of which the pun- 
ishment is death, but what would accomplish the object in better shape, 
I am free to confess, would be the framing of the paragraph thus: 


In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 
death, or of other infamous crimes, 


Which would be, as the Senator suggests, the phrase of the Consti- 
tution. 

In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 
death, or of other infamous crimes. 

But it does not read well. 

Mr. EVARTS. It would then be applicable to the first number. 

Mr. GRAY, I understand that. 

Mr. EVARTS. Put it on conviction of other infamous crimes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, after the word death,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert the words or of other infamous erimes;“ so as to read: 


In cases of conviction of crime the punishment whereof provided by law is 
death, or of other infamous crimes, 


Mr. INGALLS. They will not do. 
Mr, HOAR. Let it read in this way: 


1s ae ofconviction of infamous crimes or of crimes the punishment whereof 
eat 


That will be better, to let it precede the sentence. 
Mr. INGALLS. The language of the Constitution in Article V is 
that— 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime ` 


unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, ete. 

Mr. GRAY. So that, adopting the language of the Constitution, it 
would read in this wise: 

In eases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes, ete. 
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I will withdraw the ious language suggested by me. 
Mr. INGALLS. 17! may be permitted, I suggest that it read: 
In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes, 


Mr. GRAY. And leave out the rest of the sentence? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. So that the amendment, withdrawing the other I have 
offered, would be tostrike out in line 9 all after the word ‘‘crime’’—— 

Mr. INGALLS. No; all after ‘‘conviction.” 

Mr. GRAY. All after the word ‘‘crime’’ as I am going to put it, 
and insert between the word of“ and the word ‘‘crime’’ the words 
“capital or otherwise infamous.“ 

Mr. INGALLS. And strike out all the remainder? 

Mr. GRAY. And strike out all the rest of that paragraph, so that 
it would read: 


In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes. 


Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. EVARTS. I think that will undoubtedly meet the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘ crime,” it is pro- 
pe to strike out the words“ punishment whereof provided by law 

death; and before the word ‘‘crime,’’ in line 9, to insert the words 
“capital or otherwise infamons;’’ so as to read: 


In cases of conviction of capital or otherwise infamous crimes. 


Mr. INGALLS. ‘‘A capital crime.” 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 
In cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous crime, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware is modified. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. PASCO. If there is no other amendment pending I desire to 
offer one or two amendments in section 3 for the purpose of eliminat- 


ing from the bill the having of district judges in the appellate courts. 


These judges have already a larger burden to bear than any other class 
of judges. They hold the district courts, and in most all cases in my 
section of the country they hold the circuit courts. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me to suggest to him, it 
is impossible to hear him on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PASCO, The purpose of the amendment which I propose to 
offer is to eliminate from the bill the power of placing the district judges 
upon the bench of the intermediate 2 court, These judges 
already have heavier burdens to bear than any other class of judges, 
They hold the district courts, and in most cases they hold the circuit 
courts also; that is almost always the case in the section of country in 
which I live, and I think, on consultation with other Senators, that it 
is the case nearly all over the land. 

I think, too, that these judges being so much engaged with the work 
of the lower courts ought not to be in the consultation rooms with the 
other judges in these appellate courts; and with this endin view I have 

the following amendments. I pose to amend section 3, 
ines 3 and 4, by striking out the words ‘‘and the several district 
judges within each circuit;’’ in line 15, by striking out the word! dis- 
trict’? and inserting ‘‘circuit;’’ and beginning in line 16, with the 
word within,” striking out to and including the word assigument 
in line 18, as follows: within the circuit shall be competent to sit in 
the court according to such order or provision among the district judges 
as either by general or particular assignment,” and insert, from other 
circuits,” and then inline 19, striking out the words court: Provided, 
That,” and inserting ‘‘Chief-Justice of the United States to assist in 
holding the court. But.“ The section will then read as follows: 


Sn. . That the Chief. Justice and the assocate — of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit and the circuit judges within each circuit shall be com- 
petent to sitas judges of the circuit court of appeals within their respective 
circuits in the manner bereinafter provided. 

Then, further down in the next paragraph: 

In case the full court at any time shall not be made up by the attendance of 
the Chief-Justice or an associate justice of the Supreme Court and circuit judges, 
one or more district judges from other circuits shall be designated by the Chief- 
Justice of the United States to assist in holding the court. But no justice or 
judge before whom a cause or question may have been tried or hi in a dis- 
trict court, or existing circuit court, shall siton the trial or hearing of such cause 
or question in the circuit court of appeals, 

I offer these amendments, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in their 
order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 3, after the word 3 circuit, 
it is proposed to strike out and the several district judges within each 
eirenit;“ so as to read: 

Sxc. 3. That the Chief-Justice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court 
assigned to each circuit and the circuit jud within each circuit shall be com- 
petent to sit as judges of the circuit court of appeals within their respective cir- 
cuits in the manner hereinafter provided. 


Mr. PASCO. The question may as well be taken upon that amend- 
ment first, because the amendments further on in the section will not 
have to be made unless this is adopted. This brings up the question 
as to whether the district judges shall sitin the appellate t court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 


bay sues from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to the amendment of the com- 
ttee. 

Mr. EVARTS. This amendment would cripple the court entirely. 
The House has provided that there shall be no circuit judges at all ex- 


cept these appellate judges, and there has been a disposition to think 
that the circuit courts below of the first instance and the district courts 
might be confused or confounded, ‘This bill leaves that aside, and we 
go right on. Now we havea provision by which the Supreme Court 
judges here and the circuit judges created or existing and the district 
judges shall be competent to sit in the appellate circuit court. It can 
not be supposed that the judges of the Supreme Court can always or ex- 
cept under peculiar circumstances be ted toattend, Then we have 
two circuit judges, and what are we to do forthe third? Why thesup- 
plenary amendment, as I understand, which the Senator from Florida 

as proposed is that we shall draw in circuit judges from other circuits, 
Well, what is to happen to other courts then? This is fatal to the 
scheme, and I know no reason why any exception should be taken to 
the district judges serving. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. PASCO. I call for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

Several SENATORS. Ob, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Florida will yield to the 
appeal to let the vote be taken by sound, and in case the result is not 
satisfactory to him then when the bill has been through the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and reported to the Senate, he can again call for the 
action of the body. 

Mr. PASCO, That will be satisfactory, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO, I will reserve the calling of the yeas and nays until 
the bill comes into the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the amendment of the minority ot the Judiciary 
Committee as a substitute for the bill as amended. I wanted to wait 
until the amendments of the committee were all disposed of and then 
offer that as a substitute for the whole bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered as a substitute by the Senator from Missouri, which will be re- 


ported. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question on that can as well be taken in the 
Senate after the amendments have been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill has not been reported to the Senate yet. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not yet; but I say the question on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri can just as well be taken in the Senate 
after the bill has been reported from the Committee of the Whole, if 
he is willing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the bill been reported to the Senate yet? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been, 3 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the amendment of the Senator from Missouri 
is in order. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; it is in order. 
vote on it. I will not press it now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was the amendment of the Judiciary Committee 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair does not understand the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question before the Senate was upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
was to strike out and insert, and I inquired whether or not the ques- 
tion had been taken in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair should have put that question. 
The met will be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The question is on the amendment reported by the Committee on 
the Judiciary as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary as amended, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to understand the question exactly. My 
colleague has an amendment which he desires to offer, and that is an 
amendment to strike ont and insert. Now, if we agree to one amend- 
ment to strike out and insert, that will possibly preclude the offering 
of other amendments. 

Mr. INGALLS. Except in the Senate. It would at this parlia- 
mentary stage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill is in the Senate now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not yet 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is in Committee of the Whole upon 
3 the amendment as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 


Ido not care, I just want a 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will now be reported to the Sen- | Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ate, if there be no further amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Will the Senate concur with the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? 5 

Mr. VEST. Now I ofter my substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, it is proposed to insert: 


That for the purpose of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such juris- 
diction is now created and regu by Iaw, and as it may hereafter bs soph 
8 by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may sit in divisions in 

ne. 

There shall be three divisions, numbered 1,2, and 3, respectively, the division 
numbered l to be com of the Chief-Justice and two associate and 
each of divisions num 2 and 3 to be composed of three 
The Chief-Justice shall make assignment of the eight associate justices to the 
three divisions, and such assignment may be changed by him from time to time. 
The associate justices shall be competent to sit in either division, and may in- 
terchange with cach other by agreement among ves or as by 
the (Chief. Justice Each of the divisions shall have the power to hear and de- 
termine causes and all questions arising therein subject to the provisions here- 
inafter contained. 8 ‘ 

All fna) decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be consid- 
ered by the court in banc, and ifthe Chief-Justice and four associate justices or 
five associate justices shall concur therein, judgment shall be entered accord- 
ingly upon the records of the Supreme Court as now provided. : 

he presence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice ar of two asso- 
ciate justices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of 
said divisions, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the con- 
eurrence of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate jus- 


ti = 

The Chief-Justice shall apportion the business to said divisions, and may, in 
his discretion, order any cause pending before the court to be heard and de- 
cided in the first instance by the court in banc. Whenever the Chief-Justice 
and one associate justice, or two associate justices, sitting in either of said di- 
visions may be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard yria 
full court, they may so order, and the cause shall then be heard and determ: 
by the court in banc. 

Division numbered 1 shall be presided over by the Chief-Justice and when 
he is not sitting, by the associate justice in said division oldest in commission, 
and divisions numbered 2 and 3 shall be presided over by the associate justice 
oldest in commission of those present at each session. 

Causes pending, or which may be hereafter pending in the Supreme Lo 
in which ay involved a question arising under the Constitution of the Uni 
States shall be heard by the full court. 

The ChiefJustice and justices of the Supreme Court are hereby authorized 
and directed to make and carry into effect such general or special regulations as 
may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. PASCO. If that eompletes the reading of the substitute, I re- 
new now the amendment I offered to the original bill, and that I sup- 
pose is first in order; but if it is the wish of the Senate I am perfectly 
willing that the vote shall be taken upon the substitute first. I sub- 
mit the amendment to the Senate, however. 

Mr. HARRIS. The part proposed to be stricken out must be per- 
fected before the question on the substitute is taken, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Florida must be acted upon before the vote 


is taken upou substituting the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 


souri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the substitute offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, on the amendment of the Senator from Florida 

ing to perfect the amendment made in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Florida, if that is his motion. 

Mr. EVARTS. - Let the amendment of the Senator from Florida be 
reported again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In seetion 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘cirenit,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out and the several district judges within each 
circuit;’’ so as to read: 


That the Clief-Jastice and the associate justices of the Supreme Court as- 
to each cirenit and the circuit jadges within each circuit shall be com- 


petent to sit as judges of the circuit court of appeals, eto. 

Mr. PASCO. On that amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name wasealled). Lam paired with the Sen- 


ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If I were not paired, I should 
vote yea on this amendment. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If the Senator from 
Tennessee is willing, we may transfer our pairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Then I vote yea.“ z 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstis]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 


ator from’ West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator trom Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.“ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. Was Hnhunx's name was called). Idesire to 
announce for the day that my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] is neces- 
ane and is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, 

IBSON ]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague * 
TELLER] is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoL- 
quitr]. I do not know how he would vote if present, and fore I 
witbhold my vote. £ 

Mr. HARRIS. My pair having been transferred under thearrange- 
ment announced by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hrocrxs], I vote 
„ yea. ad 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is my vote reqnired to make a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it will be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I vote nay.“ Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], but [have the liberty to vote to make 
a quorum. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. My colleague [Mr. MCMILLAN] is paired 


with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is necessary I can vote to make a quorum; other- 
wise I do not desire to vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair thinks it is necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES, 
“na * 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Under the conditions of my pair with the 
Senator from Maryland I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I 
vote nay. : 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VOORHEES), and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen ] is paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 
those pairs the Senator from Alabama and myself will be at liberty to 
vote. I vote nay. 

Mr. PUGH, Under that arrangement I vote. Ivote “yea.” 

The result was announeed—yeas 13, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 

Barbour, Gray, Pagh, Walthall. 

e, Hampton, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 

e, Pasco, Vest, 

NAVYS—31. 2 
Aldrich, Evarts, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Allison. Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blair, Hale. Moody, . 
Casey, Hawiey, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pierce, 2 ea 
Dawes, H Piatt, Wilson of a, 
Dixon, Hoar, Power, Wolcott. * 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sanders, 
ABSENT—40. 

Allen, Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, 
Berry Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Blackburn, Davis, Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, MeMillan, lord, 
Brown, — MePherson, Teller, 
Butler, 1. Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Faulkner, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, George, dock, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Payne, Washburn, 
Chandler, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wilson of Mad. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I now offer, for the purpose 
fecting the part to be stricken out if the substitute is not adopted, the 
amendment offered by me in Committee of the Whole with a verbal 


change. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 

Sec. 16, That the States of Oregon, Washington, Montana, and Idaho shall 
constitute the tenth judicial circuit, and there shal! be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 8 
such ctreuit two circuit judges, who shall have the same qualificationsand 
have the same power and jurisdiction therein that the cirouit judges of the 
United States, within their respective circuits, now have under existing laws 
and under this act, and who shall be entitled to the same compensation as the 
circuit judges of the United States in their respective circuits now have. 


Lam at liberty to vote to make a quorum, and I vote 


of per- 


By the transfer of ` 


Mr. DOLPH., I am not going to discuss this amendment at this 


time. I discussed it all I desire to do in Committee of the Whole. But 
the necessity for relief to the present ninth circuit arises in large 
part irom the fact that within the last three months there have been 
added three new States, making six States in the ninth circuit instead 
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of three. I have not been negligent about the matter, for on the 4th of | Of course it is not entirely satisfactory to all the Senators the interests 


December, 1849, I introduced a bill to create an additional judicial cir- 
cnit, which was as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of. Renresentatives of the United Slates of 


America in Congress assembled, That the States of Ore; 
Montana shal! constitute the tenth judicial circuit, and 
receive an annual salary of $6,000. ~ 

That bill has not been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for which I am not to blame. I regret to find that there is consider- 
able opposition to my amendment on this side of the Chamber, not be- 
cause it is not meritorions in itself, but because Senators say that all 
the judicial districts should be rearranged into circuits, That may 
be true, but it is a matter that I have no control over. It is a matter 
that I am not responsible for. 

I had been in hopes that during Saturday and to-day the parties inter- 
ested might agree upon a division of districts into circuits that would 
give relief to all sections of the country, especially the Northwest, but 
Senators do not seem to be agreed among themselves, They are not 

to support the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. INGALLs], and as I have no control over that mutter, in accord- 
ance with my promise when I withdrew the amendment on Saturday 
last to prevent a roll-call, I now offer it again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator {rom Oregon. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will allow me to add a word, I wish 
to say that my amendment is so drawn that it does not interlere with 
the structure of the bill at all. It is complete in itselt and will not 
require any remodeling of the bill. It simply provides for an addi- 
tional circuit and the appointment of two circuit jadges. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. The 
question of new circuits is one that covers the whole country, and if 


n, Washington, and 
e judge thereof shall 


there were a scheme that had been adopted by the Senate, and there- 


fore expressed their judgment on the distribution of the circuits, it 
would be no embarrassment to this bill that it should be put upon it, 
because then it would be an act by the Senate passing upon this dis- 
tribution. The circuit proposed by the Senator from Oregon may be, 
perhaps, the very best circumscription of the States that shall be in- 
cluded within it in that portion of this country. He is quite right in 
saying that it is a complete measure, and therefore it would only be an 
addition that there was another circuit and two circuit judges were to 
be appointed; buta broader scheme has been presented, and, so far as 
I can gather, has received the general assent ot the Senate in the event 
that a redistribution is to be made. Nevertheless, it is impossible to 
say whether that rearrangement would not encroach upon this circuit, 
and whether this circuit does not need to be balanced with the other 
circuits that are to be deranged. 

I hope that this amendment will not be placed on the bill to which 
it has no relation of itself, and especially I would point out that before 
this bill can go into operation, ifthe scheme is adopted by the two Houses 
of Congress, as we are so near the meeting of the December session, 
that, as well as that which the Senator from Kansas presented, might 
well await further disposition by the Senate, I therefore hope the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. DOLPH, Just one word more, and I address that distinctly to 
my friends on this side of the Chamber. y 

There is no impropriety in providing for the rearrangement of the 
districts into circuits upon this bill, This measure has passed the 
House, and if we could just determine what is best to be doneand put 
it on this bill, this is the shortest way to secure the necessary legisla- 
tion. I bave no faith whatever, and I do not believe that any other 
member ol the Senate has, that any bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate will pass the House at the present session 
providing for the redistribution of the Federal judicial districts into 
circuits. If we do not during the present session there is a strong 

robability that the same obstacles which have been in the way in 
legistating upon this question may exist, and it may be twenty years 
before we have the power to agree among ourselves upon the rearrange- 
ment of the judicial circuits. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, whatever may be the view as to the 
general policy of dealing with the subject of the readjustments of the 
circuits upon this bill, there can be none concerning the propriety of 
acting upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon. The 
subject is one of the greatestimportance, and it ought not to be dealt with 
in a fragmentary and partial way. I donot know what the sentiment 
of the Senate is upon the question, but I entertain the views that I ex- 
pressed when the bill was last under consideration, that this amend- 
ment is germane and that properly considered it would afford an im- 
mense amount of relief in connection with the other measures that 
are proposed in the bill which are supported by the Senator from New 
York. 

In order to test the sense of the body, therefore, I move to strike out 
all after the first word of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Oregon and insertthe amendment that I offered when the bill 
was in Committee of the Whole, providing for eleven circuits. It isnot 
necessary that it should be read now, because the Senate understand it. 


—— ——— 


can go into conference and there the adjustment can be made. I will 
not ask that my amendment be read, because it has been already read 
and the Senators are familiar with its provisions. I will ask that the 
question be first taken upon agreeing to the amendment I offer. 

Mr. DOLPH, I raise the point of order that the Senator’s amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask how 
many circuits are proposed to be created in this revision of the circuits? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Oregon proposes one. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many does the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas propose? 

Mr. INGALLS. Eleven in all—the same that I offered when the bill 
was in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. While the amendment of the Senator from Oregon 
proposes to increase the number one, making ten in all, 

Mr. DOLPH. I rise to a point of order. : 

Mr. REAGAN. One would make ten and the other eleven. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That the amendment offered by meis an amendment 
to an amendment, as I understand. 

The VICE-PKESIDENT. The Chair will first submit the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Dorn]. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. INGALLS. The question in the Senate is on the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole. Do I understand that that has been 
acted upon? 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendment of the committee has not been acted 


upon. 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope the vote will be taken upon the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], if that is in order. 

Mr. INGALLS, Of course the Senator from Oregon does not wish to 
juggle with this business. He isa plain, straightforward, and direct 
man, 

7785 DOLPH. Does the Senator think I have attempted to juggle 
with it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I said the Senator did not wan todoso, Whether 
I thought he had been or had not been juggling is not in issue at all. 
The Senator brought thatin. If the Senator desires to push that in- 
quiry turther, of course I am ready, but I hope he wi 
until I make some suggestion of that kind myself, 

I was about to say that, of course, the Senator understands very well 
that if his amendment should be agreed to, the matter would not rest 
there. That would be an indication that the Senate preferred to deal 
with the questionof the readjustment ot the circuits in connection with 
the general scheme of this bill. I will therefore suggest that he waive 
the point of order and let us take the vote on my general amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I can not do that. I will not stop, however, to 
make the suggestion I was about to make, nor do I consider that it is 
juggling at all to insist upon my amendment, I introduced it on the 
4th day of December, and had it printed and laid on the desks of Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. INGALLS. We shall all vote now against it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not so sure about that. I do not think the Sena- 
tor can speak ſor anybody but himself on that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. The result will show. 

Mr. DOLPH. It may. In the flrst place, if the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas was adopted I should vote against the bill, be- 
cause it would not then afford us any relief whatever. It would sim- 
ply be to readjust the districts into judicial circuits, so that perhaps the 
Senator would be satisfied, but it would leave our circuit the same as 
it exists now, and it would leave us to fight the question of a new cir- 
cuit standing alone. 

I am periectly willing that this whole matter shall be adjusted. I 
am not a member of the Judiciary Committee and I have not had ju- 
risdiction as a member of any committee of this subject, and I can not 
undertake to say what will be satisfactory to the people in the seventh 
and eighth circuits. Ican only speak for my own, and I am doing 
what every Senator claims the right to do here, I have simply offered 
an amendment, which answers the purpose I have in-view and which 
does not interfere with the general stracture ot the bill, and I am ask- 
ing for a vote upon it. 

I shall not be very greatly disappointed if the whole matter goes over 
in order that all the circuits may be adjusted together; but I do not 
want them adjusted in such a manner as not to afford relief. Nobody 
can take the map and look at it without being satixfied that we must 
have two circuits on the Pacific coast, and we must come this way 
far enough to get additional territory to make two circuits. We are 
circumscribed in that regard. Circuits can be formed in other parts of 
the Union and they can come this way and States can be grouped to- 
gether; but three of those States in which the courts have admiralty 
and maritime jurisdiction are too great to be put in ove: circuit, and 
we must at least have two on the Pacific coast, coming this way far 
enough to get territory. 


of whose States are involved, but if the amendment can be adopted it 


not raise it 
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That is the reason I insist upon this matter of a new circuit addi- 
tional to the ninth circuit. The Senate can vote upon it, and if it is 
voted down we can try to take it up at some other time, but I suggest 
to Senators that it will be years before we shall have the opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tbe question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. President, I voted before and will vote again 
with the Senator from Oregon for his amendment, but it seems tome 
that some arrangement ought to be made by which the sense of the 
Senate may be taken on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas, because the eighth circuit and the fifth circuit both, while not 
quite as badiy situated as the States embraced in the amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon, are very greatly in need of being changed, 
and it will require an additional circuit to meet the necessities of those 
two circuits andof the new States which have been admitted. Would 
it not be practicable for the Senator trom Oregon to withhold his 
amendment until a vote can be taken on the amendment of the Sena- 
ator trom Kansas? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Chair has stated, as I understand, that the 
question is on my amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 


n. . 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not understand that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My understanding has been that the ques- 
tion stands in this position: That there has been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the Senate an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the entire bill. Pending that amendment the Senator 
from Oregon offers an amendment, which is an amendment in the sec- 
ond degree. Now the Senator trom Kansas offers an amendment to 
the amendment, which is an amendmentin the third degree. It seems 
to me that that is out of order, and, turthermore, I wish to state that 
I hope—— ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have a part of Rule XVIII 
read bearing upon the subject under consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: j 

But pending a motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and 
the part to be inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as 


a question; and motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have pre- 
cedence, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not doubt the doctrine of that rule at 
all, but it does not change the position I have stated. The amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole is to strike out and 
insert. There is an amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH] to amend that amendment. After that there comes 
another amendment to amend that, whichis an amendment in the third 
degree, Therefore it seems to me that the vote must be taken first 
upon the amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon, after which 
the Senator from may present his amendment, and to that 
amendment I desire to have an opportunity to offer an amendment, 
and if that is to be held as an amendment in the second degree, then I 
have no opportunity to offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, what is the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 

nding question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I appeal to the Senate from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question then is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. On which I demand the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon demands the 
yeasand nays. Is the demand seconded ? 

M.. HARRIS. What is the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the appeal of the Senator from Oregon from the 
decision of the Chair be laid on the table. 

Mr. HALE, There is no debate permissible on the motion. I hope 
we shall have the vote. 

T VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and nays sec- 
on ? 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the proposition be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask exactly what the question is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decided that in his opinion the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas was first in order. 
From that decision the Senator trom Oregon appealed, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine moves to lay that appeal on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask further whether the amendment made in 
Committee of the Whole has or has not been acted upon? 

Mr. DOLPH. It has not been acted upon in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been acted upon in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then the Senator from Oregon moves to amend that 
amendment. Is that the fact of the case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 


Mr. HARRIS. And then the Senator from Kansas moves to amend 
the amendment of the Senator from n? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desired to get the exact status of the question. It 
isan amendment in the third degree. 2 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

- Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], or I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. HIGGINS. _ I suggest to the Senator that we transfer our pairs 
as we did on the last vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ I transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McoPHERson ]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is transferred to the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
u yea. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Casey]. 
my vote. 


I am paired with the 


In his absence I withhold 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 3 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with thejunior 
Senator trom West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], unless my vote is n to 
make a quorum, which I think it will be, in which event I will take 
the liberty to vote “ yea.” > 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON. and therefore for the 
present withhold my vote. If itis found necessary to make a quorum, 
I shall be at liberty under the terms of my pair to vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WALTHALL, The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has 
a general pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce for the day that my colleague 
[Mr. TELLER] is necessarily absent from the Chamber, and is paired’ 
with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoL- 
aurrri, but I am at liberty to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Coke, Higgins, Pierce Sawyer, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, y 8 oe, 
Dixon, Ingalls, Power, olcott. 
Hale, oody, 
Hawley, Morgan, Sanders 2 
NAYS—23. 
Allen, Cullom, Gray, Ste 
Barbour. wes, Hampton, Stock 
te, Dolph, Barris, Turpie, 
Blackburn, varts, Manderson, Vest, 
Carlisle, Frye, Mitchell, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom, 
ABSENT—43. 
Aldrich Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, un 
Allison, Daniel, enna, Peed: 
Berry, Edmunds, Me Millan, uire, 
Blair, Eustis, Mopherson Stanford, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morrill Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Vance, 
Butler, corge, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Washburn, 
Cameron, Hearst, Pettigrew, Wilson of fowa, 
Casey, Hiscoek, Plamb, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no quorum voting. The roll 
will be called, 


‘The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Ransom, 
Barbour, Evarts, Manderson, Reagan, 
Bate Frye, Mitchell, Sanders, 
Blackburn, Gorman, oody, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gray, Morgan, mer, 
Carlisle, Hale, Paddock, Stewa: 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hawley, Piatt, 88 

vis, Hearst, Power, Walt A 
Dawes, 4 Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dixon, Hoar, Quay, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. INGALLS. 


It is always held, I believe, that when the calling 


of the yeas and nays discloses the want of a quorum it is as if no re- 
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and I beg therefore to submit but a single 
8 in e eres fre ruling of the Chair. 
The bill having been to the Senate the question was upon 
to the amendment made in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole was to strike out and in- 
sert—to strike out the House bill and insert what had been agreed to 
in Committee of the Whole. Under Rule XVIII, for the purposes of 
amendment the part to be stricken ont and the part to be inserted 
were each original questions, and each open to amendment in the sec- 
ond degree; and my amendment therefore was plainly in order, and the 
Chair was right. 
Mr. DOLPH. My amendment was in the second degree, and the 
Senator’s amendment was in the third degree. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that Rule XVIII may be read by unani- 
mous consent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Rule XVIII will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


If the question in debate contains several propositions, anv Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one pro tion 
shall not prevent a motion to strike outand insert a different pro jon; nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 
tion to strike out prevent a motion to strikeout and insert. But pendinga mo- 
tion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be in- 
sorted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment asa question; and 
motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. „ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say just one word. I did not under- 
stand the question as stated by the Senator from Kansas, but I now 
think the Senator from Kansas is right. I shall change my vote and 
vote to sustain the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The reading of the rule only confirms me 
in the opinion I have expressed, and that is that the Chair and the 
Senator from Kansas are not correct. The last proposition contained 
in the rule is as follows: , 


But pending s motion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out 
oe eae to be inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment 
as a question. 


That is one thing. : 
And motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence, 


The Senator from Oregon moves to amend the part to be inserted and 
the Senator from Kansas moves to amend the same part. Therefore 
there is a question on the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, and that and the part to be stricken out taken together are 
simply one question. Then an amendment is offered by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon to the previous amendment in the first degree, and 
that single question is made up of two parts, the one to be stricken 
out and the other to be inserted. That is an amendment in the second 
degree. Then comes the proposition of the Senator from Kansas to 
amend that, which is an amendment in the third degree, and it puts 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, under the ruling of the 
Chair, beyond the power of any Senator to offer an amendment to it, 
and I desire, if it is to be voted on, to have an opportunity to offer an 
amendment to it before the vote is taken. 

Mr. PLATT. I think this question turns upon whether the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon was, strictly speaking, an 
amen t to an amendment. Iunderstand it was not; but that un- 
der the rules of the Senate it was an amendment to an original ques- 
tion, and one which is declared by the rules of the Senate to be an 
original question, and therefore the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas was one in the second degree. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be again called on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine to lay the appeal of the Senator from 
Oregon on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was- called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Coiqurrr]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evsris]. P 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] with the right reserved 
to each to vote to make a quorum; and to makea quorum I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs], but if my vote is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I am at liberty to vote for that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoN IJ. Unless it is neces- 
sary to make a quorum, I shall withhold my vote. 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. SANDERS. I vote yea“ to make a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. I vote yea“ to make a quorum. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 17; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—2, 
ra Re gas ~~ eae a 
9 U 
Cockrell, Dawes, Hawley, Moody, 
Coke, Dixon, Higgins, Morgan, 


Pettigrew, Power, Sanders, Spooner, 
Pierce, Pugh, Sawyer, St 
Platt. Reagun, . Wolcott. 
NAYS—I7. 

Allen, Dolph, Harris, + 
Barbour, Manderson, Walthall, 
Bate, Mitchel 
Black! Gray, Stoch 
Carlisle, Hampton Turpie. 

ABSENT—39, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, 
Blair, Edmunds, Kenna, Squire, 
Blodgett, McMillan, Stanſo 
Brown, 3 s Teller, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morrill, Vance, 
Call, George, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, Washburn, 
Casey, Hearst, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word Iowa,“ in line 20 of the amendment, 
and inserting the same word at the end of line 22. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will permit me, I will accept that 
amendment. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to that. * 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, I suppose so far as my own amendment is 
concerned, before the yeas and naysare ordered, I can modify it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Well, let the Senator from Kansas accept the modi- 
fication of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. INGALLS. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it in order now to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment will first be stated. 

Mr. SPOONER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to offer an amendment to the amendment of the tor from Kansas? 
3 ee e ee ae 3 eee, that the Senator 

m Kansas . INGALLS amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Waser S E 8 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not speaking of that. I am not speaking now 
of the assent or acquiescence of the Senator from Kansas, but of the 
right of a Senator to offer an amendment regardless to the assent of the 
Senator from Kansas to this proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would be an amendment in the third 


degree. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it would not be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to this amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it will be after it is voted upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will it be in order after it is adopted, if it shall 


be adopted ? 
Mr. HALE. That question can be acted upon when it is reached. 
The VICE-PRESID. „ It will be in order to add to the amend- 


ment after its adoption. The amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will first be 


stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On 2, in the eighth subdivision, line 20, 
after the word ‘‘Illinois,’’ it is proposed to strike ont ‘‘ Iowa;’’ and in 
line 22, before the word Minnesota, to strike out and; and after 
the word Minnesota, to insert and Iowa;“ so as to read: 


Eighth. 1 circuit includes the districts of Wisconsin, Michigan, Illi- 


nois, and 8 
Ninth. The ninth circuit includes the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
South ota, Minnesota, and Iowa. 


And the entire amendment is: 


Sxc.—. That section 604 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 604, The judicial districts of the United States are divided into eleven 
circuits, as follows: 

“First. The first circuit includes the districts of Rhode Island, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, and Maine. 

Second. The second circuit includes the districts of Vermont, Connecticut, 
and New York. 

Third. The third circuit includes the districts of Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Delaware. 

Fourth. The fourth circuit includes the districts of Virginia, West Virginia, 
North Carol and South Carolina. 

216 — The por circuit includes the districts of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
an ee 

“Sixth. The sixth cireuit includes the districts of Louisiana, Texas, and Ar- 


kansas, 
“Seventh. The seventh circuit includes the districts of Ohio, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and 8 É a aw 
Ilinois, and Missouri x N 
“ Ninth. The ninth circuit includes the districts of Montana, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Mi Iowa. 


“Tenth. The tenth circuit includes the districts of Kansas, Nebraska, Colo- 
r reu 
rado, and Wyoming. 


“Eleventh, The eleventh cireuit includes the districts of Idaho, Washington, 


Q: „Nevada. and California. 
The present judge of the circuit shall be the circuit judge of the fifth 
judge ofthe 


olreuit. The present judge of the circuit shall be the 
ee sg agan daa! aar aeaee ea a oae M aad 


sixth circuit, For the ninth and 
judge in each, who shall have the same power and jurisdiction therein, and 
receive the same salary as is provided in section 607 of the Revised Statutes. 

“All causes, controversies, motions, and matters which have been tried or sub- 
mitted and are under advisement in the present circuit courts in which any of 
said districts are comprised shall be proceeded with and decided by the said re- 
spective judges who have the same under advisement, the same as if this act 
had not been passed, 

“The regular terms of the circuit court shall be held in each year at the times 
and places following, but when any of said dates shall fall on Sunday, the term 
shall commence on the following day: 

In the district of Montana on the day of 7 

“In the district of North Dakota on the day of x 

In the district of South Dakota on the day of 

In the district of Wyoming on the day o 

day of 
day of * 


In the distriet of Idaho on the 

In the district of Washington on the 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend by striking out at the end of line 
20 of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas the words and 
Missouri.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that that amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What was the amendment accepted by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas? I did not catch the reading of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wrison], which the Senator 
from Kansas accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment. will be again stated. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment suggested by Mr. WILSON, of 
To 


Wa. 
Mr. SPOONER. The parliamentary situation as to this amendment 
is a very good commentary, it seems to me, upon the legislation pro- 
by it. I think no one will dispute the proposition that there 
ought to bea readjustment of the judicial circuits throughout the United 
States. Perbaps some of the circuits are too small, and many are too 
large, and some are not, from a geographical standpoint, properly com- 
posed, but I submit to the Senate that a proposition of this magnitude, 
toreform and readjust the judicial circuits throughout the whole United 
States, ought not to be acted upon without some investigation by acom- 
mittee. I venture to say, while there are Senators here who may know 
what the condition of the Federal business is in their own States, there 
are very few who would be able to say what it is in their cirenits, and 
who would be able, without consultation with the bar in their circuits 
and with the judges, to determine precisely what the boundaries of those 
circuits should be. = 

The Senator from Kansas has proposed an amendment here which 
never has been before a standing committee of this body, which has 
bad no investigation or consideration, so far as I know, by any com- 
mittee. No statistical information has been gathered or is laid before 
the Senate. He has made cireuits or proposes circuits which I think 
any Senator upon inspection would say ought not to be adopted. Take 
the eighth circuit; it is proposed to include ‘* Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Illinois, Iowa, and Missouri.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. “Jowa” has been stricken out there, and it 
reads ‘‘ Illinois and Missouri.“ : 

Mr. SPOONER. By the grace of the Senator from Kansas in ac- 
cepting the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, the State 
of Iowa is dropped out of that circuit in the amendment. I proposed 
to strike ont the State of Missouri, That did not meet the approval 
of the Senator from Kansas, and it was not aecepted; so that it was 
ruled out of order and I am precluded, except by the grace of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, from offering the amendment. I find no fault with 
him 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator ought not to criticise or censure me in 
that way, because he never made any suggestion about it to me. I am 
entirely willing that any amendment suggested by any Senator shall 
be considered and agreed to if the Senate thinks it proper. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am calling attention to the anomalous situation 
that here is a proposition to reform and readjust all the circuits of the 

Š United States, and yet no Senator in this body by parliamentary right 
can offer an amendment to it which can be acted upon or which will 
be in order except by the grace of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator certainly must be aware that when 
this amendment is acted upon it will be subject to amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to move an amendment before the amend- 
ment of the Senator is acted upon, and I am precluded from doing so. 
The Senator from Iowa moved to strike out the State of Iowa and the 
Senator from Kansas accepted it. I moved to strike out the State of 
5 and that was not aceeptable or aceepted, and it was ruled out 
of order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do accept it. z 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, well, it has been ruled out of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us see whether it isin order or not. Itmay 
be, if it is in order or accepted, that we shall get out of the difficulty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment is in order if accepted, but it would not be in order as an 
independent amendment. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I am submitting to the Senate that we ought not 
to consider a proposition to reorganize the judicial circuits of the United 
States in a parliamentary situation which precludes a Senator from 
having the right to offer an amendment to it or from having one acted 
upon unless it is accepted by the Senator who proposed the plan—— 

Mr. HALE. Vote it down, then. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iam making an argument against the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Vote it down. 

Mr. SPOONER. If you vote it down, that is all I ask. That will 
be right. Iam ing an argument against the amendment, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask whether the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin is accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it has been 
accepted by the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. MANDERSON. So that the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas is now amended by striking out Iowa and Missouri from the 
eighth circuit and placing Iowa in the ninth circuit. Missouri seems 
to have seceded from the circuit, and is out in the cold. Certainly the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin should not be accepted 
until Missouri has been added to some one of these other circuits. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to say he 
proposed to = it in another cireuit. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no; that was not his proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. If he was indulging in a piecs of jocularity I do 
not necept the amendment, of course. I supposed the Senator wasseri- 
ous; but to suppose that I proposed to drop one State from a circuit 
and leave it nowhere, of course would be facetiousness that I would 
not accede to. I understood the Senator to say that he desired to put 
Missouri in another circuit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihad aright or I had not to move to amend by 
striking out the State of Missouri from the eighth circuit. The Sena- 
tor did not accept my amendment, and I did not suppose he would, 
nor did I care whether he did or not, for I made it for the purpose of 
bringing to the attention of the Senate the circumstances under which 
it is proposed to enter upon this broad field of legislation. I would 
not undertake to add Missouri to some other circuit by a motion of 
mine without consultation with the Senators from There 
are Senators here who represent that State, and Senators who would 
probably want to be heard as to the location of that State in a 
circuit. I supposed Missouri, if excepted from the eighth cireuit, leav- 
ing Wisconsin, Michigan, and Illinois, the Senators from Missouri, 
probably, if this proposed legislation were to be consummated, would 
want to offer an amendment which would locate Missouri somewhere, 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas and that of the Senator 
frem Oregon should be defeated, and next session, upon due investiga- 
tion and after giving Senators an opportunity to be heard, the Senate 
ean 2 doubtless will deal with the entire subject by a bill relating to 
itmainly. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the question be stated, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas Har INGALLS] to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dol pH. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now let us pass the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Now the question recurs on the amend- 
ment offered as a substitute by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. Lask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume that the proposed substitute should 
be perſected before that vote shall be had; and, in order to reach per- 
fection as far as possible, I move to strike out, on page 15, line 31, St. 
Louis and insert Omaha.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15, in section 3, line 31, it is proposed 
to strike out St. Louis and insert Omaha;’’ so as to read: 


In the eighth circuit, in the city of Omaha. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the eighth judicial circuit is 
composed of the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, South Dakota, North Dakota, Wyoming, and Colorado. 
Its area is, I should say from a glance at the map and from my recol- 
lection of the conditions, at least two-fifths of the whole area, outside 
of Alaska, of the United States. It is by all odds the largest cireuit 
in the United States. Itis made upof States quite thickly populated 
and with large interesis., Thelargest city in it is the city of St. Louis, 
a most important metropolis, having, of course, that amount of litiga- 
tion which comes with metropolitan life and metropolitan conditions. 
Lasts State of Manan and even the States of Missouri and Arkan-. 
sas by no means have any very great proportion of the litigation in 
the United States courts in that circuit. — 
A glance at the map or a reference to the recollection of Senators 

to the territorial conditions will show that St. Louis is not only on 
the eastern edge of this circuit, but well to the southeastern corner of 
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the circuit; and certainly fairness and justice require that parties liti- 
gant should attend courts at some central portion of the circuit. The 
next largest city in this circuit by the last census is the city of Omaha, 
Jarger by the census than Kansas City, Mo. 

Kansas City would be an infinitely better place, as its seems to me, 
to hold the courts for this circuit than St. Louis, but the central point, 
the point most accessible by railroad communication, the point of ad- 
vantage to litigants, to witnesses, to jurors, and to judges, is certainly 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; and if the matter of the 
designation of the court town for this circuit could be left to the Con- 

ional delegations from the different States which compose the 
eighth circuit I have no question but that all, except the Congressional 
delegations from Missouri and Arkansas, would declare themselves in 
favor of this central point. 

Ido not know what the committee may feel like doing with refer- 
ence to this matter. I hope they may accept the amendment, and I 
should hope that that sense of fairness which always characterizes that 
distinguished member of the Judiciary Committee, the Senator from 
Missouri, would prompt him to lend his acceptance to this change. 

Mr. EVARTS. The list of cities given jar the first mæting in the 
different circuits of the new court is taken in the bill of the Judiciary 
Committee from the list agreed upon in the House of Representatives. 
Any one who reads the list will see that they are uniformly the prin- 
cipal cities, recognized as the principal cities in each circuit, and there 
is a provision in the clause by which thereafter these courts may sit 
from time to time in such other places as they may choose. I hope, 
therefore, no derangement will be made of the list, when it is quite in 
the power of these courts to sit in other places, and the list is that 
taken from the House of Representatives where this arrangement has 
been made, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I am not an advocate of this bill, I 
had very little to do with the arrangement of its details. Isimply want 
to state in confirmation of what has fallen from the Senator from New 
York, that to now strike out the city ot St. Louis and put in the city 
of Omaha would violate the rule which has obtained iv regard to all 
the other proposed circuits and would make an invidious distinction 
against the city of St. Louis. 

I am not disposed to go into any argument as to the transportation 
facilities relatively between Omaha and St. Louis. St. Louis is regarded 
as the metropolis of the country upon the western bank of the Mississippi 
River, and whilst there has been the ordinary amount of change in trade 
which obtains in all countries that are being rapidly settled and opened 
up, the supremacy of that city in business interests and in population 
has still been maintained. 

For myself, as a Senator from Missouri I ask nothing except that the 
same rule shall be applied to that city that is applied to large cities of 
the United States or as to the places in which the courts shall be held 
in the respective circuits, If the experience of the courts after being 
established under this proposed bill should show, as the Senator from 
New York has observed, that it is necessary to hold the court at any 
time in the city of Omaha or any other locality in the circuit, that dis- 
cretion is given to the court under the provisions of the bill; and I 
am not disposed to go into any controversy as to local interests about 
this matter, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I now ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute that I have offered. I ask that it be read again, as some Sena- 
tors have come in since the amendment was read before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be again 
read 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to insert: : 


That for the pu of exercising its appellate jurisdiction, as such juriadic- 
tion is now crea’ and regulated by law, and as it may hereafter be lated 
by law, the Supreme Court of the United States may ut in divisions and in banc. 

‘There shall be three divisions, numbered 1, 2, and 3. respectively, the division 
numbered 1 to be composed of the Chief-Justice and two ustices, and 
each of divisions numbered 2 and 3 to be com three assoc’ justices, 
The Chief-Justice shall make assignment of the eight associate justices to the 
three divisions, and such assigninent may be changed by him from time to 
time. The associate justices shall be competent to sit in either division, and 
may interchange with each other by agreement among themselves or as or- 
dered by the ChiefJustice. Each of the divisions shall have the power to hear 
and determine causes and all questions arising therein subject to (he provisions 
hereinafter contained. 

All final decisions of any cause by either of said divisions shall be considered 
by the court in banc, and if the Chief-Justice and four associate justices, or five 
associate jus ices, shal! concur therein judgment shall be entered accordingly 
upon the records of the Supreme Court as now provided, 

The presence ol the Chief-Justice and one associate justice or of two associate 

ices shall be necessary for the transaction of business in either of said divis- 
ne, and no decision shall be rendered in any cause without the concurrence 
of the Chief-Justice and one associate justice, or of two associate justices. 

The Chief-Justice shall apportion the business to said divisions, and may, 
in his discretion, order any cause pending betore the court to be heard and de- 
cided in the first instance by the court in banc, Whenever the CuiefJustice 
and one associate justice, or two associate justices, sitting in either of said 
divisions may be of opinion that any cause before them should be heard by the 
8 on — so order, and the cause shall then be heard and determined 

cou ne, 


Division numbered 1 shall be presided 
is not sitting 


est in commission of those 
may be hereafter pending in the Supreme Court, in which is involved a quès- 
1 —— under the Constitution of the United States shall be heard by the 
ull cou 
The Chief. Justice and justices of the Supreme Court are hereby authorized 
and directed to make and carry into effect such general or special regulations 
as may be necessary for the purposes of this act. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing to this amendment the 
Senator from Missouri demands the yeas and nays. 

Peto: yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but if the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiGGrns] will consent to a transfer of pairs, I will vote. 
I vote “yea,” 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). On the transfer of 
pairs, as suggested by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], I 
will vote“ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
janior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. Were he pres- 
ent, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSsoN J. If he were present I 
should vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] is paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. By an arrangement between 
the Senator from Alabama and myself we transier our pairs and I vote 
s nay.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Puen] is already recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES], with liberty to vote to make a quorum. Therefore I vote 
“*nay.’? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote nay.’’ 

Mr. SANDERS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Voorness]. If he were present, I should vote nay.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Blackburn, Dixon, Vest. 
Carlisle, Gorman, Ingalls, 
Cockrell, Ham 5 Piatt, 
NAYS—36, 
Aldrich, Dolph Manderson Ransow, 
Allen, Evarts, Mitchell, Reagan, 
Allison, RI auos Sawyer, 
Barbour, Tay, 01 * 
Bate, Hal Paddock, Mf 
Casey, Hawley, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Higgins, Pierce, Turpie, 
Cullom, H A Power, Waithall, 
Da Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 
ABSENT—38. 
~ Dawes, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blair, Edmunds, McMillan, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Me reson, Teller, 
Brown, Farwell, Morrill, Vance, 
Butler, Faulkner, Payne, Voorhees, 
Call, George, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Cameron, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of lowa, 
Sagte i f Arkansas, Pew WRR ee 
u ones of Ar ers, 
niel, Jonesof Nevada, Squire, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, when the question was put on the 
amendment of my colleague to substitute the name of Omaha for that 
of St. Louis in the eighth circuit there was not an understanding on 
this side ot the Chamber as to the question, Therefore, there was no 
satisfactory vote by the friends of that amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent that that vote may be taken over again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I object to it. - 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then, Mr. President, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which that amendment was disagreed to; and I desire to say 
that there is no Senator in this Chamber who, if he knew exactly the 
geography of that circuit, if he knew the business of the circuit, if he 
knew what would best subserve the interest of litigants and jurors and 
all in that circuit, would vote against this amendment—not a Senator 
on this floor, if he desired to do full and fair justice to the litigants, 
jurors, witnesses, and business interests in that circuit, 

St. Louis of course is a great city, but it is in the extreme south- 
eastern corner almost of the circuit. Omaha phically is very 
nearly the center ot the circuit, It is the center of the great railway 
systems which do the transportation business in that circuit. The rail- 
roads radiate from Omaha to every corner, every section, every part of 
the circuit. Omaha is the place of exchange for two-thirds of the busi- 
ness of that circuit outside of Missouri and Arkansas. ‘The constitu- 
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ents of my friends here from Montana in going to Bt. Louis, litigants 
and jurors, will have to travel nearly 1,50) miles. It seems to me an 
outrageous arrangement that for a great circuit like that, an empire in 
itsarea, the court should be held at St. Louis, a point so distant from 
the larger part of the circuit. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the Senator may find himself mistaken. 
Montana is not in the eighth circuit. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I intended to say Wyoming and Colorado. That 
part of the circuit is not so far, but the distance is very great. North 
and South Dakota are also very distant from St. Louis. They are com- 
paratively near to Omaha. One thing is certain, that Omaha isthe 
most accessible point in the circuit for litigants and jurors and all, con- 
sidering the general area and the lines of railroad transportation, and 
by all odds it is the most satisfactory place to locate the sitting of the 
court, 

Mr. COCKRELL, I regret that the Senator from Nebraska was not 
in at the time his colleague offered the amendment so that he could 
have made the same speech at that time. I hope he is satisfied with 
the encomium he has paid to the locality in his State. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I shall be satisfied 
when Senators on this side have an opportunity to vote understand- 
ingly. Several Senators have told me that they did not understand 
that that was the question on which they were voting at the time the 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is possible, and I think it very probable, that 
if we go back over all the amendments that have been acted upon 
we might reverse ourselves upon a good many of them. I am per- 
fectly willing that we shall consider undone all that we have done and 
vote upon all of them, and I make that proposition. The Senator ap- 
peals to his side of the Chamber as if this were a political question. 
T appeal to the other side of the Chamber to let us take the vote over 
on these other questions, It will be just as fair and right and just. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I think it is unprec- 
edented in the Senate, upon a statement of this kind, that the vote 
was not understood at the time it was taken, that the question was not 
apprehended correctly by Senators, to have the vote retaken. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly the Senator hasa right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly, I have a right to move to reconsider, 
I have already made that motion once, and I now renew it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On qnite a number of these questions I doubt 
very seriously whether all Senators understood them, and I think if 
the Senate was to be polled there are a good many other questions that 
have been voted upon which the Senate did not understand; and I do 
not intend 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may interrupt the Senator for a moment, 
my suggestion would be that the misunderstanding of the question was 
not upon this side of the Chamber, but certainly among those who voted 
no“ upon the other side ot the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But your colleague said it was upon that side. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was a lack of understanding upon both sides. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then that is shifting it. Iwas going to come 
to the defense of my friend from Nebraska, and to state that certainly 
when he presented his amendment he had made it sufficiently plain 
what his wishes were, so that there could be no misunderstanding on 
that side of the Chamber. I do not think it is possible that any Sen- 
ator upon that side of the Chamber could have been led into voting ig- 
norantly after the remarks made by the senior Senator from Nebraska, 
because he certainly presented the claims of Omaha and of his State in 
as strong terrifs, I may say, as his distinguished colleague has, and they 
have both presented them as strongly as it is possible for them to be 
presented, with a good deal of coloring in addition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What I meant to say was, that there was not such 
an understanding as there ought to have been as to the question when 
the vote was had on account of the confusion in the Chamber, and the 
mixing up of a parliamentary motion for which nobody in particular 
was responsible. There was not that understanding about it which 
enabled Senators to vote intelligently upon it. It wasa very unsatis- 
factory vote, and, as I believe, not expressive of the views of some Sena- 
tors, at least, on this side. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same state of facts bas existed in regard to 
nearly all these amendments. Awhile ago an appeal was taken from 
the decision of the Chair, and some of the Senators were mistaken as 
to what the condition of the case was and as to the exact effect of the 
appeal. 
Mr. CULLOM. I was one of them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some upon both sides of the Chamber were mis- 
taken. Now, if that is the ground upon which we are to go back and 
reconsider a question we must have a reconsideration upon all, and we 
shall begin at the beginning. I make that proposition. The appeal 
has been made to that side of the Chamber which controls the body. 
If they are willing, by unanimous consent, to go back and consider all 
the questions, then I will consent that this one shall be reconsidered. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are a number of Senators who are not per- 
sonally acquainted with the character of thetwo cities in question, and 


speaking for the bar of Colorado, one of the important States in the 
circuit, I willy that between St. Louis and Omaha it is a question 
as to which is the lesser of two evils, and if the seat of the court can 
not be at Denver I think we should very much prefer St. Louis. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the jun- 
ior Senator trom Nebraska that the vote by which the amendment of 
his colleague was rejected be reconsidered. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenatortrom Nebraska asked unanimous consent 
to offer the amendment that had been rejected, and the Senator from 
Missouri distinctly objected. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Nebraska to make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I moved to reconsider the vote. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the understanding ofthe Chair. 
The question is on the motion to reconsider, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment offered by the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON] was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, and upon that I call the yeas and nays, [ No!“ ‘*No!??] 
Well, I move to lay the motion on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 27 of the amendment of the committee, 
page 15, section 3, I move to strike out Richmond“ and inser 
Baltimore. I do this for the reason that in that circuit it is per- 
fectly well known (I regret I have not the statement here from the 
judges) that probably more than half of the business of the circuit is 
transacted in Baltimore. Ido not think there can be any question 
aboutit. I think it was an oversight in those who drew the amend- 


ment to insert Richmond instead of Baltimore. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15, section 3, line 27, strike out 
Richmond“ and insert Baltimore;’’ so as to read: 

In the fourth circult, in the city of Baltimore. y 
Mr. VEST. Under the provisions of the bill this matter is left to 
the courts. If the judges see proper to hold this court in Baltimore 
at any time on account ot the public business they can do so. All this 

squabble about localities is leather and prunella. ; 

Mr. GORMAN, I have only to remark that the Senator from M 
souri, not over filteen or twenty minutes ago, delighted the Senate with 
a description of St. Louis, its population, its resources, and the neces- 
sity for having St. Louis designated as the one place where there should 
be held at least one term of the court for the eighth circuit. è 

Mr. VEST. I did not, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN, I so understood the Senator, 

Mr. VEST. I never did anything of the sort. I made the same 
argument I makenow, and that is that the question is with the judges 
entirely. I made the very identical argument I make now. ‘Therefore 
I say that all this squabble about localities is leather and prunella. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I think the Senator from Nebraska and myself 
are greatly mistaken. I supposed the question was between Omaha 
and St. Louis a few moments ago. 

. Mr. VEST. It was not debated by me as a question between St. 
Louis and Omaha. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand perfectly that the bill provides that 
the court can be held at any place in the circuit hereafter, but I think 
under all the circumstances, considering the importance of Baltimore, it 
would be a matter of greater convenience if that were designated as 
the one place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland to strike out Richmond“ and insert 
“Baltimore” in the amendmentof thecommittee. [Putting the ques 
tion.] ‘The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call fora division. 

The question being put; there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 15; 
no quorum voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, No quorum is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allen,. Evarts, Manderson, Pony. pom 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Sanders, 
Bate, Gorman, Moody, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morgan, Sherman, 
Blair, Hale Paddock, Spooner, 
Carlisle, sag ton, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Casey, A Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pierce, Vest, 

Coke, Higgins, Platt, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Power, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davie; poet Wolcott, 
xon, ngalis, Quay, 
ph, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to place upon record for the benefit of the 
members of the conference committee on the tariff bill that are in ses- 
Sion, although not with the leave of the Senate yet from the necessi- 
ties of the case, and that our absence, therefore, will not count against 


us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators, more than a quorum, 
have responded to their names. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. ~ I understand that the Senator from Maryland in- 
tends to insist upon a division on this question; and it is exceedingly 
important that before the Senate disperses there should be a brief ex- 
ecutive session. While I regret to interfere with the convenience or 
comfort of the Senator from New York who has charge ot this bill, I 
feel it to be my duty to move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before that motion is put, I ask the Senator 
from Kansas to yield a moment that I may move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 
= HENRY S. FRENCH, 


Mr. SPOONER. Iappeal to the Senator from Kansas to indulge 
me to make a motion. 

The VICE-PKESIDENT. Does theSenator from Kansas withdraw 
his motion? 

Mr. INGALLS., Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. To-day, while I was absent from the Chamber on 
business of the Senate, a concurrent resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] relative to the amendment of the 
bill for the relief of the legal representative of Henry 8, French was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I wish to state a fact in con- 
nection with that matter; and I ask that that vote may be reconsid- 
ered and that the concurrent resolution may take its place on the Cal- 
endar without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin? The Chair hears none, and the vote will 
be reconsidered, and having been reconsidered, the concurrent resolu- 
tion will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. Without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the concurrent resolution may lie on the 
table so that the Senator from Wisconsin may call it up to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie on the table. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 23, 
1890, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 22d day of Seplember, 1890. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

John A. River, ot Wyoming, to be United States district judge for 
the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 10, 1890. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

Benjamin F. Fowler, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 

10, 1890. 

: UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Joseph P. Ravkin, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Wyoming, as provided by act approved July 10, 
1890. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers, 

Second Lient. Charles L. Potter, to be first lieutenant, August 12, 
1890, vice Spencer, resigned. 

Additional Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be second lieutenan 
August 12. 1890, vice Potter, promoted. : 

Medical Department, 

Col. Edward P. Vollum, surgeon, to be chief medical purveyor, with 
the rank of colonel, August 28, 1890, vice Baxter, appointed Surgeon- 
General. 


Lieut. Col. Bernard J. D. Irwin, assistant medical purveyor, to be | Bostner 


surgeon, with the rank of colonel, August 28, 1890, vice Vollum, ap- 
pointed chief medical purveyer. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. j 
William Clarence Braisted, a resident of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the United States Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 19, 1890. 
POSTMASTER. 
Jabez T. Denning, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Richmond and State of Georgia. ; 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 22, 1890. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
Davis Wade Matthews, of Salem, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Klamath agency in Oregon. 
Al Hussey, of McMinnville, Oregon, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Grande Ronde agency in Oregon. 
DISTRICT JUDGES. 
John A. Williams, of Arkansas, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Arkansas. 
John A, Ryner, to be United States district judge for the district of 


Wyoming. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Benjamin F. Fowler, to be United States attorney for Wyoming. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Joseph P. Rankin, to be United States marshal for Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, September 22, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H..CuTHBERT, 


GERA 


APPROVAL OF JOURNAL OF FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 19. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of Friday’s Jour- 
nal, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 173; as follows: 7 


YEAS—152, 
A Dalzeil, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, x é 
An Kans. De Wa, Sawyer, 
Arnold; Ding 5 Lehlbach, Seranton, 
Atkinson, Pa. iver, ind, Scull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, 8 Sherman, 
Baker, Dunnell. Mason. Simo 
Banks, McComas, Smith, III 
Bartine, Farquhar, McDuffie, Smith, a. 
Bayne, Featherston, MeKinley, Smyser, 
Beld Flood, Monit Spoone 
en, offitt, ner, 
s Frank, Moore, N. H. Steph 
Be: a Funston, Morey, Stewart, Vt. 
Bingham, Gear, Morrill, Stivers, 
Bliss. Gest, Morrow, k 
Boothman, Gifford, Morse, bie, 
Boutelle, Greenhalge, aoad, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Grosvenor, Ni ghaus, Taylor, III. 
Brewer, Grout, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N.J. Hall, O'Donnell. Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Barton, —.— Osborne, Thompson, 
Caldwe Henderson, III. Owen, Ind, i Colo, 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa Payne, T d, 
Cannon, Hermann, von, Turner, 
Carter Hill. Perkins, Vandever, 
Caswell, Hitt, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
le, Hopkins, Post, 5 
Houk, Pugsley, Wade, 
Clark, Wis. Kelley, Quackenbush, Walker, 
8 VW 
z err, Lowa „ . 
o 5 Ketcham, Ray, ler, Mich, 
Conger, Kinsey, Reed, Iowa ¥4 
g. Knapp, 1 Williams, Ohio 
Culbertson, Pa. 5 e, Wilson, Wash, 
n, La Follette, Rockwell, t 
NAY—0. 
NOT VOTING—I73. 
Abbott, Brosius, Catchings, Cummings, 
Alderson, Brower, Chipman, = 
Allen, Miss. Brown, J. B. ney, Davidson, 
Anderson, Miss, Browne, T. M. Ciarke, Ala. De Haven, 
Andrew, Browne, Va. Clements, Dibble, 
Ban. 4 Brunner, Clunie, Dickerson, 
Barnes, . B „ Va. Cobb, Dockery, 
Barwig, Buckalew, Connell, Dunphy, 
Biggs, ullock, Cooper, Ind. Edmunds, 
mn, Cooper, Ohio Elliott, 
Bland, Butterworth, Cothran, iis, 
Blount, Bynum, Covert, 
$ Cowles, E 
Breckinridge, 8 Ga. Crain, Finley, 
> Or u. iteh, 
Brookshire, Caruth, Cu. rson, Tex. Fithian, 


1 


Forman, Paynter, Stump, 
Foor: Martin, Ind Peningto T . 
‘owler, artin, Ind, m, ‘araney, 
issenhainer, Martin, Tex. Perry, Tillman, 
Gibson, McAdoo, Peters, 
Goodnight, MeCarthy, Phelan, Tucker, 
Grimes, McClammy, Pierce, r Turner, 
mgh, McClellan, Price, Turner, N. Y, 
Hare, McCord, Quinn, Vaux, 
Hatch, McCormick, Reilly, Venable, 
Hayes, McCreary, Richardson, Washington, 
Haynes, McKenna, Robertson, ler, 
Heard. MeMillin, Rogers, Whiting, 
Hemphill, McRae, Rowland, Whitthorne, 
Henderson, N. C. Milliken, Rusk, Wike, 
Herbert, Mills, Sanford, Wiley, 
Holman, Montgomery, Sayers, Wil n, 
Hooker, Moore, Tex. Seney, Willcox, 
Kerr, Pa. Morgan, Shively, Willi III. 
Kilgore, Mutchler, Skinner, Wilson, 8 
Lane, Norton, Spinola, Wilson, Mo. 
Lanham, Oates, Springer, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lawler, O'Ferrall, Stahlnecker, Yardley, 
Lee, O'Neall, Ind. Stewart, Ga. Yoder. 
Lester, Ga. O'Neil, Mass. Stewart, Tex. 
Lester, Va. Outhwaite, Stockdale, 
Lewis, Owens, Ohio È 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. i 
. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 

. COOPER, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. 

. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 

. Biiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

. MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 

. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

. THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS. 

. PETERS with Mr, MANSUR. 

. Brostus with Mr. ALDERSON. 

. SWENEY with Mr. WHITING. 

. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. PIERCE. 

DR HAVEN with Mr. Bregs (except bankruptcy and national- 
bank legislation). 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the names of those pres- 
ent and not voting. e 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. BROWNE ini s 
. b e Mir dong, Mg rs e ted 3 
Mr. YARDLEY, and Mr. Speaker REED, 

The SPEAKER, On this question the yeas are 152 and the nays 
are none. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No quorum. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The question was put. 

Mr. OFERRALL. Division. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I make the point that the motion for a 
division is dilatory. Any one can see there is but one person on the 
Democratic side, and if any motion is dilatory I think the motion for 
a division in this case is clearly so. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer: 


Abbott, Campbell, Elliott, Lane, 
Alderson, Candler, Ga. Ellis, Lanham, 
Allen, Miss. Candler, Mass. Enloe, Lawler, 
Anderson, Miss. Carlton, Ewart, Lee, 
Andrew, Caruth, Finley, Lester, Ga. 
Bankhead, VCatchings, Fitch, Lester, Va. 
Barnes, Chipman, Fithian, Lewis, 
Barwig. Clancy, Flower, 8 
Beckwith, Clarke, Ala. Forman, Nan 
Biggs, Clements, Forney, Mansur, 
Blanchard. Clunie, Fowler, Martin, Ind. 
Bland, Cobb, Geiasenhainer, Martin, Tex. 
Blount, Connell, Gibson. McAdoo, 
Boatner, Cooper, Ind. Goodnight, McCarthy, 
Breckinridge, Cothran, Grimes, McClammy, 
Brickner, Covert, Hansbrough, 
Brookshire, Cowles, Hare, McCormick, 
Brosius, Crain, Hatch, McCreary, 
Brown, J. B. Crisp, Hayes, McMillan, P- 
Browne, T. M. Culberson, Tex Rae, 
Brunner, Cummings, Heard, Milliken, 
Babaan, Va. 5 Ee Hem; 1, Mills, 
uckalew, vidson, Hen n, N.C, Montgomery, 
Bullock, Dibble, Herbert, Moia Tex. 
Buna, Dickerson, Holman, Morgan, 
Burton, Dockery, Hooker, Mutchler, 
Butterworth, Dunphy, Kerr, Pa. Norton, 
Bynum, Edmunds, X Oates, - 
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Paynter, Sawyer, Tarsney, Wilkinson, 
— Sayers, Thompson, Willcox, 

Pei. ington, Seney, Tillman Williams, III. 

Try, Shively, Tracey, Wilson, Ky. 
Peters, Skinner, Tucker, + Wilson, Mo. 
Phelan, Spinola, É Wilson, W. Va. 
Pierce, Springer, Turner, N. Y. Yoder. 
Price, Stahinecker, aux, 
Quinn, Stewart, Ga. Venable, 
Reilly, Stewart, Tex. Washington, 


During the roll-call the following members appeared, and their pres- 
ence was noted by the Clerk under the rule: 

Mr. BECKWITH, Mr. BURTON, and Mr. THOMPSON. f 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. My colleague, Mr. McCormick 
is detained at his home on account of sickness. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 


A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 
A bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; 
bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 
bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 
bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pensicn te William C. Ebert; 
bill (H. ) 

( 


R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; 
R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 


Be Be p p b> b> b> > 


x 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 
H. 


R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, danghter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment eee: Volunteers; 

Abi R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis; 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, a 
b. bill (H. R. 8019) inencasing : 

A bi in the pension of John B. R late 
lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Diino 

olunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison ; 

A bill (H. R, 8163) granting a pension to W. W, Seely; 


A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca E. 


Simon; 
R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence: 
A bill H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson; Bs 
A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a 
uate a 2 
A bi R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley: 
A bill (H. R. — granting a Pension to Elizabeth Abell 
A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 


R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe: 
A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 
A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 
A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly n 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 


> 
A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an inerease of pension to Charles E. Os- 
m; 
A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 


A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to John G. Boss; 
A bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements; f 


A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 
_A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cathe- 
rine Edmands; 


A bill (H. E. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


gain; 
A bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; 
5 R. 9666) granting an increase ot pension to Ransom E. 


raman; 
A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 


- 
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A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; The question was taken; and there were—yeas 85, nays 70, not vot- 


A bill Or R. $934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain; ing 170; as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. YEAS—8. 

Fogler; r i í Anderson, Kans. Gutcheon, McKenna, Stephenson, 
5 bam 77 R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. Atkinson, W. Va, De Haven,” Mian ky, 83 doe: 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; . Dolliver, Meat, Taylor ff. 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 8 Dory, Morse, Taylor, J. D, 
aå bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- | Belknap, “5 pr ag eo Rar 

n; Bingham, Frank, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; pete haope Payne, x Townsend, Colo. 

A bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; | Boutelle. 8. erie yan e, 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; Brower, Gifford, Pugsley, Waddill, 

A pul ( H R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 88 ee Boe 5 — om 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; Candler, Maas: : i ' Fiich. 

A bill (HL R: 10357) for the reliet of W. G Triece; i = Gannon, ii Tay Wiltiams, Otto 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh; e, nsey, kwell, laon, Wash. 

A bill (H. R. 10834) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; Tee epee Roohi aeu 

A bill (H. R, 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; Coleman; Laws, | ith, W, Va. 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; Cooper, Ohio Lehlbach. Spooner, 

3 A w (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H, Vos- NAYS—70. 

urgh; Adams, Dunnell, Lacey Reyburn, 

A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; Allen, Mich, Evans, ` La Follette, fie 

A bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; Bka d teers 3 

A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; Hanks. Greenhalge, Mason, Scranton, 

A hill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; ek ae eg paut 

A bill (H. R, 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A, W, Ackley; praadima Mariner; Neude e 

A A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. | Buchanan, N.J. Haugen, Moore, N. H. Smyser, 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; | Carter, F hace 

A bill (H. R, 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and | Cheatham, Hopkins, dudd Struble 

A bill (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs, Clementine Fink. | Comstock. Houk, Nute, Townsend, Pa 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 8 malay e ee ware: Kans, 
ments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following titles: | Culbertson, Pa. Kerr lowa 8 Py Wierhain. 

A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; | Dalzell, Ketcham, Post, 

A bill (S. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, De Lano, Knapp, Reed, Iowa 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; NOT VOTING—170. 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. Pierce; | Abbott, Cowles, Lee, Rogers, 

A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; and reponse pin rang pooped Ga. Rowland, 

A bill (S. 4243) granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wright. | Andetsom Miss, Gullirson, Tex. Leun. mots 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of | Andrew, Cummings, Magner, Sayers, 
the following titles; in which the concurrence ot the House was re- . 8 pee Borers 
quested: Barwig, Dibble, ` Ind. : 

A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; BU Dickerson, Mace men —— 

A bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of mails; | Blanchard, Rookery, pte Springer, 

A bill (8. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson; Blount, Edwards E Stewart Ga’ 

A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb; Boatner, Elliott. McOlellan, Stewart, Tex, 

A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as the | Breckinridge, apei 1 — 
Petrel; Brookshire, Ewart, 5 5 

A bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus Falls, Brosius, a Finley, Merne, : Stimpy 
Minn. ; rown, e ch, en, weney, 

A bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public road Laces nebo N 3 por A Tillman, ? 
iu Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Chain, Aque- ke —ꝗ— D Torne; aanre; Tex. Tracey, 

P 7 7 * u Va. 0 5 * * 
een eee Bridges, and running in front ot the Arlington Na- Buckalew, Fowler. z Mutchle 5 Turner, Ga 3 
u * * to * * . 15 

A bill (8. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of penn Gibsons, | ; Ontos,” : Vaur a 
George W, Lawrence; Búrrows 8 8 enable, 

A bill (S. 3529) regulating the fees and emoluments of district at- ponerworth, flanserough par poo oo 
torneys, marshals, and clerks in the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Campbell, Hare ' Outhwaite, Wheeler, Als 
Montana, Washington, North Dakota, and Wyoming; ee * WAOS; MO ting, 

A bill (S. 3744) to provide additional lights on the navigable chan- | Carian” — Nene, A 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto in the State of | Catchings, Heard, Peel, Wiley, 
Washington; 8 Hen hili, A Penington, Wis nson, 

‘ ? Š > ney, 0. 8 . 

A bill 85 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso; Clarke, Ala. Berber” Peters Williams, Ill. 

A bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced by | Clements, Holman, Phelan, Wilson, Ky. 
courts created under treaties and Jaws of the United States in certain | Clunie, cng My Se gy 8 
cases; Conne — — ap Vardlez 3 

A bill (S. 4175) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle | Cooper. Ind. Lane, ' Reilly! Yoder. * 
8 to the Government of the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- | gothran, 3 8 
ro m „ * 


yi 
A bill 8.4221 ) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and di- | The following additional pair was announced: 
minished reserve lands in the State of ; Mr. Linp with Mr. Pierce until further notice. 
A bill (S. 4258) releasing the right, title, and interest of the United | The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded; and 
States to the piece or parcel of land known as the “Cuartel” lot to] the House accordingly (at 1. 15 p. m.) adjourned. ; 
— the city of Monterey, Cal.; 5 


A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; and ESO 
A bill 8 4388) granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military R HUAINA : 

reservation in the Territory of tah, . Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 

duced and referred as follows: 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. By Mr. MOORE, of New Hampshire: 
Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to report an additiona) 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes | rule, to be known as Rule XLVI: 
7 seemed to have it. : 5 Hear 2 ak 

Several members called for a division. ** Contemp fouse.—When a call of the House discloses the presence of 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 43. a 3 K . = the 5 roll-call for the 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call for the yeas and nays. ined in a sum not exceeding $900; 07 e 
The yeas and nays were ordered. to the Committee on Rules. 


1890. 
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By Mr. COLEMAN: | 

Resolved, That the Secrelary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish to this House a state- 
ment of all moneys and funds received and collected from occupiers, owners, 
lessees, or agents of certain tenements in the city of New Orleans, and of cer- 
tain plantations in the State of Louisiana, seized by authorities of the United 
States during the years 1862, 1883, 1864, 1865, by Capt. John MoClure, assistant 
quartermaster United States Army, or by Benjamin F. Flanders, then supervis- 
ing special agent of the Treasury Department, and by them transmitted to the 
Treasury Department at Washington, together with the names of the individ- 
uals from whom received, and the several amounts received. and also what, if 
siod an or disbursement of said sums has been made by the Depart- 
ment; 


to the Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 373) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving er 
of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. > 

A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 925) extending the privileges of the free delivery of mails 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

A bill (S. 945) granting pensions to women who served as army 
nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1111) to revive the grade of lieutenant-general in the army 
of the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1420) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Walter Sniffens—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of William W. Webb—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1910) for the examination and allowance of certain awards 
made by a board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2276) for the relief of Rodman M. Price—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2340) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Colorado Springs, in the State of 
Colorado—to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2474) for the relief of Charles N. Felton, formerly assistant 
treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the legal representatives of Nicholas 
J. Bigley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2944) for the erection of a public building at Fergus Falls, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3106) appropriating $50,000 for improving the public road 
in Alexandria County, State of Virginia, connecting the Chain, Aque- 
duct, and Long Bridges, and running in front of the Arlington National 
Cemetery —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 3643) to provide for the building of a memorial structure 
at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative of the settlement of the Northwest- 
ern Territory—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3744) to provide additional lights on the navigable chan- 
nels of Puget Sound and the rivers tributary thereto in the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3893) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Nevada, in the State of Missouri—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3899) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Joplin, in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 4096) for the relief of William W. Burns—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 4122) to regulate the confinement of prisoners sentenced 
by courts created under treaties and laws of the United States in cer- 
tain cases—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

A bill (S. 4138) to extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as the same is defined in section 709 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to include the judgments and decrees of 
the highest courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians, respectively—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

A bill (S. 4156) for the protection of trees and other growth on the 
pou on from destruction by fire—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lan 

A bill (S. 4164) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


XXI——646 


A bill (S. 4211) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
purchase the equestrian painting of General Winfield Scott, now in the 
robin Art Gallery, and painted by Troy—to the Committee on the 

rary. 

A bill (S. 4258) releasing the right, title, and interest of the United 
States to the piece or parcel of land known as the ‘‘Cuartel’? Jot to the 
city of Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. e 

A bill (S. 4383) granting a right of way on Fort Douglas military 
reservation in the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: : 
Mr. ANDREW, from the Committee un Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred a memorial from the Indiana Yearly Meeting of Friends, asking 
co-operation by the United States Congress with other powers against 
the slave trade in Africa, reported the same favorably; which, accom- 

panied by a report (No. 3134), was referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 7147) granting a pension to B. Jones. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3135)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported with amendment the 
following bills of the House; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9950) granting a pension to B. S. Roan. (Report No. 

(Report No. 3137.) 


3136.) 

A bill (H. R. 12013) to pension John D, Bagley. 

Mr. NORTON, from the 8 Pensions, thamend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of 
Robert Hall, accompanied by a report (No. 3138)—to the Committee 
of the Whole House. s 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported favorably the following bills ot the House; which were 
severally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to Dr. Francis Lambert. 
(Report No. 3139.) : 
X A be Nas R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter. (Report 

o. 3140. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina, also, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11925) 
increasing the pension of William L. Horn, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3141)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 2884) to prevent the spread 
of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of Columbia, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3142)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11792) for the relief of Denis 
Kelly, accompanied by a report (No. 3143)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3861) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of Battle Creek, 
Mich., accompanied by a report (No. 3144)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALLACE, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally reterred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

A bill (H. R. 11996) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Cassidy, (Report No. 3145.) 
aa (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser. (Report No. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was 
referred the memorial of delegates of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nation of Indians in regard to their claim to lands lying between the 
ninety-eighth and one hundredth meridians west longitude, known.as 
the leased district, situate in the Indian Territory, reported a bill (H. R. 
12106) to fully execute article 3 of the treaty between the United States 
and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians, concluded on the 
28th day of April, 1866; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3147), referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was intro- — 
duced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 12105) granting a charter to the 
Woman's National Press Association of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills of the following ` titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12107) for the relief of Thomas 
Fitzpatrick to the Committee on War 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 12108) for the relief of George Con- 
way—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12109) granting a pension to James 
C. Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOREY: A bill (H. R. 12110) for the relief of William 
Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the soldiers and sailors of Jo Daviess 
County, Illinois, in tavor of removing the remains of General Grant 
to his old home at Galena, IH.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORROW: Petition of 1,200 citizens of California, for the 
enactment of such laws as will prevent the further landing of immi- 
grants upon our to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Resolutions adopted by the New 
England Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church for Federal aid 

~of free public schools—to the Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 23, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial signed by a large number of cit- 
izens of Salina, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of any bank- 
i in bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

PADDOCK presented a petition of the Little Rock (Ark,) Post- 
Office Clerks’ Association, favoring the passage of House bill 10086, 
granting clerks in first and second class post-offices an annual vacation 
of fifteen days; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Fruitland Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 36, of Whitehall, Mich., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Webster Alliance, No. 11, of 
Otter Vale, Wis., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs, Esther J. Boone; 

1 bin (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs; and 

A bill (H. Ek. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1117) granting a to Sarah E. Palmer, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexan- 
der, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8519) Spaning a pontin to John Frohlin, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4131) granting to the county of Clallam, State ot 
Washington, certain public lands in trust, and for other purposes, re- 

it with-an amendment, 

Mr. BLAIR, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Andit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 


lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be authorized 


to continue its in with ail of the duties and powers authorized by 
resolutions of the Senate relating to that committee of July 31, 1858, Decem- 
1888, and December 4, 1889, during the coming recess and the next session 


e Senate. 
THE ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was reſerred 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire ae 
BLAIR] on August 29, 1890, to report it with amendments; and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be amended 
will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the expense of reporting the ee by the Committee 
on Education and Labor on the joint 3 (S. R. 2) e an amend- 
ment to the Constitution Seach the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. - 


SALE OF USELESS OR DAMAGED PROPERTY OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate ereby, di- 
rected to sell at satis ANa Socom atten ean Sateen i 


damaged prope prope: rty in his 
charge as the mmittee on Contingent Expensesof the Scena alle decide 
and that he pay the amount received therefrom into the 


ought to be sold; 
Treasury of the United States. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 4417) granting a pension to George 
B. Edgar; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 4418) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Rowland, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (5. 4419) to establish a life-saving 
station at Heron Island, Maine; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON- introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 126) pro- 
vidio tor the distribution and sale of the United States Statutes b; 

the Secretary of the Interior; which was read twice by its title, an 
with the accompanying letter of the Attorney-General, r to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 127) 5 providing for 
the erection in the District of Columbia of a suitable memorial build- 
ing, in the vault of whichshall be placed the mortal remains of Ulysses 
S. Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
PLUMB, as follows: 

Whereas certain statements made in the memorial of the Woman's National 
Industrial League of America for the protection of women and children em- 
pret in the mills and factories throughout the United = and 2 — 

n the Senate on September 3, 1890, demand that the truth or falsity of these 
statements be known: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Comamistes © on Education and Labor be directed to inves- 
tigate these charges. 

‘That said committee shall have power to send for papers and persons, take 
testimony under osth, and the results ee g ARETE to the Senate 
at the earliest practicable moment in December n 

That the expenses of said 3 shall 5 funds of the con- 
tingent expenses of the Sena’ 


The 558 The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I understand the resolution—I have not read 
it—it authorizes a committee to be appointed by the Senate to inves- 
tigate into matters which fall clearly within the jurisdiction of every 
State. What right have we to go around by a committee to examine 
into what occurs in workshops, etc,? Each State has supreme control 
ot ail police regulations, certainly of all matters affecting the morals, 
cleanliness, good order, and happiness of its people. I do not know of 
any example of this kind. Perhaps there may be some in our history. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, let it be read again. I think the attention 
or Seaton Aas not been called to it. Itis not to inquire into public 
0 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chiet Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It does seem to me that to authorize a committee 
of this body, which is generally regarded as the most dignified and im- 
portant political body in the country, to go and visit the various work- 
shops and places throughout the country under the jurisdiction of the 
States—for instance, to go to the city of New York and see the con- 
dition of the buildings in which people employed under State laws 
are working day by day, to examine into complaints that might be 
made against local officers, police wardens, etc.—would be rather an ex- 
traordinary business. Itstrikes me, therefore, that the resolution ought 
not to 

Mr. INGALLS. We can not vote intelligently on this subject until 
we know what the statements made in the memorial are. I have not 
heard that read. It may be that they are material. The Senator from 
Ohio perhaps has read the memorial, and is therefore better instrueted 
than I am. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not, but I should like to hear it, 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly if the resolution is to pass we ought to 
know what the allegations are on which the action of the Senate is in- 
vited. I therefore ask that the memorial may be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. The memorial was printed some days ago, and is 
among the public documents of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not happen to have the good fortune to see it. 

Mr. FRYE. The resolution goes to the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses under the rules. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The resolution ought to be referred to some com- 
mittee. Ido not know what would be the appropriate committee. 

Mr. FRYE. It must go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bat still I think it ought to be referred to some 
one having charge of some matters that are brought in ques- 

n. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask for the reading of the memorial that we 
8 know what we are acting upon. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Memorial of the Woman's National Industrial League of America for the pro- 
tection of women and children employed in the millsand factories through- 
out the United States. 

The Woman's National Industrial League of America, having carefully 
watched the tariff debates in the United States Senate, and having from ourown 
observation and experience obtained facts which corroborate the statements 
made by several Senators, respectfully submit the following memorial: 

Evidently the intended protection liberally bestowed by House and Sen- 
ate does not protect labor, but is only fruitful to the manufacturers in this coun- 


try. 
"Womèn and children of tender age are virtually theslaves of powerful cor- 


rations, 

In the cotton and woolen mills of Pennsylvania, New York, and the New 
England States women and children work at from 35 to 75 cents a day; their 
day's work consists of ten hours; hence at from 3} to 7} cents per hour. 

According to the census of Massachusetts of 1885, 23 per cent, of all persons 
employed in the cotton and woolen mills receive only $2.10 to $4.50 per week, 
attending to from two to three looms each; while in Great Britain they have 
charge of from one to two looms only. 

Families in these aforementioned States falsify the entries in their family 
Bibles so as to enable them to put their children earlier to work than the law 
permits, being unfortunately forced to resort to these means in order to be able 
to meet current living expenses. 

The president of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working women in this country, and has also for 172 past carefully 
watched the abuses of these corporations, and from actual facts and statistics 
gathered 1 to your honorable body for protection to these unfortunate 
women and children, 

Immediately after the passage of the tariff in the House on May 21 last, when 
a bountifal provision of an advance of 50 per cent. on the ad valorem duty was 
granted to the cloak manufacturers, they, on the 5th day of June, notified their 
women workers that their wages would be reduced 25 percent. Receiving 
the mselves a further protection of 50 per cent. on the ad valorem duty, yet re- 
ducing in turn their women wage-workers’ pittance to a further reduction of 
25 per cent., seems like grinning mockery and wanton cruelty. 7 

The silk weavers of Bethlehem, Pa., have been notified by their employers 
that a reduction of 40 per cent. of their wages has been decided upon; y. for 
self-preservation, had to strike. 

These silk-ribbon manufacturers have also been liberally provided for with 
an advance of 20 per cent. by the House and Senate on their goods. Receivinga 
bounty of 20 per cent. extra, and asking their white slaves to contribute from 
their already scant wages 40 per cent., seems almost inhuman. 

Your memorialists also respectfully submit to you that women in New York 
City are making boys“ jackets for 15 cents each (in fact, a whole jacket for the 
price of two loaves of bread); a pair of pants for 12 cents each. 

Women finishers in the woolen mills in Pennsylvania, according to Pennsyl- 
vania annual report of the secretary of internal utfairs for 1888, receive only 45 
cents a day (not girls, but full-grown women); women spinners, 71 cents per 
day; women lers, from 42 to 64 cents per day; women weavers, 40 to 90 
cents pe- day, the latter to experts only. 

In knit-goods factories women (not girls) receive 55 cents per day for 
winding spools; women spinners, 50 cents per day; yarn twisters, 63 cents per 
Gay: yarn spinners, 66 cents per day; reelers, 65 cents perday. 

jirls at work in Pennsylvania in the shoe and boot factories receive 59 cents 


per day. . 

In the textile fabric factories the women spinners and spoolers receive from 
47 cents to 55 cents per day, and the winders 66 cents per day, while the dress- 
ers of woven textiles only 43 cents per day, 

According to the chief of the bureau of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, 
in his twentieth annual report, for 1890, on page 570, he states that 391 female 
children from ten to berry da are employed in the factories of Massachu- 
setts, and that 69,807 girls of age from fourteen to nineteen years are doing 


factory work. Considering that out of the 114,223 girls of the age between four- 
teen and nineteen years in the whole State of Massachusetts 69,807 girls are fac- 
tory girls, or over 61 per cent, of the whole girl 8 of that age, it secms 
almost ineredible but for the facts es in that official rt. 

In volume 2, 215, of the Massachusetts census for 1 the 3 
startling n is recorded: During the year ending June 30, 1885, 1 
Women were furnished with work at home, ang the amount d to these 
women for the whole was $514,362,” or at the average of 10 a year of | 
three hundred and twelve working days, equal to 103 cents per day. 

All this respecifully submitted, and, earnestly asking for relief, your memo- 

will ever pray. 3 
CHARLOTTE SMITH, President, 
CATHERINE BERGEN, Secretary. 

Wasutvertoy, D. C., September 2, 1890, < 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate with 
reference to the disposition of the resolution ? 


Mr. FRYE. Under the rule it goes to the Committee on Contingent 


xpenses, 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not so understand it, Mr. President. I of course 
defer to the Senator’s better recollection of the rule, but I am quite 
sure that it is not the uniform practice tosend a resolution of this kind 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. FRYE. It provides for the payment of the expenses of the com- 
mittee out ot the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand, but if it is to be referred it should be 
referred to a committee, it seems to me, having in charge, not the mere 
scrip of the Senate, but the general subject which is covered by the 
resolution. 

I only want to say in regard to this matter that it seems to be en- 
tirely within the scope of the jurisdiction of the Senate. It is just what 
we are doing through the agency of the Government by the Bu- 
reau. It might be objected that we were creating a new source of in- 
vestigation when we might make use of the old one, but that some- 
thing of this kind might properly be done, especially in view of the 
allegations made, there does not seem to me to be any doubt. 

If the chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, who is 
present, whose committee is mentioned in the resolution as the proper 
agency of investigation, should prefer to have the resolution go to that 
committee to ascertain whether it is proper to recommend the investi- 
gation to be had, I should not object to that. 

After that has been determined upon, then I can conceive how the 
agency of the Committee on Contingent Expenses might come in for 
the purpose of ascertaining if the necessary money is in the contingent 
fand; but I do not conceive that the judgment of that committee would 
be material to the Senate in determining whether the investigation 
ought to be had, because if there be no money for the contingent ex- 
penses the Senate has a way of providing funds. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am not willing to let this resolution 
and memorial pass from the present consideration of the Senate with- 
out saying one word with reference to the imputations made in the 
memorial with regard to the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent. I did not see that anything was said particularly about 
Connecticut, but it was classed with the New England States as Being 
one a States in which child labor was employed and improperly 
worked. 

This matter has received a great deal of attention in Connecticut, 
and our statutes upon the subject are very stringent, so much so that 
no child may be employed in any factory in Connecticut under thirteen 
years of age. Between thirteen and fourteen years of age children 
may not be employed unless they are sent to school twelve weeks or 
sixty school days of the year. They may be employed for the other 
portion of the year. From fourteen to sixteen they may not be em- 
ployed more than ten hours in the day, and severe penalties are pro- 
vided for any manufacturing establishment which shall violate this 
law. It is provided that agents shall be appointed by the State to in- 
vestigate and to see whether the law is being complied with or being 
violated. One of the most efficient men whom I know in the State of 
Connecticut has been appointed as an agent for this purpose. He 
makes it his business each year to visit all the factories in the State 
and see whether there are any violations of these laws, and he makes 
an annual report. 

I have, therefore, felt that it was my duty to say that this was not 
a subject which had not received the attention of the State I have the 
honor of representing in part, I believe that, so far as the strictures 
contained in the memorial are concerned, they do not in any respect 
apply to the State of Connecticut. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, so far as there is any allegation or in- 
sinuation in this paper that the employés of factories in Massachusetts 
are not receiving adequate compensation or fair compensation when 
compared with the compensation paid for like labor in other countries, 
Massachusetts welcomes the most thorough investigation. She has 
spread out before the country year after year, with the feeling that it 
was commendable, the example which she has set in paying compen- 
sation to those she employs in her factories at such rate as to enable 
them to lay up in her savings-banks more money than is in the Treas- 
ury of the United States at this moment. ‘Therefore there is no method 
of investigation to which those who signed this memorial may invite 
Congress which she will not welcome and to which she will not far- 
nish every facility for reaching those most poorly paid and clad in all 
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her borders, that she may herself take hold of the work and bring 
them up to a higher and better level. 

The absurdities in this paper are so glaring that their origin can not 
be mistaken, There is an assertion here that 15,538 women are em- 
5 in Massachusetts at 10} cents a day. There is no such false- 

ood so glaring ever stated by the enemies of the home employment 
of the people of Massachusetts equal to this. It is based on the 
fact that 15,538 women receive employment at home, are furnished 
with work at home, such as they can devote themselves to in addi- 
tion to their. domestic duties, and the value of that work in a year 
amounts to $514,362, in the aggregate, and that, Mrs. Charlotte 
Smith says, goes to show that so many thousand women in Massachu- 
setts are employed by the manufacturers there, under this tariff law of 
ours, at 10% cents per day. . 

If this were worth an investigation, Mr. President, the people of 
Massachusetts would be glad of an opportunity to show up the condi- 
tion of every employé—man, woman, and child—in all her borders. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think that the daylight ought to be 
let into this question by every possible opening. In the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts we have acted on that theory, and nearly twenty 
years ago, at any rate—I can not give the exact date from memory— 
we established a bureau whose duty it was to take the labor statistics, 
and that bureau has been either in the charge of persons who were 
specially devoted to what is called labor reform or such persons have 
been employed in the collection of the statistics, so that it would be 
quite sure that the truth as it seemed to them would be stated. I 
think there has never been a time when some person who was actively 
opposed to the Republican party, which was the dominant party in 
that Commonwealth, has not been employed by the Commonwealth in 
the collection and statement of these labor statistics, so that full jus- 
tice should be done to that side of the question; and the reports of the 
chief of that bureau have been sometimes criticised by the manufact- 
urers and by the friends of the protective tariff as, in their desire to do 
justice, going too far sometimes in the deductions which were drawn of 
late years. Until he came here, Mr. Carroll D. Wright, whose statistics 
have been quoted very freely on the other side of the Chamber, was 
the head of that bureau, and this memorial makes extracts from the 
more recent reports of the present head of the bureau there. 

In addition to the constant annual supervision and inspection and re- 
port of the labor bureau, we have stringent laws against the employment 
of children in factories, against the employment ofany person more than 
a certain number of hours a day, and when the children get old enough 
to be employed our laws require that before they shall be employed tl.ey 
shall have attended school a certain number of months in the year, and 
an official is appointed for the special purpose of seeing that law strin- 
gently enforced. That is in addition to many other laws for the benefit 
of laboring classes of the people; and, as my colleague has said, these 
laboring classes have deposits in our savings-banks amounting now to 
more than $315,000,000, and there are some of our Jarge manufactur- 
ing cities where the operatives in those cities could buy the whole city, 
the mill-plants, dwelling- houses, and everything else, by their sayings- 
bank deposits, 

There does not need, so far as my own Commonwealth is concerned, 
this national instrumentality of research, but it may be that it would 
find some sources of information which the Census Bureau does not 
avail itself of, and it may be that the report would receive a public 
aequieseence and assent which the report of our home commission 
would not receive everywhere. It may be that there are other States 
in the Union where they have not the same domestic instrumentali- 
ties. So, for one, if this committee or any committee of the Senate is 
willing to undertake the duty of investigating this subject, I will 
cheerfully support any proposition to give them the power to pay the 
expenses, 

The policy of the protective tariff, as I understand it, is based upon 
the theory and the belief of its friends that the country can not pros- 
per, continue, and remain in substance a republic unless its laboring 
men, who constitute the large majority of its citizens, are in a condition 
of comfort, respectability, intelligence, and have leisure enough to en- 
able them to understand and deal with the government of the Common- 
wealth intelligently and to exercise the great function which in the 
last resort is theirs. And whatever agencies of Jabor or executive pow- 
ers we devise under the Constitution, in the last resort and finally, will 
be the result of this class of our citizens which must be recorded in our 
legislation and which must control and govern the course of our bistory. 
So if this committee shall report any practical scheme of making this 
inquiry by national authority, by doing it themselves or otherwise, I 
shall welcome that report and shall support it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, if an intelligent stranger who had 
read the Constitution of the United States should happen to be sitting 
in the galleries and hearing this discussion, might he not very well in- 
quire whether this was a branch ofa State Legislature or a town meet- 
ing? Would he conclude that it was the Senate of the United States 
acting under the authority of the Constitution of the United States? 

I know it has been urged lately in argument here in the Senate of 
the United States that by Congressional legislation on the subject of 
the tariff we could regulate the price of commodities and of wages. 


Are we to undertake now to take up the general subject of regulat- 
ing the wages of laborers—men, women, and children? That might 
seem to follow the other. But, surely, Mr. President, somewhere 
we must remember that this is the Senate of the United States acting 
under the Constitution of the United States, and we must inquire what 
authority we have over such a subject as this. Suppose that the facts 
alleged in this memorial should turn ont to be true, what power has 
Congress to act upon the subject? Whatcanitdo? Can it order the 
increase of the wages? Can it punish the employers? Can it do any 
act that would mitigate the condition of those wronged or punish the 
wrongdoers ? 

Mr. President, in view of the vast interests with which the Congress 
of the United States is required to deal under the Constitution, it seems 
to me we might content ourselves with limiting our action to those 
great subjects which we have a right to act upon and which it is our 
duty to act upon, and that we might assume that the people of the 
several States are capable of self-government; that they are capable of 
conducting their own affairs; that they are capable of managing their 
own domestic concerns. 

I do not know whether this resolution now before us is subject to 
objection. If it is, I shall object to proceeding further with it, but in 
any event it seems to me the Senate ought to have respect enough for 
itself to refuse either to refer the resolution or to appoint a committee 
of investigation on the subject proposed to be inquired into. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I shall move the reference of the reso- 
lution myself to the Committee on Education and Labor. I did not 
design to take any part in the discussion. Ido not know anything 
about the allegations which have been made, but representations were 
made to me from a source that seemed to be credible that verbal in- 
formation might be obtained as the result of this investigation which 
would be of great value. But I can not help noting the rather ex- 
traordinary position assumed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
who succeeded last year in getting a committee of the Senate to go to 
the State of Texas to investigate the subject of irrigation in that State, 
and, using his own language, I might inquire what benefit could have 
come from that investigation in view of the fact that the United States 
has not now and never did have an acre of land in that State, and con- 
sequently could not carry out a system of irrigation there, no matter 
what facts we might find as the result of the investigation; and yet 
the public money, at the instance of the Senator from Texas, was spent 
in Texas for that kind of investigation which is just as pertinent and 
certainly no more so than an inquiry with regard to the welfare of the 
State of Texas in respect to the rate of wages or any other question 
which might be supposed to be of moreor less public interest, because 
it concerned citizens of the United States, 

I observe myself in regard to points of order in the Senate that every- 
thing is in order that the majority of the Senate want todo, and I have 
observed also that everything is constitutional when it involves an ex- 
penditure of money for the benefit of the locality which is interested, 
irrespective of the political creed of those who represent that locality 
on this floor. So I am not very much concerned about the Constitution 
at the present moment, because I know it will get just that various in- 
terpretation. I know the Senators from Texas will vote for measures to 
distribute seeds to the needy people in that State whenever they can get 
a chance to do so, and I know they will vote to investigate the subject 
of irrigation and of artesian wells and underflow and everything of that 
kind in that State, to be paid for out of the Treasury, just as often as 
they can get the consent of Con: 

I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say a word in response to what has been 
said by the Senator from Kansas. The Senator assumes that I have 
proposed to violate the Constitution, and therefore that that absolves 
him from his oath, and that he can afford to do so because I have done 
so.» Mr. President, the question of the investigation of the irrigation 
and reclamation of the arid lands of the United States was a great 
pubiic question of much national concern. Much of the land to be 
looked to was in the Territories, and not in the States, but some of it 
was in the States. The question of making appropriations for exper- 
imental wells was not new to Congress, and it was not proposed by 
me, though I have not opposed it in former Congresses, as I remember, 
but it was not proposed by me and was not supported by me, but was 
by that Senator. 

The committee charged with the inquiry did make an investigation 
of the subject of irrigation at El Paso, Tex., where there was a great 
matter of international interest involved concerning a Territory of the 
United States as well as the territory of Texas—I mean the Territory 
of New Mexico. That investigation was as important and national in, 
its character as any that I know of having been engaged in by either 
branch of Congress. : 

I thought I would say this much in reply to the Senator, and I repeat 
that if I had done as the Senator supposed, if I had violated the Con- 
stitution, that would not be a good reason why he should do so. Such 
a suggestion is not an answer to the inquiry which I made as to where 
we get the power to act upon this subject. If the facts here alleged 
should turn ont to be true, what can we do to relieve the oppressed, or 
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what can we do to punish the wrongdoers? What power have we over 
the subject? If we have no power over it, why should we occupy the 
time of the Senate and disgust the country by encouraging any such 
thing as this? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the statute requires and provides that 
no payment shall be made out of the contingent fund which has not 
met the approval of the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and in consequence of that requirement of the statute the Senate 
adopted a rule, which is Rule XXV, for the appointment of standing 
eommittees, which provides: 


A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent nses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing 
the payment of money ont of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating a 


charge upon the same, 


Now, this resolution directs the Committee on Education and Labor 
to investigate a matter and provides that the cost of the investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent-expense fand of the Senate. To 
be sure, the Senate is, as the Senator from Kansas says, a rule to it- 
self, but that standing rule can not, in my judgment, be overruled by 
a motion of the Senator from Kansas without having first given notice 
of a desire to change the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the custom of the Senate under the rule 
to be to refer such propositions as this, if they are to be referred at all, 
to the committee dealing with the general subject to which the propo- 
sition relates. That is, if this were to be an investigation relating to 
the public lands, it would go to the Committee on Public Lands; if an 
investigation relating to the Pension Office, to the Committee on Pen- 
sions; if it required any reference at all, and such committee would 
determine whether the investigation was expedient and would deter- 
mine whether the resolution needed any change or alteration as to the 
manner of conducting the investigation, and then when it would come 
back it would be referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
under thestatute. That would be the second reference. That would 
be merely for the purpose of determining whether it was a proper subject 
for expenditure from the contingent fund and whether the contingent 
fund was sufficient to bear the expense. F 

I do not understand that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
conceives itself charged with the duty of inquiring into the expediency 
of certain investigations relating to the great subjects to which they 
belong. - So, if the Senate has any doubt about this investigation or the 
method or the time of making it, it seems to me the resolution ought 
to go first to the Committee on Education and Labor, and when tney 


report it the Committee on Contingent Expenses will consider it in re- 


lation to the fund. 

As I see that the memorialist states that she is already employed by 
the Committee on Education and Labor to make this class of investiga- 
tions, I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire, the chair- 
man of that committee, what is the nature and character of that ap- 
pointment, and whether that expense is paid already out of the funds 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I do not know as to the power of a 
committee to make an appointment of this description or as to the ex- 
istence of an appointment of this description. Mrs. Smith has always 
been interested in this class of subjects, as possibly the Senate gen- 
erally understands. She has appeared before the committee, and ire- 
quently such matter as she brings before the committee is the subject 
of conversation; she makes inquiries, but she has no pecuniary rela- 
tion whatever to the Committee on Education and Labor of the Sen- 
ate, nor have they with Mrs. Smith. 

There is such a thing as human beings being interested in subjects- 
matter which relate to the weliare of mankind and of making occa- 
sional inquiry and collecting information interchangeably without its 
being the subject-matter of dollars and cents. 

Mr. COCKRELL, She isacting, then, as amicus curiæ of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BLAIR. I think she is a friend of the committee and also of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No doubt about that. 

Mr. BLAIR. And interested in the welfare of mankind, 

Mr. COVKRELL. I see this memorial says: 


The president of the Woman’s National League was 3 by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working-women in this country, and has also for years past carefully 
watched the abuses of these corporations, and from actual facts and statistics 
gathered appeals to your honorable body for protection to these unfortunate 
women and children. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mrs. Smith probably refers in what she says in the first 
clause there to an investigation made some seven years ago, in which she 
was a witness and in-which she was requested by the chairman of the 
committee in the prosecution of the inquiry to ascertain facts which 
were laid before the committee at that time. That, however, has long 
since passed, and as the Senator will see there is no logical connection 
between her first assertion and the subsequent statement which she 
makes with reference to her having been in recent years employed in 
the collection ot facts and statistics, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion of the Sen- 


ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME] that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senate a few days ago, on the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas, voted in favor of a tariff commis- 
sion, an organized body, which I usppose of course will be under oath, 
at salaries of $7,000 a year, and I think there are to be seven of them, 
whose business it is to be to make investigations of just such questions 
as these, it I understand what its business is to be. I have heard of 
no objection to that commission in the conference. I voted for it, very 
much to the dissatisfaction of some of my political friends on this side 
of the Chamber. ; 

I believe it is a good establishment, and I wantit to have a fair swing 
at the tarif. Ido not like the Senator from Kansas, if that is his pur- 
pose, to begin to withdraw from the commission now, in advance, 
some of its necessary and proper labors and refer them to committees 
of Congress. I think the best thing we can do is to have this resolu- 
tion referred to the committee, and for the committee to hold on to it 
until we get a report from the conference committee on the tariff bill, 
and see whether or not they intend to sit down on that commission and 
destroy it. I hope that they will not. 

I think it will be an admirable adjunct to the tariff that is expected 
to be enacted as a perpetuity, and by means of which I think we — 
be able to get valuable information about the workings of the tariff, 
and particularly in regard to matters like this where women and chil- 
dren are neglected because they have no votes. As this protest or rep- 
resentation makes apparent, they are neglected and thrown down to 
very low starvation wages and are really receiving a great deal of un- 
necessary abuse from their employers and masters, if the representa- 
tions are correct, and are suffering very much. If there is any human- 
ity in the human heart that looks towards the alleviation of the cares 
and toils and trials of labor, the first place we ought to address our 
attention to is to these poor sufferers who have no votes and can not 
therefore help either of the great political parties, and who are left to 
worry and work along and earn money and wealth for their employers _ 
without any compensation to them except the poor privilege of breath- 
ing the breath of life, and that in a bad atmosphere. 

So I trust the Senator trom Kansas will take that course and allow 
his resolution to go to the committee, and I hope the committee will 
hold on to it until we see whether the conference committee on the 
tariff have got tired of his proposition or afraid to have a commission 
that will have a continual inspection of the workings of this new tariff 
system we are about to put upon the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be interested in hearing the report of any 
commission appointed by anybody anywhere in the United States to 
goto New England and visit our factories and our schools and our 
churches, and everywhere they choose, at proper times and hours, if 
they conduct themselves civilly, and I should | be glad to hear what 
they have to say after they get through. 

I do not think we have anything to conceal or very much to be ashamed 
of in the history of our State; and as to a commission of this kind to 
inquire into the condition of the laboring classes, we have about. one 
hundred and fifty towns—lI have forgotten how many, because we are 
adding a town or two every year—and we have two hundred and forty- 
nine members of the Legislature in the lower house—a very large Leg- 
islature for the size of the State, and twenty-four senators, There is 
a member of the Assembly for about every two thousand five hundred 
people. They will on an average very well represent the intelligence, 
sense, and humanity of the people. They have been passing laws on 
the subject from the time they were an infant colony, when the select- 
men of the town were looking out for children whose parents were neg- 
lecting them and had the right to bind them out to trades and see that 
they were sent to school. 

We have been ronning Bip hours of labor and punishing people 
who employ children who had not been to school for a certain time; 
and our one hundred and fifty towns are governed in all matters relat- 
ing to pauperism and education and highways and a variety of such 
things by an executive body known as the board of selectmen, from 
three to seven, ali highly respectable and many of them elderly gentle- 
men, who are usually sort of fathers of the town and who know pretty 
much all about evervbody, and in the old-fashioned country towns 
know every poor family and every vicious family. They are to look 
outafter all these, and there area half dozen jurors, prosecuting officers, 
and ten or fifteen justices of the peace that we select ourselves, and we 
have laws covering all imaginable points concerning the domestic life 
of the people. We have one hundred and fifty commissions such as 
this would be perpetually in session, created by an authority which 
has a right to create. 

Now, this most estimable lady says she has been for years studying 
the social life of New England. I think she has hardly had as much 
time for it as I have, because she has been here about as steadily, as I 
have seen, in the city of Washington. I do not think she knows of the 
condition of affairs there as well as the selectmen of the one hundred 
and fifty towns in the State. But if the Congress of the United States 
finds itself out of work and is so broadly and universally and minutely 
benevolent that it can not find enough to do in the great national and 
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international affairs of this country, and wants to go down and see us, 
I hope it will be cordially received, and I shall be glad to know what 
it has to say when it gets through. 

1 0a niot Hk, SEDET APOAK Sis 1a kuy of Caire eng roe 
I do not think it can do anything in the premises. I think the tariff 
commission which has been spoken of has a direct relation to the reve- 
nue powers of Congress and the raising of taxes to support the Govern- 
ment, and if its inquiries go so far as to see how women and children 
are employed, all well and good. I can see some relation to our busi- 
ness in the work of the tariff commission, but I do not see any rela- 
tion in the work of this proposed commission; but at the same time I 


do not oliject to it. 


> 


Mr, COCKRELL. This document, ted to the Senate under 
the sanction, I believe, of the distinguished Senator trom Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. bas some very remarkable statements in it. The distingui 
Senator from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] has taken very strong ground that 
it would be in violation of the Constitution to make the inquiry here 

or the investigation here contemplated. Now, I desire to 
submit to that distinguished Senator that it grows immediately out of 
the statement in this memorial that— 

Immediately after the passage of the tariff in the House on May 21 last, when 
a bountiful vision of an advance of 50 percent. on the ad valorem duty was 
granted to the cloak manufacturers, they, on the 5th day of June, notified their 
Women workers their wages would be reduced 25 per cent. Receiving 
themselves a further protection of 50 per cent on the ad valorem duty, yet re- 
ducing in turn their women wage-workers’ pittance to a further reduction of 
25 per cent., seems like grinning mockery and wanton cruelty. 

I appeal to the Senator from Texas, if Congress has the constitutional 

wer to pass a tariff Jaw and does pass a tariff law granting a high 

of protection to the cloak manufacturers and others, for the 
avowed and declared purpose of enabling them to pay higher wages to 
their workmen than they could otherwise pay and higher wages than 
is paid in foreign countries, and after they have received the benefit of 
this high protective tariff they turn around and rob their employés and 
grind them down into the very dust, helpless and dependent as they 
are, bas Congress no power to grant relief in such cases. 

Mr. REAGAN, I merely suggest to the honorable Senator that I 
think it would be better for him to address his suggestion to those who 
favor the policy he is criticising and who voted forit. I neither fa- 
vored it nor voted for it, and even as to those who did so I suggest to the 
Senator that if there was an unconstitutional and unjust action that is 
no warrant for other unconstitutional and unjust action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am not criticising the position 
of the Senator—not at all. Iam simply presenting this matter to him 
in the light in which it is before the Senate to-day, a practical com- 
mon-sense question. Here we have granted protection to these manu- 
facturers to the extent of 50 or 100 percent. We have by the bill only 
recently passed by the Senate increased the protective duties for what 
purpose? ‘To enable them to pay higher wages to their employés than 
they could pay without a protective tariff, and a higher rate of wages 
than is paid in foreign countries, to enable them to manufacture and 

lace upon the market products in competition with those produced 
yy the pauper labor of world, and now when that bill has not yet 
become a law we see what the protected manufacturers are doing. 

We learn that from the auent of the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor, this president of the Woman's 
National League, who has been gaining information for the benefit of 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and who has, if not by direct 
appointment, as she claims, yet certainly in conference and consultation 
with that committee, been making an investigation of these matters. 
This is a very grave accusation to bring against New England, Penn- 
sylvania, and New York. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator answer me a question? What is his 
authority for designating this lady as the agent of the distinguished 
chairman of the committee ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because she says that— 


ad tas anata Oommen on: baceotton minig to aeara fr martia] 
the working-women in this country. 

She was appointed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that there is no snch ap- 
pointmentexisting. Some years since, an investigation was ordered by 
the Senate, which was made, and this lady was then as a witness re- 
quested to ascertain facts, which she did obtain and which she stated 
to the committee. That matter is over, and there is no relation of the 
kind at the present time. This Jady, the Senator knows very well, is 
largely interested in humanitarian questions, and she is well informed; 
she is often in consultation, not alone with the members of the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, but with many other members of the 
Senate, upon this general subject-matter, and undoubtedly these as- 


sertions which she makes here are to her well authenticated. I know 


nothing in regard to them, and I do not wish the Senator to base his 
proposition or his speech or the force of his suggestions npon such as- 
sumed relations as that these statements are made by this lady as the 
agent of the chairman or any member of the committee or of the whole 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not enter into a discussion of the ques- 


tion between the chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor 
and the president of the Woman’s National eas to the power 
and authority conferred by the chairman upon her. She is able to 
take care of herself. I have read what she says in this printed memo- 
rial, which comes to the Senate under the sanction of the distinguished 
Senator, and she says: 

The president of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working-women of this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does she say when? 

Mr. COCKRELL, She does not say when, and she does not intimate 
that the appointment has ceased. 

Mr. B The Senator goes on to garble and misinform the Sen- 
ate from the document, unless they examine for themselves, as if what 
she states in this paper is based upon authority or from the direction 
of the chairman or other members of the Committee on Education and 
Labor. She says no such thing, and I have pointed it out to the Sen- 
ator, and I ask him to construe the document according to its m i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Permit me to say that the explanation whi 
the Senator gives is notin here, I read it verbatim et lileratim et punc- 
tuatim: 

The dent of the Woman's National League was appointed by the chair- 
man of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor to investigate the status 
of the working-women in this country, and has also for years past carefully 
watched the abuses of these corporations, and from actual facts and statistics 
gathered appeals to your honorable body for protection to these unfortunate 
women children, 

Not a word is said in this about her having been a witness before 
the Committee on Education and Labor six or seven years ago, and 
that being the only authority she had. I have read the whole thing. 
There is no garbling about it. It is plain English. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator submit to an interruption? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Missonri yield to 
the Senator irom New Hampshire? 

Mr, COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say the Senator’s own reading does not justify him, 
for the lady herself does not assert that this memorial is in any sense 
the result of any appointment that she received from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, or its chairman, She says she was appointed, 
and I say that she was, as a witness, requested tobbtain facts, and she 
did obtain them, of importance, years ago, in an investigation which 
took place in the year 1883. She alludes undoubtedly to that, and she 
does not undertake to claim that this memorial is in any way the re- 
sult of any agency or authority derived from the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, the Senate is just as competent to 
determine what this language means as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or myself, and as to the question of veracity and the question of 
power between the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor and the distinguished president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional League, I leave it to them to settle. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no question between them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, . President, there is another strange 
thing in this memorial: 

In the cotton and woolen mills of Pennsylvania, New York, and the New 
England States women and children work at from 35 to 75 cents a day; their 
days work consists of ten hours; hence at from 3} to 71 cents per hour. 

ccording to the census of Massachusetts of 1835, 23 per cent, of all persons 
employed in the cotton and woolen mills receive only $2.10 to $4.50 per week. 
attending to from two to three looms each; while in Great Britain they have 
charge of from one to two looms only. 

Families in these aforementioned States falsify the entries in their family 
Bibles, so as to enable them to put their children earlier to work than the law 
permits, being unfortunately forced 
to meet current living expenses. 

Are these facts in regard to those great New England States that the 
people of the United States have been accustomed to look to as great and 
worthy exemplars in all that is upright and noble and honest and just 
and proper? Does this memorial contain facts? Is it true that the 
highly protected manufacturers of the New England States have the 
iron heel upon the necks of their laboring people and compel fathers 
and mothers to falsify the record in the holy family Bible in regard to 
the birth of their children in order that they may put them to work 
at a tenderer age than the law allows? Is this the fruit of protection 
in New England? N 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hate to be interrupted, but still I will yield. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not noticethe Senator’s last remark about the 
fruit of protection, and all that sortof stuff, but as to the observations 
of this Mrs. Smith, she may have heard of a case possibly, whereupon 
with the hasty generalization of some people she speaks of it asa habit. 
If it be, it is pretty strong evidence that somebody is watching those 
families to see that they do not employ children under age, and watch- 
ing them so closely that an occasional blackguard has to falsify the 
Bible record. The supervision is pretty close already, is it not? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Have they been punished for it? Are they not 
still, according to the testimony of the president of the Woman’s Na- 
tional League, working there under the deception practiced by the fal- 
sification of the family Bible record? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, Mr. President, I am astonished that one of 


to resort io these means in order to be able 
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the best men in this world, an able lawyer and an influential and val- 
uable Senator, will talk that kind of thing. Does he suppose that he 
could find with a lantern searching for twenty years in New England 
in all probability a e case like that spoken of? I want him to be 
on that commission. I think we ought on the whole to have that com- 
mission; not for the good of our people, but for the education of for- 
and the people of the Northwest and South. 

r. COCKRELL. A wonderful change has come over the spirit of 
the dream of the Senator, then. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I shall have to yield. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as the State of Massachusetts is concerned, 
her Senators have already in the hearing of the Senator from Missouri 
made all the answer to what is in that paper that its source or its state- 
ments are entitled to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do J understand the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts to be casting a reflection upon the source from which 
this memorial comes? Is that what the Senator means? Does he mean 
that the source does not entitle it to any credence or consideration ? 

Mr. DAWES. I mean just this, that the Senators from Massachu- 
setts have madeall the answer to everything that reflects upon Massa- 
chusetts that the source from which it comes or the character of the 
statement requires at their hands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; and what isit, Mr. President, 
but a direct reflection and an assertion here that the source is not a 

one and the information is not correct? It is a direct reflection. 
otonly that, but it is a reflection upon the Senator who has presented 
it here, indorsed it, and asked that it may be investigated. 

I leave this question, Mr. President, for them to decide. Here the 
charges are. They are made by the president of the Woman’s National 
League, who has had the honor of the confidence of the chairman of 


the Committee on Education and Labor to the extent of being employed 


by that committee in work. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator may put what interpreta- 
tion he pleases upon my statement. It is not for me to put his inter- 
pretation onit. ‘TheSenator, however, shall not forget that the Senators 
from Massachusetts said that they welcomed any investigation of any 
character that was honest and faithful and searching into the allega- 
tions or insinuations or statements in that paper, believing as they did 
that the result would show the utter groundlessness of it. That is what 
the Senators from Massachusetts stated. The Senator from Missouri 
will put such interpretation on it as he pleases; it stands on the record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It stands there, Mr. President, and can only be 
interpreted as I have interpreted it. But here is a more grave charge, 
if possible: 8 

According to the chief of the bureau of statistics of labor in Massachusetts, 
in his twentieth annual report, for 1890, on page 570, he states that 391 female 
children from ten to thirteen years are employed in the factories of Massachu- 
setts, and that 69,507 girls of the age from fourteen to nineteen years are doing 
factory work. Considering that out of the 114,223 girls of the age between 
fourteen and nineteen years in the whole State of Massachusetts,69,407 girls are 
factory girls, or over 61 per cent of the whole girl population of that age, it 
seems almost incredible but for the facts presented in that official report. 

In volume 2, page 215, of the Massachusetts census for 1885, the following 
startling confession is recorded: During the year ending June 30, 1885, 15,538 
women were furnished with work at home, and the amount paid tọ these 
women for the whole year was $514,362,” or at the average of 10 a year of 
312 working days, equal to 103 cents per day. 


Ten and three-fifths cents per day for the laboring women of Massa- 
chusetts! 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait a moment. We have heard of the laborers 
in India, Italy, and China, the pauper laborers of the world, receiving 
from 8 to 10 or 12} or 15cents per day, but we are left to the census of 
Massachusetts of 1885, as quoted by the distinguished president of the 
Woman’s National League, for the information that the women 
Massachusetts receive 10} cents per day. $ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the document the Senator from Mis- 
souri has read does not say any such thing as what he states. The Sen- 
ator has been misled in the excitement of his speech, He complained 
of my colleague for a reflection on somebody. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator let me read it again ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I will give the opportunity in a moment. The 
most charitable thing that can be said about the Senator’s speech is 
that there is not the slightest indication of reflection in it anywhere. 
No man who could have reflected a second would ever have made such 
an utterance. The census states that there are certain women in Mas- 
sachusetts who work in the mills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the quotation at all. If the Senator 
will permit me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make my statement. I will see that the Sen- 
ator has fall opportunity to say anything he wants to say before I get 
through. That census states that there are certain women who work in 
the mills who get a certain rate of wages. It does not state the wages, 
I believe, of those women, however; but they are engaged in regular, 
honest oceupation. Then it says that there are certain other women 
whose work is sent to them at their homes. 


‘sponsible for its statements. I have commen 


Mr. REAGAN. It does say that they receive from 35 cents to 75 
cents per day. . : 

Mr. HOAR. Never mind; that is something else. 

Those other women perhaps spend 99 percent. of the entire time in 
their household duties. They are mothers of families who take care 
of their children and go out and visit their neighbors. get a lit- 
tle spare time in the afternoons, and they take in a job of binding shoes, 
Perhaps they spend an honr a week on it, perhaps they spend two hours 
a week on it, and perhaps they spend two hours a day. The amount 
that the people who give these little scraps of their time to work, 
which they take in from out of doors, and the number of women is 
recorded, it is in the census; and the writer of this memorial puts the 
quotation marks, as the Senator will see, on the first line, at the top 
of the page, and then the writer remarks that that is at the average or 
$33.10 a year, or 10% cents a day. 

Now, suppose some good lady in Washington who isa deacon’s wife 
takes in a piece of work for a charitable fair, and she does it in an hour, 
and sends it to the fairand gets a dollar for it, and that goes to foreign 
missions, or to the education of the Senators from Missouri, or any 
other charitable object that you can conceive. It would be just as 
proper to say that that deacon’s wife, who worked but two hours in 
the full year and got a dollar from that fair for doing it, giving the 
money to the educational object which I thought of, and there bei 
three hundred working days in the year, worked at the rate of a thi 
of a cent a day for her work, as it is to say what the Senator from Mis- 
souri has said, and they might just as well take a debate where that 
thing should be stated and say in comparison with some foreign country 
where they were actually compelled to work for that low rate under 
asystem of wages, that in the United States respectable women in 
Washington were driven by the necessity of educating my honorable 
friend from Missouri or somebody else to work all the year round as 
slaves at the rate of a third of a cent a day. 

Now, my friend from Missouri, whose intelligence and ability and 
integrity I respect as highly as I do anybody in the Senate or anywhere, 
whatever he may think of the tariff, however much he may dislike 
Massachusetts, if he does dislike her, and I do not believe he does, I 
am quite sure does not want to leave it there, and makea where ` 
he apparently would be understood to say that the Massac ts cen- 
sus had declared that these women who took in a little work in addi- 
tion to their home duties were working at the_rate of 10 cents a day. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
seems to think that Iam the author of this pas, and that I am re- 

fairly and justly upon 

the statements in this report. This is an official document. It was 
presented to the Senate by the distinguished Senator from Kansas. It 
is signed by the president of the Woman’s National League, and by 
the secretary, a lady who has had the indorsement of the chairman of 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and I quote from that report. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts says that the author of this re- 

port has not stated all the facts. I leave that for the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the author of the report to settle, 

Mr. HOAR., The Senator will pardon me. What I said was ex- 
actly this, that the Senator from Missouri asserted to the Senate that the 
Massachusetts census contained a certain statement which it did not 
contain, the quotation marks stopping before he gob to the statement 
which he imputed to that census. 

Mr. I read from this document, and only stated what 
it states, 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no; the Senator did not. 0 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did read it verbatim, and I will read it again, 
and the RECORD will show that what I have said is literally true. 
The RECORD will contain the quotation. : 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator reads it again let it end where the 
quotation ends. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will read it again: 


During the year ending June 30, 1885, 15,533 women were furnished with work 
at home, and the amount paid to those women for the whole year was $514,362. 


Mr. HOAR. Now, where does the quotation end? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is the end of the quotation. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report shows it. I am quoting from it, 
When a Senator quotes from a report must he quote the quotation- 
marks and everything? , 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; he always ought to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Must a Senator stop to say to the Senate, Here’ 
is the end of the quotation marks and here is the beginning of another 
quotation mark?“ The Senator from Massachusetts never did such a 
thing as that upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. When the Senator got through the reading before, 
without calling attention to where the quotation marks stop, he went 
on to say this is what the Massachusetts census said, and that is the 
trouble with him. > 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read it as I read it now: 


oo the average of $33.10 a year of 312 working days, equal to 103 cents per 
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That is the statement of the president of the Woman's National 
League. As to whether she has collated the facts and stated them cor- 
rectly, it is not for me to determine. That question is for the Senators 
trom the States named to settle with the lady who has made the state- 
ments, I have not stated a solitary thing that was not contained in 
this memorial, and the Senators are disposed to ridicule and burlesque 
these statements asnot worthy of credit, considering the source whence 
they emanate, and so on. 

But, Mr. President, why did they make objection to this resolution? 
Why, when the distinguished Senator from Kansas introduced it, did 
they not let the resolution go through? I say if the statements in this 
memorial are true, if we have given the protected manufacturers of 
those States from 50 to 100 per cent. protection to enable them to pay 
higher and better wages to their employés, and they are grinding them 
Gown the way they are, the way this memorial states they are, Con- 

has the power to afford relief. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I made a small cal- 
culation here based upon the Senator’s figures in reference to the earn- 
ings of these people. 

. COCKRELL I have not made any figures. If the Senator 
will permit me, I will state that I have only read the figures given in 
this memorial. They are not mine and I know nothing about them. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will use the term presented. I will not 
charge the Senator with being the author of the figures, but taking the 
figures that he has presented and upon which he has dwelt with some 
attempt at disparagement of the labor system of New England. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I presented the memorial. I presented no figures. 

Mr. PADDOCK. You read the figures. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read the memorial. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is not that presenting the figures therein to the 
Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, it was already presented. I simply quoted 
what was before the Senate. I did not present them; they were pre- 
sented by the distinguished Senator from Kansas and were brought up 
here and read in the Senate as the property of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Well, they are the figures which the Senator has 
given and upon which he has dilated, and in presenting which he has 
taken occasion to disparage the labor system which is under discus- 
sion. Now, taking the extreme figures which the Senator has pre- 
sented, I have made a calculation to show what an ordinary family 
of the laboring class of average numbers would earn in that manufact- 
uring country. The man I think it is universally conceded will earn 
at least $2 a day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such figure as that here. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I know. These, relating to the head of the fam- 
ily, are my figures. 

Mr. COCK RELL: Well, then, present your own figures, 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is susceptible of proof undoubtedly, I think, 


that the man, the head of the family, earns $2 per day in those manu- 


facturing States, That would be nearly $60 a month. The woman, as the 
Senator admits, earns 7 cents an hour. That for ten hours per day is 
nearly 821 per month. Take an average family of five, there would prob- 
ably be three young persons in it who without this opportunity to 
labor of course would contribute nothing to the support of the family. 
But in this case, according to the Senator’s figures as to remuneration, 
which he thinks are very absurd in a free country like this, they would 
earn 3} cents per hour, which for ten hours per day would be for the 
three nearly $30 per month. This would makea gross earning for that 
family of about $110 a month, These are approximate estimates, but 
are very nearly if not quite correct. s 

Mr. HOAR. About $1,350 a year. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I venture to say that in an agricultural country, 
such as the Senator has the honor to represent, and even in my own 
State, which is equally prosperous at least with his, there are very few 
families of the strictly laboring class who earn very much more than 
that. I mean the families of men who live altogether by their own 
manual labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment, I canie in just as he was making use of his figures showing 
the wages received. My recollection is that he counted Sunday as a 
working day for the purpose of the calculation. My impression is they 
do not work Sundays in New England. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They work nights sometimes on extra labor. I 
think my figures are substantially correct. But, Mr. President, I only 
wanted to contribute just so much to this discussion as seemed neces- 
155 to explain the figures produced by my distinguished friend from 

issouri. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire if there is anything in the 


statement to show that these women who had occupation given to them 


at home worked through the whole year. Some of them may not 
have done more than a day’s work, 

Mr. PADDOCK. That Ido not know. The Senator from Missouri 
speaks of a certain number of women who have earned a certain num- 
ber of hundreds of thousands ot dollars, as I remember his figures, 
in a certain length of time. I venture to say that the same numberof 
women in his State or my State have not earned so much money in the 


same time, I do not believe the Senator will be able to pick out la- 
boring women, women who contribute to the support of the family by 
labor, who have contributed so largely in the same space of time in 
the agricultural States of the West as these women who have this op- 
portunity in the manufacturing districts of the country to do labor 
which is not furnished in our country, and which they can as well do 
= 125 and would gladly do, and thus contribute to the support of the 
family, 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Missouri was greatly disturbed by 
a remark I made, alluding to the source from which this paper came 
to which Mrs, Smith has put her name. The ear-marks of this paper 
are perfectly unmistakable. No Senator has been compelled to listen 
to the debate upon the tariff here for the last six weeks who can have 
the slightest doubt as to the origin of this paper. 

Mr, PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
make one correction of the observation that was made by the Senator 
from Kansas? I desire to say to the Senator from Kansas that my cal- 
culation was not subject to the criticism that he made upon it, because 
I made three hundred days or about that the basis of the calculation. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iwas Gee of the calculation made by the month. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Senator from Missouri, I think, understands it 
just as well as anybody else; and having supposed that he had the in- 
dorsement of a Senator on this side to the statements that have been 
made the warp and woof of debate on the other side of the Senate for 
six weeks, he jumped at the value, as he thought, the enhanced value, 
of these statements coming from that source, forgetting that when the 
Senator who introduced this paper presented it he said he knew noth- 
ing at all about the truth of the statements init. Nobody can read 
this paper and hesitate as to the conclusion that it was drawn for the 
purpose of deceiving the public and making them believe that Mrs, 
Smith had put her name to a paper charging that the bureau of sta- 
tistics of Massachusetts said that there were 15,000 of her women who 
worked for 10 cents a day, and that the wages of every man, woman, 
and child in every factory ran from 75 cents to 47 cents or 55 cents a 
day. Sir, no man—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to finish the sentence. : 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; I will allow you to do anything. I only 
wanted to ask you a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to know who the Senator from Massachusetts 
charges with having prepared or written this paper. It would be quite 
interesting to know. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not charge anybody. 

Mr. GRAY. You charge that the lady whose name was signed to it 
did not write it. 

Mr. DAWES. This is, Irepeat, a statement made over and over again 
upon the floor of the Senate and met here by the statistics, and proved 
to be without the slightest foundation. ‘These figures have been gath- 
ered up by some cunning hand who has induced Mrs. Smith for some 
purpose or other to put hername tothe paper. The Senator from Mis- 
souri shall not misconstrue my statement that the origin of this paper 
is too unmistakable toentitle it to any further consideration; but, never- 
theless, whatever may be its origin, I repeat that there is no statement 
in it, however absurd, that whoever is affected by it in Massachusetts 
will not make haste, glad haste, to demonstrate before any committee 
that it is utterly groundless. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts has 
made it very clear that the authorship of this paper might be attrib- 
uted properly to the Senator from Missouri. I do not know but that 
that may perhaps be true, but I have not really the impression from 
the general tenor of the remarks of the Senator from Missouri that 
there has been any collusion between him and Mrs. Smith with refer- 
ence to the origin of this document. I gathered the impression that 
for some reason the Senator from Missouri was a little shy of the lady, 
and that he might possibly be suffering a little in his feelings on ac- 
count of some perhaps unmentionable matter, criticism or otherwise, 
that had led him to seek this opportunity, in an indirect way, to take 
his revenge. I think that really on a full investigation it will be found 
that in some way the lady has hit the Senator, and he ought to be more 
open and more candid. Certainly he should, before this debate closes, 
rise in his seat and disclaim absolutely that he did really write this 
document himself. He ought to go as far as that. ; 

Now, I want to say with reference to this lady, Mrs. Smith, whether 
there has been upon either side of the Chamber any attack upon her 
or not, and whether it be attended with any opprobrium or involve any 
ridicule or not, that I am ready to stand up here or anywhere and say 
that I believe in Mrs. Charlotte Smith as a good woman and a true 
woman and an intellectual woman, a woman who finds out some things 
that are not so, but she finds out a great many things that are so, and 
her heart is always for her fellow-men and her fellow-women. Sheis 
forthe human race. She means good, and does a great deal of it. 

Now, I do not know about this document. I know nothing about 
the sources of it except that Mrs. Smith gives her name to it, and I 
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may be so mistaken in reference to my apprehension of the general re- 
lations between the lady and the Senator that they got it up together, 
That may all be so; the Senator from Massachusetts may be right; but 
you may be sure of this, that Mrs. Smith has not signed anything but 
what she believed to be true. Theseallegations may be exaggerations; 
they may be errors; they may be some of them facts and others the re- 
verse; I can not say with reference to that; but it is undoubtedly a 
document which the lady honestly signed. I do not believe that here 
or anywhere any one who knows Mrs. Smith would undertake by in- 
direction or otherwise to traduce either her character, her motives, or 
her abilities, 

A word now in regard to the disposition to be made of this whole 
subject. It came in here without my volition, without my knowl- 
edge. It has been proposed to refer the matter of the making of this 
investigation to the Committee on Education and Labor. I should 
very much prefer for the Senate to decide that matter. After this long 
debate, there has been an investigation much more extensive than the 
committee would be able to make. No report probably could be ob- 
tained upon this subject at the present session. I see the resolution 
contemplates an investigation and a report between now and some time 
in the month of December. The Senate has the whole subject. The 
Committee on Education and Labor can not dispose of it in a way to 
facilitate ultimate action. I hope that the Senator from Kansas will 
be willing to withdraw his motion for reference and that the Senate 
will act directly on the resolution. 

+ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Before that motion is put I ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to yield to me for a moment that I may call up for pres- 
ent consideration a bill which will take no time and for the passage 
of which there is very t necessity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. QUAY. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. HISCOCK, I wish to call up a House bill which has been 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I ask to 
have that committee discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill and that the Senate consider it. As the Senate is aware, it is im- 

ible to procure a quorum of that committee to consider the bill. 
Te is the bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 
1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to be informed from the Secretary’s 
desk at what date the bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Within a very few days. The bill passed the 
House of Representatives on the 17th day of September. 

Mr, SPOONER. Ordinarily a proposition to discharge a committee 
from the consideration of a bill implies some censure upon the com- 
mittee, and I should not be willing, as one member of the committee, 
to rest under that implication. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will state to the Senator very distinctly that there 
was no such intention as that on my part. L have the fullest confidence 
in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and have no doubt 
for a moment if the committee were here to attend to it and consider 
it, they would report the bill favorably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill pa sed the House of Representa- 
tives on the 17th and was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds onthe !8th of September. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course there has been no opportunity, as the 
Senator says, to obtain a meeting of that committee since then. If 
the bill, which I have looked over, is recommended by the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury Department I have no doubt whatever the 
committee would report it favorably. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is so recommended. It was prepared by the 
Treasury Department. 3 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam quite willing for one that the committee 
should be discharged in order to bring the bill before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr, PASCO. Lask that the bill may go over until to-morrow; and 
I will examine it before that time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will consent to the reading of the 
House report upon the bill, I am sure he will be entirely satisfied that 
the et oust to pass. There is necessity for the immediate passage 
of the bill. É 

Mr. PASCO. I will examine the bill between now and to-morrow 
mnog, and if I see no objection to it I shall then ask to have it 

up. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 
There is no doubt about the propriety of the bill. 
Mr. PASCO. I will look atthe report and perhaps after we come 
out of executive session I may withdraw the objection. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. 


STEAMER NEPTUNO. 


Mr. QUAY. I yield the floor to the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts] with the understanding that I shall insist on my motion 
after his bill is disposed of. 

Mr. EVARTS, I am desirous of asking the consent of the Sen- 
ate to pass a bill that will take but three minutes, to give a register to 
aship. It is of importance that it should be I ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11654) to provide 
an American register for the steamer Neptuno. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr, President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire for information if going 
into executive session now will abbreviate the hour devoted to the 
Calendar. 

ete VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not affect it, the Chair under- . 
stan 7 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After two hours and twenty-five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


Mr. PASCO. Just before the Senate went into executive session the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] called up House bill 7983, and 
at my request it went over until I could examine the bill. I have ex- 
amined it and wish to withdraw the objection I made, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill may be considered at this time, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the Calendar number? 

Mr. PASCO. It is not on the Calendar, The request was that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds should be discharged from 
Hio consideration of the bill with a view to its consideration by the 

nate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress 
passed July 12, 1882, relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Fed- 
eral building, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, If there be no objection, the committee 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill. Is there 
objection to its present consideration ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had appointed Mr. 
TURNER, of Georgia, as a member of the conference committee ou the 
bill (H. R. 4416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, in place of Mr. MILLS, excused. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that theSpeaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bilJs and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. sme) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 

A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jatkson; 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle; 

A bill (H. R. peeks increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

A bill (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 

A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col, James Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 

A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B. 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
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of the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized de- 
vices of United States coins; 8 

A bill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Gibbon; 

A bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 

A bill (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 

A bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 

A bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the retired- 
list of army officers; : 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three - dollar and 
one-dollar gold pieces and three-cent nickel piece; 

A bill (H. R. 5623) to increase the pension of David Shively; 

A bill (H. R- 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the In- 
diaa war; 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 


Bradley; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Rückert; 
A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 
A bill (ir R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 
A bill (II. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, Com- 
pany I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Allen Morris; 

A bill (H. k. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomae River near Washington Monument; 

A bill (H. R 7079) forthe relief of Thomas J. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Si 1; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs, Kate e Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
čty of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; ` 

A bill (H. R. eit granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 

A bill . R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 

A dill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district No. 7, of the township of 
Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for school prir- 


Po Vill (l. R. 8201) to amend the Articles of War relative to the pun 
ishment on conviction by courts-martial; i 

A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 

A bill E R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

A bill (H. R. 9518) tor the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker: 

A bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 

A bill (H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B, Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 

A bill (H. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 


ham; 
A bill (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 
A bill aa R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
on-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 10320) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 
A bill (. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 
A bill (H. R. 10350 granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 
A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 
A bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; 
A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 
A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 
A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Vosburgh; 
~ A bill (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 
A bill (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 
A bill (H. R, 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 
A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 
A bill (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; 
A bill (H. R. 1 to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 
A bill (H. R, 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia I. Woods; 


A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, docter 
of medicine; 

A bill (H. R, 11547) granting a ion to Lucinda Chapin; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain 
ap rintions for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury; 

oint resolution (H. Res. 39) declaring the retirement of Capt. Charles 

B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is entitled as 
such retired officer to his pay; 

A bill (8. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St. 
A Fila. ; 


? 

A bill (8. a for the relief of Edward H. Lieb; 

A bill 8. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (S. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry; 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; 

A bill (S. 1037) authorizing the placing of the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry; 

sy bill (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list o 
the Army; ; 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; 

A bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Augeles, Wash.; . 

A bill (S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry in place 
of Middletown; ”’ 

A bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in 
La Plata County, in the State of Colorado; 

A bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobileand Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company. to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 

‘ass, Tex. ; 

A bill (8. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; : j 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and enlisted 


men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 


adopted wd military societies of men who served in the war of the Rev- 
Caio the war of 1812, the Mexican war,and the war of the rebellion; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the President te appoint an 
additional ensign in the United States Navy. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. INGALLS.. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the consideration of 
the Calendar for one hour. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Senate that 
the judiciary bill may be taken up and disposed of, and then the Cal- 
endar can run on uninterruptedly, for aught I know, for all the rest of 
the day. There is nothing left but the vote on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] to substitute Baltimore for 
Richmond in the list of seats for the sessions of the circuit court. After 
that there is nothing but the question of the passage of the bill, and it 

£ 


can soon be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust we shall go on with the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. EVARTS, The Senator trom Maryland, I believe, has said all 
he desires to say on his amendment, and the roll was about being called 
yesterday on the amendment of the Senator from Maryland to substi- 
tute Baltimore for Richmond. That is all. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not the question on the amendment of my col- 
league [Mr. VEST]? 

Mr, EVARTS. That amendment had been disposed of before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland with- 
draw his objection ? 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the unanimous understanding of the 
Senate before we went into executive session was that we were to 
on for one hour with the Calendar. I haye no desire to obstruct 
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Senator from New York, but that was the distinct understanding; and 

the question was put, it will be remembered, before we went into ex- 

ecutive session, and I think it was understood all around that we should 

2 for one hour with the Calendar and then resume the regular 
usiness. 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will agree that the judiciary bill ean 
be soon out of the road. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On my inquiry before the Senate went into ex- 
ecutive session the assurance was given by the Chair that the Calendar 
hour would not be lost thereby. 

Mr. EVARTS. If objection is made, I suppose it is useless for me to 
insist npon the judiciary bill at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first order of business on the Calen- 
dar will be stated. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. INGALLS. There wasa bill passed over without prejudice dur- 
ing my absence the other day, and I ask that it may now be taken up 
for consideration. It is Order of Business 1645, Senate bill 3441, re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, of local im- 
portauce, and I think it will not require much debate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 3441) supplementary to an act entitled An act to authorize the 
construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the District of 
Columbia.“ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. i 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ rail- 
road,” to insert east of Sixth street and west of Twelfth street, south- 
west; so as to make the section read: 3 

Sec.2. That it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia,and they are hereby authorized and'em whenever they con- 
sider it a public benefit, to grant the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
permission to lay, maintain, and use side-tracks and sidings from the main 
lines or line of said railroad east of Sixth street and west of Twelfth street 
southwest into any real estate in the said city abutting on the streets or avenues 
on which such line of such company is or may be situated, which may be used 
or occupied for manufacturing, commercial, or other business purposes, by par- 
ties desiring the use of such facilities. Sachside-tracks or sidings shall be laid 
and maintained under the direction of said commissioners, and in such manner 
as shall least obstruct the use of the public streets for ordinary purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, after the words “L 
street, to insert and east of Delaware avenue; in line 7, after the 
words Eastern Brauch,“ to insert and south of K street, south- 
east;’’ and inline 11, aſter the ward avenues,“ to insert ‘‘east of Sixth 
street and west of Twelfth street, southwest; so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Src. . That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to acquire, subject to the approval of said —— — 
for the purposes of Its business, any one or more of the squares of ground in 
the city of Washington south of the line of the said railroad and north of L 
street and east.of ware avenue and north of the Eastern Branch and south 
of K street, southeast, and east of Thirteenth street, sontheast, and any one or 
more squares as shall be approved by the said commissioners abutling on the 
line of said railroad on Maryland and Virginia avennes east of Sixth streetand 
west of Twelfth street, south west, and to extend, maintain, and use tracks from 
convenient points on the line of said railroad into the said property. and to 
cross such streets as may be necessary for that purpose, and to construct 
thereon such facilities as may be for its businessand a ved by said 
commissioners, and to maintain such facilities in connection therewith ; such 
tracks, where they cross streets, to be laid and maintained under the direction 
of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and in such manner as shall 
least obstruct the use of said streets for ordinary purposes. And in case said 
company shall be unable for any reason to acquire such properties, or any por- 
tion thereof, by purchase they may be acquired by said company in the man- 
ner provided by sections numbered from 648 to 663, both inclusive, of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia; but nothing herein con- 
tained shall authorize the condemnation of any church or school property or 
property of the United States. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

Sec, 4. That Congress hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to. e 

The bill was reported to the Senste as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, this bill is one of great moment to 
this District and it will tend probably to the solution of what has been 
one of the most puzzling problems in regard to the administration of 
the District. There has been an understanding, as I am informed, that, 
as a consequence of the of this bill or in the event of the pas- 
sage of this bill, by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company there 
shall be carried out an improvement by which the bed of the road will 
be taken off Sixth street and put upon the Mall, and that it will be so 
covered, making a covered way, as to conceal it from public view, and 
that the present bridge over Sixth street will be replaced by an ade- 
quate structure in respect to its size, its proportions, its cost, and its 


beanty. 
if this measure had been accom: 


I should have been very panied 
by some provision that would make the carrying out of the improve- 


ment I have just indicated, contemporaneous and concomitant with 
the gran of these privileges by but I think it ought to 
be distinetly understood that this legislation would not pass unop- 
posed or unobjected to if it were not upon the expectation that that 
improvement, whatever may be the cost of it, shall be carried ont by 
the railroad company. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it the understanding of the Senator from Delaware 
that the passaye of this bill makes it more likely and certain that the 
depot on Sixth street, on the public park there, will be maintained ? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand so. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the bill, then. 

Mr. INGALLS. Understand what? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I understand so. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand the interrogatory. 
` Mr. HIGGINS. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts put an interroga- 
tory to me. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator from Delaware to say that 
this bill would not pass were it not for an understanding accompany- 
ing its passage that the railroad company was to make certain expend- 
itures in relation to access to its present station—large expenditures 
which would make a large public improvement, as he concedes. I 
asked the Senator from Delaware if his understanding was that the 
passage of this bill rendered it more likely or more certain that the 
present Sixth-street depot would be maintained in the future, and the 
Senator does so understand. If that is the view, I object. 

Mr. INGALLS. As the chairman of the committee, I beg to state 
that the understanding of the Senator from Delaware is entirely with- 
out foundation, and if the Senator would be good enough to review 
his own information, which was derived, I think, from acting as one 
of the subcommittee who reported this bill, I am sure he would modify 
his reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, I have here before me 
a map of the city of Washington upon which every tract of property 
that is described as accessible is marked ont, and this bill eliminates 
every single question that is in dispute between the railroad corpora- 
tion and the people of this District, or-as to the occupation of the 
Sixth-street depot. I affirm myself that being opposed to the con- 
tinued location of the depot in that locality, if I believed there was 
any connection, mediate, indirect, or remote, between the — of 

ocality, I 


this bill and the continued location of the depot in that 
would myself oppose it. 

I affirm that it is the distinct understanding that every question in 
dispute is eliminated from this bill and that its passage is required for 
the purposes of public convenience and public quiet and public repose. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts would be enough to exam- 
ine the map that-lies before me, upon which the squares and blocks 
and lots have been designated, he will see that the road is merely to 
have access to property lying south of the railroad track into ware- 
houses and store-houses and commission merchants’ places and the 
round-houses and engine-houses of the company, which is absolutely 
essential for the public interests of this town. 

The object of this is to legalize the crossing of certain streets to en- 
able the company to reach those localities, to legalize the lines that 
have already been laid across those streets, and to prevent the ques- 
tions which are continually arising by reason of the all of some 
parties in the interest that the company has no right under the decis- 
ion of the courts to cross thestreets, avenues, and highways of the city. 

The Senator from Massachusetts is right. If this bill was to be rce- 
ognized in any way whatever as the assurance on the part of the Senate 
or as an agreement on the part of the Senate, directly or indirectly, by the 
remotest inference or specifically, that the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company was to continue to occupy Sixth street and to be per- 
mitted to remain where it is in its present location, I would oppose it. 
But I affirm, on the contrary, that this matter was fully examined be- 
fore the Committee on the District of Columbia by a subcommittee, 
who examined every tract that is mentioned in this bill and inspected 
it personally. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer an inquiry of mine? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the property to which the Senator alludes, 
which is now on the south side of the tracks, and to which they desire 
to have access, be the south side of any track rendered necessary to 
the Sixth-street depot ? 

Mr. INGALLS, Entirely so. 

Mr. DAWES. So that access to that from their main track would 
remain precisely the same, whatever disposition was made of this bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Exactly the same as it is now. There is no single 
tract of land that is mentioned in this bill or to which access is per- 
mitted by this bill that is not outside of the disputed territory, and 
there is not a tract, lot, or block that is not required for the business 
interests of this city, and to which access is not to be permitted for 
that purpose alone, and under the direction and control of the District 
5 and subject absolutely to the action of Congress here- 
after, 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, I was one of the subcommittee which examined into this matter. 

The report was drawn by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MoM 


. 


= : - ` 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


; 


SEPTEMBER 23, 


LAN], who is not now in the Senate. He has gone home, and I ex- 
tremely regret that he is not here to express his own views for himself. 
I also am sorry that the other member of the subcommittee, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], is absent—so that the Senate 
could have the benefit of the views of all the members of the subcom- 
mittee who thus looked into this question. 

In the first instance, the bill as introduced by the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] called for the right to enter upon squares 
and reservations and blocks running all the distance from the tunnel 
through to the Long Bridge, but the subcommittee thought that it was 
best that no grant should be made of such right at any point east of 
Sixth street, but that it should be confined to the opportunity or the 
right to enter cross-streets and to havesidings into reservations and pri- 
vate places of business along the line of the road between Sixth street 
and the tunnel. 

The question that was asked by the Senator from Massachusetts calls 
for this reply. It was the suggestion made to the subcommittee by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], that the best solution 
of this problem would be that the station should remain at Sixth street. 
So far as my own judgment I differ with the distinguished gen- 
tlemen who have expressed their views that it ought not to be there. 
I think it ought to remain where itis. I think that is the best place 
for the convenience of the people who visit Washington and the citizens 
of Washington. I do not think you can putitin any better place, and 
I do not believe it will ever be put in another place. But if it is to 
remain there I agree with the suggestion which was made by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, that the tracks should be taken off Sixth street 
and put on the Mall, and then covered over in such a way as not to make 
it unsightly, but to make it a proper improvement as far as it can be 
consistently with retaining the beauty of the public reservation. 

Mr. HOAR. What do you call the Mall at that point ? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I mean the public square just back of the station. 
This bill does not touch that question necessarily, and hence the re- 
marks that I made. : 5 

It is perfectly true, as stated by the Senator from Kansas, that it is 
consistent with the of this bill that the question whether that 
station remains at Sixth street or is removed from it is left perfectly 
open. It is true, and it is also very probable, that the other members 
ot the District Committee entertain the view that the gentleman from 
Kansas has expressed as his view, that the bill does not stand in the 
way of the removal of that station, that it was not intended to stand 
in ‘the way of it. 

To repeat what I have already said, so far as my own view is con- 
cerned, and that as I understood it of the Senator from Michigan, it 
was best that the station should remain where it is now, but the rea- 
son why I made the remark I did was to put it upon the record that 
the granting of these rights at this time should not be considered as a 
waiver on the part of Congress in the exercise of its powers and duties 
in this behalf; that it should not be regarded as a waiver by Congress 
of the right to call upon the railroad company, if that station should 
remain at Sixth street, to take the tracks off that street and put them 
on the public reservation alongside and in the manner I have already 
indicated, so as to makeit a proper improvementin connection with it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Kansas 
in thinking that this passenger station should be removed from its 
pea location. When it was put there there was one vote only in its 

avor in the House of Representatives, and that was obtained bya mis- 
take. I can call it by no other name. I do not think that we should 
commit ourselves to any Jegislation which is in danger of being con- 
strued to give to this railroad the further equitable right to remain 
where it is or that should enable the railroad to say that we have au- 
thorized it to make a great expenditure, which it only would have 
made with the expectation that that license was to be continued. 

J think it should be put upon record in connection with this bill, 
either on-a report of the committee stating that it is their unanimous 
opinion that this bill is not intended in any way to prejudice the pub- 
lic right or to give any new equities to the railroad in to that 
question, or that a declaration of that sort should be inserted in the 
bill itself, one or the other, especially after what has been said by the 
Senator from Delaware, who seems to be the only member of the sub- 
committee which draughted the bill and prepared it who is now pres- 
ent in the Senate, and who thinks that his associates on the subcom- 
mittee agree with him in the opinion he has expressed. 

I therefore object to the further consideration of the bill. I have no 
objection to its going over without prejudice, and if to-morrow a writ- 
ten report from the committee shall be put on file to that effect or a 
declaration of amendment inserted in the bill itself, I shall make no 
further objection to it. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go 
over. 


THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 2) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, importa- 
tion, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors was an- 
noun as next in order on the Calendar. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it objected to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the joint resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that objection is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator from 
Maryland to object. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the objection for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not wish to make any remarks on this matter 
myself, but I want to say, in justice to those who may be for the joint 
resolution and those who may be againstit, that several gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber have said to me that they desired to be 
heard, and I do not think it ought to be pressed at this time. Ishould 
hope that it may be passed over without prejudice and upon my own 
suggestion, for the reasons that I have given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to call attention to Order of Business 
1874, which was passed over without prejudice yesterday without my 
observing it at the moment. It is a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the 
right of suffrage to women. If no one cares to speak upon that meas- 
ure, I should be very glad to have a vote upon it. If there is no ob» 
jection, I ask for a vote upon it. - 

87 55 VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the joint resolution will be 
8 


The Cuter CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 1.) pro an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the right of 
suffrage to women. 

; Me ee The joint resolution has been read at 
en 


Mr, BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays on its passage. 
Mr. VEST. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House q 8 of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of e: House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed tothe latures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which, when ratified by three- 
8 of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of said Constitution, 
namely: 

ARTICLE . 


SECTION 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be de- 
nied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 

Src. 2. The Con; shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to enforea 
the provisions of this article. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the joint resolu- 
tion will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without prejudice. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. < 


The bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public buildin 
at Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site, was considered asin - 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL W, SELLECK, 


The bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Daniel 
W. Selleck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Danie! W. Selleck, as a private 
of Company B, of the Ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers,and substitute 
therefor, “ jarged from the military service on the 26th day of February, 
1864, by reason of being under the age of eighteen years and of having enlisted 
and re-enlisted without the knowledge or consent of his parents; and further, 
to issue to said Selleck a discharge as of date February 26, 1854, by reason of be- 
ing under the age of eighteen yearsand having enlisted without the knowledge 
or consent of his parents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


LAND AT BATON ROUGE, LA. 


The bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
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The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BATE, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, August 20, 1890, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3857) 
to provide for the s portion of the United States military reseryation 
Baton Rouge, La., having considered the same, report: 


po 
This is a in which it hy e to transfer title from the United States to 
the congregation of St, Joseph’s Catholic Church, of Baton Rouge, La., certain 
psn now — pene in the United States military reservation and occupied as 
a burial groun: 

As stated in the report of the House Committee on Military Affairs 

“ The oceupation by the church of the ground for the pw above stated 
existed, according to the testimony of the oldest citizens and traditions of the 
said church, prior tothe uisition of the said reservation by the United States. 
The Catholic co: ion held undisturbed possession of their grave-yard until 
1862, when the exigencies of war required the tombs to be . 
in order that the post at Baton Rouge could be more easily deſended. e pur- 
pose of this bill is to restore to this church the title of the said grave- yard in 
prar 4 75 may no longer be subject to desecration and that it may hereafter 

pro A 

There appears no reason why the prayer of this bill should not be granted. 
Upon the contrary, to grantit simply means to give to these people again con- 
trol of the ground where their dead are buried, and of which they had the use 
and occupancy before taken possession of for military purposes. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 849, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


This bill proposes to transfer title from the United States, if it has any, to the 
congregation of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, of Baton Rouge, La., to a certain 
parcel of ground now included in the United States military reservation, used 
and occupied from time immemorial as a burial-ground or grave-yard. 

The occupation by the church of the ground for the purposes above stated ex- 
isted, according to the testimony of the oldest citizens and traditions of the said 
church, prior to the acquisition of the said reservation by the UnitedStates. The 
Catholic 8 held undisturbed possession of their grave-yard until 
1862, when the exigencies of war required the tombs to be leveled to the 

‘ound in order that the post at Baton Rouge could be more easily defended. 

e purpose of this bill is to restore to this church the title ot the said gravye- 
pars in order that it may no longer be subject to desecration and that fe may 
ereafter be protected, The committee 9 44 the following amendment: In 
section 1, line 21, atter the word “forever” add the following: unless hereafter 
required by the Secretary of War for use of the United States for military pur- 
poses,” and as amended the committee recommend that the bill pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Quay August 18, 1890, providing for the adoption of certain or- 
ders for the government of the Senate during the present session. 

Mr. QUAY. That resolution has fulfilled its purpose; it may goover. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

JOHN J. TULLY. 


The bill (H. R. 6676) granting a pension to John J. Tully was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is a bill I asked to have go over before. 
Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


SHAWNEE AND DELAWARE INDIANS, 


The bill (S. 4354} to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of 
the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee. 
Nenen, and for other purposes was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a very important bill. Let the report be 
read explanatory of it. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
DAWEs, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, August 28, 1890, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will inquire if the report is very long. I am anx- 
ious that we should reach the labor bills on the Calendar, which are di- 
rectly in advance. I have been waiting a long time. Those matters 
are much more important, and we shall be wasting time to havea long 
report read. . 

Mr. DAWES, I can state the case in three minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. This is a very important matter. I hope the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will not object to the bill. Itisa simple 
matter of justice. 

Mr. DAWES. Here are three different claims, the claims of the Dela- 
wares, the Shawnees, and the freedmen. The Delawares and Shaw- 
nees claim under the treaty with the Cherokees equal rights with the 
Cherokees in all the property and funds ot the nation. The Cherokees 
have received from time to time rental for the Cherokee Strip, and have 
in council ordered it to be divided per capita between the Cherokees of 
the pure blood, excluding the freedmen and the Delawares from par- 
ticipation in it. 

The object of this bill, so far as that is concerned, is to anthorize these 
bands, the Delawares by their chiefs and the freedmen by a guardian 
to be appointed with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
bring suit in the Court of Claims to assert their rights in law and in 
equity to these funds. 

The Shawnees have a claim of a different character. They havea 
fund which was tg be distributed among theirorphans. An agent was 
appointed to take the money out there, and he defaulted. The United 


States passed a law to reimburse theirfund. It was the opinion of the 
Interior Department some eight years ago, when the law that 
this man was the agent of the Shawnees when he defaulted, and not 
the agent of the United States, and therefore they declined to pay the 
money. The object of this bill, so far as the Shawnees are con 


Mr. . What is the amount involved? 

Mr. DAWES. The amount involved in the Shawnee matter is about 
$9,000. The question whether they are entitled to interest on it in 
reimbursing their {und is a question also submitted to the court. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much is involvedin the other matter? 

Mr. DAWES. The other matter was the share of the freedmen and 
Delawares in the rental of the Cherokee Strip all of the time since it 
has been rented to the cattle syndicates, $300,000 a year for three or 
four years, They have from time to time distributed that per capita 
among their own blood to the exclusion of all others. The United 
States passed a law to take from their trust funds 875, 000 to reimburse 
these freedmen alone out of the first year’s rental. Who are the freed- 
men entitled to that is a matter of question between the United States 
and the Cherokees, The Cherokees claim that a great many men 
claiming to be the freedmen covered by the treaty have come in from 
Kansas and Missouri to obtain the benefit of thissum. All these ques- 
tions are submitted to the Court of Claims. 

I will state further that whatever is the result of the claim of the 
Delawares and freedmen comes out of the funds of the Cherokees here 
in the Treasury, and not out of the funds of the United States. The 
claims of the Shawnees, if they prevail against the United States, will 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. If they fail to pre- 
vail it will be because the Court of Claims finds that the man who de- 
faulted was their agent, and not ours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If theclaim is sustained toa portion of this Cher- 
okee Strip rent fund, that fund will amount to about $1,200,000. 

Mr. DAWES, L should think by this bill it would amount to over 
a million dollars, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, you propose to pay the attorneys here. 

Mr. DAWES. No; the portion of the freedmen and Delawares of 


‘the whole fund will be as their numbers compare with the numbers of 


the whole nation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much will that be probably if the attorneys 
are to be paid 10 per cent.? 

Mr. DAWES. Of the pure bloods there are perhaps 18,000, The 
treedmen entitled to it are estimated by some to be 1,600 and by 
some 1,900; but they are multiplying very fast as time goes on. The 
Delawares are a small band of Indians, There are four or five hundred 
of them, and their numbers compared with these others will give some 
little idea of the amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It will be in proportion, then, to the numerical 
strength of the different parties. 

Mr. DAWES. That is it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the amount that they should be entitled to 
would go over $150,000, 10 per cent. would be an enormous fee to 
cha: ` 


rge. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis (not exceeding 10 per cent.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know, but you had just as well pay 10 per cent. 
You allow that. 

Mr. DAWES. The agent for the Shawnees is the only man that I 
know of. The man prosecuting the interests of the Shawnees is the 
only man who has appeared before the committee having any interest 
at all in this claim. No man has appeared representing the freedmen 
and the Shawnees that I know of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator has 3 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask for the reading of that part of report 
commencing— 

The history and basis of these claims, as set out and provided for in sections 
1, 2. and 3 of the bill, are as follows: 

Mr. DAWES. If there is no objection, I will answer the question 
of the Senator from Missouri in reference to the attorneys’ fees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the Senator have leave to speak. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceeed. 

Mr. DAWES. The principal of the claim of the attorney represent- 
ing the Shawnees is about $9,000,000 and the interest, if the Court ot 
Claims say he is entitled to it. He has an agreement with the Shaw- 
nees to have 10 per cent. of that claim. He has no agreement that I 
know of as to any of the others. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who is that? 

Mr. DAWES. The attorney representing the Shawnees has an agree- 
ment that he shall be allowed 10 percent. The original bill, approved 
by the Department, came down here requiring that there should bere- 
tained out of that sum 10 per cent. for the attorney. 
difference between this bill and that, authorizing the Court of Claims to 
allow an attorney such attorney’s fees as the Court of Claims may deem 
reasonable, not exceeding 10 per cent., so that what he shall receive is 
within the judgment of the Court of Claims, not exceeding 10 per cent. 
of the principal sum, , 


cerned, 
is to enable them to go into the Court of Claims and settle that point. - 
COCKRE 


t 


You see the 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let that of the report that I refer to be read, 
commencing with the words to the year 1866.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The portion of the report referred to will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read from the report submitted by Mr. DAWES, 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, August 28, 1890, as follows: 


Prior to the year 1865 the Cherokee Nation of Indians claimed and possessed 
a tract of country in the Indian Territory bounded on the north by the State 
of Kansas, on the east by the States of Missouri and Arkansas, and on the south 
by the Choctaw, Creek, and Seminole Nations of Indians, 

On the 19th day of July, 1565, the Cherokee Nation made and entered into a 
treaty with the United States, and among other thi: the contracting parties 
stipu! and provided in article 15: (1) t the United States may settle civ- 
flized Indians, friendly with the Cherokees and adjacent tribes, on unoccupied 
lands east of the ninety-sixth degree west longitude in the Cherokee Nation; 
(2) on such terms as may be agreed upon by the tribes and the Cherokees and 
approved by the President of the United States, with the provision that the 
tribessettling should abandon their tribal organizations and pay into the Cher- 
okee national fund a sum of money l sustain the same proportion to 
the then existing national fund that the number of Indians sustain to the whole 
number of Cherokees then residing in the Cherokee country; and on compli- 
ance the Indians settting shall be incorporated into and ever after remain a part 
of the Cherokee Nation, “equal ine respect with native citizens.” 

Article 16 of this treaty provides that the United States may settle friendly In- 
dians in any part of the Cherokee country west of the ninety-sixth degree west 
8 to be taken in compact form and conveyed in fee-simple to each of 


Article 9 of this treaty provides that all freedmen who were liberated by vol- 


un act of former owners or by law, as well as free colored persons who 


‘Were in the co at the commencement of the rebellion and are now resi- 
dents in the Cherokee Nation or who may return in six months, and their de- 
seendants, shall have all the rights of native Cherokees. 

On the 7th day of Jone, 1869, the Shawnees made an agreement with the. 
Cherokee Nation, under the authority of the aforesaid fifteenth article, yielding 
ga paying to the Cherokee Nation $5,000 of their perpetual annuities and $50,- 

in cash. For this payment of money the Cherokees to receive the 
Shawnees into the Cherokee Nation on the unoccupied lands east of the ninety- 
sixth degree west longitude, in the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, and 
that they shall be incorporated into and ever after remain a part of the Chero- 
kee Na on equal terms in every respect, and with all the privileges and im- 
munities of a native citizen of the Cherokee Nation. Stipulating that the 


agreement. 
This agreement was approved by the President on the 9th day of June, 1959, 
in the manner as is authorized by the aforesaid fifteenth article. _And, to wit, 
nine hundred Shawnees complied with the provisions and conditions of this 
agreement, moved and settled in the Cherokee Nation. 

On the 8th day of April, 1467, the Delaware Indians made and concluded an 
agreement with the Cherokee Nation, under the aforesaid article 15 of the 
treaty of 1866. In said agreement it is ded (1) that the Cherokee Nation 
will sell to the Delawares a quantity of east of the ninety-sixth degree of 
west longitude in the Cherokee Nation, in a; te equal to 160 acres for each 
individual Delaware who had been enrolled February 18, 1867, who should 
elect to remove tothe “ Indian country.” Names could be added by the Dela- 
Ware council within a month after the signing of the agreement. (2) The Dela- 
Wares agrec to pay to the Cherokees for the land $1 peracre. Upon compliance 
with the stipulations and conditions of the agreement, the Delawares were to 
be porated into the Cherokee Nation, with the same rights and immuni- 
ties and the same participation in the national funds as native Cherokees, 
and children thereafter born of such Delawares shall bein all respects regarded 
as native Cherokees, 

‘The agreement was ratified by the national committee June 15, 1867; and to 
wit, fourteen hundred Delawares moved into the Cherokee Nation under the 
authori of this agreement, 

Referring to the freedmen claiming rights under the ninth article of the said 

Y, it was ascertained that the census and roll recently taken, under the re- 
cent act of Congress, shows that there are over five thousand persons, 

From the time of making and entering into the aforesaid articles of the 
treaty and the agreements, up to May 19, 1883, the Shawnees, Delawares, and 
freedmen were accepted and recognized by the Cherokee Nation as Cherokee 
citizens, with all the rights, benefits, and immunities of native Cherokees, as 


é provided and obligated by the aforesaid treaty and agreements. 


About this time the Cherokee Nation received from the Government $300,000, 
appropriated by Congress out of funds due under appraisement of Cherokee 
lands west of the ninety-sixth degree west longitude, This money the Chero- 
kee legislative council directed by an act to be paid out per capita to Cherokees 
by blood only in the Cherokee Nation. 

On July 5, 1883, the Cherokee Nation leased, rented, or granted to an associa- 
tion of ponon, who sre United States citizens, a permit to occupy and 
all of the vacant land belonging to the Cherokee Nation west of the ninety- 
sixth degree west longitude, or west of the Arkansas River in the Cherokee 
Nation. This lease was made to run for five years, ata rental of $100,000 per 
year. The act of the Cherokee national council authorizing this lease prov 
and promised that when $300,000 was paid into the Cherokee national treasury 
the amount should be paid out per capita as the council should direct. 

In May, 1888. this amount was paid into the Cherokee national treasury, and 
the Cherokee nations! council passed an act requiring the Cherokee national 
treasurer to pay the said money out per capita to Cherokee citizens by blood 
and descent only in the Cherokee Nation. This action deprived the Shawnees, 
Delawares, and freedmen of their share and portion of this money. This pay- 
ment was $15.50 per capita. 

At the same session of this council an act was passed and approved construing 
the oe of the Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen. By this act the inten- 
tion of the Cherokee Nution is clearly shown that the Cherokee Nation will not 
allow the Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen to ever participate in the distri- 
bution of or the allotment of their lands west of the Arkansas River in the 
Cherokee Nation, 


Mr. BLAIR, I hope the Senator will consent that the residue of 
this report may be printed without being read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think this is a very important case, involving 
very grave interests. 

Mr. BLAIR. About $9,000, I believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I must ask that the report be read. I think it 
is instructive to the Senate, and I am glad to see that the Senator from 
New Hampshire is listening to it. 

Mr. B I will say that nobody probably has heard a word of 


it. It is a case which involves $9,000. -We have passed about fifty 
Indian biils this session, and not one touching the great interests of the 
mass of the laboring people ol this country. I think it is trifling with 
an imporant matter by interposing with a very trivial one. 
4 Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can object to the bill if he wants to 
0 80. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The readingof the report will be resumed. 
: Tho Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading of the report, as 
ollows: 


The justification and detense the Cherokee Nation set up for their acta and 
these violations are as follows: I. Because the amount paid by the Shawnees, 
Delawares, and freedmen is not adequate or equivalent under the provisions ot 
the treaty; 2. Because the lands west of the ninety-sixth degree west longitude, 
belonging to the Cherokee Nation, was set off, approp: and diverted for 
as fic purpose, before these agreements were entered into. 

This position of the condition cf these people is by the committee regarded 
as serious and calculated to keep up and open contentions and hinder and ob- 
struct the progress of these people; it is deemed best to provide a tosettle 
the status of these people in the country, and their claims to their rights, by 
sending the matters of dispute to the Court of Olaims, and this plan is agreed 
to by the Cherokee delegates as well as the Shawnees. 

The original bill provided foran appropriation to pay the Shawnees for the 
defaulted payment of 1886, out of Cherokee funds, as was provided in the act of 
October 19, 1x88, but the committee find that the money paid out to the Cherokee 
citizens at the time was money derived from the | of the Jands west of - 
the Arkansas River for kraztng 283 aud that the Departments and Con- 
gress do not re ize the right of the Cherokee Nation to lease the said lands, 
and the lessees of these lands have been ordered to vacate and remove from and 
off the lands by the Ist of October, 1890; therefore the committee conclude it 
proper and —— to all to send the whole question to the courts for a proper 
and a final decision. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I want the other part read, the report of 
the committee itself, which was made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes], which seems to reflect upon one of my constituents. 
I must have that part read referring to section 4 of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The part of the report referred to by the 
Senator will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Referring to the subject-matter, and the provision of section 4 of this substi- 
tuted bill, the committee finds as follows: That in November, 1863, William P. 
Dole was Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and caused to be placed to the credit 
of H. B. Branch, superintendent of Indian affairs, the sum of $89,000 for pay- 
ment per capita to the Shawnee tribe of Indians, 

Superintendent Branch wasinstructed by Commissioner Dole to make a care- 
ful examination as to the number of Shawnee orphans, and retain in his hands 
the amount found to be due to them, allowing them to share equally with the 
other Indians in the per capita payment, 

He was also instructed to make a thorough investigation respecting the dis- 
position that had been made of the money that belonged to the Shawnee or- 
panas, and paid to the guardians or the Shawnee council, to be applied for the 

netit of the orphans, including the payment made on the 29th of October, 1560, 
to certain ians under bonds, and the E dale made previously, and if 
he should that any of the money rightfully belonging to the orphans had 
been squandered or misapplied, to retain from the remittance such additional 
sums as he should find to be withheld or misapplied, and make payment to the 
balance of the tribe. 

On the 29th of January, 1863, Superintendent Branch reported that he made 
payment on the 20th, 2ist, and 22d of 8 1863, to these Shawnees; that he 
ascertained the number of orphans to be thirty-eight, and retained out of the 
annuity $70 per head for such, making $2,660 withheld. He also reported that, 
owing to the default of Shawnee guardians, he withheld from the Shawnee 
tribal fund the further sum of $7,846.39, making a sum total of $10,506.39 which 
has been held from the Shawnee tribal fund since January 23, 1863. 

The committee further find that Superintendent Branch failed to seitle his ac- 
counts with the United States Government, and defaulted tor a large amount, 
and embezzled the aforesaid sum, $10,506.39, which he withheld out of the Shaw- 
nee tribal fund on the 22d of January, 1863, 

The committee further find that this tribal fund, out of which this payment 
was made and Branch em led the said amount, under the provisions of the 
seventh article of the treaty made with the Shawnees and the United States, 
1832, and article 3 of their treaty of May 10, 1854, the United States stipulated 
and agreed to pay to these Shawnees 5 per cent. per annum on this annuity 
fund, and that obligation is not released or discharged by the embezzlement 
of ex-Superintendent Branch. 

The committee further find that in ISM, in the act makin ng hater aig to 
supply deficiencies, ete., the sum of $9,437.62 was appropri to be paid to the 
Shawnees on account of arrears of annuities due under the third article of the 
treaty of May 10, 1354, caused by the defalcation of Harrison B. Branch, 
intendent of Indian Affairs, in 1861 and 1862. The difference between the sum 
withheld and the sum appropriated, namely, $1,068.77, was recovered from the 
sureties on the bond of Ex-Superintendent Branch. Thecommittee further find 
that in June, 1885, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs addressed a letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior and asked to be instructed if it was the intention of 
the Department to construe the act of 1884, pera the said sum of $9,- 
487.62, as to authorize the funds appropriated to be paid to the Shawnee or- 
pbhans, without d to the claim of the tribe as a whole. 

The Shawnees „ as now, claimed and contented that this was their tribal 
fund and that the amount should be distributed to the tribe capita, On 
the 3d day of July, 1885, the Secretary of the Interior returned the letter for the 
Comm ner's recommendation as to the right and proper course to be pur- 
sued in the matter. On the 9th of July the Commissioner returned his office re- 
port of the 29th of June, with an opinion that justice demanded at least the sum 
of $2,370, part of said appropriation, should be paid directly to the parties to 
whom it belonged, i. e., the Shawnee orphans, and that he could not recom- 
mend that the whole amount of the appropriation be paid to the Shawuces as a 
tribe, which the strict construction of the letter of the act seemed to require. 
He also recommended that he be instructed to take no further action in the 

mises, looking to new and more definite legislation by Congress. On the 

day of July, 1885, the Secretary of the Interior directed the Commissioner 

to take no further action in the premises under the existing Jaw, and thus this 
matter has rested from that date to the present time, 

The committee find that there is an unsettled question of law between the 
Shawnees and the Interior Department, (1) whether the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs is authorized and em from his jurisdiction over Indian af- 
Path to instruct a Soning es — ye 8 to — 8 — tribal 

nds appropriated by Congress provisions and stipulations of treaties, 
and (2) as to the authority of the officers of the Government to withhold the 
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payment of money appropriated by Congress, by a forced 
act, and refuse and neglect to disburse the funds as the act 
The committee are of the opinion that the proper and wise oan tocar 


construction of the 
directs, 


subject is to refer these matters to the courts for a careful and a inves- 
tigation and final settlement. Therefore they submit a substitute for the bills 
5.2821, S. 2322, and S. 4005. 

And the committee recommend it do pass, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from New York will allow the 
pending bill to be continued. It will only take a few minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us finish up this bill. It is very meritorious. 

Mr. EVARTS. I give way. 

The 6 The title of the unfinished business will 
be stat 

The CHIEF CLERK., A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regulate the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from New York kindly permits the bill 
which has been pending to go on without prejudice to his bill 

Mr. EVARTS. If House bill 9014 is taken up, I give way in order 
that the bill which has been pending may be finished. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESID ENT. Objection being made, the bill will go over. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will. 

Mr. BLAIR. The time to work as we are app ing so near the 
end of the session is very limited, and we ought to meet at least as 
early as 11 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois, that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday will now be resumed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9014) to de- 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. EVARTS. When the Senate adjourned last evening, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] was 
pending. The yeas and nays were ordered, and on the roll-call it was 
shown that there was not a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks the Senator is in error 
in supposing that the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS, There was no call of the yeas and nays. A di- 
vison was called for. 

Mr. EVARTS. I thought there had been a call of the yeas and nays, 
At any rate a division was called for. F ask that the matter may be 
taken up at that stage now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the. 
Senator from Maryland [Mr, GORMAN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15, section 3, line 27, it is proposed to 
strike out Richmond and insert Baltimore; so as to read: 

In the fourth circuit, in the city of Baltimore. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I desire to say a word on that question. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iask that the vote on the question may be taken 
by a division. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Isimply desire to say that this amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland is a change which would be very undesirable 
to the circuit, in my judgment. The circuit consists of the States of 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and the two Carolinas. The change 
of the location of the court from the central point at Richmond to an 
outside point like Baltimore, it strikes me, would be an unreasonable 
thing. Maryland is on one side, on the northern side, and South Car- 
olina on the southern side; and to take the court and plant it at Balti- 
more, instead of Richmond, would operate great inconvenience, and 
it strikes me that it is a very unreasonable proposition. w 

I insist, sir, upon the court remaining where it is. In addition to 

that, I understand from the remarks of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] yesterday, that the bill—I have not examined it myself— 
leaves the matter with the judges to select the location of the court 
where they please, and if Richmond be not a suitable place, I presume 
the judges will select a place that is more suitable to them. But I 
insist upon it that the Senate should not judge the matter, but leave 
the location of the court where it is now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], on which a division has been 
sa. for. 

Zae ocr being put; there were on a division—a: 
ae Pcie CE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having vo 


8, noes 19. 
the roll will 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, September 24, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 23d day of September, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Eleventh Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Ralph W. Hoyt, to be captain, September 19, 1890, 
vice Sage, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Robert L. Hirst, to be first lieutenant, September 19, 
1890, vice Hoyt, promoted. 

Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

Second Lieut. Roger B. Bryan, to be first lieutenant, September 18, 
1890, vice Holton, deceased. 

Additional Second Lieut. Orin B. Meyer, of the First Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant, September 18, 1890, vice Bryan, promoted. 

TERRITORIAL JUDGES OF PROBATE. 

Francis L. Daggett, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Washington County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire 
September 25, 1890. 

Charles Foote, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Juab 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25, 

1890. 


Stephen V. Frazier, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Rich 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25, 
1890, 

William Goodwin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Cache 
8 in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 25, 

90. 

Hector W. Haight, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Davis County, in the Territory of Utah, vice Thomas J. Brandon, 
whose term will expire September 25, 1890. 

Charles A. Herman, of Utah Territory, to be judge bf probate in 
Tooele County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire Sep- 
tember 25, 1890. - 

Jacob Johnson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in San 


Pete County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire Septem- 


ber 25, 1890. 

Henry Shields, of Utah Territory, tobe judge of probate in Summit 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term will expire September 
25, 1890. 

Thomas S. Watson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Wasatch County, in the Territory of Utah, as provided by section 19, 
chapter 397, volume 24, laws 1887, United States Statutes at Large. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate September 23, 1890. 
` ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
George Maney, of Tennessee, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Paraguay and Uruguay. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 23, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, D. D. 
APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of Friday’s Jour- 
nal, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 169; as follows: 


YEAS—155. 
Adams, Brewer, Conger, Gear, 
Allen, Mich. Brosius, Craig, * Gest, 
Anderson,Kans. Brower, Culbertson, Pa. Gifford, 
Arnold, Browne, Va: Cutcheon, G „ 
Atkinson, Pa Buchanan, N. J. Dalzell. Grosvenor, 
ore parte, — ae Grout, 
. arton, Lano, 

Caldwell Dingley, Harmer, 

Bayne, Candler, Mass. 8 — 
n. rsey, 
Bel F Carter Dunnell, Henderson, lowa 
Belknap, Caswell, en ES ermann, 
—— eee — — 
am, 
3 Clark, Wis. Fliet, Ho 

—.— bon — Houk, 
Bowden, Comstock, Funston, Kennedy, 
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Kerr, lowa Morrow, Rockwell, Taylor, J. D. 
Ketcham, ‘01 Rowell, Taylor, 
Kinsey, Ni haus, Russell, Thomas, 

Pp, ute, Sanford, ‘Thompson, 

255 O'Donnell, Sawyer, Townsend, Colo, 
la ollette, N. Scranton, Townsend, Pa, 
Laidlaw, Osborne, e Turner, Kans, 
Lansing, Owen, Ind. Sherman, Vandever, 
NAS Aa Simonds, Van Tam ick, 

h yson, s 
Lind, Perkins, Smith, W. Va. Wade, 

Lodge, Pickler, Smyser, Walker, 
McComas, Post, Snider, t Wallace, Mass. 
MeCormick, ley, Spooner, Wallace, N. Y. 
McDuffie, Quackenbush, Stephenson, Wheeler, Mich, 
McKinley, nes, Stewart, Vt. Wickham, 
Miles, Randall, Stivers, Williams, Ohio 
Moffitt, Ray, Stockbridge, Wilson, Wash, 
Moore, N. H. Reed, Iowa Struble, right, 
More: Reyburn, Taylor, E. B. Yardley. 
Morrill, ife, Taylor, III. 
NAY—L 
Mason. 
NOT VOTING—169. 
A Crain, Lee, Richardson, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lester, Ga. Robertson, 

n, M: Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lewis, Rowland, 
Andrew, Deryan, Magner, Rusk, s 
Atkinson, W. Va. Davidson, Maish, Sayers, 
Bankhead, De Haven, Mansur, Seney, 
Barnes, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Shively, 

8 Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Biggs, Dockery, MeAdoo, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dunphy, McCarthy, Springer, 
Bland, Edmun McCiammy, Stahlnecker, 
Blount, Elliott, McClellan, Stewart, Ga. 

A Ellis, McCord, Stewart, Tex, 
Breckinridge, Enloe, McCreary, dale, 
Brickner, art, McKenna, Stone, Ky. 
Brookshire, Finley, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. B. Fitch, MeRxe, Stump, 
Browne, T. G Milliken, Sweney, 
Brunner, Flower, Mills, ‘Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Forman, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tracey, 
Bullock, Fowler, Morgan, er, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Mudd, r, 
Butterworth, Gibson, utchler, Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, . Goodnight, Norton, Vaux, 

— 93 Grimes, Oates, Venable, 
Candler, Ga. Hansbrough, O’Ferrall, Washi m. 
Carlton, Hare, O’ Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
Caruth, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. Whiting, 
Oatchings, Hayes, Sos ont A sea 
Chipman, Haynes, wens, 0 ©, 

y Heard, rrett, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala, Benepe, Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Henderson, N. C. l, Willcox, 
Clunie, Herbert, Penington, Willi III. 

b, Holman, 3 Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Hooker, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind Kerr. Pa. Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Kilgore, Pierce, Yoder. 

Cot Lane, Price, 
Covert, Lanham, Quinn, 
Cowles, Lawler, Reilly, 


The following-named members we:e announced as paired until fur- | 


ther notice: 
Mr. MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 
Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. ALDERSON, 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 
Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WADE with Mr. DocKERY. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND, 
Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 
Mr. McCorp with Mr. FITHIAN. ; 
Mr. GREENHALGE with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. Buiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 
Mr, MILLIKEN with Mr. ABBOTT. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. EWART with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 
Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER, 
Mr. Sweney with Mr. WHITING. 
Mr, THOMAS M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. MANSUR. 
Mr. Lisp with Mr. PIERCE. 
Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Bidds. 


The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

Mr, O’FERRALL (after à pause). Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to 
have the vote announced. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair notices the gentleman’s anxiety. 


Mr. O'FERRALL. After the roll-call is concluded, the business in 
order is that the announcement be made by the Chair as to the result. 
I believe the roll-call has been concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Les; but it is quite possible that some other gen- 
tlemen may come in and make a quorum. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. But the roll-call is concluded; and under the 
ruling of the Chair 


The SPEAKER. The roll-call is not concluded until the announce- 
ment of the result. 
Mr. O’FERRALL, Under the ruling of the Chair, no one not pres- 


ent when the roll-call was going on can be recorded as t and not 
voting. Mr. Speaker, with all due deterence, I call ſor the announce- 
ment of the result of the vote. A 

[A pause, ] 
canes O’FERRALL, Mr. Speaker, I move that this House do now 

ourn. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point that the motion is not in 
order during the roll-call. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will examine and see how the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. Mason] is recorded. [A pause.] The gentle- 
man is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. 

Mr. GREENHALGE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TUCKER], but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. PAYSON. Idesire to know whether I am recorded, and how 
I voted on the first roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I am with my colleague from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], but have voted in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GEISSENHAINER], but have voted to make a quorum, 

Mr. YARDLEY. Iam paired with my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Kerr], but have voted for the purpose of making a quorum. 

Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. I am paired with my colleague 
[Mr. ALDERSON]. If he were present I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. I desire to inquire whether I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. The vote having been recapitulated, I insist 
that the result should be announced. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am not paired. I have been voting 
for the last two weeks pretty solidly. I would like to know whether 
I am recorded with the ayes. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLISS. Iam paired with my colleague from Michigan, Judge 
CHIPMAN, but have voted to make a quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to inquire how the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] has voted on this question. I should 
like to know whether he has been excused by the House under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has not been ex- 


cused. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I will tell the gentleman that I can answer for 
myself. I never yet voted to commit a larceny, and I do not propose 
to do it in this case. [Applause in galleries; derisive cries on the 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. What is the difference between perpetrating a lar- 
ceny and perpetuating one? [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } : 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would like to inquire what the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has done with the whole of the other side of the 
House. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. r a question. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. I submit that this proceeding is dilatory, Mr. 
Speaker. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iwould like to know whether the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, when he was seated ona contest by a Democratic 
House, considered that ‘‘Jarceny;’’ and, if so, whether it was not Demo- 
cratic ‘‘larceny.’’ 

Mr. O’FERRALL. It was the larceny of votes on the part of Re- 
publicans in Virginia that deprived me of my seat. I came here, and 
a Democratic Congress vindicated my right and gave me my seat. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You got it by a majority vote, did you 
not? 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Yes; and many Republicans declined to vote 
against me in that contest. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The only evidence that you hada right 
to the seat was that you were seated by a majority? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir, but 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Why are you not willing to abide by 
a majority vote at this time? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, the course of the Republican party 
in the last Congress will be remembered, when for days and weeks they 
sat here refusing to vote and breaking a quorum in the contested-elec- 
tion case of Sullivan rs. Felton. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Why did not you count them? 

Mr. BAKER. Regular order. [Cries of Vote!“ “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Now, if you gentlemen could sit here and re- 
fuse to seat Mr. Sullivan, the Democrats have a perfect right to retire 
ma ma the larceny of a seat from this side. [Cries of Regular 
order! 
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Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote. I vote in 
the negative. P 

Mr. Mason’s vote was recorded as above. 

a MOREY, I desire to inquire if my name is recorded as having 
vo 

The SPEAKER, It is not recorded as having voted, but the gentle - 
man is noted as present and not voting. 

Mr. MOREY. I will ask if I am permitted to vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right. 

Mr. Morey’s vote was recorded as above. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 155, the noes are 1. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. S. er. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to submit the question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and the Speaker announced, the affirmative vote 
being more than 100 and the noes 1, a call of the House was ordered. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 

hers failed to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Covert, Kilgore, Quinn, 
Alderson, Cowles, e, Reilly, 
Allen, Miss. Crain, Lanham, Richa: fi 
Anderson, Miss. Crisp, Lawler, Robertson, 
Andrew, Culberson, Tex. Lee, Rogers, 
Bankhead, Cummings, Lester, Ga. Rowland, ~ 
Barnes, Lester, Va. 3 
Barwig, Davidson, Lewis, Sayers, 
Biggs, Dibble, Magner, Seney, 
Bingham, Dickerson, Maish, Shively, 
Blanchard kery, Mansur, Skinner, 
Bland, Dunphy, Martin, Ind Spinola, 
Blount, Edmunds, Martin, Tex. Springer, 
Boutner, Elliott, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ellis, McCarthy, Stewart, Ga. 

T, Enloe, McClammy, 

ire, Ewa) McClellan, Stockdale, 
Brown, J. B, Finley McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Browne, T, M. teh, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brunner, . Fithian, McRae, Stamp, 
Buchanan, Va. Flood, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Flower, Mil Tillman, 
Bullock, Forman Montgomery, ‘Tracey, 
Bonn, Forney, Moore, Tex. Tucker, 
Butterworth, Fowler, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Mutchler, Turner, N. V. 
Campbell Gibson, Norton, Vaux, 
€ Jer, Ga. Goodnight, Oates, Venable, 
Carlton, Grimes, O'Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Caruth, Hansbrough, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Oatchings, Hare. Outhwaite, Whiting, 
Cheadle, Hatch, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hayes, Parrett, Wike, 
Clancy, Haynes, Paynter, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. Peel, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Hem hiti, Penington, Willcox, 
Clunie, Hendersou, N.C Perry, Williams, III 
Cobb, Herbert, Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Holman; | Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Pierce. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Kerr, Pa. Price, oder. 


The following members appeared during the call and were recorded 
as present under the rule: 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. FLOOD. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all further 
proceedings under the call. 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry first. 

ed? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Never mind. 

Mr, O'FERRALL, I desire to know whether a quorum is present. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I insist on the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs on the approval of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of Friday, and the Clerk call the roll. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 160, nay 0, not vot- 
ing 165; as follows: 


Has & quorum ap- 


YEAS—100. 
Adams, Caldwell Flood, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Candler, Mass, Frank, Taidiaw, 
Anderson, Kans. Cannon, Funston, Lansing, 
Arnold, Carter, Gear, Laws, 
Atkinson, Pa. Caswell, est, Lehibach, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cheadle, Gifford, Lind, 
er, Cheatham, Greenhalge, ge, 
Clark, Wis. Grosvenor, Mason, 
Bartine, Cogswell Grout, MoCo: 
Bayne, Coleman Hall, McCormick, 
Beckwith, Comstock Harmer, McDu 
den Conger, Haugen, McKinley, 
Belknap, Craig, Henderson, III. Miles, 
Bergen, Culbertson, Pa Henderson, Iowa Milliken, 
Bin, Cutcheon, Hermann, offitt, 
Bliss, Mell, Hill, Moore, N. H. 
Boothman, Darlington Hitt, ore, 
Boutelle, De Lano, Hopkins, Morxill. 
Bowden, Dingle. ouk, Morrow, 
Brewer, Dolliver, Kelley, Morse, 
V 
wer, nnell, err, Iowa gha 
ey Š = Ketcham, Bato, * 
uchanan, A insey, Don 
Burrows, ant — PP, 8 anl. Pe, 
Burton, Flick, Lacey, Osborne, 


XXI——647 


Owen, Ind. ell, Stephenson, Turner, 
Payne, Rowell, Stewart, Vt. Vandever, 
Payson, — Stivers, an 
Perkins, Sanford. Stockbridge, Waddill, < 
Pickler, Sawyer, Struble, Wade, 
aen n, Se : Yr, a Walker, 
ugsiey, Seull, ylor, allace, 
3 Sherman, Taylor, III. Wallace N. Y. 
nes, Simond: Taylor, J.D. Wheeler, Mich, 
Randall, Smith, III Taylor, Tenn, Wickham, 
Ray, Smith, W. Va. Thomas, Will Ohio 
Reed, Towa Smyser, Thompson, Wilson, Wash, 
Reyburn, Snider, ‘Townsend, Colo. 1 
Rite, Spooner, Townsend, Pa. V. ley. 
NAY—0, 
NOT VOTING—165. 
Abbott, Crain, Lawler, Richardson, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lee, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Ga. TS, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lester, Va. Rowland, 
Andrew, an, Lewis, 4 
Bankhead, Davidson, Magner, Sayers, 
Barnes, De Haven, h. Seney, 
Barwig, Dibble, insur, Shively, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 
Sana Dunphy, Mende re 
nd, phy, 0, nger, 
Blount, Edmun “ Stahinecker, 
tner, Elliott, 17. Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ellis, McClellan, Ste Tex. 
Brickner, Enloe, 0 Stockdale, 
Brookshire, Ew: Stone, 
Brown, J. B. Finley, Meken Stone. Mo. 
Browne, T. M. Fitch, MeMillin, Stump, 
Brunner, Fithian, McRae, Y, 
Bu Va. Flower, Mills, Tillman, 
Buckalew, orman, Montgomery, A 
Bullock, Forney, Moore, 4 5 
Bunn, Fowler, M Turner, Ga. 
Butterworth, Ge ner, Mui 7 Turner, N. Y, 
Bynum, Gibson, Norton, Vaux, 
Campbell. Goodnight, Ve: 
Candler, Ga. Grimes, O’ Ferrall Washi Cees 
iton, Hansbrough, O'Neal, Ind. Wheeler, Ala, 
Caruth, Hare, O'Neil, Mass. iting, 
Catchings, Hatch, Outhwaite Whitthorne, 
Chipman, Hayes, Owens, Ohio Wike, 
Clancy, Haynes, tt, Wiley, 
Clarke, Ala. eard Paynter, Wilkinson, 
Clements, Hemphill, Peel, Willcox, 
Clunie, Henderson, N. ©. Penington, Williams, III. 
Cobb, Herbert, Perry, Wilson, Ky. 
Connell, Holman, Peters, Wilson, Mo. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. Pierce, Yoder, 
Cothran, Kilgore, Price, 
Covert, Lane, Quinn, 
Cow Lanham, Reilly, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will record the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. McKenna, Mr. O'FERRALL, and the SPEAKER. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. 

Mr, Linb’s name was recorded in the affirmative, as above. 

Mr. BARTINE. Mr, Speaker, I desire also to record my name. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as present and has a 
right to vote if he desires. 

Mr. BARTINE’S name was recorded in the affirmative, as above. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Let us have a recapitulation of the vote, 

‘The Clerk recapitulated the names of voting. 

TheSPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 160, the nays are none, 
and with the members present and not voting the Journal is approved. 
The Clerk will read the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Saturday’s proceedings, 

Mr.O’FERRALL, Idid not catch the announcement of the Speaker. 
[Cries of Regular order! ] I respectfully ask that the Speaker 
announce the vote, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has already announced the vote. 
of Regular order !’’] 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Does the Chair decline to announce the vote? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. He did announce it. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the Clerk continue the reading of the Jour- 


nal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced the vote as 160 in the afirm- 
ative and none in the negative. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Well, I raise the question of no quorum. 

Tne SPEAKER, And the Chair overrules it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I make the point that there is no quorum pres- 
ent. I make that point in good faith. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a quorum present. 


Mr. Lrxp, Mr. BARTIXE, Mr. Coorrer of Ohio, Mr. De Haven, Mr. McCoxrp, 


[Cries 


Mr. O’FERRALL, One hundred and sixty members are not a quo- 


rum. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not say that 160 members was a quo- 


rum. 
Mr. O FERRALL. You did not announce the names of members 
present and not voting. 


* 
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Several MEMBERS. They were announced. [Cries of Regular 


order!“ 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, were the names of members pres- 
ent and not voting announced, enough to make a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. They were. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. At what time? 


The SPEAKER. At the ee time. 

Mr. O FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
there is no quorum present to transact business. There must be a 
quorum present beſore the Journal can be read or approved. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present, and the Clerk will continue 
the reading of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal of Sat- 
urday’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken, 

_ Mr. O'FERRALL. I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands a division. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
quest for a division be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was then approved. [Ap- 
plause on Republican side. 

The SPEAKER. The k will now read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Monday's proceedings. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, I demand the reading of the entire Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is getting it. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I see that the Clerk has turned over a pore 
many of the Journal that do not appear to have been read. Iask 
for the reading of the entire Journal. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the entire Journal is 
being read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading ot the Journal; which 
was then approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm of 
Larrabee & Allen; 

A bill (S. 1857) forthe relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chou- 
teau, Harrison & Valle; 

A bill (S. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 

A bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reser- 
vation; and 

A bill (S. 4308) to create a subport of entry and delivery at Neche, 
in the State of North Dakota. 

VONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—LANGSTON VS. VENABLE, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is na the adoption of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Is it not on the call for the previous question? 

Mr. ROWELL, No, sir; that was ordered before. 

Mr. O'PFERRALL. Well, there was a yea-and-nay vote ordered on 
the resolution declaring E. C. Venable not elected. 

The SPEAKER. One moment; the Chair will ascertain. 

Mr. O' FERRALL. Allright, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, There is a regular way to get a yea · and-nay vote. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, is this on the main question ? 

The SPEAKER, On the first resolution. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I would like to have the resolution reported. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia requests that the 
resolution be reported. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will proceed to 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 1, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—151, 

Adams, Bingham, Caswell, Dolliver, 
Allen, Mich. Boothman, Cheatham, rsey, 
Anderson, Kans. Boutelle, Clark, Wis, Dunnell, 
Arnold, Bowden, py acho 
Atkinson, Pa. Brewer, n, Fa * 
Atkinson, W. Va. Brosius; Comstock, Fi on, 
Baker, Brower, Conger, Flick, 
Banks, Buchanan, N. J. Craig, Flood, 
Bartine, Burrows, Culbertson, Pa. Funston, 
Bayne, Cutcheon, Gear, 
Beckwith, Caldwell, Dalzell, Gest, 
Belden, Candler, Mass. Darlington, Gifford, 

non, De Greenhalge, 
Bergen, Carter, Dingley, Grosvenor, 


Grout, Lodge, Pickler, Stephenson, 
Hall, Mason, Post, Stewart, Vt. 
Harmer, McComas, Pugsley, Stivers, 
Haugen, McCormick, Quackenbush, Struble, 
Henderson, III. Mebume, Raines, Sweney, 
derson, Iowa k Randall, Taylor, N. B. 
H È iles, Ray, ‘Taylor, III 
Hin, Milliken, Reed, Iowa Taylor, 
Hitt, Moffitt, Reyburn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Hopkins, Moore, N. H. Rife, omas, 
Houk, Morey, Rock well, n. 
Kelley Mo; "6 Rowell, ‘Townsend, Colo, 
Kennedy, Morrow, Russell, Townsend, Pa, 
Tr, Iowa Morse, Sanford, „Kaus. 
= m, — 2 —5 Sawyer, espe 
nsey, N n us, Seranton, ‘an Schaick, 
Knapp, ute, Seull, Walker, 
Lacey, O'Donnell, Sherman, Wallace, Mass, 
La Follette, O'Neill, Pa. Simonds, Wallace, N. Y. 
Laidlaw, Osborne, Smith, III Wheeler, Mich, 
Lansing, Owen, Ind Smith, W. Va. Wickham, 
Laws, Payne, Smyser, Win Ohio 
Lehibach, Payson, Snider, Wilson, Wash, 
Lind, Perkins, Spooner, 
NAYS—1. 
Cheadle. 
NOT VOTING—173. 
Abbott, Crain, ~ Lee, Rowland, 
Alderson, Crisp, Lester, Ga, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Lewis, Seney, 
Andrew, Dargan, Magner, Shively. 
Bankhead, Davidson, Maish, Skinner, 
Barnes, De Haven. Mansur, Spinola, 
Barwig, Dibble, Martin, Ind. Springer, 
Biggs, Dickerson, Martin, Tex. Stahlnecker, 
Blanc ¥ kery, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Dunphy, McCarthy, Stewart, Tex. 
Bliss, Edmunds, McClammy, Stock 
Blount, Elliott McClellan, Stockdale, 
Boatver, Ellis, McCord, Stone, = 
Breckinridge, Enloe Mi 7 Stone, 
Brick ner, Ewart, McKenna, Stump, 
Brookshire, Finley, MeMillin, ey, 
Brown, J, B. iteh, McRae, Tillman, 
Browne, T. M. Fithian, Mills, Y, 
Browne, Va. Flower; Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brunner, Forman, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Buchanan, Va. Forney, Morgan, Turner, N. V. 
Buckalew, Fowler, Mutehler, aux, 
Bullock, Frank, Norton, Venable, 
Bunn, Geissenhainer, Oates, Waddill, 
aa, Jene 2 Cern, Washingto 
ynum, night, eal ngton, 
Campbell, Grimes, O'Neil, Mass, Wheeler, Ala. 
Candler, Ga, Hansbrough, Outhwai Whiting, 
Carlton, aro, Owens, Ohio Whitthorne, 
Caruth, Hatch, rrett, Wike, 
Catchings, Hayes, Paynter, Wiley, 
Chipman, Haynes, eel, Wilkinson, 
Clancy, eard, Penington, Willcox, 
Clarke, Ala. Hemphill, Perry, Williams, III. 
Clemente, Henderson, N. C. Peters, Wilson, Ky. 
Clunie, Herbert, Phelan, Wilson, Mo. 
Cobb, Holman, Pierce, Wilson, W. Va. 
Con Hooker, Price, Wright, 
Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pu. Quinn, Fi ey, 
Cooper, Ohio Kilgore, Reilly, Yoder. 
Cothran, Lane, n, 
Covert, Lanham, Robertson, 
Cowles, Lawler, Ts, 


Mr. ATKINSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker; I have voted on 
this question in order to make a quorum. I am paired with my col- 
league [Mr. ALDERSON], and therefore desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members pres- 
ent and not voti 

The Clerk reported the following-named members as present and not 
voting: 

Mr. BLISS, Mr. BROWNE of Virginia, Mr. Coopen of Ohio, Mr. De 
HAVEN, Mr. FRANK, Mr. McCorp, Mr. MCKENNA, Mr. FERRALI, 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. WADDILL, Mr. WADE, Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. Yarp- 
LEY, and the SPEAKER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. How many are recorded, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Enough to make 166. A quorum being present, 
the question is upon the second branch of the resolution. As many 
as are in favor of its adoption will say ay. 
ee CHEADLE. I trust that we will have the yeas and nays on 
this. 
Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr, O'FERRALL. I demand a division. 

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded. As many as are in favor 
will say ay.“ 

Mr. PAYSON. A parliamentary inquiry. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending question. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

reren That John M. Langston was elected a Represe ngress 
8 eee district — Virginia, and maiae a seat 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 
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Mr. O’FERRALL. I demand the yeas and nays. . 

The question was taken on the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER, Two os: rising—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the jury that tries this 
case will be willing to go on record, will be willing to be polled. 
[Cries of. Regular order!“ on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They could bring in their men if they wanted to. 
They have the power to order the yeas and nays if their men will 
come in. 

Mr. CHEADLE. That is all right, but I was just saying that I 
thought that thejury that is trying this ought to be willing to be polled. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Do not dodge. Put yourselveson record as per- 
petrating this outrage. 

The SPEAKER. Two gentlemen rising—not a sufficient number, 
and the yeas and nays are refused. The ayes have it, and the resolu- 
tion is adopted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand a division. 

Mr. BAKER. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The result has already been announced. The 
ayes have it, and the resolution is adopted. [Prolonged applause on 

e Republican side and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I call for a division. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Langston is hereand ready to be 
sworn in. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wonder if I am not entitled to a division. 

_ TheSPEAKER. One moment. Let the Chair understand. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And when the Chair decided on that demand I 
asked for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there ought not to be any gues- 
tion about it. 

Mr, CANNON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I myself do not want to have 
any question, but, after all, what are the facts? The call was made 
for a division, or rather for a vote. The vote was taken, and then the 


demand for the yeas and nays was made, and but two gentlemen rose 


demanding the yeasand nays. Now it is toolate todemand a division. 
Mr. MASON. And the Chair has announced the result. 
Mr. CANNON. And the Chair has announced the result. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. 
The oath of office was then administered to Mr. Langston. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, the bill (H. 
R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer Neptune. 

The message also announced that the Senate requested the return by 
the House of the bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Un- 
compahgre reservation. i 


SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST—MILLER VS. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. ROWELL. I call up the case of Miller vs. Elliott. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
first Con from the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, and is 
not entitled to retain a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Thomas E. Miller was duly elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-tirst Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, 
and is entitled to his seat as such Representative, 

Mr. ROWELL. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. O'FERRALL, And upon that I raise the question of consider- 
ation. 

The question was taken on consideration, and the Speaker announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and the Speaker announced that the ayes were 
155. f 

Mr. O’FERRALL, No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point. There is a quorum 
present. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. O'EERRALL. Does 155 constitute a quorum of this House? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; but there are other members present 
besides those voting. 

Mr. OFERRALL I say that no quorum has voted and no quorum 
is present, as disclosed by the vote. 

. McCOMAS. There is a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Some other gentlemen have come in since the vote 
was announced. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Fair play is fair play, and that is all I want of 
any man upon this question as to the consideration of this case. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Does the Speaker decline to hear me? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. The gentleman is here for delay. 

Mr. OFERRALL. I am not here for delay. This case has just 
been called up. [Derisive applause on the Republican side.] I have 
appeared before howling mobs before, and this does not deter me from 


standing here and demanding my rights. This case has been sprung 
upon this House without any notice whatever. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon the previous question. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 154. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Those opposed will rise. [After a pause.] Gen- 
tlemen not voting will please rise. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FLoop] did not vote. 

The SPEAKER. Twelve not voting. One hundred and sixty-six 
members are present. So the previons question is ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolutions. 
[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” on the Republican side.] 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker [ Cries of Regular order! 


on the Republican side.] 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand thattwenty minutes for debate 


are allowed. I would like. to hear a statement of the reasons for the 


seating of this man. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not desire debate. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ 
on the Republican side.] The report of the Committee on Elections 
has been printed. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolutions; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 156. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. No quorum, Mr. Speaker, is either voting or 
present. 

A MEMBER. One more in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 157, 1 no, and 9 not 
voting. So the resolutions are adopted. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
a adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

[Cries of Next case! on the Republican side.] 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Burrows in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the general deficiency bill, and the Clerk will report 
the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Abill Rape making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. What bill does the gentleman refer to? [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not blame the gentleman from 
Kentucky for being a little behind in legislation; but I will say in 
reply that it is the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to know what the motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is the general de- 
ficiency bill with the Senate amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I think I would like to have them read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object to dispensing with the reading. Z 

Mr. CASWELL. I suggest that the gentlemen be sworn in as they 
appear. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the first amendment. 

Mr, O’FERRALL. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to make a brief state- 
ment in regard to the bill. i 

Mr. McCREARY., Mr. Chairman, I reserve my right to have the 
amendments read, but I would be very glad to hear my friend from 
Towa give his explanation. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the uniform prac- 
tice of the Committee of the Whole, if the reading of the amendments 
is demanded, is that the first Senate amendment shall be read and 
placed before the committee for consideration. If the gentleman in- 
sists upon it, the first amendment will be read. 

Mr. McCREARY, How many amendments are there? / 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. One hundred and fifty-four. = 

Mr. FLOWER. Read them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And if the committee will permit me 
I will make a brief statement in regard to them. 
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Mr. McCREARY. I reserve my right to demand the reading of all 
the amendments, but I would be very glad to hear the gentleman from 
Iowa make his explanation, which may be satisfactory. 

Mr. WHE of Alabama. How much do the amendments add 
to the bill? 

Senate amendments numbered 1 and 2 were severally read, and, on 
motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, were non-concurred in. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a 
word to the Committee of the Whole. Thereare one hun and fifty- 
four amendments which havò been put on this bill by the Senate, mak- 
1 egate increase of 82,644, 955.95. 

oi EELER, of Alabama. Making the total of the bill how 
much? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The aggregate would be 87, 875, 481. 73. 
The Committee on Appropriations have recommended non-concurrence 
in all of the one hundred and fifty-four amendments, but among the 
amendments is one embracing the French spoliation claims. It is the 
last amendment to the bill (No. 154), and it covers an appropriation 
of $1,239, 688, 89. 

Notice has been served upon the committee that a motion will be 
made to concur in that amendment, and I desire now to ask unani- 
mous consent of the committee to non-concur in the other one hundred 
and fifty-three amendments, leaving this last one, the French spolia- 
tions amendment, to be considered separately in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to non-concur in 
the one hundred and fifty-three amendments of the Senate indicated 
by the gentleman from Iowa. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCREARY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read the 
next amendment, 

Amendments numbered 3, 4, and 5 were severally read, and, on 
motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 6 was read, as follows: 

To meet deficiency in appropriation for contingent expenses of United States 
consulates, $40,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill whether the amount provided for in this amendment, $40,000, is 
in addition to the amount reported by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs in the diplomatic and consular bill, and, if so, why it is required. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is a deficiency. We gave in the 
other bill all that was asked for, and this additional amount is put on 
by the Senate by way of amendment, and we propose now that the 
House shall non-concur in thisamendment until we can get the reasons 
of the Senate for putting it in the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which 1 
have the honor to be a member, reported to this House an appropria- 
tion bill in which we thought we had recommended the appropriation 
of a suficient amount of money to pay the expenses of our consulates; 
but if $40,000 in addition to what we reported is needed I should like 
to know the reason why it is needed. 

Mr. BREWER. If the gentleman will permit me I will state to 
him that this item is for a deficiency for the last fiscal year. The ap- 
propriation to which he refers was for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand that; but the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs last year also reported an appropriation bill covering this 
matter. I had the honor then to be chairman of that committee, and 
we were of the opinion that we reported a sufficient amount to pay the 
ex of our various consulates, Now, if it is necessary to appro- 
priate $40,000 in addition to that I simply ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill the cause why it is necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr, Chairman, we are asking non- 
concurrence in the appropriation. The Committee on Appropriations, 
like the gentleman from Kentucky, desire to get the reasons of the 
Senate tor inserting this amendment in the bill. However, I will say 
to the gentleman that notwithstanding the appropriations made in the 
regular appropriation bills prepared by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, there have been deficiencies in this service every year, ranning 
from $40,000 to $50,000. But we are not now asking concurrence in 
this Senate amendment. On the contrary, we are asking non-con- 
currence, in order that we may obtain from the Senate their reasons 
for r patting it in the bill. 

r. McCREARY,. Mr. Chairman, I understand very well what the 
custom is in managing appropriation bills. The gentleman in charge 
of the bill comes in and us to non-concur in the amendments of 
the Senate. That is the first step. Then the bill is referred to a com- 
mittee of conference, and they bring in their report, and that confer- 

- ence report has to be adopted as a whole or rejected as a whole. 

Now, what I am after is to ascertain what the necessity is for appro- 
priating $40,000 in addition to the large amount appropriated for the 
consulates at the last session of Congress. I am desirous of ascertain- 
ing the facts. I want to know whether this additional money is needed, 
and, if so, why is it needed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to 
say to the gentleman that this is a Senate amendment, put on by the 
Senate and not D7 Mie House, and that the House committee now ask 
non-concurrence in the amendment in order that they may get from the 
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Senate the reasons for putting it in the bill. We have not put this 
item on the bill; we are not asking to put it on the bill; on the con- 
trary, we are seeking to eliminate it from the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. Well, if the gentleman from Iowa will admit 
that he knows of no reason why he should adopt this amendment, I 
shall not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is to 
non-concur in the amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I know that; but I thought that possibly I could 
draw out from the gentleman in charge of this bill some statement of 
the reason why this item had been put in by the Senate. However, if 
he knows of no reason, and admits that, then I make no objection to 
his motion. 

` Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have answered the gentleman by 
the general statement that at no time for years has the committee of 
which he isa member, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a 
sufficient amount for this service, and I have no doubt that that will 
turn out to be so in this instance. But this isa matter which we did 
not have before us. Nothing of the kind was before the House. This 
amendment was put on by the Senate; and we are against it unless 
good reasons are offered for it. 

Mr. McCREARY. And the gentleman from Iowa does not know the 
reason why it was put on? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have no reason to give the gentle- 
man. I want to learn the reasons from the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN, Withoutobjection, the amendment will be non- 
concurred in. 

There was no objection. 

The seventh, eighth, and ninth amendments of the Senate were read 
and non-concurred in. 

The tenth amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 9, after line 20, insert the following: 

“For 1 at Dayton, Ohio: for completion of building in excess of 
limit, 810.000.“ 

Mr. DUNNELL, I move concurrence in this amendment with the 
following amendment: 

Add to the amendment of the Senate: Fox completion of court-house and post- 
office at Winona, Minn., 810.000.“ 

Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that when this appropriation 
bill was before the Honse I offered an amendment providing that 
$15,000 be added to the amount in the then pending bill. Only $5,000, 
however, wasappropriated. Since the bill passed the House the Super. 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department has reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the necessity of appropriating the $10,000 which 
has not yet been appropriated. I ask that this appropriation be made. 
It should properly be provided for at this point in the bill. I hope 
there will be no objection to it. I have here a letter to Senator ALLI- 
son from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to say a word on this subject. 
Here are one hundred and filty-four amendments. Many of them un- 
doubtedly ought to be concurred in, some of them with amendments. 
But if the Committee of the Whole are going into these details now, 
and if matters which we have not had before us and have had no op- 
portunity to investigate are to be brought in, the result will be that. 
we may be on this bill for at lęast three or four days. I hope the Com- 
mittee of the Whole will non-concur in this amendment, and we 
can take the matter up in conference and consider it there. If the 
course proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] be 
adopted in this instance we shall have our hands full of this matter 
for days. I warn the Committee of the Whole of the danger of open- 
ing this door. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This matter was before the committee. This 
amendment would have been put on in the Senate but for the acci- 
dental absence for a moment of the Senator from Minnesota who had 
the matter in charge. These papers have been transferred to the House 
Committee on Appropriations; and it is exceedingly important that we 
should now adopt the amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Minnesota will allow me a 
moment. This proposition, I believe, is for an additional appropria- 
tion for the public building at Winona, Minn. ; 

Mr. DUNNELL. It simply appropriates $10,000 to complete the 
building. 

Mr. CANNON. I say to my colleague on the committee [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of Iowa] that the limit of cost for this building was $150,- 
000. The Supervising Architect, when we provided for the completion 
of the building in the sundry civil bill, estimated for $10,000 less than 
the limit, and we appropriated only the amount recommended, But 
subsequently, being more fully advised, the Supervising Architect sent 
urgent letters to the committee saying that the other $10,000 would 
be required. It seems to me that it ought to be appropriated, but I 
will say to my friend from Minnesota that if, having now presented 
the subject, he is willing that the amendment be non-concurred in it 
seems to me the matter can be taken care of in conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. Perfectly well. The matter will be 
safe there. s 

Mr. DUNNELL, I do not know whether the amendment to the 
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item of the Senate can be adopted and then the amendment as amended 
non-concurred in. I apprehend there is no difficulty in that. I move 
the amendment to item No. 10— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (to Mr. DUNNELL). Move to non-con- 
eur. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to non-concur with the amendment which 
has been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves to non- 
concur in the Senate amendment with the amendment which has been 
reported. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, is that parliamentary? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has stated the motion as made by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. CANNON. Ithink the gentleman ought to move to concur with 
an amendment, 

Mr. DUNNELL. That was my original motion. I think there will 
be no objection to it after the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. I ask a vote on my motion 
to concur with the Senate amendment, with the amendment which has 
been read. 8 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. DUNSELL was agreed 


0. 

The eleventh amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After line 2. on page 10, insert the following: 

For court-house and post-office at Pittsburgh, Pa.: For heating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, $110,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-coneurrence. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move to concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is just the 
result I predicted. If we go on in this way we shall spend four or five 
days on this bill, I warn the Committee of the Whole now to vote 
down these motions; otherwise we shall not make any progress. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I withdraw my motion. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 
23 were severally read and non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read amendment No. 24, as follows: 

(24) To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a commission of scien- 
tific or mechanical experts to report on the best method of safe and vault con- 
struction, with a view of renewing or improving the vault facilities of the Treas- 
ury Department, $3,000. à 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to submit a proposition 
to the committee, that if any member wants to call attention to any 
particular amendment he may do so, and that all of the others, with 
the exception ot amendment No. 154, the French spoliation amendment, 
be non-concurred in. : 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the reason I called for the read- 
ing of the various amendments of the Senate was because I did not 
know that this report would be made to-day, in the first place; and 
also, because we have had no opportunity heretofore of examining these 
various amendments. I did not know what was in a single one of the 
amendments until this morning, not having had a chance to examine 
them, and I have been reading them in advance of the Clerk in order 
to ascertain what amendments had been reported by the Senate on 
which I desired a special vote. Iam, as yet, unable to say which of 
these amendments I would like to have read especially. For the pres- 
ent, therefore, at least, until I can finish the reading of the amend- 
ments, I desire the Clerk to proceed in the usual way. I will state 
again that I am reading in advance of the Clerk; and if I find I can 
agree with the gentleman from Iowa that we should non-concur in all 
of the amendments except the one to which he refers, Ishall withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want simply to say in response to 
the gentleman that this bill has been printed since August 19 with all 
the amendments of the Senate. x 
Mr. MCCOMAS. And the report for some time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; and the report for several days 


t. 
PiN McCREARY. Les, that is true; but we have all been very 
busy 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Where? 

Mr. McCREARY (continuing). With other matters, and had no 
notice that this question would come up to-day, and have therefore 
had no opportunity to examine the amendments. I venture the asser- 
tion that there are not ten men in the House who have examined the 
amendments and are able now to state what the bill proposes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Onur charitable presumption was that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and his friends during the last ten days were 
studiously engaged in an attempt to understand what was in the bill. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. And the presumption was also that the gentleman 
from Maryland was delaying the presence of a quorum by not being 
present and doing his duty as a member of this House. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman from Maryland 
that Iam ready at any time to compare my record with his or with 


t 


any other member of this House for punctuality and attendance here. 
I have been in my seat as often as the gentleman from Marlyand has 
been, and I doubt very much if I have been absent as often as he has 


Mr. McCOMAS. Well, I doubt that very much; butstill you have 
done very well. 

Mr. McCREARY. And I have heard it stated that during the last 
forty-eight hours there was a diligent hunt around the city, frantic- 
ally seeking ior the gentleman from Maryland, who had gone down 
to make a speech in some part of his district, when they needed him 
for a quorum here. 

Mr. McCOMAS, But he was here at the right time when he was 
wanted, while the gentleman himself was not. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. He was absent at the right time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on non-concurrence in the 
amendment just read. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 24, 25, and 26 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 27 was read, as follows: 

(27) To pay Winfield S. Hancock for services rendered in the office of the 
property clerk, District of Columbia, from July 17, 1888, to August 22, 1888, inclu- 
sive, at $3 per da: „8111. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to non-concur in this amend- 
ment. I very much desire that we should have some method of dispos- 
ing of, or treating, these numerous amendments, such as that recently 
suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON]. Whenever 
a committee of the House comes in with many amendments, I have the 
same reluctance which the gentleman from Kentucky has expressed 
to non-concurring in all of them, simply because the committee can not 
give us the information that we deem desirable, But if we follow 
through the vast number of amendments in this bill, over a hundred, 
it is evident that we shall make no more progress towards understand- 
ing what the Senate proposes by them than if we formally agree to 
ron-concur in all of them, as sugyested by the gentleman in charge of 
the bill. So that I should very much like to see the method he pro- 
poses adopted as a kind of compromise between the two methods of 
thoroughly and strictly considering each one of the amendments, or 
formally non-concurring in all of them ina body. I really think the 
gentleman from Kentucky ought to agree that there should be a gen- 
eral non: coneurrence. I myself felt the same hesitation that he feels; 
but I have been going through the various amendments and I do not 
know of one of them now which I desire to withhold from the consid- 
eration of the conference committee. 

I withdraw the motion to non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 28 and 29 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 30 was read, as follows: 

In line 7, page 31, strike out the word “for” and insert “four.” 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It seems to me that this is merely a 
clerical error; and wherever a clerical error occurs that is corrected by 
the Senate we ought to agree to that. I ask if the gentleman is not 
willing to recommend concurrence in such amendments? This is evi- 
dently a misprint in the original bill by printing the word tor’? for 
‘t four,” and the Senate has made the necessary correction. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would say to the gentleman from 
Alabama that there are several formal amendments of this character 
which will be agreed to in the conference. It is the judgment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and we have carefully considered the 
matter, that we would make better progress and save the time of the 
House by simply moving to non-concur in all of these amendments at 
this time; and I hope this course will be pursued. It is unanimously 


recommended by the committee, with the exception, of course, of tho 


singie amendment with reference to the spoliation claims. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Ihave great respect for the judgment 
of the committee, and I do not desire to interlere with the plan they 
have marked out. I withdraw the suggestion. - 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments Nos. 31 to 79, inclusive, were each severally non-con- 
curred in, 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
gentleman from Iowa a moment I will say that I have looked through 
the amendments of the Senate and I have ne objection to non-coneur- 
ing in all the amendments except the one hundred and fifty-fourth. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I hope that will be 
done, and that unanimous consent will be given to non-concur in all 
except amendment 154. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that all amendments be considered as non-concurred in except 
the amendment which he has named, No. 154, known as the French 
spoliation claim. 

Mr. McCREARY. It was the gentleman from Iowa who made the 
request. I say I have looked through the amendments, and I have no 
objection to non-concurring in all except No, 154. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, on page 128 in the bill is found 
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the last amendment, being the French spoliation claims. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have alzo recommended non-concurrence, but a 
member of the committee [Mr. CoaswELL] gave notice that he was 
going to move to concur. I want to say now that we had better try 
and arrange, if we can, informally, upon the amount of time to be con- 
sumed in this debate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I gave the same notice, and I want to make the 
same arrangement. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I move that the House concur in the amend- 


ment. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Honse concur with 


an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is to concur in the amendment No. 154, which should be read, 
unless the reading is dis with. 

Mr. McCREARY. 
believe, when the reading of the bill began, that there would probably 
be some agreement with regard to time on the discussion of the one 
hundred and fifty-fourth amendment. Has there been any suggestion 
on that subject? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move to concur in the amendment with the fol- 
lowing amendment: To strike out of Senate sméndment 154 the 
claims after which the word ‘‘insurance’’ appears in the list which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The parliamentary situation is this: Senate 
amendment No. 154 is before the committee for consideration. Is its 
reading demanded? 

Mr. PEEL, I think we had better have it read. It is a matter of 
some importance. 

7 The CHAIRMAN. It is a long amendment, made up entirely of 
tems. 

Mr. CANNON. Nothing will be gained by reading it. It is simply 
a list of items. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is along amendment, and it is simply a re- 
capitulation of names. 

. PEEL, If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ], who 
has charge of the bill, will give his attention, I will say that my opin- 
ion is, the amendment being very important, it ought to be read; but 
as the Chair announces that it is very long and made up of items, I 
will be satisfied with a statement. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. The reading of the amendment will 
give no light at all as to the character of it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Then it isa very improper amend- 
ment if it does not give us any light. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Nothing will be gained by reading it, 
at all. It will take time. The amendment is in print. I would like 
to reach an agreement as to the length of time to be consumed in debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
withdraw his request for the reading of the amendment? 

Mr. PEEL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think it ought at least to be read, 
so that we can see what it is. The gentleman who has charge of the bill 
says it is an amendment that gives no conception of what itis. Now, 
an amendment of that sort 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. Unanimous consent is 
asked to with the reading of the amendment. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and the reading is dispensed with. The 
amendment is before the committee for general debate, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now I wonld like to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. CoGswELL] what would be agreeable 
as to time for debate. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I think about six hours. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I think much less than that should be sufficient. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iwas about to suggest one hour on 
each side. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. How much time would that leave 
for me? I would like to have some time on this. 

Mr. McCOMAS. IL suggest that an hour and a half on a side will 
be sufficient for the discussion on the amendment and the motion to 
concur with an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
the members of this House are tired and want to get home, and that 
an hour and a half on each side will be sufficient. I hope gentlemen 
will be satisfied with that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I suggest to the gentleman that we might have 
two hours’ debate to-day and then take a vote, say, at 2 o’clock to-mor- 


Tow. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will tell you what I will do. Let 
us take two hours for general debate to-night and one hour to-morrow, 
an honr and a half on each side. That will be ample. 

Mr, McCOMAS. That is enough. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is the understanding? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Two hours for debate to-night and 
one hour to-morrow before taking a vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. An hour to-morrow without regard to the time 
when the consideration of it begins to-morrow. 


My triend trom Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ]} said, I 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Cocs- 
WELL] will give his attention. There may bea complication as to 
the division of this time, as the motion is first to non-concur, then to 
concur, and then to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I presume it will be conceded that 
the gentleman irom Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] will control the 
time in favor of concurring. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked that general debate 
upon this amendment be limited to three hours, the time to be di- 
vided equally; the gentleman from Massachusetts to control the time in 
favor of concurring, and the gentleman irom Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
the time in opposition to the motion to eoncur. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would like to control some of that time. 

Mr. COLEMAN. At what time does debate commence? 

The CHAIRMAN. Immediately. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa if we are 
to take the vote to-morrow. Are we to have two hours’ debate this 
evening and vote to-morrow, or is the vote to be taken this evening at 
6 o'clock ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There are to be two hours’ debate 
this evening, one hour to-morrow, and then vote. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Iwish to have some time for debate. 
I understand that it was first suggested that the vote be taken at 2 
o’clock. I will not object to its being taken at 2 o'clock, for I want a 
little time myself. . 

Mr. COGSWELL. Let us go on to-night and take the vote to-mor- 
row at 2 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Iowa asks unanimous consent that general debate upon these 
amendments be limited to three hours, two hours this evening and 
one hour when the bill shall again be considered, the time to be equally 
divided between the two sides. Is there objection? 

Mr. DIBBLE., I would ask the gentleman from Iowa to make it 
four hours, in view of the fact that there are two itions of con- 
currence—one to concur, and the other to concur with the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition? 

Mr. MORRILL, I would remind the committee that there is a spe- 
cial order for to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition stated by the Chair is that there 
will remain one hour for debate when the bill is again reached. 

A MEMBER.. What is the special order? 

Mr. MORRILL. The bills granting pensions to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. 
McClellan, and Mrs. Crook. 

Mr. COGSWELL. What is the pro 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the question again. The 
gentleman from Iowa asks that two hours be given for debate this even- 
ing, and one hour on the next day that this bill shall be up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. COGSWELL, I will agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair will state to the gentleman - 
that the special order would displace the consideration of this matter, 
but the time for debate after that special order is disposed of would re- 
main when the bill was again up for consideration. 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] will be recognized to control the time 
in favor of the motion to concur. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And that the vote will be taken on 
that and all amendments pending at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts will control 
an hour and a half in support of the motion to concur and to concur 
with an amendment, and the gentleman from Iowa will control the re- 
mainder of the time, 

Mr, McCOMAS. I want to control some of that time. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I will give you all the time you need. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to concur takes precedence, and of 
course will be the first for consideration. 

Mr, COGSWELL, Mr. Chairman, there has been an abundance of 
literature—— 

Mr. McCOMAS, _ If the gentleman will pardon me for a moment, I 
would like to ask unanimous eonsent that leave to print be given to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] and all others who desire 
to print remarks on this subject in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
consent that general leave to print be granted on this question. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I desire to amend that by a request that two 
memorials that I hold in my hand may also be printed in the RECORD, 
They are connected with this matter, and go to show that the memori- 
alists are the owners of these claims. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The memorials are as follows: 

Bosron, Seplember 5, 1800. 

Dear Sim: Herewith inclosed please find a few slips from papers of yesterday, 

ed in the Boston Traveller of 


with written copy of an article which was publish: 
September 1,1888 all of which relate to French spoliation claims. 


position? 


1890. 


On the $th of April, 1888, the original (of this copy) was forwarded to Senator 
Hoar, and pe es were handed to Con; „including Messra. Lona, 
Coins, and Morse, of our Siate, all threeof whom were ind in their 
efforts to secure justice tor these . clalmants. The cause was de- 
feated on the eve of the dissolution of Congress, and almost at the last moment, 
by the persistent and successful filibustering of an opponent who refused to vote 
for the deficiency appropriation bill as it had come from the Senate, unless that 
body should first recede from the amendment in the bill which included an ap- 
propriation for the payment of said claims. 

you could conveniently see Senator Hoar I presume he would show you 
the petition bearing the original signatures. 

You will please observe, as before stated, that it had been executed and for- 
warded to the Senator on the 9th of April, 1888, although it did not appear in the 
Traveller until September I following, about which latter date it was expected 
to be soon acted upon in the House. Lnow take this favorable opportunity to 
eall your particular attention to an unjust and unwarrantable assertion made 

Mr. Pon in a speech on this subject in the Senate, as an opponent of the 
cause, which I hope will be refuted when the French spoliation matter comes 
— the House. I inclose the remarks to which I refer as made by Senator 

LUMIS, 

On referring to the list of cases decided by the Court of Claims, as published 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 19 last, it will be noticed that all claims 
allowed were in favor of administrators or executors of original claimants and 
for myself I can say that Iam the only surviving son and oldest heir to the es- 
tate of Edward Holbrook, an old Boston merchant, and I am his administrator. 
I was born October 18, 181i and am now nearly seventy-nine years of age. 

My claim as administrator is $6,302, and is one of the two or three first cases 
proved and allowed by the Court of Claims more than five years ago. 

It could not be expected that the administrators and executors could give 
their time and personal attention to pursue and secure the payment of these 
claims by establishing the requisite evidence before the court, and there was 
no other course for them exceptto employ ageats and attorneys to perform this 
service for them. 

My 3 ec was an original claimant. 

ery res, y yours, ete., 
GEORGE HOLBROOK. 


Hon. WILLIAM COGSWELL, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


“They now represent administrators and claim agents to an extent which 
forbids the expectation that one single dollar of these claims will yet go toany 
person who was entitled to it by reason of the original loss. In fact, itisaclaim 
of claim agents, a claim of attorneys, a claim which has gained strength only 
because of its age and of the fact that it has got finally into the bands of a few 
men who have come to represent that potential force which too often finds ex- 
pression in the two Houses of Congress in the payment of sums of money out of 
the Treasury which could not be bad under o circumstances.” 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned respectfully set forth that they represent certain claims 
inst the United States known as French spoliation claims; that said 
ms, by an acvof Congress January 20, 1885, were referred to the Court of 

Claims for an opinion as to the liability of the United States for the payment of 
said oldims, and the amount thereof, and that said court has affirmed and re- 
affirmed its decision that the United States is unquestionably liable for a cer- 
tain class of said claims, as shown by its reports to Congress. 

Now, therefore, your memorialists ay and most earnestly y you 

to make the appropriations during the present session of 
for the payment of all such spoliation claims that have been decided as due from 
the United States without further delay. 
Frederick O. Prince, administrator de bonis non of James Prince, late 
of Boston; G. Wood, administrator of estates of Abner 
Wood and Wm. Faris, late of Newburyport, Mass.; John D. 
Bryant, administrator cum testament F Charles Jones, 
late of Boston, deceased; David Greene Haskins, jr., adminis- 
trator estate of David Greene, late of Boston; Thomas Cushing, 
administrator estate of B. M. Watson, late of Boston; Horace 
Obear, administrator estate of Josiah Obear; late of Beverly, 
Mass., per Chas. Q. Terrill, his attorney; James J. Myers, ad- 
ministrator estate of Stephen Gorham, late of Boston, Mass.; 
Hollis R. Bailey, administrator of estate of Daniel Gilman, late 
of Boston.; John Lowell, jr., administrator estate of Tuthill Hub- 
bart, late of Boston; Ebenezer Gay, executor of the will of Ebe- 
nezer Gay, late of Hingham, Mass.; Philo S. Shelton, executor 
of Benj. P. Horner's estate, Boston; Geo. B. Chase, adminis- 
trator estate of Stephen Chase, and executor of estate of Sarah 
Chase; Wm. L. Candler, administrator estate Seth Webber, late 
of Boston, Mass. 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator estate of John Codman, late of Dor- 
chester, and of estate of Stephen Codman, late of Boston; Charles 
1. Brown, administrator of the estate of Abner Chapman, late of 
Winchester, Mass.; Douglas Frazar,administrator of the estate 
of Samuel A. Frazar, late of Duxbury, Mass.; J. M. Fiske, admin- 
istrator of the estate of John and Joseph Winn, late of Salern, 
Mass,; Hersey B. Good win, administrator of the estate of William 
Mackay, late of Boston; James G. F receiver of the Boston 
Marine insurance Company; Robert Codman, administrator de 
bonis non of estate of Ebenezer Wheeling, late of Newburyport; 
Lawrence Bond, administrator of estate of Nathan Bond, late of 
Boston, deceased; Eben P.Seccomb, administrator of estate of 
te Philip Bessom, late of Marblehead, deceased; Edmund 
Bridge, administrator of estate of Samuel Bridge, late of Boston, 
Muss.; Frederic Dodge, administrator de bonis non of Matthew 
Bridge, lateof Chariestown, Mass.; Thos. H. Perkins, administra- 
tor of estate of John Coffin Jones, late of Boston; Charles F. 
Adams, administrator de donis non of P. C, Brooks, late of Boston; 
Benj. E. Morse, Samuel T. Morse, John T, Morse, executors of the 
will ot Eliakim Morse, late of Watertown, Mass.; Edw. L Browne, 
administrator of the estate of Israel Thorndike, late of Beverly ; 
Edward I. Browne, administrator of the estate of Moses Brown, 
late of Beverly; H. H. Hunnewell, administrator de bonis non ot 
Arnold Welles (the elder) and of Arnold Welles (the younger) 
and executorof John Welles, by C. T. Lovering, attorney: George 
Holbrook, administrator of the estate of Edward Holbrook, late 


of Boston, 

Robert Grant, administrator of the estate of William H. Bordman, 
late of Boston, Mass.; Fisher Ames administrator of estate ot 
Fisher Ames late of Dedham, Mass.; Fisher Ames, administrator 
ofestate of John Worthington, late of Spri eld. Mass.; Chas. U. 
Cotting, administrator estates Joshua and John F. Loring, late or 
Newton, Mass.; F. R. Sears, administrator de bonis non, with the 
will annexed, of David Sears, by C.T. Love: „attorney; Wm. C. 
Williamson, attorney for the administrator ds bonis non of Elias 
Hasket Derby, late of Salem, Mass.; Wilman W. Blackmar, ad- 
ministrator of estate of Francis Amory, late of Boston; Benjamin 
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F. Rearen nae aresta of Samuel Delano, late of Duxbury, 
Mass. ; ur T. Lyman, administrator of estate of Theodore 
5 — late of Waltham; Wm. Z. Grier, administrator of estate 

Nathaniel Fellows, of Boston; William B. Weston, adminis- 
trator of estates of Ezra Weston, and Ezra Weston, jr., late of 
Duxbury, Mass.; James O. Davis, administrator de bonis non of 
estate of Cornelius Durant, late of Boston, Mass.; William S. Car- 
ter, administrator estates William Smith and Tristram Barnard, 
late of Boston, Mass.; Jerome H. Fiske. administrator de bonis 
non estate of Benjamin Eddy, late of West Cambridge, Mass. ; 
Henry J. Gardner, administrator estate of the late Matthew Cobb, 
of Portland, Me; Charles A. Welch, administrator estate of Will- 
iam Stackpole, late of Boston; Charles A. Welch, surviving trustee 
under act of Legislature of Massachusetts of the Massachu- 
setts Fire and Marine Insurance Company of Boston; John C. 
Ropes, administrator de bonis non, cum testamento annexo, estate 
‘Thos. Amory, late of Roxbury, Mass. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is an abundance of litera- 
ture, legal and historical, in regard to the matter under consideration. 
I have no desire to add to it; nor can I. It would be but a repetition of 
that which has been said, well said, and better said than I can say 
it upon this subject. 

Technical minds may dispute this as they will, but it is as much a 
part of the history of this country as any other well known feature in 
the history of this country that late in the last century France, for 
purposes of her own, spoiled our commerce. She drove it from the sea; 
so much so that the merchants almost abandoned sending their ships 
to sea, 

Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of State, invited the merchants of this 
country to again sail their ships upon the waters, stating that the Gov- 
ernment would take care of them, for the reason that our income from 
import duties was falling away, and we werein great need of these im- 
port duties to pay the current expenses of the Government. Washing- 
ton followed that paper of the Secretary in a message affirming that 

ition. Our vessels put to sea, and to the extent of many millions 
of dollars they were spoiled, and in pursuance of a request of the De- 
partment of State, as these vessels were spoiled, the owners filed their 
evidence and their claims in that Department. 

In 1800 we made a treaty with France, and in the negotiations lead- 
ing to that treaty France made claims in large amount upon this Gov- 
ernment for certain acts which it was claimed this nation bad done. 
We met those claims by offsetting claims of our citizens for these ves- 
sels which had been destroyed. The result of that negotiation—he- 
cause I do not intend to-night to go fully into this matter—the result 
of that negotiation was the treaty of 1800, as is well known, and the 
final withdrawal of the claims of this country and the withdrawal of 
the claims of France, and when the treaty was sent to France for con- 
firmation it was returned by Napoleon with his own interpretation ap- 
pended to it, which was that he understood that the claims of this 
nation and the counter-claims of France were abandoned and that 
each party regarded that matter as settled. Weaccepted the interpre- 
tation, and proclamatiun was made that the treaty of 1800 had been 
confirmed. From that time to this, some fifty Congresses have re- 
ported advising the payment to these private citizens of these just 
claims, because they had been taken and used as an offset to the French 
claims. With one or two exceptions, until this date, the equity, the 
iustice of these claims, has never been disputed. 

Now and then, for purposes which I will speak of hereafter, objec- 
tion has been made to the payment; in some cases because of the con- 
dition of the Treasury, in some cases because of party policy, but 
never until within a few years has the justice, the validity, the iden- 
tity of these claims been disputed. But finally, to meet the objections 
which every claim is bound to have raised against it in the Congress 
ot the United States, in 1885 the Court of Claims were given the power * 
and the duty of passing upon each individual claim, and the result of 
their examination and determination, so far as they have gone, is be- 
fore this House in the amendment now pending, in which I have moved 
concurrence. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, reserving the remainder of my time, I will ask 
those gentlemen who havead vised non-concurrence to give us their views 
and to state the reasons why their proposition should prevail rather than 
my motion, which is that, now that there is an opportunity, this Gov- 
ernment should pay at least some of its honest debts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Buck ALEw]. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, two years ago, on the 9th of Au- 
gust, Isubmitted to the Housesome views upon this important question, 
aud in that speech I endeavored toshow by origina) documents and by his- 
torical records that these so-called French spoliation claims are wholly 
destitute of any foundation in law, in equity, orin morals, asagainst the 
Government of the United States. Granting that there wasa moral ob- 
ligation originally upon the French Government, an obligation which 
had no legal sanction, it does not follow that there is any obligation, 
moral or legal, upon the Government of the United States to respond 
to any portion of these claims, 

Now, sir, originally by the report of 1807, which is in fact the only 
report favorable to these claims ever made during the generation of 
men who were contemporary with the occurrences out of which they 
sprang, in that report of 1807 these claims were put distinctly upon the 
ground that the Senate of the United States, by striking out the sec- 
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ond article of the treaty of 1800, made our Government liable; but 
never until alter 1826, when the point was raised on account of a mis- 
translation in the Department of State of a word from the French, did 
we hear of the supplemental argument connected with that, imputing 
to the ratification of Bonaparte the foundation of a bargain between 
the two countries by which our Government became liable for these 


ms, 

Now, sir, take that original ground set forth in the report of 1807. 
When that report was made and this matter was pressed upon the at- 
tention of the Gosernment why did not Congress accept the report? 
Why did not the Government provide this claimed compensation for 
these allegedinjuries? It has been said that the financial condition 
of the Government was very bad at that time. The minority of the 
Committee on Appropriations cite upon that point a former report of 
Senator FRYE, of Maine, in which he makes a plain mistake which 
they unconsciously copy. 

Sir, in 1807 the Government of the United States had a surplus of 
$7,000,000, money which was not needed ior any public 1 In 
1808 the Government had a surplus exceeding $8,000,000. That sur- 

lus was the result of the wise and economical administration of Mr. 
efferson as President. Why, then, did not the Government apply 
these surplus moneys, or a portion of them, to the payment of these 
claims? The men then administering the Government were contem- 
neous with the transactions out of which these claims arose and 

ew all about them, 

But the fact is, Mr. Jefferson was troubled to know what to do with 
the surplus in the Treasury in those two successive years. It could not 
be applied to the payment of the public debt, which was not due tor 
some years, and Mr. Jefferson actually suggested the application of the 
money to internal improvements of a judicious character, or to the sub- 
ject of education—not, however, on the principles of the Blair bill, be- 
cause he suggested that an amendment to the Constitution would be 

uired to justify such an application of the money. 

ut the point that I make is that he and the public men engaged 
with him in the administration of the affairs of the Governmeat were 
looking around for objects to which to apply this surplus, and I ask 
why was it that with this report of 1807 in favor of these claimants, 
the only clear report in their favor until 1827, no provision was made 
for their payment? Congress did not even adopt the report of the 
committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, what was that report? It was, as I 
have already stated, that the Senate of the United States, by striking 
out the second article of the treaty of 1800, had deprived these claim- 
ants of an opportunity of obtaining payment of their claims by future 
negotiations with France. 

hat is where the case was put then and where it stands now. I 
hope gentlemen will pay attention while I answer this suggestion, be- 
cause it will take only a momentand will dispose of the real argument 
upon the subject of these claims. : 

That second article of the treaty of 1800 was in fact an indefinite post- 

nement of these claims; and the inevitable result under it would have 

that they would never have been the subject of negotiation be- 
tween the two Governments. Now what happened in the Senate? Every 
Senator representing aclaims constituency, and speaking for them, voted 
and worked zealously to strike out that article of the treaty. The two 
Senators from Massachusetts, Mr. Dwight Foster and Mr. J. Mason, 
the two Senators from Connecticut, the two from New York, the two 
from New Jersey, the two from Pennsylvania, the two from Delaware, 
the two from Maryland, andone from South Carolina, representing every 


port where these losses had been incurred by citizens—every one of them 


over and over again during a whole month fought that second article ot 
the treaty in order to defeat it and have it strack out. 

Having before them the secret journal of our negotiators at Parisin 
three large manuscript volumes, having the final report of our minis- 
ters who made the treaty, with a full knowledge of all the facts, the 
claimants through their own Senators zealously working for them, put- 
ting forth their best efforts for a whole month, as the secret journal of 
the Senate proves, succeeded in striking out that second article of the 
treaty, which excision was afterward agreed to by France. What is 
their attitude now? What is their position, speaking through the 
mouth of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], repre- 
senting one of these claims States? Why, it is that the striking out of 
that article, which was struck out by their own Senators and in their 
own interest, fixes upon the Government of the United States the lia- 
bility to pay this enormous amount of money. 

This is what men down East call smart; the men who perform it 
may be designatedas ‘‘smart’’? men. A high compliment! But it is the 
naked fact, unadorned and unanswerable, that those claimants them- 
selves, through every member of the Senate who represented them and 
was zealous in their behalf, struck ont that article of the treaty in the 
United States Senate on the 3d of February, 1801. And now, forsooth, 
because they struck it out, we are to pay them this twenty or thirty 
million dollars from the public Treasury! Observe that by their own 
arguments, that report of 1807, and by the real argument to-day, this 
is the foundation of their demand, This thing was done by their own 
Senators, and for reasons which are explained in the report of the com- 
mittee, which I hope every gentleman who may not have read it will 


read before casting his vote to-morrow. 


The second ground of the claims (both grounds must.be maintained 
in order to support them) is that the Government of the United States 
received a consideration for abandoning negotiation upon these claims 
against France, 

Some people are under the impression that the United States received 
money from France which it should how pay over. The Government 
of the United States never received a dollar. Others are under the 
impression that France had old treaties then in existence against us 
which were burdensome to the American people or Government, and 
that in order to get rid of those treaties we gave up these claims. That 
is utterly false; there is not a word of truth in it. Those treaties had 
been broken by France and declared abrogated by the Congress of the 
United States two years and more before the treaty of 1800 was made. 
Those old treaties were not then in existence; and the Court of Claims 
admits this in the most ungaalified terms in their third opinion, al- 
though they had not admitted it in the first. j 

There was no consideration, then, in either of those old treaties. Was 
there anything on the part of France that was a consideration to us 
for giving up the claims? Nothing under heaven. It has been pre- 
tended that they had an old guaranty ot their West India Islands. 
Well, that was a provision of one of those old treaties that were de- 
funct. Besides, the Court of Claims in its last report acknowledges 
that there is nothing in the old guaranty argument made in behalf of 
these claims. Therefore I can dismiss that. 

Then it has been pretended sometimes that we made a treaty with 
England, the Jay treaty, in 1794, ratified in October of the tollowing 
year, and that that treaty conflicted with the old treaties with France, 
and therefore we had violated them and France had a right to com- 
plain. Why, sir, do not the people who talk about this matter know 
that the twenty-fifth article of the Jay treaty expressly reserves out ot 
that treaty the prior rights of France? There was no conflict and no 
ground of complaint for the French. 

To be sure, afterwards in 1796-97 and 1798, when they passed their 
war decrees against our commerce and sent forth their government 
ships and their commissioned privateers to sweep our commerce from 
the seas, our Congress, acting by rightful authority and doing its 
duty to our country, declared the old treaties abrogated for that 
reason. Itis true that France then lost her old treaties. They were 
then thrown aside forever; they ceased to have existence. And be- 
cause of that fact, arising from the fault of France hereself, the Jay 
treaty came into force under the general law of nations, and had 
preference over any conflicting claims of France for privileges in our 
ports which under the old treaties of 1778, while they were in exist- 


_ence, she would have 


This short narrative will show that there was no ground of claim on 
the part of France by reason of the negotiation of the Jay treaty with 
England. paras ge trom this statement, based on original docu- 
ments, not colored or perverted in a single particular, it follows that 
there was nothing from which the Government of the United States 
desired to be d in 1800, which constituted a consideration for 
our.abandonment of the prosecution of these claims against France. 
These are the two grounds on which these claims must rest, namely, 
the amendment of the treaty by the Senate, which I have already ex- 
plained, and the acceptance of some consideration of value in some form , 
from France, which would constitute the object and purpose of the 
abandonment of the claims, 

Now, why were the claims abandoned when the treaty of 1800 was 
made? They were abandoned simply because we could not obtain 
from France an agreement to pay them. After six months of diligent 
negotiation for the purpose, after the very best eftorts were put forth 
by our negotiators, Chiet-Justice Ellsworth, Mr. Vans Murray, our 
minister at The Hague, and Mr. Davies of North Carolina, able and 
patriotic men, France refused, utterly refused, to pay the claims; and 
all that was left to our ministers was to obtain a new treaty, Which 
did secure most valuable privileges to our merchants and shippers, (in- 
cluding these very claimants), from France. For by that treaty of 1800 
we secured open ports in France for our merchants and our shippers, 
free trade, free commerce, immensely profitable commerce in that time 
of general warin Europe. These were secured. 

Onr negotiators succeeded also in obtaining the release of forty ships 
and their valuable cargoes which had been seized by France, but which 
had not yet been finally condemned by her prize courts, amounting in 
value, at an average of twenty thousand each, to $800,000, or, say, three- 
quarters of a million, which was obtained by these merchant people 
by the provisions of that treaty of 1800. What more? By that treaty, 
in the filth article, we secured a recognition of and engagement of 
France to pay all the damages which had accrued under her decree of 
1793, where she had seized the provisions of American ships and ap- 
plied them to her own use under the necessities of the times. That 
was another provision of this treaty. 

‘Those claims were ascertained shortly afterwards by a commission, 
and our Government paid the whole of them namely, $4,000,000—to 
these claimants out of the purchase-money for Louisiana, which we 
bought by the treaty of 1803. So that by the treaty of 1800 we obtained 
this sum for the merchants of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
Charleston, also the release of forty ships and their cargoes, three- 
quarters of a million of dollars, and secured the ultimate payment of 
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` $4,000,000 more, which had accrued under the French decree of 1793, 
and secured for them also open ports, free and profitable commerce with 
France. 

These, Mr. Chairman, were most valuable concessions at that time; 
tor prices were then very high and commerce was profitable because of 
the pendency of ee wars. What ground, then, have they to 
complain betore this House? 

The article of the treaty of 1800 which provided the indefinite post- 
ponement of the claims was struck out by themselves through their 
Senators, The abandonment of the claims was because, alter long con- 
sideration and various conferences, their allowance could not be secured 
from France; not because of valid-claims of France then existing, 
but simply because, after six months of diligent labor on the part of 
our ministers, they ascertained that they could not obtain from nce 
recognition of the spoliation claims. But I waive that; I strike at the 
two main points, either of which is fatal to the claims on original 
grounds. 

We are told, Mr. Chairman, that a large number of reports in the 
Senate and House during the last sixty years have been made in favor 
of these claims; although, as I have already said, for the first quarter 
of a century after the treaty of 1800 that single report of 1807 was 
made in their favor, and three or four strong, powerful reports were 
made against them. 

Mr. Chairman, how have these later reports been obtained in the 
two Houses of Congress? General Dix, ina speech in 1846, made against 
the claims, in the United States Senate, explained how reports were 
then obtained in their favor, namely: By sending the subject to stand- 
ing committees when they were known to have a bias in favor of the 
claims, by sending them to select committees when the standing com- 
mittees were not favorable, and by withholding them from any com- 
mittee when a committee presumed to be in favor ofthe claims could 
not be obtained. 

The claimants or their counsel at Washington—because they have 
always had counsel here—ofcourse would not introduce the claims and 
send them toacommittee unless they were sure of a favorable report. 
By this management, during the course of sixty years, they have accu- 
mulated a large number of favorable reports, but I venture to say that 
three-fourths of those reports have been written by the claimants’ coun- 
sel themselves. We know that no one was heard before these com- 
mittees before 1885 on the side of the Government; whereas the claim- 
ants or their counsel would appear before the committees and furnish 
them with their circulars and statements ex parte, and then after a time 
a report would come into Congress; then at a subsequent session the 
same performance would be gone through with and the older reports 
copied and repeated. And if you will go through these alleged forty 
or forty-five reports before 1885 you will find them to bear a strong fam- 
ily resemblance, simply repeating over and over again the misstate- 
ments and blunders contained in the circulars and statements of the 
claimants’ counsel, And some of them appear even in the minority re- 


port of this committee, made here to this House within a day or two. 


ere are almost as many blunders as there are paragraphs, and that is 
capable of being demonstrated. I have not the time now to go through 
with them, and I shall ask leave of the House to append to my remarks 
in the RECORD simply a statement of the errors contained in the mi- 
nority report, in their order. 

Mr. PICKLER. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I would 
like to ask him about the Court of Claims, and how they came to find 
favorably on the subject. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. The gentleman calls my attention to the Court 
of Claims. These claimants made a master movement in the session 
of 1885. They came to Congress asking and begging Congress to let 
them go before the Court of Claims and have their claims examined, and 
have reports made to Congress with reference to the law and facts per- 
taining to them, with a provision that the opinion of the Court of 
Claims should not bind the claimants or bind Congress. And Presi- 
dent Harrison, who was then in the Senate, suggested an additional 
amendment, and that was that nothing contained in that act should be 
construed as binding the United States for the payment of the claims. 

That was the way in which the subject was sent to the Court of 
Claims. They can not give ajudgmentfor them. If they could give 
a judgment there would be an appeal to the Supreme Court, and the 
United States could be heard in that high tribunal upon some of the 
extraordinary propositions to which the Court of Claims was unfortu- 
nately committed in its first report. Now, the report as made by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] shows that that court in its 
first report accepted one point after another, upon the grounds stated 
to them by theclaimants’ counsel, accepting them to be true, and made 
up their report accordingly and committed themselves; and then in 
their second, and particularly in their third report, took back many of 
those concessions which had been made to the claimants in the first, 
vital concessions absolutely necessary to the support of these claims, 

The court finally stated that there were no old treaties for the United 
States to be relieved from in the year 1800. It said there was war 
between the United States and France in 1798 and after, that being 
the old ground of Silas Wright in 1834. And if the gentleman will 
examine the report of the majority of the committee he will find a 


number of other matters, I say that court (the Court of Claims) un- 
fortunately, before it fully understood the subject, took incautiously 
the statements of the claimants’ counsel and committed themselves; 
and afterwards, by the sheer force of truth, the court in its subsequent 
report was obliged to concede those statements away. 

But it found a new ground, a very small one indeed, and that is ex- 
amined. also in the report of the committee, and, as faras I understand it, 
the opinion of the Court of Claims stands on that particular ground, anew 
ground, which is more unfounded than any other and less plausible, 
namely, that our negotiators made an offer of 8,000,000 franes to France 
to get rid of certain provisions of the old treaties. Why, it is not true 
at all. There is not a word of truth in it; they were misled by the 
careless blundering of the old reports on that subject. The 8,000,000 
francs were not to be paid by the United States, but to be by the claim- 
ants an abatement of their indemuities, if they should be allowed a 
an abatement to be made in consideration that the Government woul 
renew the old treaties in other respects and thus get the difficulties 
out of the way of these claimants so they could get their money from 
France. That is all. I understand the Court of Claims are standing 
upon that miserable little pretense of an argument, overluoking, as they 
must have overlooked, the report of our negotiators to the Secretary of 
State at the end o/ the negotiation, which explained that perfectly. If 
they had ever seen that they would not have taken that ground. 

Our negotiators at Paris, without authority from our Government, 
exceeding their instructions in their zeal for these claimants and in 
their interest, made that offer to France. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. So much for the report of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I will allow you, sir. 

Mr. COGSWELL. With all the blanket claims, amounting to $30,- 
000,000, I will—— 

Mr. BUCKALEW, Iam not talking about the amount of the claims. 

Mr. COGSWELL. -The gentleman said that they amounted to $25,- 
000,000 or $30,060,000. Does the gentleman claim that there is any 
such amount involved? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly, I do. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Very well; then I understand the gentleman's 
entire argument. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It does not affect the argument, whether it is 
$10 or 8100,00, 000. It has nothing to do with the part of the argu- 
ment that I have been going over, which relates to the validity or in- 
validity of these claims. Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose my time is 
nearly up, but there is one thing I will mention 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman hasoccupied thirty-four minutes. 
The Chair understands that the gentleman is to consume forty-five 
minutes, it he desires, 

1 HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yielded the gentleman forty-five 
minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman hag occupied thirty-four min- 
utes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And has eleven minutes remainin 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, to go to another ground of de- 
fense for the United States against these claims, which in itself is de- 
cisive, and ought alone to control the decision, we all know that war 
losses are lost and lost forever, that is, all individual losses, unless the 
treaty of peace which ends the war (which sometimes, but rarely is the 
case) makes provision for them. Now, in the years 1798, 1799, and 
1800, up to the date of the treaty of that year, the legal relation be- 
tween the United States and France was the relation of war, and the 
absolute demonstration of this last condition is given in the report 
of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations in the fair, un- 
deniable statement, that by the French decrees which levied war upon 
our commerce, by the acts of Congress, half a dozen in number, mostl 
passed in 1798, which returned the compliment by making war wi 
France, and by the decision of the Attorney-General in 1798, officially 
made to the Secretary of State, and by two decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States itself, one at the August term, 1800, and the 
other by Chief-Justice Marshall,speaking for the unanimous court in 
1801, there was public war between France and the United States ex- 
isting, with all its appropriate incidents and consequences, in the years 
1798, 1799, and 1800, and until that relation was ended by the treaty of 
peace of that year. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like, in view of the fact that, Congress has 
the power to declare war, to know how the gentleman interprets the 
act of the 2d of March, 1799, “An act giving eventual authority to 
the President of the United States to augment the Army,’’ which be- 

ins by saying that it shall be left to the President of the United 

tates in case war shall break out between the United States and a for- 
eign power to augment the Army.“ Now, that is on the 2d of March, 
1799. How does the gentleman reconcile that with his statement that 
the acts of Congress declared that war had broken ont at that time? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Well, now, if the gentleman pleases, the Chief- 
Justice of the United States, John Marshall, took up these acts of 
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Congress and went over them seriatim, with a unanimous court behind 
him, and decided that these acts of Congress constituted upon our part 
war against France. I shallnotstop to give the several provisions con- 
tained in those acts now, as I have not time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like toask the gentleman one more question 
relative to the acts. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Well, if it is not to come out of my time, I will 


d. 
* CHAIRMAN. It will come out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like the gentleman to answer a question 
that I have here. - 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Ifyou will makeitshort I will. [Afterapause. ] 
If you have got to hunt for it, I will goon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Very well; go on. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, this matter was carefully argued 
by Silas Wright in 1834 upon these acts of Congress of 1798 and later, 
and he was answered by Mr. Webster four days alterwards. At that 
time neither of them appeared to have been aware that this subject 
had really been twice decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
States; nor were they aware of the opinion of the Attorney-General 
upon the subject at the very time officially pronounced. In the debate 
in 1835 there was no knowledge of that. Much of our present informa- 
tion has been obtained within a few years, some of it from the French 
archives. The Fleurieu letter is the most important contribution of 
knowledge upon this subject of the claims that has been obtained for 
half a century, and is printed in the majority report. 

Sir, if I thought these claims were even equitable claims upon the 
Government of the United States I would be silent. I might vote for 
the claims, ancient as they are, and destitute of legal foundation as 
they are; but when I know from a thorough examination, made in 
former years and in the last Congress and again at the present session 
when I know that the provision regarding these claims was stricken 
out of the French treaty in the Senate by the claimants themselves 
through their own Senators, Iam excited to indignation at the impu- 
dence of the demand for this enormous amountof money based on such 
grounds. They are responsible themselves; they seek to take advan- 

of their own wrong. 

know froman examination that the United States received no money 
and no release from the treaties, no release from French demands, 
as has been falsely pretended. We know that the relation existing 
between the two countries when these claims arose was the relation of 
war, from the decision of the Supreme Court, a tribunal of the United 
States which has twice made a deliverance on the subject, and a tri- 
bunal having authority to make a decision binding upon us as well as 
upon the people of this country. 

When we know that these forty-four or forty-five reports that have 
been accumulating during these years were simply manipulated by 
claimants’ counsel here at Washington, made ignorantly by these com- 
mittees, as they had not studied the subject for themselves, but were 
misled by ex parte statements and garbled documents, repeated over 
and over again, making th@same blunders and falsehoods, I am im- 

by a conviction of duty to stand up and even within this lim- 
ited period of time, without citing the documents literally, to enter as 
one Representative of the people my sincere and earnest protest against 
the indorsement of this measure. I consider it to be, as I have said, 
unfounded in law, unfounded in equity, unfounded even in any vague 
moral obligation against the United States. 

EXTENDED REMARKS. 

The views of the minority of the Committee on Appropriations, 
as reported to the House, deserve some attention, and they admit of a 
convenient and brief reply. 

The minority express the opinion that a report from the Judiciary 
Committee at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress shows good rea- 
son for refusing an appeal to the Supreme Court in the spoliation cases 
(Report 350 H. R.). But there was a report of an opposite character 
making a fair and satisfactory reply in the case signed by seven mem 
bers of that committee, constituting one-half the whole number whe 
acted upon the subject; and the fifteenth member of the committee, 
who was absent, is now understood to be opposed to the claim. 

The minority say: 

The act of 1585 was intended to provide a final settlement of this long pending 
question, 

But the act of 1885, meaning the reference act, in its sixth section care- 
fully excluded any such conclusion, as shown by the majority report 
of the Committee on Appropriations. The subject of the claims was 
left entirely qpen for the judgment of Congress alter reports from the 
Court of Claims should be made, and it was further provided that noth- 
ing in the reference act should commit the United States to the pay- 
ment of the claims. Therefore the conclusion of the minority chat if 
iy beara not been intended the act would not have been passed 

uite unfounded. 

statement by the minority that only $4,000,000 additional to 
the present proposed appropriation will be required to cover the al- 
lowed claims is a wild estimate, and is answered by the majority re- 
port of the committee Tt takes no account of insurance and bankrupt 
claims, and it makes a deceptive estimate based upon the action of the 
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court already taken upon blanket claims for large formal amounts, 
nor does it take into account reconsidered or excluded claims which 
may be hereafter admitted. 

"A few salient points on the history of the claims are submitted 
by the minority: 

1, Tue justice of the claims was admitted by the generation con- 
temporary with them.” This statement by the minority is completely 
answered and overthrown by Exhibit B appended to the majority re- 
port, in which the facts connected with the consideration of claims be- 
fore 1825 are fully set forth. i 

The minority repeat once more the statement that Bonaparte’s rati- 
fication of the treaty of 1800, as amended, was upon a condition which 
indicated a bargain between the two governments, thatcondition being 
indicated by the word Pruvided.’? But this error of translation from 
the French, which occurred in the State Department in 1826, has been 
twice corrected in reports from the Appropriations Committee and ought 
no longer to be persisted in. 

The minority say: 

France never denied her liability for these depredations., 

This misstatement has also been twice corrected by the Appropria- 

tions Committee, accompanied by full proof. The minority ay upon 


an alleged declaration of Bonaparte at St. Helena as favorable to their 
views. A statement by one of the most mendacious of men in any 


case where his reputation, his action or motives, could come in ques- 


tion is entitled to little weight. But the extract given omits the con- 


text and is therefore misleading. (See Exhibit A, appended to the ma- 


$ 


jority report.) The minority say: 


The retrenchment of the second article— 
Of the treaty of 1800— 


was entirely satisfactory to our people, and especially to those who had lost by 
these depredations. 


This isin flat contradiction of the argument heretofore always made 


in behalf of the claims from the earliest reports downward. It has 
always been the complaint of claim advocates that the striking out of 
that article of the treaty and concurrence therein by France deprived 
them of future negotiation upon their claims, but since it has been dis- 
covered by an examination of the executive Journal of the Senate that 
the article was struck out by Senators representing the claimants the 
ground of argument is shifted and a new departure taken. 


The minority add: 
do doubt was entertained that this 
The striking out— 


threw upon the United States the moral liability to be substituted for France, 


Why then did the nine Senators from Massachusetts, Connecticut, 


New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and South Carolina, the most 
earnest and determined representatives of the claimants, vote against 
the treaty after its amendment? (First Ex. Jour. of Senate, page 377.) 
Undoubtedly they so voted because they were hostile to the treaty, in- 
asmuch as it left no liability in favor of the claimants resting upon 
either France or the United States, 


The passage cited from the Marion report of 1807 puts the claims 


upon the ground that our Senate struck out the second article of the 


treaty of 1800 in plain opposition to the view of the minority as now 


expressed, which is that that was entirely acceptable to the claimants. 
The other point of the Marion report to be noted is its erroneous as- 
sumption that the old treaties with France were then existing between 


the two governments“ when the war captures were made. 

The minority quote from Senator Frye his explanation why the 
claims were not provided for when the Marion report was made in 1807, 
namely, the financial condition of the Government. But General Dix 
long ago pointed ont that a surplus of $7,000,000 existed in 1807 and 
about $8,000,000 in 1808, not needed for Government purposes and 
fully available for the payment of these very claims. 

The minority refer to the large number of reports made in Congress 
in favor of the claims during the last sixty years; but there can be no 
question that these reports were obtained upon ex parte hearings and 
representations, and under the influence of many misrepresentations 
and mistakes of fact, and that the reports consist mainly of repetition 
over and over again of the same grounds of claim taken from former 
reports and without due investigation. It is not known that in a 
single case any person or official before 1885 was ever heard before a 
committee in defense of the Government. 

The minority say that we recovered claims from England under the 
Jay treaty, and also from Spain under the treaty of 1819 (for the pur- 
chase of Florida), and add that the present are the only claims for 
unlawful seizures by a foreign government where compensation has 
not been recovered; but in the Sne piace the payment of claims by 
England was under a treaty of mutual equivalents by which England 
obtained advantages equal to all she gave, and besides there had been 
no war with her to bar the claims. 

In the next place, the recovery of claims from Spain was for viola- 
tion of her duty as a neutral power in not protecting our ships from 
capture in her own waters and condemnation at her own ports, and 
did not involve the merits of the claims as against France. Lastly, it 
is not true that claims against foreign powers have been uniformly en- 
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forced. Under the treaty of 1831 we recovered but 58 per cent. of the 
claims against France for depredations subsequent to the year 1800, 
although there was no real defense to their allowance, and in the nego- 
tiation of the treaty of Ghent by John Quincy Adams, Albert Galla- 
tin, and Henry Clay we gave up or abandoned our citizen claims 
against England which existed prior to the war of 1812, England re- 
fusing to pay them and we being compelled to take a treaty without 
their allowance, as in the case of the negotiation of 1800 with France 
we were also compelled to do. 

Finally the minority bring forward again the old blunder abont Mr. 
Jefferson's circularto the merchants in 1793, although that circular and 
the observations concerning it have no proper relation to the present 
claims. This matter is fully explained in the majority report of the 
Committee on Appropriations. As the foregoing constitute the ‘‘salient 


points“ of the minority views, selected by them as the strong and |. 


convincing points in favor ot theclaims, it is reasonable to conclude that 
the claims can not be supported by a fair statement of facts and by 
substantial and solid reasoning thereon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 5 

Mr. CAN NON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to discuss the 
merits of these claims in five minutes, for, although I have given some 
time and attention to their investigation, even if I had an hour I do 
not believe that I understand the question well enough to intelligently 
discuss it and instruct this House upon it in that time. In my five 
minutes I propose to speak of the manner of the consideration of these 
claims and the impropriety of their consideration upon a deficiency 
bill. I hold in my hand the rules of the House and I read: 

Ali proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Su relating— 

1. To the election of members: to the Committee on Elections. 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, f 

3. To appropriation of the revenue for the support of the Governmént, as 
herein provided, namely: Forlegislative, executive.and judicial ; for 
sundry civil expenses; is fortifications and coast defenses; for the District of 
Cee for pensions, and for all deficiencies: to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

= * 


* s * * * 

30. To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, 
against the United States: to the Committee on Olaims, 

Thus it will be seen that the matters that are to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations to go upon the great money bills are 
specially spoken of, matters to carry on the Government in pursuance 
of existing law, but when you come to the domain of whether 
barred by the statute or otherwise, then the jurisdiction is given to the 
Committeeon Claims. Under the rules of this House the French spolia- 
tion claims, one hundred years old, went to the Committee on Claims, 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Maxsun], with an exhaustive 
report which I have not had time to read, has reported them back to 
this House and they rest npon the Calendar for consideration. 

But the Senate of the United States, in its wisdom, takes these claims, 
mere claims, and, by way of an amendment, puts them upon a general 
appropriation bill which must pass in order to carry on this Govern- 
ment—a general bill which is required to provide for pensions and for 
a great many other objects. The Senate say, We will fasten these 
claims upon this general bill and make it drag them through.” That 
is the whole of it. Ah, but,“ says somebody, are not these judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims? No, Let me read from the act touch- 
ing this matter: 

That on the first Monday of December, in each year, the Court [of Claims] shall 
report to Congress for final action the facts found by it, and its conclusion in all 
cases which it has disposed of and not previously reported. Such 
report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as to the law and facts 
found, and shall not conclude either claimant or Congress, and all claims not 
finally presented to said court within the period of two years shall be forever 
barred, and nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United 
States to the payment of any such claim. 

No judgment, you see; merely advisory action; yet the Senate, pro- 
fessing to cut out the insurance claims, puts these items upon this gen- 
eralappropriation bill. See the viciousness of such legislation! Pro- 
fessing to cut out the insurance claims, they leave in $150,000 of them 
in round numbers. Now, I want gentlemen to understand what they 
are doing if they concur with the Senate in this amendment by way of 
making a vicious precedent. Let me read, for the purpose of illustrat- 
ing my position, a clause from the Bowman act. The act provides 
that— 

Whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Senate 
or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or Honse 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, proofs, and documents pertaining 
thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and the 
same s there be dealt with in such manner and under such rules as the 
court may adopt. When the facts shall have been found, the court shall not 


enter judgment thercon, but shall report the same to the committee or to the 
House by which the cause was transmitted for its consideration. 


That is how your war claims go to the Court of Claims under the 
Bowman act. The court investigates the cases and reports them back 
to Congress for consideration. Now, that Bowman act is far stronger 
and more binding npon Congress than the act touching the French spolia- 
tion claims, yet who proposes to take these war claims and put them 


upon a general money bill? Ifyou do this for the French spoliation 
claims, then with greater degree should you do it for these war claims. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ‘want to say further that in my opinion there 
are not ten men within the sound of my voice who have given greater 
investigation to this question of French spoliation claims than I have, 
and yet I have simply to say that if I was called upon as a judge to 
pass upon them I would not know whether they were good claims 
against the United States or not. How many members can rise in their 
places here and say that they know from an examination of the figures 
and the facts or their merit generally that these are claims that ought 
to be allowed? Let these claims be discussed when the question is 
reached upon the Calendar, under fhe able and exhaustive report made 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] from the Committee 
on Claims, 

Let three days, five days, a week, if necessary, be given to their con- 
sideration; and Jet them stand or fall upon their own merits, as all 
claims should. But let us keep our great money bills, that are made 
up under the rule which I have read, to carry on the Goverrment, to 
pay the pensions, to sustain the soldiers’ homes, to appropriate money 
in pursuance of existing law—let us keep those bills, privileged as 
they are, free from all manner of claims, just and unjust. If you do 
not, if you follow a different policy, then you break down your Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, you impair the efficiency of the House, you 
bring scandal upon the public appropriations and the public service. 
As to these claims, as well as claims under the Bowman act, whether 
they are good or bad makes no difference, their place is not here. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, as I have but six minutes, I wish to 
call the attention of the committee to a single proposition involved in 
these claims. They all or the great body of them arise from captures 
made during the years 1798 and 1799. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman will permit me to say that the ma- 
jority of these claims, according to a tabulated statement which I have 
here, arose prior to 1798 and 1799. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well; I speak of the claims arising in the years 
1798 and 1799. With reference to those claims the question which this 
Congress will have to decide is this, Did a state of war exist during the 
years named between the United States and the French Republic?. If 
so, then there is no duty upon the part of the Federal Government to 
compensate sufferers for losses in consequence of depredations by the 
armed vessels of the French Republic upon American commerce. 

Mr. HILL. At this point, ir the gentleman will permit me, I would 
like to ask a question for information, as I am not familiar with this 
matter. pose there was a condition not of open actual war, but of 
constructive war, if I may so call it, a condition of things not known 
to the merchant marine generally as war. 

Several MEMBERS. A war of beligeren’ ; 

Mr. HILL. Well, I will call it constructivewar. If that was the 
condition of things what is the obligation of the Government? 

Mr. SAYERS. I presume that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HILL] in deciding as to whether there was a war actually dur- 
ing those years will accept the opinion of the Attorney-General ofthe 
United States given at the time, and also a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States a few years later, as decisive of the proposi- 
tion. f 

The opinion of the Attorney-General is contained in the following: 

Bucx TAVERN, August 21, 1798. 


I yield six minutes to the gentleman 


country on the business of buying ships and supplies of a military kind for the 
trio he has 


CHARLES LEE. 
To the SECRETARY OF STATE. 


The opinion of the Supreme Court (Bas vs. Tingy, August term 
1800) is as follows: 


The decision of this question must depend upon another; which is, whether 
at the time of ing the act of Congress of the 2d of March, 1799, there sub- 
sisteda state of war between the two nations. abe hee believe, be safely laid 
down that every contention by force between two ns, in external matters, 
under the authority oftheir respective governments, is poren mia on pore 
war. If it be declared in form, it is called solemn, and is of perfect kind; 
because one whole nation is at war with another whole nation: and all the 
members of the nation declaring war are authorized to commit hostilities against 
all the members of the other,in every place and under every circumstance. In 
such a war all the members act under a general authority and all the righteand 
9 of war attach to their condition. 

But ties may subsist between two nations more confined in its nature 
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and extent, being limited as to places, persons, and things; and this is more 
properly termed imperfect war; because not solemn, and because those who 
are authorized to commit hostilities act under spedia! authority, and can go no 
further than to the extent of their commission. Still, however, it is public war 

becanse it is an external contention by force between some of the members o 

the two nations, authorized by the legitimate powers. 

It is a war between the two nations, though all the members are not author- 
ized to commit hostilities, such as in a solemn war, where the governments re- 
strain the general power. 

Now, if this be the true definition of war, let us see what was the situation of 

United States in relation to nce. In March, 179, Congress had an 
army, — ＋ * all intercourse with France, dissolved our treaty, built and 
equipped ships of war, and commissioned private armed ships, enjoining the 
former and authorizing the latter to defend themselves against the armed ships 
of France, to attack them on the high seas, to subdue and take them as prize, 
and to recapture axmed vessels found in their possession. 

Here, then, let me ask, what were the technical characters of an American 
and French armed yessel, combating on the high seas, with a view the one to 
subdue the other and to make prize of bis property? They certainly were not 
friends, because there was a contention by force; nor were they private ene- 
mies, use the contention was external, and authorized by the legitimate 
authority of the two governments, If they were not our enemies, I know not 
what constitutes an enemy. 

Second. But, secondly, it is said that a war of the imperfect kind is moro 
properly called acts of hostility or reprisal, and that Congress did not mean to 
consider the bostility subsisting between France and the United States as con- 
stituting a state of war. In support of this position, it has been observed that 
in no law prior to March, 1799, is France styled our enemy, nor are we said to 
beat war. This is true; but neither of these things were tasei to be done; 
because as to France, she was sufficiently described by the title of the French 
— — und as to America, the degree of hostility meant to be carried on was 
suffloientix described, without declaring war or declaring that we were at war. 
Such a declaration by Congress might have constituted a perfect state of war, 
which was not intended by the Government, 


These two papers—the opinion of the Attorney-General and the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States—are, it occurs to me, 
conclusive upon the question as to whether or not war existed between 
the two Governments. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. -Will the gentleman allow me a question right 
there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. In connection with the documents to which the 
gentleman has just referred, will he not also have printed with his re- 
marks the reports of some forty-five different committees who have 
considered these claims and acted upon them favorably, those commit- 
tees embracing some of the ablest lawyers that have ever sat in Con- 
gress? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I will not. The gentleman can print any- 
thing that he wishes in connection with his own remarks, 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the follow- 
ing language of the court bearing upon a point which is important 
when considering some of the items of the Senate amendment: 

Following in the path marked out by the Supreme Court in the prize cases 
which came before them during this period. and of which Bas vá, Tingy is a 
fair example, we are led to the conclusion that where a payaa vessel was fitted 
for the purpose of attacking armed French vessels, and of recapturing Ameri- 
can vessels seized, she fell within the rules of war, and if captured, became legit- 
imate prize Therelations ofthe two nations being strai to hostilities within 
certain distinctly defined bounds, within those bounds the active agents of 
either Government were subject to the rules of war,and vessels intending to 
seize must submit to seizure. 


If gentlemen will turn to page 130 of the bill under consideration, 
they will find an item amounting to more than $50,000 as payment for 
a ship and its freight, which bore a commission, or letters of marque 
and reprisal, authorizing it to prey upon and capture French commerce 
wherever it might be found. This was an armed vessel carrying seven- 
teen guns. 

Mr. HILL. Was that the ship John? 

Mr. SAYERS. It was; and the Court of Claims, passing upon the 
claim for the value of that ship and its cargo, finds against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, as follows: 


COURT OF CLALMS,—FRENCH SPOLIATIONS, 
[Act of January 20, 1835, Stat. L., 243.] 


Ship John, Levi Putnam, master. No. 4. William Gray, administrator de bonis 
non of Wil mig À ir., di „claimant. No. 12. Fisher Ames, adminis- 
trator de bunis non of Fisher Ames, deceased, claimant. No. 778. Fisher Ames, 
administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, deceased, claimant. 


CONCLUSION: 8 OF FACT, 


e cases were tried before the Court of Claims on the 20th day of Novem 
T, 

The claimants were represented by William Gray, esq., and the United States, 
defendants, by the Attorney-General, through his assistant in the Department 
of Justice, Benjamin Wilson, esq., with whom was Assistant Attorney-General 
Robert A. Howard, 

The court, upon the evidence and after hearing the arguments and consider- 
ing the same with the briefs of counsel on each side, determine the facts to be as 
follows: 

ly 


William Gray, jr., deceased, wasa citizen of Boston, Mass., and in 1799 was the 
owner of a ship called the John, a duly tered mercbant vessel of the United 
States, of 175 tuns burden, and built at Salisbury, Mass., 1704, 

The Jobn sailed from jem, Mass., under the command of Levi Putnam, 
master, in March, 1799, with a cargo of provisions, bound for Cadiz and Gibral- 
tar. Having arrived and discharged her cargo at these ports, and shipped a 
new cargoat Gibraltar, she again set sail, on June 28, 1799, for the East Indies 
on a trading voyage. 

The new cargo consisted of 17 pipes of oil-proof brandy (1,971 gallons). 33,000 
Spanish milled dollars and $1,000 in gold: owned by and shi on account of 
said William Gray, jr.; 3,500 Spanish milled dollars, owned by and shipped on 
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account of Fisher Ames, as a citizen of the United 8 1,893 Spanish 
milled dollars, owned oy and shipped on account of John Worthington, a citi- 
zen of the United States. The money, in each case, was to be laid out in pur- 
chasing a return cargo in the t Indies, 

In prosecuting her voyage the John touched at St. Jago, Cape Verde Islands, 
and while lying there at ancbor was captured, July 1799, by the boats of a 

neh squadron under the command of Commodore Landolphe. The cargo 

was taken out and retained by the captors and the ship carried out to sea. 
What became of the Jolin does not clearly appear, but it was never restored 
to the owner nor taken to a prize court. 

According to one ey bap was burned by the captors, and according to an- 
other she was recaptured by an English man-of-war. 


II 


At the time of the capture the John was armed with seventeen pound guns 
and her crew consisted of twenty-six men. 

She carried a commission or letter of authority from the President of the 
United States; but whether this commission was given under the provisions of 
the act of Congress of June 25, 1798 (1 Stat., 572), or under the act of July 9, 1798 
(1 Stat., 578), does not appear. 

Although so armed aimevbitulastoned the John was bound on a commercial 
voyage. a 
III. 


The value of the ship . .. sse, 
The invoice value of 17 pipes of brandy . 


Y 2 2. 402. 00 

Thirty-three thousand Spanish milled dollars .. .» 33, 000, 00 

One thousand dollars in gold . PERENE 1. 000. 00 
The freight earned at the time of the capture, amounting to two-thirds 

PCFFFCCCCVCCCCCCCCCTTCCCCCCCCCCCCCV vase a ae MEO eT 


Total value of ship, cargo, and freight belonging to said William 
e asso snosen dyads écosse ios encseneseaneste b „, 318. 66 


The value of 3,500 Spanish milled dollars, the part of the cargo belonging to 
said Fisher Ames, deceased, the claimant in case No. 12, $3,500. 

The value of 1,993 Spanish milled dollars, the part of the cargo belonging to 
said John Worthington, deceased, the claimant in case No. 778, $1,993. 

Said claims were not émbraced in the convention between the United States 
and the Republic of France, concluded on tue 30th of April, 1808. They were 
not claims growing out of the acts of France allowed and paid in whole or in 
part under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and Spain, 
concluded on the 22d of February, 1819, and were not allowed in whole or in 
part under the provisions of the treaty between the United States and France on 
the 4th of July, 1831. 

The claimants, in their respective capacity, were the owners of said claims 
which have never been assigned. 


CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, 


The court decides as conclusions of law that said seizure and condemnation 
weie illegal, and the owners and insurers had valid claims of indemnity there- 
for upon the French Government prior to the ratification of the convention be- 
tween the United States and the French Republic, concluded on the 30th day of 
September, 1800; that said claims were relinquished to France by the Govern- 
ment of the United States by said treaty in part consideration of the e er 

nd that 


ment of certain national claims of France against the United States, a 


the claimants are entitled to the following sums from the United States: 


William Gray, administrator in case No. 4, to the value of the ship. 
Invoice value of cargo belonging to William Gray, jr > 
Freight earned . . . . . 5 


Total for said Gray. . . . . . . Aetos isa tneped —— — . 45, 318, 66 

Fisher Ames, claimant in case No, 12, tothe value of the cargo belong- 

ing to Fisher Ames, deceased. . . . . . .. . . eee e es., 500. 00 
Fisher Ames, administrator for John Worthington, claimant in case 

No, 778, to the value of the cargo belonging to said Worthington...... 1, 993, 00 

By the court. 

Filed November 7, 1887. 

A true copy. 

Test, this 30th day of November, 1887, 

[SEAL 


bee eve 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

[Here the hammer 9971 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now yield four minutes to my col- 
league from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress these 
claims were referred to the Committee on Claims as they have been in 
this Congress; and there came from the committee in that Congress, 
as I understand there has in this, a report of the majority of the com- 
mittee in favor of allowing these claims. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM], in connection with myself, filed in the last Congress 
a minority report; and I will say in this connection that there never 
wasa more vigorous lobby brought to bear to enforce claims of any 
kind in this House than there was before that committee in the last 
Congress. 
I do not think that any considerable portion of these claims are now 


owned by the descendants of theoriginal owners. They are most largely 


owned by insurance companies, some of which have been recently re- 
vived for the sole purpose of prosecuting these claims after the lapse of 
nearly a century and when they were abundantly compensated by large 
premiums for the losses they sustained. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Whom do they belong to? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Ihave just filed a letter, which will appear in the 
RECORD to-morrow, showing thata very large proportion of these claims 
now belong to the estates of the original claimants, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to say that, in my opinion, this is only 
the entering wedge; that there are to-day, as I understand, claims to 
the amount of $40,000,000 against the United States for French spoli- 
ations. i 

Mr. COGSWELL rose. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I can not yield because I have not time. This 
is only the beginning. Originally these claims amounted to only afew 
millions; but in the course of a hundred — the amount has grown 
to about forty millions, if they were all allowed. I know that gentlee 
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men who argue the other side of this question will say that large num- 
bers of these claims have been rejected; but there are a great many still 
pending that are undecided. 

There never was any foundation for these claims. The Government 
of the United States entered into a treaty with France in 1778, andin 
the arguments in the last term it was claimed that the failure of the 
United States Government to comply with the conditions of the treaty 
guarantying the integrity of the French territory in the West Indies 
was one of the reasons for the indemnity claimed by the French Gov- 
ernmentagainst the United States, whichit is claimed was abandoned 
by France because our Government agreed to pay these claimants, 
and that that was one of the reasons why this claim should now be 
allowed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the United States Government was not under 
any obligation to maintain the integrity of the territory of France in 
the West India Islands, France herself, by the actof her Legislative 

Assembly in 1793, released them from any allegiance that was due to 
France, believing, as they asserted in the declaration, that all men 
had a right to self-government. Therefore, by this act of their Legis- 
lative Assembly they released all their colonies from any obligation to 
remain an integral part of the French Government and territory, and 
it would be absurd to insist that the Government of the United States, 
aiter the French had themselves absolved their own colonies from 
allegiance, should be under any obligation to maintain the integrity of 
the French territory there. The minority report on these claims in 
thelast Congress, as I have said, was submitted by myself and the 
gentleman from Texas, Mr. LANHAM, and presents the grounds of 
our opposition to their allowance, and I submit the same as a part of 
my remarks. 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Claims, have to express the 
opinion that the French spoliation claimants have no just demand against the 
Government of the United States, 

Their claims, now ninety years old, originated in the years 1 prn 
ceding the convention treaty between France and the United States, dat p- 
tember 30, 1800, and are founded upon acts of French hostility against our com- 
merce for which no redress could be obtained, though such redress was dili- 
n for by our Government and the means for obtaining it faithfully 
pursued. 

In fact it is conceded that our Government was not originally liable for those 
individual losses suffered before the treaty of 1800 was made, and that the ac- 
tion taken byit on behalf of the claimants upto the date of that treaty was com- 
pletely free from all cause of complaint. 

Nor can it be 3 upon any ground of authority or reason that our 
Government had a perfect right to abandon the prosecution of those claims 
against France whenever their recovery became desperate, nepalens, or im- 
practicable, and to make a treaty of amity and commerce with France (as was 
done in 1800) without any provision therein concerning the claims, No legal 
duty or moral obligation rested upon it to continue EL npn upon the claims 
without reasonable prospe of success, or to pea the continnance of hostile 
relations between the two countries under the circumstances which then ex- 
isted. And it was for our Government to judge conelusively as to the practica- 
bility of claims recovery and as to the rightfulness and policy of restoring by 
treaty, upon obtainable terms, relations of peace and friendship between France 
and the United States. Upon those questions its decisions as made are not now 
subject to review and reversal by court, Congress, or citizen. 

In framing the treaty of 1800 the American negotiators were compelled to ac- 
cept the second division of Bonaparte’s ultimatum of August11 (Report of 1825, 
p. 616), which involved an abandonment of the claims. But at their solieitation 
the French negotiators subsequently agreed to a second article for the treaty, 
which was, in substance, an indefinite postponement of claims negotiation. It 
was very correctly described as such by M, Fleurieu in his letter to Talleyrand 
of June 11, 1802 (Appropriations Com. Rep., 1888, p. 26), and if it had been re- 
tained in the treaty would have been utterly worthless to the claimants. It 
was plainly a diplomatic device which in form postponed claims negotiation to 
“a convenient time,” but virtually abandoned it forever. (Rep., 1826, p. 683.) 
Asked for by the American negotiators to save the point of honor under their 
instructions, and because “they dreaded exceedingly the clamors of the ship- 
owners and merchants of the United States,” it was conceded by the French 
negotiators because it was harmless as a provision for the future. (Appropria- 
tions Com. Rep., 10, and Fleurieu, Id., 27.) 

It is to be regretted, in view of subsequent events, that the second article of 
the treaty was not left untouched by the Senate. Doubtless, in that case, it 
would have remained to this day an inoperative and useless provision; but the 
pretenses of reasoning for the claimants, founded upon its expungement from 
the treaty, could have had no existence. 

In regard to this article Mr. Clay, in his report on May 20, 1 said: 

The Senate is also best able to estimate the probability which existed of an 
ultimate recovery from France of the amount due for those indemnities, if they 
had not been renounced, in making which estimate it will no doubt give just 
weight to the painful consideration that repeated and urgent appeals have been 
in vain made to the justice of France for satisfaction of flagrant wrongs com- 
mitted on property of other citizens of the United States subsequent to the 
period of the 30th of September, 1800.“ 

But whether the abandonment of negotiation upon the claims was yirtually 
provided for by the indefinite postponement provisions of the treaty, or was 

uced by Senatorial expungement of that provision from the treaty, is an 
mmaterial question. In either case the right of abandonment vested in our 
Government would afford a complete sanction to what was done. 

It tollows, that the only possible pretense of claim against the United States 
must be po upon the ground of bad faith or fraud—a surreptitious and wrong- 
ful use of the claims for a public purpose, accompanied and followed by the false 
pretense on the part of the Government that the claims were uncollectible, 
and therefore worthless. If this 8 upon our Government were as true 
as it is false, there would be equitable ground for the parties injured to claim 
redress, The wrongdoer—the Government ofthe United States—should in that 
case peer in damages to the extent of the injury inflicted. 

But all general presumptions are against this charge, and any fair examina- 
tion of historical facts explodes it. It is to be presumed that our Government 
was friendly to the claims, supported them in good faith, and only abandoned 
them when they could not be enforced. It is also to be presumed that if the 
Government used collectible claims for a public purpose the fact would be set 
forth distinctly in some contemporary public document and be at all times by 
public officials frankly avowed. 

But, passing general presumptions, the known facts are decisive against the 


charge, and for convenience those facts may be stated in the following condensed 


I. Our Government, between 1798 and 1800, put forth strenuous and continued 
efforts by u iation to prevent French depredations upon our commerce 
to obtain for injuries actually committed. 

2. By sundry acts of Congress passed in 1798-'99 our Government made and 
authorized hostilities against France by our vessels of war, by our merchant- 
men wherever assailed, and raised a military land force for protection of our 
coasts from insult and invasion. By act of Congress of 7th July, 1798, our Goy- 
ernment also deciared our treaties with France (which mare, amare had openly 
broken) to be null and void. These laws, which established or ized u 
state of war between France and the United States, were all enacted to favor our 
merchants and shippers and to coerce France to respect the rights of free com- 
merce in which they were deeply interested. 

3. The main objects of the negotiation with France in 1800 was to restore 
peaceful relations with France mainly for the ee e of our merchants, and 
to obtain indemnities for losses they sustained, and these 8 
sued by our envoys at Paris for many months with the utmost diligence. 
instructions from our Department of State show the great anxiety felt by our 
Government to favor the interests of our merchants and secure their e 
including those accrued pending hostilities as well as those of earlier date, 

4. Bonnparte's negotiators, in the fifth article of the treaty, agreed to pay our 
merchants claims for property taken under the nch decree of 9th May, 1793, 
and the Bordeaux em „and those claims (called “ debts”) were finally ex- 
tinguished by a $4,000,000 payment under the Lonisiana purchase convention 
of 1803. They also agreed by the treaty to give up a ! number of our ves- 
sels seized but not finally condemned, and also to fair and friendly regu- 
lations of trade which secured our merchants open ports in France and lucra- 
tive French trade, 

In these respects tlie convention treaty of 1800 was exceedingly valuable to 
our merchants and shippers, and it stands a monument to the zeal and deter- 
apap Role which our Government sought to promote mercantile interests 
and we 

5. But Bonaparte’s negotiators refused indemnities for our captured vessels 
and cargoes which had been finally condemned in their prize courts, di 
in discussion that indemnities therefor were barred by war and were not de- 
mandable under the law of nations. (opori of 1826, pp. 617-618, 633.) The as- 
sertion which has been sometimes e they acknowledged the justice or 
legality of those claims and the liability of France to pay them is untrue, 

In order to baffle negotiation upon, and to prevent even discussion of, the 
disputed claims, the French negotiators demanded the renewal of the old trea- 
ties of 1778 with a retroactive operation from their date,as a preliminary con- 
cession and as the condition upon which the consideration ofclalms on both sides 
should proceed, That this demand was not made sincerely or in good fai 
but for the reason just stated, will become plain enough to any one who 
carefully read the records of the negotiation, and is placed beyond dispute by 
the confidential and instructive letter of M. Fleurieu to Talleyrand, dated June 

That letter (lately obtained by our State Department fromthe French 
and now made accessible to the historical student by its publication in the ap- 
pendix to the report of the Appropriations Committee at the last session of 
Congress) exposes completely the motives of the French negotiators in Lely cw 
ing and insisting upon the renewal of the old treaties. It was because they 
knew thatthe American negotiators could not and would not renew the treaties 
that the demand for their renewal was made. It was to place an insuperable 
obstacle in the way of claims negotiation at the outset, and not because treaty 
renewal would be valuable to France, that those defanct instruments were 
placed in the forefront of the correspondence. 

Very rarely in the history of nations has the secret history of a diplomatic 
negotiation and the motives of those concerned in it been more fully exposed 
than in the instance before us. What was left untold by the official correspond- 
ence is divulged by the Fleurieu letter and by the secret journal of the Ameri- 
can envoys. 

The French negotiator in his letter to Talleyrand appears in the altitude of 
a most reliable witness; he had no motive to misrepresent or conceal the facts 
within his knowledge; his letter was confidential, and therefore presumably 
sincere, and his information about the matters upon which he wrote was direct 
and complete. After xt ee, Be the war argument against the American 
claims, and that those claims had been urged e aan decisive 
ground of objection, he proceeded to say that the French negotiators then op- 

d to the American demand “the demand for the re-establishment of the 
[eia] treaties in their integrity. We had clearly foreseen that were not au- 
thorized to, and that they never would, consent to this demand.“ After refer- 
ring to the reasons which rendered concession to the French demand by the 
Americans impossible, and stating in substance that the demand made by the 
French negotiators could be made the occasion for large and exaggerated claims 
on their part, he adds: 

“ This was not because we regarded that re- establishment [ot treaties] as very 
advantageous for France, but it was our arm of attack and defense, ete." 

Again, he speaks of the second article of the treaty as follows: 

In effect article 2 of the convention recalled the treaties without rendering 
them obligatory for the moment, and postponed to another time the negotia- 
tion both as to the treaties and as to the indemnities mutually due or claimed, 
By this arrangement we reserved to ourselves to return to the treaties if the 
Americans ever wished to return to the indemnities. * * * In plain terms, 
article 2 of the convention is nothing but an indefinite postponement, but that 
postponement is to our advantage, for, having stipulated in the convention all 
that can truly interest us in our commercial relations, as well as the safety and 
property of French citizens in the United States, we can leave in oblivion some 
articles of ancient treaties, either practically indifferent or whose execution 
such as that of thearticle which stipulates the guaranty by the United States of 
1175 3 in America, is, properly speaking, but a matter of words and of 
illusions. 

“The Americans, on their side, clearly foresaw, thoroughly felt, that they 
would never obtain even a discussion of the indemnities, still less their payment. 
* © è Such was the state of affairs at the signing of the convention; such it 
was well understood on one side and the other to be; and if it is not presented 
thus clearly and expressed in a manner thus explicit, this was from condescen- 
sion, so to speak, and to arrange things for the American plenipotentiaries, 
who appeared to dread exceedingly the clamors of the ship-owners and mer- 
chants of the United States if the convention should stipulate a formal renun- 
ciation of indemnities.“ 

This letter is fair proof thatthe French negotiators’ position in controversy 
shown also by former official documents) was, that our claims were barred 
from recovery by war; that when pressed urgently to admit them as matters 

of negotiation they made the counter demand that the old treaties should be 
renewed; that this demand was made simply to defeat claims negotiation, they 
well knowing that it would not and could not be conceded; that they did not 
deny that the old treaties were without force, Basing: been annulled by warand 
by acts N er (to say nothing of their open breach a French decrees, 
and captures thereunder), but they required their “ re-establishment in their 
integrity“ as the condition upon which negotiations should proceed. 

The concession due to truth was fully made that they did not the re- 
establishment of the treaties as yery advantageous for France; ™ that some of 
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their provisi execution of such as the guar- 
anty provision (so much ken of), “a matter of words and of illusions,” The 
thas they made a 


ions were indifferent, and the 


sum of the statement is, demand for treaty restoration in bad 
faith and insincerely, having no right to demand nor expectation of obtaining 
it. The demand was strictly and truly a pretense, a pretended demand of what 
they did not want and which they knew would not be obtained. The now treaty 
would give them what was desired, in its commercial privileges, 

7. From the foregoing statements of fact it results that the claims were aban- 
doned in the negotiation because their allowance by France could not be ob- 
tained, and that the second article of the treaty of 1800, in its original form, was 
a virtual abandonment of them under the form of an indefinite nement, 
‘There was no bartering of them away fora consideration ; no trading of them off 
for a discharge from old treaties, but simply a suspension of effort for their re- 
covery because France would not pay and could not be compelled to pay them, 
It may be added that our envoys hsa no power to revive the old treaties in 
their integrity, and did not by any act or declaration acknowledge them as sub- 
sisting or admit any obligation or duty resting upon the United States to re- 
new them. 

8. The Senate of the United States ratified the treaty of 1800 (with the second 
article struck out) by a vote of 22 to 9, the aftirmative vote including most of 
the Senators from States along the Atlantic seaboard where the claimants re- 
sided. (Senate Executive Journal, volume 1, page 377.) Evidently this action 
was not taken in hostility to the claimants—to imperil any chance of claims-re- 
covery in the future, but for reasons heretofore fully explained and which will 
endure the most searching debate, The Senators had before them the official 
correspondence which and accompanied the negotiation of the treaty, 
tho secret kept by our envoys at Paris, and the decision of our Supreme 
Court in vs. Tingy. 4 Dalias, page 37 (which was heard at the August term. 
1800), and knew very well that the claims would never be voluntarily paid b 
France and could not be enforced against her as legal obligations, The frien 
of the claimants in the Senate therefore, on February 3, 1801, struck out the in- 
definite postponement section of the treaty, because it was worse than worth- 
less as un international stipulation and was calculated to mislead persons un- 
se poor with its true character. 

1 added here that the explanation appended by Bonaparte to his rati- 
fication of the treaty as amended by the Senate, while it could have no effect 
upon the treaty itself or qualify s ratification of it which was unconditi 
and absolute, was, in the of Mr. Jefferson, a legitimate inference " 
of claims renouncement or abandonment. Pininly, as for war losses 
sg could not survive a treaty of peace and amity unless expressly provided 


10. The American negotiators did not ever propose (as has been incautiously 
asserted) that our Government should pay to France 8, 000. 000 of francs—$1,600,- 
from certain articles 


the French 

their epee nan e. 

amount o vate claims allowed. 
Marshall, Secretary of State, dat 


leges which the French min 
under the construction which the American Government had given to the 


rse, by the French negotiators, not because it 
was too small in amount for guaranty and eel ab. pOT of the 


an 

t pisis that the offer was made in the interest of the American claimants 
and to 
tiation, an acknowledgment of their clai 

sacrifice of $1,600,000 they might win an allowance from France of more 

than $20,000,000, speording to ref modern estimate of their claims, But this 
offer was not a recognition of the old treaties as existing obligations, but a 
proposition to renew them with obnoxious provisions expunged. If no- 
cepted by France it would give to our Government and claimants the option to 
get indemnities for the latter upon their submitting to a moderate abatement 
of their demands, It was to get the private claims allowed, and not to relieve 
our Government from defunct treaties, that the offer was made. 

The foregoing statement of facts, taken in connection with those set forth in 
the reported views of a majority of the Committee on Appropriations at the 
last session of Congress (Committee Report No. 2961, firstsession, Fiftieth Con- 

}, establishes solid grounds of opposition to the payment of these claims 
y the United States. 

We place little reliance upon 

to these claims. It is evident that those opinions were founded 


upon false or im on, and that they are not aythority to control 
the judgment of Con; T also high ee against them, and the 
question of Government liability is to be determined upon the facts, now much 
better known than pending former debates, when an outlay of $5,000,000 only 
Wns peopoveds of the enormous sum which now constitutes the claim- 


It is a noteworthy fact that the older a claim is the more ardently it 
is advocated by professional guardians of the country’s honor, but the 
allowance of a claim which was totally ignored by the early statesmen 
of the country for the first quarter of the century, and when for many 
years there was a surplus of millions in the Treasury, would be a se- 
rions reflection on the honesty ofthese men. I rather choose to think 
that they refused to pay them because they did not think they had 
any just foundation, and the fact that they did not pay them when 
they bad all the facts before them shows the absurdity and injustice 
of their allowance now when the claimants themselves are long since 
dead and when the claims have largely fallen into the hands of a per- 
sistent and interested lobby. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this, I believe, ex- 


rank of captain of cavalry; 


hausts the hour on our side, and we will have no more time this even- 
ing. I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that a 
report from the Committee on Appropriations on this question was 
laid on the desks of all members, and I hope gentlemen will examine 
it before the vote is to be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. COGSWELL. You have already had your time. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr, KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in St. 
Augustine, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of Edward H. Leib; 

A bill ts 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 

A bill (S. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry; 

A bill (S. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; 

A bill (S. 1037) authorizing the gof the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 

=? 

A bill (8. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of 
the Army; 

A bill (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; 1 

A bill (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash. ; 
ears bill (S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of North 

ota; 

A bill (S. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry, in place 
of Middletown; ” 

A bill (S. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Gra in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, 
in La Plata County, in the State of Colorado; 

A bill (S. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

A bill (S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, Tex.; 

A bill (S. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; 

A bill (S. 4281) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 6) granting permission to officers and enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of the revo- 
lution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion; 

Joint resolution (S. R.51) to authorize the President to appoint an ad- 
ditional ensign in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

A bill (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A. Green; 
A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ewald; 


A bill (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker; 
A bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (H. R. 2306) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle; 

A bill (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to pea Carey; 

A bill (H. R, re granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 
A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes; 

A bill (f. R. 0 for relief of Col. James Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 


A bill (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B, 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized devices 
of the United States coins; 

A bill (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Gibbon; 

A bill (H. R. 4451) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the of Daniel J. Mahoney; 
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A bill (EL. R. 4353) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 

A bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 

A bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien; 

A bill (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor Ten 
Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the retired- 
list of Army officers; 

A bill (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the een 
one-dolllar gold pieces and three - cent nickel piece; 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively; 

A bill (H. R. 5654) to pension Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5736) gran a pension to John L. Lindel; 

A bill (H. R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for services in the 
Indian war; 

A bill (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Agnes M. 
Bradley; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Thomas Nelson; 

A bill (H. R.6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Rückert; 

A bill (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

A bill (H. R. oo granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret A. Jacoby; 

A bill (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, 
Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6853) for the relief of Elien Morris; 

A bill (H. * Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River near Washington Monument; 

A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Louisa M. Sippell; 

A bill (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate Lane Townes, 
widow of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

A bill (H. R. 7795) for the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 

A bill (H. R. 1869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 

A bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 

A bill (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Emma A. Stafford; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) to grant school district No. 7 of the township of 
Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for school 
pee pill (HL R. 8201) to amend the articles of war relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction by court-martial; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solomon, 
a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war service; 

A bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 9138) granting a ion to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

A bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

A (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

A a bebo in en Ce ia 

A (H. R. 9945) to increase the pension of Charles Barker; 

(H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 
( 
( 


sides 


H. R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. 


ates 
EE 


H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 
H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O. E. Hukill; 
H. R. 10208) granting au increase of pension to Moses Gra- 


BE 
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ham 

A bin (H. E. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young to the pension-rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hattie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

A bill G. R. 10320) granting an increase eee to Nancy Cato; 

A bill (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish 

A bill (H. R. 1030) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

A bill (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

A bill (H. R. 10835) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; 

A bill (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 

A bill (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 

A bill (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

A bill (H. R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. Vos- 


burgh; 
Mh bill H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 
Tun (i R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Rice; 
A bill (H. R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlingson; 
A bill (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 
A bill (II. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; 


A bill . R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 

A bill (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, 

A bill (H. R. 11417) janine the pension of Cecilia I. Woods; 

A bill (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
P EEIT R. 11547) ting a pension to Lucinda 

A bi granting a to 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 39 Si) declaring ee Charles 


B. Stivers, of the United States Army, valid, and that he is entitled as 
such retired officer to his pay; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain ap- 
propriations for the Indian service, on the books of the Treasury. 


FRANK D. WORCESTER. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like unanimous con- 
sent to reconsider the vote by which a pension bill was passed. The 
claimant is already on the pension-rolls. IT ask the Clerk to report the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 490) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester. 

There being no objection, the vote by which the bill was passed was 
reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
CONFEREES ON THE REVENUE BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is unable to serve on the committee of con- 
ference on the tariff bill. The question is, will the House excuse the 
gentleman from service on the committee? Isthereobjection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair will appoint in am place 
the gentleman from. Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. pare twenty minutes, or so much of that time as he may de- 
sire to oecup 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the question which is mainly urged 
against the payment of these claims is that the acts of the French Re- 
publie and the counter-acts on the part of the United States consti- 
tuted war between the two countries, and the assertion has been made 
that all of the claims were embraced within this period, which is - 
termed a period of war. 

Now, as a matter of fact, of the claims in this bill, amounting to 
V at ee of 
war and $509,000, or 41 per cent. of the whole, were during that pe- 
riod. 

I take it for granted that, if war did not exist between France and 
the United States, then certainly the French Government was bound 
to make reparation for the seizure of the property of citizens of the 
United States. It does not take one y versed in international 
law to understand that plain proposition. If war did not exist, then 
these were valid claims against the French Government, and once main- 
tained by the Government, when surrendered by the Government of 
the United Statesin order to get rid of the counter-claims made on the 
part of the Government of France, it was, as was said by Mr, Clay, the 
taking of private property for public use without compensation, and 
the United States is bound to make reparation to its citizens whose 

property was thus utilized. 

Now, if a war existed between France and the United States, when 
did the war begin? Gentlemen on the other side of this question say 
it began in 1798. It certainly had not begun at the time of the abro- 
gation of the treaties in July, 1798, because Congress expressly, in pass- 
ing the act abrogating them, which was a provision of the act of June, 
1798, gave as one of the of paunda for doing sò that France had disre- 

the rights of the United States to be neutral in the war. y 

Mr. BUCKALEW. If the gentleman will excuse me a moment, that 
refers to a war between France and England. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The act says, in so many words, that France had 
acted in contravention of our just claims of being neutral in the war 
between France and England. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Yes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. We claimed neutrality in the very act abrogating 
the treaty, which was abrogated in so many words because of the vio- 
lation of our neutral rights. Where, then, does the United States 
stand according to her own official declaration? 

At the outset of the war the President proclaimed the position of 
the United States ; and I have failed to see any official declaration any- 
where by which that claim of the President was everretracted. Gen- 
eral Washington issued a proclamation of neutrality. That established 
the position of the United States. Now, when did the war break out? 

There was a time when France depredated upon the commerce of the 
United States, when our merchantmen had gone out under the invita- 
tion of Jefferson, Secretary of State, and under the proclamation of the 
President, as communicated in a circular to the merchants of this coun- 
try, and subsequently communicated by Washington in his messagé to 
Congress, where he said that the merchants of the United States hada 
right to carry provisions to the ports of England and France under the 
proclamation of neutrality, and that if any of them were interfered 
with to report the facts to the State Department, and the Government 
would take steps to indemnify them. 

Mr. BUCK W. Oh, no. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I should have said, to get indemnity for them. 


10352 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. -> 


SEPTEMBER 23, 


Now, what changes were made in that status? Did France declare 
war? The very act of France, about which stressis made here, occur- 
ring after the Jay treaty, was the passage of a decree in which they 
stated they would notify neutral nations that they would treat the vès- 
sels of such neutral nations exactly as those neutral nations permitted 
England to treat them. 

That was the act of France, not an act of war, but an act against 
neutrals; not addressed simply to the United States, but addressed to 
Hamburg as well, which was a neutral power; addressed to other 
neutral powers that were not engaged in the war between Englandand 


erty, intending to apply to the French Government in France for the losses and 

lawful interests which may and might occur; the said protest being made as 

well in behalf of myself and captain as the owner, underwriters, and all con- 

cerned in the schooner Betsey and her cargo. 
Port de Paix, September the 29th, 1798, 


Witnesses: 
JOHN Ivey, Mariner. 
BENJAMIN ASHBY, 
I, the undersigned, sworn interpreter of the government at Port de Paix, 
corey eax the translation in the other part conforms to the original signed by 
ohn Tapley. 
In testimony of which I have signed these presents and have affixed my seal 


JOHN TAPLEY, 


France. Under that decree, operating against neutrals, the effect was | to the 


as I shall state, and it was because of the Jay treaty, which operated 
to prefer England to France. This preference is not prevented by the 
proviso of the twenty-fifth section of that treaty, as my learned friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] stated. The truth was this: 
That under the french treaties (the treaty of amity and commerceand 
the treaty of alliance, under which the independence of this country 
was effected by the union of the French and the American armies) 
there was an agreement between France and the United States, that 
free ships should make free goods, and that in time of war the Ameri- 
can bank should protect from seizure everything except actual con- 
tra of war onan American ship. So that under the treaty, when 
once the American flag was hoisted to the mast-head of an Ameri- 
can ship, a French cruiser had no right to seize anything, enemy's prop- 
erty or otherwise, unless it was actually contraband of war, going toa 
hostile port. 

But the Jay treaty conceded to England much higher privileges re- 
garding American vessels bound to French ports, and instead of the 
doctrine that free ships make free goods they conceded to England the 
right to seize enemy’s property in American bottoms, and they ex- 
tended the contraband of war far beyond where the law of nations 
carried it, and agreed that provisions and various other articles not 
contraband of war under the law of nations, should be seized when 
going to French ports in American bottoms. That was the grievance 
of France that is not provided for in the twenty-fifth section, And it 
was on account of that mainly that France passed a decree that she 
would treat neutrals as neutrals permitted England to treat their ves- 
sels, 


Now, in whataspect was the spoliation an act of war? The French 
Republic disclaimed being at war with the United States. She sent her 
minister here with a special message to the Senate bearing the colors 
of France as an emblem of French good-will, with the statement that 
in the legislative halls of France the colors of the United States were 
floating alongside the colors of France. And yet gentlemen say the 
two nations were at war. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. ‘That was before the war. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It was during the period of these spoliations which 
you are trying to cover with the war blanket. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, but before, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Here it is. It was during that period. It was the 
Ist day of January, 1796, and these spoliations began in 1793. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, but you are speaking of the period of war. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, then, we will go right into the period which 
the gentleman ks of as the period of war. Gentlemen have said 
on the floor of this Housé that all these claims were in the period of 
war. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. No, sir; but most of them. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, theevidence shows, if you mean 1798, 1799, 
and 1800, that most of them were notin the period of war; only 41 per 
cent. of them come in that period. Now let ustake up one of thecases 
in that period. I happen to havea record right here. Here is the 
case of the schooner Betsey, William Dennis, master. That schooner 
was of the port of Salem, Mass., and sailed from that port on the 17th 
of August, 1798. She was seized by a French cruiser on the 18th day 
of September, 1798, and she was carried intoa French port. Her cap- 
tain was kept on board of the French cruiser, and her mate made a 
protest in which he states: 


JOHN TAPLEY'S PROTEST, 


Be it known by this instrument of protest that I, John Tapley, mate ou board 
the schooner Betsey, of Salem, the property of Mr, Hardy Ropes, merchant and 
citizen of the United States of America, do hereby depose and declare that 
on the 17th of August, in the year of our Lord 1798, did sail out from Salem 
the schooner, well stanched and found, to proceed on her intended voyage to 
Jeremia, in the Island of Hispanola; that nothing material happened to me 
during the until the 18th of September, at about 4 o'clock in the after- 
noon, was boarded by a French schooner rivateer, under the name of La 
Rencontre, Capt. Louis Duprat, who orde the captain, William Dennis, on 
board the privatcer, with his arp after examining them kept the above 
said Capt. William Dennis on rd of her until this day; took possession of 
the schooner by sending a prize-master with six privatee 9 and ordered 
the said vessel to Port de Paix, where I arrived on the 18th of September; on 
my arrival the justice of the peace came on board, sealod up the hatchways, 
and ordered me with two of my people on shore to be inte ted; after my 
examination the vessel's papers were sent up to Cape Francois for atrial; on 
the 29th of said month I received the condemnation of the scliooner Betsey and 


er cargo. 

Therefore, I do hereby solemnly protest instead and lieu of the captain, 
William Dennis, as being kept on board the privateer La Rencontre, Capt. Louis 
Duprat, 1 the privateer, captain, owners, and all concerned for their pro- 
ceedings in detaining the said Captain Dennis against the law of nations; more- 
over for having turned the schooner out of her way, as being a neutral prop- 


m. 

Port de Pai 7 7th y 
Raub e 1 ee 1798, or 8th vendémiaire, 7th year of the French 

SEAL. PENNETIER. 

ndorsed: Protest and translation No. 2. 

Please notice that he protested against France for this detention and 
condemnation of the schooner as being neutral property. 

Now, we have here what the cargo of that schooner consisted of. It 
is found in the decree of condemnation of that court. She had acrew 
of six men; she had 10,500 red-oak staves, 8,000 feet of boards, 15,500 
feuillards, 40 hogsheads in bundles, with their cooperage attachments, 
and 4 hogsheads of cod-fish. And the court say that in the trial they 
have seen the register of the schooner Betsey, which states her to 
be the property of Hardy Ropes, merchant, of Salem, State of Massa- ` 
chusetts, clothed with the seal of the collector of the port of Salem,and 
have seen the sea letter, written in four languages, likewise clothed with 
regular seals and signatures granted to William Dennis to go to Jeremy, 
loaded with cod-fish, flour, and wood, dated on 17th of August, 1798, 
and have seen the articles of agreement between Dennis and his crew of 
six men, and have seen the clearance of the custom-house, and have 
seen the certificate granted to the captain that he was a citizen of the 
United States. 

Now, do they condemn that vessel as an enemy’s vessel? No, they 
condemn that vessel because it did not have a réle d’équipage or crew 
list, which under the French decree was required of neutral vessels— 
not enemy’s vessels, but neutral vessels—and which was in a different 
form from that prescribed in the treaty between France and the United 
States, and they go on and condemn the ship, and they condemn 
it as the vessel of neutrals, under French decrees directed against 
neutrals, And yet gentlemen say that it is a case covered by a state 
of war between the United States and France, and virtually say that 
our President and Secre ot State and distinguished envoys who were 
sent to France to demand indemnity for this and similar outrages were 
all mistaken, and had no right to claim reparation from France at all! 

I have said of the position of France that every one of her decrees 
was against neutrals. It was under color of such decrees that she 
seized these ships. The real ground which we had for reclamation 
from the French Government was that her tribunals, in pursuance of 
these acts, condemned and sold these ships. It was the action of her 
prize courts, which under any system of international law gave us the 
right to hold France responsible. It was exactly the ground on which 
we held Spain responsible, For whenever one of these French cruisers, 
instead of carrying vessels to a French port, carried them, under a 
treaty with Spain, to a Spanish port and condemned them, we had re- 
course against Spain. Spain has paid to the United States, under this 
very class of cases, for every vessel that was so carried and condemned 
by French prize courts held within the jurisdiction of the Spanish 
Government. 

Mr. HILL, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
What has he to say in regard to that class of cases referred to by the 
gentleman from Missouri, where captured ships were armed and sailed 
under letters of ue and reprisal? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam glad the gentleman called my attention to that. 
The gentleman means the gentleman from Texas. I would like to have 
the volume from which the gentleman cited. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Reporter has it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I take issue as to the fact of these 
vessels having letters ofmarqueand reprisal. The decision of the court, 
as set forth in the book, as examined by me in the moment I had to 
look at it, states that these are the facts: That the vessel was armed; 
that her captain had a commission from the President; but that it did 
not appear that it was under these acts of Congress. It did not appear, 
in other words, that she had letters of marque and reprisal, and it was 
farther found 

Mr. SAYERS. What kind of a commission did she have? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, she certainly did not have a commission of 
marqueand reprisal. Certainly thedecision of the court must be taken 
as to the circumstances, and the court’s decision was that there was no 
proof as to what sort of a commission she had. 

The Government attempted to show that she had a commission of 
marque and reprisal, and failed to show it; but it was shown affirma- 
tively that she was on a commercial voyage, and not on 9 military voy- 


age. 
Mr. SAYERS. What was she doing with cannon? 


` 
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Mr. COGSWELL. They all carried cannon at that time, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Every vessel at that time went armed. There were 
pirates on the Spanish Main; and vessels carried cannon before this 
war and carried them after it, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And carried them for signal purposes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The matter was fully brought before the Court of 
Claims in some cases, perhaps in this very case. The whole matter 
came up and was weighed and discussed, and the court decided that 
when a vessel went out under the acts of Congress with the intention 
of preying upon the French commerce or trying to recapture vessels, and 
went out with that kind of commission, she was outside of any claim 
tor damages; and this case was decided favorably to the ship John, 
because it was in proof that she went on a commercial voyage. That 
is the fact in the case, and I will get the note and print it in my re- 
marks, 

Mr. SAYERS. It will be printed in my remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. DIBBLE. You will find that it states it almost as I have said: 
that the captain had a commission from the President of the United 
States. Whether it was under the two acts referred to there does not 
appear; but it does appear that she was on a commercial voyage. 

Now, so far as there was a limited state of war, where aship, whether 
a privateer or on a commercial voyage, in the course of her voyage tried 
to recapture a vessel or vessels, and was captured herself, she could not 
make reclamation against the French Government. But the vessels 
which were on commercial voyages, the peaceful vessels of trade, were 
not subject to any seizure, uuless the two countries had been at full, 
actual war; and these were commercial vessels. 

Again, [am glad the gentleman referred to the gentleman from Texas 
becanse he said she had letters of marque and reprisal to prey on the 
commerce of France. Now, the acts that were passed by the Congress 
of the United States were simply against the French armed vessels. 
Where letters of marque were granted—not of reprisal—they authorized 
American vessels to recapture other American vessels that had been 
seized by the French, authorizing them to resist French cruisers, and 
the last was an act authorizing American public armed vessels to repel 
French cruisers from the line of our trade because they were there to 
prey upon our commerce. Those were not acts against the commerce 
of France. Why, sir, the commissioners in their report expressly stated 
that fact, In one of their addresses to the French commissioners they 
said that they did not adopt any hostile measures, but merely adopted 
measures in defense of their own commerce without retaliating upon 
French commerce. Yet gentlemen come here and speak of letters of 
marque and reprisal npon French commerce. There is not a tittle 
of it in acts of Congress or in the actions of the American vessels un- 
der those acts. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that Congress shall 
have power to declare war. In this instance, as late as 1800, Congress 
declared that war did not exist. I will read from the act, the one 
which I desired to bring to the attention of my friend from Pennsyl- 
‘vania [Mr. BucKALEW] awhile ago, but in the hurry I was unable to 
lay my hands upon it. Gentlemen who are present remember the pre- 
vious act which was read here, providing that in event of war break- 
ing out the Army should be augmented. That is the act which was 
passed in March, 1799, during the period which they say was a period 
of war, right in the middle of that period. That act provided that in 
case war should break out the President should have authority to aug- 
ment the Army, and there were other acts passed re-enforcing the Army, 
looking to the probable occurrence of war in the future, but not to an 
existing war. 

Then in 1800, on the 30th day of February, while negotiations were 
pending in France, Congress passed this act, referring to one of the acts 
which had in the previous year been passed authorizing certain enlist- 
ments to be made to increase the Army: 

That all further enlistments under the second section of an act entitled “An 
act to augment the Army of the United States and for other purposes” shall be 
suspended until the further order of Congress, unless— 

And here is the important part of it, which shows the position taken 
by this Government 
unless in the recess of Con and during the continuance of the existing 
differences between the United States and the French Republic war shall break 
out between the United States and the French Republic. 

Here is the distinction made in the act passed in 1800, when the 
period covered by these claims was expiring, because they run only 
to September 30, 1800. Here is an act passed on the 20th of Febru- 
ary, 1800, by our predecessors in the Congress of the United States, 

by the war-declaring and war-determining power, which said 
that enlistments should cease unless, in the recess of Congress and 
while these differences“ continued to exist, war should break out 
between the United States and France. Congress spoke of these ‘‘dif- 
ferences,” referring to these svoliations of which we complained, and 
the acts committed on our side of which France complained. They 
were spoken of as differences,“ not as war.““ 

Now, we have at one end the neutrality proclamation of the Presi- 
dent and at the other end we have an act of Congress which provides 
that the augmentation of our Army shall cease unless, alter Congress 
shall adjourn war shall happen to break out. On a question of war 
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Congress is a higher authority than the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and it has been so held bythe Supreme Court itself, In the 
Clinton bridge case Justice Miller in delivering the judgment of the 
court said: 

Questions of this class are international questions and are to be settled be- 
tween the foreign nations interested in the treaties and the political departments 
of our Government. When those de ments declare a treaty abrogated, an- 
nulled, or modified it is not for the judicial branch of the Governmentto set it up 
and assert its continued obligation. If the court could do this, it could annul 
declarations of war, suspend the levying of all armies, and become a great in- 
ternational arbiter instead of n court of justice forthe administration of the laws 
of the United States. 

This, then, is within the sphere of Congress, not within the sphere 
of the Supreme Court. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court itself, in one of these cases 
that have been decided, has said that, while a limited state of war ex- 
isted, it affected nothing but the cruisers and armed vessels engaged 
in it, and was expressly limited tothem. ‘The court say in so many 
words that a limited state of war,such as existed when two cruisers 
fought upon the sea, was confined to that class of cases and was not 
perfect war. And it went further by its decision in the case of Talbot 
ts. Seeman. There are only two of these cases, and in oneof them the 
court decides this very question, that these were not acts of war, but 
merely acts for which the Government could demand reparation. What 
were the circumstances ol that case? They were these: 

As I stated before, the French Government treated neutrals as neu- 
trals permitted the English to treat them. A French cruiser seized a 
Hamburgship, a German vessel from Hamburg, which, likethe United 
States, was a neutral power; and that vessel was recaptured from the 
French vessel by an American cruiser, which demanded salvage from 
the Hamburg people for the service rendered by the recapture. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Allow me to complete this statement. Now, in that 
case the court decided that the United States cruiser had a right to de- 
mand from the owners of the German vessel salvage for the service 
rendered by rescuing the vessel from the hands of the French. That 
was the first question decided. The Americans claimed that they were 
entitled to half the value of the ship and cargo under an expression 
used in the salvage act, for the rescue of vessels captured from the 
enemy,” and the question then arose whether by this act Hamburg 
and France were enemies. 

That was the gist of the question in regard to theamount of salvage, 
because if France and Hamburg were enemies, by this transaction of 
France in seizing the ships of Hamburg, then the salvage was one-half; 
otherwise the amount of the salvage would be determined by the court 
on general principles of law. The court decided that Hamburg, al- 
though her commerce was spoliated, did not occupy towards France, 
nor France towards Hamburg, the relation of anenemy. Therefore, 
by parity of reasoning, acts of spoliation against American vessels were 
not acts of war, but were violations of neutrality rights; and our Goy- 
ernment never desisted from demanding indemnity, until it was by 
mutual consent agreed in the treaty of 1800 that both France and the 
United States shonld renounce their respective claims against each 
other. In other words, these claims were surrendered asa set-off against 
the claims France urged against the United States. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Vaux]. “ 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Chairman, the literature upon this subject is 
voluminous, and to discuss the history of the legislation with regard 
to these claims or even to refer to it would require more than the 
few minutes allowed me. Therefore I shall not undertake to do what 
no sane man would attempt: to go through all this literature and this 
legislation. But there are one or two points which I desire to impress 
upon the House, points upon which its decision as to the validity of 
these claims ought in my judgment to rest. J 

In December, 1793, General Washington sent a message to Congress 
on the relations which then existed between France and the United 
States. I have not had time to read it, but I call the attention of gen- 
tlemen who are still in doubt to this document as published on page 
9 of the report of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANstR], Mr. 
Jefferson preceded that message with a circular; and that also I shall 
not undertake to read, because it would consume too much of my time. 
But trom these two facts I deduce a proposition, that the character of 
the origin of these claims was set out by General Washington and by 
Mr. Jefterson; and on this side of the Honse at least that is authority. 
I do not know whether it is anywhere else or not. I quote here 
these papers. 

Special attention is called to the following circular letter of Mr. 
Jefferson to the merchants of the United States, cited from Wharton’s 
International Law, page 606, and to the following extract from the 
message of President Washington: 

I have it in charge from the President to assure the merchants of the United 
States concerned in foreign commerce or navigation that due attention will be 
paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas or in foreign countries 
contrary to the law of nations or to existing treaties, and that on the forward- 
ing hither of well authenticated ev dence of the same, proper pri ings will 


be adopted for their relief. (Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State,to Messrs. Duke 
& Co., August 31, 1793, 4 Jeff. Works, 31.) 


This statement was followed by another from the President himself, 
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Washington, in his message to December 5, 1793, after 
speaking of the unfriendliness of the French minister, said: 


In-the mean time I have and pursued the stipulations of our treat- 
9 what I judged their true sense, etc, 
The vexations and s 


lations understood to have been committed on our 
the cruisers and officers of some of the belligerent 
we peared to require attention, The proofsof these, however, not hav- 
been t forward, the description of citizens supposed to have suffered 
were notified that on farnishing them to the Executive due measures would 
be taken to obtain redress of the past and more effectual! provisions against the 
future. (Volume 4, Annals of Congress, page 15.) 

To show the importance of this circular letter and the extract from 
Washington’s message, attention is called to the following comments 
of Senator Clayton, once Secretary of State, in his address delivered 
in the Senate of the United States, April 23 and 24, 1846. He said: 

It appears this circular was carefully distributed among the merchants in all 
the seaports of the United states. It presents the extraordinary case, the only 
one I am aware of in the history of this Government, of a directcommunication 
from the Executive to all concerned in foreign commerce and navigation. Its 
crap we on itsown face, is not merely to assure them of indemnity for the past; 
it not assure them that due attention will be paid to any injuries they may 
have suffered, but it does, in the most solemn manner, pledge the faith of this 
Government to them that due attention will be paid to any injuries they may 
suffer on the high seas, or in foreign coantries, contrary to the law of nations 
or to existing treaties,” And it does solemnly further pledge the faith of the 
Government to all those who may thas hereafter suffer, that, on their forward- 
ing (to the Department of State) well authenticated evidence of the same, the 
proper proceedings will be adopted for their relief. 

Ihave not the time in the few minutes allowed me to discuss the 
proposition that during a portion of the period when these spoliations 
occurred we were in a War with France. I have not been taught that 
there was such a war, but I quote from an authority which certainly 
ought to be binding on France. i 

It was Napoleon who gave life to the part of the treaty under discus- 
sion; the proviso containing the renunciation by the two states was 
written by him. He knew whether we were at war or at peace; above 
all he knew whether the claims were valid against France and just. 

On page 129, volume 2, of General Gourgaud’s Memoirs of Napoleon, 
will be found remarkable words which should settle this controversy. 
Napoleon said: 

Cereb gyre: of this article at t d to th vileges which 
France . by the aay: of. T778 and annulled ne ee claims ere 
America might have made for injuries done in in time of peace. 


This was exactly what the First Consul had proposed to himself in 
fixing these two points as equiponderating each other. The words 
which follow are memorable. He adds: 


Without this it would have been impossible to satisfy the merchants of the 
United States and to banixh from their memory the losses they had suffered. 


Senator Clayton, as already quoted, when Secretary of State, refer- 
ring to these propositions as set out in the message and the circular to 
which I have just referred, in answer to the position that there is 
nothing in all this matter that justifies the payment of these claims— 
which, I believe, is the argument ot our friends whoare opposing them 
Senator Clayton, in 1846, undertook to explain to Congress the liabil- 
ities and obligations which then existed on behalf of the Government 
of the United States to our citizens who had claims against France for 
these spoliations. It was not doubted then that these claims were 
just; it was not doubted then that they had validity. 

Now it is asserted that the striking out of article second from the 
treaty (this is the view of one of the gentlemen on the other side or of 
one of the reports) amounted virtually to a denial of the liability of 
either party, particularly the United States, to these citizens. But 
when you come to look at the reason why the French Government 
Se will find these lines; as they are only three I can 
Tea m: 


The suppression of this artiele at onge put au end to the privileges which 
France had by the treaty of 1778 and annulled the just claims which 
America might have for injuries done in time of peace. 


In other words, they said, We will cry quits; we will not ask the 
United States to make good her obligations to us in regard to the West 
Indies; and we will not agree that France shall pay to the United 
States any part of these claims.’’ In other words, when this article 
‘was taken out of the treaty and the claimants who had been injured 
by these acts of France found that they were driven to further delay, 
believing that by negotiating for eight years they would get nothing, 
they preferred by their Senators in Congress to agree that this article 
should be stricken out, trusting to the honor and honesty of the Amer- 
ican people to pay them what, by the treaty and by this article, were 
agreed to be just claims of one country against the other. In other 
words, they agreed to trust to the justice of the United States to re- 
ceive remuneration for the losses they had suffered by these depreda- 
tions. But I will quote the paragraph in this report: 

The gentlemen opposed to these claims in the report of Mr. HEN- 
DERSON seek to impair the strength of these claims on an hypothesis, 
a theory, a deduction which is so forcible in its weakness that it ought 
to be made memorable. The report states: 


5. That this result of mutual releases was worked out by an amendment of 
treaty of 30th of September, 1800, made by our Senate and agreed to b; 

France, Reference is here made to the second article of the in its orig? 

nal form, and which, unfortunately for the argument, was str out of the 


and commeree by 
ers 


treaty by the votes of Senators from the Atlantio seaboard. who panos tana 
resented the claimants in the Senate and were devoted to their interests. en 
we turn to the text of the article struck out, the explanation of their action be- 
comes perfectly e ear; for that article was in fact an indetinite postponement of 
the claims, and was equivalentto their relinquishment or abandonment; in 
other words, it was worse than worthless to the claimants and was, therefore, re- 
fected by the seaboard members of the Senate. 


The truer interpretation would be that the claimants, unwilling to 
wait eight years for continued negotiations, with all the risks involved, 
were satisfied to rely on the honor, honesty, and justice of the United 
States. So their Senators voted. This is the common-sense meaning 
of the votes of the seaboard ™ Senators. Their honest judgment dic- 
tated their votes. They rested their judgment on their innate sense of 
justice. Itis hardly possible calmly to consider so violent an assump- 
tion, so extraordinary a theory, so visionary an hypothesis. 

President Washington and Mr. Jefferson laid down the grounds on 
which these claims rested. From that time until 1826 nobody seriously 
doubted their validity. When Mr. Clay, as Secretary of State, in re- 
sponseto a resolution of the Senate, sent in a report showing the grounds 
on which these claims rested, no one undertook to suggest that the 
United States could take refuge behind any pretense and maintain that 
we were not responsible. And then Mr. Webster, who, I suppose, is 
regarded as authority, in commenting upon this communication of Mr. 
Clay, laid down the law, declaring it as his opinion that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was responsible to these claimants for their 
just claims. Now theascertainment whether they were just or not was 
possibly a judicial question; and Congress has referred to the Court of 
Claims the decision of this judicial question. 

We quote Mr. Webster: 


Mr. Webster, commenting upon the statement made by Mr. Clay as Secretary 
gars in enn dang in transmitting Document 102 tothe Senate, delivered the 

jowing remarks: 

Betore the interference of our Government with these claims, they constituted 
just demands against the Government of France, They were not vague ex- 

tations of possible future indemnity for injuries ved, too uncertain to 

regarded as valuable or to be esteemed property. They were just demands, 
2 hey pone anpa biS ot bet hg —— = bred 3 — 

y. were ng die 0 ng amon; 

Karsana next of kin, and of being transferred and assigned, like other | 
and just debts, A claim or demand for a ship unjustly seized and confiscated 
is property as clearly as the ship itself. It may not beso valuable or so certain, 
1 and has been uniformly so regarded by the courts of 
aw. 

The papers show American citizens had claims against the French Govern- 
ment for six hundred and fifteen vessels unlawfully seized and confiscated. If 
this were so, it is difficult to see how the Government of the United States can 
release these claims for its own benefit with Soy ors 2 than it could 
have applied the money to its own use if the ch Government had been 
ready to make compensation in money for the property thus illegally seized 
and ; or how the Government could appropriate to itself the pa. 
claims which the owners of these six hundred and fifteen vessels held against 
the wrongdoers, without making compensation, any more than it could appro- 
priate to itself, without making compensation, six hundred and fifteen hips 
which had not been seized. Ido not mean to say that the rate of compensa- 
tion should be the same in both cases; I do not mean to say that a claim for a 
ship is of as much value asa ship; but I mean to say that both the one and the 
other are property, and that Government can not, with justice, deprive a man 
of either for its own benefit without making a fair compensation. 

It will be perceived at once, sir, that these claims do uot rest on the ground of 
any lect or omission on the of the Government of the United States in 

ing satisfaction from That is not the ground. The Govern- 
ment of the United States in that performed its full duty. It remon- 
strated against these illegal seizures; it insisted on redress; it sent two special 
missions to France charged expressly, among other duties, with the duty of de- 
manding indemnity. But France had her subjects of complaint also against 
the Goverument ot the United States, which she pressed with equal earnestness 
and confidence, and which she would neither postpone nor relinquish, excepton 
the condition that the United States would postpone or relinquish these claims, 
And to meet this condition and to restore harmony between the two nations 
the United States did agree firstto postpone and afterwards to relinquish these 
claims of its own citizens. _In other words, the Government of the United States 
8 off the claims of France against itself by discharging claims of our own 

tizens France. é 


Mr. COGSWELL, I yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, ot Pennsylvania. And I yield the time to my col- 
league, Mr. VAUX, to enable him to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Webster, in discussing this question, as you will 
find on 14 of the report to which I have already referred, clearly, 
positively, and emphatically asserted the proposition that the United 
States was liable to pay the claims, 

Then, Mr. Chairman, the Court of Claims was authorized to con- 
sider the proofs; in other words, to try the case. And bear in mind 
the fact, gentlemen, because it is an important one in this issue, 
that in pursuance of this action on the part of the Government of the 
United States it appropriated money to send to France and elsewhere 
to get the legal evidence and proper documents to prove—what? That 
the claims were just? That they had no foundation in law, orin equity, 
or in the political science of the times? What did they send them for? 
They sent distinguished men from the United States for a specific pur- 
pose, and these men returned with proofs to go before this tribunal, 
authorized by the Government, to determine the question whether or 
not the claims that were presented had legal grounds on which to rest, 

The Court of Claims considered and decided many of them. One 
distinguished gentleman said awhile ago, during this discussion, that 
there were so many millions of dollars involved that they did not know 
how many remained behind. But the Court of Claims decided some 
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ofthem; and for the claimants whose claims were thus proven, whose 


claims were subjected to judicial scrutiny and that scrutiny, I 

here to-day. Ispeak in behalf of the claims of men which passed 

rough, first, a political judgment and, second, a judicial judgment, 
and which are betore us now for approprvation. 

Now, a single word and I am done. In opposition to this case, and 
it is not at all singular, Mr. Chairman, that in all of these deductions, 
in all of these hypotheses, it is not strange that somebody could find 
an argument against them in a hundred years’ trial. Why, I could 
find an argument in a hundred years to prove that this is not a Con- 
gress, probably. You could find an argument in that lapse of time to 
prove anything, especially if what you sought to prove was a hundred 

ears old. 

4 Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. VAUX. My dear sir, I must decline to yield. I would yield 
to you with the greatest pleasure if you would give mean hour, I 
would yield you half of it. 

But in the report made on the general deficiency bill by the gentle- 
man {rom Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] there are two lines to which I wish 
to call your attention and which [shall read, and J ask any man ac- 
customed to deal with theories and hypotheses and fine distinctions 
whether he ever saw or heard of anything like it? I think if there 
ever was a fabric built on thin air, this deduction is the best evidence 
of it I have ever seen. They say: 

When we turn to the text of the article struck out, the explanation of their 
action becomes perfectly clear; for that article was in fact an indefinite 
ponement of the claims, and was equivalent to their relinquishment or - 
donment; in other words, it wus worse than worthless to the claimants and 
was, therefore, rejected by the seaboard members of the Senate. 

As I said before, and repeat to emphasize it, a more violent assump- 
tion, a more unfounded supposition, œ more extraordinary: definition 
can not easily be found, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That was said a hundred years ago 
by others who knew the facts whereof they spoke. 

Mr. VAUX. Yes, sir; error is old. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to: 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Perkins having taken the 
chair as Speaker protempore, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration Senate amendments to the general deficiency bill, 
had come to no resolution. thereon. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
submit a request to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish, at the earnest request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to withdraw my motion to reconsider Senate bill No. 3716 to pro- 
vide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to regulate 
promotions therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be withdrawn. 


COLUMBIAN. CENTENNIAL. EXPOSITION. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 


journ, 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts: Beforethat motion issubmitted 
I ask unanimous consent to pass the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read, subject to 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee, of which the chairman shall be one, be ap- 
pointed by the chairman of the Select Committee on the World's Fair, to in- 
quire into the progress of the details for the holding of the Lab eae exhibition, 
and to examine into the amount of space allotted to the ous Government 
displays and other matters pertaining to the displays of the United States at 
the said exhibition, and all other matters in connection with said exhibition 
which may appear to the said subcommittee advisable to report to the House, 
and to submit the result of said inquiry and examination to this Congress at 
the beginning of the second session thereof; and the expense of said ini 
and examination be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and the 
chairman be authorized to draw for same on the Sergeant-at-Arms in sums not 
to exceed $500. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. KILGORE. There ought to be some evidence of the necessity 
of this before we authorize a junketing expedition on the part of mem- 
bers of the House. Thereshould bea report read or some explanation 
given by the gentleman from Massachusetts or somebody. I reserve 
the right to object until I know what it means, 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts: It is not unlikely that this 
House will be called upon for further legislation immediately upon the 
assembling of Congress in December. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is just what I am opposed to. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. And it is necessary that this 


I move that the House do now 


Is there objection to the request ot the 


committee should have information that they can give to this House 
and that they can give to the commission appointed by the Govern- 
ment to take charge of the Government exhibits. To-day the chair- 
man of the commission called upon me for a statement in regard to the 
accommodations which they require for the Government’s exhibits, 
and what division of the Government appropriation should be made. 
This is a large appropriation that we have made and it is important 
that this committee should have some degres of knowledge in regard 
to it and in regard to its distribution. This resolution which we have 
presented to the House for unanimous consent is, it seems to me, of 
great importance, and we think it should be passed by the House at 
this time. There are other important matters relating to expenditures 
that the committee should investigate and unders n 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not agree to that. Tsup- 
pose the purpose of this investigation is to find out the necessity foran 
additional appropriation for the World's Fair. A report from theofli- 
cials in charge of that exhibition can advise this House at its meeting 
in December as to the amount of ground and the provision made for 
the Government exhibits without sending a junketing expedition out 
there on that subject. Therefore I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


dion BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to submit privileged report from the 
Committee on Public Lands. z 

Mr. FLOWER. I think we should have a little recognition on this 
side. There is a matter that I very much desire to call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PERKINS). Pending the motion 
to adjourn, the gentleman from South Dakota submits a report from 
the Committee on Public Lands. The Clerk will announce it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill 789, opning ta settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military 
reservation in South Dakota. 


Mr. KILGORE. I do not know how we can transact business with- 
out a quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a privileged matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know, but we have no quorum, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I have madea motion to adjourn 
and I am entitled to have that motion put. 


REPRINT OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILT} 


The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Pending the motion to adjourn the 
Chair will submit to the House the following request: Mr. HENDER- 
SON, of Illinois, asks unanimous consent that 3,000 additional copies of 
public act. No. 260 of the present session (the river and harbor act) 
be printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Committee 
on ivea and Harbors, If there be no objection, the request will be 
granted. [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, 


TRANSFER OF WEATHER BUREAU, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, Lask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] to withhold his motion long enough to allow me 
to get conferees on the bill the Weather Bureau. 
The Senate has returned the bill and asks for a conference, and I wish 
simply to get a conference ordered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I will yield for a moment for 
that purpose. 

Mr. FLOWER, I think the gentleman ought to yield to me. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Senate has returned the bill (S. 1454) for 
the transfer of the Weather Bureau, with a request for a conference; 
and I ask unanimous consent that the House insist upon the amend- 
ment which the House unanimously adopted and agree to the conter- 
ence asked for by the Senate, : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, was then agreed to; 
and 5 (at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. PAYNE: 


Resolved, That Rule XV be amended as follows: 

At the end of Rule XV add the following clause: 

. Whenever ona vote by yeas and nays a quorum fails to appear on the rec- 
ord made under clause 3 of this rule, there shall be a call of the House, and the 
order for the and nays on the pending question shall at the same time be 
operative, e Clerk shall call the roil, and each member, as he answers to his 
name, voluntarily appears, or is brought before the House under the proceed- 
ings of the call of the House, shall vote on the pending question. If those voting 
on the question and those whoare present and fail to vote shall together make 
æ majority of the House, sac oon vs rar deciare that a quorum is constituted; 
ana the pending question l be decided as the majority ot those voting shall 
appear; 


to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: 


Resolved, That Turner K. Hackman be, and he is, continued in the service of 
the House as riding page during the recess — te first and second ses- 
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sions of the Fifty-first Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 


House, at the same rate of compensation now received by him; 
to the Committee on Accounts, 


—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports ot committees were delivered 

to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 2970) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Altoona, in the State of Pennsylvania, accompanied by a re- 
port ee 3148)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably the following bills of the House; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 10418) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley, 
late brigadier-general United States Volunteers. (Report No. 3149.) 

A bill eg R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B. Cook. (Report 
No. 3150. ; 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, nig “soba 
favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey. 

Report No. 3151.) 
A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge. (Report No. 


152.) 

Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 3649) granting increase of pension 
to Katherine W. Howell, accompanied by a report (No. 3153)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Miller, accompanied by a report (No. 3154)—to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably the bil] of the House (H. R. 9545) ting a on to 
Washington Grigsby, accompanied by a report (No. 3155)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the following bills; which were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House: 

A bill (H. R. 11141) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk. (Report No. 


3156.) 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the First Kansas Colored Volunteers. (Report No. 3157.) 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11951) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, of New 
York, accompanied by a report (No. 3158)—to the House Calendar, 

Mr, NUTE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported favor- 
ably the following bills of the Senate; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (S. 2531) granting an incease of pension to Benjamin T. Baker. 
(Report No, 3159.) 

A bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown. 
No. 3160, ) 

A bill (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty, 
(Report No. 3161.) 

A bill (S. 3159) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis, 
(Report No. 3162.) E 

A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton. (Re- 

(Report 


(Report 


port No. 3163.) 

A bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. 
No, 3164.) s 

A bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick. (Report 
No. 3165.) 

Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Aflairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7432) making an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a military post in the interior of Alaska, 
and for the exploration, ete., of the valley of the Yukon River, re- 
ported, as a substitute theretor, a bill (H. R. 12111) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to cause an exploration and survey to be made of the in- 
terior of the Territory of Alaska; which was read twice, and, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 3166) referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 10905) to authorize the New York 
and New Jersey Bridge Companies to build a bridge across the Hudson 
River between New York City and the State of New Jersey, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3167)—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, on behalt of the minority of the Committee 
on Commerce, submitted their views in writing thereon; which were 
ordered to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 


vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12012) to grant a ion to Han- 
nah B, Shepherd, accompanied by a report (No. 3168)—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a joint resolution of the following title 
was introduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Joint resolution (H. Res. 227) relative to the 
International Marine Conference—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Tona clause 2 of Rule XXII, the following changë of reference 
was made; 

A bill (S. 4045) granting a pension to John Farrell—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12112) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of James B. Gallagher—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 12113) granting a pension to Theressa 
D. Doubles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12114) for the relief of Amos L. 
Allen, surviving partner of the firm of Larrabee & Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 12115) for the relief of Neafie & 
Levy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12116) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Melvin Culp, and authorizing his honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 12117) for the relief of George Ball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12118) granting a pension to 
Eliza Jane Saunders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 12119) for the relief of the estate 
of Stephen A. Norton, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tennessee— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 12120) to increase the pension of 
Mary Condy Ringgold, mother of George H. Ringgold, late lieutenant- 
colone! and deputy paymaster-general, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bill (H. R. 12121) to relieve John L. Raymond, 
late sergeant of Company G, Sixty-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. Š 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Ten petitions of various boards of trade and busi- 
ness concerns, praying the of House bill 11744, regarding mail- 
ing-boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of W. S. Sims, executor of Ann Sims, 
of Warren County, Mississippi, for reference of claim for rent of prop- 
erty to the Court of Claims under provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition for the relief of E. B. Myer, admin- 
istrator of the estate of John Fortune, on Indian depredation claim of 
Douglas County, Oregon—to the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dation Claims. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE: Petition of Lewis King on claim for horse—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILES: Petition for the passage of a bill for the relief of 
George Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of officers of Walker Post, Grand 
Army ot the Republie, of Portello, Mich., requesting that a pension 
be granted Eliza Jane Saunders, stepmother of Philip N. Saunders, 
late member of the Twentieth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of life-saving crew of Oswego, N. Y., for 
increased pay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William Johnson, administrator of 
the estate of Thomas J. Johnson, late of Fayette County, Tennessee, 
for reference of claim for stores and supplies to the Court ot Claims 
under provisionsof the Bowman act—tothe Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, September 24, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate acommunication from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 22d instant, certain reports made by customs officers and special 
agents of the Treasury Department relative to differences in test and 
classification of imported sugars at the ports of New York, Boston, and 
Philadelphia since June 23, 1890; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was, on motion of Mr. HALE, referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present five separate petitions, quite numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Nebraska, in which they set forth the adul- 
teration of the food products of this country, and pray for the 
of what is known as the Paddock bill, Senate bill 3991, and ask that 
it be enacted into law, instead of any partial, incomplete, or inade- 
quate measure which does not fully protect the people in every par- 
ticular. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the passage of legislation providing means 
to stop overflows of the Mississippi River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., remonstrating against the use of Government piers by pri- 
vate parties; which was referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Carter Hil! Farmers’ Alliance ot 
Corry, Pa., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the memorial of W. Lee Stiles and 17 other citi- 
zens of Packinton, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Fed- 
eral election bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
Elk City, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was relerred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
persons of Kane County, in the State of Illinois, praying tor the pas- 
sage of certain laws in relation to the distribution of the mails. There 
are several subjects connected with the petition pertinent to that ques- 
tion. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS presented the petition of Albert Norton, late a pri- 
vate in Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment New Jersey Infantry, pray- 
ing to be allowed certain back pay alleged to be due him; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented tour petitions of citizens of Salem, Bur- 
lington, and Camden Counties, in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the passage of what are known as the pure ſood and pure 
lard’? bills; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. < 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of Union Alliance No. 16, of 
Coesse, Ind., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial signed by a large number of colored 
people, citizens of Arkansas, respectfully remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the compound-lard bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of La Grange, Fayette 
County, Texas, praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of citizens of Hardeman County, 
Tennessee, praying for the passage of what is known as the Paddock 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. s 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present a petition of Nodaway Island Farmers’ 
Alliance, No. 113, of Andrew County, Missouri; also, one of Mineral 
Springs Farmers’ Alliance, No. 95, of Holt County, Missouri; also, 
one of Hazel Grove Farmers’ Alliance, No. 100, of Andrew County, 
Missouri; also a petition of Norwood Farmers’ Alliance, of Wright 
County, Missouri, praying for the passage of what is known as the 
Conger lard bill, and also praying that the Committee on Agriculture 
may give prompt consideration to it and report it back to the Senate. 
I move that these petitions be reterred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iassure the Senator that the bill will have prompt 
and careful attention. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of the Broken Kettle Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, No. 1763, of Jefferson, S. Dak. ; a petition of the Farmers’ 
Alliance of Sully County, South Dakota; a petition of the Winnebago 


Valley Farmers’ Alliance, No, 283, of Cedar, Hand County, South Da- 


kota; a petition of the Plainfield Farmers’ Alliance, No. 294, of Kim- 
ball, S. Dak.; a petition of the Highland Farmers’ Alliance, No. 88, of 
Canton, S. Dak. ; a petition of the Harmony Farmers’ Alliance, No. 93,of 
Jerauld County, South Dakota, praying for the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Excelsior Alliance, No. 16, Bea- 
ver Falls, Beaver County, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 4403) toprovide an American register for the steamer Joseph 
Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bilis, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 2 

A bill (H. K. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 
Jeannette Expedition to the Arctic Ocean; and 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly 
private, Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers, 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a por- 
tion of the United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a pab- 
lic park, by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LAIRD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably, with certain amendments, the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late James Laird, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 5, be- 
fore the word thousand.“ to strike out six and insert ten;“ in 
the same line, after the words “ two thousand,“ to insert five hundred; 
in line 6, before the word thousand,“ to strike out “four” and insert 
5 after the word ‘‘ thousand to insert five hundred; so 
as to read: 


That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late 
James Laird, a Representative from Nebraska, 10,000 copies; of which 2,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 7,500 copies shall be for the use of 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 3 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4420) for the relief of Albert 
Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 4421) granting a pension to M. 
W. Goff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. $ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4422) granting increase of pension to 
Mrs. Frances A. Suddards; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 4423) for the relief of the 
Neptune Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. POWER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4424) to enable the 
Secretary of the Interior to complete the appraisement and sale of Jands 
patented to certain Flathead Indians in the Bitter Root Valley in Mon- 
tana, and providing for the removal of said patentees to the Jocko res- 
ervation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4425) for the reliet 
of James A. Windsor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 4426) to provide for the survey of 
public lands valuable for coal, although notadapted to agriculture, and 
for the payment for such survey out of existing appropriations for sur- 
veys in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4427) granting a pension to 
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Rose Mullin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Mr. BLAIR eee bill (S. 4428) pension to Matilda 
a granting a 
S. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. A 


EDWARD D. MARCHANT. 


Mr. EVARTS. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that it be im- 
mediately considered. It is merely to correct the wording of a name 
wherein there is ae made in the late sundry civil bill. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act en- 
titled An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other 
namaste approved August 30, 1890; was read the first time by its 

e. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
* eration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
dca in Congress assembled, That i of theact entitled Au act making ap- 
propriativns for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1891, and for other sey agra approved August 30, 1890, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so that in the clause making appropriation for 
the purchase of under the Department of State the words Dalton E. 
Marchant" rend Edward D. Marchant.” 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was this a mistake in enrollment or in the original 
framework of the bill. 

Mr..EVARTS. It was in the bill. The committee of which Iam 
chairman had to do with this matter. It is the purchase of portraits 
of John Quincy Adams and Heury Clay for the State Department, and 
the artist named is Edward Dalton Marchant. The gentleman who 
represented the family not having the name accurately in his own mind, 
consulted Appleton's Cyclopedia and found there that it was Dalton 
5 W and that is the way the error oecurred. That is all there 

about it. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ord to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
PORTRAIT OF DANIEL D. TOMPKINS, 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library: 


authorized and directed to inquire into the priety of et yy bree rtrait 
of the late Daniel D. Tompkius. ray Vice-President of the hited States, 
and governor of the State of New York during the war of 1812, which said por- 
trait was painted by the celebrated artist Jarvis, and is now on exhibition in 
the Corcoran Gallery of Artin the city of Washington. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: y 
concu; ving), That the 


THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies of the 
report No. 1544, Fifty-first Congress, first session, and of Miscellaneous Docu- 
me a oe 8 os Congress, first session, being roe report oe) peering 
under the joint resolution proposing an amendment to nst — 
lation to olic liquors, to be in pamphlet form. 3 Na 


SHAWNEE AND DELAWARE INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.). Is 
there further morning business? If not, that order is closed, and the 
Calendar under Rule VIII is in order for one hour. The first bill on 
the Calendar will be stated. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S, 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims 
of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Chero- 
kee Nation, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not propose to antagonize this 
bill. Iam willing that exact justice should be done to every Indian 
of all the Indian tribes in this country, and that they should have am- 
ple opportunity to sue in the courts to ascertain if anything is due them 
from any of the citizens of the United States or from the Government. 
But I desire to take this opportunity to contrast the action of 
concerning the Indians with its treatment of its own citizens. We 
vote millions annually for the purpose of teeding lazy, ignorant, filthy 
savages and of educating their children, and clothing them and sup- 
porting them. am quite willing to join in doing everything that is 


dictated by humanity and everything that promises to civilize and ele- 
vate the Indians, but I want Congress to understand the great injustice 
that is being done toAmerican citizens. While we are voting millions 
for Indians, widows, aged widows, who braved the dangers of frontier 
life to settle the remote portions of this country are in want, and their 
children are going without schooling, because they can not obtain from 
this Government the payment of just claims, and have no opportunity 
to go into the courts to establish their claims and ascertain whether any- 
thing is due to them. 

As early as 1796 the Government provided by law thatif an Indian 
who belonged to a tribe in amity with the United States went from a 
reservation and stole a horse or destroyed property the owner should 
not be allowed to fellow him on the reservation to retake the 
or to secure compensation in any way, but that the elaim should be 
made to the Government, and in the mean time the United States 
antied ultimate indemnity. That law was kept on the statate-hbook 
until February, 1859, when the provision for indemnity from the 
Treasury was repealed, but it was provided that such repeal should 
not interfere with the right of the citizen to have payment out of the 
annuities and other moneys coming from the United States to the 
tribes, and that provision continued in force until 1870. 

All the time the law has invited the presentation of these claims. 
While providing by law that claimants should not undertake to rem- 
edy their own wrongs the Government has invited them to present 
their claims, with the proofs and with the formalities provided by the 
Secretary ofthe Interior, to be passed upon by him, leaving it for Con- 
gress to make an appropriation for their payment. For thirty years, 
except in an occasional case, there have been no appropriations for the 
paren’ of these claims, and over 5,000 citizens of the United States 

aving just claims to-day against the Government are deprived of jus- 
tice, and many of them are suffering on account of the non-action of 
the Government, while we have all the time had statute-book law 
providing that a white man who goes upon a reservation and destroys 
or steals property or commits an injury to an Indian and is convicted, 
shall pay twice the value of the property taken or destroyed, and if 
he does not pay it the Government shall pay it. We are careful that 
the Indians shall receive compensation for every injury done by a 
citizen; we vote them millions for their support, while we are deny- 
ing justice to thousands of American citizens. 

I have tried to call the attention of the Senate to it from time to 
time. There is a bill on the Calendar providing that these claimants 
may go into court and adjudicate their claims for Indian depredations. 
I have been in hopes it would be reached soon, but we spend a great 
deal of time upon inconsequential matters, and there does not seem to 
be a prospect of reaching it this session, 

So I take this opportunity of calling attention to this matter. The 
neglect of Congress of these claimants is a disgrace and ashame. No 
fair-minded man can examine the matter in connection with the pro- 
visions we have made for paying claims of Indians against the Govern- 
ment and against citizens, and the provisions which prevent an Ameri- 
ean citizen from securing any relief whatever for an injury by an 
Indian except from the Government except he goes into the Interior 
Department in the way provided by law, without saying that our treat- 
ment of these claimants is a disgrace to the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not quite understand the bear- 
ing of the remarks as made by the Senator from Oregon. If theSena- 
tor means to intimate—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I said I did not oppose this bill. 
opportunity to make the statement I did, 

Mr. DAWES, I wish to say in response to the Senator that he must 
be aware that the committee that reported this bill has been quiteanx- 
ions, as well as himself, to have a remedy and a proper tribunal for hear- 
ing all of the claims to which he has alluded, and that it has industri- 
ously in times past addressed itself to that question. It is a question 
involving a great deal of difficulty, and in view of the amount of busi- 
ness upon that committee that committee itself recommended the ref- 
erence of that question toa select committee specially appointed, whose 
sole business it should be to consider that question, and that special 
committee has had during this present Congress that matter exclusively 
for its consideration. I understand that it has reported a bill. 

I have not examined the bill and do not know its merits. I know 
there are several bills looking to the end which the Senator has urged 
heretofore as well as now, which have been before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs; but in the amount of labor imposed upon that commit- 
tee it was with a desire to promote the very end the Senator has sug- 
gested that that committee itself suggested the idea of a special com- 
mittee, which should have nothing else to consider buta proper remedy 
for the evils of which the Senator has spoken, and which I think the 
committee who reported this bill appreciate, perhaps not to the full 
extent that the Senator does, living as he does in the midst of the re- 
gion where these outrages have been more frequently committed than 
elsewhere, 

But I hope the Senator will not apply to this bill or to the commit- 
tee who reported this bill any inference or any reflection that they have 
selected out any i measure and given the go-by to the great 
question to which he has alluded. . 


I simply took the 
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Mr. DOLPH. I did not criticise the committee, if the Senator will 
permit me to state, nur this bill. On the con , I said I was quite 
willing to do exact justice to every Indian, but I just wanted to con- 
trast the action of Con when it deals with its own citizens and 
when it deals with the Indians, 

Mr, REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if the com- 
mittee ascertained the amount of money that it is proposed shall be 
partitioned by this bill, the amount of money that the Shawnees and 
Delawares will receive. 

Mr. DAWES. The amount that the freedmen would be entitled to? 

Mr, REAGAN. Ido not mean what they are entitled to, but the 
amount of the funds to be so partitioned. 

Mr. DAWES. In round numbers I suppose there are a million dol- 
lars which have been distributed by the Cherokee Nation among the 
pure bloods, which it is claimed by the freedmen and Delawares they 
should have bada proportionate part of. If theCourt of Claimsshould 
agree with former Congresses and with this committee, the Cherokee 


Nation would have to make good to thefreedmen and the Delawares a | his 


sum equal to their proportionate part of the fund, reaching somewhere 
in the neighborhood ef a million dollars. It is made up in this way: 
The United States appropriated $300,000 upon payments toward the 
Cherokee Strip sume five years ago. The Cherokees asked for an ad- 
vance,as it was called,and the Government of the United States appro- 
priated 8300, 000 on account of the Cherokee Strip. They took that 
sum of money and,instead of distributing it among all their people, dis- 
tributed it toa class. Congress came in and passed a law requiring 
that out of their trust fund asum sufficient should be taken to equalize 
that. In the mean time they received 8800, 000 a year rental trom the 
cattlemen on the Cherokee Strip. I do pot know how many times 
$300,000 have been repeated annual payments. Thosestand precisely 
like the other, I think there is fully a million of dollars which they 
have distributed per capita to a class that the other classes claim they 
have been unjustly deprived of. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr, President, this is a proposition 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 

Thor TSE S RESIDENT, The Senator from Maine will siate his 

t of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine rises to a ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator from Texas, 
but I wish to inquire of the Chair under what rule the Calendar is 
being considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under an agreement entered into by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr, HALE. Is it under the five-minute rule? 

. The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is under the five-minute rule, Rule 
VIII. 

Mr. HALE. Each Senator to speak once on a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. This seems to be an act of Congress which anthor- 
izes a litigation that the parties have the right to enter upon without 
the aid of an act of Congress, but this act authorizing the litigation 
makes the Government of the United States responsible for the attor- 
neys’ fees between these parties, and it indicates that the fees for the 
amount recovered shall be 10 per cent. I suppose that is 10 percent. 
on each side, but if it is on but one side the attorneys are interested in 
this bill to the amount of at least $100,000, and how much more the 
Lord only knows. If the other side is to get the 10 per cent., then it 
will take their 10 per cent. out of what they get; so this bill should 
perhaps be entitled a bill for the benefit of attorneys in Washington 
or elsewhere, 

Now, why should the Government of the United States take upon 
itself the responsibility and expense of litigating between these pri- 
vate parties that need no act of Congress to get into court? If under 
the law they are entitled to the property they have only got to bring 
their proceedings in law or in equity, as the case may be, before the 

per court and obtain the n decree. It seems to me that this 
bill will greatly benefit attorneys at the expense of the persons inter- 
Ido not know whether this 10 per cent. is to be paid out of this 
fund. If it is, it is compulsory legislation, and a compulsion upon the 
Indians to surrender $100,000 or more. It not, it is to be paid out of the 
general Treasury, the people of the country at large are to be taxed to 
enable these parties to carry on their lawsuits, in which the general pub- 
lic have no earthly interest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PLATT. As I understand the matter, these Delaware and 
Shawnee Indians and freedmen have no right now to go into the Court of 
Claims; and in the second place, with regard to this amount which is 
reserved to be paid to an attorney, if the attorney for either the Dela- 
wares or the Shawnees or the freedmen recovers any sum in the Court 
of Claims, the Court of Claims may make an allowance for the attor- 
ney’s fees not exceeding 10 per cent. 
er HARRIS. Does that allowance come out of the amount recov- 


Mr. PLATT. It comes out of the amount recovered, and the United 


States is not likely to suffer in this litigation beyond $10,000 anyway, > 


and from what I have known of the affairs down there it has seem 
to me that the Delawares and freedmen had at least a fair claim to 
some portion of this money which the Cherokees have received and di- 
vided among the pure-bloods only, and the only way in which they can 
get it, as 1 understand, is for this act to be passed enabling them togo 
into the Court of Claims and to there prosecute a suit for it. : 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, if these In- 
dians and freedmen have no legal or equitable right on which they can 
go into court, what right have they to ask for this action? 

Mr. PLATT. They have a right to ask Congress. It is the very rea- 
son why they should ask Congress to authorize them to go to the Court 
of Claims and bring their suit there tosee whether they are not entitled 
to some portion of this money. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. President, I called the attention of the Sena- 
tor making this report yesterday when this bill was up to that part of 

< Ain 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that he has already occupied his five minutes on this 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out section 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. . That motion is in order, and on that the 
Senator can be heard. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yesterday I called the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to that part of his report which I had read in part 
only. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] insisted upon 
the residue of the report being inserted in the RECORD, and in the re- 
port I find that the committee say: 


The committee finds as follows: That in November, 1863, William P. Dole was 
Commi of Indian Affairs, and caused to be placad to the credit of H. B. 
Branch, superintendent of Indian affairs, the sam of $89,000 for payment per 
capita to the Shawnee tribe of Indians, 5 


It seems that there was at that time a Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs and a superintendent of Indian affairs, and that H. B. Branch 
was that superintendent, Then it goes on to say: : 

On the 29th of January, 1863, Superintendent Branch reported that he made 
payment on the 2 th, 21st, and 22d of 8 1863, to these Shawnees; that he 
ascertained the number of orphans to be thirty-eight and retained out of the 
annuity $70 per bead for such, making $2,660 withheld. He also reported that, 
owing to the default of Shawnee guardians, he withheld from the Shawnee 
tribal fund the further sum of $7,846.39, making a sum total of $10,506.39 which 
has been held from the Shawnee tribal fund since January 23, 1863. i 

The committee further find that Superintendent Branch failed to settle his 
counts with the United States Government and defaulted for a large amount, 
and em ed the aforesaid sum, $10,506.39, which he withheld out of the Shaw- 
nee tribal fund on the 22d of January, 1868. 

The committee further find that this tribal fand, out of which this payment 
was made and Branch embezzled the said amount, under the visions of the 
seventh article of the treaty made with the Shawnees and United States, 
1832, and article 3 of their treaty of May 10, 1854, the United States stipulated 
and agreed to pay to these Shawnees 5 per cent. per annum on this annuity 
fund, and that the obl ion is not released or discharged by the embezzlement 
of Ex-Superintendent ich, 


Mr. President, that is a very grave charge for this committee to bring 
against this late superintendent of Indian affairs. The committee 
further say: 

The committee further find that in 1884, in the act making 


n to 
supply deticiencies, eto. the sum of $0,437.62 was appropriated to id to the 
fbawnees on account of arrears of annuities due under the third article of the 


treaty of May 10, 1854, caused by the defaleation of Harrison B. Branch, super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs, in 1861 and 1862. The difference between the sum 
withheld and the sum from the 


„namely, $1,068.77, was recovered 
sureties on the bond of Ex-Superintendent Branch. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill whether 
the committee made any investigation, and do the records justify these 

ve es which have been preferred against Harrison B. Branch? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it the rule that no Senator can speak but once? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On any one question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is on another question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand it so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Missouri to strike out section 4. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two answers to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. One is that when I spoke before I was speaking in the 
time of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. He asked meaques- 
tion, which I answered. I did not occupy my own time. The next 
is that this is 2 new question. 
dence 

Mr. BLAIR, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know whether the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has spoken once upon the pending question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, He has not on the pending question. 
The pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to strike out section 4. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand that the Senator from Missouri 
offered an amendment. r 

Mr. COCKRELL. I most unquestionably did. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is it? 


The committee acted upon this evi- — 
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Mr. COCKRELL. To strike out the entire section 4 of this bill. 

Mr. HALE. If this bill is objected to it will go over, will it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go overif objection be made toits 
consideration. 

Mr. HALE. If it is to take long debate, the hour will be consumed 
on this one bill, 

Mr. DAWES. Here is a large body of freedmen who have been kept 
out of a large sum of money because there is no place for them to go to 
assert their claim. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will push his bill and get it through I 
shall not object. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state the evidence upon which the committee 
acted, in answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Missouri. They sub- 
mitted this bill to the Interior Department, and the Interior Depart- 
ment reported the history of the case in which they had found this de- 
falcation, and they had commenced a suit upon the bond of this man 
on account of the defalcation, and recovered from his bondsmen in the 
suit something less than $2,000 of the sum, which was deducted from 
the $10,000. Congress thereupon, in 1884, passed u bill to reimburse 
the fund because of this defalcation. Then when that bill came before 
the then Secretary of the Interior, he came to the conclusion that the 
man who defaulted was, when defaulting, acting for the Shawnees, and 
not for the United States, and that in acting for the Shawnees this ought 
to come out of the Shawnee fund, and not out of the United States, and 
therefore he declined to obey that law and pay that money out of the 
Treasury of the United States, but said he felt it his dnty to resubmit 
the matter to Congress. That was four or five years ago. It was re- 
submitted to Congress for further legislation, and has been pending from 
session to session till now. Whether he acted as the agent of the Shaw- 
nees or the agent of the United States, the committee thought was a 
fair question to submit to the Court of Claims, and that is why they 
have reported this feature of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will withdraw that, I hope. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators can vote it down if they wish. It will 
only occupy a moment to take the vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Honse of Representatives by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 4242) to change the 
boundaries of the Uncompahgre reservation. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the ex- 
pue of the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather 

ce to the Department of Agriculture; agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. CurcHEon, Mr. ROCKWELL, and Mr, WHEELER, 
ot Alabama, managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The message turther announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army 
and to regulate promotions therein, with an amendment in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. INGALLS. Senate bill 3441 was taken up yesterday in the 
morning hour and passed over under the objection of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] after it had been read through. I have pre- 
pared an amendment which meets his objection, and I ask that the bill 
may be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed consideration of the bill (S. 3441) e to an act 
entitled An act to authorize the construction of the timore and 
Potomac Railroad in the District of Columbia.“ 

Mr. INGALLS. At the end of section 3 I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

rue Nr CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 3 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, 'That nothing contained in this act and no expenditure that may be 
made by said railroad company hereunder shall be held or construed to give 
said company any right, legal or equitable, not now possessed, to retain the 
passenger station of said company on Sixth street, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PORTLAND AND PUGET SOUND RAILROAD COMPANY. 
The bill (H. R. 9630) granting a right of way through and a rightto 
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terminal groundsin the State of Washington to the Portland and Puget 
Sound Railroad Company, and for other purposes was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAWEs] ought to press the consideration of that bill at this time, 
in consequence of the absence of the Senator from Arkansas, who takes 
a special interest in the matter, and I am sure the bill will lead to dis- 
cussion, I must therefore ask that it be laid over. Let it retain its 
place on the Calendar, 

5 I hope the Senator will not object to the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I distinctly stated that I asked that it might be 
laid over. The Senator from Arkansas may return. 

Mr. DAWES. Which Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 
If the bill is insisted upon, I shall be compelled to object to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I will say that the Senator from Arkansas helped to 
prepare this bill and is in favor of its passage. I only want tosay—of 
course I do not object to its going over without prejudice—that I 
should like if possible to secure action upon the billatthissession. If 
the bill is not passed, it will stop the construction of a railroad from 
Portland, Oregon, by the way of Tacoma, to Seattle. It can not be 
built unless it crosses this reservation, and every right of the Indians 
and of the public should be guarded in the bill; and if there is further 
amendment of the bill that will secure that end, the committee will 
be anxious to incorporate it. But it would be a serious disaster to the 
pon in that region of the country if this railroad should be stopped 
at the border of this reservation on its way to Portland, by the way of 
Tacoma, to Seattle. That is all I have to say. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over without prejudice until the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] returns, 

Mr. ALLEN. Before that su tion is acted upon I wish to appeal 
to the Senator from Missouri. I hope that he will withdraw his objec- 
tion to this bill and not ask that it go over. As has been stated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, this is a matter that 
is local and particular to the State ol Washington. The location of 
this reservation is at least 200 miles from the boundary of any other 
State. The bill has been so amended by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that I think it has the entire approval of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, whose presence the Senator from Missouri wishes before the bill is 
considered. 

I wish to say, Mr. President, that I have telegrams both from the 
chambers of commerce of the city of Seattle and the city of Tacoma, 
urging upon me to do all I can to expedite the passage of this bill. 
Itis a matter of serious consequence that this permission be given to this 
company. It has been constructing a bridge across the Columbia River. 
It has thousands of men along the line of this road grading and build- 
ing, and by reason of the failure of permission from Congress to go over 
this Indian reservation for a short distance its line of road is com- 
pletely broken in two, so that the city of Seattle and the city of Tacoma, 
which are greatly interested, are through their chambers of commerce 
telegraphing me to do all in my power to see that the early completion 
of the road shall not be thwarted or postponed. Therefore it is I trust 
the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his objection and allow the 
bill to be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Missouri to object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall be compelled to object if this thing is 
thrust upon me. I have asked two or three times that it be allowed 
to go over without prejudice, and if that is not satisfactory I shall ob- 

ject to the bill and letit go over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

i ELLERY C. FOLGER. 

The bill (H. R. 2174) to remove charges of desertion from Ellery C. 
Folger was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from 
Ellery C. Folger, late a member of Company H, Eleventh New York 
Volunteers (Ellsworth Fire Zouaves), and to grant him an honorable 
discharge as of August 1, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COURT AT LITTLETON, N. H. 

The bill (S. 3482) to provide fora term of the circuit and district 
court at Littleton, N. H., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘here- 
atter,“ to strike out and until otherwise provided by law, and in 
line 7, after the word district,“ to strike out the words said term 
to be in addition to the terms now required by law to be held at Con- 

cord and Portsmouth, in said district; so as to make the section read: 


That hereafter there shall be held annually, on the last Tuesday of August, a 
term of the circuit and district courts of the United States for the district ef 
New Hampshire, in the town of Littleton, in said district. - 
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The amendment was agreed to. 7. 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 2 and 3, as follows: 

Sexo. 2. That the marshal of said district shall appoint at least one deputy to 
reside in said town of Littleton, unless he sball reside there himself and also 
maintain an office at that place of holding court. 

So. 8. That the judge of the United States circuit or district court for said 
district may, by order, from time to time, appoint aud hold additional special 
terms of said court in aaid district for the posal of the unfinished business 
thereof, whenever the interest of the public and the condition of the docket 
shall so require. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

-ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it be passed over under Rule VIII 
or Rule IX? K 

Mr. HARRIS. It may just as well go over under Rule IX; it will 
require debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that will not go over under Rule IX, but that 
it will be allowed to retain its place on the Calendar if the Senator ob- 
jects to its consideration now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over for the present, then, without preju- 
dice, but it will require more debate than the five-minute rule will 


allow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without prej- 
udice. = 
JEANNETTE ARCTIC EXPEDITION, 


Mr. HALE. Order of Business 952, being Senate bill 728, was passed 
over without prejudice in the absence of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. As he is not likely to be here during the ses- 
sion, I wish to ask the Senate to pass upon the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 728) in recognition of the merits of 
Chief Engineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of 
the other officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition. 

The first section proposes to authorize the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to advance Chief Engineer George 
Wallace Melville, United States Navy, one grade, to take rank from 
the same date but next after the junior chief engineer having the rela- 
tive rank of commander, as a recognition of his meritorious services in 
snecessfully directing the party under his command after the wreck of 
the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, and of his persistent efforts 
through dangers and hardships to find and assist his commanding 
officer and other members of the expedition before he himself was out 
of peril; and he is to be allowed the pay of a chief engineer as if he 
had heen commissioned on the same date as the junior chief engincer 
having the relative rank of commander at the passage of the bill, such 
increased rate of pay to begin from the date of its passage. 

The second section provides that Melville shall hereafter continue to 
be next junior to the junior chief engineer having the relative rank of 
commander at the passage of the bill, and whatever grade he may 
hereafter occupy shall be increased by one number, but the total num- 
ber of chief engineers shall not be increased. 

The third section directs that suitable medals be struck at the 
Unitei States Mint in commemoration of the perils encountered by 
the officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition and as an ex- 
pression of the high esteem in which Congress holds their services in 
the expedition, and that oneof these medals be presented to each of 
the survivors of the expedition, and one to the heirs of each of the 
deceased members, and that such medals may hereafter be worn as a 
part of the uniform of such officers and men as may still be in the 
naval service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of what 
the effect of this bill will be upon others in the Navy. I see there is 
no report with it. There ought to be a written report to accompany 
such a bill. 

Mr. HALE. There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, there is I see by the Calendar, but it is not 
marked on the copy of the bill I have. 

Mr. HALE. There is a very careful report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read. 

Mr. HALE. The reading of the report will cover the whole case, 
for it is quite long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis marked on the bill I have Calendar No. 
952, reported by Mr. CHANDLER without amendment, April 16, 1890,” 
but there is no sign of a report having been made with it, as is usual 
in printed bills which are accompanied by reports. It is certainly a very 
gross negligence on the part of the Public Printer, or of some one, in 


not inserting the fact that there was a printed report with the bill, be- 
cause nearly all the others have it. í 

Mr. HALE. My copy of the Calendar shows it, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar shows it, but the printed bill does 
not show it on its face. Take, for instance, Order of Business 991, Sen- 
ate bill 3471, Report No. 740.” The bills nearly always show upon 
their face that there is a report, with its number. 

Mr. HALE, It is quite likely that the report was filed after the bill 
was reported from the eommittee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That may be. That would account for it. What 
is the date of the report? 

Mr. HALE. April 25, 1890. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the bill was reported to the Senate April 
16,1890. That accounts for it. 

Mr. HALE. There were a few days intervening. 

Mr. REAGAN. Task the Senator from Maine if the provision of the 
bill which provides that there shall be no increase in the number of 
officers of this grade is not in conflict with the subsequent provision 
that the passage of this bill shall not prevent the promotion in the rank 
and pay of other officers, 8 

Mr. HALE. That is a clause always put in bills of this kind. It 
adds nothing to the list, only where an officer is promoted for what is 
equivalent to gallant conduct on the battle-field he is put up so many 
numbers, and then every one below is filled into the place he leaves, 
but it adds nothing of course to the whole number in the list. The 
report states the case very fully and was drawn with care by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who was Secretary of 
the Navy at the time of the gallant conduct of this officer, and took 
great interest in it. I can assure the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Texas that there is in this nothing beyond the bills or- 
dinarily passed of this kind and it adds nothing tothe numbers in the 
grades. We can have the report read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Leta part of the report be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will not the Senator from Maine state the substance 
of the report? It is very long and its reading will absorb the rest of 
the morning hour probably. If that could be done I think it would 
satisfy the Senator from Missouri. It is a matter of newspaper ac- 
count, and literature is full of the same subject-matter. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to consume the time of the Senate in 
making an explanation and then have the report read besides. 

Mr. COCKRELL, About the shortest explanation I know of is a 
carefully prepared report, 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator insists, let the report be read. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. CHANDLER 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, April 25, 1890, as follows: 


In reporting this bill favorably the Committee on Naval Affairs call attention 
to the meritorious record of Chief Engineer Melville throughout his entire ca- 
reer in the Navy, a5 well as to his ial services in Arctic expeditions, for 
which it is now proposed to extend to him suitable recognition. 

Mr. Melville entered the Navy in July, 186l, and was actively employed dur- 
ing the war ofthe rebellion. He was attached to the Wachusett when —— 
ured the Florida, in the harbor of Bahia, Brazil, and rendered valuable — 
ance at that time. Prior to the capture the n of the Wachusett desired 
information rding her battery. Mr. Melville volunteered for this danger- 
ous service and managed to get on board the Florida, but was driven off. He 
designed a torpedo for blowing up the Florida and was at work upon it when 
the open of the Wachusett decided to destroy her by * 

In the conference before this decision was reached the chief engineer was 
fearful lest the shock of ramming should loosen the boilers from their fastenings 
and scald every one near the engines. Mr. Melville volunteered to stay below 
alone to work the engines and take his chances of death by scalding. Afterthe 
capture he was detailed for duty on the Florida, to get the machinery in 
condition, and was selected for even more important subsequent duty In con- 
nection-with the Florida. 

Having vss much attention to torpedoes and devised a torpedo fitting for 
ships, Mr. Melville served as a volunteer in the torpedo flotilla under Admiral 

orter. 

After the war and until his first Arctic service, on the Tigress, Mr. Melville's 
record is that of duty faithfully performed. Whenever arduous service was 
demanded he was ready to apply for it. and his reputation in the Navy became 
that of a man always ready for any work. 

When the Tigress went to the relief of the Polaris expedition, pa. Melville 
volunteered and became her chief engineer. Under great vantages he 
kept the machinery in such efficient condition that in thirty days this little 
yacht got as far north as Dr. e's ex ition did in three years, and accom- 
pe the object of the search. But for the energy and skill displayed by Mr. 

elville this could not have been done, and the itdue him was freely given 
in an official report by Commander (now Commodore) Greer. 

Next followed a cruise on the Asiaticstation, where his zeal and energy again 
found many e e for useful e 

In 1879 he joined the Jeannette expedition, the story of which, with its details 
of heroism and fortitude, is so well known. From the beginning he showed 
that readiness to do just the right thing when most needed and that fertility of 
resource under disheartening circumstances which so distinguished him. Lieu- 
tenant De Long, in his private journal, constantly records his admiration for 
in 75 le's skill and fidelity. In speaking of the landing on Henrietta Island, 

„ong says: 

Near the island the ice was all alive, and Melville left his boat and supplies, 
and carrying only a day’s provisions and his instruments, at the risk of his life 
went through the terrible mass, actually dragging the d which from fear 
refused to follow their human leaders. If this persistence in landing upon this 
island, in spite of the superhuman difficulties he encountered, is not reckoned 
a Drava soa meritorious action it will not be from any failure on my part to 
make it known." 
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was to reach the authorities, who could 
for and succor his missing comrades 
efforts tosecure a guide — 
5 meenen and began h 


book, in 
hich 


never been feet 
9 the seein the the shores of the Arctic 
preme courage and endurance compelled eee, of the 
even those hardy natives were cowed the elements and unwillin 
His comrades were then past help and sufferings in trying to aid 


1 
further details details of his second exhaustivesearch, which enabled him to find 
833 of De Long and his party and recover the yaluable records of the ex- 


pedition, need not be given here. 
After his return to the United States and the resumption of oro duty for 
a time, he volunteered for the Greely relief expedition, and by his and 
e aided in its efficient preparation aud by his energetic service in its 
complete success, 
Since then his record has been, as always, that of willingness to accept any 
duty, however arduous or respousible, and of faithful and efficient performance 


after it is once begun. 

In view of such a record, the committee feel that the ere, lo an aet of tae 
so long after the deeds which it prona asst og nay p an act of tardy 
— and hardly adequate. The usual reward ished bravery 
an advancement of thirty numbers; this gives but for distin land rewarded 


ition, which was a failure after nine months 
the commander and promoting every officer 


ee paaria, ‘nap ec of the meritorious 
ition by bestowal of a medal of 


and bravery under circumstances of 
1 and calculated to show that the nation appreciates and en- 
2 ee 2 manly traits which insure the preservation of its institutions 
nst 
Atenton is called te u report submitted to the House February 13, 1889, on a 
similar bill, a copy of which is hereto appended, and to the account of the 
Jeannette 1 ou given y Ás the N the Navy in his report of No- 
vember 20, 1882, which 
Mr, Melville’s account of ines pain Ey, which is entitled In the Lena Delta, 
a narrative of the search for Lieutenant Commander De Long and his Com- 
panions, ete., is 8 by 9 Mifflin & Co., Boston. 
Mrs. De Long has edited a work in two volumes, entitled The Voyage of the 
* e Ship and Ice 5 of W. De Long, w is also 


ton, Mifflin & 
— ofa Court Ce sean convened at the Navy Depart- 
tober 5, 1882, to Has soi ape the loss of the TAAS ARA 
x. Doo, No. 108, Forty seventh € fende second session. 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let that House report be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[House Report No. 4026, Fiftieth Congress, second session. ] 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the re- 
warding of Chief Engineer Geo W. Melville, United States Navy, for mer- 
itorious services, have conside. the same and submit the following report: 

The bill is so framed that neither the interests nor the sensibilities of 9 per- 

injuriously affected. The reward to be given is simply the promo- 

eer Melville one grade in his own corps, causing him to 
take rank from the same date but next after the junior chief 3 having 
relative rank J bbb order 
that no officer shal njured romotion enum engi eers 
holding the relative rank r (the rank to which the — te to 


the members of the Nares ex 
on 8 of scurvy, by kn 


commaitten a also believe that the proposed 


Jeannette. 
pub 
See also Pr 
ment, 1 
9 as 
The committee 


be made) is to by one, and the number of c ne, 
ve rank of i mander (the rank from which 

is to be J is to be decreased by one. thus leaving the soy towing tg 

the two grader affected the sume a: the tion as 


ly benefit conferred on Chief Melville is a recognition of his 
services By AVAE him an earlier promotion than he would have had in the 
natural course of events, at the same time not retarding the promotion of any 


of no officer will be delayed an in- 


neer Melville. 
— FOUITO thie tion which is 


along time 

vided for in this bill, as he has only seventeen seniors in the grade of lieu- 
tenant-commander of his corps. 
The bill thus gives advancement of eighteen numbers re instead of a pro- 

motion of thirty numbers, as is customary when Co: rewards heroism. 

The qualities as oficerand man displayed by Chief r Melville throu 
. the cruise of the ill-fated Jeannette, an er eager ge A during the retreat of her 
over the ice and waves of the Polar Sea, to the desolate shores of northern 
e and most 5 the search for the remains of Lieutenant- 
mmander De is party in the perils and privations of an Arctic 


t for which 8 

There is undeniable evidence of self-sacrifice and absolute devotion to duty 
m serving his country. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike ont lines 8, 9, and 10, in section 
3 of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word members,“ at the end of line 
7, it is proposed to strike out: 


. the orad adate gok -p obs uniform of such 
officers and men of said expedition as may still be in the naval service. 
I do not object 


rr HALE, I think that is a proper amendment. 
to it. 

Mr, K ask ve appendix, commencing on page 3 
of the report and going down to page 4, may be read, so that it may 


sppear in the RECORD, 
Secretary read as follows: 


APPENDIX. 


conduct of the expedition; to Chief Engineer Melville for his zeal, en and 
ey cg ra 9 Which elicited E encomiums from his er, 
‘or his subsequent on the Lena 


House Committee m N val Affi in its (Fort; 2 
e pee a e e a 


second session, Report expeditio: 
3 conduct and acti Engineer Melville in the ‘following 


wo 
The third boat's crew, under command of Chief En: Melville, did, on 
receive supplies from 


the 26th of September, find a place of safety an 
the = some of the Poet rae of the party being in a disabled condition, 


„ eee “Of Melvilleand others of tis 
party that Lieutenant Chipp's boat and Lieutenant-Commander De Long's were 
submerged by the waves and their crews drowned, and no information was re- 
ceived by 8 Melville of the arrival of Lieutenant- Commander De Lon 
on the Lena Delta until his rece 3 of the message, by a Russian exile nam 
Kusmah, from Nindemann and 
“As soon after receiving this message as Melville could procure the means of 
making sareh for De Long and his y. acting on information obtained from 
Nindemann, he made a long and diligent search, in which „ 
privation 8 cold and hunger, such as few men have ever are 
vived. In this search he came very near where the De Long and 
his party were afterwards found. 

“If Melville had known, shortly after his arrival at Geeomovialocke, what 
he afterwards knew of the arrival of De Long an on the Lena Delta, he 
could and would have rescued Lieutenant De Long and party, which fully ap- 
pears by his im: FVV 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let his record be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

CHIEF ENGINEER MELVILLE’S RECORD AND ARCTIC SERVICES, 

Entered the 8 July 90. 1551, as third eee 

Promoted to second assistant t engineer December 18, 1462. 

During the war of the rebellion served on the U. S. S. Michigan, Dacotah, Wa- 
Sineste; Maumee, and on the torpedo-boats of the North Atlantic blockading 

undron. 

moted to first assistant engineer January 30, 1965. 

Cruise on Tigress, Arctic relief D ‘June he oo to November gi a 

Cruise on Jeannette, Arctic exped: „to December 6, 

Cruise of Thetis, Greely 3 ah 4 1881, to Nee 1881. 

The committee report the bill favorably and recommend its passage, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MIAMI INDIANS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. A few days ago the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL], whois not now present, reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs the bill (S.4205) to reimburse the Miami Indians for 
money improperly witbheld from them, stating at the time that he 
would follow with a written report, When he went away he author- 
ized me to present the report which should accompany that bill, and 
Raa atl do, and ask that it may be printed. The bill is on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be received and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report in this case having been printed sub- 
sh ie the bill ought to have had some note upon it, so that when 

got the bill we should know that a report was made, or the same 
thing will occur that occurred in reference to the bill which has been 
pending this morning, which upon its face did not show that any re- 
port had been made, and was, therefore, to that extentdeficient and 
misleading. The ted billo ought to show on its face by some memo- 
randum or something to indicate that a report had been made to ac- 
company the bill. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF PETER LYLE, DECEASED. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Before piian next order of business is taken up, I ask 
that Order of Business 238, which was passed over without prejudice, 
may be acted upon. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the order of business? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Order of Business 238, being the bill (S. 119) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Peter Lyle, deceased. 

Mr. BLAIR, I must ask that the Senator allow that bill to be 
passed over now without prejudice. I hope that the labor bills that 
there seems to be such an evasion of by a combination of innocent cir- 
cumstances may now come to the front. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Has the morning hour expired? 

Mr. BLAIR. It has not quite expired. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are two minntes remaining of the 
hour for the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the bill the Senator from Delaware 
asked to take up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 119. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task that it may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I hope the cater will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ican not doit. The Senator will see the necessity I 
am under of pressing the labor bills. 


PRODUCT OF CONVICT LABOR, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, The next order of business will be stated. 
The bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from 


the | being furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Govern- 


1890. 
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ment, and to prevent the product of convict labor from being used vin. bes 
public buildings or other public works was announced as nextin order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 


Hampshire in charge of this bill, and who has reported it, as to whether 


there is any written report accompanying it or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is not. Upon the general subject-matter the 
8 and the country are thoronghly informed. L ask that the bill 
may $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not make any difference about reading 
the bill just now. The question with me was whether there was a 
written report or not, that we might have an explanation of it, and 
that might determine the propriety of whether the bill should now be 
considered. That was the only question. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no written report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has expired. The unfinished business, being the bill (H. 
R. 9014) to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, is now in order. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not want to delay the consideration of the 
unfinished business of course, bat I think this is the proper time to 
present a conference report. It will take but a short time, I believe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A conference report is always in order. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I submit the report of the committee of conference 
on House joint resolution 138. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreei 
theamendments of the Senate tothe joint resolut (H. Res. 188) to increase the 
number of members of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers and to fill vacancies in such board, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: Strike out from the 
text of the resolution the name of Augustus B. Farnham, and also strike out 
the name of Thomas W. Hyde, proposed to be inserted by said amendment, 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
E. C. WALTHA 
CHAS, F. MAND N, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
B. M. CUTCHEON, 
E. 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing in the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does that report leave the question? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It leaves the question of filling the vacancy in 
Maine until the next session, as there was so much disagreement about 
it and we could not wait any longer. The committee of conference on 
the part of each House have filled the uncontested vacancies, and they 
have agreed frankly to just drop the Maine matter. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I ask the Senator to let the resolution be read as 
it has been agreed to, and then we can see what will be the effect of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolation will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended by the conference committee. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


5 —— the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of Amer- 


hat the Board of Managers for the National Home 


ica in Congress d, T 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers shall hereafter consist of eleven members, and 
the following-named persons be, and are hereby, appointed managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, that is to 3 N. 
Mon nim, of Kansas, for the unexpired term of office of John A. Martin, de- 
8 ; Alr L. Pearson, of Pennsylvania, for the unexpired term of office of 
John F. Hartrauſt deceased; and William B. Franklin, of Connecticut, John 
C. Black, of Illinois; — ——, of Maine, and George W. Steele, of Indiana, for 
the terms of office commenclag on the 2ist day of April, 1890, to fill vacancies 
Someones by the expiration of terms of office and by the increase provided 
erevy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Con- 
nectient how does that leave the board? It has been non-partisan 
heretofore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does not settle the question the Senator refers 
to at all. That will be open as far as Maine is concerned, but will arise 
more particularly in connection with the Ohio vacancy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is left out? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is an independent matter. Colonel Harris 
having died since the joint resolution passed the House we shall make 
an attempt to settle the Ohio controversy in an independent resolution. 
After this resolution passed the House Colonel Harris died and we did 
not feel at liberty in conference to put the name of his successor in. 
It leaves both those vacancies, the Ohio vacancy and the Maine vacancy, 
open, and we passed what we all agreed upon. I understand the Sen- 
ator desires to get something likea balance between the parties on the 
board, and we have desired to do so and do so by some sacrifice. I 
agree with him entirely, but this does not interfere with what he de- 
sires. That will be fairly considered, I hope, in filling the Ohio and 
the Maine vacancies. 

Mr. GORMAN. In the consideration of one of the appropriation 
bills, if I am not misinformed, the whole matter was attempted to be 


votes of the two Houses on 


adjusted, and afterwards it went out in committee of conference be- 
cause of the pendency of this resolution in which we had hoped that the 
matter would be determined. That, I think, was the reason why 
the Senate surrendered the provision it made in that bill at that time. 
I had hoped the whole matter would be adjusted in the framing of 
this resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The committee of conference could not put in any 
new matter. We could only confer upon that about which the two 
Houses had disagreed. i 

Mr. GORMAN. This leaves it open to the action of Congress here- 


after? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. I hope the matter will be adjusted to satisfy 
the Senator. I do notcare toinsist upon a large majority of Republic- 


ans on this board. If you raise the issue, of course then I would rather 
that the Republicans haye some majority, but it is quite fair that there 
should be a liberal representation of Democrats on the board, and there 
is nobody who regrets the death of Colonel Harris, a Democrat, more 
than the Republican members of that body. There was no partisan- 
ship about him in managing the homes. 

Mr, GORMAN. Sofar as the partisanship of the board is concerned, 
I have very little personal interest in whether the gentlemen of this 
hoard are Democrats or Republicans, but the rule, as I understand, has 
heen heretofore that the board should be non-partisan and that it should 
be about equally divided. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There has been a fairrepresentation ot both parties. 
I will say for the information of the Senator that, while the board has 
been Republican most of thetime, every officerof that board who draws 
any salary isa Democrat. General Franklin, General McMahon, and 
some others have moderate salaries given them as a sort of compensa- 
tion for loss of time. 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the trouble with the board is not so much 
the politics of the members of it as the extravagance heretofore in the 
conduct of these various institutions, which has been growing every 
year, but at the same time I should like as a matter of information 
to ascertain from the Senator how the board wil! stand by the adoption 
of this report. What will be its condition? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not tell the Senator without figuring on it. 
We increased the number one in order to gratify the friends of General 
Black, who had been on the board six years and who wanted to go 
back, and we obliged him about that. Now the death of Colonel Har- 
ris takes one Democrat out of the board. The Maine matter would 
take a Republican out of the board except for the fact that under the 
law Colonel Hyde will continue to serve until somebody is appointed 
to succeed him. For Indiana and Illinois Black and Steel were put 
on, one Republican and one Democrat. I should say the board stood 
about five or six to four, or something like that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY subsequently said: The Senate a short time ago con- 
curred in and approved a conference report concerning the manage- 
ment of the volunteer soldiers’ homes. The report was of course pre- 
pared by the clerks, and special care was taken, and in such cases it 
often occurs that mistakes will happen. I wish to have the Senate 
reconsider the vote of the Senate concurring in the conference report. 
It is done with the full assent of the conterees of the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, 

Mr. PLATT, Then my colleague will have to withdraw it after it 
is reconsidered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will ask consent to have it reconsidered and then 
recommitted. I move to reconsider and recommit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the conference report on the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 138) to increase the number of members of Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and 
to fill vacancies ia such board was concurred in, 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now I move to recommit the conference report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consideration of 
the unfinished business. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9014) to 
define and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 15, section 3, line 27, it is proposed to 
strike out Richmond“ and insert Baltimore;’’ so as to read: 

In the fourth circuit, in the city of Baltimore, 


Mr. GORMAN, I have no disposition, of course, to interfere with 
the general framework of this bill as reported by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evarts], but I ofter the amendment to strike out Rich- 
mond” and insert Baltimore“ upon the representation of the bar and 
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of the United States judges in that circuit as at present constituted, 
and on the statement that probably as respects two-thirds of all the 
business that comes to a court of this sort, Baltimore would be the most 
convenient place. It is more desirable on account of its greater com- 
merce, larger population, easy access to West Virginia, etc. Iam sorry 
I have not-with me the statement of the judges, in which it is shown 
that probably two-thirds of all the cases originated at Baltimore, and it 
was at the suggestion of the members of the bar of Baltimore and of the 
present judges that I made the motion. 

Iam perfectly aware, as stated by my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
BAREOUR], that under the provisions of the bill it is competent for 
the circuit court to hold its sessions in Baltimore if it shall so deter- 
mine. I have not offered the amendment for the purpose of antago- 
nizing Richmond. I recognize that it is nearer, geographically, the 
center of the circuit than is Baltimore. But I feel called upon to make 
this statement aud to ask for a vote of the Senate upon the amend- 


ment, 

Mr. EVARTS, Ihave but a word to say on this subject. These 
places were named in the House bill, and presumably they were named 
after conference among the Representatives of the different States in- 
cluded in the various circuits, and they have made a list that adopts 
very prominent positions in every one's mind. As to this choice, per- 
sonally I have nothing to say. Baltimore is undoubtedly the largest 
city, and Baltimore is more occupied by business that would come be- 
fore these courts than Richmond is; but the circuit contains Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, and I 
can not think that the appellate tribunal will find that all its business 
comes from Baltimore. l'his is only the place for holding the sessions 
of theappellate court. The existing circuit court will be held at Balti- 
more for all business arising there, and I should think that the appeals 
would be grouped around Richmond from all the States included in 
that circuit quite as well probably as at Baltimore. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequesticn is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The question being put, there were on division—ayes 10, noes 16. 

The 3 No quorum having voted, the roll will 
be ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not have the yeas and nays by consent on 
the amendment, which will save time ånd probably result in the de- 
velopment of a quorum? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is perfectly satisfactory, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Heretofore I have had an 
agreement with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1aars] to transfer 
our respective pairs, but I do not see him in the Chamber. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna], and the Senator from Tennessee can make a change of 
pairs with me if he likes. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then we transfer our pairs, and I vote nay. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WAsHBURN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN] is necessarily absent from the Senate. The 

ir which has heretofore existed between the Senator from Indiana 
Pate. TURPIE] and myself has been transferred to my colleague. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
TELLER], who is necessarily absent, is paired with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. I make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I voted nay on this proposition. I am paired 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], but I voted under the 
advice of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis], but by transfer of pairs with the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. 
CARLISLE], who is paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
PIERCE], I will vote nay.“ 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). The pair here- 
tofore existing between my colleague [Mr. WASHBURN] and the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], with whom he was paired, has been 
transferred to myself. I desire to withdraw my vote, as the Senator 
from Louisiana is not present. 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the negative). 
needed to make a quorum, I withdraw it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. PIERCE], 
who was paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], 
has come into the Chamber since the transfer of our pairs, I withdraw 
my vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 


Unless my voteis 


181. 
Mr. BLAIR, As I understand my vote is not necessary to make a 
quorum, I withdraw it and announce my pair with the senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 28; as follows: 
` YEAS—22 


Aldrich, Frye, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
AN: S Gorman, Piumb, Wilson ot Iowa, 
Cameron, ates Sed 9 — 8 Md. 
Casey, ns, 5 oleot 
Cockrell, Mitchell, 1 
Dolph, Moody, Stewart, 
NAYS—28. 
Barbour, Colquitt, - Hawley, Pasco, 
s Cullom, Hearst, Platt, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Bi f Hoar, Ransom, 
Butler, Gray, Ingalls, Vest, 
Carlisle, pee bay McPherson, Voorhees, 
Coke, arris, derson, Walthall, 
ABSENT—34. 

re Edmunds, McMillan, Mars 

usti organ, uire, 
Blain’ Farwell, Morrill, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Teller, 
Call, George, Payne, Turpie, 
Chandler, Gibson, Pettigrew, Vance, 

iel, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Washburn, 

Davis, Jonesof Nevada, N 
Dawes, Kenna, Sanders, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The ene and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], as I do not see the junior Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr], with whom I transferred pairs a 
moment since, if he does not come in I shall withhold my vote. I 
should vote nay if at liberty to vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. QUAY (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wor- 
cotr] if he voted under the impression that we had transferred our 


pairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (atter having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to ask whether the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoN] has 
voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Then I withdraw my vote, unless it shall 
be n to make a quorum. I am paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. EVARTS. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that I under- 
stand the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson] would vote for this 
bill, unless some one has later information. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it my duty to announce that the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] some days ago returned to his home 
on account of illness, with the statement to me in writing that he 
would return as soon as he was able to do so, if he became able before 
Congress adjourned. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am informed that the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. WILSON] would vote in the affirmative on the passage of 
this bill, if he were present. I therefore feel at liberty to vote, and 


I am paired with the 


vote „yen. X 
The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—4. 
Allen, Dixon, Hoar, Power, 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Butler, varts, McPherson, 
Cameron, e. Manderson, Sawyer, 
Carlisle. Gibson, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Casey, Gray, Moody, 333 
Cockrell, e, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Hampton, Voorbees, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Pierce, Walthall. 
Cullom, Hearst, Wilson of Iowa, 
vis, iggins, Plumb, Wolcott, 
NAYS—46. 
Barbour, Blackburn, Harris, ` Vest. 
Bate, 
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ABSENT—H. 

Aldrich MeMillan, Squire, 
Berry, ü Morrill, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, George, - Payne, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Pugh, ‘ashburn, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkanas, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, * 
Edmunds, Kenna. Sherman, 

So the bill was passed. 


The title of the bill was amended so as to read: A bill to establish 
circuit courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the 
jurisdiction of the courts ot the United States, and for other purposes.“ 

Mr. EVARTS. I move that the Senate request a conference on its 
amendment with the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. EyARTS, Mr. HOAR, 
and Mr. PuGH were appointed. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REGISTER TO STEAMER JOSEPH OTERI, JR. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for the consideration of a bill reported from 
the Committee on Commerce by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], 
Senate bill 4403. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4403) to provide an American regis- 
ter for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN ERICSSON. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a bill which will only take a moment. It is the bill (S. 
1531) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of 
John Ericsson. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word ‘‘steamer,’’ to strike out and 
interest on said sum, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, from the 
date of said decision of the Court of Claims to the date of the passage 
of this bill;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, directed to 

to the personal representatives of John Ericsson the sum of $13,980, for the 
3 found due said Ericsson, by the Court of Claims, in February, 1857, for 


his services in planning the United States war steamer Princeton and planning 
and superintending the construction of the machinery of the said steamer. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I need hardly remind the Senate that the 
Government of the United States has very recently dispatched one of 
its cruisers with the remains of this celebrated man to convey them to 
his native land. I need not remind the Senate, either, that within a 
week past the Senate has passed a bill appropriating $30,000 to erect a 
monument to his memory, 

This bill proposes to pay a debt which the Government has owed for 
many years to him, and it has been reported favorably on the finding 
of the Court of Claims after a fall and carefal examination. I hope 
there will be no objection to the passage of this bill to pay the estate 
of that distinguished man this sum which has been so long delayed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PURCHASES FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE, I introduce a joint resolution and ask that it be read. 
It is very brief. = 

The joint resolution (S. R. 129) making an appropriation to purchase 
nickel ore or nickel matte to be used for certain naval purposes was 
read the first time by its title and the second timeat length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase, 
at his discretion, nickel ore or nickel matte to be 
nickel-stee! armor pissing for vessels already authorized to be constructed, and 
of armor-piercing projectiles, and for other naval purposes, 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated for this purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Lask that the joint resolution lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will lie on the table. 

The above joint resolution (S. R. 129) was subseyuently, on motion 
of Mr. HALE, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 


essage 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution 


used in the manufacture of | B® 


(S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 
30, 1890. ‘ 

The message also announced that the House had a concurrent 
resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House in the enrollment of the 
bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of on to Mrs. Mary B, 
Cushing, to insert the letter B“ in the body of the bill, so as to corre- 
spond with the title of said bill. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further annownced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; 

A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 

A bill (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock; 

A bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

A bill (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; 

A bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 
pension-roll; , í 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances Thatcher; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Revolu- 
tionary pensioner; 

A bill 2 R. 7463) for relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin; 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill K. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis; 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efner, a 
pensioner of the war of 1812. 

A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 

A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca E. 
Simon; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a 
Revolutionary pensioner; : 

A bill (H. R. Sean granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 


nell; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W, Bloom, of Etna, 


Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os- 
born; i p 

A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 

A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 


Boss; 

A bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


in; 
A bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; 
S A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E. 
raman; 
A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 
A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachel A. Fenstamaker; 
A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McOlain; 
A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss W. 
Fogler; ; 
A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 


TY; 
A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 
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A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 
A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 


* 

A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

A bill (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed; 

A biil (H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 

A bill (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria L. McCulloh; 

A bill (H. R. 11122) granting a pension to Sarah Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 11375] granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ackley; 

A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
z A bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register tor the steamer 

eptuno; 

A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and 

A bill (II. k. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementins Fink, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task that the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the bill (8. 3716) to provide for the examination 
of certain officers of the Army and to regulate promotions therein may 
be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3716) to provide for the 
examination of certain officers of the Army and toregulate promotions 
therein. 

Mr. COCKRELL. TI move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a committee of con- 
ference with the Honse of Representatives thereon. r 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to ask my colleague on the commit- 
tee whether it wonld not be better to consent to the House amend- 
ments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have conferred with some of the members of 
the committee and I tried to confer with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, but did not have the opportunity. Those with whom I conferred 
thought we had better ask for a conference, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the Senator not willing to accede to the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought so, but I conferred with two or three 
members of the committee and they thought we had better have a con- 
ference. I tried to get to the Senator, but he was engaged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the Senate disagree to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives and ask for a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
~ DERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

BOUNDARIES OF UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw my motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 4242) to change the bound- 
aries of the Uncompahgre reservation was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
bill stands passed. 

4 MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 

A bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army; and 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont. 

MRS. MARY B. CUSHING. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives, which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be authorized in the enrollment of the bill (H. ER. 11778) granting 
An increase of penxion to Mrs. Mary B. Cu hing. to insert the letter “B in the 
body of the bill, so as to correspond with the title of said bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. That raises exactly the same question that is raised 
by the concurrent resolution I offered. Let it lie on the table for the 


present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. -The resolution will lie on the table. 
UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


Mr. RANSOM. I move to take up Senate bill 1042, the land court 
bill, which was laid aside informally the other day, owing to the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS}. I hope the Sen- 
ate will take it up now and dispose of it. 

Mr. BLAIR, Before the vote is taken I wish to say a word in reply 
to the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina. Itis true it 
was suggested that that bill be laid aside informally from Thursday 
until Saturday. 


* Mr. RANSOM. Without prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was suggested that it be laid aside from Thursday 
until Saturday on account of the illness of the Senator from Vermont. 
An objection was made to that disposition of the bill, whereupon the 
Senator from New York moved that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the judiciary bill, and the Senate sustained the motion and 
thereby displaced the bill to which the Senator from North Carolina 
refers. So the bill was not set aside informally, but it was displaced 
by the judgment of the Senate. The original request had only been 
with a view to delay until Saturday in the consideration of that bill. 
Meanwhile the judiciary bill has consumed until now, Wednesday. I 
am informed that the tariff conference committee is likely to report to- 
morrow—— 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I must interpose an objection to the 
Senator’s proceeding. As I understand the rulesof the Senate, debate 
is not in order upon a motion to take up a measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill he has indicated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply replied to the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina, I hope the motion will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land 
court, and to yn for the settlement of private land claims in cer- 
tain States Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to know if it is in order to move to recom- 
mit the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not until it is up for consideration. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BLAIR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to make an inquiry, and the answer will 
govern somewhat my vote. It was my understanding when this bill 
was laid aside that it was laid aside informally, the consideration to be 
resumed when the court bill was disposed of. Is that correct? 

Mr. GORMAN and others, Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was displaced by a formal vote of the Senate upon 
the request that it should be laid over until Saturday, and here it is 
the following Wednesday. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from New Hampshire is technically 
correct. House bill 9014 was taken up by a vote which technically did 
displace the Iand-court bill, but it was the unanimous and universal 
understanding (and I do not believe the Senator from New Hampshire 
will deny that) that upon the conclusion of the consideration of the 
judicial bill the consideration of the bill of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims was to be resumed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do deny it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatwas the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will leave it to a majority of the body. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion became necessary only because objections 
were interposed in open Senate. Thereuponit was moved, and the bill 
was disposed of in the ordinary way by sustaining the motion, as the 
Senator who was then in the chair must remember. 

Mr. HARRIS, As stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, it 
was moved and carried by vote of the Senate, the Senator from New 
York distinctly announcing in connection with his motion that if the 
Senator from Vermont came in and asked for the consideration of the 
bill now moved by the Senator from North Carolina he would give way 
and yield to it and let him have the right of way. There never was a 
more perfect understanding that this bill should have the right of way 
when it was demanded than there was when that vote was taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the distinct recollection of the 


Chair. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee is quite 
right in what he has stated so far as my action and expression on the 
floor of the Senate were made. There was doubt whether the Senator 
from Vermont might not be able to come in the next day, and the view 
was that then, especially in consideration o! his health, the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee would be Jaid aside informally that the other 
might be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RAxsom] to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to cali the roll. 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS]. This land-court bill was re- 
ported from a committee of which he is a member and he informed me 
that he was in favor of the bill. So I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 


I am paired with the 


The roll-call was concluded. : 
Mr. PASCO. Iwish to state tbat my colleague [Mr. CALL] ispaired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW J. 


x 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 


J. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say that on this vote I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 41, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Bate” Dino mal ee 
xon, ner, 
Binckburn, Dolph, MePherson, 3 
Blodgett, Evarts, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Frye, Mitchell, woke 
à Gibson, Morgan, ‘Walthall, 

Y, Gorman, 1 Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell; Gray, Piatt, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Hare —.— 

ni m, 

Cullom, ? Hearst, Reagan, 
NAYS—7. 

Hawley, Moody, Plumb, Woleott, 

E Pierce, Power, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 
Allison, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Barbour, Edmunds, Kenna, Squire, 
Berry, MeMillan, Stanford, 
Blair. Farwell, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, jock, . Turpie, 
Call, George, Payne, Vance, 
Carlisle, Hampton, ew, Voorhees, 
. Hiscock, Quay, Washbarn, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a 
United States land court, and to provide for the settlement of private 
land claims in certain States and Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIõs in the chair). The pend- 
ing question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Woxicorr], which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, in lieu of subdivision 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
greater 8 of land than was originally granted by the Government under 
which the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I wish to say in reference to the tak- 
ing up of this bill and proceeding with its consideration, that it is to 
my mind an absolute absurdity tor any Senator to contend that when 
it is asked thata bill be informally laid aside and there is objection, 
it immediately succeeding that a vote of the Senate is called for it ac- 
complishes the same end. The truth is, when this bill was laid aside 
it was done by a formal vote of the Senate, because several Senators, 
whose names I do not know, but I heard their voices plainly and dis- 
tinctly, interposed their objection. Accordingly it was necessary for 
the Senator from New York to make the motion which he did make; 
and now from the fact that he was in accord with the Senator from 
Vermont or the Senator from North Carolina that at any time when it 
was convenient for them to suspend the public business that had been 
intrusted him and give way tothis bill, which had been displaced by a 
vote of the Senate, for Senators to reason that there was no objection, 
and that I am wrong in what I stated to the Senate, that there was no 
unanimous understanding, which alone concludes Senators, that this 
bill should be resumed when the court bill was disposed of, is, it seems 
to me, entirely contrary to the ordinary rules of logic or good sense. 

Now, I am opposed to the consideration of this bill at this time, not 
from any opposition to the bill itself, but because there is other and, 
a3 it seems to me, exceedingly more important business pending, and 
there is very little time indeed to consider it. Ihave been notified 
but a little while ago, or at least so understood in conversation, that 
the tariff conference report would be in here to-morrow, and, after 
these four days. beyond what was expected that the court bill would 
occupy had elapsed before we have arrived at its conclusion, there is 
no time remaining unless it be this afternoon to consider the five impor- 
tant labor bills next upon the list, which we have been almost upon 
for several days on the Calendar, and yet by a strange coincidence or 
combination of circumstances have been unable quite to reach. 

Mr. President, this bill is before the Senate in accordance with the 
vote of the Senate to take it up, and I inquire of the Chair whether 
it is in order to ask at this time to take up any other bill in order that 
it should be displaced. If it is in order, I desire to move to proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 1984, being the bill (II. R. 11120) 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising underthe eight-hourlaw. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order to make that motion at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that it is in 
order to move to postpone the further consideration ot the pending bill 
and then to move to proceed to consider any bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Chair would state, in regard to the state- 
ment he has just made, whether he means that that can bedone by one 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion ot the Chair the first 


motion would be to dispose of the pending bill by postponing it toa 
day certain or indefinitely, and when postponed it wonld be in order 
to move to consider any bill upon the Calendar, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, my recollection of this matter 
is so entirely different from that of the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I feel warranted in calling his attention to that difference, and if 
this refreshing of his recollection shall cause him to believe the facts 
to be as I will state them, I do not think he will press this motion, 
although it may be in the opinion of the Chair in order, as it undoubt- 
edly is. 

The private land claims bill has been under deliberation in the Senate 
of the United States, to my knowledge, for the last seven years. In 
the early days of my Senatorial career I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and I remember that six years ago, 
under the efficient leadership of the then chairman of the committee, 
Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, a bill passed the Senate. I think that in 
every Congress since that time such a bill has the Senate. Oc- 
casionally an amended Senate bill or an inde ent bill has passed 
the House of Representatives. But during these years there has 
been a failure of legislation upon this important subject-matter be- 
cause of the non-concurrence of the two Houses. 

Some years ago it was my fortune to visit that portion of the United 
States that was under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and I found a 
condition of affairs to appeal not only to my better judgment, but to 
my sense of right and justice. I do not believe that there is a bill 
npon the Calendar which is more worthy of consideration and action ` 
than the one now before the Senate. 

1055 PLATT. The President has sent in a special message on the 
subject.. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Besides that, this question has become one of 
such vast importance that the President of the United States, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], bas sent a spe- 
cial message to Congress asking, urging, that some legislation be had 
upon this matter; that treaty rights are involved; that rights of prop- 


‘erty are involved. 


It is better, as I look at it, that even a bad bill should pass upon 
this subject than that no bill at all should obtain. 

This bill was under consideration by the Senate some days ago. On 
account. of the illness, supposed to betemporary, of the Senator from 
Vermont. [Mr. EDMUNDS], upon the suggestion of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts], in charge of the judiciary bill, that bill was 
substituted, with, as I recall it, the distinct understanding that at the 
close of the judiciary bill or on the return of the Senator from Vermont, 
who is deeply interested in the pending bill, it should be replaced on 
the Calendar. 

This is the bill naturally in order under the understanding on both 
sides of the Chamber, and I appeal to that sense of right which always 
characterizes the Senator from New Hampshire that this important 
measure should be allowed to proceed. I reciate as fully as he 
does the importance of the consideration of the labor bills that have 
come to us trom the House of Representatives, but I submit to him that 
on every question of precedence and of right this bill should be pre- 
ferred to those he has named. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I voted to take up this bill, and I 
shall vote against the motion made by the Senator from New Ham 
shire to displace it. I am not entirely satisfied with the bill and do 
not know that I shall vote for it; but when it was laid aside I under- 
stood, and the Vice-President has stated that such was his distinct un- 
derstanding, that it was laid aside because of the illness of the Senator 
from Vermont, and in the expectation that he would speedily return 
to the Chamber, and that it was not the purpose or understanding that 
8 ison why I shall isplacing the pend 

ere is another reason why vote against di the - 
ing bill at this time. It is known, I suppose, by all Senators that at 
a conference of Republican Senators a scheme or schedule of bills was 
agreed upon to be taken up, as is generally done in order that the busi- 
ness of the Senate in the last days of the session may be facilitated. 
That schedule of proposed legislation was submitted to the Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber, and has been thus far, as I think it 
usually is, observed by them. I hold in my hand the order of busi- 
ness as fixed by that schedule. First, conferencereports. Then came 
the lottery bill, which has been disposed of. Then came the timber- 
culture act, which has been disposed of. Then came No. 4, the private 
land claims bill. Then came No. 5, the judicial court bill. Because 
of the illness of the Senator from Vermont the last-named bill was sub- 
stituted, for the time being, for the former, changing because of that 
the order of business. Then came the labor bills, the first of which 
my friend from New Hampshire moves to take up at this time, and in 
favor of which I am. 

Now, I submit to him that this order of business ought to be ob- 
served, and that it is in the interest of legislation that we follow it, as 
both sides of the Chamber are disposed to follow it, and that there 
should be no attempt upon either side to break in uponit. The bill 
to which he refers and in reference to which the motion is made is 
next in order en this schedule of business, House bill 11120. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I wish to say that I feel myself con- 
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strained to vote to take up and of the private land claims court 
bill. I consider myself bound in honor to do it. Iwas present at the 
conference of a majority of the Senate that upon a certain order 
of business. That order of business was made public by the gentleman 
who presided over the conference and was communicated to the «ther 
side for their approbation. 1 do not mean that they committed them- 
selves formally to it, but it was decided that it should be one agree- 
able to them, and it was understocd that it was ble to them, 

Now, I do not care anything about this private-land bill. Ido not 
mean by that that I am not interested in other parts of the country as 
well as in my own, but I do not know enough about it to takea great 
deal of personal interest in it. I take great personal interest in the 
labor bills, because I have given a good deal of attention to that sub- 
ject; aud the labor bills got an enormous advantage by the agreement. 
They come next. There is a large number of very important bills which 
the members of the Senate have a great interest in, the revenue- marine 
bill, the pure food, the compound-lard bill, the Indian depredation 

claims bill, the bankruptcy bill, the interstate-telegraph bill, and all 
the District of Columbia bills, which by that arrangement are put 
after the labor bills. 

I do not think that, having got that great advantage for the bills 
which I favor for a chance to have the consideration of the Senate, I 
ought to come in and attack one bill which is now more than half fin- 
ished, I-suppose, which takes precedence of those bills under this ar- 
rangement; and therefore I do not feel at liberty to vote to lay the 
pending bill aside, 

Mr. WO . Mr. President, in view of what has been said by 
the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Massachusetts, I feel 
called upon to explain a yote in the negative which I gave a short time 
since. 

I recognize perfectly the moral force and effect of the conference, 
and I heartily concurred in its action. Iam mofe anxious than any 
Senator on this floor can be that a proper bill should be passed provid- 

ing for a court for the settlement of these private land claims, On a 
scrutiny of this bill I find that it isa bill which would work a hard- 
ship, and not a benefit. I find that it needs amendment. 

It would be presumptuous in me to say to Senators here that a bill 
needs amendment which has passed through other sessions of the Sen- 
ate, which was reported by this committee, were it not for the fact that 
I live where these claims are situated. I live where people are familiar 
with these grants. I know that this bill, uncertain in its tenor as to 
what are claims that are settled, what are claims that are adjudicated 
or complete, will lead to more litigation, to more trouble, to more un- 
settling of titles a thousand-fold than if no bill should be passed. 

If the Senate can spend the time for the next few hours in amend- 
ing the bill, if they will give attention to the amendments as they may 
be discussed, and are willing to take the time near the close of the ses- 
sion necessary to make this a perfect bill, the Western country would 
be greatly benefited by its passage. But I know that at the closing 
honrs.almost of the session, when every Senator has something that he 
thinks should be brought to the attention of the Senate, ifany bill is 
passed at all it will not be a bill so well considered as t6 work justice 
either to those who desire to settle upon the public domain or as to 
the legitimate owners of Spanish and Mexican land grants, towards 
whom we are bound by every- principle of treaty and honor to do jus- 
tice. 

My object in voting nay was in the hope that we could rerefer 
this bill to the committee, that those of us who believe that amend- 
ments should be made to the bill and changes made in it could have the 
opportunity be/ore the committee of presenting our views, and not 
taking up the attention of the Senate. 

I am a member of that committee. As I explained the other day, 
I was not here when this measure was considered by it. It is being 
pressed by men who live 2,000 miles from any Mexican land grant. It 
is not pressed, as I understand, by any Senator who lives in the coun- 
try or is familiar with the actual status of the Mexican and Spanish 
land grants, It was for that reason only, that the business of the Sen- 
ate might be facilitated, that I voted not to take up the bill at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL, WilltheSenator permit me to ask him why he has 
not the time to discuss it? I am certain the Senate has listened to all 
his suggestions and will be glad to hear him again. I believe it is our 
duty as a nation to dispose of this question and settle these titles, and 
I am ready and willing to hear the Senator orany other Senator, and to 
vote for any amendment that will perfect the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senate will take the time to properly con- 
sider the bill I do not object to proceeding with it. 

Mr. RANSOM. We will stay here with you night and day, if neces- 


sary. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there seems to be a little bit of mixt- 
ure here of public obligation and of private obligation, according to 
the statements of various Senators, in regard to the attitude of this 
bill upon our Calendar and the things to be done. I voted against 
taking it up and will readily vote to recommit it, or to lay it on the 
table, or to otherwise postpone its consideration, without myself being 
conscious of viola that honor of which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] spoke so feelingly afew moments ago. I do not con- 


sider that there is any question of honor involved in it. An order of 
business was agreed upon. It is persuasive at the best, but, putting 
that as strongly as it can be put, this bill was laid aside that something 
else might be put in front of it, and I was not conscious at all of any 
understanding about it. 

Eyery Senator, of course, must speak for himself, but I was totally 
unconscious of any understanding whatever that it was to come up at 
any particular time. On the contrary, I thoroughly understood that 
it was to await the return in health of the Senator from Vermont. I 
believe that the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] left the 
city for his home in the belief that this bill would not come up be- 
cause of the fact which I have stated. I may be incorrect as to that; 
but I know he has very great interest in the bill, and I feel quite sure 
that he did not expect it to come up again at this session. do not 
speak for him, but I speak of that to show that what has been said 
here is not of any binding force or effect upon any person except ac- 
cording to the understanding of individual Senators at the time. 

‘This bill will, in my judgment, be harmful in its present shape. I 
do not believe that some provisions of the bill ever were considered in 
committee. Iam bound to believe they were not considered in com- 
mittee. Ithink I cansee that in the consideration of this bill one or two 
leading features are those only which have been practically under con- 
sideration. The committee very naturally desired to avoid the results 
which followed the establishment of the commission in California, and 
they have in a certain morbid way, as it seems to me, pursued that 
idea, and very properly, aud yet oblivious largely of the fact that the 
conditions which obtained in New Mexico and Arizona were not such 
as obtained in California. California at that time was distant from the 
entire country, separated by ranges of mountains, with no public com- 
munication, with no telegraph, or anything of that sort. There was 
no publicopinion; there was no way of informing the public of what was 
going on, and the value that attached to the public domain was very 
much less than obtains now. 

Of course it is entirely proper to guard against any possible recur- 
rence of the frauds, if I may call them so, that obtained in the admin- 
istration of the commission in California; but in giving attention to 
that point the committee has overlooked entirely some provisions of 
this bill or else it would not have reported it here witha provision which 
is not at all applicable to these land claims, but is a serious and a dan- 
gerous modification of the system of general land laws. 

One of these sections, to which I called attention the other day, has 
no relation by its language, whatever the intention may have been, 
near or remote, and it can not be adapted ina moment. It is some- 
thing that has got to be done with great care, and I believe that the 
best interests of this country and of all the things thatgrow out of the 
adjustment of these land claims would be subserved by recommitting 
the bill to the committee, either now or after some more discussion, in 
order that these various questions may be brought directly to the mind 
of the committee. 

As much as I desire to have something done, I can not vote for this 
bill under present circumstances. I should regard that I was forfeit- 
ing my obligation practically to do so; that is to say, in assuming todo 
something that was helpful to a certain class of people I should be cer- 
tain that we were overturning practically the public-land system of 
the United States. Of course, as the Senator from Colorado has said, 
we can sit down here with a certain degree of patience, and with no 
mind for the business that is behind, and it can be culminated at this 
session. 

To the bills which have come from the other House, that the Senator 
from New Hampshire of, I have no objection. Whether I have 
or not I do not presume it makes any difference about it anyway, but 
I have felt as though this was not the proper time to take up this 
bill in view of the important question which has been the subject of 
some discussion, and of other questions which naturally arise on this 
bill and which would come up, and which can not be solved, in my 
judgment, properly in the heat of a rapid debate. There ought to be 
several days to attend to this bill, it necessary. It ought to be done 
in a leisurely way, not crowded, as it is apparently the intention, upon 
the Senate when itis not full, and when by reason of the prospective 
dissolution interest is at the minimum. 

It istrue we can say, if we care to say so, that it can go to the other 
House and there be amended, and thereby shirk our own responsible 
duties in connection with it. It does not seem to me that that is proper. 
As I said, when this bill was displaced I regarded it as absolutely dis- 
placed except as the Senate might take it up hereafter. 

Mr. BLAIR. So did I. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not regard it as resting at all upon the obliga- 
tion ot the agreement in the Republican caucus, assented ta by the 
Democratic side of this Chamber, and I certainly did not regard it, 
and so stated to the junior Senator from Colorado yesterday, asin line 
on account of any order of business that had been established, but as 
displaced until the Senator trom Vermont should return. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, Ido not think that we shall get 
a better time to consider the bill than the present. II it is put off un- 
til the next session there will be a pressure then that does not exist 
now. It has been forty years since a portion of this territory was ac- 


1890. 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


quired, and about thirty-five or more since the Gadsden purchase. 
There has been a constant effort for the last twenty years to pass some 
bill to settle these titles. The committee have had a great many meet- 
ings and have presented this bil lwhich follows the precedents of other 
bills that have been reported by the Committee on Private Land Claims 
for the same purpose from session to session for fifteen or twenty years. 
Some of the ablest men in the Senate, some of the most experienced, 
have had this matter under consideration. 

The amendment which is suggested by the Senator from Colorado is 
a very simple one and can be easily understood, The question is 
whether we shall limit the amount of land to be confirmed to 11 leagues, 
or whether we shall confirm it to the extent of the original grant or 
claim, whatever it may have been. That is a very simple question, 
and can not be better understood than it is now. 

As to the matter suggested by the Senator from Kansas, I saw the 
foree of the point he suggested the other day, and I think some change 
ought to be made in the bill in that respect. I have no doubt that we 
can during the debate make an amendment that will answer the pur- 
pose. I think the bill now having the right of way, it being before 
the Senate by a large majority, we ought to go on and get the sense of 
ihe Senate at all events upon these very vital questions, and I think 
when that is done we shall have made such progress that we can soon 
pass the bill. Butif we lay it aside withont having the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Colorado voted on, or if we send it back 
to the committee without instructions, it will be here again with the 
same complications it now has. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, there will be no 
controversy over that. It deals with the attempt to conform this meas- 
ure to the land laws. When he has his amendment prepared, I pre- 
sume there will be no controversy over it, but the main question is as 
to the extent the confirmations shall go. Upon that, as a member of 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, I should like a vote of the 
Senate before I act any further on it in committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON, If the Senator from Nevada will allow me to 
interrapt him, I should like to call his attention to what was the actual 
course of events in the Senate with reference to this bill when it was 
displaced on the request, first, for unanimous consent and then on 
motion. On the 19th day of September the Senator from New York 
[Mr. EVARTS] asked the unanimons consent of the Senate that the 
pending business, which was the land-court bill, be temporarily laid 
aside and that the judiciary bill be considered. Here is his language: 

I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up, as it would come immediately 


after the Jand-court bill, which is to be set aside temporarily, and after that f 
will assent to an hour intervening for the Calendar. 


Objection was made to that, 

Mr. BLAIR. What RECORD is the Senator reading? 

Mr. MANDERSON. On page 11121. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not find the language. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. The Senator will find it within a finger’slength 
of the foot of the page, in the right-hand ¢olumn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have the place now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Again: 

ME Evarrs. I desire that House bill 9014 shall be taken up, as it would come 


immediately after the Jand-court bill which is to be set aside temporarily, and 
after that I will assent tonn hour intervening for4be Calendar, 


Then I pass along: < 

The Presipinc Orricer (Mr. MANDEESON in the chair). The Senator from 
New York asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished busi- 
ness which has been laid before the Senate shall be temporarily laid aside, it 
passing over until to-morrow, a3 the Chair understands, by the action of the 
senate, and that the Senate now take up House bill 9014, known as the jurisdic- 
tional court bill. 

Mr. Haers I desire to suggest to the Senator from New York that if this 
agreement is made it displaces the unfinished business. Ile does not propose 
to proceed with the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr, Harris. Yes; I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the unanimous request. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others (to Mr. Evarts). Move it. 


Thereupon the Senator from New York moved the consideration of 
the bill. Then the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAW xVI] inter- 


posed: 

Allow me to say a word in support of this motion. While we have only iaid 
aside temporarily the land-court bill, it is well understood that it is to go over 
until Saturday. So there is no reason in the world, in my opinion, why we 
should not take up this bill now. 

Mr. Evarts. [ think the Senator from Tennessee has no occasion to object to 
this, because I stated that I was willing, when this right of way was established, 
to assent tothe Calendar being taken up for an hour. That is all the time that is 
asked for it, I believe. 


Then further along the Senator from New York | Mr. EvARTS] said 
- near the foot of the page Senators will find it: 


Mr, Evarts. I have only desired that as a gap was made by circumstancesin 
the consideration of the bill— 


And that circumstance was the illness, supposed to be temporary, of 
the Senator from Vermont— 


agree that the Cal- 


it returned if this was not disposed of. At 
roceeded with for an hour, which is all that has been asked for 


endar shall be p. 
‘it, T believe. 
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Not only does the Recorp show this fact, but the Senator from New 
York in charge of the jadiciary bill stated upon the floor, as I under- 
stood, that at avy time, on the return of the Senator trom Vermont 
and his demand that the regular order should be proceeded with, he 
would permit the judiciary bill to he set aside for the pending private 
land claims bill. s 

Mr. BLAIR. Will theSenator from Nebraska allow me a montent? 
No one has suggested at any time that the Senator from New York, 
who was anxious to interpose his bill and get it consideret, was not 
willing and gracious and assenting to whatsoever was necessary to get 
his bill considered. But the fact is that he could not get it done by 
reason of objections, and those objections the Senator trom Nebraska 
has not read, although they are in the same colloquy from which he 
selects such portions as seem to favor his view of the subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I had not quite concluded. I gave 
way to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. BLAIR. It wasa part of the colloquy, but the Senator failed to 
read it. 


Mr. MANDERSON, I think I have read everything in the colloquy 


that pertains to this issue. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator can find anything else pertinent 
to it I will read it. 

Mr. BLAIR, Three times objections were made to the course sug- 
gested by the Senator from New York. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotpitin the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Nevada has the floor, and can not be interrupted unless with 
his consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I think it very evident that the understanding 
was that this bill should have the right of way whenever 

Mr. BLAIR. Why wasit necessary to take a vote if there was unan- 
imous consent ? 3 : r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will sus- 
pend a moment. When a Senator desires to interrupt another Senator 
on the floor, he should address the Chair and obtain the leave of the 
Senator, for by interruptions withont leave two or three Senators will 
be talking at the same time and there will be so much confusion that 
it will be impossible for the Reporter to take down the proceedings. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Chair allow me to observe that I think the 
rule should be enforced more than 1 per cent. of the oceasions when 
there is an opportanity for its enforcement ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the point made? 

Mr. STEWART, Allow me to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Nevada will sus- 
pend. The Chair stated that when a Senator has the floor addressing 
the Senate, if he is to be interrupted, consent must be obtained by first 
addressing the Chair. i 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yess that is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is necessary to prevent three or 
four Senators from talking at the same time. 

Mr. STEWART. The very fact that a vote was had to take up the 
other bill does not conflict with my understanding of the unanimous 
agreement that this bill should be considered. The objection was not 
to the consideration of this bill; the objection was to displacing it even 
temporarily, all agreeing that it should be considered. Some objected 
to having it temporarily laid aside, but it was manifestly the sentiment 
of the majority that it should be temporarily laid aside on account of 
the peculiar circumstances, Others wished to haye it go right on. 
That was the situation at the time. 3 

So important a measure as this ought to have consideration, and if 
we pass it over now it will go over for probably another year. It has 
been delayed and delayed, and here are great communities, two Ter- 
ritories and a portion of a State, with unsettled titles; and those who 
have lived in a country where the titles are unsettled know very well 
the embarrassment and the evil growing out of it. 

ME WOLOOTIS I will ask the Senator to whattwo Territories he 
refers? 

Mr. STEWART. Arizona and New Mexico, The best land in those 
Territories, a large portion of it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada yield? 

Mr. STEWART. Inamoment. Large portions of that land is in 
conflict, so that settlers can not go there, and so that those who have 
property there do not know what todo with it. They have been wait- 
ing for a whole generation. We to carry out the treaty forty 
years ago, and we have kept these people until a whole generation is 
past without giving them their rights, 

Mr. PLATT. I desired to interrupt the Senator from Nevada forthe 
purpose of saying somewhat by way of reply to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLums] that I saw the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] just before he left for home on account of 
illness, and I asked him, What is to become of the land-court bill? 
It is in your charge.“ He said, I do not wish to have that delayed 
until my return. That is to be in of the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. RANeom] and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 
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It is well understood that they are to call if up and go on with it.” I 
simply thought I, perhaps, ought to say that. 

Mr. STEWART, That was my understanding; and we desire now 
to go on with the bill. y 

Mr. PLUMB. That is satisfactory as far as it goes. That did not 
affect my understanding of the situation at the time when the bill went 
over. I have never put it on the ground that the convenience of the 
Senator from Vermont was to be considered by allowing him time to 
come back; but I spoke of it going over in connection with his absence 
and his illness as something which had conveyed to my mind an im- 
pression, and a very decided one, about what the order of the Senate 
was to be in regard to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. . Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], whois not now in his seat, alluded with great unction to the 
obligations imposed upon Senators by a caucus arrangement in regard 
to the order of business. I recognize those obligations as fully as any- 
body, quite as fully as the Senator from Massachusetts, and observe 
them as rigidly and as constantly. He went on further to observe that 
by an arrangement made in caucus these labor bills obtained a great 
advantage, and his whole conduct on the subject is in the way of some 
criticism, as though I was pursuing a course with reference to this 
whole affair inconsistent with the honorary obligations of a Senator 
who belongs to a party. 

Mr. President, I have no special reply to make to that, but I assure 
the Senator from Massachusetts that this bill, which I have asked to 
have considered (which is to send to the Court of Claims those men 
who have just claims as we believe under the eight-hour law for excess 
of Jabor performed under compulsion, claims for payment for services 
extorted from them under the apprehension that if they did not ren- 
der those services they would be without any employment and wages, 
and so subject to want and starvation for themselves and their fam- 
ilies), at any time but for that caucus arrangement could have been 
moved in open Senate and taken precedence of any other measure but 
the tariff bill; and so of one or two other of the labor measures of 
which I, as chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, hap- 
pen to be in charge. 

This has now been in session almost a year. During all 
that period of time nota single proposition, except the educational 
bill, which had not the happiest fate, which was really the su e 
labor bill that has been before the Congress of the country since Ihave 
known anything of human affairs—with the exception of the consid- 
eration which was given to that bill no labor measure whatever has 
occupied a moment of the attention of theSenate. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has sent these five measures here, which formerly the 
Senate has been interested in, some of which we have , the 
subject-matter of all of which we have considered more or less in 
former Co The House of Representatives, I say, has sent 
these bills here, and I have been endeavoring to get some action upon 
them. Ihave done the uttermost that could be done to facilitate 
their being placed in the line of early opportunity of action. The 
caucus came, and the caucus, against my desire, placed the bills in a 


position where there was even then great doubt of their being reached 


and acted upon ; but it was the best that could be obtained. 

Well, so much for the caucus part of it. I have observed everything 
in the line of caucus obligation to the fullest extent with reference to 
these bills and all other bills; but if I had not done that, I ask if 
caucus action is to be conclusive upon all the new emergencies that 
may arise in subsequent affairs? Are weto be bound forever bya cau- 


cus arrangement which at the time ee ae by those who partici- 
pated in it would have resulted in reaching these bi many at least so 
thought —a long timeago? But personal appealsand othercircumstances 


5 used up a great deal of time that nobody had anticipated would 
Here is a measute about which there is so much controversy that if 
it was not interfered with by some explosion of this kind it would have 
unquestionably drifted along in debate the whole week. Here are Sen- 
ators most deeply interested who say that the bill will become an out- 
upon all the rights which they are bound to defend, and, although 
it is forty years since it was the duty of the country to do something, 
yet here is to be a great judicial crime perpetrated, and it is the sub- 
ject of grave and perpetual debate almost. Is the Senate to submit in 
these closing hours of the session, for the sake of getting rid of a sub- 
ject, to have imposed upon it and the country an immature measure 
that nobody will be satisfied with? Who is most concerned to be sat- 
islled with the legislation? 

Can there be no new circumstances? Can there not come a time 
when it is proper to review or to act in opposition even to the ill-con- 
sidered work of a caucus committee, generally made by gentlemen who 
have certain measures in which they are interested, and which they 
as a rule bring to the front, and the legislation of the country has to 
succumb to it, or a Senator be with failing to observe his 
honor, when at a subsequent period and under entirely different cir- 
cumstances he asks to push to the front a measure which concerns thou- 
sands and thousands of common laboring men who have been dunning 
the country for some of these claims almost a score of years, for the 
opportunity to show that they ought to be paid, to say nothing about 

eir being paid? é i 


Mr. President, I have said all that I wish to say upon this subject. 
I think this labor bill ought to come up. The land-court bill baving 
been tåken upin the Senate as a new question, to be considered de novo, 
under existing circumstances, disregarding caucus action, disregarding 
all these questions of dispute, after the Senate has voted to take the 
bill up under these new circumstances, I have asked for its postpone- 
ment. 

Now, I will give way on that motion very readily to any friend of 
the measure or any other. Senator who may wish to make a motion to 
recommit the land-court bill, so that its immaturity may be removed, 
that its errors may be expunged, that it may be made what it ought 
to be in the general judgment of the Senate. I will give way to a mo- 
tion of that kind. If no such motion shall be made, I should like the 
Senate to say which of these two bills it will consider, 

Mr. STEWART. If we had had the hour that has been spent in 
discussing this question we might have made some progress with the 
Jand-court bill; and if the time is exhausted by trying to displace the 
regular order of business, so that the labor question can not be consid- 
ered, I do not think that those having charge of the Jand-court bill 
will be responsible. I think those who have brought in a new ques- 
tion to occupy the time will have a portion of the responsibility to 
bear. I think we could have got through with the laud-court bill by 
this time. We ought to get through with it very shortly, and there 
will be abundant time for the other bills if we can go on with the busi- 
ness before us regularly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] to the pending 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I madea motion, or I will make a motion to postpone, 
or to recommit the bill if the friends of the measure prefer that. I 
want to make a test to know which of these two bills the Senate pre- 
fers to consider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves 

Mr. BLAIR. I will make a motion to postpone the consideration of 
the bill in order that I may move to proc: «i to the consideration of the 
arrears-of-labor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the mo- 
tion should be either to postpone indefinitely or to postpone to a day 


certain. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the motion be to postpone until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course, I do not move to postpone the bill indefi- 
nitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire restate his motion ? : 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope that the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not persist in his motion. Perhaps I ought to have spoken before on 


this matter. 


Mr. MANDERSON. What is the motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to-lay the pending bill on the table, and if 
that motion prevails, I shall then move to proceed to the consideration 
of the labor bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire to withdraw 
his motion that I may ask the Senate to consider at this time 

Mr. BLAIR. My motien is to lay the pending bill on the table, 
which does it no harm. That can be acted upon without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the bill npon the table. 

Mr. PLATT, As the motion is not debatable, I should like to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. What becomes of the bill if it is laid on 
the table? Is it equivalent to killing the bill? Can it be taken up 
again bya majority vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that it can 
be taken up by a majority vote of the Senate at any time when sucha 
motion is in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the pending motion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the pending bill on the table. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcort] to the pend- 
ing bill, which will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 13, in lieu of subdivision 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
greater quantity of land than was originally granted by the Government under 
which the claim had inception, or for any grenier quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made, 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado seems to be fair upon its face; yet I do not feel that 
I am quite prepared to vote for it. Under the policy of Mexico there 
were several kinds of grants of land made, re were grants made 
to citizens on condition of settlement and cultivation and placing stock 
upon the land. Those grants sometimes went as high as 11 leagues. 

were grants made to emigrants. These, as a rule, were made to 
heads of families for a league of land, or a labor of land, and to single 
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2 for a quarter of a league and afterwards fora third of a league 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator from Texas whether he is now 
speaking about grants made by the Mexican federal government in 
Mexican territory, or whether he is speaking of grants made by State 
governments in their own limits? 

Mr. REAGAN. Most of the grants to which I refer were grants 
which, while they were made under the authority of the national col- 
onization law of the Republic of Mexico, were made under a delegated 
authority by tlie states of Mexico. I will state to the Senator that my 
understanding is that the states did not make these grants in virtue of 
their own sovereignty, but by authority delegated to them by the na- 
tional Congress of Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. By the constitution of Mexico? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, by the constitution of Mexico and the coloniza- 
tion law. I had stated two classes of grants. Then there isa class of 
grants known as empresario grants. ‘These described large territories, 
and they were made upon conditions. These empresario grants were 
made, uniformly I believe, on condition that so many persons should 
be induced to settle upon the land within a time specified, and other 
conditions which were to be complied with. Then there were under 
both Spain and Mexico military grants. Thesegrants for military serv- 
ices and for special services other than to settlers and to emigrants 
were as a rule absolute titles, not conditional titles as in the case of the 
titles made to the citizen, who was required to settle upon the land 
and occupy it under the general colonization law for six years, build 
his monuments for corners, plainly mark the lands, introduce the 
amount of stock required and pay the Government dues, which ranged 
along between three and five dollars a labor to the Government. The 
larger grants than 11 Jeagues were grants, as faras I know, unless 
granted for military or special services, empresario grants, and those 
grants, I take it, it is not the purpose of Congress to confirm. 

So, if it be trus that no action is required to confirm the perfect 
grants, it seems to me that we should consider what the policy and 
practice of Mexico were, what the law was, If there can be any law 
showa by which citizens or emigrants were to have titles by virtue of 
settlement and occupation to more than 11 leagues of land, it issome- 
thing that I do not know of, except for empresario grants. 

There were at the time of the revolution in Texas and the annexa- 
tion numbers of empresario grants in Texas with conditions unfulfilled. 
They remained unfulfilled, and there never was any pretense that the 
grantees were entitled to the land on these empresario grants where 
they had not ihtroduced the required number of settlers and complied 
with the terms of the law. 

If the proposition is to go beyond 11 leagues of land, I do not know 
what it can be for unless it be to confirm these empresario grants, as 
they are termed. Soin this view I do not think that I can vote for 
the amendment, though it is apparently fair upon its tace, : 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I do not think we have any need on 
this amendment to discuss the question of how many cases would arise 
for the discrimination that is suggested. All that I have to present to 
the Senate upon this subject has relation to the very point itself of how 
a court can be put under such constraint as this clause imposes. Ibe- 
lieve this to be a court in every proper sense. It is created for partic- 
ular jurisdiction, but it is not intended to cripple it as to the general 
principles and duties of courts to do justice, to examine and decide nc- 
cording to the truth. 

There are grants that we will suppose are perfectly valid for a larger 
area than 11 square leagues, That is the postulate upon which the 
argument is now to proceed, that under the previous engagements, un- 
der the previous endowments, under the previous recognitions, and un- 
der previous possessions under the laws and customs and authority of 
Government that reigned over this region before we acquired it, there 
are areas where there is every degree of firmness and rectitude of title. 
Then this says but no such confirmation shall be given, notwithstand- 
ing the territory embraced in the treaty requires that whatever was 
right and proper for that Government is to be right and proper for us. 

All these things being conceded in respect to a territory described by 
metes and bounds, but whose circumscription includes more than 11 

uare leagues, there shall be & decision of the court to that effect, to 
wit, that the man who has a good title by metes and bounds as thus 
cireumscribed, and yet the judgment shall give a decision and confirm 
a right for a lesser part of it. How can a judge, how can a court, how 
can a law-making power enable a court to decide in behalt of a claim- 
ant that he is entitled to 96,000 acres and therefore heshall have judg- 
ment for 48,000? Was there any tribunal ever invented or called into 
being that could write into its decree in terms, this tiff is en- 
titled to 96,000 acres; therefore we give judgment for 48,000?” 

But, Mr. President, this sudden jump from justice and power in the 
very decree that proceeds to state it and enforce it has this infirmity: 
When a judgment is given forall the area included within the circum- 
scription of right, then a title is confirmed and is understood, but when 
the enunciation is that one-half of it is decreed, where is the half? Is 
there anything in the court to determine that? Is it a question of dis- 
cretion and caprice that as you are entitled to 96,000 acres you shall 
have 48,000? Who is to have the rest? The United States? Are the 
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plaintiffs and the United States put upon the footing of tenants in com- 
mon of the 96,000 acres? Short of that, no judgment whatever can be. 
framed. If you confirm a certain number of acres you must havea 
description of those acres or else you must give to the plaintiff a ten- 
ancy in common with the United States for the whole area. 

11 then, you come to drawing this line to mark ont the 48,000 acres 
for the United States and the 48,000 acres for the private rightful claim- 
ant of the whole, where is the line to be drawn? Is it a judicial func- 
tion to draw it? Half may be valuable; half may becomparatively of 
little value. Is then a line north and south, or east and west, to be 
drawh, and who is to draw the line? Is the poor land to go to the 
plaintiff and the good land to the United States, or by an opposite dis- 
tribution? : 

No, it is not a judicial transaction. It never can be ajudicial trans- 
action to find that a plaintiff is entitled to 96,000 acres, and therefore 
he shall have judgment for 48, 000 acres. This arrangement ofthe limit- 
ation of the 11 square leagues is written with a scratch of a pen, but 
it is not a judicial transaction and no court can act upon it in this 
lesser infirmity in the matter that I suggested of saying where the 
plaintiff's good acres are. 

I must think, therefore, that the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado who sits near me is quite right in removing not 
only this blot upon the administration of justice and the dignity and 
faith of the treaty, but upon theinfirmity of the transaction itself; that 
it is impossible of execution in dividing the land. 

Mr, PLATT. I think that some member of the committee ought to 
explain clearly to the Senate why this limit of 11 square leagues is 
placed in the bill. Ofcourse there must be a reason and a theory upon 
which that limitation is made, and that ought to be explained, Per- 
haps I ought to know myself. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, in response to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Connecticut, I will state (and I am very sorry to detain 
the Senate with the statement) the origin of this 11-league provision 
in the bill. The bill puts a limit upon the confirmation of all grants 
to be made by the court contemplated by the bill at 11 leagues. The 
Senator from Connecticut asked some member of the committee to ex- 
plain the 11-league business. 

Twenty-four yers before the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, in Au- 
gust, 1824, the Government of Mexico, from which of course we derive 
this land, declared by a solemn law, what they denominated a national 
law, that no greater quantity than 11 leagues should be granted within 
the limits of that country, about 50,000 acres of land, I believe. The 
junior Senator from Texas tells me exactly 48,788 acres, ; 

‘The Government of Mexico declared that to be her law, and that is 
the origin of the principle embodied in this bill, By the treaty which 
we made with the Government of Mexico we stand exactly in the place 
of that Government in reference to all land grants that the people 


claimed, that the people had, whether they were citizens of Mexico or 


whether they were foreigners. By the treaty we stepped right into the 
shoes of Mexico. ; 

It is admitted, for it can not be denied, and it isnot susceptible of de- 
nial, that after August 4, 1824, there could be no claim under a Mexi- 
can land grant for an area exceeding 11 leagues. It has beenintimated 
in the debate, and it was a natural conception from a casual reading of 
the history of land grants, that while the Republic of Mexicoitself had 
declared by law that it could not grant more than 11 leagues, yet the 
separate states of Mexico, called in the Mexican law the territories of 
Mexico, could grant a larger area of land than 11 leagues. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like tosay tothe Senator from North Car- 
olina, if he will allow me, that there is jast as much distinction in 
Mexican history and in the Mexican constitution and laws between a 
territory and a state as there is in the United States. A state there 
is ace as much of s state as it is here, and a territory there is just what 
it is here. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will not take the time to quibble about words. 
The Senator from Alabama and myself might differ on that point. 
impression, as positive as an intelligent impression can be, is that the law 
of Mexico inspeaking about what it terms states in Mexico calls them 
territories. But whether they are called states or whether they are 
called territories, they were governed by the general law of the coun- 
try, and no state or no territory—have it as you will—after August 4, 
1824, could grant to any person more than 11 leagues of land. 

I do not propose to take up the time of the Senate, but iſ there should 
be any dispute about that I have the history here, taken from the his- 
tory of the land laws of the United States, and I have the land laws 
of Mexico itself, all declaring that neither these states nor territories 
after August 4, 1824, could grant more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RANSOM. Les, sir. ; 

Mr. PLATT. From the fact that so much opposition 2 to this 
limit of 11 leagues which the court may confirm, I am led to conclude 
that there have been some grants at some time of more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from Connecticut will pardon me, I 
was coming to that. I was disposing, in the statement which I am 
making, first, of the grants which took after August 4,1824, and - 
showing that they could not exceed 11 In reference to grants 
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before 1824, if the Senate will give mea little of their attention, I think 
I can make myself clear. There were grants made or promised by the 
Spanish Government, and there were grants made, if you may call them 
so, by the Mexican Government as a province of the Dominion of Spain 
before 1821, and perhaps before August 4, 1824. There is a period be- 
tween 1821 and 1824 abont which there is some doubt. My own im- 
pression is that not one was ever made after 1821; but I state that only 
as my impression. I do not declare it to be a fact. 

Before that time the Spanish Government and the Mexican Govern- 


ment, as a province or State under the Spanish Dominion, had made 


larger grants, and they had made grants of two general characters, two 
general classes. One of the classes you may call completed or perfected 
or consummated grants. The other you may call incomplete or equi- 
table or inchoate grants, and very often those grants exceeded 11 leagues, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RANSOM, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What, in a word, is the distinction between the 
completed or perfected grants and the inchoate grants? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will give the Senator {rom Wisconsin all the in- 
formation I have upon that subject, and Iam not surprised at the 
question, because at first it was a mystery to me, but I have looked into 
it as wellasIconld. I know the Senator from Wisconsin will not take 
it amiss if I say to him that that question has been decided repeatedly 
by the State courts in the States where those grants lay, and almost as 
repeatedly by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a branch of the law which I have never had 
occasion to be familiar with, and I thought the Senator, being the chair- 
man of the Committee on Private Land Claims, might perhaps in a 
word or two explain. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will draw the distinction as briefly as it is pos- 
sible for me to doit. A perfected grant under the Spanish or Mexican 
law, to come right to the kernel of it, was a grant in which the grantee 
had been invested with ee pasar of the premises. 

Mr. STEWART. It required more than that. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator will just wait in patience a little 
while, I will give him an opportunity. 

The Mexican Jaw and the Spanish law, both the same upon this sub- 
ject, required as the final seal livery of seizin, if | may call it so in 
speaking to the Senator from Wisconsin. As the final seal upon the 
Jand grant it required that an officer of the government representing 
its sovereignty should, in the presence of the neighbors, in the pres- 
ence of the public, upon a declared day, go upon the premises, well 
defined by metes and bounds, and there in the broad daylight, after 
proclamation, giving notice to all the world, and place the grantee in 
actual ion of the land. 

That was called—I will give the English words for it, not the Mex- 
ican or Spanish—‘‘juridical possession.” Tapprehend, if I may say it 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, that my friend from Nevada was about 
to tell him what he would have anticipated, that prior to this there had 
been other preliminaries, There had been a concession; there had been 
a promise of the sovereignty that upon A B going and taking posses- 
sion of certain lands and performing certain conditions of various char- 
acters he should finally be invested with this juridical possession; but 
I think I am notin error in stating that this juridical possession was 
absolutely essential in Mexico to a perfect title. 

Mr. President, I think I know what every Senator is saying on this 
subject. He is saying very much what the Senator from New York 
55 Evanrs], who has just spoken upon the floor of the Senate, said. 

e is say ing that if these grants were made by Spain before 1824 for 
more than 11 leagues, how ig it that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims in this bill has confined the confirmation of a grant to 11 
leagues? Ifthe Senate will hear me, I will try to make that clear. 

Mr, SPOONER. If I understand the Senator, it is this possession 
which consummates and makes perfect the grant. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; that is my impression about it. That is 
what the Supreme Court ot the United States has said. 

Now, then, I repeat that Senators may ask, how is it, if Spain ever 
granted or promised to grant or put in the possession of any one of her 
citizens or any foreigner a larger amount of land than 11 leagnes—about 
50,000 acres of land—how is it that the Committee on Private Land 
Claims for the last twenty years has been coming before the Senate and 
proposing a bill which reduces the limit to 11 leagues, If I can haye 
the attention of the Senate, I think that every Senator who hears me— 
I do not wish to be presumptuous about it—will say that in equity 
the proposition is one of extreme grace and not of hardship to the 
claimant for more than 50,000 acres, y 

I want to call the attention of the Senate in the first place to the 
value of that Spanish land at the time these grants are said to have 
been made. It becomes interesting in this connection and in no other 
rae Fifteen dollars was the lawful price for n league of Mexican 

and. i 

Mr. DAWES. A square league? 

Mr. RANSOM. About 5,000 acres—4.870 or 4,880 acres. 

Mr. COKE. Four thousand four hundred and twenty-eight acres. 

Mr. RANSOM. Four thousand four hundred and twenty-eight acres, 
as the Senator from Texas says. Have it that way. Fifteen dollars 


was the lawfal price for that land according to the Mexican law, or, in 
other words, one-third of a cent per acre, and $40 a league lor that which 
was subject to irrigation and could be cultivated wonld be not quite a 
cent an acre. 

Mr. President, we stand in the place of the Mexican Government to 
all intents and purposes, and under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
we must carry out our obligations to these grantees or claimants. I 
respect the tender conscience of gentlemen who talk abont the national 
faith, but if they have considered the subject they will see that they 
are stretching it to the very last extremity and even beyond that. - 
What did the Mexican Government do itself? We have the history 
here. The land commission appointed by the Governmentof the United 
States to examine these questions have left no doubt upon it, and the 
Mexican Government turee times from 1824 to 1848, by public law and 
by repeated proclamations, called upon the claimants of these land 
grants to comply with the conditions under which they were prom- 
ised, and denounced a forfeiture if the conditions were not complied 
with. 

Gentlemen tell us we violate national faith, we commit spoliation, 
we are bound to carry out the obligations of Mexico as she regarded 
them; but I want the ear of the Senator from Connecticut for one mo- 
ment. He may not be satisfied with the proposition which I have 
just announced. When was the law confining the limit to 11 leagues 
enacted? On the 4th of August, 1824. How long was it before the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the Gadsden purchase? Twenty- 
four years in one case and twenty-nine in the other; and during all 
that time the Mexican Government was calling upon these claimants 
to come forward and perfect their grants by fulfilling their obligations 
and the conditions of the grant. It is a cruel and barbarons hardship 
that this Government 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARST. Do I understand from what the Senator says that 
this is a gift to the American people from our Government, and that 
they have no right there? 

Mr. RANSOM. A gift to whom? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. To the holders of these grants. 

Mr. HEARST. I did not understand it to meau anything of the 
kind. Lam nota pauper myself. I do not want the Government of 
the United States to give me anything; and if I own 96,000 acres I do 
not want 25,000 acres for it either. 

Mr. RANSOM. With very great deference I will say, that I was not 
thinking of the Senator from California; I was not thinking of his land 
grants, or of his condition at all. We all only wish we were in the same 
condition as he; and it will hardly be received as an argument upon a 
question of law or equity here what any one of us may think we would 
do or would not do. 

Mr. HEARST. You made an assertion that I could not understand, 
and I want to understand your position. 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator from California had listened to me 
he would have known exactly what I mean; that this is an equitable 
claim, and nothing but an equitable claim, and that the Government 
of the United States carrying it out is exerting its grace, its equity to 
the utmost, and in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred, in my judg- 
ment, it is not bound to give anything. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask my friend a question. 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I wish to get at the truth in this matter. Why 
should not the surveyors-general and the United States attorneys in 
these several Territories be instructed to select claims and summon the 
men, and put the burden upon us? 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut 
had given himself the trouble, though this is not the first time that 
he has asked questions upon this subject and I hope it will not be the 
last one, no doubt if this matter had come before the Senator from 
Connecticut on some committee with which he was connected he would 
have found out that as far back as 1854 the Government of the United 
States made it the duty of the surveyors-general of these Territories 
to inquire into the origin, the nature, the character, the extent, the 
law, and the equity of all these claims, and the Senator would then 
have learned i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr, President—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very glad to have his interruptions, but T am 
only afraid of tiring the Senate with this old story. If the Senator had 
borne with mea little longer he would have found that these surveyors- 
general in the first place, and then a commission appointed in the sec- 
ond place, during the seventies, undertook to make some report upon 
these matters, and he would find that over a thousand claims were pre- 
sented to the surveyors-general and the commission, anda large num- 
ber of them were referred to the Land Office in this city, and one hun- 
dred and fifty of them were referred to Congress, and about eight hun- 
dred and fifty of them stand to-day under a cloud. 

I do not know why I should be so interested in this matter, for i 
suppose of any man in the Senate a man from North Carolina has the 
least personal interest in such a matter, but if the Senator from Con- 
necticut had looked into this history he would have found this start- 
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ling fact confronting him, ihat while New Mexico and Arizona con- 
tain not quite 150,000,000 acres, the claims of the grantees amount to 
80,000,000 acres at present, more than one-half of the land in all New 
Mexico and Arizona combined. He would have found that the sur- 
veyore-general of the Territories, the land commisston, and all who 
have looked into it were startled, confounded, appalled at these enor- 
mous demands upon the Government of this country—one-half of those 
two great Territories claimed under clouded, and mythical, and heaven 
knowa what kind of grants from old Spain and Mexico. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should really like to know whether the Senator 
refers to claims in which there has been some progress made or claims 
which have never been put into force in any way or shape. Does he 
refer to men who are already in possession and whose titles are sup- 

to be clouded, or to men who hold some old Spanish or Mexican 
pers that have never been applied to lands? 

Mr. RANSOM. I am very much obliged—and it is no pretense or 
form that I say so—to the Senator trom Connecticut when he asks me 
that question. Iwas just approaching that point in the line of my state- 
ment when the Senator asked me the question. 

As I have so often said before, and as has been repeated upon this 
floor a hundred times, this bill does not affect—as the lawyers say it 
has no jurisdiction whatever of a perfect claim—a completed claim. 
The Supreme Court of the United States, in case after case before it, 
to whieh I can refer if it will please any gentleman, has so declared in 
the Florida cases, in the Lonisiana cases, and even in the California cases, 
and the State courts of Texas have so declared, and the State courts of 
Florida, and all of the States in the Louisiana purchage have so de- 
clared. 

I have here one of the ablest decisions I ever read from the supreme 
court of Texas, the case of Hancock vs. McKinney, in which they say 
that the courts of the country by force of the treaty itself, which is the 
supreme law of the land, are obliged to take notice of a perfect title, 
and where a man has a perfect title Congress can not take it from him. 

I suppose there is not a lawyer here, if his attention has been called 
to it at all, who does not know of fifty cases in the Supreme Court of 
the United States and in the State courts where that fact has been 
stated. 

In reply to the Senator from Connecticut, I will say that this bill 
does not touch the title of a man who has a perfect right to his prop- 
erty. As the Supreme Court said in the case of Frémont vs, The United 
States, in what is known as the Mariposa grant, Chief-Justice Taney 
and Judge Campbell, although they differed in the judgment of the 
case, agreed, as did all the judges, in one thing, that this legislation 
only reterred and only could refer to inchoate or equitable grants, 

If a man in New Mexico, ora man in Arizona, or a man in California 
has a perfect title, the courts of the country are obliged to take cogni- 
zance of it and protect him. ‘That dismisses that part of the case, the 
perlect title part. Now, we come to the incohate titles, what the Su- 
preme Court very properly called the equitable titles. We come to 
what may be very properly termed concessions granted to A, B, ©, or 
D, or fifty or one hundred persons, different people, by the Mexican or 
the Spanish Government of so much Jand when certain things should 
have been done, when the land has been so long cultivated, when so 
many farmers, or herdsmen, or artisans have been settled upon it; 
when so many conditions have been performed, and which the grantee 
did not perform. 

In reply to the first question the Senator from Connecticut asks me, 
and in reply to the Senator from California, 1 want to state distinctly 
ihat in my judgment—I do not say that is the judgment of the com- 
mittee, for I should go far beyond what would be proper if I said that— 
the equity is very slight indeed upon this Government to go back and 
make valid and give life and right and power and vigor to a claim 
which for twenty-four or twenty-nine years the grantee or the con- 
cessee had not tried to make perfect under the demands of his country. 

I say that a court of equity does not sit in a civilized country under 
the sun that, when that court considers the immense increased value 
of that country, when it sees under the mere influence of the American 
flag and American law a country that was only worth one-third of a 
cent an acre is now worth a dollar and a quarter, or five, or ten, or 
twenty dollars—when it sees the lands neglected and that the grantees 
for twenty-five or twenty-nine years would not even assert their claims, 
when it sees these halls and passages and corridors and lobbies crowded 
with people seeking for those lands, it would say that 50,000 acres of 
American land is a grand and munificent compensation for 60,000 or 
100,000 of the wild waste of Mexico. ` 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave listened with great interest to the very elo- 
gnent speech which the Senator has made upon this subject, and I con- 

ess my want of acquaintance with these Mexican and Spanish grants, 
I never had any occasion as a practicing lawyer or as a student of law 
to give special attention to the subject, and the Senator, of course, is 
quite familiar with it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I never was, until very recently, myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to say repeatedly in the 
course of his argument that this bill applies only to equitable estates. 
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Mr, RANSOM. Yes, sir; inchoate or equitable estates. The Su- 
preme Court makes the two terms synonymous. 

Mr. SPOONER. That applies only to those estates which were 
granted upon condition, and as to which the conditions have not been 
performed, and which the Government of the United States as the 
successor, if you please, of the grantor may or may not at itssovereign 
will grant, regrant, or revoke. 

When I look at section 13 of this bill it seems to me it excludes, 
although I may be altogether mistaken, merely inchoate or equitable 
estates as to which the grantee has no legal right. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is a very broad exception in this bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Section 13 provides— 

That all the foregoing proceedings and rightsshall be conducted and decided 
subject to the following provisions, as well as to the other provisions of this 


act, namely: 
First, No claim shall be allowed that shall ey fp to be upon a title law- 
exico, and one 


fully and regulary derived from the Government of Spain or 
that at the date of the acquisition of the Territory by the United States the 
claimant would have had a lawful right to make perfect had the Territory not 
been acquired by the United States— 

That is not all— 
end that the United States are bound— 

Not as a matter of grace. Weare not bound to do anything asa 
matter of grace— 
and that the United States are bound, upon the principles of publiclaw, or by 
the provisions of the treaty of cession, to respect and permit to me complete 
and perfect. 

Now, does the Senator claim that that refers to a purely inchoate 
floating claim that the Government is at liberty to reject or to confirm 
as it chooses ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I think I can answer the Senator 
from Wisconsin. I certainly ean to my own satisfaction. I do not 
mean to ask him another question by way of answering his question, 
but by way of putting light upon this question I will ask the Senator 
if he does not think that that clause excludes perfected titles? Iam 
not doing it by way of debate. Iam only doingit to find the impres- 
sion upon the Senator’s mind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not at all clear as tothe distinction which the 
Senator draws or attempts to draw between an inchoate and a perlected 
title in this connection. I know the difference upon the general prin- 
ciples of law, but it seems to me, if I may be 
the Senator, that this subdivision to which I have just called his atten- 
tion excludes from contirmation and the consideration of the court any 
claim except one which under the laws of Mexico at the time this ter- 
ritory was acquired the grantee had a right in law to periect, and, 
second, the Government of the United States having by the treaty ac- 
quired the property, only such claims as the United States are bound 
upon the principles of public law or by contract to permit to become 
completed and perfected. * 

Now, Mr. President, Iam not at this moment able to understand 
upon what theory in the case covered by section 13, where the grantee 
under the Mexican Government is entitled from the United States, 
upon the principles of public law or by the provisious of the treaty of ces- 
sion, to perfect a grant of, if you please, 93,000 acres, it is proposed 
here to confine his recovery to a lesser number of acres. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator. I thought I had an- 
swered it, I do not care to repeat myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator’s answer, and the Sena- 
tor’s answer upon the ; 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for asking 
the question, because if I have not made myself clear, I desire to make 
myself clear. y - 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has made himself clear, and I think 
upon the Senator’s statement of the Jaw and the facts his answer to 
the question which I put tohim a little whileago wasa complete one. 
The Senator said this law was applicable only to inchoate grants, to 
grants which the Government had a right to recall if it saw fit 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator at once. I understand 
the Senator. 
Iam going to put to him. Every lawyer, every intelligent man, every 


permitted to say so to - 


I need not ask the Senator from Wisconsin the question ` 
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fair-minded man in the world will give the answer the Senator must 


give me. May not an inchoate, an equitable title have theforce of the 
law? Does it not have the force of law? But I say that in a large 


number of these cases—not perhaps in every one, far from it—I do not 


know what circumstances may have happened in the fulfillment of the 
obligations of these concessions in Mexico, but in a Jarge number of 
these cases the equity would be very meager indeed and very slight 
upon which a grant could be perfected. 

I thank the Senator trom Wisconsin for putting the question to me, 
for it may be that I did not in my general statement make myself as 
clear as I should have done. This bill does not deny, this bill does not 
pretend to deny, this bill ought not and should not deny the confirma- 
tion of any clear and definite and fair grant made by the Government 
of Mexico or the Government of Spain to a grantee. 

Mr, SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, the Senator will permit me 
to ask if it is a clear, definite, and fair t from the Government of 
Mexico, which ought to be confirmed use it is a clear, fair, and 
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definite grant, why should the recavery be limited by act of Congress 


to 11 leagues, when the clear, fair, definite grant by Mexico was larger | tion. 


than that? k 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator. Iam glad he has come 
to it; I thank him for bringing me right to that question. If it is a 
clear, fair, straight grant this bill does not deprive him of it in the 
least; this bill does not take an acre of land irom him, but this bill 
does not confirm that grant except for 50,000 acres and leaves him his 
remedy to come to Congress with the same right he has now and the 
same right he had under Mexico or Spain. . 

Mr. HOAR.. Will theSenator from North Carolina allow me to make 
a suggestion in that connection ? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will. 

Mr. HOAR. I was very much impressed by the argument of my 
honorable friend from New York [Mr. EVARTS] until I looked at the 
bill atter he made it, and it strack me that the bill was framed per- 
haps on this theory: Down to the present time we have treated the 
confirmation of these Spanish grants as a legislative question. It was 
an obligation like a Government bond which ordinarily does not go 
into the courts, and we settle in Congress what is the obligation. We 
settled the question whether they were payable in gold or currency, and 
soon. There area thousand public obligations which we treat and do 
not commit to the courts of the country. That is the case with most 
ofourtreaty obligations with foreign nations. We deal with them here. 

The fourth paragraph of section 13 provides that— = 

No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has hitherto been 
lawfully acted upon and decided by Congress, or under its authority, 

In other words, from the date of the treaty or the acquisition of this 
land until to-day we have treated the question of our obligations as to 
these titles, not ds a judicial one, but one to depend upon the sense of 
justice and of public obligation of Congress. Thatisaflirmed now in the 
bill. That is not objected to so far as I hear, and it was not objected to 
by the Senator from New York in his earnest argument, 

Now, this bill s tosay that all questions under this of public 
obligation having been determined by Congress hitherto and upto the 
pen time, we still reserve all questions above 11 leagues, if that 

the amount, as a legislative question, while even on the ground that 
Congress decides now, for instance, that there never was a lawful grant 
above 11 leagues, we do not mean to allow the courts to set one up. 
That we reserve for our own consideration. Then the bill says, begin- 
ning in section 12: 

That all claims which are by the provisionsof this act authorized to be pros- 
ecuted shall, at the end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no 
m in to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore pro- 


petitio respect 
vided, be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be doned and 
shall be forever barred. N * 


Then it goes on to say, in the seventh clause of section 13: 


Seventh. No confirmation shall in ang case be made or patent issued fora 
greater quantity than li square leagues of land to or in the right of any one 
original grantee or t, or in the right of any one original grant to two 
or more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity than was authorized by the 
respective laws n ot Mexico applicable to the claim. 


I should understand that to mean that u claim for a greater quantity 
was not authorized to be ted in a court. Where you say ina 
bill that the court shall not render judgment for more than $5,000 it 
would seem a pretty strong implication that a claim for more than 
$5,000 should not be prosecuted in the court and would be excluded 
from the court. Now certainly that would either be the construction 
of the act, or the alternative would be that anybody who saw fit, in- 
stead of prosecuting a suit, to come to Congress for a remedy hereafter, 
anybody who saw fit to disclaim so much of what he might conceive 
his claim, not exceeding 11 leagues, might sue for the. balance. 

The Senator from New York says, how are you going to determine 
whether he shall have a judgment for his best piece of land or his worst 

iece of land, or how is it just to give a man who claims 96,000 acres 

000? The answer is that the meaning of this bill seems to be that 

the man must determine thatfor himself. Hecan not come before this 

court for a claim except for some distinct land for which he wants the 

title confirmed, and he can not come before this court and have the 

title confirmed for above 11 leagues. 

` Mr. RANSOM. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Has he never known a man to bring suit for a much 
larger quantity of land than he secured by a judgment? 

Mr. HOAR. I was trying to come to the aid of the Senator from 
North Carolina, 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope so. ` 

Mr. HOAN. And I think my proposition may perhaps aid him. A 
man may undoubtediy bring a suit for $100,000 when he e to 
get a judgment for fifty; but you can bring suit fora specific thing like 
a horse in replevin ora hundred thousand acres of land in a real action 
when the court has not jurisdiction over replevins for horses or real ac- 
tions for 100,000 acres. You can bring a suit for 100,000 acres of land 
and get judgment for only 50,000 acres. 

Mr. President 


— — 


Mr. RANSOM. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a ques- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATY in chair), The Senator 
from North Carolina is entitled to the floor in his own right. 

Mr. RANSOM., A very wise man, a very great man, and in my judg- 
ment one of the greatest men who ever sat in this body, now a mem- 
ber of the Supreme Court, late aSenator from the State of Mississippi, 
once remarked to me when the Senator from Massachusetts was put- 
ting a question to somebody, Always think twice before you answer 
a question put by the Senator from Massachusetts,” and it was avery 
wise piece of advice. I want to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
one question. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me reply to this question. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir, not until I am done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RANSOM. Twill give way in one minute. If I understand 
the Senator from Massachusetts, he has declared that the court would 
not have jurisdiction except for the 40,000 acres or 11 leagues, The 
Senator sees exactly where I am coming to. If the court has not juris- 
diction of cases over 11 leagues, he knows that the grantee would not 
be bound by any action of the court, because it would be going beyond 
its strength if it touched the matter. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I will give way to the Senator from Nevada, and 
then answer the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Massachusetts probably sup- 
posed this was an action in ejectment or an action to recover a particu- 
lar piece of ground. If I can have the attention ot the Senator from 
Massachusetts a little while I think I can enlighten him somewhat on 
this subject. The question of recovering specific lands as in an action 
of ejectment will not arise in these proceedings. These claims are 
generally grants within exterior boundaries which are named in the 
grants and are sometimes miles away, including thousands and thou- 
sands of acres if you follow it out on the exterior boundaries, more than 
the land actually granted, and this provides, as all these bills provide, 
for the presenting of the claim. 

The first question is the validity of the claim, no matter of what size 
the claim is. The holder can present it and ascertain the validity of 
the claim. Then the next proposition is to have it surveyed. It oc- 
curs sometimes that the courts have had it done, and sometimes the 
land department locates it. This bill carries that out and then locates 
where it is, and if the parties come in and claim that they are entitled 
to a million acres of land somewhere within those bounds, the first 
thing to be investigated is whether they had any lands atall, and that 
having been ascertained, the land would be selected to the extent of 
the grant, if there is no other limitation upon it, within the exterior 
boundaries, but this puts a limitation as to the quantity. 

That limitation as to quantity was generally contained in the grants; 
for instance, 10 leagues, and then they would name certain exterior 
boundaries, The proposition then was to see whether the party had 
any claim at all, so that it is not a suit for a specifie thing, and the 
description does not describe any specific thing. It describes a coun- 
try, within which some land is to be subsequently ascertained, and 
ordinarily the grantee is supposed to have the right of selection of the, 
location of his lands within these exterior boundaries. 

So it is apparent that there will be no difficulty under this law at all. 
Whatever claim a person had he would not be thrown out of court. 
If he had a valid claim he would have it confirmed, and if there was 
no limitation he would have a limitation placed upon it by an original 
grant, and if there was a further limitation placed upon it by Congress 
he has the selection. 

I do not think there will be any difficulty or hardship in this. If 
injustice should be done in a particular case the party would have the 
advantage under this bill of having the main question determined that 
he had a valid title, and all can have that question determined, which 
will be very important. Then having avalid grant, ifhe does not get 
what he is entitled to, he can come to Congress; and this, as I said the 
other day, is entirely in harmony with former legislation upon this 
same question. Take forexample Florida. There laws were 
appointing a commission and authorizing them to examine the titles 
and report upon them, and where tlie title did not exceed 2,500 acres 
they could confirm it absolutely. All the small claims were confirmed 
in that way in Florida, and the others were reported to Congress that 
further proceedings might be had. 

This is to organize a court to investigate these titles. They will be 
presented and the court can confirm them to the extent of 48,000 acres. 
If there is any hardship that comes from that we can hereafter meet that 
question. This has been considered so often in the Senate and bysuch 
eminent men and passed here with this limitation so frequently, that 
I came tothe conclusion—first I objected to the limitation, but I finally 
came to the conclusion, on thinking it all over, that it was best to let 
the bill pass in this shape; that it would cover the most meritorious 
cases, and those cases where the claimants have an excess will be open 
for further consideration of the confirmation of that title, and I think 
those having interests there had better accept this limitation. 
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Mr. RANSOM. I feel that I have taken up too much of the valu- 
able time of the Senate at this late day in the session. I simply have 
a word further to say. Atter very careful investigation of the question 
myself—and I am saying this in to the general remark I made 
about the invalidity and worthiessness of most of these claims—I have 
no doubt that there are some claims and many claims that Congress or 
a court of equity or even a court of law would confirm and that ought 
to be confirmed. . f 

I wish to repeat again that I have been a little surprised not to see 
my friend from Kansas here. I have been surprised, if I may take the 
liberty of saying so, at my friend from Colorado, and I have been sur- 

after we have had this question here for eighteen years certainly, 
and probably before, at the objections made to the bill. There are no 
clauses in this bill but what have passed the fire of the Senate now five 
times. ‘This is the first time we have had a vote or shall have a vote 
upon the question of whether there should be a special court for this 

service or whether it should be the regular court of the Terri- 
tory. That provision of the special court is new; at least the Senate 
has but once upon it, and one other provision in the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Nevada is new, and that has been amended 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

Now, I hope it is not amiss for me to say that the governor of New 
Mexico and the delegation appointed by the people of New Mexico 
have been before the committee and explained their wishes and their 
views upon the bill, and the last objection that they have had to it was 
that they did not think we had made the bill as broad as it ought to 
be in reference to the small holders, the occupants by possession in the 
Territory, and we made it as broad as they desired it. 

The Senator from Colorado touk occasion this morning to say, and 
pom very properly—I find no fault with him forsaying it—that all 

e Senators and all the people of the country who are interested in 
this bill did not approve of it, but Senators 2,000 miles away from 
there were favoring the bill. There is the Senator from Nevada; there 
is the Delegate from New Mexico; there is the governor of New Mex- 
ico. Is that all, sir? Where did this bill have its origin? It has the 
sanction here of Judge Thurman, of the senior Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epwunps], of Mr. Justice and Senator Davis, of Illinois, of Mr. 
Garland, ex-Attorney-General of the United States. It has the sanc- 
tion of a majority of the Senate by four votes to one for the last eight- 
een bers This is the sanction with which it is presented to-day. 

The bill may not meet and does not meet and can not meet every 
emergency or exception that may arise. It is impossible that any bill 
for the first time constructed and passed upon a new subject can meet 
all the difficulties and exceptions that may arise. Mr, President, this 
great thing, this beautiful thing that we call equity, this grandest of 
all human principles of law, this principle that tempers the law and 
makes it nearer the law of nature and of God, had its origin and has 
had its maintenance since in the great fact that no law can be made to 
meet all the hardships and all the difficulties that may occur in its 
administration, 

The le of New Mexico and of Arizona are crying for this law. 
Their Legislatures have appealed to Congress, their governors have ap- 
pealed to Congress, representatives from the people have appealed to 
Congress, The President of the United States sent a message to the 
Senate based upon a law written by the Mexican minister to the late 
Secretary of State, asking.us to act upon this matter. I hope, sir, the 
bill will pass after we have heard gentlemen upon it as well as we can. 
I am very sorry that I have detained the Senate so long. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question before he 
closes ? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Worcorr]—and I believe that is the pending question—says: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
83 of land than was originally granted by the Government un- 

w the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was mace. 

Now, I see in section 6 your bill provides: 

That it shall and be lawful for any person or persons or corporation, or 
their legal ntatives, claiming lands within the limits of the territory de- 
rived by the United States from the Republic of Mexico and now embraced 
within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within 
the States of Nevada or of Colorado, by virtue of any such Spanish or Mexican 
grant, concession, warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to reeog- 
nize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico 
to the United States which at the date of the passage of this act haye not been 
confirmed by act of Congress, or otherwise finally decided u by lawful! au- 
thority, and which have not become complete and perfect, 3 such case 
to present a petition, ete. 

That would seem to indicate in the use of the words Spanish or 
Mexican“ an origin of title from two different sources, one probably 
from the mother country, Spain, and one from Mexico. Now, theSen- 
ator in his remarks this morning, in discussing the quantity to be in- 
cluded in a grant, referred to the Mexican act of 1824, which confines 
the amount of the grants to 11 leagues. Were there not grants of lands 
within the territory ceded to the United States prior to that time, and 
if so, under what law were they granted and what were the amounts? 

Mr. RANSOM. Is that the question the Senator wants me to 
answer? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will try and not go over the same ground I have 
already occupied, I do not know how many donot know whether 
five or five hnndred—but there were grants made by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment before the Mexican Government as a government was estab- 
lished, before 1821, but none, ifany, of those grants had been com- 
plied with. I want the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam listening : 

Mr. RANSOM. If the conditions of those grants had been fulfilled, 
if they had been completed and perfected and the grantees had been 
placed by the Spanish or Mexican Government in possession, this bill 
does not apply to them. If for the twenty-four years from the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the twenty-nine years from August 4, 1824, 
to 1853, the date of the Gadsden purchase, the grantees of those claims 
had not completed their grants, had done nothing to complete them, 
had not improved them, had not cultivated the land, had not brought in 
population, then I, for one, say that 50,000 acres of land toa man with 
a grant of that character will be a gracious act upon the part of this 
Government, and instead of his complaining that we are refusing him 
iustice, he ought to hold up his hands and thank us that we have 
given him a chance for 50,000 acres of land where he had not fulfilled 
the conditions of his contract. I stated, but the Senator from Mis- 
souri did not hear me, that four times during the twenty-four years, 
from 1824 to 1848, the Mexican Government called upon these grantees 
to fulfill their conditions and complete their grants; that it threatened 
a denouncemient or a forfeiture of the grant itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did that denouncement ever take place? 

Mr. RANSOM. I am sorry I can not tell the Senator about that. 
I have tried to find ont and I have failed to find out. There isa very in- 
teresting question upon that subject. I have desired to find out how 
many ot these land grants Mexico has confirmed in the last seventy 
years. I know this much, I see it in the history, that in 1853 the dic- 
tator Santa Anna revoked and annulled every one of the grants. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In 1853? That was after the cession. 

Mr. RANSOM. After the cession of one part of the territory, I 
am not claiming under that. L only state it. I dismiss that. It has 
nothing to do with this case. The Mexican Government aſterwards 
revoked that decree. 

Now, Mr. President, let me say tothe Senator from Missouri that 
this whole question here is whether these grantees—I call them such 
to avoid any circumloeution—did their duty and complied with the 
conditions of their grants and havea perfect title. Ifso, this bill does 
nottouch them, and there is not a court in one of the Territoriesor one 
of the States that will not enforce or defend their rights. If they have 
slept upon these concessions, if they did not do their duty and try to 
secure these grants, it is a bad course for them to come here and find 
fault because we will not do, as Congress did in one grant, give them 
1, 700,00 acres and in another grant 1,000,000 acres of land. 

Here is the argument that I have addressed to the equity and the 
judgmentoftheSenate, You take an aere of land in Mexicoto-day that 
has stood there, and it would sell as it sold forty or fifty or one hun- 
dred years ago, at a quarter or half a centan acre. Across the lines 
under the laws of this Republie it is worth $1, $5, $10, or $20 an 
acre. If any man, if any claimant, if any grantee has an inchoate, 
an equitable title, if he has a title that in the judgment of my friend 
from Colorado or my friend from Connecticut or my friend from Cali- 
fornia would entitle him to relief and recovery, all he will have to do 
after he has got his 50,000 acres is to come to Congress and ask for the 
residue of his claim. Ido not know but what in the near fature it 
will be developed by this court thatthis bill ought to be amended, and 
a larger or a smaller and narrower provision made in this respect; but 
T say this much: This bill to-day, if it is passed, does not take the 
shadow of right or of property from any human being, for it secures 
every poor man in the possession in New Mexico of his home without 
cost, and where a man has an inchoate equitable title and he can prove 
it, it gives him 50,000 acres of land and leayes him the same remedy 
he has now for the rest before Congress. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator before he con- 
cludes, if the committee has no data in regard to these denounced land 
grants. Has our Government obtained from the Mexican Government 
no information in regard to the claims which have been denounced by 
the Mexican Government, or which have been or which thereby became 
forfeited? 

Mr. RANSOM. TI hate to keep the Senate so long; Iam almost tired 
of hearing myself. If there is any information of that sort I have not 
been able to lay my hand upon it. I do not know that it is exactly 
e to the Senntor's question, but I think it will throw some 

ight upon this subject when I state that the population of New Mexico 
in 1850 was 61,000 people. ‘That was the population, and then they 
were claiming, ata low calculation, 50,000,000 acres of the lands in that 
Territory. They were met, confronted, and beaten down by the absurd 
enormity of the claims presented to Congress and to the Interior De- 
partment for settlement. 

I do not want to repeat what I said the other day. I have no right 
to appeal to the Senate in this way, but, as the chairman of this eom- 
mittee, looking, in my feeble way, into our duty in respect to these 


* 
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lands, I must say to the Senate that they can not act too cautiously and 
too prudently and with too much reserve upon this question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not assume to be learned in the 
matter of Spanish and Mexican laws or the laws of these Territories in 
general, but I have one advantage of having no possibleinterest in this 


matter. I do not know a claimant; I do not know any man in posses- 
sion whose title is disputed. I look at the bill before us as a perfect 
stranger, 


The United States commenced a war of aggression upon Mexico and 
got the better in the fight. It kept possession of a vast area of land, 
but it set the good example after all, having gone that far, of paying 
Mexico $15,000,000 for the land takeu, and agreeing in addition to pay 
elaims to the extent of not more than three and one-quarter millions. 
So far so good. 

Then in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, made in the face of all the 
circumstances that have been discussed at length here since this bill 
has been pending, we promised to make good everybody’s land claim, 
and in section after section, tried, as the treaty shows upon its face, to 
be honorable and just about the whole matter. 

Now we are confronted with the fact that there have been some cloudy 
and doubtful titles down there. The Spanish rulers and after them 
the Mexican authorities, and I do not know but some of the Mexican 
States individually, were in the habit of throwing out freely a deed or 
some sort of paper or authority for taking possession of tracts of land, 
large and small, in their unoccupied and, it you look at it then, almost 
useless, territory, By the treaty aforesaid we agreed to m&ke good all 
equitable and just claims of all these people, whether they were in 

ion or not in possession, and we did not say anything about 11 
i es or any other limitation of any kind. We took itas we found it 
ee to do as near as we could whatever Spain and Mexico be- 
fore us had promised to do. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Senator allow me on that point, which has 
been mentioned several times, to just show what we did agree to do? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir; give the protocol. I have read it, but I 
am quite willing to have the Senator read it, because it will gointo my 
remar 


ks. 
Mr. REAGAN. The second article of the protocol of the treaty 
with Mexico provides: 

2, The American Government by suppressing the tenth article of the treaty 
of Guadalupe did not in any way intend to annulthe grants of lands made by 
Mexico in the ceded territories, These grants, notwithstanding the suppression 
of the article of the treaty, preserve the legal value which they may possess, 
and the grantees may cause their legitimate [titles] to be acknowledged before 
the American tribunals. 

So that the Senate will see that it speaks only of | ete and titles, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The language of the treaty and the protocol is 
The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RAN- 
som] reminded me that we had acommission in this matter under the 
law of 1854, I think it was. I was aware of that. I think it was a 
very good commission. I think the purpose was good and the work of 
it was good, I think we might imitate it and improve upon it, and 
renew thatsort of work in settling these titles to betteradvantage than 
we are likely to do by the bill now before the Senate. 

The reading of it, induenced by nobody's arguments pro or con, 


_ when this bill was before the Senate in the good old colony days, I had 


may go to the court created by this bill; and if they do not go; 
o 


almost said, prejudiced me against it from the start. I will say that 
if we doubted the titles of some of the people in possession there, we, 
the United States being a sovereign, have the rightof eminent domain, 
and being a sort of residuary legatee to lands not already taken up, 
would be under an obligation to bring suit ourselves, to go out and 
search out the people who were trespassers upon lands or were practi- 
cally tres upon United States lands, seek them out and bring 
suit against them, and take them before our courts and eject them. 

That seems to me the natural course now. I do not see why there 
should not be a revision and reserve if necessary, an examination of 
these existing surveys, a mapping out of the lands that are now pub- 
lic lands of the United States, and an examination of the lands outside 
of that line which could be very well defined I suppose, and then call 
upon men who were trespassers to get out. 

On the other hand, what do we do by this bill? We say, to con- 
dense it, that persons claiming title in said Territories to lands which 
at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act of 
Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority,“ and 
‘which have not become complete and perfect,” may go into court. 

I think that clause is surplusage. The perons holding the titles 
which are claimed which at the date of the passage of this act have 
not been confirmed by act of Congress orotherwise finally decided upon 
by lawful authority ™ are to go into court. If their claims have been 
finally decided by lawful authority they have become complete and 

fect beyond question; and if that has not been done, they have not 
come complete and perfect. Persons therefore claiming titles which 
at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act 
of Congress or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority ” 
if rest- 
ing in the perfect confidence that their titles are good they do not go, 
atthe end of two years they have lost their possessions, 
Now, they may be people in the second, third, fourth, fifth, or sixth 


degrees in the holding of these lands. Smith bought from Jones, and 
Jones from Robinson, and Robinson from Wilcox, and so on, up to the 
man who gave $100 for an old pa of parchment that a Spaniard had, 
and Smith, now in possession, having held this land since 1848, since 
we took possession of that country, and the old Mexican having evi- 
dently lived there for a generation or two, Smith now has no more doubt 
than the old hidalgo had that the title is perfect, and he does not come 
into your court, and so he is gone 5 within two years. 

Resting there calmly in the midst of his flocks and herds, he is in- 
formed by a United States marshal ‘‘this is all Government land.” 
He asks what is the matter. He is told, Your title is not complete 
and has not become complete and perfect; it has not been confirmed 
by Congress or otherwise decided upon by lawiul authority.“ He says, 
“All I know about is the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.“ Tes, 
but you should in addition have come before a certain court two or 
three years ago or five years ago or ten years ago, and have shown that 
your title was good.“ Why,“ says he, nobody in the world ever 
before told me that my title was doubtful in the slightest degree, and 
this is the first that I have heard of it.“ The lawyers sit down with 
him, or the marshal it he is kind, and explains that there were certain 
defects in that title, and it was his duty to have come forward and 
have the thing examined and perfected. 

I submit that a law which is obviously susceptible of leading to such 
misfortunes and injustices is not a wise law. 

I have another objection to it. It says: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a greater quan- 
tity than 11 leagues of land, 

I have again and again asked Senators in conversation, and I asked 
it four or six years ago, for aught I know, how they could justify that. 
A Senator has actually said here within an hour that the court could 
confirm the title, perhaps pass favorably upon the papers, or the evi- 
dence as to possession, and all that, and then give the man a paper 
that would authorize him in taking 11 leagues of land to shift around 
aut float around upona big grant until he found a good spot and take 
that. 


A Senator has said within an hour that then the poor claimant, hay- 
ing gone through the mill of an act intended to give eternal péace to 
the Territories, might come to Congress for a remedy to obtain 5 or 10 
leagues more. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
100,000 acres. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Under the old commissioners possibly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me one 
moment? I wish the particular attention of the Senate to the state- 
ment Lam going to make. 

Mr. HAWLEY, It it is really an argument, I can not yield. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is simply a statement. It is an answer to 
question put by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ifthe Senator is going to answer what I stated, I 
should like to enlarge my question a little. In the first place, as I 
understand, if the Senator from Connecticut will allow me, there are 
gtants which contain more than 11 leagues which have been confirmed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now suppos 

Mr. RANSOM. Right there I desire to say 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HAWLEY. For a moment. 

Mr. RANSOM. Right there I desire to put in my answer, I have 
here the debate upon this question which occurred six years ago, a very 
long and a very able debate, and the statement was made there by the 
Jate chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims, Mr. Bayard, 
and he challenged contradiction, and the statement was concurred in 
by the Senate, that in the whole history of these California, New 
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Colorado, and other land grants, in no instance 
had a coart recognized more than 11 leagues. The then Senator from 
Arkansas, Mr. Garland, thought there was one case perhaps in which 
it was slightly exceeded, but I have not been able to find the case. 
Mr. Bayard stated then that there was no case inthe courts where they 
had given a judgment for more than 11 leagues, and he was asked this 
question in the debate: 

In the Mariposa land grant did not the Supreme Court of the United States 
allow more than 11 leagues? 

And the answer was: 

No, not quite 10 leagues. 


Mr. PLATT. What case was that? 
Mr. RANSOM. Not quite 10 leagues in the Mariposa land grant. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to say that if that be so the Senator has 
not helped his bill at all, because there has been put in quite unneces- 
sarily a clause which apparently refuses to carry out an honorable bar- 
gain. Before 1824 Spain was perfectly at liberty to give grants as large 
as she chose, and after 1824 Mexico said that none should be valid 
beyond 11 leagues. I suppose there may be some of the old Spanish 
nts— 
Mr. RANSOM. Congress confirmed two grants, one of them for 
1, 700. 000 acres and the other for 1,000,000 acres, 


I understand there have been confirmed grants for 
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Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I think there are too many up at once. I under- 
staud the Senator from North Carolina to say that there have been con- 
firmations of land of 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM. By Congress. 


Will the Senator allow me a moment? 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not care by whom. They were e grants. 

Mr. RANSOM. That is one of the reasons, one of the facts, that 
made the Interior Department and the Government halt. It was, I 
sup , the fact, the thing itself, that made the Government stop in 
confirming these: land grants. Congress, no doubt, in its conscience, 
believed it was right to confirm the grant of 1,700,000 acres and another 
grant of a million acres, 

Mr. HAWLEY. That answers my purpose. There has been con- 
firmation, then, of land grants that have covered more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. RANSOM, Not by the courts, but by Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Exactly. Lunderstaud. The Senator has helped 
me to do mischief to the bill. This bill intends to put this thing in 
the hands of the courts, who can not give more than that because the 


courts can not be trusted, while Congress might carry out. the bargain, 


and confirm an old grant. I say Ido not care one farthing whether 
there is an old graut living that covers more than 11 leagues; I protest 
against that language in the bill. If we have sworn to our hurt, let 
us keep the bargain, and if keeping the bargain will not hurt us, then 
I suppose some men will say keep it.“ I understand there are any 
number of these grants covering more than 11 leagues. 

Mr. MORGAN, I wish to call attention to an act of the Mexican 
Congress dated in 1823. Article 3 of the act of the Mexican Congress 
of January 4, 1823, provides: 

That empresarios who shall introduce at least two hundred families, shall 

8 contract with the Executive, inform him of their resources, and 
8 o be pursued, to enable the Executive to designate the province, 
ete. 

In which, of course, province means the territory“ in which 
the grant was to be located. 

Arr. 19. To each empresario who introduces and establishes two hundred 
families shall be granted at the rate of 3 haciendas and 2 labors (equal to abont 
66.775 acres), but he will lose the right of property over said land unless popu- 
lated and cultivated in twelve years from the date of concession. ‘The pre- 
mium can not exceed 9 haciendas and 6 labors, whatever may be the number of 
families he introduces (equal to 200,324 acres), 

By article 20— 


The proprietors of said lands at the end of twenty years must alienate two- 
thirds of the same by sale or in any other manner they please. 


And by article 2i— 

The provision contained in articles 19and 20 are understood as governing 
contracts made in six months from the 4th January, 1823; after that time the 
Executive cau diminish the premium as he may deem proper, 

That is in regard to the lands in California, lands in North Colorado, 
and all lands that belong to the Territory —— 

Mr. HAWLEY rose. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator will excuse me just a second. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Those are grants going above 11 leagues. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, very far above 11 leagues and made by 
the federal government of Mexico in the tei ritories. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina, if I did not misunderstand 
him entirely, said that the word “territory ’’ used in the Mexican 
land grants, or in respect of the Mexican land grants by our courts, had 
reference to an area, and not to a political division. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yon misunderstood me. 

Mr. MORGAN, Did 12 

Mr. RANSOM. Les, sir. Isaid they used the word “ territories’? 
where we would use the word States. 

Mr. MORGAN, That is quite a mistake. 

Mr. KANSOM. Perhaps I am mistaken, but I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. In the constitution of the United States of Mexico 
adopted in 1824, which I have before me, part 5, title 2, it is provided: 

5. The parts of this federation are the states and territories as follows: The 
state of the Chiapas, Chihuahua, Coahuila and Texas, Durango, Guanajuato, 
Mexico, Michoacan, New Leon, Oajaca, Puebla de los Angeles, Queratero, San 
Luis Potosi, Sonora and Sinaloa, Tobasco, Tamaulipas, Vera Cruz, 


Xalisco, Yu- 
catan, Zacatecas; the Territory of Upper California, Lower California, Colima 
and — Fé of New Mexico—a constitutional Jaw shall fix the character of 
Taxcala, 


Showing that the territories of Mexico were not in any sense states, 
and the word ‘‘territory’’ was never used to designate a state, because 
they are the political divisions of the country. It is in respect of those 
territories mentioned in this constitution that the federal government 
of Mexico had the right of disposal, but when the Government of Mex- 
ico was formed, the republic was formed succeeding the empire under 
Iturbide, the states of Mexico, like Virginia and the original thirteen, 
owned all the land within their borders and had claims like our States 
had upon lands ontlying beyond their borders. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe Texas was a state of Mexico, was it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. “Coahuila and Texas“ are mentioned in this con- 
stitution as a state, but they separated from each other. Coahuila 
went off by itself and rejected Texas because she wasan uproarious 
young sister and could not be handled; she was a rebellionist, a seces- 
sionist, the only time I ever knew the Government of the United States 
to have any affection for a seceding state, except at the time of the old 
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thirteen, but since then they never had any affection for seceding states 


until they took Texas, and they took Texas into their bosom with the 
greatest -prende haste and to the perfect delight of all parties con- 
cerned, and the balance, but Texas claimed that she owned her 
lands, and no doubt she did, 

She did not buy them from Mexico and she did not buy them from 
the United States, and yet she has got them. She got them by con- 
quest, by merely driving out a political power. Coahuila had the same 
right exactly as Texas had, and Sonora and Sinaloa had the same right, 
and all the border States had the same right; but California did not 
have it—neither Upper nor Lower Calitornia—nor did these other Ter- 
ritories mentioned here. Mexico has still got, I think, twenty-one 
states and three territories, 

I merely wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut 
to the fact that this matter about confining the power of the courts to 
11 leagues came out of that federal law of Mexico, by which Mexico 
disposed of her domain in areas not larger than 11 leagues, what she 
owned in her then territories, not in states. There is not a lawyer 
on this floor who can show a grant from 1824 down to this time in the 
state of Sinaloa or in Sonora, or any other Mexican state, where the 
full record is not kept in the state instead of by the federal govern- 
ment. You will go in vain to look for a record ora land grant in the 
Mexican capital within any state of the Mexican Republic. You can 
not find one; they are allin the archives of the different states, and the 
surveys are made under warrants issued by the states, 

Mr. RANSOM. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Connec- 
ticut and the Senator from Alabama, [ should like to read a paragraph 
upon this question irom the most distinguished case, I understand, 
that ever was decided in Texas. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Texas decisions were all made in regard to 
this very law of 1824, which the Senator has referred to, where the 
grants are empresario grants, 

Mr. RANSOM, ~- Exactly so, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Alabama will have an 
opportunity to explain further. : 

Mr. MORGAN. The empresario grants were grants made to cap- 
tains of emigrants who purchased the grant—it was considered a p 
chase—on condition that he would bring a certain number of fa 
within a certain time upona certain area of land within the territory 
of Mexico. 

Mr. STEWART. Within the last few years there have been con- 
tracts made by the general government for surveying lands in the 
various states of Mexico, in Sonora ahd Chihuahua and other places, 
giving them a percentage of the land if they would survey it. I have 
seen the contracts, 

Mr, MORGAN. The Senator is wrong about that, The general 
Government of Mexico has not a foot of land in Sonora. 

Mr. STEWART. She is making grants there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no, I beg pardon of the Senator; I have never 
heard of one such grant. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, I resume the floor, I re- 


peat, and then I leave it, that I have heard nobody fairly and squarely 
assert that we are right in declaring that we will not give over 11 
leagues under any circumstances. There is not a lawyer or a Senator 
who has said it squarely and fairly. He has apol ; he has said 
it was too much, That is not the question. He said that the 
land has become very valuable. That is not the question. The ques- 
tion is what we promised by the treaty. 

I hope we all resemble this bill in one respect. It grows better as 
it grows older; it is a venerable friend. Originally it said that in all 
cases where the court decided for the tenant or the claimant, in all the 
cases in which the decision was against the National Goverement, the 
United States attorney should take an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Mind that the bill in its then form did not protect 
some of the small tracts and small holdings as it does now, and that 
everybody who was hauled into court and everybody who won his case 
should have his case carried to the Supreme Court on all questions of 
law and all questions of fact, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States should be at liberty (and of course if the thing was doubtful it 
would be its duty) to bring in more evidence, 

Now, I am not a practitioner; I believe my name is on the roll, but 
I never had a fee for practicing before the Supreme Court of the United 
States. However, I should be astonished to go in there some time a 
few years hence and find a few Mexicans there trying to defend their 
title to 1,500 acres of land that they held since 1848, and b up 
there their little bits of local evidence, bringing Tom, Dick, an 
two or three thousand miles to help them testify before the nine judges 
of the great Supreme Court and protect them in the title to that 
and compelled to come there by a Government which did not seek 


them and bring against them a writ of ejectment and a before a 
court, but which said to them ‘‘Go and do this, or wi two years 
you will lose all your land.” 

On any such appeal— 4 

I read from the bill— 


the Supreme Court shall retry the 


as well the issues of fact as of law, and 
may take testimony in addition to that 


n in the court below, and may amend 
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the record of the proceedings below as truth and ee tones wie lame on 
retris! hearing every question shall be open, and the ot the 
— Gents thereon shall bo final and conclusive. 

I do not see how they could go any further except for the suggestion 
of the Senator from Nevada that it they did not then get justice they 
might come to Congress, which is where they started. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator to read from the bill 

-that the Supreme Court is on appeal to examine witnesses and take 
testimony ? : 
` Mr, WOLCOTT. And try the case de novo. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will read it again. 

Mr. PLATT. Not oral testimony. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not? There is no limitation. I think there 
is perhaps a provision that it may be taken by deposition, but Lam not 
sure. But this is just what it says: 


On any such appeal the 5 me Court shall the cause, as well the issues 
of fact as of law, and may testimony in addition to that given in the court 
below. aud may amend the record of the proceedings below as truth and justice 
may uire; and on such retrial and hearing every question shail be open, and 
the decision of the Supreme Court thereon shall be final and conclusive. 


Mr. PLATT. With regard to that taking of testimony, it would 
have to be done under the rules of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, Isupposeso. They would not bring witnesses. 

Mr. PLATT. The rules of the Supreme Court require that all testi- 
mony shall be taken by depositions except in those States where oral 
testimony is allowed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But this presents a new jurisdiction to the Su- 
preme Court, and they would have to modify their rules so that they 
could examine witnesses orally if they should see fit. This proposed 
law gives them authority to do so, and it seems to imply that it is their 
duty to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. I correct myself. So far as the Supreme Court is con- 
cerned I suppose its rules would require this testimony to be taken by 


deposition. In cases which are tried in the States in the difterent cir- |. 


ts or districts sometimes oral testimony is introduced in conformity 
to the practice of those States, but I do not suppose there could be any 
oral testimony in the Supreme Court under this bill. i 
Mr. HAWLEY. That the practitioners can say much better than I 
can. Quite likely not. It makes very little difference so far as the 
expense, the labor, and the torment of the claimant may be. He has 
to take testimony alter his case has been carried to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. But they have not got through with him then. 
If a patent is to be issued to him, there is to be a survey. ‘The limits 
are to be carefully defined, and then— 
and plat 
Sorts inte sation, newt te. Fecpect of which m „„ 
issued, shall be paid by the claimant or patentee, and xhall be a lien on said 


land, which may be enforved by the sale of so much thereof as may be neces- 
- sary for that purpose, after a default of payment thereof. 


A man who had no doubt for forty years that his title was perfect is 
brought up to the Supreme Court of the United States at very heavy 
expense, and then he has to pay for the expenses of survey, having 
known all about his land for a generation or two. 

There are other minor provisions that I should like to criticise, but 
pee Pie my judgment, are sufficient. The whole process is wrong. 
The United States is a claimant itself against the men in possession 
and should bring its writ of ejectment. As to those who have never 

taken possession, but have Spanish and Mexican papers entitling them 
to it, we are safe enough. They must come to the Land Office of the 
Interior Department to perfect und we can then defend ourselves. 
We shall be respondent and they claimant. 

Mr. WO obtained the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to make 
an observation in reference to the argument just made by the Senator 
from Connecticut? á 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Connecticut seems to me to be 

- Jaboring in his argument, while naturally he should make it, under a 
very thorough and radical mistake, and that is in assuming that these 
large grants of land are in the possession of old Mexicans and people 
who occupy them. I venture the statement that there is not one in 
forty of them but what is owned by speculators, who never plowed a 
furrow on the land or owned a little stock on it. They are in the hands 
of not settlers at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not overlook the fact that there might be a 
succession of holders there, because I illustrated by the patents of 
Robinson, Smith, Wilcox, and others. But while there may be spec- 
ulators whose original title was fouaded in nothing, let us suppose that 
on the whole a majority of the people are not thieves, and there may 
be men who have bought from purchaser to purchaser, and who may 
honestly be entitled to the land. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado has taken the floor. Does 
he desire to go on to-night ? 

Mr. WO I should prefer very much to go on in the morn- 


ing. I have been waitingin the hope of having an opportunity to speak 

to my amendment. There are a number of citations I desire to call 

the attention of the Senate to, and I could probably have them so codi- 
time, j 


fied to-morrow as to save some 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the Senator from Maine about to make a motion to 
adjourn ? r 

Mr. HALE. I rose to move on executive session, 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to ask that the pending bill be informally 
Jaid aside that we might take up some of the labor bills for about an 


ur, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado, before he yields the 
floor, allow me to read a section or so of the colonization law of 1824? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir. Inasmuch as it seems to be the sense of 
the Senate that this bill should be taken up and carried on to its con- 
clusion, I prefer in such orderly manner as I may, when it suits the 
pleasure of the Senate, to speak to this amendment and to speak to it 
at some little length, perhaps for half or three-quarters of an hour. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not interpose any objection to that. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no objection to that motion, the pending 
bill not losing its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be the unfinished business 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the question is put on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, the Senator from Alabama desires to read the Mex- 
ican colonization law of 1824. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire merely, by consent of the Senator from Col- 
orado, to read three sections of the act, which I think will profit him 
in his argument. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Tam anxious to hear it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is what is called the colonization law of the state 
of Coahuila and Texas. They were then states in the Mexican Re- 
public. 

Article 1— 
Recollect this emanates from the state— 


All foreigners who, in virtue of the general law of the 18th of August, 1824, 
which guaranties the security of their persons and rty in this republic, 
shall wish to emigrate to any of the sevtiements of siate of Conh: and 
Texas, are permitted to do so; and thesaid state invites and calls them. 


Emigrate to that state. It goes on then and makes provision 
about the kind of people who are to come there: 


ART. 9. Contracts made by the contractors or empresarios with the families 
which come at their expense shall be guarantied by this law so far as they are 
in conformity with the provisions thereof, 


That is, the contracts are guarantied by the state. 


ART. 10. In the distribution of lands a preference shall be given to the mii- 
tary in consideration of the patents issued them by the supreme executive 
entitling teu: to tana, and to Mexican citizens not military, between whom no 
other distinction shall be made than such as is founded in their special merit 
and services rendered the country, or in equal circumstances a residence in the 
place where the Jand is situated. The quantity, whereby the lands are to be 
distributed, shall be designated in the following articles. 


It then goes on in article 11 to show what is a league, and what is a 
sitio, and what is a vera. 


Art, 12. Adopting the aforesaid unit as a standard, and observing the dis- 
tinction to be made on distributing lands between ing lands of those suit- 
able for raising stock, and irrigable tillage land and that which is not irrigable, 
this law shall grant to the contractor or contractors for forming new settlements 
five sitios of grazing land and five labores, of which at least one-half shall be 
land not irrigable, for every hundred families they shall introduce and estab- 
lish in the state; but they shall receive this premium only for eight hundred 
families, although they should introduce more; and no fraction whatever, not 
5 one hundred, shall entitle them toa premium, not even proportion- 
ally. 

Then it proceeds further to show that the contractor must pay the 
cost of the survey. Then, in article 22: 

Aur. 22. The new settlers shall pay to the state, as an acknowledgment for 
each sitio of E land, $30; for each labor not irrigable, two and one-half; 
and for each that is irrigable, three and one-half; and so on proportionally ac- 
cording to the class and quantity of land distributed to them; but the payment 
thereof need not be completed under six years from settlement, and in three in- 
stallments; the first in four, the second in five, and the third in six years, under 
a penalty of forfeiting the land for a failure in any of the said payments, The 
contractors and the military mentioned in article 10 shall be exempt from this 

ent; the former as regards the Jands granted them as a premium, and the 
ter tor that which they obtain agreeably to their patents. 


These are state decrees, showing that the title comes from the state, 
and every feature connected with it is a state transaction and not a 
federal transaction. 


Mr. RANSOM. Now, will the Senator from Colorado, as there is a ` 


little involuntary difference between my friend from Alabama and my- 
self on this question, allow me to read only one paragraph ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. _I think the difference seems entirely voluntary, 
but I am very glad to bave the Senator read whatever he wishes. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to read one paragraph to settle the whole 
of this question about the grants made by those states conforming to 
the general law.. I read from page 390, volume 7, of Texas Reports. 
I read from the brief of Judge Hancock, of Texas, a gentleman well 
known to many Senators here, and I am informed by the Senators 
from Texas that he is one ot the ablest lawyers in the State: 


Coahuila and Texas, in the colonization law of the 24th of 1835, expressly 
refers to and recognizes the governing foree of the national colonization law; 
and,in the seventeenth Datla of ould —— Gave directs that the 


twelfth article of the general law should be 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr, HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes 
15 m. ) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, September 25, 
890, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 24, 1890. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
William Clarence Braisted, a resident of Michigan, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the United States Navy. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Second Lieut. George Barnett, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
first lieutenant in that corps. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Additional Second Lieut. Chester Harding, to be second lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Charles L. Potter, to be first lientenant. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, September 24, 1890, 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CORRECTION IN AN ENROLLED BILL. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention ofthe House 
to.a bill which has been enrolled, granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. In the body of the bill the name is stated as 
“Mary H. Cushing.” The Chair understands the correction should be 
made to correspond with the title, and that it should be Mary B. 
Cushing.” 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I have just received a telegram frém 
my colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Missouri], dated September 23, in reply 
to an inguiry I sent him at the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 
LMr. KENNEDY], a member ofthe committee, and he wires me that the 
correct name is y B. Cushing; and in this connection I offer the 
following resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ' 


: Resolved by the House 0; resentatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the ee be 83 the enrollment of the bill (H. E. 11773) granting 


to insert e 
den ac Bi soas to correspond wah veils olaia oat S T aR 
The resolution was adopted. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

The oath of office was then administered by the Speaker to THOMAS 
E. MILLER as a Representative in Congress from the Seventh Congres- 
sional district of South Carolina. 

BOUNDARIES OF THE UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following re- 
quest of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 23, 1890. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the 
Uncompahgre reservation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the Senate will 
be complied with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

CONFEREES ON TRANSFER OF WEATHER SERVICE, 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efliciency 
and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army, and to trans- 
fer the Weather Service to the Department of Agriculture: Mr. CUTCH- 
EON, Mr. Rock WELL, and Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 

; ASSASSINATION OF GENERAL BARRUNDIA, 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged report and 
a resolution from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, which, by the 
Tules, ought to have been made within a week; but, owing to circum- 
stances over which the committee had no control, that report has not 
been made and the resolution offered; but I now offer it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the killing of General Barrundia on the steamer Acapulco, by 
the authorities of Guatemala, while on board an American ship and while un- 
der the protection of the flag of the United States, demands an immediate in- 


patitfe with tno the President of the United States is requested, if not incom- 


with the public in to transmit to the House of Representatives all 
min possession concerning this transaction. 

Mr. HITT. The Committee on Foreign Affairs report a substitute 
for the resolution read by the Clerk. = 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is requested, if not incon- 
sistent with the public interest, to transmit to the House of Representatives 
all information in his on concerning the killing of General Barrundia 
on the steamer Acapulco by the authorities of Guatemala, while on board of an 
American ship and under the protection of the flag of the United States. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the resolution be taken 
up for consideration, The committee, believing, from the publicity and 
discussion concerning this event, that all information should be given 
concerning it, have unanimously recommended the resolution now 
offered as a substitute. 1 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of thesubstitute. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. HITT. How much time does the gentleman [Mr. McCreary] 
want? I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I should like to have ten minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I offered the resolution in regard to the death of Gen- 
eral Barrandia, and also offered the substitute which has just been 
read. I hope the substitute will be adopted. The killing of General 
Barrundia by the Guatemalan authorities on the United States steam- 
ship Acapulco has attracted wide attention, not only in this country, 
but in Central and South America, and also in Europe. Publie indig- 
nation has increased as the facts. of this killing have become known, 
and public sentiment demands that there should be a thorough and 
een, e into the killing of this di hed political 
refugee on an American vessel and under the flag of the United States. 

General Barrundia was in 1885 the minister of war under Barrios, 
then President of the Republic of Guatemala, He was a man conspic- 
nous in Central America because of his scholarship and of his courage. 
Under the general mutationsand changes in Guatemala he had become 
an exilefrom his own country, and at the time he was killed had taken 
passage upon an American vessel for Panama. 

There was no law and no precedent to authorize the United States 
minister to Central America, Mr. Mizner, to direct or to even suggest 
to the captain of the Acapuleo that it was his duty to give up this — 
senger upon his vessel to the authorities of Guatemela. And, Mr. 
Speaker, when United States Minister Mizner advised Captain Pitts, 
who was in command of the Pacific Mail steam-ship Acapulco, over 
which was floating the flag of the United States, that it was his duty 
to give up this passenger, he violated the law and all precedents re- 
lating to such cases. 

I wish the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to be adopted, because I believe Minister Mizner exceeded his authority 
and is unworthy to be a United States minister; and the captain of the 
Acapulco committed a crime, or a blunder worse than a crime, and be- 
cause I believealso that the United States officers in command of the war 
vessels Ranger and Thetis, that were within pistol-shot of the tragedy 
when it occurred, failed to do their duty; therefore we owe it to our- 
selves, we owe it to our country, and we owe it to our flag to investi- 
gate carefully the.circumstances under which the killing occurred, and 
provide for proper redress and for proper punishment. 

. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of precedents that may be cited in 
diseussing the Barrundia tragedy. 

We all remember with what pride we looked upon the action of Cap- 
tain Ingraham some yearsago when he protected Martin Koszta, a Hun- 
garian refugee, who had come to this country and declared his intention 
to become an American citizen. Soon after his declaration he went to 
Smyrna, and while there was kidnaped while on shore by Austrian 
sailors and taken on board their ship. The next morning after he was 
kidnaped a United States war vessel, the St. Louis, arrived, under the 
command of Captain Ingraham, and when he understeod the facts he 
demanded of the officer in command of that Austrian vessel that Martin 
Koszta be immediately restored to his liberty or he would fire upon 
the vessel; and Martin Koszta was immediately restored to his liberty. 

During the late civil war Mason and Slidell went on board the à 
lish vessel Trent at Havana. The United States anthorities, after 
boarding the Trent and arresting these Confederate emissaries who 
were on their way to Europe, were compelled by the British Govern- 
ment to deliver them up again on the ground that the United States 
authorities had no jurisdiction on board a ship flying the British flag. 
It was held in that case of no consequence that Mason and Slidell were 
emissaries of those in rebellion against the United States. The faet 
that they were passengers on boarda British ship was held to be sufi- 
cient to entitle them to the protection of the British flag, 

The right of asylum was in 1885 notably offered by the United 
States in behalf of Guatemala, the same country whose authorities 
have lately so flagrantly insulted our flag. In 1885 the Pacific Mail 


steam-ship Grenada lay in the Salvadoran port of La Libertad, hav- 
ing on board the Guatemalan minister to the United States and five 
ot his friends, all of whom were alleged to be revolutionists. The au- 
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thorities of Salvador attempted to compel the captain of the Grenada 
to surrender them all, but the captain refused and even threatened to 
fire on the Salvadoran officers and soldiers if they attempted to board 
his vessel. - The attempt of the authorities of Salvador was then aban- 
doned and the Grenada, with all her passengers, went on her way with- 
out further molestation and the act of that brave captain was applauded 
and indorsed. 

Now, sir, Captain Pitts, of the Acapulco, when he received General 
Barrundia upon his vessel as a passenger, undertook to deliver him at 
Panama, and he then seemed to properly appreciate his duty and re- 
sponsibility. When he entered the port of Champerieo the day before 
the killing, the Guatemalan authorities demanded that General Bar- 
rundia be surrendered up to them, but Captain Pitts, as he should 
have done, refused to deliver him up, declaring that Barrundia was a 
political refugee and his passenger bound for Panama; but when he 
arrived at San José, another Guatemalan port, and received a letter 
from United States Minister Mizner, he seems to have ceased to ap- 
pre his duty and to have backed down from the position taken by 

im at Champerico, which he should have maintained at all hazards. 

There aresome who allege that the assault was commenced by General 
Barrundia himself, I deny that allegation. General Barrundia was 
u passenger on the Acapulco. He had a right to be there, and he 


was entitled to the protection of the American flag while on board; 


the Acapulco, just as the Guatemalan minister when he was in Sal- 
vadoran waters in 1885 and his surrender demanded was protected by 
the American flag. General Barrundia did not bring on the difficn ty. 
The authorities of Guatemala were allowed by Captain Pifts to go 
upon that vessel armed. They were allowed to go armed to the state- 
room of General Barrundia, and knock roughly on the door, and then 
the captain told the general that he was compelled to turn him over 
to the Guatemalan authorities. General Barrundia knew what that 
meant, and he saw the soldiers with their guns presented. He knew 
that as soon as he was turned over to the Guatemalan authorities it 
would mean death to him, and, after they commenced the assault in 
this way, General Barrundia did as he had aright todo, he endeavored 
te defend himself, and he was shot to death by repeated volleys—the 
American passengers having been driven below deck as if to prepare 
for a tragedy—the blood of a political refugee running in streams on 
the floor, while the American flag drooped from the mast as if ashamed 
of the dastardly and disgraceful scene. 

The offense against the flag of the United States consists in those 
armed soldiers going upon an American vessel, and there, under the 
American flag, shooting down a man who had taken passage upon 
that vessel. Sir, the deck of an American vessel is the same as the 
territory of the United States, and the Guatemalan soldiers had no 
more right to go upon that vessel and shoot down General Barrundia 
under the American flag than they had a right to come upon American 
soil and shoot him down. 

Sir, where is our boasted ‘‘ vigorous American policy ?’’ This man 
was shot down on the 28th day of last August. The majority in this 
House paid no attention to his death. I introduced a resolution on 
the subject in this Honse on the 13th day of this month, and to-day 
is the 24th, and still nothing has been done. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. Lask one minute more. If I had time I would 

resent the peace and friendship“ clause of the treaty between the 

nited States and Guatemala, which is still in force, and I would like 
to talk about the honor and humanity ”’ which should exist between 
sister nations whether they have treaties or not, but these subjects will 
come up again when we have more time. 

I trust the President will transmit to the House of Representatives as 
soon as the resolution is adopted (for this House can not afford to refuse 
to adopt the resolution) all the information he has concerning this sad 
and unfortunate tragedy, and that a thorough and searching investi- 
gation will be made that will inflict punishment where it is deserved, 
and preserve irom insult and stain the American flag. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the committee were all in accord, and I 
believe the House will be ali in accord for the e of this resolu- 
tion, as we all desire to know the facts in regard to the killing of Gen- 
eral Barrundia on an American merchant vessel. The instances cited 
by the gentleman from Kentucky are interesting, but they do not pre- 
sent lel cases. In the cases he refers to, the vessels were national 
vessels, ships of war, while this was an American merchant vessel. 
We want to ascertain just what took place there, and what part every 
one took in it. The country where this event occurred is one where 
events involving similar questions have occurred before, and inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Kentucky has spoken in the most positive terms 
of facts and the rule in the case in question I will read for the informa- 
tion of the House the instructions sent by a recent Secretary of State, 
Mr. Bayard, to our minister there in relation to the last preceding case 
which arose, It is, I believe, the latest instructions {rom the State 
99 to our legation in Central America on this point. 

t was the case of Gomez, a Nicaraguan, a political fugitive, in time of 
peace, while this is the case of an armed man, a general, in time of 
war, who, having been repulsed and disarmed on one side of his country, 
sought passage on an American merchant vessel to go to the other side 


of his country in order to join the armed forces of Salvador, there en- 
gaged in war upon his own country. Gomez took upon an 
American vessel and this incident occurred in a Nicaraguan port, where 
he was claimed by the authorities on the ground that every book on 
international law ever written declared that a merchant vessel in a 
yars is subject to the police of the port, to the law of the country. 
he captain, on the advice of the consul supported by our minister, re- 
fused to deliver up a man who wasa political fugitive on this same line of 
steamers and the man had gone away. Mr. Bayard, as Secretary af 
State, wrote, March 12, 1885, to our minister, Mr. Hall, as follows: 

From the brief outline given by the consul of the su uent proceedings, it 
appears that the government authorities at San Juan del Sur, upon the arrival 
of the Honduras at that port, requested the captain to deliver up Mr. Gomez. 

This he declined to do, and set sail without proper clearance papers. 

‘The consul reports that for these offenses the captain has been tried by the 
Nicaraguan Government and found guiity, and although he has not been able 
to learn the nature of the sentence, he is convinced from the present attitude 
of the government, that the sentence will be executed in case of the return of the 
captain or the vessel within the jurisdiction of the Government of Nicaragua, 


That is the reason Captain Pitts was so careful in the late case; he 
did not want to have his vessel taken when it returned. Then, Mr. 
Bayard goes on: 

As the nature and character of the proceedings against the captain of the Hon- 
duras are not known to this rtment, afull and detailed report should be 
made as early as practicable. It is clear that Mr. Gomez voluntarily entered 
the jurisdiction of a country whose laws he had violated. 

Under the circumstances it was plainly the duty of the in of the Hondu- 
ras to deliver him (Gomez) to the local authorities upon their reques 

Itmay be safely affirmed that when a merchant v of one country visits 
the ports of another for the 3 of trade, it owes temporary allegiance 
and is amenable to the jurisdiction of that country, and is subject to the laws 
8 9 the port it visits so long as it remains, unless it is otherwise pro- 
3 Any Eo Gon or immunity from local jurisdiction must be derived from the 
consent of that country. No such exemption is made in the treaty of com- 
merce and navigation concluded between this country and Nicaragua on the 
2ist day of June, 1867. 

Jam, ete., 
T. F. BAYARD. 

I cite this as the last expression of the rale in case of merchant ves- 
sels in a port sent to our legation in Guatemala by the State Depart- 
ment. : 

It had been often stated by the predecessors of Mr. Bayard, by Mr. 
Everett, February 17, 1853; by the Attorney-General in 1876, and re- 
peatedly since; by Mr. Fish, May 2, 1876, and Mr. Wheaton says the 
transportation of military persons bya neutral makes a merchant ves- 
sel subject to confiscation even if she had been impressed by violence. 

This man was killed on an American merchant ship in a Guatemalan 
port. We know not the cireumstances trom any official source, though 
information such as that cited by the gentleman from the press and other 
sources indicates that he was killed in resisting an officer who was en- 
gaged in executing the local law of the port of San José, where martial 
law prevailed. e want to know all the facts about the case. I am 
advised we shall get them very promptly and fully from the State De- 
partment. I hope the resolution will now be put on its passage and 
adopted. [Cries of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to make a single remark in response to 
the gentleman’s reference to the Gomez case. 

Mr. HITT. I mustask the previous question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iwanttoask the gentleman a question. He has 
referred to the Gomez case. I assert that the Gomez case is not anal- 
ogous to the Barrundia case and has no bearing upon it whatever. Gen- 
eral Barrundia was a passenger on the Acapulco. He was not engaged 
in revolution, was not aiding or assisting the enemies of Guatemala, 
was not an officer or soldier in the service of the enemies of Guatemala; 
he was simply traveling like any other nger, and under the cir- 
cumstances it was the duty of Captain Pitts, in accordance with the 
precedents and the law, to protect him as a passenger, and not allow 
him to be shot down on the deck of an American vessel carrying the 
American flag. 

The Gomez case, to which the gentleman from Illinois refers, was 
controlled by our treaty with Nicaragua, which in its second article 
subjects not only our merchant vessels, but our ships of war to the 
laws and statutes of Ni Nothing of the kind exists in any 
treaty ever made between the United States and Guatemala. On the 
contrary, our last treaty with Guatemala uses very broad language, 
and allows citizens of the United States and Guatemala to sail with 
their ships with all liberty and security from any port to the places of 
those who are now or hereafter shall be at enmity with either of the 
contracting parties, and the same liberty was extended to persons on 
board of ships, so that they could not be taken out of such ships unless 
they were officers or soldiers in the actual service of the enemies of 
Guatemala. 

Mr. HITT, I have not heard any question? from the gentleman; 
but I know that every question which may arise in the mind of any 
member ot this House will be answered when we receive the commu- 
nication from the State Department. 

Mr. McCREARY. What we want is a full and thorough investiga- 
tion; that is the object of the resolution. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution reported by 
thecommitteeasasuhstitute forthe original resolution, it was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, addressed 
the Chair, 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a privileged question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
tion, I have no objection, 

15 CANNON. I think we had better go on with the deficiency 
bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The session is drawing near its close 
and we must get this bill into conference. I must insist on my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEW- 
Anal] insist on his right to present a privileged report? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I must insist, 

The SPEAKER, Did the gentleman from Vermont rise and address 
the Chair before the gentleman from Iowa was ized? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I rose simultaneously with the gen- 
teman. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it was an even pull between 


I desire to makea privileged report. 
If that may be done pending my mo- 


us. 

Mr. CANNON. The report of my friend irom Vermont [Mr. STEW- 
ART] can come in as well two hours later. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. ‘This report is a matter of higher 
privilege. I have been holding it ſor about a weck and want to get rid 
of it. 

Mr. CANNON. We all want to get rid of the appropriation bill, so 
that we may go home. 

SPEECH OF HON. ROBERT P. KENNEDY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Vermont is 
entitled to make his report, as he states it is privileged. The Clerk will 
read the substitute reported by the Committee on the’ Judiciary for 
the resolutions referred to them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House, deeming ita high duty that the utmost courtesy 
and decorum demanded by iamentary law and precedent should mark the 
mutual relations of the two Houses of Congress, does hereby express its disap- 
proval of the unparliamentary language used by Hon. Rohr P. KENNEDY, 
n Representative from the State of Ohio, in his speech delivered on the floor of 
the House on the 3d day of September, 1890, and published in the CONGRES- 


“LONAL Recorp of September 14. And considering itim cable to sep- 
arate the un 1 perce of said speech from such parts thereof as 
: The 


may be parliamen ‘ore, 
Be it further resol That the Public Printer be directed to exolude from the 


permanent CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the entire speech of Hon. ROBERT P. KEX- 
xxx in the first resolution mentioned. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, addressed the Chair. 
“Vote!” į 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substitute 
resolution. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I desire to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, let us vote. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I ask for the reading of the report 
in my time, as part of my remarks. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referrod the resolutions rela- 
tive to the speech of Hon. Ronerr P. KENNEDY, published in the Coxeres- 


SIONAL RECORD of September 14, 1890, having considered the same, report: 
The Constitution assures to members of the House freedom of debate. 


[Cries of Vote!“ 


This 
freedom, however, like that of civil liberty, is held under well ized lim- 
itations, marked by rules of p: ure and general liamenta: W, which 
are founded in reason and experience and are absolutely essential to the or- 


derly conduct of public business, 

The co-ordinate branches of Congress are independent and at the same time 
8 separate action independent, in joint action interdepend- 
ent. This mutual relation is such that unfriendly conditions between the two 
bodies must be obstructive of wise legislation and little short of a public ca- 
— The rules of both Houses and well settled principles of parliamentary 
law alike forbid criticism of proceedings in either House by a member of the 
other. Differences between the two Houses should be settled in a spirit of re- 
spectful courtesy, and, when (as must frequently occur) irreconcilable, should 
be 55 So a eel em oe ‘ f 

Applying these es ished principles e speech in question, it must be ro- 
garded in its references tothe Senate individually and generally as a grave 
infraction of parliamentary law and an abuse of the privilege of the House. It 
is in spirit and substanco a bitter arraignment of the Senate for an alleged fail- 
ure to yield prompt assent to a measure pending therein which had passed the 
House, Your committee are of opinion that neither the wisdom or unwisdom 
of the Senate in this rd, nor the methods of its action, nor the motives of 
Senators are proper subjects of remark or criticism by any member of the House 
acting in his official capacity, Such criticism is so interwoven with the sub- 
stance of the speech in question that its cxcision would s¢riously mutilate and 
practically destroy its integrity. 

Your committee recommend the adoplion of the substitute resolution here- 
with submitted. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire at this 
time to add anything to what is stated in the report; and I now de- 
mand the previous question upon theadoption of the resolution, reserv- 
ing the balance of my time in case it should be to occupy it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 


Vermont that if the previous question is seconded now there can be 
no other debate. 

Mr. OATES. As a member of the committee I wish to say that 
while I concur in the report, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- 
eee wishes to be heard, I am entirely willing he shall have the 
time. ` : g 

Mr. TRACEY. Let him be heard. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand there is no intention on the part 
of the gentleman from Vermont, in moving the previous question, to 
deprive the gentleman from Ohio of that right. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Ido not desire to cut off the privi- 
lege of the gentleman to make his case, and will ask him how much 
time he desires ? 

Mr, KENNEDY. I should like to be recognized in my own right. 
I donot believe that I will need over thirty minutes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. But, Mr. Speaker, although the gentleman 
from Vermont may not wish to deprive the gentleman from Ohio of 
that right, still, as the Chair has stated, if the previous question is 


| ordered there can be no turther debate. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Iam entirely willing that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio shall have what time he needs. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I want at least thirty minutes, I think. $ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I yield to the gentleman thirty min- 
utes and reserve the remainder of the time. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I do not want to take the time fromthe gentle- 
man, but in my own right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it makes any differ- 
ence to the gentleman if he gets his thirty minutes. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I prefer not to accept the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It seems, Mr. Speaker, that this is a case where 
the Honse is practically called upon to pass censure of a serious char- 
acter ona member of this body, and it would bean outrage if he should 
not be heard. 

Mr. NUTE. Heis going to be heard. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. ell, he should be heard fully. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope there will be no objection to letting the gen- 
tleman have all the time he desires. 

Mr. TRACEY. We do not want any more gag laws. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not ask this House for the 
indulgence of thirty minutes’ time granted to me, because I do nof 
wish under any circumstances to waste the time of this body. I think 
it but fair however to myself that I should be heard at least briefi 
on this question. I believe that every member of this House on both 
sides of it will bear me witness that I have not sought to influence 
the vote of a single member of this body on the question that is now 
presented. : 

I believe that I have spoken to no one with regard to the subject save 
and except the gentleman trom Vermont, who has just offered the reso- 
lution, and the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the speech I have uttered upon this floor I have asked 
this committee either to leave in the Recorp in its entirety or strike 
it out entirely, Iam ready to stand before the people of America on 
that speech without the dotting of an ‘‘i’’ or the crossing of a t, be- 
lieving that the people of this country in their first judgment, as well 
as in A eir sober second judgment, will approve every word that I have 
uttered. n 

At the meeting iu Philadelphia last night the Speaker of this House 
uttered this sentence: 

B. i A 
333 patios IRAN arenes hietory 7 thay ‘govern and 8 
poo lo of the United States are alone responsible for this Government, and it 
s their business to know and to act upon their responsibllites. 

I know of no parliamentary body in this land that represents the 
people of the United States so fully, so completely, and so entirely in 
all respects as the body to which you and I belong, the House of Rep- 
resentatives. If the people of the United States are not to be heard on 


we door I ask you upon what floor shall the people of America be 
eard? ; 
Mr. Speaker, I have heard from the country. It has been c 


by a few persons that I have given aid and comfort to the Democratic 
party in what I have said upon this floor. I ask you, sir, what indi- 
cation comes from that side of the House that I have conferred any 
benefit or comforted anybody on that side of this Chamber. I hold in 
my hand clippings from various newspapers throughout all America, 
and I testify to you here to-day that in all of these lines there is not 
one single Democratic paper that has approved my speech on this floor. 
I hold in my hand here clippings from hundreds upon hundreds of Re- 
publican newspapers throughout all of this country, and, with one or 
two excepfions, my words upon this floor have been approved by the 
Republican press and by the people of the country. 

T hold in my hand here, Mr. Speaker, letters—and these are only a 
few of the t mass I have received from the country—from every 
section of the land, from Maine to California and from the Lakes tothe 


Gulf, indorsing word for word and letter for letter the language and 


- 


the great campaigns that have 
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spirit of the speech I made upon this floor, and I am willing to stand 
before the people of my country and wait for their indorsement upon 
this question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the party to which I belong has pledged itself, in 
gone before and in the platforms which 
it has enunciated, that if ever it shonld be intrusted with power it 
would perform certain duties and redeem certain pledges made to the 
people of these United States, And one of the first, I will say the first 
pledge, and the greatest pledge was that the Republican party, if it 
ever came into power, would put upon the statute-books of our land 
a law for the protection of all citizens, high and low, rich and poor, 
black and white, so that they might go to the ballot-box and deposit 
their ballots and have them counted as cast. It is because my party 
failed to do that that I stood upon this floor and spoke of its broken 
pledges, its broken promises. 

Iholdin my hand a book, issued by the national Republican com- 
mittee of the United States, and the first promise that it there assures 
the people that the party has redeemed is the promise of the Repub- 
lican party for the passage of this election bill. This House has per- 
formed its pledges, and, as the Speaker of this House said in Maine the 
other day, it has redeemed every one of them as carefully as it would 
have executed a deed of trust, It is because these pledges are not re- 
deemed—and I do not speak now of this House, for it has done its 
part—it is because they are not redeemed that I was heard upon this 
floor. And I am willing to be heard not only here, but everywhere 
throughout the length and breadth of this great land. If for that lam 
to be judged, then I am ready now for the judgment of this assembly 


and the judgment of the people of the United States. 


Mr. Speaker, I believe that when truth starts upon its onward march 
of progress the God of justice and of judgment never nor stays it. 
Ihave made speeches upon this floor that have sunk into RECORD as 
the rain-drops sink into the ocean, that were lost forever; but I have at 
last made one speech upon this floor that the people of the United States 
have heard. And you may blot it ont from that RECORD, you may 
sweep it from existence, so far as this House is concerned, but you 
can not blot it from the quickened consciences of the 60,000,000 peo- 
ple of America. 

Abraham Lincoln once uttered a magnificent sentence, which deserves 
to become immortal, when he said: 

If ever I feel the soul within me elexate and expand to dimensions not wholly 

is ty Architect, it is when I behold the cause of my coun- 
all the world besides,and I, myself, standing soli and 
Sgt banca Sas elt thn: acids anina E g ovens 
eternal fidelity to the just cause, as I deem it, of the land 23 liberty, 
and my love. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not hope to rival the words of the great emanci- 
pator; I can not hope to rival the worthy deeds of the great leader of 
republicanism and of liberty, but with the onesingle talent that God has 
given me I am ready to stand on this floor and everywhere defending 
the rights. and liberties of the poor, the downtrodden, and the op- 
p For nearly five years I stood in defense of my country, and 
on fifty of her battle-fields and conflicts testified my devotion to the 
cause of liberty and union, Of whatavail was all this if liberty is now 
to be trampled under foot? Fortwenty-five years since that time I have 
testified, wherever opportunity has been presented, my devotion to the 
cause of li and justice, and have labored and spoken with earnest- 
ness and zeal in favor of a free ballot and a fair count for my conntry- 
men ev! here, . 

The r day, when I went down the steps of this Capitol, after I 
had spoken in this assembly, on the pavement below I met an old 
colored man, bowed with years, his hair gray, curly, and crisp; and 
with tears in his eyes and quicering lip heshook my hand and blessed 
me because I had spoken in behalf of his people. Iwould not exchange 
his blessing for the proudest toga that any one wears. Mr. Speaker, 
others may seek the plaudits of the powerful and the great; but, as for 
me, I shall be content to stand by the side of the plain people whom 
Abraham Lincoln loved. Others may seek for the acclaim of the high- 
born, the titled, and the rich; but, as for me, I shall be content with 
the tears, the gratitude, and the blessings of the poor, the lowly, and 
the oppressed. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like half an hour 

for the Senate now. [Laughter.] 
. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just one 


The SPEAKER, The House will be in order, Gentlemen will 
take their seats aud cease conversation. 


tos 


esti digre dun acto aaneen oy ter bisah en ereraa 
tion which this resolution presents tothe House. Nobody questions his 

the 
here is not as to the accuracy of what he said or whether it is true or 


The question is whether in that speech which he made here, which 
was in spirit and in substance a bitter and savage arraignment of a co- 


ordinate branch of this Legislature for its failure promptly to agree to 
a measure then pending there, which had passed this House—whether 
that was a violation of parliamentary law and the privileges of this 
House. That is the only question. On that question this committee, 
to whom you have referred this subject, have no doubt, and we say 
that if the people of the country, if the plain le’? of the coun- 
try, are under the impression that that sort of an assault upon the co- 
ordinate branch, whether it be true or false, when made here, is cor- 
rectly made, then I say, Mr. Speaker, that the unanimous judgment 
of this House ought to correct that impression. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Willthegentleman kindly state for information 
whether the committee report in favor of expunging certain portions 
of the speech which they find to be in violation of parliamentary usage 
or the entire speech? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The resolntion which was read pro- 
poses to expunge the entire speech, and the reason is stated that this 
temper of criticism, which we say is clearly and undoubtedly unpar- 
liamentary and contrary to the established methods of doing business 
between the two Houses, is such that it is impossible to excise what is 
objectionable without so mutilating the speech that even at the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] we decided to 
recommend the expunging of the whole speech. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Task for information, for I want to act intelli- 
gently. I read that speech, and there is a large portion of the speech 
which has nothing objectionable in it in a parliamentary sense. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is probably so; but the gentle- 
man from Ohio requested that if we cut out any portion of the speech 
we should omit the whole of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me this suggestion, 
even the consent of the gentleman from.Ohio would hardly warrant us 
in establishing the very dangerous precedent of expunging fiom the 
ReEcoRD remarks that are not subject to objection as being unparlia- 
mentary. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, it was the judgment of 
the committee that the obnoxious parts of the speech could not be ent 
out without so mutilating it that it would not be aspeech. Its in- 
tegrity would-be destroyed; its sense would be destroyed, and there- 
fore we thought it should go ont entirely. 

Wr.STRUBLE. If the gentleman will permit me, in view of that 
statement would it not be better to express the disapproval and re- 
gret of the House rather than to expunge the speech entirely from the 
RECORD? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. That is a question which the gentle- 


man may answer for himself. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. By expunging the whole speech we expunge a 
part of the Republican platform. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Oh, no! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If we do, we repudiate the very essence of Re- 
publican doctrine. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. E have not yielded the floor to my 
friend. - 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will yield it to me for a 
moment. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the previous 
question. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust we will not be forced toa vote upon this 
question. I think we ought not to be forced to a vote now. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 
S announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. We can not afford to have gag law. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 93. [Applause 
on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is dilatory. 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the point of order that it is a dilatory mo- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman seriously make that point? 

Mr. FLOWER. I make the point of order that it is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER, Then the gentleman makes the point of order that 
the demand for the yeas and nays is a dilatory motion. The Chair 
hardly thinks so. - 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 65, not 
voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—140, 

Adams, Brower, Cogswell, E 
Allen, Mich. Browne, Va. Conger, Farquhar, 
Anderson, Kans, nN. Craig, Fi z 
Atkinson, Pa. Burrows, Culberson, Tex. Funston, 
Banks, Burton, Culbertson, Pa, Gear, 
Bartine, Caldwell, Cutcheon, Gest, 
Bayne, Candler, Mass. Dalzell, Gifford, 
Belknap, Cannon, De Lano, Grosvenor, 
Boatner, Cheadle, Dolliver, Harmer, 

rewer, Cheatham, Dorsey, Haugen 
Brookshire, Clark, Wis. Dunnell, Haynes, 
Brosius, Clarke, Ala. Enloe, Henderson, III. 


Randall, Sweney, 

Ray Tarsney, 
‘Hill, McRae, 
(Hitt, Miles, urn Taylor, Tenn, 
28 Meme Rowe = Tillman, 

op 0 W 
Houk, 5 1 Townsend, Colo, 
Ketcham, rd, s 
— Niedringba ——.— Vaux, 
napp, nghaus, rman, aux. 
Lacey, Nu Shively, Walker, 
Lansing, Oates, Simonds, Wallace, Maas. 
Laws, O'Neill, Pa. Smith, III. Wallace, N. V. 
Lehlbach, Owen, Ind. Smyser, ler, $ 
Lind, Owens, Ohio Snider, Wheeler, Mich. 
Lodge, yne, Stephenson, ickham, 
Mason, Payson, Stewart, Tex. Wilson, Wash. 
McAdoo, Perkins, Stewart, Vt. W. Va. 
McCarthy, Post, Stivers, Wright, 
McComas, Pugsley, Stockbridge, Yardley, 
MeCormick, Quackenbush, ockdale, Yoder, 
NAYS—65. 
Abbott, Cummings, Lester, Va. Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Flick, er, Scull, 
Anderson, Miss. Flood, Ma: Seney, 
Andrew, Forney, MeClellan, Smith, W. Va. 
Arnold, Greennalge, McDuffie, y. 
Atkinson, W. Va. Hare, Moore, N. H. 
Baker, Hatch, Moore, Tex. Stump, 
Bontelle, Hayes, 1 Taylor, J. D. 
Bucokalew, Hemphill, M y Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Herbert, O'Donnell, V. A 
Caruth, Hooker, O'Ferrall, Van Schaick, 
Clancy, Kelley. rne, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Kerr, Iowa Penington ike, 
Cobb, Kilgore, Pickler, Williams, Ohio. 
Coleman, Lanham, Reilly, 
Cowles, Lee, Richardson, 
p. Lester, Ga. Rusk, 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Alderson, Cooper, Ind. Kerr, Pa. Price, 
Bankhead, Cooper, Ohio La Follette, Quinn, 
Barnes, Cothran, Laidlaw, Raines, 
ig. Covert e, Rife, 

Beek with Crain, Langston, Robertson, 
Belden, u. Lawler, Rogera, 
Biggs, Darlington, Lewis, Rowland, 
Bingham, Davidson, Mansur, Sawyer, 
Blanchard, De Haven, Martin, Ind. Skinner, 


Bullock, Forman, Norton, Turner, N.Y 
Butterworth, Fowler, O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Bunn, Frank, O'Neil, Mass. Wade, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, Outhwaite, Washington, 


Connell, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr, MCKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. Wricur with Mr. GEISSENHAINER, 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. KERR, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

My McKenna with Mr. CLUNIE, 

Mr. Coorer, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 

Mr. Meconb with Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. with Mr, OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentueky, with Mr. PAYNTER, 

Mr. THomAs M. BROWNE with Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. PETERS with Mr. Mansur. 

Mr. DE HAVEN with Mr. BIGGS. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PEEL. 

Mr. Bowpen with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr, BARTINE with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 140, the nays 65; 
and the previous question is ordered. The question is upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution. , 

Mr. KELLEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays, 

Mr, STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to offer a substitute for 
that resolution at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. STRUBLE, I think we ought to have a substitute for the res- 
olution. I ask unanimous consent to offer a substitute. ¿i 
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Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the substitute read. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] asks 
unanimous consent to offer a substitute ote 

Mr, BAYNE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. g 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, and Mr. ENLOE called for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa (while the House was dividing on the question 
of ordering the years and nays). Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit 
the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were eas 151, nays 36, nob voting 
138; as follows: 


YEAS—15L 
Adams, Dalzell, Lind, Rife, 
Allen, Mich. De Lano, i Rockwell, 
Allen, Miss. Dibble, M 8 Rowell, 


Anderson, Miss. Dolliver, Mason, Rusk, 
Andrew, Dorse: McCarthy, Russell, 
Atkinson, Pa Dunnell, McClellan, Sanford, 
Banks, tnloe, McComas, Sayers, 
Bartine, Evans, McCormick, Scranton, 
Barwig, Farquhar, 

n 


Brookshire, I. A Morrow, Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Hempo Morse, ump, 
Buckalew, Henderson, III. Niedringhaus, ey, 
Caldwell, H n, Iowa Nute. Taylor, Tenn, 
Candlor, Mass, Herbert, Oates, 
Cannon, Hermann, 88 Iman. É 
. —ç Hite 88 — * 
N s wens, o 
Caswell, Holman, Payne, Tarner, Ga. 
Cheadle, Hooker, Payson, Vaux, 
Clancy, Hopkins, Penington, Walker, 
8 KI . a Wallace N Y 
eni nsey, N. Y. 
Cobb, Lacey, Wheeler, 
Coleman, La Follette, uackenbush, Wheeler, Mich. 
0 A Laidlaw, ndall, Wickham, 


Cutcheon, Lester, Va. Richardson, 8 
NAYS—35. 
Anderson, Kans. Dickerson, Kelley, 


Atkinson, W. Va. 


d, Mudd 0. 
Clark, W. Greenhalge, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Cogswell, Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass. Van Schaick, 
Conger, Hall, Osborne, W. Ohio 
Cummings, Hansbrough, Pugsley, Wilson, Wash. 
NOT VOTING—138. 

Abbott, Cooper, Ind. Knapp, 
Alderson, Cooper, Ohio ne, Rowland, 
Arnold, Cothran, „ 
Bankhead, Covert, Lawler, Simonds, 
Barnes, Cowles, inner, 
Belden, Dargan m Lewis, Smith, th 

ggs rllugton er. no 
Blanchard. Davidson,” — 8 

d, De Haven, Martin, Ind, Springer, 


Sti 
1 na, Struble, 
Brown, J. B. Ewart, McKinley, Swoney 
Browne, T. M. Einley, Miller, Taylor, E. B, 
Euras Va. tch, ä . deo III. 
runner, i ontgomery, jompson, 
„J. Flower, , Moore, N. II. Tucker, 
Buchanan, Va. rman, Mutehler, Turner, Kans, 
Bullock, Fowler, Norton, Turner, N. Y. 
Bunn, ank, O'Neall, Ind. Waddill, 
Burrows, ner, 
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So the substitute reported by the Committee on the Judiciary was 
agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The following-named members were annonnced as paired until farther 
notice; 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Jason B. BROWN. 

Mr. WADDILL with Mr. MARTIN, of Texas. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. PARRETT. 

Mr. CHEATIIAM with Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, with Mr. BUCHANAN, of Virginia. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAWLER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was recognized and yielded to Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of IIIiuois. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker's table a Senate joint resolution to cor- 
rect an error which has occurred in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 128) was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, ete., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act making 


appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 


ending June 20, 1891, and for other pu approved August 30, 1890, be, and 
the same ia hereby, amended, so that in the clause making appropriation for 
the purchase of portraits under the Department of State the words Dalton E. 
Marchant” shall read Edward D. Marchant.” 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading: and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield now fora minute to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. GROUT]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). 
the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. Idesiretoknow whether we have done anything more 
with the resolution reported from the Committee on the Judiciary and 
under consideration awhile ago than to adopt the substitute reported 
by that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro temporc. The present occupant ot the chair is 
informed that the parliamentary situation is that the original resolu- 
tion, as amended by the substitute, has been adopted by the House. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for an even- 
ing session. 7 

A MEMBER. Negular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consid- 
eration of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that there 
is a special order for this morning which takes precedence of other 
business. I desire to say, however, that if it is satisfactory to all the 
members present, realizing the importance of having this deficiency bill 
go to a committee of conference, I am willing to postpone the special 
order until Friday or Saturday morning, with the understanding that 
it shall then come up in the same way that it would to-day ander the 
order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Make it Friday. That is private- bill day. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; say Friday. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas | Mr, Mon- 
1 asks unanimous consent that the special order be postponed un- 
til Friday morning next immediately after the reading of the Journal. 


For what purpose does 


Is there objection? - 
Mr. ENLOE. Iobject. I make the objection because Friday is 
private-bill day. 


Mr. MORRILL. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent that it be taken 
up immediately after the deficiency bill is disposed of. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That does not require unanimous con- 
sent. If the special order is not presented before it will come up in 
r order after the deficiency bill is disposed of. 
r. MORRILL, Well, T give notice that I will call it up imme- 
diately after this bill is disposed of. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H, R. 1279) granting a 8 to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; 

A bill (H. R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

A bill (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; 


A bill (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; 

A bill (H. R. 2487) granting a to Micager Hancock; 

A bill (H. R. sith granting a pension to William C. Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

A bill HE R. 4389) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; 

A bill (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Smail upon the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of Mary Snead, a Revolu- 
tionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 7463) for reliet of Lawrence M. Cafllin; 

A bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; 

A bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension io Thomas Egan; ; 

A bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H, R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs. Lillis Otis; 

A bill (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7917) granting an increage of pension to Eliza Efner, 
a pensioner of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 8016) increasing the pension of John B. Reed, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 


unteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; 

A bill (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; 
= A bill (H. R. 8211) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca E. 

imon; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catharine S. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. —. granting a pension to John A. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turner, a Rev- 
olutionary pensioner; 

A bill (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abell; 

A bill (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- 


nell; 

A bill (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monroe; 

A bill (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

A bill (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief ot William W. Reed, formerly a pri- 
vate of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom, of Etna, 


Kans. ; 
A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Os- 


rn: 
A bill (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Scudder; 
A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 


Boss; 

A bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M, Clements; 

A bill (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; 

A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Cath- 
erine Edmands; 

A bill (H. R. 9405) granting an increase of pension to Michael Har- 


n; 
5 bill (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom E, 
Braman; 

A bill (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenstamaker; 

A bill (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prentiss M. 


Fogler; . 
A bill (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of pension to William B. 
McCreery; : 

A bill (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 

A bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harrington; 
A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash; 

A bill K. R. 10231) to inerease the pension of Sanford Kirkpatriek; 
A bill (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; 

A bill (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

A bill (H. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J, Reed; 

H. R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 


A bill (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
3 late colonel of the Thirty-eizhth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; 
— bill (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 
eptano; 

A bill (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; and 

A bill (H. R. 11687) inereasing the pension of Mrs. Clementine Fink. 


1890. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: “ 

A bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 
Hoboken, N. J., to meet the requirements of site; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 1882, 
relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which concurrence was requested, a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Daniel 
W. Selleck; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 152) providing for the printing of eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late James Lair]. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution (S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled “An act 
makinz appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 30, 1880; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested, 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which 
concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Secre- 
tary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be requested, and they are hereby directed, to examine the 
reportand recommendations made by the delegates of the United States in the 
International-Marine Conference, dated February 20, 1890, and as far as the same 
apply to subjects under the jurisdiction of their respective Departments and 


are approved by them, to prepare and submit to Congress bills for the enact- 
ment into law of said recommendations, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Inow move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
farther consideration of Senate amendments to the general deficiency 
bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itseif into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair) and resumed the consideration 
of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and tor other purposes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Under the arrangement made yester- 
day one hour remains for debate—thirty minutes on each side. As 
the Committee on Appropriations is entitled to close, I suggest that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] proceed now to 
occupy his thirty minutes. 

Mr.COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the last half- 
hour will be given to the committee, or is the time to be so divided 
that those who favor concurrence shall have the closing half-hour? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the motion to concur has precedence 
of a motion to non-concur. The proponent of that motion is certainly 
in charge of the pending question, and has the opening and the reply. 
Therefore the last half-hour should be given to the party in charge of 
the motion now before the House, which is the motion to concur, I 
submit that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GOGSWELL] has 
the closing thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined this matter somewhat 
(as the same general question was raised two years ago), and is clearly 
of opinion that the bill is in the hands of the committee reporting it, so 
far as.concerns the opening and closing of the debate. The pending 
question is on an amendment placed upon the bill by the Senate, in 
which the Committee on Appropriations has recommended non-con- 
currence. ‘There are three motions now pending—one to non concur, 
another to concur, and still another to concur with an amendment. So 
far as the division of time is concerned, the Chair is of opinion that the 
Committee on Appropriations have the right to open and close the gen- 
eral discussion. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoaswELL] 
is therefore recognized to control the first half-hour. 

Mr. COGSWELL, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr, Chairman, the French spoliation claims are 
old. I will not retbrash the old straw. I will only restate the case. 
In 1778 we made two treaties with France, in which she agreed to 
aid the then struggling colonies to obtain their independence, and 
Yorktown reminds us how well she kept her pledges. The United 
States guarantied her the protection of her West India possessions, and 
certain exclusive port privileges. 

In 1794 our Jay treaty gave these port privileges to England and 
guarantied them to England exclusively. And when Europe made 

war on France we declined to help to protect France in ber West In- 
dia possessions, 
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Tn retaliation France seized the vessels ot American merchants; but 
at no time was there a state of war between our country and France. 
Subsequently, in 1800, we made another treaty with France whereby 
to get rid of onr national liability for indemnity for having failed to 
keep our treaty of 1778 in the past, and also in the fature, we released 
to France these private claims of our citizens against her for these 
spoliations. This was paying a past obligation and buying a release 
for the fature of the Government from its own liability and paying for 
it wisn private means. It was taking property without just compen- 
sation. 

After forty-five favorable reports in one or other of the Houses, Con- 
gress, by the act of January 20, 1885, sent these claims to the Court ot 
Claims to ascertain the merits of each claim judicially. 

The act contemplated payment. Section 5 made it the duty of the 
Secretary of State to send abroad for evidence and documents relating 
to the claims, and Congress sent to France and her islands, and this 
evidence of captures and condemnations and values has been used be- 
fore the court as the act of 1885 directed. 

Section 6 shows the intent of Congress, By it the court is enjoined 
to report every year to Congress for final action the facts and its con- 
clusions in all cases which it has disposed of, and not previously re- 

rted, 

. reserved the right to act upon them finally, but such final 
action was certainly expected each year. The claimants were sent to 
court, and at great expense and loss of time have been before the court 
now for five years, invited thereto by the act of 1885. 

The court affirmed the views taken of these claims by the executive 
and national authorities of the 
asserted to France that these claims of our citizens were just, so just 
that we were willing to go to war to maintain them. 

The certificates from the court (Mansur Report, pages 43, 53, 63, and 
64) show that the court has di of claims reported to Congress 
amounting to $19,281,726.26, and dismissed 517,514,978. 11, and has 
allowed $1,666,748. 15. 

Large numbers of the claims rested on tradition and were filed to 
save the statute of limitation. No case stands unless the capture is 
proved and a copy of the condemnation is produced,showing the capt- 
ure to have been illegal. Then the proofs must show the vessel's ton- 
nage and the value of the cargo. In numerous instances the bills of 
lading and invoices are lost and customs records destroyed, which still 
further reduce the claims. 

The last Attorney-General estimated the claims filed as $30,000,000. 


Of these over nineteen millions have been disposed of, and one of the 


decisions of the court will still farther reduce the balance materially. 

The treaty was signed September 30, 1800, but not ratified until 
July 31, 1801. During the interval of ten months it is estimated that 
the French captured one hundred and twenty of our vessels, The court 
has rejected all claims for these losses, 2 

Charles Sumner averaged each vessel and cargo at $14,000, Even at 
a lower valuation a million and a half dollars of these claims are thus 
excluded, leaving under the Attorney-General’s estimate about nine 
millions of claims undisposed of. 

The claims owned in the families of the original losers are those 
sought to be cared for by my amendment. 

Section 1 of the act of 1885 only permits recovery by the legal rep- 
resentatives of those citizens of the United States who had valid claims 
to indemnity against France arising out of illegal captures, condemna- 
tions, ete., prior to the ratification of the treaty of September 30, 1800. 

The court requires in each case proof of what is called identity 
that is, that administration has been granted to or tor the family of 
the original loser—and no favorable findings can be obtained until the 
court is satisfied that such is the case upon testimony taken after notice 
to the Attorney-General, whose assistants attend and cross-examine. 

The consideration for these claims which binds the Government in 
equity to pay for them is obvious. 


Mr. Sumner in his report graphically tells of the promises of Wash- - 


ington and Jefferson to our merchants, 


As the intelligence of these our whole 
commerce was fluttered, Me cargoes to 
such cruel hazards, It was necessary that something should be done to enlist 
again their activity. Aft this stage the National Government came forward vol- 
untarily with assurances of protection and 


This was in a circular letter dated August 27, 1793, by Mr. Jeffer- 
son, Secretary of State, as follows: 


I have it in charge from the President to assure the merchants of the United 
States engaged in foreign commerce or navigation that our attention will be 
paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas, or in foreign countries, 
contrary to the law of nations and existing treaties, and that on their torward- 
ing hither well and authenticated evidence of the losses, proper proceedi 
will 77 paons for their relief. (French Spoliation, Executive Document, 
page 217, 


This circular was adopted by President Washington in his message 
of December 5, 1793, where he speaks as folluws: 

The vexations and spoliations understood to have been committed on our 
vessels and commerce by the cruisers and officers of some belligerent powers 
appeared to require attention. The f of these, however, not having been 
brought forward, the description of citizens supposed to have suffered were no- 


He says: 


liations reached the United Stat 
ants hesitated to expose ships an 


neration in which our Government 
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tified that on furnishing them to the Executive due measures would be taken 
btain redress against 


to o of the past and more effectual provisions the future. 

It was in pursuance of these promises that our commerce again 
tempted the dangers of capture. The merchants presented their elaims. 
Their justice was admitted by France, who ted her counter na- 
tional claim for our violations of the treaty of 1778, which aided to 
secure to us our independence. Napoleon, who as First Consul ne- 
gotiated the treaty for her, called them ust claims.“ We were in 
the mood to go to war with France, but finally we surrendered them 
by the treaty of 1800 to obtain the relief from France of her reclama- 
tion upon our Government. 

Now, the reasons for the promises of Washington and Jefferson were 
twofold: t 

First. The duty to protect our citizens and their commerce, 

Second. The need of duties on imports. x 

At that date our national debt was seventy-seven millions. 

Our duties from imports in 1879 were seven and one-half million dol- 
lars, and the whole expenses of the Government only seven millions. 
{Annals of Congress, 1799-1801 pages 1263, 1264.) 

Certainly one-half of these imports came in American vessels, which 
were less liable toseizure than those of the combatants; and the promise 
of redress for captures certainly brought to the national exchequer from 
our commerce more than a million and a half dollars a year, or more 
than the sum total of all the French spoliation claims in the eight years. 
This valuable consideration, actually received by our Government, is 
not usually taken into the account, 

The second consideration was in the release from France which the 

of 1800 secured in exchange for the barter of these private claims. 
from her sacrifices of lite, the French minister of finance esti- 
mated the cost to France of the war she made in support of her guar- 
anty of our independence to be many million dollars. 
o have kept our reciprocal guaranties would have cost us many 
for we were also bound to them for the future. 

America obtained immunity from this cost by relieving France from 
payment of these private claims of her citizens. 

Our Government has secured payment of all other reclamations of 
our citizens. These also might have been recovered but for their sur- 
render by the treaty of 1-00, which released France from their pay- 


ment, 

England, under the Jay treaty of 1794, paid our citizens for spolia- 
tions upon our commerce of the same date, with some of the present 
claims, arising out of her war with France. 

Under the Florida treaty of 1819 with Spain we made that nation 
pay us five millions for some of the French spoliations before 1800, upon 
the ground that the condemnations were permitted on Spanish soil. 

It can not be contended that these claims would not have been paid 
2 France, for other privateers of that nation continued their spolia- 

ons after 1800, and, although payment was long delayed, she was 
compelled to pay $5,000,000 to our citizens by the treaty of 1831, Gen- 
eral Jackson having first withdrawn our minister and a war to vindi- 
cate the claims being threatened. (Wharton's International Law Digest, 
volume 3, pages 91-95, 147.) Jacksonsaid in his message of December 
6, 1831, ‘* They will never be abandoned,“ and they were not. 

We demanded and received payment of similar claims due our citi- 
zens from the Two Sicilies tor like depredations under the treaty of 1832, 
and also trom Denmark by the convention of 1830. 

My motion is to concur with an amendment excluding all insurance 
and bankruptcy claims reported by the Court of Claims, leaving such 
to 3 by the House on the favorable report of the Committee 
on Y 

It is plain that the Senate intended to exclude these claims and to 
confine this appropriation to the representatives of the original Iosers. 
Some of these insurance claims remain, however, by inadvertence. 
For this reason only I omit them by my amendment. This action does 
not prejudice those claims. It helps to secure payment of the rest, 

The total amount of the Senate amendment is $1,239,688,98. The 
insurance cases and the one bankruptcy case aggregate $126,610.33. 
The remaining cases amount to $1, 112,578.65. 

This sum we should now pay to the representatives of the original 
sufferers. I believe we can now pay it. I hesitate to increase the ap- 

but I fear more todelay this just payment when we are 
able to pay. 

As the chairman of my committee [Mr. CANNON] has shown by the 
table I add here, we may feel safe in a net surplus if we pay the 4} per 
cent. bonds, if we pay the pensions we have granted by the new pen- 
sion Jaw, and allow sixty millions of reduction of tariff revenue by the 
McKinley tariff bill, soon to be a law. That surplus will approximate 
$17,000,000, 

This last amendment on the last appropriation bill reduces that sur- 
plus $1,239,688.98. We can afford to do our duty? Let us concur 
with the Senate and pay at this time this sum to these long-delayed 
but deserving debtors. 

TI read the extracts from the speech of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, recently delivered in the House, showing the 
condition of our resources and the state of the surplus: 


Expressed in tabular form, we have the following: 


Revenues, 1391; 8 
Ordinary, estimated December 2. 1886... . . . . , $855, 000, 000, 00 
.... . ¼— TN 
É 450, 414, 387. 34 
Add excess of actual ordinary revenues, 1890, over estimate 
Total revenues.... * 467,414, 337, 31 
Appropriations: 
Total made at this session, including perma- 


ns and deficiencies........... 
r delleiencies. . 


nent a pi 6406402. 73 
Deduct 38,511, 54L. 17 

422, 134, 861.56 
Deduct for sums in riverand harborand other 

note that will not be expended during the 

TIBOR FORE THOU cassrscipicieds sure otecncasies A E 20, 000, 000. 00 


Total appropridtionsy 0c. s..6...s.csesee sittin isa sippia ionia 402, 184,861.56 
— — 
r . chshaqoos checunseseus placehseuess 65, 279. 475, 78 

Add balance of net cash in Treasury after dedu v 2 
ciencies not paid prior to July 1 sressen 44,500, 967.90 


Total Ina. . . 188; 900 416, 68 
Deduct for 4) per gent. bonds not redeemed 
for sinking fund for 1891... . . $80,015, 780. 00 
Estimated requirement under new pension 
law so farassame can be adjusted this year, 30, 000, 000. 00 
Estimated reduction of revenue under the 
Dee ene 60, 000, 000. 00 
170, 015, 750, 00 
Net surplus. .. eee ee | 16,974,008. 68 


Should it be the policy of the Government, as I think it will be, to redeem 
the $80,015,750. of 4) cent. bonds, so as to carry $48,000,000 of them into the 
sinking fund under its requirements for 1902, the net surplus, asshown above, 
will be increased by that amount to 804, 974,868.68. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I think the claims contained in this 
bill should be paid. In the two minutes allowed to me it will be im- 
possible to advance any particular reason therefor; but in that time I 
can say this, that so far as I am acquainted with the claimants who 
presented their claims to the court under their supposed right to in- 
demnity, they possess them as the heirs or descendants of the original 
people who suffered in consequence of these depredations on our com- 
merce by French privateers, They are notclaims in the hands of specu- 
lators. Iknowofa number in California who are the direct descendants 
of those who suffered loss, and, as has just been said by the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas], it is clear to me that the original 
attitude of our Government towards those who were victims of these 
depredations is sufficient upon which to ground these rights now pro- 

to be recognized by the Senate amendment. 

When Mr. Jefferson issued his circular to the merchants of this coun- 
try and told them that they would be protected, he did it because it 
was desirable that we should have a commerce and arevenue from im- 
ports and that our ships might go to sea with the assurance of being 

rotected by the United States, and that whatever they might suffer, 

munity would be provided or secured by the Government. This 
was the assurance under which onr ships ventured to sea, and it is 
shown in these reports that our Government derived a revenue of some 
$15,000,000 in consequence of this promised protection, us shown by 
Jefferson in his letter, and as indicated by Washington in his m 
to Congress, They acted upon this assurance in good faith, and sup- 
posed they would be indemnified by our Government, 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Hrrr]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, these French spoliation claims came some 
years ago before a committee of which I was a member, and the gen- 
eral history which has been recounted here was most carefully inves- 
tigated by that committee, voluminous as it is and far as it extends 
back into the last century. As the result of our investigation I joined 
with the other members of the committee in a report that they were 
Just claims; and I believed so then, as L do now. We are given the 
opportunity here, in the payment of these claims, to liquidate a part 
of the debt incurred im achieving the independence of this country. 
By the bill we reported, which was substantially adopted afterward, 
and which is the law, the claims were referred to the Court of Claims 
to determine which were valid and how far they were valid. That 
determination of the court has been had. It is before us, and it re- 
mains only for Congress now to keep faith, long deferred, with those 
who re tthe dead—dead removed from us by three generations; 
the dead who suffered and were despoiled and whose sufferings and 
spoliation were part of the price of the independence of our country. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DuNNELL]. ° : 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to go into the 
merits ot this question. It would be impossible in so brief a time to 
do that. I have for many years entertained the conviction that the 
Government of the United States ought to settle these claims, and I 
have once or twice voted in that direction. The arguments that were 
made here yesterday are the arguments that have been made from time 


. 
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to time for fifty, seventy-five, or one hundred years. The argument of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] yesterday was for delay; 
that this might be done two years from now or at some other time than 
the present. Now, I think the Government of the United States is in 
a position to be jealous of its honor, and we ought to remove the stain 
that rests upon us as a government because of our long retention of 
funds that were intended for other parties than the Government. 

The Government to-day has funds that do not belong to it, but 
which belong to the heirs of these men to whom these moneys should 
have been paid long ago. I never have been very much moved, Mr. 
Chairman, by the cry that a claim was old. No matter whether it be 
old, provided it be just. 

Mr. COGS WELL. Iyield one minute to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, all I desired to say in this con- 
nection was to testify to the fact that what was said by my friend from 
California [Mr. Morrow] is entirely true as to my section of the coun- 
try. I know about a great many of these claims in the State of Maine. 
I know to whom they belong, and I do not know of one case where the 
claims are not now held by heirs of the original sufferers. So far as 
the claims in my State are concerned, they have not been gathered up 
by attorneys. I should not consider it any argument against their 
payment if they were; but I know of course there is a prejudicein the 
minds of some people against paying claims which attorneys have 
gathered, perhaps at a very small percentage of their cost. But at all 
events that is not the case with to these claims in my State. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, there is only time left to say that 
these are private claims which were taken and used successfully by this 
Government to offset eounter- claims of France. In the second article 
of the treaty of 1800 provision was made for a commission to settle 
these elainis on both sides. That article was stricken out, which both 
sides understood to mean that one set of claims washed the other. 
This was done by this Government by taking the private claims of its 
citizens, claims which it has not yet paid. It has yet to pay them. 
To support this position I quote Napoleon, who said the claims were 
just, and if not settled in this way our merchants would have claims 
for indemnity on France for depredations committed in time of peace. 
In time of peace,” says Napoleon, and if I understand history cor- 
rectly, he was a man who was something of an expert on the question 
whether the status was one of peace or war. 

In support of that position I quote Chief-Justice Marshall, who says: 


These claims are just, and should be paid. 


I quote Dr. Wharton in his last work on international law, where 
he goes over the whole case and says: 

The preponderance, the vast preponderance of the argument, is decidedly in 
favor of these claimants, 

The bill has twice passed for their ent. It was vetoed by Mr. 
Polk because of the expense of the Mexican war; and yet Congress, by 
almost a two-thirds vote, passed these claims over the veto. It was 
vetoed again by Mr. Pierce, not because they were invalid, but for 
other reasons, They were again passed by an almost two-thirds vote 
over that veto; and the arguments we had yesterday and have to-day 
and will have in the closing hour of this debate, Mr. Chairman, are the 
game old arguments that have been hurled by the few against these 
claims until we sent the matter and the facts and the law to the Court 
of Claims. The Court of Claims have turned down every one of these 
arguments against them, both as to the law and as to the fact. 

Every one of these claims pending on this bill has been carefully 
sifted, and every one of them has had an individual trial. Talkabout 
$25,000,000 or $30,000,000! When yousent this matter to the Court of 
Claims the claimants filed what were called blanket claims. Out of 
the whole of the blanket claims we had not exceeding $30,000,000; they 
have taken $19,000,000 of those claims and sifted them out till they 
are brought down to less than $2,000,000, There are about $11,000,- 
000 remaining, and in the same ratio, if the same sifting process goes on, 
the tota! of these claims capable of proof before the court will not be 
in excess of $6,000,000. The motion pending is a proposition to pay 
$1,150,000 of them, with only something like $4,000,000 that can pos- 
sibly come after, and these it will tuke four or five years to prove up. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, what has come over the spirit of the dreams of 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in saying we ought not to put 
these claims on a deficiency bill? In the Filtieth Congress he voted 
to instruet the committee to bring them in ona @eficiency bill. What 
has come over the spirit of his dreams when he says we have not time 
to discuss the merits of these claims? He said yesterday there were 
not ten men in this House who understood the question any better 
than he. I take him at his word. In the Fiftieth Congress he said: 


As one member of this committee I have read with great care the decision 
of that court. I believe from the best light I can get the Government of the 
ele; 5 three generations after these claims are due and payable, ought 

o pay them. 


And what has come over the spirit of the dream of my friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] in charge of this bill? He voted in the 
Fiftieth Congress to instruct this committee to report them on the de- 


ficiency bill. Why not step up, like little men, and say you do not 
want to pay them? That you want to continue the monument of dis- 
grace and infamy which stands all along the line—showing that this 
Government does not pay its honest debts if it can help it. Come up 
manfully and do not Kulk behind the old arguments which the court 
has turned down. Come up and say you can not pay them; come up 
and say you do not want to pay them 5 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
ee from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON} will be recognized for thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 


[Mr. PAYSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this matter should 
never receive the final action of Congress until at least two weeks of 
solid time have been given to its consideration. Since the Senate (which 
I mention with diffidence) has placed upon this bill these French spolia- 
tion claims, I have devoted every spare moment of my time to their 
investigation, spending such hours of the day and night as I could find 
for. that purpose. 

I want to warn my associates on this floor that they stand in the 
presence of a great wrong, as I view it, upon the people of this nation 
and the public Treasury if the French spoliation claims are appropri- 
ated for in this bill. 

In the last Congress, under the appeals that came to me from New 
England, I voted, as has been stated here, to send this matter to the 
Committee on Appropriations, that it might be put on the general ap- 
propriation bill, so that these claims might come back here—for what? 
The language of the resolution is for the consideration of the House, 
binding no one, leaving each and all free and untrammeled to vote as 
the discussion, the law, and the facts might warrant. The discussion 
that followed determined me to vote against these claims, and if a vote 
had been reached then and there, my vote would have been in the 
negative. The hard work which I have devoted to this question since 
the Senate put this amendment on this general deficiency bill has left 
in my mind a clear conviction that these claims are wrong, without 
any foundation on which to stand. I have examined them as a law- 
yer and as a lawmaker and believe them to be wholly without merit. 

The loosest statements, Mr. Chairman, are made in regard to these 
claims. I have heard scores of people say that the Lonisiana purchase 
entered into these very transactions and that for these claims we re- 
ceived a part of that purchase. No friend of the French spoliation 
claims dares to make that statement on this floor. The statement is 
made that we have received the money of these claimants. Ichallenge 
any man living to point to a dollar that has ever entered the public 
Treasury on account of French spoliations. Not a dollar! Yet gen- 
tleman talk even here about our enjoying the money which shonld go 
to these claimants on account of French spoliations. They say it is a 
stain on the honor of the Government of the United States because it 
has received and kept theseclaimants’ money. To put it mildly, this 
is all romance, for this Government never got a dollar or any benefit 
from them. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, our Government did all in its power and in- 
curred the greatest expense, even to entering upon war, to protect our 
citizens and recover for them this money. But France refused to. give 
it, and after every effort was spent these people lost theirclaims. This 
Government had no benefit out of the matter whatever, My friend , 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] objects to these being character- 
ized as old, staleclaims and speaks ot stale objections to them. Sir, 
there never has been a proposition before Congress that was loaded 
down with such misrepresentations and false statements as the friends 
of the French spoliation claims have poured into their diseussion every- 
where except upon this floor, I am compelled to say. I do not make the 
charge as to the diseussion here, But I say to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
to my colleagues on this floor, let not the House of Representatives be- 
come a morgue for assembling the dead, decayed, and rotten carcasses 
of other days. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield a second. 
twenty minutes, and I should have two days. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I was only going to ask 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Pardon me; I would gladly yield if I 
could. I trust the gentleman will not interrupt my argument when I 
have so much I want to say. x 

And now, Mr. Chairman, let me say another thing—I was pursuing 
a different thought, but was broken in upon - we have here a proposition 
put on this bill by an amendment of the Senate. I will only pause here 
to say, and with great respect for the Senate, that the more I learn as 
a legislator the more I long for the time to come when I can vote fora 
1 to eleet United States Senators by a direct vote o! the people. 

want to do that in order to digniiy the office of United States Senator. 
I say this with all respect, but I mean it. And while I stand here 
charged with the responsibility of this appropriation bill I will not 
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give my consent to have this amendment go on the bill, satisfied as I 
am of its injustice from beginning to end. 

Now, it has been said that we are bound by the act of 1885, I have 
here the original bill introduced in the Senate. Was it presented at 
the request of the Government? Was that legislation inaugurated at 
the instance of men who wanted to protect the public Treasury? The 
measure was introduced by a Senator from Massachusetts who is com- 
mitted, as Massachusetts always has been, in favor of trying to get this 
money out of the Treasury. The friends of the French spoliation 
claims brought forward this measure. And let me say that not one 
report (there may be one exception) in favor of this proposition was 
ever presented anywhere near the period when these claims arose that 
did not come from a special committee. The regular standing com- 
mittees in early times declared against this proposition; as the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Payson] says, have declared that these claims 
should not be paid; have declared that the Government was under no 
obligation to pay them; declared in express language that the Govern- 
ment has done all in its power to collect these claims for the people, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many reports of that kind were ever made? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ifthe gentleman will have the indus- 

to read the report which I made from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations he will find every report enumerated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I have read Charles Sumner's report, in which I 
have much more confidence than in yours. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is the way you do; you read 
only one side, and reports made from the headquarters of these claims. 
You will find (and I hone with profit) that the early favorable reports 
came mostly from ‘‘special committees,” which usually are organized 
in favor of the matter sent to them. 

Now, I want to say another thing, Mr. Chairman. We know that 
in this Congress we have appropriated $56,000,000 more than in the 
second session of the last Congress, I will not stop to analyze the ap- 
propriations to show the necessity for this, but it isa fact. We know 
that we refused to pass the per diem penSion bill becanse we could not 
afford to. How will you gentlemen deport yourselves in your dis- 
tricts when you go before your people and give that reason for not vot- 
ing tor this per diem pension bill? How will you answer when some 
poor fellow eomes up to you with an empty sleeve and asks why you 
did notdo it? You tell him that the expenditures of the Government 
had been enormously heavy and you could not afford to do it, and he 
responds byasking you: Did you not vote to pass the worthless French 
spoliation claims that are a hundred years old, with the original claim- 
ants all dead? Didn't you do that? And yet you tell me you could 
not afford to give me the per diem pension bill.“ Get your answer 
ready if you intend to vote for this proposition. 

Gentlemen, what claimant is there living that sustained a loss? 
Men are represented here who went through bankraptey, or their 
assignees are here, or their descendants, claiming for insurance, when 
as a matter of fact they got war risks and made a big profit out of the 
risks, and now they want to be paid for the losses besides, The ac- 
eounts show that they were ahead on the investment, and yet they 
want us to give to these people, Jong alter the original claimants are 

e to their graves, the money a second time. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But my amendment omits those. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Oh yes, I know; so the gentleman 
says;.and we were told that there was not one of them in this amend- 
ment; and yet I referred it to the Department of Justice and found 
that more than one half of the claimsin this amendment are for insur- 
ance claims. And the gentleman himself would not dare to face his 
God and his country and advocate those claims here or elsewhere as 
valid. Of the two hundred and forty-three claims in this amendment 
one hundred and twenty-five are insurance cases and one isa bankruptcy 
case. a 

But, Mr. Chairman, the bill of 1885 fixes no rule. It does not dis- 
tinguish as between bankruptcy or insurance or any other claims, 
There is no rule laid down in the bill for our guidance. 

The act of 1385 expressly exempts us from being bound by thé opin- 
ion of the court either as to the law or the facts; and yet you propose 
to put this entering wedge into the Treasury without adopting any 
rule for the future. Why, even Senator Frye, from Maine, in a re- 
port which he submitted on this question, admitted and stated in the 
report that these claims should not be allowed until they had the eon- 
sideration of the Supreme Court of the United States. This amend- 
ment lays down no rule whatever. Icontend that if money is to be 
appropriated full and careful legislation should first be had, fixing the 
rules to be applied in making payments. 

Now, then, we have had it thrown in our faces this morning again 
that the vetoes given by the Presidents were given for other reasons 
than because of the injustice of theclaims. I deny the fact. That rea- 
son was given; that the claims ought not to be paid. Other reasons 
were also assigned. 

Gentlemen say they were vetoed because we had not money enough 
in the Treasury to pay the claims, Why, Mr. Chairman, have gentle- 
men forgotten history? In 1836, under the act of June 23 of that 
year, because of the tact that we had such a surplus in the Treasury 

that we did not know what to do with it, the Congress of the United 


States deliberately distributed among the several States (then 8 
six in number) the sum of $37,468,860. Our Treasury was absolu 
flowing over. These men who made that distribution of the public 
funds knew about the French war and the pretended claims. They 
knew we were engaged in it, and not a dollar, even by the fathers who 
formed part and parcel of the original Government, and when the 
claimants themselves were living, when the facts were all fresh in the 
memory of men, proposed to pay a dollar of this alleged indebtedness, 
even when our coffers were running over with gold and silver. Talk 
to me about the fathers favoring these claims! 

And another point in the same connection: They say there was no 
war. Why, the gentleman from South Carolina Ur. DIBBLE] and 
others here would reverse the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
Government, living at the time, given that there was war; they would 
reverse the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
three times decided that there was war; they would reverse the acts 
of Congress which canceled, as we had a right to do under the law of 
nations for the violations ot France, our treaty obligations and de- 
clared we were in astate of war. The French Assembly at the same 
time, contemporaneously with the acts of our own Congress, declared 
in effect that we werein a state of war; and here is Thomas Jefferson, 
in a letter written in 1798, during the very time when these proceed- 
ings took place, who says: f 

It is true then that as with England we might of right have chosen either war 
or peace, and we have chosen peneana prudently, in my opinion; so with 


France we might also of right chosen either peace or war, and we have 
chosen war. y 


Why, my fellow-colleagues, war raged so that we captured one hun- 
dred armed vessels; our own merchant ships were armed with commis- 
sions from our Government, authorizing them to war on French com- 
merce on the high seas. There were great naval battles fought. Com- 
modore Truxtun, and other distinguished officers of the American Navy, 
won fame for the Government and glory for themselves in the war con- 
ducted with France, and yet gentlemen tell us there was no war. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will you allow me just a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I can not; you know that I have not 
the time. 

He who with his yessels goes on the high seas when war is raging 
takes his risk himself. If there was a war they have no claim. If 
there was a war the claims that they allege are valueless; and, Mr. 
Chairman, that there was a war can not be denied on the face of the 
record. Even the Court of Claims has been forced to admit it. 

But reference has been made to Napoleon, with fine effect, in the 
same connection. Ah, yes! there is another illustration. He was 
quoted by the great army of attorneys who appeared before our sub- 
committee in the interest of the claimants, able, clean men. I make 
no charge against them, but they were gentlemen that do not work 
for nothing; they told our subcommittee what Napoleon said. I did 
not believe it proper that our subcommittee should alone undertake 
to find the truth as to these claims on an ex parte showing by claim- 
ants’ able and numerous attorneys, and I asked the Department of 
Justice if there was any one who could give us light on the subject, 
presenting the Government’s side of it, or whether we must pass on 
the claims on the statements of able, accomplished, and interested 
attorneys. I can not learn that this has ever been asked before by a 
committee of Congress, but it seemed to be proper with such enormous 
claims pending here. + . 

The Attorney-General responded, and sent a gentleman who gave us 
the information, told us the facts, and put his finger on the page and 
line where the proofs were to be had. I said to him, What about 
this Napoleonic story?!“ He went and translated the whole thin 
bearing on the point, the context and everything, and you will fin 
it in the report which I caused to be laid upon all your desks this 
week. And when you take the whole context together, it does not 
sustain the Napoleonic chargeatall. Napoleon, Marshal Ney, Mura 
and the whole array of French witnesses drop into insignificance an 
fail to bear witness for these claims, 

I never in my life investigated a law proposition or a proposition of 
fact so absolutely destitute of rightful claim as the French spoliation 
claims, and I say to you here and now that the Congress or the Ad- 
ministration that shoulders these claims will, in my opinion, justly 
sink into oblivion. 

They talk about the amount being a mere bagatelle. I questioned 
their attorneys about that, and the lowest estimate was four and a half 
millions, the highest ten millions; the eloquent gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] admits this morning that the amount may be 
nine millions. Mr. Russell, of the Department of Justice, whom the 
Attorney-General sent to us and who has examined each of these 
claims and assisted in making the argument in regard to them in the 
Court of Claims, told us that between forty-eight and fifty millions of 
dollars of claims had been filed in the Court of Claims; and after de- 
ducting for blanket petitions he gave it as his opinion that the amount 
which would be allowed by the Court of Claims would not be less than 
$30,000, 000. 

In the last Congress, in reply to a letter from Mr. ROGERS, of Arkan- 
sas, the then Attorney-General sent him an estimate, which appears in 
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the Recorp, giving the best judgment after an investigation by the 
Department, and they then put the lowest estimate at $33,000,000. It 
is all very well to belittle the amount now, when you are getting your 
arm into the Treasury. It is all very well when you are opening the 
doors, so that the boys can come in and begin to fill their pockets at 
the expense of the Government; but the claims grow as the number of 
ships did. Let me give you an illustration. Mr. Webster, when he 
stated the number of ships, gave it as 615, and he was only a stone’s 
throw from the period of these events. Mr. Sumner, ata later date, 
gave the number of ships as 885. Now they continue to grow, and 
every year each ship seems to breed a new one. 

The records now show, as the Department of Justice informs your 
committee, that the total number is 2,399 ships. And more of them 
are on the way, Mr. Chairman, all under full sail, and well manned, 
officered, and victualed. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 
not attempt to speak longer, because I know my time is exhausted; 
but I appeal to this committee in the name of integrity, to your oath 
as Representatives, to put the seal of condemnation upon these claims, 
as three committees, one of the Senate and two of the House, did, in 
emphatic language, before the sound of the French-American war had 
died away on the Atlantic. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate has ended, and the question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
to concur, with an amendment which he offers, and which the Clerk 
will report, 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I suppose it would be in order to offer another 
motion after this is voted on, to concur with an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will depend on the action of the committee 
entirely. If the committee moves to concur with the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland, no further amendment will be in order, 
but if the action of the committee—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, is that absolutely correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will have agreed to it in that 
form and that will be the end of amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, but if the Chair please, there may be some 
gentlemen who may want to concur with one amendment, and others 
may desire to concur with a different amendment. It seems to me that 
that would be entirely proper, and I think this is reversing the rule 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The effectis for the committee to consider when 
it votes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Of course it is; but the question that the Chair is 
considering, as I understand it, is whether or not there can be a mo- 
tion to concur with one amendment after another has been agreed to. 
For instance, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] might 
moye to concur—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that there can be 
but one amendment pending. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not the question, if the Chair please. When 
that amendment has been acted upon, is it not competent to move to 
concur with a still further amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee refuses to concur with the 
amendment, then another motion will be in order; but if the commit- 
tee concurs with an amendment, that is the end of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The only way out of it is for the 
committee to vote down the amendments and carry the motion to non- 


concur, 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I desire to make 
is an amendment to insert in this bill a claim which was inadvertently 
left out by the clerk of the Senate committee. 

Mr. COGSWELL, That can bedone by unanimous consent. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. They put in all the other claims in connection 
with this particular vessel, but left this claim out. I make that state- 
ment tor the information of the House. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That can be put in by unanimous consent, and 
I think no one will object. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. We object to all these claims. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I ask uuauimous consent to insert this item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 
consent to offer an amendment, 

Mr. O'FERRALL, That it may be incorporated in the amendment. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this amendment increases the 
number of claims. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. It does. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Iowa object ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I do. 

Mr, O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the gentleman from 
Iowa will not object if he understands the matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to say just here, that if 
any of these claims are going in, the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia ought to go in too. By an oversight in making 
up the Senate amendments, it was not putin. It is a mere matter as 
to whether you are going to put them in or not. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If it was byan oversight that this was not 
put into the Senate amendment, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I understand that objection has 
been withdrawn by the gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I ask Jor a vote on my amendment, to concar with 
an amendment striking out the insurance and bankrupt claims. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state the proposition, so that 
there may be no misunderstanding. The gentleman from Virginia 
asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment, which he has sent to the 
desk, and that it be incorporated in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland. [Cries of “No!” “ No!“ 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I ask that it be incorporated in the Senate 

That is not in order. 


amendment. 
The way suggested is the 
only one by which it can be done. 


The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. O’FERRALL, I ask that it may be incorporated in this Senate 
amendment, orin the bill. Idonotcare how it is done so that it is done. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would sug est to the gentleman from 
Virginia that it could be arranged in conference. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. No, sir; that is the point, whether or not it 
could be arranged in conference. As I understand, it was the inten- 
tion of the committee of the Senate to insert this claim, but it was left 
ont inadvertently. 

Mr. CANNON. The parliamentary motion would be to concur with 
anamendment. The gentleman from Maryland pro an amend- | 
ment. Now, you have an additional amendment that you want to 
offer. If the gentleman from Maryland will accept the proposition as 
a part of his amendment the vote will be taken on concurring with an 
amendment, that of the gentleman from Virginia included. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, dat I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that puts the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia into 
the same boat with the amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, 
and if his amendment fails the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia will go with it. As this isa matter of oversight, the House 
can very well correct it by inserting it and letting it be part of the bill, 
because it was simply a clerical omission. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will give his attention, the 
Chair would suggest this, if the committee sees fit: that the gentle- 
man from Virginia have unanimous consent to offer his amendment 
to be inserted in the Senate amendment. Then the question will recur 
upon the motion to concur with the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CANNON. Thatcannot bedone. There are but two motions 
in order—one is to concur with an amendment, and the other to concur 
without an amendment. = 

Mr, DIBBLE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
it can be done by unanimous consent, $ 

Mr. CANNON. Well, how? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us dispose of the amendment and 
the motion to concur with an amendment and if these claims should 
go on the conferees will fix that on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to the gentleman, if that is to be the 
course, it seems to me tlie better way is toask unanimous consent that 
the House conferees may bring this matter to the attention of the Senate 
conferees. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. We will attend to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Otherwise the conferees can not have any jurisdic- 


tion of the matter. 

Mr, O° FERRALL. Iam not particular about the mode, Mr. Chair- 
man, so that it is done; and I ask unanimous consent that the House 
conferees may be permitted to call it to the attention of the Senate con- 
ferees. 

Mr. CANNON, But that it is to abide the general fate of this Sen- 
ate amendment. á 

Mr. O'FERRALL, Let that be understood. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee has no power over the question, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Let it be understood, then, that the committee 
of conference is to insert this claim in the event, as a matter of course, 
of concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can not be agreed to in committee. Of 
course the House can do so if it chooses. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland to agree to the Sevate amend- 
ment with an amendment which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of the insurance and bankrupt claims designated in the sehed- 
ule accompanying the House report 3121. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry 
so as to get some information, and to get another matter of claims be- 
fore the House. The question I desire to ask is whether it will bein 
order to attach to this Senate amendment the House bill containing 
the claims known as the Bowman-act claims, the claims that have been 
favorably acted upon by the Court of Claims and included in the bill 
that passed the House two of three weeks ago? 


10390 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 24, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the motion of the gentleman from 
were be indivisible; that it is a motion to concur with an 

t 

The CHAIRMAN, That is correct. $ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ithink it should be taken separately from the 
motion to concur. r 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect of the adoption of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland will be to e the question so far as 
the committee is concerned. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would state to the gentleman from Maryland 
that I would be glad for the committee to adopt his amendment, but 
not to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I think they should all be putin. [Cries 
of “ Regular order!’’] This is the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided that the amendment sug- 

by the gentleman from Kentucky would not be in order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The Chair can not have decided upon a 
point that I am about to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make another point of order? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I was about to make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

.Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I was about to suggest to the House 
that whatever is right with regard to one class of these claims is right 
with regard to the other class, and I desire toask unanimous consent, 
just as was asked in the case of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
O’FERRALL], that the committee of conference be instructed and re- 
quested, or requested and instructed, whichever is the stronger way 
of putting it, to attach these claims to this bill in conference. 

2 CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can, not instruct the committee of conference. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want the House to be 
confused or to receive any wrong impression with regard to the char- 
acter of the claim presented by me. The claim that I have presented 
is a French spoliation claim. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no attempt to confuse the mind 
of anybody on the subject. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I know that, but some minds might get con- 
fused nevertheless. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] to concur in the Senate amendment 
with the amendment offered by bim, which has just been read by the 
Clerk. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 65, noes 98. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I call for y 

-Tellers were ordered. 

mai committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, 
noes 

So the amendment was 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, would a motion to con- 
cur with an amendment be in order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment would be in order at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the agreement was that 
we should have a vote on the question of non-concurrence and the two 
amendments all together. That was the agreement yesterday, that we 
should have the vote at the end of the three hours of debate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to move to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment with an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair knows noth- 

about any agreement one way or the other. 
- Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. The agreement was made yesterday 
that at the end of three hours’ debate we would vote on the motion to 
non-concur and the amendments pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that whatever may have 
been said, unless an agreement was distinctly reached, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. STONE] can not be cutoff from his parliamentary 
right to offeran amendment. There is no amendment now pending, 
and he has a right to offer one. 

Mr, O'FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, would the amendment which I 
sent to the Clerk's desk awhile ago be in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would if the gentleman had the floor, but he 
has not the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to concur inthe Senate amend- 
ment with the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that it is out of 
order to include those claims, because they were not in the original 
bill and have never been reported to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.. Mr. Chairman, a portion of the amendment, 
I submit, is in order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. A portion of the amendment most cer- 
tainly be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, If any portion of the amendment is out of order 
it is all out of order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Then I will offer another amendment. 


* 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, Irise to a point of 


er. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON,of Iowa. There wasan agreement distinctly made 
by unanimous consent that when the three hours’ debate were concluded 
we would vote upon the three propositions, and I appeal to the gentle- 
man us Massachusetts [Mr. Coas wet] to say if it was not the agree- 
men 

Mr, COGSWELL. I so understood the agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that the understanding was as stated by the gentleman 
from Iowa, and if that is the case, the Chair can not entertain the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The RECORD does not show it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Iowa can not take 
me off the floor. And the gentleman, I am sure, will not object to my 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Iowa can not bring for- 
ward a private agreement to control the action of the Committee of the 
Whole. There is nothing in the RECORD to show any such agreement 
as he states. And, Mr. Chairman, I submit that the gentleman from 
* will not object to the amendment which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky p 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. 
Mr. HENDERSON, ot Iowa. 
Mr. Chairman. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Unless the RECORD discloses such an agreement 
as is stated by the gentleman from Iowa the Chair can not consider it. 
Any agreement that is not of record the Chair can not take into consid- 
eration. Does the gentleman say that it was so agreed in the House? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was distinctly so agreed, and I called 
attention to it asecond time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman refer to the page of the REC- 
ORD showing the agreement ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman will find that it was 
simply an agreement to close debate, not to shut off all other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Isubmit that my amendment can be 
read and disposed of in a shorter time than it will take to determine 
in regard to the agreement. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Here is the language I used: 


1 And that the vote will be taken on that and all amendments pending at that 
me. 


That was the language of the agreement, and the gentleman from 
Maseachusetts [Mr. COGswELL] who had charge of the matter on the 
other side admits that such was the agreement. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The present occupant of the chair-was not pre- 
siding at the time referred to and knows nothing about the proceed- 
ings. But it would seem to have been the clear understanding that 
the vote was to be taken upon the amendmentsas they then stood after 
the debate had closed, and the Chair does not feel that he is at liberty 
to enlarge the agreement in any manner. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Iowa will not ob- 
ject to my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to submit his amendment, notwithstanding the agree- 
ment 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I must object to all new amendments. 

I stand on the agreement made, and we have no right to go beyond it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will put the pending ques- 


tion 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to inquire What right the gentleman in 
charge of this bill had to enter into any agreement unless the House 
itself consented. 
Several MEMBERS. The House did consent. 
The CHAIRMAN, As the Chair understands, the RECORD shows 
an agreement by unanimous consent that after the close of the three 
hours’ debate voting should begin on the questions then 
Mr. ENLOE. Was that in the Committee of the Whole? 
The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. 
Mr. ENLOE. Then I ask whether the Committee of the Whole can 
change the rules of the House? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I submit that the Chair has already de- 
cided that, there having been one motion to concur with an amend- 
ment and that motion being voted down, another motion of the same 
character is now in order. 
The CHAIRMAN, As a general parliamentary principle there is no 
doubt about it; but in this case there intervenes an agreement of which 
the Chair was not aware, made yesterday. 
Mr. ENLOE. I ask the Chair to rule on my question of order, 
whether or not an agreement made in the Committee of the Whole can 
change the rules of the House, 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis binding upon the Committee of the Whole, 
of 


It will take but a moment. 
I mustinsist upon the point of order, 


course. 
Mr. ENLOE. But I ask whether it binds the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. We are now in the Committee of the Whole. 


This agreement was made in the committee. The Chair assumes that 
no one desires to contravene an agreement made yesterday by unani- 
mous consent and which is a matter of record. The Chair was not 
aware of this agreement at the time he proposed to entertain the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent, then, that my 
amendment may be read. It is very short. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that an amendment may be read. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for by Mr. 
DIBELE)—ayes. 65, noes 92. 

Mr. DIBBLE. _I ask for tellers. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let us have the yeas and ces in the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, and Mr. DIB- 
BLE were appointed. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 


92. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The motion to concur is rejected, and the Senate 
amendment is non-concurred in. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I understand that the action just 
taken is equivalent to agreeing to the motion to non-concur. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
` the chair, Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, had directed him to report that the 
committee recommended concurrence in Senate amendment numbered 
10 with an amendment, and non-concurrence in all the remaining 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask a separate vote on amendment numbered 
i54, relating to the French spoliation claims, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking the question in gross 
apon all the other amendments in which non-concurrence is recom- 
mended ? 

There being no objection, the question was taken; and all of the 
Senate amendments, except amendment numbered 10 and amendment 
numbered 154, were non-coneurred in. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon concurring in amend- 
ment numbered 10 with an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to amendment numbered 10 the following: 

For completion of court-house and post-office at Winona, Minn., $10,000.” 

The question was determined in the affirmative; and amendment 
aumbered 10 was concurred in with the amendment read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon non-concurring in 
amendment numbered 154. 

Mr. McCOMAS. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry. What is the pend- 
ing question? Ts it on concurrence or non-concurrence? 

The SPEAKER. It is on non-concurrence. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then ay“ is a vote against the Senate amendment, 
and no is in favor of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state further that if the House re- 
fuses to non-coneur, concurrence follows. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us understand this matter. An 
affirmative vote is in favor of non-concurrence; those opposed to the 
French spoliation claims will vote ay.“ 

The SPEAKER. The negative vote is in favor of concurrence. If 
the negative side should prevail, the amendment will be concurred in. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 87, not voting 
127; as follows: 


YEAS—I11 
Allen, Mich. Cobb, Hare, Laws, 
Alien, Miss. Comstock, Hatch, Lester, Ga. 
Anderson, Kans. Conger, Haugen, Lin: 
Bartine, Cowles, Haynes, 
Barwig, Craig, Heard, M lan, 
Belknap, Cutcheon, Henderson, Iowa Mi 7 
Bliss, Lano, Herbert, MoM 
Blount, Dickerson, Hilt, Moore, N. H. 
Brewer, liver, 2 Morey. 
Brookshire, Dorsey, ley, Morgan, 
Brosius, a Kennedy, Morrill, 
Brower, E Kerr, lowa Niedringhaus, 
Buckalew, uhar, Kilgore, yson, 
Burton, Featherston, Kinsey, Peningion, 
Cannon, PP, Perkins, 
Carter, Forney, Lacey, Pickler, 
Caswell, Funston, La Follette, Pierce, 
le, Gest, Laidla w. Post, 

1 Gifford, 4 Ps og Pugsiey, 

Olements, Hall, Reed, Iowa 


Reilly, Smyser, Tarsney, Wheeler, Ala. 
Richardson, i Thomas, Wheeler, Mich, 
Rife, Stephenson, Thompson, Whitthorne, 
Rowell, Stivers, Townsend, Colo. Wickham, 
Sayers, Stock d: Townsend, Pa. Wiiliams, Ohio 

ney, Stone, Ky Turner, Ga, Wilson, Wash, 
Shively, Sweney, Vandever, 

NAYS—87. 
Adams, Dibble, Miles, Scranton, 
Andrew, Dannell, Milliken, Seull, 
Arnold, Flower, Moffitt, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Gear, Morrow, Simon 
Atkinson, W. Va. Greenhalge, Morse, Smith, I 
Baker, Grosvenor, Stewart, 
Banks,, Grout, Ste Vt. 
Belden Hansbrough, O'Donnell, bi 5 
Bergen’ Harmer, "Ferrall, Stump, 
Bingham, Henderson, III. O° Neil, Mass. Taylor, III. 
Boutelle, Hermann, Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Hitt, Osborne, Taylor, Tenn. 
Candler, Mass. Hooker, rner, ns, 
Houk, Quinn, Van 
Clancy, „Va. d V. 
Cogswell, Lewis, Y, Wadditl, 
Coleman, Lodge, Reyburn, Walker, 
Covert, McCarthy, Rockwell, Wallace, 
in, Com usk, Wallace, N.Y. 
Culbertson, Pa. MeCornick, Russell, Wilkinson, 
Cummings, McDutftie, Sanford, Yardley. 
Dalzell, McKenna, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—127. 

Abbott, Clunie, Ketcham, Price, 
Alderson, Connell, Lane, Raines, 
Anderson, Miss, Cooper, Ind. Lawier, Robertson, 
Pankhead, Cooper, Ohio Lee, rs, 
Barnes, Cothran, Lehlbach, Rowland, 
Bayne, 7 Magner, Skinner, 
Beck with, Culberson, Tex. Mansur, Smith, W. Va. 
Big, Dargan, Martin, Ind, Spinola, 
Bian d, Darl. ngton, Martin, Tex. a 
Bland, Davidson, Mason, Springer, 
Boatner, De Haven, MeAdoo, Stahlnecker. 
Boothman, Dingiey, MecClammy, Stewart, Ga 
Bowden, Dockery, McCord, Stone, Mo, 
Breckinridge, Dunphy, McKinley, bie, 
Brickner, Edmun Jo Rae, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, J. B. 8, Miller, 
Browne, T. M. Ewa Mills, Tracey, 
Browne, Va. Finley, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Brunner, Fitch, Moore, Tex. Turner, N. Y, 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, Mutchler, Wad 
Bullock, Flood. Norton, Wash! 
Bunn, Forman, Oates, Whiting, 
Burrows, Fowler, O’Neall, Ind Wike, 
Butterworth, Frank, Ow Wiley, 
Bynum Geissenhainer, Owen, Ind. Willcox, 
Caldweil, Gibson, Owens, Ohio Will m. 
Campbell, Grimes, Parrett, Wilson, Ky. 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Payne, Wilson, Mo. 
Carlton Hemphill, Paynter, Wilson, W, Va. 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Peel, Wright, 
Chipman Holman, A Yoder. 
Clarke, Ala. Kerr, Pa. Phelan, 


So the motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. CHIPMAN, on this vote. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, with Mr. Frrcn, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, on the French spoliation 
claims. Mr. BOATNER would vote for the Senate amendment; Mr. 
OWENS, of Ohio, would vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. ABBOTT, on the French spoliation claims. 
Mr, BARNES would vote to concur in the Senate amendment; Mr. AB- 
BOTT would vote against concurrence. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, on this question, 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, on this question. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. GIBSON, on this question. 

Mr. CRISP with Mr. HEMPHILL, on the French spoliation claims, 

Mr. BOWDEN with Mr. Mckar, on the French spoliation claims, 

Mr. Lee with Mr, Oates, on the French spoliation claims. Mr. 
Ler would vote for, and Mr. OATES against. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PEEL, on the French spoliation claims. 
Mr. DARLINGTON would vote yea; Mr. Pret, “nay.” 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. YODER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BAYNE with Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. ALDERSON, until further notice, 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. TILLMAN, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr, STRUBLE. I find that I voted inadvertently on this question, 
and desire to change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman can 
withdraw his vote, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move the appointment of a com- 
mittee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 


4 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HENDERSON of l 


Iowa, Mr. CANXON, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE as conferees on the part 
of the House, > 


£ 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit a request to the House. 
It is well known that there is a large number of bills on the Calen- 
dar from the District Committee awaiting action. Some of them are 
important matters, though small in themselves, and I have selected 
some twelve or fifteen out of forty to which I think there will be no pos- 
sible objection if the House was full or otherwise. To reach these bills 
I desire to ask unanimous consent that an evening session be held this 
evening, commencing at 8 o'clock, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request, Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Vermont that there be an 
evening session at 8 o’clock for the consideration of District bills not 
objected to? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
the Pennsylvania Railroad bill is on the list. 

Mr. COLEMAN. That is the question I also desired to ask. 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir. We have no intention of bringing it up. 
It is well understood that that bill can not pass without a quorum. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then are any of the trust bills pro- 

to be brought up? 

Mr, GROUT. It was our intention to bring up bills entirely unob- 
on to; but the gentleman had better be present and determine for 

i f. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I will certainly be present. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Let me su to the gentleman 
from Vermont that he amend his request by omitting the trust 
bills—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Verniont? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless House bill No, 9795 is excepted I shall 
object. 

Mr. BERGEN. I object. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let me ask the gentleman from Vermont if he 
will not agree to limit the session to half past 10 o’clock; if so, I for 
one will not object. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would also ask him to state that 
the trust bill and the railroad bill will not come up. 

Mr. GROUT. Laccept the proposition to limit the session; and have 
stated already that the bills to which exception is made will not be 
taken up. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, I think there are so many ex- 
ceptions that we may as well except all of them, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why not give the District Committee a day? We 
have taken a good deal of their time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Why not give options a day? 

Mr. GROUT, If the gentleman from Illinois will listen for a mo- 
ment concerning certain necessary legislation in reference to the Dis- 
trict, Ido not think he will object. ere is a provision to extend the 
time for the payment of taxes, It was extended in May 

Mr, CANNON. Then call it up and pass it now. 

Mr. GROUT. I have not the bill in my hand. Besides there is 
another bill, a Senate bill, providing against the spread of scarlet fever 
and diphtheria, which ought to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON, The trouble is at a session such as you suggest now 
that you will get up here with a baker’s dozen of members present, 
and somebody comes who, either through contrariness or with a real 
desire to serve the country, objects to everything. Now, the gentle- 
man can get his important bills, I am satisfied, acted upon when there 
is a quorum present, and the two which he has referred to can no doubt 
be passed by unanimous consent at any time, 

Mr. GROUT. But there are others besides them, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I would suggest to the gentleman to ask 
that a day be set apart for the consideration of District business. We 
have had to take several days from the committee, and it is but fair 
to allow them some time in return. 

Mr. GROUT, , I am willing that there should be a day, and would 
suggest Saturday. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man again. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous consent 
that an evening session be set for to-night for the purpose of consider- 
1105 bills unobjected to from the District Committee. Is there objec- 

? 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I object. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RUSSELL, I desire to makea privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call up the special order for to-day, the bills 
granting pensions to Mrs. Frémont, Mrs. McClellan, Mrs. Crook, and 

rs. Jones. consideration to be limited to one hour on all four of them. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
one hour’s debate. 


Was the previous question ordered? 
The previous question was ordered at the end of 


JESSIE BENTON FREMONT, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie Benton Frémont, widow of 
the late John C, Frémont, a major-general of the United States Army,and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwanttomakea point of order on those bills. The 
point is that the order which was made on last Friday evening directed 
that this bill and others be taken up immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-day. That hour has passed, and the point I make is 
that the bills have lost their place and can not now be taken up under 
that order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that reasoning is a little close. 
The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is that bill subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. There was an understanding that there should ba 
an hour's debate on all the bills, apparently. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam willing to waive the debate if the other side 
are. [Cries of Vote! Vote bal 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is the bill subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. The bill is not 
open to amendment. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read tha 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr, CHEADLE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 150, noes 20. 

Accordingly the bill was passed. 


ELLEN M. M’CLELLAN. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. McClellan, widow of the 
late George B. McClellan, a major-general of the United States Army, and pay 
her a pension, from the passage of this act, at the rate of $2,000 per annum. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask if the previous question 
is also ordered on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. On all of them, as the Chair understands, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then it is not subject to amendment, 

The SPEAKER. It is not subject to amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I will ask 
if this is one of the bills which has been on the Calendar for some time 
under a special order? 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been on the Calendar for three or four weeks. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Whentheorder for the previous question was made 
was the bill subject to amendment? 

Mr. MORRILL, It was not subject to amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Was the debate limited on this bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. Debate was limited. 

Mr. CHEADLE. What was the limit of time? 

Mr. MORRILL. On all four of the bills sixty minutes. [Cries of 
„Vote!“ Vote! 1 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. ý 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 119, noes 16. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the bill ought to pass 
without a quorum, and I make the point of no quorum present, [Cries 
of Oh, no!” Don't do that!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count if gentlemen will be kind 
enough to come forward from behind the screens. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. KILGOKE said: Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that there is a quo- 
rum present, and I will not make the point on this. I omitted to make 
the point on the other, thinking that a quorum had voted. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 2174) 
to remove charge of desertion from Ellery C. Folger. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 9014) to de« 
fine and regulate the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 

The message further announced that the Senate returned to the House 
the bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre resee 
vation. 
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MARY CROOK, 


The SPEAKER., The Clerk will report the next bill, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8.3227) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, 
late a major-general in the United States Army. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll ot the United States the name 
of Mary Crook, widow of George Crook, late a major-general in the United 
States Army, and to pay her at the rate of $2,000 per annum, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act, and subject toall the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension-laws. 


Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. TARSNEY addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY] is 

ized. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, as I have voted against both of the 
previous bills and intend to vote for this one, I desire in one brief word 
to give my reason for it. General Crook died while in the service of 
his country. The other two did not, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry. How much 
time is allowed for debate on this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that an hour was alle ed 
on all the bills, and the Chair knows no reason why it should not be 
all occupied on one bill, 

Mr. CHEADLE, Mr. Speaker, slowly, but as surely as fate itself, 
the Congress of the United States is departing from the faith of the 
fathers and from the spirit of the principles which underlies this sys- 
tem of government. Only the other day this Congress enacted into 
law a bill which provides that the widows of the men who died that this 
Government should not perish might, if dependent upon their labor 
for their living, be pensioned at the munificent rate of $8 a month. 
That was the amouut considered to be sufficient to meet their wants 
and provide for them a living by those who are charged with the duty 
of providing for him who fell in battle and for his widow. 

To-day, beſore the same session of Congress expires, it is proposed here 
in this tribunal of the people to enact three special laws by which the 
widows of certain comrades shall be given not $3 a month but $2,000 
a year, and that under a Government where it is proclaimed in the or- 
ganic law that all of its citizens ought to be and are equal before the 
law. [Cries of“ Vote!” Vote! ““] 

In behalf of the common soldiers— [Renewed cries of Vote! 
Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Will the House cease 
to waste the time by disorder? 5 

Mr. CHEADLE, I want to say by way of parenthesis, Mr. Speaker, 
that neither the jeers, the sneers, objections, nor anything on earth 
can prevent me from standing here in my place, a Representative of 
the common people, and calling the attention of my colleagues to 
these elementary principles upon which depend the perpetuation of the 
institutions that our comrades saved from destruction. [Applause. ] 
I want to call the attention ot my colleagues to the fact of the mar- 
velous influence of precedents. I remember to have read only a few 
years ago that for the first time in this House of Representatives it was 
proposed to depart from the general pension law, a law that provided 
a difference between the pensions of the officers and of the enlisted men, 
a law which has provided a difference in the ratings in the pensions to 
be given the widows of the officers and the widows of enlisted men, 
and at that time it was held that it would not be taken as a precedent, 
but it has been. 

I want to say here and now that the people who pay the taxes, the 
wealth producers of this country. every mother’s sou of them, object 
to this form of legislation. ‘They favor the enforcement of the general 
Jaws. Against the magnificent services rendered by the deceased hus- 
bands of these widows I have not one word to say. I could not, if I 
would, detract in the least from their well-earned fame; but I stand 
here and tell you that this Government of ours, founded upon the peo- 
ple themselves, has repaid them well for all the services they haye 
rendered. 

Mr. LAIDLAW, And they have spent it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And they have spent it. ButIcallattention to this 
fact. that in your general law you provided that the widow o! one man 
shall have 88 a month, provided that she is in actual need, while to the 
others you give $50 and $100 a month, and, in this instance, $2,000 a 
year. I want to say that in the brief time. I have sat in this House a 
representative of the people it has been my privilege to object at all 
times to the allowance of these large pensions, because I believed that 
it was the beginningo! the end of the pension system itself. I want to 
impress this one fact on the attention of the House, that the time is 
rapidly coming when the amount required to meet the demands of the 

msion service will be so great, unless we adhere strictly to the general 

aw, that there wil! be an nprising of the tax-payers against it; and 
these large pensions ar; the ones that so largely increases the amount 
of the aggregate expeuse of pensions until it now exceeds $120,000,000 
a year. ? 

I want to say that from the golden shores of the Pacific to Maine, 
and from Michigan to the Gulf, I have received letters irom people in 
the common walks of life thanking me for the position I have taken in 
demanding at the hands of the Government that all men shall stand 


equal before the Jaw. I am opposed to class legislation—class legisla- 
tion in pensions; class legislation on any line that may be enacted. I 
am not opposed to these particular persons, but I am opposed to the 
principle which underlies this legislation. I enter my protestand the 
protest of the common people of this country against so radical a de- 
parture from the fundamental principles upon which the whole su 

structure of the Government rests. [Cries of Vote!’’ „Vote!“ 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker [Criesof “Vote!” Vote!“ 


The SPEAKER. The same authority that brings this question up 
gives an hour for debate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who has just sat 
down has expressed my view in regard to this subject, and these gentle- 
men who call fora vote on this matter would probably not call at all if 
the fact of their calling was reported before the common people of their 
districts, because they know that their votes in this House, passing bills 


ce prety rac a year as pensions to the widows of men who re- , 


ceived from $400 to $500 a month, while they only vote for $8 a month 
for the widows of men who risked their lives in the defense of the coun- 
try, and who were only paid $13 a month during their service, do not 
meet a patriotic response in the hearts of the people of this country, 

I know that in the last war the men all over the country who went 
into the Army when they knew there was a demand for soldiers did 
not wait to dicker for a position or to secure an office in the Army. 
They went in as private soldiers, trusting to the fortunes of war to 
place them in a position which their merit would assign them to. I 
tell you, Mr. Speaker, that if the precedent that is being set or fol- 
lowed persistently shall be maintained for any great length of timeon 
the part of our Government, when the next war comes men of talent 
and ability will wait and wait and wait until their talents are appre- 
ciated by giving them an office or a position that will command a sal- 
ary before they will enlist in the defense of theircountry. I tell you, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this House, that if we,wish to make out 
country strong, if we wish to make it so that when war comes men will 
fly to the rescue without waiting for a position to be assigned to them, 
you must continue to make this a government recognizing the equali 
of all men before the law, and not making privileged and special = 
tions for men to occupy in the service, and I emphasize the protest that 
has been made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] against 
giving high pensions to the representatives of a class of men some of 
whom, in the judgment of many of our people, did not render the most 
distinguished services, while you give a pension of only $8 to the wives 
of the men who periled all in defense of their country. [Cries of 
“Yote!” Vote!“ A 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ped; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREDERIKA B. JONES, 


The SPEAKER, There is another one of these bills coming over 
under the same order. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the 


late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones. on the pension-roll, and her a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this zot. . 


The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr, Speaker, I would like to know something 
about this lady before we vote upon the bill. 
Mr. MORRILL, I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3174) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and tind that she is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, who 
served with great distinction in the late war of the rebellion. 

The following letters and extracts from newspapers describe the advance- 
ment of this officer on account of his gallantry, especially in the destruction of 
the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, during the late war: 

War DEPARTMENT, April 22, 1861. 

My Drar Sir: I take pleasure in apprising you that in consideration of your 
very skillful and gallant conduct at Harper's Ferry, I have ordered a commis- 
sion to be issued to you as assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of 


captain, 
SIMON CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 
Lieut. ROGER Joxxs. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washinylon, April 22, 1861. 
My Dear Sin: Iam directed by the President of the United States to com- 
municate to you, and through you to the officers and men under your com- 
mand at Harper’s Ferry armory, the approbation of the Government of yours 
and their judicious conduct there, and to tender you and them the thanks of 
the 8 for the serch À 
am, sir, very respectfully, 
: Ji z SIMON CAMERON, 
Secretary of War. 
Lieut. ROGER bayer 
Late Commanding at Harper's Ferry. 
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CAPT, ROGER JONES, THE HERO OF HARPER'S FERRY. 


[Written for the Telegraph.) 
the important services of 
not be nm. In com- 


the co- opera- 
ryland. ‘At that time Washington 
There were overtwent ou- 
e se- 
cessionists at Harper's Ferry were bi on Captain Jones, andevery movement 


command of the Virginia forces. 


CARLISLE BARRACKS, Pa., April 20, 1861. 


Sm: Immediately after finishing my dispatch of the night of the 18th instant 
I received positive and reliable information that 2,500 or 3,000 State troops 


80 p. m. „ 
inh men were missing on lea the armory, and two deserted during the 
night. 


Respectfully, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


R. JONES, 
First Lieutenant R. M. Riflemen, Commanding Department Recruits. 
The ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D. C. 
A copy respectfully furnished the Assistant Adjutant-General, headquarters 
of the Army, New York. 
[New York Herald, April 20, 1561.] 
THE UNITED STATES ARMORY AT HARPER'S FERRY DESTROYED. 
WASHINGTON, April 19, 1861, 
General Scott has just reccived a telegraphic dispatch from Captain Kings- 
bury, stating that he had burned the armory buildings, the troops having evac- 
uated and m: into Maryland. 
There were 15,000 stand of arms in the armory, which were all destroyed. 
There was a large force from Virginia on their way to seize the armory, in 
order to 8 of the arms. This will be a sad disa ntment to the 
på, who confidently expected to gt possession of these arms. 


“R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 


CARLISLE, PA., April 19, 1861 


He lost three men. 
Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 
march of 30 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 
to Hagerstown, 


in ee! ens 1 
Lieutenant Jones and command looked much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


PHILADELPHIA, April 19, 1881. 


received here from Washington says all the arms that were at 
a Ferry were burned in a pile. 


Ad 
{Commercial Advertiser, New York, April 20, 1861.] 
THE HARPER'S FERRY AFFAIR, 


The exciting report was received on Friday that the Government buildings at 
a s Ferry had been destroyed. Later dispatches furnish the folowing 


A DISPATCH FROM THE OFFICER IN COMMAND, 

General Scott received a dispatch dated Chambersburgh, Loth instant, from the 
commander of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as follows: d 

“Finding my position untenable, shortly after 10 o'clock last night I de- 
stroyed the arsenal, containing 15,000 stand of arms. and burned up the armory 
building proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my 10 in 
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number, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was accomplished 
with but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete. 
“TI will await orders at Carlisle. 
“R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 


THE REASON OF IT. 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at sF arrived at Carlisle 
with his command of 43 men at 3 p. m. on ichs, ssi 

Lieutenant Jones having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor r to take possession of Harper’s Ferry, and find 
his position untenable, under directions of the War Department, destroyed a 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. He wi w 
hiscommand under the cover of nightand almost in the presence of 2,500 troops. 
He lost three men. 

Fiftcen thousand stand of arms were destroyed, 

The command made a forced march of 90 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 
to Hagerstown, in Maryland, 

Lieutenant Jones and command look much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population, 

LIEUTENANT JONES'S ACCOUNT. 

He states that hearing on Thursday that 600 Virginians were approscbing b, 
the Winchester road to seize the arsenal they put piles of powder in straw in a 
the buildings and waited quietly the . e the picket-guard, who gave 
the alarm, and the n set on fire the outhouses, carpenter-shop, and pow- 
der fuses, and then n to retreat. 

The citizens of Harper’s Ferry, who were evidently in league with the party 
advancing to seize the arsenal, were instantly in arms, pursued, fired; and killed 
two regulars, Two others deserted before the troops reached wn. 
They marched all night, missed the railroad train at Hagerstown, and took 
omnibuses to Chambersburgh on Friday, 

As the Federal troops rushed across the Potomac 8 at Harper's Ferry, 
the people rushed in the arsenal, Lieutenant Jones believes that large num- 
bers perished by the explosion, Repeated explosions oceurred, and he saw a 
light of the burning buildings for many miles, 

Lieutenant Jones who has arrived from Harper's Ferry, is a son of the late 
Adiutant-General Jones, of the United States Army. 

The troops were exhausted by the night march. They wero fed by the peo- 
— of Chambersburgh, and were received with loud cheers along the route to 


lisle. 
In view of the gallantry and rey. distinguished services of General Jones, the 
committee recommend t this bill do pass, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions what amount is carried by this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill comes from the Committee on Pensions. 
I know nothing whatever in regard to it any further than that it calls 
for a pension of $100 a month. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, is it now in order to move to recom- 
mit this bill with instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BREWER. Then I move that the bill be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions with instructions to strikeout $100 per month 
and insert $50. r: 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] to recommit this bill with instructions 
to strike out $100 and insert $50. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will say in reply to the question 
of the gentleman from Michigan that under the rule established the 
bill conforms to bills which have been heretofore passed granting pen- 
sions. to widows of brigadier-generals of the regular Army. 72 
told there is no case where the widow of a brigadier-general has been 
given a pension different from the rate mentioned in this bill. 

e BREWER, This not for the brigadier-general; it is for his 
widow. 

A MEMBER. There are plenty of cases. 

The motion of Mr. BREWER was agreed to; and the bill was recom- 
mitted with instructions, s 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
2 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bills of like purport with the two 
bills passed were laid on the table. 

NAMING OF NAVAL VESSELS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Sen- 
ate bill 540, which relates to the naming of the ships of the Navy, be 
now taken upand considered. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to name the vessels in accordance with the modern classification. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1529 ofthe Revised Statutes of the United States 
be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spo. 1520. The vessels of the Navy of the United States shall be divided into 
four e as follows: First sates, second rates, third rates, and fourth rates. 

That section 1530 be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Src. 1530. Vessels of and above 5,000 tons displacement shall be classed as 
first rates; those of and above 3,000, but below 5,000 tons displacement, as sec- 
ond rates; those of 1,000 and above, but below 3.000 tons displacement, as third 
rates; and all those of less than 1,000 tons disp’ ent as fourth rates,” 

That section 1531 be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 153L. The vessels of the Navy shall be named by the Secretary of the 
Navy, under the direction of the President, according to the following rule: 

* Battio-ships shall be named after the States of the Union, cruisers after the 
A BERNESE. coast-defense vessels after rivers, and armored coast-defense 
vessels after importantevents or names connected with the history of the United 
States. Vessels of special classes skall be named appropriately to the service 
for which they are designed.“ 


The committee recommended amendments as follows: 


2 out section 1529 as proposed to be amended and insert in lieu thereof 
SRC. 1820. The vessels of the Government of the United States shall be divided 
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ante four 7 shall be com 
rates by captains, third rates b: 

lie t-commanders or li 

Strike out section 1581 as pro; to be amended a pes toes See ee ioe: 

* Vessels of the first rate be named after the States of the U 
of the second rate after cities of the United States, vessels of the rate 
after important events or names connected with the naval of the United 
States, nnd vessels of the fourth rate after lakes and rivers of the United States.’ 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman cay of A 


from Maine that this bill be now considered? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I will ask to have 
the report read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill has been printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know, but the report has not been either read 
or printed. I heard the bill read, but no explanation was given at the 
time it was called up. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I can explain the object of 
it very briefly. The statutes which are cited in the bill refer to a time 
when the Navy was classified by line-of-battle ships, by the numberof 
guns they carried, and when it was divided into sailing vessels and 


which I send to the desk, and that the House now proceed to consider 
the same. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (8.5) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore. 
Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to re- 
deem United States 5 per cent. coupon bond numbered ag ty met ber of 
July 14, 777 Ist day Sf Ana — the 12th 


they were stolen from her, and who further clai 

destros ed by the thief or thiev n the said Bessie 8. Gilmore re furnishing to 
the Treasury De ent a bo — 1 good and sufficient sure- 

ties, subject to 


the the 

een States against aay N 8 loe of the redemption $ of said 

‘oe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
bill? 

ME gee Reserving the right to object, I ask that the report 


steam-vessels. The law then required that vessels of a certain class | he re, 


should be named after States, rivers, etc. That classification is found 
to be utterly inadequate for the present types of ships, and this meas- 
ure, coming from the Senate, has been very carefully considered. Con- 
ference has been had upon it with the Navy Department, and in its 
amended form it is the result of deliberate and intelligent considera- 
tion of the whole subject. It simplifies the naming of the ships and 
conforms it to the modern classification. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to know wherein the present system 
of naming the ships is defective. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As I have already stated, the first rates used to 
be line-of-battle ships, carrying so many guns; there were sailing vessels 
and steam-vessels, sloops-of-war, frigates—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. What did the names have to do with that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Tue law provided that vessels of certain of those 
types or classes should be named after the States of the Union, and that 
certain other types should be named after cities, 

Mr. McMILLIN, You so provide? 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Exactly; and we have changed the classification. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why do you want to do that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Because certain types of ships have become ob- 
solete. We no longer build the old style of sailing line-of-battle ships; 
we no longer build frigates. We propose now to classify our vessels by 
tonnage, a vessel of over 5,000 tons displacement being regarded as of 
the first class, and so on; and we provide that the class of names for- 
merly appropriated to line-of-battle ships, which were then the largest 
vessels, shal! now be applied to vessels of the first class, as determined 
by their displacement. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What does the bill provide as to the names of 
vessels of that class? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, They are named for States, just as our largest 
ships have been heretofore, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does this bill make any change in the methods 
of commanding? I observe a provision that certain officers shall be in 
charge of certain kinds of ships; why is that? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Only to conform to modern requirements and the 
practice of the Department; that is all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Can not the Secretary of the Navy make the as- 
signments? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The old law provided for different assignments 
because there were different ranks and grades; but that law simply af- 
forded, as does the present bill, a formula or system which is essential 
to discipline and to the proper classification of commands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it intended that the name of the vessel 
shali indicate its class? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But if a vessel should be called the Missis- 
sippi or the Ohio, how could it he known whether the name referred 
to the State or the river? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is one of the difiiculties which we must 
overcome the best way we can. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then the name would not be a sufficient in- 
dication in that respect? 

Mr. 3 We can only accomplish our object as far as 

e. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam afraid you are getting into worse confusion 
than yon are getting out of. 

The question being taken on the amendments, they were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
ccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
praan and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BESSIE S. GILMORE. 


Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 


The report (by Mr. Boorm An) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8.5) for the relief 
of Bessie S. Gilmore, submit the following report: 

Your ee having ered the’ bill (S. 5) herewith returned, for the 
relief of Bessie S. Gilmore, respectfully report that the said bill is identical in 
terms with the bill of the House (H. R.4020) heretofore by the House referred to 
this committee. We here adopt as a part of this report the report of the Senate 
Committee on Finance, of this Congress, which sets forth the facts of the case. 

> [Senate Report No. 8, Fifty-first Congress, first session.) 

The Committee on Fi: „FF bill (S. 5) for the relief 
585 1 77 5 Gilmore, n 

is clearly shown by prod 9 on file that Mrs. Bessie S. Gilmore was 
us 80 1 of the bonds described in the bill, amounting to $2,000; that they 
were in her possession on board the Bremen steamer eckar, in September, 
1876; that wilson: on the voyage they were either Jost or stolen and have never 
been recovered ; active efforts were made by the officers of the boat, by the 
police officers on the arrival of the steamer at eo and z$ the German au- 
thorities to recover the bonds, without success; and that all the circumstances 
indicate that the bonds were ‘destroyed to avoid detection. They were called 
in in due course by the Treasury Department prior to July 1, 1881, but neither 
bonds nor coupons have been presented. Mrs. Glimore applied to the Treasury 
Department for relief under existing law on or about June, and established 
to the satisfaction of the Comptroller her ownership of the bonds and their loss. 
The Comptroller adds: 

“It does not sufficiently appear that these bonds, or any of them, are de- 
stroyed. Under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, de med 3701, and 
8704, no relief in the present condition of the case can be Mra. Gil- 
more. Whenever the bonds have been outstanding a sufficient len 3 tenets of time, 
it is probable that she may obtain relief from Congress 

More than four years having elapsed since the ate of the Comptroller's re- 
port, and ita nd bela that neither bonds nor coupons bave been presented for 

8 and it being clearly established that the claimant has a right to the 

nds and the proceeds, your committee is of the opinion that she 1s entitied 
to relief by the payment of the amount of the bonds and the coupons matur- 
ing to the date of the call, upon her furnishing to the Treasury Department a 
bond of indemnity in the usual form. 

Your committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill dee 
ment in the nature of a substitute, more accurately describing the bonds. 


— 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THR SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1889. 
have the honor to inform you, in 98 letter of the 11th in- 
* ‘het the United States coupon bonds d in the bill for the relief of 
Bessie S. Gilmore (S. 5, Fifty-first Congress, first session) are still outstanding, 
8 and that no interest has been paid thereon since the dates mentioned 
n the 
Respectfully, yours, 
GEO, E. pig eg 


ng . 
Hon. Jusrix S. MORRILL, 55 


Chairman Committee on Finance, United Slates Senate. 
Your committee unanimously that the relief contemplated should be 
ted. We therefore recommend that the bill of the House (H. R. 4020) bein- 
«finitely postponed and that the Senate bill (S. 5) be passed. 
There being no objection, the Hoase proceeded to the consideration 
ot the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion ne reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

The SPEAKER. If there 3 no objection, House bill No. 4020, 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

OPENING OF FORT LYON MILITARY RESERVATION TO SETTLEMENT. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I rise to a privileged report of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

TheSPEAKER. The title of the bill which comes before the House 
asa privileged report from the Committee on Public Lands will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2305) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon 
military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to pa yr ea under the pro- 
visions of the homestead law. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has already been read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. When was it read? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. On the 7th of August; and it was 
printed in the RECORD of August 8. The question of a quorum was 
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raised at that time by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS], and 
we did not happen to have a quorum, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill read now. I am entirely 
Mitina es it be not printed again in the RECORD; but I think it ought 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr, Speaker, is this a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The bill will be read, if there is no objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands embraced in the former military reservation 
known as Fort Lyon and the former military reservation known as Old Fort 
Lyon, in the State of Colorado, shall. from and after the passage of this act, be 
subject to disposal to actual settlers thereon,as lands held at the minimum 
price, according to the provisions of the homestead laws only: Provided, That 
section numbered 4. in township numbered 23, range numbered 51, shall not be 
subject to the provisions of this act, and it is hereby exempted from the same, 

- Mr, MCMILLIN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge of 
this bill why it limits the price at which these Jands shall be entered 
to the minimum price. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, These lands were embraced in a 
military reservation which has been abandoned for military purposes 
and turned over to the Interior Department. Under the general stat- 
utes these lands would have to be sold; but it has been the practice of 
the Government for a long time in such cases to pass a bill opening 
the lands to homestead settlement only. That is all that is authorized 
in this case, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But you provide that these lands shall be entered 
atthe minimum price. What is the object of that limitation? + Gen- 
erally lands on or adjacent to these military reservations are more val- 
uable than lands open to homestead settlement. 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of Colorado. But, beiug entered under the home- 
stead law only, the land can not be taken at any other price. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘Then a second question is, how it is that the en- 
try is limited to certain individuals? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. That is a mistake. It is not so lim- 
ited. > 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iso understand the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. No, it is limited to nobody in par- 
ticular, but is open to any settlers under the homestead law. 

3 NE eas Jo the settlers thereon ” is the language of the bill, 
nk, 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is the statement of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, No; that is a mistake. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Let me ask the gentleman if the commutation 
feature of the homestead law applies to this. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I suppose so. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Itought not. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Colorado in reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee says that the statement is not em- 
bodied in the bill that its provisions are limited to thesettlers thereon. 
I clearly understood the bill that way from the reading of it, and the 
gentleman gives as a reason for thatprovision of the bill, because these 
people can not otherwise get title. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, The gentleman misapprehends the 
scope of the bill in that respect. It provides for the bona fide settlers, 
few in number; but the lands are open to anybody under the existing 


aw. 

Mr. HEARD. Iso anderstood from the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. No such provision is in the bill. I 
ask a yote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add section 2, as tollows: 

That the lands embraced in the former military reseryation known as Pagosa 
Springs tea reservation, lying partly in townships 35 and 36, ranges I and 
2 west of the New Mexico meridian, c ntaining 22,471.77 acres, in the State of 
Colorado, sha!l, from and after the passage of this act, be subject to disposal, to 
actual settlers thereon, according to the provisions of the homestead laws only, 
with the exception of the land reserved by Executive order of May 22. 1877, 1 
mile square for town site purposes, which shall not be affected by this act. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to have a word with the gentleman from 
Colorado betore the vote is taken on this amendment. I understand 
that the sections to this bill, both of them, preserve the commutation 
feature of the homestead Jaw; that is, that after six months’ settle- 
ment said lands may be commuted at the rate of $1.25 per acre. If 
that provision is embodied in the bill I think it ought not to pass this 
House, 

‘These are old military reservations that have been abandoned as such 
and transferred to the publie domain. Certain persons have squatted” 
upon them, to use a common phrase—settled upon them without title, 
This bill is here now, if for any purpose at all, for the purpose of validat- 
ing the title of these actual settlers. To that I have no objection. 
They ought to have preference, because they are on the lands, and as 
far as that is concerned I do not object; but I do not believe in allow- 
ing people to go on the lands, live there for six months, then commute 
them at the rate of $1.25 an acre, and go somewhere else and make an- 
pees entry. Many of these old military reservations contain valuable 


ands. 
‘Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. For the information of the gentle- 


man from Michigan I will state to him that as a matter of fact these 
lands are not settled. A few people have gone on them, few in num- 
ber, but nobody can get title until they are open to settlement. Now, 
we allow them to be opened under the provisions of the homestead law 
just as any other of our public lands have been opened. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. . But I understand all of our recent legislation in 
reference to the public lands has been with the view of exempting such 
lands from the commutation feature of the bomestead law. 

2 TOWNSEND, of Colorado. This provision does not allow pre- 
emption—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I am not talking of pre-emption. I am 
talking of the commutation feature of the homestead law, which has 
been except in all of our legislation with regard to the public lands 
recently, 

Mr. LACEY, That was only stricken ont from the Oklahoma bill, 
but it was afterwards modified. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. This, I will state to the gentleman, 
is like all of the bills reported from the Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Ifthe Committee on the Public Lands recom- 
mend it J will not make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
just read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a 
the third time, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re. 
port from the Committee on Public Lands, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands have had under consideration Senate amend: 
ments to House bill 789, and recommend that the House non-concur in said 
amendments and ask a conference with the Senate thereon. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. For the opening of the Fort Randall military res- 
ervation in the State of South Dakota. I will state that this bill 
passed the Senate some months ago, where it was amended and returned 
to the House and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. The 
committee recommend the House to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments and ask a conference. 

5 Mr. CUTCHEON What is the nature of the amendments of tha 
enate? 

Mr. PICKLER. They provide for setting apart a section for the use 
of the militia in the State. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from South Dakota, that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask a conference thereon. 

The motion was adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have the regular 
order. 


third reading; and being read 


BATTELLE & EVANS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Josxrn D. TAY- 
LOR] is recognized. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk“! 
desk. This is a bill that has heen once read and the report has been 
read, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] called for the 
reading of the bill and the report. He examined both of them and 
thinks the report and bill are all right. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3028) for the relief of Battelle & Evans. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration o1 
the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ena ted, elc., That the claim of Battelle & Evans, growing out of an alb 
le contract made by them with the United States, through the commissary 
of subsistence and the quartermaster at New Creek, in the State of West Vir- 
giuia, in 1862, for the delivery of beef to the United States Army, and for the 
return of the hides and tallow of the animals slaughtered under the said con- 
tract to some point on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, is hereby referred ta 
the Court of Claims for trial and adjudication; and if in such case it shall be 
shown to the court that either of such officers of the Government stipulated 
and agreed with the claimants to deliver the said hides and tallow to or for the 
use of the said Battelle & Evans at some point upon the said railroad, and 
that the Government failed to perform said engagement as tothe whole or any 
part of said property so agreed to be delivered, then and in that case the court 
shall render a judgment for any damages that were thereby sustained in favor 
of the said Battelle & Evans, or their legal representatives, and which dam- 
ages shall be found by the court not to have been heretofore paid. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I object under the present form of the bill. Imay- 
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be mistaken, but from the reading of the bill I understand that the 
claimant would not necessarily be limited to the value of the hides 
and tallow. Therefore I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. There is no claim beyond that, 

Mr, HOPKINS. Well, but the bill does not read that way. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The bill was examined by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [ Mr. 085 very carefully, and also by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will report the 
bill sent up by the gentlemah from New York [Mr. FLOWER]: 

“AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAM-SHIP G. W. JONES, 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 4375) to provide an American register for 
the steam-ship G. W. Jones of New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steam-ship G. W. Jones. purchased and 
wholly owned by an American citizen and repaired at New York, to be regis- 
tered as a vessel of the United States under the name of Czarina, 

Seo. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the ins ection of said steam-vessel, steam- 
boiler, steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certitieate issued to steam-vessels of the merchant 
marine, without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and 
appurvenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States 
and were not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests 
to be applied in the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances 
will be the same in all respect as to strength and safety as are required in the 
inspection of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save 
the fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed 
pursuant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and are of un- 
stamped iron, shall not be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if 
said boiler, steam - pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of suflicient strength 
and safety. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FLOWER]? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have a statement concerning this bill. 

Mr. FLOWER. This vessel was built in England in 1883, at a cost 
of $37,500. She has been repaired by American workmen at an expense 
ot $30,700. They want to get her out trom under the English flag and 
put her under the American flag. The bill is unanimously reported by 
the committee. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I reserve the right to object until 
after the report is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4375) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steam-ship G. W. Jones, having duly consid- 
ered the same and accompanying evidence, report as follows: 

The steam-ship G. W, Jones was built in 1883, at Sunderland, England, by the 
firm of J. Biumer&Co. Hertonnage is e tons net. She was originally owned 
by the New Brunswick Trading and Commercial Company, of London, and was 
by them sold, in 1887, to R. M. Phillips, a citizen of the United States and a resi- 
dent of the city of New York, for the sum of $H, 

After the purchase of this vessel by Mr. Phillips, and while employed by him 
in the 3 trade between New York and the West Indies, she was seriously 
damaged by collision near Fernandina, Fla., but outside of American waters. 
The injuries sustained r quired extensive repairs, all of which have been made 
in American ports, namely, New York and Philadelphia by American firms, for 
which vouchers and receipts, verified by affidavits, amounting to $30,746.73, 
have been submitted. 

She was valued and appraised at New York September 4, 1890, by the marine 
surveyor and the surveyor and inspector of hulls of that port, who under oath 
certify her present value to be $30,000, $ 

The owner, Mr. Phillips, a resident of New York, doing business at No. 21 
State strect, in said city, and a native-born American c:tizen, is desirous of ob- 
taining an American register for his vessel, and having 1 rebuilt this 
ship in the United States. expending more than three-fourths of her cost or 
present value, your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know the number 
of that report. 

Mr. FLOWER. That report is a Senate report. 
is not yet printed. It was put in last night. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Isit on the Calendar? 

Mr. FLOWER. Les; it was put on the Calendar yesterday. Mr. 
BINGHAM reported it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are several bills here that have been on 
the Calendar considerably more than one day, which we would like to 
have considered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, aud the House bill of similar import was 
ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. FLOWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that at 5 

o'clock to-morrow afternoon the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, 


The House report 


the evening session to be devoted to the consideration of Senate and 
House bills pertaining to Indian Affairs, bills to which there is no ob- 
jection, the evening session to continue until half past 10 o’clock. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. For the present 1 shall object. I think we have 

time to dispose of those bills in the regular sessions of the House, and 
I think we ought to do the work there. 
_ Mr. PERKINS. I would like to suggest to the gentleman that there 
are a number of these bills of t importance. My request is that 
we only consider those to which there is no objection, and I hope we 
can have the opportunity to consider them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it go for the present and we will see to-mor- 
row what the situation is. It is pretty wearing on those who have to 
come here day and night. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] has wearied himself greatly in that regard. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have wearied myself enough so that I do not 
intend to do it any more unless there is necessity for it. I am re- 
sponsible to my constituents for my attendance during the sessions of 
the House, and I am not ashamed of my record in that regard. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


MEMORIALS AND RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following memorials and resolu- 
tions were introduced and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia: A resolution and memorial to 
the Congress of the United States by the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, praying that all crimes committed within the 
Territory prior to the time it was opened to settlement shall be prose- 
cuted at the proper costs of the United States, and that a suitable a 
propriation be made for that purpose—to the Committee on the "Terri. 
tories. 

Also, a joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oklahoma, with regard to the urgency of having Indian reservations 
negotiated for by the Cherokee Commission opened for settlement—to 
the Committee on the Territories, = t 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 4 
By Mr. SCRANTON: 


Whereas harsh and bratal treatment of political prisoners is now universally 
condemned a all civilized nations; and even from England remonstrances 
have been addressed to the Russian Government in behalf of Russian subjects, 
incarcerated tor political reasons: and 85 

Whereas several American citizens (Dr. Gallagher, W. Kent, J. Wilson, T. 
Whitehead, and others) are now undergoing imprisonment in England for polit- 
ical offenses against the Government of that country, and Aro anootdingto even 
oficial reports and admissions, being treated with exceptional and unjustifiable 
severity: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, Thatthis House respectfully and earnestly request the President 
to cause inquiry to be made as far as practicable into the condition and cases 
of these prisoners, and should the reports referred to prove correct, thon to 
endeavor to secure for them humane and decent treatment pending efforts 
in their behalf which, it is anticipated, will prove that they have not been fairly 
or lawfully convicted of the offenses charged against them, and are therefore 
entitled to their release: 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ATKINSON, of Pennsylvania: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, December 3, 1890, be set apart for the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 750, a bill to authorize the payment of damages sustained 
by citizens of the State of Pennsylvania from Union and Confederate troops 
during the late war, as 9 and liquidated by the State of Penusylva- 
nia under the provisions of an act of the General Assembly of said State of Penn- 
sylvania, approved the 22d day of May, A. D. 1871, and that the previous ques- 
tion shali be considered as ordered at 4o’clock p, m. of said date on said billand 
allamendments thereto; 


to the Committee on Rules. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule X XIV, the following Senate resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hause of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 15,000 extra copies of the report of the Select Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands, with the views of the minority and the testi- 


mony, to be bound in cloth in two volumes, 10,000 copies for the House of Rep- 
resentatives and 5,00) copies for the Senate; 


to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7802) to 
acquire by purchase or condemnation lots 11 and 12 of the subdivision 
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ol the square No. 689, in the city of Washington, D. C., reported as a 

substitute theretor, a bill (H. R. 12122) to acquire by p or con- 

demnation part of lot No. 7 and lots Nos. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 

and 16, ot the subdivision of the square No. 689, in the city of Wash- 

ington, D. C.; which was read twice, and, accompanied by a report (No. 
3169); referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. - 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tenn from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported favorably the bill ot the House (H. R. 12029) for the reliet of 
A.S. Johnson, administrator of Thomas Johnson, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3170)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the House; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse: 

A bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of James McCauley. (Report No. 
3171.) 

A bill (H. R. 12008) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of A us P. Burditt. (Report No. 3172.) 

Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS, from the Committee on Patents, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 1904) for the relief of the heirs of 
Clifford Arrick, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 3173) - to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DELANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Nor- 
wood, accompanied by a report (No. 3174)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported fayorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
221) to authorize the Postmaster-General to rt the Australasian 
closed mail from San Francisco to New York for Great Britain at re- 
duced rates or free of cost, accompanied by a report (No. 3175)—to 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 12062) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La., ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3176)—to the House Calendar. 

He also, trom the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, re- 
ported favorably the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 218) to 
allow the Postmaster-General to expend $10,000 to test at small towns 
and villages the system of the tree-delivery service, and for other pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No. 3177)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 9616) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Georgianna C. Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. Will- 
iams, deceased, late surgeon United States Army, accompanied by a 
report (No. 3178)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, trom the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11208) for the erection 
of a statue of Robert Dale Owen in or on the grounds of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, accompanied by a report (No. 3179)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WICKHAM, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 

rted favorably the bill of the House ( H. R. 5474) to make payment to 
E. H. Mix, E. H. Griswold, D. D. Griffith, and C. C. Goodspeed, on erro- 
neous land-entry payments, accompanied by a report (No. 3180) —to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with amend- 
ment the following bills; which were severally referred to the House 
Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 12044) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri. (Report No. 3181.) 

A bill (H. R. 12043) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at some aceessible point in Boone County, in the 
State of Missouri. (Report No. 3152.) 

Mr. BOUTELLE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3539) in recognition of the merits 
and services of Chief Engineer George Wallace Melville, United States 
Navy, and of the other officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expe- 
dition, accompanied by a report (No. 3183)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, joint resolutions of the following titles 
were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use 
in the manufacture of nickel-steel armor—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama (by request): Joint resolution (H. 
Res, 229) providing for the erection in the District of Columbia of a 
suitable memorial building, in the vault of which shall be placed 
the mortal remains of Ulysses S. Grant—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12123) granting pension to 
Sophia Wenzel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12124) for the relief of the ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of George W. Lawrence—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLICK: A bill (H. R. 12125) granting a pension to Isaac 
Clark, Company D, Seventh Kansas Cavalry to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12126) for the relief of J. C. Julian, 
of Knox County, Tennessee to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 12127) for the relief of Mrs, 
Jennie Harbison—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMONDS: A bill (H. R. 12128) for the relief of Thomas 
F. Rowland—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COLEMAN: Petition of employés, working as laborers in 
the custom-house at New Orleans, La., asking for the passage of the 
labor bill reported on favorably giving to all persons employed by the 
Government $2 a day tor their labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of P. Cudmon and others, for the purchase 
of Mona Island, of Spain, and St. Thomas, of Denmark, as coaling sta- 
tions for our Navy and merchant marine—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition in support of peusion claim of John W. 
Noodring—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, affidavits and evidence in support of the pension claim of Julia 
S. Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, September 25, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of William Clark and other 
employés of the ninth district of the United States Life-Saving Service, 
praying to be allowed increased compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CASEY presented a petition of the Jackson Farmers’ Alliance, 
No. 23, of Fort Wayne, Ind.; a petition of the Central Farmers’ Alli- 
ance, No. 28, of Ashby, Ohio; a petition of the Washington Township 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 7, o: Allen County, Indiana; a petition of the 
Brook's Woods Farmers’ Alliance, No. 41, of New Bedford, Pa.; a pe- 
tition of the West Lawrence Farmers’ Alliance, No. 38, ot Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania; a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union, No. 9, of Fort Ransom, N. Dak., and a petition of Farm- 
ers’ Alliance No. 19, of Waverly, Wash., praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of all the wholesale grocers 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of T. R. Smith, secretary of the Ohio 
State Grange, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of certain Republicans of Green- 
ville, S. C., stating that they beg leave to protest against the passage 
of the Conger lard bill and rely upon you to defeat the same. The 
memorial is signed by Zion Collins, Henry Sims, H. H. Mabley, and 
many others, I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Cherry Creek Farm- 
ers’ Alliance, of Buffalo County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry, 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of 40 business men of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passageof a bankruptcy law; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented a petition of 
the Patrons of Industry Association No. 1112, of Oceana County, Mich- 
igan, praying for legislation to contro! the sale of meat, oleomargarine, 
and adulterated foods; which was referred to fhe Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. ; à j 
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Mr. PLATT. I present a memorial of the Prescott and Arizona 
Central Railway Company in reference to Senate bill 4165, authorizing 
the county of Maricopa to issue certain bonds in aid of the constraction 
of a certain railroad. This bill is pending before the Senate, and while 
I bave not examined this memorial caretully I find that it purports to 
give certain facts, as I understand the memorialists, in relation to the 
matter before the Senate. I ask, therefore, thatit may be printed as a 
document, and laid on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite hear the first remark of the Senator. 
Is the memorial in favor of the passage of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. It is a memorial in favor of an amendment to the 
bill, as I understand it. I do not state anything of my own knowl- 
edge with reference to what is contained in the memorial, but it isa 
memorial of one ot the parties interested, and I think it deserves to be 

ted in order that it may go to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be printed as a docu- 
ment, and lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H, 
R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
N 11457) to increase the pension of Mary J, Dewees, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT PEORIA; ILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R.8943) to 
provide for the establishment ofa portof delivery at Peoria, III. It is a 
very brief bill, and I think there will be no objection to it whatever. I 
ask that it may beconsidered now. There is a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury recommending it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, there being no objection, the 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF SETTLERS’ PAYMENTS, 


Mr. PLUMB, From the Committee on Public Lands I report with 
amendments the joint resolution (S. R, 125) to extend the time of pay- 
ment to settlers on the public lands in certain cases, The measure is 
of some importance within a narrow compass, and it is designed really 
for the purpose of correcting or enlarging the provisions of a statute 

last year. I will venture to ask the Senate to consider it now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee on 
Public Lands will be stated in their order. 

The amendments were, in line 10, to strike out the words and it 
shal! be his duty; in line 11, after the word for,“ to insert not 
exceeding; and in the same line, affer the word due,“ to strike 
out the remainder of the joint resolution, in the following words: 

And the failure to pay aforesaid shall not work a forfeiture of the said settler's 


land or in any way prejudice his claim before the General Land Office, and no 


penalty shall be exacted for such extension, 
So as to make the joint resolution read: 
ete., That whenever it shall appear by the filing of such evidence in 
the offices of any register and reoeiver as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior that any settler on the public lands, by reason of a failure of crops 
for which he isin no wise res ble, is unable to make the payment on his 
homestead or pre-emption claim required by law, the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is hereby authorized to extend the time for such payment for 
not exceeding one year from the date when the same becomes due. 
The amendments were agreed to: 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
BIEL INTRODUCED: 
Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S, 4429) providing for the more com- 
plete endowment of the law department of the Howard University in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, ond Te- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, it was 


Ordered, That the trustees of the Methodist Episco Church, Arlington, 
Va., have leave to withdraw the papers relating to said case from the files of 
the Senate, subject to the conditions imposed by the rule. 


MRS. MARY B. CUSHING. 
On motion of Mr. SAWYER, it was 


Ordered, That the uest the House of Representatives to returu 
hey a een the bill (EL R. 11773) sranting an increase of pension to Mra. Mary 
ng. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MePaerson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the foilowing bills: 

A bill (S. 4375) to provide an Ameriean register for the steam-ship 
C. W. Jones, of New York; and f 

A bill (S. 5) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
540) to amend sections 1529, 1530, and 1531 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relating to the Navy, with amendments in which it 
requested the coneurrenee of the Senate. 8 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to all 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11459) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30,1890, and for prior years, and for other purposes, with 
the exception of amendment numbered 10; that it had agreed to amend- 
ment numbered 10, with an amendment in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate; that it asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. HENDER- 
son of Iowa, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILI. 


Mr. HALE. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the flscal year ending June 30, 1890, and Jer prior years, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. 1 move that thé Senate insist upon its amendments to 
the bill and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized toappoint ` 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


e 
LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Lask leave to make an explanation 
in regard to the RECORD, on page 11275 of No, 234, September 24, A 
misconstruction may possibly be placed upon the language which I 
will now read. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. Cock. Wait a moment. We have heard of the laborers in 
Italy, and China, the pauper laborers of the world, receiving from 8 to 10 or 
or 15 cents per day, but we are left to the census of Massachusetts of 1885, as 
quoted by distinguished president of the Woman's National League, forthe 
i n that the women of Massachusetts ve 103 cents per day. 

In the use of the word quoted there may be a misinterpretation 
or a misunderstanding. Just before there I quoted the entire passage 
from the memorial. The memorial says: 


In volume 2, page 215, of the Massachusetts census for 1885, the following 
startling confession is recorded: “During the year ending June 30, 1585, 15,588 
women were furnished with work at home, and the amount paid to these 


women for the whole year was $14,362." 

That is the end of the quotation. Then the president of the In- 
dustrial League goes on to say: z 

Or at the average of $533.10 a year of three hundred and twelve working days, 
equal to 10g cents per day. 

The part of my quotation, ‘‘or at the average of $33.10 a year ot 
three hundred and twelve working days, equal to 103 cents per day,” 
was not extracted from the census report, but was taken from this 
memorial, or petition, or whatever it was, ofthe president ofthe Woman’s 
National League. The word quoted“ in the quotation I have read 
from my remarks might be construed as indicating that the whole of 
those four lines wastaken from thecensus. The subsequent diseussion 
between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself, because I after- 
wards read that, showed clearly where the quotation began and ended 
and what was the language of the president of the Woman’s National 


ne. 

I desire, if the Senate will permit it, to have the words as quoted 
stricken out because it would leave a false impression, and to have the 
words ‘‘as represented, or interpreted, or ‘‘ construed * inserted so 
as to show clearly that there is no indorsement of this statement or 
at the average of $33.10 a yearof three hundred and twelve days, equal 
to 102 eents per day, by myself, or reference to it as eoming from the 
census report. All through the discussion I stated clearly that I was 
simply quoting from what this lady had said in her memorial or re- 
port, and I wanted it distinctly understood, as I said then, that I was 
not responsible for the correctness of thestatement; that I left it to the 
Senators who were disputing it and the lady to settle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the correction of the 
RECORD? 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by asking to have those 
words strieken out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply mean that in the final RECORD as pub- 
lished the words ‘‘ as quoted“ should be omitted. 

Mr. HOAR. But that would leave me in a very singular position. 
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The Senator does not claim now that he did not say exactly what is in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I have no objection to letting it remain. 
I may have used exactly the language. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator did, and he does not claim that he did 
` not say exactly what isin the RECORD. I said that he had said it at 
the time. He then said, as I understood him, in substance, that he 
did not say so. Now it turns out that he did say so, not weighing the 
force ot his words. The candor and fairness and sense of justice which 
always characterize my honorable triend from Missouri induce him 
now to point out the difference between the words that he used and 
the meaning which he intended to convey. If he should strike them 
out of the Recorp it would leave me in the position of having made a 
claim which was not warranted at all by the RECORD. 

The Senator from Missonri said in substance, not now giving the 
words, he having conveyed the meaning to me, and I suppose to every- 
body who heard him, which I thiok his lauguage conveys when care- 
fully read, that the census of Massachusetts had said that there were 
women in Massachusetts employed at 10 cents a day, when in point of 
fact all that the Massachusetts census had said was that women who 
took in work at their own houses earned a certain amount which, be- 
ing divided by the entire year, made 10 cents a day. It was as if the 
Senator from Missouri being in Congress the whole year except a week, 
in that week should give a legal opinion for $500, and that fact being 
stated, somebody should say that that meant he had been employed as 
a lawyer at $1.50 a day through the year. That is the difterence be- 
tween what the census said and what the gloss which was put on itsaid. 

I think this explanation of the Senator is all that is necessary to set 
him right. Nothing was needed to set him right so far as the pu 
so to do was concerned in anybody’s mind, but I do not think the REC- 
oan ought to be altered, because it would leave me in an awkward 

ace. 

Mr COCKRELL. I did notthink of the following language which 
I see-was used in the colloquy, and it would leave that rather mean- 
ingless. I will therefore let the matter remain just as it is. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION. 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to offer a resolution. By the terms of the 
resolution under which the Select Committee on the Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands was appointed it will terminate at the end 
of this session. That resolution reads: 


That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands be 
continued during the present session of Congress. 


There are some matters still pending before the committee, and it 
may be tiat the Senate will at the next session consider the matter of 
enough importance to have it made a permanent committee. I ask 
therefore that the committee be continued during the present Congress, 
and for that purpose I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chiel Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands be continued during the present Congress. 

Mr. STEWART, It is not proposed to spend any money except to 
close up the matters we have had under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the resolution go to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. That is the proper place for it to go. 

Mr. STEWART. There are no expenses in connection with it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose it will continue the employment of a 
clerk during the recess. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; no employment of a clerk during the re- 


cess. 

Mr. COCKRELL, ‘Then let the resolution lie over until to-morrow 
morning and I will look at it. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it go to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

PURCHASE OF NICKEL ORE FOR THE NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? If 
not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order 
for one hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before proceeding with the Calendar I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from Maine who sits farthest from me [Mr. 
HALE] if he bas reported the joiut resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore for the use of the Government. 
I should like to make the inquiry of the Senator from Maine, as it is 
a matter of some importance. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator refers, I presume, to the joint resolution 
which I introduced yesterday authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
in certain emergencies that now exist to purchase nickel ore and nickel 
matte to be used in the construction of the newships. Thejoint reso- 
lution was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, which held a 
meeting yesterday and unanimously directed me to report it to the 
Senate. I have no doubt that the Senate will pass it as soon as it is 
reported, and I intended to make the report this morning, but I am 


informed that the other House is likely to pass a similar joint resolu- 
tion this morning, and under this condition I thought it advisable to 
hold the report back for ashort time, and if the House resolation comes 
in to ask that it be taken up and passed, so that it will not be between 
the two bodies, giving the other House the opportunity, if so inclined, 
to pass the joint resolution first. 

Mr. BUTLER. It isa matter of some importance, and I therefore 
hope the Senator from Maine will not lose sight of it, in order that we 
may get it through at an early date, 

Mr. HALE. I shall not delay it long. 


PRODUCTS OF CONVICT LABOR. 


ate VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar will be 
sta 

The bill (H. R. 3286) to prevent the product of convict labor from 
being furnished to or for the use of any Department of the Government 
und to prevent the product of convict labor from being used upon pub- 
lic buildings or other public works was announced as first in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL, there any report with that bill? 

Mr. BLAIR, There is not a printed report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill explains itself. I do not suppose that I can 
make any particular explanation of the bill. It is quite explicit. 
Senators are as familiar with thesubject-matteras Iam. The bill pro- 
poses to prevent the product of convict labor from being furnished to 
or lor the use of any Department of the Government, and to prevent 
the product of convict labor from being used upon public buildings or 
other public works. _It has just been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the Senator please define what is convict 
labor ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The labor of convicts. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think I will define it, Mr. President. . I will 
refer the Senator from Missouri to almost any ordinary dictionary; 
certainly a law dictionary will give him the information, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator tell me whether the labor of 
the soldiers who are punished for breach of military discipline by sen- 
tence to labor for greater or less time about the camps or elsewhere is 
convict labor? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think I will. 
any obligation to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator please tell me whether that 
great Government shop at Leavenworth, Kans., which is under the 
control of the Secretary of War, and where deserters and others are 
confined, and who are making shoes and many other things for the 
Army—whether their labor would be prohibited by this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink, then, that, unless we know what the bill 
is, we had better let it go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Questions of a sophistical nature and suppositions 
that might be raised by those who may not care to have the bill passed 
at all, questions that the courts can answer, if indeed they be ques- 
tions at all, I should prefer not to waste my time or that of the Sen- 
ate in the effort to elucidate to so good a lawyer and Senator of so 
much more than average intelligence as the Senator from Missonri, 
who makes these interrogations. ; 

The Senator thought he had found a man who could not answer the 
questions and that he would trite with him. I do not wish to enter 
into an exhibition of myself in the way of a legal examination after I 
have been dulled by reason of my services upon other than the 
law committees of the Senate, now for many years devoting myself 
principally to other committee work. I do not want to be subjected 
to examination as a student in the presence of the Senate, for I might 
get something wrong. But I want this bill to pass, aud the American 
people want this bill to pass, and under the circumstances I hope the 
Senator will overlook any fault of feebleness that I may exhibit and 
be willing that the bill be considered and that it become a law, or at 
all events that it be considered and that the Senate act on their judg- 
ment of its provisions as to its hecoming a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I was very anxious that we should 
have some explanatign of the bill. Iknowit isin violation of the five- 
minute rule to speak twice on the same question, but I ask unanimous 
consent to do it. $ 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I shall end this controversy. I think that 
Orders of Business 1985, 1986, and 1987*propose to go into the general 
question of regulating the labor of the conntry, and we can not con- 
sider a question of that magnitude under the five-minute rule, and I 
object to the consideration of each of those bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the bills named, 
they will go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task if it will answer the purpose of the Senator as 
well to let them be passed over without prejudice. There may be an 
opportunity for their consideration under the five-minnte rule hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire prefers that I 
shall put it in that form I will do so, but I am obliged to give him 
notice that these bills can not now or at any other time be considered 
under the five-minute rule. 


Ido not think Iam under 


Mr. BLAIR. I do not know whether the Senator included Order of 
Business 1988, being House bill 9632. 

Mr. HARRIS, No, I did not. I included the other three propo- 
sitions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order of Business 1985, being House bill 
3286, which is now under consideration, will be passed over, and Orders 
of Business 1986 and 1987. 

The bills passed over are as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3928) to prevent the employment of convict labor upon 
the construction or repair of any building, house, or other stracture 
belonging to the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 9791) constituting eight hours a day’s work for all la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or by or on behalf of the District of 
Columbia, or by contractors doing work for the Government of the 
United States or the District of Columbia, and providing penalties for 
violation of the provisions hereof. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then those bills being passed over without prejudice, 
I suppose Order of Business 1988, House bill 9632, is now in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is now in order. 


IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 9632) to amend An 
act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens 
under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its 
Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ but before concluding, 

Mr. GORMAN. As was stated yesterday frankly by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, the majority of this body have agreed upon an order 
of business for the remainder of this session. The three bills which have 
been passed over and the one now being read are to be considered when 
we reach them in their order under that understanding, and therefore, 
with a view of having a fair consideration for each of them (which I 
trust will be had before the Senate adjourns), I object to the present 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr, BLAIR, This bill, the Senator will observe, is not one of those 
included in the caucus arrangement. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is one of the labor bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a labor bill, but not one of the two that were 
upon the caucus programme. This will depend upon the action of the 
Senate under the present order. Doubtless having been objected to 
here it will fail of consideration; at least I do not see how it is possi- 
ble to reach it unless we consider it under this order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will go 
over. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill goes over without prejudice, I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. Withont prejudice. 

Mr. BLAIR. But with the intimation, do I understand, that it is 
not likely to be considered under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not say that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that I shall endeavor to call it up again. 


LAND PATENTS. 


The bill (S. 4357) declaring the function of patents for lands in con- 
firmation of statutory grants thereof in certain cases was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let that bill go over. A 

Mr. SANDERS. I hope the Senator from Oregon will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a very important bill, involving very im- 
portant constitutional questions, and it certainly can not be considered 
under the five-minate rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

STOCKBEIDGE INDIANS. 

The bill (S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, 
in the State of Wisconsin, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, 3 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. It is not 
very long. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Stock- 
BRIDGE September 12, 1890; 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 712) enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Wisconsin,” beg leave to make the following report: 

With the exception of an unimportant amendment, which appears in italics 
in lines1 and 2 of the House bill, the same measure was favorably reported to 
‘the Senate during the first session of the Fifticth Congress. (Vide Report 2262, 
toaccompany S. 1881.) The committee now adopts that report and recommends 
the ge of the bill. 

e report is as follows : 

In 1871 the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians was occupying a reser- 
vation in Shawano County, Wisconsin, consisting of two townships of land. 
A portion of the tribe then desired to terminate their tribal relations and be- 
come citizens of the United States. Therefore Congress passed the act which 
this bill purports to amend. That act provided for the appraisal and sale of the 
reservation and improvements thereon under the d on of the Secretary of 
the Interior.. Two rolls were to be made, one containing the names of those 
desiring to become citizens, and the other the names of those who wished to 
preserve their tribal relations, The funds derived from such her 
with a fund then in the VVV 
between the citizens and the Indian parties in proportion to the number of each. 
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The act also authorized the Secretary to reserve from sale a quantity of the 
reservation, not exceeding eighteen contiguons sections, as a new reservation 


for the Indian party—those who did not desire to become citizens. The Indian s 


party, or what should remain of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe after the 
execution of that law, was to be thereafter known simply as the ‘Stockbridge 
tribe of Indians.’ 

“This act was carried into effect. The Secretary of the Interior, under its au- 
thority, setaside eighteen sections of the old reservation for the use of the Indian 
party, and this little reservation they are now occupying. The roll, made in 
pursuance of the act, showed one hundred and twelve persons who determined 
not to accept citizenship, and who were thus legally determined to thenceforth 
constitute the ‘Stockbridge tribe.’ 

“The present bill provides that the eighteen sections of land comprising this 
small reservation shall be examined and appraised in 80-acre lots, the appraisal 
to describe each lot, stating the value of any improvements that may be thereon, 
and such other details as are necessary to insure justice to the individual mem- 
bere of the tribe in the further execution of the proposed law. After duenotice 
in the newspapers, the lands are to be sold at public auction and the whole 
reservation is to be disposed of in the same manner as the balance of the two 
townships was sold and disposed of under the provisions of the law of 1871. 

“The individual members of the tribe, however, are permitted to select from 
the land, after it has been ts pre as follows: Each head of a family for him- 
self or herself 160 acres, and for each minor child 80 acres, and each adult male, 
not the head of a family, 80 acres, and cach female over eighteen years of age, 
and not included in any family, 40 acres, the Jand so selected by any individ- 
ual to be charged to him or her at the fixed value at $2 per acre, and such im- 
provements as may be on the same to be Sar t at the rate stated in the ap- 
praisal, it being provided that the value of the lands and improvements 80 
sclected shall not exceed the estimated sum which, in an even distribution, 
would have fallen to the lot of the selectee, 

“After the selections are made and the balance of the land disposed of as 
provided, the fund arising therefrom, together with all money now in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of said tribe, with the interest thereon, 
and a sum of money, now in the 5 the United States, recovered, by 
suits, for pine timber out and removed m the reservation, amounting to 
about $3,557.16, is to be divided among the individuals of the tribe pro rata, 
except proper deductions are to be made where individuals have eclected and 
had allotted to them portions of the land. Provision is made for taking the 
necessary enrollment. : 

“Those who now make up the Stockbridge tribe are probably as well prepared 
to perform the duties of intelligent citizenship as any Indians in the whole 
8 For many years they have maintained schools on the reservation, and 
it is said that all the adults can read and write. They all speak the English 


lan 

P? The billis in line with the policy of Congress relating to the Indians. It pro- 
vides for extinction of the tribe and the absorption of the individuals into the 
body of citizens. It terminates all questions of supervision and annuities, and 
roi ves the State by eee that the land shall be subject to taxation. 

Wo therefore report the bill to the Senate, with certain amendments which 
will appear, and, as thus amended, recommend its passage.“ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to make some inquiry in regard to 
this bill. Itseems that this Stockbridge tribe of Indians consists of 
one hundred and twelve Indians who refused to take their allotments 
in severalty under the law of 1871 and for whom 18 sections of land 
were then set aside, and nowit is proposed to give them the opportunity 
of making selections of lands in severalty and then ing of the 
rest and dividing it out. Isee a very interesting clause here on page 
8 of the bill, and I ask the attention of the Senator in charge of the 
bill to it. Ido not know that I understand it exactly. Section 4 
says: 

Sec. 4. That from the proceeds of the sale of lands, as provided in the pre- 
ceding sections of this act, or from the sum of money tothe credit of said tribe 
on the books of the Treasurer of the United States, shall be paid the ox 


of appraisal and sale of said lands, the amount due to individuals of the tribe for 
improvements as returned by said appraisers— 


The language I want to call particular attention to is this— 


and the amount due to individuals by contracts or agreements wilh said tribe 
for counsel and services rendered said tribe, either before the Executive De- 
partment, the Congress of the United States,or any committee thereof, or be- 
fore the Court of Claims or any court of the United States, in the matters of de- 
fense and prosecution of the interests and rights of said tribe. 


I should like to inquire has there been any suit in the United States 
court or in the Court of Claims? Here isa little band of one hundred 
and twelve Indians. It is a tribe. It is called by law the Stockbridge 
tribe, and it has a sachem or chief. It seems that all their rights were 
settled in 1871. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is a part of the tribe. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. All the rights of this band, as well as the others, 
were settled, because a certain portion of them were given their lands 
inseveralty and became citizens, and we lost all control of them. They 
are now simply citizens as much as any other men in the United States, 
but there were one hundred and twelve who maintained their tribal 
relation and continued to be a tribe. We had settled all their rights. 
Here they have their interest in these 18 sections of land, and L pre- 
sume the most of them are living upon the land. Now, I want to know 
why we are going to pay counsel fees and attorney fees in such a case 
as this? What rights have they to go before the Court of Claims? What 
right did any one have to come here and represent them before the De- 

ents? This is a very suspicious clause in the bill to me. I ean 
not see 1 earth that a regular attorney could perform for 
these Indians. The United States had taken charge of them and had 
set these lands off and declared them for the Indians as a tribe, and 
gave them a tribal name, and now that we shall propose to pay for any 
suit that may have been brought in the United States courts, or any- 
thing of the kind, I do not think is right. I must move to strike out 
all of that clause. I do not see any necessity for it. It is opening the 
door to thousands of dollars to be extracted under some imaginary 
contract. We have had too many troubles abont contracts between 
claim agente and Indian tribes in regard to the services supposed to be 
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Indians instead of a benefit to them. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, The Senator will allow me to suggest that 
there is no objection to striking out that portion of the section: 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then I movetostrikeoutthe words I have quoted, 
from line 7 to line 13 of section 4. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 8. in section 4, line 7, after the word ap- 
praisers,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 
And the amount dus to individuals by contracts or agreements with said tribe 
for counsel and services rendered said tribe, cither before the executive de- 


oo the of the United States or any committee thereof, or be- 
the Court of or any court of the United States, in the matters of de- 
and prosecution of the interests and rights of said tribe. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. N 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. $ 

MONTANA AND WYOMING RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 3894) to grant to the Montana and Wyoming Railroad 
Company a right of way through the Crow Indian reservation, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [I object to that bill. 

EEFE VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, objection being 
e 
ACQUISITION OF LANDS IN CONNECTION WITH COAL MINES. 

The bill (S. 2623) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke ovens 
and other improvements, and for right of way for wagon-roads, rail- 
roads, and tramways iu connection with coal mines was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word ex- 
ceeding,” to strike out one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert eighty,” 
and after the word require, in line 19, to strike out the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That in case of the acquisition of a right of way for the construction 
of a wagon-road, railroad, or tramway in connection with such mine, as here- 
inafter provided, a portion of such land may be taken and entered at each end 
ofsuch right of way. 

So as to make the section read: : 


That any — 4 or association of persons legally qualified under the laws of 
the United States to enter coal lands, or E corporation organized under the 
laws of any State or Territory of the Uni States, and owning not less than 
640 acres of coal lund in one body, and having or desiring to open and operate 
acoal mine on the land so owned, shall be entitled to take and enter at the 


pro: land office, legal subdivisions, not exceeding 80 acres of publicland, 
not valuable for or other minerals, or otherwise appropriated or reserved, 
for purpose of thereon a suitable plant, consisting of coke ovens, 
dumps, trestles, machinery, buil or provements ni 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike ont sections 3 and 4, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


railroad or tramway shall interfere with the use of any 4 pant 3 pre- 
m avorable lo- 


such location, if upon surve: upon unsurveyed lands, within six 
val thereof by the United States: Provided, 
not — and in operation within five 
years after the approval of such map the rights herein granted shall be forfeited. 

The amendment was to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

The bill (S. 4187) to limit the right of entry under the pre-emption, 

ser Age desert-land, and homestead laws was announced as next 


Mr. INGALLS. That is adversely reported. 
Mr. Teer Let that bill be passed over under Rule IX, as itis 
re versely. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule IX. 
The bill (S. 4176) to limit the right of entry under the pre-emption, 


tendered in lobbying before Congress, when they are a curse to the | timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead laws was announced as next 


in order. 
Mr. INGALLS. That is in the same condition. 
Mr. SAWYER. Let it be passed over under Rule IX. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over under Rule IX. 


LANDS ON WHICH MINERALS ARE DISCOVERED, 


The bill (S. 4162) requiring the United States to defend the title of 
homesteaders under the Jaws of the United States in all suits where 
the land is claimed to be mineral because of phosphate deposits was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert; 

That aay person who has made or who may hereafter make an entry, at any 
proper land office, under the homestead or pre-emption laws, of any lands of 
the United States subject to such entry, not known at the time to contain valu- 
able deposits of mineral, shall have the right upon complying with the further 
requirements of the law in other to receive s patent for the land so 
entered, notwithstanding any discovery of mineral deposits upon or under the 
surface of any of said lands after the date of such entry: Provided, That this act 
shall not affect the status of any entry heretofore canccled, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to call attention to the necessity of au amend- 
ment of the title in the bill which has just been passed. Itshould be 
amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The title should be amended beyond question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, who reported the bill, to the necessity for a change 
in the title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the title so as to read, “A bill con- 
cerning agricultural entries of land on which mineral deposits are sub- 
sequently found,” 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND CUMBERLAND RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The bill (S. 4310) to authorize the Washington and Cumberland 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the District of Columbia 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lask that that may go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

LEASES OF COAL MINES IN CHOCTAW NATION, 


The bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein 
contained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights 
to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation was announced as next in order. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the de- 
scription be omitted. 

r. COCKRELL. Let it be read, so that we may see that there are 
no errors in it. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask that that bill go over for the present without 
prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS, 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to submit a report at this time. Before 
submitting it to the Senate I desire to say in regard to it that some 
time in the early part, I think, of the session the Committee on Claims 
reported favorably with certain amendments Senate bill 151, for the 
relief of J. L. Cain and others. Within a few days the House of Rep- 
resentatives has passed and sent to the Senate House bill 2990 for the 
accomplishment of the same object. This House bill was referred to 
the Committee on Claims of the Senate. It was impossible for us to 
obtain a formal meeting of the committee, and because of the favorable 
report upon the other bill, which is identical, it being now on the Cal- 
endar, I report back the House bill with the recommendation that 
it be amended as the committee recommended the Senate bill should 
be amended, and with the recommendation that as amended the bill 
shall pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report? 

Mr. HARRIS, ‘There is a report on the Senate bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. There was a long written report made by the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] accompanying the Senate 
bill, setting forth at length the findings of the Court of Claims in favor 
of these parties and giving the reasons for the amendments which the 
Committee on Claims thought ought to be made to the bill, reducing 
the amount somewhat. I therefore report with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Order of Business 1359, Senate bill 151, for the re- 
lief of J. L. Cain and others, when reached on the Calendar was passed 
over informally at my request, because of the fact that the House bill 
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upon the same subject had come to the Senate and was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. I ask that the Senate may now consider the 
House bill as reported by the committee in lieu of Senate bill 151. 


Mr. PASCO. Are the bills identical, I should like to ask the | p 


Senator? . 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no difference now, with the amendments 
reported by the committee. The House passed the bill exactly as I 
introduced it here. The committee amended the Senate bill. The 
committee have adopted as changes of the House bill the amendments 
that they incorporated in the Senate bill. The House bill is amended 
precisely as the Senate bill was reported, and one bill was a copy of 
the other, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others. ’ 

The Committee on Claims reported to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided to the ve persons 
named herein, or to their Bees or legal representatives, to wit, for cotton taken 
by order of General A. E. Burnside tostrengthen the fortifications at Knoxvilie, 
Tenn., November 17 and 18, 1863, to wit, J. L. Cain, six bales, less his rtion 
of the loss of the 95 bales, 24 bales, equals 3§ bales, at 75cents per pound, $1,451.25; 
Hugh G. Kyle, administrator of A. A. Kyle, deceased, 7 bales, less his proportion 
of the 95 bales 1 25 bales, equals 4§ bales, at 75 cents per $1,711.25; 
Alexander Kennedy, 10 bales, less his proportion of the loss of the 95 bales. 33 
bales, equals 63 bales, at 75 cents per poog: $2463.25; W. C. Hazen, surviving 

er of G. M. Hazen, deceased, 34 bales, less his proportion of the loss ofthe 

bales, III bales, equals 22} bales, at 75 cents per pound, 88,308.25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 8 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill (S. 151) for the relief of J. L. 
Cain and others be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MOPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2781) to forieit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon 
military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 4411) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken 
and used by the Army of the United States, as reported by the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as 
the Bowman act, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution providing for the printing of 31,000 copies of the sixth an- 
nual report of the United States Civil Service Commission, for the year 
ending June 30, 1889, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN COLORADO, 


Mr. PLUMB. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate a hill of the 
Senate, which has been returned by the House of Represenatives with 
amendments, for the disposition of lands in the Fort Lyon and Pagosa 
Springs reservations in Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate a m from the House of Representatives re- 
turning with amendments the bill (S. 2805) to provide for the disposal 
of the Old Fort Lyonand Fort Lyon military reservations, in the State of 
Colorado, to actual settlers, under the provisions of the homestead laws. 

The amendments will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendmentsof the Houseof Representatives, 
which were to add as a new section the following: 

Sxc. 2. That the lands embraced in the former military reservation known 


as Pagoss Springs military reservation, lying partly in townships 35 and 36, 
ranges Il and g west of the New Mexico meridian, containing 22,471.77 acres, in 


to actual settlers thereon, according to 
stead laws only, with the 11 of the land reserved by Executive order of 
Pears aes) K mije aquatra Mee. wn-site purposes, which not be affected 
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And to amend the title so as to read: A bill to provide for the dis- 
posal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon and Pagosa Springs mili- 
tary reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers, under the 
rovisions of the homestead laws.” 

Mr. PLUMB, The amendment of the House consists in adding to 
the provisions of the Senate bill the matter of another bill which has 
already passed the Senate and which operates to bring together in one 
measure the provisions of two bills heretofore passed by this body. I 
therefore move that the Senate concur in the amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW, 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
its Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request the bill 
(H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. 

‘The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8247) to au- 
thorize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and towns for 
cemetery and park purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 

Touses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4) authorizing 
the establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 64) to limit the time to 
six years within which suits may be brought against accounting officers 
and the sureties on their official bonds, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. CASWELL, Mr. McCormick, and Mr. OATES man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement 
a portion of the Fort Randall military reservation in South Dakota, 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Payson, Mr. TURNER of 
Kansas, and Mr. HOLMAN managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 


MARY B. CUSHING. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask leave to call up a little pension bill just to 
change one letter. 5 ae. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing, 
which has been returned from the House of Representatives at the re- 
quest of the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the votes by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

Mr. SAWYER. In line 4, after the word Mary, I move tostrike 
out! H.“ and insert B.;“ so as to read: ‘‘Mary B. Cushing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 


UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar has expired, and the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business coming over from a previous day. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
to provide for the settlement of private Jand claims in certain States 
and Territories, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wol Corr], which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY, In section 13, page 18, strike out the seventh sub- 
division and insert in lieu thereof: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a 
greater quantity of land than wasoriginally granted by the Government under 
which the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon this question the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. WoLcorrT] is entitled to the floor. - 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it is more than forty years 
the close ot the Mexican war, and itis a national disgrace that during 
that time the Congress of the United States hás taken no action look- 
ing to the observation of the treaty which was entered into in 1848 in 
the respects to which this bill relates. Under the provisions of that 
treaty, the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, we entered into a solemn com- 
pact to secure to the people in the conquered territory the 
of the property to which they were entitled under the laws of Mexico. 
We owe this duty, not alone because we agreed by the obligations of 


a treaty that we would see that these titles were confirmed, but we 


“owe it doubly, because we brought into this Union a conquered peo- 


ple, differing from us in Janguage and laws and customs, We en- 
tered into a solemn compact with them that we would see that such 
titles as they had received from the country which they left unwill- 
ingly should be secured to them under the laws of this Republic. We 
have carried out in no way whatever a single one ot those treaty obli- 
gations. Except in the State of California, and except certain laws to 
which I shall refer, which brought no final consummation of title, no 
steps whatever have been taken in these forty years looking to the per- 
fecting of the titles to the grants which came to us from Mexico under 
the ape § of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator if he will yield to me to call at- 
tention to the fact that there have been grants 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will come to all that. 

Mr. STEWART. Grants covering 7,732,000 acres confirmed al- 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I prefer not to be interrupted by the Senator at 
this time. I will come to that point during the course of my remarks. 

Mr. STEWART. So there has been something done. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I prefer to reach that point in my own way, if 
the Senator will permit me. 
zi Mr. STEWART. I understood the Senator to say nothing had been 

one. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator interrupted me in the middle of a 
sentence, Possibly if he had waited until I was through he would 
have learned what I have to say on that subject, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Colorado declines to-be interrupted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If, however, Mr, President, it is a disgrace that 
we have not up to this time secured the title of these lands in the 
hands of their legal holders, it is still true that the passage of this bill 
as it stands at present would be an infinitely greater disgrace. The 
bill as it stands is utterly unjust and unfair and indefensible Itis a 
bill which is asked for by nobody who has valid interests in the grants 
from Mexico, and a bill which is desired by no good citizen who wishes 
that this country should fulfill its obligations. 

The amendments which will be necessary to complete this bill are 
manyin number. The one pending at this time before the Senate is 
a provision which strikes out the limitation of 11 leagues found in the 
bill and substitutes therefor a provision that the grant may inelude as 
much land as was originally granted by the government under which 
the claim had inception, and shall not be allowed for any greater quan- 
tity of land than was legally granted by such government when the 
same was made. 

Mr. President, I have heard of but two objections to this amendment. 
One of them came from the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who 
said yesterday thatall of these grants were in the hands of speculators 
and land sharks who desired to enforce them at the expense of the Goy- 
ernment, I beg leave to correct the Senator from Texas, There are 
in New Mexico and elsewhere hundreds of these claims still in the 
hands and the possession of the legitimate descendants and the lineal 
descendants of the Mexicans to whom the grants were originally made, 
and where grants are not in their hands if the Senator would investi- 
gate he would ascertain that in nearly all the larger grants which have 
passed out of the hands of the original grantees there is secured to the 
families and the descendants of every one of the Mexican grantees a 
home within the grant, the same farm which they and their fathers 
have occupied for years. He would find that uniformly throughout 
New Mexico and Colorado whoever has purchased from the Mexicans 
these grants has recognized the right, the right growing almost by 
prescription, to the Mexican owner to live in bis little adobe house and 
cultivate his farm and raise his family and still continue in his home. 

It is true that it is not wise that there should be large holdings of 
land in this Republic, and yet there have never been large holdings of 
land with so little detriment to the interest of this nation as those 
which are held by the owners of these ts. They come of use in 
many ways. For instance, the Congress of the United States, some 
years before corporations had become a by-word and a reproach, bad 
authorized railroad companies in the West to take from the public lands 
adjacent to their road sufficient timber with which to construct it. 
The Interior Department held that this did not extend toimprovements 
or repairs; that if you built a bridge with Government timber and 
your bridge became rotten you could not replace it with the timber ad- 
jacent, and it held that if the timber did not grow adjacent, but grew 
20 miles back or 30 miles back of the piece of road you wore then con- 
structing, the law did not apply to it. The result has been, in Colo- 
rado at least, that wherever ties or timbers have been needed for the 
construction or repair of a railroad we have had to go to the Mexican 

ts which were valid, and some of which had been confirmed, and 
ere get our timber for the construction of our railroads, 

The transfer of these grants in no wise has cut out the original owners 
of the soil. Where the Mexicans have parted with them they have ob- 
tained value received for them. - But if it were true that every acre of 
these valid Mexican grants had passed into the hands of tors 
and eee I do not see wherein our obligation under the treaty 
would be lessened. If the grants were valid grants and we agreed with 
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Mexico that we would sustain them and protect them if they were valid, 
I fail to see wherein we are relieved of our obligation by reason of the 
fact that the title may have passed to Americans or to corporations or 
syndicates. 

The only other objection to the amendment came from the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], who stated in his place here yes- 
terday that in his opinion ninety-nine out of every hundred of these 


Mexican grants were fraudulent. The remark is significant when one 
comes to examine the harsh and unjust provisions of this bill. His 
claim was that the limitation of 11 leagues should stay within the bill, 
because in 1824 the Republic of Mexico had enacted a provision that 
thereafter there should be but 11 leagues of land granted. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, but I sim- 
ply wish to say that I have not read over the RECORD this morning to 
see what I said yesterday, but I am under the impression that the Sena- 
tor from Colorado attributes words to me that I did not use, I have 
no recollection of having said only one in a hundred was valid. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iso understood the Senator. If he did not say 
so, I very gladly make the correction. 

Mr. RANSOM. On the contrary, I think I said that I had no doubt 
that many of them were just. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to ask what this bill 
would do if it passed as it now stands with valid grants prior to 1824. 
In the whole consideration of this measure but little attention seems 
to have been paid to the granting power prior to our acquisition of this 
territory, Except the very interesting and instructive remarks which 
were made last evening by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
nothing has yet been said intelligently as to the source of the power 
that existed prior to our acquisition of the territory and the manner 
of the grant. 

For three hundred years exactly, from 1521 to 1821, Mexico was 
dominated by Spain. During those years, up to 1754, all grants of 
land within the territory of Mexico were supposed to be referred to the 
King of Spain for approval. They were e by the viceroys, referred 
to Spain, and sanctioned by the King. In 1754 by proclamation it 
was enacted that thereafter grants should be made by the viceroys or 
presidents of the assemblages which governed Mexico locally, and that 
they should have authority to make grants from time to time without 
referring them to the home government in Spain. From 1786 until 1821 
it was enacted that grants might be made by the viceroys or govern- 
ors, or by the intendentes, the intendente being the military governor 
of the province, who likewise acted as treasurer. In 1786 the divisions 
of Mexico which still exist were made by the Spanish Government. 
For convenience in governing the country it was divided into different 
divisions which still exist except where we have carved our States out 
of the territory which formerly belonged to Mexico. 

Up to 1821 numerous valid grants exceeding 11 leagues were made 
by the Government of Spain. I have before me a petition from a man 
on the Pecos River who asks for some 12 leagues granted him in 1742, 
and the surveyor-general reports that the grant is valid and recom- 
mends its allowance. There were numerous grants before 1824 made 
by valid Spanish authority which have not yet been confirmed. This 
Government has confirmed, out of over three thousand and more grants, 
just forty-eight, and since 1879 we have not confirmed one. There are 
many Spanish grants, as valid as those which have been confirmed, ex- 
ceeding 11 leagues, which have not yet been passed upon by the Con- 
gress of the United States. i x 4 

If that be so, I ask upon what principle of justice the Senator from 
North Carolina can say to those people, Because you did not have in- 
flnence enough to get your measure through Congress, because you did 
not have the money or the power.to come before the Senate and the 
House of Representatives and procure the passage of a bill confirmin, 
your grants, therefore youshall be limited to 11 leagues, however vali 
your right may be to more than 11 leagues,” 

The Spanish Government had undoubted authority to make these 
grants. It made them by scores, completed grants, resting upon no 
condition now to be fulfilled. This bill proposes to say to the holders 
of those grants, Lou can take but 11 leagues notwithstanding the 
validity of any grant before this time made.” If the Senator from 
North Carolina is in earnest in his statement and believes that there is 
now no valid outstanding grantnot yet confirmed by Congress exceed- 
ing 11 leagues, I ask him then why he objects to this amendment. If 
it be true that nothing now exists unconfirmed having valid existence 
exceeding 11 leagues, what can be the objection to an amendment 
which says: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora * 
c 
by such Government when tse saute WAS Inada 2 

If his desire is to protect the rights of this Government, if he be- 
lieves that under the laws of Mexico no valid grant could have been 
made and is now outstanding exceeding 11 leagues, where is it in this 
amendment that the rights of the Government are not fully protected? 


— 


1890. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to offer an amendment 
so as to have it printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly. 

Mr, REAGAN. Loffer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. MORGAN. To this bill? 

Mr. REAGAN, I propose an amendment to the bill under consid- 
eration, and ask that it be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, It ought to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
being read? 

Mr, WOLCOTT. Does the Senator want it read? 

Mr. MORGAN. If it will interfere with the Senator, I do not ask it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is an important amendment, and if the Senator 
desires to hear it I ask that it be read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator can haye it read if he wishes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. MORGAN, I thought probably it might contain something 
which the Senator from Colorado wished to refer to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well; let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary. On page 8, section 6, line 35, after the word de - 
cided,” it is proposed to insert: 


Any elaim of title or right to land acquired from the Republie of Mexico by 
the United States by the treaties between these two countries, and embraced 
in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah, and in the States of Col- 
orada, Nevada, and Wyoming, and not duly recorded in the State or Territory 
and county or counties in which the same is situated at the time of such record, 
or not duly archived in the proper land office of the United States, or not in the 
actual possession of the grantee thereof, or some person claiming under him 
prior to the accruing of junior title thereto from the sovereignty of the soil un- 
der circumstances calculated to give notice to the junior claimant, has never 
had, and shali not have, standing or effect against such junior title, or color of 
title, acquired without such or actual notice of such prior claim of title or right 
and no condition annexed to such nts, not archived or recorded or occupied 
as aforesaid, has been, or ever shall be, released or waived, but actual perform- 
ance of all such conditions shall be proved by the person or persons claiming 
ander such title or claim of right in order to maintain action thereon, and the 
holder of auch junior title, or color ot title, shall have all the rights of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States which have heretofore existed, or now exist, aris- 
ing from the non-performance of all such Conditions, 

Non-payment of taxes on any claim of title to land, dated prior to the sequi- 
sition of the territory and land aforesaid by the United States from the Republic 
of Mexico, nor recorded or afchived as herein provided, by the person or per- 
sons so claiming, or those under whom he or they so claim, from that date up 
to the date of the passage of this act, shall be held to be a presumption that the 
right thereto has reverted to the United States, and that said claim is a stale de- 
mand, which presumption shall only be rebutted by payment of all taxes on 
said lands, State or Territoriai, county, city, or town, to be assessed on fair valu- 
ation of such lands by the proper authorities, and paid without commutation 
forany part of the above period. 

No claim of title or right to land in the Territories and States aforesaid, prior 
tothe acquisition of the same by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, 
which h s not been duly recorded in tho proper State or Territory and county 
where the land was situated at the time of such record, or which bas not been 
duly archived in the proper land office, shall ever hereafter be d ited in any 
land office of the United States, or recorded in any of the States, Territories, or 
counties aforesaid, or delineated on the maps of any land office, or used as evi- 
dence in the land court herein provided for or in any of the courts of the United 
States, and that the same are stale claims; but thisshall notaffeet such rights or 
presumptions as arise from actual possession. By the words "duly recorded“ 
as herein used it is meant that such claim or title of right to land shall have been 
recorded in the proper office, and that mere errors in the certificate of istra- 
tion, or informality, not affecting the fairness and good faith of the holder 
thereof, with which the record was made, shal! not be held to yiliate such record. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I have referred to the authority of 
the Spanish Government and to the manner of its exercise up to the 
year 1821. In 1821 Iturbide conquered Mexico from Spain, threw off 
the yoke of Spain, and was made regent. At the end of two years, in 
1823, he was overthrown, and a provisional government was organized 
in 1824. Two constitutions were adopted, one in January and one in 
October. The constitution of October, 1824, describes the boundaries 
of the Republic of Mexico, declaring what were states and what were 
territories. It declared all of the different provinces to be states ex- 
op: Upper and Lower California, Colima, and New Mexico of Santa 
Fé. With that exception all of the different territorial divisions were 
declared to be states in the federation of Mexico. In that yeara law 
was passed by the Mexican Republic to the effect that thereafter but 
11 leagues of land could be held in the hands of one person. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what year was that? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In 1824. One league of land was to be held for 
irrigation, 4 leaguesof land to be used for cultivation, but not furnished 
with water for irrigation, and 6 leagues for pasturage. That law, how- 
ever, was, as was stated by the Senator from Alabama, intended to be 
applicable to the territories alone. The states had greater powers than 
have the States of these United States. They had absolute control of 
their lands. We find soon afterwards the state of Coahuila and Texas 
granting to two individuals the exclusive right to mine coal within the 
state of Coahuila and Texas. We find them giving to other persons 
the exclusive right to navigate the rivers of Coahuila and Texas and 
the exclusive right to settle upon the land along the borders of those 
rivers, We find them enacting a law that whoever settled upon the 


public domain in the state of Coahuila and Texas could hold the lands 
and should not be subject to any debts which they might have con- 
tracted prior to that time; and that seems to be the foundation of the 
liberal statutes which Texas has passed shielding her citizens from the 
payment of any debts they do not desire to pay. 

Mr. REAGAN, Oh, the Senator ought not to make that statement, 


beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 8 

Mr. WOLCOTT. With pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly the Senator ought not to make such a 
statement as that. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I make the statement because I find that among 
the exemption laws there is no state that has ever approached the lib- 
erality of Texas in the protection of its citizens against executions. __ 

Mr. REAGAN. That was not the Senator's statement. It was that 
nobody in Texas was bound to pay a debt unless he chose to do it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. I am glad to learn that the obligation 
exists there. 

Mr. REAGAN. We do have a statute of limitations of four years 
against written instruments and two years on open accounts. Those 
statutes of limitation have been vindicated, it seems to me, by the wis- 
dom of requiring people to settle up their accounts. z 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have no desire in the world to impute to the citi- 
zens of Texas any desire not to pay their debts, but I made relerence 
only to the liberality which has ever characterized the State of Texas 
in protecting its citizens againt outside creditors. : 

But these different states, Mr. President, exercised most liberally 
and most freely the absolute control of their domain. The federal 
government of Mexico had nothing to do with it. The federal gov- 
ernment did notin any way control it. ‘These laws then applied solely 
to the territories. We find also, however, that after 1824 the gov- 
ernors of the territories granted 20 leagues, and in some cases granted 
more than 20 leagues. We find that since we conquered Mexico and 
took that territory into our domain, surveyors-general of the United 
States have reported to the Secretary of the Interior in favor of the 
allowance of those claims upon the ground that if the governors of 
these territories made these grants, in the absence of any evidence to 
we contrary, they were presumed to have had the authority to make 
them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it interrupt the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. To which Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WOLCOTT, With pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator’s statement is, as I understand him— 
I may have misunderstood the statement—that the states of Mexico 
had unlimited control over their lands. I believe that was the Sena- 
tor’s statement. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There was an exception as to the 20 leagues along 
the border. 

Mr. REAGAN. I know that 20 border leagues and 10 littoral on 
the coast. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he has not referred 
to the constitution of Mexico under whose delegated authority these 
states acted in land matters, and the national colonization law of 1824. 
Under the constitution and national colonization law that authority 
is delegated to the states to make these land grants, and they have to 
be made in conformity with them. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ihave before me the constitution of Mexico and 
the laws. N 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I be permitted to answer the Senator from 
Texas for a moment and then I will yield. I find by my reading of 
them that undoubted authority was vested in the state of Coahuila 
and Texas to dispose of its own Jands, The question is not one of 
great importance in determining this matter, because this bill does not 
assume to deal with any of the lands formerty owned by Coahuila and 
Texas; and I only mention it asshowing generally the authority which 
was conferred and left with the different states making up the Mexi- 
can Republic to deal with their own lands. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for indicat- 
ing to me that he would let me interrupt him. I have here the laws 
of Texas, Paschal’s Annotated Digest. I believe it is known univer- 

is 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator rise to ask me a question? If he 
does not wish to ask me a question I preſer not to be interrupted. The 
Senator occupied yesterday afternoon and, as far as Iam concerned, he 
may have to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is immaterial to me. I simply wished to call the 
Senator’s attention to the law to which he had referred and which he 
had, in substance, quoted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado de- 
cline turther to yield to the Senator from North Carolina? A 
Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator desires to refer me to the statute, I 
shall be very glad to hear him if he thinks it important. 
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Mr. RANSOM. I will not interfere with the Senator after his inti- 
mation that he does not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So, although this law existed on the statute-books 
of Mexico, it was still true that the states with the 20-league limita- 
tion might pass upon the granting of title to their own territory, and 
it was also true that the governors of territories assumed to make 
grants exceeding 20 leagues, and their authority to make them seems 
never to have been called into question. 

Following this, in 1836 Texas ‘seceded, and was afterward acquired 
by the United States. Under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we find 
that we took out of Mexico, as shown by the maps existing at that date, 
- the whole of Upper California, a portion of Sonora, the whole of New 
~ Mexico, of Santa Fé, and all that portion of Coabuila and Texas lying 

east and north of the Rio Grande River. This was followed by the 
Gadsden purchase in 1853, where the line east and west was brought 
south so as to include 35,000 additional square miles. The original 
line was from the river Gila east. This line brought the southern 
boundary of the United States some 20 miles to the south, embracing, 
as I have said, some 35,000 square miles of additional territory and 
giving to this country the additional right to use the Colorado River 
and the Gulf of Lower Calitornia for the transaction of its commerce, 
and for that the sam of $10,000,000 was paid. 

When we took this territory, as I have said, we took it with the sol- 
emn obligation upon us to perfect the titles which had been granted. 
We find, as I have said, that. there were scores of titles which came 
from Spain prior to 1824. We come upon scores of titles issued by 
governors of Territories in which they assumed to grant more than 11 
leagues, and which titles have sinee been recognized by this country. 

Immediately atter the Mexican war, immediately atter the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty, our Interior Department, animated by a zeal which 
has not since characterized it, attempted to secure some fairsettlement 
of these questions. The matter was investigated very carefully and 
very patiently by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. 
Butterfield, who, in his instructions to surveyors-general in 1854, and 
in his reports to the Department, called attention to the utter lack of 
egnity in attempting to limit these grants to 11 leagues. He referred 
to the fact that valid grants for more were still in existence. 

Later than that, Mr. Hazelton, of the House of Representatives, 
made a very exhaustive report upon the condition of these grants, and 
he showed the lack of equity in any attempt to limita grant to 11 
leagues. 7 

When we took the territory we had the treaty obligation resting upon 
us, and theren in 1851, after the discovery of gold in California, a 
law was appointing three commissioners to report upon all the 
titles in California only. The commissioners’ court was to exist for 
two years. Whoever asked for the determination of his title within 
the two years could have it considered. Whoever claimed undera 
grant and refrained from asking the decision of the commission upon 
his grant was to be forever barred. afterwards extended the 
time for a year further, and afterwards in certain claims extended the 
time for six months. 

That legislation applied to California. So far as the territory em- 
braced in this bill is concerned, to wit, the southwestern part of Wyo- 
ming, a portion of Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, there has never 
been one particle of legislation looking to this relief except the provis- 
ion of 1854, which made it incumbent upon the surveyors-general to 
investigate all Mexican and Spanish grants, giving them authority to 
subpcena witnesses and to call for the production of papers, requiring 

_ them to carefully investigate each grant, and then make a report to 
the Secretary of the Interior, and where their report was in favor of 
the validity of the grant the Interior Department was required by the 
act of Congress to withdraw the land from further entry. 

With that exception no legislation whatever has been had respect- 
ing any portion of this territory except that since the acquisition of 
the territory there have been forty-eight confirmations of grants, some 


of which were in California and some of which were in Colorado, New | th 


Mexico, and Arizona. No other legislation of any character has ever 
been attempted which would quiet the titles of the Mexican gran 
within Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. E 

Mr. President, passing from the amendment respecting the 11 
leagues to the general character and provisions of the bill, let me say 
that this bill provides a court which shall expire by its own limitation 
in two years anda half. During that time, within two years from the 
date of the passage of the bill, all persons who do not hold claims 
which have been lawiully acted upon and decided by Congress or un- 
der its authority are required to come before this court and have their 
titles determined. I wonder if the Senate is familiar with the number 
of these grants and the character of them which must be determined 
within these two years. 

Mr. RANSOM. If it does not disturb the Senator 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Nothing disturbs me, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should like to ask him, for the purpose of making 
it right, what in his judgment would be a proper limitation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will come to that and answer the Senator with 

easure. Mr. Hazelton, of Wisconsin, a member of the House of 

presentatives, submitted from the Committee on Private Land Claims 


areportin 1882 in which, after a careful investigation of the subject, 

he says among other things: 

FTT 
ne u 

confirmed, leaving over 900 yet to be adjudicated, pa aay 


He says further: 
If the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court— 


This was a report with reference toa bill which had been introduced 
calling upon the district courts to investigate these patents— 

If the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court, it would, in 
9 be a low estimate to fix the limit within which they would all be 
co ed at twenty-five years. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it trouble the Senator if I should ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that it is pertinent to his line of argu- 
ment—I do not think it is—buta question that has seemed important 
to me and of a radical nature touching the whole subject is whether it 
is not the duty of Congress, even if it be a consequence that indemni- 
fication would be given to honest men under the existing policy, to 
change radically the policy of permitting this land to go in such vast 
quantities to individual holders? Here are whole counties that go to 
the ownership of single individuals, in violation of the land policy in- 
dispensable to the prosperity of the country. J do not understand, my- 
self, that there is such sanctity in private titles to land that they can 
interfere with the yeneral public welfare. The country can seize, if 
necessary, these vast quantities held, held even by legal titles, and con- 
fiscate them to the general good, and give to the individual holder such 
indemnification as may be just, as the lands in England came to be 
held by private parties to the public injury, as the lands of Ireland to- 
day are in the hands of landlords until Gladstone and the whole Lib- 
eral party and the Tory party are now seeking a way of annihilating 
those titles, it may be by purchase, making a transfer for the public 
good. Now, isit not a thing thatought to be considered in this great 
question whether the country should not destroy this method of dis- 
tributing the soil, which is the existence of the nation asa whole, even 
if it be necessary to indemnify ? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire could see the 
bulk of this land in New Mexico, less than 1 per cent. of which is ara- 
ble enough for anything but sage-brush to grow upon, threading s little 
stream, dry most of the year, and then a long range of mesal land ex- 
tending backwards for miles covered with nothing but sage-brush, 
where nothing can be cultivated, where cattle can subsist and eke out 
a scanty living, I do not feel that he would think that this country 
was in any very great danger because a few individuals hold this land. 
But if it be necessary, to carry out the Senator’s idea, that lest we fall 
into the unhappy condition of Ireland we should divide these grants, 
I think we should first do our duty and carry out the solemn treaty 
obligations which we have entered into and first give to the legitimate 
owners of the land the title to their property, before we talk about 
taking it away from them by any process of law. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will suggest that this 
land is just the same character of land that itis proposed to make three 
times as valuable as the prairies by irrigation, and that in the future 
these irrigated lands owned in such vast quantities may perhaps con- 
stitute dangerous land monopolies, `’ , 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not know that the Senator is aware of the 
fact that in order to irrigate lands you must have water, and there is 
no water within handreds of miles of the bulk of these lands. There 
is no water running above them, and no possibility of ever bringing 
water over upon these mesas. If it were not for that one defect, that 
the water does not exist, they could be made most valuable by irriga- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would apply, I suppose, to the whole irrigation 


eory. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Not at all. It applies to these nts in New 
Mexico. I do not know that the Senator is aware of it, but 95 per 
cent. of these grants lie in New Mexico and Arizona, where there are 
long arid tracts of dry land with never a thimbleful of water for hun- 
dreds of miles. It is not in the irrigable belt at all; it is not in the 
portion of the country where irrigation issought to be carried out, and 
therefore the doctrine or the theory as to irrigation could in no sense be 
held to apply. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator, then, to excuse me; I understood 
the controversy was about something. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. Tue controversy is about something. It is about 
land. It is about land where we have agreed to confirm the title by 


treaty to the Jegitimate holders. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I supposed these lands were valuable lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
further? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It seems to me the Senator from New Hampshire 
is trifling with this subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He asks if the land can be irrigated. I tell him 
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that it certainly can not be. I tell him the lands are valuable only 
for grazing purposes; that they have not the value which he seems to 
imagine they have, but they have value to their owners; that in large 
yolume and with great acreage they become valuable for pur- 

They have value or their owners would not desire to have their 
titles secured to them by the Government. As to how much their value 
ts, as to whether it would be greater or less if they could be irrigated, 
is not a question for consideration here and now. It is sufficient to 
state that there are certain grants containing a certain acreage which 
we have agreed to confirm, and which by this bill we are now trying 
to sneak out of our duty to confirm. 

The private land claims in Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona are 
stated in this report, and it gives rather a succinct statement of the 
condition of these claims. There are forty-eight claims confirmed in 
New Mexico aud Colorado. The aggregate of the confirmed claims is 
7,732, 890 acres, Upon an average these would exceed the 11-leagues 
limit which the bill provides. 

Mr. FRYE. How many acres are there in 11 leagues? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. About 48,000 acres. As a matter of fact, we find 
that twenty-two out of the forty-eight exceeded the 11-league limit. 
Now, the law of 1824 limiting grants to 11 leagues was in force when 
our Congress passed upon these grants. The question was raised then, 
but it was found that if they were granted they were granted bya 
legitimate authority and should be validated. You find grants here 
for 110,000 acres, one for 121,000 acres, another for 194,000 acres, and 
the Maxwell grant for 1,714,000 acres of land. 

These grants were confirmed by Congress. There are now twenty- 
five pending in the land offices in New Mexico and Colorado, which 
have not yet been reported upon by the surveyors-general, amounting 
to 1,913,301 acres. There are sixty-eight pending in Congress from 
New Mexico and Colorado. As I have stated, Congress has confirmed 
no grant since 1879. There are twelve grants pending in Congress from 
Arizona for contirmation. There are countless other grants which have 
not yet even come into the surveyor-general’s office. 

The surveyor-general in the earlier days after the Mexican war re- 
ported from New Mexico and Colorado that the Mexicans and Indians 
who held the tities to their grants were unwilling to surrender them 
to the surveyor-general. They were the ark of their covenant. They 
were all they had toshow theirtitle to their property, and they in their 
ignorance of our laws, not realizing how generously we intended to 
confirm their grants as soon as we could get the testimony, refused to 
give up their papers, fearing that they would not get them back again, 

So in addition to all these grants which are not yet confirmed there 
are countless others. It is reported by the Secretary of the Interior 
that there are some nine hundred in New Mexico alone which have 
not yet been reported upon. These grants are all to come under the 

rovisions of this bill. The Senator from North Carolina says that the 
bin is not intended to cover grants which are already perfect. The 
hraseology of the bill and the past legislation on the subject do not 
r him out in that statement. Thereareforty-eight grants confirmed 
in New Mexico and Colorado, no more. We have never had a law 
the effects of which are as I have stated except the law pro- 
viding that the surveyor-general shall make report to the Secretary 
of the Interior as to the character of the grants, and shall recommend 
whether they be confirmed by Congress, and that when they recom- 
mend them favorably the land embraced in the claim shall be with- 
drawn from entry. 

Ontside of that we have no legislation whatsoever, and as to this 
territory there is no way under heaven now existing under which the 
owner of a grant may have his title confirmed. If it were in Califor- 
nia he could go to the commission while it existed. He can not do 
that with these lands. Hecan go to the surveyor-general and get a 
report, which counts for nothing except to withdraw the land from 
further entry. If the Government of the United States sees fit to file 
a bill against him or commence a suit in ejectment against him, he 
may contest the title, and therein his tit!e may be validated. The 
Government of the United States has refrained from bringing such 
suits. It brought one the other day on the Maxwell land grant, and 
the Government allowed some great sum for attorneys’ fees, and was 
signally defeated before the circuit court in Colorado. I have never 
known a case where the Government has filed its bill to set aside these 
grants in Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. If that be not done, 
then the only way that the title can be confirmed is by act of Con- 

the Senate and the House passing a bill confirming it. There 
£ no Senator in the reach of my voice who does not know what a 
difficult proceeding that is, how reluctant this body is, how reluctant 
this body has ever been, to pass any law granting to any individual 
acreage of ground. Bills of that character do not belong here; they 
belong in the courts. . They belong in some tribunal which can ex- 
amine witnesses and which can deal with the question intelligently; 
they do not belong here. 

There is no way, therefore, except as to these forty-eight grants for 
title, to confirm them except by act of Congress. The President of the 
United States has recommended that legislation be had. This bill 
does not tonch the question which makes the present laws and the 
present absence of law so unjust. ‘This bill does mot assume to pass 


upon all those titles which are not questioned, but which are not.con- 
firmed; but in redlity it does. The provisions of the bill are as follows: 
That it shall and lawful fi A 
their lemal representatives, claltalng lance wishin the limits of the territory dex 
rived by the United States from the Republic of Mexico and now embraced 


within the Territories of New Mexico, 
the States of Ni 


thority, and which have not 
to present a petition, ete. 8 R 
That sounds as if it included a number of cases, but if does not do 
anything of the kind. It says: i 
Which at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act 


of Congress, or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority, and which 
have not become complete and perfect. s 


There is no way whereby they can become complete and perfect ex- 
cept by confirmation. Therefore it is intended that all these grants 
shall be brought into this court. It is intended that within two years 
they shall be brought into this court, or their holders forever barred, 
and itis provided when they come into this court the confirmation must 
be limited to 11 square leagues, and shall be held to 11 square es 
and no more, there being no provision as to what part of theestate the 
11 leagues shall be carved out of, and if the holders do not file their 
claim within two years they shall be deemed and held to have forever 
abandoned their claim. 8 

There are in New Mexico and Colorado scores of claims resting upon 
no conditions, valid grants concerning which testimony was taken by 
the surveyors-general and reported favorably upon, against which no 
whisper has ever been uttered, for exceeding 11 leagues, doubling and 
quadrupling in places 11 leagues, of which every citizen bas recognized 
the validity, and where no one has ventured to dispute the title, with 
no sort of litigation concerning it, and waiting only for Congress to 
confirm; and as to these grants, instead of trying to quiet title, instead 
of trying to confirm a rightful grant, a legal grant, a 2 recognized 
by the State and local authorities, by everybody in the vicinage, thie 
bill proposes to tear up and destroy these titles which have never been 
questioned and to authorize this Government to seize and to steal all 
these valid grants exceeding 11 square leagues. Such a course is in- 
iquitous, and under no pretense of right or justice can it be in my 
opinion sustained. 

Why should a man be deprived of his legitimate claim because Con- 
gress has not confirmed it? In all these years some forty-eight le 
have been able to have their grants confirmed, whilst scores of them 
are down in the Interior Department with favorable reports, waiting 
only the eonsideration of Congress. I say it is iniquitous and unjust 
that we should attempt to tear up and destroy these titles and provide 
that within two years all these people must come before the court, 

The Senator from North Carolina said the bill was not intended to 
apply to grants where there was no question; but there will always be 
questions until Congress has confirmed them. People in California 
holding grants were unfortunate enough to take the ground that the 
Senator from North Carolina does. In 1851, as I stated 

Mr. RANSOM. I must—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 2 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Colorado, I know, if he thinks 
about it, will not make the mistake of supposing that this bill is at all 
similar to the act creating the commission in 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is this great distinction or difference that has 
been lost sight of too often, I think, in the Senate, and therefore I de- 
sire to emphasize it. I will detain the Senate but a moment. The act 
creating the commission to determine private land claims in Califernia 
declared that every title to every acre of land in California, whether it 
was inchoate, or equitable, or complete, or perfected, must be presented 
to that commission, and no title could be held in California unless it 

through that commission. 

Mr. STEWART. And it had to be presented within two years. 

Mr. RANSOM. And it had to be presented within two years.” On 
the contrary, this bill does not aftect complete or pertected titles. But 
the great distinction was in the Louisiana and Florida purchase. There 
the act creating the co.nmission for the settlement of private land 
claims in those two Territories was just like this bill, reterring to in- 
choate or imperfect titles, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I understand perfectly the dis- 
tinction between the two acts. I have read them both, I understand 
perfectly the Iaw authorizing the commission to deal with the Califor- 
nia lands, and I have read very carefully the law requiring the sur- 
veyors-general to report upon the titles, and I say as to this provision 
of section 6, which says that all titles— 


which at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act of 
Congressor otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority and which have 
not become complete and perfect— 


that no lawyer can read it and advise a client that if he holds a claim 


` 
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outside of California and he has not had'it confirmed by Congress, he | Senator from Californias and he promised to answer what was his view 
can safely stay out of this court which dies within three years, and | abont the length of time of the statute of limitations. 
which within two years must take jurisdiction of the case of his grant | Mr. WOLCOTT. I am, fortunately, a member of this committee, 
or he shall be forever held to have abandoned it. No lawyer can read | and I have not yet learned that there was in the breast of this commit- 
that and advise a client that he would be safe in withholding his testi- | tee the opinion that the bill did not continue the court a sufficient 
mony {rom the court unless he had authority or the sanction of a grant | length of time. 
and @ patent from Congress. Mr. RANSOM. The Senator was not present at the meetings of the 
In California the people thought they might rely upon claims that | committee when this bill was adopted; I do not think I exaggerate 
had not been questioned, and if they did not go into court they would | when I say four times. My friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] says 
not thereby he debarred, but the Supreme Court of the United States, | it was six times that the meeting was put off on account of the absence 
in the case of Botiller cz. Dominguez, in the October term of 1883, | of the Senator from Colorado. If he had been present be would have 
held very definitely that if within the three years’ limitation—it was | known that that was one of the questions which would be left for the 
first two years and then extended a year—the holders of a grant did | judgment of the Senate. It was placed at a short time so as to aveid, 
not go before the commissioners and have their titles examined and | if possible, the objection that this would be a court forever. 
perfected, it did forever bar their setting them up. The Supreme Court Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, a further provision to which I think 
held that great hardship might ensue and had ensued in certain cases, | the attention of the members of the Senate who are lawyers should be 
that there should be further legislation to help these people, that it was | called in this bill is in section 12. Here is a court which is to exist 


inequitable, but yet such was the law. ? for three years only. That section provides— 
Mr. DAWES. Did thatextend to every grant, whether it was ques- That all claims which are by the provisions of this act authorized to be prose- 
tioned or not? cuted shall, at the end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, sir; in California every grant of every char- | tion in respect to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore provided 
$ s z : be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned and shall 
acter, whether questioned or not, that if the holder did not go before | be forever barred: Provided, That in any case where it shall come to the knowl- 


the commissioners and have it passed upon he was forever barred. The | edge of the court that minors, married women, or persons non compos menlis 
court held: are interested in any land claim it shall be its duty to appoint a guardian ad 
litem for suci persons under disability. 
No title to land in California dependent upon Spanish or Mexican grants can 3 PER EAN dA y = j 
be of any validity which has not been submitted to and confirmed by the board But if this disability exists during the whole two years and it is not 


provided for that purpose under the act of March 3, 1851. brought to the attention of the court, yet under the provisions of this 


The Supreme Court held here as a matter of course that although this | Dill the rights of such minors or persons non compotes mentis are forever 
might be an absolute violation of our treaty obligations with Mexico, barred. There is no provision saving them from the exemption unless 
yet it was the duty of the court not to determine the treaty obligation, | the district attorney shall learn that people interested in a certain claim 
not tə pass upon the question as to whether or not the United States in are non compotes or under legal disability, and unless he brings it to 
passing this statute had not violated every obligation of honor, but that pe eee or the court the rights of those people are forever barred. 
its only duty was to construe the statute as it jound it, irrespective of In other Words, if there were people who could not file their claim 
the injustice that might be worked upon the holders of the grants which | Within two years, and the district attorney not knowing of the case did 
this Government had bound itself to respect. not draw the attention of the court to it, the rights of those people 

So I say, Mr. President, that under the provisions of this act we are nager the awh of this bill would be oreve barred. 
requiring within two years every holder of a grant, large or small, and | . Mr. SPOON 325 a seems to me in reading this bill—I only men- 
whether questioned or not (excepting the holders of the forty-eight tion it to see if the Senator concurs with me—that this provision bar- 
grants which have been confirmed by Congress), to come into this court ring the right of recovery when the suit is not brought within two 


1 1 years is as broad as it possibly could be made by language, and the 
ran prove 5 1 set be held to have forever abandoned their claims. party is not only precluded from bringing his suit before this special 


n r court, if I recolect it, but the statute declares that this is a conclusive 
55 Mr. President, this bill provides, not that the people may presumption of aban donment applicable in all courts an d places. 
Mr. STEWART. It gives them the opportunity to come ia. Mr. WOLCOTT. He is forever barred from presenting a claim any- 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Do you expect this court in three years to decide Where unless he comes before this court within two years and pre- 


three thousand land cases involving titles extending back to the six- | Sents it. 222 1 y 
teenth and seventeenth centuries within one year after their filing? There is another provision of this bill to which I desire to call the 
Mr. FRYE. Is there no provision for its extension? attention of the Senate. It seems as if there were even fewer bowels 


Mr. WOLCOTT. None whatever; and if a case is decided against of mercy in this Committee on Private Land Claims now than there were 
the claimant the Government, which has all the machinery of the law | ſour years ago, and fewer four years ago than six years ago, for upon 
atits disposal, may appeal the case and come here to the Supreme 5 of other bills which have passed the Senate I find that 
Court of the United States and the Supreme Court of the United States ait bill prepared aaa 5 by the Private Land Claims Com- 
shall make itself a justice of the peace court and subpcena witnesses | Mittes . than the preceding one, 
and examine them and try the case de noro, treat itexactly as if it had | In the last bill which was brought before the Senate there was a pro- 
never been tried before, and treat it as a case first arising in the Sn- vision that the testimony taken before surveyors-general, testimony 
preme Court of the United States. which can never be reproduced, for the witnesses are scattered to the 

It provides that if a party is injured he must appeal and he must | Winds of heaven, taken with great care by these different officials, 
file his proof and his appeal within six months, butif the Government | COUld be used and might be used as legal evidence before this court 
appeals the Government need not file its appeal until six months after | aud that this court should give that testimony such weight as they 
the Attorney-General up here shall have received a succinct statement | thought it deserved. This provision of the bill says that thetestimony 
from the district attorney out there as to the full character and condition 1 tress TORS ey Bansod before avs tags only if they are dead. 
of the case, and if he neglects to perform his duty for five years that ap- | YU take these Mexican populations of the West wandering and scat- 


e 2 f tered, if they have left their lands it is utterly impossible forty years 
peal need be filed has ledh filed ccin 2 5 yy 
ae carne fil aoa = 1 a sd and filed a succinct After the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo that you shall search around and 

We are t i athe y ‘tol ders as if they were robl an if our otli find oneof themliving. Any provision thatsought to protectlegitimate 


= 7 rightsshould have within it a clause that the testimony gathered by the 
gations meant nothing, as if we had no duties to falfill towards these United: Rtakes Giiciala slioula. be introduced in this bourk ana should 


people: be given the weight which th t thought it ought to h 
Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President— eweg NO COREE FONE 8 Ae SUEDE tO DAYA, 
ths PRESIDING OEFICEIC” Docs ue ener from Colorado yea |, ey ina tery seattaring and ltr fon, clo thoat- 
to ae rr r 1 a way most unsatisfactory to myself, but I believe that I have touched 
ME RANSOM. N a or. agonion? generally upon most of them, if not upon all of them. 
2 . No. for a statement. There is undoubtedly a great and crying necessity for the passage of 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Then I can not yield. -= some bill on this subject. We need it; the country needs it; the set- 

i ae RESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado declines | tiers need it. Those desiring to enter upon the pati domain aud ac- 

ae te RANSOM. I wish to say to thes quire homestead entries need the passage of some law. But the true 

Mr. WOLCOTT ieee Acoli 8 5 principle upon which a law should be enacted was laid down by the 

x ; r declining to yield? g Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Butterſield. in 1854. 

i ere OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado declines | He said it was obligatory upon this Government to deal with these 
o yield. uestions exa; as Mexi 

‘Me WOCOTE. The ante hon Toth e AVOA DANS CONE WISA KPa Ma tae 

yield, and I do. That is the duty imposed upon us, and a bill which shall be fair aud 


Mr. RANSOM. This will not trouble the Senator from Colorado one | just must contain provisions that all persons holding grants which are 
bit. The committee have already determined that the time of this | not confirmed by act of Congress may in some inexpensive way come be- 
eourt ought to be longer than it is, that it should be extended; that | fore some tribunal and have their claims passed upon. The bill should 
the time named in the bill is too short; and I have already asked the | provide that whether their claim be for 1 league or 50 leagues square, 
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if it represents a valid contract of the Mexican Government, we should 
enforce it and carry out its provisions and secure to the holder an un- 
doubted right to all the ground to which he is entitled. Itshould pro- 
vide that it appeal be taken itshould be taken in the ordinary way, and not 
by dragging the claimaut and his witnesses 2,000 miles to Washington to 
be heard. The bill should provide that the court should hold its ses- 
sions and be in existence fora sufficient length of time to enable all hold- 
ers and owners of claims to come betore it. It should contain provisions 
that the costs should not be secured by a bond to the Government in 
advance. Weassume to be legislating here for the poor owners of land, 
and yet we compel them within two years tocome and try their title or 
be forever barred, and then in another provision we say to them, Un- 
less you give a bond for costs you can not file your petition at all, and 
if you do not file your petition within two years you have forever for- 
feited your claim.” 

The provisions of law that we should enact ought to have these sec- 
tions carefully guarded. Without them we can hope for no satislac- 
tory relief, either to the public or to the holders of these claims, and 
until some such law is passed and unless some law is passed which 
shall give every holder of these lands the right to come into court and 
have his title tested, and which shall say to him that the evidence 
which the surveyors-general collected at great cost from 1854 to now 
shall stand as prima facie evidence in any court which we create, your 
title is good and you shall not be required to go back of that and find 
your witnesses and produce them before the court, but unless the in- 
tegrity of this testimony may be questioned, it shall be valid before 
this tribunal which we create, and the court will give it such weight 
as they think it deserves. 

It is very easy, Mr. President, for Congress to override all treaty 
obligations, but it is not statesmanship; and the legislation proposed 
in this bill is not governed by that sense of justice and equity and mo- 
rality which should animate a great nation in dealing with a conquered 
people and its descendants. y 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Colorado is evidently not ac- 
quainted with the situation or he would not make such a proposition 
as he did with regard to this measure. I know something about the 
testimony in these cases and the alleged frauds in California. Com- 
plaint is madeabout the courts. They found that testimony was man- 
ufactured there in the most shameful manner. Mr. Stanton went out 
there and disposed of millions and millions of property by showing that 
the cases were fraudulently made up. Why, they made up a title to 
the city of San Francisco alter the city had got twenty or thirty thou- 
sand inhabitants— yes, a hundred thousand inhabitants—and they made 
it up so as to deceive the very elect and to require an investigation in 
Mexico to discover the forgeries. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me go on a little while. I had occasion to 
try a case, the San Jacinto case, in California. It wasasuit toset aside 
a patent. That was two or three years ago. There was brought in 
the testimony of Mexican witnesses who deliberately swore to things 
that happened before they were born. They were so coached that they 
would swear to almost anything er parte, and I was taken to the house 
where the ex-governor, Pio Pico, had manufactured a whole quantity of 
titles which troubled the people very much; and Pio Pico himself was 
before the court and testified, and his testimony as compared with his 
former acts bore no relation whatever to them. He invented entirely 
new stories, so that those who had experience in the fraudulent manu- 
facture of titles could put no reliance whatever upon the ex parte testi- 
mony taken before the surveyors-general. A man would take one of these 
ignorant Mexicans out there and tell him this was so and so; and get 
him to swear to almost anything and everything ex parte. Atmysug- 
gestion, we limited the reception of such testimony only to those who 
were thought to be dead, that we would use only that part of it, and 
those who were living should be brought before the court, so that the 
court itself should have a chance to see the witnesses and know some- 
thing about them. 

Over 7,000,000 acres have been confirmed in New Mexico, and there 
have been only 8,000,000 confirmed in California, There were many 
more people living in California than in New Mexico when we acquired 
the country, and many more valuable grants. There were three or 
four times the number of people occupying that country, and with all 
the complaint of the fraudulent confirmation of claims only abont 
8,000,000 acres were confirmed in California, and over 7,000, 000 have 
been confirmed already in New Mexico by acts of Congress. Here is 
the Maxwell grant for some 2,000,000 acres. If that had been origi- 
nally investigated by a court, the grantees would have got no such 
amount; it is even doubtful whether the grant itself existed; but it 
was a Congressional confirmation and the Sapreme Court could not 
reach it. I venture to aflirm as my belief that of the 7,000,000 acres 
confirmed at least 4,000,000 are fraudulent. 

Now, to use testimony taken ex parte of those who are still living is 
well enough, but to use that where they are not living would be worse 
because it would be utterly unreliable and would trammel the court. 
I am in favor of a court to investigate these questions. Iam in favor 
of a close investigatidn. The commission in California was com 
of honest men, and they did the best they could, but now it is well 


known that there were a great many claims confirmed there which were 
forged and fraudulent. Of course there may have been some that were 
just and equitable, and I know there were. 

Undoubtedly in many cases the claimants got more than they were 
entitled to; but with all that was said about California they have had 
but a little more than is already confirmed in this much-abused New 
Mexico. There were over 5,000,000 acres of claims that were presented 
to the California commission that were surveyed, and ina large number 
that were presented no surveys were made, and it is stated that the 
number that have not been presented can not be estimated. I know one 
in Arizona covering 4,000,000 acres of land which will be revived at 
once, and itis possibly a forgery. The surveyor-general says it is a 
forgery and he has not any means of investigation. 

How many of these claims are fraudulent we do not know, but they 
can not be investigated if this testimony taken ex parte is to be prima 
facie, and the Government put upon the proof to controvertit. You 
might as well confirm them all, I think it is a mistake to use the evi- 
dence even of those who are dead, because if these xrants are valid 
there should be required evidence of them in the first place which 
could bescrutinized by the courts. It they are valid there ate those now 
living and in the neighborhood who would know something about the 
possession. ‘I would not give a cent for ex parte testimony taken before 
a surveyor-general, given by Mexicans as to location, ete. The grant 
onght to be sufficiently explicit so that it can be found, If they 
thought anything of their land they would have entered upon it, and 
monuments would have been perpetuated and known. 

As to the time of presenting a claim within two years, a party hay- 
ing a large tract of land, thousands and thousands of acres, claiming 
any title in that country, can present it in two years, and one year 
would be sufficient in which to present his claim, There is no hard- 
ship in that. In California, where the Mexicans were entire strangers 
and had not lived for forty years among the Americans as they have 
in New Mexico, two years was allowed, and it was amply sufficient 
to present their claims. A claim that can not be presented within 
two years can not have much merit. It can not be a great hardship - 
to require claimants to thousands of acres of land to present their 
claims within two years. Two years is ample so far as that is con- 
cerned. 

As to the time of the existence of the court, I think that is too 
short. I do not think the court can accomplish this work in two years. 
I introduced a bill to this effect to make it permanent, and to put it in 
the Interior Department, and to take from the twelve-hundred-dollar 
clerks in the garrets judicial functions and turn the cases over to the 
court. I think this court ought to be in the Interior Department, a 
permanent institution, for the Interior Department determines more 
important jndicial questions than the Supreme Court of the United 
States, two forone, every year—more important rights depending upon 
them, which are determined partly by clerks, and we ought to have 
such a court in the Interior Department as a permanent institution, 

I am opposed to that limitation in the bill, and I agree with the Sen- 
atér from Colorado that there ought to be further time. 

Coming to the next question which the Senator discussed, as to the 
11 leagues, I conceive that if there were valid claims which turned out 
to exceed 11 leagues, if they were kept up from the beginning down, 
it might be a hardship to limit them to 11 leagues. That might 1 
but since 1824 there have been no grants made there of more 1 
leagues. The grants for over 11 leagues are very old grants. 

As I understand, the colonization law of Mexico of 1824 applied to 
New Mexico and Arizona; there is no doubt about that. I have in- 
vestigated that question and it has been held right through that since 
1824 they could not grant more than 11 leagues, What were granted 
before that time were usually conditional grants for settlements or 
something given to a favorite. They are very vague grants, but if any 
of them turn out to be bona fide, when this court examines them and 
finds there is a bona fide title and the conditions have been complied 
with, if one should be discovered in the course of this investigation 
where hardship would oecur—and there will not be many—Congress 
will have power to relieve in that particular case; and rather than give 
more than 48,000 acres now in such a case, it seems to me we had bet- 
ter pay the money or do anything to relieve the people of this shadow 
that you will put over them. A bill that will make it possible to 
cloud the whole country with such unlimited claims will create t 
dissatisfaction and great uneasiness in that country, particularly in 
Arizona. 

Here is the Piralto claim hanging over the most fertile and cultivated 
part—4,060,000 acres of land spread over that country—and to pass a 
bill that all these cases may be brought into court and the titles jeop- 
ardized seems to me ought not to be done. It perhaps would be better 
to go still lower and confirm a smaller portion than 48,000 acres, and 
to have all larger claims investigated further, But what we want isa 


court to examine these matters thoroughly. I have advocated this 
very much, This is the best measure that has been brought forth, 
because it provides for an adequate court. The difficulty about the 
other measures was that they provided for no adequate court to investi- 
gate the cases, to try fraudulent claims, There will be hundreds of 
claims for an unlimited quantity of land, and great uneasiness will be 


produced. I think those who claim over 48,000 acres of land can just 
as well wait until they have tested their title and had it developed in 
these cases, because it would not destroy their equity to give them this 
much, They would be in the same position they are now; with the 
advantage of having had their titie examined and reported upon by a 
competent court. 
bill has passed in practically this shape many times, and there 
are protests against its passage. The surveybr-general of New Mexico 
e a most strong and urgent protest against it last year, showing 
what terrible injustice it was to pass this bill or ize these titles at 
all. Heclaimed that they were all fraudulent. I differ with him. 
I think that portion is radical and extreme, but after hearing the dis- 
cussion in the committee, having been at first in favor of allowing 
them to present the claims, for whatever they had, these documents 
were presented to the committee, and I then agreed to thisbill to give 
u proper court, and I was willing that we should try the experiment 
of investigation to the extent of confirming 48,000 acres, and that is 
an empire. Forty-eight thousand acres is a great deal of land. It is 
more than 10,000,000 were when these pretended grants were made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How will they determine it? 

Mr. STEWART. They determine it just the same. They have 
the same privilege under the laws to select their lands in compact 
form. That is „ and that has been the general principle. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me, suppose parties 
coming here and making claims, asa great many do, that they are the 
owners of grants larger than 48,000 acres—take the Mara grant in New 
Mexico, where the claim was for a larger amount, and the parties claim 
that that was the grantand that they own the wholeofit. They own 
all of it as much as they own any part of it. Suppose this bill becomes 
a law, and they should come into this tribunal, and suppose the court 
should find that the grant is good; how is the court going to determine 
as to the locus of the 48,000 acres that are to be approved, and then 
what becomesofthebalanee? Is there still an equity, or is that equity 
cut-off by this decision? S 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place, by the Mexican law the out- 
boundaries were given within which the grantees might select their 
land, and if these out-boundaries within which they might select the 
land were confirmed, they would have the right of selection inside, 
and then it would be the duty of the surveyor- general to turn it over to 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, having made a survey of the land, 
and then it would go before the court for an investigation, and the court 
has full and ample authority to determine it. 

The whole thing is submitted with the privilege according to the 
Mexican Jaw of selection. If it includes more than they are entitled 
to, they have that privilege under the Mexican law, and no court could 
take from them the right of selecting if the boundaries included more 
than the title. They made these grants going from mountain to mount- 
ain and from hill to hill, or so much land in their general boundaries 
was given, and they would have so much land within those general 
boundaries, and they would have 48,000 acres to be selected following 
the Mexican Jaw as the court would be bound to do, The surveys 
would be made according to the selection of the parties, being required 
to make them in some form. The surveys come before the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, and if there is no objection they 
would be confirmed and go beſore the court. That has got to be worked 
out by the court. 

Mr, MITCHELL. When that is done that would be an end of the 
equity upon the part of those claimants to anything beyond the amount 


Mr. STEWART. Not at all. It would be all that would be con- 
firmed. That would be set apart to them, butif they have got equities 
Congress always has the power to give them relief, and is constantly 
open, enabling parties to apply for relief. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada under- 
stands perfectly well that the very basis upon which we are now argu- 
ing is that the claimant is found to be entitled to 96,000 acres and 
į tis given for one-half, and there is no mode whatever of de- 

where that half is. Now, the proposition that he lays be- 
fore the Senate is that by the grant a man is entitled to 11 square 
leagues and tbat is all he is entitled to, and the exterior boundaries are 
shown within which not his right to exterior boundaries beyond the 11 
square leagues, but the exterior boundaries embrace the whole area 
within which he is entitled to his 11 square leagues; and the function 
then was of these land courts to determine that he was entitled to 11 
square leagues, but entitled to only 11 square leagues, and then they 
_ Were to be located, as we all understand, by such arrangement as he 
refers to. Our proposition here is that by metesand bounds a claimant 
is entitled to an area of 96,000 acres and he is to have bat half. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not an incontrovertible fact which all of us 
admit, that when that adjudication takes place, when the law and the 
court both have said to the claimant, ‘‘ You are entitled to 11 leagues 
and no more,” then no matter how much may have been the grant 
originally, ail equities and all right and all claim that the claimant 
may have within the bounds of thatareaare entirely adjudicated upon, 
cut off, and destroyed? That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. STEWART. By this bill he will get but 11 leagues, but if he 
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had a title to more, as shown by the judgment of the court be- 
low, if he had an equity, there is nothing in this bill that destroys 
that equity; it only adjudicates upon the right he has and gives judg- 
ment for a certain amount. It determines the validity of his claim, 
and gives judgment for 11 square leagues, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Take a case like this: Suppose I have a claim 
for a thousand dollars against the Senator from Nevada, I insist that 
this is a valid claim. You say, No, I think you havea claim, but I 
do not think it extends to that amount; sue me.“ I go into court and 
the court gives me 8500. That disposes of the whole claim. 

Mr. STEWART. I will give you a case that occurred right here, 
Murphy’s claim fora contract, and the Department made him give a 
receipt in full, and a man is often compelled to give such a receipt in 
order to get anything. He must from the necessity of having his 
money. In the case I refer to, the man could not get along without 
it, and he was here broke and could not get home, and they made him 
give a receipt in full, and at this very session of Congress the commit- 
tee reported that he was not bound by that receipt, that he had a claim 
in equity, and we passed a bill referring that to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That isa very different thing. A receipt may 
be open to question. 

Mr. STEWART. The facts were known about it. If a claimant 
came forward and had a meritorious case he would be heard, and 
whether he would or not, it is going a great way to give him 48,000 
acres on these mythical claims that arose previous to the cession. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam not saying, as jar as I am concerned, that 
that is not right. The Senator trom Nevada in his argument a little 
while ago spoke of the equities these claimants would have for the 
balance of the lands where they had been given 11 leagues. Now, I 
say there is no such equity left. If you submit this claim to the judg- 
ment of a court and the court gives so much, that is the end ot the 
whole business. 

Mr. STEWART. I think so myself, unless a ease should arise where 
there would be exceptions. I do not think a case would arise that 
would come here. I do not believe we shall have any more Maxwell 
grants. “I think it would be practically the end of it. I do not be- 
lieve that there are any of these old claims where they are entitled 
equitably upon any principle, when they come to be investigated, to 
more than 11 leagues, but I say if thereshould be such cases develo 
they would be cases for Congress to settle on equities that might arise. 
If there has been a grant made and an equitable and honest claim 
within certain boundaries that can be found to exist on investigation, 
those claims would be investigated by the court, and if found right 
would be confirmed. They would then have the right to come for 
further relief, because such questions as that are constantly coming be- 
fore Congress. 

But I say now that it seems to me expedient to pass this bill and do 
this much, without throwing a cloud over everybody's home in these 
Territories, because I do not believe there will be an acre of Jand in 
these Territories but what there will bea claim to—not an acre in either 
one of these Territories but what there will be a claim to; and even 
with the 48,000 acres limitation the people protest against it. There 
is hardly anybody down there who wants that done, because they say 
they will be overwhelmed with fraudulent claims. 

I sympathize with them, but I think a competent court ought to be 
selected to settle these matters. It was proposed to turn them over to 
the district court of the Territory and then to the supreme court of 
the Territory. I opposed that, because I did not think they had any 
courts down there with the time and ability to investigate these cases; 
and consequently I favored a special court, and favored giving its judges 
a good salary and an attorney and an interpreter to go down on the 
ground and investigate the cases, with an appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. The district courts, located as they are, and 
pressed with other business, have not the machinery to investigate these 
cases, and there would be local influences brought to bear upon them, 
so that there wonld be practically no trial in the court below, and the 
cases would go to the Territorial supreme court where three judges sit, 
and each would be interested in sustaining his judgment, and the re- 
sult would be an affirmation of the judgment of the court below. So 
the cases would all go up to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The Supreme Court of the United States would not examine the orig- 
inal documents. 

I advocate a court composed of competent judges, as it is a very im- 
portant matter to examine these titles. I think the most important 
thing in this bill is to get a tribunal where these questions can be de- 
termined. We could not agree upon many details of this bill, and I 
waived my objections to them becanse I believed witha proper tribunal 
for the people to go before it would relieve them from the frauds that 
wonld be practiced under a weak tribunal. Undera weak tribunal 
the whole thing would be covered up and the settlers would have 
nothing left. We must have a strong tribunal, and the limitation to 
the confirmation of 48,000 acres. That will relieve a good deal of the 
apprehension which is felt, for there is a great deal of apprehension 
now on the part of many settlers for fear that their homes will be taken 
from them by any bill we may pass. Meetings have been held in 
Pheenix, Ariz., their principal town, protesting against the passage of 
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any bill, and they even denounced me for having advocated this bill or 
any bill. They said it would take their homes away from them out- 


t. 

at majority of the people want these claims entirely repudiated be- 
cause they believe that many of the grants are fraudulent and manu- 
factured. I think some of them are genuine; but we want a conrt 
competent to determine these questions, and when they are deter- 
mined so that there is no suspicion of fraud, 48,000 acres ought to be 
ample for any one grant. If there is a case of hardship pending this 
investigation by the court, when the judgment of the court is against 
a man, he can come to Congress. Let us have a court there that can 
investigate these cases and a court competent to investigate, and the 
court should not be allowed to grant an unlimited quantity of land to 
aclaimant. The whole community stand trembling now when we 
limit it to 48,000 acres. They think there ought to be a smaller lim- 
itation, and yet I say this is in analogy to what was done in Florida. 
There we allowed the courts to confirm 3,500 acres. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question at this 

int? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I made an inquiry of the Senator from Colorado, bas- 
ing my inquiry upon thesupposition that there were values to the land 
to be selected in that country. His information is to the effect that 
the subject-matter of the controversy is not worth much. Some of 
these grants are for 4,000,000 acres, I am told, and the Senator pro- 

to confirm 48,000 acres only, leaving the rest in controversy. I 
should like to ask what is the use of making two bites of a worthless 
cherry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It does not leave the balance in controversy. It 
would cut it off and dispose of it entirely. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator from Nevada to state that 
it leaves the balance all open to be in controversy afterwards. Now, 
if these lands are of no value, why not let them all go, since there is 
the same controversy over the 48,000 acres as over 4,000,000 acres ? 

Mr. STEWART. It closes up the entire matter in executing the 
obligations of the treaty, unless Congress should come to the conclu- 
sion that some injustice had been done in a case, and then it could ex- 
amine that particular case. Nothing here will prevent Congress from 
making that examination. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no appeal from the court to Congress. 

Mr. STEWART. There should not be any appeal. Congress is not 
bound to act upon the judgment of the court, but Congress may doit. 
You have, for instance, a Court of Claims passing upon claims. . The 
claims come to Congress for appropriation,and sometimes you send a case 
to the Court of Claims to find the facts, and then you may refuse totake 
their report when you come to investigate the testimony, and the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin has found that he could not follow the court in 
some cases. That was no appeal from the court to Congress. Congress 
authorizes the court to find the facts, and so here there is a court to in- 
vestigate these claims and make a judgment as to their validity, and 
after having made the judgment as to their validity they confirm to 
the extent of 48,000 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. What do they do with the rest? 

Mr.STEWART. They do not determine as to the rest. That is in 
the power of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Following out the Senator’s analogy, I would not 
think it would be a fair proposition, if a man had a claim against the 
Government for $40,000, and Congress, looking it over, thought at the 
time it was a prima facie case, so that they could send it to the Court 
of Claims with authority to enter a judgment, that the bill should 
limit the recovery to half the amount found by the court to be due, 
when the other half might be just as completely due. 

Mr. STEWART. I can find you a very long list of bills 

Mr. SPOONER, Ihave not finished. The balance might be justas 
much due as the half allowed to be recovered. 

Mr. STEWART. I can find you avery long list of bills authorizing 
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the to investigate 
claims and pay them, not exceeding a certainamount. You will find 
that it is a very common thing to have an investigation and to pay not 
exceeding a certain amount, and you find cases presented to the Court 
of Claims where they are to find judgment not exceeding a certain 
amount. I think you will find that is a very ordinary thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But in 2 case where that has been done, after 
that amount has been found, the parties can come back to Congress and 
Congress can allow more. 

Mr. STEWART, I think they can. 

Mr. SPOONER These are cases where the Government of the 
United States is omnipotent on the subject, and where the party has 
no remedy except that which is given by the statute. He must take 
that or nothing. He can not come to the Court of Claims except on 
the terms prescribed by Congress. 

As I understand it, here is a case where you createa tribunal and that 
tribunal is to have jurisdiction only ot grants in which the United States 
is bound upon principles of public law, to follow the language of this 
bill, or by treaty obligation to pois the grantee to perfect the grant 
this Government had not made, but a grant that he derived from another 


grantor. Now why is not this tribunal, if it can be trusted to decide 
the question as to the original grant and the performance of the condi- 
tions if it be a conditional grant, and to render judgment in the mat- 
ter—why is it to be limited tollleagues? Suppose the court finds upon 
the same proof that it should be 20 leagues, that the grant was actually 
20 leagues and that the Government of the United States is bound by 
treaty to permit the grantee to perfect his claim for 20 leagues, upon 
what theory do you limit it? The court either can be trusted or it can 
not. If it is a court which by the law is to be discredited, if you are 
to legislate upon the assumption that the court will be incompetent to 
get at the truth or of not sufficient integrity to declare the truth, why 
create it at all? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator want an answer to the question? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am asking the question for the purpose of hav- 
ing it answered. 

Mr. STEWART. I know that is what the Senator wants. This 
matter of complying with treaties is addressed exclusively to the po- 
litical department of the Government, and the political department 
has seen fit for forty years to do nothing, to give no adequate remedy 
in these cases. In its discretion it has not seen fit to do so. Now, the 
political department has its representatives, and they determined that 
these claims were fraudulent, that they were manufactured, and if they 
come in to an unlimited extent some of them that have been lying in 
abeyance may spread over and inconvenience large settlements. There 
is one claim that takes the heart of a Territory, the Piralto claim, where 
there are millions in question. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Let me finish my sentence. There are millions in 
question, and the people there, in view of the frauds that have been 
committed, are very suspicious of further fraud, by which they may be 
driven from their homes. j 

This political department has seen fit to keep these questions o; 
for forty years until settlement has gone there. Now we provide a 
court in which all these claims may be presented, and we think itis in- 
expedient to give them the power of unlimited confirmation because 
there may be some other adjustment of such cases. The titles arose 
under very different circumstances, There have been many grants 
which are indeterminate, running away back hundreds of years, which 
can not be described in a proper way, and it is necessary that some- 
thing should be done in order to quiet these matters. 

There is no doubt that Mexico in dealing with this matter would 
take into consideration these questions, as she has done. She has for- 
feited many of these grants and declared them open. There have been 
improvidentgrants made by Mexico, and many of them have been dis- 
puted and set aside. Santa Anna in 1853 annulled them by whole- 
sale, and if he had continued, the annulment would have been carried 
into effect on account of their not being occupied, and they would have 
been turned over to the Indians, They were improvident in making 
these grants, aud Mexico, whether she reserved the right or not, has 
exercised the right most freely and set aside grants that were previously 
made, on technical grounds. The general ground was that the con- 
ditions of the grants had not been complied with. I know of many 
cases in Mexico where they had complied with them to the letter and 
Mexico said they had not been complied with in spirit, and set them 
aside. Weare only to deal with these grants as Mexico would deal 
with them. That is the only obligation we are under. 

If all these territories had been left so that Mexico would have had 
to deal with them, one-half of these grants would not have been sus- 
tained, because the lands are not occupied. She required strict oecu- 
pancy. I think in California we dealt much more liberally than Mex- 
ico would have dealt. When land proves valuable and people desire 
to settle it up, Mexico has a way of investigating these titles. I say 
we have gone on for forty years and have confirmed in this territory 
over 7,000,000 acres of land, improvidently I think, a large part of it 
without investigation, on ex parte testimony before the surveyor-gen- 
eral, I have heard of claims covering many millions of acres in Ari- 
zona. 

I say this having been done in this improvident way we are now for 
the first time establishing a court to investigate the claims. It is said 
if that court can be trusted at all it ought to be trusted to give judg- 
ment to the full extent of the grants. It may be that technically a 
grant is legal, it may be that all the conditions the court can find out 
wili show that they have been complied with, but in these immense 
grants it will be found that there was something subsequently to be 
done when you come to investigate them. 

I know several titles in California where it is admitted now that the 
claims were false. They have gone past the reach of the courts. Ido 
not see why it is not acting in good faith for the Government of the 
United States in dealing with this question tosay we will confirm 48,- 
000 acres of this land upon the judgment of this court, and if confirm- 
ing these enormous grants is going to drive people from their homes 
we will not confirm the claim but let the claimants present it, as they 
will do, and when they have had the judgment of this court they may 
have something substantial on which to rest their claim; the claims 
will not go through as these others did, where seven millions and odd 
acres have been confirmed, and we find the court saying, If we had 
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power to go behind this we would not confirm the grant. They would 

not touch the Maxwell grant if they had power to go behind it, but 

they are bound by the act of Congress, It seems to me there is a good 

deal in this view of the question. I came to its consideration with the 

oe view the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Colorado 
ave, : 

Mr. SPOONER. If my friend will allow me, I have been very much 
interested in his explanation. I do not wish to be understood by the 
question which I put to him as being opposed to this limitation, but 
ordinarily you would not limit a party in such a way, and I desired to 
ascertain the peculiar circumstances under which the Senator thought 
this limitation ought to be imposed now. 

Mr, STEWART. Ordinarily I would not doit, but these are claims 
fifty, yes, seventy-five years old; most of the claims to these larger 
grau ts are one hundred or two hundred years old. That country has 
gone through several revolutions since then, and we do not know how 
many more are coming. If we pass the bill without a limitation the 
people will be disquieted until the court has determined the question. 
The whole country will be up in arms about it; they will feel that 
their little homes are putin jeopardy. I do not think if we pass this 
we ought to put them in jeopardy any further than this bill does, A 
great many people there protest against putting them in jeopardy to 
that extent. 

These claims entirely rest with Congress to determine what is a fair 
and what is an honest adjustment of these vague claims. Thatis with 
Congress. The equity is upon Congress to do about what the Mexican 
Government would do under such circumstances, a country that has 
been revolutionized several times since these grants were made. Un- 
derall the circumstances we are attempting to do what Mexico would do. 
I think we are dealing with them and have dealt with them much 
more liberally than Mexico would have dealt with them, according to 
my experience with clients who have acquired rights in Mexico in the 
way she treats titles that she has granted and the exactness with which 
she compels the grantees to comply with all the conditions. 

Mr. HEARST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARST. Do you know of one single case ever presented to 
the Republic of Mexico which was not sustained by the Mexican Goy- 
ernment? 

Mr. STEWART. I can tell you where the grants are several deep, 
where they have made one lap over another. Take, forinstance, So- 
nora; there are half a dozen Americans who have gone down to Sonora 
and acquired title where the land was denounced. Mexico would find 
some fault with the grant and set it aside. There have been a good 
many claims for surveying contracts by Americans there, and some of 
those are pending before the Claims Commission, because the Mexican 
Government discovered the contracts for land that had been made 


there. 
Mr. HEARST. I speak of land on which citizens lived. 
Mr. STEWART. do not know of any case where Mexican citizens 


lived on the land in good faith and complied with all the conditions, 
but it is in reference to these vague grants that I speak. The idea of 
aman living on 4,000,000 acres of land! Take the Piralto claim, a 
claim never heard of, a claim two hundred years old. That country 
had been in the bands of the Apaches for a hundred years, 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me, in reply 
to the question of the Senator from California, to read a clause which 
gives the history ef this? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Of course the United States history does not pre- 
tend to go into the detail of what may have happened in Mexico, but 
it gives the laws here. This is trom the report of Special Agent Hop- 
kins, appointed by this Government to examine these questions: 


On the 30th of May, 1834, the constituent congress of the state of Sonora is- 
sued decree No. 10, which provides as follows: 

“ ARTICLE I. Six months’ further time is granted to possessors of lands who 
have failed to obtain titles of ownership thereof, as required by decree No, 10 
of the 28th of June, 1833.” . 

Article 2 declares that it at the end of this time, which shall not be extended, 
the rs of lands shall not appear and make their grants effective, their 
lands shall be denounceable, and the claimants thereof shall-be subject to the 
penalties imposed by the organic law of the treasury, which is about to be 
passed, 


On the 11th of July, 1834, the same thing was done, 
Mr. MITCHELL. Those were conditional grants, were they not? 
Mr. RANSOM. Nearly all of these were conditional grants. 
Mr. HEARST. They were conditional grants and grants ot this kind: 
_A kind of a go-between fellow would get a lot of land for the purpose 
of making settlement, and would get hold of it and not build a house 
or get anybody to live there, and the Government did better than our 
Government has done, it settled the question and said if in a certain 
time they did not havea house there and cattle on it that was the end 
of it. Now, what we need in this case is something that will makean 
end of it some time or other. 
While I am up I will say that I think this four-million grant serves 
a very good purpose here about every five minutes. I doubt myself 
whether there is any such grant in Arizona or New Mexico, but it 
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answers the purpose here to make out that the whole country is cov- 
ered with grants and that they are all genuine. 

My opinion is that three-fourths of all the claims in New Mexico 
and Arizona are fraudulent, and so it will be decided when the court 
gets there. That is what the honest people there want. There were 
hundreds ofclaims taken up twenty. fiveor thirty years ago by stockmen, 
and they have run them into Spanish grants according to their notion. 
It may be that they bave a Spanish writing to show something about 
it. So it goes on all over the country, But there are genuine 
people living there, Germans who were transferred from Mexico to this 
country, and some Americans who were transferred, and many good 
old Spaniards. If you go there they will give you a horse and saddle 
to ride around, and you can stay a month, and they will never charge 
youacent. They have no law to protect them from any one going 
into their peach orchard and making a settlement there to-day; they 
can not go before a constable or justice of the peace; and they have 
been living there for thirty years under a Government that agreed to 
protect them. 

Mr. STEWART. I concur with all that my friend from California 


says. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shonld like to ask the Senator from Nevada, 
first, is there any claim as a basis tor this limitation that there was not 
power in the Spanish Government or in the Mexican Government to 
make a grant exceeding 11 leagues? 

Mr. STEWART. There was no such power after 1824. 

Mr. MITCHELL. After a certain date, but prior to that time there 
was no limit. 

Mr. STEWART. Prior to that time there was none. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Then if this bill should become a law, as proposed 
here, a peculiar anomaly would be presented. Suppose I have a claim 
to a certain amount of land covered by a Spanish or Mexican grant. I 
go before this court and preseut my claim. The court hears the testi- 
mony on my part and on the part of the United States, and it finds 
that my grant is good. The first thing you would have to do after that 
in connection with it would be to find the limits of the grant, how 
much land is covered by it, because if it was so indefinite that you could 
not find the boundaries perhaps it would not be held to be a grant at 
all. Therefore they must find the limit of the boundaries of the grant. 
There must be something reasonably certain about it. Now, sup 
the claimant who presents his case has within its boundaries, which 
are shown to be reasonably certain, 100,000 acres and the court describe 
it in their opinion necessarily. Then they must say, but under the 
law we have only jurisdiction to approve 48,000 acres,’’ and the court 
must go to work in some way—I do not know how exactly under this 
bill—to determine which part of the whole grant they will find to be 
good ane. that, shall be approved. That is about the way the thing 
will work. 5 

Mr. STEWART. My friend from Oregon assumes that these grants 
are bounded by certain defined boundaries, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think a great many of them are not; I think 
many of them are so indefinite and uncertain that they ought to be re- 
jected by any court as a whole. 

Mr. STEWART. The principal evidence of their locality is that 
there is a ranch house and a place where they ranch stock at some 
point. That is the home place, and the bounds are spelled out by the 
vaguest guesses imaginable. They get so many acres. You find where 
itis. They do not know the boundaries of it. Thoy only know where 
such a man lives, They know he lives there and that is the home 
ranch, and they go there, and when you come to make them spell out 
the boundaries they are very indefinite. They can get around the 
home ranch and they can get 48,000 acres, They can get just as well 
fifty or one hundred thousand acres, The boundaries were made in 
Spain one hundred and fifty years ago for a conntry here that they 
had never seen, and they are necessarily pretty vague. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course the grant must be made definite before 
it can be confirmed. Now, suppose the grant is an entire grant of 
60,000 acres. The court can conlirm only 48,000 acres. The question 
which the Senator from Oregon puts to the Senator from Nevada, as I 
understand it, is who is to determine the boundaries of the 48,000 acres 
which are to be confirmed. Would it be regulated by the description 
in the petition, or is the claimant to be permitted to select out of the 
entire grant of 60,000 acres the 48,000 acres which he will take, or is 
the court to partition it out of the entire grant? 

Mr. STEWART. I think Ican explain it. . 

Mr. SPOONER, It is only an administrative difficulty, perhaps. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I can explain it. That point is arising 
all the time. There are grants in California which exceed 11 leagues. 


They had their exterior boundaries, and they are between such a river 
and such a mountain, probably taking up 75,000 acres. Somvof these 
grants in that way the court confirmed to the extent of 11 leagues, but 
they were within the exterior bonndary of the general country named. 
I will tell you how they got at it. When they came to cutit down they 
recognized tbe right of the party to designate the part of the grant 
under the Mexican law; that is, they recognized his right to make a 
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neral selection. There have been controversies here; they have been 
itigating the question for thirty years here whether they had a right 
to do it or not, where there was conflict with other grants, and how it 
was to be placed where there were such indefinite boundaries. That 
has been one of the great difficulties in the California land cases. 

In the first place, the grant was confirmed and then it was turned 
overaſterawhile to the Land Department, and then they would appeal to 
the Secretary of the Interior. I have been there in many cases and have 
heard long arguments and appeals and testimony to determine where 
they ought to have it so as not to conflict with somebody else who had 
also a grant. There would be two or three grants within those general 
limits, They would grant to one and then they could grant an exten- 
sion, an addition, and so they went on, and there were three or four 
grants, probably four or five grants, within the same general bound- 
aries, They did not know any of the boundaries. They would recog- 
nize the first grant and the next would lap ontoit. That is one of the 
things to adjust. They had the question part of the time in the dis- 
trict court and part of the time before the Land Department. Itcreated 
administratively a great deal of difficulty. 

The same thing will arise here, You will find two or three grants 
within the same general selection. You will have the general grant 
and then the addition. You will have an additional grant, and so there 
will be half a dozen grants you will find right in the same general de- 
scription. Therefore yon have got to carve it out first, and then next 
it is administrative. 

Mr.SPOONER. Now, if my friend will allow me, I understand the 
theory of the bill is that as toa grant of over 48,000 acres there can 
be no confirmation by the courts beyond that limit, but that the party 
going into court may prove the ſacts 

Mr.STEWART. He has to prove the facts, 

Mr. SPOONER. He may prove the facts to establish a grant of 60,000 
acres or 75,000 acres, or whatever it may be, his recovery being limited, 
however, to 48,000 acres. Now, I should like to ask the Senator how 
under this bill the court is to segregate from the entire grant the 
48,000 acres. The petition would necessarily allege the grant asit was 
made. It would allege that the grant was made of, say, 75,000 acres. 
There is nothing in this bill, as I remember it, which gives to the grantee 

or the party claiming under the grant the right, declaring for a larger 
grant, to select the tract which the court shall confirm tohim. How 
is that to be regulated? Would the court be at liberty to make the 
partition without statutory authority? 

Mr. STEWART. You do not want any statutory authority. They 
would follow the decisions in the California cases. It has been worked 
out. This is not different from a claim for 20 leagues or 30 leagues 
which the court did not confirm. More than half of the claims that 
were presented in California to the land commission, with their bounda- 
ries given, were confirmed for less land than was claimed in the peti- 
tion. I think that was true of more than half of them in California 

Mr. SPOONER. Was not that because the court found that the 

rant was for less land? 

Mr. STEWART. Sometimes they found the grant was for less land; 
sometimes they found that they did not have power to grant more than 
Il leagues, and cut it down for that reason. Then thesurveyor-general 
would make a survey of it according as best he could. He presented 
the survey to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and he 
would hear testimony where it ought to be heard, and then it would 
go to the Secretary of the Interior. Some of those cases were trans- 
ferred directly to the district court and some of them came to the Su- 
preme Court on that question. It is a very difficult thing to adjust, 
bat you must adjust it if you can, because these grants are very in- 
definite in their nature anyhow. 

Mr. SPOONER. The trouble is that this is a statutory court, and 
it will only have the jurisdiction and power conferred upon it by the 
statute. 

Mr. STEWART. In addition to locating, power is conferred upon 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, subject to appeal to the 
court after it is done. He must locate it. He must use his discretion, 
and that power is conterred in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER, The Commissioner of the General Land Office is to 
locate the land after the court has confirmed the grant? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, after the court has confirmed it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the court is to confirm the location made by | 
the Commissioner of the Land Office on the proof made before the ¢onrt 
on appeal ? 

Mr. STEWART. In the first place, what the court will have to do 
is to find whether it isa valid grant. If it is a valid grant then the 
first thing to investigate is where the papers are; then they will con- 
firm it to the extent for a patent. They will say this man is entitled 
to a patent for 48,000 acres. Then the surveyor-general Makes the 
survey the best he can; finding where the lines ought to be; hearing 
testimony on the ground. That is the way the Mexican Government 
did; they would hear the question on the ground. He will try to trace 
it up; he will report to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and then it is provided in this bill that when the surveyor-general 
has made a plat of it he shall publish that plat by which all ties 
interested in the surrounding ground will be notified. He will pub 


lish that for ninety days, and then they come in and havea hearing 
before him, and that is all transmitted to the Commissioner, and it is 
disposed of in that way. If they do not come in they take the matter 
to the surveyor-general, who selects for them. P 

Mr. SPOONER. I can understand, of course, that if the grant is 
a grant of 48,000 acres the court takes the proofs and decides that it 
is a valid grant, and the grantnot being definitein metes and bounds it 
may become the duty of some administrative officer perhaps to locate 
the grant. 

Mr. STEWART. That is what it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that does not meet the difficulty which I have 
in my mind. Suppose the petition is filed showing or alleging a grant 
and it is an entire grant of 75,000 acres. The courtinvestigates it and 
finds that the condition, if it were a conditional grant, has been per- 
formed; and that upon principles of general law or carrying out the 
obligations of treaty the grantee is entitled to perfect thegrant. Now, 
who is to locate the 48,000 acres out of the 75,000 acres which the 
court finds is the grant which it is to confirm? Where the grant was 
found to be greater than 48,000 acres, is the grantee to have no voice 
in the selection of the 48,000 acres? Is that to be left entirely to the 
surveyor-general ? 

Mr, STEWART. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. How is that to be carried out? 

Mr. STEWART. The way it has been carried out all the time. 

Mr, SPOONER. I mean under this bill. 

Mr, STEWART. Under this bill it is turned over in the same way 
it was then. The bill is in the same language of the California law, 
and under that they followed the Mexican custom. We enlarged upon 
it. The practice is that the surveyor-general notifies the surrounding 
parties, in the first place, and takes testimony on the ground where 
there are surrounding claims, so as to get at the exterior boundaries. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is as to the location of the grant. But sup- 
pose a court has determined there was a grant of 75,000 acres. It can 
confirm that grant only as to 48,000 acres. Who is to settle where the 
48,000 acres lie? 

Mr. STEWART. Take that exact case. Here is a grant for 100,-. 
000 acres of land. It names this mountain and that mountain as the 
exterior boundaries. The tee has it somewhere in that country. 
The court finds that that isa valid grant, the whole of it. If he had to 
select the whole he would not have any definite boundaries to go upon, 
because it does not run in definite boundaries, These large grants 
were not made with definite boundaries; they were made in Spain. 
The people had not been in the country at all; they knew the names 
of some rivers and mountains, but nothing definite about the country. 
Then what did they do? The alcalde would go on the grant, and if 
there were no other grants within those boundaries to interfere with it 
he would let the man who claimed it take it and divide it off. 

If it was a grant for 100,000 acres, the same grant, and he was al- 
lowed to take 48,000 he wonld simply take it in the same way. He 
would not go to any definite boundariesin eithercase. He would find 
where this man lives and make that an initial point, and then take testi- 
mony on the ground and then file his plat; and that there might be 
no mistake about it, afterhe had made his survey he would givenotice 
to the world tocomein. Ittook between twenty-five and thirty years 
to settle these surveys in California, and they all had to come up in 
the same way. Whether the whole grant is confirmed, or a part of it, 
does not make any difference so far as locating it is concerned; the 
process is the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lean understand as to the location of the entire 
grant. If my friend will pardon me, he is entirely familiar with this 
subject and Iam not at all, although I have the duty of voting upon 
the bill, and therefore I take the liberty of addressing these inquiries 
to him. What I still do not understand is this: The 3 files his 

tition in this courtalleging a grant of general description amounting, 
if you please, to 100,000 acres. The court takes the proof, finds that the 
original grant was made, that the condition has been performed, "that 
there is no ground for entry, therefore, for breach of condition, was 
not on the part of Mexico and is not on the part of the United States, 
and, therefore, so far as the strict right is concerned, independent of 


| this limitation by the act of Congress, the claimant would be entitled 
| to perfect the grant. : 


Now, at that point, the right having been found in favor of the claim- 
ant, under this limitation on the power of confirmation by the court, 
the court having found a grant of 100,000 acres, can only confirm 48,- 
000 acres. Who is to determine what 48,000 acres ont of the 100,000 
acresshall be confirmed? The bill does not leave it to the selection 
of the claimant. 

Mr. RANSOM. The court would decide it 

Mr. STEWART. As the surveyor-general goes there 

5 5 RANSOM. I ask pardon for interfering with the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. No matter. In the first place, the bill provides 
that the surveyor-general shall go upon the ground and set it Then, 
having called the witnesses there and set it off, be shall publish it. 
Then heshall send up the survey here for the approval of the Commis- - 
sioner of the General 8 Office; and if the Commissioner of the Gen- 
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eral Land Office makes a decision, and if the grantee is dissatisfied 
with that he can go before the court and have it located. All that 
machinery is provided in this bill for location there. I do not know 
whether any further machinery to locate it is needed. If so, I should 
like to have it presented. It seems to me that machinery is very fa- 
miliar to the Land Department and very familiar to the courts, because 
it has been applied to entirely analogous cases, to almost all the cases 
“in California. 

Mr. RANSOM, Mr. President, I desired to correct the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr], so as to save time, when he was on the floor, 
but he would not permit it. He had an idea that the states of Mexico 
could, after the 2ith of August, 1824, make larger grants than for 11 
leagues. To settle that question beyond cavil I desired to present this 
authority. Iread from the laws of Texas, Paschall’s Annotated Digest, 
article 554, being from the general act of the Congress of Mexico of Au- 
gust 4, 1824: 

It shall not be permitted to unite in the sams hands with the right of prop- 
erty more than 1 league square of land suitable forirrigation, 4 square leagues 
in superficies of arable land without the facilities of irrigation, and 6 square 
leagues in superficies of grazing land. 


The note following that section of the law is as follows: 


This decree was enacted before the state governments were organized under 

their constitutions; and emanating from the supreme power, it was enforced 
in all the provinces of states, 
Mr. President, I am very glad to hear Senators call fora vote. Iam 
anxious to have a vote, but I desire to say that some things are reason- 
able,and some are unreasonable, and some are absolutely unreasonable. 
How can any human being suppose that the Government of Mexico, 
carrying out a deliberate land policy, should declare in a law equal to 
an organic law that no man should hold more than 11 leagues of land, 
and yet that that same Government by some absurdest of all infatua- 
tions should turn around and say that it would not grant more than 
11 leagues to a citizen or to aforeigner, but it would allow its inferior 
states, its territories, its provinces, or whatever you may call them— 
that it would allow the little states it had to grant all of their terri- 
tory if they wished to do it? 

Mr. President, I wish the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
were here. I hoped he would hear me, because I desire to answer a 
question which he put. The Senator from New Hampshire asked, and 
asked with some force, why it wasthat this bill confined the grant tobe 
confirmed to lileagues. I stated yesterday, and I repeat to-day, that 
after the act of the Mexican Congress in 1824 a grant in excess of 11 
leagues was unlawful and impossible. That is the first proposition. 
Ah, my friend from New Hampshire is here, I see. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hear the Senator’s words. 

Mr. RANSOM. The second proposition is that of all the grants of 
over 11 leagues made by Spain or Mexico before 1824 there is scarcely 
one of them that is not covered all over with badges of fraud, with 
forgery. The manufacture of these titles in Mexico under the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo became, as my friend, Mr. Bayard, said in debate 
here, a fine art. This is nota trifling matter. No more serious ques- 
tion can engage the attention of the Senate. I challenge any Senator 
here, I do not care how well acquainted he may be with these Terri- 
tories, to show the Senate any part of the history of these private land 
claims that is not suspicions, 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question at that point? 

Mr. RANSOM. With great pleasure, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose it is trne, as the Senator from North 
Carolina says, and I take it it is true, that nearly all of these grants 
are fraudulent—— 

Mr. RANSOM, Iam coming right to that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL, lI asked the Senator to yield to a question. Sup- 
pose all the grants made by Spain and Mexico prior to 1824 were fraud- 
ulent, would it not be greater protection to the Government of the 
United States now to provide a bill to submit the question as to the 
validity of those grants without limit to a court, making it the duty 
of the court to reject every fraudulent grant in toto, and simply protect 
the two or three or four valid grants, if there are that many, rather 
than to say the whole thing shall be submitted and the court shall 
only grant 11 leagues? Would there not be greater protection to the 
Government? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator. I do not regret the in- 
terruption, but I was coming to that very point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would there not be less objection to that course? 

Mr. RANSOM. I was answering the question of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], and I will presently answer in full the 
question put to me by the Senator from Oregon. 

If the Land Office of the United States, if the Department of the 
Interior, if the history of these cases in the courts of justice, State, 
Territorial, Federal, and the United States Supreme Court, if the re- 
ports of all the surveyors-general, if the reports of the Land Commis- 
sioner, if the public history of these land grants are to have any con- 
sideration these grants are, and so admitted to be in the arguments 
here to-day, almost one successive series of fraud upon frand. 

J interrupted my friend from Nevada to read to the Senate that the 
Government of Mexico itselffour times in twenty-four years called upon 


these grantees to come forward and complete their title,and the presump- 
tion in reason and the presumption in law is that where they did not 
do it and where they failed for a quarter of a century under a demand 
from their Government to have their titles confirmed, the claims were 
forfeited and are gone. x 

There is a settled principle of the law of nations (Kent lays it down, 
every writer upon public la lays it down) that when territory is ceded, 
unless there is an express stipulation to the contrary in the treaty, the 
territory acquired must come under the general policy of the conquer- 
ing county, Now, what is the policy of this Government? It was 
the policy of the old Roman state to let the favorites of the senate or 
of the consuls go andgeize the lands in the conquered provinces and 
farm them out. ‘That was the principal source and cause of the down- 
fall of the Roman republic. There is not in history a country in the 
world that has failed to restrict the ion of Jand within reason- 
able limits but that has suffered, and suffered grievously, from the error. 

Now, what is the policy of the United States? The policy of the 
United States is that the public land shall become the happy homes of 
free people. This Government does not mean to go out of its way to 
grant imperial domains, to confirm royal principalities. It wants the 
pes land and the private land everywhere to be, as I said betore, the 

appy homes of independent and intelligent freemen. This provision 
is inaceordance with that policy. Isitright? Must this Government 
strain its conscience? Must it invent some new way of granting a 
patent to an obscure grant of one hundred years ago for a million or 
five hundred thousand or a hundred thousand acres of land against 
what is avowed and acknowledged to be its wise policy, and does the 
Senate propose by its vote upon this amendment to overthow this vital 
and sacred principle of our institutions? 

Tam glad my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] put the question 
that he did; and I am sorry I ventured a little interference while my 
friend from Nevada was answering him so well. This bill undertakes 
to adhere as well as it can to the national policy of not giving up these 
lands to a few men, of not patenting them to them, of not selling them 
to them, even. I stated the other day, and I believe it is true, that by 
the laws of the Government of the United States no man can acquire 
more than 640 acres of publie land. If Iam wrong I trust I shall be 
corrected, 

Mr. STEWART. Three hundred and twenty acres. r 

Mr. RANSOM. Then a man can get 320 acres in some other way. 
I put it at the outside limit. But let me say to my friend from Wis- 
consin that this bill, in a proper consideration for our duties under the 
treaty, not desiring to violate the spirit of the treaty in any sense, has 
expressly declined and omitted any forfeiture against the residue of 
any grant over 48,740 acres, or 11 leagues, This bill leaves every man 
with a grant over that amount the same equities, the same claim, the 
same pretension to relief that he has now. Let me ask the Senator 
why this complaint, why this protest, why this aggressive opposition 
tothis bill? The bill does not say that the excess of 48,000 acres shall 
be forfeited. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— A 

ane VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Carolina 
yie 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not illumine by his eloquent re- 
marks the point as to which I desired information. 

Mr. RANSOM, Does the Senator want me to answer him about the 
amount of land? 

Mr. SPOONER, I want to say to the Senator that the only point 
of my interruption was to elicit, if I could, some information as to the 
manner in which, where the court found the grant to be in excess of 
11 leagues, the 11 leagues were to be determined for confirmation. We 
must be guided more or less, and generally are more than less, by the 
recommendation and report of our committees, I never gave this sub- 
ject the slightest thought until the bill was taken up; and if one may 
not put a pertinent inquiry to the chairman of this committee as toa 
detail of the measure without being classed among the enemies of 
the bill by him and as being among those who are willing to give away 
royal domain, I shall exceedingly regret it in its influence upon our 
legislation hereafter, 

Mr. RANSOM. Ihave not said one word about the Senator from 
Wisconsin in that ct. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have indicated no opposition to this bill. I have 
endeavored simply, as I must vote upon it, to ascertain, if I could,what 
it means and what is intended to be accomplished by it, and nothing 


else. 

Mr. RANSOM, Now, I will try to answer the question of my friend 
from Wisconsin. He must permit me to say that he asks a question 
in the Senate that I am pretty well satisfied, from his high character 
as n lawyer, he would not ask in a court of equity. But it isa proper 
question. Imay be wrong about it; I am speaking for myself, and I 
am not speaking for the committee; but I suppose, in carrying out the 
idea of the Senator trom Wisconsin, that a grantee under a Spanish 
grant of 500,000 acres comes with his petition into court, and that upon 
an examination of his title the title is found to be good, and the court 
allows him 50,000 acres, or 11 leagues and more—— 
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Mr. SPOONER. Now, right there my question comes. 

Mr. RANSOM. How shall that be done? 

Mr.SPOONER. That was all of it. 

Mr. RANSOM. That will be done exactly as in a similar case, on 
a similar principle at least, it is done in every court of equity in the 
world. The part that can be laid off to him will be assigned to him 
under a survey made under the direction of the court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I think I know 
something about the principles of equity which govern courts of com- 
mon-law jurisdiction and courts of chancery in the partition of estates. 
This is not a court of equity, as I understand it. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, it is, sir. It is a court of law and a court of 
equity—a court created expressly to consider ani to determine equi- 
table claims and titles. 

Mr. President, not to take up the time of the Senate, let me ask my 
friend a question. Five parties are tenants in common, if you will, of 
apiece of land. The first tenant brings suit for it; he recovers his judg- 
ment, and he is entitled to one-fifth of the land. The other tenants 
in common are not there; they do not claim it; they do not want it. 
He has a judgment for one-filth. The court, of course, will order a 
survey to be made, and that that one-fifth part shall be an egual part 
in value of the whole tract; just so this court, I believe, would say— 
I know it ought to do it—that the 50,000 acres should be taken from 
the whole tract, and it should be a fair part of it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado denounces this bill. He 
applies the term iniquitous“ to it. He spoke of the wrong that 
would be done to suitors in those cases because they are required to 
present their claims in two years. I have in my hand a bill presented 
at this session of Congress in the Senate by the distinguished Senator 

from Colorado, and, not quite as hard-hearted as the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, he only gives the suitors in his bill three years. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, let me state to the Senator 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Carolina 

eld? 

7 RANSOM. Oh, yes; I will let the Senator interrupt me, al- 
though he would not permit me to interrupt him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I wiil show the difference. The bill which I pre- 
sented, by request, and which has some very excellent provisions in it, 
contains a provision that the court shall last indefinitely, but the peti- 
tion must be filed within three years. The pending bill ends the whole 
court in two years and a half. i 

Mr. RANSOM. If the Senator had been where I wish he had been, 
he would have known that that clause was put in there simply as tenta- 
tive and so that the sense of the Senate could be taken upon it. I 
thonght that the court ought to be at least for five or ten years, other 
members of the committee thought it ought to be for life. We put it 
at the shortest time that was demanded, to take the sense the Senate 
upon it. 

The Senator tells us that this is an iniquitous bill, and yet this coun- 
try is to-day standing in the place of Mexico, and I read from the laws 
of Mexicoshowing that they did not give two years to put their claims 
in. They demanded that unless the conditions were complied with and 
the evidence furnished in six months, and no further time was given, 
the claim should be forfeited. 

Mr. HEARST. You must bear in mind they were speculative claims, 


too. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, a good many of them were speculative claims. 
If the officers of the Government are to be believed, nine out of ten of 
them at the lowest calculations were not only speculative claims, but 
fraudulent claims. 

Mr. President, I was glad to hear the Senator from Colorado, and the 
Senator from California, too, say that those people there needed relief. 
I was very glad to hear the Senator from Colorado repeat my words yes- 
terday, that they were crying for reliefand for remedy. Here is a bill 
that gives almost a complete remedy, that secures to every poor man 
his home of 160 acres without cost and without expense; that secures 
to every man who desires his grant confirmed for 50,000 acres, and who 
can establish it, composure and the settlement of his rights, Here is 
a bill the whole war against which is upon the II-league clause. I 
have shown that Mexico has repudiated that principle, I have shown 
that four times she called upon the claimants to make their titles good. 
I have shown that for twenty-four years they did not doit, and the 
history. of the country shows that the great majority of these cases are 
false and fraudulent, forged from beginning to end. 

Now, if the people of Arizona and New Mexico want relief, why not 
give it to them? Does it deprive the owners of grants of more than 


50,000 acres of any right? It leaves them exactly where they are to- 


day. There is no contestover this bill, except whether the Senate shall 
carry out the policy of the General Government and make no easy rond, 
fornish no facilities, make no contrivances to secure a grant of the public 
lands to a man of more than 50,000 acres. 

Mr. President, I have nothing to say against the honest holders of 
these titles. Some of them are good; some of them may suffer some 
little inconvenience; some of them may be delayed a little; but it 
strikes me that if the innocent holders of these large grants want them 


confirmed the best way in the world to do it is to go before this court. 
They must find their title valid and good, and when the court finds 
it there will be no difficulty in Congress confirming it. 

The other day the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], the Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and myself examined many cases of a 
similar character where the commissioners in Florida were allowed to 
grant only 3,500 acres; but when they found the party had a clear title 
to more acres they invariably granted it. Just so if the court in this 
investigation finds that any man has a clear and rightful title to any 
quantity of land in New Mexico and Arizona, the court will declare 
how it is and the party will come before Congress and then Congress 
can do what is right in the premises, If the possession of that land is 
vital to the life or the prosperity of the people, Congress wiil make 
some arrangement by which they will get possession of it. If the laud 
can be held in safety, Congress will grant it. 

If nobody else offers it I will offer an amendment to the bill extend- 
ing the time to three years for the presentation of a petition; and I 
shall ask the Senate at the right time to extend the life of this court to 
five years instead of two and a half years. I think it ought to live five 


years, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not care about being classed 
with the men who want to admit fraudulent claims from Mexican 
sources by our legislation here, but I think it isour duty to have asys- 
tem of law in regard to this matter that can be executed properly and 
definitely; that the Senate can understand thoroughly well; and for 
that reason I am opposed to the bill as it stands. I thought I could 
yield my objections to it at one time, but I find on listening to the ar- 
guments of Senators here that I can not do so without putting myself 
in an improper attitude. - 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask a question ot the Senator from North Car- 
olina, with the leave of the Senator from Alabama. It is merely about 
a fact which I think it desirable for the Senate to know. Have the 
committee formed any opinion as to the number of cases which are 
likely to arise under this measure? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will answer the Senator from Massachusetts as 
well as I can. I intended to have made a statement on that matter. 
I have my own impression about it. The committee came to no posi- 
tive conclusion on that point. I will only state to the Senator from 
Massachusetts what the Commissioner of the General Land Office says. 
He says that there are now private land claims in New Mexico and 
Arizona of over 80,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. HOAR, My question was as to the number of separate cases, 
not the number of acres involved. 

Mr. RANSOM. They bave already heard from about two thousand, 
There are over a thousand that have come under the cognizance of the 
Lana Office here, and a still larger number that are in the register’s 
office. 

Mr. HOAR. That would be over four thonsand in all? 

Mr, RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, so far as the confirmation of fraud- 
ulent grants is concerned, I am informed (I do not know whether it is 
correct or not) that out of the cases which the Congress of the United 
States has acted upon directly, quite a large percentage of them has 
been found later to be fraudulent. So this is a very poor tribunal be- 
fore which to call these cases, especially as our action is definitive and 
conclusive. When we pass a law hereconfirming a Mexican land grant, 
that is the end of it. If the court upon perjured testimony and under 
the influence of fraud makes a decree in regard to one of these grants 
affirming it or confirming it, that can be set aside afterwards by an ap- 
peal from that court on a bill of review, but our action is final. - 

The recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Dominguez, read by the Senator from Colorado, puts this whole 
subject upon a ground that makes it our duty to have a bill here which 
in terms and according to its effect disposes of every one of these land 
grants either by an affirmance or disaflirmance of title, fora plaintiff can 
not stand ina court and bring his action of ejectment upon a state of facts 
whichshowsin him anabsolutely good title under the Mexican laws until 
he has in some form or other got the consent of the Government of the 
United States that he may set that title up. He must have the judg- 
ment of a court upon the law that he is entitled to his tract of land or 
he must have a confirmatory act of Congress or the confirmatory action 
of a surveyor-general or of some tribunal organized under the laws of 
the United States before he can have a standing in court to bring his 
snit to vindicate his title and to enforce it against a trespasser or one 
who intrudes upon his property. 

That being so, of course any bill that proposes to deal with this sub- 
ject ought to deal fully and completely with it. This bill does not 
so deal with it. The bill says that the court shall have no jurisdiction 
of what is termed in the bill a perfect Mexican title; the court shall 
not pass upon it one way or the other. Suppose I hold one of these 
grants and I present a petition to the court, in which I set forth the 
facts and averments which give me a perfect title to the land. The 
moment I present that petition the court say: We can not entertain 
your petition at all because we have got no jurisdiction.” Having ng 
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jurisdiction they can not decide anything. The plaintiff goes out of 
court 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask a question? F 

Mr. MORGAN. In a moment, if you please. The plaintiff goes 
out of court because he has in his petition presented a case where he 
has a perfect title. The court does not decide that he has u perfect 
title. The Government has never affirmed that he has a perfect title; 
no tribunal under the United States laws bas ever consented that that 


man has a perfect title, but when he comes to bring his action upon 


that title under the authority in the case of Dominguez he goes out of 
court because he has no title. He is cnt off from all opportunity by 
the Government denying the court jurisdiction to hear and determine 
whether a man has a title or not. Now I will yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, right there is a question that troubled me 
earlier, The Senator made this very important point the other day: 
Suppose that the petition sets up that the title isimperfectand it is proved 
to ba a perfect title? 

Mr. MORGAN. He goes out of court. 

Mr. BLAIR. He would go ont of court on proving that he had a 
perfect title? 

Mr. MORGAN. He goes out of court, and, asa matter of course, goes 
out without adjudication, because the court has no jurisdiction to pass 
upon the title, except to reject the case; that is all. 

Mr. RANSOM. must say that it gives me very great pleasure to 
come face to face with the Senator from Alabama. Not only I but 
everybody knows he is a lawyer. Iwas not myself positively aware of 
it until last night when I looked over the debate on this matter; but I 
will tell the Senator trom Alabama that the jurisdiction clause in this 
bill is taken identically, the names only being changed, from the juris- 
diction clause in the act providing for commissioners in the Territory 
of Louisiana acquired by purchase. 

If the Senator will pardon me, I know he does not mind an inter- 
ruption, he asks what is a man in New Mexico or Arizona or Colorado 
to do who has a perfect title? I need not answer that question to the 
Senator from Alabama. The Senator from Alabama knows that that 
man has as much a place in court upon his perfect title from New 
Mexico or Arizona as he has if he lived in the State of Alabama or 
North Carolina. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unfortunately the Senator from North Carolina is 
differing with a much more important set of people than I am, on 

Mr. RANSOM. Let us not get away from the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Supreme Court of the United States held just 
the reverse in the Dominguez case. 

Mr, RANSOM, Lask the Senator's pardon. I tell him that is ex- 
actly where he makes his mistake. It was the same correction that I 
made of the Senator from Colorado to-day. 

The Senator has drawn his inferences from the same case which came 
from California, The act of Congress creating the commission in Cali- 
fornia differed from the act of Congress creating the commission for 
Louisiana and Florida. That act required that before any man even 
in California could have title to his land he should present his claim 
to the commission and they should pass upon it. But there is no such 

rovision in this bill; and no one can know better than the Senator 

rom Alabama that when a man has a perfect title in Colorado or 
New Mexico or Arizona he has a right to go into a Territorial court or 
into a State court and have his redress. 

Mr. PASCO. I have here the decision of the Supreme Court 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask my friend from Florida if he will please 
read the case. 

Mr. PASCO, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to interrupt 


Mr. MORGAN. Certainly I will; but ido not expect to get through 
before Christmas if I keep on yielding in this way. 

Mr. PASCO. I will simply call attention to the case of the United 
States vs. Wiggins, which I have no doubt the Senator may have over- 
looked at the present time. It is in reference to the perfect titles that 
are referred to in the Florida cases in the eighth section of the treaty 
with Spain; 

That the perfect titles made by Spain before the 24th of January, 1818, within 
the ceded territory, are intrinsically valid, and exempt from the provisions of 
the eighth article, is the established doctrine of this court, and that they need 
no sanction from the legislativo or judicial departments of this country. 

Those are the perfect titles similar to those referred to in this bill, 
and the position taken by the committee in reference to them is the 
same as the Supreme Court has taken in this decision, and they need 
no sanction from the legislative or judicial department of the country. 
1 MORGAN. Has the Senator that article of the treaty before 

im? 

Mr. PASCO. I can get it in a moment, 

Mr. MORGAN. It will be found on examination of that article of 
the treaty that it makes special provision for the protection of those 
titles that are considered perfect under the Spanish Jaw. Our treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo does not make any such provision. 

Mr. PASCO. The court take the tion that they are covered by 
the law of nations, and are intrinsically perfect, 


Mr. MORGAN. But the titles granted by Spain before a certain 
date are ratified in that treaty. The date is fixed in the treaty. 

Mr. PASCO, That is the date on which the Spanish jurisdiction of 
those claims ended. They were held complete up to that time, and 
could not be changed by any action or non-action on the part of the 
Congress ot the United States, 

Mr. MORGAN. The want of application of that authority depends 
upon the fact that there was a disputed document in Florida between 
Spain and the United States, and a controverted question about which 
some men were hanged by Jackson in Pensacola or thereabouts; and 
in settling the treaty arrangements between the two countries those 
facts were alluded to and there was a certain date up to which it was 
conceded, as I remember, Spain reteined its complete jurisdiction, 
and the grants made by that Government before that time were con- 
firmed by the treaty. The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo does not in- 
dulge in any of those specific statements abont the date when the juris- 
diction of Mexico ceased. Itis a broad treaty. It confers upon the 
United States Government certain general powers which are a substi- 
tute in every respect for the powers of the Mexican jurisdiction, which 
is removed by the treaty from over that territory. We succeeded to it. 
According to my conception of it the case is very distinguishable from 
that mentioned by the Senator from Florida. 

As to the case mentioned by the Senator from North Carolina, first 
by myself, the case of Dominguez, which we are controverting about, 
did the United States undertake by an act of Congress to declare that 
titles derived from the Mexican Government were valid or were nof 
valid according to the will of the Government of the United States? 
The Supreme Court have not held that, but they hold in the case of 
Dominguez that the Government of the United States, succeeding to 
the sovereign powers of the Government of Spain, must give its assent * 
to these grants by law or by judicial decision of some kind before they 
are valid, before they will sustain an action of ejectment. It can not 
be imputed to the Government of the United States that they took 
charge in their legislation of every grant that had been made in the 
State of California, then the territory of Mexico, and that they deter- 
mined that no grant should be valid until it had received the sanction 
of the Government of the United States, if at the same time there were 
perfect grants in California. It can not be imputed to the Congress ot 
the United States that we have destroyed perfect grants in order to get 
jurisdiction in California over imperfect grants. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt, him to in- 
quire if that decision was not made under the act in relation to the 
land commission in California? 

Mr. MORGAN. That act was included in it. It was not proceed- 
ing under the act. It was an action of ejectment or an action of tres- 


pass, 

Mr. REAGAN. I know; but depending upon that; and that act it- 
self, as I understand it, required that all claims should be presented for 
adjudication, while this bill makes no such requirement, 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo how could 
the Congress of the United States require that a pertect grant under 
the Mexican law should receive the sanction of Congress before it was 
valid? How could they do that? They never meant to do it. 

Mr. REAGAN, I think it ought not to have been done, because un- 
der the treaty— f ji 

In the said territories property of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans 
notestablished there, shall be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract shall enjoy with respect to it guaranties equally ample as if the same 
belonged to citizens of the United States. 

Arr, IX. Tho Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve 
the character of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is 
stipulated in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the 
United States and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Con- 
gress of the United States)— 

That is, the citizens shall be admitted— 


to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States, according 
to the principles of the Constitution; and in the meantime shall be maintained 
and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property and secured 
in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 

And the protocol to that says : 


2, The American Government by 8 the tenth article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe did not in any way intend to annul the grants of lands made by 
Mexico in the ceded territories, These grants, notwithstanding tne suppression 
of the article of the treaty, preserve the legal value which they may „and 
the grantees mny cause their legitimate [titles] to be acknowledged before the 
American tribunals. 

If the Senator will allow me, I want further to state in this connec- 
tion that a number of courts have held that the courts were bound to 
take notice of perfect titles derived from Mexico. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that the Texas courts have so held. 

The Senator can not get away from the Texas conrts of course, but 
they were deciding upon a different state of case from that which ob- 
tained in California, The statement I made, and the Senator has forti- 
fied it by what he has read here, is that the Government of the United 
States under that treaty is as much bound to respect a perfect titlein 
California as it is anywhere else; and yet an act of Congress has been 

by which it appears that no title can be perfected there in Cali- 
fornia until the Government has given its sanction to it; and the Su- 


